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(54) APPARATUS AND METHOD FOR TRIGGERING A FALL RISK ALERT TO A PERSON

(57) An apparatus for triggering a fall risk alert to a
person is shown. The apparatus comprises a fall sensor
configured to evaluate motions of the person so as to
obtain a first fall risk value and a risk calculator configured
to determine a second fall risk value based on a set of
parameters. Furthermore, an adaption unit may deter-

mine weights associated with parameters of the set of
parameters, wherein the adaption unit is configured to
adapt the weights based on the first fall risk value. The
apparatus is further configured to trigger the fall risk alert
depending on the second fall risk value.
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Description

Specification

[0001] The disclosure relates to an apparatus and a
method for triggering a fall risk alert to a person. A point
in time to trigger the fall risk alert may be determined
using input parameters derived from the person, and/or
the environment of the person, and/or input parameters
derived from further persons. According to embodiments,
the disclosure provides an integrated solution for adap-
tive multifactorial fall risk assessment, detection and pre-
vention in elderly.
[0002] Falls are a major health issue, resulting in se-
vere personal consequences and high healthcare costs.
The multifactorial origin of falls is nowadays recognized
as well as the reversibility of most fall risk factors by fall
prevention strategies that include maintaining an active
life style. However, physical activity stimulation and ex-
ercise programs should be carefully tailored for individ-
uals in risk of falling, since they are mostly elderly, often
frail and may present several co-morbidities.
[0003] Mobile solutions for the management of falls in
the elderly embrace individual solutions for fall detection,
fall risk assessment, fall prevention and activity monitor-
ing that have been technically demonstrated before.
However, these methodologies rely on previous knowl-
edge that is confined to what was previously established
among several studies with some segments of the pop-
ulation, during limited periods of time. As a result, a per-
son is frequently considered to be at risk of falling when
his parameters differ from the normal. In fact, each hu-
man being develops his own movement strategies and
therefore what is often considered as a risk reveals not
to be a cause of a fall. In reality, the impact of individual,
personal fall risk factors on the overall fall risk score is
time variant, e.g. due to changes in environmental con-
ditions, or the medication taken in a specific time of the
day. Current fall related methodologies are essentially
static in what concerns to the parameters used, as well
as the way they are related. As a result, algorithms and
calculations do not adapt to the individual person using
the system, leading sometimes to misleading results.
Moreover, the interaction between fall-related compo-
nents is currently not dynamic, which leads to an inability
to learn and to adjust the individual parameters to the
person. Systems are also unable to deduct new knowl-
edge automatically from the data.
[0004] Currently the fall risk assessment and definition
of interventions for fall prevention are done by trained
professionals in healthcare facilities. However, this ap-
proach does not allow continuous or sufficiently frequent
monitoring of the evolution of fall risk factors and corre-
sponding adjustment of fall prevention strategies.
[0005] Falls risk assessment is a vast research area
with widely disparate approaches being used. There are
various scoring systems intended for use in hospitals,
nursing homes, or outpatient settings. The available

scales are designed to be used by different professionals
(e.g., geriatric doctors, nurses, or physical therapists),
and are based on questionnaires, observations, physical
examinations, or their combination.
[0006] Possible fall risk assessment tests do not com-
prise all the factors that are known to be related to the
risk of falling, due to time constrains and difficulties in
measuring some of these factors in a sporadic assess-
ment.
[0007] Fall prevention plans are based on generic rec-
ommendations regarding house and environment dan-
gers, certain activities and movements that may cause
falls. High risk cases are referred to a few sessions of
physiotherapy or fall prevention exercise groups, in these
approaches the individuals are accompanied by trained
professionals, which implies costs to the user or health-
care system. Moreover, in group sessions the exercises
are not specific for each individual.
[0008] Several technological solutions have been pro-
posed for fall detection, fall risk assessment, fall preven-
tion or activity tracking. However, the data collected by
these modules is not processed at a higher level deriving
dynamic adaptive relations between the parameters
monitored and the events detected.
[0009] Therefore, there is a need for an improved ap-
proach to overcome the aforementioned limitations.
[0010] It is an object of the present invention to provide
an improved concept for determining fall risks of a person.
[0011] Embodiments show an apparatus for triggering
a fall risk alert to a person. The apparatus comprises a
fall sensor configured to evaluate motions (or move-
ments) of the person so as to obtain a first fall risk value
(e.g. an unbalance, a fall probability or a binary variable
indicating a fall) and a risk calculator configured to de-
termine a second fall risk value based on a set of user-
related and external parameters, wherein the sensitivity
of the fall sensor is adjusted using the second fall risk
value. Furthermore, the apparatus is configured to trigger
a fall risk alert depending on the first and the second fall
risk value.
[0012] Further embodiments show an apparatus for
triggering a fall risk alert to a person. The apparatus com-
prises a fall sensor configured to evaluate motions of the
person so as to obtain a first fall risk value and a risk
calculator configured to determine a second fall risk value
based on a set of parameters. Furthermore, an adaption
unit may determine weights associated with a parameter
of the set of parameters as to determine the second fall
risk value based on the first fall risk value. The apparatus
is further configured to trigger the fall risk alert depending
on the second fall risk value.
[0013] The present disclosure is based on the finding
that a sensitivity of a fall sensor (the sensitivity may be
a threshold where a fall or a near-fall is detected) is ad-
justable using parameters (input to the risk calculator)
indicating the probability of a fall to improve the triggering
of a fall risk alert. Alternatively, for an improved fall risk
alert triggering, an adaptive learning of a classifier, such
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as the risk calculator, to person-specific falls character-
istics may be performed. In other words, falls of the per-
son are detected and used, together with the current val-
ues of the parameters related to the fall, to adapt the
calculation of the fall sensor. The parameters may influ-
ence the probability of falls such as weather conditions,
accumulation of falls of further persons at certain loca-
tions due to environmental conditions, medication intake
or the like.
[0014] The fall sensor may detect physical indications
of a fall or a near-fall based on the analysis of the motion
data of the person such as data from a gyroscope or an
acceleration sensor or, it may use alternative sources of
information to get those indications, e.g. using image or
sound analysis. However, the analysis of the motion data
of the person should be evaluated or analyzed to deter-
mine whether the person has been falling or is about to
fall (i.e. it is shortly before a fall). The evaluation of the
sensor data is adjustable based on the information de-
rived from the parameters in that the sensitivity that the
person has been falling or was about to fall is changed.
Due to this adjustment, the probability of a false alarm,
e.g. measured in terms of sensitivity or specificity is
adaptable. A higher probability of falling, indicated by the
parameters, that a person has been falling or is about to
fall may result in a higher sensitivity of the fall sensor to
indicate an approaching fall or a current or recent fall.
Thus, a problem that may be addressed is the lack of a
comprehensive and affordable technological solution for
management of the falls problem in elderly.
[0015] The adaptive learning may be used to adapt the
weights associated with the parameters to determine the
second fall risk value. Such an adaptive learning may
improve the determination of the second fall risk value,
i.e. the actual determination of the fall risk of the person
e.g. by way of a percent value. However, the knowledge
which regarding the influence of the parameters to the
determination of the second fall risk value may vary (most
likely improved) over time. This may be performed by
various factors such as receiving further (external) knowl-
edge about the influence of a certain medication, by eval-
uation the falls characteristics of the person or by eval-
uating and sharing other peoples’ falls characteristics
(crowdsourcing).
[0016] Both improvements may be beneficial especial-
ly when referring to issuing alerts and recommendations
regarding actions that may prevent future falls early in
time (i.e. well before a fall is about to happen). Thus, both
improvements provide alternative solutions to the prob-
lem referenced above. Furthermore, the improvements
relate to a single-concept linked group of inventions in
that they both relate to the actual fall detection before
determining whether or not to trigger the fall risk alert.
[0017] This adjustment of the sensitivity to adapt the
false alarm probability is advantageous for the prediction
of future falls in that the person is not annoyed if the
overall probability of a fall is low but, on the other hand,
to not miss an approaching fall e.g. by triggering the fall

alert too late (if the person already fell). Therefore, ac-
cording to embodiments, the apparatus is configured to
trigger the fall risk alert if the first fall risk value indicates
that the person is about to fall. The sensitivity of the fall
sensor may be adjusted based on the second fall risk
value to change a set of thresholds of the first fall risk
value, wherein the set of thresholds (or more precisely a
value of the first risk value exceeding the thresholds) in-
dicates that the person is about to fall.
[0018] On the other hand, if the person has been falling,
the measured parameters (i.e. measurements of the fall
sensor and/or the parameters) may be used to train a
classifier to obtain the fall risk, or more general, used for
the determination of the fall risk probability. Thus, by
adapting the sensitivity, less false alarms are used for
determination of the fall risk probability, e.g. the update
of the training of the classifier. In other words, a measure
of the fall risk probability (this measure may be the sub-
sequently described fall risk score, also referred to as
second fall risk value) is used to adapt the physical fall
detection (fall sensor) of the person. Thus, according to
embodiments, the risk calculator may further adjust the
sensitivity of the fall sensor such that an increasing fall
probability indicated by the first and the second fall risk
value results in a reduced probability that the fall sensor
misses to indicate a fall of the person. A processor may
be configured to train the risk calculator to falls of the
person if the first risk value indicates a fall of the person
using the first fall risk value and related parameters of
the set of parameters.
[0019] Embodiments show that the risk calculator is
configured to continuously adjust the sensitivity of the fall
sensor to apply a time-variant threshold to the first fall
risk value indicating if the person is about to fall or indi-
cating whether the person has been falling. This enables
the apparatus to directly adapt the fall sensor to changes
of the second fall risk value without a delay. Thus, since
physical activity stimulation and exercise programs
should be carefully tailored to prevent the person from
falling, it is advantageous to continuously monitor the eld-
erlies at risk of falling, analyzing their normal daily activity,
movements, medication, falls as well as environment and
context data, in order to compute a dynamic fall risk status
and use all the information retrieved to suggest fall pre-
vention strategies.
[0020] Therefore, according to further embodiments,
the apparatus is configured to provide the person with
fall prevention recommendations based on the first or the
second fall risk value. The fall prevention recommenda-
tions may comprise one or a combination of the following
recommendations: performing a medical check-up, per-
forming a diet, following a provided nutrition plan, per-
forming sports activities, modifying the home environ-
ment. Thus, using this user (or person) specific fall pre-
vention recommendations, the person is guided to per-
form the respective activities according to their physical
strength. Therefore, embodiments show the apparatus
configured to monitor the person during performing the
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activities and to monitor the evolution of the activities to
guide the person accordingly.
[0021] Further embodiments show the apparatus us-
ing information from further persons in order to improve
the determination of the first and/or the second fall risk
value. This enlarges the dataset that can be used for
training to e.g. improve the adaption of the risk calculator
to patterns within values of parameters of the set of pa-
rameters in close relation to a fall, since a fall should be
a seldom event in a person’s life. Additionally, the fall
sensor (i.e. a model to determine the first fall risk value)
may be further adapted using the enlarged dataset in-
cluding further persons. In other words, the apparatus is
configured to obtain first fall risk values and sets of pa-
rameters from further persons different from the person
and to adapt a determination of the first or the second
fall risk value based on the first fall risk values from the
further persons and respective parameters of the sets of
parameters from the further persons.
[0022] The configuration of the described apparatuses
may perform a corresponding method optionally being
implemented in a computer program.
[0023] Before embodiments are described in detail us-
ing the accompanying figures, it is to be pointed out that
the same or functionally equal elements are given the
same reference numbers in the figures and that a repeat-
ed description for elements provided with the same ref-
erence numbers is omitted. Hence, descriptions provided
for elements having the same reference numbers are
mutually exchangeable.
[0024] Embodiments of the present invention will be
discussed subsequently referring to the enclosed draw-
ings, wherein:

