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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 manuscript is important because it brings attention to a group of organisms that are usually unnoticed, yet play a vital role in maintaining ecological balance within urban environments. By focusing on Phintella (Salticidae) and associated spiders in semi-natural urban habitats, the study offers a realistic picture of how these species survive and interact in landscapes shaped by human activity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and relevant, but the main issue is the use of the singular word “spider”, which should be plural, I suggest, Community Structure, Dominance, and Ecological Assessment of Phintella (Salticidae) and Associated Spiders in a Semi-Natural Urban Habitat
	

	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 provides a good foundation, but it looks somewhat incomplete. Making the study objectives clearer, briefly explaining what the results mean, and placing the findings in a broader ecological context would help readers better understand the importance of the work. With these improvements, the abstract would more effectively highlight the study’s scientific value 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically appropriate and well structured, and it clearly follows a logical flow from the introduction through to the conclusion. The discussion linking the dominance of Phintella vittata to plant structure, microclimate, and seasonal variation is well supported by existing literature and fits well within current ecological understanding. Although a few points could be improved to strengthen the scientific clarity of the study. The dominance index is calculated using male and female individuals of P. vittata, which is correct mathematically, but it should be clearly stated that this reflects sex-based dominance within a single species, rather than dominance among different spider species. Similarly, when discussing community diversity using Simpson’s Reciprocal Index, it would help to clearly mention whether all spider taxa or only selected groups were included in the analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is appropriate, relevant, and mostly up to date, and it provides solid support for the scientific content of the manuscript. It includes a good balance of standard ecological studies, and recent publications from 2023–2025, which shows that the study is well grounded in both established and current research
Overall, the references are sufficient and recent, and no major additions are required
	

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


	language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication, and the scientific ideas are clearly conveyed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a clear and interesting study that brings attention to the ecological importance of spiders, especially Phintella vittata, in semi-natural urban green spaces. The topic is timely and relevant, as urban areas are expanding rapidly and such habitats are often overlooked in biodiversity research. The study area is well explained, the methods are suitable, and the results are thoughtfully connected to existing scientific literature.
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	Reviewer’s comment

With a bit of corrections mentioned earlier 
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
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