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Abstract. Introduction. The article offers a source-studies-oriented historiographical review of how the
history of Kazakhstan from the 6th to the early 13th centuries has been studied through written evidence.
Reconstructing Kazakhstan's early and high medieval past relies on a multilingual and multi-genre corpus;
thus, scholarly progress has depended on translations, textual criticism, and comparative methods applied to
Islamic, Chinese, Old Turkic, and European traditions. Research objectives and tasks. The aim and
objectives are to identify the major stages in the formation of the source base, to characterise the leading
scholarly schools and key authors, and to trace methodological shifts from compilative narratives toward
critical work with primary texts. Methods and materials. The material includes historiographical works and
editions of sources that reflect changing approaches to the study of Turkic tribes and polities located in the
territory of present-day Kazakhstan, as well as to historical geography and interregional contacts. The
methodological framework combines historiographical analysis, source criticism, comparative method, and
historical-geographical interpretation. Results. The results demonstrate that the principal scholarly
breakthroughs were driven by: (1) the introduction of original Arabic geographical and narrative texts into
academic circulation, (2) the systematic use of Chinese dynastic chronicles, (3) the decipherment and
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interpretation of Old Turkic runic epigraphy, and (4) the consolidation of rigorous source criticism within
academic Oriental studies. Conclusions. The conclusion argues that current research requires tighter
integration of textology, historical cartography, and interdisciplinary verification, alongside further
expansion of translations and improved digital accessibility of the written-source corpus.