Fig. 1 a shows a schematic block diagram of an ap-
paratus for triggering a fall risk alert to a person ac-
cording to embodiments;

Fig. 1b shows a schematic block diagram of the ap-
paratus for triggering a fall risk alert to a person ac-
cording to embodiments;

Fig. 1c shows a schematic block diagram of the ap-
paratus for triggering a fall risk alert to a person ac-
cording to embodiments;

Fig. 1d shows a schematic block diagram of the ap-
paratus for triggering a fall risk alert to a person ac-
cording to embodiments using adaptive learning;

Fig. 2a shows a schematic block diagram of the ap-
paratus according to embodiments using adaptive
learning and a sensitivity adjustment of the fall sen-
sor;

Fig. 2b shows a schematic block diagram of the ap-
paratus for triggering a fall risk alert to a person ac-
cording to embodiments in more detail;

Fig. 3 shows a schematic block diagram of a data
server according to embodiments;

Fig. 4 shows a schematic block diagram of a device
for measuring (values of) parameters of the set of
parameters and/or the motion of the person, the de-
vice may include sensing, processing, communica-
tion and storage capabilities and may further com-
prise a user interface to interact with the user.

Fig. 5 shows exemplary diagrams of the fall risk fac-
tor over different (values of) a parameter of the set
of parameters;

Fig. 6 shows a schematic block diagram of a general
scheme for a weights update mechanism using an
adaptive learning mechanism;

Fig. 7 shows a schematic diagram of an adaptive
weighting update mechanism according to a first ex-
ample;

Fig. 8 shows a schematic diagram of an adaptive
weighting update mechanism according to a second
example;

Fig. 9 shows a schematic diagram of parameters and
a respective fall risks monitoring;

Fig. 10 shows a schematic block diagram of a gen-
eral scheme of a fall risk-related adaptive learning
mechanism;

Fig. 11 shows a schematic diagrams of the adaption
of weights after an update of the weights;

Fig. 12 shows a schematic diagram of a fall sensor
sensitivity adjustment;

Fig. 13 shows a schematic diagram of a fall preven-
tion mechanism;

Fig. 14 shows a schematic diagram of a fall preven-
tion mechanism for long-term interventions;

Fig. 15 shows a schematic diagram of multiple ap-
paratuses using crowdsourcing locations of frequent
falls, associated with a time of occurrence and con-
text to deduct environmental risk factors; and

Fig. 16 shows a schematic diagram of mapping pa-
rameters to risks using crowdsource-based mapping
rules update.

[0025] In the following, embodiments of the invention
will be described in further detail. Elements shown in the
respective figures having the same or a similar function-
ality will have associated therewith the same reference
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signs.
[0026] Fig. 1a, 1b and 1c show an apparatus 2 for trig-
gering a fall risk alert to a person using sensitivity adjust-
ment of the fall sensor wherein Fig. 1d illustrates adaptive
learning of the classifier. The apparatus comprises a fall
sensor 4 and a risk calculator 6. The fall sensor 4 may
evaluate motions 8 of the person so as to obtain a first
fall risk value 10. The risk calculator 6 may determine a
second fall risk value 12 based on a set of parameters
14, wherein a sensitivity of the fall sensor 4 is adjusted
using the second fall risk value 12. Thus, the fall sensor
4 receives input from the risk calculator 6 in terms of the
second fall value 12. The fall sensor may determine mo-
tions of the person by e.g. evaluating sensor data obtain-
ing physical characteristics of the person such as gait
speed, step length, unusual/higher accelerations etc., to
obtain whether the person is about to fall or whether the
person has been falling. The set of parameters 14, input
to the risk calculator 6, may comprise different parame-
ters such as environmental conditions (e.g. temperature,
humidity etc.), personal data (e.g. age, activities, medi-
cation etc.), relating indirectly or in a medium term to a
fall wherein the sensor data obtained from the fall sensor
may be directly related to falls (since falls are measurable
by the fall sensor, the risk calculator may not be able to
measure that a person has been falling). However, the
motions 8 input to the fall sensor may be also parameters
of the set of parameters input to the risk calculator. Fur-
thermore, the apparatus is configured to trigger a fall risk
alert depending on the first and the second fall risk value.
[0027] Optionally, to derive at an embodiment using
the sensitivity adjustment and adaptive learning, the ap-
paratus comprises a processor configured to adapt a
weight associated with a parameter of the set of param-
eters to determine the second fall risk value based on
the first fall risk value. The fall risk alert may be triggered
depending on the first and the second fall risk value by
triggering the fall risk alert based on the second fall risk
value adapted by the first fall risk value. Further details
may be shown with respect to Fig. 2a.
[0028] Nonetheless, Fig. 1a, 1b and 1c differ in that
they show different embodiments of how the apparatus
triggers the fall risk alert depending on the first and the
second fall risk value. Fig. 1 a shows the apparatus 2
according to embodiments where the second fall risk val-
ue indicates whether or not to trigger the fall risk alert.
However, the determination of the second fall risk value
is dependent on the first fall risk value 10 since the same
is input to the risk calculator 6. As one embodiment, the
determination of the second fall risk value from the set
of parameters is adjusted using e.g. training or updating
the risk calculator 6, e.g. a classifier, with a subset of
recent first fall risk values that indicate that the person
has been falling and corresponding (values of the) pa-
rameters of the set of parameters present at the same
time. Hence, the second fall risk value is determined
based on the first fall risk value and therefore, the appa-
ratus is configured to trigger the fall risk alert depending

on the first and the second fall risk value, even though
the actual output to decide whether or not to trigger the
fall risk alert is the second fall risk value. It should be
noted that the term parameter relates to the variable as
well as to an actual value of the variable.
[0029] Fig. 1b shows a further embodiment where the
first fall risk value initiates the triggering of the fall risk
alert. Therefore, the fall sensor determines whether the
person is about to fall, in contrast to the embodiments
described with respect to Fig. 1b, where the fall sensor
determines an actual fall of the person for training the
risk calculator to parameter value patterns of the set of
parameters related to falls (i.e. patterns before and/or
during a fall). By determining whether the person is about
to fall, the triggering of the fall risk alert may be performed
by the fall sensor in advance of a fall. However, by ad-
justing the sensitivity of the fall sensor using the second
fall risk value, the number of false alarms may be reduced
if the second fall risk value indicates a low probability that
a fall of the person occurs.
[0030] In this case, a threshold that may be applied to
the first fall risk value in order to decide whether or not a
fall is about to occur depends on (or is adjusted by) the
second fall risk value and therefore a probability that a
person may fall. A higher probability that a person is about
to fall, indicated by the second fall risk value, may there-
fore result in an increased sensitivity of the fall sensor to
detect patterns in the data of the sensors providing the
information regarding the motions 8 that refer to an ap-
proaching fall. In this case, a higher false alarm proba-
bility may be approved, since the overall chance of falling
is also increased. Thus, the apparatus 2 may trigger the
fall risk alert based on the first fall risk value, wherein a
threshold at the first threshold value indicating whether
or not a person is about to fall is adjusted using the second
fall risk value. Therefore, the apparatus is configured to
trigger the fall risk alert depending on the first and the
second fall risk value, even though the actual output to
decide whether or not to trigger the fall risk alert is the
first fall risk value.
[0031] Fig. 1c provides extended embodiments of the
embodiments of Fig. 1 b. Additionally to the embodiments
described with respect to Fig. 1b, the apparatus is con-
figured to trigger the fall risk alert depending on the first
and the second fall risk value in that the first and the
second fall risk value provide a weighted input to the de-
cision whether or not the person is about to fall. The de-
cision, or the determination, whether or not the person
is about to fall may be performed by a fall risk determiner
16 such as a processor. The fall risk determiner may
therefore receive the first fall risk value 10 and the second
fall risk value 12. Furthermore, the fall risk determiner
may perform a weighted combination of the first and the
second fall risk value to obtain a measure 18 whether or
not to trigger the fall risk alert to the person.
[0032] Fig. 1d shows an apparatus 2 for triggering a
fall risk alert to a person. The apparatus comprises the
fall sensor 4, the risk calculator 6 and a adaption unit 15.

7 8 



EP 3 346 402 A1

6

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

The fall sensor may evaluate motions of the person so
as to obtain the first fall risk value 10. The risk calculator
6 may determine a second fall risk value based on the
set of parameters 14. The fall sensor and the risk calcu-
lator may be connected by the adaption unit 15 config-
ured to adapt a weight associated with a parameter of
the set of parameters 14b as to determine the second
fall risk value based on the first fall risk value. Therefore,
the adaption unit may use the first fall risk value 10, e.g.
when the same indicates a fall of the person, to determine
a weight adaption value 13. The adaption unit 15 may be
implemented in a processor. A parameter may refer to
balance, strength, medication, weather, etc. Using map-
ping rules, the parameter or the set of parameters may
be converted to one fall risk factor or a set of fall risk
factors. The weight associated with the parameter of the
set of parameters may be a weight attributed to a fall risk
factor. A fall risk factor may comprise one parameter or
a weighted combination of parameters to obtain an indi-
cator for a risk of a person to fall (c.f. Fig. 2b, 32, 36).
The actual second fall risk value may be a weighted (lin-
ear or higher order) combination of two or more fall risk
factors, wherein these weights (36 in Fig. 2b) applied to
the fall risk factors may be adapted by the adaption unit
15 value.
[0033] Optionally, the adaption unit may receive the
set of parameters 14 (or values thereof) related to a fall
of the person by performing the adaptive learning in the
adaption unit 15 based on the respective parameters re-
lated to the fall and optionally to balance the training set,
using further parameters not related to a fall. Finally, the
apparatus is configured to trigger the fall risk alert de-
pending on the second fall risk value (adapted by the first
fall risk value).
[0034] Optionally, to derive at an embodiment using
the sensitivity adjustment and adaptive learning, the sen-
sitivity of the fall sensor is adjusted using the second fall
risk value.
[0035] So far, the described embodiments are de-
scribed in parallel. In the following, however, the figures
are described according to the embodiments of Fig. 1a
and 1d. Nonetheless, they may be adapted to the em-
bodiments of Fig. 1b or Fig. 1c according to the descrip-
tion above.
[0036] According to embodiments, the apparatus 2,
using e.g. the risk calculator 6, may trigger the fall risk
alert comprising recommendations for the user to prevent
future falls dependent on the second fall risk value and
optionally independent from a current value of the first
fall risk value. Even though the second fall risk value, or
more specifically the determination of the second fall risk
value, may be influenced by the first fall risk value e.g.
through the adaptive learning applied by the adaption
unit, the fall risk calculator does not explicitly use the first
fall risk value to trigger the fall risk alert. Thus, the fall
risk alert may be triggered independently from the first
fall risk value.
[0037] Fig. 2a shows a schematic block diagram ac-

