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Abstract. This paper examines the issue of the Jochid genealogy in the Safavid sources 
with particular attention to the genealogy of Urus Khan, the “Left Hand” ruler of the 
Jochid Ulus, and reconsiders the nature of their portrayals of the Jochid Ulus. In addi-
tion, through the analysis in this paper, I hope to provide some insight into the question 
of how the Safavid sources perceived the Jochid Ulus and its successor states. 
Research materials. Muntakhab al-Tawārīkh-i Mu‘īnī, Topkapı Sarayı Müzesi 
Kütüphanesi, B. 411, Safavid sources, Ghaffārī’s Nusakh-i Jahān-ārā, Ḥaydar Rāzī’s 
Tārīkh-i Ḥaydarī. 
Results and novelty of the research. 1) The Safavid historiography was strongly in the 
tradition of the Timurid historiography. However, among the Timurid sources, it is the 
Muntakhab al-Tawārīkh-i Mu‘īnī that provides specific descriptions of the Jochid Ulus 
in the late fourteenth century – a period for which little information is otherwise availa-
ble. It may therefore be assumed that the Nusakh-i Jahān-ārā, in its account of the 
Jochid Ulus, drew upon the Muntakhab al-Tawārīkh-i Mu‘īnī, albeit with certain inter-
pretative modifications. 2) The Safavid sources recognized not only the rulers of the 
“Aq Orda / Left Hand” but also those of the “Kök Orda / Right Hand” (Batuids) as the 
descendants of Orda. 3) The Safavid sources after Nusakh-i Jahān-ārā have been said to 
refer to the Muntakhab al-Tawārīkh-i Mu‘īnī, but more accurately they referred to 
Nusakh-i Jahān-ārā that may have attempted to reasonably interpret the Muntakhab al-
Tawārīkh-i Mu‘īnī statement. 4) The Safavid sources were exclusively interested in the 
eastern successor states to the Jochid Ulus. Among them, the Kazakh Khanate, which 
ruled the eastern Kipchak steppe, was recognized as having continuity from the Jochid 
Ulus. 
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Some Safavid sources contain descriptions of the Jochid Ulus1. However, 
these descriptions are generally regarded as having been based on the Timurid 
general/universal history Muntakhab al-Tawārīkh-i Muʿīnī (or its earlier ver-
sion, Iskandar Anonymous [1413/4]), attributed to Muʿīn al-Dīn Naṭanzī2 (1414; 
hereafter – MTM) [20, с. 210, 213]; and although they have been partially uti-
lized, they have not been examined in a direct and systematic manner. In this 
context, A. A. Absalikov recently paid attention to the Safavid sources and 
claimed that Urus Khan (ancestor of the Kazakh Khanate, r. 1368–77), the “Left 
Hand” ruler of the Jochid Ulus, was a descendant of Orda (Ūrda; the eldest son 
of Jochi) [1]. This paper examines Absalikov’s theory and reconsiders the na-
ture of the portrayals of the Jochid Ulus in the Safavid sources3. 

Ts. Akasaka also makes an interesting point that the Safavid sources recog-
nized the Kazakh Khanate as the “legitimate” successor to the Jochid Ulus in 
the eastern Kipchak steppe [24, p. 243–245]. Through the analysis in this paper, 
I hope to provide some insight into the question of how the Safavid sources 
perceived the Jochid Ulus and its successor states (Later Jochid states). 

1. The Genealogy of Urus Khan and the MTM 
The questions of whether the “Left Hand” ruler Urus Khan, ancestor of the 

Kazakh Khanate, belonged to the Ordaid or the Toqa/Toqay Temürid line, and 
whether the “Left Hand” that gave rise to the Kazakh Khanate was designated 
as “Aq Orda (āq ūrda, i.e. White Horde)” or “Kök Orda (kūk ūrda, i.e. Blue 
Horde)”, are of central importance for the history of the Jochid Ulus and the 
Kazakh Khanate, and have been the subject of substantial scholarly research4. In 
my previous works, I have argued that Urus Khan belonged to the Toqa 
Temürid line (see note 5) and that the “Left Hand” was designated as the “Kök 
Orda” at least by the late fourteenth century [32, p. 174–177; 37]. With regard 
to these issues, the Timurid general history MTM, one of the few historical 
sources that provides specific descriptions of the Jochid Ulus in the late four-
teenth century, has long been at the center of scholarly debate. 

