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ABSTRACT 

A comparative assessment of the compliance of the compacting effect of the MTZ-80-2PTS-4M (tractor transport 

aggregate) movers with the established standards on the soil under operating conditions was made. The average density of 

soil composition on the stubble and the field for sowing in the horizon of 0-50 cm along the track of the trailer with a 

minimum and maximum load on the mover exceeded the control data by 28.9-31.2% and 38.2-42.3, respectively. The 

increase in bulk density and hardness of the treated soil was higher on average by 9.5-11% and 5.5-9.5%, respectively in 

comparison with the stubble background. The excess of the established norms for the mechanical impact of movers on the 

soil for the maximum specific pressure was 35.3-45.9% over the entire range of loads on the mover and for the maximum 

normal stress in the soil was 21.9% at maximum load. Under test conditions, the running system of the 2PTS-4M trailer 

did not ensure compliance with the established standards for the impact on the soil within the entire range of changes in 

operational loads on the movers. 
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INTRODUCTION 

A significant volume of technological 

transportation (up to 40%) in agriculture is carried out by 

tractor transport units, as well as transport and 

technological means that combine the functions of 

transport and technological machines (tractor trailed 

fertilizer spreaders, feeders, etc.) [1-4]. As a rule, wheeled 

tractors are used in transportation since they are more 

versatile than tracked ones, have lower cost and operating 

costs, and have higher transport speeds.  

The movement of transport aggregates, especially 

based on energy-saturated wheeled tractors, along 

agricultural agro-backgrounds during technological 

transportation leads to intensive rutting, slipping and soil 

compaction by tractor and trailer movers [5-9]. At the 

recommended levels of permissible pressure on the soil, 

during field work, within 0.04-0.15 MPa, the pressure of 

wheeled tractors is 0.09-0.17 MPa, and trailers - up to 0.3-

0.4 MPa [10, 11].  

Increasing the degree of mechanical impact of the 

running systems of tractors, agricultural machinery and 

transport and technological means on the soil is the reason 

for the deterioration of its physical properties, over-

compaction, including the subsurface layer, and the 

development of erosion processes [12-16]. This process is 

one of the main factors in the deterioration of the 

agrophysical state of the soil and the decrease in its 

effective fertility, which determines the relevance of 

bringing the level of technogenic impact of agricultural 

machinery movers to the indicators recommended by 

agricultural technology [17-20].  

The purpose of the scientific work is to compare 

the compliance of the soil compaction value with the 

running systems of a wheeled tractor train with the 

established standards, under various driving conditions. 

The goal was achieved by solving the following 

tasks: 

a) Determine the indicators of the physical and 

mechanical properties of the base along the track of 

the running systems of the tractor and trailer and on 

an undeformed background (control). 

b) Adjust the normative values of the tractor and trailer 

movers' impact on the soil, taking into account the 

specifics of the testing of the transport aggregate. 

c) Determine for the tractor and trailer movers the 

maximum values of the specific pressure on the soil, 

the normal stress in the soil, as well as the compacting 

effect.  

d) Assess the compliance of the actual level of 

compaction effect of the transport aggregate movers 

on the soil with the standard values. 
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MATERIALS AND METHODS 
Field tests of the aggregate (Figure-1) were 

carried out in the fields of the farm “Nepochatoy N.N” 

located in the Mariinsk district of the Kemerovo region in 

2021. The measurement technique complied with the 

requirements of the current regulatory documents (GOST 

20915-2011, GOST 26953-86, GOST 26954-86, GOST 

26955-86), as well as using private methods and 

recommendations [21]. The method used included the 

determination of the normalized indicators of the level of 

mechanical impact of a pneumatic tire on the soil base and 

the parameters of its physical and mechanical state 

according to the method "trace-out of the trace" method 

for various values of the trailer operating weight and 

driving conditions of the aggregate [21-24]. 

