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Methodology & Definitions

The Pointsof Entry WeeklyAnalysisis meant to serveIOM Member States,IOM, UN and voluntary partner agencies,the civil

society(includingmedia)aswell asthe generalpopulation in analysingthe impact of COVID-19 pandemicon Pointsof Entry. It is

particularlyrelevantwhen identifyingand addressingspecificneedsfacedby migrantsand mobile populations,disproportionately

affectedby the globalmobility restrictions.

The report is basedon information provided by IOM field staff, usingresourcesavailableat the IOM country office level and is

accurateto the bestofLhaΩǎknowledgeat the time of compilation. All information isbeingconstantlyvalidated,includingthe geo-

locationandattributes,andthrough regularassessmentsand 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,as the situation continuouslyevolvesand changes,despite

LhaΩǎbest efforts, the analysismay not always accuratelyreflect the multiple and simultaneousrestrictive measuresbeing

imposedat a specificlocation.

ThisPointsof Entry WeeklyAnalysisprovidesan overviewand analysison the data from a global and regionalperspective. For

more detailedcountry-specificinformationanddatasetusedfor the analysispleasevisit: https://migration.iom.int/

Forfurther informationon the methodology,definitionsandexplanationpleaserefer to the MethodologyFramework.

Regionalmapsareavailablehere.

Thedatasetisavailablehere.

Datais collectedabout the following locations:

Å Airports(currentlyor recentlyfunctioningairport with a designatedInternationalAir TransportAssociation(IATA)code)
Å BlueBorderCrossingPoints(internationalbordercrossingpoint on sea,river or lake)
Å LandBorderCrossingPoints(internationalbordercrossingpoint on land,includingrail)
Å InternalTransitPoints(internaltransit point insidea givencountry,territory or area)
Å Areasof interest (region,town, city or sub-administrativeunit in a givencountry,territory or area)
Å Sites with a population of interest (stranded, repatriated and returning migrants, IDPs,nationals, asylum seekersand

regulartravelers)

Thefollowing operationalstatusis capturedfor eachassessedlocation:

Å Fully operational:
Å Open for entry and exit: all travelerscan use the PoE or internal transit point.

Å Partially operational:
Å Open for commercial traffic only: only transport of goods is permitted, travelersare not allowed to cross;
Å Closed for entry: travelerscannot use this location to enter the country, territory or area;
Å Closed for exit: travelerscannot use this location to leave the country, territory or area;
Å Open for returning nationals and residents only: the location is open to returning nationals and residents only, 

including military and humanitarian personnel and other special groups for whom entry and exit is permitted according 
to national procedures in place.

Å Fully closed:
Å Closed for both entry and exit: no one is permitted to use the PoE or internal transit point.

Å Other
Å Unknown
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Methodology & Definitions
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Thereport systematicallycapturesthe following typesof mobility restrictionsin place:

ω Movementrestrictedto thislocation
ω Movementrestrictedfrom thislocation
ω Visarequirementshavechangedfor thislocation
ω Certainnationalitiesarerestrictedto enter or disembarkat this location
ω Rulespertainingto identificationand/or traveldocumentsneededto enter or disembarkat this locationhavechanged
ω Medicalmeasuresincludingmandatoryquarantineor additionalmedicalcheckshavebeenimposedat this location
ω Medicalcertificateconfirminga negativeCOVID-19test result
ω Other
ω None

Additionally, more information is collectedon areasof interest, specificallyconcerningwhether:

Å Publiceventswerecancelledor postponed
Å Schoolswereclosed
Å Restrictedoperatinghoursfor publicestablishments(café,restaurant,etc.) were adopted
Å Alternativeworkingarrangements(workingremotely,etc.) were implemented
Å Movementoutsidehomewasrestricted
Å Lockdown/quarantinemeasureswere enforcedby policeor military

AffectedPopulations:

COVID-19 mobility restrictionsaffectdifferent populationcategories. Forexample,for the purposeof this report, strandedmigrants

are individualsunable to return as a result of mobility restrictionsrelated to COVID-19. Thiscould include economicmigrants,

students,temporary visaor work permit holders. It could also includeother populationssuchas tourists who may be stranded

owning to COVID-19-related travel restrictions. Thesepopulations may be seekingrepatriation or assistancewhile remaining

abroad.

Other affected populations include regular travelers, nationals, returnees, irregular migrants, internally displaced persons (IDPs), 

migrant workers and refugees. The various populations are affected in diverse ways across the different types of assessed locations, 

including but not limited requirements for additional documentation, temporary relocation, quarantine or medical screening, up to 

an inability to continue their intended travel. 

