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HULBUK: ARCHITECTURE AND MATERIAL CULTURE OF THE 
CAPITAL OF THE BANIJURIDS IN CENTRAL ASIA  

(NINTH–ELEVENTH CENTURIES)

The aim of this paper is to present a major site of medi-
eval Central Asia well known to archaeologists in Russia 
and Central Asia but less familiar to other scholars of 
Islamic art and the wider public in general.The medieval 
town of Hulbuk provides unique information about the 
Banijurids (ca. 847–963), a Turco-Iranian dynasty in the 
eastern part of Central Asia long overshadowed by the 
Samanids (875–999). This site, which sheltered a rich 
and powerful court, as shown by its palatial and monu-
mental architecture as well as its scenery, was most 
certainly the center of the Banijurid dynasty, from 
which it ruled Khuttal, in Tukharistan (the region of 
Balkh, Talaqan, Andarab, and Panjshir).

While writing my dissertation,1 I was surprised to dis-
cover that even though A. M. Belenitskii and B. A. Lit-
vinskii had each conducted considerable research in the 
early 1950s on the Banijurids,2 the archaeologist Ėrkinoi 
Guliamova, who studied this site for more than three 
decades (between 1953 and circa 1990), never correlated 
her archaeological data with their respective historical 
studies. Belenitskii and Litvinskii both examined how 
the Banijurids ruled Hulbuk under the patronage of 
larger dynasties such as the Samanids and the Ghaz-
navids (977–1186); such matters have been only partially 
addressed, if not totally neglected, until now. The aim 
of this paper is to propose a coherent hypothesis 
explaining why the Samanid amirs destroyed the two 
successive palaces of the Banijurids. By definitively rec-
onciling the archaeological data with the historical evi-
dence, something only imperfectly done until now, one 
may achieve a better understanding of the site and its 
background. 

I will first briefly contextualize the site geographically 
and historically. This will be followed by an account of 

the history of the archaeological excavations conducted 
on the citadel of Hulbuk and the discovery of the two 
palaces there. Lastly, I will present hitherto unpublished 
results arising from the excavations, which will serve to 
complete our vision of the material culture of this cap-
ital city.

THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE AND THE TEXTUAL 
EVIDENCE

Geographical location and toponymy

The medieval town of Hulbuk is located in southwestern 
Tajikistan, in the Kuliab district, 7 kilometers southwest 
of Vosé, in the center of the village of Kurbanshaid (37°, 
46′, 44″ N, 69°, 33′, 20″ E).3 It developed along the nar-
rowest point of an alluvial plain about 7 kilometers 
wide, located between the piedmont of the Pamir and 
the Khoja Mumin Mountain (around 1300 meters high) 
in the southeast. Hulbuk is situated slightly downstream 
of the confluence of the Kyzylsu4 and the Yakhsu (Aqsu) 
(figs. 1–5). To the south, about 25 kilometers down-
stream, the Kyzylsu joins the Amu Darya, the latter con-
stituting the border of Tajikistan with present-day 
Afghanistan. In maps based on medieval sources, 
Hulbuk is the last town before the mountainous regions 
of Badakhshan, Shughnan, and Wakhan (all currently 
divided between southern Tajikistan and northern Af-
ghanistan).5

 Despite Belenitskii’s publication in 1950 of an in-
depth study of the relevant medieval sources, in which 
he summarized Arabic and Persian historical docu-
ments relating to the history of Khuttal in general and 
Hulbuk in particular (see n. 2), archaeologists do not 
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Fig. 1. Map of Central Asia with the sites mentioned in the text

Fig. 2. Detail of a satellite landsat® image, ca. 2000 (N-45-35-2000)
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Fig. 3. Map of Tajikistan, based on U.N. map no. 3765 Rev. 11. (Map: Vladimir Bessarabov [UNCS Cartographer], April 13, 
2005)

seem to have been drawn to the area until recently. A 
complete update of these sources, which describe this 
region, the Banijurids, and the Abu Dawudids (ca. 847–
963), is still in progress. In this paper we will introduce 
only a historical outline and toponymic data essential 
for our comprehension of the area under examination. 

At the end of the nineteenth century, R. Michell 
reported that there was a village named Albak. Barthold 
mentioned that Hulbuk was near the modern city of 
Hulbagh.6 He also alluded to the Greek-Bactrian name 
identified by the historian Wilhelm Tomaschek, follow-
ing Ptolemy’s usage: Hulbuk corresponds to the Greek 
Χολβισίνα or Χόλβυσσα.7 A recent study by Rapin based 
on Ptolemy’s Geography associates the Greek toponym 
Χολβισίνα with Hulbuk.8 However, no remains or ancient 
ceramics have been found on the site. More recently, 

we note the frequent use of the toponym Khisht Tepe 
meaning stricto sensu “brick hill” in Persian.

According to historical sources from the tenth cen-
tury, Hulbuk was the main city and capital of Khuttal, 
or Khuttalan, a small region9 in the southeast of  
Ma wara ʾ al-nahr (Transoxiana), as reported by Ibn 
Hawqal.10 During the last quarter of the tenth century, 
we find the toponym Hulmuk in the Ḥudūd al-ʿālam 
(translated by Minorsky as The Regions of the World), 
where it is described as the king’s place of residence and 
the capital (qaṣaba) of Khattulan.11

Two other authors of the second half of the tenth cen-
tury, al-Istakhri and al-Muqaddasi, mention Khuttal and 
Hulbuk as the places where a sultan resided.12 Muqad-
dasi further specified that Hulbuk was the qaṣaba of 
Khuttal and that it had a Friday mosque.13
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The Islamic conquest of Khuttal

In addition to their expeditions against Constantinople 
and Northern Africa and Spain in 647, between 642 and 
665 the Muslims also made incursions into Central Asia. 
This was the first stage of the Umayyad conquests (642–
715) from northern Khurasan. The great region of 
Tukharistan was the first target of the invasion: Saʿid b. 
ʿUthman reached Tirmidh (Termez) and then con-
quered Khuttal in 675–76.14 Various sources inform us 
of the resistance shown by the kings (sing. malik) of 
Khuttal15 against the Muslim armies. Indeed, Tabari 
mentions that the princes of Bukhara, Khuttal, and Sa-
ghaniyan, in alliance with Tarkan Nizak, the Turkic 
prince of Tukharistan, led a military campaign in 704 
against the Umayyads in Tirmidh.16 Tabari also points 
out that the Arab commander Asad b. ʿAbd Allah  
al-Qasri tried to reconquer Khuttal in 726.17

It is clear that Turks inhabited Khuttal during the sev-
enth and eighth centuries. The region was not fully 

Fig. 4. Alluvial plain from the piedmont, situated in the 
northwest toward the Khoja Mumin Mountain (June 2005). 
The arrow points to the citadel of Hulbuk. (Photo: Pierre 
Siméon)

Fig. 5. Topographic scheme: Hulbuk, in the village of Kurbanshaid, based on a land registry plan created in 1970. (Map: 
Pierre Siméon)
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Nevertheless, with no evidence to the contrary, it 
seems that the Banijurid family survived under the 
Ghaznavids. Numismatic data also confirm that the 
dynasty continued into the first quarter of the eleventh 
century.26 In 1024, Khuttal was conquered by the 
Ghaznavid sultan Mahmud (d. 1029).27 It appears that 
the Ghaznavid and Qarakhanid28 princes brokered a 
deal with respect to this region, despite the fact that 
Khuttal, according to Bayhaqi, was still officially 
regarded as part of the lands belonging to the caliphate 
at the inauguration of the Abbasid caliph al-Qa ʾim in 
1031.29 

Hulbuk and Khuttal: Favorable conditions between 
Ma wara ʾ al-nahr and Khurasan

Since this has already been documented in my disserta-
tion, I will not refer here in detail to the roads, the mi-
cro-regional and regional network that linked Khuttal 
to the other regions of Central Asia, from Iran, northern 
Afghanistan, and India. However, I will briefly describe 
the advantage of this geographical location. 

As mentioned earlier, the Khuttal region, which was 
initially in the Turkic-Hephthalite sphere, was relatively 
late in rallying against the Muslim invaders. Local power 
was maintained until the ninth century, which later 
helped to legitimize the local dynasty that was gradu-
ally gaining autonomy vis-à-vis the powerful rulers of 
Ma wara ʾ al-nahr, the Samanids. Although Hulbuk is on 
the outskirts of the great urban center of Ma wara ʾ   
al-nahr, this town, like others (such as Tirmidh, Hala-
wand, Lawakand, Munk, and Qubadhiyan), held a pro-
pitious position on the margins of the Turkic territories 
and the surrounding major roads, along the Amu Darya 
and its secondary affluents (Surhon Darya, Vahs, and 
Kyzylsu). Hulbuk is located 250 kilometers from Balkh, 
via Tirmidh;30 from Balkh to Amul (currently Chardzhou 
in Uzbekistan),31 the road follows the Amu Darya and 
then branches off to the north to reach Bukhara. From 
Balkh and Tirmidh, several roads from India and 
Khurasan cross the Kashka Darya,32 running through 
Kish, then Kandak, toward the center of Ma wara ʾ al-
nahr, Samarqand (around 300 km away from Hulbuk), 
and then Bukhara in the west (fig. 1).

Beginning in the first half of the eighth century, Khut-
tal also had a special relationship with China, as dem-
onstrated by the exchange of ambassadors and presents, 

under Umayyad control until the end of the dynasty in 
750–51. In that year, the governor of Balkh, Abu Dawud 
Khalid b. Ibrahim, defeated the king of Khuttal, who 
sought shelter among the Turkic tribes and then in 
China.18 From the History of Tabari, we know the names 
of five rulers of Khuttal between 699 and 751: al-Sabal 
and his son al-Hanash; al-Sa ʾiji; Badr Turkhan; and “the 
brother of Jīsh.”19 After this, there is a lacuna in the his-
torical sources from the mid-eighth to the mid-ninth 
century.

