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Figure S1: Data associated with the response surface methodology, implanted to optimize the 1-propanol

organosolv treatment. A, desirability function; B, correlation between actual (measured) and predicted

values. Number designated with different color in the inset tables denote statistically different values.
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Effect Tests
Sum of

Source Nparm DF Squares FRatio Prob>F
t 1 1 12877350 55.0025 0.0007
U 1 1 20.313600 86.7646
T 1 1 0002500 0.0107
t't 1 1 1214414 5.1871 0.0718
™7 1 1 0452498 19327 0.2232

Figure S2: Data associated with the response surface methodology, implanted to optimize the 2-propanol

organosolv treatment. A, desirability function; B, correlation between actual (measured) and predicted

values. Number designated with different color in the inset tables denote statistically different values.
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Figure S3: A representative total ion chromatogram of 1-propanol extract obtained under optimized

conditions: RT 6.16 min, p-coumaric acid; RT 7.14 min, ferulic acid).
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Figure S4: Fragmentation patterns of p-coumaric and ferulic acids.



