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ABSTRACT

A non matched tractor power with the implement causes many
disadvantages, which affect operation performance. To operate tractors more
efficiently with agricultural implement; it is good to accomplish more work with less
time and fuel. The drawbar power needed for operating chisel and moldboard plows
was determined through the theoretical and experimental studies. The experimental
study was carried out in Meet El Deeba Rice Mechanization Center, Kafr El-Sheikh
Governorate, the soil is classified as a clay soil. The predicted power obtained for
operating the moldboard plow which resulted from the theoretical analysis was very
close to that obtained experimentally, and both agreed with that calculated from fuel
consumption and equations published in ASABE, 2006 for chisel plow. Predicted
drawbar power for operating the chisel plow was approximately 26% more than the
drawbar power which is obtained from the experimental work at plowing speed of 3.2
km.h’. Increasing speed to 6.91 km.h'! increased prediction power by only 3.63%
compared with the experimentally results. Otherwise the prediction drawbar power for
operating the moldboard plow was approximately 1.91% more than that obtained from
the experimental at plowing speed of 3.2 km.h1. Increasing speed to 5.83 km.h!
decreased prediction power by 11.38%. The theoretical specific power (W.cm2)
increased by 115.77% as the theoretical plowing speed increased from 3.2 to 6.91
km.hlin case of using chisel plow. And increased by 81.54% as the plowing speed
increased from 3.2 to 5.83 km.h! in case of using the moldboard plow.

INTRODUCTION

Operating performance depends heavily on how well the tractor and
implement are matched, when they are ideally matched, one could expect
reduced power loss, improved operating efficiency, reduced operating costs,
and optimum utilization of capital on fixed costs. To achieve this goal, we
must first understand how a tractor transfers power to the ground and then
how to ensure the tractor is transferring power efficiently. Draft is an important
parameter for evaluating implement performance and determining the required
power. Gee-Clough et al. (1978) modeled the tractor-plow performance using
empirical relationships based on experimental data obtained from 14 different
fields with sandy clay loam, clay loam, and sandy loam soils. Predicted
values were within +20% of measured values for 86% of the cases. The
dynamic component of plow draft is found to be the linear function of soll
specific weight, share cut width and operating machine speed influenced by
share apex angle for chisel plow, however, it is found to be linear function of
soil specific weight and square term of operating speed influenced by
moldboard tail angle for moldboard plow (Elbanna, 1992). Draft per unit width
or cross-sectional area of the tilled zone is a function of soil type and the
operating speed at which the implement is pulled (Harrigan and Rotz, 1994).
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The draft values for the moldboard plow, chisel plow, subsoiler and standard
chisel were all found to depend primarily on operating depth, the effect of
speeds below 7.2 km h! was found to be small when compared with the
depth effect (Glancey et al., 1996). (Al-Janobi and Al-Suhaibani, 1998)
applied the proposed model by (Harrigan and Rotz, 1995), they found that the
specific drafts measured were very close to the predicted values for the
moldboard plow and the chisel plows. When a tillage tool operates in the
field, bending is induced in the shank, which is dependent on the soil
resistance, the magnitude of the transverse force is a function of the soil
resistance, when the shank is subjected to this force, it stores energy and
releases it as soon as the soil resistance decreases (Zhang, 1997). Natsis et
al. (2002) used tillage force dynamometer to measure draught of moldboard
plough in a clay soil. The draft requirement for pulling a tillage implement
through soil is dependent on implement parameters, tillage depth, driving
speed and soil mechanical strength (Keller, 2004). ASABE Standards (2006)
provide empirical equations to approximate draft and power requirements for
a variety of tillage tools in three general soil conditions. It describes tillage
draft as a function of implement type, soil type, implement width, depth, and
speed. A number of other properties are also necessary to consider when
analyzing tillage draft. Knowing the draft per tool and the number of tools, the
total draft requirement for the implement is computed (Grisso and Perumpral,
2006). High tractor power than the implement-needed causes a solil
compaction and lower operation efficiency due to the increase of the tractor
weight and the fuel consumption and also high fixed cost compared with the
matched tractor; low tractor power than the implement needed causes a power
loss and tire wearing because of the slippage. For these reasons, this study
was carried out to help for selecting the suitable tractor with the implement or
vise versa. A theoretical study attempts to predict the force and the draw power
required for plowing cross sectional area from the soil. Also, to find out the
relationship between the predicted power which resulted from the theoretical
study and that obtained from the experimental work, and that calculated from
fuel consumption and equations published in ASABE, 2006.

EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURE AND METHODS

Theoretical and experimental studies were carried out to predict and
determine the power needed for operating the chisel and the moldboard
plows, the theoretical study based on the plowing cross sectional area and soll
specific resistance. The experimental study was carried out in Rice
Mechanization Center, Meet El-Deeba, Kafr El-Sheikh Governorate. The soll
has been classified as a clay soil (64% clay, 20.4% silt and 15.6% sand). The
average soil bulk density before tillage ranged from 1.15 to 1.30 gm.cm, and
the average soil moisture content (d.b.) was 19.8%. The tractors, implement
and instrumentation used in this study were (Dutz tractor model DX 6.30 (4x4),
115 hp (85.8 kW) with an engine rated speed of 2400 rpm, (Ford tractor model
6610) of 75 hp (55.95 kW), 7 shares Behira Rau chisel plow (the shares are
arranged in three rows such that the shares are in staggered position resulting
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in a spacing of 25 cm between each consecutive shares in the three rows), and
2 bottom moldboard plow.

Data collection

Speed of operation: The plowing speed was calculated from the time
required to cover the distance of five revolutions for the tractor rear tire through
tillage operation, at which the tractor and the machine usually state speed.
Width and depth of plowing measurements: The actual width and depth of
plowing were measured and determined by using the soil profile meter. The
same instrumentation and the same method were used by Khadr (1990). The
difference between the unplowed soil surface and bottom of the plowed cross
sectional area was measured to determine the plowing depth for moldboard.
Fuel consumption measurements: A local manufactured fuel meter Fig. (1)
was connected with the fuel pipeline instead of the tractor fuel tank. A
stopwatch was used to determine the time for a certain fuel volume
consumed by the tractor with the nearest cubic centimeter.

A. Draft measurements:. Strain gauge dynamometer, 10 ton, Fig. (2.a) was
attached with a horizontal chain between two tractors to measure the draft force.
Two wheel drive tractor (Ford model 6610), was used as a rear (towed) on which
the implement was mounted; whereas the front tractor (Dutz DX 6.30 was used
to pull the towed tractor with the attached implement through the strain gauge
dynamometer. The towed tractor was working on the neutral gear while the
implement was in the operating position; the draft force was recorded and saved
on the portable computer. On the same field the implement was lifted from the
soil and the rear tractor was pulled to record and save the idle draft force. The
difference gave the draft of the implement required to cut and disturb the soll,
Khadr (2004) used the same instrumentation and the same method.

B. Draft prediction

1. Draft prediction from the proposed theoretical study: Draft required to
pull tillage tools operated at shallow depths is primarily a function of width of
the implement and the speed at which it is pulled. For tillage tools operated at
deeper depth, draft also depends upon soil texture, plowing depth and
geometry of the tool. The draft could be predicted for both of the chisel plow
and the moldboard plow as follow:

a. draft prediction for chisel plow:

Plowed area determination: The plowed cross sectional area for any chisel
plow could be predicted according to Fig. (3) and Equation (1).

S-t_ S-t
A=(n-1) (2 d-T)(T) +(nxtxd) +d? 1)

Where: A : predicted plowing soil cross sectional area, cm?2.
n : number of chisel plow tines.
S : space between each two adjacent tines, cm.
t :tine width, cm. and d: adjustable plowing depth, cm.
For 7 shares chisel plow tines:

A=6(2 d-%)(%)+(7><t><d)+d2 @)
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Draft prediction: The approximated draft for a 7 share chisel plow could be
predicted from Equation (2) and the following equation:
Draft = plowed cross sectional area x the soil specific resistance

Soil specific resistance: The soil specific resistance is the resistance per
unit area,; it naturally varies with the texture, quality and condition of the soil,
shape and operating speed of the plows. The soil specific resistance for clay
soil ranges from 0.80 ~ 0.90 kg/cm? for large soil moisture content and from
0.90 ~ 1.00 kg/cm? for small soil moisture content (Yanmar diesel engine
instruction book).
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Fig. (1): Sketch drawing of the fuel meter connected with the tractor fuel
system.
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Fig. (2): Sketch drawing shows how to connect the strain gauge
dynamometer between two tractors to measure the draft (a).
And strain gauge wiring, connecting with daytronic system 10
and lap-top computer (b).
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Fig.(3): Sketch drawing to show and estimate the tines plowing area.

