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Abstract: Replacing synthetic surfactants by natural alternatives when formulating nanoemulsions
has gained attention as a sustainable approach. In this context, nanoemulsions based on sweet
almond oil and stabilized by saponin from Quillaja bark with glycerol as cosurfactant were prepared
by the high-pressure homogenization method. The effects of oil/water (O/W) ratio, total surfactant
amount, and saponin/glycerol ratio on their stability were analyzed. The formation and stabilization
of the oil-in-water nanoemulsions were analyzed through the evaluation of stability over time,
pH, zeta potential, and particle size distribution analysis. Moreover, a design of experiments was
performed to assess the most suitable composition based on particle size and stability parameters.
The prepared nanoemulsions are, in general, highly stable over time, showing zeta potential values
lower than −40 mV, a slight acid behavior due to the character of the components, and particle size
(in volume) in the range of 1.1 to 4.3 µm. Response surface methodology revealed that formulations
using an O/W ratio of 10/90 and 1.5 wt% surfactant resulted in lower particle sizes and zeta
potential, presenting higher stability. The use of glycerol did not positively affect the formulations,
which reinforces the suitability of preparing highly stable nanoemulsions based on natural surfactants
such as saponins.

Keywords: nanoemulsions; Quillaja bark saponin; high-pressure homogenization; design of
experiments; zeta potential; particle size distribution

1. Introduction

Emulsions are formed by combining the right proportions of compounds with hydrophilic,
lipophilic, and amphiphilic character. In other words, water, oil, and surfactant (or a combination of
surfactants) are mixed to form a macroscopically homogeneous system from two or more immiscible
compounds. In fact, because of its versatility [1,2], the technological application of emulsions is vast
among industries that include food [3–5], pharmaceutics [6–8], and cosmetics [9–11]. Among the
different types of emulsions, micro- and nanoemulsions present the most appealing properties due to
their higher stability and possibility to serve as potential carriers of functionalities [12].

The surfactants are the components responsible for forming and stabilizing emulsion-based
products. These molecules adsorb into oil–water interfaces during homogenization, reducing the
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interfacial tension and enhancing further droplet disruption. Additionally, the surfactants provide
a protective layer around the droplets, which improves the long-term stability and inhibits their
aggregation [13]. In this context, the use of surfactant mixtures, i.e., the addition of cosurfactants, is an
interesting approach to obtain nanoemulsion systems at low surfactant concentration by reducing the
interfacial tension and increasing the fluidity of the interface [14]. The most interesting cosurfactants
consist of alcohols or glycols that have a low molecular weight and present a carbon chain between
two and ten carbon atoms. Examples include glycerol, ethanol, propylene glycol, and n- butanol [15].

Nowadays, a significant challenge to be overcome in the field of emulsions is the introduction
of natural products to act as surfactants [5,16,17]. This approach has been supported by the growth
of consumer demands for more sustainable, natural, and environmentally friendly formulations,
in line with the increasingly restrictive environmental legislation, in addition to the biocompatibility,
biodegradability, and lower toxicity of such compounds. In this context, the research focused on
products showing nature-friendly labels has been gaining attention. Particularly in the field of
emulsions, this fact is related to the selection of a suitable surfactant, considering their high economic
impact as well as the need of replacing the existing synthetic compounds by bio-derived low-cost
alternatives [1,18].

Recent studies have been focused on the use of highly surface-active molecules like saponins [19],
whose properties (biological and physicochemical) broaden their use to several applications. Saponin
molecules comprise a hydrophilic region, containing rhamnose, galactose, xylose, fucose, or glucuronic
acid, and a hydrophobic counterpart including gypsogenic or quillaic acid, whose combination
ensures the amphipathic character of the molecule, enabling its surfactant behavior [20]. Moreover,
the abundance of saponins in nature facilitates their commercial production [21,22] from a wide range
of natural matrices, with Quillaja bark being one of the most used [23,24].

Quillaja bark saponins are natural surfactants obtained from the bark of Quillaja saponaria Molina
trees. Their molecules are chemically built up of steroid aglycone moiety or triterpenoid attached
by glycoside bonds into a sugar moiety [2,19,25]. This natural surfactant is allowed for human
consumption as a food additive in several countries [26] and consequently has shown commercial
applications in both food and cosmetic industries [24,27–29]. In recent years, saponins have gained
interest in the preparation of nanoemulsions. The work of Ozturk et al. [30] identified that Quillaja
saponin presented a high capacity for emulsifying and stabilizing nanoemulsions. A similar outcome
was reported by Ralla et al. [19], utilizing the surfactant potential of saponins in nanoemulsions.
More recently, Zhu et al. [31] performed a comparison between the Quillaja bark and the widely used
synthetic surfactant Tween 80, where it was found that the saponin was highly surface-active and
exhibited similar interfacial properties in comparison with the conventional synthetic Tween 80.

Regarding nanoemulsion production methods, the high-pressure homogenization (HPH) method
has been given attention in the literature. This method is a readily available option at laboratory
scale. It is suitable in terms of scale-up for industrial applications, turning HPH into an attractive
strategy due to short processing times, avoiding the use of organic solvents, and its high efficiency in
droplet size reduction [32,33]. Indeed, particle size and other parameters, including stability over time,
zeta potential, viscosity, pH, and conductivity, are fundamental criteria for evaluating the quality and
stability of the final emulsions [34].

