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PART 1: Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Understanding the attitudes and behaviors of healthcare professionals is crucial for identifying
barriers and opportunities to adopt greener practices and mitigate the environmental footprint of
healthcare systems. Embedding sustainability in medical education can empower future healthcare
professionals to integrate green practices into their work. Exploring students' knowledge and
attitudes helps identify gaps in current curricula and opportunities to foster environmentally conscious
healthcare leaders.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Yes

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

No its seems to be good & sufficient

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please Yes
write here.
Are the references sufficient and recent? If you Yes

have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

Of course, it is understandable

Optional/General comments

This study has several limitations. First, the higher participation of individuals already interested in
environmental sustainability may have introduced selection bias, affecting the representativeness of
the sample. Additionally, the survey's length (15-20 minutes) and its timing during the COVID-19
pandemic likely contributed to a smaller sample size than ideal, limiting statistical power. The findings
are also based on a single health service in Queensland, which may not be generalizable to other
regions, particularly rural and remote areas with distinct challenges. Furthermore, the cross-sectional
design of the study prevents establishing causal relationships, and longitudinal studies would be
valuable for understanding long-term trends and effective health system transitions.

Hospitals that actively promote sustainability, such as by reducing single-use plastics or employing
renewable energy, often foster greater employee engagement in green initiatives. Moreover, framing
sustainability as an ethical responsibility, aligned with the Hippocratic Oath to "do no harm," can further
strengthen positive attitudes among healthcare workers and students.
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