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Abstract: The topplingmechanisms of heavymachinery with high center of gravity such as pile drivers, cranes, and jacks can be broadly classified
into two categories: overturning moment toppling and structural instability toppling. The structural instability toppling is further divided into
buckling toppling and equilibrium transition toppling. These three toppling mechanisms are significantly different, and it is necessary to
address their safety separately when discussing safety criteria. Therefore, it is considered that safety criteria should be established coping with
characteristics of each toppling mechanism. In particular, toppling in the case of structural instability has not had clear safety criteria so far,
and the development of rational safety criteria based on structural stability theory is considered important to prevent future toppling accidents.
This paper provides a sample of the safety criteria that align with the classification of the three toppling mechanisms. For the buckling
toppling, the criterion is set to restrict the vertical load considering the critical load (buckling). For the overturning moment toppling, the
criterion is set to restrict the inclination angle in order not to exceed the stability limit angle. Additionally, for the equilibrium transition
toppling, the criterion is set on both the vertical load and the inclination angle so that the maximum displacement angle due to dynamic
inertial force does not exceed the stability limit angle. A sample of the safety criteria provided in this paper includes the three toppling
mechanisms which should be covered to avoid the toppling accidents of heavy machinery which has high center of gravity.

Keywords: safety criteria of toppling, pile driver toppling, crane toppling, dynamic analysis of toppling, toppling mechanism, structural
stability, toppling on soft foundation

1. Introduction

There have been a number of instances on toppling of heavy
machinery with high center of gravity, such as pile drivers, cranes,
high-altitude work vehicles, and jacks in Japan [1–5] and other
countries [6–8]. In order to prevent recurring such accidents,
researches were conducted from different points of view in Japan
[9–12], in the United States [13, 14], in Europe [15], and in
India [16].

Recently, research has been making progress in understanding the
mechanisms behind the toppling accidents of pile drivers and other heavy
machinery based on structural stability theory [17]. In particular, it is
believed that the influence of dynamic inertial forces is a key factor
contained in unexpected toppling accidents [18, 19]. In order to
prevent such accidents, it is expected that adequate safety criteria have
to be established considering the structural stability theory and
dynamic inertial forces.

Toppling mechanisms of equipment such as pile drivers
and cranes can be broadly classified into overturning moment
toppling and structural instability toppling [17]. Here, the
structural instability toppling is further categorized into
buckling toppling and equilibrium transition toppling. These
three toppling mechanisms are significantly different, and
addressing their safety requires separate considerations.

Presently, the safety criteria are mainly based on the moment
overturning toppling [11, 20, 21]. It is deemed necessary to
establish the safety criteria that include elements of structural
stability theory. There have been no clear safety criteria for
the two types of structural instability toppling, and the
formulation of rational safety criteria based on structural
stability theory is considered crucial to avoid future toppling
accidents. This paper serves as a proposal for that purpose,
indicating the direction of comprehensive safety criteria
corresponding to the three toppling mechanisms: the
overturning moment toppling, the buckling toppling, and the
equilibrium transition toppling.

Although the toppling accidents of jacks which result in falling
of bridge girder under construction are not directly addressed here,
the toppling mechanisms are considered exactly the same. The same
structural model and thus the same safety criteria can be applied.
Therefore, the fall accidents of bridge girder due to toppling of
jacks can also be avoided with the safety criteria provided in
this paper.

2. Classification of Toppling Mechanisms for
Safety Criteria

Asmentioned above, the topplingmechanisms of heavymachinery
such as pile drivers can be categorized into the following three:
overturning moment toppling, buckling toppling, and equilibrium
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transition toppling [17]. Figure 1 illustrates the classification of the three
toppling mechanisms and the corresponding safety criteria. Figure 1 also
shows that the reduction rate of the toppling load is indirectly proportional
to the initial inclination angle on the horizontal axis, which is expressed
by the following linear equation [17]:

Pu=Pcr ¼ 1� θ0=θu (1)

where Pu = toppling load, Pcr = elastic critical (buckling) load, θu =
toppling inclination angle (stability limit), and θo = initial inclination
angle (see Figure 2).

