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Online Lectures

Abstract: We plan to start "hybrid” lectures, which both online and face-to-face classes are given to live
with COVID-19. However, it is not clear how much network bandwidth is required to make such type of
lecture possible. In this study, we set up a classroom to evaluate whether or not a large number of students
can attend an online lecture in a classroom. We observed the network condition and the quality of the audio
and video of the online lecture. In this paper, we present the results of the experiments and the findings.
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