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Characteristics Analysis of Tram Vehicle Dep-
ots in France
YANG Zhicheng, DENG Jun

Abstract French tram vehicle depots are systematic, flexibly
arranged and of high research value. By adopting statistical a-
nalysis method, the distribution and characteristics of French
trams are summarized and analyzed. The depot layout formats
of French tram-train dual mode, rubber-tyred and steel wheel
rail trams are comprehensively studied. The design characteris-
tics of the overall layout of the depot, warehouse, depot line
and turnout are summarized. Based on actual cases, the situa-
tion of tram vehicle allocation in French cities is analyzed and
the vehicle allocation index per unit mileage is proposed. Final-
ly, with reference to the experience of France tram develop-
ment, suggestions for the problems existing in the construction
of tram depots in China are proposed.
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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of vehicle depot of Paris Line T4
and T11
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Fig.2 Schematic diagram of vehicle depot of Paris Line T5

and T6
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Fig.3 Schematic diagram of vehicle depot of Nancy Line A
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Fig. 4 Schematic diagram ofvehicle depot of Saint-Etiennet
Line T1
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Fig.5 Schematic diagram of Cronenbourg depot in Strasbourg
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Fig. 6 Schematic diagram of Elsau depot in Strasbourg
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Fig. 8 Schematic diagram of Eybens depot in Grenoble
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Fig.9 Schematic diagram of Gieres depot in Grenoble
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Fig. 10  Schematic diagram of Bastide depot in Bordeaux
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Fig. 11 Schematic diagram of Achard depot in Bordeaux
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Fig. 12 Schematic diagram of Jallere depot in Bordeaux
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Fig. 13 Schematic diagram of Rouen depot
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Fig. 15 Schematic diagram of Toulousee depot
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Fig. 16 Schematic diagram of vehicle depot of Paris Line T3b
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Fig. 18 Schematic diagram of Besancon depot
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Fig.22 Layout formats of French tram vehicle depot
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