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Abstract

In this article, we present a novel approach for the construction of an environment-friendly green port-
folio using the ESG ratings, and application of the modern portfolio theory to present what we call as the
“green efficient frontier” (wherein the environmental score is included as a third dimension to the traditional
mean-variance framework). Based on the prevailing action levels and policies, as well as additional market in-
formation, scenario analyses and stress testing are conducted to anticipate the future performance of the green
portfolio in varying circumstances. The performance of the green portfolio is evaluated against the market re-
turns in order to highlight the importance of sustainable investing and recognizing climate risk as a significant
risk factor in financial analysis.
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1 INTRODUCTION

In the context of societal and existential crisis (resulting from climate change) in general and sustainable
finance in particular, one can categorize the genesis of the financial risks (as a direct consequence of climate
change) into two components, namely physical risks and transition risks [1]. The drivers of physical risk include
extreme weather events and progressive change in the climate, while the transition risk can be attributed to three
broad factors, namely, changes in regulatory mechanisms, choice and pace of technology adoption, and public
sentiment. In [1], the authors identify taxation and Emission Trading Schemes (ETS) as two possible solutions
to mitigate the financial risk arising out of climate change, and observe that the latter (ETS) is the preferred
approach for the same. The ETS can be viewed as an action that is adopted and is incumbent upon the firms. On
the other hand, from the perspective of investors and stakeholders of the financial system, a common adopted risk
mitigation approach includes the Environmental Social and Governance (ESG) score [2].

In the context of sustainable investment, several approaches towards the development of sustainable portfolio
strategies have appeared in literature, in terms of the classical Markowitz as well as the Capital Asset Pricing
Model (CAPM) framework. For the former, “decarbonization” is a terminology used in the context of design of
sustainable portfolios [3]. One approach introduced in [4] is based on the problem of minimization of the tracking
error, as given by the standard deviation of the differences in the returns of a green (or decarbonized) portfolio
and a benchmark index (or portfolio). Further, one can also introduce carbon intensity (both revenue based and
profit based) in the process of management of sustainable portfolios [5]. The traditional concept of the Sharpe
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ratio frontier has been extended to incorporate ESG score of the portfolio components in [6]. In a recent work, a
CAPM based formula for assets, in presented through the inclusion of a Brown Minus Green (BMG) factor [7].

According to [8], the Nationally Determined Contribution (NDC) for India, has set a unconditional NDC
target in COP26, for 2030, to reduce its emissions intensity by 45% of the 2005 levels. Further, as a part of 2030
conditional NDC target, the goal is to increase the non fossil-fuel based electric power capacity to be at 50% of the
cumulative electric power capacity, with the eventual goal of net-zero target by 2070. Consequently, for investors
in the Indian market, there is now an emergent transition risk, which now has to be accounted for in the financial
investment strategies. Further the potential impact of both physical and transition risks, in the paradigm of Indian
markets have to be subjected to both scenario analysis and stress tests [2, 9, 10, 11], which is the main focus of
our undertaking the study reported in this article.

For the purpose of estimating the environmental impact in case of Indian financial system, this paper considers
the environment score of various companies as published by CRISIL [12]. Using the data, we propose a novel
method for portfolio optimization by visualizing not only the risk versus return, but also the suitably calculated
environment score for the portfolio, resulting in formation of a novel green portfolio. Further, in order to conduct
stress testing, we undertake the construction of a linear model by extending the capital asset pricing model and
including factors related to physical and transition risk. Using this model, we proceed with the stress testing for
the green portfolio by considering various scenarios which are likely to occur in the future. These scenarios take
into account the targets for carbon emissions set by India, and also the possibility of a natural disaster which
causes high economic damages, resulting in adverse impact on the market.

