Survey of Business Sentiment on Japanese Corporations in Thailand
for Spring, the 1° half of 2011

Survey Period

Questionnaire requesting date May 31, 2011

Questionnaire response deadline June 30, 2011

Questionnaires response

This questionnaire was handed out to
1,320 JCC member corporations.

(Eleven governmental organizations are excluded.)

No. of firms responding this questionnaire

373 corporations

The percentage of response

28.3 percent

Note

Since the number of corporations responding this questionnaire

is not sufficient, it may not be advisable to judge the situation

only by seeing the percentage.

Report of response to this questionnaire

Please refer to the following pages.
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JCC Economic Survey Team

No. of firms
Industry No.
Food 19
Textile 12
» |Chemical 32
5 |Steel/ non-ferrous metal 29
\.‘_;é General machinery 15
S |Electric/ electronics machinery 45
= Transportation machinery 48
Others 36
Manufacturing sector total 236
Trading 46
£ |Retailer 11
E Finance/ insurance/ securities 18
§ Construction/ civil engineering 16
E Transportation/ communication 27
S |Others 19
Non- manufacturing sector total 137
Total 373




1. BUSINESS SENTIMENT

(1) Summary

From the second half of 2010 to the second half of 2011, the target period of this survey, business sentiment is anticipated
to be continuously improving from the previous period (the first half of 2010) until the second half of 2010. The
improvement may sharply slow down in the first half of 2011 due to the Great East Japan Earthquake, but it is expected to
be rapidly increasing again in the second half of 2011. (Table 1-1)

(Table 1-1) Business Sentiment Unit: percent
Past Surveys Survey this time
Result Forecast Result Forecast
06H2 | 07H1 | 07H2 | 08H1 | 08H2 | 09H1 | 09H2 | 10H1 | 10H2 | 11H1 | 10H2 | 11H1 | 11H2
Improving 37 39 49 57 21 15 71 72 63 55 71 42 69
No change 25 30 27 23 15 17 14 15 22 34 18 21 21
Deteriorating 38 31 24 20 65 68 16 12 15 12 12 38 10
(Ref) DI -1 8 25 37 -44 -53 55 60 48 43 59 4 59

(Note) 1. DI ="“improving” — “deteriorating”
2. Since the fraction of percentage is rounded off, the totaling may not be equal to 100 percent. This also applies to the tables below.

(Note) To determine whether business performance are “improving” or ““deteriorating”, business performance is to be compared
between in this term and in the previous term. If DI, which is the balance between those two figures, is above the neutral level, it

signifies that business performance is improving even though the indicator declined from the previous term.

(2) The second half of 2010 (July — December)

The percentage of the firms reporting that business sentiment was “improving” decreased to 71 percent from the previous
term (72 percent), whereas that reporting “deteriorating” remains at 12 percent from the previous term. As a result,
diffusion Index (DI), which is the balance between “improving” and “deteriorating”, was calculated at +59 percent, minus
1 point from the previous term (+60). The overall DI has shown a positive figure for the third consecutive periods of the
survey. (Table 1-1)

In the manufacturing sector, the DIs were continuingly increasing in the transportation machinery and textile industries,
while the improvement seed decreased in the general machinery, steel/non-ferrous metal and electric/electronics
machinery industries. As a result, the overall DI in the manufacturing sector was decreasing to +52 from the previous term
(+67). For the non-manufacturing sector, decreased improvement seed in the transportation/communication industry has
been compensated by increased improvement seed in the retailer and construction/civil engineering industry. As a result,
the overall DI in the non-manufacturing sector was increasing by 22 points to +70 from the previous term (+48). (Table
1-2)

(3) The first half of 2011 (January — June)

The percentage of the firms reporting that business performance are “improving” decreased by 29 points to 42 percent
from the previous term (71 percent), whereas the percentage of the firms reporting “deteriorating” increased by 26 points
to 38 percent from the previous term (12 percent). As a result, the overall DI of +4 was lower than the previous term (+59)
(Table 1-1)
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In the manufacturing sector, the DI turned to be “deteriorating” in several industries including transportation machinery,
chemical and steel/non-ferrous metal. As a result, the overall DI of -7 was lower than the previous period (+52) by 59
points. In the non-manufacturing sector, the improvement rate is expected to be decreasing in all industries except
construction/civil engineering. As a result of this, the overall DI of +23 was lower than the previous period (+70). (Table
1-2)

(4) The second half of 2011 (July — December)

The percentage of the firms reporting that business performance was “improving” was increasing by 27 points to 69
percent from the previous term (42 percent), whereas the percentage of the firms reporting “deteriorating” fell by 28
points to 10 percent from the previous term (38 percent). As a result, the overall DI of +59 was higher than the previous
term (+4). (Table 1-1)

In the manufacturing sector, the decreased improvement seed in the food and textile industries was compensated by the
increased improvement seed in the other industries. As a result, the overall DI of +55 in the manufacturing sector was
higher than the previous period (-7). In the non-manufacturing sector, the improvement seed is expected to be increasing
in all the industries expect construction/civil engineering. As a result, the overall DI in the non-manufacturing sector rose
to +63 from the previous period (+23). (Table 1-2)

(Table 1-2) DI by the industry (“improving” — “deteriorating”)

Past Surveys Survey this time
Result Forecast Result Forecast

Industry 07H2 | 08H1 | 08H2 | 09H1 | 09H2 | 10H1 | 10H2 | 11H1 | 10H2 | 11H1 | 11H2

Food -15 13 27 33 54 0 13 0 0 57 26
Textile 15 33 -28 -40 43 15 0 16 18 46 40

» | Chemical 48 44 -62 -32 84 75 60 26 55 -26 53
g Steel/ non-ferrous metal 21 58 -70 -88 70 96 26 13 68 -10 57
HS General machinery -15 25 -50 -57 70 7 77 16 47 20 54
§ Electric/ electronics machinery 11 18 -55 -35 74 65 27 40 38 4 50
Transportation machinery 53 55 -46 -88 82 87 85 55 94 -52 84
Others 41 39 -45 -68 45 62 43 37 42 -3 47
Manufacturing sector total 28 38 -46 -57 69 67 48 33 52 -7 55
Trading 28 68 -57 -43 61 83 55 60 83 0 62

% Retailer 60 75 -16 9 75 12 0 75 100 46 73
g Finance/ insurance/ securities 0 10 -33 -47 33 54 41 54 82 53 65
§ Construction/ civil engineering 11 4 -25 -67 -35 7 59 59 50 75 50
E Transportation/ communication 0 32 67| -53 37 69 50 50 55 0 67
2 | Others 18 16| -20| -56 19 17 40 57 53 21 68
Non-manufacturing sector total 19 35 -39 -47 34 48 48 57 70 23 63
Total 18 37 -44 -53 55 60 48 43 59 4 59
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(Figure 1) Trend survey of diffusion index (DI) in the Japanese corporations.
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(Note)
1. Diffusion Index (DI) = improving - deteriorating
2. No survey was performed in the second half of 1991.
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2. SALES

The percentage of the firms reporting an “increase” in their total sales in 2010 rose by 49 points to 82 percent from the
previous year (33 percent). The percentage of the firms reporting a “more than 20% increase” in their total sales rose by
40 points to 46 percent from the previous year (6 percent). (Table 2-1 and Table 2-2)

Regarding sales forecast for 2011, the firms anticipating an “increase” in their total sales fell by 10 points to 72 percent
from the previous period, and the percentage of the firms anticipating a “more than 20% increase” in their total sales also
fell by 29 points, from 46 percent in the previous period to 17 percent. (Table 2-1 and Table 2-3).

(Table 2-1) Change in total sales Unit: percent
Past Surveys Survey this time
Result Forecast Forecast
Year 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11 10 11
Sales Increase 80 82 73 65 61 56 33 84 72 82 72
Sales increase more than 20% 31 44 27 17 14 14 6 43 14 46 17

(Note) Years are based on the financial year of each corporation.

(Table 2-2) Sales in 2010 (from the previous year)
Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Increase No Change Decrease
Industry More than Less than Less than More than
20% 10-20% 10% 10% 10-20% 20%

FFood 13 (68)f 2 (11) 2 (11) 9 (47) 2 (1)) 4 (1) O (O 4 (21) O (0)
Textile 7 (70 2 (200 2 (20 3 (RO o (O 3 @0 2 (0 1 (0) o (0
» [Ehemical 28 (93 14 @47 9 B 5 @AY 1 G r G o ©O© 1 @ o O
S [Steel/non-ferrous metal 23 (92) 19 (76)] 2  (8) 2 (8) 1 @) 1 @ o @O 1 @ o (0),
:—f [General machinery 9 (69) 4 (31) 4 (31) 1 (8) 1 @] 3 (@3 3 (23 0o (O o 0))
§ Electric/electronics machinery 32 (76) 18 (43) 8 (19) 6 (14) 3 M 7 an 3 M 3 M 1 2),
[Transportation machinery 43 (91) 34 (72)) 7 (15) 2 (4) 2 @@ =2 @) 2 @ o (@O o (0),
Others 30 ) 19 (B 5 (M4 6 (1Y 1 G 5 149 2 6 1 E 2 (8
Manufacturing sector total 185 (83)]112 (50) 39 (18] 34 (15 11 (5] 26 (12) 12 (5) 11 (5 3 (1)
Trading 40 (89 24 (53] 10 (22 6 () 4 O 1 @ o O o O 1 (2

