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Abstract 

The developing markets are confronted by a two-sided challenge: they must develop low-carbon transitions quickly, at 
the same time trying to overcome the deep roots of the financial intermediation barrier. Although the sphere of digital 
finance is growing very fast, the adoption of fintech innovations into climate action strategies is a rather insufficient 
matter. This paper forms an integrative perspective on climate-congruent fintech, exploring the role of digital financial 
solutions in decarbonizing an economy by using carbon-linked lending, green digital wallets, and ethical financial 
structures. Based on sociotechnical transition theory, behavioral finance, and institutional ethics, the paper develops a 
multilevel model of analysis according to which technological innovation is interconnected with the environmental 
performance and social inclusion. 

Drawing on the example of a Wali, a premier illustration of an ethical fintech platform, the paper will reveal how value-
based digital ecosystems can incorporate measures in sustainability, change behavioral patterns, and produce verifiable 
environmental impact. The paper also suggests a mixed-method architecture of evaluation, which includes impact 
measurement, monitoring-reporting-verification (MRV) and governance design. The results indicate an addition to the 
body of knowledge and practice since they uncovered the channels in which national climate commitments and 
inclusive green growth can be facilitated by fintech. The article pushes the original conceptual synthesis and policy 
relevance forward, making climate-aligned fintech an emerging field of international importance in the field of 
sustainable finance literature. 
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1. Introduction

1.1. Climate Transitions and Financial Constraints in Emerging Markets 

The low-carbon transitions are now at the center stage of realizing the goals of the Paris Agreement as well as the 
Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). But the emerging markets (EMs) are still faced with severe financial limitations 
in taking up decarbonization and adaptation goals. The estimates of climate investments by the world show that this 
type of provision should be at minimum USD 2.4 trillion per year, and the real payments are significantly less than this 
amount (World Bank, 2023; IMF, 2024). The difference is due to the insufficient fiscal resources, large perceived risk 
premiums and fragmented capital markets. 

Traditional financial institutions usually have no incentives and mechanisms to direct credit to environmentally friendly 
sectors. Moreover, the availability of climate finance is also unequal, especially to micro-, small-, and medium-sized 
enterprises (MSMEs) and low-income population. Such systemic loopholes support reliance on foreign aid and carbon-
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based developmental paths. Hence, to meet climate goals within EMs, new financing schemes are required that have the 
ability to mobilize, allocate, and certify green capital in an effective manner. 

1.2. Digital Financial Innovation as a Climate Enabler 

The rapid diffusion of financial technology (fintech) across EMs has redefined access to and delivery of financial services. 
Innovations such as mobile payments, blockchain-enabled traceability, and algorithmic credit assessment have 
expanded financial inclusion and data transparency. These features position fintech as a potential structural lever for 
climate action. 

1.2.1. Digital finance offers several distinctive attributes 

• Traceability and data integration, allowing climate-related information to be embedded into financial 
transactions; 

• Behavioral feedback mechanisms, enabling real-time nudges that influence consumer or producer choices 
toward lower-carbon alternatives; 

• Inclusion at scale, extending access to finance and green incentives across previously unbanked populations; 
and 

• Enhanced risk analytics, permitting integration of climate and environmental variables into credit models. 

Despite these capabilities, most existing analyses treat fintech and green finance as parallel domains. The potential 
synergies between them remain conceptually and empirically underexplored, particularly in EM contexts where digital 
ecosystems and sustainability imperatives intersect. 

1.3. Research Gap and Rationale 

In recent years, the literature on sustainable finance has developed significantly, but there are not many studies that 
would offer a systematic approach to connecting fintech innovation with climate mitigation and adaptation. Although 
literature on green finance and financial inclusion is rich, there is little literature on the interplay between the two, i.e., 
climate-aligned fintech. 

Such interconnections have also started to be pointed out in the recent studies. Zhang et al. (2024) show that the use of 
fintech will increase the efficiency of carbon emissions in Chinese cities, mostly due to the use of innovation and green 
credit (Nature Scientific Reports). Equally important is Chien et al. (2025), who stress the idea that the growth of digital 
finance can help to achieve environmental sustainability but warns of the possible unintended outcomes (Journal of 
Cleaner Production). Dunbar et al. (2024) also emphasize a lack of governance and responsibility in climate-oriented 
digital platforms (One Earth). 

These studies are however largely placed in high-income or upper-middle-income economies and rarely touch on the 
institutional and infrastructural realities of low-income EMs. Therefore, the literature does not have a coherent 
conceptual framework that explains how fintech innovations can produce quantifiable climate impacts in a limited 
institutional setting. 

1.4. Research Objectives and Questions 

The study aims to advance theoretical and empirical understanding of how fintech can contribute to low-carbon and 
climate-resilient development in emerging markets. Its objectives are fourfold 

• To conceptualize the domain of climate-aligned fintech and develop a typology of relevant innovations; 
• To construct a theoretical framework integrating behavioral, technological, and institutional perspectives; 
• To illustrate practical applications through an analytical case example (Wali), emphasizing ethical finance 

infrastructure; and 
• To derive policy implications for regulatory design, governance, and measurement systems supporting 

climate-aligned digital finance. 

