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Abstract 

With the increase in economic growth, the world is facing serious challenges concerning environmental sustainabil-
ity. Hence, the green economic growth is imperative for sustainable and inclusive development. The objective of this 
study is to contribute to the existing literature about the factors that influence green economic growth. The study 
investigates the role of green technology, green energy, foreign direct investment, and globalization on green eco-
nomic growth in G7 countries. The data of the study is collected from WDI, KOF Swiss Economic Institute, and OECD 
database and the data period ranges from 1995 to 2020. The existence of cointegration between the variables 
of the study was tested by Westerlund’s (Oxford Bull Econ Stat 69(6):709–748) cointegration test. Due to the presence 
of cross-sectional dependency, the study employed the cross-sectional autoregressive distributed lag (CS-ARDL) 
method to estimate the coefficients in the long and short run. The study also used a common correlated effect—
mean group (CCEMG) estimator for robustness check. The findings of the study reveal that green energy and FDI 
positively contribute to green economic growth in the long and short run. The green technology also contributes 
positively to enhance green economic growth but only in long run. To accelerate green economic growth, G7 coun-
tries should incorporate policies promoting green energy and technology, while acquiring more foreign investments 
to ensure a sustainable development.
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Introduction
A significant concern facing the global economy is the 
issue of environmental degradation, coupled with climate 
change. This issue not only poses a threat to individuals’ 
well-being but also has negative implications for their 
financial stability and overall productivity. Economic 

activity directly correlates with rising energy consump-
tion, leading to a surge in greenhouse gas emissions that 
significantly harm the environment [48, 58]. Hence, the 
global community has prioritized the reduction of  CO2 
emissions and the enhancement of environmental qual-
ity as crucial measures for achieving sustainable devel-
opment and mitigating the adverse impacts of climate 
change [49]. Many countries have united under the Paris 
Agreement, pledging to reduce their greenhouse gas 
emissions to combat global climate change. In order to 
guarantee the success of the mission and the achieve-
ment of the sustainable development goals, it is crucial 
for nations to demonstrate unwavering commitment 
toward the established targets. According to Khan et al. 
[33], climate change will lead to a significant decline in 
the global economy, with a loss of more than 18 percent 
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of its gross domestic product. Chen et  al. [17], climate 
change is wreaking havoc on both urban and natural 
systems, with an estimated $500 billion in lost world-
wide economic output. However, we can significantly 
mitigate the potential impact by implementing proactive 
measures to achieve the goals of the Paris Agreement. In 
1987, the Brundtland Report, also known as "Our Com-
mon Future," came into publication. It presented a pro-
posal for the concept of "sustainable development" as a 
response to these concerns [27]. In the realm of eco-
nomic development, sustainable development is defined 
as a development that meets the needs of the present 
generation while safeguarding the ability of future gen-
erations to meet their own needs. According to Auty and 
Brown [10], sustainable development is a global concept 
comprising three main aspects: social, economic, and 
environmental. In a recent study, Ahmed et al. [4] iden-
tified the need for a new paradigm in global economic 
growth due to recurring failures in international policy to 
attain sustainable growth.

Hence, there is a necessity to examine a novel growth 
model due to the recurrent shortcomings of global strat-
egies to contain environmental degradation and attain 
sustainable growth. The United Nations has empha-
sized the importance of environmental sustainability for 
achieving long-term economic stability. There has been 
a recent shift toward a new model of growth known as 
"green economic growth." The notion of "green economic 
growth" is intricately connected to the sustainable devel-
opment paradigm and signifies economic expansion that 
considers the prudent utilization of natural resources, 
mitigates and prevents pollution, and creates avenues for 
enhancing social welfare by establishing a carbon–neu-
tral economy [12]. According to the study conducted by 
Khan et al. [34], green economic growth is an expansion 
of the economic growth model that promotes economic 
progress while also prioritizing environmental protec-
tion and social sustainability. By enhancing productiv-
ity and ensuring macroeconomic stability, a sustainable 
economic growth strategy can unlock new avenues for 
growth. Ali et al. [6] argued that it also protects the envi-
ronment, promotes social progress, and mitigates the 
barriers to development caused by resource scarcity. The 
United Nations Production Gap Report 2021 warns that 
the current production plan is on the verge of exceeding 
the Paris Agreement’s limit (United Nations Environment 
Program, 2021). Hence, it is crucial for all countries to 
implement measures to effectively reduce carbon emis-
sions and support the attainment of sustainable develop-
ment objectives. Although many countries have started 
adopting renewable and green energy as alternatives, this 
alone falls short of meeting the global energy demand.

Green technology innovation may offer a potential 
solution to the environmental problem. This is due to its 
role in promoting sustainable and balanced economic 
development, as well as enhancing environmental man-
agement [61]. Brunnermeier and Cohen [15] discuss the 
positive spill over that arises from technological innova-
tion activities. These activities contribute to the devel-
opment of new goods, processes, and methods that can 
help mitigate environmental harm. According to Alfaro 
and Chauvin [5], foreign direct investment (FDI) involves 
acquiring a lasting stake and controlling ownership in a 
host nation’s commercial enterprise. This phenomenon 
arises when a company or individual from one nation 
engages in foreign direct investment (FDI) in another 
country. Foreign direct investment plays a crucial role 
in fostering and upholding green economic growth, 
facilitating the shift toward a low-carbon economy, and 
attaining sustainable development [40]. Foreign direct 
investment (FDI) has the potential to foster long-term 
economic growth through investments in technological 
innovation, research and development, and renewable 
energy resources. Implementing these measures can lead 
to a decrease in gas emissions and mitigate the economic 
burdens linked to expansion [9].

This research has significantly contributed in numerous 
ways. With respect to the expansion of green economic 
growth, the research will provide the policymakers of 
the G7 countries with a substantial contribution. Due 
to the rapidity of global change, the G7 nations have a 
significant impact on the course of world history. This 
is due to the G7’s capability to execute policies, demon-
strate technologies, utilize alternative energy sources, 
and undertake requisite actions to attain net-zero emis-
sions in a manner that is both secure and economically 
viable. These nations contributed 26.6% of the total 
global GDP in 2023, which was a substantial propor-
tion. In addition, the G7 significantly contributed to the 
14.4% expansion of the global GDP from 2013 to 2023. 
The preceding research has predominantly concen-
trated on specific nations. Additionally, it is notewor-
thy to mention that although considerable research has 
been conducted on green economic growth, there has 
been comparatively little emphasis on the contributions 
of green energy, green technology, and investment. As 
foreign investment, green energy, and technology gain 
prominence as viable strategies to mitigate carbon emis-
sions, it is anticipated that green growth activities will 
increase proportionally. This research endeavors to assess 
the consequences of this trend. Additionally, the question 
of how to attain green economic growth remains unre-
solved, as prior research has failed to effectively ascer-
tain the precise determinants that foster such expansion. 
This research makes a substantial contribution to the 
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ongoing discourse surrounding green economic growth. 
The empirical contributions of green technology, energy, 
foreign direct investment, and globalization to the expan-
sion of the green economy are exhaustively described in 
this study. Furthermore, the research offers insights into 
the cointegration that exists among green technology, 
green energy, investment, and green economic develop-
ment, with a particular focus on the G7 countries. Amid 
the G7’s attempts to address environmental issues and 
promote sustainable development, the present period 
assumes considerable significance for the economies 
involved.

