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ABSTRACT 
 
Introduction 
The healthcare sector accounts for 8.5% of United States (U.S.) greenhouse gas emissions, of which one-third 
comes from operating rooms (ORs). As a result, there is great interest in decarbonizing the OR and surgical 
care. However, surgical residents are not routinely educated on the negative environmental impact of surgery or 
how to reduce it. In this paper, we present a formal needs assessment for a sustainability curriculum geared 
towards surgical residents. 
 
Methods 
Using Kern’s Six-Step Framework for curriculum development, we conducted focus groups with surgical 
residents to perform a targeted needs assessment on three main topics: 1) the current state of surgical 
sustainability curricula; 2) resident knowledge regarding the environmental impact of surgery and barriers to 
sustainable practice; and 3) preferred educational methods and topics within sustainability education. We 
recorded all focus groups and performed thematic analysis using anonymized transcripts.  
 
Results 
Fourteen residents participated in three focus groups, from which a qualitative analysis revealed four themes. 
First, surgery residents receive limited formal teaching on the negative environmental impact of surgical care or 
how to reduce this impact. Second, surgery residents have variable levels of prior education about and interest 
in sustainability in surgery. Third, several barriers prevent the implementation of sustainable changes in surgical 
practice, including a lack of institutional initiative, cultural inertia, concerns about workflow efficiency, and 
limited formal education. Finally, residents prefer to learn about practical ways to reduce waste, specifically 
through interactive approaches such as quality improvement initiatives. 
 
Conclusions 
Given the increasing importance of sustainability in surgery, there is an urgent need for formal resident 
education on this topic. This needs assessment provides a valuable foundation for future sustainability 
curriculum development.  
 
Keywords 
Surgical Sustainability · Surgical Education · Sustainability Curriculum · Needs Assessment · Graduate  
Medical Education 
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Introduction 
Education regarding operating room sustainability is infrequently offered and prioritized, with over 70% of 
perioperative faculty and staff reporting a lack of formal curricula.1 However, the urgency of the climate crisis 
requires that surgical departments and training programs prioritize this increasingly important topic. The United 
States (U.S.), among many other nations, has publicly committed to reducing greenhouse gas emissions to 50% 
below 2005 levels by 2030 and achieving net-zero emissions by 2050.2 These targets represent the levels of 
decarbonization required to cap the rise in global temperatures to less than two degrees Celsius above pre-
industrial levels, an amount that would be catastrophic to human health.3 As the healthcare sector accounts for 
8.5% of U.S. greenhouse gas emissions,4 it is clear that reducing healthcare emissions could dramatically 
decrease the nation’s carbon footprint. Within the healthcare sector, operating rooms are three to six times more 
energy-intensive per unit area than the hospital as a whole.5 As a result, engaging current and future surgeons in 
healthcare decarbonization efforts is essential. 
 
Although awareness about sustainability is increasing in academic surgery, significant variability exists in 
sustainability education, interest in decarbonization, and buy-in at the individual and institutional levels.1 This 
may stem from a lack of awareness regarding the amount of waste operating rooms generate, how this waste 
contributes to climate change, or what individuals can do to reduce it. In fact, in a recent survey of academic 
surgeons, a lack of education was cited as a barrier to improving sustainability.6 To date, no study has evaluated 
the need for or the ideal structure of a sustainability curriculum for surgical residents. 
 
The goal of our study was threefold: first, to understand the degree to which surgical residents are exposed to 
formal curricula regarding sustainability in surgery; second, to identify resident beliefs and attitudes regarding 
sustainable surgical practices and education; and third, to understand if and how surgical residents want to learn 
about sustainability.  
 
Methods 
 
Focus Group Design and Completion 
Following Kern’s Six-Step Framework for curriculum development, two general surgery residents (JW, TS) and 
one fourth-year medical student (MM) conducted a targeted needs assessment through focus groups comprised 
of surgical residents. One surgery faculty mentor (AA) and one anesthesia faculty mentor (SG) advised the 
team, as they both have significant medical education, surgical education, and curriculum development 
backgrounds. We conducted this study in accordance with the COREQ guidelines.7 
 
We constructed a focus group guide containing the main topics and guiding questions, iteratively refined this 
guide based on feedback from faculty mentors (AA and SG), and piloted the focus group questions with one 
member of the Sustainability Curriculum Working group (AG-F). This resident provided feedback on format 
and did not participate in the formal focus groups. For the focus groups, we used a semi-structured group 
interview format followed by group discussion. Final topics and guiding questions used to lead the focus groups 
are listed in Table 1. 
 
