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Table 2 — Optimal point

The coded values analysis:
 Design Expert software, using a

quadratic model,

 The model showed a significant
fit and an insignificant lack of |°
fit.

» Soaking time and particle size
did not Influence the study
significantly, therefore, they
are not interesting to be used
as variables;

Future studies — Analyse the
phenolic compounds content.

Table 1 — Experimental design applied
for optimization
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