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Abstract

Background: Multisector partnerships have emerged as a cornerstone strategy for addressing
complex public health challenges (Roussos & Fawcett, 2000; Woulfe et al., 2010; Zakocs &
Edwards, 2006). In community health promotion, collaborations among health, social service,
and educational sectors strengthen the design, delivery, and sustainability of interventions
(Bringle & Hatcher, 2002). Existing reviews have identified numerous factors that influence
partnership functioning, including leadership, action planning, shared vision, communication,
and broader contextual conditions (Roussos & Fawcett, 2000; Wildridge et al., 2004; Wolff,
2001). They also highlight persistent challenges in defining and measuring “effectiveness,”
noting an overemphasis on process indicators and inconsistent outcome measures (Dowling et
al. 2004; Zakocs & Edwards, 2006). More recent work has examined theoretical frameworks for
cross-sector collaboration (Bryson et al., 2015), sustainability in healthcare partnerships (Herald
et al., 2015), and key elements supporting effective collaboration across international contexts
(Alderwick et al., 2021; Corbin et al., 2018; Seaton et al., 2018). Despite this extensive
scholarship, most reviews draw primarily from the United States and United Kingdom, rely
heavily on peer-reviewed sources, and examine partnership stages in isolation. These
limitations highlight the need for a Canadian-focused scoping review that integrates academic
and grey literature to examine how multisector partnerships for health promotion form, function,
and evolve across the full partnership lifecycle.

Methodology: Guided by Arksey and O’Malley’s (2005) framework, this review examined peer-
reviewed and grey literature published between July 1996, selected to coincide with the release
of the action statement for the Ottawa Charter for Health Promotion (Canadian Public Health
Association, 1996), and May 2025. Searches were conducted in MEDLINE, Web of Science,
SPORTDiscus, and CINAHL and were supplemented by targeted grey literature retrieval
through professional networks, relevant organizations, conferences, and a structured
DuckDuckGo search limited to the first four pages of results (Bruner et al., 2015; Shirazipour et
al., 2015).

Results & Conclusion: The review offers a descriptive overview and thematic synthesis of
Canadian multisector partnerships for health promotion, mapping publication trends, partnership
terminology, lifecycle stages, success factors, challenges, theoretical frameworks, and priority
gaps across formation, maintenance, and institutionalization.
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