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Disclaimer 
The paper does not represent the official views of EFRAG or any individual member of the EFRAG SRB or EFRAG 

SR TEG. Tentative decisions are made in public and reported in the EFRAG Update. EFRAG positions, as approved 

by the EFRAG SRB, are published as comment letters, discussion or position papers, or in any other form 

considered appropriate in the circumstances.  

The inclusion of a platform or initiative in this report should not be understood as a form of direct or indirect 

endorsement or certification by EFRAG. This report offers a snapshot at this moment in time of the platforms 

and initiatives that were presented as a response to EFRAG’s Call for expression of interest on VSME digital tools 

and platforms, reflecting information that these tools made available to EFRAG. EFRAG has not verified the 

information received, nor has it assessed the quality or the compliance of the platforms or initiatives with the 

VSME or European Sustainability Reporting Standards (ESRS).  

About EFRAG   

EFRAG’s mission is to serve the European public interest in both financial and sustainability reporting by 

developing and promoting European views in the field of corporate reporting. EFRAG builds on and contributes 

to the progress in corporate reporting. In its sustainability reporting activities, EFRAG provides technical advice to 

the European Commission in the form of draft ESRS elaborated under a robust due process and supports the 

effective implementation of ESRS. EFRAG seeks input from all stakeholders and obtains evidence about specific 

European circumstances throughout the standard-setting process. Its legitimacy is built on excellence, 

transparency, governance, due process, public accountability and thought leadership. This enables EFRAG to 

speak convincingly, clearly and consistently and be recognised as the European voice in corporate reporting and 

a contributor to global progress in corporate reporting. 

 

EFRAG is funded by the European Union through the Single Market Programme in which the EEA-EFTA countries 

(Norway, Iceland and Liechtenstein), as well as Kosovo participate. Any views and opinions expressed are however 

those of the author(s) only and do not necessarily reflect those of the European Union, the European Commission 

or of countries that participate in the Single Market Programme. Neither the European Union, the European 

Commission nor countries participating in the Single market Programme can be held responsible for them. © 

2026 EFRAG All rights reserved. 

Reproduction and use rights are strictly limited. For further details, please write to EFRAG at 

efragsecretariat@efrag.org. 

https://www.efrag.org/en/news-and-calendar/news/efrag-calls-for-expression-of-interest-on-vsme-digital-tools-and-platforms
https://www.efrag.org/en/news-and-calendar/news/efrag-calls-for-expression-of-interest-on-vsme-digital-tools-and-platforms
mailto:efragsecretariat@efrag.org
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Abstract 

This report presents the findings of a mapping exercise conducted by EFRAG to identify and assess digital 

platforms and initiatives supporting sustainability reporting by small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs), 

particularly in relation to the VSME Recommendation issued in July 2025. The exercise is based on 

responses to a Call for Expression of Interest published in February 2026. While 108 submissions were 

received, only 25 met the defined eligibility criteria (i.e. platforms with more than 200 preparers and at 

least 50 users, or those operated by public entities or forming part of nationally led initiatives). In addition, 

only 14 of these 25 initiatives completed a full self-assessment. EFRAG recognises that other relevant 

initiatives may exist or have emerged since the data collection period; therefore, this report provides a 

snapshot rather than a comprehensive overview, and no verification of the submitted self-assessments has 

been undertaken. 

The mapping explores key platform characteristics, including alignment with the VSME Recommendation, 

development phase and governance structure. Findings point to a still-developing ecosystem with limited 

alignment to the VSME framework. Among the assessed platforms, most report only partial alignment, 

with the exception of one initiative declaring full alignment. Government-led initiatives are few, with three 

operational platforms identified (in Malta, Belgium (Flanders), and Portugal), all indicating partial 

alignment. Similarly, platforms developed by national chambers of commerce, associations and consortia 

generally report partial alignment. Additional initiatives – both governmental and chamber-led – are 

currently in the design phase and are being developed on the basis of the VSME framework. 

In addition to the general analysis, the report highlights expectations for market development, noting that 

the number of freely accessible platforms is likely to grow. The forthcoming Voluntary Standard Delegated 

Act based on the VSME Standard is also expected to enhance market stability and drive greater integration 

of the Standard into both existing and future platforms. EFRAG plans to continue monitoring the evolution 

of platforms and initiatives to support the digitalisation and consistent implementation of the voluntary 

framework. 

 

 

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=OJ:L_202501710&qid=1770584920274
https://www.efrag.org/sites/default/files/media/document/2026-02/EFRAG%20Call%20for%20expression%20of%20interest%20%E2%80%93%20Mapping%20of%20initiatives%2C%20and%20digital%20platforms_0.pdf


 

 

 

3 
 

 

Table of Contents 
INTRODUCTION .......................................................................................................................................... 4 

BACKGROUND ................................................................................................................................... 4 

OBJECTIVE ........................................................................................................................................ 4 

CHAPTER 1: GENERAL ANALYSIS OF SURVEY RESPONSES ............................................................................ 5 

CALL FOR EXPRESSION OF INTEREST ................................................................................................. 5 

GENERAL ANALYSIS OF RESPONSES ................................................................................................... 5 

ALIGNMENT WITH THE VSME STANDARD ............................................................................................ 8 

COST MODEL AND PRICING STRUCTURE .............................................................................................. 9 

USABILITY AND DATA ACCESS FEATURES ........................................................................................... 10 

COUNTRY OF INITIATIVE AND LANGUAGE AVAILABILITY ........................................................................ 11 

AVAILABILITY OF ADDITIONAL TOOLS ................................................................................................. 13 

CHAPTER 2: REPORT ON THE SHORTLISTED PLATFORMS .......................................................................... 15 

PART 1: COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF SHORTLISTED PLATFORMS......................................................... 15 
Alignment with the VSME Standard ................................................................................................... 17 

Cost model and pricing structure ........................................................................................................ 18 

Usability and data access features ...................................................................................................... 18 

Country of initiative and language availability ................................................................................... 20 

Availability of additional tools ............................................................................................................ 22 

PART 2: ANALYSIS OF SELF-ASSESSMENTS RECEIVED BY SHORTLISTED PLATFORMS AND INITIATIVES ... 24 

PLATFORMS AND INITIATIVES IN THE DESIGN PHASE ........................................................................... 27 

KEY TAKEAWAYS AND POSSIBLE SCENARIOS ............................................................................................ 29 

ANNEX I : LIST OF DIGITAL PLATFORMS AND INITIATIVES THAT WERE SHORTLISTED IN THE 2025 MAPPING 
EXERCISE ................................................................................................................................................... 30 

 

 

 



 

 

 

4 
 

INTRODUCTION 

Background 
1. The VSME Standard was developed for use by non-listed SMEs, including micro-enterprises (1–

250 employees), and has not been tested for use by other larger or more complex companies. In 

December 2024, EFRAG delivered the VSME Standard to the European Commission.  

