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MBI NEY 57— a VBT ORAPRFICET S
H A Gh R 3 7 BT Al o) LR

Hr 1E—
EHEADw ) SAEHw ) SARREI N F—2 a3 U

CFRZ 30 4E 5 A 30 H524)

BRI ANEY 7= 3 VBT O B OEEZ oW T 4 D0 B ARGE R E 7
i % W EERRGES L7z, S RIEREH Y NE ) 57— 3 YIwMic 39 4 H Bk ABE L7z 142 %
CEHER 728 1%) OBZZ G L Lz, mEEHIE36 ATho7z. UNEY 7= 3 YRIEDS
A BT o 37 2 B (2 HH 24 B3 & 4 O @ H ARFE U 7 1 37 ifi © STRATIFY, Morse A7 — )b
(Morse Fall Scale), WIIA47 —n (AEPEEO B OfEHREL FMNTELTLARX Y b
V=1, MERAT—V (WETRER 7T AA Y b2 T y—b) #HWCEHIEI L7z, Bl fahReE
LX) RGAmEE Y A7 B LB A 7 BB LT, ROC T R 4475041 (Kaplan-Meier
) BHVCHBEEOERE Y A7 % kL 72,

Morse A% — )V CHEBI ) A 7 BEDSEHEIILY 2 7 BEX DEE Y 2 7 DSE WA SN 2 3B 7:
(Kaplan-Meier #: : P=0.096 (log-rank), /M — FIt : 1.748, 95%CI : 0.906~3.375, P=0.096). ROC
TRHTERIC A v b A 7% F%E L72A S, Morse 27 — )V CHEBIE Y A 7 BEDSIEEIE ) 2 7 B
W L CTHizE Y 2 7 A EICE Do 72 (Kaplan-Meier 3 : P=0.029 (log-rank), N¥— Kt :
2.164, 95%CI : 1.065~4.401, P=0.033).

L D FAE TN B H Tld Morse A7 — )V OREIFENASHE R TH 5 L& 2 7. Wi %28
WIZFMT 5121, BAICE > TE ROC T CHRFE OB P M OEE Y A2 oh v M4+ 7
HEFRE LY, FREEGTEIT) EPLETH L.

(HWESEEERE, 67 @ 100—107, 2019)

—%—7—F—
BB NE) 7= 3 Y, BB, s

=908 5] DB

AR )N ) F—3 g YIZBWCHEENZHEENIZ S
NBEWREDO—>TH DY, HENIZSMEL LIRS b F 4
L, UNEYT—2 a3 yOfEfiicfls THET LI LD
MEENLY, 2070, WEHINEY) 77— 3 Vil
ABEH DR B E R LT b kG L 7 g Bk s At
HEETH 5.

ABE B OWREF UMY CH AP EEEZ R E L
7o AR S B ST B HARGERR O A
ZIEB A D B E SN TV B S, FEH ) e
T—3 a YRk - B ORNMA R BE g & L iRE
TEHTG % LR L 723k 513 w2 2 TRE Y ey
T — 3 3 YRMRT IR — A B T 2 2 g A
AP, REFINC oW TILIRRE L, T - dmE T Ee
fili % 47 9 B OFEE S D MR L7z

BRI NE ) F— 3 3~ A RS 39 H B s
ABE L7 gE B X O I o B3 142 x4 e L
72(BAME 3k — M%E). SHOFETIZ HBETFH
i, PEVERRR T M, RS, B X O,
LR CARYEARY S AN By

fnBEE[ AT R BRI, BRI, 2FTwiD,
FTRoZD LT, K-HEDLIFZENI DRI
FRBLY L EDRO—EBOVIETORAE. 77D
HHEE IR, BB ELRALLONINCEALD
RHEHL EOFE Y)Y TOFROLEIR] L LK
BODEFR EHWI A YTV T VT
FLUR—=F, ANV TFREERE HTRAL 72,

B FFEM L FIBETH B I N F— 3 VRHE
1% CTABRROZBE - YN 77— a3 Vil 2 1
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1To 7z, WBIFEHMTIE St Thomas's Risk Assessment
Tool in Falling Elderly Inpatients : STRATIFY®" H A
FERR (BINS, 2011)", Morse Fall Scale™ ™™ H AGERRK
(BIS, 2011)", BAE v 5 o 9 s B o fa B % 71
T&H7XAXY bPy—1F (M5, 2010)7, LE]f&l:
B7TEARX PRIT Y= (FRHS, 2010)" 0 4 5
w7z, UEXNTIEZNZN STRATIFY, Morse
A =N, WA =, FHA T —VERLE F7z2,
4 DOFHIFERBIfERR L NV & SEREICAH L TWwizo
T, YL TIIEREI( A2 L~ 227/, 11(Y)
A7~ I (V) A7 EWw~K) & LTl 7.

