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KEY FINDINGS OVERVIEW. Findings show that across Burkina Faso, Mali and Niger, household needs are high. Across all
three countries, around 90% of households were found to have unmet needs (MSNI severity phase 3 and above).
Roughly 40% to 50% of households were found to have extreme unmet needs (MSNI severity phase 4) with the
prevalence of households with extreme unmet needs having been notably higher among IDP households than among
non-displaced households. Moreover, households with extreme unmet needs were concentrated in the Liptako Gourma
border region between the three countries.
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Roughly 90% of households in

all three countries were found to
have unmet needs; most commonly,
households had unmet WASH and
health needs (Burkina Faso), unmet
protection needs (Mali), and unmet
WASH and education needs (Niger).
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Sud-Ouest Administrative boundaries: OCHA, 2020

Coordinate System: GCS WGS 1984

Widespread needs with higher levels of severity ' High prevalence of IDP households facing

in conflict-affected areas extreme unmet needs

« Unmet food security, shelter and protection needs « While the proportion of households with unmet needs
were particularly prevalent among households in the was generally high, notably higher proportions of IDP
border regions of the three countries, as well as in than non-displaced households in Burkina Faso and
southern Niger. Niger were found to have extreme unmet needs.

« These needs were likely driven among others by « Extreme unmet needs appeared to largely be driven by
conflict-related challenges in access to basic goods extreme unmet WASH (across all population groups),
and services, production shortfalls and increased shelter (among IDPs, returnees and refugees) and to a
prices.! lesser degree food security needs (among IDPs).

» Unmet WASH, education and health needs were more
widespread across the countries. However, extreme
unmet WASH and health needs were also particularly
prevalent in the border regions of the three countries.
These needs may have likely already been widespread
prior to the conflict, while having been intensified in

conflict-affected areas.!
1 ACAPS, Conflict and displacement in Mali, Niger and Burkina Faso (2019). Available here (accessed 31 March 2022); World Food Programme (WFP),

Conflits persistants, pertes de terres agricoles et insécurité alimentaire dans la région du Liptako-Gourma (Dakar, 2020). Available here (accessed 31 =
March 2022); FEWS NET, Burkina Faso Food Security Outlook, February to September 2022 (2022). Available here (accessed 31 March 2022); REACH, REACH moro/offciive JNER
Aperqu - WSC Light, Burkina Faso, Février 2022 (Geneva, 2022); REACH, Apercu - WSC Light, Mali, Février 2022 (Geneva, 2022).



https://reliefweb.int/attachments/7d6fa16d-2c37-3c59-8077-d746cf8d3ecf/20190322_acaps_regional_briefing_note_mali_-_niger_-_burkina_faso.pdf
https://www.food-security.net/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/Rapport-Liptako-Gourma-FoodSec-July-2020-FR_light.pdf
https://fews.net/sites/default/files/documents/reports/BF_Food_Security_Outlook_February_a_Septembre_2022_EN.pdf
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MULTI-SECTOR NEEDS ASSESSMENT (MSNA) OVERVIEW

OVER THE LAST DECADE, the Central Sahel has
been affected by a humanitarian crisis as a result of
violence related to organized crime and non-state
armed groups, communal tensions, and high levels
of poverty, all of which challenge access to basic
goods and services. This has caused widespread
displacement. By the end of February 2022, 2,244,661
individuals had been displaced, including 2,058,769
internally displaced persons (IDPs) and 185,892
refugees. Of the displaced population, 71% lived in

Methodology. Primary data for all three assessments was
collected nationwide at the household level between June
and August 2021. In Niger, population groups and areas
were sampled using probability sampling methodologies.
All data was collected in-person; however, inaccessible
areas were excluded from the assessment. Nevertheless,
results for Niger are representative at a 95% confidence
level and with a 10% margin of error of each population
group at the department level. In Burkina Faso and Mali,
(probabilistic) cluster sampling was applied for non-

displaced populations in accessible areas, while (non-
probabilistic) quota sampling was applied for IDPs as well
as non-displaced populations in inaccessible areas. Data
was collected in-person in accessible areas and remotely
over the phone in inaccessible areas. Results for IDPs

as well as for non-displaced populations in inaccessible
areas are indicative only, while results for non-displaced
populations are representative at a 90% confidence

level and with a 10% margin of error per stratum (town,
province, region) and population group in Burkina Faso,
and at a 95% confidence level and with a 10% margin of
error per stratum (cercle, region, district) and population
group in Mali. Further information on all three assessments
can be found on the REACH Resource Centre pages for
Burkina Faso, Mali and Niger.

