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Residential suburbanisation in the hinterland of Bratislava — a case
study of municipalities in the Austrian border area

RenATa FARKAS! and Micaar KLOBUCNIK!

Abstract

This paper provides an overview of the process of residential suburbanisation in the hinterland of Bratislava.
The study focuses on the municipalities around the Austrian border area. The main aim of the paper is to
investigate the characteristics of cross-border suburbanisation, which is a significant spatial phenomenon in
the municipalities of northern Burgenland and the south-eastern part of Lower Austria. The analysis has a
spatio-temporal dimension, as it depicts the time-space characteristics of the phenomenon — both for a single
time point, as well as for a time series from the approximate beginning of the onset of suburbanisation up to
the present. While monitoring the growth of the number of Slovaks in the study area, we observed a gradual
increase in all the selected municipalities of the Austrian border area, with the distance from Bratislava being a
significant factor here. The analysis of migration in the surveyed municipalities showed predominantly positive
migration efficiency —immigration was negated by emigration only to a small extent (compared to suburbani-
sation in the Slovak hinterland of Bratislava, which is, however, relatively high). The structural characteristics
of Slovak immigrants, where the younger age group of 30 to 44 years followed by a child component up to 14
years predominated, attest to the ongoing process of suburbanisation. The research confirmed the advancing
residential suburbanisation and expansion of the cross-border suburban hinterland of Bratislava.
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Introduction banisation had not yet been created (§VEDA,

M. 2011a; Svepa, M. and Kriza, F. 2011). The

The following paper is a case study of munici-
palities in the Austrian border area from the
aspect of the process of residential suburbanisa-
tion in the hinterland of Bratislava. During the
1980s and 1990s, when the process of residen-
tial suburbanisation in the hinterland of Vienna
had already reached its peak, socialist urbani-
sation was gradually subsiding in Bratislava
(MaTzNETTER, W. 2004). The fall of socialism
in Slovakia in 1989, including the subsequent
transformation of society and the economy re-
lated to this also resulted in a change in the pre-
dominant urbanisation processes of the state.
In the newly founded Slovak Republic, con-
ditions for the wider development of subur-

construction industry had fallen into a deep
recession; financial support mechanisms from
both the state and the banking sector (e.g.
mortgages) for the development of housing
construction were lacking. However, after the
resolution of this shortcoming, residential sub-
urbanisation gradually began to develop in our
country, which had only begun to show its first
signs in the 1990s. And so, residential subur-
banisation in the hinterland of Bratislava took
on an imaginative dimension after the turn of
the new millennium, which had been charac-
terised by the construction of new houses and
residential sites on so-called “green-fields”, as
well as the transfer of the urban population and
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its activities to the surrounding municipalities
of the Bratislava hinterland (Svepa, M. 2011a).

However, cross-border suburbanisation is
a specific and more complicated form of resi-
dential suburbanisation. Its origin and de-
velopment require that more conditions be
tulfilled since it goes beyond state, cultural,
and linguistic borders. For this reason, it is un-
derstandable that suburbanisation only began
to develop in Slovakia after a delay of several
years when compared to “common” residen-
tial suburbanisation. In the case of Bratislava,
Slovakia’s accession to the European Union
in 2004 and the Schengen Area in 2007 were
widely accepted as the starting mechanisms of
this process (Ira, V. et al. 2011; Barizs, D. and
Baymoéczy, P. 2018, 2019). The reason was that
the two events led to the formation of an in-
tegrated border between the Slovak Republic
and the Republic of Austria. The unrestrict-
ed movement of people, goods, and capital
across the national border was thus ensured.

This paper provides an in-depth analysis
of Austrian border area municipalities, which
fall into the suburban hinterland of Bratislava
within three Austrian districts — Ganserndorf,
Bruck an der Leitha, Neusiedl am See — all
of which directly border Bratislava itself.
The ongoing cross-border suburbanisation
in this area has a significant time-space di-
mension. We assume that the intensity of the
process has changed markedly over time,
with Slovaks contributing to a large extent
in this process. We also believe that the dis-
tance of suburban Austrian municipalities
from Bratislava plays a significant role as
well. Migration flows of Slovak citizens to
suburban municipalities as well as their age
structure are further aspects that complete
the picture of the ongoing process of cross-
border suburbanisation.

