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ABSTRACT
This study aims to analyze the influence of social capital comprising 
trust, social networks, and social values on community development 
and community participation. Additionally, it explores the mediating 
role of community development in the relationship between the 
dimensions of social capital and community participation. A mixed-
method approach was employed, combining a systematic literature 
review with path analysis, to provide both conceptual and empirical 
insights into the dynamics of social capital in community empowerment. 
The obtained results showed that trust and network had a positive 
and significant impact on community development and community 
participation while social values had no significant influence, possibly 
due to the abstract nature of the associated values and the time 
required to influence community dynamics. Accordingly, community 
development was observed to effectively mediate influence of trust 
and network on community participation by fostering productive 
interactions and enhancing collective awareness. Regardless of the 
fact that social values had no direct impact, reinforcing these values 
remains very important for building solidarity and collective awareness. 
These results offer valuable contributions to the understanding of 
social capital’s multidimensional role in supporting participatory and 
sustainable community development initiatives.
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Introduction

Community development is a multidimensional process aimed at improving 
the well-being and quality of life within communities in a specific geographical 
area. This process typically comprises the organization of various programs and 
interventions designed specifically to address diverse social, economic, and 
environmental issues (Bahri et al., 2023). Its primary goal is to foster sustainable 
growth and enhance the capacity and participation of communities (Prince, 2024). 
In this context, community development is not limited to physical aspects but also 
includes strengthening social structures and interactions among individuals within 
community (Parker, 2012).

Social capital refers to resources embedded in social networks, including trust, 
norms/values, and interactions that facilitate collaboration among individuals within 
community (Enderle, 2024). This form of capital is generally categorized into two 
types, namely bonding social capital, which strengthens ties within homogeneous 
groups, and bridging social capital, which connects diverse groups (Halstead et 
al., 2022). Moreover, strong social capital within community enhanced members’ 
participation in social and developmental activities. This is confirmed by the fact that 
trust and interpersonal relationships have significantly contributed to the adoption 
of collective measures capable of strengthening cohesion and achieving common 
goals (Carmen et al., 2022). Another study has also reported that strengthening 
social capital contributed to more effective cooperation within communities, thereby 
improving the quality and sustainability of various community development initiatives 
(Onyx & Leonard, 2010).

On a global scale, community development has been observed to be carried 
out using various unique approaches with the aim of addressing the distinct social, 
economic, and political challenges faced by different nations. For instance, in the 
United Kingdom, a decentralized and participatory governance approach is adopted, 
known as the “Big Society” initiative, which promotes social action despite facing 
budget cuts (Marleni et al., 2018; Prince, 2024). In Japan, the concept of machizukuri 
[community planning] is adopted. This concept emphasizes collaborative decision-
making to address demographic challenges and strengthen communities through 
social exchange programs such as fureai kippu [caring relationship tickets] 
(Kusakabe, 2013). Accordingly, in Africa, microfinance programs and women’s 
cooperatives are organized with the primary aim of reducing poverty and enhancing 
food security, despite facing challenges such as conflicts and climate change 
(Abdulai & Tewari, 2017).

Based on observation, social capital plays a significant role in sustainable 
community development, as networks of trust and interpersonal interactions invariably 
enable effective collaboration. To further support this observation, Marleni et al. 
(2018) emphasized how globalization dynamics affected rural communities, and how 
profit-oriented values reduced participation in social organizations. Beausaert et al. 
(2023) reported that support from colleagues and supervisors (external social capital) 
positively influenced the well-being of students over time.
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Bahri et al. (2023) examined social and cultural capital in Tapong Village, and 
showed how traditional norms and values, which were maintained by customary 
institutions, strengthened community relationships and promoted inclusive decision-
making through collective discussions. Across different regions, the interaction 
between social and cultural capital has been observed to support sustainable 
development by reinforcing community identity and harmony. For instance, in India, 
Dineshappa (2022) reported how social capital bridged social groups, thereby 
reducing inequalities and fostering societal integration. The investigation showed how 
social capital facilitated inclusive collective decision-making and ensured community 
needs were comprehensively addressed. Similarly, Suhaeb & Kaseng (2023) found 
that social capital not only comprised relational networks but also included norms 
and values with the capability of binding communities to productivity and economic 
growth, particularly in rural areas.

Bakari (2022) further emphasized the role of social capital in inclusive 
decision-making, particularly in capitalist communities requiring equality. The study 
recommended investing in social capital through inclusive policies to strengthen 
community participation. Furthermore, Prince (2024) suggested that fundamental 
mechanisms of social capital, such as trust and civic engagement, had consistent 
adaptable principles across contexts. Based on these elucidations, an inference can 
be made that social capital is a priority in inclusive and sustainable development.

The aforementioned discussions consistently showed that social capital 
is a foundational element in community development, both locally and broadly. 
Among various social groups, students act as significant agents of change (Saz-
Gil et al., 2021), as alongside their educational processes, they actively participate 
in community activities, which invariably impacts socioeconomic development. The 
role of students as change agents is essential in community development, as the 
group acts as catalysts driving social change and inspiring community inclusiveness 
(Abada et al., 2023). Social interaction has been reported to be a powerful element in 
the mobilization of social actors (Hidalgo et al., 2021). Within this form of interaction, 
students were observed to not only provide understanding but also strengthen social 
capital within communities, which in turn increases public participation in development 
processes (Budowle et al., 2021). Based on this insight, an inference can be made that 
the presence of students as catalysts enhances social capital, expands networks, and 
facilitates collaborations that support community development.