Participants 
We used voluntary sampling via email and social media to recruit U.S. residents from multiple post-graduate 
years (PGY) and surgical specialties, including general surgery, orthopedic surgery, otolaryngology (ENT), and 
oral and maxillofacial surgery (OMFS). As compensation, we provided a meal for all in-person participants. All 
participants were also offered group authorship on the resulting manuscript and placed in a raffle for a $100 gift 
card. At the start of each focus group, participants provided verbal consent for audio recording. This study was 
approved by the University of California, San Francisco’s (UCSF) Institutional Review Board (IRB 23-39152).  
 
Data Analysis and Validation 
We recorded audio for each focus group and used Otter.ai (Otter.ai, Inc., Mountain View, CA) to transcribe 
each recording. MM manually anonymized the transcriptions to remove any identifying information. Authors 
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used Dedoose Version 9.0.107 (Dedoose, Manhattan Beach, CA) for coding and thematic analysis of the 
anonymized transcripts. Following the steps laid out by Kiger et al.,8 MM, JW, and TS manually reviewed each 
transcript to individually formulate codes and then met as a group to finalize the codebook. The three authors 
then individually posited themes from these codes to create thematic maps, and again met as a group to 
consolidate the final thematic results.  
 
Reflexivity 
Our research team considered reflexivity throughout data collection (focus groups), inductive data analysis, and 
thematic synthesis.9 The members involved in the design and analysis included a medical student (MM), 
surgical residents (JW, TS), and faculty members from different departments including hepatopancreaticobiliary 
surgery (AA) and anesthesia (SG). These members had backgrounds in both surgical education and educational 
theory, which allowed us to incorporate diverse perspectives into the formulation and analysis of focus groups.  
 
Results 
 
Demographics 
We conducted three one-hour focus group sessions and interviewed fourteen residents across the three sessions: 
seven in the first in-person focus group, three in the second in-person focus group, and four in the virtual focus 
group. Surgical residents from all levels of training participated in the focus groups, though the majority (35%) 
were research residents. Eleven participants (79%) were general surgery residents, including all four virtual 
focus group participants. The remaining three participants included one orthopedic surgery resident, one ENT 
resident, and one OMFS resident (Table 2). The majority (71%) of residents included in the focus group were 
from UCSF, a prominent academic institution located in California. 
 
Thematic Analysis 
We identified four themes within the focus group data. Each theme along with representative quotations is 
provided below. Table 3 contains a complete list of themes, sub-themes, and additional representative quotes. 
 
Theme 1: Surgery residents receive limited formal teaching on the negative environmental impact of 
surgery or how to reduce this impact.  
 
Residents reported that they received limited to no formal curricula regarding how healthcare contributes to 
climate change, the impact of climate change on patients, or how to make the operating room more 
environmentally sustainable. 

“ Interestingly, recently, a number of the fourth years have been doing their grand rounds talks on 
[topics such as] cost and sustainability, but there's no formal curriculum.” (FG2, P1) 
 
“There's certainly no formal curriculum. And honestly, I wouldn't have known much about this topic at 
all had I not been involved in some of the other projects going on in this area over the course of the last 
year.” (FG1, P5) 
 

At present, there are limited avenues through which residents hear about this topic in a hospital setting, as 
explained below. 

“There is definitely no structured [curriculum]. It's attending-specific: [the attending] may happen to 
have a background in that field and bring it up on a case-by-case basis, but there is not anything that's 
implemented within the curriculum.” (FG3, P2) 

Theme 2: Surgery residents have variable levels of prior education about and interest in sustainability in 
surgery. 
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Despite the lack of formal training, most residents understood that climate change is a global threat. These 
residents referenced natural disasters and extreme weather events when asked how climate change impacts 
patients. However, they were infrequently able to point out less direct impacts of climate change, such as food 
insecurity from increased drought conditions. Moreover, residents were cognizant that operating rooms generate 
significant amounts of waste but lacked a rigorous framework to quantify this waste and its environmental 
impact. Notably, most residents did not have an understanding of how operating room waste or supply chains 
are managed at an institutional level. 

