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Supplementary Table 1. The 14 selected projects providing operational knowledge around stakeholder participation processes in sustainable Blue Economy initiatives in the BNS. 
	Project title  
	Funding period
	Geographic scope
	Funding channel

	Coastal: Collaborative Land-Sea Integration Platform
	2018-2022
	European
	Horizon 2020

	D4PV@Sea: Design for public value 
	2019-2020
	Flanders
	VLAIO

	GAP1 and GAP2: Bridging the gap between science, stakeholders and policy makers
	2007-2009
2011-2015
	European
	FP7 – SIS

	Kustvisie: strategic policy plan of the Flemish government regarding coastal protection and rising sea levels.
	2017-2024
	Belgium
	Flemish government

	MARBEFES: Marine Biodiversity and Ecosystem Functioning leading to Ecosystem Services
	2022-2026
	European
	Horizon 2020

	Metropolitaan Kustlandschap 2100: urban planning and coastal development scenarios for 2100 in light of climate change and social economics
	2012-2013
	Belgium
	Flemish government

	PLUXIN: Plastic Flux for Innovation and Business Opportunities in Flanders
	2020-2024
	Belgium
	VLAIO (DBC)

	SeaChange: Setting new baselines for understanding ocean environmental change
	2015-2018
	European
	Horizon 2020

	SOPHIE: Seas, Oceans and Public Health in Europe
	2017-2020
	European
	Horizon 2020

	Star2C's: Short Term Adaptation for Long Term Resilience to Climate Change
	2017-2021
	European
	ERDF/ Interreg 2 Seas

	SUMES: Sustainable Marine Ecosystem Services
	2020-2024
	Belgium
	VLAIO (DBC)

	SYMAPA: Synergy between Mariculture & Passive Fisheries
	2019-2022
	Belgium
	VLAIO (DBC)

	Think Tank North Sea: stakeholder workshops on the challenges, threats and opportunities for the BNS
	2017-2018
	Belgium
	Federal government

	ULTFARMS: Low-Trophic Aquaculture systems within Offshore Wind Farm
	2024-2026
	European
	Horizon 2020







Supplementary Notes

Supplementary Notes 1a. 
Interview guides for expert operational knowledge
Intro
1. Please briefly describe the tasks you executed in your project.
2. Could you give a description of the applied approach:
2.1. What were the involved stakeholder groups?
2.2. Were the involved stakeholders directly or indirectly affected by the project? (community of practice vs community of place)
2.3. How were the participants selected and contacted? (different communication strategies or framing?)
2.4. What was the participation rate of this outreach (contacted SH’s vs participants)
2.5. At what stage of the project did these engagements take place?
2.6. What was the level of engagement? 
2.7. What engagement method(s) were applied? 
2.8. What was the geographical scope?
Perceptions on participation 
3. What was/were the principal aim(s) for applying a participatory approach in the project?
3.1. Link with social support creation or sustainability.
4. Were these aims/goals achieved? 
4.1. Which parts of the application do you consider as a success? Which not? 
5. Was there an evaluation of the participatory approach? 
5.1. Internal and/or external?
Best practices & lessons learned
6. What was the biggest obstacle during your participatory process? 
7. Did you experience public opposition to the project’s plans?
7.1. If yes: How did you cope with these conflicting views?
Were there any adjustments of the planned approach during the project because of these obstacles?


Supplementary Notes 1b. 
Interview guides for experts with contextual knowledge
Intro
1. What is your most recent project or experience with a participatory approach?
2. Please briefly describe the tasks you executed in this project/case/plan.
3. Could you give a description of the applied approach:
3.1. Who were the involved stakeholder groups?
3.2. Were the involved stakeholders directly or indirectly affected by the project? (community of practice vs community of place)
3.3. How were the participants selected and contacted? (different communication strategies or framing?)
3.4. What was the participation rate of this outreach (contacted SH’s vs participants)
3.5. At what stage of the project did these engagements take place?
3.6. What was the level of engagement? 
3.7. What engagement method(s) were applied? 
3.8. What was the geographical scope?
Perceptions on participation 
1. What was/were the principal aim(s) for applying a participatory approach in the project?
1.1. Link with social support creation or sustainability.
2. Were these aims/goals achieved? 
2.1. Which parts of the application do you consider as a success? Which not? 
3. Was there an evaluation of the participatory approach? 
3.1. Internal and/or external?
Best practices & lessons learned 
4. What was the biggest obstacle during your participatory process? 
5. Did you experience public opposition to the project’s plans?
5.1. If yes: How did you cope with these conflicting views?
6. Were there any adjustments of the planned approach during the project because of these obstacles? 
Future 
7. For policymakers: Do you see any participatory projects/cases/processes in the pipeline where you’ll have certain engagement challenges? 
7.1. What kind of challenges will be coming up?
8. For industry: Are there any future projects/initiatives where there’s a need for public support creation?

Supplementary Note 2. Prescribed selective codes and their description
	Prescribed Selective code
	Description

	Approach of participation processes
	The main methodological elements of the participatory pathways within the Flemish blue economy are identified through the interviews. The focus here is on stakeholder composition, the engagement methods, the level of engagement applied and the communication strategy

	Perceptions on stakeholder participation/engagement
	The engagement experts are asked about their views on stakeholder participation. Here the focus is on their motivation to engage in participatory work and what their evaluation of this process is.

	Experiences with organising participation
	Here, we survey what the engagement experts considered to be the major weaknesses and strengths within the applied participatory approach. The emphasis is on identifying best practices and the main obstacles during this process.



