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EARLY MEDIEVAL TURKIC-SOGDIAN RELATIONS IN ZHETYSU
(VI-VIII centuries)

In this article, a study of the little-studied direction of the Turkic-Sogdian relations is conducted. The
article describes in detail the place of ancient cities in the course of Turkic-Sogdian relations. The main
purpose of the article is to study the long-standing historical approach in a New Light with the introduc-
tion of data that has not yet fully entered scientific circulation.

The main sources are books from the collections of rare books, research works based on Chinese
data, as well as the works of researchers who covered this problem only in absentia. The literature data in
the form of microfilms from the collections of rare books were used through source research and analysis.
In addition, the historical-comparative method was used when using the data. The studies conducted
under the Soviet regime on this issue and the research works of the national direction after the indepen-
dence of the Republic of Kazakhstan were mutually analyzed.

Relations that began to form in the middle of the VI century, By the middle of the VII century. en-
tered a new shape. Now the relationship has manifested itself not only from the economic side, but also
from the point of view of military relations. This is evident from the fact that in the middle of the seventh
century the army of the Arab Caliphate, having captured Syria, Palestine, Egypt and Sasanian Iran, ap-
proached the border of Central Asia.

The Turkic-Sogdian relations were, first of all, in a state of peace. The Sogdian merchants, numeri-
cally superior and economically independent, never resisted or encouraged the Turkic leaders. Second,
trust in the Turks was further stabilized during the Arab invasion. Feeling that the Sogdians were expe-
riencing some difficulties in the way of the violent spread of Islam by the Arab invaders, the Sogdian
merchants sought reliable protection from the Turkic leaders. In addition, Sogdian merchants traveling
around the world provided great assistance to the Turkic leader in establishing diplomatic relations with
the states of near and far abroad.

Key words: early Middle Ages, Turkic khanate, economic relations, Sogdians, Arab-Turkish rela-
tions, ancient cities, trade, Turkic written monuments, historiography, source studies.
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AOIrMCTHKa XXaHe KOAIK akapemumscbl, KasakcTtaH, AAMaThl K.
*e-mail: m-tangut@mail.ru
XKeticyaafbl epre opTaFacbipAbIK, TYPKi-COFAbI KapbIM-KaTbIHACTapbl
(VI-VII ¥¥.)

Makanaaa epTe opTa Facblpaa Kasak, >KepiHAE 6Mip CYPreH TYPKi MEMAEKETIHIH, CbIPTK bl XX8HE iLLIKi
cagcaTbl KapacTbipblAaAbl. MakaAaAa aBTopAap Tapuxm AepekTepAl kapacTbipa OTbipbin, VI FacbipAbIH
6acbl — VIl FacbipAblH OpTacbiHa, sFHU Typki KaFaHaTblHbiH, KYPbIAYbIHA, Typrew KaraHaTbiHbIH
KYPbIAYbl MEH KYAayblHa »aHe apabTapabiH CoraMaHaHbl TOAbIK, >KayAar aAyblHa COMKEC 3epTTEYAIH
TapMXHAMaAbIK, XXOHEe AEPEKKO3AIK crnaTTamachbiH Gepeai.

ATan anTkaHAQ, TYPIK-COFABIAbIK, MBAEHM KaTblHacTap; Eki MoAeHMeTTIH e3apa ic-KMMbIAbI (TYpKi-
napcsl), VI-VII £F. KaAaAblK, MBAEHMETTI CMMaTTay XKeHe KO3Aep MEH 3epTTeyAepAi LLOAY MaCeAeAepi.
Yabl Xibek >xoAbiHaH 6Gepi Kasipri Kasak >kepiMeH eTeTiH cayAa KepyeHAEpi KaAa MOAEHMETIHIH
AaMyblHa YAKEH bIKMaA eTTi.

Kenbip Tapuxm keskapactap 6ovibiHWA — OYA KaAaAap KepyeH-caparAapAaH naaa GOAFaH, aA
ekiHwici Typki MemAaekeTTepi kesiHae OpTaablk A3MsAaH KOHbIC aypAapFaH >KoHe 63 KOHbICTapbiH
KYPFaH XaAbIKTapAbIH KOHbICTapblHA HerisaeAreH. Tapuxum xoA Xibek cayaacbiHa 6anaaHbiCTbl «Kibek
>KOAbI» A€M aTaAAbl, A KeRiHipeK «¥Abl» CO3i KOCbIAAbI, OITKEHI XKOA KEH, LLIbIFbIC KaHe 6aTbIC KepPAepiH
GipikTipai. OcblAaniua, 6yA Makasa Tapuxka «YAbl XKibek >K0Abl» PeTiHAE EHreH OCbl CayAa XKyeciHAe
ipi KAAQAbIK, MBAEHUMETTEPAIH Nanaa GOAYbl HOTUXKECIHAE KaHAAM apaAac epKeHueTTep namaa GOAADI
AEreH cypakka >kayan 6epyre TbipblCabl.

CoHrbl yakbITTa KasakCTaHHbIH XaHa TapuxblHA XKOFapbl Ha3ap ayaapa OTbIpbIM, OpTa FacbipAbIH
Kenbip mMaceAeAepiH, atan anTkaHAa KasakCTaHHbIH epTe FachipAapAarbl TapUXbIH 3epTTey as3arAbl.
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ByA OAKBIABIKTBIH, OpHbIH TOATbIPY YLWiH aBTOpAap XKeTicy meH OHTYCTiK Ka3sakcraHaarbl epTe opTa
FaCbIpAAPAAFbI ipi KaAaAapAbIH TapuXbl MEH 3epTTeyiHe AeH KOSAbI.

Ty#iH ce3aep: epTe opTa Fachlp, TYPKi KaraHaTbl, 5KOHOMMKAAbIK, KaTbIHACTap, COrAMAIKTEp, apab-
TYPiK KaTbIHAaCTapbl, EXXEAri KaraAap, cayAa, TYpki >kazba eckepTKiwTepi, TapuxHaMasap, AepeKTaHy.

A.B. CapceHbaes, M.M. AiitkasuHa*, I'.C. LLlamiumeBa
AKaAeMMﬂ AOI'MCTUKHM U TPAHCNOPTa, Ka3aXCTaH, r. AAMaThbl
*e-mail: m-tangut@mail.ru
PaHHecpeAHeBeKOBble TYPKO-COTAMICKME OTHOLUeHus B XKeTbicy
(VI - VIl BB.)

