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In this study, an advanced green extraction technique applying supercritical CO2 (scCO2) and scCO2 with co-
solvent (esters, alcohols or hydroalcoholic solutions) is used to obtain value added compounds from the aerial (leaves 
and seeds) and underground (roots) parts of Arctium lappa, commonly known as burdock. In order to increase the 
yields multi-step scCO2 extraction was also tested. Thus, the highest yield of 12.78 wt % for A. lappa leaves was 
achieved by a six-step sequential scCO2 extraction with ethanol as а co-solvent, for A. lappa roots - 32.82 wt % by а 
three-step sequential scCO2 extraction with hydroalcoholic solution (methanol-water), while for the A. lappa seeds - 
19.02 wt % by using scCO2 with ethanol as co-solvent. Finally, the effectiveness of the above techniques with that of a 
conventional Soxhlet extraction with regard to yield was compared.  
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INTRODUCTION 

Presently, more and more people turn away from 
modern medicine and look for solutions to their 
health problems in traditional medicine and natural 
products [1]. One such example is the Arctium lappa 
plant, more commonly known as burdock. It is 
native to the Eurasian region but due to its rapid 
growth it has spread to other parts of the world such 
as South America where it is considered an invasive 
species [2]. Though not a very common dish in most 
countries it is cultivated and regularly used in East 
Asian cuisine [3-5], while in the UK, Dandelion and 
burdock is a popular and widely consumed beverage. 

The roots are the edible part of the plant, 
however, it has been demonstrated that the seeds and 
leaves contain compounds with antioxidant [6-10], 
antibacterial [11,12] and anti-inflammatory 
biological activities [13,14]. Hence, recently some 
considerable effort has been invested into their 
obtainment, characterization and applications [6,7,9-
17]. 

The aim of the present study is to examine the 
capabilities of mild and green techniques that apply 
a supercritical solvent without and with co-solvents 
to obtain high value compounds from the different 
parts of the burdock plant, which nowadays is treated 
as a waste, with the view of its complete valorization 
and in accordance to the principles of the circular 
economy. 

Fig. 1. Arctium lappa [18] 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 

Sample preparation 

The burdock seeds were supplied by a producer 
from Ivaiporã city, state of Paraná, Brazil (GPS 
location: 24°14’47.4”S 51°40’32.8” W), in 2018. 
The material was dried, milled and separated using 
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Tyler series sieves of different mesh size in a 
mechanical shaker. The plant material used for all 
experiments had particle size of (0.41 – 0.71) mm. 

Soxhlet extraction 

Soxhlet extraction was performed on all three 
parts of the burdock plant – the seeds, leaves and 
roots. All extractions were done in triplets and the 
yields given below are the average yields. These 
results served as references in our further 
investigations. The yield of each extraction was 
calculated according to: 

𝑌𝑌𝑌𝑌𝑌𝑌𝑌𝑌𝑌𝑌(%) =  𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚 𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜 𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒 (𝑔𝑔)
𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚 𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜 𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠

∗ 100            (1) 

Supercritical fluid extraction 

All supercritical fluid extractions (SFE) were 
performed in two identical, home-made laboratory 
extraction units at LACTA laboratory at UFPR – 
Brazil (Fig. 2.).  

The specifics of the SFE units are extensively 
described in previous works of the research group 
[19-25]. In summary, the extraction equipment used 
consists of an extraction vessel equipped with 
temperature-regulation jacked with internal volume 
of 62.4⸱10-6 m3 (⌀ = 1.9⸱10-3 m and L = 22.0⸱10-3 m). 
The pressure is controlled by a syringe pump and 
monitored by a manometer, while the actual flow 
rate of the dynamic extraction was controlled by a 
needle valve (V5, Fig. 2.). 

The extraction procedure involved: Firstly, the 
sample was loaded within the vessel. In the 
experiments with a co-solvent, the latter was mixed 
with the sample before loading it into the extraction 
vessel. Then, after each step of the sequential 
extractions, the top of the extraction vessel was 
opened and fresh co-solvent was introduced.  

