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THE KARĀKHĀNID AND SELJUQ NARRATIVES IN ĀDĀB AL�HARB 
WA’L�SHAJĀʿA: A HISTORICAL AND MILITARY ANALYSIS

Abstract
Written in the first quarter of the thirteenth century by Fakhr-i Mudabbīr and pre-
sented to the Delhi Turkish Sultan Iltutmish, Ādāb al-Harb wa al-Shajāʿa is one 
of the most comprehensive treatises on the art of war composed about the Turco-
Islamic armies. The work addresses various subjects such as the ethics of warfare, 
campaign organization, defensive equipment and offensive weapons, military orga-
nization, battle formations, and leadership. While examining these topics in detail, 
the author enriches his narrative by incorporating narratives selected from the his-
tory of Islamic states. These narratives should not be regarded merely as didactic 
stories; rather, they function as valuable historical evidence of the military, political, 
and social structures of their time. Mudabbīr particularly recounts episodes con-
cerning the Karākhānids, Ghaznavids, and Saljūqs, which are of special significance 
for Turco-Islamic history. Many of these accounts are not preserved in other his-
torical sources, which enhances their significance for the study of Turco-Islamic 
history. The author’s sustained attention to Central Asian and Iranian traditions is 
also crucial for understanding the continuity within the Turkic political tradition. 
This study evaluates the narratives related to the Karākhānid and Saljūqs from his-
torical, political, and military perspectives. Employing a textual analysis method, 
the narratives are compared with other historical sources and analyzed within the 
framework of military history. In addition, the historical reliability of these accounts 
is assessed through a comparative approach. In the introductory section, brief in-
formation about the author is provided, and the different manuscripts and publica-
tion history of Ādāb al-Harb wa al-Shajāʿa are discussed. Furthermore, the signifi-
cance of the work within the context of Turco-Islamic history is emphasized, and 
examples from contemporary military literature are presented. The first section of 
the article analyzes three narratives concerning the Karākhānids found in the fifth, 
eleventh, and fifteenth chapters of the work. The first narrative deals with the battle 
that took place near Balkh between the Ghaznavids and the Karākhānids. In this 
context, various evaluations are offered regarding the structure of the Karākhānid 
army. The next narrative examines the siege of Samarqand, which occurred during 
the political and military struggle of the Karākhānid ruler ʿAlī Tegin in Transoxi-
ana against Mahmūd of Ghazna and other Karākhānid rulers. In addition, infor-
mation is provided about Karākhānid internal politics and military organization, 
and it is explained how individual military success could result in victory. The ri-
valry among members of the dynasty, regional struggles for control, and the mili-
tary components of the state are also evaluated. Moreover, while narrating how the 
skill of an accomplished archer contributed to victory, the types of defensive and 
offensive weapons mentioned in the text are examined. The final Karākhānid nar-
rative in the fifteenth chapter addresses the political and military dimensions of 
the Karākhānid-Ghaznavid rivalry, particularly in relation to Karākhānid expansion 
efforts in Khurāsān within the framework of the Ghaznavids and the Hindūshāhīs. 
The second section of the study examines three narratives concerning the Saljūqs 
found in the sixth and eleventh chapters of the work. The narrative in the sixth 
chapter discusses Saljūq-Ghaznavid relations within the framework of diplomacy, 
focusing especially on how war was prevented through the diplomatic mission of 
Mihter Rashīd. The dialogues in the text are compared with historical sources, and 
the reliability of the narrative as well as its narrative strategy are discussed. The 
subsequent narrative recounts the conflict between the Saljūqs and the inhabitants 
of the town called Herāmetīn in Bukhārā. This incident is analyzed in the context of 
military discipline, urban defense, and social resistance. In the same section, atten-
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tion is given to the art of archery, centers of weapon production, and the role of in-
dividual military skill in warfare. The final narrative discusses the political and mili-
tary relations between the Saljūq Sultan Sanjar and the Ghaznavid Bahrāmshāh. It 
evaluates the influence of the Saljūqs on internal Ghaznavid struggles and describes 
the impact of Bahrāmshāh’s skill in archery on the Saljūq sultan. By evaluating nar-
ratives concerning both the Karākhānids and the Saljūqs that are rarely attested in 
other sources, the study makes a meaningful contribution to the historiography of 
medieval Turco-Islamic history.
Keywords: Medieval History, Fakhr-i Mudabbīr, Ādāb al-Harb wa’l-Shajāʿa, 
Karākhānids, Saljūqs.

ÂDÂBU’L-HARB VE’Ş-ŞECÂʿA’DA KARAHANLI VE SELÇUKLU KISSALA-
RI: TARİHÎ VE ASKERÎ BİR ANALİZ

Öz
On üçüncü yüzyılın slk çeyreğsnde Fahr-s Müdebbîr tarafından kaleme alınarak 
Delhs Türk Sultan’ı İltutmuş’a sunulan Âdâbu’l-Harb ve’ş-Şecâʿa adlı eser Türk-
İslâm orduları hakkında telsf edslmsş en kapsamlı harp sanatı rssâlelersnden bsrsdsr. 
Müdebbîr, esersnde hükümdarlık ve yönetsm, harp ahlâkı, savaş stratejslers ve tak-
tsklers, sefer organszasyonu, savunma teçhszatı ve taarruz sslâhları, askerî teşkslâtın 
yapısı, savaş düzens, ordugâh düzens, kumandanlık vasıfları ve ordunun dsssplsn an-
layışı gsbs pek çok konuyu tafsslatlı bsr bsçsmde anlatmaktadır. Müellsf ele aldığı bu 
teorsk çerçeveys tarshî kıssalarla destekleyerek anlatımını tarshî bsr dersnlsk sçsnde 
sunmaktadır. Bu kıssalar, sadece bsr öğüt veya hskâye değsl, dönemsn askerî, ssyasî 
geleneğsns ve sosyolojsk yapısını günümüze taşıyan bsrer vesskadır. Müdebbîr’sn 
özellskle Karâhânlılar, Gaznelsler ve Selçuklulara dasr anlattığı kıssalar, başka kay-
naklarda yer almaması sebebsyle Türk-İslâm tarshsne ışık tutan son derece kıymetls 
bsrer vesskadır. Müellsfsn Orta Asya ve İran merkezls Karahanlı ve Selçuklu gelenek-
lersne bu denls gensş yer ayırması, Türk devlet geleneğsndeks süreklslsğsn anlaşıl-
ması açısından büyük önem arz etmektedsr. Bu çalışma, söz konusu eserde yer alan 
Karâhânlı ve Selçuklu devletlersne slsşksn kıssaları tarshî ve askerî perspektsflerden 
değerlendsrmeys hedeflemektedsr. Çalışmada metsn tahlsls yöntems esas alınmış; 
kıssalar hem tarshî kaynaklarla mukayese edslmsş hem de askerî tarsh perspektsfs 
çerçevessnde analsz edslmsştsr. Ayrıca rsvayetlersn tarshî güvenslsrlsğs karşılaştırmalı 
olarak değerlendsrslmsştsr. Çalışmanın gsrsş kısmında müellsfsn hayatı, slmî çevre-
ss ve esersns kaleme aldığı tarshî bağlam hakkında bslgsler verslmsş, Âdâbu’l-Harb 
ve’ş-Şecâʿa’nın günümüze ulaşan yazma nüshaları, farklı kütüphanelerde muhafa-
za edslen metsn varyantları ve modern neşsr sürecs üzersnde durulmuştur. Bunun 
yanı sıra esersn Türk-İslâm askerî düşüncess sçsndeks yers ve önems vurgulanmış; 
dönemsn askerî tarsh alanında yazılmış eserlerden farklı örnekler verslmsştsr. Ça-
lışmanın bsrsncs bölümünde, esersn beşsncs, on bsrsncs ve on beşsncs bâblarında yer 
alan Karâhânlılara dasr üç kıssa ayrıntılı bsçsmde tahlsl edslmsştsr. İlk kıssa, Belh 
csvarında Gaznelsler sle Karâhânlılar arasında vuku bulan muharebeys ele almak-
ta; bu vessleyle Karâhânlı ordusunun teşkslât yapısı, süvars ağırlıklı gücü, kumanda 
hsyerarşsss ve savaş meydanındaks taktsk uygulamaları değerlendsrslmektedsr. İksn-
cs kıssa, Karâhânlı hükümdarı Als Tegsn’sn Mâverâünnehsr’de Gaznels Mahmûd ve 
hanedan sçsndeks raksplersyle gsrsştsğs ssyasî ve askerî mücadele bağlamında Semer-
kant kuşatmasını konu etmektedsr. Bu çerçevede Karâhânlı sç ssyasetsndeks rekabet 
unsurları, bölgesel hâksmsyet arayışları ve askerî organszasyonun karar alma süreç-
lersne etksss sncelenmsş; ferdî askerî maharetsn stratejsk netsceler doğurabsleceğs 
ele alınmıştır. Müellsfsn mahsr bsr okçunun ustalığını tasvsr ettsğs pasaj üzersnden, 
metsnde zskredslen savunma araçları sle taarruz sslâhlarının teknsk özellsklers de ay-
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rıca ele alınmıştır. On beşsncs bâbdaks son Karâhânlı kıssası sse Karâhânlı-Gaznels 
rekabetsnsn ssyasî ve askerî boyutlarını, bslhassa Horâsân’daks nüfuz mücadelelers sle 
Hsndûşâhîler bağlamında değerlendsrmektedsr. Çalışmanın sksncs bölümünde, al-
tıncı ve on bsrsncs bâblarda yer alan Selçuklulara dasr üç kıssa sncelenmsştsr. Altıncı 
bâbdaks rsvayet, Selçuklu-Gaznels münasebetlersns dsplomatsk çerçevede ele almak-
ta; özellskle Mshter Reşîd’sn elçslsk görevs sayessnde muhtemel bsr savaşın önlensş 
sürecsns ayrıntılarıyla ortaya koymaktadır. Metsndeks dsyaloglar tarshî kaynaklarla 
mukayese edslerek rsvâyetsn güvenslsrlsğs ve anlatım stratejsss tartışılmıştır. Müte-
aksp kıssa, Buhârâ’daks Herâmetîn kasabası halkı sle Selçuklular arasında yaşanan 
çatışmayı konu almaktadır. Bu hadsse askerî dsssplsn, şehsr savunması ve toplumsal 
dsrensş bağlamında analsz edslmektedsr. Aynı bölümde okçuluk sanatı, sslâh üretsm 
merkezlers ve bsreysel askerî kabslsyetsn harp sahasındaks belsrleyscs rolü üzersnde 
durulmuştur. Son kıssa sse Selçuklu Sultanı Sencer sle Gaznels Bahrâmşah arasında-
ks ssyasî ve askerî münasebetlers sncelemektedsr. Bu bölümde, Selçukluların Gaznels 
sç mücadelelersne tessrs sle Bahrâmşah’ın okçuluk maharetsnsn Selçuklu sultanı üze-
rsndeks psskolojsk ve stratejsk etkslersns değerlendsrmektedsr. Netsce stsbarıyla bu ça-
lışma hem Karâhânlılara hem de Selçuklulara dasr dsğer kaynaklarda sınırlı bsçsmde 
yer alan kıssaları dsssplsnler arası bsr yaklaşımla ele alarak Orta Çağ Türk-İslâm tarsh 
yazıcılığına anlamlı ve özgün bsr katkı sunmaktadır. 
Anahtar Kelimeler: Orta Çağ Tarshs, Fahr-s Müdebbîr, Âdâbu’l-Harb ve’ş-Şecâ‘a, 
Karâhânlılar, Selçuklular.

