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In 2005, Europe (including the countries from Central 
Asia as explained on p. 439) hosted the largest 
immigrant population of all world regions, over 70.5 
million, followed by North America with just over 
45.1 million immigrants and Asia with nearly 25.3 
million. Among these three regions, North America 
(including Mexico) had the highest proportion of 
immigrants in the population, 10.3 per cent, and 
Asia the lowest with only 0.7 per cent. Among all 
regions, Oceania, with five million immigrants, 
presented the highest share at 15.2 per cent of the 
total population of the region.

Regarding the number of emigrants as a percentage 
of total population by regions in 2000, Europe 
(including the countries from Central Asia) has the 
largest share with 7.8 per cent, followed by Oceania 
and Latin America and the Caribbean (including 
Mexico**), each with 5.1 per cent.

Note: These global statistics on immigration for 2005 
and on emigration for 2000 show the same regional 
constellations used in the Regional Migration 
Overviews. This differs from the breakdown by 
regions used in Maps 5 and 8, which follows the 
regional distributions of the sources used.

*	 The Global Migrant Origin Database used for the emigration stock data 
presented in the map is a Bilateral Migrant stock matrix that was created 
using the 2000 round of population censuses. For a detailed elaboration 
of the methods and limitations of the construction of the database, 
see: Parsons, C.R., R. Skeldon, T.L. Walmsley and L.A. Winters, 2007, 
“Quantifying International Migration: A Database of Bilateral Migrant 
Stocks”, World Bank Policy Research Working Paper 4165, March, The 
World Bank, Washington, D.C., http://www-wds.worldbank.org/external/
default/WDSContentServer/IW3P/IB/2007/03/06/000016406_
20070306151900/Rendered/PDF/wps4165.pdf.

** The 2005 figures of the total number of Latin American and Caribbean 
migrants include the number of migrants from Mexico, which accounts 
for around half of the citizens of Latin America and the Caribbean 
living outside their country of origin. The importance of including 
Mexico as part of Latin American migration is that, in terms of migrant 
characteristics (reasons for migrating, migration conditions, living 
conditions in destination countries, etc.), Mexican migrants are more 
similar to Latin American and Caribbean citizens living outside their 
country of origin than to U.S. and Canadian citizens living outside their 
country of origin.

MAP 1: Total Immigrant and Emigrant Population by Region*

Sources:  Population Division of the Department of Economic and Social Affairs of the United Nations Secretariat, Trends in Total Migrant Stock: The 2005 
Revision, New York, http://esa.un.org/migration; University of Sussex, U.K., Global Migrant Origin Database, Dataset 4, updated March 2007, 
http://www.migrationdrc.org/research/typesofmigration/global_migrant_origin_database.html.

http://www-wds.worldbank.org/external/default/WDSContentServer/IW3P/IB/2007/03/06/000016406_20070306151900/Rendered/PDF/wps4165.pdf
http://www-wds.worldbank.org/external/default/WDSContentServer/IW3P/IB/2007/03/06/000016406_20070306151900/Rendered/PDF/wps4165.pdf
http://www-wds.worldbank.org/external/default/WDSContentServer/IW3P/IB/2007/03/06/000016406_20070306151900/Rendered/PDF/wps4165.pdf
http://esa.un.org/migration
http://www.migrationdrc.org/research/typesofmigration/global_migrant_origin_database.html
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Map 2 shows the global distribution of international 
students in tertiary education by region of origin. 
The data in this map primarily refer to the 2004 
school year and only countries hosting more than 
10,000 students have been selected in each region.

