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Wprowadzenie: od pograniczy do transgranicznych

przestrzeni funkcjonalnych

A Integracja europejska T YGI Ys ¢l ARUc¢ W YWNUY AYt RITWI WYI Nn¢ UE
(Anderson et al. 2003Decoville et al. 2013;Sousa2013)

As DT UYORq! W ! Ut WRIbteregy DIGE A JtUs AGZ UBROHLWENM NI ¢ UF
z peryferii wstrefy kontaktu i interakcji (Blatter 2004; Blatter & Clement 2000;
Medeiros2018; ESPON 2019)
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-0 YHRG UY A h WLNRedsirés 2009, AJYY&douHed 2020)
- transgraniczne rynki pracy Niebuhr & Stiller 2004;Drevonet al. 2018)
-5t GZUGI ¢ H¢ WR tYa) Adr20E8Tt YAU ¢ 0 U ¢ Wbl

AGraniceUc¢ T ¢ 0 Wt aq¢ UYs R G,HRrbogsydg-bogidtiAg | R1JI

ire-borderings + GZ Us | t q tHEleuM & UbnNaersséh2002; Capello et
al. 2018)
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Transgraniczne obszary funkcjonalne i InterregtUY s JWGY T T A
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Act Ucl ¢cTGH! WUWGYql AIJHt a European Union | European Regional Development Fund

Aj t YURDUGq!l ¢HTRWACH YHZs WUc WNI ¢ URACHEWIGI Ys ! HE L
ql ¢ Ut NI ¢ (mrms;aﬁumﬁe’jskazom 5).
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building) (EuropeanCommission 2020; Klatt & Winkler 2020).



Problem badawczy

Nadal nie jest jednoznaczne:
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Wymiary integracji transgraniczne| (Decovilleiin. 2013)
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Modele integracji transgraniczne| (Sohn2014)

1. Model geoekonomiczny (funkcjonalny) a2 RSt 12NJ el OA LINJ e 3INI yHoBh yS2 o
A integracja oparta na wykorzystywaniu asymetrii (koszty, ceny, regulacje) country A oy gt country B
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Transgraniczny obszar funkcjonalny TGl ZH¢ W WNn RURHT R Wt

OTt HRIJ Wt @CEMAT BEDA7TUKPHAK 2030):
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Transgraniczny obszar funkcjonalny TGl ZH¢ Wl WNn RURHAT R Wt

OTt HRIJWt Gct ! HAUWWs Wt Y Uidd A HRAMEMENS DI ¢ URHAU! 0
TOF rozumiane jako:
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Transgraniczny obszar funkcjonalny TGl ZH¢ W WNn RURHAT R Wt

OTt #RIJWn 2 tptzédifzanbec(TOB)Y
(Decoville et al. 2013; Jakubowski et al. 202Berziet al. 2026;s e ét 2
al. 2026)

TOF rozumiane jako:
AobszaryAUYT YOWWAWGW! ' qY!l RZs WGYUY,i YOUWGYWYHe Wt ql Y
GY s RGA ¢ U linteéasywaé idtddakdjd funkcjonalne
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ARGcl ¢t qlll s REITEHIVAURERI NWs Y Adift B UEEARIG Ad A LW
ekonomicznych, infrastrukturalnych) orazdynamicznym
| relacyjnym charakterem granic Alls ! URt ¢ TGH! GWALWs !+ Yt RINDY W
poziomu integracji funkcjonalne]
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Identyfikacja TOFT0 I3 a Y I
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Kierunek 2021 (INSEE) 2023 vyl zT Oy Typ
Belgia 46 364 39 257 INAM Admir
Luksemburg 104 721 122 76¢ STATE Sta
Niemcy 50 12f Sta
Szwajcaria 223 96¢ 234 61 OFS Admir]
Monako 33 46] 48 977 Sta
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Berzi, M., Albertini, M., Barranco, R., Brunefailly, E..Chillad WUINFOA W? RTt + ql ¢ A WMapsirgfiows, 1J1 | IR ¢ A WA IOWLZ MZ 3 b HOLW
shapingspaces: areview of data-drivenapproachesto EU crossborderregions. EuropeanPlanningStudies, 1127.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2026.2628289

