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Abstract: The paper presents the results of an evaluation of the quality of eggs from laying hens kept
in caged and free range systems using traditional methods and ultra-weak luminescence (USL). It was
found that the tested eggs were fresh and were characterized by the required quality, as demonstrated
by analysis of the egg white and egg yolk. Eggs from free-range laying hens were characterized by an
eight-fold higher emission of photons compared to eggs from caged hens, and they had over three
times higher content of natural antioxidants in the form of carotenoids. Most probably, the higher
number of photons emitted is associated with a higher content of biologically active substances in the
material under study. Photon emission also varies in different ways depending on the specific hen
breeding system. Differences in time in the identified maximum values of photon emission result
from the composition of individual parts of the egg. Different times in which the emission peaks
occurred for free-range eggs and for caged eggs were observed. The application of the USL method
in order to confirm its usefulness in the assessment of food quality requires further research.
Keywords: ultra-weak luminescence; eggs quality; traditional food

1. Introduction
Poland is a significant producer of consumer eggs in the European Union. The annual output
is more than nine billion eggs. Most often, the choice of eggs is determined by the price and size,
therefore, the most popular on the market are eggs from the cage system in the sizes M and L. In recent
years, consumers have begun to pay more and more attention to the origin of the eggs and rearing
of the chickens. There has been a gradual increase in interest in more expensive eggs of free range
origin. Consumers perceive these eggs as traditional food, because hens have access to a chicken run
and a much more varied diet. This type of rearing has a substantial impact on the eggs’ composition.
Consumers usually associate the quality of eggs with their freshness and the color of their yolk.
However, the quality of eggs is a broader concept, and, although it is partly shaped by the hen-housing
conditions, many other factors affect it. These include genetic factors, like breed and line of laying hens
(which affects the size and color of the shell, as well as nutritional values [1]), rearing conditions [2],
nutrition (feed composition, access to free range), age of laying hens [3] (older hens lay eggs of greater
weight, but the quality of their shell is worse [4,5]), and time and storage conditions for eggs [6–8].
Eggs undergo numerous analyses and tests to determine their freshness, technological suitability,
quality of egg white and egg yolk, nutritional composition, and heavy metal pollution.
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Currently, intensive work on an objective and quantitative measure of the health status and
freshness of chicken eggs is underway. Pilot studies on food parameterization with methods using
fluorescence decay recorded using a time-correlated single photon counting (TCSPC) method were
carried out on already processed products observing photon emission variation. The phenomenon
of photon emission has been discovered in many microscopic and macroscopic systems [9,10],
including lipid systems, bacteria [11], yeast proliferating bacteria [12], leukocytes [13], nerve cells [14],
mitochondria and chloroplasts [15], tumor cells [16], hepatic tissue [17], renal tissue [18], and body
fluids [19]. Recent studies indicate that ultra-low photon emission seems to be a good method for
analyzing the interaction of nanoparticles with various biological objects [20]. The measurement of
radiated light is carried out in the visible spectrum with the highest sensitivity (>10−17 W). As the next
stage of research, the authors of the paper predict egg testing using optical coherence tomography
(OCT) [21].
2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Research Methodology
Selected characteristics of egg yolk (n = 60) and egg white (n = 60) from free-range hens and
caged hens were defined in order to determine their freshness and quality (for this purpose, the pH,
color at La Roche point—YCF scale, yolk color fan, and Haugh units were determined). In egg yolks,
the content of tocopherols (n = 60) and carotenoids (n = 60) was measured using liquid chromatography
methods, the color parameters were determined by the CIELab method (n = 60). The measurement of
egg photons was carried out using the phenomenon of ultra-weak luminescence (n = 60). The statistical
