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4- Stiff carcass tyre

5- Soil compaction profile sensor
6- Soil bin



IYAY Jol Jlumows o) o Lo ¥ ol (55,9l Glbwl.o LYgS Y

S5 g5 9 1 S 5l s oo 5 Set ole o
Ol A oy ST JUE S5 )3 (o099 (o
£ 5,98 595815 Sta¥ S 28 lailel ploxl (ol
ol zols .Wsges edlawl (Goodyear 18.4 R38 Dyna) Lo,
Moo me (JBwbgdhS VY an ¥Y oL jLusd ilidl b &S ol
YOIV o W 1 Senlins ,Us Ltalsdl b g sl A b S
e Ladl b oo GIFEITA B Sz 51 (550 s shS
TN i a1y (oled o S ol yiol38l a8 adly y
U wled gdaw o Seoliod )b Lislial b asdls po amd o ials
5L 9oL ylié Lalsl (Raper et al., 1995) Wb o yiol38l YA
9 SewY (A LS @ aw (RN el 93 o (Sualt
Coml a3 paio SiwY 5550 S005 0 & 05 6 SB
X)) S b ,lis aw 5L (Reaves and Cooper, 1960)
5 Jo> 9 by Gdle youe L OB 5 (JWly oS 5o 5 Y-
SLs (3t 5 St 3l a1 i oS0 o Ji
o 6yl ine 55l ol HLid jslie ol L s b
Gos o=l tle pgme Slus il 8l Ly (Jg il SaY il
S Gos > SB bgyse (adls ke (piz w2 b (o Gl
400,50, re calizee sla ol jLid o e Sl Ve U
(Eliasson, 2005; Botta et al., 2009)
5 Jox g ais adlid gl 3 Coue cuieS b S 2,8
el g @l (o sy Joo slagudle 5 ol 4syje J&
Ol > SipsliS @l sl S b S ol gl sl
il e S s VY e 5 g oS o ol s
2 Ve M) JSwl oS VAY ol jlis piSlas > SV oyl

S el (p 59 LS DOYY) (5askS OF/Y )b g (20 i
JLdd g5k jlade 51 s g gy 05 plol Baiod 5l um )
5328 3 b e ol 1 s g | S S, 3

sl il glo Y > S 38l Canglie yasls

W yg, 9 3190
ot S b S 3l 5L g 5k b e glate 4
2 Gos 5 o2 el SB (53,8 b Ly Jelse (S
LS oSy gl 00y SE 50 53 (adslojl S
8 pglie (go55 5 S5 Lgysee Lasli il 05 plogl o ludS
T b ey 4 S e ) e b 4V SK
(35 o] S (53,8 Ly 55 ojlil S Sy 5 53908
S So jlaie el slys (Sharifi et al., 2007) wsas
2 (o ) JSC3) (18R, 22.5XL) (Michelin) JLsl, coeuw