FARTH H TR E RS, PR RE T AR EE O
A, A, BB ORI, BEEZE), R BEAE, WRm
Wi (H), AREEIR (H), HEAGERREHMGRY, HHE
AR TR EN I BRBENY B 2R (FIM : Functional Inde-
pendence Measure) ', Hinfid, it EE O og, K
B, B X O 4 > OB HlEHG (STRATIFY, Morse
A=), HIIAr—)v, FEAAr—v) & L7,

B RE IR B ORI, R, RE, 1§
TEBE, #m)R G Fisher O IEREME, e, FRUIH, A
BeIi,  HEAERERERM 2 (R, ABEke B & ONREE
EE FIM, 4 2 OisE ¥ 50 5 %0 Mann-Whitney U
Mg, HEEGHEEEHIE (RE) & FIM @ AR & Bk
D I 1E Wilcoxon #7514 NEAZ FIM 7 &2 F v 72,

4 O OB M EFA 0§ 8 £ B BERE 45 (20 Il B (iR
B2 EBRE) ToLEESH (Kaplan-Meier
3 ATV, AR O IRIZI1E log-rank g 2 F v 7z,
SRBISE A O M & R AT 2 2 Receiver Operat-
ing Characteristic (ROC) fi##7 THiEd L, ROC HH#tO T
OTRE (H#% F iR © Area Under the Curve (AUC)) %
Delong #:Clb# L 72, F 72, AUC ® 95% 12 #H X 1t
(CI : Confidence Interval) d & H L7z, ROC f#Ar CREEE
EHRFREOMMRKE 5L &EH v ME (4> b
T 7)) &L CHEBL.

WA G OB fa e & 0 fa s T 2 lim ) A 2
B, GRE I+ 2K R 2B U CIRE, FRERE,
Fptkry s, BEPEm s, BWrREEE, Belh ek, Rtk
KRB L TTB%CI bEM L. 72, ROC T =17
W, AUC #HBE L7z, 2 BEoAF B o iz, log-
rank 58 B X O Cox DHBI NG — PG X D N — F
I (HR : Hazard Ratio), 95%CI & v 7-.

WRICH - wE S v b4 7 CEEE) 22 8, i
BIKY) 2 7 A SR, KE, JRRE, Bk
Btk =R, BWrRGEE, BPERLk, BB L O
95%CI & L7z, 72, ROC f#NT % 17\ AUC % Lbig
L7z, 2HOEFIMBOILERIZIE, logrank HE % v,
HR, 95%CI b5 L7z

WETOFEAMET 5% & L, 5% Rz AEEH Y &
HEL, TABEEZRDIEOARGEKEESY% TOR

M (Power) b8 L7z #5HY 7 ME EZR version
135”8 & U Free JSTATY % i 7-.

fRIZRVECE

AIFFEIE D 0 ) SAHREOMILBELER R SOKEE 2
TR L7z, R L - EHGE, WFgEH ID 7 — %
OFAE L ETRL, AR E SN WE ) ICEEL
7z.

