Agricultural Engineering (Moscow), 2022; 24(2): 13-20 FARM MACHINERY AND TECHNOLOGIES

OPUTI'MHAJIBHAS CTATBS
YIK 631.356:005.6
DOI: 10.26897/2687-1149-2022-2-13-20

PASPABOTKA METOAUKN PAHXXWPOBAHUA MOKA3ATENEWU KAYECTBA
KAPTO®EJIEYBOPOYHbIX KOMBAUHOB

JIEOHOB OJIEI' AJIBEEPTOBHY", 0-p mexn. nayk, npogeccop
oaleonov@rgau-msha.ru™; https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8469-8052; Scopus Autor ID: 57209748174; Researcher ID: ABC-5873-2020

HIKAPYBA HUHA 7 KOPOBHA, 0-p mexn. nayk, npogeccop
shkaruba@rgau-msha.ru; https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2770-8442; Scopus Author ID: 57210255441; Researcher ID: AAT-1852-2020

bOI'OJIKb0BA IAPbA AJIEKCAH/TPOBHA, accucmenm
bogolyubova@rgau-msha.ru

Poccuiickuii rocynapctBennslit arpapusiii yausepcuter — MCXA umenu K.A. Tumupssesa; 127434, Poccuiickas denepanus,
. Mocksa, yn. Tumupszesckas, 49

AnHoTtanusi. O0ure peKkoOMEHIAINH POU3BOIUTENCH OTHOCATCS, KaK PaBHIIO, K BEIOOpPY KapTodeseyOopouHbIX
KOMOaifHOB 110 AKCIUTYyaTallIOHHBIM M KOHCTPYKTHBHBIM XapakTepucTUKaM. [1o1 9T peKOMEHANH HOIXOAAT MHOTO MapOK
1 Mozenelt kKapTodeneyoopouHbIX KOMOAHHOB Pa3IMYHBIX pon3BoanTeneil. Ha okoHuaTenbHbIN BEIOODP CEbX03MPOU3BOIUTEIS
BIIUSIIOT Pa3IMYHbIe TIOKa3aTeIN KauecTBa KapTodeneydopounoro kombaitHa. s pa3paboTKu peKOMEHIAHHA 110 BEIOOPY
KapTodeneyoopouHOro koMOaifHa He0OX0IMMO HE TOJIBKO 3HATh ATH MOKA3aTeIH, HO U YMETh PaH)XHPOBATh UX IO CTEIIEHU
BaXHOCTH. Pa3zpaborana MeTonKa, HO3BOJISIONIAs CHCTEMATH3UPOBATh U PAHKUPOBATD MOKA3aTeNM KayecTBa KapTodeney0opodHbIX
KoMOaiiHOB. B pesynbrare anpobanuu pa3paboTaHHON METOAMKU cOOpaHbl JaHHbIe 20 CelbX03IPON3BOAUTENEH U MMOCTPOCHA
nmuarpamma [lapero rmokasareneii kauecTBa, BIMSIONIMX Ha BEIOOP KapTodeneyoopoyHbix kombaitHoB. ABC-aHanu3 no3poui
BBIABUTH HanOoJee BAYKHBIE IS OTPEOUTENS TIOKa3aTel KadecTBa KapTodeneyOoopodHbIX KoMOaitHOB. OTOOpaHHbIEC TIOKa3aTeIN
CIpYIIITUPOBAHbI B HEPApXHUYECKOE JePEeBO CBOWCTB. Pa3paboTana mikaia asisi OLlEHUBaHUSI BYKHOCTH [T0Ka3aTessl KadecTsa,
BIIMSIOIIETO Ha BRIOODP KapTodeneybopouHoro kombaiiHa. J{ist pamKupoBaHHsI 0TOOpaHHBIX IOKa3aTeIel KadecTBa MPeI0KECHO
WCIIOIb30BaTh METOJ CPABHEHUI ONAPHBIX HepapXuid. B pesynbrare npoBeeHHOTO HCCeJOBaHUs yCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO Hanboee
BECOMBIMH IIPU BBIOOpE KapTodesaeyoopouHOro KoMOaiHa sIBJISIFOTCSl SKOHOMHYECKUE NI0Ka3aTest, Jajiee — OKa3aTell KauecTBa
BBITIOJIHCHUSI TIpOIiecca YOOPKH, MeHee 3HAYMMOH SIBIISICTCS TPYIIIA OKa3aTelel SKCIUTyaTallMOHHOM Hae)KHOCTH, HE3HAYMMOMN
MOKHO CYMTATh TPYIITY ITOKa3aTeseil Mpon3BoANTEIbHOCTH KoMbaiiHa. [TomydeHHbIe B pe3yapTare paHKUpOBaHUs KO3 HUITMEHTHI
BECOMOCTH €IMHIYHBIX [IOKa3aTelei MOTyT OBITh HCIIOJIL30BAHBI 1L OLICHKH YPOBHS Ka4eCTBa KapTodeneyOopouHbIX KOMOAHHOB
10 KOMIIJIEKCHOMY TOKa3aTeN0. JTO MO3BOJIMT CEIbX03ITPOU3BOANTEII0 0O0CHOBAHHO TPUHUMATh PELICHUs O IPHOOPETCHUN
HOBBIX U MOAEP’KaHHBIX KOMOAWHOB.

