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Abstract: To explore the domestic solid waste pricing model suitable for Chinese cities, an analysis framework based on
environmental economic policy functions and cost-benefit was constructed, and the global urban solid waste pricing model and its
application range were sorted out. Together with the applicability of each model, the advantages and disadvantages were evaluated
from three dimensions. The current situation of municipal solid waste pricing methods in Chinese cities was analyzed. Based on the
dimensions of economy, finance, city scale, management ability, and reducing pressure, we constructed an indicator system to
conduct a clustering analysis at the city level. The analysis showed that China should establish diverse patterns of pricing methods for
domestic solid waste. The pricing methods should be tailored to the local conditions of specific cities. A dynamic transformation and
upgrading process from traditional pricing method to the unit-pricing mode should be motivated and initiated. In this process,

reducing the cost of the unit-pricing policy and achieving greater policy net benefit from a cost-benefit perspective was important.
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Fig. 1 Analysis framework of domestic solid waste
charge
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Table 1 Evaluation of global charging practice for domestic solid waste
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Table 2 Reduction and resource recovery effect of different unit-pricing modes
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