The U.S. and the U.K. had the largest number of 
foreign students in 2004, hosting 572,500 and 
300,100 individuals, respectively. Germany, France, 

Australia, Canada and Japan follow with totals 
ranging from about 260,300 students (Germany) to 
100,000 (Japan). While the U.S. figure is more than 
twice that of France and Germany, and nearly twice 
that of the U.K, Europe considered as a whole is the 
largest recipient of foreign students globally. Most 
of them come from within Europe as students from 
the European Union (EU) finding it convenient and 
cheaper to study in another EU Member State. Half, 

MAP 2: Foreign Students in Higher Education in Selected Countries, 2004*

Note: 
The size of each pie chart shown on this map is proportional to the total number of foreign students hosted by the relevant 
country, while the size and colours of each pie slice highlight the importance of the different regions of origin in numerical 
terms. The data for Canada, drawn from Citizenship and Immigration Canada statistics, did not allow a breakdown by region 
although it did list the ten top places of origin, namely (in order of magnitude): China, South Korea, U.S., Japan, France, 
India, Taiwan Province of China, Hong Kong SAR, Mexico, Germany, U.K.

Sources:  UNESCO, Global Education Digest 2006: Comparing Education Statistics Across the World, Paris. For Canada: 
Citizenship and Immigration Canada, Stocks of Foreign Students 2004, http://www.cic.gc.ca/english/resources/
statistics/facts2006/temporary/10.asp.

http://www.cic.gc.ca/english/resources/statistics/facts2006/temporary/10.asp
http://www.cic.gc.ca/english/resources/statistics/facts2006/temporary/10.asp
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or more than half, of the foreign students in Austria, 
Germany, Hungary, Italy, Norway, Romania, Sweden 
and Switzerland are from the EU. On the other hand, 
nearly half of the foreign students in France and 
more than half in Portugal are from Africa, and these 
two countries are globally the largest recipients of 
African students after South Africa, while in the 
U.K. and Greece most international students come 
from Asia. Spain is the country hosting the highest 
proportion of foreign students from South America 
(37%).

Globally, Asia produces the highest number of 
students going abroad to pursue higher education. 
Within Asia, more than 90 per cent of foreign 

students in Japan and Macao SAR are from within 
the region, while in Malaysia they account for 89 per 
cent. In Australia and New Zealand, Asians account 
for about 77 per cent of all the overseas students. 
Students from Asia also make up the majority in 
Saudi Arabia and Jordan. With a total of 12,200 
and 23,200 foreign students, respectively, these two 
countries are the largest poles of attraction in the 
Middle East.

Finally, with a total of 51,000 international students, 
South Africa is the most significant country of 
destination for foreign students in Africa with the 
majority (43,176) coming from countries within the 
continent.
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In recent years the estimated global figure for 
internally displaced persons (IDPs) has grown to 26 
million, the highest figure since the early 1990s. 
While at least 52 countries worldwide were affected 
by internal displacement in 2007, close to half of 
the people displaced by conflict were in Africa (12.7 
million), spread across 20 countries. If individual 

countries are considered, then three in particular 
had the largest internally displaced populations: 
Colombia, Iraq and Sudan. Together, these countries 
accounted for nearly 50 per cent of the world’s IDPs. 
The region with the largest relative increase in the 
IDP population during 2007 was the Middle East, 
with a rise of nearly 30 per cent.

MAP 3: Internally Displaced Persons, 2007

Source: Global IDP Project, Norwegian Refugee Council, Geneva. Updated versions of the map can be downloaded from the following website: http://www.
internal-displacement.org/8025708F004CE90B/httpWorldMap?ReadForm&count=1000.

http://www.internal-displacement.org/8025708F004CE90B/httpWorldMap?ReadForm&count=1000
http://www.internal-displacement.org/8025708F004CE90B/httpWorldMap?ReadForm&count=1000
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Complementing Map 3 on IDPs, Map 4 shows that most 
of the world’s refugees stay in the same region after 
having fled from their countries. Most refugees can 
be found in the developing world. Thus, Africa and 
Asia, while being the source of significant numbers 

of refugees in other continents, were also host to 
large refugee populations, with over 2.5 million each 
in 2006. North America and Europe are the most 
important net destinations for refugees.