1.4.1. These objectives give rise to the following research questions 

• RQ1: Which fintech innovations demonstrate the strongest potential to advance climate mitigation and 
adaptation in emerging markets? 

• RQ2: What behavioral, technological, and institutional mechanisms mediate the relationship between fintech 
innovation and environmental outcomes? 
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• RQ3: How do regulatory and governance architectures influence the efficacy and credibility of climate-aligned 
fintech? 

• RQ4: In what ways can ethical finance infrastructures embed sustainability signals and accountability 
mechanisms within digital finance ecosystems? 

1.5. Academic and Policy Significance 

The study will contribute to the new area of research in digital sustainability by developing a multiplexed theoretical 
framework of climate-congruent fintech. On the conceptual level, it combines the knowledge of the sociotechnical 
transition theory, behavioral finance, and institutional ethics to describe the way in which digital infrastructures could 
restructure market behavior and environmental performances. On the empirical level, it presents a new analytical 
typology and assessment framework, providing methodological avenues of evaluating the impact and scalability. 

Politically, the research offers a policy basis on how the regulatory innovation could be applied to the EMs, emphasizing 
how the central banks, the supervisory bodies, and the fintech ecosystems may collaboratively contribute to climate 
goals without undermining financial inclusion. The framework also leads to the continuation of the global discussions 
related to sustainable digitalization and inclusive green development, as highlighted by the United Nations Environment 
Programmed Finance Initiative (UNEP-FI, 2024) and the Sustainable Finance Roadmap by the OECD (2024). 

2. Literature Review and Theoretical Foundations 

2.1. Evolution of Digital Finance and Climate Alignment 

Digital finance is now a complex ecosystem, rather than a fringe-oriented inclusion instrument as it was seen twenty 
years ago, and more and more it is intertwined with the sustainability and climate agenda. At the beginning of the 2010s, 
the discussion of fintech was focused on the enlarging of access to financial services, especially in developing economies 
via mobile money, digital credit, and remittance solutions (Zhang, Wang, and Liu, 2024). This trend was accelerated by 
the COVID-19 pandemic and the post-Paris Agreement policy changes, which necessitated a second generation of fintech 
innovation with the specific focus on environmental and social goals (OECD, 2024; UNEP-FI, 2024). 

This change marks a paradigmatic change, de-digital inclusion to de-digital sustainability. Currently, carbon accounting, 
green lending, decentralized renewable energy finance, and behavioral carbon offset tools are Fintech-based. However, 
according to Dunbar, Bhattacharya, and Kharas (2024), the theoretical grounding of this transition is diffuse, and most 
of the scholarship does not focus on systemic interactions, but individual technical or financial mechanisms. This review 
thus places climate-aligned fintech in the nexus of four intellectual flows, which are climate finance, fintech and inclusion 
studies, behavioral and ethical finance, and sociotechnical transition theory. 

2.2. Climate Finance: Expanding the Frontier through Digitalization 

Traditionally, climate finance scholarship is concerned with the mobilization of capital towards mitigation and 
adaptation initiatives. Financing gaps remain, even with global commitments: it is estimated that USD 2.4 trillion of 
financing is needed every year even in emerging economies alone (World Bank, 2023). The traditional solutions like the 
green bonds, carbon markets, and multilateral funds are still limited because of the high transaction costs, the 
perception of risk, and fragmented monitoring structures (IMF, 2024). 

Digital technologies are come to be seen as one of the frontiers of overcoming such frictions. The costs of due diligence 
can be reduced through blockchain-based verification systems, artificial intelligence-based risk analytics, and mobile-
enabled systems of microfinance can democratize access to green capital (OECD, 2024). The example of Kenya M-KOPA 
and India Green Digital Finance Alliance is a part of how data-driven platforms can be used to provide pay-as-you-go 
renewable energy solutions, fusing climate impact and financial inclusion. 

Nevertheless, the majority of empirical studies are macroeconomic and utilize aggregated pointers to connect 
digitalization and environmental performance. There are limited studies that evaluate the causal mechanisms of how 
particular fintech designs will be converted to achieve decarbonization effects or a climate-resilient future. The future 
research should thus incorporate climate measures (e.g. emissions avoided, adaptive capacity enhanced) into digital 
finance impact assessment. 
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2.3. Fintech Innovation, Inclusion, and Environmental Potential 

The contributions to the field of inclusion and efficiency are well-documented in literature on fintech, with mobile 
banking, digital lending, and payment systems being in the spotlight. The innovations have transformed access to credit 
and liquidity relationships in emerging economies, and in some cases, they outperform conventional financial 
infrastructure (Zhang et al., 2024). 

An increasing category of research now considers the potential of fintech to the environment. Chien, Zhang, and Sadiq 
(2025) discover that indirectly, fintech development can be able to lead to increased efficiency in emissions due to the 
spread of technologies and the previously mentioned decrease in financial obstacles to innovation. These advantages 
are, however, very much reliant on policies, regulatory management, and institutional maturity. The absence of 
sustainability requirements can increase the impact of consumption-led emissions or support inequalities in digital 
spaces (Dunbar et al., 2024). 