 

 
(a) 

 
(b) 

 
(c) 

 

Figure-1. Tractor transport aggregate MTZ-80 + 2PTS-4M: a - general view of the aggregate; b - tractor  

agricultural trailer 2PTS-4M; c - trailer running gear with tires Voltyre Ya-324A (9.00-16). 

 

During the study of the tractor transport 

aggregate the following values were recorded and 

measured: 

 absolute humidity, hardness, and ground density;  

 linear dimensions of the contact patch (width and 

length), as well as the static radius of the tractor and 

trailer propulsion tire, correlated with the parameters 

of the base; 

 weight of the trailer; 

 overlapping traces of tractor and trailer movers.  

The test conditions for the aggregates are given in Table-1. 

 

Table-1. Test conditions for the aggregates. 
 

Indicator Indicator value 

Technological operation cargo transportation (ground) 

Agro background stubble grain field for sowing 

Previous processing Not available cultivation (10 cm) 

Soil type and mechanical composition medium dark gray forest loam 

Absolute humidity in the layer 0-30 cm, % 

(HB) 
34.76 (0.81HB) 32.81 (0.84HB) 
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By regulatory documents (GOST 26953-86, 

GOST 26954-86, GOST 26955-86), the impact assessment 

data of the movers of the tractor transport aggregate on the 

soil were determined. The parameters of the pneumatic 

tires of the movers of the tractor transport aggregate with a 

change in the operating weight of the trailer and taking 

into account the driving conditions, obtained from the 

measurement results, are given in Table-2. Determination 

of the parameters of the tire contact patch with the soil is 

shown in Figure-2. 

 

 
(a) 

 
(b) 

 
(c) 

 
(d) 

 

Figure-2. Determination of the parameters of the contact patch of the aggregate movers with the soil: a - the width  

of the contact patch of the mover with the soil (width of the mover track); b - the length of the contact patch  

of the mover with the soil; c - static radius of the tire; d - internal pressure in the tire. 
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Table-2. Characteristics of pneumatic tires for the wheels of the MTZ-80+2PTS-4M tractor train during field tests. 
 

Name of indicator 

Tractor MTZ -80 Trailer 2PTS-4M 

front axle rear axle 
trailer loading, % 

0 50 100 

Tire size 7.5-20 15.5R38 9.00-16 

The load on the base created by the mover 

(normally, statically) mk, kN 
6.35 10.5 4.30 8.73 13.18 

Internal tire pressure, MPa 0.8 2.0 2.2 

Contact patch area (on a rigid base) 𝐹𝑘 , m2
 0.0442 0.1558 0.0489 0.0754 0.0816 

Agro background: unpaved road 

The size of the contact patch with the soil, m:      

- length 𝑎𝑘 0.470 0.775 0.410 0.500 0.520 

- width 𝑏𝑘 0.150 0.320 0.190 0.240 0.250 

Static radius 𝑟0, m 0.420 0.710 0.440 0.410 0.370 

Agro background: cereal stubble 

The size of the contact patch with the soil, m:      

- length 𝑎𝑘 0.490 0.790 0.410 0.500 0.510 

- width 𝑏𝑘 0.180 0.265 0.200 0.250 0.235 

Static radius 𝑟0, m 0.360 0.695 0.430 0.400 0.360 

Agro background: field for sowing 

The size of the contact patch with the soil, m:      

- length 𝑎𝑘 0.590 0.930 0.520 0.550 0.630 

- width 𝑏𝑘 0.250 0.380 0.265 0.255 0.270 

Static radius 𝑟0, m 0.330 0.670 0.410 0.385 0.330 

 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS 

Under the test conditions, depending on the level 

of loading with technological material (0-100%), the 

operating weight of the trailer varied from 1720 to 5270 

kg. Thus, taken into account, the vertical load on a single 

mover varied in the range of 4.30-13.18 kN.  

In the process of determining the physical and 

mechanical parameters of the soil, measurements were 

taken in the soil layer to a depth of 50 cm in increments of 

10 cm. Numerous studies indicate that it is this soil 

horizon that is subjected to the greatest compaction from 

the running systems of tractors and agricultural machinery 

[21, 25-28].  

