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Abstract  

Objectives To explore people's expectations about the likely duration of acute infections that 
are commonly managed in primary care and if care is sought for these infections, reasons for 
doing so. 

Design A cross-sectional online survey.  

Participants A nationwide sample of 589 Australian residents, ≥18 years old with 
representative quotas for age and gender, recruited via an online panel provider.  

Outcome measures For eight acute infections, participants’ estimated duration of each, time 
until they would seek care, and reasons for seeking care.   

Results For four infections, participants’ mean estimates of duration were within an 
evidence-based range - common cold (7.2 days), sore throat (5.2 days), acute otitis media (6.2 
days), and impetigo (8.3 days); and >70% of participants estimated a duration within the 
range. However, participants estimated mean duration was shorter than evidence-based 
estimates for acute cough (7.6 days), sinusitis (5.6 days), conjunctivitis (5.7 days), and 
uncomplicated urinary tract infections (5.4 days); and >60% of participants underestimated 
the duration. Of the 589 participants, 365 (62%) indicated they were unlikely to routinely 
seek care for self-limiting infections. Most common reasons for care-seeking were severe or 
worsening symptoms, a desire for quick recovery, and fear of progression to complications. 
After being shown typical durations, the proportion of participants who reported having no 
concerns waiting for spontaneous resolution while managing symptoms with over-the-
counter medications ranged across the infections and was highest for common cold (68%) 
and lowest for UTI (31%).  

Conclusion Participants underestimated the duration of some infections compared to 
evidence-based estimates and were accurate in their estimates for other infections. Many 
stated that they would not be concerned about waiting for illnesses to self-resolve after 
learning the typical duration. Communicating the expected duration of common acute 
infections during routine consultations can help manage patients’ expectations of recovery 
and need to seek care. 

Keywords acute infections, natural history, primary care, antibiotics, patient expectations. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Strengths and limitations of this study 

• Representative sample with quotas for age and sex. 
• First Australian survey of people’s expected duration of common acute infections. 
• Participants responded to hypothetical scenarios and did not have the infections. 
• This was a convenience sample from one online panel provider and not a true 

random sample.  
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INTRODUCTION 

The overuse of antibiotics is a contributor to the global health threat of antibiotic resistance.1,2 
Despite evidence that antibiotics provide limited benefit and no-to-minimal reduction in the 
duration of many common acute infections,3,4 they continue to be frequently prescribed. 5,6 In 
primary care, antibiotics are often unnecessarily prescribed for acute infections, such as acute 
respiratory infections (ARIs), uncomplicated urinary tract infections (UTIs) and some skin 
and soft tissue infections (SSTIs).7,8 For example, in 2019, 82% of Australians who presented 
at primary care with acute bronchitis were prescribed antibiotics.9  

There are various reasons why antibiotics are unnecessarily prescribed, including diagnostic 
uncertainty, concerns about damaging patient-clinician relationships, suboptimal 
communication between patients and clinicians, and articulated or perceived patient 
expectations for antibiotics.10-12 Effective communication between patients and clinicians 
about the expected duration of illnesses and how much it might or might not be reduced by 
antibiotics may help to set realistic expectations about the recovery timeframe for patients 
and help counter patients' misperceptions about the need for antibiotics.13,14  

Central to managing expectations is knowing about the natural history of the illness and for 
acute illnesses, particularly its typical duration. Natural history can be defined as the course 
of a disease process over time in the absence of treatment.15 A study of adults' expectation of 
acute cough duration found that participants predicted a mean duration of 7.2 to 9.3 days, 
compared with published literature estimates of 17.8 days.16 This discrepancy leads 
individuals to seek care and expect antibiotics if they believe their infection has persisted 
longer than they thought it should.17 Beyond this study, there has been little exploration of 
individuals' knowledge about the duration of common acute infections. In a sample of 
Australian adults, this study aimed to determine people's expectations about the duration of 
common acute infections and explore reasons for deciding to seek care.  

METHODS 

Study design and participants 

A cross-sectional, online survey of Australian residents was conducted from 10th to 17th 
February 2024. To be eligible, participants had to be an Australian resident ≥18 years old, not 
a health professional or health professional student, and able to read and understand English. 
We excluded health professionals as their knowledge about common infections may differ 
from the general population. 

