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Abstract

Background: Caregivers of children and youth with complex care needs (CCNs) often require considerable support to ensure
the well-being of their families. Social media present an opportunity to better support caregivers through computer-mediated
communication for social support. Peer-to-peer (P2P) support groups are a way in which caregivers are accessing needed support;
however, the experiences of caregivers who use these groups and the perceived impact that participation has on caregivers of
children and youth with CCNs are not known.

Objective: This study aimed to explore the experiences of caregivers of children and youth with CCNs who use a Facebook-based
P2P support group to communicate, understand their motivations to use the group, and investigate its perceived impact on
knowledge of programs and services and sense of community belonging among caregivers.

Methods: A qualitative descriptive design was used to explore the experiences and perceived impact of a Facebook-based (Meta
Platforms) P2P support group for caregivers of children and youth with CCNs in New Brunswick, Canada. The group was launched
on the web in October 2020, during the COVID-19 pandemic, and resulted in 108 caregivers joining the group. A web-based
survey was distributed, and semistructured interviews were conducted in February 2021 with a subsample of members. Thematic
analysis was used to identify and report patterns related to caregivers’ experiences and perceived impacts of participation.

Results: A subsample of members in the Facebook group completed the web-based survey (39/108, 36.1%) and interviews
(14/108, 12.9%). A total of 5 themes emerged from the interviews: safe space, informational support and direction, web-based
connection with peers, impact on knowledge of programs and services, and degree of community belonging. Participants reported
joining the group to obtain geography-specific information support and connect with peers. Many participants reported an
improvement in their knowledge of programs and services and felt connected to the community; however, the short observation
period and diversity among the caregiver population were cited as barriers to community belonging.

Conclusions: Social media present an important opportunity to facilitate the exchange of support between patients and caregivers
in an accessible and curated environment. Findings from this study suggest that involvement in web-based, geography-specific
P2P support groups can influence perceived knowledge of services and resources and sense of community belonging among
caregivers of children and youth with CCNs. Furthermore, this study provides insight into the experiences and motivations of
caregivers of children and youth with CCNs who participate in a private social media environment.
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Introduction

Overview
Despite representing only 15% to 18% of the childhood
population, children and youth with complex care needs (CCNs;
aged 0-25 years) account for a substantial portion of health care
costs and resource use in Canada [1]. Although pressure on the
resources needed to treat these conditions is challenging the
sustainability and effectiveness of Canadian health care systems,
it also affects the well-being of children and youth with CCNs
and their caregivers. Caregivers of children and youth with
CCNs (eg, parents, guardians, and extended family members)
face numerous challenges and barriers [2]. Obstacles faced by
caregivers of children and youth with CCNs include the
following: managing care from multiple providers and services,
lack of information and access to resources, and emotional
challenges [3,4]. These challenges have been exacerbated by
the COVID-19 pandemic, leading to increased caregiver stress
and loneliness [5]. For example, caregivers of children and
youth with CCNs have experienced reduced access to and delays
in health and social care, because of the pandemic [6], and
increased stress owing to their child’s immunocompromised
status [7]. Web-based peer-to-peer (P2P) support groups through
social media are a way in which caregivers of children and youth
with CCNs are accessing needed support [8]. However, the
experiences of caregivers who use these groups and the
perceived impact that participation has on caregivers of children
and youth with CCNs are not known. This study aimed to
explore the experiences of caregivers of children and youth with
CCNs who use a geography-specific Facebook-based (Meta
Platforms) P2P support group and investigate its perceived
impact on knowledge of programs and services and sense of
community belonging.

Background
Caregivers of children and youth with CCNs often require
considerable support to ensure the well-being of their families.
Additional pressures on these caregivers can result in significant
stress and isolation, particularly when attempting to navigate
the health care system [3]. Social media websites and
applications offer an opportunity to better support caregivers
through computer-mediated communication for social support
[9]; specifically, social media–based P2P support. Web-based
support groups provide an environment for the exchange of
informational, emotional, and instrumental support [9-11];
however, caregivers of children and youth with CCNs report
primarily using these groups as a source of informational support
[12]. Despite the prevalence of social media platforms available
to users, Facebook, YouTube, and Twitter remain among the
most popular websites for health-related P2P support [13].

Web-based P2P support offers an accessible and inexpensive
source of informational knowledge and emotional support for
caregivers [14], such as parents of children and youth with CCNs

[15]. Caregivers of children and youth with CCNs who
participate in web-based P2P support can acquire specific advice
for their circumstances [9] and often consider the experience to
be more relevant to their needs than the information provided
by their professional care providers [16]. In some cases, the
information exchanged within these groups goes beyond the
knowledge of care providers, particularly for conditions that
may be rare, not well understood, or beyond the scope of
physical health care (eg, how to dress an infant with a feed tube)
[17]. Web-based P2P support groups have been reported to
supplement information received from a care provider [18-20]
and help patients prepare for medical appointments [21]. In a
2014 survey involving parents of children with
neurofibromatosis type 1, parents indicated that they were very
likely to use internet P2P groups to seek research studies (87%),
talk to parents with similar diagnoses (67%), and obtain answers
to questions (50%) [22].

Although these communities are not meant to replace
professional health care [23], they provide several important
benefits to caregivers and their families. P2P support groups
can promote access to information and create a sense of
community belonging in patients and caregivers [24,25].
Web-based support can increase feelings of control, reduce
isolation, and lower depression and anxiety in caregivers of
children and youth with CCNs [26]. Health-related
communication is often associated with risks including the
privacy and reliability of information [27,28] and members’
ability to appraise relevant information [29]. However,
observations of P2P support groups suggest that misinformation
is often self-corrected over time by members who validate or
correct the posted information [30]. Moderators have also been
identified to play an important role in decreasing the spread of
misinformation in groups [31].

One of the strongest motivations to engage in health-related
P2P support is the desire to connect with individuals in similar
situations [27]. Dumaij and Tijssen [32] reported four
characteristics that play a role in an individual’s decision to use
a particular website to connect with peers: (1) whether it is a
closed-access website (ie, private), (2) nature of topics discussed,
(3) ease of use, and (4) type of users and structure of discussions.
Engagement with these groups can differ depending on various
factors, including their target population. For example, parents
of children with CCNs report using geography-specific groups
for locally based informational or navigational support and
condition-specific groups (eg, autism) for support specific to
their child’s symptoms or diagnosis [8].

Belonging to a social group that is valued by contributing
members can lead to a shared social identity [33]. This sense
of social connectedness is an important consideration in P2P
support groups that target caregivers of children and youth with
CCNs. A poor sense of belonging has been associated with low
caregiver well-being, which can affect the health outcomes of
their child or children [34]. Lack of social belonging, or social

JMIR Pediatr Parent 2022 | vol. 5 | iss. 3 | e33172 | p. 2https://pediatrics.jmir.org/2022/3/e33172
(page number not for citation purposes)

Kelly et alJMIR PEDIATRICS AND PARENTING

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/33172
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


isolation, can be defined as “a state in which the individual lacks
a sense of belonging socially, lacks engagement with others,
and has a minimal number of social contacts” [35,36].
Web-based platforms used for P2P support can promote a sense
of social inclusion and belonging among informal caregivers
[35], such as older adults [37,38]. The impact of these groups
on caregivers of children and youth with CCNs specifically has
not been previously explored; however, face-to-face parent
support groups have been shown to increase the sense of
community belonging among these caregivers [39].

Health literacy, broadly known as the ability to read and
understand health information [40], is associated with
knowledge of health-related services and has been identified as
a barrier to navigating the health care system [41]. Low health
literacy presents additional barriers when interacting with
professional care providers, who often assume a higher level of
understanding than an individual might possess [42]; this can
be problematic for caregivers of children and youth with CCNs
who often manage the care of their child [43]. Web-based P2P
support offers an opportunity for individuals to engage with
health information in a variety of ways, which can promote
access to information [24] and improve knowledge of
health-related resources [44,45]. Associations between
web-based P2P support and health-related knowledge have been
observed in breastfeeding mothers of preterm infants [20] and
caregivers of persons with type II diabetes [46]; however, it has
not been previously explored among caregivers of children and
youth with CCNs. Specifically, the extent to which participation
in web-based P2P support, through social media, affects
health-related knowledge within this population is unclear.