Absolute moisture in the studied soil layers is 

presented in Table-3. 

 

Table-3. Absolute moisture content (%) of the soil in the control in a layer of 0-50 cm when testing the  

MTZ-80 + 2PTS-4M aggregate on agricultural backgrounds. 
 

Agro background 
Soil horizon, cm Average value for 0-30 

cm 0-10 10-20 20-30 30-40 40-50 

Cereal stubble 31.83 39.45 41.17 47.75 42.39 37.48 

Field for sowing 30.18 38.81 38.6 34.64 32.88 35.86 
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The density and hardness of the soil according to 

the traces of the MTZ-80 + 2PTS-4M aggregate movers 

and in the control are shown in Figures-3 and 4. 

 

 
 

Figure-3. Density of soil composition (g/cm
3
) in a layer of 

0-50 cm in the footprints of the trailer 2PTS-4M and in the 

control: a - cereal stubble, b - field for sowing. 

 

The average density of soil composition on the 

stubble and the field for sowing in a layer of 0-50 cm 

along the trail, with a minimum load on the trailer mover, 

was 1.49 and 1.70 g/cm3, respectively, which is higher 

than the same indicator in the control (1.06 g /cm
3
) by 28.9 

and 38.2%, respectively. The track density at the 

maximum load on the mover was 1.54 and 1.82 g/cm
3
, 

exceeding the control value by 31.2 and 42.3%, 

respectively. The greatest increase in density is observed 

at maximum load: on the stubble - in the 10-20 cm horizon 

- 1.65 g / cm
3
 and on the soil for sowing - in the 20-30 cm 

horizon - 1.91 g / cm
3
, demonstrating a corresponding 

excess of the control indicator by 35.8 and 45%. 

 

 
 

Figure-4. Soil hardness (kg/cm
2
) in a layer of 0-50 cm in 

the footprints of the trailer 2PTS-4M and in the control: 

a - cereal stubble, b - field for sowing. 

 

The average hardness of the soil on the stubble 

and the field for sowing along the track of the trailer at the 

minimum load on the mover was 13.94 and 20.52 kg/cm
2
, 

respectively, which is higher than the same indicator in the 

control (11.38 kg/cm
2
), respectively, by 18.4 and 23.9%. 

The track hardness at the maximum load on the mover was 

14.14 and 22.02 kg/cm
2
 and exceeded the control hardness 

by 19.5 and 29.1%, respectively.  

When establishing the standard values for the 

level of mechanical impact of the aggregate movers on the 

soil, according to the GOST 26953-86 method, soil 

moisture values in the 0-30 cm layer were taken into 

account (see Table-3).  

The adjustment of the norms was carried out 

using the amendments regulated by the standards (GOST 

26953-86, GOST 26954-86, GOST 26955-86) for two 

main indicators of the compacting effect: maximum 

pressure on the soil - 100 kPa (𝑞𝑚𝑎𝑥), normal stress in the 

soil (at a depth of 0 .5 m) - 25 kPa (𝜎ℎ). The value of the 

corrective modifications was determined by the 

parameters of the tractor and trailer and their pneumatic 

tires, the mode of operation of the studied movers, the 

scheme of mutual overlap of the tracks of the aggregate, 

and the conditions of its movement (Figure-5 and Table-

4). 
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Figure-5. Determination of the mutual overlapping of traces of the MTZ-80 + 2PTS-4M aggregate. 

