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Abstract

Background: Dizziness is common in older adults, especially in those attending falls services. Yet, the extent to which dizziness
is associated with future falls has not been reviewed. This systematic review and meta-analysis assessed the association between
dizziness and future falls and related injuries in older adults.
Methods: EMBASE, CINAHL Plus, SCOPUS and PsycINFO databases were searched from inception to 5 February 2024.
The review was registered on PROSPERO (registration ID: CRD42022371839). Meta-analyses were conducted for the
associations of dizziness with future falls (including recurrent and injurious falls). Three meta-analyses were performed on
different outcomes: any-type falls (≥1 falls), recurrent falls (≥2 falls) and injurious falls.
Results: Twenty-nine articles were included in the systematic review (N = 103 306 participants). In a meta-analysis of 14
articles (N = 46 795 participants), dizziness was associated with significantly higher odds of any-type future falls (OR = 1.63,
95% CI = 1.44–1.84). In another meta-analysis involving seven articles (N = 5630 participants), individuals with dizziness
also had significantly higher odds of future recurrent falls (OR = 1.98, 95% CI = 1.62–2.42). For both meta-analyses,
significant overall associations were observed even when adjusted for important confounding variables. In contrast, a meta-
analysis (three articles, N = 46 631 participants) revealed a lack of significant association between dizziness and future
injurious falls (OR = 1.12, 95% CI = 0.87–1.45).
Conclusions: Dizziness is an independent predictor of future falls in older adults. These findings emphasise the importance
of recognising dizziness as a risk factor for falls and implementing appropriate interventions.

Keywords: vertigo; benign paroxysmal positional vertigo (BPPV); orthostatic hypotension; falls; prospective; systematic review;
older people

Key Points
• This systematic review and meta-analysis examined the association between dizziness and future falls and/or injurious falls

in older adults.
• Older adults with dizziness had a significantly higher odds of future falls.
• No significant association was observed between dizziness and future injurious falls.
• Our findings emphasise the importance of assessing dizziness in falls prevention services.

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/ageing/article/53/9/afae177/7759636 by Im

perial C
ollege of Science Technology and M

edicine user on 24 Septem
ber 2024

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

 31771 26424 a 31771 26424 a
 
mailto:t.ellmers@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:t.ellmers@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:t.ellmers@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:t.ellmers@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:t.ellmers@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:t.ellmers@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:t.ellmers@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:t.ellmers@imperial.ac.uk

 23 27752 a 23 27752 a
 
mailto:y.li22@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:y.li22@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:y.li22@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:y.li22@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:y.li22@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:y.li22@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:y.li22@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:y.li22@imperial.ac.uk


Y. Li et al.

Introduction

Approximately 30% of older adults fall at least once a year
[1, 2]. Falls and related injuries lead to increased disability,
hospitalisation, institutionalisation and mortality [1, 3, 4],
resulting in poorer quality of life and greater healthcare costs
[5]. A number of modifiable risk factors have been identified
that can be managed to reduce the risk of falling [6].

The 2022 World Falls Guidelines highlighted dizziness
as one such potentially modifiable risk factor [6]. Dizziness
is a nonspecific term used to describe different feelings
or sensations, such as vertigo, imbalance, light-headedness,
and disorientation [7]. It is a common complaint in older
adults: It affects over 50% of people older than 65 years
and increases with age [8, 9]. Some of the commonest
causes of dizziness in older adults are Benign Paroxysmal
Positional Vertigo (BPPV) and cardiovascular issues, namely
orthostatic hypotension (OH) [10]—both of which can be
treated through targeted interventions [11, 12].

Older adults with dizziness have been reported to be at
a higher risk of falls and fall-related injuries [13–15]. For
instance, two recent systematic reviews and meta analyses
noted (i) that more than one-in-two people who fell had
vestibular dysfunction on examination [16] and (ii) those
with BPPV on examination were more likely to have pre-
viously fallen [17]. However, these two reviews did not
specifically focus on older adults (who are at the highest
risk of falls). They also primarily explored retrospective falls
rather than future falls (although Pauwels et al. [17] did show
that BPPV treatment significantly reduced future falls). As
falls resulting in head injury can cause combined peripheral
and central vestibular dysfunction and dizziness [18, 19],
this renders retrospective studies incapable of accurately
determining the directionality of the association between
dizziness and falls. Furthermore, this previous work did not
explore the association between dizziness and injurious falls.

Therefore, there is a need for evidence that summarises
prospective studies assessing if baseline dizziness predicts
future falls and fall-related injuries. Such understanding will
help clinicians identify individuals at high risk of falls (and/or
injurious falls) and aid the implementation of targeted falls
prevention strategies among those experiencing dizziness. It
will also provide empirical support for the recommendations
presented within the 2022 World Falls Guidelines [6], given
that the dizziness recommendations were based on expert
opinion alone. The aim of this systematic review and meta-
analyses was to determine the association between dizziness
and future falls and injurious falls in older adults.

Methods

Protocol and registration

This systematic review and meta-analysis was performed
according to the Preferred Reporting Items for System-
atic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) guidance [20].
The protocol was prospectively registered in PROSPERO

(International Prospective Register of Systematic Reviews)
(registration ID: CRD42022371839).

Search strategy and information sources

The review question was: ‘Is baseline dizziness a predictor
of future falls and/or injurious falls in older people, inde-
pendent of other known risk factors?’ An inclusive MED-
LINE search strategy was developed with an experienced
research librarian, and adapted for EMBASE, CINAHL
Plus, SCOPUS and PsycINFO. The strategy used medical
subject headings (MeSH) terms and relevant keywords on
dizziness, falls, older people, risk or prospective, aiming to
cover all articles on this topic. All databases were searched
for English and Chinese language publications from the
date of inception to 5 February 2024 (initial search con-
ducted on 3 February 2023; updated search conducted on
5 February 2024). The detailed search strategy is provided in
Supplementary Appendix A.

Eligibility criteria and study selection

We included articles with the following criteria: (i) study
design exploring the association between baseline dizziness
and future falls (including any-type falls (≥1 falls), recurrent
falls (≥2 falls) and fall-related injuries); (ii) participants
aged 60 years or older1; (iii) follow-up period of at least
6 months and (iv) published in English or Chinese. Inter-
vention studies, case reports, reviews, qualitative studies,
conference abstracts and letters to the editor were excluded.
In addition, studies that recruited participants with specific
diseases or conditions other than dizziness were also excluded
from this review. Note, future falls could be assessed either
prospectively (via falls diaries/calendars) or retrospectively, at
the end of the follow-up period (via retrospective recall).

