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Abstract

Domestic waste and agricultural solid waste treatment have become one of the important prob-
lems restricting the urbanization process. In this study, three fast urbanization areas of Chang’an
District, Lintong District and Lantian County in Xi'an City, are taken as examples. The energy input
and output results of three waste treatment methods, including sanitary landfill biogas power
generation, incineration power generation and biomass fuel mixed burning power generation are
calculated respectively by physical composition and heat value data. Based on five basic emergy
indexes including energy yield rate, environmental load rate, emergy investment rate, renewable
resource input rate and emergy sustainability index, the environmental sustainability and ecolog-
ical efficiency of three kinds of domestic waste treatment methods are compared and analyzed
from the perspective of energy utilization. The results show that the method of domestic waste in-
cineration and biomass fuel mixed combustion has significant advantages in energy conversion ef-
ficiency and environmental impact, which is conducive to improve the reduction treatment of do-
mestic waste and the socialization cycle of renewable resources in the rapid urbanization area.
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1. 518

B 22 GF A PO R JE AN IR B HEREIZ AR, S BRCLH DX Sl s 10 A 25 [t ™0 . S,
B AR B A A — B0 RT . DU BN FHRIE G, S AR RS R R IO Y, RS
WAL BT I SR KRB BE T AL FIN, BEEMBLIERE IR, Gi— bR B A
N2 TUMBR A R FEAR A 7 2, AT R SR ISR ER[1] [2] [3]. 2019 F 9 A 1 H, BRit IExUF
ASERER R RBOR, JFEE SR R E AL HET SR, SRR R R ERIF 5] 3 E R b
Wy IV B SLAL o BRI, Xt A PROE AR IX 3T 55 $HEAT B30 73 ST B e o B 20 2R [ IR AN o
Sk Z HEPIF IS AL BEA LRI« ATRERN " 52 N MR A BRI, E
o EFA” MBRAEEL H R RSB, H AT HAE A TG A B AL SE SO 3 o Bl e e
T ARG, — A FY AT il AR 2 R E ARSI, BN 7 I E A BT, T e A
(H R T o BRI R 38 1 1 BEUR TR 22 [4] o

FEEPR L, EYFREARH . KRR MR-, AN =RIEHEREA BN L6
KA, BRSNS RN SR o BRI LR H I T SRV B S i SR AR B i, T SEE
B BRI . T IR . BORAE R mR AR B AR, ACBEOR, AR, B
WADIE, FF BBCEMME AT LA E. 54T KR L SR RRIES R, AR T B MEART R L
194, BGRAKIEIG S, (2t TP ESt A, ERE, b sz g RICEER R, 5k
MEARS KPR AR H A, RS 2R ERZ A FIA A, B RS
SRR L, W NARIA AT B BRI E[5]. AR T (T ZR AR — R
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WORL, VB, N. SRR, fEAEMFIEARAERE S, EE =% CO, THIRMIBUR, +F
BIE G IRBEREAE . I A RS ARR RS SR AT AE ORI IR SR8, BT LAY & SR e A o PRAE AR
Fase PR AE RO &, AT LM PCDD/PCDF TEMH S HH & #AR TR HE, I Hg > A LS
SIS QMR R A ROE IR BE IR PR FE IR A, (MR IS, IR SR el i 25 1)
RIRGER, AFTEDBREREIR I = oM 6] -

ARTIE T LA A G 98 o T ——— 178 2 T 3508 ) i R RS AR A [X A D 2 i B SR MR M [ PR A FD 7
AR R AIAR b 3] P B BRAL AR AT R BB AT G0 SR INGK,  DAREAE 70 i il S AN [R S A B 5 9 1)
AR LB A SR E R, WA RER GO M BTN & MR A B IR AT, D9l
57 3P e A AT B A IX 3 1 B R FH S (A R i

2. HRAR
2.1. HARXiE

K 35 B PG 2 7T I v XA T L K22 IX AR KT T RN FH LA A5 A D B R ) PR B A IX el
FRT G, Finide DX I AR G by SR SIS R A v A B L8 g NI T [ PR A R AN R G, B R B AR S by R
WMEREHpe) AR BCE R IR KR A, B E 53 78 34.9%. 47.7%F1 34.0%. X I A LAIAR
SO SRl BHERS L. S BRSO RS 3 T, RESFERE R, A%
AR R KT A R RHE .

