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Despite the popularity of the term Positive Psychological Coaching within the literature,

there is no consensus as to how it should be defined (framed) or what the components

of a positive coaching “model” should include. The aim of this systematic review

was to define positive psychological coaching and to construct a clear demarcated

positive psychological coaching model based on the literature. A systematic literature

review led to the extraction of 2,252 records. All records were screened using

specific inclusion/exclusion criteria, which resulted in the exclusion of records based

on duplicates (n = 1,232), titles (n = 895), abstracts (n = 78), and criteria

violations (n = 23). Twenty-four academic, peer-reviewed publications on positive

psychological coaching were included. Data relating to conceptual definitions and

coaching models/phases/frameworks were extracted and processed through thematic

content analysis. Our results indicate that positive psychological coaching can be defined

as a short to medium term professional, collaborative relationship between a client and

coach, aimed at the identification, utilization, optimization, and development of personal

strengths and resources in order to enhance positive states, traits and behaviors. Utilizing

Socratic goal setting and positive psychological evidence-based approaches to facilitate

personal growth, optimal functioning, enhanced wellbeing, and the actualization of

people’s potential. Further, eight critical components of a positive psychological coaching

model were identified and discussed. The definition and coaching process identified in

this study will provide coaches with a fundamental positive psychological framework for

optimizing people’s potential.

Keywords: positive psychological coaching, coaching psychology, strengths-based coaching, positive

psychological interventions, coaching model, positive organizational interventions, performance enhancement

BACKGROUND

Positive Psychological Coaching (also referred to as Strengths-Based Coaching, or Positive
Coaching) has been positioned as a solution-focused “applied positive psychological approach”
aimed at facilitating goal achievement, wellbeing and positive change in various life domains
(Madden et al., 2011) and application areas (Castiello D’Antonio, 2018). This “positive” coaching
approach is fuelled by recent developments in the strengths-literature, whereby an individual’s
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signature strengths are used to facilitate the personal growth and
development of a client1 (van Zyl and Stander, 2013). From this
perspective, each individual’s capacity for personal growth and
goal achievement is a function of the identification, optimization
and application of individual strengths (Linley and Joseph, 2004;
Castiello D’Antonio, 2018). Focusing on the “positive” rather
than fixing the “deficits” resonates with practitioners, as the
focus is on development rather than deficit correction (Stander,
2016). Positive psychological coaching employs a comprehensive
approach toward development, which aids clients to identify and
actively deploy their character strengths as well as acknowledges
the multiple contexts which influences their lives (Haberlin,
2019). Research showed that this novel approach to people
development leads to various positive consequences for both
the individual (e.g., improved performance, self-efficacy, life
satisfaction, self-confidence etc.) and the organization (e.g., talent
retention, employee engagement, customer satisfaction, financial
growth etc.; Peláez et al., 2019). It is therefore not surprising
that this positively framed approach has been popularized
within practice and popular psychological press as an effective
organizational or talent development intervention (Stander,
2016; Haberlin, 2019).

Despite the popularity of “strengths-based”- or “positive”
coaching within the literature, there is still little consensus
as to how it should be defined (framed) and what the
components of a “positive coaching process” should involve
(Peláez et al., 2019). Various definitions or conceptualizations
of positive coaching approaches exist within the literature
which differ significantly from one another. For example, Linley
and Joseph (2004), (p. 4) argued that positive coaching is a
process aimed at the promotion of optimal functioning across
a full range of human capability. Where van Zyl and Stander
(2013) defined it as a professional, client-centered relationship
aimed at the identification, utilization, and optimization of
individual strengths in order to facilitate the development of
individuals and organizations. This definition is partially echoed
by Grant et al. (2010) who postulated that positive coaching
is a collaborative, solutions-orientated approach designed to
facilitate the achievement of personal goals through capitalizing
on individual strengths.

In contrast, Denison and Avner (2011) said that positive
coaching concerns a set of behavioral guidelines which are
easy to use, mechanistic and are formatted as best practice
guidelines for what to do and what not to do within a given
context. Orem et al. (2007) on the other hand argued that
positive or “appreciative” coaching relates to the development
of self-compassion through an appreciative relationship with a
coach. Castiello D’Antonio (2018) further argued that positive
psychological coaching is an approach which seeks to enhance
the short-term hedonic- (life satisfaction) and sustainable long-
term wellbeing (flourishing) of a client by using evidence-
based positive psychological approaches. Although there is some
overlap in how it is defined, significant differences in the
conceptualization and approach toward positive psychological
coaching exist within the literature. Moreover, these definitions

1The words “client” and “coachee” are used interchangeably in the paper.

are used by each of the respected authors as if agreement exists on
the conceptualization of the construct, however these agreements
are more often only shared between a specific set of authors
rather than a matter of consensus. As such, the lack of a coherent
theoretical conceptualization of the concept results in not only
criticism of the paradigm, but also results in an inability to
discern what constitutes positive coaching and what not (Wong
and Roy, 2017).

The lack in consensus is not just confined to how positive
psychological coaching is defined, but also as to how it is
approached within practice. Specifically, there seems to be
little consensus as to what constitutes a positive psychological
coaching model, -framework or -approach. Anstiss and Passmore
(2017) utilized the PERMA model of Seligman (2012) as a
coaching framework indicating that coaches should aim to
enhance positive emotional experiences, engagement, positive
relationships, meaning and accomplishments of their clients.
Freire (2013) on the other hand proposed that the “Authentic
Happiness” framework of Seligman (2004) could act as a coaching
model where clients are facilitated to enhance pleasure in the
present/past/future, to increase engagement and to aid in finding
meaning in life. However, Dyess et al. (2017) argued that these are
merely outcomes of a coaching process and does not constitute
a theoretically grounded coaching model or framework. Dyess
et al. (2017) suggested that strengths-based coaching take the
form of a 4-phased model starting off with (a) building trust, (b)
naming the strengths of clients, (c) aiding clients to claim their
strengths, and (d) aiming it at the right goals. This approach,
however, fails to take the client’s ideal or “best possible self ” into
consideration, which leads some authors to employ Appreciative
Inquiry as an alternative coaching framework (Gordon and
Gucciardi, 2011; Gordon, 2016). From this perspective, the
focus is on identifying the best of what currently is or has
been (Discovery), creating a clear vision of their ideal-selves
(Dream), assisting the client to create possibilities to actualize
their vision/goals (Design), and aiding clients to implement
and track initiatives in order to achieve their dreams (Destiny)
(Gordon and Gucciardi, 2011; Gordon, 2016).

Appreciative inquiry, however, only focuses on what currently
works well, and negates opportunities to focus on the
enhancement of developmental areas. As a result, Kauffman
et al. (2015) as well as van Zyl and Stander (2013) argued for
the adoption of solutions orientated approaches toward positive
coaching. Both teams of authors argued for the identification of
strengths/skills that could be used to not only achieve goals, but
also to aid in closing the gaps between developmental areas and
desired outcomes. van Zyl and Stander (2013) however presented
a structured 10 phase model on how this could be achieved.
They argued that clients need to be developed within the system
in which they function, and therefore the organizational reality
plays a major role in defining the coaching trajectory. In this
strengths-based coaching model, the coach clarifies expectations
with the client and his/her stakeholders, aids in the identification
of signature strengths and developmental needs, which acts as
the basis for deriving coaching themes (van Zyl et al., 2016b).
Coaches aid in developing solutions-orientated goals, which
stem from an ideal vision crafted by a client. Strengths and
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competencies are developed, and clients are empowered to
reframe challenges/problems from a strengths-based perspective
(Stander, 2016). Although these are just some examples of
positive psychological coaching approaches/models, there are a
magnitude of other approaches within the literature; yet no clear
conceptual coaching framework exists.

The lack of both a clearly articulated definition and
a process-orientated positive psychological coaching
methodology/framework/model, leads some to believe that
such is a product of pseudo-science, or that it is another
victim of the jangle fallacy (i.e., the assumption that it may
be an old concept in a proverbially new jacket; Wong and
Roy, 2017; Compton and Hoffman, 2019; Yakushko, 2019).
For positive psychological coaching to distinguish itself from
other approaches to coaching and to develop its own identity
within science, there need to be an objective, systematically
developed and organized body of knowledge supporting such.
This knowledge should be available for other researchers to
utilize, implement, validate, evaluate, critique, and update in
an objective and systematic manner. The bases of such a body
of knowledge starts with a widely accepted and standardized
definition of the concept (Creswell, 2013). The lack of a
standardized definition and approach may also negatively affect
the effectiveness of positive psychological coaching interventions
as these are therefore not built on validated empirical models or
evidence-based theoretical frameworks (Compton and Hoffman,
2019). This in turn may be harmful to the client as failures in
the coaching process may lead to “confirmation” of his/her
subjectively perceived personal deficiencies (Wong and Roy,
2017).

As such, the purpose of this systematic review is to clarify the
theoretical conceptualization of positive coaching, as well as its
underlying components. Specifically, the aim is to construct a
commonly shared understanding or “definition” of the concept,
and to construct a clear demarcated positive psychological
coaching model/process to aid in the development of people.

METHODS

Research Approach
A systematic literature review was employed to determine how
positive psychology coaching should be conceptualized, with
the specific aim of constructing a definition, a coaching model
and clarifying the components of such a coaching approach.
A systematic literature review employs a systematic approach
to identify, select and critically evaluate the available research
on a given topic with the aim of synthesizing an answer to a
clearly defined research question (Booth et al., 2016). For this
systematic review, the “Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic
Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA)” reporting guidelines
were employed (Moher et al., 2009). The PRISMA guidelines
provide a universally accepted evidence-based checklist of the
components which need to be reported within a systematic
literature review in order to enhance transparency, clarity
and credibility. Derived from these guidelines, we developed
and systematically applied a clear extraction and classification
taxonomy aligned to the purpose of the study (Booth et al.,

2016). This taxonomy dictated the extent of the search, the
inclusion/exclusion criteria, how data is to be coded/analyzed
and how disagreement between researchers should be managed
(Booth et al., 2016).

Search Strategy
We conducted a comprehensive systematic literature search
between April and July 2019 in the bibliographic databases
Scopus, Web of Science, ScienceDirect, PsycInfo, and ACM
Digital Library. In those databases we used nine primary search
terms: “positive psychology coaching,” “strengths coaching,”
“strengths-based coaching,” “positive coaching,” “positive therapy
at work,” “positive personal development,” “integrative positive
coaching,” “wellbeing coaching,” and “happiness coaching.”
First, the primary search terms were applied, and second,
in a subsequent search, the databases were queried with a
combination of each primary term with the secondary terms
“model OR process OR theory OR program” (e.g., “positive
psychology coaching” AND “model OR process OR theory OR
program”). Using these search terms, 2,252 titles were identified
from 20002 up until June 2019 (c.f. Figure 1 for the flow diagram
of article selection).

Eligibility Criteria
For manuscripts to be eligible for inclusion into the paper, a
number of inclusion and exclusion criteria was set before the start
of the project. Included manuscripts needed to (a) be academic
peer-reviewed, theoretical articles with a clear focus on model- or
theory construction, (b) the focus of these publications needed
to be centered around positive coaching psychology, (c) these
papers needed to be specifically aligned with the theoretical
tradition of positive psychology and could emanate from any
application field (e.g., sports or business), (d) only academic peer-
reviewed scientific papers, books and book chapters published in
English were eligible for inclusion, (e) manuscripts needed to be
published in journals that were ISI, Web of Science and Scopus
listed, and (f) the year of publication had to fall between 2000
and June 2019.

In contrast, we excluded: (1) Publications in non-English
formats; (2) non-peer-reviewed books and articles (such as
popular psychology- or management books and practitioner
focused non-academic journals); (3) articles focusing on
instrument development, empirical work or validations of a
coaching intervention; (4) unpublished master and doctoral
theses; (5) textbooks and conference proceedings; (6) any
publications with a focus on non-psychological and/or non-
behavioral coaching (such as physical strengths conditioning in
body building); and (7) articles which focused on the outcomes
of positive coaching rather than the process itself.

