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BACKGROUND AND OBJECTIVES: Establishing a good sound waste management system 
for a community requires a comprehensive knowledge of the current status and issues 
involved in present waste management system. This research was conducted to identify 
and prioritize waste management weaknesses in Saravan village of Guilan province, Iran. 
METHODS: Data were gathered through a descriptive-analytical approach using a 
purposive sampling and researcher-made questionnaire method. Waste management 
weaknesses were prioritized by Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP), Fuzzy Analytic 
Hierarchy Process (FAHP), and Analytic Network Process (ANP). 
FINDINGS: The most important weakness of rural waste management in the study area 
was waste management structure, equipment, and infrastructures weakness (index 
C) with relative importance values of 38.1% in AHP, 37.3% in FAHP, and 38.2% in ANP 
approaches. The village inhabitants’ weakness (index B) with relative importance values 
of 16.5% in AHP, 17.2% in FAHP, and 1.4% in ANP had the lowest priority among studied 
weaknesses. Workforce weakness (index A), and educational and cultural weakness 
(index D) were the second and third important weaknesses, respectively. The most 
important sub-indices weakness of these weakness indices were non-compliance of 
Rural Municipality Manager (RMM) with waste management standards, rules, and 
regulations; Waste disposal by the village inhabitants at the nearest site; failure to 
establish a solid waste fix station in the village; and lack of training and awareness of 
villagers about waste management. 
CONCLUSION: In order to establish a successful waste management system in rural 
areas, it is recommended to develop a comprehensive strategy that involves aspects 
such as; establishing proper waste management infrastructures, employment of skilled 
staff, and conducting training plans and motivational programs for staff and inhabitants.

©2021 IJHCUM. All rights reserved.

ARTICLE INFO 

Article History:
Received  30 July 2020
Revised 04 December 2020
Accepted 16  December 2020 

Keywords:
Analytical hierarchy methods
 Expert opinions 
Paired comparisons 
Waste management

ABSTRAC T

DOI: 10.22034/IJHCUM.2021.03.05

NUMBER OF REFERENCES

53
NUMBER OF FIGURES

5
NUMBER OF TABLES

7

Note: Discussion period for this manuscript open until October 1, 2021 on IJHCUM website at the “Show Article.



264

Z. Omidi Saravani et al.

INTRODUCTION
Environmental and population health are the pre-

requisites for sustainable development. There is an 
undeniable relationship between man and the 
environment (Van der Zwiep, 1994). In today’s world, 
environmental crises such as global warming, habitat 
and natural resource destruction, pollutions rise, 
population growth, etc. cannot be overlooked, as 
each of these crises somehow affects human life 
(Kaiser et al., 1999). Waste management is an 
important issue worldwide especially for its 
importance in global environmental issues (Michael-
Agwuoke, 2017). Daily waste production in Iran is 
reported to be 48,000 tons where 10,000 tons of 
which is rural waste, with a per capita daily waste 
production of 450 g in the country’s villages (OMVMC, 
2018). Since the beginning of human life, waste 
production has been an indispensable part of man’s 
life in various household waste, agricultural, medical, 
sanitary, and industrial sectors. Hence, the production 
of these diverse materials in various forms has led to 
many environmental problems. Over the years, such 
materials have been discharged into recipient lands 
and waters with maximum neglect and disregard of 
engineering and environmental principles, which in 
turn causes water, soil, and air pollution and thereby 
endangering the health of human and other living 
organisms. The quantity and quality of waste 
produced at different locations are highly 
heterogeneous and are affected by environmental 
conditions, season, geographical location, as well as 
economic, social, and cultural factors, and other 
factors (Russell, 1988). Wastes are typically solid 
substances that are created by the activity of living 
organisms to survive due to environmental, industrial, 
agricultural, mineral and urban plans and issues. 
Waste is referred to as all unnecessary and 
economically unusable materials produced by human 
activities that are intentionally or accidentally 
released into the environment (Kamara, 2006). 
Wastes generated in rural areas can be classified into 
two large groups of household wastes and agricultural 
wastes. The former is generally the waste generated 
by common household activities (Pakpour et al., 
2014). According to the definition by the European 
Union, agricultural wastes are those produced from 
various agricultural operations, including harvesting 
wastes, pesticide residues entering water, air or soil, 
crop residues in the farms, etc. (Nagendran, 2011). 

Waste Management is defined as a series of coherent 
and systematic regulations for controlling the 
generation to dispose of wastes in accordance with 
the principles of public health, economics, 
engineering, conservation, aesthetics, and other 
environmental considerations (Sujauddin et al., 
2008). Wastes are directly associated with climate 
change. Most scientists believe that climate change is 
a serious threat to society as it has a great impact on 
human health, including increasing Cerebellar 
strokes, respiratory and cardiovascular problems 
(Mohan et al., 2006). Different wastes inevitably 
result from the widespread use of chemicals, and 
industrial and agricultural products in everyday life. 
Global experience has shown that improper waste 
management by inadequate disposal or inappropriate 
conversion of wastes into less risky materials, may 
become source of many potential hazards and threats 
(Tchobanoglous and Frank, 2002). In the past waste 
management was not considered as a problem due to 
the low population density, and lack of food product 
diversity and available lands for waste disposal. 
Nowadays, however, with rapid population growth, 
changing patterns of household consumption, 
changes in the quantity and quality of wastes, high 
costs, and insufficient land for waste disposal, it is 
necessary to pay more attention to waste 
management, especially in rural environments 
(Mohan et al., 2006). Changes of the pattern of 
consumption and lifestyle of rural households have 
led to generation of a significant quantity of perishable 
and unperishable leftover materials and increased 
production of wastes (Demirbas, 2011). More 
emphasis is now placed on the crucial role and also 
the urgent need for more attention to waste 
management in the rural area. With population 
growth, lifestyle development in villages and 
subsequent changes in consumption pattern, which 
increases waste generation that subsequently creates 
problems for today’s societies. In addition to human 
and animal health problems, it also causes ecological 
adversity and disrupts the economic resources of 
rural societies (Sharholy et al., 2008). Today, the 
environmental hazards resulting from improper 
waste management are one of the major problems in 
Iran, and this problem is more pronounced in rural 
areas than in the cities. Considering the importance 
of the rural community and the challenges facing this 
community in its development process, understanding 
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the characteristics of rural development planning and 
addressing all aspects of it is essential. Therefore, 
protection of the rural environment cannot be 
abandoned, rather, it is necessary to pay special 
attention to their waste management in national 
plans (Saffari, 2013). This matter is more important in 
villages with rich environmental and natural 
resources, such as those in Guilan province. Although 
these days more attentions are paid to the issues of 
rural environmental pollution and aesthetic features 
in most villages of Iran. However, the problems 
relating to improper waste management such as 
water and soil pollution, and landscapes ugliness of 
villages, are not still well-known or are less considered 
among villagers. As a result, rural waste management 
is not yet perceived as a necessity by the Iranian rural 
people. Waste management plays an important role 
in public and individual health and the environment. 
In order to plan for a proper waste management 
system in a region, it is primarily required to 
understand issues such as the current conditions of 
waste generation and management, existing 
problems, and weaknesses and strengths of the 
current waste management systems. Analytic 
Hierarchy Process (AHP) is a multi-indices decision 
support method which is used by decision makers 
when faced with a problem involving multiple 
objectives and indices (Al-Hawari et al., 2011). 
Literature review shows that Analytic Hierarchy 
Process (AHP) method has been successfully used in 
studies focusing on the evaluation of different waste 
management related options (Chen et al., 2014; 
Babalola, 2015; Sahil, 2017; Gusmerotti et al., 2019). 
Analytic Network Process (ANP) is a generalized form 
of AHP. It overcomes the limitations of AHP and 
provides the ability to handle the dependencies and 
interactions across the elements at various levels 
(Zhang et al., 2015). Applications of ANP have been 
reported for analysis of waste management (Khan 
and Faisal, 2008; Bottero et al., 2011; Aung et al., 
2019). Fuzzy Analytical Hierarchy Process (FAHP) is a 
combination of the traditional AHP and fuzzy theory 
which can be applied for vague decisions and 
minimize uncertainties (Wang et al., 2012; Istianto 
and Sugiantoro, 2018). FAHP has been used for 
decision making and analysis in the fields of waste 
management (Che, 2010; Ho, 2011; Kuznichenko et 
al., 2018; Khoshand et al., 2019; Ocampo, 2019). So 
far, many studies have been conducted on the 

