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Introduction
A modern world system with a fast-growing economic, an enormous amount of information, developing technologies, and conflicts across the globe point out many issues forward and demand to find answers in economic, political, and cultural disciplines that globalisation encompasses (Langren, 2016). The question of nationalism, the nation, ethnicity, and identity reveal in a new light because of globalisation and international cooperation. It is often thought that global citizenship and nationalism are opposed concepts; allegedly, the citizens cannot stand by the principles of their own countries and protect the global norms simultaneously. The contradictions between supporting the interests of their own country and ignoring global problems or vice versa are increasing. Notwithstanding, these concepts can interdepend and connect. Furia (2016) declares that according to World Values Survey (WVS), 71 per cent of responders see themselves as world citizens, and altogether 93 per cent of respondents see themselves as part of their national community. It is impossible for people not to be on the side of globalisation in a contemporary democratic world.
This paper focuses on the question if global citizenship can be the ultimate expression of nationalism or not. A theoretical framework explaining these two concepts should be proposed to describe possible relations between ‘global citizenship’ and ‘nationalism’.

Nationalism and Global Citizenship
The definition of nationalism has many difficulties. The nationalism in this paper resonates mainly with the account of loving the country but in a different way. The misunderstanding can be on the base of equating it with patriotism. Patriotism is an older word meaning ‘love of one’s homeland’; later, it was said that to be both a patriot and a citizen of the world is easy (Alter, 1985). Therefore, nationalism as a much broader concept than patriotism should be considered in the context of global citizenship. Patriotism and nationalism frequently are used together at odds with global citizenship. In some research, patriotism is a more positive national attachment than nationalism in conjunction with national superiority and exceptionalism (Heinrich, 2016). With the years of research various forms of nationalism have emerged. In this paper, nationalism is defined as liberal and civic.
According to Geller (2006), nationalism is a political principle, a sentiment and a movement. As a political principle, nationalism upholds the thesis that ‘the political and the national unit should be congruent’. It means that political and ethnic lines should not be crossed. The emphasise on ethnicity can cause the linking of nationalism with intolerance, inhumanity and violence. Kohn made the eminent distinction between ethnic and civic forms of citizenship. The first is based on a vision of an ethnically homogeneous nation, whereas the second is based on political ideals that dictate rights and duties. The presented example in the article shows that Germany's non-native population was denied full political rights hitherto. Whereas in France, citizenship is given based on birth in national territory rather than genealogy (Andreouli&Howarth, 2013). Hence, civic nationalism is more likely to recognise cultural diversity in a global level.
However, Anderson, unlike Geller, focuses more on the strength and endurance of national identity and sentiment. He indicates the willingness to die for their nation as an extraordinary force (Eriksen, 1993). Furthermore, regarding Tambini’s critical text (1996) on Gellner’s theory of nationalism, the concept should be examined in the aspects of collective identity, want for recognition, civic culture and democratization. The definition of nationalism is not stable and can be expanded, modified and supplemented.
Regarding to this, for instance, Tan (2010:178) distinguishes and identifies liberal nationalism as a “form of nationalism in that it affirms the general nationalist thesis that all states, including liberal ones, should promote and inculcate a sense of shared nationality among their respective citizens”. This concept has a cultural component and a component of belonging. Liberal nationalism allows citizens to act towards preserving their own state’s heritage in different fields and create political solidarity to achieve common goals (Alter, 2010).
The concept of global citizenship must be divided from the concept of cosmopolitanism, although their interpretations are often used identically. David Held describes cosmopolitanism as ‘an ethical approach to political life which champions self-determination and freedom from domination and arbitrary power’. In comparison, today’s scholars (Irene Langran, Elizabeth Langran, Kathy Ozment) claim that ‘global citizenship is the recognition that individuals in the 21st century have rights, duties, identity and the potential for representation on a global scale’ (Langran, 2016). Global citizenship refers to the idea that an individual has a sense of responsibility and commitment to the global community and the well-being of people worldwide. However, affirming a fundamental moral commitment based on natural law, human rights, Kantian respect for individuals, or some comparable ethical theory that does not rely ethics on convention or consensus remains the heart of global citizenship (Dower, 2002). 