£ Retailer 10 9 2 (18 2 (18 6 G5 o O 1 O 1 © o © o (o)
g Finance/insurance/securities 15 (94) 6 (38)] 3 (19) 6 (38) 1 6] o © o © o (@O o 0))
§ Construction/civil engineering 7 (44 5 (31 2 (13) 0 (0) 2 (A3 7 44 3 (@19 1 @®) 3 (19
E [Transportation/communication 22 (81) 10 @37) 7 (26) 5 (19) 1 () 4 @15 1 @ 2 @O 1 (4)
2 [others 1 (81)] 6 (33) 2 (1) 3 (17 5 (@8 2 (A1 1 (6 o (O 1 ()
INon-manufacturing sector total | 105 (79)] 53 (40) 26 (20) 26 (20)] 13 (10 15 (11) 6 B) 3 (@ 6 (5)
Total 200 (8165 (46) 65 (18) g0 (U7 24 (O 41 (12 18 6] 14 @) 9 )
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(Table 2-3) Sales forecast in 2011 (from the previous year)

Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Increase No change Decrease
Industr More than Less than Less than 10-20% | More than
/ 20% 10-20% 10% 10% 20%

Food “ oqaf 3 @ 4 @ 7 @ 3 @) 2 @) 2 @y 0 (© 0 ()
[Textile 8 (80) 1 (100 5 (50) 2 (20) 0 (0) 2 (200 1 (100 O ) 1 (10)

« [Chemical 21 (70 6 (20)) 5 (17) 10 (33) 7 (23) 2 (@M 2 @ o ©) o 0))
g Steel/non-ferrous metal 19 (79 5 (1) 9 (38) (21) 3 (13) 2 @) 2 @8 o ©) o 0))
ug General machinery 10 (77 5 (38) 4 (31) (8) 1 (8) 2 (15 1 (8) 1 @) O (0),
g Electric/electronics machinery | 29 (67) 2 (5) 11 (26) 16 (37) 7 (16) 7 (16) 1 2) 6 (14) O (0)
[Transportation machinery 27 (59) 4 9 9 (200 14 (@B0) 11 (24) 8 (17) 2 4 3 @) 3 )
Others 19 (53) 4 (11) 10 (28) 5 (14) 9 (25) 8 (220 5 (14 3 @) 0 0))
Manufacturing sector total 147 (67)| 30 (14) 57 (26) 60 (27 41 (19] 33 (15) 16 @ 13 ®) 4 2)
[Trading 34 (79| 11 (26) 13 (30) 10 (23) 6 (14) 3 (M 3 M o ©) o ),
£ |Retailer 9 (82 1 9 5 @45 3 (27) 2 (18) 0 (@© o © o ©) o (0)
g Finance/insurance/securities 15 (94 1 (6) 8 (50) 6 (38) 1 (6) 0 (@ o O o ) o0 (0)
§ [Construction/civil engineering | 16 (100)) 9  (56) 4 (25) 3 (19) 0 (0) 0 (O o O o ) o0 (0)
€ [Transportation/communication | 20  (74)] 2 (7)) 10 (37) 8 (30) 2 (7 5 (1990 3 (11 2 ™ o (0)
é Others 14 (78] 6 (33| 6 (33 2 (11) 3 (17) 1 () O o 1 @©) O 0)
Non-manufacturing sector total | 108  (82)] 30 (23) 46 (35) 32 (24) 14 (11) 9 (1) 6 ®B) 3 2 O (0)
Total 255 (72) 60 (17)) 103 (29) 92 (26)] 55 (16 42 (12) 22 6) 16 5) 4 (1))
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3. NET PROFIT/LOSS

The firms reporting the “profit” in their 2010 before tax profit/loss accounted for 86 percent. The firms reporting an
“increase” in their net profit (including the case that their loss will diminish or vanish) accounted for 67 percent, whereas
those reporting a “decrease” in their net profit accounted for 18 percent. (Table 3-1)

The percentage of the firms anticipating the “profit” in their 2011 before tax profit/loss accounted for 90 percent The
firms anticipating an “increase” in their net profit accounted for 41 percent, whereas those anticipating a “decrease” in
their net profit accounted for 32 percent. (Table 3-2)

(Table 3-1) Result of before Tax Profit/Loss in 2010 (from the previous year)
Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Industry Profit Balance Loss Total Profit increase No change Profit decrease
Food 12 63 1 (5) 6 (32) 19 7 (37) 5 (26) 7 (37)
Textile 6 (60 o (0) 4 (40) 10 5  (50) 1 (10) 4 (40)
Chemical 30 (100) o (0 o (0 30 22 (73) 1 ®) 7 ()
% Steel/non-ferrous metal 22 (88) o (0) 3 (12) 25 22 (88) 0 (0), 3 (12),
Q
u‘—g" IGeneral machinery 12 (92) o (0) 1 (8), 13 7 (54) 3 (23), 3 (23)
g Electric/electronics machinery 37 (86)| 1 (2 5 (12) 43 24 (56), 12 (28), 7 (16)
[Transportation machinery 46 (98)| 1 (2 0 (0), 47 42 (89), 3 (6), 2 4)
Others 29 (83) 1 (3) 5 (14) 35 24 (69) 3 (9) g ()
Manufacturing sector total 194 (87) 4 (2) 24 (112) 229 153 (69), 28 (13), 41 (18)
Trading 41 (9 1 (2 3 (0 45 37 (82) 4 9) 4 9)
o [Retailer 10 Q1) o () 1 (9 14 5  (45) 5  (45) 1 9)
>
S [Finance/insurance/securities 15 (94) o (0) 1 (6), 16 12 (75) 1 (6), 3 (29)
§ IConstruction/civil engineering 11 (69) 2 (13) 3 (19) 16 3 (29) 3 (29) 10 (63)
E [Transportation/communication 20 (74) 4 (15) 3 (11) 27 17 (63), 7 (26), 3 (1)
o
< [others 14 (82 2 (12) 1 (6) 17 11 (65) 5 (29) 1 (6)
Non-manufacturing sector total | 111 (84)| 9 (7) 12 9), 132 85 (64) 25 (29) 22 17)
Total 305 (86) 13 (4 36 (10) 354 238 (67) 53 (15 83  (18)
(Note)

1. Profit increase indicates either of expanding profit, turning to the black, diminishing loss, or moving up to the break-even-point.
2. No change indicates either of remaining at the same level as before regardless of the black, the break-even-point, or the red.
3. Profit decrease indicates either of diminishing profit, falling into the red, expanding loss, or moving down to the break-even-point.
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(Table 3-2) Forecast for before Tax Profit/Loss in 2011 (from the previous year)

-8—

Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Industry Profit Balance Loss Total Profit increase No change | Profit decrease

Food 13 (68) 2 (A 4 (21 19 11 (58) 3 (16) 5 (26)
Textile g (80) 2 @0 o (0 10 g (80) o 2 (20)
Chemical 28 (93) 2 M o (0 30 9 (30) 7 () 14 @D

% Steel/non-ferrous metal 23 (92) 1 (4) 1 (4) 25 13 (52) 5 (20) 7 (28)
§ IGeneral machinery 11 (85) 0 (0) 2 (15) 13 5 (38) 4 (312) 4 (31)
g Electric/electronics machinery 40 (91) 2 (5) 2 (5) 44 19 (43) 11 (25) 14 (32)
[Transportation machinery 45 (98) 1 @ 0 (0) 46 11 (24) 14 (30) 21 (46)
Others 30 (86) 1 G 4 (1D 35 10 (29) 9 (26) 16 (46)
Manufacturing sector total 1098 (89) 11 (B) 13 (6) 222 86 (39) 53 (24) 83 (37)
Trading 41 (91) 3 M 1 @ 45 17 (39) 12 @) 16 (30)

o [Retailer 11 (100) o © o (O 1 4 (36) 5 (49 2 (18)
é; Finance/insurance/securities 16 (100) 0 (0) 0 (0) 16 11 (69) 5 (312) 0 (0)
g IConstruction/civil engineering 14 (88) 2 (13) 0 (0) 16 g (56) 5 (312) 2 (13)
Zg [Transportation/communication 24 (89) 2 (7 1 (4) 27 11 (41) 10 (37) 6 (22
Others 14 (82) 2 (12 1 (6) 17 7 (4D 7 (4 3 (19)
Non-manufacturing sector total | 120  (91), 9 ) 3 (2) 132 59 (45) 44 (33) 29  (22)
Total 318 (90) 20 (6) 16  (5) 354 145  (41) 97 (27) 112 (32)

(Note) See table 3-1.
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4. CAPITAL INVESTMENT (MANUFACTURING SECTOR)

The amount of planned capital investment (in the manufacturing sector) in 2011 plans to increase by 93.6 percent from
2010. In terms of the number of firms, reporting “increase” (127) is larger than “decrease” (31). (The total number of
responding firms is 228.) The planned capital investment was increased in all industries. (Table 4-1)

The predominant reason for capital investment was “replacement of equipment” in both 2010 and 2011, while the
percentage of responding “expansion” increased in 2011. (Table 4-2 and Table 4-3)

(Table 4-1) Actual capital investment in 2010 and planned capital investment in 2011 (manufacturing sector)
Unit: million baht and (%)

2010 2011 No. of firms

Industry Amount Amount Increase % Increase No change Decrease Undecided | Total
Food 3,490 5978 713 7 @37 5 (26) 5 26) 2 (11) 19
Textile 1,186 1,968 65.9 5 (45 1 (9) 4 @6 1 (9 11
Chemical 2,235 3,325 488 17 (35) 10 (32) 3 (1) 1 O 31
Steel/Non-ferrous metal 1,330 2,928 1202] 15 (36) 6 (22) 4 1’y 2 (@) 27
General machinery 694 7,210 938.9 g (62) 3 (23 1 @ 1 (8 13
Electric/Electronics machinery 19,866 27,158 36.7 22 (B0) 14 (32 7 (16), 1 (2 44
Transportation machinery 15,193 51,767 24071 33 (70) 10 (21) 4 @ o (0 47
Others 18,627 20,904 122] 20 (56) 9 (25) 3 (8) 4 (11) 36
Manufacturing sector total 62,620 121,238 936] 127 (56) 58 (25 31 14) 12 (5) 228

(Note) The figures in the above table show just totaling the data from corporations responding the questionnaire.
The capital-investment amount in the above does not equal to that of the Japanese corporations as a whole.