It should be noticed that the load and the angle are expressed in
normalized forms in Equation (1) and Figure 1. The linear line in
Figure 1 is obtained based on the structural model of machinery such
as pile drivers and cranes, which is represented by a rigid column-
rotational spring system shown in Figure 2 [17]. This model is used
to investigate the toppling mechanisms in the past researches by the
authors [18, 19].

The static equilibrium curves of load–displacement angle
relationship shown in Figure 3 are plotted using the structural
model in Figure 2 [17]. It can be seen in the figure that the initial
inclination affects significantly so as to lower the load–

displacement curves. For each initial inclination angle θo in
Figure 3, the intersection points of the toppling inclination angle θu
and the corresponding load Pu/Pcr are indicated by horizontal
dotted lines, which form the linear line in Figure 1. The linear line
implies that the normalized toppling load Pu/Pcr decreases
proportionally to the ratio of the initial inclination angle to the
toppling inclination angle, θo/θu.

As shown in Figure 1, the safety criteria can be categorized into
three zones according to amount of the load ratio Pu/Pcr: buckling
toppling for higher load ratio; overturning moment toppling for zero
load ratio; and equilibrium transition toppling for intermediate load
ratio in between. Next, the relationship between the criteria in
Figure 1 and each toppling mechanism will be discussed.

3. Safety Criterion for Overturning Moment
Toppling (Solid Foundation)

The toppling condition of the overturning moment toppling on
solid foundation is expressed by the following equation, as the
overturning moment (Mt) exceeds the resisting moment (Mr) shown
in Figure 4:

Mt ¼ PeþHL > Mr ¼ Pa (2)

where P = weight and soil support force of pile driver, H = horizontal
force, L= center of gravity height, e= eccentricity of vertical load, and
a = distance to soil support force.

Figure 1
Toppling mechanisms and safety criteria (static analysis)

Figure 2
Structural model

Figure 3
Load–displacement angle curves (static analysis)
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The corresponding safety criterion can be given by the ratio
between the two moments as follows:

Mr=Mt < Sm ¼ 1:25 or Sm0 ¼ 1=Sm: ¼ 0:8 (3)

Note that the safety factor in Equation (3) is shown as just an example. As
the overturning moment toppling operates on a robust soil foundation, it
is relatively easy to implem ent mechanical safety measures, such as
installing an automatic safety device to measure overturning moments.
Accidents involving the overturning moment toppling often seem to
result from operator errors, such as switching off the safety devices.
Therefore, the safety factor for this mechanism could take relatively
small values, for example, Sm = 1.25 (Sm 0 = 0.8) as adopted in
Equation (3).

In the mechanism of the overturning moment toppling shown in
Figure 4, it is assumed that the soil is solid. Therefore, in the
structural model of Figure 2, the rotational spring stiffness Ks of
the foundation and the elastic toppling load (buckling) Pcr are
infinitely large (refer to Equation (5) below).

When viewing this in Figure 1, the load on vertical axis is
located near Pu/Pcr= 0. This means that the safety factor can be
considered along the horizontal axis. In other words, by setting
Sm’= 1/Sm= 0.8 as specified in Equation (3), the initial slope
angle is limited for safety up to θ0= 0.8θu, in which θu is toppling
inclination angle (stability limit) and can be determined by
Equation (4) from the definition in Figure 5(b).

θu ¼ tan�1S= 2Lð Þ (4)

Figure 5 schematically illustrates the states of structural stability of the
pile driver and others, with the slope angle dividing stable in Figure 5(a)
and unstable in Figure 5(c) at the neutral (toppling inclination angle or
stability limit) in Figure 5(b). The load and the reaction force are on the
same vertical line in Figure 5(b), beyond which the righting moment
will disappear.