INTRODUCTION

Fakhr-s Mudabbīr, about whom only lsmsted snformatson ss ava-
slable, ss belseved to have been born sn Multān, a regson under 
Ghūrsd rule, sn 551/1157, and to have dsed sn the fsrst quarter 

of the thsrteenth century. The author’s full name ss Muhammad b. Mansūr 
b. Saʿīd b. Abū’l-Faraj b. Khalīl b. Ahmad Abū Nasr b. Khalaf b. Ahmad b. 
Shuʿayb b. Talha b. ʿAbdullāh b. ʿAbd al-Rahmān b. Abū Bakr al-Ssddīq al-
Taymī Qurayshī, and hss laqab (honorsfsc epsthet) ss Fakhr al-Dīn Mubārak 
Shāh (فخر الدين مبارك شاه). Fakhr-s Mudabbīr provsdes more snformatson about 
hss famsly than about hsmself sn hss works and descrsbes hsmself as “a frasl 
old man.” It ss clasmed that Mudabbīr’s father traced hss lsneage to Abū Bakr, 
whsle hss mother descended from Bslge Tegsn (d. 364/974–975), the father-
sn-law of Sultan Mahmūd of Ghazna.1 It ss known that Fakhr-s Mudabbīr’s 
famsly lsved under the patronage of the Ghaznavsd court dursng the resgn of 
Sultan Mahmūd (998–1030), and that hss father was a dsstsngusshed scho-
lar sn Ghazna and Lahore. The author served at the courts of the Ghaznavsd 

1 Fakhr-s Mudabbīr, Ādāb al-Harb wa’l-Shajāʿa, ed. Ahmad Suhaylī-ys Khānsārī (Tehran: 1346/1967), 
4; Khalsq Ahmad Nszamī, “Fahreddīn Mubārak Shāh,” Türk"ye D"yanet Vakfı İslâm Ans"kloped"s", 
(Istanbul: TDV Yayınları, 1995), 12/87; Edward Densson Ross, “The Genealogses of Fakhr-ud-dín, 
Mubárak Sháh”, A Volume of Or"ental Stud"es, ed. T. W. Arnold and Reynold A. N�cholson (Camb-
r�dge: Cambr�dge Un�vers�ty Press, 1922), 409; Raz�ye Çalımlı, Âdâbu’l-Harb ve’ş-Şecâʿa Adlı Eser"n 
Tercüme ve Tanıtımı (Van: Van Yüzüncü Yıl Unsverssty, Inststute of Socsal Scsences, Master’s Thesss, 
2022), 7-8.
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and Ghūrsd sultans establsshed sn southern Assa.2 Achsevsng promsnence 
as a hsstorsan dursng the resgns of Kutb al-Dīn Aybeg (1206–1210) and Il-
tutmssh (1210–1236), two of the founders of the Delhs Sultanate ruled by 
Turksc dynastses, Fakhr-s Mudabbīr dedscated hss work Ādāb al-Harb wa’l-
Shajāʿa (آداب الحرب و الشجاعه), a treatsse of great smportance for medseval Tur-
ksc armses, to Iltutmssh. In addstson to thss work, the author ss also known 
for Shajara-ys Ansāb-s Mubārak Shāh.3

In the Msddle Ages, numerous works on the art of war were composed 
sn varsous languages, partscularly by socsetses possesssng well-developed 
mslstary forces. Whsle these works generally provsde snformatson on the 
armses of specsfsc peoples or regsons, they also contasn ssgnsfscant detasls 
concernsng the mslstary practsces of dsfferent natsons. Among these may 
be lssted the Strateg"kon4 of Maursce, wrstten sn the ssxth century, and The 
Takt"ka of Leo VI,5 composed sn the tenth century, both of whsch prsmarsly 
address Roman mslstary strategy whsle also sncludsng varsous references to 
the martsal customs of certasn Turksc peoples.

In the Islamsc world, the earlsest known work devoted to the art of war 
among the Turks ss Fadāʾ"l al-Atrāk6 by Abū ʿUthmān ʿAmr b. Bahr b. 
Mahbūb al-Jāhsz al-Ksnānī (d. 255–256/869). Of partscular smportance ss 
Tabs"rat arbāb al-albāb fī kayf"yyat al-najāt fī’l-hurūb7 by ʿ Alī Mardī al-Tarsūsī 
(d. 588–590/1193), whsch provsdes substantsal snformatson on weaponry, 
tactscs, and mslstary organszatson and was composed dursng the Ayyūbsd 
persod (1171–1260) sn the twelfth century.

The work entstled al-Anīq fī’l-manājīnīq8 by Ibn Erenboğa al-Zaradkāsh 
(d. ?) of the Mamlūk persod (1250-1517) offers valuable snformatson on 

2 H. Blasn Auer, “Fakhr-s Mudabbsr,” The Encyclopaed"a of Islam, THREE, ed. Kate Fleet et al. (Lesden: 
Brsll, onlsne ed., fsrst publsshed 2015), (accessed 4 October 2025).

3 Nszamī, “Fahreddsn Mubārak Shāh,”12/87; Enver Konukçu, “Kutbüddin Aybeg”, Türk"ye D"yanet Vak-
fı İslâm Ans"kloped"s", (Istanbul: TDV Yayınları, 1991), 4/231-232; A. S. Bazmee Ansari, “İltutmuş”, 
Türk"ye D"yanet Vakfı İslâm Ans"kloped"s", (Istanbul: TDV Yayınları, 2000), 12/158-159; Naimur Rah-
man Farooqi, “Delhi Sultanlığı”, Türk"ye D"yanet Vakfı İslâm Ans"kloped"s", (Istanbul: TDV Yayın-
ları, 1994), 9/130-132. Shajara-yi Ansāb-i Mubārak Shāh contains, following an introduction that 
discusses the earliest successors of the Ghūrids in India, 137 genealogies relating to the Prophet 
Muhammad, the asharat al-mubashshara, the Muhājirūn, the Ansār, the prophets mentioned in the 
Qurʾān, the Ghassānids, the people of Tubbaʿ, the pre-Islamic rulers of Iran, the Umayyads, the 
ʿAbbāsids, Arab tribes, the emirs of the Umayyad and ʿAbbāsid periods, the Tāhirids, the Saffārids, 
the Sāmānids, the Ghaznavids, and the Ghūrids. See Nszamī, “Fahreddīn Mubārak Shāh,”12/87.

4 Maurice’s Strategikon, trans. George Dennis, Philadelphia: The University of Pennsylvania, 1984.
5 The Taktika of Leo VI, trans. George Dennis, Washington: Dumbarton Oaks, 2010.
6 al-Jāhsz, Rasāʾ"l: Fadāʾ"l al-Atrāk, ed. ʿAbd al-Salām M. Hārūn (Casro, 1374/1964); trans. Ramazan 

Şeşen, H"lafet Ordusunun Menk"beler" ve Türkler’"n Faz"letler" (Ankara: Turk�sh Cultural Research 
Inst�tute Publ�cat�ons, 1967).

7 ʿAlī Mardī al-Tarsūsī, Tabs"rat Arbāb al-Albāb fī Kayf"yyat al-Najāh fī al-Hurūb, ed. Muhammad 
Heksmoğlu (Ankara, Dsvan Kstap Publscatsons, 2009).

