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Abstract

The classified treatment of domestic garbage is regarded as an important way to solve the prob-
lems of garbage pollution and resource waste. Taking more than 900 students from 4 middle

SERER

NES| A fhsE, Kk, BEW, PR, BIRT e AR o RV AT TEL). PTRRSE AR, 2022, 12(4):
905-912. DOI: 10.12677/sd.2022.124103


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/sd
https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2022.124103
https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2022.124103
http://www.hanspub.org

(IRCES R

schools in Chongqing as the research objects, this study analyzed the present situation of middle
school students’ garbage classification and their willingness to classify garbage through question-
naire survey. The results show that there are some problems in middle school students, such as
insufficient attention to garbage classification, lack of garbage classification knowledge, and weak
awareness of garbage classification. Based on these problems, some suggestions are put forward,
such as strengthening garbage classification publicity, improving environmental awareness, per-
fecting campus garbage classification management system, and perfecting garbage classification
management rules and regulations.
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Table 1. Respondents’ personal information
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Table 2. The degree of concern of respondents to environmental problems such as garbage pollution

2. FIHFM RIS RFR R X TIZE

prinl] ANBUA & Eb/%
A RE, AW EP M RIS . 7 A 5E TR,

SV SR R B s 154 16.42%
PRB ORI, W5 IR BT T R 453 48.29%
Kk, (HARZIE T 304 32.41%
ATV, BT G A AR [ 5 R TE 0% 27 2.88%
Table 3. Known of respondents to garbage classification
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Table 4. Channels for respondents to understand garbage classification knowledge
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Figure 1. The most acceptable way to promote gar-
bage classification knowledge among respondents
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Table 5. Respondents’ views on the effect of school household garbage classification and treatment
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Table 6. Respondents’ satisfaction with the distribution of garbage cans on campus
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Figure 2. Intention of household garbage classification of
respondents
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