22. BEmRESSH

P HR R E IRAT B2 o A SRR 5 AR UE [ 7], AR 5 DX 3 3 S W BRI s B, 43 JIAE 2019 4F 7 A
12 A &5 7 AN TR HR HENE BMATARRMERFEE I, & HEH 10 1. 13 1R 16 I =M B
X DX AR W B B T s il AT B KA . BRI BEBE LAY 5 WIS 4R R IR, SR LR Ak
18 3ANEERE A B[R RAIRA — IRFE i, I IE A E, NG IEIREHRIRIE . 4028, 4. RT3,
WS, &E. AVYIGEE RN, SWIEHEYSE). THWIOK LG FLAE) S K UGEATRL. gih SR HE 5046,
FRES AL FRHEE & . RO [ R ARE SR B FOKRFEFE, 43 BIAE 2019 4F 8~9 F 7E % X T KA FE
X FH [6] DA £ B R BE LR, FEFTAE ot 2% dh 2ty [m] S8 % JE VI AR 3~5 em /N, ARG B T TR
ARG . 55 5 SR 0 AR S B SR RRE FEA ot 40 70 P A RE L (Harden TD1300 Y, | ZR i i A 20 DR 1 4
N FN)BE KRN T 25 mm BN TS 2200 4T .

VR ERE P T TIRAE A, 72 105 + 2CH AT T 28 HE, HREZEERSE/KEB] [9]. &
HAETKEK Cixn BAEKER C oM THEHA NS & C I E D BUIL SCERTHE[10]. SRS T2 =L
RAE Hi KA EA(HWR-15D 8, B iAo AR BT, a3 m A R AVE Hy o B2
P L R FAE Hyg o PR AR R B Hy R P BT T 15 REBIAR R 55 O AR TE A8 e B R AV 255 e vE T
H[11].

2.3. GHG hEIRHHMHE

A SCEET IPCC I 2454 CDM I H (175 1 5% 5 S P S AL B 07 1 R I = A B IRk eHR R [12]
TS B S /& CHy 1 COy, 35 7 50% A5 A7, HABSARUT Opn Nopv HoSy el RIS IS5 & Bt/
B TIX #5 1) CO, HEUE 8 B AP BIRRHE, A TP SAHE,  HR k2R 15 5ok e v = A H
K, B IPCC 35 Fg AL A — I 228 (first-order decay, FOD)J7VEREATHGHEFEIIE, FH5 4 pi 4
BRAFIE 7% 71(global warming potential, GWP) [13] [14]. PiZ X P4 13.2°C, F %K 2N 650 mm,
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M7 A9 900 mm, & FALIRAGRE < 20°C)ET(FHFKRIZAE < )X, il IPCC =24t
BN WA R IME AT I8, S8 — SR U B3R B~ T 00 12 48, B8 R e 7 AR 3 H K0 0.041,
I E SR B 2% DX sz 3% i ER A E) - E A 24

3 BRI
31, FREHEERBESH
BIF DX SR A 37 7 3 A0 TR AT ot O ER AL 0 A Kl L% 1

Table 1. Physical and chemical analysis data of domestic waste and corn straw
2 1 HE TR R KRR BB i EiE

EN E ) HKE%)  KAE%)  Ha//g) Hoe(lg) SRV CIHTHE  (mgHCI/KI)
R T A 3R 2.35x10* 16.5 13.0 9068.9 7570.8 0.74
RKHT AR iy I 1.44x10* 133 18.2 6734.7 5539.1 0.91
ETE A B ) 1.08x10* 27.9 9.5 11052.5 7332.7 0.59

FARFEFF 1.61x10* 6.70 16.32 14566.5 9715.4 0.43

MR EIE TR, AN AR TS B IR B K ST 30%, 4x4H 3 VE 3 R T B N S I FA A PR
18 4180 /g, R RBe) NS ARAE[15] . (HA2 i TRk RS T K E RN S AEAS CI B AVE AT H
B, SRR AR SR B R K RN A T R AR R T 5% E SR, LB
— IR AL BIR RE . TAE IR DO ) FOKFE AR IS B AR S, 8 T #VE. K CI B fr 34
EATH R RGFHEREL, U84 1000R G- (FEL, Bk FORFEF = 90:10) )5 (IR & BB VE
HHETEA 8050.7 Jg (FI41E). 6555.2 J/g (A KHTIE)F 8169.4 Jig (EFHH), Fem B AN IR AE BT
PR 6380 J/g LA F, H CITATHIEFHI7E 0.67 LAN o 6 BIR A= 5 [8] PR 46 A 1 35 58 B i =X T AR
U A o 2 BRI SRR B RN SRR ), o3 43 28 5 KA 5 [RISOR F RS . J8E. 4. K
Vi AR PVE R FE AR B T BIE A @A, BRI 4H A S PR R AR AR I CH, S5R
EXUNG a0 R
3.2. AR IES ERIEEELE

