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SUMMARY

Background: Pandemic response and preparedness plans aim at mitigating the spread of infectious diseases and
protecting public health, but migrants are often side-lined. Evidence amounted early that migrants are
disproportionately affected by the COVID-19 pandemic and its consequences. However, synthesised evidence is
lacking that quantifies the inequalities in infection risk and disease outcomes, or contextualises the consequences
of pandemic measures and their underlying mechanisms.

Methods: Systematic review searching 25 databases and grey literature (12/2019 to 11/2021). We considered
empirical articles covering migrants, refugees, asylum-seekers, and internally displaced persons reporting SARS-
CoV-2 cases, hospitalisation, ICU admission, mortality, COVID-19 vaccination rates or health consequences of
pandemic measures. Random-effects meta-analysis of observational studies and qualitative analysis were
performed for evidence synthesis. A Protocol was registered with PROSPERO (CRD42021296952).

Findings: Out of 6956 studies, we included 241 in the review. For the quantitative studies (n=46), meta-analysis
with over 40 million study participants showed that compared to non-migrants, migrants have an elevated risk of
infection (RR = 2-33; 95%-CI: 1-88-2-89) but similar risk for hospitalisation (RR = 1:05; 0-80-1-37), while the
likelihood of ICU admission was higher (RR = 1-36; 1-04-1-78). Among those hospitalised, migrants had a lower
risk of mortality (RR = 0-47; 0-30-0-73), while their population-based excess mortality tended to be higher (RR =
1-31; 0-95-1-80). The qualitative synthesis (n=44) highlighted the complex interplay of social and COVID-19-
related factors at different levels. This involved increased exposure, risk, and impact of pandemic measures that
compromised the health of migrants.

Interpretation: Even in the advanced stages of the pandemic, migrants faced higher infection risks and
disproportionately suffered from the consequences of COVID-19 disease, including deaths. Population-level
interventions in future health emergencies must better consider socio-economic, structural and community-level
exposures to mitigate risks among migrants and enhance health information systems, to close coverage gaps in
migrant groups.
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Panel 1: Research in context

Evidence before this study

Reviews on inequalities in COVID-19-related health risks published in the early phase of the pandemic found that
migrants were disproportionally affected by the pandemic. High infection risk and all-cause mortality, as well as
severe mental burdens among migrants, were identified. However, the magnitude of inequalities in the risk of
infection, hospitalisation, admission to intensive care units (ICU), mortality, or vaccination coverage between
migrants and non-migrants has not been quantified. Studies conducted during the early phase of the pandemic
found that poor working conditions, crowded housing, language barriers, and legal aspects are among the social
determinants that intersect with migration, resulting in increased COVID-19-related risks. Evidence summaries
published since then (covering studies until October 2021) focused on individual health effects of the pandemic,
e.g., mental health, risk of infection, or severity of SARS-CoV-2 infections among migrants, and were limited in
their geographic scope (e.g., focus on single countries, or high-income countries), the outcomes considered, or
covered only single or specific migrant groups.

Added value of this study

We mapped the global empirical literature and synthesised the available qualitative and quantitative literature
(published in English, German and Spanish) on multiple COVID-19-related outcomes among diverse categories
of migrants, as well as the impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic on migrant populations worldwide by the end of
2021. We quantified absolute and relative inequalities among over 40 million study participants (including migrant
and resident populations) using random-effects meta-analyses for several outcomes such as risk of SARS-CoV-2
infection, hospitalisation, ICU admission and mortality. Our results showed higher infection risk among migrants
compared to non-migrants, and hinted at different patterns by geographical or contextual exposures. As opposed
to previous (narrative) systematic reviews, we found no evidence for increased hospitalisation risk, but higher risk
for ICU admission and death as far as population-level estimates are considered.

The comparability of the data was hampered by the heterogeneity of studies and poor reporting quality, while the
lack of disaggregated reporting for some outcomes (e.g., vaccination coverage) made it impossible to synthesise
evidence on important dimensions of inequality between migrant and resident populations. Only seven studies
(2:9% of all studies) addressed vaccination coverage. Three of those studies were conducted in the European
context and reported lower vaccination rates among migrants (i.e., foreign-born individuals) compared with the
non-foreign-born population. The opposite was found in a study from China. Two modelling studies recommended
including migrants in vaccination strategies to prevent cases and increase cost-effectiveness, while one study
focused on the effectiveness of a COVID-19 vaccine (rather than vaccination coverage). Findings from the
qualitative synthesis uncover not only the ways in which interrelated social risks and inequalities (lack of social
protection, working conditions, housing, legal uncertainties) engender severe and unique impacts on migrants; but
they also pinpoint potential sources of resilience at individual, community and societal level (e.g., mindset,
financial resources, mutual support, access to health information, trust in authorities, state assistance).

Implications of all available evidence

Not only in the pandemic’s early phases, but even by the end of 2021, migrants were at higher risk of SARS-CoV-
2 infection. Once infected, migrants seemed to have more severe courses of disease requiring admission to ICU.
Deaths among clinical populations were lower (likely due to different age-structures), but population-based excess
mortality was higher in migrants. The venue for reducing such inequalities appears to be through population-level
rather than clinical interventions. Socio-economic structures, risks in communities and specific contexts
(worksites, accommodation centres) appeared as major drivers for higher infection risk and are likely to be part of
the underlying causes of higher mortality. To address the challenges posed by the impact of COVID-19 on migrant
health, and to better prepare for future health emergencies, it is urgently required to improve health information
systems and ensure the inclusion of migrant populations in national pandemic response plans. Social and health
equity policies and measures are needed to avoid future pandemic measures from unfolding (unintended) negative
consequences for migrants.
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INTRODUCTION

Global health emergencies like the COVID-19 pandemic occur unpredictably, and effective responses require well
elaborated and actionable preparedness strategies in line with the International Health Regulations.! National
pandemic preparedness and response plans are part of such strategies and are supported by the WHO, e.g., through
a strategic plan published on February 4, 2020, with subsequent ongoing elaboration.?* However, migrants have
been side-lined in such plans, prompting a call for urgent global action to consider migrants in pandemic responses
from the Lancet Migration early in the pandemic (April 10,2020).*

Evidence from the early phase of the pandemic suggests that migrants were disproportionally affected by the
COVID-19 pandemic. Reviews of the early literature found an increased risk of SARS-CoV-2 infection in migrant
populations and elevated all-cause mortality compared to non-migrants.>® Migrants living in crowded housing
conditions, but also undocumented migrants and migrant healthcare workers, were found to be at higher infection
risk.>¢ A study examining outbreaks in German accommodation centres for asylum seekers and refugees found a
significantly higher attack rate if indiscriminate mass-quarantine was applied to all camp inhabitants compared
with targeted contact tracing.” Several studies identified risk factors such as precarious working conditions,
crowded housing, language barriers, or legal restrictions among migrants and negative effects of pandemic control
measures on mental health.>68-10

Despite these early efforts to compile evidence on differential risks and exposures between migrant and resident
populations, there is a lack of synthesised evidence quantifying the magnitude of inequalities in infection risk,
consequences of disease, or vaccination rates. Furthermore, there is still a dearth of consolidated knowledge on
the impact of pandemic response strategies on migrant health beyond studies published at the onset of the
pandemic.

We conducted a systematic review covering the literature from 12/2019 to 11/2021 to map the global landscape of
the empirical literature and synthesise the evidence in this field. We investigated the risk of SARS-CoV-2
infections and the consequences of disease (measured by hospitalisation, intensive care unit (ICU) admission, and
mortality rates) among asylum seekers, refugees, migrants and internally displaced persons (IDP) compared to
non-migrants; vaccination coverage among migrants and non-migrants; and the impact of lockdown and pandemic
control measures on migrant health.

METHODOLOGY

Search strategy and selection criteria

We conducted a systematic literature review in line with the Preferred Reporting for Systematic Reviews and
Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) guideline. Studies were eligible for inclusion if migrants, IDP, refugees or asylum
seekers were studied (following definitions of the International Organisation for Migration (IOM)!! and the United
Nations High Commissioner (UNHCR)'?); health effects of SARS-CoV-2 (cases, hospitalisation, ICU admission,
mortality, vaccination) or corresponding policy measures among refugees and migrants were assessed; and if
written in English, German or Spanish. We performed a search of the Cochrane Library and the WHO COVID-19
Research Database (representing a comprehensive source of 24 bibliographic databases), thereby updating and
complementing the search of a previously published review covering all studies from 12/2019 to 11/2021.% All
study designs were considered except case series, theoretical research papers, or policy analyses without empirical
data. We included peer-reviewed articles, but also preprints and official reports from the [OM and European Public
Health Association websites, as well as studies from previous reviews known to the authors. For systematic
reviews, only the primary studies were considered. The review protocol was registered with PROSPERO
(CRD42021296952).

Search terms were developed, refined and validated among the review team, and databases searched by
experienced reviewers (SR, MH) of the Rapid Response Review Unit (RRRUN).!> Website searches were
performed by three reviewers (JL, SA, JO). Identified records were uploaded to a management tool for systematic
reviews (Covidence), where two reviewers each screened title and abstracts independently. The same applied for
full-texts. Discrepancies were resolved by a third reviewer (KB) and decisions were consented in constant
discussion among the review team.

Figure 1: PRISMA flow-chart

The volume of included articles required adjustments to the protocol regarding data extraction and quality
assessment. Data extraction was done individually and cross-checked by MH. The following items were extracted:
Generic bibliographic information (author, title, year published, journal); study objectives, hypothesis and research
questions; study characteristics (research method, sample size, geography); population and context characteristics;
findings (e.g., main outcomes in quantitative studies, major themes/minor themes in qualitative studies) and
conclusions as reported.
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The Joanna Briggs Institute’s critical appraisal tools were used for the quality assessment, which was performed
by pairs of two reviewers independently.'* A quality score (range 0-100%, from lowest to highest quality) was
constructed based on the answers of applied checklists (questions indicated as “not applicable” were not counted
into the overall quality score in order to avoid artificial downrating of studies). For each study, the scores obtained
from two independent ratings were averaged, and studies were grouped based on their scores and classified as high
(100-75% of possible score), moderate (74-50%), and low (<50%) quality studies (Supplementary File, Table S5a-
f). Rating discrepancies in case of considerably different scores were resolved by discussion among the team. The
quality of modelling studies was assessed using an adapted instrument derived from existing tools as used in
previous reviews. %1518

Evidence Synthesis

We descriptively synthesised and mapped all studies (Panel 3), but applied different strategies and criteria for the
analytical synthesis of qualitative and quantitative data. For the quantitative synthesis, we included only moderate-
or high-quality studies that reported SARS-CoV-2 cases, hospitalisations, ICU admissions, and mortality among
migrant and non-migrant populations, in order to draw reliable conclusions from the literature. We checked 169
quantitative studies with medium- or high-quality for their eligibility; studies reporting outcomes among migrants
without comparison groups were excluded from the quantitative synthesis.

We performed meta-analyses for the binary outcomes (SARS-CoV-2 cases, hospitalisation, ICU admission and
mortality) using the effect sizes relative risk (RR) and risk difference (RD), which allow estimation and
interpretation of pooled proportional and absolute risk, respectively, associated with migratory status compared to
non-migrants. Given that the denominators for mortality differed (i.c., deaths based on hospitalised cases or all
deaths) we performed separate analyses. As we assume that studies are likely to have functional differences and
that the true effect size 6 varies between studies, we fitted random-effects models using inverse variance
weighting.!® We carefully assessed the heterogeneity between studies, used sensitivity analyses to check for
robustness of models, and performed explorative subgroup analyses (Panel 2).

Panel 2: Measure of heterogeneity, sensitivity and subgroup analyses

The measure of between-study heterogeneity T2 estimates the variations in the true effect size 8. It was calculated
using the restricted maximum likelihood (REML) method and the Q-Profile method to compute corresponding
95% confidence intervals (95%-CI).'"?* The measure 12 was not suitable for assessing heterogeneity, as it tends
toward 100% when studies have large sample sizes, which is the case for many of the included studies. The
measure T2, however, is insensitive to the precision of the included studies. Based on 72, we calculated a prediction
interval (PI) that allows to quantify the range into which a future study might fall based on the evidence considered.
The PI provides a meaningful interpretation of 72.'® We used the Kenward-Roger method to calculate the 95%-CI
for both the pooled estimate # and PL2! In addition, we performed subgroup analyses for study regions and
migration indicators where appropriate, to identify possible explanations for heterogeneity. We used sensitivity
analysis to carefully check the robustness of the models for each outcome and effect size and, as a result, excluded
some studies from the meta-analysis. Therefore, we calculated influence diagnostics to detect extremely influential
studies that have a high impact on 8 and 72. We excluded studies based on extreme or implausible values of
standardised residuals, Cook’s distance, hat value, and leave-one-out cross-validation (LOO-CV) to measure direct
impact on 72 and 8.2 See supplementary file pp. 102-117 for more information on the sensitivity analysis. Analysis
and visualisations were performed using R 4.2.0 statistical programming language. Meta-analyses and sensitivity
analyses were performed using the meta and dmetar packages.?>?

For qualitative synthesis, a coding scheme following the model of Diderichsen et al. was developed and the
extracted data (i.e., main findings as reported by the included qualitative studies) was coded accordingly, using
ATLAS.ti software.?’ The development of the coding scheme involved both inductive and deductive coding
strategies. During the first round, codes were developed inductively from the data. They were then compared with
and integrated in the existing model, which describes COVID-19-related inequalities for migrants in three
categories: exposure, risk, and impact. Through iterative meetings (first within the qualitative analysis-team, then
the entire review-team), we elaborated the original model as follows: 1) through inductive coding, we added further
codes to the categories; 2) the original model was linear (from exposure to risk to impact), while our data showed
many interrelations and feedback loops within and among the categories; 3) within each category, we distinguished
between factors on the micro-, meso- and macro-level; 4) we added the category “sources of resilience”, which
interacts with the other three categories.

Role of the funding source

There was no funding source for this study.
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RESULTS

The search yielded 7045 records from databases and 75 from websites. After removal of 164 duplicates, 6956
records were screened based on their title and abstract; 508 reports were sought for retrieval and 480 assessed for
their eligibility whereof 255 did not meet the criteria (Fig. 1). Another 16 records were included based on previous
reviews (n=8) or snowball sampling (i.e., primary studies from reviews) (n=8). A total of 241 studies were included
to map the global empirical landscape (Panel 3). Of these, 44 qualified for qualitative synthesis (Table 1A) and 46
for meta-analysis (Table 1B).

Panel 3: Overview of identified global empirical literature on SARS-CoV-2 health outcomes and effects of
pandemic control measures (e.g., lockdown) among migrants (12/2019 - 11/2021), N = 241 studies

Study designs
Out of 241 included studies, 186 had a quantitative design (e.g., cross-sectional, longitudinal, cohort), including
18 modelling studies, 42 were qualitative research, and 13 studies had a mixed method design.

Geographic scope

Most studies were conducted in high-income countries (n=167), 35 studies took place in (upper) middle-income
countries, 35 in lower middle-income countries, and only five studies were conducted in low-income countries.
Some studies didn’t have a specific country context (e.g. modelling studies) or looked at multiple countries.

Migrant groups

The migrant groups studied varied widely. Study populations consisted mainly of

a) international migrants (n=128) as defined by (a combination of) various indicators such as region of origin,
country of birth, parents’ country of birth, ethnicity, nationality, language-proficiency, or migrants/immigrants
without further specification; b) international migrants with a specific legal status that we know of, including
international students (n=10), refugees (n=36), asylum seekers (n=14), labour migrants (n=40), undocumented
migrants (n=9), ICE detainees (n=3); ¢) IDP (n=5); d) internal migrants (mainly in India and China) (n=14); ¢)
returnees (n=8); f) ecological / net migration flows (n=19).

Health outcomes

50 studies investigated infection risk, 28 transmission risk, 84 health outcomes of disease (i.e., SARS-CoV-2 cases,
hospitalisation, ICU admission, mortality, or pneumonia), 16 health services access, 49 mental health, 69 looked
at the effects of pandemic control measures (e.g., lockdown, mask wearing, etc.), and only seven studies addressed
vaccination.

Study quality
Less than half of the studies (n=112, 46-5%) were classified as high quality, 92 (38-2%) as medium quality, and
37 (15:3%) as low quality.

