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ABSTRACT

This study examined the effect of social capital on rural life satisfaction among rural
in-migrants—specifically return farmers, returnees, and marriage migrants—and analyzed
the mediating role of community participation. A nationwide face-to-face survey was
conducted in rural eup and myeon areas from May to June 2024, yielding 1,030 valid
responses. Social capital was measured as individual social capital and community-level
social capital, while community participation was categorized into five types: Autonomous
social groups, autonomous economic groups, government-led learning organizations,
migrant-led autonomous organizations, and local government-led migrant organizations.
Data were analyzed using regression and bootstrapping (10,000 iterations) in SPSS and
the PROCESS Macro (Model 4). The results were as follows: First, social capital had
a significant positive effect on rural life satisfaction. Second, social capital was positively
correlated with all types of community participation, confirming its role in enhancing
community engagement. Third, the mediation analysis revealed that autonomous social
groups, autonomous economic groups, and migrant-led autonomous organizations
partially mediated the relationship between social capital and rural life satisfaction.
In contrast, government-led learning organizations and local government-led migrant
organizations did not show significant mediation effects. These findings suggest that
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esident-led autonomous community activities contribute more directly to improving
rural life satisfaction than government-driven organizations. This study provides
meaningful insights into the social capital structure and mechanisms of community
participation among rural in-migrants, offering foundational evidence for developing
policies and strategies to support rural settlement and revitalize local communities.
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Table 1. Types of rural communities: a summary of published studies

Author
(Year)

Title Type of organization

Subcategories

The greening of social

Savage
et al. of land—based groups
(2005) in two vermont

counties

Agricultural groups

Environmental groups

Cooperatives, producer groups, learning groups

capital: an examination Qutdoor recreational groups Volunteering, religious activities

Civil society activities, political organization
activities

Economic

revitalization—oriented

Participation of groups

urban—to-rural

Hwang . . . . T
ol migrants in community Community revitalization
et al.

activities and their —oriented groups
(2011) sroup

relationship with life
satisfaction

conservation— oriented

groups

Resource/ environment

Village development, urban-rural exchange,
cooperatives, producer groups

Support for returnees, lifelong learning,
childcare, support for multicultural
families, support for women farmers,
senior welfare, community libraries

Cultural activities, hobby groups, community
research, environmental conservation,
renewable energy activities

Government—led farmer

organizations

Yoon  Various aspects of rural
(2011) organizations

Private farmer organizations

4-H Club, Rural Leaders Association,
Saemaul Women’s Association

Agricultural management associations, farmer

unions

Production— oriented groups Dure, irrigation associations

Living—oriented groups

Village mutual-aid groups (Dong—gye)
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Table 2. Types of rural communities by participation

Category Autonomous community
[Type A: Village

Organizations]

Non—autonomous community

[Type B: Economic
Organizations]

[Type C: Learning Organizations]
Organizations led by Agricultural

General rural Village general Agricultural Technology Centers (Rural Women

communities meetings, women'’s corporations, Leaders’ Federation, Rural Leaders

Association, research groups, 4-H,
agricultural college groups)

groups, youth cooperatives, producer

associations groups

[Type D: Immigrant—led Autonomous [Type E: Government-linked

. Organizations]
Immigrant-related . .
. Agricultural education groups
communities

(Return Farming School, Pulmu School)

Organizations]
City—county return migration
councils, returnee centers, family

centers
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Table 3. Composition of instruments used for

measurement
. Number
Variable category .
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Autonomous social groups 3
Autonomous economic groups 2
Government—led learning )
Community organizations
participation  Immigrant-led autonomous )
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Local government—led )
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Individual social capital 3
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. Rural life satisfaction 1
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Intention to continue rural |
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Migration type / country of )
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Birth year & migration year 2
Gender 1
Demographi .
emog ap ‘C Religion 1
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Education level 1
Subjective economic status 1
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Table 4. Sociodemographic characteristics of
the respondents

(N=1,030)
Variable Category Frequency Percentage
(%)
Male 467 453
Gender

Female 563 54.7
Catholic 98 9.5
Protestant 202 19.6
Religion Buddhism A 220 214
Won-Buddhism 4 0.4
None 493 47.9
Other 13 1.3
Very unhealthy 10 1.0
Subjective ~ Unhealthy 81 7.9
health Moderate 416 40.4
status Healthy 438 42.5
Very healthy 85 8.3
Living alone 134 13.0
Couple only 206 20.0
Family Couple + children 549 533
composition Parents + couple 39 3.8

Parents + couple
+ children ! 102 99
Elerbrzz"[;ry or 16 16
Middle school 79 7.7
Education  High school 267 25.9
level College 140 13.6
University 454 44.1
el
Very low 28 2.7
Low 54 5.2
Subjective  Slightly low 135 13.1
economic  Moderate 628 61.0
status Slightly high 136 13.2
High 41 4.0

Very high 8 0.8
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Table 5. Descriptive statistics for social capital, rural life satisfaction, and community participation

(N=1,030)

