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DMM Reporting and Analysis

Monthly reports covering July through November posted
Two stakeholder calls to discuss reports/data issues

Underlying 15-minute interval-level data for all metrics by
balancing area now published (since Nov. 8)

Additional metrics, data and explanation provided to
address stakeholder requests/concerns:

— Uncertainty component

— Imbalance conformance

— Available upward capacity

— Unloaded capacity compared to EIM imports

— Transfers and transfer limits following failures
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Capacity test failures increased in summer 2021 due to corrections
and changes in tests — but still represent small percent of intervals.

Frequency of upward capacity test failures (humber of 15 intervals)
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Capacity test failures often caused by relatively small amount
of capacity (in MW or percent of total load)

Average capacity shortfall during upward capacity test failures (MW)
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Flexible ramping capacity test failures are also relatively

infrequent, but occur mainly during net peak ramping hours.

Frequency of upward ramping test failures (number of 15-minute intervals)
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More detailed data and metrics help understand cause of test
failures in different balancing area.

Failures of bid capacity and flexible capacity (July-August 2021)
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Detailed information on uncertainty component is
now provided in reports and data files.

Average Uncertainty Component for ISO
Weekdays, October 2021
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Detailed data now provided on imbalance conformance — which is routinely
used in ISO to increase imports and unloaded capacity in ramping hours.
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Imbalance conformance data files being provided include all other
balancing areas — which tend to use imbalance conformance much less.

Percent of load
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Currently, a significant portion of capacity counted toward meeting the bid
capacity test is constrained so that it may not be fully available that hour.

ISO upward bid range capacity (July 9, 2021)
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Analysis designed to be helpful in assessing design changes being

discussed in stakeholder process.

ISO upward bid range capacity test requirement and capacity (July 9, 2021)
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Detailed analysis of key days such as July 9 has helped to
illustrate and understand sufficiency test issues.

ISO upward bid range capacity test requirement and capacity (July 9, 2021)
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Questions and comments.

WESTERN EIM | @ citraso