“I had a general sense of [broader] environmental impacts [of climate change], but specifically tying 
that to OR waste is really difficult. To me, that seems a little bit of an abstract concept.” (FG1, P7) 

Resident interest in the topic of sustainability in surgery was variable. Among our respondents, we had some 
that only heard about sustainability passively, some that pursued scholarly work in sustainability, and others 
who led projects to improve sustainability such as one resident who contributed to a pilot study implementing 
reusable gowns.10  
 

“I've written four articles on the intersection of climate change and health.” (FG1, P1) 
 
“ I haven't written that many papers. But [I] tried to learn a bit of how environmental analysis is done 
and [learned about] the lifecycle analyses [because] they're all intertwined.” (FG1, P1) 
 

Specifically, residents with experience in sustainability-related work were primarily motivated by interest in the 
environment. 
 

“I personally have been involved in environmental projects, but that was entirely out of my own interest 
and pursuit.” (FG1, P1) 

 
Of note, several residents with experience in resource-limited settings, such as in global surgery, expressed 
greater awareness of operating room waste and the importance of sustainability. Notably, these residents viewed 
sustainability as a necessity in the setting of resource scarcity rather than just an intrinsic good, as described 
below:  
 

“There are a lot of lessons that we can learn from low-income countries who are forced to adopt more 
sustainable practices because they have such limited resources, that [the United States] doesn’t take 
advantage of.” (FG1, P6) 

 
Theme 3: There are numerous barriers to the implementation of sustainable changes in surgical practice.  
 
When asked about potential barriers to the implementation of sustainable practices, several residents pointed to 
a lack of institutional buy-in. Overall, there was skepticism that sustainable practices could be implemented at 
scale in a grassroots manner. As one resident said,  
 

“…this is a type of problem that takes investment at the highest level at an institution. It has to be the 
priority for an institution over a 5-to-10-year period, such that your CEO, [and] every department, has 
objectives that they are told that they need to reach. Then they organize teams across specialties and roles 
to then achieve those objectives within each department and division. […we] also have objectives we need 
to reach and benchmarks we're going to try to reach in each division, and now it's up to department chairs 
or division chairs to reach those. Then [these initiatives will] filter down.” (FG3, P1) 

  
Residents also felt that cultural stagnancy with certain practices, the inherent hierarchy of the operating room, 
and an emphasis on efficiency made it difficult to voice concerns or challenge the status quo.  
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“I think [we] also [have to] acknowledge the hierarchy that exists in the operating room. And if the 
attending is not buying into [sustainability initiatives, they are] not going to happen.” (FG1, P4) 

 
In addition, residents noted the lack of incentives or frequent reminders to make individual sustainable choices. 
One resident compared this to the fact that data regarding the cost of individual instruments are readily available 
on electronic medical records prior to and following cases. In contrast, similar data regarding the carbon 
footprint of each item are less available. 
 

“… I feel like there's not like a strong incentive to reuse things. You could just use the new thing. Most 
people don't think about it.” (FG1, P2) 
 
"...nowadays, [...] the cost of each procedure [is] easily accessible when you open the case. So 
something similar, like a dashboard for carbon [footprints] would also be really helpful. We need some 
sort of reference point of what is…good [versus] what is not good. [For example] if I'm using…a 
disposable clip applier versus a reusable clip applier - what does that impact? And what are the 
variables that I should be thinking about?” (FG1, P1) 

 
Theme 4: Residents prefer to learn practical methods to reduce waste in an interactive manner. 
 
Residents primarily wanted to learn about actionable steps they could take to reduce their carbon footprint in the 
hospital 

 
“I would want to know exactly how much of what the hospital is using is actually impacting our 
resources and what we can do to decrease that.” (FG3, P4) 

 
When asked how the curriculum should be structured, most residents preferred an interactive curriculum 
focused on practical quality improvement initiatives, as described below.  
 

“Ultimately, if we're going to do something like this, it can't just be a curriculum, it has to be action. 
And so I think it'd be great if the residents were, you know, taught a curriculum, but also, as a group, as 
a residency program, designed some way to do a QI project. Specifically, you know, we could partner 
with other like surgical departments to do like a QI project over the course of the year and track our 
metrics.” (FG1, P7) 

 
Residents disagreed on the utility of didactic education in learning about sustainability, with some noting that 
their schedules were already overburdened with didactic curricula and others believing that some didactics 
would be helpful in establishing a knowledge baseline. 
 

