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Abstract

The representative crop straw and domestic waste in multi-source organic solid waste were se-
lected for research. Firstly, the current resource status and research status of these two Kinds of
organic solid wastes are introduced, and then the resource utilization paths of these two kinds of
organic solid wastes are summarized.
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SR B [ AR RE SRR B RIS, X N SRR e 2 (M TP S Ji BT SR S [ AL A BL I A Bk 5400
MBI SR B TR IR AR L R A AR BE, RIS i sl A B BOR SR A BT RAL
JrAIT RN . EAMIIIN A, T BRI s, X T A NLUER R 2 R R HHTH A
Bt AR 65001 # T AL REAT A8 R T A6 BE VR -2 o WA [ S0t R I A e A B AL I 44 PR 72420
CAAETRBIRAC BN, HASI A E S — EHGR DR N, 2005 SR ARdfEEIE A AL 2 )5, B3/
D, GIRACAE AR B L] S B T 13% A, AEREELBIIA R 78% Ay o AT X A HLIE KK FE
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2. AYEFEFI6E

22 R AT AL A P 3742 A2 48 AATIHE AR 7= 35 sl v 7 A 1308 2 iR R P A B30 B oA 3 SR R AN (B (E e P 57
BB I RS A WY SR, B RO A L R P (R B R RS AT 2 . & & SRRk
FEPR ) T A MBI (B vk BB LR VE 55) « 7 BOA LRI (8 4 [ AR AL 540
TBUGYE . BN =K. RIEWFFT. GEI0. BB RSIRAG RS2 UL R .

2016 FELFEF AR EE . (EEMIEE, SEGFEMEBEIE 38 x 10° t, HEFAFRAZ 60%; 4
EPAERSFRL 9 x 10°% t, ARFFAML 2 x 10° t; IRTT5 Ve A I HZ) 3.5 x 107 t, 4bE ZAE 50%~70%:
WA BN AR A E) 1.8 x 10% t. kIR 2020 4EEE IR A EVS B A RE R, BRI TEAE
(1 S 32 37 R ot v R T R K RN A 3 R K BTGRP A SR 1Y 49.8%. AN [F)Fh A HLIE A
JRFED R T L2 L

Table 1. Physical and chemical properties of main organic solid wastes

= 1 EEREEGREFYIRELMER

K535 (%) R B (%) CIN
TERERT 11~125 80~90 45~65
AR 45~55 35~50 20~35
BRI 70~95 70~85 3~10
Bt K5 I 78~81 55~62 6.5~14

M1 AT A FIR SR A LB AR IR & B2 R B0k, A ERSAT I ML & B
(809%LA L), T A= IE LR AU ML & SR (50% LA ), MBEUR IBIAT I £ LR A LI 35 el g FAT (O 74
EWRBE, AT SREE RN R, & IEMBKT5 BB S KRG HUR & &, H2 F
[ CIN LLAR[L], IR BA B B A [2] [3], 8% R A BREH AR 5% I RE U
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3. BHEFEFYREN

PR B, FORBHERFEIR . WS SCEBE, AT RABER Dy T PR PR S (e i 5t U
MBI AL AL FE VA E CEFELLT 34 1) Psimiii, B ARER PR F4 9 b [ icHs 52 1 —
TMF, AREK. BOE. SRSV, 2) Yk, BRI ERSEEIBCH A, A A R B A
RIS A P A B ARE, R A PLEIRANTG e A2 P HENESE . 3) RER A, AR AL B F2 b [ml i rE &
AFEARERI AL, B, BHE YRR G, I nT LLE—D R L, R b R 85 e IR
S AR AR RER R kAT R AR

XA LB AR R T EAT WSO A A, ASDCRT BLSEEUA HLIER st . st dii, i H AT bl
femtt 2 as, WEVIRILH, JFRT LIS e AT la, RIS REE BRI S H 1.

