RUC Analysis: PASP GTC

October 20, 2025



PASP: Key Driver of RUC Commitments

PASP has been the main contributor driving RUC commitments in recent months

RUC Event Hours per Month Goal of the analysis:

- == ety * Pawnee to Spruce (PASP) GTC has been the

E_PASP was shown as the reason for .

RUC for BB hours in 2025 June. ————— cause qf RUC for 997 numper of hours since
175 \ mmm Other the beginning of 2025 and it represents 52%

of the RUC reasons for the year thus far.
150 4
* |dentified a few days when RUC reason was

125 PASP GTC yet the flows indicate that such

RUC may have been unnecessary:
* 06/24/2025

75 * 05/24/2025

* 06/15/2025

* We would like to understand the context
| under which the RUC decisions were made
Q")

Hours

and the variables used when making such
S RUC decisions for market transparency and
to allow the market to anticipate such
decisions.
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RUC Analysis: 06/24/2025

E_PASP Flow (2025-06-24)
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r st - —F—— - i R  The line would still have significant
available capacity, evenif all RUC

committed units were shut down.
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* RUC committed units provide a

.
?5" very small unloading effect on the
w0 constraint. Only ~2% (~51/2,525)
of the RUC units’ HSL is translated
350 1 Line capacity =103 MW @21:45 . .
Flow changes under different RUC to GTC ﬂOW Change’ which IS_ a
. o EpASP actusl Fow unit scenarios: very inefficient way of resolving
— eoa *  Shut down: +9 MW he line fl bl Are th
I < Run atLSL: +0 MW the line flow problem. Are there
i —— RUC at HSL . . .
250 — E.paspumiT * RunatHSL: ~42 MW better units (higher shift factor)
PO A S A S A e S . . ﬁ" ,@ P B " that can help the problem?
Operation Time
Time RUC Total Total
06/24/2025 units # LSL HSL
21:45 463MW 2525
MW
VIETDA
3 Footer

Vision e Tradition



RUC Analysis: 05/24/2025

E_PASP Flow (2025-05-24)

Observations

* The line would still have significant
available capacity, evenif all RUC
committed units were shut down.

600

500

5 a0 L st * RUC committed units provide a
; — Ruc b very small unloading effect on the
— RPEERT constraint. Only ~2% (~48/2,370)
300 4 . .
of the RUC units’ HSL is translated
Line capacity = 357 MW @17:45
Flow changes under different RUC to GTC ﬂOW Change'
200 unit scenarios:
e Shutdown: +10 MW
*  RunatLSL: +0 MW
100 * RunatHSL: -38 MW
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Operation Time
Total Total
05/24/2025 LSL HSL
17:45 6 459 2370
MW MW
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RUC Analysis: 06/15/2025

Flow (MW)

E_PASP Flow (2025-06-15)
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Line capacity = 182 MW @19:45
Flow changes under different RUC
300 1 unit scenarios: ® E_PASP actual Flow
. —— RUC OFF
e Shut down: +11 MW T ncatis
e Run atLSL: +1 MW —— RUC at basepoint
«  RunatHSL: -21 MW I ey
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Operation Time
06/15/2025 frc ciet
units LSL
#
19:45 11 499 1614
MW MW
Footer

Observations

* The line would still have significant
available capacity, evenif all RUC
committed units were shut down.

* RUC committed units provide a
very small unloading effect on the
constraint. Only ~2% (~33/1,614)
of the RUC units’ HSL is translated
to GTC flow change.
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* Requests ERCOT’s analysis on why Units were RUC committed due to PASP GTC

on various days (dates highlighted in the presentation and other dates of interest
identified by ERCOT)
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