Recruitment and study procedure 

A national sample with representation quotas for age and gender was recruited through an 
online independent panel provider, Dynata (https://www.dynata.com/), which specialises in 
using algorithm-based sampling tools for registered members who have previously consented 
to participate in online surveys. At survey commencement, potential participants received an 
information form explaining the study's aims and their right to withdraw at any time. 
Participants’ continuation of the survey was accepted as informed consent. To ensure the 
validity and uniqueness of responses, Dynata used a captcha at the commencement of each 
survey and an IP-digital stamp for each participant. Participants were compensated based on 
Dynata’s pre-agreed structured incentive scheme policy, which allowed participants to 
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redeem from a range of gift cards, points programs, charitable contributions and partner 
products or services. An invitation to the study was emailed to participants individually using 
an automated router. See Supplementary File 1 for more information on Dynata Australia’s 
demographics, sampling, and recruitment procedures.  

Patient and public involvement  

We piloted the survey face-to-face with a convenience sample of eligible participants (n=10) 
to establish face and content validity. Feedback from participants was used to refine some 
questions to ensure their clarity. To test for technical issues, we piloted the survey online with 
10% of the sample size needed for the study. Participants recruited for the pilot were not 
invited to participate in the subsequent survey and the pilot data were not included in the 
analysis.  

Data collection and outcome measurement  

The survey focussed on common infections that are typically managed in primary care and 
often self-resolve without treatment, other than for managing symptoms such as fever. We 
asked about these eight infections: acute cough (acute bronchitis), common cold, sore throat, 
middle ear infection (acute otitis media), sinusitis, viral conjunctivitis, uncomplicated urinary 
tract infection (UTI), and school sores (non-bullous impetigo). The survey (Supplementary 
File 2) contained three sections: A) 12 demographic questions and a single question about 
preferences for passive or aggressive health treatment (Medical Maximiser or Minimiser 
Scale); 18 B) three questions about seeking care for common infections in general and 
possible influences; and C) for each infection, four questions about the infection’s estimated 
duration, waiting time until seeking care, and concerns about waiting for infections to run its 
course. We randomised the order in which the infections were presented to minimise order 
bias. We did not allow participants to revise their responses to questions that they had already 
completed within the survey.  

Sample size  

The sample size needed was calculated based on the accuracy of the estimate of the 
proportion of the eligible population who decided to seek care. Assuming a margin of error of 
5% and a 95% confidence level, we required a minimum of 426 participants. This calculation 
allowed for up to 10% missing data on the decision to seek care question.  

Data analysis 

Data were analysed descriptively with Stata/MP 16.1. For each infection, we calculated the 
mean duration of infections as well as the proportion of participants whose estimated duration 
was within the evidenced-based range or an over- or under-estimation. Estimates were 
deemed “correct” if they were +/- 1 day of the evidence-based estimates obtained from 
systematic reviews (references are in Figure 1). Participants' responses to likelihood to seek 
care questions (Supplementary File 2, question 14) were collapsed into three categories: 
"Unlikely" (combining “Very Unlikely" and "Unlikely"), "Neutral", and "Likely" (combining 
"Likely" and "Very Likely"). Responses to open-ended questions (Supplementary File 2, 
questions 15, 16, A3 - H3) were independently coded and grouped into common categories 
by two authors, using Microsoft® Excel® 365 (Microsoft, Redmond, WA, USA). To analyse 
the ranking data (Supplementary File 2, questions A4-H4), we assigned a score based on each 
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rank (i.e., 5 for 1st, 4 for 2nd, and so on, excluding the rank for “other”). The scores were 
summed for each reason for all respondents. We calculated the average score for each reason 
to determine the overall importance assigned by respondents. 

Ethical approval  

The study was approved by the Bond University Human Research Ethics Committee 
(reference number: KB03170)   

 

RESULTS 

Participant characteristics  

Of the 1288 potential participants who completed the survey, 699 responses were screened as 
ineligible, leaving responses from 589 respondents for analysis (see Supplementary File 3 for 
participant flow chart with reasons for ineligibility).  

Participants’ characteristics are reported in Table 1. Just over half (n=348, 59%) were female, 
42% (n=247) were within the age category of ≥56 years, and 29% (n=170) had non-adult 
children living with them. Just over half (n=346, 59%) indicated a preference for a more 
passive approach to healthcare, and 62% (n=366) indicated that, in general, they were 
unlikely to seek healthcare for a self-limiting acute infection.  