Aldrich and Meyer (2015) have shown that social capital influenced community 
participation in various aspects of development. Further, Nugrahani et al.(2019) reported 
that the trust component facilitates positive interpersonal relationships, the networks 
component elucidates to act as channels for communication and coordination, and the 
values component creates shared norms that guide collective actions. Despite the widely 
recognized importance of social capital, gaps remain in understanding how it mediates 
the relationship between community development and community participation. 
Specifically, the role of students as change agents in local communities has not been 
extensively explored, even though the contributions made by the demographic are 
recognized as driving factors in community development initiatives.
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The current study aims to comprehensively examine how the dimensions of 
social capital (trust, network, and value) influence community development and 
community participation. Furthermore, it explores the role of community development 
as a mediator in the relationship between social capital and community participation. 
By adopting a Systematic Literature Review (SLR) approach and path analysis, 
this investigation is expected to provide both theoretical and practical contributions 
to understanding the multidimensional dynamics of social capital in the context of 
sustainable community development. The adopted approach was selected with the 
specific aim of offering valuable insights for academics and policymakers who are 
interested in designing more effective interventions to enhance social capital and 
identify the role of university students in strengthening community participation in 
development programs.

To deepen the analysis, the study proposes the following question in the SLR 
approach: How do the dimensions of social capital—trust, network, and value—affect 
community development and participation in the context of sustainable community 
development? This study is designed based on the following hypotheses, all of which 
are to be tested using path analysis:

Hypothesis 1 (H1): Trust (X1) has a positive and significant effect on Community 
Development (Y1).
Hypothesis 2 (H2): Network (X2) has a positive and significant effect on 
Community Development (Y1).
Hypothesis 3 (H3): Value (X3) has a positive and significant effect on Community 
Development (Y1).
Hypothesis 4 (H4): Community Development (Y1) has a positive and significant 
effect on Community Participation (Y2).
Hypothesis 5 (H5): Trust (X1) has a positive and significant effect on Community 
Participation (Y2).
Hypothesis 6 (H6): Network (X2) has a positive and significant effect on 
Community Participation (Y2).
Hypothesis 7 (H7): Value (X3) has a positive and significant effect on Community 
Participation (Y2).
Three hypotheses were formulated regarding the mediating role of community 

development in the relationship between social capital and community participation. 
These hypotheses are as follows:

Hypothesis 8 (H8): Community Development (Y1) mediates the effect of Trust 
(X1) on Community participation (Y2).
Hypothesis 9 (H9): Community Development (Y1) mediates the effect of 
Network (X2) on Community Participation (Y2).
Hypothesis 10 (H10): Community Development (Y1) mediates the effect of 
Value (X3) on Community Participation (Y2).
The comprehensive approach through SLR and path analysis is expected to make 

a significant theoretical contribution to understanding the complexity of social capital 
and its multidimensional role in community development. Therefore, this study offers 
a deeper perspective for further investigations in the field of community development, 



Changing Societies & Personalities, 2025, Vol. 9, No. 2, pp. 501–523 505

particularly concerning the role of social capital in driving participation and ensuring 
the sustainability of community initiatives.

Literature Review

Social capital has been observed to play a significant role in supporting community 
development and enhancing community participation. The significance of this 
capital lies in its ability to strengthen social relationships, foster trust, and facilitate 
cooperation among community members. Accordingly, Bakari (2022) emphasized 
that social capital enabled individuals within community to access resources 
more easily, share information, and initiate collective actions to address shared 
challenges. This invariably contributed to increased social cohesion and community 
resilience.

The concept of social capital, as introduced by Putnam (1993), includes 
networks, norms, and trust as the foundational elements for achieving shared 
goals. As observed, the factor invariably enhanced connections among community 
members and supported effective collaboration by establishing strong networks 
(Halstead et al., 2022). Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998) divided social capital into 
three dimensions, namely structural, cognitive, and relational. The structural 
dimension comprised patterns of interaction and social networks, while the cognitive 
dimension focused on shared visions and norms that facilitate collaboration. The 
relational dimension, on the other hand, played a substantial role in building trust 
and loyalty, which are generally essential for maintaining sustainable relationships 
within community (Prakasa, 2018).

In the context of community development, social capital significantly impacts the 
quality of life within communities. Prince (2024) showed that social capital strengthened 
social norms and collective identity, thereby enhancing solidarity and creating a sense 
of belonging among community members. Social capital was also found to serve as 
a catalyst for resolving conflicts peacefully, strengthening advocacy, and empowering 
communities to meet respective needs independently.

Marleni et al. (2018) further stated how the cultural elements inherent in social 
capital possessed traditional legitimacy that supported the success of development 
efforts. In community development, solid networks, norms, and organizations provide 
access for communities to actively engage in the planning and implementation 
of development policies. Moreover, Coleman (1988) explained that social capital 
comprised obligations, information channels, as well as norms and sanctions capable 
of effectively regulating social interactions. As reported, this structure enabled more 
efficient cooperation and reduced potential conflicts within community.