See supplementary file Table S6, p.35ff. for study characteristics of all included studies.
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Table 1A: Characteristics of studies included in the qualitative synthesis

difficulties of having to find shelter in place in non-

for migrants. (...) As recommended by inter-national

Author & Country of |Socio- Period of |migrant Health Study Main results (as reported) Conclusions (as reported) Quality
year of study economic |Study population |outcomes |Design appraisal
publication Developme
nt of
Country*
Gele et al. Norway HIC April 21,  |International |effect of Qualitative |Mild depression (9.1%; 40/441) and anxiety (16.1%; Although no statistically significant association of medium
2022 2020 to migrants lockdown |research 71/441) was common among respondents followed by |anxiety and depression with socio-demographic
May 15, measures moderate depression and anxiety {depression (3.4%; variables was observed, the qualitative approach
2020 mental 15/441), anxiety (4.1%; 18/441)} and severe depression |identified various factors to contribute for their
heath and anxiety {depression (1.1%; 5/441), anxiety (0.7%; |[returnee labor migrants] poor mental health.
3/441)}. Anxiety and depression were independent of  |Institutional quarantine centers were in poor conditions
their socio-demographic characteristics. Perceived fear |in relation to basic supplies, health, hygiene and
of contracting COVID-19, severity and death were recreational support which adversely impacted mental
prominent among the respondents. Respondents health of the respondents. Measures towards alleviating
experienced stigma and discrimination in addition to fear and stigma and ensuring financial securities of the
being at the risk of disease and possible loss of population during the time of health crisis are important
employment and financial responsibilities. In addition, |for preparedness against epidemics such as COVID-19.
poor (quality and access to) health services, and poor
living condition at the quarantine centres adversely
affected respondents’ mental health.
Babuc 2021 |Turkey UMIC July 2020 [Refugees effect of Qualitative |According to the findings of the study, the suspension |Considering the fact that the lockdown measures can be |medium
lockdown |research or slowdown of economic activities due to the pandemic |tightened again at any time with respect to the increase
measures has caused not only an uncertainty about the future, but |in the spread of the disease, social and economic
also a change in familial positions and roles. Also the |policies should be expanded to include the Syrian
accepted norms of social relations have been inevitably |migrants. Also educational policies during the COVID-
suspended resulting in increased ambiguity. 19 pandemic should include specific measures such as
Strengthening the network of solidarity within relatives |technological support and guidance to mitigate the risks
and building stronger relationships within the family are |and disadvantages that Syrian children experience in
common relational strategies of the participants to terms of distance learning.
mitigate the social and economic impacts of the
COVID-19 outbreak (...).
Biddle etal. |Germany |HIC May 1, Asylum mental Qualitative |We found substantial heterogeneity of measures taken | Amidst multiple actors and the complexity of structures |medium
2021 2020 to Seekers and | health research to prevent infection, inform refugees, maintain social ~ |and processes, the admission authorities have been
July 31, Refugees and health services, test for SARS-CoV-2 and taking on essential responsibilities related to infection
2020 quarantine positive cases. Effective inter-sectoral control on an ad hoc basis, without being sufficiently
cooperation proved to be particularly important for positioned to do so. In order to further contain the
coordination and implementation of measures. Need for |pandemic, a strengthening of centralised, setting-
support was expressed with regard to the improvement |specific recommendations and information as well as
of infrastructure, opportunities to work with language |their translation through the pro-active involvement of
interpreters and stronger involvement of local health the public health authorities at the local level are
experts. essential.
Bojorquez et |Mexico UMIC April 2020 |International |mental Qualitative |In addition to fear of contagion and economic To conclude, our results suggest that, as other authors  |high
al. 2021 to May migrants health research insecurity, migrants experienced emotional distress anticipated, the COVID-19 pandemic and lockdown
2020 associated with hardening migration policies, and the ~ |measures have important mental health consequences
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health

private spaces. Some CSOs continued or adapted

organizations, instead of being limited to clinical

services previous psychosocial support activities, helping interventions, this response should prioritize the
access migrants navigate these issues, but other activities psychosocial aspects that are the root of mental health
stopped amidst physical distancing measures and problems in these types of populations, covering basic
because of limited resources. Migrants themselves needs such as decent work, appropriate places to live,
implemented some group activities. There was a surge |and access to education and health services.
of civil society initiatives of online support, but some
shelters leaked the techno-logical and other resources to
benefit from them.
Da Mosto et |Italy HIC April 2020 [Asylum mental Qualitative |Even though various measures were implemented in The study revealed the importance of social factors in | medium
al. 2021 to Seekers and  |health research reception centres (i.e. mass quarantine, supply of the management of the syndemic in reception centres. It
September |Refugees personal protective equipment, risk communication also highlighted how the underlying causes of the
2020 campaigns and specific governance tools) they often impact of COVID-19 are tightly correlated to the
had a discriminatory approach towards migrants and political and social approaches of local and national
only considered the biomedical aspects of COVID-19, |institutions to migration. In order to guarantee the well-
excluding its social roots and repercussions. This factor, |being of society as a whole and successfully control the
together with the lack of an effective governance system |epidemic, it is necessary to consider migration as a
at both the local and the national level, was the most human reality rather than an emergency, and demolish
relevant issue associated with the management of the all the policies and bureaucratic systems that act as
syndemic in reception facilities and affected all the structural violence on RAS. (...) This way it will be
social determinants that shape the health profile of RAS. [possible to develop more inclusive approaches to public
health and guarantee the conditions for RAS’
empowerment.
de Diego- Spain HIC April 2019 [Migrant mental Qualitative |The results show the moral debt accrued by the The emotional debt and the relationship as 'quasi-family [high
Cordero et al. to workers health research caregivers with the family who employ them, while members' have contributed to increasing the work
2021 September worsening the physical and psychological health of overload, since as well as the usual care, they have been
2020 many of the care-givers, due to both work overload and |responsible for all the domestic work, resulting in a
fear of the global pandemic. non-stop working day during the lockdown, without any
personal free time and being separated from the social
group of their friends who live in Spain.
Mookerjee et |India LMIC 3 months |Internal effect of Qualitative |Financial worries were found to be endemic, with rising | Any future policy about migrants must prioritize high
al. 2021 into the migrants lockdown |research debt a major source of stress, and educational addressing the extreme financial precarity of internal
lockdown measures qualifications becoming an obstacle to earning. migrants. This study shows the need for a kind of social
(presumabl Returning migrants were suspected of bringing the virus |security or insurance to get workers though low-or-no-
y: May from the city, and so stigmatized in their home towns  |income periods, but further research focused on the
2020 to and villages. However, the pandemic lockdown also economic structural constraints experienced by migrant
July 2020) showed some un-expected healthful consequences. It workers is necessary to shape such policy. (...) The
provided these marginalized, and always busy workers |pandemic lockdown as an enabler of health is one of
the time and space to stop working for a while, to stay |three inversions that emerged in this culture-centered
home, eat home food, and take walks in the study (...) In this, the pandemic lockdown may be seen
comparatively green and clean spaces of their home to have enabled a measure of agency and health in the
environments. lives of these workers, an oasis albeit temporary, and
ultimately subject to the demands of the globalized
cities of India.
Duggal et al. |India LMIC April 2020 |Internal effect of Qualitative |Participants reported that they were afraid of dying The research used an intersectional frame to understand |high
2021 to June migrants lockdown |research alone in the city without their families around so they  |how different social identities of migrant status, gender
2020 measures decided to go back home. At the same time the stress of |and class coalesce together to generate unique forms of

being back home without any way of financially

marginalization. It calls for future policy and practice
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supporting themselves and their families generated great
amounts of uncertainty and helplessness in the
participants. They experienced feelings of guilt and
frustration at not being able to find a job and worried
constantly about the future. Participants reported
experiencing worries about the future, helplessness and
a fear that the world and ‘normal life’ was about to
change indefinitely. Their sense of personal agency and
certainty was taken away almost overnight which
generated distress in them.

work to acknowledge and integrate the lived
experiences of those who remain on the edges, invisible
yet critical backbones of a well-functioning and
harmonious society. Finally, it emphasises that the
pandemic is just a mirror being held up to all of us- and
the ‘reflections’ and ‘lessons’ need to be carried
forward, remembered, documented and transformed
into action that is meaningful to the lives of people.

Elci et al. Turkey UMIC April 5, Refugees effect of Mixed- Our findings indicate that the initial Covid-19 measures |Our findings reveal that being a refugee in Turkey medium
2021 2020 to lockdown |Methods: |had a higher financial impact on Syrians than on accelerates and magnifies the pandemic’s perceived
August measures | Cross- citizens when controlled for employment, wealth, and  |economic impact, even after controlling for social class,
2020 Sectional  |education, among other variables. In line with the demographic factors, and geographical location. (...)
Study; literature, our research confirms that disasters’ socio- | While signalling the unequal outcomes of the Covid-19
Qualitative |economic effects disproportionally burden minority pandemic, our research also addresses the underlying
research communities. causes of these outcomes, as well as the implications of
the pandemic for the future. As the Syrian displacement
reached its 10th year, our results show that the
livelihood of Syrians in Turkey is very much tied to the
functioning of the labour market, characterised by
widespread informality.
Enriquezet |USA HIC March 2020 {Undocumente |effect of Mixed- Qualitative findings showed that immigration status Qualitative findings highlighted how campus resources |high
al. 2021 to June d migrants lockdown |Methods: |exacerbated the negative economic impact of the such as study space and technology were no longer
2020 measures | Cross- pandemic, leading to severe individual and family available, harming students' academics. Thus, our
Sectional |financial strains that had cascading negative effects on |findings suggest that the benefits of campus-wide
Study; undocumented students' academics and health. resources, (...), depend on a continuous rather than
Qualitative |Quantitative findings focused on students' own cumulative provision of services. The quantitative
research prepandemic economic insecurity to show that it was results also demonstrated that being a student in the UC
associated with worse academic, financial, and health  [system, versus the CSU, was positively associated with
impacts during the initial months of the pandemic. increased negative academic, financial, and health
impacts. Differences may emerge because UC
campuses host a much larger number of on-campus
residential students and offer more support services,
thus inflicting a greater burden on UC undocumented
students who were forced to relocate to their permanent
homes and cut off from campus support.
Knights et al. |United HIC June 18, Asylum effect of Qualitative |It was found that digitalisation had exacerbated existing |Pandemic-related changes to primary care delivery may |high
2021 Kingdom 2020 to Seekers and  |lockdown |research inequalities regarding access for some migrant groups |become permanent; some migrant groups are at risk of
November |Refugees measures through a lack of access to, or knowledge of, digital exclusion and may need targeted additional
30,2020 technology; concerns about language barriers, support to access services. Solutions are needed to

difficulties building trust, and the risk of missing
safeguarding cues in virtual consultations were also
expressed. The physical closure of some surgeries was
reported to have led to challenges in migrants
registering with, and accessing, primary care.
Communication barriers, feeling left behind in receiving
support and health interventions in comparison to the
general population, and a lack of access to information

address vaccine hesitancy in marginalised groups to
ensure equitable COVID-19 vaccine uptake.
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were issues widely raised by migrants. Additionally,
they reported views of COVID-19 and COVID-19
vaccinations that ranged from acceptance to
misinformation, often originating from social media or
word of mouth. Some migrants experienced increased
risk factors to their health and severe illness from
COVID-19, partially resulting from their economic and
social situations.

Filippi & Italy HIC February  |[Asylum effect of  |Qualitative |By analyzing the transformation of Italian reception Our analysis encourages us to reflect upon two points. | medium
Giliberti 2021 2020 to Seekers and  |lockdown |research policies in the last years, the article shows the The first reflection is that the pandemic, as a new “total
May 2020 |Refugees measures relationship between these changes and the condition of |social event,” adds another layer of complexity to the
refugees and asylum seekers in these centers during the |Italian reception system, which was already under
COVID-19 pandemic. Overcrowded housing, the duress due to the Salvini Decree that introduced
absence of institutional guidance on managing the changes that did not benefit refugees and asylum
situation, and the interruption of many migrants' seekers. The second reflection is that the pandemic has
migratory projects are the main findings that emerged. |amplified and brought to the fore those pre-existing
dynamics of marginalization and exclusion, which often
feature in the stories of migrants who enter the Italian
reception system.
Geuijen et al. |Netherlands|HIC May 2020 |International |effect of Qualitative |Through taking into account experiences of support The current study makes us cognisant of the fact that medium
2021 to June migrants lockdown |research workers, this study reported on the impact of the migrant families who have children with ID have
2020 measures COVID-19 pandemic upon Dutch migrant families who |encountered unique challenges (language barriers and
have children with ID. Two main themes related to the |emergency care plan) during the COVID-19 pandemic,
COVID-19 pandemic were identified: Work of support |whereas other challenges (additional burden and
workers during the COVID-19 pandemic and Impact of |missing children who live at residential facilities) are in
the COVID-19 pandemic upon migrant families who accordance with the challenges experienced by families
have children with ID. Given that video calling often not from a migrant background. Consequently, in light
proved to be an unsuitable alternative (children did not |of the potential future waves of COVID-19 and
understand) through which to stay in touch, parents expected further lockdowns, it is important that support
missed their children very much. workers are aware of the importance of language
barriers, cultural background, and the increased burden
associated with staying in touch with migrant families
who have children with ID.
Guruge et al. |Canada HIC First six International |effect of Qualitative |Results revealed that parenting experiences during the | While immigrant parents exhibit remarkable resilience |high
2020 months of |migrants lockdown |research pandemic entailed dealing with changing relationships, |in dealing with the pandemic-related meso and macro-
the measures coping with added burdens and pressures, living in levels restrictions, funding and programs are urgently
pandemic persistent fear and anxiety, and rethinking lifestyles and |needed to support them in addressing the impact of
(summer habits. Amid these changes and challenges, some these at the microlevel.
and fall parents managed to create opportunities for their
2020) children to improve their diet, take a break from their
(not further rushed lives, get in touch with their cultural and
specified) linguistic backgrounds, and spend more quality time
with their family.
Hari et al. Canada HIC April 2020 |International |effect of Qualitative |We found that international students experienced the We know from this study that IS are drawing on their  |high
2021 to June students lockdown |research pandemic transnationally and faced increased transnational resources, it is, therefore, imperative that
2020 measures challenges, which heightened their reliance on support |we rethink locally based supports. (...) There is a need

from transnational families, and generated anxieties
about their future career and mobilities.

to provide more effective locally emplaced, pragmatic,
emotional and social support. These recommendations
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require multi-stakeholder engagement and support,
including universities (as key anchors for this group),
governmental bodies (Immigration, Refugees and
Citizenship Canada, Employment and Social
Development Canada, as well as provinces and
municipalities) and civil society organizations.

Im & George |USA HIC April 2020 [Refugees effects of |Mixed- Providers highlighted several preexisting health This study proposes several implications for future high
2021 to October lockdown |Methods: |challenges that have been barriers for the refugee research and policy in social work with refugee
2020 measures | Cross- community before the pan-demic. The rapid assessment |populations during the post-COVID time. (...) The
Sectional  |highlighted that underlying health concerns and limited |[COVID-19 pandemic uncovers cumulative issues that
health Study; orientation to the U.S. healthcare systems were have obstructed healthcare and social services in the
services Qualitative |identified as two main overarching themes that have refugee community and demands a more culturally
access Research  |caused challenges to the refugee community. (...) For |nuanced, multipronged approach to refugee community
refugees, the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic wellness and integration through building capacity and
manifests through multiple factors such as health, collaborative partnerships among professionals and
social, and economic hardships, which were likely members, and volunteers of the refugee community.
exacerbated by barriers to access to virtual service
platforms and resources and communication breakdown
with service providers.
Lui et al. Hong HIC May 2020 [Migrant effects of |Qualitative |FDWs [foreign domestic workers] reported a dual- The current study demonstrates that the COVID-19 high
2021 Kong, to August |workers lockdown |research country experience of the pandemic, where they pandemic has exacerbated the existing power dynamics
China 2020 measures expressed concerns about local transmission risks as that constrain FDWs in Hong Kong. Not only is there a
well as worries about their family members in their greater need to provide for family members back in
home country. Changes to their current work situation |FDWs' home countries, but there are also increased
included how their employers treated them, as well as  |pressures from employers and a lack of support from
their employment status. FDWs also cited blind spots in |the Hong Kong government. Through this study's
the Hong Kong policy response that also affected their |findings of the current situation and challenges faced by
experience of the pandemic, including a lack of support [FDWs in Hong Kong during the COVID-19 pandemic,
from the Hong Kong government. it is clear that policy-level interventions are needed to
mitigate the particularly negative effects on FDWs.
More supportive policies should be adopted that not
only consider the specific needs of FDWs but listens to
them.
Kaur-Gill et |Singapore |HIC Not Migrant mental Qualitative |The findings in our article reveal the interplays of Our findings reveal that the COVID-19 pandemic high
al. 2021 reported workers health research mental health meanings situated within a structural lockdowns magnified how these practices of soft

context of employment and a cultural environment that
manifests unequal power relationships and
indebtedness. During the Circuit Breaker, domestic
workers in already poor employment conditions found
themselves at greater precarity and limited agency.
Furthermore, the analysis captures the temporalities of
mental health meanings articulated within the
performance of conducting migrant domestic work in
confined working conditions. Precarious migrant
journeys include vicious debt cycles, unethical agents,
and corrupt employment practices, detailing the scripts
of mental health stressors.

violence (...) manifested, disabling migrant worker
mental health and well-being. As precarity is structured
in the power imbalance to hire, fire, and deport
domestic workers at will by employers, practical
implications for mental health interventions must
discuss labor and immigration policies of MDWs
[migrant domestic workers] bound to Singapore. (...)
Beyond culturally tailored programs on mental well-
being in the workplace, solutions must consider the
structural factors embedded in the policies of hire and
the indentured nature of labor to address MDWs
discussions of mental health contentions.

10
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Kuhlmann et |Austria, HIC January Migrant effect of Qualitative |Results suggest that undersupply of carers coupled with | The results highlight the weaknesses of existing health |high
al. 2020 Germany, 2020 to workers lockdown |research cash benefits and a culture of family responsibility may |labour market arrangements in the LTC sector, which
Italy, May 20, measures result in high inflows of migrant carers, who are stretch far beyond poor workforce management. As the
Poland, 2020 channelled in low-level positions or the informal care  |COVID-19 pandemic revealed, these conditions may
Romania sector. COVID-19 made the fragile labour market directly impact population health and the health and
arrangements of migrant carers visible, which may wellbeing of the migrant carers, thus becoming
create new health risks for both the individual carer and |fundamentally a public health policy issue. The research
the population. also calls for European health labour market regulation
and governance models, which help to balance national
interests and connect health system needs, health labour
markets and the individual migrant carers. Including
LTC migrant carers more systematically in health work-
force governance and research, therefore, must become
an issue of public health and European policy.
Kumar et al. |India LMIC March 24, |Internal mental Qualitative |(...), the findings suggest that the participants’ plights | The findings indicate the need for policy responses to | medium
2021 2020 to migrants health research have been exacerbated by the COVID-19 pandemic. focus on addressing conditions of work, terms of
May 31, (...) As our participants reported, they dealt with employment and access to necessities for Indian MW,
2020 multiple hardships, including loss of jobs and income, |including ensuring conditions for a prompt job-ready
police brutality, Othering, and differential treatment, recovery and mental health care after the COVID-19
difficulties accessing health services, food, cash transfer | pandemic.
and other social programmes during the first COVID-19
pandemic nationwide lockdown. (...) Consequently,
many of them became anxious, and were uncertain
about their future. With no money and savings, many
participants struggled to live and survive during the
lockdown.
Lietal. 2021 |China UMIC January Internal effect of  |Mixed- The research revealed three distinct long-term Thus, we believe that sustainable and systematic medium
2020 to migrants lockdown |Methods: |vulnerabilities faced by migrant worker families intervention is needed to establish a long-term service
July 2020 measures | Cross- experiencing difficulties: physical/material, mechanism for migrant workers' disaster management,
Sectional |motivational/ attitudinal and social/organisational. At  |and improve social security policies, provision and
Study; the same time, during our project helping migrant regulations. This will promote disaster management
mental Qualitative |workers fight COVID-19, we recognised these families' |awareness and behaviour change among migrant worker
health Research  |capacities. families, improve the flexibility and quality of social
services, effectively reduce the vulnerabilities of
migrant worker families and enhance their capacities.
Martin- New HIC May 2020 |International |effectof  |Mixed- Both our survey and our interviews indicated that many |Our research corroborates prevailing conclusions medium
Anatias et al. |Zealand to June migrants lockdown |Methods: |women, particularly mothers, experienced increased offered by existing work on gender relations during the
2021 2020 measures  |Cross- demands on their time and emotional energy in 2020 coronavirus pandemic in NZ and beyond. (...)
Sectional  |comparison to men, particularly in fields related to While feminist scholars are certainly correct to
Study; childcare and domestic labour, and that they also highlight the pervasiveness of gendered inequality
Qualitative |experienced a decline in wellbeing linked to heightened |during lockdown, an attention to distinct meanings of
Research  |levels of exhaustion and stress. (...) Their [Indonesian |womanhood and motherhood afford a more nuanced

migrant mothers] stresses were instead linked to
feelings of anxiety, frustrations and inadequacy with
homeschooling their children in English (...) our
research indicates that both second-language speaking
status and a prevailing gender ideology of 'state Ibuism'
(as opposed to neoliberal feminism) were critical factors

approach, illuminating how lockdowns can offer not
only gendered challenges but also gendered rewards,
and cast light on measures that could be taken in future
to enhance the experience of living through a lockdown
in one's intersectional specificity.

