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Abstract 

This study examines how the government maintains green sukuk 
credibility through POJK 18/2023, the SDGs Government Securities 
Framework, and the alignment of issuance and reporting with Sharia 
principles. A qualitative-descriptive approach was applied, using 
data from interviews, observations, and document analysis. Findings 
reveal that while sustainable finance regulations and frameworks 
exist, gaps remain in ensuring transparency and the use of objective 
indicators. There is also a lack of standardized Sharia guidelines 
concerning substantive compliance, resulting in a formalistic focus on 
akad. OJK and Sharia Supervisory Boards (DPS) should strengthen 
oversight during issuance and post-issuance, particularly in 
reviewing the prospectus and impact reports. This study emphasizes 
the need for stricter sanctions, transparency on the methods of project 
selection and impact reporting, and the integration of al-Ḍarar Yuzāl 
and Maṣlaḥah principles to ensure green sukuk are not only legal but 
also ethical and impactful. 
 
Public interest statements  

This study explores how government regulations and Sharia (Islamic law) 

principles are used to maintain the credibility of green sukuk. It also 

highlights concerns about greenwashing, where projects claim to be “green” 
without real impact. The findings call for stronger oversight, penalties, clear 

reporting standards, and ethical guidelines to ensure that public funds 

contribute to meaningful environmental and social impact. This research 

matters because it connects the concept of sharia with sustainability in ways 

that impact the development of sustainable financing in Indonesia.  
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Abstrak  

Penelitian ini mengkaji bagaimana pemerintah menjaga kredibilitas green sukuk melalui 

POJK 18/2023, SDGs Government Securities Framework, serta kesesuaian penerbitan dan 

pelaporannya dengan prinsip-prinsip syariah. Pendekatan kualitatif-deskriptif digunakan 

dalam penelitian ini, dengan teknik pengumpulan data berupa wawancara, observasi, dan 

analisis dokumen. Temuan menunjukkan bahwa meskipun regulasi dan kerangka keuangan 

berkelanjutan telah tersedia, masih terdapat celah dalam hal transparansi dan penggunaan 

indikator yang objektif. Selain itu, belum terdapat pedoman syariah yang baku terkait 

kepatuhan substansial, sehingga penilaian kepatuhan syariah cenderung terbatas pada aspek 

formal seperti akad. OJK dan Dewan Pengawas Syariah (DPS) perlu memperkuat peran 

pengawasan pada saat penerbitan dan pasca-penerbitan, khususnya dalam menilai 

memorandum dan laporan dampak. Penelitian ini menekankan pentingnya sanksi yang lebih 

tegas, transparansi dalam metode seleksi proyek dan pelaporan dampak, serta integrasi 

prinsip al-Ḍarar Yuzāl dan Maṣlaḥah agar green sukuk tidak hanya sah secara hukum, tetapi 

juga etis dan berdampak nyata. 

Pernyatan kepentingan publik 

Studi ini mengkaji bagaimana regulasi pemerintah dan prinsip-prinsip syariah digunakan 

untuk menjaga kredibilitas green sukuk. Penelitian ini juga menyoroti isu greenwashing, yaitu 

ketika proyek diklaim “hijau” tanpa adanya bukti nyata. Temuan menunjukkan pentingnya 
peran pengawasan OJK dan DPS yang lebih ketat, sanksi yang tegas, standar pelaporan yang 

jelas, serta pedoman etika agar dana publik benar-benar memberikan dampak yang berarti. 

Penelitian ini penting karena menghubungkan konsep syariah dengan keberlanjutan, dan 

berkontribusi pada pengembangan pembiayaan berkelanjutan di Indonesia. 

 

Introduction 

The climate crisis is one of the greatest challenges facing the world today, including Indonesia. 

The impacts of climate change—such as flooding, landslides, droughts, and damage to 

infrastructure and buildings—are already being felt by the country's population (BRIN, 2023). 

The large volume of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions produced by human activities since the 

Industrial Revolution has been a major factor contributing to the depletion of the ozone layer, 

which protects the Earth (EPA, 2025; Ghosh, 2021). Indonesia, along with other Paris 

Agreement member countries, has voluntarily developed a national target to mitigate climate 

change, articulated through its Nationally Determined Contributions (NDC) (ICMA, 2023). 

Through its Enhanced NDC, Indonesia has increased its 2030 emission reduction targets to 

32% unconditionally and 43% with international assistance, with a primary focus on the 

energy sector (including transportation), as well as waste, agriculture, industrial processes, 

and forestry (Republic of Indonesia, 2022). 
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Achieving these targets requires substantial and innovative sources of financing, 

particularly for green projects that support environmental sustainability through climate 

mitigation and adaptation (Yusdi Usman et al., 2024). The estimated climate finance required 

for the period 2018–2030 amounts to IDR 3,990 trillion, of which only 34% can be met by the 

government (DJPPI, 2024) Moreover, climate-related funding between 2018 and 2020 has 

continued to decline, with the average annual budget allocation standing at just 4.3% of the 

state budget (APBN). This figure remains significantly lower compared to allocations in 

countries such as the Philippines (7.3%), Pakistan (8.4%), and Nepal (30.8%) (UNDP, 2023). In 

the absence of robust climate resilience measures, Indonesia is expected to incur economic 

losses amounting to IDR 115 trillion by 2024 (BAPPENAS, 2021). 

The Government of Indonesia has adopted green sukuk as an innovative financial 

mechanism to support its environmental agenda. As a Sharia-compliant bond, green sukuk 

guarantees that funds are directed exclusively toward eco-friendly projects, based on 

assessments provided by independent external reviewers (Marina Mardi & Mohamed Rozani, 

2020). Launched in 2018, the Sovereign Green Sukuk (SBSN) has successfully attracted 

considerable investment interest from both domestic and international markets. The proceeds 

have been allocated to sustainable infrastructure development, particularly in transportation, 

natural resource governance, energy efficiency, and renewable energy sectors (DJPPR, 2024). 

Indonesia’s leadership in this area has earned global recognition, with awards such as the Best 
Islamic Finance Deal (FinanceAsia, 2021) and the Largest Green Sukuk (Climate Bonds 

Initiative, 2022) highlighting its achievements (Ministry of Finance, 2023). 

Unfortunately, concerns have emerged regarding greenwashing practices in the 

financing of green projects, where discrepancies exist between the environmental impact 

reports presented and the actual implementation of projects in the field (ICMA, 2023). 

According to the European Securities and Markets Authority (ESMA), 45 cases of 

greenwashing have been identified among securities issuers in connection with sustainability 

reporting or prospectuses, due to insufficient information, omission of material facts for 

investors, or sustainability claims unsupported by adequate evidence (ESMA, 2024). To 

enhance the credibility of green sukuk in Indonesia, it is therefore crucial to ensure that the 

financed projects deliver genuine positive environmental impacts and fully comply with 

Sharia principles. 

In the context of green sukuk, Sharia compliance also represents a critical aspect that 

must be addressed. Ensuring Sharia compliance in green sukuk issuance poses a major 

challenge, particularly for investors in Muslim-majority countries who heavily rely on 

assurances of religious conformity in their investment decisions. Tawfik (2025) finds that 

corporate commitment to Sharia principles can attract religiously inclined investors, 

motivating them to allocate capital to such firms. This finding aligns with prior research 

demonstrating that religious values significantly influence voting behavior related to green 

finance, thus strengthening the argument that religion has a significant influence on consumer 

purchase decisions (Faisal et al., 2023). 

The UNDP (2021) reports that one of the Islamic finance industry’s challenges is a lack 
of deep experience and understanding of ESG (Environmental, Social, and Governance) issues. 

Moreover, Sharia scholars currently lack adequate guidelines to incorporate these issues into 

their deliberations. Without structured incentives for scholars to engage in the issuance and 
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oversight of green sukuk in Indonesia, investor trust in these instruments may be undermined. 

In the absence of scholars’ active involvement, both the credibility and Sharia compliance of 
green sukuk become pivotal concerns affecting the sustainability of this climate-finance model. 

