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Abstract: Background: Beef burgers are perishable meat products, and to extend their shelf life, EU
Regulation 1129/11 permits the use of certain additives. Objectives: However, given the concerns of
health-conscious consumers and the potential toxicity of synthetic substances, this study aimed to explore
the use of fennel waste extracts as natural preservatives. Methods: This study characterized the bioactive
compounds (phenolic content), the antioxidant activity (ABTS+ and DPPH assay), and the antimicrobial
properties (against Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis, Escherichia coli, Staphylococcus aureus, Bacillus
cereusi, and Pseudomonas aeruginosa) of different fennel waste extracts (LF, liquid fraction; SF, solid fraction
and PF, pellet fraction). Additionally, the potential use of the best fennel extract was evaluated for its impact
on beef burger shelf life (up to 18 days at 4 ± 1 ◦C) in terms of microbiological profile, pH, and activity
water (aw). Results: The PF extract, which was rich in flavones, hydroxybenzoic, and hydroxycinnamic
acids, demonstrated the highest antioxidant and antimicrobial activities. Microbiological analyses on
beef burgers with PF identified this extract as a potential antimicrobial substance. The aw and pH values
did not appear to be affected. Conclusions: In conclusion, fennel extracts could be proposed as natural
compounds exploitable in beef burgers to preserve their quality and extend their shelf-life.

Keywords: minced meat products; additives; natural compounds; fennel extracts

1. Introduction

Meat and meat products represent a significant source of energy and various nutrients
in the human diet, such as high-value proteins containing essential amino acids, essential
fatty acids, minerals (iron or zinc), and vitamins (B1, B2, B6, and B12) [1]. Their consump-
tion is widespread globally, and they are commonly found in restaurants, fast food chains,
and stores [2]. However, due to some physicochemical characteristics such as pH, water
content, oxygen sensibility [3], and the production process, they are highly perishable
products with a shorter shelf life compared to whole-muscle meat [4]. Microorganisms
responsible for rapid microbiological spoilage lead to changes in flavor, odor, texture, color,
and a reduction in shelf life [5]. In addition, microorganisms responsible for microbiological
deterioration not only cause economic losses to the food industry, but some also pose health
risks to consumers (Salmonella spp., Staphylococcus aureus, Escherichia coli, Campylobacter
jejuni, Listeria monocytogenes, Clostridium perfringes, Yersinia enterocolitica, and Aeromonas
hydrophila) [6]. Moreover, during storage, burgers also undergo natural chemical spoilage,
characterized by lipid oxidation and protein degradation, resulting in nutrient loss and the
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development of unpleasant odors and flavors, further reducing their shelf life [7]. There-
fore, given the economic importance of these meat products and high consumer demand,
the primary concern of the food industry is to reduce and control microbial proliferation
and chemical changes, thereby enhancing shelf life and overall safety [8]. Traditional
meat preservation techniques include the use of synthetic chemical antioxidant and/or
antimicrobial additives and preservatives, such as sulfur dioxide–sulphates, acetic acid, sor-
bates, and benzoates. These substances “prolong the shelf-life of foods by protecting them
against deterioration caused by microorganisms and/or which protect against growth of
pathogenic microorganisms.” [9]. In this regard, the addition of nitrates and nitrites to meat
products offers several benefits, including enhanced quality characteristics and improved
microbiological safety. These compounds, in fact, play a crucial role in developing the
distinctive flavor, maintaining the red color stability, and protecting against lipid oxidation
in cured meats [10]. Nitrites, in particular, exhibit significant bacteriostatic and bactericidal
properties against various spoilage bacteria and foodborne pathogens commonly found
in meat products and prevent the growth and toxin production of Clostridium botulinum.
However, the International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC) has recently determined
that ingested nitrates or nitrites can be probable human carcinogens under conditions
that promote endogenous nitrosation. Although the use of synthetic preservations offers
numerous technological benefits and are thus of great importance to the meat industry, the
safety of these chemical agents is questionable [11]. Concerns persist about the potential
risks associated with their consumption, such as allergic reactions, gastrointestinal issues,
carcinogenicity, asthma, and behavioral disorders like hyperactivity [12–14]. For this reason,
the development and application of novel technologies involving natural compounds with
antimicrobial and antioxidant properties have become a new strategy adopted by the meat
industry to produce healthier products. These products are free from synthetic chemical
additives or preservatives yet still offer appealing colors and flavors [15–18]. Numerous
natural antimicrobial substances are already in use today, including bacteriophages and
their lysins [19,20], bacteriocins [21], and plant extracts (including essential oils) [22,23].
In this regard, extracts from medicinal and aromatic plants, rich in bioactive compounds
(e.g., phenolics, terpenoids, carotenoids) with potent activity against microbial growth and
oxidative reactions, are increasingly being used as natural additives and quality enhancers
in minced meat processing [24–26].

Fennel (Foeniculum vulgare Mill.) is one of these medicinal and aromatic plants,
renowned for its anticancer, antidementia, antiplatelet, antihirsutism, hepatoprotective,
and anti-hyperlipidemic properties due to its chemical composition [27,28]. Fennel ex-
tracts, particularly from fennel leaves, are important sources of vitamins (A, C, thiamine,
riboflavin, and niacin), minerals (potassium, sodium, calcium, and manganese) [29], and
n-3 fatty acids (primarily found in the leaves) [30]. Rich in bioactive compounds (phenolic
acids, tocopherols, flavonoids, terpenoids, carotenoids) and essential oils [31–33], these
extracts have significant potential as preservatives (antioxidative and antimicrobial) in
the food processing sector [34–36]. Notably, Yanan Sun et al. [36], in a study focused on
the meat industry, demonstrated the antimicrobial effectiveness of fennel extracts against
aerobic mesophilic bacteria in ground pork. The study showed that fennel extracts could
be used to improve the quality of ground pork and extend its shelf life.

Recently, new attention has shifted towards the search for sustainable solutions for recy-
cling and valorizing food by-products for their reintegration into industrial supply chains [37].
However, despite the potential of by-products of fruits and vegetables, little attention has been
given to studying and utilizing this waste and its potential. Therefore, this study aimed to
explore the use of fennel waste extracts as natural preservatives. This study characterized
the bioactive compounds, the antioxidant activity, and the antimicrobial properties (against
Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis, Escherichia coli, Staphylococcus aureus, Bacillus cereus, and
Pseudomonas aeruginosa) of different fennel waste extracts. Additionally, the potential use of
the best fennel extract was evaluated for its impact on beef burger shelf life (up to 18 days at
4 ± 1 ◦C) in terms of microbiological profile, pH, and activity water (aw).
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2. Results and Discussion
2.1. Total Phenolic and HPLC Analyses of the Phenolic Compounds in the Fennel Extracts

The results for the total phenolic content (TPC) and HPLC-DAD analysis are presented
in Table 1. The data show that the fennel extract PF had the highest TPC, with 949 mg
GAE/100 g DE, followed by the LF and SF fennel extracts, with 369.49 and 346.72 mg
GAE/100 g DE, respectively. The total phenolic compounds measured based on the HPLC-
DAD analysis were different and lower than those measured using the spectrophotometer
based on the Folin–Ciocalteu assay (Table 1). These discrepancies can be attributed to the
detection limits for certain phenolic compounds and to the fact that the Folin–Ciocalteu
reagent can react with other molecules (such as sugars and proteins) present in the ex-
tracts, leading to measurement interference and an overestimation of total phenolic content.
According to the HPLC-DAD analysis, four different chemical classes of polyphenols,
including flavonols, flavones, and hydroxybenzoic and hydroxycinnamic acids, and seven-
teen individual phenolic compounds were identified in the three different fennel extracts
(SF, LF, and PF), showing a high complexity and richness of such well-known bioactive
compounds. Specifically, for each fennel fraction, at least nine of them (gallic acid, protocate-
chuic acid, catechin, dihydroxycaffeic acid, 4-hydroxybenzoic acid, caffeic acid, p-coumaric,
ferulic acid, and rutin) were quantified using HPLC (Table 1). In this study, the most rele-
vant phenolic compound was the protocatechuic acid hydroxybenzoic acid, whose highest
concentration was found in the PF (126.89 mg/100 g DE). Moreover, 4-hydroxybenzoic acid
and catechin (87.17 and 79.54 mg/100 g DE, respectively), which are bioactive polyphenols
with antimicrobial, anti-inflammatory, and antioxidant properties attributed to their high
free radical-scavenging capacity, were the most prominent compounds in the PF fennel
extract. These higher PF values could be attributed to the presence of more lipophilic com-
pounds, such as flavonoids (naringinin-7-glucoside, rutin, quercetin, and luteolin), which
are associated with insoluble fiber and were separated during the milling and centrifuga-
tion process. Our data are consistent with previous research, such as the study by Roby
et al. [38], which identified fifteen individual compounds, including quercetin, chlorogenic
acid, and ferulic acid, and reported a lower total polyphenol content (TPC) in methanolic
fennel extracts—340 mg GAE/100 g DE—compared to what was observed in this study.
Similarly, Salami et al. [39] reported a high concentration of phenolic compounds (including
chlorogenic acid, caffeic acid, p-coumaric acid, rutin, ferulic acid, 1,5-dicaffeoylquinic acid,
quercetin, and apigenin) in fennel leaves and seeds, with TPC values of 200 mg GAE/100 g
DE and 262 mg GAE/100 g DE, respectively.

2.2. Antioxidant Activity of the Fennel Extracts

The antioxidant activity of the free radical-scavenging fennel extracts is illustrated in Table 1.
The results show that SF and PF had the highest antioxidant capacities compared to the LF
extract. Specifically, SF exhibited strong scavenging effects on DPPH radicals, with values of
653.22 ± 14.66 µM TE/100 g DE, and on ABTS radicals, with values of 323.10 ± 25.11 mg AAE/
100 g DE (dry extract). The PF extract, on the other hand, demonstrated the highest antioxidant
activity on ABTS radicals, with values of 383.00 ± 18.07 mg AAE/100 g DE (dry extract),
and on DPPH radicals, with values of 638.28 ± 46.70 µM TE/100 g DE. In contrast, the LF
extract exhibited lower antioxidant activity, with scavenging effects on ABTS and DPPH radicals
showing values of 328.85 ± 14.92 mg AAE/100 g DE (dry extract) and 143.64 ± 35.17 µM
TE/100 g DE, respectively. These antioxidant activity results can be partly attributed to the high
polyphenol content in the fennel extracts. Polyphenols are well-known for their potent ability to
reduce oxidative compounds and scavenge free radicals, often surpassing the effectiveness of
vitamins and carotenoids found in plants. Various studies have reported differing outcomes
on this matter; while some authors have identified a correlation between phenolic content
and antioxidant activity [40,41], others have found no such relationship, suggesting that other
compounds may be responsible for the antioxidant effects [42]. Overall, the high antioxidant
capacity observed in our study’s extracts highlights the importance of studying fennel by-
products as a cost-effective and rich source of natural antioxidants.
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Table 1. HPLC-DAD analysis of individual phenolic compounds and antioxidant activity of the hydroalcoholic extracts from the fennel by-product fractions.

