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Abstract: The history of the Moghulistan state remains an underexplored area of study
in medieval historiography, despite its significant role in understanding the political,
economic, and cultural processes that shaped Central Asia in the post-Mongol era. This
article analyzes the political, ethnic, and economic relations between the Moghuls and
the Oirats from the mid-14th to the early 16th century. The main goal of the study
is to identify and systematize information on the nature of interactions between
these two major nomadic confederations. To achieve this goal, the authors used key
historical sources such as Persian works Zafar-nama by ‘Ali Yazdi, Tarikh-i Rashidi
by Muhammad-Haidar, the Chagatai work Babur-nama by Babur, the Chinese
chronicle Ming Shi, and the Mongolian chronicle Erdeniin Tobchi by Sagang Sechen.
In addition, modern scholarly literature on the political and cultural history of the
region was reviewed. The research is based on descriptive, comparative-historical,
and source-critical methods, allowing for a more nuanced view of Moghul-Oirat
interactions. The findings reveal that their relations were complex and often
contradictory. Alongside frequent military conflicts, there were also periods of
peaceful coexistence, alliances, and ethno-cultural exchange, which illustrate the
multifaceted nature of their interaction. One of the key causes of tension was the
struggle for control over strategic trade routes - especially the region of Hami, a
crossroads of major caravan paths - highlighting both economic and political stakes.
Special attention is given to the ethno-religious factors, such as the migration of
Moghul tribes to the Oirats in the 15th century. Some scholars interpret this as
a result of presumed shared ancestry. Furthermore, internal religious divisions
among the Oirats played a role in fueling conflict, culminating in the 1472 raid
on Moghulistan. In conclusion, the study of Moghul-Oirat relations provides
valuable insights into the complexity of historical developments in Central Asia.
[t contributes to a broader understanding of the mechanisms of nomadic state-
building and regional politics in the post-Mongol period. This topic holds great
potential for future comparative research on steppe empires across Eurasia and
offers a richer insight into the region’s medieval past.
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HcTopusa Moryi0-opaTCKMX B3aMMOOTHOLLIEHUM
(cepeauna XIV Beka - Hayasi0 XVI Beka)

C. AxmeTkyJs1?, I. JKanekoBa?, 3. I>kangocoBa®
“Egpa3ulickuti HayuoHa/1bHbll yHusepcumem umenu J1.H. 'ymunesa, AcmaHa, KazaxcmaH
bCankm-Ilemep6ypackuii 2ocydapcmeeHHsili yHusepcumem, Cankm-Ilemep6ype, Poccus

AHHOTanusA. Hcropus rocyzapctBa MOTy/JIMCTaH OCTaeTCs HeAO0CTaTOYHO M3YYEHHOH 06/1aCThbi0
cpeJiHeBEeKOBOW HcTOpUOrpaduu, HeCMOTPS Ha eé BaKHOe 3HaYeHUe [1JIs TOHUMaHUA NOJTUTHYEeCKUX,
3KOHOMMYECKHX U KYJbTYpPHBIX NpoLeccoB B lleHTpa/nbHON A3MM B TOCTMOHTIOJIbCKYIO 3M0Xy. [laHHas
CTaThsl IOCBSIleHA aHA/IU3y MOJHUTHYECKUX, 3THUYECKUX W 3KOHOMHYECKHUX B3aMMOOTHOLIEHUU
MeX/ly MOTYJIaMU U olpaTaMu B nepuo/, c cepeaunbl XIV no Hauasa XVI Beka. llesnb ucciegoBanus —
BbIIBJIEHUE U CUCTEMaTHu3alus CBeJeHUN O XapaKTepe CBA3el MexAy [BYMA KPYNHbIMU KOYEBBIMU
00beJUHEHUSIMH, OTPaXEHHBIX B psAJle KJIOYeBbIX MCTOYHMUKOB. [l JOCTH>KEHUS INOCTaBJIEHHOU
LieJId aBTOPbl MCI0J1b30Ba/IM Pa3HOOOpa3Hble UCTOPUYECKHE JOKYMEHTbI: UCTOPUYECKHe XPOHUKHU Ha
nepcu/cKoM s3bike «3adap-Hame» Anu Masau u «Tapux-u Pammau» Myxammaza Xaiiapa, MeMyaphbl
3axup-aa-luna Myxammaza babypa «babyp-HaMe», HanMCaHHbIE HAa YaraTaliCKOM sI3bIKe, KUTANUCKYIO
XPOHUKY «MHH IIM» U MOHTOJIbCKYIO JieTonuch CaraH-CarpHa «JpasHuiH To6uu». [onoJHUTEebHO
NpHYBJIeKaJacb COBpeMEHHas HaydyHas JIMTepaTypa, MO3BOJIAKIIAA PaCIMPUTh B3IJIA[ Ha CJIO0XKHbIE
Ipoliecchl, IPOUCXOAUBIIMeE B pervoHe. [IpyMeHeHne onucaTe/JbHOTO, CPAaBHUTENIbHO-UCTOPUYECKOTO
Y HUCTOYHHUKOBENUECKOTO METOJI0B IO3BOJIMJIO 6oJiee TIYyOGOKO pPacKpbiTh MHOroo6bpasue ¢opm
B3aMMO/IEMCTBUA MeX/Jy MOTY/JIaMHU U olpaTaMu. Pe3ysbTaThl HcceJo0BaHNUA CBUETENbCTBYIOT O TOM,
YTO OTHOLIEHHSA MeXAy ABYMS HapoJaMHM HOCHUJIH CJI0XKHBIM U IPOTUBOpEYUBBbIN xapakTep. Hapsany c
YaCTbIMU BOOPY>XEHHBIMH CTOJIKHOBEHUSIMM, HMMeJIM MeCTO IepHuo/ibl MHUPHOIO COCYILleCTBOBaHMS,
COI0O3HMYECKHE [JOTOBOPBI U 3THOKYJbTYPHOE COTPYAHHUYECTBO, YTO MOAYEPKHUBAET MHOTOTPAaHHOCTh
UX B3aMMOJENCTBUA. 3HAUUTEeJbHBIM (PaKTOPOM NPOTHBOCTOSIHMS CTajla 60pbba 3a KOHTPOJIb Haf,
CTpaTernyecKu Ba)KHbIMU TOPTrOBbIMM MapuIpyTaMH, 0COGEHHO B pailoHe XaMy, IZe IepeceKarTcs
OCHOBHbIE KapaBaHHbIe [Ty TH U IJle Ha KOHY CTOSIJIN KaK 9KOHOMUYECKUEe UHTEPECH], TaK U MOJIUTHYeCKas
BJacTb. Oco60e BHUMaHME B CTaTbe y/ieJIeHO 3THOPEeJUIMO3HbIM aclleKTaM, CBA3aHHbIM C MUIpaluen
MOTYJIbCKUX IJIEMeH K oipaTaM B XV Beke. ITO MOXeT ObITb OO'bSICHEHO OOLIMM IPOUCXOKJAEHUEM
3TUX TIpyNIN, 4YTO J006aBJjseT [JONOJHUTeJbHOE H3MepeHWe K aHalu3y MOTY/JIbCKO-OMPaTCKUX
B3aMMOOTHOLIEHWH. BHyTpeHHss pe/iurnosHas HanpsXKeHHOCTb CpeJid OMpaToB TaKXKe ClocobcTBOBaIa
BO3HHWKHOBEHHI0 KOHQJIMKTHBIX CUTYalUH, KyJIbMUHALel KOTOPBIX CTaJl HAber oipaToB Ha TEPPUTOPHIO
Morynucrtana B 1472 rony. TakuM o6pa3oM, IPOBeAEHHbBIN aHA/TIU3 JIEMOHCTPUPYET, YTO CJIOKHOCTh
HCTOPHUYECKHX NpoLeccoB B MoryauctaHe onpejeigeTcd He TOJbKO BOEHHBIMU CTOJIKHOBEHHUAMH, HO
M aKTHUBHBIM KY/JbTYPHBIM OOMEHOM, OTPaXEHHBbIM B MUCbMEHHBIX HUCTOYHMKAX U apXeoJIOTHYeCKHX
JaHHbIX. [loslyyeHHble pe3y/ibTaTbl MOTYT CTaTb NPOYHOM OCHOBOM [l laJibHEHUIIMX CPAaBHUTE/IbHbBIX
MCCJIe/IOBAaHMU CTEMHBIX PerMOHOB EBpasuu U croco6CcTBOBATh MEPECMOTPY TPAJULMOHHBIX B3IVIS/IOB
Ha uctopuio lleHTpanbHON A3uM, YTO NTOAYEpPKUBAET BbICOKYIO aKTyaJbHOCTb M3y4yeHUsl MorynncTaHa
JIJIs1 TOHUMaHHUsI [J106a/IbHbIX UCTOPUYECKHUX POLECCOB.
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MoroJ1-oMipaT KapbIM-KaTbIHACTAPbIHbIH, TAPUXBbI
(XIV raceipabiy, opTacbiHaH XVI FacelpabiH, 6acbiHA JeHiH)

