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ABSTRACT
This article deals with the experimental examination of the temperature influence of heat–
treated oak wood in terms of quality of the machined surface, as well as analysis of the impact
of monitored independent parameters: cutting speed, feed rate, material, angular geometry of
the tool, on dependent parameters representing surface treatment quality (Ra – mean arithmetic
roughness) in flat milling of thermally modified oak wood (T = 160°C, 180°C, 200°C, 220°C),
and their comparison with native wood. The roughness measurement was carried out by non–
contact method.
Based on experimental measurements, the effect of the observed factors on surface quality
was determined in this order: used type of cutting tool, thermal modification, cutting speed,
feed rate, rake angle.
Key words: surface roughness, plane milling, ThermoWood®, quality of machining.

INTRODUCTION
The increase in the consumption of
wood mass requires new possibilities of obtaining wood mass and better management of
it. One of the possibilities to increase the potential of wood as a production material is
heat treatment based on the action of high
temperatures, at which thermal and hydrothermal changes in the structure of wood occur (Reinprecht et al. 2008). The heat treatment process itself is based on thermal and
hydrothermal treatment of wood in the temperature range from 150 to 260 °C. High temperatures degrade polymers and form new
water–insoluble substances with toxic or repellent effects against biological pests such
as molds and fungi, reduce wood hygroscopicity, improve dimensional stability, etc.
(Kaplan et al. 2018).
Heat–treated wood is processed by the
same technological procedures as natural
wood (Černecký et al. 2017). The growth of

consumption of heat–treated wood is also related to its processing and the issue of surface
quality after machining. The most common
method of mechanical woodworking is chip
cutting, which also includes milling (Siklienka et al. 2013). It is important for practice that the cutting process takes place with
the best possible surface quality. The quality
of the surface depends on the physical and
mechanical properties of wood and on the
technical and technological conditions of
milling (Prokeš 1982). By a suitable choice
of cutting conditions of milling, it is possible
to improve the surface quality during woodworking (Lisičan 1996, Kminiak et al. 2020).
This study deals with the research of the influence of selected factors on the quality of
surface treatment during milling of heat–
treated spruce wood. The aim is to point out
the difference between heat–treated and natural wood from the point of view of the final
surface roughness.
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EXPERIMENTAL METHODS
For milling, 3 types of knives were used
(Fig. 1). Set 1 – knives made of tool steel
19 573 (STN 41 9573) surface induction

hardened, set 2 – knives made of steel HSS
18% W with AlTiCrN coating (coating thickness of 4µm) and set 3 – knives made of steel
MAXIMUM SPECIAL 55: 1985/5.

Figure 1: Changeable milling knives and their dimensions

The knives were mounted in FH 45
Staton milling heads manufactured in SZT –
Turany machines. Milling head parameters:
cutter body diameter: 125 mm, cutter body
diameter with extended knife: 130 mm, cutter
body thickness: 45 mm, number of knives: 2,
rake angle: 15°, 20°, 30°.
The samples of Picea abies were harvested at locality Vlčí jarok (Budča, Slovakia, 440 m.a.s.l.) and were cut into tables
of 700 × 100 × 20 mm. Four of them were
heat–treated at the temperatures of 160, 180,

200 and 220°C and one sample remained in
the natural state. The samples were processed
and heat–treated using technology described
in (Koleda et al. 2018).
Milling of samples was performed on a
ZDS–2 lower spindle milling machine (1976,
Liptovské strojárne, Slovakia): 4 KW,
360/220 V. Feeding was provided by the
Frommia ZMD 252/137 feeding device
(1972, Maschinenfabrik Ferdinand Fromm,
Fellbach, Germany): 380 V, 2800 rpm, feed
rates: 2,5, 6, 10, 15, 20, 30 m.min–1 (Fig. 2).

