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1. Introduction 

ACCESS-NRI currently receives resources for compute and storage directly from NCI, funded by the 
Australian Government's National Collaborative Research Infrastructure Strategy (NCRIS). ACCESS-NRI 
will use these resources to support model development and test runs for ACCESS-NRI staff, as well as to 
support community members to undertake scientific simulations using ACCESS models and share 
community reference datasets.  

This document outlines the criteria for distributing compute and storage resources to the community 
Working Groups (WGs) to maximise the benefit and impact of the available resource.  

 

2. Total Allocations  

Total compute and storage resources available for FY 2022-2023. Please note that ACCESS-NRI is 
working on the assumption that similar resources will be available for FY 2023-24 but this is dependent 
on NCRIS funding (outcome pending).  

 Total Compute (MSU) Total Storage (PBs) 

Community Working Groups (WGs)* 30 0.7 

ACCESS-NRI Staff (development/testing) 20 0.3 

Reference datasets - 1.5 

*Each of the 6 WGs will initially receive equal compute (5 MSU) and baseline storage (100 TB) allocations. On-going 
allocations will be adjusted according to the proposed plans put forward by each WG.  

 

3. Allocation Process  

3.1 Overview 

The ACCESS-NRI merit allocation scheme for resources will operate as follows:  

• Each community WG will be allocated a project code on NCI with compute and storage 
resources.  

• WG Co-chairs along with the ACCESS-NRI Liaison will be designated as Lead CIs for this project 
code. For notification purposes within the MyNCI User Portal, the WG Co-chairs will be 
designated as Delegate Lead CIs.  

• Membership requests will be reviewed by the WG Co-chairs.  
o Users requesting access project resources will be required to join the associated WG 

within the ACCESS-Hive Forum to be approved. Instructions on joining WGs can be 
found here.  

Commented [CC1]: When creating new projects at NCI, 
there is a condition about the Defence Trade Controls Act. If 
a project gets collaborators from outside Australia, we may 
require a special permit or the advice we don't require a 
special permit. I guess our research is ok without a permit.  
Do we want to allow international collaborators on these 
projects or not? For the moment, I said "no collaborators 
accessing from overseas". Do we want to specify something 
about this here? 

Commented [KD2R1]: Yes it's a good point - I've put 
NCI's conditions of use but perhaps it's worth adding a 
reminder and note to consult the liaisons for advice. 
@Roger Edberg - do you have any thoughts? You probably 
dealt with this type of question often in the past? 

Commented [KD3R1]: I've put an explicit mention of the 
Defence Act and need to consult before approving overseas 
users, I'd suggest we leave it like that for now and we can 
make judgement calls case by case.  

Commented [RE4]: ...from NCI through a dedicated NCI 
Flagship Merit entitlement. ACCESS-NRI will use these HPC 
resources to support... 

Commented [KD5R4]: Thanks - tried to incorporate, 
swapped in reference to NCRIS, probably good to highlight.  

Commented [KD6]: Do we include? If yes, need to review 
(particularly storage).  

Commented [RE7R6]: NCMAS uses a reduced pro-rata 
project storage (data, mass data) entitlement, and reserves 
the remaining share to support projects that need a larger 
data allocation. (Most NCMAS projects are compute-
centric.) We could consider similar? Downside is that this 
has a bit of admin overhead.  

Commented [KD8R6]: Agree - tradeoffs to consider. 
Perhaps this is one we watch and pull in if needed.  

Commented [AH9]: Should we add a note here to say 
that we are working on the assumption that similar 
resources will be available from July 2023 onwards, but that 
this depends on NCRIS funding? 

Commented [KD10]: Given storage is more difficult to 
adjust later - suggest we refer to the initial allocation as a 
'baseline'.  

Commented [KD11]: Should we provide more specific 
details about what each WG receives? 

Commented [RE12R11]: Does this mean an equipartition 
of the 30 MSU across the 6 WGs, 5 MSU/WG each year? 
Implementing a regular competitive application+review ...

Commented [CC13R11]: The share will vary in time 
depending on each WG needs. So we can only say the 
compute resources will be reviewed 6-monthly.  

Commented [KD14R11]: I've put as footnote to the table 
on overall resources what each group will start out with 
(noting it will adjust according to plans).  

https://my.nci.org.au/
https://forum.access-hive.org.au/
https://www.access-nri.org.au/how-to-join-a-working-group/
mailto:u3662956@anu.edu.au


o As part of the NCI Conditions of Use, all users must comply with the Defence Trade 
Controls Act. WG Co-chairs should consult with the ACCESS-NRI Liaison before 
approving any membership requests from overseas institutions.  