Compound Chemical Class RT
Concentration (mg/100 g DE)

SF LF PF

1 Gallic acid Hydroxybenzoic acid 14.07 22.45 ± 3.66 30.63 ± 1.58 30.05 ± 1.14

2 3,4 dihydroxybenzoic
acid Hydroxybenzoic acid 17.49 42.88 ± 10.90 24.17 ± 1.24 nd

3 Protocatechuic acid Hydroxybenzoic acid 17.92 83.86 ± 36.54 32.11 ± 1.92 126.89 ± 7.56
4 Catechin Flavonol 23.53 10.38 ± 3.62 27.34 ± 1.57 79.54 ± 4.58
5 Neochlorogenic acid Hydroxycinnamic acids 25.57 ud ud ud
6 Chlorogenic acid Hydroxycinnamic acids 28.00 ud ud ud
7 Dihydroxycaffeic acid Hydroxycinnamic acids 29.29 45.98 ± 6.76 27.43 ± 1.39 79.80 ± 4.05
8 4-Hydroxybenzoic acid Hydroxybenzoic acid 34.03 nd 90.90 ± 5.15 87.17 ± 4.58
9 Caffeic acid Hydroxycinnamic acids 37.19 40.16 ± 0.30 9.53 ± 0.60 33.18 ± 2.05
10 p-Coumaric Hydroxybenzoic acid 43.80 38.2 ± 6.41 36.35 ± 2.27 56.71 ± 3.37
11 Ferulic acid Hydroxybenzoic acid 48.63 ud 22.81 ± 1.12 26.13 ± 0.90
12 Myricetin Flavonoid 50.53 ud nd ud
13 Naringinin-7-glucoside Flavones 52.45 ud ud ud
14 Naringinin Flavones 53.45 ud ud ud
15 Rutin Flavonoid 54.66 15.28 ± 12.51 2.09 ± 0.15 6.08 ± 0.45
16 Quercetin Flavonol 55.13 ud ud ud
17 Luteolin Flovones 56.46 ud ud ud

Total by HPLC 298.69 ± 24.16 303.37 ± 17.00 525.25 ± 29.05
TPC (mg GAE/100 g DE) 346.72 ± 17.67 369.49 ± 12.76 949.29 ± 114.37

Antioxidant activity
ABTS (mg AAE/100 g DE) 323.10 ± 25.11 328.85 ± 14.92 383.00 ± 18.07
DPPH (µM TE/100 g DE) 653.22 ± 14.66 143.64 ± 35.17 638.28 ± 46.70

RT: retention time; LF, liquid fraction used directly; SF, solid fraction extract; PF, pellet fraction extract; TPC, total phenolic content; GAE, gallic acid equivalents; DE, dry extract;
AAE, ascorbic acid equivalents; TE, trolox equivalents; nd: not detected; ud; under detection limit. All determinations were carried out in triplicate, and results are shown as mean
value ± standard deviation.
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2.3. Antimicrobial Screening of Fennel Fraction Extracts

The results illustrated in Figure 1 and Table 2 show the effects of the four fennel
extracts (liquid fraction used directly, LF; liquid fraction at 40 ◦C, LF*; solid fraction,
SF; and pellet fraction, PF) on the growth of Staphylococcus aureus and Escherichia coli in
the first preliminary screening. Neither the directly used LF nor the concentrated LF*
exhibited any inhibitory activity against the tested microorganisms. In fact, no inhibition
zones were observed on the agar plates (Figure 1). Although a different concentration of
the extracts was used in the screening test, making it difficult to compare antimicrobial
activity, an inhibitory effect was observed for the SF and for PF extracts at concentrations
of 110 mg DE/mL and 20 mg DE/mL, respectively, but only against Staphylococcus aureus
(Figure 1a), with inhibition zones of 10 mm and 10.5 mm (Table 2). These data revealed less
antimicrobial activity against Staphylococcus aureus compared to other studies. For example,
Ghasemian et al., [43] reported that fennel essential oils exhibited an inhibition zone of
19 mm, while Barrahi et al., [44] found inhibition zones ranging from 10 to 20 mm. However,
Lemiasheuski et al., [45], who also worked with essential oils extracted from various parts
of the fennel plant (such as seeds, leaves, or aerial parts), reported inhibition zones of
5–6 mm, which were even smaller than those obtained in our study. It is important to note
that the cited studies were focused on essential oils extracted directly from fennel, unlike
our research, which examined whole extracts derived from fennel waste already used
for other purposes. This difference could potentially explain the slight variations in our
results compared to other studies in the field. In fact, it is well known that the antibacterial
activity of a fennel extract is influenced by several different factors, including the fennel
variety [33], the extraction method, and the part of the plant used for the extraction. For
example, Ghafarizadeh et al., [46] observed that in the case of extracts obtained from
fennel leaves, the ethanolic extract showed the highest inhibitory effect. Additionally,
Rafieian et al., [47] demonstrated that extracts obtained from fennel flowers showed better
antibacterial properties compared to the extracts obtained from other parts of the plant.

Moreover, in this first preliminary screening, none of the four extracts (LF, LF*, SF,
PF) showed inhibitory effects against Escherichia coli (Figure 1b). Thus, the best result was
obtained for the PF extract with the lowest concentration (20 mg DE/mL) and the higher
inhibition (10.5 mm) only against Staphylococcus aureus, a Gram-positive bacterium. This
result agrees with several previous studies [43,48] and has shown that fennel scrap extracts
like fennel essential oils exhibit stronger antimicrobial activity against Gram-positive bac-
teria than Gram-negative bacteria. This difference in efficacy could be attributed to the
distinct structural characteristics of their cell membranes. Gram-negative bacteria have a
relatively thin peptidoglycan cell wall, which is further shielded by an outer membrane con-
taining lipopolysaccharides. In contrast, Gram-positive bacteria lack this outer membrane
but possess a much thicker peptidoglycan layer than that of Gram-negative bacteria [49,50].
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Table 2. Inhibitory potentials of fennel extracts on Staphylococcus aureus and Escherichia coli.

Fennel Extract
Positive Effect (×) Concentration

(mg DE/mL)

Inhibition Zone
Diameter

S. aureus E. coli (mm)

LF - - 38.7 -

LF* - - 160 -

SF × - 110 10.00 ± 0.21

PF × - 20 10.50 ± 0.52
LF, liquid fraction used directly; LF*, liquid fraction at 40 ◦C; SF, solid fraction extract; PF, pellet fraction extract.
(-) no inhibition zone was observed; (×), positive effect was observed.

After identifying the fennel extracts with antimicrobial properties (SF and PF) and
their respective concentrations (50, 100, and 150 mg/mL for the SF; 10 and 20 mg DE/mL
for PF), a second screening using a microplate-based assay was conducted. The data
revealed that the fennel extracts (SF and PF) had inhibitory effects on the growth of all
tested indicator strains (Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis, Escherichia coli, Pseudomonas
aeruginosa, Staphylococcus aureus, and Bacillus cereus). Microbial growth, derived from ab-
sorbance data, decreased as the fennel extract concentration increased. As shown in Table 3,
higher concentrations of the extracts resulted in greater growth inhibition, suggesting a
proportional relationship between the amount of fennel extract used and its antimicrobial
activity, as noted by Di Napoli et al., [51]. In summary, PF exhibited the best antimicrobial
properties against all the tested microorganisms due to its effectiveness at lower concentra-
tions (MIC = 2%) compared to the SF extract (MIC = 10%). In fact, an almost total inhibition
(72–81%) of microbial growth was observed, particularly for the Gram-negative bacteria
Salmonella enterica serovar Enteritidis, Escherichia coli, and Pseudomonas aeruginosa. Our
data are consistent with other studies, which have confirmed the bactericidal activity of
the fennel extract against these pathogens [51–53]. Moreover, in agreement with Ozcan
et al., [54], the PF has shown its biocidal power against the Gram-positive Bacillus cereus,
with an inhibition percentage (76%) similar to that observed for Gram-negative bacteria.
Finally, an action, albeit minimal, was also observed on Gram-positive Staphylococcus aureus,
with an inhibition of 28%. As the extracts were obtained from fresh fennel waste, this
antimicrobial effectiveness could be attributed to the bioactive compounds present in the
vegetable waste, such as hydroxybenzoic acids (gallic acid; 3,4 dihydroxybenzoic acid;
protocatechuic acid; 4-hydroxybenzoic acid; p-coumaric and ferulic acid), hydroxycinnamic
acids (dihydroxycaffeic acid and caffeic acid), flavonols (catechin), and flavonoids (rutin).
Specifically, flavonoids are often reported to possess membrane-disrupting and inhibition
activities of cell envelope synthesis, nucleic acid synthesis, electron transport chain, ATP
synthesis, and biofilm formation [55], while the antimicrobial mechanisms of phenolic
acids (hydroxybenzoic and hydroxycinnamic acids) are not yet fully understood. However,
the leading theory suggests that these compounds destabilize microbial cell surfaces and
cytoplasmic membranes, causing irreversible damage to the cell wall and various intra-
cellular organelles. This process may lead to the coagulation of cellular components and
the inhibition of intracellular enzymes. Additionally, once the cell wall is compromised,
phenolic compounds may interact with intracellular components and DNA. The disruption
of internal membranes can also release free radicals, which can further damage DNA and
induce lipid oxidation [56].
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Table 3. Antimicrobial activity of fennel solid fraction extract, SF (concentrations:
50 mg DE/mL = 5%, 100 mg DE/mL = 10%, and 150 mg DE/mL = 15%) and pellet fraction ex-
tract, PF (concentrations: 10 mg DE/mL = 1% and 20 mg DE/mL = 2%) on Salmonella enterica serotype
Enteritidis, Escherichia coli, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Staphylococcus aureus, and Bacillus cereus growth
and comparison with the positive control (PC).

Indicator Strains SF PF

Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis
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wall  is compromised, phenolic compounds may  interact with  intracellular components 

and DNA. The disruption of internal membranes can also release free radicals, which can 

further damage DNA and induce lipid oxidation [56]. 

Table 3. Antimicrobial activity of fennel solid fraction extract, SF (concentrations: 50 mg DE/mL = 

5%, 100 mg DE/mL = 10%, and 150 mg DE/mL = 15%) and pellet fraction extract, PF (concentrations: 

10 mg DE/mL = 1% and 20 mg DE/mL = 2%) on Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis, Escherichia 

coli, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Staphylococcus aureus, and Bacillus cereus growth and comparison with 

the positive control (PC). 