Mauliyah et al. (2023) demonstrate that green sukuk issued in Indonesia already enjoy legal 

force under existing regulations and contribute to the Sustainable Development Goals, 

although Abubakar and Handayani (2020) argue for the establishment of a dedicated 

framework to ensure that financed projects meet environmental standards. Similarly, 

Arfarizan (2023) and Dewi et al. (2020) reveal that current regulations are suboptimal for 

fostering green sukuk growth in Indonesia, citing shortages of specialized scholars and 

expertise, public-awareness gaps, and issuer-perceived obstacles. Abubakar and Handayani 

(2020) further asserted that the criteria for green projects eligible for green sukuk financing 

have yet to be integrated with the prevailing Green Bond Framework. 

From a Sharia perspective, Fitrah and Soemitra (2022) state that the sectors financed by 

sovereign green sukuk align with the maqāṣid al-Sharī‘ah within the framework of al-kulliyyah 

al-khamsah through five designated green project sectors, following regulations on Sharia 

securities issuance (Santoso, 2020). Nevertheless, empirical studies on green sukuk remain 

scarce: Ulfah et al. (2024) find that less than 30 percent of research employs quantitative or 

empirical methodologies, whereas 50 percent rely on theoretical qualitative approaches. 

Based on this literature, the present study contributes an innovative normative-

empirical analysis of the credibility and Sharia compliance of sovereign green sukuk. It focuses 

on the implementation of Financial Services Authority (OJK) Regulation No. 18/2023 on the 

Issuance and Requirements for Debt Securities and Sukuk Based on Sustainability (POJK 

18/2023) and reporting aligned with the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). Emphasis is 

placed not only on formal contractual conformity but also on substantive adherence to the 

maqāṣid al-Sharī‘ah and sustainability principles. By conducting interviews with government 

agencies and environmental experts, the study offers concrete evaluations of regulation, 

transparency, and accountability in green sukuk issuance and provides policy 

recommendations to bolster climate finance in Indonesia. The research aims to assess the 

credibility of green sukuk that market both “greenness” and “Sharia compliance” to investors 
supporting sustainable national development. 

To achieve these aims, the study begins with a literature review on greenwashing in 

sustainable finance, followed by an examination of Sharia compliance concepts. The research 

questions are: First, how does the Indonesian government ensure the credibility of green 

sukuk? Second, do the issued green sukuk satisfy Sharia criteria? The paper concludes with 

key findings and recommendations. It is hoped that this research will strengthen the credibility 

of Indonesian green sukuk, not only through regulatory reform but also through effective 

enforcement, thereby enhancing investor confidence and advancing Indonesia’s Net Zero 
Emissions 2060 target. 
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Literature Review 

Greenwashing in Sustainable Finance  

Greenwashing has become a critical issue in sustainable finance, including within the rapidly 

expanding green sukuk market. Defined as the practice of making misleading or unfounded 

claims about the environmental benefits of financial products, investments, or corporate 

practices, greenwashing undermines genuine sustainability efforts (Delmas & Burbano, 2011). 

Although green sukuk are promoted as “green and Sharia-compliant” and enjoy strong 
demand, their actual environmental alignment and commitment often remain weak 

(Obaidullah, 2017). In Malaysia, two out of ten green sukuk received the lowest environmental 

ratings (Liu & Lai, 2021) for contributing minimally to low-carbon transitions and failing to 

deliver tangible environmental benefits (RAM, 2017). 

Several forms of greenwashing help distinguish genuine sustainability impact from 

deceptive marketing. One common technique is the use of vague descriptors, such as 

“environmentally friendly” or “green,” without concrete evidence or third-party certification 

(Bowen & Aragon-Correa, 2014). For example, a firm may report operational energy-efficiency 

gains while overlooking the ecological impacts of its products or waste (Delmas & Burbano, 

2011). Alternatively, companies may exaggerate environmental benefits without clear criteria 

or transparent reporting, concealing negative impacts (Popescu et al., 2021). Mandating 

objective impact reporting can close loopholes that enable greenwashing (Reid & Toffel, 2009; 

Stridsland et al., 2023; Tunley Environmental, 2024b). 

Greenwashing can also be detected by examining issuers’ sustainability commitments. 
Royal Dutch Shell, for instance, faced criticism for allocating only one percent of its investment 

to renewables while continuing oil and gas exploration, casting doubt on its net-zero pledge 

(Client Earth, 2021). Similarly, British Petroleum’s rebranding to “Beyond Petroleum” was 
deemed mere greenwashing (Kassinis & Panayiotou, 2018). In sustainable finance, 

greenwashing arises if proceeds from green bonds or green sukuk are not channeled 

exclusively to environmentally friendly projects or held in segregated accounts (Karpf & 

Mandel, 2017). This aligns with reports from European Supervisory Authorities and ICMA on 

monitoring greenwashing risks in sustainable finance, which critique issuers and individual 

bonds alike (ESMA, 2024; ICMA, 2023). 

To mitigate greenwashing, Popescu et al. (2021) emphasize the necessity of accurate, 

transparent, and standardized sustainability indicators to ensure that green sukuk 

investments effectively support a low-carbon economic transition. The European Union’s 
mandatory adoption of the EU Taxonomy since 2020 exemplifies this approach, harmonizing 

definitions of “sustainable” economic activities to protect private investors from greenwashing 
and guide firms toward climate-friendly practices (Och, 2021). Without such transparency and 

robust enforcement by market regulators, the risk of greenwashing remains high (ASIC, 2022; 

Delmas & Burbano, 2011). 

Australian Securities and Investments Commission (ASIC), as the financial market 

regulator in Australia, has issued guidance to prevent greenwashing when offering 

sustainability-related products. This guidance is based on the Corporations Act 2001 and the 

Australian Securities and Investments Commission Act 2001, which mandate disclosure and 

prohibit misleading or deceptive statements or conduct (ASIC, 2022). In addition, the 
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Competition and Markets Authority (CMA) in the United Kingdom developed the Green 

Claims Code (GCC) in 2021 as a comprehensive guide for businesses to ensure that their 

environmental claims are accurate, transparent, and verifiable (CMA, 2021b; Tunley 

Environmental, 2024a). Other countries, such as India and Japan, have implemented similar 

measures (ICMA, 2023). These solutions align with Appendix A of the ICMA 2023 Market 

Integrity report, which emphasizes the application of taxonomy, Do No Significant Harm 

(DNSH) or negative externalities, due diligence, the use of a disclosure framework, and the 

enforcement of civil and criminal sanctions in cases of marketing and reporting fraud. 

 

Sharia Compliance  

Sharia-compliant financing can be divided into two main categories: equity-based and debt-

based. Equity-based financing rests on the principle of profit-and-loss sharing. To access such 

financing, all investments and transactions must comply with Sharia principles (Biancone & 

Radwan, 2018). Islamic scholars, financial practitioners, and environmental think tanks argue 

that Islamic finance is strongly aligned with green finance principles, which focus on directing 

investments toward environmental sustainability. Within the framework of Islamic teachings, 

practices that cause corruption (fasad) are prohibited, including unethical transactions 

involving interest (riba), uncertainty or deceptive contracts (gharar), and gambling (maysir) (Liu 

& Lai, 2021b). In this context, green sukuk serves as an effective instrument to integrate Islamic 

values with environmental conservation efforts, while ensuring that investments are 

conducted ethically and sustainably. 

Within Islamic Financial Institutions (Islamic FIs), there exists a governance body 

known as the Sharia Supervisory Board (SSB), composed of experts in Islamic law and finance. 

The Accounting and Auditing Organization for Islamic Financial Institutions (AAOIFI) 

highlights that the SSB’s mandate extends beyond mere Sharia compliance to encompass 

environmental, social, and cultural issues essential for achieving the Maqasid al-Shariah. This 

dimension is considered a critical operational element of Islamic financial institutions and has 

been emphasized in prior research as a primary focus for the SSB (Wijayanti & Setiawan, 

2023a). 

