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1) Approval of the minutes
of the meeting on 21/09/2017

NOo comments.received




R2 non-CIPU pilot project

Main conclusions
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1. Introduction

2. Baselining

3. Results of the participation phase
4. Compliancy

5. Market analyses

6. Transfer of energy

7. General conclusions



Introduction




Organization of the pilot project: planning
2016 2017

Market parties
interested in R2 non- Call Tor interest
CIPU project + launched by Elia
workshop

Selection and
Agreement project Start project
partners

Iniaton stage + dalta processing partcpation stage + data processing

TECHNICAL PART

MARKET ANALYSIS




Tendering process

Initial call for

Participation at

LEEEITE pilot project

candidates

A lot of candidates 5 offers 4 candidates 3 project partners

Due to sourcing, development and organizational issues: only limited number of participants

for tendering and pilot project




Organization of the pilot project

] GOAL:
] investigation of delivery of aFRR by non-CIPU units
"1 Allow both market parties and Elia to gain experience regarding the delivery of aFRR services for non-CIPU units.

"1 Project partners:

[1 Continuous activations

EDF Luminus 2 Cogeneration Unit
Next 2 Biogas, Natural gas CHP
Kraftwerke gas, g
- 1 (7-19h)
Actility 0,5 (19-7h) Water pumps,
SUM 4 1/0,5 0 Load

[1 Discrete activations

L::> Good mix of Technologies
= part of project goal



Set-up of the project (participation phase)

[0 Set-up of real time -connection

[1 Investments for hardware and software
[0 Communication tests

[ Set-up of real-time communication

[0 Preparation of the participation phase (Elia)

(1 Update of EMS
[0 Set-up of Hardware and software

[0 Communication tests

Time consuming process
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Baselining




Baselining Methodology

Pref(t)(baselining) = Baseline during aFRR
A delivery period

\ Ptotalmeasured

aFRR non-CIPU Delivered

t t + 60 sec
\ l

At every moment t , the baseline will be sent
which is expected 60 seconds afterwards.



Conclusions

1 Pilot project:

[1 good insight in the baseline.
1 Reconfirmation of the importance of the baseline.

1 Development of a good baseline methodology might be a time consuming process. Relevant experience in the past is
crucial (cfr pilot project, )

(1 The current baseline for mFRR (on a 15 minute basis) is not applicable for aFRR. A variable baseline (on a 4 second
basis) is required.

(1 Improvement of the baseline during participation phase interaction with the market parties is important.

[0  All 3 partners have achieved in the end a baselining methodology with an acceptable level of quality

1 Future:

[1 Learning curve for baselining

[1 Quality of the baseline is crucial: Important to have strict rules for baseline
Pre-qualification of the baseline
Check of baseline during participation at the aFRR market on a regular basis.

Handling of the baseline during loss of unit.

13



Quality of the baseline
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Quality of the baseline: EDF Luminus

Before maintenance After maintenance

H i - e (WA
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[
. o "

[1 Fixed baseline

[ Improved baseline
[ 1-2 times per day cleaning of the boiler

[0 Cleaning of boiler less frequently
Impact on available volume. required.

This confirms that a baseline on a 15 minute basis (as for mFRR) is not applicable for aFRR.



Results of the participation phase




Activation of aFRR

Power
A Pref(t) send by the

/ Supplier at T-1min

o °

Pref = baseline

Psec_tot send by Elia Pmeasured
on moment T- 10s*

, This is actually the value that the
Every 4 seconds Elia sends a new S l ded to deli W it
OPsec_tot which has to be delivered by _Upp = '_‘]ee B e
the Supplier didnldeliver enough R2 non-CIPU
’ Downward

T-1min : T-16s T-12s T-8s T-4s T T+4s T+8s T+10s Time

Supplier sends
baseline Pref
formoment T

[1 Baseline on a 4 seconds basis is required

[1 Follow-up of activations is important
[J Penalty on a 10 second basis
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Conclusions

1 Pilot project:

[1 Several problems are effecting the quality of the activation
Reconfirmation of the importance of the baseline
Loss of real-time connection if connection is lost, no compliant delivery
Loss of unit

Start up or shut down of a unit
[] Short term sourcing is crucial to guarantee the delivery of aFRR
[1 All 3 parties have achieved in the end activation results with an acceptable level of quality.

