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SUMMARY

Payments is the most Al-legible vertical we've analyzed — but the rails are invisible.

The companies built for developers (Stripe, Adyen, Fireblocks, Margeta) have exceptional
clarity. The companies built for institutions (Visa, Mastercard, Global Payments) are either
blocked or structurally unresolved.

This report applies the Entity Clarity & Capability (ECC) framework to 48 global payments
and financial infrastructure companies. What emerges is a sector where documentation
culture predicts Al legibility better than market cap, and where the networks that power
trillions in transactions are less comprehensible than the platforms built on top of them.

The plumbing works. But Al can't see it.

METHODOLOGY

This analysis applies the Entity Clarity & Capability (ECC) framework to 48 global Pay-
ments & Financial Infrastructure companies, including networks, processors, fintech plat-
forms, money movement services, and crypto rails.

ECC evaluates how legible, trustworthy, and structurally interpretable an entity is to mod-
ern Al systems across three weighted tiers:

- Entity Comprehension & Trust: Narrative coherence, authority signals, interpretability,
and trust scaffolding

- Structural Data Fidelity: Schema quality, canonical clarity, internal lattice consistency,
entity anchoring

- Page-Level Hygiene: Technical consistency, crawl efficiency, inference stability, and
site-level cleanliness

Each company is classified by AI Posture:

- Open - Accessible and legible to Al systems

- Defensive - Partially open with controlled narrative exposure
- Blocked - Intentionally opaque or inaccessible

Scores reflect strategic positioning, not moral judgment or service quality.

FINDINGS

Distributions

Posture Count % Market Cap Capability Count %

Open 34 71% ~$1.3T High 18 38%
Defensive 10 21% ~$670B Medium 22 46%
Blocked 4 8% ~$622B Low 8 17%




- Highest Open rate of any vertical (71%): Payments companies are structurally more
willing to engage Al systems.

- Highest High Capability rate (38%): The industry understands documentation, schemas,
and developer-facing clarity.

Core Findings

1. The networks are invisible or unresolved.

Mastercard ($520B) is blocked. Visa ($680B) is open but scores ECC 43 — Low capability.
The two companies that process the majority of global card transactions have opposite Al
postures, and neither is legible. Meanwhile, Discover (ECC 83) is the only major network
with High capability — proving it's possible, but not prioritized.

2. Developer culture predicts Al legibility.

Private, VC-backed fintechs average ECC 78.5. Public companies average ECC 62.3. The dif-
ference: developer-first documentation culture. Stripe, Checkout.com, Fireblocks, Rapyd,
Ramp, Plaid — these companies built API documentation as a core product. That discipline
produces Al-legible entities.

3. Money movement outperforms payment networks.

Segment Avg ECC High Cap %

Money Movement 74.4 57% Type Avg ECC  Count
Infrastructure 76.5 50% Private 78.5 8
Fintech Platforms 59.4 25% Public 62.3 40
Processors 56.4 25% Diff +26%

Networks 47.0 17%

Wise, Remitly, Payoneer, Western Union — the companies moving money across borders
— are far more legible than the networks enabling them.

4. Crypto shows extreme divergence.

Coinbase ($72B) is blocked. Circle (ECC 83) and Fireblocks (ECC 91) are among the clear-
est entities in the vertical. The regulatory-clarity imperative for stablecoins produces Al-
legibility as a byproduct.



LANDSCAPE

Payments infrastructure operates at two distinct layers: the rails that move money, and
the interfaces that merchants and consumers interact with.

Al systems increasingly mediate decisions across both layers:

Merchants asking "what payment processor should I use?”

Developers evaluating API documentation and integration complexity

Investors comparing fintech platforms and infrastructure providers

Businesses selecting cross-border payment solutions

Compliance teams assessing vendor risk and regulatory posture
This creates a fundamental tension: The rails are invisible. The interfaces are clear.

Mastercard ($520B) is blocked. Visa ($680B) scores ECC 43. Global Payments ($30B) is
invisible. These are the networks and processors that power trillions in annual transaction
volume — yet Al systems cannot coherently reason about them.

Meanwhile, Stripe (ECC 82), Adyen (ECC 81), Fireblocks (ECC 91), and Checkout.com (ECC
81) — the developer-first platforms — have exceptional clarity.

The paradox: Visa processes $15T+ annually. Stripe processes ~$1T. Yet Stripe is nearly
twice as legible to Al systems. The network that powers Stripe is less comprehensible than
the platform built on top of it.

Payments is not optimizing for obscurity. It is revealing that documentation culture — not
market dominance — determines Al legibility.

ARCHETYPES

1. Authority Compounders
"We want Al to recommend us.”

These companies actively design for Al legibility through developer documentation, clear
API schemas, and focused business models. They view Al not as a channel, but as a trust
intermediary.

