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	Manuscript obeys American Psychological Association standards
	Manuscript does not meet APA Standards; most notably, with the title page and citation throughout the paper.  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	The approached problem is clearly defined 
	The abstract provides the purpose or summary, method, findings, and conclusions; however, it lacks a hypothesis statement to provide a clearer, more concise picture of or problem being addressed or what goal of study is addressing.  The analysis and interpretation have lead to inaccuracy in information given to reader.
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	Thematic/Methodological: Writer/s have a "start" on presenting literature information; however paper lacks to introduce a working thesis, to forecast key topics appearing in review, and how sources were analyzed for inclsion/discussion in review.  Furthermore, the body of review lacked summary/synthesis for a clear, coherent whole of main points, critical evaluation of literature, and completeness.  Author/s are addressing appropriate factors; however, the absence of the information inhibits validity/reliability of the paper/study.
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Additional Comments to the Authors 

Feedback to author(s) should be as specific and as constructive as possible.

Please do not include your name or your opinion on the manuscript's merit for publication.

There is a good start for abstract; however, the abstract should be in 12 pt font and certain words should be capitalized.  The first sentence is not clear nor concise and the title states “Parent Gender” influence on children’s adjustment wherein the statement at the end of abstract mentions “children’s gender”.  There is not much transition between description of the different literature reviews or studies; in fact, information is missing.  It would be better to show connection between (or lack thereof) ideas as the information provides substance to a hypothesis.  This paper is missing a working hypothesis.  A literature review as a publication makes it easier for other scholars by your collecting/summarizing/synthesizing and analyzing material for specific research/study topic.  The absence of specific detail from literature review from begining to end has negative influence on whether or not there is support for the writer/s purpose.  An article needs to "funnel" information in a clear, concise manner from Introduction to Conclusion especially in a thematic-methodological approach. PMM and MICE has high vulnerability for bias in parameter estimates, interpretation of finds; is misleading so data is skewed therefore effecting validity and reliability.  The main advantage of using questionnaires is that a large number of people can be reached relatively easily and economically. A standard questionnaire provides quantifiable answers for a research topic. These answers are relatively easy to analyse.  A disadvantage for questionnaires is social desirability - people choose what they think looks good.  It is important that when using a questionnaire that readers are given adequate information throughout paper that supports the "why" specific questionnaires were used.  For example:  Why were the children given a questionnaire.

Further literature review is needed; as there is much relating to this topic, including specific studies, available.

Additional Comments to the Editors only

Please send by e-mail to Edil Torres Rivera (edil0001@ufl.edu).
When we keep the five C’s in mind: clarity, cogency (clear, logical), conventionality (accepted formalities), completeness (cohesiveness) and concision (concise) when we write a literature review, our readers have a clearer idea of our purpose and intent as well as providing necessary and relevant information that would make the organization of the review clearer to the reader.   There are best practices for addressing missing data through multiple imputation; however, PMM and others are not adopted by developmental scientists given the barriers.  It is not tailored to research of human development.  Missingness can lead to bias in parameter estimates, in interpretation of findings, and reduces statistical power.  It reduces validity and reliability in likelihood of biases and its lack in abilities to replicate findings.  The paper does not sifnificantly expand upon the present theoritical, empirical and practical understanding and information that is available in other literature.  I fully value that this journal encourages using Interamerican authors, however, we cannot forget the founding theorists for Self-Determination wrote in the 1970s, nor about Skinner, or about Maslow, to name a few.  
I looked up Principality of Asturias to learn this organization is research ethics committee for drug research accreditation.  This begins the ethical question for validity for the measures used and the data analysis.  Because there is no working hypothesis, I question why certain questionnaires were used and not others.  How do these questionnaires correlate (compare, connect, relate) with the goal of the writers (that would be stated in a working hypothesis)?

If Principality of Asturias does more as an organization, I apologize.
I like using this format; however, I cannot delete who to e-mail review to; so I apologize. 

