Thank you to all three reviewers for their positive and constructive feedback.
It is noted that Reviewer 2 or Reviewer 3 did not have any comments or feedback that require further clarification or edits to the paper. As such, the table below only presents responses to Reviewer 1. 

	Reviewer #1:

	General remarks:

	In chapter 5.3. p. 17 line 10, the term "long distance" is a bit strange (long distances are often associated with trips longer than e.g., 100km) are these commute trips or non-regular trips for business meetings, maybe rephrase or explain a bit better?
	Lines 10-12, Page 17 – this has been clarified. 

	In chapter 5.4 in Figure 8, some elements of the ToPB (as it is presented in figure 1) are left out (the whole "left part" of the model which shows the underlying beliefs, which are interacting with each other and result into attitudes, subj. norm and PBC, and the "bottom right" part of the model, which refers to actual control) this needs to be explained or maybe their existence could be hinted at with light grey boxes in the figure itself (at least for phase 1?).
The arrow from PBC to the actual behaviour also needs to be added in the figure. The arrow from PBC to the actual behaviour also needs to be added in the figure.
	The constructs have been reintroduced. The arrow from PBC to actual behaviour was already present in Figure 1, added via the “Actual construct”. 

It should also be noted that the original iteration presented in Figure 1 was modified to simplify the diagram. However, we agree with the reviewer and have reverted to the original form. 

	In chapter 6, concluding remarks, line 20, the attitudes towards travel modes are mentioned that stemmed from pre-arrival perceptions but in the previous chapters attitudes that are mentioned for the start in Australia are not that the car was expected to be cheap? thus it is not the pre-arrival perception but the one "after arrival"/in the honeymoon phase? - pre-arrival / in South Asia the car is described as expensive and a symbol for wealthy people? and the perception towards public transport in the beginning in Australia is described as positive (expensive only after relocating and having a family to transport?) - please clarify
	Line 20, Page 22 – The fact that PT is “expensive” and cars are “cheap” stemmed from comparisons to prices and experiences in South Asia (i.e. PT in South Asia is cheap and cars there are expensive) – this has been clarified. 

	In Chapter 6, line 50. The authors added a sentence and point to a new hypothetical relationship between the constructs, but the relationship itself doesn't change, only the effector the importance of the constructs might change over time (e.g., the attitudes towards PT might change and in parallel a relocation result in weaker PBC. Both those changes would weaken the intention to use PT which results in less PT use). Maybe rephrase or explain to clarify?
	Line 47, Page 22 – “Change” has been replaced with “evolve”

Line 50, Page 22 – sentence has been rephrased to hight that the importance of TPB constructs evolve over time. 