Study Selection
After completing the search, the study selection process involved
four distinct phases and was managed by all four authors. First,
the titles of all the studies were tested against the eligibility criteria

22000 marked the start of the positive psychology paradigm. Therefore, this

starting point for the literature search seemed most appropriate.
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FIGURE 1 | Flow diagram of article selection.

and screened for inclusion by the co-ordinating author and the
three co-authors. Second, the relevant abstracts of all papers
included via the title screening process were then extracted and
screened for inclusion by the authors. Third, the full papers
were then extracted and screened for final inclusion. Lastly, the
final list of included papers was collated and circulated to five
prominent academics within the field of positive psychology and
positive coaching psychology to identify additional records; no
additional records were added.

Our search revealed 2,252 records. After removing duplicates,
our systematic literature search yielded 1,020 unique titles,
from which a total of 24 publications were included in the
final selection (Figure 1). We excluded 895 publications based
on titles, 78 publications after reading their abstracts, and 23
publications based on their full texts. Criteria violation, e.g.,
empirical or textbook papers, was the most common reason for
publications to be excluded (n = 10), followed by 5 publications
excluded because of their focus being on consequences of positive
psychology coaching. A total of 5 papers had to be excluded
because their focus was either on coaching or on positive
psychology, but the two perspectives were not combined. In
two cases the abstracts contained our key words, yet they were
not discussed in the main text. These papers were classified
as false positives and removed. One book was excluded with
only the one relevant chapter thereof retained. Following this
screening of titles, abstracts and full texts, we continued with
the final selection of 24 articles for further analysis. A full
overview of the included papers and their purpose can be seen
in Appendix A.

Selection Bias
To manage selection bias and to enhance the credibility,
conformability, and transparency of the systematic review, a
number of strategies were employed. First, after the initial search
by the co-ordinating author, one of the co-authors performed
the literature search following the steps described in the study
selection section above. This was done in order to ensure that
no records were missed/excluded during the selection process
(Moher et al., 2009). Secondly, each of the titles, abstracts and
final papers were independently coded and scored by the co-
ordinating author and one of the co-authors. At the completion
of each phase, the co-authors would meet to debate the
inclusion/exclusion of titles/abstracts/final papers. During these
meetings, the reasons for exclusion of a record was discussed
and noted. Here, Cohen’s kappa coefficient was employed as a
means to estimate the inter-rater reliability (McHugh, 2012). The
following equation was used:

k =
Pr (a) − Pr (e)

1− Pr (e)

Cohen’s kappa (κ) is a function of the relative observed agreement
between the raters (Prα) minus the hypothetical probability
of agreement by chance (Pre), divided by the standardized
probability of chance (McHugh, 2012). Landis and Koch (1977)
argued that a minimum kappa level of 0.61 would be considered
acceptable. In order to calculate kappa, the Crosstabs function in
SPSS was used. The results showed that that there was substantial
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agreement between raters (k = 0.87; p < 0.01) which exceeded
the suggested values of Landis and Koch (1977).

Third, to increase the trustworthiness of the thematic content
analyses and the coding process, the data was independently
analyzed by the co-ordinating author and one of the authors for
each of the two separate sections (definition and model). Here
open communication between the co-ordinating author and
the three co-authors persisted throughout the analysis process
(Coetzee and van Zyl, 2014). Disagreements in the coding
process were discussed between the two coders until it was
resolved. In the few cases where agreement could not have been
found, a third member of the team’s opinion was sought. After
the initial coding process was completed, a meeting was held
whereby all authors had the chance to work through the codes
and to discuss agreements/disagreements. The average level
of agreement between coders exceeded Miles and Huberman’s
(1994) suggested 70%. All the raw and process data was retained
for possible future scrutiny.

Data Recording and Analyses
Data from the selected studies were extracted and captured
verbatim onto a Microsoft Excel Spreadsheet for further
processing. Most authors included information relating to the
definition and models of positive psychological coaching in
their introduction and discussion sections, though each whole
article/chapter was screened for all information related to both
topics. Marginal cases were discussed among the authors of
this article until consensus was reached whether to include the
information for further analysis.

Subsequently, data was processed through thematic
content analysis (Creswell, 2013). This procedure allows
the quantification of large quantities of textual information.
Important text properties were systematically identified through
structured categorization according to its relevancy to definition,
coaching model, and coaching tools (Creswell, 2013; van Zyl,
2013). The advantages of this procedure include that it is
non-intrusive (Duriau et al., 2007), highly flexible (Creswell,
2013), and results can be replicated and quantified in terms
of frequencies/percentages (van Zyl, 2013). However, this type
of analysis is subjected to the same limitations as traditional
nominal-oriented measurement techniques (Salkind, 2012).

Data analysis followed the best practice guidelines of Miles
and Huberman (1994), which consisted of the following steps:
First, the researchers read through all included articles to get an
overview of the data; noting initial ideas. Second, initial codes
were generated based on features of the data which became
systematically apparent when working through the data set.
Third, the various codes were clustered into potential themes
based on similar characteristics. Fourth, the researchers then
reviewed the themes in relation to the coded extracts in order to
generate a thematic map based on the frequency of occurrence.
Fifth, a process of on-going analyses and constant refinement
was followed in order to specify the elements of each theme
and to ensure that the overall analyses tell a coherent story with
clear definitions, names and labels for each theme. Finally, the
themes were collated based on frequency of occurrence, used as
a means to develop the definition of positive coaching and to

identify the most prominent components in a positive coaching
process. Here all the codes were discussed and verified amongst
the research team.

FINDINGS

The data obtained via the systematic literature review was
processed using thematic content analyses. The most frequently
occurring themes relating to positive psychological coaching
definitions and -models were reported separately.

Common Elements of Positive
Psychological Coaching Definitions
Table 1 summarizes and provides an overview of our findings
related to the defining characteristics of positive psychological
coaching. In our final selection of articles, we first extracted the
information related to conceptual definitions provided by the
various authors. Here the frequency of occurrence related to
the amount of times a given component was mentioned within
and between different records. Second, we identified the shared
commonalities between those conceptualizations, which resulted
in 20 commonly occurring themes.

In these papers, 20.21%mentioned that positive psychological
coaching includes the “identification, utilization, optimization,
and development of strengths and personal resources.” For
example, Kauffman (2006) described positive psychological
coaching as follows: “It focuses on helping clients to use their
existing strengths to identify vision of what they want and turn it
into reality [through focusing on] strengths, vision, and dreams.”
A total of 14.89% described “facilitating personal growth, optimal
functioning, and enhancing wellbeing” as core aspects of the
positive psychological coaching process. Passmore and Oades
(2014), for example, noted that these are “coaching approaches
that seek to improve short term wellbeing (i.e., hedonic
wellbeing) and sustainable wellbeing (i.e., eudaimonic wellbeing)
using evidence-based approaches from positive psychology and
the science of wellbeing and enable the person to do this in an
on-going manner after coaching has completed.”

Approximately 7.45% described positive psychological
coaching as a “collaborative relationship between coach and
client.” Freire (2013) wrote that it is an “[...] action-orientated
collaborative relationship in which the coach is the facilitator.”
This relationship, according to 12.77%, is “directed toward
enhancing positive states, traits, and behaviors,” such as “[...]
enhancing self-regulation, insight, resilience, self-efficacy and
wellbeing by facilitating the establishment and pursuit of self-
concordant goals” (Grant and Spence, 2010). About 5.32% of
articles highlighted the need for positive psychological coaching
to “utilize positive psychological evidence-based approaches.”
As Linley and Kauffman (2007) wrote, “coaches can learn from
positive psychology about research and scientific rigor.” Another
part of positive psychological coaching, mentioned by 4.26%,
is “Socratic goal setting and achievement”: “[It] is a Socratic,
future- focused, collaborative conversation between a coach
and the client, during which the coach uses open questions,
affirmations, reflective listening, summaries, and information
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TABLE 1 | Common elements from positive psychological coaching definitions.

Element Frequency

(N = 94)

Percentage Quotation References

Identification, utilization,

optimization and development of

strengths and personal

resources

19 20.21 ‘It focuses on helping clients to use their existing strengths to identify vision of

what they want and turn it into reality [through focusing on] strengths, vision

and dreams.’

Kauffman, 2006

Facilitating personal growth,

optimal functioning and

enhancing wellbeing

14 14.89 ‘Coaching approaches that seek to improve short term wellbeing (i.e. hedonic

wellbeing) and sustainable wellbeing (i.e. eudaimonic wellbeing) using

evidence-based approaches from positive psychology and the science of

wellbeing and enable the person to do this in an on-going manner after

coaching has completed.’

Passmore and

Oades, 2014

Directed toward enhancing

positive states, traits and

behaviors

12 12.77 ‘[...] enhancing self-regulation, insight, resilience, self-efficacy and wellbeing by

facilitating the establishment and pursuit of self-concordant goals.’

Grant and

Spence, 2010

Collaborative relationship

between coach and client

7 7.44 ‘[...] action-orientated collaborative relationship in which the coach is the

facilitator.’

Freire, 2013

Actualizing client’s potential 6 6.38 ‘[A process that…] encouraged [individuals] to seek positive things in life,

harnessing the best in people and inspiring them to live out their potential.’

Freire, 2013

Utilizing positive psychological

evidence-based approaches

5 5.32 ‘Coaching can learn from positive psychology about research and scientific

rigor.’

Linley and

Kauffman, 2007

Working with well-adjusted

individuals

5 5.32 ‘The client is already “whole” and skilled.’ Kauffman and

Scoular, 2004

Socratic goal setting and

achievement

4 4.25 ‘[It] is a Socratic, future- focused, collaborative conversation between a coach

and the client, during which the coach uses open questions, affirmations,

reflective listening, summaries, and information exchange to stimulate and

encourage self- awareness, personal responsibility, and behavioural change

thought likely to lead to improved wellbeing outcomes over time.’

Anstiss and

Passmore, 2017

Developing skills and capabilities 3 3.19 ‘Positive psychology applied to coaching [...] creates the conditions for skill

and capability development beyond the usual professional activities, or beyond

the prescribed area of organizational role [...]’

Castiello

D’Antonio, 2018

Focus on strengths not

weaknesses

3 3.19 ‘They focus on strengths rather than on weaknesses and use a variety of

assessment tools to explore character strengths, life satisfaction, and potential

routes to peak performance.’

Tarragona, 2015

Active listening 2 2.12 ‘Positive psychology coaches listen for strengths and assets that a client may

not be aware of, reflect back what is going right, ask questions that elicit

images of better futures, and help clients define action steps supported by

wellbeing theories.’

Yeager and

Britton, 2017

Clients have the capacity to

develop

2 2.12 ‘Coach who believes in the client’s ability to cope and change in positive ways,

and who can identify, value, and develop the client’s “muscles.”’

Noble et al., 2000

Developing a personal vision

(strategy)

2 2.12 ‘It focuses on helping clients to use their existing strengths to identify vision of

what they want and turn it into reality [through focusing on] strengths, vision

and dreams.’

Kauffman, 2006

Take ownership of growth 2 2.12 ‘Taking charge of his own career development (ownership) and life-professional

project.’

Castiello

D’Antonio, 2018

Having a balanced view of the

client’s strengths and limitations

2 2.12 ‘A positive psychology theoretical base does not assume that clients are

paragons of virtue or that everything goes smoothly.’

Kauffman et al.,

2015

Enhance professional

development

2 2.12 ‘It is a relationship formed between a coach and the client for the purpose of

attaining professional or personal development outcomes.’

Grant and

Spence, 2010

Aids in coping with

work-demands

1 1.06 ‘Positive psychology–based leadership coaching also paradoxically assists

leaders to grapple with the inevitable negative, toxic, or near-impossible

demands of business life.’

Kauffman et al.,

2015

Continuous support 1 1.06 ‘[The coaching process helps clients] develop and implement solutions to

ongoing challenges faced during goal striving.’

Grant and

Spence, 2010

Holistic approach to

development

1 1.06 ‘[It] is a well being intervention approach in which clients are taught strategies

and skills aimed at helping them to identify, pursue, and fulfill their most

cherished needs, goals, and wishes in sixteen valued areas of life said to

comprise human wellbeing or happiness.’

