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Abstract

This paper examines the integration of AI’s carbon footprint into the risk management frame-
works (RMFs) of the banking sector, emphasising its importance in aligning with sustainability
goals and regulatory requirements. As AI becomes increasingly central to banking operations, its
energy-intensive processes contribute significantly to carbon emissions, posing environmental, reg-
ulatory, and reputational risks. Regulatory frameworks such as the EU AI Act, Corporate Sustain-
ability Reporting Directive (CSRD), Corporate Sustainability Due Diligence Directive (CSDDD),
and the Prudential Regulation Authority’s SS1/23 are driving banks to incorporate environmental
considerations into their AI model governance. Recent advancements in AI research, like the Open
Mixture-of-Experts (OLMoE) framework and the Agentic RAG framework, offer more efficient and
dynamic AI models, reducing their carbon footprint without compromising performance. Using
these technological examples, the paper outlines a structured approach for banks to identify, as-
sess, and mitigate AI’s carbon footprint within their RMFs, including adopting energy-efficient
models, utilising green cloud computing, and implementing lifecycle management. The paper also
emphasises cross-departmental collaboration within banks and the use of respective enabling tools
such as the GHG Protocol Toolkit for carbon accounting and Fairlearn for AI fairness assessment.
Building on the experts’ opinions, such as UNEP FI, we argue that targeting alignment with the
global standards and directives like IFRS, ESRS, and GFANZ, banks can enhance their sustainabil-
ity reporting and model governance, ensuring long-term resilience. By effectively integrating these
practices into their RMFs, banks can navigate the regulatory landscape, mitigate environmen-
tal risks, and promote a sustainable future in banking, balancing innovation with environmental
responsibility.

1 Introduction

The banking sector is increasingly integrating artificial intelligence (AI) into its operations to improve
efficiency, customer service, risk management, and overall operational effectiveness [Com22, Fed22]. AI
systems power critical banking functions, from customer service chatbots and credit scoring algorithms
to fraud detection and automated financial advice. However, the growing reliance on AI brings with
it a significant environmental cost [SGM19]. The training, deployment, and ongoing operation of
AI systems consume large amounts of energy, contributing to a substantial carbon footprint. In the
context of the banking sector, this environmental impact presents a new dimension of risk that must
be managed alongside traditional financial and operational risks.

To address these questions, recent AI research has branched into three additional areas of responsi-
ble AI, notably: ways of enhancing computational efficiency, complementarity of language models with
smarter frameworks, and development of agentic models for more dynamic workflows. These advances
have the potential to mitigate the carbon footprint of AI by making models more efficient and adapt-
able. From the regulatory perspective, UK Prudential Regulation Authority’s SS1/23 [oE24, CB24] has
emphasised the need for banks to enhance model governance and oversight, indirectly influencing the
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sustainability of AI models by promoting efficient model management practices. The European Union
has taken a proactive stance in addressing the environmental and ethical concerns of AI through regu-
lations such as the Corporate Sustainability Reporting Directive (CSRD), the Corporate Sustainability
Due Diligence Directive (CSDDD), and the EU AI Act.

The CSRD mandates comprehensive disclosure of sustainability metrics, including the environ-
mental impacts of corporate activities, while the CSDDD aims to strengthen corporate accountability
for sustainability across the EU, requiring companies to conduct due diligence on their environmental
and social impacts. Additionally, the EU AI Act emphasises the ethical deployment of AI, including
transparency, accountability, and risk management [Ban21a, Com24a, Com23]. For banks, these reg-
ulations, along with the expectations of SS1/23, mean that the carbon footprint of their AI systems
must be recognized, measured, and incorporated into their risk management frameworks (RMFs).
Failure to do so could result in regulatory penalties, reputational damage, and a misalignment with
stakeholder expectations around environmental responsibility. This essay explores how banks can ef-
fectively incorporate the carbon footprint of AI into their RMFs, ensuring compliance with regulatory
requirements while promoting sustainable AI practices.

