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[ Abstract] Objective To investigate the current status of decision-making self-efficacy among family
members of patients with advanced cancer and analyze its influencing factors.Methods From June to De-
cember 2022,180 family members of patients with advanced cancer from a tertiary A hospital were selected
by convenience sampling and then surveyed using the general information questionnaire,the Chinese ver-
sion of the Family Decision-Making Self-Efficacy Scale,the Social Support Rating Scale,and the Simplified
Coping Style Questionnaire.Multiple linear regression was used to analyze the influencing factors of deci-
sion-making self-efficacy among them.Results A total of 180 family members of patients with advanced
cancer were surveyed. The average score of family members’ decision-making self-efficacy was (3.48 £
0. 66) points.Multiple linear regression analysis showed that family members’ gender, marital status,aver-
age monthly household income per capita,coping style,total social support score,as well as patients’ edu-
cation level,age,and willingness to use a ventilator were influencing factors of the self-efficacy (P <C0.001).
Conclusions The decision-making self-efficacy score of family members of patients with advanced cancer is
at a moderate level.Medical staff should develop corresponding family decision-making assistance and inter-
vention programs to enhance their decision-making self-efficacy and help them make reasonable decisions
that align with the actual situation of patients and families.
[ Key words] advanced cancer; family members’ decision-making self-efficacy; social support; coping style
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