Dear Prof. Dr. Salem Y Mohamed


First we would like to express our deep thanks and gratitude to you and to the reviewers for your kind comments and for your time and your remarks that helped fine-tune the current work.


We did our best to change the text in view of your comments and the reviewers’ comments. Kindly find below a detailed point by point response to the reviewers.

Reviewers' comments:

     Reviewer 1:

   We would like to express our thanks and gratitude for your valuable suggestions and            

    comments which helped us improving the presentation of the current work.

I- Abstract:
  - should contain a patient and methods section.

                         Done
 II- Methedology:
 - Patient enrollment:

- Toy should be the exact period of study.

- We added the period  
Scanning was obtained after informed consent from our patients during the period January 2022 to December 2024.

Pitfalls:

-You mentioned: “Nevertheless MRE may be more acceptable to patients than intubation, inadequate bowel loop distention can be countered frequently with inability to identify partial bowel strictures good…..Please clarify this sentence.

To identify partial bowel strictures, good bowel loop distention is required to differentiate true bowel stenosis from bowel loop peristalasis. In MR enterography, bowel distention is done by oral solution ingestion (which is more comfortable to patient), not by direct rectal enema with subsequent inadequate bowel distention. 
C) In the manuscript writing:

- The English language of the manuscript needs revision.

Revised and corrected.

- In the Discussion section: Please write down the limitations of your study and if any restriction was encountered.

A limitation of this study is that anesthesia may be needed in pediatric population due to a long scan time. Claustrophobia in some patients and high cost of MR imaging were also encountered.

Finally we would like to repeat our thanks for your valuable comments and remarks which we believe helped in the better presentation and clarification of the current work.

Please accept our kindest regards

The authors

Reviewer 2:

We would like to express our thanks and gratitude for your valuable suggestions and constructive comments which helped enriching the current work.

- What is the aim of the study?
The purpose of this study was to assess the feasibility and usefulness of MR enterography in revealing complications in pediatric and adult population with Crohn's disease.
-Where are the subjects and methods?
This observational study was conducted at the outpatient clinics, National Liver Institute, Menoufia University and the Tropical Medicine Department at the Faculty of Medicine, Alexandria University between January 2022 and December 2024. It included fifty-four patients, aged 12 to 45 years, diagnosed with Chron’s disease through colonoscopy. 

-What is the study design? It is observational, not prospective
Observational
- Where was the study carried out?
Patients were studied from January 2022 and December 2024. They attended the outpatient clinics, National Liver Institute, Menoufia University and the Tropical Medicine Department at the Faculty of Medicine, Alexandria University
Finally we repeat our thanks and gratitude for your valuable comments and constructive recommendations that helped enriching the current work.

Please accept our kindest regards

The authors
Reviewer 3:

We would like to express our thanks and gratitude for your valuable suggestions and constructive comments which helped enriching the current work.

A- In the research methodology:

- The aim of the current study is missing or unclear. What does the author need to investigate?
The purpose of this study was to assess the feasibility and usefulness of MR enterography in revealing complications in pediatric and adult population with Crohn's disease.
- “All included cases were patients with histologically proven Crohn’s disease who were scheduled to undergo MR enterography for symptom exacerbation.” Is this an inclusion criterion?
            Yes
B- In the manuscript writing:

- It seems that a junior author wrote the article, and it should be re-written by a senior author
                  Revised and done

The methods section, especially describing the MRI technique and the definitions, needs extensive revision and shortening
                  Revised and done

The current study does not clearly describe how patients were managed. It should clearly explain how patients were approached, e.g., by Hx, examinations, labs, imaging …etc.
Examination measurements

Clinical information (such as age, sex, and complaint), a family history of similar illnesses, laboratory data, and ultrasonographic data were all obtained from the medical records.

- Ethical issues and IRB approval number should have a separate heading
Ethics approval and consent to participate all participants’ legal guardians signed informed consent after receiving a brief and detailed description of the study’s goals. Also, the National Liver Institute’s local ethical scientific committee gave approval to the current study plan (Registration number: NLI IRB 00014014/FWA00034015).

- Many language and grammar mistakes (please check the attached Word file)
           Done

The results section needs to be divided into sections, e.g., patient characteristics, MRE findings….etc.
     Done

- Discussion should be focused on the current study results in comparison to the literature
   Revised and done
Finally we repeat our thanks and gratitude for your valuable comments and constructive recommendations that helped enriching the current work.

Please accept our kindest regards

The authors
Reviewer 4:

We would like to express our thanks and gratitude for your valuable suggestions and constructive comments which helped enriching the current work.

What value does this work add? It is just a description of MRE findings. 
The value of this study was to assess the feasibility and usefulness of MR enterography as a non-invasive imaging tool in revealing complications in patients with Crohn's disease
How can you reach a conclusion based on that work? Vague objectives. 
This is an observtional study directed to Crohn’s disease assessment with reporting its extension, the degree of activity and the potential complications, identifying the most accurate medical and/or surgical management for each patient.

The methodology section lacks many details. This work needs improvement.

            Revised and done
Finally we repeat our thanks and gratitude for your valuable comments and constructive recommendations that helped enriching the current work.

Please accept our kindest regards

The authors