 

Table-4. Determination of the number of movers moving along one track, graphically. 
 𝐎𝐯𝐞𝐫𝐥𝐚𝐩 ∆𝒃, mm 

Mover number The number of movers 

moving along one track 𝑵 1(2) 3(4) 5(6) 7(8) 

42     - 

16,5     - 

247     2 

247     2 

247     3 

16,5     - 

Number of traces 1 2 3 4  

 

The maximum specific pressure of a single mover 

on the soil is calculated by the formula, kPa [29] 

 𝑞𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 1,49 ∙ 10−5 𝐸t5 4⁄
√1+𝐸t𝐸𝑜 (104𝑝𝑤 + 134) 𝐺k2 3⁄√𝐵𝐷𝑘                   (1) 

 

where 𝐸𝑜, 𝐸t - the modulus of elasticity of the soil and the 

tires of the mover, respectively, kPa; 𝑘 - coefficient 𝑘 = 1 − 0,00165𝑥5 (𝑥 = 𝐷𝐵 for 
𝐷𝐵 ≤ 3,4 and 𝑥 = 6,6 − 𝐷𝐵 

for 
𝐷𝐵 > 3,4); 𝑝𝑤 - internal tire pressure, kPa; 𝐺k - load on a 

single mover, kN; 𝐵 - tire profile width, m; 𝐷 - outer 

diameter of the tire, m. 

By the assumption made earlier about the equal 

distribution of the load over the contact patch of the tire 

with the base, the pressure value is assumed to be 

averaged, Mpa 

 𝑞av = 𝐺k𝐵𝐿,    (2) 

 

where 𝐿 - length of the bearing surface of the wheel, m.  

The length of the contact area of the wheel with 

the supporting surface, m 

 𝐿 = 𝑟𝑟𝑟𝛼𝑜 + √2𝑟𝑟𝑟ℎ;                                                        (3) 

 𝛼𝑜 = 𝑎𝑟𝑐𝑡𝑔√2𝑟𝑟𝑟ℎ−ℎ2𝑟𝑟𝑟−ℎ ,                                                     (4) 

where 𝑟𝑟𝑟  - reduced radius of the elastic wheel, m; h - track 

depth, m. 

Maximum normal stress in the soil at a depth of 

h=0.5 m for each single mover, kPa 

 𝜎ℎ =0,637𝑞𝑎𝑣 [𝑎𝑟𝑐𝑡𝑔 𝑎𝑏ℎ√𝑎2+𝑏2+ℎ2 + ℎ𝑎𝑏(𝑎2+𝑏2+2ℎ2)(𝑎2+ℎ2)(𝑏2+ℎ2)√𝑎2+𝑏2+ℎ2],    
(5) 

 

where  

a  - 1/2 length of the contact area, m; 

b  - 1/2 width of the contact area, m; 𝑞a𝑣 - average pressure of a single mover, kPa. 

 

Based on the data obtained (Figure-4), using the 

methodology (GOST 26953-86, GOST 26954-86, GOST 

26955-86) and dependencies (1) - (5), indicators for 

assessing the level of compacting effect of the MTZ-80 

tractor and trailer 2PTS-4M movers on the soil were 

calculated and compared with the established norm within 

the investigated range of operational loads (Figure-6). 
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Figure-6. Maximum (𝑞𝑚𝑎𝑥) and average (𝑞𝑐𝑝) specific 

pressures of tractor train movers on the soil: a -  

MTZ-80 tractor; b - trailer 2PTS-4M. 

 

 
 

Figure-7. Maximum normal stress in the soil at a depth of 

0.5 m (𝜎ℎ) from the impact of the movers of the MTZ-80 

+ 2PTS-4M tractor train. 

 

Depending on the load on the running system of 

the 2PTS-4M trailer (see Figures-6, 7), 𝑞𝑚𝑎𝑥  varies within 

216.4-258.7 kPa and 𝜎ℎ - 18.89-32.02 kPa. The excess of 

the established norms is 35.3-45.9% for 𝑞𝑚𝑎𝑥  within the 

entire range of loads on the mover, 21.9% for 𝜎ℎ at 

maximum load.  

In the works of I.P. Ksenevich [21], a universal 

criterion U is proposed as a complex indicator for 

assessing the level of machine impact on the soil from 

agricultural aggregates. Its maximum value is determined 

by the absence of the influence of the compacting effect of 

the running system of the aggregate on the formation of 

the yield of the cultivated crop and is set to [U]≤75 kN/m. 
The compacting effect exerted by a single wheel, 

kN/m 

 𝑈1 = 1.25𝐵𝑐1𝑞𝑚𝑎𝑥1,                                                        (5) 

 

where Bc1 - track width of a single wheel, m; 

qmax1 is the maximum pressure of a single mover on the 

soil, kPa. 