11



https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.03.23293586
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

differentiating Indonesian migrant mothers' experiences
from those of many other mothers in NZ.

Martuscelli | Brazil UMIC March 27, |International |effect of Qualitative |The results indicate that refugees face three challenges |This study reinforces the need to understand how high
2021 2020 to migrants lockdown |research connected to this pandemic: (a) same challenges as forcibly displaced people in the Global South are
April 6, measures Brazilians due to their labor vulnerability social affected by pandemics and responses to them adopting
2020 identity, (b) challenges aggravated by the pandemic due |an intersectionality approach, especially in situations
to their identity of nonnationals including access to that are not refugee camps, like Brazil. Granting
information and services, and (c) new challenges due to |refugees the possibility to reflect on their experiences
their social identity of forced displaced nonnationals provides valuable insight on how to involve and engage
including closing of migration services and borders and |them in responses to global health emergencies.
the feeling of “living the pandemic twice.”
Nasol & USA HIC 2017 to Migrant effect of Qualitative |Based on quantitative and qualitative data with Filipino |Our study demonstrates how legal protections and medium
Francisco- 2020 workers lockdown |research workers before and during the COVID-19 crisis, we public assistance, or the lack thereof, is a major social
Menchavez (not further measures find that RCFEs have failed to comply with labor determinants of care workers' health. The experiences
2021 specified) standards long before the pandemic where the lack of  |of Filipino home care workers during the COVID-19
state regulation denied health and safety protections for |pandemic broadly expose the elder care industry's
health home care workers. The racial inequities under COVID- |exploitation of racialized migrant workers and the
services 19 via the neoliberal approach to the crisis puts home |government's neglect in protecting them, endangering
access care workers at more risk. (...) Last, while the key essential workers during a historical public health
experiences of Filipino home care workers during the  |crisis. And yet, we have found that Filipino care
pandemic expose the elder care industry’s exploitation, |workers are crafting "communities of care" that
we find that they are also creating strategies to take care |circulate different forms and ethics of care among
of one another. themselves. (...) Although these informal networks are
not a sustainable replacement for state-sponsored health
care and health resources, we uplift the innovative
strategies of Filipino care workers to demonstrate their
ingenuity and commitment to caring for themselves and
one another.
Qi & Ma Australia  |HIC February |International |effect of Qualitative |Our thematic analysis highlights participants' How countries live up to their values is critical to their |high
2021 2020 to students lockdown |research experiences and views of Australia's crisis responses in |global reputation and soft power. Australia has a range
November measures the four areas of financing, third-country transit, visas | of soft power strengths. Nevertheless, ill-considered
2020 and immigration, and pandemic management. policies have also caused much international and
domestic criticism, especially in areas such as climate
change, asylum seekers and foreign aid. The list has
extended to include its treatment of temporary migrants
including international students. Australia needs to
push for a broader vision for international education that
enhances its international engagement not only for
economic gains, but also for effective communication of]
Australia's democratic and inclusive values.
Rao et al. India LMIC December |Migrant effect of Qualitative |While social identity and regional location are seen as | Constitution of India offers all citizens the freedom to | medium
2020 1,2019to |workers lockdown |research established mediators of migrant experiences, in the live and work in any part of the country, yet the
June 2020 measures present context their role and impact was subdued. pandemic exposed the loopholes in ensuring rights in

Social policy frameworks in the destination states, or
their absence, played a key role in shaping migrant
experience. Kerala, with a better social infrastructure,
but also a specific legal and policy framework
recognizing the role and contributions of migrant

the context of population mobility, placing the spotlight
on the nature of rights and their portability. While this is
critical, the discursive agenda of social protection is
now focused only on basic needs to food and shelter,
rather than a transformational agenda that could

12
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workers as 'guest workers', was able to respond more
effectively to their needs and demands. Amongst the
other states, Maharashtra falls in between: with some
recognition of workers' rights yet divided by a strong
movement of regional pride and exclusivity. Gujarat
and Uttar Pradesh emerge at the bottom, offering no
rights or benefits to the migrant workers, and in fact,
denying any claims to citizenship that they put forth.

eventually ensure equal opportunities and choices to all
citizens of the country to lead fulfilling lives.

Reynolds et |Mexico UMIC August Asylum effect of Qualitative |The pandemic caused significant mental health burdens |Our findings among asylum seekers in a Matamoros medium
al. 2021 2020 Seekers lockdown |research but no perceived adverse physical effects, with the U.S. |camp highlight the challenges to implementing disease
measures border closure and health care access barriers as more  |reduction policies in low-resource congregate camps.
pressing concerns. Participants reported access to Policies to address disease outbreaks focusing on the
information about COVID-19 but had varied levels of  |social determinants of health, health care access
know-ledge and adherence to disease reduction barriers, and community engagement may be more
strategies due to camp conditions. Most participants acceptable to asylum seekers, suggesting the need for
believed that they had special protection from COVID- |effective strategies to provide prevention information
19, including strong immune systems or from God. The |that complements such measures.
nongovernmental organizations providing health care
and sanitation faced multiple challenges to implement
new policies to manage COVID-19. The institution of
required temperature checks and quarantine of COVID-
19 positive patients led to distrust, decreased seeking of
health care services among asylum seekers, and possible
underreporting of COVID-19 cases.
Sabaretal.  |Israel HIC March 2020 |International |effectof  |Mixed- During the lockdown, the challenges embedded in Philanthropy for Filipinos in need in Israel and back medium
2021 to May migrants lockdown |Methods: |caregiving in Israel were amplified and new challenges |home was found to be an effective coping mechanism.
2020 measures  |Qualitative |emerged, such as the inability to leave the employer’s | While lockdown conditions increased the fragility of the
research;  |premises, which some likened to being imprisoned. The |marginalized migrant workers, their ability to donate
Cross- major hardships voiced in all interviews were funds empowered them at both individual and
Sectional |loneliness, fear of contracting the virus, worries about  [communal levels. Developing a donor identity
Study the safety of their families back home, and anger at reinforced their sense of belonging to the Filipino
restrictions imposed without consulting them by the community in Israel and back home.
assisted living facilities or their employers. At the same
time, they expressed sincere gratitude for being
employed, paid and safe.
Sanna 2021 [Romania/ |UMIC/ March 2020 |Returnees effect of Qualitative | Among the reasons to return during the pandemic that | In this paper, I have shown how the image of returning |medium
Italy HIC lockdown |research my informants mentioned there were: the sudden loss of | migrants during the first month of the COVID-19
measures a job due to temporary or permanent closing of pandemic in Romania was constructed by the media in

businesses during the lockdown in Italy and elsewhere;
the closing of universities, in the case of Romanian
students studying abroad; and the impossibility of
affording healthcare in a foreign country due to not
having a regular work contract. In other cases, of
course, it was the fear of being sick in a foreign country
that mattered most.

March 2020: by very quickly associating the migrants
with the virus, by juxta-posing the noble acts of
Romanians left in Italy with the criminal acts of those
who came back, and by reinforcing such juxta-position
by giving voice to Romanians who stayed in Italy. I
have also shown that Romanians who did not come
back were characterized in depth, while descriptions of
returning Romanians, except for a few cases, remained
vague.

13
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Sano & Della |Italy HIC February |International |effect of Qualitative |These two interviews show how the mobility and The ethnographic cases we described show the need to  |medium
Puppa 2021 2020 to migrants lockdown |research immobility of these subjects were differently rethink the conceptual categories with which we usually
May 2020 measures conditioned by the intersection of several factors. (...) |analyse mobility, illuminating the links it has with
That is to say, the closure of the Trentino hotels and national policies, with territorial administrative
restaurants during the winter season has meant that most | provisions, with the economic and social fabric of an
of the migrants employed in this sector have moved to |area, with individual and not necessarily ‘rational’
the city, determining, among other things, the opening |choices of individuals. Observed in these terms and
of services to low threshold able to accommodate all the |based on these links, one of the distinctive features of
people left without work in the valleys. On the contrary, |contemporaneity, namely mobility, reveals all its
in the Plain of Gioia Tauro, the slowdown in production |political nature, the disempowering character that
was not determined by a general closure of agricultural |accompanies it, as well as the economic interests
activities, but, mainly, by the fact that, at the beginning |connected to the productive function of those who find
of the pandemic, a good part of the labourers present themselves imprisoned in the multiplicity facets of the
were without regular contract and thus could not go to  |prism of (im)mobility.
the workplace.
DeCarlo USA HIC June 2020 |International |effect of Qualitative |Qualitative analyses revealed three major categories of |Despite limitations, the present study highlights the medium
Santiago et al. to July migrants lockdown |research themes. Challenges include difficulty adjusting; fear, numerous difficulties that newcomer families are
2021 2020 (including measures worry, and uncertainty; financial concerns; academic experiencing during COVID-19. Although increased
international challenges; lack of connection. Sources of Support distress is common (...), newcomer families may
students) include school and community supports. Coping and experience difficulties that are compounded by the
Adaptation includes the ways families have coped with |resettlement experience or barriers based on status. In
COVID-19. particular, schools must attend to digital literacy,
accessible information (...), regular connection to
teachers and school staff, in addition to challenges
associated with basic necessities, health, and social-
emotional distress. Professional development training
focused on newcomer experiences could ensure all
school staff are equipped with the knowledge and tools
necessary to support newcomer youth.
Singh etal. |India LMIC Not Migrant effect of Qualitative |Our study found that physiologic requirements, safety, |Lockdown drained migrant workers both physically and | medium
2020 reported workers lockdown |research and security were the predominant needs of the migrant [emotionally. Despite their hardship and suffering, most
measures; workers during their stay in a shelter home during of the migrant workers supported the government's
mental COVID-19-related lockdown. All of the migrants were |decision to impose lockdown. Comprehensive support
health satisfied with the need-based services provided to them |[should be provided to all migrant workers in all states of
in Chandigarh. The migrant workers were worried about [India to combat the migrant crisis. This support, as was
being infected by COVID-19 and were uncertain about |provided in Chandigarh during lockdown, would
when they would be able to return to their native homes. |safeguard the well-being of migrant workers in India.
Sohel etal.  |Bangladesh |[LMIC April 2020 |Migrant effect of Qualitative |The results show that COVID-19 induced lockdown The COVID-19 led pandemic lockdown severely medium
2021 to workers lockdown |research significantly affects informal migrants' household food |impacts food security among informal migrants'
November measures security. Most participants report severe complications |households. Most households confront enormous
2020 due to food insecurity like consuming less food, price  |problems and challenges to meet up the daily food and

hiking, no fish or meat, potato, and vegetable. Food
insecurity leads to migrant's chronic food shortage,
starvation, malnutrition of mother and children, and
unhealthy food. As a result, the way of life of informal
migrants has been directed to more fragility and
vulnerability during the pandemic; even they are not
affordable to maintain a minimal level of family affairs
and necessity.

its associated elements. (...) Moreover, they did not get
what they needed at the time of the crisis caused by the
COVID-19 pandemic at a satisfactory level from the
government and other agencies. This study also
uncovers the post-lockdown reality of impoverished
informal migrants who are often excluded from
Bangladesh's social safety net facilities.
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Srivastava et |India LMIC Not Internal effect of  |Qualitative |The findings of the present research shows that internal |The present work strengthens the earlier studies on medium
al. 2021 reported migrants lockdown |research migrant workers were highly affected due to the global |uncovering the stresses of migrant workers along with
measures; pandemic, which bombarded multiple stressors on them |suggesting available options to deal with them and
mental causing physical stress, emotional stress, and social emphasizes the role of family and proper emotional
health stress in their lives, which were created due to financial [support in the management of pandemic-related stress
crisis, lack of social support, and fear and uncertainty ~ |among internal migrant workers.
related to the global pandemic. However, the workers
looked after the options available to them and chose
problem-oriented strategy by directly dealing with the
crisis, emotion-oriented strategy by family and friends'
support, as well as cognitive appraisal of the pandemic
situation by bringing optimistic thoughts to deal with
these stressors.
Tang et al. China UMIC April 2002 |Rural effect of Qualitative |The study finds that rural migrants suffered from Receiving little support from government and medium
2021 to July migrants lockdown |research serious social impacts due to COVID-19, especially employers, rural migrants in China have to adopt a
2020 measures during the associated lock-down period. Despite some  |household strategy as a means of survival when they
similar impacts, influences of COVID-19 varied among |cope with disaster. If governments want to reduce the
rural migrants at different life-cycle stages, due to burden of COVID-19 on disadvantaged households,
variations in human capital, family burdens, role in a they need to pay more attention to rural migrants, even
household, and ability to find part-time work. Receiving |though they are neither local urban residents nor actual
little support from governments and employers, rural rural residents. (...) In the long-term, the social security
migrants tended to adopt household strategies to deal system for rural migrants should be further improved. It
with difficulties related to COVID-19. Within a is necessary to expand the accessibility of basic social
household, they assisted each other and worked as a unit |services, such as medical insurance, housing funds, and
to maximize resources and reduce risks. Traditional pensions to rural migrants, and to include rural migrants
family values were highly praised by rural migrant in the housing security system, in case they experience
households during the period. difficult times.
Thomas et al. |India LMIC March 1,  |[Migrants effect of  |Qualitative |The outcomes of this study shed light on (1) the most | The COVID-19 pandemic has not only reduced medium
2021 2020 to workers, lockdown |research urgent needs that need to be addressed per population  |people’s means of maintaining a livelihood but has
April 27,  [Refugees measures group, (2) the variety of state-level responses as well as |simultaneously revealed some of India’s long-standing
2020 best practices observed to deal with mitigation issues  |problems with infrastructure and resource distribution in
and (3) opportunities for quick relief as well as more a range of sectors, including nutrition and health,
long-term solutions. education, etc. There is an urgent need to construct
effective pathways to trace and respond to those people
who are desolate, and to learn from — and support —
good practices at the grassroot level.
Tosh et al. USA HIC August ICE detainees |risk of Qualitative |Our findings suggest that migrant detention and Based on these findings, we argue that reducing the medium
2021 2020 to infection  |research deportation present distinct challenges that undermine |number of migrants detained in the United States is
November attempts to contain the spread of COVID-19. We needed not only in the context of the COVID-19
2020 provide testimonies from migrant detainees who speak |pandemic but also as a preventative measure for future
to these challenges in unsettling personal terms. Our health crises. Reductions can be achieved, in part, by
interviews highlight the insufficient actions by reforming federal immigration laws on “mandatory
Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) to contain |detention.”
the spread of the pandemic and a troubling lack of due
process in immigration court proceedings.
B.C.etal. Nepal LMIC April 21, |Internal and |mental Mixed- Mild depression (9.1%; 40/441) and anxiety (16.1%; Depression and anxiety were high among quarantined  |high
2021 2020 to International |health Methods:  |71/441) was common among respondents followed by |population and warrants more research. Institutional
migrants Cross- moderate depression and anxiety {depression (3.4%; 15/|quarantine centers of Karnali province of Nepal were in
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May 15, Sectional  |441), anxiety (4.1%; 18/441)} and severe depression poor conditions which adversely impacted mental health
2020 Study; and anxiety {depression (1.1%; 5/441), anxiety (0.7%; |of the respondents. Poor resource allocation for health,
Qualitative |3/441)}. Anxiety and depression were independent of  |hygiene and living conditions can be counter-productive
Research  |their socio-demographic characteristics. Perceived fear |to the population quarantined.
of contracting COVID-19, severity and death were
prominent among the respondents. Respondents
experienced stigma and discrimination in addition to
being at the risk of disease and possible loss of
employment and financial responsibilities. In addition,
poor (quality and access to) health services, and poor
living condition at the quarantine centres adversely
affected respondents’ mental health.
Bauzaetal. |India LMIC May 2020 |[Retournees |effectof  |Mixed- Respondents reported high compliance with important | The results underscore the vulnerability of marginalized | high
2021 to July lockdown |Methods: |preventative measures, including staying home as much |populations to the pandemic and the need for measures
2020 measures | Cross- as possible (94%), social distancing (91%), washing that increase resilience to large-scale shocks. (...) In
Sectional  |hands frequently (96%), and wearing a facial mask particular, there is a need for greater government
Study; (95%). Additionally, many respondents reported job response to limit harm to livelihood and mental, social,
Qualitative |loss (31%), financial challenges (93%), challenges and nutritional health during any lockdown periods
Research  |related to staying home whether as a preventative required to reduce disease spread.
measure or due to lockdowns (57%), changes in types
and/or amount of food consumed (61%), and adverse
emotional effects as a result of the pandemic and
lockdown. (...) Although the research revealed high
compliance with preventative measures, the pandemic
and associated lockdowns also led to many challenges
and hardships faced in daily life particularly around job
loss, economic security, food security, and emotional
wellbeing.
Vosko & Canada HIC 2020-2021 [Migrant effect of Mixed- Although estimates vary by source, over 1000 migrant |Taking Southern Ontario as its focus, this article reveals | medium
Spring 2021 (not workers lockdown |Methods: |farmworkers in Ontario tested positive for COVID-19  |how the federal government response to COVID-19 in
specified) measures  |Primarily |between April and July 2020. Thus, while Ontario agriculture perpetuated the effects of longstanding laws
Qualitative |documented 36594 cases by July 2020 (i.e. 250 per and policies requiring migrant farmworkers,
Other: Research  [100000) (...), the rate of infection among migrant circumscribed in their ability to politically mobilize on
health farmworkers, 20,015 of whom entered Ontario during |account of their institutionalized deportability, to
outcomes the spring and summer growing season, was approxi-  [shoulder disproportionate amounts of economic, social,
of disease mately 4996 cases per 100000 people. (...) The and health risks. Centering the transnational character of]
magnitude of illness among migrant farmworkers in migrant farmworkers’ renewal, it identifies meaningful
Southern Ontario, and Canada more broadly, reflects the|interventions to limit the structural disempowerment of
emphasis, deeply ingrained in programs emblematic of |migrant farmworkers and the externalization of their
migration management such as the SAWP, on keeping |social reproduction.
labour costs low in the interest of protecting the national
food supply.
Yee et al. Singapore |HIC June 21, Migrant mental Qualitative |Three theme categories were derived from 27 We identified coping strategies employed by the medium
2021 2020 to workers health research interviews: migrant worker concerns during COVID-19, [workers in quarantine, many of which were made
July 16, coping during COVID-19 and priorities after COVID- |possible through the considered design of care and
2020 19. Major stressors in the crisis included the inability to |service delivery in mass quarantine facilities in

continue providing for their families when work is
disrupted, their susceptibility to infection in crowded
dormitories, the shock of receiving the COVID-19

Singapore. These can be adopted in the set-up of other
mass quarantine facilities around the world to support
the health and mental well-being of those quarantined.
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diagnosis while asymptomatic, as well as the isolating
conditions of the quarantine environment. The workers
coped by keeping in contact with their families,
accessing healthcare, keeping updated with the news
and continuing to practise their faith and religion. They
looked forward to a return to normalcy after the crisis
with keeping healthy and having access to healthcare as
new priorities.