REAR T M 7R R B 3 4 AR A% 5K H. T. Odum T 20 th4d 80 AR AN 1 LLRE S N IZ O I R GL M 7
%, VG RGO RS ERE /I I0A F1 T R[16]. REfE M LARE(E 2R E, JEARFE. ARBE. A
AT LK) g B e Gt — bR AT LU o BEAE 20 M7 P K BH BB fEL solar energy SRETEERE —REEAUBEME K
Ny AR AN B RS I BE R P& BRI RER &, BN ZRER MR E. BETIERTC
TN NI T A 3 57 3 S U 3 [ WS b BT S bk, 3l T SRR AR T b SR AR SR T AR S R AN R 28 Y
MIRER . WO BT 57 TS5 DL R B A5 5 — e AL R B BEAE A FE(sef), AT B30 b BE AR S (1 45440
DIRERHIE 5 A S PR G AT LEB AT, O RBRAE A R AL RCR PPN SR B2 ARk . DL P -
AR ACEE R G X IR, 3 BRSO LRSS A FEAARS AT - BRI GE A FRLIX A e R 4
VERHER B B AL B, SR RRAE 20 ITiand =M AL B VA R R R AE BN B DL HEAT XS B,
Phmeye (BB HIFR) mep CREEDERE). nee (BEEBTIR). nee (TEHRIEBAR)M e, (BE1H
R RFEEAR A0 TR REAE IR Fr o0 0 EEAEVR A A R AR iz SR Ak L 7 s AR AR

PAEBUE - UK HUAR B 5 VA% 7Y 2 T T A A R R A ARSI RO R I H S Bt AT
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P CENLA R 12 MW) [17] [18], 52377 S 8 4% 6.42 mP-t 1 (I HI 2 81%), VA< K1 Vil 35,874 k-m?,
RN 30%, BEMIRI R RN 43.69 KWh-t™; A HEIKEI% 3.45 x 10° kgt it, KREFESEL 05
kg-MIHit, SRR SH R T ZBE AN R HUS AT AT 0.16 $-KWh ™ i, B3R IS Al T A SR A 24 Rl A
1% 44.34 $-t7 RZEEAEIRAES RN 0.679 tCOe, FIRALFREUM ML 10.77 $-t 1, HPIIRBEME1E it
SEVHRNSRETT .

BER R AT T4 LL 600 t-d7t AR RIS Bk B I H S EGIAT IR CENLA R 12 MW) [18] [19]
[20], & HELRCERIE 20%it, i BB 90%it; A HIKE 1.98 x 10° kg-t ™ #%it, K HLFEA T 0.5 kg-MI™!
it BRI S R 2T R ST AT 0.11 $-kWh it BB AR 24 & 0.853 tCOLe, Hi
WAL FRBUFAMETE 10.77 $-t 31, LTRSS IE AL S A GRS REME TN

FEAF - SRR R LI H S ISR SHUIT I S G = 2 x 12 MW) [21] [22], FEFF#VETZ 14,566.5
J-g it REER 20%1t, i 90% 1T, A HIK R 1.98 x 10° kgt it A HUFES % 0.5 kg-MI
it AHAEL 113 x 100 kgt it, MRS SART AR RIS 0.10 $-kwh it E
AR RN 0.893 tCO.e, BIRALFRBURFAMIEH% 10.77 $-t 23, T AEVE*MI% 0.038 $-(kW-h) 1 it, =
TR/ E A AN REE TN

FAN I FE A RE AR i ¥ R o SRR E[16] [23] [24], R EBRAZ 5 T #8 45— 14 3.82 $-1COe it 3
TCLRG 4% 6.5:1 1T il it 5 TAR I - VAR AN ERYE . B e F R B VE R AR W) R TR b A FEL AL 3
R R R BH BB (L7 2~4).

Table 2. Emergy analysis of domestic waste landfill biogas power generation system
2. EERERDEEIE - SBRLKHEAKEES N

KBHBE(E (sej-a ™)

i H AE B F% 2 (sej-unit™) - -
FHOE F VN 1755
SN AEVEBIR Ry 3.34 x 10" 7.83 x 108 4.82 x 10 3.60 x 108
BN BEHAKFERE R 6.07 x 10* 1.34 x 10* 8.26 x 10Y 6.16 x 10"
1
BN WHIFSFERE R, 1.50 x 10° 1.00 x 10" 6.13 x 10" 4.61 x 10"
N DA RA Fy 4.0 x 10* 4.16 x 10*® 2.56 x 108 1.91 x 108
HIN: BERAFR, 4.0 x 10* 6.56 x 10" 4.04 x 10" 3.01 x 10Y
BN BRALFRENG Fs 4.0 x 10* -1.01 x 10%® -6.22 x 10 —4.64 x 10
N BHHRESE G 4.0 x 10* -8.95 x 10% -8.16 x 10%° -1.37 x 10
Wil AR Y 1.59 x 10° 5.87 x 10V 3.61 x 10V 2.70 x 10V