In issuing sukuk, including green sukuk, adherence to Sharia principles must be 

complemented by a high degree of transparency to ensure that those principles are upheld. 

Transparency is a key characteristic demonstrating Sharia compliance in the public eye (Khan 

et al., 2022). Sharia compliance in green sukuk issuance is governed by Article 25 of Law No. 

19 of 2008 on Sovereign Sharia Securities (UU SBSN). This is further elaborated in Articles 21 

and 28 of the Regulation of the Minister of Finance of the Republic of Indonesia No. 

125/PMK.08/2018 on the Issuance and Sale of Retail Sovereign Sharia Securities in the 

Domestic Primary Market. These regulations require the Minister of Finance to obtain a fatwa 

or statement of Sharia compliance for Sovereign Sharia Securities (SBSN) from the authorized 

fatwa-issuing body (KEMENKEU RI, 2024). For green sukuk issued internationally, Sharia 

compliance is determined based on opinions from international Sharia advisory bodies, such 

as the Sharia Advisory Board of Citi Islamic Investment Bank E.C., the Internal Sharia 

Supervisory Committee (ISSC) of Dubai Islamic Bank PJSC, the Global Sharia Supervisory 

Committee of HSBC, the Sharia Advisor of PT Mandiri Sekuritas, and the MUFG Bank 
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(Malaysia) Berhad Sharia Committee (PERUSAHAAN PENERBIT SBSN INDONESIA III, 

2024). 

Although the issuance of green sukuk has been approved by the National Sharia 

Council – Indonesian Ulama Council (DSN-MUI), it is vital not to overlook the Maqasid al-

Shariah aspects related to environmental protection, particularly efforts to preserve and sustain 

nature. These aspects need to be explicitly articulated in product and service development. In 

doing so, the issued green sukuk will not only fulfill formal legal requirements but also make 

a tangible contribution to environmental protection by Sharia values. 

 

Methodology 

This study employs a qualitative-descriptive method to explore complex phenomena within 

their real-world context. It aims to achieve an in-depth understanding of the topic, which is 

then conveyed through detailed and contextual explanations (Mahlil Adriaman, Suci Amelia 

Putri, Selly Stephani, Rossy Annisa, Rachmawati Machriful, Yulia Agustin, Wiradiya Pratama 

Putra, Rudi Efendi, Maulidia Fajrini, Elfira Yuiana, Citra Sonia, Niken Junika Sari, 2024). 

Data collection methods include open and structured individual interviews, as well as 

observation and analysis of relevant reports and documents (Lambert, 2012). Interviews were 

conducted with key informants who could provide deeper insights into green sukuk issuance: 

Nana Riana (Head of Subdirectorate for Regulations and Legal Analysis of Sharia Finance) 

from the Directorate General of Budget Financing and Risk Management (DJPPR) of the 

Ministry of Finance of the Republic of Indonesia; Prof. Dr. H. Jaih Mubarok, S.E., M.H., M.Ag. 

(Secretary of the Daily Executive Board (BPH) of DSN-MUI); and Dr. Sri Mariati, M.Sc. (Senior 

Researcher at the SDGs Hub, University of Indonesia). Observation and analysis were also 

conducted on relevant legislation governing green sukuk, the Ministry of Finance’s allocation 
and impact reports, the SDGs Government Securities Framework, books, journals, and other 

pertinent documents. 

The research was conducted through a series of systematic and structured phases to 

assess the credibility and Sharia compliance of Green Sukuk in Indonesia. The initial phase 

involved defining the issues and mapping the legal problems, during which researchers 

identified relevant laws and regulations, DSN-MUI fatwas, allocation and impact reports, and 

other policies related to Green Sukuk issuance, accompanied by an in-depth analysis of 

environmental credibility and Sharia compliance standards. In the elaboration phase, 

researchers synthesized analytical material on the legal aspects of credibility and Sharia 

compliance. The next phase enriched secondary data through a review of scientific literature, 

including journals and research reports. Finally, researchers performed an explanatory 

elaboration of the findings by constructing a juridical narrative on environmental credibility 

and Sharia compliance standards. 

 

Discussion 

Evaluation of the Credibility of Indonesian Government Green Sukuk  

The Government of Indonesia has strengthened Green Sukuk issuance regulations by enacting 

POJK 18/2023, replacing POJK No. 60 of 2017, which was deemed insufficient to protect 
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against greenwashing risks. The previous regulation’s weaknesses included the absence of 
clear indicators for Environmentally Sound Business Activities and minimal standards for 

reporting and transparency regarding the use of green bond proceeds (Baity, 2023). These gaps 

have been addressed by requiring issuers to develop an Issuance Policy Framework (Article 5 

of POJK 18/2023) and to obtain an opinion from an external review provider on its credibility 

(Article 13 of POJK 18/2023), thereby enhancing accountability and investor confidence. In 

practice, for example, the Sovereign Green Sukuk ST010T4 issuance (Republik Indonesia, 

2023), The Government of Indonesia employed the 2021 SDGs Government Securities 

Framework (Framework 2021), which received a “medium green” rating (CICERO, 2021). 

Approximately nine green sectors are recognized, including sustainable transport and 

sustainable management of natural resources. 

In general, the 2021 Framework has accommodated the four issuance pillars under 

POJK 18/2023 and the international Green Bond Principles. However, there remain 

shortcomings in the transparency of both the Process for Project Evaluation and Selection pillar 

and the Reporting pillar, which may give rise to greenwashing risks. In the project evaluation 

and selection pillar, the Government of Indonesia employs the Climate Budget Tagging (CBT) 

mechanism, coordinated by the Ministry of Finance (MoF), the National Development 

Planning Agency (BAPPENAS), and the technical ministries, and subsequently validated by 

the Ministry of Environment and Forestry (MoEF) (Republic of Indonesia, 2021a). This 

mechanism does not specify technical indicators or standards for determining eligible green 

projects, leaving project assessment heavily dependent on the interpretation of the ministries 

involved. For example, within the sustainable transport category, the criterion “developing 
clean transportation systems” does not define the “clean transport” indicator to be used. Can 
a railway that reduces emissions but, during construction, destroys agricultural land and 

causes flooding still be categorized as green? Even the Framework update in February 2025 

has not addressed this deficiency, and it emphasizes the need for clearer, documented project 

identification methods and a more robust “project tagging” system to make the CBT 
mechanism more reliable (Republic of Indonesia, 2025b). 

The absence of indicators in the CBT mechanism has led to greenwashing projects such 

as the Makassar–Parepare railway line, classified under Sustainable Transport, and the 

Sustainable Management of Natural Resources on Land project involving vehicle procurement 

to support rehabilitation and environmental monitoring in the new Capital City (IKN) area 

(Ministry of Finance, 2024). Neither project provides data on emission reductions, and both 

have been assessed as having negative environmental and local community impacts. The 

Makassar–Parepare railway project reportedly reduced agricultural land and halted farming 

activities during construction, resulting in decreased farmer incomes (Kirsten Martinus et al., 

2023). Moreover, the railway traverses numerous high-risk flood and landslide zones, 

threatening the project’s sustainability and the surrounding environment (Aura Putri Zafira 

et al., 2024). The vehicle procurement project in IKN also poses risks to forest ecosystems if not 

implemented with caution (Sucahyo, 2023; Susetyo, 2024) despite its aim to rehabilitate 500 

hectares of land (Ministry of Finance, 2024). These outcomes contravene the principle of 

sustainable natural resource management, which emphasizes the protection of ecological 

functions (Ibrahim et al., 2023). Thus, even when projects align with framework categories and 
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have potential long-term emission-reduction benefits, their negative social and environmental 

impacts during implementation must be taken seriously to achieve sustainable development 

goals. Although buy-back mechanisms for projects that do not comply with Green, Social and 

Sustainability Securities and/or Sukuk (EBUS) are regulated in Articles 24, 25, and 26 of POJK 

18/2023, this protection applies only to investors and not to affected communities or the 

environment. 

