





FIG. 1-13 RANKING OF PROVINCES BY MACRO POTENTIAL ANALYSIS
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1.2 METEQHOLOG!CAL ASSESSMENT

: The three major ‘clusters show a higher score in the order of Phuket, Samui {Surat Thani. Prov.) and
In comparison with other provinces, Phuket has a far higher score than
Pattaya. This.is due to the fact that *wind" has a significant influence on the score. Samui and
~Songkhla are greatly ‘infiuenced by wind through. year. - Viewed in a seasonal fight, the: climatic ‘condi-
tions other than "wind" are better from March to September in Samui and Songkhla than in Phuket.
Conversely, Phuket has a better. score ' from September to March.if the influence of wind is not taken -
as a large negative factor, Phuket, Samui ‘and Songkhla will be mutually complementary in terms” of L
- season.In the present step, these five factors were not we:ghted on purpose and were all calculated in: -
If the influence of the: "wind* factor is. regarded as ‘low, a weighting correspond-. -
-ing to_this will-give a clear answer 1o Phuket Samun and Songkhla as mutually compiementary areas-.
interms of season. (Table 1-11, Fig. 4 13) : : ;

Songkhla. Table 1-10).

the same evaluation.
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TABLE 1-10 EVALUATION OF METEOROLOGICAL CONDITIONS (NOT WEIGHTED)

Month Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May Jun. Jul. Aug. Sep. Oct. Nov. Dec. Total
Cluster Name )
{1) Phuket 30.79 | 34.33 | 29.23 [25.70 121,71 118,03 | 18.42 | 17.62 { 17.73 | 20.95 | 21.71 | 23.79 280.01

(2) Ko Samuj 19.87 i 23.62 |124.25 122.29 [ 18,75 116.07 {16.24 [ 16.31 [ 16.33 | 17.08 | 15.62 { 16.73 | 223. 76
(3) Songkhla 18.82 123.25 122.03 | 20.95 | 19.18 | 18.03 [ 18.20 | 17.64 | 16.78 | 16.106 1 13.98 | 14.01

. 219.06
{4y Patiava 30.41 123,34 ;23.94 120,51 115,47 ! 313.87 1 13.61 [ 13.16 | 13.56 | 17.25 119.73 1 32.03 237.18
{8) Hua Hin 42.01 | 32.94 {33.21 | 27.04 | 20.85 [ 17.61 { 17.80 | 17.92 1 20.30 [ 20.71 1 21.70 | 34.31 306.4¢
(6) Bangkok 44.67 ) 27.70 | 27.24 |1 22.56 | 19.56 | 17.94 | 18.02 |'17.13 118.77 122.64 | 27.95 | 44.63 3C08.81
Total = 5 B6.57 N65.18 159.90 139.05 115.52 101.55 102.56 189,78 103,47 N114.82 170.69 165.50 1874.62

TABLE 1-11 EVALUATION OF METEOQOROLOGICAL CONDITIONS (WEIGHED)

Maonth Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May Jun. | Jul. Aug. Sep. Cct. Nowv. Dec. ' Total
Cluster Name : !
(1) Phuket 89.01 199.30 | £1.23 164.86 [ 49.33 142.95 | 44.07 | 44.96 | 40.28 1 46.80 [ 52.35 | 66_.53:1 721 .75

' (2) Ko Samuni 61.45 [ 75,12 | 76.93 |.64.04 1 51.62 | 46.01 | 47,06 | 47.46 | 43.87 141.99 1 39.62 | 46.87 | 642.00

(3) Songkhla 63.25 )| 78.07 | 73.40 | 67,36 156,19 151.75 | 63.08 { 52.56 | 47.53 | 43.55 | 38.07 | 42.71 | 668.49
(4 Pattaya 92.23 169,36 | 74.80 | 61.85 | 44.310 i 38.95 | 39.96 | 36.38 { 34.96 [ 45.03 | 56.69 102,02 | 696.41
(5) Hua Hin = 1128.3] | 96.44 102.00 | 79.19 | 55,50 { 42.87 [ 41.99 | 40.27 1 42.90 1 49.92 [ 50.80 N104.69 | 843.86
(6) Bangkok 1365.58 |85.34 | 87.50 | 68.26 ! 63.57 [ 45.75 | 44.01 | 41.21 | 40.45 |1 51.44 | 70.80 134,12 | 859,22

Total =~ 570.82 503.61 406.04 405.58 310.30 P68.27 P70.16 262.84 249.99 278,82 318.40 496.93 14431.72
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