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I like the long-term nature of the study but, unfortunately, the treatment design 
of the study weakens the strength of the main conclusion, inferences and policy 
implications.  
 
The onions were subjected to 9 treatments. The treatment combination 
consisted of two factors, namely onion size and watering regimes. My main 
concern is about the onion sizes. The authors have indicated that the sizes were 
grouped into three: large (44.3g); medium (26.2g); and small (16.7g). My many 
worry is that if someone uses 35.4g or 20.1g onions sizes, for example, which 
group can it belong?  It could have been better if the onion sizes groups had a 
range i.e. less than 16.7g small; between 16.7g to 44.3g medium; and greater 
than 44.3g large (Refer to Missanjo et al. 2013 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2013/969026 ). 
 
Another concern is that from their presentation, it shows that they used one 
onion per treatment. Since the treatments were replicated three times, it means 
they used 27 onions, unless otherwise. This makes the sample size to be too 
small, hence this also weakens the main conclusion, inferences and policy 
implication. Consequently, it is recommended that the study be presented as an 
applied-type demonstration project from which further research should follow. 

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

 

Design and layout of experiment 
The authors should  further outline the treatments used in the study, for 
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simplicity sake, i.e. T1: large onions watered throughout; T2 large onions 
watered five weeks; T3 large onions watered three weeks; ……….; T9 small 
onions watered three weeks. 
 
RESULTS 
Figures 1a, b and c should be combined as one with legends as T1, T2, T3, …., 
T9. It is easier to compare the trend of the graphs if they are all combined.  
Similarly, Figures 2a, b, c and Figures 3a, b, c should be combined as one 
respectively. 
 
Editorial correction: 

• Replace (p<0.05) or (p˃0.05) with (P<0.05) or (P˃0.05) respectively 
where ever necessary. 

• (P<0.05) or (P˃0.05) should be written soon after the word significantly 
wherever necessary. 
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comments 
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