Theoretical background

There is no uniformly recognised and defined
time for the onset of decentralisation tenden-
cies of population distribution in the USA
and Western Europe. Some authors tend to

date the beginning of modern suburbanisa-
tion from either 1815 (Jackson, K.T. 1987) or
1920 (PTACEK, P. 2002). In the case of Austria,
suburbanisation reached its highest intensity
in the 20" century (MATzNETTER, W. 2004).
However, the development of cross-border
settlement of the countries of post-communist
Central and Eastern Europe has been differ-
ent, since the suburbanisation processes only
began after the fall of the communist regime
and were accompanied by a considerable de-
lay (StaniLov, K. and Sykora, L. 2014).

Residential suburbanisation is a process
that has significantly transformed the social
and physical environment of the Bratislava
hinterland from rural to suburban in the last
two decades. It has affected the spatial struc-
ture of settlements (§VEDA, M. 2011a; SvEDa,
M. and Paz0r, R. 2018) and the social and de-
mographic structure of the population (Svepa,
M. and Sugka, P. 2014). Further, it has caused
significant changes in land use (Svepa, M. and
Vicasova, D. 2010; éVEDA, M. 2011b).

The term ‘residential suburbanisation’ is
most often understood as the shift of resi-
dents, households, and their activities out-
side the territory of urban centres, usually
to their hinterland with a low population
density (PTACEK, P. 2002). This is expressed
most notably by the construction of new
family houses on agricultural land. In ad-
dition, residential suburbanisation in these
geographical conditions is characterised by
increasing residential densities or renova-
tion of the original housing stock (Svepa, M.
2011a). The spatial extent of suburbanisation
mostly depends on the population size of the
city (Kusgs, J. and NovAcCEk, A. 2019).

As an analogy, it can be said that cross-bor-
der residential suburbanisation is a process
in which the migration of the urban popula-
tion and their activities to the adjacent ru-
ral area on the opposite side of the border
is monitored. Since suburbanisation can be
divided into both residential and commercial
categories (or in some cases seasonal), it is
necessary to state that in this article the term
‘cross-border suburbanisation” shall be un-
derstood exclusively in its residential form.
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The phenomenon of cross-border suburban-
isation has been observed in several places in
the geographical area of Europe. Examples
are known from the German-Netherlands
(STrRUVER, A. 2005), Italian-Slovenian
(Jacopic, D. 2011) and German-Polish borders
(BArTHEL, M. and BartHEL, E. 2018).

Cross-border suburbanisation in the hin-
terland of Bratislava represents a rare type of
suburbanisation due to the human geograph-
ic location of the capital situated on the bor-
der of three states. Initially, its development
was captured by a few authors who defined
the first suburbanised municipalities be-
yond the Slovak borders (DILLINGER, T. 2004;
Sravik, V. et al. 2011; Svepa, M. 2011a). On
the Austrian side of the border, they labelled
three municipalities (Kittsee, Berg, Wolfsthal)
as cross-border-suburban. Several years later,
these Austrian border municipalities in the
suburban hinterland of Bratislava were de-
scribed by HUEMER, J. (2018) as the most dy-
namically growing villages in Austria.

It can generally be stated that the develop-
ment of cross-border suburbanisation in the
hinterland of Bratislava is not only the result
of the classical development of suburbanisa-
tion, which progressed in conformity with the
evolutionary development of the urban or-
ganism or the urban region, but is also a spe-
cific result, since its realisation required the
interplay of several positive circumstances.

As previously mentioned, the first catalyst
for the development of cross-border suburban-
isation occurred with the Slovak Republic’s
accession to the European Union in 2004, and
the second with its inclusion in the Schengen
area in 2007. Both events significantly con-
tributed to the increased mobility of people
in cross-border areas and opened the door to
new opportunities, including suburbanisation.