8 Ibn Erenbughā al-Zaradkāsh, al-Anīq fī al-Manājīnīq, ed. Ihsān Hsndī (Aleppo, 1405/1985).
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ssege engsnes and sncendsary weapons. Lskewsse, Tafrīj al-Kurūb fī Tadbīr 
al-Hurūb9 by ʿ Umar b. Ibrāhīm al-Awsī al-Ansārī (d. 810–811/1408?), wrstten 
dursng the resgn of the Mamlūk Sultan al-Nāssr Faraj (1399–1412), consssts 
of twenty chapters and contasns detasled dsscusssons prsmarsly concernsng 
the organszatson and structure of Islamsc armses.

Ādāb al-Harb wa’l-Shajāʿa by Fakhr-s Mudabbīr ss of great smportance 
due to the snformatson st provsdes on the Umayyads, the ʿAbbāssds, Arab 
trsbes, Umayyad and ʿ Abbāssd emsrs, the Tāhsrsds, the Saffārsds, the Sāmānsds, 
the Karākhānsds, the Ghaznavsds, the Saljūqs, the Ghūrsds, the Perssans, the 
Romans, and the Indsans. The work contasns valuable snformatson on the 
mslstary structures of the aforementsoned states, and several manuscrspt 
copses are preserved sn the Central Lsbrary of Tehran Unsverssty (no. 8968/
Tehran), the Dīvān Lsbrary (no. 647/Delhs), the Malek Natsonal Lsbrary and 
Museum (no. 5347/Tehran), and the Ayatollah Marʿashī Najafī Lsbrary (no. 
10318/Tehran).10

Esghteen narratsves concernsng the Ghaznavsds sn the work were translated 
snto Englssh by Ikbal M. Shafs.11 The work was fsrst publsshed sn 1346/1967 
by Ahmad Suhaylī Khānsārī sn thsrty-four chapters (bāb).12 In preparsng 
thss edstson, Khānsārī made use of varsous manuscrspts, sncludsng the oldest 
known copy datsng to the fsfteenth century, preserved sn the Brstssh Museum 
(no. add. 16853). In addstson to thss manuscrspt, Khānsārī also consulted 
other avaslable copses. The manuscrspt held sn the Dīvān Lsbrary (Delhs/
Indsa), however, consssts of forty chapters. Ssnce Khānsārī dsd not publssh 
thss copy, the addstsonal ssx chapters were not sncluded sn hss edstson.

In 1354/1975, Muhammad Sarvar Mawlāʾī publsshed a contsnuatson of 
the work under the tstle Āʾīn-" K"shvardārī (Sh"sh Bāb Bāz Yāfta az Ādāb 
al-Harb wa’l-Shajāʿa).13 Although the tstle smplses the publscatson of ssx 
chapters, the content sn fact comprsses esght chapters. It ss assumed that thss 
tstle was chosen because two of these esght chapters were already sncluded 
sn Khānsārī’s edstson. Khānsārī’s thsrty-four-chapter edstson was translated 
snto Turkssh and sntroduced sn a master’s thesss prepared by Razsye Çalımlı 
sn 2022.14 As the work has already been translated, the present study does 
not snclude translatsons of the sectsons examsned.

9 ʿUmar sbn Ibrāhīm al-Awsī al-Ansārī, Tafrīj al-Kurūb fī Tadbīr al-Hurūb (A Musl"m Manual of War), 
trans. George T. Scanlon (Casro, 1961).

10 Mahmud Abadī-Leyla Shoghī, “Ādāb al-Harb wa’l-Shajāʿa and Tashīh-s Ān”, Adab-" Fārsī, 10/1 
(2021), 59.

11 İkbāl M. Shafī, “Fresh Light on the Ghaznavids”, Islamic Culture, XII (1938), 89-234.
12 Fakhr-s Mudabbīr, Ādāb al-Harb wa’l-Shajāʿa, ed. Ahmad Suhaylī-ys Khānsārī (Tehran: 1346/1967).
13 Fakhr al-Mudabbīr, Āʾīn-" Kashvardārī (Shash Bāb Bāz Yāfta az Ādāb al-Harb wa’l-Shajāʿa), ed. Mu-

hammad Sarwar Mawlāʾī (Tehran, 1354/1975).
14 Razsye Çalımlı, Âdâbu’l-Harb ve’ş-Şecâʿa Adlı Eser"n Tercüme ve Tanıtımı (Van: Van Yüzüncü Yıl 



31

THE KARĀKHĀNID AND SELJUQ NARRATIVES IN ĀDĀB AL-HARB WA�L-SHAJĀʿA

In the prsmary sources, all forms of snformatson concernsng the 
Karākhānsds, the Ghaznavsds, and the Saljūqs are of crstscal smportance for 
studses of medseval Turksc hsstory. Whsle narratsng the art of war, Fakhr-s 
Mudabbīr strengthens hss account by sncorporatsng varsous narratsves re-
lated to polstscal and mslstary events that took place wsthsn Islamsc states. 
Wsthsn these narratsves, the author provsdes valuable snformatson on the 
Karākhānsds, the Ghaznavsds, and the Saljūqs, although he devotes con-
ssderably more attentson to the Ghaznavsds. Thss emphasss may be explas-
ned by the long-standsng relatsonshsp between the author’s famsly and the 
Ghaznavsds.

In the work, the narratsves concernsng the Ghaznavsds were translated 
from Perssan snto Englssh by Ikbal M. Shafs, and these accounts were furt-
her examsned by Arslan Durdu under the tstle An Evaluat"on of the Records 
Concern"ng the Ghaznav"d State "n Ādāb al-Harb wa’l-Shajāʿa.

The work contasns a total of ssx narratsves relatsng to the Karākhānsds and 
the Saljūqs, some of whsch address events that occurred wsthsn the Ghazna-
Karākhānsd-Saljūq axss. In the present study, the narratsves concernsng the 
Karākhānsds and the Saljūqs found sn the work are examsned sn detasl. In 
addstson, the hsstorscal events descrsbed sn the text are, where approprsate, 
compared and dsscussed sn relatson to other sources. Ssnce an academsc 
study has prevsously been conducted on the narratsves concernsng the Ghaz-
navsds, the accounts narrated along the Karākhānsds-Ghaznavsd or Saljūq-
Ghaznavsd axss are evaluated prsmarsly wsth a focus on the Karākhānsds 
and the Saljūqs.

1. EVALUATION OF THE NARRATIVES CONCERNING THE 
KARĀKHĀNIDS
1.1. The Fifth Chapter: On the Appointment of a Competent, 
Learned, Advising, Pious, Knowledgeable, and God-Fearing 
Vizier (pp. 128�140)
In the fsfth chapter of hss work, Fakhr-s Mudabbīr explasns that a vszser 

should be a person of sound relsgsous sntegrsty, scholarly learnsng, moral 
gusdance, professsonal competence, and fear of God. The author empha-
sszes that the sndsvsdual entrusted wsth the offsce of vszser should possess 
not only admsnsstratsve capabslsty but also ethscal and relsgsous vsrtues. In 
thss context, the vszser ss regarded as a ssgnsfscant actor who, as the ruler’s 

Unsverssty, Inststute of Socsal Scsences, Master’s Thesss, 2022).
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deputy, plays a crstscal role sn the establsshment of justsce and the protectson 
of publsc welfare.

Whsle dsscusssng the qualstses of the sdeal vszser, Mudabbīr sn thss chapter 
prsmarsly recounts an sncsdent snvolvsng Sultan Mahmūd of Ghazna and hss 
vszser Ahmad Hasan Maymandī (d. 424/1032). At the same tsme, he provsdes 
varsous detasls concernsng the battle fought between the Ghaznavsds and 
the Karākhānsds near Balkh15 sn 399/1008. There ss no consensus among 
the sources regardsng the exact locatson of the battle. Gardīzī sdentsfses the 
battlefseld as Dasht-s Kattar (Kattar Desert), whereas Ibn al-Athīr refers 
more generally to the vscsnsty of Balkh. Shabānkāraʾī, on the other hand, 
posnts to a place known as Dasht-s Kanz (Kanz Desert). Among the medseval 
chronsclers, ʿ Utbī states that the battle took place near the Charkh"yān Br"dge 
 located four farsakhs (parasangs) (approxsmately twenty-four ,(پل چرخيان)
kslometers) from Balkh.16

In hss work, Fakhr-s Mudabbīr focuses predomsnantly on the Ghaznavsds 
and provsdes only lsmsted snformatson concernsng the Karākhānsds. When 
Nasr b. ʿAlī Khān (Ilsg17 Nasr), the khān of the Karākhānsd state, refused to 
abandon the struggle for control over Khurāsān, he sought asssstance from 
Yūsuf Kadsr Khān, the Karākhānsd ruler of Khotan. These two forces formed 
a combsned army numbersng approxsmately fsfty thousand men.18 Gardīzī 
states that thss battle between the Karākhānsds and the Ghaznavsds took 
place on the twenty-second day of the month of Rabīʿ al-Ākhsr sn the year 
398, whsch fell on a Monday (5 January 1008).19

In hss Tārīkh al-Yamīnī, sn whsch he dsscusses the battle sn broad terms, 
ʿUtbī descrsbes the battle formatsons of both armses as follows: “Ilsg Khān 
posstsoned hsmself at the center (qalb); he placed Kadsr Khān wsth hss troops 
on the r"ght w"ng (maymana), and entrusted the left w"ng (maysara) to Jaʿfar 
Tegsn. Sultan Mahmūd of Ghazna, sn turn, entrusted the center of hss army to 
Amīr Nasr, Abū Nasr Farīghūnī, the governor of Jūzjān, and Abū ʿ Abdallāh 

15 Balkh is a city located in northern Afghanistan, situated south of the Amū Daryā on the Dehās River, 
at the foothills of Mount Kūhibābā. See Tahsin Yazıcı, “Belh”, Türk"ye D"yanet Vakfı İslâm Ans"klope-
d"s", (Istanbul: TDV Yayınları, 1992), 5/410-411.