analysis of the obtained results was carried out using the Statistica 10 program.
2.2. Raw Material
The tested materials were Class A washed eggs from caged hens (eggs C) (marked 3PL12091305)
with weight class M (56.2 g ± 1.8) and from free-range hens (eggs F) (marked 1-PL-12071302) with
weight class L (69.8 g ± 2.1). The egg shell was of a uniform color, clean, and without damage.
Eggs after breaking were characterized by a specific odor, and a dense, transparent white. No fertile
eggs were observed.
2.3. Determination of Tocopherols and Carotenoids
Yolks were manually separated from the whites. Three yolks of each type of egg were combined
and mixed. Samples and standard solutions were prepared directly before analysis. Standards of
tocopherols and carotenoids were purchased from Sigma-Aldrich (Saint Louis, MO, USA).
Tocopherols were determined in accordance with the method described in Reference [22].
Samples of yolk were weighed (0.2 g) and dissolved in 2 mL of 2-propanol. Vortex-mixed samples
were centrifuged (5 min, 20,000 RCF, 4 ◦ C) and directly injected (10 µL) onto an HPLC column.
A liquid chromatograph (Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan), comprising degasser of mobile phase DG
3014 (Ecom, Prague, Czech Republic), pump LC-20AC, autosampler SIL-AC, thermostat CTO-10AS,
and fluorescence detector RF-10A XL (set at emission wavelength of 325 nm with an excitation at 295
nm), was coupled with a column Synergi 4u Hydro 150 × 4.6 mm, particle size 5 µm) (Phenomenex,
Torrance, CA, USA). A mixture of methanol and water 1:1 (v/v) as the mobile phase was used, with a
flow rate of 1.25 mL/min. Tocopherol isomers were identified by comparing their retention times
with those of corresponding standards, and quantified by comparing the peak height with that of
the standard.
The contents of carotenoids in yolks were measured using HPLC according to the method described
by Ruth et al. [23]. A total 2.5 g of the homogenized samples were placed in a plastic tube. Extraction
was performed twice with acetone. The supernatants were evaporated to dryness under a stream of
N2 at 50 ◦ C, dissolved in chloroform:methanol (1:1 v/v). Each extraction step was performed by vortex
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mixing for 2 min, followed by centrifugation at 15,000 RCF, 10 min, 4 ◦ C (MPW-360R, MPW MED.
INSTRUMENTS, Warsaw, Poland). The carotenoid extracts (injection volume 20 µL) were analyzed on
an HPLC system Knauer (Berlin, Germany) comprising a degasser of mobile phase Manager 5000,
Pump 1000, and autosampler model 3935 (maintained at 6 ◦ C). A Gemini (5u C18110A, 150 × 4.60 mm
5 µm, Phenomenex, Torrance, CA, USA) column was used. The column was housed in a temperature
of 40 ◦ C. Carotenoids were detected using a PDA detector model 2800 and quantified at 445 nm.
A gradient system was applied with methanol:water (90:10 v/v) as eluent A and acetonitrile:2-propanol
(63:37 v/v) as eluent B, with the flow rate ml/min. Carotenoids were identified by comparing their
retention times with those of corresponding standards, and quantified by comparing the peak height
with that of the standard.
2.4. Quantification of Color
The CIELAB color scale is a commonly used color measurement in the food industry, as its
perception of color is closest to the human eye. To determine the color in the yolk, a Konica Minolta
Chroma Meter CR-400 (aperture 8 mm) (Konica Minolta, Tokyo, Japan) with Spectra Magic NX software
was used. The instrument was calibrated using a Minolta calibration plate CR-A43 (Konica Minolta,
Tokyo, Japan). The CIELAB coordinates (L*, a*, b*) were measured. The parameter a* takes positive
values for reddish colors and negative values for greenish ones, whereas b* takes positive values for
yellowish colors and negative values for bluish ones. L* is an approximate measurement of luminosity,
which is the property according to which each color can be considered as equivalent to a member of
the grey scale, between black and white [24]. The analysis was performed on sixty samples from each
type of egg (n = 60).
In addition, yolk color was evaluated visually by means of the 15 point La Roche color scale
standard (Hoffman–La Roche, Basel, Switzerland).
2.5. Haugh Unit Calculation
Haugh unit (HU) values were calculated according to Reference [25]. After weighing, the eggs
were broken onto a glass break-out table for albumen height measurement. Albumen height was
measured by averaging three measurements carried out at different points of the thick albumen,
and approximately 10 mm from the yolk and the edge of the thick albumen with a tripod micrometer.
The HU of poultry eggs was determined using the following equation:


HU = 100· log h − 1.7·w0.37 + 7.6 ,

(1)

where:
h: height of the albumen (mm),
w: weight of egg (g).
2.6. pH Measurement
After the eggs had been broken, the albumen was separated from the yolk. The pH of the egg
albumen and yolk was measured using a pH meter with temperature sensor Model 215 Meter (Denver
Instrument, Bohemia, NY, USA).
2.7. Registration of Ultra-Weak Photonic Emission
The research was carried out using a proprietary measurement system consisting of elements that
enabled photon registration based on the electromagnetic radiation emitted from living organisms.
A photomultiplier HAMAMATSU type R4220 (Hamamatsu Photonics KK, Hamamatsu, Japan) was
used for registration and photon detector.
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The light-emitting sample is placed in the measuring chamber. The chamber is thermally stabilized
depending on the type of tests performed. The light-emitting sample is placed in a lightproof measuring
chamber. The lightproof chamber is equipped with a shield system for periodically obscuring photon
registration Consequently, the measurement and emission noise value are measured alternately. This is
especially important when the intensity of the emitted radiation is residual and the recorded signal is
not much different from the measurement noise.
The single photon counting method was used to determine the ultra-low photon emission. The time
interval of the single photon counting operation was set experimentally in each case, depending on the
material tested (egg shell, egg white, egg yolk).
The minimum length of the sample residence interval in the lightproof chamber was assumed to
be the correct time when the difference in the number of photons counted between two immediately
adjacent 1 min intervals was less than 10%. The result of the measurement of ultra-low photonic
emission is the absolute difference between the number of photons registered by the photomultiplier in
the lightproof chamber with the material and the number of photons registered by the photomultiplier
in this chamber without material, according to L = A – B (photons), where: L = number of photons
emitted by the tested sample, A = number of photons emitted by a sample placed in a lightproof
chamber, B = number of indications (photons) generated by an empty lightproof chamber. Calibration
of the sensor was carried out each time on the day of the measurements, and consisted of determining
the ratio of the system response to the standard dose of radiation according to Equation (2). This results
from the test procedure for which the department is accredited by the research laboratory of the Polish
Center for Accreditation no. AB 169, and it is necessary to ensure an appropriate budget for the
uncertainty of the measurement results:
K=

Ao − B
,
D

(2)

where:
K—calibration coefficient—if the calibration factor is in the range of (0.8–1), the measuring system is
considered to be efficient and ready for measurement.
Ao —number of photons counted in the interval of 500 s, with reference forcing,
B—number of photons registered in an empty lightproof chamber,
D—known dose used for calibration (400 photons).
After starting the measuring system in the first phase with a time interval of 120 s, stabilization
of the system occurred to prevent interference arising from temporary destabilization of standard
conditions. After the initial phase, the main (measuring) phase ensued, with a time interval of
500 s. The frequency of the result recording was 4 Hz, i.e., each recorded result was the sum of
photons counted within 0.25 s. These parameters were determined as mentioned above by preliminary
experiments, but also included the minimum exposure time necessary for observations to lead to
statistically significant test results. The main phase was followed by the final phase of the measurement,
in which a stop occurs, but not by the operation of the measuring sequence. The whole measurement
process was monitored in real time by our original application made in the LabView program.
Eggs from cage (industrial) and free-range (traditional) housed hens were analyzed. Due to the
different mass of the analyzed eggs, the results (expressed as a standardized number of photons) were
converted to an egg weight of 60 g. An analysis was made of photons of 60 eggs from each type of
culture in duplicate—a total of 240 samples for each part of the egg. The weight of a single egg yolk
and egg white sample from each egg, which was placed in a lightproof chamber, was 5 g, whereas,
in the case of the eggshell, the whole egg was placed in the lightproof chamber.
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2.8. Statistical Analysis
Results are presented as mean ± standard deviation (SD). Statistical comparisons were performed
using the single factor ANOVA with the least significant difference (LSD) test. Differences were
considered significant at p < 0.05. The calculations were performed using the software STATISTICA for
Windows (version 10, Statsoft, Krakow, Poland).
3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Biochemical Measurement
Marked quality indicators show the freshness of both eggs from caged hens (eggs C) and free
range hens (eggs F). Haugh units in the case of C and F egg whites were, respectively, 84.6 JH and
78.60 JH. The quality of protein in fresh eggs should be above 60 JH. Thus, all eggs tested, regardless of
the housing conditions were characterized as having high quality egg whites. The measured pH of the
C egg white was 8.11 and 8.19 for F eggs, and egg yolks (respectively 6.12, 6.07) confirm their quality
for consumption and freshness. Selected qualitative features of egg yolks from caged hens (eggs C)
and free range hens (eggs F) are presented in Table 1.
Table 1. Selected quality features of eggs, n = 60.
Features