According to DecoviLLE, A. and Duranb,
E. (2018), cross-border population flows are
driven by differences between the two sides
of the state border, whether in commodity
prices, wages, unemployment rates, or real
estate prices. In the case of the cross-border
suburbanisation studied in this paper, the
significant “pull” effects of decentralisation

of the population included better transport
accessibility and lower real estate prices
(Haroi, T. et al. 2010; Suavik, V. et al. 2011;
Svepa, M. 2011a; HUEMER, J. 2018).

Nowadays, however, due to the cross-bor-
der mobility and migration of the population,
the agglomeration of the city of Bratislava ex-
tends over the state borders of Austria and
Hungary (Harpr, T. 2016). Overall, this is an
area which, according to Harpy, T. (2016), is
inhabited by a specific group of transnational
borderlanders, whose cross-border way of life
is not motivated by ethnic or linguistic rea-
sons, but rather by the practicality of every-
day life. According to MarTINEZ, O.]. (1994),
transnational borderlanders are people who
maintain significant ties with a neighbouring
nation. They are individuals whose lifestyle
strongly reflects foreign influences.

Methodology

We obtained the data for the research from
the sources of the Austrian Statistical Office
(Statistik Austria) from the STATcube data-
base — Statistical Database. The analytical
part was commenced by applying an indica-
tor concerning the share of Slovaks to a wider
range of municipalities in the three border
districts of Ganserndorf, Bruck an der Lei-
tha, and Neusiedl am See — with a total of 104
municipalities (Figure 1). Then, based on an
analysis of the number of Slovaks in the bor-
der area, we narrowed down the number of
municipalities which can be considered sub-
ject to cross-border suburbanisation (Figure 2).

In the investigated areas, we identified 17
municipalities where the relative share of
Slovaks exceeded 5 percent of the municipal
population, and it was these municipalities
that formed the narrower selection of mu-
nicipalities as subject of more detailed re-
search. The reason for choosing the above
indicator for creating a smaller coverage of
municipalities was our fundamental premise
that it is not possible to label those Austrian
municipalities in the hinterland of Bratislava
as suburban that do not have a Slovak popu-
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Fig. 1. Relative representation of Slovaks in the municipalities of the districts of Ganserndorf, Bruck an der
Leitha, and Neusiedl am See (2020). Source: STATcube — Statistical Database (https://www.statistik.at). Processed
by the authors.
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Fig. 2. Relative representation of Slovaks (in %) in selected municipalities of the Austrian border area in the
hinterland of Bratislava (2005, 2010, 2015 and 2020). Source: STATcube — Statistical Database (https://www.
statistik.at). Processed by the authors.

lation. We also had to consider the fact that
these three Austrian districts have the phe-
nomenon of double suburbanisation (i.e.
from Bratislava and Vienna) (MEeyrroiDT, A.
2017), and the relative share of Slovaks repre-
sented an indicator by which we could define
the suburbanising influence of Bratislava.

The migration of the urban population
to suburban localities is a crucial aspect of
suburbanisation (Sprocha, B. et al. 2017). In
the scope of the research, we also analysed
the migration of residents of the affected
municipalities, and in order to do so, we
focused on migration efficiency (migration
efficiency ratio — MER). This relationship ap-
plies (StiLLwELL, J. et al. 2000):

b0 100

MER, =

where MER, = migration efficiency ratio of
the municipality i, D, = the sum of immi-
grants (inflows) to the municipality i from
other municipalities, O, = the sum of emi-
grants (outflows) from the municipality i to
other municipalities.

The values range from -100 to +100. With
a value of 0, the migration efficiency is zero,
which means that there has been no change
in population, although both immigration and
emigration have taken place. The closer the
value of migration efficiency is to the value
of +100, the greater the positive migration effi-
ciency (immigration is not “negated” by emi-
gration, or only minimally). In contrast, in the
case of values approaching the value of -100,
those emigrating are not replaced by those
immigrating, or only to a very low extent.
Migration efficiency basically measures the
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degree of imbalance or asymmetry between a
pair of migration flows. If flows are symmetri-
cal, they suggest that migration functions as
a process that keeps the settlement system in
dynamic balance (Rowranp, D.T. 1978).