Objectives and Research Questions
The primary objective of this study was to explore the
experiences, motivations, and perceived impact of involvement
in a geography-specific P2P support group on Facebook and
the motivations to use these groups among caregivers of children
and youth with CCNs. More specifically, this study aimed to
investigate the impact of participation in a group based in New
Brunswick, Canada, which targets caregivers of children and
youth with CCNs in New Brunswick, on perceived knowledge
of resources and programs and sense of community belonging.
The following research questions formed the basis for this study:

1. What are the experiences of caregivers of children and youth
with CCNs who use the Facebook group to communicate with
other caregivers?

2. Why do caregivers of children and youth with CCNs use the
Facebook-based P2P support group?

3. In what ways does participating in the Facebook group affect
the perceived knowledge of services or resources among
caregivers of children and youth with CCNs in New Brunswick?

4. In what ways does participating in the Facebook group affect
the perceived sense of community belonging among caregivers
of children and youth with CCNs in New Brunswick?

Methods

Design and Sample
A qualitative descriptive design was used to explore the
experiences and perceived impact of a Facebook-based P2P
support group for caregivers of children and youth with CCNs
in New Brunswick. Qualitative description is a pragmatic
qualitative approach that facilitates obtaining simple,
straightforward answers to questions in applied health research
[47], while offering a comprehensive summary of an event or
experience in everyday language [48].

A Facebook group was launched in October 2020; the details
of this group have been described in 2 other publications [12,49].
Briefly, a group was created on Facebook, specific to caregivers
of children and youth with CCNs who live in New Brunswick,
Canada. Prospective members were screened at the time they
provided consent for the study. Content in the group (including
posts and the membership list) is closed to current members;
however, the title, description, and profiles of moderators are
visible to the public. The group was designed in collaboration
with the NaviCare/SoinsNavi’s Family and Patient Advisory
Council (PFAC), which provided insight into the following
variables: language, group description and title, moderators,
recruitment strategy, research observation, and evaluation. The
PFAC consists of 6 parents of children and youth with CCNs
and 1 young adult who experienced CCNs as a child; this council
advised the research team at each stage of the research process
to ensure its relevance to the target population. Group content
is available in English and French and is closed to members (ie,
private). The group was moderated by a member of the PFAC
and the NaviCare/SoinsNavi patient navigator; the navigator
provided support in both English and French. A description of
the use of the group by caregivers and the factors that influenced
group activity (eg, posts and interactions) have been published
elsewhere [12].

Caregivers of children and youth with CCNs were recruited
through advertisements on other relevant Facebook groups (eg,
New Brunswick–specific groups for parents), media releases
to relevant community organizations (eg, NaviCare/SoinsNavi),
and word of mouth. The group attracted a total of 108 caregivers
over the 6 months of the study period and has been primarily
used by members to find answers to inquiries related to their
child’s care and for the exchange of informational support, such
as navigational support [12].

Data Collection and Analysis
A web-based survey was distributed to members of the Facebook
group in February 2021, which consisted of 19 questions related
to their experience in the group. Items for the survey were
developed for the purpose of this study and were pilot-tested
among the PFAC and research team members for
comprehension. The survey consisted of items in four categories:
(1) sociodemographic information (including information about
their child or youth with CCNs, such as age, condition or
diagnoses, etc), (2) social media use (including how often they
visit Facebook, membership with other health-related Facebook
P2P support groups, etc), (3) use of the Facebook support group
(including length of membership, visibility of content from the
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group on participants’ time line, frequency of interactions in
the group, motivation for joining the group, etc), and (4)
perceived impact of group membership on knowledge of
services and resources and sense of community belonging (eg,
“Have you learned about any services or resources for children
or youth with health care needs in New Brunswick as a result
of your membership in [the Facebook group]?”). The lead author
(KJK) conducted the interviews using the Zoom
videoconferencing software in February 2021 and March 2021;
interviews lasted between 25 and 40 minutes. A pilot interview
was conducted with a patient navigator from
NaviCare/SoinsNavi in February 2021. Interviews were recorded
using Zoom and transcribed verbatim manually by the lead
author.

Members of the P2P support group were invited to participate
in the survey through a direct link that was pinned to the top of
the group. The bilingual survey was developed using Qualtrics
Experience Management (Qualtrics International Inc).
Semistructured interviews were conducted with a subsample of
members in the group in February 2021 and March 2021 using
Zoom videoconferencing software. Similarly, interview
participants were recruited from existing members of the
Facebook group and from members who indicated in the survey
that they would be interested in participating in a follow-up
interview. Interview participants were required to have been a
member of the group for a minimum of 3 months; this was
confirmed with participants by a direct message before
scheduling an interview. All interview participants received a
CAD $25 (US $19.32) Amazon gift card as compensation.
Participants who completed the survey were entered into a draw
to receive a $50 (US $38.63) Amazon gift card.

Open-ended survey questions and interview transcripts were
analyzed using thematic analysis [50], as a means of identifying,

analyzing, and reporting patterns across the data set and
organizing and describing the data in rich detail [51].
Specifically, the lead author read through the transcripts and
assigned initial codes to the content. Codes and associated
quotes were collected in Microsoft Excel to produce a summary
table [51] and grouped into broad themes using an iterative
process to ensure that the original contexts of the quotes were
preserved. Microsoft Excel was used to analyze both the
quantitative and qualitative data.

Ethics Approval
This study was approved by the University of New Brunswick’s
Research Ethics Board (040-2019).

Results

Web-Based Survey: Demographic Information
A total of 36.1% (39/108) of the individuals who were members
of the Facebook group completed the web-based survey. Most
survey participants were women (29/39, 74%), and the
remaining participants (10/39, 26%) chose not to answer. All
the participants (39/39, 100%) were aged >25 years, with 41%
(16/39) reporting their age between 25 and 44 years. Only 3%
(1/39) of the participants was aged >55 years.

Most survey participants (21/39, 54%) reported caring for 1
child or youth with CCNs, 23% (9/39) of the participants
reported caring for 2 children, and the remaining 23% (9/39)
of the participants did not provide a response. Most participants
reported caring for children aged 6 to 12 years (13/39, 33%),
followed by children aged 4 to 5 years (11/39, 28%). Participants
reported caring for 4 young children aged between 2 and 3 years
and 4 youths aged between 13 and 18 years (Table 1).

Table 1. Age (in years) of children or youth under the care of survey participants (N=33).

Children or youth, n (%)Demographic

1 (3)0-1

4 (12)2-3

11 (33)4-5

13 (39)6-12

4 (12)13-18

Participants were able to select multiple responses if they were
caring for >1 child or youth.

Conditions identified by caregivers were grouped according to
6 categories: mental health conditions (8/39, 21%),
developmental conditions (16/39, 41%), neurological and
genetic conditions (9/39, 23%), movement and motor conditions
(8/39, 21%), cancer (1/39, 3%), and undiagnosed CCNs (7/39,
18%). The most common type of mental health condition
included anxiety (3/39, 8%) and attention-deficit/hyperactivity
disorder (2/39, 5%). Autism (9/39, 23%) was the most
commonly reported developmental condition, followed by global
developmental delay (4/39, 10%). Neurological and genetic
conditions consisted of 9 different very rare conditions; these
are not reported to protect the anonymity of participants in the

study. Cerebral palsy (7/39, 18%) was the most common
movement condition. The total number of conditions reported
exceeded the number of survey participants (n=39), as
approximately one-third of participants (12/39, 31%) reported
caring for a child with multiple diagnosed conditions.

Web-Based Survey: Motivation to Participate and
Perceived Impact of Participation
Most survey participants reported becoming aware of the group
through a friend or acquaintance (11/39, 28%) or through
NaviCare/SoinsNavi (7/39, 18%). A total of 10% (4/39) of the
participants reported learning about the group through another
support group on the platform. When asked about their
motivations for joining the Facebook group, the survey
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participants reported the topic to be relevant to their needs
(23/39, 59%), the need for information or support (16/39, 41%),
and the desire to make connections with others (13/39, 33%),

among other reasons (Table 2). Other reasons included the
foresight to use the group as a resource for future support needs.