The first local Muslim dynasties: The Banijurids and 
their successors, the Abu Dawudids

While from 850 the Samanids ruled Samarqand, Fargha-
na, the region of Tashkent, and Herat, Khuttal was 
under the control of the Banijurids, who were probably 
of Iranian origin20 and ruled on both sides of the upper 
Amu Darya. The latter are also referred to as the ruling 
dynasty in Balkh during this era.21 The Banijurids were 
the vassals of the Samanid amir from at least the first 
quarter to the middle of the tenth century; however, it 
is evident that they had a special status, since they did 
not pay taxes22 and struck coins in their own name.23 
Around the years 944 to 948, the rebellion of Abu ʿAli 
of Saghaniyan against the Samanids was supported 
militarily by the Banijurids, specifically, the Khuttalan 
Shah Jaʿfar b. Abu Jaʿfar b. Abu Dawud, who ruled 
Tukharistan and Khuttal, and his son, Ahmad b. Jaʿfar. 
In retaliation, in September–October 948 (Rabiʿ 337) 
the Samanid Nuh b. Nasr (r. 943–54) destroyed the city 
of Saghaniyan and burned down the palace of AbuʿAli.24 
It is probable that the palace of the amir of Khuttal, who, 
according to Gardizi, also took part in the rebellion and 
had sheltered Abu ʿAli for the previous fifteen years,25 
was also destroyed and burned down at this time.

The violent fire that consumed the first palace of Hul-
buk was confirmed during the excavations; ceramic 
materials discovered there were found to match ones 
dating to the end of the ninth and middle of the tenth 
centuries. Moreover, some coins found in the lower lev-
els of the citadel give a final antequem date of 318 (930); 
current studies of numismatic data relating to the Ban-
ijurids and, later, to the Abu Dawudids point clearly to 
the break up of the former starting in the first third of 
the tenth century (322 [934]).



PIERRE SIMÉON390

meters (ca. 1 hectare), is located in the southwest part 
of the city. The shahrestan is to the east and north of the 
citadel, and is still unknown, apart from the remains of 
glass and pottery workshops37 and two burial areas, one 
to the northwest and one to the east. During our first 
visit there, numerous buildings and structures belong-
ing to the medieval city had recently been excavated by 
Iakubov, as well as by Abdallah and Sheir-Ali Khodjaev, 
two brothers who are, respectively, the director of the 
local museum and the vice director of Southern Tajiki-
stan Antiquities. Among the buildings not yet mapped 
are a bathhouse, a mausoleum, and a brick kiln. The 
current study thus lacks an exact topographical survey 
that includes the rabads (suburbs) and burial grounds.38 
The reader can refer to the schematic map that we have 
drawn based on the land registry of 1972 (fig. 5).

The shahrestan has, then, scarcely been explored at 
this time, and, as far as we know, there is no map of the 
streets and districts, nor has the extent of the areas 
inhabited in the medieval period been completely 
determined. Most of the archaeological investigations 
carried out in Hulbuk have been conducted on or at the 
foot of the citadel.

Indeed, at the southern foot of the stronghold stands 
a large building with two courtyards laid out in brick, 
one a rectangle (10 m × 15 m) opening onto eleven 
rooms, the other a square (12.5 m × 12.5 m), giving access 
to three large rooms; this part is independent of the 
other half of the house (fig. 6). The fact that this build-
ing directly abuts the southern wall of the stronghold 
suggests the household was close to the ruling power. 
The building may have been an extension of the palace 
on the citadel or it might also have been intended as a 
place to welcome visitors, a hostel (khan), a residence, 
a place for economic activities (such as a bazar), or a 
garrison building; the question remains open.39 The 
area, cut across by the present-day road, was perhaps 
linked to a large bath complex (fig. 7[a and b]).40 The 
plan of this bathhouse is similar to another one located 
20 meters away, in the northeast corner of the strong-
hold, which was excavated by A. Khodjaev in 1980 (fig. 
8[a and b]).41

A wide trench dug out in the lower medieval city to 
make way for the railway route, 200 meters northwest 

and confirmed by contemporary Chinese sources.33 One 
of the roads links Merv to Balkh, then proceeds through 
Darvaz and the north of Badakhshan, going through the 
mountains of Alay before joining Kashgar and inland 
China.

THE EXCAVATIONS CONDUCTED IN HULBUK

For more than forty fears, from 1953, when the initial 
excavation took place, through 2009, archaeologists 
have focused mainly on the citadel of Hulbuk. No topo-
graphic map has been drawn of the city as a whole and 
its remains, nor has a systematic prospecting survey yet 
been conducted. It is hoped that personal fieldwork 
observations regarding the lower city (shahrestan) 
might prompt local researchers to broaden the scope of 
their study of Hulbuk. Despite the twenty articles writ-
ten by Guliamova, the main excavator of the site, no 
synthetic review incorporating all her research has yet 
been published. It was only in 2006, as part of the cel-
ebrations commemorating 2,500 years since the found-
ing of Kuliab, that two overviews of the site were 
produced. The first one (in Russian) was written by 
Sergei Khmel’nitskii (1925–2003) and published posthu-
mously by his son. Based on the archives of Guliamova, 
it is a monograph on the palace of Khuttal, with Hulbuk 
as the main site.34 It carries on the architectural analy-
sis of the site begun by Vladimir Bazhutin, drawing on 
his archives and numerous maps and axonometry, but 
often omits the historical and archaeological context. 
The second one, written in Tajik, is a review for the 
general public by Iusuf Iakubov, who has been in charge 
of the excavation of the site since 2000.35

 I will now turn to the lower city and the two succes-
sive palaces built on the citadel. Finally, I will examine 
the exceptional mosque (and possibly courtroom) 
found in the second palace.

The lower city (shahrestan) 

The center of the medieval city would cover an area of 
70 hectares, but recent assessments indicate that the 
city extended to 280 hectares in its entirety.36 The forti-
fied, rectangular citadel, measuring 170 meters by 60 
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bigger complex. The bricks (rectangular: 15 cm × 25–27 
cm; square: 20 cm × 20–23 cm) are the same size as those 
used for the repair of the citadel’s external walls (first 
half of the eleventh century).

About 500 meters east of the citadel, an interesting 
discovery was made when the restrooms of the village 
school were being built: workers found in the north the 
ruins of a monumental building (13.5 m × 8 m, with walls 
1 m thick): it included two burial chambers containing 
several tombs, each with their own mihrab oriented 
toward the southwest. The northern half of this build-
ing was destroyed, possibly during the construction  
of a foundation trench for a fence at the school  
(fig. 10[a–c]). The regularity of the top of the walls sug-
gests that only the first ten to fifteen layers were made 
of fired bricks; the higher parts were probably built with 
unfired bricks covered by a structure in perishable 
material, as was most likely the case for most of the cit-
adel’s structure.

The citadel

An archaeological survey in the Kuliab region and the 
first test pit excavation on the citadel were carried out 
as early as 1953, by Boris Litvinskii and his wife, Elena 
Davidovich.46 All subsequent research focused on the 
rectangular stronghold, which, as mentioned above, is 
around 60 meters by 170 meters and located in the 
southeastern section of the medieval city. The southern 
part of the citadel (50 m × 60 m) is located 15 meters 
above the plain. This is the highest part of the site  
(fig. 11[a and b]). The northern part is a rectangular-
shaped space equivalent in size to the southern part, 
though this area is lower, only 10 meters above the 
plain.47 In the center of the citadel, there is a big trap-
ezoidal esplanade 30 meters wide; it was paved with 
fired bricks arranged in a circle during the last stage of 
construction. 

In addition to the excavations at the citadel, Gulia-
mova examined other parts of the structure, but they 
are not well documented and no results have been pub-
lished on the two long trenches that were dug in 1962 
on the northeastern side. Recent excavations in the 
southern half of the citadel have highlighted an impor-
tant period in the Bronze Age during which the site was 
occupied.48

Fig. 6. Plan of a building in the lower south of the citadel. 
(Sketch: Vladimir Bazhutin, in Sergei Khmel’nitskii, Dvortsy 
Khuttalia: Idei i formy grazhdanskoi arkhitektury Srednei Azii 
IX–XII vekov [Berlin, 2006], 93, fig. 61)

of the stronghold, has revealed the residential area of 
the shahrestan. The stratigraphic levels of the medieval 
city are visible for more than 100 meters. In 1957, during 
her first campaign, Guliamova excavated eight garbage 
pits in this area.42 This campaign has not been pub-
lished in detail: the excavation and its discoveries have 
been described only in general terms, in just one arti-
cle, written in a regional newspaper.43 The ceramics I 
have studied are very homogenous, and match the 
material found in the remains of the first palace of the 
ninth/tenth century (about which, see below).

In the lower city, a handicraft workshop area, which 
included two pottery kilns, was partially excavated 
before 1971.44 Two burial grounds have been identified 
on the outskirts of the medieval city, about a kilometer 
northwest of the citadel, on the edge of the piedmonts. 
Two square structures (2 m x 2 m) built of arched fired 
bricks, they are both vaulted, one in a corbel vault (fig. 
9d), the other laid edgewise45 (fig. 9[a–c]) and holding 
human bones. These structures have not been taken 
into account since they were fortuitously discovered in 
the 1970s, when the Russian government tried to grow 
crops in this area. We do not know if they belong to a 
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 buttress must have been added subsequently, since it 
lies against the last visible stage of fortification (fig. 13). 
Archaeologists have observed two main construction 
stages in that part of the citadel: in the first, repairs were 
done on walls made of pahsa (a mixture of earth and 
straw shaped into layers);49 in the second, the two east-
ern corner towers were extended (and the southern pal-
ace leans on a platform).

