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Influencing Factors and Multi-Path of Cooperation between
Governments and Social Organizations in MSW Sorting

— A Fuzzy Set Qualitative Comparison Analysis ({sQCA)
TAN Shuang

Abstract: This study assesses 27 social organizations which focus on waste management in China, and
explores the influences on cooperation between governments and social Organizations in MSW (munici-
pal solid waste) sorting from four factors such as assurance conditions, initial conditions, process con-
ditions and outcome conditions by the fuzzy set qualitative comparative analysis ({sQCA) method. The
study finds that the necessary conditions for successful cooperation include cooperative willingness, co-
operative mechanismand superior support. Other factors as cooperative ability, fit goal and external
feedback work together, which could be generalized into three paths, namely the target fit path, the
internal support path and the external drive path. Governments and social organizations can choose adap-
tive strategies and adjust them flexibly according to local political environment, resource endowment,
development stage, etc and in this way effectively promote urban garbage classification and break
through the garbage siege dilemma.

Key words: MSW sorting; cooperation between governments and social organizations; NGO; fuzzy set

qualitative comparison analysis (fsQCA)



