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OVERVIEW
Since the full-scale invasion of Ukraine by the Armed Forces of the needs and intentions of IDPs in support of humanitarian efforts to
Russian Federation, the International Organization for Migration (1CM) find durable solutions to internal displacement. The GPS, implemented

has been collecting data on internally dispiaced persons (lDPs), returnees, on a quarterly basis, also provides key analysis of trends over time. To

and the non-dispiaced population through a nationwide representative this end, the GPS conducts oblast-level, randomised interviews with a
General Population Survey (GPS). The purpose of the assessment is to representative sample of each population group. This report presents

provide an in-depth, granular understanding of dispiacement figures and the findings of Round 22 of the GPS, which took place from 15 October

mobility trends, as well as to gather fundamental data on the profiles, to 22 December 2025.

KEY FIN DINGS

r
As of December 2025, an estimated 3,712,000 de fcicto IDPs and 4,405,000 returnees resided in Ukraine.

IDPs are mainly residing in Dnipropetrovska (15%) and Kharkivska (12%) Oblasts. Most originate from Donetska Oblast (29%). The largest
dispiacement flows are from Donetska Oblast to Dnipropetrovska Oblast (286,000 lDPs) and to Kyiv City (1 03,000 IDPs). Over half of ali
IDPs originate from areas that are fully or partially occupied by the armed forces of the Russian Federation (57%).

At the time of data collection, the majority of IDPs (71%) reported an intention to remaifi in their current locations beyond the next three
months. When asked about longer-term perspectives, nearly half (44%) reported intending or hoping to return, while just over one-third
(39%) reported plans to remain and integrate in their current locations. Among those considering return, most (75%) reported that this
would occur once hostilities ended.

An estimated 372,000 IDPs returned to Ukraine from abroad but remain internally displaced (10% of ali current IDP5). Amongthis group,
18% reported that they are considering leaving their current location within the next three months, highlighting the significant challenges
faced by those returning to Ukrairie particularly those originally from frontline oblasts in sustaining their households in internal
dispiacement and achieving stability.

• Among DP-only households, vulnerability is notably high: 37% reported having at east one household member living with a disability, 56%, • reported at east one member with a chronic illness, and 42% reported having at least one child. Single-parent househoids were twice as
common among IDPs (8%) compared to non-displaced househoids (4%), highlighting heightened caregiving and protection needs alongside
significant health-related vulnerabilities.

Winter exacerbated the needs of IDPs in protracted displacement amid recurring power and heating outages linked to energy infrastructure
damage. In December 2025, IDPs reported higher rates of shortages in portable power banks (from 34% to 58% between October and
December 2025), medicines (from 38% to 47%), accommodation (from 29% to 36%), ciothing and non-food items (from 29% to 35%),
and food (from 32% to 3 6%).

Access gaps are most pronounced among recently dispiaced IDPs, who face shortages in essential backup utilities such as power banks and
generators during winter conditions (30% of those displaced for less than three months reported this as their most pressing need, compared
with 18—21% among those displaced for longer periods).

Housing-related challenges persist and become more prominent with protracted displacement: accommodation was cited as the most
pressing need by 7 per cent of recently dispiaced IDPs, rising to 14—16 per cent among those dispiaced for one year or more.

Winter compounded financial precarity experienced by IDP households: housing-related negative coping strategies were common, with
19 per cent reporting a move to poorer-quality housing and 18 per cent reporting skipped rent payments, while humanitarian assistance

I remained a key buffer, relied upon by 52 per cent of households, of whom 12 per cent reported that this option was no longer available
to them as a coping mechanism.

lDPs who may be at risk of depression1 were more likely to rely on harmful coping strategies, with 44 per cent using crisis and
37 per cent using emergency coping mechanisms such as cutting essential health spending, depleting savings, and accepting lower
paid work. These strategies can undermine long-term resilience, reduce households’ capacity to cope without assistance, and increase
protection risks, underscoring the need for integrated support that links MHPSS services with livelihoods and protection interventions.

- The Potjeot t-teoith Quesoonnore.2 (PHQ.2) used os o bnef se4-,-epor1& (vel to exp!ore poteotioi psivh000cioi risks reflected o respondenss ansv/ens soik elle general pnpufakon surrey. rhe PFIQ.2 cons,sis of two questions coptunng
seifrepoeted expnneoces refoted to foss of nteresr ur pfeosure ond low mood or hope!essness over the post two rneeks, Responses one scored ond sun,rned to psoduce a (viol score ronging from 0 to 6, o score of3 is commonk,, osed os os
mrrdotve ihreshofd reflecoog o fogimer irkeifhood of eieooied deprrssoe elsk. based 00 seifreported respaerses coTected ttrroogh the ssnvey
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SECTION 1: POPULATION FIGURES AND MOBILITY TRENDS

1.1 OVERVIEW AND CHANGE OVER TIME
There are an estimated 3.7 million de facto internally dispiaced persons (IDPs) in
Ukraine. The largest number of IDPs resided in Dnipropetrovska (560,000, 15%
of the total de facto IDP population) and Kharkivska (463,000, 12%) Oblasts in
eastern Ukraine, while the capital Kyiv City (341.000, 9%) and surrounding Kyrvska
Oblast (311,000, 8%) hosted the third- afid fourth-highest proportions of IDPs,
respectively. One-third (34%, 1.279,000) of ali IDPs resided fri frofitline raions.2

Between April 2024 and March 2025, the share of IDPs in the population
increased from 10.7 per cent to 11.9 per cent. Since March 2025, this figure has
remained stable through December 2025. Mest IDPs continue to experience
protracted dispiacement, with 71 per cent having been displaced for over two
years.