 What first strikes the visitor approaching the strong-
hold of Hulbuk is its proportions; the eastern side, 
which opens onto the Pamir and Badakhshan and 
Wakhan, is strongly defensive; the last stage of fortifi-
cation is still well preserved and gives an idea of the 
imposing appearance of the citadel (figs. 11[a and b] and 
12). The eastern half was rebuilt with the second palace 
and a circular tower in one corner; a large square 

Fig. 8. a) Plan of a bathhouse at the northeastern foot of the citadel. (Sketch: Ėrkinoi Guliamova [1980 excavations], in 
Khmel’nitskii, Dvortsy Khuttalia, 141, fig. 108); b) View of the two square rooms. (Photo: Pierre Siméon, June 2005)

a           b

Fig. 7. a) Plan of a bathhouse in the lower southeastern part of the citadel. (After I. Iakubov, D. Dobutov, and A. Kulemin, 
“Arkheologicheskie raskopki na gorodise Khul’buk v 2004 g.,” Arkheologicheskie Raboty v Tadzhikistan 30 [2005]: 273, fig. 1); 
b) View from north to south. (Photo: Pierre Siméon, October 2009)

a           b
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Fig. 9. Two burial grounds, northwest of the citadel: a) inte-
rior view of the entrance (western façade); b) trompe d’angle-
vault; c) second grave; d) corbel vault, details of the northeast 
corner. (Photos: Pierre Siméon, June 2005) 

a           b

c    

d
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Fig. 10. Mausoleum in the garden of the school of Kurbanshaid: a) overview, south–north; b) detail of the first mihrab;  
c) detail of the second mihrab. (Photos: Pierre Siméon, June 2005)

a   

b

c



HULBUK: architecture and MATERIAL CULTURE OF THE CAPITAL of the BANIJURIDs 395

Fi
g.

 1
1.

 T
he

 c
ita

de
l o

f H
ul

bu
k,

 la
st

 st
ag

e 
of

 re
co

ns
tr

uc
tio

n:
 a

) p
an

or
am

ic
 v

ie
w

 (p
ho

to
: P

ie
rr

e 
Si

m
éo

n,
 Ju

ne
 2

00
5)

; b
) m

ap
 a

nd
 w

es
te

rn
 e

le
va

tio
n 

(V
la

di
m

ir 
Ba

zh
ut

in
, u

np
ub

lis
he

d)
.

a 
 

 

b



PIERRE SIMÉON396

Fig. 12. Hypothetical restitution of the citadel of Hulbuk, view north–south, last stage of reconstruction. (Sketch: Vladimir 
Bazhutin, unpublished)

Fig. 13. The eastern side of the citadel, during the last stage of reconstruction. (Photo: Pierre Siméon, June 2005)
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and may be older.53 A large rectangular and conical but-
tress belongs to the last stage of repair of the wall on the 
northern part of the western façade (fig. 11a).54

 Fieldwork done in 2004 in front of the entrance and 
on the western façade of the citadel revealed, about 20 
meters before the portal, a courtyard wall made of pahsa 
and unfired bricks, visible over a space 12 meters long 
and 2 meters wide. In spite of our scant knowledge, we 
can conjecture that this wall may have been used 
directly with the monumental portal as a defensive 
front wall. This wall might also be linked to the first 
stage of occupation of the citadel (that is, the ancient 
palace).55

The central part of the eastern side of the stronghold 
was damaged, as was probably the entire area located 
at the eastern foot, when the tarmac road leading from 
Dangara to Kuliab was built in the Soviet era. The forti-
fications in the north and northeastern corner are not 
currently visible. Moreover, in anticipation of the cele-
brations between 2004 and 2006 commemorating the 
establishment of the Kuliab region, the government of 
Tajikistan initiated an intensive reconstruction cam-
paign on the front façade of the stronghold and the 
monumental portal (figs. 11a and 14[c and d]). Unfortu-
nately, the extant stratigraphy was not systematically 
recorded nor were the original walls preserved.

The second palace (ca. 970s–1060s)

As early as 1953, archaeologists discovered several 
rooms opening onto a corridor. The three rooms have 
a stucco decoration preserved at a height of over 1.5 
meters.56 The rooms are linked together by a monumen-
tal cross-shaped corridor 3.75 meters wide by 30 meters 
long north to south, which allows one to traverse the 
stronghold from east to west to reach the fortification 
walls (fig. 11b); these are massive (0.8 m thick) and, in 
some cases, covered by twenty-five layers of plaster. 
Some of the walls had been embellished with decorated 
stucco, now fallen on the ground. The only stratigraph-
ic section published to date shows that the floor of the 
rooms and the corridor was positioned between 20 and 
45 centimeters above its initial level, indicating two 
phases of monumental construction, with stuccos visi-
ble in both stages.57

 There is a monumental entrance almost in the cen-
ter of the western façade; it is about 8.5 meters wide and 
approximately 13 meters high. This was accessible 
through two sets of stairs, each with three steps, accord-
ing to Bazhutin’s plottings (fig. 14[a–d]). This new mon-
umental entrance faces west, opposite the northern 
entrance to the first palace (fig. 15). The plottings  
(fig. 14[a–d]) also indicate the presence of crenels and 
embrasures on two levels; it is not possible to ascertain 
from published sources which archaeological elements 
are original.50

The entrance to this fired brick portal (the last stage 
of fortification) is framed by two stocky pilasters made 
of bricks (the drawing shows a simple construction but 
in some photographs there is a pilaster with a cross-
shaped brick design). The “Verse of the Throne” (āyat 
al-kursī), Sura 2 (al-Baqara [The Cow]), verse 255, is 
transcribed on a Koranic epigraphic banner in knotted, 
foliated Kufic script; it is surrounded by a frieze deco-
rated with swastikas. Fourteen square-molded bricks 
with two lines of writing form a bridge over the door, 
but they have not been well preserved and none of the 
text could be deciphered. The portal brings to mind that 
of Ribat-i Malik (a khan on the old caravanserai road 
between Bukhara and Samarqand).51 Inside, three 
rooms restricted access to the central square (fig. 16[a–
f]), probably built during the last phase of occupation.

The campaigns of 1985 and 1989 were devoted to 
excavating the western walls of the stronghold: what 
was preserved was over 71 meters long, with a height 
between 0.8 and 3 meters. Several stucco panels were 
discovered in the rubble, some with friezes displaying 
animals and flowery epigraphic banners in foliated 
Kufic. The wall, built on a 60-centimeter base, is 90 cen-
timeters wide. It is punctuated by two semicircular but-
tresses spaced 10 meters apart, each with a base 2 meters 
in diameter; these buttresses are notable for their 
unusual conical shape.52 A large circular tower, 4 to 6 
meters in diameter and over 3 meters high, is still well 
preserved in the southwest corner. The entire western 
front wall displays a certain unity in the dimensions of 
the bricks used and the semicircular shape of the tow-
ers. This stage could be later than the stage of fortifica-
tion found in the northern half of the stronghold, the 
buttresses of which are square shaped (fig. 11[a and b]) 
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Fig. 14, a–d. a) Hypothetical restitution of the monumental 
gate of the citadel (western side), during the last stage of 
monumental construction. (Sketch: Vladimir Bazhutin, 
unpublished); b) Monumental gate, contemporary with the 
second palace. (Sketch and restitution: Vladimir Bazhutin); 
c and d) Rebuilding in June 2005 in preparation for the cel-
ebrations commemorating the establishment of Kuliab. 
(Photos: Pierre Siméon)

a   

b

c

d
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Fig. 15. Plan and floor details (fired bricks) of the first palace, built in the southern half of the citadel. (Sketch: Vladimir 
Bazhu tin, unpublished)

Guliamova continued excavating in this area in 1957. 
The corridor begins at a monumental entrance in the 
middle of the south side of the central square, which 
was discovered in 1959 (fig. 16d). It leads to four rooms 
on each side, which were conjectured to be living and 
ceremonial quarters (rooms 10, 11, and 12, with iwan), 
opening onto the western side.58 A central-plan build-
ing with large walls (2 m and 2.5 m [figs. 11b and 16e]) 
was attached to the corridor on the north side, length-
ening it from 20 meters to 70. According to archaeolo-
gists, the roof was of two different types: arched in the 
corridor and flat in the rooms, supported by pilasters or 
pillars.

Guliamova fully excavated the branches of the cross-
shaped corridor painted in blue and orange.59 The west-
ern branch is filled with stucco decorations with vegetal 

ornamentation. The rooms along the corridor were 
rebuilt and each time decorated with stuccos and paint-
ings. The corridor was used during the final period in 
which the site was occupied.