Table 2. Indicated motivation or motivations for joining the Facebook group (n=76).a

Participants, n (%)Reason for joining the group

23 (30)The topic is relevant to me

16 (21)I was or am in need of information or support

13 (17)I was or am looking to make connections with others

10 (13)The content appeared to be trustworthy

10 (13)It is an active group

3 (4)A mutual friend invited me

1 (1)I heard about the group offline

aThe total number of motivating factors (n=76) exceeds total survey participants (n=34) as participants were able to choose multiple responses.

Approximately one-third of respondents (14/39, 36%) indicated
that they had learned about new services or resources relevant
to their child’s or children’s care from participation in the
Facebook group. Another 31% (12/39) of the participants
indicated that they did not learn anything new. Totally, 10%
(4/39) of the participants responded that they did not know
whether they had learned anything new. When asked about the
impact of the group on caregivers’ role in caring for their child
or children using an open-ended question, 5% (2/39) of the
participants stated that the group improved their sense of
community belonging. None of the participants in the surveys
or interviews (0/39, 0%) reported that the group negatively
affected their knowledge of services or resources or sense of
community belonging.

Thematic Analysis of Interviews

Description of Themes
A total of 12.9% (14/108) of the participants who were members
of the Facebook group completed the interviews; all interview
participants also completed the web-based survey. A total of
five themes emerged from the interviews that related to
caregivers’experiences in the Facebook group and the perceived
impact that being a member had on their knowledge of services
and resources and sense of community belonging. The themes
were as follows: (1) safe space, (2) informational support and
direction, (3) virtually connect with peers, (4) impact on
knowledge of programs and services, and (5) degree of
community belonging. These themes are described in further
detail in the following section.

Theme 1: Safe Space
Participants described their experience in the Facebook group
as a positive environment for the exchange of P2P support.
Many participants characterized the group as a safe space that
was inclusive of all caregivers, regardless of conditions or
diagnoses:

I feel like this space is inclusive to everyone at
different levels, in their diagnosis and in their journey.
[Participant 10; March 4, 2021]

Compared with other Facebook support groups, this group was
considered to be safe by some members owing to its specificity
to caregivers of children and youth with CCNs and the culture
in New Brunswick:

I find sometimes with like, for instance, my [condition
specific] group and things like that it's people all over
the world. So, you know, I understand that sometimes
things aren’t translated the same? [laughs] Or the
intentions are not the same, or sometimes, you know,
people can comment on something and it meant to be
good, but you read it, you're like, ‘oh, okay, that was
saucy, or that was like,’ you know what I mean? But
I find this Facebook group, I don't see any of that,
we're all kind of, at the same, you know what I mean?
Like, ...it's in New Brunswick. It's here, I could bump
into you at Costco or...I could meet them for coffee
somewhere. Their kids could meet ours you know
what I mean? [Participant 14; March 18, 2021]

When initially joining the group, some members reported feeling
inadequate or doubtful about their place within the group, which
they referred to as the imposter syndrome. However, these
participants explained that this quickly dissipated after spending
time in the group:

[My friend] messaged me [that] this group actually
just started, you should join it [laughs]. So, I did and
then I immediately got, I think it’s called, is it
imposter syndrome or something? Cause I just, like
to me cancer is no big deal anymore and all these
children that are, like, to me, are ‘real special needs,’
which I know is not, like, the right way to look at it,
but it’s just the way that I, the brain works. So I
definitely feel, not intimidated, not the right word, but
I just felt like, oh like, we don’t belong in this group,
right away. But I’m over that now [laughs].
[Participant 07; February 23, 2022]

Theme 2: Informational Support and Direction
Many participants described significant gaps in their support
needs, particularly related to informational needs and
navigational support regarding relevant programs, services, and
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resources. In some cases, participants reported being provided
with an overwhelming amount of information upon recognition
of a condition or diagnosis and left to determine the next course
of action:

I think the thing is that once you get your child's
diagnosis, for me, I felt like I was given pamphlets, I
was given appointments, like you're being pulled, like
your life just was just turned upside down. And you're
given all this information and sometimes you just
don't know what to do with it. It slips through the
cracks, you're grieving, you're processing, you're
trying to figure out all of a sudden, you know, you
thought your life was going one way with a child and
all of a sudden, it's like, whoa, now it's brand new...So
you're trying to figure it out. And it took a lot of my
husband and I having to figure it out calling and
asking questions and making sure that we weren't
missing something, and it's exhausting...We all have
children with disabilities that we are trying to get the
best care for and offer them the best quality of life.
And I feel like that the [NB] group is set up to support
[us] in that. [Participant 14; March 18, 2021]

Participants described the mental load associated with being a
caregiver of a child or youth with CCNs and explained that the
Facebook group has been an important informational resource
to help ease some of the pressure:

So going to that Facebook page and then there’s
people coming to it with questions and right away
someone says ‘well I did this’ ‘I did that’ and I think,
wow, that’s, that’s, you know. Those are the hours
and hours that I spent looking for information where
now I can go and look and see someone’s experience.
That narrows my search into ‘I’ll try this first, if it
works, great. If it doesn’t, I can at least, you know.’
Where I didn’t even know where to start [laughs].
[Participant 11; March 4, 2021]

Specifically, the group was viewed as an important source of
informational support, one that could provide a starting place
and direction in the overwhelming amount of information
provided to caregivers when their child or children experience
a new diagnosis or crisis:

Just getting that advice from others parents is huge
and it kind of helps you direct yourself. When it’s very
overwhelming, that kind of gives your brain a place
to like, settle on, and then “OK how do we approach
this” and then it usually spirals, you can get a lot
more information. [Participant 06; February 19, 2021]

Having the Facebook group is helpful, where it's like,
‘Oh, I didn't realize that.’ Maybe we were given the
information at first, but we forgot about it, or
misplaced it, or...you didn't think that that was
applicable to you at that time and you were just so
heavy in the grief. [Participant 14; March 18, 2021]

Many members described a need for informational support
owing to an expressed lack of control that is associated with
caring for a child or youth with CCNs. More specifically,

seeking informational support was described to elicit a sense
of empowerment:

There’s a lot of lack of control when you have a kid
with special needs. I’m a control freak, [my husband]
will say that. So I feel some sense of control and some
power in her diagnosis if I have more knowledge of
it. So if I know this is what we need to do or this
treatment might help or whatever, whatever, it makes
you feel like you have a little power in a very
powerless situation. [The group] is a nice avenue to
have if I have questions. [Participant 04; February 18,
2021]

Participants described feeling reassured by their membership
in the group, knowing that it was a place that they could turn
to for support if and when needed:

I find that even just having the Facebook group, just
having it there is helpful. Just knowing that you can
comment or post if you need to post. Like, just having
it there. [Participant 02; February 17, 2021]

Theme 3: Virtually Connect With Peers
Participants described a desire for a group specific to caregivers
of children and youth with CCNs in New Brunswick before the
implementation of the study group. A participant explained
having attempted to start a support group in the past, which was
not successful:

I have been searching for this type of support for the
last 6 years, even to the point of trying to start my
own group, which was a super flop. I very much
appreciate confidentiality of medical situations, but
I think that was the biggest barrier. The therapists
and doctors that everyone saw were unable to connect
people together and there is no place to put up a
poster or advertise really just to look for other real
people, not just professionals who help, who are going
through similar circumstances. I love the fact that it
is a small, provincial group. I never would have
guessed there were so many people here! I really felt
like we were the only ones for a long time. The only
people who even knew someone who had a complex
need that is. And that is real lonely. [Participant 03;
February 17, 2021]

Many participants were motivated to join the Facebook support
group to engage in communication with individuals who were
experiencing similar situations and understood their challenges:

You know, something could happen with a child that
morning and they get through it with the doctor, blah,
blah, blah, and then they want to talk about it...And
you can’t talk to anyone but your own family
members, and friends, but...they haven’t lived your
life. I think with this group you’re able to say, I need
some help. And people are doing that, so that’s good.
[Participant 11; March 4, 2021]

More specifically, the solidarity associated with membership
in a group of peers facing similar challenges in the same
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province was identified as an important reason why some
participants used the group:

Which is helpful, because you have your support of
your family and friends and that’s always valuable,
but the support that you get from people who are
going through a similar journey is just a different,
you just feel heard, and you feel valued, and you feel
understood, even if it’s online, it’s very, very helpful.
I don’t think anything could replace that, especially
when you have children that have any type of rare
syndrome, you might not meet anyone that has that
syndrome. So it’s been a benefit...just having the [NB
Facebook] group community, a huge support.
[Participant 06; February 19, 2021]

