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Abstract

The growth of waste production and the resulting environmental pollution have increasingly be-
come the focus of public attention. Since 2019, China has implemented the compulsory classifica-
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tion of domestic waste in 46 key cities across the country. It is necessary to establish a reasonable
and effective evaluation system for the implementation effect of waste classification. By con-
structing a scientific evaluation index system and with the help of AHP, taking Nanjing as an ex-
ample, this paper makes a reasonable evaluation on the implementation effect of waste classifica-
tion in Nanjing from the perspective of operation management, operation cost and social signific-
ance, and draws the corresponding conclusions, which provides a certain reference for better
constructing the evaluation system of waste classification implementation effect in the future.

Keywords

Waste Classification, Analytic Hierarchy Process, Implementation Effect

Copyright © 2022 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. ARE R

B R AR R R A58, DL RFSE I K B 3 7 BB 2 P2 A RSy 5 e SR e 5
)RR H &R, B IR A SRR AT TR AR s AR s . 2019 4 9 H, EFHI RS E R
ERIEHT, A0 (AFENMETERIR DR TN SEARUE) , Fostilt— P HEE A S TR IR k. |
FHN 21312, 1E4E 46 N ST HEI TR /2. 2020 45 11 H 1 H, 507 1B UHEAT AR v b 3 5

eah, HEERESERKS BRI EA T 2030 TSRS IE. 2060 AT SRR AR H bR,
AT R o S AR AR SR N [ R I . B PP R e R . S “ AR I AN gtk EF LT, BEE
PR N H AT RAE MBI B rp 2 5, RhE ) @ LS SR R AR R . ASCPARE ST B, BN
B AP 337 3% 43 2SIl 5 AR S F b e TR 55 1) R AR IT, JREE T AHP JZ IR AT iR A @ il o
RSt RPN R R
2. AHP B HmkiREiE

A IS AHP 2R3 HTi2%d B BT RE 5T 53 2 FE ) S ROR AT AT PR . R IR AR L BGE A
FTEEZEMERAMNTEM IR B RS, HHEBAMEC SRR AR R . 2 Rk R 2 8
FEAREFRE LRI,

21 BRIRBINE

SRR R ) N = EARZ R SRR AR, BICREMR R H br; 26 =2
2, R B ONHRE —gudahs; SRR REE, BN gdabrit At scn T RER
EAIBEEE

AT, HARE A HRTRLR S R SE AR VEA, #EN 2 BAE B 2 (BL), BATRA BN E
X(B3). AHNKIEIRZ EAE 9 DN TEATENT

SEARE BB N AR 2 IR = TRAITE R B2 Riiti(CL), bl ¥ 53 TARSIR (C2)
ANBUT RAESE#(C3) . 1817 A (B2) XS BL AT A5 /2 G =N VEAITR S : 70 ¥ 5 L8 (C4), JaBAb AL
A (CE) ML it B A (C6) - 54t 22 7 (BN R (MR bR Z B 5 3 N TEAN TR bR BRI E AR (CT), Bidk

DOI: 10.12677/mm.2022.125066 500 WARE £


https://doi.org/10.12677/mm.2022.125066
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

%

FH

it

7

BRURALAR L (CB) Al i Rl AR FE(C9) o (5B YAAHP 1, 4% M8 ik Fig by U % WT LS 31 1 3% 73 S5
TRV TR iR R s L A 1 BoR[1].

HIiRSY T
HRF
A
|
e IBATREA HEBY
T 1
I I I I I | I I I
KRS || LENHSR || BFRE || MEAT || BELE || oo || HERE || GREE || BREE
g6 || TiesEE || e & A wem || wEE || B

Figure 1. Evaluation index system of waste classification implementation effect
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Table 1. Judgment matrix of influencing factors of target layer A
= 1. BiRE A S2I0E R8I MEEE

A Bl B2 B3 i
Bl 1 3 1/5 0.1884 Amax = 3.0649
CR=0.0624<0.1
B2 1/3 1 1/7 0.0810 S D2 e LA s — B
B3 5 7 1 0.7306
Table 2. Judgment matrix of influencing factors of criterion layer B1
= 2. ANE Bl &0 E R A5 BikEfE
B1 C1 c2 C3 ;
C1 1 1 1/3 0.2000 Amax =3
CR =0.0000 < 0.1
C2 1 1 13 0.2000 S e LA R — B
C3 3 3 1 1.0000
Table 3. Judgment matrix of influencing factors of criterion layer B2
2 3. MR B2 &2 E R A9F| B ke fE
B2 ca C5 Cé o;
c4 1 1/5 1/3 0.1470 Amax = 3.0385
CR=0.0370<0.1
Cc5 5 1 3 0.6370 SRR R LA W — B
C6 3 1/3 1 0.2583
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Table 4. Judgment matrix of influencing factors of criterion layer B3
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Table 6. Weight table of each index of waste classification implementation effect evaluation index system
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