Our findings highlight the importance of targeted policy
intervention for migrant workers, in areas such as
housing and working environments, equitable access to
healthcare, and social protection during and after this
crisis.

Zambrano-  |Peru, UMIC July 2020 |International |health Qualitative |We found that forced migrants from Venezuela in both |We conclude that COVID-19 has exacerbated pre- medium
Barragan et |Colombia to migrants services research Colombia and Peru face common obstacles along their |existing conditions of informality and health inequities
al. 2021 September access access trajectories to healthcare, which we summarize |affecting Venezuelan migrants in Colombia and Peru.
2020 as legal, financial, and relating to discrimination and (...) These findings also provide guidance for specific
information asymmetry. By limiting effective access to |policy recommendations. Given legal and financial
care during the pandemic, these obstacles have also obstacles, it is important to facilitate access to public
affected migrants’ ability to cover the costs of basic health services irrespective of migratory status. Access
needs, particularly food and housing. Our study also should give special attention to COVID-19 care in the
found a prevalent reliance on alternative forms of care, |short and medium term but should focus on creating and
such as telemedicine, easy-to-access pharmacies, and  [strengthening systems of access in the long term.
extra-legal care networks.
Hargreaves et |[EU/ EEA |- June 15, Asylum effect of Qualitative |Some migrants have experienced a range of direct and | These findings have immediate implications for national | medium
al. 2021 countries 2020 to Seekers, lockdown |research indirect health and social impacts including increased  |public health responses to reduce transmission and
and the UK March 10, [Refugees, measures discrimination, more protracted lockdowns and severe |support COVID-19 vaccine rollout, with implications
2021 International restrictions on movement, and travel restrictions and beyond the pandemic to promote health equity, human
migrants Other: border closures impacting family reunifications and the |rights, and universal health coverage in marginalised
health asylum process. Migrants in precarious work migrant populations.
outcomes environments may have been at increased risk of losing
of disease jobs and sources of income. Certain migrant groups
vaccination have a range of risk factors and vulnerabilities to
COVID-19 that put them at higher risk of exposure,
including occupational risk, overcrowded
accommodation (including residing in camps, detention
facilities, and homeless shelters), and/or lower levels of
accessibility to public health services and messaging.
There is emerging evidence of low COVID-19
vaccination rates in some migrant and ethnic minority
groups in the EU/EEA.
Lusambili et |Kenya LMIC October Refugees Health Qualitative |Our findings suggest that within the first eight months |Findings from this study show the need for refugee medium
al. 2020 2020 services research of COVID-19, preferences for home deliveries by inclusive public health policies, particularly during a
access refugee women increased and health care workers pandemic, and the need to tailor health care services for

reported having observed reduced utilisation of services
and delayed care. Fear, economic challenges and lack of
migrant-inclusive health system policies were key
factors influencing home deliveries and delayed and low
uptake of facility-based care.

refugees at facilities and in communities. The findings
also make clear the urgent need to mitigate and lower
barriers that prevent refugee women from seeking care
at health facilities. Lastly there is need for
methodological design tailored towards refugees' unique
needs

*: Socioeconomic Development of Country based on the World Bank country classification by income; HIC: High income countries; UMIC: Upper-middle income countries; LMIC: Lower-middle income countries;
LIC: Low income countries.
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Table 1B: Characteristics of studies included in meta-analysis

adjusted OR =2.15; 95% CI: 1.12-4.11) when taking
into account the effect of other sociodemographic
characteristics.

contact within households, ultimately reducing the
effectiveness of lockdown and social distancing.

Author & Country |Socio- Period of |migrant Health Study Main results (as reported) Conclusions (as reported) Quality
year of of study economic Study population |outcomes Design appraisal
publication Development
of Country*
Al Awaidy et |Oman HIC February 4, |International |health outcomes | Cross- Patients hospitalized with COVID-19 infection were |Identifying the epidemiological characteristics and high
al. 2021 2020 to migrants of disease: Sectional | mostly Omani nationals and males between 30 and 39 | outcomes of COVID-19-infected patients is essential
July 23, hospitalisation | Study years old (p<0.001). The mortality rate was 7.7 per | for developing targeted intervention strategies and
2020 ICU admissions 100,000 population (n=359) with rates of 9.4 (n=278) | preparing for the resurgence of anticipated second
Mortality and 4.8 (n=81) deaths per 100,000 population in and third waves of this pandemic.
Omani nationals and foreign-born individuals,
respectively.
Aradhya et al. | Sweden HIC March 12, |International |health outcomes |Cohort |Our study shows that immigrants have excess (...) these findings show that lack of awareness of the |high
2021 2020 to migrants of disease: study COVID-19 mortality regardless of the origin of their |Swedish recommend-ations and language barriers are
February Mortality partner, where having a Swedish-born partner is only |not major drivers for the excess COVID-19 mortality
23,2021 partially protective against COVID-19 mortality of immigrants. At the same time, the fact that Swedes
among immigrants from LMIC. partnered with immigrants also show excess mortality
compared with Swedish couples, suggests that excess
mortality among immigrants is explained by
differential exposure to the virus.
Canevelli et |Italy HIC February |International |health outcomes |Cross- The proportions of natives and migrants among the | The clinical phenotype of migrants dying with medium
al. 2020 21,2020 to |migrants of disease: Sectional | COVID-19-related deaths (95.7% and 2.5%, COVID-19 was similar to that of natives except for
April 29, Mortality Study respectively) were similar to the relative all-cause the younger age at death. International migrants
2020 mortality rates estimated in Italy in 2018 (97.4% and |living in Italy do not have a mortality advantage for
2.6% respectively). Migrants were younger at the COVID-19 and are exposed to the risk of poor
time of death compared to natives (71.1, SD 13.1 outcomes as their native counterparts.
years vs 78.3, SD 10.8 years; p <0.001).
Casanovaet |USA HIC May 5, Undocumente | health outcomes | Cohort  |(...) the overall September 15 cumulative case rate | Cumulative case rates among people detained by ICE | medium
al. 2022 2020 to d migrants of disease: study was 214 per 1000 people (5810 cases among 27 189 | are higher than those of the US population and dwarf
September SARS-CoV-2 people); ICE reported 6 deaths. those of surrounding communities.
15, 2020 cases
Coyeretal. |The HIC February |International |[health outcomes |Cross- | Hospitalisation DSR were more than two-fold higher |City districts with lower economic and health status | high
2021 Netherland 29,2020 to |migrants of disease: Sectional |in individuals with a non-Western migration and those with a non-Western migration background
s May 31, hospitalisation | Study background compared to ethnic-Dutch individuals had the highest burden of COVID-19 during the first
2020 (RR=2.36, 95%CI = 2.17-2.54), with 57 additional |[wave of COVID-19 in Amsterdam.
hospitalisations per 100.000 population (RD = 57.05,
95%CI = 43.34-70.75).
D'Ambrosi et |Italy HIC March 1, |International |[health outcomes |Cross-  |(...) foreign pregnant women (crude OR = 3.32; 95% |In conclusion, the socioeconomic conditions we high
al. 2021 2020 to migrants of disease: Sectional |CI:1.89-5.81) showed a significantly higher risk of | described are characteristic of contemporary
April 30, SARS-CoV-2 |Study infection. Ethnicity was still significantly associated |immigration patterns. These factors altogether
2020 cases with an increased risk of COVID-19 (mutually increase the risk of viral transmission by droplets and
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Diaz- Spain HIC February |International |health outcomes [Cross- |(...) being a migrant decreased the probability of (...) although the high rates of infection and medium
Menendez et 25,2020 to |migrants of disease: sectional |dying (OR: 0.22; 95% CI1 0.15-0.33; P <0.001) after |consulting later than Spanish natives, being a younger
al. 2021 April 19, ICU admission |Study adjusting for sex, age and comorbidities. and healthier population may have conditioned a
2020 more favourable outcome of the disease in this group.
Dressler et al. |Germany [HIC April 27, | Asylum health outcomes | Cross- 53 (1.6) outbreaks in asylum accommodations with | Our analysis highlights the necessity of targeted, high
2021 2020 to Seekers and | of disease: Sectional [603 (2.7) cases with a median cases of 8 (4-14). (...) |setting-specific approaches to control transmission in
December |Refugees hospitalisation |Study; median age was 26 (17-34 IQR), 13 (0.9) cases were |this vulnerable population.
6,2020 Cohort  |hospitalized and 1 (0.1) cases were deceased.
study
Engjom et al. |Finland, HIC March 1, |International |health outcomes |Cross- The risk of admission due to COVID-19 was This multinational Nordic study showed a low risk of | high
2021 Denmark, 2020 to migrants of disease: Sectional |0.4/1000 deliveries in Denmark, Finland and Norway, | admission due to COVID-19 in pregnancy in the
Norway, June 30, hospitalisation | Study and 3.8/1000 deliveries in the Swedish regions. Nordic countries. Women admitted to hospital due to
Sweden, 2020 Women hospitalized because of COVID-19 were COVID-19 were more frequently obese or had a
and Iceland more frequently obese (p<0.001) and had a migrant | migrant background compared with non-infected
background (p<0.001) compared with the total women.
population of women who delivered in 2018. Twelve
women (21.4%) needed intensive care.
Erfanietal. |USA HIC April 1, ICE detainees | health outcomes | Cohort  |On August 31, ICE reported 5379 cumulative Despite ICE's mitigation efforts, COVID-19 case medium
2021 2020 to of disease: study COVID-19 cases and 6 related deaths among its rates among detainees increased every month from
August 31, SARS-CoV-2 detainees. Cases were reported in 92 of 135 facilities, | April to August. (...) COVID-19 spread within
2020 cases with 20 facilities accounting for 71% of cases. From | facilities may be partially due to challenges faced
April to August 2020, the mean monthly case rate implementing the Pandemic Response Requirements.
ratio for detainees, compared with the US population, | An independent assessment of facilities' mitigation
was 13.4 (95% CI, 8.0-18.9), ranging from 5.7 to strategies is necessary to identify and address existing
21.8 per month. The mean monthly test rate ratio for |gaps in these efforts.
detainees, compared with the US population, was 4.6
(95% CI, 2.5-6.7), ranging from 2.0 to 6.9 per month.
Fabiani et al. |Italy HIC February |International |health outcomes |Cross- The results show that, at this stage of the COVID-19 |In conclusion, our results suggest that, compared to  |high
2021 20,2020 to |migrants of disease: Sectional |epidemic in Italy, non-Italian cases were more likely |Italian cases, non-Italian cases are more likely to
July 19, hospitalisation |Study; |[to be hospitalized (Adj. RR=1.39, 95% CI: 1.33-1.34) | experience a delayed access to health services.
2020 ICU admission |Cohort |and to be admitted to ICU (Adj.RR=1.19, 95% CL: Accessing care when the disease is more advanced
Mortality study 1.07-1.32) compared with Italian cases, also showing |and clinical conditions possibly more severe can
a higher probability to die from the infection in those |explain why it is more likely for non-Italian nationals
from low-HDI countries (Adj.RR=1.32, 95% CI: to require hospitalization and admission to ICU.
1.01-1.75) [although this difference was not observed | Compared to Italian cases, differences in clinical
among hospitalized cases]. We observed an inverse | outcomes appear more pronounced in non-Italian
gradient by which the risk of hospitalization, cases from countries with lower HDI and reduced in
admission to ICU and death increased as the HDI of | those from high-HDI countries.
the country of origin decreased.
Brinkmann et |Germany [HIC June 2020 |International |health outcomes |Cohort |(...) the incidence of SARS-CoV-2 infections is This study shows that poor socio-economic status and | medium
al. 2021 to February | migrants of disease: study significantly higher in families of Turkish (OR 6.24 |Turkish or Middle Eastern migration background are
2021 SARS-CoV-2 [1.38-28.13], p=0.017) or Middle Eastern (OR 6.44 |independent risk factors for SARS-CoV-2 infection
cases [1.14- 36.45], p=0.035) decent independent of other |in a population-based cohort of children and
risk factors i.e. after adjustment for other adolescents in Germany.
socioeconomic confounders.
Guijarro et al. | Spain HIC February 1, |International |health outcomes | Cohort | The crude cumulative incidence among migrants Our data suggest ethnic background may play a role |high
2021 2020 to migrants of disease: study (n=20419) was higher than among Spaniards in risk for COVID-19. Migrants from some areas of

(n=131599): 8.81 and 6.51 and per 1000 inhabitants,
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April 25, SARS-CoV-2 respectively (p<0.001), but differed by region of the world may merit closer attention for both clinical
2020 cases origin. and epidemiological reasons.
Hamadah et |Kuwait HIC February |International |health outcomes |Cross- | We found non-Kuwaitis were two times more likely | The current pandemic could amplify societal and high
al. 2020 24,2020 to |migrants of disease: Sectional |to be admitted to the ICU (OR: 1.92,95% CI1 0.86- |structural inequalities that have long existed in the
April 20, ICU admission |Study 4.72) or die (OR: 2.19, 95% CI 0.88-6.02) from public health realm. The data on the differences of
2020 Mortality COVID-19. With adjustment to age, smoking and COVID-19 outcomes among marginalized
certain co-morbidities, non-Kuwaitis had two- and subpopulations is now growing. In Kuwait we found
three-fold increase in odds ratios for ICU admission |non-Kuwaitis to be two times more likely to be
and death, respectively. admitted to the ICU or die from COVID-19.
Harkness et |USA HIC February |International |health outcomes |Cross- Despite no difference in COVID-19 testing rates, Not reported. medium
al. 2021 18,2020 to |migrants of disease: Sectional |established immigrants were 4.52 times more likely
August 26, SARS-CoV-2 |Study (95% CI: 1.60, 12.81) to report a COVID-19
2020 cases diagnosis than US-born LSMM. Immigrants,
compared to US-born LSMM, reported
Other: disproportionate financial stress during COVID-19.
Effect of Recent immigrants were 2.75 times more likely than
lockdown US-born LSMM to report financial loss (CI: 1.30,
measures 5.82) and established immigrants trended in the same
direction.
Holmberg et |Finland HIC February |International |health outcomes |Cohort |In total, 124 240 individuals were tested, and among | The population with a foreign first language was at an | high
al. 2022 27,2020 to |migrants of disease: study the 118 300 (95%) whose first language could be increased risk for testing positive for SARS-CoV-2,
August 3, SARS-CoV-2 determined, 4005 (3.4%) were COVID-19-positive, | but when hospitalized they had outcomes similar to
2020 cases 623 (0.5%) were admitted to specialized hospitals, those in the native, domestic language population.
Hospitalisation and 147 (0.1%) were admitted to the ICU; 254 (0.2%) | This suggests that special attention should be paid to
ICU admission died. Those with a foreign first language had lower |the prevention and control of infectious diseases
Mortality testing rates (348, 95%CI 340-355 versus 758, among language minorities.
95%CI 753-762 per 10 000, p<0.0001), higher
incidence (36, 95%CI 33-38 versus 22, 95%CI 21-23
per 10 000, p<0.0001), and higher positivity rates
(103, 95%CI 96-109 versus 29, 95%CI 28-30 per
1000, p<0.0001).
Horner etal. |USA HIC January 1, |International |health outcomes |Cross- Foreign-born Minnesotans died of COVID-19 at Disparities by race and ethnicity within US-born high
2021 2020 to migrants of disease: Sectional |twice the age- and gender-adjusted rate of the US- populations are profound, but so too are the
December Mortality Study born (age-gender standardized mortality per disparities across US- and foreign-born groups. (...)
31,2020 100,000:261.4 vs. 1290.7; difference=101.5%). The peaks in COVID-19 mortality at the end of 2020
and within long-term care facilities overshadow the
experience of immigrant communities - which faced
high early mortality rates and significant losses
among those living outside long term care.
Indseth et al. |Norway HIC March 1, |International |health outcomes |Cross- Immigrants had higher rates of notified COVID-19 (n | After the first weeks of the pandemic, immigrants in | high
2021 2020 to migrants of disease: Sectional |per 100,000 = 567 vs.251) and related Norway have had higher rates than Norwegian-born
October 18, SARS-CoV-2 |Study hospitalizations (n per 100,00 = 62 vs. 21) than non- |residents of notified COVID-19 infections and related
2020 cases immigrants. (...) if we adjust for age, the immigrants |hospitalization, but with major differences across
Hospitalisation from AfAsSA have substantially higher mortality immigrant groups. (...) The relationship between
Mortality rates than non-immigrants. For some immigrant notified infections and hospitalizations could indicate

groups, there is a high number of hospitalizations per
notified case. Moreover, we also reported a high age-
adjusted rate of COVID-19-related mortality among

a higher level of unconfirmed cases in some groups.
The much higher toll of notified COVID-19
infections among several immigrant groups compared
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immigrants from Asia Africa and Latin America,
corresponding to groups with high rates of
hospitalizations.

to non-immigrants suggests a need for actions such as
enhancing community engagement and health
communication strategies to lower the thresholds for
being tested.