Frisch, 2013

Short- to medium term

relationship

1 1.06 ‘Strengths-based coaching is a short to medium term strengths focused

developmental process aimed at harnessing the inner potential of a client in

order to optimise his/her performance and to actualise his/her potential.’

van Zyl et al.,

2016b

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 6 May 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 793

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles


van Zyl et al. Positive Psychological Coaching

exchange to stimulate and encourage self- awareness, personal
responsibility, and behavioral change thought likely to lead to
improved wellbeing outcomes over time” (Anstiss and Passmore,
2017). This would help to “actualize clients’ potential” as claimed
by 6.38%. Freire (2013) wrote in this regard that it is “[a process
that. . . ] encouraged [individuals] to seek positive things in life,
harnessing the best in people and inspiring them to live out
their potential.”

According to 3.19% of the records, positive psychological
coaches place the “focus on strengths not weaknesses”: “They
focus on strengths rather than on weaknesses and use a variety of
assessment tools to explore character strengths, life satisfaction,
and potential routes to peak performance” (Tarragona, 2015).
Further, 2.13% noted the importance of “active listening.” Yeager
and Britton (2017) wrote: “Positive psychology coaches listen for
strengths and assets that a client may not be aware of, reflect
back what is going right, ask questions that elicit images of
better futures, and help clients define action steps supported by
wellbeing theories.”

The goals of positive psychological coaching, as mentioned in
the identified papers, included (a) to create “a personal vision
(strategy),” described by 2.13%, and (b) to “develop skills and
capabilities,” according to 3.19%. For example, Kauffman (2006)
wrote that “it focuses on helping clients to use their existing
strengths to identify vision of what they want and turn it into
reality [through focusing on] strengths, vision and dreams.”
Castiello D’Antonio (2018) added that “positive psychology
applied to coaching [...] creates the conditions for skill and
capability development beyond the usual professional activities,
or beyond the prescribed area of organizational role [...].”

In terms of client characteristics, 5.32% of articles described
that positive psychological coaches “work with well-adjusted
individuals” in the sense that “the client is already ‘whole’ and
skilled” (Kauffman and Scoular, 2004). A further 2.13% assumed
that “clients have the capacity to develop,” e.g., Noble et al. (2000)
described a “coach who believes in the client’s ability to cope and
change in positive ways, and who can identify, value, and develop
the client’s ‘muscles’.”

Still, 2.13% of authors point out that coaches need to
“have a balanced view of the client’s strengths and limitations”:
“A positive psychology theoretical base does not assume that
clients are paragons of virtue or that everything goes smoothly”
(Kauffman et al., 2015). After all, it is the responsibility
of clients to take “ownership of their growth,” as reported
by another 2.13%. The client “taking charge of his own
career development (ownership) and life-professional project” is
mandatory, according to Castiello D’Antonio (2018).

Four individual articles, contributing 1.06% to the final
estimate, added that positive psychological coaching takes a
“holistic approach to development” and provides “continuous
support” during the “short- to medium term relationship” to
“enhance professional development” and “aid in coping with
work-demands.” Regarding the holistic approach, Frisch (2013)
recorded that it “is a wellbeing intervention approach in which
clients are taught strategies and skills aimed at helping them to
identify, pursue, and fulfill their most cherished needs, goals,
and wishes in 16 valued areas of life said to comprise human

wellbeing or happiness.” The notion of continuous support is
provided by Grant and Spence (2010), who said that the coaching
process helps clients to “develop and implement solutions to
ongoing challenges faced during goal striving.” That it is a
short- to medium-term relationship was contributed by van
Zyl et al. (2016a): “Strengths-based coaching is a short to
medium term strengths focused developmental process aimed at
harnessing the inner potential of a client in order to optimize
his/her performance and to actualize his/her potential.” The
emphasis on professional development was brought forward by
Grant and Spence (2010), who wrote that “it is a relationship
formed between a coach and the client for the purpose
of attaining professional or personal development outcomes.”
Lastly, Kauffman et al. (2015) add that “positive psychology–
based leadership coaching also paradoxically assists leaders to
grapple with the inevitable negative, toxic, or near-impossible
demands of business life.”

Common Elements of Positive
Psychological Coaching Models
Next, from the 24 included articles, several common elements
relating to coaching models, approaches, or frameworks were
extracted. Here, the frequency of occurrence related to the
number of elements which was specifically mentioned as part
of a a given phase. These common elements were used as
indicators for eight overarching themes which we labeled as
“Coaching Phases”. These eight phases were: (1) Creating the
relationship, (2) Strengths profiling and feedback, (3) Developing
an ideal vision, (4) Realistic goal setting, strategizing, and
execution centered around strengths, (5) Learning transfer, (6)
Action tracking and evaluation, (7) Empowerment, and (8)
Concluding the relationship and re-contracting. Table 2 provides
a descriptive summary of the extracted themes, elements,
frequencies, and supporting quotations from the papers.

The results show that the most frequently occurring theme
derived from the records was “Strengths Profiling and Feedback”
(f = 24). The coach plays an important role in determining
what the client’s strengths are, what helps them to overcome
hurdles, and what gives them hope (Tarragona, 2015). From
this perspective, coaches employ various techniques or tools
to diagnose the strengths of clients as well as to assess
wellness/wellbeing and to provide feedback on the findings.
Given that the client knowingly or unknowingly filters the world
through his/her strengths (Dyess et al., 2017), a stronger focus
needs to be placed on the diagnosis of strengths as opposed to
highlighting developmental areas (Linley and Kauffman, 2007).
Therefore, the coach facilitates a process to enable clients to
appreciate the power and opportunities of dominant strengths
(Dyess et al., 2017). Here, coaches may employ various strengths
based psychometric assessments (e.g., VIA Signature Strengths
Inventory), strengths-based inquiry (e.g., Strengths Based
Interviewing), and strengths-based identification initiatives (e.g.,
Strengths Spotting or Listening for Strengths) to aid in the
diagnosis of strengths (van Zyl and Stander, 2013; van Zyl et al.,
2016a).

Strengths profiling initiatives, such as guided self-reflections,
may also be actioned in order to explore the presence of strengths
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TABLE 2 | Common elements from positive psychological coaching models.

Coaching phase

(theme)

Elements Frequency Quotation References

Strengths profiling

and feedback

(f = 24)

Developing insight into

strength use

3 ‘The coach helps the staff member to appreciate the power and opportunities that

his or her dominant strengths give them. This often comes by the staff member

reflecting on how their strengths have already helped them to be successful or in

some cases have made certain jobs more difficult. We filter the world through our

strengths either knowingly or unknowingly, so this is another aspect of strengths

that coaches discuss.’

Dyess et al.,

2017

Strengths diagnosis and

providing feedback to client

11 ‘It is therefore imperative in this phase to make the coachee aware of his/her

strengths through either (a) strengths based psychometric assessments, (b)

strengths-based inquiry and (c) strengths-based identification initiatives.’

van Zyl et al.,

2016b

Strengths profiling based

on present/past successes

4 ‘Exploring with the client the kind of activities he or she currently finds engaging,

the things she or he used to find engaging but have stopped doing.’

Anstiss and

Passmore,

2017

Diagnosing quality of Life

and wellbeing

4 ‘Quality of Life should be tested throughout planning and evaluating the [coaching]

intervention.’

Frisch, 2013

Developing strengths and

enhancing competencies

3 ‘The main function of this phase is to develop the coachee’s competence through

strengths enhancement, building and utilisation activities. The coachee is

encouraged to [develop strengths] in the current work-related reality.’

van Zyl and

Stander, 2013

Realistic goal

setting, strategizing,

and execution

centered around

strengths

(f = 22)

Establishing specific

personal/work related

goals and means to

achieve such centered

around the client’s

strengths

17 ‘The last step in the coaching process is to help establish staff goals and

determine how the staff member will invest in the development of their talents and

strengths by using them more effectively in their work. Coaches help staff see how

their strengths can be used to achieve their career goals by investing in activities

that build on their strengths.’

Dyess et al.,

2017

Identify available resources

and formulate a utilization

plan

2 ‘The coaching process facilitates goal attainment by helping individuals to […]

identify personal resources and formulate action plans.’

Grant and

Spence, 2010

Framing solutions and

action plans to address

problems

3 ‘This phase involves developing or framing solutions and action plans to current

challenges and developmental areas. This is done through solution-building

conversations.’

van Zyl et al.,

2016b

Empowerment

(reframing,

reinforcement)

(f = 16)

Strengthen affirmative

capability

3 ‘Strengthen affirmative capability to build hope and sustain momentum for ongoing

positive change and high performance.’

Gordon and

Gucciardi, 2011

Reframing the victim- to a

survivor mentality

3 ‘Encouraging coachees to retell their stories as survivors, rather than victims. This

aids in altering the coachee’s perspectives of the presented problem and

establishes a sense that numerous possibilities exist to understanding the problem

[...] which aids the coachee to shed the victim mentality.’

van Zyl and

Stander, 2013

Motivating client by

highlighting strengths use

to build self-efficacy

4 ‘Enhance motivation by identifying strengths and building self-efficacy.’ Grant and

Spence, 2010

Empower clients 3 ‘Establishing a positive connection between coach and client. Leading the client to

a more empowering perspective. Affirming a sense of the possible. Cultivating and

supporting the cilent’s belief in a positive future.’

Gordon, 2016

Building sustainable

resilience

3 ‘Build a level of resilience which will fortify the internal psychological barriers which

buffer against reoccurrences in the future.’

van Zyl et al.,

2016b

Creating the

relationship (f = 16)

Establishing rapport and

creating a conducive

environment

12 ‘In order to establish rapport, the coach needs to attend to any physical barriers

which might impact or interrupt the process. The coach should create a calm and

trusting environment in order to establish the perception that the coach is

providing his undivided attention to the coachee. The coach should […] present

genuine unconditional positive regard, free from judgement. This in turn

establishes the perception that the coach is more attentive, empathic and caring.

Further, a process of active listening needs to be invoked in order to show that the

coach comprehends, retains and responds to what the coachee is presenting.’

van Zyl and

Stander, 2013

Clarifying expectations

between all stakeholders

3 ‘The purpose of this phase is to clarify the expectations between (a) the

coach/coachee, (b) coach/senior management, (c) coach/direct manager and (d)

coachee and his/her direct manager, in order to establish rapport, transparency of

expectations and to include the organizational context (e.g.

vision/mission/strategy) into the coaching process.’

van Zyl et al.,

2016b

(Continued)
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TABLE 2 | Continued

Coaching phase

(theme)

Elements Frequency Quotation References

Creating a positive

relationship

1 ‘Strengthen and deepen the positive relationship with the client.’ Anstiss and

Passmore,

2017

Developing an ideal

vision (f = 11)

Creating a vision of the

best possible self

7 ‘Help the client create a clear vision of a positive future that stretches beyond the

limits of their current comfort zone and level of performance.’

White and

Barnett, 2013

Identify future-orientated

desired outcomes

1 ‘The coaching process facilitates goal attainment by helping individuals to identify

[future-orientated] desired outcomes.’

Grant and

Spence, 2010

Identify coaching themes 3 ‘The focus is to determine the coachee’s areas of development through

understanding the current challenges in his/her current work-related reality (van Zyl

and Stander, 2013). As such, a deliberate attempt needs to be employed in order

to reveal the coachee’s (a) perceptions associated with current

difficulties/challenges, (b) reasons why these exists, (c) the factors attributable to

the challenges, (d) the possible consequences if these are unresolved and (e) the

meaning derived from the given challenging context.’

Stander, 2016

Action tracking and

continuous

evaluation (f = 6)

Tracking the progress of

goal achievement

2 ‘[Continuously]... monitor and evaluate progression towards goal attainment.’ Grant and

Spence, 2010

Continuous assessment of

wellbeing

3 ‘Evaluation of the process should continue throughout the coaching intervention in

order to ensure that the developmental strategy is on track.’

van Zyl and

Stander, 2013

Revisiting or modifying

existing action plans

1 ‘Modify action plans [when necessary].’ Grant and

Spence, 2010

Learning transfer

(f = 5)

Provide client with

“Home-Work” to reinforce

learnings

2 “‘Instruct” our clients about topics that are relevant to their situation, comment on

evidence, share findings, or recommend a book or a video by an expert on the

topic we are discussing.’

Tarragona,

2015

Identify appropriate positive

psychological

self-administered

interventions

2 ‘Using evidence-based approaches from positive psychology and the science of

wellbeing- and enable the person to do this in an on-going manner after coaching

has completed.’

Passmore and

Oades, 2014

Look for opportunities for

active skill development

1 ‘Support coachees in handling essential but difficult emotions as well as continuing

to develop methods to increase their experiences of joy, contentment and hope

through active skill development.’

