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unAnge

msfinnasiiiignuszasdiiiomanngiimngalunsatathduanninniun (Spent Coffee Grounds; SCG)
vaanuglsUa (Coffea canephora var. robusta) wagey31Ui (Coffea arabica) mudinasareieniau tngs
3%81‘1ﬁuﬁmauauaﬂ (Response Surface Methodology) wkagnisapnkuunIsnaaakuuyssaunans (Central
Composite Design; CCD) W1un1sUszananadiesendusd Minitab R.17 Jadeiildlunsdnuilsznoudae
dnTdussninddiazagion NN (4 : 1-8: 1 ua./n.) aaungillunisania (35-45) uagianlunisanin (15—
45 177 Tneluustartladed 5 sziuseu CCD Sruudoulvlumsmeasaniniu 20 Msnases Joyamaiiiase
monuuTaesanduiusidaedliiludunss nanmsfnwinuimniedeianduiudiuegeliduddynisadn
anmginzanvesusaztady un sanduseuisinihazatedoninniun 8.14 ua/n. gumgilunisadn
46.97°% aailunisarta 27.22 wifl uasAUSinaniduiataldgeaniosar 13.04 leethutn wesdethannaweni
uvhmaneaesdmui vl siuiiatalfgaauinduiosay 13.08+0.20 FedialndiAsauasiimuusiugigs
fusvennuuuaemendnmans warlnnznuaiRvonhiumuniianeld (nsnluiudasy mumiln uay
ATavLLY) Ansalusuresidunuissanm 3.70 mg,, /g, LaRTmINEEmEUURRSsIeame S3TlAdY

wazLNTUNLNEANAINUNTLA 49.65 cP 71 40° kazANAINTUILUY 948 An./u.” 7 15

AdNALY: NINNWN, Lanigw, N1sanauniy, IINNNURINBUALDS, N1T8BNLUUNITNAGDILULYTEANNAN

N19971989UNANY: 81a1058) TunsUSne Wusnsal dnlla way ausseu wadiiy, “Anwianneiwangadlunisanayiduain
nnnwn QsUaan/axs1901) metenwulagldlisIneNuRInauaLes,” 2754753990 15WSE0UNAINTEUATINTE, U 28, atud 4,
9N 799-811, 71.A.~5.A. 2561.
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Abstract

The objective of this study was to examine the optimum conditions for coffee oil extraction from
Used Coffee Grounds (UCG) of Coffea canephora var. robusta and Coffea arabica with hexane solvent
through response surface methodology. The operating variables of the extraction process were optimized
by Central Composite Design (CCD), a subset of Response Surface Methodology (RSM), and it was analyzed
by Minitab R.17 software. The factors in this study including solvent to solid ratio (4 : 1-8 : 1 mL/g),
extraction temperature (35-45°C) and extraction time (15-45 min), a five-level rotatable CCD were used
for experimental design. A total of experimental conditions was 20 experiments. These data were analyzed
by non-linear quadratic correlation model. The experimental results showed that each factor was
correlated significantly with the other factors. The optimum variables of extraction were as follows:
solvent to solid ratio of 8.14 mL/g, extraction temperature of 46.97°C and extraction time of 27.22 minutes,
and the maximum oil yielded under these conditions was 13.04%. The experiments performed under
these conditions showed that the extracted oil yield was up to 13.08+0.20%, which related accurately
with the prediction value. The extracted coffee oil was characterized for their properties of free fatty
acids, density, and viscosity. The acid value of the extracted oil was about 3.70 mg,,.,. /g, suitable for
esterification process. The oil properties revealed the viscosity (49.65 cP at 40°C) and the density of about
948 kg/m’at 15°C.