C. AxmeTky.1?, I. JKanekoBa?, 3. YKanaocoBa®
“JL.H. ['ymuneea amuiHdarsl Eypasus yrimmeik yHueepcumemi, AcmaHa, Kazakcma
bCankm-Ilemep6ypz memaekemmik yHusepcumemi, Cankm-Ilemep6ype, Pecetl

Anparna: MoroJsicTadH MeMJIeKeTiHIH TapuXbl OPTaFachIpJIbIK TApUXHAMa/a XKeTKIJIIKTI 3epTTe/IMereH
caJjia GoJIbIN TabbLIA/Ibl, COHJIA Ja OJ1 MOHFOJIAPAAH KeHiHri aayipaeri OpTanblK A3usiiaFbl casicy,
3KOHOMUKAJIBIK, KoHe MdJIeHU MpoLecTepAi TepeH TYCiHyze epekiue MaHbI3fa ue. Ocbl Makasia XIV
FaceIpAbIH opTackiHaH XVI Fachlp/iblH, 6ackIiHa JIeHiHT1 Ke3eH e MOFoJIjap MeH olpaTTap/blH CasiCH,
3THUKAJIBIK K9HE 3KOHOMHUKAJIbIK KapbIM-KaTbIHACTApbIH TaJ/JjayFa apHaJiFaH. 3epTTey/iH MaKcaThbl
- ekl ipi kewmneJi 6ipaecTiKTiH apacbiHAaFbl 6ailJlaHbICTApAbIH CUIIAThIH aHBIKTAIl, XKYy#eJiel, oJapibl
GipkaTap Heri3ri JlepeKkTep/ie KopiHic TabaTbIH TApUXU KYXKATTap apKblibl 3epTTey. MaKcaTKa KeTy
YUiH aBTopJiap OJH Wazauaig napcel TiniHgeri «3adap-Hame» eHOeriH, Myxammes XauapabiH
«Tapux-u Pamugu» enberid, 3axup-aa-Jun Myxammen ba6ypabiH maraTtaid TitiHzgeri «badbyp-Hame»
MeMyapJapblH, KbITaWablK «MuH mu» mmexipeciH »koHe CaraH-C3uaHHIH MOHFoJIIA «IPAIHUNH
To6uu» KbLTHAMachkIH KoJiJlaH/(bl. COHBIMEH KaTap, 3aMaHayu FbIJIBIMHU 9/le0UeTTeP/iH KeMeriMeH
eHip/ie OpbIH aJIfaH KypJeJsi Tapuxu NpolecTepre KATbICTbl Ke3Kapac KeHelTinai. CunaTTaMaJsblkK,
CaJIBICThIPMaJIbI-TapUXU KOHE e PEKKOPJIBbIK dAiCTEP/I Ak alaHy MOFOJIJap MeH OMpaTTap/iblH 63apa
OpEeKeTTeCYiHiH ajiyaH TypJii popMasiapblH TepeHipeK allyFa MyMKiHAIK 6epai. 3epTTey HoTHKeepi
€Ki XaJIbIK apacblHJaFrbl KapbIM-KaTbIHACTAPAbIH KYpAeJi opi KaWIIbLIbIKTbI eKeHiH KkepceTeni. Kui
KaWTaJlaHAaTbIH KapyJibl KAaKTBIFbICTADMEH KaTap, 6elbiT KaTap eMip cypy Ke3eHAepi, 0JJaKTaCTbIK
KeJliciMiep MeH 3THOM®/JEHU BIHTBIMAKTACTBIKTBIH, Ja 60JIybl 0JIap/blH KapbIM-KaTblHACTAPbIHBIH
KOTMKBIPJIbIBIFBIH AdJieseii. KapcbliacyablH MaHbI3/ibl GAKTOPHI PETiH/E CTPATErUsAIbIK MaHbI3bI
6ap cayzaa >koJJlapblH 6aKblaay VIIiH Kypec, acipece XaMH eHipiHJe, HeTi3ri KepyeH >K0JiAapbIHbIH
TOFBICKAH XepiH/le 9KOHOMUKAJIBIK, MY//leJilep MeH casicu OGUJIiKKe TaJjiac allKbIH KepiHJi. Makanazaa
coHgau-ak, XV FaceIlpZila MOFOJI TaWNasapblHbIH OWpaTTapfa KellyiMeH O6aW/IaHBbICTbl 3THO-AiHU
acleKTijsiepre epekiie Ha3ap ayAapblijabl. Kellbip 3epTTeyiiijsiep 6y KyObLJIbICTBI OCbl TONTAP/bIH
OpTakK TeriHeH TYybIHJAaFaH Jlenl Gafasiai/ibl, OChLJIANINA OJIapAbIH KapbIM-KaTbIHACTApPbIH TaJsiayFa
KocbIMIlIa eJiiieM 6epeni. OlpaTrtap imingeri imki AiHU HiKesieHicTep Je KAaKTbIFbICTAPAbIH, Maija
60JTybIHA BIKIAJ €TTi, OHbIH €H alKbIH MbICaJibl — 1472 bl MOFOJICTAaH ayMaFbIHA YKaca/IFaH A0y bLI.
OcbLiaiiiia, »Kyprisizired Taagay MoroJicTaHJaFbl TAPUXU NPOLECTEP/iH, KYPAEIIIriHiH TeK Kapy/bl
KaKTBIFbICTAp/laH eMec, COHbIMEH KaTap »kasballa JiepeKTep MeH apXeoJOoTUsJIbIK MaJiMeTTep/ie
KepiHic TanmKaH 6eJiceH/]i M3JIeHU aJIMacy/laH /1a KaJIbIITaCaTbIHbIH J2J1e/1/Iel/1i. AJIbIHFaH HOTHXeJiep
Eypasus pananblk aliMaKTapblH CaJbICThIpMaJibl TYpJie 3epTTeyre xaHe OpTasiblK A3us TapUXblHA
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JI9CTYpJli K63KapacThl KaliTa KapayFa MbIKThI Heri3 60/Mak. bys1 MoFoJicTaHAbl 3epTTeY/iH »ahaH/bIK
TapUXU MPOIECTEPAi TYCiHyIeri »KoFapbl MaHbI3/IbIIBIFbIH KepceTeli. COHbIMEH KaTap, 6yJ1 3epTTey
6oJsiallaKTaFbl FBUIBIMU i3/IeHiCTep YIIiH KaHa NMepcleKTUBaJap aulblll, alMaKTbIH TapUXbIH KaH-
»KaKThl TaJ1JlayFa bIKIaJ eTe/i.