When my daughter first got her chair, I wish we could
have talked with other people too. I think there is a
lot to gain from talking with people who are living
the experience and not just professionals who support
you. Not just about the facts of wheelchair life, but
just knowing that there are other people going
through the same challenges and success as you and
connecting with them. [Participant 03; February 17,
2021]

Some participants pointed to the web-based aspect of the support
group as an important factor for their use. The availability and
accessibility of the group were perceived as particularly
important facets by caregivers, many of whom felt overwhelmed
by the daily pressures associated with raising a child or youth
with CCNs:

As a caregiver, it's completely different. You're burnt
out, you're tired at the end of the day, you don't want
to go to a support group. You...just want to sit if you
can [laughs]. We're talking parents that are...doing
heavy lifting still with their four or five teenage kids,
you're talking parents that are doing diaper
changes...anything that's in a routine for kids is more
complex for us. [Participant 14; March 18, 2021]

Theme 4: Impact on Knowledge of Programs and
Services
Participants described engaging in web-based research of
resources and information, which often occurred during the
early stages of a condition or diagnosis. Participants reported
feeling that they had a good understanding of the available
programs and resources for their child or children. However,
most participants speculated that there may be additional
resources and programs beyond their knowledge, owing, in part,
to their difficulties in navigating among services:

I feel like I know about a lot of them, but I also don’t
know about a lot of them. Like, even through the
Facebook group and...through other doctors or
people, I’m still learning about things. Or maybe
something that’s available in another province that’s
just starting in New Brunswick or should be available
in New Brunswick too and like, things like that.
[Participant 03; February 17, 2021]

When asked about their perceived impact of membership in the
group on their knowledge of programs and resources, many
participants reported feeling that it had improved their awareness
of the available support:

It's only been five months [in the group], but in our
case we've already searched for resources. We
managed to find some but I imagine that parents who
have just learned that their child is sick with
disabilities, it will help them. [Participant 1; February
17, 2021; French translation]

Participants described learning about programs and services by
reading posts made by other members and directly making
inquiries to the group. Some participants reported learning about
programs and services that may be relevant to their child’s
needs, but were located in other parts of the province. However,
learning about programs or services that may not be applicable
to their specific geographic location was described as providing
an opportunity to ask if anyone knew about similar services in
their region:

I definitely learned about more. Not all of them in my
area, but just knowing that other parts of the province
makes me feel like, I could still maybe ask of some.
Um, yeah, I’ve definitely been more aware of different
programs. [Participant 03; February 17, 2021]

Some participants reported no increase in their knowledge of
available programs and services through participation in the
group, but instead reported perceiving the group as a place where
they could go to if they had specific questions related to
programs or services:

I haven’t hit a groove yet that this has improved it,
or I’ve felt supported, but I also wouldn’t say that I’m
not going to follow this page anymore cause I’m not
interested. So I would say that I’m middle of the road
on that. [Participant 08; February 23, 2021]

In some cases, these individuals felt that they did not know what
support they needed and lacked the language to ask for
informational support about the available services and programs.
In other words, participants described feeling uncertain about
the types of services or programs that may exist or be beneficial
to them in the care of their child or children: 

We haven’t found any resources. And to say that, I
couldn’t even tell you an example of what we’re
looking for because I don’t, I’m a first-time cancer
mom, so I actually don’t know what resources I am
seeking out. [Participant 07; February 23, 2021]

Theme 5: Degree of Community Belonging
The extent to which caregivers of children and youth with CCNs
felt that they belonged to a community within the P2P support
group varied. Despite the short length of time since the inception
of the Facebook group, most participants reported feeling a
sense of community belonging within the group:

It’s definitely just helped me to see that there’s a lot
of families in New Brunswick, a lot more than you
think...are in the same-ish boat that you are in. I thrive
off of community now that we’re in this situation. I
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just, I love to just talk to other parents who are feeling
the same thing, it reassures me, it makes me think that
I’m not alone in this crazy ordeal. Um, so to me, I
just like to be a part of this group. [Participant 07;
February 23, 2021]

Some members attributed this reported sense of community
belonging to the group’s membership exclusivity. More
specifically, the group was private and only permitted caregivers
of children and youth with CCNs who reside in New Brunswick:

It's made me feel more connected to our province,
knowing that there are other parents out there going
through, you know, similar experiences. ‘Cause a lot
of the networks that I’m a part of are either like,
Canada wide, or you know, different countries, so it’s
nice to be in a group that’s just New Brunswickers.
[Participant 10; March 4, 2021]

More specifically, despite differences in the ages and conditions
of their children, the shared experiences among caregivers were
reported to facilitate a sense of community belonging within
the group:

Even, even if you don’t post a lot, ...it just feels like
you’re a part of...something similar, even if it’s not
even the same thing. It’s similar enough that people
understand the medical stays, the hospital stays, they
understand the day to day, how much extra you do in
a day. So, I think that, just that, initially creates an
initial sense of community support. [Participant 06;
February 19, 2021]

A total of 29% (4/14) of the participants reported that they did
not feel a sense of community belonging within the group. These
individuals attributed this lack of community belonging to the
short time since the implementation of the group. Some
members described the same reason for experiencing few social
ties with other members within the group. However, these
individuals reported that they may benefit from a sense of
community belonging over time:

I think that the relationship is still very new and very
fresh...I think that it’s something that will, that has
benefitted me and will continue to benefit me and my
family, so yeah. [Participant 05; February 19, 2021]

A participant, who reported feeling disconnected from the
web-based group, explained that they did not identify with other
members, many of whom are caring for young children:

I’d be more interested if something came across my
Facebook page from somebody who might be 55 with
a 30-year-old and what they’re doing for care and
support...I haven’t seen a lot of that. [Participant 08;
February 23, 2021]

Discussion

Principal Findings
Consistent with previous studies, most participants reported
using the group as an important source of informational support
in the care of their child or children [52]. Findings indicate that
participants felt reassured by their membership in the group,

describing it as a resource that could help ease pressures, or
mental load associated with being a caregiver of a child or youth
with CCNs. The emphasis on informational support rather than
emotional support, which was reported to be more predominant
in condition-specific Facebook groups, resulted in caregivers
reporting the group to be a positive space, rather than a reminder
of emotional difficulties beyond their control. Other Facebook
groups were frequently described as triggering negative
emotions, whereas the geographical specificity and inclusive
nature of this group was perceived by caregivers to be more
conducive to the exchange of informational and navigational
support.

Most participants in the web-based survey were women and
aged 25 to 44 years, which was consistent with previous
investigations, which found that women are more likely to
engage in P2P support on social media for health-related
concerns [53]. Although there was a wide variety of ages and
conditions experienced by caregivers, participants felt that the
inclusive nature of the group contributed to feeling as if it is a
safe space for the exchange of P2P support. Findings related to
the reported social media use by survey participants, including
membership in other Facebook support groups and use of the
caregiver support group, have been reported elsewhere [12].

Participants in this study described a lack of control associated
with being a caregiver of a child or youth with a CCN. This
lack of control was described as a particularly important
motivation for seeking Facebook-based P2P support. These
findings support previous investigations suggesting an
association between participation in P2P support groups and
knowledge of health-related resources among caregivers of
children with disabilities [54]. The availability and accessibility
of the Facebook group was also identified as a reason why
participants used the group; many participants described feeling
overwhelmed in their role as a caregiver, with very less time.

As the group was closed to caregivers who reside in New
Brunswick, there was exclusivity regarding membership that
led to some participants valuing a sense of shared cultural norms.
Using Facebook support groups to find like-minded people who
share similar health practices has been previously observed. For
example, Zhang et al [55] noted that members of a Chinese
depression support group began using the group to connect with
others who shared Chinese health beliefs and practices, which
differ from traditional medical practices. The geographical
specificity of the group was identified by many participants in
this study as a motivating reason for joining, as it offered a
notably different experience than condition-specific support
groups on the platform with international members.

Approximately all the participants in this study reported
difficulties in navigating services and resources related to their
child’s care owing to lack of knowledge of relevant services
and programs; this was described as a reason for joining the
Facebook group. Some interview participants disclosed that
they had directly asked for informational support in the group,
which, in turn, increased their knowledge of programs or other
resources. Others learned about locally available support by
passively reading comments or posts by other members.
Considerable number of studies has demonstrated an association
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between offline support groups and increased knowledge among
caregivers [56]. The impact of web-based groups is less clear;
however, a recent systematic review of the impact of web-based
P2P support for caregivers of stroke survivors [57] supports the
finding that participation is associated with increased caregiver
knowledge.

