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Danish–Chinese Relations: ‘Business as Usual’ 
or Strategic Disruption?  
Part I (of II) 

Andreas Bøje Forsby: Researcher, Nordic Institute of Asian Studies (NIAS), and postdoc scholar, 
Department of Political Science, University of Copenhagen 

For many years, Danish-Chinese relations were generally progressing smoothly, growing deeper 
and more diversified across a wide range of areas in line with the underlying objectives of the 
Comprehensive Strategic Partnership agreement from 2008. In the meantime, China rose to  
become Denmark’s second-largest non-European trade partner, while bilateral cooperation 
were extended to cover areas like research, education, renewable energy, judicial affairs,     
tourism as well as a wide range of trade-promoting initiatives. Recently, however, Denmark’s 
relationship with Beijing has become problematized on several accounts, calling the overall   
stability of bilateral relations into question. The main drivers of this new development trend are 
the burgeoning US-China great power rivalry (i.e. its spill-over effects) and the re-politicization   
of fundamental political differences amid growing Chinese assertiveness in Denmark and     
elsewhere. Danish-Chinese relations thus seem to be entering a new era where it will become 
increasingly difficult to pursue a ‘business-as-usual’ approach. 
 
Key takeaways: 

• In the decade following the 2008 agreement about the Comprehensive Strategic        
Partnership between Denmark and China, bilateral relations deepened significantly and 
also became far more diversified across a wide range of areas of cooperation. 

• Recently, however, the partnership has faced mounting pressure as two key                  
development trends have jointly disrupted not only the further development of bilateral 
ties, but also the basic stability of the relationship. 

• The first disruptive development trend stems from security-related spill-over effects       
of the burgeoning US-China great power rivalry, causing the Danish government to        
increasingly side with Washington against the interests of Beijing. 

• The second disruptive development trend is a re-politicization of Danish-Chinese            
relations in the face of China's growing international assertiveness and domestic           
repression under Xi Jinping.   
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Danish–Chinese Relations: ‘Business 
as Usual’ or Strategic Disruption?  
 

Part I (of II) 
 
By Andreas Bøje Forsby, NIAS, and University 
of Copenhagen. 
 
Introduction  
The year 2020 marks the 70th anniversary of 
diplomatic relations between the People’s 
Republic of China (PRC) and Denmark, which 
was among the very first Western countries 
to recognize and establish diplomatic        
relations with the PRC. With the corona virus 
pandemic taking its toll on both countries, 
preparations for official anniversary celebra-
tions were understandably brought to a halt 
in early 2020. Even in the absence of the   
disruptive pandemic, however, one might ask 
if the current state of bilateral affairs leaves 
much to celebrate. Indeed, in January 2020 
the Chinese embassy in Copenhagen decided 
to launch a public relations offensive on its 
homepage and in the media, targeting the 
erection outside the Danish Parliament of a 
temporary “pillar of shame” linked to the 
Hong Kong protests and a cartoon in Jyllands-
posten with corona virus-like symbols in 
place of the five stars in the Chinese flag.  
 
The Chinese protests came against the   
backdrop of two broader development 
trends that have strained relations between 
Denmark and China: First, the emergence    
of a pronouncedly more China-critical       
atmosphere in the Danish Parliament,      
primarily generated by growing Chinese   
assertiveness, including a number of highly 
controversial Chinese influence activities in 
Denmark that have been brought to public 

attention. Second, an increasing number of 
spill-over effects from the US–China great 
power rivalry, causing Denmark to side with 
Washington against the interests of Beijing 
over geostrategic questions like potential 
Chinese investments in Greenland and      
Chinese tech giant Huawei’s involvement in 
5G digital infrastructure. 
 
