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The author measured the masticatory efficiency in the 50 children with nor-

mal sound dentition, in the 20 ch11dren with amalgam

children with fixed type spacegmaintainer I.e.

got the following results.

filling and in the 20
in the 90 children in total and

1. The masticatory efficiency were 53.8% in chlldren with normal sound pr-

imary dentition.

2. The mastmatory efficiency 48.3% in children with amalgam f1111ng and 40.

0% in children with fixed type space maintainer

3.
dentition.
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‘The,mastlcatoxy efficiency of children were 60.0% of adult’s in normal

8 (1950), Manly & Braley ' (1950, 1951), Vinton
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Table 1. Mastication efficiency of each subject
Mesh Masticatioﬁ efficiencey '
10 Mesh [ 20Mesh
Subject AV | Maxi | Min | AV,
Normal |50 | 70.0%| 36.3% 43.0%
With ; '
Amalggm | 20| 48.3% 63.3%] 33.3%| 34.3
Fulling | i
With i {
Space P20 | 40,05 5 3%% 30.3%| 20.3%
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Fig. 1. Comparision of masticatory efficiency in
each subject
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