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	Academic editors
	line 242: "private students access HE in a relatively hiher proportion than their peers in their enriched public stream": able 2 shows that rate of transition from CEGEP to univ are higher for students coming from public enriched programs compared with private institutions?

	Even if the rate of accessing university is higher for enriched public, our interpretation remain suitable as we use a cumulative logit.  This model doesn’t distinguish the categories of the dependent variable as we indicated in the section of methodology: 
“This consists in comparing the upper cumulative categories of the studied variable with the lower cumulative categories. Since the dependent variable studied in this case has three categories, the model estimates the cumulative probability of a respondent belonging to either category 2 (college) versus 1, or category 3 (university) versus 1 and 2”.
Otherwise, we explicit our sentence about  (see lines 249-255).


	Reviewer 1
	This is a well-written paper, underpinned by a strong methodology, and
related to a highly relevant topic in the sociology of (higher) education.
However,  I also get the impression that  it mainly confirms what is already
known in this scientific (sub)field. The empirical contribution is obvious
with the paper’s focus on Quebec, but I am not yet fully convinced of the
theoretical contribution(s) or the broader theoretical lesson(s). 

Suggestions/Revisions Required: 
I have one advice, that is, to integrate more explicit arguments concerning
the contribution of this paper to current insights in the sociology of
(higher) education, especially in the introduction and in the
discussion/conclusion.

	The comment is pertinent and we would thank to the reviewer. 

In order to maintain the structure of the paper, we found better to add theoretical arguments only in the conclusion. As mentioned in the lines  314-374, the specific contribution of this article concerns the interaction between social origin and public policies according  the conception and the organization of school market. 
Our theoretical main argument is that this interaction is linked to the society, particularly how public policies in education interact with social actors. 

	Reviewer 2
	Suggestions/Revisions Required: 
Line 283 - "students have developed a sense of confidence in themselves" -
I'm not sure that you can make this claim from the evidence that you
present.  There may be evidence within your data set to support this, and if
so, this needs to be made clear in the findings section.

	This sentence was nuanced and supported by a previous research. The better should be to support it with other analysis but our data basis doesn’t unfortunately contain any data about this variable (students’ confidence)
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