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ABSTRACT Within a continuously changing scenario of knowl edge al
bet ween Asia and Europe is crucial in understanding the dgvel opmer
the Gobustan region in Azer baaijranr,ocwhiarht hsoisttess ,n uinmse rao ukse yo pteon i nt er
i sm, its dispersal, and the soci al dynamics beyord ri tr.o eTkh ea NAz esrilk
Eurasi a. I't is at the easternmost end of the Greater Caucasus ran
nary | evel changes profoundly shaped | ocal ' andforms, andgihceavily
position nurtured a cultural crossroads between Eur oapret,i sGeinct rtarla dA s
Designated as a UNESCO World Heritage Site (2007), Gobustan engr a
qguality, quantity, and density (more than 7,000 petrogloylgdhsalon oV
(from the Upper Palaeolithic to historical ti mes), t hemantas c and s
(aurochs, hor se, i bex, camel , and d-bend)er humbder X\ femamgas anthooe
carved in |imestone boulders, shaping the figures with &otfhick an
ming rich palimpsests. The | ong use of the same sites, racckhs and
was probably passed down from generation to generation, increasin
previous graphic units Several engraved rocks are foundri-nsi de
stand the use, the soci al function of the rock art, thr @deh the
mentarity of the sites Maj or shifts in the main represcefnhied subj
site: the Palaeolithic art shows ties wRdlhaddlei tweisct ea mg rBaivrtidmpgesa ns u
the Middle East and Arabian Peninsul a. Therefore, Gobusthlinprock @
bet ween socioeconomic organisation and symbolic heritage. I'n this
l ost cultures and demonstrates the symbolic and cognitiveccompl ex
changes, dispersals, and connections. As such, the studyulrogf t he a
provides cruci al information to the main scientific deb@atwm@taround
of prehistoric art took place; 2) the relations with otihtgar iEeur ope
ties; 3) the cultural, soci al or symbolic contexts intokwhich th
context and the new international research project
Keywor ds Rock art; Caucasus; World Heritage Site; Prehistoric Ar«
1. I NTRODUCTI ON ani mal s (aurochs, hor se, i bex,
mans (feminine shdrmtoaurett and ward
The | ong chronology, from thengdppdrabBalraedl ist gine t hat recsa
to historical times, together seatb Bbkeilieghi quekristy oanditvkesto
excell ent preservation of t h ocuhsraonndosl oqfi cpét pha@lsephhsason ts own
more than 1,000 boulders or rpekt wemmht semakbaGopbust samme cases,
(Qobustan in Azerbaijanian | anggagennecé¢i ohst wethi ohédetr conte
and most int-arestriomdg @apeén sitdas aln vEwewassina o the possible cul
(Sigari, 2020). past, especially on those dynami
The main themes of this rodkiartantdeEutapge. include
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Fi.g-Location of Gobustan in: (A) the Euromediterranean area Q.from Goo
Sigari). (C) The Gobustan NationatyaRed edneegzea, fvriol nt annoor,t hB °tyo;, ksdaawkt ha nddi nKgii-
bers indicate the shelters Gaya Arasi 1 (1), Firuz 2 (2), Ana Zaga (3)
A new archaeol ogical researchl prohest sefundegd -Aptei Ntaitd olrae
Fundaci - ffFulRala@ign At apuer ca asnedr vteheofMiGadbsuu.stan includes five
try of the Foreign Affairs of BPlyeg kidtaa!| i( a8 8R enp-aedblo)v,ee, Ksheeag la deaviken! (
2019 (Gareezat al ., 2020; Sigaasl!l )et &ilngi r2da2i0e)l(.il OT&pies @4T )m asl|
paper provides a first i ntr odduacgt i (02n0 Ot om tatsd )si taev,d Ko gdglegma (2
with a general l'iterature revbewndpreesenbinghehe esewvero-a fur
ject and its main objectives. discovered: Dakl i dag, ki khov Be.
(86 m asl) respectively found i

2. BACKGROUNDS (Abdul l ayev & Shirinli, 2020;

2021) .