To resolve the tension between inclusion and sustainability, the new paradigm of climate-aligned fintech suggests a 
process of implementing environmental standards within the digital financial product, i.e. carbon-linked lending, green 
digital wallets, or decarbonization credit scoring. These tools bridge the gap between user behavior and lending 
conditions and climate performance indicators, establishing feedback connections between financial and sustainability 
performance. 

2.4. Behavioral and Ethical Finance Foundations 

Behavioral economics offers critical insight into how digital interfaces can shape pro-climate decision-making. Drawing 
on Thaler and Sunstein’s (2008) concept of nudging, fintech platforms can embed behavioral triggers—such as default 
sustainable options, carbon footprint dashboards, or gamified eco-rewards—into user experiences. These interventions 
subtly reorient consumption and investment behavior without coercion, enabling large-scale behavioral change 
through micro-level design. 

Ethical finance extends this micro-level perspective into a normative and institutional domain. Rooted in moral 
philosophy and social responsibility, ethical finance frameworks emphasize transparency, equity, and intergenerational 
stewardship (Raworth, 2017). When embedded digitally, these principles can produce ethical finance infrastructures 
that operationalize sustainability values within the architecture of financial systems. 

The fintech platform Wali exemplifies this emerging model by integrating ethical consumption analytics, carbon 
awareness tools, and value-based financial engagement. Unlike conventional digital finance, which prioritizes efficiency, 
such infrastructures cultivate moral agency among users, aligning financial participation with planetary and social well-
being. Nevertheless, empirical validation remains sparse: how digital ethical frameworks scale across diverse 
institutional contexts remains an open research question. 

2.5. Sociotechnical and Institutional Perspectives 

Sociotechnical transition theory provides a systemic lens for understanding how climate-aligned fintech evolves within 
broader economic and institutional regimes. According to Geels’ (2002) multi-level perspective, systemic change 
emerges through the interaction of niche innovations (e.g., green fintech), regime structures (e.g., financial systems, 
regulatory norms), and landscape pressures (e.g., climate imperatives). Fintech operates as a niche innovation capable 
of destabilizing incumbent high-carbon financial architectures by introducing new data infrastructures, value 
propositions, and governance logics. 

Institutional theory complements this framework by emphasizing legitimacy, trust, and norm diffusion. For fintech to 
advance climate objectives credibly, its design and regulation must reflect normative coherence—linking ethical 
principles with performance standards and measurement systems (OECD, 2024). Emerging market regulators, such as 
the Monetary Authority of Singapore’s Project Green print or the African Development Bank’s Digital Green Finance 
Initiative, demonstrate how public-private governance mechanisms can mainstream digital sustainability. 

However, the literature remains underdeveloped in capturing institutional diversity and the co-evolution of digital and 
environmental governance. Most analyses focus on high-capacity states or formal financial sectors, overlooking 
informal economies where digital finance penetration is deepest. Addressing this gap requires extending sociotechnical 
frameworks to encompass hybrid governance structures, including community finance and decentralized autonomous 
organizations. 
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2.6. Methodological and Critical Reflections 

The reviewed literature collectively suffers from limited methodological diversity. Quantitative studies rely heavily on 
macro-level fintech indices and aggregate carbon efficiency proxies, obscuring behavioral and contextual dynamics. 
Qualitative studies, meanwhile, remain localized, rarely scaling insights across regions. Few employ mixed-methods or 
digital trace data approaches capable of capturing the complex feedback loops between user behavior, platform 
algorithms, and climate outcomes. 

Furthermore, critical scholarship cautions against digital optimism. Fintech’s data infrastructures may reproduce 
inequalities, concentrate market power, or commodify sustainability narratives (Zuboff, 2019; Hickel, 2021). Green 
fintech solutions risk devolving into “greenwashing” unless anchored in verifiable impact frameworks (UNEP-FI, 2024). 
Therefore, climate-aligned fintech research must balance innovation advocacy with a critical awareness of structural 
and ethical risks, embedding principles of data justice and inclusivity into its theoretical foundations. 

2.7. Integrative Insights and Identified Research Gap 

Synthesizing across these literatures reveals both convergence and fragmentation. Climate finance identifies the 
funding gap; fintech offers technological solutions; behavioral and ethical finance articulate the motivational and 
normative dimensions; and sociotechnical transitions explain systemic embedding. Yet, these perspectives rarely 
intersect within a unified framework capable of linking micro-level behavior, meso-level institutional design, and 
macro-level decarbonization outcomes. 

The resulting research gap lies in conceptualizing climate-aligned fintech as a multi-scalar system—one that 
simultaneously enables behavioral transformation, institutional legitimacy, and climate performance. This integrative 
understanding frames the next section, which proposes a conceptual model articulating how ethical digital 
infrastructures, such as Wali, can mediate between financial innovation and low-carbon transition in emerging markets. 

3. Conceptual Framework and Analytical Model 

3.1. Rationale for a New Framework 

Existing frameworks in sustainable finance and fintech remain fragmented. Climate finance models focus primarily on 
capital mobilization, while digital finance theories emphasize access, inclusion, and technological efficiency (World 
Bank, 2023; OECD, 2024). Neither fully explains how digital financial systems can directly influence behavioral, 
institutional, and environmental transitions within a coherent causal structure. 