The gap value ∆ between the wheels installed in a 
row on the same tractor axle, in case of their doubling, is 

found based on the scheme for graphical determination of 

the amount of overlap of the tracks of the aggregate. 

The sealing effect in the mover trace increases if 

another mover passes next to it with a gap ∆ (0 ≤ ∆≤2𝐵𝑐), by the following value, kN/m 

 𝑈𝑖,∆ = 𝑈𝑖 + (0,4 − 0,2 ∆𝐵𝑐(𝑖+1)) 𝑈𝑖+1,                                (6) 

 

where 𝑈𝑖, 𝑈𝑖+1 - the compacting effect on the soil, 

respectively, in the i and (i+1) tracks, before the passage 

of the neighboring mover, kN/m; 𝐵𝑐(𝑖+1) - track width of (i+1) mover, m. 

If the gap is greater ∆≤ 2𝐵𝑐(𝑖+1), then the (i+1) 

mover does not affect the compacting effect in the track of 

the i mover. 

The compacting effect on the soil in the track 

after the mover passes along the track of the previous one 

with the distance between the longitudinal axes of the 

movers 𝑙 (0 ≤ 𝑙 < 𝐵𝑐𝑗+𝐵𝑐(𝑗+1)2 ) increases by a value, kN/m 

 𝑈𝑗,𝑙 = 𝑈𝑗,𝑙=0 + 2 𝑙𝐵𝑐𝑗+𝐵𝑐(𝑗+1) (𝑈𝑗,∆=0 − 𝑈𝑗,𝑙=0),                 (7) 

 

where 𝑈𝑗,∆=0 and 𝑈𝑗,𝑙=0 - indicators of impact in the traces 

of movers, respectively, at ∆= 0 and 𝑙 = 0. The value of 𝑈𝑗,∆=0 is calculated by formula (6), and the value of 𝑈𝑗,𝑙=0 

– by formula (8). 

The distance between the longitudinal axes of the 

movers 𝑙 is found based on the scheme for graphical 

determination of the amount of overlap of the traces of the 

unit (Figure-5). 

Compaction from the wheel following the first, 

when the wheels move according to the “trail-to-trail” 

scheme, kN/m. 

 Ui = 1,25kiχ[lg i − lg (i − 1)]Bc1qmax i + 1,25ΔBqmax i,       (8) 

 

where χ - the indicator of the dynamics of accumulation of 

plastic deformation of the soil under its repeated loading; 

ki - coefficient taking into account the increase in soil 

compaction with increasing pressures of subsequent 

impacts, 𝑘𝑖 = 1𝜒[lg 𝑖−lg (𝑖−1)] − ( 1𝜒[lg 𝑖−lg (𝑖−1)] − 1) 𝑞𝑖−1𝑞𝑖 , when qi > qi-1; 

ki = 1, when qi ≥ qi-1; 
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ΔB = Bc i-1 – Bc i when Bc i-1 > Bc i and ΔB = 0 when Bc i-1 < 

Bc i 

i = 2, 3, … - index of mover (in order) following the front 

wheel track. 

Considering the data on the parameters of the 

tires of the aggregate from the table. 2, we accept for 

calculation that qi ≥ qi-1 and Bc i-1 > Bc i, as well as χ=1,0 

[21]. 

The total indicator U in each trace of the mover 

after the passage of the aggregate is determined by the 

addition of various kinds of impacts, kN/m. 

 𝑈𝑗 = 𝑈1 + ∑ 𝑈𝑖,∆𝑛1𝑖=2 + ∑ 𝑈𝑗,𝑙𝑛2𝑗=2 ,                                      (9) 

 

Where 𝑛1  - the number of movers moving with gaps 

relative to the first one; 𝑛2  - is the number of movers moving along the trail 

of the first one. 