When the desired pressure of the syringe pump 
was reached, the gas was introduced into the 
extraction vessel. When pressure equilibrium was 
attained, the static extraction started (60 minutes for 
all experiments), after which the dynamic extraction 
was performed by opening Valves 4 and 5 at a flow 
rate of 2 ml⸱min-1. The extract was collected in glass 
vials and weighed to determine the extraction yield. 
In the cases when a co-solvent was used it was 
evaporated before weighing the yield. 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS 

On all samples firstly a conventional Soxhlet 
extraction was applied. The results obtained served 
as a reference for the consecutive yields comparison. 
All experiments were performed in triplets and at a 
fixed extraction time (360 minutes) with the 
following solvents: 
• leaves – water; 
• seeds – methanol, ethanol, ethyl acetate and 

hexane; 
• roots – methanol, ethanol, ethyl acetate, 

hexane and water. 

 
Fig. 2. Schematic representation of the supercritical fluid extraction equipment used 
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The extraction yield for the leaves was 33.58 wt 
%, while the highest yields for the seeds and roots 
were 40.88 wt % with ethanol and 35.44 wt % with 
water, respectively. The second highest yield for the 
roots was achieved applying methanol (21.76 wt % 
– over 3 times higher than that with the third solvent, 
ethanol). This result was used as a basis for further 
scCO2 extraction with a hydroalcoholic co-solvent 
(methanol-water). 

Extractions with scCO2 followed and it was 
demonstrated that for the seeds the average yield was 
6.45 wt %. At the conditions applied, and because of 
the low oil content in the leaves and roots, 
supercritical CO2 extraction seems to be unsuitable 
for those materials, so scCO2 extractions with ester, 
alcoholic and hydroalcoholic co-solvents were 
carried out, increasing thus the yields significantly.  

The choice of the co-solvents was based on the 
yields achieved applying the Soxhlet extractions and 
were different for the different plant matrices. 
Additionally for the leaves and the roots, sequential 
scCO2 extractions with a co-solvent were carried out 
to determine the effects of a single-step and multi-
step extractions on the yield.  

The co-solvents for the seeds were ethanol and 
ethyl acetate at a co-solvent to sample mass ratio of 
2:1 and yielded 19.02 wt % and 13.40 wt %, 
respectively.  

Methanol was used as a co-solvent for the 
experiments with roots and the yield was 4.13 wt % 
for the single-step extraction, and 5.65 wt % for the 
three-step one, respectively. 

For the leaves ethanol was used as a co-solvent 
and the yield for the single-step extraction was 6.10 
wt %, while that for the six-step sequential extraction 
was 12.78 wt % (Fig. 3.). 

 
Fig. 3. Kinetic curves of a six-step sequential scCO2 

extraction with ethanol as a co-solvent: step 1 - ; step 2 
- ; step 3 - ∆; step 4 - ; step 5 - ; step 6 - . 

Additional extractions with a hydroalcoholic 
solution were carried out for the roots and the leaves. 
The yields obtained were 2.40 wt % for the roots 
with methanol-water solution and 9.12 wt % for the 
leaves with ethanol-water solution.  

Due to the unexpected low yield for the roots, a 
three-step sequential extraction was carried out with 
the same solvent. The results obtained showed a 
considerable increase in the yield - 1.37 wt % for the 
first step, 20.22 wt % for the second step and 11.23 
wt % for the third one, with a 32.82 wt % cumulative 
yield.  

We attribute this extremely low yield of the initial 
step to difficulties for the solvent to penetrate and 
break the cellular walls of the samples. 

GC–MS analyses were performed for all burdock 
roots extracts [23]. The major compounds found 
were diisooctyl phthalate (DIOP) and 2,3-Dihydro-
3,5-dihydroxy-6-methyl-4H-pyran-4-one (DDMP), 
glycerol, methyl oleate, butanoic acid and 
pentadecanal.  