(1 Future:

[] Real-time delivery is a complex operational process learning curve
[] Short sourcing for aFRR to enable participation of non-CIPU

elia presentation template / City, 19.11.2013 / Firstname Lastname
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Activation - Principles

Phase A : NON -CIPU after saturation pro -rata

= 140 MW aro rata
Activation
= R2cigna Lo
= BRF_1
= HIRF_Z
= BRF 3
= BRF_4

= prorata activation when 140 W is
saturated
+ SERPARATED RZ signal to
= BRP_Zi{non CIFU)
= BRP_4inon-CiFU)

Phase B: NON -CIPU in parallel to pro -rata

Pro-rata activation R2 non-cipu
Pro-rala
;:lrl::e!
eurcy/MWh capped to 140MMW
m| g
5
=l e
— |l il [l Kae] —
= Bl = >
E o ] I =
wvalurme [WW)
Existing pro-rata Filot project

CIPU in parallal with non-cipu (opticn B)
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Activation repartition:

Phase A

Activation repartition

s 1

W raliliy
WELLT
L LR

detlewtien repartilan
wa

g B = ETET e I TN T3 acE meare Eiar S5%
5 of Comtractas Powe r MW

[ 30-45% small activations
1 Around 20% large activations

elia presentation template / City, 19.11.2013 / Firstname Lastname

Phase B

Activation Repartition

g

:

Activalion Repartition
: Ei

[J 40-55% small activations
[J Around 10% large activations
20



Disclaimer:

Comparison requested versus activated (phase A) diferent
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Compliancy




Compliancy follow up (vs AS IS CIPU)

Currently, compliancy is calculated in function of contracted volume

o Bl P P |

Margin = 15% of contracted volume

Margin = 30% of contracted volume

[1 Contracted volume has a significant impact on the compliancy calculation
[1 Small volume can be less compliant

elia presentation template / City, 19.11.2013 / Firstname Lastname 23



Conclusions

[1 Pilot project:

[J Learning curve is observed during participation phase.

[] A critical mass is important: with less than 1-2 MW, it will be difficult to participate in the current Rx
availability control.

[1 Based on current compliancy rules, all 3 parties have achieved in the end an acceptable level

] Future:

[1 Analyses of alternative solutions for the calculation of the compliancy.

elia presentation template / City, 19.11.2013 / Firstname Lastname
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Compliancy: phase A

Compliance with original contracted volume Compliance with upscaled contracted volume
to 2MW (as for EDF and NKW)
Actility Actility
z :‘m e - HE Y Camp Haniy S0% z :: ] e I By S by 0%
E e ——atilty Complancy 15% E =, ——ahil by Camph aner 1%
o ISLFJT{E.-'EES.E'?IEGIHGH 1’.-'05-10."':6.21;[?&2?_-'&3.;ﬁ-ﬂﬂ-ﬂﬂiﬂ M0-03000 = .31.l' 060 071004 lfa'ﬂﬁ-uﬂ.“:ﬁ EJ.-'D&E”':G < BE-0300 ND}W!’"'

Conclusion: a critical mass is required to
deliver accurate aFRR services

‘Eounas: -
e B

S ——— For fair comparison  upscaling of contracted
i volume of Actility to 2MW

e ALY = Sl b e - RRT
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Good compliancy results for phase A
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Market analyses




Ongoing analysis
Nomination quality/reliability

Non-CIPU competitivety analysis

Impact of non -CIPU on balancing market (imbalance price).

[I Pilot project has focused on technical aspects

[0 Not all market aspects are investigated in detall
[ High level overview will be given in the report
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Transfer of Energy




Comparison between ToE for Bidladder and R2 non-CIPU

Bidladder

Metering

0 150Cmetering data for TSO and DSO delivery
points

Baseline

0 Last QH used as Baseline methodology

Calculation of delivered energy (  Egq)
0 Edel calculated for the DP[S of BSP 2nd noatification
0 Edel based on Elia/DSO QH measurements

Imbalance adjustment BRP ggp & BRP (e

O BRPbsp carries the difference between Edel and
Ereq

O BRPsource corrected with Edel via asymmetric
imbalance adjustment

Real-time Notification message towards the

BRPs:
O Notifications are send during activation and afterwards

Implications R2 non-CIPU (pilot)

Metering

0 10 measurements directly communicated via the BSP
towards Elia for TSO and DSO delivery points

Baseline

0 Baselineis sent 1 minute in advance (4  interval) by the
BSP to Elia

Calculation of delivered energy ( Egg)

O Ege calculated for DP s who received Setpoint 0

O Eg basedon 10  values (in RT or delivered ex-post)

0 Theoretical calculation is OK, but technical feasibility to
be investigated.

Imbalance adjustment BRP gsp & BRP (e

0 BRPbsp carries the difference between Edel and Ereq

0 BRPsource corrected with  Edel . But principle of
asymmetric imbalance adjustmentto be assessed

Real-time Notification message towards the
BRPs

O Notifications cannot be sent during activation
O Notification can be send after each  Qh

30



General conclusions




General conclusions

[0 The three project partners have demonstrated that non-CIPU units can be technical capable in
participation in the aFRR market and thus in delivering aFRR.