B HacTosiee BpemMs, B CBSA3M C MOBbLILIEHHBIM MHTEPECOM K M3YUYeHWIo HoBeMLwern nctopmm Kasax-
CTaHa, M3yYEeHUIO PaHHECPEAHEBEKOBOM MCTOpuM Ka3axCTaHa CTaAO YAEASTbCS MeHblUEe BHMMAHMS.
C ueAblo BOCMOAHEHUS AQHHOTO MpobeAa, aBTOpbl COCPEAOTOUMAM CBOE BHMMAHWE Ha M3y4eHuM
MCTOPMM CTAHOBAEHUS 1 Pa3BUTMS KPYMHbIX FOPOAOB PaHHEro cpeaHeBekoBbsi B Cemmpeube 1 FOXXHOM
KasaxcraHe, KOTOpble 9BAIANCH KPYMHbIMM TOPrOBO-3KOHOMMYECKMMM LEHTPaMM COFAMMCKMX HAPOAOB
M TIOPKOB. B cTaTbe paccMaTpuBaloTCS MAAOM3YYeHHble acnekTbl TIOPKO-COMAMMACKMUX OTHOLLEHMWIA.
AKLIEHT MOCTaBAEH Ha POAM CPEAHEBEKOBbIX TOPOAOB B TIOPKO-COMAMICKMX OTHOLWEHMAIX. OCHOBHas
LieAb CTaTbM 3aKAIOYAETCS B HOBOWM MHTEprpeTaumm npobAeMbl TIOPKO-COrAMACKOrO B3aMMOAENCTBMS
Ha OCHOBE BBEAEHMS HOBbIX MCTOYHWMKOB. MCTOUHMKOBOM 6a301M MOCAY>XKMAUM MaTepUaAbl PEAKMX
doHAOB OMOBAMOTEK  (MMKPOUABMbBI), MNCCAEAOBAHMWS,0CHOBAHHbIE HA KWMTAMCKMX MCTOYHMKAX.
BbIA MpoOBeAEH MCTOUHWMKOBEAYECKMI aHaAM3 AaHHbIX paboT. MccaepoBaHue 6a3vpoBaAoCh Ha
UCTOPUKO-CPABHUTEALHOM MOAXOAE. [MpoBeaeH aHaAM3 0COOGEHHOCTEN COBETCKOM M MOCTCOBETCKOWM
ncropuorpadmm NnpoBAembI.

B AaHHOW CTaTbe aHAAM3UPYIOTCS OCOBEHHOCTU MOAUTUUYECKOTO U KYAbTYPHOIO pa3BuTums TIOPKCKOro
rocyaapcTsa B 3noxy paHHero CpeAHeBeKOBbsl. TIOPKO-COrAMMCKMIA CMHTE3 paccMaTpMBaeTCs yepes
AHaAM3 B3aMMOAENCTBUS ABYX KYAbTYP — TIOPKCKOM M nepcuackon. Ha ocHoBe wmpokoro kpyra
MCTOYHUKOB MCCAEAYeTCS cneumduKa CPpeAHEBEKOBOM FOPOACKOM KyAbTypbl. ABTOPbI MpeAAaraloT
HECKOABKO TOYEK 3PEHMS Ha MCTOPUIO MPOUCXOXKAEHNS FOPOAOB. ECAM OAHA M3 HMX CBMAETEABCTBYET
O TOM, YTO roOpoAa MPOM3OLUAM Ha OCHOBE KapaBaH-Capaes, TO APyras OCHOBaHa Ha TOM, YTO ropoaa

BO3HWKAM Ha MeCTe NMOCEeAEeHUN.

Takym 06pa3oM, aBTOPbI MOMbITAAMCb OTBETUTbL HA BOMPOC, KAaKUE CUHKPETUUYECKME BUAbI KYAbTYP
BO3HWKAM B pe3yAbTaTe MOSBAEHUS KPYMHEMLUIMX FTOPOACKMX KYAbTYP B AQHHOWM TOProBOW CUCTEME,
BOLLUeALLel B UCTOPUIO MOA Ha3BaHWEM «BeAnKMIA LIEAKOBbIN MyTb».

KAloueBble cAoOBa: paHHee cpeaHeBekoBbe, TIOPKCKMIM KaraHaT, Tiooprewckmini karaHat, Cor-
AMaHa, CpeAHeBEKOBble rOpoAd, BeAnkuin LWeAKoBbI MyTb, TIOPKCKME MMUCbMEHHblE MaMSTHUKM,

ncropuorpadgums.

Introduction

Sogdians — in the political and geographical
sense, they are spoken along the Zeravshan and
Kashkadarya rivers. The language is divided into
6 large domains; Bukhara (An), Usturshan (Cao),
Kesh (Shi), Shash and Ilek (Shi-Lo), Maimur (Mi),
Samarkand Sogd. In Sogdian-Chinese sources it is
called-Hu. Their diasporas and city states began to
be located along the Great Silk Road, occupying
key places in trade and spiritual life. The Sogdians
enjoyed authority in the political and spiritual life
of all the states along the Silk Road. For example,
the information about the first Turks was transmitted
to China by the Sogdian Nakhband (Nokanto), who
served as the plenipotentiary ambassador to the
Horde of Bumyn Kagan (Tumen). The leaders of
the Sogdian diasporas of the Turkic Khaganate-the
Turkic khagans received the title of «elteber» and
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had a special political status. The population of the
Sogdian diaspora and the Turkic peoples mixed,
married, and shared generations began to come. As
an example, you can give a lot of data. For example,
the son of Sogdiya Torug-Shah, who received the
title-Nezuk, later became a khagan and received the
title of I1bi-Nezuk-Elteber (Makhaeva 2000).

Materials and methods

1. We will tell about the records of Chinese
chronicles and historians. These include: Xuan Jian,
Tang-Shu (VII-Ix), Sui-Shu, etc. (Bichurin 1998).

2. You can learn about this case from the
records of Byzantine historians. Among them are
the famous historians-Menander the Protector
(VI c.), Theophanes of Byzantium (VII c.),
Theophylact Simokatta (VII c.), etc. (Byzantine
Histories 1860).
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3. Ancient Turkic written sources found on
Orkhon and Yenisei. Among them: the inscriptions
Kultegin, Tonyukuk, Bilge Kagan — the main
sources in this matter (Aidarov 1990).

4. Another large primary source belonging to
this period is the works of Arab-Persian authors
(Kashgari 1993). For example, Biruni in his books
says that their clothes were made of leather, wool
and their wives wore headscarves, and the Persian
fact of the X century-the book “copy of Tumansky”
— tells about the Sogdian colonies in East Turkestan
and Semirechye. Such sources include Narshahi
Rashid al-Din, Gardizi, Al-Istarhi, ibn Khordadbek,
and the work” Hudud Al-Alam” (Border of the
world) (History of Uzbekistan in sources 1986: 8-9).

