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Present Situation of Waste Treatment of Fruits and Vegetables in Cities and Countermeasures for Reuse

ZHANG Jun-wen'’, SHEN Jian'? (1. Key Laboratory of Fishery Equipment and Engineering, Ministry of Agriculture, Shanghai
200092 ; 2. Fishery Machinery and Instrument Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Fishery Science, Shanghai 200092 )

Abstract The characteristics of fruits and vegetables garbage were introduced. The treatment methods of urban fruits and vegetables garbage
were described ,including incineration, aerobic composting, sanitary landfill, anaerobic digestion, solid fermentation production of feed pro-
tein. In view of advantages and disadvantages of some fruit and vegetable waste disposal methods,single composting treatment , anaerobic fer-
mentation and solid fermentation production of feed protein processing did not accord with the reality of city garbage disposal to fruits and vege-
tables, feeding protein production technology of fruit and vegetable waste treatment system by anaerobic fermentation and aerobic composting

and solid fermentation were introduced. The system has a significant effect on reducing fruits and vegetables waste in practical use.
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Table 1 Comparison of the contents of main chemical components in different fruits and vegetables o/kg
B A SR EERMEREE BMETEE BMEieT AR SEIRHEREE BEIAA R ZE
Name of fruit and vegetable TS VS TCOD PCOD MLSS TKN Cellulose Reference
LA B2 Potato 190. 00 180.50 — — — 2.85 — [13]
Filf=% Beet 110.00 92.40 — — — 3.30 — [13]
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WSS MEAY A mix-  179.40 171.00 185.00 123.90 145.00 2.00 16.00 [14]
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Fig.1 Treatment process of fruits and vegetables waste
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