(Table 4-2) Details on actual capital investment in 2010 (check all that apply)
Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Industry New Expansion Replacement | Streamlining Others Total Respond
Food 4 (15) 5 (19) 11 (41) 7 (26) 0 (0) 27 17
Textile 2 (11) 4 (1) 9 (47) 4 (1) o (9 19 12
o |Chemical 10 () s (19 20 (48 4 (10 o (0 42 31
é Steel/Non-ferrous metal 6 (21) 6 (21) 12 (41), 5 (17) 0 0) 29 23
"é General machinery (40) 2 (13) 5 (33), 2 (13) 0 0) 15 10
g Electric/Electronics machinery 13 (22) 13 (22) 18 (30), 15  (25) 1 2) 60 41
Transportation machinery 27  (33) 17 (20) 24 (29), 13 (16) 2 2) 83 48
Others 10 (23) 9 () 13 (30) 11 (26) o (0) 43 29
Manufacturing sector total 78  (25) 64 (20) 112 (35), 61 (19 3 (D) 318 211

(Table 4-3) Details on planned capital investment in 2011 (check all that apply)
Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Industry New Expansion Replacement | Streamlining Others Total Respond
Food 5 (1) 6 (@) 110 (3 8 @@ o (0 29 17
Textile 1 G 5 (@) o @7 4 @) o (0 19 12
» |Chemical 7 (@4 17 G4 18 G g (16 o (0 50 30
% Steel/Non-ferrous metal 10 (@7) 9 (24 13 (35) 4 (11) 1 3) 37 25
S |General machinery g (45) 4 (20) 5 (25) 2 (10) o (0 20 11
g Electric/Electronics machinery 15 (23) 19 (9 19 (29) 11 (A7) 1 (2) 65 42
Transportation machinery 30 (@3 24 (26) 20 (22) 17 (18) 1 (1) 92 47
Others 15 (8 14 (26 15 (28] 10 (19) o (0 54 32
Manufacturing sector total 92 (25) 98 27) 109 (30), 64 (17) 3 Q) 366 216
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5. EXPORT TREND

The percentage of the firms reporting an “increase” in their export accounted for 36 percent in the first half of 2011 and 46
percent in the second half of 2011. (Table 5-1, Table 5-2 and Table 5-3)

(Table 5-1) Export in 2011 (the first half) Unit: No. of firms and (%)
The first half of 2011
Industry Increase No Decrease

Mor_ethan _10—20% Les_sthan 10% Change Less than 10-20% | More than Total

20% increase| increase increase 10% decrease| decrease [20% decrease
Food 6 (35) 0 @ 3 @) 3 @) 9 3 2 @ 1 ) 1 (6) 0 () 17
Textile 5 (42) 2 (17 3 (25 o O 5 (42 2 (A7) 1 @) o (0) 1 @) 12
Chemical 14 (44) 2 (6 4 (13) 8 (5012 B8 6 (19 4 (13 1 @) 1 Q3 32
Steel/Non-ferrous metal 8 (36) 2 (9 3 (19 3 (14)) 12 B0 3 (14 o ©) 3 (19) 0 (0) 22
General machinery 3 (25) o O 1 (8 2 an e (0] 3 (25 1 @) 1 (8) 1 (8) 12
Electric/Electronics machinery | 21 (49) 5 (12 5 (12 11 26)] 9 (21)1 13 (30)) 6 (14 5 (12) 2 (5 43
Transportation machinery 14 (32) 5 (11) 2 (5 7 (16)] 18 (41) 12 (27) 4 @ 3 () 5 (11) 44
Others 12 (39) 4 (12 3 (9 5 (15 8 (@414 (41 4 (12 5 (15) 5 (15 34
Manufacturing sector total 83 (38) 20 (924 (1) 39 (1878 (36) 65 (25) 21 (10 19 (9] 15 (7) 216
Trading 10 260 1 (3 4 (1)) 5 (@323 6 5 (@13 3 G 2 G o () 38
Retailer 1 (50) o © o (@ 1 (GO 1 GO} o © o (© o (0 o (0 2
Construction 0 (0) o © o (@ o (0 2 (100} o (@ o © o (0 o (0 2
Others 2 (33) 0 (O 2 (3 o O 3 GOl 1 a7 1 @7 o (0) 0o (0) 6
Non-manufacturing sector total | 13  (27) 1 (@ 6 (13) 6 (13 29 (6O) 6 (13) 4 @) 2 (@) 0 (0) 48
Total 9% (36) 21 (830 (11) 45 (ANjo7 (461 (23) 25 (9 21 (B 15 (6) 264
(Table 5-2) Export in 2011 (the second half) Unit: No. of firms and (%)

The second half of 2011
Industry Increase No Decrease

Mor_e than _10-20% Les_s than Change Less than 10-20% | More than Total

20% increase| increase [10% increase 10% decrease| decrease [20% decrease
Food 11 (65) 0 © 4 (4 7 (@ 4 @) 2 @ 2 @ o @© o0 (0 17
Textile 7 (58) 1 @) 3 (25 3 @) 3 @) 2 7y 1 G 1 B o (O 12
Chemical 19 (59) 2 (6) 8 (25 9 @12 G 1 B 1 G o O o (O 32
Steel/Non-ferrous metal 7 (32) 2 (9) 4 (18) 1 )11 GO 4 (18] 3 (14 1 (B) o (0) 22
General machinery 4 (33) 0 O 4 (33 o O 6 (BO) 2 @7 1 ® 1 B o o) 12
Electric/Electronics machinery | 25 (60) 7 (A7) 7 A7) 11 (6] 13 (B 4 (0] 2 BG) o (O 2 (5) 42
Transportation machinery 19 (44) 6 (14) 9 (21 4 Ol 19 @44 5 (12 2 G o (@O 3 7 43
Others 15 (44) 3 (9 4 (120 8 (412 @) 7 ) 3 O 2 6 2 (6] 34
Manufacturing sector total 107 (50) 21 (10) 43 (20) 43 (2080 (3727 (13) 15 (7)) 5 (@ 7 (3 214
Trading 11 (29) 3 (8 3 (8 5 (1324 63 3 @) 1 @ 2 G o (0 38
Retailer 1 (50) o © o © 1 @GO 1 GO} o (O o © o O o (0) 2
Construction 0 (9 o © o (O o (O 2(00f o © o © o © o (0 2
Others 1 (17) 1 (1) o (@© o (@O 4 (67 1 (17 1 (@7 o (O o (0) 6
Non-manufacturing sector total | 13 (27) 4 (8) 3 () 6 (1331 65 4 @G 2 @ 2 @ o (0) 48
Total 120 (46) 25 (10) 46 (18) 49 (1911 (4231 (12 17 (B 7 G 7 (3 262
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(Table 5-3) Export in 2011 (the whole year)
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Unit: No. of firms and (%)

The whole year of 2011

Industry Increase No Decrease

Mor_ethan }0—20% Les's than Change Less than 10-20% | More than Total

20% increase| increase [10% increase 10% decrease| decrease [20% decrease
Food 10 (59) 0 © 4 (24 6 @35 4 4 3 @) 2 @) 1 6| 0 (0 17
Textile 6 (50) 2 (17 3 (5 1 (@8 5 @41 1 @ o (© o (O 1 (& 12
Chemical 14 (44) 1 () 5 (6 8 (25)12 (38 6 (19 6 (19 o (O o o) 32
Steel/Non-ferrous metal (38), 3 (14 2 (100 3 (14 9 (43| 4 (9 2 (@O 2 (@O o (0) 21
General machinery @) o O 2 @) 2 @6 G 2 @y 1 @G 1 B 0o (O 12
ey o 25 60 5 (12 6 (4 14 @G o @) s Y 4 W) 3 O 1 @ 4
Transportation machinery 19 (44) 5 (12 7 (@6) 7 (@6))18 (42 6 (14 2 G} o (O 4 9) 43
Others 15 (44) 3 (9 4 (12) 8 (249 8 (@411 (3 4 (12 5 (15 2 (6) 34
Manufacturing sector total 101 (47) 19 (9) 33 (15) 49 (23 71 (33) 41 (19) 21 (10 12 (6) 8 4) 213
Trading 11 (29) 2 (B 3 (@ 6 (1624 63 3 @ 1 @ 2 (6 o (0 38
Retailer 1 (50) o © o (O 1 GO 1 G o © o (@ o © o (0 2
Construction 0 (0) o © o (O o @O 2(0f o © o © o © o (0 2
Others 2 (33) 1 (17 1 A o (O 4 &6 o © o © o O o (0 6
por-manufacturing  sectof 14 29) 3 @ 4 @ 7 @93 @) 3 © 1 @ 2 @ o (© 4
Total 115 (44) 22 (8) 37 (14) 56 (21102 (39 44 (A7) 22 @®) 14 (5) 8 3) 261
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6. PROSPECTIVE MARKET IN THE FUTURE
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For the prospective market in the future (check all that apply), the predominant response was “India” (46 percent) same as
the previous survey, followed by “Indonesia” (45 percent), “Vietnam” (32 percent) and “China” (18 percent). (Table 6)

