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HaujioHanbHWUi1 yHiBEpcUTET GiopecypciB i NPUPOAOKOPUCTYBaHHS YKpaiHu

The article examines the current state of the population of Ukraine that left to the EU as a consequence of the full-
scale invasion. The countries are analyzed by the number of temporary protections granted to our compatriots and
the ratio to 1,000 local population is given. The main threats to both recipient countries and Ukraine are indicated.
Factors that can contribute to and restrain return to the country are performed. The dynamics of remittances to
Ukraine, which are declining compared to previous years, are studied. Current trends in the integration of the
Ukrainian population in recipient countries and their economic inclusion in the economies of these countries and the
labor market are also analyzed. It is noted that over time, an increasing number of Ukrainian migrants are employed,
pay taxes, and reduce the use of Ukrainian bank cards. All this poses certain threats to Ukraine, as it potentially
reduces the number of possible returns to the country.
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MeTO faHOro HayKOBOro AOC/IIKEHHS € aHauli3 Cy4YacHMX TEHAEHLi MirpaliiiH1X NoTokiB 3 YkpaiHu B €C BHa-
CNifI0K BiliCbKOBOI arpecii 3 60Ky pocii Ta BU3HaUYEHHS HACMiaKiB, SKi Lie Mae A5l coLjasibHO-eKOHOMIYHOTO PO3BUTKY
AK KpaiH-peuunieHTIB, Tak i1 YKpaiHu 3o0Kkpema. AKTYyaslbHICTb HAYKOBOI CTaTTi NONSArae B 3HAUHIM KiflbKOCTi HACENEHHS
YkpaiHu, siki NOKMHYW Hallly AepxaBy Yepe3 6e3neKoBy CUTYaLlito B KpaiHi Ta akTuBHI 601ioBi gji. OCHOBHUMM rpyna-
MW HaceneHHs, Ski 6ynn BUMYyLLIEHi BUIXaTu € XiHKM Ta A4iTi, Lo Mae cTpaTteriyHy AemorpadidHy 3arposy ansa Ykpai-
HW Yy pasi iXHbOro HeNnoBePHEHHSA. 115 JOCATHEHHA METU HAYKOBOTO AOC/IIKEHHSA Hamy By/10 BUKOPUCTaHO HACTYIHi
METOAMN: CTAaTUCTUYHWIA, aHasi3y, CUHTE3Y, MOPIBHSHHSA, y3araslbHEHHS, Bidyanizauii. OCHOBHUMMW pe3ynsTatamu, sKi
6y/10 OTPUMAHO B XOfi AOC/IMKEHHS CTaNn: KpaiHamu, SiKi HainbinbLLe NPUAHAAN HaLWMX LWyKadiB TMMYacoBOro 3a-
XUCTY, cTannm HimeuunHa, Monbla Ta Yexis (3 BeNuknM BigpyvBOM Big ABOX nepunx). MNpoTe Yexist npogeMoHCTpy-
Bas1a HalbinbLUy KiflbKiCTb CMiBBIAHOLLEHHS TVX, XTO OTPUMaB TMM4YacoBuii 3axucT Ao 1000 HaceneHHs KpaiHu, Lo
CBiAYUTb MPO AOCTATHLO BUCOKWIA BiACOTOK BUMYLUEHMX MIrpaHTiB B KpaiHi. Ha OCHOBI HayKOBMX AOCAIMKEHb HAMM
6yN0 HaBefEHO YMHHUKM, AKi MOXYTb CAPUATU SK NOBEPHEHHIO B KpaiHy, Tak i1 CTpUMYyBaTK Lieil NpoLec, a Takox
6yN10 BU3HAYEHO OCHOBHI NO3WUTKBHI Ta HEraTUBHI HAcAiaKuM Mirpayii 3 YkpaiHn. Ane feski No3UTUBHI MOMEHTK, SKi
paHilie 6ynu NnpuTamaHHi Mirpadii 3a KOpAoH, Hapasi 3MEHLLYKTbCS, SIK-TO FPOLLOBI Nepekasn 3 kpaiH EC B YkpaiHy.
Takox, BaX/IMBMM acnekToM, sikuil Tpeba 6paTu A0 yBaru, € YMHHMK Yacy. Yum goBlle Halli cniBrpoMasiHi 3Ha-
XOASATbCA 3@ KOPAOHOM, TUM BiflbLLE BOHYW iHTETPYIOTLCA B XUTTSA KpaiHW-HagaBava NpUXMCTKY Ta CTaloTb YaCTUHO
€KOHOMIYHOI CUCTeMM TIET KpaiHW LWAAXOM NpaLleBnallTyBaHHs, CnaaTi NoaaTkis, 34iCHEHHS CNOXMBYKX onepavii
Towwo. Bece ue Hece gemorpadivHi 3arpo3u came a5 YKpaiHu, amxe 3HUKYE NOTEHLiHY AMOBIPHICTL MOBEPHEHHS
HaLMX criBrpoMagsH AoAoMy. MpakTUyHa LiHHICTb CTaTTi No/IAra€ B BU3HAYEHHI peasibHIX MOTEHUIHMX 3arpo3 s
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YKpaiHn yepes TpuBanicTb 60OBUX Aili HA TEPUTOPIT AepxaBu Ta GinbL rIMGOKOT IHTerpauii BUMYLIEHNX MirpaHTiB
y KpaiHax cBoro nepebyBaHHs1. [519 BUPILLEHHA faHOi Npo61emy NoTpibHa CMCTEMHA NOAITUKA BITYA3HAHOIO YpsAay,
fIKa A03BONWTL NIABULLMTYK KiNIbKICTb HACENEHHS, SKe NpuUiiMae pilleHHA NMPO NOBEPHEHHS B YKpaiHy. CknagHicTb
PO3B’'A3aHHA AaHOr0 NUTaHHS NONsirae y NPOAOBXEHHI BiiHN Ta HEMOX/MBOCTI 3a6e3neunT isnyHy 6esneky cnis-