In this context, the objective of this work is to analyze the formulation of nanoemulsions based on
a natural surfactant (pure saponin from Quillaja bark) and the use of glycerol as cosurfactant, varying
the percentage of the different components. Aiming to find the suitable formulation in terms of stability
and particle size, a design of experiments (DOE) was conceptualized, varying the oil/water (O/W) ratio,
total surfactant percentages, and saponin/glycerol ratio. The prepared emulsions were characterized,
evaluating their stability over time, zeta potential, pH, and droplet size distribution. To the best of
our knowledge, the use of a design of experiments to formulate stable nanoemulsions with saponin
from Quillaja bark has never been applied before. In addition, the implementation of glycerol as a
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cosurfactant is a novel approach to be explored for obtaining highly stable nanoemulsions via simple,
low-cost, and scalable methodologies.

2. Results and Discussion

2.1. Optimization of Emulsion Preparation Approach

Oil-in-water nanoemulsions were prepared successfully by the HPH method. Regarding
operational conditions, there is strong evidence that the droplet size approaches a constant value
as the number of cycles increases [35]. Thus, a series of studies employing from 0 to 15 cycles were
performed in order to find the optimum number of cycles in the emulsion preparation method before
the preparation of samples. A reference composition consisting of an O/W ratio of 20/80 and 5 wt%
saponin was employed for analyzing the particle size (in number and volume) of the emulsion
considering the number of cycles, and the evolution is shown in Figure 1. It was observed that after six
cycles, the droplet size in both number and volume became almost constant even when the number of
cycles increased. Therefore, six cycles were employed for preparing the emulsions.
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Figure 1. Influence of the number of cycles through high-pressure homogenization (HPH) on the
particle size (a) in number and (b) in volume in a reference emulsion (O/W ratio of 20/80, 5 wt%
saponin).

2.2. Characterization of Emulsions

According to the proposed DOE, 11 different formulations were prepared, and their compositions
are listed in Table 1. Furthermore, the emulsion appearances, as well as their evolution over time,
are shown in Figure 2. The appearance of the emulsions on the day they were prepared can be observed
in Figure 2a, where emulsions presented a milky appearance without showing phase separation.

Table 1. Sample compositions used in the design of experiments (DOE).

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

O/W (w/w) 20/80 30/70 30/70 10/90 10/90 20/80 10/90 10/90 20/80 30/70 30/70
Surfactant (wt%) 1.0 0.5 1.5 0.5 1.5 1.0 0.5 1.5 1.0 1.5 0.5

Saponin/Glycerol (w/w) 75/25 100 50/50 50/50 50/50 75/25 100 100 75/25 100 50/50
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Figure 2. (a) Nanoemulsions prepared by HPH are shown on the preparation day. The evolution of
their stability is shown after (b) 5, (c) 10 and (d) 30 days.

As emulsion stability is an important parameter to be considered, the stability of the emulsions over
time was evaluated. Figure 2b–d shows the emulsion appearances at 5, 10, and 30 days after preparation.
It was observed that emulsions were generally stable for 30 days, with the exception of samples 2
and 11, which suffered a phase separation after 30 and 10 days, respectively. This phenomenon can
be explained by two main reasons based on the sample composition: (i) since these two emulsions
presented the highest amount of oil (O/W ratio of 30/70) and the lowest amount of surfactant (0.5 wt%),
there was insufficient amount of surfactant to stabilize the amount of oil over time, thus causing the
phase separation; (ii) regarding the cosurfactant content, sample 2 only contained saponin, while the
glycerol in sample 11 represented half of the total surfactant. Considering that sample 2 resulted as
more stable over time (30 days) than sample 11 (10 days), this indicates that the surfactant effect of
pure saponin was more effective than when using glycerol as cosurfactant. Moreover, sample 7 also
showed lower stability, presenting creaming formation after the 8th day due to the low amount of
surfactant (0.5 wt%). Otherwise, considering emulsions with 30 days of preparation, microbial activity
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was observed in some samples, which can be caused by the absence of preservatives in the samples.
After a longer time, all samples presented microbial presence.

The emulsions were also characterized in terms of pH and zeta potential, and the results are shown
in Figure 3. Regarding pH measurements, an acidic character was observed in all samples. This fact
was related to the properties of the constituents, both saponin (glucuronic, gypsogenic, and quillaic
acids) and sweet almond oil (fatty acids), that hold low pH; therefore, it was not surprising to find
values in the range of 4.95 to 5.43. The similarity in the pH values of the samples indicated that the
composition did not significantly influence the pH.
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Zeta potential is considered a useful parameter to predict the dispersion stability by measuring
the surface charge of droplets [36]. This property can be defined as the value of electrokinetic potential
associated to a realistic magnitude of surface charge [37]. It is known that to ensure the physical
stability of nanoemulsions, the value of zeta potential should be far from zero, i.e., greater than 30 mV
or less than −30 mV. The evaluated samples (Figure 3) had values ranging from −46 to −40 mV,
with samples 2, 7, and 11 showing the highest values and the standard deviation being in the range of
0.3–1.2, comparable with values usually found in the literature [13,38]. These results indicated that the
emulsions formed with saponin are highly stable, also corroborating the general stability over time
previously shown in Figure 2. The negative surface potential value of emulsions stabilized by saponin
was also observed in other works. This can be attributed to the carboxylic acid groups presented in the
adsorbed saponin molecules [13,17]. Moreover, zeta potential results supported that saponin-coated
particles were mainly stabilized by the electrostatic repulsion generated between the highly negatively
charged droplets [31].