The G7 countries, including Canada, France, Germany, 
Italy, Japan, the UK, and the USA, collectively repre-
sented a significant portion of the global economy. In 
2023, they accounted for 26.6% of the world GDP and 
contributed to 14.4% of the growth in global GDP from 
2013 to 2023.The quantity of carbon emissions has expe-
rienced a significant increase in comparison with previ-
ous years. In 2022, global  CO2 emissions from energy 
sources hit a record high of over 36.8 Gt, showing a 
growth of 0.9% or 321 Mt (IEA 2023). In 2020, the G7 
members and the European Union accounted for around 
30% of global energy demand and 25% of energy-related 
 CO2 emissions. However, the increasing cost of imported 
energy has heightened the urgency surrounding energy 
consumption. During this process, the ongoing use of 
fossil fuels leads to increased emissions, resulting in cli-
mate change, global warming, reduced agricultural pro-
duction, and a potential risk to human life. In order to 
achieve sustainable economic growth and energy con-
sumption, it is crucial to adopt innovative approaches 
to thinking. Our research will not only examine the eco-
nomic expansion in these countries, but also explore 
strategies for sustaining long-term economic growth. 
Given the significance of economic growth and environ-
mental sustainability in informing policy decisions, it is 
imperative to examine the impact of energy consumption 
on green growth. This study utilizes panel data analysis 
to examine the effects of green energy, green technol-
ogy, foreign direct investment, and globalization on the 
green economic growth in G7 countries. The purpose of 
this study was to address the existing gaps in the litera-
ture, as previously identified. This study utilizes a second-
generation panel unit root test to check the stationarity 
of the data, cross-sectional autoregressive distributed lag 
(CS-ARDL) model to estimate the coefficients. Addition-
ally, we evaluate the robustness of the estimates using a 
dynamic common correlation effect mean group model.

The present study is organized into the following sec-
tions: first, we introduce the entire study, followed by 
a literature review on the relationship between green 
energy, technology, foreign direct investment (FDI), 

globalization, and green economic growth. Subsequently, 
the research design and methodology portion will be 
presented, followed by the analysis and discussions. The 
final section of the study discusses the conclusions drawn 
from the empirical data pertaining to the variables under 
investigation.

Literature review and hypothesis development
Green energy and green economic growth

Hypothesis 1: Green energy has significant and posi-
tive impact on green economic growth.

The impact of green energy on environmental qual-
ity and economic development has been extensively 
investigated by a number of researchers. The impact of 
green energy on economic development was studied by 
Olmo et  al. (2020) and findings of the research demon-
strated a positive relation between the adoption of green 
energy consumption and the economic expansion in 
many European countries. Other studies carried out by 
Shahbaz et al. [51], Saidi and Omri [50] have also dem-
onstrated the positive association between the renew-
able energy and economic growth. Renewable energy is 
essential for advancing the green economic development 
of a nation [22, 52]. In other words, a rise in renewable 
energy consumption is associated with a corresponding 
average acceleration in economic growth. Similar find-
ings were reported by Mohsin et  al. [38] for West Afri-
can States, and the results suggested that a 1% increase 
in energy (renewable) contributes to an increase in green 
economic growth by approximately 3%. According to 
Bhattacharya et al. [14], the correlation between the utili-
zation of renewable energy sources and economic growth 
is dependent on the level of economic development. A 
number of researchers have investigated the connection 
between green energy and economic growth. Neverthe-
less, the subject of green economic growth in relation to 
green energy remains a matter of contention.

Additionally, Sohag et  al. [55] conducted an analysis 
on the relationship between green energy and green eco-
nomic development in Turkey, and the results demon-
strated that green energy has a positive impact on green 
economic expansion. Fang [24] examined the environ-
mental and economic benefits and repercussions of the 
extensive implementation of green energy sources in 
China, and the findings revealed that there is a substan-
tial positive impact of renewable energy on green eco-
nomic growth. The study concluded that environmental 
protection and green energy use tend to stimulate eco-
nomic expansion. On the basis of the aforementioned 
researches, it is hypothesized that green energy contrib-
utes substantially to green economic expansion. Limited 
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research has been conducted on the relationship between 
green energy and green economic growth in the devel-
oped countries. The present study endeavors to investi-
gate the impact of green initiatives on green economic 
growth in G7 countries.

Green technology and green economic growth

Hypothesis 2: There is a significant relationship 
between Green technology and green economic 
growth.

The connection between technological progress, envi-
ronmental quality, and economic growth has been the 
subject of extensive study. In order to improve envi-
ronmental quality, technical innovation is essential, 
according to many academic studies. This is because 
technological innovation typically leads to a decrease 
in carbon emissions by making factor production more 
efficient [54]. Fan et  al. [23] asserted that technological 
progress serves as the most effective means to ensure the 
efficient, clean, and eco-friendly use of resources. This 
will improve the environment, people’s standard of living, 
and social sustainability. Omri [41] examined the impact 
of technological innovation on sustainable economic 
development, and the results suggest that technologi-
cal innovation positively affects economic development. 
Murad et  al. [39] looked into the robust relationship 
between economic development, environmental quality, 
and technological innovation. The results of the study 
concluded that economic growth and technological 
advancement are positively and significantly correlated. 
According to the study, the results showed a strong rela-
tionship between new technologies and environmentally 
friendly growth.

However, green economic growth is an aspect that has 
not been extensively studied in the literature, specifi-
cally looking at how green technology innovation affects 
green economic development. This has led to a dearth 
of studies investigating how environmentally friendly 
technology affects green economic expansion. However, 
there are few studies that look at the effects of renew-
able energy, nonrenewable energy, and technology con-
nected to the environment and green economic growth. 
For example, Ulucak [56] carried out research in the 
BRICS countries, and the results showed that green eco-
nomic growth is positively impacted by renewable energy 
and technology linked to the environment. Our research 
attempts to enhance the literature on the topic of green 
economic growth and the relationship between green 
technologies. Since the majority of studies are focused 
on how new technologies work. The current study adds 
to the existing literature by conducting an empirical 

investigation into the impact of green technology in pro-
moting green economic growth within the framework of 
G7 economies.

Green economic growth, foreign direct investment 
and globalization

Hypothesis 3: There is a significant and a posi-
tive relationship between FDI and green economic 
growth.
Hypothesis 4: There is a significant and negative 
relationship between green economic growth and 
globalization.

