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ABSTRACT

The article defines the influence of the traction resistance of the machine-tractor unit working tool on the weight
distribution of the tractor along the running system axles. Depending on the type of field work, the resistance
force of tools aggregated with a tractor has a different value, accordingly, the tractor has a different weight
distribution along the axles and, thus, different ground pressure. An increase in pressure on the soil leads to
additional costs for tillage, and in the future to a decrease in agricultural production efficiency. The article
presents a mathematical model for determining the reactions of the soil, and, accordingly, the pressure of
tractor engines on the ground, depending on the structural parameters of the tractor, its adequacy estimation,
and an example of calculating the weight distribution along the tractor axles.

PE3IOME

Y cmammi eu3Ha4eHO ennue msz2o8020 oropy poboyozo 3Haps00ss MawUHHO-MPaKmMopHO20 azpeaamy Ha
po3nodin eazu mpakmopa no ocsim xo008oi cucmemu. Y 3anexHocmi 6id 8udy rnosibogux pobim, cuna onopy
3Hapsdb, WO aspesamyombCs i3 MPaKmMopoM Mae pidHe 3Ha4YeHHsl, a 8i0rnosiOHO | mpakmop Mae pi3Hull
p03r100in 8azu Mo ocsiM ma 8i0roe8iOHO Pi3HUL MUCK Ha rpyHm. 36ibWeEHHS MUCKY Ha rpyHmM rnpu3gsooums 00
0odamkoesux sumpam Ha 06pobimok rpyHmy, a y nodanbwomy i 00 3MeHWeHHsT echekmusHocmi agpapHO20
supobHuymea. Y pobomi npedcmaeneHa mamemamu4Ha Modesnb Ors 8U3HAYEHHS peakuil rpyHmy, a
8i0M0BIOHO | MUCKy mpaKkmopHUX pywiie Ha rpyHmM 8 3asiexxHocmi 6i0 KOHCMPYKUiUHUX rnapamempis
mpakmopa, ouyiHeHa Ii adekgeamHicmb, npueedeHull npuknad po3paxyHKy po3nodiny eazu Mo OCAM
mpakmopa.

INTRODUCTION

During fieldwork, tractor wheels interact with the fertile soil layer. As a result of the force interaction,
the phenomena of soil deformation and compaction are observed (Golub et al, 2021; Mileusnic et al, 2022).
Therefore, biological processes in the soil are disrupted (Keller et al, 2022), which leads to a decrease in field
crop yields (Nawaz et al, 2012; Mueller et al., 2010).

Taking into account the existing trends towards increasing the productivity of machine-tractor units, as
a result of an increase in the traction force and weight of tractors, there is an increase in the negative impact
of running systems on the ground (Keller et al, 2019; Mileusnic et al, 2022). In this regard, the problem of
minimizing soil compaction is relevant for agricultural production.

The problem of soil compaction is one of the key ones for tractor developers. One of the most effective
ways to solve the problem of reducing pressure on the ground is to increase the contact area of running
systems with the ground, through the use of double wheels, specially designed tires and specially designed
structures of running systems (Keller et al, 2004; Shaheb et al, 2021; Molari et al, 2012).

To ensure the implementation of tractor traction power, it is necessary to provide a certain coupling
weight in the contact area of running systems with the ground (Golub et al, 2017). An increase in the resistance
of aggregates and tools that are aggregated with the tractor leads to a decrease in pressure on the ground of
the front wheels and an increase in pressure on the ground of the rear wheels, which is especially noticeable
when working with mounted working machines (Bauer et al, 2022).

It is well known that the most common weight distribution of tractors is as follows: classic row wheel
tractor — 60% on the rear axle and 40% on the front axle; articulated frame tractor — 55% on the front axle and
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45% on the rear axle; crawler tractor — 60% on the front and 40% on the rear axle. Regardless of the weight
distribution of the wheeled tractor along the axles, the ground pressure of the front axle is 10-15% greater than
that of the rear axle. The crawler tractor presses on the ground with the front part at a pressure that is 30%
greater than the pressure of the tractor rear part.