Another valuable property that has a direct effect on long-term stability, texture, and optical
appearance of emulsions is the droplet size, with the average values, i.e., the particle size centered
in 50% of the measured nanoparticles, obtained by dynamic light scattering (DLS; Section 3.5) being
reported in Table 2. Particle size results in number showed very small particle sizes, ranging from 17 to
20 nm, while the data in volume varied between 1.1 and 4.3 µm, approximately. The large difference
between the values in number and volume is based on the scattered light intensity in relation to the
particle volume. When particle size and distribution are measured in volume, the larger particles
give stronger intensity, even if they are present at small amounts [39], due to their surface volume
comparing with smaller particles. Figure 4 shows both profiles (in number and volume) of the particle
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size distribution for samples 4, 5, 7 and 8 (all using O/W ratios of 10/90). The small peak close to
10 µm in the volume distribution curves (Figure 4b) indicated the presence of large particles that
could cause the different outcomes in the number and volume profiles presented in practically all
samples. It was also noticed that volume distribution profiles of the curves, according to the amount
of oil, presented the same behavior (Figure 4b—10/90, Figure S1.1b—20/80, and Figure S1.2b—30/70).
Complete information about size distribution for other samples and the corresponding D-values (D10,
D50, and D90) for all samples (Table S1), are reported in the Supplementary Materials. However,
the results in number presented quite similar values between the different samples, indicating that the
small particles in all samples were alike, as can be seen in Figure 4a. For that reason, considering the
decisive effect of the particle size in volume in the samples, this was chosen to perform the statistical
analysis for stability studies (Section 2.3).

Table 2. Particle size averages determined by dynamic light scattering (DLS) in number and volume.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

Size number (nm) 20.67 19.03 17.97 18.06 18.29 19.17 17.98 18.36 18.31 18.50 17.74
Size volume (µm) 2.09 3.05 2.15 4.31 1.79 1.47 1.18 1.12 1.25 1.25 2.97
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Analyzing the results shown in Table 2, some evidence was observed concerning the influence of
the composition in the particle size. Firstly, when the same O/W ratio was used and the percentage
of glycerol in the surfactant was the same, there was a significant decrease in the particle size as the
amount of surfactant increased, suggesting the effectiveness of the surfactant in the emulsion formation
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and resulting in smaller droplets. For example, sample 4 (10/90 O/W, 50/50 saponin/glycerol, 0.5 wt%
surfactant) and sample 5 (10/90 O/W, 50/50 saponin/glycerol, 1.5 wt% surfactant) presented 4.31 and
1.79 µm, respectively. Secondly, when the oil and surfactant contents were kept constant, the presence
of glycerol increased the particle size of emulsion droplets, indicating the more effective surfactant
effect of pure saponin, in comparison to glycerol. For instance, when comparing samples using O/W
ratio of 10/90 and 0.5 wt% surfactant, namely sample 7 without glycerol (100% saponin) and sample 4
with 50/50 saponin/glycerol, the droplet size increased from 1.18 to 4.31 µm. The same behavior was
observed for the O/W ratio of 30/70, while it was not feasible to conclude for 20/80, which is considered
the central point of the design of experiments. This qualitative analysis is confirmed numerically in the
next section.

2.3. Statistical Analysis

The factorial design is an essential tool for the identification of the experimental variables that
play a significant role in particle size as well as in the zeta potential. Multiple linear regression models
(MLRMs; Section 3.6) were performed to fit the response function (with Y corresponding to the particle
size or zeta potential) using the experimental data collected. The developed models were established
taking into account the general inference statistics for the global models as well as their coefficients at
the usual significance levels (5%). However, it has to be kept in mind that [40,41]:

(i) Main effects are disregarded from the analysis if the hierarchy of the model is not affected.
(ii) Interaction effects are disregarded if they are not statistically significant and if their removal

increases the overall significance of the model, even if it turns out into a nonhierarchical model (in this
case, the final model equation in terms of actual factors is not provided since only hierarchical models
are scale-independent and can be translated into actual units).

(iii) Effects are not removed if the final model is a ridge system where several local optimum
points exist and the real stationary point is not inside the region of exploration for fitting the
second-order model.

(iv) To ensure that the final model has a satisfactory prediction performance, the predicted
coefficient of determination value must be higher than 0.25.

Bearing in mind the above-mentioned assumptions, two MLRMs were established to fit the
response functions based only on the linear and interaction parameters originating reduced models.
The statistical significance of the model and the coefficients of the response surface were evaluated
using the analysis of variance (ANOVA) and Student’s t-test, respectively. Details of the models are
given in Table 3 for the particle size and zeta potential, while the response surface described by the
established model for each variable is shown in Figure 5.