The effect of foreign direct investment (FDI) on green 
economic growth has been the subject of various stud-
ies in the last decade. According to Hille et al. [28], FDI 
could be a solid basis for achieving sustainable develop-
ment. Ghorbal et  al. [25] carried out a study in South 
Korea and found that foreign direct investment (FDI), 
gross domestic product (GDP), and domestic patents 
all contribute to the value of foreign patents. Hence, an 
increase in FDI has a beneficial effect on foreign pat-
ents, which in turn leads to more economic growth and 
less pollution. FDI boosts technological innovation and 
domestic competitiveness among similar local enter-
prises, which in turn reduces pollution and improves car-
bon emission efficiency [53]. However, on the other side, 
the expertise and contemporary technology that FDI 
brings to both the upstream and downstream industries 
in an economy creates a multiplier impact that increases 
labor productivity, and with respect to green economic 
development, a disproportionate effect is observed in 
many countries [57]. Paramati et  al. [43] looked at the 
relationship between foreign direct investment (FDI) and 
issues like pollution, green growth, carbon emissions, 
and environmental damage. FDI, trade, and green tech-
nology are the main factors that influence the reduction 
of  CO2 emissions and the advancement of green growth. 
Zafar et al. [63] carried out a study on OECD economies 
to look at how green economic growth is affected by FDI, 
R&D, and trade openness. There is a strong positive cor-
relation between trade openness, foreign investment, and 
green growth. In conclusion, after considering the signifi-
cant beneficial effects of FDI such as economic stability, 
innovations in environmentally friendly technology, effi-
ciency in the use of resources, and the decrease of pollut-
ant emissions.

According to Ahmad and Wu [63], globalization (GLO) 
helps boost total factor productivity, which in turn leads 
to economic growth. However, the counterargument, 
that GLO slows green economic growth by adding to 
carbon emissions and greenhouse gases, has only been 
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somewhat investigated [13]. The literature does, however, 
make brief reference to the link between GLO and green 
economic expansion. Conversely, numerous studies 
have explored the connection between green economic 
growth and environmental degradation [37]. Therefore, 
using the GLO as a focal point, Kirikkaleli et al. [35] cal-
culated ecological imprints. The empirical results show 
that environmental footprints are positively and sig-
nificantly associated with GLO. Ahmad and Wu [3] also 
found a correlation between the rise of green economic 
growth, ecological innovations, and ecological sustain-
ability. Therefore, considering the environmentally 
friendly economic growth, i.e., green economic growth, is 
negatively correlated with GLO, because GLO increases 
ecological degradation due to the increase in ecological 
footprints [7, 11].

Theoretical framework of the study
The link between environmentally friendly economic 
growth, green energy, and technology is left unexplored 
to a greater extent by the academics in contrast to tra-
ditional economic growth. Green energy, green technol-
ogy, and green growth are expected to be correlated as 
reported by the previous researches. This section begins 
by explaining the theoretical foundations that justify this 
expectation. Hence, this section elaborates on the theo-
ries which concluded that green energy and green tech-
nology contribute to green economic growth.

An effective technique for boosting economic growth 
while resolving environmental concerns is green eco-
nomic growth. The primary concern for the policymak-
ers is to know the factors promoting green economic 
growth. Macroeconomic theory concludes that renew-
able energy and related aspects are critical for long-term 
economic growth. According to Alper and Oguz [8], the 
reduction of dependency on volatile energy resources like 
coal, crude oil, and fossil fuels is only possible when the 
adoption of renewable energy sources is boosted while 
also reducing the negative externalities linked to energy 
production. Moreover, it also helps countries’ economies 
grow substantially [51]. The fundamental macroeco-
nomic theory postulates that green energy has a signifi-
cant impact on the expansion of green economic growth. 
Additionally, technological innovation is crucial for pro-
moting long-term economic growth, according to the 
notion of comparative advantage. Moreover, technologi-
cal progress has a major bearing on economic growth, as 
economic theory elaborates. Modern technology is able 
to accomplish a certain amount of output with far less 
energy consumption. They are also known as "green tech-
nologies." Green technologies are highly valued accord-
ing to Porter’s theory. According to the theory [16], green 
technology helps the environment and the economy at 

the same time. Chen et al. [17] stated that technological 
advancements in carbon reduction and energy conserva-
tion improve environmental quality and stimulate green 
economic growth.

The "Pollution Halo" concept states that foreign direct 
investment (FDI) has the potential to enhance energy 
and industrial systems by distributing green technology 
across the host country and optimizing the allocation of 
resources, leading to a decrease in carbon dioxide emis-
sions and an improvement in environmental quality [42]. 
So, according to this theory, FDI might improve and 
strengthen countries’ abilities for sustainable long-term 
economic growth. However, on the contrary, pollution 
port theory posits that the receiving nation’s emissions 
actually rise as a result of FDI. According to Cole [20], 
this theory is based on the idea that polluting facto-
ries are migrating from highly industrialized nations to 
underdeveloped industrial nations as a result of foreign 
direct investment (FDI) flows. This, in turn, stimulates 
economic growth in nations and leads to a significant 
increase in carbon dioxide emissions from fossil fuel 
combustion.

Research methodology
This segment provides an overview of the research design 
employed in the empirical study. It encompasses particu-
lars regarding the sources and methodologies utilized for 
data collection, as well as the definition and references of 
both the dependent and independent variables. Further-
more, it encompasses the research’s model specification 
and the estimation technique utilized in order to accom-
plish the aims and objectives of the research.

Data collection and research variables
This study analyzes the impact of green energy, green 
technology, globalization, and foreign direct investment 
on green economic growth. The study utilizes panel data 
collected over 26 years (1995–2020) from G7 countries: 
Canada, France, Germany, Italy, Japan, the UK, and the 
USA. The variables employed in the study are of second-
ary nature and are sourced from authentic organizations 
such as the World Bank’s World Development Indicators 
(2023), the OECD (2023), and the KOF institute (2023). 
The variables are converted into natural logarithms in 
order to get normally distributed data by minimizing the 
variance, and by doing so, the coefficients can be inter-
preted in a more meaningful way (Table 1).

Model Specification and Research Design
The study analyzes the impact of GT, GE, GLO, and 
FDI on GG. The model is grounded on the classi-
cal production function, a theoretical framework that 
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establishes economic progress by utilizing labor, capi-
tal, and technology as inputs to the output function.

where Y, L, K, and A represent economic growth, labor 
input, capital formation, and technology levels, respec-
tively. In accordance with the endogenous growth theory, 
this study adjusted the model by replacing economic 
growth (Y) with green economic growth (GG), labor 
with globalization (GLO) and green energy (GE), capi-
tal with foreign direct investment (FDI), and technology 
with green technology (GT). Based on the theoretical 
approach, the functional form of the model is specified 
as:

All the variables mentioned are transformed into 
natural logarithms in order to get precise results. This 
work modified the methodologies of Ahmed et  al. [4] 
and Khan et  al. [32] and developed the subsequent 
models for the present investigation. Following the 
functional form of the model, Eq. 2 can be written in 
the econometric form as follows:

where t is the time period, i indicates the number of cross 
sections (countries), GG (dependent variable) represents 
green economic growth, whereas GE, GT, FDI, and GLO 
(explanatory variables). β0 is the intercept, and βs are the 
variable coefficients. The error term is indicated by ε.

In order to understand the relationship between 
the variables of the study. The study employs vari-
ous preliminary tests, such as descriptive statistics, 
correlation, and multicollinearity. Following the pre-
liminary test, the econometric techniques of cross-
sectional dependency, unit roots, and cointegration 
are employed. Based on these test results, the appro-
priate estimation procedures are carried out.

