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Abstract

This paper proposes a small sample estimation method of structural equation model (SEM) based on
structural after measurement (SAM), aiming to solve the estimation bias of traditional SEM in small
samples. Through the phased modeling strategy, the SAM method first estimates the measurement
model and then the structural model, which combines the prediction advantage of ordinary least
squares (OLS) and the robustness of SAM to effectively improve the accuracy of parameter estimation
under small samples. Through the Monte Carlo simulation experiment and the simulation experiment
of education investment on talent quality training, the proposed method has higher accuracy in the
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estimation of path coefficient and load matrix in small samples, and the research results provide meth-
odological support for social science research with small samples.
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1. 5|8

45 1) 75 FEAR R (Structural equation model, SEM)ZTE 20 42 60, 70 SFARH LI Z u Rt ik, 2Tt
ST NBRE R AT — R G M SRR, B2 onlEE. B, s 1], @k idsr
BB Z IR FR, o LLER AR WS ENRIRAEEAER, fE40l. Mok, B BEZMOH
FEENURAE Z N .

ANV IT T, XA SE N2k A SEM, HI I T4 TLR TR AL X 233 /4% 7 i A 2540 1 AT SRk 7
B, R TAHSEEFRREFE. &7 B S FAREFBE L B S8 2% A RRAE XA 7 #F b i & 338 i AR A
SN WA I IR R s, AR T B B SRR A 5 e B 5 B R R P AT ORI R
AR A A = (BRI e 5 SE iR AL T B2 Ty 1A fEML T TR, SPHEE N3] SEM 7, IR
NAIHT T AU 3 DL R AR S5 DG B DR 30T 2 v R AR AR AR I B o S N AERR IR R R, kAT
EHL [ IR SR BT R AR N B ARG, R T A T R SRR FT X 4 [ AR B 5 0 e vk R AR AR R L TR
KER, RILT TP b b AR Ak T A ) 5 B A W AORT A1 3 Bk & R 3G I Se 38 5, iR vy
I BE R T =g, F8 T AR T S VR A MRER S A K B R e W, R R A 4
XHE K, IRAGIR R R . FEIMPREE 2071, SRS 5E A [4]H] FH SEM, 0f G g BE R 14 AU [5]
AT TRV, AR T —MRBORE SERE IR 7 L SRR AR E R OB AN AR B, IR
B T — N 5 AR AR IR R 25 D AH SR (R G54 D7 RS, A2 AN AR 7R 13X = AN PR 3R S8 R x A Aiob PR
TP A BN, T H AT SR RN AE P R T 0.5 BUBIME, NIRRT ARG IR b0 A FE
P25 2 5 45 7 K e RS BT 3%, o 2 R0 K i it A 2 P 3 7 A A 3 SR g () B B4k s AE BB 57 T, AT
B N[SIELIZH SEM Mg TS 5 AN—HABAAT 18 N I briIfk R, LLEZ WA e B0 7 3 ie
iR A B AN ER, HaE G R g R T 1SRk, B0 R X B — AR bR (A A7 7E %
Bk B 5P EE N SR BEOEARDC, #1345 & A WE 344 E A 58 38 W 5] B ORI 2,
NGTRBRSH TRIAA B RS TR0 T A S E AL, 0% )71, Joshanloo [6]i i 7= e
£ SEM [PIHESE A3z A8 TR (IR RR TR AR ) KWL 52 52 24k 22 4 45 g (1) DXL 1 5 A A 2 AN AR, %o i LA i 2
K 36 Tl - RS AR AT T R 2 A A A A, R & 5 R e ok R e A
(RAZ Sk Aar A1 MIMIC A5E 8 o  F00000 B8 A G ok B e 2, UESE T DR 750 S BB AR B2 () — Bk, ANSEIE B
SR 7 4R A e U G R RY R SER R AR RS SO R AR AR R B, A, R
I AESEAR B 5 2 T TRV E ) S0 AT

