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Introduction

According to statistics, 94.2% of people who use the internet are active on social media
platforms. This equates to a staggering 5.04 billion people, or 62.3% of the world's
population. Remarkably, this percentage has increased by almost 8% within a single year
(January 2023 to January 2024). It seems that several factors contribute to this widespread
tendency towards social networking.

Gender is a challenging factor in technology adoption. The research background suggests
that there are gender differences in both the level and type of social network use (Lin &
Wang, 2020). Krasnova et al. (2017) showed that women primarily use social networks for
communication purposes, such as maintaining intimate relationships and accessing close-
knit social groups, while men primarily seek general information. It appears that individual
characteristics, in addition to access to relevant infrastructure and facilities, are also
associated with patterns of internet and social media use.

One of the variables associated with social media use relates to social capital. Putnam
(2000) has proposed two distinct forms of social capital, bridging and bonding. Bridging
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facilitates the formation of broad intellectual horizons or social perspectives, while providing a
platform for the acquisition of new resources and information. In contrast, bonding is specific and
occurs when network members, such as family or close friends, seek to provide emotional and
practical support to an individual. Some scholars claim that online interactions diminish face-to-
face encounters and undermine individuals' social capital; conversely, others claim that digital
communication can compensate for physical interaction or serve as a viable alternative (Phua et
al., 2017).

It appears that as one's online presence can influence one's social capital, so too can one's level
of social capital may influence one's level of engagement in social networks, as well. Previous
research has mainly focused on exploring how usage patterns affect social capital (Liu et al.,
2016), and few studies have paid attention to investigating the predictive ability of online social
capital on the intensity of network usage. The present study aimed to investigate the gender
invariance of the relationship between online social capital and intensity of social network use.

Method

The research methodology was descriptive and correlational. A sample of 117 Iranian Facebook
users (62 females and 55 males) was selected using convenience sampling. Data were collected
electronically using the Internet Social Capital Scales (ISCS). In addition to descriptive statistics
and correlation coefficients, partial least squares multi-group analysis (PLS-MGA) was used to
analyse the data for gender invariance. SPSS version 27 and SmartPLS version 3.3.2 were used
to conduct the analyses.

Results

The findings indicate there was a positive and significant relationship between bonding, bridging
and total online social capital and intensity of social network use (P<0.01). The model fit was
assessed both in the full sample and in groups composed of men and women using R?, R%gjusted
and Q2. The results show that these models have a satisfactory fit. In addition, gender comparisons
did not reveal any significant differences in model fit (P>0.05). For the whole sample and for
men, bridging had a greater effect on the intensity of social network use. For women, however,
bonding had a stronger effect than bridging. The path coefficients are not significantly different
between the groups (P>0.05).

Discussion
The purpose of this study was to examine the gender invariance of the relationship between online
social capital and the intensity of social network use. The results revealed a significant and
positive correlation between bonding, bridging and total online social capital scores with the level
of presence on the social network platform. Furthermore, it was found that bonding and bridging
can predict the level of engagement with social networks, which was positive and significant for
the whole sample, men and women. These findings are consistent with previous research
conducted by Choi and Chung (2013). It appears that there is a reciprocal relationship between
online social capital and the intensity of social network use. This suggests that individuals have
the opportunity to gain access to new resources and information, as well as develop additional
social ties, by utilising the capabilities of these networks. In addition, these networks offer people
the opportunity to strengthen existing ties, while providing valuable support to family members
or close friends/colleagues within their inner circle.

Other findings confirmed that bridging has a more pronounced effect on the intensity of social
network use, both for the whole sample and for the male subgroup, while bonding plays a greater
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role for women. However, no significant gender differences were observed. According to Grottke
et al. (2018), there is no significant correlation between online social capital and gender; however,
females show a lower propensity for bridging. They suggested that this may be due to women's
heightened concerns about the potential risks associated with making new connections in the
social network environment, leading them to prioritize bonding over diversifying their networks
through bridging activities.

Ethical Considerations

Compliance with ethical guidelines: In order to maintain the ethical principles of this research,
an attempt was made to collect information after obtaining the consent of the participants. All
participants were treated equally. It was assured about confidentiality in maintaining personal
information and providing results without the names and details of people's birth certificates.
Funding: This research is a personal study without financial support.

Authors' contribution: All parts of the research and preparation of the article were shared
equally between the authors.

Conflict of interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest with regard to this study.
Acknowledgements: The authors would like to acknowledge the participants in the study.

Keywords: social capital, social networking, invariance, importance-performance analysis.

