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Objective: The aim of the present study was to investigate the relationship among adolescent’s academic

performance, acadamic resilience and emotional intelligence (EI). Methods: A survey with a cluster sample of 1902 ado-

lescents was conducted to examine the mediating and moderating role of El, acadamic resilience and coping styles on aca-

demic achievement. Results: EI and coping styles could positively predict acadamic performance. Complete mediation ef-

fect of academic resilience existed in the relationship of coping styles and academic performance. EI moderated the rela-

tionship between academic resilience and academic performance, the positive effect of academic resilience was much

stronger in higher El adolescents. Conclusion: The affect of acadamic resilience on adolescent’s academic performance

moderated mediating effect.
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