Analyzing the DOE results, the significant influence of all selected compositions in the droplet
size of the emulsions can be noted, with the amount of surfactant being the most relevant parameter.
The reduction of particle size was also observed with the decrease of the percentage of oil and/or the
increase of the amount of surfactant. The incorporation of glycerol as cosurfactant had a negative
impact on particle size reduction, as previously discussed in Section 2.2.

Zeta potential was the other selected property in order to evaluate the nanoemulsions stability
behavior. The global change of that variable within all performed experiments was small, and, possibly
due to that fact, only a few parameters showed a significant effect, including oil and surfactant
percentages, which showed opposite effects. While the increase of the surfactant percentage decreased
zeta potential values, the opposite tendency was observed in the case of oil content. Even if some of the
regression parameters did not present statistical significance at a 5% significance level, they were kept
in the model to ensure the goodness of the fit. Nevertheless, as expected, the prediction performance
was not as accurate as in the particle size prediction.

In Table 3, it can be observed that the curvature was significant for both particle size and zeta
potential parameters. This fact indicated that the chances of this occurring due to noise (pointing out
the possible need to enlarge the experimental design in order to include higher-order coefficients into
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the model that could account for this deviation to linearity) are only 0.07% and 0.13% for particle size
and zeta potential, respectively. Regarding the lack of fit, it was not significant relative to the pure
error, meaning that the proposed model accurately fits the experimental data and that the chances of
this occurring due to noise were 92.93% and 84.25% for droplet size and zeta potential, respectively.
Furthermore, considering the quality parameters, namely adequate precision, which is a measure of
the signal-to-noise ratio (with a ratio greater than 4 being desirable), values of 41.83 and 18.03 were
obtained in both cases, indicating that the model could be used to navigate the design space. Moreover,
the magnitude of R2, R2

adj, and R2
pred suggested a very satisfactory predictive capability. Comparing

these main parameters discussed above, it can be stated that all parameters studied showed slightly
better precision for the particle size assessment, a fact that could be related to the small variance in the
zeta potential of measured samples.
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Figure 5. Response surface described by the model established for the particle size (in volume)
and zeta potential in the experimental region evaluated: 3D plot and contour plots for oil and
surfactant percentages at fixed saponin/glycerol percentages (minimum, central, and maximum).
For representation purposes, the O/W ratio was considered as oil percentage, e.g., an O/W ratio of 10/90
is represented as 10% oil.
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Table 3. Regression parameters (β coefficients) of the optimal multiple linear regression models
(MLRMs) established for the particle size in volume (µm) and zeta potential (mV) using a stepwise
variable selection method for the 23 experimental design and respective model quality parameters.

Source
Particle Size in Volume (µm) Zeta Potential (mV)

β Coefficient
(Coded Factors) p-Value β Coefficient

(Coded Factors) p-Value

Model —- 0.0006 —- 0.0161

Intercept +222.90 —- −42.50 —-
X1—oil (%) +12.71 0.0280 +0.47 0.0217

X2—surfactant (%) −65.09 0.0003 −0.85 0.0042
X3—saponin/glycerol

(%) −57.72 0.0004 −0.04 0.74891

X1X3 +37.42 0.0013 −0.12 0.34051

X2X3 +18.44 0.0102 +0.09 0.47301

X1X2X3 −43.01 0.0009 +0.65 0.0091

Curvature —– 0.0007 —– 0.0013
Lack of fit —- 0.9293 —- 0.8425

Quality parameter Value Value

Adequate Precision 41.833 18.030
R2 0.9973 0.9757

R2
adj 0.9920 0.9272

R2
pred 0.9932 0.9082

1 Parameter not statistically significant at a 5% significance level kept in the model to ensure hierarchy and the good
of fitness.

3. Materials and Methods

3.1. Materials

The natural surfactant, a pure saponin from Quillaja bark (99.9%), was purchased from AppliChem
GmbHn (Darmstadt, Germany), with pH between 4.5 and 5.5 and sapogenin content in the range of
10%–14%. Cosurfactant glycerol (pharmaceutical grade) was purchased from LabChem (LaborSpirit,
Lisbon, Portugal).

For the oil phase, a cosmetic-grade sweet almond oil (JMGS, Odivelas, Portugal) was used. It had a
density of 0.913 g/cm3 (at 25 ◦C) and a saponification value of 192 mg KOH/g. It presented palmitic acid
(4.9%), palmitoleic acid (0.1%), stearic acid (2.8%), oleic acid (65.3%), linoleic acid (25.2%), and linolenic
acid (0.1%) in its composition.

Deionized water was also used as the aqueous phase for all experiments.