For the A. lappa leaves, the phytochemical 
compounds profile obtained from thin layer 
chromatography revealed the presence of lactones, 
terpenoids, and esters in extracts [7]. Furthermore, 
the DPPH and the phosphomolybdenum reduction 
methods found high values of antioxidant activity in 
the extracts, and a number of important phenolic 
compounds like lupeol acetate, amyrin acetate, 
diisooctyl phthalate and phytol were identified by 
GC analysis [7]. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The present work investigates the potential of 
green techniques for extraction of value added 
compounds from A. lappa leaves, seeds and roots as 
alternatives to conventional extractions using large 
quantities of organic solvent. 

The highest yield obtained for the leaves – 12.78 
wt % was achieved by a sequential scCO2 extraction 
with ethanol as co-solvent. For the seeds the highest 
yield was obtained by scCO2 with ethanol as a co-
solvent – 19.02 wt %, while for the roots a yield of 
32.82 wt % was achieved applying scCO2 with a 
hydroalcoholic solution (methanol-water) in a three-
step sequential extraction. 

These results prove that extraction with scCO2 
plus co-solvents is a viable green alternative to 
conventional extraction techniques, which allows 
obtainment of high value substances with a wide 
spectrum of applications. Furthermore, the 
application of supercritical extractions processes 
within a biorefinery will pave the way to valorization 
of burdock – a plant that is considered an invasive 

 

 



S.M. Stefanov et al.: Extraction and characterization of Burdock extracts (leaves, seeds and roots) with compressed … 

38 

weed in the majority of countries and is highly 
underused at present.  

Acknowledgments: S.M. Stefanov, D.L. Fetzer, M.L. 
Corazza and R.P. Stateva acknowledge the funding 
received from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 
research and innovation programme under the 
Marie Sklodowska-Curie grant agreement No 
778168 and A.C. Rieder acknowledges the financial 
support and scholarships of CNPq and CAPES 
(Brazilian Agencies). 

REFERENCES 
1. H. Yuan, Q. Ma, L. Ye, G. Piao, Molecules, 21(5), 559. 

(2016), doi:10.3390/molecules21050559. 
2. H. Boon, M. Smith, 55 Most Common Medicinal 

Herbs: The Complete Natural Medicine Guide, 2nd 
ed., Robert Rose, (2009). 

3. C.M. Han, Agriculture World., 145, 55 (1995). 
4. W.S. Kan, Pharmaceutical Botany. National Research 

Institute of Chinese Medicine, (1993). 
5. F.A. Chen, A.B. Wu, C.Y. Chen, Food Chem., 86(4), 

479. (2004); doi: 10.1016/j.foodchem.2003.09.020. 
6. C.T. Horng, H.C. Wu, N.N. Chiang, C.F. Lee, Y.S. 

Huang, H.Y. Wang, J.S. Yang, F.A. Chen, Exp Ther 
Med.; 14(4), 3247. (2017), 
doi:10.3892/etm.2017.4880. 

7. A.R.C. de Souza, A.R. Guedes, J.M.F. Rodriguez, 
M.C.M. Bombardelli, M.L. Corazza, J. Supercrit. 
Fluids. 140, 137. (2018). 
doi:10.1016/j.supflu.2018.06.011. 

8. S. Suzuki, T. Umezawa, M. Shimada, Organic 
Chemistry Preliminary Communication, 62(7), 1468. 
(1998), https://doi.org/10.1271/bbb.62.1468. 

9. W. Liu, J. Wang, Z. Zhang, J. Xu, Z. Xie, M. Slavin, X. 
Gao, Int. J. Biol. Macromol. 65, 446. (2014). 
doi:10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2014.01.062. 