Indicator Strains  SF  PF 

Salmonella enterica serotype 

Enteritidis 

   

Escherichia coli 

   

Pseudomonas aeruginosa 
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antimicrobial effectiveness could be attributed to the bioactive compounds present in the 

vegetable waste, such as hydroxybenzoic acids  (gallic acid; 3,4 dihydroxybenzoic acid; 

protocatechuic  acid;  4-hydroxybenzoic  acid;  p-coumaric  and  ferulic  acid),  hy-

droxycinnamic acids (dihydroxycaffeic acid and caffeic acid), flavonols (catechin), and fla-

vonoids (rutin). Specifically, flavonoids are often reported to possess membrane-disrupt-

ing and  inhibition activities of  cell envelope  synthesis, nucleic acid  synthesis,  electron 

transport chain, ATP synthesis, and biofilm formation [55], while the antimicrobial mech-

anisms of phenolic acids (hydroxybenzoic and hydroxycinnamic acids) are not yet fully 

understood. However, the leading theory suggests that these compounds destabilize mi-

crobial cell surfaces and cytoplasmic membranes, causing irreversible damage to the cell 

wall and various intracellular organelles. This process may lead to the coagulation of cel-

lular components and the inhibition of intracellular enzymes. Additionally, once the cell 

wall  is compromised, phenolic compounds may  interact with  intracellular components 

and DNA. The disruption of internal membranes can also release free radicals, which can 

further damage DNA and induce lipid oxidation [56]. 

Table 3. Antimicrobial activity of fennel solid fraction extract, SF (concentrations: 50 mg DE/mL = 

5%, 100 mg DE/mL = 10%, and 150 mg DE/mL = 15%) and pellet fraction extract, PF (concentrations: 

10 mg DE/mL = 1% and 20 mg DE/mL = 2%) on Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis, Escherichia 

coli, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Staphylococcus aureus, and Bacillus cereus growth and comparison with 

the positive control (PC). 

Indicator Strains  SF  PF 

Salmonella enterica serotype 

Enteritidis 

   

Escherichia coli 

   

Pseudomonas aeruginosa 

   

Escherichia coli
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antimicrobial effectiveness could be attributed to the bioactive compounds present in the 

vegetable waste, such as hydroxybenzoic acids  (gallic acid; 3,4 dihydroxybenzoic acid; 

protocatechuic  acid;  4-hydroxybenzoic  acid;  p-coumaric  and  ferulic  acid),  hy-

droxycinnamic acids (dihydroxycaffeic acid and caffeic acid), flavonols (catechin), and fla-

vonoids (rutin). Specifically, flavonoids are often reported to possess membrane-disrupt-

ing and  inhibition activities of  cell envelope  synthesis, nucleic acid  synthesis,  electron 

transport chain, ATP synthesis, and biofilm formation [55], while the antimicrobial mech-

anisms of phenolic acids (hydroxybenzoic and hydroxycinnamic acids) are not yet fully 

understood. However, the leading theory suggests that these compounds destabilize mi-

crobial cell surfaces and cytoplasmic membranes, causing irreversible damage to the cell 

wall and various intracellular organelles. This process may lead to the coagulation of cel-

lular components and the inhibition of intracellular enzymes. Additionally, once the cell 

wall  is compromised, phenolic compounds may  interact with  intracellular components 

and DNA. The disruption of internal membranes can also release free radicals, which can 

further damage DNA and induce lipid oxidation [56]. 

Table 3. Antimicrobial activity of fennel solid fraction extract, SF (concentrations: 50 mg DE/mL = 

5%, 100 mg DE/mL = 10%, and 150 mg DE/mL = 15%) and pellet fraction extract, PF (concentrations: 

10 mg DE/mL = 1% and 20 mg DE/mL = 2%) on Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis, Escherichia 

coli, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Staphylococcus aureus, and Bacillus cereus growth and comparison with 

the positive control (PC). 

Indicator Strains  SF  PF 

Salmonella enterica serotype 

Enteritidis 

   

Escherichia coli 

   

Pseudomonas aeruginosa 
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antimicrobial effectiveness could be attributed to the bioactive compounds present in the 

vegetable waste, such as hydroxybenzoic acids  (gallic acid; 3,4 dihydroxybenzoic acid; 

protocatechuic  acid;  4-hydroxybenzoic  acid;  p-coumaric  and  ferulic  acid),  hy-

droxycinnamic acids (dihydroxycaffeic acid and caffeic acid), flavonols (catechin), and fla-

vonoids (rutin). Specifically, flavonoids are often reported to possess membrane-disrupt-

ing and  inhibition activities of  cell envelope  synthesis, nucleic acid  synthesis,  electron 

transport chain, ATP synthesis, and biofilm formation [55], while the antimicrobial mech-

anisms of phenolic acids (hydroxybenzoic and hydroxycinnamic acids) are not yet fully 

understood. However, the leading theory suggests that these compounds destabilize mi-

crobial cell surfaces and cytoplasmic membranes, causing irreversible damage to the cell 

wall and various intracellular organelles. This process may lead to the coagulation of cel-

lular components and the inhibition of intracellular enzymes. Additionally, once the cell 

wall  is compromised, phenolic compounds may  interact with  intracellular components 

and DNA. The disruption of internal membranes can also release free radicals, which can 

further damage DNA and induce lipid oxidation [56]. 

Table 3. Antimicrobial activity of fennel solid fraction extract, SF (concentrations: 50 mg DE/mL = 

5%, 100 mg DE/mL = 10%, and 150 mg DE/mL = 15%) and pellet fraction extract, PF (concentrations: 

10 mg DE/mL = 1% and 20 mg DE/mL = 2%) on Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis, Escherichia 

coli, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Staphylococcus aureus, and Bacillus cereus growth and comparison with 

the positive control (PC). 

Indicator Strains  SF  PF 

Salmonella enterica serotype 

Enteritidis 

   

Escherichia coli 

   

Pseudomonas aeruginosa 

   

Pseudomonas aeruginosa
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antimicrobial effectiveness could be attributed to the bioactive compounds present in the 

vegetable waste, such as hydroxybenzoic acids  (gallic acid; 3,4 dihydroxybenzoic acid; 

protocatechuic  acid;  4-hydroxybenzoic  acid;  p-coumaric  and  ferulic  acid),  hy-

droxycinnamic acids (dihydroxycaffeic acid and caffeic acid), flavonols (catechin), and fla-

vonoids (rutin). Specifically, flavonoids are often reported to possess membrane-disrupt-

ing and  inhibition activities of  cell envelope  synthesis, nucleic acid  synthesis,  electron 

transport chain, ATP synthesis, and biofilm formation [55], while the antimicrobial mech-

anisms of phenolic acids (hydroxybenzoic and hydroxycinnamic acids) are not yet fully 

understood. However, the leading theory suggests that these compounds destabilize mi-

crobial cell surfaces and cytoplasmic membranes, causing irreversible damage to the cell 

wall and various intracellular organelles. This process may lead to the coagulation of cel-

lular components and the inhibition of intracellular enzymes. Additionally, once the cell 

wall  is compromised, phenolic compounds may  interact with  intracellular components 

and DNA. The disruption of internal membranes can also release free radicals, which can 

further damage DNA and induce lipid oxidation [56]. 

Table 3. Antimicrobial activity of fennel solid fraction extract, SF (concentrations: 50 mg DE/mL = 

5%, 100 mg DE/mL = 10%, and 150 mg DE/mL = 15%) and pellet fraction extract, PF (concentrations: 

10 mg DE/mL = 1% and 20 mg DE/mL = 2%) on Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis, Escherichia 

coli, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Staphylococcus aureus, and Bacillus cereus growth and comparison with 

the positive control (PC). 

Indicator Strains  SF  PF 

Salmonella enterica serotype 

Enteritidis 

   

Escherichia coli 

   

Pseudomonas aeruginosa 
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antimicrobial effectiveness could be attributed to the bioactive compounds present in the 

vegetable waste, such as hydroxybenzoic acids  (gallic acid; 3,4 dihydroxybenzoic acid; 

protocatechuic  acid;  4-hydroxybenzoic  acid;  p-coumaric  and  ferulic  acid),  hy-

droxycinnamic acids (dihydroxycaffeic acid and caffeic acid), flavonols (catechin), and fla-

vonoids (rutin). Specifically, flavonoids are often reported to possess membrane-disrupt-

ing and  inhibition activities of  cell envelope  synthesis, nucleic acid  synthesis,  electron 

transport chain, ATP synthesis, and biofilm formation [55], while the antimicrobial mech-

anisms of phenolic acids (hydroxybenzoic and hydroxycinnamic acids) are not yet fully 

understood. However, the leading theory suggests that these compounds destabilize mi-

crobial cell surfaces and cytoplasmic membranes, causing irreversible damage to the cell 

wall and various intracellular organelles. This process may lead to the coagulation of cel-

lular components and the inhibition of intracellular enzymes. Additionally, once the cell 

wall  is compromised, phenolic compounds may  interact with  intracellular components 

and DNA. The disruption of internal membranes can also release free radicals, which can 

further damage DNA and induce lipid oxidation [56]. 

Table 3. Antimicrobial activity of fennel solid fraction extract, SF (concentrations: 50 mg DE/mL = 

5%, 100 mg DE/mL = 10%, and 150 mg DE/mL = 15%) and pellet fraction extract, PF (concentrations: 

10 mg DE/mL = 1% and 20 mg DE/mL = 2%) on Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis, Escherichia 

coli, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Staphylococcus aureus, and Bacillus cereus growth and comparison with 

the positive control (PC). 

Indicator Strains  SF  PF 

Salmonella enterica serotype 

Enteritidis 

   

Escherichia coli 

   

Pseudomonas aeruginosa 

   

Staphylococcus aureus
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Staphylococcus aureus 

   

Bacillus cereus 

   

Specifically, for Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis, an increase in the inhibitory 

index (%) was observed, directly proportional to the concentration of fennel extracts. The 

inhibition ranged  from 44%  to 82%  for  the SF extract and  from 37%  to 81%  for  the PF 

extract (Table 4). These findings are consistent with several studies investigating the anti-

microbial effects of fennel plant extracts (notably essential oils) against Salmonella enterica 

serotype Enteritidis, demonstrating their inhibitory potentials on both the growth and vir-

ulence of this pathogen at different concentrations. For example, Pluta et al., [56] observed 

that  fennel oils showed  inhibitory effects at various concentrations, with  the minimum 

inhibitory concentration (MIC) varying based on the specific strain and testing conditions. 

Moreover, Di Napoli et al., [51], in a study closely aligned with ours, revealed that fennel 

extracts, being rich in bioactive compounds, can significantly disrupt bacterial biofilms at 

low concentrations, showing strong antibacterial activity against various pathogens, in-

cluding Salmonella enterica. Additionaly, Almuzaini [57] suggests that plant-derived com-

pounds, including those found in fennel, such as phenolic compounds, polyphenols, fla-

vonoid, terpenoids, and essential oils, can disrupt bacterial cell membranes, inhibit bio-

film formation, and lead to bacterial death, particularly in strains like Salmonella Typhi-

murium and Salmonella Enteritidis. 