All the retrieved articles were managed using Covidence
software [21]. After duplicate removal, two independent
reviewers (YL and TJE) screened the titles, abstracts and full
texts of all selected articles based on the eligibility criteria. In
the case of disagreements, the third reviewer (RMS) checked
the study against the eligibility criteria of the review, and
a final decision was made following discussion between all
three reviewers. The reference lists of the included articles
were searched to identify any other eligible studies.

Data extraction

A pilot extraction form was developed and pilot-tested on
three articles (by Y.L.). This was then revised through dis-
cussions with two other reviewers (T.J.E. and R.M.S.). Sub-
sequently, the lead reviewer (Y.L.) independently performed
the data extraction, and another reviewer (T.J.E.) verified
all extracted data. Any discrepancies were discussed between
two reviewers to reach a consensus.

1 Inclusion criteria was listed as aged ≥65 in the original PROSPERO registration, but we chose
to lower this to ≥60 due to a number of relevant papers using this lower inclusion age, and the
World Falls Guidelines [6] also designing their recommendations for older adults aged ≥60.
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The following data were extracted from the included
articles: general study characteristics (first author, year
of publication and country), participant characteristics
(sample size, settings, age and gender), methods (follow-up
duration, measurement or definition of dizziness and fall-
related outcomes and covariates), effect size (odds ratios,
risk ratios, incident rate ratios and hazard ratios) and
significance (95% confidence interval [CI] and P-value).
In the case of missing or unclear information, the authors
were contacted. If key information (effect estimates of the
association between dizziness and falls) remained missing or
vague after attempted contact, those studies were excluded
from the review (N = 4). However, if other study information
was unavailable or unclear (such as the proportion of females,
specific measures of dizziness and specific P-values), it
was considered as ‘not reported’ based on the available
information.

Risk of bias assessment

We assessed the quality of included studies using the Risk of
Bias in Non-randomised Studies of Exposures (ROBINS-E)
tool [22] and visualised the assessments using ‘robvis’ [23].
ROBINS-E includes seven domains of bias: confounding,
measurement of the exposure, selection of participants,
postexposure interventions, missing data, measurement of
outcome and selection of the reported result. Each domain
was either categorised as low risk of bias, some concerns, high
risk of bias or very high risk of bias. The overall risk of bias
for each study was then recorded as the highest risk of bias
for any domain. The risk of bias assessment was performed
by one reviewer (Y.L.) and independently checked by
another reviewer (T.J.E.). Any disagreements were resolved
through a consensus discussion with a third reviewer
(R.M.S.).

Statistical analysis

Meta-analyses were performed separately for the effect of
self-reported dizziness on any-type falls, recurrent falls and
injurious falls, with outcomes pooled using random effects
models to account for heterogeneity between studies. The
odds ratio (OR) with 95% confidence intervals (95% CI)
was the commonest measure of association used across
studies. Therefore, we only included studies that reported
ORs and 95% CIs (or provided these upon request) in
meta-analyses. We included one study [24] that initially
reported their effect size with relative ratios; however, we
obtained the OR values after contacting the first author. As
we wanted to answer if dizziness independently predicted
future falls, we aimed to pool adjusted OR when possible. If
a study presented more than one adjusted OR, we selected
the maximally adjusted model for pooling. We included
unadjusted OR for articles without adjusted confounding.
Subgroup analyses were subsequently performed based on
whether the studies included adjusted confounding variables
or not.

We assessed heterogeneity using the Cochrane’s Q test
and I 2 statistic, and reported tau2 as an estimator of between-
study variance. Egger’s asymmetry test and visual inspection
of a funnel plot were conducted to evaluate publication bias
for meta-analyses when at least 10 studies were included
in that particular meta-analysis [25]. All analyses were per-
formed using R (version 4.3.1) and the ‘metafor’ package
(version 4.2.0).

We conducted sensitivity analyses in which each meta-
analysis was repeated excluding extreme outliers [26].
We then conducted further subgroup analyses in which
each meta-analysis was repeated separating (i) studies that
reported falls outcomes retrospectively at the end of follow-
up from those that assessed falls throughout the follow-up
period (e.g. via falls diaries), and (ii) studies via their risk of
bias [27]. Note, due to the injurious falls meta-analysis only
containing three studies, these additional analyses were not
conducted for this outcome due to insufficient datasets.

Results

Figure 1 shows the PRISMA flow diagram of the study
selection process. After removal of duplicates, 3394 articles
were identified for title and abstract screening. Review of
the titles and abstracts yielded 56 relevant articles for full-
text screening. Twenty-nine articles met the inclusion criteria
and were included in the systematic review (which included
eight articles identified by searching the references of relevant
papers).

Table 1 shows the study characteristics of the included
studies. A total of 103 306 individuals (58% females) were
studied across the included articles, with sample sizes rang-
ing from 55 [28] to 32 619 [29] participants. Individual
mean ages ranged from 62.9 to 83 years. Study popula-
tions included community-dwelling individuals, retirement
community/village residents and community-dwelling out-
patient clinics. Most of the studies were conducted in Europe
or North America, followed by Australia, Asia and Africa.

Assessment of dizziness

Several methods were used to assess dizziness (Supplementary
Appendix B). The most commonly used method (26
articles) [24,29,30,31–34,35–40, 41–55] was self-report of
dizziness, assessed with arbitrary questions such as ‘Have
you experienced episodes of feeling dizzy, unsteady, or like
you were spinning, moving, light-headed or faint?’, and
a binary response of ‘yes’ or ‘no’. However, 16 of these
articles assessed ‘dizziness’ without providing information
on how dizziness was defined [29,30,33,34,37,38–40,42–
45,48,50,52,55]. Additionally, the timeframe for recalling
incidences of dizziness ranged from the very recent (i.e. any
dizziness experienced during the previous 14 days) to longer-
term experiences (i.e. any dizziness in the previous 2 years).
Two studies specifically assessed dizziness experienced during
episodes of orthostatic hypotension (OH, defined as a

3

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/ageing/article/53/9/afae177/7759636 by Im

perial C
ollege of Science Technology and M

edicine user on 24 Septem
ber 2024

https://academic.oup.com/ageing/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/ageing/afae177#supplementary-data


Y. Li et al.

Ta
bl

e
1.

St
ud

y
ch

ar
ac

te
ris

tic
s.