2.1. Location I'n 2007, at t he XXX Session
Gobustan is a semiarid regClbni otfc hAuzrecrhb,ai Naw, Zeal and, t he

t he northern edge of t he ShiCudamnur 8t eplpeendsclagges eCamp !l e x was
plain, about 60 km south of tMWertdpHealtepgeylLi BakuSi garisenta
t he easternmost appendi Xx of t h&Solsu etad ey wha Uiclarscesd i s darlye r i ve
range, on the western bank of sthcehaCascpiean s8da,byana | andscap:¢
represents an i mportant landbutdgepdewiwierinn Eauroemi ari d envir
and Asia (Fig 1) . mud volcandoparhd I filsat( Fi g. 2) . T
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Rock art relationships between central Asia and Europe: the role of Gobustsn (Azerba

nked to Upper Pal aeolithic  roecki atrite p,r ododt itdre irne cBe’nytg k d ak
e to Mesolithic cultures. the expansion of rock art creati
Pal aeoenvironment al anal yseas wkirregipredajoramedd tfhoer Abker on Pen
e most ancient phases and shoAweadh aheoow odyu rcian g exlceavati ons cal
rst settl ement of Gobustan mdw aenndviMuornandeonvta Vbes wela- 1972 an
cterised Dbegsiastdamtughipen woddldando wihteh i den+ iobimc dtuiidordi oy, a wt
stachio trees, hawt hor n, wi dgll @aave dp eaanmrd yruqli gpzeed acnedr apmo-c mat e
granate (Vereshagin, 1981; dtaamg oolmj, e c2t0s0,9)a glodn dt heé ng wi th
te Pleistocene, the Gobustdadmcltandveacape omnmslt Mheeceramic fi
sembl ed a Tugay forest, wi t lhe ogaekn ea rad pobheertyr erescord recov
arajova, 20009; Rust amov, 20G6)X.es in Azerbaijan, thus provid
Based on the archaeol ogi calr efvdrdemcces., Tdhee psdme tihe true for
scovery-PoftearyPrkeol ithic b Wrait ®ls { ol IKknden idz®at thur i es AD.

elter and some artefacts, t he ANecelciotnhdi cr oiosan uwrade rbrreopurgeh-t  t o
nted. The explanation may bédefreuntdne nt raa meas uof | aevheematr t h anoa
at occurred in Gobustan in therearwas y@adgnami thesoMe @ltiy- i n
i c, that can be recognised Mind dlhee Anguense r(oMusr addiosvpal9a&c)eRdu st a mo v
cks, and that led to a tempor MoyealMandddremeimte afattelme al s com
gion unti.l the -bedi ohi ntheof@Whiewe!| arcih@aeol ogi cal excavations
rly Bronze Age (Rustamov, 2 Ro&;k sSiNgoar i6, 2D,0 X8&;gadidsghdernit ehe Ae
al ., 2019) (Fig. 5). both Antique and Early Medieval
A |l ater human presence i n t(hReusrteagioovn & Muc @amdfoiv)amed 980) .
ring the Bronze Age, when it iLaspdysi blmpotra amécoqriogenat i on
rong influence by other Cauxfastilae lcataluresmmenigti ed hduring
FAar aMay k,opakKhlo j-Gd dya b(aMur adova,determined in Daxklidag in Ki-=-iKkt¢
11) During the Bronze Age,anroklikt editedriiead sr éAmai nZsagcaonf i rm t h
rdag Zaga, ¢ admalain,d & rod tFkifri seldu nsaenttt | past or al and agricul turae
nts Daire and B°y¢ikdak wer e& dwurrsaedloyw ai, nl2OMWi8t)ed by

anshumant pastor al groups ( MurTehckkowao,nt2hlbusCoicsup&ti on of
dul | ayev, 2024) The hei ghtUpmped ©Eatapahcy hiod tod dt he Mi ddl e
elters and settlements coingiadcecéuctwiiarh oafn riomkr eade (Rnst amov