b. draft prediction for moldboard plow through the proposed theoretical
study:

When the moldboard plow is thrust into the soil and plowing at a constant
depth and width, theoretically the furrow slice section is turned from position
ABCD to AB/'C'D' and finally to A'B/C'D' and its center of gravity c.g.
changes its position from c.g. to c.g./ then to c.g.” and finally c.g.”. If the
furrow width is given as (b) and the depth is (d). Referring to Figs. (4.a and
4.b), at critical position of furrow slice the inclined angle of furrow slice (a)
could be predicted as follow:

D'D" D'B” b +b?+d? b
AD” = D/C!’ a:—b ) take— =k
k= /1+k—12, ~k%-k?-.1-0, .k=127, ..d=0.787b
-.-sinazgzl, s.o=arcsin —— ~52°

Kk 1.27

Easy may say that the furrow slice, (b) should be larger than (1.27 d), i.e. (d
< 0.787 b). In this study the plowing depth (d) in case of using moldboard
plow, was assumed less than (0.787b) with the same experimentally

operating depth.
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Fig. (4): Sketch drawing shows the turning of the furrow slice.
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The soil resistance acts upon the plow which is called the tractive resistance,
the needed tractive force (draft) of the plow could be obtained by the
following equation:

D=s.b.d-10% kN

Where: D: draft (kN)., s : Soil specific resistance, N.cm2,

b: tilling width, cm., d : tilling depth, cm.

The soil specific resistance (s) is varies with the quality and conditions
of the soil, tines and shares shapes and operating speeds of the plow,
previous crop residue type and conditions, etc.

2- Draft prediction through the ASABE data management, 2006:

Implement draft prediction is based on Equation (3), introduced by
ASABE standards (2006) for both of chisel and moldboard plows was
employed to predict the drawbar power, beside the drawbar power
determined experimentally and power estimated from fuel consumption have
been compared with the power which resulted from the proposed theoretical
study.

D=F[A+B(S)+C(S)]nd 3)

Where D is the implement draft (kN); Fiis the dimensionless soil texture
adjustment; A, B, and C are machine specific parameters. For a chisel plow
with a straight point (Fi =1.0 for fine, Fi = 0.85 for medium, Fi = 0.65 for coarse
textured soils); (A =91, B = 5.4, C = 0.0). For moldboard plow (Fi=1.0 for fine,
Fi= 0.7 for medium and Fi=0.45 for coarse textured soils); (A = 652, B = 0.0 and
C =5.1); S is operating speed (km.h); n is the number of tools for chisel plow,
but it is equal the plowing width in case of plowing with moldboard plow, m.,
and (d) is operating depth for major tools (cm). The constant parameter, A, is
a function of soil strength while the coefficient of speed parameters, B or C, is
related to soil bulk density. Soil is categorized as fine, medium, or coarse.
Fine-textured soil is described as high in clay content, medium textured are
loamy soils, and coarse textured are sandy soils.

Drawbar power prediction and estimation:

The drawbar power could be predicted theoretically from the soall
plowing cross sectional area, the soil specific resistance and the plowing
speed. The flow chart Fig. (5) shows how to predict power requirements for
moldboard and chisel plows. The following equation could be used to estimate the
drawbar power:

Drawbar power = draft (kN) x operating speed (m.st), kW.

Power prediction from the fuel consumption:

As mentioned by (Hunt, 1983), the power required for plowing the soil could
be predicted from the fuel consumption by the following equation:

PxC
FCx Fuel heating value (HV)
P (kW) x 3600s.h™%

FC(kgh 1)x10% k Cal. kgt x 4.187kJ.k Cal ™)
P: brake power, kW., C: constant
(Cth) : Thermal efficiency, it is assumed to be equal 30%.

Thermal efficiency (£ th)’%:

(gth)!% =
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FC : Fuel consumption, kg.h.
Assuming that the lower colorific value for the fuel = 10* kCal.kg™.
Specific power determination:

The specific power is the power needed for plowing and pulverizing a
unit area. The flow chart shows how to predict the specific power as indicated
in Fig. (5). It could be obtained as follow:

Needed drawbar power, W W.cm?2.