(1)Y = f (L,K ,A)

(2)GG = f (GE, GT, FDI, GLO)

(3)
GGit = β0 + β1GEit + β2GTit + β3FDIit + β4GLOit+εit

Econometric techniques
Cross‑sectional dependency
Previous studies have stated that panel data usually 
endures the problem of cross-sectional dependence. 
The reason being that the cross sections undergo mutual 
shocks [45]. Hence, ignoring the problem of cross-sec-
tional dependency might lead to biased and misleading 
results [29]. Therefore, in order to check the cross-sec-
tional dependency, the study employs the Pesaran CD 
test. The CD test is based on pairwise correlation coeffi-
cients and is suitable where the number of cross sections 
is small and the time period is large. The null hypothesis 
of the CD test proposes that the panel does not endure 
cross-sectional dependency, while the alternative hypoth-
esis of the test suggests the occurrence of cross-sectional 
dependence. Following is the equation (Eq. 4) used to test 
the cross-sectional dependence [46].

where N denotes the number of cross sections (coun-
tries), T specifies the time period (1995–2020), and δ is 
the coefficient of correlation which is estimated. Follow-
ing the cross-sectional dependency test, the study carries 
a test for slope homogeneity in order to check whether 
the study variables satisfy the homogeneity condition or 
the panel is heterogeneous. The study employs the homo-
geneity test developed by Pesaran and Yamagata [47].

Panel unit root test
We perform the unit root test to verify the stationarity of 
the data at either a level or a difference.

To avoid spurious regression, it is important that the 
data be stationary. As we discussed earlier, the panel 
data usually encounters the problem of cross-sectional 
dependence. Therefore, the study employs second-gen-
eration unit root tests which account for cross-sectional 
dependence. The presence of cross-sectional depend-
ence leads the study to employ the CIPS and CADF tests 

(4)CD =

√
2T/N (N − 1

N−1∑

i=1

N∑

j=i+1

δ̂i,j

Table 1 Variable descriptions

Variable name Symbol Definition Source Reference

Green economic growth GG Adjusted net savings, including particulate emis-
sion damage (% of GNI

WDI Sohag et al. [55], Khan et al. [32]

Green energy GE Renewable energy (% of primary energy supply) WDI Sharif et al. [52]

Green technology GT Environment-related technology (total patents) OECD Ahmed et al. [4], Khan et al. [32]

Foreign direct investment FDI Net inflow WDI Paramati et al. [43]

Globalization GLO Overall globalization index KOF Swiss Economic 
Institute (2023)

Gygli et al. [26], Huang [30]



Page 7 of 13Wani et al. Future Business Journal           (2024) 10:43  

rather than the first-generation unit root test, which 
have been widely used in the majority of studies. How-
ever, the inability of first-generation unit roots [31, 36] to 
deal with the issue of cross-sectional dependency does 
not make it the appropriate test for our study. Pesaran 
[45] proposed a second-generation test CIPS, which is 
established on cross-sectional augmented Dickey–Fuller 
(CADF) regression. The CIPS test statistics are based on 
the individual mean of the CADF. CADF computes the 
cross-sectional lagged average of individuals in order to 
monitor the effect of common factors.

Panel cointegration
In order to avoid imposing a common-factor limitation, 
Westerlund [59] created four novel panel cointegration 
tests that rely on structural rather than residual dynam-
ics. In a conditional panel error-correction model, the 
goal is to determine if the error-correction term is equal 
to zero in order to test the null hypothesis of no coin-
tegration. All of the novel tests follow normally distrib-
uted distributions and are sufficiently generic to account 
for cross-sectional dependence, unit-specific trend and 
slope parameters, and unit-specific short-run dynamics. 
In order to account for cross-sectional dependence, the 
study will incorporate the Westerlund cointegration test 
to confirm the association between the variables. Out of 
four tests, two panel statistics (Pa and Pt) are employed 
to examine the alternative hypothesis that the panel as a 
whole is cointegrated. The remaining two cross-sectional 
statistics (Ga and Gt) examine the alternative hypothesis 
that at least one unit is cointegrated.

Cross‑sectional autoregressive distributed lag (CS‑ARDL)
Once the existence of a long-term relationship has been 
established using Westerlund’s [59] panel cointegra-
tion test, this study will utilize a newly created method 
known as the cross-sectionally augmented autoregres-
sive distributed lags model (CS-ARDL) developed by 
Chudik and Pesaran [19]. This study employs the CS-
ARDL assessment to undertake both long-term and 
short-term estimations. This test is much more effi-
cient compared to the mean group (MG), pooled mean 
group (PMG), common correlated effect mean group 
(CCEMG), and augmented mean group (AMG). Since 
the reason for obtaining inaccurate estimation results 
is directly linked to the neglect of unobserved common 
components. The CS-ARDL model effectively addresses 
previously unnoticed problems of endogeneity, non-sta-
tionarity, mixed-order integration, slope of homogeneity, 
and cross-sectional dependence. The CS-ARDL model 
incorporates the mean of cross section of both depend-
ent and independent variables to overcome the issue of 

cross-sectional dependency [19]. The CS-ARDL equation 
for the model can be expressed by the following equation 
(Eq. 5).

where Mi,t = (Δ LnGGit ,Xit  ), the mean of dependent and 
independent variables.

While nl refers to the number of lagged cross-sectional 
averages for each variable.

Methodological framework
The graphical presentation of the methodology flowchart 
of the study is presented in Fig. 1.

Findings and discussion
The test results shown in Table  2 show the descriptive 
statistics of the variables involved in the study. The results 
specify the mean, median, skewness, dispersion, and 
distribution of the data curve, along with the standard 
deviation. The data of green technology (GIT) exhibits 
the highest volatility with a standard deviation of 1.464, 
and among the study variables, globalization (GLO) is 
the least volatile with a standard deviation of 0.131. The 
data for green growth, green energy, and globalization is 
negatively skewed, while green technology and foreign 
direct investment data are positively skewed. All the vari-
ables except GIT have a more profound curve with a high 
peak, and GIT data has a flatter curve.

Table  2 reveals that there is a positive and significant 
correlation between GE and GG with the coefficient of 
0.201 significant at 1%. The correlation between GLO and 
GG is also positive and significant, with a 0.12 coefficient 
and statistical significance at 5%. GLO also has a positive 
correlation with FDI. However, there is a negative corre-
lation between GLO and GIT. The FDI and GIT are also 
negatively correlated at 1% significance. After the cor-
relation matrix, the study exhibits multicollinearity test 
results in Table 3 through the VIF test. The results show 
that no multicollinearity exists between the variables, as 
the VIF value of each variable is below 5, with the overall 
mean VIF being 1.34. The VIF value above 5 would have 
concluded with the presence of multicollinearity.

Table 4 results confirm the presence of cross-sectional 
dependency. The Pesaran [44] CD test results reject the 
null hypothesis of no cross-sectional dependency. All the 
variables have significant coefficients with a p value 0.000. 
Hence, accepting the alternate hypothesis. Following the 
CD test, the study tests the homogeneity condition of the 

(5)

LnGG = αit +

p∑

j=1

βitLnGGi,t−j +

p∑

j=0

γitXi,t−j +

nl∑

j=0

δitMi,t−j + εit

Xit = LnGEi,t , LnGTi,t , LnFDIi,t , LnGLOi,t
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variable data. The Pesaran and Yamagata [47] test reveals 
that the null hypothesis of the cointegration coefficients 
are homogenous is rejected. The test confirms the pres-
ence of heterogeneity. Therefore, based on the above two 
tests, the study would proceed with a second-generation 
unit root test and heterogeneous panel estimations.