Citation: Saffari, M., & Goshayeshi, M. (2024). Online Social Capital as a Predictor of Intensity of Use of
Social Networking: A Test of Gender Invariance. Recent Innovations in Psychology, 1(1), 52-
63. https://doi.org/10.22034/rip.2024.190891


https://doi.org/10.22034/rip.2024.190891

wbblyy 3o sl sbsygle
PPN -ASSA L
OY-2Y leas NP Y QL’Z«MAJ ) Q)La.:;l ) 09>

recentpsy.com

S AL H odliin! DUl oS Jw s Olgis 4 sy slois! G lo g
(S (S RN () g 1 Slokt

Q‘xl ) o ‘@Wl :bT aK.i}b PR .X>b ‘L;:a))ﬁT Co e .o\..i‘u‘ ML&)K |‘ ‘S)Lé"ﬂ RO Y

. a & T P - . s s ./ .

dlxlcw‘)mdu&j}ﬂ w}nsdwwh&wl”u)lwt@{dwbl * “.;.L&b}g
oS>

S5 s plouil elanr| LadSlh Sl oslinal i b ot colezrl e alasly (i (5 ol i oy oa L R )
wlop plie 5 Ldd OBl o s 53 (6,8 4505 595 b S g0 ud S1pl 00 51 (5,0 00 505 2Y) L5 VWY Juls 45 505
S Slae Pl 3 gy b s Stir Low 1 leesls Low 5 a0 S 3 S oSG 1, ISCS) 5l olaz|
daly olezl 4l enlimul Sus b Ly slazl arle S 0 jad 5 (6n s (5l 5 Ols . o3lizul (PLS-MGA)

a9 % o

ils elar| ds Sl enlizal Gld 6 mhe Sl gy b Ol 005 8 5 4ges JS 55 . (P<e/e)) Cils 5 gy (g lobine 5 St
Golsline Sl Lo s & Ola 35 s gl i 457 305 OLES 33 855 o dem o W Eubls (5 2k 2B (kg OG5 05 S s Lol
)‘4{@‘14)\5}4;)‘3 Qrﬂ})%‘)@b‘&l)‘d}@.ﬂ‘&&jJb-jdﬁw’-“q\.»fﬂ -Lw)u’aﬂjjdé‘b(P>‘/‘a)-b)‘u\a

DI 3 gy i gl iy o 53 9 diS e enliil elazl S I i Lylay s s 6 5NL b slazl e

odlaiwl U s S ‘-;?a g)‘:"ﬁ d\‘y-" @ .1:;-).: 69\»3;—‘ MLAJ—W (\f'Y) L}A ud.:ﬁl.;f 9 haswe cdjLL..a ::UJ.«l

OY=0Y (WD) ledOls, 3 ol slagisly g S pdol i ) p i slerrl bl
https://doi.org/10.22034/rip.2024.190891

VERNY/F s i) VEYAY/N 2y et VYN o Sk st VEYANAA 8L 53 )b
mona.goshayeshi@gmail.com :_J ghuo oius g5 *


https://www.recentpsy.com/?lang=en
https://doi.org/10.22034/rip.2024.190891
https://orcid.org/0009-0000-3199-2661
https://orcid.org/0009-0009-2522-969x

BY-5Y Slowho | Y ojled | gl Jlu | wlidOl gy 33 ol slais 5T 5 | OF

4o e
03,5 oo ool p il Sl S o b 51 Sledbl e mlis 1A eslinal QG180
S 1S 0o @ g iz SS,1 )13 Ol o7 551 loyslomn (520 (6,8 S 4 bL T 55 O
L 5 anl sbml b ol cpl Gislan Olsie 4 () elazr] (slaald ol il ol 3 1) Sl Sl
Wl 8 S 355 4 1y 5ok OIS (oot 5 (Sa 5 Sl 51 (65l el 5 HISSH 5 15T Usls sl
LYY sl

i ke S s ealitl slez| glaaSis 1SSzl O )18 Sl des 3 AF/Y oS s e OLiS b, LeT
P 93 S ol Lyl e g@‘gu&g,;ﬁg,%a/&@a(w,ﬁw)ot@?rv;\w;‘
Y 85, S0ke ssb 4 01,8l il @iy iy Ao ys A 4 3 (Y YE 4 56T 4 15 Jle oK
Y/ FR) O oS slias o 2i oS g b lazl a5 s g plaznl (caSl 53 aids Y 5 Cele
33 (83t Jal g8 s a5 a (YOYF &y 5 i) Gl oy olazstl 5 5 a0 Y YF @ g5 5o 1) (a5 lhes
sl asls 28 elasl gaSis 53 gl 4503l (I E