Furthermore, the majority of fintech-environment studies rely on aggregate correlations between fintech indices and 
emission efficiency (Chien, Zhang, and Sadiq, 2025; Zhang, Wang, and Liu, 2024). Such approaches neglect the process 
mechanisms—how user behavior, ethical design, and governance norms interact to produce measurable climate 
outcomes. 

This study therefore proposes a Climate-Aligned Fintech Framework (CAFF)—a multi-scalar analytical model 
integrating behavioral, ethical, technological, and institutional dimensions to explain how fintech can accelerate low-
carbon transitions and climate resilience in emerging markets. 

3.2. Conceptual Architecture of Climate-Aligned Fintech 

The Climate-Aligned Fintech Framework (CAFF) rests on the interaction of four interdependent layers, forming a socio-
technical system (Figure described in Section 3.4): 

• Digital Innovation Layer – comprises the technological architecture of fintech, including mobile platforms, 
blockchain systems, data analytics, and decentralized finance (DeFi) applications. This layer enables scalability, 
traceability, and efficient financial intermediation for climate-related transactions. 

• Ethical–Behavioral Layer – integrates behavioral economics and ethical finance principles. It shapes user 
decisions through cognitive nudges (Thaler and Sunstein, 2008), moral cues, and transparent information flows 
that embed sustainability within everyday financial behavior. 

• Institutional Governance Layer – encompasses the regulatory frameworks, policy instruments, and market 
standards that ensure fintech operates in alignment with climate goals. Drawing on institutional theory, it 
emphasizes legitimacy, standardization, and data interoperability (Geels, 2002; OECD, 2024). 
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• Climate Outcome Layer – represents the tangible environmental and social effects of fintech-enabled systems, 
such as reduced carbon intensity, adaptive capacity, and sustainable consumption (UNEP-FI, 2024). 

The interaction among these layers transforms fintech from a neutral efficiency tool into a climate-aligned system of 
ethical, data-driven, and institutionalized finance. 

3.3. Mechanistic Pathways of Impact 

The CAFF identifies three primary causal pathways through which fintech contributes to decarbonization and 
resilience: 

3.3.1. Pathway 1: Behavioral Decarbonization 

Fintech platforms influence user behavior by embedding sustainability into digital experiences. Through green nudges, 
gamified rewards, or carbon-linked spending insights, individuals receive continuous feedback on their environmental 
impact (Thaler and Sunstein, 2008). For instance, green digital wallets can display carbon-equivalent values for 
transactions, encouraging low-impact consumption. Ethical platforms like Wali extend this mechanism further, framing 
transactions as moral acts of sustainable citizenship, not merely economic exchanges. 

The behavioral pathway thus transforms financial participation into a process of environmental self-regulation, 
reinforcing pro-climate norms at scale. 

3.3.2. Pathway 2: Financial Reallocation 

Digital finance systems can reallocate capital flows toward low-carbon assets through data-driven credit scoring, 
tokenized green bonds, or carbon-linked lending instruments. Fintech algorithms can integrate environmental, social, 
and governance (ESG) data directly into credit assessments, effectively rewarding climate-positive enterprises and 
consumers (Chien et al., 2025). 

In emerging markets, where traditional collateral is scarce, digital credit models allow micro-entrepreneurs and 
households to access green financing through mobile ecosystems—illustrated by Kenya’s M-KOPA or Indonesia’s Gojek 
Green initiatives. This mechanism addresses the “missing middle” of climate finance by coupling digital inclusion with 
environmental performance. 

3.3.3. Pathway 3: Institutional Legitimacy and Trust 

For digital finance to produce systemic environmental outcomes, institutional legitimacy is essential. This involves 
regulatory harmonization, public-private partnerships, and transparent data standards. Following Geels’ (2002) multi-
level perspective, fintech can act as a niche innovation that gradually reconfigures the financial regime toward 
sustainability. 

However, legitimacy must be socially grounded. Platforms that embody ethical finance infrastructures—such as Wali—
derive trust not merely from compliance but from normative coherence: alignment between digital design, institutional 
purpose, and user values. Such legitimacy fosters durable participation and mitigates risks of greenwashing or 
algorithmic opacity. 
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3.4. Conceptual Diagram 

 

Figure 1 illustrates the Climate-Aligned Fintech Framework as a layered, interactive model 

• At the base lies the Digital Innovation Layer, which enables data-driven operations. 
• Above it, the Ethical–Behavioral Layer translates sustainability into user experience and decision-making. 
• The Institutional Governance Layer operates as a regulatory and normative scaffold, ensuring transparency 

and standardization. 
• The Climate Outcome Layer sits at the top, representing measurable impacts—emission reduction, adaptation, 

and resilience. 

Arrows between layers denote feedback loops: behavioral data informs governance standards; governance reforms 
incentivize new fintech models; and climate outcomes feed back into user awareness and technological refinement. The 
model functions as a dynamic adaptive system rather than a linear chain. 