Many of the theories of Urus Khan as an Orda descendant identify the “Left 
Hand” ruler Sāsī Būqā, Urus Khan’s great-grandfather in the MTM, as the same 
person as Sātī/Sāsī Būqā b. Bāyān, a descendant of Orda, who appears in Rashīd 
al-Dīn’s Jāmi‘ al-Tawārīkh (1307, enlarged 1310/1; see Genealogy (a), (b)). 
However, elsewhere in the MTM, Sāsī Būqā’s father Nūqāy (Noqai, Noghai) is 
described as “son of Tātār, son of TWWK [<Būūl; the eighth son of Jochi]”, 
                                                           

1 Of those, Qāḍī Aḥmad Ghaffārī Qazvīnī’s Nusakh/Tārīkh-i Jahān-ārā (1564/5) 
and Ḥaydar b. ‘Alī Ḥusaynī Rāzī’s Tārīkh-i Ḥaydarī (Majma‘ al-Tawārīkh) (1618/9) are 
included in V. G. Tizengauzen’s Collection of materials relating to the history of the 
Golden Horde. T. II [20, с. 210–215, 269–274]. 

2 On a discussion of his authorship, see [12, с. 528, прим. 1]. 
3 At the same time, a re-examination of the descriptions of the Chinggisids in Ot-

toman sources has begun [33], thereby opening up new avenues for research. 
4 For recent research on these questions, see [4, с. 117–119; 5, с. 10–15; 7, с. 195–

204; 8; 9, с. 46–48; 10; 15; 22, с. 172–184; 24, p. 63–90; 49]. Zh. M. Sabitov’s latest 
article [18], while sharing some of the same concerns as this paper, also examines these 
issues from a broader perspective. Where the MTM got its information about Jochid 
Ulus is also an important consideration [3, с. 102–103; 16; 22, с. 84–92; 27, p. 116–
117; 36; 38, p. 418–419; 50]. 
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and it is pointed out that his lineage is not actually connected to that of Orda 
[21, с. 61; 24, p. 83–84; 28, p. 73]5. 

In addition, I have recently focused on the Jochid parts of the “table 
(jadwal) [of dynasties]” in the MTM Paris manuscript and Topkapı Sarayı 
Müzesi Kütüphanesi, B. 411 (1413; hereafter – B. 411) attributed to the same 
author as the MTM; through this analysis it has become clear that the author 
would not have had accurate information about the early history of the Ordaids 
(“Left Hand”) [37]6. More to the point, the MTM states, “After the time and 
term of his [=Batu] life reached longevity, his brother Orda became the succes-
sor (qā’im-maqām)” [21, с. 60; 28, p. 68]7, which differs from the Jāmi‘ al-
Tawārīkh and other sources. This lack of knowledge or ambiguity about the 
Ordaids (“Left Hand”) is thought to have contributed to the confusion of the 
genealogy in the MTM (and B. 411)8. 

2. Absalikov’s Theory 
Absalikov analyzes several Safavid sources that contain references to the 

Jochid Ulus; in this article [1], however, he focuses on the genealogy of Qasim 
Khan (r. 1509–21) of the Kazakh Khanate in Ḥasan Beg Rūmlū’s Aḥsan al-
Tawārīkh (1578; see Genealogy (d)). 

The interesting points of Absalikov’s theory are as follows: 1) he focuses 
on the genealogy in the Safavid sources of “Orda – Qūlī – Nūqāy (not found in 
the Aḥsan al-Tawārīkh) – Sāsī Būqā9  ––– Urus Khān”; 2) by reading Sāsī 
Būghā/Būqā’s father in the jadwal of the MTM as Ḥārūq Būghā(y) (I read Sāsī 
Būghā’s father as Sārī Būghā in the jadwal and B. 411 [36, p. 42; 37, p. 35]; see 
Genealogy (b)10), he identifies Nūqāy, Sāsī Būqā’s father in the MTM, as the 
same person as Nūqāy b. Jārūq (Ḥārūq Būghā(y)) b. Tumakān b. Qūlī b. Orda in 
the Mu‘izz al-Ansāb (1426/7; see Genealogy (a)). In doing so, he advanced the 
                                                           

5 The person corresponding to Sāsī Būqā b. Nūqāy (and Mubārak Khwāja, the “Left 
Hand” ruler whose existence is confirmed by coins) is found among the descendants of 
Toqa Temür. According to the Mu‘izz al-Ansāb (1426/7), Tavārīkh-i Guzīda(-yi) 
Nuṣrat-nāma (ca. 1504), and so on, Urus Khan is the son of Bādāq/Bādiq, a descendant 
of Toqa Temür [4, с. 117–119; 5, с. 10–15; 8; 24, p. 83–84, 150–151; 49]. 