Keywords: Spent Coffee Ground, Oil Extraction, Hexane, Response Surface Methodology, Central Composite

Design

Please cite this article as: A. Chanpirak, P. Dumnin, and A. Hongpuay, “Optimization of oil extraction from spent coffee
grounds (Coffea canephora var. Robusta/Coffea arabica) by hexane using response surface methodology,”
The Journal of KMUTNB, vol. 28, no. 4, pp. 799-811, Oct.—Dec. 2018 (in Thai).
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1. unin

5ﬂﬁumLLW (Coffee OIl) laannnisafianiunun
(Coffee Grounds) wannunisni (Defective Coffee
Beans) uagnnnu ﬁmﬂwfwﬂuﬁqmquq Y
Srnuniissediurnudululsveshiununlunsdu
fdasunanlulefieadiiamunin [11-(3] Fefidiu
‘Ui%ﬂE]‘UGUENLLEJ‘L@EJE]ﬂ%lﬂ%ﬁjﬂﬁL%uﬁﬂiﬁulﬁ&muﬁiiwﬁ’]a
Tnululedwaladusdned dewalwluledivaining
AmMUIINNISAasvessuldRnInanumasdY 1An
avoudiliadudn ladvinlidutuldine uazndud 4],
(5] w¥eusstondiusian msliussloniveundeita
wionanasglianagmamnssy wazlidunisudsduiv
HAMATTEIMS FetunnnuNEsduuvasadend
ffnanmluewien Tnetagtuusuaninnunuings
29,000 fiusied [6] uarandayaved The International
Coffee Organization (ICO) wworfinswanniuniialan
Usranmi 148 &g (Q3aw 60 nn.) [7] wieustawunliy
flunegerediosaonndasnunaianiuiitidaiule
s89fuANUFRINTVBNEUTINA

nINAN LﬁuéaﬁLwﬁaﬁJQWﬂqiﬁaﬂWLLw TS
w1 05U agldninnun 0.91 n5u Aneluwdaniuwil
Yrsududiulssneudstanadesas 11-20 vasmiin
WaEALTY >50% [1] azuiuldnlnddpsfuiivisiu
¥iindue wu Unduthiiuuasdamaos (20%) [8] nulil
Vianganeiiug ngeys1di 70-75% YeanIsHan 88
VHulsUadn LLaszJuﬁﬁammﬁﬁiﬂﬂ [9] Nunlusag
aeiugivsnansunasandnuazamuaneaiy
[10] Imaaz'ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂ%mmﬂfwﬁuagiwdw 12-18% uaz
TsUaAUszanas 9-14% [11], [12] Jsinswanva sy
aeiuimuaruiureunazmulisuvesiuiln fedu
enAdeiimlannnuikaussrhsaesneiug (e Sy
15Ua@1; 60 : 40) 91UIdeUee Caetano et al. [3]
Tasrgauannnnunuislasasaznale (%Yield) vas
drfuniun wrnndmnnunden (65.7% Moisture)
deldsviazanseney wasauTuiinasonisain

yenanvuiluideAnuiUssansaaniainazane
(niwu lelelnsnuea oy uea anwiL oUW laniwu
wawlolelnsniuea) fshsrdu 1 : 20 uwaznsyindu
wld wuinifevavuald daus 6.3 B9 28.3 wto Juify
anmganaldauanaeiu [13] kag Al-Hamamre [11]
Anuivhazansuaziafiuanss fsnsaunnnun
Rofvhazanewiniu 1 : 4.2 senuindiiazanedia
Hatmlsunnnindvazandifitregradideddey was
Tneshvhazanawenuaniai 30 ud l¥euasnalddiun
fian (15.28%) 881lsfnu 91nMsMUNILITIUNTIL
Felunnldnunisfnwauduiussenineadeis
HasfoNNSARPTNIUANN NN NUIRANLAE NN TENIY
Anvausenisadte fatuenuddetiisinefiui
novauedldnTiiaTzideya