Estimated duration of infections and time until seeking care 

Figure 1 shows participants estimated mean duration for each infection, estimated mean time 
until seeking care, and an evidence-based estimate of the duration. For cough, sinusitis, 
conjunctivitis and uncomplicated UTI, participants’ mean estimated duration was shorter than 
the evidenced-based estimates. For common cold, acute otitis media, sore throat, and non-
bullous impetigo, participants’ mean estimated duration were within the evidence-based 
range. When participants’ responses were analysed as the proportion whose duration estimate 
was correct, or an over- or under-estimate (Fig 2), the majority (≥50%) of participants 
underestimated the duration of cough (83%), sinusitis (92%), conjunctivitis (63%), and 
uncomplicated UTI (88%), compared with evidence-based estimates. Whereas the majority 
(≥50%) of participants provided a correct duration estimate for sore throat (91%), common 
cold (86%), acute otitis media (78%), and impetigo (65%).   

The mean amount of time that participants reported they would wait before seeking care was 
within +/-1 day of their estimated duration for all infections (Fig 1), with one exception. For 
impetigo, participants indicated they would seek care, on average, 4 days earlier than when 
they estimated it would have resolved by.  

Reasons for seeking care 

Figure 3 presents participants’ reasons for seeking care, for each infection, based on the 
response options provided in the survey.  The ranked response pattern was similar across 
most infections, with approximately an equal number of responses across the five response 
options provided to participants. An exception was acute cough, where participants ranked 
“wanting to reduce the impact on daily life” as the most important reason for seeking care, 
followed by “symptoms taking too long to get better”. For common cold, sore throat and 
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sinusitis, participants ranked “wanting to get better faster” as their main reason for seeking 
care, whereas for acute otitis media, uncomplicated UTI, and impetigo, the main reason was 
"wanting to prevent complications." 

An analysis of the free-text responses to the question about reasons for seeking care in 
general for an acute infection identified similar categories among participants. The most 
frequently reported reasons for seeking care were a desire to recover quickly or experiencing 
severe, concerning, or unfamiliar symptoms. However, many participants reported that when 
it was their child that had an infection, t they were more likely to seek care early, regardless 
of its severity, nature, or duration.  

After the survey questions revealed to participants the evidence-based duration estimate of 
each infection, participants were asked if they had concerns about waiting this length of time 
to seek care and if so, to list their concern/s. The proportion who had no concerns about 
waiting for the infection to resolve on its own and not seek care beyond using over-the-
counter medicines varied across the infections. It was highest for common cold (68%), sore 
throat (59%) and impetigo (51%), followed by conjunctivitis (47%), cough (46%), sinusitis 
(44%), acute otitis media (36%), and UTI (31%). The most commonly reported concerns 
about waiting to seek care for each infection were similar to those mentioned before the 
evidence-based duration estimate was shown. One notable difference was that now, the least 
commonly indicated concern for care-seeking was that symptoms were taking too long to 
improve. Other factors mentioned in free-text comments about influences on care-seeking 
behaviours were the ease of access to healthcare services and the associated costs. 

 

DISCUSSION 

This survey explored people's estimates of the duration of common acute infections and 
reasons that influence their decision to seek care. The majority of participants underestimated 
the duration of cough, sinusitis, conjunctivitis, and uncomplicated UTI, whereas duration 
estimates were within the evidence-based range for common cold, acute otitis media, sore 
throat, and non-bullous impetigo. The most frequent reasons for seeking care were when 
symptoms perceived as severe, a desire to recover faster, and being worried about possible 
complications if left untreated.  

When an illness persists longer than they expect it to, people may seek care and may request 
or expect antibiotics, believing antibiotics will accelerate their recovery.10,17 For four of the 
infections explored in our study (cough, sinusitis, conjunctivitis, UTI), we found that 
participants underestimated their duration. We are aware of only two studies that have 
quantitatively explored people’s expectations of the duration of common infections. In a 
study of American adults’ expectations of cough duration, participants underestimated the 
duration of cough by about 8 days, 16 which was similar to our finding. A study conducted in 
Hong Kong on people's expectations of the duration of an upper respiratory tract infection 
found that participants anticipated their infection to last for an average of 7.4 days less than 
the evidence-based estimate. 19 People may underestimate the duration of infections because 
of low awareness of the typical course of the infection, previous experiences, and a common 
misperception that antibiotics are necessary to treat the infection and can reduce its duration. 
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10,16,20 Additionally, public health campaigns about self-limiting infections have largely not 
focussed on infections such as cough, sinusitis, conjunctivitis, and UTI. 

