
Citation: Garcés-Gómez, Y.A.;

Pacheco-Gonzalez, S.I. Method for

Extraction and Evaluation of

Heliocarpus popayanensis and

Triumfetta bogotensis as Natural

Coagulants for the Treatment of

Wastewater. Methods Protoc. 2023, 6,

105. https://doi.org/10.3390/

mps6060105

Academic Editor: Fernando Albericio

Received: 15 September 2023

Revised: 10 October 2023

Accepted: 19 October 2023

Published: 2 November 2023

Copyright: © 2023 by the authors.

Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland.

This article is an open access article

distributed under the terms and

conditions of the Creative Commons

Attribution (CC BY) license (https://

creativecommons.org/licenses/by/

4.0/).

Protocol

Method for Extraction and Evaluation of Heliocarpus
popayanensis and Triumfetta bogotensis as Natural Coagulants
for the Treatment of Wastewater
Yeison Alberto Garcés-Gómez * and Sebastián Isaac Pacheco-Gonzalez

Faculty of Engineering and Architecture, Catholic University of Manizales, Manizales 170001, Colombia;
spacheco@ucm.edu.co
* Correspondence: ygarces@ucm.edu.co; Tel.: +57-606-8933050

Abstract: This research evaluates extracts from the bark of Heliocarpus popayanensis and Triumfetta
bogotensis as coagulating agents for removing turbidity in domestic wastewater, considering the
coagulant dosage and pH of the wastewater. ANOVA was conducted to assess differences between
the coagulants, dosages, and pH, with three pH levels (5, 8, and 9) and six dosages (7, 9, 11, 13,
15, and 17 mL per 1000 mL of wastewater) at a significance level of α = 0.05, and both the p-value
and effect size were evaluated. This study found that the mucilaginous compound from the bark
of Triumfetta bogotensis performed better in reducing turbidity levels, with an average reduction of
30.2 NTU (Nephelometric Turbidity Unit) (CI [25.9 NTU; 34.5 NTU], α = 0.05) at a pH of 5, and an
average initial NTU of 102.2. This represents an average reduction of 70.45%. The dosage factor did
not show significant effects on turbidity reduction, which opens the possibility for further study to
determine the optimal dosage of the best coagulant.

Keywords: water treatment; natural coagulants; turbidity removal; wastewater treatment; chemical-
free treatment; sustainable water treatment; plant-based coagulants

1. Introduction

Synthetic flocculants are produced in large quantities by water clarification compound
industries, as a process in which small particles coalesce into larger masses known as flocs
with a lower density than water, allowing them to be removed. Originally, mineral-based
flocculants such as calcium hydroxide, dolomitic lime, bentonite, clays, precipitated calcium
carbonate, powdered activated carbon, and sand were used. However, synthetic and poly-
meric flocculants, such as polyacrylamides, polyamines, and synthetic electrolytes, are in-
creasingly being introduced into the market due to their superior coagulation/flocculation
performance. Nevertheless, they present important disadvantages such as a lack of sus-
tainability according to some authors and potential health hazards to humans, including
neurotoxicity and cancer [1–4].

An alternative to coagulation/flocculation in water treatment is the use of organic
compounds, such as alginate extracted from laminaria seaweed, which is increasingly
being used worldwide for drinking water treatment, as well as cellulose derivatives, certain
vegetable starches, and gums [5,6].

In the treatment of wastewater and raw water, the stabilization of suspended particles
is important, a process that is achieved through the addition of chemical compounds that
allow the formation of conglomerates that subsequently precipitate [7]. Such a procedure
is determined through a pilot test that is developed at the laboratory level, in which
the optimal percentage of coagulant/flocculant substances that achieve the best removal
efficiency of suspended particles that are the cause of high turbidity and unfit colors
according to Colombian regulations for human consumption, is determined.
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Coagulants and flocculants are chemical compounds that allow for reducing bacterial
growth, the presence of algae, and the apparent color and turbidity of the water, due
to the destabilization of the colloids that are suspended in it [8]. Colloids are stable
suspensions that are impossible to separate without the addition of a coagulant, which
allows the hydrophilic and hydrophobic particles of the colloid to separate due to their
electrical charges.

After the chemical destabilization process that occurs when the coagulant is added,
these particles agglomerate, forming a compact structure called flocs [7]. The formation of
flocs is due to the breaking of van der Waals forces and the inactivation of electrostatic forces
that prevent the agglomeration of the particles. For this reason, by adding a coagulant,
electrostatic forces are blocked, allowing the particles to agglomerate and subsequently be
removed from the water.

