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	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 highlights the need for legislative incentives and risk mitigation strategies to attract private investments in nuclear power sector, particularly for what concerns the Nigerian case. Tax breaks, subsidies, risk-sharing mechanisms, financial guarantees, regulatory reforms, international partnerships make this need. Nigeria's pursuit of nuclear energy is driven by both population growth and growing energy demand. However some challenges, particularly corruption and persistent threat of terrorism, cannot be solved technically since they belong to political and social fields. It can be stated that, to overcome these odds, developing nuclear energy in Countries like Nigeria contributes to diversifying the energy mix in a more environmentally-oriented way. To do so, they are suggested incentives and robust risk management, legislative reforms tailored from global models like those in the United States, France, UAE and South Korea. Particularly, these kind of regulations are mandatory in order to get more easily many investments from NPP firms. Nigeria’s regulatory gaps and possible solutions are described here. 
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	It is suggested inserting specific auxiliary tables which are able to summarize the most important concepts in each section, in order to provide more direct readability. For instance, cost analysis, benefits and challenges sections need these kind of tables.

It is recommended to draw comparative cost tables among large NPP and SMR.
It is recommended to shorten conclusion section (es. by proper summarizing tables).
It is suggested explaining more details about safeguards to prevent accidents from the combination of natural hazards (es. better NPP designs) and human-induced threats (es. security agreements). 
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