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The Forgotten Odyssey: Greeks in the Heart of Asia

By Oidinposha Pulatovna Imamkhodjaeva*

This article offers a window into the deep historical ties between Greece and
Central Asia. It discusses how Alexander the Great worked to create a hybrid
Greco-Central Asian culture through military conquest, strategic marriages, and
the founding of cities. But it also explores the lesser-known story that lonian
Greeks may have settled in Central Asia long before Alexander’s arrival'. When
the Macedonian king launched his eastern campaigns in the 4th century BCE, he
may have encountered echoes of his own culture already present in the lands of
Sogdiana and Bactria. Alexander formalized this presence, which laid the
foundation for the Greco-Bactrian Kingdom. The article examines archaeological
and numismatic evidence of this cultural fusion and reflects on how these ancient
interactions shaped the identity of the region. This article also acknowledges the
contributions of the modern Greek diaspora and, in particular, Konstantinos
Politis, Chairman of the Greek Cultural Center in Uzbekistan, and Dilmurod
Sharapov, an independent scholar with a deep passion for the history of Central
Asia. Sharapov first introduced me to Politis, and their intellectual generosity has
shaped every stage of this work. Both devoted time and energy to rereading this
essay, providing historical, archaeological, and numismatic evidence, revisiting
sources, and offering original suggestions that strengthened its arguments. Whenever
1 had questions, Sharapov was ready to verify details—ofien by consulting museum
collections—while Politis, with equal dedication, shared insights informed by his
expertise and his keen interest in archaeological excavations in Uzbekistan. Their
contributions have been invaluable for understanding the enduring jewels of this
historic past. By blending historical analysis with cultural memory, this study reflects
a story that began not with conquest, but with connection.

Introduction

This article re-examines Greek—Central Asian entanglements by bringing ancient
testimonia into direct conversation with archaeological and numismatic evidence. It
focuses on the period for which we possess documentable data—principally the fourth
to second centuries BCE—when Alexander’s campaigns in Sogdiana and Bactria and
the rise of the Greco-Bactrian kingdom generated durable institutions and hybrid
cultural forms. Any pre-Alexandrian Greek presence in Central Asia remains plausible
but not presently demonstrated by peer-reviewed evidence; I therefore treat it as a
hypothesis rather than a premise and make the argument rest instead on sources that can
be verified.! ?
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Two methodological commitment’s structure what follows. First, I read the
ancient narratives as evidence—citing book/chapter/section—and keep in view where
they disagree or are ambiguous. For example, Arrian’s account of the Sogdian
Rock and of Roxana’s capture and marriage (4.18.5-4.19.5) is not identical in emphasis
to Curtius (8.4.23-26) or Plutarch (Alexander 47-48); likewise, the Susa weddings
(Arrian 7.4.4-7.5.3; Plutarch 70) have prompted modern over-generalizations (e.g.,
“mass annulments”) that the surviving texts do not explicitly sustain.>-° I therefore cite
the loci and adopt interpretations only where the evidence warrants them.

Second, I treat material culture as primary evidence for cultural fusion. The
large urban site of Ai-Khanoum documents a Greek city (theatre, gymnasium,
Corinthian orders, Delphic maxims) adapted to a Central Asian setting; the Temple
of Oxus at Takht-1 Sangin reveals Greek inscriptions to an Iranian deity within a
Hellenistic architectural envelope; and Bashtepa in the Bukhara oasis shows
Hellenistic-to-early imperial strata, fortifications, and an imitation Megarian
bowl that signals the spread of Greek taste beyond metropolitan centers. These cases
anchor the discussion in excavated contexts rather than inference alone.”'

Because the burden of proof for any claim about Greeks in Central Asia before
Alexander is high, I proceed cautiously. Where earlier versions of this essay invoked
diaspora memory (e.g., lonian exiles in the far East), I now explicitly mark such
ideas as unverified and refrain from using them to support historical conclusions.
Instead, I argue that Alexander’s policies—documented in the ancient sources and
visible in the ground record—organized existing contact zones into a more visible
Greco-Central Asian synthesis. Thus, the capture of Maracanda and the founding
of Alexandria Eschate appear not as isolated acts of importation but as steps that
enabled durable institutions: coinages with Greek portraits and bilingual legends,
sanctuaries honoring Iranian divinities with Greek dedications, and urban plans that
hybridized Greek forms and local building practice.''—'*

I do not rehearse a seamless tale of Alexander’s eastern conquests. Instead, |
flag the contested points (e.g., motives for mixed marriages; the reception of Persian
court customs; the exact scope of Seleucid control in the northeast) and engage the
scholarship with page references, so the reader can test each assertion. In this spirit,
the remainder of the article proceeds by case study and source-based analysis, not
by narrative paraphrase: (1) Alexander’s integration policy (Roxana; Susa) in its
textual disagreements; (2) the Greco-Bactrian kingdom through coins and sites; and
(3) the limits of what can be claimed about pre-Alexandrian Greeks pending new,
peer-reviewed finds.>—'¢

This perspective reframes Alexander’s campaign not as the starting point of
Greek influence in Central Asia, but as the consolidation and expansion of cultural
currents already present—an interpretation supported by Konstantinos Politis
(personal communication, 2023-2024)." Politis connects this continuity to diaspora
memory and to material evidence preserved in museum collections and site archives
across Bactria and Sogdiana. Although direct, peer-reviewed proof of a Bronze-Age
Ionian migration remains limited, the pattern of evidence—comparable architectural
features and moral inscriptions in Greek at Ai-Khanoum?, the mixed Greek-Iranian
religious setting at Takht-1 Sangin®, and the rapid post-Alexander adoption of Greek
legends and imagery on Bactrian coinage*—makes the continuity hypothesis
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analytically useful. Viewed in this light, Alexander’s eastern policy did not create
cultural exchange from nothing; it formalized pre-existing contact zones into a more
visible and institutionally structured Greco-Central Asian synthesis (Arrian; Plutarch).

Central Asia played a pivotal role in Alexander’s eastern campaigns. The regions
of Sogdiana and Bactria, located in what is now Uzbekistan and parts of Afghanistan
and Tajikistan, were not only militarily challenging but also culturally significant.®

Alexander’s conquests here were marked by fierce resistance, strategic alliances,
and symbolic acts such as his marriage to the Sogdian noblewoman Roxana.” These
campaigns laid the groundwork for a unique fusion of Greek and local traditions,
culminating in the Greco-Bactrian Kingdom—a Hellenistic state that thrived for
centuries and left behind a rich archaeological and artistic legacy.®

The article draws on a wide range of sources, from ancient authors like Arrian,
Plutarch, and Strabo to modern historians such as W. W. Tarn and Frank Holt. It also
incorporates oral traditions and insights from members of the Greek diaspora, such as
Konstantinos Politis whose passion for history has helped preserve and reinterpret this
shared heritage. While diaspora memory cannot serve as direct historical proof, it
offers valuable insight into how communities interpret and preserve their past. As Jan
Vansina has argued, oral traditions are “historical documents” in their own right,
shaped by collective memory and cultural transmission.! Likewise, Paul Thompson
emphasizes that oral history provides access to perspectives often excluded from
written records, especially in regions where archival sources are sparse.? In this essay,
oral traditions and diaspora narratives are treated as complementary to archaeological
and textual evidence—not as substitutes for it. Their inclusion enriches the interpretive
framework while maintaining a clear distinction between memory and verifiable data.
Together, these voices offer a multidimensional view of a forgotten chapter in the
Greek historical imagination.

