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Abstract

In the era of big data, traditional fraudulent activities have become more precise with the support
of big data technology. Colleges and universities have become hotspots for telecommunications
fraud cases. Strengthening “fraud prevention education” has become a primary approach to com-
bat telecommunications fraud, and it is also a necessary measure to ensure the personal and fi-
nancial security of students and protect their healthy development. To enhance the effectiveness
of fraud prevention education among college students, this article constructs three primary indi-
cators, including individual factors, educational strategies, and social environmental factors, along
with nine secondary indicators. The weights of different indicators are calculated using the Ana-
lytic Hierarchy Process (AHP). This study analyzes the influencing factors of fraud prevention
education among college students and provides qualitative theoretical support for optimizing the
path of fraud prevention education for college students.
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Figure 1. The influencing factors system model structure of college stu-
dents’ Internet fraud prevention education effect
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Table 2. Ranking and consistency testing of the weight hierarchy of influencing factors A on B
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Table 4. Ranking and consistency testing of the weight hierarchy of influencing factors B2 on C4~6
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Table 6. Overall ranking of influencing factor weight levels
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