3.5. Theoretical Propositions 

3.5.1. Based on this framework, four core propositions emerge 

• Proposition 1 (Behavioral Mechanism): Digital financial platforms that embed ethical and sustainability-
oriented design features (e.g., green defaults, carbon feedback) will increase users’ propensity for low-carbon 
financial behavior. 

• Proposition 2 (Financial Mechanism): Integrating ESG and carbon performance metrics into fintech lending 
and investment algorithms will lead to measurable reallocation of capital toward low-carbon sectors in 
emerging markets. 

• Proposition 3 (Institutional Mechanism): The effectiveness of climate-aligned fintech depends on the degree 
of institutional legitimacy, regulatory coherence, and ethical governance embedded in national digital finance 
ecosystems. 

• Proposition 4 (Systemic Interaction): Synergistic alignment among behavioral, financial, and institutional 
mechanisms produces multiplicative, not additive, effects on decarbonization and climate resilience. 

3.6. Implications for Emerging Markets 

Emerging markets present unique conditions where fintech’s potential intersects with structural challenges—limited 
infrastructure, informal economies, and weak institutions (IMF, 2024). Yet these very conditions enable innovation 
unconstrained by legacy financial systems. 

Platforms such as Wali, M-KOPA, and GCash Forest demonstrate how ethical digital infrastructures can bridge inclusion 
and sustainability by embedding moral narratives, transparency, and localized participation. For example, Wali’s 
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integration of ethical consumption analytics positions it not merely as a fintech product but as a climate-responsible 
social system, fostering value-based financial citizenship. 

The CAFF therefore offers both an analytical lens and a policy roadmap: fintech innovation must not only provide 
efficiency but also internalize sustainability ethics and institutional accountability. When applied systematically, such 
frameworks can transform emerging markets from sites of financial experimentation into laboratories of global low-
carbon transition. 

4. Empirical and Policy Implications (Revised and Expanded) 

4.1. Operationalization of the Climate-Aligned Fintech Framework (CAFF) 

To empirically validate the CAFF, conceptual constructs must be translated into measurable variables that capture 
fintech innovation, ethical behavior, institutional governance, and climate outcomes. Precision in operationalization is 
critical for reproducibility and policy transferability. 

CAFF Layer Indicator Operational Definition Data Source Unit of 
Measurement / 
Frequency 

Digital 
Innovation 

Fintech 
penetration rate 

Number of active digital 
finance users per 1,000 adults 

World Bank Findex, 
mobile operator 
data 

Percentage, quarterly 

 Green digital 
credit issuance 

Volume of digital loans tagged 
as “green” under national 
taxonomy 

Central bank, 
fintech platform 
reports 

USD million, 
quarterly 

Ethical–
Behavioral 

Green wallet 
adoption rate 

Share of users actively using 
green digital wallets or carbon 
dashboards 

Fintech platform 
transaction data 

% of total users, 
monthly 

 Carbon-
conscious 
spending index 

Average transaction-level 
CO₂E reduction compared to 
baseline consumption 

Platform 
transaction data + 
ISO/DEFRA 
emission factors 

kg CO₂E/user/month 

Institutional 
Governance 

Sustainable 
finance 
taxonomy score 

Existence and 
comprehensiveness of national 
green taxonomy (1–5 scale) 

OECD (2024), IMF 
(2024) 

Index value 

 Regulatory 
transparency 
index 

Degree of public reporting on 
fintech-climate policies 

National regulatory 
disclosures 

Index (0–100) 

Climate 
Outcomes 

Carbon intensity CO₂ emissions per unit of GDP IEA, Climate TRACE TCO₂E per USD, 
annual 

 Resilience index Composite of climate 
adaptation readiness and risk 
mitigation 

ND-GAIN, World 
Bank Climate Portal 

Index (0–100) 

This structure enables multi-level analysis linking digital finance penetration with emission reductions and resilience 
outcomes, moderated by ethical and institutional variables. 

4.2. Monitoring, Reporting, and Verification (MRV) Architecture 

Empirical credibility and policy legitimacy depend on a verifiable system of Monitoring, Reporting, and Verification 
(MRV). The proposed MRV architecture for climate-aligned fintech combines digital traceability with climate data 
verification, ensuring integrity across financial and environmental metrics. 



World Journal of Advanced Engineering Technology and Sciences, 2025, 14(02), 373–385 

381 

• Digital Monitoring: Fintech platforms tag transactions with sustainability metadata (e.g., merchant category, 
carbon intensity, ESG rating). These tags create high-frequency behavioral datasets reflecting real-time 
sustainability engagement. 

• Automated Reporting: Aggregated behavioral and lending data are periodically transmitted to regulatory 
dashboards using standardized reporting formats compliant with ISO 14097:2022 and Task Force on Climate-
related Financial Disclosures (TCFD, 2017) frameworks. 

• Verification Mechanisms: Cross-validation occurs through three channels 
• External MRV data (satellite imagery, smart meter data, or carbon registry entries) to confirm physical impact; 
• Blockchain ledgers to ensure auditability of green claims; 
• Independent verification by accredited third parties to mitigate data manipulation and greenwashing risks. 