Public Health Emergency Preparedness and Response Capacities (COVID-19):
To understandpublic health emergencypreparednessand responsecapacitieswith regardto the COVID-19 pandemicadditional
questionsareaskedabout specificpublichealth interventionsin placein the specifiedlocations. Theseincluderiskcommunication
and communityengagement,infection preventionand control, and measuresto detect, manageand refer ill travellerssuspected
of havingCOVID-19, suchasstandardoperatingprocedures,health screening,presenceand functionality of a referral systemfor
suspectedCOVID-19 cases,andthe availabilityof an isolationspacefor suspectedcases.

List of acronyms used throughout thereport
ω C/T/As: countries, territories orareas
ω DTM: Displacement Tracking Matrix
ω IDPs: Internally DisplacedPersons
ω PoE: Point ofEntry
ω p.p.: Percentage Point1

ω PPE: Personal Protective Equipment
ω SOPs: Standard Operating Procedures

Data is geographicallyaggregatedby IOM RegionalOffices. The list of countriesunder eachIOM RegionalOffice can be found

here: https://www .iom.int/regional-offices
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1. Not to be confused with per cent, percentage point  (p.p.) refers to an increase or decrease of a percentage rather than an increase or decrease in the raw 
number.

https://www.iom.int/regional-offices


1. Scope and Coverage: Numbers at aglance
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The current COVID-19 pandemichas affected global mobility in the form of varioustravel disruptionsand restrictions. To better
understandhow COVID-19 affectsglobalmobility, IOM hasdevelopeda globalmobility databaseto map and gather data on the
locations,statusand different restrictionsat PoEs, globally. Thisreport also looksat the impactson stranded migrantsand other
populationssuch as tourists who are affected by the changesin mobility measuresusinga compilation of inputs from multiple
sources, includingfrom IOM staff in the field, DTMreports on flow monitoringand mobility trackingaswell asfrom trusted media
sources.

TheDTMCOVID-19 Pointsof EntryWeeklyAnalysisreport providesanoverviewandanalysison the data from a globaland regional
perspective,usingdataupdatedasof 7 May 2020.

DTMhasassessed4,588total locations(includingPoEs, internal transit pointsandareasof interest) in 173 countries,territories and
areassofar. Manyof theselocations(45%) were landborder crossingpoints,12 per cent bluebordercrossingpoints (sea-, river and
lakeports), 16 per centairports, 8 per centof assessedpointswere important in-country(internal)transit pointsbetweencitiesand
regions, and20 percentwereareasof interest. More detailscanbe foundin annex,Table1.

Ofall assessedlocations(includingPoEsandinternal transit points),46 per cent were reported ascompletelyclosedand13 per cent
were reported to be fully operational. Another38per centwerepartiallyoperational. Thisissimilarto the make-up of the operational
statusobservedat different typesof locations,exceptfor internal transitpointswhere45per centarereportedlypartiallyoperational.
More detailscanbe found in the annex,Table3. At the regionallevel, the highestrate of closedassessedlocationswere in South
America(63%) aswell asMiddle EastandNorth Africawith 61 per cent. Conversely,the lowestnumberof closedassessedlocations
were found in Centraland North Americaand the Caribbeanwith 26 per cent and Eastand Horn of Africa with 29 per cent. More
detailscanbe foundin annex,Table2.

3,667
AssessedLocations 

(3,321 PoEsand 346 Internal TransitPoints)2

173
AssessedC/T/As

2. To clarify, while Pointsof Entry mostly refer to international border crossingpoints, the inclusionof internal transit points in this analysisis to providea
comprehensiveoverviewof restrictive measuresand their affect on affected populations. This is not to suggesta conflation of internal transit points with
internationalbordercrossingpoints.

921
Assessed AreasandSites



1. Scope and Coverage: Numbers at aglance

Total number of assessed and closed locationsPercentage of assessed locations that areclosed

Table 1: Number of assessed locations by type and IOM region
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IOM Region Airport Internal 
Transit Point

Land Border
Crossing 

Point

Blue Border 
Crossing Point

Area of 
Interest

Site with a 
Population of 

Interest

No. of 
C/T/As

Asia and the Pacific 186 115 217 109 104 97 38

Central and North America and 
the Caribbean 36 0 112 32 18 51 18

Central and West Africa 41 92 330 41 27 67 19

East and Horn of Africa 43 15 186 57 11 91 9

European Economic Area 150 2 474 141 77 114 29

Middle East and North Africa 64 27 116 44 46 37 17

South America 21 6 46 9 18 34 10

South-Eastern Europe, Eastern 
Europe and Central Asia 122 89 405 75 48 60 19

Southern Africa 74 0 160 30 11 10 14

Total 737 346 2046 538 360 561 173
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2. SituationalOverview