In this article, the most frequently used
in historical researches methods had been
applied— the comparative-historical method, the
time —systematizing-periodic method, and the
logical and systematic methods that assist to
draw common conclusions. In addition, analyzing
the works published so far, we also use the method
of analysis.

This problem began to be systematically studied
from the end of the XIX century, when the Turkish
runic inscriptions were discovered and analyzed.
These were mainly Sogdian-Turkish inscriptions
in VI-VIII centuries. During the period of Islamic
civilization, the works of M. Kashgari (Diwan lukat
at-turk), Rashid al-Din (Collection of Chronicles),
Narshahi (history of Bukhara) were seen. In the X VIII
century. French historians, through the Chinese
chronicles, sought to study the history of Central
Asia. But a systematic study was carried out only
after V. Thomsen and V. V. Radlov found the key to
the Turkic runic records (Makhaeva 2000). Although
there are many studies on the material culture of the
Turks and works on the origin of the word Turk,
there are few works on the influence of the Turks on
the ethnic history of Central Asia. In this regard, the
works on the influence of the Turks on the Sogdians
can be divided into two main groups; the first is
the works based on written sources. Among them-
an analyst of Sogdian documents on Mount Mugh
(Klyashtorny, Livshits 1971), an analyst of Chinese
data (Bichurin 1998), an analyst of Arab-Persian data
and an analyst of Old Russian written data (Malov
1951). The second group includes the materials of
the expedition and the works of archaeologists who
conducted archaeological excavations and explored
the monuments (Baypakov 1995).

The general ancient data (Greek, Persian) also
speak about the Sogdian Land. It says that the
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Sogdians were ruled by Persian Kingdom. But since
this data do not give us anything consistent, we will
not go into it.

Results and Discussion

Urban culture has been studied for more
than 100 years. But only a few works have been
written on the subject of early medieval culture
and the Sogdians. So until now, do the Sogdians
bring culture to the Turks or? the answers to the
questions are still in the search. The Sogdian colony,
according to V.V. Barthold, is the beginning of the
Turkic urban culture, according to A.N. Bernshtam,
the settled urban culture was inherent only to the
Sogdians. Recent comments on the problems can be
found in the works of E.I. Ageeva and G.I. Patsevich
(Ageeva, Patsevich 1958). According to them, the
settled culture of the Turks arose from the place of
the former urban culture.

Famous Kazakh scientist K. M. Baipakov in his
work — “despite some contradictions, the city and
the steppe, the nomadic and sedentary population
could not exist without each other, i.e. nomads and
farmers were in an organic relationship” (Baypakov
1998:69). An example of this is the cultural synthesis
of East Turkestan-Mongol, Altai-Zhetysu, Desht-
Kipchak-Mauerennahr, etc. This opinion was also
supported by U. H. Shalekenov and Zh. Nurtazina
(Nurtazina 2000). Professor U.H. Shalekenov in his
research analyzes the data of Arabic, Persian, and
Turkic-speaking authors, saying “The Turkic people
have known a settled culture since ancient times
and they did not originate from any Sogdian urban
culture” (Shalekenov 2000: 14-15).

For a broader analysis of this issue, we will
briefly focus on the history of that period. I-c.
BC. The Eurasian steppe began to undergo major
changes in the Middle Ages. By this time, the
historical place of the famous Iranian-speaking,
Indochinese tribes had changed, and now the Turkic
tribes, whose ancestors are the tribes of the Saks and
Huns, have entered the historical scene. They began
their subjugation of Central Asia in the VI century
BC. e. Uniting the Turkic tribes under the rule of the
Zhuzhans — Bugra Aman (Bumyn Kagan), in 545
he made his first campaign and conquered the Tiles
tribe. In 551. Bilge Kagan has become the main rival
in the east — China, has established relations and
now recognizes its only enemy-the Zhuzhan.

In 552, having ensured their political stability,
the Turks in the 1st month of this year went on a
campaign against the Zhuzhans and destroyed them
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inthe area of Huayman. Bugra Aman declares herself
the “lady of the country” and receives the title of
“Bumyn Kagan”. In 553, on the site of the death of
the Bumyn Kagan-Kara Yesugen (Isigs) — sits “Kara
Kagan”. He destroyed the remnants of the Zhuzhan.
After the death of Kara Kagan, Kengir-Kagan took
his place. Under him, the governmental competence
of the Turkic Khaganate, which captured Southern
Siberia, Central Asia and the Kirghiz region of the
Yenisei, was fully defined. (Klyashtorny, Sultanov
1992). The border of the khaganate, which came
into force in 555 BC — according to Chinese data
— “in the east — the Korean Gulf, in the West — to
the Western Sea (Caspian) — 10,000 li; in the south
— from the sandy steppes (Gobbi — authors), in the
north — to the North Sea (Baikal — authors) — 5-600
li. They say that it was a country that fought with
the central khanate (China-authors)” (Bichurin
1998). Under Taspar-Khagan (572-581), the Turkic
Khaganate also conquered northern China (Northern
Qi, Northern Zhou). By the end of the sixth century.
The Turkish empire realized the need to enter the
battle for trade routes, pushing out of the zone of
political and economic influence — Byzantium,
Sasanian Iran, China. 581-588. The Sui Dynasty
began to grow into a huge force, unifying China.
Well, Sasanian Iran and Byzantium were not an easy
force either.