4. Safety Criterion for Buckling Toppling (Extra
Weak Foundation)

Similar to the elastic buckling of a long column under axial force,
when the vertical load of heavymachinery such as a pile driver exceeds
the elastic limit load due to extremely weak ground and becomes
structurally unstable, we refer to this as “buckling toppling.” The
toppling condition in this case can be expressed by Equation (5) as

when the vertical load P exceeds the elastic critical load Pcr. Here,
Pcr is determined as an eigenvalue from the structural model in
Figure 2 [17].

P > Pcr ¼ Ks=L (5)

where Ks is the rotational spring stiffness of the ground, and L is the
height of gravity center.

The computed results of Pcr are represented in Figure 6: the blue
line depicts theoretical analysis, while the red line represents the results
by numerical finite element analysis [18]. As observed in Figure 6, it
exhibits a phenomenon entirely similar to the elastic buckling of a
long column. This implies that structural instability can lead to
toppling even without any horizontal forces which are essential in
the overturning moment toppling. Additionally, determining the
rotational spring stiffness Ks accurately might be challenging. One
possible approach is to calculate it using the measured values of the
inclination angle θ on-site against the overturning moment Mt, as
given by the following formula:

Ks ¼ Mt=θ (6)

Evaluation of the rotational stiffness Ks is also possible theoretically
from the view of soil mechanics or numerically by computer
analysis. Figure 7 illustrates the structural model which describes the
relations of the overturning moment Mt and the reaction stiffness kv.
From Figure 7 and Equation (6), the rotational stiffness Ks can be
obtained by measuring the displacement inclination angle.

As an alternative method, it is also conceivable to utilize the
restoring moment in floating pontoons. When evaluating the
stability of floating pontoons using ship algorithms, Ks can be
easily calculated from the restoring moment due to buoyancy. In
particular, self-elevating platforms (SEPs) used in offshore
construction have long legs, making them highly unstable with a
high center of gravity when it is afloat, and overturning accidents
have actually occurred [22, 23]. There are doubts about
conducting stability assessments solely using ship algorithms for
such offshore structures [24]. The mechanisms and the safety
criteria proposed in this paper can also be applied to the pontoons
with high center of gravity such as SEP.

It is also important to investigateKs from the instability toppling
point of view when toppling accidents occurred. In the past, the

Figure 5
Stable and unstable states of machinery

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 6
Critical load of eigenvalue
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research was focused merely on the soil strength from the
overturning moment toppling point of view.

The safety criterion formula for the buckling toppling can be
expressed as the ratio between the vertical load and the critical
load at the buckling limit:

P=Pcr < Sp0 ¼ 0:6 or Pcr=P > Sp ¼ 1:67 (7)

Here, the safety factor Sp= 1.67 (1/Sp 0 = 0.6) adheres to the design
specifications normally used for axial members in steel structures.

The distinctive feature of the buckling toppling is its occurrence
even in the absence of horizontal forces, solely relying on vertical
loads, particularly in extremely weak ground conditions.
However, in practical situations, pure buckling toppling hardly
occurs. It is believed that there may be a slight initial inclination
or eccentricity of vertical loads, and the influence of these factors
can be significant as seen in the next section.

In cases of substantial vertical loads, considering the difficulty
in assessing the influence of initial inclinations and the rotational
spring stiffness, it is desirable to have a relatively large safety
factor. This is why the criterion Pu/Pcr < 0.6 on the safer side is
proposed here against the vertical load in Figure 1. The detailed
relationship between vertical load and initial inclinations will be
further discussed in the next section, specifically in the context of
the equilibrium transition toppling.

5. Safety Criterion for Equilibrium Transition
Toppling (Weak Foundation)

5.1. Toppling conditions

Unexpected toppling accidents with pile drivers or cranes often
occur on weak ground while moving, and in such cases, it is
believed that the accidents occur through the equilibrium transition
toppling due to structural instability [17]. If the toppling of a pile
driver or similar equipment occurs during operation, there must be
some imbalance deviating from the balanced state. The equilibrium
transition type of toppling occurs when the overturning inclination
angle (stability limit) is exceeded during the process of returning to a
balanced state after an imbalance occurs. The mechanism involves
dynamic inertial forces, making it difficult to predict in advance. In
the classification of safety criteria in Figure 1, this corresponds to a
broad range positioned between the overturning moment toppling
and the buckling toppling. Below, we will discuss the safety criteria

for the equilibrium transition toppling, which includes elements of
structural instability.

