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Production and Classified Collection Pattern of
Rural Solid Waste

GUAN Bei' LIU Ji-ming’ CHEN Sen'
(1. Nanjing Research Institute of Enviromental Protection Nangjing Jiangsu 210013 China; 2. Nanjing
Environmental Monitoring Center Station Nanjing Jiangsu 210013 China)

Abstract: Based on the new classified collection system of rural solid waste ( RSW) in the village that loca—
ted in Nanjing GaoChun county the features of RSW generation and dynamics were investigated and the classi—
fied collection pattern was analyzed from the aspects of operating effect and economic feasibility. The results indi—
cated that the region produces 0. 40 kg of RSW per capita per day and had certain fluctuation because of the
changes of food consumption. About 55% of the RSW was to be composted 30.5% was recyclable inorganic mat—
ter 14.2% was non-recyclable inorganic matter and 0.34% was poisonous and harmful matter. The villagers
were willing to classify correctly in a short time through the propaganda and guidance. The average cost of con—
struction for classified collection was 21 RMB per family and the running cost would increase 3.2 RMB per family
monthly. Composting the organic waste can effectively reduce the waste management and disposal costs.
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Table 1 Resident population in the studied area
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Table 2 Characteristics of RSW in the studied area
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Fig.1 Monthly changes of RSW per-capita
dailygeneration in the studied area
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Fig.2 Classified collection pattern and
treatment methods of RSW
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