#w R

HHRIE 1424 TH Y, BEEHIL 36 HTH 72
X8 44, W61 44, “FIENE 72.8 ik, BTN
I 51 %, BMAEZE 89 44, FILIL + BNAlZE 2 4 CTh - 7=
SEE R 29.7 H, “F3 ABEWIRIE 1004 H, ABER-F
¥ H R AR RERTANN X 8.3, ABElF¥ FIM & 67.4 GEE)
THH 460, FRMIEH 21.3) Th - 7z, dnflBE 1T ABE R
PEBEICEPo 72 BRI TIERATERESI S 272 (R
1). BEORER AR LiRE EE & JEiRp AR M Tl
HEAEI R o72(3K2). BRI 1 Mt 32 4,
2254 4C, WEEINIHE (Xy F¥ 4 F) 211,
M L6M, FF7MH, HE2MH, T4V —2 (L% -
REEE)2 M, FoM2 M THo7z HBEIEAMIK
LIE P OERNZ 5 M THh 72, T2, EEEEOWIE
finf F CoOMMIE 5~146 HTH Y, FI5 630405 (H
Jefti 59) HTH -7z Akt & BEER o KTl H WA
PEREREM (%0 (GBI ERE, mERE, BXO
IR B & DI BT (P<0.05, Power>08) L
725, FIM Cld#es, SEIHH, PRI H BRI 4
B, BEERE, FREERZLDICHRICLALTV
(P<0.05, Power>0.8).

A BB R o0 2T BT IE, inBl R & s RS
AEAEZRORP o7z (£3). FHFITHED R fGbRE
I~I Fofzf, Rl EFHIE 4 OM) TH o7z, K
HA 7 — )V CRAEREE T4 T 2 BH TV o7z,
COEMREED 3T TOELAGHIT VT 1L D logrank
METHEEZRD R, o7-0T, 3EHMICIZEREY 2
TICHEEDN ol b EZ 7. HRERT =V TIfEH
BEIIZ0HTHH-720T, BHRIEI L I OREKRE %2>
7oA, BEAEZED LD -7z ROCIENTTO AUC Tl
4ODFMIiE D 05 L ETH 57228, kimTD Morse A
F—I® 0606 THY, IKKEETH - 72. AUC DI,
STRATIFY & Morse A% — (| Z | =0.780, P=0.435),
STRATIFY & HJIl A4 — v (| Z | =0489, P=0.625),
STRATIFY & #HH A — (| Z|=0044, P=0.965),
Morse A 77 — )V & Wi JIl 2 7 — v (| Z]=0044, P=
0.965), Morse A7 — NV EHRH A —)V (| Z | =0598,
P=0550), IR —)VEFHRMAr— (| Z | =0539,
P=0590)TH 1), WINDHAEEZRD LD -7z, fnfEl
HUAZEEDOH v b F 7 AIGERE CIERE 1T 12344
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F1 BHEN (REEHE L IEEEEO K

ERE [ e S se o
(142 ) (36 ) (106 %) Pl Power

TR (N)

B 81 23 58

ek 61 13 48 0436
i (k) 728 =121 (75) 729+10.1 (73) 728+127 (76) 0.849
B (N)

i H i 51 14 37

IMIES 89 21 68

Jipd ML+ BsiAst 58 2 1 1 0.500
T (H) 29.7+259 (22) 254+176 (20) 254+225 (18) 0.2
AR (H) 1004+493 (945) 1039421 (90) 774391 (805)  0.0003 >08
H 8 A TR RERR A 2. (R0

YN 8341 (8) 75+42 (7) 7142 (6) 0522

JEBERE 3846 (15) 34+38 (2) 29+40 (0) 0818
ABlE FIM

JEBIE H 460+208 (50.5) 489+180 (525) 525+19.7 (58) 0.699

RHIEHA 21.3+83 (22) 248+83 (26) 247+82 (26) 0.846

&7t 674+268 (725) 736+236 (77.5) 772+265 (85) 0.780
RPERE FIM

TEB)IE H 634+2438 (73) 681+177 (74) 67.3+229 (76) 0590

RHIEA 250+80 (27) 277+75 (30) 267+81 (29) 0.366

&7t 88.3+3L0 (99) 958+240 (1035) 940298 (105) 0.899
e (L)

EES 92 22 70

V9 B 15 3 12

RN b 1 0 1

Al Nt R 8 2 6

Sl NARAL R 3 0 3

HRENF— L - 21 9 12

s b 1 0 1

BesE - Bk 1 0 1 0.835

i Py £ R, ()

Power |34 BKHE 5% OGO T), Power 1& P<0.05 DR AKIE

L, STRATIFY, Morse A7 — v, FJII A4 —)v, FH
A —VTIEZFNZN2 1, 45 5,7 1,16 S ETH -
7275, ROC EHr OfERIZ LY, Ay M+ 7MHZENRER
14, 554, 64, 138D EERY, &®CTOAFX—VT
FHELIIR oM RE o7z,