While the previous discussions were based on static analysis,
the following will be based on dynamic analysis [18, 19].
Figure 8 depicts the relationship between vertical load and
displacement inclination angle obtained from dynamic analysis
without damping forces. According to dynamic analysis, it has
been pointed out that it shows the free vibration behavior starting
from the point of imbalance. The horizontal axis in Figure 8
represents the vibration center θc, which is determined by the
following formula:

θc ¼ θu= 1þ P=Pcrð Þ (8)

The curves shown in Figure 8 have the same shape as the
equilibrium curves in Figure 3 in static analysis. However, it is
important to note that the horizontal axis in Figure 8 represents
the vibration center given by dynamic analysis, while in Figure 3
it is the displacement inclination angle at a static balanced state.

In Figure 8, the arrows depict the amplitudes for initial
inclination angles θ0= 0.05 and θ0 = 0.1, highlighting the
significant impact of the initial inclination angle. Also, the curves
in Figure 9 show the width with θmax and θmin when θ0= 0.05
[18]. It can be seen from those figures that the larger the initial
inclination angle, the larger the amplitudes are.

The toppling condition in this case is given by the following
equation:

θmax > θu ¼ tan�1S= 2Lð Þ (9)

Here, S is the length of the pile driver track or the distance between
left and right tracks, and L is the height of the center of gravity (refer
to Figure 5).

5.2. Safety criterion

The safety criterion formula can be considered as the ratio of
θmax to θu from Equation (9). Here, considering θmax without
damping forces, we set the safety factor Sf for instance as:

θu=θmax < Sf ¼ 1:0 (10)

Taking this safety factor into account, θmax and θmin can be
expressed as follows:

Figure 7
Overturning moment and bearing forces

Figure 8
Amplitude of inclination (dynamic analysis)
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θmax ¼ θu (11)

θmin ¼ 2θc� θu ¼ θ0ð Þ (12)

On the other hand, taking the starting point of the vibration θmin as the
initial inclination angle θ0, the permissible value for the initial
inclination angle from the safety criterion Equation (10) and
Equation (8) is given as [18]:

θ0=θu < 1� Pu=Pcrð Þ= 1þ Pu=Pcrð Þ (13)

in which Pu is the ultimate load.
When plotting Equation (13), it appears as the solid line in

Figure 10. The figure represents the correlation between load and
initial inclination angle in normalized dimensions. Comparing the
static and dynamic analyses, the reduction rate in dynamic
analysis (solid line) is shown to be larger than that in static
analysis (dotted line). The difference comes from the effect of the
inertial force in dynamic analysis.

Whereas both the load and displacement angles in Figure 10 are in
normalized forms, when plotting the deflection angle in real angles, it
appears as shown in Figure 11. The curves in Figure 11 express the
relations of the toppling load Pu/Pcr and the allowable initial
inclination angle varying the toppling angle θu= 0.1 ∼ 0.3. The
figure shows the permissible vertical load P/Pcr< 0.6 corresponding
to the buckling toppling discussed previously (refer to Figure 1). It
can be found that from Figure 11 the corresponding initial

inclination angle for θu= 0.21 and Pu/Pcr= 0.6 is θ0= 0.05, which
coincides with the results shown by the cross point of the stability
limit (θu), the red dotted line (Pu/Pcr), and the maximum inclination
angle (θmax) in Figure 9.

6. Safety Criteria Based on Structural Stability
Theory

When overlaying the classification of safety criteria from the static
analysis in Figure 1 onto Figure 10, the result is shown in Figure 12. In
other words, Figure 12 consolidates the safety criteria for three toppling
mechanisms, namely the overturning moment toppling, the buckling
toppling, and the equilibrium transition toppling. As mentioned
earlier, the safe range is defined as not toppling within the limits set
for buckling toppling (upper limit: P/Pcr< 0.6) and overturning
moment toppling (upper limit: θ0/θu< 0.8), and enclosed by the
curve θmax < θu for the equilibrium transition toppling.