cording to embodiments. Herein, the sensitivity adjust-
ment using feedback loop 42 and the adaptive learning
using adaption unit 15 may both be performed. Addition-
ally, an embodiment of the fall sensor is shown, which is
generally applicable, not only to the embodiment of the
apparatus comprising both, adaptive learning and sen-
sitivity adjustment. According to the embodiment, the fall
sensor 4 comprises one or more fall sensing units 4a
such as a gyroscope or an acceleration sensor providing
unbalance parameters 4b related e.g. to acceleration
peaks, rapid changes in orientation or an unbalance of
the person. These unbalance parameters may be applied
to a mapping rule 4c to determine the (i.e. one) first fall
risk value 10 based on the multiple unbalance parame-
ters according to the mapping rule. Output of the mapping
rule is the first fall risk value which may be a binary var-
iable indicating whether or not the person fell or a relative
variable indicating the likelihood or probability of the per-
son to fall e.g. in the range of 0% to 100%.
[0038] Thus, when applying the sensitivity adjustment
to the fall sensor via feedback loop 42, the sensitivity
adjustment may be applied to the mapping rule 4c such
that the mapping rules are adapted according to the cur-
rent second fall risk value 12 (i.e. the fall risk score). In
other words, the risk calculator may continuously adjust
the sensitivity of the fall sensor 4 to apply a time-variant
threshold to the first fall risk value indicating if the person
has been falling.
[0039] The risk calculator, when determining the sec-
ond fall risk value 12, may determine a trend within con-
secutive values of parameters of the set of parameters
and to trigger the fall risk alert comprising fall prevention
recommendations if the trend within the consecutive val-
ues of the parameters indicates an increasing fall risk
probability. This trend (or drift), which may be referred to
as a slowly varying, basically increasing or decreasing
value of one or more parameters, may indicate a consti-
tutional change of the person, a change of the environ-
ment etc. If change refers to the persons constitution, the
trend may be in the order or months or even years where-
in, if e.g. the weather conditions change, the trend may
be comparably quick if it is e.g. referred to a start of rain
and an increasing slippery of a certain (wet) floor. Each
of these trends may result in a different recommendation
to prevent the person from falling, i.e. e.g. exercises to
increase the persons’ strength to stop the constitutional
change (or decrease) of the person or in avoiding places
being slippery if the floor is wet.
[0040] Additionally or alternatively, the risk calculator
may trigger the fall risk alert if one parameter or combi-
nation of parameters of the set of parameters (or, more
precisely, one fall risk factor or a set of fall risk factors
calculated from one or a set of parameters using the map-
ping rules) exceeds a threshold (value), wherein the
threshold indicates an increasing fall risk probability.
Thus, e.g. a recommendation for fall prevention being a
signal that is optionally (part of) the fall risk alert, may be
triggered by a single fall risk factor exceeding the thresh-
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old. Therefore, the combination, also referred to as fall
risk factor, may be a weighted combination (also referred
to as mapping rules) such as e.g. a linear combination
of two or more parameters of the set of parameters. How-
ever, one fall risk factor may also comprise only one pa-
rameter instead of a weighted combination of parame-
ters. A mapping rule may be referred to as how one or a
set of parameters can be translated into a fall risk factor.
Please note that mapping rules may be provided in the
fall sensor (cf. 4c) and/or to define the risk factors (cf.
Fig. 2b). For practical reasons, the term "parameter" may
be used interchangeably along the text to refer to a fall
risk factor, when the need of distinguishing both concepts
is not necessary to understand the underlying ideas of
the text.
[0041] Fig. 2b shows a schematic block diagram of a
system 21 comprising a data server 22 and the apparatus
2 comprising one or more devices 20. The device 20 may
comprise hardware components such as one or more
sensors 24, e.g. an inertial sensor (e.g. gyroscope) or a
position sensor (e.g. GPS: global positioning system).
Further sensors may be a barometer, a temperature sen-
sor, acceleration sensor, pulse monitor, blood pressure
monitor, biometric sensor, galvanic sensor, pulse oxime-
ter etc. In other words, the fall sensor may evaluate mo-
tions of the person using values/parameters of at least
one or a combination of the following sensors: gyroscope,
acceleration sensor, pulse monitor, blood pressure mon-
itor, biometric sensor, galvanic sensor, pulse oximeter.
[0042] Furthermore, the device may comprise a stor-
age 26a, a processor 26b, a communication entity such
as a network (e.g. a WLAN: wireless local area network)
module 26c and/or a user interface 26d. For further ex-
planation of the device, it is referred to the description of
Fig. 4.
[0043] Basically, the device may be configured to gath-
er all relevant information from the person. This informa-
tion, i.e. the set of parameters 14, may be continuously
monitored and provided to the processing that may be
performed in processor 26b or in a further processor of
the apparatus or alternatively at least partially implement-
ed in hardware. Fig. 2b provides a categorization of the
information (or data, values of the parameters) in block
30. Block 30 may comprise parameters related to move-
ment 30a, behavior and activity 30b, health 30c, environ-
ment 30d and the fall sensor 4. However, this categori-
zation is optional since the parameters to be categorized
are already provided by the device 20. However, the fall
sensor 4 is advantageously implemented in order to ob-
tain actual falls of the person independent from other
parameters. Thus, according to embodiments, the blocks
30a to 30d provide a (optionally non-physical and there-
fore for illustrative purposes in this disclosure only)
grouping of the parameters. Additionally or alternatively,
one or more blocks 30a to 30d may perform a pre-
processing of the parameters corresponding to the re-
spective block, e.g. to obtain one output indicating the
health status when exemplary referring to block 30c.

[0044] A further stage comprises multiple (fall) risk fac-
tors 32. A risk factor may be one parameter or a weighted
combination of parameters that provides insight into the
probability of falling, indicated by arrows 34. These ar-
rows may represent the mapping rules, such as a (linear
or higher degree) combination of one or more parame-
ters. For example, the intake of a certain medicine in
combination with an increased pulse rate may not relate
to an increased probability of falling since this is a side
effect of the certain medicine wherein an increased pulse
rate without the intake of the certain medicine may have
other reasons that may relate to a higher probability of
falling. Thus, one risk factor may comprise the parame-
ters (or during measurement the respective parameters)
whether the certain medicine was taken and the pulse
rate, either as a binary value whether or not the pulse
rate exceeded a certain threshold or as a continuous val-
ue. Any other combination of parameters is also possible.
Thus, the risk factors 32 may be an input stage of a clas-
sifier.
[0045] A subsequent stage comprises one or more
weights 36. The number of weights may be equal to, less
than, or greater than the number of risk factors 32. The
weights 36 provide the weighting of the influence of a
certain risk factor or a combination of risk factors to the
actual fall risk score, i.e. the second fall risk value 12.
Thus, the risk factors, the weights and optionally blocks
30a to 30d belong to the risk calculator 6. Depending on
the second fall risk value 12, the fall risk alert 38 is trig-
gered (indicated by arrow 40) to the person. Besides the
actual fall risk alert, further personalized fall prevention
messages such as recommendations or exercises may
be provided to the person. This may also depend on the
second fall risk value 12.
[0046] A feedback loop 42 provides the fall risk score
(second fall risk value 12) back to the fall sensor 4 to
adjust the sensitivity of the fall sensor e.g. to obtain less
false alarms if the second fall risk value 12 is low, i.e. the
probability that the person is about to fall is small. Thus,
in other words, the risk calculator 6 may adjust a sensi-
tivity of the fall sensor 4 such that an increasing fall prob-
ability indicated by the second fall risk value 10 results
in a reduced probability that the fall sensor 4 misses to
indicate a fall of the person. A processor (e.g. processor
26b) is configured to train the risk calculator 6 to falls of
the person using the first fall risk value 10 and the set of
parameters 14, if the first risk value indicates a fall of the
person using the first fall risk value and related parame-
ters of the set of parameters. The related parameters
refer to (values of) the parameters of the set of parame-
ters present at the same time when evaluating the first
fall risk value to obtain training pairs especially for pre-
fall patterns within the set of parameters but also for pat-
terns at a fall or without any connection to a fall. Using
these training pairs, the weights of the risk calculator may
be updated (using adaptive learning). This update may
be performed at predetermined times such as e.g. once
a day, once a week, or once a month etc. Therefore, it
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is indicated that the first fall risk value is input to the
weights 36 even though it would be more accurate to
have the processor (e.g. Fig. 6 reveals the adaptive learn-
ing mechanism 60 for this purpose) in between. Accord-
ing to embodiments, the risk calculator 6 may continu-
ously adjust the sensitivity of the fall sensor to apply a
time-variant threshold to the first fall risk value 12 indi-
cating whether the person has been falling.
[0047] This is advantageous since the update is per-
formed as soon as a change in risk occurs. Otherwise,
the sensitivity of the fall sensor would not be optimized
to detect falls or to ignore non-fall events. For example,
after the intake of a certain drug, the risk of falling may
increase within 1-2hours. So, the sensitivity should also
be updated in the same time span. An update may be
required more immediately (e.g. started to rain) or in a
larger time frame (e.g. due to a decline in physical capa-
bilities). This may be referred to continuously adjusting
the sensitivity, but it could be referred to as "as soon as
a significant change in risk is observed".
[0048] In other words, the apparatus 2 may collect per-
sonal data from the user (i.e. the person) and context
(e.g. environment) continuously, computes a time-vari-
ant second fall risk value 12 and uses this score to dy-
namically adapt the sensitivity of a fall detection module
(i.e. fall sensor) 4 and to trigger fall prevention recom-
mendations 38.
[0049] The apparatus 2 is a device or set of devices
20 with inertial sensing, positioning, storage, processing,
communication capabilities and user interface (can be a
smartphone, a smartwatch, an external sensor, a com-
bination of sensors or alike), as depicted in Fig. 3 that is
programmed to continuously analyze the user’s move-
ment 30a, behavior and activity 30b, health and medica-
tion 30c, environmental context 30d and automatic de-
tection of falls 4 to identify the series of fall risk factors
32 and calculate the second fall risk value 12.
[0050] The second fall risk value (also referred to as
multifactorial fall risk score) 12 may be calculated as a
weighted combination 36 of multiple independent time-
variant fall risk factors 32, which are a series of param-
eters (of the set of parameters) extracted from the con-
tinuous monitoring of the user, with basis on a back-
ground analysis of movement, activities and environmen-
tal context, as well as specific inputs provided by the user
by means of questionnaires and/or tests, games, medi-
cation schedule, or deducted from user activities statis-
tics. Environmental risk factors such as weather condi-
tions may be additionally or alternatively extracted from
the internet and each time a person falls, information on
places, time and context is recorded, so that, using big
data analysis techniques, environmental risks can be
identified (e.g. uneven surfaces, slopes, stairs, busy
streets, crowded places, poor lightening conditions, and
others).
[0051] The automatic fall detection 4 may be based on
3-axial accelerometer data (and, optionally, uses also
data from the gyroscope) to derive rotation angles of body

