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SENSORY OVERLOAD AND FOOD

How Sensory Differences Can Make Eating Feel Overwhelming
ARFID Parents Series - Resource 7

Different senses. Different experiences. Still valid. Sensory overload can make an ordinary meal feel
extraordinarily difficult.

This parent guide looks beneath the label of ‘fussy eating' and explores how sensory information can shape whether
food feels possible. It covers smell, texture, temperature, appearance, sound, touch, mixed foods, gagging, disgust,
safe foods, neurodivergence, school and the wider environment. It also keeps nutritional and medical safety visible:
sensory understanding should never be used to dismiss persistent pain, swallowing problems, alergy concerns or
inadequate intake.

1. Sensory overload can begin before the food reachesthetable

Eating is awhole-sensory experience. A child may hear chopping, frying or cutlery before seeing the meal; smell
food moving through the house; notice steam, colour, packaging and foods touching; feel the chair, clothing, room
temperature and people moving nearby. By the time a plate arrives, the nervous system may already be working
hard. Thisiswhy focusing only on taste can miss much of what makes eating difficult. A useful assessment asks
what the child sees, smells, hears, touches and anticipates before the first bite.

2. Sensory differences are not the same as being difficult

Two people can encounter the same food and experience it very differently. One person may barely notice a change
in crispness, while another detects it immediately. One may tolerate mixed smells; another may feel nauseated.
Sensory sensitivity isnot proved or disproved by whether another family member can detect the same thing. Parents
can acknowledge the child's experience without assuming every avoidance must remain permanent. Validation and
gradual development of flexibility can exist together.

3. Texture can be more powerful than flavour

Some children can tolerate aflavour in one form but not another because mouthfeel changes the entire experience.
Smooth yoghurt may be manageable while yoghurt with fruit piecesis not. Crisp food may feel predictable while
soft or mixed textures trigger gagging. Sauces, fat, moisture, stringiness, skin, seeds and unexpected lumps can all
matter. Mapping tolerated textures can reveal patterns that are hidden when foods are grouped only by nutritional
category.

4. Smell can switch appetite off before eating begins

Cooking smells can travel through a house, cling to clothing and remain after the meal. For a smell-sensitive child,
this may trigger nausea or avoidance before hunger has any chance to support eating. Consider ventilation, closed
doors, preparing strong-smelling foods at a different time, allowing the child distance from preparation or serving
an accepted food away from the strongest odour. These adjustments are not a cure for ARFID; they are ways of
identifying and reducing barriers while treatment goals are devel oped.

5. Temperatur e changes the sensory identity of food

Warm, room-temperature and chilled versions of the same food can have different smells, textures and mouthfed!.
A safe food that coolsin alunchbox may become unacceptable. Reheated food may become softer or smell
stronger. Parents can record the temperature at which foods are easiest rather than concluding that refusal is
random. If flexibility isagoal, temperature variation can later be approached gradually and intentionally rather than
introduced during a pressured meal.

6. Appear ance can decide whether food feels approachable

Children often assess food visually before they touch it. Browning, bruising, uneven shape, sauce touching another
item, a broken biscuit, a different plate or unfamiliar packaging may create uncertainty. This can look like
perfectionism or control, but visual predictability may be part of the child's safety system. Ask what they noticed. A
parent may learn that the problem is not 'banana but 'banana with brown marks', or not 'pasta’ but pasta coated
unevenly in sauce.
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7. Sound can be part of eating too

Crunching, chewing, cutlery scraping, extractor fans, blenders, kitchen alarms and other people eating can increase
sensory load. Some children find their own chewing sound uncomfortable; others struggle with sounds made by
family members. A quieter seat, soft furnishings, reduced background noise or suitable headphones before or
around meals may help some children, provided safety and communication remain appropriate. Theaimisto
discover which sounds matter rather than assuming the dining room is neutral.

8. Touch does not stop at the mouth

Sticky hands, crumbs, wet food, grease, food touching skin or an uncomfortable chair can make the whole meal
harder. Some children avoid cooking activities because touching ingredients is overwhelming even when they can
eat the finished food. Participation in preparation should therefore be individualised. A child does not need to
handle every ingredient to 'prove’ willingness. Tools, gloves where appropriate, spoons, tongs or watching from a
comfortable distance can create graded ways of being involved.

9. Mixed foods can create multiple uncertainties at once

Stews, casseroles, sandwiches, mixed cereal, sauces and combination foods can contain several textures, smells and
unpredictable bites. A child may manage the individual components but not the mixture. Serving components
separately can provide useful information and maintain nutrition. Over time, if clinically appropriate, components
can be brought closer together in small planned steps. Separation is not necessarily the final goal; it can be a starting
point from which the child has enough safety to learn.

10. Gagging can beinvoluntary

Gagging, retching and nausea can occur as automatic responses to sensory input, fear or swallowing sensations.
Treating gagging as deliberate can create shame and anticipatory anxiety. Persistent gagging, choking concerns or
swallowing difficulty should also be medically assessed where appropriate. Parents can notice what preceded the
response - texture, smell, bite size, fear, illness, pain - and share that pattern with the professional team.

