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Abstract
The Safavid Empire was founded in 1501 by Shah I Ismail and unified the Azerbaijani lands under a single
authority. In the 16th century, the Safavid Empire covered vast territories stretching from Euphrates to Kan-
dahar, and from theCaucasus to the IndianOcean. At first,friendly relations existed between the Safavids and
the Ottoman Empire, and II Beyazid recognized Shah Ismail as the ruler of Azerbaijan and the Safavid state.
However, after Selim came to power, relations between the two states became strained. The main cause of
this conflict was not only religious differences, but also the struggle for dominance in the Middle East. The
Battle of Chaldiran in 1514 ended a victory for the Ottaman army. After the death of Shah Ismail, Shah I
Tahmasp came to power and mainly Safavid – Ottoman wars with Suleiman the Magnificent, the Peace of
Amasya was signed in 1555, establishing a period of temporary peace between the two states. This Article is
devoted to Peace of Amasya and to the 16th - century relations between the Safavid Empire and the Ottaman
Empire up to that agreement.
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1.ResearchMethodology

This article employs the dialectical-materialist
methodology of historical inquiry, which makes
it possible to comprehensively understand the
political relations between the Safavid and
Ottoman states. The study also incorporates several
specialized cognitive methods to enhance analytical
rigor. Among them, the problem-chronological
method is used to examine the causes of political

conflicts that occurred in the region between the
Safavid and Ottoman states.

1.1 Source Base of the Study

Thesourcebaseof this study is composedof adiverse
array ofmaterials. This includes the scientificworks
of local scholars and internet sources. The works of
researchers such as Qazi Ahmad Qumi, Tofiq Najafli,
Ogtay Afandiyev, and Musali N.F occupy a central
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place among the consulted authors. These scholars,
in their works, have analyzed themain causes of the
conflicts between the Safavid and Ottoman states
in the 16th century, and at the same time, the
outcomes of this struggle for both states have been
documented by the researchers.

1.2.Purpose and Objectives of the Study

The main objective of this article is to
comprehensively examine the nature, causes,
and consequences of the political, military, and
diplomatic relations between the Safavid State and
the Ottoman Empire in the 16th century, and to
determine the impact of these relations on the
overall historical development of the Near and
Middle East. The article addresses the following
research questions: What is the main reason for the
intensification of the conflict between the Safavid
and Ottoman states? What influence did European
countries have on the intensification of the Safavid
– Ottoman conflict? How did these wars affect the
subsequent development of Safavid – Ottoman
relations?

2. ResearchMethods

The methodological foundation of this study is
based on the examination of the outcomes of the
Safavid–Ottoman wars of the 16th century in the
South Caucasus region for both states, within the
framework of comparative political analysis and
systematic functional analysis.

3. Introduction.

Safavid state is considered one of the brightest
stages in the history of Azerbaijani statehood.
The formation of this state made it possible
to reunify the country’s historical lands under
a single centralized authority. At the same time,
Azerbaijan’s foreign political and economic relations
developed significantly. Thanks to its strong
administrative system, well-developed military
organization, consistent foreign policy, and active
diplomacy, the Safavid state became one of the
leading powers in the Middle East. This empire
played an important role not only in the political and
military life of Azerbaijan and the South Caucasus,
but also in the broader Near and Middle East. The
Safavid state, which left a distinctive mark on the

history of Turkic statehood, was founded in 1501
by Shah I Ismail , a representative of the Safavid–
Qizilbash Order. The Safavid Empire, which unified
the Azerbaijani lands under a single state authority,
encompassed vast territories in the 16th century,
stretching from the Euphrates to Kandahar and
from the Caucasus to the Indian Ocean.Sources
note that the Safavid state maintained friendly and
peaceful relations with the Ottoman Empire during
the reign of Sultan Bayezid II. In 1504, the Ottoman
envoy Muhammad Çavuş Balaban arrived at Shah
Ismail’s court with special gifts and congratulated
him on his conquest of Iraq and Persia. The Ottoman
Sultanate officially recognized Shah Ismail as the
“Shah of Azerbaijan and Iran.” [1]
Petrushevsky, addressing the reasons behind

