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[ Abstract] Objective
and to grade the strength of the evaluations to form recommendations,and to provide an evidence-based basis for clinical prac-
tice. Methods A search was conducted in Embase,PubMed, Web of Science,CNKI, Wanfang, VIP,and China Biomedical Liter-

ature Database for studies on body image assessment tools for breast cancer patients,with the search period ranging from the

To evaluate the measurement properties of body image assessment tools for breast cancer patients

inceptions to February 2024.Based on the Consensus-driven Criteria for Selecting Instruments in Health Measurement (COS-
MIN) guidelines,a systematic review was conducted to evaluate the methodological quality and measurement properties of the
included literature.Results A total of 27 studies were included,with 10 body intention assessment tools for breast cancer pa-
tients, There were 3 generalizations and 7 specificities. The evaluation tool recommendation rating results show that there are
5 grade B and 5 grade C.Conclusions There are some problems in the measurement performance testing methods involved in
each measurement tool,and the methodological quality of the measurement performance of each scale is different. The charac-
teristics and potential defects of different scales should be considered comprehensively when selecting tools.
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