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QIP Charter on PC (see website)

* The role of the Program Committee (PC) is to select the best submitted papers
and to put together a programme for the next QIP. The PC chair chooses the
members of the PC (helped by advice from the SC), typically 15 or more people
representing the broad range of subfields, including both computer science and
physics. The PC chair determines (in cooperation with the SC) the rules for
submission and puts out a call for submissions. The selection of talks among the
submitted papers is competitive, with typically between 40 and 60 accepted
submissions; it is recommended to keep the number of acceptances minimal but
the PC has flexibility to accommodate exceptional breadth and quality of
submissions in a given year. The PC can designate a few of the best submissions
as “plenary” talks (given by “plenary speakers”), which are assigned more time in
the program than regular contributed talks (given by “regular speakers”). All
regular contributed talks are given in time slots ranging from 20-40 minutes.

* Poster submissions will generally be accepted unless they are off-topic or clearly

wrong, to enable people to obtain funds for travel. At the discretion of the PC,
best poster prizes can be awarded.
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Submissions

* Talks
* 349 talk-only or talk-or-poster submissions
63 submissions accepted, resulting in acceptance rate of 18%
6 of which merged in pairs, resulting in 60 talks
5 of which upgrade to plenary
1 of which also best student paper award

* Posters

* ca 325 poster (from poster-only and talk-or-poster submissions),
* 100% accepted



Reviewing

* Electronic system Easychair

* PC members declare Conflict of Interests. Conflicts of Chair handled
by Vice-Chair

* Every paper is reviewed 3 times, resulting in a total of >1000 reviews,
each PC member in charge of 31 papers

» Selection process in several stages involving scoring, championing and
voting rounds, additional voting on plenary and best paper award

* The process is not perfect and decisions are subjective. We have done
our best to be fair.



Discussion

* What should be the format of next years conference?
« #submissions QIP’17 (197), QIP’18 (296), QIP’19 (349)
Should we have more/fewer talks? (Plenary, invited, contributed)

“Conference has become lottery”, “Reviewing too harsh”, ”Single-track is nicer”
Is the purpose of QIP to distribute credit or to have a fun program?

* PC perspective
* Works well
* Keep format similar

* Quality of submissions warrants a mild increase in #talks without sacrifice in quality
(increase from 60 to 70-75 talks)

* Keep it double track, but decrease talk length from 30+questions to 20 or
25min+questions to accommodate the additional talks

* Resurrect the free afternoon ©



Thanks for attending, submitting, presenting talks and posters!
| hope you enjoy the talks & posters!
See you at QIP 2020