[1 Transfer of energy
[J Basic principles remain, but possibile different operational principles.

[0 From a technical perspective, it is feasible, but quid practical perspective?

[1 A significant learning curve is observed for baselining and activations performance during the pilot
project.

[0 FEurther Analysis:

[J Baseline
Pre-qualification
Activation check
Availability check
U

O 0o O 0O
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Next steps

[1 Publication report on website Elia before 315t of December

[1 Workshop at the beginning of 2018
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3) R3 - Merit order activation
Implementation




MFRR Evolutions in 2018

1. Recaplplanning for 2018

2. Design
A. Activation price R3 non-CIPU + implications for R3 Flex product

B. Merit order mFRR
C. Startup cost CIPU units

3. Feedback stakeholders following previous meeting

35
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1. Recaplplanning for 2018




Planning 2018 for R3

2018

01/01 (intro ToE)

Focus of today
R

\
\
\

—‘—) t

I

Rx 2" market extension
(non-CIPU + Intraday)

M
-
-~
y

-
-

(price nom. on BMAP)

~7Activ. price and ToE R3 non CIPU~

R3 non-CIPU nom. on BMAP

Free bids non -CIPU (Bid Ladder) with ToE

(volume only, no act. Price)

—————————— e e e )

Free bids non -CIPU (Bid Ladder)
DSO DPs w/o ToE

Legend: | ) Requires ToOE T-DSO ([C_—J Requires FTR update

1
1
1
1
/':{
/
¢ 1
/7 1
1
i ! Merit Order mFRR
1
\\ 1
S
\\I Startup cost CIPU units
k\

/
/

-~
- -
N m————

Disclaimer: with respect to ToE, timings subject to implementation
necessary regulatory and contractual framework

4
\
\
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2. Design

A. Activation price R3 non-CIPU + implications for R3 Flex product



R3 non-CIPU nominations
Principles

[0 As announced during previous WG Balancing meetings, new R3 non-CIPU nomination in 2 steps

As of 01/01/2018: volume + EANSs only (required for Rx 2"d market extension)
Q4 2018 (ToE for R3): volume + EANs + price

MFRR nomination flows
BSP Elia

i — Ya—
150 |& possibly D50
Gils .
L Proed Vol (imptielz) + price
Fres Bids i A
\. CIPL
" RaStanderd yol . oree d mFRR
Cieu activation
R Standard Vol + price (when ToE} SEquence
] nen CIFY A
" R3Flax Vi +price
Ll <l
R3 Flex Vil + price fwhen ToE)
. nan CIRL . \__ _/




R3 non-CIPU activation price
Impact on limitations of R3 Flex

Asls

(0 Activation occurs at portfolio level (1 contract per BSP)

0O Aforementioned [@énergy limitsCare defined at portfolio level

As of 01/01/2018: bid with volume only (no price)

0 Bids are aggregated in one bid by Elia for the activation  still activation at portfolio level

0O Aforementioned [@nergy limits[ktill works at portfolio level

To Be with ToE RS3: bid with volume and price

O Activation will occur at bid level

O Aforementioned energy limits will have to be redefined to work at bid level

Recap R3 Flex energy limits

0 Max 8 activation / month
0 2 hrs max / activation
0 12 hours between 2 activations

As |5 Contract-based activation

No activ. price

Contract Cantract from
BSP A other BSPs

To Be: Bid-based activation

EMMVH

L)

Bids from
Bid ESPA other BSPs

Bid BEP A

40




R3 non-CIPU activation
Adapted activation counter for R3 Flex  Solution: Power based counter

New rules for bid -based activation :

Power-based counter:

[0 For each bid activated: increment counter by bid size / sum bids R3 flex during this QH rounded up to 0,1 (even if partial activ.)

