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[ Abstract)
achievement. Methods: A survey was conducted on 1316 senior high school students (46.7% girls) by using Adolescent Ac-

Objective: To explore the moderating effect of intelligence in the link of academic emotions on mathematics

ademic Emotions Questionnaire and Test of Nonverbal Intelligence(TONT-2). Results: (DStudents with higher level of intel-
ligence showed more positive academic emotions. Compared with girls, boys showed more positive academic emotions and
less negative academic emotions. @Positive and negative academic emotions predicted mathematics achievement positively
and negatively, respectively. @ Intelligence had a moderating effect between low arousal academic emotions and math per-
formance, suggesting the higher the level of intelligence, the greater the influence of academic emotions on mathematics
achievement. Conclusion: Intelligence moderates the effect of low arousal academic emotions on math performance.
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