Excavations were carried out on the southern half of 
the citadel until 1961: in the rooms opening onto the cen-
tral courtyard more stucco decorations were discovered, 
as well as paintings on the iwan wall. Guliamova esti-
mated that five hundred stucco pieces and fragments 
were discovered on the site.60

The dimensions of the building and the way in which 
the spaces were utilized, together with the stucco dec-
orations and paintings, were clearly designed to make 
a strong impression on visitors. The architecture of the 
second palace displays many similarities with the cen-
tral and south castles in Lashkar-i Bazar (850 km to the 

b
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Fig. 16. The citadel: a) overview of the residential quarter, view from the northeast; b) detail of the entrance to the largest 
iwan, opening on the northern side; c) view to the east, beyond the monumental portal; d) entrance to the palatial complex 
and southwest corner of the central courtyard; e) southern part of the citadel building with thick wall, northwest corner 
of the palatial quarter, view south–north; f) view to the east, part of a building on the northwestern side of the courtyard, 
with three cross-shaped basins. (Photos: Pierre Siméon, October 2009)

a           b

c           d

e           f
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repeated wars marked the definitive destruction of the 
second palace of Hulbuk, between 1064 and 1068. The 
archaeological data presented above show the defini-
tive end of the period in which the citadel was inhab-
ited, although people probably continued to live in the 
lower city, and in Maraz Tepe, seven kilometers to the 
northeast.

The ancient palace (ca. 800s–950s)

In 1961, deep test pit excavations were initiated in the 
middle of the southern half of the stronghold. Beneath 
the palace that had previously been discovered, re-
searchers found a platform made of the remains of an 
earlier palace that had been leveled.70

The center of a large square building, 35 meters wide 
and with four corner towers, was soon revealed; four-
teen rooms open onto a courtyard that is paved with 
fired bricks and has a basin in the center; the courtyard 
has ribbon decorations made of fired bricks and large 
stucco fragments (up to 70 cm long and 10 cm thick), 
sometimes embellished (fig. 15). The central courtyard 
is lined on all four sides with colonnades, with the 
square bases remaining for the wooden pilasters. The 
northeast wall is made of pahsa and is 2.7 meters thick.71 
The architecture of the first palace is linked to the pat-
terns of the mid-eighth century, as is found in Dar al-
Imara in Samarqand, which is one of the oldest examples 
preserved in Central Asia.72

Ceramics with sgraffito (decoration that is scratched 
through the slip) and splashed glaze were found in the 
rubble.73 Unfortunately, few other ceramics relating to 
this building have been preserved in the storerooms of 
the Sciences Academy and the Museum of Hulbuk 
(either because they were not selected for the collec-
tions or because of the havoc caused by by the Tajik civil 
war [1992–97]). Two types of wares found in rooms 3 
and 6 are remarkable. The shape, glaze, and type of dec-
oration on the sherds are very distinct: lusterware, 
green-colored glaze, and mineral colorant under a semi-
transparent glaze.74 The study of this archaeological 
material allows us to propose an early date for the 
Islamic occupation of the palace—around the middle 
of the ninth century, despite the fact that no coins were 
clearly associated with the rubble and the most ancient 
coins found at the site were dated 325 (937). 

southwest, in present-day Afghanistan). The central cas-
tle also has a cruciform corridor with a prominent cen-
tral axis (50 m long, also oriented from south to north), 
with a similar distribution of rooms 4, 5, 6, and 12 in that 
structure (indicating a strong hierarchy in the layout of 
the rooms); the corner towers also present a strong rela-
tionship with the stronghold in Hulbuk.61 In the case of 
the south castle in Lashkar-i Bazar, there are, among 
other things, similarities in the distribution of spaces 
on both sides of a big central courtyard, in the plan of 
the small mosque, and in certain ornamental patterns.62

In this palatial context, numerous ceramics with pig-
ments on slip (a fine clay surface coating) under clear 
lead glaze were found in the settlement layers, allowing 
us to date the occupation of the second palace to 
between the second half of the tenth and the middle of 
the eleventh century.63 The second palace could be 
more conclusively dated thanks to the forty coins dis-
covered in the rubble, including ones dating from the 
last third of the tenth century and numerous coins from 
the first half of the eleventh.64 Only one coin was found 
dating from the first third of the tenth century.65

A fire put an end to the princely occupation of this 
part of the citadel: fire marks are noticeable on the walls 
of the cross-shaped corridor, ashes and charcoal cov-
ered the floor in some rooms, and numerous nails, prob-
ably from doors, ceilings beams, and the roof were 
discovered on the doors and along the walls.66

A close reading of the medieval sources gives new 
clues regarding the fiery destruction of the second pal-
ace of Hulbuk. In 1059, the new Ghaznavid sultan, Ibra-
him b. Masʿud (d. 1098), signed a peace treaty with the 
Eastern Seljuk ruler Alp Arslan b. Chagri Beg Dawud (d. 
1071) (the nephew of Toghril Beg), in which he ceded 
Khuttalan, Saghaniyan, and Qubadhiyan.67 But around 
1064, the amirs of Khuttal, Herat, and Saghaniyan 
rebelled against Alp Arslan. According to Ibn al-Athir, 
the amir of Saghaniyan was besieged, captured, and 
killed in his mountain fortress.68 The amir of Khuttal 
might have met a similar fate at his residence. A few 
years later, the Qarakhanid Böritigin (r. 1052–68) (son 
of Ilig Nasr [of the Western Qarakhanid dynasty], d. 
1068) allied himself with the Kumijis (of the Buttaman 
mountains [in present-day Tajikistan]), and easily 
destroyed Khuttal, Wakhsh, and Saghaniyan.69 Those 
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of claustras (about 0.8 m × 1.5 m) alternating with four 
small columns with zoomorphic capitals (in this case, 
the head of a wildcat): the two central capitals have 
heads side by side, whereas on the lateral capital they 
form an angle (fig. 17[f, g, and h]).

The two rooms and the iwan have been modified, 
with the initial layout of the main room (and the roof 
cover) undergoing a major transformation. Archaeolo-
gists have in fact recorded two stages of building for the 
mosque: the first is a square (15 meters per side) divided 
into nine parts by large square pilasters, about 1 m wide 
and spaced 3.5 meters apart, presumably surmounted 
by domes, with three openings in the southern side onto 
the western terrace (fig. 18[a and b]).82

The plan and the proportions of the first stage of the 
Hulbuk mosque are similar to four other mosques, 
which all date from the ninth/tenth century (but with-
out unquestionable archaeological evidence such as 
coins, foundation texts, etc.): three of these are the Nuh 
Gumbad mosque in Balkh,83 the Chor-Sutun mosque in 
Tirmidh, and the mosque in Digaron (near Bukhara).84 
There is also a similar, small mosque, probably contem-
porary, that was built in the south palace of Lashkar-i 
Bazar, datable to between the last years of the tenth cen-
tury and the second quarter of the eleventh century.85 

Thus, the original plan (i.e., the first stage) of the 
mosque of the Hulbuk citadel might have been built fol-
lowing a model from the ninth century:86 indeed, such 
a plan was still used in the region by Ghaznavid archi-
tects in the beginning of the eleventh century (i.e., in 
Lashkar-i Bazar). On the other hand, archaeological evi-
dence concerning the internal décor indicates a phase 
of construction during the decades following the 
destruction of the first palace in the middle of the tenth 
century. This means that the Hulbuk mosque shows the 
survival of this “simple” plan, with an additional room 
or “inner iwan” devoted to the throne, until the middle 
of the tenth century. This therefore suggests that the 
dating of mosques such as the Nuh Gumbad and Diga-
ron, determined through a comparative study (and not 
by archaeological data), could actually be between the 
tenth century and the second quarter of the eleventh 
century; the question is still unresolved. 

 In the second stage, we find the building completely 
repaired and extended with a rectangular colonnade of 
ten pilasters supporting a roof cover (fig. 19[a and b]) 

A review of the sources and of the most current 
numismatic data highlights remarkable and heretofore 
unpublished details relating to the destruction of this 
first palace of Hulbuk. We have observed that the Ban-
ijurid dynasty had been in power since the last quarter 
of the ninth century in Balkh, Andarab, and Panjshir, as 
well as in Khuttal (from Hulbuk) beginning in the first 
quarter of the tenth century;75 however, following a 
short guardianship by the Samanids around 940,76 it 
suddenly ceased to exist after the reign of Ahmad ibn 
Jaʿfar, around 947.77 Moreover, as mentioned earlier, we 
know through some sources that the latter was an ally 
of the amir of Saghaniyan, AbuʿAli Ahmad (Saghani) b. 
Muhammad (of the Muhtajid family), who rebelled 
against the Samanid Nuh b. Nasr in 945. In 948, the 
Samanids sacked the city of Saghaniyan and burned the 
palace down.78 It is not difficult to imagine that the pal-
ace of Hulbuk (around 200 km away) was destroyed as 
well.

The princely mosque and courtroom (?) in the second 
palace

A mosque (which may have also served as a courtroom) 
is enclosed in the structure of the second palace; at 15 
meters by 15 meters, this is the largest room of the com-
plex, opening up onto the main branch of the cross-
shaped corridor. It is accessible in the east from a door 
at the back of an iwan surrounded by two luxuriously 
decorated rectangular rooms.79 The iwan opens onto 
the prayer room, a 15-meter-wide square that features 
painted stucco decoration with traces of blue painting 
on three levels (fig. 17a). No studies have yet been pub-
lished on this exceptional building, which is no longer 
extant. Researchers noticed that the floors in all of the 
rooms were made of a thick layer of plaster.80 Bazhutin’s 
plottings based on the excavations showed a lower reg-
ister made of rectangular stucco panels (1 m × 2 m) with 
stylized foliage, pearly friezes, and epigraphic and braid-
ed bandeaus (fig. 17b). One of the distinguishing fea-
tures of this decoration is the representation of animals, 
specifically, cats, parrots, and ibexes (fig. 17[b and d]). 
The middle register (preserved on the south side of the 
room) consists of a circular bandeau or stylized floral 
design (fig. 17e). The higher register, underlined by a 
stucco frieze81 inside each of the three arcades, consists 
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Fig. 17. Stucco decorations from the mosque (and possibly courtroom) of Hulbuk: a) hypothetical restitution of interior 
south wall (sketch: Vladimir Bazhutin, unpublished); b, c, and d) lower register, southwestern wall to the right of the mihrab 
(sketch and b/w photo: Ėrkinoi Guliamova; color photo: Pierre Siméon); e) middle register (sketch: Vladimir Bazhutin, 
unpublished); f) plottings of the high register (sketch: Vladimir Bazhutin, unpublished); g and h) frontal and 
corner stuccos on the capital of the high register (photos: Pierre Siméon). →

and opening up through three doors onto the western 
terrace. To the southwest of the monument, the foun-
dations of a tower or minaret were preserved.87 The 
internal structure of the mosque and its decoration were 
perhaps repaired between the first half of the eleventh 
century and the terminus ante quem of the plausible 
destruction of the palace around 1060.

