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Minor REVISION comments 
 

The authors of the paper address an important topic both scientifically and especially applied, given the 
development of new models of collaborative economy, which focuses on the internationalization of SMEs and 
networks (platforms). 
The concepts, bibliographic sources and citations are appropriately mentioned by the authors of the paper, but the 
literature review chapter is incorporated in the chapter of results and discussions, and these from a structural point 
of view should be a separate chapter in the paper. it should also be the research methodology chapter. Research 
models (such as the upscale model for example) are appropriately selected and argued by the authors of the 
paper, regarding the substantiation of the research results. 
The results of the research are presented by the authors of the paper, highlighting the contribution from an 
applicative point of view. ”, But we suggest to the authors of the paper to present also what are the personal 
scientific contributions to the specialized literature. 
The conclusions are presented appropriately, but as we mentioned in the results chapter, it is necessary to 
emphasize the scientific contribution of the authors, what are the limitations of the study, respectively what will be 
the future research carried out by the authors of the paper. 
We congratulate the research team for the study, and after reviewing according to the suggestions mentioned 
above, we propose for acceptance and publication of the paper. 
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