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I Research Goal
Investigate the feasibility, stakeholder acceptance, economic, and
social implications of blockchain for sustainability certification in the
coffee value chain.
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I Introduction & Motivation

= Producers in the Global South face volatile prices, power
asymmetries and tightening regulations like the EUDR [1, 2]

= Certification promises fairer market access, but is often costly,
opaque and skewed toward downstream actors [2, 3]

= Blockchain is discussed as a promising technology for robust
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= Round 2: online survey rating 29 statements, 1-5 agreement scale CONSENSUs sUrvey USRS el

= Very high expert retention: (91.7% response rate in second round)
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I Key Take-Aways

“Blockchain is not a disruptive “Blockchain enables hybrid certification
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