Articles 13 and 17 of POJK 18/2023 also require issuers to obtain an external review of 

activity benefits and framework credibility, and to disclose information on the description of 

Kegiatan Usaha Berwawasan Lingkungan (KUBL) or business activity with environmental 

objective, a framework summary, and external review results in the memorandum or 

prospectus. This obligation is not fully reflected in the memorandum of ST010T4, which 

merely states that “all proceeds from the issuance and sale of ST010T4 will be used exclusively 

to finance or refinance state expenditures (2024 and 2023 APBN projects) directly related to 

eligible green projects under the Framework.” This statement creates ambiguity regarding 
which projects were selected for funding, as the memorandum does not disclose KUBL details 

and only refers to the Framework document and CICERO’s SDGs Framework Second 
Opinion. Unfortunately, POJK 18/2023 does not impose sanctions for such violations, even 

though this material information is crucial for green investors to ensure that proceeds are 

directed to genuine, environmentally friendly projects. 

In the Reporting pillar, there is no obligation to submit an Impact Report if project 

characteristics are unsupported or when the data are unavailable (Republic of Indonesia SDGs 

Government Securities Framework, 2021). While this may be understandable for long-term 

projects, impact reports should focus not only on the direct positive outcomes after project 

completion but also on the impacts arising during construction. This aligns with the Do No 

Significant Harm (DNSH) principle as an Essential Criterion in the Indonesia Taxonomy for 

Sustainable Finance (TKBI) version 2, which stipulates that any activity contributing to an 

Environmental Objective (EO) must not harm, negatively impact, or damage other EOs. If a 

project causes negative impacts, the activity executor must develop Remedial Measures to 

Transition (RMT) to address them. TKBI was established by considering best practices in 

policy, science, and technology at national and/or international levels to minimize 

greenwashing in sustainability reporting through harmonized EO definitions and EC 

requirements (OJK, 2025). 

Neither the 2021 nor the 2025 Framework mandates specific reporting standards such 

as TKBI; they only encourage the use of indicators from Indonesia’s SDGs Metadata or the 
UNDP Impact Standards (Republic of Indonesia, 2021a, 2025b). Although the 2024 GS Report 

states that its disclosures comply with the national framework and the ICMA Harmonized 

Framework for Impact Reporting 2015, full transparency is still lacking. Chapter V of the 2024 

GS Report explains that reported data are assumptions and ex ante estimates based on initial 

project assessments and do not reflect actual environmental impacts. This practice aligns with 

Principle 7 of the ICMA Impact Report, but Indonesia has yet to meet transparency 

requirements regarding each project’s impact assessment methods, despite internal 
mechanisms through the MoEF. Investors and the public should be able to access project 

progress and impact assessments on the MoEF’s or MoF’s websites. The ICMA Impact Report 
also acknowledges that there is no commonly used standard for impact indicators, allowing 
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issuers to use their methodologies provided they are visible to investors and cited in reports 

(ICMA, 2022). However, the 2024 GS Report does not disclose these methodologies or 

references. 

POJK 18/2023 Article 22(3) requires issuers to obtain an external review of allocation 

and impact reports for EBUS-financed projects, yet the 2024 GS Report does not include the 

resulting opinions. External reviewers play a crucial role in providing opinions (on both the 

framework and project benefits), verifications (including TKBI compliance), certifications, and 

independent sustainability scoring/rating, as stipulated in Articles 46–49 of POJK 18/2023. 

When reviewing the framework and reports, reviewers examine compliance not only with 

POJK 18/2023 but also with other regulations such as POJK 51/2017, Environmental Impact 

Assessment (AMDAL) criteria, Paris Agreement targets, and technical standards like 

Government Regulation 16/2021 and Law 28/2002 on Building Construction for projects 

claimed as “green buildings.” Reviewers scrutinize various documents, assess the entire 
process, from corporate profile to project selection and evaluation workflows to fund 

management, and ensure that impact indicators and report publications adhere to applicable 

standards. Consequently, if a project fails to meet these indicators, its claimed achievements 

cannot be reported (Interview with Senior Researcher, SDGs Hub, University of Indonesia, 29 

April 2025). Violations of these provisions may incur administrative sanctions from OJK, such 

as fines, business restrictions or suspension, or license revocation, as regulated in Article 52 of 

POJK 18/2023. 

Lastly, the issuer’s commitment to the environment also serves as a key indicator in 

assessing the credibility and seriousness of green projects financed, particularly to avoid 

greenwashing practices rampant among global financial institutions such as JP Morgan Chase, 

Citibank, and Bank of America, which continue to fund fossil fuel industries despite 

promoting Net Zero commitments (Dempere et al., 2024). CICERO regards the Ministry of 

Finance’s policy direction as positive but insufficiently implemented, noting gaps in project 
selection that may indirectly support fossil fuels and deforestation, a lack of transparency in 

“climate-friendly” criteria, and weak cross-sector regulatory certainty (CICERO, 2021). 

According to the Climate Budget Tagging report (2018–2023), the average climate budget 

allocation was only 3.2 percent of the state budget, covering just 16.4 percent of the funding 

needed to meet Indonesia’s NDC targets. Meanwhile, most of the 2024 budget was allocated 
to the new capital city (IKN) and National Strategic Projects (Kementerian Keuangan, 2024), 

which have drawn considerable social and ecological criticism (Anshari & Permata, 2024; DW, 

2023; FISIP ANDALAS, 2024; KOMNAS HAM RI, 2024; Saturi, 2023; Sujadi, 2018; UGM, 2022). 

Although deforestation concerns have been addressed in Framework 2025 via “Exclusions” 
stipulating that “projects causing or contributing to deforestation” are ineligible for financing 
(Republic of Indonesia, 2025b), oversight remains necessary given past deforestation incidents 

(GlobalForestWatch, n.d.; Jong, 2025; TheJakartaPost, 2025). 

Based on this analysis, it is evident that the Government of Indonesia has endeavored 

to strengthen the credibility of green sukuk and other sustainable securities through the 

development of POJK 18/2023 and Framework 2025, signaling a commitment to sustainable 

development and the achievement of NDCs and SDGs. This research finds, however, that 

deficiencies persist in project selection and impact reporting for Sovereign Green Sukuk. To 
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close loopholes that could foster greenwashing, transparency is required in the methods and 

indicators employed in the Climate Budget Tagging process, as well as balanced and 

standardized impact reporting that covers both positive outcomes and negative effects during 

project implementation to ensure sustainability goals are truly met. Such information should 

be accessible to investors and the wider public to enable a deeper understanding of project 

selection methods and impact reporting for green sukuk–funded initiatives. 

As the regulator and supervisor of the financial services sector, OJK must bolster its 

role in preventing greenwashing during both issuance (project selection and evaluation) and 

post-issuance (reporting). OJK should establish sanctions for violations of Articles 13 and 17 

of POJK 18/2023 to ensure that project disclosures in information memoranda are not 

misleading, and require alignment of frameworks and impact reports with TKBI indicators so 

that environmental objectives are genuinely measurable. As a global pioneer and leader in 

sovereign green sukuk issuance, Indonesia could emulate the European Union by mandating 

the application of the EU Taxonomy to further enhance the credibility and transparency of 

financed projects. This measure is critical, given this study’s finding that memoranda, 
frameworks, and green sukuk impact reports still lack clear indicators and rely on assumptive 

data. 

OJK should also oversee issuer reports to verify that environmental claims are 

supported by robust evidence, including through mandatory external reviews. It remains 

unclear whether OJK has imposed administrative sanctions for non-compliance with Article 

22(3) of POJK 18/2023, which requires an external review of allocation and impact reports. 

The OJK should consider imposing substantial fines on issuers engaging in greenwashing or 

making misleading environmental claims to create a deterrent effect through high costs and 

risks (Popescu et al., 2021). 

