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Dear author,

The quality of the work is very good, I would like to suggest some changes in other to
improve a bit the content:

1. The different between erosion and roughness should be clarified along the manuscript.
2. In page 6 an explanation of why Cp is under predicted would be recommended. 
3. Figure 5, why the stall region is not well captured? Any explanation for that?
4. In general, in all the paper figures (starting in Figure 5) the same text is repeated in
the top part of each group of images, for instance in Figure 5 the text that describes the
solver, the turbulence model, etc, is repeated, if it would be included in the legend some
space will be saved.
5. In figure 12 I would recommend to plot pressure coefficients to get some more
information.
6. In figure 27 the legend repeat the word against twice, it sounds weird. 
7. In page 17 appears a sentence: " The novel aspect of this study is the modeling of high
resolution LE surface of the WTB with LEE damage, that was captured using state-of-art
optical high-resolution 3D scanner technologies. This makes this research different from
numerically assumed blades with LEE damage." Some other works have been presented
previously that simulated 3D shapes using CFD, please check this reference:
Experimentally validated threeâ��dimensional computational aerodynamics of wind
turbine blade sections featuring leading edge erosion cavities - Campobasso - 2022 - Wind
Energy - Wiley Online Library.
8. In page 2 this sentence is found: " The influence of surface roughness in the form of
erosion or contamination is of great practical importance for many flow applications and
particular interest to the wind industry". It can create confusion since it seems that
erosion and roughness is the same.
In general the quality is very good, with a lot of information and validation, starting from
the roughness models to the effect in the AEP. With this suggestions the paper will be
ready to be published. 
Thanks
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