(Table 6) Prospective market in the future (check all that apply)

Unit: No. of firms

[+
5 T | g g
[}
Industry Ko o it IS e 2 =
] = B < '3 .8 ] =
<5} < I S 2 o= = Q 1% Y—
© c e < c =3 = = = 2 < < ] = o
S S = k= < S K > = < = = 3 =) ] < g
T |l 8| 2| = g | 5 s | J | 2 |a | R |E o | £ | = 5 S
sl |>|lo|S|omw|=|]o|=|D2|a|la|o|&xa|oOo [ z
Food 308) |16 a2 pa2 jes e pan a2 (308 fes |16 (0@ pasy [2a2 |16 3s 17
Textile 542 Pan [4e6y) @ s (46 (1@ pesn an Be) (oo [1®) |0 [1®) 207 38 12
Chemical 17 (55) [16(52) (32) |3(10) 1(3) (13) 3 (10) 3 (10) 1(3) 4 (13) 2(6) 2(6) 5(16) 1(3) 2(6) 73 31
Steel/  non-ferroush, s lses poo |20 [1@ pan pay |1@w oy |20 1@ oo |20 [1@ |jan 5 24
£ [metal
S |General machinery [sen |s@» [sco [o0 |19 |1 [1® pan [1® oo [1® [0 |00 |o@ [oo 26 12
Y . .
2 |Electric/ electronics|o o) fsis) f1es) jace [sen pas [as |[san o [30 [ay (30 20 1o |26 107 39
§ machinery
Transportation 567 poan e [0 poes [200 3@ 1@ 3o 260 0 |20 |10 |00 |26 89 41
machinery
Others 13 (13) |13 (43) 0(33) |4(13) 7 (23) 4 (13) 8 (27) 3 (10) 5(17) 3 (10) 1(3) 3(10) 2(7) 2(7 1(3) 77 30
Manufacturing ba(16) Bo(3) F9(29) Ps(17) Ps(18) P3(16) ps(14) po(10) pa(12) p1(10) |16®) [|11(5) |15 |8 |14(D) 497 206
sector total
- Trading 3 50) 8500 §8G0) po28) 617 [13) aan an |20 |o©@ |o@ [4an |o©@ [3® [o© 85 36
S |Retailer 0@ a0 [0@ [o@ |o@ pao [0@ [o@ [o@ [o@ [o@ [o@ [o@ [o@ [0 2 1
s
% o Construction 00 |0 [0@© [0© |o@© [0 [0@© [(100) [0(0) [0(©) [0 [0 [0 |0(0) |0(0) 1 1
E Others 2(33) 467 3(50) [0(0) [0() |0 |1(17) [3(50) [2(33) |0 [0(0) [0(0) [0 |0 [0(0) 15 6
S - -
2 |Non-manufacturing bows) bsso hiws Joes [sas 260 [san [sas |s@ [o@ oo [¢@ |o@ |30 |oo 103 44
sector total
TOta| 114(46) [112(45) [80(32) [45(18) [44(18) [35(14) [33(13) [28(11) [28(11) 21(8) 16 (6) 15 (6) 15 (6) 11(4) 14 (6) 600 250
This time 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 8 10 11 12 12 14
Previous time 1 2 3 4 5 g 6 9 7 10 1 14 12 12 -

(Note) 1. Europe includes Russia.
2. CLM stands for Cambodia, Laos, and Myanmar.
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7. EXCHANGE RATE USED IN BUSINESS PLAN

(1) Thai baht / US dollar
With reference to the exchange rate used in business plan (Thai baht / US dollar), the predominant response was “not less
than 30.0 but less than 30.5” (54.2 percent), followed by “not less than 30.5 but less than 31.0” (8.9 percent) and “not less
than 31.0 but less than 31.5” (7.9 percent). (Table 7-1)

(Table 7-1) Exchange rate used in business plan (Thai baht / US dollar)
Unit: Thai baht / US dollar, No. of firms and (%)

Manufacture Non-manufacture
> s
& 8
z | > 5 5
= g | 2 s S
@ £ = s L
IS > a S ° 2
3 < = £ 3 =
> c = =1
S|£| 5] s 2 g
5 [} ks g = =]
- |T|E|3|E 2 2 E
sl &gl |2|8|e|Elele] ¢ |C =
2|l %|&8|3|2|383|&|2g|2]lT|= o < <
gle|oc|&|8|a|f|8|s|E|&| 8 |2 5
Not less than 28.0  but less than 28.5 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 (0.9
Not less than 28.5  but less than 29.0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2 (0.9)
Not less than 29.0  but less than 29.5 0 4 3 0 0 1 3 3| 14 1 0 0 1 15 (7.0)
Not less than 29.5  but less than 30.0 3 1 1 1 0 1 5 1| 13 3 0 0 3 16 (7.5)
Not less than 30.0  but less than 30.5 8 3| 15| 11 41 29| 13| 12| 95 18 0 3] 21 116 (54.2)
Not less than 30.5  but less than 31.0 1 1 3 3 1 1 3 2|l 15 1 2 1 4 19 (8.9)
Not less than 31.0  but less than 31.5 1 1 0 2 0 0 2 6| 12 5 0 0 5 17 (7.9)
Not less than 31.5  but less than 32.0 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 4 0 0 1 1 5 (2.3)
Not less than 32.0  but less than 32.5 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 3 6 2 0 0 2 8 (3.7)
Not less than 32.5  but less than 33.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 3 1 0 0 1 4 (1.9)
Not less than 33.0  but less than 33.5 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 4 2 0 0 2 6 (2.8)
Not less than 33.5  but less than 34.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0.0)
Not less than 34.0  but less than 34.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0.0)
Not less than 34.5  but less than 35.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0.0)
Not less than 35.0  but less than 35.5 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 (1.9)
No. of firms 14| 12| 25| 20 7| 35| 30| 30| 173] 34 2 5| 41 214
Average 30.18 [29.52 32.46 [30.65 [30.78 |30.05 |30.54 [32.29 [30.96 ]30.47 [30.65 | 30.40 [30.47] 30.87
Median 30.00 [29.25 {30.00 [30.25 (30.00 |30.00 {30.00 (30.20 [30.00 }30.00 (30.65 | 30.00 {30.00 | 30.00
Mode 30.00 (39.00 {30.00 {30.00 {30.00 {30.00 {30.00 (30.00 [30.00 }30.00 {#N/A | 30.00 {30.00| 30.00

(Note) The median indicates the value located at the center of distribution to exclude deviation due to the number of respondents or the lowest/ highest
value as much as possible. The mode indicates the value that has the largest number of respondents. If there are more than one values that has
the largest number of respondents, “#N/A” (not applicable) is described.
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(2) Japanese yen / Thai baht
With reference to the exchange rate used in business plan (Japanese yen / Thai baht), the predominant response was “not
less than 2.7 but less than 2.8” (55.1 percent), followed by “not less than 2.8 but less than 2.9” (24.4 percent). (Table 7-2)
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(Table 7-2) Exchange rate used in business plan (Japanese yen / Thai baht)
Unit: Japanese yen / Thai baht, No. of firms and (%)

Manufacture Non-manufacture
> s
) 8
= — —
o £ | > = <)
= 8| g e 2
@ S = 5 a
£ > fa g °© 2
%) > = e 2 =
3| £ § | ¢ o 2
s 1S5 8|8 £ &
_ | s | 8|2 |8 3 5 =
< < Ky = 134 < Il
[ L g s 2 8_ ) 8 2 3 2 E b
s|s|E|S|e|5|l2|s|z2|5|5]| &8 |- B
s| %238 |s|8|s|s|&|8|8| £ |58 8
L [ (@) %) O] m = o = = o4 o z o
Not lessthan 2.5  but less than 2.6 0 2 0 1 1 3 1 1 9 2 0 0 2 11 (4.9
Not less than 2.6 but less than 2.7 0 0 1 1 2 3 3 4 14 5 1 1 7 21 (9.3)
Not less than 2.7 but less than 2.8 6 1| 16 8 3| 17| 32| 18| 101 18 1 41 23 124 (55.1)
Not less than 2.8 but less than 2.9 5 0 6 8 4 9 2| 10| 44 9 0 21 11 55 (24.4)
Not less than 2.9 but less than 3.0 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 5 (2.2)
Not less than 3.0 but less than 3.1 2 0 2 0] o 0 2 7 0| o© 0f o0 7 (31
Not less than 3.1 but less than 3.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 (0.4)
Not lessthan 3.2 but less than 3.3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 (0.9)
No. of firms 13 6| 25| 18| 10| 34| 40| 36| 182 34 2 7| 43 225
Average 2.79 [2.74 12,77 |2.74 [2.72 |2.66 |2.72 |2.76 |2.73 |2.71 |2.65 | 2.72 |2.71 | 2.73
Median 2.80 [2.83 |2.75 [2.73 [2.76 |2.70 |2.70 [2.75 |2.74 | 2.70 |2.65 | 2.70 |2.70 | 2.70
Mode 2.70 [2.90 (2.70 |2.80 |2.80 [2.70 [2.70 [2.70 |2.80 | 2.70 #N/A| 2.70 [2.70 | 2.70

