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Abstract

In recent years, China has vigorously promoted garbage classification and waste resource recy-
cling. Wet garbage accounts for a high proportion of domestic garbage in China, but it has not been
effectively utilized. Based on the improved TOPSIS model of FAHP, this paper analyzes the existing
wet waste recycling model in Shanghai and the wet waste recycling model based on Americana
Linn breeding technology. Finally, it is concluded that the new wet waste treatment model based
on Americana Linn breeding technology has the advantages of high economic benefits, low oper-
ating costs, high social recognition, and great social contributions.
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Figure 1. Recycling mode of wet waste in Shanghai
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Figure 2. Hierarchy diagram of evaluation indicator system
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