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Studies of coating treatment on shell egg. [
Effect of coating treatmet with silicon and

liquid paraffin on precervation of shell eggs.
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Fig. 1. Influence of egg coating treatment on percent of weight loss
during 20 or 21 days of storage at each experiment.
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20 of 21 days of storage at each experiment.
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Summary

The main objectives of the present work were
to examine the effect on loss of egg weight and
decline of egg quality during the storage of eggs
in the room temperature with spraying silicon,
liquid paraffin, and silicon-liquid paraffin aerosol.

In the 1st experiment 330 fresh eggs were
used and 410 fresh eggs used for the 2nd experi-
ment.

The experiment was made in the four different

groups of untreated (C), coating silicon treated
(S), liquid paraffin treated (P) and silicon-liquid
paraffin aerosol treated (S+P), examining loss
of egg weight and decline of egg quality (Depth
of air cell, Specific gravity, Haugh unit and
Yolk index) during the 20 day-long-storage with
the room temperature of 20—23°C in the 1st ex-
periment and the 21 day-long-storage with the
room temperature of 24—26°C in the 2nd experi-
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ment.
The change during the storage in the diffferent
groups of both experiment is shown at Fig. 1—S5.
Significant differences were found between the
untreated groups and the other treated groups
contributedly to ascertain the effect of coating
treatment.

However silicon-liquid paraffin aerosol and
silicon are highly expensive, on the other hand
liquid paraffin is inexpensive, and yet each effect
of liquid paraffin and silicon liquid paraffin
aerosol showed little differences. So in conclu-
sion, the liquid paraffin was considered as the

coating material for practical use.