(Note) The median indicates the value located at the center of distribution to exclude deviation due to the number of respondents or the lowest/ highest
value as much as possible. The mode indicates the value that has the largest number of respondents. If there are more than one values that has
the largest number of respondents, “#N/A” (not applicable) is described.
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8. PROCUREMENT DESTINATION OF PARTS/ MATERIAL
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The ratio of procurement destination in 2010 (simple average of respondents) was 48.8 percent for ASEAN, including

43.2 percent for Thailand. (Table 8-1)

Regarding the ratio of planned procurement destination in 2011, the percentage of ASEAN rose, whereas the percentages
of Japan fell, compared to those of 2010. (Table 8-2)

(Table 8-1) Suppliers of parts and materials in 2010

Unit: (%)

ASEAN Japan China Others Total No. of firms

Industry ASEAN

Thailand (except

Thailand)
Food 82.1 79.1 3.0 4.1 2.8 10.9 100.0 18
Textile 57.1 42.2 149 12.7 8.4 21.8 100.0 12
§ |Chemical 476 425 5.0 403 27 9.5 100.0 28
i Steel/Non-ferrous metal 52.2 42.8 9.4 38.1 33 6.4 100.0 24
§ General machinery 443 42.4 18 50.2 5.3 0.3 100.0 12
E Electric/Electronics machinery 53.4 43.1 10.3 34.8 9.3 24 100.0 42
§ Transportation machinery 62.2 56.0 6.2 349 15 1.3 100.0 45
= Others 48.6 43.4 52 38.6 2.6 10.2 100.0 32
Manufacturing average 55.9 49.0 7.0 317 45 7.9 100.0 213
® Trading 48.1 374 10.6 41.9 2.9 7.1 100.0 34
§ Retailer 13.3 13.3 0.0 63.3 23.3 0.0 100.0 3
S |Construction 55.0 55.0 0.0 40.0 0.0 5.0 100.0 2
£ |Others 50.0 44.0 6.0 420 6.0 20 100.0 5
§ Non-manufacturing average 41.6 37.4 4.2 46.8 8.0 35 100.0 44
Total 48.8 43.2 5.6 39.3 6.3 5.7 100.0 257

(Note) The ratio indicates the simple average of those of respondents.
(Table 8-2) Planned suppliers of parts and materials in 2011
Unit: (%)

ASEAN Japan China Others Total No. of firms

Industry ASEAN

Thailand (except

Thailand)
Food 825 79.7 2.8 3.7 29 10.9 100.0 18
Textile 61.6 44.2 174 9.3 8.1 21.0 100.0 12
:g Chemical 50.3 44.2 6.0 38.1 29 8.7 100.0 28
& |steel/Non-ferrous metal 53.2 442 9.0 36.7 33 6.8 100.0 24
§ General machinery 45.3 43.6 1.7 48.3 6.2 0.3 100.0 12
:% Electric/Electronics machinery 53.5 45.4 8.1 35.3 9.1 21 100.0 42
§ Transportation machinery 64.4 58.0 6.4 326 1.6 1.4 100.0 45
Others 50.3 447 5.6 37.3 2.6 9.8 100.0 32
Manufacturing average 57.6 50.5 7.1 30.2 4.6 7.6 100.0 213
o Trading 49.7 38.2 115 39.8 3.2 74 100.0 34
% Retailer 13.3 13.3 0.0 63.3 23.3 0.0 100.0 3
S |Construction 55.0 55.0 0.0 40.0 0.0 5.0 100.0 2
£ |others 52.8 44.4 8.4 39.2 6.0 2.0 100.0 5
é Non-manufacturing average 42.7 37.7 5.0 45.6 8.1 3.6 100.0 44
Total 50.2 441 6.0 37.9 6.4 5.6 100.0 257

(Note) See Table 8-1.
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9. PROBLEMS WITH CORPORATE MANAGEMENT

Regarding problems with corporate management (check all that apply), the predominant response was “excessive
competition with competitors (1% rank in the previous survey)” (61 percent), followed by “decreased selling price (price
war)” and “hike in material prices.” (Table 9)

(Table 9) Problems with corporate management (check all that apply)

Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Manufacture Non-manufacture
=
5 o | B2
£ o 2|5 |8
) S| 5 12| €
= < [ 3 'S =}
= c| £ 3] >
@ = D < 1S
E|l | @ =} kY 5 £
[ [$] © [} = o
8|l e|c S Q > o
3 c 5 c = =2
) ol IR = S g 2 S
S s 8|81 = 3| 6| = —
= b I < c = < <
o | 2 T | € @ £ = 8 = £
S IS o o | = S =] [=2) = J5} S o =
3| = 2 g S S & [ _ £ 2 2 = oy 2 — 2
S| e T|E| || &|86 c 5] < S ] < 2 c 3] < =
[ = k) > < < = < = e I < = <
bt = o ) = i <5} - i~ = o — j5} — o b = o 3
a |+ L|lF|O|®|O|W| ] = = o () (@] = (] = O]
Excessive competition with
1 l COmpetItOI’S 10(53) 4(33) 15(48) 16(57) 10(71) 9(64) 33(70) 20(59) 137(60) 25(54) 9(82) 14(82) 12(75) 16(59 11(61 87(64) 224(61)
Decreased selling price (price
2 2 10(53) 4(33) [13(42) 16(57) 1(79) 4(53) 29(62) 21(62) 128(56) 12(26) 321 7(41) 9(56) 15(59) 3307 49(36) 177(4849)
war)
6 54 6! 46) 3] 5(53] 56) (2¢ B
4 3 | Hike in material prices los4)  [7658)  pos  [3¢6)  f6@n)  preo) 2563 [1966) 143(62) 1569 [3en o |7@a  [sa9  |2an 32(24) 175(47.95)
Lack of human resources of
3 4 5 (26) 6(50) [13(42) 16(57) 7 (50) [5(33) 25(53) 16(47) 103(45) 19(41) 4(36) 847 8(50) 15(56) 10(56) 64(47) 167(46)
manager-level
Lack of human resources of
6 5 WOI’keI’S/ Staﬁs‘ Ievel 13(68) 7(58) [7(23) 10(36) B3 (21) [4(31) 16(34) 16(47) 86(37) 12(26) 6(55) 3(18) 9(56) 11(41) 6(33) 47(35) 133(36)
6) (2 36, 3 2 (2¢ 3, (3¢
7 6 | Increased in total labor cost 500 |54 pew pea ey pies (1766 [126s) 7763) 0 [3en [4eo |6 [nan  |2ap 40630) 117(32)
6(5! B 6! 3, 2. 58(2 6)
5 7 Forelgn exchange fluctuation o [ss0 pao basn pen hece  [nes (e 58(25) 16(35) 19) 1(6) 1(6) san  |2an 24(18) 82(22)
6) 2 2(18 2] (22)
9 8 [Job hopplng of employee s |1®  ao kas pan 4@  [san  |eas 36(16) nes |20 202|309 [eey |30 30022) 66(18)
8 9 Quallty management ban 463 pao fen key kas [san  |sas 40017) 37 00 0(0) 16) 5(19) 1(6) 10(7) 50(14)
ol 10 Changes in products/ users’
1 needs 1(5) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 1(7) [7(16) 3(6) 13) 13(6) san 2(18) 3(18) 2(13) 5(19) 201 19(14) 32(9)
Difficulty in collecting money
11 11 from CUStOmeI’S 1(5) 0(0) 13) 0(0) (7 24 0(0) 103) 6(3) 12 0(0) 2(12) 531) 0(0) 0(0) 8(6) 14(4)
12 | 12 | Excessive employment oo fo@ fo@ oo foo 1@ 36) 13 502 204 00 1(6) 166 1) 0(0) 5@ 10 (3)
Difficulty in obtaining
13 13 flnancial support 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 1(4) 0(0) 1(2) 1(2) 103) 402) 0(0) 109) 0(0) 0(0) 1(4) 0(0) 2(1) 6 (2)
14 | 14 | Excessive capital investment oo fo@ Jo@ Jo® fo@ Joo |oo 00 00 00 19) 0(0) 0(0) 1) 0(0) 21 2(1)
Infringement of intellectual
15 14 prOperty rIghtS 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 1(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 1(4) 0(0) (1 2 (])
- - | Others 165 0@ pao fo@ foo 1@ |20 10) $0) 24 0 1© 209 oo 00 5(4) 13 (4)
Total 73 44 100 95 51 170 181 131 845 133 35 46 70 99 42 425 1,270
No. of firms 19 13| 31| 28| 14| 45| 47| 34 230 46| 1 17 16| 27 18 135 365(100)
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10. REQUESTS TO THE THAI GOVERNMENT

Regarding the requests to the Thai government (check all that apply), the predominant response was “stabilization of
political/security situation” (64 percent), followed by “development and implementation of customs-related system” (48
percent), “improvement of education/ human resource development” (28 percent) and “relaxation of the Foreign Business

Act” (28 percent). (Table 10)

-17-

(Table 10) Requests to the Thai government (check all that apply)