New displacement continued to occur at a rate similar to previous rounds
of the GPS. In this current round, an estimated 7 per cent of IDPs were

displaced in the three months prior to data collectiofl. Of these, 19 per cent
had already dispiaced multiple times durifig that short period. When inciuding
re-displacement, 12 per cent of aN IDPs — had either newly dispiaced or re
dispiaced within the three months prior to data cofection.

Most recent (re-)displacements occurring in the three months prior to
data collectiont originated primarily from Donetska (42%), followed by
Dnipropetrovska (19%), Zaporizka (9%), Kharkivska (8%), and Khersonska 5%).

Among those who (re-)displaced in the three months prior to data collection,
the majority (62%) moved to a different oblast.

The most common destination was Dnipropetrovska Oblast (26%), Kharkivska
(11%) followed by Odeska (9%). Zaporizka (6%) and Poltavska Oblasts (5%). In
overall, in Dnipropetrovska oblast, the share of recently displaced IDPs increased
from three per cent in October 2025 to 10 per cent in December 2025.
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Map 1: Estimated de facto IDPs presence by oblast ofdisplacement
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Figure 1: Shore of lDPs and returnees in the total populotion of Ukroine over time5
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1.2 AREAS OF DISPLACEMENT AND PLACES OF ORIGIN
Tabte 1. Top 5 obiosts of ongln ofiDPs (% oflDPs)

Oblast % of total IDPs

Donetska

Kharkivska

Zaporizka

Khersonska

Luhanska

29%

18%

11%

10%

7%

Other oblasts 25%

Tabte 2’ Top 5 IDP-hosting obiasts (% of tOPs)

Oblast % of total lDPs

Dnipropetrovska 15%

Kharkivska 12%

Kyiv 9%

Kyivska 8%

Odeska 6%

Other oblasts 50%

280 of lDPs were displaced within their

0 oblast of habitual residence.

Oblast to Dnipropetrovska Oblast (286,000 IDPs), to Kyiv City (1 03,000
IDP5) and to Poltavska Oblast (94,000 IDPs).

In absolute terms, the largest intra-obiast dispiacement fiows were

recorded in Kharkivska oblast (371,000 IDPs, accounting for 55 per cent
of alt 1DPs originating from the oblast), followed by Zaporizka (171,000;
44 per cent), Dnipropetrovska (117,000; 51 per cent), Sumska (104,000;

62 per cent), and Mykolaivska (43,000; 40 per cent).

The share of 1DPs remaining within their oblasts of origin varied by
dispiacement duration, declining from 38 per cent among those

Figure 3: Displacement inside and outside oblasts oforigin, by time since flrst
disptacement (% of tOPs)

• Intra-oblast dispiacement Inter-obtast dispiacement

62% 67% 64%
78%

The top five oblasts of origin, ali of which comprise frontline or
temporarily occupied areas, accounted for three-fourths (75%) of ali
IDPs, or 2,770,000 individuals. Similarly, the largest share of IDPs, more

than one-third of the total (35%), resided in the Eastern macro-region,
while the remaining two-thirds were distributed across the rest of the
country: 15 per cent in the West, 16 per cent in the North, 14 per cent

in the Centre, 11 per cent in the South, and nine per cent in Kyiv City.
Dnipropetrovska and Kharkivska oblasts together hosted 28 per cent of
ali IDPs, while a further nine per cent were concentrated in Kyiv City.

Nearly three-fourths of alt iDPs (71%) had dispiaced to oblasts different
from their oblasts of primary residence, most notably from Donetska

Figure 2. Dispiacement from obIasts oforigin to oblasts of’disptacement

Area of origin Area at dispiacenient

1,084.000 Donetska

670.000 Kharkivska

391.000 Zaporizka

Dnipropetrovska 560,000

Kharkivska 463,000

Up to 6 months 7—12 months 1 —2 years Over 2 years

Odeska

376.000

249.000

228,000

166.000

128000

108,000

73.000

E.Sumska
- Kyiv city

Mykolaivska
Kyivska

dispiaced for up to six months to 22 per cent among those displaced for

more than two years. Differences were also observed by administrative
Kyiv city 341,000 . , .

status: among IDPs without a vahd registration certificate, 29 per cent
were dispiaced within their oblast of origin, compared to 25 per cent

Kyivska 311,000 . . . ,

among those holding an official IDP registration certificate.

230,000 In addition, the propensity for intra-oblast dispiacement varied by age.
While 24 per cent of IDPs aged 18—24 were displaced within their

207,000
oblasts of origin, this share increased to 33 per cent among otder IDPs

187,000 (aged 60 and above).

t] 144.000 Intra-oblast displacement was also more frequently associated with
Sumska ..{ u2,000 reliance on host-family accommodation, as 32 per cent of iDPs displaced

Mykolaivska 122,000 within their oblast reported living with immediate family members,
compared to 19 per cent among those dispiaced to other oblasts.

By contrast, inter-oblast displacement was more frequently reported

Other 1,O15,tX0 among employed respondents (82%) than among unemployed
respondents (69%).

238.000 Other
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Map 2: Estimoted number of de facto IDPs, by rolon oforigin (oil roions)
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More than half the IDPs — 57 per cent or 2.113,000 individuals
originated from raions that were partially or fully occupied at the time
of data collection. These IDPs primarily resided in the following oblasts:
Dnipropetrovska (18 per cent; 377,000 individuals), Kyiv City (10 per
cent; 202,000), Kharkivska (9 per cent; 186,000), Zaporizka (8 per cent;
163,000), and Odeska (8 per cent; 159,000).

Tcible 3: Top 5 oblasts hosting IDPs from occupied areas (% oflDPs)

Oblast % of total IDPs

Dnipropetrovska 18%

Kyiv 10%

Kharkivska 9%

Zaporizka 8%

Odeska 8%

Other oblasts 47%

IDPs from occupied areas were more likely to reside in large cities
(49%) and their suburbs (8%), compared to IDPs from non-occupied
areas (34% and 6%).

