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1. Background and Purpose

The M-DPP project is building a practical Digital Product Passport system for the textile industry, with a focus on making compliance workable — especially for smaller companies and those earlier in the supply chain. The project is a collaboration between the Hogeschool van Amsterdam, HAN University of Applied Sciences, Candour.Digital, byBorre, Knitwear Lab, New Order of Fashion, and Dutch Circular Textile Valley. It is funded by Regieorgaan SIA as part of the national programme on Digital Product Passports in Practice.

The project centres on one key idea: that the fabric itself can carry the information needed for a passport. By analysing the molecular make-up of textile fibres — using scientific techniques already common in quality control and material testing — it is possible to verify what a product is actually made of, even after labels have been cut out, the product has been washed, or it has reached the end of its life. The first phase focuses on natural fibres, wool and cotton. The aim is to build an open database of fibre profiles that can be used to verify material claims and support a broader digital infrastructure for compliance.

This consultation is part of the project’s co-design work: we want to understand what compliance actually looks like in day-to-day practice across the textile value chain. From 2027, a first set of information will become mandatory in every product passport for textiles sold in the EU. The questions are not about whether this should happen — that is set — but about how it can realistically be done. The five areas covered are summarised in the table below.

	Domain
	Phase 1 (2027) Requirements
	M-DPP Relevance

	Composition & chemical safety
	What the product is made of: fibre content, recycled material share, any harmful substances, and whether it sheds plastic microfibers
	Molecular analysis can verify fibre content independently, without relying solely on supplier declarations

	Supply chain traceability
	Where the key production steps happened: cutting and sewing, weaving, knitting, dyeing, printing, and processes like tanning
	Being able to trace material origin back to raw material level is a core goal of the project

	Recyclability
	Whether the product can be recycled, and what to do with it at end of life — including available collection or take-back options
	Accurate material data from the passport can help sorters and recyclers make faster, better decisions

	Packaging
	Information about the product’s packaging: how much of it is recycled, whether it can be recycled, and whether it can be reused
	Packaging has its own lifecycle — linking it cleanly to the product passport without confusion is an open design question

	Environmental footprint
	Basic environmental data: evidence the product is safe, and where possible, the weight of materials and distances they travelled
	Collecting reliable transport data across a complex supply chain is one of the harder practical challenges for 2027



Your answers in this first round will be read and summarised by the research team. We will also use this input — alongside the discussion at our third Industry Living Lab workshop — to put together an overview of where the field currently stands. That combined picture forms the starting point for Round 2.

Here is what the road ahead looks like:

	Round 1 (this questionnaire) + Industry Living Lab #3
You share your views, experiences, and concerns. We collect input from the workshop at the same time. Together these form a first map of the landscape.
Round 2 — Rate and respond
We turn the themes from Round 1 into clear statements and send them back to the full panel. You tell us whether you agree, disagree, or want to add nuance. You will be able to see how others responded — anonymously — and revise your own position if you choose to.
Round 3 — Final alignment
A final short round to confirm where the panel has converged and to document where genuine disagreement remains — and why. The outcome feeds directly into the design of the M-DPP system.



If you would like your data removed at any point, please contact us at fashion.research@hva.nl and we will take care of it promptly.
2. Guidance for Respondents

There are four groups in this panel. The questions are the same for everyone, but we ask each group to answer from a different angle. Please read the note for your group before you start.

	Group 1 — The Supply Chain
Brands & retailers — Garment manufacturers — Processors (spinners, weavers, dyers) — Raw material producers

	1. Answer from what you actually do, not what you think should happen.
1. Tell us which part of the supply chain you work in — it helps us read your answers.
1. Concrete examples and honest accounts of what does not work are just as useful as success stories.
1. If something depends on your suppliers or buyers rather than on you, say so.



	Group 2 — Circularity and End-of-Life
Collectors — Sorters — Recyclers — Repair & reuse services

	1. Tell us what information you would need from a product passport to do your job better.
1. You don’t need to know how upstream production works — focus on what you receive and what is missing.
1. If part of a question doesn’t apply to your work, describe what you do know about it.



	Group 3 — Technology and Data
Digital product passport providers — Certification and audit bodies — Consultants

	1. Answer from your experience with real systems and implementations.
1. Be direct about what is technically ready and what is not — and at what scale.
1. Draw on comparable sectors where relevant. No need to avoid examples, but don’t name specific commercial products.



	Group 4 — Policy, Research and Civil Society
Public authorities — Industry associations — NGOs — Researchers

	1. Answer from a broader perspective: what conditions need to be in place for this to work at sector level?
1. Use evidence or observations from your work where you can.
1. If you represent a particular group or interest, it helps to say so.



3. Round 1 Questions

Five questions, one per topic. There are no right or wrong answers, and you don’t need to be an expert on every topic. Feel free to be as detailed as you like — or keep it short and use bullet points if that works better for you. Any insight is useful.

About you

Three short questions to help us analyse the results. Please select one answer per question.

	S1 — Which categories describes best your role or function? Multiple answers possible.

		□  Sustainability / Circularity
	□  Supply Chain / Sourcing

	□  CEO / Managing Director
	□  Sales / Brand Management

	□  CTO / Head of Technology
	□  Researcher / Academic

	□  CSR / ESG
	□  Policy / Government Affairs

	□  Quality / Compliance
	□  Consultant / Advisor

	□  Design / Product Development
	

	□  Other, please specify:  ________________________________________






	S2 — How large is your organisation?

