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Australia is one of the highest food waste generating countries in the world per head of 
population with over 7.3 million tonnes of food waste generated in Australia in 2008. 
Anaerobic digestion (AD) is a promising and environmentally sustainable organic waste 
treatment technology which digests organic waste into a stabilise residue and generate 
biogas, which can be used to produce energy. Despite large-scale application of AD in 
the USA and Europe, AD has not been applied widely in Australia. This paper 
investigates the challenges and opportunities of managing organic waste in South 
Australia using AD. Following a comprehensive literature review of AD technologies in 
relation to challenges, barriers and scope of implication in the global context, the study 
forecast the bio-energy production potential in South Australia using AD. This paper 
finds that the small AD plant could generate 39kWh from around 589 tonnes of food 
waste annually. The study also forecast the bio-energy potential by 2021 and if 15% of 
South Australia’s food waste (of year 2021) were treated with AD, a 256kWh energy 
could be generated. The addition of poultry waste would dramatically increase the 
proposed plant size up to 3556kWh. This would be a large energy plant that would be a 
considerable contributor to the SA power grid, provide a level of SA energy security. 
The payback time for all plant sizes is between 2.5-3.5 years. 

Keywords: organic waste, waste management, waste-to-energy, anaerobic 
digestion, renewable energy policy 
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1. Introduction 

Australia is one of the highest food-waste generating countries in the world per head of 
population (Mason, 2011)  with over 7.3 million tonnes of food waste generated in 
Australia in 2008 (Reynolds et al 2014). A study shows that around 74% of total food 
was wasted in Sydney in 2009 before it reached the consumer - despite the fact that 
food waste was of edible quality (EPA-NSW, 2010).Organic waste such as food waste 
not only imposes risks on the global food security, but it also contributes Methane (CH4) 
and Nitrous Oxide (N2O), which have 21 and 310 times greater global warming 
potential respectively than carbon dioxide (IPCC, 1996). There are growing concerns 
about the economic and environmental variability of existing organic waste disposal 
systems.  

According to the World Bank report, around 87% of waste sent to landfill or open 
dumping globally and based on organic contents, organic waste produces 300-1000kg 
of CO2 for every tonne of waste sent to landfills, therefore, it is estimated that the 
organic fraction of municipal solid waste (MSW) contributes approximately 0.2-0.6 
billion tonnes of greenhouse gas (GHG) to the atmosphere every year (Manfredi et al. 
2009, World Bank, 2012). Worldwide, CH4 emissions from the waste sector constitute 
approximately 18% of the global anthropogenic CH4 emissions (Scheutz et al., 2009). 
GHG emissions reduction to the atmosphere is one of the key challenges and priority 
actions against climate change around the globe. Biofuel technologies use waste 
feedstock from various sources, including wood from forest industry, biomass from 
agriculture and poultry industries and organic MSW to produce energy and fuels. 
Therefore, biofuel technologies, such as Anaerobic Digestion (AD), not only manage 
organic waste, but it is also produces energy and biofuels.  

This study will examine the key issues, challenges and opportunities in implementing 
AD in South Australia, and act as a scoping study for the development of AD in South 
Australia. Section 2 consists of a literature review of AD technology; Section 3 
discusses the economic and regulatory feasibility of AD deployment in South Australia. 
Finally, the study concludes by acknowledging the fundamental barriers and challenges 
of implementing AD in South Australia. 

 

2. Review of Anaerobic digestion 

Anaerobic digestion is a biological process to produce biogas from organic waste. 
Organic waste from farms, agricultural lands, households, food processing industries, 
meat and fish industries and other sources can be used in an anaerobic digester to 
produce biogas. Biogas is used to produce heat, electricity and biofuel. Figure-1 shows 
a simplified diagram of organic waste to bioenergy process.  

 
Figure 1: A simplified diagram of organic waste to bio-energy using anaerobic digestion  
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Biogas mainly consists of 50-75% methane, 25-45% carbon dioxide, 2-8% water 
vapour and traces of O2, N2, NH3, H2, H2S (Dimpl, 2010). A typical biogas 
composition can be found in the Sustainable Energy Development Authority's report 
into the potential for generating energy from wet waste streams in NSW (in Table 1).  