Table 4. Inhibitory potentials of the solid fennel (SF) and pellet extract (PF) on Salmonella enterica 

serotype Enteridis. 

Item  SF  PF 

 
50 mg 

DE/mL 

(5%) 

100 mg 

DE/mL 

(10%) 

150 mg 

DE/mL 

(15%) 

10 mg 

DE/mL 

(1%) 

20 mg DE/mL 

(2%) 

Absorbance  0.843  0.556  0.271  1.013  0.300 

Inhibition index, %  43.82  62.92  81.92  36.57  81.21 

The absorbance value and the calculation of inhibition index (%) were recorded after 22 h. 

Unlike the first preliminary screening, in the second one, both fennel extracts (SF and 

PF) showed antimicrobial effectiveness against Escherichia coli. An  inhibitory  index  (%) 

ranging from 21% to 83% for the SF and from 0.12% to 72% for the PF was observed (Table 

5). These data are in accordance with the study by Di Napoli et al. [51], where the fennel 

extract effectiveness was found to be dose-dependent, with higher concentrations leading 

to greater bacterial  inhibition. According  to Pluta et al.,  [56],  this antimicrobial activity 

may  be  attributed  to  the  bioactive  components  found  in  the  extracts, which  disrupt 
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Staphylococcus aureus 

   

Bacillus cereus 

   

Specifically, for Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis, an increase in the inhibitory 

index (%) was observed, directly proportional to the concentration of fennel extracts. The 

inhibition ranged  from 44%  to 82%  for  the SF extract and  from 37%  to 81%  for  the PF 

extract (Table 4). These findings are consistent with several studies investigating the anti-

microbial effects of fennel plant extracts (notably essential oils) against Salmonella enterica 

serotype Enteritidis, demonstrating their inhibitory potentials on both the growth and vir-

ulence of this pathogen at different concentrations. For example, Pluta et al., [56] observed 

that  fennel oils showed  inhibitory effects at various concentrations, with  the minimum 

inhibitory concentration (MIC) varying based on the specific strain and testing conditions. 

Moreover, Di Napoli et al., [51], in a study closely aligned with ours, revealed that fennel 

extracts, being rich in bioactive compounds, can significantly disrupt bacterial biofilms at 

low concentrations, showing strong antibacterial activity against various pathogens, in-

cluding Salmonella enterica. Additionaly, Almuzaini [57] suggests that plant-derived com-

pounds, including those found in fennel, such as phenolic compounds, polyphenols, fla-

vonoid, terpenoids, and essential oils, can disrupt bacterial cell membranes, inhibit bio-

film formation, and lead to bacterial death, particularly in strains like Salmonella Typhi-

murium and Salmonella Enteritidis. 

Table 4. Inhibitory potentials of the solid fennel (SF) and pellet extract (PF) on Salmonella enterica 

serotype Enteridis. 

Item  SF  PF 

 
50 mg 

DE/mL 

(5%) 

100 mg 

DE/mL 

(10%) 

150 mg 

DE/mL 

(15%) 

10 mg 

DE/mL 

(1%) 

20 mg DE/mL 

(2%) 

Absorbance  0.843  0.556  0.271  1.013  0.300 

Inhibition index, %  43.82  62.92  81.92  36.57  81.21 

The absorbance value and the calculation of inhibition index (%) were recorded after 22 h. 

Unlike the first preliminary screening, in the second one, both fennel extracts (SF and 

PF) showed antimicrobial effectiveness against Escherichia coli. An  inhibitory  index  (%) 

ranging from 21% to 83% for the SF and from 0.12% to 72% for the PF was observed (Table 

5). These data are in accordance with the study by Di Napoli et al. [51], where the fennel 

extract effectiveness was found to be dose-dependent, with higher concentrations leading 

to greater bacterial  inhibition. According  to Pluta et al.,  [56],  this antimicrobial activity 

may  be  attributed  to  the  bioactive  components  found  in  the  extracts, which  disrupt 
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Specifically, for Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis, an increase in the inhibitory 

index (%) was observed, directly proportional to the concentration of fennel extracts. The 

inhibition ranged  from 44%  to 82%  for  the SF extract and  from 37%  to 81%  for  the PF 

extract (Table 4). These findings are consistent with several studies investigating the anti-

microbial effects of fennel plant extracts (notably essential oils) against Salmonella enterica 

serotype Enteritidis, demonstrating their inhibitory potentials on both the growth and vir-

ulence of this pathogen at different concentrations. For example, Pluta et al., [56] observed 

that  fennel oils showed  inhibitory effects at various concentrations, with  the minimum 

inhibitory concentration (MIC) varying based on the specific strain and testing conditions. 

Moreover, Di Napoli et al., [51], in a study closely aligned with ours, revealed that fennel 

extracts, being rich in bioactive compounds, can significantly disrupt bacterial biofilms at 

low concentrations, showing strong antibacterial activity against various pathogens, in-

cluding Salmonella enterica. Additionaly, Almuzaini [57] suggests that plant-derived com-

pounds, including those found in fennel, such as phenolic compounds, polyphenols, fla-

vonoid, terpenoids, and essential oils, can disrupt bacterial cell membranes, inhibit bio-

film formation, and lead to bacterial death, particularly in strains like Salmonella Typhi-

murium and Salmonella Enteritidis. 

Table 4. Inhibitory potentials of the solid fennel (SF) and pellet extract (PF) on Salmonella enterica 

serotype Enteridis. 

Item  SF  PF 

 
50 mg 

DE/mL 

(5%) 

100 mg 

DE/mL 

(10%) 

150 mg 

DE/mL 

(15%) 

10 mg 

DE/mL 

(1%) 

20 mg DE/mL 

(2%) 

Absorbance  0.843  0.556  0.271  1.013  0.300 

Inhibition index, %  43.82  62.92  81.92  36.57  81.21 

The absorbance value and the calculation of inhibition index (%) were recorded after 22 h. 

Unlike the first preliminary screening, in the second one, both fennel extracts (SF and 

PF) showed antimicrobial effectiveness against Escherichia coli. An  inhibitory  index  (%) 

ranging from 21% to 83% for the SF and from 0.12% to 72% for the PF was observed (Table 

5). These data are in accordance with the study by Di Napoli et al. [51], where the fennel 

extract effectiveness was found to be dose-dependent, with higher concentrations leading 

to greater bacterial  inhibition. According  to Pluta et al.,  [56],  this antimicrobial activity 

may  be  attributed  to  the  bioactive  components  found  in  the  extracts, which  disrupt 
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Specifically, for Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis, an increase in the inhibitory 

index (%) was observed, directly proportional to the concentration of fennel extracts. The 

inhibition ranged  from 44%  to 82%  for  the SF extract and  from 37%  to 81%  for  the PF 

extract (Table 4). These findings are consistent with several studies investigating the anti-

microbial effects of fennel plant extracts (notably essential oils) against Salmonella enterica 

serotype Enteritidis, demonstrating their inhibitory potentials on both the growth and vir-

ulence of this pathogen at different concentrations. For example, Pluta et al., [56] observed 

that  fennel oils showed  inhibitory effects at various concentrations, with  the minimum 

inhibitory concentration (MIC) varying based on the specific strain and testing conditions. 

Moreover, Di Napoli et al., [51], in a study closely aligned with ours, revealed that fennel 
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Specifically, for Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis, an increase in the inhibitory
index (%) was observed, directly proportional to the concentration of fennel extracts. The
inhibition ranged from 44% to 82% for the SF extract and from 37% to 81% for the PF extract
(Table 4). These findings are consistent with several studies investigating the antimicrobial
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effects of fennel plant extracts (notably essential oils) against Salmonella enterica serotype
Enteritidis, demonstrating their inhibitory potentials on both the growth and virulence of
this pathogen at different concentrations. For example, Pluta et al., [56] observed that fen-
nel oils showed inhibitory effects at various concentrations, with the minimum inhibitory
concentration (MIC) varying based on the specific strain and testing conditions. Moreover,
Di Napoli et al., [51], in a study closely aligned with ours, revealed that fennel extracts,
being rich in bioactive compounds, can significantly disrupt bacterial biofilms at low con-
centrations, showing strong antibacterial activity against various pathogens, including
Salmonella enterica. Additionaly, Almuzaini [57] suggests that plant-derived compounds,
including those found in fennel, such as phenolic compounds, polyphenols, flavonoid,
terpenoids, and essential oils, can disrupt bacterial cell membranes, inhibit biofilm forma-
tion, and lead to bacterial death, particularly in strains like Salmonella Typhimurium and
Salmonella Enteritidis.

Table 4. Inhibitory potentials of the solid fennel (SF) and pellet extract (PF) on Salmonella enterica
serotype Enteridis.

Item SF PF

50 mg
DE/mL

(5%)

100 mg
DE/mL
(10%)

150 mg
DE/mL
(15%)

10 mg
DE/mL

(1%)

20 mg
DE/mL

(2%)

Absorbance 0.843 0.556 0.271 1.013 0.300
Inhibition
index, % 43.82 62.92 81.92 36.57 81.21

The absorbance value and the calculation of inhibition index (%) were recorded after 22 h.

Unlike the first preliminary screening, in the second one, both fennel extracts (SF and
PF) showed antimicrobial effectiveness against Escherichia coli. An inhibitory index (%)
ranging from 21% to 83% for the SF and from 0.12% to 72% for the PF was observed (Table 5).
These data are in accordance with the study by Di Napoli et al. [51], where the fennel
extract effectiveness was found to be dose-dependent, with higher concentrations leading
to greater bacterial inhibition. According to Pluta et al., [56], this antimicrobial activity may
be attributed to the bioactive components found in the extracts, which disrupt bacterial
cell membranes and interfere with essential cellular processes. Notably, the mechanism
involves disruption of the bacterium’s outer membrane, which, although more resistant
due to its lipopolysaccharide layer, can still be permeated by the extract’s hydrophobic
compounds under appropriate conditions [56]. Additionally, it is important to highlight
that among all the Gram-negative bacteria analyzed in the present study, Escherichia coli was
the most resistant to fennel extracts, as also observed Shabnam et al. [58]. However, unlike
the study carried out by Manonmani and Khadir [59], which found that the ethanolic fennel
extracts did not exhibit antibacterial effects against Escherichia coli, we found antimicrobial
activity of the extracts even at a concentration of 20 mg DE/mL (MIC = 2%). The obtained
MIC values are comparable to those reported by Gheorghita et al., (5–10%) [60].

Table 5. Inhibitory potentials of the solid fennel (SF) and pellet extract (PF) on Escherichia coli.

