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Abstract

In this paper, first of all, breast cancer patients need the assistance of proxy decision-makers when
they are facing the choice of treatment decisions. Then, the overview, evaluation tools, and in-
fluencing factors of proxy decision-makers for breast cancer patients as well as countermeasures
and suggestions are summarized and analyzed at home and abroad on decision conflict, so as to
promote proxy decision-makers for breast cancer patients to make reasonable decisions, improve
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nursing satisfaction and reduce the occurrence of decision conflict, providing the basis for Chinese
medical personnel to carry out further research on decision conflict and explore the effective de-
cision support system to promote the development of nursing.
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