2. Based on EFRAG’s technical advice, the European Commission adopted the VSME Standard as a 

Recommendation in July 2025. This is now available in the language of all EU Member States, and 

it addresses SMEs (1-250 employees).  

3. Under Omnibus I, the European Commission will adopt a Voluntary Standard Delegated Act (DA) 

based on the VSME Standard for undertakings outside the scope of the CSRD. The Voluntary 

Standard will serve as the value chain cap. 

Objective 
 

4. https://www.efrag.org/sites/default/files/sites/webpublishing/SiteAssets/EFRAG Call for 

expression of interest - Initiative, Tools and Platforms .pdfEFRAG launched a Call for Expression of 

Interest to map existing or developing initiatives for sustainability reporting digital platforms (e.g. 

ESG data platforms that match online demand and supply of ESG data and act as aggregators of 

preparer and user sustainability data) and other relevant initiatives supporting voluntary 

sustainability reporting (including, for example, access to data banks such as waste registers, 

among others). The 2026 version is part of EFRAG’s ongoing efforts to support the implementation 

of the VSME Standard. As such, following the work carried out by EFRAG on the VSME Ecosystem 

in 2025, and as requested in the VSME Market Acceptance Progress Report, EFRAG is continuing 

its work on the VSME Ecosystem. Through this ecosystem, EFRAG aims to contribute to the uptake 

of the VSME Standard by the EU market. 

5. This mapping builds on the work carried out by the EFRAG Secretariat in 2025, namely the 

mapping of digital platforms and initiatives for SME sustainability reporting published in 

September 2025, which identified several freely accessible initiatives and platforms for SME 

sustainability reporting and indicated that this number is expected to increase in the future. 

6. The 2026 Call for Interest seeks to capture: 

(a) new digital platforms or initiatives, that are currently in the operational phase (i.e. 

platforms that have not been previously identified in the mapping released in September 

2025); 

(b) platforms or initiatives that are national/government-led or developed by 

national/European associations, and are still in the design phase; and 

(c) platforms or initiatives that were covered in the 2025 mapping but have since undergone 

significant changes. 

7. In particular, the aim of this new call is to identify new available digital platforms to facilitate 

SMEs’ sustainability reporting digitalisation, ideally extending the number of available platforms 

with multi-country coverage. 

8. Please note, that in parallel with this report, EFRAG is publishing a separate mapping of digital 

tools. 

https://www.efrag.org/sites/default/files/sites/webpublishing/SiteAssets/EFRAG%20Call%20for%20expression%20of%20interest%20-%20Initiative,%20Tools%20and%20Platforms%20.pdf
https://www.efrag.org/sites/default/files/sites/webpublishing/SiteAssets/EFRAG%20Call%20for%20expression%20of%20interest%20-%20Initiative,%20Tools%20and%20Platforms%20.pdf
https://www.efrag.org/sites/default/files/media/document/2026-02/EFRAG%20Call%20for%20expression%20of%20interest%20%E2%80%93%20Mapping%20of%20initiatives%2C%20and%20digital%20platforms_0.pdf
https://www.efrag.org/sites/default/files/media/document/2026-02/EFRAG%20Call%20for%20expression%20of%20interest%20%E2%80%93%20Mapping%20of%20initiatives%2C%20and%20digital%20platforms_0.pdf
https://www.efrag.org/sites/default/files/media/document/2025-12/VSME%20Market%20Acceptance%20Survey%20Report.pdf
https://www.efrag.org/sites/default/files/media/document/2025-10/EFRAG%20Mapping%20of%20Digital%20Platforms%20and%20Initiatives%20for%20SME%20Sustainability%20Reporting%20Report%20%282%29.pdf
https://www.efrag.org/sites/default/files/media/document/2025-10/EFRAG%20Mapping%20of%20Digital%20Platforms%20and%20Initiatives%20for%20SME%20Sustainability%20Reporting%20Report%20%282%29.pdf
https://www.efrag.org/sites/default/files/media/document/2025-10/EFRAG%20Mapping%20of%20Digital%20Platforms%20and%20Initiatives%20for%20SME%20Sustainability%20Reporting%20Report%20%282%29.pdf
https://www.efrag.org/sites/default/files/media/document/2025-10/EFRAG%20Mapping%20of%20Digital%20Platforms%20and%20Initiatives%20for%20SME%20Sustainability%20Reporting%20Report%20%282%29.pdf
https://www.efrag.org/sites/default/files/media/document/2025-10/EFRAG%20Mapping%20of%20Digital%20Platforms%20and%20Initiatives%20for%20SME%20Sustainability%20Reporting%20Report%20%282%29.pdf
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CHAPTER 1: GENERAL ANALYSIS OF SURVEY RESPONSES 

9. The survey was designed to collect structured information on existing platforms and initiatives 

that support sustainability reporting by SMEs. Through a series of targeted questions, the survey 

enabled the mapping of key features of available platforms, self-assessing their alignment with 

the VSME Recommendation (2025) or the VSME Standard (December 2024 version) and gathering 

details on their operation, usage and accessibility. 

Call for Expression of Interest 
10. The Call for Expression of Interest, conducted through an online survey, was launched on 3 

February and ended on 5 April 2026. A total of 108 respondents submitted their feedback.  

11. The survey published on EFRAG’s website consisted of 11 topics, namely:  

— identification of the initiative/platform (name of the platform and the managing company 

or public entity, country of origin and available languages, and web address); 

— self-declared alignment with the VSME Standard (explanation of any partial alignment and 

the main differences, use of a two-tier structure reflecting the Basic and Comprehensive 

Modules, and existence or plans for a reconciliation table mapping the platform’s structure 

to the VSME Standard); 

— type and nature of the initiative (classification, e.g. rating agency, information provider, 

consortium, and indication of whether the initiative is public or private); 

— development status (operational or design phase); 

— user base size (estimated number of preparers and users)1; 

— technical features and embedded tools (such as GHG emissions calculators, geolocation tools 

or biodiversity-related tools); 

— reporting functionalities (whether a report is automatically generated and where it is 

published, XBRL report generation); 

— country of initiative and languages available; 

— access and cost structure;  

— guidance and support materials; and 

— type of undertakings covered by the initiative/platform (whether the platform was designed 

specifically for SMEs). 