The Kushan Empire, which reigned in the
Sogdian country (Sogdiana), was struck by the
Ephtalites in the fifth century BC. The Sogdian
country has been part of the Eftalites since the fifth
century. By the end of the fifth century, the Eftalites
had created a large empire, including Afghanistan,
Northern India, and East Turkestan, and expanded
their borders towards Central Asia. According to the
data, Sogdians annually paid taxes to the Eftalites.
The Eftalites completely held administrative power
and economic life in their hands. In the 50s of the
VI century, a new threat appeared on the northern
border of the Eftalites. This threat came from the
Turkic tribes that gained independence in 551. The
Turkic khaganate captured Central Asia, Siberia,
Altai, and East Turkestan, and now through the
Zhetysu — the entrance to the territory of Central
Asia (Sarsenbayev 2004). The Turks reviewed the
political situation in the region before attacking the
Eftalites. At that time, the Ephthalites remained at the
center of major enemies. In particular, the Eftalites,
in the south — Sasanian Iran, and in the north — the
Turkic khaganate were in great danger. Both the
Turks and the Sassanids tried to use it effectively
(Masson 1966). But Sasanian Iran, initially neutral,
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immediately refused to agree with the nomadic
Turkic tribes. But the current economic and political
situation within him pushed him to agree with the
Turks. The state of the Eftalites, which was located
in the center of all, namely in the West — the Caspian
Sea, in the East — East Turkestan, in the south — India,
in the north-Maurennahr, began a conflict with the
Turkic Khaganate in 553 BC. e. Realizing that for
the complete defeat of the Eftalites it is necessary
to “stab in the back”, the Turkish Khagans-Sasanids
conclude an agreement with Iran. The march to the
West began. The brother of Bumyn Kagan-Istemi
(Disabul) was a very smart, brave man. Thanks to
this, he concluded a treaty with Iran, and 563-564
persuades their troops to let them into Tokharistan.
Eftalitam, deprived of Tokharistan, 567-568. the
Turks strike big blows, resulting in the Turkish-
Eftalite war ending. Thus, the western border of
the Turkic Khaganate fell on the northern part of
Mauerennahr.

In the Turco-Eftalite war of 563, the Turks
dealt the Eftalites a great hit. After this strike, the
Eftalites could not raise their heads. The Sasanian
king Khosrow 1 (sometimes Khusrow), who
immediately noticed the military power of the
Turks, immediately concluded a treaty with the
Turkic khagan. After this agreement, the territory
of the Eftalites was divided into two parts. In 564,
the south of the Amu Darya passed to Sasanian
Iran, and the north to the Turkic Empire. Together
with the northern part, the Sogdian land came
under the rule of the Turks and had to recognize
their power (Masson 1966).

Inthe mainregion, the Turkic khaganate-552-553
years. reached Yedil. 571-573. The Turks reached
the Crimea and bordered with Byzantium, and in
563-567. bordered with Iran. The Khan was brought
to Ordu-Suyab. In 570 and 588-589, the Turks made
several campaigns in Iran. In the 1st campaign,
the Turks won, looted several cities in the Gurgan
region, in the 2nd campaign, the Iranians won, and
the Turkish Kagan wounded the Black Shore with
a bow. In 571, Sasanian Iran fully recognized the
power of the Turks over the Sogdians and came to
an agreement. Sughd land officially becomes part
of the Turkic Khaganate. 581-583. A large djut fell
into the Turkish Khaganate. “They should have
eaten bone powder instead of bread” (Smirnova
1970:65-78). The Khaganate has rotted inwardly.
The khagans were unable to suppress the petty rulers
who sought autonomy. Moreover, the continuous
attack of China in 582-594 permanently weakened
the Turkish Khaganate. As a result, in 603, the
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Turkish Empire split into two parts: the Western and
Eastern Turkic Khaganates.

Now, considering the life of the Western Turkic
Khaganate directly, we will focus on the problem
more broadly. The Eastern Turkic Khaganate
retained the East of East Turkestan, the center,
Mongolia, Western Siberia, and the north of China.
The West of East Turkestan, Zhetysu, Maurennahr,
Altai, Yedil, Shu and Talas edge, and the Northern
Tien Shan remained as part of the Western Turkic
Khaganate. The Eastern Turkic Khaganate existed
until 630 BC, which was formed in 609-619. under
Khagan Shibi, El Khagan, who ruled in 620-629, was
considerably weakened, he himself was captured by
the Chinese, and the eastern khaganate remained in
captivity in China. The land of the Western Turkic
Khaganate-from the “Iron Gate” — reached East
Turkestan. Its head was the brother of the Bumyn
kagan-Istemi Kagan (Silzivul (Dizavul) — in the
Byzantine source, Sijibu-in the Arabic. The Western
Turkic khaganate had a great influence on the
history of the countries of Central Asia and South-
Eastern Europe, but with the arrival of the Turks,
there were no strong changes in local traditions
and religion. On the contrary, the Turks, wherever
they were, “learned the good, turned away from the
bad.” The basis of the western khaganate was the
union of tribes “on ok Budun”. The Western Turkic
Khaganate during the reign of Shegil (610-618) and
Ton Zhabgu (618-630), reached its climax. While
the Shegil Khagan extended the eastern border of
the khaganate to the Altai, the Ton-Zhabgu Khagan
extended the khaganate to the upper reaches of the
Amu Darya and the Hindu Kush Mountains. Ton-
Zhabgu moved the capital, Alakol, to Suyab (along
the Shu River), and as a nomad — Mynbulak (until
Sairan territory). The country of the Western Turkic
Khaganate was called “on ok bumyn” (right rifle
bumyn). 5 were representatives of the Dulu tribes,
5 were representatives of the Nushibi tribes. One
of the many ethnic groups in the Western Turkic
Khaganate was the Sogdian people. Relations
between the Sogdians and the Turks — VI century.
were in a very friendly atmosphere. The Sogdian
country, which was part of the Eftalite Turkic
Khaganate, maintained peaceful relations with the
Turks. The interest of the Turks in the development
of trade, the abundance of income, the need to sell
the benefits of the war at fairs, all this contributed
to the deep contact of the Turks with the Sogdian
leaders. This is evidenced by the requests of the
Sogdians, the Turks — for permission of the Turkish
Kagans to visit Iran and get permission to trade.
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Thus, the Turkic Khaganate is an early feudal
state. The overall power was in the hands of the
kagan. His deputies were the Shads. Then the rulers
of each region were clans, freemen, shorts, etc.
The Khaganate is a state with a complex political
structure, with a step-by-step system of government.
With the support ofthe Sogdians-568, the Turks made
a campaign against Iran. But, apart from looting the
Kurgan province, they did not achieve much success.
Before 576. relations with Byzantium were good,
and according to the Byzantine historian Menander
— “7 times exchanged embassies, and many of them
began with Sogdian merchants” (Urban environment
1986: 58-68). Through these Sogdian merchants,
samples of Byzantine coins began to arrive in the
Turkic Khaganate at the end of the sixth century.
And what the Sogdians wore at the embassy were
silk fabrics of their own production. In the late sixth
and early seventh centuries, relations between the
Turks and the local Sogdian population began to
change. The Byzantine agreement with Iran and
the Avar tribes in Southeastern Europe changed the
attitude of the Sogdians towards the Turks. By 571,
Istemi troops had arrived on the coasts of Yedil. The
Turks, who occupied the Northern Caucasus and the
Black Sea coast, were the immediate neighbors of
Byzantium.

