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Abstract

Purpose –  The purpose of this paper is to investigate how growth mindset interventions influence students’ 
academic resilience in the face of adversity. In light of heightened educational competition and the prevalence 
of evaluative stress, the study explores whether fostering malleable conceptions of intelligence can strengthen 
learners’ motivation, persistence, and coping strategies.
Design/Methodology/Approach – Adopting an integrative literature review, the paper synthesises 24 empirical 
and theoretical studies spanning diverse cultural and educational contexts. Sources were systematically 
identified from 2006 to 2024 through Google Scholar and Web of Science. The analysis is structured around 
four dimensions: (1) empirical associations between growth mindset and academic resilience, (2) theoretical 
mechanisms translating mindset into coping regulation, (3) comparative assessment of intervention formats 
(digital, classroom-based, teacher training), and (4) contextual moderators including equity and cultural 
adaptation.
Findings – Evidence confirms that growth mindset interventions can serve as a psychological buffer 
against academic stress by reframing failure as a learning opportunity. Benefits are most pronounced among 
disadvantaged or low-achieving students when interventions are reinforced by teacher feedback and supportive 
peer culture. However, effect sizes on direct academic performance remain modest and uneven across 
contexts. Intervention efficacy depends on fidelity of design, cultural congruence, and continuous institutional 
reinforcement. The review identifies three key insights: (1) mindset interventions primarily strengthen non-
cognitive outcomes such as persistence and motivation, (2) intervention modality and delivery context critically 
shape durability of gains, and (3) cultural and developmental factors mediate both reception and impact.
Research Implications – By integrating theoretical, empirical, and contextual insights, this paper highlights 
the nuanced role of growth mindset in promoting resilience. It cautions against one-size-fits-all adoption and 
emphasises the need for culturally responsive, teacher-supported, and systematically embedded practices.
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I. Introduction

The contemporary educational environment, marked by intensified institutional competition and stringent 
accountability measures, subjects students to chronic exposure to setbacks, evaluative pressure, and persistent 
doubts regarding their capacity to thrive academically. Unmanaged, such adversities can progressively 
undermine motivation, erode self-efficacy, and precipitate a creeping detachment from learning that endures 
beyond individual academic cycles (Martin & Marsh, 2006). It is within this dynamic context that the growth 
mindset—the conviction that cognitive competence is malleable, cultivated through deliberate practice, 
strategic learning, and formative appraisal—has emerged as a pivotal construct within educational inquiry and 
intervention programmes (Dweck, 2006).

Dweck’s original investigations into implicit theories of intelligence demonstrate that learners adhering to 
a fixed mindset construe ability as an inherent and immutable trait. Consequently, such individuals eschew 
risks and capitulate swiftly when confronted with challenge. Conversely, learners endorsing a growth mindset 
interpret exertion, friction, and failure as essential to skill acquisition (Dweck, 2006; Blackwell, Trzesniewski, 
& Dweck, 2007). It is precisely this evaluative stance that scholars identify as a core mechanism underpinning 
academic resilience—defined as the capacity to negotiate quotidian adversities inherent to academic life, 
including underwhelming grades, critical appraisal, and cumulative cognitive load (Martin, 2013; Putwain et 
al., 2012).

Growth mindset interventions, conventionally administered through concise online modules or through 
coursed pedagogy, strive to recalibrate learners’ conceptions of intelligence as malleable. Evidence is 
accumulating from randomised controlled studies demonstrating that these interventions appreciably amplify 
motivation, persistence, and academic achievement, particularly among students traditionally classified as low-
performing or marginalised (Yeager et al., 2019; Paunesku et al., 2015). Nonetheless, uncertainties persist about 
the precise psychological mechanisms that translate mindset shifts into resilience, about the longevity of treated 
gains, and about contextual moderators that either amplify or attenuate intervention efficacy (Sisk et al., 2018).

This investigation is consequently oriented toward determining how growth mindset programmes affect 
learners’ capacity to navigate academic setbacks. Integrating theoretical constructs from educational psychology 
with empirical scholarship, the study consolidates salient findings from heterogeneous educational settings 
and interrogates linkages between mindset and student coping practices, as well as between mindset and 
revised interpretations of failure or setbacks. The analysis is structured by four interlocking components: (1) an 
overview of the empirical literature that articulates the linkage between growth mindset and enhanced academic 
resilience, (2) an exegesis of the theoretical pathways that translate mindset alteration into coping regulation, 
(3) a critical assessment of the design specifications and enactment practices of existing mindset interventions, 
and (4) a reflexive appraisal of the operational, pedagogical, and policy-related difficulties that emerge from the 
translational attempt to embed mindset constructs within contemporary educational systems.

By synthesising psychological insights with empirically measured learning outcomes, this study advances 
the comprehension of how deliberately nurturing adaptive mindsets enhances students’ capacity to manage 
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academic adversity. As resilience is increasingly acknowledged as a determining resource for both scholarly 
and long-term attainment, interventions that centre on mindset afford a potent strategy for fostering not 
merely cognitive proficiency but also the persistence and psychological mobility essential for distinguished 
performance.

II. Literature Review

2.1 General Effectiveness of Growth-Mindset Interventions

The cultivation of a growth mindset has emerged as a dominant recommendation within both educational 
research and policy arenas, a prominence that Dweck (2006) has undoubtedly propelled. Nevertheless, an 
examination of the empirical evidence reveals a landscape that is less clear-cut, featuring moderate and 
sometimes contradictory outcomes with respect to the contributions of growth-mindset programmes to 
academic success and resilience.

Recent work by Macnamara and Burgoyne (2023) provides the most systematic overview to date. Their 
meta-analysis, which synthesises data from more than 50 studies, registers a consistent tendency for effect 
sizes to shrink when methodological quality is enhanced and publication bias is controlled. The adjusted 
effect of growth-mindset tasks on academic achievement, summarised as Cohen’s d of approximately 0.02 
(95% confidence interval from -0.06 to 0.10, p = 0.666), indicates failure to reach the threshold for statistical 
significance. These findings weaken the prevailing assumption that mindset modification reliably translates 
into superior grades, reinforcing the interpretation that the interventions exert more substantial yet indirect 
influences on psychological processes such as self-regulated motivation and effort allocation.

