Emotional Dependence and Personality: the Mediating Role of Locus of Control 
Guidelines for Review of Manuscripts Submitted to Interamerican Journal of Psychology

Although most authors appreciate receiving the reviewer’s comments, it is especially important to provide the rationale for resubmissions or rejections.
(1) Originality. The manuscript offers a timely, new and significant contribution to Interamerican psychology.

Yes. The study explores an important topic and makes a significant contribution. However, the abstract is missing the rationale for the study. A couple of sentences of why the study is relevant is needed. Page 1.
The manuscript expands the theoretical, empirical, and practical understanding of the topic.
(2) Research [if applicable].  If the manuscript 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? 

Yes.

Are findings contextualized in light of previous literature?

Yes. 

However, hypothesis 4 is not clearly explained. The introduction section does not include literature about gender differences in emotional dependence. Page 4.

The measurements section is incomplete, as it does not include the reliability information for each of the measures. Pages 4 and 5. In addition, as a suggestion, it will be good to include an item for each measure as an example.


(3) Theory [if applicable]. The manuscript is based upon a systematic and reflective examination of one or more literature of theoretical or conceptual perspectives.

Yes.

(4) 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 or further research in clinical, organizational, and educational settings are discussed.
The discussion section includes clearly the limitations and suggestions for further research, but it stays short on the implications for practice. The last paragraph of page 11 should be more elaborated, including what the results suggest for evaluation and intervention.
(5) 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.

Yes. However, the literature on gender differences and emotional dependency is missing in the introduction section.

(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, and indicate any headings and sub-headings, using the style of the current APA publication manual? Feel free to directly correct any English and make suggestions for clarity.  

Yes, in general is well written. However, it is strongly suggested to revise again the manuscript (example page 3 “Mota (2018) found that 6 of the 6 participants reported doing everything to please their partners” 6 should be in words according to APA. Some of the references are not in APA 7th style.

(7) Are there are other papers by Interamerican authors, which are pertinent and might be cited in this manuscript?

Maybe this study is relevant to frame the cultural context of participants: https://journal.sipsych.org/index.php/IJP/article/view/207
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