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[ Abstract] Objective To explore the latent profile classification of post-traumatic growth (PTG) and its
influencing factors in postoperative patients with primary liver cancer.Methods A convenience sampling
method was used to select patients who underwent surgical treatment for primary liver cancer in a tertiary
A hospital from January 2021 to March 2024. The Simplified Chinese Post-Traumatic Growth Inventory
was administered,and latent profile analysis was performed to classify PTG categories.Clinical data were
collected and analyzed using univariate and multivariate logistic regression.Results Among the 204 eligible
patients, PTG was classified into three latent categories:low-growth (20.59%) ,moderate-growth with low
interpersonal relations (42.16%), and high-growth (37.25%). Marital status, education level, monthly
household income, disease duration, cancer stage, adjuvant therapy., coping style, depression level, family
support,and social support were identified as independent influencing factors (P<C0.05).Conclusions PTG
classification in postoperative primary liver cancer patients exhibits heterogeneity, influenced by marital
status,disease severity,and coping strategies.Medical staff should tailor interventions based on these pro-
files to enhance PTG levels.
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