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B’ &

M NEY T — 3 a YRBT O HAGE B> WEE 0 L

He 1FE—
EgEAbw ) SAELHw ) SAHREINEY F—2 3 UFF

(PR 30 45 4 F 5 HZAT)

EE EBEHY AN F— 3 VRRTOEENIZOWT 4 D0 HAGE B 7 150 & FH v H i
Mt L7z, WS NE ) 7— 3 3 IBRIC 27 7 H Bk A R L 72 366 44 (CFI4E#: 77.6 i) O
BEEZNGE L BHEHEEIZOANTH-72. UNE ) 7= 3 YRHEDSARBEREO R % 26124
WEHE 4 OO ARGEREE WM 0 STRATIFY, Morse A4 — v (Morse Fall Scale), HJil
A=V (MEPBZEONHEREORRELZ FMNTELZ7LAX Y M=), HFRHATF—V (&
FIBEE T EARA Y PRI T7y—b) EHWTENI L. $72, WERERE L )R 26
A7 BEERBEK Y R 7 BECHHE L C, ZEFEEESFE (Receiver Operating Characteristic : ROC)
fRMT e A 470 H (Kaplan-Meier ) # W CHE OB ) 2 7 & gL /2.

FHHAZ — VTR EY A7 FESEEAAL) 2 7B X DEEY X 7 35 A EE0 % 2o 7
(Kaplan-Meier # : p=0.052(log-rank), 2 ¥— FIt : 1.719, 95%CI : 0.989~2987, p=0.055). —
#, ROC NI v A 7% Fiaed L72Ha1E, IR — )V ClaflE ) A 7 fEDSHLE{K )
A7 BRI L CHaf ) A 7 S I E D - 72 (Kaplan-Meier #: : p=0.0345 (log-rank), /»¥%—
I @ 1.873, 95%CI : 1.037~3.382, p=0.038).

RE) 27 OB NE ) F— 2 g YIEHTIRE) A7 2l L, dEE 2 @i ey
%121, AT & o Tid ROC M CRE OB FRIRHI OBl ) A 7 7 v b 7 iz FakE L,
FAFIMEATH) TEDVUETH .

(HMSEBERE, 67 @ 30—37, 2019)

—%—7— f—
W) N = a S, B

oI B &

W) NE) 7= 3 YRBEOEEIFEAERIL, Ak
WwkE & D # 3L MR TH B LW SN TS s
BIPRix e e UCls), BEGE, MRS, OB
M- BHE - ATETNT Tu—F, BEEROMA, W
B A7 GHil - ABIE, REE - WO AR EOWRBREL
OSSR NSRS RS S ST F 72, i il
& LTE L OB FREHE AEE IR SN THD. &
3199 B C s B ARG L2 D v T RS L 72 2R
EdHsboo, BEHYNEY 7— a3 Yk - T
DB P P EFAG D W T OB L 728 134 2%
W2 T HARER s B T RGO LY 2 [l ) o
7= a YHRAT O ATV, BRI 2 4T ) B
ER D BRI L 7.

EEPU N Y F—3 9 > AR 27 H H B2k
ABE L7235 366 Zaxt4 & L7z (BAME IR— M
78).

BRBNATREIERRIC, BRI, 2FFwizD,
FTRo2D LT, K- Hmd L iFZEn L D IRn il
FRBLY 2 EDRO—FB DV 2TOLE. 7 HD
AEZ IR, BHGERALPONIICLADD
R HWEHZ EOFE YW TOHELOL IR L LK
HBOOEF RV BEEA VYT TV T
Y FLUAR=bN, AV TR#EE TR L.

B FHRHMHIE EBEETH LI N T— 3 VEHIE
1% TABROBE - )N 57— 3 Vi 2 &1
7o 7z, B FHEHIIE St Thomas's Risk Assessment
Tool in Falling Elderly Inpatients : STRATIFY'""™ H A
FERR (BILS, 2011)%, Morse Fall Scale™ ™" HAGERRK
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(FELS, 2011)Y, JAEH 25 o 9 Inliis ) o i B B % 730
TEAT7TEAXY MU= (M5, 2010)", UGk
B7€xAy bAa7 = (FHHS, 2010)7 0 4 540
W7z, BEXNTIEZ N 2N STRATIFY, Morse
A=), WINA =, HFHAr—V ez $72,
4 O DFHTERER L NV % SEREICHE L TWizo
T, UL TREREI( A2 L~ A2/, ()
27 fn~rh), I () 27 Enw~K) & LTkl 7.