conditions of waste generation and management in 
various locations (Beigl et al., 2008; Saeed et al., 
2009; Thi et al., 2015; Mian et al., 2017; Omran et al., 
2018; Bourtsalas et al., 2019). However, reviewing 
the literature did not show any research being 
conducted on the weaknesses of waste management. 
Information acquisition on the current status and 
waste-related problems in a region can help in 
providing solutions for improving regional waste 
management so that local municipalities can achieve 
an acceptable level of waste management. Therefore, 
the present research seeks to identify waste 
management weaknesses in villages. Saravan village 
(near Rasht city, Guilan province) has been chosen for 
a case study. Inadequate and improper management 
of wastes in northern Iran has caused serious public 
health and environmental problems in these regions. 
Therefore, in order to find appropriate solutions, it is 
necessary to analyze the existing weaknesses of 
waste management. The AHP, ANP and FAHP decision 
support approaches were comparatively applied in 
this study for investigating and ranking waste 
management weaknesses. The current study has 
been carried out in Saravan village of Rasht city, 
Guilan province of Iran from July to September, 2019.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
This is an applied research and is a 

methodologically qualitative study. Field information 
was gathered by a descriptive-analytic approach. 
The statistical sample of this research included 15 
technicians, and scientific and executive experts in 
the field of rural waste management, whom were 
interviewed in 2018. The research instrument was 
a researcher-made questionnaire containing paired 
comparisons of the three indices. The main indices 
(n = 4), first-level sub-indices (n = 7), and second-
level sub-indices (n= 53) had six, four, and 176 paired 
comparisons, respectively. The questionnaire was 
validated by authorized experts in Guilan waste 
management industry who worked in different 
public organizations, and University of Guilan. Thirty 
experts were selected as study samples by purposive 
sampling technique. Face-to-face interviews were 
used for accomplishing pairwise comparisons of 
weaknesses. In order to determine the importance 
and compare the weight of each weakness, the 
experts’ answers to pairwise comparisons were 
ranked using AHP, FAHP, and ANP approaches. In this 
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study, information was obtained from Saravan village 
located in Rasht district, Guilan province. The Saravan 
village is one of the seven villages of Saravan rural 
district. The Saravan rural district which is limited 
to Lakan and Sangar rural districts to the west and 
north, respectively, and Rudbar city to the south 
and southeast, has seven villages, including Ghazian, 
Saravan, Jokol Bandan, Kacha, Golsarak, Mushenga, 
and Imamzadeh Hashem (Fig. 1). This rural district 
has an area of ​​98.69 km2 and is located between 
plain and mountains. The population of this area was 
14837 in 1996, which decreased to 13989 in 2006, 
but the number of households increased by 572 
families during this period (GPMPO, 2006). In 2011, 
the district had 14,041 inhabitants and 4,233 families 

(GPMPO, 2011). The population of Saravan district has 
decreased again to 12586 (4233 families) from which 
5542 (1837 families) lived in Saravan village (GPMPO, 
2016). Field surveys, expert interviews, and literature 
review showed that waste management in Saravan 
village has four main indices, including A- workforce 
of rural municipality (RM) weakness, B- village 
inhabitants’ weakness, C- structure, equipment, and 
infrastructures weakness, and D- educational and 
cultural weakness. 

The first index (A) was divided into three 
first-level sub-indices A1, A2 and A3. A1: non-
compliance of rural municipality manager (RMM) 
with the principles, rules, and regulations of waste 
management (with six second-level sub-indices 

(a) 

 

(b) 

Fig. 1 Study area: a) Rasht County of Guilan Province in northern Iran, b) Saravan village in Saravan rural district 
of Rasht county 

 

  

Fig. 1 Study area: a) Rasht County of Guilan Province in northern Iran, b) Saravan village in Saravan rural district of Rasht county
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Fig. 2: Hierarchical decision tree 
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A11-A16). A2: management weakness of RMM (with 
eight second-level sub-indices A21-A28). A3: lack of 
proper, standardized, and timely task performance by 
rural municipality (RM) staff (with eight second-level 
sub-indices A31-A38). The second main index (B) had 
one sub-index, B1: the villagers’ lack of co-operation 
in waste collection, separation, and recycling (with 
eight second-level sub-indices B11-B18). The third 
main index (C) had one sub-index, C1: unavailability 
and lack of waste management infrastructures and 
facilities in the village (with eight second-level sub-
indices C11-C18). The fourth main index included two 
first-level sub-indices, namely, D1: lack of training and 
awareness among villagers about waste management 
(with eight second-level sub-indices D11-D18), and 
D2: lack of culture-building on waste management 
in the village (with seven second-level sub-indices 
D21-D27). Accordingly, the hierarchical tree of this 
research is presented in Fig. 2.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
The responses of 15 waste management experts 

with the consistency rate of below 0.1 were compared 
to determine the relative weights at different levels. 
At the first level, four main weakness indices were 
compared, including workforce (A), villagers (B), 
waste management structure, equipment, and 
infrastructure (C), and education and culture (D). The 
inconsistency rates in AHP, FAHP, and ANP were 0.01%, 
0.03%, and 0.01%, respectively. AHP results showed 

that the main index C had the highest priority with a 
relative importance of 38.1%. The second, third, and 
fourth ranks were attributed to A (24.6%), D (20.8%), 
and B (16.5%), respectively, based on the relative 
importance values ​​in AHP. Application of FAHP and 
ANP approaches also generally yielded similar results. 
Considering the ​​obtained relative importance values 
in AHP, FAHP, and ANP approaches, the priorities 
were the same in all approaches (Fig. 3). Results 
showed that the weakness of waste management 
structure, equipment, and infrastructures (C) had 
the highest priority among the first-level indices 
with relative importance values of 38.1% in AHP, 
37.3% in FAHP, and 38.2% in ANP approaches. 
Meanwhile, the villagers’ weakness (B) with relative 
importance values of 16.5% in AHP, 17.2% in FAHP, 
and 16.4% in ANP had the lowest priority among the 
first-level indices. Inadequate waste management 
infrastructure causes a number of health impacts, 
affecting schools, hospitals, and public squares, 
especially in the poorest areas (da Paz et al., 2020).