Coagulants/flocculants of metallic origin have been the most widely used for wastewa-
ter treatment. These include aluminum sulfate, ferric sulfate, ferrous sulfate, ferric chloride,
and sodium aluminate [9].

Synthetic organic polymer coagulants and flocculants were developed based on poly-
electrolytes and correspond to organic substances synthesized from nature. One of their
main characteristics is the high molecular weight and net electrical charge. Organic poly-
mers can be positively, negatively, or neutrally charged and, according to these charges,
they function differently depending on the pH. For example, polyelectrolytes with positive
electrical charge, also called cations, remove particles with negative electrical charge, but
at low pH; those with negative electrical charge or anions remove particles with positive
charge and at high pH; synthetic organic polymers with neutral charge can remove parti-
cles with positive or negative charge and at different pH ranges but require higher doses
than with cationic or anionic polymers. Traditionally, these types of products are used as
adjuvants to metal coagulants [9].

Natural coagulants and flocculants are an alternative source that natives have used
in several countries of the world for water treatment. They are generated by spontaneous
reactions produced in animals and plants, because of their metabolism or the biochemical
reactions they produce [9]. An important aspect is that they have low toxicity and can be
used as coagulating and flocculant agents, since they bind the particles suspended in the
water, facilitating their sedimentation and subsequent removal.

When studying the biology and biochemistry of plants, the production of their own
food (autotrophs) and the production of oxygen through photosynthesis are identified
among their particularities. Plants have different structures and vegetative organs that
allow their development, such as the roots, stems, leaves, flowers, fruits, and seeds, in which
there are properties of vital importance for their industrial, commercial, and medicinal use.

In their transformation, plants produce a great number of chemical substances that
have been employed in different uses. One of these substances is a polymer formed by
glucose subunits—starch. According to [10,11], starch grains are carbohydrates, composed
of two glucose subunits, called amylase and amylopectin, which plants synthesize from
carbon dioxide (CO2). The content of both subunits depends on each plant, but amylopectin
is between 70% and 80%, and amylase is between 20% and 30% in most plants.

Starch can be primary or secondary. Primary starch is stored in the chloroplasts of the
plant and is used for energy assimilation during the photosynthesis process. Secondary
starch is part of the energy reserve of plants. Both starches are found in tubers, bulbs, roots,
and seeds, and have been used by mankind for thousands of years [11].

Among the relatively recent use of starch is its evaluation as a coagulant/flocculant.
Researchers [12] have evaluated the use of cassava starch as a coadjuvant in the coagu-
lation/flocculation process of domestic water. Among their most important findings is
that the adequate concentration of aluminum sulfate and cassava starch, in a 1:3 ratio
(aluminum sulfate/cassava starch), manages to reduce turbidity and apparent color by 75%
and 78%, respectively. When using calcium hydroxide and cassava starch in a 1:1 ratio, the
percentage of removal of both parameters was 35% and 67%, respectively. According to
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these results, it is evident that starch is an excellent raw material for water treatment and
potabilization.

Starch from other plants has also been used for the preparation of coagulants/flocculants
and adjuvants. According to [13], plantain starch has been shown to be a good coagulant,
but with slow sedimentation. The authors of [14], on the other hand, have shown that
potato starch presents turbidity removal values like those of aluminum sulfate, and higher
values in the reduction in apparent color. However, its titration is recommended so as not
to affect food availability.

Some traditional rural agro-industrial processes, such as “panela” production (a typical
sweet in the gastronomy of several Central and South American countries obtained from
sugarcane juice before undergoing the necessary purification process to obtain unrefined
or brown sugar) [15], use coagulants for the juice clarification process, such as calcium
hydroxide or phosphoric acid, and traditionally, plant-based flocculants [16–18] extracted
from the bark of certain plants or trees in the form of cellulose or mucilage have also been
used. Among these coagulants, the bark of the “Balso Blanco” tree (Heliocarpus popayanensis)
(Hp) and the “Cadillo de Béstia” plant (Triumfetta bogotensis) (Tb) are mainly used, both
of which are native species of Central America. Hp wood is mainly used for crafting,
while the bark is an unusable byproduct, and Tb grows mainly in grasslands dedicated
to livestock farming and is cut as a weed to avoid interfering with pasture growth and
therefore livestock feed. These samples have been studied and determined according to
the [19] classification system and are as follows:

Heliocarpus popayanensis:
Division Magnoliophyta;
Kind Magnoliopsida;
Subclass Dilleniidae;
Order Malvales;
Family Tiliaceae;
Genre Heliocarpus;
Species Heliocarpus Popayanensis.

