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	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 presents a comprehensive population-based analysis of age-specific ovarian cancer incidence in Uzbekistan over a nine-year period. By integrating national trends, regional heterogeneity, and detailed age-specific crude rates, it provides valuable epidemiological evidence from Central Asia, a region that remains underrepresented in the literature. The findings have direct implications for health service planning, early diagnosis pathways, and resource allocation for ageing female populations in low- and middle-income settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the scope, methodology, and key variables of the 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 comprehensive and well structured. However, clarity could be further improved by:

· Explicitly stating that crude age-specific incidence rates (CR) are the primary analytical measure.

· Briefly highlighting the policy or service-planning implications in the conclusion sentence.
No major deletions are required.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study design, data sources, and statistical methods (including age-specific crude rates, Pearson’s χ² test, and log-linear APC analysis) are appropriate and correctly applied. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are relevant, authoritative, and up to date. 
	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and stylistic edits would improve fluency (e.g., consistency in percentage formatting and minor sentence tightening), but no major language revision is required.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript would benefit from a short paragraph explicitly linking the observed ageing shift to practical service implications, such as diagnostic capacity at primary care level and referral pathways for older women. Figures are informative and well aligned with the text.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified. The study uses aggregated, de-identified registry data, and ethical considerations are appropriately addressed.
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