To aid oversight and prevent greenwashing, OJK can develop guidance akin to the 

Green Claims Code, outlining principles that claims must be honest, clear, complete, fair, 

comprehensive, and verifiable, thereby helping market participants understand and comply 

with Consumer Protection Law obligations when making environmental claims (CMA, 2021). 

ASIC has issued a similar “information sheet” on its website to prevent greenwashing under 
the Corporations Act and the ASIC Act, detailing greenwashing impacts, relevant regulations, 

and examples (ASIC, 2022). OJK’s strengthened role could further include public participation 
mechanisms for reporting suspected greenwashing (a whistle-blowing system) and the 

development of greenwashing criteria based on pertinent laws such as the Capital Market Law 

and Consumer Protection Law. 

 

Green Sukuk Compliance with Sharia 

This study shows that green sukuk compliance with Sharia principles remains more focused 

on formal aspects, such as contract structures, than on substantive elements reflecting maqāṣid 

al-Sharī‘ah. To date, no global consensus exists on specific criteria for assessing Sharia 

compliance in green sukuk at either the national or international level. Liu & Lai (2021b) note 

that harmony between Islamic values and sustainability remains at the principle level rather 

than in practice. This gap is significant because green sukuk are promoted as financial 

instruments that are not only halal but also support ethical and environmental objectives. 
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In Indonesia, green sukuk generally employs the wakalah contract, as stipulated in DSN-MUI 

Fatwa Nos. 95/2014, 112/2017, and 126/2019. Additionally, baiʾ and ijarah contracts are 

utilized, illustrating flexibility in applying contemporary fiqh muʿāmalah. Contract selection 

accounts for both fiqh and socio-legal dimensions to ensure implementability (Interview with 

Secretary of BPH DSN-MUI, 17 February 2025). Internationally, bodies such as Citi Islamic 

Investment Bank E.C. and the ISSC of Dubai Islamic Bank issue Sharia opinions on green 

sukuk compliance, yet they continue to advise investors to consult their own Sharia advisors 

(PERUSAHAAN PENERBIT SBSN INDONESIA III, 2024). This practice underscores the 

absence of universal standards for Sharia evaluation of green instruments. 

Although these contracts have received Sharia authority legitimacy, there are no 

specific fatwas or Sharia standards explicitly outlining compliance criteria for green projects. 

Consequently, Sharia principles risk being applied merely as formal symbols rather than as 

substantive commitments. In this context, Jalili et al. (2025) emphasize the necessity of 

employing Qawāʾid Fiqhiyyah principles as ethical guidelines for green investments. The 

principles of al-Ḍarar Yuzāl (eliminating harm) and Maṣlahah (public interest) provide 

foundational directives for minimizing negative environmental and social impacts. Hence, 

comprehensive definitions and evaluation processes are required to ensure that green 

investments in the Islamic finance system are both legally valid and ethically sustainable. 

Moreover, the environmental protection objective (ḥifẓ al-biʾah) as part of maqāṣid al-Sharī‘ah 

needs deeper integration. Yusuf al-Qaradawi asserts that environmental preservation is a key 

maqāṣid element, while Rohmah (2020) and Syarifuddin & Sakti (2021) stress the importance of 

incorporating m        h aspect into project evaluations. Faizi et al. (2024) observe that compliance 

criteria for Islamic financial products are evaluated based on the fulfillment of formal 

conditions, rather than on concrete product or service impacts. Similarly, Al-Roubaie et al. 

(2019) advocate obligating issuers to investigate each project’s environmental impacts to 
safeguard sustainability for future generations. 

Normatively, POJK No. 18/2023 mandates the use of dedicated accounts for green 

sukuk fund management. However, many accounting systems commingle green funds with 

other financing sources, complicating the tracking of project impacts on climate change (Raeni 

et al., 2022). From a fiqh perspective, this segregation aligns with the principle of tafrīq al-ḥalāl 

ʿan al-ḥarām, which requires separating halal from non-halal assets; mingling them may render 

the entire pool impermissible (Dr. Mustori, LC., 2022). Furthermore, Indonesia’s Green Sukuk 

Framework (Republic of Indonesia, 2021b, 2025a) acknowledges that green projects can yield 

social benefits and vice versa. For example, the Solo–Semarang double-track railway 

contributes to GHG emission reductions and local economic development (Ministry of Finance 

Republic of Indonesia, 2024). Yet these impacts remain predictive and lack systematic 

empirical evaluation, as the project is still underway. 

Another major weakness is the absence of independent post-issuance reporting on 

Sharia compliance. Annual reports only present fund allocations and environmental impacts, 

without covering the Sharia dimension. The Sharia Supervisory Board is also not explicitly 

required to oversee projects, despite its crucial role in safeguarding Sharia integrity from start 

to finish. When Sharia scholars identify negative or harmful impacts, such as deforestation, 

they have the opportunity to question how the issuer will address or remediate those issues 
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(UNDP, 2021). Wijayanti and Setiawan (2023b) demonstrate that integrating the Sharia 

Supervisory Board with sustainability objectives enhances accountability for Sharia-compliant 

projects. 

Implications of these findings are far-reaching. For academics, they underscore the 

need to redefine Sharia compliance from a legalistic approach toward an ethical-substantive 

one. For regulators, a comprehensive Sharia evaluation framework and transparent post-

issuance reporting are required. For the public, especially Muslim investors, Sharia 

transparency becomes a critical factor in decision-making (Faisal et al., 2023). Furthermore, 

this study extends previous research by emphasizing that Sharia compliance of green sukuk 

rests not only on contract form but also on real impacts on public welfare and environmental 

sustainability. Further research is needed to design measurable, maqāṣid-based Sharia 

assessment systems and to compare practices across countries, thereby strengthening the 

global relevance of green sukuk as an ethical and sustainable instrument. 

Limitations  

This study seeks to examine the credibility and Sharia compliance of green sukuk issuance by 

referencing prior studies and relevant conceptual foundations. However, several limitations 

merit attention. First, the scope of analysis remains normative and is confined to legislation, 

policies, literature, reports, and publicly available documents, so important, inaccessible 

information may have been overlooked. Second, the approach employed is general and does 

not focus on specific types or series of green sukuk, leaving room for more targeted and in-

depth future research. Third, literature on Sharia aspects of green sukuk, especially in 

Indonesia, remains limited, particularly regarding the evolving environmental ethics and 

sustainability dimension within an Islamic framework. Therefore, subsequent studies are 

recommended to adopt empirical approaches to assess the credibility and environmental 

impacts of green sukuk issuance, thereby enriching the substantive studies on Sharia-based 

sustainable finance. 

Conclusion and Recommendations 

The Government of Indonesia has consistently worked to enhance green sukuk credibility by 

developing regulations, frameworks, and sustainable finance taxonomies. Yet in 

implementation, gaps persist that permit greenwashing risks due to a lack of transparency and 

indicators in project selection and evaluation under the CBT mechanism, the absence of 

mandatory comprehensive and objective impact reporting, no requirement to use TKBI as a 

project or impact assessment benchmark, and a weak OJK role in supervising green aspects at 

issuance and post-issuance stages. OJK needs to impose stricter sanctions to reduce 

greenwashing risk and develop guidelines to prevent misleading claims in sustainable finance. 

Without these measures, NDC and SDG achievements may remain mere rhetoric, failing to 

reflect real impacts on environmental sustainability and community well-being. 

Sharia compliance of green sukuk remains predominantly focused on formal aspects 

such as contract structure, while substantive elements reflecting maqāṣid al-Sharīʿah, 

particularly environmental sustainability and public welfare (ḥifẓ al-bi’ah), have not been 

adequately integrated. The absence of explicit Sharia standards for green projects, such as 
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Sharia compliance reporting, and limited Sharia Supervisory Board involvement in post-

issuance oversight indicate that Sharia principles tend to function as symbolic legitimacy. In 

reality, principles like al-Ḍarar Yuzāl and Maṣlaḥah are highly relevant for ensuring that green 

sukuk are not only legally valid but also deliver positive social and environmental impacts. 

