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ANNOTATION: This study provides a comparative analysis of the education
systems and assessment frameworks of Canada and Uzbekistan. It examines the
structural organization, governance, curriculum design, and evaluation methods
used in both countries. The research highlights key differences in decentralization,
with Canada’s provincially managed system emphasizing flexibility, inclusivity, and
competency-based assessment, while Uzbekistan maintains a more centralized model
with standardized curricula and examinations. The paper also explores recent
reforms in Uzbekistan aimed at modernization and alignment with international
standards, as well as Canada’s focus on continuous assessment and student-centered
learning.
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CPABHUTEJIbHBIN AHAJIN3 CUCTEM OBPA3OBAHUS U
PAMOK OHEHKH: KAHAJIA 1 Y3BEKUCTAH

AHHOTAIIHUA: B oanHoMm ucciedo8anuu npeocmasien CpasHUme bHblll
anaiuz cucmem 06pa306aﬁuﬂ u pamvoxk OUEHKU Kanaowr u Yz6exucmana.
Paccmampuesaromes  cmpykmypras — opeanuzayus, ynpaseienue, paspabomra
y'-l€6Hblx npocpamm u Memoowl OUEHKU, UCnOoJb3yembvle 6 obeux cmpaHax.
HUccneoosanue ewvisensem Kiouesvie pasiudus 6 OeueHmpaﬂusauuu: KAHAOCKAs

cucmema, ynpasiiaemasd Ha nposUHYUATIbHOM YPOBHE, Ooenaem aKkyeasm Ha 2u6kocmu,

UHKTIO3UBHOCMU U OYEHKe HA OCHOoBe Komnemeﬂuuzl 6 1

npuodepaicueaemcs bonee YeHmpaiu308a
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y'{€6HblMu npocpammamu u IK3adMeHAMU. B cmamwve maxorce pacemampuearomcsl

HeoasHue pegopmbl 6 Y30exkucmawe, HanpasieHHvle HA MOOEPHUIAYUIO U
npueedenue 6 coomeemcmeue c Me.?fC@yHapO@HblMu cmam)apmamu, a makKoree
akyenm Kanaovl na HenpepuvlHOU oyeHKe U 00VHeHUU, OPUEHMUPOBAHHOM HA
YUeHUKa.

Knioueevie cnosa: Cpasnumenvhoe obpazosanue, Kanaoa; ¥3bexucman,
cucmema 06pa306aHuﬂ; pamnku OUEHKU, yq€6HCl}l npozpamma,
cmanaapmm’upoeannoe mecmuposaHue, O6yll€Hu€ HA OCHoe6€e Komnemenuuﬁ;
obpazosamenvuas peghopma, OYeHKa yYuauuxcs.

INTRODUCTION

Education systems play a crucial role in shaping the social, economic, and
cultural development of nations. As globalization intensifies, the need to understand
and compare different national approaches to education has become increasingly
Important. A comparative perspective allows researchers and policymakers to
identify effective practices, address common challenges, and adapt successful
strategies across diverse contexts. In this regard, examining the education systems
and assessment frameworks of Canada and Uzbekistan offers valuable insights into
how different governance models and educational philosophies influence student
outcomes.

Canada is widely recognized for its decentralized education system, where
provinces and territories hold primary responsibility for policy development,
curriculum design, and assessment. This structure enables flexibility, innovation, and
responsiveness to local needs, often emphasizing inclusive education and
competency-based learning. In contrast, Uzbekistan operates within a more
centralized framework, where national authorities play a dominant role in shaping
educational standards, curricula, and assessment practices. However, in recent years,
Uzbekistan has undertaken significant reforms aimed at modernizing its education

system, improving quality, and aligning with international benchmarks.[1]

This paper aims to provide a comparative

focusing on their structural organization
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student assessment. By exploring both similarities and differences, the study seeks

to highlight strengths and limitations within each context and to contribute to a
broader understanding of how education systems can evolve to meet the demands of
the 21st century.

DISCUSSION AND RESULTS

The comparative analysis of the education systems of Canada and Uzbekistan
reveals significant structural and functional differences that directly influence
educational outcomes and student development. One of the most prominent
distinctions lies in governance. Canada’s decentralized model allows provinces and
territories to design and implement their own curricula and assessment policies. This
autonomy fosters innovation and responsiveness to regional needs, enabling schools
to adopt diverse teaching strategies and evaluation methods. In contrast,
Uzbekistan’s centralized system ensures uniformity and consistency across the
country, but it may limit flexibility and slow the adoption of new pedagogical
approaches.[2]

Another key area of comparison is curriculum design. In Canada, curricula
are generally competency-based, focusing on the development of critical thinking,
problem-solving, and practical skills. Students are encouraged to engage actively in
the learning process, and interdisciplinary approaches are commonly used.
Conversely, Uzbekistan has traditionally emphasized content-based curricula, where
knowledge acquisition and memorization play a central role. However, recent
reforms in Uzbekistan indicate a gradual shift toward more competency-oriented
education, reflecting global trends and the country’s intention to improve the quality
of education.[3]

Assessment frameworks in the two countries also differ considerably. Canada
relies heavily on continuous and formative assessment methods, including
classroom-based evaluations, projects, presentations, and teacher feedback.