		□  1–2 people
	□  50–249 people

	□  3–9 people
	□  250–999 people

	□  10–49 people
	□  1,000 or more






	S3 — Which stakeholder group best describes where you work?

	Your answer will determine which guidance note you receive before the questions.
□  The Supply Chain  —  Brands, retailers, manufacturers, processors (spinners, weavers, dyers), and raw material producers
□  Circularity and End-of-Life  —  Collection, sorting, recycling, repair, and reuse services
□  Technology and Data  —  Digital product passport platforms, certification and audit bodies, consultants
□  Policy, Research and Civil Society  —  Public authorities, industry associations, NGOs, researchers and academics



Questions


	Q1  Composition & safety, SSbD (Save and Sustainable by Design) — Can we get reliable data on what a product is made of, all the way back to the raw material?
From 2027, every textile product passport must include what the product is made of — including how much recycled material it contains, whether it contains any harmful substances, and whether it sheds plastic microfibers. This information needs to come from somewhere in the supply chain. In your experience, where does it actually exist today, and what would it take to make it reliably available for a product passport?

	In your response, please consider:
1. Where does this data currently live, and who holds it?
1. Testing and certification (Oeko-Tex, chemical compliance) — how far does it travel up the chain?
1. Does it matter whether the material is recycled or virgin, natural or synthetic?
1. What would ‘good enough’ verification look like for 2027?

Your response:









	Q2  Supply chain traceability — How ready is the industry to say where each production step happened?
Product passports will need to show where the main production steps took place — things like where the fabric was woven, dyed, printed, or the garment sewn together. This sounds straightforward, but in a global industry with many layers of suppliers, it can be anything but. How close is the industry to being able to do this reliably by 2027, and what are the real obstacles?

	In your response, please consider:
1. What location data do you currently hold on your own production or your suppliers’?
1. Where does the chain break down — confidentiality, supplier capacity, complexity?
1. What has actually worked, even partially, in your experience?
1. What would make it easier for smaller or less digitally equipped suppliers to participate?

Your response:









	Q3  Recyclability — Binary label or detailed breakdown: which is actually useful?
Every product passport will need to say whether a product can be recycled. But ‘recyclable’ is not a simple yes or no — it depends on what the product is made of, how it was constructed, and whether the right infrastructure exists to actually process it. Who should determine recyclability, what should that claim be based on, and how detailed does the information need to be to be genuinely useful?

	In your response, please consider:
1. What does ‘recyclable’ mean in your day-to-day work — is there a shared understanding?
1. What would a sorter or recycler actually need to see in the passport?
1. Who is best placed to make this assessment — and on what basis?
1. What happens when a product is technically recyclable but practically isn’t?

Your response:









	Q4  Packaging — How do you attach packaging data to a product passport without mixing up two different stories?
The product passport also needs to cover the packaging: whether it contains recycled material, whether it can be recycled, and whether it can be reused. Packaging is often managed separately from the product itself — by different teams, in different systems — and it typically disappears long before the product does. How should this information be captured and connected to the product passport in a way that is practical and doesn’t create confusion?

	In your response, please consider:
1. Where does packaging information currently sit in your organisation — is it linked to product records?
1. What is the biggest barrier to including it reliably in a passport?
1. How do you handle the timing gap: the packaging is gone, the passport lives on?
1. What level of detail is realistic for most brands by 2027?

Your response:









	Q5  Environmental footprint — Is collecting transport distance data across the supply chain realistic by 2027?
Beyond the mandatory fields, product passports are encouraged to include basic environmental data — how heavy the materials are, and how far they travelled between production steps. For most textile products, materials cross multiple borders before they become a finished garment. Tracking every leg of that journey, product by product, is a significant ask. Is it realistic for 2027, and if not, what could work instead?

	In your response, please consider:
1. What transport or logistics data do you currently have access to?
1. Same product, different shipments — how do you handle variation?
1. What’s the minimum that would still be meaningful for an environmental claim?
1. If exact data isn’t available: what approximations or defaults could be acceptable?

Your response:










4. Anything else?

If there is something relevant that the questions above didn’t give you room to say, please use the space below. This could be a concern, an example, or simply something you think we should know.

	Additional observations:











	Thank you.
We genuinely appreciate you taking the time to share your experience and perspective. Every answer — whether detailed or brief — helps us build a more grounded picture of what Digital Product Passports will require in practice.
To learn more about the M-DPP project, visit: www.m-dpp.nl
What happens next
Your answers will be reviewed and summarised by the research team. We will bring those findings to the third Industry Living Lab workshop, where we will go through the key themes together and see whether the group can add further insight or nuance. If you have not yet received an invitation and would like to join, please tick the box below. This workshop will take place online on Monday 13 April from 10:00–11:30.
□  I have not yet received an invitation to the third Industry Living Lab workshop and would like to attend. Please send me the details.
Round 2 of this questionnaire will follow in the second half of April. You will receive it by email.



	Submission & Confidentiality
Please return this completed questionnaire to [contact email] by [deadline date]. All responses are treated as strictly confidential. Individual responses will not be attributed to named participants in any published output. Anonymised, aggregated findings will be shared with all panel members prior to Round 2.
Questions or clarifications: [contact name] — [email] — [phone].
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