BITYM3HUKAM.

KniouoBi cfoBa: BUMYLLEHI MirpaHTV, TUMYacoBWiA MPUXWCTOK, BOEHHUI CTaH, KpaiHa-peumnieHT, rpoLloBi

nepekasu, iHTerpawis, iHK3is.

Statement of the problem. In the conditions
of martial law in Ukraine, it is important to
preserve not only the territorial integrity and
economy of the country, but also human capital
and its potential. But our country has faced a
number of problems, one of which is the outflow
of the population fleeing the war. The main
region where the population of Ukraine mostly
migrates is Europe and the countries of the
European Union in particular. Given this, the
problem arises that the number of migrants is
significant and there is a risk of aggravating the
demographic crisis in our country. Although there
are positive consequences of such migration from
our country, it is worth noting that they are not
positive in the long term, but rather threatening.
This is especially exacerbated by the time factor
and further integration and inclusion in the life of
the recipient country.

Analysis of recent research and
publications. The subject of their scientific
research of migration, its consequences for
Ukraineandpossiblethreatswastheissuebysuch
scientists as Libanova E.M. [1], Poznyak O.V.,
Tsymbal O.1. [2], Simakhova A.O., Tserkovny, |.O.
[3], Tokar V.M., Gbur Z.V. [4], as well as Tucha O.,
Spivak I., Zholud O. [5]. They studied the main
trends in migration flows as a result of the war
in Ukraine, analyzed possible factors influencing
and deterring return home, the dynamics of
the use of Ukrainian bank cards, the degree
of integration into the economies of recipient
countries, etc.

Also, the issues of the dynamics of migration
flows are deeply represented in the EU statistical
database Eurostat [6], the current state of money
transfers to Ukraine is studied by the National
Bank of Ukraine [7-8], and the comparison of the
level of wages, poverty level, employment of the
local population and those who have received
temporary protection status is the subject of
research by international organizations, namely
the UN Refugee Agency [9].