Ans o OLES (2 py iy ool (6538 31 Skt s 4z 53 5851 Sl (sla st s 1 (S Cmir
Yor¥ (glgls 9 gl €Y ‘WI);JJ\?@}M O 5S) ozl osliiul j3 g & oS
5 SIS (Bl bl 6les) ozl Ol sl (Y VY (65 S gl (Y000 (Dl 35lam 5 e el
Sleslizal g5 5 Ol 5 (T S lu 5 0leyd o) olem| slaaSi & 3 55 c(\YA4 (Gl gy (sbnw
g el Lol syl s g (Y (Slg 5 o YV 0lenS 5 5 &Kl e s g gila ) alos !
o3l Joas| 31013 10 51 i O3 457 Lisls 0L (Y+ 1) Sl 5 3,8 ¢ ol €0 guSior At gunes SalS”
£ o &S Lals Ol 55 (Y ¥) ligly 5 sl S o ealiiwl o 51 OGS Sl s Olo e (Js LS 0
50054 WLals 0las (Y40 0) gl 5yl 5 5 ope sl s Lol oS o olitanl &5 20l 51 2087 0L 0SS oo 2w
Sy 3 Ol e 5l S s g T 013 e 51 2aST 0L Ll .15 (g ylobkins plls g s (g j2wd 53 Ol 40
oslamal Jolite slacylucy 51 Ol 0 4 Cand 9 5 S o0 oslinal fuasl 51 iy oS Ll (ks S o0 S
o\;,;,oujum\@go\}f6>|>owogﬁw>op)>L;M;wb;.;(vn‘)@,x};u..u;;@
0L 9 5,8 g oslanal L5y 6yl 3 5 g sode CIlan (sl s g 510U 51 2t Ols o ol O glane &5 2 )
2345 L3l3 0Las 55 (VI 0l gy 5 &Kl (s 35 g sl Lils on e 5 1) (S35 5 (550 ) 5
Glaos & 4 oo mws 5 &Snp Oyl Lis a5l byl las @l ploxl gladlls 31 06) & Jl>
gd o S et nges OleMbl 03,57 Cuws 4 015 e ¢S o e3litul s ges 5 S5 slaz]

5Bl 4 (g pogdle (elernl Gl 5 S5l ) eslinl g5 5 Ol Ao S 4
Ol 05 01,5 a8 Lsls GLas (Y0 1) O 5 0 5uSr il b1 5 55 635 sl 55 L (LISl
5 S e IS il 308 5 1y (68 Sugae Olie 5 eSSl T8 i lall,
50L1) s 4in) o 55 i A5l slowl Jole (305 o b (5l 5 g bl oo, 1875 5
Keinis 5 ol s oS 8 5l 3l 4 Lo S gy e OIS 487 Wisls 0L glandlae s 55 (YY) e si
(YVF) Sogly 5 a5 Ha o hmils 6 5VL cwlid aabs 01,8 & Cd &5 g ud 01,8 e 5 dzils (6 YL

1. Web 1.0
2. Web 2.0



ov I ‘_;“‘{L’fﬁ &, e

S5 ol 50 LA ol 5l ol slaoslinal &7 Lisls OLES &S g 01,18 (595 (slanlllan o
g das e

ol bl gl Gl ol t gl (olezr] GlaeSo Sl eslinl b L e sl i 51 (S
GoSan S esls STsl 5 la il clalowia (ot g 1 (glas gazms 1) OT 0155 g0 5 ol 31300 40355 SDslas
3 sy s S5 3 (Y YF Gasl) A o oged Jlite mblie oS g 5315 Lo 8 5 ey 8 093
ol Tt 5 Tl ol 03,8 (g ws 1y eleil e g5 93 (Yoo 0) el g ¢ olazl o e
L loxl 4t &K 0555 43 3131 & gladyl Ol (g5 ks 51 A5 sline Lol s o elazsl 4yl 93
s ola) Glrel s b (6 S8 81 15 o sk y ol ks 813 Lol b (ST o 1 K0S
Goleisn blie 55 Ljle @al s 1) e DML 5 mlie Codr Cas 5 aba) by bl S w1,
O s 4 Oliwgs 05 S L eslgls b 3l oSt oSG slael ST b o s oK 5 Conl ol
£ (3l olairl e g g1l 5131 il axils (o 5 dble Cule 55 puae K SIE S s
5 e skl (ML .Q\‘.S,;M,tw OLaeSin s 5 st Ly Lol 66,1l 555 Sl s (oob )
S Hlie 313 5 g 5 e bl e 53 S8 Lo 5 olazad ayle s sl 5 &S Ay 5Ll (Y2YY) ile
4 3gdoen olainl wlow &Sy o 4 ST 0 SKST Gy s b 3 4 e STl o
Ll b BB 55 Silme o 3 5 0355 ik olonr] GlaeSil

tle p ST 55 55 5y OMala I 2alS L S5l a8 Wy sk ol 0, Kt 5 S o s oSG s
5055 35 Sl st Wl oo oty Sl 48T Wikizas O, Ktea g% e blie 53 ol ol o 3131 olaz|
Ol glandlan 55 (YY) 5 (T oV cod 5 aliiznl (0 smnd) AL OT (6l omlie o Sl b 03 S 1,
SR 8 s .l LI s s b sl t wle o 5SS 5 5l L oS gl eslial 4 Jiles 457 50
Lgy Sl gl g b S g ud ) eslinel Oljes o8 Lok s ol 4 (Y04 V) 0800 5 0 gud | 5 o0 5
ol b Hlgr 018 wwlie 4 (YY) oS 5 o il w305 (g )laline 5 e dlaly s 5 S5l
Fo g Ol 4 sls 0la s izl lasty eleirl e 53 Sl 5 pl Shutsl ¢ 5 (S g md
DS & Sl 55 il 5 &S g b pl Sl o 5 L8l |y sty ezl e o i
i et fa 5 ) Bl (5 g b e 5 B 1) Gy oler ] e e o e Sl
1 80553 (g0 s S 1SS (LT s slgs slezel ¢ olozt (laeSis Sl oslizal St oS
LI 5t b el wle s lam | ladSd S eslinul Sds ably p  eleis] dulis 4 4> 5

