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AbsTrACT
background Falls can lead to severe health loss 
including death. Past research has shown that falls are 
an important cause of death and disability worldwide. 
The Global Burden of Disease Study 2017 (GBD 2017) 
provides a comprehensive assessment of morbidity and 
mortality from falls.
Methods Estimates for mortality, years of life lost 
(YLLs), incidence, prevalence, years lived with disability 
(YLDs) and disability- adjusted life years (DALYs) were 
produced for 195 countries and territories from 1990 
to 2017 for all ages using the GBD 2017 framework. 
Distributions of the bodily injury (eg, hip fracture) were 
estimated using hospital records.
results Globally, the age- standardised incidence of 
falls was 2238 (1990–2532) per 100 000 in 2017, 
representing a decline of 3.7% (7.4 to 0.3) from 1990 to 
2017. Age- standardised prevalence was 5186 (4622–
5849) per 100 000 in 2017, representing a decline of 
6.5% (7.6 to 5.4) from 1990 to 2017. Age- standardised 
mortality rate was 9.2 (8.5–9.8) per 100 000 which 
equated to 695 771 (644 927–741 720) deaths in 2017. 
Globally, falls resulted in 16 688 088 (15 101 897–17 
636 830) YLLs, 19 252 699 (13 725 429–26 140 433) 
YLDs and 35 940 787 (30 185 695–42 903 289) DALYs 
across all ages. The most common injury sustained by 
fall victims is fracture of patella, tibia or fibula, or ankle. 
Globally, age- specific YLD rates increased with age.
Conclusions This study shows that the burden of 
falls is substantial. Investing in further research, fall 
prevention strategies and access to care is critical.

InTrOduCTIOn
Falls are one of the most common mechanisms of 
injury and endure as a persistent risk to morbidity 
and mortality across all ages. The risk of an inju-
rious fall in a population as well as the resulting 

disability may be governed by a wide array of factors 
ranging from drug and alcohol intoxication in 
younger populations to frailty and comorbidities in 
older adult populations. Falls pose sufficient risk in 
modern high- resource healthcare settings to neces-
sitate the use of safety devices such as bed alarms 
and traction socks in inpatient wards and dedi-
cated physical and occupational therapy services. 
Falls in young, otherwise healthy populations can 
produce lifelong disability in the form of traumatic 
brain injuries or spinal cord injuries and can also 
cause severe injuries that necessitate advanced 
surgical care, such as intra- abdominal organ injury 
or complicated skeletal fractures.1 In older popu-
lations, the morbidity experienced by falls may be 
further modulated by comorbid conditions such as 
osteoporosis, osteopenia, or usage of anticoagulant 
or antiplatelet medications.2 3 Given that many fall 
incidents are preventable, occur in any population 
and can lead to substantial morbidity and mortality, 
it is surprising that falls do not draw more attention 
as an important global issue.

In the Global Burden of Diseases, Injuries and 
Risk Factors Study 2017 (GBD 2017), global 
estimates of the burden of falls show that falls 
were ranked as the 18th leading cause of age- 
standardised rates of disability- adjusted life years in 
2017, outranking conditions such as chronic kidney 
disease, Alzheimer’s disease and other dementias, 
and asthma.4 Additionally, falls were noted to be 
the second leading cause of death due to uninten-
tional injuries in 2017, following road injuries and 
outranking causes such as interpersonal violence 
and drowning.5 Research outside of the GBD Study 
on the epidemiology of falls has largely focused on 
older populations as this is where the global burden 
of falls is thought to be most concentrated. The 
World Health Organization (WHO) reports that 
most deaths from falls happen in those aged 65 and 
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older.6 For those 70 years or older, falls are the leading category 
in injury- related deaths.7 With a burden highly concentrated in 
older adults, many recent studies have discussed the effects of 
population ageing, recognising the potential for far more inci-
dent cases and deaths from falls as people live longer.8–10 In 
addition, several studies have focused on younger populations 
as they are an important high- risk group to consider as well. An 
injury surveillance system pilot study conducted in 4 low/middle- 
income countries found that falls accounted for the largest 
percentage (56%) of recorded injuries among children.11 A study 
conducted in India similarly found that the most common type 
of home injury in children aged 0–14 was falling.12

Given the known extent of this burden, it is important to 
measure and understand how the burden of falls is distributed 
in terms of morbidity and mortality, across all age groups and 
between both sexes, and in every geographical region of the 
world. In addition, since the disability that results from falls may 
vary by location, it is of interest to systematically measure how 
the distribution of injuries resulting from falls varies by region.

The GBD Study represents the efforts of a global research 
collaboration that produces comprehensive estimates of 
hundreds of diseases, injuries and risk factors in 195 countries 
and territories using data and methods that are updated on an 
annual basis, most recently in GBD 2017. The specific estimates 
produced by the GBD include annual estimates of all- cause 
mortality, causes of death, non- fatal health outcomes (ie, inci-
dence, prevalence and years lived with disability (YLDs)) and 
risk factors. These measures are estimated for all countries and 
territories, age groups and sexes, across a range of years. The 
intent of providing this level of estimation detail is to allow 
focused and nuanced analyses of death and disability across 
demographics, locations and causes of injuries. Falls is a cate-
gory of injury in the GBD cause hierarchy and was included in 
the GBD 2017 results, but to date there have been no known 
studies that examined the findings for this cause in detail. Addi-
tionally, the injuries resulting from falls have not previously been 
reported using GBD 2017 results.

In this study, we use the GBD 2017 framework to analyse the 
morbidity and mortality caused by falls as reported in GBD 2017 
and explore the burden of injuries resulting from falls.

MeThOds
Gbd study 2017
Methods used in the GBD Study 2017 have been described in 
extensive detail elsewhere, including description of the analyt-
ical estimation framework used to measure mortality, incidence, 
prevalence, years of life lost (YLLs), years lived with disability 
(YLDs) and disability- adjusted life years (DALYs).4 5 13–16 Online 
supplementary appendix 1 provides a methodological over-
view of different components used in the GBD Study design 
and analytical framework. The methodological components 
specific to the estimation of falls within the GBD framework are 
summarised below.