Highlighting previously unresolved parts
of the overall problem. Despite the significant
scientific achievements on this topic, there are
issues that require further research. This is
justified by the fact that this process is dynamic

and requires constant attention and updating of
previously obtained data. Over time, the factors
that influence the decision to potentially return
to Ukraine or, conversely, not to return change.
This poses a significant demographic threat to
our country. That is why current research that
allows analyzing the level of integration and
inclusion of Ukrainian forced migrants in the EU
is important and necessary for a real assessment
of the situation in the country and society.

The purpose of this scientific article is to
identify the main trends and consequences of
forced migration from Ukraine to the EU under
martial law, taking into account the socio-
economic aspect and identifying potential threats
to Ukrainian society and the country.

Presentation of the main research material.
As of August 31, 2025, 4.37 million non-EU
citizens who left Ukraine as a result of the full-
scale war and moved to the EU were granted
temporary protection. On the same date, the
ratio of those who received temporary protection
to the country's population was highest in the
Czech Republic, Poland and Estonia. In these
countries, for every 1,000 people, there were
35.4 Ukrainians who left Ukraine due to the
war in the Czech Republic, 27.3 in Poland and
25.4 in Estonia. This does not mean that these
countries have the largest number of migrants
from our country, but only means the share in
the local population. During August 2025, the EU
issued 53,070 decisions on temporary protection
to Ukrainians, which is 15.3% lower than
in July [6].

The largest number of refugees from Ukraine
who have received temporary protection is
in Germany — 1,210,515 people. The second
place is by Poland, where 995,925 people
have received temporary protection. The Czech
Republic is far behind, with 385,855 people
receiving temporary protection. And the smallest
number of people who have received temporary
protection is in Slovenia (10,600), Luxembourg
(3,875), Malta (2,385) [6]. It is worth noting that
such a small number of people in these countries
is also justified by the size of the countries
themselves. And the relatively small indicator
of the Czech Republic (compared to Poland
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and Germany) in terms of the total indicator of
those who have received temporary protection,
towards the ratio to the country's population, is
the largest.

In Fig. 1 we present a visualization of the
number of Ukrainians who left the country due
to a full-scale invasion and received temporary
shelter in the EU. This figure is constructed in
the form of a treemap, where the size and color
of the cells correspond to the magnitude of the
value, i.e. the country with the highest value has
the largest cell and the darkest color compared
to the others.

Thus, we see that the largest number of
refugees from Ukraine who have received
temporary protection in the EU are in Germany,
which confirms the information provided above.
A slightly smaller number of people — about
1 million — received asylum in Poland. But in the
Czech Republic, the number of asylum seekers
from Ukraine is significantly smaller — slightly
less than 400 thousand people. It is worth noting
that the countries bordering Ukraine are not all
leaders among those where the largest number
of Ukrainians received temporary asylum. Thus,
in Romania, their number reaches slightly less
than 200 thousand people, which is less than

Germany
1,210,515

the figure in Spain. Slovakia has sheltered
almost 135 thousand people, which is less than
the figure in Italy (171.2 thousand people) and
slightly exceeds the number of asylum seekers in
the Netherlands (almost 130 thousand people).

Fig. 2 presents the number of people from
Ukraine who received temporary protection in
relation to 1,000 people in the host country.