003 3y Gl ggs dlaly by elerl alo 5 plar] GlaaSs Sl oslial o iy oo 4
Fleml o Ol e Lils oyl j1 sty elaiml wlom p olan] GaaSis )3 uam oS OliwsT Jole
o Sldlas i & 5l OlES s s aid » ($o9 0 5L IS 1 elaan] laaSls I oslinul Sds 5
(Ad izl Y0V O 5 O gud) Ll atls el gl slarl A Sl eslizal 36wy 5
(Stmon Lo 5 00530 35 g Slalllan 3 4 S (VNS sl 5 Soyy il s €700 A ST 5 5 ood (0o

ﬂup}.aﬁ-)b ‘;u\)\ 6&&)}1 LA&SLEJ ‘;ﬂ‘)j })}A%).} Lﬁ\ QCM&‘ g.,\_,j; g_;"“)j‘.’]:’.c“ﬁg CJ‘Z’.‘ C)L:ﬁ

1. social capital
2. bonding
3. bridging



BY-5Y Slowho | Y ojled | gl Jlu | wlidOl gy 33 ol slacs 5T 5 | OA

56 Je Olge 4 el Cs 4 sloz| caSs i eslimal Sld o i 5 by slasl 4l
1 el (claaSis 03 5 dude 31 STl Ol jee g o3lizal sy elainl ailo w487 bl ys (Y2 1F) Kl
el Sl LS g b pn slaznl 4l 45 Wsls OLES (V1¥40) el dSTL 5 Sl S e Ol gie 4 .l
..))‘Jﬁa?iﬁ‘tb).bda;bh.:}u‘))

e o oIS Gy ey A 2 g 3 sy gr 4 0288 )3 s 3 50 4T ol 5 sae 5o
K3 e ) 3,05 3gm g 39S g Slosl s elanl Gald Sl esliel Sus s b, elas
Dy Flerl GaSs jleslitul Sui b b elazl ale pw daly iz (6 ol i )y

o9
ST dnale 35y S g5 51 laesls (555758 sy Blowd 515 63,08 Doa Bl 1 ol 2as,
Cgo & Oyl cpl 51,8 NIV slds . Lsls o LS5 ¢S g ud slozl S Sl 01,7 1 i
oS aaoliin 31 S 52 b 5l (S5 Sy g 4 baosls (65T 5 dids Ol o 2ws )3 (5,8 4 g
35 Ol o g 53 Glud g (S5 1S e b Gl 53035 Do 3ok (b e 3 8 )
DS S 5 sl s AS T OB S S 5 (63 5 SleMbl U5 5 aile pus 5 L 03l OB U &S 5 4
13,8 Do 5 sl b sl iass 5s basls 555758 s 51T el baaaliin LSS

3 o e Jals OB S IS8 B Camar SNl 0l 53 1 B Corenr SNl g5
3 8 5 e 5y Sl oy el (GaaSs )3 6l gy gi Ol 5 SMaam O e

Sl Froghyls 5ol p s (Yo r#) sall g Loy e 1 :SCS)' & ol slazr! ale o Lo
2348 el Sole Yo ghyls wlia ol (CpDUT) ot s 23wy 5 )ls oSBT 5 o MT ale ur 2des 55 457 Sl
dos 53 e pl iph e NS e ad B)blsn SIS b (V)illins Sl 51 & S (glem s gy b
Slne 4 VL Dl jad 5 odd arulone ulie 03 5 58 5353 Ol ja ¢ gazes ot o Ly s o 5 S5lelisy
I3 s dssn BLEST Jole Jdow b ool andllae 55 Lulie pl olsy ool 5YU bs  olenl wlo
53 e s GBS VAR Ll s b 61 5 /80 Ll 3l sl e ELs S WT L8 8
Sl Jow b wlie gls)y ol Jtagh 53 .l by IS 4 (WWAA) et 5 (\Y49) (53,5l andlla
L;,'L».u,iL;\j):;t\,;,;dwh;@M\,devs\u\,u,www\,uu..\:M,v\;\:mgwi
T s a5 JAD (s s sl 5 0 /YA

Sl o iie Soas b 5 o5 Glagasle p osdle bosls Ll 5 420 g
tslio 4 5 0ls oy p PLS-MGA) o Silapo Jili 3 sy b a5 8 im Julows 31 onlil b i
(shaiean oo o it 50 ia ST 05 g1 o Dl g e OT 1ty b 513 5 Laoy 8 Ol 3 e a1
O 5 slgs) T ul S iy b sl glast 5,57 5 s oy ballast JMazal 5 "wlE i