Item SF PF

50 mg
DE/mL

(5%)

100 mg
DE/mL
(10%)

150 mg
DE/mL
(15%)

10 mg
DE/mL

(1%)

20 mg
DE/mL

(2%)

Absorbance 1.199 0.717 0.253 1.013 0.300
Inhibition
index, % 21.01 52.74 83.31 0.117 72.189

The absorbance value and the calculation of inhibition index (%) were recorded after 22 h.
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Regarding the solid fraction, a similar pattern to that observed for Escherichia coli
was noted for Pseudomonas aeruginosa, with an inhibitory index (%) ranging from 33%
to 79% (Table 6). However, this Gram-negative bacterium proved to be more sensitive
than Escherichia coli to the PF extract, with an inhibitory index (%) ranging from 19% to
75% (Table 5). This finding agrees with the study carried out by Daniela Gheorghita
et al., [60] which reported the greater susceptibility of Pseudomonas aeruginosa compared to
Escherichia coli regarding certain essential oils derived from various plants, including fennel,
particularly in biofilm formation inhibition and growth reduction. In fact, the fennel’s
ability to prevent biofilm formation, which is a key factor in Pseudomonas aeruginosa’s
pathogenicity, disrupts its defense mechanism even at low concentrations, allowing for
better control of bacterial growth [61]. Furthermore, generally, the minimum inhibitory
concentrations (MIC) of essential oils for antibacterial activity may vary depending on the
specific bacterial strain and the oil’s composition [61]. In our study, the MIC for PF (which
is the best extract) was even lower (2 mg DE/mL) than that reported by Diao et al. [35]
(>10 mg DE/mL), despite their research focusing on the antimicrobial activity of essential
oils from fennel seeds (Foeniculum vulgare Mill.) and not on fennel scrap extracts.

Table 6. Inhibitory potentials of the solid fennel (SF) and pellet extract (PF) on Pseudomonas aeruginosa.

Item SF PF

50 mg
DE/mL

(5%)

100 mg
DE/mL
(10%)

150 mg
DE/mL
(15%)

10 mg
DE/mL

(1%)

20 mg
DE/mL

(2%)

Absorbance 0.820 0.475 0.253 0.956 0.291
Inhibition
index, % 33.44 61.42 79.44 18.91 75.27

The absorbance value and the calculation of inhibition index (%) were recorded after 22 h.

Unlike the previous trends, the PF at a concentration of 10 mg DE/mL was unable to
inhibit or reduce the proliferation of Staphylococcus aureus. In fact, for this microorganism,
higher growth was observed compared to the untreated positive control (PC) (Table 3). At
a concentration of 20 mg DE/mL, the PF showed slight efficacy, with an inhibitory index
(%) of 28% (Table 7). For the SF (Table 3), the best result was observed at a concentration of
100 mg DE/mL (10%) with an inhibition of 43%, confirming the data obtained in the first
preliminary screening (Figure 1 and Table 1). These results differ from those of Rafiejan
et al., [47] and Barrahi et al., [44] who found that Staphylococcus aureus was among the
bacteria most sensitive to fennel extracts. Conversely, Manonmani and Khadir reported
that fennel ethanolic extracts showed no antibacterial activity against Staphylococcus aureus.
In our study, however, the most effective ethanolic extract (PF) reduced microbial growth
by 28%. According to Shahat et al., [62], these variations are likely due to differences in the
concentrations used, extraction methods, and the specific parts of the plant analyzed. In
fact, fennel extracts (notably essential oils) are effective in concentrations ranging from low
to moderate, depending on the strain, the conditions, and the type of extract used.

Table 7. Inhibitory potentials of the solid fennel (SF) and pellet extract (PF) on Staphylococcus aureus.

Item SF PF

50 mg
DE/mL

(5%)

100 mg
DE/mL
(10%)

150 mg
DE/mL
(15%)

10 mg
DE/mL

(1%)

20 mg
DE/mL

(2%)

Absorbance 0.298 0.240 0.242 1.027 0.266
Inhibition
index, % 29.30 42.90 42.58 - 28.30

The absorbance value and the calculation of inhibition index (%) were recorded after 22 h.
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For Bacillus cereus, the SF at a concentration of 100 mg DE/mL (10%) exhibited greater
effectiveness than the SF at a concentration of 150 mg DE/mL (15%), with an inhibitory
index of 72% (Table 8). For the PF, an increase in antibacterial activity directly proportional
to the fennel extract concentrations was observed (Table 3), with an inhibitory index (%)
ranging from 50% to 76% (Table 8). These findings are in accordance with Lemiasheuski
et al., [45], who observed an inhibitory effect of approximately 50% on Bacillus cereus growth.
The variation in antimicrobial efficacy may be attributed to differences in the type of extract
used (essential oil versus ethanolic extract) and the concentration applied.

Table 8. Inhibitory potentials of the solid fennel (SF) and pellet extract (PF) on Bacillus cereus.

Item SF PF

50 mg
DE/mL

(5%)

100 mg
DE/mL
(10%)

150 mg
DE/mL
(15%)

10 mg
DE/mL

(1%)

20 mg
DE/mL

(2%)

Absorbance 0.266 0.236 0.274 0.498 0.236
Inhibition
index, % 68.92 72.42 67.99 50.17 76.36

The absorbance value and the calculation of inhibition index (%) were recorded after 22 h.

Overall, the data show that the maximum antibacterial activity was detected at a
concentration of 20 mg DE/mL (2%) for the PF and 150 mg DE/mL (15%) for the SF,
except for the Gram-positive bacteria Bacillus cereus and Staphylococcus aureus, where the
best results were obtained at a concentration of 100 mg DE/mL (10%). Additionally, it
is important to note that, unlike in the first preliminary screening, both fennel extracts
demonstrated antibacterial effectiveness against Escherichia coli in this case, successfully
reducing its proliferation.

2.4. Effects of Selected Fennel Extract on Beef Burgers

The preliminary in vitro screenings showed that the fennel leave extract with the best
antimicrobial properties was the hydroalcoholic extract obtained from the semi-solid pellet.
Based on these initial results, a shelf-life test was conducted in an Italian meat cutting and
processing company to confirm its antimicrobial activity on beef burgers packaged in a
skin pack for 18 days.

Microbiological Analysis

The results of the microbiological analysis of treated (TRT) and untreated (CTR) beef
burgers are shown in Table 9. Overall, the data showed that all the analyzed parameters
of the TRT beef burgers were not only recorded below the limits (m and M) set by the EC
Regulation 1441/07 [63] but also exhibited lower values compared to those of CTR group
(Table 9). However, no significant differences were found between CTR and TRT beef burgers
(<1.0 Log (CFU/g)), likely because these products originated from the production facility and
were prepared for commercial distribution, resulting in low contamination levels.

The TAB 30 ◦C of the TRT group exhibited an increasing trend during the storage until
reaching a concentration equal to 5.32 Log (CFU/g) at 15 and 18 d. Despite this, it always
remained lower than the TAB 30 ◦C registered for the CTR group (5.52 Log (CFU/g) at
18 d) and lower than 5.69 Log (CFU/g), which is the m limit set by EC Regulation 1441/07.

From 0 to 8 days, yeasts and molds showed a constant trend, with a concentration
always below 1.0 Log (CFU/g). An increase in microbial proliferation was observed only at
the end of the storage (from 15 to 18 d), but with concentrations (1.56 Log (CFU/g)) always
lower than those obtained for the CTR group, which instead exhibited an increasing trend
starting from day 8 (with 1.1 Log (CFU/g) at 8 d until 1.63 Log (CFU/g) at 18 d).
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Table 9. Microbiological ((Log (CFU/g)) results of treated (TRT) and untreated (CTR) beef burgers.

Item 0 d 5 d 8 d 12 d 15 d 18 d Limits RE

TAB 30 ◦C
TRT 2.36 2.80 3.26 3.71 5.32 5.32 m = 5.69 Reg. CE 2073/05

s.m.i. 1441/07CTR 2.43 2.84 3.34 3.81 5.50 5.52 M = 6.69

Total Coliforms
TRT <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0
CTR <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0

β-glucuronidase-positive
Escherichia coli

TRT <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 m = 2.69 Reg. CE 2073/05
s.m.i. 1441/07CTR <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 M = 3.69

Yeasts and molds
TRT <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 1.56 1.56
CTR <1.0 <1.0 1.1 1.32 1.61 1.63

Coagulase-positive
Staphylococci

TRT <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0
CTR <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0

Listeria monocytogenes TRT <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0
2.00

Reg. CE 2073/05
s.m.i. 1441/07CTR <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0

pH TRT 5.81 ± 0.02 5.70 ± 0.03 5.59 ± 0.02 5.48 ± 0.01 5.45 ± 0.01 5.40 ± 0.03
CTR 5.81 ± 0.02 5.73 ± 0.03 5.65 ± 0.02 5.53 ± 0.01 5.45 ± 0.02 5.37 ± 0.02

aw
TRT 0.979 ± 0.000 0.980 ± 0.002 0.981 ± 0.001 0.975 ± 0.006 0.976 ± 0.006 0.975 ± 0.004
CTR 0.979 ± 0.000 0.979 ± 0.001 0.980 ± 0.002 0.980 ± 0.000 0.975 ± 0.009 0.974 ± 0.003

TRT, treated beef burgers during cold storage; CTR, untreated beef burgers during cold storage; TAB 30 ◦C, total aerobic plate count 30 ◦C.
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The other microbial determinations (coliforms, Beta-glucuronidase-positive Escherichia
coli, coagulase-positive staphylococci, and Listeria monocytogenes) had a constant trend
over time in both groups (CTR and TRT), always remaining below 1.0 Log (CFU/g) (re-
specting the m limits set by the EC Regulation 1441/07 [63] of 2.69 Log (CFU/g) for
Beta-glucuronidase-positive Escherichia coli and of 2.0 Log (CFU/g) for Listeria monocy-
togenes). Salmonella spp. was not found at any time during the storage period. Similar
findings were also reported by others [51,64,65] who evaluated the antimicrobial activity
of extracts obtained from different parts of the fennel plant on meat products. Minor
differences compared to other studies may be attributed to our use of extracts from fennel
waste and their use of extracts or essential oils obtained directly from the plant.

With regard to the chemical analyses, pH and activity water (aw) are essential quality
indicators for meat and meat products, as they impact the microbiological safety, water-
holding capacity, and tenderness of the final products [26,66].

Throughout the storage period, the water activity (aw) values for the TRT group,
ranging in intervals from 0.975 to 0.981, increased and dropped (from 0.979 at day 0 to 0.981
at day 8, 0.975 at day 12, 0.976 at day 15, and 0.975 at day 18) in narrow intervals, showing
a fluctuating trend (Table 9). In comparison, the water activity (aw) values for the CTR
group, ranging in intervals from 0.974 to 0.980, exhibited a gradual increase until day 12
before declining by day 18 (from 0.979 at day 0 to 0.980 at days 8 and 12, 0.975 at day 15,
0.974 at day 18).