575-576. Turkish-Byzantine relations
immediately deteriorated. The Turks, accusing the
Byzantines of secret negotiations with the Avars,
violated the mutual agreement and invaded the
Crimea. — You know two languages, so you are like a
snake — enter into the trust and can bite to death-said
the Turkish Kagan. (Burkhanov 1993). It is difficult
to understand what underlies the ineffective use of
the struggle between the Western Turkic Khaganate
in the early seventh century by the Sogdians and the
newly strengthened Eastern Turkic Khaganate. In
any case, there is no reliable data that the Sogdians,
who came under the rule of the Turks in the VI
century, waged a national liberation struggle with
the Turks until the Arab enmity in the VIII century.
We can only mention the uprising in Tokharistan
in 581, but it was very weak in terms of volume
and organization and was not supported by either
the local population or the aristocracy. The main
reason for this should be a neutral policy regarding
the mentality and social life of the Turks, the local
population in Central Asia. During the offensive
of 588 On Southern Tokharistan and Iran, 20% of
the Turkish troops from 200 to 300 thousand. The
number of people consisted of Sogdians, and could
testify to the good relations of the Sogdians with
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the Turks (Mukhamedzhanova et al., 1983). During
this period, the Turkic Khaganate was headed by the
Khagan Sava (Shaba). He was defeated at Herat by
the Iranian commander Bahrom Chubin. Saveh was
killed, and his son Barmuda, who had assembled
an army (as part of the Sughd Army), attacked Iran
twice. But he also lost and was captured. And then it
is also known that Bahrom Chubin himself, fearing
an uprising of the local population, fled from Iran
and asked for asylum from the Turks.

Looking at this, we can see that at the end of
the VI century the Turkic army used the Sogdian
land as a field against Sasanian Iran. S. P. Tolstov,
studying the Sogdian Turkish relations, noted that
as a result of the crisis of the 80s of the VI century in
the Khaganate, a significant part of the Turkic tribes
moved to the Zeravshan territory. There they headed
the Abo-Kagan (Abyra, Abyra-authors) head, united
with the Sogdian poor and fought for power. Abo-
Kagan-Narshahi-was described as “Abrui”” and
the second known Kagan in the Sogdian language
“Kara-Churin-he was an East Turkish kagan”, that
is, Kara-Churin was called Chulohe (587-588).
(Cultural Relations 1990: 20-21). But, this point
of view is refuted by some researchers, but, in any
case, the Turks visited the Sogdian islands in the
80s of the VI century. and closely communicated
with the local population. The region of Bukhara
was ruled by the son of Kara-Churin. And the
Sughd region (during Zeravshan) was directly
subordinated to the descendants of Istemi. Thus,
we can say that the Turkic dynasty began to reign
in the land of the Sogdians. 605-606. The Western
Turkic Khaganate occupied the city of Shash. There
were some obstacles to further advance south, as the
Samarkand Sogdians were still strong. He held in
his composition — 8 possessions (princes). There is
no data on the creation of this confederation. But the
matchmaking between the Western Turkish Kagan —
Datou (575 (576)-603) and Samarkand-Kan brought
the two countries very close. Samarkandets Kan
gave Datou his daughter. At the beginning of the
seventh century, the Turks developed a new way of
governing the country. He appeared (603-610) when
Chulo (Shulu) The khagan, the son of Zhol-Datou,
ruled the country. In the territory occupied by the
khaganate, small khaganates were created. The
number of small Khagans was two-and, according
to the primary sources” “the second was closer to
the north of Shash and ruled the country of Khu
(Sogdian authors).” During the time of the khagan
Tun Shehu (618-630), the Sogdians began to interfere
in the administrative power of the khaganate. They
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were called-sylifa (silifa-authors), and they served
as tax collectors from the local population. During
the reign of Tun Shehu Khagan, the Sogdian-
Turkish relationship continued in the manner of
matchmaking. The fact is that the Samarkand Khan
received the daughter of the ruler Tun Shehu.Tun
During the time of Shehu Khagan, the borders of
the Turkic Khaganate expanded towards Southern
Tokharistan and Northern Afghanistan. The south of
the Iron Gate was given to Tun Sheh’s eldest son,
Dadushad. His horde was in Kunduz.

We get more information about the political
situation of the seventh century from the Chinese
traveler — Xuanzang. It passed through Central Asia
to India in 630. He — “from Suyab to the land of the
late (iron gate-authors) the country of Suli (Sogdian-
authors) lives. A big city called Shash. A big city
in the area of the Big River. Turks also live here.
In the country of Suli, there are several large cities
whose leaders are directly subordinate to the Turkic
khaganate”, describes the Sogdian colonies in
Zhetisu and Southern Kazakhstan and the Sogdian
people’s own land (Smirnoval970:67-69).

Xuanzang, describing further the Ferghana,
Samarkand region, notes that their rulers were
subject to the Turkic khaganate. A Chinese traveler,
describing the passes in the mountains to the south
of Samarkand, says that” you can pass through
a thin ravine, and there are iron gates installed”,
which in the Turkic spiritual scripture is an iron
gate. Then, describing Tokharistan, he stops at 27
possessions (describing the Amu Darya from west
to east-authors). In the same place — the Akharun
and Shuman possessions — (middle and Eastern
Amu Darya-authors) write that the Turkic dynasty
was ruled by Vakhsh, Kuttyl, Kumed (Kumyd)
(Barthold 1964).

In addition, Xuanzang in his work, referring to
the cities of Samarkand, Bukhara, Shash, the region
of Zeravshan, Kesh, Fadi, and notes  Usturshan is
the only and private domain (in the south of Volos-
the authors), it is subject to a private ruler, but it
is also subject to the ruler of the Turks” (Barthold
1964). In the 20s of the seventh century, the Western
Turkic Khaganate. reached its apogee. Under Shegui
Kagan (610-618) and Tun Shehu (Ton Yabgu)
(618-630), the Western Turkic Khaganate occupied
its maximum territory. At this time, they tried to
establish maximum diplomatic relations with their
subordinates and neighboring countries. In each
region, the Turks sent their rulers and involved
representatives of the local population in small-scale
work. In Chinese sources, describing the reign of
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Tong-Zhabgu (Tun-Shehu), it is said — “Never before
have the Western barbarians been so powerful”
(Klyashtorny 1961). In 630, a power struggle began
between the Dulu and Nuweibu tribes. Ton zhabgu
was killed by his brother Kul-Bahadur, declaring
himself a “kagan” and receiving the title “Kuler
bigeKagan”. But he was not supported by many
Turkish aristocrats. In 634, Nuweibu came to power
and tried to restore political stability. In his time, the
political power of the local rulers was limited, and
the power was centralized. But at the end of 638,
the Western Turkic Khaganate was divided into two
parts by an internal dispute and crossed the common
border-the Ili River. They fought among themselves
for 17 years (640-657). This war greatly weakened
the Western Turkic Khaganate. In 657, the Chinese
invaded the Western Turkish Khaganate. The then
Khagan of the Turkic Khaganate — Nivar Abbar
Zhabgu Khagan was captured and died in 659.
Zhetysu remained in the hands of China. This
region was held in the hands of Chinese rulers until
the end of the seventh century. But the continuous
struggle of the Turks for independence brought a
new political force to this region. These were the
Turgeshes.