Strategic intent: Become default recommendations in Al-mediated vendor selection
Strengths: Exceptional documentation, high citation probability, stable Al summaries
Weaknesses: Higher scrutiny, early lock-in of positioning

Examples (ECC >80):

Fireblocks (91), Evertec (89), Paysafe (88), Payoneer (86), Remitly (85), Rapyd (85), WEX (84),
Discover (83), SS&C Technologies (83), Circle (83), Stripe (82), Western Union (82), Adyen
(81), Checkout.com (81), Margeta (81), PagSeguro (81), Ramp (80)

2. Infrastructure Legibility Builders

"We power transactions. We want that understood.”



These firms sit in the payments stack between networks and interfaces. They invest in
clarity to reduce misinterpretation and support enterprise sales cycles.

Strategic intent: Ensure Al systems correctly attribute capability and reliability
Strengths: Adequate Al comprehension, strong technical coherence
Weaknesses: Not yet compounding authority, vulnerable to clearer competitors

Examples (ECC 65-79):
Wise (78), Fiserv (76), Brex (73), Corpay (73), Flywire (73), Shift4 (72), Plaid (70), Nexi (69),
Bill Holdings (69), American Express (68), Affirm (67), dLocal (67)

3. Defensive Narrative Managers
"We'll engage AI — but on our terms.”

These companies allow partial Al access while managing regulatory, competitive, or rep-
utational exposure. Many are legacy players adapting to Al-mediated discovery.

Strategic intent: Preserve flexibility while remaining visible to Al systems
Strengths: Controlled exposure, narrative maneuverability
Weaknesses: ECC ceiling, risk of being framed as evasive

Examples (Defensive posture):
Discover (83), WEX (84), Western Union (82), Adyen (81), Wise (78), MoneyGram (69), PayPal
(64), Nuvei (64), Klarna (60), StoneCo (53)

4. Open but Unresolved
“We are accessible — but not comprehensible.”

These companies allow Al access but fail to structure themselves for comprehension.
Their surfaces are open, but their narratives fragment under Al summarization.

Strategic intent: None explicit; fragmentation is often structural
Strengths: Basic visibility
Weaknesses: High misinterpretation risk, low citation probability

Examples (Open posture, ECC <55):
Block/Square (52), International Money Express (56), UnionPay (49), Visa (43), JCB (39)

The network paradox: Visa, UnionPay, JCB — three of the four major card networks — are
open but unresolved. They power global commerce but cannot be coherently explained
by Al systems.

5. Closed or Sovereign Holders
"We do not want to be interpreted.”

These firms intentionally restrict Al access. In payments, this often reflects regulatory
caution, competitive sensitivity, or legacy infrastructure constraints.

Strategic intent: Maintain control over information exposure
Strengths: Narrative sovereignty, reduced external scrutiny
Weaknesses: Al invisibility, excluded from Al-mediated vendor selection



Examples (ECC = 0):
Mastercard, Global Payments, Worldline, Toast, Coinbase

STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS

Al is becoming a default intermediary for payments decisions — and documentation cul-
ture now determines competitive position.

ECC will increasingly shape:

Merchant vendor selection: Al recommendations favor legible platforms

Developer adoption: Clear documentation compounds into Al citations

Partnership evaluation: AI-mediated due diligence advantages clear entities

Investor perception: Al summaries shape capital allocation narratives

Competitive framing: Who Al compares you to matters

The asymmetry is stark: Al can recommend Stripe (ECC 82) with confidence. Al can explain
Adyen (ECC 81) to enterprise buyers. Al cannot coherently describe Mastercard (ECC 0). AI
struggles to summarize Visa (ECC 43).

In payments, the key trade-off is not visibility vs. control. It is: Documentation discipline
vs. infrastructure invisibility.

The companies that built for developers will compound authority. The companies that
built infrastructure without explanation will cede narrative control to those built on top of
them.

FULL REPORT

Payments reveals a structural truth about Al legibility: documentation culture predicts
comprehensibility better than market dominance.

This is the first vertical where private companies systematically outperform public ones.
Stripe, Checkout.com, Fireblocks, Rapyd, Ramp, Plaid, Brex, Circle — VC-backed fintechs
average ECC 78.5 versus 62.3 for public companies.

The reason is cultural. Developer-first companies treat documentation as a product. API
references, integration guides, schema definitions — these artifacts aren’t afterthoughts.
They're core to the business model. And they produce Al-legible entities as a byproduct.

The network paradox is the sharpest finding: Visa and Mastercard process more transac-
tion volume than any other entities in payments. They are the rails. Yet:

- Mastercard is blocked (ECC 0)
- Visa is open but unresolved (ECC 43)

Neither can be coherently explained by Al systems. Meanwhile, Stripe (ECC 82) — built
entirely on Visa and Mastercard rails — is one of the clearest entities in the vertical. The
platform captures the authority that the infrastructure enables.



This pattern has precedent in technology: AWS documentation is clearer than the semi-
conductor datasheets powering its servers. But in payments, the stakes are higher be-
cause vendor selection increasingly flows through AI-mediated research.

What this means for the market: When a merchant asks an Al system "what payment
processor should I use?”, the answer will favor Stripe, Adyen, and Checkout.com — not
because they're objectively superior, but because Al can explain them. Processors with
better rates, features, or support may lose deals they never knew existed because they
couldn't be coherently recommended.

