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Abstract

In order to realize the resource utilization of kitchen waste, based on the pilot project of kitchen
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waste gas production in Huzhou City, the energy analysis method was used to analyze the envi-
ronmental impact of biogas and thermal power generation from kitchen waste in Huzhou city. The
results showed that: Based on the energy analysis method, the energy input and output tables of
the two power generation modes are listed, and five energy indexes are selected for calculation
and analysis. Among them, the energy conversion rate of biogas produced by kitchen waste for
power generation accounts for about one-tenth of that of traditional thermal power generation,
and the environmental load rate (ELR) is lower than 81.52% of that of thermal power generation.
The renewable index (PR) is higher than 75% of thermal power generation, and the energy rate
(EYR) and environmental sustainability index (ESI) are also higher than thermal power genera-
tion.
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1. 51§

PEBE R 22 5 DL BOR ARG R e« 38T J B AR I AP A B /K P H 2t 580t BT A et
PR, PRI LU BB A g B A 2 i . SRR ST R A A o, 2019 4
o R Sl T Bz e S I A B 24,206 M. AT AR BRI R, A BRI L 2 60% 2 A4 [1]. e NiE,
K Y SN T IR FE A AR B T 2R BUE A R EOR [2] . BERE[3] IRAUKBEEOAR[4] [5]. #F S HEE T ZI[6].
TRMET] JRARI8] EVNEOISFHOR, b ke, B, HENLSE(L gL P T7 TSR AE P A i R 22 T
R b AR CE Tk S A LA RIS 1S 2R, 0 i b 1) SRR AL — PR FUAE JC  EEE[10] [11].
FITEL, S 5 AR AL BR AR R R 7 I ARSRIRZR, AR & & T 48 BT B SR b B 2

WA W P T 4 B B SR AR BRI A48 55— AR B Rl i, R T4 5 — il s 0 H o
B ADFEBRANGERIH . S H I 7R T2 LKA, BAERsrREt, 5nsh, 5iH
R A IR RGUMES) . BRELP RS KB IT RGEE 2w EBR KRN, e 7R
IRFAAHE s, b4 ) s S B 51817 .

)T BLEIN T R R B BB A B A, 1) kB T XS LAY 15 km, BREGIS X4 30 km.
JIT R ST TN i A AT S o AT H K R Gt 32 A ARE KA FTK BET kAR 300 m
AEAT U BRI, ARSI T KR SR 7K BRI 2 SO B R B e o L T AREAE L LK BOK & L,
A TR AR R ERBBUK . JURKIE RO MIK AR Z IR —, EEMZER. KRRk, T
WL, FPIR S I IE, R NI S OIANE . I3t AE Ak 1 WK S B IX A A S HE R
TEREATHER . ASITH P ERT5 KBE R AT K R GEAT B )5, ST BEG KE M. BBk
BRI A s, BRERm T R EIZE ). BREIRISE A B3 DR A& . &a
ARG T, WP T B L3 B AR IR D R I T8 P 7 A5 6 0 A0 i DA R P58 DRy 1 i 4 76 35 »
TP T Z X AR AL B O TR s dl Sk . iaissn DL R b B — A ik & . EEE H AT, WM
ARV M R AR HRK, KERNEBELSOEFEHE, AN AR AT EEE
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8 RN 138 VAU R AT AN - 7 th AT
2. BRERIR RS K EREEST
2.1 RESHAENBIRSR