53 OB I T O ERME T 2B ) 2 27 8, &
BREE T+11 Z 5B 2 27 Bk & L 72RE o fa bR ds N B,
JEEE - BRRLEE, ROC MRHT, AEAF T OfE S5 5 ol )
Tholz. THHEEEIHRHRA Y —VBE—FE0 o 7205,
&I 72, ROC T T AUC TIEETD AT —
W05 L ETH - 7245, i TH Morse A7 — VD
0576 TH 1), KAEE TH > 72. AUC ® L T3,
STRATIFY & Morse A% — V(| Z | =0.955, P=0.340),
STRATIFY & HiIl 27— (| Z | =0462, P=0.644),
STRATIFY & #HHA 7 —v (| Z]=0018, P=0.986),
Morse A 7 — )V & d )il 2 7 — v (| Z]=0344, P=
0.731), Morse A% —V EFRH A7 —)v (| Z | =0.784,
P=0433), HJIIAr =V EHEH A — (| Z | =0534,
P=0594)TH ), WINIHEEEZRD Rz, HfF

A D logrank MRETHOETHOAT — VTHEEZ R
Do 72h3, Morse A7 — )i log-rank M TH EAE
[\ % 7872 (P=0.091).

Ay b & TS R OEEIEHE O fE R A S &
- JEIRBE, ROC T, AA70 AT 1328 6 ) Th - 7.
ZWIFEEE 1L Morse A7 — VS —F& @ o 7278, &I
o7z, ROCf#HTCTH AUC T &A=V 05 LT
BHol2s, wETHHNNAT =D 0605 ThH Y, k5
THo7. AUCOIKTIE, STRATIFY & Morse A
r—)v (| Z|=0695 P=0487), STRATIFY & HiJIl A
r— (| Z]=0801, P=0423), STRATIFY & #HH X
r—)v (| Z]=0033, P=0.974), Morse A% —) & Hil|
24— (| Z]=0170, P=0.865), Morse A% —J & 7
HAZ7 =N (| Z|=0597, P=0550), HIJIIAZr— &z
HAs = (|Z]=0678 P=0498) THH, »Fhd
HEETZROLP o7 HAASHIE Morse A7 — VT
log-rank Mg A B4 %580, HR2.164(95%IC : 1.065~
4401, P=0033) THo/z. v b+ 7MHFEHREETIE
Morse A7 —WIZBWTHE &Y X 7 BEAXEREICH W

ﬂ_
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F2 BHEN (REEHE L IEEEEO LK)

ERH [ Elg e P&
(142 %) (36 %) (106 %)) "
=
FRHK AR SRR
A5 R 69 16 53
1 JRR 48 17 31
DURE - 0 R 12 2 10 0.283
JihAE 16 3 13 0.761
U RE R (JREE R <) 65 16 49 1.000
i 33 5 28 0.171
W 38 9 29 0.831
1. B
I i 2 e 46 10 36 0543
5 ML i 105 29 76 0.381
VR 41 9 32 0672
A 15 2 13 0.355
IN—=F UV UG - ERRE 3 1 2 1.000
i B g 9 3 6 0.693
Bl 6 2 4 0.643
) 10 2 8 1.000
PN R VA S TR RS 8 1 7 0.680
A 8 3 5 0418
ZE TR WA B B RE A 12 3 2 1 0.158
£ 3 ABEHEE IR coiE, JEnflRE
ERH Hin B Ela iRl
(142 %)) (36 %) (106 %) PAE  Power
T IAT (50
STRATIFY 113=081 (1) 1.25+073 (1) 1.08+0.83 (1) 0218
Morse A 47—V 389+160 (40) 438+16.3 (40) 37.3+157 (40) 0.056
IR — v 597188 (6) 647+1.75 (7) 580=1.90 (6) 0.083
FRHA 7 — v 129+239 (13) 133+2.36 (13) 128+240 (13) 0.280
fil © ¥ = B E, () (g,
Power (&4 BKHE 5% OG0T, Power 13 P<0.05 ORFD AR E.
x4 RN OGRIER AN, A58, ROC T
ATIEH STRATIFY Morse A4 — )V A — v HHEAr — )L
H wE bl e bR R JRRE EE e
A
I (%) 11 27 16 31 20 47 7 15
I () 21 54 18 64 15 43 29 91
I (%) 4 25 2 11 1 16 0 0
BRI (5% o1 IL IIREOE (EA5H)
Log-rank P ffi 0.307 0.195 0.387 0.779
ROC f#AT
AUC 0563 0.606 0595 0560
(0469 ~ 0.657) (0497 ~ 0.715) (0.494 ~ 0.696) (0452 ~ 0.667)

