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Abstract

With the increasing of various Kkinds of road behaviors, the conclusion of safety evaluation on-road
behaviors has become the main basis for administrative licensing. This paper takes pipeline jack-
ing through the highway as an example, analyzes the possible impact of the pipeline crossing the
highway, forms a set of inspection forms, collects norms and standards for quantitative evaluation,
identifies and evaluates the existing safety hazards, and puts forward corresponding suggestions
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Figure 1 Section diagram of pipeline laying on highways
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Figure 2. Schematic diagram of the most unfavorable load on pipelines under the action of
road rollers
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Table 2. The most unfavorable additional stress on the load of the casing top roller
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Figure 3. Schematic diagram of the most unfavorable load on the pipeline under the
action of drilling machine
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Table 3. The most unfavorable additional stress on the load of the casing top drilling machine
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Figure 4. Peck -ground settlement diagram
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Table 4. Summary of construction risk estimation
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