General analysis of responses 
12. Similarly to the findings of last year’s results, 82 platforms (76%) are developed and managed 

entirely by private entities. This dominance underscores the central role of market-led efforts in 

shaping digital infrastructure for SME sustainability reporting. Public initiatives account for 13 

platforms (12%), indicating a moderate but meaningful involvement of governmental or public 

institutions in this space. Public initiatives are closely followed by mixed initiatives, with a total of 

13 platforms (12%) where private entities operate the platform with public funding support. 

 
1 Preparers are defined as the number of undertakings using the platform, whereas users are defined as number of 
banks/large corporates using the information provided by the undertakings through the platform. 
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13. As part of the 2026 Call for Interest, respondents indicated whether they had participated in the 

2025 mapping. The findings show that most respondents (81%) are new participants, contributing 

87 new platforms and initiatives. Among returning participants, 13% reported substantial changes 

to their platforms, while 6% indicated no changes since the previous mapping.  

 

Figure 1: Participation in 2025 mapping 

14. Focusing specifically on the type of initiatives, 31 (29%) were classified as information providers, 

reflecting a strong emphasis on facilitating access to and distribution of ESG data across the SME 

ecosystem. Rating companies accounted for only 8 platforms (7%), highlighting a decline in 

initiatives focused on evaluating and scoring ESG performance compared to the previous year’s 

report (29 platforms). Only 6 platforms (6%) were developed by consortia. The majority of 

platforms (58%) were categorised as ‘other’, representing a significant increase compared to the 

previous year, when only 4 platforms fell into this category. Examples within the ‘other’ category 

include SaaS solutions for VSME report generation, energy companies, consulting firms, ESG data 

management and collection platforms, software vendors/providers, carbon accounting tools, etc. 

6%
13%

81%

Participation in 2025 mapping

Yes, however, no changes in the digital platform or initiative occurred compared to
last year

Yes, however, significant changes were introduced in the digital platform or
initiative compared to last year

No
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Figure 2: Type of platform or initiative 

15. Regarding the distribution of platforms across different project phases, a significantly higher share 

of them is in the operational phase compared to last year’s results. Specifically, 90 platforms (83%) 

are in the operational phase, while only 18 platforms (17%) are still in the design phase. 

 

Figure 3: Platforms by project phase 

16. Respondents were also asked to indicate which type of undertaking their platform was designed 

for (i.e. SMEs with fewer than 250 employees, larger companies with more than 250 employees, 

or both). Most platforms and initiatives (67%) target both SMEs and larger companies, while 30% 

focus exclusively on SMEs and a small share (4%) address only larger companies.  

28,70%

5,56% 7,41%

58,33%
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Figure 4: Types of undertakings covered by platforms 

 

Self-declared alignment with the VSME Standard 
17. To assess the alignment of digital platforms with the VSME Standard, respondents were asked 

questions regarding both the content alignment and the structural coherence of their platforms 

with the Standard’s framework. A majority of the platforms (70%) reported that their content fully 

reflects the VSME Recommendation (Commission Recommendation (EU) 2025/1710 of 30 July 

2025) and the VSME Digital Template, indicating strong market responsiveness to the framework. 

An additional 6% stated full alignment with the content of the VSME Standard (December 2024), 

suggesting that some initiatives have not yet updated their tools to the new version. 17% of 

respondents reported partial alignment with EFRAG’s technical advice to the European 

Commission in December 2024 or with the VSME Recommendation of 30 July 2025, while 5% 

indicated that their platforms are not currently aligned but plan to adopt the VSME Standard in 

the foreseeable future. Finally, only 3% reported no alignment and no plans to integrate the 

Standard, indicating that a relatively limited segment of the market is not currently engaging with 

the VSME framework. 

30%

4%67%

Which types of undertakings does the platform 
cover?

SMEs (i.e. undertakings that have less than 250 employees)

Other (i.e. companies with more than 250 employees)

All of the above

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=OJ:L_202501710&qid=1770584920274
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=OJ:L_202501710&qid=1770584920274
https://www.efrag.org/en/vsme-digital-template-and-xbrl-taxonomy
https://www.efrag.org/sites/default/files/sites/webpublishing/SiteAssets/VSME%20Standard.pdf
https://www.efrag.org/sites/default/files/sites/webpublishing/SiteAssets/VSME%20Standard.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=OJ:L_202501710&qid=1770584920274
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Figure 5: Self-declared Alignment with VSME Standard 

18. In terms of modular structure alignment, a significant majority of the mapped platforms (82 out 

of 108) are designed to mirror the modular architecture of the VSME framework. This share (76%) 

not only represents an increase compared to survey of the previous year (68%) but also suggests 

a good level of uptake of the VSME Standard’s modular approach among existing initiatives. 

Conversely, 28 platforms (24%) do not currently mirror this structure.  

 

Figure 6: Platforms by VSME modular alignment 

Cost model and pricing structure 
19. When asked about the cost model, the majority of respondents (67%) indicated that their 

platforms operate on a recurring fee basis, highlighting a predominantly commercial approach. 

An additional 5 platforms (5%) reported a one-time entry fee model. Meanwhile, 19 platforms 

(18%) stated they are entirely free of charge, making them potentially more accessible for SMEs 

with limited resources. Another 11 platforms (10%) follow a hybrid model: they are free to access, 

but certain services require payment, suggesting a tiered offering that may combine basic free 

tools with premium features. Lastly, 1 respondent (1%) marked the question as not applicable, as 

they refer to initiatives or tools that are not digital platforms. 

 

76%

24%

Modular structure that mirrors the VSME Standard

Yes No
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Figure 7: Platforms by cost model 

Usability and data access features 
20. A strong majority of the surveyed platforms and initiatives (94%) offer guidelines to support SMEs 

in their sustainability reporting journey, supporting users with varying levels of expertise. Only a 

small fraction (6 platforms) reported providing no guidance, suggesting that the majority of 

initiatives recognise the importance of instructional support in enabling effective reporting 

practices. 

 

Figure 8: Availability of guidelines across platform 

21. In terms of automation features, 84 platforms (78%) indicated that they automatically generate 

reports for users, improving efficiency and reducing the reporting burden for SMEs, while 24 

(22%) indicated that they do not. This ratio is in line with the results of the previous year’s 

mapping. 
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Figure 9: Platforms offering automatic report generation 

22. Regarding data access, privacy remains an important consideration: of the platforms surveyed, 

56 (51%) do not allow any third-party access to stored data. Another 34 platforms (31%) provide 

only limited, anonymised access, while 18 (17%) permit full third-party access. This distribution 

indicates that most platforms prioritise data confidentiality, although a portion also supports 

some level of data sharing, which may be useful for analytic purposes. 