1. The Internet Social Capital Scales (ISCS)

2. Partial Least Squares-Multigroup Analysis (PLS-MGA)
3. multicollinearity

4. bootstrapping



o4 I ‘_;“‘{L’fﬁ $)le

B e b s R?) o o 51 e 510 (o p 53 o plandl ST Yo v b e 550 5 (Y20
5TV @ SPSS (slajl3l o5 b b ks eslinel Q1) by ool e 5 Radjusted) ook
5 il KXY 4ens SmartPLS
Lasl
Lsls oo K 015 e 1y A3 BV 5 065 1y 08 ST ST 5 oy OF oS sls Ol atlECamer (o g
CMeamss oo 53 W/A 1350 Sl Vo BV aials 5 VAAY jlne ol ol b Sl YAAR 0B S <578 o S0k
Oz Aoz )3 VAV 5 ol )87 OMased oy FO/Y ¢ 15,187 SNl Ao 3 WV/Y (ST L e
NESER) (PN J RS0y

3 sa5 Lo iie ST (S oy 3, 352 g (SlodiaS 0313 457 54 OT odias OLES Laesls 5 KL 2
s Mol (MEISD) bas Ol il &5 5 S0e bl 5 S Slaesls 5 8.8 O (Slans

ol o 1Y Jado 53 Shn st e it Steen Cul b 5 oy Sla e L

s Sl it Siaen ol o 5 bo s sla el ) Jgde

- T
- - A WY 3 SaiS 2S b dlpdl 1SSk b o

\ Y =¥ a/aA YE/TE g

\ NI ¥ vy o/a¥ YOIAY e

) JAYEE L JAYE JEY = JoA VoYY £4/7N Ly olenn] 4yl s

\ SOYELJRYEE Ly —¥Y WY Y/f Y/av osbonnl a5 ) eolizl ©oad

#xP<-[-\  «P<./.0

)‘ oJW‘QMLL}jLsGL‘J}\ Qbﬁﬁ@ﬁ)&@&‘&)uwﬁ QE.&SMJ@QL&;\ ij\?'
.(P<~/'\)bj‘aaﬁjéj\squﬁq.]@bqu-\@

ol 5 Sl 0dd Gime SUS 5 xS Lt li Lo iie ¢S5 03 Jlo 5 45 51 Olis Sl g e oy 5
03037 b 55 o mitedir 035 Jlo i () o) Lls H1 3 1Y awals j5 SaiS ol 5 1Y awsls j5 xS
L=+ 78 A=A P>0/00) dny AT 4y 0 5 )lilel (baodiladl 1i5lie (S35 5 5 3 58 el (55,5 5allS”
o:y\/r“\.vj‘j(VIF)ruw\inr)jj'/VbLj‘j‘&@'upugb‘bdmmgwksbmﬁvdﬁw)j
.:)\3aﬁjl.al.b;'-d)u:..»\4§.sl.s@QLCzJY/YVgT,a_féLZJ'._JFQ)MSUQ:UJJe)LaT..U)\:)ljéb.;)ﬂmub);j

o Joos e 2 AR S s 3l b 01 o 5 065 03,8 5 6503 JS7 5 Joe 31 (o
Jﬁ}Q‘Jﬁ)QUj)Jd-\.ajjlj).a‘sﬂ:t&a&jwSMwaWijdeﬁ&L&wud.-U)b)fﬁ
(P> 700) 55l

1. Predictive relevance

2. tolerance

3. variance inflation factor (VIF)
4. Durbin-Watson



BY-5Y Sl | Y ojled | gl Jlo | wlidBlgy 33 | slasysT 5 | £

ol gladae a3l e st ls anslis Y J g

295 O dmlie b 09,5 i slapmsl
Shlae gaw S b ol S e
<IYYY ode VRV YAV /YYD (R?) cpsss iy
-I¥\S 00 VYA /XYY /YA (R2) o1 Jsdss oy oy
- = YA /XYY VY (Q?) o i sl jlne

Sl b 0150 058 5 4gas JS 534S das oo OLES Y Ui 3 23,8 m (St lis 5 s ol b
315 G b 4 Cd (62 1 (G5 ledism OB 05 8 3 Lol uayls eleznt a8 3 oalinul Sdd (g 2
(P>1/08) 5,105 (g lsline o slis Laog S Ola 53 e il oo 45 dad o OLES 35 89S o duns s

ol gladie 55 (€ o )lel) s ol anslio ¥ Jgd

295 O dglie L 09,5 b
. M
S hlas o JSE oy obs S
-IYVE AN IYYS(YIYY) IRYE(YIORS) - /YOF(V/RAY) el 48 5l oolitl i < gjluisn
VYa AVENSEINE) YR(YNY) /PRS- el ] St oolizal 0 <ot