Results

The development of the number of Slovaks in
our case represents the significant determinant
of the research, which is considered to be an
essential prerequisite for demonstrating the
cross-border suburbanisation of the Bratislava
hinterland. The representation of Slovaks in
the population structure of the municipalities
of the Austrian border area is a valuable indi-
cator of residential suburbanisation showing
the degree of decentralisation processes from
Bratislava to its cross-border suburban hin-
terland. With that said, it is no different in the
case of the Hungarian hinterland of Bratislava,
where the authors BaLizs, D. and Bajmoczy, P.
(2019) indicated an increase in the number of
Slovaks in the villages of Rajka, Bezenye, and
Dunakiliti, as well as others.

According to Svepa, M. et al. (2020a),
Bratislava, as the dominant residential cen-
tre, creates a network of various connections,
where the intensity decreases with increas-
ing distance from its core. Figure 1 depicts
the relative share of Slovaks in the total
population of the municipalities of the three
Austrian districts that neighbour Bratislava.
As we can see, the largest share of the Slovak
population is in the municipalities closest to
Bratislava. We can also observe a gradual de-
cline in the relative number of Slovaks with
increasing distance from the Slovak capital,
as well as the relatively compact nature of the
cross-border region with the representation
of the Slovak minority. However, as far as this
region is concerned, it is interesting to note
that the relative share of Slovaks is higher in
its southern part than in the northern part.
Outside the mentioned region of the 17 se-
lected municipalities, the share of Slovaks in
the districts of Neusiedl am See, Bruck an der
Leitha, and Ganserndorf is marginal. We con-

sider the rising number of Slovaks and their
increasing share in the population of Austrian
municipalities as the essential characteristic
of residential suburbanisation. It distinguish-
es the suburbanisation of Bratislava from the
suburbanisation of Vienna. Therefore, we
exclude from our research municipalities
that have a very low share of Slovaks in the
total population of the municipality. For this
distinction, we set the lower limit at a level
of 5 percent Slovak population in the total
population in the given year 2020.

In the set of graphs provided (see Figure
2), we can see the development of growth in
the number of Slovaks in the selected munici-
palities of the Austrian border area in 5-year
intervals. In summary, it is evident that for
the monitored 15 years, significant changes
occurred in the relative representation of
Slovaks in the total population of the selected
municipalities, with the largest growth occur-
ring in 2015 and 2020. While in 2005 no select-
ed municipality had a share of Slovaks over
5 percent, in 2010, Wolfsthal, Kittsee, Berg,
and Hainburg an der Donau significantly
dominated. The significant rise in the num-
ber of Slovaks in the total population of these
municipalities is the result of their initial sub-
urbanisation in the hinterland of Bratislava
after the Slovak Republic’s accession to the
European Union and the Schengen Area (Ira,
V. et al. 2011; Bavrizs, D. and Bajmoczy, P.
2018, 2019). Furthermore, the excellent trans-
port accessibility to the centre of Bratislava
combined with favourable property prices
was a crucial criterion for their specific choice
(Harpi, T. et al. 2010; Stavik, V. et al. 2011;
Svepa, M. 2011a; HuemER, J. 2018).

In 2015, 12 municipalities had already
reached more than a 5 percent share of
Slovak residents. For example, in Kittsee,
the relative share of Slovaks soared from 11.3
percent (2010) to a record 49.8 percent (2015).
From a spatial point of view, in 2015, the
number of municipalities directly neighbour-
ing Bratislava was still growing, (e.g. Pama
or Deutsch Jahrndorf). However, in this pe-
riod, the Slovak population began to move
more notably to municipalities that were not
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immediately adjacent to Bratislava (Edelstal,
Nickelsdorf, Gattendorf, Potzneusiedl, and
Prellenkirchen). We consider the year 2020
to be evidence of the continuing suburbani-
sation of the hinterland of Bratislava, when
the share of Slovaks in the above-mentioned
municipalities continued to grow; while in
four other municipalities the relative repre-
sentation of Slovaks rose above the 5 percent
threshold (Marchegg, Petronell-Carnuntum,
Hundsheim, Engelharstetten). In Kittsee, the
share slightly decreased compared to 2015,
and according to the relative representation
of Slovaks, the village of Wolfsthal came sig-
nificantly closer to it.