3.2. Emulsion Preparation and Stability

Oil-in-water emulsions of different compositions were prepared to achieve O/W ratios of 10/90,
20/80, and 30/70 (w/w). The total surfactant amounts used were 0.5, 1.0, and 1.5 wt%, referring to the
total oil plus water weight, whereas the variation of the cosurfactant (glycerol) was between 0 and
50 wt% (surfactant-basis). For the study, 40 mL of each sample were prepared. The importance of
considering the addition sequence of the components in the nanoemulsion preparation method should
be noted. Briefly, the surfactant was first added to the oil phase and homogenized. Then, this oil phase
and water were mixed in a flask and blended using an Ultraturrax for 3 min at 11,000 rpm speed,
and a coarse emulsion was formed. Afterwards, the coarse emulsion was subjected to a high-pressure
homogenization (HPH) (Avestin Emulsiflex C3) protocol of six cycles at a homogenization pressure of
100 MPa. During the process, there was a tendency to increase the temperature of the sample, so an
attached heat exchanger was used to keep the temperature constant.
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The prepared samples were stored in the dark at room temperature (20 ◦C), and the storage
stability was analyzed after 1, 5, 10, and 30 days. The samples were stored in the dark at room
temperature (20 ◦C).

3.3. pH Measurements

Characterization of emulsions was carried out by pH measurements using PH-metro InoLab
720 WTW. All tests were performed directly in the samples at 25 ◦C, in triplicate, and mean values
were used.

3.4. Zeta Potential

Stability of emulsions was analyzed by determining particle surface charge characteristics using an
electrophoresis instrument (Zetasizer Nano-ZS90, Malvern Instruments, Worcestershire, UK). Samples
were diluted (between 1:25 and 1:40) with deionized water before the analysis to avoid multiple
scattering effects and were analyzed in triplicate.

3.5. Particle Size Determination

Emulsion particle size and distribution were obtained using dynamic light scattering (DLS)
equipment (Mastersizer 2000, Malvern Instruments, Worcestershire, UK). The refractive indexes used
for the dispersed (oil) and continuous phases (water) were 1.47 and 1.33, respectively. Particle size and
distribution percentages in volume and number were determined at room temperature by averaging
five measurements for each sample.

3.6. Statistical Analysis

The optimal oil and surfactant percentages, as well as the saponin/glycerol ratio, were the variables
selected to evaluate the best operating conditions to minimize the particle size (in volume) and obtain
zeta potential values in the stable range. The analysis was carried out using a 2k full-factorial design
with three factors and three replicates of the central point. The three independent factors (oil, surfactant,
and saponin/glycerol levels, corresponding to the actual factors x1, x2, and x3, respectively) were
studied at three levels (−1, 0 and +1), as shown in Table 4, resulting in 11 experiments that were carried
out randomly.

Table 4. Parameter definition for design of experiments.

Variable Symbol Coded (Xi) Variable Level

−1 0 +1

Oil (%) x1 10 20 30
Surfactant (%) x2 0.5 1.0 1.5

Saponin/glycerol (%) x3 50 75 100

For the statistical treatment, the actual factors were coded according to the following equation:

Xi =
xi − x0

∆xi
, with i = 1, 2, 3 (1)

where Xi is the coded value of the independent factor, xi is the real value of the independent factor,
x0 is the real value of the independent factor at the central point, and ∆xi is the step change value.

It was expected that a first-order linear equation could explain the behavior of the system and
second-order coefficients (with the latter being related to the interactions); this equation was used for
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predicting the optimal particle size or zeta potential (Y1 and Y2, respectively), based on the coded
values of the independent factors (Xi):

Yk = β0,k +
3∑

i=1

(
βi,kXi

)
+

3∑
i< j

(
βi j,kXiX j

)
+ β123,kX1X2X3, with k = 1, 2 (2)

where Y is the predicted response; the β coefficients are the first-, second- and third-order parameters
whose values are to be determined using multiple linear regression models (MLRMs), and the
statistically significant ones are selected using a stepwise method. The first order parameters are
related to the screening process, the second-order ones are related with the model curvature, and the
third-order parameters are due to asymmetry issues.

Design-Expert 6.0.6., trial version, was used for the experimental design and regression analysis
of the experimental data. The significance of the regression model was evaluated using analysis of
variance (ANOVA). The quality of the fit obtained using the regression model equation was statistically
checked using two diagnostic residuals: the multiple or adjusted coefficients of determination (R2 or
R2

adj, respectively) and the predicted coefficient of determination (R2
pred). The R2 and R2

adj values
describe the goodness of fit, giving an idea of how well current runs can be reproduced by the
mathematical model. The R2

pred value describes the goodness of prediction, showing how well new
experiments can be predicted using the mathematical model. R2 or R2

adj greater than 0.75 and R2
pred

values higher than 0.60 usually indicate that the model is good, and R2
pred values lower than 0.25

indicate that the model is useless [15]. The discrimination ability of the model was also inferred by
calculating the adequate precision value, which compares the range of the predicted values at the
design points to the average prediction error. A value greater than 4 is envisaged to assure adequate
model discrimination. The significance of the regression coefficients was tested using a t-test. Finally,
the contour plots obtained from the fitted quadratic or cubic model were also used to infer the optimal
experimental conditions keeping the independent factors within the experimental range studied.

4. Conclusions

In this work, the formulation of emulsions using saponin as surfactant and glycerol as cosurfactant
was carried out. Different compositions were prepared by varying the O/W ratio, the total surfactant
content, and the surfactant composition (expressed as saponin/glycerol ratio). The prepared samples
were analyzed in terms of stability, pH, zeta potential, and particle size and distribution in number
and volume. Analysis of stability over time showed stable emulsions after 30 days, except for samples
with a low amount of surfactant (0.5 wt%). Results of pH measurements proved the acidic character of
samples, and zeta potential assays indicated negative values (lower than −40 mV) corroborating the
high stability of the samples. Average particle size in number showed low values (around 20 nm) with
a similar particle size distribution behavior, which was mainly influenced by the O/W ratio. Results in
volume indicated larger values in the micro-scale range, pointing out the heterogeneity of the sample
in terms of size distribution.

