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Abstract

We estimate the causal effect of external debt on greenhouse gas emissions in a panel

of 78 emerging market and developing economies over the 1990-2015 period. Unlike

previous literature, we use external instruments to address the potential endogeneity

in the relationship between external debt and greenhouse gas emissions. Specifically,

we use international liquidity shocks as instrumental variables for external debt. We

find that dealing with the potential endogeneity problem brings about a positive and

statistically significant effect of external debt on greenhouse gas emissions: a 1 percent-

age point (pp.) rise in external debt causes, on average, a 0.4% increase in greenhouse

gas emissions. One possible mechanism of action could be that, as external debt in-

creases, governments are less able to enforce environmental regulations because their

main priority is to increase the tax base to pay increasing debt services or because they

are captured by the private sector who owns that debt and prevented from tightening

such regulations.
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1 Introduction

Human-induced climate change due to environmental degradation is probably the most serious problem that

humankind is facing. The concentration of greenhouse gases (GHG)—particularly, carbon dioxide (CO2)—in

the atmosphere has risen at a tremendous pace in recent decades (IPCC, 2021). Because of the threat they

pose to climate stability, biodiversity, and economic development, there has been a great deal of academic

and political interest in the determinants of GHG emissions. This knowledge is crucial to design policies

towards sustainable development.

Although the literature on GHG emissions determinants is wide and long dating, the study of the relationship

between external debt and GHG emissions has recently attracted scholarly attention. These works are aimed

at determining the relationship between external debt and GHG emissions in countries such as China, India,

and other emerging market and developing economies (EMDEs). This hypothesis is crucial since, over the

last decades, there has been a widespread build-up of debt in almost every country in the world, and the

public sector has led this process (Antoniades and Griffith-Jones, 2018; Yared, 2019; Moreno-Badia et al.,

2020; Kose et al., 2020). Moreover, the nexus between external debt and GHG emissions is of particular

importance in EMDEs. These countries are still catching up in terms of economic development and are

therefore expected to continue to grow for several decades. Debt issuance is key to catalyze such process.

Our main research question is what is the effect of external debt on GHG emissions? We only found a few

papers that address this relationship, most of which deal with a single country (Katircioglu and Celebi, 2018;

Beşe et al., 2021b,a; Beşe and Friday, 2022; Bachegour and Qafas, 2023). As regards our work, it is more

aligned with Akam et al. (2021), who use a panel of thirty-three heavily indebted poor countries. However,

we expand the scope of analysis by using a wide and heterogeneous panel of seventy-eight EMDEs. In

addition, unlike previous literature, we use external instruments to deal with potential endogeneities in the

relationship between external debt and GHG emissions. In particular, we exploit the exposure to global

push factors of international monetary liquidity (Reinhart and Reinhart, 2009; Forbes and Warnock, 2012;

Rey, 2015) as an exogenous variation in external debt.

When taking into account the potential endogeneity problem, we find a positive and statistically significant

effect of external debt on GHG emissions. A 1 percentage point (pp.) rise in external debt causes, on average,

a 0.6% increase in GHG emissions. These findings are robust to different subsamples and to the inclusion

of additional control variables. In particular, subsample analysis suggests that the positive effect of external

debt on GHG emissions is evidenced in countries with low and medium levels of GHG emissions, but not in

those with high levels of GHG emissions. In exploring possible a mechanism of action, we find that external

debt is negatively related to an indicator of policies associated with environmental sustainability. This may

suggest that when external debt increases, governments are less able to enforce environmental regulations

because their main priority is to increase the tax base to pay increasing debt services or because they are

captured by the private sector and prevented from tightening such regulations, and therefore could explain

the positive associacion between external debt and environmental degradation.

Considering the key role that external debt should play in financing the green transition, our results suggest

a paradox, as higher external debt has so far been contributing to environmental damage. If EMDEs are

expected to fulfill their global and individual environmental commitments, the effect of external debt on
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GHG emissions should be reversed.

The remaining part of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we provide a literature review. In Section 3, we

present the empirical strategy, whereas in Sections 4 we report the results. Finally, conclusion is reached in

Section 5.

2 Literature Review

The empirical study of GHG emissions determinants has been traditionally framed into the Environmental

Kuznets Curve hypothesis since the early nineties. Briefly, this hypothesis states that environmental degra-

dation is an increasing function of economic development up to a critical income level when higher economic

incomes are negatively associated with environmental damage following an inverted U-shape pattern. Exten-

sive literature reviews can be found in Shahbaz and Sinha (2019), Sánchez and Caballero (2019), Jiang et al.

(2019), Pincheira and Zuniga (2021).

Notwithstanding, the empirical assessment of the relationship between external debt and GHG emissions

is highly new and scarce. These recent papers were aimed at estimate the relationship between external

debt and GHG emissions GHG emissions in countries such as China, India, and other EMDEs. By using

a vector error correction model, Katircioglu and Celebi (2018) do not find any evidence for the effect of

external debt on CO2 emissions in Turkey during the 1960-2013 period. In the case of China, Beşe et al.

(2021b) use ARDL and nonlinear ARDL models and find a significant positive effect of external debt on CO2

emissions for the 1978-2014 period. By using the same methodologies, Beşe et al. (2021a) analyze the effect

of external debt on different types of emissions in India between 1971 and 2012. They find a positive effect of

external debt on emissions of CO2, methane, and those from gaseous and solid fuel consumption. Similarly,

Beşe and Friday (2022) find an inverted U-shaped relationship between external debt and CO2 emissions in

Turkey over the period 1970-2016. The authors hypothesize that this is because infrastructure investments

may have contributed to reducing environmental pollution. Moreover, Bachegour and Qafas (2023) estimate

an ARDL model over the period 1984-2018 and find that external debt reduces carbon dioxide emissions in

Morocco. In a panel of 33 heavily indebted poor countries (HIPC) from 1990 to 2015, Akam et al. (2021)

find a positive, though not significant, association between external debt and CO2 emissions.