Despite the short time since the group’s inception, most
participants reported feeling a sense of community belonging
within the group. The immediate sense of community belonging
reported by some members was attributed to the group’s
exclusivity, specifically to caregivers of children and youth with
CCNs in New Brunswick, despite the diversity in reported ages
and conditions. Some participants did not feel a sense of
community belonging with the group cited, in part, owing to
the short time since the group’s creation. One of these
individuals was caring for an older youth and did not identify
with other members, most of whom were raising children aged
<12 years. This finding corroborates previous observations that
a sense of community in web-based groups is facilitated by
more homogenous membership [58].

The finding that social belonging was facilitated by group
membership may have been owing to the exclusivity of the
group. Caregivers reported feeling a sense of solidarity with
other members, knowing that they faced similar challenges. The
use of web-based groups for coping resources have been
attributed to a lower risk of threat to one’s personal social ties
compared with the mobilization of offline resources [59]. In
other words, although participants in the Facebook group shared
many of the same characteristics, such as geographic location,
engagement with the group for social support could be obtained
even without social interaction (eg, passive interaction).
Moreover, the closed (ie, private) nature of the group may have
resulted in greater relational intimacy between members, which
led to a shared sense of community than if the group had been
public [60]. However, this perceived relational intimacy may
pose a risk to web-based communities of this nature, whereby
reduced nonverbal cues, facilitated by the computer-mediated
environment, may result in misplaced credibility or
hyperpersonal interaction [61]. Specifically, the social
information processing theory posits that individuals enter into
a loop of intense interpersonal interactions that can lead to the
perception that others may be more trustworthy or credible than
in actual fact [62]. However, more studies are needed to better
understand the effects of hyperpersonal interactions on
perception of support providers [63].

Social comparison theory can be used to contextualize some of
the findings of this study. Social comparison theory suggests
that individuals compare their situations with those of similar
others to make assessments about their own health and
well-being [64]. Although the evaluation of this theory is limited
in the study of web-based support groups [65], it may be
applicable to understanding why caregivers may have
experienced perceived benefits from participation in this study.
Many caregivers reported the perceived benefits of participation,
specifically on their knowledge of services and resources and
sense of community. Social comparison theory suggests that
individuals make lateral, upward, and downward comparisons
with others within their social network. Lateral comparisons

with similar others may have led to a sense of normalization
and comradery between caregivers, thus affecting the perceived
sense of community. Upward comparisons occur when
individuals compare themselves with others who appear to have
more experience or better coping skills; this can lead to
inspiration to improve one’s situation and learn from their
experiences. In contrast, upward comparisons can result in
feelings of frustration. Downward comparisons occur when
individuals compare themselves with others who appear to be
struggling, which can result in an altruistic desire to share one’s
knowledge and experiences. These social comparisons may
explain why caregivers perceived benefits as a function of
participation in the Facebook group.

Limitations
Limitations of this study include the small sample size of
caregivers of children and youth with CCNs who participated
in the Facebook group, particularly in the survey and interviews.
The survey and interviews may have oversampled caregivers
who are more involved in the care of their child or children.
Items in the survey were not validated, and we did not evaluate
the reliability of the questions owing to limited time and
resources. Moreover, findings from the survey may have been
affected by the response rate of 36.1% (39/108). None of the
participants in this study identified as male, which would affect
the generalizability of the present findings to male caregivers.
Participants who participated in the survey and interviews were
not independent samples; there was overlap between these 2
subsamples from the Facebook group participants. More
specifically, 12 (86%) of the 14 participants who completed the
survey also participated in the interview to elaborate on their
experiences. It is possible that the explicit emphasis on research
within the group (eg, requiring consent to join the group) may
have influenced the sample of individuals who joined the group
and their subsequent experiences. Individuals who joined the
Facebook group were required to undergo screening to ensure
that they identified as a caregiver of a child or youth with CCNs
and resided in New Brunswick; however, this information was
self-reported and could not be verified. Therefore, it is possible
that some of the members in the group did not fit the target
population of the study. However, all participants in the survey
and interviews reported information on their role as caregivers
of child or children or youth with CCNs. Finally, the study
intervention and investigation were conducted during the
COVID-19 pandemic, which has been identified to particularly
affect caregivers of individuals with CCNs [5]. It is unclear to
what extent the pandemic may have affected the behaviors of
caregivers in this study and whether these individuals would
have used the group to the same extent. Therefore, the pandemic
may have affected the generalizability of these findings.

Future Studies
This study demonstrated that participation in a closed Facebook
group can positively impact the sense of social belonging in a
caregiving population that often experiences isolation and
exclusion [58]. Moreover, some participants in this study
reported learning about health-related and social services and
resources that directly affected the care of their child. These
findings suggest that Facebook groups, which are low-cost and
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relatively accessible, can be leveraged to fill the gaps in the
support needs of patients and caregivers. However, more studies
are needed to systematically determine both positive and
negative impact of participation in these groups on these
populations. A novel component of this study was the use of a
patient navigator as a moderator; although a crowdsourcing
effect was observed in this study between caregivers of children
and youth with CCNs, the presence of a patient navigator likely
may have provided additional information about relevant
services or resources or influenced the nature of discussions
within the group. Future studies could consider the role and
impact of patient navigators and other health professionals on
Facebook-based P2P support groups.

Many participants in this study were caregivers of young
children with CCNs; future studies are needed to explore how
caregivers at different stages of their caregiving journey
experience and benefit from web-based P2P support groups.
Previous study has suggested that caregivers of young children
with CCNs look to caregivers with older children and youth
with CCNs to see where their own children may end up [8];
however, findings from this study suggest that some caregivers
view this longitudinal perspective as triggering and become
overwhelmed. More studies are needed to understand this
distinction between caregivers of children and youth with CCNs.

Although it is beyond the scope of this project, future studies
may explore the impact that participation in web-based P2P
support groups may have on offline relationships between
caregivers of children and youth with CCNs. More specifically,
future studies may consider that knowledge gained from these
web-based P2P interactions can influence offline conversations,
such as with care providers; this may provide further context
into why caregivers use web-based support groups [66].

The findings that participation in the Facebook group was
identified by some participants as positively affecting their sense

of social belonging was significant, particularly given the short
time between the group’s inception and evaluation. Caregivers
of children and youth with CCNs often report a sense of isolation
and exclusion owing, in part, to significant caregiver burden
and disease stigma [65,67]. Combined with high levels of stress
and physical exhaustion, this population is at risk of mental
health conditions such as anxiety and depression, thus posing
an additional risk to the care of their vulnerable child [68,69].
This has become particularly salient during the COVID-19
pandemic, as a result of social distancing measures and fear
associated with caring for an immunocompromised child [7].
Improving the sense of social belonging in caregivers of children
and youth with CCNs is paramount to ensuring the well-being
of both the caregiver and child or youth. This study has
important implications for the integration of social media–based
support groups into existing organizations and entities that
provide health and social support to this population and other
patient and caregiver cohorts living with CCNs.

Conclusions
Social media present an important opportunity to facilitate the
exchange of support between patients and caregivers in an
accessible and curated environment. Caregivers of children and
youth with CCNs engage in web-based P2P support to connect
with peers who possess invaluable knowledge gained through
lived experiences and exchange support. This study found that
caregivers used a geography-specific Facebook group to
exchange informational and navigational support in what was
perceived as a safe environment. Caregivers of children and
youth with CCNs reported social connection with other members
within the group, despite a short observation period. This study
demonstrated that involvement in web-based support groups
can influence perceived knowledge of services and resources
and the sense of community belonging, thus helping to meet
previously unmet support needs.

Acknowledgments
The authors would like to acknowledge the New Brunswick Health Research Foundation for funding this study.

Conflicts of Interest
None declared.

