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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 addresses a significant and applicable issue in the field of Bangla NLP by offering an extensive and end-to-end processing chain instead of addressing only an isolated issue. The emphasis provided in the manuscript on the preparation of the corpus, annotation scheme, and design of an end-to-end processing chain is quite helpful in low-resource languages like Bangla, in which there are no resources or guidelines available in many fields. The manuscript can be used as a reference paper by researchers and professionals in the field of Bangla language technologies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content and scope of the manuscript. It accurately communicates both the methodological focus and the language under study.
	

	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 is generally clear and informative, and it summarizes the main stages of the proposed pipeline well. However, it could be improved by briefly emphasizing what distinguishes this work from existing NLP pipelines, particularly its unified treatment of corpus development and annotation for Bangla. Adding a short mention of potential applications would also strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The proposed pipeline follows established principles in natural language processing and corpus linguistics. The descriptions of tokenization, lemmatization, PoS tagging, parsing, entity recognition, and coreference resolution are technically correct. Most of the issues observed are related to clarity, organization, or presentation rather than methodological flaws.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive and covers many foundational works as well as relevant studies on Bangla language processing. That said, the manuscript would benefit from adding a few more recent references, especially post-2020 work on neural NLP pipelines, multilingual models, or low-resource language processing, to strengthen its contemporary relevance.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally readable and understandable. However, it would benefit from careful language editing to address grammatical inconsistencies, punctuation issues, and some awkward sentence constructions. Improving overall flow and reducing repetition in a few sections would significantly enhance readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a thorough and well-intentioned paper with clear pedagogical value. Some sections could be slightly condensed to improve focus, and consistency in formatting (especially in examples and tables) would help. Clarifying how this pipeline complements or differs from existing tool-based pipelines such as spaCy or Stanza would further strengthen the contribution.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified. The manuscript does not involve human subjects, sensitive personal data, or ethically problematic content. The discussion of annotation practices is appropriate and responsible.
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