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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The research is good as it compares different floristic results obtained from 
sampling different cbh of 6 and 15 cm upwards. As it concludes, this is profit for 
restoration activities and forest agencies. The possibility of having found a result of 
no difference would set a different view, since the effort of sampling younger trees 
had be no necessary. However they found the opposite, concluding that sampling 
lower cbh is necessary for this location.  
 
Complementary, the paper is well written and presented.  
 
 

 
I agree and thank the reviewer for his comments. 
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