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The author studied for the masticatory efficiency on the subject of 20 fixed
spacemaitainer wearers and 20 removable spacemaintainer weares compared with
the control group in children.

The following results were obtained on 10 Mesh screen.

1. The masticatory efficiency was 28.8% in removable
wearers.

spacemaintainer

2. On the subject of fixed spacemaitainer wearers, the masticatory efficiency
was 27.4%

3. The masticatory efficiency was 48.3% in control group.
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Table 1. Masticatory Efficiency of Each Group
- _, § .
T MESH 10 MESH i 20 MESH
GROUP T |AV %MAX /,’M IN %AV %MAX  %MIN %
NORMAL 48,3 82,5 27.4 43.7 76.1 21.7
+11.17 +8.50 +9,97 +11.09 +9, 54 +9.22
With removale 28. 8 79 6 23.8 74 5
type space-maintainer +10.13 +9.11 -+5, 31 +9.52 -+9.81 +4, 67
S b
With fixed 27.4 60 8 21.6 56.7 3
type space maintainer +9,97 +10,95 +6. 07 +9.20 +11. 08 +3.81
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Table 2. Masticatory Efficicency of Both Sex.

79%, m'J\llE[ WHEZ L 6%0)v] Tig 28.8% 9 1 MESH |
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Fig. 1, Comparision of mastictory efficiency of

each subject.
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