Community participation, as an outcome of social capital, is a considerable factor 
in community-based development. Strong social capital can enhance community 
inclusiveness in sustainable development projects, such as cooperatives or local 
infrastructure initiatives. According to Apuke and Omar (2021), social interaction ties, 
sense of belonging, reciprocity, homophily, and trust served as effective predictive 
factors of behavior.

https://changing-sp.com/
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Methods

The current study was carried out using a mixed-methods approach, combining two 
methodologies, namely SLR and quantitative analysis. This approach was selected 
with the primary aim of achieving a comprehensive understanding of the study topic 
while quantitatively measuring influence between variables studied.

Systematic Literature Review 
A SLR approach is defined as a systematic process used for identifying, evaluating, 
and interpreting all relevant investigations related to the topic of influence of social 
capital on community development, particularly in the context of community 
empowerment systems. Generally, the SLR aims to provide a comprehensive 
answer to the study questions.

In accordance with the SLR approach, data collection was carried out in this 
study through a literature review technique using the “Publish or Perish” application 
on the Google Scholar1 platform. The search keywords include “social capital,” 
“community empowerment,” and “community development.” Google Scholar was 
selected as the study database due to its broad accessibility and its capability to 
avail various articles from both international and national journals. This selection is 
based on the ease of access and the extensive coverage of results provided.

Subsequent to data collection, data filtering was carried out based on 
the publication year criteria, ranging from 2014 to 2024. It is also important to 
comprehend that the selection of data was in accordance with quality, relevance, 
and the reputation of the sources. The data extraction process adhered to principles 
of quality and relevance to the study topic. Regarding the types of publications 
analyzed, this study focused primarily on quality, relevance, and reputable journals. 
The reputation criterion was determined by the journals’ indexation in reputable 
databases such as Scopus2 or journals that have been nationally or internationally 
accredited.

For further analysis, this study adopted the use of VOSviewer3 software 
(Version 1.6.20) for bibliometric analysis to examine study trends within the relevant 
publication years. Additionally, Mendeley4 software (Version 1.19.8) was used to 
structure the PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-
Analysis) model, ensuring validity and accuracy in the literature selection process. 
The combination of VOSviewer and Mendeley ensured that the data used were of 
high quality and effectively supported answering the study questions. This approach 
is expected to provide an in-depth understanding of the role of social capital in 
community empowerment systems.

1 https://scholar.google.com 
2 https://www.scopus.com 
3 https://www.vosviewer.com 
4 https://www.mendeley.com 

https://scholar.google.com
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Path Analysis
The path analysis approach was adopted in this study to examine causal 
relationships between independent and dependent variables, where these effects 
may occur either directly or indirectly through an intervening variable. In the context 
of the observed subject matter, the analyzed variables include Trust (X1), Network 
(X2), and Value (X3) as independent variables, with Community Development 
(Y1) as the intervening variable, and Community Participation (Y2) as the  
dependent variable. 

The influence of social capital (trust, network, and values) on community 
development is represented in Substructural Equation 1.

 

 

 

Y1 = 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝Y1X1 + 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝Y1X2 + 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝Y1X3 +  ε1,                                       (1) 

 

 

Y2 = 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝Y2X1 + 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝Y2X2 + 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝Y2X3 +  𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝Y2Y1+ ε2,                                  (2) 

 

                         (1)

where Y1 = Community Development, X1 = Trust, X2 = Network, X3 = Value, ε1= Residual.

The influence of Social Capital (Trust, Network, and Value) and Community 
Development on Community Participation is represented in Substructural Equation 2:

 

 

 

Y1 = 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝Y1X1 + 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝Y1X2 + 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝Y1X3 +  ε1,                                       (1) 

 

 

Y2 = 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝Y2X1 + 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝Y2X2 + 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝Y2X3 +  𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝Y2Y1+ ε2,                                  (2) 

 

                  (2)

where Y2 = Community Participation, X1 = Trust, X2 = Network, X3 = Value,  
Y1 = Community Development, ε2 = Residual.

Data analysis was conducted using SmartPLS statistical software (Version 4.1.1.1), 
a comprehensive tool for calculating path coefficients and assessing the significance 
of relationships among variables under investigation. Based on observation, this 
software has the capability to effectively determine whether trust, networks, and values 
variables significantly impact community development and community participation. 
Accordingly, to ensure the reliability and validity of the results, comprehensive validity 
and reliability tests of the instruments were conducted, ensuring that the data analyzed 
meets high-quality standards.

Hypothesis testing was conducted based on the structural model that has been 
developed, where each relationship between variables was tested to determine the 
significance of respective effects. This testing includes an analysis of the direct effects 
of trust, network, and value on community development and community participation. 
Furthermore, the analysis also comprised testing mediation effects by assessing the 
role of community development as a mediating variable in the relationship between 
social capital and community participation.

