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BACKGROUND & AIM

Barley (Hordeum vulgare) is a valuable cereal
source of phenolic and other bioactive compounds.

Ultrasound-assisted extraction (UAE) can enhance
mass transfer and extraction through acoustic
cavitation.

Process conditions matter: Performance depends on
solvent composition, ultrasound amplitude and
extraction time.

Aim: to optimize UAE using RSM and characterize the
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METHODOLOGY
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Response

Total Phenolic Content (TPC)
* Folin—Ciocalteu method
* Results expressed as
mg gallic acid equivalents
per liter of extract (mg
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