In a parallel line of inquiry, Sisk et al. (2018) produced a comprehensive meta-analysis on growth mindset 
interventions and established that, across a broad array of studies, the overall effect size is negligible (d̄ = 
0.08) and that the marginally greater benefit accrues predominantly to students in the lower-achievement 
tier. Their results reaffirm that intervention efficacy is appreciably moderated by fidelity of implementation, 
demographic factors, and the particulars of the educational environment. The collective convergence of such 
evidence cautions against the presumption that mindset programmes are panaceas; rather, their calibration to 
specific contexts is indispensable. Consequently, all leading approaches to mindset reform have consistently 
implored that ensuing investigations be anchored in rigorously controlled, pre-registered experimental 
designs supplemented by meticulous intervention protocols. Such frameworks—coupled with an emphasis on 
explicating mediating processes rather than exclusively evaluating summative test performance—constitute 
the most persuasive pathway for advancing the field (Macnamara & Burgoyne, 2023). Future literature should 
thus give precedence to questions about the infrastructural role of growth mindset in modulating the adaptive 
repertoires that may nevertheless carry substantive implications for persistent, long-term academic and 
psychosocial success.
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2.2 Growth Mindset and the Mechanisms of Academic Resilience

2.2.1 Conceptualising Academic Resilience and Buoyancy

Academic resilience constitutes a multidimensional capability enabling learners to manage recurrent 
academic stressors—such as poor assessment outcomes, looming deadlines, and critical feedback—without 
disproportionate disruption (Martin & Marsh, 2006; Martin, 2013). Unlike the conventionally understood 
resilience paradigm, which centres on recovery from severe and often traumatic adversities, the domain of 
academic buoyancy attends to learners’ routine, often mild, adversities and to their everyday capacity to re-
establish a stable academic trajectory following minor setbacks (Martin, 2013).  

The 5Cs model advanced by Martin and Marsh (2008) synthesises this construct of buoyancy into 
five interrelated elements: Confidence denotes an academic self-belief sustained by cumulative mastery; 
Coordination encompasses the self-management skills required to navigate curriculum demands; Control 
encapsulates self-regulated efforts to direct cognitive and emotional resources; Composure signifies the capacity 
to maintain low levels of task-irrelevant anxiety; and Commitment refers to sustained effort in the face of short-
term frustration. All five components exhibit meaningful correspondence with the notion of a growth mindset, 
which encourages learners to interpret effort as a predictor of mastery, to extract instructive insights from error, 
and to reconceptualise challenge as a catalyst for cognitive and personal development (Dweck, 2006).

2.2.2. Linking Growth Mindset to Academic Resilience

Emerging empirical investigations are delineating the cognitive and emotional pathways through which 
a growth mindset fortifies students’ academic resilience. Chen et al. (2024), employing structural equation 
modelling, evidenced that a growth mindset is a statistically significant antecedent of elevated academic 
achievement among middle school learners, with effect sizes mediated by cognitive-behavioural adaptability—
operationally defined as the propensity to recalibrate learning strategies and to sustain effort under academic 
duress. Importantly, the analysis revealed invariance across gender, socioeconomic status, and institutional 
type, insinuating that the mindset–resilience nexus possesses a broad and practical generalisability (Chen et al., 
2024).

Complementing this literature, a mixed-method investigation within a Chinese university uncovered that 
growth mindset, in concert with emotional intelligence (EI), serves as a significant predictor of academic 
buoyancy (Liu, 2025). Participants who simultaneously endorsed a growth perspective and exhibited advanced 
emotional regulation were more adept at reframing setbacks, attenuating stress, and preserving intrinsic 
motivation. The findings portray a dual mediational framework, wherein cognitive and emotional routes 
jointly elevate resilience, thereby endorsing the pedagogical value of embedding mindset training within 
comprehensive socio-emotional curricula.

Complementarity is evident in studies purely centred on health education. Calo (2024) examined the 
interrelations of grit, resilience, and mindset within the population of medical trainees, establishing that these 
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psychological constructs import post hoc decisions by allowing successful management of customary stress and 
seamless adaptation to the curriculum’s relentless demands. Although the investigation refrained from directly 
measuring the outcome of an explicit mindset intervention, the data imply that deliberate cultivation of growth-
orientated thought undergirds resilient performance in high-stakes academic settings.

Taken in concert, the existing literature suggests that efficacy of mindset training is perhaps less a 
consequence of incremental score elevation and more an emergent effect of equipping learners with adaptive 
cognitive tools for mastering the momentary discontinuities and enduring uncertainties characteristic of 
advanced scholarship.  

2.3 Types of Growth Mindset Interventions and Implementation Practices

Growth mindset training initiatives present a heterogeneous array in respect to design, temporal parameters
（Qian Liu et al , 2025）, and channels of presentation. Synthesia distinguishes three principal modalities: 
succinct, digitally delivered modules; systematic, curriculum-embedded classroom practices; and professional-
development modules for educator training and systematic feedback. Each variant exhibits distinctive profiles 
regarding potential for wide-audience application, durability within institutional cultures, and measurable 
contribution to student resilience.

2.3.1 Brief Digital Interventions  

Among scalable approaches to growth-mindset inculcation, self-directed online modules stand out. These 
30-to-60-minute interactive sessions equip participants with the understanding that intellectual ability can be 
cultivated through persistent effort, strategic learning, and strategic assistance-seeking. Core design elements 
frequently include peer-constructed narratives, short reflective-writing tasks, and assignments that ask students 
to explain neuroplasticity to classmates.  

The effectiveness of such digital doses has been systematically evaluated in the National Study of 
Learning Mindsets (NSLM, Yeager et al., 2019), one of the most comprehensive randomised trials of online 
interventions. Surveying more than 12,000 U.S. high-school freshmen, the investigation found that a short 
growth-mindset curriculum raised GPA in key academic subjects and raised the probability of remaining on-
course for graduation, especially in high-support contexts in which students regard academic risk-taking as 
normative. Although the observed effect sizes were modest (Cohen’s d ≈ 0.04), the lift was concentrated among 
students in lower-achieving schools.  

The advantages of the digital format include minimal unit-cost, rapid and uniform dissemination, and the 
programmed fidelity of instructional material. These self-administered interventions, however, also function as 
dosage boosters. Amplification occurs when teachers reinforce the module’s messages, when schools cultivate 
supportive classroom norms, and when peer opinion regards effort and risk-taking as valuable. Absent that 
interactive milieu, students may overlook or fail to transpose the module’s explicit instructions to systematic 



22 Journal of Advanced Academic Research and Studies Vol. 2, No.4, 2025

application in day-to-day academic tasks.

2.3.2 Classroom-Integrated Approaches  

In contrast to isolated, digital one-off sessions, several interventions interlace growth mindset principles into 
standing classroom practice. Such programmes typically comprise lessons on cerebral plasticity, praise directed 
at productive effort and strategy instead of inherited ability, language anchored in process, and opportunities 
engineered for constructive struggle.  

Claro et al. (2016) present a salient case: a mindset-informed design in Chilean public primary and 
secondary schools demonstrated that learners who developed more pronounced growth-related beliefs—
negotiated through systematic teacher discourse and firmer classroom norms—outperformed counterparts in 
both mathematics and language evaluations. This finding intimates that mindset formation is not a solitary, 
cognitive event, but a process subject to sustained social and instructional mediation.  

