Information from DOE   (c/o Ted Barnes)
UNEDF Pack Forest Meeting 2009
I. DOE Developments

II. Continuation Progress Reports “CPRs” (universities only)
III. Some UNEDF admin. and science details

IV. Questions for DOE?

I. DOE ONP Staff Developments
George Fai = DOE Nuclear Theory Program Manager (arrived 5/26/09)

George.Fai@science.doe.gov
For now, emailing both GF and TB regarding SciDAC issues is a good idea, we will work on any problems in collaboration.

I will continue at DOE full time until 6/30/09 and part time until 9/30/09. 
My 2nd email address is tbarnes@utk.edu  (please cc: 6/30-9/30 email). 

n.b. My track record in predicting the future is not very good. 
II. UNEDF University CPRs  (probably my most important topic)
Progress report for year 3 and (short summary) proposed work year 4:

We will use essentially the same procedure as last year, a short local CPR + local budget information combined with a common overall UNEDF CPR. This appeared to work well last year.

Witek has the guidelines and (I understand) has already distributed them to all UNEDF university PIs.
Main part of the guidelines:
Guidelines for annual continuation progress reports for universities participating in the UNEDF Collaboration. 

For the continuation progress report for UNEDF year 3, 12/01/08-11/30/09, we suggest the following simplified procedure for UNEDF continuation progress reports. This is a slightly modified version of the previous (UNEDF year 2) guidelines.
An email package of four documents should be sent to DOE ONP (NOT to grants.gov) by the PI at each participating university. These documents and rough length guidelines are as follows:

1. A statement of the individual university’s contributions to the UNEDF project in the previous budget period and plans for the next. This should include the tables (at end) for publications and grad students, and list all relevant publications with coauthors at the submitting university in the previous budget year. (ca. 2-4 pp.)   

2. The individual university’s budget narrative for the next budget period. (ca. 2 pp.)

3. The individual university’s 4620.1 budget sheet. (1 pp.)

4. The UNEDF Collaboration continuation progress report. (ca. 50 pp.)

Documents 1-3 will be specific to each university. Document 4 will be identical for all university submissions. 

Document 4 is a detailed annual description of the full UNEDF effort. It should concentrate on science, work accomplished (publications, preprints, talks, and graduate students and postdocs supported), and future goals, just as in a single university continuation progress report.  It need not contain information on the project budget.

The principal topic should be the accomplishments of the previous year. All groups (labs and universities) within UNEDF may contribute to this document as appropriate. The estimated length of 50 pp. is a rough guide.
These university submissions are due at DOE ONP on 1 Sept. of each year (3 mos. before the end of the budget period). The next will be the UNEDF year 3 continuation progress report, describing research progress in the period 12/01/08-11/30/09 and requesting UNEDF year 4 funding for the budget period 12/01/09-11/30/10. It is due at DOE ONP on 9/01/09.
The submission should be sent to george.fai@science.doe.gov and ted.barnes@science.doe.gov, with a cc: to christine.izzo@science.doe.gov.
III. Some UNEDF admin and science detail
1) LQCD (LLNL) component added to UNEDF; the expectation is that LQCD  nuclear forces (NN,NNN,…) is a future major application of LQCD to NP, as was suggested in the 1/09 Exascale NP Workshop (ASCR). ONP is already a major supporter of LQCD, but thus far mainly in Heavy Ion (RHIC) and Medium Energy (JLAB) areas. LQCD contributions to research on nuclear structure and reactions are in the future. UNEDF has an opportunity to contribute to the development of this new topic in nuclear theory (goals, LQCD output needed by ab initio studies, plain old discussions of physics with new people who have a different approach). 
This may be part of your SciDAC-III project. “transformational”
2) Consider the final UNEDF closeout review. This is a SciDAC project. Hence it will be important to stress your computational accomplishments as well as your scientific ones. Specifically, it will be important to demonstrate petascale apps (or attempts to reach petascale), report core counts, scaling behavior etc, in addition to the science goals. (This collaboration already appears well aware of this necessity.)  I unofficially encourage an annual visit w/presentations to DOE as a “reality check” for both sides.
IV. Any issues for me to consider or have considered at DOE?
n.b. Email me a reminder at DOE.
