Advances in Environmental Protection {737 Hi ¥, 2023, 13(5), 1218-1223 Hans )0
Published Online October 2023 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/aep
https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2023.135146

BENPEEASRITI PR R RSP

ZRUGT AR EMHERTUEATR, 28 &K

-

ks H i 20234F9H19H; FAHHM: 20234F10H20H; KA H#: 2023410 30H

G2

BEE N RAEKFRABRREMLR S REE T, BFELRKAR B m38N, B2HR—RIINFH
R H . SR B RIARATW AR ES 2 E, TR AR BT HREERENA . “+
DU B9 TRV SRR ML B SCRE 7 AW, R B3 ) BEURAL AN AL A B SR E B R fR 3201
FEMLHT R4

X 5in
HRATIL, BEER, REBS

7

The Development Trend of Kitchen
Waste Disposal in the Environmental
Protection Industry

Chen Wang, Shenyang Wu, Jingzhe Hou, Siyang Liu, Dehui Zhang

Anhui Haoyue Renewable Resources Utilization Co., Ltd., Anhui Hefei

Received: Sep. 19", 2023; accepted: Oct. 20", 2023; published: Oct. 30", 2023

Abstract

With the continuous improvement of people’s living standards and the advocacy of waste sorting,
the production of food waste is increasing, and a series of environmental problems are becoming
increasingly serious. Garbage disposal is a top priority in the environmental protection industry,
and kitchen waste plays an important role in garbage disposal. During the 13th Five-Year Plan pe-
riod, the government’s support for the environmental protection industry continued to increase,
and the resource utilization and harmless treatment of food waste ushered in important devel-
opment opportunities, with a promising industrial outlook.
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Table 1. Advantages and disadvantages of each disposal process
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table 2. Advantages and disadvantages of resource utilization and disposal
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Figure 1. Anaerobic energy treatment process flow
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Table 3. Composition of solid waste in some cities of China
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