3.1 RIEMBFTHRNLEE

311 BEREVREFTIARK

FEAT A A R g AR W B R AR BB . JE 18 /s B, SR PR E R R BRI R
FAEZIN 9.0 ALME[4]. ARAEVC SRR LN RERA S0% LA EREAAEEIARSATF, Hgeit, FRERSAT B
V5 EEAEYIFRIR 72.2%, RAW R R E E AR [5]. AT E SR ML B BR. PhAEE
FICR LKA NG, BRARKRBFAINEE]. EZ RS AN B R AR 4 [F
o AL RS RS AR IS L 2T A 45 R R R SR E R AR R A R I 10 x 10° t,
Hpr e R B R 200 9 x 10° t, A —REA =B KE, 5 ERFEFF A= R 18.50%75 44[7].

3.1.2. ERSMRZIR

] P AT AR B RE AT (1 USRI A T VF 2 AH GBI T o 1 502 R FH A VE DR F IR SR 9 7= FR e o
Adl S5 [8]HF 7T MR AL AT PR A B 73 21 FRGE 1) S b= 59 240 mL/g-V'S, T AR AERE AT DR AR B 1) HE e 22
W= &N 356.7 mL/g-VS. Chen Z¢[91K AR ZEMUK BL AT JLWH A, W b= &4 1 7.09%~44.26%. Zhang
01K EMAEMREF (N TRFUKAR) 5 F AT 3L M, H e 7= S ARG T R AT S 0 A 92
62.1%~111.28%, X T2 FE IR T 23.04%~54.44%. K4k 52 25 (111K FH R i B T Ak B 1) 2K
FEAF AT 2 B R B, 75 36°C. 60 h (U461 T, 331 0.327g LB (g i JEHE) ' XIFZ[12]0F 7 R I,
TR A AL FE AT LUK FORFEFF I AP AR TR R aF 4 3, nlREEREI & 238 . BRIk
PRV P R B 7 G R RS S5 e 1 200 T 0 1P o 5 7 S5 (L3R FH 008 P e AN S S B K 6 I B ) R R AT K
fRAEPS T R, FREN 66.23 g-L 7, BURMLEE MK MR T 25.3%.

FRRR AN REFT AT HERE o B4k )1 S5 [14125 T 30t A FORAEFFHERE, R I HERE AL At 358 o
IRV R IR ZE R A K, HEREML AR T DS I r e rh el i R A A AR R C IS &, RN R
{5 FH AT DAZR e it A I >R LB R R . X055 A[15] I, FORFEFFHEAE AT LAE i ASHR R AE K,
FEAR AR, B LI BIPERR, MiIEE )y 15 kg-m 2 i, SR, 2. M PRS0 RS 15.0%.
14.1%. 11.3%, ZIEFRSEIRE 10.34%. 12.75%. 13.86%, A S/~ Bt 23.4%.

3.13. REREVFEFHRRELEE

FAT, T T yadfe) s e B RS AT R BoR AR A, N E T E &) e gt [
eI A TENR CRTIMPRIEREREAEA ER S A IR L) (8 705 [2008] 105 ), HUAHIX . %
[ TR LA FIREARITGOIERME . EHG . BEME . FORME. SRk TR R 3met, @R “
W7 B ToRHE” [16]. BHATIX R E RN BHEA T, RO AR RS R B B IR AR LA 1.
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Figure 1. Resource utilization path of crop straw

B 1 RIFUREFTRBRIRILERE

FEAPIERMEM R o) 2, BRE S ERGE WAL, ISR IEIE PR AR . RABIR™45. FE AT
PTRMER ARSI 30 . A . TR AR RIn TEOR, & & RHe A RS
TR IOK WS REE[17]. RATIRRHE A ] T 2R A i (A ™) . R SR AR AE RETR 1L
MAEAR, Hrp, FEAT A ARG 2 B ATRAT MR 5 E AL A [18]. FEATZRMETE LLAS
FONEZERE, T oA M sEh A K it — 2 & A R AF M a LR, B
BHRHOR YIRS 7 B2 RS ) 1 IR BORHOR SR [19]. REAT BURHMESR REAT A D9 ol J5URhE AT
THARIEAR, FEARENIERA . BEMEINT. K520,

