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Areas of Parametric Compensation of Uncertainty of the Management System 
Development of Strategic Potential 

The purpose of writing is to develop application tools and justification of the strategic directions of 
development of the strategic management of the development potential of the industry with adaptive 
characteristics and regenerating abilities. 

The priority areas of localization efforts towards designing an effective system of management 
development strategic potential for the formation of industry compensation capabilities of each of its elements 
were characterized. It was recognized that it would involve streamlining reallocation of resources that needs 
solving basic tasks on identification of the list of controlled parameters and resources; setting control range 
tactical, local parameters of a complex system of reserves and compensation of uncertainty in a particular field 
of research. It was proved that the uncertainty of implementation of the system and the imbalance of functioning 
of its elements can be eliminated by using complex of reflexive methods, tools and technology management. 

Considering the uncertainty in dealing applied scientific tasks towards objectification levels of efficiency 
of management development strategic potential industry predicts the future use of instructional techniques for 
forming input data for modeling structural type, which improve the quality of research and protects the 
objectivity of analysis results architectural design under uncertainty. Adjusted variant design - is calculated to 
solve the problem for rationalization of resource allocation for each of the system.  
management system, reallocation of resources, adaptation, compensation opportunities 
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  ,      
  ,   ,  

      ’   
    , ,    

   .     , 
 , ,     ( ) . 

    1999     –  – 
         

   ,      
 ,       .   

 ,       
          

 . , ,        
    ,      . .   

         
  ,       [5]. 

         
  :  

1)     ;  
2)       ;  
3)    (    )   .  

 ’     ,       
       .  

,  «Fortune» ( )    500    
   (        
)    – Fortune Global [8].  2011    

 Wal-Mart    421 849 . . ,    
     Royal Dutch Shell (378 152 . . ). 
   20       7   .  

 Shell   ( ), Total ( ), Volkswagen ( ), 
 ( ), INC Group ( ), Glencore International ( ). 

     2012     20 –   
 .      Royal Dutch 

Shell.   ,         –  484,5 
. .        .    20   
        Fortune Global   

  (        , 
     – E.ON ( )  ENI ( ))  –

. 1 (     -   ). 
 

 1 –          2012 ., 
. .  (    «Fortune») 
       

1 Royal Dutch Shell 484,489 30,918 11 Total 231,580 17,069 
2 Exxon Mobil 452,926 41,060 12 Volkswagen 221,551 21,426 
3 Wal-Mart Stores 446,950 15,699 13 Japan Post 

Holdings 211,019 5,939 

4 BP 386,463 25,700 14 Glencore Int. 186,152 4,048 
5 Sinopec Group 375,214 9,453 15 Gazprom 157,831 44,460 
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  1 
6 China National 

Petroleum 352,338 16,317 16 E. N 157,057 -3,085 
7 State Grid 259,142 5,678 17 ENI 153,676 9,539 
8 Chevron 245,621 26,895 18 IN  Group 150,571 6,591 
9 ConocoPhillips 237,272 12,436 19 General Motors 150,276 9,190 

10 Toyota Motor 235,364 3,591 20 Samsung Electr. 148,944 12,059 
:     [7]. 

  ,          
   –   Wal-Mart   447 . . 
.   ’         
.     ,    ,  

  30 . .   .     
 Volkswagen,       30 . . . 
 2013   Royal Dutch Shell    481,7 . . 

      Fortune -20.  ,   
        

    .  100    
 2013  28   ,     

 (19 ),   –  (15 ) – . 1. 
       «Financial Times» ( ) 
       500    

  («FT 500: The World`s Largest Companies») [9],   
    (Global), , , ’  , ,   

   (Regional Lists), ,  ,  , 
-     .  ,   

,     (  . . ),    
    ,  (  ),   

   ,      ,  
 . 

 - 28

 - 19 - 15 - 11

  - 8

  - 19

 

 1 –      100     
  2013  (   «Financial Times») 

:      [8]. 

   20       «Financial Times» 
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( . 2)   3   –  : Nestle (9   
 2013 , +3     2012 )  Roche (20   
 2013 , +9     2012 )     – 

Shell (17    2013 , -10     2012 ). 
 

 2 –  20       (  
  «Financial Times»), . .  

 
20

13
 

 
20

12
 

      
 

 
-

 
1 1 Apple    415683,3 41733,0 
2 2 Exxon Mobil      403733,1 44880,0 
3 13 Berkshire 

Hathaway 
  256801,8 14824,0 

4 3 PetroChina      254618,7 18511,0 
5 11 Wal-Mart   246373,3 16999,0 
6 9 General Electric   239775,6 13622,0 
7 4 Microsoft    239602,3 16978,0 
8 5 IBM    237724,7 16604,0 
9 12 Nestle   233792,1 11584,0 

10 10 Chevron      230831,2 26179,0 
11 6 ICBC    230420,5 38286,8 
12 18 Johnson & Johnson    

 228042,3 10853,0 

13 17 Samsung Ele tric .  217725,3 21794,3 
14 8 China Mobile   212847,6 20530,4 
15 25 Google    212445,3 10737,0 
16 16 Procter & Gamble    210500,9 10756,0 
17 7 Shell -

 
    208999,7 27147,7 

18 23 Pfizer    
 207377,4 14570,0 

 
20

13
 

 
20

12
 

      
 

 
-

 
19 14 China Construction 

Bank 
   203395,9 31007,2 

20 29 Roche   
 201514,7 10413,7 

:     [9] 
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 3 –       
  2013 , .  

        
  

1 Volkswagen  .   9515,0 
2 Samsung 

Electronics 
 

 
   8344,7 

3 Microsoft     
'   

7890,7 

4 Intel     
 

7691,4 

5 Toyota Motor    
 

7070,9 

6 Roche   
 

7007,8 

7 Novartis   
 

6922,8 

8 Merck US     5995,9 
9 Johnson & Johnson     5809,5 

10 Pfizer     5740,5 
11 Daimler  .   5639,0 
12 General Motors    

 
5584,4 

13 Google     
'   

4997,0 

14 Robert Bosch  .   4924,0 
15 Sanofi-Aventis     4909,0 

:     [12] 
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. – 2001. – 3. – . 6-10. 

3.  . .     [ ] / . . , . . 
 //    - . . – 2013. – 4 (24). – . 22-36. 
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Peculiarities of Development and Functioning of Transnational Corporations in the EU 
in the Conditions of Globalization 

The aim of the article is to study the features of the development of European transnational corporations 
in the modern context of the global economy and competition with the United States.  

The paper presents the ratings of the most influential international financial publications and business 
associations on the role and nature of the impact of Europe's leading transnational corporations on the world 
economy. The study showed that their position in the world ranking is rather arbitrary, since differs significantly 
based on the edition, which made the rating, as well as on the basis of the index of the corporation, which was 
taken as the basis of such a rating. In general, EU's multinational corporations somewhat inferior to their 
American competitors, mainly due to the specific characteristics of their economic development, as well as 
slightly different approaches to the management of these industrial centers. 

It was determined that in the scale of integration in global economic relations in Europe the Britain is first, 
by the size of the development costs of high-tech products – transnational corporation from Germany and 
Switzerland.  
transnational corporations, the European Union, the world ranking, Fortune, Financial Times 
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