segments in relation to the Earth’s vertical. Thus, the fall
sensor may evaluate motions of the person using values
of at least one or a combination of the following sensors:
gyroscope, acceleration sensor. First, a decision tree
classifier (or any other suitable classifier) may be trained
with data from simulated falls and non-fall daily move-
ments. Second, the most relevant features and corre-
sponding thresholds may be extracted and utilized e.g.
in a state-machine, which organizes the signal events in
fall stages events with an expected order and time-frame.
Additionally, the automatic fall detection 4 may be per-
sonalized, i.e. capable of adapting the thresholds to be
used according to the user’s profile, physical activity lev-
el, and objectively measured fall risk 12. Moreover, if
movements with a pattern similar to a fall, such as enter-
ing a car, are detected, it is possible, by combining loca-
tion and previous activities information, to exclude these
events from the falls classification used for the adaptive
learning.
[0052] The apparatus 2 may evaluate fall risk factors
against to what is considered as normal at first taking
into account the typical values of the parameters encoun-
tered in the non-risk population, and pre-programmed by
the apparatus. In the long term, the apparatus will adapt
to the individual who is continuously using the apparatus
2. To that purpose, the evolution of each individual fall
risk factor over time 12 is analyzed, so that inter-corre-
lations between different parameters can be identified,
to differentiate dependent and independent variables. By
employing adaptive learning algorithms using the first fall
risk value 10, the evolution of each individual independ-
ent parameter over time 32 is analyzed against the oc-
currence or non-occurrence of falls in a certain time pe-
riod identified by the fall sensor 4.
[0053] Based on this outcome 10, the weight 36 of each
fall risk factor in the combination is readjusted so that the
calculated second fall risk value 12 actually characterizes
the real probability of falling. Fall risk factors 32 may im-
pact the overall second fall risk value 12 not only in the
long term but also in the short term, considering rapidly-
changing and highly-weighted parameters, such as
those characterizing, for example, the current weather
conditions, medication taken and the execution of risky
activities (classification as risky depends on context).
[0054] The apparatus may also record each individual
data on a server 22 (further described with respect to Fig.
3) and, using big data analysis algorithms, population
data will be analyzed to infer and update 44 the list of
parameters 14 and therefore the fall risk factors 32 in that
e.g. the mapping rules forming a fall risk factor may be
adapted, to get considered in the continuous monitoring
of the users. Thus, combinations of medications trigger-
ing imbalances or associated with higher number of falls
in the population may be identified.
[0055] The sensitivity of the fall detection module 4
may be adjusted according to the second fall risk value
(also referred to as fall risk score) 12, i.e. the higher the
risk of falling the higher the sensitivity of the fall detector.
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Moreover, for battery optimization, the number of sensors
used and their sampling rate may change according to
the users second fall risk value 12 and the detected
movements. This is why the feedback loop 42 is directed
to the frame 30 instead of only to the fall sensor 4, indi-
cating that the sensors 24 of the device are adapted ac-
cording to the value of the second fall risk value 12.
[0056] If more precision is needed to analyze the sig-
nals in detail or if the user is very active, the number and
sampling rate of the sensors may be increased so that
movements are better perceived by the sensors 24. The
fall prevention module 38 may trigger personalized, mul-
tifactorial actions for fall prevention, both in the short-
term (alerts and recommendations related to the current
situation - e.g. going out in rainy weather, alternative
routes avoiding previously identified environmental risks,
advice possible critical hours of medication side effects
when the user should be more careful about balance and
motor activities), medium-term (related to risks that can
be changed with a specific action - e.g. advise going to
the doctor to review medication or vision, adapt certain
home conditions representing a risk to the person) and
in the long-term (interventions related to risk factors that
can only change if repeated actions are taken - i.e. ex-
ercises for balance, strength, mobility based on e.g. ex-
ergames and cognitive exercises, taken with the required
frequency and intensity).
[0057] Furthermore, as already indicated, the system
21 may comprise a data server 22 connected with the
device 20 (and therefore with the apparatus 2) to obtain
the parameters 14 and the first fall risk value 10 from the
apparatus 2. Alternatively, the second fall risk value may
be omitted from being provided to the data server. In this
case, the data server may obtain the unbalance of the
person from the parameters 14 and to exclude false
alarms based on other information and learning mecha-
nisms. Furthermore, instead of applying an automatic or
electronic update of the risk calculator, or more specifi-
cally the risk factors 32, it is also possible to monitor the
evolution of parameters that are described in the litera-
ture and large population studies as being related to the
risk of falling and to adapt the risk factors 32 using further
knowledge from further sources such as literature or pop-
ulation studies.
[0058] Fig. 3 shows the data server 22 according to
embodiments in more detail. The data server may com-
prise a receiving unit 46 configured to receive a first fall
risk value 10 and a set of parameters 14 from the appa-
ratus 2. Moreover, the data server 21 may be connected
to further apparatuses to obtain further datasets compris-
ing sets of parameters and first fall risk values. Hence,
the storage unit 48 (e.g. a non-volatile storage) may store
multiple first fall risk values and multiple sets of param-
eters from multiple apparatuses forwarded by the receiv-
ing unit. A processing unit 50 may process the multiple
first fall risk values and multiple sets of parameters from
multiple apparatuses (to obtain processed multiple first
fall risk values and multiple sets of parameters from the

multiple apparatuses and) to provide the processed mul-
tiple first fall risk values and multiple sets of parameters
from the multiple apparatuses to the apparatus 2. The
same information may be forwarded to the multiple ap-
paratuses. The processing may comprise a separation
of (the values of) the sets of parameters related to falls
and the sets of parameters related to the absence of falls
(or not related to falls) as indicated by the first fall risk
value. The processed multiple first fall risk values and
multiple sets of parameters may refer to the sets of pa-
rameters related to falls, which may be fed back to the
apparatus by updating 44 the risk factors 32.
[0059] The risk factors may be the same for each per-
son using any apparatus 2, wherein the weighting of the
risk factors using weights 36 may be performed user spe-
cific to obtain an adapted apparatus / classifier to user-
specific characteristics. Thus, the processor may be con-
figured to process the multiple first fall risk values and
the multiple sets of parameters from multiple apparatus-
es as to update a model for determining the first or the
second fall risk factor and to provide the updated model
to the apparatus to obtain an adapted fall sensor or an
adapted risk calculator. The model may refer to the map-
ping rules applied to the parameters to obtain the risk
factors. Thus, using the processor of the data server,
processing power in each apparatus may be reduced.
The update of the risk factors may be initiated by the
apparatus 2 (e.g. at predetermined points in time such
as e.g. once a day, once a week, or once a month). How-
ever, the update may be also initiated by the data server
22 if updated risk factors are available. Additionally, e.g.
by adapting the risk calculator, the fall prevention recom-
mendations may be updated if e.g. a recommendation
tested on a small group of people was successful tested
and approved for all people using the apparatus.
[0060] Fig. 4 shows a schematic block diagram of the
device 20 according to embodiments. The basic idea has
already been described with respect to Fig. 2b using the
same reference numbers. The user (person) 52 is con-
nected to the sensors 24 for sensing e.g. its acceleration
using the accelerometer 24c, its 3-axis angular velocity
rotations using e.g. the gyroscope 24a, its position using
e.g. the GPS sensor 24b, its surrounding magnetic field
using e.g. the magnetometer 24d, and/or its local atmos-
pheric pressure using e.g. the barometer 24e. The local
network module 26c may connect one or more external
sensors 24f such as blood pressure sensor, scale, oxi-
meter, sleep monitor to the device 20. Additionally, the
local network module 26c enables the device 20 (and
therefore the apparatus 2) to connect to the internet 54.
Via internet 54, the device 22 may receive updates of the
risk factors or further information such as weather fore-
casts or current weather conditions. Via user interface
26d, the user 52 may receive the fall prevention recom-
mendations 38. Besides providing the fall prevention rec-
ommendations 38 to the user, the user interface 26d may
receive inputs such as a medication schedule, responses
to questionnaires etc.
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[0061] The apparatus 2 may be a smartphone or alike.
The apparatus is programmed to monitor the user on a
daily basis, calculate a second fall risk value that may be
adapted to the evolution of the user and provide actions
to prevent the occurrence of falls. In the first level, the
apparatus may continuously monitor the user move-
ments and habits (such as gait and balance capabilities,
falls, medication intake, activities of daily living, sleep pat-
terns, location information, etc.), environmental context
and health. The apparatus may then map each collected
parameter to a risk score, using the mapping rules in the
model. A global time-variant second fall risk value is cal-
culated as a weighted combination of each individual fall
risk factor, according to Equations 1 and 2 shown in Fig. 5.
[0062] Fig. 5 shows exemplary diagrams 58 of the fall
risk factor over different values of a parameter of the set
of parameters. Eq. 1 reveals the mapping of parameters
of the set of parameters to risks, more precisely risk fac-
tors (mapping rules). A parameter (or a combination of
parameters) in the model (in the parameter units) is con-
verted to a number between 0 and 100% that represents
a fall risk factor. The conversion is conducted obeying to
known mapping rules that are specified by linear or non-
linear equations. N number of rules may be used to map
N number of parameters in the model. In Eq. 1 shown in
Fig. 5, R is the Fall Risk Factor, P the parameter (in pa-
rameter units), n the current parameter number, t the
time, and ti the current time.
[0063] Eq. 2 reveals a multivariate adaptive regression
general model equation. The fall risk score (i.e. second
fall risk value, both terms are used synonymously). may
be calculated as a weighted sum of the individual fall risk
factors. N is the number of parameters in the model. Here,
R refers to the Fall Risk Factor (percentage ∈ (0, 100)),
w the weights (number ∈ [0, 1]), t the time, N the Non-
constant number of parameters in the model, given than

