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RGP Predicted RMSE=2.2181 RSq=0.98
PValue=0.0014

Lack Of Fit

Sum of
Source DF Squares Mean
Lack Of Fit 3 21.029575
Pure Error 2 3.569267
Total Error 5 24598842

Parameter Estimates

Term Estimate
Intercept 21.356667
% (W/w) -0.61625
t (min) 6.0175
T(©O 7.05125
% (w/w)*t (min) 3.83
% (W/w)*T (C) 0.3875
t (min)*T (C) 6.645
% (W/w)*% (w/w) 0.7479167
t (min)*t (min) 3.3254167
T(O*T (O 4.5079167

Square
7.00986
1.78463

F Ratio
3.9279
Prob > F
0.2096
Max RSq
0.9966

Std Error t Ratio Prob>|t|

1.280595
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Figure S1: Desirability function (graph A), and plot of predicted vs actual values of the response (Y+p)
(plot B), for the optimization of the extraction of RGP polyphenols performed with GL-CA-Pro. Inset
tables provide statistics associated with the assessment of the model derived. Values with color and
asterisk are statistically significant.
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OLL Predicted RMSE=2.3599 RSq=0.98
PValue=0.0011
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Desirability

Lack Of Fit
Sum of
Source DF Squares Mean Square  F Ratio
Lack Of Fit 3 18464550 6.15485 13122
Pure Error 2 9.381267 469063 Prob > F
Total Error 5 27.845817 0.4600
Max RSq
0.9929
Parameter Estimates
Term Estimate Std Error tRatio Prob>|t|
Intercept 38123333 1.362493  27.98 (
% (w/w) 045 0.834353 054 06128
t (min) 5.175 0.834353 6.20 0.0016
T 8895 0.834353 1066 0.0001*
% (w/w)*t (min) 3.1025 1.179954 263 0.0466*
% (wW/W)*T (C) -1.8725 1.179954 -1.59 0.1734
t (min)*T (O -14025 1.179954 -1.19 0.2880
% (W/w)*% (w/w) 02720833 1.228135 022 08334
t (min)*t (min) -7.962917 1.228135 -648 0.0013
TO*T (O -6.757917 1.228135 -5.50 0.0027*

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