Gbd injury classification
The GBD 2017 reported estimates in terms of external cause of 
injury (eg, falls) and measured disability based on nature of injury 
(eg, hip fracture). Causes of injury were defined in accordance 
with the International Classification of Diseases (ICD). For this 
study, falls were defined as ICD-9 codes E880–E886, E888 and 
ICD-10 codes W00–W19.9. In terms of the nature- of- injury 
codes, falls had 47 mutually exclusive and collectively exhaustive 
nature- of- injury categories which were specified with chapters S 

and T in ICD-10 and codes 800–999 in ICD-9 to quantify the 
various disabling outcomes that can occur with a fall.

Mortality and YLLs due to falls
For deaths due to falls, we estimated both mortality and YLLs 
due to premature mortality. Our approach for estimating causes 
of death for every cause, including falls, is provided in the GBD 
2017 cause of death literature.17

First, we identified and obtained all available cause- of- death 
data sources. These sources included complete vital registration 
systems shared by countries; verbal autopsy studies published in 
literature; and mortality surveillance, censuses, surveys, hospital 
records and mortuary data. The cause of death estimates from 
these sources were mapped to the GBD cause list such that the 
corresponding ICD codes listed above were mapped to our 
‘falls’ cause, as were non- ICD- coded reporting systems where 
‘falls’ were designated as a cause of death, for example, in verbal 
autopsy studies which are typically not ICD coded but include a 
textual cause list.

Second, we conducted estimation models using the GBD 
Cause of Death Ensemble model (CODEm) to estimate cause- 
specific mortality for falls by age, sex, country and year. CODEm 
is an ensemble modelling approach for producing a large variety 
of possible models to estimate trends in causes of death using an 
algorithm that selects a wide array of combinations of covariates 
and different modelling methods.18

Third, we calculated YLLs by multiplying deaths by the residual 
life expectancy using the global maximum life expectancy at the 
age of death as derived from the GBD standard model life table. 
For example, if an individual dies at age 60 from a fall and their 
residual life expectancy is 20 years, then there were 20 YLLs due 
to that fall.

Injury incidence, prevalence and YLds
The method for estimating non- fatal injury outcomes including 
falls in GBD 2017 is described in more detail in related publica-
tions.19 A methodological summary is as follows.

First, we used DisMod- MR 2.1 to measure incidence of falls 
that lead to any form of medical care (inpatient or outpatient). 
DisMod- MR 2.1 is a meta- regression tool for epidemiological 
modelling built on a Bayesian compartmental model framework 
that solves differential equations that modulate the relation-
ships between a susceptible population becoming injured (inci-
dence) and then either recovering (remission) or dying (excess 
mortality). For incidence data, we used emergency department 
records, hospital records, survey data and literature studies to 
estimate fall incidence by location, year, age and sex, and used 
the coefficient from outpatient care to split subsequent estima-
tion processes into inpatient and outpatient incidence estimates 
so that inpatient and outpatient- specific data could be used 
where possible to preserve differences in incidence and severity. 
Since survey items for falls can include non- injurious falls, we 
included an indicator variable for falls that resulted in injury. 
Since excess mortality is calculated based on locations where 
there are overlapping incidence and cause- specific mortality 
data, its computation also allows for estimation of incidence 
in locations with cause- specific mortality data but no incidence 
data, requiring an assumption that case fatality rates among falls 
are affected by income.

Second, we estimated the distribution of nature- of- injury cate-
gories among the incidence of all falls. To do this, we created 
a hierarchy of nature- of- injury categories. We assumed that the 
disability experienced by an individual who has an injurious fall 
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was determined by the most severe nature- of- injury sustained 
due to this fall. For example, a fall resulting in a spinal cord injury 
would determine disability due to the fall instead of a co- oc-
curring wrist sprain. The nature- of- injury hierarchy represents 
a combination of the likelihood of long- term disability and the 
corresponding GBD disability weight. To estimate the hierarchy, 
we used data from pooled follow- up studies in which we trans-
lated each individual’s health status measure at 1 year after injury 
into a disability weight.20–26

Third, we used a Dirichlet regression method to estimate the 
proportion of falls that result in each nature- of- injury category 
being the most severe injury for each fall, since Dirichlet methods 
enforce coefficient estimates for proportions that must sum 
to 1.27 These matrices were derived from dual- coded hospital 
and emergency department data sets from multiple countries 
and data from the China injury surveillance system where both 
cause- of- injury and nature- of- injury diagnosis codes are present. 
The use of these data sources to inform this estimation process 
is described in more detail elsewhere.1 28 Separate cause- nature 
matrices were created for falls warranting hospital admission 
versus falls warranting other healthcare, high and low- income 
countries, male and female, and age category.

Fourth, we estimated short- term disability for falls by nature‐
of‐injury category. For each nature- of- injury category and inpa-
tient and outpatient injury, we used the Dutch Injury Surveillance 
System to derive average duration for treated cases, since for 
GBD 2017 this was the only available data source that could 
inform this parameter.23 24 These estimates were supplemented 
by expert- driven estimates of short- term duration for nature- of- 
injury categories that had insufficient numbers in the Dutch data 
set and for untreated injuries.

Fifth, we estimated the proportion of falls resulting in perma-
nent disability for each nature- of- injury category by admission 
status and age. Disability due to falls was assumed to affect 
all injurious falls in the short term with a proportion having 
long- term (permanent) outcomes, defined as having persistent 
disability 1 year after the injury greater than the preinjury health 
status.

Sixth, we applied the ordinary differential equation solver 
used as the computational engine in DisMod- MR 2.1 to estimate 
the long- term prevalence for each fall- related nature- of- injury 
from incidence and the long- term mortality risk in cases with 
long- term disability based on meta- analyses of studies providing 
standardised mortality ratios. For example, since individuals 
with severe traumatic brain injuries die at a higher rate than the 
underlying population, we integrated the corresponding stan-
dardised mortality ratios to account for decreasing prevalence 
due to higher mortality risk in this injured population.

Finally, we calculated YLDs as prevalence of each health state 
multiplied by a disability weight for each nature- of- injury and 
corrected for comorbidity with other non- fatal diseases using 
microsimulation methods employed in GBD 2017.

socio-demographic index
Socio- demographic index (SDI) is a composite indicator of devel-
opment that is calculated based on income per capita, average 
educational attainment over age 15 and total fertility rate under 
age 25.15 The SDI has a scale that ranges from 0 representing 
the lowest income per capita, lowest educational attainment and 
highest fertility observed across all GBD locations from 1980 to 
2017, to 1, representing the point at which the higher income 
per capita, higher educational attainment and lower fertility 
under age 25 are no longer associated with improved health. 