Tyi¥in ce3aep: Morosiap; olpartap; Morosictad; MUHIIK KbiTal; «MuH mu»; «Tapux-u Pamuau»;
«IPAIHUNH-TOOUYNY; «MaI KMy aT-Tayapux»

Introduction

From the earliest days of Oirat domination in Western Mongolia at the end of the 14th
century, relations between the Moghuls and the Oirats were far from straightforward. Despite
occasional lulls, Moghul-Oirat armed clashes took place throughout almost the entire existence
of the Moghulistan state. The principal cause of these confrontations was economic, as both
sides fought fiercely over the principal trade routes and the cities at their crossroads. Alongside
the struggle for economic dominance, religious factors also influenced Moghul-Oirat conflicts.
Differences in faith deepened divisions and served as an additional incentive for military actions.

The aim of this study is to identify the distinctive features, stages, and overall character of
Moghul - Oirat relations from the mid-fourteenth century to the early sixteenth century, with
particular attention to their political, military, and religious dimensions. To accomplish this aim,
the research sets the following objectives.

(1) Analyze the activities of key actors — namely leaders and khans - and evaluate their
roles in shaping bilateral relations by examining the political and military contacts between
Moghulistan and the Oirats during the period in question.

(2) Determine the influence of the religious factor on the evolution of conflictand cooperation
between the two sides, in order to clarify the repercussions of Moghul-Oirat interaction for the
political map of Central Asia.

(3) Propose a periodization of Moghul - Oirat relations on the basis of primary sources and
the events under review.

The state of Moghulistan arose in what is now Xinjiang and parts of Central Asia, in close
proximity to Oirat territories. This geographic adjacency heightened tensions between the two
polities. Each side sought to expand its influence and secure stable economic connections, while
simultaneously curbing the opportunities of its rival. The quest to gain and maintain authority
over profitable trading centers was closely tied to collecting customs revenues, set favorable
trade regulations, and regulate the flow of valuable resources.

Beyond the economic dimension, religious differences also played a substantial role.
Commercial and political disagreements remained the primary drivers of conflicts. However,
differences in religious practices and beliefs compounded these frictions and were frequently
used to legitimize military campaigns. In this respect, religion became yet another instrument
of influence, fostering population mobilization and bolstering the power of rulers.

The timeline of these hostilities spans nearly the entire existence of Moghulistan. Throughout
this period, the state underwent periods of ascendancy and decline, as well as shifts in dynastic
rule and internal political alignments. Nevertheless, despite such domestic reorganizations
and transitions of power, the external threat posed by the Oirats (and vice versa) remained a
persistent challenge, necessitating not only military measures but also diplomatic initiatives.
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Geopolitical, economic, and religious considerations combined to make Moghul-Oirat
relations multifaceted and unpredictable. Occasional episodes of reconciliation —- when alliances
were formed - might give way to fierce struggles that persisted for years. Consequently, the region
of present-day Central Asia in the late fourteenth to early fifteenth centuries repeatedly became
a stage for military campaigns, city sieges, and negotiations aimed at political settlements.

Examining the history of these conflicts offers deeper insights into the distinctive
characteristics of medieval Central Asia. This region, inhabited by both settled and nomadic
peoples, fostered a unique cultural and political mosaic, in which diverse economic structures
and methods of legitimizing authority coexisted. Understanding how and why tensions arose
between the Moghuls and the Oirats is crucial not only for clarifying internal political processes
but also for illuminating broader patterns of inter-state relations and economic competition
across the Eurasian continent.

Thus, the subject of Moghul-Oirat interactions in the late fourteenth and early fifteenth
centuries extends beyond isolated battles and military campaigns. It encompasses factors
ranging from conflicts over trade revenues to the impact of religious differences, and it
demonstrates how regional disputes could escalate into large-scale confrontations with far-
reaching consequences. Investigating these developments enriches our understanding of
Moghulistan’s multifaceted political history, as well as the intricate interplay of economic,
religious, and power-related interests that shaped the destinies of entire states.

Methods and Materials

The primary sources used for this study include the medieval Persian chronicle Tarikh-i Rashidi
(1542-1546) by Muhammad-Haidar (905AH/1499 - 958AH/1551), the Chinese historical
record Ming Shi (1739), and the Mongolian chronicle Erdeniin Tobchi (1662) by Sagang Sechen
(1604-after 1641). These works are invaluable repositories of information for understanding
the complex interactions between the Moghuls and the Oirats. Drawing upon these sources,
numerous scholars have analyzed historical events that shed light on the multifaceted nature of
Moghul-Oirat relations.