Triumfetta bogotensis DC:
Division Magnoliophyta;
Kind Magnoliopsida;
Subclass Dilleniidae;
Order Malvales;
Family Malvaceae;
Genre Triumfetta;
Species Triumfetta Bogotensis Dc.

The chemical characterization of the extracts used is summarized in the works from [20,21].
Regarding the coagulation and removal of turbidity from plant-based compounds in

water management, extracts from Moringa oleifera (Mo) are the most widely reported in the
literature, as evidenced by Figure 1 generated using VOSviewer software v1.6.18 [22,23]
from the search “(TITLE-ABS-KEY((“natural coagulant” OR “natural flocculant”) AND
“wastewater”))” in the Scopus database.

Moringa oleifera (Mo) has been documented as a botanical specimen possessing at-
tributes that enable the purification of water [5,24]. Presently, research efforts are underway
to further investigate the properties of this plant [6,25] in the realm of wastewater treat-
ment. Nevertheless, the manifold applications of this plant in the realm of nourishment
underscore the exigency of exploring alternative natural solutions for water purification
that do not compromise the integrity of food safety.
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coagulant” OR “natural flocculant”) AND “wastewater”))” generated using VOSviewer [23].

2. Methodology, Experimental Design, Data Measurement, and Analysis
2.1. Collection and Preparation of Plant Material

Traditionally, for the clarification of sugarcane juice, Hp extract is obtained from the
bark of the tree through controlled cuts that allow the plant to recover in a few months
(see Figure 2a). This bark is macerated to obtain a sticky liquid that is added to the
sugarcane juice for the removal of turbidity, resulting in a compound called cachaza, which
is used as animal feed or organic fertilizer for crops. The utilization of the Tb as a clarifier
for sugarcane juices is relatively limited due to its diminutive size. Consequently, the
extraction of its adhesive bark necessitates greater effort. Moreover, as it historically has
been regarded as an undesired plant in pastures, it is often trimmed by operators in the
livestock industry. The extraction process required for obtaining the extract to clarify
sugarcane juice is destructive and necessitates a subsequent bark extraction process (see
Figure 2b).
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The wastewater samples were obtained from one of the rivers that crosses the city lo-
cated in the study area, and the physicochemical characterization of the water is as follows:
Dissolved oxygen DO (mg/L): 6.55 ± 0.3;
BOD (mg/L): 276 ± 28;
COD (mg/L): 440;
pH: 7.85;
Conductivity (µs/cm): 168.4;
Turbidity (NTU): 180;
Total solids (mg/L): 600;
Total suspended solids (mg/L): 77 ± 30;
Color (u Pt–Co): 37;
Temperature (◦C): 14.5;
Flow rate (m3/s): 1.4480.

2.2. Preparation of Plant Material to Obtain Coagulant Extract

For the extraction of mucilage, the methodology proposed in [16] was applied. Once
the plant material was ground, 50 g of each plant was taken and separately liquefied with
200 mL of distilled water for approximately half a minute. The obtained mucilaginous
material was packed in an amber glass bottle with 600 mL of distilled water, and then the
material was separately shaken every 5 min, with the purpose of hydrating the extract
to increase its viscosity. To separate the mucilaginous extract from the fiber of the plant
material, it was filtered, 96% ethanol was then added in a 1:4 v/v ratio, the mixture was
shaken, and finally the material was left to stand for precipitation.

For the best performance of the natural coagulant, physical–thermal hydrolysis was
carried out at 60 ◦C during 1 h under constant agitation, in order to carry out the cleavage
of the carbohydrates contained in the cellulose of the mucilaginous material, with the
purpose of maximizing the coagulant properties of the extract.

2.3. Coagulation Study

For the preparation of the jar test, 1 L of wastewater sample was taken for each jar; the
initial turbidity and pH then followed the recommendations of the Colombian Technical
Standard NTC-3903 [26], initially with the fast speed “fast mixing” at 120 rpm; and once
the doses of 7, 9, 11, 13, 15, and 19 mL per liter of water were added in the respective
jars, 1 min of instantaneous mixing at constant speed was counted. The pH was selected
from the range found in domestic wastewater in the city of Manizales and following the
methodology proposed in [27].