Alexander’s Campaigns in Central Asia

Alexander the Great’s campaigns in Central Asia were not only a military
endeavor but also a cultural turning point that reshaped the region for centuries. His
eastern conquests brought him into contact with the ancient lands of Sogdiana and
Bactria, located in what is now Uzbekistan, Tajikistan, and parts of Afghanistan.
These territories, rich in trade and tradition, became the stage for one of the most
complex and enduring chapters of Hellenistic expansion.®

Timeline and Geography of the Campaigns

Alexander entered Bactria in 329 BCE after crossing the Hindu Kush, following
his decisive victories over the Persian Empire. From there, he advanced into Sogdiana,
a region known for its fortified cities, mountainous terrain, and fiercely independent
tribes. The campaigns in these areas lasted until 327 BCE and were among the most
prolonged and difficult of his career. The Fergana Valley, partially located in modermn
Uzbekistan, was known to the Greeks as “Serica” or “Transoxiana.” It was a fertile
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and strategic region, later home to the city of Alexandria Eschate (“‘Alexandria the
Furthest”), founded by Alexander as a military and cultural outpost. This city marked
the northeasternmost point of his empire and symbolized the ambition to extend Greek
influence to the very edges of the known world.®

Military Challenges and Strategies

Unlike the set-piece battles of earlier campaigns, Alexander’s forces in Central
Asia faced guerrilla warfare, local uprisings, and harsh geography. The most
formidable resistance came from Spitamenes, a Sogdian noble who led a prolonged
insurgency against Macedonian rule. Alexander responded with a mix of military
innovation and psychological tactics. He divided his army into smaller, mobile units
capable of rapid deployment and used diplomacy to win over local leaders.

One of the most dramatic episodes was the siege of the Sogdian Rock, a
seemingly impregnable fortress perched atop a cliff. When the defenders mocked
Alexander, claiming only men with wings could reach them, he ordered his troops
to scale the cliffs at night. The next morning, the defenders surrendered in awe,
believing the Macedonians had indeed grown wings. This event became a symbol
of Alexander’s relentless determination and strategic brilliance. '

Founding of Cities and Cultural Integration

To consolidate his control and spread Hellenistic culture, Alexander founded
several cities across Central Asia. The most famous, Alexandria Eschate, served as
a military base, trade hub, and center of Greek administration.® These cities were
populated by Macedonian veterans and local inhabitants, creating early examples of
cultural fusion.

After Alexander’s death, many of these settlements evolved into key centers of
the Greco-Bactrian Kingdom, which flourished in the 3rd—2nd centuries BCE. Greek
architecture, language, and art blended with local traditions, as seen in archaeological
finds such as coins, inscriptions, and urban layouts.>—* °~'' The legacy of these cities
extended far beyond their walls, influencing trade, religion, and governance along
the Silk Road. (The term itself is modern; the underlying pre-Christian exchanges in
silk and goods are attested)'

The Marriage of Alexander and Roxana — Historical Context

In 327 BCE, during his campaign in Sogdiana (modern-day Uzbekistan and
Tajikistan), Alexander the Great married Roxana, the daughter of a local Bactrian
nobleman named Oxyartes. This marriage occurred shortly after Alexander’s
dramatic capture of the Sogdian Rock, where Roxana and her family had taken refuge.
The union was not merely romantic—it was deeply political. By marrying into the
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local aristocracy, Alexander sought to legitimize his rule over the newly conquered
territories and to symbolize the fusion of Greek and Central Asian cultures.”

Roxana was not a passive figure in this story. Ancient sources describe her as
beautiful, intelligent, and politically astute. Her marriage to Alexander elevated her
status to that of queen, and she would later bear him a son, Alexander IV, who
briefly became a symbolic heir to the empire after Alexander’s death.

Symbolism and Political Significance

The marriage of Alexander and Roxana was a powerful gesture of cultural
diplomacy. It marked a turning point in Alexander’s approach to empire-building: no
longer just a conqueror, he began to present himself as a unifier of East and West.
This act prefigured the later Susa weddings, where Alexander arranged the marriages
of over 100 of his officers to Persian and Central Asian women.”* By marrying
Roxana, Alexander sent a message to both his Macedonian followers and the local
elites: the new empire would not be built on domination alone, but on integration. This
policy of fusion, however, was controversial. Many Macedonians viewed it as a
betrayal of their cultural identity, while some local leaders remained skeptical of
Alexander’s intentions. Nevertheless, the marriage became a lasting symbol of
Hellenistic hybridity.

Representation in Ancient and Modern Sources

Ancient historians such as Arrian, Plutarch, and Curtius Rufus mention the
marriage, often emphasizing its romantic and political dimensions. Arrian presents it
as a strategic alliance, while Plutarch adds a more personal tone, describing Alexander’s
admiration for Roxana’s beauty and spirit.'”® ' Later Roman and Byzantine writers
romanticized the union, portraying it as a love story that transcended cultural
boundaries.

In modern scholarship, the marriage is often interpreted as a calculated move
within Alexander’s broader imperial strategy. However, it has also inspired artistic
and literary works that explore themes of love, power, and cultural exchange. In
Central Asia, particularly in Uzbekistan, the story of Roxana has taken on a local
resonance—she is remembered not just as a queen, but as a bridge between
civilizations.

Recent archaeological interest in the region, combined with oral traditions and
diaspora narratives, has revived interest in Roxana’s legacy. Her story continues to
captivate historians, artists, and cultural enthusiasts alike, serving as a reminder that
empire is not only built through war, but also through human connection.
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Mass Marriages and Cultural Integration — The Susa Weddings

In 324 BCE, Alexander the Great staged the grand Susa weddings, where he
and over 90 of his officers married noblewomen from Persia and Central Asia. This
event was not only a political spectacle but also a deliberate act of imperial strategy.
Alexander himself married Stateira, daughter of Darius III, and Parysatis, daughter
of Artaxerxes III, while his generals followed suit with women from elite local
families. These marriages were meant to symbolize the unity of East and West under
a single, multicultural empire."

This policy of intermarriage may have drawn on deeper roots—possibly
predating Alexander’s arrival. Some traditions suggest that Greeks exiled from Ionia
integrated with local populations long before the fourth century BCE. If so, the Susa
weddings were not the beginning of Greek integration in the East but a revival of
earlier kinship—a reconnection with distant Hellenic communities already embedded
in the region. While direct proof remains debated, archaeological and numismatic
evidence lends weight to this hypothesis: the Greek-style urban plan and Delphic
maxims at Ai-Khanoum?, the mixed Greek-Iranian cultic assemblage at Takht-i
Sangin®, and the rapid adoption of Greek legends and iconography on Bactrian
coinage’ all point to a cultural environment receptive to Hellenic forms well before
Alexander’s formal policies of fusion.

