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Abstract

In tillage systems, accurate predicting of the forces acting on the blade is of prime importance to enhance their
productivity. The soil, tool, and operational parameters have been shown experimentally a great effect on draft of
tillage tools. Several ways can be used to determine the performance of tillage tools. These are field experiments,
soil bin experiments, mathematical models and numerical models. Although experimental studies provide
valuable information, they are expensive, time-consuming, and limited to certain cutting speeds and depths. On
the other hand, the devel opments of mathematical models and numerical methods have shown great potential in
analyzing the factors affecting soil-tool interaction. Under this study, Sohne's mathematical model was selected,
simulated using Visual Basic and validated. Results indicated modelwasable to predict draft for simple tillage
tools with an accuracy of 86% 95%, and 85% for rake angle, tool depth, and tool speed, respectively.
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Introduction

Egyptian agriculture is considered as one of the
most intensive in the world where tillage process is of
prime importance. There are about 6.5 million
hectares of cropping areamust be cultivated each year.
This means turning an estimated mass of about 6500
million Mgr of soil when the depth of soil cultivation
will be 100 mm (Rosa, 1997).The most popular plow
used by Egyptian farmers is the chisel plow which is
considered a simple tillage tool. The factors affecting
forces required for tillage operation include type of
soil, rake angle, forward speed, depth, width of cut,
soil density and others as reported by many studies
(Ismail, 2002; and Abu-Hamdeh and Reeder, 2003).
Mouazen and Ramon (2002) reported that draft of
tillage tools reflects the soil physical conditions and
the degree of soil compaction. For unique soil type,
plowing speed and tool design, draft varies with bulk
density, moisture content and plowing depth. Field
experiments are needed to determine draft of tractor-
implement combination. This is time consuming and
generaly is complex and expensive work. Numerous
research works have shown that simulation models are
an efficient alternative for experimental work. Models
could be a good tool to participate in resource
management in scientific applications (Graves et d.,
2002).There arefour criteriathat can be used to select
the preferable model. Theseare: prediction precision,
model simplicity, evenness of parameter estimates
and sensitivity of results to change in parameter
(Hesse and Keuper, 2001). In spite of these criteria
are granted the suitable selection of a model for
specific case, a model to evaluate the draft force of
farm implements with good accuracy is often
complicated (Amara et al., 2013). Kheiralla et al.
(2004) formulated polynomial draft models from
orthogonal regression analyses based on linear and
quadratic functions of travel speed and tillage depth.
Mathematical solutions of soil-tool interaction based

on empirical and semi-empirical models may be of
help to tool for designers and researchers in the field
of tillage implements (Sohne; 1956; Gebresenbet;
1989 and Karmakar, 2005).Different empirical
models developed by statistical analysis topredict the
required draft of tillage implements are available in
literature (Rashidi et al., 2013.). Draft models could
be also developed by dimensional analysis (M oeenifar
et a., 2014) or by fuzzy table look-up scheme
(Mohammadi et al., 2012). Therefore, the objective of
this study was tochoose, develop, test and validate a
model to predict draft of simple tillage tools such as
chisel plows.

Materials and M ethods

Model Selection

After studying the various models available in the
literatures, it was decided to choose Sohne's model as
it is the most suitable model for the simple tillage tool
similar to the chisel plow. Amathematical analysis of
this model is presented. Sohne's classified the forces
resulting from soil-tillage tool interactions into four
forces. These were interface, soil strength,
acceleration, and gravitational forces. The interface
forces are expressed in terms of adhesion and soil
metal friction angle. In soil mechanic applications, it
is not possible to differentiate between friction and
adhesion force. Therefore, the following model has
been proposed to include adhesion force (Gill and
Vanden Berg, 1968).

