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This article is focused in the field of prediction of wind conditions and wind farm power.
In particular, a comprehensive literature review on the related methodologies, such as
Measure Correlate Predict methods, LIiDAR and Wake models is performed. Very use-
ful contribution. | have only minor comments that aims to help the reader understand
better your work:

1. Table 1 and 2 do not give enough information. For example, ‘Data’ in Table 1 needs
to list the specific parameters instead of just highlighting the data interval.

2. On line 179, ‘While MCP methodologies have been developed for wind speed, they
cannot be directly used for predicting wind direction.. Could you explain this?
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3. On line 243, you said ‘SSTEP 1 — The various MCP methodologies are used to
compute the MCP model. This is done using wind speed and direction data at a can-
didate and reference site for the year 2016’. However, the paper lacks the description
of the modelling. For the regression model, how many inputs are you use? Are these
MCP models one-step-ahead prediction model? What are the other settings in these
models? For example, how many hidden layers are there in the ANN and what type
of the hidden neurons are selected. If the modelling information is provided, it will be
clearer and easier to understand.

4. You mentioned that the models were created using the data for the year 2016. Have
you checked that the amount of data is enough to create a satisfactory MCP model?
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