Fi
rs

ta
ut

ho
r,

ye
ar

C
ou

nt
ry

/
Re

gi
on

Sa
m

pl
e

Si
ze

Se
tti

ng
s

Ag
e

M
ea

n
±

SD
a

G
en

de
r

(fe
m

al
e)

Fo
llo

w
-u

p
du

ra
tio

n
Fa

ll
ou

tc
om

es
b

Eff
ec

ts
ize

c
(9

5%
C

I)
,P

-v
al

ue

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

C
ha

n,
20

23
[2

9]
U

K
32

61
9

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

69
±

3
49

.5
%

9
ye

ar
sd

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
in

ju
rio

us
fa

lls
(fa

ll
re

qu
iri

ng
in

pa
tie

nt
m

ed
ic

al
ca

re
)

U
na

dj
us

te
d:

1.
71

(1
.1

2–
2.

60
),

P
=

0.
01

Ad
ju

ste
d

m
od

el
1:

1.
66

(1
.0

9–
2.

53
),

P
=

0.
02

Ad
ju

ste
d

m
od

el
2:

1.
52

(0
.9

9–
2.

33
),

P
=

0.
06

C
he

n,
20

23
[3

0]
In

di
a

32
57

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

68
.5

±
6.

7
55

.2
%

3
ye

ar
s

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
in

ju
rio

us
fa

lls
(fa

ll
re

su
lti

ng
in

pa
in

,c
ut

s,
br

ui
se

s,
or

fra
ct

ur
es

)

U
na

dj
us

te
d:

1.
32

(1
.0

8–
1.

62
),

P
=

0.
00

7
Ad

ju
ste

d
m

od
el

1
an

d
2:

0.
98

(0
.7

8–
1.

23
)

C
la

ffe
y,

20
22

[3
1]

Ir
el

an
d

93
4

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

75
51

.0
%

≥2
ye

ar
s,

av
er

ag
e:

6.
3

ye
ar

s
(w

ith
fo

llo
w

-u
ps

oc
cu

rin
g

ev
er

y
2

ye
ar

s)

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
ex

pl
ai

ne
d

fa
lls

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
un

ex
pl

ai
ne

d
fa

lls
AO

H
vs

w
ith

ou
tO

H
pr

ed
ic

tu
ne

xp
la

in
ed

fa
lls

:
2.

01
(1

.1
1–

3.
65

),
P

=
0.

02
2

AO
H

vs
w

ith
ou

tO
H

pr
ed

ic
te

xp
la

in
ed

fa
lls

:
0.

93
(0

.5
3–

1.
62

),
P

=
0.

79
7

SO
H

vs
w

ith
ou

tO
H

pr
ed

ic
tu

ne
xp

la
in

ed
fa

lls
:

0.
86

(0
.3

4–
2.

17
),

P
=

0.
75

4
SO

H
vs

w
ith

ou
tO

H
pr

ed
ic

te
xp

la
in

ed
fa

lls
:

0.
90

(0
.3

7–
2.

19
),

P
=

0.
81

2
C

ov
in

sk
y,

20
01

[3
2]

U
SA

55
7

Re
tir

em
en

t
co

m
m

un
iti

es
81

.6
±

4.
4

66
.4

%
1

ye
ar

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
an

y-
ty

pe
fa

lls
Ad

ju
ste

d
m

od
el

1:
1.

96
(1

.2
5–

3.
07

)e

Ad
ju

ste
d

m
od

el
2:

1.
83

(1
.1

6–
2.

89
)e

D
el

ba
er

e,
20

10
[3

3]
Au

str
al

ia
50

0
C

om
m

un
ity

-d
w

el
lin

g
77

.9
±

4.
1

54
.0

%
1

ye
ar

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
an

y-
ty

pe
fa

lls
1.

49
(1

.0
1–

2.
18

)e

D
in

h,
20

23
[3

4]
G

er
m

an
y,

N
et

he
r-

la
nd

s

10
15

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

77
50

%
6

m
on

th
s

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
an

y-
ty

pe
fa

lls
2.

3
(1

.7
–3

.2
),

p
<

0.
00

1

D
on

ne
ll,

20
23

[3
5]

Ir
el

an
d

21
08

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

72
.3

7
51

.6
%

≥2
ye

ar
s,

av
er

ag
e:

6.
6

ye
ar

sf
or

di
zz

y
gr

ou
p

at
7.

0
ye

ar
s

fo
r

no
n-

di
zz

y
(w

ith
fo

llo
w

-u
ps

oc
cu

rin
g

ev
er

y
2

ye
ar

s)

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
ex

pl
ai

ne
d

fa
lls

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
un

ex
pl

ai
ne

d
fa

lls
Ex

pl
ai

ne
d

fa
lls

:
Ad

ju
ste

d
m

od
el

1:
1.

22
(0

.9
1–

1.
63

),
P

=
0.

18
9

Ad
ju

ste
d

m
od

el
2:

1.
14

(0
.8

4–
1.

53
),

P
=

0.
40

8
U

ne
xp

la
in

ed
fa

lls
:

Ad
ju

ste
d

m
od

el
1:

2.
04

(1
.4

6–
2.

84
),

p
<

0.
00

1
Ad

ju
ste

d
m

od
el

2:
1.

82
(1

.2
9–

2.
56

),
P

=
0.

00
1

Fa
ul

kn
er

,2
00

9
[3

6]
U

SA
83

78
C

om
m

un
ity

-d
w

el
lin

g
71

±
3

10
0%

4
ye

ar
s

Fa
ll

ra
te

s(
an

y-
ty

pe
fa

lls
)

Re
la

tiv
eR

isk
Ad

ju
ste

d
m

od
el

1:
1.

29
(1

.1
8,

1.
41

)e

Ad
ju

ste
d

m
od

el
2:

1.
16

(1
.0

6,
1.

27
)e

Fr
an

se
,2

01
7

[3
7]

12 Eu
ro

pe
an

co
un

tr
ie

sf

17
57

5
C

om
m

un
ity

-d
w

el
lin

g
74

.1
±

6.
8

55
.8

%
2

ye
ar

s
O

cc
ur

re
nc

e
of

an
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

Sw
itz

er
la

nd
:1

.8
4

(0
.9

5–
3.

57
)

D
en

m
ar

k:
5.

19
(2

.7
6–

9.
77

),
p

<
0.

00
1

Sw
ed

en
:1

.6
2

(0
.8

5–
3.