Fverituionevaues (RSM) Wunilslumaia
meaaRfildiie 1) nsesnuuunIMAaBY 2) Anw
8n5wasau (Interactive Effect) vosuatsladose
FLUTIY AIENNTIATIENAULUTUTIU (Analysis of
Variance) \fiaUszifiunnunaiiesawuusiasuas
NAFDUTYEIAYVDUNDOUYDILUUIIADY LAy 3) Uy
anmzfiunzay (Optimum  Conditions) Wiouans
ANIAOUANBIEIAA (Maximum Response) #8013
";Jm'iwﬁamaawvg@m (Multiple Regression Analysis)
WieadsuuusiaswiueranIaansase wagldnng
Iinsrevianduiusindeaedldiludunse (Non-linear
Quadratic Correlation) WilaFunaAaLdiugiui
POUAUDITENINNAMUIBATE LA AMUIAY [14]-[17]
Tofiddyves RSM e andruauganaass Altluns
Uszdlusuusvianedn S?Mﬁzﬂﬂﬁﬁmﬁué‘sﬂaﬂﬁﬁLL‘LJ‘ELW%”ISU
ety RSM flusslemietnaunndeniswauinszuau
Sosavnald Nsanan waznsanduuludafoRnns
18] wazthnldlunusineg sgranfevnesa du
Faandeu muemns sundy il ennssuaiiuas
Sennssuesedna Wy Msdaasizvinedwed [19] vty
P (Bio-oils) [20] nsuanlulediua [21] nsania [22]
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uazN1SYATU [23]

5’61qUizaaﬁmuiﬁaﬁlﬁamamwﬁmmsanﬂ,u
msafaituannanuruasaninaves 3 daseman
(BnI1dIUTENINAWNaZA18RININAMN T2YZLIAT
afn uazgamgiiants) AnaroUsuanidufiataan
manunalersintaglsUammeienay Ingledin

WeiuRImeUANDY TINTIATzRaunUTunLN

2. 79 gUnIaluazisn1side
2.1 749

AnnwRaNveseysIinLarlsUani ensdu
60 : 40 31nSunmlusninedewsens Ussmelne)
amAIuTRIINUIE T Mo wuey Tlgmmaf
105° (Hunian 6 Falus mﬂﬁﬂeﬁﬂ@mmm%uuasﬁm
YUAMIBATLNTITOUARTUIA 200-500 lalasiams fvi
aranELantYu 99.0% LNIATLATIEY USEN RCI Labscan
91An (Thailand) tagnsza1unse®s (Whatman No.1)
US®N W.&R. Balston Ltd.

v
ada =1

2.2 WY INURINDUEAUDY (RSM)

FHAveriuianevaues (RSM) $3un1500nUUY
NMSVAADILUUUTEANNAN (CCD) AATIZNDNTNATIM
vemvanuinuUssasy (Hade) flrousunanisiuiiann
NN (AN13RBUELDY) lnetadenanuasi
Tufnwrilusyneusedasidiusswinedvinazansse
manun (x,) (2 1 1-10 : 1 wa./n) gaungiiana (x,)
(30-50°%) wazszuzaann (x,) (5-45 uIf) AIERA
Tums199i 1

A15197 1 Jadeuarseautadelunisnnasa

Level

Factor
—oo | -1 0 1 +00

Liquid-to-solid Ratio (x,) | 2 4 6 8 10

Temperature (x,) 30 | 35 | 40 | 45 | 50

Extraction Time (x,) 5 15 | 25 | 35 | 45

nseenkuUMIMARDIY CCD lumiddeiisiuay
nVRRBwtoNA 20 N1IVRaes tae 8 wiinmeliea
6 WA UAY 6 ARINANIT KIUARINTI9T 2 Auaan
N =2"+2n+n_ lag N Ao31uIuN15N0a04 n Aeduiu
AwUsdase n_ Ao $1uuNINARDIIE L INANs
(18]

A1519% 2 N1PBNLUUNISNARDILUUUSLAUNAILAY
Nan1sAaed (Sovaznalavastinguniwm)

