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On the Chronology and Coinage of Two Iranian Lords in the 

Umayyad Territories
Kiarash Gholami

University of Waterloo, Canada

The Sāsānian Empire lost a considerable part of its territories during the three major battles known 
as al-Qādisiyyah (636 AH), Jalula (637), and Nihavānd (642). It finally collapsed after the murderer 

of Yazdgard III, the last Sāsānian king, in Merv (651 AH). Soon afterwards, Arab Muslim conquerors 
attempted to take the Empire’s former provinces under their control, appointing their own āmils as 
governors of the captured towns. However, the conquest of Sāsānian territory did not easily translate 
into its Islamization. Muslim landlords were facing great resistance, especially from the Zoroastrian, 
Christian and Jewish communities. It was in the Fārs province, that the fiercest uprisings against Arab 
overlords occurred. Literary accounts combined with numismatic evidence show that most of these protests 
mainly begun from Istakhr, one of the most important interfaith pole of Fārs (Daryaee 2016: 74). To deal 
with this issue, Muslim overlords decided to appoint members of the Iranian local elite (besides their 
own āmils) as sub-governors for the cities causing the most trouble on the Iranian plateau. Whilst 
there exists very little evidence of such collaborations in literature, numismatic evidence from this era 
provides us with some useful information about these local vassals: their names, their territories, and 
the approximate duration of their rule. 

In this paper, I combine the analysis of literary and numismatic evidences to verify the identity of 
two Iranian governors and their overlords in the Fārs region. Since dates are missing on most of the 
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bronze (or silver) coinage produced by the local elite, I used instead the silver coinages minted by the 
high-ranked provincial governors, in which the names of local rulers are included in the margins. This, 
along with the study of the die sequence, allows us to get a better estimate of the sub-governors’ ruling 
period, in the Fārs province.

According to numismatic evidence, we know that the name Farroxzād first appeared on anonymous 
bronze Pashizes struck in the cities (Ābād) Ardaxšir Xwarrah (G-2), (Ābād) Kavād Xwarrah (G-109), and 
(Ābād) TNBK’ or TNBT (G-59) (Figure 1) (Gyselen 2000: 72-73). These coins were struck on thin flans, 
usually weighing between 0.5-1.0 grams. Similarities found with the obverses of earlier types suggest 
that their die was probably prepared by a single engraver (for instance, the bust style, the appearance 
of two rosettes to symbolize the tresses, the medallion of the Sāsānian king, and the triple dots on the 
sides of the star and crescent at 6 o’clock). The engraver probably lived in the city of Ardaxšir Xwarrah 
where he prepared the dies for Kavād Xwarrah, or he travelled with the royal court from one city to the 
next. Unfortunately, the lack of specimens struck by muled-obverse and reverse dies from these mints 
makes further assumptions impossible.

Later issues mainly include bronzes struck in Gūr (G-16) and Dašt (G-53) with a standard weight 
between 3.0 to 4.2 grams (Figure 2). On the former one can only read the name Farroxzād, while the 
latter (minted in Dašt) bears an important title that reads plhwz’t Y gwšn’nwš’n i.e. farroxzād ī gušnanōšān, 
“Farroxzād, Son of Gušn-Anōš.” Note that G-16 and G-53 are identified as Pashiz due to their metal. 
However, this classification does not seem to be accurate as their weight range does not match G-2, G-59, 
G-109, or any other Pashiz types from the Arab-Sāsānian era. Moreover, a handful billon and silver variants 
of the type G-53 with a similar weight range have been discovered recently, suggesting that G-53 and G-16 
were most likely circulated as local drachms with a similar weight to the Arab-Sāsānian silver drachms. 

 The date on the reverse of most of these coins reads chlst’, «104». An unknown die engraver 
omitted the first Pahlavi letter on a few examples (Figure 2.D). 

