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the most current crop distribution of co�ee.

distribution of co�ee data to overlay with

Step 1: We select theme-specific crop
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We use thresholds to 
define the amount of land 
falling under each risk class. 
The thresholds are based 
on the share of the total 
harvests in deforested 
areas and the level of 
protection of the areas.

3 of 7 environmental risks themes are worked out spatially. 
In this infographic, we explain how we define deforestation 
risk scores for co�ee in Colombia.

Step 2: We convert, store, and 
combine all theme-specific 
information at 1x1 km globally.

Wageningen Food Views – Due Diligence Dashboard
Environmental risk scores spatial methodology 
www.duediligencedashboard.com

Final risk score for deforestation in the 
beef and co�ee sector in Colombia

Step 4: We determine the final risk scores per region 
by looking at the weighted average of the share of 
land falling under each risk class. Every score is scaled 
from 0 (no risk) to 5 (high risk).
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