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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 is important for the scientific community because it presents updated, nationwide evidence on ovarian cancer incidence across different age groups in Uzbekistan, a region for which reliable epidemiological data are limited. The study clearly demonstrates how the burden of disease is shifting toward older women and reveals meaningful regional differences that are often overlooked in broader global analyses. By focusing on age-specific crude rates and temporal trends, the findings support more informed health service planning and targeted clinical decision-making. The work also provides a solid baseline for future research and international comparisons in cancer epidemiology.
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	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.
	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and well structured, as it clearly presents the background, objective, methods, key results, and conclusion of the study. It effectively communicates the scope of the analysis, the study period, and the main age-related trends observed at the national and regional levels.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The study design, use of population-based registry data, age stratification, and statistical analyses (including age-specific crude rates, chi-square tests, and trend analysis using APC) are correctly applied and consistent with accepted epidemiological standards. The results are logically presented, internally consistent, and clearly aligned with the stated objectives, while the discussion appropriately interprets the findings in the context of existing literature without overstating causal inferences. Overall, the methodology, analysis, and conclusions are coherent, transparent, and scientifically valid.
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	Yes, the references are generally sufficient, relevant, and scientifically appropriate for the scope of the manuscript.
	

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


	Yes, the overall language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and consistent with academic standards, and the terminology used is appropriate for an epidemiological and public health audience.
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