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Observers Name  Organisation 
Kristy Louise Rhades ENTSO-E 

Maciej Grzeszczyk European Commission 

Sebastian Sterl DG ENER 

Sylvia Angyalova  ENTSOG  

Convenors Name Organisation 

Andrzej Ceglarz Renewables Grid Initiative 

Elisabeth Cremona Ember Energy 

Vasiliki Klonari WindEurope 

  

Agenda Points  
 
16:00-
16:30 

1. Welcome 

2. Feedback on the NT+ scenario results + preparation for economic variants results 

3. Update from the work on SRG opinion on 2026 TYNDP Scenarios (all WGs) 

4. Public consultation on TYNDP 2026 – clarification (ENTSOs) 

5. AOB 
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Summary  
Point 2 SRG shared with the ENTSOs a document bringing together initial reactions on 

the draft NT+ scenario.  
It has been challenging to review all the datasets especially the hourly results. For 
next time it would be worth discussing in what format such results can be shared 
to allow for effective analysis. Several SRG members spotted figures that looked 
odd and should be revised.  
Key observations included: 
1) Potential modelling/reporting errors requiring inspection: 

• EV charging load figures appeared unrealistically high, likely a unit or 
reporting error (values in the range of several terawatts for a single 
country) 

• Renewable curtailment levels were implausibly high in some countries, in 
some cases significantly exceeding 100% of total generation 

• CO2 accounting inconsistencies related to e-fuels, including unclear 
whether e-fuel demand is independently determined or derived from 
production capacity 

• Grey hydrogen production present in the baseline but absent from 2030 
model outputs 

 
2) Trends requiring clarification: 

• Sharp rise in electricity prices by 2040 followed by a drop by 2050 — the 
trend may be directionally correct but absolute levels need explanation 

• Large divergence between hydrogen and electricity prices in some 
countries, making fuel-cell-based electricity production appear artificially 
attractive 

• CO2 emissions still present in results despite net-zero 2050 targets 
• Wide variation across countries in heat electrification pathways, raising 

questions about whether this diversity is intentional and well-founded 
 
3)  Capacity concerns: 

• Wind and other renewable capacities not meeting NECP targets by 2030 
in some countries 

• Conventional hydropower capacity unchanged between 2030 and 2050 
for some countries 

• Pumped storage expansion appears concentrated in a limited number of 
countries, potentially underestimating wider potential 

• Very low levels of synchronous generation in future projections (below 
20% in many instances), raising system stability concerns analogous to the 
Iberian blackout 

 
4) Hydrogen flexibility: 



• The volume of flexibility provided by green hydrogen production was 
flagged as potentially too high relative to other technologies; the 
preference expressed was for green hydrogen that is less market-
responsive than current results suggest 
 

5) Dashboard & format: 
• The KPI dashboard was well received and useful for high-level review 
• Hourly data was difficult to analyse within the available time; 

improvements to format and presentation for future cycles were 
suggested 

• A clearer distinction between model inputs and outputs in the dashboard 
would be helpful 
 

ENTSOs confirmed the feedback had been forwarded internally and is being 
worked through on an expert-by-expert basis, with responses indicating which 
points can or cannot be implemented. 
 
The economic variants’ results are expected to be shared the following Monday 
(23 March). The feedback deadline is 3 April, giving two weeks for review (shorter 
than the three weeks allocated for the central scenario) 
SRG requested to extend the deadline to 7 April (post-Easter) given that 3 April 
is a public holiday in several member countries. ENTSOs confirmed an extension 
is not possible due to the constrained overall timeline. The SRG will self-organise 
to meet the deadline 
ENTSOs confirmed that an updated central scenario will also be shared ahead of 
publication. SRG raised concern that economic variants must be interpreted 
relative to the same baseline central scenario; a divergence between the two 
would make interpretation significantly harder. ENTSOs will aim to share 
economic variance results in the same format as the central scenario, including 
the KPI dashboard and hourly data.  
 

Point 4   The SRG circulated the updated draft opinion piece on 27 February and 
extended the comment deadline from 16 March to the end of that week. SRG 
members must submit any remaining comments by that date. The SRG conveners 
will then draft a missing section covering observations on the NT+ and economic 
variants’ results and add it to the document.  
The SRG will vote on the final opinion piece in April.  
The convenors invited ENTSOs colleagues to review the draft, but ENTSOs did 
not submit any comments, most likely because their teams were occupied 
finalising the scenario results.  

Point 5 The kick-off workshop for the 2028 cycle has not yet been scheduled; a date will 
be discussed once the 2026 scenario results process is complete.  

 



 

Actions Follow, EV -up 
and 
Responsibility 

Submit remaining comments on the opinion piece draft by 
end of that week 

SRG members 

Review and analyse the economic variance results upon 
receipt (expected Monday 23 March) and submit feedback 
by 2 April 

SRG members 

Draft the missing section on NT+ and economic variants’ 
observations for the opinion piece and organise its vote in 
April.   
Coordinate internally on how to divide the economic 
variants review work. 

SRG convenors 

Circulate updated Terms of Reference to members on 1 
April.  

SRG convenors  

Organise a dedicated session later in 2026 to discuss the 
TYNDP public consultation package. 

SRG convenors 

Share economic variance results by Monday 23 March, in 
the same format as the central scenario (KPI dashboard + 
hourly data) 

ENTSO-E 

Work through SRG feedback on NT+ results and confirm 
which points can and cannot be implemented. Share an 
updated central scenario ahead of publication 

ENTSO-E 

Share results of both NT+ and economic variants on 13 
April. Share security of supply results on 20 April 

ENTSO-E 

Review the updated Terms of Reference draft and provide 
comments if relevant 

ENTSOE 

 