Figure 2: Lower milling machine FVS with feeder Frommia ZMD 252/137

The change of the cutting speed was realized by means of the frequency converter

UNIFREM 400 007M (VONSCH Inc.,
Brezno, Slovakia).
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Non-contact roughness measurement
was performed with a laser profilometer
LPM–4 at the Department of Woodworking
TU in Zvolen (Kminiak et. al. 2017). LPM–4
works on the principle of laser profilometry
(Fig. 3). Parameters of the profilometer are in
the Table 1. The roughness measurement was
performed on a section 40 mm long in the
middle of the length of the sample, in four
lines from the side edge. The distance between the lines was 4 mm. The distances of
the individual lines were 4, 8, 12 and 16 mm
from the reference edge. The overall evaluation of the surface was performed according
to the ISO 4287 standard. The verification
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measurement was performed using the FEDERAL PMD-90101 standard.

Figure 3: Laser profilometer LPM – 4
Table 1: Parameters of LPM –4
Parameter

Value

Measurement range z (vertical)
Measurement range z
Measurement range x (transverse)
Number of samples x
Processing speed
Laser diode
Laser scattering angle
Roughness

420 – 470 mm
± 0,15 mm
200 mm
1350
25 prof./s
660 nm /25 mW
30°
Rp, Rv, Rz, Ra, Rq, Rc

Waviness

Wp, Wv, Wz, Wa, Wq, Wc

Multifactor analysis of variance in STATISTICA 12 software was used for statistical
evaluation of measured values. This analysis
of variance evaluates the effects of individual
factors and their mutual combinations.
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
EFFECT OF HEAT-TREATMENT
TECHNOLOGY AND TOOL SET ON
SURFACE ROUGHNESS
Table 2 shows the weighted averages of
the surface roughness with respect to all tool
sets, heat treatment technologies and combinations of cutting conditions. It has been unequivocally confirmed that increasing the

heat treatment temperature increases the surface roughness after milling.
Experimental measurements showed
that, in general, the best and very similar results were obtained with tool set 1 – knives
surface induction hardened from steel
19 573, and tool set 3 – knives made of steel
MAXIMUM SPECIAL 55: 1985/5.
For tool set 1, the best average surface
roughness was achieved with the natural
sample (Ra = 10,07 µm) and the heat–treated
sample at a temperature of 160°C (Ra =
10,44 µm). For tool set 3, the best average
surface roughness was also for the natural

18

M. VANČO, M. KORČOK, ŠT. BARCÍK, P. KOLEDA1, ZH. BONEV GOCHEV

sample (Ra = 11,04 µm), and the heat–treated
sample at 160°C (Ra 11,50 µm).

Figure 4: Effect of heat–treatment technology and tool set on surface roughness
Table 2: Weighted means of surface roughness depending on heat–treatment technology
Temperature [°C]
N
160
180
200
220

Ra (Mean) [μm]
12,07
12,36
13,86
14,96
15,19

Ra (St. dev.) [μm]
0,23
0,20
0,34
0,34
0,28

Table 3 shows the results of the influence of the tool type on the final quality of

Ra (–95 %) [μm]
11,63
11,97
13,20
14,28
14,65

Ra (+95 %) [μm]
12,51
12,75
14,53
15,63
15,74

the surface, with respect to all tool sets and
combinations of cutting conditions.

Table 3: Weighted means of surface roughness depending on tool set
Tool
1
2
3

Ra (Mean) [μm]
11,81
17,31
11,94

Ra (St. dev.) [μm]
0,21
0,20
0,18

The significantly higher surface roughness of the tool set 2 could be due to the
greater blunting of the tool due to the coating.
Milling in this experiment took place in the
initial phase of wear, as each tool was engaged for approximately 37 minutes and approximately 370 meters were milled with
each tool. It is assumed that the advantage of
coating will become evident in the zone of
gradual wear, where the resulting surface

Ra (–95 %) [μm]
11,40
16,92
11,59

Ra (+95 %) [μm]
12,23
17,70
12,29

roughness would not be so significant in
comparison with other tools used.
EFFECT OF ANGULAR GEOMETRY ON SURFACE ROUGHNESS
Fig. 5 shows the analysis of variance for
the dependence of the surface roughness on
the face angle for tool set 1. In this set, the
surface quality improved with increasing
rake angle, which was not confirmed with a
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tool with rake angle γ = 30°, with heat treatment at 200°C, where an increase in roughness was recorded, i.e. a deterioration of the
surface quality.

