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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments In this paper authors tried to to analyse socio-environmental changes in 10 municipalities located along the D.
Pedro | - Tamoios road axis, S&o Paulo state, Brazil, chosen for their regional relevance, and transformations
caused by the roads duplication. Socio-demographic data, the expansion of industry, services, tourism
development and agricultural production of these municipalities were analysed with a focus in social and
environmental changes that took place in this study area.

Author’s found out that this megaproject development had not considered the sustainability of regional natural
resources, in a manner that promotes environmental and living quality to the population

e The study is interesting and manuscript is almost structured properly.

¢ Following amendments are needed-
Page 14-15, Line 435-501; 4. CONCLUSION is to be re-written points wise.

The Conclusion was rewritten

Optional/General comments

e The manuscript is recommended for publication after incorporating above suggestion /
comments.
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