the Ottoman Sultan’s policy toward the Safavid
Shah, writes that some historians have explained
II Bayezid ’s peace-oriented policy by linking
it to his personal interest in “Dervish Orders”
and his opposition to war. In his view, however,
this explanation is insufficient. He argues that II
Bayezid considered Shah I Ismail to be an extremely
dangerous neighbor and had attempted to oppose
him during the early years of his reign. However,
changes in the international situation restrained
him from confronting Shah I Ismail . This was
because Shah Ismail’s military successes, his
attempts to formanalliancewith the Sultan of Egypt
against Ottoman Turkey, and, more importantly,
the uprisings of numerous Shiites and Qizilbash in
Anatolia compelled him to refrain from action. On
the other hand, the conciliatory policy adopted by
Shah Ismail toward Sultan II Bayezid was largely
influenced by the threat posed to the Qizilbash state
by Shaybani Khan, the ruler of Transoxiana, who
was seen as a major danger. [4]
An important issue in the foreign policy of the

Safavid state was establishing relations with its
powerful western neighbor, the Ottoman Empire.
The persecution of Shiites in Anatolia by the
Ottoman sultan and provincial governors did not
escape the attention of Shah Ismail. In order to
further spread Shiism, he even attempted to resettle
the Shiites of Anatolia in Iran and Azerbaijan.
However, in this regard, his letter to Sultan Bayezid
II dated 908 AH (1502/03 AD) received no response
from the sultan. [9]
With the accession of Ottoman Sultan Selim I
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(1512–1520), Safavid–Ottoman relations began to
deteriorate. Although the main issue that brought
the Safavid and Ottoman states into confrontation
in the Caucasus and Arab Iraq appeared to be the
Sunni-Shia sectarian divide, the real reason for
the conflict between the two Turkic states was the
question of dominance in the Near and Middle East.
From a sectarian perspective, the Ottoman Empire
expanded its territories by eliminating nearly 14
Muslim-Turkic states and incorporating them into
its domain. The populations of the Muslim states
conquered by the Ottoman Empire adhered to
the Sunni sect. The Mamluk state of Egypt, the
center of the caliphate, also followed the Sunni sect.
According to a fatwa issued by Ottoman scholars,
it was declared infidel. Ottoman Shaykhs al-Islam
applied the same position against the Safavid state
as well. [4]

One of the reasons for the Ottoman–Safavid
wars in the 16th–17th centuries was the struggle
over transit trade routes. The Ottoman state,
which controlled the key points of spice trade with
Europe—Alexandria and the port of Beirut—did
not engage in trade via the Mediterranean due
to piracy. This became possible only after the
conquest of the island of Rhodes in 1522. By seizing
southeastern Anatolia, Sultan Selim took control
of important trade routes. Significant sections of
the Tabriz–Aleppo and Tabriz–Iznik trade routes
fell within the zone of military operations. At that
time, he considered that “there were no taxes or
tithes in the land of the Persians, and most of the
revenue came from customs duties,” and even
halted trade to the land of the Persians via the
Arab route to stop travel along it. Sultan Selim’s
trade restrictions were also confirmed by Oruj Bey
Bayat. His imposition of bans on trade and weapons
indicated that larger plans were underway. In his
second letter to the sultan, Shah Ismail expressed
hope that “caravans and travelers would be allowed
to move freely.” After conquering Egypt, the sultan
permitted merchants to trade there. [10] In Y.
Öztuna’sworks “TurkeyHistory from Its Beginning
to Our Time,” “Yavuz Sultan Selim,” and “Kanuni
Sultan Suleiman,” considerable attention is given
to Safavid–Ottoman relations and the campaigns of
the Ottoman sultans in Azerbaijan. Y. Öztuna notes
that after the Ottoman Empire, the Safavid state
was themost powerful state in the world, and that it

constituted themain obstacle to Ottoman conquests
as their principal enemy. [3]
European Christian countries also played an