There is a main plausible channel through which external debt could affect GHG emissions. Economic

growth driven by external debt, e.g., due to investments (Shabbir, 2013; Zaman and Arslan, 2014; Keshmeer,

2021)1, could induce an increase in energy consumption and thus environmental pollution.2 This is espe-

cially true if investments are directed to GHG-intensive sectors of activity, such as real estate, manufacturing

and construction, or if the additional financing generates a higher level of economic activity and consump-

1 It is worth bearing in mind that the nexus between debt and growth has been extensively studied,
but even today no definitive conclusion on the direction of causality between the two variables has
been made (Modigliani, 1961; Bernheim, 1987; Lyoha, 1999; Aschauer, 2000; Reinhart and Rogoff, 2010;
Carrera and de la Vega, 2021; Law et al., 2021)

2 Katircioglu and Celebi (2018) and Akam et al. (2021) discuss other plausible channels such as external
debt financing energy imports in energy deficit economies. However, from a money fungibility perspective,
this may be hard to assess and we consider the economic growth channel to include this case well.
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tion of energy supplied by emission-intensive energy sources, such as fossil fuels. However, environmental

damage due to higher economic growth and energy consumption financed with external debt could be re-

duced if that financing is associated with the use of cleaner energies (Shafiei and Salim, 2014; Hanif, 2018;

Nguyen and Kakinaka, 2019; Kahia et al., 2019; Khattak et al., 2020).3

3 Empirical Strategy

In order to analyze the relationship between external debt and GHG emissions, we estimate the following

equation:

CO2i,t = αi,t + βEDi,t + θ0Yi,t + θ1Y
2

i,t + δXi,t + γt + µi + ǫi,t (1)

where CO2i,t is the log of per capita carbon dioxide emissions (thousand metric tons); EDit is the ratio of

external debt over GDP; Yi,t is the log of the GDP per capita, which is included in a linear and quadratic

way to test for the existence of the Environmental Kuznets Curve. We use CO2 emissions because they

account for the largest share of global GHG emissions since 1970 (IPCC, 2021; Olivier and Peters, 2020).

Xit is a vector of control variables that is common place in the Environmental Kuznets Curve literature

including as follows:

• CO2i,t−1
to control for the inertia in the GHG emissions. It is expected to be positive, suggest-

ing rigidities in the energy consumption matrix composition and thus a path-dependence trajectory

(Zilio and Caraballo, 2014).

• The productive structure proxied by the share of agricultural and industry value-added in GDP. One

of the traditional explanations of the Environmental Kuznets Curve lies in the fact that the transition

from an agricultural to an industrial economy would lead to higher environmental degradation since

the latter is relatively more pollutant than the former. In other words, GHG emissions would start

to significantly increase as an economy enter the industrialization phase. Previous findings show am-

biguous results for the share of agricultural value-added in GDP (Liu et al., 2017; Gokmenoglu et al.,

2019; Aziz et al., 2020; Ridzuan et al., 2020). In addition, other authors suggest that a higher indus-

try share could be negatively related to emissions due to the development and absorption of efficient

and environmentally friendly technologies (Dogan and Inglesi-Lotz, 2020).

• A human capital index as a proxy for the environmental quality demand. A society with a high human

capital level is likely to be more aware of the negative consequences of environmental degradation and,

thus, would demand environmental quality in the form of regulations, carbon taxes, environmentally

friendly technologies, etc. (Pata and Caglar, 2021). Poudel et al. (2009) find that the illiteracy rate,

defined as the percentage of the population aged 15 years who are not able to read, is negatively

correlated with carbon emissions. Sarkodie et al. (2020) find that increasing human capital positively

affects environmental degradation in China, whereas Pata and Caglar (2021) find an opposite result.

Hassan et al. (2019) find that human capital exerts a negative effect on the ecological footprint in

Pakistan.

3 This is in fact related to the increasing, although yet low, relevance of green bonds (Ehlers and Packer,
2017; Flammer, 2020; Tolliver et al., 2020)

4



• The share of renewable energy consumption in total energy consumption and the share of fossil

fuel energy consumption in total energy consumption to test for energy consumption structure.

GHG is expected to decrease, with the former and increase with the latter (Allard et al., 2018;

Sánchez and Caballero, 2019; Dogan and Inglesi-Lotz, 2020).

• The energy use (kg of oil equivalent per capita), which is expected to be positively related to GHG

emissions (Nasir and Rehman, 2011; Al-mulali and Tang, 2013; Sirag et al., 2018; Phong, 2019).

• The forest area (% of land area) as a proxy for the availability of the natural resources given that

forests are an important part of the biocapacity, the offsetting force of the environmental dam-

age. Hassan et al. (2019) find that biocapacity does not affect the ecological footprint in Pakistan.

Poudel et al. (2009) neither find a significant effect in 15 Latin American countries.

• The Domestic credit to the private sector (% of GDP) as a proxy of financial development. It is

expected to be positively related to GHG emissions because of the availability to finance projects

and enterprises which, in turn, increase energy consumption (Javid and Sharif, 2016; Phong, 2019;

Shahbaz et al., 2020).

• Financial and Trade Globalization Indexes. The expected sign is ambiguous for both variables as

predicted by theory (Grossman and Krueger, 1991). According to Shahbaz et al. (2013, 2015, 2017b),

globalization could increase pollution if trade and capital flows induce an economic expansion (Dinda,

2008; Sirag et al., 2018; Phong, 2019) and, especially, if investments are directed to emission-intensive

production. However, if globalization is associated with the diffusion of efficient and environmentally

friendly technologies and institutions, it could negatively affect GHG emissions (Runge, 1994; Wheeler,

2000; Jayadevappa and Chhatre, 2000; Liddle, 2001; Cole, 2006). Furthermore, the “Pollution Haven”

Hypothesis suggests a process of relocation of polluting industries from developed economies with tight

environmental regulation to countries beginning the industrialization phase and few environmental

regulations (Copeland and Taylor, 2004). In consequence, trade would be positively associated with

GHG emissions in low and middle-income countries but negatively related to high-income countries

(Zilio and Caraballo, 2014; Allard et al., 2018; Sánchez and Caballero, 2019). Managi (2004) finds

that trade liberalization is positively associated with carbon emissions in a panel of sixty-three de-

veloped and developing countries over the 1960-1999 period. Notwithstanding, previous literature

also finds non-significant results for the trade openness variable (Lee et al., 2009; You et al., 2015).

Recent works deal with other measures of globalization. Shahbaz et al. (2013) and Shahbaz et al.