A H 3R, R E O ARG O
A, AR, B, REWUIE (H), ABENIE (H), H#®
ATEARRERTAG 2, B W AR IS TG B X PR AR Y 7 EE R A vk
(FIM : Functional Independence Measure)'”, ¥/ 4G,
B RE OB, WEATT, B X4 o oiE Tl
Ml (STRATIFY, Morse A7 —, WA —)v, 7*
HAAr—n) &L7.

B R E L IREE R ORISR, BE, iRk
Fisher O IEMEME, Ay, HRwNIE, ABHIE, HHEE
TEREREREMIZE (U550, ABEREB X ONREER: FIM, 420
#8705 5 4500 E Mann-Whitney U #t%E, H 4 A 1G4%
RERTIZE (Ri%0) & FIM o ARe & BBk i1 Wil
coxon £ 5 fHMERLAI 2 % v 72,

4 D OHRBEFFEAC & 2 $z 8 s Bt B T 4 12 ) Il di B
(HEEIA 2 P BB R) £ ToAFESHT (Kaplan-Meier
) AT, AR O IR log-rank M & 72
B FS LR O A M & R AN A R & 248 R B R
(Receiver Operating Characteristic : ROC) f##T THiEt
L, ROC M#to T Ot (Hi# A% © Area Under the
Curve (AUC)) % DeLong ¥ F 7213 Bootstrap 1% TH%
L7z, F7:, AUC ® 95% f5#EX 1 (CI : Confidence In-
terval) HHE M L7z, ROC T CIREEE & J¢BE ORI D K
KELDWMEERES y ME (v b4 7MH) L LTH
L7,

WIHZF ORBEME L V) fEME T 2 ) 22
B, G T+ 24K R 7B UCIRE, FREE,
Brtkry =g, REPEmsss, BWrREEE, BetE Rk, Btk
KRB L B%CI bHEM L. £72, ROCEHTO
AUC ZIbig L7, 2B oEF o kIZiX, logrank
Mg B & O Cox DHBINY — Nk & ) N — i
(HR : Hazard Ratio), 95%CI % f\ 7=,

WRICH - wE S v M4 7 TR 22 8, i
B A 7 BER FEEB L, BB, FRRREE, BERg R,
Bathry =R, BWrRGEE, BPERik, BB L O
95%CI b5 L7z, %72 ROC N %47\, AUC % Lbig
L7z, 2HOEFIMBOILIRIZIE, logrank B % v,
HR, 95%CI 5L 7.

METOF AT 5% & L, 5% Rz AEEH Y &
HEL, THABEEZRDLEOARGEKEESY% TOR
I (Power) dHEM L7z #EFY 7 NI EZR version
1.358 & U Free JSTAT® % v 72,

fRIERYECE

AT D 0 ) SAHREOMILELERR SOKEE 2
TR L7z, WU L -, BFgEH ID 7 — %
OFME L E TR, MAPRFE SN WE HIZEEL
7z.

T S

HEIE 366 4 TH D, WREEZIL60HTH- 72 M
(I 146 44, KPR 220 %4, CPI9AEHG 77.6 7, BRI
MAEBREE 127 44, EBh 2 E 205 44, BERREMERE - i
X34 54 Th o7z FIRFLIN 254 H, P ABEHIRIX
817 H, ABEWRE T3 B EIGTERRATIE 7.2, ABEK P
FIM & 766 GEBIEH 519, #AMIEH 247) TH o7,
ERBRE AR EEICE o7, BRETIIAS
BEEVE o7z (1), EEEMBUIEEE 1 5346 44, 2
[239 %, 32334, 40524 T, WESHTIIHRE
(N B4 F) 4810, A L QH, FEET 15MH, #HEE2
M, 7oA —2 (A% - HEEE)6 b, oMl 2 b TH-o
7o, REELICE 2B P OREIZ 10 MTHh - 7. ix
BlEEOMMIEE £ TOWIMIX 2~146 H T, F¥51.2
+36.1 (H9efii 435) HCTH o 72, At L BER oL T
W HEEERRREEEN (50 1 ZBFERRIC A, R R
#H, FEEERZELDICHREICKTLTEY (P<005,
Power>08), FIM Ti3#, EHTHH, 323 H 138k
RICafE, mEEE, JFREREEDITHRICERL
Tw7 (P<0.05 Power>038).