In the course of examining the political, military, and religious dimensions of Moghul-Oirat
relations, a multidisciplinary suite of historical methods was employed, grounded both in
source criticism and in the socio-political reconstruction of processes. The historico-genetic
method was applied to trace the origins and evolution of interactions between Moghulistan
and the Oirats. This approach enabled us to reconstruct early contact forms, identify the causes
for the conflict emergence, and understand how political authority was institutionalized
under external pressures. The comparative-historical method helped identify similarities
and differences in the political practices of the Oirats and the Moghuls, as well as in their
attitudes toward Islam and Buddhism. These comparisons highlighted the particularities of
each khanate’s internal policy that influenced patterns of conflict and alliance. Semiotic and
discursive analysis of narrative sources (notably genealogical accounts and chronicle episodes)
facilitated the identification of symbolic codes of power; religious identity, and the sacral status
of the khan. Spatial analysis provided insight into the geopolitical context: territorial shifts, the
relocation of courts, and strategic flashpoints such as Turfan, Aksu, Kashgar, Zhetisu. Finally, a
socio-cultural and religious-studies approach to the role of Islam, shamanism, and Buddhism
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in motivating the parties revealed how religious differences were transformed into ideological
and political barriers. Conversely, religious differences sometimes served to consolidate elite
cohesion - particularly through the Islamization of the Oirat aristocracy and its ramifications
for internal tribal struggle.

Literature Review

The history of Moghul-Oirat relations has been extensively documented in both classical
and contemporary scholarly works. Prominent historians such as Emil Bretschneider, Dmitry D.
Pokotilov, Vasily V. Barthold, Konstantin L. Petrov, Ilya Ya. Zlatkin, and Klaudia A. Pishchulina have
conducted in-depth analyses of the political and cultural interactions between the Moghuls and
the Oirats. Their research offers a detailed accounts of the dynamics that shaped the complex
and often turbulent nature of relations between these two groups.

In addition to these foundational studies, recent research by Kalmyk scholars such as Dorji G.
Kukeev and Baatr U. Kitinov has introduced fresh perspectives to the discussion. These modern
studies delve deeper into the role of economic factors, exploring how competition over trade
routes, pasturelands, and other resources influenced the course of Moghul-Oirat relations.
They also shed light on the ethnic identities and religious beliefs of the interactions, revealing
how identity and belief systems contributed to both conflict and cooperation.

Of particular note are the works of Ilya Ya. Zlatkin, including his seminal book, The History of
the Dzungar Khanate (Zlatkin 1983), which provides a comprehensive examination of the rise
and expansion of Oirat power in Central Asia. Similarly, Dorji G. Kukeev’s doctoral dissertation
(Kukeev 2008), which focuses on the history of the Oirats from the 13th to 16th centuries,
emphasizes the deep and sustained ties between the Oirats and Moghulistan. His research
underscores the importance of economic rivalry as a key driver of tensions, suggesting that
behind many political confrontations lay competition for dominance over trade and control of
strategically important territories.

Together, these classical and contemporary studies contribute to a fuller understanding of
the long-standing and multifaceted relationship between the Moghuls and the Oirats. They
highlight the necessity of approaching this historical subject not only through political and
military narratives but also through the lenses of economic motivations, cultural interactions,
and religious influences.

Results

For the purposes of systematization, the following periods in the history of Moghul-Oirat
relations have been distinguished:

[. The Onset of Moghul-Oirat Relations and the Establishment of Oirat Hegemony (1360-1399)

[I. Active Conflict and Religious Tension (1399-1462)

[II. Temporary Stabilization and Influence (1462-1487)

[V. The Final Surge of Moghul Activity and the Decline of Relations (1487-1504)

34 2025 GUMILYOV JOURNAL OF HISTORY
T. 152, Ne3. ISSN: 3080-129X. eISSN: 3080-6860



The History of Moghul - Oirat Relations (from the Mid-14th to the Early 16th Century)

I. The Onset of Moghul-Oirat Relations and the Establishment of Oirat Hegemony
(1360-1399)

Several scholars, including Ilya Ya. Zlatkin and Dorji G. Kukeev, suggest that Moghul-Oirat
relations were established during the reign of Khan Tughlug Timur (Ruler of Moghulistan,
748AH/1347 - 764AH/1362-1363). Zlatkin notes that some Turkic sources mention
unsuccessful Oirat raids on Moghulistan during Tughluq Timur’s rule at the end of the 14th
century (Zlatkin 1983: 27). However, Zlatkin does not specify these Turkic sources, and given
that Tughluq Timur died in 764AH/1362-1363, these attacks likely occurred during the reign
of his son Khizr Khoja (791AH/1389 - 802AH/1399-1400). Nevertheless, an interesting fact
from Tughluq Timur’s biography is worth to be noted. Muhammad-Haidar Dughlat, in Tarikh-i
Rashidi, recounts a Moghul legend stating that the Dughlat amir Bulaji brought Tughluq Timur
from the Kalmyks at the age of sixteen (Dughlat 1895: 23). However, Muhammad Haidar
provides no further information about Tughlug Timur’s life or activities during his sojourn
among the Kalmyks. Kukeeyv, for his part, explains Tughluq Timur’s presence among the Oirats
by noting that his grandfather and great-grandfather maintained allied relations with them
(Kukeev 2008: 72). Also, Kukeev’s suggestion that Oirat Kereits served in the Moghul army
under Tughluq Timur is based on a misunderstanding: the Kereits in question were in fact
Moghuls, not Oirats. In his 2008 study Kukeev attributes the leadership of the Kereit tribal
cavalry in Tughluq Timur’s first Mawarannahr campaign (761AH/1360) to Hajji Bek (Kukeev
2008: 72), when Tughluqg Timur commanded the Kereits, and Hajji Bek led the Arkenuts (Yazdi
2008: 20). Although Veniamin P. Yudin later listed the Kereits among Moghul forces - citing
their involvement in Tughluq Timur’s campaigns, Amir Timur’s (772AH/1370 - 808AH/1405)
expedition (772AH/1371) against the Kereits near Almaty, and the appearance of a Kereit
leader in Ulugh Beg’'s 825AH /1425 expedition against Moghulistan (Yudin 2001: 73) - these
sources do not support Kukeev’s notion of an Oirat Kereit presence. Rather, they confirm that
the Kereits were a Moghul tribe whose members occasionally allied with Moghul rulers, without
any evidence of an Oirat affiliation.