Standardized testing exists but is not the sole determinant of student success. This

approach allows for a more comprehensive evaluation

progress over time. In Uzbekistan, summ
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examinations, has historically been the dominant method of evaluation. These exams

often determine academic progression and access to higher education, placing
significant pressure on students and teachers alike.[4]

The role of teachers in assessment further highlights the contrast between the
two systems. In Canada, teachers are granted substantial professional autonomy and
are actively involved in designing and implementing assessment strategies. Their
judgment plays a critical role in evaluating student performance. In Uzbekistan,
assessment has traditionally been more standardized and externally controlled,
reducing the degree of teacher autonomy. Nonetheless, ongoing reforms are
increasingly encouraging teachers to adopt more diverse and student-centered
assessment practices.

Equity and inclusivity represent another important dimension of comparison.
Canada places a strong emphasis on inclusive education, aiming to accommodate
diverse student needs, including those of learners with disabilities and students from
various cultural and linguistic backgrounds. Assessment practices are often adapted
to ensure fairness and accessibility. Uzbekistan, while making progress in this area,
continues to face challenges related to resource availability, teacher training, and
infrastructure, particularly in rural regions. Efforts to promote inclusive education
are growing, but further development is needed to achieve comparable levels of
equity.[5]

Technological integration in education and assessment has become
increasingly important in both countries. Canada has been relatively successful in
incorporating digital tools into teaching and evaluation processes, including online
assessments and learning management systems. This has enhanced flexibility and
accessibility, especially in remote or underserved areas. Uzbekistan has also begun
integrating technology into its education system, particularly through government-
led initiatives aimed at digitalization. However, disparities in access to technology

and digital literacy remain challenges that need to be addressed.

Recent educational reforms in Uzbekistan demaon

to modernization and improvement.
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updating assessment methods, and increasing international collaboration. The

influence of global educational standards and practices is evident, as Uzbekistan
seeks to align its system with international benchmarks. Canada, on the other hand,
continues to refine its already well-established system by focusing on innovation,
inclusivity, and the continuous improvement of teaching and assessment practices.

In summary, the findings of this comparative analysis suggest that both
countries possess unique strengths and face distinct challenges. Canada’s flexible,
student-centered approach promotes holistic development but may lead to variations
in educational quality across regions. Uzbekistan’s standardized system ensures
consistency but requires further adaptation to support creativity, critical thinking, and
learner autonomy. The ongoing reforms in Uzbekistan indicate a positive trajectory
toward a more balanced and modern education system.

Ultimately, this comparison highlights the importance of context in shaping
education systems and assessment frameworks. While direct replication of one
system in another context may not be feasible, the exchange of ideas and best
practices between Canada and Uzbekistan can contribute to mutual learning and the
advancement of educational quality in both nations.[6]

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, the comparative analysis of the education systems and
assessment frameworks of Canada and Uzbekistan demonstrates how differing
governance structures, educational philosophies, and reform trajectories shape
learning outcomes and student development. Canada’s decentralized and flexible
system emphasizes competency-based learning, continuous assessment, and
inclusivity, which together support the holistic development of learners. In contrast,
Uzbekistan’s traditionally centralized model ensures national consistency and
standardization, though it has historically relied more on summative, examination-
based assessment.

The findings reveal that while Canada benefits from adaptability and

innovation, it may face challenges related to regiona

quality. Uzbekistan, on the other hand
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reforms aimed at modernizing curricula, diversifying assessment methods, and

aligning with international standards. These reforms indicate a shift toward a more
student-centered and competency-based approach, reflecting global educational
trends.

Importantly, this study highlights that there is no single ideal model of
education. Each system is shaped by its historical, cultural, and socio-economic
context. However, valuable lessons can be drawn from both countries. Uzbekistan
can benefit from expanding formative assessment practices, increasing teacher
autonomy, and strengthening inclusive education. Meanwhile, Canada can continue
refining its system by addressing inequalities and ensuring consistent quality across
provinces.
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