The aforementioned approaches were selected primarily because each 
is expected to provide a comprehensive understanding of the dynamics of the 
relationships between variables in the context of community empowerment. By 
adopting the approaches, the current investigation aims to answer the study questions 
comprehensively and provide empirical evidence on influence of social capital in 
enhancing community development and participation.

https://changing-sp.com/
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Results and Discussion

Network Visualization Analysis
Based on the data collection for this study, a total of 717 records were retrieved from 
the Google Scholar database using the specified search criteria. These records were 
subsequently analyzed (Figure 1).
Figure 1
PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analysis)

Note. Source: developed by the authors.

The results of the network visualization analysis emphasized the key dynamics of 
the topic “Influence of Social Capital on Community Participation through Community 
Development” across three main clusters namely “Social Capital,” “Community 
Development,” and “Study” (Figure 2). The “Social Capital” cluster emphasized the 
essential role of social capital in strengthening community participation, as reported 
by Marleni et al. (2018), who stated the importance of fostering social bonds and 
inclusivity in collective decision-making. Concerning the “Community Development” 
cluster, Suhaeb and Kaseng (2023) and Bahri et al. (2023) reported that community 
development enhanced citizen engagement and collaboration rooted in social 
norms. Lastly, the “Study” cluster stressed the significance of investigating social 
capital to improve participation. As discussed by Bakari (2022) and Prince (2024), 
the factors of trust and civic engagement significantly influenced the adoption of 
inclusive development. This analysis showed that community development driven 
by social capital is effective in fostering sustainable participation and generating 
significant social impact.
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Figure 2
Map of Network Visualization Analysis Results (Social Capital on Community 
Development)

Note. Source: developed by the authors.

The overlay visualization showed the dynamic progression of the themes “Social 
Capital,” “Community Development,” and “Study” from 2014 to 2024 (Figure 3). During 
2014–2017, the “Study” cluster (in purple) dominated, marking an initial focus on 
conceptual studies regarding the interaction between social capital and community 
development. Subsequently, from 2018–2019, attention shifted to core elements of 
social capital, such as trust and social networks, in fostering community cohesion 
(in green). From 2020 to 2024, the focus transitioned to “Community Development” 
(in yellow), which effectively emphasized the role of community development as an 
effective bridge for enhancing community participation. This visualization shows 
a shift from conceptual understanding to practical application, showcasing the 
contribution of each cluster in comprehending influence of social capital through 
community development.
Figure 3
Results of Overlay Visualization Analysis (Social Capital on Community Development)

Note. Source: developed by the authors.

https://changing-sp.com/
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Density Visualization Analysis
The density visualization laid emphasis on the high study intensity on “Social 
Capital,” “Community Development,” and “Study” (Figure 4). The bright green color 
in the “Social Capital” cluster shows a primary focus on trust, norms, and social 
networks in strengthening social cohesion. The bright yellow surrounding “Community 
Development” constitutes its role as a bridge between social capital and more active 
Community Participation. Meanwhile, the bright purple in the “Study” cluster reflects 
the significance of conceptual studies as a foundation for understanding the interaction 
between social capital and Community Development. This visualization showed 
a strong study trend aimed at applying the outlined concepts to enhance community 
engagement.
Figure 4
Results of Density Visualization Analysis (Social Capital on Community 
Development)

Note. Source: developed by the authors.

Graphical Output 
Figure 5 presents the graphical output of the path analysis conducted using SmartPLS. 
The diagram illustrates the causal relationships among the studied variables: Trust, 
Social Network, Social Value, Community Development, and Community Participation. 
The arrows indicate the direction of influence between variables, while the numbers 
shown represent the path coefficient values for each relationship. This visualization 
facilitates a clearer understanding of the strength and direction of the relationships 
within the tested model.
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Figure 5
Graphical Output

Note. Source: developed by the authors.

Construct Reliability and Validity
Table 2 presents the results of the construct reliability and validity measurements for 
variables Community Development, Community Participation, Network, Trust, and 
Value. Cronbach’s alpha and Composite Reliability (rho_a and rho_c) were used to 
assess the internal consistency of the constructs, where values above .7 implied high 
reliability. All variables achieved Cronbach’s alpha and Composite Reliability values 
exceeding .9, signifying that the constructs used were high reliable and consistent in 
measuring respective variables.
Table 2
Construct Reliability and Validity

Variable Cronbach’s 
alpha

Composite 
reliability 
(rho_a)

Composite 
reliability 
(rho_c)

Average 
variance 
extracted 

Community 
Development .976 .977 .981 .894

Community 
Participation .970 .979 .977 .875

Network .954 .957 .970 .916

Trust .973 .974 .979 .903

Value .948 .948 .966 .906

Note. Source: developed by the authors.

https://changing-sp.com/
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The Average Variance Extracted (AVE) was used to assess convergent 
validity. According to predefined standards, an AVE value above .5 signifies that the 
construct explained more than half of the variance of its indicators. The AVE values 
for all the constructs observed in this investigation exceeded .87, implying that each 
possessed strong validity and served as a comprehensive representation of its 
indicators. In essence, the table shows that all variables in the model had excellent 
reliability and validity.