Figure 5: Multifactor analysis of variance of surface roughness dependence on angular geometry
for tool set 1

At γ = 15°, the best results were with the
untreated sample, with a surface roughness of
11,06 µm, with the sample heat treated to a
temperature of 200°C, with an average surface roughness of 12,35 µm. The worst results were with the sample treated at 220 °C,
where the average surface roughness was
15,04 µm.
At γ = 20°, the best surface roughness
values were for the untreated sample, with a
surface roughness of 9,71 µm, and for the
sample treated at 160°C (Ra = 9,79 µm). The

worst results were with the sample heat
treated at 220°C (Ra = 14,43 µm).
At γ = 30°, the best surface roughness
values were measured with the sample
treated at 180°C, with an average surface
roughness of 8,37 µm, and with the sample
treated at 160°C (Ra = 8,62 µm). In this case,
the worst results were also with the sample
treated at 220°C (Ra = 14,26 µm). From the
table of weighted means (Table 4), with respect to all types of samples, the best values
of surface roughness were found for the rake
angle γ = 30°.

Table 4: Weighted means of surface roughness depending on rake angle for tool set 1
Rake angle [°]
15
20
30

Ra (Mean) [μm]
13,11
11,47
10,86

Ra (St. dev.) [μm]
0,30
0,41
0,36

Fig. 6 shows an analysis of the variance
for the dependence of the surface roughness
on the rake angle for the tool set 2. From the

Ra (–95 %) [μm]
12,53
10,66
10,14

Ra (+95 %) [μm]
13,70
12,28
11,57

results, with increasing face angle, the surface quality deteriorates with this set.
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Figure 6: Multifactor analysis of variance of surface roughness dependence on angular geometry
for tool set 2

At the rake angle of 15°, the best surface
quality was measured for the untreated sample (Ra = 13,82 µm) and for the sample
treated at 160 °C (Ra = 14,29 µm). The sample treated at the temperature of 200°C appeared to be the worst with this angular geometry (Ra = 17,65 µm).
At the rake angle of 20°, the best surface
quality was found for the sample treated at
160 °C (Ra = 15.65 µm) and for the untreated
sample (Ra = 16.97 µm). The worst surface
quality was measured with the sample treated
at a temperature of 200°C (Ra 21,58 µm).

At the rake angle of 30°, the best surface
quality was measured for the untreated sample (Ra = 14,52 µm) and for the sample
treated at 160°C (Ra = 15,49 µm). The worst
results were obtained with the sample treated
at 200°C (Ra = 20,02 µm). This could be because the milling of these samples took place
in the area of spring wood, with a lower density than summer wood.
From the table of weighted averages
(Table 5) with respect to all types of samples,
the best surface roughness values for tool set
2 were found for rake angles of 15°.

Table 5: Weighted means of surface roughness depending on rake angle for tool set 2
Rake angle [°]
15
20
30

Ra (Mean) [μm]
15,37
18,79
17,78

Ra (St. dev.) [μm]
0,28
0,33
0,36

Fig. 7 shows the analysis of variance for
the dependence of surface roughness on rake
angle for tool set 3. The results show that

Ra (–95 %) [μm]
14,81
18,13
17,06

Ra (+95 %) [μm]
15,93
19,45
18,49

with increasing rake angle, the surface quality improves with this tool set and, in all
cases, the best surface quality was achieved
at a rake angle of 20°.
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Figure 7: Multifactor analysis of variance of surface roughness dependence on angular geometry
for tool set 3

At the rake angle of 15°, the best surface
roughness results were obtained with the
sample treated at 180 °C (Ra = 13,21 µm) and
160°C (Ra = 13,43 µm). The worst results
were obtained with the sample treated at
220 °C (Ra = 15,54 µm).
At the rake angle of 20°, the best surface
quality was found for the natural sample (Ra
= 8,33 µm) and for the sample treated at
160 °C (Ra = 9,17 µm). The worst surface
quality was measured on the sample treated
at 220°C (Ra = 10,75 µm).

At the face angle of 30°, the best surface
quality was found for the natural sample (Ra
= 10,4 µm) and for the sample treated at
16 °C (Ra = 11,89 µm). In this case, the sample treated at 20 °C (Ra = 12,93 µm) appeared to be the worst.
From the table of weighted means
(Table 6) with respect to all types of samples,
the best surface roughness values were found
for rake angle of 20° using tool set 3.