Table 1: The composition of biogas (SEDA, 1999) 

Components  Content % (v/v) 

Methane  52-95 

Carbon dioxide  10-50 

Hydrogen sulphide  0.001-2 

Hydrogen  0.01-2 

Nitrogen  0.1-4 

Oxygen  0.02-6.5 

Argon  0.001 

Carbon monoxide  0.001-2 

Ammonia  trace 

Organics  trace 

 

Anaerobic digestion is a series of four complex biological processes such as hydrolysis, 
acidification, acetogenesis and methanogenesis (Moriarty, 2013). Fermentative 
bacteria excrete exo-enzymes to transform the particulate organic substrate into 
liquefied monomers and polymers in hydrolysis (solubilisation) process (Ostrem, 2004). 
Hydrolysis is a relatively slow process and generally it limits the rate of the overall 
anaerobic digestion process. In acidogenesis (acidification) process, hydrolysed 
products are broken down into simple molecules and short chain volatile acids, 
ketones, alcohols, hydrogen and carbon dioxide (Ostrem, 2004). In the third step, 
acetogenesis, the products of the acidification are converted into acetic acids, 
hydrogen, and carbon dioxide by acetogenic bacteria. The first three steps of anaerobic 
digestion are often grouped together as acid fermentation. Hydrogen plays an important 
intermediary role in this process, as the reaction will only occur if the hydrogen partial 
pressure is low enough to thermodynamically allow the conversion of all the acids 
(Mata-Alvarez, 2003).  Methanogenesis is the final step of the anaerobic digestion 
process where methanogens bacteria (microorganisms) convert the hydrogen and 
acetic acid formed by the acid formers to methane gas and carbon dioxide (Verma, 
2002). Figure 2 shows the biological processes of AD. 

 
Figure 2: Anaerobic digestion process (Moriarty, 2013) 
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2.1. Gas yield and energy efficiency of anaerobic digestion 

Biogas yield varies depending upon the composition of feedstock and the ambient 
conditions in the digester. Electricity and heat generation from biogas varies depending 
on the methane content of the biogas. It is estimated that 2kWh electricity and 2kWh 
heat can be generated from 1 cubic meter of biogas (55% CH4 content biogas, 
20MJ/m3, 38% electrical and thermal efficiency CHP unit) (SEAI, 2010).  

2.2. Benefits of AD 

Anaerobic digestion offers multiple benefits. The broad range of benefits including 
social, environmental and economic benefits can be achieved from AD of organic 
waste. AD encourages local community to recycle organic waste and thus involves 
local people to the recycling activities. By managing organic waste in a sustainable 
way, AD solves waste problems as well as environmental problems, such as global 
warming. AD avoids and reduces GHG emissions to the atmosphere by utilizing biogas 
as a source of renewable energy. In addition, AD improves health and safety issues 
associated with pathogen spreading and protects from water and land pollutions. Most 
importantly, AD produces renewable bio-energy from waste and produces bio-
fertilizers. Therefore, AD reduces the dependency on fossil fuels and inorganic fertilizer 
which is damaging to our environment.  AD also creates jobs and business 
opportunities, though these are only quantifiable in a site specific context. 

2.3. The state of anaerobic digestion in the global context 

Anaerobic digestion is used for managing organic waste (including poultry and 
biomass) in both developed and developing countries, with the size of AD plants 
varying with local needs. In developing countries such as Bangladesh, India, Nepal and 
China, small scale anaerobic digestion plants are the norm, with the biogas that is 
produced mainly used for cooking purposes. Large scale AD plants feature in 
developed countries and are used to generate heat and electricity with combined heat 
and power facilities (Baker, 2014; Biogas-info, 2014; BRE-info, 2014; Biogaspedia, 
2014; EPA, 2010). The annual capacity of the biggest energy plant from biomass (wood 
pallet) is 750MW and located in Tilbury, UK. In 2011, the UK also opened the largest 
anaerobic digestion plant using food scraps of 6MW electricity capacity (EurObserver, 
2011; Waste Management World, 2011). 

