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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	1. This paper introduces the concept of mental capital, which holds significant potential to shift how the scientific community and policymakers approach human development and economic growth. 
2. By emphasizing cognitive and emotional resources as crucial drivers of both individual well-being and organizational success, it challenges traditional, purely economic metrics. The topic is highly relevant, especially in today's complex, rapidly changing work environments. 
3. The paper discusses the critical importance of mental capital in the development and prosperity of nations, arguing that a community's mental capacity shapes its culture, values, and ultimately, its economic success. It critiques the common neglect of mental health issues in favor of physical development, arguing that mental capital is the software that drives economic systems.
4. The author asserts that mental capital is as vital as financial capital for organizational performance and societal well-being.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Development of Mental Capital: An Opinion," reflects the core subject of the paper but lacks specificity and impact. The phrase "An Opinion" suggests a subjective take rather than a rigorous analysis, which may undersell the manuscript's contribution to the field.

A more suitable title could be: "The Role of Mental Capital in Economic Growth and Organizational Success: A Critical Perspective"This alternative emphasizes the key themes of the paper—mental capital, its connection to economic growth, and organizational outcomes—while framing the discussion as a significant, thoughtful analysis.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract covers the main themes of the paper, particularly the importance of mental capital for economic growth and organizational success. However, it lacks clarity and could be improved for better comprehension and impact. Here are my suggestions:

Suggestions for Improvement:

1. Add Specifics: The abstract is somewhat vague, lacking specific references to the arguments or findings. For example, it could briefly mention how mental capital influences organizational profitability or discuss some of the specific mental well-being indices highlighted.

2. Clarify Key Arguments: The abstract could be more concise, with fewer general statements and more direct mention of the paper’s unique contributions. For example, explicitly state the connection between mental capital and economic indicators.

3. Delete Redundancies: Some sentences repeat ideas unnecessarily, such as "mental capital is the software crucial to drive the economic hardware," which can be condensed or rephrased to avoid repetition.

Suggested Example Revision:

"This paper argues that mental capital, which encompasses cognitive and emotional resources, is critical for both economic development and organizational success. By focusing on mental capital development rather than relying solely on traditional economic indicators, nations and organizations can enhance productivity and resilience. The paper calls for policy changes, including the establishment of government bodies dedicated to mental well-being, and emphasizes the role of education in fostering this essential resource."
This version is more concise, highlights the paper's key contributions, and eliminates redundancies.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The manuscript’s subsections and overall structure are logical and relevant to the topic but could benefit from some refinements to enhance clarity, flow, and academic rigor. Here's a detailed evaluation:

Strengths:

· Logical Organization: The manuscript follows a sensible progression, starting with the conceptual discussion of mental capital and leading to its implications for organizations and nations. Sections like "Mental Capital and Wellbeing" and "Mental Capital Predicts Organizational Profitability" are relevant and appropriately aligned with the paper’s core argument.

· Clear Themes: The manuscript effectively identifies key themes, such as the relationship between mental capital and economic growth, and divides these into thematic subsections.

Weaknesses:

1. Repetitive Sections: Some subsections reiterate the same ideas without providing new insights. For example, the concepts of mental capital as crucial to economic growth and organizational success are restated multiple times without further developing the argument. This repetition could be reduced to improve conciseness.

2. Absence of Empirical Data: The manuscript lacks a section dedicated to empirical evidence or case studies. While the theoretical discussion is robust, the paper would benefit from the inclusion of practical examples or research findings that demonstrate the impact of mental capital on organizations and economies.

3. Missing Practical Recommendations: The paper could be strengthened by including a subsection dedicated to policy or practical recommendations. This would provide readers with actionable steps, based on the theoretical arguments, for enhancing mental capital at both organizational and national levels.

4. Conclusion: The conclusion needs to be more structured, summarizing key points and offering clear takeaways for readers. It could be more compelling by briefly reiterating the significance of mental capital and suggesting future directions for research or policy.

Suggested Structural Improvements:

· Condense Repetitions: Merge sections or paragraphs that repeat similar ideas to maintain a smooth and concise flow of information.

· New Section: Empirical Evidence or Case Studies: Add a section that includes empirical data, examples, or case studies. This would give the argument more weight and demonstrate its real-world applicability.