influential role in the escalation of Safavid–Ottoman
relations. By pitting the two great Turkic states
against each other, they intended to quickly remove
the Ottoman threat from Europe. The emergence
of the Safavid state attracted the attention of the
Papacy andVenicemore quickly thanprevious states
among Western European powers. In 1502–1503,
reports about the Safavids were presented in the
Venetian Senate by envoys named Kipli Nicolo Priuli,
Costantino Laskari, and Moriati di Erzerum. As in
earlier periods, the plan to incite the Republic of
Venice against the Ottoman Empire on the eve of
the Battle of Chaldiran did not succeed.Regarding
Eastern policy, the Republic of Venice sought at
that time to weaken the Ottoman Empire through
the Safavid state. To receive firearms and artillery
specialists sent from the West, it was necessary to
gain access to the Mediterranean coast. For this,
either a war had to be declared on the Ottoman
state to reach the shores of Karaman, or the
Sultan of Egypt had to be defeated to capture
Syria. According to İ. H. Uzunçarşılı, Shah Ismail
intended to capture Syria and therefore conducted
negotiations with Western countries against Egypt.
He aimed to incite the Western states against Egypt
from the Mediterranean while he himself planned
to move troops into Syria.On the eve of the Battle
of Chaldiran, Shah Ismail also attempted to form a
military alliance with Portugal against the Ottoman
Empire and to acquire firearms and artillery experts
from that country via the Persian Gulf. [9]
One of the interesting pieces of information

presented in “Xülasət ət-Təvarix” is that in 1551
envoys sent by the King of Portugal arrived at the
court of Shah Tahmasp I bearing significant gifts.
The European envoys were received in Tabriz with
great respect and ceremony, and after staying in
the city for several days, they returned to their
own country. This event demonstrates the political
relations between the Safavid state and theKingdom
of Portugal in the 16th century.[1]
The emergence and strengthening of the Safavid

state also alarmed its other neighbor, the Mamluks
of Egypt. To maintain primacy in the Islamic world,
the Mamluk sultans did not wish to see either
the Ottoman Empire or the Safavid state grow
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too powerful. Therefore, the Mamluk Sultan Al-
Ashraf Qansuh al-Ghuri took a cautious, observer
position in Safavid–Ottoman relations. According
to Venetian traveler C. Anciolello, after the Battle
of Chaldiran, in December 1514, a military alliance
was formed between the Safavids and the Mamluks
against the Ottomans; however, this coalition soon
collapsed due to Qansuh al-Ghuri’s neglect of the
alliance terms. V. V. Klifford notes that despite initial
strategic negotiations, Mamluk–Safavid diplomacy
ultimately failed because both states attempted to
gain the upper hand.On August 24, 1516—exactly
two years after the Battle of Chaldiran—in the Battle
of Marj Dabiq north of Aleppo, the army of Mamluk
Sultan Al-Ashraf Qansuh al-Ghuri was completely
defeated. In April 1517, with the capture of Cairo, the
territory of the Mamluk Sultanate was incorporated
into the Ottoman Empire. In 921–22 AH / 1516 AD,
Shah Ismail received Frater Peter, the envoy of King
Louis II of Hungary and a Maronite monk. At the
same time, the envoy of Charles V, King of Germany,
also arrived at the Safavid court. In August 1523,
Shah Ismail sent a letter to Charles V. L. Lockhart
notes that in this letter,written in Latin, Shah Ismail
expressed surprise that European states, instead
of uniting their forces against the Ottomans, were
engaged in conflicts among themselves.

Contrary to Shah Ismail’s expectations, the
Holy Roman Emperor did not respond promptly
or concretely, as the empire was then involved
in long-lasting wars with France over control of
Italy (1494–1559). L. Lockhart states that Charles
V responded to Shah Ismail’s letter only on August
25, 1525, noting in the reply that the Holy Roman
Empire would join the joint struggle against the
Ottoman Empire.Thus, as with his predecessor the
Aq Qoyunlu, during the reign of Shah Ismail I, a
central issue of Safavid foreign policy was to weaken
the power of the Ottoman Empire. In this regard, the
Safavids’ attempts to unite with Western European
states against the Ottomans in a single front were
unsuccessful.[11] The combat forces of the Ottoman
army were organized according to the European
model. The Beylerbey of Anatolia, Sinan Pasha,
commanded the right flank, while the Beylerbey
of Rumelia, Hasan Pasha, led the left flank. Nearly
300 cannons were placed in the center. In front of
them, special units (called ezablar) were stationed
to prevent the enemy from seeing the artillery.