KoaioueBble cioBa: kauecTBo, oKas3arelib KadecTBa, KaprodeneyOopodHblid KoMOaiiH, paH)KUPOBaHHE XapaKTEPUCTHUK,
OLICHKa BECOMOCTH SIMHUYHBIX MOKa3aTeeil.
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Abstract. General recommendations of manufacturers refer, as a rule, to the selection of potato harvesters in terms
of operational and design characteristics. Many brands and models of potato harvesters from various manufacturers are consistent
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with these recommendations. The final choice of an agricultural producer is determined by various quality indicators of a potato
harvester. To develop recommendations for selecting a potato harvester, it is necessary to know these indicators and be able
to rank them by importance. The article presents the research results related to the development and testing of a methodology
for systematizing and ranking quality indicators of potato harvesters. As a result of approbation of the developed methodology,
data were collected from 20 farm producers and a Pareto Chart of quality indicators affecting the choice of potato harvesters was
constructed. ABC-analysis helped identify the most important quality indicators of potato harvesters for the consumer. The selected
indicators were grouped to build a hierarchical tree of properties. To rank the selected quality indicators, the authors proposed
to use the method of comparing pairwise hierarchies. As a result of the study, it was found that when choosing a potato harvester,
the most significant indicators are the economic ones; they are followed by harvesting quality indicators; the group of operational
reliability indicators comes third; and finally we have the group of indicators of the harvester’s productivity. The weighting ratios
of single indicators obtained as a result of ranking can be used to assess the quality level of potato harvesters using a complex
indicator. Taking all these factors into account, agricultural producers will make an informed decision on the purchase of new

and used harvesters.

Key words: quality, quality indicator, potato harvester, ranking of characteristics, weight assessment of individual indicators.

For citation: Leonov O.A., Shkaruba N.Zh., Bogoluybova D.A. Developing a methodology for ranking quality indicators
of potato harvesters. Agricultural Engineering (Moscow), 2022; 24(2): 13-20. (In Rus.). https://doi.org/10.26897/2687-1149-2022-2-13-20.

Benenue. IloBpmmenne 3(QEKTHBHOCTH IIPOU3BOICTBA
KapTodenss BOSMOKHO ITyTeM COBEPIICHCTBOBAaHUS HamOoIee
3aTpaTHBIX COCTABJIAIOIIMX TEXHOJIOTHH IIPOM3BOACTBA M TEX-
HHYECKHX CPEICTB TI0 €€ Pealn3aliy, K KOTOPHIM OTHOCHTCS
yoopka [1]. B Poccun mpezncTaBieHbl IpakTHYIECKH BCE BHBI
TEXHUKH TS YOOPKH KapTOoQerss: KOMaTelH IS TPSMOW BBHI-
TPY3KH WM YyOOPKH B BAaJIOK, MOJENH C 3JIE€BATOPOM, OIHO-
W IBYXPSAAHBIC TIPUIICITHBIC MAIHHBL, JBYX- U YETBIPEXPSIHBIC
CaMOXOIHBIE MOJIENH ¢ OyHKEPOM HIIH C 3IE€BATOPOM, C IPSIMBIM
# OOKOBBIM TIOIOOpOM [2].

AHanmu3 COCTOSHHA OTEYECTBEHHOTO KapTO(eIeBOICTBa
TTOKa3aJl HeIOCTAaTOYHBIN 00BeM TPOU3BOACTBA CIEIHATBHON
texHukd [3]. Kpome TOTO, OTedecTBEHHas CEIbCKOXO3SH-
CTBEHHAs TEXHHKAa CUMTAETCS HEIOCTATOYHO HAIS)KHOH [4].
B Hacrosimmee BpeMs JmaepaMy MHPOBOTO PBIHKA CEIBCKO-
XO3SIICTBEHHOTO MAIIMHOCTPOCHHS SIBISIFOTCS  aMEpHKaH-
CKHE ¥ EBpOIEICKHEe NMPOM3BOIUTENH, BBITYyCKAIOIINE IIH-
POKyI0 HOMEHKJATypy cenbxo3rexHuku (John Deere, Case
New-Holland, AGGO, Claas), Ha 100 KOTOPBIX IPUXOIHT-
cst oxoi10 40% MHPOBOTO MPOU3BOJCTBA CEIHCKOXO3IHCTBEH-
HOH TEXHUKHU.

C omHO#T CTOpPOHBI, HANWYKE Ha BHYTpeHHEM phIHKe Poc-
CHH 3apyOe)KHOW TEXHWKH HEOOXOIMMO: CO3aeTCs KOHKY-
PEHINS MEKTYy OTEUECTBEHHBIMH M 3apyOCKHBIMHU ITPOU3BO-
JUTEISIMH MAIlFH, 9TO BEAET K aKTHBU3AlUK HAayIHO-TEXHH-
YECKOTO IPOrpecca 1 BHITECHEHHIO YCTAPEBIINX TEXHUIECKIX
pemeHnii 0onee HOBEIMU U d(dekTrBHEIMU. Vcnonb3oBaHme
3apyOeKHOH, KaK MpaBmIIo, Oojee HaIe)KHOW TEXHHUKH, ITOBHI-
maeT 3PPEKTUBHOCTD CEITLCKOXO3STCTBEHHOTO TIPON3BOICTRA.