In the results of field studies regarding ground pressure on wheeled running systems (Ardvidson and
Keller, 2014), it is noted that the John Deere tractor on paired wheels in a static state creates pressure at a
depth of 15 cm — 150 kPa for the front axle and 145 kPa for the rear; and at a depth of 30 cm — 80 kPa for the
front axle and 70 kPa for the rear. However, in this paper there are no dependences of pressure on the soil,
taking into account the resistance of tillage or other tools.

Experimental studies of changes in the soil response from changes in the traction load on the hook of
a wheeled tractor (Polcar et al, 2017) showed that with the traction resistance of the working tool in the range
from 55 kPa to 70 kPa, there is a decrease in the pressure on the ground of the front axle and an increase in
the pressure of the rear axle by an amount of 6 to 8 %. Similar results of pressure redistribution between the
axles of wheeled running systems in the presence of traction load from a working machine are noted in studies
(Patil, 2015; Rencin et al, 2017). Analysis of completed studies (Polcar et al, 2017, Patil, 2015; Rencin et al,
2017) allows concluding that if there is a traction resistance of a working machine on the tractor hook, the front
axle of the tractor is unloaded and the load of the rear axle increases.

Studies of the pressure distribution of crawler running systems of modern tractors (Keller et al, 2002;
Arvidsson et al, 2011; Ardvidson and Keller, 2014) have shown that in the presence of traction load on the
hook in comparison with static load, the load is redistributed, while the front support rollers are unloaded and
the load increases in the area of the running systems rear part. The authors (Keller et al, 2002; Arvidsson et
al, 2011) noted that after appropriate ballasting of the tractor and reducing the height of the working machine
attachment point, the maximum vertical load in the tractor rear part was reduced and, accordingly, increased
in the front.

The presented research results for different tractors give an idea of the general trends in weight
redistribution between the axles and allow stating that the existing traction resistance of the working machine
causes a redistribution of tractor weight between the axles. To ensure uniform pressure on the ground and
ensure the implementation of engine traction power, the tractor must have an appropriate weight distribution
in the contact area of the running systems with the ground under dynamic load during field work. Taking into
account the design features of tractors and a variety of working machines, the correct acquisition of machine
and tractor units is a rather complex practical task that requires experimental research, taking into account the
work in a certain agrotechnological environment.

Polcar et al. obtained a dependence for determining the change in soil response from changes in the
load on the tractor hook (Polcar et al, 2017). At the same time, the authors took into account the placement of
vectors of tractor traction forces at wheels point of contact with the ground. Since the ground load distribution
model is based on the sum of the moments of forces relative to the wheel point of contact with the ground, this
arrangement of the traction force vectors excludes their influence on the ground and, in addition, the force
applied at the wheel point of contact with the ground cannot be the driving force (Golub et al, 2017).

Wang and Zoerb, (1989), considers the change in axle load during tractor movement. The obtained
dependences indicate that the load on the tractor axle depends on the horizontal traction on the hook, the
distance of the hook from the rear axle, the height of the hook placement, and the wheelbase of the tractor.
The authors obtained a dependence for determining the weight of the tractor front part when driving with a

load:

D.y D.x
Wp =Wsp ——=——~

Where W — weight of the tractor front part when driving with a load, kg; Wsrg — weight of the tractor front part
without load, kg; D — traction force on the tractor hook, N; y — distance from hook to wheel axis, m; X — hook
height above the surface, m; B — tractor wheelbase, m.

From this relationship, it follows that the weight of the tractor front part decreases under the influence
of the traction force on the tractor hook. The reduction in the weight of the tractor front part depends
proportionally on the coordinates of the hook placement and inversely on the size of the wheelbase.

