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Optimization of MSW Treatment Scheme by AHP in Yan an City

LIU Xiao-hong"’, LIU Li’,ZENG Xian+ai', ZHANG Zeng—qiang'» WANG Guo-dong’
(1.College of Life Science, Northwest Sci-tech University A griculture and Forestry,Yangling ,Shaanxi 712100, China;
2. College of Chemistry & Chemical Eng-» Yan’an University, Yan' an,Shaanxi 716000, China;

3. Instruction Offices Northwest Sci-tech University A griculture and Forestry,Yangling , Shaanx i 712100, China;

4. Water Conservancy Working Team,Yan’an, Shaanxi 716000, China)

Abstract: According to the characteristic of Yan’an M SW, the three-treatment schemes of MSW were compared. The
economic and suitable scheme was taken as target stratum. The stratified structure model was established. The qualitative
norms were quantified by three-scale method. The quantitative factors were handled to be normalization. All judging matrixes
consistency checked to define the weight of norms stratum tow ard target stratum and scheme stratum tow ard norm stratum -
The best scheme was selected by comprehensive assessment. The result showed that the scheme of inflammable matter
incinerated and non-inflammable matter landfilled was the best scheme. Above scheme was more scientific and rightful for
applying ration norms as far as possible. T here was reference significance to other medium and small city like Yan“an city.
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