S 5 Loy
el Sl oslial Dud b Lot sl oo daly (i S phUed e O b SRag ol
syl Olgea b bt ozl e o IS0 0 5 (ks s (65l g Oloo o7 315 O gl s plonil ooz
ol (Y0 V) O 5 O gl (sl zms s basl ol .o)ls 355 (gylobiae 5 Cute dlasly  slazl &K 55
ool 333,05 o g (YAYY) O 5 0BG 5 (Y19) 01, 5 5 «(YAP) 5 (Yo A) OIS 5 A
T s 4 o olozm ! (slaaSls Sl oslizal 5 Loty olazml sl o Ol Sran Lailg) 55 Sladllae

ol s elazl aKs Sl eslizel Sl i e 4 536 s b 5 GSletisy 47 5l Ol s L
imeed (T il 5 (s 2o b L adl cnl o lolas 5 Cite 010 5 0L caipes JS 55 sl
6&4@():}{J..:é.»ﬂdf\)zlo\}:ﬁjo:Lé.:.le.\..ijdoL‘.:?\m_L»ﬂa\f.x;:é\i)s.aj;dllm);}_.iolj-\'.:)b
Floi! ds j eslizal Sdd 5 by ezl ale pu Ol g5 (gladaly dy o o wayls 1 elaz
S 5 wlhe e o b (Floir! Al G LB Sl eslizal b sl 31 &S Jae pds . ABL atils 5>
oo 303 4 S ol OT o gdle S o 5150 1y (6 ke (olatr| (Sladigy 5 03,57 Cws w0 1) Lo
a:bﬁl&dé}\&)}b‘}l‘_gljb&%b&b&ﬁjabfé&)&b)f&%‘ébx‘x{:um;@
T ol 3 O 8n 5 Oliwgs 03 5L

45 S aalil Sk (5 ke S Sl Ol 05,5 5 6505 IS 93 4555 0T oy o ol L
) B 5 g (g lsline sl Wy 8 Ol J g ool (§ i 5B STl (65l sm 0L 0s S 53 Ll Loyl
(Y AV) OLKen 515 sl y andllan b 0L Obe 53 (5lodism 5 0150 Ol 33 (Gl by L2 o g > 4l
oy 5 4 g iws 5 55 Sbls,l bis gl elam! oS 51065 a5 dzbl )5 OUT .3 13 o genes
adllas 55 digd o S jete cases SlENbl 03557 Cws 4 Ol e Lol (AiS e eslizal ¢Ks 5 olazs]



£\ I ‘_;'i'*{ufﬁ&5)u“’

Sobsline alasly bst ) elaz| wlo w5 St o 45 Lsls LIS (YIA) Canyn 5 S oo 8 (6,05
S ol s 53 ol Ko 003 45 Ly5L pl p LT digls (g b 0 6 208 21,5 00 Lol S
jJu”u\?-LgLAuU}g:SM}@.?-JS')ZJ)ml{42:2‘3.,\1.19'-L{‘_})C)ﬁj‘&lﬁ&‘}l&ﬂ%}‘é%
(S i B S o S3lekisg o 013 po s Lo bl (il 3 ST 5135 ) (o8 520

ozl gl o y eloral &G Sl ool Dkd (s o i Gkl d o st 5
OLEs LT .l ol (YIV) 000 5 o 5 b e ysb a0 al ol Lol L3155 g 5 (glatie (Lot
Oles 0T oo ol Sosline [ SuS L OT (slaadd o 5 oleza] (sladSls 51005 0 5 0L STl &7 Lisls
35 ok Ssli 4 S sl s gy Slis O3 e 5 0L Ole 5 sty oletnl ale e g3 A o lal &S b
9 005m 5 01550 5 OU5 OB HIsl 53 Sales Lel s yls 5 g2 5 bl andllas 5o lil 5500 la tmgsy cwlid by
O 33 S35 Sl diny il n o plaml e e 3 D3l 5y elail (eSS 51 OLT eslinul ¢ 5
Aoy Gesigei 53 addllan ] HSS L Ll el ol Bl 55 by ol ol oS by
LT s o olae glaasl

d‘ﬂ.s,b,\;;@,buu,:ﬂ,mumiL;;,;Q\dtﬂljaﬂvsa\.w%j\uumw
3550 e B35 o slgiiy T 01055 003,85 515 s 5 o3lizal 3,50 blaml L il 0T (glaasily ol
e S S5 s ple A 5 03l 15 eslinel 3 )50 (5855 kel 53 1) BRs 53 (s
s 1S a5 3550 5 1 Jladl 5 OBeass Ol e ¢ S

O ol

S 5 (S S g szl 530235 ) s 6l sl ST OB TS 8 b 5 el oSS
Olebl 98 US54y 5 Lis el basliinn  oles L o3l O S S a4 ags Colal s 4 s
gl O K gt sl s OUT Sledbl & s o3l