Unit: Unit: No. of firms and (%0)

Manufacture Non-manufacture
> o> | €
5 g | €%
£ » 21%|8
» < P = 5] 2
= g | 2 3|5 S
B E | 2 e8| 2| €
El >8] 38 2| =1 E
S| 25| E 2|12 | ¢
@ el =l 2| < 8| S| <
E s|218|= 2| 8|2
= - K<) =] 2 2 < T
| 2 s|s|E|=2| & S| 8|& £
2| & 2| 2| E|S|2|8|ce gl2|&|e|g|e e
— = = =1 _ = — 17 -
3|2 Sl ¥ 2|3 |c|8|s|&8|E|B|58|8|58|c|2|8| ¢
al|r L|+~|O|®|O|W|rF|O|lF]F|x|IZ|O|F|O [ (O]
Stabilization of political / security
1 1 situation 10(53) 6 (55) 8(56) P0(69) I5(38) 6(59) p6(57) p2(67) J33(59) P1(69) [0091) [3(72) [2(75) [19(73) J2(67) |97(72) 230(64)
Development and implementation
2 2 Of CUStOmS'related System 10(53) K (36) pO(63) 6(55) |6 (46) 5(57) BO(65) |5(45) [J26(56) P8(62) @7 0(0) R (13) 142) #(22) 48(36) 174(48
Improvement of education/ human
4 3 resource development 6(32) [5(45) [031) |6 (21) P(15) 6(36) 2(26) |2(36) 9(30) J1124) BQ@27) H(2) 1(6) 31 pQ2) 31(23) 100(28
Relaxation of the Foreign
5 3 Business Act 4 21) P8 [1(22) [1(24) 1(8) 4(9) 409 [y 6(16) R1(47) p(18) 1(61) (50) 2(46) 10(56) | 64(48) 100(28)
Implementation of tax-related
3 5 System b 21) B2 134) B 10) (23) 7(39) [0(22) }0(30) 127) J10(22) KB (36) [5(28) (50) 12) (28) 35(26) 96(27)
5 | 6 | Work permit/ visa-related issues  fae) [us) [300 ey [1® kas 300 2@ boazn bien o hken pee ke pey |46s) 77(21)
Infrastructure  development in
8 7 Bangkokmetropolisarea 1(5) 19 319 A7 pas) [ae p(o) 24 9(17) 41D |19 B (33) 19 p@Es) pan 36(27) 75(21)
7 | 8 | Prevention of labor disputes b (19 e feo pey psen 1369 geH eo 2@ oo |o@ fo@ kas |1e |76 74(20)
Broad-based infrastructure
9 | 9 |development linking Thailand ae pas) 2600 pao pas 4@ |10 ka2 pro fan [1@ pan Jo@ ke [1e |isan 36(10)
with neighboring countries
Promotion of regional operating
11 | 10 | headquarters function (e.9. ROH, bany |10 |o@ [1® pas |30 [4@ |16 46 2@ 0@ pan oo kas |1 oo 24(7)
IPC)
Measures to prevent expansion of
01 new-type or flu influenza 0 0@ |13 20 Jo@ pan 1@ [1) fho@ 4@ fo@ |16 [1© pan fo@ |om 19(5)
- - | Others 165) |19 [260 [1G) [o@ 1@ [20 [16 Jo@ J2@ Jo@ o0 pa3) |26 |00 6(4) 15 (4)
TOtaI 46 31 90 78 27 132 120 91 615 151 24 49 46 87 48 405 1020
No. of firms 19 11 32 29 13 44 46 33 27 |45 11 18 16 2 18 134 361(100)
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11. IMPACT OF THE GREAT EAST JAPAN EARTHQUAKE

(1) Impacts of the Great East Japan Earthquake on business performance

With reference to the impacts of the Great East Japan Earthquake on business performance, the predominant response was
“with impacts” (63 percent). The percentage of firms responding “no impact so far but may have in future” was 14
percent.

The percentage of firms reported “with impacts” was high especially in transportation machinery (94 percent),
transportation/communication (78 percent), general machinery (71 percent), trading (69 percent), and electric/electronics
machinery (68 percent). (Table 11-1)

(Table 11-1) Impacts of the Great East Japan Earthquake
Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Industry With impacts No impact so far but No impact No. of firms
may have in future
Food 9 (47) 6 (32) 4 (20) 19
[Textile 6 (55) 3 (27) 2 (18) 11
IChemical 22 (69) 4 (13), 6 (29) 32
% Steel/non-ferrous metal 17 (59) 1 (3), 11 (38) 29
o .
g [General machinery 10 (72), 3 (21), 1 7) 14
g Electric/electronics machinery 30 (68) 5 (12) 9 (20) 44
[Transportation machinery 44 (94) 1 (2) 2 4) 47
Others 23 (66) 4 (12) 8 (23) 35
Manufacturing sector total 161 (70) 27 (12), 43 (19) 231
[Trading 31 (69) 5 (12), 9 (20) 45
o Retailer 4 (36) 2 (18), 5 (45) 11
> . . .
E‘ Finance/insurance/securities 4 (22) 6 (33), 8 (44) 18
g Construction/civil engineering 1 (6), 5 (32), 10 (63) 16
g [Transportation/communication 21 (78) 2 ) 4 (15) 27
Z fothers 9 (47) 3 (16) 7 37) 19
Non-manufacturing sector total 70 (51) 23 17) 43 (32) 136
Total 231 (63) 50 (14) 86 (23) 367
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(2) Factors of impacts by the Great East Japan Earthquake on business performance

As for the factors of impacts by the Great East Japan Earthquake on business performance (check all that apply), the
predominant response was “difficulty in importing raw materials/parts from Japan due to suppliers affected” (21 percent),
followed by “difficulty in importing raw materials/parts due to suppliers whose suppliers were affected” (19 percent).
(Table 11-2)

(Table 11-2) Factors of impacts by the Great East Japan Earthquake on business performance (check all that

apply)
Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Manufacture Non-manufacture
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Difficulty in importing raw
materials/parts from Japan 2| o|l 15| 4| 5| 19| 16| 13| 74| 17| 1| 1| 1| 3| of 23] 97 (21)

due to suppliers affected

Difficulty in importing raw
materials/parts  due to
suppliers whose suppliers
were affected

2| 3| 6| 2| 5| 17| 17| 9| e1] 16| 1| 2| 4| 2| 2| 27| 88 (19)

Decrease in production/sales

due to production reduction 1 5 8 2 1 8| 14| 11| 50 7 0 0 0 3| o] 10] 60 (13)
in customers in Japan

Direct damages due to the

head office, factory or sales 1 1 3 2 2 6 5 2l 22 5 0 0 1 3 1] 10] 32 (V)
office affected

Decrease in production/sales
due to customers affected
Decrease in production/sales
due to rolling outages in 1 ol 3] 1| 1| 2| 6| 2| 6] 8 o of of 3 1| 12| 28 (6
Japan

Delay in import procedures

due to radioactive 9 0 0 0 0 1 0 o] 10 4 3 0 0 4l 2| 13] 23 (5
contamination screening

1l 2| 2 1| 1| 3| 7| 2| 19| 8 o| o of 1| o] 9| 28 (6

Reluctant buying by harmful
rumour

Difficulty in importing raw
materials/parts from Japan
due to damaged ports or
logistics network in Japan

4 o of o o 1 of 1] e 1| 2| o| o 4 3| 10] 16 (3

ol ol of of 2| 2| of 1} 5| 1 of 1| of 2 of 4] 9 (@

Increase in production by

alternative  production  at 2 0 1 0 0 1 2 1 7 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 9 (2
related entities within Japan

Extended additional

investment ~ in  Thai] o| o 1| o| 2| o 1} 1| 5] 1| of o 2| 1| of 4] 9 (@
subsidiaries

Increased  production  to
compensate underproduction
in Japan due to increasing
demands

1| of 2 ol o 2| of of 5] 1 of o of of 1 2 7 @

Shortage of cash flow of] ol o/ o of of 3 1] 4 o o| o of of of o] 4 (@

Decrease in production/sales

due to damaged ports or 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 (0)
logistics network in Japan

Difficulty in  obtaining

financial support of of of of of of 1} o]l 1] of of of o of of of 1

Others 1] 1) 5| 9 o] 4| s8] 3} 31} 5/ 1| 6| 1] 6/ 1] 20] 51 (11)
Total 25| 12| 46| 21| 19| 67| 81| 47| 318] 76| 8| 10 9| 32| 11| 146| 464 (100)
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(3) Measures against the Great East Japan Earthquake
As for the measures against the Great East Japan Earthquake (check all that apply), the predominant response was “no

measure taken so far” (45 percent), followed by “procurement of raw materials/parts from other suppliers” (25 percent)
and “production/business adjustment (e.g. temporary suspension of operation/business, reduced production)” (11

percent). (Table 11-3)

(Table 11-3) Measures against the Great East Japan Earthquake (check all that apply)
Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Manufacture

Non-manufacture

P o | §
2 g | S| =%
= > b= 8 | g
iz} =] b} 5 £ c
g £ | £ g | 2| 2
Elx| 8] 8 212 €
S| 2|5 |E sl 2|8
e = = S I o c
5 (51 ks N=] S c K]
k) 8 3 = 2 S = —
— ! = < ] = = i) S
< s = = 5 . = o 5 1)
2| E|E|E|E€|g]e¢ gl2|8|2|2%|¢ £
L - () ] o L - o ~ - o [ o - o = O
No measure taken so far 10 5 8| 5| 11] 10| 9] 62| 26 10 5| 20| 20| 85] 147 (45)
Procurement of raw
materials/parts from other 4 11 2 5| 20| 13| 13| 69 6 0 3 o] 2| 12| 81 (25)
suppliers
Production/business
adjustment (e.g. temporary
suspension of 0 7 5/ 2| 5| 11 2| 35 2 0 of of o0 2| 37 (11)
operation/business, reduced
production)
Training  of  excessive
employees due to reduced 0 3 2 1 1| 14| 4] 25 0 0 0 1 o0 1l 26 (8)
production etc.
Layoff of excessive
employees due to reduction 0 2 1 0 0 4 2 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 (3
production etc.
Transfer of production line )
in Japan to Thailand 0 1 0 0 0 3 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
Dismissal/personnel )
cutbacks 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
Others 2 1 3] 0] 2 2| 2] 13 2 3 0| 1] 3] 10] 23 (V)
Total 16 30| 21| 13| 40| 58| 32| 219] 36 13 8| 22| 25| 110] 329 (100)
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(4) Change in operating ratio due to the Great East Japan Earthquake

As for the change in operating ratio due to the Great East Japan Earthquake, the predominant response was “no change
(62 percent), followed by “decrease” (34 percent).