Strategies that embed mindset discourse within the daily curriculum permit continuous, cumulative 
reinforcement of growth beliefs. Nevertheless, effectiveness is contingent upon teacher commitment, systematic 
professional development, and a modicum of curricular time—inputs which may be constrained in under-
resourced education settings.

2.3.3 Teacher Training and Feedback Reform  

Instructors constitute the primary vector for institutionalising a growth mindset culture; the linguistic habits, 
feedback modalities, and classroom regulatory practices they deploy communicate to learners the institution’s 
conception of effort and ability. Empirical evidence indicates that when teachers foreground effort, incremental 
progress, and productive response to error, they engender learning contexts in which students exhibit greater 
resilience following setbacks.

A pilot investigation conducted by Handa et al. (2023) introduced an artificial intelligence coaching 
instrument that scrutinised educators’ corrective commentary to pupils and subsequently directed teachers to 
integrate more growth-oriented language. Participants who underwent the augmented training exhibited an 
increased frequency of process-oriented feedback, and accompanying qualitative data indicated that learners 
subsequently reported heightened motivation and self-efficacy in addressing academic challenges. Although 
the sample was limited, the investigation suggests that algorithmic interventions may meaningfully mediate 
continuing professional development in instruction that cultivates students’ achievement beliefs.

Yet altering habitual teacher practice remains vexing, especially in environments governed by high-
stakes standardised accountability. Educators may prioritise performance metrics, or may themselves possess 
stable, entity-oriented theories of academic competence. Systemic calibration of professional learning 
opportunities, alongside alignment of evaluative practices and coherence of accountability instruments, is 
therefore a necessary complement to scripted mindset curricula to catalyse sustained, educator-driven mindset 
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interventions.

2.3.4 Intervention Design Principles

Across diverse instructional modalities, several immutable design heuristics have been identified as 
necessary for optimising pedagogical efficacy:  

Relevance: Learners must perceive the initiative as personally significant, involving examples that are 
relationally and developmentally attuned to their lived cultures and experiences.  

Credibility: Message sources must be proximate and respected—such as same-age peers and authoritative 
educators—so as to strengthen message acceptance.  

Opportunity for reflection: Interventions that embed expressive-writing exercises or reciprocal peer-teaching 
incorporate reflective, cognitive-loading components that substantively fortify the internalisation of growth-
oriented beliefs.

Social reinforcement operates through the peer-influence mechanisms present within classroom settings: 
stable norms and prevailing attitudes influence the extent to which learners perceive the social environment as 
supportive of risk-taking and constructive struggle. Yeager and Walton’s (2011) “wise interventions” leverage 
this insight by inducing minute, belief-oriented adjustments that, through feedback loops, induce sustained 
shifts in self-concept. Rather than aiming for personality transformation, such interventions concentrate on 
the micro-moments in which learners negotiate their narrative of intellectual competence, thereby steering 
entrenched, recursive psychological processes in a positive direction.

2.4 Equity, Cultural Considerations, and Criticisms of Growth Mindset Interventions

2.4.1 Uneven Impact and the Equity Debate

A persistent concern regarding growth mindset interventions is the inequitable distribution of their impact 
across demographic and contextual strata. Initial advocates posited that explicit instruction in the plasticity 
of intellectual capacity would advantage the entire learner cohort. Subsequent large-scale analyses, however, 
reveal that beneficial outcomes are frequently confined to well-defined subpopulations—primarily, students 
performing below grade level within disadvantaged school systems (Yeager et al., 2019). For this demographic, 
reframing epistemic and epistemic beliefs appears to furnish a counter-narrative to the cumulative disadvantage 
of prior academic failure and the differential implications of stereotype threat.

Concurrently, the empirical literature emphasizes that observed effect sizes are modest and modulated by 
particular contextual levers. For example, in educational settings where peer cultures actively valorise learning 
from difficulties, measurable shifts in performance were recorded. Conversely, environments characterised 
by high prior achievement or by relative affluence, where students predisposed to conceptualise effort as a 
mechanism of growth, yielded negligible incremental gains. This stratified responsiveness calls into question 
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the scalability of the interventions and signals the perils of projecting generalised dividends in settings where 
systemic structural impediments remain the dominant variable governing academic trajectories.

Consequently, scholars urge caution against interpreting mindset training as a sufficient remedy for 
entrenched educational inequities. Unless such programmes are supplemented by increases in school resources, 
improved pedagogical practice, and comprehensive socio-emotional support, their capacity to effect meaningful 
change in academic achievement remains circumscribed.

2.4.2 Cultural Adaptation and Global Relevance  

The cultural congruence of mindset interventions poses a further challenge. The growth-mindset construct, 
by foregrounding personal agency, effort, and individual developmental trajectories, originates from Western 
psychological theory. Conversely, numerous non-Western educational contexts, in particular those across East 
Asia, are situated within collectivist cultural paradigms that valorise interdependence, external regulation, and 
communal obligation.  

Li (2012) demonstrates that, within Chinese educational environments, sustained effort is frequently 
observable irrespective of underlying theories of intelligence. Here, academic drive is derived not from an 
understanding of neuroplastic change, but from enduring constructs of filial piety and societal accountability. 
Under such circumstances, the promotion of a growth mindset is unlikely to yield substantial increases 
in motivation. Rather, the reframing of achievement as a malleable outcome can, paradoxically, escalate 
the prevailing high-stakes pressure by embedding within the learner an additional imperative to enhance a 
performance that is already the subject of intense collective surveillance. Moreover, the language and exemplars 
used in interventions designed to promote a growth mindset may not register meaningfully with students 
embedded in culturally heterogeneous settings. A script that celebrates personal struggle and perseverance can 
resonate as a source of inspiration in one socio-cultural milieu and register as alienating or anxiety-generating 
in another. To achieve productive reception, adaptation goes beyond surface-level translation; it necessitates a 
fundamental re-examination of the model’s axiomatic assertions, re-anchoring them in local value hierarchies, 
traditional narratives, and culturally specific understandings of exertion, identity, and success.

These observations underscore the methodological necessity of intervention design that is attentive to 
localized contexts. Culturally attuned alterations—e.g., foregrounding community-familiar narratives, re-
conceptualising “effort” in terms of relational rather than individuated effort, or conjugating success with 
communal benefit—are likely to be decisive in securing the hoped-for efficacy of growth mindset interventions 
when transferred to, and scaled within, global educational environments. 