It should be noted that in these criteria the critical load Pcr (or Ks)
has the crucial influence on the toppling behaviors. If the accuracy of
this value is low, it may be necessary to increase the safety factor. Since
in real life it is difficult to have an exact estimate of thePcr (orKs) due to
construction reasons, lack of data, or weathering, a quantifiable term
that could represent such variation can be introduced.

Through the analysis conducted so far, it is evident that the
reduction rate of toppling load is considerably larger in dynamic

Figure 9
Maximum and minimum inclinations (dynamic analysis)

Figure 10
Toppling load–inclination angle (θ0/θu) curves

Figure 11
Toppling load–inclination angle (θ0) curves

Figure 12
Safety criteria based on structural stability
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analysis compared to static analysis. For the toppling of heavy
machinery with a high center of gravity, such as pile drivers and
cranes on weak ground, it is necessary to consider the influence of
dynamic inertial forces.

7. Modification of Safety Criteria Based on
Structural Stability Theory

In Figure 12, a discontinuity occurs at θ0 /θu< 0.8, which is
undesirable as safety criteria. To address this issue, the maximum
permissible value of θ0 /θu on the toppling load-initial inclination
angle curve (solid line in Figure 12) obtained by dynamic analysis is
modified from 1.0 to 0.8. Correspondingly, the safety criterion curve
of the equilibrium transition toppling is shifted horizontally as
expressed by a red solid line in Figure 13, which includes the safety
criteria for the three toppling mechanisms with rational modification.

It is worth noting that there is also a discontinuity at P/Pcr< 0.6
on the vertical axis of toppling load. However, this discontinuity is
not modified since it is due to restrictions from the buckling toppling
which assumes a large safety factor. The toppling load for the
buckling toppling type is highly dependent on accuracy of the
rotational spring stiffness Ks, and detailed modifications in this
aspect are deemed to be of little significance.

Observing the safety criteria in Figure 12 or 13, it becomes
evident that the range of toppling safety is remarkably small when
considering the instability by the vertical load Pu/Pcr. It is not
rational to establish toppling safety criteria based solely on angles.
For instance, assuming Pu/Pcr= 0.4 and using the toppling
inclination angle θu = 0.21 (equivalent to 12 degrees) as set in
Figures 8 and 9, it is found that the safe initial inclination angle is
only θ0 /θu= 0.35 (θ0= 4 degrees) according to Figure 13.

In this way, incorporating the elastic critical load (Pcr) into the
safety criteria, as shown in Figures 12 and 13, allows the safety
angles to encompass the influence of two key elements in
structural stability, namely the properties of weak ground (Ks) and
the center of gravity height (L). After all, Figure 13, obtained
through these adjustments, is proposed as the safety criteria
including the elements of instability in this context.

8. Conclusions

This paper presents a sample of safety criteria based on the idea
that the recent series of toppling accidents involving pile drivers and
cranes is rooted in structural instability. The focus is not only on the

toppling angle (stability limit) when the overturningmoment exceeds
the resistance moment but also on proposing safety criteria that
incorporate the structural stability elements leading up to toppling.
The proposed criteria include the degree of weakness of the
ground and the height of the center of gravity, which are crucial
elements of structural instability.

Moreover, by segregating safety factors for each type of
toppling mechanism, i.e., the overturning moment toppling, the
buckling toppling, and the equilibrium transition toppling, the
meaning of safety concerning toppling becomes clear. For
the overturning moment toppling, the criterion is set to restrict
the initial inclination angle; the vertical load is restricted for the
buckling toppling; and the maximum inclination angle is
restricted for the equilibrium transition toppling not to exceed
the stability limit considering the influence of dynamic inertial
force. It is expected that these criteria will help to prevent
unforeseen toppling accidents of pile drivers, cranes, and jacks
in the future.