Meanwhile, bilateral relations between 
Denmark and China still seem to rest on a 
quite solid and diversified political framework, 
encompassing no less than 58 memorandums 
of understanding as part of the Compre-
hensive Strategic Partnership Agreement 
between the two countries. A new, updated 
work program for the strategic partnership is 
currently being negotiated between the two 
sides, aimed at bringing new impetus to   
existing collaborative mechanisms and      
expanding cooperation within key focus    
areas like sustainable development and the 
green growth sector. Moreover, Denmark is 
the only Nordic country to have established 
such a formalized wide-ranging partnership 
with China and one of a very few European 
countries granted permission to open a    
cultural institute in Beijing.  
 
Strong commercial and trade interests      
remain at the center of Danish–Chinese    
relations, and whereas most other countries 
run significant trade deficits, Denmark has 
managed to enjoy relatively balanced trade 
relations with China. The willingness of a 
group of major Danish export companies      
to pay for the expensive (US$24 million)    
new panda mansion in Copenhagen Zoo,  
inaugurated in April 2019, is suggestive of the 
importance attached to the Chinese market 
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by the Danish business community. And   
perhaps the corona crisis may foster          
new bonds of solidarity between the two 
countries, with Danish Foreign Minister Jeppe 
Kofoed – “heartened by a message from his 
Chinese counterpart” – stating that “the  
Danish government stands ready to continue 
dialogue and cooperation with China in    
response to this global crisis.”i 
 
Broadly speaking, it raises the question of 
whether current Danish–Chinese relations 
are likely to continue along the lines of what 
might be termed ‘business as usual’, centred 
on the Comprehensive Strategic Partnership 
(CSP), or if recent negative development 
trends could be a precursor of an emerging 
‘strategic disruption’ of bilateral ties? The 
answer offered in this two-part analysis is 
that the bilateral relationship, still somewhat 
narrowly predicated on shared economic 
interests, seems increasingly vulnerable to 
processes of politicisation and securitisation, 
being driven not only by growing concern     
in Denmark about China’s present political 
trajectory, but also by the wider US–China 
great power rivalry. Taken together, these 
politicisation and securitisation processes are 
likely to prove disruptive to the strategic 
partnership between Denmark and the PRC.  
 
The two-part analysis is organized into four 
main sections, with two sections in each part. 
The first section provides an overview of 70 
years of official diplomatic relations between 
Denmark and the PRC, tracing the twists    
and turns in the bilateral relationship along 
the way. The second section zooms in on   
the comprehensive strategic partnership, 
examining the character of the collaborative 

framework, including the scope of the eco-
nomic relationship. In the third section, the 
role played by political differences between 
the two sides is explored in some detail,   
notably the ongoing bilateral dialogue on 
human rights. The final section takes a look 
at how the burgeoning US–China great power 
rivalry affects relations between Denmark 
and China, in particular with respect to     
Chinese investments in Greenland and 
Huawei’s position in Denmark.  
 
A short history of Denmark’s relationship 
with the People’s Republic of China  
While Danish–Chinese relations can be traced 
all the way back to 1676 when the first     
Danish merchant ship arrived in Fuzhou, the 
capital city of Fujian province, the relation-
ship between Denmark and the People’s  
Republic of China draws on a much shorter 
history.  
 
Denmark’s early support for the PRC 
Together with the other Nordic countries, 
Denmark was among the first Western   
countries to grant diplomatic recognition     
to the PRC in January 1950, establishing   
diplomatic relations five months later and 
sending a diplomatic envoy to Beijing on June 
24. However, with the outbreak of the      
Korean War, the entrenchment of the Cold 
War and the US-led Western isolation     
campaign against the new communist regime 
in Beijing, Denmark’s bilateral relations with 
the PRC were off to a difficult start. Even 
economic cooperation – traditionally the 
backbone of Danish-Chinese relations – 
proved hard to sustain, which meant that 
annual bilateral trade amounted to less than 
DKK 20 million as late as in the 1960s. 
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Nevertheless, even if Denmark’s policies  
towards the PRC did not deviate significantly 
from those of the rest of the Western bloc, 
Danish governments managed to enjoy    
cordial, even constructive, relations with the 
PRC during the Mao era (1949–76) for several 
reasons. Apart from the early establishment 
of diplomatic ties, Denmark also immediately 
stated – and consistently repeated thereafter 
– its official support for the pivotal ‘One   
China principle’ that there is only one China 
and that Taiwan, despite being self-governed 
as the Republic of China, is part of a single 
Chinese state, recognized by the Danish   
government as the People’s Republic.ii 
 