3.2. EFRIRHFTRMER

3.2.1. HRESEFLRIRIMR

W AR TE B, R AR R AT B IRk T E AR VR R IR 55 (3 Bl v AR R [ A P DA K
R ATBEE O 03 T AR v 3 P TR A R o B IR T A Ve B 8 A B KRG, fERE % 30 4,
P A i W e AR R KRG, H 1980 41 3.132 x 107 t #EK B 2017 4E ) 2.15 x 10%t, “FHYLEMK
%) 5.34% [21]. Filit 3] 2030 4, 4 34-KF) 4.80 x 108 t [22]. Wi ARG b R P& B8k 4 T 46384y L,
P 55 AR Bm M 5, 2018 EFR[E 5T 4 b 3= A ik 1.08 A2 5, 2019 AEFR E & BT by 3 = A ik 1.18 12
JIm, LREFEAG T 2020 AR E B RS A Bk 1.18 A4 T
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SRIMA IS B A B H S K R R, B A BRAE 1 20 A BIMR N K. B8 ( “F=H" 4
FE A TG B R T FEACAC PR S R , B “F=H7 K, P REE KL IRATEAE kS 3.44 11
Wi/H, AWFEARIT 14%, BPiT 86%[WJf RI IR BA T EMATE ., £ 2 4 2016 32 2019 H-4 [H A i B A
P

Table 2. Domestic waste treatment in China from 2016 to 2019
5= 2. 2016~2019 F 2 EAETEL IR IER

THIZE(TM) To % AL BE37) J92 K5 (1B ) T F AL RE ST (i H) TEH AL BE (7 1)
2016 20,362 940 621,351 19,674
2017 21,521 1013 679,889 21,034
2018 22,802 1091 766,195 22,565
2019 24,206 1183 869,875 24,013

MFEF AT LLEH], M 2016~2019 4F, TR IRIFIEZE . THFMAEI . ToFEALHRE
PAR T FAC AL B B IR, AT LR [ 0 AR 3 B (0 T 35 A AR B BOR R A

3.2.2. HEFENIRFFTIR

E AT, X 48 Jot S 30 1) PR AR A AL B 22 R B AR I v, 38 VT & [231/E R I 4k 1 NI 7L 1 B B s
R 54 R, MBI A SR LB 2:1 B, AR A R AR e E A s Tian
S5 [2ATHERTE U & J B 55 08 ZE I LU AR R I A P R S LU o 101 i, AEVBE AR I oK, HOBE IR P
Wi K, 153 409.5 mL/g-VS. PEARTLSE[25]81d F 35k - bRl - REE I 2B m Ak, &
SCE, L ZABRAEE R 200 td, RGISATRGE, il BT R RRIEEFE, £ B3 T AR
HYELINAGREANRE R 75°C, BN E A 5 K .

FOR, AR R A HERE A BN 5 A — P B8 7 Ko B AT S5 [2610F 78 17 48 J5F 1o I PR s o 5o S AL )
o, RIRBEERICERATIEE TR, ZHEMELS WA BRIE DB A S, HE
1) Kim SE[27) B HERE 3 B G IR YE LR B, a2 N SR BB, 1 B A A AR, RS
AR I R ) e R o A R ] ) B S (283 i R A T 3 T S M A P R A R T T R 2R R
T HH 2 AT TR A2 HE AT RO 34 B I 2 S [29] 2 i Ak ) 5 ik VAR A S IR S A 40 I 81 s T 790 m 28]
DL HERE A, R SIS I B ARV A O A P O AR A B R, Rk T HERE R A, 2002 AERRESRAFE[30]4¢
HH 35 i SR HE IR R B A O B 7K 3R R 50%~60%, C/N (25:1)~(35:1), K N 14%~17%, pH 4 6.5~7.5,
g 35°C~55C.,

B 2R TE B R I FA B T K AR BLIRIL, & S A R S I, 18 RO
TR, HERESSCR T . il A [B32] N T2 ba b 74 B b 3 bl Ry T A7, R FH TR Rl 1 T 22 402
HIHCA DS, B /N, A, FRIESE[33]AALEERE 770 500 t/d bRk 5 & ab R H ], dEid
KA TRATRT M T2, IR GRS NENER S EHEYR. &8, BRAERERY, SCI%EHE
A .