The Eastern Turkic Khaganate gained
independence in 687 and was re-established. In the
Eastern Turkish Khaganate, Ilteris Khagan (Kutlyk),
his assistant-Tonyukuke, ruled, and the Turkish
written monuments known to us were written under
him. In 691, the Kapagan Kagan came to power
(691-716). He subdued the Kirghiz of the Yenisei
and the Karakidans. The position in the Western
Turkish Khaganate in the 660-680s was used by
the Eastern Turkish Khaganate and sought military
action. By the end of the 7th century, the Turgeshi
tribes had become stronger and began to seek to
maintain their power in the region of Zhetysu and
Shu, Talas. The leader of the Turgesh tribes-Kushlik
Bagatarkhan (in the Chinese source — Uchzhile
— authors), relying on the help of the Chinese, in
699 seized power in Zhetysu. Since that time, the
persecution of generations of former rulers of the
entire Western Turkic Khaganate began. In 704,
a representative of the last dynasty of the Turkic
khagans, Ashina Sayan (Xian), was killed in Kulan,
and all power remained in the hands of the rulers
of Turgesh. Thus, the Turgesh Khaganate entered
the stage of history. Kushlik Kagan led his horde
to Shu-Suyab, dividing the country into 20 levers
(part) and holding 7,000 soldiers for each lever. To
break up the Turgesh khaganate, the rulers of the
Chinese house drove out other tribes. As a result, the
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internal uprisings under the Sakal Khagan (706-711)
accelerated. But, Kagan Sokol defeated the rebels
and the Chinese troops helping him and pushed the
Chinese army to the east. At that time, the brother of
the khagan disputed power and asked for help from
the rulers of the Eastern Khaganate to remove his
brother from his throne (710-711).

So, in 699, the leader of the Turgesh named
Kushlik, a candidate for the throne of the Western
Turkic Khaganate, expelled the creature of the
Chinese emperor — Khors Bershad from Zhetysu
and established his power from the city of Shash
to Besbalik. When Bershad fled to East Turkestan,
Ashina Xian was preparing to attack the Turgesh. In
the offensive of 704, the Turgesh won and prepared
for an attack on East Turkestan (Klyashtorny
1959). In 711. The khagan of the Eastern Turkic
Khaganate, the son of Kapagan-Inel, and the general
Tonyukok attacked the Turgesh. The political life
of the Turgesh khaganate came to a 4-year crisis
(711-715). The remnants of the Turgesh army were
driven by the army of the children of Tonyukok
and Elteris Khagan to the Syr Darya and reached
the Sughd border (713). Thus, 620-713. while the
Western Turkish Khaganate was in a political crisis,
the Sogdians did not seek independence. Because,
having gained independence as an independent
state, it would face the resistance of many enemies.
And using the reputation of the Turks in the region
allowed them to defend their economic interests.
Sogdian-Turkish relations during the Turgesh
Khaganate, which emerged from the political crisis
in 715, were no longer reflected in economic, but in
military relations.