We used SDI values for each country and territory to categorise 
our estimates in this study by SDI quintile to help illustrate how 
burden trends differ by development level.

GATHER compliance
This study complies with theGuidelines for Accurate and Trans-
parent Health Estimates Reporting (GATHER)recommendations 
(online supplementary appendix 2). Analyses were completed 
using Python version 2.7,Stata version 13.1, or R version 3.3. 
Statistical code used for GBD estimationis publicly available 
online at  healthdata. org.

resuLTs
Results tables are listed as web appendix tables. Results by age, 
sex, year, subnational location and nature of injury are also avail-
able online via the GBD Results Tool (http:// ghdx. healthdata. 
org/ gbd- results- tool) and GBD Compare (https:// vizhub. health-
data. org/ gbd- compare/).

Incidence
Figure 1 shows age- standardised incidence of falls by country 
and territory in 2017. This map illustrates the higher inci-
dence rates in Eastern and Central European countries as well 
as Australia and New Zealand. Online supplementary appendix 
table 1 shows the all- ages incidence counts and the age- 
standardised incidence rates for 2017 as well as the percentage 
change in age- standardised rates from 1990 to 2017. Globally, 
the age- standardised incidence rate was 2238 (95% uncertainty 
interval 1990 to 2532) per 100 000 in 2017, representing a 
decline of 3.7% (7.4 to 0.3) from 1990 to 2017, and equating 
to 171 691 220 (152 472 652–194 061 874) new injuries from 
falls in 2017. The age- standardised incidence rate decreased 
in the high- middle and high SDI quintiles and increased in the 
middle, low- middle and low SDI quintiles. The largest decline 
was in the high SDI quintile, which decreased by 8.8% (−12.3 to 
−5.3). The geographic regions with the highest age- standardised 
incidence rates were Central Europe with 11 434 (10 103–12 
996) cases per 100 000, Australasia with 8187 (6978–9553) 
cases per 100 000 and Eastern Europe with 8029 (7010–9233) 
cases per 100 000. Among the 21 GBD regions, 12 experienced 
significant increases in age- standardised incidence rates (Austral-
asia, High- income Asia Pacific, Andean Latin America, Carib-
bean, Central Latin America, Tropical Latin America, South 
Asia, East Asia, Oceania, Southeast Asia, Central Sub- Saharan 
Africa, Southern Sub- Saharan Africa), 2 experienced significant 
decreases (Central Europe, High- income North America) and 
the remaining 7 regions experienced no significant change in 
age- standardised incidence rates (Central Asia, Eastern Europe, 
Southern Latin America, Western Europe, North Africa and 
Middle East, Western Sub- Saharan Africa).

Prevalence
Online supplementary appendix table 1 also shows the all- ages 
prevalence counts and the age- standardised prevalence rate 
for 2017 as well as the percentage change in age- standardised 
prevalence from 1990 to 2017. Globally, the age- standardised 
prevalence rate was 5186 (4622–5849) per 100 000 in 2017, 
representing a decline of 6.5% (7.6 to 5.4) from 1990 to 
2017. There were 411 711 999 (366 390 987–465 354 952) 
prevalent cases in 2017. East Asia had the highest number of 
prevalent cases in 2017 with 62 282 056 (54 985 517–70 760 
535) cases across all ages and both sexes. The age- standardised 
prevalence decreased in the high and high- middle SDI quintiles 
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Figure 1 Age- standardised incidence rates per 100 000 of falls, 2017, both sexes.

and increased in the low, low- middle and middle SDI quintiles. 
The regions with the highest age- standardised prevalence were 
Central Europe with 23 428 (20 453–26 911) cases per 100 000, 
Eastern Europe with 17 429 (15 114–20 228) cases per 100 000 
and Australasia with 16 175 (13 641–19 647) cases per 100 000. 
Among the 21 GBD regions, 14 experienced significant increases 
in age- standardised prevalence rates (East Asia, Oceania, Tropical 
Latin America, South Asia, Caribbean, Andean Latin America, 
Australasia, Southeast Asia, High- income Asia Pacific, Southern 
Sub- Saharan Africa, Central Latin America, Central Sub- Saharan 
Africa, Eastern Europe, Eastern Sub- Saharan Africa), 6 experi-
enced significant decreases in age- standardised prevalence rates 
(High- income North America, Southern Latin America, Central 
Asia, Western Sub- Saharan Africa, Central Europe, Western 
Europe) and the remaining region experienced no significant 
change in age- standardised prevalence (North Africa and Middle 
East).

Cause-specific mortality
Figure 2 shows age- standardised cause- specific mortality rates 
for falls in 2017 by country. This map illustrates how the coun-
tries with the highest incidence do not necessarily have the 
highest cause- specific mortality, with countries such as India, 
Vietnam and Burkina Faso having markedly higher cause- 
specific mortality than the areas of Eastern and Central Europe 
that had the highest incidence. These patterns are further 
revealed in figure 3, which shows country- specific ratios of age- 
standardised mortality rates to age- standardised incidence rates 
in 2017, approximating the risk of death given a fall. This figure 
shows how mortality- to- incidence ratios (MIR) vary across the 
world. The ratio is highest in countries in Southeast Asia such as 
Indonesia, Cambodia, Myanmar and Vietnam, which have MIRs 
exceeding 0.03, meaning on average more than three deaths 
occur per 100 falls. MIRs also appear high throughout much of 
sub- Saharan Africa, in Afghanistan and across India.