[0 Bid prolongation does not increment the counter (but max total activ. duration of 1 bid = 2 hrs)

[0 Examples:
1. Activ. of complete bid of 50 MW (total contract = 200 MW) during 2 hours increment counter by 0,3
2. Activ. of 20 MW out of a bid of 50 MW (total contract = 200 MW) during 1 hour increment counter by 0,3

41



R3 non-CIPU activation

Adapted calculation of neutralization time for R3 Flex

New rules for bid -based activation :
0 Neutralization time still at level of contract
(1 But applies only to MW activated

[0 Example:
1. Activ. of complete bid of 50 MW (total contract = 200 MW)

2. Activ. of 20 MW out of a bid of 50 MW (total contract = 200 MW)

can only activate 150 MW during next 12 hrs

idem

42
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2. Design
B. Merit Order mFRR



Status

On Track

Mid may: proposal WG Balancing: scope fast track FTR- modification & next steps

20/06 sent final [position by Users[Groupio members Users[{Group

End June: validation final [position by Users[iGrouplat plenary meeting UsersCLGroup + communication to Minister

July : Minister requested advise from CREG as foreseen in the Federal Grid Code

Publication of advise from CREG

> change since last WG meeting



Recapls

Proposal

[0 Proposal of UG being implemented:

[J Modification of article 157 of the Federal Grid Code

[0 Merit order is not detailed in Federal Grid Code but in Balancing Rules
[J Conclusion of Elia (cfr. previous meeting):

Given current product mix, keeping R3 Flex for the moment at end of MO is the only realistic solution

€/MWh

I
Imbulance price !

- o T T

(Mon)Reserved Tertiary Control
with unlimited # activations

1. Free Bids &
R3 Standard

Reserved Tertiary Cantrol

e

' Y ' MW

Activared Tertiary Contral
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2. Design
C. Startup cost CIPU units



Proposed solution
Formula

Introduction of Total Activation Price applied to the QH during which the start occurs

Total Activation Price [ /MWh] = (ibid Price [ /MWh]) + / * 4

Free price Regulated by CIPU [0 Conservative approach (limit  Pimb)
contract 0 Aligned with publications (ARC)
00 Pot. small discrepancy @

T

Activation payment [[] Ibid Price * Vol. + Startup Cost Ibid Price + Startup Cost
‘ Imbalance Tariff [[JMWh] Ibid Price (no Startup Cost) Total Activation Price @
MO ranking [(YMWh] Ibid Price (no Startup Cost + end of MO) Total Activation Price

(1) Note there could be small discrepancy between [activation paymentCand imbalance tariffJi.e. in lmbalance tariffCsta rtup cost is divided by Pmax
and not the volume requested (often equal to Pmax)



Impact on MO ranking - Example

As Is To Be
4 e
- T Bindwd |
g g Pimb = 300 €MWh
] Non CIPU units
_E 1]
: E
o
Capa [MW]
- . " Capa[MW]
Volume activated CIPU units stopped v !
Volume activated

Running CIPU units + hydro

In the As Is situation  stopped CIPU units are placed later in the merit order

48
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3. Feedback stakeholders




Feedback of stakeholders following previous WG meeting

[0 OK with proposed approach
[0 OK with proposed approach 0 But important to have
0 Butimportant 0 Bid Ladder with ToE
[0 Not to stop R3 Flex nhow [0 Also R3 non-CIPU with ToE
[0 Introduce activation price for all (non-
CIPU) asap

[0 Support activation price and MO but R3 Flex

should also be integrated in MO:

[0 Re-assess reserve needs

0 Move to one standard product
Support concept of introducing startup cost in
imbalance price but still some question to be
answered:

0 Rules to be further detailed

[0 Investigate possible bumps imb. price

OK with proposed approach

But important not to stop R3 Flex now
Stopping R3 Flex could be discussed only if
activation price + daily souring

[1 Market players agree with approach BUT
- [0 Divergence on R3 Flex: its place in MO and the existence of the product

[0 Clarification needed for Startup cost CIPU units
WB Balancing 027/10/2017
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Conclusion regarding MO

[ existing_ R3 Flex product cannot be integrated in MO

[1 Most players considers R3 Flex cannot be abandoned now (linked to daily sourcing)

] Next steps : Elia will investigate how R3 Flex can be [Standardized[and integrated
ﬁ in the MO in context of daily dynamic souring

[ In the meantime : R3 Flex with current product definition will be kept at the end of
the merit order list

WB Balancing [127/10/2017
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Startup cost CIPU units

More information as requested

Total Activation Price [ /MWh] = Ibid Price [ /IMWh] + [Startup Cost [ ] / Pmax [MW] *4 ]