Moreover, Danish–Chinese relations benefit-
ed from widespread support in the Danish 
population and among the left-leaning politi-
cal parties, including the Social Democrats, 
for the anti-colonial struggle of developing 
countries, championed by Mao’s China.    
Accordingly, and unlike the United States and 
most other Western countries, Denmark  
actively backed the PRC in its protracted 
campaign in the United Nations to take over 
China’s seat from the Republic of China,   
Taiwan, with Beijing’s efforts coming to    
fruition in 1971. 
 
Furthermore, the week-long visit in October 
1974 of Danish Prime Minister Poul Hartling, 
the first Nordic head of government to     
officially visit the PRC, and the state visit by 
Her Majesty Queen Margrethe II of Denmark 
in September 1979, the first head of state 
from northern Europe to do so, were        
both very helpful in strengthening bilateral 
ties between the two countries. As such, 
Denmark’s diplomatic support for the PRC 

during its early, vulnerable phase laid the 
foundation for broader and more substantive 
bilateral cooperation once the ideological 
fervor of Maoist China had been dampened.  
 
A values-based cold-shouldering of China 
Against the backdrop of the Sino-American 
rapprochement in the 1970s and Deng    
Xiaoping’s launch of the ‘reform and opening 
up programme’ towards the end of the    
decade, Danish–Chinese relations started to 
develop across a number of areas. Student 
exchange programmes were initiated, bilat-
eral agreements on cooperation within     
science, technology, education and medicine 
were signed, and – perhaps most importantly 
– from 1982 Denmark offered significant 
state loans to China, some of which were 
even interest-free. As these loans were in 
reality designed to subsidise Danish exports 
to China, bilateral trade surged in the      
1980s, registering a tenfold increase albeit 
from a very low starting point. Reflecting the 
deepening of bilateral ties, the number of 
high-level visits between Denmark and China 
multiplied in the 1980s, with Danish Prime 
Ministers Anker Jørgensen and Poul Schlüter 
visiting China and Prime Minister Zhao Ziyang 
being the first Chinese head of government 
to ever visit Denmark in 1984. 
 
Growing bilateral cooperation was seriously 
disrupted, however, following the communist 
regime’s bloody crackdown on peaceful     
pro-democracy protesters in Tiananmen 
Square in early June 1989. The incident took 
place amid a broader reorientation of Danish 
foreign policy as the centre-right Schlüter 
government (1982–93) exploited the new 
strategic environment at the end of the Cold 
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War to adopt a more activist and values-
based approach. As a result, the Danish   
Government spearheaded the international 
criticism of the communist regime, being the 
first country to submit an official protest to 
the Chinese government – and immediately 
terminating the Danish state loans – while 
also being among the last Western countries 
to gradually normalise bilateral relations   
during 1991–93. Furthermore, the moral   
outcry in Denmark also sparked a demand  
for the Danish Government to conduct a  
bilateral human rights dialogue with China to 
accompany the normalisation of relations. 
Indeed, human rights concerns remained   
the pivotal issue of Danish–Chinese relations 
in the 1990s, causing a new rift in the        
relationship in 1997 as the centre-left    
Nyrup Rasmussen government (1993–2001) 
sponsored a China-critical resolution in the 
UN Commission on Human Rights at a time 
when most other Western countries were 
increasingly focusing on the economic      
opportunities of re-engagement with the 
People’s Republic.  
 