Kumar et al, (2013), presents a study of changes in the sliding coefficient of the drive wheel depending
on the unit speed, the angle of the working bodies’ position and the processing depth. The most significant
influence on the tractor traction properties was exerted by the processing depth and the angle of the working
bodies’ position, in contrast to the movement speed. The authors also use a dependency to determine the
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weight of the tractor rear axle when driving with a load:

Wp =Ws+P 2
Where Wp — weight of the tractor rear part when driving with a load, kg; Ws — weight of the tractor rear part
without load, kg; P — thrust force on the hook, N; H — hook height above the surface, m; X — tractor wheelbase,
m. From this connection, it also follows that the increase in the weight of the tractor rear part is directly
proportional to the height of the hook placement above the surface and inversely proportional to the tractor
wheelbase size.

The above dependencies do not take into account the influence on the weight distribution of the tractor
along the axles of the application angle of the working machine resistance force, the radii of the tractor wheels,
besides, the tractor traction force vector is applied at the contact point of the wheels with the ground (Wang
and Zoerb, 1989; Kumar et al, 2013). Also, these dependencies do not take into account the weight of the
tractor ballast.

The performed analysis gives an understanding that during operation, the traction resistance of the
working machine leads to a redistribution of the tractor weight along the axles of the running systems. Existing
dependencies partially take into account the redistribution of tractor weight, but do not fully take into account
the design features of the tractor and the effect of forces that occur during its movement. Therefore, the
development of refined dependencies for determining tractor weight distribution along the axles of the running
system, depending on the traction resistance of the working machine, is an important scientific task.

The purpose of this work is to obtain dependencies for determining tractor weight redistribution, taking
into account the action of the working machine resistance forces during field work and the design parameters
of the tractor, which will be suitable for determining the weight of the tractor front ballast.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Determination of the dependence that connects the redistribution of tractor weight and traction
resistance on the hook during fieldwork was performed based on the power analysis of the machine-tractor
unit, taking into account tractor design features and the resistance force angle of the action.

To check the adequacy of the obtained dependence of the tractor weight redistribution on the action
of traction resistance on the hook, a comparison of experimental and theoretical data on the effect of the front
load weight on the maximum traction force that the tractor can develop on the hook was performed. The John
Deere 7130 wheeled tractor was chosen for experimental research, the main design parameters of which are
shown in table 1.

Table 1
Main design parameters of the John Deere 7130 tractor
Indicator John Deere 7130
Weight, N 47,000
Wheelbase, m 2.7
Distance from the front wheel axis to the tractor weight application point, m 1.832
Front wheel radius, m 0.6
Rear wheel radius, m 0.9
Distance from the rear wheel axis to the hook, m 11
Hook installation height, m 04

During the research, the tractor was placed on a flat horizontal plane and fixed to prevent horizontal
movement. Fixing from horizontal movement was carried out by means of a connecting link, which was rigidly
fixed at one end, and attached to the load cell with the other, which was attached to the tractor hook. The
connecting link together with the load cell formed the angle of action of the resistance force to moving the
tractor. The load cell on the tractor hook measured the resistance to movement that occurred under the traction
force action. The maximum traction force on the tractor hook was recorded at the moment when the load from
the tractor weight on the front axle was absent and the wheels of the front axle were torn off from the support
surface.

When performing experimental studies, the weight of the front ballast load was changed from 0 to 4
kN in increments of 0.5 kN. When applying the torque to the tractor wheels, the separation moment of the front
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axle from the horizontal surface and the value of the traction resistance indicator on the load cell were
simultaneously recorded. For each value of the ballast load weight, the maximum traction resistance was
measured in threefold repetition. The equipment that was used during the research is shown in Fig. 1.

c
Fig. 1 - Equipment used in conducting experimental studies

a — tractor with front load; b — change in the weight of the front load; c — traction load locking system;

d — sensor with cables for measuring traction load

When moving evenly from the tractor side, the following factors affect the ground: the weight of the
tractor G, the weight of the front GrL and rear GgL load, the resistance of the tool Ftr, the traction on the front
Frr and rear Frg wheel. This scheme was supplemented with countermeasures from the soil to the front Rr
and rear Rp axles. The design diagram of the tractor used during the research is shown in Fig. 2.
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Fig. 2 - Calculation scheme of a wheeled tractor

