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59 proposals received from 16 different countries / regions59 proposals received from 16 different countries / regions
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Strategy OptionsStrategy Options
Option 1 Option 1 –– Incineration with Energy Recovery Incineration with Energy Recovery 
Option 2 Option 2 –– GasificationGasification
Option 3 Option 3 –– CloseClose--coupled Gasificationcoupled Gasification--combustioncombustion
Option 4 Option 4 –– Material Recovery & coMaterial Recovery & co--combustion of  combustion of  

Refuse Derived Fuel for Cement ProductionRefuse Derived Fuel for Cement Production
Option 5 Option 5 –– Mechanical Biological Treatment (MBT)Mechanical Biological Treatment (MBT)
Option 6 Option 6 –– Composting and IncinerationComposting and Incineration
Option 7 Option 7 –– Anaerobic Digestion and Incineration Anaerobic Digestion and Incineration 
Option 8 Option 8 –– MBT and GasificationMBT and Gasification

Each option has its strengths and weaknessesEach option has its strengths and weaknesses

Overseas ExperienceOverseas Experience

Landfilling of organic wastes in Europe is gradually being 
phased out

Gasification is becoming more commercialized in Japan 
but is more costly at the present and only applicable to 
handling smaller volumes of MSW

MBT plants are operating in over 100 sites in Europe but  
the potential outlets for refuse derived fuel (major useful 
product of MBT) are severely limited in HK

Technologically advanced economies are constructing 
more advanced and larger scale incineration facilities 
which could meet stringent emission standards
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Option Evaluation  (Annex B)Option Evaluation  (Annex B)

Treatment Cost ComparisonTreatment Cost Comparison ($ per ($ per tonnetonne))
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What are other countries doing  ?What are other countries doing  ?
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Recycling & Composting Incineration Landfill

What are other cities doing  ?What are other cities doing  ?
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For Shanghai, 52 % of MSW goes to primitive dumps
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Recommended ApproachRecommended Approach
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