3. Feasibility of AD for managing organic waste in South
Australia 

3.1. Economic feasibility of AD 

3.1.1. Biogas and energy potential in SA 

In a pilot study in 2009-2010, conducted by the Zero Waste SA, 589 tonnes of food 
waste were collected from the 17,000 households’ green bin (34.7 kg/year/household) 
for processing and treatment (ZWSA, 2010a; ZWSA, 2010b). The environmental 
impacts of avoidance and composting of this food waste were explored in Reynolds et 
al (2011). With this pilot data, we forecast three separate scenarios of the biomass 
energy potential in SA. The first scenario examines the biomass energy generation 
potential from the South Australian food waste pilot study. The second scenario builds 
upon scenario one upgrading to a larger AD plant with the capacity to treat 15% (3877 
tonnes) of South Australia’s total food waste. We sourced South Australian population 
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data from the Australian Bureau of statistics (1999, 2011) – chiefly that in 2011 there 
were 643,886 households in South Australia; this is forecast to grow to 745,000 by 
2021. The total projected food waste generation in South Australia by 2021 is 25,851 
tonnes. The third scenario expands further with the introduction of co-digestion 
practices to incorporate 100% South Australian poultry/chicken waste into the AD 
waste stream.  

3.1.2. Data assumptions 

The food waste generation of 34.7 kg/year/household was sourced from Zero Waste 
SA reports (ZWSA, 2010a; ZWSA, 2010b).  South Australian chicken and poultry waste 
generation (89,508 tonnes per year: 3508 tonnes of chicken carcasses, 16,380 tonnes 
of meat processing waste, and 69,620 tonnes of manure) was sourced from 
Environmental Protection Agency Reports (EPA-SA, 1999). 

We sourced the biogas yield for food scraps, manure, and chicken waste as 265m3, 
82m3 and 280m3 per tonne, from standard figures for biogas production (Biogasinfo 
2014, Navaratnasamy et al 2008 ). Total AD energy generation potential was sourced 
from Navaratnasamy et al (2008), which detailed potential electricity generation at 
2kWh per m3 of biogas (55% CH4 content biogas, 20 MJ/m3, 38% electrical and thermal 
efficiency CHP unit), with additional heat generation of 2 kWh per m3 of biogas or 7.7 
MJ per m3 of biogas.  

The 2011/12 average cost of electricity in South Australia was found to be 27.25 c/kWh, 
with the heat from natural gas costing 3.29 cents per MJ (Essential Services 
Commission of South Australia 2014). The cost of electricity has been forecast to 
increase past 28.6c/kWh by 2014, with the cost of gas remaining constant at 3 cents 
per MJ (Energy Users Association of Australia 2012, Australian Energy Market 
Operator 2013). We have selected 28.6c/kWh as our electricity price and 3 cents per 
MJ as our gas price. 

Functional costs of running an AD operation were sourced from Navaratnasamy et al 
(2008), these include a 30 days per year maintenance shut down, and a starting capital 
cost of $7000 per kWh for construction of biogas electricity generating plant, and a 
further operational cost of $0.02/kWh. We also assume a 24 hour per day operation of 
the plant.  Our assumptions are solely based on technological cost and revenue. We 
did not consider the biomass collection and transportation cost, or administration cost 
our scenario analysis. Inclusion of these factors would which increase investment will 
return time. 

3.1.3. Energy from bio-waste scenarios in South Australia 

The size of AD plant required to treat the volume of food waste collected in the pilot 
would be 39 kWh generating plant (scenario 1). The size of AD plant required to treat 
the 15% of the total food waste generated in SA (scenario 2) would be larger at 
256kWh.  The addition of poultry waste (scenario 3) would dramatically increase the 
proposed plant size to 3556kWh – a large plant that would be a considerable 
contributor to the SA power grid and provide a level of energy security to SA (Australian 
Energy Market Operator 2013). The payback time for all plant sizes is between 2.5-3.5 
years depending on the inclusion of heat capture facilities.  

The electricity produced in all these scenarios is suitable for small scale power plants 
compared to the existing power plants in South Australia, such as the Playford B Power 
Station that produces approximately 240 MW of electricity and the Torrens Island 
Power plant that produces 1280 MW of electricity (Australian Energy Market Operator 
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2013). To be eligible for renewable energy target funds (RET), the energy plants needs 
to produce minimum 1MW of electricity, thus the scenario 1 and 2 would not be eligible 
for RET fund and only scenario 3 which is energy from co-digestion of animal fat, 
manure with household organic waste is eligible for RET fund and the most viable 
option is SA. 