MAP 4: World’s Refugees by Region of Origin and Region of Asylum, 2006

Source: UNHCR, Statistical Yearbook 2007, Geneva, http://www.unhcr.org/statistics.html. Data are provisional and subject to change.

http://www.unhcr.org/statistics.html
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Map 5 shows the proportion of women migrants 
residing in different world regions in the period 1975 
to 2005. This proportion rose globally by more than 
two per cent from 47.4 to 49.6 per cent, the steepest 
increases being recorded in Europe and the Russian 
Federation, with a rise of about six per cent. Asia 
and North America were the only two regions where 

the share of female migrants declined during this 
period from 46.2 to 44.7 and 52.1 to 50.4 per cent, 
respectively.

In all regions the share of female migrants is higher 
than 50 per cent, except for Africa and Asia (including 
the Middle East).

MAP 5: Proportion of Women Migrants by Region, 1975, 1990, 2005

Source:  Population Division of the Department of Economic and Social Affairs of the United Nations Secretariat, Trends in Total Migrant Stock: The 2005 
Revision, New York, http://esa.un.org/migration.

http://esa.un.org/migration
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Map 6 presents the demographic indicators for the 
EU-27 Member States, the European Economic Area 
(EEA) countries and Switzerland in the year 2005. 
The map shows that both the natural population 
change (births minus deaths) and the net migration 
were positive in 15 of the countries analyzed in 2005. 
In three of the countries examined (Czech Republic, 
Italy and Slovenia), the natural population change 
was either zero or negative, but the total change was 
positive through net migration. In The Netherlands, 

the total population change was kept positive on the 
strength of a positive natural population change, 
despite negative net migration. For Germany and 
Hungary, the strongly negative natural change kept 
the total population change negative, in spite of the 
clearly positive net migration. Finally, for Bulgaria, 
Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland and Romania, 
both natural population change and net migration 
were negative for that year.

MAP 6: Population Change in the EU-27, EEA and Switzerland, 2005

Notes:
1 NPC refers to “natural population change”; TPC refers to “total population change”
2 Figures refer to the area under the effective control of the Government of the Republic of Cyprus.

Source:  Münz, R. 2006, “Europe: Population and Migration in 2005”, Migration Information Source, 
June, Migration Policy Institute (MPI), Washington, D.C., http://www.migrationinformation.
org/feature/display.cfm?ID=402.

http://www.migrationinformation.org/feature/display.cfm?ID=402
http://www.migrationinformation.org/feature/display.cfm?ID=402
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Obtaining accurate estimates of the number of 
irregular or undocumented migrants in a country 
is problematic and prone to a considerable margin 
of error. The estimates quoted in Maps 7a and 7b 
are compiled from a variety of sources. While it is 
difficult to state estimates with confidence, it is 
possible to at least identify the different indicators 
used to calculate these estimates (Levinson, 2005).

One useful indicator is the number of persons 
participating in regularization or amnesty 
programmes, which enable irregular migrants to 
acquire lawful status. Not all irregular migrants 
can benefit from these measures, as regularization 
often depends on the number of years a person 
has lived in a country or whether he or she is in 
employment. Therefore, the figures in Maps 7a and 

MAP 7a: Main Regularizations and Amnesty Programmes in the Americas and Europe

Notes:
1 and 2 In 1997-98 371,000 immigrants in Greece obtained a “white card”. Of these, 220,000 obtained the “green card” in 

1998. The “white card” provided a six-month residence permit and was a prerequisite for obtaining the “green card”, 
which provided a one-to-five year residence permit.

Sources for both Maps 7a and 7b: OECD 2004, Trends in International Migration, SOPEMI 2003, Paris; OECD 2007, 
International Migration Outlook, SOPEMI 2007, Paris; Government of New Zealand; Government of Portugal; Thailand, 
Ministries of Labour and Interior; the Philippines, Ministry of Labour; Republic of Korea, Ministry of Justice; Government 
of Malaysia; Levinson, A. 2005, The Regularization of Unauthorized Migrants: Literature Survey and Country Case Studies, 
Centre on Migration, Policy and Society (COMPAS), University of Oxford, http://www.compas.ox.ac.uk/publications/papers/
Regularisation%20Report.pdf.