C nmpyroii CTOPOHBI, PETHOHBI IIPUOOPETAIOT KPYITHEIE Tap-
THH 3apyOSIKHON TEXHUKH 0€3 MOIDKHOTO W3YYCHHS U aHAIN3a
MX KadecTBa, TEXHNYECKOTO YPOBHS, NMPUTOTHOCTH K OCOOCH-
HOCTSIM PEruoHa, 0e3 NX HMCTBITaHUH Ha MallMHOHCIIbITaTeb-
HBIX CTaHIMSX. B CBfA3M C 3THM y CembXO3MPON3BOAMTENEH
00OCHOBAaHHO BO3HHKAET IpoOIeMa BHIOOpa CeIbCKOXO3sii-
CTBEHHOW TEXHHKH.

OT mpaBUIIFHOTO BEIOOpa KapTodeneyOdopoTHOro KoMOan-
Ha U ero OecriepeOoifHONM pabOTHI 3aBHCHUT PE3YIbTaT BCEX
YCHIIHHA celbhX0o3mpomn3BonuTend. B mepnox yoopodHO# kKam-
MIaHWHU y ATOW MAIIMHBEI HE JTODKHO OBITH HM cOOEB, HU IIPO-
croeB. Pabora xoMmOaiiHa IoimkHa OBITh MAKCHMMAJIBHO YETKO
¥ HaJIe)KHO oTiakeHa [4]. Cxxarsie CpoKH yOOPKH 3aCTaBISIOT

TIPOM3BOAUTENST WU3MEHATH PETYIHUPOBKH KapTogereyoopod-
HOTO KOMOalHa 3a TIpeleNbl PallOHAIbHBIX 3HAYCHUH, YBe-
JIMYMBAs TIPY 3TOM IIOKA3aTENH ITOTEPh U TIOBPEKACHNHN KITyO-
Hell [5]. MexaHWueckie MOBPEXIEHHUS CIIOCOOCTBYIOT pas-
BUTHIO THHWJIEH, a ymmMObl KIyOHEH BBI3BIBAIOT ITOYEPHEHHUE
MSKOTH TIpH XpaHeHuH [6-8]. OOmme pexoMeHIAIny TPOH3-
BOIUTENEH OTHOCATCS, KaK IPaBHIO, K BEIOOPY KapTodemney-
OOpOYHBIX KOMOAWHOB IO SKCILTyaTallMOHHBIM M KOHCTPYK-
TUBHBIM XapakTepucTHkaM. Ilomx 3TH pekoMeHmamwu IoA-
XOIUT MHOJKECTBO MapoK M Mofenei kaprodeneyOopodHbIX
KOMOAHOB Pa3MYHBIX IMpou3BoanTeneil. Ha okoH4aTe pHbIH
BBIOODP CENBXO3MPON3BOANTENS BIHSAIOT Pa3IMUHBIC ITOKa3a-
tenu [9]. Omnpenenenre U paHmXAPOBAHUE ITUX TTOKa3aTeneit
MO3BOJIIT Pa3padOTaTh METOAWKY OIEHKH YPOBHS KadecTBa
KaproeneyOopouHbIX KOMOAIfHOB MO0 €IWHWYHBIM W HHTE-
TPaJIbHBIM TTOKa3aTeIsAM.

Ieap ucciieoBaHUA: ONPEACINTD M PAHKUPOBAThH ITOKa-
3aTeNH KauecTBa, BIISIONIIE Ha BBIOOP KapTo(eneyOopouHbIX
KOMOAfHOB CeIBbXO3MPOM3BOANTENSI HA OCHOBE pa3paboTaH-
HOHM METOZIMKH; TIPOBECTH aHAJIHN3 MOJIyIEHHBIX PE3YIIbTaTOB.

Marepuan u Metoabl. CO0p MCXOIHOW MHPOPMAIIH TIPO-
BOAWJICS ITyTE€M aHKETHPOBAHWS NMOTEHIMAIBHBIX M PEATbHBIX
notpeduteneit kaprodeneydopouHsx komdaitHoB. s otbopa
HCCIIelyeMBIX XapaKTepUCTHK HCIIONB30BaHa auarpamma Ila-
pero u ABC-anamm3. B ocHOBY pa3paboTaHHOH METOAWKH IO-
JIOKEH METOJl aHAJIN3a UEPAPXUI.

Memoouxa pansrcuposarus nokazamerneti kauecmsa. Ha iep-
BOM 3Tare BEIOOpa KapToderneyoopouHoro KoMbaitHa HeoOX0mu-
MO COTOCTaBUTh TEXHUUECKHE XapaKTEPUCTUKH MAINHEI C arpo-
HOMUYECKAMH OCOOEHHOCTSIM BO3NIEIIBIBAHMS M YOOPKH KapTo-
(e B KOHKPETHOM XO3SICTBE. YUHTHIBAIOTCS pa3Mephl TOJEH,
THITBI TIOYB, OXKAIAEMBII 00BEM ypoXKasi, CKOPOCTh YOOPKH, IITH-
PpHHA ME&XTYPAIBS U JIP.

