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Abstract—The influence of borders on the spatial organization of the life of society determines the need to
take into account the borderland phenomenon: a phenomenon that endows the territory with special proper-
ties and functions. A number of authors interpret the borderland phenomenon as a predisposition to interact
with a neighbor. It can broach a variety of problems and restrictions associated with a border, from the cultural
influence of a neighboring state to issues of mutual trade. Other researchers believe that the borderland phe-
nomenon is defined as a type of geographical location that endows a territory with special functions. Still oth-
ers suggest talking about the “border effect” and its influence on the adjacent territories. A synthesis of
approaches allows us to interpret the borderland phenomenon as territorial manifestations of the immediate
proximity of the border, as well as positional properties and functions of a territory, due to the location of the
border. Border territories can be central, semiperipheral, and peripheral. The borderland phenomenon
potentially provides conditions and resources for the development of territories; however, with deep periph-
erality, even for open borders, growth zones do not form. In addition, the redistribution of functions between
different types of borders and their adaptation to external geopolitical challenges change the significance and
correlation of the border and peripheral properties of the territory.
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INTRODUCTION 
AND FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM
In regional sciences and socioeconomic geogra-

phy, there are many approaches to explaining the
unevenness of regional development. Thus, in the
neoclassical approach, spatial differentiation is deter-
mined by the distribution of the main factors of pro-
duction. Keynesianism focuses on the differences in
the export potential of the territory, in the demand for
the goods and services it produces. From the point of
view of the evolutionary approach, the reason for spa-
tial inequality lies in the inherited nature of modern
socioeconomic processes. In the new economic geog-
raphy, it is commonly believed that regional develop-
ment is determined by the ratio of the factors of a first
(natural resources, geographical location) and the sec-
ond (agglomeration effect, institutions, human capi-
tal, infrastructure) nature. A border as one of the most
dynamic elements of territorial systems (Guzal-Dec
et al., 2021), of course, affects regional development,
producing the so-called borderland phenomenon.

The specific features of the development of border
territories are frequently associated with the relative
mobility of political and administrative boundaries

and often correlate with the dynamics of their func-
tions. However, reflection of the change in functions
of a border in the development of adjacent areas
depends on many factors, among them are the com-
plementarity of economies and the potential for cross-
border ties (Ratti, 1993) and the ability of actors to
reinterpret the basic functions of national borders in
the context of relative openness (Schürmann and
Talaat, 2000). An equally significant reason is the
position of the border territory with respect to the cen-
ters of influence of different ranks, i.e., on the center-
periphery axis.

This article aims to generalize the approaches to
the interpretation of the borderland phenomenon and
to formulate the essence of the relationship between
the border and peripheral properties of territories.

RESULTS

The Borderland Phenomenon in Regional Development: 
Approaches to Defining It

In a first approximation, the borderland factor can
be defined as a factor indicating the location of an
object near the border and, accordingly, influencing
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664 MORACHEVSKAYA
it. However, understanding of the borderland phe-
nomenon can certainly be broader.

Most studies on assessing the contribution of the
position of a border to regional development cover
cross-border cooperation and interaction. The bor-
derland phenomenon is associated with the influence
of a “neighbor” separated by the border and the need
to jointly solve similar and/or common problems. A
similar direction in the development of border regions,
the use of the potential of cross-border interactions to
improve the standard of living, is quite universal. It is
used in regional administration and strategizing,
regardless of the initial level of socioeconomic devel-
opment of a territory (Chistobaev and Zakharova,
2005).

Many studies a priori place an equal sign between
the borderland phenomenon and cross-border coopera-
tion. In this case, assessment of the influence of the
phenomenon is reduced to analysis of cross-border
ties and their intensity. With this approach, the bor-
derland phenomenon implies “the predisposition of a
region of a country to cross-border economic interac-
tion with neighboring countries” (Kolesnikov, 2012).
There is even a thesis about regions with the “best”
and “worst” borderland factor. This at least seems to
narrow the concept. It is also necessary to analyze the
entire variety of problems and limitations associated
with a border.