Additionally, IDPs from occupied areas tended to be older, with a higher
proportion of individuals from occupied than from non-occupied areas
aged 46 and above — 62 per cent, compared to 50 per cent.

• 2,113,000
EST. NUMBER OF IDPs FROM PdONS
WITH AREAS UNDER OCCUPATION6

Kharkivskyi

367.ooor,

Sievierodorsetlkyi132.000
.
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.-apdc.ct..eOeaW...a

At the time of data collection, a smaller share of IDPs originating from
occupied areas intended or hoped to eventually return to their places
of origin (42 per cent), compared to those from non-occupied areas
(48 per cent). Conversely, IDPs from occupied areas were more likely
to consider moving elsewhere in the future (nine per cent, compared
to five per cent among those from non-occupied areas). Levels of
uncertainty regarding future plans were broadly similar. with 11 per
cent of IDPs from occupied areas and eight per cent from non
occupied areas reporting uncertainty, inciuding three and one per cent,
respectively. who planned to remain in their current locations for the
time being without intentions to Integrate or return.

Regardless of integration intentions, the majority of IDPs in both groups
planned to remain in their current locations in the medium term (72
per cent among those from occupied areas and 69 per cent among
those from non-occupied areas).

Figure 4: IDP respondents’ uge profile, by ruion of origin (% oflDPs)
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1.3 DURATION OF DISPLACEMENT

1,135
days

7% IDI’s 3 rr,or,ths

. .

median duration of
dispiacement among IDPs in
Ukiaine (as of December 2025)’

Three and a half years since the fijll-scale invasion, nearly three-fourths
(71%) of IDPs have been dispiaced for more than two years, and four in five
(82%) have been dispiaced for over a year. This high proportion of IDPs in
protracted dispiacement highlights the pressing need for effective strategies
focused on early recovery and durable solutions to internal dispiacement.

The share of IDPs displaced for over two years was highest in Lvivska
(86 per cent) and Zaporizka (84%), followed by Kyiv City (81%) and Kyivska
oblast (76%). Elsewhere, the proportion ranged from 43 per cent in Sumska

to around 70 per cent in several central and southern obiasts, inciuding
Dnipropetrovska (70%), Odeska (69%), and Kharkivska and Mykolaivska
(67% each).9

Figure 5: Share ofIDPs by durotion ofdisplacement8
71%

17% IDI’s 12 mcrsths n dtsplacement

7% 5% 6% 7% 5%
• — — •

Up to 3 4-9 10-12 1-1.5 1.5-2 >2 years
months months months years years

1.4 RETURNS FROM ABROAD INTO DISPLACEMENT WITHIN UKRAINE

372,000
lDPs returned to Ukraine from abroad but remained in
dispiacement

10%
of IDPs returned to Ukraine from abroad but remained in
dispiacement

18%
of IDPs who returned to Ukraine from abroad and remained in
dispiacement were considering leaving their current locations
in the three months following data collection

Tab!e 4: Top oblosts of current displacement of lDPs who returned to Ukroine
from abroad but remoined in displocement

Oblast % of total IDPs

4..—

Ik

*

*Kyiv 14%

Kyivska 11%

Odeska 9%

Dnipropetrovska 9%

Kharkivska 7%

Other oblasts 50%

Toble 5: Top oblosts of ongin of lDPs who returned to Ukroine from obroad but
remoined in displacement

Oblast % of total IDPs

IDPs who had been displaced for longer periods were more Iikely to live
in househoids with working-age members (aged 18 to 59), with such
househoids accounting for 68 per cent among iDPs dispiaced for over a
year, compared to 53 per cent among those dispiaced for up to a year
They were also more likely to live in households with children of school age
— 6-17 years old (37%, compared to 28%), or in singie-parent househoids
(7% compared to 8%).

lii
The iargest shares of IDPs who had previousiy been
abroad resided in Kyiv City (14%), Kyivska (11%), Odeska
and Dnipropetrovska (9 per cent each), and Kharkivska
(7%) oblasts. Half ofthese IDPs originated from Donetska
(22%), Kharkivska (17%), and Khersonska (13%) Oblasts.

Longer dispiacernent durations were more common
among IDPs with previous dispiacement abroad, as 78
per cent reported having been dispiaced for over two
years, compared to 70 per cent among IDPs who had
flot been abroad.

lDPs who had been abroad were more likely than those
who had flot to consider relocating in the near to medium
term, and to view returning home as their preferred
long-term solLition, in the three months foilowing data
coliection, only 82 per cent of IDPs who had been abroad
pianned to remain in their current iocations, compared to
90 per cent of those who had not been abroad. In the
long term, 50 per cent of IDPs who had been abroad
planned or hoped to return to their places of origin,
compared to just 43 per cent of those who had remained
in Ukraine.

Three-fourths (84%) of IDPs who had been abroad
reported some lack of access to basic goods or services,
lower than the 89 per cent of lDPs who had flot been
abroad.1° Their most pressing needs inciuded access to
income-earniflg opportunities (reported by 19 per cent).

Donetska 22%

Kharkivska 17%

Khersonska 13%

Zaporizka 10%

Dnipropetrovska 8%

Other oblasts 30%
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dtsploceo rent Addt,onol (onse.’suoI quesrons ssipported 0 fibre precfie oridersrand,og of mob:Irty potrems
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Foe flint of osoessed goods ond ser-sive,. see page 9.

