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SinceJuly2020 amid the COVIEL9 pandemic|OM hasleadthe provisionof COVIEL9 related
health servicesin 19 countriesto United Nations staff and their families so that they can
continueto work where they are needed In Abuja, Nigeria, servicegprovidedincludetesting
for COVIBL9, managementof COVIELY patients and isolation facilities, mental health and
psychosociakupport and referral for a higherlevel of care, including hospitalizationand
medicalevacuationwhereneeded.
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Executive summary

The current COVIBL9 pandemichas affected global mobility both in terms of international mobility restrictions and restrictive
measureson internal movement Tobetter understandhow COVIBLY affectsglobalmobility, IOM hasdevelopeda globalmobility
databaseto gather,mapandtrack dataon theserestrictive measuresmpactingmovement Theinformationin this report relieson
a compilationof inputs from multiple sources,jncludingfrom IOM staff in the field, DTMreports on flow monitoring and mobility

tracking

Pointsof Entry (POE$.

A As2 December2021, atotal of 4,551 PoEsvere assesseih 186 C/T/As 1,080 (24% airports, 2,690 (59%) land border crossing
pointsand 781 (17%) blue border crossingpoints.

A Overall,10 per cent of the assessedPoEswere fully closed(no changecomparedto the previousreporting period), 22 per cent
partially operational (a 7 p.p. decreasecomparedto the previousreport) and 59 per cent fully operational(a 6 p.p. increase
comparedto the previousreportingperiod), howeverthe operationalstatusof PoEs/ariedacrosdOM Regionand PoEypes

(0]

OM

ThelOM Regionwith the highestshareof fully closedPoEswvas West and Central Africa (14% i.e. a 1 p.p. decrease
comparedto the previousreporting period),followed by SouthEasternEurope,EasternEuropeand CentralAsia(13%

i.e. no changecomparedto the previousreporting period),

Centraland North Americaand the Caribbeanwasthe IOM Regionwith the highestpercentageof fully operational
PoOEq89%, i.e. a54 p.p. increasecomparedto the previousreportingperiod),followed by the EuropeanEconomicArea
Africa(80% no changecomparedto the previousreporting period), Eastand Horn of Africa(78% a 7 p.p. increase
comparedto the previousreporting period), SouthEasternEurope,EasternEuropeand Central Asia(58% a 2 p.p.

increaseon a fortnightly basis),and Middle Eastand North Africa(52% i.e. a 3 p.p. decreasecomparedto the previous
report);

About 12 per cent of the assessediand border crossingpoints, globally,were fully closed Forairports and blue border
crossingpoints this percentagewasreported as 7 and 8 per cent, respectively with an increaserecordedfor airports
and blue border crossingpoints and a slight decreaserecorded for land border crossingpoints comparedto the

previousreport;

The share of fully operational locationsincreasedfor airports (71% a 3 p.p. decreasecomparedto the previous
reporting period) land border crossinggoints (56% a 10 p.p. increasecomparedto the previousreporting period),
while it remainedstablefor blue border crossingpoints (54% no changecomparedto the previousreporting period).
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Methodology &Definitions

Tobetter understandand capturehow COVIBEL9 affectsglobalmobility, IOM hasdevelopeda globaldatabaseusedto map, track

andanalysethe impactthe pandemicis havingon Pointsof Entry (PoE¥and other key points and locationsof internal mobility. This
systemfor data collectionand analysiswhich hasbeen operationalsinceMarch 2020, is called Mobility and RestrictiondMapping
(MRM) and was developedin phasesrespondingto the evolution of the pandemicand the resulting restrictivenessat points of

entry and locationsof internal mobility. Until the end of Augustthe systemwasin phasetwo and wascomposedof components,
calledmodules,tailored to capturedifferent information. Thisincludedmodulesfor mappingPoEoperationalstatusand measures,
aswell asother modulesrelated to observationsat keylocationsof internal mobility. Modulesrelatedto internal mobility captured
information on generalCOVIBL9 measureswithin country contexts,internal mobility restrictions,the situationat in-country transit

pointsandareassuchascitiesand provincesthat havespecificCOVIBL9 measuresn placewhichmaydiffer from thoseimposedat

countrylevel,andsitesandlocationswith populationsof interest (strandedforeigners/migrantsand or internally displacedpersons
whosemobility wasimpacteddueto COVIBEL9 measures)

Sincethe beginningof September2020 phasethree of the MRMis basedon gradualimprovementsaswell ason recommendations
providedby usersand key stakeholderslt is aimedat establishinga GlobalPoEReferenceDatabasemasterlist, usedasa baseline
for other assessmentsThiswill be a comprehensivdist of all official PoEsvorldwide and will expandon the originalPoEmoduleto
captureinformation on the official and operationalstatusof observedPoEgairports, blue border crossingpoints and land border
crossingpoints). It will be implementedin all countries, territories and areascurrently capturedin the databasebut will aim to
reachevery country in the world and all PoEs All data collectedthrough previousversionsof the module sinceMarch 2020 will
continueto be updatedregularly

Throughphasethree, data collectedfor key locationsof internal mobility (in countries,areasor siteswith populationsof interest)
will continueto be collectedand processedhroughthe existingmodulesandwill continueto be functionalin the improvedversion
of the MRMsystem

ThePointsof EntryBiWeeklyAnalysigeport andthe KeyLocationf Internal Mobility Monthly Analysigeport serveto presentan
overviewof these COVIEL9 related changesobservedat the assessedirports, blue border crossingpoints, land border crossing
points,aswell asat internaltransit points,andother keylocationsof internal mobility.