A new century, a new bump in the road 
At the turn of the new century, Denmark’s 
relationship with the PRC had once again 
been fully normalized, ushering in a period of 
stability and progress in bilateral relations 
that saw the signing of the Comprehensive 
Strategic Partnership agreement in 2008. 
Embracing the EU consensus position on  
China, centered on economic and political 
engagement, Danish governments argued 
that a policy of engagement would be a more 
effective long-term strategy of socializing 
China to adopt Western liberal rights. iii 
Meanwhile, with the US embroiled in its 

post-9/11 fight against Islamist militants, and 
China being designated a partner in the  
global war on terror, Copenhagen did not 
face any serious strategic constraints as it 
sought to expand relations with Beijing.    
 
China’s accession to the WTO in 2001 was 
also significant in paving the ground for    
increased economic cooperation by reducing 
the number of trade barriers. The center-
right Fogh Rasmussen government (2001–
2009) significantly upgraded Denmark’s    
diplomatic resources in China and increased 
the frequency of Danish high-level visits to 
China, including two visits (2004 and 2008) by 
Prime Minister Anders Fogh Rasmussen   
himself accompanied by large delegations 
from the Danish business society. The  bene-
fits soon materialized as bilateral trade     
witnessed a dramatic surge in 2004-2008, 
with Danish China-bound exports skyrocket-
ing from around DKK 5 billion to 35 billion 
before the global financial crisis set in. In  
order to institutionalize and further expand 
the bilateral ties, Denmark and China signed        
the Comprehensive Strategic Partnership 
agreement in 2008 encompassing a range of 
issue areas.  
 
By the end of the 2000s, Danish–Chinese  
relations went through another months-long 
crisis when, in late May 2009, the newly    
appointed prime minister, Lars Løkke      
Rasmussen, received the Dalai Lama, the  
Tibetan spiritual leader, despite several    
indications that the Chinese would no     
longer tolerate such meetings. iv  To avoid         
a costly freeze of bilateral relations, the 
Løkke Rasmussen government, backed by 
parliament, published a controversial verbal 
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note acknowledging China’s ‘core interests’ 
and reaffirming Denmark’s ‘One–China      
policy’, including a specific clause stating that  
Denmark “opposes Tibetan independence”.v  
With bilateral relations back on track, the 
Løkke Rasmussen government (2009–2011) 
as well as the Thorning-Schmidt government 
(2011–2015) strove to depoliticize relations 
with the PRC in order to “ensure a 
harmonious and stable relationship.” vi  A 
first-ever official Chinese state visit in June 
2012 by then-president Hu Jintao took place 
in Copenhagen, followed by Queen Margre-
the’s second state visit to China in April 2014.  

Meanwhile, bilateral relations expanded 
across a number of new areas in line with the 
cooperative spirit of the new Comprehensive 
Strategic Partnership agreement. When 
taking stock in 2015 at the 65th anniversary 
of diplomatic relations, foreign ministers 
Martin Lidegaard and Wang Yi heaped praise 
on the bilateral relationship, declaring that 
“We will be sincere friends and close 
partners.”vii  

However, over the past few years, bilateral 
relations  have  been  marred  by  a  series  of  

 Table A: Nordic bilateral relationships with China* 

negative incidents and broader strategic 
challenges, questioning the overall sound-
ness and stability of the bilateral partnership.  

The Comprehensive Strategic Partnership 
and economic relations  
In its external relations, the PRC is well-
known not only for its strong advocacy of the 
sovereignty principle and the equality of all 
states, but also – somewhat ambivalently –
for its tendency to hierarchize the outside 
world into concentric circles of diplomatic 
proximity. The status (non-partners, partners, 
strategic partners or comprehensive strategic 
partners) accorded to a given country in 
Beijing’s bilateral partnership diplomacy is no 
trivial matter, as it determines the formal 
framework of political consultation with 
Beijing. Denmark’s position as the only 
Nordic country enjoying a Comprehensive 
Strategic Partnership with China seems to be 
reflected in the data of Table A, which is 
based on interviews with Nordic MFA staff, 
conducted in September–November 2019.  

The table compares the five Nordic countries’ 
formal political relations with the PRC across 
three specific indicators.  