Adder for startup cost

Total Activation Price to be used in imbalance tariff calculation and to build Merit Order

[0 Proposed rules on when to apply adder for startup cost:

Applies only to first QH of activation (not applied to sub-sequent prolongation QHSs)

Only when Power Plant (not Power Unit) is fully stopped in last program (DA nomi. or IDPCR)

During activation
During QH preceding activation

Case of Power Plants with multiple Power Units

Adder not applied if 1 or more PU(s) of the PP already running during activation or QH preceding activation (DA nomi. or IDPCR)
If multiple startup cost possible given different configuration ==> consider the cheapest configuration possible

WB Balancing 027/10/2017 52



4) Enquiry New GFAs FCR, aFRR, mFRR:
update




Update GFAIS for 2018

- GFAIS to be updated for 15t of January 2018:

- FCR CIPU & non-CIPU
- R2

- R3 CIPU & non-CIPU

-  R3 Non-Reserved

- Main drivers for changes:
- Secondary market (except for R3NR)
- Integration of DSO points (R3NR)
- Minor adjustments coming from market feedback

- Survey addressed to signatories of the GFAIS only (according to contractual dispositions for GFA
changes)

WB Balancing [127/10/2017
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Update GFAIS: Main changes

FCR C(IZITI:L’JU& Non- R3 CIPU & Non-CIPU R3 Non-Reserved

Cintegration of clauses
relative to secondary
market for CIPU &
non-CIPU;

[JAddition of a
[Stabilization delay[]
for Availability Tests;

[JPenalty in case of
nominations lower
than contracted
volume;

CAdjustment of
availbility test profiles
In case of combined
ST tests;

WB Balancing 027/10/2017

[integration of clauses
relative to secondary
market;

[ntegration of clauses
relative to secondary
market for CIPU &
non-CIPU;

[Molume nominations
for Non-CIPU
Suppliers

[OReduction of
maximum bid step
from 25MW to 5MW

[JAdjustments relative
to integration of DSO
Delivery Points
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Update GFAIS: Timeline

- Next steps:
- FCR,R2 & R3:

- Publication : 20/10

- Deadline for submission of remarks : 08/11

- Publication post-consultation: 20/11

- Signature deadline for participation in first auctions:
- 13/12 for FCR CIPU & Non-CIPU & R2
- 30/11 for R3 CIPU & Non-CIPU

- R3NR:
- Publication : 27/10
- Deadline for submission of remarks : 17/11
- Publication post-consultation: 04/12

Replies to the survey to be sentto  contracting_as@elia.be

* Reminder: BMAP and STAR information session on 20/11

WB Balancing [127/10/2017
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5) ICaros : update

(CIPU Redesign)

L

[Disclaimer: These slides report on presented proposals and discussions in the TF iCAROS but do

not represent the final position of Elia on the new design.]
"GJ_E,;«E [1a




ICAROS project

Integrated Coordination of Assets for Redispatching and Operational Security

Objective: Creation of a new Task Force ICAROS:

[0 To develop a new EU Network Code compliant approach for the [0 Common platform for design discussions with a
coordination of assets for system operations & market diversity of stakeholders (representatives of
procedures producers, demand facilities, aggregators, DSO

0 To replace the CIPU contract by a new contractual framework for regulators)

coordination of assets [0 Bilateral discussions to focus on specificities for

0 Input to new Federal Grid Code each stakeholder

High -level planning:

Kickoff New Grid Code Proposal Implementation
2017 W 201 L] [] [] N []
New product design Prepare implementation

TF iCAROS ot el TF iCAROS
on CIPU Redesign _deS|gn hizhA Operational implementation
Grid Code proposal
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Task Force ICAROS meetings so far

TF iCAROS 07/06/2017

[0 Project & Task Force Introduction

[ CIPU & Federal Grid Code

[J Relevant EU Network Codes

TF iCAROS 20/06/2017

[ Elia proposal on contractual framework: application criteria & roles/responsibilities

TFICAROS 11/09/2017 FULL DAY WORKSHOP

[1 Elia proposal for a new design for outage planning, scheduling, redispatching, congestion risk indicator
TF ICAROS 10/10/2017

[1 Discussion of feedback of 11/9 and main concerns

59



TF ICAROS feedback (1)

Elia received feedback on the proposed design after the task force of 11 September. The feedback was further discussed
during the task force meeting of 10 October. Here is the summary:

Few major issues concerning the proposed principles , other than

0 Impact on costs of redispatching for society
O  Applicability for CDS-connected assets
More concerns on consequences and requests for clarification (a.o., coordinability, storage)

Level playing field mixed feedback: requests for [équal design for allCas well as for [¢onsidering specificities of different asset types, voltage levels, [I

Concerns on practical consequences
Concern for overregulation of contracts versus Regulation to control on level playing field

Questions on ToE: no ToE on congestion
Questions on the impact on the BRP
T&C BRP not part of the iCAROS project, but a broader context will be provided.