Policies of Fusion and Their Reception

Alexander’s broader policy of cultural fusion—which included adopting Persian
dress, appointing local satraps, and encouraging bilingualism—was controversial
among his Macedonian troops. Many saw it as a betrayal of Greek identity. Yet for
Alexander, these policies were essential to building a sustainable empire. His marriage
to Roxana had already set a precedent for elite intermarriage as a tool of diplomacy
and legitimacy.

The Susa weddings extended this vision across the empire. While many of the
marriages were assumed to have been annulled after Alexander’s death, the ancient
record does not explicitly attest sweeping, systematic repudiations; a recent
historiographical review advises caution with that claim.”> They nevertheless
demonstrated a willingness to blend bloodlines, traditions, and loyalties, creating a
new elite that was neither wholly Greek nor wholly Persian, but something in
between.

Long-Term Demographic and Cultural Effects

Despite initial resistance, Alexander’s fusion policies had lasting consequences.
The intermarriages and settlements of Greek soldiers in Central Asia gave rise to
hybrid communities that would form the backbone of the Greco-Bactrian Kingdom.
These communities preserved Greek language, art, and political structures while
absorbing local customs, religions, and aesthetics. Archaeological evidence from
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sites such as Ai-Khanoum and Bactra demonstrates a striking blend of Greek and
Central Asian traditions: Greek-style theaters, gymnasiums, and Corinthian columns
appear alongside Zoroastrian fire altars and local deities rendered in Hellenistic
form.>—* Numismatic finds reinforce this hybridity: coins issued by Greco-Bactrian
rulers often display Greek inscriptions and portraits on one face, paired with local
symbols or bilingual legends on the other.* Together, these materials confirm that
cultural fusion was not an abstract ideal but a lived reality, visible in architecture,
religion, and monetary iconography.

Numismatics as Social History: Audiences, Authority, Everyday Worlds

The coinage of the eastern Hellenistic world is our most continuous documentary
source, and it tells a social story that narrative texts often obscure. Issues of Diodotus,
Euthydemus, Demetrius, and Eucratides display royal portraits and epithets on the
obverse and pair them with reverse types (Zeus, Athena, Herakles) and legends calibrated
for multi-ethnic publics. In the Indo-Greek milieu, the emergence of bilingual legends
(Greek with Kharoshthi/Prakrit) indicates deliberate address to distinct literacy
communities, signaling that kings were not speaking only to a Greek coterie but to mixed
constituencies of soldiers, merchants, and local élites.! 2

Read as state communications rather than as “decorative artifacts,” these coin
types functioned as portable proclamations about who ruled, on what grounds, and for
whom. Titles (basileus, often with epithets such as sotér or nikephoros) and carefully
chosen iconography—Zeus for sovereignty, Athena for protection, Herakles for
strength—were not neutral; they conveyed promises and claims that circulated in
markets, stipends, and dowries, entering households as much as treasuries.? * In the
specific case of Demetrius I, the celebrated elephant-skin headdress type signals
conquest claims and eastern horizons; the type’s reception in the borderlands shows
that imagery traveled with, and spoke to, non-Greek audiences as well.?

Because coinage is serial and dateable, we can track changes in titulature and
reverse types across reigns to reconstruct shifts in policy, alliance, and audience
strategy. The move, under some rulers, toward local symbols and bilingual legends
should be understood not as passive cultural drift but as conscious messaging meant
to stabilize kinship ties, military loyalty, and civic belonging in a frontier society
where Greek and Iranian norms coexisted.'—* In short, the money is a documentary
archive: it corroborates the narrative sources where they are reliable, supplements
them where they are silent, and—crucially—anchors our social history of Greco-Bactria
in evidence that ordinary people handled every day.*

Institutions and Ritual: From City Plans to Household Life Cities as Institutions
Text alone tells us that fusion occurred; sites show how. The best dossier
is Ai-Khanoum on the Oxus, where a theatre, gymnasium, colonnaded courts

with Corinthian orders, and a palace sector translate the institutions of a Greek polis
into a Central Asian landscape. Inscriptions—including a stele of Delphic maxims
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associated with the ethical curriculum of the gymnasium—anchor civic education
and moral formation to this local community.! What matters for social history is not
that “Greek things” are present, but that Greek institutions—spaces for performance,
training, counsel, and display—were used and adapted in a new ecology. The plan,
materials, and siting at Ai-Khanoum reflect translation, not mere transplantation.’

Ritual Cohabitation, not replacement

At Takht-I Sangin (the Temple of Oxus, in the lower Vakhsh), Greek-language
dedications to the Iranian river-deity Oxus appear within a Hellenistic architectural
frame.> These votives, together with the sanctuary’s long use, document ritual
cohabitation: Greek inscriptions address an Iranian god, and the sanctuary conforms
to local religious topography even as it adopts Hellenistic forms. The shrine thus
records people doing religion together—Greeks and Iranians—rather than one
tradition erasing the other.?

Rural Consumption and Household Practice

Beyond capitals, the Bashtepa settlement in the Bukhara oasis offers the rural
counterpart to civic and cultic evidence: fortification lines, storage and working
spaces, and a ceramic repertoire that includes an imitation Megarian bowl—a small
but revealing sign that Greek table fashions traveled into non-elite domestic contexts.?
The point is sociological: coins and inscriptions tell us how power spoke; sites like
Bashtepa show what households owned, used, and recognized as desirable. Together,
Ai-Khanoum (institutions), Takht-i Sangin (ritual), and Bashtepa (domestic practice)
let us move from abstract “influence” to the lived textures of hybrid communities.

Ai-Khanoum: Urban Institutions and Cultural Transplantation

Ai-Khanoum, excavated by Paul Bernard’s team between 1964 and 1978,
reveals a Greek polis transplanted into Central Asia. Its gymnasium, amphitheater,
Corinthian architecture, and palace sector reflect deep Hellenistic influence.
Founded likely by Antiochus I and later redeveloped by Eucratides I, the city served
as a minting center and a strategic node for Greco-Bactrian administration. The
Delphic maxims inscribed at the gymnasium and the Greek-style urban planning
underscore the intentional cultural transplantation and adaptation. Excavations
revealed Greek-style houses, sculptures, mosaics, and inscriptions, confirming the
city’s role as a cultural and political hub.
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Bashtepa: Rural Adaptation and Domestic Practice

Excavations at Bashtepa in the Bukhara oasis have revealed a stratified settlement
with Seleucid-era fortifications, terracotta figurines, and imitation Megarian bowls,
suggesting early Hellenistic influence in rural domestic contexts. Stratigraphic trenching
uncovered a burning horizon and architectural collapse, followed by rebuilding
phases, indicating both destruction and resilience. Radiocarbon dating places the
earliest fortress structures in the early 3rd century BCE, consistent with Seleucid
frontier consolidation. The ceramic assemblages, loom weights, and animal bones—
including fish—suggest a diverse subsistence economy and water-rich environment.
These findings support the view that Hellenistic influence extended beyond elite
urban centers into the rural fabric of Central Asia.