F=A,C, + N tany ¢))

The soil strength component is expressed using
cohesion and soil internal friction angle. The cohesion
force is the force required to overcome the internal
force of the soil at the shear failure surface to break
the soil slice off. When the tool exerts force, and
compresses the soil, a failure surface makes an angle
(B) from the horizontal. The angle could be calculated
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from Mohr’s circle diagram for the principal stresses
at soil failure using the following equation:
B=(90-4¢)/2 )

When force exerted by the tool exceeds the
cohesion force, the soil sliceiscut off. The magnitude
of these forces depends on soil conditions and the type
of soil failure. Soil cohesion strength and the internal
friction angle were expressed by Coulomb, (1776) in
reference to soil shear strength using following
equation:

T=C+otang 3)

The acceleration force is due to the soil mass being
constrained to move over the tool surface, and has
been expressed by using Newton's Second Low of
Motion as the following (Sohne, 1956):

B 4 Vo2 sind 4
- ® sin(8 + B) )

The gravitational force is due to the weight of soil
and may be calculated from the volume of the sail.
Thevolume of the soil depended on the tool width and
the surface area that may support by the tool. It could
be expressed using the following equation.

W=vybA, (5)

Draft of Soil-Tool I nteraction

Figure 1 shows the free body diagram of a segment of
soil asit reacts to the advancing tillage tool.
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Table 1. List of symbols used under this study.

Figure (1): Free body diagram of soil-tool reaction
forces (after Sohne, 1956, cited in Gill
and Vandenber g, 1968).

By summing forces resulting from soil-tillage tool
interactions in the horizontal and vertical directions,
and equating them to zero, the following equation was
obtained to predict the draft for simple tillage tools
(Rowe and Barnes, 1961).

w CA, +B
D=—+——
Z Z(sinfB+ pcosf)
CaAO 6
+Z(sin6 + W cos ) ®)

The tool surface and failure plane areas were
calculated from the geometry of free body diagram for
soil-share reactions forces using the following
equations:

Ay = b d/(sin) 7
Li+ L,
A, =bd" [Lo + T] (8)
Roza, (1997) concluded that the adhesion

increased from 0.6 to 8.3 kPa when the soil moisture
and soil bulk density increased from 11% and 1.3
Mg/m® to 19% and 1.49 Mg/m?3, respectively. They
also added that there is no appreciable changes in the
interface friction angle as the increasing in sail
moisture and soil bulk density for the same soil. The
interface friction angle range ranged from 23.8° to
24°, Therefore, the pervious equations for determining
the draft force of tillage tools have been modified to
be as the following:

_W+ CA,+B
"~ Z ' Z(sinB+ pcosB)

D €)

Sym. Definition

Sym.

Definition

Ao tool surface area, (m2)
A area of forward shear failure surface,
(m?
B soil acceleration force, (N)
b tool width, (m)

C Soil cohesion strength, (kPa)

Ca soil adhesion strength, (kN)
D draft force, (N)

d tool depth, (m), and
d* d {[sin(8+B)]/sin B}, m
dv/dt = acceleration of soil mass, (m/s2)

F frictional force tangent to the sliding
surface, (N)

P dxTan(d), (m)
m mass of soil moved, (kg)

N normal force to the sliding surface, (N)

to average time a particle of soil engaged
by the toal, (s)

\% soil velocity (uniform within the mass),
(m/sec)

Vo  tool speed, (m/sec)
W  Weight of sail, (kg)

Z cosé — p'sind  cosP — usinf
sindé + u' cosd  sinf + pu cosP
B angle of the forward failure surface,
(deg.)
d rake angel, (deg.)
o normal stress, (kPa).
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F normal force on the forward failure

surface, (N)
Fo normal load on theinclined plane, (N)
K soil cutting resistance, (N/cm?)

Lo tool length, (m)
Li d{[cos(s+p)]/sinB} , (M)

T shear strength, (kPa),

internal friction angle, (deg.)

interface friction angle

soil bulk density, (Kg/m3)

coefficient of external friction angel, no
units

coefficient of internal friction angel, no
units

X €6

=

Devolving the M odel Using Visual Basic

Under this study, Visual Basicwas used as a
computer programing langue to develop a model
based on Sohne's model for simple tillage tool.The
effect of soil-tool interaction on predicting draft of
tillage tools was investigated. The model is an
interactive program where the user is prompt to enter
his relevant input data for the model. A set of screens,
object buttons, scroll bars, and menus which available
at Visual programming were used to design the form.
The objects can be positioned on a form, and their
behaviors are described through the use of a scripting
language associated with each one.