Ethical Statement

This study does not contain any studies with human or animal
subjects performed by any of the authors.

Conflicts of Interest

The authors declare that they have no conflicts of interest to this
work.

Data Availability Statement

Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no new data were
created or analyzed in this study.

Author Contribution Statement

Shouji Toma: Conceptualization, Methodology, Software,
Validation, Formal analysis, Investigation, Resources, Data curation,
Writing – original draft, Writing – review & editing, Visualization,
Project administration. Wai Fah Chen: Validation, Supervision.

References

[1] FAJFCG. (2023). Accidents 100, collection of examples.
Federation of All Japan Foundation Construction Group,
General Inc. Association (in Japanese). Retrieved from:
http://www.kt.rim.or.jp/~zenkiren/contents/jiko100.html

[2] JCMA. (2023). Crane related accidents-examples of disaster.
Japan Construction Machinery and Construction Association
(in Japanese). Retrieved from: https://jcmanet.or.jp/saigai-jirei/

[3] Kunishima, K., & Toyoda, K. (1991). Tachikawa City, the
falling accident of the pile driver. Failure Knowledge
Database/100 Selected Cases.

[4] Nikkei BP. (2000). Accidents under construction, preventing
measures for recurrence by learning from great 70 accidents,
toppling accidents of heavymachines.NikkeiConstruction, 186–189.

[5] Nikkei BP. (2016). Accident case (1) fall of erection girders,
lost balance due to leaning jacks. Nikkei Construction, 649,
40–43.

[6] HSB. (2023). Piling rigs toppling on construction sites. A guide to
loss prevention, construction risk management. Retrieved from:
https://www.munichre.com/hsbeil/en/insights/guides-to-loss-pre
vention1/construction-guides-to-loss-prevention/hsbei-1294-pili
ng-rigs-overturning-on-construction-sites-rgn.html

Figure 13
Modified safety criteria based on structural stability

Archives of Advanced Engineering Science Vol. 3 Iss. 2 2025

98

http://www.kt.rim.or.jp/~zenkiren/contents/jiko100.html
https://jcmanet.or.jp/saigai-jirei/
https://www.munichre.com/hsbeil/en/insights/guides-to-loss-prevention1/construction-guides-to-loss-prevention/hsbei-1294-piling-rigs-overturning-on-construction-sites-rgn.html
https://www.munichre.com/hsbeil/en/insights/guides-to-loss-prevention1/construction-guides-to-loss-prevention/hsbei-1294-piling-rigs-overturning-on-construction-sites-rgn.html
https://www.munichre.com/hsbeil/en/insights/guides-to-loss-prevention1/construction-guides-to-loss-prevention/hsbei-1294-piling-rigs-overturning-on-construction-sites-rgn.html


[7] Pile Driving Contractors Association. (2017). Pile driving
safety and environmental best management practices.
Retrieved from: https://www.piledrivers.org/files/2e14d6ba-
3e07-4974-b3f6-cd561949f991–91da5999-28af-4672-b8d4-d8692e
84b4b5/piledriver-safety-and-environ-bmp-final-updated.pdf

[8] Eskişar, T., & Akboğa Kale, Ö. (2022). Evaluation of pile driving
accidents in geotechnical engineering. International Journal of
Occupational Safety and Ergonomics, 28(1), 625–634.

[9] Hori, T., Tamate, S., & Suemasa, N. (2010). Measurement of
shakes and ground contact pressure of a drill rig by the self-
propelled experiments. Journal of Geotechnical and
Geoenvironmental Engineering, 66(2), 342–355.

[10] JNIOSH. (2020). Disaster investigation report – Scaffolding
collapse occurred at construction site of new building.
Retrieved from: https://www.jniosh.johas.go.jp/publication/
pdf/saigai_houkoku_2020_05.pdf

[11] Tamate, S., & Hori, T. (2010). Safety requirements for
prevention of overturning by drill rigs and piling equipment
in consideration of the potential of instability. Japan National
Institute of Occupational Safety and Health, JNIOSH-SD-
NO28, Safety Documents of the National Institute of
Occupational Safety and Health, NIOSH-SD-NO.28 (2010)
UDC 624.131.524: 624.131.526: 624.131.37: 621.868.27:
614.822: 624.046 (in Japanese).

