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Status and plans

• Elizabeth is the custodian of the ATLAS Dataset Nomenclature document 
( thanks!! ) :

• https://cds.cern.ch/record/1070318?ln=en 

(ATL-COM-GEN-2007-003, last revision January 2016).

• The motivation for bringing this to your attention:

• An update is needed for revising the ATLAS Dataset Nomenclature 

document for "naming convention to place DAOD merge datasets".

• There are also some further items to be incorporated. 


• Incremental updates only - need to keep the doc consistent and precise!
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Changes in detail

• Main points:

• Derived ntuples/DxAOD containers consistently get a new label 

‘deriv’ (already in the document!). 

• The production/AMI tags corresponding to merging are dropped from 

the container name in all production stages.

• Merge Step. Derived datasets - Follow up from Oct 5th meeting:

• NTUP dataset example: 

mc16_13TeV.
301057.PowhegPythia8EvtGen_AZNLOCTEQ6L1_DYtautau_4500M5000.merge.NTUP_PILEUP.e3649_e5984_a
875_r9364_r9315_p3288_p3126_tid12232943_00


• production container: 
mc16_13TeV.
301057.PowhegPythia8EvtGen_AZNLOCTEQ6L1_DYtautau_4500M5000.merge.NTUP_PILEUP.e3649_e5
984_a875_r9364_r9315_p3288_p3126/


• container according to new convention  
mc16_13TeV.
301057.PowhegPythia8EvtGen_AZNLOCTEQ6L1_DYtautau_4500M5000.deriv.NTUP_PILEUP.e3649_a875
_r9364_p3288/


• In production, no complaints that we are aware of. 

• The question to be discussed could be, if we rename all the datasets as well?
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Comments from DataPrep

• Jonas Strandberg in Feb. 2017 on CDS:

• Conceptual: 

• Page 7, final bullet point: Do we have any capability in principle to call datasets e.g. 
"mc15a_13TeV" if we run several campaigns with the same hits? 


• Or is it impossible to change the project tag (for good reasons) for downstream tasks? 

• Technical/formal: 

• The document states that "The last two characters (numeric) denote ...",  
is it a "must" or a "should" that the last two digits are numeric?


• Page 8, first bullet point: When we have had non-integer collision energy,  
we have used e.g. “2p76TeV” since the "." is not allowed.  
This could be stated explicitly here.


• Page 11, item #2: Should we change "physics coordinators" to "data preparation 
coordinators”?


•  Page 13, first example: It would be nicer to have an example of a run-2 dataset name  
rather than a run-1 example (NTUP_COMMON => DAOD_SUSY3 or sth).


• Table 8-2, physicsShort name: It would be good to mention PMG, as they are 
responsible for this.


• Table 8-2, dataType name: "group production" -> "derivation production coordinator”.
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Anything else?

• Changing these documents is not something monumental but it is still a 
somewhat involved procedure, getting the agreement from all involved 
parties and OAB.

• So preferably we should collect changes periodically and incorporate 

them.

• Thus, if you have comments, suggestions etc, now is the time!

• Please contact Elizabeth and myself …
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