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[ Abstract] Objective
provide reference for the subsequent self-advocacy related research of patients with chronic diseases.Meth-
ods Retrieve date from in CNKI, Wanfang, VIP, Web of Science, PubMed,and Embase,and the included

studies were evaluated based on the COSMIN guidelines.Results

2097-1826(2024)07-0093-04

To evaluate the self-advocacy evaluation tool for patients with chronic disease and

A total of 8 studies were included in this
paper,including 6 English evaluation tools and two Chinese tools;8 studies still had certain risk of bias af-
ter evaluation and recommended grade B;only 2 studies reported structural validity index such as fitting in-
dex;7 studies did not report group correlation coefficient or weighted Kappa value;3 studies conducted em-
pirical cross-cultural validity;none of the 8 studies tested and reported the measurement error.Conclusions

Future studies should supplement chronic disease self-advocacy tools by adding research steps or impro-
ving the research content,and provide a comprehensive evaluation tool for self-advocacy surveys of patients
with chronic diseases according to the COSMIN guidelines.
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