Sims, 2017

Concluding or

re-contracting (f = 3)

Evaluating and

re-contracting the

relationship

3 ‘Evaluated against the initial objectives [at the onset of the coaching process], both

the coach and coachee needs to determine the success of the intervention. In the

scenarios where the expectations have not been met, or if the coachee presents a

need for further intervention, a re-contracting process could be initiated.’

van Zyl et al.,

2016b

in past experiences or within the present. Clients may be asked
to describe an event where they felt particularly good or at their
best and reflect upon the factors (strengths) which contributed
to or manifested in this experience (Anstiss and Passmore, 2017).
Specifically, the client is facilitated to reflect on the function of
strengths in their current realities (Linley and Kauffman, 2007).
This is done in order to aid the client to develop insight into
how/when their particular strengths manifest, and how to deploy
such in the future (Dyess et al., 2017). Further, through becoming
aware of one’s strengths, clients could actively use such to develop
job-related competencies (van Zyl and Stander, 2013). Finally,
quality of life and wellbeing also needs to be assessed as such is
an outcome of strengths use (Frisch, 2013). When individuals use
their strengths, it has a direct, positive effect on their experience
of overall life satisfaction/quality (Dyess et al., 2017). Therefore,
tracking life satisfaction, wellbeing or quality of life would be a
good indicator for the effectiveness of strength utilization (Frisch,

2013; van Zyl and Stander, 2013; Stander, 2016; van Zyl et al.,
2016a).

The second most frequently occurring theme related to
Realistic Goal setting, Strategizing, and Execution centered around
Strengths (f = 22). Grant and Spence (2010) postulate that
the purposeful pursuit of goals sits at the heart of coaching.
Therefore, the focus is primarily on developing specific personal
or work-related goals and determining ameans to achieve such in
a holistic and systematic fashion (Dyess et al., 2017). Clients are
encouraged to set goals that are either aligned to their strengths
or goals aimed at developing a given strength further (Spence and
Grant, 2012; van Zyl and Stander, 2013). The coach must assist
the client to access and develop unrecognized attributes, learn
from other life experiences and set clear, specific, and tailor-made
goals (Kauffman and Scoular, 2004). Here, the coach will actively
clarify the purpose of the goals and aid in the development of
a mutually agreed upon developmental strategy or plan (Dyess
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et al., 2017). This developmental plan is aimed at achieving the
client’s dream, affirming the client’s reality, and supporting future
actions (Frisch, 2013; White and Barnett, 2014). The function
of the coach is to facilitate the motivation and commitment
of the client to actively implement the designed developmental
strategy (Frisch, 2013; Stander, 2016). Further, within this phase,
clients are encouraged to identify their available and required
personal resources needed in order to fast track goal achievement
(Spence and Grant, 2012). Along with the developmental plan,
the coach aids in constructing a personal resource map, which
highlights the available/required physical, emotional, social, and
fiscal resources needed to achieve their goals (van Zyl and
Stander, 2013). This map is translated into a utilization plan
which aligns goals, to resources (van Zyl et al., 2016b).

Another important part of establishing goals and action plans
is to determine how the client will use his/her talents and
strengths more effectively in their workplace (Dyess et al., 2017).
Once a client realizes why competence in a particular activity is
important, he/she can develop a strategy to spend more time on
the activity (Linley and Kauffman, 2007). They further state that
having clear goals, balancing challenges and skills, maintaining a
high level of goal congruence, focusing on doing well and having
immediate feedback is important in the setting of goals.

The third most frequently occurring theme or phase relates
to Empowerment (f = 16). In this continuous phase clients are
empowered to take ownership for their personal development
(Gordon, 2016). This is not a once off phase but rather manifests
in every interaction with the client and/or phase of the coaching
process (van Zyl and Stander, 2013). The client’s affirmation
capability is strengthened in order to aid in the generation of
perpetual motion needed to facilitate sustainable change and
high performance (Gordon and Gucciardi, 2011). Clients need
to be motivated by highlighting and reaffirming the strengths
employed in given scenarios in order to build self-efficacy
(Spence and Grant, 2012). The coach needs to cultivate and
support clients’ internal belief of a positive future and re-affirm
their sense of that which is possible (Gordon, 2016). Further,
clients also need to be encouraged to reframe the negative or
challenging experiences of their work/private lives. Clients need
to reframe these negative narratives as survivors, rather than
victims, which in turn alters their perspective of the problem (van
Zyl et al., 2016a). Through this process, the client is made aware
that numerous possibilities exist in order to approach, interpret
and experience a manifested problem (van Zyl and Stander, 2013;
Stander, 2016). Through this reconditioning process, the client
would systematically start shedding the victim mentality and
would find it increasingly easier to look for the positive even in
the most challenging environments (Stander, 2016).

The fourth most frequently occurring phase or theme was
“Creating the Relationship” (f = 16) which is a function of
(a) establishing rapport and creating a conducive coaching
environment, (b) clarifying expectations between all stakeholders
in the coaching process and (c) creating a positive relationship
with the client. Dyess et al. (2017) mentioned that effective
coaching begins with building a solid, positive relationship.
Creating the relationship is seen as a pre-coaching phase,
in which the focus is on establishing a positive, open,

trusting, supporting, non-judgemental, psychologically safe, and
collaborative relationship with the client (Oades et al., 2009;
Stander, 2016; Dyess et al., 2017; Yeager and Britton, 2017).
Most records in the sample argued that creating and maintaining
sound positive relationships between the client and coach is
the most important precondition for both the experience of
empowerment and the facilitation of personal development
(Gordon, 2016). The coach therefore needs to ensure that he/she
attends to both the physical as well as non-material barriers which
may affect the coaching relationship (van Zyl and Stander, 2013).
Tarragona (2015) mentions the role of curiosity to explore what
works well in the client’s life, what they enjoy and what values are
most important to the client as a means to establish rapport.

During this phase, the coach needs to develop a thorough
understanding of the client’s working reality and ensure that
there is alignment of expectations between stakeholders. van Zyl
and Stander (2013) postulate that a psychological contract needs
to be established between (a) the coach/client, (b) coach/senior
management, (c) coach/directmanager, and (d) client and his/her
direct manager, in order to establish rapport, transparency of
expectations and to include the organizational context (e.g.,
vision/mission/strategy) into the coaching process.

Developing an ideal vision (f = 11) of the client’s future-
self came out as the fifth most frequently mentioned phases
of positive psychological coaching processes. The coach is
responsible to aid clients in creating a clear vision of a positive
future where dreams are realized, all goals are attained, potential
is actualized, and they are living in accordance with their best
possible self. According to Gordon (2016), the client must be
encouraged to create images of possibilities, engaging the client
to give voice to her/his desired future and affirming the client’s
dream. The coach should assist the client in creating a clear vision
of a positive future, beyond the limits of their current comfort
zone and level of performance (White and Barnett, 2014). Here
the focus is on expanding the capacity of the client, stretching
his/her limits and then supporting the client to have faith when
things get tough (Gordon, 2016). Gordon and Gucciardi (2011)
mention that a dream of the ideal self must be aligned to
clear, measurable results and to the discovered potential of the
client. The coach must encourage clients to craft a vision that is
aligned to their strengths, one where life and work has meaning,
where the self-actualization tendency is active and where clients
can optimize their inherent potential (van Zyl and Stander,
2013). Coaches can support clients in this process by posing
questions that lead to a strategic narrative that is compelling and
contributes to both meaning at work (Yeager and Britton, 2017)
and in life (Stander, 2016).

As opposed to the other authors, Gordon (2016), Gordon
and Gucciardi (2011), and Stander (2016) provide a framework
based on the Appreciative Inquiry (AI) 4-D Cycle, which could
be employed to aid the client to develop this ideal vision. Here,
the authors argue that strength based coaching questions could be
posed to aid the client in crafting their ideal future selves, which
are categorized into four phases: Phase one is about Discovering
strengths and the meaning of strengths from the perspective of
the client. Then the client is encouraged to Dream about the ideal
state and what it means to him/her on a practical level. In the
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Design phase the client must develop an action plan to achieve
the ideal state while the focus of the last phase, Destiny, is to
build hope and sustain momentum for ongoing positive change
and high performance. From this ideal vision and analyzing
the gap between the current and desired state, specific coaching
themes can be derived, which can form the basis of the coaching
relationship (Stander, 2016).

Action Tracking and Continuous Evaluation was mentioned as
an important component of the coaching process by a number
of authors (f = 6). The focus is on constantly evaluating the
progress and effectiveness of the coaching intervention, the
extent toward which goals are achieved and gains maintained,
as well as a continued assessment of the wellness and wellbeing
of the client (Gordon and Gucciardi, 2011; van Zyl and Stander,
2013). Linley and Kauffman (2007) highlighted the importance
of continuous evaluation as changes in the aspirations, goals,
and needs of clients may change throughout the coaching
relationship. Therefore, goals and aspirations need to be
continuously revisited and modified based on the current reality
of the client (Grant and Spence, 2010).

The penultimate coaching phase/theme extracted from the
records was Learning Transfer (f = 5). Some authors mentioned
that personal growth and development is a continuing process,
which stretches beyond the confines of the coaching session
(Tarragona, 2015). Learnings from the coaching sessions need
to be transferred to the work environment in order to aid the
client to practice the skills learned during coaching and to take
ownership of the learning process (Passmore and Oades, 2014;
Sims, 2017). Providing clients with “homework” between sessions
increases engagement with and adherence to the coaching
process (Frisch, 2013), whilst it provides an active means (in
a safe environment) to develop and grow (Tarragona, 2015).
Tarragona (2015) argued that the role of the coach in this
phase is to identify positive psychological topics that are relevant
for the client, to share learnings and to recommend resources
(such as books and videos) to facilitate self-development. These
resources should reinforce or expand on what was facilitated
in the coaching sessions. Further, the coach should identify
appropriate positive psychological self-administered activities
aligned to the strengths of the client, in order to ensure that
significant gains in the client’s positive state are facilitated (e.g.,
the gratitude visit; van Zyl et al., 2016a,b). These evidence-
based positive psychological practices need to be aligned to the
content of a given coaching session, they needs to be challenging
(though not demanding), there should be an opportunity to
actively practice such at work (van Zyl et al., 2016b) and they
should be aimed at the active development of skills (Sims,
2017). The client should be requested to develop a portfolio of
evidence while practicing these activities and developing their
skills (Stander, 2016).

The final phase derived from the records was Concluding
and Re-Contracting (f = 3) the coaching process. van Zyl and
Stander (2013) believed that during this phase the client and the
coach should formatively assess whether the coaching processes
yielded the desired results and either prepare the client for the
termination of the relationship or if there is a need for further
development, a process of re-contracting could be initiated (van
Zyl and Stander, 2013). Here, all stakeholders (clients, managers,

HR, and the coach) should honor the progress made by the client
and the coach is responsible to determine whether the changes
that took place were a direct result of the positive psychological
coaching process. Finally, Stander (2016) argued that at the end
of the coaching process, the coach needs to calculate the return
on investment of such for the company.

DISCUSSION

The purpose of this systematic review was to clarify the
theoretical conceptualization of positive psychological
coaching and determine the common components of positive
psychological coaching models/frameworks. Specifically, the
aim was to construct a commonly shared understanding or
“definition” of the concept, and to construct a clear demarcated
positive psychological coaching model/process. The initial
literature search yielded 2,252 records, and through a systematic
process of elimination, based on predefined inclusion/exclusion
criteria, 24 academic peer-reviewed publications on positive
coaching were included and coded for analyses. Data relating to
definitions, and models were extracted and processed through
thematic content analysis. The results highlighted 20 common
elements of positive psychological coaching definitions which
were used to construct an integrated definition. Further, eight
commonly occurring critical components/phases of a positive
psychological coaching model were found underpinning
people development.

Defining Positive Psychological Coaching
The results showed that positive psychological coaching can be
defined as:

‘A short- to medium-term professional, collaborative relationship

between a client and coach, aimed at the identification, utilization,

optimisation and development of personal/psychological strengths

and resources in order to enhance positive states, traits and

behaviours. Utilizing Socratic goal setting and positive psychological

evidence-based approaches facilitate personal/professional growth,

optimal functioning, enhanced wellbeing, the actualization of

people’s potential and aid in coping with work-demands.’