Behind the artillery stood infantry marksmen—
the Janissaries. Pack animals such as camels and
mules, chained together with carts, were positioned
in front of and around the Janissaries. This was
intended to obstruct the path of the formidable
Qizilbash cavalry. For the same purpose, the rows
of cannons were chained together. Sultan Selim
positioned himself with his personal guard behind
the Janissary forces. In the rear of the Ottoman
army, Shadi Bey was stationed, with the task of
repelling any attack that the enemy might deliver
from behind. [5]

The Battle of Chaldiran was a significant event
in the military and political history of the Safavid
state in Azerbaijan. Sultan Selim sent Shah Ismail
I’s fourth letter while he was near Tercan and,
through his spies, received information that “the
future encounter of the two armies would take
place at Chaldiran.” On August 23, 1514, the Safavid
and Ottoman forces met face to face. In the Battle
of Chaldiran, the favorable balance of forces for
the Ottomans and the extensive use of artillery
and firearms ensured the victory of the Ottoman
army. There were several reasons for the defeat
of the Safavid army at Chaldiran. Among them,
the issue of armament and technical equipment
in the Safavid army was at a low level. [3] Khoja
Efendi writes that while the sultan was in Amasya,
Shah Ismail sent a large delegation from Tabriz,
consisting of Mir Abdulvahab, Qazi Ishaq (who
was known as “Qazi Pasha”), Mowlana Shukrullah
Mughani, Hamza Khalifa from the Heydariyya
Khalifas, and other sayyids and scholars, with a
“tazarru” (letter of apology). The proposal of this
delegation, which came for peace, was not accepted.
Sayyid Abdulvahab and Qazi Pashawere imprisoned
at Yenihisar in the Istanbul Strait, while their
companions were detained at Dimetoka Castle.Shah
Ismail requested peace from the sultan a second
time. On 3 Shawwal 921 AH (November 8, 1515), the
embassy of Kemaleddin Husayn Bey and Bahram
Agha arrived with a letter from “Shah Ismail, who
has attained unshakable authority,” expressing a
desire for peace and concern over the fate of the first
delegation represented by Sayyid Abdulvahab. On 15
Shawwal 921 AH (November 20, 1515), Sultan Selim,
writing to Idris Bidlisi in Diyarbakir, reported that
the embassy of Husayn Bey and Bahram Agha had
arrived from Shah Ismail. The sultan states that he
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imprisoned these envoys, who came with a peace
proposal, at Dimetoka, and the other members of
the delegation at Kilid al-Akhir Castle.Thus, all
peace proposals were repeatedly rejected by the
Ottoman sultan, and the war between the states
continued.[10]
This brutal war between the twoTurkic dynasties

had significant consequences for the entire Turkic
Muslimworld. The researcherH. Rzazade, originally
from South Azerbaijan, evaluates the matter
correctly and writes that the Battle of Chaldiran
inflicted great harm on the Safavid and Ottoman
armies, who shared the same faith and language, as
well as on the Islamic world. As can be seen, the real
beneficiaries of this war were the Europeans. We
highly appreciate the bravery of Shah Ismail I and
his supporters and take pride in the outstanding
qualities of this Azerbaijani genius. [2]
In 1515, a treaty was concluded between Sultan