G - tractor total weight, kN; Ggr, GgL — weight of the front and rear loads, kN, respectively; | — distance between tractor wheel axles
(tractor base), m; | — distance from the front wheel axis to the tractor weight application point, m; lg, — distance from the front wheel
axis to front load center of gravity, m; Ig| — distance from the rear wheel axis to rear load center of gravity, m; I, I's — radius of the
tractor front and rear wheels, respectively, m; |y — distance from the rear wheel axis to the hook, m;
hi — hook installation height, m; Rg, Rg — reaction at the tractor front and rear wheels contact point with the ground, kN;

F+r, F1s — traction force on the tractor front and rear wheels, respectively, kN; Ftr — resistance force of the tillage tool, kN;

o — resistance force action angle, rad.

When performing theoretical calculations, the values of the tractor parameters were taken in
accordance with those at which experimental studies were performed (Table 1).

RESULTS
By reducing the action of the tractor weight and loads G = Gy, + Gr + Gg + G, t0 one point and taking
into account the distance from the front wheel axis to the application point of the tractor weight Ir, based on
the moments from the action of the tractor components weight Gp, (lg, + lp) + Gplp = Gg(I — lg) + G (g, + L — IF)
we will get:
_ Gl=Gprlp+GgL(lgr+1)

lF - GrL+Gr+Gp+Gp, (1)
In the absence of rear, front, and both loads, this distance will be:
1B — SBL=GrLlrL, F _ Gpl+GpL(lpLtD) | jBF — _GBl
F— &~ -~ -0 r= —F—V— 3l = (2

GFL+GF+GB’ Gr+Gp+Gp, Gr+Gp

Where Gf, Gg — part of the tractor weight transmitted to the front and rear axles of the tractor, kN.

From Fig. 2, the sum of the moments of forces acting on the MTA relative to the wheels points of
contact with the ground will be:
Ty = Rgl — Glp + Frprp + Frprg — Frghycosa — Frp(ly + Dsina = 0 3
Tg = —Rpl + G(l — lg) + Frpre + Frgrg — Frrhycosa — Frglysina = 0 4)
Where:
Tr, Tg — the total moment of forces acting on the MTA relative to the front and rear wheels contact point

with the ground, respectively, kN m.
The distribution of the traction forces of the front and rear wheels is determined according to the

distribution of the tractor weight between the front and rear axles by the expressions: F; = %FT = krrFy and
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Frg = GG—BFT = ko5 Fr, and taking that the total traction force of the tractor as F; = Frzcosa, the soil reactions to the

rear and front axles will have the value:

RB = [Glp - kTpFTRTFCOSOJ - kTBFTRTBCOSOJ + FTRhHCOSCZ + FTR(IH + l)Sina’]l_l; (5)
-1,

RF = [G(l - lp) + kTpFTRTFCOSOJ + kTBFTRrBCOSa - FTRhHCOSCZ - FTRlHSina] (6)

or:
RB = [Glp - FTR((’ICTFTF + kTBTB - hH)COSCZ - (lH + l)Slna)]l_l, (7)
RF = [G(l - lp) + FTR((kTFT'F + kTBTB - hH)COSCZ - lHSina)]l_l, (8)

Where Ktr, kT8 — coefficients of distribution of the tractor total weight between the front and rear axles,
respectively, rel. un.
For a crawler tractor that is driven only from the rear axle, using the reaction equations for the wheeled
tractor (7) and (8), the soil reaction equations for the front and rear of the crawler tractor will look like:
Rp = [Glg — Frp((rc — hy)cosa — (Iy + Dsina)|I71; 9)
Re =[G = lp) + Frr((rc — hy)cosa — lysina)|l72, (10)
Where r¢ — radius of the rear drive sprocket of the tractor track, m.