N

Half (61%) of ali 1DPs who had been abroad reported
that their househoids had adopted or exhausted crisis
or emergency-level coping strategies to meet basic
needs, compared to 66 per cent of iDPs who had not
been abroad. Two in five reported their househoids to
have rehed on humanitarian assistance (35%) or to have
already exhausted (16%) this coping strategy.
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1.5 MOBILITY INTENTIONS
This section of the report presents an analysis of the short- and long

term movement intentions of internaily dispiaced persons (IDPs), as
well as their preferences regarding pathways to durabie solutions.
Within the analysis, short-term movement intentions cover 1DPs’
plans for potential movement within three months following data
collection.

of lDPs planned to remain in their
current locations in the three months
following data collection

Short-term movement intentions: The majority (89%) of lDPs
planned to remain in their current locations in the short term. Only
six per cent of displaced considered leaving within the three months
following data collection, while the remaining four per cent were
unsure about their plans.

LONG-TERM MOVEMENT INTENTIONS

of lDPs planned to remain in their
current locations beyond the three
months following data collection

Long-term movement intentions: At the time of data collection,
most respondents (71 per cent) reported intentions to remain in
their current place of residence beyond the next three months.
Among this group, over half (54 per cent) also reported intentions
to settle and integrate locally. In contrast, 13 per cent reported
intentions to return to their area of origin, while six per cent planned
to move elsewhere; a further 10 per cent reported uncertainty
regarding their movement plans over the same period.

From a longer-term perspective, among ali IDPs, 39 per cent
reported having decided to integrate locaNy, 18 per cent planned to
remain temporarily without pursuing integration, and 24 per cent
reported being uncertain about their future intentions.

DURABLE SOLUTIONS PATHWAY PREFERENCES

Among the 71 per cent of IDPs planning to stay in their
current locations beyond the three months following
data collection, 54 per cent — an estimated 1,431,000
individuals — ntended to settie and integrate. This
underscores the importance of approaches focusing
on durable soiutions.

Durabie solutions pathway preferences: When asked about their
preferred durable solutions pathways, the proportion of IDPs
intending or hoping to return was nearly half (44%) of ali IDPs in
long-term perspective.

However, eight per cent remained uncertain also about their
preferred pathways, and two per cent reported they were planning
to stay for now bLIt neither had an intention to integrate nor any
hope for return.1

In contrast, long-term intentions refiect 1DPs’ stated intentions

to move after the end of this three-month period. Preferences
regarding pathways to durable solutions refiect 1DPs’ desired long

term outcomes. These are identified either on the basis of stated
long-term ntentions or, where such intentions are flot specified, on
the basis of expressed expectations and aspirations for the future.11

Figure 6: Mobility intentions of IDPs in the three months following dato
collection n the top five IDP-hosting oblasts (per cent of IDPs in each oblast,
sorted by number of IDPs hosted)

Dnipropetrovska :y&. 9% 4%

Kharkivska •J_. 6% 3%

Kyiv 6% 3%

Kyinska 93%

Odeska 1L 9% 1%

• Not considering leaving Considering leaving Unsure

Figure 7: IDPs’ Iong-term mobihty Intentlons in the top i’ive IDP-hosting oblasts
(per cent of lDPs in eoch oblost, sorted by number of IDPs hosted)

Dnipropetrovska II 14% 31%

-I7

36% 4

20%j 13% 17%

7% 24%

7%

43% 6%

6° 17% 26%

14% 14%

Among IDPs intending to return to their areas of origin,

three-quarters (75%) plan to do so only after active
hostilities end, indicating that remaining in place does flot
necessarily imply long-term integration and underscoring
the need for sustained, flexible support for IDPs.

DISPLACEMENT DURATION AND INTENTIONS

Propensity for both short- and long-term movement was associated
with dispiacement duration. Among iDPs who had last dispiaced
from their primary residence within the year prior to data coilection,
11 per cent considered short-term movement, compared to five
per cent among those whose last displacement from their primary
residence occurred more than a year earlier.

In addition, integration intentions increased with time: 35 per cent
among lDPs dispiaced within the past year, compared to 40 per cent
among those dispiaced more than a year ago. A notably larger share
of the former group pianned to eventually return (21%, compared
to 10%).

SHORT-TERM MOVEMENT INTENTIONS

6% 1%

Kharkivska

Kyiv

Kyivska

Odeska

• Integrate

29%

• Resenle / move elsewhere

23%

Rernain for flow but flot integrate (no hope for retum) Do flot know / depencis

• Plan I hope to return
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1.6 DEMOGRAPHICS, VULNERABILITIES AND SETTLEMENT TYPE
A detailed disaggregation of IDP profiles and greater insights into the

prevalence of vuinerabilities2 and household composition enables
an enhanced understanding of mobility and is key to an effective,
targeted humanitarian response. To this end, IOM’s GPS inciudes
indicators — developed in cooperation with the United Nations
Population Fund (UNFPA) — which allow for precise estimated
demographic breakdowns of the displaced population. This section
specifically outlines the estimates for IDPs in househoids
consisting exclusively of IDPs.

HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
AS DE DECEMBER 2025

Figure 8: Number of children in (DP-only households (% of IDPs in (DP-only
househoids with children)

59% 32% 6%

• i child • 2 children • 3 children 4 or more children

Figure 9’ Number of household members in (DP-only households (% of IDPs in
(DP-only households)

22% 51% 21% 6%

• 1 person • 2-3 persons 4-5 persons 6 or more persons

SETTLEMENT TYPE

The majority of IDPs in IDP-only househoids resided in large cities
(45%) or their suburbs (8%). One-fourth (27%) lived in small towns,
while 20 per cent were in rural areas or villages.

Figure 10: Shore oflDPs in (DP-only households by settlement type

DEMOGRAPHIC PROFILE
The majority of IDPs in IDP-only househoids were female (59%),
while 41 per cent were male. Half of ali IDPs in these households
were of working age (48%), 24 per cent were children, and 28
per cent older individuals (aged 60+).