To complement the study, a design of experiments was performed in order to analyze the effect on
particle size (in volume) and zeta potential. Concerning these parameters, the most suitable formulation
for sweet almond oil based emulsions stabilized with saponin was the one containing a low O/W ratio,
namely 10/90, combined with an amount of surfactant around at least 1.5 wt%. Moreover, it should be
noted that the use of glycerol as cosurfactant did not positively affect the quality of the nanoemulsions
in this work, which was not an expected behavior since it had been reported in other works that
the combination of Quillaja saponin with cosurfactants offers the chance to improve the emulsion
stability with a lower amount of surfactant [1]. Thus, more studies focusing on the interactions of
Quillaja saponin with cosurfactants are still needed. However, this outcome concerning the glycerol
also highlighted the effectiveness of saponin itself acting as a surfactant, leading to emulsions with
lower particle size.
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The results of this work pointed out the need for further studies concerning the formulation of
nanoemulsions from natural surfactants. Further studies are still required to establish the basis of novel
formulations, in which it is essential to systematically characterize and compare the ability to form and
stabilize emulsions, besides additional analysis, such as microbiological stability and lipid oxidation.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online, Figure S1.1. Particle size distribution of samples
using a O/W of 20/80 (1, 6 and 9) in (a) number or (b) volume., Figure S1.2. Particle size distribution of samples
using a O/W of 30/70 (2, 3, 10 and 11) in (a) number or (b) volume.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, T.B.S., A.M.P., M.M.D., S.P.P. and M.F.B.; Funding acquisition, M.M.D.,
S.P.P. and M.F.B.; Investigation, T.B.S., A.S.-E. and A.R.; Methodology, T.B.S., A.M.P., A.R.; Supervision, M.M.D.,
S.P.P. and M.F.B.; Writing—Original draft, T.B.S. and A.S.-E.; Writing—Review & editing, A.M.P., M.M.D., S.P.P
and M.F.B. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by (1) AIProcMat@N2020-Advanced Industrial Processes and Materials for a
Sustainable Northern Region of Portugal 2020, with the reference NORTE-01-0145-FEDER-000006, supported
by Norte Portugal Regional Operational Programme (NORTE 2020), under the Portugal 2020 Partnership
Agreement, through the European Regional Development Fund (ERDF); (2) Base Funding—UIDB/50020/2020 of
the Associate Laboratory LSRE-LCM—funded by national funds through FCT/MCTES (PIDDAC); and (3) Base
Funding—(UIDB/00690/2020) of CIMO—Centro de Investigação de Montanha—funded by national funds through
FCT/MCTES (PIDDAC).

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Reichert, C.L.; Salminen, H.; Badolato Bönisch, G.; Schäfer, C.; Weiss, J. Concentration effect of Quillaja
saponin—Co-surfactant mixtures on emulsifying properties. J. Colloid Interface Sci. 2018, 519, 71–80.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Kregiel, D.; Berlowska, J.; Witonska, I.; Antolak, H.; Proestos, C.; Babic, M.; Babic, L.; Zhang, B. Saponin-Based,
Biological-Active Surfactants from Plants. In Application and Characterization of Surfactants; InTechOpen:
Rijeka, Croatia, 2017; pp. 183–205.

3. Shen, P.; Zhang, R.; Julian, D.; Park, Y. Nanoemulsion-based delivery systems for testing nutraceutical
efficacy using Caenorhabditis elegans: Demonstration of curcumin bioaccumulation and body-fat reduction.
Food Res. Int. 2019, 120, 157–166. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Schoener, A.L.; Zhang, R.; Lv, S.; Julian, D. Fabrication of plant-based vitamin D3-fortified nanoemulsions:
Influence of carrier oil type on vitamin bioaccessibility. Food Funct. 2019, 10, 1826–1835. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. McClements, D.J. Food Emulsions Principles, Practices, and Techniques, 3rd ed.; CRC Press Taylor & Francis
Group: Boca Raton, FL, USA, 2016.

6. Froelich, A.; Osmałek, T.; Snela, A.; Kunstman, P.; Jadach, B.; Olejniczak, M.; Roszak, G.; Białas, W. Novel
microemulsion-based gels for topical delivery of indomethacin: Formulation, physicochemical properties
and in vitro drug release studies. J. Colloid Interface Sci. 2017, 507, 323–336. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Choudhury, S.; Dasgupta, S.; Patel, D.K.; Ramani, Y.R.; Ghosh, S.K.; Mazumder, B. Nanoemulsion as a Carrier
for Topical Delivery of Aceclofenac. Adv. Nanomater. Nanotechnol. 2013, 143, 1–19.