Sp. power = - - 3
Plowed soil cross sectional area, cm

(Yanmar diesel engine instruction book). Where: Sp. power is the specific power.
Tractor power determination

To determine the PTO power we must use a factor to account for the
traction capability of different soil conditions. These factors for different soil
surface conditions are: 0.64 (firm soil); 0.55 (tilled soil); and 0.47 (soft/sandy sail).
The PTO power is equal to the drawbar power divided by the factor to account
the traction capability, (Khalilian and Hallman, 1996). The brake power could be
estimated by dividing the PTO power by 0.9 (ASABE, 2006).

Select plow type

Input data

Input data

~Plowing depth per bottom (d), cm.
-Plowing width per bottom (b), cm,

-No. of bottoms, n.
-Soil specific resistance, N.:m_.2
- Plowing speed, m.s7!

Reduce

Furrow depth (d)> 9,787
plowing depth (d) P

of furrow width (b)

No

[Determine plowing cross
sectional area (A), em®

|Determine drawbar power, KW |

Chisel plow
Moldboard plow

'~ Plowing depth (d), cm.

—No. of tines, n.

—Tines width (t), cm

- Space between each two
adjacent tines (S), cm.

-Soil specific resistance, N.l:m_.2

-Plowing speed, m.s.

Determine plowing
cross sectional area (A), an’

Increase
[plowing depth (d)

|A= (n-1)(2d - S—;t)(S_;t)+(nx tx d)+d2|

|Determjne drawbar power, kW |

Drawhar power, kW = No. of bottoms (furrows) x d xb x Seil specific
resistance, N.cni 2x Plowing speed, m.élx 10>

Drawbar power, KW = plowing cross sectional area, co>x Soil

specific resistance, N.ctit xPlowing speed, m.sx 10|

[Determine specific power, W.em?? |

[Determine specific power, W.em? |

3
Specific power = Drawbar power, KW x 10

= = 2
Plowing cross sectional area, em’

3
Drawbar power, KW x 10

Specific power =

B E 2
Plowing cross sectional area, cm

End

End

Fig. (6): Flow chart shows how to predict power requirements for
moldboard and chisel plows.
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Soil mean weight diameter and the soil pulverization ratio determination:
The Soil mean weight diameter and the soil pulverization ratio were
determined with the same method and the same sieves used by Khadr (1997).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Effect of plowing speed on power requirements

From Table (1), prediction of power for chisel plow was
approximately 26% more than the experimental at plowing speed of 3.2 km.h-
L. Increasing speed to 6.91 km.h"lincreased prediction power by only 3.63%.
Otherwise the prediction of power for moldboard plow was approximately
1.91% more than the experimental at plowing speed of 3.2 km.hL. Increasing
speed to 5.83 km.h! decreased prediction power by 11.38%. The drawbar
power increases with the increase of plowing speed, this may return to the
increase of the soil pulverization which requires more power. Figs. (6 and 7),
show that, the predicted drawbar power through the theoretical analysis in
this study has the highest coefficient of determination, that may return to the
constant cross sectional plowing area and a constant soil specific resistance,
thus the predicted draft will be constant. Figs. (8 and 9) show the relationship
among the determined drawbar power and both of the predicted drawbar
power from the theoretical analysis, the fuel consumption and from the
equations published by ASABE (2006). The estimated drawbar power from the
theoretical analysis affected the plow type, operating speed, and the previous
crop residue and its condition. The predicted drawbar power obtained from the
theoretical analysis for moldboard plow was very close to that obtained from
the experimental work, and both agreed with that calculated from fuel
consumption and equations published in ASABE, 2006, as compared with
chisel plow. That may return to homogenous plowing depth for moldboard plow.
Theoretically, the drawbar power required for plowing a theoretical area of 2514
cm? increased by 11.25, 15.76, 47.21 and 115.76% as the plowing speed
increased from 3.2 to 3.56, 3.71, 4.72 and 6.91 km.h? respectively in case of
using the chisel plow. Also, at using the moldboard plow the drawbar power
required for plowing a theoretical area of 2300 cm? increased theoretically by
35.97, 38.2, 77.56 and 81.49% as the plowing speed increased from 3.2 to 4.36,
4.43, 5.69 and 5.83 km.hl. The highest power as a result of increasing the
plowing speed improved the soil mean weight diameter and the soil pulverization
ratio.

