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Economic Evaluation of Recycling Projects
Cost-Benefit Analysis of Projects to Recycle Waste Incineration Ash for Cement Production

Toshiya Mochizuki, Nobuhiro Hosoe

The shortage of disposal sites for waste incineration ash is one of the main concerns of many municipal
governments in Japan. Three projects have been initiated to recycle this ash for producing cement, thereby reducing
the need for disposal sites. We carry out a cost-benefit analysis of such recycling projects considering environmental
externalities. Our results suggest that two of three actual recycling projects are socially beneficial and that a

hypothetical project with similar technology would also be beneficial for municipal governments in Kanagawa
Prefecture.
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