When an investor asks an Al system to compare payment networks, the analysis will be
structurally incomplete. Mastercard is invisible. Visa is unclear. The foundation of global
commerce cannot be coherently analyzed by Al systems.

The long-term implication: Payments infrastructure that remains invisible to AI will not
stop working. The rails will continue to process trillions. But the narrative — who gets
credit, who gets recommended, who gets understood — will flow to the interfaces built
on top.

ECC measures which companies understand this reality: AI won't just process transac-
tions. It will recommend who processes them. And in payments, recommendation is
distribution.



PAYMENTS & INFRASTRUCTURE INDEX

Company Market Posture ECC Cap. Archetype

Cap
Visa ~$680B Open 43 Low Open but Unresolved
Mastercard ~$520B Blocked 0 Low Closed or Sovereign Holder
American Express ~$210B Open 68 Medium Infra Legibility Builder
Fiserv ~$130B Open 76 Medium Infra Legibility Builder
Stripe ~$107B Open 82 High Authority Compounder
PayPal ~$85B Defensive 64 Medium Defensive Narrative Mgr
Coinbase ~$72B Blocked 0 Low Closed or Sovereign Holder
Block (Square) ~$55B Open 52 Low Open but Unresolved
Adyen ~$50B Defensive 81 High Authority Compounder
Discover Financial ~$45B Defensive 83 High Authority Compounder
Corpay ~$30B Open 73 Medium Infra Legibility Builder
Global Payments ~$30B Blocked 0 Low Closed or Sovereign Holder
Affirm ~$28B Open 67 Medium Infra Legibility Builder
Toast ~$22B Blocked 0 Low Closed or Sovereign Holder
SS&C Technologies ~$20B Open 83 High Authority Compounder
Klarna ~$17B Defensive 60 Medium Defensive Narrative Mgr
Ramp ~$13B Open 80 High Authority Compounder
Wise ~$12B Defensive 78 Medium Infra Legibility Builder
Checkout.com ~$12B Open 81 High Authority Compounder
Brex ~$12B Open 73 Medium Infra Legibility Builder
Shift4 Payments ~$10B Open 72 Medium Infra Legibility Builder
Rapyd ~$9B Open 85 High Authority Compounder
Circle ~$9B Open 83 High Authority Compounder
WEX ~$8B Defensive 84 High Authority Compounder
Nexi ~$8B Open 69 Medium Infra Legibility Builder
Bill Holdings ~$7B Open 69 Medium Infra Legibility Builder
Nuvei ~$7B Defensive 64 Medium Defensive Narrative Mgr
Plaid ~$6B Open 70 Medium Infra Legibility Builder
Remitly ~$5B Open 85 High Authority Compounder
PagSeguro (PagBank) ~$5B Open 81 High Authority Compounder
Marqgeta ~$5B Open 81 High Authority Compounder
Paymentus ~$5B Open 68 Medium Infra Legibility Builder
Euronet Worldwide ~$5B Open 66 Medium Infra Legibility Builder
Worldline ~$5B Blocked 0 Low Closed or Sovereign Holder
Payoneer ~$4B Open 86 High Authority Compounder
Western Union ~$4B Defensive 82 High Authority Compounder
dLocal ~$4B Open 67 Medium Infra Legibility Builder
StoneCo ~$4B Defensive 53 Low Defensive Narrative Mgr
Flywire ~$3B Open 73 Medium Infra Legibility Builder
Evertec ~$3B Open 89 High Authority Compounder
Fireblocks ~$2B Open 91 High Authority Compounder
Repay Holdings ~$2B Open 66 Medium Infra Legibility Builder
MoneyGram ~$2B Defensive 69 Medium Defensive Narrative Mgr
Paysafe ~$1B Defensive 88 High Authority Compounder
Green Dot ~$1B Open 69 Medium Infra Legibility Builder
Int'l Money Express ~$1B Open 56 Low Open but Unresolved
UnionPay State- Open 49 Low Open but Unresolved

owned
JCB International Private Open 39 Low Open but Unresolved
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DISCLAIMER

INFORMATIONAL USE ONLY

This report is provided for informational and strategic discussion purposes only. It does
not constitute legal, financial, investment, or professional advice.

NO ENDORSEMENT OR JUDGMENT

Inclusion in this report, or any associated score or classification, does not imply endorse-
ment, criticism, or evaluation of editorial quality, journalistic integrity, or business perfor-
mance. All scores represent observed machine-facing characteristics at a specific point in
time.

DYNAMIC ENVIRONMENT

Al systems, search behavior, crawling practices, and platform policies evolve continuously.
As a result, Entity Clarity scores and archetype classifications may change over time. No
representation is made that current positioning will persist or that future Al visibility can
be guaranteed.

LIMITATION OF LIABILITY

exmxc.ai assumes no responsibility or liability for decisions made based on this report
or its findings. This analysis reflects observed patterns in the Al-mediated information
ecosystem and should be interpreted as directional, not deterministic.