 
[0064] According to embodiments, an intelligent
weights update mechanism based on multivariate adap-
tive regression techniques may be applied to allow a con-
tinuous adaptation of the overall fall risk score to the spe-
cificities of the person, considering the evolution of indi-
vidual fall risk factors and their relationships against the
occurrence and non-occurrence of falls in a past time-
frame. A frame may be any period of time such as a day,
a week, a month etc.
[0065] Exemplary adaptive weighting update mecha-
nisms are described in a first example with respect to
Fig. 7 and in a second example with respect to Fig. 8,
wherein, in Fig. 6, a general scheme for a weights update
mechanism for adaptive learning is shown.
[0066] Fig. 6 shows an individual risk factor 32 evolu-
tion (indicated by the derivative 32’ of the fall risk factors
32), together with their corresponding weights 36 are an-
alyzed against the occurrence or non-occurrence of falls
(indicated by the first fall risk factor 10) during a past time
period. The adaptive learning mechanism 60 will evalu-

ate not only the evolution 32’ of fall risks score 12, but
also their absolute values derived from Eq. 2, so that the
calculated fall risk score is in accordance with the output
(i.e. occurrence or non-occurrence of falls). The learning
mechanism will provide a feedback 62 on the weighting
mechanism, so that it can continuously adapt to the spe-
cificities of the person. Continuously in this context may
refer to the update frequency such as once a day, once
a week, or once a month or any other update frequency.
However, it should be pointed out that the continuous
adaption is primarily referring to an adaption of the ap-
paratus to the user over time. Furthermore, it should be
pointed out that the update frequency may be context
depending. For example, when a fall occurs, weights
should be updated more rapidly using the learning mech-
anism (i.e. do not wait until e.g. the end of the week to
do it). Thus, the fall sensor may trigger the adaptive learn-
ing if the first fall risk value indicates a fall of the person.
Otherwise, when no falls occur, a regular update may be
performed e.g. in the time frames as specified above.
[0067] This learning mechanism may be performed in
the adaptive learning path indicated with reference
number 10 since it carries the first fall risk value up to the
learning mechanism 60. However, input to the weights
may be according to Fig. 6 the feedback 62 as an output
of the learning mechanism 60. The (adaptive) learning
mechanism may be performed in a processor.
[0068] Fig. 7 shows the first example of the adaptive
weighting update mechanism. Two risk factors (R1 and
R2) were monitored during an extended time period.
Each risk factor had an associated weight (w1 and w2)
and w2 > w1. It was observed that R2 was higher than
R1 during that time period, which resulted in a constant
high global fall risk score. However, after that time frame,
no falls have been detected. Considering that R1 was
providing more meaningful information than R2, the
weights attributed to each risk were not adapted to the
individual. After applying the weight learning mechanism,
weights w1 and w2 are updated, and risk score recalcu-
lated to be in accordance with its outcome (i.e. the non-
occurrence of a fall). As a result the fall risk score de-
creases.
[0069] Fig. 8 shows the second example of the adap-
tive weighting update mechanism. Two risks (R1 and R2)
were monitored during an extended time period. Each
risk had an associated weight (w1 and w2) and w1 was
equal to w2. It was observed that R2 was increasing while
R1 decreased in the same time frame, which resulted in
a constant global fall risk score. However, after that time
frame, a fall has been detected. Considering that R2 was
providing more meaningful information than R1 (R2 was
actually predicting the occurrence of the fall), the weights
attributed to each risk were not adapted to the individual.
After applying the weight learning mechanism, weights
w1 and w2 are updated, and the risk score recalculated
to be in accordance with its outcome (i.e. the occurrence
of a fall).
[0070] The apparatus may adjust the sensitivity of the
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fall detector according to the fall risk score, since a person
with lower risk may be less likely to suffer an injurious
fall event. The value of each fall risk factor, calculated
continuously by the apparatus e.g. using the risk calcu-
lator, may, in a second level, trigger specific alerts, rec-
ommendations and exercise plans for fall prevention that
will be opportunely given to the user in order to challenge
him/her to be active and careful about future falls. In an
implementation of the apparatus, user movements may
be monitored using the inertial sensors of the mobile de-
vice (e.g. accelerometer and gyroscope). Based on ac-
tivity classification algorithms running on top of the col-
lected data, the current activity of the user may be iden-
tified and specific movement parameters, that are con-
sidered relevant in the analysis of movement quality and
fall risk, are extracted. These include, but are not limited
to, gait speed and steps asymmetry, number and dura-
tion of sit-to-stand transitions, level of activity and energy
expended, joint range of motion, sleep quality, among
others. This monitoring may also be able to identify each
time a fall occurs, using e.g. the fall sensor, by employing
specific fall detection algorithms based on the accelera-
tion patterns produced by these events.
[0071] Low impact falls, unbalance or falls with no ma-
jor consequences may also be considered as fall risk
factors being also an input to the apparatus. The appa-
ratus may also gather health information related to the
risk of falling to characterize a user profile based on med-
ical conditions assessment in the form of questionnaires
or biometric sensors information, in case they are avail-
able and connected to the apparatus (galvanic sensors
for energy expenditure, pulse oximeter for oxygen satu-
ration estimation, heart rate sensors, humidity and tem-
perature sensors). In other words, a parameter of the set
of parameters may comprise at least one or a combina-
tion of the following information: medication of the per-
son, humidity of the environment of the person, air pres-
sure in the environment around the person, temperature
of the environment around the person, activities of the
person, current position of the person, location informa-
tion of positions where other persons fell.
[0072] According to embodiments, the mobile device
(the device or the apparatus) will include a user interface
that will enable the user to input other relevant medical
information using questionnaires and/or tests to assess
medication intake, psychological state, fear of falling, vi-
sion and audition conditions. In the particular case of
medication intake, the apparatus may include a medica-
tion schedule, that may be adjusted as the apparatus
may learn which medications or their combination are
related to imbalances and higher risk of falls. Alternative-
ly, the apparatus or the device will be connected to a
backend server and a web-based frontend that will ena-
ble the user to input the same information to the appa-
ratus. The apparatus may also accept information from
the caregivers to complete the user profile.
[0073] Besides movement, falls and health, the pre-
ferred implementation of the apparatus may be able to

connect to the web to monitor environmental context
such as weather conditions, to identify in case slippery
floors may appear outside. Moreover, the mobile device
will be able to track user’s location (i.e. using GPS), so
that personalized recommendations are given to the user
related to the environmental context. In a preferred im-
plementation, the apparatus may connect to a server, so
that users’ data related to the occurrence of falls (location,
time and context) are recorded and by means of crowd-
sourcing external environmental factors are identified, in-
cluding uneven surfaces, slopes, stairs, busy streets and
crowded places, poor lightning conditions and others. In
a second level, the apparatus may generate specific
alerts and/or recommendations aiming to avoid the oc-
currence of falls, taking into account the current risks
affecting the person. These triggers will be relevant in
the short, medium and long term, according to the risks
and time frame used to change or avoid those risks. In
a preferred implementation, the apparatus will know
when a certain medication (with its known side effects)
is taken by the user, which, in case applied, will increase
the risk of falling in the next few minutes/hours, which
will then trigger alerts related to the expected side effects
and what type of movements/actions a person must avoid
in order not to take that risk. In other words, the apparatus
may provide the person with fall prevention recommen-
dations based on the first or the second fall risk value,
wherein the fall prevention recommendations comprise
one or a combination of the following recommendations:
performing a medical check-up, perform a diet, following
a provided nutrition plan, performing sports activities,
modifying the home environment. Additionally, the appa-
ratus may monitor the person during performing the ac-
tivities and to monitor the evolution of the activities. Fur-
thermore, the apparatus may adapt the fall prevention
recommendations based on the measurement.
[0074] With time the apparatus may also learn from
population data which combinations of medication will be
more correlated with the occurrence of falls and in which
conditions. Moreover, the apparatus will alert dangerous
habits and activities and, in case the person decides to
go out, advice going through routes that avoid going
through areas where environmental risks were previous-
ly identified based on crowdsourced analytics of falling
data and context. Therefore, the apparatus may com-
prise a route planer configured to determine a route (of
the person) from a first position to a second position,
wherein the route planer is further configured to adapt
the route according the first or the second fall risk value
as to avoid places where other persons had an increased
probability of falling (measured e.g. from the total number
of falls of any person at a certain position, e.g. considering
further side effects such as rain etc. as described above
to avoid this position at a certain condition characterized
by a number of parameters).
[0075] In the medium term, the apparatus may oppor-
tunely do recommendations related to the advice of doing
medical check-ups, diet and exercise recommendations,

19 20 



EP 3 346 402 A1

12

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

and home environment modifications. To improve phys-
ical capabilities related to higher risks of falling (e.g. bal-
ance, strength, flexibility), the apparatus may also trigger
requests to do some specific exercises of the right type,
at the appropriate times and with the appropriate frequen-
cy and intensity. In an implementation of the apparatus,
these exercises may be presented to the person as ex-
ergames, to promote exercise execution and adherence
to the exercises. The mobile device may be used as a
sensor during exercise execution, so that movement can
be analyzed and user’s evolution tracked. In a preferred
implementation, the mobile device may be able to con-
nect to an external laptop or tablet that may provide visual
feedback on games. More generically, the apparatus
may also challenge the person to keep active, to maintain
a healthy lifestyle from the beginning even if no specific
risks of falling are detected. In case the apparatus iden-
tifies it as being useful, cognitive games may also be
triggered.
[0076] A higher level of analysis may be made by the
apparatus to find population patterns that could have in-
fluence in the risk of falling, create new fall risk factors
and adapt the fall risk score of the user. Population data
may be collected by multiple users using the apparatus,
and may be used to identify pre-fall patterns similar to
those observed in the population using big data analysis
algorithms. This enables the apparatus to identify new
fall risk patterns and also to trigger fall prevention actions
in order to avoid falls in people presenting similar com-
binations of risks. The apparatus may also use population
data to identify which are the most and less effective fall
prevention strategies, to avoid recommending ineffective
actions to people with similar combinations of risks.
[0077] According to embodiments, a fall detection
module will use the second fall risk value as an input to
adjust fall detection sensitivity and avoid excessive de-
tection of false falls. The knowledge of the previous ac-
tivities performed combined with the location of the user
may also be considered as an input to exclude events
with acceleration signatures similar to those observed in
a fall event (for example, getting in the car). With this
process, typical false fall alarms can be avoided. More-
over, with basis on the second fall risk value and the fall
risk factors, the granularity of activity detection will
change, so that more specific activities which can be con-
sidered as risky taking into account the specific factors
affecting the person can be detected and more specific
short-term alerts can be triggered. For example, if the
apparatus detects the user has a poor balance, activities
like reaching into cabinets or closet, or even gardening,
can constitute a risk to the person, and therefore, should
be avoided or performed with caution.
[0078] The apparatus may be defined as a framework
with several modules for the analysis of the aforemen-
tioned fall risk factors, and could combine several sen-
sors for the variety of assessments mentioned, placed in
multiple locations in parallel for information combination
or alone. Additionally, the apparatus compiles a display

