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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 work involves the application of the SARIMAX forecasting model for natural gas consumption relative to urea fertilizer production. SARIMAX stands for Seasonal Autoregressive Integrated Moving Average Model with Exogenous Variables and is a statistical model used for time series forecasting. It extends the ARIMA (Autoregressive Integrated Moving Average) model to include seasonal components and exogenous (external) variables that can influence the time series itself. To investigate the time-dependent structure of natural gas consumption and guide the appropriate specification of the SARIMAX model to be adopted, the Autocorrelation Function (ACF) and Partial Autocorrelation Function (PACF) tests were conducted on the natural gas consumption variable. The plots were evaluated using a maximum lag of 18 months.
The model revealed that fertilizer production and urea fertilizer price had statistically significant relationships with natural gas consumption. The method appears interesting and leads to possible applications in the field of Statistics applied to natural gas planning.
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	The title appears correct and comprehensive.
	

	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.


	I think that the abstract of the article is well-written, clear, and comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears correct, well-structured, and understandable. The subject of the manuscript appears sufficiently innovative. The model and the solution method are clearly outlined. The results and analysis are well-defined and explained in detail. 
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	In general, they are recent and compatible with the topic under discussion. 
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	English should be improved in some points. Some grammatical errors can be detected, for example, with software like "Grammarly".
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	In conclusion, we can say that the manuscript can be considered a good work in the field. 
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