Ha oxoHYaTenbHBIN BBIOOpP CETbXO3MPOM3BOIUTENS BIHS-
0T pa3MYHbIC ITOKa3aTeNd KauecTBa KapTo(ereyoopodHOTo
koMbOaiiHa. [y pa3paboTku peKOMEeHIAIHi 1Mo BEIOOPY Kap-
ToeneybopouHoro kombaitHa HE0OXOMUMO HE TOJNBKO 3HATH
9TH TIOKa3aTeld, HO M YMETh PAH)KHUPOBaTh WX IO CTEHECHHU
Ba)KHOCTH.

[Ipennaraemass MeToAMKa pPaHXKUPOBAHUS IOKa3aTesei
KadecTBa, BIMSIONINX Ha BBHIOOpP KapToderneyOOpOTHBIX KOM-
0alfHOB, BKITIOUAET B ceOs TpH dTata.

INeoHos O.A., LLikapy6a H.>K., Boronto6osa A.A.

1 4 Pa3paboTka MeToaukv paHxupoBaHusi nokasaTernen kayecTea kaptodeneybopoyHbix kombaiHoB
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1 stan. IToAroToBUTENBHBII:

— opmupoBanue GOKyC-TpyIIIb;

— OIIPOC PECHOHJECHTOB;

— octpoenue nuarpammel [lapero;

— BBIOOp OIIEHMBAEMbIX IOKa3aTelell KauecTBa Ha OCHO-
BaHUHU pe3yasratoB ABC-ananusa.

2 sran. COOp AaHHBIX:

— MOCTPOEHHE JIepeBa OLIEHUBAEMBIX ITOKa3aTellel Ka4ecTBa;

— pa3paboTka MIKajJbl OLCHWBAHMS BAaKHOCTH IIOKa3are-
JIel Ka4ecTBa;

— pa3paboTka aHKETHI JUIS OLIEHKH Ba)KHOCTH IIOKa3are-
JIel Ka4ecTBa;

— aHKETHPOBAHHUE.

3 sran. Crarucrtuueckast 00paboTka:

— pacueT OLIEHKH BaXKHOCTH OIICHHMBAEMBIX XapaKTEPHCTHK;

— aHaJIN3 TOyYEHHBIX PE3yJIbTaToB.

Ha mnepBoM (IIOATOTOBHTENBHOM) JTare HEOOXOAM-
MO chopMupoBaTh (GOKYC-TpYIIy ISl TPOBENCHHS OIpPO-
ca ¢ 1eiplo 0TOOpa NMPUOPHUTETHBIX IOKa3areliei KayecTsa,
BIMSIIOIIMX Ha BBIOOp KaprogesneyOOpOUHBIX KOMOANHOB.
B ¢okyc-rpynmy IOKHBI OBITH BKIIIOYEHBI KakK KPYIIHBIC,
TaKk ¥ Mayble CeJIbXO3IPOM3BONUTENN. B Hamem ciydae
onpoutensl 20 cenbxo3npousBoauTeneil. B ompocHslil muct
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FARM MACHINERY AND TECHNOLOGIES

JOJDKEH BKJIIOYAaTbCsS MAaKCHMallbHO BO3MOXHBIH — Iepe-
YeHb OILICHMBAEMbIX IIOKa3aresieii KawecTBa Kaproderney-
OOpOYHBIX KOMOalHOB. J[s cocTaBieHMs TaKoro meped-
HS MOXKHO HCIIOJNb30BaTh XapaKTEPUCTUKH, BKIIOYCHHBIC
B 'OCT 28713-2018 «MammHbl a1 yOOpKH Kaproders.
Mertonb! ucnisitanus». I1onHBIH nepedeHb, BKIOYAs pHIHOY-
HYIO LIEHY U CPEJHETOI0BbIE 3aTPaThl HA CEPBUCHOE, TEXHU-
Yeckoe 00CITy)KHBaHUE M PEMOHT, COCTaBHJII 36 MyHKTOB. Jlist
MIPOBEICHUSI ONpPOCa HCIOJIb30BaHA AaHKETa, COCTaBJICHHAs
B Google-popme.

Jdns orGopa NPHOPHUTETHBIX IIOKa3aTesled KadecTsa,
BIMSAIONIMX Ha BBIOOpP KapTogeseyOOpOoYHbIX KOoMOai-
HOB, IIeNecoo0pa3sHO HCHONB30BaTh auarpamMmy Ilapero
n ABC-ananus. Pe3ynberarel ompoca CenbXx03MpOU3BOIUTE-
JIeH, BKIIIOYEHHBIX B (OKyC-Trpymity U pacuéTHbIC 3HAUCHHMS,
HeoOXoquMBIe JuIsl TocTpoeHus nuarpammsl [lapero, npen-
CTaBJIeHbI B Tabnuie 1.