Ingraham et |USA HIC March 4, |International |[health outcomes |Cohort |Hospitalized patients were older (60.9 vs. 40.4 years, |Our findings highlight areas of neighbourhood-level |high
al. 2021 2020 to migrants of disease: study p<0.001) and more likely to be male (n= 425 deprivation may contribute to racial disparities but to
August 19, Hospitalisation [49.1%] vs. 2049 [43.5%], p=0.002). Of those a lesser degree when controlling individual-level
2020 requiring hospitalization, 43.9% (n=381), 19.9% (n= | factors. Strikingly, racial and ethnic disparities in
172), 18.6% (n=161), and 11.8% (n=102) were COVID-19 illness severity exist, independent of
White, Black, Asian, and Hispanic, respectively. socioeconomic characteristics, which supports the
Non-English-speaking (OR 1.91, 95% CI 1.51-2.43) |need to investigate the different levels of racism
significantly increased odds of hospital admission contributing to health inequity.
across and within minority groups.
Johnson- USA HIC May 6, Refugees health outcomes | Cross- | When refugee status was determined, 45 women Universal testing for SARS-CoV-2 on maternity units | medium
Agbakwu et 2020 to of disease Sectional |(12.8%) were identified as refugees. Of the 45 in these systems provides the opportunity to identify
al. 2021 July 22, SARS-CoV-2 |Study refugee women, 8 (17.8%) tested positive for severe |asymptomatic yet high-risk patient populations in
2020 cases acute respiratory syndrome 2 compared with 25 non- |need of targeted interventions to mitigate the spread
refugee patients (8.19%) who tested positive for of infection and facilitate a timely, culturally, and
severe acute respiratory syndrome 2 (prevalence linguistically enhanced public health response. (...)
ratio, 2.16; 95% confidence interval, 1.04-4.51). In | Universal maternity testing is | step toward achieving
addition, 7 of the refugee women who tested positive |health equity among vulnerable, otherwise hidden,
for severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 | communities.
were from Central Africa.
Kalani et al. |Iran LMIC January Refugees health outcomes | Case- In this study 132 Afghan refugees were compared to | Our research found significant variations in clinical  |high
2021 2020 to of disease: Control |266 Iranian controls. (...) There was no difference in |characteristics between Afghan and Iranian COVID-
December ICU admission |Study probability of being evaluated by HRCT or receiving | 19 patients, but these differences have little bearing
2020 Mortality ICU treatment (p = 0.173, 1, respectively) even after |on the likelihood of getting adequate medical
being adjusted for symptoms or co-morbidities that  |treatment. Jahrom City was an example of COVID-
were manifesting differently between Afghan vs. 19 health care equity for ethnic minorities.
Iranian patients (p = 0.476, 0.881, respectively). Ten
(7.57%) subjects died in case group and 18 (6.76) in
control group. There wasn't any significant difference
in death rate between the groups (P=0.766).
Kjollesdal & |Norway HIC April 1, International |health outcomes | Cross- Within each occupational group, immigrants had a Immigrants from Somalia, Pakistan, Iraq, high
Magnusson 2020 to migrants of disease: Sectional |greatly increased odds of COVID-19 when compared | Afghanistan and Turkey holding various occupations
2021 December SARS-Cov-2 Study with Norwegian-born (odds ratio [OR] ~ 1.66— implying close contact with others did not have
2,2020 cases 12.72). However, immigrants working in the selected |higher odds of notified infection than others with the
occupations had the same odds of COVID-19 as same country of birth, except for health care workers.
person with same birth country not having the same | Thus, occupation did not seem to play an important
occupation (OR ~ 1). Exceptions were Somalian, role in the excess risk of COVID-19 infection among
Afghani and Iraqi personal care workers in health immigrants. Explanations for the high rate of
services who had an increased odds of COVID-19 infection is likely related to a complex set of factors
compared with others from the same country. including factors related to exposure and to
underlying health.
Kjollesdal et |Norway HIC March 1, |International |health outcomes |Cross- The SES of immigrants at the group level was related | Crowded housing was correlated with both COVID- | high
al. 2021 2020 to migrants of disease: Sectional |to rates of notified infections and related 19 infections and related hospitalisations. Further,
November SARS-Cov-2  |Study; hospitalisations. There was a strong correlation low income, low education and unemployment at the
15,2020 cases [pearson correlation index] between notified group level were moderately correlated with rates of
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ICU admission

Ecologic
al study

infections [per 100,000] and crowded housing (R=
0.77; p<0.01), whereas the correlations between
notified infections and income (R=-0.52; p<0.05),
unemployment R=0.43; p<0.05) and education (R=-
0.47; p<0.05) were moderate.

COVID-19 infections. Other characteristics of
immigrant groups with disadvantaged socio-
economic position may be equally important for high
rates of COVID-19. Regardless of the cause of
infections, these groups are important to target with
preventive measures. In particular, targeted
interventions should be directed to low-income
families living in overcrowded households.

Kondilis et al. | Greece HIC February |Asylum health outcomes | Cross- | Twenty-five COVID-19 outbreaks were identified in |Our data quantitatively shows the greater risk of high
2021 26,2020 to |Seekers and | of disease: Sectional |refugee and asylum seeker reception facilities, with 6 |COVID-19 infection among refugee and asylum
November |Refugees SARS-Cov-2 Study (85.7%) of 7 RICs and 18 (56.3%) of 32 RSs seeker populations residing in sub-standard living
15,2020 cases reporting at least one outbreak during the study conditions. Acknowledging this higher risk is of
period. The overall 9-month COVID-19 IP among crucial policy importance. Going forward, all
refugee and asylum seeker populations residing in enclosed population groups need to be urgently
RSs on the Greek mainland was 1758 cases per included and prioritized in the national vaccination
100,000 population; in RICs the incidence was 2052 | program, without any exception. (...) Greek
cases per 100,000 population. Compared to the authorities should concurrently urgently focus on
general population the risk of COVID-19 infection improving living conditions in these facilities,
among refugees and asylum seekers in reception decongesting those that operate beyond their
facilities was 2.5 to 3 times higher (p-value <0.001). |capacity, reinforcing epidemiological surveillance,
testing strategies and data transparency, and ensuring
free, comprehensive and universal access to care
without any discrimination.
Labberton et | Norway HIC June 15, International |health outcomes |Cross- | Confirmed infections in this period (per 100000): Residents with foreign backgrounds have, as a group, |high
al. 2021 2020 to migrants of disease: Sectional |foreign-born 3140, Norwegian-born with foreign- been disproportionately hit by COVID-19 in Norway.
March 31 SARS-Cov-2 Study born parents 4799, Norwegian-born with Norwegian- | Adjustment for socioeconomic factors and medical
2021 cases born parent(s) 1011. Hospitalizations (per 100000):  |risk attenuates the over-representation moderately;
Hospitalisation foreign-born 147, Norwegian-born with foreign-born |however, the overall picture remains the same. the
parents 47, Norwegian-born with Norwegian-born data available or variable definitions may not have
parent(s) 37. The addition of socioeconomic and fully captured the effects and interactions of these
medical factors to the base-model (age, sex, factors, and future studies should aim to unravel this
municipality of residence) attenuated excess infection | further.
rates by 12.0% and hospitalizations by 3.8% among
foreign-born, and 10.9% and 46.2% respectively
among Norwegian-born with foreign parents,
compared to Norwegian-born with Norwegian-born
parent(s).
Lombardi et |Italy HIC April 7, International |health outcomes | Cross- The highest rates of seroprevalence were detected What is suggested by our study, and by those high
al. 2021 2020 to migrants of disease: Sectional |among foreign-born workers [14.5%; OR (ref. similarly performed in the same area in the context of
June 12, SARS-Cov-2 Study Italian-born) = 1.82 (1.07 to 3.06)] [...]. SARS-CoV-2 | the ongoing pandemic, is that the observed sero-
2020 cases sero-prevalence of frontline HCWs did not differ prevalence rate reflects the spread of infection in the
from those who did not report direct contact with community served by the hospital. Assuming that
patients with COVID-19. PPE is provided and correctly employed by all
HCWs, hospitals do not seem to act as an epicentre of
the infection.
Lusk & USA HIC March 1, |Migrant health outcomes | Ecologic |In the 13-month period since the start of the Results suggest counties that employ more medium
Chandra 2021 2020 to workers of disease: al study |pandemic (from March 1, 2020 to March 31, 2021), |agricultural workers, particularly hired and migrant
mortality the estimated cumulative number of COVID-19 cases | workers, are at greater risk for COVID-19, findings
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March 31, (deaths) was 329,031 (6,166) among agricultural which suggest these groups are at heightened risk
2021 producers, 170,137 (2,969) among hired agricultural |from COVID-19. In addition to the disease risks,
workers, 202,902 (3,812) among unpaid agricultural |hired and migrant agricultural workers represent
workers, and 27,223 (459) among migrant populations that tend to have toward lower incomes,
agricultural workers. The cases amount to 9.55%, greater job insecurity, and more perilous immigration
9.31%, 9.39%, and 9.01% of all U.S. agricultural and legal status than the general population, which
producers, hired workers, unpaid workers, and suggest additional relative financial risks resulting
migrant workers, respectively. from the burden of medical costs or lost time away
from work. Beyond the immediate impact on
agricultural workers, this research also shows that
reductions in agricultural labor have the potential to
adversely affect food supply.
Mallet et al. |France HIC May 2020 |International |health outcomes |Cross- | Of the 1347 workers, 87.5% were tested: 140 cases  |In conclusion, the investigation of the outbreak high
2021 migrants of disease: Sectional |were identified; 4 were hospitalised, including 2 revealed a significantly increased risk of SARS-CoV-
SARS-Cov-2  |Study admitted to intensive care. In the company, the 2 infection for workers of subcontractors and some
cases cluster remained limited to deboning and cutting foreign-born workers. (...) Particular attention must
activities. The attack rate was 11.9% in the company, |now be paid to their ability to appropriate and
reaching 16.6% in the cutting department. (...) In the |implement the COVID-19 risk management measures
cutting department, an association with virus in terms of vaccination, early detection of symptoms,
infection was found for a group of non-French barrier gestures and distancing measures. Information
speaking workers from the same Eastern European and prevention messages must therefore be translated
country (RR=2.67 [1.76-4.05]). They shared into the language of the workers. Messages must take
accommodation or carpooled more frequently than into account the risks of contamination in the
the other cases. workplace, as well as in peri-professional and private
life.
Marco etal. | Spain HIC 28 days International |health outcomes | Cross- Forty-eight (25.9%) infections by the SCV-B.1.17 In a prison outbreak, a dose of AVChAdOx1 medium
2021 (not further | migrants of disease: Sectional |variant were recorded in prisoners and none in staff. |administered 21-23 days earlier did not significantly
specified) SARS-Cov-2  |Study Infection rates were higher in younger prisoners, prevent the occurrence of infections, but did reduce
cases immigrants, and those admitted >7 days previously. |the duration of rt-PCR positivity.
In all, 22.6% of vaccinated subjects were infected vs.
Other: 29.3% of unvaccinated. Vaccine effectiveness was
vaccination 23%.
Martin- Spain HIC March 1, |International |[health outcomes |Cohort |We included 10,110 COVID-19 patients admitted to | Social determinants such as residence in low-income |high
Sanchez et al. 2020 to migrants of disease: study 18 Spanish hospitals (median age 68 (IQR 54-80) areas and being born in Latin American countries
2021 April 15, ICU admissions years old; 44.5% female; 14.8% were not born in were associated with increased odds of being
2020 Mortality Spain). Among these, 779 (7.7%) cases were admitted to an intensive care unit and of in-hospital
admitted to critical care units and 1678 (16.6%) mortality. There was considerable variation in
patients died during the hospitalization. outcomes between different Spanish centres.
Mema et al. |Canada HIC March 28, |Migrant health outcomes | Cohort | A total of 26 COVID-19 cases were identified among | TFWs have had unique risks during the COVID-19  |medium
2021 2020 to workers of disease: study the group of TFWs [temporary foreign workers]; no |pandemic as demonstrated by this outbreak, which
May 10, SARS-CoV-2 cases were identified among local workers. Cases occurred in an agricultural setting in BC. (...)
2020 cases were primarily male (77%) with a median age of 41 | Immediate quarantine of affected workers,

years. Symptom onsets ranged from March 8 to April
9, 2020. One case required overnight hospitalization
for pneumonia.

comprehensive follow-up of cases and contacts, and
mobilization of an outreach team were effective
strategies to manage and control this outbreak. (...)
Provincial and federal orders and guidance have since
been developed to reduce outbreak risk in agricultural
settings and to protect the health and safety of both

23



https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.03.23293586
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

workers and Canadians in the context of the
pandemic.

Methi etal. |Norway HIC August 1, |International |health outcomes |Cohort | Among all multiperson households in Norway (n=1 |SARS-CoV-2 is more frequently introduced into high
2021 2020 to migrants of disease: study 422 411), at least one member had been infected in | multiperson immigrant households than into
May 1, SARS-CoV-2 3.7% of the 343 017 immigrant households and 1.4% |households with only Norwegian-born members, and
2021 cases in the 1 079 394 households with only Norwegian-  |transmission within the household occurs more
Hospitalisation born members. (...) The share of households with at | frequently in immigrant households. The results are
Mortality least one member hospitalised or dead from COVID- |likely related to living conditions, family composition
19 was higher in immigrant (0.4% households with | or differences in social interaction, emphasising the
hospitalised member, 0.02% households with dead need to prevent introduction of SARS-CoV-2 into
member) than Norwegian-born households (0.1 %, these vulnerable households.
0.01%). Households from West Asia were among the
most severely hit, with 1.1% having at least one
member hospitalised and 0.06% having at least one
dead member.
Nair et al. United HIC March 1, |International |[health outcomes |Cross- | From, the total of 3072 patients, less than one-fifth Our study indicates that older ages above 51 years high
2021 Arab 2020 to migrants of disease: Sectional |were females; the Asian population (71.2%); and kidney disease increased mortality significantly
Emirates June 30, Mortality Study followed by Middle Eastern Arabs (23.3%) were the |in COVID-19 patients. Ethnicity was not significantly
2020 most infected by the virus. (...) Kidney disease as associated with mortality in the UAE population. Our
comorbidity significantly diminished the survival findings are important in the management of the
rates (...) Similarly, the higher age of patients COVID-19 disease in the region with similar
between 51 and 65 years, significantly decreased the |economic, social, cultural, and ethnic backgrounds.
odds for survival (...) (Adjusted OR 12.3 95% CI
(2.9 —52.4), p<0.001).
Ngiam et al. |Singapore |HIC February |Migrant health outcomes | Cross- Local cases acquired outside the dormitories were Singapore experienced a substantial shift in the high
2020 2020 to workers of disease: Sectional |older compared with imported or migrant worker population at risk of severe COVID-19. Successful
April 2020 SARS-CoV-2 |Study cases median age in years: 46+£16 vs 39+15 vs 35+9, |control in the community protected an aging
cases respectively; p <0.001). (...) A total of 49% and 57% | population. Large migrant worker dormitory
ICU admission of local non-dormitory and imported cases were of | outbreaks occurred, but the disease incurred was less
Mortality Chinese ethnicity, respectively, and 77% of migrant |severe, resulting in Singapore having one of the
workers were Indian or Bangladeshi. (...) There were |lowest case fatality rates in the world.
two deaths, both in local non-dormitory cases (...).
Norman et al. | Spain HIC March International |health outcomes |Cross- | In-hospital mortality overall was higher in Europeans |No significant differences regarding in-hospital high
2020 2020 to migrants of disease: Sectional |(443/1956, 22.7%) than in non-Europeans mortality (when adjusted for age and gender) were
May 2020 ICU admission |Study (40/389,10.3%) (p<0.001), but there were no observed between Europeans and non-Europeans
Mortality significant differences when adjusted for age/gender |(mainly Latin Americans), although an increased rate
(OR 1.27, 95%CI 0.86e1.88). Non-Europeans were | of ICU admission in non-Europeans was found.
more frequently admitted to ICU (71/389, 18.3%) Differences between ethnicity and COVID-19
compared with Europeans (187/1956, 9.6%) outcome found in other studies may be the result of a
(p<0.001) and a difference in ICU admission rate was | higher burden of adverse socio-economic factors in
also found when adjusted for age/ gender (OR 1.43, |certain populations. Investigation of genetic and
95% CI 1.03¢1.98). immunological markers in patients of different
geographical origin should aid the understanding of
determinants of outcome in COVID-19.
Otto et al. USA HIC March 1, |International |health outcomes | Ecologic |A total of 10,138 patients were tested for SARS- In conclusion, this is the first report examining the medium
2021 2020 to migrants of disease: al study |CoV-2, with 1,284 (12.7%) being positive. Test impact of family-preferred language on SARS-CoV-2
February SARS-CoV-2 positivity was higher for Spanish-speaking families |infection in children. We identified dis-
28,2021 cases than for English-speaking families (22.5% versus proportionately elevated SARS-CoV-2 test positivity
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12.3%). (...) At the peak of the first wave of the
pandemic, the adjusted odd ratio for test positivity
was 3.76 (95% CI, 2.07-6.67) for families with a
preferred language other than English compared with
English-speaking families.

in children from families with a preferred language
other than English, which is consistent with reported
findings in adults in the United States and other
English-speaking nations. As we continue to track
and address the disproportionate impact of the SARS-
CoV-2 pandemic on historically underrepresented
and marginalized communities across the globe, it
will be important to track disparities experienced by
communities who speak languages other than
English.