Keywords: Kazakhstan; Early Middle Ages; High Middle Ages; written sources; historiography; source
studies; Turkic tribes.
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Annarna. Kipicne. Maxkanana KazakcranuasiH VI — XIII raceipasiH OackiHIaFsl TApUXBIH jka30a JTepeKTep
HETi3iHJE 3epTTeyAiH JepeKTaHyNbIK OaFiapiiaHfaH TapUXHAMaJbIK LIONYbl YCHIHBUIAABL. EpTe sxoHe
JaMbIFaH OpTarachlpiblk KasakcTaH TapuXblH KajlblHa KENTIpy OpTYpili TUIAEpAE XOHE KaHpiapaa
JKa3BUTFaH JEPEeKTep KENICHIHEe CYHEHETiHI, COHIBIKTAH OYJI canamarbl FRUIBIMHBIH JaMybl ayaapMaiapra,
MOTIHJIK CBIHFa YXOHE MYCBHUIMAaH, KbITald, KOHE TYPKi *OHE €ypOHabIK IOCTYp JAEPEKTEpiH CabICTHIPY
oxictepiHe Tayenai OonFaHbl Kepcerineni. Maxcamolr men mindemi. 3epTTEyAiH MaKcaThl MEH MiHIETTEpI —
nepekkes3nep 0a3zachlHBIH KalbIITaCy Ke3eHICPiH aMKbIHIAy, MKETEKIIl FBUIBIMH MEKTENTep MEH
ABTOPJIAPJBIH YJIECIH CUMATTay KOHE KOMITMJIITHBTIK OasHIayjapjaH Oacran OacTanKbl JEPEeKTepi ChIHU
Talfayra JCHiHT1 9iCHAMAIIBIK ©3TepiCTepAl aHBIKTay. Odicmep MeH mamepuandap. Matepuan peTiHzne
TYPKi Taimanapbl MEH MEMJIEKETTIK KypbUIbIMAAp (TYpIKTEp, TypremTep, KapiayKrap, OFbI3aap, KUMEKTeEp,
KBIIIIIIAKTAp), TapuXW Teorpadus oHe aiiMakapanblk OailiaHbicTap OOWBIHINIA 3epTTEy TOCUIIEPiHIH
SBOJIIOIMACHIH KOPCETETIH TapUXHAMAIBIK CHOCKTep MEH JepeK OachUIbIMAaphl albIHABL. 3epTTey
TapuXHAMaJbIK Tajjay, IEPEKTaHYNbIK ChIH, CalbICTBHIPMAaJIbI-KapacThIpy JKOHE TapUXU-TeorpaUsUIbIK
WHTEPIpETanns dIiCTepiH Koumauasl. Homuowcenep. HoTwkeciHme Herisri reuIbiMH OeTOVYphIc: (1) apad
reorpadusUIBIK )KOHE HAPPATUBTIK IEPEKTEPiH TYMHYCKAIaH FBUIBIMH aifHaIBIMFa €HT13Y, (2) KbITail oyJIeTTiK
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KbITHAMAJIAPhl MAJIIMETTEPIH Kyleney, (3) KoHe TypKi pyHHUKAIBIK STTUTpadUKACHIH OKY KoHE TYCIHAIpY, (4)
OTaHIBIK IIBIFBICTAHYJa KaJbINTACKaH KaTaH JEPEKTaHYJBbIK CBhIH apKbUIBl KaMTaMachl3 ETiITeHi
nonenaeneni. Kopvimuinowl. Kazipri 3eprrey KyH TopTiOi MOTIHTaHy, TapuXU KapTorpadus jKoHe MoHapalIbIK
BepU(DUKALMSIHBI HHTErpalysIayibl, COHIOAM-aK IEpeKTep KOPIYCHIHBIH ayJapMalapblH KEHEHTY MeH
THAQPIBIK KOIDKETIMIUTITIH apTTRIPYIBI Tajall €TETiHI TYKBIPBIMIaJIaIbl
Tyiiin ce3mep: Kasakcran; epre opra Facelp; JaMbIFaH OpTa Fachlp; jka3zda IEpeKTep; TapuXHaAMa;
JepeKTany; TYpKi Talnanapsl.
Kap:xpuianapipy. 3eprrey Kazakcran PecryOnmkacs! FeutbiM skoHe skorapbl OiiM MHHUCTPAITI Fruthim
KOMHTETiHIH KapXKBUTBIK KOnaybiMeH «Kazakcranra uciaM JiHIHIH €HYIH KoHE TapadyblH apXeOJOTHSIIBIK
KOHE jkaz0a JiepeKTep HeTi3iHAe 3epTTey» ipreii FeUIBIMH 3epTTeyJIep K00ackl asChlHAa OPBIHAAIAKI (TipKey
nemipi BR28713129).
Joaiiexco3 ymin: Jlmramena JI., Omimoexynsl O., Camapbekoa b. Kazakcranuery VI — XIII racsipasiH
OaceIHAAFbl TapUXbl OOWBIHIIA XKa30a JepeKTepAiH TapUXHAMACHL: ayAapManap, MOTIHIIK ChIH KoHE TapUXH-
reorpadusIIbIK MHTEpHpeTauusHbIH Botonusackl // Otan tapuxsl. 2026. T. 29. Ne 3. B. 964-972. [arpuim.
tinminae]. DOL: 10.51943/2788-9718 2026 29 3 964-972
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AnHoTaums. Beedenue. B cTaThe pencTaBieH HCTOYHUKOBEIUECKO-UCTOPHUOTPAdUICCKUH 0030p HM3yUEHUS
nctopun Kazaxcrana VI — nayana XIII BB. M0 NMHUCHMEHHBIM HCTOYHHKAM. PEKOHCTpPYKIMS paHHETO U
pazButoro CpenHeBekoBbs KazaxcTaHa omupaercs Ha KOMIUIEKC PA3HOSI3BIYHBIX U Pa3HOXKAHPOBBIX
CBUJICTEJHCTB, a ITOTOMY Pa3BUTHE HAYKH B ATOH 0OJNACTH HEM30EKHO 3aBHCEIO OT TEPEBOJIOB, KPUTHKHU
TEKCTOB U METOJAMK CONOCTABJIEHUS NAHHBIX MYCYJbMAaHCKON, KUTAWCKOM, JPEBHETIOPKCKON U €BpOINEUCKON
Tpamuiuit. [fenu u 3adauu uccieooganus. llenb W 3a1auM 3aKIFOYAIOTCS B BBISBJICHUM OCHOBHBIX ITaIlOB
(hopMUpOBaHUS MCTOYHMKOBOW Oasbl, XapaKTEpHUCTHKE BEIYIIUX HAYYHBIX IIKOJI W aBTOPOB, a TaKke B
OTIPE/IETICHNA METOJOJIOTHYECKUX CABHTOB OT KOMIFJISITUBHBIX ONHCAHWH K KPUTHUECKOMY aHaJN3y
MIEPBOUCTOYHHUKOB. Memoowbl u mamepuanvl. MaTepraaoM MOCITYKWIH CBEIEHUS 00 MCTOpPHOTrpadUIECcKUX
paboTax u myOIHKaIMSIX KCTOYHUKOB, OTPAKAFOIINX IBOIIOIUIO TIOJXOI0B K H3YYCHHUIO TIOPKCKUX TICMEH
U TOCYNapCTBEHHBIX OOpa3oBaHWii Ha TeppuTopnn KaszaxcraHa, a TakXke K HCTOpHUYECKOW reorpadun U
MEXPETHOHAIBHBIM KOHTaKTaM. MeTOAoIoruIecKas paMKa BKIIOYAaeT HCTOpuorpaduvecKkuil aHamms,
HUCTOYHUKOBETUECKYI0O KPUTHKY, CPaBHHUTEIBHBIH METOIN M HCTOPHKO-TeOrpaMuecKyl0 HHTEPIpETALUIO.
Pezynomamul. B pesynbraTe mokazaHO, YTO KIFOYEBOW HAydHBIA mepernoM oOecrneuwnn: (1) BBeaeHHE B
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000pPOT OpPUTHMHANIBHBIX apaOCKuX TeorpadMuecKuX M HAappaTHBHBIX MAMITHUKOB, (2) cHCTeMaTH3alMs
JAHHBIX KHTAHCKUX JUHACTHHHBIX XpOHUK, (3) paciiupoBKa W HMHTEpHpETAlUs JPEBHETIOPKCKOM
pyHuueckor smurpaduky, (4) GopMupoBaHHE CTPOrOH MCTOYHHKOBEAYECKOH KPUTHKH B OTCYECTBEHHOM
BOCTOKOBEACHUH. Bb1600bi. OOOCHOBaHO, YTO COBPEMEHHAs MIOBECTKA MCCIEIOBAaHUM TpeOyeT MHTErpauuu
TEKCTOJIOTHUH, HCTOPUYECKON KapTorpaduu M MEXIUCHUIUIMHAPHON BepU(UKAIMM NaHHBIX, a TaKXKe
JAJTbHEHIIIEro pacuINpeHus IepeBoI0B U UG POBOI JOCTYITHOCTH KOPITyca MMChbMEHHBIX NCTOYHUKOB.
KuaroueBbie caoBa: Kazaxcran; panHee CpenHeBekoBbe; pa3Butoe CpeaHEBEKOBbE; IHChMEHHbBIE
HCTOYHUKH; HCTOPHOTPadsl; HCTOUHUKOBEACHHUE; TIOPKCKHE INIEMEHA.