 The stucco decorative program, which is truly excep-
tional, has not yet been studied in detail. Since 1987, only 
a partial palaeographic study has been undertaken, by 
Lola Dodkhudoeva.88 However, more extensive study 
would reveal information relating to the dating of this 
kind of decoration. There are comparable stucco deco-
rative programs in the area, probably carried out by the 
same craftsmen.89 Indeed, during the excavation of 
room 6 in 1957, Guliamova noticed a remarkable differ-
ence between the stucco panel made in the first stage, 
which had only geometric elements, and the ones made 
after the repair, which feature zoomorphic and epi-
graphic decoration.90

The stucco discovered in Hulbuk belongs to a long 
Middle Eastern tradition91 and displays similarities with 
several decorative programs (in stucco and wood) from 
Central Asia, especially Samarqand, Tirmidh, Nishapur, 
Nayin, Balkh, and Lashkar-i Bazar, among others, all 
generally dated from the ninth and tenth centuries. The 
characteristics of the decoration and the associated 
stratigraphic data allow us to regard it as one of the 
missing links between the programs mentioned earlier 
and the stucco decoration produced during the Seljuk 
era (in the mid-twelfth century) in western Iran, in the 
Kashan region (for instance, in the Ardistan and Zava-
reh mosques, Nushabad, and Qamsar) and in northern 
Afghanistan (especially in Sar-i Pul).92

The other function of this princely mosque—as a 
courtroom—is still, it seems, subject to debate. The 
dimensions and the decoration indicate that it was 
surely more than just a private oratorical room for the 
families of the Khuttal princes and their relatives; it was 
likely meant to be a prestigious room intended for pub-

a 
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b  

c. left 
and right  

d  

lic reception. It might have been, as in Lashkar-i Bazar, 
a royal reception hall.

The royal living complex 

The second palace took up the southern half of the 
citadel and was separated by a residence, probably for 
the royal family, that occupied the entire northern half 
of the citadel (fig. 20[a and b]). The two areas are sepa-
rated by a large trapezoid-shaped space, paved with 

fired bricks laid out in a circle, which was excavated in 
1964 (from the southwest corner).

The private area includes at least four large houses 
(or apartments, each with a courtyard and one iwan), 
three of which open onto a large hexagonal water con-
tainer (of fired brick). They had running water, as indi-
cated by a ceramic pipe and cross-shaped basins (figs. 
16f and 20a). The rooms are oriented towards the Khoja 
Mumin Mountain. Parts of the houses were lavishly dec-
orated, as shown by the monumental paintings uncov-
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gram, on the southern wall, is truly exceptional: the 
lower register features a woman in a shroud sitting 
under pointed arches and playing a mandolin-type 
instrument (tor), while birds fill the corners.96 The sec-
ond register is epigraphic, made of large entwined and 
knotted, foliated Kufic letters, painted in white and yel-
low on a turquoise blue background with a fine black 
line. This calligraphic decoration is lined with ribbons 
embellished with red pearls (fig. 21b).97

THE MATERIAL CULTURE OF HULBUK:  
AN OVERVIEW OF THE PRINCELY FAMILY OF  

THE BANIJURIDS

Ceramics and glass

We have studied the ceramic material discovered 
during the several excavation campaigns undertaken 
by Guliamova between 1957 and 1978. The ceramics 
belong mainly to two distinct excavation areas—the 
lower city (shahrestan) (which includes ten refuse wells 
[badrabs] and two potter’s kilns) and the two palaces 

ered in 1978; all the walls are made of pahsa (1 to 2 
meters thick), with the floors made of square fired 
bricks (fig. 16[a and b]).93 In the southwestern corner 
there was a large room featuring paintings (in orange, 
blue, white, and black) portraying a young soldier in his 
ceremonial orange-red outfit and holding a black and 
white stick in his right hand (fig. 21a).94 In room 19, a 
hoard of thirty-one silver coins was discovered under a 
sofa.95 The cistern is surrounded by six adjoining rooms 
on the eastern side (rooms 13 to 18 [fig. 11b]). Research-
ers have noted that they were all built at the same time: 
no adjustments or repairs are visible, unlike with most 
of the other rooms in the complex. Looking at figure 
16(a and b) and the plan in figure 20a, we see that the 
highest part of the wall is made of baked bricks and that 
only the first 50 to 60 centimeters of the walls are made 
of fired bricks; we must also note the high quality of the 
building finishes, with a baseboard and paved floor in 
square bricks in staggered rows.

In 1982 and 1983, the area on the western front of the 
citadel was completely excavated. Five rooms open 
onto a courtyard with a painted iwan. The painting pro-

Fig. 18. The first stage of the Hulbuk mosque: a) plan; b) axonometric projection. (Sketches: Vladimir Bazhutin)

a            b
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Through comparison and contextualization of the 
evidence,99 as well as typological studies and technical 
observations,100 it can be clearly demonstrated for the 
first time that there existed a specific pattern in local 
and regional ceramics in Khuttal; these products were 
related to those created in the largest cities of Ma  
wara ʾ al-nahr (Transoxania). A ceramic workshop, par-
tially excavated in the city of Hulbuk, suggests a local 
origin for some of these wares. The influence of Turco-
Iranian culture is also more pronounced in this region, 
as was seen in various others aspects of the material cul-
ture (e.g., ceramics and bronze artifacts).

The numerous excavation campaigns conducted in 
Hulbuk have brought to light many other materials 
besides ceramics, including glass artifacts such as small 
flasks, bottles, bangles, and plates. Two containers made 
of moulded glass with zoomorphic decorations were 
found during the excavation of the ancient palace court-
yard (northwestern corner) in 1961: the first (diameter 
48 cm) features galloping horses in a unique style  
(fig. 24a), the second (10.5 cm in diameter and 5 cm 
high) shows an enigmatic animal moulded on the base 

(five rooms in the first palace and seven rooms in the 
second). 

This analysis brings to the fore important evidence 
justifying a reinterpretation of the chronology and dat-
ing of the archaeological stages of occupation of the two 
palaces. It became apparent during our study that the 
collection of ceramics discovered in the ancient palace 
was very different (in technology, form, and decoration) 
from the ceramics discovered in the rubble of the sec-
ond. Briefly, some luxury ceramics (such as mono-
chrome and polychrome luster) imported from Iraq 
(probably Basra)98 (fig. 22[a–d]) were only found in the 
first palace (ninth to mid–tenth century); such imports 
were nonexistent in the second palace (second half/end 
of the tenth century and first half of the eleventh cen-
tury) and were superseded by high-quality polychrome 
regional glazeware (fig. 23[a–d]). Such findings yield 
interesting information regarding the history of related 
trading networks: Hulbuk was not on a main road, but 
the markets of Tirmidh and Balkh supplied the royal 
court with all it required, including items from Abbasid 
Iraq. 

Fig. 19. Plan of the second stage of the mosque: a) plan (sketch: Vladimir Bazhutin, after Sergei Khmel’nitskii, Mezhdu 
Samanidami i Mongolami: Arkhitektura Srednei Azii XI–nachala XIII vv., 2 vols. [Berlin, 1996], 2:23, fig. 15); b) hypothetical 
restitution of wood roofing (sketch: Vladimir Bazhutin, after Khmel’nitskii, Dvortsy Khuttalia, 67, fig. 42).

a           b
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Among the bronze objects discovered104 is an incense 
burner shaped like a lynx, currently in the Museum of 
the Institute of History in Dushanbe: signed on one side 
“ʿamal ʿAli ibn Abi Nasr” and on the other “kullu ʿamalin 
rijāl” (every work belongs to a worker/craftsman), it was 
found in the rabads of the lower city, to the northeast 
of the citadel. The neck is attached to the body by a 
hinge (fig. 25b): this fits perfectly with the production 
of many similar objects from northern Khurasan.105 
Another remarkable object is a copper candelabrum 
with a square rod (44 cm), with epigraphical decoration 
on two of the four sides reading “baraka min Allāh 
li-ṣāḥibihi” (blessing of Allah to its owner) (fig. 25c). The 
mentioned objects are currently preserved at the Don-
ish Museum in Dushanbe.

In 1986, thirty-two artifacts were brought to the State 
Hermitage Museum in Saint Petersburg; among these 
were eight complete ceramic pieces, including two 
bowls with light decoration and a mould, and a few 
other artifacts.106 More recently, small bronze pliers and 

(fig. 24b).101 However, the remains of a glassmaker’s 
shop found in the shahrestan have not yet been fully 
investigated, and many local products could not be eval-
uated.