The predisposition of a territory to cross-border
cooperation, as the essence of the borderland phe-
nomenon, is related to the question of the functions of
borders. Here it should be borne in mind that the
functions of borders, including state borders, have a
dual nature. Both contact and barrier functions can be
formed naturally and constructed, placed in the insti-
tutional field of interstate interactions. A number of
researchers believe that the contact function of a bor-
der is determined by the “centripetal, integration
trend in international relations” (Kotlyar, 2010). At
the same time, making a border transparent does not
mean giving it a contact function (Boyarsky, 2013).
V.A. Kolosov and R.F. Turovsky (1997) singled out
primary and secondary factors influencing the rela-
tion of the barrier and contact functions of boundar-
ies. Among the primary factors, e.g., the size and com-
pactness of the state territory, the natural features of a
border; among the derivatives are the economic and
geographical position, the level of economic develop-
ment, the sectoral structure and complementarity of
the economies, etc.

Linking the functions of a border and cross-border
cooperation, L.G. Gumenyuk (2017) proposed a
typology of border regions that differ in the ratio of
barrier and contact functions of a border: isolated
(alienated); locally interacting; actively interacting;
interdependent (cooperative); open (barrier-free).
Gumenyuk also emphasizes the importance of
REGIO
“receiving benefits” for border regions from interac-
tion with a neighbor.

However, the borderland phenomenon is not lim-
ited to issues of cross-border cooperation. The influ-
ence of geographical location on regional develop-
ment is revealed through the functions that a territory
carries in accordance with the nature of its positional
status (Kostyuchenko, 2003). This provision is based
on A.A. Mints and V.S. Preobrazhensky’s concept of
place functions by (1970): “A place, that is, a certain
part of the geographical space, has a certain function
in the life of society, and, thus, satisfies a certain
need.” The set and order of functions are limited by
the possibilities of the place—its positional and physi-
cal properties. They, in favorable conditions, contrib-
ute to the emergence of new functions in it.

Drawing attention to this in relation to border
regions, M.I. Kostyuchenko proposed considering a
border position as one of the types of position in areas
(along with intra- and interareal positions according
to I.M. Maergoiz). In this case, it is a set of geographic
relations of a region, arising in connection with the
configurational coincidence of its boundaries with the
boundaries of the enclosing area. In addition, due to
the peculiarities of a border’s position, which endows
a region with signs of a “marginal” section of the state,
it has certain functions in the intrastate division of
labor. Depending on the historical realities and trans-
formation of the economic and geographical position,
the composition of these functions changes. As a
result, the development trends of a territory undergo
changes, and specific socioeconomic processes that
take place on it are activated or they weaken (Kostyu-
chenko, 2003; Ozem, 2004).

The most significant positional properties and
related functions of border territories are administra-
tive and communication, transport and transit, geopo-
litical. The administrative and communication func-
tions of a border region imply a certain role of a buffer
in the implementation of contacts with the neighbor-
ing state. It depends on the level of devolution and
centralization whether there is any specificity in the
implementation of such functions by a border regions
in comparison with the internal territories of the coun-
try. The transport and transit function is associated
with a special potential for the development of the
transport infrastructure of a border region. The pas-
sage through a territory of significant cross-border
transport routes frequently determines the prospects
for its development, stimulates the emergence of infra-
structure near routes (the creation of warehouses,
hotels, gas stations, vehicle maintenance facilities,
eateries, etc.), and also has social significance (cre-
ation of new jobs, higher wages compared to most
places of employment in rural areas). Cross-border
routes frequently form the axes of population concen-
tration and economic activity in a border region. The
geopolitical function of a border territories consists in
NAL RESEARCH OF RUSSIA  Vol. 13  No. 4  2023
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Table 1. Approaches to defining of the borderland phenomenon

Compiled by author.