Sources do not specify the year when Khizr Khoja Khan’s reign began. According to Barthold,
Khizr Khoja - who was saved by Amir Khudaidad Dughlat (754AH/1353 - 836AH/1433) from
Qamarad-Din (767AH/1366-792/1390) - was recognized as Khan of Moghulistan around 1389
(Barthold 1963: 82). British scholars W. Erskine, E. Oliver, and N. Elias also mark the beginning
of Khizr Khoja’s rule as 1389 (Erskine 1854: 42; Oliver 1888: 107; Dughlat 1895: 39). In 1390,
Khizr Khoja began consolidating his authority in Moghulistan when Timur’s troops, sent to
pursue Qamar ad-Din, forced the usurper amir out. Timur, being preoccupied with his western
campaigns, did not impede Khizr Khoja’s restoration of Chagataid khanate authority. Barthold
notes that in 799AH/1397 Khizr Khoja sent his eldest son, Sham’-i-Jahan (802AH/1399-1400
- 810AH/1407-1408), as an envoy to Timur, who requested and subsequently married Khizr
Khoja’s daughter, Tavakkul-aga, giving her the title Kichik-Khanum at Timur’s court (Barthold
1963: 84; Atygayev et al. 2024b: 27). With the western border relatively secure, Khizr Khoja
pursued active policiesin the east. Muhammad Haidar reports Khizr Khoja’s successful campaign
against the border towns Kara-Khoja and Turfan, which resulted in the forced conversion of
their inhabitants to Islam (Dughlat 1895: 52). According to the Chinese source Ming Shi, Khizr
Khoja exchanged several diplomatic missions with the Ming emperor starting in 793AH/1391,
indicating tense bilateral relations (Bretschneider 2000: 236). Though written sources do not
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explicitly mention clashes between Khizr Khoja’s forces and the Oirats, his activities in eastern
border areas could have provoked Oirat responses.

Ming Shi provides the earliest accounts of the Oirats following the Yuan dynasty’s collapse
in 1368, describing them as a Mongolian tribe living to the west of the Eastern Mongols. In the
early Ming period, the Oirats united under Mengke-Timur, a former Yuan official. After Mengke-
Timur’s death, power among the Oirats was divided among Ma-ha-mu (Mahmud), Tai-ping,
and Ba-tu-bo-lo (Bretschneider 2000: 161). Mengke-Timur, called Gui-li-chi in Ming Shi and
Ugechi-Khashiga in Mongolian sources, is considered the same figure by Kukeev (Kukeev 2015:
415). Researchers differ on Mengke-Timur's sub-ethnic identity. Erdeniin Tobchi identifies the
Kerguts among the “four Oirats,” whom Konstantin I. Petrov classifies as Kyrgyz (Petrov 1961:
27), whereas H. Howorth associates the Kerguts with the Kereits (Howorth 1876: 351-352).
Conversely, M. Courant identifies Ugechi-Khashiga as a Torghut prince (Courant 2014: 13).

In 1399, a pivotal event occurred: Oirat leader Mengke-Timur killed the East Mongol khan
Elbek and unified the Oirats and Eastern Mongols under his rule. Dmitry D. Pokotilov identifies
this year as marking “the loss of independence by East Mongol khans and the onset of Oirat
hegemony” (Pokotilov 1893: 15). Yet, Mengke-Timur’s authority was not absolute; significant
opposition arose from other Oirat leaders. Kukeev clarifies the complex political dynamics of
the Oirats and East Mongols, noting that in 1403 Gui-li-chi (also known as Ugechi-Khashiga, i.e.,
Mengke-Timur), allied with East Mongol nobility led by Aruktai, killed Giin Timur and seized the
throne (1403-1408). This alliance was actively opposed by Mahmud, Tai-ping, and Batu-bolot
(Kukeev 2008: 85).

I1. Active Conflict and Religious Tension (1399-1462)

During this period, Sham‘-i-Jahan (1399-1408), the son of Khizr Khoja, ruled Moghulistan.
He ascended the throne in 1399 following a victorious succession struggle against his
brothers. According to Klaudia A. Pishchulina, “he attempted to combat the Timurids and
reclaim the western part of Moghulistan (the Ashpara, Yanghi-Taraz region) occupied during
Timur’s preparation for a campaign against China” (Pishchulina 1977: 93). After Timur’s death
(807AH/1405), Sham'-i-Jahan aimed to conquer Mawarannahr and in 809AH/1407 dispatched
an embassy to China, seeking an alliance against the Timurids (Barthold 1963: 84; Pishchulina
1977: 94). According to Ming Shi, Sham'-i-Jahan sent an embassy with gifts to the Ming court just
one year after ascending the throne (Bretschneider 2000: 239). Meanwhile, in 1405, Mongol
Khan Guilichi (Mengke-Timur, Ugechi-Khashiga) poisoned Anko-Timur, ruler of the principality
of Hami, which was contested by the Ming Dynasty, Moghuls, and Oirats. Consequently, Sham*-i-
Jahan initiated war against Guilichi (Bretschneider 2000: 180, 239). Sham'-i-Jahan likely emerged
victorious, as Ming Shi mentions the emperor expressing gratitude and requesting Sham’-i-Jahan
to maintain good relations with Hami’s new ruler, Toto (Bretschneider 2000: 239).

Drawing on Chinese sources, H. Howorth notes that in 1405, Alutai (Aruktai) and his allies,
including Mahamu, attacked and forced Guilichi, the usurper; to flee (Howorth 1876: 353). As
a result, Alutai installed Uljay-Timur (1405-1412), a descendant of the Yuan emperors, as the
Mongol khan. Despite his defeat, Guilichi remained leader of the Kergut Oirats. Petrov offers
an interesting perspective, suggesting that Ugechi-Khashiga was compelled to oppose the
strengthening Moghul Sham'-i-Jahan Khan due to their mutual claims over Hami and Sham‘-i-
Jahan’s alliance with Uljay-Timur. Around 810AH/1408, the Eastern Mongol and Moghul armies
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defeated Ugechi-Khashiga near Bishibali and installed Uljay-Timur as khan (Petrov 1961:
30). Kukeev shares a similar view, indicating that during this period, Eastern Mongols also
established relations with Moghulistan. A coalition of Eastern Mongols, Moghulistan, and Ming
China confronted the Oirat alliance of Mengke-Timur and Aruktai (Kukeev 2008: 74). According
to Ming Shi, Sham'-i-Jahan died in 810AH/1408, succeeded by his younger brother as khan
(Bretschneider 2000: 240).

