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Abstract—Electricity generation and demand time series often
are only available on a national scale. In this contribution, we de-
rive regionalization factors to allocate publicly available national
generation and demand time series for Germany to the federal-
state level. We compare two different types of regionalization
approaches: Static factors are based on the regional distribution
of capacities or population and GPD, whereas dynamic factors
take plant-specific generation time series, regionally resolved
weather patterns or compositions of different load profiles into
account. We observe that dynamic regionalization factors show
significant temporal variability, emphasizing the limitations of
static regionalization factors for a spatio-temporally more de-
tailed representation of power system time series.

Index Terms—energy system data, regionalization factors,
generation time series, load time series

I. INTRODUCTION

System data with a high temporal and spatial resolution
is of interest for energy system analysis and modelling, but
also for monitoring regional indicators like the degree of self-
sufficiency or local grid emission factors. One main area of
research is the collection and modelling of data which serves
as input for detailed energy system models. Examples include
renewable generation time series derived from weather data
and wind turbine or photovoltaic panel models [14], [16], [26],
data sets describing renewable energy potentials through land
availability [20], or historical and projected regionalized load
time series [7], [11], [17]. Nevertheless, for model validation
as well as system analysis and monitoring, spatio-temporally
resolved data representing the actual system is needed. For
Germany, historical and close to real-time data in general is
provided by system operators for each control area and on a
national level. The four German transmission system operators
provide, for instance, electricity demand or per type gener-
ation time series with a temporal resolution of 15 minutes.
A central provider of power system data is the electricity
market platform ”SMARD” hosted by the Federal Network
Agency (”Bundesnetzagentur”) [6]. On an European scale,
the European Network of Transmission System Operators for
electricity (ENTSO-E) publishes a wide range of electricity
system data and time series through the ENTSO-E Trans-

parency Page [8]. Using this data as input, different institutions
visualize (if necessary preprocessed) energy system data, thus
providing information and facilitating access to electricity
system data for the public [9], [12]. Electricity system data
from ENTSO-E also serves as an input to derive further
system information like, for instance, hourly generation- and
consumption based emission intensity signals for European
countries [3], [22]. All these applications share the common
restriction to be limited by the spatial and temporal scale
of the original data provided by the system operators. Data
with a higher spatial resolution has to be either collected
from additional sources like, for instance, load data from the
numerous distribution grid operators, or has to apply region-
alization processes. Examples include the load regionalization
methods derived from the DemandRegio project [11], or the
simplified capacity-based regionalization process applied to
derive electricity generation time series for the federal state
Nordrhein-Westfalen [19].

We study this problem of representing electricity system
time series on a regional level through the calculation of
regionalization factors for federal states in Germany. As input,
we assume load and per type generation time series on a
national level as provided by ENTSO-E or SMARD. Regional-
ization factors distribute this nationally aggregated information
to the different federal states. We show that regionalization
factors, which are based on static information (monthly or an-
nual time scale) like capacity distributions or population statis-
tics, neglect the significant temporal variability represented
by dynamic regionalization factors, which take into account
time-dependent information (hourly time scale). These results
indicate that simplified static regionalization methods provide
information with very limited accuracy, and motivate efforts
to apply more elaborated dynamic regionalization methods.

The article is structured as follows: Section II discusses
both the underlying data sources and the methods to derive
static and dynamic regionalization factors for federal states
in Germany. The subsequent section III presents results with
a focus on the comparison between the static and dynamic
approaches. Section IV concludes the article.
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II. DATA REGIONALIZATION

In the following, we will assume the overall time frame of
one year (2021), with all time series available with at least
hourly resolution. As input data, we use electricity demand
time series d(t) and per type generation series gs(t) on
the national level. Here the technology index s denotes the
generation type, i.e. ”Fossil Hard Coal”, ”Nuclear”, ”Wind
Onshore” etc. These time series have to be regionalized to
determine the corresponding quantities on the federal-state
level:

dn(t) = rdn(t) · d(t) , gsn(t) = rsn(t) · gs(t) . (1)

Here the index n denotes the region, i.e. the individual
federal state. We consider both static regionalization factors
rn(t) = rn and dynamic regionalization factors rn(t). Static
factors can be derived from time-aggregated quantities like the
share of generation capacity per region or population. Dynamic
factors need to take some time-dependent signal into account,
for instance different load profiles for different regions, or
spatio-temporal weather patterns for the renewable generation
time series.