7¢T ¢cURVWGROYq¢T Ys WWG YARGUYAHRLW!I ¢ Ut Nl ¢cURARAUNDT Ws WNNWs ! Al ¢U! A6 WNE[ AWEOASEN K

TOF Granica x2l UYAhHBEMZINAHq! t HOb
Aachen/ Vaals DENL 234.8
Basel/ Saint.oius/ Weil am Rhein CHFRDE 4143
Como/ Chiasso IT-CH 113,7

[l ¢Utnel qHBIST W1 b Ho HE|DEPL 54,5

Geneva/ Annemasse CHFR 466,9
] Bl GRqgAoHUNY!I ADGUH DEPL 67,0
Irun/ Hendaye ESFR 89,4
Kerkrade/ Herzogenrath NL-DE 55,9
Konstanz/ Kreuzlingen CHDE 96,0
Lille/ Mouscron FRBE 954,(
Strasbourg/ Kehl FRDE 442 4

Eurostat. 2025.Applying the Degree obirbanisation Manual wStatistics ExplainedwEurostat. Office of Publications of the European

Union, Luxembourg Office of Publications of the European Union, Luxembourdpttps://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics -
explained/index.php?title=Applying_the degree_of urbanisation_manual

Berzi, M., Albertini, M., Barranco, R., Brunefailly, E..Chillad WUNHOA W? RTt + ql ¢ A WMapsirgfiows, 1J1 | IR ¢ AWAIOWLZMZ I b HOLW
shapingspaces: areview of data-drivenapproachesto EU crossborder regions. EuropeanPlanningStudies, 1127.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2026.2628289
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https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?title=Applying_the_degree_of_urbanisation_manual
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[ 80and more* Il 452nd more*

Czas dojazdu w minutach do
UCTHGRT + ADDY Wt A
Sources: author from geofabrik.de,
GTFS.de, data.public.lu, GTFS.be,
transport.data.gouv.fr,
data.opentransportdata.swiss,
labs.rejseplanen.dk,
data.mobilitaetsverbund.at, gtfs.ovapl.nl
(all data from March 17th 2025);
Geometrical basis: GfK Geomarketing
GISCO NUTS, Stand 2021.

Berzi, M., Albertini, M., Barranco, R.,
Brunet-Jailly, E..Chillad LUN FOA W? R T 1
Ferreira, R. (2026)Mappingflows,

shapingspaces: areview of data-driven
approachesto EU crossborderregions.
EuropeanPlanningStudies, 1127. ‘
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2026.2 o

628289 *Only travel times up to 120 minutes were calculated. *Only travel times up to 60 minutes were calculated.



ldentyfikacja TOF T metody oparte na badaniach ankietowych

Transgraniczne dojazdy do

At YO! WOe weYNI ¢ URH

5t DRIH DY ¥¢HE R
y | Z:IAGCESS project (2024).

Berzi, M., Albertini, M., Barranco, R.,
Brunet-Jailly, E.Chillad IWUN IOA W? RTt t q
Ferreira, R. (2026)Mappingflows,
shapingspaces: areview of data-driven
approachesto EU crossborderregions.
EuropeanPlanningStudies, 1127.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2026.2
628289
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[Total valid sample: 65 responses]




ldentyfikacja TOFT metody oparte na wykorzystaniu big data

Highest density of mobility with
the neighboring country pair
I Top 25%

il L e Top 50%

. Karlsruhe

. Stuttgart

Strasbourg

; Freiburg
Colmar ° " Density of CB mobilities in one

side of the border
Highest density (top
25% mobility)

- Top 50%
- Top 75%

Lowest density (top
90% mobility)

s ¢,l02 H.Aagesen T.¢ ¢ Rt gablidBMassinentOLLI= MEw@abhdMobilities of People to
Understand Cross-BorderRegions:Insights from Luxembourgusing Social Media
? ¢ q Eu@peanPlanningStudies31(8): 1754r1775. doi:10.1080/09654313.2022.2108312.

