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This manuscript presents a field-based ecological study on the abundance and dominance of Phintella vittata in a semi-natural urban green space, and highlights the potential role of this species as a bioindicator. The topic is relevant, and the year-long sampling effort using multiple collection methods represents a positive aspect of the study. However, several scientific and methodological issues should be addressed before the manuscript can be considered for publication.
A major concern is the application and interpretation of diversity indices. Simpson’s Dominance Index was calculated using only male and female counts of a single species, which does not reflect community-level dominance or diversity. Diversity indices should be applied across multiple species within the spider assemblage, not within sex categories of one species. This misapplication
weakens the conclusions regarding community structure and
dominance.
The claim of host-plant specificity between Phintella vittata and Canna indica is largely correlative. No comparative data from other plant species or nearby habitats are provided to confirm true host specificity. Including reference or control vegetation, or explicitly reframing the conclusion as habitat association rather than specialization, would strengthen the ecological interpretation.
Additionally, the study relies on a single site, which limits the generality of the findings. Replication across multiple urban green spaces or comparison with less-managed habitats would improve the robustness of the conclusions. Seasonal patterns are
described descriptively, but statistical tests comparing abundance among seasons are lacking and should be incorporated.
Overall, the manuscript provides valuable baseline data. With the suggested revisions to address the methodological and interpretative issues, the study would be acceptable for publication, as it contributes meaningful information on urban
	






spider ecology and bioindicator potential.
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