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Canada’s population of older adults is growing A) Thematic Analysis Sunburst Chart B) Arksey & O’Malley 5-Step A total of 34 studies met the inclusion criteria.
and the vast majority of older adults who are Scoping Review Methodology See Figure C for flow diagram.
chronically ill rely on informal caregivers.
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Inclusion Criteria: This scoping review provides a collation of this

* Peer-reviewed research of any design. C) PRISMA 2020 Flow Diagram literature and presents a synthesized list of
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developing support interventions for caregivers.
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