2 Understanding the Carbon Footprint of AI

AI’s carbon footprint stems primarily from its energy-intensive processes [Fed22]. Large-scale AI
models, especially those using deep learning techniques, require significant computational power for
training and deployment. Training complex models involves processing vast amounts of data, often
using high-performance hardware like graphics processing units (GPUs) in data centres. This process
can consume more energy than entire countries in some cases. For instance, training a single deep
learning model can produce as much carbon as five cars over their lifetimes [Hao19]. In the banking
sector, where AI models must often be retrained and updated to remain accurate and compliant
with evolving regulations like SS1/23, this energy consumption can be a continuous source of carbon
emissions.

The operational deployment of AI systems in customer banking, such as real-time fraud detection,
credit scoring, and automated customer service, further contributes to the carbon footprint. These
systems require ongoing data processing and computational resources, resulting in a persistent energy
demand. Additionally, the infrastructure supporting these AI applications, including data storage
and cloud services, adds to the overall energy consumption. When scaled across an entire banking
institution, the cumulative carbon footprint of AI can become significant, offsetting the potential
efficiency gains that these systems provide [ea22, ea24b].

Recent research in AI has sought to address this issue by focusing on enhancing computational
efficiency. For instance, the Open Mixture-of-Experts (OLMoE)1 framework, developed by the Allen
Institute of AI, uses a sparse mixture-of-experts approach, activating only a subset of parameters
during model inference. This technique achieves up to sevenfold efficiency gains over dense models
while maintaining or even exceeding performance. Similarly, OneGen2 introduces a unified architecture
for generation and retrieval tasks, reducing inference time and costs while improving task performance.
Another advancement, Feature Sampling and Partial Alignment Distillation (FSPAD), accelerates
language model inference by up to 13.3% and enables smaller models like LLaMA 3.1 to outperform
larger models like GPT-4. These innovations reflect a growing trend towards more efficient AI models,
which is crucial for reducing the carbon footprint associated with AI operations in banking and finance
[TF18, IMF22, LG24].

Recognizing the environmental impact of AI is critical not only for regulatory compliance but also
for aligning with broader corporate sustainability goals. We therefore put forward the proposition that
the carbon footprint of AI must be considered alongside the positive contributions of AI to efficiency
and customer service to achieve a holistic view of the banks’ environmental impacts. Incorporating
AI’s carbon footprint into the RMFs of banks is thus a strategic imperative to address environmental
risks, comply with regulatory standards, and maintain the bank’s reputation as a responsible corporate
citizen [PH20].

1OLMoE: https://github.com/allenai/OLMoE/blob/main/README.md
2OneGen: https://github.com/zjunlp/OneGen
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3 Incorporating AI’s Carbon Footprint into RMFs

Building on the well-documented best practices, it can be argued that incorporating the carbon
footprint of AI into the risk management frameworks of banks can involve several steps, from risk
identification and assessment to the development and implementation of mitigation strategies. This
process must be integrated with the bank’s existing risk management practices to ensure a cohesive
approach to managing all dimensions of risk, including environmental, operational, and regulatory
risks [Sun23, Com24b].

The first step in including AI’s carbon footprint in the RMF is risk identification [ea24a]. This
usually involves recognising the potential environmental risks associated with the deployment and
operation of AI systems. Direct risks include the high energy consumption associated with training
and running AI models, which contributes to carbon emissions and climate change. The more complex
and data-intensive the AI model, the greater its energy consumption and carbon footprint. In the
context of banking, AI systems used for credit scoring, fraud detection, and customer service are likely
to be among the most energy-intensive due to the need for real-time processing and high accuracy.
Additionally, SS1/23’s emphasis on model governance requires banks to identify the environmental
risks associated with their models, prompting them to include considerations of energy efficiency and
carbon emissions as part of their overall risk management strategy [oE24, CB24].