ThelOM COVIBLY Impacton Pointsof Entry BFWeekly Analysisis meantto serve|OM Member States,|IOM, UN and voluntary
partner agenciesthe civil society,includingmedia,aswell asthe generalpopulationin analysinghe impactof COVIEL9 pandemic
on PoEs It is particularly relevant when identifying and addressingspecificneeds faced by migrants and mobile populations,
disproportionatelyaffectedby the globalmobility restrictions

Thereport is basedon information provided by IOM field staff, usingresourcesavailableat the IOM country office level and is
accurateto the bestof L h ak@@gwledgeat the time of compilation Allinformationis beingconstantlyvalidated,includingthe geo-
locationand attributes, and through regularassessmentand triangulationof information. Theupdatesdependon the time frame
within which the information becomesavailableand is processedby IOM. For this reason,the analysisis alwaysdated and
timestampedin order to reflect the reality at a giventime. However,asthe situation continuouslyevolvesand changesdespite
L h ab@siefforts, the analysianaynot alwaysaccuratelyreflect the multiple and simultaneougestrictivemeasureseingimposed
at a specificlocation

Thisreport providesan overview and analysison the data from a global and regional perspectiveof PoEs For more detailed
country-specificinformation and datasetusedfor the analysipleasevisit: https://migration.iom.int/
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Methodology &Definitions

Asthe situation of the COVIBL9 pandemiccontinuesto evolve,the resulting restrictive measuresissuedto mitigate the spread,
havebecomeincreasinglycomplexand varied ThelOM databasemonitoring the impacton points of entry hasbeenupdatedin a
way which reflectsthe varied stagesof measuredssuedat different times by countries,territories or areas Assuch,the evolution
of globalrestrictive measureshasresultedin variedupdate timelinesand canexplainthe differencein monthly updates Datahas
been collectedbetween 13 March 2020 and 2 December2021 Datafor 12 per cent of the PoEshave been updated sincethe
beginningof Decemberwith 50 per cent of the PoEshavebeenupdatedduring the month of November,3 per centin October,6
per centin Septemberand 25 per centin August Theremaining4 per cent of the PoEshavebeenupdatedbefore August2021 For
more informationseeTablel.2 in the Annex

Forfurther information on the methodology definitionsandexplanationpleaserefer to the MethodologyFramework

Regionamapsare availablehere.

Datais collectedon the following location types.

A Airports(currentlyor recentlyfunctioningairport with a designatednternationalAir TransportAssociatioIATA)ode)
A BlueBorderCrossing?oints(internationalborder crossingpoint on sea,river or lake)
A LandBorderCrossindPoints(internationalborder crossingpoint on land,includingrail)

Thefollowing operational statusis capturedfor eachassessedoE

A Fullyoperational
A Openfor entry andexit: alltravelerscanusethe PoE

A Partiallyoperational

Openfor commercialtraffic only: only transportof goodsis permitted, travelersare not allowedto cross

Closedor entry: travelerscannotusethis locationto enter the country, territory or areg

Closedmor exit: travelerscannotusethis PoEto leavethe country,territory or areg

Openfor returning nationalsand residentsonly: the PoEis opento returning nationalsand residentsonly, including
military and humanitarian personneland other specialgroups for whom entry and exit is permitted accordingto
nationalproceduresn place

To T o To

A Fullyclosed
A Closedor both entry andexit: no oneis permitted to usethe PoE

A Unknown

Listof acronyms used throughouhe report
CI/T/Ascountries territories orareas

DTM: Displacement Tracking Matrix

IBM: Immigration and Border Management
IDPsinternallyDisplacedPersons
MRM:Mobility and Restrictions Mapping
PoEPoint ofEntry

p.p.: Percentage Poiht

SOPs: Standard Operating Procedures

geegegegeee

Datais geographicallyaggregatedby IOM RegionalOffices Thelist of countriesunder each IOM RegionalOffice can be found
here https://www .iom.int/regionaloffices

1. Not to be confused with per cent, percentage point (p.p.) refers to an increase or decrease of a percentage rath@rctieaseor decrease in the raw number.
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1. PoEScopeand Coverage:Numbersat aglance

186

Assessed Points of Entry Assessed/T/As

Tobetter understandhow COVIBEL9 hasaffectedthe varioustravel restrictionsand disruptionshamperingglobalmability, this report
looksat L h adbéalmobility databaseto map and gather data on the locations,statusand different restrictionsat PoEsglobally,
includingairports,blue bordercrossingpointsandlandbordercrossingpoints.