A comparison was made among three second-
level sub-indices of A, the inconsistency rates were 
0.02%, 0.05%, and 0.01% in AHP, FAHP, and ANP, 
respectively. AHP results showed that the sub-
index of A1 (non-compliance of RMM with waste 
management standards, rules, and regulations) had 
the highest priority with a relative importance of 
48.1%. The second and third ranks belonged to A2 
(29.4%) and A3 (22.6%), respectively, based on the 

 

Fig. 3: Comparison of relative importance (weights) of first-level weakness indices using AHP, FAHP, and ANP 
approaches 
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269

Int. J. Hum. Capital Urban Manage., 6(3): 263-276, Summer 2021

relative importance values ​​in AHP. With regard to the 
relative importance values ​​obtained in AHP, FAHP, 
and ANP approaches, the priorities were the same in 
all three approaches (Fig. 4).

A comparison was also made between two sub-
indices of D. The inconsistency rates were 0.00%, 
0.01%, and 0.00% in AHP, FAHP, and ANP, respectively. 
AHP results revealed that D1 sub-index had the 
highest priority among the sub-indices of D, with a 
relative importance of 55.5%. D2 was ranked second 
with a relative importance of 44.5%. Also, similar 
priorities were obtained given the relative importance 
values ​​resulted by FAHP, and ANP approaches (Fig. 5). 

The results of this study are consistent with those 
of (Yoada et al., 2014), which concluded that public 
educations and training workshops are constructive 
measures toward proper rural waste management. 
The results showed that the lack of training and 
awareness of villagers about waste management 
(D1) had the highest priority among second-level 
indices, with relative importance values of 55.5% in 
AHP, 52.8% in FAHP, and 55.4% in ANP. The lack of 
proper, standard, and timely task performance by RM 
staff (A3) had the lowest priority among second-level 
indices, with relative importance values of 22.6% in 
AHP, 22.9% in FAHP, and 22.6% in ANP. At the third 

 

Fig. 4: Comparison of relative importance (weights) of second-level weakness indices of A using AHP, FAHP, and 
ANP approaches 
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Fig. 4: Comparison of relative importance (weights) of second-level weakness indices of A using AHP, FAHP, and ANP approaches

 
Fig. 5: Comparison of relative importance (weights) of second-level weakness indices of D using AHP, FAHP, 

and ANP approaches 
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level, six sub-indices of A1 sub-level were compared 
using different approaches. AHP results showed that 
the second sub-index A11 with a relative importance 
of 24.3%, and A15 with a relative importance of 10.9% 
had the highest and lowest priorities, respectively. 
The application of FAHP and ANP approaches also 
yielded similar results in priorities (Table 1). 

Eight sub-indices of A2 index were compared and 

the AHP results showed that the second-level sub-
indices A21 and A28 with relative importance values 
of 14.5% and 10.5% had the highest and the lowest 
priorities, respectively. Considering the relative 
importance values obtained in AHP, FAHP and ANP 
approaches, the priorities were the same among all 
approaches (Table 2). 

Also, eight sub-indices from the A3 index were 

Table 1: Prioritization of weaknesses and relative importance values of the sub-indices of the A1 index based on AHP, FAHP, and ANP 
 

Priority Second-level sub-indices Symbol 

AHP FAHP ANP 
Relative 

importance 
(%) 

Relative 
importance 

(%) 

Relative 
importance 

(%) 

1 Selection of inappropriate and non-standard 
location for waste disposal A11 24.3 24.2 24.7 

2 
Non-collection of dry waste (paper, plastics, and 
glass) from rural households and no delivery of 
plastic bags 

A16 20.3 20.2 20.3 

3 No breakdown of the costs of waste management 
services from other sources of RMM’s revenue A12 16.5 16.4 16.5 

4 Not spending the costs of services obtained from 
producers in rural waste management A13 14.3 14.4 14.3 

5 Lack of regular and periodic inspection of storage 
containers in terms of trunk damage and leakage A14 13.7 13.8 13.4 

6 

Failure to rinse temporary storage containers 
regularly and with a timetable set by RMM in order 
to comply with environmental health and prevent 
the spread of disease 

A15 10.9 11 10.8 

AHP inconsistency rate = 0.00 , FAHP inconsistency rate = 0.01, ANP inconsistency rate = 0.00 
 
  

Table 1: Prioritization of weaknesses and relative importance values of the sub-indices of the A1 index based on AHP, FAHP, and ANP

 
  

Table 2: Prioritization of weaknesses and relative importance values of the sub-indices of the A2 index based on AHP, FAHP, and ANP 
 

Priority Second-level sub-indices Symbol 

AHP FAHP ANP 
Relative 

importance 
(%) 

Relative 
importance 

(%) 

Relative 
importance 

(%) 

1 

Lack of systematic and principled planning for waste 
management in the village (source separation, collection, 
transportation, recycling, non-organized separation plans 
at the destination, etc.) 

A21 14.5 14.4 14.5 

2 Lack of proper  waste  collection  training for RMM agents A22 13.7 13.6 13.7 

3 
Use of inefficient staff to collect and transport rural waste 
and failure of RMM in hiring and retaining skilled staff for 
rural waste management 

A24 13.1 13.1 13.1 

4 Non-organization of informal groups of waste collectors  A23 12.7 12.6 12.7 

5 Environmental problems  caused by improper waste 
management in the village which is ignored by  RMM   A26 12.2 12.2 12.2 

6 Not believing in training the villagers about waste 
management A25 12.1 12.1 12.1 

7 Failure to use the capacity of NGOs in rural waste 
management A27 11.1 11.3 11.1 

8 
Non-utilization of committed individuals in the  village to 
increase public participation in source separation plans, 
composting, and recycling 

A28 10.6 10.7 10.6 

AHP inconsistency rate = 0.00, FAHP inconsistency rate = 0.01, ANP inconsistency rate = 0.00 

Table 2: Prioritization of weaknesses and relative importance values of the sub-indices of the A2 index based on AHP, FAHP, and ANP
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evaluated and the results of AHP, FAHP, and ANP 
showed that the second-level sub-index A33 had the 
highest priority with relative importance values of 
16.1% in AHP, 15.9% in FAHP, and 16% in ANP. The 
A31 index with relative importance values of 9.1% 
in AHP, 9.4% in FAHP, and 9% in ANP had the lowest 
priority (Table 3). 