Participants’ expectations about the duration of some infections (common cold, sore throat, 
acute otitis media, impetigo) were within evidence-based estimates. One possible reason, for 
at least the three acute respiratory infections, is that various public campaigns in Australia 
(such as by the National Prescribing Service 21 and as part of Choosing Wisely 22) have 
communicated that most acute respiratory infections do not need antibiotics and they get 
better on their own. It is not clear why participants’ estimates of impetigo duration were 
within the evidence-based range. It may partly be because the range is large as there are far 
fewer studies of the natural history of impetigo than there are of acute respiratory infections. 
23,24 Impetigo was also the one condition where the mean number of days that participants 
indicated they would wait before seeking care was not within one day of the mean estimated 
infection duration. Participants indicated they would seek care, on average, 4 days earlier, 
with some participants providing reasons for this as concern about the risk of scarring, impact 
on daily life, and wanting to avoid spreading the infections.  

Just over half of our participants indicated that they would usually not seek care for common 
acute self-limiting infections, which is consistent with the findings of previous research. 17,25 
In a qualitative study that explored participants’ decisions to attend their family physician in 
Canada, participants indicated they do not routinely seek care for acute respiratory tract 
infections. 17 Similarly, a study in the United Kingdom that  explored women's journey from 
self-care to GP care when they had UTI symptoms found that most participants do not 
routinely consult their GPs for UTI and often initiate self-care, followed by a period of 
monitoring and only consult when they thought self-care had failed.25      

We found that the main reasons people gave for seeking care were worsening symptoms, 
severe symptoms, a desire to get better quickly and to reduce the risk of complications. This 
is similar to the findings in previous studies.17,25,26 In a qualitative study exploring triggers of 
care-seeking for women with UTI, failure of symptoms to alleviate, symptom duration and 
escalation, and concern about illness seriousness were the major drivers of primary care 
visits.25 Concern about the risk of complications by not treating is a key contributor to 
patients’ expectations of antibiotics, which can influence prescribing decisions. 10,11,27 This is 
despite research showing that, for most of the infections studied, the risk of complications 
without antibiotic use is low. 28-30   

Understanding why people seek care and what they expect from the visit can be facilitated if 
clinicians actively elicit and discuss expectations during consultations.31 This can enable 
clinicians to provide reassurance, address any misperceptions, explain the options and 
provide information about symptoms to monitor or reasons for when they should reconsult. 31 
Consultations for acute infections are well suited to shared decision making where the 
options of taking or not taking antibiotics can be discussed, along with the benefits and harms 
of each option. 32,33 Along with shared decision making, clinicians can also use other 
antimicrobial stewardship activities such as delayed prescribing. 34 Integral to both strategies 
is knowing the evidenced-based estimates of infection duration to guide the discussion. 
Participants in our study were least concerned about needing to seek care and the time taken 
for symptoms to improve after they were presented with the typical duration of the infections. 
Similarly, a study in the United Kingdom that explored patients' understanding and 
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management of conjunctivitis found that patients who learnt about the typical duration of 
conjunctivitis were more likely to self-manage and less likely to visit their clinician.35 A 
recent qualitative study of Australian GPs showed that GPs found natural history information 
such as duration valuable when discussing antibiotic use for self-limiting conditions.36  
However, GPs do not consistently discuss the likely duration of infections during 
consultations 14 because such information is not routinely available in clinical resources such 
as clinical practice guidelines. 37 

Ways of providing natural history information to clinicians so that it can be incorporated into 
consultations should be explored in future research. Beyond GP consultations, future research 
could also consider how to increase public awareness of the typical duration of the infections 
for which duration was underestimated (e.g. cough). This may include public awareness 
campaigns or information provided via community pharmacies as that is where many patients 
visit as their first point of care. 38  

Strengths and limitations  

A strength of the study is the sample's representativeness of the Australian adult population in 
terms of age, sex, and location.39 However, there are several limitations. Firstly, participants 
were more highly educated than the general Australian adult population and were recruited 
from one panel provider, which may affect the generalisability of the findings and introduce 
selection bias. Secondly, participants in our study responded to hypothetical scenarios of 
acute infections, and their actual behaviour may differ if or when they had these infections. 
Thirdly, each acute respiratory infection was considered separately, even though some 
symptoms, such as sore throat, can occur in other infections. This overlap may influence 
participants’ health-seeking behaviour. Finally, the evidence-based infection duration ranges 
are only approximations and depend on the number and quality of existing studies. Although 
the estimates were based on a recent scoping review that mapped natural history evidence, 40 
as well as a systematic review that examined natural history information inclusion in clinical 
practice guidelines 37 for some infections (such as UTI and impetigo), the available evidence 
is limited, with wide ranges and some uncertainty about infection duration.  

