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Abstract

This paper systematically reviews domestic and international evaluation tools for nursing humanistic
care perception, analyzing aspects such as tool development and application, theoretical foundations,
evaluation methods, evaluation content, as well as reliability and validity. The current status and
existing limitations are examined, aiming to provide a reference for the development or selection of
scientific and reliable nursing humanistic care perception assessment tools.
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Table 1. Basic characteristics of domestic and foreign scales for the perception of nursing humanistic care
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