Fi g-Patrt of the big northern panel of the Rock No. 29 of dB°tyhiek ddaikf fweirt-h
ent figurative periods (photo: D. Sigari).
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-On7e of the fish figres of the Rock No. 104 of 'Byg,kcﬂalsh(ph'\@tum:e D s

4 . THE ROCK ART ENSEMBLE AND | TISn CHReONG-r st decade of the ne\
LOGY devel oped a new stylistic and mo
consisting of six phases each s

The rich rock art heritagestcyalnesbeg Falrag oivfai, e@® 0008t 02018) . T

el even mai n themati c groups: sabdoehdgegd hiomtse , f dwratst,yl es and
feminine sil Hhawdtetre, ivwaernxrni cramehol ¢ abgaer Pal aeolithic and Me
deer , rider and inscription. aBdch hchdomphlasgiscalel pm@yse o Neol
has its own distinct style aadd stutbg efcitf tnhatpheas. esComse-pecti ve
quently, based on the anal ysitsheofl rtohne Agaer.i abhé i sy xobhfh phase ¢
t hemes, it has been possi bl e ptedi 9dggesFtarahroovrmgl 0290i0c%,] 2018;
interpretations. 2021) .

Di fferent schol ars have proposed relative chrono-
l ogi es based on petroglyph stpl eITHEFSEAt ] NJaHEr R®OEKSr eco-
gni sed si x tyles grouped into two phases: the first three
bel ong to the mo st ancient per i Dles CCasapgiaaralea nd1Ot73dnly shap
When Anat.i reviewed Jafar zadedfs GCecohbruossntoalnogybuitn a2801profoundly
he suggested subdividing the dd¢omsadmiteveo ocfultthuer adn chioernitz osnest t | er
described by Jafarzade (1973) i Wit ton essisxi npgh atsheiss irrel tatteé onshi p,
foll owing order: I/ A, B, C; ldhWaAeollo/gh;c alll /fBi;nds/ Edi slddvCer(eAdn ait 1
2001) However, Anat i in histheatbaobs offorRowekavNom.g 29shing ne
mar ks a boat, attributed to Phheefl 6B, (Gnder 73an aamwr dooohast f i gut
of Phase 11/B (Anati, 2001: 3(0Fpar adjeonvoan, s t2 @A 9 ;ngShoar ih,i s2017) .
chronol ogical scheme is bj ectpiemaklde r(oFcikgs. $dggests they wer

El aborating on Jafarzade' s bohrtesnoMhegy ,t hRusttamowached t hose
proposed a stylistic evolution, Thetsef dri nkac hwistuhbjtelcee watder ro
only for three main categorie®r eamwtf hrao proentoernpth sst uzdoyo -t hat |l oo
morphs and boats. The omi gi ndblet vaemnormr och Ruwugt atmoesmes and | a
work is the emphasis given t o fstehaes csarftelgracp Q m@rOd¥i)g ftiogwappr oach
res which seem to have been fafr stth ee ncghrraovneod .o gTlyh eo fma&Glodoust an r o
figures reveal a different sephoencé i gpased ohmitheihmdsibzesn, engr
from the smallest to the biggebhangiThg sdameé est yploissstiibcl yevaoccord
lution appears in the differe(0B6igaanpes2017po20280wheFiegas,8). T
among the zoomorphs, the ol destanges!| d nbetyhes mosltti tudes and
naturalistic figures, not theresmalal esstl aonee ¢(Ruehamogy revea
2006) . ces, from the top of the hills d
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Fi g-Ded@ ail of the western panel of Rock No. 19 in Ki-ikdak, with a key

Fi g-A 9second sector of the big northern paneshapt tbegRbohkt Nb®: BBgbFi B
Ochoa) .

on what must h abveeca cbheeesn. pTahl ea efoilrds, tO ODo atear s ago, when the Casp
i mages, whi ch are very simpl i gihnert htehiaan sthoadpeey e(vEBandy uk ov A
though they may vary in their2egaeg, are found on the wup-

per terraces of both B°y¢ikdak afddtheKi-ibledaweeand4wb60Ddand 12, 0
date to a period of degl aci attiadoey Kbvwkgni d, 90&gesndoccurred