NG R ToYet: e S e iR e
AREZEEZ RO 72 (3£ 2). JEFITHED Rl fa s 1~
I #odnf, s EEBITE I OB TH o7z FRM
A7 —NVTIHERE TICELT 2 BH T eh o7z, Z
DfEMRERD 3 BETOELLSI T VT 1L D logrank
ECHEAZRD RN - 7-0T, IBHICIEEE) 22
WCHBENRWEE Rz 72 72720, FREAF— 1V TidfE
BIETIZ04T, HRIEI & T Ol E ko228, FHE
HEBD L5725 DD, logrank ¥ %E T P=0.052 T
Ho O THEMNZRD 2. ROC #HTTo AUC Tl
4DOOFHIIE D 05 L ETH o728, IRHBTH A AT —
VD 0615 THY, IFETH-72. AUC DILEETO D
fili, Z A& ITHxHECREIR L 72. STRATIFY & Morse
A4 —)v (D=029133, P=0.771), STRATIFY & HiJI[ A
r—)v (Z=1958, P=0.050), STRATIFY & M A7 —
VW (Z=0519, P=0604), Morse A% —)V & HiJI[ A —v
(D=1.632, P=0.103), Morse A7 — )V & fHHAr — v
(D=0.1464, P=0.884), HJII A r— W EHHRr—Iv (Z
=1536, P=0.125) TH Y, WIFNHEELEZED Lo
72 BB A 2O A v b A 7 EIEE CIRERE T
1234 L, STRATIFY, Morse A% — )V, HiJIl A —)b,
HRHRr—nvcizeheh 2 i, 45 5, 7, 16 Ml L
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F1 BFENE BEEE L IREEE O LE)

2BE (366 %) B BE (60 %) B EE (306 %) P Power
TR ()
Bk 146 31 115
2k 220 29 191 0.092
AEHE (%) 776+126 (80) 76.0x116 (78) 779+128 (80) 0.091
/3N
i nIRER S 127 28 99
S 2 A 205 27 178
J5E A A B - At 34 5 29 0.102
R (H) 254+218 (185) 254+176 (20) 254+225 (18) 0.559
ABEE (H) 81.7+40.7 (85) 1039+42.1 (90) 774+39.1 (805) 0.0000 >0.8
H AR AR 2 (%0
NS 72+42 (6) 75+42 (7) 71+42 (6) 0475
H PR 3.0+40 (1) 34+38 (2) 29+40 (0) 0.143
ABERE FIM
JEFYIH H 51.9+195 (57) 489+180 (525) 525+19.7 (58) 0.095
RS H 247+82 (26) 248+83 (26) 247+82 (26) 0.967
&t 766+26.0 (84) 736+236 (775) 772+265 (85) 0.163
BBERE FIM
L) IEH H 674x221 (75) 681+17.7 (74) 67.3+229 (76) 0.284
RS H 269+80 (29) 277+75 (30) 26.7+81 (29) 0.562
&t 943289 (104.5) 958240 (1035) 94.0%29.8 (105) 0471
HRdsE (N)
EES 255 40 215
R BE 47 10 37
AR b 4 1 3
Sl NRE i RE 15 3 12
FERAEEE N AR — A 6 1 5
HEENF— L 32 3 29
R B 5 2 3
R - R htiae 2 0 2 0515
fiti @ 3 = R, () I3y
Power (34 #/KH#E 5% OB 50O )], Power 1 P<0.05 DIRED AL,
F 2  ABERERE T IEEAGC ofinf, FEdnf g nk
G (366 %) B BE (60 4) B (306 %) P Power
BRI (%0
STRATIFY 154094 (1) 155091 (2) 154=095 (1) 0.847
Morse A7 —Jv 476+17.7 (50) 46.7+162 (475) 478+179 (50) 0.507
HITA r — v 484+204 (5) 552%159 (6) 471+209 (5) 0.005 >0.8
FHHAr —)v 132+2382 (13) 134+275 (135) 132+284 (13) 0.377

il P = B, () b

Power 13 H K 5% O¥a o)),  Power 1 P<0.05 DRED AR E.

