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Analysis on the Object of Coastal Blue Carbon Right
and Its Legal Attributes

LI Hatrtang

Abstract: As an important mechanism for increasing sink, coastal blue carbon provides an important
source for the realization of coastal blue carbon trading. Although domestic and foreign laws and regula-
tions have provisions for coastal blue carbon, the relevant private law and regulations are seriously inad-
equate. Coastal blue carbon certification emission reduction has become the object of the coastal blue car-
bon right because of its value, controllability and independence. The coast blue carbon right is different
from property rights and intellectual rights due to the particularity of its object and certain public law
features. At the same time, in order to meet the needs of practice and be compatible with the existing
theoretical system of rights, it is also inappropriate to characterize it as “usage right”, “new property
right” or “administrative concession right” . Therefore, the “quasiproperty attributes” of the coastal

blue carbon should be specified.
Key words: coastal blue carbon right; object of right; legal attribute; quasi-property right