Therefore, a more holistic Sharia compliance approach is needed, one that encompasses ethical 

and substantive project sustainability evaluation, so that green sukuk genuinely embody 

Islamic values in green investment practice. 

 

List of abbreviations  

- GRK : Gas Rumah Kaca 

- NDC : National Determind Contributions 

- SBSN : Surat Berharga Syariah Negara  

- GoI  : Government of Indonesia 

- ESG  : Environmental Social and Governance 

- ASIC : Australian Security and Invesment Commision 

- CMA : Competition and Marmets Authority 

- GCC : The Green Claims Code 

- LKI  : Lembaga Keuangan Islam 

- DPS  : Dewan Pengurus Syariah 

- AAOIFI : Accounting and Auditing Organization for Islamic Financial Institutions 

- ISSC : Internal Shari'ah Supervision Committee (Komite Pengawas Syariah Internal) 

- DSN-MUI : Dewan Syariah Nasional-Majelis Ulama Indonesia 

- DJPPR : Direktorat Jenderal Pengelolaan Lembiayaan dan Risiko 

- SDGs : Sustainable Development Goals 

- POJK : Peraturan Otoritas Jasa Keuangan 

- CBT  : Climate Budget Tagging 

- Kemenkeu : Kementerian Keuangan 

- KLH : Kementerian Lingkungan Hidup 

- IKN  : Ibu Kota Negara 

- KUBL : Kegiatan Usaha Berwawasan Lingkungan 

- DNSH : Do No Significant Harm 

- EC  : Essential Criteria 

- TKBI : Taksonomi Keuangan Berkelanjutan Indonesia (Indonesia Taxonomy for 

Sustainable Finance) 

- EO  : Environmental objective 

- RMT : Remedial Measures to Transition 

- ICMA : International Capital Market Association 

- AMDAL : Analisis Mengenai Dampak Lingkungan 

- OJK  : Otoritas Jasa Keuangan 

- EBUS : Efek Bersifat Utang dan Sukuk  

 

 



SERAMBI, 7(3), 315-334 

Sheila Noor Baity & Titie Rachmiati Poetri. Green sukuk, greenwashing, SDGs, sustainable finance 

329 
 

References 

Abubakar, L., & Handayani, T. (2020). Green Sukuk: Sustainable Financing Instruments for 

Infrastructure Development in Indonesia. 983–987. 

https://doi.org/10.2991/ASSEHR.K.200529.206 

Al-Roubaie, A., & M. Sarea, A. (2019). Green Investment and Sustainable Development: The 

Case of Islamic Finance. Journal of Islamic Business and Management (JIBM), 09(01), 14–24. 

https://doi.org/10.26501/jibm/2019.0901-002 

Anshari, M., & Permata, C. (2024). Deforestasi Hutan Lindung dalam Proyek Strategis 

Nasional Food Estate: Perspektif Maqashid Syariah. Al Qalam: Jurnal Ilmiah Keagamaan 

Dan Kemasyarakatan, 18(3), 2031–2047. https://doi.org/10.35931/AQ.V18I3.3499 

Arfarizan. (2023). Pengaruh Pemangku Kebijakan Green Sukuk Dan Islamic Brand Personality (IBP) 

Terhadap Keuangan Berkelanjutan Di Indonesia. 

https://repository.uinjkt.ac.id/dspace/handle/123456789/75529 

ASIC. (2022). How to avoid greenwashing when offering or promoting sustainability-related products 

| ASIC. https://asic.gov.au/regulatory-resources/financial-services/how-to-avoid-

greenwashing-when-offering-or-promoting-sustainability-related-products/ 

Aura Putri Zafira, Sutoyo, Heriansyah Putra, & Jatmiko Murdiono. (2024). Analisis Tingkat 

Risiko Banjir dan Tanah Longsor di Jalur Kereta Api Makassar-Parepare. Jurnal Greenation 

Ilmu Teknik. https://greenationpublisher.org/JGIT/article/view/74/55 

Baity, S. (2023, May). Bagaimana aturan Indonesia belum menjamin obligasi hijau bebas 

‘greenwashing.’ https://theconversation.com/bagaimana-aturan-indonesia-belum-

menjamin-obligasi-hijau-bebas-greenwashing-206931 

BAPPENAS. (2021). Buku 4 – Pendanaan Ketahanan Iklim – Ekonomi Hijau. 

https://etuya.id/lcdi/books/buku-4-pendanaan-ketahanan-iklim/ 

Biancone, P. Pietro, & Radwan, M. (2018). Sharia-Compliant financing for public utility 

infrastructure. Utilities Policy, 52(September 2016), 88–94. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jup.2018.03.006 

Bowen, F., & Aragon-Correa, J. A. (2014). Greenwashing in Corporate Environmentalism 

Research and Practice. Organization & Environment, 27(2), 107–112. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1086026614537078 

BRIN. (2023). BRIN - Potensi Dampak Perubahan Iklim terhadap Lingkungan. 

https://www.brin.go.id/news/116543/potensi-dampak-perubahan-iklim-terhadap-

lingkungan 

CICERO. (2021). “Second Opinion” on the Republic of Indonesia’s SDGs Framework Republic of 
Indonesia SDGs Framework Second Opinion. 

Client Earth. (2021, March). The Greenwashing Files - Shell | ClientEarth. 

https://www.clientearth.org/projects/the-greenwashing-files/shell/ 

CMA. (2021a). Green claims code: making environmental claims - GOV.UK. 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/green-claims-code-making-

environmental-claims 

CMA. (2021b, September). The Green Claims Code checklist - GOV.UK. 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/green-claims-code-making-

environmental-claims/green-claims-and-your-business 



DOI: https://doi.org/10.36407/serambi.v7i3.1683  

Published by LPMP Imperium 

 

 

330 
 

CMA146. (2021). CMA guidance on environmental claims on goods and services Helping businesses 

comply with their consumer protection law obligations. 

www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/doc/open-government- 

Delmas, M. A., & Burbano, V. C. (2011). The drivers of greenwashing. California Management 

Review, 54(1), 64–87. 

https://doi.org/10.1525/CMR.2011.54.1.64;PAGEGROUP:STRING:PUBLICATION 

Dempere, J., Alamash, E., & Mattos, P. (2024). Unveiling the truth: greenwashing in sustainable 

finance. In Frontiers in Sustainability (Vol. 5). Frontiers Media SA. 

https://doi.org/10.3389/frsus.2024.1362051 

Dewi, D. M., Nugroho, L., Sukmadilaga, C., & Fitijanti, T. (2020). Tinjauan Sukuk Korporasi di 

Indonesia dari Perspektif Penawaran, Permintaan dan Regulasi. Journal of Business and 

Economics Research (JBE), 1(1), 11–16. 

DJPPI. (2024). INDONESIA SIAPKAN LAPORAN IKLIM (4th NC & 4th BUR) KEPADA 

UNFCCC. https://www.ditjenppi.org/indonesia/berita/2024/februari/indonesia-

siapkan-laporan-iklim-4th-nc-4th-bur-kepada-unfccc 

DJPPR. (2024). DJPPR | Performance Report. 

https://www.djppr.kemenkeu.go.id/en/performancereport 

Dr. Mustori, LC., M. S. (2022). Al-’Urf dan Pembaharuan Hukum Ekonomi Syariah (Kajian Terhadap 
Fatwa Dewan Syariah Nasional Majelis Ulama Indonesia). Publica Indonesia Utama. 

DW. (2023). AFP: IKN Bahayakan Masyarakat Adat dengan “Bencana Ekologis” – DW – 11.01.2023. 

https://www.dw.com/id/ikn-bahayakan-masyarakat-adat-dengan-bencana-

ekologis/a-64347822 

EPA. (2025, March 25). Causes of Climate Change. National Academies Press. 

https://doi.org/10.17226/25733 

ESMA. (2024). Final Report on Greenwashing Response to the European Commission’s request for 
input on “greenwashing risks and the supervision of sustainable finance policies.” 