Figure 3 shows the dynamics of the devel-
opment of growth/decline of the population
of the affected municipalities. When looking
at the three consecutive periods, the num-
ber of inhabitants in the given municipali-
ties developed differently. The majority of
the analysed municipalities maintained the
trend of population growth in all periods.
Of all the municipalities, the most extreme
population growth was seen in the mu-

nicipality directly neighbouring Bratislava,
namely Kittsee, which increased by 75.5
percent from the start of the analysed pe-
riod (2006-2020). According to Svepa, M. et
al. (2020b), since 2005, the number of inhabit-
ants has increased tenfold in the municipal-
ity by migration each year; in the last decade
alone, migration reached 150 inhabitants per
year. More than 70 percent of this increase
was accounted for by cross-border migration.
As part of our research, we found that the
most dynamic period can be considered the
years 2011-2015 when the municipality in-
creased its population by almost 40 percent.
We also recorded high growth in population
during the three periods in another border
municipality: Wolfsthal (from the beginning
of the analysed period, the village grew by
55.9%); in Berg, the number of inhabitants
increased by 32.5 percent over 15 years, and
in Edelstal by 29.6 percent. Constant mod-
est growth of inhabitants during the three
periods occurred, for example, in the town of
Hainburg an der Donau or in neighbouring
Bad Deutsch-Altenburg.

Population growth/decline (%)
s

[ 2006-2010

M 20112015

[0 2016-2020

Fig. 3. Growth/decline of inhabitants (in %) of selected municipalities of the Austrian border in the hinterland
of Bratislava (2006-2010, 20112015, 2016-2020). Source: STATcube — Statistical Database (https://www.statistik.
at). Processed by the authors.
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Migration, which is defined as a dynamic
and constantly modifying process that causes
changes in the socio-geographical, economic,
social, and demographic structures of areas,
represents a natural component of people’s
lives (KACErOVA, M. and HorvATHOVA, R. 2014).
Citizens of the Slovak Republic, in accordance
with European Union legislation on the free
movement of EU citizens, have the right to
stay in Austria for more than three months.
Afterwards, if they come to Austria with the in-
tention of permanent or temporary settlement,
they are obligated to register with the compe-
tent public authority within four months from
the date of arrival, where they will obtain an
“Aufenthaltskarte” residence permit upon re-
quest. After five years of legal and continuous
residency in Austria, they acquire the right to
obtain permanent residence. Upon request,
they are issued a certificate of permanent
residence, the so-called “Bescheinigung des
Daueraufenthalts” (“Certificate of permanent
residence”) (www.oesterreich.gv.at).

The migration efficiency of Slovaks
(Figure 4) showed positive values in all the
analysed municipalities of the Austrian bor-
der area; this means that in the examined
5-year periods, immigration (immigrants)

exceeded emigration (emigrants). It is clear,
however, that in some municipalities, migra-
tion efficiency has slightly weakened over the
periods (e.g. Gattendorf, Nickelsdorf, Pama,
Wolfsthal or Zurndorf), while in others, it
has slightly strengthened (e.g. Bad Deutsch-
Altenburg, Engelhartstetten) or remained
at about the same level (Hainburg an der
Donau, Marchegg).