Selim I and Shah Ismail I. The western part of
Armenia and the northern part of Mesopotamia up
to the city of Mosul were incorporated into the
territory of the Ottoman state. Shah Ismail I fell
ill and died in 1524 near the city of Sarab; his
body was brought to Ardabil and buried next to the
grave of his grandfather, Sheikh Safi al-Din. [1]
The unified Safavid state, which brought together
various peoples, did not lose its strength during
the reign of Shah Tahmasp I (1524–1576). After the
death of his father, Shah Ismail I, Tahmasp ascended
to the throne, and relations with Ottoman Sultan
Suleiman the Magnificent became tense. There
were several reasons for the hostility and rivalry
between the two states. The Ottoman sultan sought
to seize Arab Iraq, which held great importance for
international trade between Asia and Europe. He
intended to capture the city of Baghdad, one of the
largest centers of the East, located on this vital trade
route. [6]
In the summer of 1534, Sultan Suleimanbeganhis

military campaign in Azerbaijan. Since Tahmasp
refused to engage the Ottoman army in a direct
battle, all of Sultan Suleiman’s attempts failed.
Although the Ottoman sultan blamed Tahmasp
for cowardice, the shah replied: “How can I issue
a fatwa for war between two Muslim armies, and
how can I start a battle with my army, which
does not even number ten men, against ten
times that?” According to the Safavid historian

Hasan Bey Rumlu, “The sultan’s army was more
numerous than the grains of sand in the desert and
the autumn leaves.”In Shah Tahmasp’s Tazkira,
important information is given about the tactics he
employed against the Ottoman sultan: “I will not
act according tomy father’smethods. This enemy is
very strong. I cannot confront him directly. Just as
Hasan Padishah acted against Sultan Abu Said, I will
maneuver around him in a similar way. I will not
allow his men to leave the army and then return.”
[8]

Turkish historians rightly note that Shah
Tahmasp’s goal was not to engage in battle with the
Ottoman army, which was far superior in strength
and technical equipment, and thus avoid defeat. His
strategy was to make the Ottoman army wander
aimlessly in Eastern Anatolia and Azerbaijan, tire
them out, and expose them to shortages of food,
forcing them to retreat. Undoubtedly, the tactics
employed by Shah Tahmasp proved effective. With
Sultan Suleiman’s departure from Tabriz, the
Qizilbash were able to regain the territories they
had lost. [3] On June 13, 1534, the Ottoman forces
that entered Tabriz completely devastated the city.
Upon receiving news of the enemy’s entry into
Tabriz, Bahram Mirza sent the Qizilbash units into
action. The Qizilbash forces, moving under Bahram
Mirza’s command, encountered Ibrahim Pasha’s
troops near Qaraaghaj on the banks of the Qiziluzan
River. The continuous attacks by the Ottoman forces
forced theQizilbash troops to retreat. Itwas reported
that Sultan Suleiman, with a very large army, had
crossed Miyana and was approaching Sultaniye. [5]

However, in the territory of Sultaniye, heavy
snowfall and shortages of supplies caused the
Ottoman army to suffer heavy losses. Despite these
difficulties, the Ottoman sultan captured Tabriz and
was forced to advance toward Baghdad. The works
of Turkish historians containmany interesting facts
regarding Safavid–Ottoman relations. Among them
is that Shah Tahmasp I, during this campaign,
appealed three times to Sultan Suleiman to
make peace. They note that on June 22, when
the Ottoman army was at Sarikamish, Ustajli Khan,
the shah’s eshik agha, came to the headquarters and
conveyed that Shah Tahmasp was ready to conclude
peace under any conditions. However, the sultan
rejected this proposal, believing it was intended for
“espionage purposes” and still intending to strike
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the Safavid army, which remained intact. [6].
As a result of Sultan Suleiman’s campaign to

Azerbaijan in 1534–1535, the Ottoman Empire
captured Arab Iraq, including Baghdad, which
further intensified Ottoman–Portuguese conflicts
in the Persian Gulf region. However, these
campaigns were ultimately unsuccessful for the
Ottoman Empire. Thanks to the correct military
tactics chosen by Shah Tahmasp I, the powerful
Ottoman Empire was unable to defeat the Safavid
army or eliminate the independence of the Safavid
state. The Ottoman Empire suffered heavy losses in
both manpower andmilitary equipment. [3]
When Sultan Suleiman’s campaign to Azerbaijan

