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I am slightly perplexed about use of a neologism (i.e. fracosity) which seems unneces-
sary here, as it simply denotes a fracture porosity estimation. Furthermore, area based
estimations of porosity need to be carefully dealt with; in case of primary porosity (i.e.
pore related, under hypothesis of homogeneous isotropic pore distribution) area and
volume porosity assumes the same value, i.e. Pore_Area/Total_Area = Pore_ Volume
/Total_Volume, whereas, in case of strong anisotropic void distributions (i.e. also frac-
ture porosity), some correction is needed. This latter is based on reciprocal orientations
of scan line or area and analyzed fracture set. In this manuscript such a correction was
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not applied or explained.
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