According to Barthold, Muhammad Khan (810AH/1408 - 818AH/1415-1416), the younger
brother of Khan Sham‘-i-Jahan, sent an embassy to Shahrukh Mirza (the ruler of the Timurid
empire, 811AH/1409 - 850AH/1447) in the early years of his reign to demonstrate submission
yet simultaneously supported rebellious amirs in Mawarannahr (Barthold 1963: 84). Barthold
also asserts that under Muhammad Khan, the Moghuls nearly went to war with the Oirats, which
was prevented only through mediation by Ming China (Barthold 1963: 86). Significant details of
this event are given in Ming Shi: “In 1410, imperial envoys heading towards Sa-ma-khan passed
through Bi-shi-ba-li and were warmly received by Ma-ha-ma, who in the following year sent an
embassy to the Chinese court offering fine horses and a leopard. When the embassy returned,
it was accompanied by An, who brought silk garments embroidered with gold for the King. At
this time, the envoy from Wa-la (Oirats) complained that Ma-ha-ma was arming himself for
an attack on Wa-la. The Emperor sent a warning to him” (Bretschneider 2000: 240). Although
this account does not specify which Oirat leader sent the envoy, the event clearly took place
around 1411-1412. Mongol and Chinese sources indicate that during this period Ming China
closely allied itself with Choros prince Mahmud after the Eastern Mongols under Aruktai and
Uljay-Timur earlier refused Chinese supremacy (Howorth 1876: 353-354). In 1412, Mahamu
killed Uljay-Timur and installed Delbeg as khan (Bretschneider 2000: 164). If the suppositions
of Petrov and Kukeev regarding the existence of a Moghul-Eastern Mongol alliance are correct,
Muhammad Khan’s intended attack on the Oirats was probably related to the assassination of
the Eastern Mongol khan and Mahamu’s growing dominance over Mongolia. Apparently, the
emperor's intervention was effective, and direct conflicts between the Moghuls and Oirats were
avoided. According to Chinese sources, Muhammad Khan died in 818AH/1416 (Bretschneider
2000: 240), while Mahamu was killed by Ugechi-Khashiga in 1418, who himself survived only
briefly afterward (Howorth 1876: 357). Muhammad Khan was succeeded by Sham'-i-Jahan’s
son Naksh-i-Jahan (818AH/1415-1416 - 821AH/1418), who was assassinated two years later
by Vais Oghlan (821AH/1418 - 824AH-1421, 828AH/1424-1425 - 831AH/1428), son of Shir-
Ali Oghlan. Mahamu was succeeded by his son Togon (1418-1440), and Ugechi-Khashiga by his
son Esekhu (1418-1425).

Under Vais Khan, the Moghul conflict with the Oirats intensified. Muhammad Haidar describes
Vais Khan as an extremely pious Muslim, noble and courageous. Haidar suggests that religion
was the primary cause of his wars with the Oirats - Vais Khan forbade Moghuls from fighting
fellow Muslims and consistently opposed the ‘infidel’ Oirats (Dughlat 1895: 65). Religious
identity during this period was shaped not only by personal beliefs but also by social and cultural
conditions. Muhammad Haidar argues that Vais Khan’s decisions significantly influenced
Moghul politics and warfare, with religious motivations becoming central to conflicts of that
era. However, Pishchulina disagrees, stating that Vais Khan “was forced to repel Oirat incursions
that had started in the late 14th century” (Pishchulina 1977: 112). After he became khan, Vais
moved Moghulistan’s capital to Turfan, and in 1422 the Oirats attacked Hami (Bretschneider
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2000: 164-165, 241). Zlatkin views these events as part of a struggle for dominance over
trade routes between Oirat and Moghul nobility (Zlatkin 1983: 28). Kukeev similarly explains
the Oirat attack on Hami as a preventive measure against Moghulistan’s ambitions to control
the principality (Kukeev 2008: 93). Vais Khan primarily fought the Oirats led by Esen-taishi
(1440-1455), son of Togon. Muhammad Haidar mentions 61 battles between Moghuls and
Oirats during Vais Khan's reign. Vais Khan was captured twice by the Oirats and was eventually
compelled to marry his sister, Maktum Khanim, to Esen. Esen converted to [slam, and their sons
Ibrahim Ung and Ilyas Ung were raised as Muslims (Dughlat 1895: 91).

The intensity of the wars between the Oirats and the Moghuls during this period is reflected
in Saif ad-Din Akhsikendi’'s Majmu‘ al-Tawarikh. In this work, the Oirats -referred to as the
Kalmaks - are depicted as the principal adversaries of the Moghuls. For example, it recounts
a raid (undated) against the Moghuls by a forty-thousand-strong Kalmak detachment led by
Tondzhi Kalmak, whom Tagirdzhanov and Romodin identify with the aforementioned Togon
(Tagirdzhanov 1960: 52; Romodin 1963: 82). Vais Khan died in battle in 831AH/1428 against
Satuk Khan (appointed ca. 1420s - 831AH/1428), the nominal Khan of Samarkand.

After Vais Khan's death, his younger son Esen-Buqa (833AH/1429-1430 - 866AH/1461-
1462) became Khan of Moghulistan following intense internal conflict against supporters of his
elder brother Yunus (873AH/1468-1469 - 892AH/1487) (Atygayev et al. 2024a: 12). Initially
Esen-Buga lacked authority over Moghul amirs, and regional rulers fortified their territories
independently. For example, Amir Mir-Karim-Berdi established a stronghold at Alabuga, while
Amir Mir-Haqq-Berdi-Bekichek built a fortress on an island in Lake Issyk-Kul (Barthold 1963:
87). At this time, Churas and Barin amirs switched allegiance with Amassandzhi-taishi (1455-
1478), the head of the Kalmyks, indicating possible shared origins between these groups and
the Oirat Choros (Kitinov 2017: 373).

In his Baburnama, Zahir al-Din Muhammad Babur observes that a number of Barin and
Churas begs attached themselves to the Timurid court rather than to the Oirats. According to
Babur, [razan (dates unknown) - one of the Barin begs - and Mirek Turkmen (dates unknown)
- a Churas beg - escorted Yunus Khan to Ulugh Beg (the ruler of Timurid empire, 850AH/1447-
853AH/1449) with some three to four thousand Moghul families (Babur 1958: 20). Yunus’s
elder sister had earlier been married to Ulugh Beg’s younger son, ‘Abd al-‘Aziz Mirza (d. 30
October 1449). However, upon their arrival these Moghuls were taken captive, and many were
later resettled across Timurid-controlled regions.

In the late 1440s, Esen-Buga consolidated power and raided Timurid territories. Reacting to
instability, the Oirats under Esen invaded Zhetisu in 1452. Zlatkin notes that the Oirats advanced
down the Syr Darya valley, raiding Tashkent and neighboring areas before retreating without
significant resistance due to internal conflicts within Moghulistan (Zlatkin 1983: 41; Pishchulina
1977: 125). In 1457, the Oirats under Ash-Timur-taishi (possibly identified with Amassandzhi-
taishi) again attacked cities along the Syr Darya after passing through Moghulistan (Barthold 1963:
87; Pishchulina 1977: 125). Pishchulina interprets these raids as evidence that 15th-century Oirat
nobility could pillage but not permanently seize territories (Pishchulina 1977: 125).