() 13 95% 13 HEIX ).
AUC : Area Under the Curve (it T HiR)

HE) 27 2R WZHETET B BRI X BB A7 WL kB 720,
£ = — R S RIS E R D B D 7, din
- Tz L 3EETH LY. AR EE O THE
e BB, SRS LCHmBEE A L, O CIRE OB VY, FHEF I 20 T % < 2k

=
F
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x5 REFHlioR) A7 (D #EEK) 227 I+1D BFEOfEMEEmR AL, B - FFRE, ROC

MY, AT
AT H STRATIFY Morse A% — v I A5 — v FREA 7 — )V

HEE ) 2y (5

BY Az (1) 11 27 16 31 20 47 7 15

ity 227 (I+1D) 25 79 20 75 16 59 29 91

IR 0.306 0444 0556 0.194
(0.163 ~ 0.481) (0279 ~ 0.619) (0.381 ~ 0.721) (0.082 ~ 0.360)

SR 0.745 0.708 0557 0.858
(0.651 ~ 0.825) (0611 ~ 0.792) (0457 ~ 0.653) (0777 ~ 0.919)

kR s 0.289 0.340 0.299 0.318
(0.154 ~ 0.459) (0.209 ~ 0.493) (0.193 ~ 0.423) (0.139 ~ 0.549)

FapE Y vh = 0.760 0.789 0.787 0.758
(0.666 ~ 0.838) (0.694 ~ 0.866) (0677 ~ 0.873) (0672 ~ 0.832)

WK 0.634 0.641 0556 0.690
(0549 ~ 0.713) (0556 ~ 0.720) (0471 ~ 0.640) (0.607 ~ 0.765)

R P b 1.200 1520 1.253 1.374
(0.665 ~ 2.165) (0.950 ~ 2.432) (0.873 ~ 1.799) (0.609 ~ 3.100)

Rar s b 0.932 0.785 0.798 0.938
(0.730 ~ 1.189) (0572 ~ 1.078) (0534 ~ 1.195) (0785 ~ 1.121)

Hy bk 7 5 2 45 7 16

ROC fighr (k) EU A7 (D) BEEEY 22 I+1D) Hokig

AUC 0525 0.576 0.556 0.526

(0438 ~ 0.612) (0483 ~ 0.669) (0461 ~ 0.651) (0453 ~ 0.600)

AR5 (R YA () BEEK) 22 (I+10) Bk

Logrank P fii 0.736 0.091 0401 0.779

HR 1129 1748 1.326 1125
(0555 ~ 2.297) (0.906 ~ 3.375) (0.685 ~ 2.568) (0492 ~ 2572)

P iti 0.737 0.096 0.403 0.780

() 13 95% [ IEX M.
AUC : Area Under the Curve (Hi# T ifL)

HR : @B 2 21389 24288 27 o — Rl

VRBEDFEAEL, UNEY 7= 3 v OMEFT I - Thinfl
MWEET D I EATREEN LY. ZD 72D (05
ARG - BIRREE, TRE), ) ot HEL 35 RIE
WO NEY) 7 — g VIRBTIEE CRE PRISERT 5
VBN D 5.
2R BB OERE ) A 7 & L CREtFEle, ORI,