For this study, data for the national electricity demand
and per type generation time series has been taken from
the ENTSO-E Transparency Platform (actual load and actual
generation per production type [4], [5]). All data has been
resampled to hourly resolution. In the following, regionaliza-
tion factors for the per type generation time series are derived
for the technology categories as classified by ENTSO-E (see
Table I). The methodology can be adapted to similar time
series through a corresponding classification of the technology
indices.

A. Static regionalization factors

Static regionalization factors for all generation time series
are derived from the ratio of installed capacity per production
type in a state to the total installed capacity per production
type in Germany:

rsn =
Gs

n∑
n G

s
n

. (2)

Here Gs
n denotes the installed capacity of type s in federal

state n. The underlying data is collected from the German
Federal Network Agency (Bundesnetzagentur) power plant
list [2]. This regularly updated list identifies and describes the
net and gross capacity, production type, location and working
status of the individual power plants in Germany. Power
generation units are identified using two codes, the MaStR
number and the power plant number of the Federal Network
Agency. For 2021, this dataset represents in total 212.46 GW
of installed capacity, neglecting small units with capacities
below 10 MW. The renewable generation is not separated by
unit but is provided as the total sum of capacity per technology
type per state. Offshore wind turbines are not assigned to any
federal state in the power plant list and have been manually
assigned based on information from [27]. Based on Eq. 2,
a total of 224 distribution factors are created (16 states and

TABLE I: Mapping of production type classifications in
the Federal Network Agency (BNetzA) power plant list to
ENTSO-E technology classifiers

ENTSO-E technology type BNetzA technologies
Fossil Oil Mineralölprodukte
Fossil Gas Erdgas, Grubengas
Fossil Hard Coal Steinkohle
Fossil Brown coal/ Braunkohle
Lignite
Biomass Biomasse, Deponiegas, Klärgas
Waste Abfall
Other Sonstige Energieträger (nicht erneuerbar),

Batteriespeicher, Wärme, Mehrere
Energieträger, Sonst. Speichertechnologien,

Andere Gase, Klärschlamm, Unbekannter
Energieträger

Hydro Run-of-river Wasser, Laufwasser,
and poundage Speicherwasse (ohne Pumpspeicher)
Hydro Pumped Storage Pumpspeicher
Nuclear Kernenergie
Other renewable Sonstige Energieträger (erneuerbar)
Solar Solare Strahlungsenergie
Wind Offshore Windenergie (Offshore-Anlage)
Wind Onshore Windenergie (Onshore-Anlage)

14 ENTSO-E production type categories as listed in Table I).
The static regionalization factors for the ENTSO-E actual load
time series are based on population and gross domestic product
data. For each federal state, the national hourly demand time-
series is distributed proportionally to a weighted share of 60 %
GDP and 40 % population. This weighting has been suggested
in [15] based on a linear regression and has also been used
in [23].

B. Dynamic regionalization factors

The dynamic regionalization process for generation data
is visualized in Fig. 1. ENTSO-E publishes per unit gen-
eration time series for generation units with more than 100
MW generation capacity. For Germany, this accounts for 182
generation units, providing 40% of total generation. Each
generation unit covered by this data set has been categorized
according to the associated ENTSO-E technology category and
matched with the corresponding entry in the Federal Network
Agency entry. A part of the per type generation thus can be
distributed to the Federal States according to the location of
the generation units covered by the per generation time series.
The remaining per type generation data not represented by the
per unit generation time series has been regionalized using
static factors as described in Sec. II-A, only that the Federal
Network Agency power plant list has been reduced to the units
for which generation time series are not published by ENTSO-
E.

Figure 2 shows for each of the ENTSO-E technology types
the amount of capacity covered by the per unit generation time
series, both as shares and absolute values. A large part of the
generation units from Fossil Hard Coal, Brown Coal/Lignite,
and Nuclear have generation capacities larger than 100 MW
and thus are covered by the per unit generation data set. For
these technologies, the per unit time series contribute 80-100
% of the total installed capacity of their respective energy type.



Fig. 1: Process diagram for the calculation of dynamic regionalization factors for generation time series.

Fig. 2: Amount of generation capacity per technology covered
by the per unit generation time series data from ENTSO-
E. Left-hand side shows the relative share of the covered
generation, right-hand side shows corresponding capacities in
GW.