 
6 In addition, it is important here that both of the MTM and B. 411 do not refer to 

the names of Qongqiran/Qonghuran, Temür Buqa, Qonichi (Qūnīchī), and Bayan 
(Bāyān), who were the successors of Orda in the “Left Hand”, according to Rashīd al-
Dīn’s Jāmiʻ al-Tawārīkh [22, с. 125–146; 24, p. 145–149; 25, p. 18–25]. As with the 
MTM, the genealogy from Orda to Sāsī Būqā in the B. 411 is not actually connected. In 
fact, it is not clear whether the MTM recognized the “Left Hand” as the Ordaids or not. 
On the B. 411 genealogy, see also [18, с. 89–91]. 

7 This sentence was not included in Tizengauzen’s Russian translation [20] and has 
not received much attention so far. 

8 In addition, the author probably did not have accurate knowledge of the genealo-
gy of the Shïbanids and Toqa Temürids that had replaced the Batuids and Ordaids [32, 
p. 176, n. 18]. 

9 However, it has already been pointed out that the Safavid sources considered Sāsī 
Būqā as a descendant of Qūlī, the second son of Orda [24, p. 84]. 

10 On a Turkic personal name of Sārī Būghā (Sarï Bugha), see [46, p. 636]. 

Tūqā Tīmūr –— Bāy Tīmūr/Bāyimūr – Tūqānchar –— Mubārak Khwāja
– Sāsī – Nūqāy

– Ūrūnk Tīmūr/Urunbāsh – Achiq – Bāqbuqa/Tāqtaq – Tīmūr Khwāja – Bādāq/Bādiq – Urus Khān
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theory that Sāsī Būqā in the MTM was a descendant of Qūlī, the second son of 
Orda, in contrast to the traditional view that the Sāsī Būqā was Sāsī/Sātī Būqā b. 
Bāyān, a descendant of Orda. In other words, he argued that Urus Khan be-
longed to the Ordaids and descended from Qūlī. 

As for this Absalikov theory, Zh. M. Sabitov has already criticized it [18, 
с. 93–94]. This paper will examine this theory below in terms of the correlation 
between the MTM and the Safavid sources’ descriptions of the Jochid Ulus. 

 
(a) Genealogy of the Jāmi‘ al-Tawārīkh and the Mu‘izz al-Ansāb [6, с. 39–40, 

18b–19b; 13, с. 66–67, 69; 45, p. 710–713] 
Orda –– Sartāqtāy – Qūnīchī – Bāyān – Sātī/Sāsī Būqā 

–  Qūlī11 – Tumakān – Jārūq – Nūqāy 

(b) Genealogy of the Muntakhab al-Tawārīkh-i Mu‘īnī [21, с. 65–66; 28, p. 88–
92] 

Nūqāy (listed as Sārī Būghā in the jadwal and B. 411) – Sāsī Būqā – Īrazan – 
Jīmbāy (Chimbay)12 – Ūrus Khān 

(c) Genealogy of the Nusakh-i Jahān-ārā [2, с. 65–66; 20, с. 211–212, 270–271; 
41, p. 205–207] 

Orda – Qūlī – Nūqāy/Būqāy – Sāsī Būqā 13  – Īrazan/Īdzan – Jīmtāy/Jīhāy 
(Chimbay) – Urus Khān – Qūyzī (Quyurchuq) Khān14 – Barāq Khān – Jānī Bīk – 
Saydak Khān15 – Qāsim Khān – Ḥaqq Naẓar Khān 

(d) Genealogy of the Aḥsan al-Tawārīkh [30, p. 1135] 
Orda – Qūyī (Qūlī) – Sāsī Būqā – Īrazan – Chitmāy (Chimbay) Khān – Urus Khān 

– Qūzī (Quyurchuq) Khān –Qarāja – Barāq – Jānī Bīk Khān – Saydak Khān – Qāsim 
Khān 