2 CONSTRUCTING A GREEN PORTFOLIO

In this section, we focus on the problem of constructing a green portfolio of equities. We first begin with
listing out the data sources that were used in this work. Since this work is focused on Indian equity markets, we
therefore, restrict ourselves to stocks that are listed in the National Stock Exchange (NSE) of India. Firstly, the
stock price data for every company rated by CRISIL [12] and included in the ESG Ratings was obtained from
Google Finance directly into Google Sheets through the GOOGLEFINANCE function [13]. The TICKER symbol
data for all the listed companies was downloaded from the NSE’s publicly available online data [14]. This data
was used to retrieve the TICKER symbols for companies in “CRISIL’s ESG Scores 2022” list of companies by
matching company names using Excel formulae. Hence, company identification through the TICKER symbol
allowed for the extraction of company data through the GOOGLEFINANCE functionality.

As a part of the asset picking exercise, a total of 25 companies are chosen, with the goal of keeping the portfolio
diversified but without having to include too many assets. We collate and use the returns data for the period of
1999-2023, and accordingly include only those companies who data was available for the entire duration. The list
of companies was further narrowed down by filtering out the companies with environmental scores less than or
equal 35 (out of 100), which left us with a total of 137 companies. We chose the companies (for inclusion in the
portfolio) in such a way that almost 60% of the total companies in the portfolio were large-cap, 25% were mid-
cap, and 15% were small-cap companies. Consequently, our portfolio comprised of 15 large-cap, 6 mid-cap and
4 small-cap companies from the list. A selection process was then adopted, using multiple metrics like 24-Year
CAGR, 3-Year CAGR and Excess Returns over Market to narrow down a list of 25 well-performing companies
from 18 different sectors, with an impressive average environment score of 57.28.
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2.1 DESCRIPTION OF THE PORTFOLIO

The portfolio (of 25 stocks) under consideration, is defined in terms of their weights as,

wi =
xiSi(0)

V (0)
, for i = 1 : 25,

that is, the weight of the i-th asset is denoted by wi (xi, Si(0) and V (0) are the number of units of i-th asset, current
price of the i-th asset and the current value of the portfolio, respectively). Further, let µi be the expected return
on the i-th asset and ci,j be the covariance between the returns of the i-th and j-th asset. Finally, we introduce the
notation for the environmental score of the i-th asset as esi. At this juncture, we enumerate the relevant vectors
and matrix as follows:

(A) Weight vector: w =
[
w1 w2 . . . w25

]
.

(B) Unit vector: u =
[
1 1 . . . 1

]
.

(C) Expected return vector: m =
[
µ1 µ2 . . . µ25

]
.

(D) Environmental score vector: es =
[
es1 es2 . . . es25

]
.

(E) Covariance matrix: C =


c1,1 c1,2 . . . c1,25

c2,1 c2,2 . . . c2,25
...

... . . . ...
c25,1 c25,2 . . . c25,25

.

This leads us to the following constraint and parameters for the portfolio V :

(A) Constraint on weights: uw⊤ = 1.

(B) Portfolio expected return: µV = mw⊤.

(C) Portfolio risk: σ2
V = wCw⊤.

(D) Environmental score for the portfolio: esV = esw⊤.

2.2 GENERATION AND VISUALIZATION OF ATTAINABLE PORTFOLIOS

Firstly, random portfolio weights with U(0, 1) distribution are generated and then normalized so that their
sum is 1. It may be noted that negative weights are not considered in this exercise, thereby ensuring that there
is no short-selling. Each set of 25 weights is used to define a single portfolio. For each portfolio, the expected
return, volatility (standard deviation) and the environment score are calculated. These three points thus obtained
characterizes a portfolio. For the purpose of our work, we generated 20,000 such portfolios which will be used
as our data points. These data points were used to create a 3D scatter plot as depicted in Figure 1, showing the
characteristics of all the portfolios. We can observe that the figure approaches a closed shape which encloses all
the possible portfolios that can be constructed (that is, all admissible portfolios). The surface which enclosed the
3D scatter plot represents the efficient frontier and we call this as the “green efficient frontier”. In order to plot
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it (the green efficient frontier) numerically, portfolios depicted in Figure 1 are considered and a convex hull is
formed. The outermost portfolio points are taken from the figure and used to create the corresponding 3D frontier
as a bounding box, as shown in Figure 2.