Discriminant Validity Cross-Loadings
Table 3 demonstrates the results of discriminant validity testing through cross-
loadings between indicators alongside respective constructs, namely Community 
Development, Community Participation, Network, Trust, and Value. Generally, when 
testing for discriminant validity, each indicator is expected to have the highest loading 
value on the construct it represents compared to other constructs.
Table 3
Discriminant Validity Cross-Loadings

Indicator Community 
Development

Community 
Participation Network Trust Value

X1.1 0.906 0.914 0.894 0.939 0.872
X1.2 0.956 0.966 0.962 0.963 0.923
X1.3 0.878 0.896 0.936 0.933 0.955
X1.4 0.935 0.937 0.945 0.962 0.882
X1.5 0.915 0.918 0.908 0.954 0.898
X2.1 0.930 0.943 0.959 0.937 0.886
X2.2 0.867 0.877 0.933 0.916 0.943
X2.3 0.959 0.965 0.979 0.955 0.917
X3.1 0.874 0.884 0.914 0.910 0.971
X3.2 0.927 0.922 0.893 0.892 0.915
X3.3 0.884 0.880 0.917 0.916 0.968
Y.1 0.921 0.953 0.910 0.930 0.887
Y.2 0.685 0.755 0.689 0.686 0.664
Y.3 0.963 0.977 0.965 0.967 0.922
Y.4 0.936 0.935 0.902 0.905 0.913
Y.5 0.966 0.982 0.970 0.972 0.933
Y.6 0.972 0.989 0.976 0.977 0.936
Z.1 0.943 0.927 0.894 0.903 0.917
Z.2 0.949 0.905 0.902 0.906 0.876
Z.3 0.936 0.925 0.889 0.898 0.916
Z.4 0.959 0.940 0.925 0.939 0.889
Z.5 0.966 0.957 0.946 0.949 0.902
Z.6 0.920 0.883 0.896 0.888 0.843

Note. Source: developed by the authors.



Changing Societies & Personalities, 2025, Vol. 9, No. 2, pp. 501–523 513

Table 3 presents the indicators used in this study to measure the main variables. 
The Trust variable (X1) consists of five indicators, labeled X1.1 to X1.5. The Social 
Network variable (X2) is measured by three indicators, namely X2.1 to X2.3. The 
Social Value variable (X3) consists of three indicators, X3.1 to X3.3. The Community 
Development variable (Z) has six indicators, Z1 to Z6, and the Community Participation 
variable (Y) is also measured using six indicators, Y1 to Y6. This labeling facilitates 
data management and path analysis conducted using the SmartPLS software.

In line with the established criteria, the results presented in the table show 
that most indicators have the highest loading values on their respective constructs. 
Indicators Y1 to Y6 exhibit the highest loadings on the Community Participation 
construct, while indicators X3.1 to X3.3 show the highest loadings on the Social 
Network construct. These results indicate that each indicator more strongly measures 
its intended construct compared to others, thereby fulfilling the criteria for discriminant 
validity. Overall, the cross-loading results confirm that the model possesses adequate 
discriminant validity by ensuring each construct is accurately measured by its 
indicators without overlap with other constructs.

Path Coefficients
Table 4 presents the results of the analysis of relationships between variables in the 
model, measuring the strength and significance of the effects between variables. Each 
row represents a relationship between variables, with values including the original 
sample (O), sample mean (M), standard deviation (SD), t-statistics (the absolute value 
of O divided by SD), and p-values.
Table 4
Path Coefficients

Variable Original 
sample (O) M SD t-statistics 

(|O/SD|) p-values

Community Development–
Community Participation 0.502 0.536 0.158 3.174 .002

Network–Community 
Development 0.278 0.276 0.105 2.636 .009

Trust–Community 
Development 0.547 0.546 0.112 4.884 .000

Trust–Community 
Participation 0.462 0.432 0.147 3.139 .002

Value–Community 
Development 0.155 0.158 0.115 1.351 .177

Value–Community 
Participation 0.029 0.025 0.069 0.423 .672

Note. Source: developed by the authors.

Based on the observations made, the relationship between Community 
Development and Community Participation showed a significant positive effect 
with a path coefficient of 0.502, supported by a t-statistic greater than 2 (3.174) and 
a p-value less than .05 (.002). Similarly, the Network reflected a significant positive 
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effect on Community Development with a path coefficient of 0.278, a t-statistic of 
2.636, and a p-value of .009, indicating significance at the .05 level.

Trust similarly showed a strong and significant effect on Community Development, 
with a path coefficient of 0.547, a very high t-statistic (4.884), and a very small p-value 
(.000). Furthermore, Trust was also observed to have a significant positive influence 
on Community Participation with a path coefficient of 0.462, a t-statistic of 3.139, and 
a p-value of .002, emphasizing its critical role in influencing Community Participation.

Value showed a positive though non-significant effect on Community 
Development, with a path coefficient of 0.155, a t-statistic of 1.351, and a p-value of 
.177, exceeding the .05 threshold. Influence of Value on Community Participation 
was also observed to be minimal and insignificant, as evidenced by a very small path 
coefficient (0.029), a t-statistic of 0.423, and a p-value of .672.

Essentially, the table shows that the relationships between Community 
Development and Community Participation, as well as between Trust and both 
variables, were highly significant. In contrast, influence of Value on both variables was 
not statistically significant.