By the middle of the seventh century, Sogdian-
Turkish relations had acquired a new character.
Now the relationship has manifested itself not only
from the economic side, but also from the point of
view of military relations. This is evident from the
fact that in the middle of the seventh century the
army of the Arab Caliphate, having captured Syria,
Palestine, Egypt and Sasanian Iran, approached the
border of Central Asia. The Arabs viewed the region
they called maurennahr as “a source for the spread
ofreligion”, and understood that if they captured this
region, “the path to ‘non-religious East Asia’ would
open” (Klyashtorny, Sultanov 1992: 59). In the 70s
of'the seventh century. Khorasan was captured by the
Arabs, which caused the horror of the Sogdians. But
mutual war and political fragmentation prevented
this horror from looking beyond it. Several small
Sogdian  possessions (northern  Afghanistan,
Southern Turkmenistan, southwestern Tajikistan)
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called on the Arabs to destroy each other. The Arab
generals, who made good use of this situation,
remained neutral for about 20 years and contributed
to the process of internal disintegration. Since the
eighth century, this policy has changed radically.
When the Caliphate was ruled by Abdullah ibn
Marwan (685-705), the internal disputes of the
Caliphate slowed down and reached political
stability. Using this, the Arab troops undertook the
systematic subjugation of Maurennahr, including
the Sughd country. The conquest of this region
was entrusted to the Arab general, and then to
the regional ruler-Qutayb ibn Muslim (705-715).
During the reign of this ruler, the Sogdian and
Tokharistan troops systematically inflicted heavy
blows. Being in political fragmentation-Tokhar, the
Sogdian possessions, realizing that they would not
be able to win on their own, asked for help from the
Turkic khaganats. The army of the Eastern Turkic
Khaganate under the leadership of Tonyukuk-Suluk
(Turgesh commander) 712-713. In the direction of
the Syr Darya, on the Sogdian land. At this time, the
Sogdian Khan-Gurek was fighting the Arabs. Gurek,
turning to the Turkic khaganate for help, as a result,
united with the Turks and opposed the Arabs. But the
attack failed, and 714 Tonyukok returns to Otuken.
And Sulu Kagan took advantage of their departure
and re-elevated them to Zhetysu, declaring himself
the Turgesh kagan and raising the Turgesh Kagan
(714-737). Power passed from the yellow Turgesh
to the black Turgesh tribes. The Turkic-Sogdian
relations during the Arab occupation were directly
connected with the life of this Turkic khaganate.
Turgesh Khaganate in 717 I have established very
fruitful diplomatic relations with China. Sulu
married the daughters of the Khagan Bilge and the
Ashina dynasty, taking the daughter of the Tibetan
king as the third woman. The second daughter of
Bilge Kagan Sulu Kagan gave to his son. So, after
he reduced the threat in the East, he would focus
on the enemies in the West. In order not to let the
Arabs directly into his horde, Turgesh-Kagan did
everything possible to help the border Sogdian
people, turning their land into military bases. In
707, the Sogdian rulers sent an ambassador to the
Turks and turned to the Arabs for help. The Turkish
commander-Kurd Baganun at-Turki, providing
military assistance to the Sogdians, undertook
several campaigns against the Arabs. It is said that
the number of Turkish troops by that time reached
200,000 (Bernstam 1940). Since Kuba Kanun
is the son of a daughter of the Chinese imperial
house, 4,000 hired Chinese soldiers are sent to do
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so. Lines:”the Arabs were very afraid of mercenary
troops and Turkic cavalry” (Bernstam 1940).
Therefore, they (the Arab authors) offered the
Turkic troops a lot of money in order not to help
the Sogdians, and were going to attract (about 500
thousand drachmas) to their side. But the Turkish
troops were not sold, because they were not inferior
to the Sogdians, they firmly adhered to their words. It
is known that in 712 the Arabs captured Samarkand.
In 710, the Sogdian Khan-Gurek wrote a letter to the
Turkic (turgesh — authors) khagan and said “ If the
Arabs get Samarkand, then you, like us, will have
a sad time.” (Ancient and Medieval Culture 1990:
17). The Turkish nobility formed a mounted army
and sent the son of the Turkic khagan to the Sogdian
country. To Qutayb, he sends 20,000 Arab special
forces against the army. “The Turkic troops were
accidentally besieged halfway through and were
defeated. And most of the army was from aristocratic
families. They fought mercilessly, though they
remained under siege. The Arabs are surprised at
the courage of so many people and ask the surviving
prisoners. The Turks who were originally prisoners,
had a sense of pride, they cut each other’s heads
and were proud of their belts” (Amanzholov 1986:
24). The reason is that the Arabs, who were aware
of the martial arts of the Turks, were driven by
the feeling that they had “destroyed not only the
Turks, but also their aristocratic generation”. This
defeat hurt the Sogdians and led to an agreement
with the Arabs. This prompted an agreement — the
defeated Turkic warriors were the only support and
last hope of the Sogdians. Their expectations were
refuted, and the Arab-Sogdian Agreement was
reached. This agreement remained in history-712
under the name “Samarkand Agreement”. By his
consent, Samarkand and the Central Sughd region
were captured by the Arabs. If the Arabs did not use
the Armed Forces in this region as their obligations
(§Chapter 9), the Sogdians, in turn, assumed
obligations — to pay large taxes, to spread Islam,
to support the Arabs in any battle (§chapters 7-8).
Although the Arabs set out to protect the Sogdians
from the “ external enemy”, they did not think
about uniting the Sogdians with external enemies
(Barthold 1964). The Arabs — in 705. They reached
Shuman (Uzbekistan), in 706 to the Zeravshan
River, and in 707-708. He attacked Bukhara twice.
But he was unlucky. Because the Turks had a high
military training, and the internal political instability
of the Arab Caliphate had a great impact. In 709 BC,
in Bukhara, the Sogdian ruler of Samarkand, Shikhi-
tarkhun, concluded the above-mentioned agreement
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with the Arabs. After the inhabitants of the city were
dissatisfied with this, and in 710 another Arab tax
was collected, the people ousted Tarhun from the
place and elected Gurek Khan (710-737).

The Sogdian-Turkish anti-Arab coalition
coincides with the time when this Greek ruled. In
712, the Khwarezm ruler, Shagan Khwarezmshah,
bought his country, and in this year Samarkand
and Khwarezm of the Sogdians remained under the
rule of the Arabs. This was very exciting for the
Turgesh Khaganate. According to the agreement of
712, the Sogdians had to pay the Arabs 2 million
dollars of drachmas and give 30,000 healthy men.
The Sogdian people were very dissatisfied with him,
and everywhere they went out to revolt. 715-720.
the political situation we can learn from the letter
of Kutaibu’s brother-Abdurrahman ibn Subhi, the
ruler of one of the Sogdian possessions Devashtichu
— “ ... The murder of Kutaibu and the khan of the
northern Turks (about the Eastern Turkic Khagan
— Kapagan — authors) aggravated the situation. The
Trans-1li country of Turgesh has created a new state.
The Arabs are losing their strength in this region. By
teaming up with China, our enemies are determined
to attack. The Bukhara Khan Tuuaspada and the
Sogdian ikhshid were sent by Gurek to China and
the Turgeshi and asked them for help, writing: “The
Arabs are worried” (Aidarov 1986: 27). After that,
in 715, the Turkic army began active operations
on the Sughd land. In 715, the Arab regional ruler
Qutaibu was killed by a revolt of his troops. This
further aggravated the situation, and the Sogdian
ihshizh Gurek, supported by the Turgesh, rebelled in
Samarkand. He was joined by the head of the Arabs
in the territory of Samarkand — Devashtich, who
became a great power. This was in 719. This year,
Devashtich turned to the Turkic Khagan Sulu for
help. The revolt spread throughout Mauerennahr.

According to Tabari , “after helping Devashtich,
he joined the Sogdian army and was led by Prince
Kur-sul. They united with the Sogdians and began to
encircle Bahili (now Samarkand)” (Malikov 2000:
24). From July 720 to December 721, Turkish troops
on the Sughd Land repeatedly engaged in battle with
the Arabs. They moved towards the Samarkand
city, heading towards the Samarkand territory. You
can write this story in more detail in one article.
Therefore, we decided to consider the next section
of the story in another article.

Conclusion

In conclusion, we can see three big causes in
today’s article:

1. No matter how nomadic the Turkic tribes
were, but during the conquest of Central Asia,
especially in the territory of modern Uzbekistan,
they managed to instill in themselves the urban
culture of the peoples. Having built cities on their
lands, they built a palace and large market centers,
as a result of which the medieval urban culture was
developed. Here we cannot deny that the Sogdian
masters of construction worked under the rule of the
Turks.

2. The Turkic khaganates, who headed the
Sogdian possessions (Zarafshan, Samarkand,
etc.), opposed the violent change in the culture
and traditions of the local population. As a result,
the situation of the Sogdians in the Turkic region
was stable, and they did not make major ascents to
independence.

3. Among the neighboring states weakened
during the Arab occupation, the first appeal for help
to the rulers of the Turkic tribes is an indicator of
the combat and heroic characteristics of the Turkic
tribes.