Pagani et al. |Italy HIC December |International |health outcomes | Cross- Our findings indicate that the prevalence of SARS- | In conclusion, our findings suggest that non-Italians |high
2021 23,2020 to |migrants of disease: Sectional | CoV-2 infection in the study population as a whole  |in Italy are more frequently infected with SARS-
February SARS-CoV-2 |Study was 12.4%, but it was higher among non-Italians CoV-2 than Italians. Although a lower educational
19,2021 cases when compared to Italians (23.3% vs. 9.1%). level, a lower socio-economic status, and the
Moreover, being non-Italian seemed to be experience of crowded housing were each
independently associated with a higher prevalence of |independently associated with a higher prevalence of
SARS-CoV-2, even after adjusting for other potential | SARS-CoV-2, it is possible that the association
social determinants. between non-Italians and COVID-19 may also be due
to other social and cultural determinants that were not
appropriately investigated in our questionnaire.
Rostila et al. |Sweden HIC January 31, |International |health outcomes | Cohort |Migrants from Middle Eastern countries (relative risk |In this total population study, we found large high
2021 2020 to migrants of disease: study (RR)=3.2,95% confidence interval (CI): 2.6, 3.8), disparities in COVID-19 mortality by country of birth
May 4, Mortality Africa (RR=3.0, 95% CI: 2.2, 4.3), and non-Sweden |in Stockholm-the worst-affected area in Sweden and
2020 Nordic countries (RR=1.5, 95% CI: 1.2, 1.8) had one of the most affected regions in the world.
Other: higher mortality from COVID-19 than persons born | Migrants' disadvantaged socio-economic and living
effect of in Sweden. Especially high mortality risks from conditions explained a considerable share of their
lockdown COVID-19 were found among persons born in higher COVID-19 mortality risk. Policies aiming to
measures Somalia, Lebanon, Syria, Turkey, Iran, and Iraq. reduce disparities in COVID-19 mortality by
Socioeconomic status, number of working-age ethnicity/ country of birth should consider such
household members, and neighborhood population conditions when designing health interventions.
density attenuated up to half of the increased However, it is crucial to continue to study risk factors
COVID-19 mortality risks among the foreign-born.  |explaining migrants' higher prevalence of COVID-19
deaths in order to prevent such disparities in both
Sweden and other countries with substantial migrant
populations.
Sempere- Spain HIC March 1, |International |health outcomes |Cohort |Latin American patients (n=142) had a higher In summary, we observed an increased rate of ICU  |high
Gonzalez et 2020 to migrants of disease: Study proportion of anosmia, rhinorrhea and odynophagia, |admissions among hospitalized adult patients with
al. 2021 April 30, Hospitalisation as well as higher mean levels of platelets and lower |COVID-19 pneumonia from Latin America compared
2020 ICU admission mean levels of ferritin than Spanish patients. No with native Spanish patients. Furthermore, there was

differences were found in oxygen requirement and
mortality at 28 days after admission, but there was a
higher proportion of ICU admissions (28.2% vs.
20.2%, p=0.0310). An increased proportion of ICU
admissions were found in patients from Latin
America compared with native Spanish patients when
adjusted by age and gender, with no significant
differences in in-hospital mortality.

a higher rate of arthromyalgia, cacosmia andanosmia
observed in patients from Latin America. These
differences could be explained by socio-economic
factors or still unknown genetic factors, so further
investigations are needed. Understanding ethnic
disparities can help so as to create health prevention
strategies.
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Vosko & Canada HIC 2020-2021 |Migrant health outcomes | Mixed- | Although estimates vary by source, over 1000 Taking Southern Ontario as its focus, this article medium
Spring 2021 (not workers of disease: Methods: | migrant farmworkers in Ontario tested positive for reveals how the federal government response to
specified) SARS-CoV-2 |Primarily | COVID-19 between April and July 2020. Thus, while | COVID-19 in agriculture perpetuated the effects of
cases Qualitati |Ontario documented 36594 cases by July 2020 (i.e. |longstanding laws and policies requiring migrant
ve 250 per 100000) (...), the rate of infection among farmworkers, circum-scribed in their ability to
Other: Research |migrant farmworkers, 20,015 of whom entered politically mobilize on account of their
effect of Ontario during the spring and summer growing institutionalized deportability, to shoulder
lockdown season, was approximately 4996 cases per 100000 disproportionate amounts of economic, social, and
measures people. (...) The magnitude of illness among migrant |health risks. Centering the transnational character of
farmworkers in Southern Ontario, and Canada more |migrant farmworkers’ renewal, it identifies
broadly, reflects the emphasis, deeply ingrained in meaningful interventions to limit the structural
programs emblematic of migration management such |disempowerment of migrant farmworkers and the
as the SAWP, on keeping labour costs low in the externalization of their social reproduction.
interest of protecting the national food supply.
Warszawski | France HIC May 2020 |International |health outcomes |Cohort |In May 2020, prevalence was significantly higher The role of living conditions on the risk of SARS- high
et al. 2022 to migrants of disease: Study among immigrants born outside Europe (9.2% CoV-2 infection decreased between the first and
November SARS-CoV-2 compared to 5.9% among second-generation second epidemic waves, possibly partly due to the
2020 cases immigrants from outside Europe, and 4.1% in the widespread availability of masks and virological tests
French-born population), but the increased risk at population level. Nevertheless, in November 2020,
disappeared after adjustment for living condition. In  |in a context of less restricted social contacts than
contrast, in November 2020, seroprevalence was during the first lockdown, seroprevalence remained
higher in both first (13.3%) and second (14.4%) higher among healthcare professionals than among
generation immigrants from outside Europe, other professionals, and strongly increased among
compared to 5.3% among French-born and 6.0% young people and racial minorities. These
among European immigrants, and they remained at | populations need special attention, especially for
higher risk even after adjustment for living conditions | adherence to vaccination policies.
(adjusted odds ratio respectively: 2.1 [1.7-2.8] and
2.2[1.8-2.9])
Wiedmeyer et | British HIC January 1, |International |health outcomes |Cross- 4.9% of people with temporary immigration status People with temporary immigration status in BC high
al. 2021 Columbia 2020 to migrants of disease: Sectional |had a positive test for SARS-CoV-2 over this period, |experience higher SARS-CoV-2 test positivity and
July, 31 (including SARS-CoV-2 |Study compared to 4.0% among people with permanent lower access to testing and primary care. Interwoven
2021 international |cases residency and 2.1% among people who hold immigration, health and occupational policies place
students), Canadian citizenship. This pattern is persistent by people in circumstances of higher health risk and will
Migrant Other: sex/gender, age group, neighborhood income quintile, | continue to amplify harms of the COVID pandemic
workers health services health authority, and in both metropolitan and small |unless all levels of government take responsibility.
access urban settings. At the same time we observe lower Extending permanent residency status to all
access to testing and COVID-19 related primary care |immigrants residing in Canada and decoupling access
among people with temporary status. to health care from immigration status are policies
that could reduce precarity due to temporary
immigration status.
Zlot et al. USA HIC February |International |health outcomes |Cohort |Almost 6% of the 2390 PLWH [people living with This study contributes to the evidence that American |high
2021 29,2020 to |migrants of disease: study HIV] tested for COVID-19 had a positive COVID-19 |Indian/Alaska Native, Latinx and younger immigrant
November SARS-CoV-2 result. PLWH with positive results tended to identify |PLWH are at greater risk for other infections, such as
29,2020 cases as American Indian/Alaska Native or Hispanic/ SARS-CoV-2. Our findings of increased risk of

Latinx. Younger (age<50) immigrant PLWH were
more than twice as likely to have a positive COVID-
19 result than did older (age>50) US-born PLWH.

COVID-19 diagnosis among communities of color
and immigrants living with HIV suggest that in order
to effectively create a level playing field, a multi-
system, multi-layered approach that confronts and
dismantles stigma and racism is needed at all levels.
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Drefahl et al. |Sweden HIC March 13, |International |health outcomes |Cohort |Immigrants from low- and middle-income countries |However, the robust finding of elevated mortality medium
2020 2020 to migrants of disease: study from the Middle East and Northern Africa displayed |among immigrants from low- and middle-income
May 7, Mortality more than three times higher mortality among men | countries deviates from findings on other causes of
2020 (HR: 3.13; 95% CI: 2.51, 3.90) and two times higher |death, such as neoplasms or circulatory diseases,
among women (HR: 2.09; 95% CI: 1.52, 2.89), as where immigrants tend to have lower mortality than
compared to those born in Sweden, (...) whereas natives. This finding may help guide governmental
immigrants from other low- and middle-income policy, and may be of relevance for other HIC as
countries experienced more than twice as high well. Better health care resources may need to be
mortality among men (HR: 2.20; 95% CI: 1.81, 2.69) |allocated toward communities with many foreign-
and ~1.5 times higher mortality among women (HR: |born individuals.
1.45;95% CI: 1.12, 1.90). Immigrants from HIC only
displayed 19% higher mortality among men (HR:
1.19; 95% CI: 1.01, 1.39) and 8% higher mortality
among women (HR: 1.08; 95% CI: 0.92, 1.26).
Jaqueti Aroca | Spain HIC (data until) |International |health outcomes |Cross- |PCR was performed on 1,781 patients (1,522 Spanish | The specific situation of the patients in our study, all |medium
et al. 2020 April, 2020 | migrants of disease: Sectional |and 259 immigrants), of which 919 have tested of whom were treated at the hospital, would make it
SARS-CoV-2 |Study positive (51.6%; 782 Spaniards, 51.4%; and 136 difficult to extrapolate our data to patients in general.
cases immigrants, 52.5%). No differences were observed |1
(Odds Ratio: 1.08; 95% CI: 0.95 - 1.24) in the rates
of performing PCR in immigrants (8.4/1,000; 259/30,
723) compared to the Spanish (7.8/1,000;
1,522/195,350).1
Giorgi Rossi | Italy HIC February |International |health outcomes |Cohort |Females had higher prevalence of infection than Identified susceptible populations and fragile patients |high
et al. 2020 27,2020 to |migrants of disease: study males below age 50 (2.61 vs. 1.84 %o), but lower in  |should be considered when setting priorities in public
April 2, Hospitalisation older ages (16.49 vs. 20.86%o over age 80). (...) After | health planning and clinical decision making.
2020 Mortality adjusting for age and comorbidities, men had a higher

risk of hospitalization (HR 1.4 95% CI 1.2 to 1.6) and
of death (HR 1.6, 95% CI 1.2 to 2.1). (...)
Immigrants had a higher risk of hospitalization (HR
1.3,95% CI1 0.99 to 1.81) than Italians and a similar
risk of death.

*: Socioeconomic Development of Country based on the World Bank country classification by income; HIC: High income countries; UMIC: Upper-middle income countries; LMIC: Lower-middle income countries;
LIC: Low income countries.
F: Article in Spanish, results and conclusion cited were translated.
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Based on the sensitivity analysis, few studies were not eligible for the quantitative synthesis and therefore excluded
from the meta-analysis (Supplementary File, Chapter 6.1; pp.103-106). Among the 26 studies reporting on SARS-
CoV-2 cases,?! ¢ 20 were eligible for quantitative synthesis.?!-22:2425,27,29-34,36,37,39-42,44-46

Sample sizes comprised 40,019,567 individuals for cases, 1,310,219 for hospitalisation, 96,691 for ICU admission,
and over five million for mortality. The risk of infection among migrants was 2-33 (95%-CI: 1-88-2-89) times the
risk of non-migrants, with a RD of 7% (95%-CI: 0-02-0-13) (Fig. 2a). Inequalities in infection risk between
migrants and non-migrants living in North America (RR = 2-65; 95%-CI: 1-34-5-26) or northern Europe (RR=
2-81; 95%-CI: 1:99-3-95) seemed to be higher than inequalities observed in southern Europe (RR = 1-70; 95%-
CI: 1-23-2-35), whereby the actual RD compared to non-migrants was 9% (95%-CI: 0-01-0-17) in North America
and 3-4% (95%-CI: 0-00-0-05; 0-01-0-08) in European countries (Fig. 2b).

Figure 2a: Forest Plot of Relative Risk (A) and Risk Difference (B) of SARS-CoV-2 cases between migrants
and non-migrants
Legend: Events: SARS-CoV-2 cases; Population: denominators; CI: Confidence Interval; 12 and Tau2: Measures
of heterogeneity. Labberton et al. grouped migrants into two subgroups (foreign-born/foreign-born parents), hence
the study appears twice in the analysis.3* The same applies to Warszawski et al. who reported cases for May and
November 2020.%

Figure 2b: Forest Plot of Relative Risk (A) and Risk Difference (B) of SARS-CoV-2 cases between migrants
and non-migrants by geographical region of study

Legend: Events: SARS-CoV-2 cases; Population: denominators; CI: Confidence Interval; 12 and Tau2: Measures
of heterogeneity. Labberton et al. grouped migrants into two subgroups (foreign-born/foreign-born parents), hence
the study appears twice in the analysis.3* The same applies to Warszawski et al. who reported cases for May and
November 2020.4

International migrants turned out to be the main migrant category studied (i.e., 76% of studies), and were mostly
defined by indicators such as region of origin, country of birth, language, or nationality. We grouped studies based
on the underlying indicators of migratory status and provide an explorative subgroup analysis in the supplement
(Figure S16, p.118). Among these groups, inequalities in infection risk compared to non-migrants were highest in
migrants living in any kind of shared accommodation (refugee camp, dormitory, detention facility) (RR = 3-91;
95%-CI: 1:71-8-97), albeit with wide PI indicating high between study variations.?!*** Infection risk in migrants
whose migratory status was defined by residence status, nationality of parents, country of birth, or region of origin
was more than twice the risk of non-migrants (with narrow PIs), but inequalities were less pronounced among
foreign workers and when migration status was defined via language (Supplementary File, Figure S16, p.118).

13 studies reported on hospitalisation of migrant and non-migrant SARS-CoV-2 infected individuals,?7-28323439.47-
5% whereof nine studies were eligible for quantitative synthesis.?’:2832343947:4851.54  Qyerall, the risk of
hospitalisation appeared to be similar among both population groups (RR = 1-05; 95%-CI: 0-80-1-37) (Fig. 3).
However, studies from southern Europe showed a lower risk in migrants compared to non-migrants,’!* whereas
studies conducted in northern Europe reported slightly elevated risk among migrants (Fig. 3).27:28,32,34.39.48

Figure 3: Forest Plot of Relative Risk (A) and Risk Difference (B) of hospitalised cases between migrants
and non-migrants

Legend: Events: hospitalised cases; Population: denominators (SARS-CoV-2 cases); CI: Confidence Interval; 12
and Tau2: Measures of heterogeneity.

The meta-analysis of the outcome ICU admission included eight out of ten studies and showed 1-36 (95%-CI:
1-04-1-78) times the risk in migrants compared to non-migrants (Fig. 4). 27:40:47:51.54-59 The risk difference among
the groups was relatively low (RD = 0-04; 95%-CI: -0-00-0-07) (Fig. 4).

Figure 4: Forest Plot of Relative Risk (A) and Risk Difference (B) of ICU admissions between migrants and
non-migrants

Legend: Events: ICU admissions; Population: denominators (hospitalised cases); CI: Confidence Interval; 12 and
Tau2: Measures of heterogeneity.

As for mortality, 16 out of 18 studies were eligible for meta-analysis (Supplementary File, pp.112-
117).27:28,39,4047,51,53,56-66 Styydies with mortality as outcome used different denominators: hospitalised cases vs. all-
deaths within the respective time-period and geographic region. This resulted in different trends and patterns of
inequality. With hospitalised cases as denominator for incident deaths, the mortality risk in migrants was almost
half that of non-migrants (RR = 0-47; 95%-CI: 0-30-0-73) with a risk difference of -7% (95%-CI: -0-12-(-0-02))
(Fig. 5) based on a sample size of 22,561 study participants. If studies reported excess mortality (i.e. using all-
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deaths in the population), the risk for fatal outcomes due to or associated with SARS-CoV-2 was 1-31 (95%-CI:
0-95-1-80) the risk in migrants compared to non-migrants, however the difference between the groups was
comparably low (RD = 0-03; 95%-CI: -0-02-0-09) (Fig. 5). For this analysis 5,062,317 study participants were
included.

Figure 5: Forest Plot of Relative Risk and Risk Difference of mortality between migrants and non-migrants
for hospitalised cases A) and B) and based on all deaths C) and D)

Legend: Events: SARS-CoV-2-related deaths; Population: denominators (hospitalised cases A) and B); all deaths
C) and D)); CI: Confidence Interval; I2 and Tau2: Measures of heterogeneity.

The qualitative synthesis was based on 44 high- to moderate-quality articles and provided insights into the
syndemic nature of the COVID-19 pandemic by showing the complex interactions between social- and COVID-
19-related factors that have resulted in relative disadvantages for migrants.*>¢7-1% Figure 6 illustrates exposures,
risks, and impact of COVID-19 measures as well as sources of resilience for migrant populations, each at micro-,
meso-, macro-levels (i.e., at the level of the individual, the family/community, and state/society, including policies
and institutions such as the healthcare system or the labour market). Factors in the different categories and on the
different levels interacted and compromised the physical and psychosocial health of migrants in severe and
sometimes unique ways.

Our synthesis shows that migrants faced exposures at meso- and macro-level; among these crowded housing
conditions, and lack of work security, and/or governmental support emerged as particularly critical.**67.77:103,108
Some studies further pointed to the role of social norms in creating exposures, describing e.g. that some (more
communitarian) communities may tend to put pressure on their members to participate in gatherings and events.
Risks (e.g., higher risk of infection) existed at all three levels. At the individual level, the included studies identified
unaffordability of personal protective equipment, low health literacy and language barriers.®”-’*" These risk factors
can be cross-referenced to the macro-level, as other studies reported late, insufficient or no provision of health
information in ways that accommodate linguistic diversity formal barriers to health services and distrust in
institutions, including public health services.®’-” Risks at the meso-level include the (threat of) penalisation of
preventive and response measures by employers and camp managers, which may deter migrants, e.g., from
demanding protective equipment or testing.