Burkina Faso, 16% lived in Mali, 9% in Niger and 3%
in Mauritania.* These population movements have led
to the emergence of displacement sites, as well as
increased pressure on community infrastructures and
natural resources in the hosting communities.?

Against this background, and in order to support
humanitarian decision-making in the three countries,
in 2021, REACH conducted three multi-sector needs
assessments (MSNAs) in Burkina Faso, Mali and Niger.
The assessments were designed and implemented in
collaboration with coordination bodies and partners
in-country with the primary objective of identifying
the magnitude and severity of needs across sectors,
geographical areas and population groups.

GEOGRAPHIC COVERAGE AND LIMITATIONS
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Note: In Burkina Faso and Mali,
inaccessible areas were surveyed
remotely, while in Niger, they were
removed from data collection. This
affected only certain areas within
departments, though, so that still all
departments were assessed in Niger.

Administrative boundaries: OCHA, 2020
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THIS BRIEF presents the key findings of the three MSNAs conducted in 2021 in Burkina Faso, Mali and Niger.
When interpreting the results, the following should be considered:

No testing for statistically significant differences

in outcomes between population groups or
geographical areas was conducted. As such, large
differences are highlighted throughout this brief.
In the absence of further testing, they have to be
interepreted with caution.

« The estimation of the proportion of households with ¢
unmet sectoral needs ('Living Standard Gaps’) as
well as any unmet need across sectors (‘Multi-Sector
Needs Index’) was based on the same analytical
framework for all three countries. Due to potentially
different conceptualizations of need between
countries, results may not be directly comparable.
They can, however, provide a picture of trends across
the assessed area.

* International Organization for Migration (IOM), Displacement Tracking Matrix (DTM), Central Sahel & Liptako Gourma, Monthly dashboard #26, 28 February 2022 (Dakar,

2022). Available here (accessed 31 March 2022). e
2 REACH, MSNA 2021 Bulletin, Résultats Clés, December 2021 (Ouagadougou, 2021). Available here (accessed 31 March 2022). REACH "'";,;;;{f;;i;ewm



https://www.reachresourcecentre.info/country/burkina-faso/
https://www.reachresourcecentre.info/country/mali/
https://www.reachresourcecentre.info/country/niger/
https://dtm.iom.int/reports/west-and-central-africa-%E2%80%94-liptako-gourma-crisis-monthly-dashboard-26-28-february-2022
https://www.impact-repository.org/document/reach/1822e854/REACH_BFA_bulletin_MSNA_2021_December2021.pdf
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MULTI-SECTOR NEEDS INDEX (MSNI): CRISIS-LEVEL SEVERITY

Percentage of households per severity phase:
Niier

Burkina

The MSNI is a composite indicator, designed to
measure the overall severity of humanitarian
needs of a household. It is based on the highest
sectoral severity identified in each household and
expressed through a scale of 1 to 4+. Sectoral severity
is determined through the calculation of sector-
specific composite indicators. The full methodology
behind the calculation of the MSNI and individual
sectoral composites for each country, in accordance
with the REACH MSNA Analytical Framework
Guidance, can be found on the dedicated country
pages on the REACH Resource Centre linked above.
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HOUSEHOLDS IN NEED BY GEOGRAPHICAL AREA
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particularly concentrated in the border regions of
the three countries, i.e. in eastern Mali, eastern Burkina
Faso, as well as western and southern Niger. Moreover,
both in Burkina Faso and in Niger, the proportion of
households with extreme unmet needs was notably
higher among IDPs than among non-displaced
households.

ACROSS ALL THREE COUNTRIES, around 90% of
households were found to have unmet needs,

with roughly 40% to 50% of households having been
found to have extreme unmet needs. While this is
indicative of a generally severe humanitarian situation,
the severity of need differed by area and population
group. Households with extreme unmet needs were

MSNI SEVERITY PHASE BY POPULATION GROUP

Percentage of households per group and severity phase:*

Burkina Faso Mali Niger
4+ 4 2 1 4+ 4 2 1 4+ 4 2 1
Non-displaced households 2% 38% 55% 4% 2% | 5% 33% 52% 9% 1% | 6% 41% 42% 4% 1%
IDP households 8 73% 19% 0% 0% | 6% 34% 55% 5% 0% |23% 53% 24% 0% 0%
Refugee households NA NA NA NA NA|NA NA NA NA NA | 8% 44% 47% 1% 0%
Returnee households NA NA NA NA NA| N NA NA NA NA | 9% 53% 35% 3% 1%

* All percentages are rounded and may therefore not always add up to 100%.