(e) Genealogy of the Tārīkh-i Ḥaydarī [20, с. 213–215, 272–274; 31, f. 49b–51b] 
Orda – Tūlī (Qūlī) – Būqāy (Nūqāy) – Sāsī Būqā16 – Īdaran/Īdarūn (Īrazan) – 

Jījāy/Ṣijāy (Chimbay) – Urus Khān – Qūyrī Jān Ughlān / Qūbrī/Qūrī Khān (Quyurchuq) 
– Barāq Khān – Jānī/Jān Bīk – Saydak Khān – Qāsim Khān – Qamāsh (Mamash) Khān 
(– Ṭāhir Khān17) 

 
  

                                                           
11 In the Russian translation of the Mu‘izz al-Ansāb, he is mistakenly described as 

the son of Qūnīchī. 
12 There is no information on this figure other than the MTM and other sources dis-

cussed in this paper that may have been influenced by it. R. Yu. Reva and V. A. Be-
lyaev’s study is an interesting attempt to identify the recently discovered “čimty-a” on 
the paiza with this figure, but as the authors note, this is an issue for further study [14].  

13 This figure is described as Īdzan in [41]. 
14 The father-son relationship between Qūyzī Khān (Quyurchuq) and Barāq Khān 

is indicated in Tizengauzen’s edition [20], but not in [41]. 
15 Qāsim Khān is the son of Jānī Bīk Khān. “Saydak Khān” could be another name 

of Jānī Bīk Khān (also called “Abū Saʻīd Khān”). 
16 The father-son relationship between Būqāy (Nūqāy) and Sāsī Būqā is indicated 

in Tizengauzen’s edition [20], but not in [31]. See below and note 23. 
17 Ṭāhir Khān is Qāsim Khān’s nephew. In the Tārīkh-i Ḥaydarī, Ṭāhir Khān’s far-

ther is described as Ūz Bek (Özbek) Khān. 
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3. Qāḍī Aḥmad Ghaffārī Qazvīnī’s Nusakh-i Jahān-ārā 
The earliest Safavid source that contains descriptions of the Jochid Ulus is 

Qāḍī Aḥmad Ghaffārī Qazvīnī’s general history Nusakh/Tārīkh-i Jahān-ārā 
(1564/5; hereafter – NJA; see Genealogy (c))18. 

It is confirmed that the genealogy of the Aḥsan al-Tawārīkh referred to that 
of the NJA; the genealogy from Nūqāy to Urus Khān (and the descriptions of 
the “Aq Orda” and “Kök Orda”) also confirm once again that the NJA referred 
to the MTM (or the Iskandar Anonymous). However, some descriptions that 
differ from the MTM can be found. Absalikov also notes these differences and 
states that the NJA did not use the MTM, or if it did, the MTM was not its prima-
ry source [2, с. 66–68]. However, given the similarities of descriptions between 
the MTM and NJA, these differences appear to be the result of the NJA’s inter-
pretation of the MTM description while referring to it, as explained below. 

The NJA states as follows after Jochi, Batu, Sartaq, and Berke: “After him 
[=Berke], the throne passed to the descendants of Orda, and they were divided 
into two branches” (see note 22). After that, the rulers of the “Kök Orda / Right 
Hand (dast-i rāst; from Tūqtā Khān to Berdī Bīk)” and the “Aq Orda / Left 
Hand (dast-i chap; from Tūdā Munkā to Ḥaqq Naẓar Khān)” are described, but 
the description of the “Kök Orda / Right Hand” begins as follows: “The prov-
inces of the Right Hand, such as Urus, Līqā, Ūkek, Mājar, Bulghār, and Qazān, 
belonged to them. Tūqtā/Tūqnā Khān b. Qūbūqūy b. Orda b. Jochi (Jūjī/Chūchī) 
sat on the throne”19. Then, all of the following rulers up to Berdibek are consid-
ered to be the descendants of Orda [2, с. 64–65; 20, с. 210–211, 269–270; 41, 
p. 203–205].  

The description of the “Aq Orda / Left Hand” begins as follows: “The prov-
inces of the Left Hand from the boundary of Uluq Tāq to Qarāṭāl and the border 
of Lūs belonged to them. Tūdā Munkā b. Nūqāy b. Qūlī b. Orda was anointed to 
the throne and held the position for a long time. Sāsī Būqā b. Nūqā(y) (see note 
13) seized power after [his] brother and died in 720” [2, с. 65; 20, с. 211, 270; 
41, p. 205]. While the NJA does identify Sāsī Buqā b. Nūqāy as the son of Qūlī, 
the second son of Orda, at the same time, the NJA also recognizes the rulers, 
who are actually the Batuids, as the descendants of Orda. 