Ftgure 11; Estimotecl number ond shore of IDPs in (DP-only households, by sex
ond oge group

• Male • Female

Older people (60÷) 26/ 346000 30/ 595000

Adults 50-59 12%; 157,000 12%; 238,000

Aduits 40 49 14,5 194000 15/ 295000

Aduits 30 39 11/ 152000 14/ 271000

Adults 18-29 8%: 110,000
‘‘

10%; 190,000

10-17 ycars old 15%: 208,000 10%; 200,000

% 5-9 ycars old 8%; 111000 6%; 118,000

1 -4 years old 5%; 70,000 3%, 58,000

lnfants (<1 ycar old) 1%, 16.(XY) «1%; 10.000

HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS

The following figures illustrate the share of lDPs in (DP-only
households who reported that at least one household member
had one or more of the assessed characteristics. These traits may
contribute to household vulnerability due to: 1) presumed associated

costs; 2) a likely need for assistance; and 3) potential challenges in
getting to or accessing assistance. These characteristics are flot
mutually exclusive, meaning that individuals or households may live
with one or more of the following characteristics:14

°To denufr hoosehold oteo,bers ovis duvbihoes Dr dooe÷ ‘vesses, re9teedeots ,ve,e osked ov,voe os Iben housebokis bod o dsnb.ltyoe d,rooe Aeess bosed sv V-/c”d Hesdtl, Oionizn5oo defrobont Fc,’ sborter ond siopie que,ticnss. 0 ovoded

owrooch to Ilse Wosh,n6ton Group meshod&ogy to osss dsobshty was osed
‘At eepnrted by ,espoedents sv householdu nIls at eesI one dIld ilse estsoroted Intet oontber otchddreo in OP-only hooselrolds snos 791,000
‘Mulflple onsv,eso sOm possrble.
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SECTION 2: PRIORITY NEEDS AND COPING STRATEGIES

2.1 OVERVIEW

20% 17% 20%
IDPs RetUrnees Non-IDPs

Accommodation

4)0/ AO/ OJ
IJ/0 t/O L/0

IDPs Returnees Non-IDPs

Medicines

12% 11% 12%
IDPs Returnees Non-IDPs

Assistance needs were assessed using a two-step approach. First,
respondents were asked whether they had had sufficient access to a
list of pre-defined goods and services to meet their basic needs. If they
reported a lack of access to any of these items, they were then asked to
identify which of these represented their most pressing need.

Reported access gaps and levels of need have remained relatively stable
since April 2025. Overall, the share of IDPs reporting at east one access
gap increased to 89 per cent in December 2025, representing a five
percentage point increase compared to October 2025.

Compared to GPS Round 21, the most notable changes were observed
in access to power banks or generators and medicine. The proportion
of IDPs reporting a lack of access to power banks or generators rose
from 34 per cent to 58 per cent, a trend that may be linked to the
increased intensity ofattacks on energy infrastructure and higher energy
needs during the winter period. At the same time, reported difficulties in
accessing medicine increased from 38 per cent to 47 per cent.

Across ali assessed categories, IDPs consistently reported higher levels
of insufficient access than the non-displaced population. The largest
disparities were observed for affordable and adequate accommodation
(36 per cent among IDPs, compared to nine per cent among the non
dispiaced) and ciothing and other non-food items (35 per cent versus
17 per cent), with substantial gaps also recorded for hygiene items
(34 per cent versus 18 per cent) and food (36 per cent versus 24 per cent).

Regarding the most pressing needs, power and lighting-related items
were most frequently cited by both lDPs and the non-displaced
population (20 per cent each). However, accommodation emerged as
a more prominent need among IDPs (13 per cent, compared to two
per cent among the non-displaced). Medicines (12 per cent in both
groups) and income-earning opportunities (10 per cent) were reported
at similar levels, while a higher share of the non-displaced population
reported no pressing needs (18 per cent, compared to 11 per cent
among IDPs).

Access challenges varied by displacement duration. Among recently
dispiaced IDPs, around 30 per cent of those dispiaced for up to three

Toble 6: Lock of access to goods and services, by displacement status
(% of IDPs / non-displaced reporting having had insufficient access to goods
ond serv,ces to be able to meet basic needs)

Accommodation

Clothes or other NEls 35%

34%

Hygiene items 34%

lncome-earning opportunities 32%

Building I reconstruction materials 26%

Support for people with disabilities 22%

Legal consulting services

Mental health services

Access to adequate education 13%

Transportation or evacuation support 11%

Access to money (e.g. ATM5) 9%

Noneoftheabove 11% 18%

months reported insufficient access to power and lighting items as
their most pressing need, compared to 18—21 per cent among those
displaced for longer periods.

Accommodation as the most pressing need was already present among
recently displaced IDPs (seven per cent) but it increased with longer
displacement, reaching 14—16 per cent among those displaced for one
year or more.

Overall, while some access gaps ease after initial displacement, housing
related challenges tend to persist or intensify over time.

Figure 13: Share oflDPs reporting nsuflicient access to goods / services, by time

since f;rst displocement (% oflDPs)

Figure 12: Top 3 priority matenal and assistance needs, by respondent profile

Power banks or generators
I Non

Category IDPs
dispiaced

Power banks or generators 58%

Medicines 47%

Food 36%

36%

Health services

50%

39%

24%

9%

17%

32%

18%

27%

38%

22%

15%

16%

16%

8%

8%

22%

21%

30% • Up to 3 months

I 18%17%’

I 11%il 9% 7% 8%

Power and Iighting items Accnmodation
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2.2 NEEDS BY LOCATION, SOCIO-ECONOMIC
CHARACTERISTICS & MOBILITY

LOCATION

Access to goods and services among IDPs varied across the five
oblasts hosting the largest IDP populations, ranging from 91 per cent
in Dnipropetrovska Oblast to 83 per cent in Kyiv City and Kyivska
Oblast. At the same time, regardless of IDP population size, the most
pronounced access gaps were recorded in Zaporizka Oblast (99%),
as well as in Poltavska and Mykolaivska Oblasts (96% each).15

Across ali top IDP-hosting oblasts, the most frequently reported
unmet need was access to power banks or generators, affecting 54—
61 per cent of IDPs. Medicines emerged as the second most common
gap, particularly in Dnipropetrovska and Kharkivska (50% each) and
Odeska (47%). Food-related access gaps were most pronounced in
Kharkivska (43%) and Odeska (39%), while accommodation-related
needs were highest in Kyiv City (36%) and Kyivska Obiast (46%).
Gaps in ciothing and other non-food items were relatively consistent,
ranging from 26 per cent in Kyiv City to 41 per cent in Kharkivska.