Our definition of positive psychological coaching is in line with
the definition by Linley and Joseph (2004) in the sense that they
too argue that an aim of the positive coaching process is the
promotion of optimal functioning. Furthermore, our definition
echoes the one provided by van Zyl and Stander (2013) regarding
the description of the coach-client relationship as professional
and aimed at the identification, utilization and optimization
of strengths to facilitate individual development. However, in
contrast to van Zyl and Stander (2013), our definition does not
specifically include positive outcomes for the organization. Our
definition is further aligned with Grant et al. (2010) because they
describe positive coaching as a collaborative approach applying
personal goal setting and capitalizing on individual strengths.
Similarly, in line with Castiello D’Antonio (2018), we highlight in
our definition that positive psychological coaching is a short- to
medium-term approach, aimed at enhancing positive states, such
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as life satisfaction and flourishing, by applying evidence-based
positive psychological approaches.

In contrast, our definition deviates from Denison and Avner
(2011), who described positive psychological coaching as a
set of easy to use, behavioral guidelines according to best
practice guidelines. While we also include in our definition
that the positive psychological coaching approach should follow
best practice guidelines in the form of employing evidence-
based approaches, our definition focuses on the individual
identification, utilization, and optimization of personal strength
of the specific client. It is therefore a more personalized process
rather than following mechanistic guidelines. Similarly, Orem
et al. (2007) focused their definition on the development of self-
compassion through an appreciative relationship with a coach.
While the positive relationship with the coach is also part of
our definition, our definition takes a broader focus on positive
states, traits and behaviors, of which self-compassionmay be part.
In sum, our definition is aligned with the majority of previous
definitions, though takes a broader approach and combines
elements from different definitions.

Further, the results highlight that the positive psychological
coaching definition or process is underpinned by eight core
principles. First, coaches employing a positive psychological
coaching process work with relatively well-adjusted individuals,
devoid of severe psychopathology. Green and Palmer (2018)
argued that the coaching relationship is facilitative, and solution-
focused in nature, with the direct aim of enhancing personal
fulfillment and growth. This in turn requires clients to be
relatively devoid of severe psychopathology (van Zyl and
Stander, 2013). Clients who present with psychopathological
problems (e.g., depression or anxiety) would not gain much
benefit from the coaching process and need to be referred to
counseling or therapy (Seligman, 2012). Counseling or therapy
is problem-focused and aimed at diagnosing psychopathological
illnesses and restoring (as opposed to optimizing) psychological
functioning (Green and Palmer, 2018).

Second, the focus is on the development and optimization
of personal strengths and not “fixing” weaknesses. The positive
psychological coaching process is focused on aiding clients to
become aware of, utilize and develop their unique psychological
strengths to reach personal goals (Kauffman, 2006; Linley and
Kauffman, 2007; Seligman, 2012; Gordon, 2016) and not to
focus on weaknesses (van Zyl and Stander, 2013). Positive
psychological coaching is aimed at harnessing the best in
people and to optimize their potential through strengths-
based initiatives (Freire, 2013). When focusing on “correcting”
weaknesses, the process then reinforces low expectations, creates
dependency on outside resources and discourages optimal
development (Seligman, 2012; Stander and van Zyl, 2019).

Third, despite the focus being on strengths, the coach should
have a balanced view of the client’s strengths and developmental
areas. Kauffman et al. (2015) cautions against assuming that
clients are solely formed out of strengths and that the coach
should adopt a balanced view of strengths and developmental
areas. Positive psychological coaches should aid clients to
determine their developmental areas but utilize their strengths
in order to address such (Gordon, 2016). However, a one-to-one

ratio of “strengths” and “developmental areas” could have a
negative impact on the effectiveness of the coaching process.
Fredrickson and Losada (2005) proposed that a balance be struck
between positive and “negative” factors during such a process,
suggesting a critical ratio of three positives (strengths) to one
negative (developmental area).

Fourth, a holistic approach towards development is employed,
where the client works on matters in all domains of his/her
life; capitalizing on the resources within each of the systems in
which he/she function. Clients function within an eco-system of
inter-related sub-systems (e.g., work, family etc.) and developing
skills and capabilities only in one domain would deter from full
actualization of the client’s potential (Hawkins and Turner, 2019).
A holistic approach toward development needs to be employed
covering all valued aspects of a client’s life and capitalizing on all
the internal (e.g., personal resource) and external resources (e.g.,
social support networks) in order to enhance their wellbeing and
help deal with life’s challenges (Frisch, 2013; Dyess et al., 2017).

Fifth, the approach assumes that clients have an inherent
capacity to grow and develop. A fundamental principle to the
positive psychological coaching process is the believe that clients
have an expanding ability to develop and grow through deliberate
or purposeful endeavors (Noble et al., 2000; Dweck, 2009).
Clients have an inherent need and capacity to develop through
active effort, dedication, deliberate practice and hard work
(Gordon, 2016; Purdie, 2017). Adopting such a “growth mindset”
leads to clients taking on more challenges, bounce back from
setbacks at a faster pace and positively affects their level of work-
related performance (Palmer and Green, 2018). In effect, clients
need to be made aware that they have direct control over both
their development and their lives (Dweck, 2009).

Sixth, the client needs to be empowered to take ownership of
their own growth process. Clients need to be facilitated in order
to take responsibility for their own developmental journeys as
they are not passive consumers of a product/service, but rather
an active participant in the process (Noble et al., 2000). The
coach should provide support and aid in discovering resources
in order to aid the client to achieve their goals, but the process
is fundamentally built around the extent toward which the client
takes ownership of their growth process (Stander, 2016; Castiello
D’Antonio, 2018).

Seventh, the developmental process is based on a personal vision
of the ideal self, which is translated into specific goals and actions.
The developmental process is based on a clearly defined vision
of the “preferred future self ” which is translated into specific,
measurable, actionable, realistic, and time bound goals. Clients
need to be encouraged to create clear images of possibilities, and
to identify their preferred or “best possible self/future” (Gordon,
2016). The role of the coach in this process is to aid the client to
develop a clear picture of the better future and to formalize such
in a constructive manner (Yeager and Britton, 2017).

Eight, the coach’s role is to listen actively and to provide
continuous support throughout the developmental journey. Active
listening is one of the core competencies of any type coaching
process, but according to Yeager and Britton (2017), within the
positive psychological coaching process, deeper level of listening
is needed where the coach must listen for strengths that a client
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FIGURE 2 | The positive psychological coaching model.

is not yet aware of. The role of the coach is to actively encourage,
empower and support the client throughout the developmental
journey (Green and Palmer, 2018).

A Positive Psychological Coaching Model
The final goal of this paper was to determine the
common elements of positive psychological coaching
models/approaches/frameworks in an attempt to construct
a clear demarcated positive psychological coaching model
or process. From the final 24 articles retained, five common
sequential positive psychological coaching phases were identified:
(1) creating the relationship, (2) strengths profiling and feedback,
(3) developing a personal vision of the ideal self, (4) setting-,
strategizing-, and executing realistic goals based around one’s
strengths, and lastly (5) concluding the relationship and re-
contracting. These phases are supported by three continuous
processes, namely (6) transferring learning to the workplace
(homework), (7) empowering clients through reframing and
positive reinforcement, and (8) setting clear evaluation criteria
and continuously tracking actions and the developmental
process. Based on these elements, a deductive approach was
employed to construct a positive psychological coaching model
(PPCM: c.f. Figure 2) and to arrange its phases in a logical-,
chronological-, and sequential order3. Table 3 provides an

3No article within the sample specifically stipulated a proposed length or duration

of a positive psychological coaching process nor the extent of time spent of

overview of the PPCM phases, coupled with a brief description
of each phase.

Phase 1 of the PPCM relates to “creating the relationship.”
This is a pre-coaching phase where the focus is on building
a positive, open, trusting, supportive, non-judgemental, and
collaborative relationship between the coach and the client
(van Zyl et al., 2016a; Dyess et al., 2017). This implies that
rapport must be established, clear expectations are set between
all stakeholders, that the coach has deep knowledge of the client’s
context/environment, and that an environment is created, which
is conducive to the optimization of the client’s potential (van Zyl
et al., 2016a).

In this phase, the coach attempts to establish rapport through
attending to the physical and psychological barriers which
may influence the establishment of a positive relationship
conducive to the developmental process (Jorgensen et al., 2016;
Jorgensen-Graupner and van Zyl, 2019). The coach attempts
to explore the reality of the client through a process of active
listening (Jorgensen et al., 2016) and positively infused language
(Linley et al., 2009). Through active, constructive and positive
communication, the coach communicates empathy, positive
regard and authenticity which in turn creates a psychologically

various components or phases associated with such. However, in a meta-analyses

by Theeboom et al. (2014) they found that five or more coaching sessions of at

least 45min spread across 6 months are beneficial for developing coping strategies

and for goal-directed self-regulation activities, four or less is required work/career

attitudes, or enhancing performance/specific skills.
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TABLE 3 | Positive psychological coaching phases and brief description.

Phase Logical order Brief description

Phase 1 Creating the relationship The purpose of this phase is to establish a positive, open, trusting, supportive, non-judgemental and collaborative

relationship with the client. This is done through establishing rapport and clarifying expectations between the client and

other stakeholders (direct line manager, and the coach). In this phase the coach needs to develop a thorough

understanding of the client’s environment.

Phase 2 Strengths profiling and

feedback

The purpose of this phase is to aid the client to explicitly identify, develop insight into and facilitate the use/development of

his/her strengths. This is done through employing strengths diagnostic tools, -interviews or techniques to identify strengths

and to provide active, and constructive feedback. Wellness and Quality of Life needs to be assessed to track overall

effectiveness of the coaching intervention.

Phase 3 Developing ideal vision The client develops a clear picture of the perfect version of him/herself in the future. It can be described as an ideal future

state that will stretch the client in a process to optimize his/her potential.

Phase 4 Realistic goal setting,

strategizing, and execution

centered around strengths

Clients need to set specific, measurable, attainable, realistic, and time bound goals that are aligned to their strengths and

that builds up to their ideal vision. These goals need to be translated into a clear strategic-operational plan, which needs to

be easily implementable.

Phase 5 Concluding or

re-contracting

At the end of the coaching process, the effectiveness of the intervention needs to be assessed. Clients need to evaluate if

goals were achieved and if so, he/she needs to be prepared for terminations. If goals were not achieved, new goals can be

set, and the coaching relationship can be re-negotiated.

Continuous

process 1

Learning transfer Learning from the coaching process should be transferred to the work environment while the client takes ownership of the

learning process. The focus is on actively transferring or “practicing” learnings from the coaching process in real world

scenarios. Positive psychological evidence-based intervention strategies are selected that are aligned to the strengths of the

client in order to maximize the efficiency and benefits associated with deliberate practice.

Continuous

process 2

Action tracking and

continuous evaluation

The purpose is to determine how success of the coaching process will be measured and to develop a means to actively

track the effectiveness of the intervention. Both goal achievement and wellbeing are actively monitored and tracked.

Continuous

process 3

Empowerment (reframing,

reinforcement)

The purpose of this phase is to aid the client to feel connected to the proverbial bigger picture, reaffirm their confidence in

their abilities, to aid the client to experience a sense of control over initiating and regulating behavior and to make the client

feel like they are making a difference in their context. The focus is on reframing challenges as opportunities, and to find the

positive in negative experiences. The coach focuses on what went “right” rather than on what went “wrong” in order to

empower the client to take ownership for his/her personal development.

safe environment where clients can access their deepest thoughts,
facilitate the development of self-insight and aids in creating an
empowering environment conducive to change (Scheel et al.,
2013). Both Rogers (1951) as well as Gallagher and Bennett
(2018) argued that the success of a one-on-one developmental
intervention largely depends on the strength of the relationship
between the client and the coach, and therefore creating and
maintaining a positive relationship should be a central focus
during the coaching process.