Table 6: Weighted means of surface roughness depending on rake angle for tool set 3
Rake angle [°]
15
20
30

Ra (Mean) [μm]
14,25
9,41
12,16

Ra (St. dev.) [μm]
0,23
0,23
0,34

Ra (–95 %) [μm]
13,80
8,96
11,48

Ra (+95 %) [μm]
14,71
9,85
12,83

With respect to all tool sets, the best surface treatment results were found for the rake
angle γ = 15°, as can be seen in Table. 7.
Table 7: Weighted means of surface roughness depending on rake angle for all tool sets
Rake angle [°]
15
20
30

Ra (Mean) [μm]
14,25
13,22
13,6

Ra (St. dev.) [μm]
0,16
0,26
0,24

Ra (–95 %) [μm]
13,93
12,72
13,12

Ra (+95 %) [μm]
14,56
13,73
14,07
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EFFECT OF FEED RATE ON SURFACE ROUGHNESS
Fig. 8 shows the analysis of variance for
the dependence of the surface roughness on

the feed rate for tool set 1. From the results,
it can be stated that with increasing feed rate,
the surface quality deteriorates after milling.

Figure 8: Multifactor analysis of variance of surface roughness dependence on feed rate for tool set 1

At the feed rate of 6 m.min–1, the best
surface roughness was for the untreated sample (Ra = 9,27 µm) and the samples treated at
160°C (Ra = 10,42 µm) and 180°C (Ra
11.23 µm). The worst results were with the
sample treated at 220°C (Ra = 13,55 µm).
At the feed rate of 10 m.min–1, the best
surface roughness was on the untreated sample (Ra = 10,38 µm). The worst results were
at the sample treated at 220°C (Ra =
15,70 µm).

At the feed rate of 15 m.min–1, the best
surface quality was found for the sample
treated at 180°C (Ra = 9,69 µm). The worst
results of surface roughness were at the sample treated at 220°C (Ra = 14,48 µm). As can
be seen in the Table 8, the tool set 1 confirmed the assumption of deterioration of the
surface quality due to the increasing feed
rate.

Table 8: Weighted means of surface roughness depending on feed rate for tool set 1
Feed rate [m.min–1]
6
10
15

Ra (Mean) [μm]
11,16
12,69
11,58

Ra (St. dev.) [μm]
0,29
0,42
0,37

Fig. 9 shows the analysis of variance for
the dependence of the surface roughness on
the feed rate for tool set 2. The results show

Ra (–95 %) [μm]
10,58
11,87
10,86

Ra (+95 %) [μm]
11,74
13,52
12,30

that the deterioration of the surface quality
was demonstrated only at the untreated sample and at the sample treated at 200°C.
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Figure 9: Multifactor analysis of variance of surface roughness dependence on feed rate for tool set 2

At the feed rate of 6 m.min–1, the best
quality of the treated surface was measured at
the sample treated at 160°C (Ra = 13,75 µm)
and at the untreated sample (Ra = 14,76 µm).
The highest values of surface roughness were
found at the sample treated at 180°C (Ra =
18,36 µm).
At the feed rate of 10 m.min–1, the best
surface quality was found for the untreated
sample (Ra = 14,51 µm) and for the sample
treated at 160°C (Ra = 16,48 µm). The worst
results were at samples treated at 180°C and
220°C (Ra = 19,15 and 19,26 µm).

At feed rate of 15 m.min–1, the best surface quality was for the sample treated at
160°C (Ra = 15,2 µm) and for the untreated
sample (Ra = 16,06 µm). The worst results of
surface roughness were measured at the sample treated at the temperature of 200°C (Ra
21,85 µm).
As can be seen in the table of weighted
means (Table 9), the tool set 2 confirmed the
assumption of deterioration of the surface
quality depending on the increasing feed rate.

