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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This study investigates the effects of varying concentrations of human urine on the growth and yield of Bazooka hybrid maize in the Imbo agroecological zone to assess whether human urine can help alleviate the problem of insufficient and limited access to fertilizers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title and the article are in perfect harmony, because it reflects the background and the parts constituting the article, namely the problem, the experiment, the results and the discussion.
	

	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.


	The abstract of the article is comprehensive and perfectly reflects the results obtained.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The 75% urine treatment gave yield of 3.92 T/ha, significantly higher than that of the unfertilized control. These findings suggest that human urine can enhance maize productivity, providing a sustainable alternative to chemical fertilizers and addressing agricultural input challenges in Burundi.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	As for the bibliographic references, the author relied on 13 references which, despite the fact that they are relatively old, constitute a starting point to enrich his article.
	

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


	The language used by the manuscript is correct and scientific
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