“…adding on more and more topics that are taking away from our core education and didactics may 
not end up being effective. And so I really do like the idea of having [a curriculum] being integrated into 
a quality improvement [project].” (FG1, P5) 

 
“... because we're coming into this with such different levels of knowledge and understanding, I 
personally would love to have an hour lecture about just the facts. [Then] we can kind of go into, you 
know, whatever sustainability work or improvements we want to make with a shared understanding…” 
(FG1, P6) 

 
Moreover, some residents suggested that various aspects of the curriculum should be tailored to resident levels. 
For example, a general review on climate change and human health may be most appropriate for an intern, 
while a focused review on the waste impact of a particular supply may be especially relevant to a chief resident 
who will soon be making their own preference cards. 
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“[...] having optional avenues for pursuing further education [could be] more targeted towards PGY 
level. [...] Best practices and more of the nuanced detail maybe not be as appropriate for a broader 
audience who may have varying views or backgrounds on the topic.” (FG3, P2) 

 
 
Discussion 
 
This study revealed that residents lack formal curricula on sustainability in surgery. While most residents agreed 
that sustainability was an important topic to learn, current knowledge was limited and variable. The few 
residents who were exposed to perioperative sustainability either received informal education on this topic, 
discovered it through an adjacent frame such as global surgery, or pursued independent research out of personal 
interest. Residents anticipated several barriers to implementing sustainable changes within the current context of 
academic surgery. Finally, the majority preferred practical education on implementing sustainable practices 
delivered through interactive formats such as quality improvement projects. On the other hand, some felt that 
some level-specific didactic content would be helpful to establish a knowledge base. 
 
Many of our study’s thematic conclusions are in line with previous surgical curricular needs assessments, which 
frequently suggest that specialty curricula first require a basic foundational knowledge of a subject, and 
thereafter can be differentiated by trainee level.11 Prior needs assessment studies suggest that surgical culture 
and institutional structure often pose barriers to the implementation of new surgical practices, which need to be 
addressed within the curricula.12 While these conclusions are similar to the themes presented in this paper, it is 
important to note that this study’s thematic analysis is not directly comparable to others, given that there are no 
published needs assessments specifically addressing curricula on surgical sustainability. However, within 
related healthcare fields and at the pre-clinical level, it is well established that lack of knowledge and skill is the 
leading barrier to environmental stewardship in healthcare.6,12 As suggested in this paper, combating this lack of 
knowledge by integrating sustainability educational objectives into pre-clinical and clinical training is 
paramount.13,14 

 
It is important to ask whether a surgical sustainability curriculum is necessary, as the absence of one does not 
necessarily justify its need. Furthermore, focus group participants noted that prior curriculum efforts were not 
always well received given the time constraints of surgical training. However, we believe that a sustainability 
curriculum is essential despite these constraints for the following reasons. First, the Accreditation Council for 
Graduate Medical Education (ACGME) lists "systems based practice" as a core competency for resident 
training. Climate change will affect patients, providers, and the healthcare infrastructure, all of which comprise 
the healthcare system.3 Second, we believe that a practical sustainability curriculum will push residents to 
develop into better surgeons. The majority of surgery-associated emissions come from the extensive single-use 
supply chain that pervades most of surgical care today. Interventions that improve the sustainability of surgical 
practice often involve switching from single-use supplies to reusable alternatives (or forgoing their use 
altogether). As such, by adopting sustainable practices, surgeons may become more efficient, learn how to do 
operations using fewer supplies, and reduce the cost of their practices.  
 
This study has several limitations. First, our study is susceptible to selection bias as participants voluntarily 
signed up for the focus groups. Thus, participants with a baseline interest in sustainability may have been more 
likely to attend. As such, our results may overestimate both resident background knowledge and interest in a 
sustainability curriculum. Similarly, most participants were from UCSF, an academic medical center that 
already prioritizes surgical sustainability and is in a region with a culture of environmentalism.15 Thus, our 
results may be susceptible to institutional and geographic biases that similarly overestimate the perceived 
interest in sustainability. We attempted to mitigate this bias by hosting a virtual focus group that included 
participants from other parts of the U.S., including the Midwest, South, and Mid-Atlantic regions. Lastly, most 
focus group participants were general surgery residents, and there was less representation of surgical 
subspecialty residents. However, this should not significantly bias the results, as the principles of operating 
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room waste are subspecialty agnostic, and our goal is that this curriculum will be relevant to all surgical 
specialties.  
 