(2015) find that the KOF globalization index is negatively correlated with CO2 emissions in Turkey

and India, respectively. Furthermore, Lee and Min (2014) find that the KOF index negatively affects

carbon emissions for a panel of 255 countries from 1980 to 2011. However, Shahbaz et al. (2017b) and

Shahbaz et al. (2017a) find a positive relationship for Japan and twenty-five developed economies,

respectively.

Finally, γt and µi are time and country fixed effects, respectively. The dataset comprises annual data for 78

EMDEs from 1990 to 2015. The list of countries included, definition and source of data, and some descriptive

statistics of both the dependent variables and the independent variables are shown in Appendix A.

The coefficient of interest is β. Although the reverse causality is unlikely4, the relationship between external

4 Notwithstanding, having climate change-related policies in place is increasingly becoming a prerequisite
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debt and GHG emissions could be driven by a third factor, such as country-specific shocks or fundamentals,

which rise the possibility of endogeneity problems. To address this potential issue, we instrument EDit with

a proxy for the country i’s exposure to international financial liquidity shocks defined as follows:

zi,t = i∗tKOPEN i (2)

KOPEN i =
1

t

∑

t

KOPENi,t =
1

t

∑

t

∑

j

ωi,jKOPENj,i,t (3)

where i∗ is the Federal Funds Effective Rate as a proxy of international monetary liquidity, and KOPEN i is

the time-average of the weighted average Chinn-Ito de-jure financial openness index (Chinn and Ito, 2006)

of i′s neighbors countries using geographical distance as weights (ωi,j).
5 In this way, we exploit the re-

gional exposure to global push factors (Reinhart and Reinhart, 2009; Forbes and Warnock, 2012; Rey, 2015;

Aizenman et al., 2016; Miranda-Agrippino and Rey, 2020), independent of country-specific shocks and fun-

damentals, as an exogenous variation in external debt.6 Financial openness measures may be correlated

with other government policies—such as those oriented to industrial production, energy use structure, and

environmental protection, among others—that also affect GHG emissions. For this reason, we use a weighted

average financial globalization index of country i′s neighbors countries to proxy for country i′s exposure to

international financial liquidity. Moreover, we time-average KOPEN
j

i,t so the only time-series variation in

the instrument is from i∗, which is arguably exogenous. A caveat should be lodged on financial flows other

than external debt, such as FDI, since they may induce economic growth or finance investment that, in turn,

affect GHG emissions. This would represent a violation of the exclusion restriction. In consequence, we also

control for GDP growth and net capital inflows.

The relevance of the instruments will be assessed through the test for under-identification and the Wald test

for weak identification. The first is an LM test to determine whether the excluded are correlated with the

endogenous regressors. The null hypothesis is the absence of correlation. The second tests the statistical

significance of the coefficient (β) associated with the endogenous variable in the presence of potentially weak

instruments. The null hypothesis is β=β0 and a confidence interval L% is the set of all β0 values such that

the null hypothesis cannot be rejected at the (100-L)% significance level (Stock and Yogo, 2005; Finlay et al.,

2013). In addition, there is the usual ”rule of tumb” that the first-stage F-statistic should be larger than 10.

It is worth noting that the instrumental variable method only identifies a local average treatment effect,

i.e., an effect just for those affected by the instrument (Imbens and Angrist, 1994). Thus, in our setting, we

estimate the effect of external debt on GHG emission for those affected by international monetary liquidity

shocks.

for governments and firms to receive funding (Wire, 2021; Rankin, 2021). Therefore, it is likely that reverse
causality may be also an issue in the future.

5 In order to increase sample size, for each country i, we use all j countries with information on financial
openness and calculate weights as the inverse of the simple distance between most populated cities, which
is constant, obtained from CEPII GeoDist Database (Mayer and Zignago, 2011)

6 This instrument is similar to the one used in Habib et al. (2017) for estimating the causal impact of real
exchange rate on economic growth. However, they use global capital flows as a proxy of international
liquidity and the i country’s financial openness instead of the time-averaged financial openness of the i′s

neighbors countries.
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4 Results

The results of estimating equation 1 are shown in Table 1. When using the fixed effects (FE) estimator, we

find a not significant effect of external debt on GHG emissions. However, when we take into account the

potential endogeneity problem, we find a positive and statistically significant effect of external debt on GHG

emissions (column 2). In particular, a rise of 1 pp. in external debt causes, on average, a 0.6% increase GHG

emissions, other variables remain constant. These results suggest the presence of omitted variable bias in

the FE estimates, i.e., there is at least one omitted factor that is negatively correlated with GHG emissions

but positively with external debt (or vice versa).7 Indeed, the endogeneity issue may be behind previous

findings of the non-significant effect of external debt on GHG emissions (Akam et al., 2021).

First stage results are presented in the third column of Table 1. As expected, we find that a negative shock

on international liquidity is negatively associated with the ratio of external debt over GDP. In other words,

countries borrow less facing an increase in the global cost of liquidity either because it is more difficult for

them to roll-over existing debt or because it is more expensive to issue new debt. At the bottom of the table,

we report statistical tests to evaluate the relevance of the instruments. In particular, we show the first stage

F-statistic, the test for under-identification, and the Wald test for weak identification. We reject the null of

under-identification and find that the coefficient associated with the external debt is statistically significant

in the presence of weak identification. The F-statistics is well above 10.

The control variables mostly exhibit the expected signs. The autoregressive parameter shows a high persis-

tence. We find positive and negative coefficients for the linear and quadratic term of the GDP per capita,

which is consistent with the Environmental Kuznets Curve hypothesis. The agriculture share in the value

added is negatively correlated with GHG emissions, whereas the industry share is positively and significantly

related with GHG emissions. We do not find any significant effect of the human capital index. As expected,

the share of renewable energy consumption is negative and significantly associated with GHG emissions,

whereas the opposite is true for fossil fuel energy consumption and the energy use. The forest area is neg-

atively although not significantly related to emissions. We do not find any consistent significant effect of

domestic financial development, but trade and financial globalization are negatively related with emissions.

Finally, in relation to the additional controls included in the IV estimates, net capital inflows and GDP

growth are positively associated with emissions.

7 Note that the FE estimates are the same if we include GDP growth and net capital inflows as in the IV
estimates. These results are available upon request.