®uHaHcupoBanue. lccnenoBanue BhIMONHEHO TIpu (UHAHCOBOM monaepxkke Komurera Hayku
MuHKCTepCTBa HayKd W BhIcHIero oOpaszoBaHusi PecrmyOnmkm Kaszaxcran B pamkax QyHIaMEHTaBHBIX
Hay4YHBIX HCCIENOBaHMH MO MpoekTy «MccinenoBaHue NPOHMKHOBEHHS M pacHpOCTpaHEHHsA HcCiaMa B
Ka3zaxcraHe Ha OCHOBE apXEOJIOTMYECKUX M IHCBMEHHBIX HCTOYHHKOB» (PETMCTPALlMOHHBIA HOMEp
BR28713129).

Jas nurupoBanus: [unamesa JI., AmumOexynsl A., CamapOexoBa b. Mcropuorpadus mucbMEHHBIX
UCTOYHUKOB Mo uctopun Kazaxcrana VI — nauvana XIII BB.: 3BoJIOIMA TEPEBOJOB, KPUTHUKU TEKCTa U
ncTopuko-reorpapudyeckoil wmHTepnperannn // Ortan Ttapuxel. 2026. T. 29. Ne 3. C. 964-972.
[Ha anrnmiickom]. DOI: 10.51943/2788-9718 2026 29 3 964-972

Introduction. The reconstruction of the history of Kazakhstan in the sixth and early thirteenth
centuries is based on a multilingual and genre-heterogeneous body of written evidence. Information about
the early and developed Middle Ages came mainly from external observations — Arabic, Persian, Chinese,
ancient Turkic, Byzantine, and Latin sources [Agadzhanov, 1969: 56; Gumilev, 1967: 153]. The fragmentary
nature of the messages, their genre heterogeneity, and the multiethnic nature of the author's perspective make
it particularly relevant to analyse the evolution of source studies practices: from early compilations and
European orientalist publications to critical study of primary sources and interdisciplinary verification of
data.