DAk SEM [ B FH &R JE T RFEAR BINE L, 7] B A T4 44 7 RN 5 350 o RN 30 M TS S8, 1X R
B Eh 25 A B A O 5| R A S AR Y S AR A, T O T R AR B ) & o Rosseel 58 N [7]ERFEA
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LR, J8H T 4580 5 M & (Structural after measurement, SAM)HI v, BBkt MREELER
E ARG TR AR T, WM RFFEIS — Bt . FESEBRRLH 2r,  J8A DR A K e sl Al 5 R 5
FUREA B A PR PFEAIE L -

b, BEAFEARTEOUT, AUt SAM J7i%, Sl s KA THEAG THIN AR, Fl I s —
FeAL TR, R SAM RMEVER BERTHIEAR TS Eb TR . @il 5 H Sk 5 Sk 4T,
Pt B E B A B R I .

2. AR *®

SEM Hilll & & 73 A S5 K 3870 P o AL RS, I 20 R i R
x=v+An+e, (1)

Horp, x 2 Px14ERUIMASEREHLIA R, v & Px] 4ERJBIER A&, A WA 5N AS S AH K R 1
HATHERE, &2 Px14EMIRZERINL I & .
SRR Y RN T
n=a+ps+g, (@)
Horb, 2 M x1V4ER N AR E AL B RENL A &, &R M <1 ERIAMEBE R BHHLAE, o & M1 4ER#E
PR, B R M x M 4ER BRI RBOERE, ¢ R M1 JEIRE .

X AMEARRISEAG T R, A% U 25 R T R R ] B R R A AT B B S M ok, TR
BEATRE R VEA s ASSCRE I a5/ SR 10595, B S, (AR R T (0 5 v X 8 38 70 i AT 2 KA
by SRJE SRR R, 38 1T WA PSR A A5 0 R foa s O R Ik (OLS )X 4 #y
AT S HANT

B, ORI T (ML) 732500 S5 44 T R A A v (I B 0 0 BEAT S efli vt (Resos il A2 & iR
MZTCIEEGH X ~N(1,Z), Hh2=A0A+0, O REBIERRM T Z/HERE, o RBEEM T ZEMH
Ko SRAFALZR R HON:

L(A,©)=(27)""[g["" exp(—gtr(SZ_l )) 3)
Hor, o[ PRIFEHIERES RN AR 2 R EREE S T o X Q)P 0, 2538 0 5% 1 5 Homifg xt
BAIR RN -
N 4
InL= —?[ln|2| +or(sz)] )
Hif, T=ADA+0 . @) A R0 KGHASHCH 0 15
aFML _ vyl _ “1A _
—=3(s-x)z'A=0, (5)
aFML . -1 -1
%=dzag(2 (s-z)=)=0. (6)

ZREE BARASR FEHATFE M A S TFEANRZE T Z 5 0 it &:
A= SZ’IA(ATZ’IA)_I (7
6 =diag(S—AA"). ®)

R, A e /s R S5 R T RS Y G5 A AT S B . Sext () TP ISR & HEAT A
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PHERIRAR, AT AR T3 AR A FIR 207 22000 © SRAR(L) PR 7EAE &L n (OAGTHE,  SIABUN
FERE K, s KAV THrb, BROATHERE K EORTEAL KA =1, , ATELEY

K=(A"67A) ATe ©)
SRARWATHERE K o (I3 N [STHRH 7 H0 1 -LSRAE 2 SUCD IR T4 0SSR AR 24 50)
n=WX. (10)
ASCHURAEE I OV K, R8I 5 40
5= KX. (11)
i PR B/ — S A A B 2 1 RAL B O
p=(&"8) &, (12)