References

1. Dewan T, Cohen E. Children with medical complexity in Canada. Paediatr Child Health 2013 Dec;18(10):518-522 [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.1093/pch/18.10.518] [Medline: 24497777]

2. Roche MI, Skinner D. How parents search, interpret, and evaluate genetic information obtained from the Internet. J Genet
Couns 2009 Apr;18(2):119-129 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1007/s10897-008-9198-4] [Medline: 18937062]

3. Luke A, Luck KE, Doucet S. Experiences of caregivers as clients of a patient navigation program for children and youth
with complex care needs: a qualitative descriptive study. Int J Integr Care 2020 Nov 10;20(4):10 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.5334/ijic.5451] [Medline: 33250675]

4. Sofaer S. Navigating poorly charted territory: patient dilemmas in health care "nonsystems". Med Care Res Rev 2009
Feb;66(1 Suppl):75S-93S. [doi: 10.1177/1077558708327945] [Medline: 19074306]

5. Advice for caregivers of children with disabilities in the era of COVID-19. American Psychological Association. 2020.
URL: https://www.apa.org/research/action/children-disabilities-covid-19 [accessed 2022-06-24]

6. Geweniger A, Barth M, Haddad AD, Högl H, Insan S, Mund A, et al. Impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on mental health
outcomes of healthy children, children with special health care needs and their caregivers-results of a cross-sectional study.
Front Pediatr 2022 Feb 10;10:759066 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.3389/fped.2022.759066] [Medline: 35223688]

JMIR Pediatr Parent 2022 | vol. 5 | iss. 3 | e33172 | p. 10https://pediatrics.jmir.org/2022/3/e33172
(page number not for citation purposes)

Kelly et alJMIR PEDIATRICS AND PARENTING

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24497777
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24497777
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/pch/18.10.518
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24497777&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/18937062
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10897-008-9198-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18937062&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/33250675
http://dx.doi.org/10.5334/ijic.5451
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33250675&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1077558708327945
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19074306&dopt=Abstract
https://www.apa.org/research/action/children-disabilities-covid-19
https://doi.org/10.3389/fped.2022.759066
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fped.2022.759066
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35223688&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


7. Dhiman S, Sahu PK, Reed WR, Ganesh GS, Goyal RK, Jain S. Impact of COVID-19 outbreak on mental health and
perceived strain among caregivers tending children with special needs. Res Dev Disabil 2020 Dec;107:103790 [FREE Full
text] [doi: 10.1016/j.ridd.2020.103790] [Medline: 33091712]

8. Ammari T, Schoenebeck S, Morris M. Accessing social support and overcoming judgment on social media among parents
of children with special needs. Proc Int AAI Conf Web Soc Media 2014;8(1):22-31.

9. Rains SA, Wright KB. Social support and computer-mediated communication: a state-of-the-art review and agenda for
future research. Ann Int Commun Assoc 2016 May 23;40(1):175-211. [doi: 10.1080/23808985.2015.11735260]

10. Oh HJ, Lauckner C, Boehmer J, Fewins-Bliss R, Li K. Facebooking for health: an examination into the solicitation and
effects of health-related social support on social networking sites. Comput Human Behav 2013 Sep;29(5):2072-2080. [doi:
10.1016/j.chb.2013.04.017]

11. Zhao Y, Zhang J. Consumer health information seeking in social media: a literature review. Health Info Libr J 2017
Dec;34(4):268-283 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1111/hir.12192] [Medline: 29045011]

12. Kelly KJ, Doucet S, Luke A, Azar R, Montelpare W. Exploring the use of a Facebook-based support group for caregivers
of children and youth with complex care needs: qualitative descriptive study. JMIR Pediatr Parent 2022 Jun 07;5(2):e33170
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/33170] [Medline: 35671082]

13. Giustini D, Ali S, Fraser M, Kamel Boulos MN. Effective uses of social media in public health and medicine: a systematic
review of systematic reviews. Online J Public Health Inform 2018 Sep 21;10(2):e215 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.5210/ojphi.v10i2.8270] [Medline: 30349633]

14. Rossman B. Breastfeeding peer counselors in the United States: helping to build a culture and tradition of breastfeeding. J
Midwifery Womens Health 2007;52(6):631-637. [doi: 10.1016/j.jmwh.2007.05.006] [Medline: 17984001]

15. Dietrich C. Online social support: an effective means of mediating stress. Inquiries J 2010;2(2):1-5 [FREE Full text]
16. Law M, King S, Stewart D, King G. The perceived effects of parent-led support groups for parents of children with

disabilities. Phys Occup Ther Pediatr 2001;21(2-3):29-48. [Medline: 12029852]
17. Fox S. After Dr Google: peer-to-peer health care. Pediatrics 2013 Jun;131 Suppl 4:S224-S225. [doi:

10.1542/peds.2012-3786K] [Medline: 23729765]
18. Bhamrah G, Ahmad S, NiMhurchadha S. Internet discussion forums, an information and support resource for orthognathic

patients. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop 2015 Jan;147(1):89-96. [doi: 10.1016/j.ajodo.2014.08.020] [Medline: 25533076]
19. Rupert DJ, Moultrie RR, Read JG, Amoozegar JB, Bornkessel AS, O'Donoghue AC, et al. Perceived healthcare provider

reactions to patient and caregiver use of online health communities. Patient Educ Couns 2014 Sep;96(3):320-326 [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.pec.2014.05.015] [Medline: 24923652]

20. Niela-Vilén H, Axelin A, Melender H, Salanterä S. Aiming to be a breastfeeding mother in a neonatal intensive care unit
and at home: a thematic analysis of peer-support group discussion in social media. Matern Child Nutr 2015 Oct;11(4):712-726
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1111/mcn.12108] [Medline: 24521232]

21. Seçkin G, Yeatts D, Hughes S, Hudson C, Bell V. Being an informed consumer of health information and assessment of
electronic health literacy in a national sample of Internet users: validity and reliability of the e-HLS Instrument. J Med
Internet Res 2016 Jul 11;18(7):e161 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.5496] [Medline: 27400726]

22. Martin S, Roderick MC, Lockridge R, Toledo-Tamula MA, Baldwin A, Knight P, et al. Feasibility and preliminary efficacy
of an Internet support group for parents of a child with neurofibromatosis type 1: a pilot study. J Genet Couns 2017
Jun;26(3):576-585. [doi: 10.1007/s10897-016-0031-1] [Medline: 27822877]

23. Caiata-Zufferey M, Abraham A, Sommerhalder K, Schulz PJ. Online health information seeking in the context of the
medical consultation in Switzerland. Qual Health Res 2010 Aug;20(8):1050-1061. [doi: 10.1177/1049732310368404]
[Medline: 20442347]

24. Kaal SE, Husson O, van Dartel F, Hermans K, Jansen R, Manten-Horst E, et al. Online support community for adolescents
and young adults (AYAs) with cancer: user statistics, evaluation, and content analysis. Patient Prefer Adherence 2018 Dec
6;12:2615-2622 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2147/PPA.S171892] [Medline: 30584285]

25. Zigron S, Bronstein J. “Help is where you find it”: the role of weak ties networks as sources of information and support in
virtual health communities. J Assoc Inf Sci Technol 2019 Feb;70(2):130-139. [doi: 10.1002/asi.24106]

26. DeHoff BA, Staten LK, Rodgers RC, Denne SC. The role of online social support in supporting and educating parents of
young children with special health care needs in the United States: a scoping review. J Med Internet Res 2016 Dec
22;18(12):e333 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.6722] [Medline: 28007689]

27. Moorhead SA, Hazlett DE, Harrison L, Carroll JK, Irwin A, Hoving C. A new dimension of health care: systematic review
of the uses, benefits, and limitations of social media for health communication. J Med Internet Res 2013 Apr 23;15(4):e85
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.1933] [Medline: 23615206]

28. Stock NM, Martindale A, Cunniffe C, VTCT Foundation Research Team at the Centre for Appearance Research. #CleftProud:
a content analysis and online survey of 2 cleft lip and palate Facebook groups. Cleft Palate Craniofac J 2018
Nov;55(10):1339-1349. [doi: 10.1177/1055665618764737] [Medline: 29570382]

29. Park E, Kim H, Steinhoff A. Health-related Internet use by informal caregivers of children and adolescents: an integrative
literature review. J Med Internet Res 2016 Mar 03;18(3):e57 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.4124] [Medline: 26940750]

JMIR Pediatr Parent 2022 | vol. 5 | iss. 3 | e33172 | p. 11https://pediatrics.jmir.org/2022/3/e33172
(page number not for citation purposes)