Based on our needs assessment, we envision a three-part curriculum. The first and foundational section of the 
curriculum would be a series of self-paced didactic modules about sustainability in surgery covering topics such 
as the science of climate change, how surgical care generates waste that leads to climate change, and a review 
of current initiatives to improve sustainability in surgery. These didactic modules would provide foundational 
knowledge. The second part of the curriculum would be a series of case studies highlighting actual 
sustainability improvement projects. These case studies would highlight project successes, implementation 
barriers, and failures. The third part of the curriculum would be a longitudinal quality improvement experience 
through which residents could guide or contribute to sustainability-focused quality improvement (QI) projects 
for their residency program. Completion of QI projects would subsequently generate new case studies. These 
three components would address the unmet need for a foundational sustainability curriculum while 
simultaneously allowing residents to tailor their experience to their interest level and availability. Future efforts 
will include developing parallel curricula for other perioperative stakeholders such as anesthesia residents, 
operating room nurses, and surgical technologists. 
 
This study is the first of its kind addressing the need for a sustainability curriculum for surgical residents. It 
identifies a gap in baseline knowledge and highlights resident perspectives regarding how the curriculum should 
be structured. This study has both immediate and long-term implications. In the short term, a curriculum 
resulting from this work aims to grant trainees the knowledge to make informed decisions about their operating 
room resource utilization whenever possible, contextualize their choices within the broader hospital system, and 
understand how patients are impacted by climate change. In the long term, these efforts will empower surgeons 
to make sustainable choices in the operating room and educate future generations of surgeons. It is our hope that 
such efforts ultimately contribute to carbon footprint reduction. 
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Objectives Focus Group Questions 

Objective 1 
Assess residents’ current 
knowledge and 
awareness of 
sustainability and waste 
reduction in the operating 

 
What education (if any) do surgical residents currently receive about 
sustainability, waste reduction, and carbon footprint of surgical spaces and 
perioperative spaces? 
 
What would motivate surgical residents to educate themselves on surgical 
sustainability? 
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room, as well as the 
extent of sustainability 
education in surgical 
training.  

 
How does climate change impact patient health and/or outcomes? 
 
Can you share any experiences or observations related to waste and/or reducing 
waste in the operating room? 
 
What challenges or barriers do you think may exist when implementing 
sustainable practices in the operating room? 
 

Objective 2 
Identify resident 
attitudes, beliefs, and 
concerns regarding 
sustainable surgical 
practices and education.  

How would a surgical sustainability curriculum fit into the existing constraints 
with working 80 a week, didactics, studying, etc.? 
 

Objective 3 
Gather insights on the 
preferred learning 
methods and areas of 
interest for a 
sustainability-focused 
curriculum.  

 

Of the following topics, how would you rank them in terms of interest and 
usefulness? What other topics would you add? 

1. OR carbon footprint impacts on global climate change (knowledge-
based)  

2. Patient impact from climate change (knowledge-based)  
3. Methods to reduce OR waste (implementation) 

 
What learning methods (e.g., lectures, workshops, simulations, online modules) 
do you believe would be most effective for teaching sustainable surgical 
practices? 
 

Table 1. Outline of overarching topics and associated guiding questions for focus groups. 
 
 % (n) 
Gender   
Female 71% (10) 
Male 29% (4) 
Non-binary 0% (0) 
Level of Training  
PGY1 14% (2) 
PGY2 7% (1) 
PGY3 14% (2) 
PGY4 21% (3) 
PGY5 7% (1) 
Research Year Resident 36% (5) 
Specialty  
General Surgery 19% (11) 
Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery 7% (1) 
Orthopedic Surgery 7% (1) 
Otolaryngology 7% (1) 
Table 2: Focus Group Demographics 
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Theme Sub-Theme Exemplary Quotes 
Theme 1: 
Surgery residents 
receive limited formal 
teaching on the 
environmental impact 
of surgery or how to 
reduce this impact. 
 

There is no formalized 
curriculum on 
sustainability in surgery 
for residents. 

