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ABSTRACT 

This article provides an in-depth analysis of the scientific literature on the Oxus civilization that 

emerged as a result of the research of the famous American archaeologist Lamberg Karlovsky. 

Extensive analytical information on the stages of the emergence of the Oxus civilization, the factors 

of its origin, the language of the population, its location. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 

The study of the history of the ancient world in 

terms of civilization is of particular importance 

to us in the study of the past of the peoples of 

the ancient world. This approach covers a large 

geographical area and is characterized by 

extreme similarity in material findings. There is 

a great civilization in the study of the history of 

our country, and we find a lot of information 

about the ancient times of our country in the 

monuments of this civilization. The Oxus 

civilization is part of an ancient era that 

provides important information about this 

period. The material culture of the 

representatives of this civilization has spread 

to neighboring regions, which has attracted 

the attention of historians around the world. 

The history of the study of the Axis civilization 

is directly linked to the names of 

representatives of American archeology. 
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MATERIALS AND METHODS 

In this study, methods of comparison, analysis, 

and observation specific to the science of 

history were used. Well-known American 

scientists L, Karlovsky, D.Potts, A.H.Dani, 

G.Possehl, J.P.Mallory, R. Pumpelly , Sandra 

L.Olsen, F.Hiebert, K.Moore, P.Steinkeller 

conducted research on the subject of this 

civilization. 

RESULT AND DISCUSSION                                       

The famous American scientist Lamberg 

Karlovsky is a researcher who made a great 

contribution to the study of Oxus civilization. 

According to the scientist, the birth of the Oxus 

civilization is directly related to the 

archeological research conducted in Central 

Asia in the 1970s by archaeologist V.I Sarianidi, 

a member of the Soviet Academy of Sciences. 

V.I Sarianidi spent 40 years of his life 

researching the Gonurtepa monument, which 

covers more than forty hectares in 

Turkmenistan. According to Lamberg 

Karlovsky, V.I Sarianidi used the inappropriate 

term for this discovery, "Bactria-Margiana 

Archaeological Complex", later abbreviated 

BMAC[1]. Bactria and Margiana are historical 

geographical areas, a term first coined by the 

Greeks and then by Alexander the Great. An 

American scientist suggests an alternative to 

the term "Oxus civilization", which is 

synonymous with BMAC. Oxus is a historical 

term used by the Greeks to refer to the Amu 

Darya, the largest river in Central Asia. 

According to many archaeologists, the main 

monument of BMAC is located in the small 

Murgab River delta, which begins in the 

Paropamis (Hindukush) Mountains of 

Afghanistan and flows into the Karakum 

Desert[2].  

A number of scholars have conducted 

extensive archaeological research in the area 

over the next twenty years[3]. The chronology 

of the Oxus civilization is a major problem for 

archaeologists. Based on radiocarbon analysis 

of a number of monuments of this civilization, 

an American scientist agrees with the 

chronology of the Oxus civilization from 2200 

to 1700 BC. Based on the same analysis, there 

are scientists who date civilization to 2500-1700 

BC[4]. Now historians have to answer a lot of 

questions. When was the Oxus civilization? 

where is how formed? Civilization can be 

internal or external. The interior is shaped by 

these indigenous peoples, while the exterior is 

shaped by the migration of peoples. V.I 

Sarianidi considers this process to be external 

and seeks the factors for the emergence of the 

Oxus civilization in the latitudes of Anatolia 

(Asia Minor). According to him, when a group 

of peoples migrated to Mesopotamia due to 

large-scale migration and could not find 

"vacancies" in this area, they crossed the 

Iranian plateau and finally found the 

"vacancies" they were looking for in Murgab 

river delta. Some tribes continue to migrate to 

what is now northwestern China[5].  

At the heart of VI Sarianidi's thought are the 

Aryans, especially the Indo-Iranians, who 

followed the Proto-Zoroastrians according to 

the beliefs and ceremonies of this population. 

These views of V.I. Sarianidi were also 

supported by the French scientist P.Amiet[6]. 

P. Amiet considers BMAC to be a feature of 

Trans-Elam and argues that a group of nomadic 

cultures spread to Central Asia through the 

Iranian plateau. Archaeological excavations 

have studied the culture of the people who 

lived on the Iranian plateau since the second 

half of the third millennium BC[7].   Artifacts 

similar to those found in BMAK monuments 

from the last centuries of the 3rd millennium 

BC have also been found in the Iranian plateau 

and monuments of Indian culture: Susa, Tepa 

Yahya, Shahdad, Khinaman, Hissar, Jiroft, 

Harappa, Mohenjodaro, and Tel Abraq. It is 

evident that the inhabitants of BMAC have had 
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and have had an impact on both the Iranian 

plateau and Indian culture, and the most 

famous monument to which these similarities 

exist is Gonurtepa[8]. But the similarities are 

not the same, the BMAK artifact is different 

from Mesopotamia. For example, there is 

ample information that the engraved Akkadian 

seal was recovered in Gonur[9]. According to 

Karlovsky, there are not enough sources to 

substantiate the origin of the Oxus civilization 

by external migration factors.  