Kelly et alJMIR PEDIATRICS AND PARENTING

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/33091712
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/33091712
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2020.103790
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33091712&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/23808985.2015.11735260
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2013.04.017
https://doi.org/10.1111/hir.12192
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/hir.12192
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29045011&dopt=Abstract
https://pediatrics.jmir.org/2022/2/e33170/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/33170
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35671082&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/30349633
http://dx.doi.org/10.5210/ojphi.v10i2.8270
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30349633&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmwh.2007.05.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17984001&dopt=Abstract
http://www.inquiriesjournal.com/articles/173/online-social-support-an-effective-means-of-mediating-stress
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12029852&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1542/peds.2012-3786K
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23729765&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ajodo.2014.08.020
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25533076&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24923652
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24923652
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pec.2014.05.015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24923652&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24521232
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/mcn.12108
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24521232&dopt=Abstract
https://www.jmir.org/2016/7/e161/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.5496
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27400726&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10897-016-0031-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27822877&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1049732310368404
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20442347&dopt=Abstract
https://dx.doi.org/10.2147/PPA.S171892
http://dx.doi.org/10.2147/PPA.S171892
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30584285&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/asi.24106
https://www.jmir.org/2016/12/e333/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.6722
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28007689&dopt=Abstract
https://www.jmir.org/2013/4/e85/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.1933
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23615206&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1055665618764737
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29570382&dopt=Abstract
https://www.jmir.org/2016/3/e57/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.4124
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26940750&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


30. Esquivel A, Meric-Bernstam F, Bernstam EV. Accuracy and self correction of information received from an Internet breast
cancer list: content analysis. BMJ 2006 Apr 22;332(7547):939-942 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1136/bmj.38753.524201.7C]
[Medline: 16513686]

31. Sowles SJ, McLeary M, Optican A, Cahn E, Krauss MJ, Fitzsimmons-Craft EE, et al. A content analysis of an online
pro-eating disorder community on Reddit. Body Image 2018 Mar;24:137-144 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1016/j.bodyim.2018.01.001] [Medline: 29414146]

32. Dumaij AC, Tijssen EC. On-line health companion contact among chronically ill in the Netherlands. Health Technol (Berl)
2011 Aug;1(1):5-23 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1007/s12553-011-0003-2] [Medline: 21909478]

33. Thompson JM, Dursun S, VanTil L, Heber A, Kitchen P, de Boer C, et al. Group identity, difficult adjustment to civilian
life, and suicidal ideation in Canadian Armed Forces Veterans: Life After Service Studies 2016. J Mil Veteran Fam Health
2019 Sep 14;5(2):100-114. [doi: 10.3138/jmvfh.2018-0038]

34. Palamaro Munsell E, Kilmer RP, Cook JR, Reeve CL. The effects of caregiver social connections on caregiver, child, and
family well-being. Am J Orthopsychiatry 2012 Jan;82(1):137-145 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1111/j.1939-0025.2011.01129.x]
[Medline: 22239404]

35. Nicholson Jr NR. Social isolation in older adults: an evolutionary concept analysis. J Adv Nurs 2009 Jun;65(6):1342-1352.
[doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2648.2008.04959.x] [Medline: 19291185]

36. Shvedko A, Whittaker AC, Thompson JL, Greig CA. Physical activity interventions for treatment of social isolation,
loneliness or low social support in older adults: a systematic review and meta-analysis of randomised controlled trials.
Psychol Sport Exerc 2018 Jan;34:128-137. [doi: 10.1016/j.psychsport.2017.10.003]

37. Newman K, Wang AH, Wang AZ, Hanna D. The role of Internet-based digital tools in reducing social isolation and
addressing support needs among informal caregivers: a scoping review. BMC Public Health 2019 Nov 09;19(1):1495
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/s12889-019-7837-3] [Medline: 31706294]

38. Anderson K, Emmerton LM. Contribution of mobile health applications to self-management by consumers: review of
published evidence. Aust Health Rev 2016 Nov;40(5):591-597. [doi: 10.1071/AH15162] [Medline: 26681206]

39. Colvin J, Chenoweth L, Bold M, Harding C. Caregivers of older adults: advantages and disadvantages of Internet-based
social support. Fam Relat 2004 Jan;53(1):49-57. [doi: 10.1111/j.1741-3729.2004.00008.x]

40. Powers BJ, Trinh JV, Bosworth HB. Can this patient read and understand written health information? JAMA 2010 Jul
07;304(1):76-84. [doi: 10.1001/jama.2010.896] [Medline: 20606152]

41. Loignon C, Dupéré S, Fortin M, Ramsden VR, Truchon K. Health literacy - engaging the community in the co-creation of
meaningful health navigation services: a study protocol. BMC Health Serv Res 2018 Jun 28;18(1):505 [FREE Full text]
[doi: 10.1186/s12913-018-3315-3] [Medline: 29954407]

42. Institute of Medicine (US) Committee on Health Literacy. In: Nielsen-Bohlman L, Panzer AM, Kindig DA, editors. Health
Literacy: A Prescription to End Confusion. Washington, DC, USA: National Academies Press (US); 2004.

43. Rennick JE, St-Sauveur I, Knox AM, Ruddy M. Exploring the experiences of parent caregivers of children with chronic
medical complexity during pediatric intensive care unit hospitalization: an interpretive descriptive study. BMC Pediatr
2019 Aug 06;19(1):272 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/s12887-019-1634-0] [Medline: 31387555]

44. Levin-Zamir D, Bertschi I. Media health literacy, eHealth literacy, and the role of the social environment in context. Int J
Environ Res Public Health 2018 Aug 03;15(8):1643 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.3390/ijerph15081643] [Medline: 30081465]

45. Rosenbaum JE, Johnson BK, Deane AE. Health literacy and digital media use: assessing the health literacy skills instrument
- short form and its correlates among African American college students. Digit Health 2018 May 14;4:2055207618770765
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1177/2055207618770765] [Medline: 29942630]

46. Gavrila V, Garrity A, Hirschfeld E, Edwards B, Lee JM. Peer support through a diabetes social media community. J Diabetes
Sci Technol 2019 May;13(3):493-497 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1177/1932296818818828] [Medline: 30600704]

47. Sandelowski M. Whatever happened to qualitative description? Res Nurs Health 2000 Aug;23(4):334-340. [doi:
10.1002/1098-240x(200008)23:4<334::aid-nur9>3.0.co;2-g] [Medline: 10940958]

48. Neergaard MA, Olesen F, Andersen RS, Sondergaard J. Qualitative description - the poor cousin of health research? BMC
Med Res Methodol 2009 Jul 16;9:52 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/1471-2288-9-52] [Medline: 19607668]

49. Kelly KJ, Luke A, Doucet S. Development and implementation of a Facebook-based peer-to-peer support group for
caregivers of children with health care needs in New Brunswick. Healthy Popul J 2021;1(1):43-54 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.15273/hpj.v1i1.10644]

50. Willis DG, Sullivan-Bolyai S, Knafl K, Cohen MZ. Distinguishing features and similarities between descriptive
phenomenological and qualitative description research. West J Nurs Res 2016 Sep;38(9):1185-1204. [doi:
10.1177/0193945916645499] [Medline: 27106878]

51. Braun V, Clarke V. Using thematic analysis in psychology. Qual Res Psychol 2006 Jan;3(2):77-101. [doi:
10.1191/1478088706qp063oa]

52. Rupert DJ, Gard Read J, Amoozegar JB, Moultrie RR, Taylor OM, O'Donoghue AC, et al. Peer-generated health information:
the role of online communities in patient and caregiver health decisions. J Health Commun 2016 Nov;21(11):1187-1197
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1080/10810730.2016.1237592] [Medline: 27805496]

JMIR Pediatr Parent 2022 | vol. 5 | iss. 3 | e33172 | p. 12https://pediatrics.jmir.org/2022/3/e33172
(page number not for citation purposes)