3.2.3. RN FFELER

HET, W EEIA SIS K FREA: P2 KSR I T B 3 A 3 R - B PAR MR R, A, &
T M T AR o DR 4 T A e AR [ AT R PR B AR & A o A 3 4 5% 1 4% b W Ak 7 2 85 A 90t LR WAL R AR
LK 2,
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Figure 2. Resource utilization path of domestic waste

2. EENIRAFIRLERRE

PR I 3 RS A A S R et R RS, PSR B SR AT TIAR R, FUAL BB A i b
BEAT T 0k, AR N LA i AU Ak . BRI Ak JE vl 7 A TRE: A R ANAR AR I T [
V. BIREIRAEAIY). RIS R FEY) . BRI b . Horb, XTI ET BLEEAT 1R TCR
FIAEER; 25 5 RS s 5 R i FEMHHAT O H AL, RS TR mT F 388 e it LS LA g
RIS T RAPD s YDBR AR A H Al B R 64T DA SR AR B ;o) T2 g v o 2R 2 (R A s
SIS HHEAT PRAAUA IR B S SR AL AR B, PRARUAC I A5 VRV T VBRI 4 S HE I 2R A LA R T4l
AT IALRL, R A SR T R B R, SRS T AR R A BRI A

M TG AR B R AL R IE IR S A T AR — BRI, — SRR IE T A . 25
TAA[34] BB T KA [35] K rmnd im VR IE[36] 5 BR, A ROE AL GEEOR AR R R Bt b3
JAMI 7 A R et Bk, BHTRON 1) LR IR T R

HE TS B G &2 — R B E AR R . R EE B T L T RERs A LA 72 4
W B AR E ) M E AR, o & sl UOrT R RORL A R sl 20 [37] [38], AR B ik
P, AR B AR A RS S R T RE[39] il EHI LB & T /K AE AR A AL
VRIEORNR S BRI [ A P2 70 o) S R B R B  SRBOR AT ) T AR B S 3. B, B
TR SRR . Y AR B R R A 5 7 S T A B A O 2H 0 OB W SR T BRI, e s
VI (MECS) R AL O B AR AT LA G 467 i [40] o

4, &5ig

1) M FAAEIRERT, BT, BATSZEFASAREPOERME. fRME . #orE . JFRHME . JopME T
REZRE, AR “TL” BCCTORME” , HARREFFAERHMEA I BON 2 o REFTH RG] A8 IE A 1
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REZMEALR R RS D B2 R, I T el A LRk REAT BEORMESR RS AT 1R o8 T
M JFURREAT I TR B EeAR, R NG . EEMEINL. TEEHREE.

2) EIEBIRAE AT H A A AT e e R R D2 ORIz BT OE . s Tr 3K
B ERE WA A E B TR R R AT, Py eIk B R AR A 7 KT R iz 3 Ak 2
PR E B PASIMEOR, BEREEOR. miRHEIEEOR . IREEEARM BRI EOR . Horr, BUEAASE
Joe 7y e e I3 T 2B 3 b S AL B A 2 ORI ROt o TR BRI S s e, Sl AR
B IR, EE S BORIAAE L BRI S R AP S B . PRIUE, AR T
TR I 57 7K S B e S P ) I 5 3 Ak B A 3 5 R B AR L T 06 B B FE

[ A SR FE D — ELARAR Y TR T BRI i [ AR AR R AT LI R R SR BE A o 9 T A
SrRIEes, TS EERAE T EE AR, AR RN, TR B HOR K R
A, A SEBL B AT [N SOR R 0 [ IS R RE DR BRHEIL, X N SRA B Ak o I AT 8 A i BAT 3K 3
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