Online supplementary appendix table 2 shows the all- ages 
deaths and the age- standardised mortality rates for 2017 as well 
as the percentage change in age- standardised rates from 1990 
to 2017. Globally, the age- standardised mortality rate was 9.2 
(8.5–9.8) per 100 000 which equated to 695 771 (644 927–741 
720) deaths in 2017 and represented a non- significant decrease 
of 5.9% (−13.7 to 3.5) in age- standardised mortality from 1990 
to 2017. Across SDI quintiles, only the high SDI quintile expe-
rienced a significant decrease in age- standardised mortality rate 
with a decline of 16.6% (18.8 to 14.4) from 1990 to 2017. 
All other quintiles experienced a non- significant decline in 
age- standardised mortality rates. The regions with the highest 
age- standardised mortality rates were South Asia with 22.0 
(20.0–25.0) deaths per 100 000, Eastern Sub- Saharan Africa 
with 12.2 (11.2–13.5) deaths per 100 000 and Southeast Asia 
with 10.5 (9.8–11.3) deaths per 100 000. South Asia had the 
highest number of deaths, with 239 791 (220 244–270 634) 
deaths estimated in 2017.

YLds, YLLs and dALYs
Online supplementary appendix table 3 shows the counts, age- 
standardised rates and per cent change from 1990 to 2017 of 
YLDs, YLLs and DALYs. Globally, falls resulted in 16 688 088 
(15 101 897–17 636 830) YLLs, 19 252 699 (13 725 429–26 140 
433) YLDs and 35 940 787 (30 185 695–42 903 289) DALYs, 
reflecting age- standardised rates of 217 (196–229) per 100 000, 
243 (173–330) per 100 000 and 459 (387–547) per 100 000, 
respectively. Age- standardised YLLs, YLDs and DALYs declined 
by 18.5% (31.7 to 6.2), 9.3% (10.7 to 7.9) and 13.9% (21.3 to 
8.0), respectively, between 1990 and 2017. The percentage of 
age- standardised DALYs caused by YLDs varied by region, with 
a high of 89% in Australasia and a low of 16% in Southeast 
Asia. The region with the highest age- standardised DALY rate 
was Central Europe with 1174 (875–1559) DALYs per 100 000 
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Figure 2 Age- standardised cause- specific mortality rate per 100 000 of falls, 2017, both sexes.

Figure 3 Ratio of age- standardised mortality to incidence rates, 2017, both sexes.

which represented 159 (153–165) YLLs per 100 000 and 1015 
(713–1405) YLDs per 100 000.

nature of injuries caused by falls
Globally, the average disability weight used in computing YLDs 
after comorbidity adjustment was 4%, meaning that the average 

person suffering from a fall lost 4% of their full health status. 
Figure 4 shows the distribution of nature- of- injury codes among 
all falls for age- standardised YLDs by region. This figure shows 
that for all 21 of the GBD regions, the leading cause of disability 
among fall victims is fracture of patella, tibia or fibula, or ankle. 
Fracture of hip and moderate/severe traumatic brain injury are the 
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Figure 4 Age- standardised nature- of- injury composition of falls by region. TBI, traumatic brain injury; YLDs, years lived with disability.

next leading causes of disability among fall victims across regions. 
Global age- specific distributions of nature- of- injury codes are 
shown in figure 5. This figure shows that fractures of patella, tibia 
or fibula, or ankle are the most common causes of disability after 
an injurious fall in all age groups, though fracture of hip and femur 
fracture increasingly contribute to disability in older age groups.

dIsCussIOn
This study represents the first time that GBD estimates for falls 
have been reported in this level of detail through recent years, 
and illustrates the substantial amount of mortality and health loss 
in every country, age group and sex. Globally, total deaths and 
DALYs due to falls have increased steadily since 1990, with death 
counts nearly doubling by 2017. Conversely, age- standardised 
mortality rates and DALY rates have slightly decreased over the 
same period. At the country level, age- standardised mortality 
due to falls was highest in the Solomon Islands, India and 
Vietnam. The patterns of MIRs described in the results of our 
study emphasise how mortality risk per fall varies substantially 
by country and reveal that certain areas of the world likely have 
inadequate capabilities of responding to injurious falls. Since 
mortality from falls is associated with age and since global popu-
lations are generally ageing, it is important for all countries to 
ensure that their older adult populations as well as their ageing 
populations have adequate access to caretaking and treatment 
resources now and in the future.10 More focused research in the 
countries with the highest MIRs should investigate the specific 
causes of injury deaths from falls, the associated risk factors, and 
the circumstances and context of falls in order to target preven-
tion efforts and appropriately allocate treatment resources. We 

additionally describe how falls have improved in terms of inci-
dence and cause- specific mortality in the highest SDI countries, 
but that these improvements have not necessarily been experi-
enced in lower SDI countries. This pattern emphasises how it 
is critical for lower SDI countries to more thoroughly investi-
gate patterns of falls and to invest in prevention and treatment 
programmes.

Among clinicians, falls are known to be an important risk in 
certain populations, as they can be an origin of injury that leads 
to more complex care, such as the otherwise healthy older adult 
who slips, falls, sustains a femur fracture and then is admitted 
to the hospital for surgical repair and develops a condition like 
healthcare- acquired pneumonia. Such vignettes emphasise how 
a fall can precipitate significant health loss and potentially death. 
29However, a young person who falls can also suffer disability 
the rest of his or her life, leading to income loss, dependence 
on caretakers and adequate accessibility options. Among the 
countries with highest incidence in 2017 were Slovenia, Czech 
Republic and Slovakia—countries with high percentages of rural 
populations.30 In Slovenia, nearly half of the population lives 
in a rural area, and there is evidence that falls are less fatal and 
more frequent in rural older people.31 32 Age- standardised DALY 
rates were particularly high in specific regions, including Central 
Europe, Eastern Europe and Australasia. Many of these regions 
are experiencing intensive ageing of the population.33 Poland, 
for example, is projected to increase the population aged 65 and 
over by 4.9 million in the years 2015–2050, requiring significant 
public healthcare expenditure on therapeutic rehabilitation.34

Research suggests that falls can cause physical harm and 
psychological and financial harm. A 3- year longitudinal study 
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Figure 5 Age- specific nature- of- injury composition of falls globally. TBI, traumatic brain injury; YLDs, years lived with disability.

conducted by Tinetti and Williams explored the short and long- 
term effects of a fall on the well- being of those 65 and older. 
Among the participants, injurious falls resulted in a variety of 
conditions, including hip fractures, other fractures and soft 
tissue injuries; ultimately these injurious falls led to a decline in 
daily functional status.35 Other research has shown that falling 
often triggers a fear of falling again, likely impairing one’s sense 
of mobility and autonomy.9 This fear is a proven risk factor for 
future falls; thus, one fall can initiate a cascade of negative health 
outcomes.9 Ultimately, the initial morbidity of a fall can manifest 
into significant health loss over time, amounting to considerable 
treatment and care costs.36 Future GBD research may provide 
estimates on the probability of long- term disability for individ-
uals who sustain injurious falls.

