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Advantages of Waste Incineration Power Generation and Garbage Power

Station Research on Unit Configuration Scheme
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Abstract; There are more and more municipal solid waste with the development of economy, This paper compares the three ways of
living garbage disposal; waste landfill and composting for this is not the main way of garbage disposal; compared to incineration is
more clean and environmental protection, and has been widely used, not necessarily is the main development trend of city garbage
3 X350 t/d, 3 X400 t/d, 2 x500 t/d Fl2 X600 t/

disposal. And reference garbage power plant using four configuration schemes
d are analyzed and compared, to explain how to configure and select the unit. Technical scheme of garbage power plant selection
should be combined with the actual situation of the project, from the technology and application performance, operation stability, ma-
intenance workload, covers an area of, considering the investment cost and economic operation etc. , and select the best project.
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Tab. 1 Comparison of garbage disposal three methods
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Fig. 1

The construction project production process flow chart
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Tab. 2 Comparison of four kinds of furnace type characteristics
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Tab. 3 Configuration scheme
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Tab. 4 Reference Area

H A OFR— FES ONE=E TEN

WP B R m? 65 X70 65 X70 92 X46 92 X46

BEHLE MR m?2 55 x25 55 X25 55 %25 55 x25
3.2.5 FERAERTGEN

S FERRT KEWN, FRFERFRITE
Brxt TR 5,

PO, JrZE3 x400 v/d BeAy SR 0 fe
3 %350 t/d Rz, HFEM2 x600 t/d 5
=, R 2 %500 v/d 5%,
3.2.6 IBITAUE

PR % R BB THR bR L WL 6.

LE LA, B AT B AL BRI 1 000 v/d
S R AL, J7 PRSI h 3
SR IBTETHERAE . HORBE T SR BSR4
MH AR K S #e, T ARS8 LT H 19 2 % HE 77

UE
4 g

AT N2 TR HBEA 5, 3 kP s
R, PRIEEORIIT RS H A ik, R PR RS T A
T I 7 SR I A AL, by S Ak 2k HTEEE 7 s 0E AN
RS BIRCR IR )T BRI T 5, A
FIRGIEH], RAALIRIEIR T 457 3 b BE 1Y) 3 24
Hat o B BT SRR 45 G TR R 5L PR
B0, MR IR L7, st isse k. e
TAER . AR B Soas AT & TSI i
IR, HRURETREITR,

®5 FERHFRFESMHL

Tab. 5 The main equipment investment cost comparison
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Tab. 6 The main operating indicators comparison table
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