Table 9: Weighted means of surface roughness depending on feed rate for tool set 2
Feed rate [m.min–1]
6
10
15

Ra (Mean) [μm]
16,63
17,47
17,84

Ra (St. dev.) [μm]
0,36
0,33
0,34

Fig. 10 shows the analysis of the variance for the dependence of the surface roughness on the feed rate for tool set 3. The results

Ra (–95 %) [μm]
15,92
16,82
17,16

Ra (+95 %) [μm]
17,34
18,13
18,51

clearly showed a deterioration in the quality
of the surface as the feed rate increases.
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Figure 10: Multifactor analysis of variance of surface roughness dependence on feed rate for tool set 3

At the feed rate of 6 m.min–1, the best
surface quality was measured at the sample
treated at 160°C (Ra = 10,7 µm). The worst
surface quality results were measured at the
sample treated at 200°C (Ra = 12,02 µm).
At the feed rate of 10 m.min–1, the best surface quality was found for the natural sample
(Ra = 10,78 µm) and for the sample treated
at 180°C (Ra = 11,01 µm). At this feed rate,
the sample treated at 220°C (Ra = 13,8 µm)
appeared to be the worst.

At the feed rate of 15 m.min–1, the best
surface quality was measured at the untreated
sample (Ra = 11,32 µm). The worst results
were at the sample treated at 220°C (Ra =
13,85 µm). The tool set 3 also confirmed the
assumption of deterioration of the surface
quality depending on the increasing feed rate
(Table 10).

Table 10: Weighted means of surface roughness depending on feed rate for tool set 3
Feed rate [m.min–1]
6
10
15

Ra (Mean) [μm]
11,23
11,83
12,76

Ra (St. dev.) [μm]
0,23
0,32
0,36

EFFECT OF CUTTING SPEED ON
SURFACE ROUGHNESS
At the cutting speed of 20 m.s–1, the best
surface roughness value was for the untreated
sample (Ra = 11,13 µm) and the sample
treated at 180°C (Ra = 11,63 µm). The worst
results were at the sample treated at 220°C
(Ra = 15,69 µm).
At the cutting speed of 40 m.s–1, the best
surface roughness values were measured at

Ra (–95 %) [μm]
10,78
11,21
12,05

Ra (+95 %) [μm]
11,69
12,45
13,47

the sample treated at 160°C (Ra = 9,59 µm).
The roughness values were slightly higher
for the untreated sample (Ra = 9,97 µm). The
worst roughness results were at the sample
treated at 200°C (Ra = 14,9 µm).
At the cutting speed of 60 m.s–1, the best
surface quality was at the untreated sample
(Ra = 9,09 µm). The worst surface roughness
was measured at the sample treated at 220°C
(Ra = 15,02 µm). Tool set 1 confirmed the
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assumption of improving surface quality depending on increasing cutting speed (Table
11).
Table 11: Weighted means of surface roughness depending on cutting speed for tool set 1
Cutting speed [m.s–1]
20
40
60

Ra (Mean) [μm]
12,50
11,93
11,01

Ra (St. dev.) [μm]
0,34
0,43
0,31

Ra (–95 %) [μm]
11,84
11,07
10,40

Ra (+95 %) [μm]
13,17
12,78
11,62

Fig. 11 shows the analysis of variance of
surface roughness dependence on cutting
speed for tool set 2.

Figure 11: Multifactor analysis of variance of surface roughness dependence on cutting speed for tool set 2

At the cutting speed of 20 m.s–1, the best
value of the surface roughness was measured
at the samples treated at 160°C (Ra =
15,37 µm). The highest surface roughness
was measured at the sample treated at 200°C
(Ra = 23,67 µm).
At the cutting speed of 40 m.s–1, the
sample treated at 160°C (Ra = 15,0 µm) and
the natural sample (Ra = 15,15 µm) appeared
to be the best. The highest roughness was

measured at the sample treated at 220°C (Ra
= 19,54 µm).
At the cutting speed of 60 m.s–1, the best
surface quality was for the untreated sample
(Ra = 14,24 µm) and the sample treated at
160°C (Ra 15,05 µm). The worst surface
quality was found at this cutting speed at heat
treatment at 200°C (Ra = 16,78 µm). The tool
set 2 confirmed the assumption of improving
the surface quality depending on the increasing cutting speed (Table 12).