08
)

Au
str

ia
:1

.0
5

(0
.6

6–
1.

69
)

Ita
ly

:1
.7

8
(1

.1
0–

2.
87

),
p

<
0.

05
N

et
he

rla
nd

s:
1.

16
(0

.6
–2

.1
9)

G
er

m
an

y:
1.

21
(0

.5
2–

2.
78

)
Be

lg
iu

m
:1

.3
2

(0
.8

7–
1.

99
)

Es
to

ni
a:

1.
45

(1
.1

1–
1.

89
),

p
<

0.
01

Fr
an

ce
:1

.1
6

(0
.7

7–
1.

77
)

Sp
ai

n:
0.

92
(0

.6
1–

1.
39

)
C

ze
ch

Re
pu

bl
ic

:1
.9

7
(1

.3
8–

2.
81

),
p

<
0.

00
1

(c
on

tin
ue

d)

4

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/ageing/article/53/9/afae177/7759636 by Im

perial C
ollege of Science Technology and M

edicine user on 24 Septem
ber 2024



Association between dizziness and future falls and related injuries in older adults

Ta
bl

e
1.

C
on

tin
ue

d.
Fi

rs
ta

ut
ho

r,
ye

ar
C

ou
nt

ry
/R

eg
io

n
Sa

m
pl

e
Si

ze
Se

tti
ng

s
Ag

e
M

ea
n

±
SD

a
G

en
de

r
(fe

m
al

e)
Fo

llo
w

-u
p

du
ra

tio
n

Fa
ll

ou
tc

om
es

b
Eff

ec
ts

ize
c

(9
5%

C
I)

,P
-v

al
ue

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

G
aß

m
an

n,
20

09
[3

8]
G

er
m

an
y

62
2

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

R
an

ge
65

–9
0

47
.7

%
6

m
on

th
s

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
an

y-
ty

pe
fa

lls
O

cc
ur

re
nc

e
of

re
cu

rr
en

tf
al

ls
(≥

2
fa

lls
in

6
m

on
th

s)

An
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

:3
.0

9
(1

.9
0–

5.
03

),
p

<
0.

00
1

Re
cu

rr
en

tf
al

ls:
4.

51
(2

.1
6–

9.
44

),
p

<
0.

00
1

G
ad

e,
20

21
[3

9]
D

en
m

ar
k

24
1

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

M
ed

ia
n

(I
Q

R
)

82
(8

0;
86

)
66

.4
%

1
ye

ar
O

cc
ur

re
nc

e
of

an
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

1.
87

(1
.1

0–
3.

19
),

P
=

0.
02

G
ra

af
m

an
s,

19
96

[4
0]

N
et

he
rla

nd
s

35
4

Re
tir

em
en

t
co

m
m

un
iti

es
83

±
6

85
.0

%
28

w
ee

ks
O

cc
ur

re
nc

e
of

an
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
re

cu
rr

en
tf

al
ls

(≥
2

fa
lls

in
28

w
ee

ks
)

Ad
ju

ste
d

m
od

el
1:

An
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

:2
.3

(1
.3

–3
.8

)e

Re
cu

rr
en

tf
al

ls:
2.

3
(1

.2
–4

.3
)e

Ad
ju

ste
d

m
od

el
2:

An
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

:2
.1

(1
.2

–3
.7

)e

Re
cu

rr
en

tf
al

ls:
2.

1
(1

.1
–4

.2
)e

H
an

ss
on

,2
01

3
[2

8]
Sw

ed
en

55
C

om
m

un
ity

ph
ys

io
th

er
ap

y
ce

nt
re

80
±

11
74

.5
%

1
ye

ar
O

cc
ur

re
nc

e
of

an
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

D
H

It
ot

al
sc

or
e:

2.
28

(0
.6

8–
7.

69
)

D
H

If
un

ct
io

na
l:

1.
22

(0
.3

9–
3.

79
)

D
H

Ie
m

ot
io

na
l:

1.
08

(0
.3

5–
3.

38
)

D
H

Ip
hy

sic
al

:1
.7

1
(0

.5
4–

5.
41

)

H
ei

tte
ra

ch
i,

20
02

[4
1]

Au
str

al
ia

70
Re

tir
em

en
tv

ill
ag

es
76

.5
±

5.
9

80
.0

%
1

ye
ar

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
an

y-
ty

pe
fa

lls
Re

la
tiv

eR
isk

D
izz

y
on

til
t:

0.
82

(0
.3

4–
1.

99
)

D
izz

y
w

he
n

sta
nd

in
g:

1.
22

(0
.7

8–
1.

92
)

H
im

es
,2

01
2

[4
2]

U
SA

10
75

5
C

om
m

un
ity

-d
w

el
lin

g
75

63
.6

%
2

ye
ar

s
O

cc
ur

re
nc

e
of

an
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
in

ju
rio

us
fa

lls
(fa

ll
re

qu
iri

ng
m

ed
ic

al
as

sis
ta

nc
e)

An
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

:
Ad

ju
ste

d
m

od
el

1:
1.

28
(1

.1
4–

1.
45

),
P

<
0.

00
1

Ad
ju

ste
d

m
od

el
2:

1.
23

(1
.0

9–
1.

39
),

P
<

0.
00

1
In

ju
rio

us
fa

lls
:

Ad
ju

ste
d

m
od

el
1:

1.
03

(0
.8

6–
1.

24
)

Ad
ju

ste
d

m
od

el
2:

1.
03

(0
.8

5–
1.

24
)

K
al

ul
a,

20
16

[4
3]

So
ut

h
Af

ric
a

83
7

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

74
.2

±
6.

4
76

.5
%

1
ye

ar
O

cc
ur

re
nc

e
of

an
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
re

cu
rr

en
tf

al
ls

(≥
2

fa
lls

in
1

ye
ar

)

Ad
ju

ste
d

m
od

el
1:

An
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

:1
.8

7
(1

.1
9–

2.
93

),
P

=
0.

00
7

Ad
ju

ste
d

m
od

el
2:

Re
cu

rr
en

tf
al

ls:
2.

46
(1

.1
4–

5.
33

),
P

=
0.

02
2

Kw
an

,2
01

3
[4

4]
Ta

iw
an

,H
on

g
K

on
g,

an
d

Au
str

al
ia

14
56

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

76
.3

±
5.

5
57

.8
%

1–
2

ye
ar

s
O

cc
ur

re
nc

e
of

an
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

In
cid

en
ce

Ra
te

Ra
tio

1.
43

(1
.1

8–
1.