The object of the research is the historiography of the study of early medieval Kazakhstan based on
written sources. The subject is the evolution of source-based approaches — translations, publications,
criticism, and text comparison — and their impact on the reconstruction of ethnopolitical processes, historical
geography, and cultural contacts. The purpose of the work is to identify the main stages of the formation of
the corpus of written evidence and to describe the key scientific shifts that have determined the modern
research model. To achieve this goal, the following tasks have been set: to trace the early forms of reference
to Turkic history in compilatory collections and European orientalism; to characterize the contribution of
19th-century Russian orientalism to the creation of a source base; to show the role of sinology and ancient
Turkic epigraphy in expanding empirical material; to reveal the importance of strict criticism of primary
sources in Russian Oriental studies; to identify areas of current development — cartography, digitalization and
interdisciplinary verification.

The methodological framework of the article combines historiographical analysis, source criticism,
comparative method and historical and geographical interpretation. The working hypothesis is that the
advancement of research on the history of Kazakhstan in the sixth and early 13th centuries directly correlates
with the growth in the quality of source studies: from compiled retellings to critical reading of primary
sources and interdisciplinary data verification models.

Materials and Methods. The empirical basis of the article consists of historiographical works,
scientific publications, and annotated translations of written monuments used to reconstruct the history of
Kazakhstan in the 6th—early 13th centuries. The material is grouped by origin, language, and information
specialisation of the sources.

The first group includes narrative chronicles, geographical treatises, and travel descriptions by Arab
and Persian authors of the 9th —13th centuries, which record information about Turkic tribes and political
entities. Publications of Chinese dynastic chronicles and philological commentaries on them represent the
second group. The third is the ancient Turkic runic epigraphy as an autochthonous body of evidence. The
fourth is the works of the Western European and Russian schools of Oriental studies, which formed the
methods of extracting and interpreting information from texts.

The methodological framework includes historiographical analysis to identify the stages of
development of scientific ideas; source criticism to assess the reliability of evidence; a comparative method
for "cross-reading" data from different traditions; historical and geographical interpretation in the analysis of
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localisations and routes; elements of interdisciplinary verification involving archaeology and numismatics as

a means of verifying written messages.

Discussion. The reconstruction of the history of Kazakhstan in the 6th — early 13th centuries based on
written sources is based on a multilingual and genre-heterogeneous corpus of texts. The development of
scientific knowledge here is largely determined not by the "increase in facts", but by the expansion of the
source base, the quality of translations, the level of textual criticism and methods of historical and
geographical interpretation. It is advisable to build a literature review according to the logic of changing
research "modes": from compiled genealogies and early orientalism to strict source criticism, comparative
models and interdisciplinary verification.

The early stage (XVII — the first half of the XVIII centuries) is represented by Turkic genealogical and
chronicle works, where information about tribes and dynasties is combined with legendary genealogical
schemes. The works of Kadyr Ali-bek Zhalair (1602) and Abulgazi Khan ("Shajarai-Turk", "Shajarai-
tarakim") are important not so much for their completeness of factography as for the fixation of ethnonyms,
motives of origin and early connections of Turkic groups (Oguzes, Kipchaks, Karluks, Kangls, etc.), as well
as the preservation of the "inner" traditions of explaining the status and interactions of steppe communities
[Agadzhanov, 1969: 204]. At this level, sources act both as evidence of the past and as instruments of
legitimation — genealogical constructions, etymological explanations of ethnonyms, and ideas about the
"antiquity" of tribal unions. Later science, while preserving the value of these texts for the study of historical
memory, is forced to apply strict genre criticism to them, along with analysis of the author's purpose and the
context of creation.

At the same time, in Muslim historiography, the compilation codices consolidated a steady interest in
the political history of Central Asia and the adjacent steppe areas. A significant feature of these collections
was the inclusion of the steppe in the broad "world-historical" context of the Islamic East: steppe
associations were described through their relations with the states of Transoxiana, Khorezm, Iran, as well as
through military and trade contacts.