At the third level, eight sub-indices were 
compared from indices B1. The results of AHP, FAHP, 
and ANP indicated that the second-level sub-index 
B11 had the highest priority with relative importance 
values of 18.1% in AHP, 17.7% in FAHP, and 17.7% 
in ANP. The second-level sub-index B18 had the 
lowest priority with relative importance values of 
7.4% in AHP, 7.7% in FAHP, and 6.7% in ANP (Table 
4). Eight sub-indices were compared from the C1 
index. AHP results showed that the second-level sub-
indices C13 and C18 with relative importance values 
of 14.9% and 9.3% had the highest and the lowest 
priorities, respectively. The application of FAHP 
and ANP approaches also yielded similar priorities 
(Table 5). Results from the evaluation of eight sub-
indices of D1 are presented in Table 6. AHP results 
showed that the second-level sub-indices D17 and 
D18 with relative importance values of 15.2% and 

10.1% had the highest and the lowest priorities, 
respectively. The application of FAHP and ANP 
approaches also yielded similar results. The results 
of the present study are in line with that of Apostol 
and Mihai (2012). They found that awareness and 
holding workshops could attract the participation of 
villagers in proper waste management. The results 
of the present research also corresponds to those of 
Wang et al., (2014), Barr et al., (2001), Bayard and 
Jolly (2007), and Frick et al., (2004), who emphasized 
the impact of knowledge on the environmental-
related behaviors of the community. Therefore, it 
seems necessary to develop suitable programs to 
increase the knowledge and awareness of villagers 
about rural waste management. This is because 
of the fact that the knowledge and awareness of 
people is an important and influential factor in waste 
management behaviors which facilitate program 
implementation and ensuring its success to a large 
extent (Sujauddin et al., 2008; Purcell and Magette, 
2010; Maddox et al., 2011; Bortoleto et al., 2012). 
The final evaluation was done on seven sub-indices 
of D2. AHP results showed that the second-level sub-
indices D23 and D26 with relative importance values 
of 16.9% and 11.7% had the highest and the lowest 

Table 3: Prioritization of weaknesses and relative importance values of the sub-indices of the A3 index based on AHP, FAHP, and ANP 
 

Priority 

Second-level sub-indices    Symbol 

AHP FAHP ANP 

AHP FAHP ANP 
Relative 

importance 
(%) 

Relative 
importance 

(%) 

Relative 
importance 

(%) 

1 1 1 Disposal of generated waste without separation 
and recycling and waste burning by RM agents  A33 16.1 15.9 16 

2 2 3 

Lack of timely collection of waste in the village by 
RM agents (lack of timetables for waste 

collection and transportation or non-compliance 
with the timetable for waste collection in the 

village) 

A35 15.1 14.8 15 

3 3 2 Lack of regular collection of all waste from 
pavements  A32 14.3 14 14.4 

4 5 4 
RM personnel do not observe safety principles 
(i.e. standing at the rear of garbage collection 

truck) 
A37 12.3 12.4 12.5 

5 4 5 

Waste garbage fall from the garbage truck due to 
the truck movement (non-use of coverage on the 

garbage in the carriage truck during waste 
transfer) 

A38 12.1 12.2 12 

6 6 6 Deposit of the waste along the path of waste 
collection before garbage collection truck arrival A34 10.6 10.7 10.7 

7 7 7 Not clear and precise waste collection path  A36 10.4 10.5 10.4 

8 8 8 Undesirable dispersion of garbage by waste 
collectors during waste collection  A31 9.1 9.5 9 

AHP inconsistency rate = 0.00, FAHP inconsistency rate = 0.02, ANP inconsistency rate = 0.00 

 
  

Table 3: Prioritization of weaknesses and relative importance values of the sub-indices of the A3 index based on AHP, FAHP, and ANP
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priorities, respectively. The application of FAHP and 
ANP approaches also yielded similar results with the 
same priorities (Table 7). Studies by Åberg (2000) 

and Zhu et al., (2007) revealed that participation 
required sufficient motivation for the general public. 
Therefore, it is better for the community to benefit 

Table 4: Prioritization of weaknesses and relative importance values of the sub-indices of the B1 index based on AHP, FAHP, and ANP 
 

Priority 

Second-level sub-indices    Symbol 

AHP FAHP ANP 

AHP FAHP ANP 
Relative 

importance 
(%) 

Relative 
importance 

(%) 

Relative 
importance 

(%) 

1 1 1 

Waste disposal by the villagers at the nearest 
site (along the rivers, roadsides, streets, and 
surface water channels) and waste piling up 

which result in waste emulsion flow with 
unpleasant smells, creating unsightly scenes 

and spreading soil and water pollution 

B11 18.1 17.7 17.7 

2 3 2 Not using waste separation rubbish bin at 
home by the villagers B12 14.1 14.1 16.6 

3 2 3 Failure to observe correct timing of domestic 
waste disposal  B13 14.1 13.9 13.9 

4 4 4 
Failure to produce compost from degradable 
and corruptible household and horticulture 

wastes in order to reduce waste volume 
B14 13.8 13.7 13.6 

5 5 5 

No consumption of corruptible waste produced 
by the villagers for livestock and poultry feeds 

before being mixed with other waste 
components. 

B16 11.9 12 11.6 

6 6 6 Villagers do not use livestock manure as 
fertilizer on farms  B15 10.4 10.6 10 

7 7 7 
low participation of villagers in implementing 

waste management plans due to their low 
income and financial constraints 

B17 10.2 10.3 9.9 

8 8 8 Non-payment of municipal charges by villagers 
which finance part of waste management costs B18 7.4 7.7 6.7 

AHP inconsistency rate = 0.01, FAHP inconsistency rate = 0.02, ANP inconsistency rate = 0.02 
 
  

Table 4: Prioritization of weaknesses and relative importance values of the sub-indices of the B1 index based on AHP, FAHP, and ANP

Table 5: Prioritization of weaknesses and relative importance values of the sub-indices of the C1 index based on AHP, FAHP, and ANP 
 

Priority Second-level sub-indices Symbol 

AHP FAHP ANP 
Relative 

importance 
(%) 

Relative 
importance 

(%) 

Relative 
importance 

(%) 

1 
Failure to establish a solid waste fix station in the village 

C13 14.9 14.9 14.9 

2 Lack of suitable place for waste processing and disposal in the village C12 14.2 14.1 14.2 
3 Lack of mechanized collection system in the village  C11 13.7 13.6 13.4 
4 lack of  waste source separation containers for recycling  C14 13 13 12.9 