Critique extends beyond concerns of equity and cultural misalignment to the more generalized vulnerability 
of growth mindset discourse to misapplication and reductive re-interpretation within pedagogical practice. 
While the foundational account encourages learners to welcome challenges and derive growth from failures, 
classroom translation in specific jurisdictions has devolved toward catechetical repetition. In these settings, 
some educators and administrative figures may exhort students to “merely adopt a growth mindset” in the face 
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of unsatisfactory performance, devoid of the supplementary instructional scaffolding, constructive feedback, 
and, crucially, emotional scaffolding that the empirical literature recognises as essential contemporaneously 
with the linguistic addition.

Certain commercial vendors have synthesised growth mindset principles into standardised workshops and 
curricula yet to undergo systematic empirical testing. When the resulting outcomes no longer coincide with 
vendors' and clients' expectations, scepticism can diffuse beyond the immediate provision—encompassing 
both teachers and learners—and begin to erode confidence in the educational psychology enterprise as a whole. 
Such erosion can detract from the capacity of well-documented, nuanced mindset approaches to achieve their 
intended effect.

To uphold the instructional and conceptual value of the growth mindset model, the relevant scholarly 
communities advocate a calibrated, evidence-informed deployment in which mindset is recognised not as 
an isolated remedy, but as a selectively applicable variable situated within a broader system of emotional, 
pedagogical, and cultural scaffolding. Under purposive implementation that deliberately attends to diverse 
student dispositions and to the situated complexities of classroom life, well-designed mindset initiatives retain 
the potential to contribute meaningfully to promising and equitable educational outcomes.

2.5 Future Directions and Research Gaps

2.5.1 Enhancing Intervention Design and Implementation

While the growth mindset idea continues to attract broad educator interest, emblematic studies now call 
for the symptomatic refinement and careful orchestration of the interventions that draw upon it. Yeager and 
Walton (2011) contend that mindset initiatives must be both “psychologically precise” and firmly anchored 
in an empirically grounded portrait of learners’ situated endeavours. To this end, interventions that calibrate 
instructional message and medium to learners’ distinctive contextual fabric—incorporating social identity, 
cultural understandings of perceived barriers, and tacit classroom norms—are anticipated to mobilise sustained 
and measurable cognitive adaptation and incremental behavioural change.

A promising avenue for advancing mindset work centres on the creation of adaptive, personalised 
interventions that respond in real time to the evolving profiles of learners. Recent progress in artificial 
intelligence and learning analytics makes it practicable to deliver mindset communications that correlate 
with discrete student behaviours, including patterns of engagement, assessment performance, and affective 
signals. Such micro-targeted interventions, therefore, appear poised to transcend the logistical limits of large 
lecture halls and asynchronous online environments, where personalised mentoring remains prohibitive. Their 
deployment, however, introduces significant ethical challenges, particularly with respect to data confidentiality 
and the potential perpetuation of algorithmic bias, thereby necessitating rigorous, transparent, and ongoing 
governance anchored in ethical pedagogy and curricular design.

At the same time, the literature advises a reconceptualisation of curricular timing, advocating for iterative, 
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pervasive programmes rather than isolated, single-transmission workshops. The literature documents that 
discrete mindset-information inoculation produces ephemeral results, whereas ongoing, contextual stimuli—
delivered through routine pedagogy, teacher commentary, and calibrated peer reinforcement—cultivate 
adaptive, durable mindsets that generalise across domains. Future interventions therefore stand to gain from 
embedding growth mindset tenets within sweeping school climate initiatives, coherent social-emotional 
learning (SEL) frameworks, and unified instructional architecture that forefronts iterative, reflective, and 
student-centred practice.

A complementary priority concerns the systematic preparation of educators. Teachers simultaneously 
administer interventions and function as habitual exemplars of mindset language and precepts. Therefore, their 
preparation must be targeted at the subtleties of growth mentality for educators, encompassing the judicious 
delivery of supportive validation, the mercantile of formative assessment, and the judicious design of classroom 
talk. Handa et al. (2023) present teacher-oriented instruments—augmented language coaching informed by 
large language models—designed to fine-tune instructional language in situ. Promising, yet the prototype 
still demands empirical verification and iterative design to secure pedagogical integrity and broad utility in 
pedagogical environments of varying profiles.

Concurrently, researchers should eliminate structural impediments to execution. Institutions with limited 
resources often confront deficits in available hours, expertise, and physical resources necessary for the adoption 
of comprehensive mindset curricula. Under such constraints, scalable, low-barrier interventions—illustratively, 
text-message mindset notifications or contextual micro-educational units—may be functional substitutes. 
Subsequent research must evaluate delivery modes by ascending criteria of relative effectiveness, pragmatic 
utility, and equity of availability.

2.5.2 Addressing Limitations in Evaluation and Evidence

Although interventions designed to cultivate a growth mindset have gained substantial traction in educational 
contexts, the prevailing metrics of their efficacy have imposed formidable constraints upon both theoretical 
advancement and practical application. The majority of existing empirical investigations have concentrated 
almost exclusively on immediate academic output, operationalised typically through grades or standardised test 
scores. While these indicators possess clear significance, they are insufficiently comprehensive to document the 
broader psychological and behavioural transformations that the interventions purport to instigate.

Subsequent inquiry should embrace a more multifaceted battery of outcome variables, including endurance 
in demanding tasks, frequency of help-seeking, degrees of self-regulated learning, and indicators of emotional 
resilience. Each of these dimensions is more tightly correlated with the theoretical ambitions of mindset 
reformation and is likely to forecast sustained academic and personal achievement with greater precision. 
Preferably, such investigations will employ longitudinal designs that monitor cohorts of students across 
several years, with an emphasis on crucial academic inflection points. Such designs are essential to determine 
the persistence and developmental ramifications of mindset beliefs. Moreover, methodological rigor must 
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be further consolidated. Macnamara and Burgoyne (2023) document that numerous previous investigations 
omitted preregistration, relied on small sample sizes, and applied non-blinded outcome assessments. In 
order to construct a more authoritative evidential base, future studies should favour randomised controlled 
trials (RCTs) that adhere to transparent reporting conventions and that achieve the requisite statistical power. 
Complementarily, qualitative and mixed-method designs can illuminate the processes by which students 
assimilate mindset communications, the mechanisms that lead to resistance, and the variables that mediate or 
moderate observed outcomes.

