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1. How would you evaluate the research activities in this period?
() Excellent (*) Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
Historically Muraoka-lab has been the world’s top lab in the field of what is known as Recording
Physics and Engineering. However during the review period Prof Muraoka retired from RIEC and
some reduction in scale in the last 2 to 3 years was inevitable. There has also been some redirection of
the technical interests of the laboratory. However the work done at the beginning of the review period

was at the same level of excellence as has historically been the case back to the time of Prof Iwazaki.

2. How would you evaluate the activities of the members in the laboratory for the academic societies?
(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
Prof Muraoka has been a prominent and highly valued member of the IEEE Magnetics Society dating
back to my time as Society President in 2004 to 2006. He has held many senior positions most
notably as Chairman of the Conference Executive Committee which organises both the Intermag
and MMM Conferences each with more than 1,500 participants, he has been Programme Chair and
a regular member of programme committees for more than 10 years. In the final two years prior
to his retirement he was the Chairman of the Magnetics Society Fellows Committee which is a very

senior position with a large international responsibility.

Simon Greaves is also becoming prominent in the [EEE Magnetics Society and he has been on
numerous programme committees for our main conferences and is currently an elected member of
the main management committee (AdCom) a position to which he was elected by an open ballot of

our 3000 members.

3. How would you evaluate the contribution of the laboratory to society?
(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
Historically Tohoku University and in particular RIEC and IMR have been world leading laboratories
across a wide range of disciplines. In particular Muraoka lab has collaborated widely not only with
Japanese industry but with industry on a worldwide basis. In a time when scientific and engineering
research has become a truly globalised international sphere of activity it can be argued that the
university, the institutes and indeed Muraoka-lab have been well ahead of most other institutes in

Japan and indeed elsewhere.

Given the contribution to the major change in Society brought about by the advent of the worldwide
web and most recently cloud computing, the contribution in a societal sense is clear and of the

highest level.

4. How would you evaluate the lab’s level of funding?
() Excellent () Very Good (*) Good () Fair () Poor
[ am not sure of the level of base line funding that is provided by the institute, the university or

government to the work of RIEC or indeed Muraoka-lab. However I am surprised to see what I
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regard as a relatively modest level of funding compared to a laboratory here in the UK. Most of
the funding appears to come from the Japanese industry consortium associated with hard drive
information storage but I am surprised not to find funding for major equipment purchases but this

may reflect my lack of knowledge of how such things are funded in Japan.

Furthermore with the retirement of Prof Muraoka it is not surprising that the funding is low because
obviously he would need to run down and complete projects without applying for additional funding
to go beyond his retirement date. Also with the retirement of Prof Muraoka there will be some
redirection of the laboratory’s activities and presumably that will be reflected in an increase of the

funding required.

5. How would you evaluate the lab’s collaborative research, including international joint research and
collaborative education?
(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
Based on my previous comments there is no doubt that Muraoka-lab has for many years been world
leading in its collaboration with overseas universities, research institutes and industry. I began
collaborating with what was then Nakamura-lab in the 1990’s and have continued to collaborate
with them at some level intermittently ever since. Visiting RIEC and in particular Muraoka-lab has
always been a pleasure. They are most welcoming and hospitable and actively seek out collaborators

not only in Japan but on a worldwide basis.

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
Based on my comments above I am pleased to say that I was very happy to provide a letter of support
for the designation of the Joint Usage/Research Centre and Nation-wide Cooperative Research
Projects applications. As always with RIEC their openness and participation in collaborative efforts
have been outstanding. I am sure the evaluation by the government authorities will reflect this

whenever it is undertaken.

7. Additional or overall comments
For the last five years it has been my pleasure to lead the University of York component of a JSPS
Core-to-Core Project in collaboration with RIEC and IMR. The level of collaboration and cooperation
and the quality of the research undertaken has been of the highest standard. This would not have
been possible without the overall level of technical excellence in RIEC which is without doubt the
world’s leading centre for research in the field of technological magnetism and the facilities are by

far the best in the world for research in our field.

However in addition to the scientific and infrastructural quality it is the willingness to be open and
very welcoming to those from around the world which sets Tohoku University in general but in
particular RIEC apart from any other centre. In my experience this extends to all labs within the

institute without exception.

53



[ 70— BRI\ RISH%E

EHA L -V AT LHAEE 3

1. How would you evaluate the research activities in this period?
(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
The PI of the institute publish every year several papers as last authors but also as first authors in

relevant journals for storage community.

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

In the last 5 years the group members have been active as Programme committee member in 5

international highly recognized conferences. Furthermore they act as editor and referees for various

journals.

3. How would you evaluate the contribution of the laboratory to society?
(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
Annual presentations at an Open Campus and Open Day events are given to the general public.

Furthermore lectures are given at National Institute of Technology

4. How would you evaluate the lab’s level of funding?
(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor

Funding of the the most important recording consortium SRC is obtained every year.

Furthermore with the retirement of Prof Muraoka it is not surprising that the funding is low because
obviously he would need to run down and complete projects without applying for additional funding
to go beyond his retirement date. Also with the retirement of Prof Muraoka there will be some
redirection of the laboratory’s activities and presumably that will be reflected in an increase of the

funding required.

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

Various cooperation with leading groups in Singapore and university of york are active

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

7. Additional or overall comments
The reasearcher of the RIEC Research Laboratory are world wide highest class and well recognized
in the field. High quality research is done and guaranteed by the researcher. The research results are

very objective described and are important to the community.
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