Procedur es of Building the M odel

The structure of building the model consisted of
interrelated screens and tasks arranged in alogical
and easily understandable in order to form an
integrated and complete unit as showed in Figures (2
and 3). All variables used to calculate the draft were
defined using the Visual Basic language. The
procedural code that performs actual data processing
tasks is most often created in program units called
function procedures. After creating the procedures and
functions, the equations that link the variables are
written in a logical and correct order. Equations from
mathematical analysis of Sohne's model were used to
calculate the draft of tillage tools. The following two
figures show the screenshots of the input and output
interfaces of the program for prediction the draft.

Verifying the Model

Implementing a test program involves three basic
steps desk-checking and debugging and running real -
experimental datato make sure that the program works

(Bol and Mohamed, 1997).These three steps must be
conducted to make sure that is realistic works and it’s
free of errors.Data of soil physical and mechanical
properties (from tri-axial tests) which used to test the
model were taken from the results obtained by Afify,
(1999) and from the results obtained by Roza, (1997)
for clay-loam soil.Model also tested using real data in
terms of soil and tool parameters affecting on
draft. These data were obtained under soil bin condition
for clay-loam soil (Afify, 1999).

Validating the M odel

Once any model is built, it must be validated
before use (Brown, 2005). To correctly validate a
model, the actual system is tested over the range of
values that the model will be used to predict. If
acceptable agreement between the test data and the
model is obtained that means, the model is validated.
Results from previous studies in terms of the factors
affecting on draft indicated that draft of different
tillage tools varies with variations in soil conditions,
tool design and operational parameters. Therefore,
under this study three parameters were used as
variable factors influenced on draft of tillage tools.
These were tool rake angle (index of tool design), and
both tool depth and tool speed (index of the
operational tool). Data of draft of tillage tools which
obtained from the model were validated by comparing
them with results of real experiments which chosen
from available in literatures (Akbarina et al., 2014;
Ibrahmi et al., 2014; Ucgul et al., 2014; Shahgholi et
al, 2019; Aboukarima, A.M, 2007; Al-Hamed et al.,
2014; and Tong et a., 2006). The validation was
carried out using an appropriate statistical method
(SPSS Statistical Software).
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Figure (2): Screenshot of the input interface of the program for predicting the draft force.
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Figure (3): Screenshot of the output interface of the program for

Results and Discussion

Modéd verifying of draft with respect to the tool
rake angle

A multi-regression analysis was performed to
make a comparison between the draft from the model
and with the draft from experimental results obtained
by Zhang, (2018), Ibrahmi, (2014), and Fielke (1988).
Data in Table 2 show the results of draft force from
the model and from experimental results. It can be
seen that, as expected the draft force increased with an
increase in the tool rake angle for the three
experiments and consequently, for the model. Figure
4 shows the relation between measured and predicted
draft at different values of tool rake angles using the
data from three real experiments. It showed that the
predicted draft resulted in an agreement with
measured draft with a correlation coefficient of 0.86
as a power function. Analysis of variance was
performed for measured and predicted draft in relation
to tool rake angle. It showed that there is a significant
difference between both measured and predicted draft
forces with tool rake angle. Results of the least
significant difference (LSD) test indicated that there
were significant differences on the measured and
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predicting the draft force.

predicted draft force for the values of tool rake angles
of (10°, 15°, 25°, 60°, and 75°).

Effect of tool rake angle on the predicted draft
force

Figure 5 shows the effect of tool rake angle on
predicted draft force using data of three rea
experiments conducted by Zhang, (2018), Ibrahmi,
(2014), and Fielke (1988). It showed that the increase
in tool rake angle caused increasing in predicted draft
force for the three experiments. The highest values of
predicted draft force were obtained with the results
from Zhang and Fielke under various tool rake angle.
However, the lowest values of predicted draft under
different tool rake angles were obtained from Ibrahmi
data. The change in tool rake angle from 30° to 60°
caused an increase in predicted draft force by 48%,
49%, and 49% at 300, 350, and 400 mm tool tillage
depths, respectively. Theseresultsare similar to those
obtained by Gebresenbet, (1995), and Tong and
Moayad, (2006).

