First of all, we would like to thank the two referees for their insightful comments in the second round. Our detailed responses to each of the suggestions are listed below. Detailed revisions are highlighted and new references are added in the manuscript.
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	Reviewer1
	

	I would encourage you to consider updating the empirical basis of the research with more recent data, or at least discussing the implications of these more recent hukou reforms in relation to your findings. This would significantly enhance the relevance and applicability of your study in the present day.

	We agree that the data is a little bit outdated, but it is still the latest authoritative and official data. There are many papers published on top journals in 2024 using the same data. To be honest, the empirical data cannot be updated due to the limitation at the present stage. We have added some explanation in the manuscript about the relationship between the latest reform policies and our conclusions in order to demonstrate the applicability of the results. Although several years have passed, we suppose the findings are still valid today. The main contents are as follows and we have added them at the end of the results part.

Although several years have elapsed since the initial findings, we posit that the results remain valid today. 

In recent years, the government has successively introduced policies to weaken the rights bundled with hukou, in order to promote urbanization and ensure the equality of basic public services. The Rural Land Contract law has been revised to let rural migrants put things aside when they make decision of hukou selection. Urban-hukou conversion will not make them loss the right of rural land, however, the latest research shows that most rural migrants still don't want to convert to urban-hukou, which maybe related to the lack of policy advocacy (Ruan, 2024; Liu et al., 2024). 

With ongoing reforms, access to urban welfare has expanded significantly. Benefits associated with hukou status are gradually being diminished, and urban welfare is becoming increasingly accessible to migrants. The Central Economic Working Conference in 2020 clearly proposed that tenants enjoy the same rights like children's basic education as home buyers. However, it currently requires not only hukou or talent green card, but also need to meet the conditions of points-based admission. This is actually equivalent to rigid requirements of hukou, which is far from the concept that tenants enjoy the same rights as home buyers in western countries. The policy needs a long digestion period, and there will be no immediate change in the short term.  

According to recent policies, migrants in many Chinese cities can secure educational opportunities and subsidies for their children by purchasing property in the host city without the necessity of formal residency. The practice of obtaining urban welfare through market purchases has become prevalent in recent years. House ownership is still the main way to obtain urban welfare through market channels, and the direction of its force will not change. Thus, when urban welfare can be accessed via a spouse or through market transactions, rational families are likely to opt for maintaining their dual-hukou status. In light of family strategy theory, these conclusions are expected to hold true in most cases. 

Currently, qualification certificates such as residence permits and talent green cards do not fully equate to urban-hukou status, providing only limited urban welfare to migrants, particularly in China's first-tier cities (Dong & Goodburn, 2019; Li, 2021; Hu & Lu, 2023). For instance, concerning children's education, the government prioritizes local registered residents due to limited resources. Consequently, when opportunities arise, this demographic is inclined to convert to local urban-hukou to secure urban welfare more definitively. China's first-tier cities, including Beijing, Shanghai, and Guangzhou, are particularly attractive for migrants seeking to settle down, given the high value of hukou in these regions. The persistent allure of cities with elevated hukou values continues to draw rural migrants to convert to urban-hukou. We anticipate that there will be no significant variation in the results, as some cities have yet to fully lift restrictions on household registration, making it challenging to obtain complete urban welfare without local urban-hukou.

It takes a certain amount of time for the implementation of reform and new policies, from their conception to actual deployment and effective results. Despite the introduction of new policies in recent years, the research results are basically consistent with the findings of this research. Consequently, although the data is a little bit out of date, the results of this paper retain relevance and applicability in the current situation.
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	Reviewer3
	

	1. The definition of your study's objective, i.e., the hukou selection of rural migrants that belong to dual-hukou families, is not quite clear and convincing to me.

China's household registration system differentiates individuals by local and non-local status and rural and urban status. Therefore, as you mentioned, individuals can be categorised into four types: rural local, urban local, rural non-local, and urban non-local. This study focuses on whether rural migrants are willing to obtain a local urban hukou. However, after reading the whole manuscript, for me, it appears that the focus may be less on the rural and urban hukou division, and more on whether migrants would like to obtain a hukou in their destination (i.e., become "locals").

Especially, based on my understanding of the China Migrants Dynamic Survey (CMDS), the question used to define your dependent variable is "If you are qualified, would you be willing to obtain local hukou status?". This question does not explicitly mention the rural or urban division. However, on Page 9, it is described as ""If you are qualified for hukou conversion, will you convert your rural-hukou to local urban-hukou?". Please double-check the questionnaire wording to ensure consistency and accuracy.

In addition, building on my last comment, could you please clarify what is meant by a "dual-hukou family"? On Page 2, it is described as a family in which one spouse holds a rural-hukou while the other possesses an urban-hukou. However, how does this definition apply to situations where one spouse holds a local hukou and the other does not? Could you please further clarify whether the rural-urban distinction, the local-non-local distinction, or both are central to your analysis? If my understanding is incorrect, please feel free to disregard this, and these points may not necessarily need to be added to the manuscript.