Further, the coach needs to clarify expectations with
the client’s direct line manager as well as with senior
management. This is done in order to determine (a) the
potential (mis)alignment between the client’s strengths and the
organizational demands and (b) how the client fits into the
proverbial dream/vision of the organization (van Zyl et al.,
2016a). The coach also acts as a facilitator for the clarification of
expectations between the client and his/her direct line manager
(Stander, 2016). This is not only done in order to ensure complete
alignment of the coaching process to the operational role of
the client, but also to ensure that work-related expectations are
clear from the onset of the process (Odendaal and le Roux,
2016). Thereafter, the coach needs to clarify expectations with
the client (van Zyl and Stander, 2013). Here the focus should be
on understanding the client’s expectations of both the coach as
well as the coaching process (van Zyl et al., 2016a). The coach

also has an opportunity to clarify his/her expectations of the
client/coaching process (Stander, 2016; Knotek et al., 2019). This
process of expectation clarification culminates in a psychological
contract, which defines the trajectory of the coaching relationship
and demarcates the boundaries thereof (McComb, 2009; Hagen
and Williams, 2019). This psychological contract is employed
to define the beliefs, assumptions, obligations and expectations
the client has about the coaching relationship and to clarify
uncertainty (McComb, 2009).

Once this process has been completed, the coach needs to
develop a thorough understanding of the client’s environment
(Knotek et al., 2019). The coach needs to explore the nature of
the client’s role within the organization, his primary function, the
contextual challenges the client faces and the available resources
at hand (Malinga et al., 2019). This is done in order to embed
and align the coaching process to the organizational context (Fox,
2015). Upon completion of this phase, the coach and client can
move on to the next.

Phase 2 in the PPCM aims to subject the client to a “strengths
profiling and feedback” process. The focus here is to explicitly
identify or diagnose the psychological strengths of the client
through psychometric assessments (e.g., VIA Signature Strengths
Inventory, Realise2, Strengths Finder 2.0), fit-for-purpose
simulations (e.g., Talent Development Centres), strengths-based
interviewing, strengths-spotting or other strengths-exploration
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exercises (Stander and van Zyl, 2019; van Zyl and Rothmann,
2019a). The client needs to become aware of his/her strengths and
develop insight as to how these could be used to foster personal
development and achieve goals (McQuaid et al., 2018). This is
done through providing strengths-based feedback, focusing on
which strengths are more likely to manifest in the day-to-day
life of the client (Burke and Passmore, 2019). Specific focus
needs to be placed on the development of strengths, and how
such could be used to enhance competence in various applied
domains (Stander, 2016). This is done to aid clients to overcome
their preoccupation with developmental areas. Focusing and
continually highlighting developmental areas reinforces low
expectations, creates dependency on outside resources (such as
the coach) and discourages optimal development (van Zyl and
Rothmann, 2019b). Finally, the coach needs to also aid the client
to identify the availability of potential personal resources and
diagnose quality of life/wellbeing in order to identify potential
coaching themes (Palmer and Green, 2018).

Phase 3, of the PPCM aims to aid clients in “developing an
ideal vision” of themselves. During this phase, the coach engages
in a collaborative strengths-based inquiry process in order to aid
the client to (a) discover the best of his/her current situation,
(b) imagine what his/her life could be, and (c) to develop a clear
and compelling vision of the future where incentives, persuasion,
or coercion is not needed (Whitney and Trosten-Bloom, 2010;
White and Barnett, 2014). In effect, the clientmust develop a clear
picture of the “perfect”- or best-possible version of him/herself in
the future. It can be described as an ideal future state that will
stretch the client’s boundaries in a process to optimize his/her
potential (Gordon and Gucciardi, 2011). Based on insights from
the previous phase, the coach should facilitate clients to craft this
vision around their desires and not aroundwhat they believe their
lives “should” be like. This vision should be crafted around the
best possible versions of themselves, where dreams are realized,
all goals are attained, potential is actualized, and they are living
in accordance with their best possible self (Palmer and Green,
2018). Compared to traditional coaching models, with a focus
on addressing problems or development needs, the PPCM is
focused on what is the best (ideal) state for the client and
determining how this state could effectively be achieved through
utilizing strengths. According to Gordon (2016) and Gordon
and Gucciardi (2011), Appreciative Inquiry could be used as
a framework for developing such an ideal vision. From this
perspective, clients are facilitated to discover what is currently
working well, to dream about a positive future, to align the
dream to the practicalities of the current reality and to aid in the
execution there of. From this, a clear action plan can be developed
and implemented in order to aid the client to strive toward this
ideal vision.

Phase 4, “goal setting, strategizing, and execution,”4 is common
to most coaching models or frameworks. In this phase, the

4It should be noted that although gaps between current and desired end-state are

identified in this phase, and strategies developed to close such, gaps could also be

identified consistently throughout the entire coaching relationship as a result of

the continuous evaluation and action tracking process discussed below.

information of the previous phases is integrated into a solutions-
building conversation in order to (a) set goals, (b) develop an
implementation strategy, and (c) facilitate the execution thereof.
During goal setting, the client needs to perform a gap analysis
through contrasting his/her current reality with the ideal vision
crafted in the previous phase in order to determine the specific
action step required to close these proverbial gaps (McQuaid
et al., 2018; Stander and van Zyl, 2019). This can be done through
various evidence-based techniques, such as using the Wheel of
Life Brainstorming Framework (Byrne, 2005), or the Five Paths
to Happiness or CASIO exercise (Frisch, 2013) to determine
the discrepancy between the current and desired end state.
This can then be translated into specific, measurable, attainable,
relevant, time-bound, evaluated and rewarded (SMART) goals,
which draw from the strengths and positive capacities of the
client, in order to close the aforementioned gaps (Hyatt, 2018).
Furthermore, there needs to be an active balance between the
challenges the clients set for themselves, their current level of
skill and their capacity to activate their strengths (Seligman,
2012). If the challenges far exceed the capabilities of the client,
it would have negative consequences on the health, wellbeing,
motivation, and performance of the client (Seligman, 2012).
Therefore, careful consideration needs to be taken when setting
goals. Cole and Stavros (2019) suggested that a positive strengths-
based approach should be used to manage such. They argued that
clients use the SOAR framework to determine and translate the
ideal vision into actionable goals through focusing on identifying
the strengths they could use-, the opportunities available to aid
in-, the aspirations they have from- and results associated with
each goal they want to achieve.

Based on these goals, the client and coach need to develop an
implementation strategy for how these goals could be achieved.
Here, meta-goals should be broken down into smaller, more
digestible actions with clear time frames and actions (Stander,
2016). The client needs to identify the resources and strengths
needed in order to ensure that the strategy is realistic and easily
implementable (Gordon, 2016). Further, clients should also be
facilitated to look for their proverbial “blind spots” (factors which
might influence the goal achievement process) (Tarragona, 2015).
Once these goals have been translated into easily implementable
strategies, the client needs to find supporters/mentors who could
aid them in maintaining momentum once strategies are being
actioned. Further, clear deadlines need to be set, and the client
needs to commit to and be accountable for their achievement
(van Zyl et al., 2016a). This strategy should be captured in an
individual development plan, which highlights the goals, the
developmental actions, the resources required and the timelines
relating to its achievement.

Finally, the client needs to be empowered to execute the
developed strategy. Here the client needs clear, immediate and
developmental feedback on each stage of the process. Realtime
updates on goal progress will facilitate more commitment and
accountability (Stander and van Zyl, 2019). During execution,
a high level of congruence between the goals, the strategy and
strengths should exist.

The chronological phases of the PPCM culminates in Phase 5,
“concluding the relationship and re-contracting.” At the end of the
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coaching process, the effectiveness of the coaching intervention
needs to be formally assessed and the client prepared for
termination or re-contracting of the relationship (van Zyl and
Stander, 2013). Clients need to evaluate if goals were achieved
and if so, need to be prepared for termination of the relationship.
Coaches could evaluate the client’s progress through conducting
psychometric assessments, positive 360-degree evaluations and
the like, and through comparing such with the original results
at the start of the coaching process (Stander, 2016). The changes
over time would act as indicators of progress/development.
Similarly, clients, managers, HR, and the coach should reflect
upon the progress made by the client and the victories celebrated.
If goals were not achieved, new goals can be set, and the
coaching relationship can be re-negotiated. The focus here is on
determining if the gaps identified at the start of the coaching
process was closed (van Zyl and Stander, 2013).

Although the PPCM has a clear start and end date, the
development process in itself is not linear. Given the fast-
changing and ambiguous business environments in which clients
function, short-term or unexpected changes in client’s roles,
or the demands of the business, could result in the re-
formulation of the client’s goals or result in reprioritization
thereof. As such the coaching model should be flexible to
adapt to situational demands or needs as it may occur. The
preceding sequential, chronological phases are supported by
three dynamic or “continuous processes” that strengthens the
interaction between the different phases. These three continuous
processes apply to all the phases of the coaching model, but at the
same time build on and are supported by each other.

First, Continuous Process 1 relates to “learning transfer.”
Learnings occurring from the coaching process should be
transferred to the work environment in order to aid the client
to both practice these skills in a real life setting and to also be
empowered to take ownership of the learning process (van Zyl
et al., 2019). The coach can provide “homework” to aid the client
in developing new skills and capabilities or to ensure engagement
with and adherence to the coaching process (Hayes and van
Zyl, 2019). The client should engage in deliberate practices,
focusing on using strengths in a constructive and developmental
way (Passmore and Oades, 2015). The activities selected by the
coach to support the developmental process need to be evidence-
based and should strongly draw from the positive psychological
intervention literature (Fox, 2015). Further, clients need to be
empowered to introduce these evidence-based practices or skills
in real world settings and be made aware that obstacles or failures
to do so should be seen as a learning opportunity (Kauffman,
2006; Stander, 2016). This process is facilitated from Phase 2 of
the coaching process, right through to the final session.

Continuous Process 2 relates to “action tracking and
continuous evaluation.” Here the focus is on the continuous
evaluation of the coaching process, goal-achievement, and
openness for changing aspirations of the client. Tracking the
developmental process aids in ensuring that the developmental
initiatives are in effect aiding the client to achieve his/her goals
and to intervene if evidence suggests that the client is not on track
with his/her goal achievement (van Zyl and Stander, 2013). At
the onset of the coaching process, stakeholders need to develop
clear, measurable criteria that constitutes “success” within the

coaching process (van Zyl et al., 2016a,b). Based on these criteria,
the coach and client need to develop a means through which to
track actions and goal achievement. This could take the form of
weekly updates, online coaching tracking software or quantitative
assessments of wellbeing or performance (Linley et al., 2009;
Stander and van Zyl, 2019). It is imperative that both goal
achievement and wellbeing is assessed on a monthly basis in
order to ensure that the developmental trajectory is on track
(Noble et al., 2000; van Zyl et al., 2016a) and that it does not
have any negative consequences for the wellbeing of the client
(Gordon and Gucciardi, 2011; Frisch, 2013). Should changes in
the developmental trajectory occur, the coach and client need
to actively intervene or re-prioritize goals in order to ensure
goal achievement is still on target (Stander, 2016). A further
essential part of the evaluation process and action tracking is
to determine to what extend learning is actively transferred
between the coaching process and the workplace (van Zyl and
Stander, 2016). To succeed in transferring learning, the client
needs to be empowered to feel competent and in control of
the development process. As such, the individual development
plan should therefore be updated with all this information on a
monthly basis.

Lastly, Continuous Process 3 relates to actions and behaviors
exhibited by the coach relating to the “empowerment” of clients
to take ownership for personal development and wellness. The
purpose of this continuous process is to ensure that the client feels
connected to the bigger picture and to reaffirmhis/her confidence
in his/her abilities. This is done to aid the client to experience a
sense of control over initiating- and regulating behavior and to
make the client feel like they are making a difference in their
context (Kauffman et al., 2015). The coach frames questions
in a positive and empowering manner in order to explore
what is working well as opposed to an overemphasis on what
is “wrong” (Whitney and Trosten-Bloom, 2010). Specifically,
positive affirmations and positively infused questions should
be used to affirm clients’ faith in their own strengths and
to positively reframe the world and its challenges (Grant and
Spence, 2010; Yeager and Britton, 2017). The focus here is to
aid the client to reframe challenges as opportunities, and to find
the positive in negative experiences (Stander, 2016). Primarily,
the coach should aid the client to tell stories from a survivor-,
rather than from a victim-orientated position (van Zyl et al.,
2016a). This aids in reframing the victim mentality and builds
an internal locus of control. This empowers the client to take
ownership for his/her personal development and reduces the
dependency on external rewards/recognition systems (Yeager
and Britton, 2017). This continuous process is a fundamental
activating condition to facilitate change and is applicable to
each of the five chronological phases and supports both learning
transfer and the evaluating processes.

LIMITATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Despite thorough attempts to ensure the relevance and rigor
of this systematic review, there are a number of limitations
present. First, given the subjective nature of the development
of the search protocol, bias could occur at any phase of the
data extraction, analyses, and interpretation process. Although
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various processes were put into place to manage inherent biases
(strict inclusion/exclusion criteria, multiple raters, calculating
inter-rater reliability, conducting multiple searches with the
same key words etc.), it is possible that such biases affected
the process. Secondly, only academic peer-reviewed publications
were included as part of the search protocol. Although this,
in itself, would not be a problem within traditional systematic
reviews, but within the field of positive psychology, many
“popular psychology” books, practitioner-focused magazines,
and the like get published daily. Although these manuscripts
do not comply to the academic standards associated with the
scientific method, most of these become highly cited within the
academic literature due to their popularity (e.g., Biswas-Diener
and Dean, 2007). In these types of manuscripts, authors have
more freedom to explore and present ideas, and this is often
where innovative ideas are born. Excluding popular psychology
texts/books may present with a biased view. Thirdly, gray
literature such as conference proceedings and those publications
which were not in English were also excluded. As such, our
review is limited by the potential for reporting bias. Fourthly,
although thorough attempts have been made to ensure that all
the appropriate literature was included, there is a possibility that a
number of important publications may have been excluded either
based on title, or abstracts or based on the selected keywords.
Finally, the chronological ordering of the coaching phases was
based on subjective and deductive reasoning processes (which
were informed by the literature and the authors practical
experience as coaches). This could imply that the sequential-
or chronological order of the coaching phases could be in a
different order.

These limitations do, however, provide an opportunity
for future research. Future research should aim to contrast
positive psychological coaching models and approaches
presented within the popular literature with those found in this
systematic review. Further, given the extensive discussion on
the components of the model, and the techniques employed,
future research could directly implement such and evaluate
its effectiveness as a developmental framework. Interpretative
phenomenological analyses could be used to deconstruct and
reconstruct the coaching model in future studies in order to
provide more systematic evidence for the chronological order of
the coaching model.

Moreover, future endeavors in conducting research on and
practicing PPC should take into account the advancements
brought into the field by the “second wave positive psychology
(PP2.0)” (Wong, 2011). This approach builds on the critique
of positive psychology with regard to an overemphasis on
the positive experiences and ideal visions, and more strongly
endorses a holistic and integrative view on both the positive
as well as the negative aspects of the human existence (Lomas

and Ivtzan, 2016). In this regard, our positive psychological
coaching model highlights the positive reframing of negative
experiences and changing a victim mentality as parts of a
continuous “empowerment” process. However, our and other
current positive psychological coaching models may benefit from
a further elaboration of concrete techniques and tools to capture
more comprehensively the complexity of human life.

CONCLUSION

This review provides a first attempt to systematically and
scientifically consolidate the available literature on positive
psychological coaching. Based on the literature, a clear and
holistic definition could be derived as well as an integrative,
multiphase positive psychological coaching model developed.
For the academic, this article should contribute to the
development of PPC as a science; for the practitioner it provides
a practical framework from which to practically develop people.
We are excited by the opportunities it will create for other
researchers to explore, validate, critically debate, and build on
this body of knowledge, enhancing the scientific image and
identity of PPC. Academic institutions could structure their
training programs according to the findings in this study,
while for the practitioner it creates a practical and structured
guide that facilitates and encourages the application of positive
psychological principles in the development process of clients.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

All records derived from the literature and employed for this
study are available upon request from the corresponding author.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

All authors listed have made a substantial, direct and intellectual
contribution to the work, and approved it for publication.

FUNDING

This work was supported by the Optentia Research Programme
of the North-West University as well as the National
Research Foundation’s Rated Researcher Incentive Fund
(IFR170123217004). The funders had no role in study design,
data collection and analysis, decision to publish, or preparation
of the manuscript.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found
online at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.
2020.00793/full#supplementary-material

REFERENCES

∗Anstiss, T., and Passmore, J. (2017). “Wellbeing coaching,” in The Routledge

Companion to Wellbeing at Work, eds C. Cooper and M. Leiter (London:

Routledge), 237–248. doi: 10.4324/9781315665979-17

Biswas-Diener, R., and Dean, B. (2007). Positive Psychology Coaching: Putting the

Science of Happiness to Work for your Clients. New Jersey, NY: John Wiley

& Sons.

Booth, A., Sutton, A., and Papaioannou, D. (2016). Systematic approaches to a

successful literature review. London: Sage Publishers.

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 17 May 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 793

https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.00793/full#supplementary-material
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315665979-17
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles


van Zyl et al. Positive Psychological Coaching

Burke, J., and Passmore, J. (2019). “Strengths based coaching—a positive

psychology intervention,” in Theoretical Approaches to Multi-Cultural Positive

Psychological Interventions, eds L. E. van Zyl and S. Rothmann (Cham:

Springer), 463–475. doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-20583-6_21

Byrne, U. (2005). Wheel of life: effective steps for stress management. Bus. Inf. Rev.

22, 123–130. doi: 10.1177/0266382105054770
∗Castiello D’Antonio, A. (2018). Coaching psychology and positive psychology

in work and organizational psychology. Psychol. Manag. J. 21, 130–150.

doi: 10.1037/mgr0000070

Coetzee, M., and van Zyl, L. E. (2014). A review of a decade’s scholarly publications

(2004-2013) in the South African Journal of Industrial Psychology. SA. J. Ind.

Psychol. 40, 1–16. doi: 10.4102/sajip.v40i1.1227

Cole, M. L., and Stavros, J. M. (2019). “SOAR: a framework to build

positive psychological capacity in strategic thinking, planning, and

leading,” in Theoretical Approaches to Multi-Cultural Positive Psychological

Interventions, eds L. E. Van Zyl and S. Rothmann (Cham: Springer), 505–521.

doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-20583-6_23

Compton, W. C., and Hoffman, E. L. (2019). Positive Psychology: The science of

Happiness and Flourishing, 3rd Edn. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Creswell, J. W. (2013). Qualitative Inquiry & Research Design: Choosing among the

Five Approaches. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications, Inc.

Denison, J., and Avner, Z. (2011). Positive coaching: ethical practices for athlete

development. Quest 63, 209–227. doi: 10.1080/00336297.2011.10483677

Duriau, V. J., Reger, R. K., and Pfarrer, M. D. (2007). A content analysis of

the content analysis literature in organization studies: research themes, data

sources, and methodological refinements. Organ. Res. Methods 10, 5–34.

doi: 10.1177/1094428106289252

Dweck, C. S. (2009). Mindsets: developing talent through a growth mindset.

Olympic Coach 21, 4–7.
∗Dyess, S. M., Sherman, R., Opalinski, A., and Eggenberger, T. (2017). Structured

coaching programs to develop staff. J. Continuing Educ. Nurs. 48, 373–378.

doi: 10.3928/00220124-20170712-10

Fox, V. (2015). Strength-based coaching: business. TAXtalk 2015, 76–77.

Fredrickson, B. L., and Losada, M. F. (2005). Positive affect and the

complex dynamics of human flourishing. Am. Psychol. 60, 678–686.

doi: 10.1037/0003-066X.60.7.678
∗Freire, T. (2013). “Positive psychology approaches,” in The Wiley-Blackwell

Handbook of the Psychology of Coaching and Mentoring, eds J. Passmore,

D. Peterson, and T. Freire (West Sussex: Wiley-Blackwell), 426–442.

doi: 10.1002/9781118326459.ch22
∗Frisch, M. B. (2013). Evidence-based wellbeing/positive psychology

assessment and intervention with quality of life therapy and coaching

and the Quality of Life Inventory (QOLI). Soc. Indic. Res. 114, 193–227.

doi: 10.1007/s11205-012-0140-7

Gallagher, T. L., and Bennett, S. M. (2018). The six “P” model: principles

of coaching for inclusion coaches. Int. J. Mentor. Coach. Educ. 7, 19–34.

doi: 10.1108/IJMCE-03-2017-0018
∗Gordon, S. (2016). “Strengths-based coaching: case of mental toughness,” in

Sports and Athletics Preparation, Performance, and Psychology, The Psychology

of Effective Coaching and Management, ed P. A. Davis (Hauppauge, NY: Nova

Science Publishers), 267–283.
∗Gordon, S., and Gucciardi, D. F. (2011). A strengths-based approach

to coaching mental toughness. J. Sport Psychol. Action 2, 143–155.

doi: 10.1080/21520704.2011.598222
∗Grant, A. M., Passmore, J., Cavanagh, M. J., and Parker, H. M. (2010).

The state of play in coaching today: a comprehensive review of the

field. Int. Rev. Ind. Organ. Psychol. 25, 125–167. doi: 10.1002/97804706616

28.ch4

Grant, A. M., and Spence, G. B. (2010). “Using coaching and positive psychology

to promote a flourishing workforce: a model of goal-striving and mental

health,” inOxford Library of Psychology. Oxford Handbook of Positive Psychology

and Work, eds P. A. Linley, S. Harrington, and N. Garcea (London:

Oxford University Press), 175–188. doi: 10.1093/oxfordhb/9780195335446.

013.0014

Green, S., and Palmer, S. (2018). Positive Psychology Coaching in Practice. London:

Routledge. doi: 10.4324/9781315716169

Haberlin, S. (2019). Something always works: a self-study of strengths-based

coaching in supervision. J. Educ. Supervision 2:38. doi: 10.31045/jes.2.1.3

Hagen, S. M., and Williams, D. E. (2019). The impact of loyalty and self-

determination on managerial coaching outcomes. Perf. Improvement Q. 32,

207–236. doi: 10.1002/piq.21295

Hawkins, P., and Turner, E. (2019). Systemic Coaching: Delivering Value Beyond the

Individual. London: Routledge. doi: 10.4324/9780429452031

Hayes, M., and van Zyl, L. E. (2019). “Positive journal writing across multi-cultural

contexts: a protocol for practice,” in Positive Psychological Intervention Design

and Protocols for Multi-cultural Contexts, eds L. E. van Zyl and S. Rothmann

(Cham: Springer), 415–433. doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-20020-6_19

Hyatt, M. (2018). Your Best Year Ever: A 5-step Plan for Achieving Your Most

Important Goals. New York, NY: Baker Books.

Jorgensen, L. I., van Zyl, L. E., and Stander, M. W. (2016). “Training emerging

psychologists as multi-cultural contextual coaches,” in Coaching Psychology:

Meta-Theoretical Perspectives and Applications in Multicultural Contexts, eds

L. E. van Zyl, M. W. Stander, and A. Odendaal (Cham: Springer), 357–392.

doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-31012-1_16

Jorgensen-Graupner, L. I., and van Zyl, L. E. (2019). “Inspiring growth:

a counselling framework for industrial psychology practitioners,” in

Positive Psychological Intervention Design and Protocols for Multi-Cultural

Contexts, eds L. E van Zyl and S. Rothmann (Cham: Springer), 381–404.

doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-20020-6_17
∗Kauffman, C. (2006). “Positive psychology: the science at the heart of coaching,”

in Evidence Based Coaching Handbook: Putting Best Practices to Work for your

Clients, eds D. R. Stober and A. M. Grant (Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley & Sons,

Inc), 219–253.
∗Kauffman, C., Joseph, S., and Scoular, A. (2015). “Leadership coaching

and positive psychology,” in Positive Psychology in Practice: Promoting

Human Flourishing in Work, Health, Education, and Everyday Life,

ed S. Josheph (Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley & Sons, Inc.), 377–390.

doi: 10.1002/9781118996874.ch23
∗Kauffman, C., and Scoular, A. (2004). “Toward a positive psychology of executive

coaching,” in Positive Psychology in Practice, eds P. A. Linley and S. Joseph (John

Wiley & Sons Inc.), 287–302. doi: 10.1002/9780470939338.ch18

Knotek, S. E., Fleming, P., Wright Thompson, L., Fornaris Rouch, E., Senior,

M., and Martinez, R. (2019). An implementation coaching framework

to support a career and university readiness program for underserved

first-year college students. J. Educ. Psychol. Consult. 29, 337–367.

doi: 10.1080/10474412.2018.1544903

Landis, J. R., and Koch, G. G. (1977). The measurement of observer agreement for

categorical data. Biometrics 33, 159–174. doi: 10.2307/2529310

Linley, P. A., and Joseph, S. (eds.). (2004). “Applied positive psychology: a

new perspective for professional practice,” in Positive Psychology in Practice

(Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley & Sons, Inc.), 3–12. doi: 10.1002/9780470939338
∗Linley, P. A., and Kauffman, C. (2007). Positive coaching psychology: Integrating

the science of positive psychology with the practice of coaching psychology. Int.