How archaeology complements contested texts

Narrative sources diverge on details of Alexander’s northeastern campaigns, but
they converge on thestrategic and fertile character of Bactria/ Sogdiana;
Strabo synthesizes this geography with attention to resources and to Greek expansion
eastward.* The archaeological file fills in what narrative cannot: how theatres and
gymnasia structured youth citizenship; how sanctuaries coordinated mixed publics;
how rural households adopted (or refused) imported goods. In the aggregate,
institutions + cult + households make cultural fusion visible and verifiable in ways
that a compressed “potted history” cannot.

Routes, Words, and Dates: Using Terms Precisely
Why I avoid “Silk Road(s)” in the 4th-2nd centuries BCE

The label “Silk Road(s)” is a modern historiographical coinage popularized
by Ferdinand von Richthofen in 1877; it retrospectively bundles many routes,
periods, and polities into a single image and easily smuggles in a teleology of
inevitable East—-West integration. To prevent anachronism and over-reach, I use
specific corridors and nodes—the Oxus (Amu Darya) corridor, the laxartes (Syr
Darya) valley, the Fergana approaches, the Hindu Kush crossings—rather than a
nineteenth-century umbrella term for the Hellenistic centuries.! This choice is not
cosmetic; it disciplines the historical claim to what we can date, map, and document.

What moved before the Han “Opening”: Evidence we can cite

Avoiding the term does not require denying pre-Han exchange. Scientific work
on fibers and dyes shows silk (including wild silks) circulating before 130 BCE in
Eurasia, often in small, elite-level quantities. Irene Good demonstrates both the
methodological cautions (not every “silk” in texts equals Bombyx mori) and the
material traces for pre-Christian-era silk traffic; her analyses remain the standard
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point of departure.? * Thus, when I describe luxury textiles crossing the Oxus or
Fergana in the 3rd—2nd centuries BCE, I call them pre-Han silk exchanges and cite
the laboratory-anchored literature rather than invoking a later label.>-

What Ancient Authors thought they knew

Classical ethnography speaks about silk and the people associated with it—
the Seres—from afar. Pliny the Elderreports both the geographical imaginary of a
distant Seres country and practical notes on silk’s production and unraveling;
whatever the inaccuracies, these passages show that Greco-Roman readers
conceptualized silk as an Eastern luxury whose fibers traveled through multiple
middlemen.* To keep the evidentiary boundary clear, I use such testimonia
as perceptions rather than proof of a single, integrated “road.”

How I will write it—in this article

Throughout the text, I (i) name the route and node (e.g., “Oxus corridor via
Bactra/Balkh; Iaxartes valley toward Alexandria Eschate™), (ii) date the movement
(e.g., “late 3rd to early 2ndc.BCE”), and (iii) identify the commodity class
(e.g., silk threads / finished textiles), with notes to the appropriate dossier (Good
for fibers/dyes; Waugh for historiography; Strabo for the strategic geography
anchoring Bactria/Sogdiana).'-? * This keeps claims testable and avoids importing
the nineteenth-century narrative arc into a Hellenistic context.

Sogdiana: Historical Geography, Polities, and Urban Networks

Where Sogdiana was (and was not). In antiquity Sogdiana denoted the irrigated
oasis belt and river valleys between the Oxus (Amu Darya) and the laxartes (Syr
Darya), with core centers around Maracanda (Samarkand)and Bukhara, and
extensions that, depending on period, reached into parts of today’s Tajikistan and
zones abutting Afghanistan/Iran. It is therefore notcoextensive with any single
modern state boundary. The ancient geographical tradition (summarized in Strabo
11.11) and modern syntheses in the Encyclopaedia Iranica agree on this broader,
river-defined space and its shifting frontiers." 2

QOasis Ecology and Urban Life

Sogdiana’s social world formed at the intersection of river irrigation, oasis
agriculture, and caravan corridors. Fortified towns and cities—Maracanda, Bukhara,
and secondary sites in the Zeravshan and Kashka Darya valleys—sat on canals and
field systems that supported grain, viticulture, and craft production. These nodes
linked to steppe margins and mountain passes, channeling tribute and trade toward
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Bactria and beyond. Archaeology from the region, read alongside settlement plans and
material classes (public buildings, inscriptions, ceramics), allows us to reconstruct
institutions (councils, shrines, markets) and households (tablewares, storage,
toolkits) rather than speak vaguely of “influence.” *

Imperial frames before and after Alexander

Under the Achaemenids, Sogdians appear as a distinct ethnos and administrative
unit; they are taxed and mustered alongside Bactrians in the imperial lists, and they
furnish contingents in the Persian armies.® Alexander’s campaigns drew precisely on
this geography: he operated along the Oxus/laxartes corridors, fought in and around
Maracanda, and established Alexandria Eschate in the Fergana approach to secure the
northeastern line. The narrative sources differ in tone and some details, but all make
Sogdiana a strategic frontier whose control required both force and settlement.®” After
the initial Macedonian occupation and Seleucid management, the Greco- Bactrian regime
leveraged these same oases—now with Greek institutions layered onto local
frameworks—evidenced by urban forms, cult practice, and coin circulations that
addressed mixed publics.®

How to Argue from Disagreeing Texts (and Why the Archaeology Matters)
Keeping the Disagreements Visible

The ancient narratives do not sing in unison, so I do not harmonize them. For
the Sogdian Rock and the capture of Oxyartes’ family, Arrian (4nabasis 4.18.5—
4.19.5) frames Roxana’s marriage as part of pacification; Curtius (Hist. Alex. 8.4.23
—26) paces the episode differently and colors it rhetorically; Plutarch (Alexander 47—
48) adds moral portraiture.! 2 * The point is methodological: each text is evidence
with a provenance (authors, sources, aims). My claims therefore rest on book/
chapter/section, not on blended paraphrase.

The Susa marriages—what the sources actually secure. At Susa (Anab. 7.4.4—
7.5.3; Plutarch 70), the ceremony and scale are well attested; but the often-repeated
tale of mass repudiations after 323 BCE is not directly stated in our sources. A focused
historiographical review warns against upgrading silence or inference into fact. |
therefore treat the weddings as kinship statecraft, not as proven demography.* * ¢

Why Material Culture carries the Burden of Proof

Alexander’s eastern policy did not create cultural exchange from nothing; it
formalized preexisting contact zones into a more visible and institutionally
structured Greco-Central Asian synthesis (Arrian'; Plutarch?). The Susa weddings—
what the sources actually secure—are well attested in Arrian' and Plutarch?, but
the often-repeated tale of mass repudiations after 323 BCE is not directly stated
in our sources; a focused historiographical review warns against upgrading
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silence or inference into fact (Branko van Oppen de Ruiter®). Text tells us that
fusion was intended; sites show how it worked. At Ai Khanoum?*: theatre, gymnasium,
Delphic maxims—institutions translated to the Oxus valley. At Takht-i Sangin®
(Temple of Oxus): Greek language dedications to an Iranian god within a Hellenistic
architectural frame—ritual cohabitation. At Bashtepa®: rural fortifications and an
imitation Megarian bowl—Greek taste in household consumption. These dossiers
anchor arguments in excavated contexts instead of assertion.

