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[ Abstract] Objective To explore the latent classes of the preparation for decision-making in young and
middle-aged female cancer patients, and to provide the basis for constructing individualized decision aid
scheme.Methods A total of 504 young and middle-aged female cancer patients from 2 tertiary A hospitals
in Zhenjiang from June 2021 to November 2022 were selected as research objects by convenience sampling
method.General data questionnaire and preparation decision making questionnaire(PrepDM) were used for
investigation.Latent class analysis (LCA) was used to classify decision-making preparation of young and
middle-aged female cancer patients,and multiple Logistic regression analysis was used to analyze the differ-
ences in patient characteristics among different categories.Results The patients were divided into 4 latent
classes, namely decision information imbalance type (33. 33%), strong benefit-weak communication
(11.51%) , strong communication-weak benefit type (11.31%) and sufficient decision preparation type
(43.85%) .Multiple Logistic regression analysis showed that education level, payment form, monthly in-
come and disease stage were the factors influencing potential categories(all P<C0.05).Conclusions There
are 4 latent classes of the preparation for decision-making among young and middle-aged female cancer pa-
tients.Medical staff should pay attention to the characteristics of different latent classes and develop targe-
ted decision assistance programs to improve their decision-making preparation level.
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