Indirect Effects
Table 5 shows the results of the indirect influence of variables Network, Trust, and 
Value on Community Participation, with Community Development acting as an 
intervening variable. Based on the observations made, network had an indirect effect 
of 0.139, signifying that social networks positively influenced Community Participation 
through the role of Community Development. Trust showed a larger indirect effect of 
0.275, showing that trust was a crucial factor in enhancing Community Participation 
through Community Development. Meanwhile, Value had an indirect effect of 0.078, 
meaning that values or norms within community also contributed, although to a lesser 
extent compared to social networks and trust.
Table 5
Indirect Effects

Variable Specific indirect effects

Network–Community Development–Community 
Participation 0.139

Trust–Community Development–Community 
Participation 0.275

Value–Community Development–Community 
Participation 0.078

Note. Source: developed by the authors.
R-Square
Table 6 shows the R-square and adjusted R-square values for variables Community 
Development and Community Participation. R-square is a measure that reflects how 
much the independent variables in the model can explain the dependent variable. The 
R-square value of 0.942 for Community Development suggested that 94.2% of the 
variation in Community Development could be explained by the independent variables 
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in the model, while the adjusted R-square of 0.941 confirms the consistency of this 
value, accounting for the number of variables in the model.
Table 6
Results of R2 and Adjusted R2 Calculations

Variable R-square R-square adjusted

Community Development 0.942 0.941

Community Participation 0.968 0.968

Note. Source: developed by the authors.

For Community Participation, both the R-square and adjusted R-square values 
were 0.968, meaning that 96.8% of the variation in Community Participation could be 
explained by the independent variables in the model. The high R-square values for both 
variables showed that the model was highly effective in explaining the relationships 
between variables in the context of Community Development and participation.

Total Effects 
Table 7 shows the entire influence between variables in the model, including path 
coefficients, sample mean, standard deviation, t-statistics (the absolute value of the 
coefficient divided by the standard deviation), and p-values. 
Table 7 
Total Effects

Original 
sample (O) M SD t-statistics 

(|O/SD|) p-value

Community Development -> 
Community Participation 0.502 0.536 0.158 3.174 .002

Network -> Community 
Development 0.278 0.276 0.105 2.636 .009

Network -> Community 
Participation 0.139 0.151 0.080 1.747 .081

Trust -> Community 
Development 0.547 0.546 0.112 4.884 .000

Trust -> Community 
Participation 0.737 0.728 0.102 7.238 .000

Value -> Community 
Development 0.155 0.158 0.115 1.351 .177

Value -> Community 
Participation 0.107 0.104 0.108 0.990 .323

Note. Source: developed by the authors.

The path coefficient between Community Development and Community 
Participation was 0.502, implying a significant positive effect. With a t-statistics 
value of 3.174 and a p-value of .002, this effect is significant at the .05 level. The path 
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coefficient between Network and Community Development was similarly observed to 
be 0.278, also reflecting a significant positive effect, with a t-statistics value of 2.636 
and a p-value of .009, making this relationship significant. However, the path coefficient 
between Network and Community Participation was 0.139, with a t-statistics value of 
1.747 and a p-value of .081, which is greater than .05. This signified that the effect is 
not significant at the .05 level.

The observed path coefficient between Trust and Community Development 
was 0.547, implying a strong and highly significant positive effect, as evidenced by 
the presence of a very high t-statistics value of 4.884 and a p-value of .000. The 
path coefficient between Trust and Community Participation was found to be 0.737, 
showing a very strong and significant positive effect at the .05 level, as confirmed by 
the observed t-statistics value of 7.238 and p-value of .000.

For Value and Community Development, the path coefficient observed was 
0.155, signifying a positive effect, but with a t-statistics value of 1.351 and a p-value of 
.177, the effect was insignificant. Similarly, for Value and Community Participation, the 
path coefficient was 0.107, but with a t-statistics value of 0.990 and a p-value of .323, 
this effect was also not significant at the .05 level.

Trust had a highly significant effect on both Community Development and 
Community Participation, while the effect of Network on Community Development 
is significant. However, the effect of Value on both variables was observed to be 
insignificant. Based on the path analysis results presented, each hypothesis was 
tested and evaluated for acceptance or rejection.

The results of the hypothesis testing in this study provide substantial insights into 
the relationships between key variables, including Trust (X1), Network (X2), Value (X3), 
Community Development (Y1), and Community Participation (Y2). The analysis of the 
main hypotheses (H1–H7) showed several significant and non-significant results, 
which contributed to a deeper understanding of how these variables interact in the 
context of Community Development and participation.

Starting with H1, the hypothesis that Trust has a positive and significant effect 
on Community Development was accepted. This acceptance was because the 
statistical analysis showed a highly significant path coefficient with a t-statistics value 
of 4.884 and a p-value of .000, signifying that Trust played a very substantial role in 
influencing development of community. The obtained result in this regard corresponds 
with theoretical expectations that trust fosters collaboration and positive relationships 
within communities, thereby enhancing development.

