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To the Editor:

The authors present interesting data on the management of febrile adult patients in a referral hospital in Central Malawi. I think that the main message
of the manuscript is that the majority of patients presenting with febrile illness are empirically treated for malaria or bacterial disease, however diagnostic
confirmation reveals that the frequency of cases of malaria or invasive bacterial disease are actually lower than the primary diagnosis. The authors also present
interesting data on the prior use of antimalarials and antibiotics before hospital admission and data on antibiotic susceptibility of bacterial isolates, from
positive blood cultures. Although the study size (180 patients) is small, which may account for the relative low frequency of bacteremia and malaria cases
found, the study highlights the importance of implementing local guidelines for the management of febrile patients and adherence to national guidelines, with
a caution to the indiscriminate use of large spectrum antibiotics and antimalarial treatment. I think the manuscript should be published as it is.
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