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Pure Error
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Estimate Std Error t Ratio Prob=|t|
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Figure S1: Desirability function (graph A) and plot of predicted vs. actual values of the

response (Yrr) (plot B) for the optimization of the extraction of OSW polyphenols performed

with glycerol. Inset tables provide statistics associated with the assessment of the model

derived. Values with color and asterisk are statistically significant.
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Figure S2: Desirability function (graph A) and plot of predicted vs. actual values of the
response (Yr) (plot B) for the optimization of the extraction of OSW polyphenols performed
with the GL-CA DES. Inset tables provide statistics associated with the assessment of the

GL-CA Actual

[¥a} (=] (Tl —r [Te} (=] [Te] - O [Te} [Ts] u :
[=] (= z [=] [=] o g
T T o k=1
t (min) T{Q Desirability
e
85
80 .
L)
.
75
L]
70
o/ ®
65 70 75 80 85 90

GL-CA Predicted RMSE=1.3468 RSq=0.98
PValue=0.0002

Lack Of Fit

Sum of
Source DF Squares
Lack Of Fit 3 58086838
Pure Error 2 32600667
Total Error 3 9.0687504

Parameter Estimates

Mean Square  F Ratio
1.93623 1.1878
1.63003 Prob = F

04874
Max RSq
0.9936

Term Estimate Std Error tRatio Prob:|t|
Intercept 77363158 0.690871 11198 <.0001*
t (min) 16216667 0.549811 2.95 1.031¢
TQ 896 0549811 1630 0001
t (min}*T (C) 0.0275 0673378 0.04 09690
t(min)*t (min) -0.452895 0.846141 -0.54 06154
TOT O 0.3821053 0.846141 045 06705

model derived. Values with color and asterisk are statistically significant.
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Figure S3: Desirability function (graph A) and plot of predicted vs. actual values of the
response (Ytr) (plot B) for the optimization of the extraction of OLL polyphenols performed
with the GL-SA DES. Inset tables provide statistics associated with the assessment of the
model derived. Values with color and asterisk are statistically significant.



