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Supplementary Table 1: The raw data presenting the results of a t-test on the level of significance (p) for Soxhlet and Twisselmann apparatus 
extractions. 

Group 1 vs Group 2 Mean group 1 Mean group 2 t df p N signi-ficant
group 1

N signi-ficant 
group 2

SD 
group 1

S2 vs. T2 1.9061 3.2426 -7.42 10.00 0.0000 6.00 6.00 0.0409
S2 vs. T3 1.9061 3.6921 -21.68 10.00 0.0000 6.00 6.00 0.0409
S2 vs. T4 1.9061 3.7902 -34.23 10.00 0.0000 6.00 6.00 0.0409
S3 vs. T2 2.5564 3.2426 -3.44 10.00 0.0063 6.00 6.00 0.2143
S3 vs. T3 2.5564 3.6921 -9.54 10.00 0.0000 6.00 6.00 0.2143
S3 vs. T4 2.5564 3.7902 -12.10 10.00 0.0000 6.00 6.00 0.2143
S4 vs. T2 3.4875 3.2426 1.18 10.00 0.2652 6.00 6.00 0.2555
S4 vs. T3 3.4875 3.6921 -1.55 10.00 0.1518 6.00 6.00 0.2555
S4 vs. T4 3.4875 3.7902 -2.59 10.00 0.0268 6.00 6.00 0.2555

Group 1 vs Group 2 SD
group 2

quotient F 
variances p variances Levene’a  

F(1, df) df Levene’a p Levene’a Brn-Fors  
F(1, df)

df
Brn-Fors

p
Brn-Fors

S2 vs. T2 0.4394 115.41 0.0001 5.740 10.00 0.0376 1.8522 10.00 0.2034
S2 vs. T3 0.1976 23.33 0.0036 8.954 10.00 0.0135 5.7499 10.00 0.0374
S2 vs. T4 0.1285 9.87 0.0252 15.471 10.00 0.0028 1.1418 10.00 0.3104
S3 vs. T2 0.4394 4.20 0.1411 1.190 10.00 0.3010 0.3130 10.00 0.5882
S3 vs. T3 0.1976 1.18 0.8627 0.132 10.00 0.7239 0.0085 10.00 0.9285
S3 vs. T4 0.1285 2.78 0.2858 2.460 10.00 0.1479 0.8130 10.00 0.3884
S4 vs. T2 0.4394 2.96 0.2592 0.574 10.00 0.4662 0.1519 10.00 0.7049
S4 vs. T3 0.1976 1.67 0.5862 1.144 10.00 0.3099 0.1049 10.00 0.7528
S4 vs. T4 0.1285 3.96 0.1575 6.064 10.00 0.0335 0.9090 10.00 0.3629

The differences between the results obtained for S4 vs. T2, and S4 vs. T3 are statistically insignificant (p<0.05), which confirms the equality 
of these extraction conditions
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Supplementary Table 2: The results of a one-sample t-test

Variable Mean SD n SD Const. Ref. t df p

S2 1.894489 0.115476 6 0.047143 0.00 40.18614 5 0.0000000
S3 2.555699 0.214007 6 0.087368 0.00 29.25216 5 0.0000001
S4 3.486677 0.256323 6 0.104643 0.00 33.31962 5 0.0000000
T2 3.242515 0.441227 6 0.180130 0.00 18.00097 5 0.0000010
T3 3.691178 0.197796 6 0.080750 0.00 45.71119 5 0.0000000
T4 3.810093 0.122556 6 0.050033 0.00 76.15128 5 0.0000000

The above results confirm the unity of all results (n=6) in each group.

Supplementary Table 3: The results of the t-test measuring the 
statistical significance between the obtained results (p<0.05). 
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