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Abstract
gy. The results showed that the learning efficiency of the course of rural sociology mainly depended on the teachers’ teaching,while the ability

Using structural equation model , this paper made an empirical study on the factors influencing the teaching quality of rural sociolo-

improvement promoted by the course of rural sociology mainly depends on the teaching environment. The teaching environment and teachers’
teaching had a significant influence on the improvement of students’ ability of rural regional development. At present,teaching by teachers is
still the main channel for professional students to master the knowledge effectively. Due to the interaction of many factors, it is not obvious that
the teaching environment and students’ learning conditions have an effective grasp of knowledge. It is necessary to reform teaching methods,

construct teaching modes and explore a realistic guarantee system.
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Table 1 The process system of citizenization and the evaluation index
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Fig.1 Initial structure model
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