Table 12: Weighted means of surface roughness depending on cutting speed for tool set 2
Cutting speed [m.s–1]
20
40
60

Ra (Mean) [μm]
18,92
17,30
15,72

Ra (St. dev.) [μm]
0,38
0,32
0,29

Ra (–95 %) [μm]
18,17
16,67
15,15

Ra (+95 %) [μm]
19,66
17,93
16,30
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Fig. 12 shows the analysis of variance of
surface roughness dependence on cutting
speed for tool set 3.

Figure 12: Multifactor analysis of variance of surface roughness dependence on cutting speed for tool set 3

At the cutting speed of 20 m.s–1, the best
surface quality was at the natural sample (Ra
= 11,09 µm). The worst values of surface
roughness were measured at the sample
treated at 200°C (Ra = 13,25 µm) and 180°C
(Ra = 13,27 µm).
At the cutting speed of 40 m.s–1, the best
surface quality was at the sample treated at
200°C (Ra = 10,74 µm). The worst surface
quality was at the sample treated at 220°C
(Ra = 13,24 µm).

At the cutting speed of 60 m.s–1, the best
surface quality was for the sample treated at
180°C (Ra = 10,24 µm) and 160°C (Ra =
10,96 µm). The untreated sample again had
similar values (Ra = 10,97 µm). The worst
results of surface quality were at the sample
treated at 220°C (Ra = 13,29 µm). The tool
set 3 also confirmed the assumption of improving the surface quality depending on the
increasing cutting speed (Table 13).

Table 13: Weighted means of surface roughness depending on cutting speed for tool set 3
Cutting speed [m.s–1]
20
40
60

Ra (Mean) [μm]
12,55
11,54
11,74

Ra (St. dev.) [μm]
0,35
0,31
0,26

Barcík et al. (2014) who investigated
natural and heat–treated pine wood also confirmed that increasing the cutting speed improves the surface quality and, conversely,
increasing the feed rate worsens the resulting
surface quality. These findings are also confirmed by the theory of machining (Vasilko
2007). The best results in angular geometry

Ra (–95 %) [μm]
11,85
10,93
11,23

Ra (+95 %) [μm]
13,24
12,14
12,25

were achieved at the rake angle of 15°, which
is contrary to our results. The best results of
surface quality were also achieved with heat
treatment at 160°C, but the dependence of
surface roughness on heat treatment was not
unambiguous.
According to Kvietková et al. (2015)
heat treatment of the material did not have a
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significant effect on the final surface quality
and the best surface quality results were obtained with heat treatment at 210°C. In this
case, it was natural and heat-treated birch
wood. However, increasing the cutting speed
also confirmed an improvement in surface
quality and, conversely, deterioration with
increasing feed rate. The surface measurement was performed in this experiment by
the contact method.
According to Korčok (2017), who also
studied oak wood, the surface roughness increased with increasing heat treatment of the
wood. In his case, the best values of roughness were found again in heat–treated wood
at a temperature of 160°C. The same dependences for cutting speed and feed rate were
confirmed in this experiment as well. Korčok
used three knife heads with rake angles of
15°, 20°, and 30°, he achieved the best results
at an angle of 30° and the worst at an angle
of 15°, which at this angle coincides with the
results found in this work.
CONCLUSIONS
The results of experimental measurements showed that the most significant factor
influencing the final surface quality was the
set of tools (knives) used. Based on the results, it is recommended to use tools without
coating, as with the set of HSS steel 18% W
with AlTiCrN coating the measured roughness values were approximately of 45 %
higher than for cutting tools without coating
(knives surface induction hardened from material 19 573 and knives from steel MAXIMUM SPECIAL 55: 1985/5).
Heat treatment has a very significant effect on the final surface quality. According to
the results, in practice it is recommended to
use wood heat treated AT 160°C and 180°C,
where the best surface roughness values were
for all tool sets.
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Another important factor is the cutting
speed. In terms of measured results, it is best
to use cutting speeds of 40 and 60 m.s–1,
which showed very similar Ra values, between 11–12 µm, for tool sets 1 and 2.
The feed rate was the less important factor affecting the surface quality.
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
The paper was written with the support
of the project APVV 17/0456 “Thermal modification of wood with water vapor for purposeful and stable change of wood color“.
REFERENCES
BARCÍK Š., GAŠPARÍK M., HOUSKA A., RAZUMOV E.
Y., SEDLECKÝ M. 2014. Vliv technologických
faktorů na kvalitu opracování povrchu při
frézováni termicky modifikovaného borovicového dřeva [Influence of technological factors
on surface finish quality during milling of thermally modified pine wood]. In: Trieskové a
beztrieskové obrábanie dreva 2014. Zborník
prednášok 9(1): 11–22, 2014, ISSN 1339–8350.
ČERNECKÝ J., BRODNIANSKÁ Z., BLASIAK P., KONIAR
J. 2017. The research of temperature fields in the
proximity of a bundle of heated pipes arranged
above each other. Journal of heat transfer: transactions of the ASME. 139(8), ISSN 0022–1481.
KAPLAN L., KVIETKOVÁ MS., SIKORA A., SEDLECKÝ
M. 2018. Evaluation of the effect of individual
parameters of oak wood machining and their impact on the values of waviness measured by a laser profilom eter. WoodRessearch 63(1), 127–
140.
KMINIAK R., BANSKI A., AND CHAKHOV D. K. 2017.
Influence of the thickness of removed layer on
the quality of created surface during milling the
MDF on CNC machining centers. Acta Facultatis Xylologiae Zvolen 59(2), 137–146.
KMINIAK R., SIKLIENKA M., IGAZ R., KRIŠŤÁK Ľ.,
GERGEĽ T., NĚMEC M., RÉH R., OČKAJOVÁ A.,
KUČERKA M. 2020. Effect of Cutting Conditions
on Quality of Milled Surface of Medium–density
Fibreboards. BioResources 15(1), 746–766.
KOLEDA P., KORČOK M., BARCÍK Š., IĽAŠ Š. 2017. Effect of Temperature of Heat Treatment on Energetic Intensity of Flat Milling of Picea Abies.
Management Systems in Production Engineering. 26 (3), pp. 151–156. doi 10.1515/mspe–
2018–0024.