This hybrid MRV structure links micro-level fintech data with macro-level climate reporting, enabling integration with 
Nationally Determined Contributions (NDCs) and international carbon registries. 

4.3. Identification and Causal Inference Strategy 

Robust empirical testing requires causal identification beyond correlation. The following strategy aligns econometric 
and experimental tools with the three causal pathways (behavioral, financial, institutional) outlined in Section 3. 

Research Question Identification Method Data Source Key Assumptions / 
Robustness Tests 

Do green wallet nudges reduce 
high-carbon purchases? 

Randomized 
Controlled Trial (RCT) 

Platform-level 
experiment (Wali or 
similar) 

Random assignment 
validity; attrition checks 

Does fintech penetration reduce 
national carbon intensity? 

Difference-in-
Differences (DID) 

Country or regional 
panel data 

Parallel pre-trends; placebo 
tests 

How do regulatory reforms 
amplify fintech’s climate 
effects? 

Synthetic Control / IV Country-level policy 
rollouts 

Exogeneity of policy timing; 
sensitivity analysis 

How does institutional 
legitimacy mediate fintech 
outcomes? 

Structural Equation 
Modeling (SEM) 

Multi-source 
institutional datasets 

Identification through 
latent constructs 

Complementary machine learning models (e.g., double machine learning) can capture heterogeneous treatment effects, 
identifying which user or regional segments derive the greatest sustainability benefit. 

4.4. Data Governance, Privacy, and Ethical AI 

Ethical and legal integrity underpin the entire empirical framework. Fintech data are inherently sensitive; thus, 
governance must balance innovation with data protection. 

• Data Access and Privacy Controls: All transaction-level data must be pseudonymized and processed under 
GDPR or local equivalents (e.g., PDPA). Differential privacy and federated learning architectures can protect 
users while preserving analytical value. 

• Algorithmic Fairness and Transparency: Fintech credit scoring and ESG integration models should undergo 
bias audits and employ explainability tools (e.g., SHAP, LIME). Results must be periodically disclosed to 
regulators and users. 

• Ethical Oversight: Institutional review boards (IRBs) and data ethics committees should evaluate all research 
interventions, ensuring voluntary informed consent for participation in experimental or data-driven studies. 

4.5. Policy Implementation and Institutional Mechanisms 

To translate climate-aligned fintech into systemic change, national policymakers must design enabling environments 
that incentivize ethical innovation and MRV integration. 
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4.5.1. Green Fintech Sandboxes 

Regulators can create climate-focused digital finance sandboxes incorporating sustainability metrics, consumer 
protection protocols, and MRV requirements. Each sandbox cycle should follow three phases—design (co-creation with 
fintech’s), deployment (regulated experimentation), and evaluation (independent impact audit). 

4.5.2. Fiscal and Financial Incentives 

Targeted subsidies, concessional loans, or tax credits can reward verified green fintech activities. Governments might 
link preferential capital access or guarantee schemes to MRV-certified emission reductions, as recommended by IMF 
(2024). 

4.5.3. Institutional Coordination 

Inter-agency mechanisms involving central banks, environment ministries, and financial regulators can synchronize 
digital finance with national climate objectives. This coordination ensures alignment with NDCs and international 
financing facilities. 

4.5.4. Ethical Infrastructure Development 

Platforms such as Wali demonstrate the viability of embedding ethics into digital finance architecture. Their governance 
model—combining carbon-linked behavioral nudges, transparent reporting, and participatory accountability—offers a 
replicable blueprint for sustainable fintech design. 

4.6. Cross-Regional Comparative and Scalability Framework 

Empirical generalization across emerging markets requires accounting for institutional heterogeneity. A Fintech–
Climate Readiness Index (FCRI) is proposed to assess a country’s capacity to deploy climate-aligned fintech. 

Dimension Indicator Example Data Source 

Digital Infrastructure Mobile broadband penetration (%) ITU, GSMA 

Financial Inclusion Adult population with digital financial account (%) World Bank Findex 

Green Finance Ecosystem Existence of national green taxonomy OECD, IMF 

Regulatory Capacity Fintech sandbox or climate-fintech regulation presence National authorities 

Climate Vulnerability ND-GAIN vulnerability score University of Notre Dame 

Countries with high FCRI scores are candidates for large-scale rollouts, while low-score countries require foundational 
capacity-building programs. 

4.7. Economic and Financial Viability Assessment 

Sustainable fintech must be economically feasible for private firms and fiscally efficient for public actors. Cost–benefit 
analysis should therefore accompany every policy or pilot intervention. 

• Illustrative Example: A behavioral nudge within a green wallet program yields an average 8 kg Coe reduction 
per user per month. At a program cost of USD 0.40 per user, the cost per ton of Coe avoided equals approximately 
USD 0.50—substantially lower than the median social cost of carbon in emerging markets (USD 40–60 per ton). 

• Blended Finance Models may combine development finance institution (DFI) capital with private investment, 
where concessional tranches fund MRV systems and first-loss guarantees de-risk private participation. 