8. Rai, V.K.; Mishra, N.; Yadav, K.S.; Yadav, N.P. Nanoemulsion as pharmaceutical carrier for dermal and
transdermal drug delivery: Formulation development, stability issues, basic considerations and applications.
J. Control. Release 2018, 270, 203–225. [CrossRef]

9. Yukuyama, M.N.; Ghisleni, D.D.M.; Pinto, T.J.A.; Bou-Chacra, N.A. Nanoemulsion: Process selection and
application in cosmetics—A review. Int. J. Cosmet. Sci. 2016, 38, 13–24. [CrossRef]

10. Farahin, A.W.; Yusoff, F.M.; Basri, M.; Nagao, N.; Shariff, M. Use of microalgae: Tetraselmis tetrathele
extract in formulation of nanoemulsions for cosmeceutical application. J. Appl. Phycol. 2019, 31, 1743–1752.
[CrossRef]

11. Gesztesi, J.-L.; Santos, L.M.; de Hennies, P.T.; Macian, K.A. Oil-in-Water Nanoemulsion, a Cosmetic
Composition and a Cosmetic Product Comprising it, a Process for Preparing Said Nanoemulsion.
CA2585259C, 6 August 2013.

12. Shaker, D.S.; Ishak, R.A.H.; Ghoneim, A.; Elhuoni, M.A. Nanoemulsion: A Review on Mechanisms for the
Transdermal Delivery of Hydrophobic and Hydrophilic Drugs. Sci. Pharm. 2019, 87, 17. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2018.01.105
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29482098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2019.02.036
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31000226
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C9FO00116F
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30874272
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2017.08.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28806653
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2017.11.049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ics.12260
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10811-018-1694-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/scipharm87030017


Molecules 2020, 25, 1538 13 of 14

13. Yang, Y.; Leser, M.E.; Sher, A.A.; McClements, D.J. Formation and stability of emulsions using a natural small
molecule surfactant: Quillaja saponin (Q-Naturale®). Food Hydrocoll. 2013, 30, 589–596. [CrossRef]

14. Ahmad, J.; Gautam, A.; Komath, S.; Bano, M.; Garg, A.; Jain, K. Topical Nanoemulgel for Skin Disorders:
Formulation Approach and Characterization. Recent Pat. Antiinfect. Drug Discov. 2019, 14, 1–13. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

15. Leite, C.; Coelho, J.; Muehlmann, L.A.; Azevedo, R.; Sousa, M. Microemulsions as Platforms for Transdermal
Delivery of Hydrophilic Drugs—A Review. Curr. Nanosci. 2018, 14, 170–178. [CrossRef]

16. McClements, D.J.; Bai, L.; Chung, C. Recent Advances in the Utilization of Natural Emulsifiers to Form and
Stabilize Emulsions. Annu. Rev. Food Sci. Technol. 2017, 8, 205–236. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Taarji, N.; Rabelo da Silva, C.A.; Khalid, N.; Gadhi, C.; Hafidi, A.; Kobayashi, I.; Neves, M.A.; Isoda, H.;
Nakajima, M. Formulation and stabilization of oil-in-water nanoemulsions using a saponins-rich extract
from argan oil press-cake. Food Chem. 2018, 246, 457–463. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Mcclements, D.J.; Gumus, C.E. Natural emulsifiers—Biosurfactants, phospholipids, biopolymers,
and colloidal particles: Molecular and physicochemical basis of functional performance. Adv. Colloid
Interface Sci. 2016, 234, 3–26. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Ralla, T.; Salminen, H.; Edelmann, M.; Dawid, C.; Hofmann, T.; Weiss, J. Sugar Beet Extract (Beta vulgaris L.)
as a New Natural Emulsifier: Emulsion Formation. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2017, 65, 4153–4160. [CrossRef]

20. Mitra, S.; Dungan, S.R. Micellar Properties of Quillaja Saponin. 1. Effects of Temperature, Salt, and pH on
Solution Properties. J. Agric. Food Chem. 1997, 45, 1587–1595. [CrossRef]

21. Ralla, T.; Herz, E.; Salminen, H.; Edelmann, M.; Dawid, C.; Hofmann, T.; Weiss, J. Emulsifying Properties of
Natural Extracts from Panax ginseng L. Food Biophys. 2017, 12, 479–490. [CrossRef]

22. Ralla, T.; Salminen, H.; Tuosto, J.; Weiss, J. Original article Formation and stability of emulsions stabilised by
Yucca saponin extract. Int. J. Food Sci. Technol. 2017, 53, 1381–1388. [CrossRef]

23. Reichert, C.L.; Salminen, H.; Weiss, J. Quillaja Saponin Characteristics and Functional Properties. Annu. Rev.
Food Sci. Technol. 2019, 10, 43–73. [CrossRef]

24. Stanimirova, R.; Marinova, K.; Tcholakova, S.; Denkov, N.D.; Stoyanov, S.; Pelan, E. Surface Rheology of
Saponin Adsorption Layers. Langmuir 2011, 27, 12486–12498. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. De Faria, J.T.; de Oliveira, E.B.; Minim, V.P.R.; Minim, L.A. Performance of Quillaja bark saponin and b
-lactoglobulin mixtures on emulsion formation and stability. Food Hydrocoll. 2017, 67, 178–188. [CrossRef]

26. FAO (Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations) & WHO (World Health Organization).
Codex Alimentarius—International food Standards: List of Codex Specifications for Food Additives. 2016.
Available online: http://www.fao.org/fileadmin/user_upload/jecfa_additives/docs/monograph3/additive-368.
pdf (accessed on 15 February 2020).