Following H1, H2 was similarly accepted, as Network showed a positive and 
significant effect on Community Development. The path coefficient for this relationship 
is 0.278, with a t-statistics value of 2.636 and a p-value of .009. This reflected the 
significance of networks of social connections in driving Community Development, 
supporting the idea that access to resources, information, and support through 
networks is a key factor in the advancement of community initiatives.

Dissimilar to H1 and H2, H3 was rejected. This was because the hypothesis, which 
suggested that Value has a positive and significant effect on Community Development 
was not supported by the data. The p-value for this relationship is .177, which exceeded 
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the threshold of .05 for statistical significance. These observations suggest that, in the 
context of the present study, the values or norms within a community may not have 
as strong an impact on the community’s development as anticipated. However, it may 
reflect that other factors, such as Trust and Network, have a more substantial influence 
on development process.

H4, supposing that Community Development positively influence Community 
Participation was accepted. This was primarily because the data showed a significant 
relationship with a t-statistics value of 3.174 and a p-value of .002, signifying that as 
Community Development progresses, participation of community members increases. 
The results made in this regard support the notion that successful Community 
Development initiatives create more opportunities and motivations for individuals to 
engage in activities contributing to the growth of respective communities.

Similarly, H5, which posits that Trust has a positive and significant effect on 
Community Participation, was accepted due to the results showing a strong and 
significant path coefficient of 0.462, with a t-statistics of 3.139 and p-value of .002. 
The result further emphasizes that Trust was a vital factor in motivating community 
members to participate actively in community-driven efforts. Trust builds confidence 
and cooperation, which are essential for individuals to engage in collective action and 
contribute to community goals.

On the other hand, H6 was rejected, as Network did not significantly affect 
Community Participation. The obtained p-value of .081 was above the .05 significance 
threshold, indicating that, in this model, the Network had no direct substantial impact 
on participation levels. While networks are essential for Community Development, the 
factor may not necessarily translate directly into greater participation, suggesting that 
other factors, such as individual motivation or trust, may play more important roles in 
promoting active inclusiveness.

H7 was rejected as Value did not significantly influence Community Participation. 
With a p-value of .323, this result suggests that the values and norms of communities 
may not directly drive individuals to participate in community activities. This may reflect 
the complexity of the factors influencing participation, where values alone may not be 
sufficient without the underlying structures of trust and development.

Concerning the mediation hypotheses (H8–H10), the analysis showed that H8, 
which suggested that Community Development mediates the relationship between 
Trust and Community Participation, is accepted. The total effects analysis reflected 
that Community Development played a significant mediating role in the relationship 
between Trust and Community Participation, with a t-statistics value of 7.238 and a 
p-value of .000. This result suggests that Trust enhances Community Development, 
which in turn fosters greater Community Participation. Based on these observations, 
an inference can be made that the role of Community Development is very significant 
in channelling the effects of Trust into increased participation.

H9 was similarly accepted, as Community Development was observed to 
effectively mediate the effect of Network on Community Participation. Although the 
direct effect of Network on Community Participation was not significant (p-value = .081), 
the mediation effect of Community Development remained significant. This showed 
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that even though Network alone may not directly influence participation, the factor 
possessed significant indirect effects by contributing to Community Development, 
which then drives participation. This emphasizes the importance of intermediary 
variables such as Community Development in translating influence of networks into 
meaningful community engagement.

Lastly, H10 was rejected, since Value was found to act as an insignificant 
mediator in the relationship between Trust and Community Participation. Considering 
the fact that Value had no significant direct effect on either Community Development 
or Community Participation, it became clear also failed to act as a significant mediator 
in the observed relationships. This suggests that, within the study model, Value was 
less influential in shaping the dynamics of Community Development and participation 
compared to other factors such as Trust and Network.

In essence, the results of this study emphasize the significant roles that Trust 
and Network play in both Community Development and Community Participation. 
Based on the observations made, Trust was shown to be particularly influential in both 
fostering Community Development and promoting active participation. Community 
Development, in turn, acted as an important mediator in translating these effects 
into greater participation. However, Value did not show a significant impact on these 
outcomes, signifying that the dynamics of community engagement and development 
were more influenced by relational and structural factors, such as Trust and Network, 
rather than by community values alone. These insights provide a comprehensive 
understanding of the key drivers of Community Development and participation, 
offering valuable implications for community policies and interventions.

Discussion

The results of this analysis showed that social capital, particularly trust and social 
networks, had a significant influence on community development and community 
participation. Meanwhile, social values did not show a significant impact on either 
variable. Community development was observed to act as an effective mediator, 
which strengthened influence of trust and social networks on community participation. 
This section will further discuss the roles and relationships between these variables in 
the context of social capital-based Community Development.

Influence of Trust on Community Development and Participation
In this study, trust within community was observed to have a significant impact on 
community development and participation. Trust variable showed high t-statistic values 
of 4.884 (p < .05) for Community Development and 7.238 (p < .05) for Community 
Participation. These results are in line with Colemans’ (1988) theory, which posits that 
trust is foundational in building strong social relationships and supporting productive 
collective action. Trust facilitates information exchange, strengthens social cohesion, 
and increases community engagement in joint activities. 