In addition to direct environmental risks, banks must also consider regulatory risks. With the
introduction of regulations such as the CSRD, the CSDDD, and SS1/23, banks face the risk of non-
compliance if they fail to adequately measure, disclose, and mitigate the environmental impact of
their AI systems [Com24b]. The CSDDD sets the stage for stronger corporate accountability and
sustainability in the EU, requiring companies to conduct due diligence on the environmental and
social impacts of their operations. The latest CDP Policy Explainer [CDP24] provides a detailed
roadmap for banks to address these CSDDD requirements and align them with CDP disclosures,
including the carbon footprint of AI. The guide covers climate transition plans in alignment with
global standards such as IFRS S2, ESRS, SEC, GRI, and GFANZ, highlighting clear transition plan
elements like governance, scenario analysis, risk management, strategy, financial planning, and target
setting. SS1/23 complements this by urging banks to incorporate environmental metrics into their
model risk assessments, ensuring that banks evaluate their AI models not only for performance and
robustness but also for their sustainability impact [ea21, Ama24, BRB23, GT20].

By integrating AI’s carbon footprint into their RMFs, banks can align their practices with these
standards and frameworks [Ban21b]. The CDP Policy Explainer emphasises actionable insights across
governance to value chain engagement, providing a clear path for banks to report on their climate
risks, opportunities, and progress. This not only ensures compliance with CSDDD requirements but
also helps banks stay ahead of the regulatory curve by demonstrating a commitment to sustainability
and responsible AI use.

Once the risks have been identified, the next step is to assess and measure the carbon footprint
of AI within the RMF. This involves quantifying the emissions associated with AI models throughout
their lifecycle, from development and training to deployment and maintenance. To facilitate this
process, banks can leverage carbon accounting tools such as the GHG Protocol Toolkit and OpenLCA
[Ini20, Ope21]. These tools enable banks to calculate the greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions generated
by their AI systems, providing a concrete measure of the environmental impact. Metrics such as energy
consumption per transaction, carbon emissions per AI model, and the total carbon footprint of AI-
related activities can be used as key performance indicators (KPIs) for monitoring the environmental
impact. In line with SS1/23, banks must also include these environmental metrics in their model risk
assessment processes, treating carbon emissions as a specific risk category alongside traditional risk
metrics.

In addition to using carbon accounting tools, banks can conduct scenario analysis to understand
how different AI deployment strategies affect their overall carbon footprint [Ban21b]. For instance,
banks can evaluate the impact of using more energy-efficient AI models or shifting AI processing to
cloud providers that use renewable energy sources. Innovations such as OLMoE, OneGen, and FSPAD
present opportunities for banks to reduce their carbon footprint by implementing more computationally
efficient models. By analysing various scenarios, banks can also identify strategies that minimise
the carbon footprint while still achieving operational and business objectives. The CSDDD, CDP
frameworks, and SS1/23 all offer guidance on how to incorporate scenario analysis into transition
plans, emphasising the importance of assessing climate-related risks and opportunities within the
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bank’s value chain [Ama24, BRB23, GT20, Ban21b, Ini20, Ope21].
With the carbon footprint assessed and measured, banks can then implement risk mitigation strate-

gies to reduce the environmental impact of their AI systems. One effective strategy is the adoption
of energy-efficient AI models and algorithms. Techniques such as model pruning, quantisation, and
knowledge distillation can reduce the computational requirements of AI models without compromising
their performance. For example, model pruning involves removing unnecessary parameters from a
neural network, resulting in a smaller and more energy-efficient model. Similarly, quantisation reduces
the precision of the numbers used in a model’s calculations, leading to reduced energy consump-
tion. The use of advanced frameworks, such as MemoRAG3 and GraphInsight4, further optimises AI
performance by complementing language models with smarter frameworks, enhancing efficiency and
reducing energy demands. Under SS1/23’s model lifecycle management principles, banks are encour-
aged to continuously monitor these models to ensure ongoing compliance with both performance and
sustainability standards [NM24, HQ24, Per24].

Banks can also mitigate the carbon footprint of AI by adopting green cloud computing practices.
This involves using cloud service providers that operate data centres powered by renewable energy
sources. By offloading AI training and processing to green cloud providers, banks can significantly
reduce the carbon emissions associated with their AI operations. Additionally, banks can optimise the
energy efficiency of their AI systems by implementing lifecycle management practices as emphasised in
SS1/23. This includes regularly auditing AI models to ensure they are operating efficiently, decommis-
sioning outdated models, and using AI systems judiciously to avoid unnecessary energy consumption.
SS1/23’s lifecycle management focus provides banks with a framework to assess the carbon impact
of AI models from development to decommissioning, making it easier to identify opportunities for
reducing emissions [Per24, Sca24, MT24, KK24].