Eggs C

Eggs F

egg yolk
Color of yolk
pH

8.00 ± 0.30
6.12 ± 0.20

9.00 ± 0.20
6.07 ± 0.08

egg albumen
Haugh units
pH

84.60 ± 0.59
8.11 ± 0.22

78.60 ± 0.36
8.19 ± 0.38

An important factor determining the commercial quality of eggs is the yolk color, which is
conditioned by the content of dyes (carotenoids). Consumers and industry prefer intensely stained
egg yolks. The color is influenced by the method of feeding layers, the content of dyes in the feed,
and access to free-range vegetation. In cage hens, feed supplements are used to color egg yolks in the
form of synthetic dyes (canthaxanthin, apocarotenoic acid derivatives, e.g., beta-apo-80 -carotenic acid
ethyl ester and others) or natural ones. Red pepper fruits containing capsanthin or oleoresins extracted
from edible raw materials rich in lutein (e.g., calendula) are used for laying hens. On the other hand,
in free-range hen housing, hens can consume both feed enriched with colorants and, at the same time,
depending on the season, enrich their diet with vegetation (including young false oat grass, white
cress, red fescue, alfalfa, and dandelion) abundant in natural carotenoids [26–28].
It was determined that, in the case of eggs from caged hens, the yolk index was 8.00 points, and
for from free-range hens, 9.00 points. Lewko and Gornowicz in their research show that the egg yolk
index for eggs from free range hens is variable; it can be below 8 points and it is affected by poor
vegetation on the catwalk, conditioned by seasonality [29]. The eggs analyzed were from September,
so the laying hens from free-range housing probably had access mostly to green vegetation. In the
present study, it was shown that the content of lutein was six times higher in egg yolks from free-range
laying hens in comparison to eggs from caged hens, and the sum of carotenoids more than three
times higher (Table 2). Lutein is naturally found in alfalfa, shrubs, and the green parts of plants, i.e.,
products to which free-range layers can have access, especially during the summer and early autumn.
In addition, lutein is found in maize, which is usually a component of fodder, and can be found
in various proportions along with synthetic dyes. β-carotene was not identified in egg yolks from
free-range hens. The level of carotenoids in the diet has the greatest influence on the content of lutein
in yolks. Surai et al. demonstrated that higher content of carotenoids in the laying diet affects the color
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intensity and lutein level in egg yolks [30,31]. Hammershøj et al. showed that carrot supplementation
increased the yolk content of lutein (>1.5-fold) and β-carotene (>100-fold) [32]. Other studies have
shown that the content of carotenoids is higher in eggs of ecological husbandry compared to eggs of
other systems (free range, barn, and caged). Similarly, total carotenoid concentrations of wild bird egg
yolks were significantly higher compared to yolks from farm-reared birds, because wild birds have
better access to various sources of natural carotenoids [33,34].
Table 2. The content of carotenoids [µg/g] and tocopherols [µg/g] in egg yolk from caged hens (C eggs)
and free range hens (eggs F), n = 60.
Sample
Eggs F
Eggs C

Carotenoids

Total

Unknown Pigment

Lutein

Zeaxanthin

β-Carotene

0.7 ± 0.1
nd

34.2 a ± 1.3
5.7 b ± 0.2

4.3 a ± 0.1
4.4 a ± 0.1

nd
1.1 ± 0.0

39.1 a ± 1.4
11.2 b ± 0.2

Tocopherol
β+γ

α
Eggs F
Eggs C

a

∆

a

77.8 ± 1.5
89.9 b ± 2.4

a

5.2 ± 0.1
1.7 b ± 0.0

0.8 ± 0.0
0.3 b ± 0.0

83.7 a ± 1.7
91.3 b ± 2.5

nd: not detected; averages marked with different letters (a, b), within the column, are significantly different (p < 0.05,
LSD test).