After this, the slow mixing was started: the speed should be decreased until it is
optimal to avoid breaking the flocs; this flocculation process was performed for 20 min at
40 rpm. Finally, the samples were left to rest for 15 min to achieve sedimentation of the
flocs formed during the slow mixing. Once the time elapsed, a sample was taken from the
broth to record the final turbidity [28]. A LaMotte 2020t/i turbidimeter (LaMotte Company,
Chestertown, MD, USA, supplier: BIOWEB® Colombia), adequately calibrated according
to AMCO standards [29], was used to measure turbidity.

2.4. Organization and Loading of Data into the Software

The collected and tabulated data were initially processed in Excel® software v16.79 to
generate a database that can be analyzed using JASP v0.17.3 [30] and rStudio v2023.09.0+463
(R software user interface [31]) software packages. The data should be organized in
columnar form and saved in text file format (csv, txt, or similar), as shown in Figure 3a.
Figure 3b illustrates the data loaded into the analysis software, where the Quagulant
variable names or labels have been manipulated so that the results are displayed with the
full names.
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2.5. Analysis of Collected Data

The first analysis to be performed was the 2 × 3 × 6 factorial ANOVA (two different
coagulants, 3 pH levels and 6 levels of coagulant dosage in milliliters per liter of water),
which allows for determining the effects of multiple independent variables on a dependent
variable in a cohort of subjects. In addition, factorial ANOVA allows, and requires, an
assessment of whether there is an interaction between different levels of the independent
variables [32]. Similarly, analysis of variance reports the effect size ω2, which is considered
a good estimate when the sample size is small [33,34].

The result of the factorial ANOVA for the three factors is shown in Table 1, where it
can be seen that each of the factors as well as their interactions are significant for turbidity
removal (p < 0.001); however, when analyzing the effect size ω2, it should be taken into
account that the main effect sizes are centered on coagulant and pH (to analyze the effect
size ω2 according to [33], the rule is that an effect size is trivial if ω2 < 0.01, small if it is
between 0.01 and 0.06, medium between 0.06 and 0.14, and large if ω2 > 0.14).

Table 1. ANOVA for turbidity in (NTU).

Cases Sum of
Squares 1 df Mean

Square F p ω2

Coagulant 11,077.763 1 11,077.763 3195.423 <0.001 0.334
pH 14,502.500 2 7251.250 2091.651 <0.001 0.437

Dosage (mL/L) 1615.651 5 323.130 93.208 <0.001 0.048
Coagulant × pH 371.315 2 185.657 53.554 <0.001 0.011

Coagulant × Dosage
(mL/L) 1494.540 5 298.908 86.221 <0.001 0.045

pH × Dosage (mL/L) 2357.642 10 235.764 68.007 <0.001 0.070
Coagulant × pH ×

Dosage (mL/L) 1476.218 10 147.622 42.582 <0.001 0.043

Residuals 249.607 72 3.467
1 Type III sum of squares.

After generating the ANOVA table, it is very important in the analysis of variance to
verify the assumptions of the model. There are two important assumptions to analyze: the
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assumption of equality of variances (homoscedasticity), which can be evaluated using Lev-
ene’s test, and the assumption of normality of the residuals, which can be evaluated using
the Q-Q plot. For the case of the data analyzed, Levene’s test rejects the homoscedasticity
assumption ( f = 2.236, p = 0.002) with 95% confidence (α = 0.05); the analysis consists of
comparing the p-value of Levene’s test with the significance α, rejecting the hypothesis of
equality of variances if p < α. Figure 4 implies the acceptance of the normality hypothesis
since all the points are close to the unit line.
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From the previous analysis, and after rejecting one of the assumptions, it is important
to perform a non-parametric test. In the case of ANOVA, the Kruskal–Wallis test allows for
verifying if the variation between the factors is significant for turbidity removal. Table 2
shows the results of the non-parametric test, where it is observed that the dosage factor is
not significant for turbidity removal (p = 0.432 > α = 0.05).

Table 2. Kruskal–Wallis test for the factors.