Figure 1: Attainable portfolios

Figure 2: Green efficient frontier

While selecting the optimal portfolio, there is a threefold objective to be meet as enumerated below:

(A) Maximize the difference between expected portfolio return and risk-free return.

(B) Minimize volatility of the overall portfolio.

(C) Maximize the environment score of the portfolio.

Accordingly, in order to achieve these objectives, the maximization of a custom metric is considered, which is
called the “green excess return”. This is defined as:

(µV − rf )esV .

Here rf stands for the risk-free rate, whose value is chosen to be rf = 6.950%, which is the yield on a one-year
bond issued by the Government of India. Plotting the green excess return against σ for each of the portfolios,
Figure 3 is obtained.
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Figure 3: Green excess return vs σ

Now, the portfolio with the highest ratio of green excess return per unit of sigma is considered. This corre-
sponds to maximizing the following: [

µV − rf
σ

]
× esV .

The term within brackets is the Sharpe ratio, which is a financial measure that helps investors evaluate the risk-
adjusted return of an investment. Specifically, it measures the excess return earned by an investment (its return
above the risk-free rate) per unit of risk taken (its standard deviation). The Sharpe ratio is scaled by multiplying
it with the environment score of the portfolio to give the annual green excess return. For this, another graph is
plotted where this metric is shown for each of these portfolios compared with the σ. This can be seen in Figure
4. Here, it can be observed that the highest ratio for a portfolio is above 18, and the corresponding σ is slightly
higher than the minimum σ. This portfolio is selected as the green portfolio.

Figure 4: Green excess return scaled by σ vs σ
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2.3 THE DYNAMICS FOR THE GREEN PORTFOLIO

The optimal weights obtained are shown in Figure 5. Assuming that an amount of | 100 was invested in this
portfolio in 1999, the evolution of the portfolio value is presented in Figure 6. Finally, the green portfolio’s

Figure 5: Optimal weights

Figure 6: Evolution of the optimal green portfolio

historical returns are compared with the Bombay Stock Exchange (BSE) 100 market index returns (BSE was
chosen as a representative of the market, different from NSE, from where the stocks of the portfolio were chosen).
For this, the returns over time for both portfolios are plotted on the same figure, namely, Figure 7.

3 GREEN PORTFOLIO RETURNS MODEL

In this section, we extend the the concept of capital asset pricing model (CAPM) in the paradigm of green
portfolios. Accordingly, we assume that there exists a linear and additive relation between the excess market
return, physical risk factor, transition risk factor, and the portfolio return. Thus, we model our green portfolio
returns as,

rV = rf + α + β1 (rm − rf ) + β2PF + β3TF.

Here,

(A) Portfolio return: rV .
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Figure 7: Comparison of green portfolio returns with BSE-100

(B) Risk-free rate of return: rf (as already defined earlier).

(C) Market return: rm (taken as BSE-100 index annual returns).

(D) Physical risk factor: PF .

(E) Transition risk factor: TF .

Here, total reported economic losses due to natural calamities for each year are used as a proxy for PF . The EM-
DAT public worldwide disaster database has been used to assemble information on natural calamities that have
occurred in India over the years 1964 to 2022, including the number of occurrences and the associated economic
damages [15]. It should be noted, though, that there is no standardized method for estimating economic loss in the
EM-DAT database, and different organizations, including disaster management departments in various countries,
have developed their own methodologies, to quantify economic losses based, on their particular domains. In its
most basic form, the economic harm brought on by a particular catastrophe is estimated using the total damage
value at the time of the incident, expressed in USD for the year the natural disaster took place. Apart from this,
TF represents our transition risk factor. The CO2 emissions intensity of the GDP of India is used as the proxy
for Transition Risk. The data on this was obtained from the database of the International Energy Agency (IEA),
which is an intergovernmental organization that aims to promote clean, secure, and sustainable energy for all [16].
It was established in 1974 in response to the oil crisis and currently has 30 member countries. The IEA provides
energy analysis, forecasts, and policy recommendations to its member countries and the global community. The
results of the regression analysis carried out for the green portfolio returns model are presented in Figure 8. In
the Table presented in this figure, the “const” coefficient value represents α, “ind” represents the excess market
return (rm − rf ), “pf” represents the physical risk factor, and “tf” represents the transition risk factor. Further, the
second column shows the corresponding coefficients. It can be observed that the corresponding P -values for each
of these variables is below 0.05, which means that there exists a statistically significance relationship of the green
portfolio return with each of the variables with which regression has been performed. We also see the the model
has an R-squared value of 0.925. This means that 92.5% of the variance of the portfolio can be explained by our
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Figure 8: Result of linear regression on the green portfolio returns model