Nordic	bilateral	
relationships	with	China	 DENMARK	 FINLAND	 ICELAND	 NORWAY	 SWEDEN	

Number	of	official	government-
level	MoUs	 58	 35	 28	 17	 27	

Average	number	of	annual	high-
level	visits	to	China	 8–9	 7–8	 3	 6–7	 7	

Total	staff	number	at	Beijing	em-
bassy	in	2019	(#	of	posted	per-
sonnel,	i.e.	Nordic	
diplomats/attachés)	

67(35)	 53(23)	 7(4)	 38(19)	 60(31)	

* The total number of embassy staff includes locally hired staff, but excludes 'external' service personnel like drivers, security staff etc. The number 
of posted 'personnel' also includes Nordic citizens on local contracts. All data in the table are based on open sources as well as interviews with 
Nordic MFA staff, conducted in Sep-Nov 2019.
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In terms of the number of high-level visits, 
Memorandums of Understanding (MoUs) and 
posted personnel at their Beijing embassies, 
Denmark thus scores higher than its Nordic 
peers. Furthermore, while there is no simple 
correlation between a given country’s        
political and economic relations with Beijing, 
enjoying political goodwill may certainly be 
helpful in opening up new avenues for     
economic engagement as suggested by the 
fact that Denmark has the largest exports to 
China (on a per capita basis) among the five 
Nordic countries. 
 
The Comprehensive Strategic Partnership 
agreement identifies a number of areas of 
government-to-government cooperation that 
are regulated by specific MoUs. From the 
outset in 2008, the CSP primarily focused on 
political dialogue and cooperation, climate 
change and sustainability, research and    
education as well as a broad range of     
trade- and investment-enhancing initiatives. 
Subsequent MoUs have incorporated addi-
tional collaborative issue areas like food and 
agriculture, certification and accreditation 
standards, rule of law and anti-corruption 
measures, tourism and other forms of     
people-to-people relations. 
 
On the road of mutual attraction 
From a Chinese perspective, Denmark is an 
attractive partner due to its specialised     
expertise and technological capacity within 
various sectors that are critical to China’s 
ongoing modernisation project, notably in 
green areas like energy efficiency, climate 
adaptation, water cleaning, sustainable    
urbanisation and alternative energy, where 
many Danish companies are at the forefront 

of their respective markets. Also, Denmark’s 
overall development model appears lucrative 
to Beijing in several respects given Denmark’s 
highly developed, well-educated society, the 
efficient, uncorrupted character of its public 
sector and its ability to strike a productive, 
sustainable balance between raw capitalist 
market forces and socialist ideals about    
welfare egalitarianism. While these defining 
characteristics are not unique to Denmark, it 
stands out from the other Nordic countries in 
a geopolitical sense thanks to its position     
as both an EU and NATO member country 
and its status as a key Arctic state with     
sovereignty over the vast Greenlandic areas 
in the high north. 
 
From a Danish perspective, China is an      
attractive partner because of the sheer scale 
of the Chinese market, the rapidly growing 
purchasing power of Chinese consumers, and 
the growing political clout of Beijing in      
international organisations as China takes on 
more responsibilities and increases its       
international commitments within the      
existing institutional framework.viii 
 
The following examples may serve to        
illustrate the scope and specific avenues of 
Chinese – Danish cooperation in recent years. 
Sustainable energy constitutes a high-profile 
issue area that has witnessed sustained, even 
institutionalized, cooperation under the CSP 
framework. The Danish Energy Agency has 
played a key role in assisting China, notably 
via the China National Renewable Energy 
Centre, in its efforts to build renewable     
energy capacities needed for the sustainable 
transformation of China’s energy production 
system. ix  Another prominent cooperation 
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project – also under the CSP – has been the 
comprehensive dialogue between the Danish 
parliamentary ombudsman institution and 
various Chinese ministries on promoting  
administrative transparency, bureaucratic 
accountability, effective regulation and a 
non-corrupt public sector. Officially initiated 
in 2013 and supported by a DKK 8.5 million 
Danish Ministry of Foreign Affairs grant in 
2015–18, this project still involves a number 
of specific collaborative exchanges in the 
existing 2017–20 joint work programme   
between Denmark and China. A third central 
area of cooperation under the CSP is research 
and education, where the two countries have 
established a Sino - Danish Centre as a joint 
venture between the Danish universities and 
their Chinese counterparts. The Sino-Danish 
Centre in Beijing coordinates collaboration 
within designated research areas and also 
hosts Master’s programmes in order to     
increase mobility as well as knowledge     
sharing between researchers and students in 
Denmark and China. 
 