Due to the presence of cross-sectional dependency, the 
study employed second-generation unit root tests as they 
account for such a problem. To check the stationarity of 
the underlying variables, the CIPS and CADF tests are 

employed. The findings in Table 5 suggest that the vari-
ables have mixed stationarity. Some are stationary at level 
and some are not. However, all the variables are station-
ary at the first difference, I(1).

Descrip�ve Sta�s�cs 

Correla�on and 
Mul�collineairty (VIF) 

Cross Sec�onal 
Dependence - CD test  

Unit Roots Test - CIPS 
& CADF

Panel Cointegra�on - 
Westerlund 

Cofficient Es�ma�on 
CS - ARDL 

Robustness Check 
CCEMG

Fig. 1 Methodological Flowchart

Table 2 Summary of descriptive statistics

* , **, and *** indicate statistical significance at 1, 5, and 10%, respectively. Values 
in the () are the p values

Variables GG GE GIT FDI GLO

Mean 1.883 2.024 8.458 1.355 4.237

Median 2.046 2.163 8.438 1.337 4.243

Std. Dev 0.631 0.806 1.464 0.429 0.131

Skewness −2.032 −0.754 0.041 0.441 −1.186

Kurtosis 9.977 3.269 1.820 4.067 4.475

Correlation

GG 1.000

GE 0.201*
(0.006)

1.000

GIT −0.075
(0.312)

−0.017
(0.811)

1.000

FDI 0.039
(0.594)

0.101
(0.174)

−0.503*
(0.000)

1.000

GLO 0.12***
(0.089)

−0.061
(0.405)

−0.201*
(0.006)

0.471*
(0.000)

1.000

Table 3 VIF test for multicollinearity effects

Variable VIF Collinearity 
statistic

GE 1.69 0.590

GIT 1.34 0.743

FDI 1.31 0.763

GLO 1.03 0.972

Mean VIF 1.34

Table 4 The cross-sectional dependency and homogeneity tests

*, **, and *** indicate statistical significance at 1, 5, and 10%, respectively

Statistics P value

Pesaran’s CD test

GG 7.86* 0.000

GE 17.12* 0.000

GIT 17.64* 0.000

FDI 4.93* 0.000

GLO 17.76* 0.000

Pesaran–Yamagata homogeneity test

�̃ 6.004* 0.000

�̃ - adjusted 6.846* 0.000
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The results of the cointegration test in Table 6 suggest 
that there exists the cointegration between the variables 
of the study. The Westerlund cointegration test results 
reveal that out of four statistical tests two are significant 
(one from the panel,  Pt, and one from cross-sectional 
statistics,  Gt). The null hypothesis of the test proposes 
that no cointegration exists between the variables of the 
study. The findings suggest that the null hypothesis of the 
Westerlund test is rejected at the level of the 5% probabil-
ity value of  Pt and  Gt. The study accepts the alternative 
hypothesis, signifying the presence of a long-term rela-
tionship between GG, GE, GIT, FDI, and GLO.

In order to estimate the coefficients of the long and 
short run, the study utilized the advanced autoregres-
sive distribution lag model, CS-ARDL. The main focus 
of the research is to understand the relationship between 
green energy and green economic growth. The study also 
sheds light on the role of green technology, investment, 
and globalization and investigates its impact on green 
economic growth. The relationship between the fac-
tors is studied for the G7 countries as they account for 
major economic powers. To achieve the overall sustain-
ability, the G7 powers can be the driving forces. These 

economies have enormous and sizeable impacts on the 
overall economic corridors.

The empirical findings of CS-ARDL in Table 7 suggest 
that the GE has a positive impact on the GG in the long 
run as well as in the short run. In the long run, GG will 
increase by 1.195%, following a 1% increase in GE. In the 
short run, the increase in GE by 1% increased the GG by 
0.913%. The results reveal a positive impact of GE on the 
GG at the level of 5% statistical significance in both the 
long and short run. The results indicate that enhancing 
green energy will push the G7 economic growth toward 
more sustainable growth which is beneficial for social and 
environmental sustainability. The attempt to rely more on 
renewable energy and less on nonrenewable energy can 
stimulate greener economic growth. The study result is 
in line with Alper and Oguz [8], Ahmad et  al. [3], and 
Dong et  al. [21]. The macroeconomic theory concludes 
that renewable energy and related aspects are critical for 
long-term economic growth, the results of the study con-
firm the theory. Hence, hypothesis of the study that green 
energy has a positive and significant impact on green 
economic growth is validated. The studies carried out by 
Shahbaz et al. [51] and Zafar et al. [63] indicate that the 
usage of renewable energy source can enhance the sus-
tainable economic growth by reducing the impact on the 
environment.

The results in Table  7 reveal that GT has a positive 
impact on the GG in the long and short run. However, 
the coefficient is significant only in the long run. The 
economic benefits of green technology primarily stem 
from increased investment in the initial years. Over time, 
more growth gains come from cheaper, cleaner energy 
and more efficient production processes. The findings 
suggest that with an increase in GT by 1% in the long 
run, the green economic growth increases by 0.41%. The 
study is in line with recent studies carried out by Ahmed 

Table 5 The second-generation panel unit root tests

*, **, and *** indicate statistical significance at 1, 5, and 10%, respectively

At level At first difference
Constant Constant

CIPS test

GG −2.122 −3.871*

GE −1.640 −5.022*

GIT −2.001 −3.914*

FDI −3.024* −5.652*

GLO −1.879 −4.730*

CADF test

GG −2.139 −2.721*

GE −1.350 −3.513*

GIT −2.099 −3.276*

FDI −2.575** −4.433*

GLO −2.263*** −3.132*

Table 6 Westerlund long-run cointegration test results

*, **, and *** indicate statistical significance at 1, 5, and 10%, respectively

Statistic Statistic value P value

Gt −2.624** 0.049

Ga −2.208 0.998

Pt −7.222** 0.010

Pa −2.275 0.918

Table 7 CS-ARDL estimation results

Variables Coefficients P value

Long-run estimates

GE 1.195** 0.015

GT 0.411** 0.026

FDI 0.258** 0.010

GLO −4.088 0.276

Short-run estimates

ectt−1 −0.836* 0.000

ΔGE 0.913** 0.013

ΔGT 0.261 0.428

ΔFDI 0.219** 0.029

ΔGLO −2.037 0.499
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et al. [4] for South Asian countries and Khan et al. [32] 
for OECD countries, suggesting that green innova-
tion technology has a favorable and substantial impact 
on green growth. As suggested by Sohag et al. [55] that 
green technology is an effective method for enhanc-
ing green economic growth. Greener technology sig-
nificantly reduces the impact on the environment by 
utilizing resources efficiently and curtailing carbon emis-
sions. Aghion et al. [2] also emphasized the importance 
of technological advancements in order to decrease the 
overreliance on nonrenewable energy and increase the 
usage of green energy for emission mitigation. In order 
to achieve green development, mitigating carbon emis-
sions is of prime importance [1]. Green technologies are 
highly valued according to Porter’s theory. According to 
the theory [16], green technology helps the environment 
and the economy at the same time. Chen et al. [17] stated 
that technological advancements in carbon reduction 
and energy conservation improve environmental quality 
and stimulate green economic growth. The results of the 
study confirm the theory and hence the hypothesis of the 
study that green technology has a significant relationship 
with green economic growth holds true for G7 countries.