http://www.compas.ox.ac.uk/publications/papers/Regularisation%20Report.pdf
http://www.compas.ox.ac.uk/publications/papers/Regularisation%20Report.pdf
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7b can only be indicative of the number of irregular 
migrants residing in a country at a particular point 
in time. Other factors limiting participation in such 
programmes are that employers may not wish to 
reveal their recourse to unauthorized labour, or 
may prefer to keep workers in an irregular situation 
so that they can pay lower wages. Furthermore, 
regularization frequently does not offer permanent 
residence status. Many of these migrants fall back 
into an irregular situation, owing to the insecurity 
or short duration of the status offered under certain 
programmes and the burdensome administrative 
procedures involved in renewing their regular status 
(OECD, 2004). Whatever the merits of regularization 
in the different regions of the world, the process 
itself does allow the movements due to unauthorized 

entry or overstay to enter the immigration statistics 
and thus to provide some idea of the scale of such 
movements (OECD, 2007).

Comparability of Data

It is important to note that the regularization 
figures published by governments can refer either 
to the number of applications for, or the number of 
persons granted, regular status. Each country has 
its own individual system for collecting data. For 
instance, the figures for Belgium and Switzerland 
for 2000 count the number of applications received 
and the dependants named therein, and include 
asylum seekers. Countries on the northern shores of 
the Mediterranean (France, Greece, Italy, Portugal, 

MAP 7b: Main Regularizations and Amnesty Programmes in Asia and Oceania
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Spain) have carried out successive regularization 
programmes, which principally target undocumented 
migrant workers.

The majority of regularization applicants in Spain are 
from Latin America; in Portugal they are from Brazil; 
in Belgium from the Democratic Republic of the 
Congo; and in France the majority of such applicants 
are from the Maghreb region. Many irregular 
migrants in Europe also originate from central and 
eastern Europe and China. In many countries, China 
ranks among the top five countries of origin. In the 
last regularization programme conducted in Italy 
in 2002, most applicants were from Romania and 
Ukraine (OECD, 2004).

Regarding the Americas, the 1997-98 figure for the 
U.S. counts the number of persons granted residence 
permits, which excludes dependants, while the figure 
for 2000 only shows the number of applications 
received. The U.S. regularization programmes have 
principally targeted agricultural workers (1986), 
Nicaraguans and Cubans (1997-98) and irregular 
migrants generally (2000). Latin American countries 
also implement regularization programmes (see 
Textbox 8.3). In Argentina, the National Programme 
for the Regularization of Migrants “Patria Grande” 

in its first phase (2005) granted residence status to 
migrants who were not citizens of countries belonging 
to the Common Market of the South (MERCOSUR) 
and, in 2006, facilitated the regularization of 
migrants from MERCOSUR and associated countries. 
Mexico has been implementing a large regularization 
programme, which benefited 15,000 migrants in the 
period 2002-2006, most of whom came from countries 
in Central America. The “Mision Identidad” (Identity 
Mission), implemented by Venezuela, has provided 
documentation to migrants who had been living in 
the country for many years and who did not possess 
identity cards. Finally, Ecuador is in the process of 
carrying out a regularization programme benefitting 
undocumented migrants from the neighbouring 
countries of Colombia and Peru.

In many countries in Asia and Oceania, periods of rapid 
economic growth have resulted in significant intakes 
of migrant workers, not all of whom have immediately 
been furnished with the requisite documentation for 
residence and work. Therefore, certain destination 
countries in this region have repeatedly offered the 
possibility for undocumented migrant workers to 
register and obtain valid documentation. In the case 
of New Zealand’s regularization programme, carried 
out in 2000-2003, 5,200 overstayers were identified.
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In 2006, officially recorded remittances amounted to 
USD 281 billion. Of that amount, USD 207 billion 
was sent back to developing countries. In 2005, 
foreign aid (Official Development Assistance (ODA) 
and official aid) was less than half that amount (USD 
90.4 billion), which underscores the importance of 
remittances as a source of income for developing 
countries.

