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Author’s Statement 

I have read all reviews vary carefully and have tried to do my best to increase the quality of the paper by including the following changes into my original paper: 

	Tha changes requested by the reviewer(s), which have been made:
(Please provide the brief enumaration of changes you applied in the papper)

	Reviewer A
1. Structure checklist 5: Language is modified in British English.
2. Structure checklist 6: Additional key words were added.
3. Structure checklist 7: the date of submission of the article is included.
4. Structure checklist 9: The structure of the article was corrected according to the EBER requirenments .
5. Structure checklist 12: Information on methods is included in the introduction.
6. Methodology checklist 14: The text was added, in the section on methodology.
7. Methodology checklist 16: Hypothesis is included.
8. Methodology checklist 19: Strengths and weaknesses are included.
9. Prior literature checklist 20: Literature review is now as a seperate section. More current literature is added.
10. Discussion checklist 22: Assesses are included.
11. Discusion checklist 23: The findings are compared to other authors. 
12. Conclusion checklist 25: Implication for practice a re included. 
13. Conclusion checklist 26: Research limitations are now included.
14. Conclusion checklist 27: Suggestions for future research are included.
15. Bibliography checklist 29: Reference list was improved. 
16. Bibliography checklist 30: recent literature.
17. Bibliography checklist 32: 4 references are indexed in Web of Science.
18. Technical checklist 34:titles are named according to the rule: what+where+when.
19. Technical checklist 41: bullets and numbering are corrected.
20. Technical checklist 42: % is used instead of percent.
21. FILES 52: author´s statement is sent.
22. FILES 53: the article is prepared in EBER template file.
Reviewer B
1. Typographical errors were corrected.
2. Maslow´s theory is included.
3. Methodology is now written more explicit.
4. The text about research limitations and suggested future research is added in the conclusion.
Reviewer C
3. The section on Methodology has been improved.
4. RESULTS AND FINDINGS: broader interpretation and discussion of the obtained data is given.
6: CONCLUSION: Conclusion has been improved.
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