[12] Tamate, S., & Hori, T. (2015). A study on safety practices of
investigation of bearing capacity of supporting ground for
prevention of overturning of heavy machineries technical
documents of the National Institute of Occupational Safety and
Health, NIOSH-TD-NO.3 (2015) UDC 624.155.15: 621.873.3:
625.032.7: 624.131.383: 624.131.524: 539.4.012: 624.159.2
(in Japanese).

[13] PDCA. (2019).WORKING PLATFORMS, posted in pile driver
magazine. Edition, 3. Pile Driving Contractors Association.
Retrieved from: https://www.piledrivers.org/working-platfo
rms-recommended-industry-practices/

[14] PDCA. (2021). Working platforms recommended industry
practices. Retrieved from: https://www.piledrivers.org/publi
cations/working-platforms-recommended-industry-practices/

[15] Anderson, K. (2021).How to calculate the necessary support under
a crane. Retrieved from: https://www.cranebriefing.com/news/how-
to-calculate-the-necessary-support-under-a-crane/8012492.article?ze
phr_sso_ott=IZ49di

[16] Pai, B. A., Prajwal, J. T., Srijan, S., & Bharath, M. N. (2019).
Prevention of toppling of heavy vehicles using gyroscopes.
International Journal of Research in Engineering, Science
and Management, 2(5), 234–236.

[17] Toma, S., & Chen, W. F. (2023). Overturning mechanisms of
jacks, cranes and pile drivingmachines. Structural Engineering
International, 33(3), 399–407.

[18] Toma, S., Seto, K., &Chen,W. F. (2023). Dynamic analysis for
overturning of pile driving machine on soft ground.
Transactions on Engineering and Computer Sciences, 11(2),
61–81. https://doi.org/10.14738/tecs.112.14452

[19] Toma, S., Seto, K., & Chen, W. F. (2024). Comparisons of
static and dynamic analyses on toppling behaviors of pile
driving machinery, etc., on soft foundation. Archives of
Advanced Engineering Science, 2(3), 150–159. https://doi.
org/10.47852/bonviewAAES32021602

[20] Slovenian Institute for Standardization. (2021). Drilling
and foundation equipment – Safety – Part 1: Common
requirements (Standard No. EN 16228-1:2014+A1). iTeh
Standards. Retrieved from: https://standards.iteh.ai/catalog/
standards/cen/77b51a81-f4bc-40f8-ba5b-51e16c1c880f/en-
16228-1-2014a1-2021?srsltid=AfmBOopJX_lLKCiG8tK57_
VB7WiqJfB46cnv4dtgGZuvF3sCu1g57vEF

[21] NIPPON SHARYO, LTD. (2014). Basic guideline for
safety operation, document no. H3-BH-2750D, revised
on December 15, 2014, safe_guideline.pdf (n-sharyo.co.jp)
(in Japanese).

[22] ICOPCA. (2014). Interim summary of the investigation and
consideration of the Okinotorishima port construction
accident, investigative committee for the Okinotorishima port
construction accident, Kanto Regional Development Bureau,
Port and Airport Department, Ministry of Land, Infrastructure,
Transport and Tourism (in Japanese).

[23] Nikkei BP. (2014). Tragedy of Okinotorishima. Nikkei
Construction, 599, 26–33.

[24] Doya, Y.,&Sawada, T. (2021). Stability index as a floating body
of rectangular hull. Journal of the Japan Society of Naval
Architects and Ocean Engineers, 33, 63–72.