Table 2. Results of draft force from the model and from experimental results with respect to tool rake angle.
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Exp. Zhang, (2018) | brahmi, (2014) Fielke, (1988)
Rake angle M easured Predicted M easured Predicted Measured  Predicted
(deg) (N) (N) (N) (N) (N) (N)
10 440* 330 85* 64 510 350
15 570* 390 126* 85 500 415
25 680* 470 211* 94 560 578
30 974 554 260 100 640* 660
45 853 727 380 163 750 949
60 1016 1033 585 230 810* 835
75 1112 1150 920 484 915 945

Equation Y = 145.09 e%0018X

R? 0.85

Y =-0.004 X?>+ 6.5 X -
1961
0.99 0.95

Y = 0.0004 X2 + 0.05 X + 64.5

*Data calculated by SPSS software.
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Figure (4): Relative the measured and predicted draft at different tool rake angles using experimental results.
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Figure (5): Effect of tool rake angle on predicted draft force using three experimental results.
Model verifying of draft with respect to the tool operating depth

Datain Table 3 show the results of draft force from
the model and from experimental results. It can be
seen that, as expected the draft force increased with an
increase in the tool operating depth for the three
experiments and consequently, for the model. Figure
6 shows the relation between measured and predicted
draft at different tool operating depths. It clear that the
predicted draft showed an agreement with measured
draft with a correlation coefficient of R? = 95% as a

power function. Analysis of variance was performed
for measured and predicted draft in relation to tool
operating depths. It showed that there is no significant
difference between both measured and predicted draft
forces with tool operating depths. Results of the least
significant difference (LSD) test indicated that thereis
no significant difference on the measured and
predicted draft force with respect to tool operating
depth.

Annalsof Agric. Sci., Moshtohor, Vol. 57 (2) 2020
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Table 3. Results of draft force from the model and from experimental results with respect to tool operating depth

Experiments Akbarina, (2014) Ibrahmi, (2014) Fielke, (1988)
Tool depth M easured Predicted M easured Predicted M easured Predicted
(mm) (N) (N) (N) (N) (N) (N)
150 1010 762 600 523 190 197
200 1500 1060 610 560 350 415
250 1900 1325 700 600 590 697
300 2300 2023 750 630 900 908
Equation Y=-0.0008 X2+3.15X-958.8 Y=0.011X2-111X+34149 Y=0.011X2-11.2X+3414.9
R? 0.99 0.97 0.99

* Data calculated by SPSS software.

Effect of tool operating depth on the predicted
draft force

Figure 7 shows the effect of tool operating depth
on predicted draft using results of Akbarina (2014),
Ibrahmi (2014) and Fielke (2014). It showed that the
increasing in tool operating depth caused an increase
in the predicted draft force obtained from the model.
The highest values of predicted draft force were
obtained with the results of Akbarinaat variouslevels

of tool operating depths. However, there were no
appreciable change in the predicted draft force with
the results from Ibrahmi and Fielke. The increase in
tool operating depth from 150 mm to 300 mm resulted
in increasing of predicted draft force by 56%, 17%,
and 78% for Akbarina, Ibrahmi, and Fielke,
respectively. These results may be attributed to the
variation on soil physical conditions, the degree of soil
compaction, tool geometry, tool travel speed and tool
width (M ouazen and Ramon, 2002).
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Figure (6): Relative the measured and predicted draft at different tool operating depths.
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Figure (7): Effect of tool operating depth on predicted draft force using various experimental results.
Model verifying of draft with respect to the tool operating speed

Datain Table 4 show the results of draft force from
the model and from experimental results under

different tool speeds. It can be seen that, as expected
the draft force increased with an increase in the tool
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operating depth for the three experiments and
consequently, for the model. Figure 8 shows the
relation between measured and predicted draft at
different tool operating speeds. It shown that the
predicted draft showed an agreement with measured
draft with a correlation coefficient of R? = 86% as
linear function. Analysis of variance was performed
for measured and predicted draft in relation to tool
operating speeds. It showed that there is no significant

difference between both measured and predicted draft
forces with respect to tool operating. Results of the
least significant difference (LSD) test indicated that
there were a significant differences on the measured
draft force for the values of operating speeds of (0.75,
1.1, and 3.3 m/s.). However, there is no significant
difference from LSD test on the predicted draft force
with respect to tool operating speed.