Run Factor Yieoli of
Number | x, (mL/g) | X, (°O) | X, (min) | y (o0
1 4 (-1) 35(-1) | 15(-1) | 11.640
2 8 (1) 35(-1) | 15(-1) | 12.650
3 4(-1) 35 (-1) 35 (1) 11.330
4 8 (1) 35 (-1) 35 (1) 13.015
5 4 (-1) 45 (1) 15(-1) | 11.795
6 8 (1) 45 (1) 15(-1) | 12.675
7 4(-1) 45 (1) 35 (1) 11.721
8 8 (1) 45 (1) 35 (1) 12.946
9 2(-2) 40 (0) 25 (0) 9.990
10 10 (2) 40 (0) 25 (0) 12.285
11 6 (0) 40 (0) 5(-2) 11.865
12 6 (0) 40 (0) 45 (2) 12.550
13 6 (0) 30 (-2) 25 (0) 11.925
14 6 (0) 50 (2) 25 (0) 12.000
15 6 (0) 40 (0) 25 (0) 12.775
16 6 (0) 40 (0) 25 (0) 12.650
17 6 (0) 40 (0) 25 (0) 12.730
18 6 (0) 40 (0) 25 (0) 12.500
19 6 (0) 40 (0) 25 (0) 12.505
20 6 (0) 40 (0) 25 (0) 12.560

TBYAIINYANITNARDIIATIZVDNTNATIN YOS
panetavumeUsuiandunainainninnunaienis
FAS1IANULUTUSIU ipUseiuANLADNARBIYBY
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wuUIaed (Fitted Model) InaAnmuannanvakuy
e0WNEUIIN R Lasnndautlsd Ao ineNUeILuy
$raosfloguuiugiure p-value wax Fvalue Wiawmia
ahauuaesihwenaniaaeduzU aun sy
189804 (Quadratic Polynomial Equation) WansAI11
duiusiimvesusiazlady smensiesgvianneenyau
[18] faaunisil (1) wavanmsfiuuvay fesenins
Minitab (R.17)

k k
y = ﬁ0+Zﬁixi+Z,b’ﬁx,2+zzi S Bxx e (1)
=1 i=1
d' & v Y RS A o P &
e y Ao Sevazwalavesiiununivihunels g, Ae
A1ASH B, B, B; AR duUsednSNsanaee uag x, x; Ao
JadenIneang

2.3 A5lunsana

Fahwmnannniun 20 n¥y nauFULEALELANY
danausansi 2 aduyanisatauuulnadoundu
(Reflux Extraction) iUsznausasvinfunauuas
VioABULAULES é’agﬂﬁ 1 nthuhnfunaunsasuusns
mU@mqmuqﬁﬁmﬁgﬁaawwmﬁ?\luaaﬂé&?&agjuum%a
nuasuuulianudeu lnglianusounasiiatann
fifmuadensedt 2 Weasunatmufvuntilunses
wonnnaelianizgaInIAce Buckner Funnel
warnIEAIYNIes (Whatman No.1) leansavanedimaes
hlufdmenieuiigumal 40% suisesndussimeans
wuuviyy (Rotary Evaporator) 3u Rotovapor Hei-VAP
Value/G3 U3¥W Heidolph, Schwabach, Germany
qunszlifisnisundunenasnin LLazﬁﬂUaUﬁqmm:ﬁ
100°%% Juan 12 $3lua [24] Wierdaeniauiid
yaawide tinaivasiuinlmsululoganudu uas
Fodwmndsunundils

2.4 P15ATITNSagazNaldvasununwN
AseurIUsuainTulaannnsadaiisuiu

Water Cooling

Oil bath

Coffee sample+
Solvent

Hotplate stirrer

JUN 1 yansadauuulvadeundu

dvieamnmuslieunsatafualaeldaunisi (2)
911 Obruca et al. [25].