“Interestingly, recently, a number of the fourth years 
have been doing their grand rounds talks on [topics 
such as] cost and sustainability, but there's no formal 
curriculum.” (FG2, P1) 
 
“There's certainly no formal curriculum. And honestly, 
I wouldn't have known much about this topic at all had 
I not been involved in some of the other projects going 
on in this area over the course of the last year.” (FG1, 
P5) 
 
“Learning from the medical student level about the 
impact of climate change on health, I feel like there 
must be more and more data that is out there around 
that. And it just hasn't made it into the mainstream 
medical education. But it should.” (FG1, P6) 
 
“There was a little bit of [education at] my medical 
school, but I haven't done anything since I [started 
residency.]” (FG2, P2) 
 

 There is limited, variable 
exposure to informal 
teaching about 
sustainability in 
residency programs.  
 

“There is definitely no structured [curriculum]. It's 
attending-specific: [the attending] may happen to have 
a background in that field and bring it up on a case-by-
case basis, but there is not anything that's implemented 
within the curriculum.” (FG3, P2) 
“We've had grand rounds where speakers have directed 
their entire talk towards this topic.” (FG1, P2) 
 

Theme 2: 
Surgery residents 
have variable levels of 
prior knowledge 
about and interest in 
sustainability in 
surgery. 

Residents broadly 
understand that climate 
change is harmful but 
have less understanding 
of how O.R. waste 
contributes to climate 
change. 

“I had a general sense of [broader] environmental 
impacts [of climate change], but specifically tying that 
to OR waste is really difficult. To me, that seems a 
little bit of an abstract concept.” (FG1, P7) 
“I feel like I understand that climate change is very 
bad, on so many levels, and that what we're doing is 
clearly unsustainable. But could I trace the path of the 
blue towel? No.” (FG1, P4) 
 
“I think that a lot of education needs to be done around 
this so that we first sort of understand what the impact 
is, and then can understand all the parts of climate 
change that go into that, and then how we can actually 
have an effect on that.” (FG1, P5) 
 

 Residents interest in 
learning about 
sustainability is variable. 

“I've written four articles on the intersection of climate 
change and health.” (FG1, P1) 

 
“I haven't written that many papers. But [I] tried to 
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learn a bit of how environmental analysis is done and 
[learned about] the lifecycle analyses [because] they're 
all intertwined.” (FG1, P1) 
 
 

 Residents with 
experience in 
sustainability projects 
were primarily motivated 
by individual interest. 
 

“I personally have been involved in environmental 
projects, but that was entirely out of my own interest 
and pursuit.” (FG1, P1) 

 Residents with 
experience in global 
surgery had increased 
awareness about O.R. 
waste. 
 

“There are a lot of lessons that we can learn from low-
income countries who are forced to adopt more 
sustainable practices because they have such limited 
resources, that [the United States] doesn’t take 
advantage of.” (FG1, P6) 
 

Theme 3: 
There are numerous 
barriers to the 
implementation of 
sustainable changes in 
surgical practice. 

Improving operating 
room sustainability must 
be an institutional 
priority. 

“…this is a type of problem that takes investment at the 
highest level at an institution. It has to be the priority 
for an institution over a 5-to-10-year period, such that 
your CEO, [and] every department, has objectives that 
they are told that they need to reach. Then they 
organize teams across specialties and roles to then 
achieve those objectives within each department and 
division. […we] also have objectives we need to reach 
and benchmarks we're going to try to reach in each 
division, and now it's up to department chairs or 
division chairs to reach those. Then [these initiatives 
will] filter down.” (FG3, P1) 
 

 Operating room culture is 
difficult to change. 

“I think it comes down to culture, inertia and cost.” 
(FG1, P5) 
 
“There are a lot of instances where people are opening 
up things because the surgeon might need it. And I 
think, you know, some of that is avoidable, some of 
that's less avoidable, but all of those things like play 
into the behaviors that ultimately constrain that 
commitment to sustainability in addition to lack of 
data, lack of understanding, and tradition as well.” 
(FG1, P2) 
 

 Operating room 
hierarchy prevents 
residents from 
advocating for 
sustainable practices. 

“I think [we] also [have to] acknowledge the hierarchy 
that exists in the operating room. And if the attending 
is not buying into [sustainability initiatives, they are] 
not going to happen. So, it would be important for us to 
have a curriculum [for] that to be established. But if it's 
not also being done on the attending level, especially as 
an intern I'm not going to pipe up in the OR and inquire 
about whether we should open something, about 
whether that's it goes along with our sustainability 
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guidelines. As much as I wish I would.” (FG1, P4) 
 

 Surgeons are concerned 
that improving 
sustainability will reduce 
O.R. efficiency. 