Factor Statistic df p

Coagulant 40.955 1 <0.001
pH 42.355 2 <0.001

Dosage (mL/L) 4.870 5 0.432

With the numerical results complete, the graphical analysis allows for verifying the
performance of the coagulant and pH factors. Figure 5 depicts the two coagulants and
the three pH levels in relation to the efficiency of turbidity removal. It becomes apparent
that the coagulant Tb exhibits a superior performance compared to Hp. Additionally, it
is plausible to infer that a decrease in the pH of the wastewater leads to a more effective
removal of turbidity.
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Figure 6 illustrates the distribution of the data for each coagulant independently at
different pH levels. The analysis of this figure is interesting since it is possible to analyze
how dispersed the data are, and the probability distribution of each variable can be easily
visualized. It is interesting to analyze that for the case of the highest pH, in both coagulants,
data far from the general group are observed; in the case of Hp, they are below; and in the
case of Tb, they are higher. These data, besides moving the distribution away from the
hypothesis of normality, could be considered as outlier data.
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3. Conclusions

A methodology was developed to compare the performance of natural coagulants
at different pH levels and coagulant concentrations. This methodology involved the
organization of data, the processing through the JASP software, and the analysis of the
results. Factors taken into consideration included the verification of assumptions and
the type of tests necessary in cases of non-compliance. The analysis involved assessing
the effect size and its corresponding reference values. Assumptions that were evaluated
included the homogeneity of variances and normality of residuals for turbidity in NTU. If
any of these assumptions were not met, the Kruskal–Wallis test was utilized, allowing for
the elimination of the dosage factor from the analysis and indicating that it had no impact
on turbidity removal. The effect size was evaluated using a specific statistic that, according
to the literature, is deemed the most suitable for small samples.

The method required for the extraction of natural coagulants from two specific varieties
of endemic plants that have traditionally been used in the clarification of sugar cane juice
but have not been reported in the literature for their use in wastewater turbidity removal
processes, was addressed.

Extracts derived from the bark of Heliocarpus popayanensis and Triumfetta bogotensis
have demonstrated notable efficacy in eliminating turbidity from wastewater, particularly
in instances where the pH levels are acidic. This methodology can be reproduced for various
pH values and with alternative natural coagulant options that have been conventionally
employed in the realm of food production. In similar works of coagulation/flocculation
from plant extracts, there are reports of turbidity reduction similar to those reported in the
present investigation of 70.45% (71–76% [25], 88,61% [2], 58–87% [4]), which suggests that
the extracts of these two plant materials are promising in this area of study.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, Y.A.G.-G. and S.I.P.-G.; methodology, Y.A.G.-G.; software,
Y.A.G.-G.; validation, S.I.P.-G.; formal analysis, Y.A.G.-G.; investigation, Y.A.G.-G. and S.I.P.-G.; data
curation, S.I.P.-G.; writing—original draft preparation, Y.A.G.-G.; writing—review and editing, S.I.P.-
G.; visualization, Y.A.G.-G.; supervision, Y.A.G.-G.; project administration, Y.A.G.-G. All authors
have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.



Methods Protoc. 2023, 6, 105 9 of 10

Funding: This research was funded by UNIVERSIDAD CATÓLICA DE MANIZALES (ACUERDO
No. 182).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available on request from the
corresponding author.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Luvuyo, N.; Nwodo, U.U.; Mabinya, L.V.; Okoh, A.I. Studies on Bioflocculant Production by a Mixed Culture of Methylobacterium

Sp. Obi and Actinobacterium Sp. Mayor. BMC Biotechnol. 2013, 13, 7. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Kristanda, J.; Sintiago, K.S.; Kristianto, H.; Prasetyo, S.; Sugih, A.K. Optimization Study of Leucaena Leucocephala Seed Extract

as Natural Coagulant on Decolorization of Aqueous Congo Red Solutions. Arab. J. Sci. Eng. 2021, 46, 6275–6286. [CrossRef]
3. Owodunni, A.A.; Ismail, S. Revolutionary Technique for Sustainable Plant-Based Green Coagulants in Industrial Wastewater

Treatment—A Review. J. Water Process Eng. 2021, 42, 102096. [CrossRef]
4. Bahrodin, M.B.; Zaidi, N.S.; Hussein, N.; Sillanpää, M.; Prasetyo, D.D.; Syafiuddin, A. Recent Advances on Coagulation-Based

Treatment of Wastewater: Transition from Chemical to Natural Coagulant. Curr. Pollut. Rep. 2021, 7, 379–391. [CrossRef]
5. Sánchez-Martín, J.; Beltrán-Heredia, J.; Peres, J.A. Improvement of the Flocculation Process in Water Treatment by Using Moringa