Oy 8wy dyg0 e O HLid SO S ol e (ly
2D 02,8 slaay GRS (S b w\)sl L« 5)5 ol 9
53ih oS 88 e e (5 e I S e
95 Do 3 9V 3l pdi) pgPee i sl 1 (36 S
Aol oS pte il £ Ges B Wlg 0 ob e S
SLs (Sopid p SawY Hlis g bl alise wluS 5 51wy
Py 33 b me Linli 8l el ol jLis ioliel as ol ol
2 eSS g ods SB maw (05 0 SB gl waase
Smith and Dickson, 1990; Ansorge and ) 5b SLs s
A0 e 51 6% @aios s (Godwin, 2007 and 2008
J&wl;?u YA 5Y\=' AR .DL) )L».B 4w g u)}u}LS ¥ 9\”' AR
SOl ekl L S U Sy SB o S Sopis )
Ny iyt 3 dcalllae 3,50 (600/55- 26.5) ' 5, 5 Sz¥
Py phalS el ol jlud ymals a s o gl wls .cd S
S asc e § A5 ol g LEals 85l jebo 4y dduan (g palls
Orzzen gl W) (Siuly S )l 40l Hlis Ity oS
Py 3= Sy e B S oL Hlid wi g 5L o2 a8 Dl L
{McDonald et al., 1996) 1l
5 SaiwY oL ,Lid ggemme Joleo WL S prej polos )Lt
Cowl (SiwY Fya ol yeSTy oy Saw codeS HLad
Gos U o (35,55 (cg) oto w5U ((Plackett, 1984)
bl o JS 550 )l i b g )0 o (8L VD (o)
oyl ptee Jole SO (gy50 HL 05 o dpulne Sy
1520 5 ol o (Sle o )8 Ges U SB bes  (Sopuid
McPhee, ) 33,5 o i 555515 o 039 b 595515 S5 s
SLE (Sopib p S ol jlid Sl 6,5 wlidss )5 (2004
ceeloly ,lis il as asmsl g a8 )5, 4 b ialesl )
gaw (035 SB gl ogase p > @)l gne JlH
Smith and Dickson, ) .5)ls SB ses )3 (5565 5l 500 S
zdaw 93 51 .(1990; Ansorge and Godwin, 2007 and 2008
YOIY 5 WYY (Seoliod )L 93 9 JISwly o LS IYF 4 Y oL jliss

S g SoY 3 [LES w5 (S KD s 0 ) (5 oS

1- Trelleborg



| SR SWICHPX o PR STV, P PR PRy LIPS PR RV PR |

SV 5l 5558 93 L JygiSl b oo 5l Slialejl (¥ JS2)
PSS Ly (e dw 0) Si¥ 2l L8 (s 0 13)
Il 5l dualio (gl 085 plogl (Bolad MelS' 2 )b I
A ol Sy 905

el )5 () JS3) S5 S35 ¢ e 55 0] S
23S Eyo 1 S (Bl (95 9 b 02038 S (5 Jsbo
231 305 b gy it Gl g 05 (5 Sojll Sz 5l s
sle adose coin Jolds Sus cpl ob ol SawY Jl bs
Shin (59) 2 45 392 g5 oyl 4 02D e () S8 (ol 058
g e (Blo ¥O o ) Bes 5 04035 el (S5 L3 Sy
(Sharifi et al., 2007)

VYYY) (s 9k VIR 5 (p )59 kS PYY) (90 oS #IY (sl
amye gl 2 89 YY) JUaly ol YYF 0L jLid a5 (p 55k
Ve0) Jwl oS VYF g (@20 gl 2 S5 V7) JISly 5l OYF
Sgbite bulyd ) eaijls A1 o olol p (@ye @l 3 B9
b o)k 9y 2 2l &g 0AI)1)8 Ay S 5 3)lg 5L
anly g to s Ve Cagby 3 S 13,5 ol Sw¥ Jols
P =258 sk S JlhS dw s A5 dng SIS e )b
PR oS (53,08 & (g5lue Juolsh @ (e Jobo
A5 3bo) 398 o S )b g3 il o g 0 Hlid dw b sl asla

(G) cor St 5 (Cul)) SB (55,8 Er00 S =Y JSS
Fig.1. Soil compaction profile sensor (right) and stiff tyre (left)
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Fig.2. Track lines created by stiff tyre at three inflation pressures and load of 6.3 kN
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Tablel- Analysis of variance of the effect of load and inflation pressure of tyre on the rut width and depth, and CI
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Table 2- Analysis of variance of the effect of tyre load and inflation pressure on the horizontal force
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Table 3- Mean comparison of rut width, rut depth and cone index at different depths at different tyre loads and infation pressures
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(MPa) (MPa) (MPa) (MPa)
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Table 4- Mean comparison of horizontal force values at different tyre load and inflation pressures
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Table 5- Comparison of interaction effects of load and inflation pressure on the mean of rut width, rut depth and CI at
different depths of soil
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Table 6- Comparision of interaction effects of load and inflation pressure on the mean of horizental force values at
different depths of soil
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