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ethics documents that were reviewed and approved by their local ethical review 

committee. Did the manuscript meet the requirements of ethics?  Yes  Specific 

Comments To Authors: The authors report an interest topic in MRI reporting of Anal 

fistula. Two novel methods are suggested: (1) sending a small video highlighting vital 

fistula parameters along with the written MRI report. (2) vital parameter is the amount 

of external sphincter involvement by the fistula. This parameter is evaluated from the 

height of penetration of the external anal sphincter (HOPE) by the fistula.  MRI report 

in this way is useful for clinicians. Of course, doctors can also obtain relevant 

information from PACS. How to provide MRI report to clinicians is one of the problems 

should be solved. 

 


