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ABSTRACT 

Higher education field selection is important for student before they enter the higher 

education institutions such as colleges and universities. There are a lot of field selection 

for students to choose whether it's based on their self-interest, parent's influence or 

academic performance. Analytical Hierarchy Process (AHP) method illustrated the 

ranking of most important higher education field selection among students by multi criteria 

decision making. The purposes of this paper are to determine the main important criteria 

for higher education field selection among students by using AHP and to specify the 

preferable higher education field selection by using AHP method. The selection of higher 

education field selection is difficult to decide. Students tends to faced difficulty to choose 

higher education filed whether to follow their passion or to choose the most preferable 

choice of higher education field such as medic. As the analysis suggest the most preferable 

higher education field selection among students is education with the weightage of 0.1726 

while the most important criteria for two school's students is self-interested with the 

weightage of 0.1850. 
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