Operational status of assessedlocationsAffectedpopulationcategoriesatassessedlocations

Global map of assessed locationsand their operational status
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2. SituationalOverview

Number andtype of restrictivemeasures imposed at assessed locations by IOMregion

Duration of restrictive measures imposed at assessed locations by IOMregion
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3. Overview of Airports

IOM assessed737 airports in 159 countries,territories and areas, which includes38 more airports from lastǿŜŜƪΩǎreport (6 May
2020). Theoperatingstatusof the assessedairports mainlyvariedbetween fully closed(42% or 310 assessedairports) or partially
operational (41%or 300 airports). Fullyclosedairports sawan increaseof 3 p.p. comparedto last week. Up to 15 per cent (or 113
airports) of the assessedairports remained fully operational, which is unchangedcomparedto last week. Information was not
availablefor the remaining2 per cent (or 14) of assessedairports(for moredetails,seetable3.1).

Of the total 310 assessedfully closedairports, the IOM regionwith the highestpercentageof fully closedairports wasAsiaand the
Pacific,with 22per centor 71 closedairports,whichrepresentsan increaseof 4 p.p.. TheMiddle EastandNorth Africafollowed,with
17 per cent or 53 closedairports, a decreaseof 1 p.p. from last week. Out of the 300 assessedpartially operationalairports, the
highestsharewas located in the IOM region of EuropeanEconomicAreawith 28 per cent or 85 partially closedassessedairports.
Finally,with 49 out of the 113assessedfully operationalairports,Asiaandthe Pacifichadthe highestshareof airportsthat werestill
fully operationalwith 43 per cent.

The most common mobility restrictions or restrictive measuresimposed at assessedairports continued to be landing in and
departingfrom the assessedairport with 80 and 69 per cent of the assessedairports affectedby thesemeasures,respectively(see
table 5.1). Other commonrestrictivemeasuresimposedat airports were medicalrequirements,suchasmedicalscreening,medical
certificatesor quarantinemeasures(adoptedin 38%of the assessedlocations),restrictionsimposedon specificnationalities(in 17%
of the assessedairports),changesin visarequirements(10%), a medicalcertificateconfirminga negativeCOVID-19 test result (4%)
andchangesin rulesconcerningidentificationandtraveldocuments(2%).

Asof 7 May 2020, the most commonduration of imposedrestrictionsat assessedairports was14 daysto one month (43%of the
casesor 317out of 737). In 37 per cent of casesthe foreseenduration of the imposedrestrictionsat assessedairportswasreported
to be unknown(i.e. information wasunavailable),followed by one to three months (12%), lessthan 14 days(5%) and more than
three months(3%).

The restrictive measures imposed at assessedairports have had an impacton mobile populations (see table 4.1), largely
affectingregular travelers (in 91% of assessedlocations),nationals (78%), returnees (38%), irregular migrants (35%), migrants
(22%), refugees(18%) andfinallyIDPs(15%).

737
Airports 

assessed in 159 

C/T/As

42%
of the assessed airports 

are fully closed (+3 p.p. 

compared to last week)

14 days to one

month
Most common (43%)duration 
of restrictionsimposed (- 2 p.p. 

compared to last week)
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Global map of assessed airports and their operational status

Percentage ofAirports

3. Overview of Airports
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3. Overview of Airports

Public Health Measures

Thefollowing publichealth measureswere reported in specifiedairports throughLhaΩǎmissionsparticipatingin this exercise(for
further information,seeTable6.1).

On risk communicationand communityengagement,in 82 per cent of the specifiedairports (272 out of 331 identified airports)
information on COVID-19 wasbeingprovidedto travelersat the site through leaflets,postersor announcements. Furthermore,81
per cent of the responses(262 out of 325 identified airports) reported that handwashingstationswere availableasan infection
preventionandcontrol measure.

Healthscreeningthroughnon-contactthermometerswasreportedby almostall airportswherethis informationwasavailable(169
out of 175 identified airports, 97%of the total). Moreover,78 per cent of the assessedlocations(137 out of 175) reported that
there wasinfrastructurein placeto supportcrowdcontrolandensuresafetyof screeners.