The study findings indicate that an increase in FDI in 
G7 countries results in an increase in green economic 
growth. An increase of 1% in FDI leads to an increase 
of GG by 0.219% in the short run and by 0.258% in the 
long run. The findings are in line with Xiao et  al. [60], 
who also found that the increase in FDI has a positive 
and significant influence on the green economic growth. 
The study carried out by Khan et al. [32] emphasized that 
the investments acquired assist in technological advance-
ments, infrastructure progress, and research develop-
ment in order to enhance growth while emitting less 
carbon in OECD nations. Sustainable growth is achieved 
when economic growth expands while limiting the nega-
tive effects on the environment. Similar findings were 
reported by She and Mabrouk [53] in BRICS countries, 
wherein FDI positively impacted green economic growth. 
According to Hille et  al. [28] and Xiao et  al. [60], there 
is a positive impact of FDI on green economic growth. 
FDI mainly contributes to increasing the level of green 
economic growth through capital effect, environmental 
effect, technology spill over, improved resource utiliza-
tion, and reduced pollution emissions. The increase in 
foreign investments tends to advance the environmental 
standards of the host nation by reducing environmental 
damage through the implementation of green produc-
tion and the utilization of green energy with the help 
of green technology. The "Pollution Halo" theory states 
that foreign direct investment (FDI) has the potential to 
enhance energy and industrial systems by distributing 
green technology across the host country and optimizing 

the allocation of resources, leading to a decrease in car-
bon dioxide emissions and an improvement in environ-
mental quality. On the other hand, pollution port theory 
posits that the receiving nation’s emissions actually rise 
as a result of FDI. The results of the study confirm the 
pollution halo theory and contradict the population port 
theory. Hence, the hypothesis of the study that FDI has 
a significant relationship with green economic growth is 
validated for G7 countries. The findings of the study in 
Table 8 reveal that globalization has a negative impact in 
the short and long run on green economic growth. How-
ever, the coefficients are statistically insignificant. The 
study done by Ali et  al. [7] found that green economic 
growth is negatively correlated with globalization. How-
ever, globalization severely affects the environmental 
sustainability, which is an important component of green 
economic growth. Yang [62] also concluded in their study 
that although globalization contributes to the financial 
growth globally, it also proves to be detrimental to the 
ecology and environment. Hence, the hypothesis pos-
tulating that globalization has significant and negative 
relationship with green economic growth is partially vali-
dated. Although the coefficient suggests a negative rela-
tionship between globalization and economic growth, at 
the same time the result is insignificant.

In order to verify the strength of the model and the 
econometric approaches used in the study, we used a 
dynamic common correlated effect mean growth (DCCE) 
estimator to conduct a robustness check. The DCCE is 
an extension of the CCEMG developed by Pesaran and 
Chudik [19]. This model allows for slope heterogeneity 
and controls for endogenous regressors. It is also robust 
against cross-sectional dependence induced by unob-
served common factors and shocks that appear at the 
same time as the result of economic integration between 
the countries. Table 8 provides the results of DCCE, and 
the findings are consistent with those of CS-ARDL. The 
results confirm the positive and significant relationship 
between GE, GT, FDI, and the GG.

Table 8 Dynamic common correlated effect—mean group 
(DCCE for robustness check)

Variable Coefficient P value

GE 0.753* 0.002

GT 0.246*** 0.061

FDI 0.065*** 0.091

GLO −0.287 0.847
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Conclusion
The aim of this paper is to assess the impact of green 
energy and technology on green economic growth for 
G7 countries while incorporating FDI and globalization 
as explanatory variables. A greener economy means less 
burden on the environment, which leads to a healthy 
and improved quality of life. The research used various 
econometric techniques in order to investigate the rela-
tionship between the variables. The study involved CIPS 
and CADF for the unit root test, the CD test for cross-
sectional dependency, the Westerlund test for cointegra-
tion, CS-ARDL for estimation of the coefficients, and 
DCCE for the robustness check.

The study concluded with three main findings; first, the 
usage of green energy leads to increased green economic 
growth. Our study reveals a positive impact of green 
energy on green economic growth, thus validating the 
hypothesis that green energy has significant and positive 
impact on green economic growth. As the literature sug-
gests, economic growth can be detrimental to the envi-
ronment due to overreliance on carbon-emitting energy 
sources. And on the contrary, green energy lessens the 
burden on the environment which proves to progress 
green economic growth. Secondly, the findings revealed 
that green technology can also contribute to green eco-
nomic growth, thus validating the hypothesis that green 
technology has significant and positive impact on green 
economic growth. Green technology is a constructive 
force for green energy. Innovation in new technologies 
directly influences the state of energy. The more tech-
nological advancements in energy can lead to greener 
sources of energy. The increased consumption of green 
energy due to green technology heavily contributes to 
green economic growth. Third, the increased FDI posi-
tively impacts green economic growth. The study vali-
dates the pollution halo hypothesis, which states that FDI 
promotes green growth. FDI has the ability to improve 
environmental quality by reducing carbon dioxide emis-
sions through optimum resource allocation and the use 
of efficient energy by introducing green technology.

This study’s findings provide valuable information for 
policymakers in G7 nations to build frameworks that 
promote green energy and green technology. The G7 
nations are at the forefront of understanding the sig-
nificance of constructing sustainable economies due 
to their strong hold on the global economy. Improved 
energy independence, long-term economic growth, 
and job creation can result from new policies that the 
government enacts to promote green technology and 
remove barriers to the consumption of green energy. 
The governments of G7 countries should implement 
green energy systems tailored to local climates, given 
the growing concerns about climate change and the 

need to improve energy security. Additionally, govern-
ments should consider implementing incentive pro-
grams, tax benefits, investment subsidies, incentive 
programs for technological innovations, and the trad-
ing of green energy certificates as ways to encourage 
the expansion of green energy consumption in order 
to develop greener economy. By replacing nonrenew-
able energy with renewable energy, we can lessen the 
financial strain of importing energy, stabilize energy 
prices on global markets, and slow the rate of environ-
mental damage caused by carbon emissions. To fur-
ther enhance environmental quality, lawmakers should 
invest more in green technology to promote green 
energy and increase green growth. G7 countries, due 
to their reputation, can acquire a decent amount of 
foreign investment and then distribute it to create an 
ecosystem that is environmentally friendly while at the 
same time enhancing economic growth. The investment 
can be utilized in developing infrastructure, technology 
to displace nonrenewable energy, and replace it with 
greener energy. Although the cost of replacing nonre-
newable and excessive carbon-emitting energy sources 
is very high and in order to lessen the burden on the 
local economy, FDI is the most crucial component that 
can propel this change.

Because this study mostly includes industrialized and 
developed nations, future studies should look at low-
income countries to see how green energy use relates 
to green economic growth. Furthermore, the present 
study explored four variables and their contribution 
to green economic growth. However, future research-
ers can add in more factors and see their impact on 
green economic growth. This study contributes to the 
literature of FDI and its relationship with green growth. 
Future researchers can incorporate green FDI as an 
indicator of investment and study its relationship with 
green economic growth. Another recommendation for 
future research related to this topic is to include cross-
nations, which would provide extensive findings due to 
their varied characteristics.

