PEEINPPINEYL 5 ]

V7 hI I TRBRMRE 1

1) BEMIEEDOWIER T DN T
(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
FRlZZz L

2) BEMREME B OFXHEINIOWT
(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
FRlZ7Z2 L

3) YEMIEEEEE O SFEEKIZOWT
() Excellent (*) Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
FRIZ7Z L

4) BEUMREOBHFNESEOEBIRIIZOWT
() Excellent (*) Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
FRIZZ L

5) EPRILFENITE - EENE - EEBE B O LRI O VT
() Excellent () Very Good () Good (*) Fair () Poor
FRIZZ2 L

6) FEFEFIH - EFEBFZEHSEE) O FERIZ DWW T
() Excellent (*) Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor

B2 L

7) Fof, BEWL AL T
E B 22 W22 @hIm 1 b v KB O T RETHEZ FIFTB ). & EHlid 5,
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PEEINPINEYL 5 ]

V7 M7 TRBRHRE 2

1) HEEEOWIZERARIZ DN T
(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
KWIZEETIX, 70y 7 IV 7 SEO MM - BEEm oL, ToFEHAE BiET
SML # S5O 71 Y = 7 MBI A TB ) . £ORTIZHB W THRO THOE W
BRE BT T B REIHFIZIZLLVM O3 A 7 4 73— FOAERK., &7 —Xy T alL
7> a v, JSON ORZE &L #E, ¥~ VvF37 CPU LORA 74 7 ALy FO¥R— MEDOE
B OFHIED E RSB TS - FEBL SNz,

2) HBEMEEREE OFREEIZOWT
() Excellent (*) Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
KWFAZIEY 7 b7 2 TRFEORETEE (2016 4F) RFFHEELHBO. FREEIZEHK
ZEZ LTWh, FHEBROEBRRHE 707 7 ARAFTHEHELHEREZ LT\ b,

3) MR E O S EEIZ O W T
() Excellent (*) Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
KIFFEZETIE, SML # OE LB L SML #ICHEDW2ERER L O#BEIZ T2 AN TV 5,
F7o, MIRHRR L BT 2 LT B 2 AT 2o T b 2 EAE CRHMEITE %,

4) LW EOBFNESOERIRIIZONT
() Excellent (*) Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
R EIIFMMEZ L LD LT 25FNEEL NHFIES L T,

5) EBILERIZE - EEENIZE - SHEHEEBOFERFIIOWT
() Excellent () Very Good (*) Good () Fair () Poor
W OWFEH & OILFEIIZEIEH £ D vy, EINMITZERER oW 7838 & o e FFZE I ZNERT 2
b Twa,

6) SEFEIFIH - LEPFFETE B O FEFIZ DT
() Excellent () Very Good (*) Good () Fair () Poor
GRS N7ZERHNIIBERDEIZFEN TV w20, i L 242 %,)

7) FoM, BEWML AL H

AFREORRIE, RPEOTO 7T I v Ve 2AET L, ERLZLDOTHH, KA
WFEE OBENIZERSETEEIDY, T3k e XU SR O SN D 2 L 2 ifFd 5.
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PEEINPPINEYL 5 ]

V7 hI I TRBRHRE 3

1. How would you evaluate the research activities in this period?
(*) Excellent () Very Good () Good () Fair () Poor
The RIEC lab publishes multiple papers in the top venue (ICFP & ECOOP) in our field.

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

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

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

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

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
SML# is a pretty visible project in the world stage.

7. Additional or overall comments
The RIEC lab has done great work in the design and implementation of higher-order functional
languages such as SML. The extension of SML# to support parallelism on multicore machines is very
timely and important. The concurrent garbage collector which the lab implemented is very novel and

could be used in many other contexts.
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