At critical action angles of the drag force (a« = 0° and a = 90°) and different conditions of mutual
placement of the hook relative to the wheels, the ground reactions to the front and rear axles will have the
values shown in table 2.

Table 2
Values of soil reactions to the front and rear axles of the tractor with the same radii of the front and rear wheels
(re=re=rw)
a=0°rw=hn a=0°rw>hy
l l rw—h
@:G%; @:G%—MRWIH,
-1 -1 n h
Rp=G—— Ry = G —— + Frg ————
l l l
a=0°rw<hy o.=90°, rw = hy; rw > hy; rw < hy
l hy —n l Iy +1
RB:GTF—FFTR%; RBZGTF+FTRHT;
-1 hy — 1 -1 l
Rp =G lF_FTR Hl = szGTF— TRTH

From the above formulas, it is possible to draw several conclusions: at zero action angle of the
resistance force on the tractor hook, the pressure forces of the wheels on the ground do not depend on the
resistance force on the tractor hook, but depend only on the distribution of the tractor weight between the
axles; if the tractor hook is installed above the wheel axles, then with an increase in the resistance force on
the tractor hook, the pressure force of the front wheels on the ground decreases (the tractor can turn around
the rear axle), and the pressure force of the rear wheels increases; if the tractor hook is installed below the
wheel axles, then when the drag force on the tractor hook increases, the pressure force of the front wheels on
the ground, on the contrary, increases, and the pressure force of the rear wheels decreases.

To check the obtained dependences (7 and 8) by conducting experimental studies, from the reaction
equation of the front wheels, in the absence of a rear load, it is necessary to determine the conditions under
which the pressure of the front wheels on the ground will be absent (R = 0):

Re =[G = 1p) + Frg((krere + krprs — hy)cosa — lysina)|I~t = 0. 9)

Therefore, the value of the resistance force at which this condition will be met is:
6= 1) (G, + Gp + G + Ggy) (l _ GBl—GFLlFL+GBL(lBL+l))

F. _ _ GrL+Gr+Gp+Gpl,
TR — . - .
(krpre + kegrg — hy)cosa — lysina (krpre + kpgrg — hy)cosa — lysina

_ _ GrLl+GFl+Gpl+GpLl-Gpl+GrLlrpL—GpL(pL+D) _  (GrL+Gr)l+GrLlrL—GaLlBL
(krprp+krprg—hyg)cosa—lysina (krprr+krgrg—hy)cosa—lysina

(10)

The drag forces at which the pressure of the front wheels on the ground will be absent in the absence

of rear, front and both loads, respectively, will be:
B _ (GrL+GR)I+GFLIFL L pF Grl-GpllpL . BF _ GFl
FTR__ : !FTR__ i » 'TR — 7 i
(krprE+krgrp—hy)cosa—lygsina (krprEp+krgrp—hy)cosa—lysina (krrrEp+krprp—hy)cosa—lysina

(11
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To check the adequacy of the obtained theoretical dependence (10), a comparison of theoretical and
experimental data was performed. As a result of comparative studies, experimental and calculated graphical
dependences of the effect of the front ballast load weight on the value of traction resistance on the tractor hook
were obtained (Fig. 3).

Studies have shown that when the front ballast weight of the tractor changes in the range from 0 to
4kN, the maximum traction force of the tractor increases by 34.8 %. It should be noted a proportional increase
in the maximum traction force with an increase in the mass of the ballast load. The index of determination of
the calculated values and experimental data of changes in the traction force on the hook from changes in the
weight of the front ballast load is calculated according to the method of Dospehov, (1985) and is n? = 0.74.

The specified value of the index of determination allows asserting the adequacy of the obtained
calculated dependence (10) on experimental data, and also allows recommending the obtained models (7)
and (8) for modeling the influence of tractor traction resistance on the weight redistribution between the axles

of running systems when performing machine and tractor units of field work.
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Fig. 3 - Dependence of the traction resistance of the tractor hook on the weight of the front ballast load

Expressions (7) and (8) were used to calculate the dependence of soil reactions (or ground pressure
forces) on the front and rear axles as a function of the drag force action angle for the John Deere 7130 tractor
when working with a Lemken five-body plow with a resistance of 30,000 N. The weight distribution of the tractor
was as follows: the front axle was 15,118 N, the rear axle was 31,882 N. The calculation results are shown in
Fig. 4.