Putnam (2000) further reported how trust was a key factor in the success of 
social programs. This report was considered plausible because individuals who 
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trust one another typically possess more tendency to cooperate and participate in 
collective projects. Therefore, an inference was made that the success of community 
development heavily depends on the the level of trust community members have 
for each other. These results support the notion that trust plays a very important 
role in creating an environment conducive to collective action in development and 
participation. 

Influence of Social Networks on Community Development and Participation
Social networks were similarly observed to significantly influence Community 
Development, with a t-statistic of 2.636 (p < .05). However, the direct impact of 
variable on Community Participation was not significant (t-statistic = 1.747; p > .05). 
This suggests that while social networks strengthen connections among community 
members and enhance social solidarity, the impact of the factor on participation 
depends on the success of Community Development process. 

Within this context, Granovetter (1973) elucidated that weak ties in social networks 
were often more effective in disseminating information and expanding collaborative 
opportunities. However, without strong structural support, social networks may not 
optimally enhance participation. Aldrich & Meyer (2015) also emphasized how social 
networks acted as bridges for resource exchange, even though the effectiveness of 
the factor in facilitating participation relied heavily on the manner in which communities 
organize and direct social engagement.

The Mediating Role of Community Development in Enhancing Participation
Community Development acted as an effective mediator by amplifying influence of 
trust and social networks on participation. Following the results of the path analysis 
conducted, community development served as a link that strengthened the impact 
of social capital on participation. This is in line with the Woolcock’s (1998) concept 
of social capital, where it was emphasized that effective community development 
enhanced participation through more productive and collaborative social interactions. 

Narayan (1999) stressed the importance of integrating social capital with 
concrete development programs. According to the study, the success of community 
development initiatives depends on the cooperation of individuals and groups 
within community, driven by strong trust and social networks. Based on this insight, 
community development should be viewed as a platform facilitating social interactions 
to promote active participation.

The Limited Impact of Values on Community Development and Participation
Although social values are often considered essential in building strong communities, 
this study found that values did not significantly influence community development 
(t-statistic = 1.351; p > .05) or participation (t-statistic = 0.990; p > .05). Presumably, 
social values promoted within community may be perceived as irrelevant or lacking 
direct benefits by its members. 

According to Inglehart (1997), social values are shaped by the sociocultural 
context of community. Therefore, the promotion of specific values in development 
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programs must be carried out in line with local conditions and aspirations. If the 
promoted values do not resonate with community needs or experiences, they are 
unlikely to encourage participation. Thus, value-based community development 
programs should be tailored to the specific context and needs of the target population. 

Theoretical and Practical Contributions 
Theoretically, these results reinforce social capital frameworks proposed by Coleman 
(1988) and Putnam (2000), which emphasize the role of trust and networks in building 
productive social relationships. As elucidated by the investigations, trust facilitates 
cooperation and drives participation in collective efforts. The current study also 
provides empirical evidence that trust and networks play essential roles in community 
development and emphasizes how community development strengthens social 
capital’s impact on participation. 

The present study supports the mediation concept proposed by Baron and Kenny 
(1986), where community development was reported to be an effective mediating 
variable that enhanced the relationship between social capital (independent variable) 
and participation (dependent variable). Following this, Marleni et al. (2018) stated that 
despite rising materialism in globalization, social capital could still drove participation, 
specifically in rural communities where trust-based values were retained. 

This investigation offers relevant practical insights for policymakers designing 
community development programs. Policymakers are advised to prioritize strategies 
that build trust and strengthen social networks, as these factors significantly contribute 
to enhancing participation. Moreover, community development should be integrated 
into social initiatives to optimize the role of social capital in collective action.  

These results invariably reaffirm the importance of social capital in strengthening 
community relationships. Based on the observations made, trust among members 
played a central role in fostering collective action that drives participation Putnam 
(2000). Meanwhile, social networks served as tools to expand collaborative 
opportunities, though the factor’s effectiveness was found to depend solely on well-
organized community development structures. With socially and culturally structured 
approaches, the positive impact of social capital on participation can be maximized.

Conclusion

This study, which was conducted using the SLR approach and path analysis, showed 
that social capital had a significant influence on community development and 
participation. The obtained results reflected how trust and social networks served as 
key components driving social dynamics within community, and how social values 
had no direct impact on community development and participation. Path analysis 
was carried out during the course of the investigation and the results showed that 
trust played the most dominant role in driving community development and enhancing 
participation. The factor was observed to serve as the foundation for building 
strong relationships, facilitating collaboration, and fostering collective engagement. 
Accordingly, social networks contribute to community development by accelerating the 
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flow of information and resource distribution. Regardless of the contributions made by 
this factor, its influence on participation was indirect and solely dependent on how well 
community development initiatives could manage and integrate these networks. In this 
study, community development acted as an effective mediator between social capital 
and participation. This process strengthened the outcomes of social interactions and 
expanded opportunities for collaboration within community. This result suggested that 
well-structured and inclusive development processes could optimize the benefits of 
social capital, promote broader participation, and drive sustainable social change. It 
also showed that social values had no significant impact on Community Development 
and participation. Further investigations are recommended to explore the conditions 
under which social values may become more relevant in fostering engagement and 
social dynamics within community.
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