How to Cite: Toma, S., & Chen,W. F. (2025). AStudy onSafetyCriteria for Toppling
of Pile Drivers and Cranes Based on Structural Stability. Archives of Advanced
Engineering Science, 3(2), 93–99. https://doi.org/10.47852/bonviewAAES42022138

Archives of Advanced Engineering Science Vol. 3 Iss. 2 2025

99

https://www.piledrivers.org/files/2e14d6ba-3e07-4974-b3f6-cd561949f991--91da5999-28af-4672-b8d4-d8692e84b4b5/piledriver-safety-and-environ-bmp-final-updated.pdf
https://www.piledrivers.org/files/2e14d6ba-3e07-4974-b3f6-cd561949f991--91da5999-28af-4672-b8d4-d8692e84b4b5/piledriver-safety-and-environ-bmp-final-updated.pdf
https://www.piledrivers.org/files/2e14d6ba-3e07-4974-b3f6-cd561949f991--91da5999-28af-4672-b8d4-d8692e84b4b5/piledriver-safety-and-environ-bmp-final-updated.pdf
https://www.jniosh.johas.go.jp/publication/pdf/saigai_houkoku_2020_05.pdf
https://www.jniosh.johas.go.jp/publication/pdf/saigai_houkoku_2020_05.pdf
https://www.piledrivers.org/working-platforms-recommended-industry-practices/
https://www.piledrivers.org/working-platforms-recommended-industry-practices/
https://www.piledrivers.org/publications/working-platforms-recommended-industry-practices/
https://www.piledrivers.org/publications/working-platforms-recommended-industry-practices/
https://www.cranebriefing.com/news/how-to-calculate-the-necessary-support-under-a-crane/8012492.article?zephr_sso_ott=IZ49di
https://www.cranebriefing.com/news/how-to-calculate-the-necessary-support-under-a-crane/8012492.article?zephr_sso_ott=IZ49di
https://www.cranebriefing.com/news/how-to-calculate-the-necessary-support-under-a-crane/8012492.article?zephr_sso_ott=IZ49di
https://doi.org/10.14738/tecs.112.14452
https://doi.org/10.47852/bonviewAAES32021602
https://doi.org/10.47852/bonviewAAES32021602
https://standards.iteh.ai/catalog/standards/cen/77b51a81-f4bc-40f8-ba5b-51e16c1c880f/en-16228-1-2014a1-2021?srsltid=AfmBOopJX_lLKCiG8tK57_VB7WiqJfB46cnv4dtgGZuvF3sCu1g57vEF
https://standards.iteh.ai/catalog/standards/cen/77b51a81-f4bc-40f8-ba5b-51e16c1c880f/en-16228-1-2014a1-2021?srsltid=AfmBOopJX_lLKCiG8tK57_VB7WiqJfB46cnv4dtgGZuvF3sCu1g57vEF
https://standards.iteh.ai/catalog/standards/cen/77b51a81-f4bc-40f8-ba5b-51e16c1c880f/en-16228-1-2014a1-2021?srsltid=AfmBOopJX_lLKCiG8tK57_VB7WiqJfB46cnv4dtgGZuvF3sCu1g57vEF
https://standards.iteh.ai/catalog/standards/cen/77b51a81-f4bc-40f8-ba5b-51e16c1c880f/en-16228-1-2014a1-2021?srsltid=AfmBOopJX_lLKCiG8tK57_VB7WiqJfB46cnv4dtgGZuvF3sCu1g57vEF
https://doi.org/10.47852/bonviewAAES42022138

	A Study on Safety Criteria for Toppling of Pile Drivers and Cranes Based on Structural Stability
	1. Introduction
	2. Classification of Toppling Mechanisms for Safety Criteria
	3. Safety Criterion for Overturning Moment Toppling (Solid Foundation)
	4. Safety Criterion for Buckling Toppling (Extra Weak Foundation)
	5. Safety Criterion for Equilibrium Transition Toppling (Weak Foundation)
	5.1. Toppling conditions
	5.2. Safety criterion

	6. Safety Criteria Based on Structural Stability Theory
	7. Modification of Safety Criteria Based on Structural Stability Theory
	8. Conclusions
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 600
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 600
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages true
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth 4
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier (CGATS TR 001)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
    /ENN ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (U.S. Web Coated \(SWOP\) v2)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /UseName
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


