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ESG-Linked Hedge Optimisation

Scenario Type: Project Finance — Operating Phase
Asset Class: Infrastructure / Renewables / Regulated Assets
Situation Type: Operating assets with ESG-linked debt pricing layered onto legacy

vanilla interest-rate hedges

Primary Issue: Structural misalighment between ESG-linked debt economics and
static hedge construction, causing basis leakage, accounting strain, and uncaptured
value

1. Decision Context

This scenario concerns a mature operating infrastructure asset with ESG-linked debt
pricing applied to an existing interest-rate hedge framework.

Asset performance is stable. ESG targets are consistently met. On paper, the liability
stack remains “fully hedged.”

The IC decision is not whether ESG-linked pricing is appropriate. It is whether the hedge
and liability stack still behave coherently once ESG-driven variability is introduced.

2. What Changed

At original financing:

e Debt margins were static

e Interest-rate risk was hedged using long-dated vanilla swaps
e Hedge documentation assumed fixed margin economics

e No ESG-linked pricing variability was contemplated

Post-close evolution:

e ESG reporting and pricing ratchets introduced
e Sustainability-linked margin adjustments applied to debt
e Peers capture lower all-in funding costs from similar ESG performance

e Hedge documentation remains unchanged
The debt pricing evolves. The hedge does not.

Structurally, the asset becomes long ESG performance on the asset side and short ESG
optionality on the liability side.



3. How the Risk Actually Manifests
The risk does not appear as a market shock. It appears as economic drift.

As ESG-linked margin adjustments improve debt pricing:

e Interest expense falls marginally

e Hedge cashflows remain fixed and blind to ESG performance
e Basis leakage accumulates quietly

e All-in funding costs diverge from peers

The asset remains “fully hedged” on paper. Cashflows do not behave that way.
Over time, this leads to:

e Inconsistent interest expense behaviour

e Accounting and hedge-effectiveness strain

e Repeated explanations to IC, auditors, and boards

e Growing strategic constraint ahead of refinancing or sale

4. \What Surfaces on Review

When reviewed properly, the same issues emerge consistently:

e The asset already bears the full cost of ESG compliance

e Peers capture explicit financing benefits from similar performance

e Legacy swaps were never designed to respond to ESG-linked variability

e Margin improvements are diluted or partially negated through hedging

e Hedge accounting becomes harder to defend as variability enters the liability but
not the hedge

e Responsibility for the misalignment is fragmented across teams

This is not negligence. It is structural lag.

5. Structural Assessment

This is not a pricing problem. It is not a hedge failure.

Itis a structural coordination problem between ESG-linked debt economics and
legacy derivative design.

Any response must preserve:

1. Embedded hedge value
2. Stability of debt service and liquidity
3. Accounting and lender defensibility

Blunt hedge unwind or replacement strategies typically destroy all three.

6. lllustrative Structuring Logic

Effective responses focus on alighment, not replacement.
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Key principles include:

e Treating ESG-linked economics as a liability-level constraint

e Preserving favourable legacy hedge economics

e Mirroring or bounding ESG-linked variability within the hedge framework
e Ensuring debt and hedge move together economically

e Stress-testing modifications against hedge accounting and audit scrutiny

The objective is controlled coherence, not cosmetic elegance.

The resulting structure is rarely diagram-perfect. It is auditable, governable, and
economically consistent.
7. Intended Outcomes

When addressed correctly:

e ESG performance expresses to actual financing economics
e Hedge and debt cashflows behave coherently through time
e Embedded hedge value is preserved

e Accounting noise and explanation risk fall away

e Refinancing and exit optionality are restored

The outcome is not sophistication. It is control.

8. IC Takeaway

This was not a market failure and not a derivative failure.

It was value leakage created by layering ESG-linked pricing onto a hedge structure
never designed to absorb it.

Treating it as a documentation or execution issue destroys value. Treating it as a
structural alignment problem restores control.

9. Applicability
Most relevant where:

e Assets are operational with stable ESG performance
e Debtincludes ESG-linked pricing features

e Legacy swaps are long-dated and vanilla

e Refinancing or exit optionality matters

Less relevant where:

e Assets are pre-completion
e ESG metrics are immature or volatile

e Debt and hedge were structured together recently
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10. Engagement Path

Primary Offer: Structuring-as-a-Service™- ESG-linked hedge and liability alignment
design

A full structural narrative is available for readers who wish to review the underlying
mechanics, trade-offs, and remediation sequencing in greater detail.

Disclaimer

lllustrative scenario for discussion purposes only. Not a transaction summary or client-
specific case study.
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