ThelOM COVIBL9 Impacton Pointsof Entry BEWeeklyAnalysigeport providesan overviewand analysison the datafrom a global
andregionalperspective usingdataupdatedasof 2 December2021

IOM has assessed},551 total PoEsin 186 countries, territories and areas, so far. Of these PoEs 2,690 (59%) were land border
crossingpoints, 1,080 (24%) were airportsand 781 (17%) were blue border crossingpoints (sea, river and lake ports). More details
canbefoundin Tablel in the Annex

Of all assessedoEs10 per centwere reported asfully closedand 59 per centwerereportedto be fully operational. Another22 per
cent were partially operational. At the regionallevel, West and Central Africa was the regionwith the highestpercentageof fully
closed assessedPoEs(14% out of 540), followed by SouthEasternEurope, EasternEurope and Central Asia (13% out of 912).
ConverselyEastand Horn of Africa (1% out of 381), Centraland North Americaand the Caribbean(3% out of 434), and South
America(6%out of 127) were the regionswith the lowest percentageof fully closedassessedPoEsMore detailscanbe found in the
Annex,in Tabe 1 and2.

Globalmapof assesseBoEs and their operational status

VL :

PoE by operational status
Fully Closed
Fully Operational
Unknown
Partially Operational
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2. Overviewof Airports

IOM assessedL,080 airports in 183 countries, territories and areas Of the assessediirports, 7 per cent or 72 airports were
reported to be fully closed(a 1 p.p. increasecomparedto the previousreport). Airports with partially operational statuswere
reported for 13 per cent or 140airports (a4 p.p. decreasecomparedto the previousreport). For 71 per cent (769 airports) of the
assesseairports, the operationalstatuswasreported to be fully operational (a 3 p.p. increasecomparedto the previousreport).
Information wasnot availablefor the remaining9 per cent (no changeon a fortnightly basis)of assesseairports (for more details,

seeTable3 in the Annex)

The IOM region that reported the highest percentage of fully closed
airports was SouthernAfrica (11 out of 57, 19% of the total; i.e. a 9 p.p.
increasecomparedto two weeksago),followed by SouthEasternEurope,
EasternEuropeand CentralAsia(31 out of 202, 15%of the total, no change
over the previousupdate) and South America (6 out of 48, 13% of the
assesseairportsin the region,no changecomparedto the previousreport).
ConverselyEastand Horn of Africa (94% of fully operationalairports, 74
out of 80, i.e. a 3 p.p. increasecomparedto the previous report), the
EuropeanEconomicArea (93 per cent of the total or 188 out of 203 fully
operational,a 3 p.p. increasecomparedto the previousreport) remained
the regionswith the highestproportion of fully operationalairports. They
were followed by Centraland North Americaand the Caribbean(91% of
fully operationallocations,i.e. a 17 p.p. increasecomparedto the previous
report).

Operational status at assessed airports

= Fully closed Partially operational

Fully operational Unknown

4

Globalmapof assessedlrports and their operatlonal status
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PoE by operational status
Fully Closed
Fully Operational
Unknown
Partially Operational
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3. Overviewof BlueBorder CrossingPoints
(sea, river and lake ports)

IOM assessed total of 781 blue border crossingpoints in 122 countries territories and areas The operational status of the
assessetblue border crossingpoints variedslightlyin the pasttwo weeks Eightper cent were reported to be fully closed(a 3 p.p.
increasecomparedto the previousreport), while the portion of partially operational blue border crossingpoints wasreported at
28 per cent (a 3 p.p. decreasecomparedto the previousreporting period). Finally,54 per cent of the locationswere reported as
fully operational (no relative changecomparedto the previousreport). Information was not availablefor 10 per cent of the

locations(for more details,seeTable3 in the Annex) Operational status at assessed blue border

TheEuropeanEconomicAreawasthe IOM regionwith the highestshareof crossing points

fully closedblue border crossingpoints (32 out of 149, 21%of the total, i.e.

a 21 p.p. increaseon a fortnightly basis),followed by Central America, . .
North Americaand the Caribbean(6 out of 45, 16% of the total, a 23 p.p. = Fully closed Partially aperational
decreasecomparedto the previousreport) and SouthernAfrica (4 out of
49, 8% of the total, i.e. a 3 p.p. decreasecomparedto the previous
reporting period). Eastand Horn of Africarepresentedthe IOM regionwith
the highestshare of fully operationalblue border crossingpoints with 77
fully operational locations out of the 88 assessedlue border crossing

pointsin the region (88% of the total, no changecomparedto the previous

report). Theregionwith the secondhighestshareof fully operationalblue

border crossingpoints wasthe EuropeanEconomicAreg with 74 per cent

or 111 out of 149 ports reported asfully operational,followed by Southern

Africa(33 out of 49, 67%0f the total, i.e. a 20 p.p. increasecomparedto the

previousreport) and Centraland WestAfrica(53 out of 80, 66%of the total,

i.e. a2 p.p. increasecomparedto the previousreport).

Fully operational Unknown

Globalmapof assesselblue border crossingointsand their operational status

@IOM

UN MIGRATION IOM COVIELY: Impact on Points of Entry -BVeekly Analysis | 202