Regarding pH values, both groups showed a decreasing trend over time. According
to Huang et al., [67] this decline could be attributed to the activity of muscle and microbial
enzymes, as well as the formation of organic acids. However, the TRT group showed a
more pronounced pH reduction compared to the CTR group, except on the last two days
(day 15 and day 18). Notably, on day 15, both groups had identical pH values (5.45), while
on day 18, the CTR group had a slightly lower pH value (5.37) compared to the TRT group
(5.40). This greater decrease in pH values observed in the TRT group may be due to a
reduced rate of ammonia production, possibly influenced by the terpenoids present in
natural extracts [67].

3. Materials and Methods
3.1. Reagents and Standards

Anhydrous sodium carbonate (Na2CO3) and Folin–Ciocalteu’s reagent were purchase
from Merck (Algés, Portugal). Standards of gallic acid, caffeic acid, chlorogenic acid, p-
coumaric acid, dihydroxicaffeic acid, ferulic acid, myricetin, quercetin, resveratrol, and rutin
were acquired from Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, MA, USA), whereas catechin, (−epicatechin, epi-
catechin gallate, epigallocatechin gallate, epicatechin-3-O-gallate, hydroxytyrosol, kaempferol,
and luteolin-7-glycosidewere purchased from Extrasyn these (Lyon, France). Formic acid and
methanol were purchased from Fischer Scientific (Oeiras, Portugal).

3.2. Preparation of Vegetable Extracts

The vegetable extracts used in this study were provided by the Benefit Company Evra
S.r.l (Lauria, PZ, Italy) and obtained according to the Patent No. 102021000007460. Briefly,
fresh fennel (Foeniculum vulgare Mill.) scraps were centrifuged at 7000 rpm for 15 min
at room temperature to obtain a liquid fraction and a solid fraction. The solid fraction
was dried in a vacuum oven type M40-VT (MPM Instruments s.r.l.—Bernareggio, Italy) at
40 ◦C for 48 h and then ground into a fine powder using a grinder model WSG30E (Waring
Commercial—Torrington, CT, USA). The liquid fraction was further centrifuged to obtain a
semi-solid pellet and a liquid supernatant (LF). Subsequently, the powdered solid fraction
and the semi-solid pellet were extracted with ethanol (30–70%) in a raw material to solvent
ratio of 1:5 (g/mL) using a magnetic stirrer for 45 min at temperature ranging from 40 to
70 ◦C, resulting in extracts of the fennel solid (SF) and pellet fraction (PF). The obtained
extracts were filtered and dried. For the experimental tests, the dried extracts (SF and PF)
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were reconstituted in distilled water to obtain hydroalcoholic fennel extracts at the required
concentrations.

3.3. Total Phenolic Content (TPC)

The total phenolic content of the three extracts (SF, LF, and PF) was determined
using the Folin–Ciocalteu method with some modifications, as reported by Gómez-García
et al., [68]. In a 96-well plate, 20 µL aliquots of each sample were mixed with 80 µL of
Folin–Ciocalteu reagent previously diluted 1:10 (v/v) in water and 100 µL of 7.5% (w/v)
sodium carbonate. After incubating the mixture in the dark at room temperature for 1h, the
absorbance was measured at 750 nm using a microplate reader (Synergy H1, Winooski, VT,
USA). Gallic acid (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MA, USA) was used as the standard, and the
results were expressed as mg gallic acid equivalents (GAE) per 100 g of dry extract (DE).
Gallic acid was used as a calibration curve standard (0.05–0.50 mg/mL). All measurements
were performed in triplicate for each experiment.

3.4. Analysis of Phenolic Compounds Using HPLC

The polyphenolic profile of fennel extracts (SF, LF, and PF) was obtained using high-
performance liquid chromatography coupled to a diode-array detector (HPLC-DAD) ac-
cording to the method described by Campos et al., [69] with some modifications. The
samples were injected into a Waters Series e2695 Separation Module System (Mildford,
MA, USA) interfaced with a UV/Vis photodiode array detector (PDA 190–600 nm). Sep-
aration was performed using a reverse-phase column (COSMOSIL 5C1 8-AR-II Packed
Column—4.6 mm I.D. × 250 mm: Dartford, UK). The chromatographic separation of
phenolic compounds was carried out with mobile phase A—water/methanol/formic acid
(92.5:5:2.5, v/v/v) and mobile phase B—methanol/water/formic acid (92.5:5:2.5, v/v/v)
under the following conditions: 50 µL of sample was injected at a continuous flow rate
of 0.5 mL/min, with gradient elution starting at 100% mobile phase A for 50 min. From
50 to 55 min, the gradient was adjusted to 45% A and 55% B, then mobile phase A was
returned to 100% for 4 min (until 59 min). Data acquisition and analysis were carried
out using Empower 3 software. Measurements were taken at wavelengths ranging from
200 to 600 nm. Phenolic compounds were identified and quantified using an external
calibration curve of each specific phenolic compound at concentrations ranging from 0.008
to 0.125 mg/mL by comparing retention times, UV absorption spectra, and peak areas with
pure standards. All measurements were performed in triplicate for each experiment, and
the results were expressed as mg of phenolic compounds per 100 g of dry extract (DE).

3.5. Antioxidant Activity of Fennel Fraction Extracts

The DPPH-radical scavenging activity of the fennel extracts (LF, SF, and PF) was
determined according to the method described by Gómez-García et al., [68]. Briefly, 1.75 mL
of DPPH solution (60 µM) was mixed with 250 µL of each extract, and the mixture was
incubated at room temperature for 30 min in the dark. Then, the absorbance was measured
at 515 nm using a UV spectrophotometer (Shimadzu UV-2401PC) (Kyoto, Japan). Trolox
was used as a standard for the preparation of a calibration curve (0.005–0.08 mg/mL), and
the results were expressed in µM of Trolox equivalents (TE) per 100 g of dry extract (DE).
All measurements were performed in triplicate for each experiment.

The ABTS+ radical method was performed following the method described by Gómez-
García et al., [68] mixing 10 µL of the sample extract with 1 mL of ABTS radical solution.
After 6 min in the dark, the absorbance was recorded at 734 nm using a UV spectropho-
tometer. The stock solution was prepared by combining ABTS+ (7 mM) with potassium
persulfate (2.5 mM) in ultra-pure water, and the mixture was stirred at room temperature
for 16 h. The ABTS+ radical solution was subsequently diluted with water to achieve
an absorbance of 0.700 ± 0.020 at 734 nm. The results were expressed in mg ascorbic
acid (EAA) per 100 g of dry extract (DE) equivalents. The standard curve was made with
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l-ascorbic acid (0.05–0.5 mg/mL). All measurements were performed in triplicate for each
experiment.

The antioxidant activity was calculated as follows:

Antioxidant activity = (Ablank − Asample/Ablank) × 100

3.6. Antimicrobial Screening of Fennel Fraction Extracts

The antimicrobial properties of fennel leaves extract were evaluated in vitro against
pathogenic and spoilage microorganisms commonly found in the meat industry. Two
preliminary screenings (agar-well diffusion assay and microplate-based assay) were carried
out to test the antibacterial activity of the fennel extracts (LF, PF, and SF) against the follow-
ing microorganisms: Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis ATCC 13076, Escherichia coli
ATCC 25922, Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 25923, Bacillus cereus NCTC 2599, and Pseudomonas
aeruginosa from the CBQF-ESB collection. Moreover, a fourth extract (LF*), obtained by
concentrating the LF using a rotary evaporator under a vacuum at a temperature below
40 ◦C, was tested using the agar-well diffusion method.

3.6.1. Inoculum Preparation

All microbial strains used as indicators, stored in a freezer at −80 ◦C, were reactivated
on a solid non-selective nutrient medium (Nutrient Agar, provided by Biolife, Milan, Italy)
to assess their purity and vitality. According to ISO 4833-1:2013 [70], sterilized Petri dishes
(9 cm in diameter) containing Plate Count Agar (PCA) were inoculated with the microbial
indicator strains and incubated at 37 ◦C for 24 h. Bacterial cells were then picked from the
colonies on the plates and suspended in phosphate buffer (pH 7.4) via agitation, aiming to
achieve a final concentration of 1.5 × 108 CFU/mL (0.5 McFarland standard), measured
using a densitometer (Sensititre—Nephelometer, Thermo Fisher, Roskilde, Denmark).

3.6.2. Agar-Well Diffusion Assay

A preliminary screening was performed using the agar-well diffusion method to test
the antimicrobial properties of four fennel hydroalcoholic extracts (liquid fraction used
directly, LF; liquid fraction concentrated, LF*; solid fraction, SF; and pellet fraction, PF) at
different concentrations (38.7 mg DE/mL for LF, 160 mg DE/mL for LF*, 110 mg DE/mL
for SF, and 20 mg DE/mL for PF) against the Gram-positive bacterium Staphylococcus aureus
and Gram-negative Escherichia coli. The aim of this laboratory assay was to identify the
most effective extracts and concentrations. Briefly, a standardized inoculum suspension
of each bacterial strain, with a final concentration of 1.5 × 108 CFU/mL, was swabbed
onto PCA agar plates. Subsequently, four-millimeter wells were then created and inoc-
ulated with 50 µL of each hydroalcoholic extract. The plates were incubated for 24 h at
37 ◦C. The effectiveness of these extracts was evaluated by measuring the diameter of the
inhibition zones.

3.6.3. Microplate-Based Assay

After identifying the two most effective fennel extracts (SF and PF) and their respective
concentrations (50, 100, and 150 mg/mL for the SF; 10 and 20 mg of dry extract DE/mL for PF),
a second screening using a microplate-based assay was conducted to evaluate their antibacterial
activity against pathogenic and spoilage microorganisms commonly found in the meat industry:
Salmonella enterica serotype Enteritidis ATCC 13076, Escherichia coli ATCC 25922, Pseudomonas
aeruginosa, Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 25923, and Bacillus cereus NCTC 2599. Briefly, for each
fennel extract, various solutions at different concentrations were prepared using distilled water
as follows: SF at concentrations of 50 mg DE/mL = 5%, 100 mg DE/mL = 10%, and 150 mg
DE/mL = 15%, and PF at concentrations of 10 mg DE/mL = 1% and 20 mg DE/mL = 2%;
the best inhibitory concentration being considered as the minimum inhibitory concentration
(MIC). The MIC value corresponded to the lowest extract concentration that inhibited visible
bacterial growth. The sterilized samples were added to the wells of sterile polystyrene 96-well
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microtiter plates (Sarstedt, Wexford, Ireland). Mueller–Hinton broth with the inoculum (without
any extract solution) was used as the positive control, while Mueller–Hinton broth without the
inoculum was used as the negative control (blank). The plates were incubated at 37 ◦C for 24 h.
Absorbance was measured at 660 nm at 1 h intervals using a Thermo Scientific™ Multiskan™
GO Microplate Spectrophotometer (Roskilde, Denmark). The laboratory test was conducted
in triplicate. According to Sahar Roshanak et al., [71] and María-Leonor Pla et al., [72], the
increase in turbidity is a sign of microorganism growth. Thus, based on these studies and in
accordance with Ju-Sung Kim et al., [66], we calculated the percent inhibition (%) of each fennel
extract at the different concentrations (SF at concentrations of 50 mg DE/mL = 5%, 100 mg
DE/mL = 10%, and 150 mg DE/mL = 15% and PF at concentrations of 10 mg DE/mL = 1%
and 20 mg DE/mL = 2%) using the measured absorbance as follows:

Inhibition rate (%) = (1 − (Abssample − Absblank)/Abscontrol)) × 100

where Abssample is the absorbance of the experimental sample, Absblank is the absorbance of
the blank, and Abscontrol is the absorbance of the positive control.