10. R. Claudiu, M.I. Georgiev, I. Fierascu, C. Ungureanu, 
S. Marius, A. Ortan, M. Ioana, A. Nicoleta, A. Zan, 
C.E. Dinu-pirvu, B. Stefan, V. Anuta, Food Chem. 
Toxicol., 111, 44. (2018). 
doi:10.1016/j.fct.2017.11.008. 

11. J.R. Oliveira, R.B. de A. Almeida, P. das G.F. Vilela, 
F.E. Oliveira, R.F. Rocha, A.O.C. Jorge, L.D. 
Oliveira, J. Oral Biol., 9, 3. (2014), 
doi:10.1016/j.archoralbio.2014.05.013. 

12. Z. Lou, H. Wang, W. Lv, C. Ma, Z. Wang, S. Chen, 
Food Control. 21, 1272. (2010). 
doi:10.1016/j.foodcont.2010.02.016. 

13. A.B.A. de Almeida, M. Sánchez-Hidalgo, A.R. 
Martín, A. Luiz-Ferreira, J.R. Trigo, W. Vilegas, L.C. 
Dos Santos, A.R.M. Souza-Brito, C.A. De La Lastra, 
J. Ethnopharmacol., 146, 300. (2013), 
doi:10.1016/j.jep.2012.12.048. 

14. X. Wu, Y. Yang, Y. Dou, J. Ye, D. Bian, Z. Wei, B. 
Tong, L. Kong, Y. Xia, Y. Dai, Int. 
Immunopharmacol., 23, 505. (2014). 
doi:10.1016/j.intimp.2014.09.026. 

15. E. Pomari, B. Stefanon, M. Colitti, Veterinary 
Immunology and Immunopathology, 156(3–4), 159. 
(2013), doi.org/10.1016/j.vetimm.2013.10.008. 

16. J.R. Oliveira, R.B.A. Almeida, P.G.F. Vilela, F.E. 
Oliveira, R.F. Rocha, A.O.C. Jorge, L.D. Oliveira, 
Archives of Oral Biology, 59(8), 808. (2014), 
doi.org/10.1016/j.archoralbio.2014.05.013. 

17. C. JianFeng, Z. PengYing, X. ChengWei, H. TaoTao, 
B. YunGui, C. KaoShan, BMC Complementary and 
Alternative Medicinevolume 12. (2012). 

18. Darstellung und Beschreibung, Friedrich Gottlob 
Hayne, second edition, (1853). 

19. M.C. Mesomo, A. de P. Scheer, E. Perez, P.M. 
Ndiaye, M.L. Corazza, J. Supercrit. Fluids, 71, 102. 
(2012). 

20. R. Coelho, L.R. Kanda, F. Hamerski, M. L. Masson, 
M. L. Corazza, J Food Process Eng, 39, 335. (2016), 
doi:10.1111/jfpe.12225. 

21. M. Correa, M.C.M. Bombardelli, P.D. Fontana, F. 
Bovo, I.J. Messias-Reason, J.B.B. Maurer, M.L. 
Corazza, J. Supercrit. Fluids, 122, 63. (2017). 

22. M.G. Pereira, F. Hamerski, E.F. Andrade, A. de, P. 
Scheer, M.L. Corazza, J. Supercrit. Fluids, 128, 338. 
(2017). 

23. J.M.F. Rodriguez, A.R.C. de Souza, R.L. Krüger, 
M.C.M. Bombardelli, C.S. Machado, M.L. Corazza, 
The Journal of Supercritical Fluids, 135, 25. (2018), 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.supflu.2017.12.034. 

24. G.L. Teixeira, S.M. Ghazani, M.L. Corazza, A.G. 
Marangoni, R.H. Ribani, The Journal of Supercritical 
Fluids, 133(1), 122. (2018), 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.supflu.2017.10.003. 

25. D.L. Fetzer, P.N. Cruz, F. Hamerski, M.L. Corazza, 
The Journal of Supercritical Fluids, 137, 23. (2018), 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.supflu.2018.03.004. 


