
The Nordic Capacity Calculation 
Methodology (CCM) project

TSO-view on the 70%-implementation

http://www.fingrid.fi/en/


Rules to avoid undue discrimination between internal and 
cross zonal exchanges

http://www.fingrid.fi/en/


Visualizing the 70%-margin of CEP

http://www.fingrid.fi/en/


Net Position and physical flow

http://www.fingrid.fi/en/


http://www.fingrid.fi/en/


ACER’s interpretation

http://www.fingrid.fi/en/


Flaw 1: linearized approach to assess loop flows and 
internal flows

http://www.fingrid.fi/en/


Flaw 2: Not just RAM that determines cross-zonal capacity
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• Linearization 1
• RAM 1/Fmax = 35%
• Does not meet the 70% 

requirement
• Lower PTDF
• Higher export capability

▪ Linearization 2

▪ RAM 2/Fmax = 70%

▪ Meets the 70% requirement

▪ Higher PTDF

▪ Lower export capability

▪ The focus of the 70%-requirement 
is not on the right axes

http://www.fingrid.fi/en/


From a market perspective

http://www.fingrid.fi/en/


The proposed Nordic FB approach

http://www.fingrid.fi/en/


A statistical approach to the 70%-requirement of CEP

http://www.fingrid.fi/en/


Results for 11 weeks (2017) in the Norwegian grid

http://www.fingrid.fi/en/