G Fwbw 5 S lex
S 930S 0S8 513l ales Sl abawy ol OB dis 5l 03 45 4155 55 Il Cules 31 tagl oyl
Ales on ST 5 B R 53 ) 5 0l e ol

él.bo oo\
Ly blie (2505 68 en Alie 3

cl.u

faadllae 3550 oabw Sl plal  olal e K8 s el Blow gl 5B TN LOogin site|
YY-) (¥ (sl eld arel> A YL o4 JL YA Ol g
https://doi.org/10.22108/jas.2019.110615.1366

b s et ylzel (VW) andb ¢ Sl (Glmes 5 6 ¢ (SIS alonw ¢ Bl cals bl sd, slgs
URL: YP0-YOV «(¥) 18 Olp/ (sis)gacts] aloea 0L gmils 55 il Ol sl o S je Sy owbido
http://irje.tums.ac.ir/article-1-6664-fa.html


https://doi.org/10.22108/jas.2019.110615.1366
http://irje.tums.ac.ir/article-1-6664-fa.html

BY-5Y Sl | Y ojled | ol Jlu | wlidBlgy 43 ol slasysT s | 2Y

Gmiils Ol s talllas 5y50) (il 5 Al plamrl (LA jo slarl b (V9) aiag (o35l
https://doi.org/10.22055/qjsd.2017.12825 A7-5Y (Y)Y ¢ elaz=l anw 5 (0Ol ¢ ¢ cel&sils

S 5l 5 S g 53 Sl OslS eleint ale o alaly andllas L(VWRO) L Citw gy (ol dSL 5 6o ¢ Lo S
https://doi.org/10.22082/cr.2016.23252 Y0-8 (AV) PF¢ bli,l sla_iag s . 2l s 55 6T S

References

Ahmadi, Y. (2019). The Impact of Types of Social Capital in Social Networks on Types of Political
Participation (Case Study: Citizens Aged 18 to up in Sanandaj). Journal of Applied Sociology, 30(3), 1-
22 (In Persian). https://doi.org/10.22108/jas.2019.110615.1366

Bharadiya, J. P. (2023). Artificial intelligence and the future of web 3.0: Opportunities and challenges
ahead. American ~ Journal  of  Computer  Science  and  Technology, 6(2),  91-96.
https://doi.org/10.11648/j.ajcst.20230602.14

Burke, M., & Kraut, R. E. (2016). The relationship between Facebook use and well-being depends on
communication type and tie strength. Journal of computer-mediated communication, 21(4), 265-281.
https://doi.org/10.1111/jcc4.12162

Chaffey, D. (2024 1 February). Global social media statistics research summary 2024. Retrieved at 20
February 2024 form Smart Insights. URL: https://www.smartinsights.com/social-media-marketing/s...

Choi, G., & Chung, H. (2013). Applying the technology acceptance model to social networking sites (SNS):
Impact of subjective norm and social capital on the acceptance of SNS. International Journal of Human-
Computer Interaction, 29(10), 619-628. https://doi.org/10.1080/10447318.2012.756333

Ellison, N. B., Steinfield, C., & Lampe, C. (2007). The benefits of Facebook “friends:” Social capital and
college students’ wuse of online social network sites. Journal of computer-mediated
communication, 12(4), 1143-1168. https://doi.org/10.1111/1.1083-6101.2007.00367.x

Grottke, M., Hacker, J. V., & Durst, C. (2018). Which factors determine our online social capital? An
analysis based on structural equation modelling. Australasian Journal of Information Systems, 22.
https://doi.org/10.3127/ajis.v2210.1656

Jackson, L. A., Ervin, K. S., Gardner, P. D., & Schmitt, N. (2001). Gender and the Internet: Women
communicating and men searching. Sex roles, 44, 363-379. https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010937901821

Jin, Ch. H. (2013b). The perspective of a revised TRAM on social capital building: The case of Facebook
usage. Information & Management, 50, 162—168. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.im.2013.03.002

Kermani, H., & Pakdaman, Y. (2016). Examining the Relationship between Iranian Facebook Users Social
Capital and their Real Civil Participation. Communication Research, 23 (87), 9-35 (In Persian).
https://doi.org/10.22082/cr.2016.23252

Krasnova, H., Veltri, N. F., Eling, N., & Buxmann, P. (2017). Why men and women continue to use social
networking sites: The role of gender differences. The Journal of Strategic Information Systems, 26(4),
261-284. https://doi.org/10.1016/].jsis.2017.01.004

Lin, X., & Wang, X. (2020). Examining gender differences in people’s information-sharing decisions on
social networking = sites. International  Journal of Information Management, 50, 45-56.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2019.05.004

Lin, X., Featherman, M., & Sarker, S. (2017). Understanding factors affecting users’ social networking site
continuance: A gender difference perspective. Information & Management, 54(3), 383-395.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.im.2016.09.004

Liu, D., Ainsworth, S. E., & Baumeister, R. F. (2016). A meta-analysis of social networking online and
social capital. Review of General Psychology, 20(4), 369-391. https://doi.org/10.1037/gpr0000091