The deepening of bilateral ties under the    
CSP has also yielded a number of tangible 
results that seem to underscore Denmark’s 
privileged partner status. Outstandingly, 
Denmark is one of very few countries that – 
in 2015 – was allowed to establish a Danish 
Cultural Centre in Beijing, following the  
opening of a Chinese culture centre in       
Copenhagen the year before. In addition, 
Denmark hosts more Confucius Institutes    
(CI) and Classrooms than the other Nordic 
countries, including (since 2012) the world’s 
only Music Confucius Institute located           
at the Royal Danish Academy of Music. The 
arrival in April 2019 of two giant pandas, Mao 

Sun and Xing Er, at Copenhagen Zoo on a 15-
year lease contract represents yet another 
token of the “long-lasting friendship between 
China and Denmark” x, as China’s ambassador 
to Denmark put it at the inauguration of the 
new panda mansion. Moreover, there has 
been a spike of Chinese tourists visiting 
Denmark in recent years, just as the Chinese 
constitute one of the largest groups of      
exchange students in Danish universities and 
vocational schools. In these two regards, 
however, a similar pattern is discernible in 
the other Nordic countries. 
 
A partnership of profitability  
Bilateral trade, economic investments and 
commercial activities remain at the heart of 
the CSP despite the ongoing diversification of        
bilateral relations. While Danish exports in 
goods and services to China (including Hong 
Kong) amounted to merely DKK5 billion in 
2004, they stood at around DKK70 billion 15 
years later. In the meantime, China had    
taken the place as Denmark’s second-largest 
non-European trade partner - after the US. 
Shipping, animal furs/skins, pharmaceutical 
products, industrial machinery and various 
kinds of food products generate most of the 
export revenues, and Denmark has managed 
– unlike the vast majority of China’s trade 
partners – to keep trade relations relatively 
balanced over the past decade. Furthermore, 
around 500 Danish companies are reportedly 
operating on the Chinese market, investing in 
total stock investment DKK 26.3 billion (an 
additional DKK 17.4 billion for Hong Kong) by 
2017 in their local Chinese branches and  
subsidiaries, with the result that China (incl. 
Hong Kong) has become one of the top       
ten destinations of Danish Foreign Direct  
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Investment (FDI). Measured in terms of local 
employees, the largest Danish companies in 
China are Bestseller (clothing), ISS (cleaning), 
A.P. Moeller - Maersk (shipping), Ecco (shoes), 
Carlsberg (brewery), Danfoss (thermostats),  
Novo Nordisk (medicine), Vestas (wind power) 
and Grundfos (pumps). 
 
We should be careful, however, not to    
overstate China’s importance to the Danish 
economy, in particular when compared to 
Denmark’s traditional Western partners.  
First, as a share of total Danish exports in 
goods and services, China-bound exports 
have constituted approximately 4–5% over 
the past decade (see Table B), decreasing 
somewhat in recent years and still far behind 
Danish exports to key European partners like 
Germany, Sweden, the UK and Norway.xi 
 
Second, although the prospects of attracting 
Chinese investments has always figured 
prominently in the domestic Danish debate 
about the rise of China, the scope of Chinese 
FDI into Denmark has long been rather     
negligible (i.e. rarely exceeding 1% of total 
inbound FDI). Finally, economic benefits 
should always be weighed against not only 
the costs of doing business in the Chinese 
market, but also the potential risks that    
increased economic engagement with China 
entail.  