Faisal, Y. A., Gunawan, I., Cupian, Hayati, A., Apriliadi, A., & Fajri, M. (2023). Examining the 

Purchase Intentions of Indonesian Investors for Green Sukuk. Sustainability (Switzerland), 

15(9), 1–12. https://doi.org/10.3390/su15097430 

Faizi, F., Kusuma, A. S., & Widodo, P. (2024). Islamic green finance: mapping the climate 

funding landscape in Indonesia. International Journal of Ethics and Systems, 595. 

https://doi.org/10.1108/IJOES-08-2023-0189 

FISIP ANDALAS. (2024). TINJAUAN KRITIS ATAS PROYEK STRATEGIS NASIONAL : 
ANTARA KEBIJAKAN STRATEGIS ATAU BENCANA SOSIAL EKOLOGIS – Ilmu Politik 

FISIP Universitas Andalas. https://ilmupolitik.fisip.unand.ac.id/berita/tinjauan-kritis-

atas-proyek-strategis-nasional-antara-kebijakan-strategis-atau-bencana-sosial-ekologis/ 

Fitrah, R., & Soemitra, A. (2022). Green Sukuk For Sustainable Development Goals in Indonesia: A 

Literature Study. https://doi.org/10.29040/jiei.v8i1.4591 

Ghosh, I. (2021). Which key historical events contributed to global warming? | World Economic 

Forum. https://www.weforum.org/stories/2021/02/global-warming-climate-change-

historical-human-development-industrial-revolution/ 

GlobalForestWatch. (n.d.). Indonesia Deforestation Rates & Statistics | GFW. Retrieved May 27, 

2025, from https://www.globalforestwatch.org/dashboards/country/IDN/ 



SERAMBI, 7(3), 315-334 

Sheila Noor Baity & Titie Rachmiati Poetri. Green sukuk, greenwashing, SDGs, sustainable finance 

331 
 

Ibrahim, A. H. H., Baharuddin, T., & Wance, M. (2023). Developing a Forest City in a New 

Capital City: A Thematic Analysis of the Indonesian Governmentâ€TMs Plans. Jurnal Bina 

Praja, 15(1), 1–13. https://doi.org/10.21787/JBP.15.2023.1-13 

ICMA. (2022). Harmonised Framework for Impact Report. 

ICMA. (2023). Market integrity and greenwashing risks in sustainable finance. 

Jalili, I., Sitorus, I. R., Julir, N., Shulthoni, M., Ulfa, F., Kabir, A., & Solihu, H. (2025). Role of 

Qawā’id Fiqhiyyah in Promoting Green Investment within Islamic Economics: Theoretical and 

Practical Frameworks. 15(1). 

Jong, H. N. (2025, February). Surge in legal land clearing pushes up Indonesia deforestation rate in 

2024. https://news.mongabay.com/2025/02/surge-in-legal-land-clearing-pushes-up-

indonesia-deforestation-rate-in-2024/ 

Karpf, A., & Mandel, A. (2017). Does it Pay to Be Green? SSRN Electronic Journal. 

https://doi.org/10.2139/SSRN.2923484 

Kassinis, G., & Panayiotou, A. (2018). Visuality as Greenwashing: The Case of BP and 

Deepwater Horizon. Organization & Environment, 31(1), 25–47. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1086026616687014 

KEMENKEU RI. (2024). Pemerintah Republik Indonesia Memorandum Informasi Sukuk Ritel 

Seri SR020T5. Kementrian Keuangan Republik Indonesia, 4(April), 1–30. 

Kementerian Keuangan. (2024). Informasi APBN 2024. 

https://media.kemenkeu.go.id/getmedia/a760f574-2f6a-4d7a-b811-

5fe4e92ee38a/Informasi-APBN-Tahun-Anggaran-2024.pdf?ext=.pdf 

Khan, N., Kchouri, B., Yatoo, N. A., Kräussl, Z., Patel, A., & State, R. (2022). Tokenization of 

sukuk: Ethereum case study. Global Finance Journal, 51(April 2020), 1–16. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gfj.2020.100539 

Kirsten Martinus, Dewi Lestasi, Salman samir, & randi kurniawan. (2023). Dampak sosial-

ekonomi dan hasilnya bagi masyarakat terhadap pembangunan Jalur Kereta Api Trans-Sulawesi 

pertama. https://pair.australiaindonesiacentre.org/wp-

content/uploads/2024/01/PAIR_Dampak-sosial-ekonomi-dan-hasilnya-bagi-

masyarakat-terhadap-pembangunan-Jalur-Kereta-Api-Trans-Sulawesi-pertama.pdf 

KOMNAS HAM RI. (2024). DAMPAK PROYEK STRATEGIS NASIONAL TERHADAP HAK 

ASASI MANUSIA. 

Lambert, V. A. L. C. E. (2012). Editorial: Qualitative Descriptive Research: An Acceptable 

Design. Scholarly Inquiry and the DNP Capstone, 4, 255–256. 

Liu, F. H. M., & Lai, K. P. Y. (2021a). Ecologies of green finance: Green sukuk and development 

of green Islamic finance in Malaysia. Environment and Planning A, 53(8), 1896–1914. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0308518X211038349/ASSET/81DE1DF4-91FC-40BC-9621-

37301331708F/ASSETS/IMAGES/LARGE/10.1177_0308518X211038349-FIG2.JPG 

Liu, F. H. M., & Lai, K. P. Y. (2021b). Ecologies of green finance: Green sukuk and development 

of green Islamic finance in Malaysia. Environment and Planning A, 53(8), 1896–1914. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0308518X211038349 

Mahlil Adriaman, Suci Amelia Putri, Selly Stephani, Rossy Annisa, Rachmawati Machriful, 

Yulia Agustin, Wiradiya Pratama Putra, Rudi Efendi, Maulidia Fajrini, Elfira Yuiana, 

Citra Sonia, Niken Junika Sari, D. A. P. (2024). Pengantar Metode Penelitian Ilmu Hukum. 

Yayasan Tri Edukasi Ilmiah. 



DOI: https://doi.org/10.36407/serambi.v7i3.1683  

Published by LPMP Imperium 

 

 

332 
 

Marina Mardi, & Mohamed Rozani. (2020). Pioneering the Green Sukuk: Three Years On. 

http://bit.ly/WB_blogsMY 

Mauliyah, N. I., Hikmatul Hasanah, & Miftahul Hasanah. (2023). Potensi Pengembangan 

Green Sukuk dan Aspek Hukum di Indonesia. Ekonomica Sharia: Jurnal Pemikiran Dan 

Pengembangan Ekonomi Syariah, 8(2), 221–234. https://doi.org/10.36908/ESHA.V8I2.701 

Ministry of Finance, R. of I. (2023). GREEN SUKUK Allocation and Impact Report 2023. 

Ministry of Finance, R. of I. (2024). 2024 Green Sukuk Allocation and Impact Report. 

Ministry of Finance Republic of Indonesia. (2024). Green Sukuk: Allocation and Impact Report 

2023. DJPPR Kemenkeu, 1. 

Obaidullah, M. (2017). Managing Climate Change: The Role of Islamic Finance. SSRN 

Electronic Journal. https://doi.org/10.2139/SSRN.3303687 

Och, M. (2021). Sustainable Finance and the EU Taxonomy Regulation-Hype or Hope? 

OJK. (2025). INDONESIA TAXONOMY FOR SUSTAINABLE FINANCE VERSION 2. 

www.ojk.go.id 

PERUSAHAAN PENERBIT SBSN INDONESIA III. (2024). U.S.$35,000,000,000 TRUST 

CERTIFICATE ISSUANCE PROGRAM Under. The Ministry of Finance of the Republic of 

Indonesia. 

Popescu, I. S., Hitaj, C., & Benetto, E. (2021). Measuring the sustainability of investment funds: 

A critical review of methods and frameworks in sustainable finance. Journal of Cleaner 

Production, 314, 128016. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2021.128016 

Raeni, R., Thomson, I., & Frandsen, A. C. (2022). Mobilising Islamic Funds for Climate Actions: 

From Transparency to Traceability. Social and Environmental Accountability Journal, 42(1–
2), 38–62. https://doi.org/10.1080/0969160X.2022.2066553 

RAM. (2017). SECOND OPINION REPORT  SEGI ASTANA SDN BHD ASEAN GREEN BOND 

PROPOSED MEDIUM-TERM NOTE. 