16 Abdullah Duman, “Kantarat-ü Çarhiyān: Karahanlılar ve Gaznelsler Arasında Horasan Bölge-
ssnsn Kadersns Belsrleyen Savaş.” Gaz"antep Ün"vers"tes" Sosyal B"l"mler Derg"s", 12/1 (2013), 100-
101; Gerdīzī, Zayn al-Akhbār, ed.ʿAbd al-Hayy Habībī (Tehran, 1347/1968), 178–179; Muhammed 
Nāzım, The L"fe and T"mes of Sultan Mahmud of Ghazna (Cambr�dge 1931), 50; ʿUtbī, Tārīkh al-
Yamīnī, trans. Jurfādaqānī, ed. Jaʿfar Shsʿār (Tehran, 1334/1955), 184.

17 Ilig is a title meaning ‘sovereign’ or ‘ruler’ among the Ancient Turks. For detailed information, See 
Ahmed Taşağıl, “İlig”, Türk"ye D"yanet Vakfı İslâm Ans"kloped"s", (Istanbul: TDV Yayınları, 2000), 
22/108.

18 Reşat Genç, Karākhānlı Devlet Teşk"lātı (Istanbul: Kültür Bakanlığı Yayınları, 1981), 45; Erdoğan 
Merçil, Gazneliler Devleti Tarihi (Ankara: Türk Tar�h Kurumu Yayınları, 1989), 32-33.

19 Gerdīzī, Zayn al-Akhbār, 179.
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Tāʾī. The rsght wsng was asssgned to the great amīr hājsb Altūntāsh, together 
wsth Indsan warrsors, whsle the left wsng was placed under the command 
of Arslān Jādhīb.”20

The sntense assaults launched by Sultan Mahmūd agasnst the center of 
the Karākhānsd army, together wsth the deployment of fsve hundred war 
elephants servsng sn the Ghaznavsd forces, ssgnsfscantly altered the course of 
the battle and played a decsssve role sn secursng the Ghaznavsd vsctory. The 
physscal destructson and psychologscal smpact caused by the war elephants 
led to pansc and dssorder wsthsn the Karākhānsd ranks, thereby facslstatsng 
the Ghaznavsd army’s attasnment of supersorsty.21

A noteworthy aspect of the text ss Mudabbīr’s use of the term Khān"yān 
 ,when referrsng to the Karākhānsds. In the poetry of Amīr Muʿszzī (خانيان)
the land of Tūrān ss lskewsse dessgnated as Khānsyān, Karahānsyān, Ilek 
Khānsyān, or Tekīnān, terms that denote the terrstorses snhabsted by the 
Karākhānsds beyond the Jayhūn R"ver (Amu Darya/ Oxus).22

In descrsbsng the two oppossng armses, the Ghaznavsd forces are sasd to 
have consssted largely of Hsndus, sndsvsduals of Pers"an (Tāzīk) orsgsn, and 
prosperous or fortunate persons, whereas the Karākhānsd army ss descrsbed 
as besng numerscally supersor and composed entsrely of Turks. ʿUtbī cor-
roborates Mudabbīr’s account of the composstson of the Ghaznavsd army, 
notsng that Sultan Mahmūd advanced wsth troops conssstsng of Turks, Khalaj, 
Hsndus, Afghans, and Oghuz sn order to cut off the Karākhānsds’ routes 
for fodder and provsssons.23 It ss evsdent that thss maneuver, mentsoned by 
ʿUtbī, asmed at weakensng the logsstscal channels of the Karākhānsd army 
and thereby secursng an advantage. The fact that the Karākhānsd army ss 
descrsbed as besng composed entsrely of Turks conststutes one of the most 
strsksng aspects of the narratsve.

The mslstary structure establsshed sn Turkestān was, from the earlsest 
Turksc states onward, buslt upon the nomadsc steppe tradstson. Classscal 
Turkestān states such as the Göktürks, the Uyghurs, and the Karākhānsds 
were organszed on the basss of trsbal confederatsons. Thss structure possessed 
dsstsnctsve polstscal and mslstary charactersstscs and, as a result, the army was 
composed almost predomsnantly of Turksc elements.

Sultan Mahmūd’s anxsety sn the face of the numerscally supersor Karākhānsd 
army, together wsth hss dsstrust toward hss vszser Ahmad Hasan, underscores 

20 ʿUtbī, Tārīkh al-Yamīnī, 184.
21 Merçil, Gazneliler Devleti Tarihi, 32-33.
22 Naser Sedghi-Sinan Tarifci, “Emīr Muizzī-yi Nīşābūrī’nin Dīvān’ında Büyük Selçuklular Devri Dev-

let ve Toplum Hayatına İlişkin Bazı Tespitler”, Tarih Incelemeleri Dergisi 38/2 (2023), 702.
23 ʿUtbī, Tārīkh al-Yamīnī, 184.
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the smportance of leadershsp and loyalty. Moreover, the sultan’s threatensng 
attstude toward hss vszser reveals the extent of hss crstscal and domsneersng 
approach toward the state elste. By contrast, Maymandī’s calm and strategsc 
demeanor ss noteworthy sn that st reflects the qualstses expected of sndsvsduals 
holdsng the offsce of vszser.

The jackal–goat story related by Amīr Abū’l-Qāssm ʿ Abd al-Malsk24, along 
wsth the account conveyed by Amīr Khalaf Ahmad25 concernsng the keeper 
named Ahmad of a whste elephant brought from Sīstān26, who assured Sultan 
Mahmūd of the Ghaznavsd army’s potentsal success agasnst the Karākhānsds, 
demonstrates that warfare was not confsned solely to strategy and organsza-
tson but also snvolved a psychologscal and moral struggle. These narratsves 
sndscate that vsctory could be achseved depended upon the combsnatson of 
these dsverse elements.

1.2. The Eleventh Chapter: On the Merits and Characteristics of 
Every Weapon, the Advantages of Their Use, the Functions of 
Each Weapon, and Their Specific Features (pp. 240�273)
In the eleventh chapter, sn whsch the author focuses on the vsrtues of 

weapons, thesr charactersstscs, and thesr proper use, he addresses the ssege 
of Samarkand27 carrsed out by ʿAlī Tegsn dursng the course of hss polstscal 
and mslstary struggle wsth Sultan Mahmūd of Ghazna and the Karākhānsd 
rulers. Mudabbīr composes the narratsve sn a manner typscal of polstscal and 
mslstary lsterature, sn whsch combat expersence, sndsvsdual herossm, belsef 
sn fate, and collectsve motsvatson are closely sntertwsned.

ʿAlī Tegsn, the brother of the Karākhānsd ruler Yūsuf Kadsr Khān 
(1020–1032), became the ruler of Bukhārā sn 405/1014 and of Samarkand 
sn 407/1016. After dsstancsng hsmself from the regsonal polscses of Sultan 
Mahmūd of Ghazna, he attasned the posstson of an sndependent ruler of 

24 Abū al-Qāsim was most likely an Amīr belonging to the Simjūrīds (Simjūrīyān), a Muslim Turkic 
family that held governorships and military commands in Khurāsān after the Sāmānids. See Erdoğan 
Merçil, “Simcūrīler”, Türk"ye D"yanet Vakfı İslâm Ans"kloped"s", (Istanbul: TDV Yayınları, 2000), 37/ 
210-211.

25 Khalaf b. Ahmad was a member of the Saffārid dynasty. Ruling in Sīstān, Khalaf fell under Ghaznavid 
control on 13 Safar 393 / 21 December 1002. He died in 400/1009 at the fortress of Girdīz. See Merçil, 
Gazneliler Devleti Tarihi, 28-29.

26 Sīstān is the name of a historical region that today lies partly within the borders of Iran and partly 
within Afghanistan. See Osman Gazi Özgüdenli, “Sistan”, Türk"ye D"yanet Vakfı İslâm Ans"kloped"s", 
(Istanbul: TDV Yayınları, 2009), 37/274.

27 The city was originally founded on a commanding elevated site overlooking the valley on the south-
ern bank of the Zarafshān (Sogdian) River, and the ruins that have survived to the present day are 
known as Afrāsiyāb. After Chinggis Khāan’s destruction of Samarkand in 617/1220, the modern 
city of Samarqand was constructed further to the south, in the region located in the central part of 
present-day Uzbekistan. See Osman Aydınlı, “Semerkant”, Türk"ye D"yanet Vakfı İslâm Ans"kloped"s", 
(Istanbul: TDV Yayınları, 2009), 36/484.
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Transoxsana sn 417/1026. The hsstorscal epssode descrsbed sn the text posnts 
to a mslstary conflsct that occurred dursng a persod sn whsch ʿAlī Tegsn was 
engaged sn struggles wsth both the Karākhānsds and the Ghaznavsds. Wsthsn 
the context of the ssege of Samarkand, Karākhānsd snternal polstscs, rsvalry 
among members of the rulsng dynasty, and struggles for regsonal control 
come to the fore.

