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	Comments


Zero Electric supports adding the ADESR participation option and testing nodal dispatch of aggregated distribution-connected storage. Our comments concern how the ADESR is sized, which devices it admits, and how it is validated and qualified. Each is a conforming change that keeps the Phase 4 scope as proposed and requires no change to ERCOT or DSP systems. Where possible we point to existing pilot forms and procedures that already do what we are asking for.

1. Size the ADESR on Expected Registered Capacity, as the pilot already does, not on injection alone

The draft requires “a minimum aggregate injection capability of 1 MW,” repeats “1 MW aggregate injection capability” in the parameter table, and conditions population changes on continuing to meet “the minimum aggregate injection capability.”

The pilot’s own DOTA form sizes an aggregation differently. The ADER Summary tab defines Expected Registered Capacity as the absolute value of Maximum Withdrawal Capability plus Maximum Injection Capability, and the device columns expressly allow a device to register with withdrawal capability and zero injection capability. The Phase 4 injection-only floor is a new asymmetric test that does not match the capacity definition the pilot has used since Phase 1. (Please let us know if we have misread the interpretation on any of this)

The asymmetry also does not serve the Phase 4 objective. Relief at a node comes from a change in net injection in whichever direction unloads the constraint, and for many constraints and hours that direction is withdrawal. SCED dispatches a DESR across its full range through one Energy Bid/Offer Curve, and the draft requires the ADESR DOTA form to state “the aggregate charging and discharging capability in MW.” A resource that can withdraw 1 MW on instruction has the same shift-factor-weighted effect on a constraint as one that can inject 1 MW.

Proposed language, in all three places:

“For an ADER participating as an ADESR, the aggregation must have a minimum Expected Registered Capacity of 1 MW, calculated as the sum of the absolute value of aggregate withdrawal capability and aggregate injection capability as registered in the ADESR-specific DOTA form, consistent with the ADER Summary definition used in prior phases. No cap on aggregate capability is imposed by this Governing Document unless established by the DSP or TSP.”

2. Carry the existing device type legend and eligibility into the ADESR to include Electric Vehicle Charger

The draft defines an ADESR as “an aggregation of distribution-connected energy storage devices.” The DOTA forms for ALR (v4-15-26) and NCLR (v6-23-25) both list “EVC, Electric vehicle charger” as a controllable device type alongside stationary battery. At the October 19 DSWG, ERCOT staff said EV charging was not deliberately excluded from the ADESR and that the DESR definition may be wide enough to include it. We ask that the Governing Document and the forthcoming ADESR-specific DOTA form settle the point.

An electric vehicle connected through controllable supply equipment is a distribution-connected energy storage device with a state of charge and a controllable withdrawal rate, and in bidirectional configurations a controllable injection rate. The pilot’s device-level schema already accommodates it: the EVC device code exists, withdrawal and injection capability are separate columns, and zero injection is an accepted entry.

Proposed addition to the ADESR definition:

“Energy storage devices eligible for inclusion in an ADESR include stationary batteries (SB) and electric vehicle chargers (EVC) as listed in the DOTA device type legend, whether or not the device is capable of injection. A device that cannot inject shall be registered with an injection capability of zero. For an EVC, the registered device is the supply equipment at the Premise and the state of charge and real-power values are those of the connected vehicle while connected.”

We also ask that the ADESR-specific DOTA form retain the device type legend and that the two state of charge columns, currently labeled “If battery,” apply to any energy storage device.

ZE asks that the eligibility paragraph state that energy storage devices include stationary batteries and electric vehicle charging equipment whose withdrawal from or injection to the distribution system is controllable by the QSE, whether or not the device is capable of injection. If ERCOT prefers not to add a definition to the Governing Document, ZE asks that ERCOT confirm in its response to comments that an aggregation of EV charging equipment with a discharging capability of zero is eligible to register as an ADESR under the response capability standard, so that participants and the registration team are working from the same understanding.
3. Align the ADESR telemetry validation with the existing procedure.

The current ADER Telemetry Validation, SCED and AS Qualification Procedure (v3.0) requires that at least 50 percent of intervals in an 8-hour evaluation window meet Condition 1. The Phase 4 draft requires that 100 percent of intervals in a 4-hour window meet Condition 1 for an ADESR. No rationale is given for the change.

For a stationary battery fleet the difference is immaterial. For any aggregation whose connected capacity varies within the window, including EV chargers, the 100 percent rule will fail the resource on intervals where aggregate device output falls below 10 percent of registered capability, for reasons unrelated to telemetry accuracy. Condition 2, which tests accuracy, is unaffected by this change and is the condition that matters.

We ask that the ADESR validation adopt the existing threshold, at least 50 percent of intervals in an 8-hour window, or that ERCOT explain what the stricter threshold is intended to detect. We also ask that the ADER Device Level Telemetry Validation Instructions be clarified so that a zero reading from a connected but unoccupied EVC is treated as a valid device reading and not as N/A, so that the 95 percent data coverage rule and the N/A averaging rule do not distort the comparison.

4. Confirm the SCED qualification test runs over the registered range, including a zero HSL

The draft says the ADESR SCED qualification test dispatches “to mutually agreed Set Points that represent a meaningful portion of the ADESR’s charging and discharging capability,” and the existing ALR procedure requires a response range of at least 80 percent of registered dispatch capability. We ask ERCOT to confirm that for an ADESR the test is conducted over the registered range from LSL to HSL, that an HSL of zero is acceptable for a withdrawal-only aggregation, that the minimum percentage is relaxed to match the variability of registered EV charging behavior, and that the test window is set by agreement to a period when the devices are connected, consistent with how the evaluation window is already agreed in the existing procedure. (Note post RTC+B we assume here LSL to be the maximum charging capacity and HSL to be the maximum injection capacity on a bidrectional fleet)

5. Confirm that the availability of the ALR or NCLR option is not grounds to reject an ADESR, and that prior pilot participation is not a precondition

ERCOT may reject a submission where the Premises “are otherwise able to participate in the ERCOT market in a similar manner using existing participation models.” An ALR is dispatched on Load Zone shift factors and an ADESR on nodal shift factors. Nodal dispatch is the difference Phase 4 is designed to study, so the availability of the ALR option is not participation “in a similar manner.”

Staff also suggested at DSWG that a device type not previously seen in the pilot should first demonstrate SCED-following capability before being considered for the ADESR option. The draft already provides that demonstration. ADESR eligibility runs through DSP approval, RIOO registration, the two-step device-level telemetry validation, and a SCED qualification test. An aggregation that passes those has shown SCED-following on the shift factor basis Phase 4 is studying. The same demonstration on a zonal basis under the ALR option would add nothing to the Phase 4 objective. We ask ERCOT to confirm in the Governing Document that prior participation under another option is not a condition of ADESR registration.

In summary, Phase 4 asks whether nodal dispatch of aggregated distribution storage affects transmission congestion. The study is stronger with more dispatchable MW at more nodes. EV chargers are already a pilot device type, the pilot’s capacity definition and telemetry validation already handle withdrawal-only resources, and the changes above bring the ADESR text into line with that existing machinery. None of them touch DSP approval, settlement, or the performance processes in the draft.
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