in 1533–1535 concluded, a diplomat from Venice
named Tomazo Mocenigo was sent to the sultan.
He intended both to congratulate the sultan on the
results of his campaign against the Safavid state
and to lodge complaints regarding the increase of
customs duties on goods sent from Venice to Syria
and the violation of certain treaty clauses. It should
be noted that in August 1537, the Ottoman army’s
attack on the Venetian possession of the island
of Corfu marked a breach of the peace that had
existed between the two states since 1503. Reacting
swiftly to this open hostility, the Venetian “Council
of Ten” decided to send its representative to Shah
Tahmasp I of the Safavids with a letter. His task
was to encourage the Safavid shah to undertake
military operations against the Ottoman sultan. The
execution of this difficult and dangerous mission
was entrusted to Michele Membre of Cyprus. [7]
In 1547, the Ottoman Sultan concluded a seven-

year peace with Germany and Austria, halting
military operations in Europe and gaining a
favorable opportunity to implement his military
plans against the Safavid state. As noted by R. Kılıç,
the aim of Sultan Suleiman’s Tabriz campaign was
to preserve political and religious (sectarian) unity
in the Near East and Eastern Anatolia, to eliminate
Shiism in Anatolia, and to inflict a heavy blow on
the Shiite Safavids, who were his main rivals, in
order to revive Sunnism in neighboring regions. [6]
According to one of the reliable sources of the

period, “The Memoirs of Shah Tahmasp,” during
Sultan Suleiman’s second campaign from Baghdad
toward Tabriz, Shah Tahmasp I sent Seyid Abdulla
Mir Shahsuvar with a special letter to Ibrahim
Pasha in order to reach a peace agreement. However,

Ibrahim Pasha did not agree to peace. He wrote
a threatening letter to the Safavid shah and sent
the envoy back. Thus, the Safavid shah’s initiative
to begin negotiations for peace with the Ottoman
sultan yielded no result. [4]
As reported by Hasan Bey Rumlu, in the Hijri

year955 (1548), SultanSuleiman invadedAzerbaijan
with a large army gathered from all the lands under
Ottoman rule—Hungary, Wallachia, Bosnia, Serbia,
Morea, Moldavia, Anatolia, the Menteşe region,
Karaman, Marash, Aleppo, Syria, Egypt, the Hejaz,
Yemen, Diyarbakir, Arab Iraq, and Kaffa. According
to Hasan Bey Rumlu, Suleiman advanced into
Azerbaijan via the Erzurum–Khoy–Tabriz route.In
order to hinder the movement of the Ottoman army,
the Qizilbash deliberately devastated the territory
from the Ottoman border all the way to Tabriz. Not
even “a single seed or a blade of grass” was left
for the enemy, and immovable property was set on
fire. The inhabitants of Tabriz, known for their self-
sacrifice, blockedwater sources and irrigationcanals
(qanats and kahrizes) in such a way that “not even
enoughwater remained for their own drinking.” [5]
Turkish historians, paying particular attention to

the reasons for Sultan Suleiman’s 1548 campaign
to Iran (in fact, the third campaign to Azerbaijan
– T.N.), note that Shah Tahmasp I took advantage
of the Ottoman sultan’s engagement in wars in
Europe to invade Sunni Turkic regions in the
Caucasus, intensifyQizilbashpropaganda inEastern
Anatolia, occupy the fortresses of Van and Erciş, and
launch attacks around Erzurum and Kars, causing
significant damage. The requests for assistance
from frontier governors and Uzbek khans made
a campaign against Shah Tahmasp I necessary.In
this context, the defection of Alqas Mirza to Sultan
Suleiman the Magnificent and his encouragement
of a campaign against Azerbaijan also played an
important role. After the Ottoman army withdrew
from Azerbaijan, Shah Tahmasp I began to liberate
the cities and fortresses that had fallen under
Ottoman occupation. It was during this process that
the fortresses of Van and Erciş were recaptured. [3]
In the spring of 1554, Sultan Suleiman organized