5 

Inadequate rubbish bins for separating and recycling of dry and wet waste in the village 
such as exposed rubbish bins, contamination release by wind and rain, possible entry of 

rain and snow into bins, incompatibility of bins types and capacities with the quantity 
and quality of produced wastes, lack of strength and resistance of bins to corrosion, 

and possible intrusion of rodents and insects into bins 

C15 11.8 11.8 11.9 

6 
Absence of enclosed vehicles for waste collection and transportation in the village to 

prevent waste dispersal which results in wear out of waste transportation vehicles due 
to wet weather conditions  

C16 11.6 11.8 11.7 

7 Lack of suitable equipment and tools for waste collectors, Including uniforms and 
personal protective equipment such as boots, gloves, and masks C17 11.4 11.4 11.5 

8 Lack of proper equipment for keeping out animals from the waste in the village  C18 9.4 9.4 9.5 
AHP inconsistency rate = 0.00, FAHP inconsistency rate = 0.01, ANP inconsistency rate = 0.00 
 
  

Table 5: Prioritization of weaknesses and relative importance values of the sub-indices of the C1 index based on AHP, FAHP, and ANP
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Table 6: Prioritization of weaknesses and relative importance values of the sub-indices of the D1 index based on AHP, FAHP, and ANP 
 

Priority Second-level sub-indices Symbol 

AHP FAHP ANP 

Relative 
importance 

(%) 

Relative 
importance 

(%) 

Relative 
importance 

(%) 

1 Lack of various street festivities for adequate and extensive 
awareness of waste disposal and recycling issues D17 15.2 15.2 15.1 

2 
Lack of adequate coordination with media to inform 

villagers about waste disposal and recycling issues and 
appropriate training programs 

D16 14.1 13.9 14.2 

3 
Failure to make short documentary about rural waste 

management, and not holding Q & A sessions to increase 
the villagers awareness  

D14 13.4 13.4 13.4 

4 Failure to hold exhibitions of recycled products and villagers 
are not familiarized with such products D12 13.3 13.3 13.3 

5 

Lack of training workshops for the villagers about methods 
of reducing amount of waste, such as avoiding unnecessary 

packaging, reusing waste materials and composting, and 
about economic, health, and environmental importance of 

proper rural waste management  

D11 12.8 12.6 12.8 

6 Lack of training brochures and pamphlets or information 
sheets about health hazards of improper waste disposal D13 10.6 10.9 10.6 

7 

Lack of cooperation between research centers, universities, 
and schools for educating rural students through 

appropriate training courses to transfer knowledge and 
experiences to households 

D15 10.5 10.5 10.5 

8 Failure to provide reports and news on the practices and 
experiences of successful RMs on rural waste management D18 10.1 10.2 10.1 

AHP inconsistency rate = 0.01, FAHP inconsistency rate = 0.02. ANP inconsistency rate = 0.00 

 
  

 
 

Table 7: Prioritization of weaknesses and relative importance values of the sub-indices of the D2 index based on AHP, FAHP, and ANP 
 

Priority Second-level sub-indices Symbol 

AHP FAHP ANP 
Relative 

importance 
(%) 

Relative 
importance 

(%) 

Relative 
importance 

(%) 

1 

Failure to hold competitions for rural children by focusing 
on waste management components aiming at culture-
building, in particular waste reduction, source separation, 
and recycling  

D23 16.9 16.7 16.9 

2 

Villagers ignoring the issues of household waste due to 
lack of knowledge and awareness about rural waste 
separation, environmental issues, and the economic value 
of rural wastes 

D24 16.4 16.4 16.4 

3 Increase use of disposable plastic plates by villagers D21 14.5 14.7 14.5 

4 Lack of adequate coverage and culture-building programs 
related to rural waste management by public media  D25 14.4 14.4 14.4 

5 

 
Lack of holding talks in high populated rural areas, with 
the aim of culture-building for waste reduction, source 
separation of household wastes, waste recycling, and 
economic incentives 

D27 13.6 13.4 13.7 

6 Failure to distribute fabric bags instead of plastic bags in 
order develop culture of using less plastic bags  D22 12.4 12.5 12.4 

7 
Failure to hold cultural programs for all groups in rural 
social centers to create a culture of correct waste 
management for villagers  

D26 11.7 11.9 11.7 

AHP inconsistency rate = 0.01, FAHP inconsistency rate = 0.02, ANP inconsistency rate = 0.01 
 
 

Table 6: Prioritization of weaknesses and relative importance values of the sub-indices of the D1 index based on AHP, FAHP, and ANP

Table 7: Prioritization of weaknesses and relative importance values of the sub-indices of the D2 index based on AHP, FAHP, and ANP
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from the advantages of waste reduction and waste 
management at the source ​​separation point, and it 
can be beneficial to provide discounted waste costs, 
baggage endowment, and prizes. Investigations 
conducted in Iran and other developed, developing, 
and underdeveloped countries, such as China, India, 
Guatemala (Ye and Qin, 2008; Tian et al., 2012), 
revealed that various indices including: significant 
effects of rural and urban waste management on 
the environmental pollution and problems, changing 
public opinion of villagers through public media, 
awareness of the society about the environmental 
pollution of the wastes and their management, 
strengthening waste management system to protect 
the natural environment, the importance of source 
separation plans, and recycling due to its low cost 
and high revenue are the most important factors in 
waste management. Finally, the results showed that 
the weakness of inappropriate and non-standard 
site selection for waste disposal (A11) with relative 
importance values of 24.3% in AHP, 24.2% in FAHP, 
and 24.7% in ANP had the highest priority among 
the third-level indices. The lowest priority among the 
third-level indices belonged to the weakness indices 
B18, which was; waste disposal by the villagers at 
the nearest site (along the rivers, roadsides, streets, 
and surface water canals) and waste piling up (flow 
of latex with unpleasant smells creating unsightly 
views and increasing soil and water pollution) with 
importance values of 4.7% in AHP, 7.7% in FAHP, and 
6.7% in ANP.

CONCLUSION
Proper rural waste management is one of the 

most important components of rural sustainable 
development, which requires the establishment of 
necessary infrastructures, including cultural and 
social background, facilities and equipment, and 
financial provisions. The growing trend of rural waste 
generation and its role in environmental protection 
in developing countries requires urgent and serious 
attention. The results from the ranking of weaknesses 
in rural waste management in Saravan village by AHP, 
FAHP, and ANP approaches demonstrated that the 
most important weakness of rural waste management 
was waste management structure, equipment, and 
infrastructures weakness with relative importance 
values of 38.1% in AHP, 37.3% in FAHP, and 38.2% in 
ANP approaches. The village inhabitants’ weakness 

had the lowest priority among studied weaknesses 
with relative importance values of 16.5% in AHP, 
17.2% in FAHP, and 1.4% in ANP. The second and third 
important weaknesses were workforce weakness, 
and educational and cultural weakness, respectively. 
In order to implement the findings of this research in 
an area such as Saravan village, a comprehensive plan 
with sufficient budgets and correct managements 
should be considered. This strategic plan should 
include aspects such as providing waste treatment 
infrastructures, employment of skilled staff in the 
field of waste management and specific training 
of current staff, and conducting on-site or virtual 
training programs along with providing incentives for 
villagers and private waste management companies.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
Z. Omidi Saravani performed the literature 

review, questionnaire initial preparation, face-to-
face interviews, and prepared the manuscript initial 
text. M. Kavoosi Kalashami performed experimental 
design, questionnaire edition, analyzed and 
interpreted the data, and manuscript technical check. 
A. Bakhshipour helped in the literature review and 
questionnaire edition, analyzed the data, prepared 
the manuscript, and performed manuscript edition. 
I. Bagheri helped in the experimental design, and 
manuscript preparation and edition. C. Psomopoulos 
helped in experimental design and manuscript 
edition.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
The authors would like to thank the University of 

Guilan and Municipality of Rasht for cooperation in 
data collection process.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST
The authors declare no potential conflict of 

interest regarding the publication of this work. In 
addition, the ethical issues including plagiarism, 
informed consent, misconduct, data fabrication and, 
or falsification, double publication and, or submission, 
and redundancy have been completely witnessed by 
the authors.