11. Disgust is a protective system

Disgust helps humans avoid things the brain interprets as contaminated, spoiled or unsafe. In ARFID, disgust can
become intense around otherwise ordinary foods. Reasoning that afood is safe does not necessarily switch the
response off. A child may understand perfectly that the food is edible and still experience nausea, shuddering or an
urge to escape. Planned exposure aims to build new learning gradually; forcing consumption during high disgust
can instead strengthen the association between food and threat.

12. Sensory overload and hunger can coexist

A child can be genuinely hungry and still be unable to approach the available food. Hunger does not erase smell,
texture, fear or overload. In fact, becoming extremely hungry can make some children feel nauseated, shaky,
irritable or less able to tolerate sensory input. Thisis one reason deliberately withholding accepted foods to ‘make
them hungry enough' can be counterproductive and may increase nutritional risk.

13. Safe foods often have a sensory logic

Many safe foods are consistent: the same packet, shape, crunch, salt level, smoothness or preparation each time.
This predictability can reduce sensory uncertainty. Parents may worry that offering safe foods reinforces restriction,
but when intake is narrow these foods can be nutritionally and psychologically important. Longer-term flexibility
can be built alongside reliable nourishment rather than by abruptly removing the foods the child can currently
manage.

14. Brand dependence can be about predictability

One brand may genuinely differ in thickness, seasoning, smell, colour or texture. Packaging also tells the child what
to expect. If abrand changes recipe or disappears, a safe food may suddenly be lost. Where possible, keep
packaging information, note preparation details and devel op backup foods gradually. Avoid secretly switching
brands as atest. If the child discovers the substitution, trust in other safe foods may be affected.

Resource 7 « Sensory Overload and Food « 2



SPACE TO BREATHE THERAPY | ARFID PARENTS SERIES

15. The sensory environment changes acr oss the day

A food tolerated in a quiet kitchen may become impossible in anoisy lunch hal. A child may manage more on a
rested weekend than after a demanding school day. Sensory capacity is not fixed. Stress, illness, fatigue,
constipation, anxiety and cumulative sensory load can reduce tolerance. This variability does not mean the child is
choosing when to have ARFID. It means context belongs in the formulation.

16. Neur odiver gence may intensify the sensory picture

Autistic and ADHD children can experience sensory processing, interoception, attention and transitions differently,
although every child isindividual. A meal may require stopping a preferred activity, moving rooms, coping with
smells, choosing among foods and sustaining attention long enough to eat. Supporting those transitions and sensory
needs can reduce barriers without assuming that every autistic or ADHD child has ARFID or that ARFID issimply
part of neurodivergence.

17. Sensory accommodations are not automatically avoidance

A quieter place, separated foods, familiar utensils or predictable preparation can protect intake and participation.
The important question is what the accommodation is doing. Isit allowing the child to eat enough while treatment
progresses? Is it helping them attend school or family events? Or has the accommodation expanded so much that
lifeis becoming increasingly restricted? Review supports deliberately rather than labelling them all as either good
or bad.

18. Exposur e should not mean surprise

Effective exposure is usually graded, collaborative and matched to the mechanism maintaining avoidance. Hiding a
feared food in a safe food, suddenly changing the plate or insisting on a large bite can undermine trust. A sensory
hierarchy might begin with tolerating a food in the room, then on a separate plate, then touching it with a utensil,
smelling it, touching it and eventually tasting when appropriate. The steps and pace should be individualised,
especially when medical or swallowing concerns are present.

19. Parent fear can increase sensory pressure

When parents are frightened about nutrition, every sensory rule can feel like something that must be challenged
immediately. Y et trying to remove every preference at once can destabilise intake. Separate urgent nutritional
priorities from longer-term flexibility goals. Ask: what must remain predictable today so the child can eat, and what
small area could safely become more flexible over time? This reduces the sense that every meal has to solve the
whole disorder.

20. What the child may betrying to say

"It smellstoo big."'It feelswrong in my mouth.' "The packet changed.' 'It istoo hot even though you think it iswarm.'
'| can hear everybody chewing.' 'The sauce touched it.' 'l thought it would crunch and it went soft." A child may use
different words or no words at al. The point isto trandlate refusal into sensory information wherever possible rather
than treating 'no' as the end of the investigation.

21. FROM MY SIDE OF THE TABLE - LIVED EXPERIENCE

From my side of the table, sensory experienceis not a small detail attached to eating; it can be the difference
between afood feeling possible and impossible. | have lived with ARFID since childhood, and there have been
times when the foods | could manage were extremely limited. Safe foods mattered because they gave me something
predictable when eating itself felt uncertain. A person looking at the plate may see ordinary food. The person trying
to eat it may be experiencing smell, texture, body sensations and memories al at once.