Abbreviations
WDI  World Development Indicators
OECD  Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development
CS-ARDL  Cross-sectional autoregressive distributed lag
CCEMG  Common correlated effect mean group
AMG  Augmented mean group
FDI  Foreign direct investment
GDP  Gross domestic product
CIPS  Cross-sectional Im Pesaran Shim
CADF  Cross-sectional augmented Dickey–Fuller
GE  Green energy
GIT  Green technology
GG  Green economic growth
GLO  Globalization



Page 12 of 13Wani et al. Future Business Journal           (2024) 10:43 

Acknowledgements
We are grateful to Editor Marianne W. Lewis and the anonymous reviewers for 
valuable time and considerations.

Author contributions
MJGW contributed to the study conception, research methodology, and data 
analysis. NL and MJGW wrote the first draft of the manuscript. HE performed 
data collection and preparation. All authors read and approved the final 
manuscript.

Funding
No sources of funding were used to conduct this study or prepare this 
manuscript.

Availability of data and materials
The datasets used and/or analyzed during the current study are available from 
the corresponding author on reasonable request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Not applicable.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors whose names are listed in this paper certify that they have NO 
affiliations with or involvement in any organization or entity with any financial 
interest (such as honoraria; educational grants; participation in speakers’ 
bureaus; membership, employment, consultancies, stock ownership, or other 
equity interest; and expert testimony or patent-licensing arrangements), or 
non-financial interest (such as personal or professional relationships, affilia-
tions, knowledge, or beliefs) in the subject matter or materials discussed in 
this manuscript.

Received: 16 February 2024   Accepted: 4 April 2024

References
 1. Acemoglu D, Akcigit U, Hanley D, Kerr W (2016) Transition to clean tech-

nology. J Polit Econ 124(1):52–104
 2. Aghion P, Dechezleprêtre A, Hemous D, Martin R, Van Reenen J (2016) 

Carbon taxes, path dependency, and directed technical change: evi-
dence from the auto industry. J Polit Econ 124(1):1–51

 3. Ahmad M, Wu Y (2022) Combined role of green productivity growth, 
economic globalization, and eco-innovation in achieving ecological 
sustainability for OECD economies. J Environ Manage 302:113980

 4. Ahmed F, Kousar S, Pervaiz A, Trinidad-Segovia JE, del Pilar Casado-Bel-
monte M, Ahmed W (2022) Role of green innovation, trade and energy to 
promote green economic growth: a case of South Asian Nations. Environ 
Sci Pollut Res 29(5):6871–6885

 5. Alfaro L, Chauvin J (2020) Foreign direct investment, finance, and eco-
nomic development. Fac Res 1:231–258

 6. Ali EB, Anufriev VP, Amfo B (2021) Green economy implementation in 
Ghana as a road map for a sustainable development drive: a review. Sci 
Afr 12:e00756

 7. Ali W, Gohar R, Chang BH, Wong WK (2022) Revisiting the impacts of 
globalization, renewable energy consumption, and economic growth on 
environmental quality in South Asia. Adv Decis Sci 26(3):1–23

 8. Alper A, Oguz O (2016) The role of renewable energy consumption in 
economic growth: evidence from asymmetric causality. Renew Sustain 
Energy Rev 60:953–959

 9. Amendolagine V, Lema R, Rabellotti R (2021) Green foreign direct invest-
ments and the deepening of capabilities for sustainable innovation in 
multinationals: insights from renewable energy. J Clean Prod 310:127381

 10. Auty RM, Brown K (2021) An overview of approaches to sustainable 
development. Approach Sustain Dev 1:3–17

 11. Azam M, Uddin I, Khan S, Tariq M (2022) Are globalization, urbaniza-
tion, and energy consumption cause carbon emissions in SAARC 
region? New evidence from CS-ARDL approach. Environ Sci Pollut Res 
29(58):87746–87763

 12. Bardy R, Rubens A (2022) Weighing externalities of economic recovery 
projects: an alternative to green taxonomies that is fairer and more realis-
tic. Bus Ethics Leadership 6(3):23–34

 13. Baten J, Fraunholz U (2004) Did partial globalization increase inequality? 
The case of the Latin American periphery, 1950–2000. CESifo Econ Stud 
50(1):45–84

 14. Bhattacharya M, Paramati SR, Ozturk I, Bhattacharya S (2016) The effect of 
renewable energy consumption on economic growth: Evidence from top 
38 countries. Appl Energy 162:733–741

 15. Brunnermeier SB, Cohen MA (2003) Determinants of environmental 
innovation in US manufacturing industries. J Environ Econ Manag 
45(2):278–293

 16. Carrión-Flores CE, Innes R, Sam AG (2013) Do voluntary pollution reduc-
tion programs (VPRs) spur or deter environmental innovation? Evidence 
from 33/50. J Environ Econ Manag 66(3):444–459

 17. Chen L, Chen Z, Zhang Y, Liu Y, Osman AI, Farghali M, Yap PS (2023) Arti-
ficial intelligence-based solutions for climate change: a review. Environ 
Chem Lett 21(5):2525–2557

 18. Chica-Olmo J, Sari-Hassoun S, Moya-Fernández P (2020) Spatial relation-
ship between economic growth and renewable energy consumption in 
26 European countries. Energy Econ 92:104962

 19. Chudik A, Pesaran MH (2015) Common correlated effects estimation of 
heterogeneous dynamic panel data models with weakly exogenous 
regressors. J Econom 188(2):393–420

 20. Cole MA (2004) US environmental load displacement: examining con-
sumption, regulations and the role of NAFTA. Ecol Econ 48(4):439–450

 21. Dong K, Zhao J, Taghizadeh-Hesary F (2023) Toward China’s green growth 
through boosting energy transition: the role of energy efficiency. Energ 
Effi 16(5):43

 22. Dzwigol H, Kwilinski A, Lyulyov O, Pimonenko T (2023) The role of 
environmental regulations, renewable energy, and energy efficiency in 
finding the path to green economic growth. Energies 16(7):3090

 23. Fan W, Aghabalayev F, Ahmad M (2023) The role of global collaboration in 
environmental technology development, natural resources, and marine 
energy generation technologies toward carbon neutrality in knowledge-
based economies. Environ Sci Pollut Res 30(30):75863–75878

 24. Fang Z (2023) Assessing the impact of renewable energy investment, 
green technology innovation, and industrialization on sustainable devel-
opment: a case study of China. Renew Energy 205:772–782

 25. Ghorbal S, Soltani L, Ben Youssef S (2024) Patents, fossil fuels, foreign 
direct investment, and carbon dioxide emissions in South Korea. Environ 
Dev Sustain 26(1):109–125

 26. Gygli S, Haelg F, Potrafke N, Sturm JE (2019) The KOF globalisation index–
revisited. Rev Int Organ 14:543–574

 27. Hajian M, Kashani SJ (2021) Evolution of the concept of sustainability. 
From Brundtland Report to sustainable development goals. In: Sustain-
able resource management. Elsevier, pp 1–24

 28. Hille E, Shahbaz M, Moosa I (2019) The impact of FDI on regional air pol-
lution in the Republic of Korea: a way ahead to achieve the green growth 
strategy? Energy Econ 81:308–326