his fourth campaign to Azerbaijan. Upon hearing
this news, Shah Tahmasib left Nakhchivan and
moved to the Bazarçay highlands. Sultan Suleiman
entered Nakhchivan with a large army. However,
he did not stay long in the city, one of the main
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reasons being the shortage of provisions, supplies,
and military equipment for his troops. Therefore,
on June 30, 1554, he left the city and ordered it to be
burned.In Ottoman sources, this military campaign
is known as the “Nakhchivan expedition.” Although
the Ottomans did not gain significant benefits from
this campaign, it resulted in the destruction of the
Safavid army’s strong defensive positions and the
capture of important military points. Realizing that
he could not conquer Azerbaijan, Sultan Suleiman
was compelled to sign a peace treaty with Shah
Tahmasib.The peace agreement between the Safavid
and Ottoman states was concluded on May 29, 1555,
in Amasya. According to this treaty, the Qizilbash
State lost the territory around Lake Van. The
Kingdom of Imereti, along with the principalities
of Guria and Mingrelia, Western Georgia, and the
western regions of Armenia passed into Ottoman
control. However, all of Azerbaijan, Northern
Armenia, and Eastern Georgia remained within the
Safavid state.ThePeace of Amasyamarked the end of
a phase in the struggle against Ottoman conquests
and demonstrated that the Ottoman attempts to
capture Azerbaijan had ultimately failed. [1]

As noted by R. Kılıç, the Peace of Amasya put an
end to more than half a century of hostility between
the Ottoman and Safavid states. For 55 years, the
Safavid state had not been officially recognized
by the Ottoman sultans. In this respect, the Peace
of Amasya was a great victory for Shah Tahmasib
I, as he succeeded in making the Ottoman sultan
acknowledge the existence of the Safavid state.In
return, however, he conceded to the Ottoman
Empire the territories captured since 1514—namely
Iraq, Eastern Anatolia, and lands, cities, and
fortresses in Georgia. Thus, the Peace of Amasya
brought an end to the state of war between the two
empires. The Ottoman sultans, who had regarded
the Safavids as enemies for 41 years since the Battle
of Chaldiran, formally recognized them as a state.
[6]

After the Safavid–Ottomanwars, one of themain
issues was relocating the capital to Qazvin in order
to protect it from enemy attacks. From 1555 onward,
the capital was officially moved from Tabriz to
Qazvin, and Shah Tahmasib I did not leave this city
until the end of his life.It is known from Budag
Qazvini’s work “Javahir al-Akhbar” and Sharaf
Khan Bidlisi’s “Sharafnama” that Shah Tahmasib

was in Qazvin in 1555. In Iskandar Beg Munshi’s
work “Alam-ara-ye Abbasi”, it is written that after
declaring Qazvin the capital of the country, Shah
Tahmasib spent the last 20 years of his life there. As
stated in “Alam-ara-ye Abbasi”: “Shah Tahmasib I
permanently chose Qazvin as the capital and, after
consolidating his rule, did not leave the royal court
in Qazvin for twenty years.”When calculating the
final 20 years of Shah Tahmasib I’s life, it becomes
clear that, as Qazi Ahmad Qumi wrote, the capital
was moved from Tabriz to Qazvin in 1555. A similar
view can also be found in the work “Tarikh-i Molla
Kamal.” .[1]

4. Conclusions

Safavid–Ottoman relations in the 16th century held
an important place in the political history of theNear
and Middle East. During the reign of Shah Ismail
I, relations initially had a diplomatic and cautious
character, but with the accession of Sultan Selim I
to the throne, sharp confrontation began between
the two states. The Battle of Chaldiran in 1514 had a
significant impact on the balance of political power
in the region and marked the beginning of long-
lasting wars.During the reign of Shah Tahmasib
I, a more cautious and flexible military strategy
was applied in the struggle against the Ottoman
Empire. As a result of this policy, the Safavid state
managed to preserve its independence and prevent
the Ottomans from fully conquering Azerbaijan.The
prolonged confrontations were somewhat stabilized
with the Peace of Amasya in 1555. This treaty was
significant for defining political borders between
the two Turkic states and regulating their mutual
relations. Thus, Safavid–Ottoman relations should
be regarded not only as a military confrontation but
also as a complex historical process that influenced
the political, economic, religious, and geopolitical
development of the region.
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