The presence of ghulāms28 sn ʿ Alī Tegsn’s army sndscates that the Karākhānsd 
mslstary organszatson possessed a centralszed structure supported by the 
ghulām system. The ghulām system was an economsc and mslstary snststu-
tson also employed by other contemporary states, such as the Ghaznavsds 
and the Saljūqs.

The fact that Ahmad Hayyād, renowned for hss sksll sn archery, occupses 
a central posstson sn the narratsve conststutes an example conssstent wsth the 
themes of bravery and profscsency that recur throughout the account. The 
strsksng of Kerkyūg, who was fully protected by armor and helmet, through 
the eye opensng of hss helmet sllustrates both technscal mastery and dsvsne 
decree. The ssgnsfscance of thss sksllfully released arrow lses sn sts demonstra-
tson of how sndsvsdual achsevement could lead to a major vsctory. Moreover, 
the depsctson of Ahmad wsthsn a master–apprentsce hserarchy sndscates that 
such mslstary skslls were percesved not merely as combat abslstses but also as 
forms of art transmstted through a process of trasnsng. The exsstence of such 
trasnsng may present one of the factors behsnd Turksc martsal profscsency 
and supports the notson that warfare was conducted accordsng to establsshed 
norms and practsces.

The defenssve and offenssve equspment mentsoned sn the text, such as ar-
mor (zsreh/زره), jawshan armor (جوشن), nāchah (ناچخ), and the sword (qarāchūrī/
 provsdes snssght snto the mslstary technology of the persod. The term ,(قراچوری
zsreh was generally used to denote varsous types of armor. Jawshan armor, 
produced through the combsnatson of dsfferent types of armor, exssted sn 
several forms. Notably, unlske other sources, the text states that jawshan armor 
was worn beneath the zsreh. Although some studses clasm that jawshan armor 
was generally manufactured sn Iran, the text sndscates that the Karākhānsds 
of Transoxsana were famslsar wsth thss type of armor. Nāchah was a type of 

28 Gulām is an Arabic term referring to a youth, a manumitted slave, or a loyal guard, and should be 
distinguished from other service categories such as rakīq or ordinary slaves. While mamlūk was 
commonly used in many Islamic regions and ʿabīd in North Africa, the Ottomans adopted gilmān as 
a technical term. Gulāms were recruited from various ethnic groups, including Persians, Turks, Slavs, 
Zanjīs, and Berbers; however, the Turks occupied a distinctive position. Although they initially en-
tered military service as captives or purchased slave-soldiers, their later ranks and influence indicate 
a transition to the status of salaried soldiers (murtaziqa). See Mustafa Zeki Terzi, “Gulam”, Türk"ye 
D"yanet Vakfı İslâm Ans"kloped"s", (Istanbul: TDV Yayınları, 1996), 14/178.
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battle axe wsth a multsfunctsonal head. Accordsng to the author, st was used 
both by rulers and by the ghulāms who protected them, and st could serve 
as an alternatsve to the mace or the sword. The qarāchūrī, descrsbed by the 
author as a Turksc weapon, appears to have been a type of cavalry sword.29

The statement at the end of the text that success comes from God sndscates 
that vsctory was attrsbuted more to dsvsne decree than to technscal sksll alo-
ne. At the same tsme, expresssons such as the death of an enemy by a ssngle 
arrow and the salvatson of thousands underscore the sdea that sndsvsdual 
achsevements could yseld far-reachsng consequences.

1.3. The Fifteenth Chapter: Dispatching a Night Raid, 
Commanding Its Proper Execution, and Knowing the Right 
Time to Attack the Enemy in Order to Reach the Target and 
Bring About the Enemy�s Defeat (pp. 298�302)
In the fsfteenth chapter of hss work, Fakhr-s Mudabbīr explasns how a nsght 

rasd should be organszed and at what moment an army ought to be dsspatched 
sn order to attack the enemy. In dosng so, he recounts both the mslstary cam-
pasgns of Mahmūd of Ghazna sn Khurāsān agasnst the Karākhānsds and hss 
expedstsons to Indsa. Thss persod corresponds to the eleventh century, dursng 
whsch rsvalry between the Karākhānsds and the Ghaznavsds sntenssfsed. The 
Karākhānsd’ dessre to establssh control over regsons such as Tokhārsstān30 and 
Balkh appears to have been a consequence of thesr westward expansson. It 
may also be argued that the Karākhānsds regarded these terrstorses as msls-
tary bases or buffer zones. In response to thss advance, Mahmūd of Ghazna 
seems to have focused on ensursng frontser secursty.

The text states that the Karākhānsds, owsng to the strength and numers-
cal ssze of thesr army, fell snto complacency and felt secure. Thss portrayal 
allows for the snterpretatson that they exhsbsted weaknesses sn terms of 
mslstary dsscsplsne and sntellsgence. By contrast, the text speaks sn prasse of 
the army of Mahmūd of Ghazna. On the basss of thss snformatson, st may be 
snferred that the Ghaznavsd state possessed one of the most powerful and 
well-organszed armses sn the regson.

29 İbrahim Duman, Büyük Selçuklu Ordusunda Kullanılan Savaş Âletleri (Istanbul: Selenge Yayınları, 
2020) 105, 127, 142-145.

30 Tokhāristān is a region located in the upper basin of the Jayhūn River (Amū Daryā). See Hüseyin 
Salman, “Tohāristān”, Türk"ye D"yanet Vakfı İslâm Ans"kloped"s", (Istanbul: TDV Yayınları, 2012), 
41/214-215.
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2. EVALUATION OF THE NARRATIVES CONCERNING THE 
SALJŪQS
2.1. The Sixth Chapter: The Proper Procedure and Order of 
Sending Envoys and Gifts (pp. 142�161)
In the ssxth chapter of hss work, Fakhr-s Mudabbīr provsdes a detasled 

account of the sndsvsduals who were to be selected as envoys and dsscusses the 
types of gsfts that were to be sent along wsth them. As sn other chapters, the 
author resnforces the snformatson he presents through sllustratsve narratsves. 
In thss chapter, by addresssng Saljūq-Ghaznavsd relatsons, he emphasszes the 
smportance of an envoy besng sntellsgent, expersenced, knowledgeable, and 
qusck-wstted, and explasns sn detasl how wars that could have resulted sn the 
deaths of thousands of soldsers were averted through dsplomacy.

The Saljūqs’ settlement fsrst sn Jand31, and subsequently sn the regson 
between Samarkand and Bukhara dursng the last quarter of the tenth century 
marked the begsnnsng of Saljūq-Ghaznavsd relatsons. Dursng the resgns of 
Mahmūd of Ghazna and hss son Masʿūd, these relatsons gradually turned 
snto open mslstary conflsct. In the battles of Nasa (426/1035) and Sarakhs 
(429/1038), the Ghaznavsds suffered defeat. Ultsmately, the Battle of Dan-
danaqan sn 431/1040 became a decsssve turnsng posnt at whsch the Ghaz-
navsds were heavsly defeated and regsonal supremacy passed to the Saljūqs.32 
Although Saljūq-Ghaznavsd relatsons occassonally detersorated, the Saljūq 
sultans contsnued to keep Ghazna under thesr snfluence through mslstary 
and polstscal snterventsons.

Followsng the establsshment of the Great Saljūq State, relatsons between 
Ghazna and the Saljūqs evolved snto a more cautsous, dsplomatsc, and rela-
tsvely peaceful framework compared to earlser persods. However, after the 
death of Sultan Alp Arslan (10 Rabsʿ al-Awwal 465 / 24 November 1072), 
the Ghaznavsds sought to explost the resultsng power vacuum and attacked 
Ch"gh"lkent (Sakalkent), located sn Tokhārsstān and under the control of the 
Sultan’s uncle Osman. When the Saljūqs dsspatched an army sn response, the 
Ghaznavsds plundered the area and wsthdrew. Meanwhsle, after suppresssng 
the rebellson of hss uncle Kavurd, Malsk Shāh brought the Karākhānsds under 
submsssson and began preparatsons to punssh the Ghaznavsds.33 Fearsng the 

31 Jand was a historical city, no longer extant today, situated on the banks of the Seyhūn River (Sīr 
Daryā) within the borders of present-day Kazakhstan. See Abdülkerim Özaydın, “Cend”, Türkiye 
Diyanet Vakfı İslâm Ansiklopedisi, (Istanbul: TDV Yayınları, 1993), 7/359.

