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The entire manuscript requires correcting for grammar and spelling. For example: 

there is no such word as ‘characteristichs’ (line 50). Other examples: ‘shown up 

(line 17), there are an importance (line 27), paragraph between line 42- 48. A 

comprehensive list of the grammatical errors is beyond the job of the reviewer 

however it significantly impacts on the reader’s ability to comprehend what is being 

expressed. 

 

The components of psychological capital should be dealt with in consecutive 

separate sections rather than being referred to repeatedly which is difficult for the 

reader to retain (i.e. efficacy, hope, resilience, optimism etc) 

 

The title should be reviewed …what is meant by ‘Capital in terms of Psychology’ ? 

 

The aim of the paper is worthwhile and it just requires some significant corrections 

and restructuring as outlined above 
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