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Abstract: Market power evaluation in the electricity market
is important to ensure fair competition and high market efficiency.
In view of the sources and evaluation methods of market power, the
source of market power to structural market power(SMP) and physi-
cal restrictive market power (PRMP)is attributed. Based on attribu-
tion, the advantages and disadvantages of the domestic and interna-
tional market power evaluation indexes and their application are
summarized, reference for reasonable selection of evaluation indica-
tors in practical applications is provided. The assessment methods
are divided into three categories: market share - based assessment
methods, load and congestion-based assessment methods and par-
ticipant system-based assessment methods. On this basis, the devel-
opment trends of market power evaluation research is analyzed to
provide support for the establishment and improvement of market
power evaluation research.
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of competitive market welfare
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Table 1 Some methods for market power evaluation indicators
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