EUROPEAN LOGISTICS INDUSTRY
CALLS FOR DIGITAL STANDARDS

Europe lacks opportunities for interoperable and networked data exchange within supply and logistics chains.

In a study conducted by GSa as part of the European Federated Network of Information eXchange in LogistiX (FENIX),
the majority of respondents from the European transport industry are in favour of digital standards.
This is seen as a prerequisite for making transport processes more transparent and thus more efficient.
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The contents of this pUb“CﬁtiOﬂ are the & Multiplfe answers possible 122 participants answered the survey, which was communicated at events, via LinkedIn, newsletters and the FENIX p;oject website.
T Sources for all graphics: GS1, FENIX The questionnaire was aimed at three clusters: Cargo Owner, Logistics Service Providers and IT Solution Providers. Of the sample surveyed,
Funded by sole respon5|b|||ty of GS1 Germany and almost one in two was an IT Solution Provider (46 %), just under a third were Cargo Owners, such as traders and almost a quarter belonged

the Eu ropean U n ion do not necessarily reflect the opinion of to Logistics Service Providers (24 %). The survey was supplemented by 20 expert interviews. The quotes from these interviews underpin the
the European Union. key findings (see more: fenix-network.eu).