The final step in incorporating AI’s carbon footprint into the RMF is integration with the bank’s
existing risk management processes. To effectively manage the environmental risks associated with
AI, banks should include AI’s carbon footprint as a specific category within their RMF. This category
should be treated with the same level of importance as traditional risk categories such as credit,
market, and operational risks. Regular monitoring and reporting of the carbon footprint of AI should
be incorporated into the bank’s risk monitoring processes. By adapting tools like Carbon Tracker5

and TransitionArc6, banks can continuously monitor the energy consumption and carbon emissions of
their AI systems, allowing them to take proactive measures if emissions exceed predefined thresholds.
SS1/23’s emphasis on model monitoring and oversight supports this approach by ensuring that banks
have robust processes in place to track and manage the environmental performance of their AI models
throughout their lifecycle [WF24, VW24, fNZG23].

Furthermore, we recommend that banks define their risk appetite and tolerance levels for AI’s
carbon footprint [Sca24, MT24, KK24]. This involves setting thresholds for acceptable levels of carbon
emissions associated with AI operations and establishing escalation procedures if these thresholds are
breached [WF24, VW24, fNZG23]. By clearly defining the bank’s risk tolerance, risk managers can
make informed decisions about AI deployment strategies that balance operational efficiency with envi-
ronmental responsibility. For such cases, potential suggested integration of advanced agentic models,
such as the Agentic RAG framework7 for time series analysis, could provide dynamic workflows for
reducing the carbon footprint of AI [ea24b]. By coordinating sub-agents for tasks like forecasting and
anomaly detection, this framework reduces mean absolute error (MAE) and mean absolute percentage
error (MAPE), enhancing efficiency and reducing the energy consumption of AI models used in cus-
tomer banking. In alignment with SS1/23, banks can leverage these innovative models to ensure that
the performance and sustainability of their AI systems remain balanced, whilst aligned with regulatory
expectations.

3MemoRAG: https://github.com/qhjqhj00/MemoRAG
4GraphInsight: https://github.com/CarloNicolini/GraphInsight
5Carbon Tracker Tools: https://carbontracker.org/engagement-tools/
6TransitionArc: https://climatearc.org/news/introducing-transitionarc
7Agentic RAG framework: https://lilianweng.github.io/posts/2023-06-23-agent/
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4 Aligning with Regulatory Requirements

Aligning the incorporation of AI’s carbon footprint in RMFs with regulatory requirements is critical
for ensuring compliance and avoiding legal and reputational risks. The CSRD requires banks to dis-
close the environmental impacts of their operations, including the use of AI systems. By including the
carbon footprint of AI in their RMFs, banks can ensure that they meet CSRD’s sustainability disclo-
sure requirements. This involves reporting on key environmental metrics such as energy consumption,
carbon emissions, and the measures taken to reduce the carbon footprint of AI systems. These dis-
closures should be integrated into the bank’s broader sustainability reporting, providing stakeholders
with a transparent view of the bank’s environmental performance [Sca24].

The CSDDD further strengthens corporate accountability by requiring companies to conduct due
diligence on the environmental and social impacts of their operations. By including the carbon footprint
of AI in their RMFs, banks can conduct the necessary due diligence to identify, prevent, and mitigate
environmental risks associated with AI deployment. Mentioned before in this paper, the CDP Policy
Explainer provides a roadmap for aligning with the CSDDD and global standards, including IFRS,
ESRS, and GFANZ. By following this roadmap, banks can ensure that their climate transition plans
address critical elements such as governance, scenario analysis, risk management, strategy, financial
planning, and target setting [Com23].

