Response to Reviewer 1 Comments



Point 1: The article deals with an important issue from the point of view of road safety and studies the case related to the weaving sections, some of the most dangerous segments on multi-lane roads. As recommendations for improvement, I suggest the following points.

Response 1: The authors greatly appreciate the reviewer’s encouragement and suggestions. This memo documents our responses to all review comments. The appropriate changes have been made to the manuscript.

Point 2: Describe types A, B and C of weaving sections.

Response 2: The authors have provided descriptions of the three types of weaving sections. Please refer to Lines 36-42. In addition, a figure was given to indicate the characteristics of the three types of weaving sections. Please refer to Figure 1.

Point 3: Incorporate proposals for public policies or specific action in the sections studied, based on the results obtained. How can road safety be improved in this case study and in general in the light of the results?

Response 3: The authors have provided some policy implications according to every point of discussions. Please refer to Lines 335-337, Lines 344-346, Lines 354-356, Lines 362-364, Lines 373-375, Lines 388-391.

Point 4: Increase the conclusions with a summary of the results obtained from the discussions, not just the contextualization, methodology used and limitations and future work.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Response 4: The authors have added a summary of the research results into Conclusions. Please refer to Lines 405-412.

Point 5: With these minor changes, I recommend the publication of this manuscript in International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health.

Response 5: The authors are thankful to the reviewer’s great job again.
