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[Abstract] Objective: To explore the mediating role of academic involvement in the relationship between perceived
school climate and internet gaming disorder(IGD), and whether this process is moderated by the level of impulsivity in ju-
nior school students. Methods: 1368 junior school students were investigated with perceived school climate questionnaire,
academic involvement scale, impulsive scale, IGD questionnaire. Results: (DThe academic involvement played a full medi-
ating role between school climate and IGD. @ This indirect path “school climate — academic involvement — IGD” was
moderated by impulsivity. Specifically, the mediation path is more stronger in high impulsivity junior school population
than junior school students in low impulse population. Conclusion: Positive school climate is a protective factor of IGD
through the mediating role of academic involvement. Further, this mediation model may be moderated by impulsivity in
children.
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