linear regression model. This is another indicator that the model performs well. In addition, there are several other
statistics shown for the regression model which may be observed, but which have not been analyzed separately.

4 SCENARIO ANALYSIS AND STRESS TESTING OF THE GREEN PORTFOLIO

In this section, we observe the behaviour of the green portfolio in various scenarios. For the scenario analysis,
it is to be noted that both transition and physical risks can have significant financial implications for companies,
investors and governments. Therefore, in order to quantify the climate risk in each scenario, we use a physical
risk factor and a transition risk factor. Accordingly, each scenario will be characterized by its physical risk factor
and transition risk factor values. This paper also considers a stress scenario, which will have an alarmingly high
climate risk present and hence the physical and transition risk factor values will be extreme.

4.1 SCENARIO AND STRESS CONSTRUCTION

Three scenarios are being considered in the scenario analysis part of our study. They sequentially represent
low/current levels of climate risk, intermediate climate risk and high climate risk. A final stress scenario is
considered with an alarmingly high level of climate risk. The period of the next three financial years is chosen
for analysis, that is, FY 23-24, FY 24-25, FY 25-26. The predictor variables in our returns model, as described in
the preceding section, are projected for each financial year under each scenario. As per the Economic Survey of
India 2023, India aims to reduce the emissions intensity of its GDP by 45% from the 2005 levels by the year 2030
[17]. Assuming the same trend follows for CO2 emissions intensity of GDP, we should see an annual decrease of
emissions by 0.0085 tCO2 per USD 1000 in each year from 2023 in the transition risk factor. We categorize this
event as having somewhere between intermediate and high climate transition risk. Therefore, we use the average
decrease in the past 10 years, that is 0.006, as the low transition risk factor value. We then take 0.008 as the
intermediate-risk value, 0.0095 for high risk and 0.0105 to model the stressed climate transition risk factor.
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In the reference scenario, a baseline rate is chosen for the market to grow in normal/low climate risk conditions.
We take this rate as the average of the past 10 years CAGR, the past 15 years CAGR and the past 20 years’ CAGR
of the BSE 100 index. The market is assumed to grow at the same average rate for each of the three projected
years. Similarly, a median value of the past 10 economic losses is chosen for the baseline value of our physical
risk factor and it is assumed that this baseline value will be observed each year. The average decrease in the
transition risk factor has been 0.006 for the past 10 years, and the same number reduces the value for every year
in the projection period. In the mild risk scenario, the increased physical risk is seen in the FY 24-25 and FY
25-26 projections, where we assume that the damage equals the 70-th percentile value of damages in the past 10
years. Similarly, the transition risk factor is now decreased yearly by 0.008. The market is assumed to be largely
unaffected by the mild increase in climate risk. Hence, it follows the same projections as the reference scenario
for the market index. Coming to the high-risk scenario, the physical risk factor starts on a mildly risky note with
a 70-th percentile value for FY 23-24. It is then projected to attain near the 85-th percentile damage in FY 24-25
and has near the 80-th percentile damage values for FY 25-26. The transition risk factor is now decreased yearly
by 0.0095. The market thereby gets affected by the high climate risk. The increased economic losses in FY 24-25
affect the market and reduce its annual returns for that year. FY 25-26 faces bad losses as well, but the market will
show a bounce-back effect, too, from FY-24-25. Therefore, a baseline market return is assumed for FY 25-26.
Finally, in the stress scenario, the physical risk factor shows a high, near 75-th percentile value in FY 23-24. The
risk really creeps up in FY 24-25 with an extreme physical risk event, leading to a loss of USD 25 billion USD
(near 95-th loss percentile). Harsh conditions of physical risk are prevalent in FY 25-26 as well, with an above
80-th percentile economic loss. The transition risk factor now decreases sharply by 0.0105 yearly. The market is
bound to be affected by the extreme physical risk event, and hence it shows a 7.5% decline in FY 24-25. The next
year faces bad losses due to physical risk events as well, but the market will show a bounce-back effect, too, from
FY 24-25. Therefore, an above-baseline market return is assumed for this year.

