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1. This article investigates the effects of three commonly used sensory processing tools (tangle, earmuffs, and wobble cushion) on attention and arithmetic performance in Dutch primary school children.
2. Sensory processing is the ability of the nervous system to process and modulate sensory input and to give the appropriate response to the specific situation at hand.
3. Previous studies have suggested that fidget toys can lead to increased concentration by adding stimuli, while dynamic seating tools can improve teacher-reported attention but not academic performance among typically developing children.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article “The influence of sensory processing tools on attention and arithmetic performance in Dutch primary school children” is a well-written piece that provides an overview of the current research on sensory processing tools and their potential effects on attention and arithmetic performance in Dutch primary school children. The authors provide a comprehensive review of previous studies related to this topic, as well as a detailed description of their own study design.
The trustworthiness and reliability of this article are generally high. The authors provide a thorough review of relevant literature, which helps to support their claims about the potential benefits of using sensory processing tools in primary school classrooms. Furthermore, they provide a clear explanation of their study design, which includes randomization procedures for assigning participants to different conditions as well as measures for controlling for potential confounding variables such as age or gender.
However, there are some potential biases that should be noted when considering this article’s trustworthiness and reliability. First, it is important to note that all participants were from Dutch primary schools; thus, it is unclear whether these results would generalize to other countries or cultures with different educational systems or classroom environments. Second, although the authors do discuss some potential risks associated with using sensory processing tools (e.g., distraction), they do not provide any evidence for these risks or explore them further; thus, it is difficult to assess how significant these risks may be in practice. Finally, although the authors do mention some counterarguments (e.g., previous studies showing no effect of earmuffs on reading comprehension), they do not explore these arguments in depth or present both sides equally; thus, readers may be left with an incomplete understanding of the issue at hand.
In conclusion, this article provides an informative overview of current research on sensory processing tools and their potential effects on attention and arithmetic performance in Dutch primary school children; however, there are some potential biases that should
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· Sensory processing tools in other countries
· Effects of sensory processing tools on reading comprehension
· Potential risks of using sensory processing tools
· Generalizability of sensory processing tools
· Counterarguments to sensory processing tools
· Classroom environment and sensory processing tools
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