In general, research on the prevention of falls has shown 
that improving personal health as well as addressing unsafe 
external factors can be effective in preventing falls. For example, 
exercise programmes have been shown to reduce falls among 
community- dwelling individuals aged 65 and older.8 37 A 
person’s surrounding environment has also been identified as 
a leading cause of falls,9 10 meaning it is possible to prevent 
falls through the improvement of living conditions and public 
spaces, especially if older adults and universal design principles 
attending to safety are kept in mind when spaces are designed, 
altered and maintained.38 While some external hazards for falls 
are well known (eg, slippery surfaces or poor lighting), others 
are less visible or obvious. For example, in the inpatient setting, 
a study by Vassallo et al found that the hospital wards with more 
inpatient beds within the sightline of the nursing station had 
fewer falls than the ward with poor visibility between beds and 

the nursing station.39 Location- specific research in falls preven-
tion has also shown that exercise, home modification, educa-
tional materials and vision correction are all important.40 41 It is 
also important to consider how morbidity or mortality resulting 
from falls might be mitigated. Clinical literature has supported 
frequent medication review with avoidance of polypharmacy,42 
and dietary supplementation with cholecalciferol (vitamin D3) 
for select patients as methods to both prevent fall incidents and 
to help minimise fracture risk, though more recent assessments 
and recommendations by the US Preventive Services Task Force 
have revealed mixed results in terms of the benefits of vitamin D 
supplementation.43–46

Our study has several limitations. The first limitation is a func-
tion of our case definition in non- fatal models, where we estimate 
the incidence of falls that require medical care. While not every 
fall leads to injury, it is possible that care- seeking behavior with 
similar injuries could vary by location. Similarly, it is possible 
that in survey data or routine outpatient care visits, a patient 
may not report falls in the past year even if they led to minor 
injuries. Since our case definition includes only falls that lead to 
injury, our MIR estimates are likely lower than if we included all 
falls regardless of whether they led to injury requiring medical 
care. However, since the purpose of estimating those ratios is to 
illustrate patterns in severity and access to treatment, this limita-
tion does not impact the key themes highlighted in our study. 
In addition, a general limitation in GBD analysis is that some 
areas of the world that may have high burden of various diseases 
and injuries do not have reliable incidence and cause- of- death 
data, and therefore our estimation process relies more heavily 
on covariates and regional trends in those areas. Similarly, the 
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nature- of- injury distributions and injury duration parameters rely 
more heavily on data from higher income locations and Dutch 
injury data, and therefore may benefit in the future from adding 
more data sources from lower income locations so that that these 
parameters can be refined with greater location heterogeneity 
in future studies. Accordingly, an emphasis of GBD estimation 
going forward is to continue seeking additional data sources to 
be used in our modelling process.

COnCLusIOn
As reported in prior GBD literature, falls have persisted over the 
past three decades as a leading cause of morbidity and mortality 
globally. This study, which examines the burden of falls in more 
detail in terms of location and age- specific patterns, reveals that 
falls are concentrated in certain locations, but the burden of fall 
mortality reliably corresponds with burden of fall incidence. In 
other words, it appears that morbidity and mortality of falls are 
influenced by geographic factors that likely pertain to care access 
and fall severity. Further research should be conducted to better 
define and measure these relationships so that future policy and 
investment can be appropriately designed and implemented.

What is already known on the subject

 ► Prior research has shown that every region of the world 
experiences health loss from falls.

 ► Falls have consistently been a leading cause of fatal and non- 
fatal health loss in the Global Burden of Disease Study (GBD).

What this study adds

 ► While age- standardised incidence of injuries from falls 
decreased by 8.8% in the high socio- demographic index 
(SDI) quintile from 1990 to 2017, incidence increased in the 
middle, low- middle and low SDI quintiles during that time.

 ► Countries with the highest incidence of injuries from falls do 
not necessarily have the highest cause- specific mortality.

 ► For all 21 GBD regions, the most common nature of injury 
sustained by fall victims is fracture of patella, tibia or fibula, 
or ankle.

Author affiliations
1Institute for Health Metrics and Evaluation, University of Washington, Seattle, 
Washington, USA
2Sport Science Department, University of Extremadura, Badajoz, Spain
3School of Science and Health, Western Sydney University, Sydney, NSW, Australia
4Oral Health Services, Sydney Local Health District, Sydney, NSW, Australia
5School of Physiotherapy and Exercise Science, Curtin University, Bentley, WA, 
Australia
6Ageing and Life Course, World Health Organization (WHO), Geneva, Switzerland
7Sport Science Department, University of Extremadura, Cáceres, Spain
8Faculty of Education, Autonomous University of Chile, Talca, Chile
9Medical Research Council Lifecourse Epidemiology Unit, University of Southampton, 
Southampton, United Kingdom
10Department of Rheumatology, University of Oxford, Oxford, United Kingdom
11Public Health Foundation of India, Gurugram, India
12Department of Pathology, Stavanger University Hospital, Stavanger, Norway
13Norwegian Institute of Public Health, Oslo, Norway
14Department of Neurobiology, Care Sciences and Society, Karolinska Institutet, 
Stockholm, Sweden
15Division of Neurology, University of Ottawa, Ottawa, ON, Canada
16Adelaide Medical School, University of Adelaide, Adelaide, SA, Australia
17Department of Public Health, Erasmus University Medical Center, Rotterdam, The 
Netherlands
18School of Public health, Curtin University, Perth, Western Australia, Australia
19Institute of Family Medicine and Public Health, University of Tartu, Tartu, Estonia