ABBREVIATIONS
AHP Analytic Hierarchy Process

FAHP Fuzzy Analytical Hierarchy Process



275

Int. J. Hum. Capital Urban Manage., 6(3): 263-276, Summer 2021

ANP Analytic Network Process

RM Rural Municipality

RMM Rural Municipality Manager

REFERENCES    
Åberg, H., (2000). Sustainable waste management in households-

from international policy to everyday practise. Experiences from 
two Swedish field studies (Doctoral dissertation).

Al-Hawari, T.; AL-B’ool, S.M.; Momani, A., (2011). Selection of 
temperature measuring sensors using the analytic hierarchy 
process. 451-459 (9 pages).

Apostol, L.; Mihai, F., (2012). Rural waste management: challenges 
and issues in Romania. Pre. Environ. Sustain. Dev., 6(2): 105-114 
(10 pages).

Aung, T.S.; Luan, S.; Xu, Q., (2019). Application of multi-criteria-
decision approach for the analysis of medical waste management 
systems in Myanmar. J. Cleaner Prod., 222: 733-745 (13 pages).

Babalola, M.A., (2015). A multi-criteria decision analysis of 
waste treatment options for food and biodegradable waste 
management in Japan. Environments, 2(4): 471-488 (18 pages).

Barr, S.; Gilg, A.W.; Ford, N.J., (2001). Differences between 
household waste reduction, reuse and recycling behaviour: 
A study of reported behaviors, intentions and explanatory 
variables. Environ. Waste Manage., 4(2): 69-82 (14 pages).

Bayard, B.; Jolly, C., (2007). Environmental behaviour structure and 
socio-economic conditions of hillside farmers: A multiple-group 
structural equation modeling approach. Ecol. Econ., 62(3-4): 
433-440 (8 pages).

Beigl, P.; Lebersorger, S.; Salhofer, S., (2008). Modelling municipal 
solid waste generation: A review. Waste Manage., 28(1): 200-
214 (15 pages).

Bortoleto, A.P.; Kurisu, K.H.; Hanaki, K., (2012). Model development 
for household waste prevention behaviour. Waste Manage., 
32(12): 2195-2207 (13 pages).

Bottero, M.; Comino, E.; Riggio, V., (2011). Application of the 
analytic hierarchy process and the analytic network process 
for the assessment of different wastewater treatment systems. 
Environ. Modell. Software, 26(10): 1211-1224 (14 pages).

Bourtsalas, A.T.; Seo, Y.; Alam, M.T.; Seo, Y.C., (2019). The status of 
waste management and waste to energy for district heating in 
South Korea. Waste Manage., 85: 304-316 (13 pages).

Che, Z.H., (2010). Using fuzzy analytic hierarchy process and 
particle swarm optimisation for balanced and defective supply 
chain problems considering WEEE/RoHS directives. Int. J. Prod. 
Res., 48(11): 3355-3381 (27 pages).

Chen, T.; Jin, Y.; Qiu, X.; Chen, X., (2014). A hybrid fuzzy evaluation 
method for safety assessment of food-waste feed based on 
entropy and the analytic hierarchy process methods. Expert 
Syst. Appl., 41(16): 7328-7337 (10 pages).

da Paz, D.H.;  Lafayette, K.P.;  de Oliveira Holanda, M.J.;  Sobral, 
M.D.C.M.; de Castro Costa, L.A., (2020). Assessment of 
environmental impact risks arising from the illegal dumping of 
construction waste in Brazil. Environ. Dev. Sustain., 22(3): 2289-
2304 (16 pages).

Demirbas, A., (2011). Waste management, waste resource facilities 
and waste conversion processes. Energy Convers. Manage., 
52(2): 1280-1287 (8 pages).

Frick, J.; Kaiser, F.G.; Wilson, M., (2004). Environmental knowledge 
and conservation behavior: exploring prevalence and structure 
in a representative sample. Pers. Indiv. Differ., 37(8): 1597-1613 
(17 pages). 

GPMPO. (2006). report of Guilan province management and 
planning organization (GPMPO): statistical yearbook of Guilan 
province.  

GPMPO. (2011). Report of guilan province management and 
planning organization (GPMPO): statistical yearbook of Guilan 
province.  

GPMPO. (2016). Report of Guilan province management and 
planning organization (GPMPO): statistical yearbook of Guilan 
province.  

Gusmerotti, N.M.; Corsini, F.; Borghini, A.; Frey, M., (2019). 
Assessing the role of preparation for reuse in waste-prevention 
strategies by analytical hierarchical process: suggestions for an 
optimal implementation in waste management supply chain. 
Environ. Dev. Sustain., 21(6): 2773-2792 (20 pages).

Ho, C.C., (2011). Optimal evaluation of infectious medical waste 
disposal companies using the fuzzy analytic hierarchy process. 
Waste Manage., 31(7): 1553-1559 (7 pages).

Istianto, Y.; Sugiantoro, B., (2018). Design of decision support 
system selection of beach tourism object in Gunungkidul using 
fuzzy AHP method. Int. J. Inf. Dev., 6(2): 12-17 (6 pages).

Kaiser, F.G.; Wölfing, S.; Fuhrer, U., (1999). Environmental attitude 
and ecological behaviour. J. Environ. Psychol., 19(1): 1-19 (20 
pages).

Kamara, A.J. (2006). Household participation in domestic waste 
disposal and recycling in the Tshwane Metropolitan area: an 
environmental education perspective (Doctoral dissertation).

Khan, S.; Faisal, M.N., (2008). An analytic network process model 
for municipal solid waste disposal options. Waste Manage., 
28(9): 1500-1508 (9 pages).

Khoshand, A.; Rahimi, K.; Ehteshami, M.; Gharaei, S., (2019). Fuzzy 
AHP approach for prioritizing electronic waste management 
options: A case study of Tehran, Iran. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res., 
26(10): 9649-9660 (12 pages).

