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Apriori Algorithm Based Survey Analysis and Coping Strategies

on Students’ Examination Cheating in Higher University

FENG Jun, XU Li, MIN Lan

College of Management and Science , Chengdu University of Technology , Chengdu 610059 , China

Abstract: Based on the researches in universities, the causal relationships of students’ cheating can be re-
vealed with the Apriori algorithm. The empirical analysis shows that the combination of the subjective and
objective reasons causes students’ cheating, and the students’ own objective reasons are the main reasons.
Reforming educational methods, enhancing moral education and setting up the value of integrity, managing
examination strictly, creating strict law and legislation for the examination and managing examination af-
fairs according to the law can reduce and even prevent the students’ cheating.

Key words: college students; examination cheating; Apriori algorithm; coping strategies; managing exami-

nation affairs according to law