Due to a large number of smaller generation units, for Fossil
Gas only approximately 50 % of the generation is covered
by per unit time series. Dynamic regionalization factors for
renewable generation from Wind (Onshore and Offshore) and
Solar for each federal state are calculated based on weather
data and installed renewable capacities through the simulation
tool atlite [14]. The weather data for the year 2021 was
obtained from the ECMWF Reanalysis v5 (ERA5) dataset
[13] and the information about location, capacity, and type

of the individual renewable power plants was taken from the
German Marktstammdatenregister (MaStR, central register for
installation data) [1]. In order to match the renewable power
plant locations to the federal states, shapefiles were obtained
from the natural earth free vector and raster map dataset
[25]. The general workflow of the calculation of the dynamic
regionalization factors for wind and solar power generation
consists of the following steps.

1) The renewable power plant data from the central register
for installation data was filtered regarding location, ca-
pacity and technology. Dataset entries without geographic
information were neglected. The remaining renewable
power plants were mapped to the federal states by com-
paring if their location was within the borders of the
corresponding federal state. In the case of Offshore Wind,
the nearest grid entry point was chosen via the haversine
formula and the ENTSO-E grid map.

2) atlite was used to calculate the renewable generation
for each renewable power plant based on its location,
its capacity and the weather data taken from the ERA5
dataset. A cutout of Germany based on its geometric
boundaries was created matching the grid cells of the
ERA5 data and the underlying coordinate system of
the German map. The renewable generation was then
calculated using atlite’s conversion function [14] for solar
photovoltaic, onshore wind and offshore wind. The used
generation models for renewable generation were the



following:

Solar: CSI panel with a slope of 30° and an
azimuth angle of 180°

Onshore: Vestas V112 turbine with 3 MW rated
capacity

Offshore: NREL reference turbine with 5 MW
rated capacity

The resulting renewable generation per type and location
was then aggregated to the federal-state level.

3) The dynamic regionalization factors per type and federal
state rsn(t) are calculated by taking the fraction between
renewable generation per type and location aggregated to
the federal state level gsn(t) and the overall renewable
generation per type for Germany

∑
n g

s
n(t):

rsn(t) =
gs
n(t)∑

n gs
n(t)

.

Dynamic regionalization factors for electricity demand are
derived from an hourly resolved demand data set for all
NUTS3-regions in Germany for 2015 [17]. Hourly values have
been aggregated for each Federal State, and the entire data set
temporally shifted to match the days of the week of the year
2021.

III. RESULTS

A comparison of the static and dynamic regionalization
factors for generation and load time series is shown in Fig. 3.
The per unit generation dataset does not contain time series
for power generation from Biomass, Other, Wind Offshore,
Wind Onshore and Solar (see Fig. 2). Whereas for Wind
Onshore, Wind Offshore and Solar, dynamic regionalization
factors can be calculated based on weather data and the
distribution of generation capacities, for the remaining not
covered generation types no dynamic regionalization factors
could be derived. Accordingly, for these technologies, static
and dynamic factors coincide in Fig. 3. For the main fossil
generation technologies Fossil Brown Coal/Lignite, Hard Coal,
Fossil Gas and Nuclear the comparison in Fig. 3 indicates the
significance of using dynamic regionalization factors. Plant-
specific factors like operational costs, heat provisioning in the
case of combined heat and power plants, bidding strategies,
or outages result in a time-dependent distribution of per type
generation which considerably deviates from the distribution
of the corresponding generation capacities. This variability
also persists for generation from Fossil Gas, where only
approximately 50 % of generation can be regionalized based
on per unit generation time series.

The dynamic regionalization factors for Onshore Wind,
Offshore Wind and Solar in Fig. 3 display an even larger
variability as compared to the regionalization factors for fossil
generation technologies. Weather patterns can vary consider-
ably over different federal states, resulting in a distribution of
per type generation often very different from the distribution
of generation capacities.

For electricity demand, the variability is considerably lower
compared to the different production types. This reduced

variability can be explained with the overall homogeneous
load profiles of households. Nevertheless, in particular, the
federal states with larger demand show some significant hourly
deviation from the static regionalization factors, mainly caused
by industrial loads with different load profiles than house-
holds [17].