REE W7 fie e A T — DB, R B BB (H. T. Odum) ik 78 i) — R RE R AR Dt 7T Hh o Y
SN TT I, B AL HEAUR, Odum RIS [ o 8] el 145 20 22 S B Re o, S BUIRRe g g
FUEAR, RIRERMRER B . Uk, REMEIBE S BRI REUAEAL 1. BB MR — M T
B IIIABIZ AT, ET OB BRERTRIR . 7 i BUIR 55 (0 BE B ) A e R AR OR SEEL AR G W] Rp 0T
f[12] [13]. T AEE D Hrs e IAREORI, R FER— RPE BRI 958070 By, B, Wt
NGB RA R G Fetl e — R RE(EL L sej IXHF, REMEL TR LUEARBERIN =84, €l
T3t AR BHE B AN EARIARE AR A B T B N R 2 A S R GUREAE 0 U5 VE 3R AR ok 1 IR ST
FEEANTIPLOR A FIVET A [FISRAL) 57 AN T g S B B ASE RS ) B HEAEL(Emergy) A9 3 44 P2 H
AEE (Energy) JE U S T BRI RN, REAE WK — P ah AU AR E K RE B AL R 3 A —Fh G — [ g
&, EbR RS AE(Embodied energy) [14] [15], 1-FHhER F AT AR ALK RE AR S AN IR AR FE 1)
PR KFHAE, Rl Odum ST KRH VIR A FIR A REE A RE(E, DB ES RGP A
EESEL AP i ] 2

RE (et A A A MR O RE R (AR ) BIVIBR (A o) IR IRE( & . 18 Tl RE(E Fe
AT LUK ANFISE R AN R B R S A 40 B R T AOELREAT S B M LU AR [16] . BRI ZAh, RE(E
THEFIRY K2 MRS R DIRE AL, 0% 1 PR

Table 1. Concepts involved in energy analysis

= 1 BEED IS KA

RN E X FAL
KPFHREME 77 i B 55 AR T R AR R BN K B fE sej
KBHREAE R AL SR BRE T K R AR sej/g =X sej/
A RhE FAT e 71 BT Be (BUE R 1 DhEAT T/ )N) J
KPHRE(E T BT RE AR K B BE{E AL sej/a
AR BT M b BB A A A B Ao sej/$
REME ST MANE REEAH MR TITS7 BE A $

Sefr b, BREMTHE SRR S MR R S R R R R, HEARL AN
M =TxE 1)
A MARKRKFHAEE, AR sejs TAUER T RBERALE; B AK 7 HALRT HAE[17].

ReE AT Bk RAVUAP B . B46: ZRMESE . RMERFERINZHIERE . GeE 2 PR M g
R, BREIEARIE R RRESESWENWETRE. RENEHEIMLL R KR SR H
WL REAE 2 AT HEZE B A DU 43 2H R [ 15]

1) FEREE
JEE S A W RS IRIE TR BB RIS, A EERAEE a A IAVE OV E R GR
W7 T, BT S AR R VRN D ik TE I — B SR TR B A L EAT 4 BB
2) B ARG EMZH

LF
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ZHIH T Odum i) “RER ARG S " BIBPREREE RS, #E EEHAMN . AIFZ BT R R
LR AN e B[ 18] o AN ST AR B B30 ™ VSR HEL OB, 2 S SUE Y R R A o i N i 1 LA T 2>

o

3) REME /TR IHRE

FENL A RE(E TR H 2B T R GG N I EE AR K BRI AT DL ARAES RS
HE DL

4) BEAETRARIA R E

BESLREAETRARA R, (EIZIRPS AL B, X fabRE AT U S9N . DI SEBR B B TR R A,
R 2 G P2, SEURAKVFIHE R AR AR e EIR TAR)E, XA f & 2 At
ATICEIAGN, TENHBBARGM RSN, R MAM A TT %

2.2. BEESHF AR

REEHAR L AT DN T IR SfF R4, RirFEOUK, MU AESE T R G E
B B BHEIHAESERE OL[19]. Ajun, Wan [20]8FH REEL 70 5 VAR AR AT AN E VRN ¢ SR AT A 2
FFSEUERTTT. Ali, Mustafa [21](& B REE 70 H7 757200 ELHE I RE B2 e i) B2y 7 SR WI3EAT T REAETEE 70 H, JFxt
AT IR R TR SORI FE D7 2532647 7 L. Shima Yazdani %5 A\ [22]12 F B 73 BT 5E RAR R HLT S5 ke
ST [ A PR S A ) REAT LAY, AR E EONE R, WA E /. Mustafa Ali %5 A [23]13Ffl 1
ARG LB T PR AT Rt BEAE M VA R B A e RINEE Ve ril AR S R Aefl, 4Rt
RPN B2 YR DORYISE R IR0 . Sherwin Amini 55 A [24]5 F BE48 7 A AR 12 45
G I TR AR AR TR RE A P AT A A TR VAR, 15t /KRB A 7= 1 S BB 5.34 x 10%° sej ha .
FEEP, BEED PR A . BEIRSETT TR . AR [2518 FBEE /AT BRI /34 B AR HAE S R G
FENBG= MAEDL, B ATRAEER R REU VPN T 1, RUPZERE RS 74 & . M2 [26]5: T
BEAEL 7 TN ACE B S R LB R GEEAT 17 0WT, H € T REAEL T 5 A AEAE M B AR W o R T R 8P
W ITEINE . B N [27] R FIAE dr REAE 23 A7 5 V20 R AR 2 P IR XA 7 R AT VR 47, G 5
RO REE AR, HHAMARGAN, RS IRE L R T/, R AT RFEHE R
NI, AR et . BRI, BEAEL MM Uy iR A AR L I B YA UL A AR K R 4 e A 1]