Informing
more effective
humanitarian action
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DRIVERS OF NEED ACROSS AREAS AND
POPULATION GROUPS

More than 70% of households in
Burkina Faso and Niger were found
to have unmet WASH needs, with
higher proportions among IDP than
among non-displaced households.
In Mali, 48% of all households were
found to have unmet WASH needs.

70%

of IDP households in Niger were
found to have unmet shelter
needs, with 38% having been
found to have extreme unmet
shelter needs. In Burkina Faso, this
was 72% and 54%, respectively, of
IDP households.

84%

« Most common needs profiles: Needs profiles among
households varied. However, across all areas and
popluation groups, most commonly, households in
Mali were found to have unmet protection needs.

In Burkina Faso, households most commonly had
unmet WASH and health needs, while in Niger,
the most common needs profile was households
simultaneously having unmet WASH and education
needs.

However, needs differed by area and population
group.

Some needs were particularly prevalent in the border
regions of the three countries, while others were more
widespread:

« Unmet food security, as well as unmet shelter
needs, and to some degree unmet protection needs
were particularly prevalent among households in
the border regions of the three countries and in
southern Niger.

« Unmet WASH and education needs, on the other
hand, were more widespread across the entire
countries, as were unmet health needs in particular
in Burkina Faso.

» However, the highest prevalence of households with
extreme unmet WASH and health needs was also
found in the border regions of the three countries.

Most common needs profile, by country:

These results may be indicative of conflict in the
border regions being one of the main drivers

of unmet food security, shelter and protection
needs, linked among others to conflict-related
production shortfalls and food access barriers,
as well as high proportions of IDPs staying in
emergency shelters.2

High levels of WASH, education and health needs
may have pre-existed the conflict in many areas, but may
have been intensified as a result of increased pressure
on existing infrastructures, challenges in maintenance and
closure of facilities, as well as enhanced access barriers, in
particular among IDP households.?

Some notable differences were found in the magnitude
and severity of need between IDPs and non-displaced
populations:

«  Across all three countries, unmet food security
needs were notably more prevalent among IDP
than among non-displaced households, as were
unmet shelter needs.

« For all other sectors, the prevalence of
households with unmet needs tended to be
similar across population groups. Only unmet
WASH needs may have potentially been slightly
more prevalent among IDPs in Burkina Faso and
Niger, as compared to other population groups.
Moreover, unmet education needs were found to
be more prevalent among IDPs in Burkina Faso than
among non-displaced population groups.

As such, specific kinds of unmet needs also
appeared to have been driving the higher
prevalence of extreme unmet needs found
among IDPs, compared to other population
groups, in Burkina Faso and Niger:

»  Specifically, a considerably higher proportion of
IDP than non-displaced households in both Burkina
Faso and Niger were found to have extreme unmet
shelter needs.

*  Moreover, in Burkina Faso, extreme unmet food
security needs were more prevalent among IDPs
than among non-displaced populations.

Food . .
WASH Security Shelter :Protection Health Education
Burkina Faso (13%)* v v
Mali (8%) v
Niger (15%) v v

 The figures noted in brackets in this table reflect the percentage of households with the most prevalent needs profile for each country.
2 ACAPS, Conflict and displacement in Mali, Niger and Burkina Faso (2019). Available here (accessed 31 March 2022); World Food Programme (WFP),
Conflits persistants, pertes de terres agricoles et insécurité alimentaire dans la région du Liptako-Gourma (Dakar, 2020). Available here (accessed 31

March 2022); FEWS NET, Burkina Faso Food Security Outlook, February to September 2022 (2022). Available here (accessed 31 March 2022); REACH,
Aperqgu - WSC Light, Burkina Faso, Février 2022 (Geneva, 2022); REACH, Apercu - WSC Light, Mali, Février 2022 (Geneva, 2022).
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https://reliefweb.int/attachments/7d6fa16d-2c37-3c59-8077-d746cf8d3ecf/20190322_acaps_regional_briefing_note_mali_-_niger_-_burkina_faso.pdf
https://www.food-security.net/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/Rapport-Liptako-Gourma-FoodSec-July-2020-FR_light.pdf
https://fews.net/sites/default/files/documents/reports/BF_Food_Security_Outlook_February_a_Septembre_2022_EN.pdf
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WATER, SANITATION AND HYGIENE (WASH)