Curiel and Gyselen read the date on these coins as 8 (Curiel and Gyselen 1984a). However, Mochiri 
referred to 62 (Mochiri 1986: 102). Later, Gyselen suggested the date 104, which appears to be the most 
accurate reading for these issues (Gyselen 2000: 73, 133, 156).  Album also suggested another the date 
64 YE, 76/77 AH (Album and Goodwin 2002: 47)

The remaining group, including the fine silver drachms of Muhallab ibn Abi Sufra and Ḥajjāj ibn 
Yusuf, issued in the years 75, 76 and 79 AH, displays the name Farroxzād on the third quarter of their 
obverse margin. Engraving similarities between the obverse and the reverse of group 1, group 2 and 
group 3 suggest that they were issued within a close period of time. For instance, similarities between 
the reverse dies of group G-53A and the Dirhams minted for Muhallab and Ḥajjāj suggest that the first 
engraver (engraver A2) imitated the reverse dies of the Arab-Muslim lords’engraver (engraver A1) (Figure 
3.A-B). On the other hand, engraver A3, who prepared most of the dies for the Pashizes of Farroxzād 
(G-2), imitated the obverse dies of engraver A1 to prepare his. Note that engraver A3 had previously 
prepared the dies for G-1 bronzes for ʿ Ubayd Allāh ibn Ziyād from ART, in the year 65 AH.  In a similar 
fashion to type G-2 and G-109 of Farroxzād and some of the examples issued for Muhallab, engravers 
omitted the final letter in’pzwt’ due to the lack of space behind the bust of the Sāsānian king. Addition-
ally, a rosette was used to depict the medallion of the Sāsānian king in most of the coins prepared by 
engravers A1/A3. The shoulders look dropped and the head is narrow.

The work of Engraver B includes the reverse of Dirhams from TART, minted in the year(s) 75 AH for 
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Qatari ibn Fuja’a1 and 75-76 AH for Muhallab, as well as the reverse of Dirhams from Ardaxšīr Xwar-
rah, minted in the year(s) 75 for Qatari ibn Fuja’a, 76 for Muhallab, and 77, 78, 79 for Ḥajjāj. Engraver A1, 
who lived in Bishāpur, continued to prepare the obverse and reverse dies for Dirhams from Bishāpur, 
used in the year(s) 75 for Qatari ibn Fuja’a, 75-76 for Muhallab, 76-83 for Ḥajjāj. He also prepared the 
dies of the Dirhams of Dārābjird struck in the year 76 for Muhallab, as well as the reverse of Dirhams 
of TART minted in the year 78 for Ḥajjāj. Engraver B, who finally settled in Ardaxšīr Xwarrah, also left 
some remarkable pieces of evidence on the obverse and reverse of his dies, making us able to identify 
his work. The ribbon attached to the left attendant, on the reverse dies, is omitted. The head and the 
shoulders appear wide and the medallion is printed with three small dots on the obverse. Two other 
engravers (Engraver C, Engraver D) prepared Qatari ibn Fuja’a’s Dirham dies in the years 75-76 from 
Dārābjird and the year 77 from Kirmān-BN, respectively. A local amateur engraver (Engraver E) cut the 
reverse dies of the Dirhams G-53B form Dašt and G-16 from Gūr for Farroxzād.

        Year  
Engraver

A1-TART 
O/R

A1-Bish
O/R

A1-Istakhr
O/R

A1-Darab 
O/R

B-TART
R

B-ART
R

C-Darab 
O/R

D-Kirman 
Province

Early75 Qatari Qatari
Qatari

-

Qatari
Qatari

Qatari -Late75 

-

Muhallab
Muhallab/farr.Early76 

Muhallab
Muhallab/farr.