s e,l02Aagesen H. W., &Poorthuis, A. (2026). Reimagining
functional cross-border regions in Europe through the mobilities of
people. Regional Studies60(1). :
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2025.2601248 . BenStreetMap contibuzors (C) CARTO RS
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E s P o N - the European Union © ESPON, 2026 500 km
Interreg —_—
Territorial level: LAU 2021
¥%Nb RRMATY et al., 2026, ESPON CROSS&®¥tnance mechanisms for crssrder functional areas Final repoilarch 2026 Source: ESPON CROSSGOV, 2026

Origin of data: own calculations, 2025
Administrative boundaries: ©EuroGeographics ©ESPON



1) Groningen (NL)-Papenburg (DE)

2) Enschede (NL)-Lingen (Ems) (DE)

3) Kleve (DE)-Nijmegen (NL)

4) Antwerpen (BE)-Eindhoven (NL)

5) Liége (BE)-Maastricht (NL)-Ménchengladbach (DE)
6) Dunkerque (FR)-Koksijde (BE)

7) Kontrijk (BE)-Lille (FR)

8) Charleroi (BE)-Maubeuge (FR)

9) Aubange (BE)-Luxembourg (LU)-Metz (FR)-Trier (DE)
10) Forbach (FR)-Saarbriicken (DE)

11) Karlsruhe (DE)-Strasbourg (FR)

12) Basel (CH)-Freiburg im Breisgau (DE)-Mulhouse (FR)
13) Dornbirn (AT)-Friedrichshafen (DE)-Schaan (LI)-Zdrich (CH)
14) Annemasse (FR)-Genéve (CH)

15) Aosta (IT)-Orsiéres (CH)-Passy (FR)

16) Como (IT)-Lugano (CH)

17) Saint-Jean-de-Maurienne (FR)-Susa (IT)

18) Nice (FR)-Sanremo (IT)

19) Biarritz (FR)-Donostia/San Sebastian (ES)
20) Font-Romeu-Odeillo-Via (FR)-Puigcerda (ES)
21) Figueres (ES)-Perpignan (FR)

22) Valenga (PT)-Vigo (ES)

23) Braga (PT)-Lobios (ES)

24) Santa Maria Maior (PT)-Verin (ES)

25) Alcanices (ES)-Braganga(PT)

26) Badajoz (ES)-Elvas (PT)

27) Lepe (ES)-Vila Real de Santo Anténio (PT)
28) Meran (IT)-Scuol (CH)-Sélden (AT)

29) Flissen (DE)-Reutte (AT)

30) Brunico/Bruneck (IT)-Garmisch-Partenkirchen (DE)-Innsbruck (AT)
31) Kufstein (AT)-Rosenheim (DE)

32) Bad Reichenhall (DE)-Salzburg (AT)

33) Braunau am Inn (AT)-Burghausen (DE)

34) Esternberg (AT)-Passau (DE)

35) Cham (DE)-Domazlice (CZ)

36) Cheb (CZ)-Hof (DE)

37) g-Buchholz (DE)-Ch (€2)
38) Dresden (DE)-Usti nad Labem (CZ)

39) Gérlitz (DE)-Liberec (CZ)-Luban (PL)

40) Debno (PL)-Frankfurt (Oder) (DE)

41) Schwedt/Oder (DE)-Szczecin (PL)

42) Heringsdorf (DE)-Swinoujécie (PL)

43) Flensburg (DE)-Senderborg (DK)

44) Kebenhavn (DK)-Malmé (SE)

45) Nachod (CZ)-Walbrzych (PL)

46) Cieszyn (PL)-Ostrava (CZ)-Zilina (SK)

47) Ceské Budgjovice (CZ)-Linz (AT)

48) Laa an der Thaya (AT)-Znojmo (CZ)

49) Breclav (CZ)-Malacky (SK)-Zistersdorf (AT)
50) Trencin (SK)-Uherské Hradisté (CZ)

51) Nowy Targ (PL)-Poprad (SK)

52) Bardejov (SK)-Nowy Sacz (PL)

53) Bratislava (SK)-Szombathely (HU)-Wien (AT)
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