Supplementary Table 1: Bivariate Associations between Survey Items and Level of Interest in Making mealtimes more relationship-centred
	Theory of Planned Behaviour Dimension
	Main effect and test statistic
	Level of main effect
	Level of interest
	Std. Residual

	Attitudes
	How satisfied were you with the residents’ mealtime experience in your home before the pandemic

𝜒2(2) = 5.16, p =.076
	Very dissatisfied/dissatisfied
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.68

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.68

	
	
	Satisfied
	Low interest (≤7)
	1.47

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-1.47

	
	
	Very Satisfied 
	Low interest (≤7)
	-2.26

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	2.26

	
	During the pandemic, have you felt conflicted with balancing safety and relationship-centred care for residents in your home?
𝜒2(1) = 5.18, p = .023
	No/not sure
	Low interest (≤7)
	2.28

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-2.28

	
	
	Yes
	Low interest (≤7)
	-2.28

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	2.28

	Behavioural control
	Number of  education strategies used in past year 	

𝜒2(1) = 0.03, p = .852
	0
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.19

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.19

	
	
	1
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.19

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.19

	
	Number of incentivization strategies used in the past year 
	
𝜒2(1) = 0.16, p = .692
	0
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.40

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.40

	
	
	1
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.40

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.40

	
	Number of training strategies used in the past year 
	
𝜒2(2) = 0.87, p = .646
	0
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.82

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.82

	
	
	1
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.87

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.87

	
	
	2
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.03

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.03

	
	Number of persuasion strategies used in the past year 

𝜒2(3) = 1.93, p = .587
	0
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.82

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.82

	
	
	1
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.31

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.31

	
	
	2
	Low interest (≤7)
	-1.33

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	1.33

	
	
	3
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.11

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.11

	
	Number of coercion strategies used in the past year 

𝜒2(1) = 1.78, p = .182
	0
	Low interest (≤7)
	1.33

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-1.33

	
	
	1
	Low interest (≤7)
	-1.33

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	1.33

	
	Number of environmental restructuring strategies used in the past year 

𝜒2(3) = 15.91, p = .001
	0
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.89

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.89

	
	
	1
	Low interest (≤7)
	2.95

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-2.95

	
	
	2
	Low interest (≤7)
	-3.34

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	3.34

	
	
	3
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.75

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.75

	
	Number of regulation strategies used in past year 

𝜒2(1) = 0.25, p = .617
	0
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.50

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.50

	
	
	1
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.50

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.50

	
	Number of enablement strategies used in the past year 

𝜒2(2) = 5.91, p = .052
	0
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.71

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.71

	
	
	1-3
	Low interest (≤7)
	1.96

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-1.96

	
	
	≥4
	Low interest (≤7)
	-2.38

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	2.38

	
	No change in care in the past year

𝜒2(1) = 0.65, p = .421
	0
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.80

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.80

	
	
	1
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.80

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.80

	Subjective Norms
	Before the pandemic, was your care home making changes to promote resident and relationship-centered care?

𝜒2(1) = 6.517, p = .011
	No/not sure
	Low interest (≤7)
	2.55

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-2.55

	
	
	Yes
	Low interest (≤7)
	-2.55

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	2.55

	
	Sum of Task-Focused Care Mealtime Practices

F(1) = 0.0009, p = .980
	n/a – interpretation “participants reporting low interest scored lower on TF practices by 0.0004 points vs. participants with high interest
	
	-0.004

	
	Sum of Relationship-centred Care Mealtime Practices

F(1) = 2.25, p = .134
	n/a – interpretation “participants reporting low interest scored lower on RCC practices by 0.39 points  vs. participants with high interest
	
	-0.39

	Covariates
	Continuum of care status

𝜒2(1) = 0.843, p = .359
	No
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.92

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.92

	
	
	Yes
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.92

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.92

	
	Chain affiliation 

𝜒2(1) = 0.0009, p = .976
	No
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.03

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.03

	
	
	Yes
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.03

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.03

	
	Profit sector 

𝜒2(1) = 0.0000003, p = .999
	Non-profit/municipal
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.0006

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.0006

	
	
	For profit
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.0006

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.0006

	
	Age of building 

𝜒2(2) = 5.44, p = .066
	≤10 years
	Low interest (≤7)
	-2.32

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	2.32

	
	
	11-20 years

	Low interest (≤7)
	0.17

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.17

	
	
	>20 years

	Low interest (≤7)
	1.47

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-1.47

	
	Home size (active beds) 

𝜒2(2) = 0.398, p= .820
	≤49 beds
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.12

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.12

	
	
	50-99 beds
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.63

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.63

	
	
	≥100 beds
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.48

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.48

	
	Home Location 

𝜒2(5) = 4.873, p = .432
	Alberta
	Low interest (≤7)
	-1.56

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	1.56

	
	
	British Columbia
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.51

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.51

	
	
	Saskatchewan/Manitoba
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.22

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.22

	
	
	The Maritimes
	Low interest (≤7)
	1.68

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-1.68

	
	
	Ontario
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.43

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.43

	
	
	USA
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.16

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.16

	
	Gender	

𝜒2(1) = 0.048, p= .827
	Man
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.22

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.22

	
	
	Woman
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.22

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.22

	
	Length of time working at the home	

𝜒2(3) = 5.619, p = .132
	<2 years
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.81

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.81

	
	
	2-4 years
	Low interest (≤7)
	-1.91

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	1.91

	
	
	5-10 years
	Low interest (≤7)
	1.03

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-1.03

	
	
	≥11 years
	Low interest (≤7)
	1.46

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-1.46

	
	Job Title

𝜒2(2) = 2.314, p = .314
	Foodservice
	Low interest (≤7)
	-0.22

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	0.22

	
	
	Direct Care
	Low interest (≤7)
	1.2

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-1.2

	
	
	Other
	Low interest (≤7)
	-1.09

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	1.09

	
	Age Group 

𝜒2(2) = 1.090, p = .580
	18-39 years
	Low interest (≤7)
	-1.02

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	1.02

	
	
	40-55 years
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.81

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.81

	
	
	≥56 years
	Low interest (≤7)
	0.21

	
	
	
	High interest (8-10)
	-0.21


Note: Chi-square tests were used for categorical predictors. ANOVA was used for the task-focused and relationship-centred care scores as these are numeric. Statistical significance for both chi-square and ANOVA tests was determined using p < .050. Statistically significant standardized residuals are std. residuals > |1.96| (i.e., greater than the 97.5% percentile). A negative standardized residual indicates that fewer participants reported the response in that cell than expected and vice versa. Caution should be taken when interpreting significant standardized residuals when the chi-square statistic is not significant. 
