Editor’s Comment:
In general , the redaction of paper is not fine.
Authors mention "two genus" but after it, authors mention that each genus has one species each. Then, only is necessary mention directly the two species.
I noted an absence of organic matter estimation in sand; this is ecologically important for this type of organism.
Experimental design doesn't clarify why the differences in size and orientation of transects regarding upper (25 m) and lower (5-10m) swash zones. In fact, why transect in lower zone varied from 5 to 10 m and why are not homogeneous in size?
In the upper part of 2.3 section, delete sentences about pH and Temperature are totally unnecessaries.
In 3.1 section is not necessary the species description, delete it.
The (b) formula and the Figure 3 are in Indonesian not in English.
Figure 3 is not a figure is a table.
Correlation results besides are not statically significant, the use of Pearson correlation is not fine; It is necessary to use a nonparametric correlations test (e.g. Sperman correlation) or other analysis considering the interaction between sand fractions and considering that medium sand is dominant in all sampled places.
In conclusion, if experimental design is not well developed and statistical analyses are not well applied, then conclusions about the ecological process analyzed are wrong.
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