Scenario 1: Energy from food waste pilot 

In scenario 1, the food waste collected in a pilot study conducted by the ZWSA in 2011 
were considered and assumed to be homogeneous as they collected from organic bins 
and thus available for AD. Therefore, only 1700 households were considered for 
scenario 1 (in Table 2).  

Table 2: Scenario 1 - Energy from SA food waste pilot 

Assumptions   
Food waste collected 589 tonne 

Biogas yield 265 m3/tonne 

Total biogas yield 156,085 m3 

Electricity generation  2 kWh/m3   

Heat generation 7.7 MJ/ m3 biogas 

Total electricity generation 312,170 kWh  

Total heat generation 1,201,854.5 MJ 

Average cost of electricity 28.60 c/kWh  

Average heat cost  3.00 c/ MJ 

Total income from electricity  $89,280.62  
	  Total income from heat  $36,055.64  
	  Number of operating days  335 per year 

Operational Hours  24.00 per day 

Capacity of the electricity generator  38.83 kWh 

Capital cost of plant   $7,000.00  per kWh  

Total capital cost  $271,789.80  
	  Operation cost  $0.02  per kWh 

Total operation cost  $6,243.40  year 

Total yearly revenue  $119,092.86  a year (with heat capture facilities) 

Total yearly revenue  $83,037.22  a year (without heat capture facilities) 

Scenario 2: Energy from projected food waste  

In scenario 2 (in Table 3), the projected amount of available food waste in 2021 was 
considered. Only 15% of the projected food waste in South Australia was considered to 
estimate the potential energy from bio-waste in SA.  

Table 3: Scenario 2 - Energy from 15% of SA food waste  

Assumptions   
Food waste collected 3878 tonne 

Biogas yield 265 m3/tonne 

Total biogas yield 1,027,597 m3 

Electricity generation  2 kWh/m3   

Heat generation 8 MJ/m3 biogas 

Total electricity generation 2,055,194 kWh 
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Total heat generation 7,912,498 MJ 

Average cost of electricity 29 c/kWh  

Average heat cost  3 c/ MJ 

Total income from electricity  $587,785.56  
	  Total income from heat  $237,374.94  
	  

Number of operating days  335 per year 

Operational Hours  24.00 per day 

Capacity of the electricity generator  256 kWh 

Capital cost of plant   $7,000.00  per kWh  

Total capital cost  $1,789,348.23  
	  Operation cost  $0.02  per kWh  

Total operation cost  $41,103.89  year 

Total yearly revenue  $784,056.61  a year (with heat capture facilities) 

Total yearly revenue  $546,681.67  a year (without heat capture facilities) 

 

Scenario 3: Energy from projected food waste and poultry waste  

In scenario 3 (in Table 4), a combined mixed feedstock, food waste and chicken and 
poultry waste were considered as there are several poultry processing plants in SA and 
chicken fats and poultry waste have higher biogas production yield.   

Table 4: Scenario 3- Energy from 15% of SA food waste and poultry/chicken waste 

Assumptions   
Chicken carcasses and meat 

processing waste 

19888 
tonne 

Chicken manure 69620 tonne 

Food waste collected 3878 tonne 

Biogas yield 380 m3/tonne of carcass waste 

Biogas yield 82 m3/tonne of manure 

Biogas yield 265 m3/tonne of food waste 

Total biogas yield 14,293,877 m3 

Electricity generation  2 kWh/m3   

Heat generation 8 MJ/m3 biogas 

Total electricity generation 28,587,754 kWh 

Total heat generation 110,062,854 MJ 

Average cost of electricity 29 c/kWh  

Average heat cost  3 c/ MJ 

Total income from electricity  $8,176,097.72  
	  Total income from heat  $3,301,885.62  
	  Number of operating days  335 per year 

Operational Hours  24 per day 

Capacity of the electricity generator  3556 kWh 

Capital cost of plant   $7,000.00  per kWh  

Total capital cost $ 24,889,835.79  
	  Operation cost  $0.02  per kWh  

Total operation cost  $571,755.09 year 
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Total yearly revenue  $10,906,228.25  a year (with heat capture facilities) 

Total yearly revenue  $7,604,342.63  a year (without heat capture facilities) 

 

3.2. Regulatory feasibility of AD in SA 

3.2.1. Energy security, climate change and renewable energy policy 

The availability and price can be interrupted by different factors including global climate 
change, regional conflicts (wars), and sudden changes in the supply-demand balance, 
thus, energy security is one of the biggest concerns for every country. Lack of energy 
security is thus linked to the negative economic and social impacts of either physical 
unavailability of energy, or prices that are not competitive or are overly volatile (IEA, 
2014). Currently Australia has 60 days stock holding capacity which is lower than the 
IEA’s recommended days of 90 days (IEA, 2014). Therefore, energy generations from 
decentralized and locally sourced systems are important for Australia.  