The obtained value of the total compaction effect 

was compared with the established allowable norm [U]. 

According to the criterion ∑ 𝑈𝑗𝑛𝑗=1 ≤ [𝑈] we concluded the 

general level of technogenic load on the soil provided by 

the wheels of the tractor transport aggregate, based on a 

graphical analysis of their arrangement scheme (Figure-5). 

The results of the calculation are shown in Figure-8. 

 

 
 

Figure-8. Calculation results of the criterion U (kN/m)  

for the aggregate movers. 

 

When calculating the criteria for the compacting 

effect of the aggregate movers on the soil according to a 

private method, depending on the load on the chassis of 

the trailer, the maximum compaction effect of its movers 

on the soil varies within 231.1-244.5 kN/m, exceeding the 

established norm by 67.5 -69.3% within the entire range of 

mover loads.  

 

CONCLUSIONS 

The movement of a tractor train along agro 

backgrounds leads to a significant over-compaction of the 

soil by its running systems. The cultivated soil is subject to 

the greatest negative impact, the increase in the density 

and hardness of which, on average, is higher by 9.5-11% 

and 5.5-9.5%, respectively in comparison with the stubble 

background. Comfortable conditions for grain crops are 

provided with soil density within 1.1 ... 1.3 g / cm
3 

for the 

prevailing soil type such as soddy-podzolic medium loamy 

[30] in the territory of the Kemerovo region. For this 

reason, the level of impact of the running systems of the 

MTZ-80+2PTS-4M tractor transport aggregate on the soil 

when driving on agricultural backgrounds should be 

considered unacceptable.  

The excess of the established norms is 35.3-

45.9% for 𝑞𝑚𝑎𝑥  when the load changes from minimum to 

maximum, 21.9% for 𝜎ℎat maximum load. According to 

criterion U, the excess of the established norm when the 

trailer is loaded to the maximum changes slightly and 

amounts to 67.5-69.3%. 

Thus, under the test conditions, the running 

system of the 2PTS-4M trailer does not meet the 

requirements of the standards for the impact on the soil, 

both established by GOST and by a private calculation 

method, within the entire range of changes in operational 

loads on the movers. 

 

REFERENCES 
 

[1] Antille D. L., Peets S., Galambošová J. and Botta G. 
F. 2019. Review: Soil compaction and controlled 

traffic farming in arable and grass cropping systems. 

Agronomy Research. 17(3): 653-682. 

https://doi.org/10.15159/ar.19.133 

[2] Dutbayev Y., Sultanova N., Tsygankov V., Islam R., 

Kuldybayev N. 2020. A Comparison Study Of Biotic 

Factor's Effect Onphotosynthesis Processes Of 

Soybean By Usingmultispeq Device On Photosynq 

Org Platform. ARPN Journal of Engineering and 

Applied Sciences. 15(22): 2627-2630.  

[3] Muhsin I. A. and Shwikh A. M. 2019. Effect of the 

Gyroscopic Moment, Centrifugal Force and 

Hydroplaning on the Critical Speed of the Vehicle. 

Tikrit Journal of Engineering Sciences, 26(2): 39-48. 

https://doi.org/10.25130/tjes.26.2.06 

[4] Bhosinak S., Maneetham D. and Rabgyal T. 2022. 

Hybrid Fuzzy PID Controller for Intelligent Tractor 

Steering Control. International Journal of Engineering 

Trends and Technology. 70(12): 359-369. 

https://doi.org/10.14445/22315381/IJETT-

V70I12P235  

[5] Skrypnikov A. V., Trofimov Yu. I., Leonova M. N. 

and Kondrashova E. V. 2013. Tekhnogennoye 

vozdeystviye mobil'nykh sel'skokhozyaystvennykh 

mashin na pochvu [Technogenic impact of mobile 

agricultural machines on the soil]. Vestnik VGAU. 