Tractor power prediction:

When tractors and implements are matched depending on the
situation, one may start with the tractor and select an implement to effectively
utilize the drawbar power generated or start with the implement and select a
tractor that can provide adequate pull to operate the implement. In the first
case, the pull that the tractor can develop is predicted first and then the draft
requirement per single soil engaging tool. Knowing the total pull available and
the draft per single soil engaging tool, the number of soil engaging tools the
tractor can handle with the available pull is calculated. Then knowing the
spacing between the soil engaging units, the width of the implement is
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determined. Determining the draft per tool and the number of tools the total

draft requirement for the implement is computed, then selecting the matched

tractor-implement systems to get high operation efficiency.

Effect of operating speed on specific power

As indicated in Table (1), the specific power increases with the

increase of the plowing speed in case of using the theoretical analysis, the
experimental measurements data, the fuel consumption and equations
published in ASABE, 2006. That may return to the increases of the soil
pulverization with the plowing speed, which causes an increase of the
specific energy during using the chisel or the moldboard plows. The
percentage of theoretical specific power increased by about 11.32, 15.77,
47.3 and 115.77% as the theoretical plowing speed increased from 3.2 to
3.56, 3.71, 4.72 and 6.91 km.h"1 respectively for chisel plow. In addition, they
increased by about 35.98, 38.27, 77.63 and 81.54% as the plowing speed
increased from 3.2 to 4.36, 4.43, 5.69 and 5.83 km.h! for the moldboard
plow. From these studied results and use a factor to account for the traction
capability of different soil conditions, we could predict and select the tractor
power.

Table (1): Comparison between theoretical drawbar power and specific
power prediction through theoretical studies and determination
through field measurements for chisel and moldboard plows.

Cal throughmeas. | From proposed th Study | From fuel cons | From ASABE, 2008{From measurements | From measurernents

Ay AdpliMplt BL [ L iPred {Pred | Pred | Awg | Ave | Ave | Avg | Avg | Avg | Awg | Awg
RS ¢ deth {depth) width| Area {drat {Db R SpP | FC | DbP [ Dralt | DbP | Draft | DbP | SMWD | Sof pulv

b e e e | o R KW Wem] kg‘h'1 Bolowobkw | WD w | mmo %
320180 1492 175 540971866 742 1133 1957 | 1365 ¢ 1215 | 1RBE | 1481 ) 4812 ) FAD
56180 1478 1A 50409720760 826 | 1B 2005 | 1389 % 1376 | 1RF2 | IBAG | 4672 | 3404
Chiselplow) 371 180 1480 175 2504 120971 21600 853 112780 208 | 1399 ¢ 1440 | 1721 | 773 | 4543 1 B8
4720180 1400 175 504097 2740 1093 112790 240 | ME7 ¢ 194 | 1730 L 2R | 253 0 3R
691180 1340 175 2504 1209704026 1601 1663 2873 | 1607 ¢ M0A | 2023 | B/AE | WA 40
32000230 23000100 [ 2300 98707 742 02780 207 | AT 1439 | 1882 1655 | WA L F A
4360230 280100 [ 2300 0 23 009 M| 73 N7 | 04 AT TR L T4
Moldboard | 4434 230 122570 100 | 2300 19180 2359 1026 115200 626 | 7.2 0 2109 | HED L BE | M182 ) 3269
5691 290 22000100 2300 119.18130.31 1131811933 3330 | 1863 ) 244 | 202 | 380 ) 6602 | 3449
19.18

583230 20001100 | 2900 J096113.47 ) 1966} 3385 | 1889 § WA | MGE | 3456 ) BOAT | B
-(Sp.P) : Specific power

el
pigseital

- (FC) : Fuel consumption
- (Cal. Through meas.): Calculation from measurements
- (PPF) : Power prediction from fuel consumption

- (PP ASAE, 2006): Power prediction from ASAE, 2006.
- Power determination from measured data
- (SMWD) : Soil mean weight diameter
- (Soil pulv.) : Soil pulverization ratio from measurements.
- (PS) : Plowing speed
- (Ad.pl. depth): Adjustable plowing depth
- (M pl. depth) : Measured plowing depth
- (Pl. width) : Plowing width

- (Pl. Area) : Plowing area
- (Pred. draft) : predicted draft from theoretical study
- (Db P) : Predicted drawbar power from theoretical study
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Fig6,7,8,9
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Conclusions
In this study a flow chart has been used to show how to predict the
drawbar power requirements for operating any chisel and moldboard plows

(under certain experimental conditions). The theoretical and experimental

studies showed that:

1- The predicted power obtained for the moldboard plow which resulted from
the theoretical analysis in this study, was very close to that obtained from the
experimental work, and both greed with that calculated from fuel
consumption and equations published in ASABE, 2006.