TdH o775 ROCHHIORRIZEY, By bF 7MHIZT

W, WA =V CTHRF LR 7R E o7z

JH 3 ORREIRHIE T O fE R 1T 25 A 78, f&
BREE T+11 ZdnBfk Y 2 7 B & L 720 fEEm N,
JREE - FRREE, ROC f#HT, LS ofERIZFE40@E Y
ThHolz. BWHERHRHA T — VR —FE» - 72D,
B 12K A - 72. ROC f##T T AUC Tl Morse A7 —
W05 Kl TH Y, D 321305 ETHo722% i
ECHOHEMATr— 1?0562 THY, KIEETH - 7.
AUC OB TO Z AHIZA i TRIE L 7. STRATIFY

& Morse A 4 — v (Z=0933, P=0.351), STRATIFY
EHII A —)v (Z=0248, P=0.804), STRATIFY & #
HZ 4 —)v(Z=0974, P=0.330), Morse A4 —)L & fiJl|
A4 — v (Z=1016, P=0.310), Morse A% — )b & FH X
= (Z=1.779, P=0.075), WA r—VEHEHA T —
WV (Z=0897, P=0370) THH, WIFhdHFREETRD
otz EDHO logrank METLETH A — )b
THBEAZRD o7, HRHAT— IV CTRBEETIZO
DT, EREIL & L Dk E % 1, logrank BE T
ARz 8072 (P=0052).

# v N E TR E R OB O fEBREE AL, K
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®3 BRI OGN, AAESHT, ROC AT

A TH H STRATIFY Morse A7 —Jb HJI| A 4 — v HHZA -V
e LR Fefix i Jefs it Jes it Feifi
fabsEE

1 () 31 148 31 169 16 64 18 54

1 (f) 22 120 26 114 37 154 42 252

I (%) 7 38 3 23 7 88 0 0
wEEFHE (R o1 I, TMIEORE CEFEHH)
Log-rank P 0.82 0.606 0116 0.052
ROC f#hr
AUC 0.507 0.527 0.615 0.536
(0433 ~ 0.582) (0.451 ~ 0.603) (0.546 ~ 0.683) (0453 ~ 0.619)

() 13 95% FE X H.

AUC : Area Under the Curve (it T Hif)

x4 EEFHMMGOS) A2 (IOD LK) 227 I+1D) HEofalesmE A,

&L - RERLEE, ROC AT, AT

AT H STRATIFY Morse A% — v IR — v HHA A — v

W) 2 s (JEE)
YAz (10D 31 148 31 169 16 64 18 54
&y 227 (I+1D) 29 158 29 137 44 242 42 252
J&JE 0.517 0517 0.267 0.300

(0.384 ~ 0.648) (0.384 ~ 0.648) (0.161 ~ 0.397) (0.188 ~ 0.432)
FEREE 0.516 0.448 0.791 0.824

(0459 ~ 0.574) (0.391 ~ 0.505) (0.741 ~ 0.835) (0.776 ~ 0.865)
[l ES 0173 0.155 0.200 0.250

(0.121 ~ 0.237) (0.108 ~ 0.213) (0.119 ~ 0.304) (0.155 ~ 0.366)
[ESERISEIES 0.845 0.825 0.846 0.857

(0.785 ~ 0.894) (0.759 ~ 0.880) (0.799 ~ 0.886) (0.812 ~ 0.895)
Wk 0.516 0.459 0.705 0.738

(0.464 ~ 0.569) (0407 ~ 0512) (0.655 ~ 0.751) (0.689 ~ 0.782)
B P b 1.068 0.936 1275 1.700

(0.815 ~ 1.400) (0.718 ~ 1.219) (0.795 ~ 2.046) (1.077 ~ 2.682)
Ratk B b 0.936 1.080 0.927 0.850

(0.705 ~ 1.243) (0.808 ~ 1.442) (0.788 ~ 1.092) (0.715 ~ 1.011)
Ay b7 (JEE) 2 45 7 16
ROC fi#hr (k) E A2 (D) BELEY 227 I+10) #EoK

AUC 0517 0482 0.529 0.562

(0.447 ~ 0.586) (0413 ~ 0.552) (0.468 ~ 0.590) (0.500 ~ 0.624)
AR ORi) YAz (D) #EE) A2 (I+1D) #Hokik
Log-rank P fii 0.546 0.808 0.893 0.052
HR 1.170 0.9385 1.041 1.719