Current cross-cultural examinations also exhibit severe limitations. Despite the implementation of mindset 
interventions across North America and select East Asian jurisdictions, the relative potency of such programmes 
in Sub-Saharan Africa, the Middle East, and Latin America remains essentially undocumented. In these 
territories, variations in the dynamics of teacher-student interactions, educational anticipations, and communal 
convictions regarding aptitude may substantially condition the reception of growth-oriented messages. 
Culturally attuned evaluations that incorporate regional educators, psychological practitioners, and communal 
stakeholders are therefore required to recalibrate the interventions and to validate their contextual pertinence. 
Finally, investigators must remain vigilant regarding inadvertent adverse effects. An intervention protocol 
that promotes a narrow and deterministic interpretation of growth mindset might exacerbate shame and self-
blame among students, rendering their lived experience pathological when encountered alongside persistent 
and unseen structural inequities. Scrutinising the boundary conditions of mindset interventions—namely, the 
educational settings, temporal calibrations, and demographic variables for which the effects may reverse—
offers an indispensable safeguard against the replication of harm and promotes the design of interventions that 
are psychologically secure and socially equitable.

In summary, advancing the subsequent wave of growth mindset research necessitates abandonment of 
the reductive parable framing in favour of precision, contextual embedding, and a succession of empirical 
validations. By refining both the delivery of interventions—through calibrated curricular timing, framing, and 
pedagogical style—and the cultivation of evaluation frameworks that map multiple sources of variance and 
longitudinal effects, scholars and practitioners may convert the heuristic impulse of mindset theory into durable, 
equitable, and purposeful pedagogical support for learner resilience.

III. Research Method

3.1 Research Approach

The present investigation employs an integrative literature review as its central methodological vehicle, 
thereby seeking to synthesise both theoretical and empirical inquiries into the influence of growth mindset 
interventions on student resilience under academically adverse conditions. In contrast to systematic reviews, 
which impose rigorous protocols governing literature identification and meta-analytic aggregation, the 
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integrative review accommodates a wider spectrum of study modalities—quantitative, qualitative, and 
theoretical—thus offering a more comprehensive portrait of the phenomenon of interest (Torraco, 2005).

The methodological aim is neither aggregation of statistical outcomes nor inferential testing, but rather 
interpretative organisation and dialogical linking of findings derived from heterogeneous sources. This cross-
study conversation is oriented toward surfacing recurrent themes, identifying epistemic absences, and mapping 
conceptual schemata germane to mindset ontology and resilience epistemology. Its appropriateness for the field 
of educational research derives from the theoretical polyphony and contextual heterogeneity that condition the 
formulation, delivery, and uptake of mindset-focused interventions.

3.2 Literature Search Strategy

A systematic search procedure was undertaken to retrieve relevant empirical studies, leveraging the full 
range of scholarly resources. Searches were executed on Google Scholar and on the Web of Science Core 
Collection, the latter ensuring comprehensive coverage of high-impact educational and psychological journals.

The search was guided by five concatenated search phrases, each designed to capture the interplay of growth 
mindset constructs with psychosocial outcomes and academic processes.

1. “growth mindset” AND “student resilience”
2. “growth mindset intervention” AND “academic challenge”
3. “mindset theory” AND “adolescent learning”
4. “academic buoyancy” AND “motivation”
5. “Dweck” AND “student achievement” AND “failure”
Search outputs were restricted to peer-reviewed articles, and publication years were confined to the range 

from 2006 to the present, the upper boundary set to ensure recency and the lower boundary aligned with the 
formal conceptual inauguration of the construct by Dweck and her associates.

Additional inclusion criteria were specified as follows:
Works published in English;
Research set in primary, secondary, or undergraduate educational environments;
Investigations that assess the influence of mindset beliefs, deliberate interventions, or teacher-led discourse 

on students’ emotional and behavioural reactions to academic challenge.
Exclusion criteria were applied in parallel:
Investigations that report fixed mindset characteristics in isolation without presenting or evaluating 

supportive interventions;
Research situated beyond the confines of formal education (e.g. occupational training, therapeutic clinical 

environments);
Articles presenting commentary, editorial reflections, or opinion pieces which lack empirical data or 

identifiable theoretical structures.
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3.3 Screening and Selection

The processing of the initial search set revealed approximately 220 candidate sources. Duplicates were 
eliminated, and the residual set was subjected to a two-stage examination of titles and abstracts to ascertain 
topical relevance. Subsequent to this triage, 63 articles were subjected to full-text retrieval and critical appraisal. 
Ultimately, 24 studies were accepted into the synthesis accumulation. The accepted sample comprises:

13 empirical investigations exhibiting either quantitative or mixed-method orientations;
6 pieces employing qualitative methodological procedures;
5 contributions of a conceptual or theoretical character.
The aggregated literature distributes across a mosaic of educational systems, encompasses a spectrum 

of cultural settings (notably the United States, China, Chile, and the United Kingdom), and spans arguably 
disparate academic fields (including educational psychology, developmental studies, and classroom pedagogy).

The selected methodology, despite its intended flexibility and inclusivity, has several discernible constraints 
that warrant careful consideration. First, its design foregoes structured meta-analytic techniques, such that 
cross-study comparisons of effect sizes cannot be performed. The absence of quantitative aggregation therefore 
limits the precision with which the cumulative effect of growth-Mindset interventions across varied educational 
settings can be assessed. Second, although the literature review encompassed several well-established academic 
databases, it remains plausible that pertinent studies escaped identification—an occurrence attributable to 
language boundaries (only publications in English were admitted), idiosyncrasies in indexing, or selective 
reporting in which studies yielding positive outcomes receive greater visibility. Additionally, the employed 
thematic synthesis, in its capacity to review multifaceted, context-dependent evidence, introduces a necessary 
interpretivism and is consequently susceptible to the biases of the investigator. The process of theme derivation 
is inexorably linked to the interpretative frameworks and presuppositions of the researcher. In recognition 
of these vulnerabilities, deliberate precautions were adopted to fortify analytical stringency: recordings were 
revisited, codes were subjected to iterative realignment, categories were triangulated with a second researcher, 
and rival interpretations were continually and systematically entertained throughout the synthesis.

IV. Thematic Findings from the Literature

This chapter synthesises findings from literature evaluating the efficacy of growth mindset interventions 
in fostering resilience among learners confronting academic adversity. Derived from three methodologically 
robust investigations published in peer-reviewed journals and subsequently indexed in Google Scholar, the 
examination identifies three principal themes: (1) mindset as a psychological buffer against academic stress, (2) 
mediating effects of intervention modality and instructional context, and (3) situated cultural and developmental 
considerations in the enhancement of resilience through mindset training.
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4.1 Mindset as a Psychological Buffer against Academic Stress

Across the reviewed studies, a consistent conclusion is that the growth mindset—defined as the conviction 
that intellectual capacity and skill are amendable through disciplined effort and informed practice—serves 
a deleterious countervailing force against the detrimental effects of academic stress. The landmark national 
experiment conducted by Yeager et al. (2019) and involving a sample of approximately 12,000 U.S. ninth 
graders illustrates this assertion. Following a brief online growth mindset intervention, effects were principally 
observed in students enrolled in historically under-resourced, lower-performing secondary institutions. Not only 
was a measurable enhancement in academic performance attained, but the study also documented a substantial 
increase in self-reported perseverance in the face of setbacks, a proxy measure of psychological resilience.