References

Aidarov G. (1986). lazyk pamiatnikov drevnei tiurkskoi pismennosti [the language of monuments of ancient Turkic writing].

Almaty: 140 p.

Amanzholov A. (1986). Tiurkskaia filologiia i istoriia pismennosti. [ Turkic philology and the history of writing]. Almaty: 110 p.
Amanzholov A. (1993). Nashi-drevnie-nadpisi [Our ancient inscriptions]. Almaty: Bulletin History of Kazakhs. Volume 1. p.

14-17

Aspendiyarov C. (1993). Istoriya-kazakhstana s drevnejshikh vremen [History of Kazakhstan since ancient times]. Almaty: 86 p.

Baipakov K. (1995). Nekotorye voprosy drevnej i srednevekovoj istorii Kazakhstana [Some issues of the ancient and medieval
history of Kazakhstan]. Almaty: Bulletin History of Kazakhs, Volume 1. p. 17-19.

Baipakov K. (1998). Srednevekovye goroda Kazakhstana na velikom shelkovom puti[ Medieval cities of Kazakhstan on the

Great Silk Road]. Almaty: 125 p.

Bartold V.V. (1963). Sochinenie [Collection of works]. Moscow: Volume 2.
Burkhanov A.A. (1995) Lebapskii region v epokhu Srednevekovya (istoriko-arkheologicheskii ocherk poberezhya srednego
techeniya Amudari) [Lebap region in the Middle Ages (historical and archaeological sketch of the coast of the middle reaches of the

Amu Darya)]. Almaty: p.41-44.

199



Early medieval turkic-sogdian relations in Zhetysu (VI-VIII centuries)

History of Uzbekistan (1986). Istoriia Uzbekistana v istochnikakh. [History of Uzbekistan in sources]. Tashkent: Part II, Volume
[. 118 p.

Kliashtornyi S.K. (1959). Sogdiitsy v Semireche [Sogdiytsy in Semirechye] Moscow: Bulletin Soviet ethnography, Volume 1.
p. 24-27.

Kliashtornyi S.K. (1961). Sogdiitsy v Tsentralnoi Azii [Sogdiytsy in Central Asia]. Leningrad: Publishing House Epigraphy of
the East, p. 54-68.

Klyashtornyi S.G., Sultanov T.I. (1992). Kazakhstan letopis trekhtysyachaletii [Kazakhstan is a chronicle of three thousand
years]. Alma-Ata: Izdatelstvo Rauan, 382 p.

Masson M.E. (1966). Srednevekovye torgovye puti iz Merva v Khorezm i v Mavrennakhr [Medieval trade routes from Merva to
Khorezm and to Mavrennahr] Works of the South Turkmenistan complex archaeological expedition. Ashgabat: Volume 13, 145 p.

Mukhamedzhanov A.R. (1983). Kultura drevnebukharskogo oazisov II1I-VI v n.e. [Culture of ancient Bukhara oases I1I-VI in
A.D.].Tashkent: 145 p.

Sarsenbaev A.B. (2004). Sogdiiskie diaspory v Zhetysu [Sogdian diasporas in Zhetysu]. Almaty: Volume 1. p. 27-29.

Smirnova O.1. (1970). Ocherki istorii Sogda [Essays on the history of Sogd]. Moscow: USSR Academy of Sciences, Institute
of Oriental Studies. p. 288.

OeduerTep

Aiinapos I'. (1986). SI3bIk maMATHUKOB ApeBHETIOPKCKOM mucbMeHHocTH V-VIII BB. Anma-Arta: M3narensctBo Mexkrer, 180 c.

AmamxoioB A. (1996). Typki GHIOTOTHACH KOHE jKa3y TapuXbl. AnMatsl: 95 6.

Bypxanos A.A. (1995). Jlebarnckuii pernoH B 310Xy CpeHEeBEeKOBbS (MCTOPUKO-aPXEOIOTHIECKHI 0YepK IT00epekKbs CPEAHETO
TeueHust AMynapsn). Anmatel: ¢.41-44.

AmanxonoB A. (1993). Hamu npeBuue Hannucu. Kazak tapuxsl xxypHain, Nel, c. 14-17.

Acnengusapos C. (1993). Uctopus Kazaxcrana ¢ npeBHeimmx BpemeH. AnMatsl: Payan. 86 c.

Batimakos K. (1995). HexoTopsle Bompocs! ApeBHel 1 cpeaneBekoBoil ncropuu Kazaxcrana. Kazakcran Tapuxel xxypHai, Nel,
c. 17-19.

baitnakos K. (1998). Cpennesexossie ropona Kazaxcrana Ha Benukowm lllenkoBom mytu. Anmatsr: 125 c.

Bapronex B.B.(196) Counnenue. Ob6ue padots! o ucropuu Cpenneit Azum, KaBkasza u Bocrounoit EBponsl. Mocksa: Tom
2.49.1.765c.

Kistorropasrit C. (1959). Corauituet B Cemupeuse. CoBeTckas sTHorpadust xypHai, Nel, c. 24-27. Mocksa: AH CCCP

Kustirropwstiii C. (1961). Cornuiinst B LienTpanbHoit Asun., Jlennnrpan: « Onurpaduka Bocrokay. c. 54-68 .

Knsmropasriii C.I'., Cynranos T.U. (1992). KazaxcTan neTonuch TpexToicsyaneTuil. MznarensctBo «Payan», Anma-Ara: 382 c.

Maimukos A. (2000). Tropku B cpenHeaznaTckom Mexxaypedse B VI-VIII BB. (110 apXeo10rn4ecKuM U TUCbMEHHBIM HCTOYHUKAM).
Camapxana: Uacturyt apxeonoruu AH PY3, 69 c.

Maccon M.E. (1966). CpenHeBekoBble TOprosbie myTH U3 Mepsa B Xope3m 1 Masepannaxp (B mpeaenax Typkmenckoir CCP).
Tpynst FOxHo-TypKkMeHHCTaHCKOM KOMIUIEKCHON apXeoJaorndeckoi sxcreauiun. Amxadan: T. 13.

Myxamemkanos, A.P. (1983). Kynerypa npeBHeOyxapckoro oasuca [II-VI BB. H.3. TamkeHT: 145 c.

CapcenbaeB A.B. (2004). Corauiickue quacnopsl B XKetsicy. Bectauk KasI'VY. Cepust ucropuueckas. Nel. c. 27-29.

Cwmupnosa O.U. (1970). Ouepxu ucropuu Corna. Mocksa: Axanemus Hayk CCCP, UHcTUTYT BocTOKOBeAeH s, 288 c.

200