Approach Borderland phenomenon as a 
synonym for cross-border interaction

Borderland phenomenon
as a type of position in areas, 
particular functions of a place

Borderland phenomenon 
as a synonym for the influence 

of a border on the adjacent territory

Content of 
approach

Associated with the influence of a 
“neighbor,” separated by a border, 
with the need for interaction to jointly 
solve common problems

It is equated with analysis of 
the functions that a border ter-
ritory has/acquires in accor-
dance with its positional status

It is equated to the influence of a 
border, its properties, functions, 
history of formation on a border 
region

Methods for 
assessing the influ-
ence of border-
land factor

Assessing the influence of borderland 
factor comes down to analyzing cross-
border ties and their intensity and the 
variety of problems and restrictions 
associated with a border (from the cul-
tural influence of a neighboring state to 
issues of mutual trade)

Assessment of the influence of 
the borderland factor includes 
the indicators of fulfillment by 
a territory of the transit func-
tion, buffer zone function, etc.

Assessment of the influence of the 
borderland factor is reduced to ana-
lyzing of the dependences between 
the functions of a border and terri-
torial organization of the popula-
tion and economy, everyday 
practices and behavioral stereotypes
accepting and at the same time projecting outside the
geopolitical interests of the state.

In reality, the functions of borders and the func-
tions of the territories they outline are mutually inter-
twined. As O.E. Brednikova rightly noted (2008),
referring to studies by other scientists, functions of a
border region are “a kind of ’narcissism according to
Freud,’ when the situation of proximity to a border
triggers the search for, formulation, and emphasis of
differences from the inhabitants of neighboring states,
and 'a mirror world' (spillover of patterns, behavior
patterns, lifestyles, etc.)”.

The influence of a border on the situation in a bor-
der region is one of the traditional areas of cross-bor-
der research (Kolosov and Scott, 2013). C. Sohn
(2014) distinguishes five types of benefits produced by
a border: positional (a border as a gateway), transac-
tional, differential (use of the price difference on both
sides of a border), hybridization (opposition of differ-
ences leading to innovation) and status (recognition of
the international and intercultural significance of a
border region). All these benefits are reflected in the
territorial structure of the border territory and consti-
tute the “border effect,” its impact on surrounding areas.

The proximity of a border is a factor that affects the
nature of the sectoral and territorial structure of a bor-
der economy, the location of a border, customs, and
transit infrastructure. P.Ya. Baklanov and S.S. Hanzey
(2008) single out even the particular potential of the
border territory as a separate category.

Borderland factor for a territory frequently means
the presence of functionally oriented objects (e.g.,
checkpoints, places of deployment of border troops),
“pronouncedness” in a locality of one of the boundar-
ies of a territorial unit that coincides with the state.
Depending on the functions of a particular section of
a border and its characteristics in the border territory,
there may be a concentration of population centers
REGIONAL RESEARCH OF RUSSIA  Vol. 13  No. 4 
near a border or, conversely, a relatively small number
of population centers near it. The borderland factor
frequently becomes a factor in locating enterprises
near a border (to use production, technological, and
raw material ties with a neighbor, exchanging labor
resources) or the reason for prohibitions on locating
enterprises in a border zone. Frequently there are busi-
ness spillovers, the creation of joint ventures, the spe-
cialization of service enterprises near a border (divi-
sion of labor in the service sector on opposite sides of
a border). Lastly, for a territory, the borderland phe-
nomenon almost always means an increase in the hier-
archical status of transport hubs and the emergence of
transport and logistics complexes.

Synthesis of traditional approaches to the study of
border regions with an emphasis on the influence of a
border line itself on the surrounding territory, the con-
cept of the function of place and methodological tech-
niques in the work on cross-border cooperation
(Table 1) allows us to formulate the following defini-
tion: the borderland phenomenon is a territorial mani-
festation of the immediate proximity of a border and posi-
tional properties and functions of a territory due to a
location of a border.

Many types of borders—different types of natural,
ethnic, geometric, etc, borders— makes it possible to
speak about the location of almost any point in space
at any border and the influence of the latter on it.
However, when talking about the borderland phenom-
enon, political and administrative borders are fre-
quently meant: as a rule, both the presence of an insti-
tutional gradient and a genetically embedded barrier in
the territorial organization of the economy, the settle-
ment system, etc.

Political and administrative borders are under-
stood as state and intrastate. Separate studies touch
upon the near-border space of neighboring federal
subjects within Russia (Chibileva and Rudneva,
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2008). However, instead, analysis is oriented not
towards the influence of an interregional border, par-
ticular location, or neighboring region on the socio-
economic development of the regions, but on the nat-
ural and genetic socioeconomic factors that have
caused differences in the ongoing processes.