22. FROM MY SIDE OF THE TABLE - WHEN MY BODY KNEW
BEFORE | HAD THE WORDS

In my own experience, there have been foods and physical reactionsthat | noticed before | could neatly explain
what was happening. That is one reason | feel strongly that a child does not have to provide a perfect explanation
before an adult takes their experience seriously. Being curious is not the same as assuming every reaction has one
cause. It means saying, 'l believe something feels different; let'swork out what it is." My experienceis not every
person's ARFID experience, but it has taught me how damaging it can feel when the person eating is told that what
they sense cannot be real because somebody else cannot detect it.
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23. FROM MY SIDE OF THE TABLE - SAFE DOESNOT MEAN EASY

A safe food can look repetitive or nutritionally imperfect from the outside, yet it may be doing an enormous amount
of work. At different pointsin my lifel relied on avery small range of foods | could manage. | know what it islike
for the available choices to become narrow and for afood that works to carry far more importance than other people
realise. | would rather a parent understand why afood is safe before trying to take that safety away. Flexibility
matters, but so does keeping the person nourished while that flexibility is being built.

24. Create a sensory map

Choose severa currently accepted and difficult foods. Record texture, smell, temperature, appearance, sound,
brand, preparation, whether foods touch and what happens in the body before, during and after eating. Look for
clusters. Does the child prefer dry, crisp foods? Are mixed textures consistently difficult? Is strong smell more
important than taste? A sensory map turns a vague description such as 'fussy' into information that can guide
dietetic and therapeutic work.

25. Map the room aswell asthe food

For one week, note where eating happens, who is present, background noise, lighting, cooking smells, time pressure
and what happened immediately beforehand. Compare easier and harder meals. Sometimes a food blamed for
refusal is eaten successfully in acalmer setting. Sometimes the same environment remains difficult regardless of
food. Both findings are useful because they help separate food-specific and context-specific barriers.

26. Change one sensory variable at atime

If you change the food, plate, seat, smell and routine together, you will not know what helped. Keep most things
stable and alter one variable. For example, serve the same accepted food at the preferred temperature but reduce
background noise. Or keep the room stable and compare two preparation methods. Thisis not alaboratory
experiment imposed on the child; it is agentle way for parentsto learn which adjustments genuinely improve access
to eating.

27. Build a safe-food backup plan

List reliable foods, then identify what makes each one reliable: brand, packet, temperature, preparation and storage.
Add one or two possible backups where available. Keep practical options for school, travel or unexpected delays.
The purposeis not to hoard food or create more anxiety; it is to reduce the risk that one unavailable product leaves
the child with nothing manageable.

28. Work with school on sensory access

Ask about lunch-hall noise, smells, seating, time, food storage and whether staff comment on intake. Consider
whether a quieter space, familiar container, additional time or accepted food from home is appropriate. Staff should
know that sensory distressis not improved by public encouragement, teasing or keeping a child at the table as
punishment. A useful plan states what helps this child and how adults respond if the planned food becomes
unmanageable.

29. When sensory symptoms need medical assessment too

Sensory sensitivity can coexist with reflux, constipation, allergy, intolerance, oral-motor difficulties or swallowing
problems. Persistent pain, vomiting, choking, significant gagging, difficulty swallowing, poor hydration, weight or
growth concerns and suspected nutritional deficiency deserve appropriate clinical assessment. Do not let a sensory
explanation prevent investigation of physical symptoms, and do not let a normal investigation invalidate a genuine
sensory or learned fear response.

30. Questionsto taketo professionals

Ask which ARFID drivers appear active, whether sensory sensitivity is the main mechanism or one of severa, and
whether gastrointestinal, allergy or swallowing issues need assessment. Ask how nutritional adequacy is being
protected while exposure or flexibility work proceeds. Ask what accommodations are appropriate at home and
school, what should be challenged gradually and how progress will be measured. A good plan should distinguish
nutritional rehabilitation, sensory support and therapeutic exposure rather than treating them as the same task.
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31. What progress can look like

Progress may begin with the child describing a texture more clearly, staying near afood without distress, accepting
adifferent plate, tolerating a smell for longer, eating a safe food in a new environment or recovering more quickly
after sensory overload. Later progress may include broader brands, temperatures, textures or foods. The paceis
individual. Small changes can represent important new learning when the nervous system has previously treated
sensory variation as a threat.

32. M essage to parents

Sensory overload around food is not a parenting failure and it is not solved by proving that the food is harmless.

Y our child may be experiencing an intensity that you cannot see. Listen for the sensory information inside the
refusal, protect nutrition, investigate physical symptoms and build flexibility carefully. Y ou do not have to choose
between accepting your child's experience and helping them change. Understanding what their nervous system is
responding to gives you a stronger place from which to support both safety and growth.

Evidence and further reading

ARFID research describes sensory sensitivity as one of the disorder's major presentations, alongside low interest in
food/eating and fear of aversive consequences, these presentations can overlap. Clinical assessment should consider
nutritional status, psychosocial impairment, neurodevelopmental context and possible medical or gastrointestinal
contributors. Current treatment literature includes caregiver-supported approaches, graded exposure and CBT-AR,
while the evidence base continues to develop. Parents should seek individualised advice from appropriately
qualified medical, dietetic and psychological professionals when restriction is significant.

Resource 7 « Sensory Overload and Food « 5



