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Program committee
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Carl Miller (Michigan)
Daniel Nagaj (Vienna)
Jonathan Oppenheim (UCL)
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Jibran Rashid (conference web site) Ish Dhand (help with EasyChair)
Barry Sanders (Chair of local organization and Steering Committee)

... and the rest of the SC:

Fernando Brandao (Microsoft Research) David Poulin (U Sherbrooke)
Andrew Childs (Maryland) Ben Reichardt (USC)

Andrew Doherty (USYD) Krysta Svore (Microsoft Research)
Runyao Duan (UTS) Stephanie Wehner (TU Delft)



Talk submissions

First round of submissions (Sep 25):
184 for talk or talk-or-poster
Comparison: last year there were 197

Four weeks for refereeing process; two weeks for discussions

Results: 46 accepts = 25%
Comparison: last year there were 39 accepts = 20%
4 mergers (so 42 talks = the upper bound set by the SC)

6 designated as plenary talks
1 Best Student paper

Also 3 SC invited talks (so 45 talks total)



e Reviews: 558

Some statistics

External Reviewers: 101 (who produced 145 reviews)

e Breakdown of # authors and acceptance rate by country:
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Canada
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Italy

Japan

Korea
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Netherlands
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Russia
Singapore
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0.00
0.00
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0.00
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0.39



Poster submissions

QIP poster policy: accept unless it’s clearly wrong or off-topic
15t round (Sep 25): 101 posters accepted from rejected talks*™
2" round (Oct 23): 54 more posters submissions, all accepted
Posters based on late submissions were not allowed

Note: when deciding on the accepted talks, PC considers the
talk-only and talk-or-poster submissions the same way

* Two talk submissions were withdrawn and converted to poster-only



Open questions

e Reactions to the parallel sessions?

e How many talks should QIP accept?

? A full schedule, say, with a few long plenary talks combined
with several short and/or parallel session talks

2 Alight schedule, say, consisting of a few long talks about
major breakthroughs, with significant blocks of free time for
interactions

There is a wide range of views among the current PC members