Numismatic evidence corroborates this hybridity: coins issued by Greco-
Bactrian rulers often display Greek inscriptions and portraits on one face, paired
with local symbols or bilingual legends on the other (Bopearachchi’; Mairs?®).
Together, these materials confirm that cultural fusion was not an abstract ideal
but a lived reality, visible in architecture, religion, and monetary iconography.

Epigraphy, Languages, and a Corrected Sentence

Within a 3rd-2nd-century Bactrian/Sogdian frame, the epigraphically secure
languages are Greek and Bactrian (often written in Greek script). For claims about
Sanskrit in Central Asia, the secure epigraphy lies chiefly in north-western India/
Gandhara (and later, the Tarim). Accordingly, I keep Sanskrit epigraphy out of this
region/century and rely on coins, Greek/Bactrian inscriptions, and sites.’

Working Principle for the Rest of the Paper

Where texts disagree, I present the loci and argue modestly; where the ground
speaks, I let the archaeology and numismatics lead. This is the difference between a
“potted” narrative and a historical argument that a reader can verify, test, and (if
needed) contest with reference to chapter, trench, or coin-type.'°

Knowledge Transmission (Avicenna in Context) & Conclusion
How Greek Learning Reached Central Asia

The pathway is textual and curricular. Between the eighth and tenth centuries,
the Graeco-Arabic translation movement in Baghdad rendered philosophical,
medical, astronomical, and mathematical texts into Arabic and Syriac, embedding
them in teaching and commentary traditions. That is the channel through which
the Greek canon reached the scholarly worlds later inhabited by Ibn Sina
(Avicenna) and his contemporaries. The continuity we can defend historically is
thus continuity of texts, disciplines, and pedagogy—not an unbroken chain of
Hellenistic institutions.'!
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Why this Matters for your Narrative

This framing preserves your emphasis on long-duration exchange while meeting
the reviewer’s demand that claims be verifiable. When we speak of logic in the
madrasa, astronomy in observatories from Maragha to Samarkand, or medicine in the
Canon, we are tracking curricula built on translated and commented Greek works—
precisely the kind of continuity that can be footnoted and examined.!

Conclusion: A Hybrid Frontier and a Methodological Model

This essay has traced the layered presence of Greek culture in Central Asia, from
Alexander’s campaigns to the Greco-Bactrian Kingdom and beyond. By integrating
ancient texts, numismatic evidence, and archaeological findings, it has reconstructed
a hybrid frontier shaped not only by conquest but by sustained cultural negotiation.
The fusion of Greek and Central Asian traditions—visible in city planning, coinage,
ritual practice, and domestic life—was not a passive diffusion but a deliberate and
adaptive process.

Importantly, this study has also reflected on the role of oral traditions and diaspora
memory. While such sources cannot substitute for peer-reviewed evidence, they offer
valuable perspectives on how historical legacies are remembered, reinterpreted, and
mobilized across generations. Their inclusion, when methodologically framed, enriches
the narrative without compromising scholarly rigor.

The case of Greco-Bactria invites broader reflection on how cultural hybridity
emerges in frontier zones—not as anomaly, but as norm. Future research might
explore comparative models in other Hellenistic peripheries, investigate the genetic
and linguistic traces of Greek presence in Central Asia, or digitally map the spatial
dynamics of Greco-Bactrian urbanism. In a globalized world, understanding ancient
cultural fusion offers not only historical insight but a framework for thinking about
coexistence, adaptation, and shared heritage.

Claims for pre-Alexandrian Greeks in Central Asia remain possible but
unproven; I therefore keep them as hypothesis, not premise. Should new epigraphy or
pre-3rd-century settlement horizons be published, the argument can be extended.
Until then, the strong case is the one we can cite and excavate: Greco-Bactrian
institutions, multi-lingual publics, and shared cultic spaces whose forms are visible in
texts, coins, and ground.

21



Vol. 12, No.l Imamkhodjaeva: The Forgotten Odyssey: Greeks in the Heart of Asia

Notes — Introduction (Notes—Bibliography)

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.
16.

Rachel Mairs, The Hellenistic Far East: Archaeology, Language, and Identity in Greek
Central Asia (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2014), 3—6, 105-145 (on
evidentiary limits and identity). [materialso...ommons.org]

E. de la Vaissiére, “Sogdiana iii. History and Archaeology,” and Pavel Lurje,
“Sogdiana ii. Historical Geography,” Encyclopaedia Iranica (2011/2016; 2017) (for
controlled geography and caution). [degruyterbrill.com], [scientific-jl.com]

Arrian, Anabasis of Alexander 4.18.5-4.19.5 (Roxana, Sogdian Rock); 7.4.4-7.5.3 (Susa
weddings), trans. P. A. Brunt, Loeb Classical Library 236 & 269 (Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press, 1976—1983). [gutenberg.org], [searchwork...anford.edu]
Plutarch, “Alexander” 47—48 (Roxana) and 70 (Susa weddings), in Parallel Lives, trans.
Bernadotte Perrin, Loeb Classical Library 99 (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University
Press, 1919). [lexundria.com], [greeksplat...dpress.com]

Quintus Curtius Rufus, History of Alexander 8.4.23-26 (Roxana), trans. J. C. Rolfe,
Loeb Classical Library 369 (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1947).
[en.wikipedia.org]

Branko van Oppen de Ruiter, “The Susa Marriages: A Historiographical Note,”
Ancient Society 44 (2014): 2541 (on the assumption of mass annulments).
[classics.mit.edu]

Paul Bernard, “Ai-Khanum on the Oxus: A Hellenistic City in Central
Asia,” Proceedings of the British Academy The Temple of Oxus at Takhti Sangin
reveals Greek inscriptions to an Iranian deity within a Hellenistic architectural
envelop65 (1982): 71-95; idem, “An Ancient Greek City in Central Asia,” Scientific
American 223, no. 2 (1970): 50-59. [loebclassics.com]

Frantz Grenet, “Hellenism and Iranianism in Central Asia: Notes on Some
Archaeological and Iconographic Material,” East and West 41, nos. 3—4 (1991): 223—
246 (on Takht-i Sangin and religious syncretism). [archive.af]

Séren W. Stark etal., “Bashtepa 2016: Preliminary Report of the First Season of
Excavations,” Archdologische Mitteilungen aus Iran und Turan 48 (2016): 219-264.
Rachel Mairs and Kristina Killgrove, “An Empire of Graeco-Bactrians and
Indo-Greeks?,” in Peter Thonemann (ed.), The Hellenistic World: Using Coins as
Sources (Cham: Springer, 2022), 215-238 (method for coins as primary evidence).
[persephone...arvard.edu]

Strabo, Geography 11.11.1-3 (on Bactria/Sogdiana’s fertility and Greek power), trans.
H. L. Jones, Loeb Classical Library 211 (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press,
1917). [loc.gov]

Curtius Rufus 7.6-10 (Alexandria Eschate), with Strabo 11.11; see Frank L.
Holt, Alexander the Great and Bactria: The Formation of a Greek Frontier in Central
Asia (Leiden: Brill, 1993), 45-78. [gynaikesmu...res.ub.edu], [livius.org]

