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Residential
Home Energy Efficiency Rebates 0.70 0.69 0.69 (3) 0.69 (1,2) 0.79 (1,2,4) GPY3 includes deemed spillover adjustment of 0.10.

Home Energy Savings 0.90 0.86 0.86 (3) 0.86 (1,2) 0.86 (1,2)
MF Home Energy Savings: In Unit 0.90 0.96 0.96 (3) 0.96 (1,2) 0.96 (1,2)
MF Home Energy Savings Major 0 90 NA NA 0 93 (4) 0 93 (4) Deemed based on Ameren res lts Consens s from 5/1 SAG (5)

Program
Approved

Plan
EM&V
Results Notes & CommentGPY1 GPY2 GPY3

MF Home Energy Savings: Major 0.90 NA NA 0.93 (4) 0.93 (4) Deemed based on Ameren results. Consensus from 5/1 SAG (5).

Residential NC 0.80 NA NA 0.80 (4) 0.80 (4) Consensus from 5/1 SAG (5).

Elementary Energy Education 0.99 0.79 0.79 (3) 0.79 (1,2) 0.79 (1,2)
Behavior 0.95 NA NA (3) NA (3) NA (3)

Business
Business Energy Efficiency Rebates 0.80 0.73 0.73 (3) 0.73 (1,2) 0.83 (1,2,4) GPY3 includes deemed spillover adjustment of 0.10.Business Energy Efficiency Rebates 0.80 0.73 0.73 (3) 0.73 (1,2) 0.83 (1,2,4) GPY3 includes deemed spillover adjustment of 0.10.

Custom 0.80 0.53 0.53 (3) Retro (3) Retro (3)
Economic Redevelopment 0.80 NA 0.80 (4) 0.70 (4) 0.70 (4) GPY2 and GPY3 use deemed NTG of 0.70.

Retrocommissioning 0.80 1.02 1.02 (3) 1.02 (1,2) 1.02 (1,2)
Small Business Energy Savings 0.80 1.00 1.00 (3) 1.00 (1,2) 1.00 (1,2)
Business NC 0.80 0.33 0.33 (3) 0.52 (4) 0.52 (4) GPY2 and GPY3 deemed using ComEd EPY4 results.

Other
Home EER, Kits NA NA NA NA 0.84 (4) Consensus from 5/1 SAG (5).

Emerging Technology NA NA NA 1.00 (4) 1.00 (4) Consensus from 5/1 SAG (5).
Notes:

(3) Per NTG Framework provision #3, NTG results used retroactively.
(1,2) Per NTG Framework provisions #1 & #2, previous NTG results used prospectively.

(4) Per NTG Framework provision #4, "deeming a NTG ratio prospectively, may be appropriate if: the program design and market are understood well enough to reasonably accurately estimate an 
initial NTG (e.g., based on evaluated programs elsewhere); or it is determined that the savings and benefits of the program are not sufficient to devote the evaluation resources necessary to better 
estimate a NTG ratio."
(5) SAG Consensus documented in "Updated Copy of Revised March 21 NTG Discussion‐Utility EMV (PY6).xlsx" provided by EE SAG Facilitator.
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