B tabnuiy 1 BKIIIOYEHBI TOJIBKO T€ ITOKA3aTeIN KauecTsa,
KOTOpBIE BBIOPAHBI IIPH OIIpOCE ABYMS U OojIee CenbXo3Ipo-
n3BoauTensaMu. M3 36 oLeHNBaeMBIX MOKa3aTeneil kauecTBa
Tonbko 20 ObuTM BeIOpaHbI aBa M Oonee pasa. [To naHHBIM,
TIpe/ICTaBICHHBIM B Tabnuie 1, moctpoena nuarpamma [lape-
To (puc. 1)
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Puc. 1. Inarpamma Ilapeto nuist moka3areseil Ka4ecTBa, BINSIOINX HA BbIOOP KapTo(desiey0opoYHBIX KOMOANHOB

Fig. 1. Pareto chart for quality indicators influencing the choice of potato harvesters

Ilo mmarpamme Ilapero, ¢ wucnoip3oBanueM ABC-ana-
7133, ONpeJIeIeHbl NOKa3aTed KauyecTBa, BIUSIONIUE HA BbI-
6op kaprodheney0opoyHOro KomMOaiHa CebXO3MPOU3BOIH-
TENeM:

rpymnma A — Hanbosnee BaKHbIE TIOKa3aTel KauecTna (TIpu-
HUMaeM Kak 60%);

rpynna B — mokasarenu kayecTBa, MMEIOLIME B CyMMe
He Oonee 30% roJoCOB OINpOILIEHHBIX CEJIbXO3MPONU3BON-
TeNeH;

rpynna C — MHOrOYMCIIEHHBIE, HO TIpH 3TOM HauMe-
Hee 3HaYMMble IT0Ka3aTeld KayecTBa, KOTOPbIE COCTABISIOT
He 6osee 10% oT 00IIero 4ncina paccMaTpuBaeMbIX ITOKa3a-
TeJeH.

Cormacao npuarpamme Ilapeto (puc. 2) B rpymmy
A u B Bonun noxkaszarenu ¢ 1 mo 12, ocransabie (¢ 13 mo 20)
OTHOCSATCSA K TpeTheil rpymme (MX B COBOKYIHOCTH BBIOpa-
i MeHee 10% ONpPOIIEHHBIX CETbXO3MPOU3BOTUTENCH), UX
B TUIbHEWIIINX MCCIIEA0BAHUIX UX MOXKHO HE pacCMaTpuBarh.

Leonov O.A., Shkaruba N.Zh., Bogoluybova D.A.
Developing a methodology for ranking quality indicators of potato harvesters
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Tabruya 1
Pe3yabTaThl 06pad0TKH JAHHBIX MEPBHYHOIO ONPOCA CEILX03MPON3BOTUTE I
Table 1
Results of processing the agricultural producers’ primary survey data
Yuci10 pecnoHIeHTOB, Cymma % % 0T CyMMBI
Ne IMoka3zaresb KauecTBa YKa3aBIIMX M0KA3aTellb | HAPACTAIOIIAM | OT CyMMBbI | HAPACTAIOLIMM HTOTOM
- Index quality Number of respondents nTorom % % of the amount
ticking the indicator | Cumulative total | of the sum (accrual basis)
P
| || prHOTHA HeHa 20 25 8,89 8,89
Market price
CpenHerogoBbie 3aTpaThl Ha CEPBHCHOE,
2 | TeXHHYeCKOe 00CTy:KHBAaHHE U PEMOHT 19 44 8,44 17,33
Average annual costs for service, maintenance and repair
v Gaii
3 )Ie.]'[-bl-lble 3Hepr03anaTm KoMOaiiHa - 19 63 8.4 25,78
Specific energy consumption of the combine
I OHeii
4 | OPPEORICHHE ICIYDHEHR 18 81 8,00 33,78
Tuber damage
v, =
5 ne.n.mu,m pacxon TOTI.]'ll/lBa 18 99 8,00 4178
Specific fuel consumption
06 0
6 | L owan napapoTka 16 115 7,11 48,89
Total operating time
1| OHeii
7 | OTePH IIYbHEH 16 131 7,11 56,00
Loss of tubers
3 Hpomm.)u.lnem,ﬂocn, 3aly (.)CI-[f)B]-IOl"O BpeMeHH 16 147 711 63.11
Productivity for 1 hour of main time
9 IHomnoTa Bl)IKalIL.IBa.HlHl KJIyOHei 16 163 7.11 7022
Completeness of digging tubers
10 Cpennee BpeMst BOCCTAHOBJICHHSI 14 177 6.22 76,44

Average recovery time

Oé111ee YNCI0 0TKA30B
1 Total number of failures 14 191 6,22 82,67

Cpennsisi paéouyasi CKOpOCTh

12 12 203 5,33 88,00
Average working speed ’ ’