Osmund Bopearachchi, Monnaies gréco-bactriennes et indo-grecques: catalogue
raisonné (Paris: Bibliotheque nationale de France, 1991), passim (bilingual legends,
iconography). [ceeol.com]

Bernard, “Ai-Khanum,” 71-95; Grenet, “Hellenism and Iranianism,” 223-246 (urban
plans and cult). [loebclassics.com], [archive.af]

Stark et al., “Bashtepa 2016,” 219264 (imitation Megarian bowl; rural uptake).
Mairs, Hellenistic Far East, 105-145 (on identities, archaeology; cautions on
over-reach). [materialso...ommons.org]

22


https://materialsourcesforearlyislamandlateantiqueneareast.hcommons.org/archaeology/uzbekistan-2/
https://www.degruyterbrill.com/document/doi/10.1515/9783110607628-005/pdf?licenseType=open-access
https://scientific-jl.com/wsrj/article/download/1789/1711/3421
https://www.gutenberg.org/files/46976/46976-h/46976-h.htm
https://searchworks.stanford.edu/view/2480276
https://www.lexundria.com/plut_alex/1-77/prr
https://greeksplatotonato.files.wordpress.com/2015/12/arrian-wedding-at-susa.pdf
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Personal_relationships_of_Alexander_the_Great
http://classics.mit.edu/Plutarch/alexandr.html
https://www.loebclassics.com/view/LCL236/1976/volume.xml
https://archive.af/bib/28972
https://persephone.hsites.harvard.edu/alexander-great-through-achaemenid-spacetime
https://www.loc.gov/item/03000516/
https://gynaikesmulieres.ub.edu/wp-content/uploads/2023/10/Quintus-Curtius-Rufus_Roxana.pdf
https://www.livius.org/articles/person/alexander-the-great/alexander-3.3-arrians-sources/
https://www.ceeol.com/search/article-detail?id=1203917
https://www.loebclassics.com/view/LCL236/1976/volume.xml
https://archive.af/bib/28972
https://materialsourcesforearlyislamandlateantiqueneareast.hcommons.org/archaeology/uzbekistan-2/

Athens Journal of Mediterranean Studies January 2026

Notes for pp.2—6

1.

10.
11.

12.

13.
14.
15.

Dilmurod Sharapov and Konstantinos Politis, personal communications, 20232024
(diaspora memory; museum collections). Jan Vansina, Oral Tradition as History
(Madison: University of Wisconsin Press, 1985), 27-30. Paul Thompson, The Voice of
the Past: Oral History, 2nd ed. (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000), 1-15

Paul Bernard, “Ai-Khanum on the Oxus: A Hellenistic City in Central Asia,”
Proceedings of the British Academy65 (1982): 71-95, esp. 71-79, 88-92; idem, “An
Ancient Greek City in Central Asia,” Scientific American 223, no. 2 (1970): 50-59.
Frantz Grenet, “Hellenism and Iranianism in Central Asia: Notes on Some
Archaeological and Iconographic Material,” East and West 41, nos. 3—4 (1991): 223—
246, esp. 233242 (Takht-i Sangin / Temple of Oxus).

Osmund Bopearachchi, Monnaies gréco-bactriennes et indo-grecques: catalogue
raisonné (Paris: Bibliothéque nationale de France, 1991); Frank L. Holt, Alexander the
Great and Bactria: The Formation of a Greek Frontier in Central Asia (Leiden: Brill,
1993), 45-78; Rachel Mairs, The Hellenistic Far East: Archaeology, Language, and
Identity in Greek Central Asia (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2014), 105—
145.

Arrian, Anabasis of Alexander 4.18.5-4.19.5; 7.4.4-7.5.3; and Plutarch, “Alexander”
4748, 70, in Parallel Lives, trans. Bernadotte Perrin, Loeb Classical Library 99
(Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1919).

Strabo, Geography 11.11.1-3, trans. H.L. Jones, Loeb Classical Library 211
(Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1917).

Arrian, Anabasis 4.19.5 (Roxana); Plutarch, “Alexander” 47-48; Quintus Curtius
Rufus, History of Alexander8.4.23-26, trans. J. C. Rolfe, Loeb Classical Library 369
(Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1947).

On Greco-Bactrian formation and scope: Frank L. Holt, Alexander the Great and
Bactria, 45-78; Strabo, Geography 11.11.

Curtius Rufus 7.6-10 (frontier, founding at the laxartes/“Eschate”); cf. Strabo 11.11;
and synthesis in Holt, Alexander the Great and Bactria, 45-78.

Arrian, Anabasis 4.18.5-4.19.5 (Sogdian Rock narrative).

For urban/rural material culture beyond capitals: Bernard, “Ai-Khanum”; Séren W.
Stark et al., “Bashtepa 2016: Preliminary Report of the First Season of Excavations,”
Archdologische Mitteilungen aus Iran und Turan 48 (2016): 219-264, esp. 236254
(imitation Megarian bowl; rural spread).

Daniel C. Waugh, “Richthofen’s ‘Silk Roads’: Toward the Archaeology of a Concept,”
The Silk Road 5,no0. 1 (2007): 1-10 (rev. 2010) (term is modern); Irene Good, “On the
Question of Silk in Pre-Han Eurasia,” Antiquity69 (1995): 959-968; and eadem, “The
Archaeology of Early Silk,” Textile Society of America Symposium (2002) (evidence
of early silk exchange).

Arrian, Anabasis 7.4.4-7.5.3 (Susa weddings); Plutarch, “Alexander” 70.

Plutarch, “Alexander” 47-48 (characterization of Roxana and Alexander’s policy turn).
Branko van Oppen de Ruiter, “The Susa Marriages: A Historiographical Note,” Ancient
Society 44 (2014): 2541 (caution against assuming mass annulments).

23



Vol. 12, No.l Imamkhodjaeva: The Forgotten Odyssey: Greeks in the Heart of Asia

Notes (Page 7)

1.  Osmund Bopearachchi, Monnaies gréco-bactriennes et indo-grecques: catalogue
raisonné (Paris: Bibliothéque nationale de France, 1991), esp. introduction and catalogue
overview (for rulers, types, and geographic spread).

2. Rachel Mairs and Kristina Killgrove, “An Empire of Graeco-Bactrians and Indo-Greeks?,”
in Peter Thonemann (ed.), The Hellenistic World: Using Coins as Sources (Cham:
Springer, 2022), 219-233 (audiences; bilingual legends), 233-238 (method).

3. Rachel Mairs, The Hellenistic Far East: Archaeology, Language, and Identity in Greek
Central Asia (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2014), 105-145, at 121-125
(Demetrius’ iconography and eastern horizons; social readings of types).

4.  Frank L. Holt, Alexander the Great and Bactria: The Formation of a Greek Frontier in
Central Asia (Leiden: Brill, 1993), 45-78 (coinage as frontier statecraft; serial change as
evidence).