Table 3. Emergy analysis of domestic waste incineration power generation system

3?3 BRI A B R GREEST

KBHBE(E (sej-a ™)

i H AEAE 3% 2R (sej-unit™) - -
B O i F VN EEH
SN AEVEBIR Ry 3.34 x 10" 7.83 x 108 4.82 x 10 3.60 x 108
HN: WEIFKFERE R 6.07 x 10° 7.08 x 10*° 4.36 x 10"® 3.25x 10"
N B HIFFERE R, 1.50 x 10° 3.17 x 10" 1.95 x 10% 1.46 x 10%
AN: IBEEA F, 4.0 x 10* 413 x 10% 1.95 x 10'8 1.93 x 108
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Continued
BN B ACEANY Fs 4.0 x 10% -1.01 x 10% —6.22 x 10" —4.64 x 10"
N R ESA G 4.0 x 10% -2.92 x 107 -1.93 x 10" —2.42 x 10"
Frdi: dmHY 1.59 x 10° 5.37 x 10" 2.54 x 10 2.51 x 10"

Table 4. Emergy analysis of domestic waste-biomass co-fired power generation system

T4 EERR - EYFRRIR A B ARG REE DT

K BH REAE (sej-a™)

TiH AGAB 445 R (sej -unit™) - -
B O #5iE RKHEE HEHE
N B R, 3.34 x 101 7.83 x 108 4.82 x 10 3.60 x 10*
N TAKFEFF R, 4.24 x 10" 9.95 x 10" 6.12 x 10V 457 x 10Y
BN A EFKFERE R 6.07 x 10°* 7.08 x 107 4.36 x 10" 3.25 x 10V
BN HRFAFERE R, 1.50 x 10° 3.17 x 10% 1.95 x 10* 1.46 x 10
N BERAF, 4.0 x 10* 5.46 x 108 2.73 x 1018 2.54 x 1018
N BrIRACEAN Fs 4.0 x 10* -1.01 x 10% -6.22 x 10%° —4.64 x 10%°
BN FARRIEAM Ry 4.0 x 10* -1.61 x 10%® -9.93 x 10% —7.42 x 10"
N AHRRESM G 4.0 x 10* -3.07 x 10" -2.02 x 10" -2.43 x 10
it HIIEHY 1.59 x 10° 6.01 x 10%® 3.01 x 10% 2.80 x 108

3.3 ESHETM

R 25 DI A 3 S SR AR B B 0 T R Bt 20 )T SR AR - R O AR BRI -
SRR A = R AL BE T VAN ) & TR REAE PR FR AR, 135 5 P

Table 5. Emergy evaluation indexes of different treatment methods

5. NERIEFERBEEITNIERR

. T - SpeR REFF - B bR

TR mogmn RAHEE EEH AN AAGE W RIDEE RAmE RER
Mo 0.16 0.16 0.17 1.90 2.23 2.05 1.75 2.04 1.85
/N 0.41 0.40 0.38 0.19 0.12 0.18 0.36 0.25 0.35
Mew 0.65 0.64 0.62 1.26 1.14 1.24 0.47 0.35 0.45
Mo 071 071 0.72 0.84 0.89 0.85 0.74 0.80 0.74
Nes 0.39 0.40 0.44 10.03 17.95 11.46 4.86 8.10 5.37

Mew =Y/2F, 0., = (N, +3F, )/(ZRi +3R')in,, = (SR’ +3F, )/(ZNJ. +3R);

Mo = (ZRu + ZRI')/(ZRI + ZR|’ + ZN] + ZFk ) Mesi = Mew /UELR

HH R AR T LA
1) =M ITEM e B SBRIER B RS ( ey [—HTE 3~8 ZIAI[25] [261)FHEL &AL, XEER

DOI: 10.12677/jlce.2021.102004 32 KB TF


https://doi.org/10.12677/jlce.2021.102004

KE

N3 = A DR 2 PR A B R B R RS AR R KR, BN I T TR RSB TS, Hoop T
SO — 8RR o MRS, (LB B BV R BRI 79~0% . LIRS B AL T 7
K AT B T AR U 3~5 1%, (R ILH A A S R 2 e e+, 5 AMFI RS FF& 4
BRI B e 5 1 R BT DAZE BT T S/ 0N i h G, DR T B 38 B B 1 o R LS
o R RT3 255y