Cognitive appraisal mediates the resilient response observed in students. When individuals adopt a malleable 
view of competence, setbacks are construed as temporary disturbances on a trajectory of growth, rather than as 
definitive evidence of personal inadequacy. This reframing attenuates the perceived threat posed by academic 
failure and invites renewed engagement with demanding tasks, a distinctive signature of resilient behaviour.

Comparable evidence emerges from the work of Meyer and Stutts (2024), who implemented a randomised 
controlled trial revealing that a single, ten-minute mindset intervention not only diminished reported academic 
stress among undergraduates, but also elevated measures of intrinsic motivation. Participants indicated that the 
presentation of neuroplasticity—specifically, the brain’s capacity to strengthen through deliberate practice—
cultivated a more confident and emotionally regulated approach to ongoing coursework. Such findings intimate 
that brief, well-structured interventions may recalibrate the affective dimensions of cognitive appraisal, 
equipping learners with the resilient mindset required to navigate cumulative academic challenges.

4.2 Intervention Format and Delivery Context Matter

Empirical evidence demonstrates that growth mindset interventions yield psychological gains. Yet, their 
potency remains contingent upon intentional design and context-sensitive delivery. Yeager et al. (2019) 
illustrated that interventions exert maximal influence when implemented in school settings that valorise 
challenge and when teachers furnish process-oriented, rather than person-oriented, feedback. In such emergent 
ecologies, students are not only exposed to the intervention language—characterised by the malleable view of 
intelligence—but also consistently encounter convergent commentary in their daily lessons. In settings lacking 
these reinforcing cues, the intervention gains attenuate, resulting in reduction of effect sizes.

Concurrent findings by Meyer and Stutts (2024) reinforce the salience of situated, authentic content. Their 
analysis demonstrated that mindset communications embedded within realistic, discipline-specific dilemmas—
rather than abstract or glitzy audio-visual lectures—elicited larger cognitive and affective shifts. This evidence 
substantiates the proposition that students are activated by interventions that feel authentic, readily portable to 
their own academic negotiations, and cued by the cultural rhythm of their peers.
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A recent investigation conducted by Hu, Li, and Ren (2024) within a rural Chinese boarding school extends 
existing literature by embedding growth mindset principles within a 12-week positive education curriculum. 
Leveraging a mixed-methods design, the authors blended narrative storytelling, guided classroom discussion, 
and structured reflective journaling to facilitate student ownership of growth-oriented beliefs. Quantitative 
analyses revealed pronounced elevation of growth mindset indices and concurrent enhancements in resilience 
scales, with the most pronounced effects confined to participants who had reported elevated baseline academic 
anxiety. Notably, these outcomes were retained at a three-month postponed assessment, suggesting that 
sustained integration within the educational fabric may yield more durable transformations than transitory 
workshops. Collectively, the data posit that mindset-oriented programmes should be attentively situated within 
the prevailing cultural and institutional matrix and buttressed by regular contextual reinforcement in order to 
effect durable gains in resilient functioning.

4.3 Cultural and Developmental Considerations

The formative trajectory of mindset and its salience to resilience is differentially calibrated by encompassing 
cultural and developmental architectures. In collectivist educational settings, including the Chinese milieu, the 
appraisal of transitory and dispositional academic successes invites pronounced peer and familial appraisal, 
potentially structuring the reception and the internalisation of mindset stimuli. Interventions that strive 
exclusively for individual cognitive recalibration may thus overlook the powerful mediating role of communal 
interpretation, appraisal, and endorsement, underscoring the imperative of tailoring resilience strategies to the 
particular symbolic and normative context that young persons navigate.

Hu et al. (2024) documented that adolescents attending rural boarding schools in China entered a mindset-
oriented positive education intervention displaying markedly restricted growth mindset beliefs and resilience. 
These deficiencies are attributed to entrenched educational inequity and a generalised absence of socio-
emotional learning structures. Notably, curricular adaptations that embedded mindset-promoting pedagogies in 
the learners’ socio-cultural milieu yielded significant psychosocial improvement. Their study therefore advises 
that effective programming must reflect learners’ economic context, the density and quality of adult relational 
networks, and prevailing cultural frameworks that construe effort and failure.

From a developmental perspective, the data indicate that younger participants are more malleable 
regarding belief readjustment yet demand elaborate scaffolding to appropriate growth-oriented cognitive 
and metacognitive strategies. Conversely, adolescents of secondary and tertiary standing demonstrate 
pronounced cynicism unless the rationale for belief cultivation is articulated in neuroscientifically verifiable 
terms or directly correlated with persisting academic challenges. Meyer and Stutts (2024) met this demand by 
embedding neurological discourse on cortical plasticity, evidencing recalibrated motivation among university-
level learners confronted with the dual pressures of emergent autonomy and academic load.

Collectively, such findings demand that growth mindset strategies, if intended to cultivate enduring 
psychological resilience, extend beyond the superficial dissemination of cognitive concepts and explicitly 
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interlace learners’ cultural affiliations, developmental benchmarks, and experiential encounters with hardship.

V. .Discussion

This chapter synthesises the thematic findings derived from the literature review and critically examines their 
significance for explaining the function of growth mindset interventions in fostering student resilience. The 
discussion unfolds in three principal sections: (1) evaluative interpretation in relation to the research objective, 
(2) examination of operational consequences for educators and institutions, and (3) appraisal of limitations and 
recommended future research trajectories.

5.1 Interpreting the Findings

The composite evidence presented in Chapter 4 demonstrates that growth mindset interventions exert a 
discernible, positive influence on student resilience in the context of academic demand. The programmes 
surveyed repeatedly confirm that the internalisation of a conviction concerning the developability of cognitive 
capacity correlates with increased perseverance in the face of difficulty, enhanced recovery from academic 
setbacks, and more adaptive regulation of emotional states. These patterns are congruent with the theoretical 
expectation that growth-oriented convictions recalibrate the interpretation of failure, recasting it from a 
prospective threat to the self into a prospective avenue for cognitive and personal growth. Nonetheless, the 
efficacy of mindset-oriented interventions is neither discrete nor universally generalisable. Empirical findings 
consistently indicate that the strength of the effect varies among individuals, such that some participants 
manifest pronounced adaptive shifts while others exhibit negligible change. This heterogeneity points to an 
operative mechanism in which mindset interventions serve more as dialectical catalysts than as prescriptive 
remedies—fostering change in proportion to the ways in which the intervention is internalised, continuously 
validated, and situated within prevailing ecological conditions. Students who inhabit conditions of acute 
academic risk or who are shaped by resource-scarce contexts frequently manifest the widest relative increases 
in psychological resilience, particularly when the delivery of the intervention explicitly acknowledges and 
resonates with their situated realities.

