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A n n o t a t i o n  
Autonomy as the determination of self-reliance of teenagers is learn here. 
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A n n o t a t i o n  
The article describes the different interpretations of intercultural communication, grounded concepts of the study, 

analyzed the latest research and publications, which have begun to solve this problem, the factors and characteristics of 
intercultural communication as a particular aspect of social interaction and communication mode. 