The results of the analysis of Fig. 2 show
that countries that, although they are leaders in
granting status to our compatriots, do not have
the maximum number of asylum seekers by
this indicator. Thus, the Czech Republic has the
highest indicator in relation to its own population,
35.37. Poland and Estonia are slightly lower
(27.29 and 25.38, respectively). It is worth
noting the indicators of Cyprus and Slovakia,
which are slightly lower than Estonia. However,
Germany has a significantly lower indicator —
14.48. And the country with the lowest ratio to
the local population is France, whose indicator
is equal to 0.80. This gives reason to say that
when managing migration flows and determining
factors affecting recipient countries, it is
important to take into account not only the total
number of Ukrainian citizens who have received
temporary asylum, but also the ratio to the

Spain
244,165

Romania
192,835

Italy Ireland Belgium  Austria
171,200 114,725 92,310 87405
Slovakia Bulgaria
134,810 71,105

Fortugal
Netherlands 65,115
129,350

France Greece

54,730 37095 Cyprus

Fig. 1. Number of citizens who fled Ukraine and received temporary protection
in the EU as of August 31, 2025

Source: constructed by the authors based on [6]
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Czechia | 35,37
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Fig. 2. Number of citizens who fled Ukraine and received temporary protection
in the EU per 1,000 population as of August 31, 2025

Source: constructed by the authors based on [6]

population of the host country. This is important
because of the burden placed on various socio-
economic systems of the country. For example,
if the proportion of Ukrainian citizens who have
received asylum is high, this indicates a larger
scale of measures and policies that should be
implemented, such as the scale of educational
measures to integrate preschool and school-age
children into the educational environment. Or to
what extent the asylum-seeking population will
create competition on the labor market for the
local population. It is quite logical to predict that
the higher the ratio to 1,000 local population, the
higher the risks for the host labor market.

In her scientific study on the prospects for the
development of “war migration” from Ukraine,
Libanova E.M. notes that among migrants who
left Ukraine as a result of the war, women and

children predominate. The share of men who
left Ukraine as a result of the war, over 18 years
old, in 2024 was 20.7%. The share of children
and adolescents aged 0 to 17 is 33.2%, and
young women aged 18-34 is 16.4% [1]. As we
understand, these figures indicate quite high
rates of outflow of the female population and
children, which poses a real demographic threat
to Ukraine. That is, in addition to the threat of
physical danger, there is a threat of non-return
of a significant number of children and women.

Also, Libanova E.M. in the same study lists
factors and conditions that will facilitate return to
Ukraine, as well as factors and conditions that
will hinder return home. We can illustrate them
in Fig. 3.

As we can see, there are quite a lot of factors
and conditions that may encourage or discourage

EKOHOMIKA
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Factors and conditions that will
facilitate return to Ukraine

Factors and conditions that will
hinder return to Ukraine

—

—

Ukrainian women often have more

|:| qualifications than are required for the
job they are employed for in the host
country;

I:l have to change profession;

I:l loss of usual social status;

|:| communication and adaptation
problems;

|:| reduction in cash assistance;
dissatisfaction with the quality of
children's education and their
integration into the environment;

|:| desire for family reunification;

quality and convenience of receiving
medical services.

constant shelling of the territory of
|:| Ukraine;

problems with energy and heat supply
due to shelling of critical
I:l infrastructure;

there is a well-established belief that
children have better prospects for
living and studying abroad,

|:| difficulties in finding employment after
a break in work;

medical insurance coverage for the
treatment of a patient that is not
available in Ukrainei;

fear of condemnation from those who
did not leave Ukraine;

in the case of family breakdown due to
long-term separation, there is no reason
to return to the country;

already accustomed to a new way of
life and afraid of changing a more or
less stable life.

Fig. 3. Factors and conditions that will facilitate or hinder return to Ukraine

Source: constructed and supplemented by the authors based on [1]

the return to Ukraine. They concern both the
professional sphere and the communication,
medical, security, personal, and other spheres.
In our opinion, itis difficult to apply real measures
and mechanisms during the war that would
facilitate the return of the female population with
children.

Also, factors that influence the decision-
making in one direction or another include the
general economic situation in Ukraine, the policy
of the countries that provided protection towards
this group of people. Namely, the policy of
integration into society, employment policy, policy
of providing educational and medical services,
provision of financial assistance, etc [2].