Percentage of households with unmet WASH needs
(severity score of 3 or higher):

Percentage of households with extreme unmet WASH
needs (severity score of 4 or higher):
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ACROSS ALL THREE COUNTRIES, results indicate a
lack of sanitation infrastructure as one of the drivers
of WASH needs nationwide. Rates of open defecation
were found to be high, ranging from 19% and 20%,
respectively, of households reportedly primarily having
practiced open defecation in Mali and Burkina Faso

to 34% of households having reported so in Niger. In
this context, the main problems reported in relation to
sanitation facilities were a lack of facilities in Burkina
Faso (as reported by 56% of households), and facilities
not having been clean (44%) or not having been gender-
segregated (32%) in Mali (in Niger, problems related

to sanitation facilities were not assessed). At the sub-
national level, the highest rates of open defecation

of largely above 50% were reported among IDP
households in southern and western Niger, and non-
displaced households in eastern Mali, as well as among
IDP households in central Burkina Faso, likely being one
of the drivers of the more severe outcomes among these
groups.

While at the national level, the majority of households
reportedly used improved drinking water sources,* water
access also remains a challenge. Long waiting times

at water points, an insufficient number of water points,
and the distance to water points were the main barriers
reported related to a lack of water in all three countries.
Only 59% of IPD and 77% of non-displaced households in
Burkina Faso, and 73% of all households in Mali, reported
having access to sufficient drinking water.

While WASH infrastructure may have already been weak
across the region pre-conflict, displacement put an
additional strain on existing infrastructures in hosting
areas, likely contributing to the greater severity of
need in these areas. Moreover, conflict is posing

a challenge to maintenance. It is further likely that
severe unmet WASH needs are a factor contributing

to increased rates of malnutrition, morbidity and
mortality observed in some of these areas.!

Percentage of households per group and severity phase (WASH needs):

Burkina Faso Mali Niger
4+ 4 2 1 4+ 4 2 1 4+ 4 2 1
Non-displaced households 0% 23% 52% 2% 23%| 0% 22% 26% 44% 8% | 1% 40% 31% 4% 23%
IDP households 0% 36% 55% 2% 7% | 0% 23% 32% 42% 3% |12% 34% 44% 3% %
Refugee households NA NA NA NA NA| NA NA NA NA NA | 3% 15% 57% 7% 17%
Returnee households NA NA NA NA NA|NA NA NA NA NA | O% 30% 47% 6% 17%

1 REACH, Apercu - WSC Light, Burkina Faso, Février 2022 (Geneva, 2022); REACH, Apercu - WSC Light, Mali, Février 2022 (Geneva, 2022).
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FOOD SECURITY AND LIVELIHOODS

Percentage of households with unmet food security
needs (severity score of 3 or higher):
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BETWEEN ONE FOURTH and half the households
were found to have unmet food security needs. The
prevalence as well as the severity of unmet food
security needs was particularly high among IDPs.

For instance, less than half of the IDP households (46%)
in Burkina Faso were found to have an acceptable food
consumption score (compared to roughly three fourths
of non-displaced households with an acceptable food
consumption score), while 25% and 1%, respectively, were
found to have experienced moderate or severe hunger
(based on the Household Hunger Scale). Moreover,

more than 60% of IDP households were found to have

a moderate or high reduced Coping Strategies Index
(rCSl). At the same time, though, the proportion of non-
displaced households with a crisis- or emergency-level
Livelihood Coping Strategies Index (LCSI) was at 32%,
higher than the equivalent proportion of IDP households
(16%). This may be indicative of also non-displaced
households to some degree meeting their needs only
through the adoption of coping strategies, while those

CENTRAL SAHEL

strategies may not always be available to IDP households.

At the sub-national level, the prevalence of households
with unmet food security needs was found to be
highest in the border regions of the three countries.

In Burkina Faso, more than half of the households were
found to have unmet food security needs in the regions of
Sahel (78%), Est (62%), Centre-Ouest (59%), Nord (55%),
Centre-Est (54%) and Plateau-Central (50%). At the same
time, among IDPs, between 70% and 90% of households in
these areas were found to have unmet food security needs,
and with the exception of Centre-Est, roughly one third
were found to have extreme unmet food security needs.
Lastly, also in areas with a generally lower prevalence
of unmet food security needs, the proportion of IDP
households with unmet food security needs ranged
from 40% to 70%.