In Zaporizka, Poltavska and Mykolaivska Oblasts, energy-related
needs were particularly acute (64—67%), followed by medicines (63%,
56% and 43%, respectively) and ciothing or other NFls, especially in
Zaporizka (40%) and Poltavska (44%).

Access gaps were generally more pronounced among IDPs
originating from (partially) occupied raions than among those from
non-occupied raions (90% vs. 86%). Among lDPs from occupied
areas, the most common needs related to accommodation and non-
food items. Affordable and adequate housing was reported by 40
per cent of IDPs from occupied areas, compared to 29 per cent
from non-occupied areas. Ciothing and other non-food items were
also more frequently cited among IDPs from occupied areas (38% vs.
30%).. In contrast, building or repair materials were less commonly
reported by IDPs from occupied areas (23%) than by those from
non-occupied areas (3 1%), suggesting more limited scope for
housing repairs or more temporary living arrangements.

Figure 14: Shore oflDPs reporting insufricient access to goods ond services to meet bosic needs in top 5 IDP-hos:ng oblosts (top 5 toms, % ofiDP)t5

430/ 46%
0 390/ 37% oj

33% 31%ro/ 0 0

ih
0

hi
SETTLEMENT TYPE

Power banks or generators were more
commonly reported as pressing needs across ali
settiement types, while accommodation was
more frequently identified as a pressing need in
cities and towns.

SOCIO-ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS
Against the backdrop of winter conditions and intensified attacks
on energy infrastructure, disparities in access to goods and services
were most pronounced among the most vulnerable IDP households.

IDPs in households with persons with disabilities or chronically
ill members were more likely to report insufficient access to at
east one good or service (95% and 94%, respectively), compared
to 85 per cent and 82 per cent among househoids without such
vulnerabilities.

Economic vulnerability further increases access constraints. IDPs
with incomes below the Minimum Expenditure Basket (MEB) were
more likely to report access gaps (91%) than those in higher-income
househoids (85%).17

Gender-related differences persisted but were less pronounced.
Female-headed househoids with children only more frequently
reported access gaps (91%) than households with at east one adult
man (88%).

Rep005entoove resufts tvere flot ovodob!e for nU oNnqs
‘MuNp!e osn.vees posnbe
As ofJsoe 2025, the MLB s evoftsoted tt UAH 8,422 per hoosehokf o,e,eUser

Figure I 5: Shore ol’ IDPs reporting power banks or accommodation os their mast
presstng need, by type ofsettlement (% ofI0P’°

1 Acc,:’moca:cn I Power banks orgenerators

0 0 23%
18h 15%
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II .1
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IDPs living in coilective centers reported
insufficient access to food, compared with
36 per cent of ali IDPs.

of lDPs in househoids with persons with
disabilities reported insufficient access to
clothes or other NFIs, compared to 31 per cent
of IDPs in househoids without persons with
disabilities.

of IDPs in househoids with an income below
the MEB reported insufficient access to
power banks or generators, compared to
51 per cent of IDPs in househoids with an
income above the MEB.

59% 540i 056% 56% 50% 50/ø
01:1: Ih4
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MOBILITY INTENTIONS

IDPs who were considering leaving their current
places of residence within the three months
following data collection reported insufficient

access to most goods and services at higher
proportions than those flot considering leaving.

of IDPs who were considering leaving
their current locations within the three
months following reported access gaps,
compared to 88 per cent of lDPs who
were flot considering leaving.

Figure 16: Share of IDPs reporting insuffsrient access to goods ond services to be able to meet their basic needs (top 10 items), by short-term movement fntenuons

(% orlDP)’8

74%
67%

55% 55%

146% I I 131%

Overall, lDPs who were considering leaving their current locations within
three months were substantially more likely to report insufficient access
to goods and services than those flot considering leaving. Almost ali 1DPs
considering onward movement (97%) reported at east one access gap,
compared to 88 per cent among those who were flot considering leaving.

in particular, they were significantly more likely to report insufficient access
to medicines (74%, compared to 46% among those flot considering
leaving), power banks or generators (67% versus 57%), accommodation
(55% versus 35%), and income-earfling opportunities (55% versus 31%).
Gaps were also more pronounced for health services (52% compared to
32%), ciothing and other non-food items (48% versus 34%), and hygiene
items (44% versus 3 3%).

Access gaps were generally ower among IDPs who intended to remain and
integrate in their current locations at the time of data collertion (89%), while
rising to 85 per cent to 86 per cent amorig those unsure of their plans or
intending to move elsewhere, and those who intended to eventually return
to their places of origin (92% each).

2.3 COPING STRATEGIES

of IDPs reported their househoids to
have adopted or exhausted livelihoods
based coping strategies, compared to
78 per cent of returnees and 77 per cent
of the non-dispiaced

IDPs were more likely than other population groups to rely on livelihoods
based coping strategies Overall, 86 per cent of IDPs reported that their
househoids had either adopted or exhausted at (east one such strategy,
compared to 78 per rent of returnees and 77 per cent of the non
dispiaced.

