We are very thankful to the reviewers A and B. We have made all necessary corrections in the supplemented file.

Recenzent A:

The authors have addressed all the points I submitted in the orginal review
appropriately.

Interesting paper and a valuable contribution to the literature to support
the use of competency frameworks in the community setting.

Minor comment: need to be consistent in use of word 'competencies' (vs
competences)

We have changed “competences” into “competencies” in whole text.
Accordingly we have made corrections in the main title as well as in abstract section.
 
------------------------------------------------------

------------------------------------------------------
Recenzent B:
I have only one further suggestion. In the results section the reformulated
sentence which reads: "The analysis of individual competences showed a high
correlation between scores ....." - the authors should state which
correlation analysis was used (Pearsons, Spearmans correlation coefficient
or something else).

We added the name of the coefficient. Now, the sentence is ”The analysis of individual competences showed a high correlation between the scores assigned by the external assessors and the self-assessment scores of the pharmacists (the Pearson’s correlation coefficients were in range from r = 0.37 to r = 0.61, and all correlations were statistically significant for the level of p<0.05)”