P. Amiet and Steinkeller, on the other hand, 

believe that the Oxus civilization was directly 

related to the Trans-Elamite nomadic culture 

that existed on the Iranian plateau. Although 

archaeologist Lamberg Karlovsky agrees a 

little, he argues that the Oxus civilization is a 

completely unique culture, and that it would be 

a mistake to trace its roots only to the Iranian 

plateau[10]. While trying to justify his opinion 

with “local origins,” he proves his point by 

saying that many artifacts of the Oxus 

civilization are not found at all in the existing 

monuments on the Iranian plateau (Malyan, 

Godintepe, Shahdad, etc.). Another reason for 

its local origin is that the rich monuments of the 

Paleolithic in Central Asia date back to the 

middle of the 7th millennium BC, the Neolithic 

period[11]. Located in the foothills of the 

Kopettag, the Ilginlitepa Monument 

(Turkmenistan) dates back to the 5th 

millennium BC and amazes with its rich 

metallurgy, magnificent sculptures, mosaics 

and intricate architectural features. This is a 

clear indication that the Oxus civilization was 

formed by the local population during the 

Bronze Age[12].  

Subsequent Eneolithic and Bronze 

monuments, in particular Namazgoh and 

Oltintepa, continued the formation of new 

urban settlements in the IV-III millennia BC. 

Subsequent excavations in Oltintepa under the 

direction of L. Kircho once again substantiate 

the idea of BMAC's local origin[13]. In addition, 

BMAC was not initially located in the Murgab 

oasis. Subsequent research on the Ajikuli 

monument, led by G. Rossi Osmida, shows that 

the first monument in the area appeared in 

2700 BC[14].  The monument is 

stratigraphically fortified as that of the BMAC 

communities. The concept of the local origin of 

the Oxus civilization is not a new concept for 

archaeologists. A few years before these 

studies, P. Kohl had collected a number of data 

on the local origin of this civilization as a result 

of his study of Central Asian archeology[15].   

Archaeological excavations and topographic 

mapping of the Bronze and Early Iron Age 

monuments, densely populated in the Murgab 

Delta, have been carried out over the past two 

decades as a result of joint expeditions by 

Turkmen and Italian scientists[16]. Lamberg 

Karlovsky and a number of scholars have 

thoroughly studied the fortification structure 

of the Gonur and Togolok monuments in the 

Murgab oasis[17]. Karlovsky described the 

origins of the Axis civilization in detail in his 

monograph “The Indo-Iranians”, based on 

inscriptions and seals found in monuments[18]. 

In fact, this research is nothing new. Interest in 

the relationship between archeology, 

language, and archeogenetics has long been a 

problem among scholars[19]. Archaeological 

research on Indo-Europeans is as ancient as the 

science of archeology. Archaeologist Pumpelly, 

R.'s research in Anov, Turkmenistan, is devoted 

to this very issue, and this has had a profound 

effect on G. Childe's views on the subject[20].  

According to British archaeologist Renfrew, 

the Indo-European language is a continuation 

of the Indo-Iranian language, and the 

archaeologist traces the material roots of this 

scientific hypothesis to the Cucuteni-Tripoli 

culture in Ukraine[21]. L. Karlovsky and a 

number of scholars believe that the inhabitants 

of the Oxus civilization spoke the Indo-Iranian 
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language. There are also researchers who claim 

that the inhabitants of this civilization were 

Dravidian or Elamite[22]. It is known that the 

Dravidian-speaking population is more 

widespread around the equator. The idea of 

calling the BMAK population Dravidian is the 

product of Russian researchers, who have tried 

to justify this idea with the Shortokay 

monument on the left bank of the Amu Darya. 

Due to the well-studied pottery culture and 

anthropology of Central Asia, the fact that no 

equatorial material was found in the area 

completely denies that the inhabitants of the 

Oxus civilization were Dravidian-speaking[23].  

About the Bronze Age population of Central 

Asia A.A. Askarov's general opinion is as 

follows: In my opinion, the peoples of the 

Sopolli and Kuchuktepa cultures understood 

each other linguistically, on the basis of which 

the ancient Bactrian language, one of the 

dialects of the Iranian language, was 

formed''[24].  

CONCLUSION 

That the BMAC was characterized by a 

centralized authority cannot be doubted. The 

question remains as to whether the BMAC was 

a centralized singularity or led by a disparity of 

centralized entities (tribes). Whichever 

prevailed the function of either would be the 

same: to organize corvée labor (human capital) 

for the construction of irrigation works, to 

maintain central canals, their dams and locks, 

to collect taxes, and to organize, maintain, 

provision and control dependent personnel 

(based on extended families of unfree 

dependent laborers?) involved in agricultural 

production. The central authority would also 

have had judicial responsibilities as well as a 

monopoly (?) over long distance trade (so 

abundantly evident in the presence of luxury 

goods produced of foreign material (gold, 

silver, lapis lazuli, carnelian, turquoise, tin). The 

presence of great wealth in the “royal burials” 

attests to the presence of acquisitive autocrats 

who secured power by accumulating wealth 

which in turn under girded their central 

authority. When thinking of late third 

millennium Mesopotamia, and the presence of 

texts, we can, at times, reflect upon the nature 

of credit institutions, debt, the value of 

differential products (i.e. onions vs. tin), 

prebends, sharecropping, judicial 

punishments, the nature and extent of slavery, 

even irrigation fees. Within the social world of 

the BMAC such detail eludes us. However, 

certain universals within all Bronze Age 

civilizations, from Egypt to China, may be 

assumed for the BMAC: slavery, corvée labor, 

centralized authority within a patrimonial 

society, the organization of commodity 

distribution under regional control, the primary 

role of a central authority in long distance 

exchange, and a central authorities 

governance of a distant countryside. Such 

commonalities, however, are abstractions and 

offer little understanding as to the specifics of 

social organization, law, land tenure, or the 

‘rules’ of governance. It is within such 

specificities that comparisons become 

meaningful – a trait list of commonalities 

becomes little more than a laundry list: 

allegations of similarity without specific 

meaning or an understanding of difference. 
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