20University of Melbourne, Melbourne, QLD, Australia
21Department of Hypertension, Pomeranian Medical University, Szczecin, Poland
22Pacific Institute for Research and Evaluation, Calverton, Maryland, USA
23Achutha Menon Centre for Health Science Studies, Sree Chitra Tirunal Institute for 
Medical Sciences and Technology, Trivandrum, India
24Global Institute of Public Health (GIPH), Ananthapuri Hospitals and Research 
Centre, Trivandrum, India
25Faculty of General Medicine, Kyrgyz State Medical Academy, Bishkek, Kyrgyzstan
26Department of Atherosclerosis and Coronary Heart Disease, National Center of 
Cardiology and Internal Disease, Bishkek, Kyrgyzstan
27Health Equity Research Center, Tehran University of Medical Sciences, Tehran, Iran
28Institute of Physical Activity and Health, Autonomous University of Chile, Talca, 
Chile
29Thalassemia and Hemoglobinopathy Research Center, Ahvaz Jundishapur University 
of Medical Sciences, Ahvaz, Iran
30Endocrinology and Metabolism Molecular- Cellular Sciences Institute, Tehran 
University of Medical Sciences, Tehran, Iran
31Department of Rheumatology, University Hospitals Bristol NHS Foundation Trust, 
Bristol, UK
32Institute of Bone and Joint Research, University of Sydney, Syndey, NSW, Australia
33Department of Preventive Medicine, Northwestern University, Chicago, IL, United 
States
34Department of Health Metrics Sciences, School of Medicine, University of 
Washington, Seattle, WA, USA

Funding This study was supported by the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation 
(OPP1152504).

Competing interests SJ reports grants from Sanofi Pasteur outside the 
submitted work; AB reports personal fees from World Health Organization outside 
the submitted work; CC reports personal fees from Amgen, personal fees from 
Danone, personal fees from Eli Lilly, personal fees from GlaxoSmithKline, personal 
fees from Kyowa Kirin, personal fees from Medtronic, personal fees from Merck, 
personal fees from Nestle, personal fees from Novartis, personal fees from Pfizer, 
personal fees from Roche, personal fees from Servier, personal fees from Shire, 
personal fees from Takeda, and personal fees from UCB outside the submitted 
work.

Patient consent for publication Not required.

Provenance and peer review Not commissioned; externally peer reviewed.

data availability statement Data are available in a public, open access 
repository. Data are available upon reasonable request. Data may be obtained from 
a third party and are not publicly available.

Open access This is an open access article distributed in accordance with the 
Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 Unported (CC BY 4.0) license, which permits 
others to copy, redistribute, remix, transform and build upon this work for any 
purpose, provided the original work is properly cited, a link to the licence is given, 
and indication of whether changes were made. See: https:// creativecommons. org/ 
licenses/ by/ 4. 0/.

OrCId id
Spencer L James http:// orcid. org/ 0000- 0003- 4653- 2507

reFerenCes
 1 GBD 2016 traumatic brain injury and spinal cord injury collaborators. Global, regional, 

and national burden of traumatic brain injury and spinal cord injury, 1990-2016: 
A systematic analysis for the global burden of disease study 2016. Lancet Neurol 
2019;18:56–87.

 2 Falls in older persons: Risk factors and patient evaluation - UpToDate. Available: 
https://www. uptodate. com/ contents/ falls- in- older- persons- risk- factors- and- patient- 
evaluation? search= falls% 20in% 20elderly& source= search_ result& selectedTitle= 1~ 
150& usage_ type= default& display_ rank=1 [Accessed 12 Jun 2019].

 3 Falls: Prevention in community- dwelling older persons - UpToDate. Available: https://
www. uptodate. com/ contents/ falls- prevention- in- community- dwelling- older- persons? 
search= falls% 20osteoporosis& source= search_ result& selectedTitle= 1~ 150& usage_ 
type= default& display_ rank= 1# H14 [Accessed 12 Jun 2019].

 4 Kyu HH, Abate D, Abate KH, et al. Global, regional, and national disability- adjusted 
life- years (DALYs) for 359 diseases and injuries and healthy life expectancy (HALE) for 
195 countries and territories, 1990–2017: a systematic analysis for the global burden 
of disease study 2017. The Lancet 2018;392:1859–922.

 5 Roth GA, Abate D, Abate KH, et al. Global, regional, and national age- sex- specific 
mortality for 282 causes of death in 195 countries and territories, 1980–2017: 
a systematic analysis for the global burden of disease study 2017. The Lancet 
2018;392:1736–88.

 6 Falls, Organization WH. Available: http://www. who. int/ news- room/ fact- sheets/ detail/ 
falls [Accessed 4 Jul 2018].

 on A
pril 10, 2024 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://injuryprevention.bm

j.com
/

Inj P
rev: first published as 10.1136/injuryprev-2019-043286 on 15 January 2020. D

ow
nloaded from

 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4653-2507
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1474-4422(18)30415-0
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/falls-in-older-persons-risk-factors-and-patient-evaluation?search=falls%20in%20elderly&source=search_result&selectedTitle=1~150&usage_type=default&display_rank=1
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/falls-in-older-persons-risk-factors-and-patient-evaluation?search=falls%20in%20elderly&source=search_result&selectedTitle=1~150&usage_type=default&display_rank=1
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/falls-in-older-persons-risk-factors-and-patient-evaluation?search=falls%20in%20elderly&source=search_result&selectedTitle=1~150&usage_type=default&display_rank=1
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/falls-prevention-in-community-dwelling-older-persons?search=falls%20osteoporosis&source=search_result&selectedTitle=1~150&usage_type=default&display_rank=1#H14
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/falls-prevention-in-community-dwelling-older-persons?search=falls%20osteoporosis&source=search_result&selectedTitle=1~150&usage_type=default&display_rank=1#H14
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/falls-prevention-in-community-dwelling-older-persons?search=falls%20osteoporosis&source=search_result&selectedTitle=1~150&usage_type=default&display_rank=1#H14
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/falls-prevention-in-community-dwelling-older-persons?search=falls%20osteoporosis&source=search_result&selectedTitle=1~150&usage_type=default&display_rank=1#H14
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)32335-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)32203-7
http://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/falls
http://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/falls
http://injuryprevention.bmj.com/


James SL, et al. Inj Prev 2020;26:i3–i11. doi:10.1136/injuryprev-2019-043286 i11

Original research

 7 World Health organization. injuries and violence: the facts, 2014. Available: http:// 
apps. who. int/ iris/ bitstream/ handle/ 10665/ 149798/ 9789241508018_ eng. pdf 
[Accessed 4 Jul 2018].