Previous studies have focused on the genealogy of the “Aq Orda / Left 
Hand” (including Urus Khan); however, it is noteworthy that the NJA states that 
“the throne passed to the descendants of Orda” and that the “Kök Orda / Right 
Hand” (Batuids) was also recognized as the descendants of Orda. This is proba-
bly the result of interpreting the MTM statement asserting that “(after Batu) his 
brother Orda became the successor” (see above). In doing so, actually the MTM 
does not name Sāsī Būqā b. Nūqāy as a descendant of Orda, but the NJA may 
have attempted to reasonably interpret the MTM statement by linking the MTM 
                                                           

18 For the Safavid sources treated in this paper, see [26; 42, p. 16–18; 43; 44; 48]. 
Ghaffārī and ‘Abdī Beg Shīrāzī were contemporaries and likely knew one another. Alt-
hough their writings exhibit similarities, the latter probably referred to the works of the 
former [29, p. 28; 42, p. 18]. 

19 As Absalikov notes [2, с. 67], it is an important difference that the MTM states 
that the Jochid Ulus was divided into two branches after Tūqtā, whereas the NJA places 
it after Berke. However, the NJA is common to the MTM in that the first ruler of the 
“Kök Orda / Right Hand” is Tūqtā. 



Nagamine H. The Jochid Ulus in Safavid Sources: On the Issue of the Jochid Genealogy 
Золотоордынское обозрение. 2026, 14(1): 117–129 

122 

genealogy to that of the Jāmi‘ al-Tawārīkh and so on20 (by making Sāsī Būqā b. 
Nūqāy a descendant of Qūlī b. Orda; see Genealogy (a), (b), (c))21. 

Why did the NJA draw upon the MTM? It is clear from the works of 
Sh. A. Quinn and T. Trausch that the Safavid historiography was strongly in the 
tradition of the Timurid historiography (partly of the Aq Qoyunlu) [29, p. 28–
29; 42; 43; 44; 48]. However, among the Timurid sources, it is the MTM that 
provides specific descriptions of the Jochid Ulus in the late fourteenth century – 
a period for which little information is otherwise available. It may therefore be 
assumed that the NJA, in its account of the Jochid Ulus, drew upon the MTM, 
albeit with certain interpretative modifications. 

4. Safavid Sources after the NJA 
Safavid sources after the NJA, including the aforementioned Aḥsan al-

Tawārīkh, contain information basically similar to that of the NJA. Of those, the 
description of ‘Abdī Beg Shīrāzī’s Taklimat al-Akhbār (1570) almost follows 
the NJA [23, p. 155–159; see note 18]. 

Ḥaydar b. ‘Alī Ḥusaynī Rāzī’s Tārīkh-i Ḥaydarī (Majma‘ al-Tawārīkh) 
(1618/9; the author’s background is, in fact, unknown [26]; see Genealogy (e)) 
states as follows: after the death of Berke “his descendants became two stratums 
(ṭabaqa)22”; “Account of sulṭāns of Kök [Orda] who were the descendants of 
Jochi (Jūjī). First was Qūbūy b. Orda b. Jochi” (below, from Tūqtāy Khān to 
Berdī Bīk); “Account of sulṭāns of Aq [Orda] who are also the descendants of 
Jochi… [Tūdā] Munkāy b. Būqāy (Nūqāy) b. Tūlī (Qūlī) b. Orda b. Jochi… 
after him, Sāsī Būqā, who was his brother23…” (below, from Īdaran/Īdarūn 
[Īrazan] to Ṭāhir Khān) [20, с. 213–215, 272–274; 31, f. 49b–51b]. 