Yield of Oil (wt%) = (W /W,) x 100 (2)
dlo Yield of Coffee OIl, Y (wt%) fia Sosazwalsvos

Wdiuniun W, fie uninvessiuniuniiadale (g),
W, Ag UntingaanInnIwnwis (g)

v
wa °

2.5 MaAnseiaaautauiunum
mﬁLﬂﬁwxﬁ@mauﬁaﬁwﬁuﬂwLLWLﬁaQﬁuﬂizﬂaUﬁaa
Usunaunseluiudase (FFA) ieUssdiuanadulsly
asuanlulediwa lasasividsuansaladudase
M35 AOCS Ca 5a-40 [26] hazAnauUAnIenInee
AnuniauazauuILY Sannuniiasieiadesia
AUNTA Brookfield Viscometer sq'u DV2T 3nUseine
ansgousn ngldansiagausums 5 ua. Spindle
M8LaY 18 ANILSITOU 60 oUW aangll 40%y
waztaanununuulagldvinfinlufinesisiusuins
10 addns mﬂﬁ?u%’qﬁmﬁﬂﬁqmmﬁ 15°9 UaAndA
Addurnadevenisia 3 ada [27]
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3. nan1sIvguazanAUTIuNa
3.1 NMsATEiAMUmIIzaNvasdaya

MTAATIERANULUTUTIULEZNTIATIZTON0 DY
wian ddudensivdeununIndlenisinsiz
Aumzanyesdeyafenduluavauuigiud
Montgomery [18] na11l311 AndaunnAeiin1suanuas
LUUUNA AANULUSUTIUTILEDETAIN ANEIUANANS
fanududasyrenu L'ﬁaﬁﬂiﬁgimiﬁ%s[,%’uwﬁwam
anneelilianugniosuariistunammaasuiigady
[22]

mﬂg‘d‘ﬁ' 2 (n) N3 N1sNTEBLULUNREIUANATS
wiuldigauunsmiiGssiniududnvasidunsauas
finsnszanefifinuiuiuuinalngy AAued uana
IﬁLﬁuﬁammLﬁuﬂﬂﬁmaﬁa;ﬂaﬁlﬁﬁﬂLﬁumimaaq
feduTeaguldindoyatinnsuanuasund sUi 2 ()
ﬂﬁwmdaumnﬁwmmﬁgﬂv‘hma NUIFIUANAYB
nan1sMAanweUSInaufiataldannninnum
finsnszaeedrsaiaueiuINLAEIaU uandis
mflmaﬁaimwmaﬂmmLLUiUiaumaqszTaaﬂammﬁiﬁ
panuuuly

mﬂgﬂﬁ 2 (A) nswidalnunsuduanae wuinduy
sunssannugussdnhuandiiuidunnénaiy
fnsnsza1efUnd uazguil 2 (9) nsmiAndrumndnasie
SAUNTINAGBY NUTAIUANANNYBINANTTVINGRITRYA
nszemlisuuuy wansbiiuirdanududassves
foyanaridnifonilsodeyaiivinetiedy anmun
nanlédn doyadildainnismaassaiifianugndes
waznzaudmunsthlviessiandudseansves
msindulanasitaszrinuwsusiu [22] agnanine
Tuidesely

3.2 MIAATIIANUUUTUTIUVBIUUUIADIENRUNUS

RGEGEN
ATATIERANULUTUT IR asUadenan

SunsAseseminsladeiiinanetesasualdvesingy

Normal Probability Plot
(response is Yield (%))

95

70

50

Percent

30

20 @ J
10
5
1
-0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3
Residual
(n)
Versus Fits
(response is Yield (%))
0.3
o
0.2
e
o o
- 01
g . °
T oo L ® P
2 ° °
o
0.1 hd ® [ ]
° [ ]
-0.2
[ ]
-0.3
10.0 10.5 11.0 115 12.0 125 13.0
Fitted Value
()
Histogram

(response is Yield (%))

Frequency

-0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2
Residual

(m)

Versus Order
(response is Yield (%))

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.0

Residual

0.1

0.2

0.3

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Observation Order

()

3U% 2 (n) nTnsnIEELUUUNAdILANA (V) N3
AdumnAssiaAignyiung (@) nsmEalnunsy
dumnene (9 nTmimeunnmMeEiuMITMAGeN
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A15197 3 NFATITIIANULUTUT I