In most cases, a state border separates different
institutional systems, which almost always potentially
contributes to endowment of border territories with
particular functions of place. Intrastate borders are
partly the boundaries of influence of centers and sub-
centers. The properties of territories located near such
borders are included in the category of “periphery,”
which will be discussed below.

Differences in the concepts of near-borderland,
borderland, and cross-borderland functions are dia-
lectical. V.E. Shuvalov (1980, 1983) defined the con-
cept of borderland functions. It can be assumed that
the borderland function of a territory means the tran-
sitivity of properties and phenomena characteristic of
its internal structure, associated with its location near
a border, while the near-borderland function of a ter-
ritory indicates a set of properties that it may possess,
taking into account the special positional status and
influence of a border. The cross-borderland function
exists in conjunction with f lows across a border (Shu-
valov, 2023).

Is the borderland phenomenon in the above under-
standing a property and a factor in the development of
only territories directly adjacent to borders? It is diffi-
cult to answer this question unambiguously. The
boundaries of influence of a phenomenon are distin-
guished by its presence and/or intensity. For example,
the boundaries of the influence of the factor of the
portside coastal position can be drawn covering the
entire hinterland of the port. However, a port immedi-
ately adjacent to a territory will exert the most inten-
sive and multifaceted influence on it (expressed as the
influence on specialization of the economy, employ-
ment, environmental conditions, etc.). The boundar-
ies of influence of capital function or near-capital
function can be drawn along commuter boundaries
(narrowly), the occurrence of “outsourced” economic
functions, or even the distribution of dachas (widely),
etc. All these factors, including the borderland factor,
are not characterized by a linear dependence of a
decrease in influence with distance from a
port/city/border. Therefore, it is quite difficult to
delineate a territory within which the borderland fac-
tor is a factor of regional development.

Is Peripherality a Property of Border Regions?

Border regions frequently suffer from poor infra-
structure development and generally low economic
activity. In such cases, even when transnational f lows
pass through such territories, the immediate border
regions do not gain any advantages from this. With
REGIO
strong peripherality and open borders, a region can
only gain the role of a “passive corridor” (Gaining …,
2001).

Peripherality has many interpretations in studies by
regional economists, geographers, political scientists,
sociologists, and philosophers. There are two main
definitions of peripherality: poor accessibility of large
markets (experienced by a structurally weak economy)
and poor accessibility of various benefits for the pop-
ulation (expressed as low population density in a terri-
tory and poor transport links to the center) (Davies
and Michie, 2011). “Physical” peripherality, associ-
ated with poor accessibility, is usually reinforced by
peripheral socioeconomic position and/or political
status.

The peripherality that has developed as a result of
the formation of states, according to S. Rokkan
(1983), have four types: buffer, external, enclave, and
failed-center peripheries.

A periphery is frequently understood as a territory
“remote from urban agglomerations” (Davies and
Michie, 2011; Schürmann and Talaat, 2000), “on the
outskirts of the influence of regional centers or in eco-
nomically weak areas along regional borders”
(Malikova et al., 2016). One contemporary Russian
researcher of peripherality, T.E. Dmitrieva, gives the
following definition: “The periphery is exclusion of a
certain territory from normal life conditions, its loss
due to lack of territorial capital from socioeconomic
ties and the process of regional development” (2009).
The specifics of such “extreme” assessments is due to
the peculiarities of the northern regions, which consti-
tute the main object of the author’s research and in
some cases do indeed represent “spatial exclusion”
(Dmitrieva, 2009) of the Russian space. R.F. Turovsky
(2006) rightly notes that the periphery should not be
perceived as a backward territory with an exclusively
negative connotation, since it is frequently a center of
traditions and conservatism.

An indicator of the potential influence of the
peripherality factor on regional development is usually
the physical distance from some center, which is dis-
torted by the genetic polarization of space, according
to T.G. Nefedova, and contrasts in the directions and
degree of socioeconomic development (Gorod …,
2001). Peripherality, as a rule, is associated with pop-
ulation concentration, large distances between major
economic centers, and spatial fragmentation (high
barriers at the borders of regions) (Leizerovich, 2012;
Pavlov, 2005; Rodoman, 2021).