Analysis of Fig 4 shows that the addition of a front load weighing 4 kN with a traction resistance of the
working machine of 30 kN leads to a decrease in the load on the rear axle by 4.8% and an increase in the load
on the front axle — by 29.7% with zero value of the resistance force action angle of the working machine. An
increase in the resistance force action angle of the working machine from 0 to 15 degrees with the specified
traction resistance leads to an increase in the load of the rear axle by 19.2% and a decrease in the load of the
front axle — by 11.9%. Adding a 4 kg front load with a drag force angle of 15 degrees, reduces the load on the
rear axle by 3.9% and increases the load on the front axle by 37.7%.
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Fig. 4 - Dependence of soil reactions (or ground pressure forces) on the front and rear axles depending on the
drag force action angle in the presence of a front load weighing 4 kN and without it

Expressions (9) and (10) were used to calculate the dependence of soil reactions (or ground pressure

forces) on the front and rear axles as a function of the drag force action angle for the Challenger MT 845C
crawler tractor when working with a Lemken seven-body mounted plow with a resistance of 45,000.
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The weight distribution of the tractor was as follows: the front axle was 113,865 N, the rear axle was
75,904 N. The wheelbase of the tractor was 3 m, the radius of the front and rear sprockets was 0.47 m and

0.775 m. The calculation results are shown in Fig. 5 and 6.
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Fig. 5 - Dependence of soil reactions (or ground pressure forces) on the front and rear of the crawler tractor,
depending on the drag force action angle and the height of the plow connection

Analysis of the obtained dependencies shown in Fig. 5 demonstrates that for a crawler tractor, when
the connection height of the working machine increases, there is an increase in the load on the track rear part
and unloading of the track front part. With a traction resistance of the working machine of 45 kN and an angle
of action of resistance forces of 0 deg., an increase in the connection height of the working machine from 0.4
to 0.9 m, there is an increase in the load on the rear of the track by 10.9% and unloading by 6.2% of the front
of the track. An increase in the drag force action angle of the working machine from 0 to 15 degrees at the
specified traction resistance leads to an increase in the load on the rear part of the track by 19.7% and a
decrease in the load on the front part of the track by 1.6%. At the same time, there is a slight decrease in the
influence of the attachment height of the working machine on the load change. Thus, when the resistance
angle of the working machine is 15 degrees, increasing the mounting height from 0.4 to 0.9 m leads to an 8.8%
increase in the load on the rear of the track and unloading by 6.1% of the front of the track.

The dependencies shown in Fig. 6 demonstrate the influence of the working machine resistance angle
and the height of its connection on the change in the ratio between the load on the front and rear axles of the
Challenger MT 845C crawler tractor. The analysis of the obtained dependencies allows stating that by
increasing the height of the working machine connection with a traction resistance of 45 kN, it is possible to
reduce the ratio between loads between the front and rear axles in the range from 13.2% to 15.43%. It should
be noted that a higher value of reducing the ratio corresponds to the resistance force action angle of the
working machine at 0 degrees. With an increase in the working machine resistance angle, there is a decrease
in the ratio between the loads on the front and rear axles. Thus, an increase in the action angle of the working
machine resistance from 0 to 15 at the connection height of the working machine 0.4 m leads to a decrease in
the ratio between the loads on the front and rear axles by 17.71%, and by 15.54% at the connection height of
0.9 m. In general, the analysis shows that by increasing the connection height and the action angle of the
working machine resistance force, it is possible to reduce the ratio between the loads on the axles from 1.75
to 1.25 rel. units. The results show that due to the change in the connection height of the working machine, it
is possible to slightly change the weight balance between the front and rear parts of the track, and by changing
the action angle of the working unit resistance, it is possible to significantly load the rear part of the track.