 29. Hsiao C, Pesaran MH (2008) Random coefficient models. In: The econo-
metrics of panel data: fundamentals and recent developments in theory 
and practice. Springer, Berlin, pp 185–213

 30. Huang J (2024) Resources, innovation, globalization, and green growth: 
the BRICS financial development strategy. Geosci Front 15(2):101741

 31. Im KS, Pesaran MH, Shin Y (2003) Testing for unit roots in heterogeneous 
panels. J Econom 115(1):53–74

 32. Khan J, Naheed R, Shaheen WA, Nauman M (2023) Fostering green 
economic growth: exploring the synergy of green innovation, energy 
efficiency, and foreign direct investment in OECD nations

 33. Khan MA, Tahir A, Khurshid N, Husnain MIU, Ahmed M, Boughanmi H 
(2020) Economic effects of climate change-induced loss of agricultural 
production by 2050: a case study of Pakistan. Sustainability 12(3):1216



Page 13 of 13Wani et al. Future Business Journal           (2024) 10:43  

 34. Khan SAR, Yu Z, Umar M (2022) A road map for environmental sustain-
ability and green economic development: an empirical study. Environ Sci 
Pollut Res 1:1–9

 35. Kirikkaleli D, Adebayo TS, Khan Z, Ali S (2021) Does globalization mat-
ter for ecological footprint in Turkey? Evidence from dual adjustment 
approach. Environ Sci Pollut Res 28(11):14009–14017

 36. Levin A, Lin CF, Chu CSJ (2002) Unit root tests in panel data: asymptotic 
and finite-sample properties. J Econom 108(1):1–24

 37. Liu Y, Adejumo AV, Adejumo OO, Aderemi TA (2022) Globalization and 
economic growth: a sustainability analysis for South Asian Countries. 
Glob Pol 13(4):507–522

 38. Mohsin M, Taghizadeh-Hesary F, Iqbal N, Saydaliev HB (2022) The role 
of technological progress and renewable energy deployment in green 
economic growth. Renew Energy 190:777–787

 39. Murad MW, Alam MM, Noman AHM, Ozturk I (2019) Dynamics of tech-
nological innovation, energy consumption, energy price and economic 
growth in Denmark. Environ Prog Sustain Energy 38(1):22–29

 40. Murshed M, Ahmed Z, Alam MS, Mahmood H, Rehman A, Dagar V 
(2021) Reinvigorating the role of clean energy transition for achieving a 
low-carbon economy: evidence from Bangladesh. Environ Sci Pollut Res 
28:67689–67710

 41. Omri A (2020) Technological innovation and sustainable development: 
does the stage of development matter? Environ Impact Assess Rev 
83:106398

 42. Opoku EEO, Boachie MK (2020) The environmental impact of industriali-
zation and foreign direct investment. Energy Policy 137:111178

 43. Paramati SR, Mo D, Huang R (2021) The role of financial deepening and 
green technology on carbon emissions: evidence from major OECD 
economies. Financ Res Lett 41:101794

 44. Pesaran MH (2004) General diagnostic tests for cross section dependence 
in panels. Economics 1240(1):1

 45. Pesaran MH (2007) A simple panel unit root test in the presence of cross-
section dependence. J Appl Economet 22(2):265–312

 46. Pesaran MH (2015) Testing weak cross-sectional dependence in large 
panels. Econom Rev 34(6–10):1089–1117

 47. Pesaran MH, Yamagata T (2008) Testing slope homogeneity in large 
panels. J Econom 142(1):50–93

 48. Raihan A (2023) An econometric evaluation of the effects of economic 
growth, energy use, and agricultural value added on carbon dioxide 
emissions in Vietnam. Asia-Pac J Region Sci 7(3):665–696

 49. Raihan A, Begum RA, Said MNM, Pereira JJ (2022) Relationship between 
economic growth, renewable energy use, technological innovation, and 
carbon emission toward achieving Malaysia’s Paris agreement. Environ 
Syst Decis 42(4):586–607

 50. Saidi K, Omri A (2020) The impact of renewable energy on carbon emis-
sions and economic growth in 15 major renewable energy-consuming 
countries. Environ Res 186:109567

 51. Shahbaz M, Raghutla C, Chittedi KR, Jiao Z, Vo XV (2020) The effect of 
renewable energy consumption on economic growth: evidence from the 
renewable energy country attractive index. Energy 207:118162

 52. Sharif A, Kocak S, Khan HHA, Uzuner G, Tiwari S (2023) Demystifying the 
links between green technology innovation, economic growth, and envi-
ronmental tax in ASEAN-6 countries: The dynamic role of green energy 
and green investment. Gondwana Res 115:98–106

 53. She W, Mabrouk F (2023) Impact of natural resources and globalization 
on green economic recovery: role of FDI and green innovations in BRICS 
economies. Resour Policy 82:103479

 54. Sohag K, Begum RA, Abdullah SMS, Jaafar M (2015) Dynamics of energy 
use, technological innovation, economic growth and trade openness in 
Malaysia. Energy 90:1497–1507

 55. Sohag K, Taşkın FD, Malik MN (2019) Green economic growth, cleaner 
energy and militarization: evidence from Turkey. Resour Policy 63:101407

 56. Ulucak R (2020) How do environmental technologies affect green 
growth? Evidence from BRICS economies. Sci Total Environ 712:136504

 57. Wang C, Zhang YJ (2022) The effect of environmental regulation and skill 
premium on the inflow of FDI: evidence from Chinese industrial sectors. 
Int Rev Econ Financ 81:227–242

 58. Wen J, Mughal N, Zhao J, Shabbir MS, Niedbała G, Jain V, Anwar A (2021) 
Does globalization matter for environmental degradation? Nexus among 
energy consumption, economic growth, and carbon dioxide emission. 
Energy Policy 153:112230

 59. Westerlund J (2007) Testing for error correction in panel data. Oxford Bull 
Econ Stat 69(6):709–748

 60. Xiao D, Gao L, Xu L, Wang Z, Wei W (2023) Revisiting the green growth 
effect of foreign direct investment from the perspective of environ-
mental regulation: evidence from China. Int J Environ Res Public Health 
20(3):2655

 61. Yang G, Zha D, Wang X, Chen Q (2020) Exploring the nonlinear associa-
tion between environmental regulation and carbon intensity in China: 
The mediating effect of green technology. Ecol Ind 114:106309

 62. Yang S (2022) How globalization is reshaping the environmental quality 
in G7 economies in the presence of renewable energy initiatives? Renew 
Energy 193:128–135

 63. Zafar M, Kousar S, Sabir SA (2019) Impact of globalization on green 
growth: a case of OECD Countries. J Indian Stud 5(2):231–244

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.


	Impact of green technology and energy on green economic growth: role of FDI and globalization in G7 economies
	Abstract 
	Introduction
	Literature review and hypothesis development
	Green energy and green economic growth
	Green technology and green economic growth
	Green economic growth, foreign direct investment and globalization
	Theoretical framework of the study

	Research methodology
	Data collection and research variables
	Model Specification and Research Design
	Econometric techniques
	Cross-sectional dependency
	Panel unit root test

	Panel cointegration
	Cross-sectional autoregressive distributed lag (CS-ARDL)
	Methodological framework

	Findings and discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References