 

Figure 10: Third-party access to stored data 

Country of initiative and language availability  
23. The main country of initiative of the platforms is Italy (25 platforms), followed by Spain (21 

platforms), the Netherlands (20 platforms), Germany (20 platforms) and France (19 platforms). 

Outside the EU, the United Kingdom and the United States stand out as the primary countries of 

origin for the platforms, accounting for 16 and 12 out of 39, respectively. 
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Figure 11: Country of initiative of platforms 

 

24. In terms of language availability across platforms and initiatives, English is the most commonly 

supported language, appearing in 74.04% of cases. It is followed by Italian (25%), Spanish 

(24.07%), French (22.22%), German (22.22%) and Dutch (13.89%), indicating a notable presence 
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of several European languages. In contrast to the previous report, this year saw no availability of 

platforms in non-EU languages.  

 

Figure 12: Language availability by platforms 

Availability of additional tools 
25. Regarding the possibility of having additional tools (i.e. either GHG emission calculators, 

geolocation tools, biodiversity tools, guidance, etc.) embedded in or referred to in the platforms, 

81% of the platforms and initiatives report incorporating such functionalities. Among the tools, 

the GHG emission calculator is the most frequently included, available in 73 platforms and 

initiatives, accounting for 68% of the overall sample. In contrast, only 19% of the total platforms 

and initiatives do not offer any additional tools. 
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Figure 13: Additional tools in the platforms 

26. In this year’s survey, respondents were asked whether their platforms offer the possibility of XBRL 

reporting. A majority of the sample, 64 platforms (59%), indicated that they do not support the 

generation of XBRL reports, while 44 platforms (41%) provide this functionality. These findings 

suggest that XBRL reporting has not yet been widely adopted across the surveyed platforms.  

 

Figure 14: XBRL report generation in the platforms 
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CHAPTER 2: REPORT ON THE SHORTLISTED PLATFORMS  

27. The next section of this report provides an in-depth analysis of a selected group of platforms that 

were shortlisted based on specific criteria.  

28. The criteria for shortlisting platforms were as follows: platforms with more than 200 preparers 

and at least 50 users, as well as platforms that did not meet these thresholds but are managed 

by a public entity or form part of nationally led initiatives (i.e. banking associations, sectorial 

initiatives, international initiatives), whether in the operational or design phase. Based on these 

criteria, a total of 25 platforms were shortlisted. Out of these 25, 14 completed the self-

assessment grid used to evaluate the alignment of platforms and initiatives with the VSME 

Recommendation (2025). In addition, it is worth mentioning that 5 of the 25 shortlisted platforms 

are still in the design phase and thus did not receive a self-assessment; they are treated in a 

separate section of the report. 

29. The first part of the chapter provides a statistical analysis of the main characteristics and 

functionalities of the shortlisted platforms that are in the operational phase. This is followed by 

the results of the self-assessment grid submitted to the shortlisted platforms. Please note that 

EFRAG has not verified the correctness of the self-assessments and therefore does not vouch 

for any of the platforms mentioned below. The list below is a snapshot of the platforms and 

initiatives that responded to the Call for Expression of Interest, fulfilled the criteria mentioned 

above and completed the self-assessment. 

Part 1: Comparative analysis of shortlisted platforms  
30. This section presents statistics based on data collected through the survey embedded in the Call 

for Expression of Interest launched in February 2026.  

31. Compared with last year, the analysis reveals a notable shift towards greater public-sector 

involvement in the development and operation of platforms. Public entities develop and manage 

12 platforms (48%), while private-sector initiatives account for only 7 platforms (28%). At the 

same time, mixed initiatives, combining private operational control with public funding or 

support, have increased significantly to 6 platforms (24%), up from just one last year. 

32. A closer examination of the functions across initiative types shows that the majority 

(15 platforms) fall under the ‘other’ category. These respondents provided further clarification, 

describing their initiatives as, for example, industry association initiatives, and public body 

initiatives ESG platforms, assessment, reporting and management tools, etc. 5 platforms operate 

as information providers, while 4 are managed by consortium-developed initiatives. However, 

consistent with last year’s findings, the number of platforms focused on ESG performance 

evaluation remains relatively low, with only 1 identifying as a rating agency. 
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Figure 16: Type of entity managing the platform or initiative 

33. In this year’s survey, respondents were also asked to indicate the types of undertakings addressed 

by their platforms, namely SMEs, other undertakings, or both. A majority (60%) of respondents 

reported that their platforms cover both SMEs and other undertakings (i.e. undertakings with 

more than 250 employees), while 40% reported a sole focus on SMEs. 

 

Figure 17: Types of undertakings covered by platforms 
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34. Regarding the distribution of platforms across different project phases, a significantly higher 

share is involved in the operational phase. Specifically, 20 platforms out of 25 are active during 

the operational phase, while only 5 platforms are in the design phase. 

 

Figure 18: Platforms by project phase 

Alignment with the VSME Standard 
35. With respect to alignment with the VSME Standard, 13 of the 25 shortlisted platforms (52%) 

reported full alignment with the VSME Recommendation and the VSME Digital Template. This 

marks a positive increase compared to last year, when most platforms were only partially aligned. 

Partial alignment with either the VSME Standard (December 2024) or the VSME Recommendation 

(July 2025) was reported by 6 platforms (24%). In addition, 3 platforms (12%) indicated that they 

remain aligned with the December 2024 version of the VSME Standard. The remaining platforms 

each represent smaller shares: 1 platform reported that it is not currently aligned but plans to 

align in the future, while 2 indicated no such alignment. 

 

Figure 19: Alignment with VSME Standard 

36. In terms of alignment with the modular structure of the VSME Standard, 13 platforms reported 

that their structure reflects that of the Standard, while 12 platforms indicated that their structure 
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does not follow this alignment. This is a more balanced distribution compared to the previous 

mapping and suggests a positive transition towards the VSME framework in the ecosystem. 

 

Figure 20: Alignment with VSME modular structure 

Cost model and pricing structure 
37. Regarding the cost model of the digital platforms, 15 respondents (60%) reported that their 

platform is free of charge. This is followed by 8 other platforms (32%) with recurring fees. 

2 platforms are free of charge but certain services require fees. 