In regards to combating climate change, South Australia has adapted the Climate 
Change Adaptation Framework (SA-Govt., 2012) which has a 30 years plan for south 
Australia to reduce GHG emissions, efficient use of resources and sustainable energy 
generation from alternative energy sources. In addition, South Australia's climate 
change legislation sets three targets (SA-Govt., 2007): 

• reduce greenhouse gas emissions within the state by at least 60% to an 
amount that is equal to or less than 40% of 1990 levels by 31 December 2050 
as part of a national and international response to climate change; 

• increase the proportion of renewable electricity generated so it comprises at 
least 20% of electricity generated in the state by 31 December 2014; and 

• increase the proportion of renewable electricity consumed so that it comprises 
at least 20% of electricity consumed in the state by 31 December 2014.  

3.2.2. Waste management policy  

Waste management policies and strategies are important to promote certain 
technologies, for instance, bans of organic waste to landfill, the diversion of waste from 
landfills and the promotion of organic waste recycling and treatment using composting 
or anaerobic digestion in many European countries. The ‘zero waste’ target, which aims 
to divert waste from landfill, also increases recycling and composting. AD promotes 
zero waste activities by diverting organic waste from landfills and produces renewable 
energy (Zaman, 2015). Mandatory separate collection systems, landfill tax and pay as 
you throw (PAYT) etc. systems also have influence in the local waste management 
systems. Figure 3 shows the key waste management policies that influence AD in 
different countries.  

	  
Figure 3: Key waste management policies that influence AD 
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3.3. Key challenges and opportunities for AD in SA 

Potential challenges of implementing anaerobic digestion in South Australia are to 
ensure consistent supply of feedstock and to maintain a homogeneous feedstock 
quality. It is important to have a proper organic waste recycling system in place to 
implement AD. Separate organic recycling bins are mandatory with a higher percentage 
of recycling or sorting efficiency and a least proportion of contamination. In the 
approximate estimation only capital cost and operation cost of the AD plant are 
considered, therefore, the payback time is very short. However, the overall payback 
time will be higher if the feedstock cost, collection and transportation cost, manpower 
cost and other permit cost are considered with the operation and maintenance costs. 
Government incentives, tipping fees and other economic incentive can significantly 
reduce the payback time and make AD more profitable source of renewable energy.  

Small scale AD plants (Scenario 1) are not eligible for Renewable Energy Target (RET) 
grants in Australia, therefore, the large scale AD plants (in Scenarios 2 and 3 ) are 
more viable for South Australia as a waste-to-energy project. In addition, AD should not 
be treated as only a renewable energy technology, instead it has the potential to 
manages organic waste and produce bio-fertilizer which also has market value. 
Therefore, AD should also attract waste management incentives too for instance tipping 
fees or landfill tax avoidance incentives. 

 

4. Conclusion   

There is a lack of investment in the renewable energy sector particularly in waste-to-
energy using AD technology despite exhibiting various sustainability potentials. Both 
small scale and large scale AD digestion should be encourage through policy and 
economic incentives so that the technology can be applied in both centralized and 
decentralized waste management and renewable energy generation. National and 
regional climate change is vital for AD as it reduces GHG emissions to the atmosphere 
and thus climate change incentives are important for implementing and promoting AD 
in any region. Active community involvement is essential as it requires a high level of 
organic waste sorting and recycling efficiency.     