28

M. VANČO, M. KORČOK, ŠT. BARCÍK, P. KOLEDA1, ZH. BONEV GOCHEV

KORČOK M., VANČO M., MAZÁŇ A., BARCÍK Š.,
RUDAK P., KMINIAK R. 2017. Influence of thermal modification of oak wood on final surface
quality after plane milling. Acta Facultatis Technicae, XXII, (2): 103–112, Zvolen, Technical
University in Zvolen ISSN 1336–4472.
KORČOK M., KOLEDA P., BARCÍK Š., VANČO M. 2018.
Effects of technical and technological parameters on the surface quality when milling thermally modified European oak wood. BioResources 13(4), 8569–8577. DOI: 10.15376/biores,13.4.8569–8577.
KORČOK M. 2017. Vplyv technicko–technologických
nezávislých parametrov na kvalitu opracovania
povrchu pri rovinnom frézovaní termicky modifikovaného dubového dreva: Diplomová práca.
[Influence of technical–technological independent parameters on surface quality of thermally
modified oak wood after surface milling: Diploma thesis.] Zvolen, Technical University in
Zvolen, FEVT.
KUČEROVÁ V., LAGAŇA R., VÝBOHOVÁ E.,
HÝROŠOVÁ T. 2016. Effect of Chemical Changes
during Heat Treatment on the Color and Mechanical Properties of Fir Wood. BioResources
11(4),
9079–9094.
DOI:
10.15376/biores.11.4.9079–9094.
KVIETKOVÁ M., GAFF M., GAŠPARÍK M., KAPLAN L.,
BARCÍK Š. 2015. Surface quality of milled birch
wood after thermal treatment at various temperatures. BioResources 10(4), 6512–6521.
DOI:10.15376/biores.10.4.6512–6521
ISSN:
1930–2126.