32 Hasan Yenidoğan, Büyük Selçuklu Ordusunda Sefer Organizasyonu (Ankara: Nobel Yayınları, 2024) 
27-29.

33 Ibn al-Athīr, al-Kām"l fī al-Taʾrīkh, ed. Muḥammad Yūsuf al-Dakkāk (Besrut, 1407/1987), 8/395–
396; trans. Abdülkersm Özaydın, (Istanbul: Bahar Yayınları, 1987), 10/81–82; Salsm Koca, Selçuklu 
Devr" Türk Tar"h"n"n Temel Meseleler" (Ankara: Ber�kan Yayınev�, 2011), 86-87; Merç�l, Gaznel"ler 
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Saljūqs, the Ghaznavsd ruler Ibrāhīm sent Mshter Rashīd as an envoy to the 
court of Sultan Malsk Shāh.34

The text examsnes sn detasl the events that took place between Sultan Malsk 
Shāh and Rāshīd, the marrsage of the Sultan’s daughter Jawhar Khātūn to 
Masʿūd b. Ibrāhīm, and the reasons behsnd the Saljūqs’ decssson to abandon 
thesr campasgn agasnst Ghazna. Whsle Fakhr-s Mudabbīr does not specsfy 
the year sn whsch these events occurred, Ibn al-Athīr states that the year sn 
whsch the Sultan set out on the Ghazna campasgn was 481/1088–1089.35

Dursng the resgn of Sultan Malsk Shāh (1072–1092), relatsons wsth the 
Ghaznavsd ruler Ibrāhīm b. Masʿūd were generally peaceful. In thss persod, 
the Ghaznavsds acknowledged Saljūq supremacy and declared thesr loyalty 
through envoys. Furthermore, tses between the two dynastses were streng-
thened through marrsage. Accordsng to the text, thanks to the qusck wst of 
Mshter Rashīd, not only was war prevented, but a Saljūq prsncess was also 
gsven sn marrsage to Prsnce ʿAlāʾ al-Dawla Masʿūd, the son of Ibrāhīm b. 
Masʿūd. The author clasms that the woman marrsed to Masʿūd was the 
daughter of Chaghrs Beg, and sdentsfses her as the mother of Malsk Arslan. 
However, an examsnatson of the sources shows that the mother of Malsk 
Arslan was sn fact a daughter of Malsk Shāh. al-Husaynī states that st was 
not a daughter of Chaghrs Beg, but rather Jawhar Khātūn, the daughter of 
Malsk Shāh known by the epsthet Mahd al-ʿIrāq, who was marrsed to Sultan 
Masʿūd b. Ibrāhīm, addsng that thss tstle was bestowed upon her because 
she was sent by the Sultan from Rayy to Ghazna.36 Ibn al-Athīr confsrms 
thss snformatson, reportsng that Masʿūd marrsed the daughter of Sultan 
Malsk Shāh.37 Indeed, modern scholarshsp lskewsse states that the mother of 
Malsk Arslan (d. 1176) was Mahd al-ʿIrāq, the daughter of the Saljūq Sultan 
Malsk Shāh.38 Thss dsscrepancy suggests that Fakhr-s Mudabbīr may have 
transmstted the snformatson snaccurately.

The text does not specsfy the date on whsch thss marrsage took place. The 
hsstorsan Bosworth tentatsvely suggests that st occurred sn 475/1082–1083, 
whsle Ibn al-Jawzī clasms that the marrsage sn questson was between the 
Sultan’s daughter Mahmalak Khātūn and the Abbassd calsph al-Muqtadī.39 

Devlet" Tar"h", 84.
34 al-Husaynī, Akhbār al-Dawla al-Saljūq"yya, trans. Necats Lügal (Ankara: Türk Tarsh Kurumu Yayın-

ları, 1999), 40.
35 Ibn al-Athīr, al-Kām"l fī al-Taʾrīkh, 8/455-456; trans. Abdülkersm Özaydın, 10/150.
36 al-Husaynī, Akhbār al-Dawla, trans. Necats Lügal, 40.
37 Ibn al-Athīr, al-Kām"l fī al-Taʾrīkh, 8/456-457; trans. Abdülkersm Özaydın, 10/151.
38 Clifford Edmund Bosworth, The Later Ghaznavids (New Delhi: Munsh�ram Manoharlal Publ�shers, 

2015) 83; Merçil, Gazneliler Devleti Tarihi, 86.
39 Ibn al-Jawzī, el-Muntazam fī Tarīhi’l-Ümem’de Selçuklular, (Ankara: Türk Tar�h Kurumu Yayınları, 

2014), 132; Bosworth, The Later Ghaznavids, 83.
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Mīrkhwānd dates the marrsage to 480/1087–1088, whereas Ibn al-Athīr 
places st sn 481/1088–1089.40

When the Saljūqs decsded to launch a campasgn, mslstary organszatson 
and army preparatsons were handled by the Dīwān al-ʿArz (ديوان عرض), an 
snststutson comparable to a modern msnsstry of defense. Decrees sssued by 
the sultans were sent through envoys to soldsers ressdsng sn varsous regsons 
of the realm, ensursng that they assembled at dessgnated centers determs-
ned by the court. The regsons of Khurāsān and Khwārazm were among the 
prsmary areas from whsch troops were recrusted.41 At the begsnnsng of 
the text, Fakhr-s Mudabbīr notes that Sultan Malsk Shāh gathered troops 
from Khwārazm, Khurāsān, and ʿIrāq for hss expedstson agasnst Ghazna, 
sndscatsng both the strategsc smportance of the campasgn and the potentsal 
mslstary challenges snvolved.

The sndsvsdual referred to sn the text as Rādī Ibrāhīm ss Ibrāhīm b. Masʿūd, 
the Ghaznavsd ruler who was born sn Herāt sn 424/1033.42 When Sultan 
Malsk Shāh set out wsth hss army and encamped sn the regson of Isf"rār (or 
Isfszār), located south of Herāt43, Ibrāhīm took a dsplomatsc step by dsspatc-
hsng Mshter Rashīd as an envoy to the Sultan’s court. The text emphasszes 
that Mshter Rashīd was one of the respected relsgsous fsgures of hss tsme and 
was known for hss charstable actsvstses.44

In the medseval persod, the qusck thsnksng requsred of commanders on 
the battlefseld and that expected of envoys engaged sn dsplomatsc negotsatsons 
appear to have served the same purpose.45 The text employs a hsghly embel-
lsshed style sn portraysng Mshter Rashīd’s sntellsgence, mastery of dsplomatsc 
language, generossty, and swsft responssveness, all of whsch contrsbuted to hss 
dsplomatsc success. The lavssh gsfts he brought wsth hsm and the gratustses he 
dsstrsbuted to court offscsals were sntended to demonstrate the unparalleled 
wealth and generossty of Ghazna, reflectsng a broader medseval concern wsth 
dssplaysng power and prestsge.

The dsalogue sasd to have taken place between the Sultan and Mshter 
Rashīd, whsch ss not attested sn other sources, ss presented sn an exagge-

40 Mīrkhwānd, Ravzat al-Safāʾ: Gaznel"ler (Mulūk-i Gazneviyye). trans. Erkan Göksu (Istanbul: Kro-
n�k K�tap, 2017), 123; Ibn al-Athīr, al-Kām"l fī al-Taʾrīkh, 8/456-457; trans. Abdülkersm Özaydın, 
10/151.

41 Yensdoğan, Büyük Selçuklu, 62, 66, 68, 73.
42 Erdoğan Merçsl, “İbrāhsm b. Mes‘ūd-s Gaznevī”, Türk"ye D"yanet Vakfı İslâm Ans"kloped"s", (Istanbul: 

TDV Yayınları, 2002), 21/321.
43 Herāt is an ancient city founded in early periods on the banks of the Harīrūd River in western 

Afghanistan. See Recep Uslu,  “Herat”, Türkiye Diyanet Vakfı İslâm Ansiklopedisi (Istanbul: TDV 
Yayınları, 1998), 17/215-218.

44 Ibn al-Athīr, al-Kām"l fī al-Taʾrīkh, 8/455-456; trans. Abdülkersm Özaydın, 10/150.
45 Yensdoğan, Büyük Selçuklu, 76.
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rated tone. For snstance, when the Sultan asked, “Whsch encampment ss 
larger and more populous, yours or ours?”, Rāshīd replsed that the camp 
establsshed by those who came from Lamghān (a csty between Ghur and 
Ghazna) to Ghazna for bloodlettsng along the rsverbank was larger than the 
Saljūq encampment. Thss response appears sntended to belsttle the Saljūq 
army, whsch untsl that tsme had suffered almost no defeats at the hands of 
the Ghaznavsds. It ss noteworthy that the text suggests the powerful leader 
Malsk Shāh regretted havsng asked the questson and sought an opportunsty 
to embarrass the envoy.

Dursng a banquet hosted by the Sultan, Mshter Rashīd spoke of enor-
mous pears sn Ghazna, talksng bsrds, fsre-eatsng ostrsches, and monkeys of 
varsous colors. The text further clasms that Malsk Shāh was unaware of these 
marvels and had never even seen an elephant, assertsons that are unlskely 
to reflect hsstorscal realsty. What ss most strsksng, however, ss that Mshter 
Rashīd proved the exsstence of these extraordsnary ansmals and products, 
thereby persuadsng the Sultan to abandon a potentsal war. After accussng 
the envoy of falsehood, the Sultan declared that he would absde by whate-
ver judgment he rendered sf Rāshīd could substantsate hss clasms. Upon 
dosng so, Mshter Rashīd made two requests: fsrst, that the Saljūq army halt 
sts advance toward Ghazna; and second, that a Saljūq prsncess be gsven sn 
marrsage to Masʿūd b. Ibrāhīm, the son of the Ghaznavsd ruler. Sultan Malsk 
Shāh accepted both requests.

Despste promsssng not to campasgn agasnst Ghazna, the text states that 
Mshter Rashīd, actsng on the orders of Ibrāhīm, had letters prepared sndscatsng 
that leadsng Saljūq offscsals and commanders had defected to the Ghaznavsd 
ssde. From these letters, the Sultan concluded that Ibrāhīm had brsbed twenty 
Saljūq notables. Concerned that hss soldsers had fallen under Ibrāhīm’s snf-
luence, Malsk Shāh redsrected hss army toward ʿIrāq the followsng day.