Other objects discovered on the site

This research has also yielded many fragments of con-
tainers made of soapstone, for example, cooking pots 
(showing fire marks) of various sizes, with straight or 
slightly slanted rims, as well as handles and etched 
decorations (these were not studied) and an incense 
burner found, we surmise, in a badrab of the lower city 
(fig. 24c).102 Copper staples were sometimes visible. 
Also found on the site were chess pawns made of bone 
and portraying a rider on a horse (4 cm × 2.5 cm),103 as 
well as two conical pawns (with a rectangular base). The 
Donish Museum has on display twenty-seven cylindri-
cal and ribbed-shaped pawns (fig. 25a). We can also 
report that animal bones were not collected during the 
excavation of the site.

Fig. 20. Northern half of the citadel: a) plan of the palatial housing complex with cross-shaped basins (sketch: Vladimir 
Bazhutin); b) the northeast corner (photo: Ėrkinoi Guliamova, ca. 1970).

a         b
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Fig. 21. a) Wall painting (35 cm × 50 cm), in room 34, northern half of citadel complex. (After Ėrkinoi Guliamova, “Raskopki 
srednevekovykh gorodise Khul’buk i Saiiod (1978 g.),” Arkheologicheskie Raboty v Tadzhikistan 18 [1978]: 204, fig. 4); b) Sketch 
of a painting discovered in the iwan of room 5, northern half of citadel complex. (Right part published by Ėrkinoi Guliamova, 
“Raskopki na gorodise Khul’buk v 1983 g.,” Arkheologicheskie Raboty v Tadzhikistan 23 [1983]: 305, and Khmel’nitskii, Dvortsy 
Khuttalia, 85, fig. 55; left part unpublished, Vladimir Bazhutin)

a      

b
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Fig. 22. Ceramics from the shahrestan and first palace of the citadel: a and b) sgraffiato decoration, through white slip, 
under transparent glaze with green, black, and brown splashes (Type G12), (a) room 1 (sherds nos. 332-4 and 9) and (b) 
badrab (refuse well) 9 (nos. 332-112); c) ceramic with monochrome luster decoration, on opaque glaze, without slip (Type 
G1), room 9 (sherds unnumbered); d) ceramic with green or turquoise decoration on opaque glaze, without slip (Type G2), 
Iraqi import (Basra?), badrab 2 (nos. 332-89). (Drawings and photos: Pierre Siméon)

a           

b          

c          
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Fig. 23. Polychrome decoration (black, red, and olive green) on white slip, under transparent glaze, ceramics from the 
second palace of the citadel (Type G10): a) western façade (sherd nos. 458-586); b) room 11 (sherds unnumbered); c) west-
ern façade (nos. 458-310-525); d) room 20 (sherd unnumbered). (Drawings and photos: Pierre Siméon) →

Fig. 22, d. 

a          

d          
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Fig. 24. Glass and soapstone objects discovered during the excavations at the citadel of Hulbuk: a) glass container with 
galloping horses, 48 cm, and b) glass container, with an animal figure (perhaps a simurg) moulded on the base, 10.5 cm 
(both after Ėrkinoi Guliamova, “Raskopki v Khul’buke v 1961 g.,” Trudy Instituta Istorii Ahmada Donisha 42 [1964]: 110, 112, 
figs. 4 and 5); c) lamp or incense burner in soapstone, maybe an import (after Ėrkinoi Guliamova, “Raskopki tsitadeli na 
gorodise Khul’buk v 1957 g.,” Trudy Instituta Istorii Ahmad Donisha 27 [1961]: 154, fig. 4).

a           b

c
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Fig. 25. Various objects from the site: a) chess pieces (horn, 3–4 cm high) (drawing after Ėrkinoi Guliamova, “Shahmaty 
figury s goroditsa Khul’buk,” Izvestia Otdelenie Obshestvennych Nauk Tadzhikistan 22, 1 [1960]: 70, fig.1; photo: Iusuf Iakubov 
and Ėrkinoi Guliamova, Khul’buk, stolitsa drevnego Khatlona: Putevoditel’ [Dushanbe, 2006], 49, fig. 31 [Ahmad Donish 
Museum, Dushanbe]); b) bronze incense burner shaped like a lynx, discovered to the north of the shahrestan of Hulbuk, 
27.5 cm high, 23 cm long (photo: courtesy of the Ahmad Donish Museum); c) bronze candlestick (?), 44 cm high (photo: 
Ėrkinoi Guliamova, 1978).

a   

b
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the cultural context indicates strong ties between the 
region of Khuttal and the area to the south (around 
Khurasan). The family ties between the ruling dynasty 
in Khuttal and Balkh without doubt enabled the flow of 
goods, men, and ideas into this part of Central Asia.

The artistic and cultural vibrancy of the Banijurid 
princes of Hulbuk is clearly demonstrated in the archi-
tecture of the palace on the citadel, as well as in the 
stucco decoration, epigraphic data, and luxurious mate-
rial culture. The art and history of the regions and dynas-
ties that flourished far from the central caliphate should 
not be further neglected. 
 
Pierre Siméon, Postdoctoral Fellow, 
Unité mixte de recherche, Orient et Méditerranée,  
Espaces, réseaux et pratiques culturelles, Islam Médiéval 
(UMR 8167), Centre national de la recherche scientifique 
(CNRS), Université Panthéon-Sorbonne et Paris-Sorbonne 
(Paris I and IV)

NOTES

Author’s note: Hulbuk was the particular passion of Ėrkinoi 
Guliamova, the archaeologist who was in charge of the citadel 
excavations for more than thirty years. In 1953, Guliamova partic-
ipated in the first campaign at the site as a student of Boris Litvin-
skii, who was head of the archaeological team of Khuttal (Khut-
talskaia arkheologicheskaia otriad); she was put in charge of the 
group at the time of the second campaign in 1957. Even after 
Tajikistan achieved its independence in 1991, the research group 
maintained its affiliation with the Institut Istorii, arkheologii i 
etnografii Ahmad Donisha (Institute of History, Archaeology, 
and Ethnography Ahmad Donish), which was associated with 
the Academy of Sciences in Tajikistan. Between 1956 and 1987 
Guliamova published brief yet comprehensive annual reports on 
the project (in Russian) in the journal Arkheologicheskie Raboty v 
Tadzhikistan (Archaeological Works in Tajikistan). The draught-
sman/architect Vladimir Bazhutin (d. 1999), who mapped and 
recorded the documents that I have used in this article, joined 
the excavation in the 1980s. I would like to pay tribute here to 
both Guliamova and Bazhutin, since the material they compiled 
forms the basis of my analysis.

1. I completed my doctorate at the Université de Paris I: Pan-
théon-Sorbonne, and defended my dissertation in January 
2008. Entitled “Étude du matériel de Hulbuk (Mā warāʾ 
al-nahr-Khuttal), de la conquête islamique jusqu’au milieu 
du XIe siècle (90/712–441/1050). Contribution à l’étude de 
la céramique islamique d’Asie central,” it was published in 
British Archaeological Reports as BAR S1945 2009 (Archaeo-
press, 2009). The present article was written in 2009 and 

the handle of a bronze caldron with a stylized bird were 
found in the residential area.

CONCLUSION

The archaeological discoveries relating to Hulbuk and 
Khuttal have to date appeared primarily in Russian and 
Tajik publications. In addition to having contributed to 
the gathering and dissemination of this research, I hope 
to have increased interest in these discoveries by 
making them available to a wider audience. The re-
search currently underway may help to initiate a com-
plete revision of our knowledge of the history of the 
material culture of the minor Turco-Iranian dynasties 
in the eastern part of Central Asia in the medieval 
period, about which little is known. As has been seen, 

Fig. 25, c. 
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of the Configuration of the Earth), is Ibn Hawqal’s rework-
ing of al-Istakhri’s Kītāb al-Masālik wa ’l-mamālik (Book of 
Itineraries and Kingdoms): see La configuration de la terre, 
trans. J.H. Kramers and G. Wiet, with a preface by André 
Miquel, 2 vols. (Paris, 2001 [first ed. 1964]), 1:432.

11. Anonymous, Ḥudūd al-ʿālam = ‘The Regions of the World’: 
A Persian Geography 372 A.H. – 982 A.D., ed. and trans. V. 
Minorsky (Oxford, 1937), §. 26/ para. 119. The term is also 
found in the Kītāb al-Masālik wa ’l-mamālik, written by Ibn 
Hawqal during the first half of the tenth century (930–33): 
see n. 10 above. For a translation, see Kramers and Wiet, 
trans., La configuration de la terre, 1:432, 434. The Ḥudūd 
al-ʿālam also specifies that: “Khuttalan is a region lying 
amidst high mountains, extensive, prosperous, cultivated, 
populous, and abounding in amenities. Its king is one of 
the margraves. The inhabitants are warlike…Mines of silver 
and gold are found in its mountains. Great numbers of good 
horses come from Khuttalan.”

12. Al-Iṣṭakhrī, Kītāb al-Masālik wa ’l-mamālik = Viae regnorum: 
Descriptio ditionis moslemicae, BGA 1, ed. M. J. de Goeje 
(Leiden, 1870), 279, 297, 339. 

13. Al-Muqaddasī, Kītāb Aḥsan al-taqāsīm fī maʿrifat al-aqālīm 
= Descriptio imperii moslemici, BGA 3, ed. M. J. de Goeje 
(Leiden, 1877 [1907]), 290–91.

14. Ṭabarī, Ta’rīkh al-rusūl wa ’l-mulūk (History of Prophets and 
Kings), SUNY Series in Near Eastern Studies, Bibliotheca 
Persica, 40 vols. (Albany, 1985–2007): vol. 27, The ʿAbbasid 
Revolution, trans. and ed. John Alden Williams, 197, and vol. 
18, Between Civil Wars: The Caliphate of Muʾāwiyah, trans. 
and ed. Michael G. Morony, 190. See also Aḥmad b. Yaḥyā 
al-Balādhurī, Kitāb Futūḥ al-buldān = Liber expugnationis 
regionum, ed. M. J. de Goeje (Leiden, 1866), 417. 