3.7. Evaluation of Effects of Selected Fennel Extracts on Beef Burgers

The preliminary in vitro screenings showed that the fennel extract with the best
antimicrobial properties was the hydroalcoholic extract obtained from the semi-solid pellet
represented by the pellet fraction (PF). Consequently, to evaluate the effects of this extract
on beef burgers, microbiological and physicochemical analyses were conducted. The results
of the treated beef burger (TRT) analyses were compared to those of an untreated beef
burger (control, CTR) commonly produced by the meat industry involved in this study.

3.7.1. Beef Burger Processing and Analyses

The tested beef burgers were taken from a batch produced by the meat product
company of interest. The following ingredients were used for the preparation of the dough:
minced beef (84%), water (8.5%), salt (1.5%), and a powdered mixture of aromas, vegetable
fibers, plant extracts, and potato starch (6%). In the TRT group, 2% (20 mg DE/mL) of
the best fennel extract (PF) was added to the beef burgers and thoroughly mixed. The
percentage refers to final product concentration. Beef burgers with no additions were used
as controls (CTR). The mixture was then manually blended to obtain a homogeneous mass.
The samples were divided into treated (TRT) and untreated (control, CTR) groups. All
burgers were formed using a conventional burger maker, packaged in skin packs, and
stored for 18 days (shelf life determined by the company based on preliminary studies)
in a relative vacuum at a refrigerator temperature of 4 ± 1 ◦C (in a refrigerator with
digital control of air temperature and relative humidity). When opening each package,
the product’s acceptability was evaluated based on the color and smell to determine its
suitability for analysis. Analyses were performed at 0, 5, 8, 12, 15, and 18 days from
production. Sampling times were chosen based on preliminary shelf-life studies (data not
published). At the laboratory, during when each package was opened from 0 to 18 days,
microbiological and chemical analyses were carried out in triplicate.

3.7.2. Microbiological and Chemical Analysis

In the microbiological laboratory, the following meat hygiene indicator microorgan-
isms were determined: total aerobic plate count at 30 ◦C (TAB 30 ◦C), total coliforms,
beta-glucuronidase-positive Escherichia coli, coagulase-positive staphylococci, yeasts, and
molds. Briefly, 10 g of each sample was added to 90 mL (1:10, w/v) of sterilized peptone
water (PW, CM0009, OXOID, Basingstoke, UK) in a sterile stomacher bag and homogenized
at 230 rpm for three minutes in a peristaltic homogenizer (BagMixer®400 P, Interscience,
Saint Nom, France). Subsequently, ten-fold serial dilutions were prepared from each ho-
mogenate to isolate and enumerate the following: the total aerobic plate count at 30 ◦C
on plate count agar (PCA; CM0325, Oxoid, Madrid, Spain) incubated at 30 ◦C for 48–72 h
according to ISO 4833-1:2013 [70]; the total coliforms on violet–red bile lactose agar (VRBL,
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Oxoid, Madrid, Spain) incubated at 37 ◦C for 48 h in agreement with ISO 4831:2006 [73]; the
β-glucuronidase-positive Escherichia coli on tryptone bile x-glucuronide agar (TBX, CM0945,
Oxoid, Basingstoke, Hampshire, UK) incubated at 44 ◦C for 24–48 h in agreement with
ISO 16649-2:2001 [74]; the coagulase-positive staphylococci on Baird–Parker agar (Oxoid,
Madrid, Spain) at 37 ◦C for 24–48 h in agreement with ISO 6888-1:1999 [75]; and yeasts
and molds on dichloran rose–Bengal chloramphenicol agar (DRBC, Oxoid, Madrid, Spain)
incubated at 25 ◦C for 120/168 h according to ISO 21527-2:2008 [76].

In addition, the potential presence of two pathogens most commonly associated with
meat products was also evaluated: Listeria monocytogenes, according to ISO 11290-1:2017 [77],
and Salmonella spp., according to ISO 6579-1:2017 [78]. For this, 25 g of each meat sample
was homogenized in 225 mL (1:10 w/v) of buffer peptone water (BPW, CM0509, Oxoid,
Basingstoke, UK) and incubated for 24 h at 37 ◦C for the detection of Salmonella spp. and in
225 mL of half Fraser broth (HF, CM1053, Oxoid, Basingstoke, Hampshire, UK), incubated
for 24 h at 30 ◦C for the detection of Listeria monocytogenes.

During the storage period, water activity (aw) and pH were evaluated using Aqualab
4 TE—Decagon Devices (METER Group, Inc., Pullman, WA, USA) and a pH-meter (Crison-
Micro TT 2022, Crison Instruments, Barcelona, Spain) equipped with a glass insertion
electrode, respectively. The pH values were measured by inserting the glass electrode 2 cm
deep into the beef burgers. Each measurement was performed in triplicate (n = 3), and the
mean value was recorded as the result. Moreover, the overall acceptability was assessed
based on visual and odor evaluation of the samples.

3.8. Statistical Analysis

Statistical analyses were performed using SAS software version 6. 3rd ed. One-way
ANOVAs were performed for the results of the fennel fraction extracts by comparing the
inhibition halos of each extract against the indicator microorganisms tested. For the analysis
of total phenols, individual phenolic content, and DPPH and ABTS activity, Student’s t-
test was applied. Physicochemical and microbiological data of beef burger analyses were
statistically analyzed using generalized linear mixed models (GLMMs), including the
fixed effects of treatment (CTR and TRT) and time (T0, T1, T2, T3, T4, and T5). Each
measurement was performed in triplicate (n = 3), taking the mean value as the result. The
means were compared using the Tukey test (p < 0.05; p < 0.01). All data were presented as
the mean (M) ± standard error (SE).

4. Conclusions

Overall, as observed in other studies [64], the preliminary results from the present
work suggest that fennel scraps and their extracts have significant potential as natural
antioxidant and antimicrobial agents in minced meat products such as beef burgers.

The growing interest in optimizing the use of food waste and by-products from agri-
culture and other food sectors presents substantial opportunities for recovering high-value
compounds such as bioactive compounds. The fact that fennel extracts obtained from these
by-products were shown to have very high antioxidant activity and inhibitory potentials
against microorganisms commonly found in meat products opens new possibilities for
using vegetable waste in the meat industry. These extracts could serve as natural antimicro-
bial agents that are healthier and more sustainable than the chemical additives currently
used in industrial markets. In fact, they have the potential to extend the shelf life of minced
meat products, enhance food safety, and transform waste into valuable resources, aligning
with the principles of the circular economy. This approach could reduce food waste while
generating novel, safe, and natural value-added products.

However, to fully realize this potential, given the relatively limited antimicrobial effects
of fennel extracts (notably the pellet fraction) observed in the beef burger experiments of this
study, optimization of the extraction process and incorporation methods in minced meat is
necessary to improve their antimicrobial efficacy. Further studies, such as challenge tests, are
required to support these preliminary findings and will be the focus of future research.
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5. Patents

Patent no. 102021000007460 was filed on 26 March 2021.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.D.P. and A.S.; methodology, F.D.B. and L.C.; software,
M.D.P. and M.E.; validation, F.D.B., M.P.; formal analysis, F.D.B. and R.G.-G.; investigation, F.D.B.
and M.E.; resources, L.C., A.S. and M.D.P.; data curation, M.E., M.D.P. and F.D.B.; writing—original
draft preparation, M.E. and L.C.; writing—review and editing, M.D.P., R.M. and F.D.B.; visualization,
A.S., M.P. and R.G.-G.; supervision, R.M.; project administration, R.M.; funding acquisition, M.P. All
authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was supported in part by the H2020 EU FODIAC project (reference num-
ber 778388).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available upon request from the
corresponding authors.

Acknowledgments: The authors thank the “Gruppo Loma S.r.l”, Giuseppe Ruocco, Maddalena
Stompanato, and Alessandro Di Luca, who provided both material and technical support for this
research. Moreover, the authors acknowledge the scientific collaboration of the Escola Superior de
Biotecnologia–Universidade Católica Portuguesa through CBQF and the program Marie Skłodowska-
Curie grant (MSCA-RISE; FODIAC; 778388).

Conflicts of Interest: Author Filomena De Biasio was employed by the company EVRA S.r.l. Società
Benefit. The remaining authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any
commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

References
1. Meinilä, J.; Virtanen, J.K. Meat and Meat Products—A Scoping Review for Nordic Nutrition Recommendations 2023. Food Nutr.

Res. 2024, 68, 333–342. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Morsy, M.K.; Elsabagh, R. Quality Parameters and Oxidative Stability of Functional Beef Burgers Fortified with Microencapsulated

Cod Liver Oil. LWT-Food Sci. Technol. 2021, 142, 110959. [CrossRef]
3. Abril, M.; Campo, M.; Onenc, A.; Sanudo, C.; Albertì, P.; Negueruela, A. Beef Colour Evolution as a Function of Ultimate PH.

Meat Sci. 2001, 58, 69–78. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Bantawa, K.; Rai, K.; Subba Limbu, D.; Khanal, H. Food-Borne Bacterial Pathogens in Marketed Raw Meat of Dharan, Eastern

Nepal. BMC Res. Notes 2018, 11, 618. [CrossRef]
5. Del Nobile, M.A.; Conte, A.; Cannarsi, M.; Sinigaglia, M. Strategies for Prolonging the Shelf Life of Minced Beef Patties. J. Food

Saf. 2009, 29, 14–25. [CrossRef]
6. Bhandare, S.G.; Sherikar, A.T.; Paturkar, A.M.; Waskar, V.S.; Zende, R.J. A Comparison of Microbial Contamination on Sheep/Goat

Carcasses in a Modern Indian Abattoir and Traditional Meat Shops. Food Control 2007, 18, 854–858. [CrossRef]
7. Addis, M. Major Causes Of Meat Spoilage and Preservation Techniques: A Review. Food Sci. Qual. Manag. 2015, 41, 106–110.
8. Shahbazi, Y.; Shavisi, N.; Mohebi, E. Effects of Ziziphora Clinopodioides Essential Oil and Nisin, Both Separately and in

Combination, to Extend Shelf Life and Control Escherichia ColiO157: H7 and Staphylococcus Aureus in Raw Beef Patty during
Refrigerated Storage. J. Food Saf. 2016, 36, 227–236. [CrossRef]

9. Regulation (EC). Regulation (EC) No 1333/2008 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 16 December 2008 on Food
Additives. Off. J. Eur. Union 2008, L354, 16–33.