Notably, during Esen-Buga’s reign, 200,000 Uzbek-Kazakhs led by Jochid sultans Girey and
Janibek settled along the Chu River (Dughlat 1895: 82). Pishchulina argues that Esen-Buqga
sought to leverage the Kazakhs militarily against the Oirats (Pishchulina 1977: 266). Regarding
these events, Mahmud ibn Vali states the Kazakhs earned their name due to their raids on
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Kalmyks and Kyrgyz shortly after settling in Moghulistan (Materials on the History... 1969:
353). Esen-Buqa died of natural causes in 1462.

III. Temporary Stabilization and Influence (1462-1487)

The subsequent clashes between the Moghuls and Oirats occurred during the reign of Yunus
Khan, ruler of a unified Moghulistan (1472-1487). Yunus, after losing an earlier struggle for
power in Moghulistan, was first taken by his supporters to Mawarannahr under Ulugh Beg
and subsequently sent by Ulugh Beg to Persia in 838AH/1434 (Barthold 1963: 88). During
his stay in Persia, he studied under historian ‘Ali Yazdi, author of Zafar-nama. In 860AH /1456,
the Timurid ruler Abu Sa‘id Mirza (855AH/1451 - 873AH/1469) sent Yunus to Moghulistan
to counter Esen-Buqga Khans’s raids into Ferghana, Shash, and Turkestan (Dughlat 1895: 85).
Some Moghul amirs sided with Yunus, but he was defeated by Esen-Buqa. Abu Sa‘id granted
Yunus the city of Jitikend, located on the border between Ferghana and Zhetysu (Barthold 1963:
88). After the death of Dost Muhammad Khan in 873AH/1468/1469, Yunus took control of
the city of Aksu. Dost Muhammad'’s son, Kebek-oghlan (873AH/1468 - 877AH/1473), fled to
Turfan, where he ruled for four years before being killed by his subjects who sent his head to
Yunus (Barthold 1963: 88). Around 877AH/1472, Yunus united all Moghulistan under his rule.

According to Dorji G. Kukeev, “from this point, Turfan emerged as a significant political player
in Central Asia, becoming a serious opponent to the Oirats and Ming China in the struggle for
the principality of Hami” (Kukeev 2008: 141). Taking advantage of the fragmentation among
the Oirats after Esen’s death in 859AH/1455, as well as a power vacuum in Hami, Yunus
Khan (referred to as A-li-khan in Ming Shi and by Pokotilov) attacked Hami. In his campaign
he captured the former regent Nu-wen-da-shi-li and the princely golden seal (Bretschneider
2000: 181; Pokotilov 1893: 125; Kukeev 2008: 141). After subjugating Hami, Yunus Khan
brought 10,000 Oirats under his control who maintained friendly relations with the inhabitants
of Hami (Pokotilov 1893: 128; Kukeev 2008: 141). Kukeev believes the Moghul conquest of
Hami disrupted Oirat trade with Ming China, compelling them to seek alternative routes toward
Central Asian markets (Kukeev 2008: 141). This, according to Kukeev, explains the 1472 Oirat
incursion into Moghulistan under Amassandzhi-taishi, who defeated Yunus’s forces on the
banks of the Ili River (Kukeev 2008: 141).

However, Barthold, referring to Muhammad-Haidar, considers internal Oirat strife as the main
reason for Amassandzhi-taishi’s invasion. As previously mentioned, Esen-taishi’s sons Ibrahim
and llyas, raised as Muslims, triggered conflicts between their followers and Amassandzhi-
taishi’s supporters. Amassandzhi fled with his people to Moghulistan, where they clashed in
1472 with Vais Khan’s army.

An important aspect of these events is the influence of religious identity on political and
social relations. In this context, Muslim identity emerged as a critical factor shaping loyalties
and political alliances. Understanding religious identity as part of a broader social and cultural
identity enables us to view these developments as components of a dynamic process of personal
and collective identity formation under conditions of political instability, interpreted through
the lens of an individual’s belonging to a religious community and their comprehension of their
place within it (Zhapekova et al. 2018).

Muslim identity is formed not only through personal spiritual self-identification but
also under the influence of external factors such as the prevailing religious climate, cultural
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transformations, and processes of socialization. For Muslims, the preservation of their religious
identity is a high priority. This imperative can itself become a source of conflict when it comes
to safeguarding Islamic traditions (Zhade & Kumpilov 2019).

Kitinov also emphasizes the religious factor influencing Amassandzhi-taishi’s move to
Moghulistan, contradicting Kukeev’s claim that economic motives drove the 877AH/1472
invasion. The Oirats gained no territories and withdrew from Moghulistan after two years
(Kitinov 2017: 374-375).

Chinese sources confirm Yunus Khan’s growing power after capturing Hami, enabled him to
negotiate equally with the Chinese Emperor (Pokotilov 1893: 127-128). Yunus occasionally raided
Timurid territories, and after Abu Sa‘id Mirza’s death, intervened in disputes between his sons
Ahmad Mirza (873AH/1469-899AH/1494) and ‘Umar-Shaykh (873AH/1469 - 899AH/1494),
annexing Sairam (1482) and Tashkent (1485). Yunus Khan died of paralysis in 1487.

IV. The Final Surge of Moghul Activity and the Decline of Relations (1487-1504)

The last significant Moghul-Oirat conflicts occurred under Ahmad Khan (890AH/1485-
909AH/1504), ruler of Eastern Moghulistan. Barthold notes that by Yunus Khan’s end, most
Moghul tribes favored Ahmad as his successor due to his steppe upbringing (Barthold 1963:
89). Muhammad Haidar records Ahmad Khan's successful raids against the Kalmyks; he
defeated Taishi Isan twice, thus earning the nickname “Alachi Khan,” meaning “The slaying
Khan” (Dughlat 1895: 121; Atygayev et al. 2024a: 14).

In 908AH/1503, Ahmad Khan aided his brother Sultan Mahmud Khan (892AH/1487-
14AH/1508-1509) in Tashkent against Muhammad Shaybani Khan (c. 855AH/1451-
916AH/1510; . 905AH/1500-916 AH/510). Both brothers were captured but later released to
Moghulistan. Ahmad Khan died of paralysis in Aksu in 909AH/1504.

Discussions

Analysis of the presented sources and research findings allows for the assertion that
Moghul-Oirat relations were characterized by complexity and multilayered dynamics shaped
by economic, political, religious, and ethnic factors. Economic competition over control of key
trade routes, particularly in the strategically crucial Hami region, was one of the pivotal elements
fueling armed conflicts. The struggle for economic dominance, documented through numerous
military campaigns, has been confirmed by data from the Ming Shi, Tarikh-i Rashidi, and other
sources, repeatedly referencing raids, conquests, and shifts in control over frontiers.