  

Figure 21: Platform by cost model 

Usability and data access features 
38. 24 (96%) of the shortlisted platforms offer guidelines designed for SMEs in their sustainability 

reporting processes. This uniform approach of platforms to providing such guidance reflects a 

clear commitment to enhancing user support and accessibility. 
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Figure 22: Availability of guidelines 

39. Regarding automation features, 68% of the shortlisted platforms reported that they 

automatically generate reports. In contrast, 32% of the platforms indicated that they do not offer 

automatic report generation, potentially requiring users to compile reports manually. This level 

of automation shows a clear effort to improve efficiency and reduce the reporting workload for 

SMEs. 

  

Figure 23: Platforms offering automatic report generation 

40. For data access, privacy still appears to be an important consideration. Of the 25 shortlisted 

platforms analysed, 10 platforms offer limited, anonymised access, balancing privacy concerns 

with the potential benefits of data sharing. Meanwhile, 8 do not provide third-party access to 

stored data, prioritising data confidentiality. Finally, 7 platforms allow full access to their data. 
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This distribution highlights that while most platforms emphasise protecting user data, a notable 

portion also facilitates some degree of data sharing. 

 

Figure 24: Third-party access to stored data 

 

Country of initiative and language availability 
41. This year’s Call for Interest received many submissions indicating multiple countries as country of 

initiative. Among the shortlisted platforms, Italy (5 platforms) was the most cited country of 

initiative, followed by Germany (4 platforms), Spain (4 platforms), the Netherlands (4 platforms), 
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Portugal (4 platforms), France (3 platforms), Belgium (3 platforms), and Denmark (3 platforms). 

Outside the EU, Switzerland was mentioned 3 times as a country of initiative. 

 

 

Figure 25: Platforms by country of initiative 

42. In terms of language availability, English is the most commonly supported language across the 

shortlisted platforms, appearing in 14 out of 25 platforms. It is followed by Italian (6), French (6), 

Spanish (6), German (5), Portuguese (5), Dutch (4), and Danish (4), with other EU languages less 

frequently supported. None of the platforms that submitted to this Call for Interest reported 

support for non-EU languages.  
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Figure 26: Languages available by platform 

Availability of additional tools 
43. Regarding the possibility of having additional tools (i.e. a GHG emission calculator, geolocation 

tools, biodiversity tools) embedded within the platform, 72% (18 out of 25) of the platforms 

reported incorporating such features. This suggests that respondents recognise the added value 

these tools can provide to the users of their platforms or initiatives. In contrast, 28% of the 

shortlisted platforms do not offer any additional tools.  
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Figure 27: Additional tools in the shortlisted platforms 

44. This year’s survey also examined whether platforms offer the possibility of XBRL reporting. 

Among the 25 shortlisted platforms, 17 do not support the generation of XBRL reports, while 8 

provide this functionality. These findings indicate that XBRL reporting has not yet been widely 

adopted across the surveyed platforms. 

 

Figure 28: XBRL report generation across the shortlisted platforms 
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Part 2: Analysis of self-assessments received by shortlisted platforms and initiatives  
45. Taking into account that 5 platforms are still in the design phase and thus did not receive a self-

assessment, this section summarises the results of the self-assessment submitted by 14 out of 

20 platforms/initiatives. The analysis is based on information gathered through the self-

assessment questionnaire completed by the platforms themselves. Please note that the self-

assessment results provided in this report do not mean that EFRAG vouches for any of the 

platforms or initiatives that submitted the self-assessments.  

46. To provide a clear and consistent comparison, each shortlisted platform completed a self-

assessment against all datapoints defined in the VSME Standard. The degree of alignment was 

evaluated using the following scale:  

(a) not present: the datapoint is not covered or considered by the platform; 

(b) partially aligned: the datapoint is addressed but only partially; and 

(c) fully aligned: the datapoint is fully addressed and fully matches the VSME Standard. 

 



 

  

 

 Page 25 of 33 
   

 

47. The table below summarises the results of the self-assessments received. As a reminder, these 14 platforms and initiatives are those that fulfilled the criteria outlined in the Call for Expression of Interest (i.e. operational with 

more than 200 preparers and at least 50 users, as well as platforms that did not meet these thresholds but are managed by a public entity or form part of nationally led initiatives) and that completed the self-assessment2. Please 

note that EFRAG has not verified the correctness of the self-assessments and therefore does not certify any of the platforms mentioned below. The list below is a snapshot of those platforms and initiatives that answered the 

Call for Expression of Interest, fulfilled the criteria mentioned above and completed the self-assessment in 2026. For a complete overview, please refer to Annex I, which lists the digital platforms and initiatives shortlisted in the 

2025 mapping. 

Table 1: Overview of platforms that fulfilled the criteria and completed the self-assessment 

 
2 Other platforms or initiatives that fulfilled the criteria but did not complete the self-assessment are: ComplyMarket Compliance Portal (Germany), osapiens HUB for Reporting Essentials (multiple EU and non-EU countries), UN Global Compact – Network 
France (France), UN Global Compact – Network Spain (Spain), Zukunfts-Kompass Handwerk (Future Compass Skilled Crafts) (Germany), and Klimaklar (Climatefit) (Denmark). 
3 The inclusion of a platform in this report cannot be understood as a form of direct or indirect endorsement or certification by EFRAG. This report presents a snapshot at this moment in time of those platforms and initiatives that responded to the Call for 

Interest. This report reflects information provided to EFRAG by the platforms. EFRAG has not performed a verification of the information received, nor has it assessed the quality or compliance of the tools with the VSME Standard or ESRS.  

 
Platform/Initiative name3 Country Managing Entity Languages 

Self-declared 
alignmentl 

Availability 
of guidelines 

Cost Model 
Additional tools 

embedded 

Automatic 
report 

generation 

XBRL 
report 
generation  

Platform
URL 

National/governmental 
platform or initiative 

ESG Platform Malta 

Ministry for the 
Environment, Energy 
and Public Cleanliness 
(MEEC) 

English  Partially aligned Yes Free 
Yes (GHG 
calculator) 

Yes No Link 

Sustatool Belgium Flemish Government Dutch  Partially aligned Yes Free No Yes No Link 

FOREST – Ferramenta 
Organizacional de Reporte 
da Sustentabilidade no 
Turismo  

Portugal Turismo de Portugal Portuguese Partially aligned Yes Free 

Yes (GHG 
emission 
calculator, 
Climate risks 
geolocalisation 
tool, Biodiversity 
tool 

Yes No Link 

National/European 
association of 
preparers or users 

ESGpass Italy 
Innexta / Camera di 
commercio di Milano 
Monza Brianza Lodi 

Italian Partially aligned Yes Free No Yes No Link 

Sustainability Reporting 
Assessment 
 

Serbia 
Chamber of 
Commerce and 
Industry of Serbia 

English Partially aligned Yes Free No Yes No Link 

Smart CSR Report di 
sostenibilità semplifcato 

Italy, 
Switzerland 

Camera di Commercio 
di Como-Lecco 

English, French, 
German, Italian, 
Spanish 

Partially aligned Yes 
Platform has 
recurring 
fees 

Yes (GHG 
Calculator,) 