27. Golemanov, K.; Tcholakova, S.; Denkov, N.; Pelan, E.; Stoyanov, S.D. Surface shear rheology of saponin
adsorption layers. Langmuir 2012, 28, 12071–12084. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Wojciechowski, K.; Kezwon, A.; Lewandowska, J.; Marcinkowski, K. Effect of β-casein on surface activity of
Quillaja bark saponin at fluid/fluid interfaces. Food Hydrocoll. 2014, 34, 208–216. [CrossRef]

29. Kezwon, A.; Wojciechowski, K. Interaction of Quillaja bark saponins with food-relevant proteins. Adv. Colloid
Interface Sci. 2014, 209, 185–195. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

30. Ozturk, B.; Argin, S.; Ozilgen, M.; McClements, D.J. Formation and stabilization of nanoemulsion-based
vitamin E delivery systems using natural surfactants: Quillaja saponin and lecithin. J. Food Eng. 2014, 142,
57–63. [CrossRef]

31. Zhu, Z.; Wen, Y.; Yi, J.; Cao, Y.; Liu, F.; McClements, D.J. Comparison of natural and synthetic surfactants at
forming and stabilizing nanoemulsions: Tea saponin, Quillaja saponin, and Tween 80. J. Colloid Interface Sci.
2019, 536, 80–87. [CrossRef]

32. Maali, A.; Mosavian, M.T.H. Preparation and Application of Nanoemulsions in the Last Decade (2000–2010).
J. Dispers. Sci. Technol. 2013, 34, 92–105. [CrossRef]

33. Ali, A.; Mekhloufi, G.; Huang, N.; Agnely, F. β-lactoglobulin stabilized nanemulsions—Formulation and
process factors affecting droplet size and nanoemulsion stability. Int. J. Pharm. 2016, 500, 291–304. [CrossRef]

34. Barradas, T.N.; de Campos, V.E.B.; Senna, J.P.; dos Santos Cerqueira Coutinho, C.; Tebaldi, B.S.;
Silva, K.G.d.H.e; Mansur, C.R.E. Development and characterization of promising o/w nanoemulsions
containing sweet fennel essential oil and non-ionic sufactants. Colloids Surf. A Physicochem. Eng. Asp. 2015,
480, 214–221. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foodhyd.2012.08.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1574891X14666181129115213
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30488798
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1573413714666171218145416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-food-030216-030154
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28125353
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2017.12.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29291873
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cis.2016.03.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27181392
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jafc.7b00441
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jf960349z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11483-017-9504-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ijfs.13715
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-food-032818-122010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la202860u
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21894983
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foodhyd.2017.01.013
http://www.fao.org/fileadmin/user_upload/jecfa_additives/docs/monograph3/additive-368.pdf
http://www.fao.org/fileadmin/user_upload/jecfa_additives/docs/monograph3/additive-368.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la302150j
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22830458
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foodhyd.2012.09.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cis.2014.04.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24802169
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfoodeng.2014.06.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2018.10.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01932691.2011.648498
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2016.01.035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2014.12.001


Molecules 2020, 25, 1538 14 of 14

35. Gupta, A.; Eral, H.B.; Hatton, T.A.; Doyle, P.S. Nanoemulsions: Formation, properties and applications. Soft
Matter 2016, 12, 2826–2841. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Gurpreet, K.; Singh, S.K. Review of Nanoemulsion Formulation and Characterization Techniques. Indian J.
Pharm. Sci. 2018, 80, 781–789. [CrossRef]

37. Honary, S.; Zahir, F. Effect of Zeta Potential on the Properties of Nano-Drug Delivery Systems—A Review
(Part 1). Trop. J. Pharm. Res. 2013, 12, 255–264.

38. Rebolleda, S.; Sanz, M.T.; Benito, J.M.; Beltrán, S.; Escudero, I.; San-josé, M.L.G. Formulation and
characterization of wheat bran oil-in-water nanoemulsions. Food Chem. 2015, 167, 16–23. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

39. Abe, M. Measurement Techniques and Practices of Colloid and Interface, 1st ed.; Springer: Singapore, 2019.
40. Mandenius, C.-F.; Brundin, A. Review: Biocatalysts and Bioreactor Design. Biotechnol. Prog. 2008, 24,

1191–1203. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
41. Montgomery, D.C. Response Surface Methods and Other Approaches to Process Optimization. In Design and

Analysis of Experiments; John Wiley & Sons: New York, NY, USA, 1997.

Sample Availability: Samples of the compounds are not available from the authors.

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5SM02958A
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26924445
http://dx.doi.org/10.4172/pharmaceutical-sciences.1000422
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2014.06.097
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25148953
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/btpr.67
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19194932
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Results and Discussion 
	Optimization of Emulsion Preparation Approach 
	Characterization of Emulsions 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Materials and Methods 
	Materials 
	Emulsion Preparation and Stability 
	pH Measurements 
	Zeta Potential 
	Particle Size Determination 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Conclusions 
	References

