May 18, 2023
We would like to thank the Editor and Reviewer A  for their helpful comments regarding our manuscript. Below, we provide our response in italics to each of the suggested changes. 
------------------------------------------------------
Reviewer A:
Thank you for the opportunity to review this revised manuscript, entitled “Emotion Regulation in Mexican and U.S. White Adults: Cultural and Gender Differences.” This study sought to examine cultural and gender differences in using two emotion regulation strategies: cognitive reappraisal and emotional suppression. Results demonstrated some moderate cross-cultural differences which has implications for continued U.S.-Mexican cross-cultural research. I appreciate the authors’ attention to and addressing points raised in the previous reviews. I believe this paper reads stronger, and I have some additional notes to consider below:
Introduction
- Introduce or define the term ‘familism’ before first use
Thank you for your feedback. We have added the definition in page 2.  
- On p. 3, consider combining the sentences starting with “Despite these findings … “ and “That is…” for smoother flow
Thank you for your feedback. We have combined them, and it reads more clearly. 
Method
- The rationale for keeping the FES subscales, despite low internal consistency, still reads like it needs additional justification. Is there any newer research using the scale or additional research that can support this decision?
Thank you for your feedback. We have included additional justification and newer research on page 8.
Results
- I appreciate the greater integration of the phrasing ‘statistically significant.’ I would also suggest authors review how to phrase this to improve readability – potentially minimizing in some instances or integrating a note on effect size in others.
Thank you for your feedback. We have edited the Results section from pages 14-16 to improve readability. 
Discussion
- The comparison to strategies of downregulating emotions (i.e., disengagement and distancing; p. 14) to support differences in cognitive reappraisal still read a bit disconnected to overall conclusions. I would suggest revisiting or consider removing these comparisons.
Thank you for your feedback. We have removed these comparisons, please see page 15.
 - On p. 17, I was a bit unclear as to why the authors mentioned gender differences in cognitive reappraisal and expressive suppression within the discussion of H3 related to FES Relationship dimensions
Thank you for your feedback. We clarified that the gender differences referred to exploratory gender effects within each country and we made that point clearer.