Table 4. Results of draft force from the model and from experimental results with respect to tool operating speeds.

Experiments Akbarina, (2014) M oeenifar, (2014) Ucgul, (2014)
Tool speed M easured Predicted M easured M easured Predicted
(m/s) (N) (N) (N) (N) (N)
0.75 381* 480 459 342 329* 190
11 558* 667 513* 380 375 220
15 762 910 580 400 390* 235
17 863 1155 600 450 443* 280
2.2 1117+ 1275 777* 476 475 300
3.0 1390 1400 856* 520 511* 328
3.3 1676* 1480 993* 580 559 350
i - 2
Equation Y= -o.ooc2)2>7< . 206X -y = 287.94In(X) - 1419.4 Y = 0.1864X 1192
R? 0.98 0.96 0.99

* Data calculated by SPSS software.

Effect of tool operating speed on the predicted
draft force

Figure 9 shows the effect of tool operating speed
on predicted draft using the results of Akbarina
(2014), Moeenifar (2014), and Ucgul (2014). It
showed that the increasing in tool operating speed
caused an increase in the predicted draft force
obtained from the model. The highest values of
predicted draft force were obtained with the results of
Akbarinaat various levels of tool operating speeds.

However, the middle and lowest val ues were resulted
from the results from Moeenifar and Ucgul,
respectively. The increase in tool operating speed
from 0.75 m/s. to 3.3 m/s. caused increasing in
predicted draft force by 67%, 41%, and 46% for
Akbarina, Moeenifar, and Ucgul, respectively. These
results may be attributed to the variation on soil
physical conditions, the degree of soil compaction,
tool geometry, tool operating depth and tool width
(Mouazen and Ramon, 2002).
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Figure (8): Relative the measured and predicted draft at different tool operating speeds.
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Figure (9): Effect of tool operating speed on predicted draft force using various experimental results.

Conclusion

In this study, simulation model of soil-tool
interaction was carried out based on Sohne's model
using Visual Basic. Results showed that the model
could predict the draft of simple tillage tools, i.e.,
chisel plows. This predication could be done at
varying operating and soil conditions. The model was
validated using real data under different tool rake
angles, tool operating depths and tool operating
speeds. Good correlations, almost 90%, were obtained
between the predicted draft from the model and
measured draft from experimental data. Predicted
draft force of tillage tools increased with the
increasing in rake angles, tool depths, and tool speeds.
Also, results obtained from the model could be used
by those interested in modern soil tillage systems to
make the appropriate decision regarding determining
the draft force required for tillage equipment.

References

Abd El Wahed, M. A. (2007). Draft models of chisel
plow based on simulation using artificial neural
networks. Misr J. Agr. Eng., 24(1): 42-61.

Abu-Hamdeh, N.H. and R.C. Reeder (2003). A
nonlinear 3D finite element analysis of the soil
forces acting on a disk plow. Soil and Tillage
Research74:115-124.

Afify, M.T. (1999). Development of a combined
tillage planting machine for row crops. Ph.D.
Thesis. Agronomy and Agri. Eng. Department.
College of Agriculture at Moshtohor, Zagazig
University (Benha Branch).

Akbarnia, A, A. Mohammadi, F. Farhani and R.
Alimardani (2014). Simulation of draft force of
winged share tillage tool using artificial neural
network model. Agric. Eng. Int. CIGR Journal.
16(4):1-10.

Al-Hamed, S, M. Wahby, A. Aboukarima and K.
Ahmed (2014). Development of a computer
program using visual basic for predicting
performance parameters of tillage implements.
Misr J. Ag. Eng., 31 (3): 1157 — 1190.

