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Leadership-followship Logic in Global Climate Governance:

EU’ s Practice and China’ s Strategic Choice
XIAO Lan-lan

Abstract: International leadership is essentially a relational concept and an interactive process between
leaders and followers. At present, global climate governance is in a critical period In view of China’ s
special position in global climate governance, China has been pushed to a key or even leading position in
global climate governance. China not only needs to strengthen its leadership from its own perspective,
but also attaches great importance to the needs and characteristics of its followers International leader-
ship in global climate governance can be divided into four types: structural, exemplary, cognitive and
entrepreneurial. Based on the logic of consequences and that of appropriateness, there are four following
paths corresponding to the four types of leadership, namely, coercion, incentive, learning and persua-
sion, The leadership practice of the European Union shows that different leadership types and their cor-
responding following paths have different characteristics, follow-up effects and influencing factors In
view of this, China must proceed from the leadership-followship logic of global climate governance, ob-
jectively and rationally define its leading role and responsibility, cautiously use structural leadership, fo-
cus on the use of exemplary leadership and cognitive leadership, and skillfully use entrepreneurial leader-
ship to support the implementation of other leadership types.

Key words: global climate governance; international leadership; followship; EU; China
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