2- Prediction of power for chisel plow was approximately 26% more than the
experimental at plowing speed of 3.2 km.h-1. Increasing speed to 6.91
km.h-tincreased prediction power by only 3.63%.

3- Prediction of power for moldboard plow was approximately 1.91% more
than the experimental at plowing speed of 3.2 km.h1. Increasing speed to
5.83 km.h-1decreased prediction power by 11.38%.

4- The specific power (W.cm?) increased by 115.77% as the theoretical
plowing speed increased from 3.2 to 6.91 km.h! in case of using chisel
plow. And increased by 81.54% as the plowing speed assumed to be
increased from 3.2 to 5.83 km.h1 in case of using the moldboard plow.

5- The matched tractor size could be selected according to the plow size or
vise versa, at any soil condition.

REFERENCES

Agricultural machinery Management Data, ASABE D497.5 Feb2006, published by
the American Society of Agricultural and Biological Engineers (ASABE), PP:
390-398.

(engr.usask.ca/.../notes/Standards/D497.5 Machinery Management Data.pdf)

Al-Janobi, A.A. and S.A. Al-Suhaibani (1998). Draft of primary tillage implements
in sandy loan soil. Applied Engineering in Agriculture 14(4):343— 348.

Elbanna, E.B. (19992) Tillage tools draft chisel and moldboard plows.Misr J.
Agric. Eng. Vol. 9(4): 491-510.

Gee-Clough, D.; M. McAllister; G. Pearson and D. W. Everndern (1978). The empirical
prediction of tractor-implement field performance. Journal of Terramechanics
15(2): 81-94

Glancey, J.L.; S.K. Upadhyaya; W.J. Chancellor and J.W. Rum.sey (1996).
Prediction of agricultural implement draft using an instrumented analog
tillage tool. Soil &Tillage Research 37: 47-65.

Grisso, R. and J. Perumpral (2006). Spreadsheet for Matching Tractors and
Implements. ASABE Annual International Meeting Sponsored by ASABE
Portland Convention Center Portland, Oregon 2006. Paper No: 061085.

Harrigan, T. M. and C. A. Rotz (1994). Draft of major tillage seeding equipment.
ASAE, Paper No. 94-1533, Michigan, U.S.A.

Harrigan, T. M. and C. A. Rotz (1995) Draft relationships for tillage and seeding
equipment. Applied Engineering in Agriculture 11(6):773— 783.

Hunt, D. (1983), Farm power and machinery management, 8" edition, PP: 29.

Keller, T. (2004). Soil compaction and soil tillage — studies in agricultural soil
mechanics. Ph.D. thesis Swedish University of Agric. Sciences Uppsala.

Khadr, Kh. A. A. (1990), Investigation of some factors affecting the chisel plough
performance. M. Sc. Me. Thesis, Faculty of Agriculture, Menofeia
University.

7353



Khadr , K. A. A.

Khadr, KH. A. A. (1997). Development of a combination unit for seed-bed preparation
and seeding, Unpublished PhD, Thesis, Faculty of Agriculture, Mansoura
University.

Khadr, Kh. A. A. (2004), Energy requirements for some seed-bed preparation
implement under Egyptian conditions, the 12" annual conference of the *
Misr Society of Agricultural Engineering”, PP: 481-491.

Khalilian, A. and R. R. Hallman (1996). Energy requirements of conservation
tillage tools in coastal plain soils.

www.ag.auburn.edu/auxiliary/nsdl/scasc/Proceedings/1996/Khalilian.pdf

Natsis, A.; G. Papadakis and I. Pitsilis (2002). Experimental investigation of the
influence of the fore plough share and the disk coulter on the tillage quality
and the tractor fuel consumption. Agricultural Engineering International:
the CIGR Journal of Scientific Research and Development. Manuscript PM
02002. Vol. IV. December, 2002.