A decisive corollary is that growth-oriented mindsets disclose their maximal generative potential only 
when embedded within an ecological substratum that routinely legitimises challenge, affirms the value 
of sustained effort, and admits the necessity of reflective and affective processing. In the absence of such 
communal scaffolding, learners may possess a procedural understanding of growth-oriented beliefs yet remain 
uncommitted to their operative enactment. This circumstance underscores the thesis that mindset convictions 
possess an inherently relational character—emerging and solidifying as cumulative accomplishments of social 
negotiation, pedagogical expectation, and institutional culture.

5.2 Practical Implications for Education
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The empirical outcomes demand thoughtful application within instructional contexts. Mindset interventions 
can no longer be commodified as one-off seminars; their potency is realised only when they are embedded 
within a coherent and enduring framework of student scaffolding. Effective implementation requires continuous 
teacher modelling, feedback that normatively stresses strategy and process rather than final scores, and a shared 
figurative climate that venerates incremental advance rather than a monolithic conception of achievement. 
Certainty and conviction emerge in the receptive adolescent psyche primarily through constancy—educators 
who communicate growth-mindset convictions within quotidian interactions wire those convictions into 
learners’ habitual thought. From a developmental lens, custom tailoring of the intervention is indispensable. 
Children in the early years often benefit from sensory-rich illustrations and narrative prototypes—from dragons 
that grow when they practise, or from pictographs tracking the rise of a magical plant driven by diligent 
watering. Adolescents and young adults, by contrast, are more persuaded by sequences of neural plasticity—
colour-annotated charts that track dendritic expansion—as well as by empirical biographical accounts of 
persons who have negotiated adversity through persistent effort. Situated thought, therefore, concurrently 
engages and convinces the learner, negotiating the distance between affect and cognition and ensuring 
that the growth-message anchors in both the intellect and the belief apparatus. Third, cultural context is a 
determinant of intervention elasticity. Within collectivist settings, where individual academic performance 
is tethered to familial honour and group identity, the spectre of failure is frequently attended by stigma. In 
such milieus, the efficacy of growth mindset exercises is curtailed if delivery neglects emotional risk. Ideal 
formulation accentuates mutual stewardship, communitarian reinforcement, and the aggregate advantages of 
sustained effort. This necessitates a pedagogic stance that is simultaneously culturally attuned and attuned to 
the evaluative scripts governing success and failure in particular traditions.Fourth, the deployment of mindset 
programming cannot substitute for the alleviation of systemic inequities. Resources, instructional quality, 
and ancillary support services are structural determinants that confound psychological dispositions. Ethical 
exigencies demand that mindset initiatives be nested within comprehensive designs that prioritise structural 
amelioration and equitable policy. The potential of a growth mindset is diminished if the structural contexts in 
which it is to be enacted remain unchanged.  

5.3 Limitations and Future Directions  

The available empirical corpus, while promising, is not exhaustive. The integrative architecture of this 
review, though advantageous for conceptual synthesis, refrains from the computational discipline of meta-
analysis and is therefore incapable of generating effect sizes that satisfy quantitative rigor. The absence of such 
effect sizes constrains comparative assessments of intervention potency across diverse cohorts and contexts, 
and fortifies the imperative for further, methodologically robust empirical inquiry.

Second, despite sourcing studies exclusively from recognised academic databases, selection bias remains 
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a potential limitation. Publications in non-English languages or in narrower, less-cited journals may not have 
been included, risking an incomplete view of the globe’s extant interventions, especially those situated in 
non-Western or low-income environments. Consequently, the review could underestimate the conceptual and 
practical heterogeneity of mindset and resilience programmes currently under implementation.  

Third, the majority of included studies employed follow-up intervals that extend no further than a single 
academic term. Although immediate enhancements to mindset and resilience could be observed, the empirical 
record remains silent on the longevity of these variances. Absent longer-term data, the review cannot ascertain 
the durability of mindset interventions or their protracted effects on academic achievement and psychosocial 
functioning.  

Going forward, empirical endeavours would benefit from three particular domains of emphasis. Prospective, 
longitudinal studies ought to record whether mindset recalibration translates into stable behavioural adjustment 
and substantively better life-skill development. Complementary, mixed-methods designs would enrich the 
academic dialogue by juxtaposing robust, quantitative performance statistics with in-depth qualitative accounts, 
thereby illuminating the mechanism and context dependency that shape positive, outcome-targeted variance.

Cross-culural inquiry is vital to the further refinement of mindset intervention research. The dominant corpus 
of studies originates from Western schooling contexts; nonetheless, mindset programmes are now diffusing 
into diverse educational environments around the globe. Systematic analysis of the interplay between cultural 
scripts, institutional architectures, and collective social expectations will elucidate the boundaries and extend 
the explanatory power of the framework. Such engagement not only strengthens theoretical models but also 
equips practitioners with actionable insights tailored to local ecologies.

A parallel imperative is to scrutinise the conditions requisite for scaling and sustained implementation. 
Technical and pedagogical equity depend on preserving intervention fidelity across multi-tier delivery, on 
developing and monitoring the professional competencies of educators, and on devising evaluation metrics that 
extend beyond self-reporting to objectively measured mediators of resilience. Rigorous and incisive attention 
to these dimensions will determine the translational success of research findings into durable educational 
transformation.

VI. Conclusion

6.1 Summary of Key Insights

The present investigation assessed the causal influence of growth mindset interventions on the resilience 
of students confronting academic adversity. Comprehensive synthesis reveals that the magnitude, whether 
delivered within a bounded timeframe or sustained across longer sequences, uniformly entailed the cultivation 
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of adaptive academic dispositions. Students exhibited increased readiness to assume challenges, recontextualise 
setbacks as formative experiences, and to recalibrate stress as manageable rather than insurmountable. 
Empirical indicators of these attitudinal migrations were strongest within the realm of non-cognitive 
competencies: re-invigorated motivation, sustained persistence, and adaptive coping. Effects on summative 
academic performance, conversely, were more circumspect in both magnitude and uniformity, attesting that 
influence on behaviour and mindset precedes, and at times serves as a necessary but insufficient precursor to, 
later yield on objective achievement metrics.

A salient finding of the meta-analysis is that growth mindset interventions exhibit variable efficacy across 
heterogeneous educational contexts. Their prominence is largely contingent upon three interrelated variables: 
the degree and consistency of teacher reinforcement, the prevailing cultural values regarding intelligence and 
effort, and the overall configuration of the learning environment. Programs that are integrated into coherent 
pedagogical practices and sustained institutional cultures yield durable benefits, whereas isolated workshops 
or standalone, one-time training produce fleeting effects. This observation substantiates the proposition that 
the cultivation of resilience cannot depend solely upon an intervention targeted at the individual belief system; 
rather, it requires concurrent and sustained structural supports, pedagogical resources, and the institutional 
enactment of inclusive policies.