74
),

P
=

0.
00

7

Lu
uk

in
en

,1
99

6
[4

5]
Fi

nl
an

d
10

16
C

om
m

un
ity

-d
w

el
lin

g
76

.1
±

4.
9

63
.0

%
2

ye
ar

s
O

cc
ur

re
nc

e
of

re
cu

rr
en

tf
al

ls
(≥

2
fa

lls
in

1
ye

ar
)

1.
82

(1
.0

9–
3.

05
)e

M
en

an
t,

20
13

[2
4]

Au
str

al
ia

51
6

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

79
.7

±
4.

4
51

.2
%

1
ye

ar
O

cc
ur

re
nc

e
of

re
cu

rr
en

tf
al

ls
(≥

2
fa

lls
in

1
ye

ar
)

O
dd

sR
at

io
g

U
na

dj
us

te
d:

1.
73

(1
.1

0–
2.

71
)e

Ad
ju

ste
d:

1.
43

(0
.9

0–
2.

28
)

Re
la

tiv
eR

isk
U

na
dj

us
te

d:
1.

55
(1

.0
8–

2.
23

)e

Ad
ju

ste
d

m
od

el
1:

1.
54

(1
.0

7–
2.

20
)e

Ad
ju

ste
d

m
od

el
2:

1.
33

(0
.9

1–
1.

93
)

(c
on

tin
ue

d)

5

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/ageing/article/53/9/afae177/7759636 by Im

perial C
ollege of Science Technology and M

edicine user on 24 Septem
ber 2024



Y. Li et al.

Ta
bl

e
1.

C
on

tin
ue

d.
Fi

rs
ta

ut
ho

r,
ye

ar
C

ou
nt

ry
/R

eg
io

n
Sa

m
pl

e
Si

ze
Se

tti
ng

s
Ag

e
M

ea
n

±
SD

a
G

en
de

r
(fe

m
al

e)
Fo

llo
w

-u
p

du
ra

tio
n

Fa
ll

ou
tc

om
es

b
Eff

ec
ts

ize
c

(9
5%

C
I)

,P
-v

al
ue

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

O
’L

ou
gh

lin
,1

99
3

[4
6]

C
an

ad
a

40
9

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

M
al

e:
73

.7
Fe

m
al

e:
75

.5
62

.8
%

2
ye

ar
s

N
um

be
ro

fa
ny

-ty
pe

fa
lls

N
um

be
ro

fi
nj

ur
io

us
fa

lls
(fa

lls
re

su
lti

ng
in

‘o
ne

or
m

or
e

in
ju

rie
s’)

In
cid

en
ce

Ra
te

Ra
tio

U
na

dj
us

te
d:

St
an

di
ng

di
zz

in
es

sp
re

di
ct

an
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

:1
.6

St
an

di
ng

di
zz

in
es

sp
re

di
ct

in
ju

rio
us

fa
lls

:
0.

8
O

th
er

di
zz

in
es

sp
re

di
ct

an
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

:2
.3

O
th

er
di

zz
in

es
sp

re
di

ct
in

ju
rio

us
fa

lls
:1

.6
Ad

ju
ste

d:
O

th
er

di
zz

in
es

sp
re

di
ct

an
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

:2
.0

(1
.3

–2
.8

)e

Pl
ui

jm
,2

00
6

[4
7]

N
et

he
rla

nd
s

13
65

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

75
.3

±
6.

4
51

.5
%

3
ye

ar
s

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
re

cu
rr

en
tf

al
ls

(≥
2

fa
lls

in
6

m
on

th
s)

U
na

dj
us

te
d:

2.
05

(1
.4

9–
2.

82
)e

Ad
ju

ste
d:

2.
16

(1
.4

7–
3.

17
)e

Sa
sid

ha
ra

n,
20

20
[4

8]
In

di
a

10
00

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

72
.7

±
7.

2
56

.8
%

1
ye

ar
O

cc
ur

re
nc

e
of

an
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

U
na

dj
us

te
d:

1.
51

(1
.1

0–
2.

06
),

P
=

0.
01

Sm
ith

,2
02

2
[4

9]
U

K
43

6
R

he
um

at
ol

og
y

ou
tp

at
ie

nt
cl

in
ic

72
.2

±
7.

3
68

.6
%

1
ye

ar
O

cc
ur

re
nc

e
of

an
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

U
na

dj
us

te
d:

2.
32

(1
.4

3–
3.

80
),

P
<

0.
00

1
Ad

ju
ste

d:
2.

46
(1

.5
6–

3.
91

),
P

<
0.

00
1

Ti
ne

tti
,1

98
8

[5
0]

U
SA

33
6

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

78
.3

±
5.

1
55

.0
%

1
ye

ar
N

um
be

ro
ff

al
ls

Re
la

tiv
eR

isk
1.

2
(0

.8
–1

.6
)

Ti
ne

tti
,2

00
0

[5
1]

U
SA

10
87

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

79
.5

±
5.

2
73

.0
%

1
ye

ar
O

cc
ur

re
nc

e
of

an
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

Re
la

tiv
eH

az
ar

d
U

na
dj

us
te

d:
1.

35
(1

.0
6–

1.
72

)e

Ad
ju

ste
d:

1.
21

(0
.9

4–
1.

55
)

Tr
om

p,
20

01
[5

2]
N

et
he

rla
nd

s
12

85
C

om
m

un
ity

-d
w

el
lin

g
75

.2
±

6.
5

51
.1

%
1

ye
ar

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
an

y-
ty

pe
fa

lls
O

cc
ur

re
nc

e
of

re
cu

rr
en

tf
al

ls
(≥

2
fa

lls
in

1
ye

ar
)

An
y-

ty
pe

fa
lls

:1
.5

(1
.1

–2
.0

)e

Re
cu

rr
en

tf
al

ls:
1.

7
(1

.1
–2

.6
)e

Va
ld

er
ra

m
a-

H
in

ds
,2

01
8

[5
3]

M
ex

ic
o

62
47

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

69
.9

±
0.

2
51

.8
%

11
ye

ar
sh

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
an

y-
ty

pe
fa

lls
1.

41
(1

.2
7–

1.
57

)e

W
el

sh
,2

01
9

[5
4]

U
K

43
86

C
om

m
un

ity
-d

w
el

lin
g

62
.9

±
8.