Yes No Link 

SMARTER CSR Report di 
sostenibilità di Territorio 

Italy, 
Switzerland 

Camera di Commercio 
di Como-Lecco e AITI 
Associazione industrie 
ticinesi 

Italian  Partially aligned  Yes 
Platform has 
recurring 
fees 

Yes (GHG 
emission 
calculator) 

Yes No Link 

NSRS – Nordic Sustainability 
Reporting for SMEs 

Denmark, 
Finland, 
Norway, 
Sweden 

Nordic Accountant 
Federation 

Danish, 
Norwegian, 
Swedish  

Fully aligned Yes Free No No No Link 

2025 Invest Europe ESG 
Reporting Template 

Belgium Invest Europe English Partially aligned Yes Free No No No Link 

https://www.efrag.org/sites/default/files/media/document/2025-10/EFRAG%20Mapping%20of%20Digital%20Platforms%20and%20Initiatives%20for%20SME%20Sustainability%20Reporting%20Report%20%282%29.pdf
https://www.efrag.org/en/news-and-calendar/news/efrag-calls-for-expression-of-interest-on-vsme-digital-tools-and-platforms
https://www.efrag.org/en/news-and-calendar/news/efrag-calls-for-expression-of-interest-on-vsme-digital-tools-and-platforms
https://esgplatform.gov.mt/
https://www.mvovlaanderen.be/nl/sustatool
https://turismodeportugal.esg-maturity.com/login
https://assessment.esgpass.it/login.php
https://www.mvovlaanderen.be/nl/sustatool
https://colc.csrreport.it/
https://colc.report-territorio.it/
https://nsrs.eu/
https://www.investeurope.eu/invest-europe-esg-reporting-guidelines/reporting-template-and-tools/esg-reporting-template/
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4 The inclusion of a platform in this report cannot be understood as a form of direct or indirect endorsement or certification by EFRAG. This report presents a snapshot at this moment in time of those platforms and initiatives that responded to the Call for 

Interest. This report reflects information provided to EFRAG by the platforms. EFRAG has not performed a verification of the information received, nor has it assessed the quality or compliance of the tools with the VSME Standard or ESRS.  

 

BOVAG Brancheformat 
Duurzaamheid voor 
mobiliteit 

The 
Netherlands 

BOVAG Dutch Partially aligned Yes 
Platform has 
recurring 
fees 

Yes (GHG 
emission 
calculator) 

Yes Yes Link 

Consortium-based 
platform 

Klappir Iceland 
Klappir Green 
Solutions hf 

Danish, English, 
Icelandic, 
Portuguese  

Partially aligned Yes 

Free of 
charge but 
certain 
services 
require fees 

No Yes No Link 

REEValue Ireland 
Cork Chamber of 
Commerce 

English, Greek, 
Italian, 
Portuguese 

Partially aligned Yes Free 
Yes (Energy 
calculation tool) 

Yes Yes Link 

Other4 

SIBS ESG Portugal SIBS 
English, French, 
Portuguese, 
Spanish 

Partially aligned Yes Free 

Yes 
(GHG emission 
calculator, Think 
Hazard as a 
source of 
Physical Risks' 
questionnaire) 

Yes No Link 

Communication on Progress 
of the UN Global Compact 

Country 
members of 
the 
Communicatio
n on Progress 
of the UN 
Global 
Compact 

UN Global Compact 

Arabic, Chinese, 
English, French, 
Italian, Japanese, 
Korean, Russian, 
Spanish 

Partially aligned Yes 
Platform has 
recurring 
fees 

Yes (ESG related 
learning paths 
and resources 
for companies) 

No No Link 

https://www.efrag.org/en/news-and-calendar/news/call-for-expression-of-interest-efrag-mapping-of-initiatives-tools-and-platforms-for-sme
https://www.efrag.org/en/news-and-calendar/news/call-for-expression-of-interest-efrag-mapping-of-initiatives-tools-and-platforms-for-sme
https://csrd-brancheformat.bovag.nl/
https://www.klappir.com/
https://www.reevalue.eu/
https://esg.sibs.com/
https://unglobalcompact.org/library/6107
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Platforms and initiatives in the design phase 
Certain public platforms and initiatives that responded to the Call for Expression of Interest are currently 

in the design phase to support SMEs in reporting under the VSME Standard. As such, these platforms were 

unable to complete the self-assessment, and the EFRAG Secretariat plans to monitor them in the 

foreseeable future. These include the following. 

(a) BasquESG Tool is a rating and reporting initiative currently being developed by the 

Basque Government. The platform, managed by Ihobe (a public body), will be free of 

charge. It will align with the VSME Recommendation (2025) and the Digital Template, and 

will offer guidance, automated reporting capabilities, XBRL report generation, and 

additional tools such as Ihobe’s Climate & Circularity Calculator. It will be available in 

Basque and Spanish. 

(b) The Ministry of the Environment, Climate and Energy of Slovenia is currently developing 

the Klemen Risto platform, which will align with the VSME Recommendation (2025) and 

the Digital Template. The platform will facilitate the use of additional tools through 

references, interoperability or data integration, depending on the availability and 

maturity of the underlying public systems (e.g. tools for identifying biodiversity-sensitive 

areas). The platform will also feature automatic and XBRL report generation, as well as 

guidelines, and will be free of charge with fees for certain services. It will be available in 

English and Slovene.  

(c) The Luxembourg Ministry of the Economy, the Luxembourg Chamber of Commerce and 

the Luxembourg Chamber of Crafts are currently developing a platform that will align 

with the VSME Recommendation (2025) and the Digital Template. In the current phase of 

the development, the platform plans to include the following set of tools: (a) company 

identification (automatic company identifier, automatic NACE code identifier, automatic 

legal form identifier); (b) geolocation; (c) energy consumption calculator; (d) GHG 

emissions calculator; (e) biodiversity-sensitive and high-water stress areas; and (f) flood 

risk identification. The platform will also include guidelines and an automatic report-

generation feature. It will be available in German, French and English.  

(d) VSME-tool is an online platform being developed by the RVO, an initiative of the Ministry 

of Economic Affairs of the Netherlands. The platform will align with the VSME Standard, 

with a particular focus on the Basic Module, and will be free of charge. Additional tools 

planned to be included are a GHG calculator and a water-stress-related tool. The platform 

will feature automatic and XBRL report generation, as well as guidelines. It is expected to 

be launched in June or July 2026 and will be available in Dutch only. 