In addition to CSRD and CSDDD compliance, the EU AI Act [Com22] imposes specific obligations
on the deployment of AI systems, particularly those classified as high-risk. The Act requires banks
to ensure that their AI systems are used ethically and sustainably, with a focus on transparency and
accountability. Banks must include carbon footprint assessments in their AI audits to comply with
the Act’s provisions. This involves documenting the environmental impact of AI systems, particularly
those used in critical functions such as credit scoring and fraud detection. By conducting regular AI
audits that include carbon footprint assessments, banks can demonstrate their commitment to ethical
AI use and sustainable practices. SS1/23 complements these regulatory requirements by promoting
robust model governance and risk management practices that include environmental considerations,
thereby ensuring that banks maintain sustainable AI models aligned with regulatory standards.

The alignment of the RMF with these regulatory requirements also involves cross-departmental col-
laboration within the bank [AC24, McC24, SS24, RAK24]. To effectively include AI’s carbon footprint
in the RMF, banks must foster collaboration between AI, sustainability, and risk management teams.
AI and data science teams are responsible for developing and implementing energy-efficient AI models,
tracking the carbon footprint, and integrating sustainability considerations into AI development prac-
tices. Sustainability teams oversee the bank’s sustainability reporting, set carbon reduction targets
for AI systems, and ensure alignment with CSRD, CSDDD, SS1/23, and the bank’s ESG goals. Risk
management teams are responsible for incorporating AI’s carbon footprint into the RMF, conducting
regular risk assessments, and monitoring compliance with sustainability regulations.

Cross-departmental collaboration is facilitated by using advanced tools and technologies. For ex-
ample, OxonFair [Del24] by Oxford Internet Institute8 can be used for data governance, ensuring that
data used in AI models is managed responsibly. Similarly, Fairlearn9 can be used to assess the fairness
of AI systems, helping to identify and mitigate biases that may affect sustainability reporting. The
GHG Protocol Toolkit can be used to measure the carbon emissions associated with AI models, pro-
viding the data needed for risk assessments and sustainability disclosures. Establishing a centralised
dashboard to track AI-related carbon emissions, risk levels, and mitigation progress across departments
can enhance collaboration and ensure a unified approach to managing the environmental risks of AI.
Under the governance principles outlined in SS1/23, these tools support the development of a com-
prehensive risk management strategy that includes environmental sustainability as a core component
[AC24, McC24, SS24, RAK24].

5 Conclusion

Incorporating the carbon footprint of AI into the risk management frameworks of the banking sector
is a critical step toward aligning AI deployment with sustainability objectives and regulatory require-
ments. The energy-intensive nature of AI systems poses significant environmental risks that must be

8OxonFair: https://github.com/oxfordinternetinstitute/oxonfair
9FairLearn: https://fairlearn.org/
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recognised, measured, and managed within the bank’s RMF [RS24, VBC24, AS24]. By identifying,
assessing, and mitigating the carbon footprint of AI, banks can ensure compliance with regulations
such as the EU AI Act, CSRD, CSDDD, and SS1/23, while also mitigating reputational risks and
promoting responsible AI use.

Effective incorporation of AI’s carbon footprint into RMFs requires a multifaceted approach that
includes risk identification, assessment, and mitigation strategies. It also requires integration with
existing risk management processes, the establishment of monitoring and reporting mechanisms, and a
clear definition of risk appetite and tolerance levels. Aligning these efforts with regulatory requirements
ensures that banks not only comply with legal standards but also contribute to the broader goals of
environmental sustainability and ethical AI deployment. Examples of the recent advances in AI,
including more efficient computational frameworks like OLMoE, OneGen, and FSPAD, as well as
smarter frameworks such as MemoRAG and agentic models like the Agentic RAG framework, present
opportunities for banks to reduce the carbon footprint of their AI systems while enhancing performance.

Cross-departmental collaboration is essential for success in this endeavour. By fostering collab-
oration between AI, sustainability, and risk management teams, banks can develop and implement
strategies that effectively manage the carbon footprint of AI, supporting both compliance and sustain-
ability objectives [Hor24, TTL24, FJF19]. The use of advanced tools and technologies further enhances
the bank’s ability to measure, monitor, and mitigate the environmental impact of AI systems. SS1/23’s
emphasis on robust model governance, risk assessment, and lifecycle management further ensures that
banks approach AI model management with sustainability in mind. By integrating the carbon footprint
of AI into their RMFs, banks can take a proactive stance in addressing the environmental challenges
of AI, ensuring that their use of AI supports a more sustainable and responsible future for the banking
sector.