3
53

.7
%

6
ye

ar
s

O
cc

ur
re

nc
e

of
an

y-
ty

pe
fa

lls
Ad

ju
ste

d
m

od
el

1:
3-

ye
ar

:1
.2

3
(0

.9
6–

1.
58

),
P

=
0.

10
9

6-
ye

ar
:1

.6
9

(1
.3

4–
2.

13
),

P
<

0.
00

1
Ad

ju
ste

d
m

od
el

2:
3-

ye
ar

:1
.2

5
(0

.9
7–

1.
60

),
P

=
0.

08
6

6-
ye

ar
:1

.7
0

(1
.3

5–
2.

14
),

P
<

0.
00

1

W
oo

,2
00

9
[5

5]
H

on
g

K
on

g
38

90
C

om
m

un
ity

-d
w

el
lin

g
72

50
.1

%
2

ye
ar

s
O

cc
ur

re
nc

e
of

re
cu

rr
en

tf
al

ls
(≥

2
fa

lls
in

2
ye

ar
s)

M
al

e:
1.

34
(0

.9
2–

1.
95

)
Fe

m
al

e:
1.

54
(1

.1
7–

2.
04

)e

Ab
br

ev
ia

tio
n:

O
H

=
or

th
os

ta
tic

hy
po

te
ns

io
n;

SO
H

=
sy

m
pt

om
at

ic
or

th
os

ta
tic

hy
po

te
ns

io
n.

AO
H

=
as

ym
pt

om
at

ic
or

th
os

ta
tic

hy
po

te
ns

io
n.

a M
ea

n,
un

le
ss

ot
he

rw
ise

sta
te

d.
Th

e
sta

nd
ar

d
de

vi
at

io
n

(S
D

)
of

ag
e

w
as

no
t

pr
ov

id
ed

in
six

ar
tic

le
s[

31
,3

4,
35

,4
2,

46
,5

5]
.b D

efi
ni

tio
ns

of
fa

ll
ou

tc
om

es
ar

e
su

m
m

ar
ise

d
in

Su
pp

le
m

en
ta

ry
Ap

pe
nd

ix
B.

c Th
e

eff
ec

ts
ize

sa
re

re
po

rt
ed

as
od

ds
ra

tio
s(

O
R

)b
y

de
fa

ul
t,

un
le

ss
sp

ec
ifi

ed
ot

he
rw

ise
.d N

in
e

ye
ar

sb
et

w
ee

n
ba

se
lin

e
an

d
fo

llo
w

-u
p;

bu
ti

nj
ur

io
us

fa
lls

w
er

e
as

se
ss

ed
ea

ch
ye

ar
.e In

di
ca

te
st

ha
ts

pe
ci

fic
P-

va
lu

es
w

er
e

no
tr

ep
or

te
d;

ho
w

ev
er

,t
he

re
po

rt
ed

eff
ec

ts
ize

sa
re

sta
tis

tic
al

ly
sig

ni
fic

an
t.

f Tw
el

ve
co

un
tr

ie
si

nc
lu

de
Sw

itz
er

la
nd

(n
=

13
45

),
D

en
m

ar
k

(8
40

),
Sw

ed
en

(9
46

),
Au

str
ia

(1
86

4)
,I

ta
ly

(1
36

4)
,N

et
he

rla
nd

s(
10

27
),

G
er

m
an

y
(5

70
),

Be
lg

iu
m

(1
74

7)
,E

sto
ni

a
(2

74
9)

,F
ra

nc
e(

17
71

),
Sp

ai
n

(1
39

6)
an

d
C

ze
ch

Re
pu

bl
ic

(1
95

6)
.g Th

e
or

ig
in

al
da

ta
in

th
is

ar
tic

le
w

er
e

pr
es

en
te

d
as

re
la

tiv
e

ra
tio

s,
w

e
ob

ta
in

ed
th

e
od

ds
ra

tio
va

lu
es

by
co

nt
ac

tin
g

th
e

au
th

or
s.

h 11
ye

ar
sb

et
w

ee
n

ba
se

lin
e

an
d

fo
llo

w
-u

p;
bu

tf
al

ls
w

er
e

on
ly

as
se

ss
ed

in
fin

al
2

ye
ar

so
ff

ol
lo

w
-u

p.
Bo

ld
ed

re
su

lts
in

di
ca

te
a

sta
tis

tic
al

ly
sig

ni
fic

an
ta

ss
oc

ia
tio

n.

6

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/ageing/article/53/9/afae177/7759636 by Im

perial C
ollege of Science Technology and M

edicine user on 24 Septem
ber 2024

https://academic.oup.com/ageing/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/ageing/afae177#supplementary-data


Association between dizziness and future falls and related injuries in older adults

Figure 1. Study selection process. a These 19 articles generated 35 separate datasets to analyse in the meta-analysis, due to different
outcomes used (any-type falls, recurrent falls, and fall-related injuries), and due to one article separately analysing data for 12 different
European countries.

persisting drop in systolic blood pressure ≥ 20 mm Hg)
[31,35]. Only one study [28] measured dizziness with the
validated, multi-item Dizziness Handicap Inventory (DHI)
scale [56].

Assessment of falls and fall-related injuries

As shown in Table 1, a variety of falls-related variables (see
Supplementary Appendix B for definitions used to define
a ‘fall’) were assessed, including the occurence of any-type

(≥1) falls [28, 32–34,36–44,46,48,49,51–54], falls rates
(i.e. number of falls/person-years) [36], number of falls [47,
50], occasional falls (single fall) [38], recurrent falls (≥2
falls) [24,38,40,43,45,47,52,55], explained falls (accidental
falls, due to slips or trips) or unexplained falls [31,35] and
injurious falls [29,30,42,46]. Follow-up times ranged from
6 months [38] to 11 years [53], although for this latter study,
falls were only assessed in the final two years of follow-up.
Recurrent falls were defined as an individual falling at least

7

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/ageing/article/53/9/afae177/7759636 by Im

perial C
ollege of Science Technology and M

edicine user on 24 Septem
ber 2024

https://academic.oup.com/ageing/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/ageing/afae177#supplementary-data


Y. Li et al.

Figure 2. Forest plot of the association between dizziness and future any-type (≥1) falls (25 datasets from 14 studies). ∗Data
analysed separately for 12 different European countries, as combined odd ratio values were not reported.

twice within a designated period. However, the duration of
this period varied from 6 months to 2 years across the studies.