W PR, N T v AREE, HEEISIGEMLT, Pz
A, JGEIE, JAT, OEEBoOBEE, JE, KHEE,
FRHNE, WETRREE, PEREEE, M CGEROEE) B
MR, BEIREAR], FIRIE, $05OH], AR E
DOFEFNOMH %2 D% { ODRFRH|E SN TS, Z0D
7o, BT R SR - RN RE 2 HO TR 5 ik
RURBIE R T % LA b TRt L ClzflfapE =
A9 2 ik 2. Bk - RRAREREETM & L C Mini
Mental State Examination®”, Star Cancellation Task®”,
Berg Balance Scale”® ™, FIMY? 7 &E23H 1), —J)i Tl
FTHIE S N7 FIEHT (The Fall Assessment
Questionnaire (FAQ)®, Downton Index”, STRAT-
IFY®) % MR B ICHWA D, MR EEZ 55
5 EN - 4EBE T HEEE (Fall prediction index”, HiJII A
s — )7, The Stroke Assessment of Fall Risk : SAFR*")
bdH L. HNEHARFEROWEE T U EHM CRIEH Y e

V7= a3 YIRBICB W TRIE SN TWw 5 STRAT-
IFY'", Morse A4 — V" HJII A — V7 8 X O —#ki 7
BT S, B PR S W R A T — v @
4 Gl T B B O s B & LG L 72, Morse
A= WIZ N 7= a3 v ABEERE OB T
BERL ol OMWED LD - 7255, Morse A4 — )b
OYREIfE R Clnfl ) A 7 B L iREK ) A 7 BRI
L7238, BB ) 27 BICEZICE VR Y 27 %
72D T Morse A7 — VASEE FHMICHEH TH 5 &
Zz 7.
SESFLRBIT L THEHTE S v il - indk
THEARAY V=1 (BFi#EY—1b) EHINATr =z
B BHE T L 2852 T, PR r—vig, Fi#
Y= ML) BEREGRESE CHE SRS T W LAYE
WEhTwasdboo, EEL3EBFMTEAX Y
V—FELTHHATH S & ENLD, SHORAEDRR
LIRS TV AT — VIR EE IR LT
B SN FHEHI T - 7243, dmB 0 R I
otz SO TIEEZ B TR I BUHYRNZ
B 46 2, KBEE e iiitaiE s Ak LhaEh
Tz, IS OFRSCTIEIN A B E O O3 rh BE
AR EH B OGOV TOREA LD 572D T,
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£6 v M 7EEREGROEBFHROGHEEE AL, K - RRE, ROC N, A7

AEH STRATIFY Morse A — v HFINA r — v FRHA A — )V
B ) 27 (B b 7EFEER)
"WYY 32 81 11 12 30 66 25 60
Ky 2 » 4 25 25 94 6 40 11 46
S 0.889 0.306 0.833 0.694
(0.739 ~ 0.969) (0.163 ~ 0.481) (0,672 ~ 0.936) (0519 ~ 0.837)
R 0.236 0.887 0.377 0434
(0.159 ~ 0.328) (0.811 ~ 0.940) (0.285 ~ 0477) (0.338 ~ 0.534)
kR 0.283 0478 0.312 0.294
(0.202 ~ 0.376) (0.268 ~ 0.694) (0222 ~ 0415) (0.200 ~ 0.403)
[E3ERISEEES 0.862 0.790 0.870 0.807
(0.683 ~ 0.961) (0.706 ~ 0.859) (0.737 ~ 0.951) (0,681 ~ 0.900)
BT 0401 0.739 0493 0.500
(0.320 ~ 0.487) (0.659 ~ 0.809) (0408 ~ 0.578) (0415 ~ 0.585)
Pk e L 1163 2.699 1.338 1.227
(0995 ~ 1.360) (1.307 ~ 5.576) (1.087 ~ 1.648) (0933 ~ 1.613)
Ratk A L 0471 0783 0442 0.704
(0.176 ~ 1.262) (0.624 ~ 0.983) (0.204 ~ 0.954) (0411 ~ 1.206)
J1 v b7l (FakEk) 1 55 6 13
ROC it (71 v b 7MHEER) B A7 B 27 B
AUC 0.562 0596 0.605 0564
(0496 ~ 0.628) (0514 ~ 0.678) (0528 ~ 0.683) (0474 ~ 0.654)
HAEGHT (B v M 7IEFRRER) W) A7 BELARY A 7 BED K
Logrank P 0.126 0.029 0.163 0237
HR 2.205 2.164 1.854 1529
(0.778 ~ 6.250) (1.065 ~ 4.401) (0.767 ~ 4.485) (0751 ~ 3.113)
P i 0.137 0.033 0171 0241

