(1) [bookmark: _GoBack]Originality. The manuscript offers a timely, new and significant contribution to the Interamerican psychology.
This study covers an interesting topic; peer justice climate within a multi-ethnic context. Specifically, the manuscript studies three-dimensional structure of peer justice climate and explores its relation to performance and satisfactions.
Among its strengths are the involvement of a multi-ethnic undergraduate sample from Universities in the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago, and the implementation of an exploratory factor analysis (EFA) and confirmatory factor analysis (CFA). 
In this regard, in my opinion, the author(s) should make an effort to highlight the innovation of this research study and the actual impact and policy implications on this outcome, or at least should clearly flow with the remaining discussion. The authors for example need to 
emphasize the innovation of the research regarding the multi-ethnic context/sample and explain why it important explore more this area in relation to the previous literature.  Furthermore, I would like to suggest to the author(s) to explain clearly the importance of this research topic and outcome for psychologists and researchers in psychology.
(2) Research [if applicable].  If the paper is based on empirical evidence, does the quantitative or qualitative methodology fit the research question(s)? Are the sampling techniques, systematic data collection, and data analysis appropriate for the study? Do the data support the findings? Are findings contextualized in light of previous literature?
We need to know more about the procedures implemented. We do not know for example which universities were involved to implement the research study, and the sample distribution for each university. We also need to know more about the instrument of measurement. I would like to suggest to the authors to explain deeper all 4 hypotheses presented. Furthermore, the authors need to explain why the multi-ethnic environment dimension is not considered in their hypothesis, despite that this particular element is considered by the author (s) to be of importance. I suspect that there are much more interesting findings to report when you begin to drill down the data (and of course this will have a subsequent impact on your discussion section). In effect, the discussion section needs to be expanded further. The findings emerged need to be contextualized in light of previous research, and to be targeted directly to the audience, and/or the interdisciplinary readership of the journal’ expectations.
 (3) Theory [if applicable]. This paper is based upon a systematic and reflective examination of one or more literature of theoretical or conceptual perspectives.
In the “peer Justice climate” section some fundamental concepts need to be defined better (e.g distributive peer justice climate; procedural peer justice climate; interpersonal peer justice climate perceptions). 
In the second paragraph of section “measure of peer justice climate”, the literature analyzed needs to be updated.
(3) Practice [if applicable]. The manuscript provides information that will be useful in the practice of psychology by a targeted audience and/or the interdisciplinary readership of the journal. The content may include but is not limited to case studies, narratives of supervision, or demonstration projects. Implications for supervision practice in clinical, organizational, and educational settings are discussed.
In my opinion, this dimension is not very well developed. The author(s) should make an effort to highlight the research implications; maybe the author(s) can explain deeper the Organizational Justice implication for understanding student’s health and well-being. Furthermore, the author (s) should develop the actual impact and policy implications and clarify the research study implication for psychologists and experts in psychology. In this regard, I would like to suggest to the author(s) to have a look at the book edited by Moliner, Cropanzano and  Martinez-Tur (2017).
Literature Review.  Author(s) critically review relevant literature and demonstrate an understanding of current knowledge related to the topic. Author(s) build on existing literature in formulating ideas for this submission.
I would like to suggest to the author(s) to provide two sections: Introduction and literature. Furthermore, I would like to suggest to the author (s) to expand more the literature focused on peer justice climate in multiethnic environment.  
(6) Writing. Is the manuscript well written, grammatically correct, free of spelling errors, cohesive, and logically organized? Are conclusions stated clearly? Do the author(s) appropriately reference primary and secondary sources using the APA publication manual? 
In the reference list there are some typos (e.g Li and Cropanzano, R. 2008). I would recommend it being proof read before publication. The author(s) should make an effort to expand limitations and conclusions and highlight the actual impact and policy implications on this outcome given that it is really the core business of all the previous statistical testing, or at least should clearly flow with the remaining discussion.
(7) There are other papers by Interamerican authors, mentioned in my additional comments, which are pertinent and might be cited from this manuscript.
Carolina Moliner, Russell Cropanzano, Vicente Martinez-Tur (2017). The Role of Peer Justice Climate: What Do We Know and Where Can We Go From Here? In Organizational Justice: International Perspectives and Conceptual Advances, Edition: 1st, Chapter: Publisher: Routledge, Editors:, pp.87-106 DOI: 10.4324/9781315648194-5