3. MBar#h
3.1. BEREREEKIR

ZAEAE BT 7E 2R G0 AT JH 7 26 B B3R A SGZ T 4R, R BIRE BR A S5 — AR A LA B i BN IR SR I
ARG A, RIEN PR AR B R A — 2, ORI AT R R . AR SR F BRI
— A, A R AR PR . A SR BRI REAE A T O U S KT R R R R
e CHEAT BT o B VR U PR O A e R T3 M T 8 o B B TRE I, AR S K
P Bl T B A AR OGOCHR, SRE BB AN T H TR A A B RA R AR R A, AR BN T
BEREMBSEAT, XIBREKNIHNERAIRRKATENE, R AR5 HED
JE SR BT AR B R R AR S AR G K I R AT X B, BT DAIRSEUR 5 BV T AN
NI NI AR . BB BN IR A P T UK B R GE I R i A VS, & DA 3 & A3 P 7= A
A B RO R, X R R R A — RAIA B R b IR OE . BALER . PRER A E A
TEAUBRRL 10 B de 2 BV ASUR R BT AR IO 28 5 1N T8 B B 3 B R AL AL B 5T 12 i R VAN
MR GEL R0 1 PR
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Figure 1. System boundary diagram

1. ARG RE

TP 8 T R A e s AL R P I H AR SN 400 vd, HPSVER 2.4 x 10° mP, AR HACEN 1.8
KW-h. ZF 78 DK HL B 1000 KW-h ST REERAL, SRS BT Pl ok HEASE it R R B 53 5 e HEFBURS L«

T A 3R SIS B 1T SR P PR BB R B, RN BEIRCTAE 8 /N A= 0 365 K, AT
FAE e PRI . RIS TR DAL R A S E ) 1N T S B R U2 I AR R RN B B
T

1) TN R UENE 1.3 N T8, FE43 A,

2) BT TAEN B AR 1.3 ANBHTHFE, FE 43 A\

3) 4B TAEN R(AFREM KB, =FARFE THT) LA ZE 0.7 AT, 2 23 A

4) EHAR: L2 N T

FARIN AFCE R W% 2.

Table 2. Personnel configuration table
2. NAREX

B %% NE
EEAR 2
AL 43
YN 23
YN 43
At 111

Wiz RGBT RGO E 2%, HEEMBRTE EZEHHE: oad, SRIcEm. 4k THR%
A BRI 3.

Table 3. Estimation of major equipment investment in receiving and transporting system
3 WERGEERFREGE

o L BT
i s e A () &t i)
3t BWFNIRWOZEE LT 14 35.00 490.00
5t BHENIKWOZE LT 19 48.00 912.00
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Continued
Y L 1 60.00 60.00
T4 LT 4 20.00 80.00
120 L & L R A 12000 0.03 360.00
R S5 TR = 1 60.00 60.00
Hit 1962.00
FFE AR HLR & D7 TR BG4 s .
Table 4. Biogas power generation list (10,000 m%/d)
4. BR%HEEE(10,000 m¥/d)
HAH® KA
AR () 500.00
R B (FI 70) 30.00
A HR B (JI0) 530.00
Wit H 7~ §e (73 7t/a) 438
BB Tt/a) 10
WA TIH(I 7t/a) 30
WA YEE (T 7ila) 9
i as (5 7t/a) 389