Political ambitions of both Moghuls and Oirats were evident. Each side attempted to expand
its power - for instance, by seeking unification and forming alliances with Eastern Mongols
and Ming China - which sometimes led to temporary regional stabilizations without resolving
underlying tensions. Specifically, during Khizr Khoja Khan’s rule, active foreign policy and
successful military campaigns indicate that internal competition persisted even during periods
of temporary peace. Subsequent rulers, including Muhammad Khan, Sham‘-i-Jahan, Yunus, and
Ahmad Khan, adopted increasingly assertive policies, transforming economic rivalry into overt
political conflict, where control over trading hubs became synonymous with political authority.

The religious factor was equally significant. The adoption of Islam by the Moghuls and the
Oirats’ retention of traditional beliefs created additional division between them. This dynamic is
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validated by historical accounts of conflicts and documentary evidence highlighting systematic
isolation and hostility of Islamized khans towards the ‘infidel’ Oirats. Religious disagreements
often served as justifications for warfare, underscoring the importance of spiritual and
cultural identity in shaping state ideology and political decisions. Additional confirmation of
this phenomenon lies in the policies and prohibitions regarding warfare against followers of
different faiths, serving as a means of consolidating internal Moghul power.

Ethnic dimensions significantly influenced overall relations. Common ancestry among certain
Moghul and Oirat tribes, such as the Churas and Barins, indicates that inter-ethnic interactions
were not limited solely to conflict but occasionally resulted in tribes shifting allegiances. This
phenomenon highlights the complexity of identities and multifaceted cultural relationships
within the region, where political competition often intertwined with ethnic solidarity and
kinship.

Finally, internal fragmentation within both communities, notably among the Oirats, exacer-
bated instability and contributed to rapidly shifting political dynamics. Internal turmoil,
leadership struggles, and disagreements over religious identity rendered each side vulnerable,
even when external alliances were present.

Thus, a comprehensive analysis of the sources demonstrates that Moghul-Oirat relations
constituted a dynamic process where economic competition, political ambitions, religious
disagreements, and ethnic ties continually reshaped regional politics. These multifaceted
processes were interconnected and mutually reinforcing, forming a unique model of interethnic
and interreligious interactions in Central Asia from the late 14th to early 16th century. A deeper
understanding of these processes not only facilitates the reconstruction of historical regional
dynamics butalso enhances comprehension of contemporary interethnicand interfaith conflicts.

Conclusions

In conclusion, it can be noted that Moghul-Oirat relations were characterized by considerable
complexity, marked by both significant military conflicts and peaceful interactions between
the two peoples. During the reigns of Tughluq Timur Khan and partially Khizr Khoja Khan,
the relationship between the Moghuls and the Oirats can be described as generally peaceful.
However, the rise of the Oirats in the late 14th and early 15th centuries, when they gained
dominance over the Eastern Mongols, led to direct confrontations with the Moghuls. The Oirats
became involved in the struggle for control over the principality of Hami, an area of influence
for both Moghulistan and Ming China. Particularly fierce armed confrontations occurred during
the reigns of Vais Khan and Yunus Khan.

Notably, despite repeated defeats at the hands of the Oirats, the Moghuls maintained a defensive
stance and Oirat incursions did not result in permanent territorial gains. Additionally, economic
factors were not always the primary cause of Moghul-Oirat disputes; in some instances, ethno-
religious factors emerged prominently. Religious differences between the Islamized Moghuls and
the traditionally non-Islamic Oirats contributed significantly to tensions and conflicts. The Moghul
khans who embraced Islam regarded the Oirats as ‘infidels, leading wars either for the spread of
[slam or for the defense of Muslim interests, causing further dissatisfaction among the Oirats.

The migration of certain Moghul tribes, such as the Churas and Barins, to the Oirats at the
beginning of Esen-buqa Khan'’s rule highlights shared ancestral ties between some Moghul and
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Oirat groups. Moreover, the 1472 expedition led by Amassandzhi-taishi into Zhetisu occurred
due to internal religious divisions among the Oirats, where some factions supported the Muslim
sons of Esen-taishi, whose mother was a Moghul princess.

The present study introduces several scholarly innovations. Foremost, it proposes a well-
grounded periodization of Moghul-Oirat relations, derived from correlating primary sources
with key religious, military, and political conflicts. This periodization enables a more systematic
organization of a complex and insufficiently structured historical narrative. The role of
[slamization is identified as both a factor in internal differentiation within the Oirat elite and
one of the pretexts for incursions into Moghulistan.

The study uncovers the mechanisms of conflict and mobilization, namely amorphous power
structures, fragile alliances, and authority exercised through kinship ties and nomadic loyalty
and thus contributes to the political anthropology of steppe societies. It demonstrates the
interdependence of events in Moghulistan and crises in the Oirat milieu, the disintegration of
the Yuan dynasty, and Timurid policies. By refining the “regional picture” of fifteenth-century
Asia, it illuminates the dynamics of steppe diplomacy.

Accordingly, throughout the period under review, Moghul-Oirat relations unfolded against
a backdrop of continual shifts in Central Asia’s political landscape. Initially, contacts were
unstable, characterized by episodic military skirmishes and raids, even as the parties maintained
mediated alliances amid a general climate of volatility.

From the late fourteenth century onward, this interaction grew more complex: the Oirats
began to intervene actively in Eastern Mongol affairs and to assert hegemonic claims, intensifying
tensions with Moghulistan. Rivalry sharpened when both sides vied for control over strategic
regions and trade routes.

In the early fifteenth century, relations assumed the character of military-political
confrontation - often in the form of broad coalitions that included third-party actors such as
the Chinese or Timurid supporters. Simultaneously, religious differences emerged as a source
of conflict: the Oirats retained allegiance to traditional belief systems, whereas Islam had
consolidated its position in Moghulistan. This divergence fostered an ideological confrontation
and, in some instances, efforts to employ Islam as an instrument of integration.

By the mid-fifteenth century, a temporary equilibrium prevailed. However, renewed internal
crises and the collapse of central authority in both camps soon rekindled active hostilities. At the
close of the period, relations reached their climax of military intensity, yet remained episodic in
nature - marked by incursions and defensive reactions. Although the religious factor continued
to carry weight, it gradually yielded to more pragmatic motives tied to the struggle for trade
routes, political influence, and regional domination.

Thus, Moghul history was intricately intertwined with the history of the medieval Oirats,
and the multifaceted nature of their relationship exemplifies the complexity of interethnic and
interfaith dynamics in Central Asia.
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