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Abstract

The fullsized drawbar pull test is carried out in Yeog-gol area to find out the effect of
test vehicle's trafficability with the variation of density and water content at the weath-
ered granite soils and water content at the clayey soils.

According to the results, it is found that the behavior of optimmum drawbar pull is effec-
ted not only by water content but also by density. This paper showed the method of deter-
mination of optimum points at a curve of drawbar pull varying with the conditons of soils.
And it also showed the optimum drawbar pull coefficlent and optimum slip varying with
the density of the weathered granite soils.

2 X

FAEHEANNSP) 2] A me} dhpv] 295, A EANHML) S Fpn] Wl A A
AeFe] FAA Tl v AlE d S olobiy) 9], A E FHE QBA M AEar 9 7
AHAH S A sk

Alddzzie], 39408752 ] Balelel Axo ¥ =4 o3-S g oot}
$qY, 2 el Az Aukabelel whebd wWale AJAHAES HAAH A S Akl o,
st el UEd BE HAAA} HeHe Fahadok

Keywords : Optimum drawbar pull behavior, Trafficability, Weathered granite soils,

Clayey soils, Density, Water content

L ME 4 A F7IAIL] dA, =gl e
g, AEE AR Sl dad AR
Aol Mz el d AN dAEA] B 2 oly) oste] HaYa|glom alake] Fay

*

4814, YRE T LRATA AN T Ay
: A8y, AP 712D TE AN ey

45, &Pt w8 pas

o YRY, Qg n Tale £BFe ay

*

*
w

R A TR A3E 125



HrHg kA alvt, zevh felveldi e A
A7IA a7l Ee] 2 AR o) Fv)E
of e]Esle] ZAH7|AE izt sle dAe]
37, Ajgkadeel weba oW FHR/e] A7
E Fdsiel A(FHA wgd), FUH AA-
1A 8] AgdsH(FEAH HrhE oA ¢l
ek A7 A9 Gl Aol

AWt Es} 3 el A Fal sl AeFy
b 2 ukabe ol wpebad ZhabaE F8Y 7
2zh g e e, o] & dolr ] fls B
Fryddelre Adx WilE 3esA
o3 ekl waA}7r$-(simulated rainfall)2 =l
vke] el g WstA|F|HA 7 Asfe] T4
=2 9371 23k 71903 4§ (drawbar
pultslip) A& A& ¢dcH Moore, 1989).
refut P el s A e} @gn) W)
7t ol ExpaFe] T A G v = S A
Ao Z ofelR7] sl Aln FAHFL HF
Ao 3}pFFFEAHEP)NME Hre) §
Tl E ey, HAEXHML) M= ’_{]’—T—
B T-Z WSS o o] F A utellA] Al
&l AP AEH(SD20 EXA, 2548, SAHA

s g uf] @2 ofo] =}k o] %7} =juke} A
el we} 2 EAR-C J maleke] ¢
o]2]gk oA S-S AukE FHEsw ‘3lt
A 5o} A utaley of 3t ql AFF ztg-of o&]
Aspe o] ofA F3
el A=A 4~ qic)

A AEa 9l WEATFA Al HH 3=
2] °““‘°ﬂ*1 WA Fle Az EH 2 WS}

g %6 FEFoE AdEa, FEH
HZE oA F=rxw)t A=t vF]E 3
AT AT, 24 Ao AT AL
5 A 2]g 7o) eigx]al “Fal# "(tractive
effort, F)eo] A|ubel] 7la| 2], o] gl 2]&) 7|
Hto] s =], o] o] gl HellA] LAFH
Hgkzd g HHale] 13 I8 “mdEy”
(soil thrust, H)oj2} g} oleidt =tg-3 wt
2hg-9] el o8 Sy Exled e g
Fo| =3 FA| A2 of-&3} ok Yong, 1984).

F=H=[rda=b| (c+atang)(1-e*ax (1)

AZA b: WA P
c: &2 AR

F A FAEE Btk aelar o] Ay A o FAHEY
g AubEehy P A A ste] Al A ¢ W Feraz}
o] FAlFE Hrsia} gl 7, : Aekgay
g A= He],
2. X|gh-0| S =Xt 2| MFEE 07 i =¥
= K@ #e] saA
x: A7 A2 22 Ree] A
dutd o g u|EAEZ(okx|)of|A] z}egFo]
- #5F
Ty /
] b 2epg-#]
Sprogket T, 4y R—
S <R -
B¢ AL 5 4 3,2 1 =4k A] 87
b
T —d o
=" Asha
243y —Pp

a3

126 134 $2W - 1997H 4 H

At —olF A=At AEatgel A AAIES



od7| 2] &% (slip, )& A(2)2} o] =lak
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