7



Table 1: Baseline results

FE IV 2nd stage IV 1st stage

(1) (2) (3)

External Debt (% GDP) 0.000 0.006***
(0.000) (0.001)

Dependent variable (-1) 0.578*** 0.575*** -1.035
(0.078) (0.071) (4.089)

GDP per capita 0.183 0.808*** -102.781***
(0.197) (0.262) (22.732)

GDP per capita 2 -0.013 -0.053*** 6.368***
(0.012) (0.016) (1.390)

Industry, value added (% GDP) 0.002* 0.008*** -0.964***
(0.001) (0.002) (0.189)

Agriculture, value added (% GDP) -0.003* -0.005** 0.247
(0.002) (0.002) (0.248)

Human capital index -0.068 -0.065 3.920
(0.107) (0.074) (10.753)

Renewable energy (% total) -0.008*** -0.002 -1.121***
(0.003) (0.002) (0.211)

Fossil fuel energy (% total) 0.007** 0.015*** -1.492***
(0.003) (0.003) (0.221)

Energy consumption (kg per capita) 0.292*** 0.388*** -16.640***
(0.085) (0.068) (5.008)

Forest area (% land area) -0.004 0.000 -0.825**
(0.003) (0.003) (0.418)

Credit to private sector (% GDP) 0.000 -0.001 0.229***
(0.001) (0.001) (0.070)

Financial Globalization Index 0.000 -0.003*** 0.582***
(0.001) (0.001) (0.118)

Trade Globalization Index 0.001 -0.003** 0.511***
(0.001) (0.001) (0.129)

Net capital inflows (% GDP) 0.003** -0.638***
(0.001) (0.169)

GDP growth (annual %) 0.590*** -16.978
(0.182) (20.978)

US FFR * Chinn-Ito (Neighbors weighted average) -30.916***
(5.513)

Observations 1325 1244 1244
Countries 78.000 78.000 78.000
F first stage 31.447
Kleibergen-Paap-rk LM statistic 26.306
p-value 0.000
Wald Test statistic 16.282
p-value 0.000

Notes: The table reports FE and IV estimates with robust standard errors (in parenthesis), including time and country fixed-
effects. In columns 1 and 2, the dependent variable is the log of CO2emissions (thousand metric tons of CO2), whereas in
column 3 is external debt. The external debt is instrumented by the exposure of country i’s to international liquidity shocks
(see equation 2). *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. The sample period is 1991-2015. F first stage is the F statistic for the first
stage of the instrumental variables estimates. The Kleibergen-Paap rk LM statistic test for the relevance of the instruments.
The Wald Test statistic test for the statistical significance of the main (beta) coefficient associated with the external debt in
the presence of potentially weak instruments.
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4.1 Additional control variables

As a robustness tests, we include additional control variables that can affect GHG emissiones:

• The share of urban population (% of the total population). The findings of previous literature are

mixed (Dogan and Inglesi-Lotz, 2020). According to theory, it is expected that urbanization positively

affects emissions at the initial stages of development when people move from rural to urban areas and

energy consumption increases. Indeed, some works find a positive effect on emissions (Phong, 2019).

However, other papers find the opposite result (Poumanyvong and Kaneko, 2010; Pachauri and Jiang,

2008).

• The share of alternative and nuclear energy (% of total energy use). As it is cleaner in comparison with

fuel fossil sources a negative relationship is expected (Toth and Rogner, 2006; Menyah. and Wolde-Rufael,

2010).

The results are shown in Table 2 and are almost the same as those in Table 1. Statistical tests support the

relevance of the instrument used. The control variables also exhibit the same signs as those in Table 1. With

regard to the additional included control variables, we find no significant effect of the share of the urban

population, but the alternative and nuclear energy share is negatively related with GHG emissions.

9



Table 2: Robustness tests: Additional controls

FE IV 2nd stage IV 1st stage

(1) (2) (3)

External Debt (% GDP) 0.000 0.005***
(0.000) (0.001)

Dependent variable (-1) 0.578*** 0.579*** -1.989
(0.078) (0.072) (4.156)

GDP per capita 0.183 0.793*** -103.378***
(0.197) (0.252) (23.056)

GDP per capita 2 -0.013 -0.052*** 6.385***
(0.012) (0.016) (1.410)

Industry, value added (% GDP) 0.002* 0.008*** -0.909***
(0.001) (0.002) (0.190)

Agriculture, value added (% GDP) -0.003* -0.006*** 0.296
(0.002) (0.002) (0.254)

Human capital index -0.068 -0.056 3.729
(0.107) (0.070) (10.678)

Renewable energy (% total) -0.008*** -0.003 -1.179***
(0.003) (0.003) (0.220)

Fossil fuel energy (% total) 0.007** 0.014*** -1.471***
(0.003) (0.003) (0.232)

Energy consumption (kg per capita) 0.292*** 0.391*** -15.401***
(0.085) (0.070) (5.659)

Forest area (% land area) -0.004 -0.000 -0.756*
(0.003) (0.003) (0.420)

Credit to private sector (% GDP) 0.000 -0.001 0.199***
(0.001) (0.001) (0.070)

Financial Globalization Index 0.000 -0.003*** 0.588***
(0.001) (0.001) (0.121)

Trade Globalization Index 0.001 -0.002* 0.451***
(0.001) (0.001) (0.129)

Alternative and nuclear energy (% total) -0.001 0.419
(0.005) (0.573)

Urban Population (% total) -0.004 0.080
(0.003) (0.279)

Net capital inflows (% GDP) 0.003* -0.620***
(0.001) (0.178)

GDP growth (annual %) 0.556*** -14.374
(0.187) (22.205)

US FFR * Chinn-Ito (Neighbors weighted average) -31.994***
(5.687)

Observations 1325 1216 1216
Countries 78.000 71.000 71.000
F first stage 31.651
Kleibergen-Paap-rk LM statistic 26.600
p-value 0.000
Wald Test statistic 15.634
p-value 0.000

Notes: The table reports FE and IV estimates with robust standard errors (in parenthesis), including time and country fixed-
effects. The dependent variable is the log of CO2emissions (thousand metric tons of CO2). The external debt is instrumented
by the exposure of country i’s to international liquidity shocks (see equation 2). *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. The sample
period is 1991-2015. F first stage is the F statistic for the first stage of the instrumental variables estimates. The Kleibergen-
Paap rk LM statistic test for the relevance of the instruments. The Wald Test statistic test for the statistical significance of
the main (beta) coefficient associated with the external debt in the presence of potentially weak instruments.
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4.2 Subsamples