Kelly et alJMIR PEDIATRICS AND PARENTING

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/16513686
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.38753.524201.7C
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16513686&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/29414146
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bodyim.2018.01.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29414146&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/21909478
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12553-011-0003-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21909478&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.3138/jmvfh.2018-0038
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/22239404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1939-0025.2011.01129.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22239404&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2648.2008.04959.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19291185&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.psychsport.2017.10.003
https://bmcpublichealth.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12889-019-7837-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12889-019-7837-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31706294&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/AH15162
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26681206&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-3729.2004.00008.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2010.896
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20606152&dopt=Abstract
https://bmchealthservres.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12913-018-3315-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12913-018-3315-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29954407&dopt=Abstract
https://bmcpediatr.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12887-019-1634-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12887-019-1634-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31387555&dopt=Abstract
https://www.mdpi.com/resolver?pii=ijerph15081643
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijerph15081643
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30081465&dopt=Abstract
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/2055207618770765?url_ver=Z39.88-2003&rfr_id=ori:rid:crossref.org&rfr_dat=cr_pub%3dpubmed
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/2055207618770765
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29942630&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/30600704
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1932296818818828
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30600704&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1098-240x(200008)23:4<334::aid-nur9>3.0.co;2-g
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=10940958&dopt=Abstract
https://bmcmedresmethodol.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1471-2288-9-52
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2288-9-52
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19607668&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.15273/hpj.v1i1.10644
http://dx.doi.org/10.15273/hpj.v1i1.10644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0193945916645499
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27106878&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/27805496
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10810730.2016.1237592
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27805496&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


53. Rideout V, Fox S. Digital health practices, social media use, and mental well-being among teens and young adults in the
U.S. Hopelab and Well Being Trust. 2018. URL: https://www.hopelab.org/reports/pdf/
a-national-survey-by-hopelab-and-well-being-trust-2018.pdf [accessed 2019-05-10]

54. Zuurmond M, Seeley J, Shakespeare T, Nyante GG, Bernays S. Illuminating the empowerment journey of caregivers of
children with disabilities: understanding lessons learnt from Ghana. Afr J Disabil 2020 Nov 27;9:705 [FREE Full text]
[doi: 10.4102/ajod.v9i0.705] [Medline: 33354533]

55. Zhang R, Eschler J, Reddy M. Online support groups for depression in China: culturally shaped interactions and motivations.
Comput Supported Coop Work 2018 May 15;27(3-6):327-354. [doi: 10.1007/s10606-018-9322-4]

56. Parker G, Arksey H, Harden M. Meta-review of international evidence on interventions to support carers. Social Policy
Research Unit, University of York. 2010 Jul. URL: https://www.york.ac.uk/inst/spru/research/pdf/CarersLit.pdf [accessed
2020-05-30]

57. Wallace SJ, Kothari J, Jayasekera A, Tointon J, Baiyewun T, Shrubsole K. Do caregivers who connect online have better
outcomes? A systematic review of online peer-support interventions for caregivers of people with stroke, dementia, traumatic
brain injury, Parkinson’s disease and multiple sclerosis. Brain Impairment 2021 Mar 15;22(3):233-259. [doi:
10.1017/BrImp.2021.5]

58. Ma X, Cheng J, Iyer S, Naaman M. When do people trust their social groups? In: Proceedings of the 2019 CHI Conference
on Human Factors in Computing Systems. 2019 Presented at: CHI '19; May 4-9, 2019; Glasgow, UK p. 1-12. [doi:
10.1145/3290605.3300297]

59. van Ingen E, Wright KB. Predictors of mobilizing online coping versus offline coping resources after negative life events.
Comput Human Behav 2016 Jun;59(C):431-439. [doi: 10.1016/j.chb.2016.02.048]

60. Bazarova NN. Public intimacy: disclosure interpretation and social judgments on Facebook. J Commun 2012 Aug
27;62(5):815-832. [doi: 10.1111/j.1460-2466.2012.01664.x]

61. Walther JB. Interpersonal effects in computer-mediated interaction: a relational perspective. Commun Res 1992 Feb
1;19(1):52-90. [doi: 10.1177/009365092019001003]

62. Wright K. Perceptions of online support providers: an examination of perceived homophily, source credibility, communication
and social support within online support groups. Commun Q 2000 Jan;48(1):44-59. [doi: 10.1080/01463370009385579]

63. Wright KB. Communication in health-related online social support groups/communities: a review of research on predictors
of participation, applications of social support theory, and health outcomes. Rev Commun Res 2016;4:65-87. [doi:
10.12840/issn.2255-4165.2016.04.01.010]

64. Festinger L. A theory of social comparison processes. Hum Relat 1954 May 1;7(2):117-140. [doi:
10.1177/001872675400700202]

65. Currie G, Szabo J. Social isolation and exclusion: the parents' experience of caring for children with rare neurodevelopmental
disorders. Int J Qual Stud Health Well-being 2020 Dec;15(1):1725362 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1080/17482631.2020.1725362] [Medline: 32048917]

66. Burke-Garcia A, Wright KB. The "real world"? Effects of online communication about prostate cancer on offline
communication. Comput Struct Biotechnol J 2018 Oct 12;16:388-395 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.csbj.2018.10.001]
[Medline: 30402209]

67. Marsack CN, Perry TE. Aging in place in every community: social exclusion experiences of parents of adult children with
autism spectrum disorder. Res Aging 2018 Jul;40(6):535-557 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1177/0164027517717044] [Medline:
28677419]

68. Cramm JM, Nieboer AP. Psychological well-being of caregivers of children with intellectual disabilities: using parental
stress as a mediating factor. J Intellect Disabil 2011 Jun;15(2):101-113. [doi: 10.1177/1744629511410922] [Medline:
21750213]

69. Murphy NA, Christian B, Caplin DA, Young PC. The health of caregivers for children with disabilities: caregiver perspectives.
Child Care Health Dev 2007 Mar;33(2):180-187. [doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2214.2006.00644.x] [Medline: 17291322]

Abbreviations
CCN: complex care need
P2P: peer-to-peer
PFAC: Family and Patient Advisory Council

JMIR Pediatr Parent 2022 | vol. 5 | iss. 3 | e33172 | p. 13https://pediatrics.jmir.org/2022/3/e33172
(page number not for citation purposes)

Kelly et alJMIR PEDIATRICS AND PARENTING

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://www.hopelab.org/reports/pdf/a-national-survey-by-hopelab-and-well-being-trust-2018.pdf
https://www.hopelab.org/reports/pdf/a-national-survey-by-hopelab-and-well-being-trust-2018.pdf
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/33354533
http://dx.doi.org/10.4102/ajod.v9i0.705
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33354533&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10606-018-9322-4
https://www.york.ac.uk/inst/spru/research/pdf/CarersLit.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/BrImp.2021.5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1145/3290605.3300297
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2016.02.048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2012.01664.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/009365092019001003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01463370009385579
http://dx.doi.org/10.12840/issn.2255-4165.2016.04.01.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/001872675400700202
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/32048917
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17482631.2020.1725362
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32048917&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S2001-0370(18)30103-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.csbj.2018.10.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30402209&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/28677419
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0164027517717044
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28677419&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1744629511410922
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21750213&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2214.2006.00644.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17291322&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


Edited by S Badawy; submitted 26.08.21; peer-reviewed by XY Lin, E De Clerq, J Egunjobi; comments to author 20.12.21; revised
version received 03.05.22; accepted 06.06.22; published 06.07.22

Please cite as:
Kelly KJ, Doucet S, Luke A, Azar R, Montelpare W
Experiences, Motivations, and Perceived Impact of Participation in a Facebook-Based Support Group for Caregivers of Children
and Youth With Complex Care Needs: Qualitative Descriptive Study
JMIR Pediatr Parent 2022;5(3):e33172
URL: https://pediatrics.jmir.org/2022/3/e33172
doi: 10.2196/33172
PMID:

©Katherine Jennifer Kelly, Shelley Doucet, Alison Luke, Rima Azar, William Montelpare. Originally published in JMIR Pediatrics
and Parenting (https://pediatrics.jmir.org), 06.07.2022. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and
reproduction in any medium, provided the original work, first published in JMIR Pediatrics and Parenting, is properly cited. The
complete bibliographic information, a link to the original publication on https://pediatrics.jmir.org, as well as this copyright and
license information must be included.

JMIR Pediatr Parent 2022 | vol. 5 | iss. 3 | e33172 | p. 14https://pediatrics.jmir.org/2022/3/e33172
(page number not for citation purposes)

Kelly et alJMIR PEDIATRICS AND PARENTING

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://pediatrics.jmir.org/2022/3/e33172
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/33172
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

