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

(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
In summary, the AWIT research group has proven itself to be very successful in attracting funding
and putting the money to educating excellent researcher students and producing world-class

research and development.

2. How would you evaluate the activities of the members in the laboratory for the academic societies?
(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
Professor Suematsu has a truly excellent national reputation, due to his hard work in establishing
and maintaining his well-funded and well-equipped laboratory, which is dedicated to meeting
national priorities. Associate Professor Kameda has an excellent ongoing collaboration with Rutgers
University (New Jersey, USA). With the additional support, hard work and dedication of Assistant
Professor Motoyoshi, the Group’s research activities should indeed fully meet the expectations of the

community and society in general.

3. How would you evaluate the contribution of the laboratory to society?
(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor

This is more difficult for me to judge, as I am not based in Japan.

4. How would you evaluate the lab’s level of funding?
(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
The group has attracted a healthy amount of funding that has created a modern and well-equipped

laboratory.

5. How would you evaluate the lab’s collaborative research, including international joint research and
collaborative education?
() Excellent (*) Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor

I would like to see more collaboration, especially international.

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

There is a lot of evidence that shows wide collaboration within Japan.

7. Additional or overall comments
Within the US and Europe, Google citation statistics (e.g., number of citations, the associated h-index
and any recent rising or declining trends) are often seen as health indicators for the quality and/
or impact of an individual's research activities. While providing traceable evidence, this over-
simplistic view can be highly emotive and may not reflect the true quality and impact of the research

undertaken by an individual.
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The Advanced Wireless Information Technology (AWIT) research group generates a very high
volume of research publications (conference papers, journal articles and patents). However, many
publications are co-authored by multiple academic members of the group. While this may be the
norm, especially within a national university environment in Japan, it makes it more difficult to
apportion citation statistics to an individual. Within the US and Europe, academics within the same
group generally work in their own areas of research, without having co-authors from the same group.

As a result, it is easier to apportion citation statistics to an individual, and by extension to a group.

Also, within the US and Europe, some compare the h-index with the total number of years an
individual has been publishing; a lower index representing a weaker profile and a higher index
showing strength. With all three academics within the research group, the h-index is lower than the
number of years of publishing. It should be pointed our that Professor Suematsu has only been a full-
time academic member of staff for 9 years and Assistant Professor Motoyoshi for 5 years; making

their h-indices very commendable.

From a purely academic perspective, journal publications represent the best evidence for quality;
conference papers and patents may be better indicators for impact in the community and society in
general (for which there is a great deal of research output). Most journal papers from the academic
members of the AWIT research group are published in the Japanese IEICE Transactions instead
of international learned society journals (e.g. IEEE Transactions). This would explain the relatively
low number of citations. However, the amount of effort, increased risk of rejection, delay and cost
associated with publishing in an international learned society journal may be deemed as undesirable.
Nevertheless, comparison of research quality and impact with international norms can only be done
by publishing within journals having the highest global standards. It seems that there is a cultural

bias towards publishing in national journals and conferences.
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