· New Section: Practical Recommendations: Introduce a section that offers specific policy recommendations for governments or best practices for businesses to foster mental capital development. This would provide practical value to the theoretical discussion.

· Stronger Conclusion: Revise the conclusion to focus on summarizing key insights and emphasizing the importance of implementing mental capital strategies in policy and business.

Conclusion:

While the manuscript is logically structured, it could benefit from reducing repetition and adding new subsections that include empirical evidence and practical recommendations. These changes would significantly enhance the paper’s academic contribution and overall impact.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The manuscript presents a scientifically robust conceptual framework by exploring the relatively under-researched concept of mental capital and its impact on economic growth and organizational success. It draws on established theories in psychology, economics, and management, referencing reputable sources such as the Foresight Project and Peter Drucker, which strengthens its theoretical grounding. However, while the manuscript's theoretical arguments are sound, its scientific rigor would be enhanced by the inclusion of empirical data or case studies to validate its claims. Overall, the paper provides a solid conceptual contribution but would benefit from additional empirical evidence to ensure greater scientific reliability
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	The references in the manuscript are somewhat limited and may not be entirely sufficient or recent. For example, the paper heavily relies on the Foresight Project and Peter Drucker’s work, which, although highly reputable, may be somewhat dated, particularly Drucker’s work from 1999. Additionally, there are only three references cited in the entire manuscript, which is sparse for a topic as broad and multidisciplinary as mental capital.

Suggestions for Additional References:

1. More Recent Literature on Mental Capital: Consider including recent research articles or reviews on mental capital and well-being from journals like The Lancet Psychiatry, Journal of Occupational Health Psychology, or Social Science & Medicine.

2. Studies on Mental Health and Economic Outcomes: Papers that link mental health or cognitive well-being with economic performance could strengthen the manuscript's argument. For example:

· Layard, R., Clark, A.E., Cornaglia, F., Powdthavee, N., & Vernoit, J. (2014). What Predicts a Successful Life? A Life-Course Model of Well-Being. The Economic Journal, 124(580), F720-F738.

3. Organizational Psychology and Human Capital: More recent work in organizational psychology or human capital management would also be beneficial. For instance:

· Grant, A. M. (2008). Does intrinsic motivation fuel the prosocial fire? Motivational synergy in predicting persistence, performance, and productivity. Journal of Applied Psychology, 93(1), 48–58.

In summary, while the references provide a foundational backdrop, expanding the reference list with more contemporary and diverse sources would strengthen the manuscript’s credibility and relevance to current academic discourse.


	

	Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language quality of the paper is generally adequate for scholarly communication, but it could be improved for clarity, coherence, and flow. The paper occasionally uses overly complex or vague phrasing, which can obscure the key points. Additionally, some sections are repetitive, and there are instances where ideas could be expressed more concisely.

Suggestions for Improvement:

· Simplify Complex Sentences: Break down long, complicated sentences into shorter, clearer statements. This will make the text more accessible and easier to follow.

· Reduce Repetition: Repeated ideas, particularly in the introduction and conclusion, should be consolidated to avoid redundancy.

· Improve Transitions: Strengthen transitions between paragraphs and sections to create a smoother flow of ideas.

· Grammar and Style: Minor grammatical issues, such as inconsistent use of articles and prepositions, should be addressed to meet the high standards of scholarly writing.

Overall, while the language is mostly suitable, some revision for clarity and conciseness would improve the manuscript’s readability and scholarly tone

	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript explores an important and underappreciated concept—mental capital—and its broader implications for economic growth and organizational success. The topic is timely and relevant, especially in the context of modern challenges in the workplace and national development. The paper's theoretical foundation is strong, drawing on recognized frameworks and thinkers in psychology, economics, and management. However, the lack of empirical evidence and practical recommendations limits its impact.

To strengthen the manuscript, I recommend addressing the following:

· Incorporate empirical data or case studies: Adding real-world examples or research findings would provide practical validation of the arguments made.

· Expand the literature review: Including more recent and diverse references will ground the paper more firmly in contemporary research.

· Provide actionable recommendations: Offering clear, practical suggestions for governments and businesses would enhance the paper's utility beyond theory.

With these improvements, the manuscript has the potential to make a meaningful contribution to the fields of mental health, economics, and organizational studies.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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