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Design of Tire-Attached Cage Wheels for Wetland Use
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Fig. 1 Penetration resistance in profile
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Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of Cage Wheel mechanism.
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Fig. 3 Curve fitting for tractive coefficient  Fig. 4 Curve fitting for tractive efficiency
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Fig. 5 Tractive coefficient at a lug pitch Fig. 6 Tractive efficiency at a lug pitch
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