(0.702 ~ 1.951) (0562 ~ 1.566) (0579 ~ 1.873) (0.989 ~ 2.987)
P fii 0.546 0.808 0.893 0.055

() 13 95% 1R MEIX .
AUC : Area Under the Curve (Hi# i)

33

HR : 8ER) 2 7153 24Bm Y 27 oy — Nt

B - FESREE, ROC AT, 4707132 5 o) Th o 72,
TR IR R 7 — VS —F & D o 7205, KB ITK
Mo 72, ROC f#HT T AUC Tl Morse A7 — V2505
KHTHY, D 3D1Z 05 ETH 7228 s THH
AT —=N® 0607 THY, EIEETHo72. AUC DL
BTo Z EIZMxE TRtk L7z, STRATIFY & Morse
A4 — )V (Z=1.389, P=0.165), STRATIFY & HJI| A/ —
v (Z=1.784, P=0.074), STRATIFY & #FH A 7 — v
(Z=0974, P=0.330), Morse Ar — )V LIl 2 7 — v
(Z=3.358, P=0.001), Morse A% — )V & FHHAr — v

(2z=2304, P=0.021), FI)NAFr—NVEHZFHAr—n (Z
=1.043, P=0.297) T& - 7z. Morse A7 — )V & HiJI| X r —
WV, Morse A7 — WV EFRMATr — VIRICE A% D
7z HAFGHTIEHRII A 7 — )V T logrank MEICHE HAE%
2%, HR1.873 (95%IC : 1.037~3.382, P=0.038) T& -
7e. v MAZEBERERTEPNIA T — VBT
HlE) A7 EPHERBICEHWERE) X7 23807

z =
B - g OB EIEE OB EL,
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x5 v M 7EHREGOEBFHROGHEE AL, K - FRE, ROC I, A7

AT E STRATIFY Morse A7 — )b HJI A 4 — v HHA A —
) 22 (B y b F 7R ER)
YAy 31 148 20 127 45 164 18 54
Ky 22 29 158 40 179 15 142 42 252
S 0517 0.817 0.750 0.300
(0.384 ~ 0.648) (0.696 ~ 0.905) (0.621 ~ 0.853) (0.188 ~ 0.432)
FRRRE 0516 0.265 0.464 0.824
(0459 ~ 0574) (0216 ~ 0.318) (0407 ~ 0522) (0.776 ~ 0.865)
(AR RE 0173 0.179 0.215 0.250
(0.121 ~ 0.237) (0.135 ~ 0.229) (0.162 ~ 0.277) (0.155 ~ 0.366)
Ra kg 0.845 0.880 0.904 0.857
(0.785 ~ 0.894) (0.796 ~ 0.939) (0.847 ~ 0.946) (0.812 ~ 0.895)
WK EE 0516 0.355 0511 0.738
(0464 ~ 0.569) (0.306 ~ 0.407) (0458 ~ 0.563) (0.689 ~ 0.782)
By A L 1.068 1111 1.399 1.700
(0.815 ~ 1.400) (0.968 ~ 1.274) (1169 ~ 1.674) (1.077 ~ 2.682)
Re P AR L 0.936 0.693 0.539 0.850
(0.705 ~ 1.243) (0.393 ~ 1.219) (0.342 ~ 0.849) (0.715 ~ 1.011)
1y N F 7l (HikEk) 2 55 5 16
ROC f#NT (v M+ 7MEFHER) Y A7 LK) A 7 O
AUC 0517 0.459 0.607 0.562
(0447 ~ 0.586) (0.393 ~ 0.525) (0545 ~ 0.669) (0.500 ~ 0.624)
AR (1 b ZEHOER) B A7 HELIRY R 7 oK
Logrank P fii 0546 0.404 0.0345 0.052
HR 1.170 0.795 1.873 1.719
(0.702 ~ 1.951) (0462 ~ 1.366) (1.037 ~ 3.382) (0.989 ~ 2.987)
P fii 0546 0.406 0.038 0.055

() 13 95% 1R HEIX 1.
AUC : Area Under the Curve (it T i)
HR : 8@E%) 2 7133 2B m Y A7 oy — Rk