Reid, E. M., & Toffel, M. W. (2009). Responding to public and private politics: Corporate 

disclosure of climate change strategies. Strategic Management Journal, 30(11), 1157–1178. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/SMJ.796;PAGE:STRING:ARTICLE/CHAPTER 

Republic of Indonesia. (2021a). Republic of Indonesia SDGs Government Securities Framework. 

Republic of Indonesia. (2021b). SDGs Government Securities Framework. August, 47. 

Republic of Indonesia. (2022). ENHANCED NATIONALLY DETERMINED CONTRIBUTION 

REPUBLIC OF INDONESIA. https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/NDC/2022-

09/ENDC%20Indonesia.pdf 

Republic of Indonesia. (2025a). SUSTAINABLE GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. April. 

Republic of Indonesia. (2025b). Sustainable Government Securities Framework. https://api-

djppr.kemenkeu.go.id/web/api/v1/media/EEC6A886-B698-4F48-9E0F-

C5ED0C550E15 

Republic of Indonesia SDGs Government Securities Framework. (2021). 

Republik Indonesia. (2023). MEMORANDUM INFORMASI SUKUK TABUNGAN SERI 

ST010T4 (GREEN SUKUK RITEL). 

Rohmah, N., Rohim, A., & Herianingrum, S. (2020). Sovereign Green Sukuk Indonesia Dalam 

Tinjauan Maqashid Shariah. 5(2), 259–269. 



SERAMBI, 7(3), 315-334 

Sheila Noor Baity & Titie Rachmiati Poetri. Green sukuk, greenwashing, SDGs, sustainable finance 

333 
 

Santoso, I. R. (2020). Green Sukuk and Sustainable Economic Development Goals: Mitigating 

Climate Change in Indonesia. ARTIKEL, 1(6067). 

https://repository.ung.ac.id/karyailmiah/show/6067/green-sukuk-and-sustainable-

economic-development-goals-mitigating-climate-change-in-indonesia.html 

Saturi, S. (2023). Buku: Nyapu, Nasib Masyarakat dalam Ruang Gelap Mega Proyek IKN. 

https://www.mongabay.co.id/2023/11/17/buku-nyapu-nasib-masyarakat-dalam-

ruang-gelap-mega-proyek-ikn/ 

Stridsland, T., Løkke, S., & Sanderson, H. (2023). Time To Move From Accounting to Decision 

Support? Considerations for Improved Emission Disclosure Before the CSRD. 

https://doi.org/10.20944/PREPRINTS202306.1274.V1 

Sucahyo, N. (2023, May). Ibu Kota Nusantara: Merusak Hutan atau Memperbaiki Lingkungan? 

https://www.voaindonesia.com/a/ibu-kota-nusantara-merusak-hutan-atau-

memperbaiki-lingkungan-/7106732.html 

Sujadi, S. (2018). Kajian Tentang Pembangunan Proyek Strategis Nasional (PSN) dan Keadilan 

Sosial (Perspektif Hukum Pancasila). Jurnal Hukum Lingkungan Indonesia, 4(2), 1–24. 

https://doi.org/10.38011/JHLI.V4I2.68 

Susetyo, P. dwi. (2024, July). Masalah Krusial Pembangunan Kota Hutan IKN. 

https://www.forestdigest.com/detail/2598/masalah-kota-hutan-ikn 

Syarifuddin, F & Sakti, A. (2021). Pembiayaan Hijau Islam. In Accounting, Binus University 

School of. PT RajagRafindo Persada. 

TheJakartaPost. (2025). Deforestation climbed to 175,000 ha in 2024, ministry admits - Society - The 

Jakarta Post. https://www.thejakartapost.com/indonesia/2025/03/25/deforestation-

climbed-to-175000-ha-in-2024-ministry-admits.html 

Tunley Environmental. (2024a, August). Green Claims Code Helps Prevent Greenwashing . 

https://www.tunley-environmental.com/en/insights/green-claims-code-helps-

prevent-greenwashing 

Tunley Environmental. (2024b, September). Avoid Greenwashing In Sustainability Reporting. 

https://www.tunley-environmental.com/en/insights/avoid-greenwashing-in-

sustainability-reporting 

UGM. (2022). Pembangunan IKN Perlu Perhatikan Ekosistem Kelestarian - Universitas Gadjah Mada. 

https://ugm.ac.id/id/berita/22805-pembangunan-ikn-perlu-perhatikan-ekosistem-

kelestarian/ 

Ulfah, I. F., Sukmana, R., Laila, N., & Sulaeman, S. (2024). A structured literature review on 

green sukuk (Islamic bonds): implications for government policy and future studies. 

Journal of Islamic Accounting and Business Research, 15(7), 1118–1133. 

https://doi.org/10.1108/JIABR-10-2022-0255 

UNDP. (2023). PENDANAAN IKLIM UNTUK PARLEMEN INDONESIA. 

Wijayanti, R., & Setiawan, D. (2023a). The role of the board of directors and the sharia 

supervisory board on sustainability reports. Journal of Open Innovation: Technology, Market, 

and Complexity, 9(3), 100083. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joitmc.2023.100083 

Wijayanti, R., & Setiawan, D. (2023b). The role of the board of directors and the sharia 

supervisory board on sustainability reports. Journal of Open Innovation: Technology, Market, 

and Complexity, 9(3), 100083. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joitmc.2023.100083 



DOI: https://doi.org/10.36407/serambi.v7i3.1683  

Published by LPMP Imperium 

 

 

334 
 

Yusdi Usman, Roni Wijayanto, & Muhammad Hasan Izzurrahman. (2024). BUKU 

PANDUAN : PENDANAAN IKLIM UNTUK PARLEMEN INDONESIA. 

https://www.undp.org/sites/g/files/zskgke326/files/2024-

08/buku_panduan_pendanaan_iklim_untuk_parlemen_indonesia.pdf 

 

Additonal information 
Author details 

Sheila Noor Baity, Titie Rachmiati Poetri 

Faculty of Law, Universitas Islam Indonesia, Yogyakarta, Indonesia 

 

Contributions  

All authors contribute equally in the research and publication process 

 

Corresponding author  

Correspondence to Sheila Noor Baity 

 

Ethics declarations 

Funding 

This research is funded by the Directorate of Research and Community Service (DPPM) of Universitas 

Islam Indonesia under Contract Number: 002/Dir/DPPM/70/Pen.Pemula/XII/2024. We extend our 

sincere gratitude to DPPM UII for its financial support, which has contributed to enhancing faculty 

research productivity 

 

Availability of data and materials 

Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no new data were created or analyzed in this study. 

 

Competing interests 

No potential competing interest was reported by the authors 

 

Rights and permissions 

Open Access. This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, 

which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as 

long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the 

Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. To view a copy of this licence, visit 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/. 

 

 

 

 

  

 

SERAMBI: Jurnal Ekonomi Manajemen dan Bisnis Islam 
 

Publisher : LPMP Imperium.  

Frequency : 3 issues per year (April, August & December). 

ISSN (online) : 2685-9904.  

DOI                   : Prefix 10.36407. 

Accreditated       : SINTA 3   

Editor-in-chief : Prof. Dr. Suryani 

Indexed by : Google Scholar, Garuda, Master List Copernicus 

 

https://ejournal.imperiuminstitute.org/index.php/SERAMBI/index
http://u.lipi.go.id/1565041312
https://scholar.google.com/citations?hl=id&user=h9ubMhYAAAAJ&view_op=list_works
https://garuda.kemdikbud.go.id/journal/view/16566
https://journals.indexcopernicus.com/search/details?id=52639
https://journals.indexcopernicus.com/search/details?id=52639

