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Abstract

With the expansion of the school scale and the increase of the number of students, the disposal of
campus waste has become an urgent problem to be solved. In this paper, through the analysis of
the characteristics of campus waste, the advantages and disadvantages of aerobics composting
and anaerobic composting are elaborated respectively. Compared with anaerobic composting,
aerobic composting has the disadvantages of high classification requirements and higher produc-
tion cost, but its process is faster, a smaller area is occupied, equipment requirements are lower,
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parameters are easier to control, etc. It is of great practical significance to treat campus household
garbage by compost on campus. Based on the analysis of the technical, economic and social feasi-
bility of aerobic composting, a set of campus composting scheme is preliminarily formulated, in-
cluding location selection, process flow, materials, etc.
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Figure 1. Aerobic composting process
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Figure 2. Anaerobic composting reaction
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Figure 3. Comparison of scheme advantages and disadvantages
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FH JE R EL (R L) A EM B TN & o BiC A P8 TRE S L Ah AR 2 5 b 1 552 3T S A 3 I HEDRE AR 5 =
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Table 1. Proportion and feeding amount of each group

F 1 RARLERIMEE

He5 173 fic te kg AhsEhi i Ikg TTE R e/kg HeTE R kg Filit 7% kg EM B &g
A 1:2:2:1 1 2 2 1 100
B 1:2:3:1 1 2 3 1 100
Cc 1:2:4:1 1 2 4 1 100
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Figure 4. Aerobic composting process flow chart
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Figure 5. Site lay diagram
E 5 HMmmEREE

4, SCEREBE N RAITHES
4.1. FEARAITHED

A, HEREAC AL b A S SR T S RIAT, O /N HE I SN s B HE A T SR AE FE Y AR 3 L
BNIEAT, B RIFHIZCR. filln, KRERNX W —2200, SO0z 2B R ], 5 FRAE
2 bl — 1 B /NE BE T el R HEAE o B HENE AR T DAL 2 W7y AR, [RIRE,  [RIAM) S0 K
PR S S AR AL R GE, AbHE 700 t el bR SR RN E AR b e [10] 0 457 35 S Ak B ARAE R el 1 58 Y
FET] ASEHEF,  EANARIA S TR 2 AR 22 7T DO el 7 S AL B BRI R SRS, R NHEIE T2
RO OL AN SE T RO By XS BE AR el A Ml 2 R [R) 2 th ] LA SE AT R P SR B o

4.2. BRAITHS

X BN TT RIALER S AT 20T, AR R 2 P B = EAr A AR S A e B )b £ A
V3K, s Al L AR P N TR I (g L Ab B AR) . HTPIAS B BT DU 45 A A A S sk
I B Vg S REAT I S, 2 3 P AT AT S A e rh RSN 8 SRR LB A P LR A AT b
Mo [RIIS, SENEIERE P e S A Rl SR A PR S OB AN AL B3R Y, 1 AR e = AR i 9 . A
BUEEMEL A TIERIERZ Y, WA T RENTRM . Gt L A S e B iE A HUIE H
e, RPAETFLIR A B R AN 95.5 Toit, AR IERIR HIALEE B I Dy 180 Ju/t. AL b A= i bR HENE
AP B AT (AT R

Table 2. Waste disposal cost analysis table
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