Similarly, in Mali, the largest proportions of households
with unmet food security needs were found in Gao (62%)
and Ménaka (57%). In Niger, they were found in Tillabéri
(48%), Tahoua (39%) and Diffa (38%), also with notably
higher proportions among IDPs and refugees than

among non-displaced households. In addition, 86% of

IDP households in Maradi and 54% of IDP households in
Niamey were found to have unmet food security needs
despite the generally lower proportions of households with
unmet food security needs in these areas.

These results are generally in line with other food security
analyses indicating the most severe levels of food
insecurity in northeastern Burkina Faso, eastern Mali,

as well as Tillabéry, Tahoua, Diffa and Maradi in Niger.!
However, food insecurity has been deteriorating with
an increasing number of people projected to be food
insecure during the coming lean season in all three
countries.? The main drivers include a deteriorating
security situation that is negatively impacting both food
production and market functioning, below-average
production levels, a premature depletion of self-produced
food stocks and earlier market dependence, with at the
same time atypical increases in staple food prices, and
declining incomes. As a result, food access is reduced
among poor households in general and among IDPs that
are already largely reliant on food aid in particular, with the
worst affected areas being the most conflict-affected ones
with limited humanitarian access." 2

Percentage of households per group and severity phase (food security needs):

Burkina Faso Mali Niger
4+ 4 2 1 4+ 4 2 1 4+ 4 2 1
Non-displaced households 0% 8% 36% 8% 48%| 0% 2% 21% 45% 32%| 1% 1% 29% 12% 56%
IDP households 1% 24% 44% 18% 14%| 1% 2% 36% 48% 13%| 2% 4% 50% 13% 32%
Refugee households NA NA NA NA NA| N NA NA NA NA | 1% 1% 43% 17% 39%
Returnee households NA NA NA NA NA| N NA NA NA NA | O% 1% 46% 11% 42%

1 Cadre Harmonisé, Food and Nutrition Situation in the Sahel, West Africa and Cameroon (2021). Available here (accessed 31 March 2022); Cadre Harmonisé, Food and
Nutrition Situation in the Sahel, West Africa and Cameroon (2022). Available here (accessed 31 March 2022); also compare FEWS NET Burkina Faso, Mali and Niger.

2 Cadre Harmonisé, 2021. Cadre Harmonisé, 2022.
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https://www.fantaproject.org/monitoring-and-evaluation/household-hunger-scale-hhs
https://fscluster.org/handbook/Section_two_rcsi.html
https://fscluster.org/handbook/Section_two_rcsi.html
https://fscluster.org/handbook/Section_two_coping.html
https://www.ipcinfo.org/fileadmin/user_upload/ipcinfo/docs/ch/Booklet_CH_Nov2021_vf_En.pdf
https://www.ipcinfo.org/fileadmin/user_upload/ipcinfo/docs/ch/Booklet_CH_Mars2022.pdf
https://fews.net/west-africa/burkina-faso
https://fews.net/west-africa/mali
https://fews.net/west-africa/niger/
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SHELTER AND PROTECTION
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UNMET SHELTER NEEDS were found to be particularly households with unmet shelter needs was as high as 82%
high among IDP, refugee and returnee households. In  in Bamako, while generally being high in Kidal (67% of
Burkina Faso, 72% of IDP households were found to have  all households), Timbuktu (54%), and Ménaka (33%). In
unmet shelter needs, as were 84% of IDP, 80% of refugee  Niger, roughly 70% to 95% of IDP, refugee and returnee
and 70% of returnee households in Niger, and 40% of IDP  households were found to have unmet shelter needs in
households in Mali, compared to 20% to 30% of non- Diffa, Niamey, Maradi, Tahoua and Tillabéry.
displaced households across the three countries.

These needs were largely driven by households living

Moreover, alongside unmet WASH needs, unmet in emergency / non-durable or damaged shelters.
shelter needs appeared to be the main driver For instance, in Burkina Faso, only roughly half of the IDP

: L ext i d ticularl households (52%) reported living in a constructed house,
Of overall extreme unmet neeads, particutarty compared to almost all non-displaced households (98%),

among IDP, refugee and returnee households. and 26% of IDP households reportedly living in a house
reported their house to be damaged.