The economic importance of migrant remittances 
varies across the globe. Some developing countries 
and regions receive considerably higher amounts of 
remittances than foreign aid, while in other regions 
foreign aid plays a larger role in development. In the 
Latin American and Caribbean region, remittances 
were 8.4 times higher than foreign aid received in 

2005. The Middle East and Africa were the only two 
regions where foreign aid exceeded remittances in 
2005-2006. As in previous years (see World Migration 
2005), sub-Saharan Africa received the smallest 
nominal amount of remittances, but the region 
received the highest percentage of foreign aid 
(32.6%). Total remittances accounted for only 0.4 
times the amount of all the foreign aid.

Note: Maps 8 to 12 have been produced on the basis 
of the World Bank 2006 remittance figures. The World 
Bank released new figures on remittance trends in 
July 2008, and the Regional Migration Overviews 
include such data, but the trends indicated in these 
maps remain essentially the same.

MAP 8: Remittances and Foreign Aid by Region, 2006

Note:  
1  Foreign aid includes Official Development Assistance (ODA) and official aid.

Sources:  World Bank Staff Estimates based on the International Monetary Fund’s Balance of Payments Statistics Yearbook 2007; World Development 
Indicators 2007, The World Bank, Washington, D.C.
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Total migrant remittances in 2006 to Africa (including 
all the Maghreb countries but not Egypt) amounted 
to USD 18.3 billion, while in the Middle East in 2006 
they reached USD 16 billion. With USD 5 billion, 
Egypt received the largest amount of remittances 
in the Middle East, followed by Lebanon with USD 
4.9 billion. However, taken as a proportion of GDP, 
remittances received by Egypt represented only 4.3 
per cent, while in Lebanon and Jordan they were equal 
to almost 21 and 19.6 per cent of GDP, respectively. 
In North Africa, Morocco was the foremost recipient 

of remittances in 2006, receiving USD 5.05 billion, 
representing nine per cent of the country’s GDP. Sub-
Saharan Africa is still the African sub-region receiving 
the lowest amount of remittances in absolute terms. 
At USD 3.3 billion, Nigeria is the only country in this 
sub-region where remittances exceeded one billion 
U.S. dollars. Measured against annual GDP in 2006, 
remittances were highest in the smallest countries 
with Lesotho in the lead (equal to almost 19% of 
GDP), followed by Cape Verde (nearly 15%) and The 
Gambia (12%).

MAP 9: Remittances to Select African and Middle East Countries, 2006

Source:  World Bank Staff Estimates based on the International Monetary Fund’s Balance of Payments 
Statistics Yearbook 2007.
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Total migrant remittances to the Latin American 
and Caribbean region in 2006 amounted to USD 
53.5 billion, of which more than 46 per cent were 
received by Mexico, the world’s second largest 
receiver of migrant money transfers after India. 
Mexico’s officially registered annual amount of USD 
24.7 billion equalled three per cent of its GDP in 

2006. The next largest receivers in the region were 
Colombia (USD 3.9 billion), Guatemala (USD 3.6 
billion) and Brazil (USD 3.5 billion). Remittances 
accounted for the highest proportion of GDP in El 
Salvador, Honduras, Haiti and Guyana, where the 
share of remittances as a percentage of GDP ranged 
between 18 and 22 per cent.

MAP 10: Remittances to Select Latin American and Caribbean Countries, 2006

Source:  World Bank Staff Estimates based on the International Monetary Fund’s Balance of Payments Statistics Yearbook 
2007.
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In 2006, the Asia-Pacific region received a total of 
USD 91 billion in migrant remittances, with South-
Central Asia in the lead with a total of USD 41 billion 
and East Asia and Southeast Asia each receiving a 
total of USD 25 billion. India has consistently been 
one of the foremost receivers of remittances and, in 
2006, ranked first in Asia and the world as a whole 
with USD 25.7 billion (nearly 3% of its GDP). At USD 
22.5 billion, China was the second largest recipient 
of remittances in Asia in absolute terms, but as a 

percentage of GDP they account for less than one 
per cent. The Philippines, on the other hand, was 
not only one of the foremost receivers of remittances 
(USD 14.9 billion) in absolute terms, but also as a 
percentage of GDP (14.6%), which in the region was 
only surpassed by Nepal (with USD 1.2 billion, the 
equivalent of 14.9% of its GDP). Remittances account 
for more than five per cent of GDP in Bangladesh, 
Sri Lanka and Viet Nam.