Peripherality in sometimes is defined as a strong
dependence of the regional economy on external deci-
sion-making centers and specialization in secondary,
subordinate functions, as a result of which a special
type of economy is formed with underdevelopment of
the upper levels of production and the nonproductive
sector (Gritsay et al., 1991). This definition is rather
NAL RESEARCH OF RUSSIA  Vol. 13  No. 4  2023
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narrow, since the subject here is primarily peripheral-
ity in economic development.

As the main indicators of socioeconomic periph-
ery, it is customary to consider low GRP per capita,
high unemployment, low household disposable
income, a narrow sectoral structure, a shrinking or
aging population, and poor provision of public and
private services. Other features of the periphery
include a small population, leading to a limited
domestic market, and remoteness, especially from
wealthier consumers, which hinders the development
of the external market (Davies and Michie, 2011; Per-
rons, 2006). The authors of (Gritsay et al., 1991) cite
the general level of economic development, the degree
of participation in the territorial division of labor, and
the attitude to the innovation process as the three main
criteria.

The “peripherality index,” developed at the Insti-
tute of Economics of the Karelian Research Center of
the Russian Academy of Sciences takes into account
the volumes of regional markets and their correlation
with the countrywide volumes and distance from the
center (Moroshkina, 2008). It is sometimes proposed
to use the value of the development index of the ser-
vice sector and index of volumes and directions of
goods f lows as the peripherality criterion. Whereas the
first criterion is quite indicative, the second one has
limited applicability, e.g., in regions with resource-
extracting economies.

Some authors distinguish three groups of periph-
eral characteristics: causal (transport costs due to
remoteness), dependent (high cost of services, low
level of entrepreneurship) and concomitant (low pop-
ulation, dependence on primary industries, underde-
velopment of local and interregional infrastructure,
etc.) (Copus, 2001). It is also sometimes proposed to
assess peripherality based on the time to the nearest
regional center/subcenter (Sohn, 2014), since the
potential for economic activity at any point is a func-
tion of proximity to other economic centers and its
economic size (Rokkan, 1983). Some authors even
propose to determine the level of peripherality using
mental maps (Malikova et al., 2016).

Thus, peripherality can be considered from two
perspectives. Firstly, the peripherality of a territory is
its specific location far from a center/centers. This is
peripherality as a condition. Second, the peripherality
of a territory is its particular properties due to its loca-
tion. We understand the particular properties of the
peripheral region and its population as follows:

• in the political sense: increased dependence on
the administrative decisions of the center, loyalty of
local elites to the center, or, conversely, exclusivity,
which confers the right to autonomy of development
(according to R.F. Turovsky);

• in the demographic sense: low population den-
sity, a sparse, frequently deformed settlement system,
relatively high demographic burden, zero or negative
REGIONAL RESEARCH OF RUSSIA  Vol. 13  No. 4 
migration balance (including, under certain condi-
tions, an outflow of the population of working age);

• in the socioeconomic sense: a reduced level of
economic development of a territory, a relatively high
share of primary industries in the economy, a low
income level (this does not apply to the resource-pro-
ducing regions in the Russian Federation), and, con-
sequently, household consumption, technological
dependence on the enterprises of a center, and narrow
specialization of the economic base.

Some scholars emphasize that cross-country and
cross-regional integration can reduce spatial concen-
tration and offset the disadvantages of peripherality,
especially if peripheral territories retain “price advan-
tages” (Davies and Michie, 2011; Perrons, 2006; Rok-
kan, 1983). At the same time, individual studies have
shown that integration contributes to the concentra-
tion of business activity in only a small number of cit-
ies, while competition between other population cen-
ters only intensifies and negative trends in their
development are exacerbated (Kolosov and Mora-
chevskaya, 2022; Pfoser, 2017). This contradiction
means that peripherality is frequently a property of
border territories.

Role of Center–Periphery Gradients 
in the Borderland Phenomenon

The relationship of a border and periphery depends
on the understanding of border. If a border in terms of
spatial coverage is considered as an areal object, then
in this case border and periphery can denote the same
territory. Peripherality is a factor in the development
of territories located “near the edge” and remote from
the center.