• Every 6 months, WG Co-chairs will be asked to work with their community to specify a plan for 
simulations over the next two quarters, including a table showing estimated compute use and 
storage requirements. ACCESS-NRI will provide a template to assist with this planning.  

o Plans should also explicitly include requests for storage to cover reference datasets 
produced by these simulations. Further information on the process to request support 
for reference datasets can be found in the following section.  

o In addition to specific requests, WGs are expected to reserve at least 5% of their 
allocation each quarter that may be distributed for small needs (new users, testing, 
ECRs) at the discretion of the Co-chairs. 

• These plans will be evaluated by the ACCESS-NRI Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) according 
to the below assessment criteria (Section 4). The role of the SAC will also be to identify 
opportunities for WGs to coordinate around shared needs and/or to avoid possible duplication.  

• At the end of each financial year the Working Group Co-Chairs and ACCESS-NRI Liaison will be 
required to report on the scientific impact and use of computational resources, as well as total 
usage by FOR code(s) and by organisation. ACCESS-NRI will provide a template to assist with 
reporting. 

Please note:  

• Allocations are not transferable to other NCI projects outside of the ACCESS-NRI scheme.  

• Allocations should be used during the period of allocation and cannot be deferred to future 
allocation periods without approval from ACCESS-NRI and the Scientific Advisory Committee 
(SAC). 

• Storage (/g/data) allocations are not intended for long-term storage (e.g., exceeding 4 quarters). 
Data intended for sharing and reuse will be supported by a separate dedicated storage 
allocation and managed as part of the NCI Data Collections.  

• Above guidelines and resources may change subject to NCRIS funding agreements. 

  

3.2 Reference Datasets 

Requests to support reference datasets will operate as follows:  

• As needed, WGs can request support for data intended for sharing and reuse among the 
community.  

• Co-chairs along with the ACCESS-NRI Liaison will work with their community to supply a short 
summary of the dataset including but not limited to: (1) brief description, (2) storage 
requirements, (3) the responsible parties, and (4) licence under which the data will be shared. 
ACCESS-NRI will provide a template to assist with such requests. 

• Proposed datasets will be assessed by the Science and Advisory Committee (SAC) according to 
the criteria outlined in Section 4. The role of the SAC will also be to identify opportunities for 
WGs to coordinate around shared needs and/or to avoid possible duplication.  

• ACCESS-NRI Liaison will work with the ACCESS-NRI team and NCI data specialists to release 
reference datasets through the NCI Data Collections. 

Commented [RE15]: Is the intent to support each WG 
request to the fullest extent possible? SAC to resolve any 
situations where requests exceed supply? 

Commented [KD18]: @Claire Carouge - does this cover 
the point/suggestion you wanted to include around the SAC 
role? Please feel free to adjust.  

Commented [CC19R18]: Yes, that's great! 

Commented [KD20R18]: Thanks! 

Commented [KD21]: Not sure if wording too strict but 
probably need to say something as a default position.  

Commented [RE22R21]: Definitely good to state this 
plainly up front. An "appeal" process to allow carrying 
unused allocations 1-2 quarters would be helpful. The risk in 
that is some projects continually asking for carry over. We 
would want to be firm about carry over being a one or two 
time exception instead of the default. 

Commented [RE23]: WGs (co-chairs?) responsible for 
data management decisions? It's good to delegate that 
decision making if possible. Downside is that they may not 
know what to do or may not feel empowered to manage. 

Commented [RE24R23]: Perhaps the SAC can decide or 
advise on any data questions. Share will probably suffer 
from the usual data accretion problem. Propose a "must 
delete or offload" policy? 

Commented [CC25R23]: What does "long-term" mean 
here? Should projects indicate a plan to transfer/remove 
the created data at the end when putting in the plan for 
allocations? 

Commented [KD26R23]: Good points - perhaps we 
handle this in the template for planning? It'll then be part of 
the evaluation process? For 'long-term', how about longer 
then the FY funding window? 4 quarters basically. Is that 
flexible enough you think?  

Commented [CC27R23]: Yes, I think that's enough. 

Commented [KD28]: @Claire Carouge - does this cover 
the point/suggestion you wanted to include around the SAC 
role? Please feel free to adjust.  

Commented [CC29R28]: Yes, that's great! 