1(36): 51-56. 

https://doi.org/10.15159/ar.19.133
https://doi.org/10.14445/22315381/IJETT-V70I12P235
https://doi.org/10.14445/22315381/IJETT-V70I12P235


                                VOL. 18, NO. 15, AUGUST 2023                                                                                                              ISSN 1819-6608 

ARPN Journal of Engineering and Applied Sciences 
©2006-2023 Asian Research Publishing Network (ARPN). All rights reserved. 

 
www.arpnjournals.com 

 

 
                                                                                                                                                      1826 

[6] Toshboltaev M. T. and Kholikov B. A. 2019. 

Algoritm podbora modeli bazovogo traktora dlya 

formirovaniya traktornogo poyezda [Algorithm for 

selecting the base tractor model for the formation of a 

tractor train]. Sel'skokhozyaystvennyye mashiny i 

tekhnologii. 13(5): 46-50. 

https://doi.org/10.22314/2073-7599-2019-13-5-46-

50 

[7] Janulevičius A. and Gurevičius P. 2019. Impact of the 

inflation pressure of the tires on lead of front drive 

wheels and movement resistance force of tractors. 

Transport. 34(6): 628-638. 

https://doi.org/10.3846/transport.2019.11233 

[8] Naderi-Boldaji M., Kazemzadeh A., Hemmat A., 

Rostami S. and Keller T. 2018. Changes in soil stress 

during repeated wheeling: A comparison of measured 

and simulated values. Soil Research. 56(2): 204-214. 

https://doi.org/10.1071/SR17093 

[9] Bykov S. 2019. Environmental aspects of the 

development and use of innovative agricultural 

machinery. IOP Conference Series: Earth and 

Environmental Science. 403: 012037. 

https://doi.org/10.1088/1755-1315/403/1/012037 

[10] Wieckhorst J., Fedde T. and Frerichs L. 2019. Real 

time tire soil parameters of a tractor in tillage 

applications. LANDTECHNIK. 74(1): 10-22. 

https://doi.org/10.15150/lt.2019.3200 

[11] Damme L., Stettler M., Pinet F., Vervaet P., Keller T., 

Munkholm L. J. and Lamandé M. 2019. The 

contribution of tyre evolution to the reduction of soil 

compaction risks. Soil and Tillage Research. 194: 

104283. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2019.05.029 

[12] Surcel, M. and Michaelsen, J. 2010. Evaluation of 

Tractor-Trailer Rolling Resistance Reducing 

Measures. SAE Technical Paper 2010-01-1917. SAE 

International. https://doi.org/10.4271/2010-01-1917 

[13] Simikić M., Dedović N., Savin L., Tomić M. and 
Ponjičan O. 2014. Power delivery efficiency of a 
wheeled tractor at oblique drawbar force. Soil and 

Tillage Research. 141: 32-43. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2014.03.010 

[14] Battiato A. and Diserens E. 2017. Tractor traction 

performance simulation on differently textured soils 

and validation: a basic study to make traction and 

energy requirements accessible to the practice. Soil 

and Tillage Research. 166: 18-32. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2016.09.005 

[15] Akhmetov R., Dosmanbetov D., Rakhimzhanov A., 

Mambetov B., Utebekova A., Rakymbekov Z., 

Maisupova B. & Yessimbe, B. 2023. Growth and 

Development of the Black Saxaul Depending on 

Tillage in Arid Conditions of Kazakhstan. OnLine 

Journal of Biological Sciences, 23(3): 380-388. 

https://doi.org/10.3844/ojbsci.2023.380.388 

[16] Myalenko V. I. 2020. Changing the loading 

conditions of the blade of a soil processing machine 

during abrasive wear. Journal of Friction and Wear. 