In the 30 days prior to data coilection, DP househoids most commonly
reported reducing expenditures and using savings, reflecting continued
economic pressure.

More than half of househoids red uced their use of utilities (54 per rent)
and essential health expenditures, inciuding medicines (52 per rent),
while 51 per cent reported spending savings to meet basic needs.

41%
33% 36/ø 34%

I I 121% 120%
Food Support for

people with

disabihties

Notably. more than half of those intending to resettie reported insufficient
access to accommodation (20%) and income-earning opportunities (17%).
These rates were significantly higher than the overall averages among ali
lDPs (13 per cent and 10 per cent, respectively).

This reinforces previous research indirating that difficulties accessing housing
in dispiarement, combined with limited access to employment, are key
drivers of re-dispiacement, while also contributing to unsafe returns to
frontline areas.19

Figure i 1: Shore of iDPs report:ng nsufficient occess to at (east one good or
sen’ice to meet thor bosic needs, by mid-term movement intentions at the time
of dato collection (% of (DP)

92% 92%
89% 87% 87%

III..
Resettle Return Integrate Remain, Do flot know /

no integration depends

Alongside these strategies. 39 per rent of IDPs relied on humanitarian
assistance to meet basir needs in the 30 days prior to data coilertion.
More severe roping remained iess widespread but persisted, with 23
per rent of househoids reporting arreptanre of lower-paid or lower
skilled work and 16 per rent reportiflg skipped rent payments, indicating
ongoing vulnerabilities related to inrome stability and housing serurity.

Among IDP households reporting that they rould no longer rely on
previously used roping options, finanrial buffers and assets were most
commonly exhausted. One in five households (20 per rent) reported
having fully depleted their savings, while 12 per rent indirated that
humanitarian assistance was no longer available to them as a roping
option. Ifl addition, 10 per rent reported having exhausted the sale of
hoLisehold assets and fine per rent the sale of produrtive assets or
means of transport

Overall, the data point to rontinued relianre on livelihoods-based roping
among (DP househoids, alongside a shrinking set of remaining options
for those who have already exhausted key finanrial and asset-based
buffers.

*

52% 48%

132
• Considering leaving Not considering leaving
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DPs were flot only more likely than both returnees and the
non-displaced to report that their households had adopted
or exhausted livelihoods-based coping strategies. Specifically,
27 per cent of IDPs reported that their househoids had adopted
or exhausted emergency-level coping strategies, compared to
19 per cent of returnees and 18 per cent of the non-displaced.

Compared to the non-displaced IDPs relied particularly heavily on
71% 66% 60%

shelter-based strategies, as well as assistance.
15% 11% 9%

30% 21% 19%
Nineteen per cent (19%) of DPs reported their househoids

_________________________________________________________

to have moved to poorer-quality housing as a means to cope,
compared to just two per cent of the non-displaced. Additionally,

13% 11% 8% 18 per cent of IDPs reported that househoids had skipped rent

56% 44% 42% payments — nearly four times the rate of the non-dispiaced (3%).

Figure 18: Most commonly adopted ar exhausted hvehhoods-bcised coping strotegies (top 10), % by displacement status22

CHANGE OVER TIME

Between Round 21 (October 2025) and Round 22 (December
2025), livelihoods-based coping strategies worsened across several
expenditure- and housing-related mechanisms. The proportion of IDPs
reporting reduced utility usage increased from 54 per cent to 58 per
cent. In addition, the share of IDPs skipping rent payments increased
markedly, from 11 per cent to 18 per cent (rising from 16 per cent to
23 per cent among househoids who were renting).

When comparing similar winter periods, reliance on reducing essential
health expenditures increased notably, rising from 47 per cent to 56 per
cent. This suggests a deterioration in househoids’ ability to meet basic
healthcare needs.

In contrast, reliance on humanitarian assistance declined from 56 per
cent in Round 18 (October 2024) to 52 in December 2025.

Increases were also observed in more severe coping strategies. The
share of households accepting low-paid jobs increased from 26 per cent
to 30 per cent, while the proportion moving to poorer-quality housing
rose from 16 per cent to 19 per cent.

Overall, the data suggest increased stram on the economic well-being of
IDP househoids during the winter period.

Figure 19: Most commonly adopted ar exhausted Iivehhoods-based coping strategies, by round (top 10, % of tOPs)23
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Tabte 7: Seventy ofhvelthoads-based coping (% afrespondents reporting thetrhouseholds to
have adopted these strategies to meet basic needs in the 30 days prior to data cotlection,

ar to afready have exhausted them, by coping strategy & dssptacement status)2°

Coping strategy IDPs Returnees

21% 25%

Non
displaced

Sold household assets I goods

Speot savergs

Purchased food on credit / borrowed food

Accepted ower-qualrficaton / low-pard job

26%

19% 16% 9%

Crisis

Sold productve assets I roseans of transport

Reduced essentral health expendtures

Reduced essential education eopenditures

Emergency

Sold house / land

13% 12% 8%

9% 4% 4%

Used degovdrng income source (rllegal I high-risk obs) 13%

Asked strangers for money to cover essential needs 11%

11% 11%

8% 7%

The severity of strategies that IDP households had adopted or
exhausted has not significantly changed since the last round, and
was comparable to results obtamned in October 2024.
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2.4 COPING STRATEGIES BY SOCIO-ECONOMIC
CHARACTERISTICS & MOBILITY

Table 8: Severity of Isvehhoods-based coping strategies (% of househoids reporting use ar exhaustion of strategles in the 30 days prior to data collection, by socio
economic characteristics, mobihty intentions ond MHPSS)242526

Crisis

Single-parent By income relative
By PHQ-2 score 8Y short-term

By long-term intentions
hossehoids to the MEB ntent,ons

Sold productive assets / mearis of
14% 13% 13% 13% 13% 13% 18% 9% 12% 13% 14% 20% 17% 10% 12%

transport

Reduced esisential health eope000ures 65% 51% 54% 56% 62% 42% 71% 39% 70% 55% 57% 59% 58% 50% 57%

Reduced essential education
12% 14% 27% 12% 13% 14% 16% 10% 19% 13% 14% 20% 11% 12% 12%

nap en r ure:

Emergency

Used degrading income source
(illegal / high-risk obs)

Asked strangers for nsorsey to cover
essentsal needs

Reliance on severe coping strategies was highest among the most
vulnerable IDP households. Househoids with persons with disabilities
were more likely to use crisis- or emergency-level coping (72%),
compared to those without such household members (62%), largely

due to cuts in essential expenditures.