Yanmar diesel engine instruction book, Agricultural Machinery (5).

Zhang, J. (1997). Vibratory analysis of tillage operation. Unpublished PhD,
Thesis. Department of Agricultural and Bioresource Engineering,
University of Saskatchewan. Saskatoon, SK. S7N 5A9.

Ul (B A hall CYEN & aall g jliad) & jaal) Jaaudil da BN 5 kil it
b

rad Jiadlae Mal) g Cilda
Ao )30 Gigaal) 38 e de 3l duaigl) &gay agra
J\ﬁ e\.\ﬁu&\ JSladl O .\a.\aj\ [T ay M EJ.\H\ U.Lxﬂa.m &= [kl 3)&5 <ld )‘).; e\.\iﬁu‘
Jaras oall s o IS 800 ) daii @Iy g S8 Jaani 86 L6S 1A 5 20 il € e 1Y) agllai e el 5508 culd
AV Gl Al 508 ol ) yadly A Gl i) (e o L) A A Call Sl 5aLy 3 IS5 2 8 5 Dl
b ST Baly 5 SIS 5 51 all Jae 8 BY V) A 50l 8 a8 Casy AIY) gl Lo i 5,8 Cld )y aladiiad
damall il ‘)\‘)aj‘ PN Lsﬁaicw M‘Jﬂ‘ 038 cl\a);i t_lLu.uS“ a.AQJ} J\)a.‘\ Jac
oLl AL‘J‘)A&J‘}JLSA.“ Q‘M‘Mww‘ )‘A‘EJ@MMJQ#M\JQ@)&‘
su}s)u}}&ﬂhjms)aﬂ\)@:,ﬂls)aﬂ\,(a\”JeS)JIﬁﬂJA,Jlgg..;as%;;z).ﬁn D T g ¢ oa )
O S JOA (e a5 oa shaall GOl yaally laadl il jadl e IS i #U81 (2a )5 il adaie Aalise
YA (a5 ¢ (2006 ) ASABE (o3 5y sediiall il 5 ¥ aloall ca 53 sl Wil Jans dda jiall 3y paill Lyl
tohile Al ) (e am g Adlia oLl
aal 3 (ki) Al all) 4 i) cbladl) JSUA (e Les Latiall 5 sl ol jaall Juandil jal) apd e 50800 -]
6.91 Y Aol 53 505 170,083 2 & n ey die %26 s Alia o lad DA (e Ledle Jmaiall e
el Cojladll PR (e Ledle Jaaniall e %1.971 Ay il § oSy Jas 93,63 iy <l 1 aS
il I 28 5,83 (M yall A yussaly hag ol saS 3.2 Ao yu e o ladl (O Gl sl Jaaial
Yo11.38 Aty Ly Lusiall 5 080)
0o e Joaniall adill (p Gy i oa plaall Gl ol yaall s jiaall 4y pJaill A ol IS (e Lo Lutiall 5080 o8 -2
ksl &l yaally 45yl elld 5 4liall LA ((2006)ASABE 35 sl éidlgind Jame JMA e JS JDA
473 ¢15.77 <11.32 Jrzas (Z‘H_Lﬂj o 5l beM dalise 3as 935U 5 & yalda 30N 'EJ.Lﬂ\) doe il 3 jaall ¢l 3 -3
e Jbal) & pad) Jandl i i) el 008 6,91 4,72 3,71 3.56 Y 3.2 e Sipal Aoy sla 1 %115.77
e e 28583 ¢5.69 «4.43 4.36 N 3.2 Ge djall e pusdy 3 %81.54 <77.63 38.27 «35.98 Jass
o>l QO & el s ) e s

8 o sie e Lo oa el (O G yaall 5 liall il pad) Joadil da U0 508l 5 1oV de e sl 4
Aol i A e L e a5 4, i) 8D

ol et e sl sl Sl oY) A yuy 4y il Ao il Aa gliall o pall datie Anlisey il DA (e -5
Dhall g Coniall il yaall SLaal o Zlall il jaally Eupall dlee o0y Canliall ) pall jlaal ¢Kay Ml
258 50 IS il g g o1 8 Al ool camy B 3l AV e 8eliS ey ) el Jualil s ALl

7354


http://www.ag.auburn.edu/auxiliary/nsdl/scasc/Proceedings/1996/Khalilian.pdf