 8 Gillespie LD, Robertson MC, Gillespie WJ, et al. Interventions for preventing 
falls in older people living in the community. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 
2009;(2):CD007146.

 9 Masud T, Morris RO. Epidemiology of falls. Age Ageing 2001;30(suppl 4):3–7.
 10 World Health Organization. Who global report on falls prevention in older age, 2007. 

Available: http://www. who. int/ violence_ injury_ prevention/ publications/ other_ injury/ 
falls_ prevention. pdf [Accessed 4 Jul 2018].

 11 Hyder Aet al. Global childhood unintentional injury surveillance in four cities in 
developing countries: a pilot study. Bull World Health Organ 2009;87:345–52.

 12 Bhuvaneswari N, Prasuna JG, Goel MK, et al. An epidemiological study on home 
injuries among children of 0-14 years in South Delhi. Indian J Public Health 
2018;62:4–9.

 13 James SL, Abate D, Abate KH, et al. Global, regional, and national incidence, 
prevalence, and years lived with disability for 354 diseases and injuries for 195 
countries and territories, 1990–2017: a systematic analysis for the global burden of 
disease study 2017. The Lancet 2018;392:1789–858.

 14 Dicker D, Nguyen G, Abate D, et al. Global, regional, and national age- sex- specific 
mortality and life expectancy, 1950–2017: a systematic analysis for the global burden 
of disease study 2017. The Lancet 2018;392:1684–735.

 15 Murray CJL, Callender CSKH, Kulikoff XR, et al. Population and fertility by age and 
sex for 195 countries and territories, 1950–2017: a systematic analysis for the global 
burden of disease study 2017. The Lancet 2018;392:1995–2051.

 16 Stanaway JD, Afshin A, Gakidou E, et al. Global, regional, and national comparative 
risk assessment of 84 behavioural, environmental and occupational, and 
metabolic risks or clusters of risks for 195 countries and territories, 1990–2017: 
a systematic analysis for the global burden of disease study 2017. The Lancet 
2018;392:1923–94.

 17 Naghavi M, Abajobir AA, Abbafati C, et al. Global, regional, and national age- sex 
specific mortality for 264 causes of death, 1980–2016: a systematic analysis for the 
global burden of disease study 2016. The Lancet 2017;390:1151–210.

 18 Foreman KJ, Lozano R, Lopez AD, et al. Modeling causes of death: an integrated 
approach using CODEm. Popul Health Metr 2012;10:1.

 19 Vos T, Abajobir AA, Abate KH, et al. Global, regional, and national incidence, 
prevalence, and years lived with disability for 328 diseases and injuries for 195 
countries, 1990–2016: a systematic analysis for the global burden of disease study 
2016. The Lancet 2017;390:1211–59.

 20 China Zhuhai Study 2006-2007 - China CDC | GHDx. Available: http:// ghdx. 
healthdata. org/ record/ china- zhuhai- study- 2006- 2007- china- cdc [Accessed 15 May 
2018].

 21 Functional outcome at 2.5, 5, 9, and 24 months after injury in the Netherlands | 
GHDx. Available: http:// ghdx. healthdata. org/ record/ functional- outcome- 25- 5- 9- and- 
24- months- after- injury- netherlands [Accessed 15 May 2018].

 22 Health- Related quality of life after burns: a prospective multicentre cohort study with 
18 months follow- up | GHDx. Available: http:// ghdx. healthdata. org/ record/ health- 
related- quality- life- after- burns- prospective- multicentre- cohort- study- 18- months- 
follow [Accessed May 15, 2018].

 23 Netherlands injury surveillance system, 2007| GHDx. Available: http:// ghdx. 
healthdata. org/ record/ netherlands- injury- surveillance- system- 2007 [Accessed 15 May 
2018].

 24 Netherlands injury surveillance system, 2010| GHDx. Available: http:// ghdx. 
healthdata. org/ record/ netherlands- injury- surveillance- system- 2010 [Accessed 14 May 
2018].

 25 Mackenzie EJ, Rivara FP, Jurkovich GJ, et al. The national study on costs and outcomes 
of trauma. J Trauma 2007;63(6 Suppl):S54–S67.

 26 Traumatic Brain Injury(TBI) Follow- Up Registry and Surveillance of TBI in the 
Emergency Department (ED); Notice of Availability of Funds, 2002. Federal register. 
Available: https://www. federalregister. gov/ documents/ 2002/ 05/ 08/ 02- 11359/ 
traumatic- brain- injurytbi- follow- up- registry- and- surveillance- of- tbi- in- the- emergency- 
department- ed [Accessed 14 May 2018].

 27 Regression D. Available: http:// r- statistics. co/ Dirichlet- Regression- With- R. html 
[Accessed 12 Jun 2019].

 28 Duan L, Deng X, Wang Y, et al. The National injury surveillance system in China: a 
six- year review. Injury 2015;46:572–9.

 29 Jagnoor J, Suraweera W, Keay L, et al. Childhood and adult mortality from 
unintentional falls in India. Bull World Health Organ 2011;89:733–40.

 30 Rural population (% of total population) | data. world bank. Available: https:// data. 
worldbank. org/ indicator/ SP. RUR. TOTL. ZS? locations= RU- AU- NZ- PL- SI- SK- CZ- US& 
name_ desc= false [Accessed 19 Mar 2019].

 31 Falls most common cause of hospitalised injury—with numbers rising. Australian 
Institute of health and welfare, 2018published online May 16. Available: https://www. 
aihw. gov. au/ news- media/ media- releases/ 2018/ may/ falls- most- common- cause- of- 
hospitalised- injury- wit [Accessed 19 Mar 2019].

 32 Huang J- W, Lin Y- Y, Wu N- Y, et al. Rural older people had lower mortality after 
accidental falls than non- rural older people. Clin Interv Aging 2017;12:97–102.

 33 Bank W. Population ages 65 and above (% of total) | data. Available: https:// data. 
worldbank. org/ indicator/ SP. POP. 65UP. TO. ZS? locations= EU- B8& year_ high_ desc= true 
[Accessed 2 Apr 2019].

 34 Kłak A, Raciborski F, Targowski T, et al. A growing problem of falls in the aging 
population: a case study on Poland – 2015–2050 forecast. Eur Geriatr Med 
2017;8:105–10.