As another robustness check, we divide our sample in three clusters based on GHG emissions level (low,

medium, high) and repeat our baseline estimation. The composition of each clusters is presented in the

Appendix A. We find that the positive effect of external debt on GHG emissions is evidenced in countries

with low and medium levels of GHG emissions, but not in those with high levels of GHG emissions. However,

the reduced sample size affects the performance of the instrument so these results should be taken cautiously.
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Table 3: Subsample Countries with Low GHG Emissions Levels

FE IV 2nd stage IV 1st stage

(1) (2) (3)

External Debt (% GDP) -0.000 0.016*
(0.000) (0.009)

Dependent variable (-1) 0.396*** 0.315** 2.637
(0.086) (0.143) (4.489)

GDP per capita 1.153** 3.476** -107.717**
(0.555) (1.548) (45.570)

GDP per capita 2 -0.079** -0.244** 7.725**
(0.036) (0.107) (2.999)

Industry, value added (% GDP) 0.004 0.019** -0.800***
(0.003) (0.009) (0.303)

Agriculture, value added (% GDP) -0.001 -0.012 0.649**
(0.003) (0.008) (0.285)

Human capital index -0.656*** -0.987** 20.259
(0.226) (0.429) (20.810)

Renewable energy (% total) -0.015** -0.009 -0.500
(0.006) (0.008) (0.331)

Fossil fuel energy (% total) 0.011* 0.015* -0.279
(0.006) (0.008) (0.358)

Energy consumption (kg per capita) 0.583*** 0.194 20.233**
(0.139) (0.244) (7.928)

Forest area (% land area) -0.002 -0.032 1.904***
(0.010) (0.026) (0.735)

Credit to private sector (% GDP) 0.003 0.001 0.139
(0.002) (0.003) (0.142)

Financial Globalization Index 0.001 0.004 -0.232
(0.002) (0.004) (0.187)

Trade Globalization Index -0.001 -0.018* 0.993***
(0.002) (0.010) (0.203)

Net capital inflows (% GDP) 0.010 -0.737***
(0.008) (0.187)

GDP growth (annual %) 0.219 -0.414
(0.497) (26.888)

US FFR * Chinn-Ito (Neighbors weighted average) -17.472**
(8.313)

Observations 483 448 448
Countries 24.000 24.000 24.000
F first stage 4.417
Kleibergen-Paap-rk LM statistic 4.096
p-value 0.043
Wald Test statistic 3.269
p-value 0.071

Notes: The table reports FE and IV estimates with robust standard errors (in parenthesis), including time and country fixed-
effects. The dependent variable is the log of CO2 emissions (thousand metric tons of CO2). The external debt is instrumented
by the exposure of country i’s to international liquidity shocks (see equation 2). *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. The sample
period is 1991-2015. F first stage is the F statistic for the first stage of the instrumental variables estimates. The Kleibergen-
Paap rk LM statistic test for the relevance of the instruments. The Wald Test statistic test for the statistical significance of
the main (beta) coefficient associated with the external debt in the presence of potentially weak instruments.
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Table 4: Subsample Countries with Medium GHG Emissions Levels

FE IV 2nd stage IV 1st stage

(1) (2) (3)

External Debt (% GDP) 0.001** 0.007**
(0.000) (0.003)

Dependent variable (-1) 0.532*** 0.501*** 0.786
(0.082) (0.104) (12.423)

GDP per capita 0.072 2.011 -354.742***
(0.269) (1.390) (77.852)

GDP per capita 2 -0.003 -0.121 21.293***
(0.016) (0.084) (4.601)

Industry, value added (% GDP) 0.002 0.008* -0.820***
(0.001) (0.004) (0.286)

Agriculture, value added (% GDP) -0.001 0.009 -1.629***
(0.002) (0.006) (0.401)

Human capital index 0.339*** 0.100 26.297*
(0.105) (0.135) (14.336)

Renewable energy (% total) -0.008** -0.007** -0.095
(0.003) (0.003) (0.442)

Fossil fuel energy (% total) 0.002 0.009* -0.826**
(0.003) (0.005) (0.381)

Energy consumption (kg per capita) 0.268** 0.648*** -44.885***
(0.112) (0.240) (12.790)

Forest area (% land area) 0.003 0.005 -0.557
(0.003) (0.005) (0.639)

Credit to private sector (% GDP) 0.000 0.000 0.040
(0.001) (0.001) (0.093)

Financial Globalization Index -0.000 -0.007** 1.069***
(0.001) (0.003) (0.147)

Trade Globalization Index 0.002 -0.005 1.008***
(0.001) (0.004) (0.201)

Net capital inflows (% GDP) 0.005 -0.504
(0.004) (0.325)

GDP growth (annual %) 0.864** -35.418
(0.388) (52.300)

US FFR * Chinn-Ito (Neighbors weighted average) -32.711**
(14.537)

Observations 384 360 360
Countries 26.000 26.000 26.000
F first stage 5.063
Kleibergen-Paap-rk LM statistic 5.703
p-value 0.017
Wald Test statistic 4.530
p-value 0.033

Notes: The table reports FE and IV estimates with robust standard errors (in parenthesis), including time and country fixed-
effects. The dependent variable is the log of CO2 emissions (thousand metric tons of CO2). The external debt is instrumented
by the exposure of country i’s to international liquidity shocks (see equation 2). *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. The sample
period is 1991-2015. F first stage is the F statistic for the first stage of the instrumental variables estimates. The Kleibergen-
Paap rk LM statistic test for the relevance of the instruments. The Wald Test statistic test for the statistical significance of
the main (beta) coefficient associated with the external debt in the presence of potentially weak instruments.
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Table 5: Subsample Countries with High GHG Emissions Levels

FE IV 2nd stage IV 1st stage

(1) (2) (3)

External Debt (% GDP) 0.000 -0.028
(0.000) (0.082)

Dependent variable (-1) 0.632*** 1.254 21.928***
(0.112) (1.728) (8.075)

GDP per capita -0.120 2.330 87.879
(0.220) (7.286) (56.387)

GDP per capita 2 0.011 -0.154 -5.878*
(0.012) (0.488) (3.204)

Industry, value added (% GDP) -0.001 -0.001 0.023
(0.001) (0.010) (0.347)