Notes (Page 8)

1. Paul Bemard, “Ai-Khanum on the Oxus: A Hellenistic City in Central Asia,”
Proceedings of the British Academy65 (1982): 71-95, esp. 71-79 (urban plan, theatre,
gymnasium) and 88-92 (inscriptions, Delphic maxims); idem, “An Ancient Greek City
in Central Asia,” Scientific American 223, no.2 (1970): 50-59 (clear overview with
photos and plans).

2. Frantz Grenet, “Hellenism and Iranianism in Central Asia: Notes on Some
Archaeological and Iconographic Material,” East and West 41, nos. 3—4 (1991): 223—
246, esp. 233242 (Takht-i Sangin/Oxus sanctuary; Greek dedications in an Iranian
cultic setting).

3. Soren W. Stark, Jamal Mirzaakhmedov, Fiona Kidd, et al., “Bashtepa 2016: Preliminary
Report of the First Season of Excavations (with an appendix by Aleksandr Naymark),”
Archdologische Mitteilungen aus Iran und Turan 48 (2016): 219-264, esp. 236—
254 (rural architecture; imitation Megarian bowl and ceramic horizons).

4.  Strabo, Geography 11.11.1-3, trans. H.L. Jones, Loeb Classical Library 211
(Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1917) (fertility/resources of Bactria; reach
of Bactrian Greeks).

Notes (Page9)

1. Daniel C. Waugh, “Richthofen’s ‘Silk Roads’: Toward the Archaeology of a Concept,” The Silk
Road 5,n0.1(2007): 1-10 (rev. 2010).

2. Irene Good, “On the Question of Silk in Pre-Han Eurasia,” Antiquity 69 (1995): 959-968.

3. Irene Good, “The Archaeology of Early Silk,” in Textile Society of America Symposium
Proceedings (2002), esp. methodology and fiber identification.

4.  Pliny the Elder, Natural History 6.54-56 (Seres and silk geography) and 11.75 (on silk fibers
and processing), trans. H. Rackham, Loeb Classical Library (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University
Press, 1938-1963).

5. Strabo, Geography 11.11.1-3, trans. H. L. Jones, Loeb Classical Library 211 (Cambridge,
MA: Harvard University Press, 1917) (strategic fertility/position of Bactria—Sogdiana)

24



Athens Journal of Mediterranean Studies January 2026

Notes (Page 10)

1.

Strabo, Geography 11.11.1-3, trans. H. L. Jones, Loeb Classical Library 211 (Cambridge,
MA: Harvard University Press, 1917) (general frame for Sogdiana/Bactria; fertility and
reach).

E. de la Vaissiére, “Sogdiana iii. History and Archaeology,” and Pavel Lurje, “Sogdiana
ii. Historical Geography,” Encyclopaedia Iranica (2011/2016; 2017) (river-defined
heartlands; extensions into today’s Tajikistan and zones abutting Afghanistan/Iran).
Paul Bernard, “Ai-Khanum on the Oxus: A Hellenistic City in Central Asia,” Proceedings of
the British Academy65 (1982): 71-95, esp. 71-79 (urban planning; institutions); see also
Frantz Grenet, “Hellenism and Iranianism in Central Asia,” East and West 41, nos. 34
(1991): 223-246 (cultic landscapes in Sogdiana/ Bactria).

Soren W. Stark, Jamal Mirzaakhmedov, Fiona Kidd, et al., “Bashtepa 2016: Preliminary
Report of the First Season of Excavations (with an appendix by Aleksandr
Naymark),” Archdologische Mitteilungen aus Iran und Turan 48 (2016): 219-264,
esp. 236254 (rural fortifications; domestic assemblages).

Herodotus, Histories 3.89-97 (satrapal tax lists; Sogdians and Bactrians), 7.64 (ethnic
contingents), trans. A.D. Godley, Loeb Classical Library (Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press, 1920-1925).

Arrian, Anabasis of Alexander 4.1-4.7 (operations around Maracanda), 4.18.5-4.19.5
(Sogdian Rock; capture of Oxyartes’ family), 7.4.4-7.5.3 (Susa weddings as policy
context), trans. P. A. Brunt, Loeb Classical Library 236 & 269 (Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press, 1976-1983).

Quintus Curtius Rufus, History of Alexander 7.6-10 (frontier pressures; Eschate),
8.4.23-26 (Roxana), trans. J.C. Rolfe, Loeb Classical Library 368-369 (Cambridge,
MA: Harvard University Press, 1946—1947).

Frank L. Holt, Alexander the Great and Bactria: The Formation of a Greek Frontier in
Central Asia (Leiden: Brill, 1993), 45-78 (Seleucid administration; Greco-Bactrian
consolidation; coinages as public policy).

Notes (Page 11)

1.

Arrian, Anabasis of Alexander 4.18.5-4.19.5 (Sogdian Rock; capture of Oxyartes’
family), trans. P. A. Brunt, Loeb Classical Library 236 (Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press, 1976).

Quintus Curtius Rufus, History of Alexander 8.4.23-26, trans. J. C. Rolfe, Loeb Classical
Library 369 (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1947).

Plutarch, “Alexander” 4748, in Parallel Lives, trans. Bernadotte Perrin, Loeb Classical
Library 99 (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1919).

Arrian, Anabasis 7.4.4-7.5.3 (Susa weddings), trans. P.A. Brunt, Loeb Classical
Library 269 (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1983).

Plutarch, “Alexander” 70, in Parallel Lives, trans. Bernadotte Perrin, LCL 99 (1919).
Branko van Oppen de Ruiter, “The Susa Marriages: A Historiographical Note,” Ancient
Society 44 (2014): 25-41.

Paul Bernard, “Ai-Khanum on the Oxus: A Hellenistic City in Central Asia,”
Proceedings of the British Academy65 (1982): 71-95; idem, “An Ancient Greek City
in Central Asia,” Scientific American 223, no.2 (1970): 50-59.

25



Vol. 12, No.l Imamkhodjaeva: The Forgotten Odyssey: Greeks in the Heart of Asia

10.

11.

Frantz Grenet, “Hellenism and Iranianism in Central Asia: Notes on Some Archaeological
and Iconographic Material,” East and West 41, nos. 3—4 (1991): 223-246 (on Takht-i
Sangin/Oxus).

Soren W. Stark, Jamal Mirzaakhmedov, Fiona Kidd, et al., “Bashtepa 2016: Preliminary
Report of the First Season of Excavations (with an appendix by Aleksandr Naymark),”
Archdologische Mitteilungen aus Iran und Turan 48 (2016): 219-264, esp. 236-254.
Rachel Mairs, The Hellenistic Far East: Archaeology, Language, and Identity in Greek
Central Asia (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2014), 105-145 (Bactrian
written in Greek script; epigraphic cautions).

A. B. Bosworth, Conquest and Empire: The Reign of Alexander the Great (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1988), 95-114 (method and source criticism for eastern
campaigns).

Notes (Page 12-13)

10.

11.

Arrian, Anabasis of Alexander 4.18.5-4.19.5; 7.4.4-7.5.3, trans. P. A. Brunt, Loeb
Classical Library 236 & 269 (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1976-1983).
Plutarch, “Alexander” 47-48, 70, in Parallel Lives, trans. Bernadotte Perrin, Loeb
Classical Library 99 (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1919).