LISIČAN J. 1996. Teória a Technika spracovania dreva
[Theory and technique of wood processing].
Matcentrum, Zvolen (in Slovak).
MAZÁŇ A., VANČO M., BARCÍK Š., RAJKO Ľ., GOGLIA
V. 2016. Effect of angular geometry of the cutting tools for machining quality thermally mogified wood. Chip and Chipless Woodworking
Processes, 10(1): 115–124, Zvolen, Technical
University in Zvolen, ISSN 1339–8350.
MITCHELL PH., LEMASTER RL. 2002. Investigation of
machine parameters on the surface quality in
routing soft maple. BioResources 52(6), 85–90.
PROKEŠ S. 1982. Obrábění dřeva a nových hmot ze
dřeva [Machining of wood and new wood materials], SNZI, Prag, Czech Republic.
REINPRECHT L., VIDHOLDOVÁ Z. 2008. Termodrevo –
príprava, vlastnosti a aplikácie. Zvolen, Technical University in Zvolen, ISBN 978–80–228–
1920–6.
SIKLIENKA M., KMINIAK R. 2013. Delenie a obrábanie
dreva. 1. vyd. [Cutting and machining of wood.
1st edition]. Zvolen, Technical University in
Zvolen, 207 s. ISBN 978–80– 228–2618– 1.
SIKORA A., KAČÍK F., GAFF M., VONDROVÁ V., BUBENIKOVA T., KUBOVSKÝ I. 2018. Impact of thermal modification on color and chemical changes
of spruce and oak wood. Journal of Wood Science. 10.1007/s10086–018–1721–0.
VASILKO K. 2007. Analytická teória trieskového
obrábania [Analytic theory of chip working].
Prešov: Fakulta výrobných technológií TU v
Košiciach so sídlom v Prešove, 2007. ISBN 978–
80–8073–759–7.

INNOVATION IN WOODWORKING INDUSTRY AND ENGINEERING DESIGN, 2/2020 (18): 5–6

UNIVERSITY OF FORESTRY
----------------------------------------------------------FACULTY OF FOREST INDUSTRY

INNOVATION IN WOODWORKING
INDUSTRY AND ENGINEERING
DESIGN

2/2020

INNO vol. IX Sofia

ISSN 1314-6149
e-ISSN 2367-6663
Indexed with and included in CABI

INNOVATION IN WOODWORKING INDUSTRY AND ENGINEERING DESIGN, 2/2020 (18): 5–6

CONTENTS
INNOVATION OF CNC MACHINERY PROGRAMMING EDUCATION AT THE FACULTY
OF TECHNOLOGY ............................................................................................................................... 7
Peter Koleda, Pavol Koleda, Štefan Barcík
ANALYSIS OF FACTORS EFFECTING ON QUALITATIVE PARAMETERS OF SURFACE
WHEN PLANAR MILLING HEAT–TREATED OAK WOOD ......................................................... 15
Marek Vančo, Michal Korčok, Štefan Barcík, Peter Koleda, Zhivko Bonev Gochev
SURFACE SMOOTHING OF THE SIDES OF PRISM-SHAPED BEECH WOOD DETAILS
VIA LAPPING WITH FAST-ROTATING METAL CYLINDER ...................................................... 29
Dimitar Angelski, Andrey Kavalov, Vladimir Mihailov
UNIVERSAL DESIGN – SOCIAL, PEDAGOGICAL AND MANAGERIAL CHALLENGE.......... 38
Ophelia Kaneva
25 YEARS OF THE ENGINEERING DESIGN PROGRAM: CHALLENGES AND
SUCCESSES ......................................................................................................................................... 45
Regina Raycheva
MINIMALIST HOUSING UNITS. ECO AND SMART TRENDS .................................................... 55
Ralitsa Stavreva-Pancheva
FORMAL-ANALYTICAL DESCRIPTION OF WOOD FOR THE PURPOSES OF THE
CLASSIFICATION OF WOOD SPECIES. PART 1: QUANTITATIVE LEVELS ............................ 67
Nikolai Bardarov, Vladislav Todorov, Petar Antov, Mariana Kaludova
THE FORMAL-ANALYTICAL DESCRIPTION OF WOOD FOR THE PURPOSES OF THE
CLASSIFICATION OF WOOD SPECIES. PART 2. WOOD FORMULAS ...................................... 73
Nikolai Bardarov, Vladislav Todorov, Petar Antov, Mariana Kaludova
SCIENTIFIC JOURNAL „INNOVATIONS IN WOODWORKING INDUSTRY AND
ENGINEERING DESIGN“ .................................................................................................................. 80