Oleifra Seeds Extract. Braz. J. Chem. Eng. 2012, 29, 495–501. [CrossRef]
6. Aboagye, G.; Navele, M.; Essuman, E. Protocols for Assessing Antibacterial and Water Coagulation Potential of Moringa Oleifera

Seed Powder. MethodsX 2021, 8, 101283. [CrossRef]
7. Quintero Yepes, L.V.; Rodríguez Valencia, N. Evaluation of Coagulants from Natural Extracts of Moringa Oleifera and Jatropha

Curcas in Coffee Wastewater. Cenicafe 2018, 69, 68–82.
8. Caldera, Y.; Mendoza, I.; Briceño, L.; García, J.; Fuentes, L. Efficiency of Moringa Oleifera Seeds as an Alternative Coagulant in

Water Purification. Boletín Cent. Investig. Biol. 2007, 41, 244–254.
9. Guzmán, L.; Villabona, Á.; Tejada, C.; García, R. Reducing Water Turbidity Using Natural Coagulants: A Review. Rev. UDCA

Actual. Divulg. Cient. 2013, 16, 252–262.
10. Tofiño, A.; Fregene, M.; Ceballos, H.; Cabal, D. Regulation of Starch Biosynthesis in Land Plants: Prospects for Modification. Acta

Agron. 2006, 55, 1–17.
11. Aceituno, F.J.; Lalinde, V. Starch Grains Residues and the Management of Plants during the Middle Holocene in the Middle

Cauca (Colombia). Caldasia 2011, 33, 1–20.
12. Ortiz Alcocer, V.; López Ocaña, G.; Torres Balcazar, C.A.; Pampillón González, L. Cassava Starch (Manihot Esculenta Crantz) As a

Coadyuvant in the Coagulation Flocculation of Domestic Wastewater. Rev. Iberoam. Cienc. Biol. Agropecu. 2018, 7, 1–29. [CrossRef]
13. Trujillo, D.; Duque, L.F.; Arcila, J.S.; Rincón, A.; Pacheco, S.; Herrera, O.F. Turbidity Removal in a Water Sample from a Natural

Source via Coagulation/Flocculation Using Plantain Starch. ION 2014, 27, 17–34.
14. Tovar Herrera, M.E. Evaluation of Potato Starch as a Flocculant for Domestic Wastewater Treatment. @Limentech Cienc. Tecnol.

Aliment. 2015, 13, 123–135. [CrossRef]
15. Rodriguez, G.; Garcia, H.; Roa Diaz, Z.; Santacoloma, P. Producción de Panela Como Estrategia de Diversificación en la Generación de

Ingresos en Áreas Rurales de América Latina; Organización de las Naciona Unidas para la Agricultura y la Alimentación: Roma,
Italy, 2004.

16. Ortiz, G.C.A.; Solano, C.D.J.; Villada, C.H.S.; Mosquera, S.A.; Velasco, M.R. Extraction and Drying of Natural Flocculants Used in
Cane Juice Clarification. Biotecnol. Sect. Agropecu. Agroind. 2011, 9, 32–40.

17. Quiroga Maldonado, M.C.; Guillen Pedraza, H.; Guerrero Morales, J.C.; Ruiz Barragán, J.H.; Jiménez, D.C. Brown Sugar Cane
Agroindustry Diversification in the Production of Inverter Brown Sugar Honeys. Rev. Tecnol. Product. 2016, 2, 61–72.

18. Francisco, W.; Moreno, Q.; David, W.; Torres, Q. Plantas Mucilaginosas En La Clarificación Del Jugo de La Caña de Azúcar. Rev.
Cent. Azúcar 2016, 43, 1–11.

19. Cronquist, A. The Evolution and Classification of Flowering Plants, 2nd ed.; New York Botanical Garden, Ed.; Michigan University:
New York, NY, USA, 2010; ISBN 9780893273323.

20. Bendezú Quispe, B. Preliminary Phytochemical Study and Acute Toxicity Oral Toxicity of Heliocarpus Popayanensis Bark; Universidad
Nacional de San Cristóbal de Huamanga: Ayacucho, Peru, 2019.

21. Mamani Morales, C.Y. Evaluation of the Anti-Ulcer Effect and Acute Toxicity of the 70% Hydroalcoholic Extract of Triumfetta Bogotensis
Bark; Universidad Nacional San Antonio Abad Del Cusco: Cusco, Peru, 2017.