Kuznichenko, S.; Kovalenko, L.; Buchynska, I.; Gunchenko, Y., (2018). 
Development of a multi-criteria model for making decisions on 
the location of solid waste landfills. East. Eur. J. Enterp. Technol., 
2(92): 21-30 (10 pages).

Maddox, P.; Doran, C.; Williams, I.; Kus, M., (2011). The role of 
intergenerational influence in waste education programmes: 
The THAW project. Waste Manage., 31(12): 2590-2600 (11 
pages).

Mian, M.M.; Zeng, X.; Nasry, A.A.; Al-Hamadani, S.M., (2017). 
Municipal solid waste management in China: A comparative 
analysis. J. Mater. Cycles Waste Manage., 19(3): 1127-1135 (9 
pages).

Michael-Agwuoke, M.U. (2017). Approaches to improving data 
quality in municipal solid waste management in New Zealand. 
Auckland University of Technology. 

Mohan, R.; Spiby, J.; Leonardi, G.; Robins, A.; Jefferis, S., (2006). 
Sustainable waste management in the UK: the public health 
role. Public Health, 120(10): 908-914 (7 pages).

Nagendran, R., (2011). Agricultural waste and pollution. Paper 
presented at the Waste. Academic Press, 341-355 (15 pages)

Ocampo, L.A., (2019). Applying fuzzy AHP–TOPSIS technique in 
identifying the content strategy of sustainable manufacturing 

https://gupea.ub.gu.se/handle/2077/15091
https://gupea.ub.gu.se/handle/2077/15091
https://gupea.ub.gu.se/handle/2077/15091
https://orb.binghamton.edu/systems_fac/9/
https://orb.binghamton.edu/systems_fac/9/
https://orb.binghamton.edu/systems_fac/9/
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2549444
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2549444
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2549444
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0959652619307383
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0959652619307383
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0959652619307383
https://www.mdpi.com/2076-3298/2/4/471
https://www.mdpi.com/2076-3298/2/4/471
https://www.mdpi.com/2076-3298/2/4/471
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.128.959&rep=rep1&type=pdf
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.128.959&rep=rep1&type=pdf
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.128.959&rep=rep1&type=pdf
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.128.959&rep=rep1&type=pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0921800906003387
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0921800906003387
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0921800906003387
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0921800906003387
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X07000153
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X07000153
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X07000153
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X12002486
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X12002486
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X12002486
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364815211001009
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364815211001009
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364815211001009
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364815211001009
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X19300017
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X19300017
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X19300017
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/00207540802702080
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/00207540802702080
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/00207540802702080
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/00207540802702080
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S095741741400342X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S095741741400342X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S095741741400342X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S095741741400342X
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-018-0289-6
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-018-0289-6
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-018-0289-6
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-018-0289-6
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-018-0289-6
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0196890410004279
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0196890410004279
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0196890410004279
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S019188690400056X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S019188690400056X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S019188690400056X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S019188690400056X
https://www.rasht-bazyaft.ir/
https://www.rasht-bazyaft.ir/
https://www.rasht-bazyaft.ir/
https://www.rasht-bazyaft.ir/
https://www.rasht-bazyaft.ir/
https://www.rasht-bazyaft.ir/
https://www.rasht-bazyaft.ir/
https://www.rasht-bazyaft.ir/
https://www.rasht-bazyaft.ir/
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-018-0160-9
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-018-0160-9
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-018-0160-9
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-018-0160-9
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-018-0160-9
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X11001048
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X11001048
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X11001048
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0272494498901074
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0272494498901074
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0272494498901074
http://uir.unisa.ac.za/handle/10500/1460
http://uir.unisa.ac.za/handle/10500/1460
http://uir.unisa.ac.za/handle/10500/1460
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X07002310
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X07002310
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X07002310
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11356-019-04407-8
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11356-019-04407-8
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11356-019-04407-8
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11356-019-04407-8
http://eprints.library.odeku.edu.ua/4789/1/S. Kuznichenko%2C L. Kovalenko%2C I. Buchynska%2C Y. Gunchenko Development of a multicriteria model for making decisions on the location of solid waste landfills%2C.pdf
http://eprints.library.odeku.edu.ua/4789/1/S. Kuznichenko%2C L. Kovalenko%2C I. Buchynska%2C Y. Gunchenko Development of a multicriteria model for making decisions on the location of solid waste landfills%2C.pdf
http://eprints.library.odeku.edu.ua/4789/1/S. Kuznichenko%2C L. Kovalenko%2C I. Buchynska%2C Y. Gunchenko Development of a multicriteria model for making decisions on the location of solid waste landfills%2C.pdf
http://eprints.library.odeku.edu.ua/4789/1/S. Kuznichenko%2C L. Kovalenko%2C I. Buchynska%2C Y. Gunchenko Development of a multicriteria model for making decisions on the location of solid waste landfills%2C.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X11003308
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X11003308
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X11003308
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X11003308
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10163-016-0509-9
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10163-016-0509-9
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10163-016-0509-9
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10163-016-0509-9
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/7ed1/b5c85ac31b3a075a54861491939cafa41a68.pdf
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/7ed1/b5c85ac31b3a075a54861491939cafa41a68.pdf
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/7ed1/b5c85ac31b3a075a54861491939cafa41a68.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0033350606001399
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0033350606001399
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0033350606001399
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780123814753100245
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780123814753100245
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-018-0129-8
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-018-0129-8


276

Z. Omidi Saravani et al.

for food production. Environ. Dev. Sustain., 21(5): 2225-2251 
(26 pages).

Omran, A.; Altawati, M.; Davis, G., (2018). Identifying municipal 
solid waste management opportunities in Al-Bayda city, Libya. 
Environ. Dev. Sustain., 20(4): 1597-1613 (17 pages).

OMVMC. (2018). Report of the organization of municipalities 
and village managers of the country (OMVMC). Last accessed: 
25/02/2014 (in Persian).

Pakpour, A.H.; Zeidi, I.M.; Emamjomeh, M.M.; Asefzadeh, S.; 
Pearson, H., (2014). Household waste behaviours among a 
community sample in Iran: an application of the theory of 
planned behaviour. Waste Manage., 34(6): 980-986 (7 pages).

Purcell, M.; Magette, W., (2010). Attitudes and behaviour towards 
waste management in the Dublin, Ireland region. Waste 
Manage., 30(10): 1997-2006 (10 pages).

Russell, C.S., (1988). Economic incentives in the management of 
hazardous wastes. Columbia J. Environ. Law, 13: 257-274 (18 
pages).

Saeed, M.O.; Hassan, M.N.; Mujeebu, M.A., (2009). Assessment 
of municipal solid waste generation and recyclable materials 
potential in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia. Waste Manage., 29(7): 
2209-2213 (5 pages).

Saffari, A., (2013). Environmental risk assessment and waste 
management strategies at rural areas, case study: central 
Ojaroud district, Germi city. Rural Econ. Spatial Dev., 2(1): 71-91 
(11 pages). (In Persian)

Sahil, F.M., (2017). Integrated solid waste management and 
development of analytical hierarchy process (AHP) method for 
collection and transportation in Kandahar city, Afghanistan. Int. 
J. Sci. Eng. Res., 8: 1095-1102 (8 pages). 