Both borderland and peripheral positions can be
called a types of economic and geographical position:
position in areas (according to I.M. Maergoiz). In this
context, it is noteworthy that both the borderland phe-
nomenon and peripherality have potential (probabilis-
tic) nature. Borderland factor is a property associated
with location (it may or may not manifest itself
depending on the borders functions and nature of bor-
der interactions); peripherality is the result of this.
Borderland factor means location near a border that
has an influence (this influence was discussed in more
detail above).

In terms of economic distances and interactions,
peripherality is not always a property of the most
“geometrically” remote places. The impact of both
borderland location and peripherality is temporally
variable. Borderland phenomenon in this context is
more “mobile,” since it is associated with an institu-
tional set of factors more subjected to the political and
economic conditions than conservative territorial
structures. However, it should be mentioned that
peripherality is also partly associated with the endow-
ment of territories with the functions of a center. The
 2023
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Fig. 1. Place of border territory in center–periphery system. c, center; s/p, semiperiphery; p, periphery; dotted line, borderline;
border territory is shaded.
Compiled by author.
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spatial nature of the borderland phenomenon and
peripherality differs. The intensity of the influence of
peripherality is diffuse, while the intensity of the influ-
ence of the borderland factor less frequently depends
purely on the spatial distance from a borderline. In
general, the distribution of both phenomena is associ-
ated with the transport and communication properties
of a territory.

Border territories can be central, semiperipheral,
and peripheral (Fig. 1).

In Fig. 1a, the border territory is shaded. In this
case, it is peripheral. The center of the regional system
of the economy and settlement pattern is remote from
a border. On the other side of the border there are also
peripheral sections of a territory that have no mobiliz-
ing influence on the neighboring region.

In Fig. 1b, a border semiperipheral territory is
shaded. It either falls into the zone of influence of a
regional center in close proximity to it, or a neighbor-
ing center that extends its influence to cross-border
territories.
REGIO
Figure 1c schematically depicts the situation when
the center is located either in a border territory or
occupies a cross-border territory.

Typologies constructed from a conjugate analysis
of the phenomena of borderland and peripherality,
however, are not limited to this. Thus, the functional
typology of border territories in terms of the influence
of borderland factor and peripherality may include the
isolation of outpost territories, buffer territories, terri-
tories with stagnant functions, etc.

CONCLUSIONS

Whereas globalization frequently provokes debor-
dering processes, consolidation of cross-border social
ties, and intensification of cross-border f lows, identity
and many social processes remain fixed in the national
space (Kolosov and Scott, 2013). The experience of
studying the influence of European and Eurasian inte-
gration on border regions also proves that national
policies frequently dominate common interests (Mor-
NAL RESEARCH OF RUSSIA  Vol. 13  No. 4  2023
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achevskaya et al., 2022). Nevertheless, border territo-
ries are characterized by a particular borderland phe-
nomenon, including traces of proximity of a border in
the territorial organization of the population and
economy, as well as the presence of particular posi-
tional functions of a territory.

The economic strength of a neighbor is one of the
determinants of whether the borderland factor confers
any advantages. The institutional, socioeconomic,
and demographic properties of territories on the other
side of a border, as well as the functions of the border
itself, determine the features and intensity of manifes-
tation of the borderland phenomenon.

The frequency of cross-border ties is frequently
directly dependent not on the proximity to a border,
but on the position of a particular territorial unit in the
regional center–periphery system. Linear-nodal terri-
torial structures formed in a borderland (centers, sub-
centers, main cross-border transport routes) can serve
as “corridors” and “poles” for the development of
cross-border ties.

The redistribution of functions between different
types of borders, their adaptation to external shock
challenges (the COVID-19 pandemic, poorly predict-
able complication of the geopolitical situation in the
world) change the significance and correlation of the
borderland and peripheral properties of a territory. In
a f lash, the zone of active cross-border interactions
can become a remote periphery, causing an instant
change in the daily practices of the population and a
much more gradual transformation of linear-nodal
structures in the economy and settlement pattern.
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