22. Moral-Muñoz, J.A.; Herrera-Viedma, E.; Santisteban-Espejo, A.; Cobo, M.J. Software Tools for Conducting Bibliometric Analysis
in Science: An up-to-Date Review. Prof. Inf. 2020, 29, 1–20. [CrossRef]

23. van Eck, N.J.; Waltman, L. Software Survey: VOSviewer, a Computer Program for Bibliometric Mapping. Scientometrics 2010, 84,
523–538. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1186/1472-6750-13-62
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23915393
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13369-020-05008-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jwpe.2021.102096
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40726-021-00191-7
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0104-66322012000300006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mex.2021.101283
https://doi.org/10.23913/ciba.v7i13.73
https://doi.org/10.24054/16927125.v2.n2.2015.1877
https://doi.org/10.3145/epi.2020.ene.03
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-009-0146-3


Methods Protoc. 2023, 6, 105 10 of 10

24. Ndabigengesere, A.; Narasiah, K.S.; Talbot, B.G. Active Agents and Mechanism of Coagulation of Turbid Waters Using Moringa
Oleifera. Water Res. 1995, 29, 703–710. [CrossRef]

25. Villaseñor-Basulto, D.L.; Astudillo-Sánchez, P.D.; del Real-Olvera, J.; Bandala, E.R. Wastewater Treatment Using Moringa Oleifera
Lam Seeds: A Review. J. Water Process Eng. 2018, 23, 151–164. [CrossRef]

26. Colombian Technical Standard NTC 3903; Procedure for the Coagulation-Flocculation Test in a Container with Water or Jar Method.
ICONTEC: Bogotá, Colombia, 2010.

27. Okuda, T.; Baes, A.U.; Nishijima, W.; Okada, M. Improvement of Extraction Method of Coagulation Active Components from
Moringa Oleifera Seed. Water Res. 1999, 33, 3377–3378. [CrossRef]

28. Yang Teh, C.; Yeong Wu, T.; Ching Juan, J. Potential Use of Rice Starch in Coagulation–Flocculation Process of Agro-Industrial
Wastewater: Treatment Performance and Flocs Characterization. Ecol. Eng. 2014, 71, 509–519. [CrossRef]

29. Ibrahim, S.F.; Essa, D.M. Metrological evaluation of prepared turbidity working standard solutions to achieve traceability for
textile waste water effluents. Egypt. J. Chem. 2017, 60, 563–575. [CrossRef]

30. Love, J.; Selker, R.; Marsman, M.; Jamil, T.; Dropmann, D.; Verhagen, J.; Ly, A.; Gronau, Q.F.; Šmíra, M.; Epskamp, S.; et al. JASP:
Graphical Statistical Software for Common Statistical Designs. J. Stat. Softw. 2019, 88, 1–27. [CrossRef]

31. Ripley, B.D. The R Project in Statistical Computing. MSOR Connect. 2001, 1, 23–25. [CrossRef]
32. Sawyer, S.F. Analysis of Variance: The Fundamental Concepts. J. Man. Manip. Ther. 2009, 17, 27E–38E. [CrossRef]
33. Goss-Sampson, M. Statistical Analysis in JASP: A Guide for Students. Available online: https://jasp-stats.org/wp-content/

uploads/2022/04/Statistical-Analysis-in-JASP-A-Students-Guide-v16.pdf (accessed on 15 September 2023).
34. Bakeman, R. Recommended Effect Size Statistics for Repeated Measures Designs. Behav. Res. Methods 2005, 37, 379–384. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/0043-1354(94)00161-Y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jwpe.2018.03.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0043-1354(99)00046-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2014.07.005
https://doi.org/10.21608/ejchem.2017.938.1046
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v088.i02
https://doi.org/10.11120/msor.2001.01010023
https://doi.org/10.1179/jmt.2009.17.2.27E
https://jasp-stats.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/Statistical-Analysis-in-JASP-A-Students-Guide-v16.pdf
https://jasp-stats.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/Statistical-Analysis-in-JASP-A-Students-Guide-v16.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03192707

	Introduction 
	Methodology, Experimental Design, Data Measurement, and Analysis 
	Collection and Preparation of Plant Material 
	Preparation of Plant Material to Obtain Coagulant Extract 
	Coagulation Study 
	Organization and Loading of Data into the Software 
	Analysis of Collected Data 

	Conclusions 
	References