Single-parent househoids showed higher reliance on crisis-Ievel
coping than households with children and more than one adult (46%
versus 38%), particularly due to reducing reduced essential education
expenditures (27% versus 12%).

Low-income IDPs (below the Minimum EXpenditure Basket) were
significantly more likely to rely on crisis- or emergency-level coping
than higher-income househoids (70% versus 55%), inciuding greater
reductions in health spending (62% versus 42%) and higher reliance on
asking strangers for money (13% versus 7%).

Differences by movement intentions were moderate, though IDPs

considering leaving reported higher use of emergency-level coping
(43%) than those planning to stay (26%).

IDPs intending to return or unsure about their plans showed the highest
reliance on crisis-level strategies (42% and 41%).

IDPs with symptoms of depression (PHQ-2 3) were more likely to
rely on negative coping, with crisis-level coping reported by 44 per cent
and emergency-level coping by 37 per cent, compared to 32 per cent
and 17 per cent, respectively, among those with lower scores.

These differences were driven in particular by higher reductions in
essential health expenditures (71% compared to 39%), greater depletion
of savings (76% versus 65%), and more frequent acceptance of lower

paid or lower-skilled work (38% compared to 20%).

Lastly, the results suggest an association between residence in frontline
areas and greater vulnerability, while DP’s place of origin shows a slight
additional association, reflected in crisis-coping use in both frontline and
non-frontline dispiacement areas.

Figure 20: % of IDP respondents that employed ar exhausted hve!ihoods coping strategies, by area of dtsplacement and origin
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Unless noted otherwise, data cited in this report were compiled from
Round 22 of the General Population Survey, dated as of 22 December
2025. The data presented in this report was commissioned by the
International Organization for Migration (IOM) and coiiected by 61
enumerators employed by Multicultural Insights through screener phone
based interviews with 40,001 randomly selected respondents and follow

up interviews with 1,388 IDPs, 1,135 returnees, and 1,636 non-dispiaced,
using computer-assisted telephone interviews (CATI), and a random digit

dial (RDD) approach, with an overall sample error of 0.49% [CL95%].
Round 22 of data collection was completed between 15 October and
22 December 2025. The survey included ali of Ukraine, excluding the
Crimean Peninsula and occupied areas of Donetska, Luhanska, Khersonsk

a and Zaporizka Oblasts. AlI interviews were anonymous, and respondents
were asked for consent before starting the interview.

IDP and returnee population figures at the national and oblast levels are
derived from the July 2025 total population baseline for Ukraine (excluding
the Autonomous Republic of Crimea and Sevastopol, as well as the semi
occupied and occupied regions of tour oblasts: Donetska, Khersonska,
Luhanska, and Zaporizka, to ensure the accuracy of population estimates
reported and its alignment with the survey sample coverage) defined in
the United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA)’s Common Operational
Datasets on Population Statistics (COD-PS). Ali numbers are rounded

for ease of use. Population estimates are rounded to the nearest 1,000.
Data collection was facilitated by Multicultural lnsights. Additionai analysis

is available upon request to dtmukraine@iorn.mt.

in this report, Internally Displaced Persons (de rocto DPs) are defined as
individuais who have been forced to flee or to leave their homes, or who
are staying outside their habitual residences in Ukraine due to the full-scale
invasion in Februar>’ 2022, regardless of whether they hold registered DP
status. The terms “return” and “returnee” are used without prejudice to
status and refer to ali people who have returned to their habitual residence
atter a period of dispiacement of a minimum of two weeks since February
2022, whether from abroad or from internal displacement within Ukraine.
This definition exciudes individuals who have come back to Ukraine from
abroad, but who have flot returned to their places of habitual residence
in the country and who are considered lDPs. Full definitions of population
groups may be found in the Methodological Note.

Limitations: Those currentiy residing outside the territory of Ukraine were
flot interviewed, following active exclusion. Population estimates assume
that minors (those under 18 years old) are accompanied by their adult
parents or guardians The sample frame is limited to adults using mobile
phones and who were in areas where phone networks were fuliy functional
for the entire period of the survey. People residing in the Autonomous
Republic of Crimea (ARC) or the occupied areas of Donetska, Zaporizka,
Luhanska, and Khersonska Oblasts were flot included in the survey.
Estimates for Donetska, Zaporizka, and Khersonska Oblasts are likely
unerestirnates as a result of coverage being limited to government
controlied areas and due to the limited number of respondents reached
in occupied areas. For further details on the methodology and sampling
design, please refer to the full Methodological Note.

rEsbmotes fhr Dooetsbo, Zoponzkn, L,,hunskn, ond Khe,soosko obiosts (blue text) ure under.represented due to limited coveroge of guuernrnent.cootroiied arnes only, os emil os the i,o,ited oumbe,’ of respondents reuched thro,; . - -. -;

Ihese estimotes o,e ,nduded only jo the total popuiooon est,mote

ANNEX: ESTIMATED POPULATION BY DISPLACEMENT STATUS
Oblast j Estimated de facto IDPs present Estimated returnee pop. present

BRIEF METHODOLOGY
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