Fifteen articles [28–32,34,35,37,38,41–43,53–55] recorded
falls and related variables through retrospective recall at the
end of the follow-up period, while the remaining fourteen
articles [24,33,36,39,40,44–52] recorded falls and related
variables through fall calendars or diaries (daily, weekly,
monthly, or every 3 or 4 months).

Main findings

Association between dizziness and any-type (≥1) future falls

The association between dizziness and any-type future falls
was examined in 21 articles [28,32–34,36–44,46,48–54],
and all but three studies [28,41,50] reported a significant
association between dizziness and future falls. Among these,
11 studies [32,36,37,40,42–44,46,49,53,54] identified
dizziness as an independent risk factor of falls after
controlling for covariates (although different covariates were
adjusted for different studies; see Supplementary Appendix
C). In one study [51], dizziness was found to be associated
with falls in the univariable analysis, but not in multivariable
analysis after adjusting covariates. Moreover, six studies
[33,34,38,39,48,52] reported univariable analyses only,
and all reported that dizziness was associated with future
falls.

Figure 2 shows the forest plot of 14 articles included
in the meta-analysis [32–34,37–40,42,43,48,49,52–54].
Twenty-five datasets were included within these 14 articles
(46 795 participants), as one of these articles included 12

independent datasets from different European countries,
and they did not report an overall effect size [37].
Older adults with dizziness had significantly higher odds
of future falls (pooled OR, 95% CI = 1.63, 1.44–1.84,
P < 0.001). Subgroup analyses showed that dizziness was
significantly associated with future falls in unadjusted
studies (6 datasets; pooled OR, 95% CI = 1.83, 1.47–
2.29) and remained significant in adjusted studies (19
datasets; pooled OR, 95% CI = 1.56, 1.35–1.80). According
to the funnel plot (see Supplementary Appendix D)
and Egger test, there was no evidence for publication
bias (Z = 1.60, P = 0.11). These results remained when
removing an extreme outlier (pooled OR, 95% CI = 1.57,
1.41–1.75, P < 0.001; see Supplementary Appendix E,
Figure S1). There was evidence of substantial heterogeneity
(I 2 = 68.0%, P < 0.01) that remained even after the removal
of this outlier (I 2 = 56.9%, P < 0.01; see Supplementary
Appendix E, Figure S1).

Association between dizziness and future recurrent (≥2) falls

The association between dizziness and future recurrent falls
was examined in 8 articles [24,38,40,43,45,47,52,55], and
all studies found a significant relationship. Five studies
[24,40,43,45,47] found that dizziness was independently
associated with future recurrent falls, even after controlling
for covariates.

Based on the meta-analysis of seven studies (Figure 3;
5630 participants) [24,38,40,43,45,47,52], dizziness was
significantly associated with future recurrent falls (pooled
OR, 95% CI = 1.98, 1.62–2.42, P < 0.001). There was no
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Figure 3. Forest plot of the association between dizziness and future recurrent (≥2) falls (seven studies).

evidence of heterogeneity (I 2 = 4.0%, P = 0.25). Subgroup
analyses showed that dizziness was significantly associated
with recurrent falls in unadjusted studies (2 datasets;
pooled OR, 95% CI = 2.64, 1.02–6.84) and remained
significant in adjusted studies (5 datasets; pooled OR,
95% CI = 1.90, 1.52–2.39). These results remained when
removing an extreme outlier (pooled OR, 95% CI = 1.86,
1.52–2.27, P = 0.016; see Supplementary Appendix E,
Figure S2).

Association between dizziness and future fall-related injuries

Four studies [29,30,42,46] examined the relationship
between dizziness and future fall-related injuries. Two studies
reported a significant association [29,30]; however, the other
two studies indicated that the relationship was insignificant
[42, 46]. Based on the meta-analysis of three adjusted studies
(Figure 4; 46 631 participants) [29,30,42], dizziness was not
associated with future fall-related injuries (pooled OR, 95%
CI = 1.12, 0.87–1.45, P = 0.380). There was evidence of
substantial heterogeneity (I 2 = 65.4%, P = 0.09).

Association between dizziness due to orthostatic hypotension
and future falls

Two studies [31,35] examined the association between
dizziness due to orthostatic hypotension (OH) and future
explained/unexplained falls. Donnell et al. [35] found that
dizziness due to symptomatic OH (i.e. dizziness during
standing due to OH) was independently associated with
future unexplained falls (OR, 95% CI = 1.82, 1.29–2.56).
However, symptomatic OH did not show a significant
association with explained falls (OR, 95% CI = 1.14,

0.84–1.53). In contrast, Claffey et al. [31] reported that
symptomatic OH was not associated with either explained
(OR, 95% CI = 0.90, 0.37–2.19) or unexplained (OR, 95%
CI = 0.81, 0.40–1.66) falls. However, asymptomatic OH
was independently associated with unexplained falls (OR,
95% CI = 2.01, 1.11–3.65) but not explained falls (OR,
95% CI = 0.93, 0.53–1.62).

Quality of included studies

According to the ROBINS-E assessment of 29 studies
(Supplementary Appendix F), three of the studies were
assessed as having a low risk of bias [37,53,54], five studies
had some concerns about bias [36,40,44,45,48], and the
remaining studies (n = 21) were assessed as having a high risk
of bias [24,28–35,38,39,41–43,46,47,49–52,55]. Overall,
Domain 1 (bias due to confounding factors) and Domain
5 (bias due to missing data) were the main contributors to
studies being rated as having a risk of bias. For Domain 1,
we considered age and gender as the two most important
confounding factors (given the associations between each
of these variables and both dizziness and falls [57–59]).
Articles were rated as having a low risk of bias if both
age and gender have been controlled, ‘Weak No’ if only
age or gender had been controlled, and ‘Strong No’ if
neither age nor gender had been controlled. Thirteen studies
[24,28,32–34,38,39,41,43,47,50,52,55] were evaluated
to have high risk in Domain 1. Twelve studies [29–
31,33,35,42,43,46,47,49,51,55] were assessed as having
high risk of bias in Domain 5 due to lack of mention
missing data (either rate of, or how the missing data were
handled).
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Figure 4. Forest plot of the association between dizziness and future fall-related injuries (three adjusted studies).