Late76 

Ḥajjāj
Muhallab

-

Early77 
-

-
-

Ḥajjāj

Qatari

Late77 
Muhallab

78 Ḥajjāj Muhallab

79

-

Ḥajjāj/farr. -

80 Ḥajjāj Ḥajjāj
-

-

81-83 -

Table 1: List of engravers A to D from 75 to 83 AH and their active years for Umayyad governers

According to their die sequence, the other groups are closely related to Farroxzād’s Pashizes. They 
include some very rare and anonymous Pashizes struck in Ardaxšīr Xwarrah (Figure 4).  The obverse 
of these outputs displays the Sāsānian king facing right, in a typical late Sāsānian fashion. On some 
of the coins, the tresses of the king are designed as a rosette, in a similar way to Farroxzād’s Pashizes, 
where the tresses on the other portion are in regular format.  The Pahlavi legend in front 

of the bust, cannot be read. The two last letters (wy) suggest a noun (or adjective) and its suffix 
(wy). The reverse includes Nike, with slightly opened wings, and the legend ’p’t ‘rthštr GDH /ābād 
ardaxšīr xwarrah «(May) Ardaxšīr Xwarrah (be) prosperous». A similar legend can be found on Arab 
Sāsānian coins struck in the same period, such as the Dirhams of Abdullāh ibn Zubayr from the cities 
Ardaxšīr Xwarrah and TART (Tawwaj) dated 65, 66, and 67 Hijri (Figure 5). On these Dirhams, the 
third quarter of the obverse margin bears the Pahlavi legend which appears to be an abbrevi-
ated form of the above-mentioned adjective /noun transcribed as DWWYST (i.e. twenty-two) with 

1- Some of the dies were prepared by another engraver in this case.
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no explanation as to why there is a number on the margin of these Dirhams (Album and Goodwin 
2002: 21). Album And Goodwin believe that these legends should be read as drwystwy /drustōy and 
drwyst/drust, respectively. That last word represents the Persian adjective “Dorost” (healthy, correct) 
(Mackenzie 1986: 28), while the first one contains the same word combined with an unknown suffix. 

 This reading is confirmed when we look at the similar method used, in most of the Sāsānian and Arab-
Sāsānian coins, to engrave the Pahlavi letter “R” to bear the mint name “ : ART”, Ardaxšīr Xwarrah, 
especially on the reverse of the drustōy Pashizes. Similar legends such as APD, Jayyid and Bakh, have 
also been recorded on the obverse margin of Sāsānian and Arab-Sāsānian coins. 

As shown in Table II, the dies of the Pashizes, bearing the legend drustōy, was designed by 3 differ-
ent engravers (F, G, and H), at least. The first portion was created by Abd Allāh ibn al-Zubayr, a Dirham 
engraver living in Dārābjird (Figure 4.A). The second portion was prepared by the engraver of Ardaxšir 
Xwarrah, who also made Dirhams for Abd Allāh ibn al-Zubayrfrom Ardaxšir Xwarrah and TART. On 
one of his coins struck in the year 76 Hijri (Figure 5.B), he used a crescent to represent the medallion, 
a symbol he used on all the Pashizes from the same mint. (Figure 4.B). Engraver H, probably inexpe-
rienced, started his work by preparing the dies for the third portion (Figure 4.C). On some of his early 
work, he used a single dot to depict the medallion, a single dot for the earring, and long tresses, which 
were replaced by a rosette in subsequent mints (Figure 4.D). Engraver H also omitted the radiant circle 
surrounding the head of Nike, on the reverse die.

Year  
Engraver

F-Darab 
Dirham

F-ART
Pashiz

Year
Engraver

G-ART
Dirham

G-TART
Dirham

G-ART
Pashiz

H- ART
Pashiz

YE51-57  
(62/63-68/69)

A .Zubayr

-

63-64

-

-

-

-

Early65 

Ubayd Allah b. 
Ziyād

(Gyselen -1) 

drwystwy

(undated)*

*Before the engrav-
er G starts to mint 
the same type for 
ART

Late 65 A .Zubayr 
drwyst

drwystwy

(undated)*

*after the 
engraver F 
stops to mint 
the same 
type for ART

drwystwy

(undated)*

*after the engraver 
F stops to mint 
the same type for 
ART

-

66

67
-

A .Zubayr drwyst

68-69 - - -

Table 2: List of engravers F to H from 63 to 69 AH and their active years for Umayyad governors