STRATIFY A% — WV EFRM R 7 —Vid ROC NS 71 v b4 ZHICEALD 2 r o 72723 4 DA% 148

26.7%, FFEEETI1% TH Y, KEF LY EEDMED o 72,

RIZiFons. ABRBEIZEEONNERNEZ DI L
MWL, FFTUNE ) T = a v 24T ) B B R
R BERE, NT Y ARELR SEE - R A7 05
WIBEDL Y, MEN Y N ) 7= 3 VIRBIT Ol
DLW ED 7D ABEREIZHRE > EEG % 7w, dmE
Bixf s 23 CTAHZ LR Bh, WM TORD HELIKE
fERRKTIIICIR T E VT, BHERIE & FERICHMT
ORBEDEZ DUENH LY. RO - Wi (W
HYBREEIYT ) RN ORI S DI Y A (kS
B VRN B O NBELE D RE) X 713
THEEZONDIZDTHA.

FIEIHY N Y 57— 3 VRTO STRATIFY B &
UF Morse A7 — IVoOigBlE Y A 7 #E L iEfkY) X 7 5
TOBEI TN HAGEFEEY TR, $F5RE, EAo
® logrank & (PAH) 2%, N EN80%, 625%, P
=002, BLU80%, 406%, P=037 TH 7. ShOH
AT 51.7%, 51.6%, P=0546, B LU 51.7%, 44.8%,
P=0808 TH ), MR r—) L& b HARFERZEY X 0 KD
K<, FEFETO STRATIFY TR L N2AHEL W TD
AHEAISNOMETIIRD Lo 7.

HFINZRr— VO TH v b 7flix 701 & L72JHEET
VKB 53.7%, 4F BB 81.0%, 4 o § A TR E

Ay MATiEESICETET S L TR 750%, TR
464% 70, FHFEXDEREIZ LYY, FRREIIKTL
7o F7z, AAFGHTCIZEREIE ) A 7 REAREIR Y 2 S
HICHRTHRICBVIEE Y A 729R8N/. 2ol
EHIT R o — VA i 55 R OB Lk L CRgE &
N7zb oo, WMEREERE 72T CTh EHEERL L
DEDZEENINEY F = 3 VIHHERICD HTIE
¥ 2B B R A B EEG & Ui ST uw 2T RS
HbHEEZ HBHAr—VIZEEHY N EY)F— 3
UIEBETIE R L, BMERRREARB AR TRHE S L
7S, — I BIHEMT O AICE L TR, Ay b EF T
fiiz 5 LL & LG (FEBEE 1 & fabfE 11+ 1D Tl
FCILIKEE 745%, JFREE796% THh - 72h%, 4RO
BETHEBETIZE®ETH 72720 100%, 0% & ko7z.
HIEGHT IR ) A 2 BE L iRBIR) 2 7 BERICAE
FNIFRD Lo 7228, EE) X 7 BIIRED) X7

CAHEMMZ RO 70T, BHRRMICIEEE 7> HEH & L
T RE L & 2 72,

SRORKEE, FRERE, EFESTOKRE 4 DolmEF
WEHEHNT NS JHE L3RR DR TH - 72 ARED
MRV VRS, BB, Batkmrhse®, Bk U e ™, ROC
FENTIC X B AUC, HEAFGHTAHC SN2 A%, dmfEFEE
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MOARERIILT LD R LHECH AL LT RO R
¥, MRBH - EPY JEBEOFREBBLOE NS i
BT R 2 ORI R X > THIBEISEET S
F 72, SlOFAEIL AP TOE®E T TH - 72.
FEHI Y N ) 7— 3 VIRETIE, SRREERE O )
YY) 5— 3 & - T FIM OB N L, B RikaE
REENDYET 5, R EOREIRR G PRAE O Z ki
ECaMUmHEANEREY 52 b H D, SHONRE
%366 44 47 % (R 13%) Atk bk LT B
D, EEHINEY F— 3 YIRBINABRICEED S
fk - BIBENDZALT B PV EZ LN, ABEOE
BIFREG 720 TEIA TS THh- 2R D H 5. 20
720, ETHEDLTOIEMRICT 2720120, 30
AR TR AN % FEHE S % i LS — 5B o B I AT
ATV, BT EE o A & T o PR RS R SHIE H o
RGN, F72EAH o 78O B R 3G T &
/MBS BRI LT TH B2,

