1) Why did you attend this conference?
» Because my paper was accepted 19

* To hea thetaks 41
* Tomed othersworkinginthefield 37
o Other 1

Mainly because my paper was accepted, as ledures have started

2) Wasthetwo-and-a-half day technical format

 Toolong 0
* Tooshort 1
* Abou right 49

3) How doyouratethe technical content of the conference?
* Very goodbetter than expeded 12

* Goodabou as expeded 32

» Bad/worse than expeded 3

4) What topics would you like to seemore of

Balancejust right

Applicaionsin particular, anomaly intrusion and detedion
Wirelessmeasurement

Modelli ng of inaccurades introduce by measdurement process
Campus networks

Router extensions to suppat measurement

Tomography, BGP

Applicationlevel characterizations, performance evaluations
Approximations espedally network traffic

Change detedions

Flow sampling, network security, traffic engineering
Algorithms, approximation

BGP, routing

Assessment of measurements (what they mean)

Routing

More real world applications in terms of lable/DSL customer metrics
Pradicd use, Experienceof red life which too s'techniques
Oppatunities for “bake off s

Poster sesgon

Bandwidth measurements

BGP

Applicaion measurements

Networking issue relevant to the enterprise specificadly application, retwork
interadions, performance and uili zation

Applications

Measurement todls, experimental

Application charaderization

Measurement systems isaues, accuracy, scdabili ty etc, characterization d network
tods

Redity

BGP and TCP; but only if it is of better quality



Validatior/de bunking of prior studies

5) What topics would you like to seelessof
Congestion

Kego them dl, they flow well together
Routing

Tomography

Routing protocol (ex GBP)
Tomography

Avail able bandwidth measurement
Traffic Engineering

Unsuppated measurement results
(too much “irreproducible results’)
Tootheoretica presentations

Route management

Theoretical simulations

TCP, traffic matrices

TCP

TCP

TCPif they are & current quality

6) Wasthere enough time for questions during talks?

e Yes 33
Somewhat 16
° No 2

But not enough questions
While dl questions got asked, | felt questions were rushed.

7) Wasthere enough time for discussonwith cther attendees?

e Yes 43
 Somewhat 7
° NO 2

I very much liked the ‘relaxed’ schedule — late start, long lunch, early finish ead day.
This made for much enjoyed impromptu meeings.

8) Were you satisfied with the faciliti es at the Palm?

e Yes 40
 Somewhat 11
* No 1

* | would haveliked....
The cisco VPN application past to be ale to go throughthe hotel routes (nat linksys).
Rooms were expensive
Somewhat expensive
Too expensive
Would have liked chegoer rooms
Broadband/wirelessin rooms
Lessalc in my room/conferenceroom —too cold for my taste
Fantastic
Would have liked better meding rooms



Would have liked the st to cover parking

9) Were you satisfied with the social event?

e Yes 42
* Somewhat 5
° No 2

Fabulous as always

10) What feaures would you like to see next year?

* Panelsonseleded topics 16
e Tutorids 12
+ Keynotetalk 11
* Mini workshops on seleded topics 14
* Other 3

Maybe one or two just to fill i n the third day or the first day morning.
Student-orientated activity

Same format

Exhibition

More than oretraffic

Toadsworkshop —I'm hapy with this year’s format but wouldn't mind atalk on
some topic like *legal implicaions of monitoring’ or some off-bed topic

No, doexadly the same

11) Areyouinterested in attending IMC in the future?

e Yes 52

* No (why?)

12) If you submitted a paper, let us know what you thought abou the quality of
the reviews.

* Fair and cktailed 16

e Fair but not enough detail s 5

» Unfair review

* Other

Acoording to my coll eague.
Undedded 5050

13) If you have mlleagues who dedded na to attend IMC this year, doyou knawv

why they chose nat to?
* Program insufficiently compelli ng 1
» Difficulty obtaining visafor entranceinto US 4
* Venuenot appeding
* Cost of travel 8
» Corflict with other events 6

» Insufficient pulicity (leaned abou it too late) 1
Other events (eg NANOG/SOSPmed the same time)
Conflict with teading resporsibiliti es

Very closeto SOSRICNP

Redly more of a‘proximity’ isuue



14) How do you rate the technical content of IMC compared to past two IMWS?

* Very good (better than expeded) 3
* Good(abou expeded) 13
» Bad (worse than expeded) 1
* N/A (did na attend past IMWYS) 29

Abou the same, though perhaps the talk quality was not quite & goodthis year
15) Please write any additional comments or suggestions.

Position papers next year
If pubicity isan isaue, you might find someinterest in the ZETF/ZRTF
communiti es.
I would just like to seemore tutorials and mini workshogs.
The conferencewas excdl ent.
Most well organised conference | have dtended (also the most aff ordable). Keegp
up the goodwork.
The Palm was amazing but lack of high speed internet accessin rooms was
annoying.
How abou exhibition?
Most of participants are from universities
I would liketo hea the adivities of companies, cost-effective and pradicd ones
The hotel was too expensive
Papers are very academic — industry perspedive onthisimplicaions would be
interesting
Coming from a business rather than areseach perspedive, | would like to see
more gopli cations for techniques applied to red/customer networks:

Seaurity uses

Customer QoS

Network Efficiency

Customer Flow Analysis

PZP

Online Games

HTTP
First giving a student travel money then compelli ng him to look for ahatel which
would cause him to pay quite abit more than the given money is not agoodidea.
It would have been more fitting to only give out flight costs and dothe room
reservation en block.
Grea Stuff. Mic was (unfortunately) crumby/broken/poar
Nice @onference Methoddogy papers were particularly interesting. Niceto have a
venue for them.
Gred team of researchers. Hope @rporations continue to foster and cultivate this
type of research. We're & the start of something quite significant.
We neeal more seats (and more power plug)
I’d like to seesome papers about wirelessnetwork measurement.
Improve audio
Have some panels to look into hig pictures mpact of measurements on aher things
(design?); where ae we heading to? What are our chall enges?
| received several papersfor IMCO3 bu was nat listed onthe reviewer list. Not a
big deal, bu would be niceto be ac&nowledged.



