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Comparisons of urban water conservation and wastewater reclamation
versus long distance water transfer

Chu Junying, Chen Jining, Wang Can, Zeng Siyu
(Department of Environmental Science and Engineering, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China)

Abstract: Water conservation and wastew ater reclamation are the requirements of healthy water
cycle, and the key issues of sustainable water resource managements. By comparison, this paper
concludes that water conservation and wastewater reclamation have obvious advantages versus the
strategy so-called South to North Water Diversion in aspects of effectiveness, financial feasibility,
decision risk, resource credibility, environmental impact, public acceptability and water use effr
ciency. Results also show that potential for conservation and efficiency improvements in China is so
large that achievements of water conservation and wastew ater reclamation of North China will sig-
nificantly reduce water volume transferred via Middle and East Route of South to North Water Dr
version Project, which will have great influences on China’ s current water management strategy.
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