Commented [KD30R28]: Thanks! 

https://nci.org.au/users/nci-terms-and-conditions-access#Terms
https://www.legislation.gov.au/Series/C2012A00153
https://www.legislation.gov.au/Series/C2012A00153
mailto:u5050024@anu.edu.au
mailto:u5050024@anu.edu.au


• At the end of each financial year, the SAC will use dataset usage information along with WG 
feedback to review ongoing suitability against the assessment criteria.  

Please note:  

• All reference datasets will require an active data management plan and where appropriate, are 
expected to adhere to the FAIR and CARE data principles.  

 

4. Assessment Criteria  

The criteria for prioritising ACCESS-NRI merit resources are to maximise:  

Alignment with ACCESS development pathways OR software and tools (30%) 

o Priority will be given to requests which contribute to the ongoing development of new 
ACCESS configurations, or to enhance existing configurations. Reference datasets: Priority 
will be given to requests which contribute to the uptake or enhancement of supported 
ACCESS model configurations, model evaluation and data analysis tools.   

Contribution to community (30%) 

o Priority will be given to requests which will contribute to a broad user base, preferably from 
multiple organisations. This criterion will also take into account the value of distributing 
resource to new users, or early career researchers who are unable to support simulations 
from other means.  

National benefit and impact (25%) 

o Priority will be given to simulations that address science priorities that are aligned with 
national benefit and will maximise the impact of ACCESS development, software, data and 
tools.  

Computational Feasibility (15%) 

o The cost of compute and storage, value of the investment, the efficiency of the 
computations to be used and the feasibility of the plan to remove the data at the end of the 
project will be considered in distributing resources. Reference datasets: The cost of storage 
and data management support, value of the investment, the compliance with relevant data 
standards, licensing, and the feasibility of the plan to transition or retire datasets at the end 
of the project will be considered in distributing resources. 

  

5. Tools provided by ACCESS-NRI 

To help the WG Co-chairs and ACCESS-NRI Liaison manage project resources, the ACCESS-NRI will 

provide: 

• Request template to help plan compute and storage allocations 

• Request template for reference datasets 

• Monitoring tools for NCI resources 

Commented [AH31]: The two sets of criteria are not so 
different. Is there a form of wording which could allow them 
to be merged? 

Commented [KD32R31]: Agree. Have now merged.  

Commented [RE33]: Definitely a positive for ECRs, who 
may not be able to compete with established researchers in 
other merit schemes. Climate is especially competitive - 
difficult to get HPC resources. 

Commented [KD34]: @Claire Carouge - just tried to 
streamline wording a bit, let me know if these still reflect 
what you were intending here.  

Commented [CC35R34]: All good. 

Commented [CC36]: A suggestion. Keep or remove? 

Commented [KD37R36]: Great idea 

mailto:u5050024@anu.edu.au


• Reporting template to help with the reporting requirements 

Further information and links to the templates and tools will be added as they become available.  

 

6. Conditions of Use  

All WG Co-chairs and members of the WG granted resources should review and comply with NCI’s terms 
and conditions of access: https://nci.org.au/users/nci-terms-and-conditions-access#Terms  

 

7. Acknowledgement  

ACCESS community members who make use of these resources are required to acknowledge ACCESS-
NRI and NCI in their outputs. The following is an example acknowledgement template: 

“This research was supported by the Australian Government's National Collaborative Research 
Infrastructure Strategy (NCRIS), with access to computational resources provided through the 
ACCESS-NRI Merit Allocation Scheme and the National Computational Infrastructure (NCI).” 

ACCESS-NRI also kindly asks that all outputs are reported through our reporting page <link to be added>.  

Commented [KD38]: Followed suggested format from 
NCMAS guide.  

Commented [KD39R38]: @Natalia Bateman - should we 
include a requirement to report/tell us as well?  

Commented [KD40R38]: Actually, just looking at NCI 
conditions of use, we might need to have both facilities 
acknowledged or flag the NCI one as well.... thoughts? 

Commented [KD41R38]: Okay have just added both 
NCRIS facilities into the one statement. Will add placeholder 
to add requirement to report their output to us as well 
(similar to how IMOS do this).  

Commented [KD42]: Placeholder - we'll want to establish 
something, might just be simple survey tool initially and 
later directly connected into the reporting/monitoring tools 
through Aidan's team.  

https://nci.org.au/users/nci-terms-and-conditions-access#Terms
mailto:u4188951@anu.edu.au