(e) Sustainability Reporting Navigator is an online platform designed to collect and store 

sustainability reports. The platform contributes to the TRR 266 Accounting for 

Transparency and receives part of its funding from it. The TRR 266 Accounting for 

Transparency is a trans-regional Collaborative Research Center funded by the German 

Research Foundation (Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft – DFG). In the foreseeable 

future, the platform may include a VSME reporting tool.  
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Table 2: Public or national platforms that fulfilled the criteria but are still in the design phase 

 

 
5 The inclusion of a platform in this report cannot be understood as a form of direct or indirect endorsement or 

certification by EFRAG. This report presents a snapshot at this moment in time of those platforms and initiatives 

that responded to the Call for Interest. This report reflects information provided to EFRAG by the platforms. EFRAG 

has not performed a verification of the information received, nor has it assessed the quality or compliance of the 

tools with the VSME Standard or ESRS.  

 

 Platform/5 
Initiative 

name 

Managing 
Entity 

Languages 
Availability 

of 
guidelines 

Cost 
Model 

Additional tools 
embedded 

Automatic 
report 

generation 

National/ 
governmental 
platform or 
initiative 

BasquESG 
Tool 

Ihobe 
Basque, 
Spanish 

Yes Free Yes Yes 

Klemen Risto 

Ministry of 
the 
Environment, 
Climate and 
Energy of 
Slovenia 

English, 
Slovene 

Yes 

Platform 
is free of 
charge; 
certain 
services 
require 
fees 

Yes 
(will facilitate 
use of additional 
tools through 
references, 
interoperability 
or data 
integration) 

Yes 

VSME-tool RVO Dutch Yes Free 

Yes (GHG 
calculator, 
water-stress 
related-tool) 

Yes 

National/ 
European 
association of 
preparers or 
users 

T.b.d  

Luxembourg 
Ministry of 
the Economy, 
Luxembourg 
Chamber of 
Commerce, 
and 
Luxembourg 
Chamber of 
Crafts 

German, 
French, 
English 

Yes Free 

Yes (company 
identification, 
geolocation, 
energy 
consumption 
calculator, GHG 
emissions 
calculator, 
biodiversity-
sensitive and 
high-water stress 
areas, flood risk 
identification) 

Yes 

Other 
Sustainability 
Reporting 
Navigator 

Ludwig-
Maximilians-
Universität 
München 

English No Free No No 

https://www.efrag.org/en/news-and-calendar/news/call-for-expression-of-interest-efrag-mapping-of-initiatives-tools-and-platforms-for-sme
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Key takeaways and possible scenarios 

83. The mapping of platforms and initiatives provides a snapshot at this moment in time of those 

that responded to the Call for Expression of Interest published by EFRAG in February 2026, 

whether in the operational phase or in the design phase. As such, EFRAG cannot guarantee an 

exhaustive mapping exercise.  

 

84. Out of the 108 respondents to the Call for Expression of Interest, only 25 fulfilled the criteria (i.e. 

those with more than 200 preparers and at least 50 users, as well as platforms that did not meet 

these thresholds but are managed by a public entity or are part of nationally led initiatives). In 

addition, only a limited number of platforms and initiatives submitted a completed self-

assessment (14 out of 25). It is important to note that EFRAG does not vouch for any of the 

platforms that are mentioned in this report, as no verification was done on the content of the 

self-assessments received. 

 

85. Among this subset of initiatives, only three new platforms were identified as being developed at 

governmental level, all of them declaring partial alignment with the VSME Recommendation 

issued in July 2025. These are the ESG Platform (Ministry of Malta), Sustatool (developed by the 

Flemish government in Belgium) and FOREST (developed by the Ministry of Tourism in Portugal), 

all of which operate as functional digital platforms. Platforms developed by National Chambers 

of Commerce, or national and European associations (except for NSRS, which declares full 

alignment), as well as consortia and other platforms, declare a partial level of alignment. 

Concerning the platforms in the design phase, the mapping identifies three upcoming platforms 

at governmental level, as well as one by a National Chamber of Commerce, which are being 

developed on the basis of the VSME Recommendation.  

86. The EFRAG Secretariat expects that, as the market continues to develop, the number of freely 

accessible initiatives and platforms will increase. In addition, following the publication of the 

Voluntary Standard Delegated Act based on the VSME Standard, which is expected to provide 

stability to the market, the implementation and integration of the Standard into existing and 

upcoming platforms and initiatives is also expected to increase. 

87. Given that EFRAG’s main objective is to ensure consistent implementation of the VSME Standard, 

and considering the limited uptake of the Standard among the platforms analysed, EFRAG plans 

to continue monitoring the development of platforms and initiatives in the future. 

https://www.efrag.org/en/news-and-calendar/news/call-for-expression-of-interest-efrag-mapping-of-initiatives-tools-and-platforms-for-sme
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Annex I: List of digital platforms and initiatives that were shortlisted in the 2025 mapping exercise 

 
6 The inclusion of a platform in this report cannot be understood as a form of direct or indirect endorsement or certification by EFRAG. This report presents gives a snapshot at this moment in time of those platforms and initiatives that answered to the Call for Interest. This report reflects information 

provided to EFRAG by the platform. EFRAG has not performed a verification of the information received, nor it has assessed the quality nor the compliance of the tools with VSME or ESRS.  

7 Within the scope of the DNK, the project Future-Compass Skilled Crafts (in German ‘Zukunfts-Kompass Handwerk’) provides a tailormade reporting-interface for the Skilled Crafts Sector in Germany.  