References

[AC24] Kashif Ahmed and Giovanni Calice. The effects of the EBA’s stress testing framework on
banks’ lending. Economic Modelling, 132:106624, 2024.

[Ama24] Fikri Amanta. AI is supposed to make us more efficient - but it could mean we waste more
energy, 2024. 26 January 2024.

[AS24] et al. Abhijeet Singh. Artificial intelligence for sustainable development goals: Bibliometric
patterns and concept evolution trajectories. Sustainable Development, 32(1):724–754, 2024.

[Ban21a] European Central Bank. Climate change and the ECB, 2021.
https://www.ecb.europa.eu/ecb/climate/html/index.en.html.

[Ban21b] European Central Bank. Climate-related risks to financial stability, 2021.
https://www.ecb.europa.eu/press/financial-stability-publications/fsr/special/html/ecb.fsrart

[BRB23] Daniel Blalock Benjamin R. Bartoldson, Bhavya Kailkhura. Compute-efficient deep learn-
ing: Algorithmic trends and opportunities. Journal of Machine Learning Research,
24(122):1–77, 2023.

[CB24] et al. Campbell-Brady, F. Validation of massive language model reasoning in SWOT port-
folio construction, 2024. https://ssrn.com/abstract=4913676.

[CDP24] CDP. Policy Explainer on Corporate Sustainability Due Diligence Directive, 2024.
https://cdn.cdp.net/cdp-production/comfy/cms/files/files/000/009/425/original/CDP_CSDDD_Poli

[Com22] European Commission. Proposal for a regulation laying down har-
monised rules on Artificial Intelligence (Artificial Intelligence Act), 2022.
https://digital-strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/library/proposal-regulation-laying-down-harmonised-

[Com23] European Commission. Corporate Sustainability Due Diligence Directive (CSDDD), 2023.
https://www.corporate-sustainability-due-diligence-directive.com/.

[Com24a] European Commission. Corporate Sustainability Reporting Directive, 2024.
https://finance.ec.europa.eu/capital-markets-union-and-financial-markets/company-reporting-and

6

https://www.ecb.europa.eu/ecb/climate/html/index.en.html
https://www.ecb.europa.eu/press/financial-stability-publications/fsr/special/html/ecb.fsrart202105_02~d05518fc6b.en.html
https://ssrn.com/abstract=4913676
https://cdn.cdp.net/cdp-production/comfy/cms/files/files/000/009/425/original/CDP_CSDDD_Policy_Explainer.pdf
https://digital-strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/library/proposal-regulation-laying-down-harmonised-rules-artificial-intelligence
https://www.corporate-sustainability-due-diligence-directive.com/
https://finance.ec.europa.eu/capital-markets-union-and-financial-markets/company-reporting-and-auditing/company-reporting/corporate-sustainability-reporting_en


[Com24b] European Commission. The European Green Deal, 2024.
https://commission.europa.eu/strategy-and-policy/priorities-2019-2024/story-von-der-leyen-co

[Del24] et al. Delaney, e. OxonFair: A flexible toolkit for algorithmic fairness. 2024.
https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.13710.

[ea21] Li et al. Making AI less ‘thirsty’: Uncovering and addressing the secret water footprint of
AI models. 2021. https://arxiv.org/pdf/2304.03271.

[ea22] Fuzhao Xue et al. Open mixture-of-experts (OLMoE) framework. 2022.
https://arxiv.org/abs/2402.01739.

[ea24a] Jian Zhang et al. OneGen: Unified architecture for generation and retrieval tasks. 2024.
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.05152.

[ea24b] Ravuru et al. Agentic RAG framework for time series analysis. 2024.
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.14484.

[Fed22] European Banking Federation. Artificial Intelligence in European Banking, 2022.
https://www.ebf.eu/priorities/innovation-cybersecurity/artificial-intelligence/.
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