for user interaction that could be in the form of a smart-
phone coupled or not with a TV or a tablet. The apparatus
could also work in several levels of battery consumption
according to the level of precision used in the analysis
of the user movements and user fall risk. In an imple-
mentation of the apparatus, the number of sensors and
the rate used in signal acquisition may be lower for indi-
viduals whose fall risk score is low (meaning that the user
is more active, and therefore, movement signatures are
more evidently perceived in the sensor signal patterns)
in favor of less battery consumption.
[0079] Fig. 9 shows a schematic diagram of the pro-
cedure of monitoring the parameters and to use the pa-
rameters or combine multiple parameters as risk factors.
Therefore, the device (or the apparatus) will monitor mul-
tiple parameters that will then be converted into fall risks
based on the known mapping rules. The history of the
evolution of each individual fall risk factor is obtained.
Both intrinsic (e.g. balance, strength, etc.) and external
or environmental fall risk factors (e.g. medication, light
humidity, etc.) may be monitored.
[0080] Fig. 10 shows a schematic block diagram of a
general scheme of fall risk-related adaptive learning
mechanisms. The device 20 or the apparatus 2 may mon-
itor several parameters 14, including the occurrence of
falls (first fall risk value). Parameters evolution and falls
may be sent to a remote server 22 so that, based on
crowdsource-based learning mechanisms, pre-defined
mapping rules 64 can be updated 44. These mapping
rules enable parameters 14 to be translated to fall risk
factors 32 (more details in Fig. 16). On a first level, indi-
vidual risks history evolution, as well as weights history
may be stored locally e.g. in the local history container
56 (e.g. being part of the storage 26a), so that, taking
into account the occurrence of falls and based on adap-
tive learning mechanisms 60, individual fall risk weights
36 can be adapted to the individual person (more details
in Fig. 6, Fig. 7, Fig. 8). As a result, the calculated fall
risk score will be more adapted to the individual person
considering higher specificities, i.e. an improved predic-
tion whether the probability of the person to fall is high.
[0081] Fig. 11 shows the relation of four fall risk factors
32, the corresponding weights 36 and the resulting fall
risk score 12 at two different points in time (t1 and t2).
Fall risk factors weights are updated using adaptive
learning mechanisms. As a result, fall risk score changes,
adapting to the specificities of the person.
[0082] Fig. 12 shows the sensitivity adjustment of the
fall sensor. According to the level of fall risk, the fall de-
tector sensitivity may be automatically adjusted. Since
for a person with higher fall risk score it is more important
to detect falls, the fall detector sensitivity is increased in
these cases. Fig. 12 indicates the influence of the fall risk
score 12 to the fall sensor. Assuming that the fall sensor
outputs a discrete first fall risk value indicating whether
or not the person has been falling, the fall risk score 12
adapts an internal threshold of the fall sensor where, de-
pending on the motion of the person, a value of the motion
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above the threshold may result in measuring a fall, indi-
cated by the first fall risk value 10. However, it should be
noted that the first fall risk value may be a continuous
variable where the threshold to decide whether or not a
fall occurred is applied in a further processing step, e.g.
during the weights updating procedure.
[0083] Fig. 13 shows, according to embodiments,
short-term interventions and long-term interventions be-
ing optional parts of the second fall risk value, which may
be applied to the individual person when an individual
fall risk (factor) exceeds a certain value such as the
threshold 68. Short-term fall prevention alerts and rec-
ommendations 66a may be triggered, as well as long-
term interventions 66b (e.g. long-term fall prevention plan
with exercises for balance, strength, mobility and cogni-
tion) considering the value and evolution of specific in-
trinsic and external/environmental individual fall risk fac-
tors.
[0084] Fig. 14 shows the adaptive fall prevention
mechanism of the long-term interventions according to
embodiments. Individual fall risks and intervention plans
executed by the person may be stored on a remote server
22, to evaluate whether the applied strategy was effective
or not in its fall prevention task. Fall prevention plans as
part of the fall prevention recommendations 38 may be
continuously improved (using e.g. feedback loop 70) con-
sidering the data gathered via crowdsourcing, e.g. from
the remote server 22.
[0085] Fig. 15 shows embodiments of the crowdsourc-
ing approach. While some locations 72a, 72b, 72c are
dangerous due to architectural characteristics (e.g. due
to floor characteristics (cf. e.g. stairs in 72c) or changes
in height (cf. e.g. uneven surface in 72b)), other locations
represent higher risks of falling just when certain envi-
ronmental conditions are measured (e.g., stairs can be
become dangerous when it’s raining (cf. 72a); uneven
surfaces become more dangerous when there is poor
lightning conditions (cf. 72b)). Thus, the device 20, or
more generally the apparatus 2 of multiple persons 52
may provide location information about falls together with
environmental conditions at the time the fall occurred to
the remote server 22. This information may refer to an
unbalance of the persons, falls and/or intrinsic and/or ex-
ternal parameters. These locations may be evaluated,
and e.g. as Fig. 15 illustrates, depicted on a map 74 based
on e.g. the respective GPS location. The single locations
may be grouped to form areas that show a higher risk of
falling, as indicated on map 74’. This information may be
further input to the risk factor calculation as an external
parameter to adapt the value of the fall risk score. Ac-
cording to embodiments, the apparatus 2 comprises a
route planer configured to determine a route from a first
position to a second position, wherein the route planer
is further configured to adapt the route according the sec-
ond fall risk value or based on the location information
of multiple persons derived from the remote server 22. It
is e.g. possible, that a person whose fall risk factor (sec-
ond fall risk value) is very low, i.e. the probability of falling

is very low, such that this person may be guided through
the areas 72a-c with a higher probability of falling regard-
less the higher probability of falling, since it is still not
likely that the person falls. However, besides this consid-
eration, it is also possible to omit guiding a person to the
areas of higher probability of falling anyway without con-
sidering the second fall risk value.
[0086] Hence, in general, the apparatus may obtain
first fall risk values and sets of parameters from further
persons different from the person and to adapt a deter-
mination of the first or the second fall risk value based
on the first fall risk values from the further persons and
respective parameters of the sets of parameters from the
further persons. This may be referred to as crowdsourc-
ing.
[0087] Fig. 16 shows schematic representations of the
mapping rules update at from a first point in time t1 to a
second point in time t2, Mapping rules specify how a cer-
tain parameter is converted to a fall risk factor (e.g. a
number between 0 and 100%). These optionally linear
or non-linear rules are learned from population data that
is stored in a remote server. Crowdsource-based learn-
ing may be applied to learn or update existing mapping
rules, based on the occurrence of falls.
[0088] Following are listed a number of publications
related to the topic of this disclosure. None of the publi-
cations reveal that a fall sensors sensitivity is adjusted
by a feedback loop of a (first) fall risk value, wherein the
(first) fall risk value itself is influenced by the output of
the fall sensor. In other words, the publications do not
show a risk calculator configured to determine a second
fall risk value based on a set of parameters, wherein a
sensitivity of the fall sensor is adjusted using the second
fall risk value. Further differences to the publications are
described below.
[0089] US 7612681 B2 shows a system and method
for predicting fall risk for a resident. However, embodi-
ments of the apparatus and method described in the
present disclosure go beyond this data collection of the
US patent by proposing adaptive learning algorithms, a
time-variant weighted combination of multiple fall risk fac-
tors. Moreover, the disclosure proposes to obtain fall risk
factors not only from sensors attached to the user’s body
but also from several different sources, such as profile
data or crowdsourced information of hazardous locations
and considering short-term variations of factors, such as
environmental context, medication taken and execution
of risky activities. Furthermore, embodiments of the
present disclosure present a combined solution for a mul-
tifactorial assessment of fall risk, optionally implemented
on a continuous, adaptive and/or real-time basis.
[0090] WO 2009156936 A2 shows a system and meth-
od for determining a personal health related risk. In con-
trast, embodiments of the present disclosures show a
multifactorial assessment of fall risk, optionally imple-
mented on a continuous, adaptive and/or real-time basis.
[0091] US 2013023798 A shows a method for body-
worn sensor based prospective evaluation of falls risk in
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community-dwelling elderly adults. However, only pa-
rameters extracted from the TUG (Timed-Up-and-Go)
test are used in the model. Embodiments of the present
disclosure go beyond this, by proposing the calculation
of a fall risk score based on multifactorial data collected
continuously while the system is being used. Further-
more, adaptive mechanisms may be applied to improve
calculations and individualize fall risk score calculation
based on detected falls, by means of changing individual
fall risk weights in the original fall risk model.
[0092] US 2013303860 A shows a system and meth-
ods for use in fall risk assessment. However, embodi-
ments of the present disclosure provide a personal adap-
tive mechanism to improve the quality of the outputs to
the user, such as the fall prevention recommendations.
[0093] EP 2329470 B1 shows a fall detection and/or
prevention system. In contrast to embodiments of the
present disclosure where the fall sensor (measuring ac-
tual falls) is adapted based on the fall risk score being a
measure of how likely it is that the person is about to fall,
wherein the cited European patent proposes to adapt
and update the algorithms based on the occurrence of
falls, not a fall risk score. Thus, in contrast to the present
disclosure, this is not a solution for minimizing false pos-
itive detections in the case of non-occurrence of falls for
very long periods of time.
[0094] WO 2015036245 A1 shows a fall detection sys-
tem and method. In contrast, embodiments of this dis-
closure show a fall risk index computed from several pop-
ulation risk factors, obtained for each person from sensor
information and other sources.
[0095] US 7541934 B2 shows a Method and device
for fall prevention and detection, from Secu-management
B.V.. In contrast, according to embodiments, the user is
alerted by the device in the short-term but the alerts are
triggered upon the detection of potentially risky situations
and contexts (identified from crowdsourced data) com-
bined with the fall risk level of the user. Moreover, long-
term actions towards fall prevention may be also trig-
gered and adapted based on the evolution of the risk of
falling.
[0096] US 20100124737 A1 shows a method and sys-
tem for fall prevention in older adults. In contrast, this
disclosure shows embodiments where the apparatus
personalizes actions for fall prevention automatically,
based on the monitored parameter. Said actions may
include not only alerts and recommendations. but also
exercise interventions. which are monitored using the
mobile device.
[0097] WO 2014136112 A1 shows a patient-specific
rehabilitative video game. In contrast, the apparatus ac-
cording to embodiments may be setup automatically
based on the specificities of the person (which are also
perceived by the apparatus) and the evolution of the fall
risk factors over time.
[0098] "iStand Falls Prevention®" is a solution based
on video modules that leads the user through a number
of exercises clinically proven to reduce the risk of falls

among seniors.
[0099] In contrast, embodiments show the apparatus
being distinctive since while exercise interventions are
based on clinical evidence, a detailed plan is constructed
for each user according to the risk of falling and most
prominent risk factors and this plan may be adjusted as
the user evolves. Moreover, the compliance to the exer-
cise plan may be monitored using a mobile device with
a set of sensors in order to assure that the exercises are
performed correctly and retrieve data that will contribute
to assess the evolution of the user.
[0100] The Project ’iStoppFalls’ has been developed
within the European Commission’s Seventh Framework
Program (FP7) aiming to create an Information and Com-
munication Technology based system to regularly as-
sess a person’s risk of falling in their own home and to
deliver an individual and tailored homebased exercise
and education program for fall prevention. The two fol-
lowing publications describe parts of the system.
[0101] Y. J. Gschwind, S. Eichberg, H. R. Marston, A.
Ejupi, H. de Rosario, M. Kroll, M. Drobics, J. Annegarn,
R. Wieching, S. R. Lord, K. Aal and K. Delbaere, "ICT-
based system to predict and prevent falls (iStoppFalls):
study protocol for an international multicenter rand-
omized controlled trial," BMC Geriatr., vol. 14, no. 1, p.
91, Aug. 2014. In contrast, embodiments of the present
disclosure show to create an intervention plan for each
user in which the exercises and recommendations cho-
sen depend on the risk of falling and most prominent risk
factors. This plan may be adjusted automatically as the
user evolves, not only in response to the correct execu-
tion of the exercises, but also to the evolution of the fall
risk score and fall risk factors. Moreover, this adjustment
of the intervention plan may be based on altering the
duration, level of difficulty, number of repetitions, as well
as by automatically proposing different types of exercis-
es.
[0102] Hilde AE Geraedts, Wiebren Zijlstra, Wei
Zhang, Sjoerd Bulstra and Martin Stevens, "Adherence
to and effectiveness of an individually tailored home-
based exercise program for frail older adults, driven by
mobility monitoring: design of a prospective cohort
study", BMC Public Health, vol. 14, p. 570, 2014. In con-
trast, embodiments of the present disclosure show that
the prescription of the exercises may be set automatically
by the system and also learns with the evolution of the
user in terms of fall risk score and fall risk factors.
[0103] US 2015148113 A shows patient-specific reha-
bilitative video games. In contrast, embodiments of the
present disclosure relate to therapy plans being learned
from multiple users based on big data analysis.
[0104] US 2015260514 A shows method to determine
physical properties of the ground. In contrast, embodi-
ments of the present disclosure show the apparatus us-
ing crowdsourcing techniques.
[0105] US 8082122 B2 show a mobile device having
a motion detector. In contrast, embodiments of the
present disclosure show adjusting the sensors sampling