Conclusion 

Our study found that for some acute infections, people underestimate the likely duration. This 
may contribute to people seeking care and possibly antibiotics. For some infections, people’s 
estimates were within an evidence-based range. The study highlights the complex interplay of 
individual concerns that influence care-seeking behaviour for common acute infections. As 
many participants generally felt comfortable self-managing their infections after being 
informed about the likely evidence-based duration, such information should be available 
across primary care settings, including pharmacies and general practices, to enhance patients’ 
understanding and self-management of common infections.  
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Table 1. Participant characteristics (n=589, unless stated otherwise) 

Characteristic n (%) 
Age category (years)   
≤25   27 (4.6)  
26-35 101 (17.2) 
36-45 110 (18.7) 
46-55 104 (17.7) 
≥56 247 (41.9) 
Gender  
Male 239 (40.6) 
Female 348 (59.1) 
Other     2 (0.3) 
Education  
High school certificate 167 (28.4) 
Diploma or Certificate I-IV, or Apprenticeship 191 (32.4) 
Undergraduate degree: Bachelor's degree 155 (26.3) 
Postgraduate degree: Master's or Doctor 76 (12.9) 
English spoken as the main language at home  
Yes  550 (93.4) 
Aboriginal and/or Torres Strait Islander  
Yes 21 (3.6) 
State or Territory in Australia   
New South Wales 183 (31.1) 
Victoria 146 (24.8) 
Queensland 125 (21.2) 
South Australia 52 (8.8)  
Western Australia 48 (8.2)) 
Australian Capital Territory  16 (2.7) 
Tasmania 16 (2.7) 
Northen Territory  3 (0.5) 
Australian Region  
Metro 401 (68.1) 
Regional Area 188 (31.9) 
Current household situation  
Single 170 (28.9) 
Single with children   49 (8.3) 
Married, living with a partner 200 (34.0) 
Married, living with a partner and children 140 (23.8) 
Other 30 (5.1) 
Living with children ≤18 years  
Yes 170 (28.9) 
If living with children, how many? (n=170) a  
1  70 (41.2) 
2  68 (40) 
3 20 (11.8) 
≥ 4 12 (7.1) 
Employment status  
Full time (≥ 38 hours/ week) 193 (32.8) 
Part-time 106 (18) 
Casual 28 (4.8) 
Not currently in paid employment 262 (44.5) 
Annual household income (AUD $)  
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<40,000 126 (21.4) 
40,001-60,000 103 (17.5) 
60,0001-80,000 81 (13.8) 
80,001-100,000 72 (12.2) 
>100,001 173 (29.4) 
Prefer not to say 34 (5.8) 
Medicare holder  
Yes 564 (95.8) 
Have this pre-existing medical condition?  
Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Diseases 22 (3.7) 
Asthma  92 (15.6) 
Recurrent Urinary Tract Infections 27 (4.6) 
Maximizer-Minimizer Scale b  
Maximizer 243 (41.3) 
Minimizer 346 (58.7) 
Health Seeking for acute self-limiting 
infections c 

 

Likely 138 (23.4) 
Neither likely nor unlikely 85 (14.4) 
Unlikely  366 (62.1) 
a The denominator here is the number of participants who 
answered “Yes” to living with children ≤18 years (n= 170) 
b MMI (Maximizer-Minimizer scale) assesses patients’ preference 
for aggressive versus a more passive approach to healthcare.  
c This question explored participants’ likelihood of visiting the 
GPs with acute self-limiting infection. 
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SD: standard deviation, *UTI: uncomplicated Urinary Tract Infections. 

Figure 1: Participants’ estimated mean duration of acute infections and time until seeking care, and 
evidence-based estimates of duration (evidence sources 4,24,29,40-45).  
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UTI: uncomplicated Urinary Tract Infections 

Figure 2: Percentage of participants predicting a correct estimate, underestimate, or overestimate of 
the duration of each of the acute infections.  
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Figure 3: Participants’ reasons for seeking care, ranked, for each infection.  
*Urinary tract infection (applies to only female respondents n=348)  
**only answered by respondents who answered “yes” to knowledge about uncomplicated impetigo 
(n=170) 
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