15. The king held the title of Sher-i Khuttalān or Khuttalān-
Shah, as reported by Ibn Khurradādhbih in his Kītāb 
al-Masālik wa ’l-mamālik (written between 846 and 885), 
BGA 6, ed. M. J. de Goeje (Leiden, 1889), 40. See also Ṭabarī, 
Ta’rīkh al-rusul wa ’l-mulūk, ed. M. J. de Goeje et al., 3rd ser., 
4 vols. (Leiden 1879–1901), 2:1618; 3:1694. 

16. Ṭabarī, Ta’rīkh al-rusul wa ’l-mulūk, ed. de Goeje, 2:1152–53.
17. Ṭabarī, Ta’rīkh al-rusul wa ’l-mulūk, ed. de Goeje, 2:1492, 

1494, 1602; see also vol. 25 of the SUNY Series in Near East-
ern Studies (cited in n. 14 above), The End of Expansion, 
trans. Khalid Y. Blankinship, 29–32, 138. 

18. Ṭabarī, Ta’rīkh al-rusul wa ’l-mulūk, ed. de Goeje, 2:1040, 
1152, 1153, 1583.

19. Ibid., 3:1694; on the “brother of Jīsh,” see 2:1618. 
20. C. E. Bosworth, EI2, s.v. “Bānidjūrids.”
21. Dawud b. al-ʿAbbas was the governor of Balkh (the other 

major city of Tukharistan) from 847 to 872; he was suc-
ceeded by Abu Dawud Muhammad b. Ahmad from 874 
to 899: Barthold, Turkestan, 263. Khuttal was ruled by a 
relative of Dawud, al-Harith b. Asad, from 894 to 915: Edu-
ard Karl Max von Zambaur, Manuel de généalogie et de 
chronologie pour l’histoire de l’Islam (Hannover, 1927), 360. 

22. There were others besides the rulers of Khuttal who did not 
pay regular taxes or send presents to the Samanid court: 

accepted for publication in Muqarnas in January 2010.  
I would like to thank the anonymous reader for his com-
ments, and Dr. Karen A. Leal, Managing Editor, for her 
embroidery work on this piece. 

2. Aleksandr Markovich Belenitskii, “Istoriko-geograficheskii 
ocherk Khuttalia s drevneishikh vremen do X v,” Trudy 
Sogdiisko-Tadzhikskoi arkheologicheskoi ekspeditsii: Insti-
tuta istorii material’noi kul’tury AN SSSR, Tadzhikskogo 
filiala AN SSSR i Gosudarstvennogo Ermitazha, I., ed. A. 
Iu. Iakubovskii, Materialy i issledovaniia po arkheologii 
SSSR = Matériaux et recherches d’archéologie de l’URSS 
15 (Moscow, 1950): 117–34. The dynamics of these dynas-
ties’ relationships with the bigger and regionally dominant 
Samanids in the tenth century is an important question. 
It is necessary to consider the development of the “minor 
dynasties” (e.g., the Muhtajids [933–54] in Saghaniyan) as 
independent powers with their own courts; the manner in 
which they built a “marginal identity” within a greater zone 
of influence in the huge region of Tukharistan is a fascinat-
ing phenomenon. However, the origin of their privileges 
vis-à-vis the Samanid amirs and their latent conflicts with 
them cannot be presented here in detail. 

3. The name Kurbanshaid could mean “martyrs’ day.”
4. The Kyzylsu River, also known as the Vakhshab or Surkhab, 

is the most important affluent of the Panj, one of the riv-
ers supplying the Amu Darya: B. Spuler, Encyclopaedia of 
Islam (New Edition) (henceforth EI2) (Leiden, 1954–2004), 
s.v. “Āmū Daryā.”

5. See, for instance, Guy Le Strange, The Lands of the Eastern 
Caliphate: Mesopotamia, Persia, and Central Asia, from the 
Moslem Conquest to the Time of Timur (London, 1966), 447, 
map X.

6. R. Michell, “The Regions of the Upper Oxus,” Proceedings of 
the Royal Geographical Society and Monthly Record of Geog-
raphy, n.s., 6, 9 (1884): 506; W. Barthold, Turkestan down 
to the Mongol Invasion [Turkestan v epokhu mongolskago 
nashestviia], ed. and trans. C. E. Bosworth and T. Minorsky, 
E. J. W. Gibb Memorial Series, n.s., 5 (London, 1968 [first ed., 
1928]), 69.

7. Barthold, Turkestan, 69; Wilhelm Tomaschek, “Sogdiana,” 
Zentralasiatische Studien 1 (1877): 46. Halbuk is men-
tioned in B. G. Gafurov, Tadzhiki: Drevneishaia, drevniaia i 
srednevekovaia istoriia, 2 vols. (Moscow, 1972), 2:13, 31.

8. Claude Rapin, “L’incompréhensible Asie centrale de la 
carte de Ptolémée. Proposition pour un décodage,” in Alex-
ander’s Legacy in the East: Studies in Honor of Paul Bernard, 
ed. Osmund Bopearachchi, Carol A. Bromberg, and Frantz 
Grenet, Bulletin of the Asia Institute, n.s., 12 (Detroit, 1998), 
207–8, fig. 82.

9. This region is located on the right bank of the Amu Darya, 
between the Vakhsh and Panj rivers: C. E. Bosworth, EI2, 
s.v. “Khuttal.”

10. Ibn Ḥawqal, Kītāb al-Masālik wa ’l-mamālik = Viae et regna: 
Descriptio ditionis moslemicae, Bibliotheca Geographorum 
Arabicorum (henceforth BGA) 2, ed. M. J. de Goeje (Leiden, 
1873). This work, also known as Kitāb Ṣūrat al-Arḍ (Book 
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on a ford, at the intersection of several roads, one of which 
links Ma wara ʾ al-nahr to Khurasan; it is one farsākh (a unit 
of measurement corresponding to 5.76 kilometers) away 
from Amu Darya, and five days away from the first city of 
Khwarazm, namely, Tahiriya.

32. Barthold, Turkestan, 80, 134.
33. The king of Khuttal sent his son to the emperor of China 

in 729, followed by a high dignitary in 733, in order to give 
tribute: Edouard Chavannes, Documents sur les Tou-Kiue 
(turcs) occidentaux (Paris, 1903), 168.

34. Sergei Khmel’nitskii, Dvortsy Khuttalia: Idei i formy grazh-
danskoi arkhitektury Srednei Azii IX–XII vekov (Berlin, 
2006), 150.

35. Iusuf Iakubov and Ėrkinoi Guliamova, Khul’buk, stolitsa 
drevnego Khatlona: Putivoditel’ (Dushanbe, 2006), 66. 

36. This is the estimate of the first archaeologists working on 
the site, Boris A. Litvinskii and Elena A. Davidovich, in 
“Predvaritel’nii otchet o rabotakh Khuttal’skogo otriada 
na territorii Kuliabskoi oblasti v 1953 g.,” Doklady Akademii 
Nauk Tadzhikskoi SSR 2 (1954): 40. This high estimate was 
repeated in Iakubov and Guliamova, Khul’buk, stolitsa drev-
nego Khatlona, 20, 58. Those figures are still hypothetical, 
as no topographical survey including the rabads and the 
funeral ground in the northwest has been carried out, nor 
has there been a systematic examination and collection 
of the data regarding the village. One must also consider 
the site of Maraz-tepe, 7 km northeast of the citadel, and 
an ancient pathway between the two, as indicated by the 
remains of clay pipe. It was fortified (on the north and 
northeast sides) and densely occupied in the eleventh cen-
tury. Is this a lower city (shahrestan) some kilometers away, 
as in Lashkar-i Bazar and Merv in the eleventh and twelfth 
centuries? The question of the dating should be further 
investigated. 

37. Spotted during the first excavation campaign in 1953, in 
the surroundings of the shahrestan: Litvinskii and Davi-
dovich, “Predvaritel’nii otchet o rabotakh Khuttal’skogo,” 
41. According to some personal notes handwritten by 
Guliamova, she located a glass workshop some 200 meters 
north of the citadel. We found many glass slags on the spot, 
550 m north of the citadel.

38. Although a part of this topographical survey was carried 
out in the late 1990s by an independent architect, Abdul 
Khani, under Iakubov’s supervision, it is still not available.

39. We noticed that the rooms (on the south side) perhaps 
opened onto a street; they have the same dimensions as 
those of the bazar in Lashkar-i Bazar (5 m × 7 m): Daniel 
Schlumberger, Janine Sourdel-Thomine, Jean-Claude Gar-
din et al., Lashkari Bazar: Une résidence royale ghaznévide 
et ghoride, Mémoires de la Délégation archéologique fran-
çaise en Afghanistan 18, 3 vols. (Paris, 1963–78), 1: pl. 24. 
They were probably built around the beginning of the elev-
enth century: Terry Allen, “Notes on Bust (continued),” Iran 
29 (1990): 23. The direction of the building and its position 
suggest as well that it was included inside the enclosure, 
as vouched by excavations in front of the western façade. 

e.g., the leaders of Saghaniyan, Guzgan, Gharchistan, and 
Isfijab. See C. E. Bosworth, “The Rulers of Chaghāniyān 
in Early Islamic Times,” Iran 19 (1981): 3; Richard N. Frye, 
“The Samanids,” in The Period from the Arab Invasion to the 
Saljuqs, ed. Richard N. Frye, vol. 4 of The Cambridge History 
of Iran (Cambridge, 1968–91), 149.