Links with other topics and breach with historical use of CIPU and BRP nominations complicate discussions and prevent a clear market position on the
design (see next slides)

Request for clarification on Definitions (see next slides)
CDS issues (see next slides)

Questions on implementation trajectory (see next slides)

Disclaimer: The slides are informative. The new market design is under development and still under discussion.



TF ICAROS feedback (2) LI Definitions

Many clarifications requested on definitions and scope of asset types: (definitions in EU NC are not considered to be clear enough)
What are assets, demand facilities , PGM, PU?
What is a connection point ? Which connection point are we talking about?
What is a storage unit? How to classify? (~PGM classification B/C/D?)
How to treat asset which become SGU because they deliver reserves

e.g, back-up generators (= not an SGU) offering mFRR (therefore becoming SGU)

How to treat process -driven generators ?

Difficult to schedule as depending on an exogenous business process, yet the operating mode of the generator does affect the net
offtake from the grid

What is [Goordinability [? What are the levels? How to define it?

e.g., wind units are limited coordinable as a whole, but really non-coordinable incrementally and fully coordinable decrementally (& useful
for balancing) => [doordinability[to be defined per direction

Elia: To be resolved in upcoming weeks

Disclaimer: The slides are informative. The new market design is under development and still under discussion. 61



TF ICAROS feedback (3) CDS

Elia proposal: Requirements on assets connected to TSO-connected CDS are the same as for TSO-connected assets.

Questions on applicability
Role of the CDS-operator?
Similar discussions needed for the role of the CDS as with Synergrid on the role of the DSO

Questions on liability for quality of exchanged information

Elia: To be resolved in upcoming weeks

Disclaimer: The slides are informative. The new market design is under development and still under discussion.
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TF ICARQOS feedback (4) LUBRP

Concerns on split of responsibilities between Scheduling Agent & BRP

Elia:
The Scheduling Agent is responsible for the quality of the delivered schedules: generation & consumption schedules
Real-time deviation from schedules does not affect the determination of imbalances :

=> BRP responsibility not included in role of Scheduling Agent

BRP concerns following ICAROS proposal that BRP is not by default Scheduling Agent (only if BRP = GU or BRP = BSP/FSP)
How to correctly nominate on access point level? Which information will the BRP receive in the future?

How to know whether the BRP should take actions to balance the portfolio in case of real-time deviations? Is, in case of flexibility activation
by Elia, information on BRP perimeter correction sufficient on perimeter level or should the BRP get more local information?

Bidding obligation for balancing: How can the BRP autobalance its portfolio? What if in an extreme case, all flexibility is activated by Elia?

Elia: feedback is noted and reported to BRP experts

Disclaimer: The slides are informative. The new market design is under development and still under discussion. 63




Questions in and out of ICAROS scope

Set of notes: Design note for the coordination of assets
Part | (I Setting the Scene
Part Il JOutage Planning
Part 11l 0 Scheduling and Redispatching
Part IV O Congestion Risk Indicator

To be distributed for consultation
Part Il CJ1V: directly in scope of current iCAROS task force

Part I: not in scope of current iCAROS task force, but important to provide more context on, e.g., the role of the BRP and BSP in the
future regulatory and contractual framework

All topics will be discussed further in 2018: some within ICAROS, some in other projects/task forces

(Roadmap will be presented in the WG Balancing end 2017/start 2018)
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TF ICAROS feedback (5) Ll Implementation

Market feedback Elia message
2017 focused on design

High expected costs for implementation

. _ Implementation trajectory to be planned in Q1 2018
- Adaptations from CIPU procedures => ICAROS including implementation workshop for initialization
procedures TF member should launch internal  communication
e g . . towards implementation departments within their organization
- Explicit bidding for redispatching (also for P P J
balancing)

General idea: realistic and sufficient period for

implementation/transition, but keep limited (GL SO
requirements)

Note that the GL SO refers to a deadline for implementation of the articles on operational information exchange by 18M after EiF => 14/03/2019

Disclaimer: The slides are informative. The new market design is under development and still under discussion.
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