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Integrated waste Management Life Cycle Inventory
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Fig. 2. Elements of an ‘Integrated Waste Management system
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Table 1. Overview of statistics pertinent to waste management planning in Asia

Gross National Per capita {House-holds

Population Product per solid w?ste; with w'aste P/B| Pl | Gl |Met. |F/G |Tex.|Oth.

1998 (000s) capita (USS) generation | collection | (96) | (%) | (96) | (%) | (%) | (%) | (%)

(kg/day) . (%)
Bangladesh | 124,043 240 0.49 50 6 2 3 3 | &4 2
China 1,255,091 620 08 - 4 4 2 | 05|35 54
Hong Kong 6,200 " 22,99 5.07 26 | 14 2 2 29 4 | 23
India 975,772 340 0.46 71 6 14| 2] 2|4 44
Indonesia 206,522 980 0.76 71 11 9 2 217 6
Japan 125,920 39,640 147 38|11 7 6 | 32| 6
Korea Rep. 46,115 9,700 15 89 241 5 5 8 | 32|26

Lao PDR 5,358 350 - 09 5 3 8 9 4 | 54 22
Malaysia 21,450 3,890 0.81 24 | 11 3 4 | 43 15
Myanmar 47,625 240 0.45 - 4 2 0 0 | 8 14
Nepal 23,168 200 03 60 7 2 3 1 | 8 7
Pakistan 147,811 460 . 1.2 50 - - - - - - -
Philippines 72,164 1,050 0.7 85 19 | 14| 2 5 | 42 18
Singapore 3,491 26,730 1.1 - 28 12 4 5 45 7
Sri Lanka 18,450 700 05 94 1 6 1 1 |76 5
Thailand 59,612 2740 1.1 - 15114 5 4 | 48 14
Vietnam 77,89 240 0.55 45 3 0 05| 1 52| 1 /425

o] : P/B = Fo|/WA|, Pl= Ze}2H, Gl= #8, Met. = 3458, F/G = SAE/AU2HY), Tex. = HEE

Oth. = 7]e},

%3] . World Resources 1998-1999 (1998), OECD (1997) and World Bank (1999).
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