Amara, M., |I. Guedioura, and M. A. Feddal (2013).
Experimental model to estimate draft force for
moldboard ploughs; incorporating effects of
plough geometric. Int. J. Adv. Agric. Res., 1:27-
36.

Ayadi, |, H. Bentaher and A. Maalgj, (2014). Soil-
blade orientation effect on tillage forces
determined by 3D finite element models. Spanish
Journal of Agricultural Research. 12(4): 941-951.

Bol, M. B. and H. I. Mohamed (1997). A
mathematical algorithm for farm machinery
selection. College of Agriculture, Upper Nile
University, Khartoum, Sudan.

Brown, D. P. (2005). Artificial intelligence for
creation of rapid low cost models and simulations.
Defense Acquisition University, Technology and
Engineering Department.

Coulomb, C.A. (1776) Sur une application des regles
maximis et minimis a quelques problems de
statique, relatives a 1’architecture. Acad Sci Paris
Mem Math Phys 7:343-382.

Fielke, JM. (1988). The influence of the geometry
of chisel plough share wings on tillage forces
in sandy loam soil. Dept. of Civil and
Agricultural Engineering  University  of
Melbourne. Master of Engineering.

Gebresenbet, G. (1989). Measurement and prediction
of forces on plow bodies. Measurement of forces
and soil dynamic parameters. Proceedings of the
11th International Congress on Agricultural
Engineering, vol.3, pp. 1539-1546.

Gill W.R, and V. Brge (1968). Assessment of the
dynamic Properties of soils. Chapter 3 in soil
dynamics in tillage and traction. Agriculture
Handbook No. 316, pp. 55-116.Washington,
D.C.:U.S. Government Printing Office.

Graves, A. R., T. Hess, R. B. Matthews, W. Stephens,
and T. Middleton (2002). Crop simulation models
as tools in computer laboratory and classroom-
based education. J. Nat. ResourceLife Sci. Edu.,
31:48-54.

Hesse, H. and G. Keuper (2001). Mass flow-control
on hydraulically driven disc spreaders.
Transactions of the ASAE, 47(5): 1389 — 1404.



Modeling the Effect of Soil-Tool Interaction on Draft Force Using Visual Basic ........ -2-

Ismail, K. H. M. (2002). Statistical treatment of disk
tool datafor predicting soil draft, Misr J. Ag. Eng.
19(2): 455-466.

Karmakar, S. (2005). Numerical modeling of soil flow
and pressure distribution on a simple tillage tool
using computational fluid dynamics. A Thesis.
Doctor of Philosophy in the Department of
Agricultural  and Bioresource Engineering,
University of Saskatchewan.

Kheiralla, F.A., A. Yahia, M. Zohadie and W. Ishak
(2004). Modelling of power and energy
reguirements for tillage implements operating on
Serdang sandy clay loam, Malaysia. Soil and
Tillage Research, 78: 21-34.

Moeenifar, A., S. R. Mousavi-Seyedi, D. Kaantari
(2014). Influence of tillage depth, penetration
angle and forward speed on the soil/thin-blade
interaction force. Agricultural  Engineering
International: The CIGR Journal, 161: 69-74.

Mohammadi A., R.Alimardani, A. Akbarnia, and
A. Akram (2012). Modeling of draft force
variation in awinged share tillage tool using fuzzy
table look-up scheme. December, 2012 Agric.
Eng. Int. CIGR Journal, 14(4):262-268.

Mouazen, A. M., R. Herman, and De B. Josse (2003).
Modeling compaction from on-line measurement
of soil properties and sensor draft. Precision
Agriculture, 4 (2): 203-212.

Mouazen, A.M. and H. Ramon (2002). A numerical-
statistical hybrid modeling scheme for evaluation
of draft requirements of a subsoiler cutting asandy
loam soil, as affected by moisture content, bulk
density and depth. Soil & Tillage Res., 63 (3-4):
155-165.

Rashidi, M., H. F. Lehmdi, M. S. Beni, M.
Malekshahi, and S. T.I. Namin (2013). Prediction
of disc harrow draft force based on soil moisture
content, tillage depth and forward speed. Middle
East Journal of Scientific Research, 15(2):260-
265.