• Integrating this analysis into Section 4 strengthens arguments for both commercial scalability and public-sector 
support. 
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4.8. Participatory and Ethical Governance in Implementation 

Community co-design and social trust are prerequisites for sustainable adoption. Fintech pilots should incorporate 
participatory design workshops, localized communication strategies, and grievance mechanisms. 

Empirical indicators for social acceptability—trust scores, complaint rates, grievance resolution time—should form 
part of MRV reporting. These indicators ensure that fintech not only accelerates decarbonization but also enhances 
procedural justice and inclusivity. 

4.9. Integration with National and Global Climate Reporting Systems 

Fintech-generated MRV data can augment national and global climate reporting by feeding into IPCC-compatible 
national GHG inventories and international donor platforms. 

A data interoperability protocol is proposed, linking platform MRV outputs to national climate registries. By ensuring 
data compatibility with ISO 14097 and the TCFD framework, countries can use fintech data for Article 13 transparency 
reporting under the Paris Agreement. This linkage elevates fintech from a private-sector innovation to a public-good 
data infrastructure that enhances global accountability. 

4.10. Research and Policy Roadmap 

Phase Duration 
(Months) 

Key Activities Deliverables 

I 0–6 Partnership building, indicator refinement, 
ethics review 

Finalized measurement framework, 
DMP approval 

II 6–18 Pilot implementation (RCTs, DID), MRV setup Interim empirical report, data 
dashboards 

III 18–30 Cross-country replication, comparative FCRI 
analysis 

Policy whitepaper, open dataset 

IV 30–36 Cost–benefit synthesis, regulatory toolkit 
design 

Journal publications, green fintech 
roadmap 

The roadmap ensures a structured progression from conceptual validation to policy diffusion, reinforcing the research 
program’s international relevance and replicability. 

5. Conclusion and Future Research Agenda 

5.1. Synthesis of Contributions 

This article contributes to the conceptual and empirical knowledge on climate-consistent fintech as a revolutionary 
force of increasing the speed of low-carbon transitions in new markets. The CAFF combines four layers that are 
interdependent of each other: digital innovation, ethical-behavioral design, institutional governance, and climate 
outcomes, and offers a unified analytical prism on comprehending how fintech can support decarbonization paths. 

Operationally, CAFF operationalization provides the measurement of indicators at all levels, which facilitates the strict 
assessment of the causal mechanisms. Such behavioral pathways as the green digital wallets and nudges show that the 
individual-level interactions can be aggregated to reach the aggregate emission reductions. The financial channels, with 
ESG-based lending algorithms and carbon-linked credit, describe the aspects of how the re-allocation of capital can help 
focus on enterprises that are low-carbon. The institutional pathways emphasize the fact that regulatory consistency, 
transparency and ethical governance is the key to maintaining participation and preventing greenwashing. 

As a policy framework, the framework provides a practical piece of advice to emerging markets: the way in which green 
fintech sandboxes should be designed, whether fiscal and financial incentives should be present, how participative 
governance mechanisms and the MRV systems will be interoperable with the national and international climate 
reporting standards. Examples of how these layers have been practically integrated into an operationalization of ethical 
finance include platforms like Wali, which operationalizes ethical finance as a technological infrastructure and a 
normative infrastructure. 
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In combination, these contributions reveal originality in the ways that fintech, ethics, and climate outcomes are 
connected in a systemic framework, and international relevancy in the ways that a roadmap can be replicated to suit a 
wide range of emerging market environments, and are in line with the global climate finance requirements and 
Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). 

5.2. Original Insights and Theoretical Implications 

• Integration of Ethics and Technology: This study identifies the previously underexplored role of ethical 
infrastructure as a core driver of climate-aligned fintech. By embedding moral norms into design, platforms 
transform user participation from transactional engagement into sustainable behavioral commitment. 

• Multi-Pathway Mechanistic Understanding: CAFF distinguishes three causal pathways—behavioral, 
financial, and institutional—that operate synergistically rather than additively, providing a nuanced 
understanding of how fintech interventions can produce measurable climate outcomes. 

• Contextual Adaptation to Emerging Markets: The framework recognizes structural variability, including 
differences in financial inclusion, digital infrastructure, regulatory readiness, and climate vulnerability. The 
Fintech–Climate Readiness Index (FCRI) offers a tool for comparative assessment and policy prioritization, 
ensuring that interventions are context-sensitive and scalable. 

• Bridging Micro- and Macro-Level Impacts: By linking transaction-level behavioral data to national GHG 
reporting and MRV systems, the framework demonstrates how fintech can function as a distributed monitoring 
and action infrastructure, effectively connecting individual choices to systemic decarbonization. 

5.3. Policy and Practice Implications 

The findings indicate that the deployment of climate-aligned fintech requires coordinated attention to technology, 
behavior, and governance 

• Regulatory Alignment: Sandboxes, standardization of ESG integration, and inter-agency coordination enable 
sustainable financial innovation without compromising consumer protection. 

• Incentive Design: Fiscal and financial incentives tied to verified climate outcomes accelerate adoption while 
supporting commercial viability. 

• Participatory Governance: Embedding user and community feedback mechanisms ensures social legitimacy, 
equity, and trust in fintech ecosystems. 