The fact that there is no Islamic symbols or Arabic legends on coppers and silvers of group 2, suggests 
that engravers followed a non-Islamic dating system such as the YE and PYE calendars. These calen-
dars were used on some Arab Sāsānian coins, as well as others mints in Tabaristān. According to their 
die sequence discussed above, we expect Farroxzād’s coinage to have been struck between the late 60s 
and late 70s AH. Yet the date “104” engraved on the reverse of group 2 corresponds to the YE or PYE 
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calendars does not match with the Hijri dates 75, 76 and 79 on group 3 (Figure 6). In order to explain this 
inconsistency, it is helpful to review the idea suggested by Amini (Amini 2012: 185-190). He believes that 
the date 104 started from the first year of the reign of the last powerful Sāsānian king, Khusraw II. If we 
take the years 590/591 CE (Tabari 1881/1882: 994-1000) as the commencing years of his rule, the year 104 
corresponds to the years 694/695 CE, which falls between Sha’bān 74 and Ramadān 76 AH. This date 
is consistent with the dies sequence and the date appearing on the Muhallab’s and Hajjāj’s Dirhams.

 The next question arising from the coins of Farroxzād is the title used on type G-53. Indeed, on the outputs 
of Dašt, the name Farroxzād is followed by an important title that reads farroxzād ī gušanōšān, “Farroxzād, 
Son of Gušn-Anōš.” This follows the Iranian pattern used on most of Arab-Sāsānian coins to link a father and 
his son. Unfortunately, there is no historical or numismatic evidence about of a person called “Gušn-Anōš.” 

The presence of the name Gušn-Anōš on the Dirhams G-53 could potentially link this type with both 
Farroxzād and his father Gušn-Anōš. However, Gyselen notes that the attribution of the groups G-2, 
G-3, and G-16 to Farroxzād is unconvincing. She rather believes that the word was used as an epithet, 
meaning “Born with Glory.” Yet we know that the groups G-16 and G-53 were struck in the same year 
(104 KE). As demonstrated before, their reverse dye was cut by the same engraver who prepared the 
dye for the group G-53A. Furthermore, it is unbelievable that the cities Ābād Ardaxšir-Xwarrah, Ābād 
Kavād-Xwarrah, TNBK’ (or TNBT), and Gūr simultaneously took the word Farroxzād as an epithet and 
it was replaced with the name of the ruler responsible for the mint of these Pashizes and Dirhams. 
The use of the legend (adjective) “Born with Glory” as an  epithet for the ruler, instead of his personal 
name, as well as the general legends (action noun) drustīh, pērōzīh, farroxīh, etc, appears more plausible. 

 Since all Farroxzād types, except G-53, bear the name Farroxzād with no chronological title, it has been 
also claimed that these coins were  probably issued by Ispahbud Farroxzād, son of Ispahbud Farrukh 
Hormizd, during  his campaigns against Arab conquerors, after the death of Yazdgard III (Hassouri 
1992). Tabari’s work, however, makes this scenario impossible. According to Tabari’s account, Ispahbud 
Farroxzād and Ispahbud Farrox-Hormizd, along with twelve other men, accompanied Khusraw II in 
his battle against Bahram-i Chubin, in 590/591 CE (Tabari 1881/1882: 1000). This suggests that he was at 
least 18 years of age at the time, which brings his birth date before 573 CE. Yet the coins struck in the 
name of Farroxzād were minted between the late 60s and the late 70s. Ispahbud Farroxzād would have 
been 120 years old at that time. Such an assumption seems very unrealistic.