Also, the argument on Page 14 "Furthermore, this study observes that even if a spouse within a dual-hukou family holds an urban-hukou status, but not a local urban-hukou, the family may still prefer to forfeit their rural-hukou status and apply for an urban-hukou in the local city to secure certain urban benefits for the family." also seems to suggest that the key issue is not the rural or urban hukous, but rather whether the hukou is local or non-local.
	We agree that hukous can be categorized into four types: local rural-hukou, local urban-hukou, non-local rural-hukou, and non-local urban-hukou. In this study, rural-hukou includes local rural-hukou and non-local rural-hukou, and urban-hukou includes local urban-hukou and non-local urban-hukou. We focus on the rural members’ (with local rural-hukou or non-local rural-hukou) intention of hukou selection (keep rural-hukou or convert from rural-hukou to local or non-local urban-hukou) in dual-hukou families.

A dual-hukou family means a family in which one spouse holds a rural-hukou (no matter local or non-local) while the other possesses an urban-hukou (no matter local or non-local). We don’t focus on “local” or “non-local”. Before the empirical study, the samples are screened step by step by certain questions in CMDS. First, we screen for those with rural-hukou (local rural-hukou or non-local rural-hukou). Second, we screen for those migrants whose spouse has urban-hukou (local urban-hukou or non-local urban-hukou). Third, we screen for those who intend to reside locally. Then we get the samples of rural members who belong to the dual-hukou families and try to answer the question why they plan to settle down in cities as permanent residents but are not willing to convert to urban-hukou from the perspective of urban welfare.

[bookmark: _GoBack]In view of the limitation of data collection, the data is only available according to the question Q313 (If you are qualified, would you be willing to obtain local hukou status?) in the CMDS. The dependent variable is whether the rural migrants (holding local rural-hukou or non-local rural-hukou) that belong to dual-hukou families want to convert to local urban-hukou or not? We agree that if the samples include non-local urban-hukou, the conclusions will be more powerful. However, to be honest, we cannot acquire the additional data right now. We will try to improve it in the further research. 

We have modified the expression of Question Q313 from CMDS in the manuscript. It should be "If you are qualified, would you be willing to obtain local hukou status?".



	2. In terms of the analytical framework, the welfare acquisition willingness of rural members is primarily driven by the perceived value of urban-hukou (Zhu, 2007) (on Page 5). From my perspective, the willingness may depend not only on the perceived value of an urban hukou but also that of rural hukou (e.g., connections with hometown, land ownership, and house ownership mentioned in later sections). I may suggest the authors considering integrating this aspect into the framework, if feasible.
	We totally agree that the welfare acquisition willingness depends not only on the perceived value of an urban-hukou but also that of rural-hukou. However, this study focuses on the effect of urban welfare on the hukou selection of rural migrants that belong to dual-hukou families. The rural welfare is not the point, so we didn’t put it in the theoretical framework.

We take the perceived value of rural-hukou into account and they are included in the control variables, and the empirical results show that these factors related to rural-hukou value and welfare have positive effects on the selection of rural-hukou.

	3. For Table 1, I suggest revising the description of the variable "Distance of migration (Dism)" as "interprovincial migration", "intra-provincial but intercity migration", and "intracity migration".
	We have revised the description of the variable "Distance of migration" as "interprovincial migration", "intra-provincial but intercity migration", and "intracity migration".

We use the full name of variables both in the tables and descriptions of the results because the abbreviation of variables is not intuitive.

	4. The authors also mentioned "migration/migrant family" (e.g., on Page 6). It would be helpful to clarify whether this term refers to families where both spouses are migrants or where at least one spouse is a migrant.
	We have revised it to a unified expression of “migrant family” in the manuscript. We have clarified “migrant family” refers to a family in which at least one spouse is a migrant in the manuscript.

	5. In Section 6.2.1, "we remove samples based on a specific question from the CMDS, which asks, "Is the location of your household registration in a rural area?" The sub-sample consists of migrants who responded "yes", resulting in a reduction of the sample size from 4,610 to 3,873". This implies that the samples in your main model include both migrants with rural hukou origins and migrants with urban hukou origins. However, your focus is on the hukou selection of rural migrants. Please further clarify this inconsistency.
	Special samples elimination is a method of robustness test which is to examine the stability of the results by deleting data from particular years, regions or individuals. We delete the sample according to a question in the survey of CMDS which is “is the location of your household registration in rural area?” Here the sub-sample is from those migrants who choose the option “yes” (from 4610 to 3873).

In some areas of China, it is possible that people still reserve rural-hukou but their remote villages are just incorporated into urbanized areas in recent years. The administrative division of hometown is not rural area, but the type of household registration is rural-hukou. We suppose this group of people are special samples, so they are deleted in robustness test section. The corresponding explanation has been added in the manuscript.


	6. On Page 14, "Furthermore, this study observes that even if a spouse within a dual-hukou family holds an urban-hukou status, but not a local urban-hukou, the family may still prefer to forfeit their rural-hukou status and apply for an urban-hukou in the local city to secure certain urban benefits for the family." Could the authors please clarify how they reach this conclusion?
	Based on the statistic results in table 2, we can only conclude directly that for dual-hukou families, if rural members have the ability to acquire urban welfare through family channels, they demonstrate a strong willingness to maintain their rural-hukou status. Based on the measurement of Urban-hukou of Spouse (1 = The rural migrant's spouse possesses local urban-hukou status, 0 = The rural migrant's spouse doesn't possess local urban-hukou status) and the principal of family benefit maximization, we suppose if a spouse within a dual-hukou family who plan to settle permanently holds a non-local urban-hukou status, the family may prefer to apply for a local urban-hukou for him/her in order to secure local urban benefits for the family.

The improper expression has been revised in the manuscript.