Simakhova A. O. and Tserkovny |. O. in their
scientific study cited both positive and negative
consequences of migration processes from

Ukraine under martial law. Thus, among the
positive ones they highlighted: reduced pressure
on the country's economy due to emigration
outside Ukraine; preservation of the lives of
people who left the country; reduced pressure on
the domestic labor market; improved economic
situation due to remittances from migrants, etc.
Among the negative ones they highlighted:
migration and demographic crisis; loss of human
capital; withdrawal of assets abroad, etc [3]. We
share the opinion of these scientists regarding
the positive and negative consequences for
Ukraine. They have an impact not only on the
economic development of the country, but also
on the social component. We can also add that
a negative consequence may be the relocation
of business by foreign investors, the withdrawal
of assets by foreign investors and the cessation
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of activities in Ukraine. This has a significant
long-term negative effect on the economy of our
country.

We also consider it useful to indicate the
number of remittances from the EU that were
made to Ukraine during a certain period.
Fig. 4 shows the volume of private remittances
to Ukraine from the EU since 2018. The volumes
presented are provided by the National Bank of
Ukraine and represent transfers through official
and unofficial channels of receipt. It is also worth
noting that data for 2022 were not collected
in February-April 2022, which actually makes
it possible to indicate the volume of private
remittances for the second half of 2022.

So, according to this figure, we see that the
volume of private remittances has an uneven
tendency to change. In the pre-war period,
fluctuations were observed, with a decrease
in 2020, which may be due to the onset of the
COVID-19 pandemic and the reduced ability of
those who were in the EU to receive money and,
accordingly, transfer it to Ukraine. Further growth
in 2021 was replaced by a decrease in 2022,
which is also justified, firstly, by the lack of data
for the first half of 2022, and, secondly, by the
need for those who were in the EU to support and
provide for themselves. If we take into account
that the majority of those who left for the EU from
Ukraine are women with children, then it is quite
logical that they need to provide for themselves in
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their new place of residence. Further significant
growth in 2023 was replaced by a gradual decline
in 2024 and a rather noticeable decline in 2025.
Although the 2025 indicator is for the first half of
the year, it is noticeably lower even compared
to 2022. Therefore, we see that there is a trend
towards a decrease in remittances from migrants
to Ukraine, which could potentially reduce the
positive impact on the economic situation in the
country.

Also, over time, people are increasingly
integrated in their countries of residence,
become more inclusive into society and
economy, which increases the risks of their
non-return to Ukraine. From the financial point
of view, it is worth noting that those who have
received temporary protection are employed
in recipient countries and use Ukrainian bank
cards less. It is noted that asylum recipients are
increasingly burdening local social protection
systems, while simultaneously increasing their
role in the economies of these countries due to
the aforementioned employment and significant
consumer spending. There is an increase in the
employment of forced migrantsinthe EU, differing
by country. Itisjustified thatitis higherin countries
that did not emphasize long-term integration, but
focused more on temporary protection. In 2024,
in Poland, the employment rate of Ukrainian
migrants who left the country as a result of the war
was 53%-71% (according to various estimates).

2798

2022 2023 2024 mid-2025

Years

Fig. 4. Volume of private remittances to Ukraine from the EU, 2018 - H1 2025
Source: constructed by the authors based on [7; 8]
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In the Czech Republic — approximately 60%,
and in Romania — 43%. However, the problem
for our forced migrants in the labor market of
these countries is that there is a tendency for
them to be employed in jobs of inappropriate
qualifications, mainly unskilled, which involve
quick employment. Countries that provide high
social benefits and are focused on long-term
integration record a lower level of employment
among Ukrainian asylum seekers. An example
is Germany, where the employment rate of
Ukrainians is one of the lowest — approximately
25%. The result of employment in low-skilled
jobs is lower wages compared to the local
population [5]. Despite the increase in the
average regional wage of refugees by 28%, this
indicator still remains 30% lower than the local
population. Thus, the difference is noticeable in
the Czech Republic, Estonia, Poland, Romania.
However, in Slovakia, Latvia, Lithuania this
difference is smaller. Still noticeable Bulgaria,
that demonstrates almost equalization of this
indicator in 2024 between the local population
and Ukrainian forced migrants [9].