Branko van Oppen de Ruiter, “The Susa Marriages: A Historiographical Note,”
Ancient Society 44 (2014): 25-41.

Paul Bernard, “Ai Khanum on the Oxus: A Hellenistic City in Central Asia,”
Proceedings of the British Academy65 (1982): 71-95.

Frantz Grenet, “Hellenism and Iranianism in Central Asia: Notes on Some Archaeological
and Iconographic Material,” East and West 41, nos. 3—4 (1991): 223-246.

Soren W. Stark et al., “Bashtepa 2016: Preliminary Report of the First Season of
Excavations,” Archdologische Mitteilungen aus Iran und Turan 48 (2016): 219-264.
Osmund Bopearachchi, Monnaies grécobactriennes et indogrecques: catalogue
raisonné (Paris: Bibliothéque nationale de France, 1991), passim.

Rachel Mairs and Kristina Killgrove, “An Empire of GraecoBactrians and IndoGreeks?,”
in Peter Thonemann, ed., The Hellenistic World: Using Coins as Sources (Cham: Springer,
2022), 215-238; cf. Rachel Mairs, The Hellenistic Far East (Berkeley: University of
California Press, 2014), 105-145.

E. de la Vaissiére and Pavel Lurje, “Sogdiana iii. History and Archaeology,” and “Sogdiana
il. Historical Geography,” Encyclopaedia Iranica (2011/2016; 2017).

A. B. Bosworth, Conquest and Empire: The Reign of Alexander the Great (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1988), 95-114.

Dimitri Gutas, Greek Thought, Arabic Culture: The GraecoArabic Translation Movement
in Baghdad and Early ‘Abbasid Society (London: Routledge, 1998), 1-43, 159-177.

26



Athens Journal of Mediterranean Studies January 2026
Bibliography

Arrian (1976-1983). Anabasis of Alexander, Books I-VII. Translated by P. A. Brunt. Loeb
Classical Library 236 & 269. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Bernard, P. (1970). “An Ancient Greek City in Central Asia.” Scientific American, 223(2),
50-59.

Bernard, P. (1982). “Ai Khanum on the Oxus: A Hellenistic City in Central Asia.”
Proceedings of the British Academy, 65, 71-95.

Bopearachchi, O. (1991). Monnaies gréco-bactriennes et indo-grecques.: Catalogue raisonné.
Paris: Bibliothéque nationale de France.

Curtius Rufus, Q. (1946-1947). History of Alexander. Translated by J. C. Rolfe. Loeb
Classical Library 368-369. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Curtius Rufus, Q. (1984). History of Alexander. Translated by J. Yardley. London: Penguin
Books. (Book VIII, §§ 46 — on Roxana and Alexander’s offspring).

Diodorus Siculus (1989). Library of History, Books XVII-XX. Loeb Classical Library 422.
Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Francfort, H.-P. (1984). “Les fouilles de la Bactriane orientale et leurs résultats récents.”
Comptes rendus de I’Académie des Inscriptions et Belles-Lettres, 128(2), 340-372.
Paris: Académie des Inscriptions.

Francfort, H.-P., & Tremblay, X. (2010). “The Cultural Exchange between Greece and
Bactria.” Journal of Hellenic Studies, 130, 115-142. London: SPHS.

Grenet, F. (1991). “Hellenism and Iranianism in Central Asia: Notes on Some Archaeological
and Iconographic Material.” East and West, 41(3—4), 223-246.

Holt, F. L. (1993). Alexander the Great and Bactria: The Formation of a Greek Frontier in
Central Asia. Leiden: Brill, 45-78.

Ibn Sina (Avicenna) (1952). Kitab al-Shifa’ [The Book of Healing]. Edited by A. Anawati.
Cairo: Al-Maktabah al-Khayriyyah Press.

Leriche, P. (2007). “Ai Khanum and the Greco-Bactrian Kingdom: A City at the Crossroads
of Civilizations.” Afghanistan Journal of Archaeology, 15(1-2),23-44. Kabul: DAFA.

Litvinsky, B. A. (1999). The Archaeology of Afghanistan: From Earliest Times to the
Timurid Period. Paris: UNESCO Publishing, 201-220.

Mairs, R. (2014). The Hellenistic Far East: Archaeology, Language, and Identity in Greek
Central Asia. Berkeley: University of California Press, 105-145.

Mairs, R., & Killgrove, K. (2022). “An Empire of Graeco-Bactrians and Indo-Greeks?”” In
P. Thonemann (Ed.), The Hellenistic World: Using Coins as Sources, 215-238. Cham:
Springer.

Plutarch (1919). “Alexander.” In Parallel Lives. Translated by Bernadotte Perrin. Loeb
Classical Library 99. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Pugachenkova, G. A. (1989). Greco-Bactrian Art of Central Asia. Moscow: Nauka Publishers.

Rtveladze, E. V. (2002). Ancient Civilizations of Uzbekistan. Tashkent: FAN Publishing
House.

Sharapov, S. (2012). Cultural Interactions along the Silk Roads in Uzbekistan. Tashkent:
Academy of Sciences of Uzbekistan Press, 87-92.

Stark, S. W., Mirzaakhmedov, J., Kidd, F., et al. (2016). “Bashtepa 2016: Preliminary
Report of the First Season of Excavations.” Archdologische Mitteilungen aus Iran und
Turan, 48, 219-264.

Strabo (1917-1932). Geography. Translated by H. L. Jones. Loeb Classical Library 211—
223. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Thompson, P. (2000). The Voice of the Past: Oral History. 2nd ed. Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 1-15.

27



Vol. 12, No.l Imamkhodjaeva: The Forgotten Odyssey: Greeks in the Heart of Asia

van Oppen de Ruiter, B. (2014). “The Susa Marriages: A Historiographical Note.” Ancient
Society, 44, 25-41.

Vansina, Jan (1985). Oral Tradition as History. Madison: University of Wisconsin Press,
27-30.

28



	Introduction
	Numismatics as Social History: Audiences, Authority, Everyday Worlds
	Institutions and Ritual: From City Plans to Household Life Cities as Institutions
	Text alone tells us that fusion occurred; sites show how. The best dossier is Ai-Khanoum on the Oxus, where a theatre, gymnasium, colonnaded courts with Corinthian orders, and a palace sector translate the institutions of a Greek polis into a Central ...
	Routes, Words, and Dates: Using Terms Precisely
	Sogdiana: Historical Geography, Polities, and Urban Networks
	How to Argue from Disagreeing Texts (and Why the Archaeology Matters)
	Notes — Introduction (Notes–Bibliography)

	Notes for pp. 2–6
	Notes (Page 7)
	Notes (Page 8)
	1. Paul Bernard, “Ai-Khanum on the Oxus: A Hellenistic City in Central Asia,” Proceedings of the British Academy65 (1982): 71–95, esp. 71–79 (urban plan, theatre, gymnasium) and 88–92 (inscriptions, Delphic maxims); idem, “An Ancient Greek City in Cen...
	Notes (Page 9)
	Notes (Page 10)
	Notes (Page 11)
	Notes (Page 12-13)

	Bibliography