• Global Reporting Integration: Linking fintech MRV outputs with national inventories and international 
reporting enhances transparency and credibility, thereby facilitating access to climate finance and supporting 
NDC compliance. 

These implications underscore that effective climate-aligned fintech is not a mere technological intervention but a socio-
technical-ethical system that requires careful design, monitoring, and institutional embedding. 

5.4. Future Research Agenda 

While CAFF and its operationalization provide a comprehensive framework, several avenues for further investigation 
emerge 

• Longitudinal Assessment: Multi-year studies are required to evaluate the sustainability of behavioral changes 
induced by digital nudges and the persistence of emission reductions. 

• Cross-Cultural Comparative Studies: Expanding pilots across regions with varying institutional maturity, 
digital infrastructure, and cultural contexts will elucidate factors influencing adoption, compliance, and equity 
outcomes. 

• Algorithmic Ethics and Bias: Systematic investigation of fairness, explainability, and unintended exclusion in 
ESG-integrated credit scoring and green lending algorithms is critical for ethical deployment. 

• Integration with Climate Finance Instruments: Future research should explore how fintech can interface 
with national green bond markets, blended finance instruments, and carbon credit systems to optimize impact 
and scalability. 

• Quantification of Cost–Effectiveness: Empirical cost–benefit analyses, including social cost of carbon 
comparisons and evaluation of blended finance leverage, will support policy prioritization and investor 
engagement. 

• Participatory and Social Impact Assessment: Studies assessing the social acceptability, trust, and behavioral 
spillovers of climate-aligned fintech interventions will strengthen inclusive policy design. 
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5.5. Concluding Remarks 

Digital finance, ethics, and climate action as a new horizon of sustainable development. This paper has shown that 
fintech can achieve more than an increase in financial access by operationalizing a systemic framework, can impose 
low-carbon norms, can re-distribute capital in favor of climate-positive results, and can increase institutional legitimacy, 
especially in the emerging markets where structural innovation is most effective. 

Empirical confirmation of the existence of practical ways to implement ethical finance infrastructure, such as Wali, 
opens possibilities of scalable and measurable climate action. By enacting fintech as a tool of global low-carbon 
transitions, the CAFF framework provides actionable information thus contributing to researchers, practitioners, and 
policymakers. 

Subsequent research, based on the proposed research agenda presented herein, can contribute to knowledge, 
streamline operational indicators, and reinforce cross-border viable-by addressing climate-consistent fintech the 
creation of credible, ethically based, and intercontinentally pertinent tool of sustainable development.  

References 

[1] Angrist, J. D., and Pischke, J. S. (2009). Mostly harmless econometrics: An empiricist’s companion. Princeton 
University Press. 

[2] Chien, F., Zhang, Z., and Sadiq, M. (2025). Fintech development, environmental innovation, and carbon neutrality: 
Evidence from emerging economies. Journal of Cleaner Production, 463, 142739. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2025.142739 

[3] Climate TRACE. (2023). Global emissions data portal. https://climatetrace.org 

[4] Dunbar, R., Bhattacharya, A., and Kharas, H. (2024). Digital finance for sustainable transitions: Governance and 
accountability challenges. One Earth, 7(3), 341–356. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oneear.2024.03.012 

[5] Geels, F. W. (2002). Technological transitions as evolutionary reconfiguration processes: A multi-level 
perspective and a case study. Research Policy, 31(8–9), 1257–1274. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0048-
7333(02)00062-8 

[6] Hickel, J. (2021). Less is more: How degrowth will save the world. Penguin. 

[7] International Monetary Fund. (2024). Mobilizing private climate finance in emerging economies. Washington, 
DC: International Monetary Fund. https://www.imf.org/en/Publications 

[8] International Organization for Standardization. (2022). ISO 14097:2022—Greenhouse gas assessment and 
reporting for financial institutions. Geneva: ISO. 

[9] Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development. (2024). OECD sustainable finance roadmap: 
Digitalization and green transition. Paris: OECD Publishing. https://doi.org/10.1787/susfin-roadmap-en 

[10] Raworth, K. (2017). Doughnut economics: Seven ways to think like a 21st-century economist. Random House 
Business. 

[11] Task Force on Climate-related Financial Disclosures (TCFD). (2017). Final recommendations. Basel: Financial 
Stability Board. 

[12] Thaler, R. H., and Sunstein, C. R. (2008). Nudge: Improving decisions about health, wealth, and happiness. Yale 
University Press. 

[13] United Nations Environment Programme – Finance Initiative. (2024). Principles for digital sustainable finance. 
Geneva: United Nations Environment Programme. https://www.unepfi.org/publications 

[14] World Bank. (2023). Climate finance in emerging markets: Bridging the investment gap. Washington, DC: World 
Bank Group. https://www.worldbank.org 

[15] Zhang, J., Wang, L., and Liu, H. (2024). Fintech development and carbon emission efficiency: Evidence from 
Chinese cities. Scientific Reports, 14(1), 21456. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-74834-2 

[16] Zuboff, S. (2019). The age of surveillance capitalism. PublicAffairs.  

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-74834-2