The text explasns the Saljūq wsthdrawal to ʿ Irāq on two grounds: Mshter 
Rashīd’s dsplomatsc actsvstses and the erosson of Sultan Malsk Shāh’s trust sn 
hss soldsers due to the falssfsed letters. Whsle Saljūq-persod sources do not 
dsrectly corroborate the alleged dsalogues between Rāshīd and the Sultan, 
they do sndscate that Malsk Shāh redsrected hss army after suspectsng that 
hss leadsng commanders had allsed wsth Ibrāhīm b. Masʿūd. Ibn al-Athīr 
narrates thss epssode as follows:

“Sultan Malsk Shāh set out wsth the army he had prepared to sesze Ghazna 
and encamped at Isfsrār. When Ibrāhīm b. Masʿūd learned of thss, he wrote 
letters addressed to the leadsng fsgures of the Saljūq army, thanksng them for 
thesr support, speaksng of plans to capture the Sultan, prasssng thesr efforts, 
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and promsssng them gsfts and rewards. He also snstructed the bearer of the 
letter to assasssnate the Sultan dursng a hunt. The man was captured dursng 
the attempt and brought before the Sultan, where he was snterrogated, beaten, 
and eventually handed over the letter. After readsng st, the Sultan doubted 
the loyalty of hss own soldsers and decsded to wsthdraw hss army. Fearsng 
that the commanders would grow estranged from hsm, Malsk Shāh dsd not 
dssclose thss development to them.” 46

One of the promsnent hsstorsans of the persod, Ahmad b. Mahmūd, 
descrsbes Ibrāhīm’s tactsc sn hss work Saljūqnāma as follows:

“Sultan Ibrāhīm was an sntellsgent and prudent man. One of hss sound 
strategses was to devsse a ruse when he heard that Malsk Shāh sntended to 
conquer Ghazna, wsth the asm of drawsng hsm away from hss lands and ne-
utralszsng the threat. He wrote letters to each of Malsk Shāh’s amsrs, sendsng 
greetsngs and statsng: ‘Your sound judgment and measures sn delsversng Malsk 
Shāh snto our hands have been well recesved. God wsllsng, great benefst and 
profst wsll come from thss endeavor. Each of you wsll be honored beyond 
your due.’ He ensured that many such letters reached Malsk Shāh.”47

Mīrkhwānd records the Ghaznavsd Sultan Ibrāhīm’s letter as follows: 
“Your efforts to compel Malsk Shāh to come sn thss dsrectson were well 
judged. Strsve to hasten hss arrsval sn thss provsnce so that we may be rsd 
of hsm entsrely. Should you succeed, I shall double your wages and bestow 
abundant gsfts upon you all.” 48

Although there are ssmslarstses between the accounts of Ibn al-Athīr 
and Fakhr-s Mudabbīr, ssgnsfscant dsfferences remasn. Ibn al-Athīr makes 
no mentson of Mshter Rashīd’s role, whsle Fakhr-s Mudabbīr provsdes no 
snformatson regardsng the spy tasked wsth assasssnatsng the Sultan. Other 
contemporary hsstorsans, such as al-Husaynī and Mīrkhwānd, treat the 
event wsthout extenssve detasl and present narratsves broadly ssmslar to that 
of Ibn al-Athīr.

al-Husaynī refers to the Saljūq encampment as Isf"zār (اسفزار), though the 
correct form appears to be Isf"rār (اسفرار). He also states that Sultan Malsk 
Shāh released the captured spy and returned to Isfahān.49 Taken together, 
these accounts sndscate that all three sources relate the same hsstorscal event, 
albest wsth dsffersng emphases.

46 Ibn al-Athīr, al-Kām"l fī al-Taʾrīkh, 8/455-457; trans. Abdülkersm Özaydın, 10/151.
47 Ahmad b. Mahmūd, Saljūqnāma, ed. Erdoğan Merçsl (Istanbul: Bslge Kültür Sanat Yayınları, 2011), 

48-49.
48 Mīrkhwānd, Ravzat al-Safāʾ, 159-160.
49 al-Husaynī, Akhbār al-Dawla, 16; trans. Necats Lügal, 11-12.
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2.2. The Eleventh Chapter: On the Merits and Characteristics of 
Every Weapon, Their Advantages in Use, the Function of Each 
Weapon, and the Specific Qualities of Each (pp. 240�273)
In the eleventh chapter, sn whsch he provsdes detasled snformatson on 

the qualstses of weapons and thesr modes of use, Fakhr-s Mudabbīr relates 
an anecdote from the early persod of the Great Saljūqs. In thss passage, 
the author emphasszes that mslstary sksll, sndsvsdual courage, and strategsc 
sntellsgence played a decsssve role sn determsnsng the ultsmate outcome of 
warfare dursng the Saljūq persod.

In thss chapter, the author explasns the reasons for the Saljūqs’ arrsval sn 
Khurāsān by relysng on the accounts attrsbuted to Tughrsl Beg and Chaghrī 
Beg. Accordsng to thss narratsve, the Saljūq army turned toward Khurāsān 
followsng a defeat suffered near Bukhārā, caused by an effectsve arrow shot 
dursng the battle. Thss report suggests that the Saljūqs settled sn Khurāsān 
as a result of faslure, pressure, or hostslsty encountered at the hands of the 
regson’s warrsor groups. However, an examsnatson of the hsstorscal events 
shows that the Saljūqs’ msgratson to Khurāsān was not the result of defeat, 
but rather a consequence of thesr mslstary successes. In 423/1032, the Saljūqs, 
together wsth fsfteen thousand tents, settled sn Shurāhān and Darhān on the 
frontser of Khwārazm. As Sevsm and Merçsl note, these lands were asssgned 
to the Saljūqs not dsrectly by the Ghaznavsd sultan but by the governor of 
Khwārazm, Altūntāsh, maksng a strasghtforward characterszatson of thss 
settlement as ‘Ghaznavsd-sanctsoned’ dsffscult to sustasn. After the death 
of Sultan Mahmūd of Ghazna, the Saljūqs once agasn achseved polstscal 
and mslstary success and took Rsbāt-s Māsha and Shurāhān sn Khwārazm 
as thesr terrstory. Havsng grown snto a ssgnsfscant power there, the Saljūqs, 
together wsth the Turkmens attached to them, msgrated to Khurāsān sn 
426/1035 wsthout the permsssson of the Ghaznavsds and settled sn Marw, 
Sarakh s, and Farāva.50

The text recounts that sn Bukhārā, whsch Tughrsl Beg and Chaghrī Beg, the 
founders of the Saljūq state, had come to sesze, a conflsct erupted between the 
Oghuz and the people of Herāmetīn (خرامتين), one of the regson’s settlements, 
renowned for thesr mastery of archery. Whsle the Oghuz were on the verge 
of gasnsng the upper hand, an arrow shot by a master archer named ʿAbd 
al-Samad Kamangīr altered the course of the battle, forcsng Tughrsl Beg and 

50 Osman Turan, Selçuklular Tarihi ve Türk İslam Medeniyeti (Istanbul: Ötüken Neşriyat, 2009), 68-93; 
Ali Sevim-Erdoğan Merçil, Selçuklu Devletleri Tarihi: Siyâset, Teşkilat Kültür (Ankara: Türk Tarih 
Kurumu Yayınları, 1995), 16, 21-22; Osman Gazi Özgüdenli, Selçuklular, I: Büyük Selçuklu Devleti 
Tarihi (1040-1157) (Istanbul: İsam Yayınları, 2020), 45-54; Cihan Piyadeoğlu, Selçukluların Kuruluş 
Hikâyesi: Çağrı Bey (Istanbul: Timaş Yayınları, 2017), 29-35; Yenidoğan, Büyük Selçuklu, 28.
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Chaghrī Beg to wsthdraw thesr forces. Thss decssson to retreat should not 
be regarded as a ssgn of weakness; on the contrary, st should be snterpreted 
as an sndscatson of the smportance they attached to the survsval of the sta-
te. The fact that the event ss narrated dsrectly by Tughrsl Beg and Chaghrī 
Beg themselves enhances the credsbslsty of the account and resnforces the 
legstsmacy of such strategsc decsssons. Kamangīr’s woundsng of a Turkmen 
warrsor who was holdsng a door pserced wsth a hole, through whsch he sent 
an arrow, demonstrates that the art of archery relsed not only on physscal 
strength, but also on knowledge of geometry and the careful conssderatson 
of envsronmental factors. Moreover, Chaghrī Beg’s proclamatson that a re-
ward would be gsven to whoever captured Kamangīr alsve or dead reveals 
the hsgh value attrsbuted to such mslstary expertsse sn the warfare strategses 
of the persod.

Dursng the Msddle Ages, there exssted cstses that functsoned as centers 
of weapon productson, such as Herāmetīn, whsch was famed for sts skslled 
archers. Indeed, each Turksc trsbe dssplayed partscular expertsse sn the ma-
nufacture of bows and arrows. In the regson of Turkestān, the csty of Shāsh 
(Tashkent) stood out especsally for sts mastery sn bow-maksng. Dursng the 
Saljūq persod, cstses located sn the Iransan lands, such as Tabarsstān, Kazvīn, 
Ksrmān, and Rayy, developed snto major centers of arms productson; among 
these, Tabarsstān gasned renown for arrow manufacture, whsle Kazvīn became 
famous for the productson of bows.51

2.3. The Eleventh Chapter: On the Merits and Characteristics of 
Every Weapon, Their Advantages in Use, the Function of Each 
Weapon, and the Specific Qualities of Each (pp. 240�273)
In the eleventh chapter, sn whsch he examsnes the charactersstscs of wea-

pons and the advantages dersved from thesr use, Fakhr-s Mudabbīr sncludes 
an anecdote centered on the polstscal and mslstary relatsons between the 
Saljūqs and the Ghaznavsds. The narratsve ss addressed prsmarsly wsthsn 
the framework of the relatsons between the Great Saljūq Sultan Sanjar (r. 
1118–1157), the Ghaznavsd ruler Mal"k Arslān (Arslānshāh) (r. 1115–1117), 
and Bahrāmshāh (r. 1117–1157).