	    



345	  

	  

References 

Australian Bureau of Statistics. 1999. 3236.0 - Household and Family Projections, 
Australia, 1996 to 2021, Canberra 

Australian Bureau of Statistics.  2011. Census of Population and Housing 2011, 
Canberra 

Australian Energy Market Operator.  2013. South Australian Electricity Report 2013, 
Accessed December 19, 2014. http://www.aemo.com.au/Electricity/Planning/South-
Australian-Advisory-
Functions/~/media/Files/Other/planning/2013_SAER_Final_Report_Full.ashx     

Baker, Peter. 2014. Opportunities abound in Anaerobic Digestion, Waste Management 
World. Accessed December 12, 2014. http://www.waste-management-
world.com/articles/print/volume-11/issue-1/features/opportunities-abound.html   

Biogas-info.  2014, Biogas Map in UK, Accessed December 19, 2014. 
http://www.biogas-info.co.uk/maps/index2.htm   

Biogaspedia.  2005, Biogas Plants - A Feasibility Study. Accessed December 10, 2014. 
https://energypedia.info/wiki/Biogas_Plants_-_A_Feasibility_Study_(GTZ-PURE,_2005)   

BRE-info.  2014. Fields of anaerobic digestion. Accessed December 1, 2014. 
www.biogas-renewable-energy.info/anaerobic_digestion_fields.html    

Dimpl, Elmar. 2010. Small-scale Electricity Generation from Biomass, Part II: Biogas, 
Editor: Michael Blunck, Published by GTZ-HERA – Poverty-oriented Basic Energy 
Service. Accessed November 15, 2014. https://energypedia.info/images/4/43/Small-
scale_Electricity_Generation_From_Biomass_Part-2.pdf   

Energy Users Association of Australia. 2012. Electricity Prices in Australia: An 
International Comparison. Accessed November 15, 2014. http://www.euaa.com.au/wp-
content/uploads/2012/03/INTERNATIONAL-ELECTRICITY-PRICE-COMPARISON-19-
MARCH-2012.pdf    

EPA, 2010.  U.S. Farm Anaerobic Digestion Systems: A 2010 Snapshot. Accessed 
November 13, 2014. http://www.epa.gov/agstar/documents/2010_digester_update.pdf  

EPA-NSW.  2010. Disposal based survey of the commercial and industrial waste 
stream in Sydney, Department of Environment, Climate Change and Water, NSW.  
Accessed November 25, 2014. 
http://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/resources/warr/105WasteSurveypt1.pdf  

EPA-SA. 1999.  Review of On-Farm Disposal Treatment Risks and the Potential for 
Recycling of Wastes Produced from Commercial Chicken Farms and Processors, 
published by Environmental Protection Agency, South Australia. Accessed November 
10, 2014. http://www.epa.sa.gov.au/xstd_files/Waste/Report/chickenfarms.pdf  

Essential Services Commission of South Australia. 2014.  Energy Annual Performance 
Report, Energy Retail Market -Time Series Data 2000-01 to 2012.  



346	  

	  

EurObserver. 2011. Solid biomass barometer. Accessed November 15, 2014. 
http://www.energies-renouvelables.org/observ-er/stat_baro/observ/baro219_en.pdf 

IEA. 2014. Energy Supply Security: Emergency Response of IEA Countries 2014, 
International Energy Agency, Paris. Accessed November 15, 2014. 
http://www.iea.org/publications/freepublications/publication/ENERGYSUPPLYSECURIT
Y2014.pdf  

IPCC (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change). 1996. IPCC Guidelines for 
National Greenhouse Gas Inventories: Reference Manual. Accessed November 15, 
2014. http://www.ipcc.ch   

Manfredi,S., Tonini,D., Christensen, T.H., Scharff. H. 2009. Landfilling of waste: 
accounting of greenhouse gases and global warming contributions. Waste 
Management & Research 27, 825–836 

Mason, L., Boyle, T., Fyfe, J., Smith, T., Cordell, D. 2011. National Food Waste Data 
Assessment: Final Report. Prepared for the Department of Sustainability, Environment, 
Water, Population and Communities, by the Institute for Sustainable Futures, University 
of Technology, Sydney: Sydney. 