In turn, the total content of the tocopherols in eggs F was 84 µg/g, and in eggs C was 8% higher
at 91 µg/g (Table 2). Analyzing the qualitative composition of individual tocopherols, it was noticed
that the content of α-tocopherol was higher (by 15%) in eggs from caged hens compared to eggs from
free-range hens. In contrast, the sum of β and γ tocopherol was 3 times higher, and δ-tocopherol
2.7 higher in F eggs in comparison to C eggs.
It was found that the proportion of red (a*) in egg yolk F was higher by 13% compared to egg yolk
C. Similarly, in the case of the yellow color in egg yolks from free range hens, a 12% higher parameter
b* was observed in comparison to egg yolks from caged hens. There were no significant differences in
the psychrometric brightness (L*) between the egg yolks C and F.
In the present study, the higher share of yellow (a*) and red (b*) confirmed the higher content
of lutein and the sum of carotenoids in the egg yolk from free-range layers. Because yolk color is
significantly influenced by the content and ratio of lutein to zeaxanthin, which in the case of eggs F was
8:1, respectively, and in the case of eggs C was 1.3:1 (Table 3).The higher proportion of lutein affects the
color and shades it in the yellow-orange direction, allowing it to obtain pigmentation on the La Roche
scale, and 9–10 (points). With a higher content of zeaxanthin, the yolk would be more stained, and
on the La Roche scale and YCF scale, pigmentation could be obtained up to 11 points. Carotenoid
dyes (including β-carotene, lutein, and zeaxanthin) and tocopherols are among the most important
hydrophobic antioxidants. Some carotenoids strengthen the immune system of the body and are
perceived to be important compounds of pro-health significance. Carotenoids are characterized by
high activity against reactive oxygen species as well as free radicals. In addition, a diet rich in lutein
helps to prevent the development of cataracts and macular degeneration.
Table 3. Color parameters of egg yolks from caged hens (eggs C) and free range hens (eggs F), n = 60.
Sample
Eggs F
Eggs C

Yolk Color Parameters
L* (C)
a

51.61 ± 2.45
49.60 a ± 2.27

a* (C)
a

3.36 ± 0.15
2.93 b ± 0.74

b* (C)
45.69 a ± 1.79
40.05 b ± 1.33

L*—psychometric brightness of color, a*—amount of red, b*—amount of yellow, averages marked with different
letters (a, b), within the column, are significantly different (p < 0.05, LSD test).
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3.2. Photon Emission
Considering the quality requirements of contemporary food and the degree of awareness of the
potential consumer, the identification of the features of the offered product is fundamental.
The aim is to eliminate cost-intensive research in favor of technology that allows similar
parameterization of the product, but at the same time registers the synergistic effect of various
product features that indicate its quality, origin, or production method. Logical relationships between
the number of photons emitted by the studied food products and the concentration of biologically
active substances and the degree of processing in them were noticed. A higher number of photons
emitted is probably associated with pro-health values of food [35]. Attempts have also been made to
use ultra-weak luminescence (USL) to assess the quality of Jonagold apples [36]. Research conducted
by many authors has confirmed the validity of research connected with fluorescence atrophy recording
by the time-correlated single photon counting (TCSPC) method correlated with time [37]. In the current
paper, the counting of the photons was done by PMT method (photomultiplier tube method) [38,39].
In the case of chicken eggs, of which the production takes place in various systems of maintenance and
various feeding regimes, parameterizing them in terms of quality is particularly important.
The tests analyzed the spontaneous luminescence properties of eggs, which were produced in two
rearing systems, i.e., caged and free-range systems. The total number of photons registered during the
entire measurement for an experimentally determined cycle, which was 600 s, was on average 366.5 for
eggs from cage hens, and 441 for eggs for free-range eggs. Thus, the difference in absolute values was as
much as 74.5 units, which confirmed the accuracy of the selection and the suitability of the method for
identifying eggs from different farming systems. Taking into account the unitary total photon emission
considering the mass of eggs, it was found that it was 7.18 photon/s for eggs from free-range hens,
and was 0.871 photon/s higher than the unit emission recorded for eggs from hens from cage housing.
Usa et al. [40] found periodic changes in the intensity of ultra-weak luminescence, associated with the
spontaneous surface electric potential for the developing soy root (with hypocotyl). There are several
papers on the oscillatory processes of ultra-weak spontaneous luminescence of plant organisms.
In the analyzed period, changes in photon emission were determined by dividing the time of
exposure of the material (total photon emission measurement time—”x” axis) into smaller time periods
of 100 s, which allowed the time structure of the photon emissions of the examined eggs to be quantified.
The applied measurement system generated the result of total photon emission in intervals of
0.25 s. Figure 1 shows the photon emission from fresh eggs in 100 s time intervals (dots marked with
assigned values). The dashed line in the drawings describes the emission trend and is not the result
of measurements. It was observed that eggs obtained from free-range eggs (blue line) in each of the
analyzed compartments were characterized by a higher degree of emission compared to caged eggs
(red line).
The maximum relative difference of 29.1% was recorded in the case of a time interval of 100 to
200 s, where the number of photons emitted from eggs from free-range housing was 85.5, and eggs
from caged housing, 60.5 units. Therefore, this time interval is crucial from the point of view of
egg identification on the basis of type of housing. In both of the analyzed cases, photon emission
changed in the measured time interval, although it should be noted that the characteristics of changes
in the number of emitted photons in the case of eggs from caged hens were more diverse, and photon
emissions less stable. The changes relate to the periodic variability of photon emission intensity.
When analyzing the dynamics of photon emission in relation to the exposure time, it should be
noted that in both analyzed cases it was on average about 17% for each of the six 100 s time intervals.
Therefore, the dynamics of photon emission cannot be used as a measure differentiating the examined
eggs, because of the criteria assumed in the research.
Due to the production processes, qualitative identification of the substrate should be carried out
with division into product components. Figure 2 shows the structure of recorded photons during the
experiment from egg yolks obtained from hens from caged hens (dashed line—red color), and egg
yolks obtained from free-range hens (dashed line—blue).