A major challenge is the validation of the regionalized
time series. Generally, regional data is only available with a
low temporal resolution (monthly or yearly) through statistical
reporting [18]. Different reporting schemes for aggregated
statistical data as compared to temporally resolved time se-
ries further hinder validation (see for instance the discussion
in [12] or [24]). ENTSO-E publishes generation and load
time series for the four different control areas in Germany
(operated by the transmission system operators Amprion
GmbH, TransnetBW GmbH, TenneT TSO GmbH and 50Hertz
Transmission GmbH, respectively), which do not coincide with
federal states. To perform a validation using this published data
on contral area level, we first derived dynamic regionalization
factors for NUTS3 regions using an approach analogous to the
one described in Sec. II-B, and then combined these factors
based on the mapping of NUTS3 regions to control areas
as provided in [10]. Applying these dynamic regionalization
factors to the published per type generation series for Germany
yields regionalized time series for the four control areas, which
have been compared with the corresponding time series for
these areas as published by ENTSO-E.

Table II displays the average generation per hour for the
main technology types for each control area, both for the
published time series and the time series derived from dy-
namic regionalization factors. Additionally, the root mean
square errors between published and derived time series are
shown. A very close agreement is observed for Fossil Brown
Coal/Lignite and Nuclear. The entire Nuclear power generation
is provided by large power plants for which per unit generation
time series are available, so all discrepancies result from issues
in the original data. Also for Fossil Brown Coal/Lignite, a
large share of the generation is covered by published per unit
generation time series. Additionally, the generation is almost
completely limited to two control areas, further reducing
the discrepancy between allocated and actual time series. In
contrast, power generation from Fossil Hard Coal and in
particular from Fossil Gas also includes a considerable share
from smaller power plants distributed over all four control
areas. This results in some disagreement between actual and
allocated time series for these technology types, which is
even larger for power generation from biomass, for which no
per unit generation time series are available. The allocated
time series from Solar, Wind Onshore and Wind Offshore are
entirely modelled from weather data and information about
the distribution of generation capacities. For this approach,
the results indicate a good agreement for average generation,
with some larger deviations for individual hourly values.



Fig. 3: Dynamic vs. static regionalization factors for demand and all production types listed in Tab. I. For each subfigure, one
dot in the scatter plot represents a value for each hour. The x-axis gives the static factor, the y-axis the dynamic factor, different
colours indicate different federal states. For some production types and federal states, static and dynamic regionalization factors
coincide due to a lack of time-dependent regionalized data.



TABLE II: Comparison of regionalized (allocated) and published (actual) time series for German control areas for 2021. First
two columns show average generation per technology type or demand per hour in GW (actual and allocated), third column
displays the root mean square error between the actual and allocated time series for the given type or demand in GW.

ENTSO-E Tennet 50Hertz TransnetBW Amprion
technology type Actual Allocated RMSE Actual Allocated RMSE Actual Allocated RMSE Actual Allocated RMSE

Lignite 0.009 0.008 0.014 5.999 6.001 0.316 0 0 0 5.201 5.292 0.290
Hard Coal 1.443 1.659 0.298 0.592 0.987 0.442 1.578 1.395 0.243 2.304 1.916 0.555
Gas 1.541 1.927 0.563 0.369 0.926 0.622 0.232 0.362 0.174 3.840 2.766 1.189
Nuclear 3.789 3.807 0.65 0 0 0 1.192 1.186 0.029 2.485 2.469 0.016
Biomass 2.065 1.448 0.627 0.596 1.012 0.456 0.592 1.045 0.464 1.025 0.773 0.256
Solar 1.955 2.188 0.411 1.499 1.569 0.373 0.716 0.668 0.207 1.150 0.944 0.402
Wind Onshore 4.255 4.825 0.884 3.546 3.780 0.590 0.313 0.176 0.199 2.094 1.428 0.910
Wind Offshore 2.318 2.433 0.311 0.423 0.309 0.311 0 0 0 0 0 0
Demand 17.130 18.159 1.133 12.391 10.425 2.077 6.983 7.544 0.670 21.088 21.464 0.886

IV. CONCLUSION

Generation and load time series are often publicly available
only on a national level. Spatially more detailed information
can be estimated based on regionalization factors, which
distribute aggregated information to regional level. In this
contribution, we have discussed this regionalization process for
generation and load time series from national to federal state
level for Germany. The necessary time-dependent information
can be collected from per unit generation data, load modelling
based on load profiles, and renewable generation simulation
models leveraging spatio-temporal weather data. We have
shown that regionalization factors need to take into account the
temporal variability in the distribution of electricity generation
and demand. All static and dynamic regionalization factors are
available at [21] to allow immediate application and validation
for the scientific community.
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gram, ID 00009280. Tim Fürmann acknowledges funding from
DFG (SPP 1984), project ID 450860949.

REFERENCES
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