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Study on General Estimate Compilation Prin-
ciple of Shanghai city Railway Engineering
AN Youchen

Abstract National standards and norms for the general esti-
mate compilation of city railway in China have not been estab-
lished. Based on the summary and analysis of the characteris-
tics of Shanghai city railway engineering construction, the a-
daptability of existing estimate preparation and quotas for re-
ference in compiling city railway general estimate is analyzed.
The research shows that it is inappropriate to use a single meth-
od and quota for the preparation of Shanghai city railway or ur-
ban rail transit budget estimate. It is recommended to select ap-
propriate quota system in combination with project characteris-
tics, and prepare individual budget estimates separately, name-
ly, the budget estimate compilations of track, communication,
signal, power supply, OCS (overhead contact system) and
other system works are recommended to adopt the railway quo-
ta system, while the rest engineering budget estimate compila-
tions may adopt the local municipal quota system.
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Tab.1 Comparison of rail transit main engineering features at three different levels
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Tab.2 Comparison between railway project estimate preparation method and urban rail transit project estimate preparation
method
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Tab.3 Comparison of civil engineering quotas
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Tab.4 Comparison of track and system engineering quotas
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