      In the years 75/76 AH, the Arab-Muslim governor Muhallab was busy dealing with the Kharijite 
rebels Atiyah ibn Al-Aswad and Qatari ‘b, Fuja’a. The lack of Dirhams with the legend «Farroxzād son 
of Gušn-Anōš» from Istakhr or Ardaxšir Xwarrah and, simultaneously, the appearance of this name on 
the margin of Muhallab’s Dirhams in the years 75 and 76, imply that Muhallab made an agreement with 
Farroxzād, letting him strike his own coinage in some small towns in Fārs alongside his own Dirhams 
from Ardaxšir Xwarrah and TART. Such an agreement would have allowed Muhallab to benefit from 
Farroxzād’s authority among the Iranian citizens of these cities, whilst enabling him to defeat the Khar-
ijite rebels in the years 75/76 AH. Farroxzād probably retained his title until the year 79 AH, the last 
year in which his name appears in the margin of the Hajjāj’s Dirhams 
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Some new coins struck in the name of Gušn-Anuš
In recent years, new Arab-Sāsānian bronze types have come under light (Figure7). 

 The obverse of the first type shows a camel standing to the right, the single letter H – the 3rd letter of 
the mint name Istakhr – and the legend hwmt’ (humat «good thought»), one of the three basic princi-
ples of Zoroastrian faith. The reverse of these outputs reveals very important information, including 
the mint city and the name of the ruler. The legend reads ST, plm’n Y gwšn’n(w)š i.e. Iṣṭakhr, framān ī 
gušanōš, which could be translated as «Istakhr, (the) order of Gušn-Anōš». The obverse of these issues 
introduces the name Gushn-Anush, the same name that appears on the bronze Dirhams of Farroxzād. 
This is an evidence that Farroxzād’s father was also appointed as the governor of Istakhr, but they give 
no clue about the exact date of his rule. 

The second type includes extremely rare Pashizes, as well as a portion of Dirhams of ‘Umar ibn 
‘Ubayd Allāh from Istakhr. First published by Gyselen, the reverse of the Pashizes reads ST and ‘wml, 
“Istakhr” and “‘Umar,” respectively (Figure 8). The attribution and the marginal legend written on the 
obverse of these coins remained unread. Thanks to a well-preserved specimen of this type in the collec-
tion of Dr. Jamāly, the marginal legend was finally deciphered as gwšn, “Gušan,” which, the author 
believes, is short for the name Gušan-anōš, father of Farroxzād and governor of Istakhr. Moreover, the 
full name of the mint city printed on the reverse appears as ‘p’t’n ST / ābādān istakhr “(May) Istakhr (be) 
prosperous.” Interestingly, this type follows the same pattern as the Arab Sāsānian Dirhams on which 
the name of the local governor and his overlord appear in the obverse (or reverse) margin and in front 
of the obverse bust, respectively. 

These issues have been identified as belonging to the period of the governor of Zubayrid, ‘Umar ibn 
‘Ubayd Allāh, whose Dirhams were struck in Istakhr in the years 66, 67,68, 69, 70, and 72 AH (Album 
2002: 21). Unfortunately, the lack of date and patronymic names on the bronze Pashizes forged in the 
name of ‘Umar makes their attribution to ‘Umar ibn ‘Ubayd Allāh unclear.

A group of the silver Dirhams of ‘Umar ibn ‘Ubayd Allāh struck in 70 AH in Istakhr confirm, however, 
the accuracy of the bronze Pashizes’ assignment to him. Interestingly, the name Gušan also appears 
in the first quarter of the margin of these Dirhams which were cut by the same engraver, as shown in 
Figure 9. The only date recorded for these issues could be read as hp’t’t, “70” AH. 

