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IEEE P3329 QEI Working Group
Draft Meeting Agenda

Thursday 11th June 2026, 11:00-13:00 GMT+2

1. Call to Order

2. Introductions and Affiliation Declarations
a. Establish Quorum

3. Approval of the Agenda
4. Approval of the minutes of the previous meeting

5. IEEE Policies Review
a. IEEE Call for Patents  
b. IEEE SA Copyright Policy  
c. IEEE SA Participation  

6. Contributions, Presentations, and Discussions

We will mostly discuss the latest version of the draft. More precisely, the following items 
will be discussed.

1. Draft’s discussion
a. General feedback on the current draft. We might go through each section quickly.
b. In relation to 5.2 of the draft. How to formulate precisely the fact that the standard’s 

user  should  not  hide  any  “additional  information”  it  used  in  solving  the 
computational task that can make it easier to be solved compared to a naïve 
description of the computational task.

c. In relation to 5.4 of the draft. Discuss how to improve the current way to define 
beginning/end of computational task. A precise definition is necessary at least to 
tell how to estimate the total duration of the computation.

d. In relation to 5.4 and 5.5.4 of the draft. How circuit’s compilation shall be included in 
general. In some cases, a single compilation could be done for a whole class of 
circuits (therefore this cost would be similar to the one of qubit’s calibration and 
should be accounted proportionally with the methodology we already discussed). 
In some other cases it has to be done before every circuit run. How to know and 
formalize this?

e. In relation to 5.6 of the draft. Discuss how to improve the current definition of 
experimental vs theoretical energy estimate. Indeed, an experimental estimate will 
almost always(probably?) rely on some theoretical modelling (at least to some 
extent). It could therefore be a “gray” area to distinguish theory vs experimental 
estimate. We should clarify this.

https://standards.ieee.org/content/dam/ieee-standards/standards/web/documents/other/Participant-Behavior-Individual-Method.pdf
https://standards.ieee.org/content/dam/ieee-standards/standards/web/documents/other/copyright-policy-WG-meetings.potx
https://development.standards.ieee.org/myproject/Public/mytools/mob/slideset.pdf
https://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliation/
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f. Discuss whether we should officially propose two versions of the standard in the 
draft and how to phrase this. One with “shall” criteria with information we consider 
to be absolutely necessary. One with the “should” criteria, with recommended 
information. Being too stringent could prevent a wide applicability of the standard. 
Perhaps we should be a bit flexible.

g. Should we include MBQC & Analog in the standard’s scope. While it seems all our 
work could also apply there how are we sure there are no loopholes we don’t see? 
Indeed, we probably lack expertise in this area in the working group.

h. Discuss the should/shall/may wording used all  along the document.  Are they 
appropriate?

2. (Potentially) take a decision about how communication rules to individuals or organizations 
outside of IEEE.

The current IEEE rules prevent us discussing the technical details in the draft to individuals 
external to the working group or IEEE. In the case we get confirmation from IEEE that we 
could do such a communication under the condition that working group members formally 
approve this choice via a vote, we would go through such a vote to see if such a motion can 
be approved.

3. (If time remains) Free discussion on the draft and the working group overall schedule 
proposed.

7. New Business

8. Old Business

9. Future Meetings

10.Adjourn