25 26 



EP 3 346 402 A1

15

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

rate and/or also the number of sensors, based on the fall
risk score.
[0106] A. Weiss, M. Brozgol, M. Dorfman, T. Herman,
S. Shema, N. Giladi and J. M. Hausdorff, "Does the Eval-
uation of Gait Quality During Daily Life Provide Insight
Into Fall Risk? A Novel Approach Using 3-Day Acceler-
ometer Recordings", Neurorehabilitation and Neural Re-
pair, vol. 27(8), p. 742, 2013. In contrast, embodiments
of the present disclosure show that a set of parameters
derived from the combination of one or more sensors and
used to determine a second fall risk value are adapted
by an adaption unit.
[0107] Embodiments of the present disclosure relate
to an apparatus or a method that dynamically extracts
information from data obtained from the normal daily ac-
tivity of the user and his environment, have the ability to
learn and to deduct new knowledge automatically from
the data, and uses this information and knowledge to
compute the risk of falling and suggest short and long-
term interventions for falls prevention that are continu-
ously adapted to the evolution of the user.
[0108] Embodiments of the present disclosure target
community-dwelling, independent, seniors and pre-sen-
iors who have low or high fall risk scores. Other applica-
tions may be directed to younger users that may be at
risk of falling (due to certain pathologies, for example),
institutionalized patients who may be at risk of falling.
The apparatus may be adapted to other conditions in
which specific monitoring and intervention are used, such
as training of high performance athletes, high risk pro-
fessionals (security and safety, firefighters), patients
needing rehabilitation, individuals that need to control
their weight (obesity, diabetes patients), monitoring chil-
dren, mostly to alert when a fall event occurs and monitor
his/her progress in terms of equilibrium and strength.
[0109] Such a system is suitable to be distributed by
mobile network operators, for example, as it would induce
a more frequent usage of smartphones by the 65 + seg-
ment of the population. Smartphone and wearables man-
ufactures may also have commercial interest in such a
solution, since it could be integrated in their products at
the production level. These products would be highly dif-
ferentiated in the market and address the needs of a
growing market segment with increasing purchasing
power and interest in technology. Rehabilitation or other
healthcare provider units may also be potential commer-
cial partners, benefiting from the referred advantages as
the deployment of such a system in their facilities would
allow a more cost-effective care delivery.
[0110] The present disclosure further relates to em-
bodiments described by the following examples. The ex-
amples may be directed to the apparatus and method as
claimed.
[0111] A first example of the present disclosure relates
to a method to compute the fall risk score taking into
account personal and environmental data and their ev-
olution in the short and long term, the method comprising:
continuous collection of user data for the background

analysis of movement, activities, falls, health and envi-
ronmental context, relying on the analysis of sensor data,
and inputs provided by the user by means of question-
naires, medication schedules, tests and games; fall risk
score calculated as time-variant weighted combination
of multiple fall risk factors; fall risk score considering
short-term variations of factors (such as environmental
context, medication taken and execution of risky activi-
ties); adaptive learning algorithms, that will analyze the
evolution of each individual risk factor over time against
the occurrence or non-occurrence of falls in a time period,
in order to adapt the system (weights of the risk factors)
to the specificities of the person.
[0112] This is advantageous, since the risk of falling is
continuously and automatically screened without direct
intervention of the user or trained professionals. This fea-
ture provides a closer monitoring of the user without rep-
resenting a burden and time consuming tasks to either
the user or the healthcare system. Multiple aspects con-
tributing to the risk of falling are measured and combined
taking into account their relative importance to each user.
It enables a more thorough analysis of several fall risk
factors and a better representation of the risk of falling
than currently done with state-of-the-art tests performed
at healthcare facilities. Short-term variations of fall risk
factors are never taken into account in the state-of-the-
art tests performed at healthcare facilities, but monitoring
these variations enables to trigger short-term alerts and
recommendations to prevent falls right before they are
about to happen.
[0113] According to a second example related to the
first example, the method comprising adjusting the sen-
sitivity of the fall detection based on the fall risk score.
[0114] Automatic technology-based fall detectors usu-
ally suffer from the frequent occurrence of false fall
alarms that disturb the users and cause lack of adherence
to these systems. By adjusting the sensitivity of the fall
detection automatically with basis on the continuously
adapting fall risk score the false alarms may be minimized
when the risk of falling is low, while making sure that no
real fall is missed when the risk is high. This is extremely
useful as low risk users tend to be more active and thus
perform more activities that are likely to trigger more false
alarms. Thus, it is advantageous to decrease false fall
detection alarms and consequently improve the adher-
ence to fall detection systems.
[0115] According to a third example related to the sec-
ond or the first example, the method comprises triggering
short-term fall prevention alerts and recommendations,
as well as long-term interventions (e.g. long-term fall pre-
vention plan with exercises for balance, strength, mobility
and cognition) considering the value and evolution of
specific intrinsic and external/environmental individual
fall risk factors.
[0116] This is advantageous, since fall prevention
alerts that are based on the value of specific fall risk fac-
tors are more precisely directed to the cause of the risk
of falling and therefore, may more effectively prevent falls
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from happening.
[0117] According to a fourth example related to any of
the first to the third example, the method comprises con-
tinuous learning of effective fall prevention strategies
based on big data analysis of effective and non-effective
plans versus fall risks evolution, wherein new effective
fall prevention activities can also be learned considering
unexpected changes in life-styles and habits (i.e. chang-
es that were not advised by the system) that result in
consistent changes in individual fall risk scores.
[0118] This is advantageous, since long-term fall pre-
vention plans that are precisely tailored to fall risk factors
of each user that evolve over time as these factors
progress are more effective as fall prevention strategies
and allow to minimize or revert the identified fall risk fac-
tors and ultimately avoid falls. The apparatus may be
adapted according to the evolution of the person, which
allows a continuous and specific solution to prevent the
occurrence of falls. Ultimately the system will provide a
more efficient solution when compared to static fall pre-
vention programs.
[0119] According to a fifth example related to any of
the first to the fourth example, the method comprises
crowdsourcing of locations of frequent falls, associated
with a time of occurrence and context (weather conditions
and surface characteristics,) to deduct external/environ-
mental factors (e.g. locations of uneven surfaces, slopes,
stairs, busy streets, slippery floors, etc).
[0120] This is advantageous, since mapping of the
most dangerous locations and conditions to the occur-
rence of falls allows to generate alerts when a user who
has already an intrinsic risk of falling is approaching these
locations or is outside under certain conditions. These
short-term alerts may prevent falls right before they are
about to happen.
[0121] According to a sixth example related to any of
the first to the fifth example, the method comprises infer-
ring new fall risk factors and update parameters-risks
mapping rules automatically from the continuously grow-
ing population data taking into account the correlation of
the parameters monitored with the falls detected by the
system.
[0122] This is advantageous, since the apparatus
should have predicting capability to infer new fall risks
and prevention strategies automatically, this will allow
more effectively reverting fall risk factors over time. The
apparatus may also learn with the users in a way that it
could take advantage of the population data to adapt the
prescribed exercise program based on success rates.
By being automatically incorporating knowledge gener-
ated from population observations, the system will be
continuously updated according to the evidence and thus
ensure maximum efficiency in falls prevention.
[0123] According to a seventh example related to any
of the first to the sixth example, the method comprises
trading-off battery drain and detection accuracy during
continuous monitoring by adjusting the number of sen-
sors used and/or sensor sampling rate according to the

fall risk score. In other words, the risk calculator may
receive the set of parameters and adapt a frequency of
an update of the set of parameters based on the second
fall risk value. Accordingly, the fall sensor may receive
the set of parameters and adapt a frequency of an update
of the motion (i.e. parameters directed to the motion of
the person such as information of a gyroscope or accel-
erometer etc.) of the person based on the second fall risk
value.
[0124] Automatic technology-based Activity Trackers
usually imply a fast battery drain of the device in which
they are implemented and this causes lack of adherence
to these systems. Thus, it is advantageous to increase
the battery life time, since it will increase the overall ac-
ceptance of the apparatus. By adjusting the sensor sam-
pling rate, more granularity can be provided for the mon-
itoring algorithms, according to the level of precision that
may be set based on the fall risk score. Adjusting the
number of sensors used for continuous monitoring may
also provide a more tailored result to the user, since new
sources of information can increase the performance lev-
el when needed. Automatic management between bat-
tery drain and detection accuracy will ensure that the
system always fit the user’s needs.
[0125] According to an eighth example related to any
of the first to the seventh example, the method comprises
refining granularity of activity detection based on the fall
risk score and fall risks, so that more specific short-term
alerts can be triggered.
[0126] This is advantageous, since, when the fall risk
score is high or a certain risk factor is detected, more
subsets of activities may be detected, for example risky
movements, so that more precise short term alerts may
be triggered. In other circumstances, this activity detec-
tion granularity may be reduced in order to minimize bat-
tery drain.
[0127] According to a ninth example related to any of
the first to the eighth example, the method comprises
detecting low impact falls, unbalance or falls with no ma-
jor consequences as risk factors.
[0128] This is advantageous, since it improves the ac-
curacy of the fall risk score.
[0129] According to a tenth example related to any of
the first to the ninth example, the method comprises un-
derstanding events with acceleration signatures similar
to those observed in a fall event as non-falls based on
the knowledge of the previous activities performed com-
bined with the location of user (for example, getting in
the car).
[0130] This also helps minimizing the occurrence of
false fall alarms and thus improving adherence to fall
detection systems. The major advantage is its ability to
learn and adjust based on the collected data and infor-
mation generated both at the level of the user and also
the population. These adjustments are reflected in more
accurate and personalized fall risk score calculation and
identification of fall risk factors, as well as in more effec-
tive fall prevention strategies, while maximizing adher-
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ence by minimizing false alarms and battery drain.
[0131] According to a eleventh example related to any
of the first to the tenth example, all the above mentioned
method steps can be implemented in a single device.
[0132] According to a twelfth example, the fall sensor
is configured to evaluate motions of the person using
values of at least one or a combination of the following
sensors: accelerometer, gyroscope, magnetometer, ba-
rometer, image and/or sound.
[0133] According to a thirteenth example, the risk cal-
culator is configured to use a parameter of the set of
parameters comprising at least one or a combination of
the following information: medication of the person, hu-
midity of the environment of the person, air pressure in
the environment around the person, temperature of the
environment around the person, activities of the person,
current position of the person, location information of po-
sitions where other persons fell, health status, physical
capability (e.g. strength, flexibility, balance, gait velocity,
movement symmetry, etc.).
[0134] According to a fourteenth example, the appa-
ratus is configured to provide the person with fall preven-
tion recommendations based on the first or the second
fall risk value, wherein the fall prevention recommenda-
tions comprise one or a combination of the following rec-
ommendations: performing a medical check-up, perform
a diet, following a provided nutrition plan, performing
sports activities, performing specific exercises for fall pre-
vention based on the specific encountered risks factors,
modify the home environment, avoid certain routes, avoid
walking outdoors in rainy weather, avoid the execution
of certain activities at certain time periods of the day (e.g.
after taking a medicine, etc.).
[0135] According to a fifteenth example, the apparatus
is configured to monitor the person during performing the
activities and to monitor the evolution of the activities.
[0136] According to a sixteenth example, the appara-
tus is configured to trigger the fall risk alert if the first fall
risk value indicates that the person is about to fall and
wherein the sensitivity of the fall sensor is adjusted based
on the second fall risk value to change a threshold of the
first fall risk value, wherein the threshold indicates that
the person is about to fall.
[0137] According to a seventeenth example, the risk
calculator is configured to continuously adjust the sensi-
tivity of the fall sensor to apply a time-variant threshold
to the first fall risk value indicating if the person has been
falling.
[0138] Although the present invention has been de-
scribed in the context of block diagrams where the blocks
represent actual or logical hardware components, the
present invention can also be implemented by a compu-
ter-implemented method. In the latter case, the blocks
represent corresponding method steps where these
steps stand for the functionalities performed by corre-
sponding logical or physical hardware blocks.
[0139] Although some aspects have been described
in the context of an apparatus, it is clear that these as-