3 | Hapatorka ia otkcas 7 210 3,11 91,11
Non-failure operating time

14 HMCToTa BOpoOXa KJIyOHeil 6 216 2,67 93,78
Cleanliness of a tuber heap

15 KoanuectBo oécnymnnammero nepcoHajia 3 219 133 95.11
Number of service personnel

16 I1youna xona nomcanbmsilmmux p.aﬁotm.x OpraHoB 3 7 133 96,44
Stroke depth of undercutting working units

17 Ynoﬁch.so M 0€30MacHOCTh Oﬁt‘tﬂy)KHBaHHﬂ ) 224 0.89 97.33
Convenience and safety of service

18 Be3onacHocTh paoThl ) 226 0.89 98.22
Work safety

19 BPeMﬂ TOATOTOBKH MaI]I-l/IHLl K paﬁoT.e ) 28 0.89 99.11
Time to prepare the machine for operation

20 | YA0OcTBO ypasienus 2 230 0,89 100,00
Ease of operating

225 100,00

Ha »sTane cOopa maHHBIX JUIs IPOBEJCHUS UCCICIOBAaHUI  3Tare, paclpeessifoTcs B 4 TpynIibsl, 1 UM NPUCBaWBAIOTCS
HEOOXOANMO TMOCTPOUTH AEPEBO OIEHUBAEMBIX IOKa3aTelell  COOTBETCTBYMOLIME MHIEKCH (puc. 2). Takol momxox mo3Bo-
KadecTBa KaprogeseybopouHoro komOaiHa, IEpeUHCIICHHBIX  JINT 00JNerdyuTh 00paboTKy COOpaHHBIX JaHHBIX NPH Jailb-
B Tabiuie 1. [Tokazarenn xauecTBa, OTOOpaHHBIC HAa NIEPBOM  HEHIIeM paH)KUPOBAHWU ITOKa3aTeliel KadecTna.

INeoHos O.A., LLikapy6a H.>K., Boronto6osa A.A.
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Al. ITosiHOTA BBIKANBIBAHUS
_— KJIyOHeii, %

Al. Completeness of digging tubers, %

A. IToka3zaTem KauyecTBa

__| BbINOJIHEHHs Iponecca yOOpKH
A. Quality parameters of harvesting

A2. Tlotepu kay6Heii, %
A2. Tuber loss, %

A3. lloBpexaenne kiayoHeii, %
A3. Damaged tubers, %

B1. Puoinounasi uena, MJin pyo.
B1. Market price, RUR min.

— KavecTBa

B. DxonomMuuecKkune noKazareu

b. Economic indicators of quality

b2. Cpenneroosbie 3aTpaThl
Ha cepBucHoe, TO u peMoHT,
ThIC. py6/rox

b2. Average annual costs for servicing,

e and repair, ths. rub./year

B3. Vaeabhblie 3HeprosaTparbl
koMm6aiina, M/[x/ra

bB3. Specific energy requirements
of a harvester, MJ/ha

B1. O6mas napaéorka, 4, ra, T
B1. Total operating time, h, ha, t

B. Ilokazarenn

|| 3KCIIyaTannoHHOM HAIeKHOCTH
\B. Indicators of operational reliability)

B2. O01iee 41CJI0 0TKA30B, LIT.
B2. Total number of failures, pieces

T'PYIIBI MOKA3ATEJEU KAYECTBA KAPTO®EJEYBOPOYHOI'O KOMBAMHA
GROUPS OF QUALITY INDICATORS OF POTATO HARVESTERS

B3. Cpeanee Bpemst
BOCCTAHOBJIEHHSI, 4/0TKA3

B3. Average recovery time, h/failure

I'l. Cpennsisi padouasi CKOPOCTb,
KM/4

I'l. Average working speed, km/h

T'. Moka3zarenn
L NPOU3BOAHTEIBHOCTH

I'. Performance indicators

I'2. lIpousBoauTeILHOCTH 32 1 4
OCHOBHOI'O BpeMeHH, ra/4

I"2. Productivity per an hour of use, ha/h|

I'3. YaeabHblii pacxoj TOIINBA,
Kr/ra

13. Specific fuel consumption, kg/ha

Puc. 2. [lepeBo cBoiicTB noka3aresieil kayecTsa kaprodesey0opouHoro komdaiina

Fig. 2. Properties tree of potato harvester’s quality indicators

Kaxplii moka3aTesib KauecTBa, BKIIOUEHHBIH B JIEPEBO
CBOWCTB, MOXET B Pa3HOM CTENEHM BJIMATH Ha BHIOOP Kap-
ToeneybopouHoro kombaiiHa cenpxo3nponspoaurens. I1o-
9TOMY HEOOXOAMMO HE TOJBKO OMPENCIUTh MX IEepPEUeHb,

HO WM JaTh CPaBHUTCIBHYIO OICHKY BaXHOCTH KaKIOTO
MoKas3arejsi W TPYIIbl MoKasarened B mesom. s ore-
HHUBaHMsI B2)XHOCTH IIOKa3aTels COCTABICHA IIKaja pPaH-
roB (Tabm. 2).