Agriculture, value added (% GDP) -0.006*** -0.001 0.204
(0.001) (0.027) (0.731)

Human capital index 0.011 -3.232 -115.580***
(0.074) (9.404) (22.503)

Renewable energy (% total) 0.002 -0.037 -1.338***
(0.002) (0.112) (0.297)

Fossil fuel energy (% total) 0.015*** -0.052 -2.353***
(0.004) (0.194) (0.490)

Energy consumption (kg per capita) 0.190* -0.495 -24.852***
(0.102) (1.995) (7.310)

Forest area (% land area) -0.000 -0.103 -3.600***
(0.005) (0.296) (1.170)

Credit to private sector (% GDP) -0.001*** 0.016 0.607***
(0.000) (0.050) (0.122)

Financial Globalization Index 0.001 0.010 0.348
(0.000) (0.031) (0.234)

Trade Globalization Index 0.001 0.002 0.058
(0.001) (0.007) (0.252)

Net capital inflows (% GDP) -0.009 -0.342
(0.029) (0.241)

GDP growth (annual %) 0.204 -4.551
(0.986) (31.418)

US FFR * Chinn-Ito (Neighbors weighted average) 2.731
(7.902)

Observations 458 436 436
Countries 28.000 28.000 28.000
F first stage 0.119
Kleibergen-Paap-rk LM statistic 0.133
p-value 0.715
Wald Test statistic 0.115
p-value 0.735

Notes: The table reports FE and IV estimates with robust standard errors (in parenthesis), including time and country fixed-
effects. The dependent variable is the log of CO2 emissions (thousand metric tons of CO2). The external debt is instrumented
by the exposure of country i’s to international liquidity shocks (see equation 2). *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. The sample
period is 1991-2015. F first stage is the F statistic for the first stage of the instrumental variables estimates. The Kleibergen-
Paap rk LM statistic test for the relevance of the instruments. The Wald Test statistic test for the statistical significance of
the main (beta) coefficient associated with the external debt in the presence of potentially weak instruments.
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4.3 Potential Mechanism

As discussed above, there is a plausible main channel through which external debt could affect GHG emis-

sions. External debt-driven economic growth, e.g., due to investment, could increase energy consumption

and, thus, environmental pollution. However, in our baseline estimates we find a positive effect of external

debt on GHG emissions even controlling for GDP growth. Therefore, external debt must affect emissions

through another mechanism. One possible mechanism could be that, when external debt increases, govern-

ments are less able to enforce environmental regulations because their main priority is to increase the tax

base to pay increasing debt services or because they are captured by the private sector and are prevented

from tightening such regulations. Similarly, Woolfenden (2014) argues that debt is preventing the phase-out

of fossil fuels in Global South countries. The pressure to repay debt forces them to continue to invest in

fossil fuel projects to repay loans from richer countries and financial institutions.

To test our hypothesis, we estimate the relationship between external debt and the index of policies and

institutions for environmental sustainability developed by the World Bank. This index measures the extent

to which environmental policies promote the protection and sustainable use of natural resources and pollution

management (1=low to 6=high). Descriptive statistics can be found in the Appendix A. This new dataset

starts in 2005 and has a lower country coverage (52 countries). As can be seen in Table 6, we find a negative

relationship, which could serves as evidence of this hyphotesis, and therefore could explain the positive

associacion between external debt and environmental degradation.

Since the sample size is reduced when using the World Bank index of policies and institutions for environ-

mental sustainability, we re-estimate our baseline results (Table 1) over the overlapping sample in order

to provide evidence regarding the generalizability of our findings. The results presented in Table 7 again

suggest that our findings are robust, despite the reduced sample size. Moreover, the potential mechanism dis-

cussed above is a relevant explanation for the positive association between external debt and environmental

degradation that we have found.
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Table 6: Potential Mechanism

FE IV 2nd stage IV 1st stage

(1) (2) (3)

External Debt (% GDP) -0.000 -0.006**
(0.000) (0.003)

Dependent variable (-1) 0.677*** 0.735*** 8.170***
(0.047) (0.048) (2.930)

GDP per capita 1.537 -1.342 -489.639***
(0.963) (1.458) (90.462)

GDP per capita 2 -0.076 0.096 29.436***
(0.060) (0.089) (5.648)

Human capital index -0.065 -0.260 -44.596***
(0.125) (0.208) (13.159)

Credit to private sector (% GDP) -0.001 0.001 0.287**
(0.002) (0.002) (0.134)

Financial Globalization Index 0.003* 0.008** 1.032***
(0.002) (0.003) (0.267)

Trade Globalization Index 0.006* 0.013** 1.696***
(0.003) (0.006) (0.481)

Net capital inflows (% GDP) -0.003** 0.090
(0.001) (0.118)

GDP growth (annual %) -0.600* -64.294**
(0.332) (26.296)

US FFR * Chinn-Ito (Neighbors weighted average) -39.297***
(7.955)

Observations 628 600 600
Countries 52.000 50.000 50.000
F first stage 24.401
Kleibergen-Paap-rk LM statistic 13.340
p-value 0.000
Wald Test statistic 5.736
p-value 0.017

Notes: The table reports FE and IV estimates with robust standard errors (in parenthesis), including time and country fixed-
effects. In columns 1 and 2, the dependent variable is an Index of policy and institutions for environmental sustainability
(1=low to 6=high), whereas in column 3 is external debt. The external debt is instrumented by the exposure of country i’s
to international liquidity shocks (see equation 2). *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. The sample period is 1991-2015. F first
stage is the F statistic for the first stage of the instrumental variables estimates. The Kleibergen-Paap rk LM statistic test
for the relevance of the instruments. The Wald Test statistic test for the statistical significance of the main (beta) coefficient
associated with the external debt in the presence of potentially weak instruments.
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Table 7: Baseline results in the overlapping subsample

FE IV 2nd stage IV 1st stage

(1) (2) (3)

External Debt (% GDP) 0.001*** 0.007**
(0.001) (0.004)

Dependent variable (-1) 0.367*** 0.269** 15.136*
(0.062) (0.104) (8.533)

GDP per capita 2.763** 6.671** -647.693***
(1.245) (2.673) (111.690)

GDP per capita 2 -0.168** -0.407** 39.303***
(0.072) (0.162) (6.810)

