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Background: Going back to the Copenhagen Accord, industrialized countries committed themselves to raise 
USD 100 billion per year in climate finance by 2020 for climate action in developing countries. Despite the 
goal of balanced contributions towards mitigation and adaptation in developed countries, adaptation so far 
has attracted much less finance than mitigation (Buchner et al. 2016). While specific funds such as the 
Green Climate Fund or the Adaptation Fund have been installed towards that end, it is unlikely that these 
targeted funds will be sufficient for meeting the envisaged USD 100 bn target (Pickering et al. 2017). Existing 
multilateral and bilateral development funds are therefore also mainstreamed towards mitigation and 
adaptation objectives (OECD 2009). Finally, private finance is seen as an integral part for attaining the USD 
100 billion target, yet private adaptation finance has hardly been mobilized yet (Pauw 2017). 

Goal: From an economic perspective, the question arises how international climate finance can deal with 
adaptation and what the differences are compared to financing mitigation. The showcase will focus on 
different public and private instruments of climate finance, such as Official Development Assistance (ODA), 
grants, low-cost debt by International Development Banks, and corporate project development. As a 
subsequent question, the research will focus on questions of distribution of funds across recipients, as well 
as monitoring and verification of adaptive action. 

Methods and disciplinary background: Based on climate finance data as collected by official aid statistics 
and project inventories such as OECD DAC (2015) or ODI (2016), the showcase will conduct an econometric 
analysis to identify the motives of different donor and recipient countries as well as further economic 
impacts. In addition, background documents will be analysed for a comparison between mitigation and 
adaptation projects. This empirical approach will be combined with the normative and legal considerations 
regarding fair burden sharing as contributed by showcases by Meyer and Schulev-Steindl. These qualitative 
and quantitative insights will allow the development of either an analytic/structural model or a computable 
general equilibrium (CGE) model in order to assess the effectiveness and incidence of international 
adaptation finance undertaken by public and private actors.  
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