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Abstract

With the rapid development of social networking websites, the relationships among high
school students also change. It is gradually moving towards virtualization. This study aims to
investigate the students’ relationship and interaction behavior through the use of social
network websites. Are the social support networks and social capital created by social
activities in the visual world the same as in real life? Do they have positive influences on
teacher-student interactions? The empirical results showed that the social supports from
friends are much higher than from relatives. The social support network had significantly
positive effects on social capital and the social capital has significant impact on
teacher-student interactions. Nevertheless, the ratio of the positive attitude towards the

teacher-student interaction is still low.
Keywords: Social Website, Social Support Network, Social Capital Theory