“…you end up having to sacrifice a little bit of your 
comfort, you know, so it might be a slight 
inconvenience for the greater good. It's much easier to 
just open another pack of something you need [rather] 
than maybe utilizing a different instrument that's not 
the exact instrument you need.” (FG2, P5) 
 

 Surgeons are not 
incentivized to improve 
the sustainability of their 
practice. 
 

“… I feel like there's not like a strong incentive to 
reuse things. You could just use the new thing. Most 
people don't think about it.” (FG1, P2) 

 There is a lack of visible 
data on the carbon 
footprint of surgical 
instruments and supplies. 
 

“If you're trying to reuse surgical instruments, people 
might be worried that oh, this drill bit isn't going to be 
sterile. And it may have like risk for infection or it 
could break.” (FG2, P3) 
"...nowadays, [...] the cost of each procedure [is] easily 
accessible when you open the case. So something 
similar, like a dashboard for carbon [footprints] would 
also be really helpful. We need some sort of reference 
point of what is…good [versus] what is not good. [For 
example] if I'm using…a disposable clip applier versus 
a reusable clip applier - what does that impact? And 
what are the variables that I should be thinking about?” 
(FG1, P1) 
 

Theme 4: 
Residents prefer to 
learn practical 
methods to reduce 
waste in an 
interactive, hands-on 
manner. 
 

Residents would like to 
prioritize actionable 
learning items to reduce 
carbon footprint in the 
operating room. 

“I would want to know exactly how much of what the 
hospital is using is actually impacting our resources 
and what we can do to decrease that.” (FG3, P4) 
 
“I would rather [learn about] the practical changes – 
the practical things I can do on a day to day basis –  
to make things better, and then the systemic changes I 
should be advocating for at a larger level.” (FG3, P1” 
 

Residents would like to 
incorporate quality 
improvement projects 
and teaching into the 
curriculum. 
 

“Ultimately, if we're going to do something like this, it 
can't just be a curriculum, it has to be action. And so I 
think it'd be great if the residents were, you know, 
taught a curriculum, but also, as a group, as a residency 
program, designed some way to do a QI project. 
Specifically, you know, we could partner with other 
like surgical departments to do like a QI project over 
the course of the year and track our metrics.” (FG1, P7) 
 
And so I really do like the idea of having [a 
curriculum] being integrated into a quality 
improvement [project].” (FG1, P5) 
 

There are contrasting “... because we're coming into this with such different 
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views on the utility of 
didactic learning. 

levels of knowledge and understanding, I personally 
would love to have an hour lecture about just the facts. 
[Then] we can kind of go into, you know, whatever 
sustainability work or improvements we want to make 
with a shared understanding…” (FG1, P6) 
 
“We already have so many other things that have been 
added onto the curriculum in the recent years at the 
detriment of actually learning about how to become a 
surgeon. […] Adding on more and more topics that are 
taking away from our core education and didactics 
may not end up being effective. And so I really do like 
the idea of having [a curriculum] being integrated into 
a quality improvement [project].” (FG1, P5) 
 
“Yeah, I think, I think it would ideally be a hybrid 
approach. You have to get people to care. And 
sometimes forcing them to sit through a lecture does 
not make them care. However, climate 
change is an existential threat and I think you if you 
frame it in the correct way, in a lecture 
format, you could get people to care, I hope. But then 
[we would also need] a way to engage people so that 
it's not a one time lecture [and it is] a year round thing 
that becomes part of daily activities. I 
think combining those things would be the ideal.” 
(FG1, P3) 
 

 Residents felt that 
education should be 
tailored to PGY level. 

“I know that soon, I'm going to have to create my own 
case cart of all the instruments that I'm going to need 
for my cases. And I have no knowledge about which 
ones are reusable or not, how they're made, [or] the 
footprint of the instruments I'm going to be using.” 
(FG3, P1) 
 
“[...] having optional avenues for pursuing further 
education [could be] more targeted towards PGY level. 
[...] Best practices and more of the nuanced detail 
maybe not be as appropriate for a broader audience 
who may have varying views or backgrounds on the 
topic.” (FG3, P2) 
 

Table 3: Themes and sub-themes identified through analysis that were associated with each framing topic, as 
well as exemplary quotes associated with each. 
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