Tabnuya 2
lkana oueHNBAHUS BAsKHOCTH MOKA3aTeJIsl KA4ecTBA, BJUSIONIEro Ha BbIOOP KapTodeey0opouHOro koMoaiina !
Table 2
Scale for assessing the quality indicator importance, influencing the choice of a potato harvester
Onucanue Ba)KHOCTH OLIEHUBaeMbIX Noka3aredeii / Description of the importance of the measured indicators Bauu / Score
OnunakoBasi BaxxHoCTh / Equal importance 1,0
Baxuee (MeHee BaxHblii) / More important (less important) 3(1/3=0,33)
QOuensb BakHbIii (COBceM HeBaxHbIi) / Very important (not important at all) 5(1/5=0,2)

Tpetuit sTan — maremaruyeckas oOpaOOTKa MOTydYCH-
HBIX JaHHBIX. OIEHKYy Ba)KHOCTH ITOKa3aTejel KauecTsa,
BIMSAIONINX Ha BBIOOp KaprodeneybopouyHoro komoOaiiHa,
MPOBOAMM METOJOM aHaju3a uepapxuil. [lorpeOutens 3a-
MOJHAET TaOmuubl 3-7, B KOTOPBIX NPOBOJUT MOIMAPHOE
CpaBHEHHME IIOKa3zaTellell COITIaCHO COCTaBJIEHHOW IIIKa-

ne (Tadm. 2):
b, — OTHOLIEHME BAXHOCTU MOKasaTens [ K MOKa3a-
TEIIO j;

b, =1— s OJHOUMEHHBIX TIOKa3aTeneif;
b;;= 1/b; — OTHOLIEHME OKA3ATENS | K MOKA3ATEIO /.

Hlanee paccuMTBIBAIOT CyMMY OLEHOK IoKasarens (S))
Ka)/IOTO CTONIOma:

Sj = ZbU )
i=1

r1e b; — OLeHKa BaKHOCTH COOTHOLICHHS TI0Ka3aTess i K 110~
Kas3arelo j.

3areM JenAT KaK/IYHo OIEHKY Ha COOTBETCTBYFOIILYIO Cif CyMMYy:
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Jnist KaK0l OLIEHKH pacCUMTHIBAIOT CpeiHee apudMeTH-
YEeCKOe 3HAYECHUE (E.j), KOTOpO€ NPUHUMAIOT 3a Koaddumm-
€HT BECOMOCTH COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO MoKa3aTess Kaprogeney-
O6opouHoro kombaitHa.

Pesyabrarel u obcy:xnenne. B tabminax 3-7 npencrasie-
HBl OLICHKH OJHOTO M3 OMNPOLICHHBIX CEbX03MPOM3BOUTENCH

ArpourxeHepusi. 2022. T. 24, Ne 2. C. 13-20

U PACCUMTAHHBIE CpPEJHHME 3HAYCHUS, XapaKTEPHU3YIOIIHE KO-
suImenTsl  BecOMOCTH JUIsl MOKa3areneil KauecTBa Kap-
TO(enieyOOpOUHBIX KOMOAMHOB, MpE/CTABICHHBIX B JICPEBE
CBOVACTB (pHC. 2).

Jlnst ONEHKH BaKHOCTH YKPYITHEHHBIX TPYII IMOKa3are-
JIel Ka4yecTBa MPOM3BEACHO HX pamxupoBanue (puc. 3).