Sharholy, M.; Ahmad, K.; Mahmood, G.; Trivedi, R., (2008). 
Municipal solid waste management in Indian cities–a review. 
Waste Manage., 28(2): 459-467 (9 pages).

Sujauddin, M.; Huda, S.; Hoque, A.R., (2008). Household solid waste 

characteristics and management in Chittagong, Bangladesh. 
Waste Manage., 28(9): 1688-1695 (8 pages). 

Tchobanoglous, G.; Kreith, F., (2002). Handbook of solid waste 
management. New York: McGraw Hill (832 pages).

Thi, N.B.D.; Kumar, G.; Lin, C.Y., (2015). An overview of food waste 
management in developing countries: current status and future 
perspective. J. Environ. Manage., 157: 220-229  (10 pages).

Tian, M.; Gao, J.; Zheng, Z.; Yang, Z., (2012). The study on the 
ecological footprint of rural solid waste disposal-example in 
Yuhong district of Shenyang. Procedia Environ. Sci., 16: 95-101 
(7 pages).

Van der Zwiep, K., (1994). Public participation as an instrument 
for environmental protection. Manual on public participation in 
environmental decision making.

Wang, J.; Li, Z.; Tam, V.W., (2014). Critical factors in effective 
construction waste minimization at the design stage: A Shenzhen 
case study, China. Resour. Conserv. Recycl., 82: 1-7 (7 pages).

Wang, X.; Cao, Y.; Zhong, X.; Gao, P., (2012). A new method 
of regional eco-environmental quality assessment and its 
application. J. Environ. Qual., 41(5): 1393-1401 (9 pages).

Ye, C.; Qin, P., (2008). Provision of residential solid waste 
management service in rural China. China World Econ., 16(5): 
118-128 (11 pages).

Yoada, R.M.; Chirawurah, D.; Adongo, P.B., (2014). Domestic 
waste disposal practice and perceptions of private sector waste 
management in urban Accra. BMC Public Health, 14(1): 697-706 
(10 pages).

Zhang, X.; Deng, Y.; Chan, F.T.; Mahadevan, S., (2015). A fuzzy 
extended analytic network process-based approach for global 
supplier selection. Appl. Intell., 43(4): 760-772 (13 pages).

Zhu, D.; Asnani, P.U.; Zurbrugg, C.; Anapolsky, S.; Mani, S., (2007). 
Improving municipal solid waste management in India: A 
sourcebook for policymakers and practitioners: The World Bank 
(176 pages).

COPYRIGHTS

©2021 The author(s). This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons 
Attribution (CC BY 4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, as long 
as the original authors and source are cited. No permission is required from the authors or the publishers.

HOW TO CITE THIS ARTICLE

Omidi Saravani, Z.; Kavoosi-Kalashami, M.; Bakhshipour, A.; Bagheri, I.; Psomopoulos, C., (2020). Critical 
analysis of rural waste management weaknesses. Int. J. Hum. Capital Urban Manage., 6(3): 263-276.

DOI: 10.22034/IJHCUM.2021.03.05

url: http://

https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-018-0129-8
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-018-0129-8
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-017-9955-3
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-017-9955-3
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10668-017-9955-3
http://www.imo.org.ir
http://www.imo.org.ir
http://www.imo.org.ir
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X1300514X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X1300514X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X1300514X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X1300514X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X10001078
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X10001078
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X10001078
https://heinonline.org/hol-cgi-bin/get_pdf.cgi?handle=hein.journals/cjel13&section=16
https://heinonline.org/hol-cgi-bin/get_pdf.cgi?handle=hein.journals/cjel13&section=16
https://heinonline.org/hol-cgi-bin/get_pdf.cgi?handle=hein.journals/cjel13&section=16
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X09000956
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X09000956
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X09000956
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X09000956
https://www.sid.ir/fa/journal/ViewPaper.aspx?id=212960
https://www.sid.ir/fa/journal/ViewPaper.aspx?id=212960
https://www.sid.ir/fa/journal/ViewPaper.aspx?id=212960
https://www.sid.ir/fa/journal/ViewPaper.aspx?id=212960
https://www.ijser.org/onlineResearchPaperViewer.aspx?Integrated-Solid-Waste-Management-and-Development-of-Analytical-Hierarchy-Process-AHP-method-for-Collection-and-Transportation-In-Kandahar-city-Afghanistan.pdf
https://www.ijser.org/onlineResearchPaperViewer.aspx?Integrated-Solid-Waste-Management-and-Development-of-Analytical-Hierarchy-Process-AHP-method-for-Collection-and-Transportation-In-Kandahar-city-Afghanistan.pdf
https://www.ijser.org/onlineResearchPaperViewer.aspx?Integrated-Solid-Waste-Management-and-Development-of-Analytical-Hierarchy-Process-AHP-method-for-Collection-and-Transportation-In-Kandahar-city-Afghanistan.pdf
https://www.ijser.org/onlineResearchPaperViewer.aspx?Integrated-Solid-Waste-Management-and-Development-of-Analytical-Hierarchy-Process-AHP-method-for-Collection-and-Transportation-In-Kandahar-city-Afghanistan.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X07000645
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X07000645
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X07000645
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X07002255
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X07002255
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956053X07002255
http://medical.rums.ac.ir/uploads/rums-handbook_of_solid_waste_management.pdf
http://medical.rums.ac.ir/uploads/rums-handbook_of_solid_waste_management.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301479715300256
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301479715300256
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301479715300256
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1878029612005518
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1878029612005518
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1878029612005518
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1878029612005518
https://www.eldis.org/document/A20420
https://www.eldis.org/document/A20420
https://www.eldis.org/document/A20420
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0921344913002309
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0921344913002309
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0921344913002309
https://acsess.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.2134/jeq2011.0390
https://acsess.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.2134/jeq2011.0390
https://acsess.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.2134/jeq2011.0390
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1749-124X.2008.00133.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1749-124X.2008.00133.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1749-124X.2008.00133.x
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/1471-2458-14-697
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/1471-2458-14-697
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/1471-2458-14-697
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/1471-2458-14-697
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10489-015-0664-z
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10489-015-0664-z
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10489-015-0664-z
https://elibrary.worldbank.org/doi/abs/10.1596/978-0-8213-7361-3
https://elibrary.worldbank.org/doi/abs/10.1596/978-0-8213-7361-3
https://elibrary.worldbank.org/doi/abs/10.1596/978-0-8213-7361-3
https://elibrary.worldbank.org/doi/abs/10.1596/978-0-8213-7361-3
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Critical analysis of rural waste management weaknesses  
	Abstract
	Keywords
	INTRODUCTION
	MATERIALS AND METHODS 
	RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
	CONCLUSION 
	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS 
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
	ABBREVIATIONS
	REFERENCES