Western European orientalism of the late 17th —18th centuries became an important channel for the
initial introduction of information about the Oguzes, Kimeks, and Kipchaks into European scientific
circulation. However, the analysis often remained limited to the framework of the "general history of the
East". It depended on the availability of the late-compiled Syriac-Egyptian tradition, which complicated
critical interpretation. The problem of the early European stage was the weak historical and geographical
"binding" of messages: ethnonyms and toponyms were used without a detailed localisation procedure, and
information about tribes was often considered as fragments of the foreign political history of Muslim states.
The first European publications, despite their importance for the formation of interest in the Turkic world,
had a limited impact on the subsequent development of specific subjects of early Medieval Kazakhstan.

A qualitative historiographical turning point is associated with the development of Russian orientalism
in the 19th century, when the appeal to the original Arab monuments of the 9th—12th centuries, their
publication and translation with scientific commentary created a stable empirical base [Kovalevsky, 1956:
46]. The shift in focus became fundamental: information about the Turkic tribes began to be studied not as
secondary elements of a "foreign history", but as an independent subject of source studies, historical,
geographical and ethnopolitical analysis. Several methodological innovations characterised this stage.
Firstly, the practice of parallel reading by different authors of the same tradition (the circle of Arab
geographers) was consolidated, which made it possible to identify stable "information cores" and distinguish
them from the author's interpretations. Secondly, the role of commenting increased: translation was
accompanied by an explanation of terms, a comparison of handwritten versions, an indication of parallels
and clarification of place names. Thirdly, the Russian school gradually began to link written information
with material sources (numismatics) and the geography of routes, which strengthened the evidence of
reconstructions. The historiography of this period clearly showed a tendency towards the formation of a
"source framework" on the problems of settlement, economy, international contacts and the political history
of the Turkic associations of Kazakhstan.

In the second half of the 19th and early 20th centuries, the sinological component increased
dramatically: the publications of Chinese chronicles and their accompanying historical and philological
commentaries opened up the opportunity to reconstruct the political history and international relations of the
Turkic khaganates [Gumilev, 1967: 351]. Sinology introduced an important type of data into historiography
— more "administrative-diplomatic" and event-chronological, especially significant for the VI —VIII centuries
(the period of the khaganates), as well as for the analysis of power structures and foreign policy relations.
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At the same time, the ancient Turkic runic epigraphy became the fundamental foundation. Its
significance is of a fundamentally different order: runic monuments act as an autochthonous body, recording
not only external information about the steppe, but also internal political ideology, the language of power,
elements of social structure, ethnonymy, and toponymy of the early Turkic states [Klyashtorny, 2005: 76].
The introduction of runic texts into scientific circulation increased the "cross-checking" of sources: it became
possible to compare the data of Chinese chronicles and Muslim reports with the "self-description" of the
steppe elite, which made it possible to clarify interpretations and avoid straightforward identifications.

The most significant methodological impetus in the Russian tradition was provided by research
focused on the strict requirements of historical criticism of primary sources. As a result, the historiography of
Kazakhstan in the sixth and early thirteenth centuries gained a more stable periodisation, and the key sources
of the Muslim circle and Turkic epigraphy began to be considered as complementary complexes requiring
systematic comparison with historical geography and archaeological data [Klyashtorny and Sultanov, 1992:
124]. This stage is characterised by a reassessment of the role of the source: the text ceases to be "ready
evidence" and becomes the object of analysis, taking into account the origin, genre, author's perspective and
context of creation. This was manifested in caution when working with ethnonyms (their historical mobility),
in attention to routes and locations, as well as in building arguments through a set of independent evidence.

During the Soviet period, the historiographic landscape was characterised by the institutionalisation of
source research projects, the development of serial editions of translations and collections of sources, as well
as the growing importance of archaecology and numismatics as a means of verifying written evidence
[Kumekov, 1972: 467]. A significant change was the expansion of the issue: researchers actively developed
issues of ethnopolitical history, economic and cultural types, urban culture and the interaction of nomadic
and settled societies. Written sources were increasingly read "in conjunction” with excavation materials and
data on medieval cities and trade routes, which enhanced reconstructions in terms of localisation and the
region's economic and cultural characteristics. At the same time, certain methodological limitations of the era
remained; nevertheless, it was during this period that fundamental arrays of translations and scientific
commentaries were accumulated, without which modern historiography would have been impossible.