With minor variations, these are basically similar information to the NJA. 
These have been said to refer to the MTM so far, but more accurately they re-
ferred to the NJA that may have attempted to reasonably interpret the MTM 
statement. 
It is also noteworthy that the influence of the MTM and the NJA was far-
reaching, including Ṭāhir Muḥammad Sabzwārī’s Rawḍat al-Ṭāhirīn (1606/7), 
who emigrated from Iran to India, Ottoman historiography (Ahmet 
Müneccimbaşı’s Sahaif ül-ahbar  [Camiʻu'd-düvel], ca. 1672), and Crimean 
Khanate historiography (Seyyid Muhmed Rizâ’s Es-seb‘ü’s-seyyâr, 1737 or 
                                                           

20 It is unclear if the NJA ever saw the Mu‘izz al-Ansāb itself as Absalikov pointed 
out. However, similar genealogical information is available in the Jāmi‘ al-Tawārīkh, to 
which Qāḍī Aḥmad Ghaffārī referred in another work Nigāristān (1552) [39, p. 85], 
therefore, he would have had such genealogical information at hand. There is also a 
similar genealogy in the Tavārīkh-i Guzīda(-yi) Nuṣrat-nāma (from Orda to Jārūq) [47, 
p. 116–117]. Interestingly, the confusion between Nūqāy b. Tātār and Nūqāy b. Jārūq is 
also found in some manuscripts of the Jāmi‘ al-Tawārīkh [7, с. 200; 13, с. 82]. Sabitov 
specifies that such confusion may have affected the genealogy of the NJA [18, с. 95]. 

21 The appearance of Qūlī b. Orda on another place in the MTM text [21, с. 61; 28, 
p. 72] may have contributed to the NJA interpretation. 

22 farzandān-i ū du ṭabaqa shudand. This part in the NJA is as follows: salṭanat bi-
fanzandān-i ūrda rasīda mutafarriq bi-du farqa shudand; it is possible that Ḥaydar Rāzī 
rewrote (or miswrote) the underlined part. 

23 sāsī būqā ki barādarash būd. This part follows Tizengauzen’s edition [20]. In 
[31]: “his son Sāsī Būqā, his brother Būqā(?) (pisarash sāsī būqā ki barādarash būqā)”. 
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1744)24. The genealogy of information originating in the MTM and the NJA is 
also an important issue (see also [17; 18, с. 92–94]). 

5. How the Safavid Sources Perceived the Jochid Ulus and their de-
scendant states? 

As mentioned at the beginning, Akasaka makes an interesting point that the 
Safavid sources recognized the Kazakh Khanate as the “legitimate” successor to 
the Jochid Ulus in the eastern Kipchak steppe [24, p. 243–245]. The rationale is 
as follows (see Genealogy (c), (e)): 

1) In the NJA description of the Jochid rulers, the account of “Muḥammad 
Sulṭān (Küchük Muḥammad) b. Tīmūr Khān b. Qutlugh Tīmūr” is followed by 
“Qāsim Khān b. Saydak Khān b. Jānī Bīk b. Barāq Khān” (Kazakh Khanate 
ruler), then comes the account of “Ḥaqq Naẓar Khān b. Qāsim Khān” (Kazakh 
Khanate ruler, r. 1537/8–80) [20, с. 211–212, 270–271; 41, p. 205–207]. 

2) According to the Tārīkh-i Ḥaydarī, “Muḥammad [b.] Tīmūr Khān b. 
Qutlugh Tīmūr” (Küchük Muḥammad) is followed by “Qāsim Khān b. Saydak 
Khān b. Jānī/Jān Bīk b. Barāq Khān” (Kazakh Khanate ruler), followed by 
“Qamāsh (Mamash) Khān b. Qāsim Khān” (Kazakh Khanate ruler, r. 1521–22), 
followed by “Ṭāhir Khān” (Kazakh Khanate ruler, r. 1522–1531/2). It is also 
stated that Qāsim Khān brought “the Ulus of Jochi Khān (ulūs-i jūjī khān)” 
under his control [20, с. 213–215, 272–274; 31, f. 49b–51b]. 

Indeed, the Kazakh rulers are continuously described in the account of the 
“Aq Orda / Left Hand” rulers. In addition, Qāsim Khān is also called “the ruler 
of the steppe and the Ulus of Jochi Khān (ḥākim-i dasht wa ulūs-i jūjī khān)”, 
“the emperor/ruler of the steppe (pādshāh/ḥākim-i dasht)”, and Ḥaqq Naẓar 
Khān – “the ruler of the steppe (farmān-farmā-yi dasht)” [31, f. 52b, 53b; 41, 
p. 207]. Akasaka’s points are thought-provoking. Furthermore, let us turn to the 
structure of the Safavid sources’ narrative on the Jochids. 