Among the impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic and pandemic measures, three interrelated individual-level factors
figured prominently across the literature: economic consequences of lockdown measures (such as job loss),
impacts on migration prospects, and trajectories (mainly related to disruption of migration related services such as
visas and work permit renewal or the processing of asylum applications), which put migrants in states of legal and
social insecurity, and, as a corollary, uncertaintiecs and fears of failing one’s migration
project,0871:73.75.77.80.83,.88,90.9599 These factors are intertwined with meso-level factors: e.g., the inability to fulfil
social roles (such as acting as the family’s breadwinner, sending remittances), impacted social and family
dynamics, including gender and intergenerational roles).%7>80.858%.90.102 Byrther, impacts on the macro-level
include increased discrimination and, in some settings, the effects of differential pandemic measures. For instance,
migrants in camp-like settings (e.g. asylum-seekers, refugees, labour migrants in congregate housing) as well as
in-house domestic workers were often subjected to severe mobility restrictions; also in many camp-like settings,
collective response measures such as mass quarantine or labour quarantine were imposed on the residents. Our
analysis thus highlights the severe, to some extent unique, and in part unintended consequences of pandemic
control measures for migrants.5%71:7280.81.9094.104 Nore than the pandemic itself, these unintended consequences of
pandemic measures have contributed significantly to the severe psychosocial impact on migrants. -3

Figure 6: Risks and impacts related to Covid-19 and pandemic measures for migrants: A summary of
qualitative research findings

Our analysis pinpoints sources of individual, community and systemic resilience that can counteract some of the
above described exposures, risks and impacts of pandemic measures. Among the main individual-level sources of
resilience are optimistic framings of the crisis (e.g., “We’ve been through worse.”) and the exchange with family
and peers via internet and social media. Mutual (material and/ or psychosocial) support as well as decent work
conditions that allow for a sense of control and participation are important community-level sources of resilience.
Macro-level sources of resilience include access to governmental assistance, the tailored provision of health
information, trust in the authorities, and legal status, which is key to being able to assert one’s rights. Effective
intersectoral exchange and collaboration enhance health system resilience. However, our analysis also shows that
many of these sources of resilience have been inaccessible or unavailable for migrants during the COVID-19
pandemic, especially those on meso- and macro-levels.*>”’

Eventually, our analysis highlights the multifaceted interrelations among the various factors in the different
categories and on the different levels, with some key factors triggering cascading effects and feedback loops (Panel
4).
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Panel 4: Cascading effects and feedback loops for different migrant groups deriving from pandemic control
measures

Vignette a) “Migrants with precarious legal status”

The pandemic-related closure of offices and services obstructed the renewal of residence and work permits for
migrants with precarious legal status. Informal labour markets were severely impacted by pandemic measures,
leading to widespread loss of jobs and livelihoods, with no social safety nets in place. The resulting legal and
economic insecurities amplified existing power differentials, put migrants at risk of exploitation, and generated
major psychosocial distress due to the uncertain future prospects in the host country. The pressure to send money
to families and communities in their home countries exacerbated such distress. The coping strategies of migrants
and their families sometimes involved extremely hazardous employment, including child labour and survival
prostitution. This, in turn, increased the exposure to and risk of a SARS-CoV-2 infection, but also other health
issues such as injuries, sexually transmittable diseases, violence, unwanted pregnancies, and ill mental health.
Adverse social consequences include descent into extreme poverty, food insecurity, impacts on children’s
education, stigma, and tensions within families over changing gender and intergenerational roles. Access to social
and health services, including tailored services such as walk-in clinics for uninsured patients, were also
compromised due to the pandemic. The only available source of material and psychosocial support were often
informal networks based on kinship, diaspora and/or religious communities.

(Synthesis based on Babuc 2021, Da Mosto et al. 2021, Knights et al. 2021, Filippi & Giliberti 2021, Im & George
2021, Martuscelli 2021, Sabar et al. 2021, Sano & Della Puppa 2021, Sohel et al. 2021, Thomas et al. 2021, Yee
etal. 2021, Zambrano-Barragan et al. 2021)

Vignette b): “Migrant domestic care workers”

Domestic care workers faced particularly strict pandemic measures and related changes in their working
conditions: With their work permit and visa often bound to a specific client/employer, many had to accept severe
mobility restrictions, namely cohabitation with their client in combination with strict curfews, and increased
workloads (e.g. more cleaning and washing), alongside obligatory quarantine and testing measures, in order to
keep their job. Cohabitation with the client meant a loss of personal freedom and privacy, longer working hours,
constant availability, less rest and breaks, and more stress. Non-compliance with health and safety protection such
as a lack of protective equipment or of paid sick leave was frequently noted. This increased health risks for
domestic workers, including burnout and other mental health problems. Domestic workers were very concerned
about being terminated due to a SARS-CoV-2 infection or for other health reasons, and in some studies they
describe their work situation during the pandemic as a “prison” or as being trapped in a climate of constant control,
abuse and fear, with no options to leave an employer without also losing their work permit and visa.

In studies which described their situation in positive terms (e.g., as having a safe job and income and a safe place
to stay), such framings depended on the quality of the relationship with the employer/client, and decent
employment practices (e.g., ensuring the worker’s day off and participation in familial decision-making). Being
able to communicate with the family back home during the pandemic, e.g. via social media, was described as
another source of resilience — and at the same time as potential stressor. Many migrant domestic care workers
continued being responsible for their (left behind) families in the home country. This double responsibility of care
translated into a “dual-country experience of the pandemic”; i.e. worries for the health and well-being of the family
back home, increased pressure to send remittances, alongside the (often sole) responsibility for the care and health
of the client in the host country.

(Synthesis based on: de Diego-Cordero et al. 2022, Lui et al. 2021, Kaur-Gill et al. 2021, Kuhlmann et al. 2020,
Nasol & Francisco-Menchavez 2021, Sabar et al. 2021, Sanna 2021)

Among all 241 studies (Supplementary File, Table S6; p. 35ff) we identified seven studies (2-9% of all studies)
that investigated vaccination coverage among migrants either empirically or anticipated by statistical
models.?”781014 Two modelling studies with medium and low quality recommended to include migrants in the
national vaccination strategy to prevent COVID-19 incidence and ensure cost-effectiveness.!!!'* One medium
quality study reported vaccination coverage within a Spanish prison but focussed on vaccination effectiveness of
the respective vaccine.’” Three studies of high and medium quality from the European context reported lower
vaccination rates among migrants (i.e., foreign-born) in comparison to the non-foreign-born population.’ 10112
The opposite, namely higher vaccination uptake among migrants compared to local residents was found in a
medium quality study conducted in Nanjing and Chizhou, China.!!#
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DISCUSSION

Our meta-analysis quantified inequalities between migrants and non-migrants in risk of COVID-19 infection,
hospitalisation, ICU-admission, and death. We found that the incidence risk was more than twice the risk among
migrants than among non-migrants, and was about seven percentage-points higher on average. Inequalities tended
to be more pronounced in Northern Europe and North America, and lower in Southern Europe. These differences
could be related to differences in access to health systems (e.g., based on legal status), in testing policies and
management of SARS-CoV-2 cases, or in environmental risks (e.g., occupation and accommodation). Migrants in
camps or other forms of institutionalised/shared accommodation appeared to be at highest risk of infection, albeit
PIs for the subgroup analysis by migrant categories were extremely broad and overlapped (indicating high
heterogeneity between studies within subgroups), so that differences should be interpreted with care.

We found no evidence for inequalities in risk of hospitalisation, which stands in contrast to inequalities observed
between ethnic minorities and majority populations, indicating that different mechanisms are at play in the pathway
between health and ethnicity versus migration.''> However, our meta-analysis indicates that, once infected and
hospitalised, migrants may have experienced more severe courses of disease: the risk of being admitted to ICU
was 36% higher in relative, and 4 percentage-points higher in absolute terms among migrants compared to non-
migrants (albeit with broad PIs). While the share of migrants in deaths among hospitalised cases was lower (likely
due to age differences), their share among deaths at population-level measured by excess-mortality was 31% higher
in relative, and three percentage-points higher in absolute terms, compared to resident populations in respective
studies.

Intersections among COVID-19-related exposures, risks, and impacts of pandemic measures in migrant
populations compromised their physical and mental health in severe and sometimes unique ways. Cascading
effects and feedback loops became evident, highlighting the syndemic nature of the COVID-19 pandemic.!!%!”
Yet, we also found (potential) sources of resilience, indicating entry points for measurements (e.g., support from
non-governmental organisations, peers or the local community) to improve migrants’ conditions in health
emergencies. Overall, the qualitative results highlight the key role of socio-economic and work-related precarity,
in combination with legal precarity.3¢°! This is further underscored by studies, which describe that different
States (i.e., Austria, Canada, and Italy) approved special policies to recruit migrant workers amid lockdown to
work as fruit pickers and in other agricultural sectors, often in precarious labour contexts.*>869% Asylum seekers
and other undocumented migrants were also absorbed in “essential” sectors to meet labour shortages.!!® These
examples illustrate the reliance of global economies of production on certain migrants as a captive and cheap
workforce. And at the same time the COVID-19 pandemic has also shown that the same business models
systematically shift the social costs of labour, including health risks, to the migrant workers themselves.!!* The
qualitative results thus underscore the importance of a political economy-perspective to understand the structures
that generate and sustain social and health inequities for migrants. Sub-regional and regional governance structures
that promote trade and mobility for economic cooperation, need to ensure migrant health as a key requisite of
development. There is a critical need for governments, international organisations, civil society and migrant
communities to engage with private sector, employers and industries in which migrant workers are overrepresented
in precarious work contexts, with low-wages and with an irregular status. The underutilisation of the domain of
work, including occupational health programs, in addressing the health of migrants is indeed truly a missed
opportunity for global health.!2

We found a high degree of heterogeneity among studies regarding the design, migrant populations, quality of data,
and countries of studies. Poor reporting in primary studies raised considerable challenges in meta-analysis. This
was most pronounced for mortality due to the use of different denominators: hospitalised SARS-CoV-2 cases or
all-cause deaths in the total population. These two ways of reporting mortality have been identified by Karanikolos
and McKee as a factor which substantially limits the comparability of COVID-19-related mortality between
countries.'?! Our review underlines the need for harmonised reporting in future health emergencies to ensure
comparability of mortality estimates across countries and studies. The trend to lower mortality in hospitalised cases
is dependent on testing strategies, and adjustment for age and comorbidities, which was not always performed in
primary studies yielding estimates prone to confounding. In contrast, excess rates of age- and sex-standardised
mortality are more likely to reflect the true mortality risks. In view of this, our results show that migrants tended
to be at considerably higher risk of death associated with COVID-19 than non-migrants during the pandemic (until
11/2021).

The strength of this review is the synthesis of all (high to moderate quality) evidence from qualitative and
quantitative studies on health-related impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic on migrants worldwide. The analysis of
the interconnectedness of exposure, risk, and impact of pandemic measures at micro-, meso-, and macro-levels
benefitted from qualitative research, which captures social phenomena in their complexity and within their
particular context, thereby allowing us to contextualise findings. Despite an overwhelmingly broad landscape of
literature, however, our knowledge of some groups and migration phases still remains scarce and sketchy, for
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example, related to labour migrants, undocumented migrants, migrants with disabilities, elderly migrants,
returnees, migrants in transit or in pre-migration phases. Countries of studies were mainly destination countries so
that evidence is skewed toward COVID-19-related migrant health in the post-migration phase. Further efforts are
required to better reflect health-related aspects of the complex migration trajectory.

The meta-analysis provides valuable evidence of the magnitude of COVID-19-related inequalities, despite being
limited by the striking heterogeneity of underlying primary studies. Cautious interpretation is required, however,
due to poor quality of reporting in primary quantitative studies. We could not adjust the RR for age and sex because
the data were either not reported or even unavailable to the authors of primary studies upon request. This highlights
the urgent need to improve the reporting quality and primary data in studies presenting migration-stratified
outcomes. The broad search enabled to include studies from different research fields, but this posed a challenge to
the applicability of the quality appraisal tools. For 15 studies, only a few questions of the JBI checklists were
applicable. We included English, German and Spanish articles, so that other languages, e.g., French, Chinese or
Arabic, could not be considered and thus studies from respective countries may not have been included.

Our review sheds a glaring light on the lack of evidence on important measures of pandemic response, such as
vaccination coverage among migrants, not only until the end of 2021. Updating our search in the WHO COVID-
19 research database on vaccination coverage among migrants for the years 2022 and 2023 resulted in 204 hits
(April 2023). Of these, only about 15 studies addressing this topic could be identified after screening titles to report
vaccination coverage/uptake/rates among the respective migrant populations. As with the search for this review,
the focus of the research appears to be on vaccination hesitancy, knowledge and attitudes toward COVID-19
vaccination, or different ethnic groups, rather than on coverage rates in migrants as defined previously. The
scarcity and poor quality of reporting of studies points to the weakness of Health Information Systems (HIS) to
provide reliable data on key aspects of migrant health such as vaccination coverage, by the end of 2021, and even
in 2023. The lack of harmonisation across different migrant categories and outcome measures puts validity and
comparability of findings at risk. Our findings hence call for urgent implementation of recommendations and WHO
technical guidance to enhance the integration and availability of migrant indicators in HIS.!?>!23 This requires
urgent action in the post-COVID-19 recovery phase to bridge the divides between health and migration governance
by means of effective collaboration structures at all levels of government (local, national, international).!?*
Monitoring migrant health should be considered an essential component of pandemic preparedness, and future
national plans must secure an adequate inclusion of migrant groups which promote social and health equity. This
includes anticipation and prevention of unequal effects or unintended (negative) consequences of the pandemic on
migrant health that are exacerbated by language barriers, stigma and discrimination, and by financial,
administrative and legal barriers to health systems.
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Migrants

554

45
1126304
596
16166
249
90585
715238
8228
193654
816
912043
199518
56221
335
472
20301
153
902
259
951
3337

3346927

Non—-Migrants

100
25
88646
1171
351717
91
490872
16416
3160
14903
20
53890
44315
77553
67

14
856

6

22
782
612
3172

Events Population Events Population

554

305
4146593
9542
9979856
2083
2639042
3656036
110072
528101
1257
4582626
4383108
10816286
836
1572
131599
64

629
1522
9769
54296

41055748

Risk Ratio

0.2

I
0.5

lowered

1

elevated

RR

4.25
2.17
1.96
1.54
5.16
3.68
1.58
2.94
3.58
2.35
2.77
2.67
4.75
2.74
2.72
3.09
1.36
1.05
1.78
1.02
1.39
1.49

2.33

95%-Cl Weight

[3.54; 5.10]
[1.04; 4.51]
[1.94; 1.98]
[1.30; 1.84]
[5.00; 5.34]
[2.60; 5.21]
[1.56; 1.59]
[2.86; 3.01]
[3.33; 3.85]
[2.29: 2.40]
[1.62; 4.76]
[2.63; 2.71]
[4.65; 4.85]
[2.59; 2.91]
[2.00; 3.69]
[1.46; 6.53]
[1.15; 1.59]
[0.42; 2.57]
[1.10; 2.88]
[0.90; 1.16]
[1.12; 1.73]
[1.33; 1.67]

4.9%
3.0%
5.1%
4.9%
5.1%
4.4%
5.1%
5.1%
5.0%
5.1%
3.7%
5.1%
5.1%
5.0%
4.5%
3.0%
4.9%
2.5%
3.9%
5.0%
4.8%
5.0%

[1.88; 2.89] 100.0%

[0.88; 6.16]

B) Risk difference (RD) of Covid—19 cases

Author (geographic region)

Ngiam et al. (Asia) 425
Johnson—-Agbakwu et al. (North America) 8
Wiedmeyer et al. (North America) 47259
Otto et al. (North America) 113
Casanova et al. (North America) 2942
Zlot et al. (North America) 40
Kjollesdal & Magnusson (North Europe) 26547
Kjollesdal et al. (North Europe) 9434
Holmberg et al. (North Europe) 845
Methi et al. (North Europe) 12827
Brinkmann et al. (North Europe) 36
Labberton et al. 1 (North Europe) 28642
Labberton et al. 2 (North Europe) 9575
Kondilis et al. (South Europe) 1106
Mallet et al. (South Europe) 73
Pagani et al. (South Europe) 13
Guijarro et al. (South Europe) 179
Marco et al. (South Europe) 15
D'Ambrosi et al. (South Europe) 56
Jaqueti Aroca et al. (South Europe) 136
Warszawski et al. 1 (South Europe) 83
Warszawski et al. 2 (South Europe) 291

Random effects model
Prediction interval

Heterogeneity: 1° = 100%, T = 0.0144 [0.0084; 0.0303], X5, = 13733.18 (p = 0)

Test for overall effect; tog9 = 2.80 (p = 0.01)

Migrants
Events Population Events Population

554

45
1126304
596
16166
249
90585
715238
8228
193654
816
912043
199518
56221
335
472
20301
153
902
259
951
3337

3346927

Non—Migrants

100
25
88646
1171
351717
91
490872
16416
3160
14903
20
53890
44315
77553
67

14
856

6

22
782
612
3172

554

305
4146593
9542
9979856
2083
2639042
3656036
110072
528101
1257
4582626
4383108
10816286
836
1572
131599
64

629
1522
9769
54296

41055748

Risk Difference RD

+— 0.59
0.10

NF 0.02
&= 0.07
- 0.15

3 0.12

0.11

O 0.01
+ 0.07

0.04
= 0.03
| 0.02
o 0.04
o 0.01
0.14
I 0.02
o 0.00
0.00
+ 0.03
0.01
= 0.02
o 0.03

- 0.07

-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 04 0.6
lowered elevated

95%-Cl Weight

[0.54; 0.63]
[-0.02; 0.21]
[0.02; 0.02]
[0.03; 0.10]
[0.14; 0.15]
[0.07; 0.16]
[0.10; 0.11]
[0.01; 0.01]
[0.07; 0.08]
[ 0.04; 0.04]
[0.01; 0.04]
[0.02; 0.02]
[ 0.04; 0.04]
[0.01; 0.01]
[0.09; 0.19]
[ 0.00; 0.03]
[ 0.00; 0.00]
[0.08; 0.09]
[0.01; 0.05]
[-0.05; 0.08]
[0.01; 0.04]
[0.02; 0.04]

4.5%
3.8%
4.7%
4.6%
4.7%
4.5%
4.7%
4.7%
4.7%
4.7%
4.6%
4.7%
4.7%
4.7%
4.5%
4.6%
4.7%
4.1%
4.6%
4.3%
4.6%
4.7%

[0.02; 0.13] 100.0%

[-0.18; 0.33]


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.03.23293586
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

b

“avdaiivavie Wil v U211 1IN

A) Risk ratio (RR) of Covid—19 cases

Author

Johnson—-Agbakwu et al.

Wiedmeyer et al.
Otto et al.
Casanova et al.
Zlot et al.

Kjollesdal & Magnusson

Kjollesdal et al.
Holmberg et al.
Methi et al.
Brinkmann et al.
Labberton et al. 1
Labberton et al. 2

Kondilis et al.
Mallet et al.

Pagani et al.
Guijarro et al.
Marco et al.
D'Ambrosi et al.
Jaqueti Aroca et al.
Warszawski et al. 1
Warszawski et al. 2

Ngiam et al.