Variable N Mean SD

) . Individual social capital 1,030 3.63 0.64
Social capital ) ) i

Community social capital 1,030 3.54 0.70

Rural life satisfaction 1,030 3.52 0.74

Autonomous social groups 699 1.89 0.91

c ) Autonomous economic groups 452 1.98 0.93

on?n‘qum.ty Government-led learning groups 478 2.35 1.07

participation
Immigrant—led autonomous groups 304 2.04 0.90
Local government—led immigrant groups 204 2.03 1.10

AHQEEA ForEs SHHYER duE
W PFTekST=A Zojrt 2.357 02 TR =
Al vertos, AlFFEolFRE-EA el 2.03
A, olFMAIEEA o] 2.048, AMYFASE
A ol 1.984, AR OXJ%JO—%ZH Zol 1.894 &
o7 Yehyth ol & olFHEo] AHEEA
25l Fofdol qlof EA St5EA &
o Foert 7MY w2 € 2laL AMBAR A
oy FAIEEA Fole AHEom W2 3o
=5 Hols Zow YEyth

Pearson®| AEATEAZ AAISIY, 11 A
= Table 63} Zt}.

A2, ERJIARIRHES A HFEA Foi
& F APAEFTSA(=0.338, p<0.001), Y
BABA(r=0.345, p<0.001), TFE5T5A]
(r=0.215, p<0.001), °o|FHURAYZEA(r=0.390,
p<0.001), Aol REEAl(r=0.438, p<0.001)
o B AgAgato] AAUTE A AASRHE AA] 2
R EZ-5A(r=0.275, p<0.001), AIBAS-5
A|(r=0.306, p<0.001), H5E855-5A(r=0.176,

p<0.001), o|FIAY-Z-5A(r=0.415, p<0.001),
AltF ol FUE5A(r=0.459, p<0.001)2} =

% AANTS Ber

BE olFulo] ABAR, HEAYTEE, A 24 B3] WMol 7 WA Avinge )
A5sA FoleE Y] BAE AHET] A BB ET} R GAB|AFE 7 Abto] =] U
Table 6. Correlations among key variables used in the study

(N=1,030)
Variable 1 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. Individual social capital 1
2. Community social capital 0.8277" 1
3. Autonomous social groups 0338 0.275"7" 1
4. Autonomous economic groups 0345 0.306"" 0.659"7 1
5. Government-led learning groups 0215 0.176™"" 0.43777 05527 1
6. Immigrant-led autonomous groups 0.390""" 0.415""" 0.700""" 0.758""" 0.565""" 1
7. Local government-led immigrant groups 0.438""" 0.459""" 0.605™"" 0.664""" 0.593""" 0.754""" 1
8. Rural life satisfaction 0.680°"" 0.684™"" 0.265" 0332 0.145"" 0.347"77 03817 1
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Table 7. Mediation effects of community participation on the relationship between social capital
and rural life satisfaction

Path B S.E. t R’ F
Total effect of independent variable
Social capital — Rural life satisfaction (c) 0.82 003 2962 051 87746
Effect of independent variable on mediators
Social capital — Autonomous social groups 052 0.04 12077 0.17 14568
Social capital — Autonomous economic groups 0.52 005 1062 020 11278
Social capital — Government—led learning groups 031 006 5537 006 3058
Social capital — Immigrant—led autonomous groups 0.64 0.05 137377 0.28 188517
Social capital — Local government—led immigrant groups 071 0.06 123177 033 151.54™"
Effect of mediators on dependent variable
Autonomous social groups — Rural life satisfaction 0.04 002 216 054 67.28"
Autonomous economic groups — Rural life satisfaction 009 002 379"
Government—led learning groups — Rural life satisfaction 0.00 0.02 0.18
Immigrant—led autonomous groups — Rural life satisfaction 0.07 003 242
Local government—led immigrant groups — Rural life satisfaction 0.03 0.02 147
Social capital — Rural life satisfaction (c) 0.73 0.03 21.92""
"p<0.05, """p<0.001

Table 8. Total, direct, and indirect effects of social capital

95% CI
Pathway Effect S.E.
LLCI ULCI
Total Effect (c) 0.82 0.03 0.7676 0.8766
Direct Effect (c) 0.73 0.03 0.6623 0.7923
. 95% CI
Indirect Effects (ab) Effect Boot. S.E.

Boot. LLCI  Boot. ULCI

Social capital — Autonomous social groups

— Rural life satisfaction 002 001 0.0031 0.0387
Social capital — Autonomous economic groups 0.05 0.01 0.0198 0.0714
— Rural life satisfaction ’ ) ) ’
Social capital — Government—led learning groups
— Rufal life satisfaction s 0.00 001 ~0.009 00112
Social capital — Immigrant—led autonomous groups 0.04 0.02 0.0069 0.0669
— Rural life satisfaction ’ ' ’ ’
Social capital — Local government—led immigrant groups 0.02 0.02 0.0072 0.0558
— Rural life satisfaction ' ' ’ '
Bootstrap sample size = 10,000; Confidence level = 95%
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