10. Zhang, Y.; Zhang, Y.; Jia, J.; Peng, H.; Qian, Q.; Pan, Z.; Liu, D. Nitrite and Nitrate in Meat Processing: Functions and Alternatives.
Curr. Res. Food Sci. 2023, 6, 100470. [CrossRef]

11. Costagliola, A.; Roperto, F.; Benedetto, D.; Anastasio, A.; Marrone, R.; Perillo, A.; Russo, V.; Papparella, S.; Paciello, O. Outbreak
of Fatal Nitrate Toxicosis Associated with Consumption of Fennels (Foeniculum Vulgare) in Cattle Farmed in Campania Region
(Southern Italy). Environ Sci Pollut R. 2014, 21, 6252–6257. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Nair, B. Food Science and Technology Final Report on the Safety Assessment of Benzyl Alcohol, Benzoic Acid, and Sodium
Benzoate. Int. J. Toxicol. 2001, 20, 23–50. [PubMed]

13. Honorato, T.C.; Batista, E.; de O. do Nascimento, K.; Pires, T. Food Additives: Applications and Toxicology. Rev. Verde De Agroecol.
E Desenvolv. Sustentável 2013, 8, 1–11.

14. Silva, M.M.; Lidon, F.C. Food Preservatives - An Overview on Applications and Side Effects. Emir. J. Food Agric. 2016, 28, 366–373.
[CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.29219/fnr.v68.10538
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/38449706
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2021.110959
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0309-1740(00)00133-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22061922
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13104-018-3722-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-4565.2008.00145.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2006.04.012
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfs.12235
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crfs.2023.100470
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-014-2520-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24453016
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11766131
https://doi.org/10.9755/ejfa.2016-04-351


Antibiotics 2024, 13, 932 18 of 20

15. Rangel Guimarães, R.; Cristina, M.; De Freitas, J.; Lucia, V.; Da Silva, M. Bolos Simples Elaborados Com Farinha Da Entrecasca de
Melancia (Citrullus Vulgaris, Sobral): Avaliação Química, Fisica e Sensorial Simple Cakes Elaborated with Flour of Watermelon
Inner Skin (Citrullus Vulgaris, Sobral): Chemical, Physical, and Sensory Evaluation. Ciênc. Tecnol. Aliment. 2010, 30, 354.

16. Ramos, E.M.; de Miranda Gomide, L.A. Avaliação Da Qualidade de Carnes: Fundamentos e Metodologias, 1st ed.; Editora UFV: Viçosa,
Brazil, 2007.

17. Sales, P.V.G.; Sales, V.H.G.; Oliveira, E.M. Avaliação Sensorial de Duas Formulações de Hambúrguer de Peixe. Rev. Bras. De Prod.
Agroindustriais 2015, 17, 17–23. [CrossRef]

18. Varela, P.; Fiszman, S.M. Exploring Consumers’ Knowledge and Perceptions of Hydrocolloids Used as Food Additives and
Ingredients. Food Hydrocoll. 2013, 30, 477–484. [CrossRef]

19. Ge, H.; Fu, S.; Guo, H.; Hu, M.; Xu, Z.; Zhou, X.; Chen, X.; Jiao, X. Application and Challenge of Bacteriophage in the Food
Protection. Int. J. Food Microbiol. 2022, 380, 109872. [CrossRef]

20. Elois, M.A.; da Silva, R.; Pilati, G.V.T.; Rodríguez-Lázaro, D.; Fongaro, G. Bacteriophages as Biotechnological Tools. Viruses 2023,
15, 349. [CrossRef]

21. Bhattacharya, D.; Nanda, P.K.; Pateiro, M.; Lorenzo, J.M.; Dhar, P.; Das, A.K. Lactic Acid Bacteria and Bacteriocins: Novel
Biotechnological Approach for Biopreservation of Meat and Meat Products. Microorganisms 2022, 10, 2058. [CrossRef]

22. Kalogianni, A.I.; Lazou, T.; Bossis, I.; Gelasakis, A.I. Natural Phenolic Compounds for the Control of Oxidation, Bacterial Spoilage,
and Foodborne Pathogens in Meat. Foods 2020, 9, 794. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Yu, H.H.; Chin, Y.W.; Paik, H.D. Application of Natural Preservatives for Meat and Meat Products against Food-borne Pathogens
and Spoilage Bacteria: A Review. Foods 2021, 10, 2418. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Danilović, B.; Ðord̄ević, N.; Milićević, B.; Šojić, B.; Pavlić, B.; Tomović, V.; Savić, D. Application of Sage Herbal Dust Essential Oils
and Supercritical Fluid Extract for the Growth Control of Escherichia Coli in Minced Pork during Storage. LWT-Food Sci. Technol.
2021, 141, 110935. [CrossRef]

25. de Alencar, M.G.; de Quadros, C.P.; Luna, A.L.L.P.; Neto, A.F.; da Costa, M.M.; Queiroz, M.A.Á.; de Carvalho, F.A.L.; da Silva
Araújo, D.H.; Gois, G.C.; dos Anjos Santos, V.L.; et al. Grape Skin Flour Obtained from Wine Processing as an Antioxidant in Beef
Burgers. Meat Sci. 2022, 194, 108963. [CrossRef]

26. Elhadef, K.; Smaoui, S.; Ben Hlima, H.; Ennouri, K.; Fourati, M.; Chakchouk Mtibaa, A.; Ennouri, M.; Mellouli, L. Effects of
Ephedra Alata Extract on the Quality of Minced Beef Meat during Refrigerated Storage: A Chemometric Approach. Meat Sci.
2020, 170, 108246. [CrossRef]

27. Kalleli, F.; Bettaieb Rebey, I.; Wannes, W.A.; Boughalleb, F.; Hammami, M.; Saidani Tounsi, M.; M’hamdi, M. Chemical Composi-
tion and Antioxidant Potential of Essential Oil and Methanol Extract from Tunisian and French Fennel (Foeniculum Vulgare Mill.)
Seeds. J. Food Biochem. 2019, 43, e12935. [CrossRef]

28. Noreen, S.; Rehman, H.U.; Tufail, T.; Badar Ul Ain, H.; Awuchi, C.G. Secoisolariciresinol Diglucoside and Anethole Ameliorate
Lipid Abnormalities, Oxidative Injury, Hypercholesterolemia, Heart, and Liver Conditions. Food Sci. Nutr. 2023, 11, 2620–2630.
[CrossRef]

29. Saddiqi H., A.; Iqbal, Z. Chapter 55—Usage and Significance of Fennel (Foeniculum Vulgare Mill.) Seeds in Eastern Medicine; Elsevier:
Amsterdam, The Netherlands„ 2011; pp. 461–467.

30. Barros, L.; Carvalho, A.M.; Ferreira, I.C.F.R. The Nutritional Composition of Fennel (Foeniculum Vulgare): Shoots, Leaves, Stems
and Inflorescences. LWT-Food Sci. Technol. 2010, 43, 814–818. [CrossRef]

31. Badgujar, S.B.; Patel, V.V.; Bandivdekar, A.H. Foeniculum vulgare Mill: A Review of Its Botany, Phytochemistry, Pharmacology,
Contemporary Application, and Toxicology. Biomed. Res. Int. 2014, 2014, 842674. [CrossRef]

32. Choi, E.M.; Hwang, J.K. Antiinflammatory, Analgesic and Antioxidant Activities of the Fruit of Foeniculum Vulgare. Fitoterapia
2004, 75, 557–565. [CrossRef]

33. Agarwal Scholar, D.; Agarwal, D.; Sharma, L.; Saxena, S. Anti-Microbial Properties of Fennel (Foeniculum vulgare Mill.) Seed
Extract. J. Pharmacogn. Phytochem. 2017, 6, 479–482.

34. Abdellaoui, M.; Derouich, M.; El-Rhaffari, L. Essential Oil and Chemical Composition of Wild and Cultivated Fennel (Foeniculum
Vulgare Mill.): A Comparative Study. S. Afr. J. Bot. 2020, 135, 93–100. [CrossRef]

35. Diao, W.R.; Hu, Q.P.; Zhang, H.; Xu, J.G. Chemical Composition, Antibacterial Activity and Mechanism of Action of Essential Oil
from Seeds of Fennel (Foeniculum vulgare Mill.). Food Control 2014, 35, 109–116. [CrossRef]

36. Sun, Y.; Zhang, M.; Bhandari, B.; Bai, B. Fennel Essential Oil Loaded Porous Starch-Based Microencapsulation as an Efficient
Delivery System for the Quality Improvement of Ground Pork. Int. J. Biol. Macromol. 2021, 172, 464–474. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Gómez-García, R.; Campos, D.A.; Aguilar, C.N.; Madureira, A.R.; Pintado, M. Valorisation of Food Agro-Industrial by-Products:
From the Past to the Present and Perspectives. J. Environ. Manag. 2021, 299, 113571. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

38. Roby, M.H.H.; Sarhan, M.A.; Selim, K.A.H.; Khalel, K.I. Antioxidant and Antimicrobial Activities of Essential Oil and Extracts of
Fennel (Foeniculum vulgare L.) and Chamomile (Matricaria chamomilla L.). Ind. Crops Prod. 2013, 44, 437–445. [CrossRef]

39. Salami, M.; Rahimmalek, M.; Ehtemam, M.H. Inhibitory Effect of Different Fennel (Foeniculum Vulgare) Samples and Their
Phenolic Compounds on Formation of Advanced Glycation Products and Comparison of Antimicrobial and Antioxidant Activities.
Food Chem. 2016, 213, 196–205. [CrossRef]

40. Ahmed, A.F.; Shi, M.; Liu, C.; Kang, W. Comparative Analysis of Antioxidant Activities of Essential Oils and Extracts of Fennel
(Foeniculum Vulgare Mill.)Seeds from Egypt and China. Food Science and Human Wellness 2019, 8, 67–72. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.15871/1517-8595/rbpa.v17n1p17-23
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodhyd.2012.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2022.109872
https://doi.org/10.3390/v15020349
https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms10102058
https://doi.org/10.3390/foods9060794
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32560249
https://doi.org/10.3390/foods10102418
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34681466
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2021.110935
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2022.108963
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2020.108246
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfbc.12935
https://doi.org/10.1002/fsn3.3250
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2010.01.010
https://doi.org/10.1155/2014/842674
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fitote.2004.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sajb.2020.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2013.06.056
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2021.01.090
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33465361
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2021.113571
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34488107
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2012.10.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2016.06.070
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fshw.2019.03.004


Antibiotics 2024, 13, 932 19 of 20

41. Tlili, N.; Elfalleh, W.; Hannachi, H.; Yahia, Y.; Khaldi, A.; Ferchichi, A.; Nasri, N. Screening of Natural Antioxidants from Selected
Medicinal Plants. Int J Food Prop 2013, 16, 1117–1126. [CrossRef]
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