() 13 95% 12X .
AUC : Area Under the Curve (B FHiRL)

HR : fZEHKY 2 2 120§ 2EEEY 27 o — Rt

A RIS T EREED L Do 72 BEDPRE TH - 72
LHEENS. LA L, BEMYANEY F—3 9 VEH
WS ABS 2 2 b B S 0 R B 2 B D B 72 B
EREHLTVWD I FUSNS. T2, BIEH)
YT =33 YIHRMBTIE, ZREREO) N T —
v a s\ o T FIM O8N m L, SRR REI A%
YT A0, FREOIERRLGIHED 2 E A%
WRBEANIERE T 5 BED A DN, ARBREEO K - 58
HIRENIDZALT ALV Ez N5, Lo T
ARSI L 7 g8 3 R C B o BEARE R BEAE O i
FWLZX o TUIRBEPIREMIC 222 LbE 26N
7z

STRATIFY Tl Smith 5 ®#ti5 & FIARIZ A EE
TOWRBEFIMREE KD - 722, 20X ) IEHEEC R
WP AREE 2 T B IR FRIEHE T b, RS
WCHEDPRDH D EDHPE L. ZoRNE L Cligko B
B R un P B R A E T IUL, ) A 7 fE R
WCHRE ) 2 7 DA B RENE D B 577 72 D i T B )
KO AT O WET HLEZT.

By b 7% B E L7z Morse A 7 — b THa B i
Y27 BEEIE) 27 BRICHEEAZRDI-OT, fimfE
FHNIERBIC X > TH R L Z RS Z A, €Ol

105

WD o 7R ER BT LN E L DD EE R

TN, BRSO 2 I, RRRE, ROC AT T
EY B I ENZVD, ABEEFOBEHRITEITbI
TWwab I ek, MR BB SRR TR AT §
BHENVPLNI L EER DL, WM RERS &0 47
AT E P e L THREEE R 72

L&D

HEHI) N ) 7= 3 VRRBTCORMAEREZIZOW
T 420 HARFERESEFNEFEM (STRATIFY, Morse
A=, WINZA =)V, HRHEAT =) 2 Bk
A L7z 513 142 4D AR E T, iRl EEIX 36 AT
otz WBIfERRE L e ) A 7 BRI 2
FEIZDOWT, ROC BN R 475047 (Kaplan-Meier #:) %
F TR L7z,

Morse A7 — NV CHEBEIEY X 7 HEICEE Y 2 7 055
WA BN % 729, ROC FNTIRIC A v M A 7l % TRk E
L7234, Morse A7 — WIZBWTHEEE Y A 2 BEORE
B 27 BEEIZE Do 72 (Kaplan-Meier ¥ : P=0.029
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A Comparative Study of the Predictive Accuracy of the Japanese Version of the Fall-risk
Assessment Tools in Stroke Inpatients at 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 stroke patients at the convalescent rehabilitation ward. Subjects of this study were 142 inpatients
(mean age of 72.8 years old) who were admitted consecutively to the ward for 39 months and thirty six inpa-
tients fell at least once. 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 inpa-
tients: Nakagawa scale, and the revised fall assessment score sheet: Morita scale published in Japanese were as-
sessed simultaneously 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 Morse scale might be recommended for the prediction of fall among the four original tools in Japanese
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=0.091 (log-rank), Hazard Ratio 1.748, 95%CI: 0.906—3.375, p=0.096). In addition, after the
change of the cut-off point by analyzing ROC curve was performed in the Morse scale, the risk of falls was sig-
nificantly higher in high fall risk group compared with low fall risk group (Kaplan-Meier method: p=0.029 (log-
rank), Hazard Ratio 2.164, 95%CI: 1.065—4.401, p=0.033). Therefore, the Morse scale might be a valid tool for as-
sessing the fall risk of stroke inpatients. Moreover, in order to detect fall risk and predict fall appropriately, it
might be required to reassess the fall-risk assessment tools by using both the ROC analysis with the reset of
the cut-off point that defines fall high risk in some cases and the survival analysis for stroke inpatients at the
convalescent rehabilitation ward.

(JJOMT, 67: 100—107, 2019)
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