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Compulsory REVISION comments

In the conclusion. A more supported statement should be given with the exact and
predominant data obtained in percentages and times.

Minor REVISION comments

In paragraph 4 of the introduction you should be clearer in the contribution
generated by the research cited in the research studied in the article

There is a writing error in the first paragraph of the results. A day has 24 hours and
the nauplii are said to be alive on day 1, and then they are said to be dead at 24
hours. Clarify the result

In paragraph 1 of the DISCUSSION it should be clarified why? SeNPs have the
advantage of being cost effective, high throughput in reactions and cost less time.

In the last paragraph of the discussion there is a contradiction. If the main limitation
is that it was performed invitro, why are future invitro studies recommended? be
clearer with this statement to give a better understanding

Optional/General comments

It is recommended to use a graph or table to relate the time of cytotoxic action in
the results.
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