Random effects model

Prediction interval

8
47259
113
2942
40

26547
9434
845
12827
36
28642
9575

1106
73
13

179
15
56

136
83

201

425

Migrants
Events Population Events Population

45
1126304
596
16166
249

90585
715238
8228
193654
816
912043
199518

56221
335
472

20301
153
902
259
951

3337

554

3346927

Non—-Migrants

25
88646
1171
351717
91

490872
16416
3160
14903
20
53890
44315

77553
67

14
856

6

22
782
612
3172

100

305
4146593
9542
9979856
2083

2639042
3656036
110072
528101
1257
4582626
4383108

10816286
836

1572
131599
64

629

1522
9769
54296

554

41055748

SN R TRV T TRl T h

Risk Ratio

0.1

-
T
| | | |
05 1 2
lowered elevated

Heterogeneity: 1° = 100%, T = 0.2056 [0.1116; 0.4216], X5, = 13606.90 (p = 0)
Test for overall effect; tog, = 8.27 (p < 0.01)
Test for subgroup differences: xg =31.59,df =3 (p <0.01)

RR

2.17
1.96
1.54
5.16
3.68

1.58
2.94
3.58
2.35
2.77
2.67
4.75

2.74
2.72
3.09
1.36
1.05
1.78
1.02
1.39
1.49

4.25

2.33

95%-Cl Weight

[1.04;
[1.94;
[1.30;
[5.00;
[2.60;

[1.56;
[2.86;
[3.33;
[2.29;
[1.62;
[2.63;
[4.65;

[2.59;
[2.00;
[1.46;
[1.15;
[0.42;
[1.10;
[0.90;
[1.12;
[1.33;

[3.54;

[1.88;
[0.88;

4.51]
1.98]
1.84]
5.34]
5.21]

1.59]
3.01]
3.85]
2.40]
4.76]
2.71]
4.85]

2.91]
3.69]
6.53]
1.59]
2.57]
2.88]
1.16]
1.73]
1.67]

5.10]

3.0%
5.1%
4.9%
5.1%
4.4%

5.1%
5.1%
5.0%
5.1%
3.7%
5.1%
5.1%

5.0%
4.5%
3.0%
4.9%
2.5%
3.9%
5.0%
4.8%
5.0%

4.9%

2.89] 100.0%

6.16]

B) Risk difference (RD) of Covid—19 cases

Author

Johnson—-Agbakwu et al.

Wiedmeyer et al.
Otto et al.
Casanova et al.
Zlot et al.

Kjollesdal & Magnusson

Kjollesdal et al.
Holmberg et al.
Methi et al.
Brinkmann et al.
Labberton et al. 1
Labberton et al. 2

Kondilis et al.
Mallet et al.

Pagani et al.
Guijarro et al.
Marco et al.
D'Ambrosi et al.
Jaqueti Aroca et al.
Warszawski et al. 1
Warszawski et al. 2

Ngiam et al.

Random effects model

Prediction interval

Heterogeneity: 1° = 100%, T = 0.0144 [0.0084; 0.0303], X5, = 13733.18 (p = 0)

8
47259
113
2942
40

26547
9434
845
12827
36
28642
9575

1106
73
13

179
15
56

136
83

201

425

Migrants
Events Population Events Population

45
1126304
596
16166
249

90585
715238
8228
193654
816
912043
199518

56221
335
472

20301
153
902
259
951

3337

554

3346927

Test for overall effect: t,99 = 2.80 (p = 0.01)
Test for subgroup differences: xg =461.10, df =3 (p < 0.01)

Non—-Migrants

25
88646
1171
351717
91

490872
16416
3160
14903
20
53890
44315

77553
67

14
856

6

22
782
612
3172

100

305
4146593
9542
9979856
2083

2639042
3656036
110072
528101
1257
4582626
4383108

10816286
836

1572
131599
64

629

1522
9769
54296

554

41055748

Risk Difference

-

RD

0.10
0.02
0.07
0.15
0.12

0.11
0.01
0.07
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.04

0.01
0.14
0.02
0.00
0.00
0.03
0.01
0.02
0.03

— 0.59

95%—-Cl Weight

[-0.02; 0.21]
[0.02; 0.02]
[0.03; 0.10]
[0.14; 0.15]
[0.07; 0.16]

[0.10; 0.11]
[0.01; 0.01]
[0.07; 0.08]
[ 0.04; 0.04]
[0.01; 0.04]
[0.02; 0.02]
[ 0.04; 0.04]

[0.01; 0.01]
[0.09; 0.19]
[ 0.00; 0.03]
[ 0.00; 0.00]
[-0.08; 0.09]
[0.01; 0.05]
[0.05; 0.08]
[0.01; 0.04]
[0.02; 0.04]

[0.54; 0.63]

3.8%
4.7%
4.6%
4.7%
4.5%

4.7%
4.7%
4.7%
4.7%
4.6%
4.7%
4.7%

4.7%
4.5%
4.6%
4.7%
4.1%
4.6%
4.3%
4.6%
4.7%

4.5%

0.07 [0.02;0.13] 100.0%

-0.6

-0.4

|
-0.2
lowered

0

0.2
elevated

04 0.6

[-0.18; 0.33]
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A) Risk ratio (RR) of Covid—19 related hospitalisations

Author (geographic region)

Al Awaidy et al. (Asia) 2351
Indseth et al. (North Europe) 535
Kjollesdal et al. (North Europe) 747
Methi et al. (North Europe) 1250
Labberton et al. (North Europe) 1347
Coyer et al. (North Europe) 319
Holmberg et al. (North Europe) 135
Fabiani et al. (South Europe) 4884
Sempere—-Gonzalez et al. (South Europe) 19

Random effects model
Prediction interval

Heterogeneity: 1° = 99%, T° = 0.1155 [0.0494; 0.4094], x5 = 1048.42 (p < 0.01)

Test for overall effect: t; g =0.40 (p = 0.70)

Migrants

28523
4931
9432

12827

28642

486534
845
15507
142

587383

Non—-Migrants

6609
964
1138
996
1741
204
488
75432
83

Events Population Events Population

40859
11301
16419
14903
53890
386521
3160
195225
558

722836

Risk Ratio

0.5

lowered

I
1

elevated

RR

0.51
1.27
1.14
1.46
1.46
1.24
1.03
0.82
0.90

1.05

95%—Cl

[0.49; 0.53]
[1.15; 1.41]
[1.05; 1.25]
[1.35; 1.58]
[1.36; 1.56]
[1.04; 1.48]
[0.87; 1.23]
[0.80; 0.83]
[0.57; 1.43]

[0.80; 1.37]
[0.45; 2.46]

Weight

11.7%
11.5%
11.6%
11.6%
11.7%
11.0%
11.0%
11.8%

8.0%

100.0%

B) Risk difference (RD) of Covid—19 related hospitalisations

Non—Migrants

Author (geographic region)

Al Awaidy et al. (Asia) 2351
Indseth et al. (North Europe) 535
Kjollesdal et al. (North Europe) 747
Methi et al. (North Europe) 1250
Labberton et al. (North Europe) 1347
Coyer et al. (North Europe) 319
Holmberg et al. (North Europe) 135
Fabiani et al. (South Europe) 4884
Sempere—Gonzalez et al. (South Europe) 19

Random effects model
Prediction interval

Migrants
Events Population Events Population

28523
4931
9432

12827

28642

486534
845
15507
142

587383

6609
964
1138
996
1741
204
488
75432
83

Heterogeneity: 1° = 100%, > = 0.0017 [0.0008; 0.0058], X; = 1607.91 (p = 0)

Test for overall effect: t; 7 = -0.64 (p = 0.54)

40859
11301
16419
14903
53890
386521
3160
195225
558

722836

Risk Difference

I
-0.1

-0.05
lowered

I
0

0.05
elevated

I
0.1

RD

-0.08
0.02
0.01
0.03
0.01
0.00
0.01

—-0.07

—-0.01

—-0.01

95%—Cl

[-0.08; —0.07]
[0.01; 0.03]
[ 0.00; 0.02]
[0.02; 0.04]
[0.01; 0.02]
[ 0.00; 0.00]
[-0.02; 0.03]
[-0.08; —0.06]
[-0.08; 0.05]

[-0.04; 0.02]
[-0.11; 0.09]

Weight

11.8%
11.6%
11.7%
11.7%
11.8%
11.8%
10.5%
11.7%

7.3%

100.0%
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A) Risk ratio (RR) of Covid—19 cases in ICUs

Author (geographic region)

Kalani et al. (Asia)

Hamadah et al. (Asia)

Al Awaidy et al. (Asia)

Holmberg et al. (North Europe)

Norman et al. (South Europe)

Fabiani et al. (South Europe)
Diaz—-Menendez et al. (South Europe)
Sempere—-Gonzalez et al. (South Europe)

Random effects model
Prediction interval

15
40
426
38
71
549
25
40

Migrants

132
829
2351
135
389
4884
486
142

9348

Non—-Migrants
Events Population Events Population

31
11
763
109
187
9066
50
110

Heterogeneity: 1° = 91%, T° = 0.0570 [0.0142; 0.2486], x> = 77.22 (p < 0.01)

Test for overall effect: t5 4 = 2.90 (p = 0.03)

266
294
6609
488
1956
75432
1740
558

87343

Risk Ratio

I
0.5

lowered

I
1

elevated

RR

0.98
1.29
1.57
1.26
1.91
0.94
1.79
1.43

1.36

95%—Cl

[0.55; 1.74]
[0.67; 2.48]
[1.41; 1.75]
[0.92; 1.73]
[1.49; 2.45]
[0.86; 1.01]
[1.12; 2.86]
[1.05; 1.95]

[1.04; 1.78]
[0.68; 2.73]

Weight

7.4%
6.4%
17.9%
12.9%
14.6%
18.3%
9.4%
13.1%

100.0%

B) Risk difference (RD) of Covid—19 cases in ICUs

Author (geographic region)

Kalani et al. (Asia)

Hamadah et al. (Asia)

Al Awaidy et al. (Asia)

Holmberg et al. (North Europe)

Norman et al. (South Europe)

Fabiani et al. (South Europe)
Diaz—Menendez et al. (South Europe)
Sempere—-Gonzalez et al. (South Europe)

Random effects model
Prediction interval

15
40
426
38
71
549
25
40

Migrants
Events Population Events Population

132
829
2351
135
389
4884
486
142

9348

Non—-Migrants

31
11
763
109
187
9066
50
110

Heterogeneity: 1° = 90%, T° = 0.0011 [0.0003; 0.0056], x5 = 73.12 (p < 0.01)

Test for overall effect: t5 5 = 2.48 (p = 0.05)

266
294
6609
488
1956
75432
1740
558

87343

Risk Difference RD

~0.00
0.01
0.07
0.06
: 0.09
- -0.01
0.02
0.08

0.04

-0.15 -0.1 -0.05 O 0.05 0.1 0.15
lowered elevated

95%—-Cl Weight

8.6%
15.2%
16.5%

6.6%
12.7%
17.4%
16.0%

6.9%

[-0.07; 0.06]
[-0.02; 0.04]
[ 0.05; 0.08]
[-0.03; 0.14]
[0.05; 0.13]
[-0.02; 0.00]
[ 0.00; 0.04]
[0.00; 0.17]

[-0.00; 0.07] 100.0%
[-0.06; 0.13]
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A) Risk ratio (RR) of Covid—19 associated deaths of hospitalised cases
Non—-Migrants

Migrants
Author (geographic region)

Nair et al. (Asia) 65 2354
Ngiam et al. (Asia) 0 425
Hamadah et al. (Asia) 30 829
Kalani et al. (Asia) 10 132
Indseth et al. (North Europe) 31 535
Methi et al. (North Europe) 54 1250
Holmberg et al. (North Europe) 6 38
Martin—Sanchez et al. (South Europe) 69 1498
Rossi et al. (South Europe) 6 64
Norman et al. (South Europe) 40 389
Random effects model 7514

Prediction interval

2
1

16
2
4

30

2
10
18
22
17
20
09
11
43

Events Population Events Population

Heterogeneity: 1° = 81%, T° = 0.2527 [0.0823; 1.6095], x; = 47.59 (p < 0.01)

Test for overall effect: t; 7 =-3.98 (p < 0.01)

C) Risk ratio (RR) of Covid—19 associated deaths (all deaths)

Non—-Migrants

Migrants
Author (geographic region)

Horner et al. (North America) 261 100000 130
Lusk & Chandra (North America) 459 27223 12947
Aradhya et al. (North Europe) 641 492399 3330
Rostila et al. (North Europe) 438 1336 1016
Drefahl et al. (North Europe) 720 2582 2406
Canevelli et al. (South Europe) 68 16402 2619
Random effects model 639942

Prediction interval

Events Population Events Population

95%—-Cl

[0.43; 1.01]
[0.01; 0.75]
[0.53; 2.15]
[0.53; 2.36]
[0.18; 0.36]
[0.27; 0.50]
[0.37; 1.98]
[0.20; 0.31]
[0.20; 0.96]
[0.33; 0.62]

[0.30; 0.73]
[0.13; 1.70]

Weight

11.8%
2.2%
9.3%
8.9%

12.3%

12.7%
8.1%

13.2%
8.7%

12.8%

100.0%

95%—-Cl Weight

2.02 [1.63; 2.49]
0.91 [0.83; 1.00]
1.17 [1.07; 1.27]
1.40 [1.27; 1.53]
1.69 [1.57; 1.82]
0.98 [0.77; 1.24]

15.6%
17.3%
17.3%
17.2%
17.4%
15.1%

1.31 [0.95; 1.80] 100.0%

Risk Ratio RR
716 e 0.66
100 ; 0.08
294 _.'_ 1.06
266 —— 1.12
964 : 0.25
996 ' 0.37
109 - 0.86
8649 . 0.25
997 —il— 0.44
1956 - 0.45
15047 - 0.47
| | | | |
0.01 0.1 1 10 100
lowered elevated
Risk Ratio RR
100000 L ——
702070 ——
2984648 =
14599 C
616729 —
4422375 —
| |
0.5 2
lowered elevated

Heterogeneity: 1° = 96%, T° = 0.0873 [0.0306; 0.5748], xZ = 137.70 (p < 0.01)

Test for overall effect: tg = 2.14 (p = 0.09)

[0.53; 3.19]

Author (geographic region)

Nair et al. (Asia) 65
Ngiam et al. (Asia) 0
Hamadah et al. (Asia) 30
Kalani et al. (Asia) 10
Indseth et al. (North Europe) 31
Methi et al. (North Europe) 54
Holmberg et al. (North Europe) 6
Martin—Sanchez et al. (South Europe) 69
Rossi et al. (South Europe) 6
Norman et al. (South Europe) 40

Random effects model
Prediction interval

Migrants

2354
425
829
132
535

1250

38
1498
64
389

7514

Non—-Migrants

30

2

10
18
222
117
20
1609
211
443

Events Population Events Population

716
100
294
266
964
996
109
8649
997
1956

15047

Heterogeneity: 1° = 96%, T° = 0.0041 [0.0017; 0.0141], X2 = 244.63 (p < 0.01)

Test for overall effect: tg5 = -3.18 (p = 0.01)

B) Risk difference (RD) of Covid—19 associated deaths of hospitalised cases

Risk Difference

| —

| | | |
-0.2 -0.1 0 0.1
lowered elevated

D) Risk difference (RD) of Covid—19 associated deaths (all deaths)

Non—-Migrants

Author (geographic region)

Horner et al. (North America) 261
Lusk & Chandra (North America) 459
Aradhya et al. (North Europe) 641
Rostila et al. (North Europe) 438
Drefahl et al. (North Europe) 720
Canevelli et al. (South Europe) 68

Random effects model
Prediction interval

Migrants
Events Population Events Population

100000
27223
492399
1336
2582
16402

639942

130
12947
3330
1016
2406
2619

100000
702070
2984648
4329
14599
616729

4422375

Heterogeneity: 1° = 98%, T° = 0.0028 [0.0010; 0.0174], X% = 226.37 (p < 0.01)

Test for overall effect: tg = 1.54 (p = 0.18)

Risk Difference

0.2

-0.15-0.1-0.05 0 0.05 0.1 0.15
lowered elevated

RD 95%-CI Weight

~0.01 [-0.03; 0.00] 11.3%
~0.02 [-0.05; 0.01] 10.7%
0.00 [-0.02; 0.03] 11.0%
0.01 [-0.05; 0.06] 9.7%
~0.17 [-0.21; -0.14] 10.7%
~0.07 [-0.10; -0.05] 11.1%
~0.03 [-0.16; 0.11] 5.3%
~0.14 [-0.15; -0.13] 11.3%
~0.12 [-0.19; -0.04]  8.4%
~0.12 [-0.16; -0.09] 10.6%

~0.07 [-0.12; -0.02] 100.0%

[-0.23; 0.09]

RD 95%-Cl Weight
0.00 [0.00; 0.00] 16.9%
~0.00 [-0.00; -0.00] 16.9%
0.00 [0.00; 0.00] 16.9%
0.09 [0.06; 0.12] 15.8%
0.11 [0.10; 0.13] 16.4%
~0.00 [-0.00; 0.00] 16.9%
0.03 [-0.02; 0.09] 100.0%

[-0.13; 0.19]
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Exposure

Risk

Impact of
Covid-19
measures

Sources of
resilience

Impact on physical and

psychosocial health

- Crowded housing, incl. limited options for
isolation

- Need to use unsafe transportation

- Social norms; e.g. pressure to participate in
gatherings and events, risk perception
compared to home country, religious
fatalism

- Non-affordability of personal protective - Camps/Labor migrants: avoid penalisation
equipment of preventive/response measures

- Low health literacy

- Language barriers

- Economic impacts, e.g. loss of job and - Impact on social and family dynamics; e.g.
income, food insecurity, debt inability to fulfil breadwinner role, to send
~ Impact on migration prospects/trajectory, remittances

incl. return migration, legal insecurity, loss ~ Impact of/on transnational lives; e.g. "living
of residence/work permits and benefits the pandemic twice”, restricted options for
- Uncertainty, sense of failure family visits
Women: increased care workload
Children: impact on education, child labor
- Framing (e.g. "We‘ve been through worse.”) - Mutual (material, psychosocial) support

among kin, peers and/or local community
- Decent work conditions, incl. participation

- Communication with family and peers (incl.
access to technologies)

- Recreational/Spiritual activities

- Safety (e.g., having a safe place to live)

- Financial resources

Exposures, risks and impacts on the...
... micro/individual level ... meso/family, community level ... macro/society, state, health system

- No work security and/or governmental
support

- High risk jobs

- "Import” of migrant labor for specific
sectors amidst lockdown

- No/Late/Insufficient provision of health
information, and neglect of linguistic
diversity

- No/Limited health coverage

- Distrust in health system and authorities

— Impact on social/ health service provision

- Increased discrimination

- Health and social impacts (e.g. Othering) of
differential measures in some settings; e.g.
severe mobility restrictions in camps/
among in-house care workers; collective
response measures (e.g. mass quarantine)

- State assistance (in theory; in practice often
no access; e.g. food/financial aid, shelter)

- Access to health information

- Trust in authorities

- Adaptation of services (e.g. online)

- Legal status (allows to assert rights)

- Effective intersectoral exchange and
collaboration
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