0.25 s. Figure 1 shows the photon emission from fresh eggs in 100 s time intervals (dots marked with
assigned values). The dashed line in the drawings describes the emission trend and is not the result
of measurements. It was observed that eggs obtained from free-range eggs (blue line) in each of the
analyzed compartments were characterized by a higher degree of emission compared to caged eggs
(red line).
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in the measured time interval, although it should be noted that the characteristics of changes in the
number of emitted photons in the case of eggs from caged hens were more diverse, and photon
emissions less stable. The changes relate to the periodic variability of photon emission intensity.
When analyzing the dynamics of photon emission in relation to the exposure time, it should be
noted that in both analyzed cases it was on average about 17% for each of the six 100 s time intervals.
Therefore, the dynamics of photon emission cannot be used as a measure differentiating the
examined eggs, because of the criteria assumed in the research.
Due to the production processes, qualitative identification of the substrate should be carried out
with division into product components. Figure 2 shows the structure of recorded photons during the
experiment from egg yolks obtained from hens from caged hens (dashed line—red color), and egg
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The maximum relative difference of 29.1% was recorded in the case of a time interval of 100 to
200 s, where the number of photons emitted from eggs from free-range housing was 85.5, and eggs
from caged housing, 60.5 units. Therefore, this time interval is crucial from the point of view of egg
identification on the basis of type of housing. In both of the analyzed cases, photon emission changed

Figure 2. Characteristics of photon emission as a function of exposure time of egg yolks obtained from
Figure 2. Characteristics
photon
emission(red).
as a function of exposure time of egg yolks obtained from
free-range
housing (blue)of
and
cage housing
free-range housing (blue) and cage housing (red).

