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The examples of improvement practice of formation potential of commercial banks in the world and 
national economics in the period of economical crisis were given by the author. 
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In this paper possibilities of stochastic oscillator usage for effective market entries determination were 
considered. Characteristics of main ranges in which oscillator can be situated were determined. Data from 
“Ukrainian exchange” index where analyzed. Conclusions about possibilities of usage of oscillator for 
investments in Ukrainian market were made. Approaches for practical objectification this strategy during 
investment process were proposed. 
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