In the post-Soviet period, interdisciplinary approaches have intensified, and the research agenda has
expanded: historical cartography, digital practices of introducing texts into scientific circulation, comparative
models of ethnonymy and toponymy analysis have acquired particular importance [Golden, 1992: 245].
From the point of view of source studies, attention to previously underestimated types of written evidence, in
particular to cartographic materials, as well as to republications and new translations of key monuments, has
become a noticeable trend. This expanded the possibilities of comparative analysis and refinement of
localizations, made the "proof" procedure in historical reconstruction more transparent: conclusions are
increasingly based on the coordination of data from several traditions (Muslim, Chinese, ancient Turkic) and
their verification by archaeological and geographical data.

Thus, the literature review shows that the historiography of written sources on the history of
Kazakhstan in the sixth and early 13th centuries develops as a consistent change of research modes: from a
compilation description and "history of origin" to criticism of primary sources, to a comparison of traditions
and to interdisciplinary verification. It is this evolution of methods that explains why the modern picture of
the early medieval history of Kazakhstan is based not on single evidence, but on a coordinated reading of
heterogeneous source complexes.

Results. The conducted historiographical and source analysis allows us to identify several interrelated
results characterizing the development of the study of the history of Kazakhstan in the sixth and early 13th
centuries based on written sources.

1. The logic of historiographical periodization is clarified and its "nodal points" are revealed.

As a result of a comparison of works from different eras, it was found that the development of
research was determined not so much by the "accumulation of information" as by the change of source tools
and the expansion of the corpus of primary sources. Four stages are conditionally distinguished.

The first stage (XVII — the first half of the XVIII centuries) is characterized by the dominance of the
compilation and genealogical tradition (Kadyr Ali-bek Zhalair, Abulgazi Khan, Munejjim Bashi), where
information about Turkic tribes and dynasties is presented through genealogical constructions, legendary
plots and generalized political narratives. These texts are important as evidence of historical memory and
early schemes for explaining the origin and interrelationships of Turkic groups, but require strict criticism of
the genre and the author's attitudes.
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The second stage (the end of the XVII — XVIII centuries) is associated with the first Western
European orientalist publications, which introduced into circulation certain information about the Oguzes,
Kimeks, and Kipchaks, as well as with the formation of interest in "oriental antiquities" within the
framework of the general history of the East. The result of the analysis of this stage is to fix its
methodological limitations: reliance on late compilations and weak binding of messages to specific
localizations and chronology reduced the impact of these works on the subsequent development of the issue.

The third stage (19th — early 20th centuries) demonstrates a qualitative change due to the appeal to the
original Arabic and Persian sources of the 9th — 12th centuries and publications with scientific commentary.
It is at this stage that a stable "framework" of the source base is formed and techniques for parallel reading
by different authors are developed, which increases the reliability of reconstructions [Kovalevsky, 1956:
103]. It is shown that the source work here served not as an auxiliary, but as a determining factor in historical
constructions.

The fourth stage (mid-20th century — present) is associated with the institutionalization of research,
large-scale publications of translations and syntheses, as well as interdisciplinary verification of written data
(archaeology, numismatics, historical geography, cartography). The most important result of the stage was
that written sources began to be considered as complex "complexes" of traditions, rather than as a single
array of facts: Muslim geography and historiography, Chinese chronicles, ancient Turkic epigraphy, and late
European descriptions began to be analyzed in a comparative mode [Klyashtorny, Sultanov, 1992: 206;
Golden, 1992: 397].

2. Systematized "a package of "written sources" and their research specialization is established.

In the course of the work, it was found that for the history of Kazakhstan in the sixth and early 13th
centuries, sources differ not only in language and origin, but also in the type of information that they most
reliably record.

a) Muslim geography and narrative monuments (IX — XII centuries) provide the most "dense"
information on settlement, routes, trade routes, descriptions of economy, military qualities and social
characteristics of tribes, as well as on the political configuration of neighboring states. The result of the
analysis is that it was this group of sources that formed the basic data set for the historical and geographical
reconstruction of Turkic associations in Kazakhstan, but it requires constant verification of toponyms and
terms based on comparable texts and cartographic data.

b) Chinese dynastic chronicles allow reconstructing foreign policy plots, diplomatic contacts,
administrative designations, the dynamics of wars and vassal relations. It is revealed that their heuristic value
is maximal when working with the early periods (VI — VIII centuries) and when analyzing international
relations, but interpretation needs to take into account genre, political optics and translation tradition.

