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Key Issues of Clustered Cities in Low Traffic
Capacity Rail Transit Planning and Construc-
tion
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Abstract On the basis of summarizing the development
characteristics of clustered cities, the necessity of developing
low volume rail transit is briefly discussed. The low traffic vol-
ume rail transit key problems in clustered cities such as line
function positioning, line network planning method, system
format selection and line selection principle are emphatically
analyzed. A bottom-up line network planning method is pro-
posed.
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Tab.1 Statistics of characteristics data of clustered cities in Pearl River Delta

[5,7-8]

st S SIS T T PR
PR X LA MRS R 36.8 51.3 3527 15.6 87.9
R E-ARR L i s e 7.8 14.1 6 250 8.9 81.4
P kL A a g T 5.3 4.6 2215 5.9 79.8
Bli( =k 2R M LR RS A 8.0 7.0 2232 8.0 81.1
F—Hl [HEEE ] LA RS T 7.2 6.9 2414 12.6 84.0
et JUIT T4 LTI 5 6.0 7.0 2 604 8.8 83.5
FHE 2 A Tl A SRS AN 7.4 3.8 1292 12.4 69.9
[t Tl A SR A 9.1 4.2 1167 10.7 81.7
U2 A e 7 7l el X 12.3 1.0 202 9.6 71.3
g A LA MRS BIET L 22.9 30.0 4 480 7.6 37.1
foms( AAbZa A FEIREL S R R L X 17.5 15.3 3029 6.0 52.2
Fu g REAA AR K AR X 22.6 17.9 2723 6.2 68.2
am) PRI LH A KRR R IR 16.3 20.8 4382 6.6 62.7
B[R IR 20.8 16.0 2 641 6.6 46.0
LI IX ey HIE TG 24.9 28.4 2 050 2.0 89.0
il PG4k 20 FE] A 1l BB X 21.7 32.1 2 661 2.4 96.0
rhuC Y R4 JeEHE A i AR A 16.0 11.8 1333 1.2 91.0
) RS R EARF 17.1 10.9 1 144 2.0 81.0
R TR LA B REmE BRI ERX 20.4 16.8 1 484 1.2 94.0

T - R LB (Y AF 1

WA 32 BE X T B3 220l R G 1 36, WLk 2,
Hi Rz REPIE S8 R G 2R REMRT 1 71 Ak/h
E’Jﬂﬁfﬁﬁll_ﬁdﬁ%/ Lo
x2 WHHHEXBERERSLERE
Tab.2 Classification standard of urban rail transit

transport capacity grade
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Tab.3 Proportion of urban rail transit station interchange

mode in Chinese cities
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Tab.4 Function grade classification of low capacity rail transit system
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Fig.1 Technical route diagram of low capacity rail transit line network planning in clustered cities
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Tab.5 Comprehensive comparison and selection of low capacity rail transit system formats
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