Ono, H., & Zavodny, M. (2003). Gender and the Internet. Social science quarterly, 84(1), 111-121.
https://doi.org/10.1111/1540-6237.t01-1-8401007

Phua, J., Jin, S. V., & Kim, J. J. (2017). Uses and gratifications of social networking sites for bridging and
bonding social capital: A comparison of Facebook, Twitter, Instagram, and Snapchat. Computers in
human behavior, 72, 115-122. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2017.02.041

Putnam, R. D. (2000). Bowling alone: The collapse and revival of American community. Simon and
Schuster. https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1145/358916.361990

Ryan, T., & Xenos, S. (2011). Who uses Facebook? An investigation into the relationship between the Big
Five, shyness, narcissism, loneliness, and Facebook usage. Computers in human behavior, 27(5), 1658-
1664. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2011.02.004


https://doi.org/10.22055/qjsd.2017.12825
https://doi.org/10.22082/cr.2016.23252
https://doi.org/10.22108/jas.2019.110615.1366
https://doi.org/10.11648/j.ajcst.20230602.14
https://doi.org/10.1111/jcc4.12162
https://www.smartinsights.com/social-media-marketing/social-media-strategy/new-global-social-media-research/#:~:text=A%20summary%20of%20global%20social,rest%20of%20the%20year...
https://www.smartinsights.com/social-media-marketing/social-media-strategy/new-global-social-media-research/#:~:text=A%20summary%20of%20global%20social,rest%20of%20the%20year...
https://doi.org/10.1080/10447318.2012.756333
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1083-6101.2007.00367.x
https://doi.org/10.3127/ajis.v22i0.1656
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010937901821
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.im.2013.03.002
https://doi.org/10.22082/cr.2016.23252
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsis.2017.01.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2019.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.im.2016.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1037/gpr0000091
https://doi.org/10.1111/1540-6237.t01-1-8401007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2017.02.041
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1145/358916.361990
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2011.02.004

;flgf‘{uf}é)u"’

Shaverdi, T. (2017). Social Capital in the Online and Offline Social Networks (The Case Study: Female
University Students in Tehran). Quarterly Journal of Social Development (Previously Human
Development), 11(3), 67-96 (In Persian). https://doi.org/10.22055/qjsd.2017.12825

Steinfield, C., Ellison, N. B., Lampe, C., & Vitak, J. (2013). Online social network sites and the concept of
social capital. Frontiers in new media research, 115-131. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appdev.2008.07.002

Tahlyan, D., Stathopoulos, A., & Maness, M. (2022). Disentangling social capital-Understanding the effect
of bonding and bridging on urban activity participation. Transportation research interdisciplinary
perspectives, 15, 100629. https://doi.org/10.1016/].trip.2022.100629

Tanhaye Reshvanloo, F., Sedaghatee, S., Kareshki, H., & Saeidi Rezvani, T. (2020). Validation of the
Persian Version of a Scale for Screening Internet Anxiety in Students. Iranian Journal of Epidemiology,
16 (3), 257-265 (In Persian). URL: https://irje.tums.ac.ir/article-1-6664-en.html

Tenenhaus, M., Vinzi, V. E., Chatelin, Y. M., & Lauro, C. (2005). PLS path modeling. Computational
statistics & data analysis, 48(1), 159-205. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.csda.2004.03.005

Thanuskodi, S. (2013). Gender differences in internet usage among college students: A comparative
study. Library Philosophy and Practice (e-journal), 1052, 1-13. URL:
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/cgi/

Vitak, J., Ellison, N. B., & Steinfield, C. (2011, January). The ties that bond: Re-examining the relationship
between Facebook use and bonding social capital. In 2011 44th Hawaii international conference on
system sciences (pp. 1-10). IEEE. https://doi.org/10.1109/HICSS.2011.435

Wasserman, I. M., & Richmond-Abbott, M. (2005). Gender and the Internet: Causes of variation in access,
level, and scope of use. Social science quarterly, 86(1), 252-270. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0038-
4941.2005.00301.x

Williams, D. (2006). On and Off the *Net: Scales for Social Capital in an Online Era. Journal of Computer-
Mediated Communication, 11,593-628. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1083-6101.2006.00029.x

Yavuz, R. L. (2024). Founders’ education, social capital, and their interplay in the intensity of new-venture
internationalization. Journal of Small Business Management, 62(1), 30-66.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00472778.2021.1913596


https://doi.org/10.22055/qjsd.2017.12825
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appdev.2008.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trip.2022.100629
https://irje.tums.ac.ir/article-1-6664-en.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.csda.2004.03.005
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?referer=&httpsredir=1&article=2560&context=libphilprac
https://doi.org/10.1109/HICSS.2011.435
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0038-4941.2005.00301.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0038-4941.2005.00301.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1083-6101.2006.00029.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/00472778.2021.1913596

