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M. Petrenko, T. Marchenko, V. Nosulenko 
Choosing a form of adaptive ripper working ground 

In article are considered the problem of damage to soil tillage tools working bodies and reduce the 
destruction of the structure-aggregate state of the soil. To minimize damage to soil the proposed technical 
solution adaptive ripper, the influence of the geometry of working groups on indicators of quality of ground and 
damage its structure. 
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