23. The coins reveal numerous clues relating to titles. Two 
currencies were struck in al-Khuttal in 292 (905), in the 
name of Ismāʿīl b. Aḥmad: Brita Malmer and Nils Ludvig 
Rasmusson, eds., Corpus Nummorum Saeculorum IX–XI Qui 
in Suecia Reperti Sunt = Catalogue of Coins from the 9–11th 
Centuries Found in Sweden (Stockholm, 1982), 269, 304.  
A currency was struck in al-Khuttal in 312 (925), in the 
name of Naṣr I b. Aḥmad: C. J. Tornberg, Numi Cufici Regii 
Numophylacii Holmiensis, quos omnes in Terra Sueciae Rep-
ertos (Uppsala, 1848): 204, coin no. 350. Five currencies 
were stamped al-Khuttal in 314 (927) and 315 (928), in the 
name of Naṣr I b. Aḥmad: Brita Malmer and Nils Ludvig 
Rasmusson, eds., Gotland. 2 (Stockholm, 1977), 71, 219, 304. 
A currency was stamped in al-Khuttal in 322 (934), in the 
name of Caliph al-Qāhir bi’-llāh (320–22 [932–34]) and Naṣr 
I b. Aḥmad: Tornberg, Numi Cufici Regii Numophylacii Hol-
miensis, 216.

24. Bosworth, “Rulers of Chaghāniyān,” 7.
25. Gardīzī, Tā’rīkh-i Gardīzī (first half of the eleventh century), 

ed. and trans. ʿAbd al-Hayy Ḥabībī (Tehran, 1984), 344.
26. Regarding currencies from the second quarter of the 

eleventh century, see Michael Fedorov, “New Data on 
the Appanage Rulers of Khuttalān and Wakhsh,” Iran 44 
(2006): 197–206.

  The first article dealing exclusively with the currencies of 
the Banijurids of the last quarter of the ninth century was 
published by Richard Vasmer, “Beiträge zur muhammed-
anischen Münzkunde. Die Münzen der Abū Dāʾudiden,” 
Numismatische Zeitschrift, n.s., 18 (1925): 49–84. I am pre-
paring an article with Dr. Cécile Bresc, former curator for 
Islamic coins in the British Museum, in which we bring 
together all this information.

27. We do not know the precise dating, but a sister of Mahmud 
of Ghazna, Hurra-yi Khuttali, was married to one of the 
governors of Khuttal; such marriages also suggest that this 
family maintained a special status under the Ghaznavids: 
C. E. Bosworth, EI2, s.v. “Khuttalān,” and “Bānīdjūrids.” 
Their status is described by Muqaddasī, Aḥsan al-taqāsīm 
fī maʿrifat al-aqālīm (from the second half of the tenth 
century), 337. See also Belenitskii, “Istoriko-geograficheskii 
ocherk Khuttalia,” 124–25; Frye, Cambridge History of Iran, 
vol. 4, Period from the Arab Invasion to the Saljuqs, 173–74.

28. Barthold, Turkestan, 297–98; Gafurov, Drevniashaia, 390.
29. Bosworth, EI2, s.v. “Khuttalān”; C. E. Bosworth, The 

Ghaznavids: Their Empire in Afghanistan and Eastern Iran 
(994–1040) (Edinburgh, 1963), 54.

30. This city is called the bārghah (emporium) of Khuttalan 
and Saghaniyan in Ḥudūd al-ʿālam, ed. and trans. Minorsky, 
114.

31. Barthold, Turkestan, 81, 143–44; al-Iṣtakhrī, Kītāb al-Masālik 
wa ’l-mamālik, BGA 1, ed. de Goeje, 281, 289. Amul is located 
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caravanserai is from the last quarter of the eleventh cen-
tury, built in 1078–79; its wall is adorned with semicircular 
 abutments.

52. They perhaps formed an arcade, as is the case in the central 
castle and south castle of Lashkar-i Bazar: Schlumberger, 
Sourdel-Thomine, and Gardin, Lashkari Bazar: Une rési-
dence royale, pl. 52(a–c). This façade also had two other fea-
tures in common with the Hulbuk façade: a platform at the 
bottom of the north, west, and east façades, forming a large 
set of stairs in the west; and the presence of gaps in the 
breast wall, in which wood posts might have been embed-
ded (present on the eastern façade of the Hulbuk citadel). 
These two elements are visible in the archival photographs 
that were examined: for the restitution of the stairs, see figs. 
11b and 14a: Schlumberger, Sourdel-Thomine, and Gardin, 
Lashkari Bazar: Une résidence royale, 20–21, pl. 4, platform 
(2.3 m wide).

53. Ėrkinoi Guliamova, “Raskopki tsitadel Khul’buka v 1985 g.,” 
Arkheologicheskie Raboty v Tadzhikistan 25 (1984): 224.

54. During the reconstruction on the western side in July 2005, 
a large pahsa wall was clearly visible from north to south 
behind the brick wall; this observation suggests that only 
the front part of the wall was made of fired bricks; it could 
also indicate that this was an earlier stage.

55. Iakubov, Dobutov, and Kulemin, “Arkheologicheskie ras-
kopki na gorodise Khul’buk,” 264–65; for a general plot-
ting of the citadel, see Iakubov and Guliamova, Khul’buk, 
stolitsa drevnego Khatlona, 66 (general view of the artist). 
Part of a sidewall between the stronghold wall and this 
one was found in 2005 on the northern part of the portal. 
Similar plans were found in eleventh-century Ribat-i Malik: 
Nemtseva, “Rabat-i Malik, arkheologicheskie issledovan-
nia,” 119, 128 (plan), 144 (restitution).
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paved with fired bricks displaying various patterns. 
Researchers noticed the presence of numerous iron nails in 
the room, probably the remains of the roof structure. Room 
2, 8.85 m wide, is square-shaped, with two entrances. Room 
3, measuring 7.8 m × 4.4 m, is smaller in size and adjoins 
the fourth room.

57. Litvinskii and Davidovich, “Predvaritel’nii otchet o rabo-
takh Khuttal’skogo,” 40–44; for the stratigraphic section, 
see fig. 5, p. 45. The ground floor of the corridor was located 
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tinct from the badrab 2 discussed later in this paper). We 
retained the inconsistency in the numbers given by the 
archaeologists. The lower part of the refuse well functioned 
during the first phase of occupation of room 1, and when 
the inside of the mosque was reconstructed. 

58. Investigated in 1960, they were published in 1962: Ėrkinoi 
Guliamova, “Raskopki tsitadeli na gorodise Khul’buk v 

Planning for the 2006 celebrations in Kuliab drew attention 
to the excavations in this area; the related publication is 
currently under preparation.

40. I. Iakubov, D. Dobutov, and A. Kulemin, “Arkheologicheskie 
raskopki na gorodise Khul’buk v 2004 g.,” Arkheologicheskie 
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the eleventh century: Ėrkinoi Guliamova, “Raskopki tsita-
deli na gorodise Khul’buk v 1957 g.,” Trudy Instituta Istorii 
Ahmad Donisha 27 (1961): 152. A comparative study of the 
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43. Ėrkinoi Guliamova and Boris Marshak, “Drevnii Khul’buk,” 
Tadzhikistan 8 (1957): 20–21.

44. Ėrkinoi Guliamova, Khul’buk: Stolitsa Khuttalia (Dushanbe, 
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45. This technique, known as trompe d’angle-vault, is still well 
known in Iran and Afghanistan: see, for instance, Roland 
Besenval, Technologie de la voûte dans l’Orient ancien, 2 
vols. (Paris, 1984), 1:65; 2: pls. 45–47. A wrong outline is 
given in Iakubov and Guliamova, Khul’buk, stolitsa drev-
nego Khatlona, 11, fig. 2. A survey was carried out during 
the 2003 campaign: I. Iakubov, D. Dobutov, and A. Kule-
min, “Raskopki na gorodise Khul’buk v 2003 g.,” Arkheologi 
Rasskazyvaiut Tadzhikistan 29 (2004): 337.

46. Litvinskii and Davidovich, “Predvaritel’nii otchet o rabo-
takh Khuttal’skogo,” 40–52.
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built), as well as a big wall (3.1 m), which corresponded to 
the reconstruction and enlargement of the western wall of 
the first palace. Iakubov, Dobutov, and Kulemin, “Raskopki 
na gorodise Khul’buk v 2003 g.,” 336, 339, 341. 

49. Pahsa is equivalent to the cobwork (ṭābya).
50. See, for example, the drawings in Khmel’nitskii, Dvortsy 

Khuttalia, fig. 53, p. 79.
51. N. B. Nemtseva, “Rabat-i Malik, arkheologicheskie issle-
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and found in room 1 of the second palace was published in 
Guliamova, “Raskopki v Khul’buke v 1961 g.,” 103. On the 
southwestern front, on the floor of room 2, eight silver coins 
(four whole ones and four fragments) stamped in the name 
of Masʾūd and Abū al-Asad (second quarter of the eleventh 
century) were published in Ėrkinoi Guliamova, “Raskopki 
na gorodise Khul’buk v 1984 g.,” Arkheologicheskie Raboty 
v Tadzhikistan 24 (1984): 336. See also E. A. Davidovich, 
Klady drevnih i srednevekovyh monet Tadzhiskistan (Mos-
cow, 1979), 141–43.

65. Dated 318 (930), it was found, in the residential quarter, 
room 19: Guliamova, “Raskopki na gorodise Khul’buk v 1984 
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