     In conclusion, numismatic evidence indicates that the Iranian lord Gušn-Anōš was in power as an 
āmil of ‘Umar ibn ‘Ubayd Allāh in Istakhr, one of the most important cities of the Fārs province, in ca. 
70 AH. He was then succeeded by his son Farroxzād, who, according to his coinage, was appointed to 
a similar position by Muhallab ibn Abi Sufra in some other cities of Fārs, from 75 to 79 AH. The coinage 
of father and son, suggests that they made an agreement with the Arab overlords, which preserved 
their right to strike their own coinage in Istakhr and Ardaxšir Xwarrah, or in some of the nearby small 
towns such as Gūr and Dašt and Kavād Xwarrah. Such collaboration help to strengthen the political 
power of Arab-Muslim overlords ‘Umar and Muhallab in Fārs during a period when they had to deal 
with Arab rivals and probable strikes from  the Iranian population of Fārs. A supporting argument for 
this agreement can found in the presence of the name Farroxzād and Gušn-Anōš, in the margin of the 
official Dirhams of ‘Umar ibn ‘Ubayd Allāh and Muhallab ibn Abi Sufra, respectively. Hopefully, further 
findings in future will enable us to have a more preciseopinion on the nature of such kinds of dealings 
between Iranian elites and Arab governors during the early years of the Arab invasion of Irānšahr.

B
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Fig 2. A) G-16 bronze Dirham (rev. by engraver E), B) G-53B billon Dirham (rev. by engraver E), C) G-53B silver Dirham 

(rev. by engraver E), D) G-53B bronze Dirham (rev. by engraver A2), E) G-16 bronze Dirham (by an unknown engraver).

A) Author’s Collection, B) Album, Auc. 15, lot 107, C) CNG, eAuc. 357, lot 514, D) Album, Auc. 11, lot 124, E) Baldwin, 

Auc. 20, lot 9.

Fig 1. A) G-2 by engraver A3, B) G-59 by an unknown engraver; 

C) G-109A by engraver A3, D) G-109B by engraver A3

A) Gyselen, Arab-Sāsānian, pl. 1, no. 6; B) Album, Auc. 26, lot 160. C, D) Author’s Collection.
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Fig 3. A) rev. of G-53A bronze Dirham (rev. by engraver A2), B) rev. of Hajjāj’s Dirham (obv./rev. by engraver 

A1), C) obv. of G-2 pashiz (obv./rev. by engraver A3), D) obv. of Muhllab’s Dirham (obv./rev. by engraver A1)

A) CNG, eAuc. 278, lot 469 B) M & E, Auc. 82, lot 3, C) Gyselen, Arab-Sāsānian, pl. 2, D) H. D. Rauch, sale 8 , lot 189.

Fig 4. drustōy Pashizes: A) by engraver F, B) by engraver G,

 C) by engraver H (early type), and D) by engraver H (late type)

A) S.J.A, Auc. 17, Lot 1, B) Album, Auc. 15, lot 108, C) CNG, eAuc. 278, lot 466, D) CNG, eAuc. 359, lot 429

Fig 5. Abd Allāh ibn al-Zubayr’s Dirhams: A) by engraver F, B) by engraver G. 

A) CNG, eAuc. 354, lot 731, B) CNG, eAuc. 246, lot 521.
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Fig 6. A-B) Muhallab Dirhams from ART and TART by engraver B  

C) Hajjāj’s Dirham form Bishāpur by engraver A1.

A) Album, Auc. 25, lot 96, B) Album, Auc. 14, lot 90, C) M & E, Auc. 82, lot 3.

Fig 7. drawing and photos of G-127 Pashizes from Istakhr  

B) H. Khalaj’s Collection, C) NYS, Auc. XXV, lot 53, D) St. James, Auc. 20, Lot 649.
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Fig 8. Pashizes of ‘Umar (ibn ‘Ubayd Allāh) citing Gušan-(anōš) as the governor of Istakhr

A) Gyselen 2009: 228, B) Courtesy of Dr. Jamaly, C) Baldwin, Auc. 20, lot 18.

Figure 9: Dirhams of ‘Umar ibn ‘Ubayd Allāh from Istakhr  (70 AH) citing Gušan-(anōš) as the governor of Istakhr

A) Album, Auc. 14, lot 89, B) St. James, Auc. 37, Lot 192.
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