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- Executive Summary -
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Figure 1. TNC’s level of optimism/pessimism regarding the

investment environment, 2010-2012
(as a percentage of responses from the TNCs surveyed)
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Figure 2. Level of optimism/pessimism of investment promotion

agencies regarding the international investment environment
(as a percentage of responses from the IPAs surveyed)
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Figure 3. TNCs’ level of agreement with various observations
about the impact of the crisis on their investment strategies
(as a percentage of responses from the TNCs surveyed)
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Figure 4. Internationalization prospects for TNCs
{as a percentage of responses from the THNCs surveyed)
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Figure 5. Degree of international integration of TNCs
{as a percentage of responses from the TNCs surveyed)
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Figure 6. Prospects for respondent companies’ FDI expenditures
in 2010-2012, as compared to 2009
(as a percentage of responses from the TNCs surveyed)
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Figure 7. Global FDI flows, 2002-2009, and projections for

2010-2012
(billions of dollars)
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Source: UNCTAD.

Note: The baseline estimates for 2010, 2011, and 2012 are based on the results of the
WIPS, taking into account data from the first quarter of 2010 for FDI flows and the
first five months of 2010 for cross-border M&As for the 2010 estimates, as well as the
risks and uncertainties elaborated upon in WIR10 (UNCTAD, 2010). In addition to the
baseline scenario, two less likely scenarios are included, as upper and lower ranges,
in the figure.
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Figure 8. Impact of the current crisis on TNCs’ FDI programmes
and expenditures in host regions
(average of responses from the TNCs surveyed)
1 no impact; 5: very strong impact
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Figure 9. Level of optimism/pessimism of TNCs regarding the
global investment environment in 2010 and 2012, by home region
(average of responses from the TNCs surveyed)
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Source: UNCTAD survey.

Figure 10. Level of optimism/pessimism of TNCs regarding their

own investment prospects in 2010 and 2012, by home region
(average of responses from the TNCs surveyed)
1: very pessimistic; 5 very optimistic
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Source: UNCTAD survey.

_12_



Figure 11. Prospects for respondent companies’ FDI expenditures

in 2010-2012 as compared to 2009, by home region
(average of responses from the TNCs surveyed)

-4: very large decrease; + 4: very large increase
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Figure 12. The most promising investor-countries for the next

three years ahead according to IPAs
(number of times that the country is mentioned as top investor in their respective
countries by respondent [PAs)
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Source: UNCTAD survey.
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Figure 13. Priority given to each host region by the respondent
TNCs in their FDI plans, 2010 and 2012
(average of responses from the TNCs surveyed)
1: no priority; 5: top priority
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Figure 14. Top priority host economies for FDI for the
2010-2012 period

(number of times that the country is mentioned as a top priority for FDI
by respondent TNCs)
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(4) Brazi
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(11) Viet Nam
(9) Indonesia
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(13) Poland
(8) Australia
(14) France
Malaysia
Japan
(10) Canada
Chile
South Africa
Spain
Peru

Source: UNCTAD survey.

Note: Hankings according to last year’s survey are given in the parentheses before ths
name of each country. The countries without numbers were ranked outside the top

20 in the last year’'s survey.
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Figure 15. Level of optimism of IPAs regarding their

own country’s inward FDI prospects in 2012
{average of responses from the IPAs surveyed)
1: very pessimistic; 5 very optimistic
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Souwrce: UNCTAD survey.
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Figure 16. FDI growth prospects, by sector and for all industries
2009-2012

(average of responses from the TNCs surveyed)
-4 very large decrease; + 4 very large increase
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Figure 17. Responses to the question of whether the financial
and economic crisis increased TNCs’ reliance on non-equity

investment modalities, by home region
(percentage of responses from the TNCs surveyed)
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