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1. How would you evaluate the research activities in this period?

(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
The scientific output is very good with some rather original, relatively highly cited papers. The group’
s researchers also give a good number of invited talks, although the numbers are falling slightly.
In particular Prof. Edamatsu is well known internationally as one of the pioneers in single and few

photon quantum optics/quantum information.

2. How would you evaluate the activities of the members in the laboratory for the academic societies?
(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor

I am happy to see that some of my criticism regarding lack of international exposure, expressed in

the previous 6-year evaluation, has been addressed. The lab members are now more internationally

integrated with activities in SPIE, OSA, and EPS. In addition, Mark Sadgrove has joined the faculty,

and the number of international collaboration partners have grown. In a national context I don’t see

much change, the group members are participating in relevant societies and activities such as The

Physical Society of Japan, IECIE, and also consults for NICT.

3. How would you evaluate the contribution of the laboratory to society?
() Excellent (*) Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
My mark “Very Good” should be read in the context that quantum information is not yet an integral
part of everyday life neither for world citizens nor for industry or governments. We are on the verge
on a second quantum revolution, so in the near future I hope that I could, without hesitation mark
“Excellent” on this evaluation criteria. However, the activities that benefit society we presently can do
as researchers in the QIT-field can be to give seminars, educate the public about quantum mechanics
and light, and advice industry and government agencies on technology trends and predictions. The

group members are evidently doing this on a scale that can be expected for a group its size.

4. How would you evaluate the lab’s level of funding?
() Excellent (*) Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
A bit surprisingly I see that the group size is increasing but that the external funding seems to
decrease since the last evaluation. If this is something to worry about is beyond my ability to judge,
perhaps the very large (382 MJPY) Grant-in-Aid won in 2005 was a one-time exception that explains
this. At any rate the group is relatively well funded from an international perspective point of view. It

is also encouraging to see that also the more junior faculty are grant holders.

5. How would you evaluate the lab’s collaborative research, including international joint research and
collaborative education?
(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
Since the last evaluation I see that the international collaboration has increased significantly, which
is very pleasing. Several of the publications are written jointly with groups from the US, Italy, and

Germany. In a national perspective there is even more abundant evidence for collaboration with
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institutions outside RIEC. I also see that some of the awarded grants are parts of larger national
efforts such as SCOPE and PRESTO.

6. RIEC is one of Japan's “Joint usage/Research Center” or “Nation-wide Cooperative Research

Projects” institutes. How would you evaluate the achievements of work done under this framework?
(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor

See (5) above. As far as I can see, the Quantum-optical Information Technology laboratory is working

in the intended spirit of a Nation-wide Cooperative Research Project Institute.

7. Additional or overall comments

The web-based evaluation form was very convenient to work with.
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