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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

Please correct grammatical errors.
Please add following references:

Deni¢ Nebojsa, Nesi¢ Zoran, Radojici¢ Miroslav, Petkovi¢ Dalibor, Stevanovi¢ Malisa: A contribution
to the research of children protection in use of Internet, Tehnicki viesnik, DOI: 10.17559/TV-
20150618131930, Volume 24, Supplement 2, September 2017, pp. 525-533;

Markovi¢ Du$an, Petkovi¢ Dalibor, Nikoli¢ Vlastimir, Milovancevic¢ Milo§, Petkovi¢ Biljana: Soft
computing prediction of economic growth based in science and technology factors, Physica A:
Statistical Mechanics and its Applications, DOI: 10.1016/j.physa.2016.08.034, Volume 465, 1 January
2017, pp. 217-220;
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
Ethical Issues

Information gathered by the researcher from the respondents were treated in
privacy. The gathered data were held with great secrecy. Confidentiality was strictly
observed, henceforth, the researchers only assigned a code representing the respective
respondents. Only the researchers had access to the data. To enhance the
trustworthiness of this study, the researcher reported objectively the statements of the
respondents after a precise transcription of raw data.

The researcher did not conceal any information from the subjects if such information
will not allow the subject to participate in the study. The researcher ensures that
procedure of the research did not cause any physical issue or emotional harms to the
respondents as all data gather from the respondents was treated confidentially with
falling into wrong hands. The researcher did not dishonestly distort any information given
by the respondents as all recorded from the questionnaire was kept in a safe storage
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