Tabnuya 3
OneHka BaXKHOCTH MOKa3aTe/leii KauecTBa BbINOJIHEHHs NIpouecca YOOpKU
Table 3
Assessment of the importance of harvesting quality indicators
Ouenxu pecionaeHToB (b;) Pacuernvie 3Hauenus (B,)
Hnaexc Respondents’evaluations (b,) Estimated meaning (B,) CpenHee 3Ha4eHHe (l?ij)
Index Average meaning (B,)
Al A2 A3 Al A2 A3
Al 1,00 3,00 3,00 0,60 0,69 0,43 0,57
A2 0,33 1,00 3,00 0,20 0,23 0,43 0,29
A3 0,33 0,33 1,00 0,20 0,08 0,14 0,14
Cymma (S) / Sum (S) 1,66 4,33 7,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00
Tabnuya 4
OueHkKa Ba’KHOCTH JKOHOMHYECKHX NMOKa3aTeeil kayecTBa KapTodesiey0opouHbIX KOMOAHOB
Table 4
Assessment of the importance of economic indicators of the quality of a potato harvester
Ouenxu pecionaenTos (b,) Pacuernnie sHauenus (B,)
Unpexc Respondents’ evaluations (b,) Estimated meaning (B,) CpenHee 3HaueHue (E,.j)
Index Average meaning (B,)
b1 B2 B3 b1 B2 B3
b1 1,00 3,00 5,00 0,65 0,69 0,56 0,63
B2 0,33 1,00 3,00 0,22 0,23 0,33 0,26
B3 0,20 0,33 1,00 0,13 0,08 0,11 0,11
Cymma (S)/ Sum (S) 1,53 4,33 9,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00
Tabnuya 5
OneHka Ba)KHOCTHU I0Ka3aTelIeil IKCIIyaTAllMOHHOI HAJe:KHOCTH KapTodeiey0opouHbIX KOMOaliHOB
Table 5
Assessment of the importance of indicators of operational reliability indicators of the potato harvester
Ouenku pecnonpentos (b;) PacuerHble 3HaueHus (B,)
Hupexc Respondents’ evaluations (b,) Estimated meaning (B,) Cpennee 3nauenue (B;)
Index Average meaning (B,)
Bl B2 B3 Bl B2 B3
B1 1,00 3,00 0,20 0,16 0,69 0,05 0,30
B2 0,33 1,00 3,00 0,05 0,23 0,71 0,33
B3 5,00 0,33 1,00 0,79 0,08 0,24 0,37
Cymma (S) / Sum (S) 6,33 4,33 4,20 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00
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Tabruya 6
Ouenka BajKHOCTH MOKAa3aTeJiell NPON3BOANTEIbHOCTH KapTodeiey0opouyHBIX KOMOATHOB
Table 6
Assessment of the importance of performance indicators of a potato harvester
Ouenxu pecionaeHToB (b;) Pacuernbie 3Hauenus (B;)
Hupexe Respondents’evaluations (b,) Estimated meaning (B;) Cpennee 3nauenne (B,)
Index Average meaning (B)
ri 2 I3 Il 2 I3
It 1,00 0,33 0,33 0,14 0,20 0,08 0,14
2 3,00 1,00 3,00 0,43 0,60 0,69 0,57
I3 3,00 0,33 1,00 0,43 0,20 0,23 0,29
Cymma (S) / Sum (S) 1,00 0,33 0,33 0,14 0,20 0,08 0,14
Tabnuya 7
OueHka BasKHOCTH YKPYNHEHHBIX IPYI MoKa3aTe/iell KauecTBa KapTogeiey0opoUHbIX KOMOaiiHOB
Table 7
Assessment of the importance of enlarged groups of quality indicators potato harvester
Ouenxu pecionaenTos (b,) Pacuernrie sHayenus (B,)
Hnnexe Respondents’ evaluations (b,) Estimated meaning (B,) Cpennee 3uauenue (B;)
Index Average meaning (B,)
A b B r A b B r
A 1,00 0,33 3,00 5,00 0,22 0,17 0,38 0,50 0,32
b 3,00 1,00 3,00 3,00 0,66 0,50 0,38 0,30 0,46
B 0,33 0,33 1,00 1,00 0,07 0,17 0,13 0,10 0,12
r 0,20 0,33 1,00 1,00 0,04 0,17 0,13 0,10 0,11
Cymma () / Sum (S) 4,53 2,00 8,00 10,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00

OKOHOMHUYECKHE ITOKA3aTEIH
Economic indicators

TTokasareH Ka4ecTBa BEIIOIHEHHA IIpoLecca
yoopKH
Harvesting quality indicators

TlokasaTelH SKCIUTyaTalHOHHOH HAaAeKHOCTH
Operational reliability indicators

TTokasaTeaH NPOH3BOAHTEIPHOCTH KOMOaHHa
Combine harvester’s performance indicators

0

0,1 0,2 0,3 0.4 0,5

> > > > >

Puc. 3. Pan:kupoBaHnue Ba)KHOCTH YKPYIIHEHHBIX IPYIII OKa3aTeJiell kayecTBa KapTodeney0opouHOro komoaiina

Fig. 3. Ranking the importance of integrated groups of the potato harvester’s quality indicators

Cpenn SKOHOMHYECKHX ITOKa3aTeNiell HanOonee 3HaUUMOM
SBISIETCS PHIHOYHAS IIeHA, Jaliee — CPETHETONOBHIE 3aTpPaThl
Ha CepPBHUCHOE, TEXHUUECKOe 00CTy)KHBaHHE H PEMOHT. MeHee
3HAYNMBIMH SIBJISIFOTCS YACIbHBIE YHEPro3aTpaTsl Ha KOMOaKH.

Cpenu TmoKa3zarenell KadecTBa BBIOJHEHHUS IIpolecca
yOopkn Hamboiee 3HAYMMO SIBISIETCS IOJHOTA BBHIKATIBIBA-
HUS KITyOHEH, MeHee 3HaYIMOil — MoTepH KIIyOHEeH.

W3 mokazaTeneil sKCIuTyaTalliOHHON HAJAEKHOCTH Hambo-
Jiee BaYKHOM sABJsieTCs o01mas HapaboTka.

W3 mokazareneil MpoOM3BOAWTENHFHOCTH KomOaifHa 3Ha-
YUMOHW SIBISETCS MPOU3BOJUTEIBHOCTh 32 1 4 OCHOBHOIO
BpEMEHH.

BriBoabl
1. PazpaboranHast MeTOANKA TIO3BOJISIET PAH)KUPOBATh T0-

Ka3aTe/y KauyecTBa, BIMSIOIINE Ha BRIOODP KapTodeneybopou-
HBIX KOMOAMHOB.
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2. KoathhumueHTsl BeCOMOCTH €IMHUYHBIX U TPYIIOBBIX
MoKa3areieii MOT'yT OBITh HCIIOIB30BAHBI [T OIICHKH YPOBHS
KauecTBa KapTodeneyoopouHbIX KOMOAWHOB.
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