Wig RGEE A A, FALERITHAANIRERK RS, ZRGREURKBIIZOED, s Er8eg
FOR VLSBT EOR A LAy, e rp UK B R I 3R IB 0 5 s

Table 5. Anaerobic fermentation unit equipment

®5 REXBATRE

e 4 T " . DE  ge g
B A itk ZH (KW) = AT
TR B B TR-4000 4000 m® Hf: 5, ATOM W) — 4 =

14 r/min, FtFEHh. BENFH. . Tk

CSTR Tifii 34 & DJ-22 i B A A AR AR

w
o
IS
o

CSTR IR % —_— DN50, 5 ZH(&:4 3 ) AR4E49, 950 K — 4 E
N— Fhm: WERE 200 mm, HETH 200 mm JE. 2K E .

PR A5 70 kg/m®, %AW 0.5 mm, Hlipaed 4 %

IEf R 3 — DN150 4540 — 4 =

RH -k #5% DN150 AR, PSSR, DN150, A ES — 4 ESS

HopLE M40THS-B Q=80m%h, P=0.3MPa 75 4 =

BB O, BEFFUNILFAIE TR, SRR T SYE REANE B S AL i 2
IKRAPERE, %I H A FH KRR BLR RER (K B LA 6.

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2022.126149 1207 N RI R Y


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2022.126149

BRY %

Table 6. Industrial water use
6. T AKIER

F7K T H H 7K &/m®
A iE K 7
Hb TP K 3
Ve K 6.5
15 RV 2
B TRALEE K 0.1

—RBE, HARKE USRI REERA B E Py M RIHCT BRI AR AR
A RIRAIToRAREME, toln, PISER BAABUR R AR SR HARBEUR NR, 53 4h—80 40 2 75 2 S
ZUTREME, BRI SER AT B E A HLEE RP BLRW S AN AT SR 5298 NP, e fEL% th LA N 2 3E4T 70 Hr[ 28] -
3.2. BEERGHE

FEREFTIL GG A, AR A rE R B N e i 15 D0 RT LAAT Odum WF 78 O RE B R 401 5 TR R bt 2
K, HERE 2,

Figure 2. System diagram of biogas generation energy value from kitchen waste
B 2. BESIRBSABREEREE

3.3. BEESHTR

BEAEL 7 M A AR P A e AR S e AN\ 1 SR an et 2 REAEL G 40, 48— F A K BH BE EAEL
CAYIPAT I EA TR B RGP KA o 3 P 7 468 B 57 3 B P T ook R AU A T A 1 AT e AR L
FAN ) LB A SRR R B R, e AmE O FE KR, FRRHR5. SEBRH%E. W
3 ZONTH A R (BRE RE AR BT o REME SR AT AR SCSCIR T &4, REfE R4k H ATA /Nl
ARIIbRE, 2R SR A IR SR R IR 508 IR BB A 6 26 [29]: (12.0 x 107 sejlyear). FTHF 70 I 4G S5 45 32 H5 LA
S NHE, Hetn XO8:
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FaEE 2R
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Tr,, NIEFEH R
HNIRE(E BN
E.i = B xT,

X, E, 2% i P EiRE R I REAE, sejs
E 2% i M ieke E s, J, g B
T, A5 i MY E R E LR, sejld, sejlg, sejl¥
i W I P R B 4 R

3 Em
Trout =
Emout

A T, Skt ot B FE F e e 5
> Em ONRABEME, sejs

Em,, NI R,

@

©)