In development of this, we will also present
figures of the positive impact of Ukrainian asylum
seekers on the economy of recipient countries.
Thus, according to a study by Tucha O., Spivak
I. and Zholudya O., Ukrainians' contributions
to the Polish budget in the form of taxes are
currently higher than the social assistance
received. A similar situation is observed in the
Czech Republic, where in 2022 the costs of
Ukrainian forced migrants were twice as high
as their contributions to the Czech budget, and
already in 2023 the balance was balanced due
to both a decrease in expenses and an increase
in income [5].

Taking into account the above, we see that
the contribution of Ukrainians to the economy
of recipient countries is significant, which is
justified by their deeper integration and inclusion
into the life of the country, both employment and
payment of taxes, consumer spending. This is a
positive socio-economic consequence for those
countries, as well as for the forced migrants
themselves. However, this carries threats to
their return to Ukraine. Since it strengthens
their positions in the host country. And it can be
assumed that the longer martial law is in Ukraine
and the threat to the lives of the population, the
less likely it is that people will return, especially
if they are already integrated into society. This is
an additional demographic threat to our country.
However, it is worth noting that there are still

problems with the integration and inclsuion
of Ukrainian asylum seekers. These include
language barriers, which can create obstacles
to employment in a job according to their
qualifications, lower wages for forced migrants,
and the very nature of the work in which our
displaced persons can be employed. All this
makes it potentially possible to return a portion
of forced migrants, when this becomes possible,
taking into account the security situation.
Conclusions. Thus, we can conclude that
the number of forced migrants who left Ukraine
as a result of hostilities and received temporary
protection in the EU is quite high. The number
of migrants varies depending on the country,
but the largest number of them is in Germany
and Poland. The Czech Republic is in third
place, but the number of forced migrants there
is much smaller than in the first two countries.
However, the Czech Republic has the highest
ratio of those who received temporary shelter
in the country relative to domestic population,
which indicates a high proportion of forced
migrants in this country. Forced migrants carry
both threats and positive consequences for the
recipient country, and the consequences of such
migration of Ukrainians are both positive and
negative for Ukraine itself. Currently, the issue of
the future return of such a significant number of
people home is acute. Since, in the event of their
non-return, this will have significant negative
demographic consequences. We have listed the
main factors that contribute to both return and
non-return. They are relevant and fully justified.
Their content may change depending on the
security and economic situation in Ukraine.
Time also plays an important role in this, which,
unfortunately, is not in our favor. Research by
scientists shows that Ukrainians are increasingly
integrated into local labor markets, making a
positive contribution to the economies of recipient
countries. However, we cannot but mention that
the level of work in which they are employed
largely does not correspond to their qualifications
and level of education, as well as the differences
in the level of wages between the local population
and Ukrainian migrants. All this indicates the
significant socio-economic consequences for
our country that the situation with the forced
migration of the Ukrainian population has and will
have in the future. Given that a significant part of
this population group is children, this poses an
additional demographic threat, as they integrate
into society more quickly and are more likely to
not return than their parents. In this case, the
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Ukrainian government needs to develop a long-
term inclusive policy that will be focused on the
return of our citizens, which will allow solving
important socio-economic problems in society
and the country.

The scientific research is carried out within
the framework of implementation of international
projects Jean Monnet Module “EU Practices of
Social and Economic Inclusion” (Jean Monnet

Module 101127466 — EPSEI - ERASMUS-JMO-
2023-HEI-TCH-RSCH).

Funded by the European Union. Views and
opinions expressed are however those of the
authors only and do not necessarily reflect those
of the European Union or European Education
and Culture Executive Agency (EACEA). Neither
the European Union nor the granting authority
can be held responsible for them.
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