 
Structure of the Nusakh-i Jahān-ārā [41, p. 203–210] 
Chapter (saṭr) 3. On Descendants (dhurrīyat) of Jochi: from Jochi to Berke 

Khān. 
Paragraph (ḥarf) 1. On sulṭāns of Kök Orda: from Tūqnā (Tūqtā) Khān to Berdī 

Bīk. 
Paragraph 2. On khāqāns of Aq Orda: from Tūdā Munkā to Ḥaqq Naẓar Khān. 
After mentioning that the Ordaid dynasty (dawlat-i dūdmān-i ūrda) was weakened 

by the conflict with the Tuqtamish (Toqtamïsh) family and the rise of the descendants of 
Shībān b. Jochi: 

Paragraph 1. On sulṭāns of Mā warā’ al-nahr: the Shaybanid Dynasty, from 
Abū al-Khayr Khān (r. 1428/9–68/9) to Iskandar Khān (r. 1561–83). 

Paragraph 2. On sulṭāns of Khwārazm: the Khiva Khanate, from Īl Pārs (Īlbārs) 
to Jājim Khān (Ḥājim/Ḥājī Muḥammad, r. 1558–1603). 

Structure of the Tārīkh-i Ḥaydarī [31, f. 49a–57a] 
Account of Jochi Khān: from Jochi Khān to Berke Khān. 
Account of sulṭāns of Kök [Orda]: from Qūbūy to Berdī Bīk. 
Account of sulṭāns of Aq [Orda]: from [Tūdā] Munkāy to Ṭāhir Khān. 

                                                           
24 Sahaif ül-ahbar mentions the NJA (ghaffārīnın jahān-ārā) as its source [24, p. 

84; 35, p. 689]. In Es-seb‘ü’s-seyyâr, the “white tent (aq obalı)” is associated with Orda 
and the “blue tent (kök obalı)” with Batu [19, с. 117–118; 40, p. 90–91]. 
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Account of another group of the Jochids (faujī dīgarān-i āl-i jūjī): the 
Shaybanid Dynasty, from Abū al-Khayr Khān to ‘Abd Allāh (the second, r. 1583–98). 

Account of the Jochids’ rule in Khwārazm (ḥukūmat-i āl-i jūjī dar khwārazm): 
the Khiva Khanate, from [Īl] Pārs to Ḥājim Khān. 

 
What is characteristic here is that only the eastern states – the Kazakh 

Khanate and the Shïdanids (Shaybanid Dynasty and Khiva Khanate) – are de-
scribed among the successor states to the Jochid Ulus. In other words, the 
Safavid sources, of course, were exclusively interested in the eastern successor 
states to the Jochid Ulus (these are especially detailed about the Shaybanid 
Dynasty and the Khiva Khanate). Among them, the Kazakh Khanate, which 
ruled the eastern Kipchak steppe, was recognized as having continuity (“legiti-
macy” according to Akasaka) from the Jochid Ulus25. In addition, this may also 
be the result of the tradition of (Islamic) general history, in which sources fol-
low the contents of previous generations and add contemporaneous history to 
them [34, p. 13]. 

On the other hand, there is an interesting argument that the Great Horde 
(Bol’shaya Orda) existed in the west and that the Crimean Khanate claimed to 
have inherited the Great Horde. It should be noted, however, that these discus-
sions do not actually include the eastern part [11, с. 361–362; 24, p. 240–243]. 
The debate over “legitimacy” within the successor states to the Jochid Ulus will 
be deepened by considering both of the eastern and western successor states, as 
well as the perceptions from the surrounding powers. 

Concluding remarks 
The following has been discussed in this paper: 
1) The Safavid historiography was strongly in the tradition of the Timurid 

historiography. However, among the Timurid sources, it is the MTM (or the 
Iskandar Anonymous) that provides specific descriptions of the Jochid Ulus in 
the late fourteenth century – a period for which little information is otherwise 
available. It may therefore be assumed that the NJA, in its account of the Jochid 
Ulus, drew upon the MTM, albeit with certain interpretative modifications. 

2) The Safavid sources recognized not only the rulers of the “Aq Orda / 
Left Hand” but also those of the “Kök Orda / Right Hand” (Batuids) as the de-
scendants of Orda. In doing so, the NJA may have attempted to reasonably in-
terpret the MTM statement by linking the MTM genealogy to that of the Jāmi‘ 
al-Tawārīkh and so on (by making Sāsī Būqā b. Nūqāy a descendant of Qūlī b. 
Orda). 

