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[ Abstract] Objective To translate Three Dimensions of Decision Regret Scale into Chinese,and to test its
reliability and validity in cancer patients.Methods According to the Brislin back-translation model, Three
Dimensions of Decision Regret Scale was translated and back-translated,and was adjusted and revised ac-
cording to expert consultation and pre-survey results.From August to October 2023,170 cancer patients in

The Chi-

nese version of the scale contains 18 items in three dimensions; process regret,option regret and outcome

a tertiary A hospital in Hangzhou were selected to investigate its reliability and validity.Results

regret. The results of exploratory factor analysis showed that the cumulative variance contribution rate of
the three factors was 67.432%. The content validity indices at the entry level ranged from 0.833 to 1.000
and the content validity index at the scale level was 0.944.The Cronbach’s « coefficient of the total scale
was 0.913 and the retest reliability of the total scale was 0.824.Conclusions Three Dimensions of Decision
Regret Scale has a good reliability and validity,and is suitable for the measurement of the level of decision
regret in domestic cancer patients.
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