MAP 11: Remittances to Select Countries in Asia and Oceania, 2006

Source:  World Bank Staff Estimates based on the International Monetary Fund’s Balance of Payments Statistics 
Yearbook 2007.
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Total migrant remittances to countries in transition 
in Europe and Central Asia in 2006 amounted to USD 
32.4 billion, an increase of 11.1 per cent from 2005. 
The largest receivers in the region were Romania, 
the then Serbia and Montenegro and Poland, with all 
three recording absolute remittance figures of over 
USD 4 billion. In terms of remittances as a share of 
GDP, the highest proportions were to be found in 
Armenia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Tajikistan and 

Moldova, with shares of GDP ranging between 19 and 
39 per cent.

Only the countries considered by the United Nations 
as “countries in transition from centrally planned 
to market economies”, and for which information 
is available, have been taken into account for the 
purpose of this map.

MAP 12: Remittances to Countries in Transition in Europe and Central Asia, 2006

Source:  World Bank Staff Estimates based on the International Monetary Fund’s Balance of Payments Statistics Yearbook 2007.
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Map 13 shows the global distribution of highly skilled 
migrants by country of destination.

The map clearly shows that, with more than ten 
million, the U.S. is the most important recipient 
of highly skilled migrants, followed by Canada and 
Australia, with 2.7 and 1.5 million, respectively. 
Even though each individual OECD country in Europe, 
with the exception of the U.K., shows figures below 
one million, when considered as an entity, Europe is 
the second largest destination, hosting five million 
highly skilled migrants.

Highly skilled Asian migrants are well represented 
across the regions of the world, accounting for 41 

per cent of all the highly skilled migrants in the 
U.S., 35 per cent in both Australia and Canada, 
and 33 per cent in the U.K. Latin America and the 
Caribbean rank second, accounting for 29 per cent of 
the highly skilled migrants to the U.S., and 35 per 
cent to Spain, while Mexico has the highest share of 
highly skilled migrants from Latin America and the 
Caribbean (34%). Highly skilled migrants from Africa 
are mostly found in Europe, where they account 
for 79 per cent of all highly skilled immigrants in 
Portugal and 34 per cent in France. European highly 
skilled migrants are most likely to move among 
European countries, accounting for 43 per cent of all 
highly skilled migrants in Germany and 39 per cent 
in Spain.

MAP 13: Highly Skilled Migrants by Destination Country, 2000

Source:  Docquier, F. and A. Marfouk. 2006, “International Migration by Education Attainment, 1990-2000” in C. Özden 
and M. Schiff (Eds.), International Migration, Remittances, and the Brain Drain, The World Bank and Palgrave 
Macmillan, Washington D.C./New York, 151-199.
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To complement Map 13, Map 14 shows the global 
distribution of highly skilled migrants by region of 
origin.

The map shows that, in relative terms, East Africa, 
Central America and Mexico, and the Caribbean, 

together with the Pacific Islands, are the most 
affected sub-regions with more than 15 per cent of 
their highly skilled nationals migrating abroad. On 
the other hand, the sub-regions least affected by the 
emigration of their highly skilled nationals in 2000 
are North America, eastern Europe and East Asia.

MAP 14: Highly Skilled Migrants by Region of Origin, 2000

Source:  Docquier, F. and A. Marfouk. 2006, “International Migration by Education Attainment, 1990-2000” in C. Özden and M. Schiff (Eds.), International 
Migration, Remittances, and the Brain Drain, The World Bank and Palgrave Macmillan, Washington, D.C./New York, 151-199.