Rtk g SR R 4R R E 8 LT AU R Oz ) R 7 13K
<, Btk v LB ) 2 7 5E e BE ol 7
WA EZEZLNDBY . —J, IR BTk R
ThUL, BETEIER S & %2 Ek LiEf &< & LT
HRTHHY. LaL, BEY 27 0 BEDILVEN
ThiuL, [ CB7EHb % Uiz ) 2 7 ok
BEE EASD, $nB Pt R AT S L 70kl b AL
) A7 FIERIHEER Y X 27 SR UREEAT T A3 % Wl fgtk
BdDH. IEMEICTIREEZ RS 5 7201218, 5EE
EREONM A ZE T ALEND LY. SN, W U5
B L H U Tl PRl 247 - 72 0T, REEAMK
WAES L o 2l B T HIEHE L, BN RI L TR
T FEZi. LArLads, MUL) 2EBEREO AR
REHDWATNLOTHIUL, [F UlisB 73l 580 <k
ERTANEERE PRI ZBY L TwbEEZLR
5.

JEPERUF R X BT, ABEFIITH BB
DB TH > THEBIFBTIRE UFFEMIc 2y, R
BRENIZE Z SNTWAR, SR EEG % L im0 5k
ZiToTWB DT, KEWNZEEFHORRL ZDT,
BRI ER D E AL — MR A O X 9 i)
IYVEETHLEEZT.

BEAE B8 AT 2 v B 3403, Ao d)i] 2
F—NVThy METEERRELZL )T, ML
WY GRS B 7200 v b 7HOFRE D
WL E Z 7209,

L OFAOFHMELER 1 %4 Th - 7225, WEITH
BROFHE N5 720, FHlio—FtEE2HO 27200 b
L—= v 7O E ), Gl RS Y OfERE D
PLEZT.

FEH

EEHI Y N ) 7— 3 3 UIRBRABEEE 366 44 (iR
B 60 4) 2450 HARGEEE WG (STRAT-
IFY, Morse A% —J)v, WA —)v, FHHATr—) %
AFBERFRLER 6D & RS ATAM L 72, B 3 kil fie
Fepie & 0 sl ) A 7 #E &R A 27 #1241 T ROC f#
M, AAF5HT (Kaplan-Meier #:) CHEMGE L7z, FRM
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A Comparative Study of the Predictive Accuracy of Fall-Risk Assessment Tools in Japanese in the
Convalescent Rehabilitation Ward

Shoichi Tanaka
Department of Rehabilitation Medicine, Chuzan Hospital

The purpose of this study was to investigate the prediction accuracy of four fall-risk assessment tools in
Japanese in the patients of the convalescent rehabilitation ward. Subjects of this study were 366 inpatients
(mean age of 77.6 years old) who were admitted consecutively to the ward for 27 months and sixty inpatients
fell once at least. The St Thomas'’s risk assessment tool in falling elderly inpatients: STRATIFY, the Morse Fall
Scale: Morse scale, the assessment sheet for the risk degree of first fall prediction in stroke inpatients: Naka-
gawa scale, and the revised fall assessment score sheet: Morita scale published in Japanese were assessed si-
multaneously using the medical records and physical assessments on admission by the physiatrist in charge of
inpatients.

The validity of fall risk prediction in these four scales were performed to assess the differences of high and
low fall risk groups after both the receiver operating characteristics (ROC) analysis and the survival (fall-free
period) analysis (Kaplan-Meier method). P<0.05 was set to denote statistical significance.

The Morita scale might be recommended for the prediction of fall among the four original tools as the risk
of falls was close to significantly higher in high fall risk group compared with low fall risk group (Kaplan-Meier
method: P=0.052 (log-rank), Hazard Ratio 1.719, 95%CI: 0.989-2.987, P=0.055). On the other hand, after the
change of the cut-off point by analyzing ROC curve was performed in the Nakagawa scale, the risk of falls was
significantly higher in high fall risk group compared with low fall risk group (Kaplan-Meier method: P=0.035
(log-rank), Hazard Ratio 1.873, 95%CI: 1.037-3.382, P=0.038).

Therefore, in order to detect fall risk and predict fall appropriately it might be required the reassessment
of the original fall-risk assessment tools by using the ROC analysis with the reset of the cut-off point that de-
fines fall high risk in some cases and the survival analysis in each convalescent rehabilitation ward where
might have the high fall risk.

(JJOMT, 67: 30—37, 2019)
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