3) The Safavid sources after the NJA have been said to refer to the MTM 
so far, but more accurately they referred to the NJA that may have attempted to 
reasonably interpret the MTM statement. 

4) The Safavid sources were exclusively interested in the eastern successor 
states to the Jochid Ulus. Among them, the Kazakh Khanate, which ruled the 
eastern Kipchak steppe, was recognized as having continuity (“legitimacy” ac-
cording to Akasaka) from the Jochid Ulus. 

                                                           
25 However, it is noteworthy that they are not called “kazakh (qazāq)” in the quoted 

parts in this paper except the Aḥsan al-Tawārīkh [30, p. 1135]. 
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This paper has examined Absalikov’s theory; however, in light of the con-
siderations discussed above, attributing Urus Khan to the Ordaid line on the 
basis of the Safavid sources is unconvincing. In other words, his theory does not 
constitute a refutation of the view that Urus Khan belonged to the Toqa 
Temürid line. Nevertheless, his study represents an important contribution, as it 
has opened the way for a re-examination of the Safavid sources. In addition, he 
raised another significant question concerning how to position the father of Sāsī 
Būqā/Būghā (Nūqāy or Sārī Būghā / Ḥārūq Būghā(y)) in the MTM and B. 411. 

The aim of this paper is to present a new perspective on the MTM and the 
Safavid sources, one that has not yet been sufficiently considered. In order to 
address the issues outlined at the beginning through the genealogical infor-
mation contained in the MTM and the Safavid sources, it is necessary to exam-
ine how these works portray not only the “Aq Orda / Left Hand,” but also the 
Jochid Ulus and its successor states as a whole – that is, how they perceived the 
Jochid Ulus and its political legacy. 

However, the arguments advanced in this paper remain provisional and re-
quire further verification. It is hoped that these tentative attempts will contribute 
to future research on the history of the Jochid Ulus. 
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Резюме. Цель исследования: рассмотреть проблему Джучидской генеалогии в 
сефевидских источниках, прежде всего генеалогию Урус-хана, правителя «Левого 
крыла» Улуса Джучи, а также переосмыслить характер сефевидских описаний 
Улуса Джучи. Кроме того, в результате проведённого анализа предпринимается 
попытка прояснить, каким образом сефевидские источники воспринимали Золо-
тую Орду и государства-преемники. 
Материалы исследования: «Мунтахаб ат-Таварих-и Му‘ини»; рукопись Библиоте-
ки Музея дворца Топкапы, B. 411; сефевидские источники: «Нусах-и Джахан-ара» 
Гаффари, «Тарих-и Хайдари» Хайдар Рази. 
Результаты и научная новизна. 1) Сефевидская историография в значительной 
степени опиралась на традиции тимуридской историографии. Среди тимуридских 
источников именно «Мунтахаб ат-Таварих-и Му‘ини» содержит подробные све-
дения об Улусе Джучи второй половины XIV в., поэтому, по-видимому, при опи-
сании Джучиев Улуса автор «Нусах-и Джахан-ара» опирался на «Мунтахаб ат-
Таварих-и Му‘ини». 2) Сефевидские источники считали потомками Орды не 
только правителей «Ак Орды / Левого крыла», но и правителей «Кук Орды / Пра-
вого крыла» (Батуидов). 3) Считается, что сефевидские источники после «Нусах-и 
Джахан-ара» обращались к «Мунтахаб ат-Таварих-и Му‘ини», однако точнее 
говорить о том, что они использовали «Нусах-и Джахан-ара», представлявшее 
собой попытку рациональной интерпретации сведений «Мунтахаб ат-Таварих-и 
Му‘ини». 4) Сефевидские источники проявляли интерес исключительно к восточ-
ным государствам-преемникам Улуса Джучи. Среди них Казахское ханство, пра-
вившее в восточной части Кипчакской степи, рассматривалось как государство, 
сохранявшее преемственность от Улуса Джучи. 

Ключевые слова: Урус-хан, «Мунтахаб ат-Таварих-и Му‘ини», сефевидские 
источники, «Нусах-и Джахан-ара» Гаффари, «Тарих-и Хайдари» Хайдар Рази 
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