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SYSTEM-WIDE LOAD PEAK

103 GW
December 15, Hour Ending (HE) 9

SOLAR PEAK

11.2 GW

Dec 15, 2025, HE 12

DECEMBER 2025

KEY OPERATING DECLARATIONS

12/03 System: Geomagnetic Disturbance Alert 
12/04 System: Geomagnetic Disturbance Warning 
12/13 System: Cold Weather Alert 
12/20 System: System Status Level 1
12/28 System: Severe Weather Alert
12/28-29 North: Severe Weather Alert

WIND PEAK

26.1 GW

Dec 28, 2025, HE 23

Reliability Actions and Events 

Awareness and Weather

Alerts and Warnings

• All-Time Solar Peak: 14.5 GW on Sept 7, 2025, HE 11
• All-Time Wind Peak: 26.6 GW on Jan 13, 2025, HE 20
• All-Time Load Peak:  127.1 GW on Jul 20, 2011, HE17 Planned

Derated

Unplanned2
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Dashboard

● Expected   ◼  Concern/Monitor    ▼ Review 

Metric Chart Dec

2025

Nov

25

Oct

‘25

Sept

‘25
Metric Chart Dec

2025

Nov

25

Oct

‘25

Sept

‘25

Market Efficiency Metric D ▼ ● ● ● Unit Commitment Efficiency H ● ● ● ●

Percentage Price Deviation A ● ● ● ▼
Day Ahead Wind Generation 
Forecast Error

K ● ● ● ●

Monthly Average Gross 
Virtual Profitability

B ● ● ● ●
Day-Ahead Solar Generation 
Forecast Error

T ● ● ● ●

FTR Funding C ● ● ● ● Tie Line Error L ● ● ● ●

RSG per MWh to Energy 
Price

E ◼ ● ◼ ● Control Performance – BAAL M ● ● ● ●

Day Ahead Mid-Term Load 
Forecast

F ● ● ● ●
Control Performance – CPS1 
and CPS1 12-month rolling

N ● ● ● ●

Short-Term Load Forecast G ● ● ● ● ARS Deployment P ● ● ● ●

Real-Time Obligation fulfilled 
by Day-Ahead Supply at the 
Peak Hour

I ● ● ● ●

System Impact Study 
Performance

Q ● ● ● ● Settlement Disputes S ● ● ● ●

Note: Dashboard metric criteria are reviewed and revised each year and is included in the Appendix.3
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Two metrics fell outside of the expected range for this month

Metric Expected Criteria Actual Status Comments

RSG per MWh to 
Energy Price

<=0.38% 0.42% Monitor

$3.9M paid to resources for Day-
Ahead Voltage and Local Reliability 
commitments due to outages in the 
South. $0.6M paid to higher priced 
resources to cover underperforming 
units and increased load in Real-Time.

Market Funding 
Efficiency

>=95% 93.8% Review

Excess Congestion Fund (ECF) settled 
at around a $12M shortfall for the 
month of December. ECF performance 
is reflective of the cumulative impact 
of several high ECF funding 
constraints and increased congestion. 
The high impact ECF constraints were 
driven by incorrect constraint 
forecasts, outage volatility, and lack of 
congestion predictions on the Seams.

Day-Ahead Congestion exceeded 
$262M, with FTR Funding Shortfall 
nearing $40M—historically high. Key 
drivers include incorrect outage 
forecasts and elevated FTR flows. 
Alignment improvements expected in 
January, though topology gaps remain 
a risk.



Appendix 



Pricing MISO System-wide DA and RT LMPs 7

Price Convergence: DA and RT LMP 8

MISO DA and RT Hub LMPs 9

Ancillary Services – DA and RT Market Clearing Prices 10

Ancillary Services – DA and RT Market Clearing Prices 11

Nominal Fuel Prices 12

Settlements Monthly Average Gross Virtual Profitability 13

Daily Gross Cleared Virtual Profitability 14

DA Congestion Collections 15

Real-Time Congestion Dollars by Region 16

FTR Monthly and YTD Allocation Funding 17

Market Efficiency Metric 18

DA and RT Revenue Sufficiency Guarantee 19

Price Volatility and Make Whole Payment 20

DA and RT Cleared Physical Energy 21

Load Monthly System Load and Temperature 22

Day-Ahead Mid-Term Load Forecast 23

Short-Term Load Forecast 24

Average Load by Region 25

Market Participant Entered LMR Availability 26

Regional Directional Transfer 27

Unit 
Commitment

Unit Commitment Efficiency 28

DA Supply and RT Obligation at the Peak Load Hour 29

Self-Committed and Economically Dispatched Energy

Trend in Self Commitment and Economically Dispatched 
Energy

Offered Capacity and RT Peak Load Obligation
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32
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The Technology Committee reviews the performance 
requirements for system availability, and the results are evaluated 
in the Human Resources Committee

**ICCP = Inter-Control Center Communications Protocol

2025 Metrics

*Trend lines represent quarter-over-quarter performance
58
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