The results presented were similar to those of whole eggs for emission time intervals of 100 s,
resultsfor
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time
intervals
of 100ofs,
whichThe
allowed
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photon
emission
variation
over the
time,
the course
which
allowed
for
precise
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photon
emission
variation
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time,
the
course
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which may be an important factor in parameterization. It was found that the biggest difference in
which may
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in parameterization.
wasthird
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that the
biggesti.e.,
difference
photon
emission
between
the tested
groups occurred inItthe
exposure
interval,
201–300 in
s,
photon
emission
between
the
tested
egg
groups
occurred
in
the
third
exposure
interval,
i.e.,
201–300
amounting to 35.3%, which, in absolute terms, broke out on 23.5 photons, which can be used to identify
s, amounting
toyolks.
35.3%,Itwhich,
terms,
broke out
on 23.5 photons,
can
used to
the
origin of egg
should in
be absolute
noted that
throughout
the experiment’s
time which
interval,
thebeemission
identify
thefrom
originegg
of egg
yolks.
should
be noted
that throughout
time interval,
the
of
photons
yolks
fromIt free
range
hens was
higher thanthe
theexperiment's
parameter recorded
among
emission
of
photons
from
egg
yolks
from
free
range
hens
was
higher
than
the
parameter
recorded
egg yolks from caged eggs. Therefore, it should be stated that the obtained results were similar to
among
eggobtained
yolks from
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eggs. Therefore,
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stated thatβthe
results
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the
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methodsit(sum
of be
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(sum65
ofphotons
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where
the total
numberusing
of photons
emitted
was 326,
higher
the emission
recorded
where the total number of photons emitted was 326, 65 photons higher than the emission recorded
for egg yolks from cage-housing hens, which confirms the correctness of the choice of the assessment
method and its possible practical use.
The unitary average photon emission for egg yolks from free-range hens was 0.54 photon/s, and
for egg yolk from hens from caged hens, 0.43 photon/s. Analyzing the dynamics of photon emissions,
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for egg yolks from cage-housing hens, which confirms the correctness of the choice of the assessment
method and its possible practical use.
The unitary average photon emission for egg yolks from free-range hens was 0.54 photon/s, and
for egg yolk from hens from caged hens, 0.43 photon/s. Analyzing the dynamics of photon emissions,
it was observed that for egg yolks from hens of cage housing, the second time interval (101–200 pp.)
is crucial, where photon emission accounted for over 21% of their total number.
In the case of egg yolks from free-range hens, the key time-related interval was 201–300 s, where
Appl. Sci. 2019, 9, x FOR PEER REVIEW
9 of 12
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Figure 3. Characteristics of photon emissions as a function of exposure time in egg white obtained
Figure 3. Characteristics of photon emissions as a function of exposure time in egg white obtained
from free-range housing (blue) and caged housing (red).
from free-range housing (blue) and caged housing (red).
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It was found that the highest emission, constituting 24% of total photon emission for egg whites from
eggs. It was
found
that theduring
highestthe
emission,
constituting
24% of
forfrom
egg whites
free-range
hens,
occurred
first time
interval, while
fortotal
eggphoton
whites emission
from hens
caged
from
free-range
hens,
occurred
during
the
first
time
interval,
while
for
egg
whites
from
housing, it occurred during the fifth time interval (401–500 s). This diversity could be thehens
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for
caged housing,
occurred during
the fifth time
interval (401–500
s).parameters
This diversity
could
be the basis
further
research,itproviding
the possibility
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boundary
of the
identification
for further
research,
providing
the possibility
of specifying
boundary
parameters
of the
identification
method
of the
albumen
according
to the origin
of eggs. It
should be
emphasized
that,
despite a
method of the albumen according to the origin of eggs. It should be emphasized that, despite a total
difference in photon emission between the analyzed egg whites of 28 photons, photon emission
characteristics as a time function of egg whites did not show significant variation.

4. Conclusions
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total difference in photon emission between the analyzed egg whites of 28 photons, photon emission
characteristics as a time function of egg whites did not show significant variation.
4. Conclusions
The results obtained by the ultra-weak luminescence method indicate the variability of the tested
eggs. However, the USL method makes it impossible to compare the freshness of the raw material, as the
tested eggs have a comparable quality of consumption and freshness, despite significant differences in
the obtained photon emissivity results. The emission of photons from eggs from free-range housing
was eight times higher than eggs from caged housing. At the same time, it was observed that eggs
from free range hens, characterized by higher photon emission, have more than three times higher
carotenoid content compared to eggs from caged hens. The obtained results confirm the assumption
that a higher number of photons emitted is probably associated with a higher content of biologically
active substances.
Photon emission also varies depending on the specific hen breeding system. Differences in time in
the identified maximum values of photon emission result from the composition of individual parts of
the egg. It is related to the specificity of metabolic changes in the examined cells. Despite statistically
significant differences in the number of photons counted in the specified time intervals, no intermediate
values, average fluctuation values, or effective value of the number of registered photons emitted from
the tested eggs were analyzed depending on the method of hen breeding. It will be part of the future
analyses. The studies identified time points in which the difference in the total number of photons
between the analyzed groups of eggs was the largest. This could be useful in practice. Ultra-low
photon emission of biological material, such as food, in connection with other analytical methods,
could be used in the future to evaluate the quality of food and to explain the processes occurring
during processing and storage of food. Moreover, the use of the USL method to confirm its usefulness
requires further research.
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