41(5): 470-474. 

https://doi.org/10.3103/S106836662005013X 

[17] Abagale F. K. 2021. Effect of agricultural machinery 

on physical and hydraulic properties of agricultural 

soils. Journal of Soil Science and Environmental 

Management. 12(2): 58-65. 

https://doi.org/10.5897/JSSEM2021.0876 

[18] ten Damme L., Schjønning P., Munkholm L. J., Green 

O., Nielsen S. K. and Lamandé M. 2021. Traction and 

repeated wheeling - effects on contact area 

characteristics and stresses in the upper subsoil. Soil 

and Tillage Research. 211: 105020. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2021.105020 

[19] Schjønning P. and Lamandé M. 2018. Models for 

prediction of soil precompression stress from readily 

available soil properties. Geoderma. 320: 115-125. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2018.01.028 

[20] Fedorov D. E. 2022. Modern trends in developing 

robotic systems in agro-industrial complex. IOP 

Conference Series: Earth and Environmental Science. 

949: 012016. https://doi.org/10.1088/1755-

1315/949/1/012016 

[21] Ksenevich I. P., Skotnikov V. A. and Lyasko M. I. 

1985. Khodovaya Sistema - Pochva - Urozhay 

[Running system - Soil - Harvest]. Agropromizdat, 

Moscow. 

[22] Obour P. B., Kolberg D., Lamande M., Borresen T., 

Edwards G., Sorensen C. G. and Munkholm L. J. 

2018. Compaction and sowing date change soil 

physical properties and crop yield in a loamy 

temperate soil. Soil and Tillage Research. 184: 153-

163. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2018.07.014 

https://doi:10.22314/2073-7599-2019-13-5-46-50
https://doi:10.22314/2073-7599-2019-13-5-46-50
https://doi:10.22314/2073-7599-2019-13-5-46-50
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2016.09.005


                                VOL. 18, NO. 15, AUGUST 2023                                                                                                              ISSN 1819-6608 

ARPN Journal of Engineering and Applied Sciences 
©2006-2023 Asian Research Publishing Network (ARPN). All rights reserved. 

 
www.arpnjournals.com 

 

 
                                                                                                                                                      1827 

[23] Chen X. W., Cruse R. M., Niu S. and Zhan X. Y. 

2019. Effect of loading time on soil structural failure. 

Soil and Tillage Research. 186: 87-93. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2018.10.001 

[24] Lamande M. and Schjonning P. 2017. Soil mechanical 

stresses in high wheel load agricultural field traffic: a 

case study. Soil Research. 56(2): 129-135. 

https://doi.org/10.1071/SR17117 

[25] Pulido-Moncada M., Munkholm L. J. and Schjonning 

P. 2019. Wheel load, repeated wheeling, and traction 

effects on subsoil compaction in Northern Europe. 

Soil and Tillage Research. 186: 300-309. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2018.11.005 

[26] Roth J. and Darr M. 2012. Measurement of normal 

stresses at the soil-tire interface. Transactions of the 

ASABE. 55(2): 325-331. 

[27] Holthusen D., Brandt A. A., Reichert J. M., Horn R., 

Fleige H. and Zink A. 2018. Soil functions and in situ 

stress distribution in subtropical soils as affected by 

land use, vehicle type, tire inflation pressure, and 

plant residue removal. Soil and Tillage Research. 184: 

78-92. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2018.07.009  

[28] Duttmann R., Augustin K., Brunotte J. and Kuhwald 

M. 2021. Modeling of field traffic intensity and soil 

compaction risks in agricultural landscapes. In: E. 

Saljnikov, L. Mueller, A. Lavrishchev and F. 

Eulenstein (eds) Advances in Understanding Soil 

Degradation, pp. 313-331. Springer, Cham. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-85682-3_14 

[29] Guskov V. V., Velev N. N., Atamanov Yu. E., 

Bocharov N. F., Ksenevich I. P. and Solonsky A.S. 

1988. Traktory: Teoriya [Tractors: Theory]. 

Mashinostroenie, Moscow. 

[30] Samarov V. M. 1995. Pochvy i Klimat Kuznetskoy 

Kotloviny [Soils and Climate of the Kuznetsk Basin]. 

Kuzbassvuzizdat, Kemerovo. 