 
Platform/Initiative name6 

Managing 
Entity 

Languages 
Self-declared 

alignment %Total 
Availability of 

guidelines 
Cost Model 

Additional tools 
embedded 

Automatic report 
generation 

Platform’s URL 

National/governmental 
platform or initiative 

RSE Portail 

French 
Ministry of 
Economy, 
Direction 
générale des 
entreprises 

French Fully aligned Yes Free Yes No Link 

Climate Indicator 
Banque de 
France 

French Partially aligned Yes Free No Yes Link 

Dialogo di sostenibilitá 
tra PMI e Banche 

MEF Italian Partially aligned Yes Free / / Link 

ESG Template 
Danish 
Business 
Authority 

Danish Fully aligned Yes Free 
Yes 
(Internal GHG 
calculator) 

No Link 

Sustainability Code 
Database7 

German 
Sustainability 
Code (DNK) 

German Fully aligned Yes Free 
Yes 
(Internal GHG 
calculator) 

Yes Link 

National/European 
association of 
preparers or users 

Aibilita 
ConfESG, 
Turtle S.r.l 

Italian Partially aligned Yes 

Platform has 
recurring fees 
(for members 
only) 

No Yes Link 

amfori SustainaPass 
amfori - trade 
with purpose 

English Partially aligned Yes 

Platform has 
entry fees 
(for members 
only) 

Yes Yes Link 

Bancopass Assolombarda Italian Fully aligned Yes 
Free 
(for members 
only) 

Yes 
(External links to GHG 
calculator) 

Yes Link 

ESG Standard 
Polish Chamber 
of Commerce 

Polish Partially aligned Yes 
Free, but certain 
services require 
fees 

Yes 
(External links to ESG 
services companies) 

Yes Link 

OeKB > ESG Data Hub 
Austrian 
Kontroll Bank  

English, German Fully aligned Yes 

Free 
(Banks are 
charged to 
access the data) 

Yes 
(Taxonomy Table) 

Yes Link 

SUSTAIN-ability - L'abilità 
di essere sostenibile 

Unioncamere – 
Dintec 

Italian, English, German Partially aligned Yes Free 
Yes 
(GHG Calculator) 

Yes Link 

WM VSME Tool 
Fenavian – 
FoodDrink 
Europe 

English, French, Dutch Fully aligned Yes 

Platform has 
entry fees 
(for members 
only) 

No Yes Link 

Consortium-based 
platform 

Cascale Higg FEM, on 
Worldly Platform 

Cascale Higg 
FEM, on 
Worldly 
Platform 

Bengali, Chinese 
(Mandarin), English, 
Italian, Japanese, 
Portuguese, Spanish, 
Turkish, Vietnamese 

Partially aligned Yes 
Platform has 
recurring fees 

Yes (GHG Calculator, 
WRI Aqueduct Tool, 
WWF Water Risk 
Filter) 

No Link 

EcoVadis EcoVadis 
Arabic, Chinese 
(Mandarin), Dutch, 

Partially aligned Yes 
Platform has 
recurring fees 

Yes  
(GHG Calculator) 

No Link 

https://www.efrag.org/en/news-and-calendar/news/call-for-expression-of-interest-efrag-mapping-of-initiatives-tools-and-platforms-for-sme
the%20scope%20of%20the%20DNK,%20the%20project%20Future-Compass%20Skilled%20Crafts%20(in%20German%20‘Zu%02kunfts-Kompass%20Handwerk’)%20provides%20a%20tailormade%20reporting-interface%20for%20the%20Skilled
https://portail-rse.beta.gouv.fr/
https://www.banque-france.fr/fr/votre-service/entreprises/la-banque-de-france-vous-aide/indicateur-climat
https://www.dt.mef.gov.it/it/attivita_istituzionali/sistema_bancario_finanziario/finanza_sostenibile/dialogo_sostenibilita/
https://virksomhedsguiden.dk/content/temaer/invester-i-baeredygtighed/ydelser/vil-du-dokumentere-dine-baeredygtighedsindsatser/c286a746-5d4f-4400-a137-1548ce8f6c2a/#aa6e558c-35ca-5d3d-ddb2-1d86a797f62a
https://www.deutscher-nachhaltigkeitskodex.de/
https://efrag.sharepoint.com/Projects/2309261112573240/Project%20Documents/Deliverable%202%20-%20Mapping%20of%20platforms%20and%20tools%20analysis/2025/FINAL%20REPORTS/app.aibilita.com
https://www.amfori.org/en
https://tool.bancopass.it/
https://esgstandard.pl/
https://my.oekb.at/oekb-esgdatahub/
https://esg.dintec.it/Index.aspx
http://www.workable-method.eu/
https://app.worldly.io/login
https://ecovadis.com/
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8 The inclusion of a platform in this report cannot be understood as a form of direct or indirect endorsement or certification by EFRAG. This report presents gives a snapshot at this moment in time of those platforms and initiatives that answered to the Call for Interest. This report reflects information 

provided to EFRAG by the platform. EFRAG has not performed a verification of the information received, nor it has assessed the quality nor the compliance of the tools with VSME or ESRS.  

 

English, French, German, 
Italian, Japanese, 
Korean, Polish, 
Portuguese, Russian, 
Spanish, Thai, Turkish, 
Vietnamese 

Open-es Eni 

Italian, English, French, 
German, Spanish, 
Indonesian, Portuguese, 
Arabic, Kazakh, 
Romanian, Slovak, 
Slovenian, Czech, 
Hungarian 

Partially aligned Yes 
Free, but certain 
services require 
fees 

Yes 
(GHG calculator) 

Yes Link 

SME Climate Hub 

We Mean 
Business 
Coalition, 
Exponential 
Roadmap 
Initiative 

English, Spanish  Partially aligned Yes Free 
Yes 
(GHG Calculator) 

Yes Link 

SME Taxonomy Tool 

EU LIFE CET 
Mainstream 
CONFESS 
project 

Czech, English, German, 
Italian 

Partially aligned Yes 

Platform is free 
of charge, but 
certain services 
require fees 

Yes Yes Link 

SynESGy CRIF S.P.A. 

Bulgarian, Czech, Dutch, 
English, German, Greek, 
Italian, Japanese, Malay, 
Polish, Slovak, Turkish, 
Vietnamese 

Partially aligned Yes 
Free, but certain 
services require 
fees 

Yes  
(GHG Calculator) 

Yes Link 

Other – Private 
platforms8 

MaterSustainability.today Maistering B.V. English, Dutch Fully aligned Yes 
Platform has 
recurring fees 

Yes 
(GHG Calculator, DMA, 
KPI tracker, GHG 
emission dashboards, 
SBTi dashboard, vision 
boards, initiative 
boards) 

Yes Link 

Worldfavor Worldfavor Swedish Partially aligned Yes 

Platform is free 
of charge, but 
certain services 
require fees 

Yes (Carbon 
Calculator, Risk 
screening) 

No 
 

Link 

YMPACT YHUB 
Chinese, English, Italian, 
Spanish 

Partially aligned No 
Platform has 
recurring fees 

Yes 
(GHG Calculator, ZDHC 
chemical management 
database) 

Yes Link 

https://www.efrag.org/en/news-and-calendar/news/call-for-expression-of-interest-efrag-mapping-of-initiatives-tools-and-platforms-for-sme
https://www.openes.io/it
https://smeclimatehub.org/
https://smetaxonomytool.inab.rwth-aachen.de/
http://www.synesgy.com/
https://www.mastersustainability.today/
Worldfavor.com
Ympact.life
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