Additional subgroup analyses

When separating studies based on falls assessment—
prospectively (e.g. falls diaries) vs. retrospectively reported
at the end of follow-up—there was a lack of significant
subgroup difference for any-type future falls (P = 0.58; see
Supplementary Appendix E, Figure S3). There was, however,
a significant subgroup difference for future recurrent falls
(P = 0.03; see Supplementary Appendix E, Figure S4),
with higher ORs for retrospective studies (although an
overall significant positive association was observed for both
subgroups). Further subgroup analyses separating studies
based on risk of bias revealed no significant difference
between risk of bias subgroups for either future any-type
falls (P = 0.15; see Supplementary Appendix E, Figure S5) or
future recurrent falls (P = 0.84; see Supplementary Appendix
E, Figure S6); with a significant positive association observed
for all subgroups.

Discussion

This systematic review and meta-analysis evaluated the asso-
ciation between dizziness and both future falls and fall-
related injuries in older adults. We found that baseline
dizziness was associated with increased odds of future falls
and recurrent falls. These associations remained even when
controlling for important covariates, revealing that dizziness
is an independent predictor of future falls in older adults.
In contrast, associations with future fall-related injuries were
not significant.

The present findings are in line with another recent sys-
tematic review and meta-analysis [17]. This previous review
demonstrated that BPPV—one of the commonest causes of
dizziness in older adults [60]—is associated with a 2.34-
fold higher odds of having previously fallen (i.e. retrospective

falls [17]). The present findings build on this work, revealing
that dizziness more broadly is independently associated with
future falls (with follow-up periods ranging from six months
to 11 years). Examining the prospective association between
baseline dizziness and future falls provides us with greater
confidence about the directionality of this positive associa-
tion.

The mechanisms underpinning the association between
dizziness and future falls may be direct and/or indirect. For
instance, dizziness due to peripheral vestibular dysfunction
can result in greater postural instability, which may directly
lead to a higher odds of falling [61–63]. Dizziness often also
leads to fear of falling [64, 65], which can lead to maladap-
tive changes in behaviour and activity avoidance that may
increase the risk of falling [66]. Future work should look
to further scrutinise the exact mechanisms through which
dizziness increases fall risks, to allow for the development of
effective interventions.

Although we focused on self-reported dizziness symp-
toms, older adults with peripheral vestibular dysfunction
may not perceive/experience dizziness [67] due to impaired
vestibular perception. This is termed ‘vestibular agnosia’
(see [19, 68–71]). Vestibular agnosia is linked to impaired
postural control and up to a 10-fold underdiagnosis of BPPV.
Whilst the present findings highlight a clear relationship
between perceived dizziness and future falls, falls are likely
to be even more prevalent in individuals with vestibular
agnosia as they will be unaware of, and therefore less able
to compensate for, their risk of falling [19, 68]. Future work
should therefore assess the relationship between self-reported
dizziness and future falls, in combination with objective
assessments of vestibular functioning including peripheral
vestibular function (via standard clinical tests), vestibular
perceptual function (via vestibular perceptual thresholds)
and balance (via posturography).
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Our results suggest that dizziness was not associated with
future injurious falls. While the occurrence of falls may
be directly influenced by impaired balance linked to dizzi-
ness/vestibular dysfunction, the occurrence of fall-related
injuries may be additionally dependent upon extrinsic fac-
tors, such as environmental hazards (e.g. slippery or uneven
walking surfaces) [72], or internal factors such as sarcopenia
or physical frailty [73]. However, as the meta-analysis explor-
ing the relationship between dizziness and future fall-related
injuries only included three studies (all deemed to be at a
high risk of bias), further examination is warranted.

The primary strength of this review was the use of future
falls as the outcome, with follow-up periods of at least
6 months. This strengthens the reliability and directionality
of the association between dizziness and falls. Prospective
falls research, whereby the association between a baseline
variable and the occurrence of future falls is assessed, is
widely regarded as the most effective method to investigate
factors that predict falls [74]. However, more than half of the
included studies (15/29) assessed future falls via retrospective
recall at the end of the follow-up, rather than through
the gold-standard of falls diaries [75]. Despite this, sub-
group analyses revealed comparable results between assess-
ment modes when analysing any-type future falls (although
the strength of association between dizziness and future
recurrent falls was significantly stronger for retrospective
assessment).

The findings presented should also be interpreted with
regards to several further limitations. Most of the included
studies were assessed as having a high risk of bias due to
failure to adjust for age, as well as the lack of reporting of the
missing data. However, the subgroup analyses revealed a lack
of significant difference between studies when grouped based
on risk of bias, which increases our confidence in the findings
presented. Further, there was substantial heterogeneity across
studies, particularly in the confounding variables controlled
for and the assessment of dizziness. Finally, most included
studies used arbitrary self-reported dizziness incidence or
severity as the predictor variable (without clinical testing to
confirm the cause of dizziness). It is therefore difficult to
determine the exact mechanisms through which dizziness
increases the risk of future falls. Future work should there-
fore examine how different causes of dizziness contribute
to an individual’s fall-risk (e.g. by comparing vestibular to
cardiovascular causes).

Our results have important implications for clinical
practice. The 2022 World Falls Guidelines recommended
assessment of dizziness and vestibular disorders [6]. The
findings from our review further underline the importance
of including dizziness as part of a multicomponent falls
assessment. We recommend that clinicians working in fall
prevention should regularly ask older adults about any dizzi-
ness experienced. Those presenting with dizziness should
undergo a thorough neuro-otological and cardiovascular
assessment to identify the specific cause of symptoms.
The results of the examination will assist the development
of an effective treatment plan for modifiable risk factors

for falls. For example, current evidence highlights that
repositioning manoeuvres in older people with BPPV
leads to a reduced risk of falling [17]. A recent paper
describes the success and feasibility of adopting such targeted
approach within a community falls service [76]. However,
as common causes of dizziness can sometimes occur without
conscious percept of symptoms, it is therefore also important
to conduct objective assessments of neuro-otological
and cardiovascular function in all older people with
imbalance/deemed to be at risk of falling, not only those
who report symptoms of dizziness [68].

Conclusions

To our knowledge, this is the first systematic review and
meta-analysis exploring the association between baseline
dizziness and future falls and fall-related injury in older
adults. Although there was no association between dizziness
and injurious falls, dizziness was found to be an independent
predictor of future (any-type and recurrent) falls in
older adults. These findings emphasise the importance of
investigating dizziness as a potential modifiable risk factor
for falls and ascertaining whether interventions to reduce
this risk are available (once the cause of dizziness has been
identified). Notably, as dizzy older adults may present with
multiple discrete causes of their symptoms, a multifactorial
screening approach is likely needed to reduce falls in this
group.
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