HRHE S gl 4 K P] AR BT R W SCAT BB A HLAE RP AT A SRR NR W SEAN RTS8 3T B33 NP

Y, i ERASHEREER, W7 PR,

Table 7. Biogas power generation energy input and output analysis table

F 7 OBSKHBEEERABL SR

s - o -y REAE B - -
S TiH JR 4 H 4 LXiv (sej/unit) REAH (sej)
BN AT LA B IR(R) BRI 1.46 x 10" g 3.89 x 10’ 5.68 x 10
) ST B B A HLBE (RP) BN 3.02 x 10° ¥ 1.62 x 10*2 4.89 x 10%
A EA B IFENR) 7K 1.47 x 10%° g 8.44 x 10° 1.24 x 10%
TR 7.20 x 10° ¥ 1.62 x 10%? 1.67 x 10'®
T S AN R B B YR (NP) P e 1.20 x 107 ¥ 1.62 x 10%? 1.94 x 10*°
$e 5 51547 2.16 x 10° ¥ 1.62 x 10%? 3.50 x 107
/Nt 2.14 x 10*°
K CY) H, 454 x 101 J 7.05 x 10° 3.20 x 10%°
KR LR R B SCER[30] R R ), R RS EREA R L, TR Rk 8.
Table 8. Input and output analysis of thermal power generation energy value
R 8. KO &LHBEEERNAL ST
NS = o b for AEfE FE %R - .
K i H JR 4R <K A (sej/unit) RE{H (sej)
i) S A B 5 HLBE (RP) 5557 9.87 x 10° 1.62 x 10% 1.60 x 10%°
A A B IR(NR) 7K 2.41 x 101! 8.44 x 10° 2.03 x 10Y
T ST AN R B B YR (NP) B A 6.54 x 107 1.62 x 10% 1.06 x 10%°
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ol Sulie 3
Continued
U B Hia1T 6.84 x 10* ¥ 1.62 x 10" 1.11 x 10
Bkl 8.24 x 10 ¥ 8.39 x 10* 6.91 x 10%°
AN 1.75 x 10%
i (Y) 2} 2.83 x 10" J 6.75 x 10° 1.91 x 10%

P T PR R L7 S A T S, O T O AEHEAT LA, s K O R B IR Y LR 58— 4.54 x 10%°
J, ABRBZJE B AR R REAE A i 9 W R B

Table 9. Input and output analysis of thermal power generation energy values

9. KNKBREERNEL S

AEfEHE R

AN K b B 44 % o for A s ;

R i H JEAEEE AL (sej/unit) REfH (sej)
i) S AT 58 A ALAE (RP) 575177 1.58 x 107 ¥ 1.62 x 10%? 2.56 x 10%°
A A R (NR) 7K 5.78 x 10" g 8.44 x 10° 4.88 x 10"
HEE A 1.05 x 108 ¥ 1.62 x 10%? 1.70 x 10%°
i) SIEAS A B 35 5 R (NP) Yz Hizfr 1.09 x 10° ¥ 1.62E+12 1.77 x 10
R} 1.32 x 10%° ¥ 8.39 x 10* 1.11 x 10%°

INF 2.81 x 10%

i (Y) H, 454 x 10" J 6.26 x 10° 2.84 x 10%°

3.4. REEVEMNIEHR

AR R A S i UK R B 2B i I RE AL AR L ZE i I B SR L 2E i A T mT F A 48 5
A i S PR B TR . AR SRR R AR AT A . 20, TSR T I AT

THE S RN 10,

Table 10. Energy index of two power generation systems

3% 10. WML B RGHREEER

Ei=pan Y FRARIE X BEEH KITKH
. _2.Em, DAy B 7 5 B T 75 R A N, $5fi 5 6
FeiR() Thow = E WK, P RG 7105x107 - 6.26x10
W AEF _ NR+NP S XTI AR B FE T I — AN ds, e,
(ELR) LR = rp S 60T 3 202 1093
Al EAE TR PR — R +RP S5REMERM R, AT RSN EAEM, 0.32 0.08
(PR) Y B, RPEAM S ' '
BEAR ™ o EYR—_Y T T IS E28 SN N O AN (G R = 119 1.00
(EYR) NP + RP RGBT A P 3R M ' '
IS W] RS ES| = EYP BT RS M FR R A TR M v, 1 dR 0.59 0.09
EH(ESI) ELR H el R ' '
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4. REESHEGRE T
4.1. RE{ERAN G
HT A _EXE SR AT K A7 B PR R AR BN DLEAT 704, (il 14 3.

