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Challenge Conclusion
Major storms are extraordinary events with Dagmar (Dec. 2011) is one of the strongest
nigh impact and low probability (HILP) storms in Nordic countries the last 20 years
Extraordinary weather events are expensive Affected 1.7 million customers and 200
experiences DSOs in Norwau, Sweden and Finland
_earning from major events is important to Resulted in hundreds of MEuro in societal
i[dentify vulnerabilities and improve costs
emergency preparedness
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Examples are given of vulnerability
The paper gives a comparison of the storm indicators to be used in 8sset management
Dagmar (2011) in NG, SE and FI to prevent HILP events
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The storm Dagmar - comparison Results and findings
Started on Christmas Day 2011, hit Main challenges
North-Western and inner parts in Norway, Power lines' vulnerability to weather-related
the middle of Sweden and most of Finland Stress
53 inFinland commercial communication systems and
MV accounted for 85 % of interruption transportation
Main causes: Storm and extensive tree-fall
damaging power lines Coping capacity improved from previous
ncentive-based requlation in NO, SE and F: storms
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_y  T'he development of km MV cables in Sweden 2004 - 2071.