The Relations between Nationalism and Global Citizenship
 First statement involves the separation of global citizenship and nationalism. People who are opposed to global citizenship refer to the account that citizens’ relation to the state than to the global community has a greater importance. Being a nationalist cannot connect with being a global citizen. The main factor encompasses the desire to isolate the country from the influence of global problems and challenges and defend the national economy, culture and government. 
For example, in the United States, nationalism has significantly shaped the country's political landscape and national identity in recent years. In the after-election speech, the Donald Trump’s words: “There is no global anthem. No global currency. No certificate of global citizenship. We pledge allegiance to one flag and that flag is the American flag” indicated a return to Trump's isolationist and nationalistic statements as a candidate. The researchers were afraid of this possible destabilization in the context of global education and citizenship in the United States (Barrow, 2017). The stress was on American exceptionalism, which is the belief that the United States is a unique and superior nation compared to others. This belief has often been used to justify American expansion and intervention in other countries.
Moreover, it is believed that nationalism in the United States has ethnocultural neutrality, but behind this myth, the USA generally makes active steps to nurture and protect its national culture (Tan, 2010). Furthermore, nationalism has become a complex and divisive topic in the United States since it frequently leads to the exclusion and discrimination of some groups and may be used to justify policies that prioritize one group's interests above others' interests. So, many cultural groups were sabotaged in recent years, for instance, people of colour, Japanese immigrants, or Muslims (Barrow, 2017). It leads to the establishment of White American nationalism as a principal concept. Therefore, movements appeared and sought to promote specific ethnic or cultural nationalisms, such as Black nationalism, which advocates for the self-determination and empowerment of Black Americans.
It is likely at odds with global citizenship if it leads to a narrow-minded or exclusionary perspective. The artificial removal of the state from a global scale and banning any intervention in solving global problems do not make the concept of nationalism stronger in this country.
Second statement includes the opinion that global citizenship cannot be manifested with rising nationalist ideas. For example, Ukrainian nationalism is a political philosophy that advocates for the Ukrainian people's cultural, economic, and political self-determination. Ukrainian nationalism has historically been related to aspirations to achieve independence from foreign control and establish an independent state. It has also been linked to attempts to conserve and commemorate the country's historical and cultural legacy and safeguard and promote the Ukrainian language and culture. The process has lasted for centuries, and significant examples are the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists (OUN) and the Ukrainian Insurgent Army (UPA) that acted in the 20th century. However, everything radically changed after Maidan and the Revolution of Dignity in 2013-2014 with attempts to declare the direction of Ukraine towards the European Union and democratic world (Kulyk, 2014).
Then Ukrainian nationalism plays an essential role in the country's political scene, notably in the ongoing struggle with Russia. Ukrainian nationalists have been engaged in attempts to protect the country against Russian invasion, and at the same time, they defend the democratic liberal and global world. As a result, international cooperation has become more critical; the world helps Ukraine protect the nation-state, and Ukraine protects global values, contributes to the contemporary world system and sets an example for other countries. Moreover, unity across the globe rises after the Russian invasion of Ukraine at the beginning of 2022. Global citizenship manifests precisely in such a way, even if nationalist ideas become more intense.
Thirdly, Gellner (2006) argued that the idea of nationalism is a product of modernity. Nationalism is the foundation for establishing global citizenship. The states and the power of states are still crucial in world relations. The UN representatives are states and international organizations that work across the globe to provide common values and react to global problems. Nationalism is the practice of human beings to protect their rights and principles in the country. Kymlicka claimed that core liberal values of self-determination and individuality, social justice, and democracy are best realized in the context of national cultural identity (Tan, 2010). If people learn how to fulfil their duties and enjoy their rights within the state and the community, people and self-identified nations are willing to participate in the world’s process differently.
Hence, it is possible to be both a nationalist and a global citizen. Pogge claimed that ‘persons should be citizens of and govern themselves through a number of political units of various sizes, without any one political unit being dominant and thus occupying the traditional role of the state' (Bowden, 2014). This citation can be interpreted in a way that a person belongs to a small-town community, region, part of a country, a whole country, a specific international union, and the world itself. In every unit, people can perform their identity, stand by their principles, reflect their opinions, and act towards manifesting ideas, creating initiatives, or solving problems. 
Also, Bowden (2014) argued that a citizen could afford to be global-minded only if one is initially a citizen of any specific state and has a sense of belonging, respect, and comprehension of his/her culture and history. It relates not only to the individual but to the communities within a state and the ability to interconnect. In addition, being a global citizen entails being conscious that acts performed in one region can impact people and nations outside one's boundaries. The famous phrase ‘think globally, act locally’ stresses the importance of open-minded people who can view the world from a broader perspective and take small steps to achieve common goals.
Carlin (2018) presented an excellent example of the symbiotic interconnection of providing national interests with global support and contributing to the global system within a national approach. South Korea has come a long way since the Korean War ended in 1953. The country was left in ruins after the War, with its infrastructure and economy seriously destroyed. The United Nations was essential in reconstructing South Korea after the War. Today, the country views global citizenship as a national obligation. Just as the world helped it to overcome the scrouge of War and develop, the country is now assisting rising nations in their social and economic growth. Overall, South Korea's commitment to global citizenship reflects its belief that countries are responsible for working together and addressing the world's challenges today. Cooperation and collaboration are vital to achieving a more peaceful, prosperous, and sustainable future for all.

Conclusion
Nationalism is a complex concept. It sometimes can be associated with a focus on the interests and needs of one's nation and sometimes involves a sense of superiority over other nations that eliminates progressive international cooperation. In the times of Donald Trump’s presidency, the USA tried to put national interests first in a radical way, denying the significance of global collaboration. Nevertheless, nationalism, especially in the form of civic and liberal, creates a space for a nation to foster its culture, history, and values and develop mutual trust and teamwork not only within ethnical groups but all inhabited cultural communities.
Global citizenship acknowledges that people worldwide are linked and that their actions and decisions may affect individuals and places beyond their own boundaries. Global citizens are committed to working toward a more peaceful and equitable world and are willing to take action to impact the global community positively. It is about acceptance of diversity, providing human rights, moral values and social justice on a global scale.
Global citizenship expresses through a strong national identity in the best way. Nationalism makes the main ground for everyone to have the ability to represent their core values, perspectives, missions and ideas on a global level. If people want to change the world, they should start with themselves, their families, communities, and countries, and then the world will change itself.
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