pects also represent a description of the corresponding
method, where a block or device corresponds to a meth-
od step or a feature of a method step. Analogously, as-
pects described in the context of a method step also rep-
resent a description of a corresponding block or item or
feature of a corresponding apparatus. Some or all of the
method steps may be executed by (or using) a hardware
apparatus, like for example, a microprocessor, a pro-
grammable computer or an electronic circuit. In some
embodiments, one or more of the most important method
steps may be executed by such an apparatus.
[0140] The inventive transmitted or encoded signal can
be stored on a digital storage medium or can be trans-
mitted on a transmission medium such as a wireless
transmission medium or a wired transmission medium
such as the Internet.
[0141] Depending on certain implementation require-
ments, embodiments of the invention can be implement-
ed in hardware or in software. The implementation can
be performed using a digital storage medium, for exam-
ple a floppy disc, a DVD, a Blu-Ray, a CD, a ROM, a
PROM, and EPROM, an EEPROM or a FLASH memory,
having electronically readable control signals stored ther-
eon, which cooperate (or are capable of cooperating) with
a programmable computer system such that the respec-
tive method is performed. Therefore, the digital storage
medium may be computer readable.
[0142] Some embodiments according to the invention
comprise a data carrier having electronically readable
control signals, which are capable of cooperating with a
programmable computer system, such that one of the
methods described herein is performed.
[0143] Generally, embodiments of the present inven-
tion can be implemented as a computer program product
with a program code, the program code being operative
for performing one of the methods when the computer
program product runs on a computer. The program code
may, for example, be stored on a machine readable car-
rier.
[0144] Other embodiments comprise the computer
program for performing one of the methods described
herein, stored on a machine readable carrier.
[0145] In other words, an embodiment of the inventive
method is, therefore, a computer program having a pro-
gram code for performing one of the methods described
herein, when the computer program runs on a computer.
[0146] A further embodiment of the inventive method
is, therefore, a data carrier (or a non-transitory storage
medium such as a digital storage medium, or a computer-
readable medium) comprising, recorded thereon, the
computer program for performing one of the methods
described herein. The data carrier, the digital storage me-
dium or the recorded medium are typically tangible and/or
non-transitory.
[0147] A further embodiment of the invention method
is, therefore, a data stream or a sequence of signals rep-
resenting the computer program for performing one of
the methods described herein. The data stream or the
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sequence of signals may, for example, be configured to
be transferred via a data communication connection, for
example, via the Internet.
[0148] A further embodiment comprises a processing
means, for example, a computer or a programmable logic
device, configured to, or adapted to, perform one of the
methods described herein.
[0149] A further embodiment comprises a computer
having installed thereon the computer program for per-
forming one of the methods described herein.
[0150] A further embodiment according to the inven-
tion comprises an apparatus or a system configured to
transfer (for example, electronically or optically) a com-
puter program for performing one of the methods de-
scribed herein to a receiver. The receiver may, for exam-
ple, be a computer, a mobile device, a memory device
or the like. The apparatus or system may, for example,
comprise a file server for transferring the computer pro-
gram to the receiver.
[0151] In some embodiments, a programmable logic
device (for example, a field programmable gate array)
may be used to perform some or all of the functionalities
of the methods described herein. In some embodiments,
a field programmable gate array may cooperate with a
microprocessor in order to perform one of the methods
described herein. Generally, the methods are preferably
performed by any hardware apparatus.
[0152] The above described embodiments are merely
illustrative for the principles of the present invention. It is
understood that modifications and variations of the ar-
rangements and the details described herein will be ap-
parent to others skilled in the art. It is the intent, therefore,
to be limited only by the scope of the impending patent
claims and not by the specific details presented by way
of description and explanation of the embodiments here-
in.

Claims

1. Apparatus (2) for triggering a fall risk alert (38) to a
person, the apparatus comprising:

a fall sensor (4) configured to evaluate motions
of the person so as to obtain a first fall risk value
(10);
a risk calculator (6) configured to determine a
second fall risk value (12) based on a set of pa-
rameters,
an adaption unit (15) configured to adapt a
weight (36) associated with a parameter of the
set of parameters (14) as to determine the sec-
ond fall risk value (12) based on the first fall risk
value (10); and
wherein the apparatus (2) is configured to trigger
the fall risk alert (38) depending on the second
fall risk value.

2. Apparatus according to claim 1, wherein a sensitivity
of the fall sensor is adjusted using the second fall
risk value.

3. Apparatus (2) for triggering a fall risk alert to a per-
son, the apparatus comprising:

a fall sensor (4) configured to evaluate motions
of the person so as to obtain a first fall risk value;
a risk calculator (6) configured to determine a
second fall risk value based on a set of param-
eters, wherein a sensitivity of the fall sensor is
adjusted using the second fall risk value; and
wherein the apparatus is configured to trigger
the fall risk alert depending on the first and the
second fall risk value.

4. Apparatus according to claim 3, wherein the appa-
ratus comprises a adaption unit configured to adapt
a weight for a parameter of the set of parameters as
to determine the second fall risk value based on the
first fall risk value; and
wherein the apparatus is configured to trigger the fall
risk alert depending on the first and the second fall
risk value by triggering the fall risk alert based on the
second fall risk value adapted by the first fall risk
value.

5. Apparatus according to any of the preceding claims,
wherein the apparatus is configured to trigger the fall
risk alert (38) comprising recommendations for the
user to prevent future falls dependent on the second
fall risk value.

6. Apparatus according to any of claims 2 to 5,
wherein the risk calculator is configured to adjust the
sensitivity of the fall sensor such that an increasing
fall probability indicated by the second fall risk value
results in a reduced probability that the fall sensor
misses to indicate a fall of the person;
wherein a processor is configured to train the risk
calculator to falls of the person using the first fall risk
value and the set of parameters, if the first risk value
indicates a fall of the person using the first fall risk
value and related parameters of the set of parame-
ters.

7. Apparatus according to any of the preceding claims,
wherein the risk calculator is configured to
determine a trend within consecutive values of pa-
rameters of the set of parameters and to trigger the
fall risk alert comprising fall prevention recommen-
dations if the trend within the consecutive values of
the parameters indicates an increasing fall risk prob-
ability; or
trigger the fall risk alert if one parameter or combi-
nation of parameters of the set of parameters ex-
ceeds a threshold indicating an increasing fall risk

33 34 



EP 3 346 402 A1

19

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

probability.

8. Apparatus according to any of the preceding claims,
wherein the apparatus is configured to obtain first
fall risk values and sets of parameters from further
persons different from the person and to adapt the
determination of the first or the second fall risk value
based on the first fall risk values from the further
persons and respective parameters of the sets of
parameters from the further persons.

9. Apparatus according to any of the preceding claims
comprising a route planer configured to determine a
route from a first position to a second position, where-
in the route planer is further configured to obtain re-
gions with a higher probability of falling and config-
ured to adapt the route according the higher proba-
bility of falling or according to the second fall risk
value.

10. Apparatus according to any of the preceding claims,
wherein the risk calculator is configured to receive
the set of parameters and to adapt a frequency of
an update of the set of parameters based on the
second fall risk value.

11. Data server (21) comprising:

a receiving unit configured to receive first fall risk
values and sets of parameters from an appara-
tus according to any of claims 1 to 10;
a storage unit configured to store multiple first
fall risk values and multiple sets of parameters
from multiple apparatuses;
a processor configured to process the multiple
first fall risk values and multiple sets of param-
eters from multiple apparatuses and to provide
the processed multiple first fall risk values and
multiple sets of parameters from multiple appa-
ratuses to the apparatus.

12. Data server according to claim 11, wherein the proc-
essor is configured to process the multiple first fall
risk values and the multiple sets of parameters from
multiple apparatuses so as to update a model for
determining the first or the second fall risk value and
to provide the updated model to the apparatus to
obtain an adapted fall sensor or an adapted risk cal-
culator.

13. Method for triggering a fall risk alert to a person, the
method comprising:

evaluating motions of the person so as to obtain
a first fall risk value;
determining a second fall risk value based on a
set of parameters, wherein a sensitivity of the
fall sensor is adjusted using the second fall risk

value; and
triggering a fall risk alert depending on the first
and the second fall risk value.

14. Method for triggering a fall risk alert to a person, the
apparatus comprising:

evaluating motions of the person so as to obtain
a first fall risk value;
determining a second fall risk value based on a
set of parameters;
adapting a weight for a parameter of the set of
parameters as to determine the second fall risk
value based on the first fall risk value; and
triggering the fall risk alert depending on the sec-
ond fall risk value.

15. Method comprising:

receiving first fall risk values and sets of param-
eters from an apparatus according to any of
claims 1 to 10;
storing multiple first fall risk values and multiple
sets of parameters from multiple apparatuses;
processing the multiple first fall risk values and
multiple sets of parameters from multiple appa-
ratuses and providing the processed multiple
first fall risk values and multiple sets of param-
eters from multiple apparatuses to the appara-
tus.

16. Computer program for performing the methods of
any of claims 13 to 15
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