Coach. Psychol. Rev. 2, 5–8.
∗Linley, P. A., Woolston, L., and Biswas-Diener, R. (2009). Strengths coaching with

leaders. Int. Coach. Psychol. Rev. 4, 37–48.

Lomas, T., and Ivtzan, I. (2016). Second wave positive psychology: exploring the

positive–negative dialectics of wellbeing. J. Happiness Stud. 17, 1753–1768.

doi: 10.1007/s10902-015-9668-y

Madden,W., Green, S., andGrant, A.M. (2011). A pilot study evaluating strengths-

based coaching for primary school students: enhancing engagement and hope.

Int. Coach. Psychol. Rev. 6, 71–83.

Malinga, K. S., Stander, M., and Nell, W. (2019). Positive leadership: Moving

towards an integrated definition and interventions. In Theoretical Approaches

to Multi-Cultural Positive Psychological Interventions, eds L. E van Zyl and S.

Rothmann (Cham: Springer) 201–228.

McComb, C. (2009). How does psychological contract explain the efficacy of

coaching? New Z J. Employ. Relat. 34, 44–58.

McHugh, M. L. (2012). Interrater reliability: the kappa statistic. Biochem. Med. 22,

276–282. doi: 10.11613/BM.2012.031

McQuaid, M., Niemiec, R., and Doman, F. (2018). “A character strengths-based

approach to positive psychology coaching,” in Positive Psychology Coaching

in Practice, eds S. Green and S. Palmer (New York, NY: Routledge), 71–79.

doi: 10.4324/9781315716169-5

Miles, M. B., and Huberman, A. M. (1994). Qualitative Data Analysis. Thousand

Oaks, CA: Sage.

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 18 May 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 793

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-20583-6_21
https://doi.org/10.1177/0266382105054770
https://doi.org/10.1037/mgr0000070
https://doi.org/10.4102/sajip.v40i1.1227
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-20583-6_23
https://doi.org/10.1080/00336297.2011.10483677
https://doi.org/10.1177/1094428106289252
https://doi.org/10.3928/00220124-20170712-10
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.60.7.678
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118326459.ch22
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-012-0140-7
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJMCE-03-2017-0018
https://doi.org/10.1080/21520704.2011.598222
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470661628.ch4
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780195335446.013.0014
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315716169
https://doi.org/10.31045/jes.2.1.3
https://doi.org/10.1002/piq.21295
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429452031
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-20020-6_19
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-31012-1_16
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-20020-6_17
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118996874.ch23
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470939338.ch18
https://doi.org/10.1080/10474412.2018.1544903
https://doi.org/10.2307/2529310
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470939338
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10902-015-9668-y
https://doi.org/10.11613/BM.2012.031
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315716169-5
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles


van Zyl et al. Positive Psychological Coaching

Moher, D., Liberati, A., Tetzlaff, J., and Altman, D. G. (2009). Preferred reporting

items for systematic reviews and meta-analyses: the PRISMA statement. Ann.

Int Med. 151, 264–269. doi: 10.7326/0003-4819-151-4-200908180-00135
∗Noble, D. N., Perkins, K., and Fatout, M. (2000). On being a strength coach: child

welfare and the strengths model. Child Adolescent Soc. Work J. 17, 141–153.

doi: 10.1023/A:1007510407262
∗Oades, L. G., Crowe, T. P., and Nguyen, M. (2009). Leadership coaching

transforming mental health systems from the inside out: the collaborative

recovery model as person-centred strengths based coaching psychology. Int.

Coach. Psychol. Rev. 4, 25–36.

Odendaal, A., and le Roux, A. R. (2016). “Contextualising coaching psychology

within multi-cultural contexts,” in Coaching Psychology: Meta-Theoretical

Perspectives and Applications in Multicultural Contexts (Cham: Springer), 3–25.

doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-31012-1_1

Orem, S. L., Binkert, J., and Clancy, A. L. (2007). Appreciative Coaching: A Positive

Process for Change. London: John Wiley & Sons.

Palmer, S., andGreen, S. (2018). “PERMA-powered coaching: building foundations

for a flourishing life,” in Positive Psychology Coaching in Practice, eds S. Green

and S. Palmer (London: Routledge), 125–142.
∗Passmore, J., and Oades, L. (2015). Positive psychology techniques: positive case

conceptualisation. Coach. Psychol. 11, 43–45.
∗Passmore, J., and Oades, L. G. (2014). Positive psychology coaching: a model for

coaching practice. Coach. Psychol. 10, 68–70.

Peláez, M. J., Coo, C., and Salanova, M. (2019). Facilitating work engagement and

performance through strengths-based micro-coaching: a controlled trial study.

J. Happiness Stud. 1–20, doi: 10.1007/s10902-019-00127-5

Purdie, J. (2017). Growth Mindset for Athletes, Coaches and Trainers: Harness the

Revolutionary New Psychology for Achieving Peak Performance. Berkeley, CA:

Ulysses Press.

Rogers, C. R. (1951). Client-Centred Therapy. London, UK: Constable

Salkind, N. J. (2012). Exploring Research, 8th Edn. Salt River, NJ:

Pearson Publications.

Scheel, M. J., Davis, C. K., and Henderson, J. D. (2013). Therapist use of

client strengths: a qualitative study of positive processes. Counsel. Psychol. 41,

392–427. doi: 10.1177/0011000012439427

Seligman, M. E. (2004). Authentic Happiness: Using the New Positive Psychology

to Realize your Potential for Lasting Fulfillment. New York, NY: Simon

and Schuster.

Seligman, M. E. (2012). Flourish: A Visionary New Understanding of Happiness and

Wellbeing. New York, NY: Simon and Schuster.
∗Sims, C. M. (2017). Second wave positive psychology coaching difficult emotions:

Introducing the mnemonic of ‘TEARS HOPE’. Coach. Psychol. 13, 66–79.

Spence, G. B., and Grant, A. M. (2012). “Coaching and well-being: a brief review

of existing evidence, relevant theory and implications for practitioners,” in eds

I. Boniwell and S. David (Oxford: Oxford Univeristy Press), 1009–1025.
∗Stander, E., and van Zyl, L. E. (2019). “The Talent Development Centre (TDC) as

an integrated positive psychological leadership development and talent analytics

framework,” in Positive Psychological Intervention Design and Protocols for

Multi-cultural Contexts, eds L. E. van Zyl and S. Rothmann (Cham: Springer),

33–56. doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-20020-6_2

Stander, F. W. (2016). “Strength coaching as an enabler of positive athlete

outcomes in a multi-cultural sport environment,” in Coaching Psychology:

Meta-Theoretical Perspectives and Applications in Multicultural Contexts, eds

L. E. van Zyl, M. W. Stander, and A. Odendaal (Cham: Springer), 279–298.

doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-31012-1_13
∗Tarragona, M. (2015). “Positive psychology and life coaching,” in Positive

Psychology in Practice, ed S. Joseph (Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley & Sons),

249–264. doi: 10.1002/9781118996874.ch15

∗The Astrix is a standard way in Systematic Reviews to indicate which studies

was included in the review.

Theeboom, T., Beersma, B., and van Vianen, A. E. (2014). Does coaching

work? A meta-analysis on the effects of coaching on individual level

outcomes in an organizational context. J. Positive Psychol. 9, 1–18.

doi: 10.1080/17439760.2013.837499

van Zyl, L.E., Efendic, E., Rothmann, S., and Shankland, R. (2019). “Best

practice guidelines for positive psychological intervention experimental designs,”

in Theoretical Approaches toMulti-Cultural Positive Psychological Interventions,

eds L. E. van Zyl and S. Rothmann (Cham: Springer).

van Zyl, L. E. (2013). Research Methodology for Economic and Management

Sciences. Upper Saddle River, NJ: Pearson Education International.
∗van Zyl, L. E., Motschnig-Pitrik, R., and Stander, M. W. (2016b). “Exploring

positive psychology and person-centred psychology in multi-cultural

coaching,” in Coaching Psychology: Meta-Theoretical Perspectives and

Applications in Multicultural Contexts, L. E. Van Zyl, M. W. Stander, and

A. Odendaal (Cham: Springer), 315–355. doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-31012-1_15

van Zyl, L. E., and Rothmann, S. (2019a). Theoretical Approaches to

Multi-Cultural Positive Psychological Interventions. Cham: Springer.

doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-20583-6

van Zyl, L. E., and Rothmann, S. (2019b). Positive Psychological Intervention

Design and Protocols for Multi-Cultural Contexts. Cham: Springer.

doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-20020-6
∗van Zyl, L. E., and Stander, M. W. (2013). “A strengths-based approach

towards coaching in a multicultural environment,” in Interdisciplinary

Handbook of the Person-Centered Approach, eds J. H. D. Cornelius-White,

R. Motschnig-Pitrik, and M. Lux (New York, NY: Springer), 245–257.

doi: 10.1007/978-1-4614-7141-7_17

van Zyl, L. E., Stander, M. W., and Odendaal, A., (2016a). Coaching Psychology:

Meta-Theoretical Perspectives and Applications in Multicultural Contexts.

Cham: Springer. doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-31012-1
∗White, M. K., and Barnett, P. (2014). A five step model of appreciative

coaching: a positive process for remediation. in Remediation in Medical

Education, eds A. Kalet and C. L.Chou (New York, NY: Springer), 265–281.

doi: 10.1007/978-1-4614-9025-8_16

Whitney, D. D., and Trosten-Bloom, A. (2010). The Power of Appreciative

Inquiry: A Practical Guide to Positive Change. San Francisco, CA: Berrett-

Koehler Publishers.

Wong, P. T. P. (2011). Positive psychology 2.0: towards a balanced interactive

model of the good life. Can. Psychol. 52, 69–81. doi: 10.1037/a00

22511

Wong, P. T. P., and Roy, S. (2017). “Critique of positive psychology and positive

interventions,” in The Routledge International Handbook of Critical Positive

Psychology, eds N. J. L. Brown, T. Lomas, and F. J. Eiroa-Orosa (London,

England: Routledge), 142–160. doi: 10.4324/9781315659794-12

Yakushko, O. (2019). Scientific Pollyannaism: From Inquisition to Positive

Psychology. Cham: Palgrave Macmillan. doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-15982-5
∗Yeager, J. M., and Britton, K. H. (2017). “Positive psychology coaching

for sports leaders,” in Positive Psychology in Sport and Physical Activity,

eds A. Brady and B. Grenville-Cleave (London: Routledge), 243–255.

doi: 10.4324/9781315304397-20

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the

absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a

potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2020 van Zyl, Roll, Stander and Richter. This is an open-access article

distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY).

The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the

original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original

publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice.

No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these

terms.

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 19 May 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 793

https://doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-151-4-200908180-00135
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1007510407262
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-31012-1_1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10902-019-00127-5
https://doi.org/10.1177/0011000012439427
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-20020-6_2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-31012-1_13
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118996874.ch15
https://doi.org/10.1080/17439760.2013.837499
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-31012-1_15
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-20583-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-20020-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-7141-7_17
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-31012-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-9025-8_16
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0022511
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315659794-12
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-15982-5
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315304397-20
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles

	Positive Psychological Coaching Definitions and Models: A Systematic Literature Review
	Background
	Methods
	Research Approach
	Search Strategy
	Eligibility Criteria
	Study Selection
	Selection Bias
	Data Recording and Analyses

	Findings
	Common Elements of Positive Psychological Coaching Definitions
	Common Elements of Positive Psychological Coaching Models

	Discussion
	Defining Positive Psychological Coaching
	A Positive Psychological Coaching Model

	Limitations and Recommendations
	Conclusion
	Data Availability Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Supplementary Material
	References