WRAFAE ST Z DL, T D BT OLS #e oA e/ — 3L (WLS)E ) X i /N — ek (GLS).
3. (HESR SIS h
3.1. AL

N T IIERET SAM J7iEM SEM E/INEEAERE o 1 R AR, A 0@ IS Monte Carlo FLADURH 78 K& T
SAM (] SEM (&1t A SAM-SEM)TE/NMEAR T IR, FEZEXT L SAM-SEM. 44 SEM ({1 CB-SEM)
HiMi f5e /> — e 25 1) 77 FEAR Y (AT PLS-SEM)TE fli THE AR & (R B 42 R, it B mE Stk &
SCEI AR RO A AL T RIS R b = A R D IR

TERALSEIG B 2 MEZREXL X2), BANEEEH 3 AW E A K, AR & AR IEZS 5
i, ¥IMENO0, J7ZEN 0.2, brdEZ BEA AR ZETILFYRE . 2% Yuan 55 A (2020) [9]7EWF T/ NMEAE
J I BB REA R, ARSCEL N =10,30,50 , FH RSN 5 AR /IR AR T BG4 03 2 75 Bl R A 2 1 AR A
M. XH, HTER 2 MEELTEHEMNEETES 3 MR EMHER T, FEARR R ZE R 58
H T EAGT SER TN 10 £5[10], BTEA 50 5 NEAR IS S N T J5 (BT AN IR 716 R #6458 R A ph v
PEBERI L AS, A SCREERMIEIL TN B, BN B, =0.5 . Kl CB-SEM 231 g (5it&Eich g, » i
ik SAM-SEM 7451 B fti1-Rid A B, it PLS-SEM 733K B fhit-Rid A B, -

HEAT 500 BANSEES, FRAF 500 HFEAA, RHREAE T DS R — S5 B Al vHE, s i 400
RERMEHEIC A B, i=1,2,---,500, W B HIWZEILA:

500 , .

Bias =53 (-4 (13)

1 3500, . 2
RMSE = [=0> (5~ 4) (14)

FEREAR DN 10 FITEILN, — KB IMEA RS e 1 s

B {5 AR 22 T AL A

Table 1. Observed variable data generated when the sample size was 10

F 1. HARER 10 BIRHRE BN ZE 259

n x11 x12 x13 x21 x22 x23
1 —0.9259258 —0.2016124 —0.64696779 0.23540272 0.2766308 —0.12800939
2 —0.2816233 —0.2930842 —0.23108993 —0.01425864 —0.2259515 —1.03381082
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3 0.7881235 1.4914082 0.36932254 1.01635828 0.7570743 1.22642784
4 —0.2695634 0.4420691 1.01229163 0.69234914 —0.3852656 —0.25694553
5 —0.1760959 0.4579236 0.61778967 —0.22797189 —0.5904481 —0.40293984
6 0.6177398 1.5085148 0.52676956 2.30401946 1.5583462 1.67802435
7 0.7434027 0.5703608 0.09637415 —0.24931788 0.5883378 0.20512471
8 —0.9434584 —0.9132306 —0.96773136 —1.17218657 —1.2307254 —1.6211469
9 —1.0584726 —0.6176277 —0.06330071 —0.0836258 0.2908123 —0.02317995
10 0.2041935 —0.4821152 —0.30468096 —0.32896029 0.544485 —0.38126332

W BTEEAEN 30, 50 FIEALT, PPASIEEZ, ASUURREEARE N 10 FIF.
43l 7 CB-SEM. SAM-SEM F1 PLS-SEM 7£ % [ WAL A 4 ip 45 21 () 248 2R BRI #8047 46 P4l 1 b
K13 757 % 22 (MSE) 1S #0111 22 (bias) . 45 B0 2 fioR.