Rosa, U. A. (1997). Performance of narrow tillage
tools with inertial and strain rate effects.
Ph.D.Thesis. Department Agricultura  and
Bioresource  Engineering.  University  of
Saskatchewan. Canada.

Row, R. J., and K. K. Barns (1961). Influence of speed
on elements of draft of a simple tillage tool.
Transactions of the ASAE, 4(1), 55:57.

Shahgholi, G., N. Kanyawi and d. Kalantari(2019).
M odeling the effects of narrow blade geometry on
soil failure draught and vertical forces using
discrete element method. Research Article. YYU
TAR BIL DERG, 29(1): 24-33.

Sohne, W. (1956). Some principles of soil mechanics
as applied to agricultural engineering. Grundlagen
der Landteckink 7:11-27 (NIAE Translation 53).

Tong, J. and B. Z. Moayad (2006). Effects of rake
angle of chisel plow on soil cutting factors and
power requirements: A computer simulation. Soil
& Tillage Res., 88 (1-2): 55-64.

Ucgul, M, J. Fielke and C. Saunders (2014). 3D DEM
tillage simulation: Validation of ahysteretic spring
(plastic) contact model for a sweep tool operating
in a cohesionless soil. Soil & Tillage Research
144:220-227.

Zhang, L, Z. Cai, L. Wang, R. Zhang and H. Liu
(2018). Coupled Eulerian-Varangian finite
element method for simulating soil-tool
interaction. Science Direct journal.

sy JNgmed aladials Uil 53 e pbudly A1 o Jo Lall 4805 omiad
Lo daala — il del 3l A — 4y gl g de ) 3 ?L.J\@m e_‘j_f,w*“ P\ u.u).‘w*
T G933 e e L Talasdl e dluse LySs *oheie pl¢ dama

Lpllall 2Bt oy oo L9812, L) i 21! Alae 0 g el § e 301 €T yn Bty s Al 2oyl 0 ) aliiliaslg a8 i
6500 gomiy 5 AS 5] aay ey ale IS Lailyo w2 Zee 3l aladl (o 58 Ogale 6.5 Jls> 3529) el 6,391 Auel 3l cililaall §lo 2ylae Lael,2¥
S Laolyld Jie) ookl azad Bysaall 5Ll ol olS el | 7 3Las ISy Auinl, Il 7 3Lesdl (Rosa, 1997) dadd we 100 &yl Gas 03550 Loctie 230l (50 ko Cr3le
£1T e 155 G Jalgall paay dulys (e pumtasy Slisks Lidy 5yatudy 2ale Lel W) Lasd il 5363 et o0 0,01 2l Baslie of ulisell lelgan syt
zaln plisia] e dazad @l oLl z3lay @byl dedmall e detad &) sl 23kl @il elas cylal ady  Jiaddll Blacly cile yuS Ailyzll ciluae
ol I3 Jlcdlay @l claal o181 oliad &) doelaly 2000 o Jeland! e 355 &1 dalgadl (e LS alageinls dalms § 808 il J¥) sl
Bl 7 3bas plageial e 3azey gl el o &dl,zel) &gllall aBUATL Aalazl) cilaglall 48,00 callas U0 &l Jlma § Jlll cadgll § Atpuzell dcl 300 elas
zigei] ailyill A (o 3azall 2lliSy Hlasls pshaiy sLas) sa Awbhullsda e Budl old 1) &l Slaal Lgllall A8Ual jpuasd e 3oy 2uasS
B z 3gaidl il &5)laasg. Visual Basic gabip plaseruly ylazdl doylell o Aacud) Bzl Slaal will 894, 342l Sohne's Model | ity s8lxs
A0 Bl e (§ Aozl Ael 3l laty naiedl 4y cpdiana ooF oS z3sail) 0] LeS %90 ] (had @80y pluzeieadl] 7 dgaidl 2uodho cpedal L e Baalall

Ayl Slaal gllall il 598 ity 3laty Lad cwlill H1al 3lssy

Annalsof Agric. Sci., Moshtohor, Vol. 57 (2) 2020