”

More than 50% of the firms reported “decrease” in transportation machinery (70 percent), chemical (50 percent) and

steel/non-ferrous metal (50 percent). (Table 11-4)

(Table 11-4) Change in operating ratio due to the Great East Japan Earthquake

Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Industry Increase No change Decrease No. of firms

Food 4 (21) 14 (74) 1 (5) 19
Textile 0 (0) 7 (70) 3 (30) 10
IChemical 1 (3) 14 (47) 15 (50) 30

S Steel/non-ferrous metal 2 (8) 11 (42) 13 (50) 26
g IGeneral machinery 1 ) 9 (64) 4 (29) 14
§ Electric/electronics machinery 3 ) 25 (60)| 14 (33) 42
[Transportation machinery 1 2), 13 (28)| 32 (70) 46
Others 1 3), 18 (58)| 12 (39) 31
Manufacturing sector total 13 (6) 111 (51), 94 (43) 218
[Trading 1 (3) 29 (74) 9 (23) 39

® Retailer 0 (0) 9 (100) 0 (0), 9
é Finance/insurance/securities 0 0)) 12 (100), 0 0) 12
g Construction/civil engineering 0 0), 12 (100), 0 0) 12
g [Transportation/communication 1 4) 16 (64) 8 (32) 25
Z fothers 0 ) 15 (94) 1 ) 16
Non-manufacturing sector total 2 (2) 93 (82) 18 (16) 113
Total 15 ®) 204 (62) 112 (34 331
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(5) Decrease in operating ratio due to the Great East Japan Earthquake
As for the decrease in operating ratio due to the Great East Japan Earthquake, the predominant response was “less than

20% decrease” (43 percent), followed by “not less than 20% but less than 30% decrease” (18 percent).

There are the firms reporting not less than 50% decrease in several industries including transportation machinery,

chemical and steel/non-ferrous metal. (Table 11-5)

(Table 11-5) Decrease in operating ratio due to the Great East Japan Earthquake

Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Manufacture

Non-manufacture

g | B S
" z | > £ 8|8
< g | 2 3| 5| S
3 E | 2 8| 2| €
S w (5]
Elz|lg]| e sl 2|8
= ) c 1S ] = )
[<] = <] c I L S
|28 2 2| 5|2 -
= || E|3| & E| 2|8 s
0o | 818l |28, 255|828l 2
= = S = @ = —_ = = = 7] = —_ °
L ~ (@] ] o L = o ~ - o i (@] - (@] = (O]
Less than 20% decrease 5 5 3] 11 8 51 42 6 0 0 1 7 49 (43)
Not less than 20% but less
than 30% decrease 3| 4| of 2| 4| 2] 151 3 o of 2 51 20 (18)
Not less than 30% but less )
than 40% decrease 2 1 0 2 1 7 0 0 0 1 1 8
Not less than 40% but less
than 50% decrease 1 1 0 0 6 1 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 ()
Not less than 50% but less 12)
than 60% decrease 2 0 1 5 3 12 1 0 0 1 2 14
Not less than 60% but less ®)
than 70% decrease 2 0 0 0 5 1 8 0 0 0 1 1 9
Not less than 70% but less @)
than 80% decrease 0 2 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 1 4
Not less than 80% decrease 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 (1)
Total 15| 13 14| 32| 13| 97] 10 0 6 17| 114 (100)
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(6) Expected recovery in production
As for the expected recovery in production, the predominant response was “August or September” (35 percent), followed

by “July” (27 percent) and “June” (15 percent). Most of the firms expected recovery within 2011. (Table 11-6)

(Table 11-6) Expected recovery in production

-23-

Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Manufacture Non-manufacture
E [%] g §
= | > =] 8| 8
2 =] ] 5 £ c
g E | £ g | 2|2
Elz|g]| e S| 2| &
= [ c 1S 8 = Q
S = S p S =} =
S| 5| 5818 5| | 8
| 8| 2|8 2|1 2| 8 s
= | £ 3 | £ = | B | £ s
2| €182 8¢ 25| 3| 2|8 e =
_ = = = — — 1 c = [72) = -
L [ o [} o ] = (@] ~ = 4 [ (&) ~ o [ (O]
Already recovered to the 0
normal level o] o0 0 1 0 0 0 7 o] o 0 0 1 o0 1 8
June 0 0 3 1 0 1 3] 15 1 0 0 0 1 0 2] 17 (15)
July 0 1 4 4 3 6 3] 30 1 0 0 0 1 0 2] 32 (27)
August or September 1 2 5 6 1 4 11 3] 33 5 0 0 0 3 0 8| 41 (39)
October or November 0| o 3 1 0 3 1| 1 3] 0 0 0 1] 0 4] 13 (1)
At least next year 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 4 (3)
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 (2)
Total 1| 4| 15| 13| 4| 14| 34| 13| 98] 10| o© 0 o| 8| 1] 19| 117 (100)

Copyright 2011, Japanese Chamber of Commerce in Bangkok. All rights reserved



—24—

(7) Procurement of alternatives
As for the procurement of alternatives, the predominant response was “already started” (53 percent), followed by “going
to start” (33 percent). (Table 11-7)

(Table 11-7) Procurement of alternatives

Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Industry Already started Going to start Under consideration | No. of firms

Food 1 (20) 3 (60) 1 (20) 5
Textile 0 (0) 1 (100) 0 (0) 1
IChemical 8 (73) 2 (18), 1 9), 11

£ [Steel/non-ferrous metal 1 (50) 1 (50), 0 (0), 2
% [General machinery 3 (60)| 2 (40)| 0 0) 5
g Electric/electronics machinery 13 (65) 5 (25) 2 (10) 20
[Transportation machinery 11 (73) 4 (27) 0 (0), 15
Others 5 (36), 5 (36), 4 (29) 14
Manufacturing sector total 42 (58) 23 (32) 8 (12) 73
[Trading 3 (43) 3 (43), 1 (14) 7

® Retailer 1 (100) 0 (0) 0 (0), 1
é Finance/insurance/securities 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 0) 0
g Construction/civil engineering 0 0), 2 (50)| 2 (50) 4
g [Transportation/communication 1 (100) 0 (0) 0 (0), 1
Z fothers 0 ) 1 (33) 2 (67) 3
Non-manufacturing sector total 5 (31), 6 (38), 5 (31) 16
Total 47 (53) 29 (33), 13 (15) 89
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(8) Alternative procurement destination
As for the alternative procurement destination, the predominant response was “Japan” (40 percent), followed by
“Thailand” (25 percent) and “China” (12 percent). (Table 11-8)

(Table 11-8) Alternative procurement destination
Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Manufacture Non-manufacture
> .| £ 8
= 2 5 <
g gl SIS
it e | = o 2| E
El > 8¢ s | = | &
2| & | €| E e | 3|8
3 £ S Pt s ] =
= < = o = = o
& | 8| 8= 2| 8| = =
= = = © £ £ ‘B £ %
22|28 |E|2|8]¢ 2l |8|2|8]|ce S
B E|E|3|2|8|&|&|ls|ls|S|8|2|5|2]|c¢z &
Sl |S6|a|8|m|E|B8|_|E|@|E|S|EFE |88 5]
Japan 1 0 4 1 40 11| 11 5] 37 3 1 0 1 0 0 5] 42 (40)
Thailand 2 1 5 0 1 7 3 2l 21 4 0 0 0 0 1 5] 26 (25)
China 0| o 3 0 0 4 2| 1] 10 1] 0 0 0 1] 1 3] 13 (12)
ASEAN (except Thailand) ol o/ o o of of 2 2| 4 2| of o 1/ of 2] 51 9
Others 1 0 1 1 0 0 3 1 7 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 9 (8)
Taiwan 0 0 3 1 0 0 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 (5)
South Korea 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 (2)
Total 4 1| 17 3 5| 23| 22| 11] 86| 11 1 0 2 1| 5| 20] 106 (100)
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(9) Measures to be taken in light with the Great East Japan Earthquake