Forthe detection,managementand referral of ill travelers,standardoperatingprocedureswere reported to be in placeat 59 per
cent of identified airports recordinga responseto this question(195 out of 332 identified airports),while a referral systemwas
reported to be in placeat 43 per cent of identified airports recordinga response(137 out of 322 identified airports). Finally,the
availabilityof an isolationspacefor suspectedCOVID-19 cases,prior to their appropriatereferral,wasalsoreported by 124out of
323specifiedairports(38%of the total).

Maintaining and enhancingthese capacitiesacrossvarious levels (e.g. local, national, regional) can facilitate the detection,
assessment,andnotificationor reportingof eventsthat cantogethercontributeto prompt andeffectiveresponsesto publichealth
emergenciessuchasCOVID-19.

Public health measures in place at the assessed locations

Available tools/measures in the event of a COVID-19 case at the site
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4. Overview of Blue Border Crossing Points 

(sea-, river and lake ports)

IOMassesseda total of 538blue border crossingpoints in 84 countries, territories and areas, which includes31 more from the last
ǿŜŜƪΩǎreport (6 May 2020). Theoperationalstatusof the assessedports variedwith 32 per cent of ports (or 171 locations)which
were fully closed,representingan increaseof 1 p.p sincelast week. Theportion of partially operationalports was44 percent (234
ports), while 14 per cent (77 ports) were reported to be fully operational. Information wasnot availablefor 10 per cent (56 ports)
(for moredetails,seetable3.1).

Of the 171assessedfully closedbluebordercrossingpoints, the highestnumberwasin the EuropeanEconomicArearegionwith 63
assessedlocationsor 37 per cent,whichrepresentsa decreaseof 4 p.p. comparedto lastweek. Additionally,out of the 234assessed
partiallyoperationalports, the IOMregionof South-EasternEurope,EasternEuropeandCentralAsiacontinuedto be regionwith the
highestnumberof partiallyoperationalports with 61 ports or 26 per cent. Finally,the EuropeanEconomicArearegioncontinuedto
be the IOM regionwith the highestpercentageof assessedfully operationalblue border crossingpoints with 34 out of 77 assessed
locationsor 44 per cent.

The most common mobility restrictions imposed at ports continued to be disembarkation at and embarkation from a particular port 
(60% and 58%, respectively), followed by newly introduced medical requirements (29%) such as medical screening, requirement for 
medical certificates or quarantine measures. Less common measures imposed at blue border crossing points were restrictions on 
specific nationalities (in 9% of the assessed locations), changes in visa requirements (4%), medical certificates confirming a negative 
COVID-19 test result (2%) and changes in rules concerning identification and travel documents (2%) (see table 5.1).

Thetrendsin duration remainedlargelyunchangedwith the foreseenduration for restrictivemeasuresrecordedasunknownfor 57
per cent of the assessedports (309 out of 538 assessedports) and the shareof restrictionsexpectedto be in placefor a period
between14 daysandonemonth wasrecordedas32 per centof the cases. In 6 per cent of assessedlocationsthe expectedduration
of restrictivemeasureswasrecordedasone to three monthsand in 3 per cent of assessedlocationsrestrictionswere plannedto be
validfor lessthan 14 days(decreaseof 1 p.p. comparedto lastweek).

The restrictive measures imposed at assessedports have had an impact on mobile populations (see table 4.1), largely
affectingregular travelers (in 62%of assessedlocations),nationals (58%), irregular migrants (30%), returnees (27%), IDPs(18%),
Migrants(22%) andfinallyrefugees(16%).

538
Blue Border

Crossing Points

Assessed in 84 C/T/As

32%
of the assessed 

blue border crossing points 

are fully closed

14 days to one

month
Most common (32%) of 

restrictionsimposed  (57% were
unknown, i.e. information 

unavailable)
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Global map of assessed blue border crossing points and their operational status

Percentage of Blue Border  
Crossing Points

4. Overview of Blue Border Crossing Points 

(sea-, river and lake ports)
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4. Overview of Blue Border Crossing Points

(sea-, river and lake ports)

Public Health Measures
The following public health measureswere reported in identified blue border crossingpoints through LhaΩǎmissions
participatingin this exercise(for further information,seeTable6.2).

On risk communicationand communityengagement,in 72 per cent of the specifiedblue border crossingpoints (162 out of
226specifiedlocationsrecordinga response)informationon COVID-19 wasprovidedto travelersat the site through leaflets,
postersor announcements. Furthermore,162out of 222bluebordercrossingpoints (73%of identified locationsrecordinga
response)reported that handwashingstationswere availableasaninfectionpreventionandcontrol measure.