In the northeastern regions of Burkina Faso, the ] —

proportions of households with unmet shelter needs Protection needs are difficult to assess at the household
were as high as 80%, and the proportion of IDP level. Nevertheless, results are indicative of unmet
households with extreme unmet shelter needs reached protection needs, with, for instance, up to 95% of

up to 69% in Centre Nord. In Mali, the proportion of IDP households worrying about their security in eastern Mali.

Percentage of households per group and severity phase (shelter needs):
Burkina Faso Mali Niger
4+ 4 2 1 4+ 4 2 1 4+ 4 2 1

Non-displaced households 0% 2% 18% 36% 43%| 5% 11% 14% 13% 58%| 1% 6% 18% 11% 64%

IDP households 0% 54% 18% 15% 12%| 5% 14% 21% 21% 39%| 0% 38% 46% 6% 9%
Refugee households NA NA NA NA NA| NA NA NA NA NA| O% 37% 43% 5% 14%
Returnee households NA NA NA NA 0% | NA NA NA NA NA | 2% 38% 30% 6% 24%
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more effective
humanitarian action




2021 MSNA BULLETIN | CENTRAL SAHEL

HEALTH AND EDUCATION

Percentage of households with unmet health needs

(severity score of 3 or higher):

Percentage of households with unmet education
needs (severity score of 3 or higher):
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NUTRITION OUTCOMES have reportedly deteriorated
across West Africa, and in particular in the Central
Sahel and the Liptako Gourma border region between
Mali, Burkina Faso and Niger as a result of the
deteriorating security situation, the closure of several
health centres and the disruption of health and
nutrition services. In November 2021, acute malnutrition
had reached Emergency (CH Phase 4) levels in parts of
Timbuktu, Koulikoro, Kayes and Segou in Mali, as well as
in Diffa, Niger.! In Burkina Faso, the IPC acute malnutrition
analysis conducted in November 2021 indicated
Emergency (IPC Phase 4) in five provinces in the northeast
and Crisis (IPC Phase 3) in most other provinces.?

In combination with the high prevalence and severity
of WASH needs, widespread unmet health needs,
often driven by barriers towards accessing health care
may be among the drivers of deteriorating nutrition
(and potentially health) outcomes. For instance, across
all three countries, medicines and consultations being too
expensive were reported as barriers towards accessing
health care by at least a third of the population in most
areas and often by higher proportions among IDPs as
compared to non-displaced households.

Thus, unmet health needs were generally
widespread, with the highest prevalence of
extreme unmet health needs having been found
in Burkina Faso and Mali in the border regions of
the three countries.

Similarly, unmet education needs driven by high
proportions of children not attending school, were
widespread. For instance, in Niger, 59% of households
reported at least one school-aged (6-17) child as

not regularly attending school, as did the majority of
households in most parts of Mali with the exception of
Bamako, Kayes, Koulikouro and Sikasso.

In Burkina Faso, reported school attendance was
notably lower among IDP households than among
non-displaced households. In Niger, this tended to only
be the case in the more conflict-affected regions of
Diffa, Maradi, Tahoua and Tillabéri, with roughly 60%

to 80% of IDP households having reported at least

one boy or girl aged 6-12 or 13-17 child as not having
attended school, compared to 35% to 55% of non-IDP
households. In Mali, on the other hand, roughly between
60% and 90% of households reported at least one
school-aged child as not having attended school in the
more conflict-affected regions of Gao, Kidal, Ménaka
and Timbuktu irrespective of population group, while
in most other regions, with the exception of Bamako
and Mopti, the proportion of IDP households having
reported at least one school-aged child as not having
attended school was notably higher than that of non-
displaced households.

In sum, education needs may have been pre-
existing across the three countries, while
potentially having been intensified in conflict-
affected areas and among IDP households.

* Cadre Harmonisé, Résultats de l'analyse de linsécurité alimentaire aigué courante en octobre-décembre 2021 et projetée en juin-ao(t 2022 (2021). Available here

(accessed 31 March 2022).

2 FEWS NET, Burkina Faso Food Security Outlook, February to September 2022 (2022). Available here (accessed 31 March 2022).
3 ACAPS, Conflict and displacement in Mali, Niger and Burkina Faso (2019). Available here (accessed 31 March 2022).
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conducted through inter-agency aid coordination mechanisms. REACH is a joint initiative of IMPACT Initiatives,
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