2) SAEEITE e BN T 1 HECHRIER SRR R KR S 0 R G, A TSR 8
G115 RBE[27]0 AN IR 1B 7 B AR A DA % 6 P 3 2 MR T A WU, 002 1 R B R A 1 %
. EARTE = RS B R TP 4 > FLBE 0 RS 1T P A B, (LI b T O — R Pk T
KBV, PRI A OBR B JBER, e (ABIRRRG . TTSROF SR M A BRI AT I B A
A, S D e KSR, T DA BRI TR BT B A7, BRI e, (AR

3) SEREANREER R G0 e AR, F TR BN B A2 AT IR A B T8, e
W S PR o1 T P T R R SSR 0N 1T P2 A A B S 48 T A0 e ARG, R A
ST AR H I T 7,0

8) IR noge TEBEAT, TR WTIREE R MUV 0 e (AR B, B R SR T RS FF2K
TR, AR T I AR VR R P

5) AT o THIZEERRR. SR8 v A M TR R MV 10 g, MDA 1A O - S
RIWRG, SRl T A TR . BIEE e (R BEAUARAT . 2 ey, (75 5~10 Z1AINF, FW%F
GrE e SRR I, AR ] PR R 27]. B T O — 00 A TV I e, (AR,
WA o PR - SECH A B 177 A U KRR, T PR B o VMO8 5 M R B S A
PO 2B, DR DR S 56 5 R A T o B8 R T 1) 17, (RLATIORP 2 400 S A P2 2
JEf, R TR AR R R S IR, SR T BB R A . A B S
FRO B2 DM AT — 25 A S0 5 b T R G 8 6 6 A R LG B 0 7 R385 77

4. RSB

AW LB A, 1) = PREIR AL R A S BRIMEE BIAE R ) AN BRIl AR 2y
BT AR SRR AL, SRS 2 AT e 77 20RT LA X s vl H SR R BA W B 2k, vtkig
SRARAL X IO T AR R S - AR VTR A Os SR AL BEAR AR 1 Bt S HF . 2) SRR Mk K
B, PASEI - AU AR B IR R R AR R AR LS OB IR g, RS AT IR A AL B VA A 4R
T T R A B AR IR S0 A7 T B AT D9, DRI A B e (R AR A R

N DG IR X I B A R R R, A5 IR 7 AR 0 R REIRAL ™ b BRI A B R et ¥ 0, £ 5 18
ARSI 2 — R OE P AR ad BE PR IYIRA TR DU FLAt B2 e 3 s B TSR R, OB YAy
T RETWUZ Beit: 1) MM SRR AR SR RGBT 5 B A B ORI Ll ), BATH
BRIA BT DA IR VI R, ST IR A B G0 %%, RBATEIX IR 12, Bl o s R 5%
e) IR BN R, ST Bl T AT QBT U 40— BT AR S QIR S AL B
[l Se X L AR BRI G T “ FAC BERIACER - P AR BR (PP AS) - SR A0 M AR S B B AL BRAR S, AR HR IR 5 A
e B A B R HESCR . B SRR PR A S B R R - 2) 1F 2 BB S (1 A 2
MREH, BB AT PACERI B B ARSI S R TR R AR I R AL S LA
BlAk, ot S 3 AN [ PR A2 23 D mT [ETSCRIAN T [ W PR R S Xt L REAT 70 SRICAT s A8 AR BEEAT PR AR I 37 3¢ %
PEACALRTI H TR B, 52X AN AT B i e FAEL R TR EEAT 7 SRR A TRUAL BE IR A0 NI 17 25 15 B8 %
REEE) I E R AR R AT BRI, DO S — R R A B A . 3) Bk SEk B (3R 55%
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BRURORYNED o DI CRAP R RO G HUE s (L AESR 2 i 3t DX ) [ P AL L o 78 70 A i S I AR

)EH’

[ I LA ARG E A BLERFR L, 3R R BT e ™ L AE T 7 Lt 5a 4 (28], 4) A itk

A AL X ML S5, s e (0 A P A 2R 7 (AR 2, A PR BRI, MRSk s/ [ ER A i) A
P/ D X IS (75 S ANTIR SIS B X I B ) T P e

E&UH

AW 7T 52 BTG4 B SRR 5E42(2019IM-253) , B2 764 #0E T L TR 2135 H (17JK0428, 20JT042).

VG 22 G SR K 3 B AR AL AT 71 3 42 (X20190022) ¥ #E Bl

BEE
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