Healthscreeningthroughnon-contactthermometerswasreported in two thirds of the assessedblue border crossingpoints
(80 out of 122 assessedlocations). Moreover,of the 122 identified locationsfor which this information is available,64 blue
bordercrossingpoints(52%) hadinfrastructurein placeto supportcrowdcontrol andensuresafetyof screeners.

Forthe detection,managementandreferralof ill travelers,standardoperatingprocedureswere reported to be in placein 54
per cent of identified blue border crossingpoints (122out of 226 identified locationsrecordinga response),while a referral
systemwasreported to be in placein almosthalf of the specifiedlocations(109 out of 222 identified blue border crossing
points). Finally,only 15 per centof the specifiedbluebordercrossingpointsreported the availabilityof an isolationspacefor
suspectedCOVID-19 cases(34 out of 224identified locations),prior to their appropriatereferral.

Maintainingand enhancingthesecapacitiesacrossvariouslevels(e.g. local, national, regional)can facilitate the detection,
assessment,andnotification or reportingof eventsthat cantogethercontribute to prompt andeffectiveresponsesto public
healthemergenciessuchasCOVID-19.
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5. Overview of Land Border Crossing Points

Amongthe 2,046assessedland border crossingpoints (106more than lastǿŜŜƪΩǎreport) in 122countries,territories or areas,an
overwhelmingmajority is completely closedor partially operational (49% and 35% of the total, respectively),while only 10 per
cent of the assessedlocationswere fully operational without anyrestriction. A slight increase(+ 1 p.p.) in the shareof completely
closedlandbordercrossingpointswasobservedin the lastweek(for more details,seeTable3.1).

South-EasternEurope,EasternEuropeand CentralAsiais the IOM region reporting the highestshareof fully closedland border
crossingpoints: 290out of the 405assessedlocationswerecompletelyclosed,correspondingto 72per centof the total numberof
land border crossingpoints assessedin this region. Other IOM regionswith a high proportion of fully closedland border crossing
points includethe Middle Eastand North Africa(70 out of 116: 60%of the total, i.e. a 3 p.p. decreaseon a weeklybasis),South
America(26 out of 46: 57%, no changecomparedto last week),Asiaand the Pacific(119 out of 217: 55%, i.e. a 2 p.p. increase
comparedto last week) and West and CentralAfrica (182 out of 330: 55%, i.e. a 2 p.p. increasecomparedto last week). The
highestpercentageof fully operationalland border crossingpointsamongIOM regionswasin EastandHornof Africawith 38 out
of the 186assessedlandbordercrossingpointsthat areopen(20%of the total, no changefrom lastweek).

Asin the previousweek,limitationson entry andexit througha land border crossingpoint were still the most frequent restrictive
measuresusedto curb the spreadof COVID-19: both restrictionswere usedin 77 per cent of assessedland border crossingpoints
(seeTable5.1). Other restrictionsthat were imposedin the assessedland border crossingpoints were medicalmeasures,suchas
quarantine or medical screening(in 30% of the cases),restrictions imposed on specific nationalities (9%), changesin visa
requirements (6%), changesin rules concerningidentification and travel documents(5%) and the requirement of a medical
certificatestatingthat the personhada negativeCOVID-19 test (2%).

Asof 7 May 2020, the most commonduration of restrictionswas14 daysto one month (35%of the cases),while 13 per cent of
them will be in placefor a duration betweenone and three months. Only5 and 1 per cent of the restrictivemeasureswill be in
place for lessthan 14 daysor more than three months, respectively. However,for 922 out of the 2,046 assessedland border
crossingpoints (45% of the total) the foreseen duration of the restrictive measureswas unknown (i.e. information was
unavailable),an increaseof 1 p.p. comparedto lastweek.

Theabovementionedmeasureshad an impact on all categoriesof populations(seeTable4.1), with regular travelers being the
most affectedat 78 per cent of the assessedland border crossingpoints, followed by nationals (66%), irregular migrants (46%),
returnees(37%), migrant workers(19%), IDPs(17%) andrefugees(12%).

14 days to one 

month
Most common (35%)duration of 
restrictionsimposed, but duration 
is unknown in 45% of the cases

49%
of assessed locations are 

completely closed (+ 1 p.p. 

compared to last week)

2,046
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Land Border Crossing Points 

assessed in 122 C/T/As
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Global map of assessed land border crossingpointsand their operational status

5. Overview of Land Border Crossing Points

PercentageofLandBorder
Crossing Points
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