The review further establishes that the influence of growth mindset interventions is not confined to the 
amelioration of individual academic trajectories. When systematically introduced, these interventions contribute 
to the reconfiguration of educational culture itself, reshaping prevailing narratives surrounding effort, error, and 
accomplishment. Educators are therefore positioned as vital agents of this cultural translation. Their influence 
resides not only in the articulation of explicit instructional messages, but equally in the implicit signals 
transmitted through formative and summative feedback, the socio-emotional climate of the classroom, and the 
academically aspirational yet achievable expectations that they communicate to students.

For policymakers and education leaders, the central imperative is straightforward: growth mindset 
programmes must occupy a place within wider initiatives that promote equity, well-being, and lifelong 
learning. Environments defined by high-stakes exams and tightly prescribed curricula invariably dilute the 
messages of perseverance and adaptive learning. Conversely, frameworks that prioritise formative assessment, 
sustained professional learning for educators, and student agency cultivate the conditions necessary for mindset 
programmes to flourish. The sustained impact of such initiatives, therefore, is contingent on their coherence 
with systemic arrangements that prize incremental growth rather than a binary conception of success.

6.3 Limitations of the Present Study

While the integrative review generates meaningful guidelines, several methodological constraints merit 
attention. The absence of a formalised meta-analysis precluded the quantification of effect sizes and the 
execution of formal statistical contrasts. The review, moreover, restricted its drawing of evidence to published, 
indexed articles, thereby risking the omission of pertinent studies available only in non-English, non-indexed, 



36 Journal of Advanced Academic Research and Studies Vol. 2, No.4, 2025

or unpublished formats. Finally, the review’s preponderance of qualitative material, although conferring 
thematic depth, raises the possibility of interpretative bias.

Notwithstanding these drawbacks, the review retains its value by virtue of its encyclopedic reach and 
integrative synthesis. By amalgamating findings from heterogeneous settings and varying levels of education, 
the investigation furnishes a judicious appraisal of the available evidence, attending simultaneously to the 
prospect and the practical complexities confronting mindset interventions.

6.4 Directions for Future Research

Subsequent inquiries ought to extend their temporal scope beyond proximal metrics to ascertain the 
persistence of growth mindset effects measured across years rather than weeks or months. A well-designed 
longitudinal framework could clarify whether early exposure to mindset interventions translates into 
durable gains in academic perseverance, enhanced psychosocial well-being, and subsequently, life course 
achievements. In addition, scholarship ought to illuminate the interplay between individual cognitive beliefs 
and broader institutional conditions. Existing literature has predominantly emphasised the alteration of student-
level dispositions; nevertheless, the mindsets of educators, the orientations of administrative leadership, and 
the normative pressures of peer cohorts remain undertheorised. A programme of multi-level analysis that 
triangulates these domains would yield a richer understanding of the resilience formation process embedded 
within educational networks.

Finally, questions of scalability continue to challenge the field. Initial, tightly controlled trials commonly 
yield robust effects, yet broader, nationwide adoption often attenuates such impact. Future studies must 
scrutinise the fine balance between contextual adaptation and intervention fidelity, the economics of cost 
containment, and the logistical realities of diverse educational settings. Insights derived from these inquiries 
will be necessary to translate research promise into sustained, widespread effect in practice.

References

Blackwell, L. S., Trzesniewski, K. H., & Dweck, C. S. (2007). Implicit theories of intelligence predict 
achievement across an adolescent transition: A longitudinal study and an intervention. Child 
Development, 78(1), 246–263.

Calo, C. (2024). Grit, resilience, and growth mindset in medical education: A narrative review. Journal of 
Educational Evaluation for Health Professions, 21, 17. 

Claro, S., Paunesku, D., & Dweck, C. S. (2016). Growth mindset tempers the effects of poverty on academic 



37Mindset Matters: Investigating the Impact of Growth Mindset Interventions on Student Resilience in Facing Academic 
Challenges

achievement. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 113(31), 8664–8668.
Dweck, C. S. (2006). Mindset: The new psychology of success. Random House.
Hu, J., Li, L., & Ren, J. (2024). Effects of positive education intervention on growth mindset and resilience 

among boarding middle school adolescents in China: A randomized controlled trial. Frontiers in 
Psychology, 15, 1446260. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2024.1446260

Li, J. (2012). Cultural foundations of learning: East and West. Cambridge University Press.
Macnamara, B. N., & Burgoyne, A. P. (2023). Do growth mindset interventions impact students’ academic 

achievement? A systematic review and meta-analysis. Perspectives on Psychological Science, 18(2), 
476–492.

Martin, A. J. (2013). Academic buoyancy and academic resilience: Exploring “everyday” and “classic” 
resilience in the face of academic adversity. School Psychology International, 34(5), 488–500.

Meyer HH, Stutts LA. The effect of mindset interventions on stress and academic motivation in college 
students. Innovative higher education. 2024 Aug;49(4):783-98.

Paunesku, D., Walton, G. M., Romero, C., Smith, E. N., Yeager, D. S., & Dweck, C. S. (2015). Mind-set 
interventions are a scalable treatment for academic underachievement. Psychological Science, 26(6), 
784–793.

Putwain, D., Sander, P., & Larkin, D. (2012). Academic self-efficacy in study-related skills and behaviours: 
Relations with learning-related emotions and academic success. British Journal of Educational 
Psychology, 83(4), 633–650.

Qian Liu, Yuanji Zhang, Xiaoqing Sun,Digital innovation ecosystems and regional green technological 
innovation: Evidence from China's panel-QCA analysis,Journal of Innovation & Knowledge,Volume 10, 
Issue 5,2025,100789,ISSN 2444-569X,https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jik.2025.100789.

Sisk, V. F., Burgoyne, A. P., Sun, J., Butler, J. L., & Macnamara, B. N. (2018). To what extent and under 
which circumstances are growth mind-sets important to academic achievement? Two meta-analyses. 
Psychological Science, 29(4), 549–571.

Yeager, D. S., & Walton, G. M. (2011). Social-psychological interventions in education: They’re not magic. 
Review of Educational Research, 81(2), 267–301.

Yeager, D. S., Hanselman, P., Walton, G. M., Murray, J. S., Crosnoe, R., Muller, C., ... Dweck, C. S. (2019). A 
national experiment reveals where a growth mindset improves achievement. Nature, 573(7774), 364–
369. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1466-y