Table 2. Mean-squared error (MSE) and parameter estimation bias (bias) in conventional SEM, PLS-SEM and SAM-SEM
%2 2. fEf54: SEM. PLS-SEM F1 SAM-SEM Ay 75iRZE (MSE)FS # & iR Z (bias)

N B bias MSE
3, ~11.773 119.693

10 B 0.056 0.114

B, 0.277 0.105

in 0.217 0.081

30 B 0.100 0.039

B 0.235 0.062

3, 0.217 0.062

50 B 0.116 0.026

; 0.231 0.058

M 2 RRT LB, T mZE T, 24 N =10,30,50 i, SAM-SEM [{] bias i 2 i/ T CB-SEM
A1 PLS-SEM ] bias, LFHBAE . FEMTHRERAYETT I, 24 N =30,50 8, SAM-SEM [ MSE &3 i/ T
CB-SEM Al PLS-SEM [#] MSE; 4 N =101}, SAM-SEM ] MSE B4R PLS-SEM ¥/, {HZE A Z
IRK, 1 B3 /T CB-SEM 1] MSE.

£ Monte Carlo fRALSEEG T, FEAREIEIIAR, SHOXBERIAR, nzE 5377 R% %2 R4 R A
—FERI, ZREKE, SAM-SEM 152 1H 45 R 2L T CB-SEM 3 2 {4554, WiLT PLS-SEM 1§
I TH4E R

3.2. SEIESHT

N TP IRUE RS T SAM J5 5 SEM TE/NMEAREE IR RBUR , RITHE RN AA T E R F
IRZIE . HHT 2013 42 1 E SUS LR G UUE AR SR AL, RS (OCT 2013 FIRIGAE Sk sE &
FENY BB 530, SRR T A BE MO A S E PN O S O REOR
NI RAE 2025 4F 3 H, 2023 FHEE AR T ATE, T 2024 FEEE T AL T BB B EHL 2013 2
2022 FHE RN G ANA B T REAE 34T SSUE /4
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SRS N[ RRF  E R EF BRI PP bR AE R AR I A2 &, IF 45 &% A A 1557
RIEBUREI 73T T8, SRS MR, W ERANNA RER RN . AFaR2HEdE
BN B REMETER, R T BTN BE R R ST I 0 ANOPSEHFEAER
RS, WHZM X R R SR R, BERAEY KA., e &
RITIIAT T ARG ERM B E LR B E RN EEZHRE D, SR T S0 #0E =R
FERZCRE AR I, SRIMEEBRAMN =DM E, BIHELRW . B0 A0 mEHE AR
I K W BV #OR 423 . BHIRE SO R B 1) 2 /0 mT DU 9 B\ 4 5 e B IR A8 2 AR 8 77 T e iy —
ANMERR: BN E SRR A RER AR EE T W BEESER AT EAYRREREL L
MNP EZFEAE, WA R FHEZ MR RMIAL . T, RIEAARERIFHN =10
WA, ARG SORRECR . B ABUE . 5B EBAEE . BERANULNS TR IR
AR B 3.

Table 3. Selection of variables in education investment and talent quality training

=3 HERAURAT REEFPEERIRE

AR B
HER R H (1)
HEHRNOQ BTN S B R A (x12)
[ R BUE R 24 % (x13)
BHE SCR R EE (x21)
NA B IR () el AR sl A SR (x22)

BB BNFER(23)

MRAEE 3 AR BT DAR SR A R T R A, HL R R
Xy =An+e;,i=1,23,j=123 (15
Xy =N E+e,i=1,23,j=4,5,6 (16)

Hep, pRWEBAERR, SRIMEBERE, x, Mx, &3« ERNWNZRENNE, A SEELE
5N AR AR R R 7 AT AR, 6 A2 3x 1 EBRZEREALI &
LRI Y RN T
n=ps+¢, )
Horb, p RWEBARSR, SRR, pRMHAEHE, (RIREMNE.
R 45 4 77 RER TR A 1 T DA B A BN A BB R0 8 R BRI, i 1 R

AT RE
X12 = EERAN 7] s x22
@—v x13 |« Lel  x23

Figure 1. Path relationship diagram between variables

Bl 1. TEENEEXRE
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FEAEF SAM {0 5 U7 FER AL BEAT 28U THI . &G, AR ROR R AG THML) 9 75 350 G54 T3 e
R e (U 23 AT S K i - ABOS SR AT B T B AR R A A TR AR 207 ZHERE © Kl i