¢) The ancient Turkic runic epigraphy acts as an autochthonous body of evidence: it reflects the self-
description of power, the ideology of the kaganates, some aspects of social structure, ethnonymy and
toponymy. The result of a comparison of historiographical works shows that the introduction of runic texts
into scientific circulation created a new "axis of evidence", which made it possible to verify the external
messages of the chronicles with the internal discourse of the steppe elite [Klyashtorny, Savinov, 2005: 187].

d) The late compilations and genealogical works (including those of the 17th century) remain
important primarily for the study of historical memory and traditions explaining the origin of tribes, but as a
factual basis for the VI — XIII centuries. they remain secondary and should be applied to a limited extent.

3. A stable dependence of the quality of reconstruction on the level of source criticism has been
revealed.

The results show that scientific breakthroughs in the study of the early and developed Middle Ages of
Kazakhstan correlate with an increase in the level of source culture: from the use of retellings and late
compilations to work with primary sources, to textual criticism and to the comparison of various traditions.

This pattern manifests itself in three forms: the transition from single quotations to serial involvement
of authors of the same tradition (for example, a group of Arab geographers) and the comparison of parallel
messages; an increase in the role of historical geography and localization (routes, toponyms, "map" as a
means of text verification); the development of caution in ethnic identifications: ethnonyms and tribal names
are considered. as mobile categories, depending on the language of the source, the political situation and the
author's perspective, which reduces the risk of straightforward "genetic" transfers.

4. Problem fields and "risk zones" in modern research practice are identified.

Based on the analysis of historiography, four most vulnerable areas have been identified. The first is
related to the mechanical use of the late compilation tradition without checking against earlier sources and
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without taking into account the genre. The second is related to the hyperethnization of terms: the desire to
interpret ethnonyms as unchangeable "passports" of tribes over the centuries. The third is due to insufficient
cartographic verification of localizations, when toponyms and routes are used outside the comparative
procedure. The fourth is with an imbalance of the corpus, when data from one tradition (for example, only
Muslim or only Chinese) are applied without cross-reading, which reduces the argumentativeness of the
conclusions.

5. The applied results for further work and teaching are formulated.

The results obtained allow us to propose a practical framework for further research: the study of
Kazakhstan in the sixth and early thirteenth centuries should be based on a matrix principle, where each plot
(ethnopolitical history, settlement, urban culture, international contacts) is compared according to at least
two traditions (for example, Muslim geography + runic epigraphy; Chinese chronicles + archaeological
data). This framework is also applicable in educational practice, as it allows you to build training modules
not according to the list of "events", but according to the types of sources and methods of their criticism:
from the question "who wrote and why" to the question "how to compare texts and check localizations".

In general, the results of the study confirm that the historiography of written sources on the history of
Kazakhstan in the sixth and early thirteenth centuries is developing as a system in which publication and
criticism of the text, historical and geographical interpretation and interdisciplinary verification are key
conditions for reliability and scientific novelty [Kovalevsky, 1956: 347; Klyashtorny, Sultanov, 1992: 195;
Kumekov, 1972: 268; Golden, 1992: 375].

Conclusion. The goals and methods of research are realized by highlighting the main stages of the
development of historiography and describing methodological shifts in working with written sources. The
results show that the progress of studying Kazakhstan in the sixth and early thirteenth centuries was due not
only to the accumulation of facts, but above all to the development of source culture: translation and
publication of texts, criticism of genre and author's attitudes, comparison of traditions and interdisciplinary
verification of data.

Conclusions. 1) Early compilations are important as a reflection of historical memory and tradition,
but require rigorous criticism. 2) The foundation of the source base was made up of Arab-Persian
monuments of the 9th — 13th centuries, introduced into circulation through scientific publications and
commentaries. 3) Chinese chronicles and ancient Turkic epigraphy have radically expanded the possibilities
of reconstructing ethnopolitical processes and historical geography. 4) The modern perspective is related to
the integration of textual criticism, cartography and digital methods of working with the corpus of sources.

The prospects for further work include the preparation of comparative cartographic reconstructions
based on written traditions, the expansion of translations and annotated publications, as well as the creation
of digital text corpora with the possibility of search analysis of ethnonyms and toponyms. The practical
applicability of the results is to improve the teaching methods of medieval history of Kazakhstan and to
improve the accuracy of scientific reconstructions used in academic syntheses and reference publications.
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