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A remarkable growth
of young population can
be seen in the Bratisla-
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over a third during the
period 2009-2019. Ano-
ther significant issue can
be seen in Lower Austria
where younger populati-
on decreased despite an
overall population gain.
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population population aged <15 aged <15 aged <15 aged <15 proportion <15 SR ‘ M"‘ J‘*& ‘;q .‘ 5‘*\"'f
2009 2019 2009 2009 (%) 2019 2019 (%)  2009-2019 N "@-I‘.‘ 4““,“‘"’! L TGS
Burgenland 282777 293 433 38 653 38 654 1 jl", "’4“%‘? ‘:‘_',gfvl\ gt
Lower Austria 1602958 1677 542| 245596 15%| 242577 14 % 0 ; ﬂ(‘ﬂ‘ﬁ"gﬁ-“ W
Vienna 1680 135| 1897 491 240 835 14 % 276 707 15 % + 1 ‘.i\““:b(g' S ‘
Jihotesky 636 328] 642133 91 361 14%]| 101 230 16 % + 2 }T\’?“?&‘”‘ S E66 o)
Jihomoravsky 1147 146 1187 667 158 728 14 % 189 153 16 % + 2 .‘. (S8 £ ey ) S - 5
Vysoéina 515 411 509 274 74 907 15 % 78 620 15 % 0 r"&#‘{&%ﬁ?&’ﬁ.} Sze‘keSfEhervar
Gyér-Moson-Sopron | 447 033| 467 144 65 079 15 % 69716 15 % 0 &@a‘vﬁl.‘i-’: _/ R
Vas 260 950 253 551 36 286 14 % 33 682 13 % -1 4';?‘ ‘\‘ -
Brafislavsky 616 578| 659 598 79 441 13 % 113 197 17 % 4 . $ 50 0 29 PN
Trnavsky 559 934 263 591 78816 14 % 81585 14 % 0 Source: Statistics Austria, Czech Statistical Office, Hungarian Central
Centrope* 7749 250| 8151 424 1109 702 14 % 1225121 15 % + 1 Statistical Office, Statistical Office of the Slovak Republic.
* Centrope as seen by CentropeMAP and CentropeSTATISTICS Geodata: CentropeMAR, www.centropemap.org/

1.04.03 © 2020 — no responsibility for correctness.

|

s ¥m A .-} : I!I'I{y