Taking into account the trends in the development of modern crawler tractors, which have a sufficiently
large power and a specific weight distribution between the front and rear of the track, manufacturers should
develop recommendations in advance on how and with what working units of their machines can work to
reduce the negative impact on the soil. To load the crawler tractor, it was chosen a swing mounted unit with a
resistance of 45 kN, but it was not possible to ensure the same weight distribution between the front and rear
parts of the track when working with it. As a rule, powerful tracked vehicles work with wide-range trailed or
semi-trailed working units. However, when working with such units, the connection height and the action angle
of the working machine resistance either do not change, or change in a rather insignificant range.
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Fig. 6 - Dependence of the load ratio on the front and rear axles depending on the action angle
of the resistance force and the height of the plow connection

The obtained dependencies give an understanding of the redistribution of weight between the tractor
axles when performing technological operations, allow modeling the influence of structural and technological
parameters of machine and tractor units on the distribution of weight between the axles of running systems,
predict the further impact of running systems on the fertile soil layer and achieve minimum sliding values of
running systems due to the redistribution of tractor weight.

The obtained research results allow checking the efficiency of completing tractors with a working
machine, as well as checking the effectiveness of design solutions in the development of new tractors at the
design stage.

Further development of the obtained dependencies application will be aimed at solving the consistency
issues of the design and parameters of the working machine and tractor to ensure minimal negative impact on
the soil. When conducting further research, it is advisable to improve the obtained mathematical model by
finding out the influence of the agrotechnological environment properties and driving modes on the weight
distribution of the tractor. Also, based on the obtained data, it is advisable to implement an automatic control
system for the weight distribution of the tractor when performing technological operations.

CONCLUSIONS

v" According to the research, the weight distribution of the tractor along the running system axles is
established depending on the action angle of the working machine resistance force and its traction resistance.
The obtained mathematical model allows, based on the height of the trailer hook installation, the action angle
of the working machine resistance force, tractor wheelbase, ballast load mass, the distribution of the tractor
weight in a static position, the traction resistance of the working machine, determining the weight distribution
of the tractor along the running system axles. The obtained dependence makes it possible to simulate the
influence of these factors on the contact load in the running systems contact zone with the soil to minimize the
harmful impact on it.

v" Modeling of the effect of the front ballast load value on the traction force showed that an increase in
the front ballast load by 8.5% of the weight of a wheeled tractor leads to an increase by 34.8% of the maximum
possible traction force on the tractor hook.

v It was established that for a wheeled tractor with a working machine traction resistance of 30 kN, the
presence of a front load weighing 4 kN leads to a decrease in the load on the rear axle by 4.8% and an increase
in the load on the front axle by 29.7%. An increase in the action angle of the working machine drag force from
0 to 15 degrees with a traction resistance of 30 kN leads to an increase in the load of the rear axle by 19.2%
and a decrease in the load of the front axle by 11.9%. The obtained results make it possible to adjust the
machine and tractor unit during field work in order to reduce the negative impact of running systems on the
soil.

v' The results of research on the weight distribution of a tracked tractor showed that the use of a
mounted tillage tool with a traction resistance of 45kN, as well as design settings, do not allow equalizing the
weight distribution between the front and rear parts of the track. According to the simulation performed, when
the connection height of the working machine changes from 0.4 to 0.9 m, the load on the rear part of the track
increases by 10.88% and the front part of the track is unloaded by 6.2%. By increasing the action angle of the
working machine drag force from 0 to 15 degrees, it is possible to increase the load of the track rear part by
19.6% and reduce the load of the track front part by 1.6%. Increasing the connection height of the working
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machine allows balancing the weight between the front and rear of the track. By changing the action angle of
the working unit resistance, one can significantly load the track rear part. Analysis of the weight distribution of
a tracked tractor indicates the need at the design stage to coordinate its power with the parameters of the
working machines with which it will work.
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