Since 2008, we have witnessed a relatively
sudden upswing in the number of immigrat-
ing Slovaks. The increase can be explained by
the entry of Slovakia into the Schengen Area,
which removed the barrier to free move-
ment of Slovak citizens entering Austria. The
rapid rise of Slovak immigrants in the sur-
veyed municipalities of the Austrian border
area peaked for the first time in 2012 when
their number reached 670. Since that year, the
number of immigrants has ranged from 600
to 700 people per year. We recorded the high-
est number of immigrants in 2016 — a total of
676 persons. From the viewpoint of the emi-
gration of Slovaks, we perceive a gradual in-
crease in their number since 2010 with a max-
imum value in 2019, when 284 Slovaks left
selected municipalities in the Austrian border
area (https://www. statistik.at). We can also
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Fig. 4. Migration efficiency in selected municipalities of the Austrian border area in the hinterland of Bratislava
(2006-2010, 20112015, 2016-2020). Source: STATcube — Statistical Database (https://www.statistik.at). Processed
by the authors.
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perceive the issue of residential stability as
a certain compacted result of the evaluation
of the ideas and expectations of the popula-
tion concerning the new environment and its
social and material characteristics. The desire
to stay in the locality for a longer period can
be an important signal, which not only testi-
fies to satisfaction with the quality of housing
but can also be an indicator of the integration
of new residents into local social structures.
On the contrary, the desire to make a change
of residence may be a reflection of the non-
fulfilment of the original expectations about
better housing (Svepa, M. 2016).

Within each of the analysed 5-year peri-
ods, the town of Hainburg an der Donau and
the municipalities of Kittsee and Wolfsthal
showed the largest migration turnover
(immigrants + emigrants). Wolfsthal and
Hainburg an der Donau have experienced
a relatively high level of irregular migra-
tion efficiency over 15 years, falling slightly
since its peak in 2008 (even with some fluc-
tuations). We observed a similar trend in
the municipality of Kittsee as well, which

reached its maximum migration efficiency
in 2011 (Figure 5).

In terms of the available structural char-
acteristics of migrants, we charted the rep-
resentation of individual age groups in the
total number of immigrants (Figure 6), since
migration has a significant effect on changes
in the population structure and reproduc-
tive behaviour of the population (PopoLAx,
P. and Svepa, M. 2019). As we can observe,
the 30 to 44 years old group significantly
predominates among immigrants, followed
by the children’s component up to 14 years
old. Seniors and people over the age of 60 are
relatively absent in the population of Slovak
immigrants in selected Austrian municipali-
ties. The presented findings correlate with
the general starting points of suburbanisa-
tion, which emphasise the significant rep-
resentation of young couples and families
with small children in suburbanisation
(OuREDNICEK, M. 2002), as well as with spe-
cific migration characteristics of the Slovak
hinterland of Bratislava (PoporLAk, P. and
Svepa, M. 2019).
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Fig. 5. Migration efficiency in selected municipalities of the Austrian border area in the hinterland of Bratislava
(Hainburg an der Donau, Kittsee and Wolfsthal) in the years 2006-2020. Source: STATcube — Statistical Database
(https://www.statistik.at). Processed by the authors.
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Fig. 6. Age structure of immigrating Slovaks to se-

lected municipalities of the Austrian border area

in the hinterland of Bratislava (2006-2020). Source:

STATcube - Statistical Database (https://www.statis-
tik.at). Processed by the authors.

Conclusions

Bratislava, together with its hinterland, repre-
sents an urban region with exceptionally large
potential for further development. In 1993, it
became the capital of the newly formed Slovak
Republic, and its importance was further en-
hanced by Slovakia’s entry into the European
Union (2004) and the Schengen Area (2007).
Important aspects of Bratislava’s macro-loca-
tion that have influenced the city’s formation,
historical development, and current develop-
ment include a strategic location at the point
of contact of two great cultures, a location
between the cities of Vienna and Budapest, a
gateway between the former western (capi-
talist) and the eastern (communist) world,
as well as an important location in respect
of other areas of Slovakia (Korec, P. 2013).
The presence of the state border with Austria
and Hungary should be considered the most
important aspect when assessing the micro-
location (Korec, P. et al. 2020). At the origin
and development of the process of cross-bor-
der suburbanisation, the specific political and
geographical location of the city concerning
the state borders of neighbouring countries is
important (free movement of population and
capital across state borders must be observed).