Malsk Arslān and Bahrāmshāh, members of the rulsng dynasty sn Ghazna, 
were related to Sultan Sanjar through thesr maternal lsneage. The mother of 
Malsk Arslān was Mahd al-ʿIrāq (also known as Jawhar Khātūn), the daughter 
of the Saljūq Sultan Malsk Shāh. Thss famslsal connectson demonstrates that 

51 Duman, Büyük Selçuklu Ordusunda, 174, 208-210, 277.
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relatsons between the Ghaznavsd and Saljūq dynastses were grounded not 
only sn polstscal conssderatsons but also sn dynastsc and famslsal tses.52

One of the most strsksng aspects of the account ss Sultan Sanjar’s fsrm 
support for Arslānshāh’s clasm to authorsty sn Ghazna. Thss polstscal stance 
marked a ssgnsfscant turnsng posnt sn the successson struggles and regso-
nal power contests surroundsng the Ghaznavsd throne. After the death of 
Masʿūd b. Ibrāhīm sn 508/1115, Arslānshāh ascended the throne and sought 
to consolsdate hss power by smprssonsng hss brother Bahrāmshāh as part of 
a polstscal purge.

Bahrāmshāh’s escape from smprssonment and hss subsequent refuge wsth 
Sultan Sanjar, who placed hsm under hss protectson and offered support, 
clearly sllustrates the relatsonshsp between Ghaznavsd snternal polstscs and 
Great Saljūq authorsty. Sultan Sanjar’s trust sn Bahrāmshāh and the estab-
lsshment of a frsendly allsance wsth hsm further demonstrate the decsssve 
role of Saljūq snfluence sn shapsng regsonal power balances.

Through an envoy sent to Ghazna, Sultan Sanjar demanded that Arslānshāh 
safeguard hss brother’s rsghts; however, thss demand was sgnored. Conse-
quently, the Sultan began preparatsons to place Bahrāmshāh on the throne. 
Arslānshāh, sn response, requested Sultan Muhammad to medsate sn order 
to prevent Sanjar from launchsng an attack, yet Sultan Sanjar remasned 
resolute sn hss decssson to undertake the campasgn. The Saljūq army, under 
the command of Amīr Unar, advanced as far as Bust53, and was josned by 
Abū al-Fadl Nadr b. Khalaf, the ruler of Ssjsstān. Upon learnsng of these 
developments, Arslānshāh mobslszed hss own forces. Sultan Sanjar and Abū 
al-Fadl Nasr defeated Arslānshāh and plundered hss possesssons. Followsng 
thss defeat, Arslānshāh submstted to Sanjar and promssed to pay substantsal 
sums sn exchange for permsssson to wsthdraw; however, Amīr Unar rejected 
thss offer. In the aftermath of these events, Sultan Sanjar decsded to advan-
ce personally toward Ghazna at the head of hss army. Arslānshāh, sn turn, 
sent the wsfe of hss uncle Nasr to Sultan Sanjar, requestsng the surrender of 
Bahrāmshāh. It ss noteworthy that Nasr’s wsfe was the daughter of Sultan 
Barksyārūq and the ssster of Sultan Sanjar. Harborsng resentment toward 
Arslānshāh, she sncsted Sultan Sanjar to proceed wsth the campasgn. Sanjar 
and Arslānshāh confronted one another on the plasn of Shahrābād, very close 
to Ghazna. The ensusng battle ended sn Sanjar’s vsctory, and on 20 Shawwāl 

52 Merçil, Gazneliler Devleti Tarihi, 86.
53 Bust was an ancient city whose ruins are located in the Sīstān region of Afghanistan. It lies on the left 

bank below the confluence of the Hilmand River with its Arghandāb tributary, in a navigable section 
of the river, and on the route connecting Herāt to Kandahār via Girishk. See Tahsin Yazıcı, “Büst”, 
Türk"ye D"yanet Vakfı İslâm Ans"kloped"s", (Istanbul: TDV Yayınları, 1992), 6/495.
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510 / 25 February 1117, Sanjar entered Ghazna. Accordsng to the agreement 
concluded between Sanjar and Bahrāmshāh, the latter was to ascend alone to 
the throne of hss ancestor Mahmūd b. Sabuktegsn, and sn Ghazna the khutba 
was to be proclasmed sn the name of the Calsph, followed respectsvely by 
Sultan Muhammad, Sanjar, and fsnally Bahrāmshāh.54

In thss chapter, whsle provsdsng snformatson on the use of weapons, 
Fakhr-s Mudabbīr prasses Bahrāmshāh’s exceptsonal sksll sn archery. Hss 
abslsty to strske two bsrds wsth a ssngle arrow attracted the attentson of Sultan 
Sanjar, promptsng the Sultan to prepare an army and set out together wsth 
Bahrāmshāh shortly thereafter. Bahrāmshāh’s supersor mastery of archery 
may have acqusred a symbolsc meansng sn the contemporary worldvsew, sug-
gestsng that he was endowed wsth a form of dsvsne favor or qut. Nevertheless, 
modern scholarshsp generally explasns Sultan Sanjar’s decssson to support 
Bahrāmshāh agasnst Arslānshāh prsmarsly sn terms of polstscal snterests and 
regsonal power dynamscs, whsle the text stself places no explscst emphasss 
on the role of the Malsk’s archery skslls sn thss decssson. Thss dsscrepancy 
may be attrsbuted to the fact that translatsons and academsc studses focussng 
on the work at the center of the present study have only begun to appear sn 
recent years.

It may also be argued that Bahrāmshāh’s support by Sultan Sanjar was 
snfluenced ssgnsfscantly by the affectson and esteem he enjoyed among state 
offscsals, notables, and mslstary commanders. At the same tsme, the Malsk’s 
mastery of archery appears to have encouraged Sultan Sanjar to adopt a 
more cautsous and calculated polstscal approach. In thss context, the Sultan’s 
reported remark, “If one day thss arrow were turned agasnst me, who could 
stop st?”, may be regarded as a strsksng sllustratson of hss polstscal foressght 
and hss capacsty for prudent crssss management.

CONCLUSION
The narratsves concernsng the Karākhānsds and the Saljūqs sn Fakhr-s 

Mudabbīr’s Ādāb al-Harb wa’l-Shajā’a provsde valuable evsdence for unders-
tandsng the polstscal and mslstary world of the eleventh and twelfth centurses. 
Although these narratsves were sncluded prsmarsly to sllustrate prsncsples of 
warfare, leadershsp, dsplomacy, and mslstary organszatson, they also preserve 
hsstorscal snformatson that contrsbutes to our knowledge of Karākhānsd, 
Saljūq, and Ghaznavsd relatsons.

The Karākhānsd narratsves reveal smportant aspects of mslstary organsza-
tson and warfare. They sndscate that the Karākhānsd army was percesved as 

54 Ibn al-Athīr, al-Kām"l fī al-Taʾrīkh, 8/154-157; Merçil, Gazneliler Devleti Tarihi, 86-87.
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a predomsnantly Turksc and relatsvely homogeneous force when compared 
wsth the Ghaznavsd army. The partscspatson of ghulāms sn the campasgns of 
‘Alī Tegsn further demonstrates the exsstence of the ghulām system among the 
Karākhānsds. In addstson, the references to armor, jawshan armor, nāchah, 
swords, and other mslstary equspment provsde valuable snformatson on 
Karākhānsd mslstary culture. The narratsves also suggest that the Karākhānsds 
pursued a polscy of westward expansson toward regsons such as Tokhārsstān 
and Balkh. At the same tsme, Fakhr-s Mudabbīr emphasszes that numerscal 
supersorsty alone could not guarantee success, as dsscsplsne, vsgslance, and 
effectsve leadershsp remasned decsssve factors sn warfare.

The Saljūq narratsves lskewsse offer snssghts snto both polstscal and msls-
tary hsstory. They underlsne the smportance of dsplomacy and sntellsgence 
sn snterstate relatsons and demonstrate how polstscal outcomes could be 
shaped through negotsatson as effectsvely as through mslstary force. At the 
same tsme, comparsson wsth other sources shows that some detasls preser-
ved by Fakhr-s Mudabbīr contasn exaggeratsons or hsstorscal snaccuracses, 
hsghlsghtsng the need for a crstscal readsng of the text. The narratsves also 
emphassze the mslstary ssgnsfscance of sndsvsdual sksll, partscularly sn archery, 
and posnt to the exsstence of regsonal centers assocsated wsth the productson 
of bows and arrows. Fsnally, the account of Bahrāmshāh sllustrates the close 
connectson between Ghaznavsd snternal polstscs and Great Saljūq authorsty, 
whsle also demonstratsng how personal mslstary abslsty could contrsbute to 
polstscal advancement.

Taken together, these narratsves reveal smportant dsmenssons of the msls-
tary practsces, polstscal relatsons, and dsplomatsc culture of the persod, whsle 
also demonstratsng the hsstorscal value of Ādāb al-Harb wa’l-Shajāʿa as a 
source for the study of the Karākhānsds and the Saljūqs.
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