RP R
8. NR 17.75%
0.16%  mgp
b

NP 7% = NR

RP

NP

RP
15.28%
NP
91.5%
NP
66.88%
(@) kI HAEE TN ALK (b) VEARKHEEEEBN A L

Figure 3. Composition of energy value input
3. RETEIRNARL

MEL 3 HE AR, PR RGH, o5 R RN LA T B R, o SR
66.88%F1 98.94%. M, FEHAKHBARS T, WSLKAT] AT F 2RI, HF] 90.65%,
HIRG AT BB EFLEE G217 R . AR FAE R A FERE TR B, SRS
[ 17.75%, AR 78 B M IR LRI . b SR &, TSR R BN R T AR E N, L
BVH SRR G R — P L AT EA, AR A B b AT VA SO R m] T AR SRR N o LA
AR T M SR w] B AE BRIREEN, R T SEI T AR AR R A B AR, BRI R M LR
BRI SHA, DL AR I A R £ R TR, PR L Sy, BRI s S 40

Y S

4.2. gefEIGFRTHR

ASCERLT AABAE TR AR AT V5, Gl BB SR AR R A% v LLE AT AR SR 2. RefE/~tHZ. 3
Benl RRE PR BE v AOR A R B, WA LG K R L, TR BN B FIR B A LA

1) REfHFL#Z(Tr)

TE SCONFH = R E S B 5 MEURGS =R LU, TERFE A RS, Tr B8R U A P % e
i it 2L B 2 RRAE AN, RIS B3R B A P2 (R — = S AR [ A2 72 R R8sk . BB AR = 1A
BT R B RAE R 20 5 BIME G K Ry 2 —, X UL AR AR A R R, KR LT TR
BT S, R EAR.

2) WA (ELR)

PREE A AN T AR TR R BR DA AR B, VAR IR 350N 2.02, R IF1ZKR HL T Y
H IS RS, T K R RIS 30 10.93, ANAT AR RS o5 bLims, R A 1 IR T K

3) A HEAIRH(PR)

Bk

-
pazd
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AR

48

AR AR PR AU P A PR RN SRS B I, B SIS MERERMN S R, TR AR &R
B RG] AR R Ao KR BT B AR R4 0.08,  HLIASUK HUK 75%.

4) RefE” HE(EYR)

REAE ™ H 22 48 R G0 1% B E LU SE B R, R R G E g 1 540, R ERIRE ™
HEE S, N19, WAKEERRES ), HEbieE.

5) FREE ARV L (ESI)

I RREMEFR U AR AE 77 R BR DA R 1 380%, i (EBOR, R RF M RFe e, KK
HLIR AT RREE AR B 0.09, VLA G K Ik B T R NA T RS, AEA RS RRE

5. &g

KX GG RE R B T %, WA AT 7R T8 B = AU I Fe R T
T —RINFFE BB LIRS EVEN R, R BRI TR G, SR A TR B bR A
AR RGBT, A5 A RGN SR BRI 5 A TH R 0 AT VP A

AR SO R B AR LS AR SR K R R R R r T X AR R 4R T S T e I A A 40 AT g vk
7T oAy, 1L BB IR AP IE AT R B R e 2 5 BE G kO R+ 2
—, MBI ELRICT K 1R HLI 81.52%, A FATRE(PR) M T K S K I 75%, BefEr™ HZ(EYR)
MRS v R Fa L (ES) RAS m T K R . BB AR BAER . S5 nTRFa 2 A R 471
WIS, P el DMERR T I HE AT R R I B Ak Ak rLE R

FETRES L, ARHAEREL. S5 T5H, BB PRET UK B R BB R B AU
Gk IR BEITTATYE, BLERE TR VE 2 R OO AN e T T s R SRR A R — e LA B
R, BRI R SR R — AN, TR EBUR ARG T T AR KN R &, W R AT A
TAERIGRH R s BRAE 73BT J7 v bR FH I R B 4 0 26 5 BEAE AR IS LB AR b, AR ST e A e %2 2
S KSR o BoR Re (R 2R ), SEhRRiH B2 F Z R .

EEWH

2848 R BB TARETH = B HL I KR v 2] 46 AR IR U R 5 e 4 o bR Ve B2 B
(20193ZZY020208).
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