Industry, value added (% GDP) 0.000 0.003 -0.282
(0.003) (0.003) (0.323)

Agriculture, value added (% GDP) -0.001 -0.001 0.019
(0.003) (0.004) (0.467)

Human capital index 0.044 0.018 0.987
(0.223) (0.205) (25.689)

Renewable energy (% total) -0.018*** -0.020*** 0.373
(0.005) (0.003) (0.330)

Fossil fuel energy (% total) 0.004 0.006 -0.071
(0.004) (0.004) (0.390)

Energy consumption (kg per capita) 0.414*** 0.541*** -21.465*
(0.137) (0.140) (11.548)

Forest area (% land area) 0.017 0.023* -0.503
(0.012) (0.012) (1.031)

Credit to private sector (% GDP) -0.001 -0.003 0.405**
(0.002) (0.002) (0.196)

Financial Globalization Index -0.001 -0.004 0.481*
(0.002) (0.002) (0.267)

Trade Globalization Index 0.001 -0.007 1.342***
(0.002) (0.005) (0.384)

Net capital inflows (% GDP) 0.003 -0.576***
(0.002) (0.129)

GDP growth (annual %) 0.436** -8.963
(0.207) (17.476)

US FFR * Chinn-Ito (Neighbors weighted average) -18.186***
(6.100)

Observations 284 282 282
Countries 40.000 38.000 38.000
F first stage 8.889
Kleibergen-Paap-rk LM statistic 7.186
p-value 0.007
Wald Test statistic 4.219
p-value 0.040

Notes: The table reports FE and IV estimates with robust standard errors (in parenthesis), including time and country fixed-
effects. In columns 1 and 2, the dependent variable is the log of CO2 emissions (thousand metric tons of CO2), whereas in
column 3 is external debt. The external debt is instrumented by the exposure of country i’s to international liquidity shocks
(see equation 2). *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. The sample period is 1991-2015. F first stage is the F statistic for the first
stage of the instrumental variables estimates. The Kleibergen-Paap rk LM statistic test for the relevance of the instruments.
The Wald Test statistic test for the statistical significance of the main (beta) coefficient associated with the external debt in
the presence of potentially weak instruments.
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5 Conclusion

We contribute to the recent study of the relationship between external debt on GHG emissions with causal

evidence in a wide and heterogeneous panel of countries. We estimate the impact of external debt on

GHG emissions in a panel of 78 EMDEs from 1990 to 2015 and, unlike previous literature, we use external

instruments to address potential endogeneity problems. Specifically, we use international liquidity shocks as

instrumental variables for external debt.

We find a positive and statistically significant effect of external debt on GHG emissions when we take

into account the potential endogeneity problems. A 1 pp. rise in external debt causes, on average, a

0.6% increase in GHG emissions. These findings are robust to different subsamples and to the inclusion of

additional control variables. In particular, subsample analysis suggests that the positive effect of external

debt on GHG emissions is evidenced in countries with low and medium levels of GHG emissions, but not in

those with high levels of GHG emissions. In exploring a possible mechanism of action, we find that external

debt is negatively related to an indicator of policies associated with environmental sustainability. This may

suggest that when external debt increases, governments are less able to enforce environmental regulations

because their main priority is to increase the tax base or because they are captured by the private sector

and prevented from tightening such regulations, and therefore could explain the positive associacion between

external debt and environmental degradation.

Our results point to significant negative environmental effects of external financing in EMDEs with several

implications. First, this suggests that the endogeneity issue may be behind previous findings of the non-

significant effect of external debt on GHG emissions (Katircioglu and Celebi, 2018; Akam et al., 2021). On

the contrary, our results are aligned with Beşe et al. (2021b) and Beşe et al. (2021a) who find a significant

positive effect of external debt on CO2 emissions in China and India, respectively.

Given the strong political intention to promote sustainable finance - as stated in different global policy

forums such as the G20, FSB, IEA and COP26 - our results could serve as a reference to analyze how

the relationship between external debt and greener finance should evolve in the future. According to the

WEF (2021), massive financing from advanced economies, multilateral institutions and private markets to

developing economies is needed to finance the transition to greener economies. However, if external debt plays

the paradoxical role that we have found in our results, the outcome could be the opposite of that expected.

If developing countries are expected to fulfill their global and individual environmental commitments, the

effect of external debt on GHG emissions should be reversed.

In terms of limitations of our study, as stated before, the instrumental variable method only identifies a

local average treatment effect, i.e., an effect just for those affected by the instrument (Imbens and Angrist,

1994). Thus, in our setting, we estimate the effect of external debt on GHG emission for those affected by

international monetary liquidity shocks.
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A Data description

The seventy-eight countries included in the dataset are listed below:

• Africa (29): Algeria, Benin, Botswana, Cameroon, Congo, Congo, Dem. Rep., Cote d’Ivoire, Egypt,

Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Kenya, Lesotho, Mauritius, Morocco, Mozambique, Niger, Nigeria,

Senegal, South Africa, Sudan, Swaziland, Tanzania, Togo, Tunisia, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

• Asia (22): Armenia, Bangladesh, Cambodia, China, Fiji, India, Indonesia, Iran, Jordan, Kyrgyzstan,

Maldives, Mongolia, Myanmar, Nepal, Pakistan, Philippines, Russia, Sri Lanka, Syria, Tajikistan,

Thailand, Vietnam.

• Europe (7): Albania, Bulgaria, Moldova, Romania, Serbia, Turkey, Ukraine.

• Latin America and the Caribbean (20): Argentina, Belize, Bolivia, Brazil, Colombia, Costa Rica,

Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Jamaica, Mexico,

Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Venezuela.

The classification based on GHG emissions level is as follows:

• Low (24): Benin, Cameroon, Congo, Dem. Rep., Cote d’Ivoire, Ethiopia, Gambia, Ghana, Kenya,

Mozambique, Niger, Nigeria, Senegal, Sudan, Tanzania, Togo, Zambia, Bangladesh, Cambodia, Myan-

mar, Nepal, Pakistan, Sri Lanka, Tajikistan, Haiti.

• Medium (26): Congo, Egypt, Eswatini, Lesotho, Morocco, Yemen, Zimbabwe, Armenia, Fiji, India,

Indonesia, Kyrgyzstan, Philippines, Vietnam, Albania, Belize, Bolivia, Brazil, Colombia, Costa Rica,

El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, Paraguay, Peru.