As for the measures to be taken in light with the Great East Japan Earthquake (check all that apply), the predominant
response was “acceleration of local procurement” (25 percent), followed by “diversification of suppliers” (22 percent)
and “research/identification of alternatives” (20 percent). The predominant response in the non-manufacture sector was
“multilateralization of business and customers.” (Table 11-9)

(Table 11-9) Measures to be taken in light with the Great East Japan Earthquake (check all that apply)

Unit: No. of firms and (%)
Manufacture Non-manufacture

> o =
g g | £|%
= > = 3| e
K2} =] S = c c
8 < c 3 =) =
@ 1S = D c IS
S > 0 =} @ 5 £
Py s | 2 g S| = 5]
=} c 5 c = L
2| £| £ s S| 8| ¢g
5 5] ° g S c g
_ - E K] 5] Z 2 IS =
< S = 2 5 = = Q S <]
2l 2|S|E|2|8]c¢ gl &€|ls|lgle 3
8% |e|8|2|8|s|L£|E|8|E|&|s5|&|2]|% g
L ~ o ] O L ~ (@] ~ [ o (. o - o [ O
Acceleration of local
procurement 7 2| 10 4 6| 25| 25| 14| 93 7 1 0 4 1 1| 14| 107 (25)
Diversification of suppliers 3] 4| 12| 10| 3] 19| 13| 13] 77 5/ 4] o0 2| 3] 4] 18] 95 (22)

Research/identification  of

alternatives 5/ 2| 14| 6| 3| 13| 10| 17| 70| 8| o 1| 2| 2| 3| 16] 8 (20

Multilateralization of (19)
business and customers 1 5 4 6 2 4 7 2 31 9 0 1 1 9 7 27 58
Request for risk ®)
diversification to suppliers 2 0 2 1 0 6] 11 5| 27 3 0 2 0 2 1 8| 35
Increase in stock 3] o] 5 2| 2| 4] o] 3] 19 71 1] 0 0f 0o o gl 27 (6)
Shortening of consideration
period for alternatives o 1| 2| 1} 1f 2| 3 2| 12} o of of o o of o] 12 @
Others o] ol o/ 2| o] of 2/ o0 4 1] 0 1 0] 1| o0 3 7 (2)
Total 21| 14| 49| 32 17 73| 71| 56] 333 40 6 5 9| 18| 16 941 427 (100)
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(10) Requests to the Thai government related to the Great East Japan Earthquake

Regarding the requests to the Thai government related to the Great East Japan Earthquake (check all that apply), the
predominant response was “avoidance of delay in/facilitation of customs procedures” (40 percent), followed by
“postponement of minimum wage increase” (37 percent) and “prevention of damages by harmful rumor” (30 percent).
(Table 11-10)

(Table 11-10) Requests to the Thai government related to the Great East Japan Earthquake (check all that apply)

Unit: Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Manufacture Non-manufacture

e @ | §
5 n = =
c <3 — <
= E= R
©0 3] b = c c
] < (= 3 S =
5] 1S = 2 = 1S
2| zl8|¢8 HERR:
3 c s c = &)
o = ] c < o =
= < = o = = o
> [=] 15} = > c =
2 S | @ 2 2 | .2 1] <
s|s|E|lg|s S| 8| £ g
® o [=] = S [=] o b o =1 o =
= c = o n c 3] o = o n
x s|ls|g5|3|e|8|2|zs]|ls|ls|T|s|2|2|z]s 2
[= o x 5] = < R B < = = < < = <
< i 2} @ L S) 3] =] S) )
& S|lFf|o|a|lo|lu|F|8]lRF]F|@|Z|C|F|BE]R 5]
1 Avoidance of delay in/facilitation
of customs procedures 12(67) 5(63 1244 632 5@2 1160 1537 13(42] 7941 22061 3(30) 00 2(15 10(50) 18] 3838)] 117(40)
2 Postponement of minimum wage
increase 317 3(38 12044 737 0] 2054 2254 17(55] 84 823 40 10 4G 40 35 24| 108(37)
3 Prevention of damages by harmful
rumor 769 338 602 201f 2017 822 12029 99 4929 102 4400 7(700 6(46 11(55 2(17] 40(40)] 89(30)
Facilitation of tax/customs system
4 (e.g. early refund of VAT and

customs duty, special benefits for 21 338 1037 421 323 1541  8(20 103 5524 143 000 2001 4G1 639 207 2828)| 83(28)
Japanese enterprises)

Relaxation of requirements for
short-term  visa for business
5 trippers and work permit for 2011 209 4as 4@ 207 sa4 502 sed 3200 1@Ey) 00 360 538) 5(25 8(67) 32632)] 64(22)
Japanese expatriates

Relaxation of requirements for
6 | radioactive substance certificate | 1372 204 409 00 30y 3@

Y I 6 (15| 3(100 3401 1002 3 (30 0 (0] 0 (0 8 (40| 1(8) 22(22)] 56(19)
and certificate of origin

7 Maintenance of logistics route
tO/frOm Japan 1(6) 2(29 2(7 3(16 3 (29| 8 (22 4 (10 4013 27014 6 (17 1(10] 1 (10| 0 (0 8 (40| 0 (0} 16(16)] 43(15)
Reduction of remittance tax rate to

8 .]apan 1(6) 1 (13| 4 (15 0 (0 2(17 7(19 4 (10 13 2001 8(22 0 (0f 0 (0] 6 (4¢| 2(10] 0(0f 16(16)] 36(12)

Simplification of standard
inspection before release to the
9 market (e.g. simplification of
application procedures for use of 422) o o@ 306 0@ 2(5 1@ o] 10¢ 2( 00 o o 200 o@ 4@ | 1409
alternatives by exemption of
compulsory standards)

- | Others 00)

o o 1@ o@ 20 26 o@ 50 0( o o o 1 o 1] 6@
Total 45 21 54 30 20 81 79 65] 395 91 15 14 27 57 17] 221 616
No. of firms 18 8 27 19 12 37 41 31 193 36 10 10 13 20 12 101 | 294(100 )
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(11) Requests to the Japanese government related to the Great East Japan Earthquake

Regarding the requests to the Japanese government related to the Great East Japan Earthquake (check all that apply), the

predominant response was “control of excessive yen appreciation” (57 percent), followed by “clear explanation about the

nuclear accident” (56 percent) and “early recovery of domestic logistics network and expansion of its alternative” (23
percent). (Table 11-11)

(Table 11-11) Requests to the Japanese government related to the Great East Japan Earthquake (check all that

apply)
Unit: Unit: No. of firms and (%)
Manufacture Non-manufacture
> o =
3 o | €| 8
$=] 2 S S
= > = 7] L
©0 3] b = c c
] < (= 3 S =
5] 1S = 2 = 1S
Elz|g|8 8|2 |5
S| 2| 5| E 2|z | e
e | = o c s | L S
S 9 ks i=] = c K]
2 @ = 2 2 k= =
s|s|E|lg|s S |8 E g
2| E|E|E|E|8]|¢ g2 8|g|g|e 3
« = S = el _ |l | = <3 .
< 8lE|z|8|s|8|c|2|E|8|8/&8|5|c|2]|¢8 g
04 L|+|O| |0 |W|F|O]F]F|x|IZ|O|F|O]|F Q)
1 Control  of  excessive yen
appreciation [ (25)  f6(60) 9(70) (36) (75)  p3(56) P7(71) p3(74) J20(60) P3(62) 5(56) (23) RB(67) 1(46) [1(47) 57(52)) 177(57)
2 Clear explanation about the
nUClear accident 0 (56)  [8(80) 3(48) 3(52) [7(58) P7(66) 9(50) 17(55) 13(57) oGs1) 2(22) 9(69) (75 3(54) po(67) 62(56)] 175(56)
Early recovery of domestic
3 !OgIStICS ne_ztworkand expansion of k 10y haoy fes fes pes pan jen kes s ke fan fen oo pes |1 | 20| 7
its alternative
4 Confidence recovery to imported
food from Japan ps6) GO 20 U2 [16) RO B(3) B0y B4 BQ2) |,y [ 209 [1®) PG o) | 2523 5919
Facilitation of issue of radioactive
5 [ substance certificate and by peo 2o oo pan fan fo@ kay pan fas 1® [ 0@ k@3 pas | wan]| 404
certificate of origin 2(22)
6 Support to relocation to overseas
(including riskdiversification) 0(0) 110) | 2(7) | 520) [ 207 k(o) [@13) [13) poao) [2(5) [o@© [1®) WB@E3) B3 pEND 14(13))  34(11)
7 | Support to relocation withinJapan Jo ) hooy 20 oo 10 [ 2 o |2e o oo [1® oo ko o | so] 136
Research of alternative
8 | procurement destination of raw |y fo [z [1® [1® pas 2o bao jse e o o [1® i@ o |e| se
materials/parts
Relaxation of import procedures
9 | for parts tentatively manufactured [o ) |o) |20 |00 0@ |2 [1® Bao |s@ pan oo oo |oo pan oo | 7@ 156
overseas
10 Low-interest financing,
moratorium 00 peo) 0@ [1@ Jo@ 1@ (13 pao 8@ Joo |o@ [o@ [o@ [2@® |o© 2] 100)
- | Others 0 0@ 0@ 2® Jo@ 2 [1® 1 Js@ e oo [1® o oo [1m s | o
TOtaI 34 26 51 41 26 88 75 68 409 73 12 21 23 63 28 220 629
No. of firms 16 10 27 25 12 41 38 31 200 37 9 13 12 24 15 fio0 310100
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