Mata-Alvarez, J. 2003. Biomethanization of the organic fraction of municipal solid 
wastes. Department of Chemical Engineering, University of Barcelona, Barcelona, 
Spain. Accessed November 15. 
http://www.iwapublishing.com/pdf/contents/isbn1900222140_contents.pdf  

Moriarty, Kristi, 2013. Feasibility Study of Anaerobic Digestion of Food Waste in St. 
Bernard, Louisiana. Technical Report, Golden, CO. Accessed November 15. 
http://www.nrel.gov/docs/fy13osti/57082.pdf   

Navaratnasamy, Mahendran; Edeogu, Ike and Papworth, Lawrence, 2008. Economic 
Feasibility of Anaerobic Digesters, Agriculture Stewardship Division, Alberta Agriculture 
and Rural Development. Accessed November 15. 
http://www1.agric.gov.ab.ca/$Department/deptdocs.nsf/all/agdex12280  

Redman, Graham, 2010. A Detailed Economic Assessment of Anaerobic Digestion 
Technology and Its Suitability to UK Farming and Waste Systems, The Andersons 
Centre, 2nd edition, Project No. NNFCC 08-006 (Update NNFCC 10-010), available on 
http://www.organics-recycling.org.uk/uploads/category1060/10-
010%20FINAL_Andersons_NNFCC_AD2010.pdf 

Reynolds, Christian J, Vicki Mavrakis, Sandra Davison, Stine B Høj, Elisha Vlaholias, 
Anne Sharp, Kirrilly Thompson, et al. 2014. “Estimating Informal Household Food 
Waste in Developed Countries: The Case of Australia.” Waste Management & 
Research  : 32 (12): 1254–58. doi:10.1177/0734242X14549797. 

Reynolds, Christian John, John Boland, Kirrilly Thompson, and Drew Dawson. 2011. 
“An Introduction to the Waste Input Output Model: A Methodology to Evaluate 
Sustainable Behaviour around (food) Waste.” In Creating Sustainable Communities in a 
Changing World, edited by Christopher B Daniels. Adelaide: Crawford House 
Publishing. 



347	  

SA-Govt. 2012. A Climate Change Adaptation Framework for South Australia August 
2012. Accessed November 15. 
https://www.sa.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0011/10901/CC_framework_2012_web_V
3.pdf

SA-Govt. 2007. South Australia Climate Change and Greenhouse Emissions Reduction 
Act 2007. Accessed March 2015, 
http://www.legislation.sa.gov.au/LZ/C/A/CLIMATE%20CHANGE%20AND%20GREENH
OUSE%20EMISSIONS%20REDUCTION%20ACT%202007/CURRENT/2007.22.UN.P
DF   

Scheutz, C., Kjeldsen,P. and Gent, E. 2009. Greenhouse gases, radiative forcing, 
global warming potential and waste management – an introduction. Waste 
Management & Research, 27: pp. 716–723. 

SEAI, 2010. Anaerobic Digestion: A case study - McDonnell Farms Biogas Limited, 
Shanagolden, Co. Limerick. Accessed November 15. 
http://www.seai.ie/Publications/Renewables_Publications_/Bioenergy/Anaerobic_Digest
ion-Shanagolden_Case_Study_2010.pdf 

SEDA. 1999. UNEP Working Group for Cleaner Production, NSW, The potential for 
generating energy from wet waste streams in NSW, Sustainable Energy Development 
Authority, Sydney, 1999. 

Verma, S. 2002: Anaerobic Digestion of Biodegradable Organics In Municipal Solid 
Wastes. 

Waste management world.  2011. UK's largest anaerobic digestion food waste facility 
opened, available at http://www.waste-management-world.com/articles/2011/06/uk-s-
largest-anaerobic-digestion-food-waste-facility-opened.html 

World Bank. 2012. What a Waste: A Global Review of Solid Waste Management, 
Urban Development Series, Knowledge Paper. Retrieved from 
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTURBANDEVELOPMENT/Resources/336387-
1334852610766/What_a_Waste2012_Final.pdf 

Zaman, Atiq U. 2015. "A comprehensive review of the development of zero waste 
management: lessons learned and guidelines." Journal of Cleaner Production: 91 
(2015):12-25. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2014.12.013. 

Zero Waste SA. 2010a. Valuing Our Food Waste South Australia’s Household Food 
Waste Recycling Pilot Summary Report – 2010, Adelaide.  

ZWSA, 2010b. Know Food Fact Sheet, Published by Zero Waste SA, Adelaide. 
Accessed November 15. http://www.zerowaste.sa.gov.au/upload/at-home/fact-sheets-
for-home-
users/91285%20Zero%20Waste%20Know%20Food%20Waste%20Fact%20Sheet%20
WEB.pdf 