Source Sum of Square df Mean Squares F-Value P-Value Remarks
Model 9.15990 9 1.01777 31.01 0.000 Significant
Linear 5.82573 3 1.94191 59.16 0.000
X, 5.51076 1 5.51076 167.89 0.000 Significant
X, 0.16443 1 0.16443 5.01 0.049 Significant
X, 0.15054 1 0.15054 4.59 0.058
Square 3.15809 3 1.05270 32.07 0.000
X12 3.14999 1 3.14999 95.97 0.000 Significant
Xzz 0.18793 1 0.18793 5.73 0.038 Significant
Xaz 0.21029 1 0.21029 6.41 0.030 Significant
2-Way Interaction 0.17608 3 0.05869 1.79 0.213
XX, 0.13005 1 0.130 3.96 0.075
XX, 0.04351 1 0.044 1.33 0.276
X*X, 0.00252 1 0.003 0.08 0.787
Lack of Fit 0.25999 5 0.059 3.81 0.084 Insignificant
Pure Error 0.06825 5 0.004
Total SS 9.48814 19
R 96.54% Adjust 93.43% Pred R° 77.01%

nuiliildannisneaes Adudszandvenisdnaula
YILUUINADILAZNITVINAIULNUISANVDIANNTT
(Lack of Fit) msn1siSsuiisusn p-value fiuszau
HedAny 0.05 (sEauAMLLTRITU 95%) [16], [17] HAWARS
Tuansnedl 3 wmﬁg‘uLL‘um"waammaaﬁmmzamaq
USinasweshsuniu (p < 0.05) ABUUUTNABILUY
f1&sa@8e (Quadratic Model) iodins1zridnsna
vausazladendnuuuidady nwuigamgliadiauas
nTIEIUTEIYIazauRaNINALNLE S NADES
ﬁﬁaﬁwﬁayﬁaﬁumﬁwﬁumﬂmuw (p < 0.05) wazaviaNA
vosusazdadondniddes (Quadratic) wuinisey
1“]a%’aﬁﬁaﬁwé’ayiaﬂ%mmﬁlwﬁumﬂmLW\I (p < 0.05)
wenantudlolinssddninavessunsnsensening

o o

Tade wunliideddy (o < 0.05) wansliviuidvdna

a =3

JausgInalaseiisaantaenausunatinduniw

AMUlNALABITEWI1HARINATNAADINULUY
$ransanneusionsUsEiuanAduUsEanslunis
fndula (Coefficient of Determination; R?) @ailAn
3119 0 99 1 lAgmnAnaInnISATLIMAILENNNS
anaesdAhiumnmsmeasynga R axilaniiiu
1 warAIAUgNAeIvesA R’ (Adjusted Coefficient of
Determination; Adj-R?) Tunsdififisrunutladeunnnin
1 9338 [18] 9MnWan15ATIE R way Adj-R® azilen
Wiy 96.54% way 93.43% auaney wandliliuin
LuUaeannosvunemudu LS et tuiiuualii
1ﬂé’Lﬁ&Nﬁ’quaﬂﬁumﬁaﬁ’miuﬁqmmﬁmamﬁ

N1TIATILRADDENTAUIIBFINALIS @13150
A519UUUTNRDIYITUIBHNANITNAADIVDIAITUTUNUS
vaauiardaduuarAINIsneUaLeIgean taa1nng
SinnyinavesAduiduuuusassanduiusindsees
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Taidudunss (Non-linear Quadratic Correlation
Model) vasUsunahsiuianiale wansnsaunsn (3)

Y = 3.41 + 0.937X, + 0.212X,+ 0.0634X,

- 0.08849X,” - 0.00346X," 0.000915X,”

+0.01275X,*X,- 0.00369X,*X,+ 0.00036X,*X,
(3)

e Yield; v o fovasnaldvenidunui X, o
9RnINdIUTRIVIazatgsanInnwi (2-10 ua./n.)
X, fio qauugiinldlumsanin (30-50°%) X, Ao Landild
Tunsanin (5-45 ui)
UBNAINAITNINTUIAIAINLUTUIIULALAN
fuuszanslunisdnauls n1svInALMLITELYDS
aunis (Jundlsludnfifiaudfyed1985u3sinen
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