10
0942 0
A=STTA(ATEA) = Lo (18)
0 1
0 1012
0 1011

(0000 0 0 0 0

0 0010 0 0 0

@:diag(S—AAT)z 0 0 00010 0 . (19)

0 0 0 003 0 0

0 0 0 0 0010 0
0

0 0 o0 0 0.012]

oS O O

JEUK, 3L DA A A )0 A A8 22 7 22 R 1 £ A © SRAR H LR L K
K_{O.6810869 0.001828267 0.317248 0 0 0

20
0 0 0 0.1417382 0.4619335 0.3862888 (20)

I IE(12) 345 21 R 7 45 90 R <

[-1.51123305 —1.4084138]

~0.98788303 —1.1276863

-0.81225906 —0.8178512

-0.56103948 —0.5180852

oKX= ~0.21266148  ~0.1969301 | @
0.07034006  0.1250156

0.44399762  0.5014465

0.81042006  0.8129867

1.22039360  1.0747994

| 1.53992476  1.5547182 |

e, i E AN —IRTE1S 3] SAM-SEM AR g 2 AR 12 R AL B HfhTh . XARYE S5/ 7 FE A
M1 DL R A BRI I BR 12 58 2, ##4T CB-SEM F1 PLS-SEM #14, T LI15%] CB-SEM Fl PLS-SEM
TEEAR B R AR R BASTHE, Wk 4 Fos.

Table 4. Pathway coefficient between potential variables in the influence of educational investment on talent quality training

F 4. HEBRA AT REEFHOEMPRELTEEMNBRERY

R CB-SEM SAM-SEM PLS-SEM
n~¢é 0.9820288 0.9818154 0.9919605

7£ CB-SEM A, ZE BN (X N A 5575 72 (n) 1 3% 42 RN 0.9820288; 7 SAM-SEM LAY,
HE BN ANA BT () (I ER A2 R H0CN 0.9818154; 7E PLS-SEM #EAIth, & BN (X A A B4
R MR RN 0.9919605, = MEMER A E BN 5 AA RS TR 2 IEA KN NEUE FF, SAM-
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SEM HI CB-SEM ALl 1 Hi I B8 42 R+ 46k

BEXE IR STIERE, TR ZA5E ) MSE, #UE S 737115 CB-SEM B A1 SAM-SEM A 7E %
BN NI 0T 25 IR 5 W 7 A5 3 13 R 21 7 iR (RMSEA), % LU MRS S G AR R L 72
F#(PLS-SEM Aok k43 RMSEA), Z5H L% 5.

Table 5. Root mean square error of approximation (RMSEA)
= 5. IEIURZEHRRMSEA)

RMSEA

=

>

0.4064629

>

0.07548352

sam

JE LR 2 38 7 IR(RMSEA) P E ArdE /N T 0.08, FoRBAIA Rif; KT 0.1, RABAEK
Zo M 5 AT LAE H, SAM-SEM FIBLAY A Fabr4s F 2 0.07548352, BHE/NT 0.08; CB-SEM [f15 %Y
WA TEFR 4 A 0.4064629, B KT 0.1; XKW SAM-SEM BRIl & R AL .

TP I R E A AA R IR R0, Frig H 1 SAM-SEM J7 7215 29L& 45 R0 B AL
T CB-SEM, I HRIMAEHRNEG ANA TREIG TR WA RGERA IEAAGME, X EREHE AR N2 5

ZESE NS R TR
4. &g

ARSI AR AU S 56 AR SGAIE 73 A BRI 1 3 S5 4 i 0 R 19 45 F 7 AR AR A (SAM-SEM) #E /M FE A 24
PG TIRE R, R SR G M FR R (CB-SEM)IEAT T LU, M T 1E/MEEARTE 0L R SAM-SEM [
Giithett. DT ESEIRES RAT S HIR TSR, WAk 145 5B TTER A .
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