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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.

Peer Reviewer (P.R.) was intrigued with this literature review.  Nevertheless, several markers presented themselves.  The title and abstract lead reviewer to the idea that the paper was an overall view of SA development and function for any human being, however, as authors made mention of Latino women, reveiwer was misled into the notion that author/s would present information more directly relating to specific gender and culture.  P.R. recommends two specific items to author/s:   1. Adhere information to a broader spectrum or stay specifically with a specific cultural group and 2.  Establish a title and introduction that supports one or the other.  The literature review's titled noted the broader spectrum wherein P.R. read paper with that notion in mind.  At beginning of Introduction, in second paragraph, author/s were reduntant in their writing which effects the fluid or forward motion of the information.  The inclusion criteria was well written.  In the results section, first paragraph had information that might have been utilized in the abstract. It appeared author/s presented gender rigidity in the cultural context section.  APA guidelines strongly recommends being objective when writing literature reviews.  When author/s become subjective in their writing, they run the risk of excluding the reader's skill to reason and to draw a conclusion because of the author/s appeared bias.  P.R. does not believe author/s of this paper are bias; yet, P.R. noted in discussion wherein author/s subjectively noted that SA is considered to be a better fit in an individualistic socities and so on.  Peer Reviewer understands that author/s may lack experiences with other culturals, more specifically, with individuals from United States too which author/s assumptions regarding moral codes relating to sexual development may be skewed.  Women in individualistic societies face the same issues as Latin America women regarding sexual assertiveness.  It may be that media obstructs or contorts a more realistic view of the issues women face in United States. In conclusion, even though author/s addressed limitations and bias in discussion, at the end of their literature review, it might be useful to move this content into methods section.  P.R. agrees that futher studies may reveal that SA is an important factor in a human being's overall wellbeing (to be included with physiological, biological, physical, mental, and etc).   APA standards are lacking in follwing areas:  1. Punctuation, spacing, and margins.  2.  Sentence structure or omission of words.     

 If author/s were to tighten up the framework and concepts the coherency of the paper would be better served.    
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