 35 Tinetti ME, Williams CS. The effect of falls and fall injuries on functioning in 
community- dwelling older persons. J Gerontol A Biol Sci Med Sci 1998;53A:M112
–M119.

 36 Florence CS, Bergen G, Atherly A, et al. Medical costs of fatal and nonfatal falls in 
older adults. J Am Geriatr Soc 2018;66:693–8.

 37 Sherrington C, Fairhall NJ, Wallbank GK, et al. Exercise for preventing falls in older 
people living in the community. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2019;21.

 38 Reis P, Moro A, Bins Ely V, Ely B V, et al. Universal design and accessibility: an 
approach of the influence of muscle strength loss in the risk of falls in the elderly. 
Work 2012;41 Suppl 1:374–9.

 39 Vassallo M, Azeem T, Pirwani MF, et al. An epidemiological study of falls on integrated 
general medical wards. Int J Clin Pract 2000;54:654–7.

 40 Romli MH, Tan MP, Mackenzie L, et al. Falls amongst older people in Southeast Asia: a 
scoping review. Public Health 2017;145:96–112.

 41 Hill KD, Suttanon P, Lin S- I, et al. What works in falls prevention in Asia: a systematic 
review and meta- analysis of randomized controlled trials. BMC Geriatr 2018;18:3.

 42 Pit SW, Byles JE, Henry DA, et al. A quality use of medicines program for general 
practitioners and older people: a cluster randomised controlled trial. Med J Aust 
2007;187:23–30.

 43 American geriatrics society workgroup on vitamin d supplementation for older 
adults. Recommendations Abstracted from the American geriatrics Society consensus 
statement on vitamin D for prevention of falls and their consequences. J Am Geriatr 
Soc 2014;62:147–52.

 44 Cranney A, Horsley T, O’Donnell S, et al. Effectiveness and safety of vitamin D in 
relation to bone health. Evid Rep Technol Assess 2007;158:1–235.

 45 Guirguis- Blake JM, Michael YL, Perdue LA, et al. Interventions to prevent falls in older 
adults: updated evidence report and systematic review for the US preventive services 
Task force. JAMA 2018;319:1705–16.

 46 Guirguis- Blake JM, Michael YL, Perdue LA, et al. Interventions to prevent falls in 
community- dwelling older adults: a systematic review for the U.S. preventive services 
Task force. Rockville, MD: Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality (US), 2018.  on A

pril 10, 2024 by guest. P
rotected by copyright.

http://injuryprevention.bm
j.com

/
Inj P

rev: first published as 10.1136/injuryprev-2019-043286 on 15 January 2020. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/149798/9789241508018_eng.pdf
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/149798/9789241508018_eng.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD007146.pub2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ageing/30.suppl_4.3
http://www.who.int/violence_injury_prevention/publications/other_injury/falls_prevention.pdf
http://www.who.int/violence_injury_prevention/publications/other_injury/falls_prevention.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.2471/BLT.08.055798
http://dx.doi.org/10.4103/ijph.IJPH_428_16
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)32279-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)31891-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)32278-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)32225-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(17)32152-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1478-7954-10-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(17)32154-2
http://ghdx.healthdata.org/record/china-zhuhai-study-2006-2007-china-cdc
http://ghdx.healthdata.org/record/china-zhuhai-study-2006-2007-china-cdc
http://ghdx.healthdata.org/record/functional-outcome-25-5-9-and-24-months-after-injury-netherlands
http://ghdx.healthdata.org/record/functional-outcome-25-5-9-and-24-months-after-injury-netherlands
http://ghdx.healthdata.org/record/health-related-quality-life-after-burns-prospective-multicentre-cohort-study-18-months-follow
http://ghdx.healthdata.org/record/health-related-quality-life-after-burns-prospective-multicentre-cohort-study-18-months-follow
http://ghdx.healthdata.org/record/health-related-quality-life-after-burns-prospective-multicentre-cohort-study-18-months-follow
http://ghdx.healthdata.org/record/netherlands-injury-surveillance-system-2007
http://ghdx.healthdata.org/record/netherlands-injury-surveillance-system-2007
http://ghdx.healthdata.org/record/netherlands-injury-surveillance-system-2010
http://ghdx.healthdata.org/record/netherlands-injury-surveillance-system-2010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/TA.0b013e31815acb09
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2002/05/08/02-11359/traumatic-brain-injurytbi-follow-up-registry-and-surveillance-of-tbi-in-the-emergency-department-ed
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2002/05/08/02-11359/traumatic-brain-injurytbi-follow-up-registry-and-surveillance-of-tbi-in-the-emergency-department-ed
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2002/05/08/02-11359/traumatic-brain-injurytbi-follow-up-registry-and-surveillance-of-tbi-in-the-emergency-department-ed
http://r-statistics.co/Dirichlet-Regression-With-R.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.injury.2014.12.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.2471/BLT.11.086306
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SP.RUR.TOTL.ZS?locations=RU-AU-NZ-PL-SI-SK-CZ-US&name_desc=false
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SP.RUR.TOTL.ZS?locations=RU-AU-NZ-PL-SI-SK-CZ-US&name_desc=false
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SP.RUR.TOTL.ZS?locations=RU-AU-NZ-PL-SI-SK-CZ-US&name_desc=false
https://www.aihw.gov.au/news-media/media-releases/2018/may/falls-most-common-cause-of-hospitalised-injury-wit
https://www.aihw.gov.au/news-media/media-releases/2018/may/falls-most-common-cause-of-hospitalised-injury-wit
https://www.aihw.gov.au/news-media/media-releases/2018/may/falls-most-common-cause-of-hospitalised-injury-wit
http://dx.doi.org/10.2147/CIA.S119186
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SP.POP.65UP.TO.ZS?locations=EU-B8&year_high_desc=true
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SP.POP.65UP.TO.ZS?locations=EU-B8&year_high_desc=true
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eurger.2017.02.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/gerona/53A.2.M112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jgs.15304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD012424.pub2
http://dx.doi.org/10.3233/WOR-2012-0185-374
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11221278
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.puhe.2016.12.035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12877-017-0683-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17605699
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jgs.12631
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jgs.12631
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2017.21962
http://injuryprevention.bmj.com/

