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Considered informational andcomputational tasks of a complex system of general purpose, that the content is

a class of resource optimization and underpin a specialmathematical software computer based ACS complex system.
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In this article meaning, correlations and hierarchic structure between such notions as foreign economic

activity, export potential and export activities are considered. The other researchers` determinations of export
potentials are analyzed. On the basis of the results of the conducted analysis author`s own definition of the notion
“export potential of an enterprise” is synthesized.
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