The position of Bratislava as a dynamic eco-
nomic, administrative, political, and cultural
centre was also connected with the gradual
revival of (not only residential) construction.
For this reason, there has been a significant
increase in real estate and land prices in the
city and its Slovak hinterland, as well as a sig-
nificant increase in the possibilities for further
development. Therefore, the Austrian border,
with its several accessible municipalities in
this area represents an attractive alternative
for Bratislava residents considering suburban
housing (Ira, V. et al. 2011).

When monitoring the development of the
number of Slovaks, a gradually increasing
number in all the selected municipalities of
the Austrian border area was observed. In
2020, the municipalities of Kittsee, Wolfsthal,
and Berg had the highest percentage of Slovak
inhabitants, while in absolute terms, the most
Slovaks lived in the town of Hainburg an
der Donau. Therefore, we consider Kittsee,
Wolfsthal, Berg, and Edelstal to be the most
dynamically growing municipalities.

Within the surveyed municipalities in the
hinterland of Bratislava, positive migration
efficiency was manifested throughout the
2006-2020 period, that is, the number of ar-
riving Slovaks (immigrants) showed higher
values than departing Slovaks (emigrants).
Immigrants heading to the Austrian hinterland
of Bratislava are characterised by a greater em-
phasis on the quality of housing (for example,
migrants heading to Rajka in Hungary, who
are seeking more affordable housing). This
quality is represented not only by the aesthetic
environment of the “clean and tidy” munici-
palities of Austria, but also by the provision of
services (for example, the availability of school
facilities) (Svepa, M. et al. 2020b). However,
life in Austria is often associated with other
additional benefits that may persuade peo-
ple to move there. In addition to a more fa-
vourable traffic situation, more advantageous
mortgages or state housing allowances are of-
fered. Often emphasised non-economic factors
include higher environmental awareness, bet-
ter services, and a higher level of office work,
community spirit, and other positively per-
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ceived characteristics of social and cultural life
(Ira, V. et al. 2011). Developers specialise in
the new local market and build specifically for
Slovak clients (MeyrroIDT, A. 2016).

Migration in the functional metropolitan
region of Bratislava is quite heterogeneous
internally, thus migration trends are differ-
ent between various categories of migrants
that are separated by age and education. The
Bratislava region attracts the youngest educat-
ed migrants (Novorny, L. and Pregy, L. 2019).
The continuing process of suburbanisation,
however, was also evidenced by structural
characteristics, namely the age composition of
Slovak immigrants, which was dominated by
the age group of 30 to 44 years old, followed
by a child component up to 14 years old.

One important topic that enters this issue is
the coexistence of Austrians and Slovaks on the
border. The results of research on the image of
Slovakia and Austria pointed to clear differ-
ences in the perception of each neighbour and
suggested that the many years of historical, ge-
ographical, and cultural affinity of the Austrian
and Slovak populations may not yet mean mu-
tual acceptance and cooperation (KoLLAR, D.
2001). Based on the study of DecoviLLE, A. and
Duranp, F. (2018), the reason may be that the
memory of the Iron Curtain will remains in
the minds of people living on both sides of the
state border for a long time.

The processes of urban expansion originat-
ing from the capital Bratislava will probably
continue toward the interior of northern
Burgenland (or Lower Austria). It can be as-
sumed that interest in life in these regions
will continue to grow. It is therefore neces-
sary to find a way to reconcile the economic
development of industrial sites and shop-
ping centres with the residential construc-
tion of traditional structures which create an
identity in the rural areas of the regions. The
question is whether the existing tools (spa-
tial planning, development plans, urban re-
newal) are sufficiently effective, and whether
control measures or activities can continue
to support the structural, economic, social,
and cultural identity of peripheral zones
(KAPELLER, V. 2015).

Residential suburbanisation and the expan-
sion of the cross-border suburban hinterland
of Bratislava can be scientifically examined in
the future through other indicators that are
closely related to the suburbanisation process
itself, such as research on housing construc-
tion in municipalities, analysis of transport
accessibility, real estate prices, community
behaviour and so on.
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