• High (28): Algeria, Botswana, Gabon, Mauritius, South Africa, Tunisia, China, Iran, Jordan, Mal-

dives, Mongolia, Russia, Syria, Thailand, Bulgaria, Moldova, Romania, Serbia, Turkey, Ukraine,

Argentina, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Guyana, Jamaica, Mexico, Panama, Venezuela.

The definition and source of the variables used are indicated below:

• CO2 emissions (thousand metric tons of CO2): Carbon dioxide emissions are those stemming from

the burning of fossil fuels and the manufacture of cement. They include carbon dioxide produced

during consumption of solid, liquid, and gas fuels and gas flaring. Source: World Bank WDI.

• External Debt (% GDP): External debt stocks, long-term. Long-term debt is debt that has an original

or extended maturity of more than one year. It has three components: public, publicly guaranteed,

and private nonguaranteed debt. Source: International Debt Statistics.

• Index of policy and institutions for environmental sustainability: Measures the extent to which en-

vironmental policies promote the protection and sustainable use of natural resources and pollution

management (1=low to 6=high). Source: World Bank’s CPIA.

• log of GDP per capita: GDP per capita based on purchasing power parity (PPP) (constant 2017

international $). Source: World Bank WDI.
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• Agricultural, value added (% of GDP): Agriculture corresponds to ISIC divisions 1-5 and includes

forestry, hunting, and fishing, as well as cultivation of crops and livestock production. Source: World

Bank WDI.

• Industry, value added (% of GDP): It comprises value added in mining, manufacturing (also reported

as a separate subgroup), construction, electricity, water, and gas. Source: World Bank WDI.

• Human capital index: It is a measure of the skills, education, capabilities, and attributes of the

workforce that affect their productive capacity and potential earnings. Source: Penn World Tables.

• Renewable energy consumption (% of total final energy consumption): Renewable energy consumption

is the share of renewable energy in total final energy consumption. Source: World Bank WDI.

• Fossil fuel energy consumption (% of total): Fossil fuel comprises coal, oil, petroleum, and natural

gas products. Source: World Bank WDI.

• Energy use (kg of oil equivalent per capita): Energy use refers to use of primary energy before

transformation to other end-use fuels, which is equal to indigenous production plus imports and stock

changes, minus exports and fuels supplied to ships and aircraft engaged in international transport.

Source: World Bank WDI.

• Alternative and nuclear energy (% of total energy use): Clean energy is noncarbohydrate energy that

does not produce carbon dioxide when generated. It includes hydropower and nuclear, geothermal,

and solar power, among others. Source: World Bank WDI.

• Forest area (% of land area): Forest area is land under natural or planted stands of trees of at least 5

meters in situ, whether productive or not, and excludes tree stands in agricultural production systems

(for example, in fruit plantations and agroforestry systems) and trees in urban parks and gardens.

Source: World Bank WDI.

• Credit to the Private Sector (% GDP): As a proxy for the size of the domestic financial market.

Source: World Bank.

• Chinn-Ito Index: a de jure measurement of the international financialization of a country. Source:

Chinn and Ito (2006).

• KOF Financial Globalization Index: KOF Globalization Index measures the economic, social and

political dimensions of globalization. Source: Dreher (2006) and Gygli et al. (2019).

• KOF Trade Globalization Index: KOF Globalization Index measures the economic, social and political

dimensions of globalization. Source: Dreher (2006) and Gygli et al. (2019).

• International Interest Rate: Federal Funds Effective Rate. Source: Federal Reserve Economic Data.

• Net capital inflows (% GDP): Total financial liabilities minus total financial assets, excluding foreign

exchange reserves, as % of GDP. Source: IMF IFS.

• Real GDP Growth (annual %): Annual percentage growth rate of GDP at market prices based on

constant local currency. Source: World Bank WDI.

• Urban population (% of total population): Urban population refers to people living in urban areas as

defined by national statistical offices. Source: World Bank WDI.
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Table A1: Descriptive Statistics

Variable Obs Media SD Min p25 p50 p75 Max

log of per capita CO2 emissions
(thousand metric tons)

1324 -6.96 1.33 -10.59 -7.99 -6.84 -5.90 -4.43

Index of policy and institutions for
environmental sustainability

319 3.12 0.46 2.00 3.00 3.00 3.50 4.00

External Debt (% GDP) 1324 45.25 34.65 0.03 21.86 37.36 58.82 271.98

log of real GDP per capita at
chained PPPs (in 2011US$)

1324 8.39 0.92 6.06 7.73 8.43 9.16 10.27

Industry, value added (% of GDP) 1324 28.51 10.12 6.09 22.06 26.64 32.99 72.15

Agriculture, value added (% of GDP) 1324 16.70 11.44 1.74 7.19 14.08 23.95 63.83

Human capital index 1324 2.09 0.55 1.05 1.62 2.06 2.53 3.36

Renewable energy consumption
(% of total final energy consumption)

1324 44.77 30.79 0.07 14.22 43.71 74.79 98.34

Fossil fuel energy consumption
(% of total)

1324 54.09 31.24 0.00 24.59 56.30 85.42 99.98

log of Energy use
(kg of oil equivalent per capita)

1324 6.48 0.77 2.26 5.98 6.40 6.93 8.55

Forest area (% of land area) 1324 31.98 21.84 0.05 12.81 30.76 49.67 94.22

Domestic credit to private sector
(% of GDP)

1324 29.47 26.37 0.49 11.22 21.72 37.65 145.56

KOF Financial Globalization Index 1324 49.04 13.31 11.64 39.89 50.30 58.11 86.57

KOF Trade Globalization Index 1324 43.63 14.17 13.15 32.07 42.99 53.62 83.50

Net capital inflows (% GDP) 1243 -3.63 6.91 -54.13 -6.44 -3.31 -0.48 44.00

GDP growth (annual %)) 1324 0.04 0.04 -0.17 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.26

Alternative and nuclear energy
(% total)

1296 4.21 6.19 0.00 0.57 2.27 5.30 55.58

Urban Population (% total) 1324 48.41 20.08 9.18 32.36 46.31 64.17 91.38

Notes: Own elaboration.
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This figure "figure_1.png" is available in "png"
 format from:
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