For Danish companies operating in China, 
such risks include forced/illicit transfer of 
intellectual property rights, which may erode 
these companies’ competitive edge, and 
over-reliance on the Chinese market at a 
time when emerging US decoupling strate-
gies could easily disrupt well-established 
business models.xiii 
 
What does the future hold? 
A new work programme for the CSP is slated 
to be introduced in 2021. Apart from a green 
makeover to extend cooperation on climate 
change and sustainability, reflecting the   
political agenda of Mette Frederiksen’s Social 
Democratic government (2019–present), the 
updated work programme will reportedly 
concentrate mostly on existing areas of     
collaboration. This apparent inability – or 
perhaps unwillingness – to further widen and 
deepen the partnership might be an early 
indicator of how Danish–Chinese relations 
are becoming more complicated on a     
number of accounts.  
 
It should be kept in mind that even though 
the CSP encompasses a wide range of collab-
orative issue areas, it ultimately hinges on 
shared economic and commercial interests 
that are buttressed by government to       
government MoUs. There is no set of shared  
 

Exports:	Denmark	
to	China	 2009	 2010	 2011	 2012	 2013	 2014	 2015	 2016	 2017	

Total	exports	 149	 158	 180	 174	 182	 184	 159	 158	 168	

To	China	+	HK	 5.40	 6.79	 7.56	 8.36	 9.77	 9.29	 8.01	 6.85	 7.57	

Percentage	of	total	 3.6	 4.3	 4.2	 4.8	 5.4	 5.0	 5.0	 4.3	 4.5	

 
Table B: Exports in goods/services from Denmark to China, incl. Hong Kong, billion USDxii 
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political values, cultural commonalities or 
security interests that unite the two partners 
at a deeper level. This may render the CSP 
vulnerable in the face of growing politiciza-
tion and securitization processes as recent 
development trends suggest.  
 
 
 
Read more about these processes in the   
second part of this analysis, which explores 
two key drivers that may undermine the 
partnership, namely the re-politicization of 
political differences and the strategic effects 
of the US-China great power rivalry.  
 
 
 
This analysis was originally published as       
an article in Danish Foreign Policy Review 
2020 by the Danish Institute for International 
Studies (DIIS), June 2020.xiv 
 
 
  

 
i Udenrigsministeriet. 2020. “Danish Foreign Minister 
responds with gratitude to message from China.” 
Denmark in China, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of   
Denmark, 25 March 2020. 
ii Brødsgaard, Kjeld Erik & Jan Rowinski. 2001. “Diplo-
matic and Political Relations between Denmark and 
the People's.” In China and Denmark: Relations Since 
1674, ed. Kjeld Erik Brødsgaard and M. Kirkebæk. 
Copenhagen: NIAS Pres. 
iiihttps://bit.ly/31e2jGz  
iv Ulbæk, Sus. 2015. ”Kina og Indien.” In Danmark og 
verden efter den kolde krig: 14 ambassadører om 
dansk udenrigspolitik efter 1989, ed., Rasmus Maria-
ger. Odense: Syddansk Universitetsforlag.  
v https://bit.ly/3aGTwjz  
vi Ibid. 
vii https://bit.ly/2EiJmcM  
viii https://bit.ly/31dYnWf  

 
ix Delman, Jørgen (2016). ”Ny motor i Danmarks for-
hold til Kina: Strategisk myndighedssamarbejde.” Øko-
nomi og Politik 89(1): 23–32. 
xhttps://bit.ly/3aGaO04  
xi https://bit.ly/3ggwVeG  
xii Forsby, Andreas Bøje. 2019. Nordic–China Coopera-
tion: Challenges and Opportunities. Copenhagen: NIAS 
Press. 
xiii https://bit.ly/3hgHgIW  
xiv https://bit.ly/2EkDFLy 

https://www.thinkchina.ku.dk/publications/thinkchina-analysis/abf-danish-chinese-relations-part-2/