Based on the explained reasoning, presented in Figure 9 are the scenarios and the values our predictor variables
are projected to have in each of the scenarios. Here Y1, Y2 and Y3 correspond to FY 23-24, FY 24-25 and FY
25-26, respectively. Further, PF is the physical risk factor and TF is the transition risk factor, with the units of PF
and TF being USD Billion and tCO2 per USD 1000, respectively.

Figure 9: Predictor variable projections in each scenario
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4.2 RETURNS AND PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

Using the predictor variables in each scenario, the portfolio returns for each of the three future years are
projected through the returns model used for regression displayed below:

rV = rf + α + β1(rm − rf ) + β2PF + β3TF.

The cumulative 3-year returns using each of the three one-year returns are also calculated and presented in Figure
10, which is the result of our scenario analysis. In the Figure 11, we present the annual returns for each of the three

Figure 10: Results of scenario analysis

years in the projection period in each scenario. We present projections for both the green portfolio and the BSE
100 Index, side by side. The projected three-year cumulative returns are of greater importance for performance

Figure 11: Yearly comparison with market index in future scenarios

analysis. The analysis also looks at the projected risk-adjusted returns in the form of the ex-ante Sharpe ratios.
The ex-ante Sharpe ratio is a measure of risk-adjusted return that is calculated using expected returns and expected
volatility rather than historical returns and volatility. We keep the volatility value here to be equal to the historical
volatility for simplicity. The results are presented in Figure 12 to analyze the same. In Figure 12 we see that
the cumulative three-year returns projected to be provided by the green portfolio in low and mild climate risk
scenarios are similar to the returns projections for the BSE 100 market index. But, when the climate risk creeps
up in the high climate risk scenario, we can see a considerable difference between the projected returns of the
green portfolio and the market return. The difference further widens in the stress scenario with alarmingly high
climate risk. The ex-ante Sharpe ratios further support the claim. On a risk-adjusted basis, the green portfolio is
expected to outperform the BSE-100 index in all scenarios, with the difference rising as the climate risk increases
from a low to an alarmingly high level in the stress scenario. This shows the expected resiliency of the green
portfolio to climate risk as compared to the current BSE-100 market index.
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Figure 12: 3-Y Cumulative Returns and 3-Y ex-ante Sharpe ratios

5 CONCLUSIONS

We finally summarize the main conclusions and takeaways from the comprehensive analysis presented in the
paper:

(A) The classical two-dimensional frontier is extended by adding a third dimension of environmental friendly
practices (as reflected by the environmental component of the ESG scores) to create a three-dimensional
green efficient frontier. The green returns are maximized for determining an optimal green portfolio.

(B) Physical and transition risk factors can be created using simple proxy indicators like annual total economic
losses due to natural calamities and emissions intensity of GDP. Advanced metrics can further be used to
create sophisticated physical and transition risk scores for companies and portfolios.

(C) The constructed green equity portfolio gives superior projected returns compared to the market when climate
risk exceeds the intermediate levels. The difference in projected returns increases as climate risk increases.
Projected risk-adjusted returns are expected to exceed market risk-adjusted returns in all scenarios.

(D) Advanced metrics assessing a company’s climate risk vulnerability, assessing exposures such as location,
resource dependence, and regulatory adaptability, can enhance stress testing and scenario analysis for finan-
cial portfolios. This enables better risk mitigation and identification of sustainable investment opportunities.
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