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This study examines the dimensions of the continuity of Zoroastrian presence
along the shores of the Persian Gulf from the beginning of the Sasanian period
to the era of the Buyids. The Persian Gulf, as one of the most significant
strategic and cultural regions of Iran, has consistently served as a locus for the
settlement and interaction of diverse ethnic and religious groups. Zoroastrians,
as one of the oldest religious communities in Iran, have played a significant
role in this region. The primary objective of this research is to analyze the
mechanisms underlying the continuity of Zoroastrian presence along the
Persian Gulf and to assess the impact of political, social, and religious
transformations on their existence. Employing a descriptive—analytical method
and drawing upon library-based sources and historical documents, this study
investigates the factors that contributed to either the persistence or decline of
the Zoroastrian community in this region. The findings indicate that despite
pressures arising from the expansion of Islam and political transformations,
Zoroastrians were able to preserve their religious and social identity for a
considerable period. The establishment and development of fire temples, the
continuation of religious rituals, and the influential role of social institutions
were among the key factors contributing to the continuity of this community.
Ultimately, political pressures, forced migrations, and demographic changes
led to a decline in the Zoroastrian presence along the Persian Gulf. The results
of this study suggest that examining the history of religious communities such
as the Zoroastrians in the Persian Gulf can provide a deeper understanding of
Iran’s cultural and religious transformations and highlight the importance of
this region in preserving and transmitting ancient cultures.
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EXTENDED ABSTRACT

The Persian Gulf has long constituted one of the most important cultural, commercial, and
religious zones of Iran, functioning not merely as a maritime corridor between East and West but also as
a dynamic arena of civilizational contact, settlement, and religious interaction. Within this historical
geography, the continuity of Zoroastrian presence along the Gulf littoral occupies a significant place
because it reveals the persistence of one of Iran’s oldest religious communities across major political and
confessional transformations. From the rise of the Sasanian Empire, when Zoroastrianism enjoyed the
status of the imperial religion, to the end of the Buyid period, the shores and hinterlands of the Persian
Gulf served as a meaningful space for the development, maintenance, and gradual contraction of
Zoroastrian communal life. Historical and geographical works indicate that the Persian Gulf was not a
marginal zone but a core region in which trade, mobility, and social exchange fostered durable forms of
settlement and cultural continuity (Hosseini-Tabar, 1813; Ibn al-Balkhi, 1791; Le Strange, 1792). In this
context, the Zoroastrian communities of the region cannot be understood solely as passive survivors of
political change; rather, they were active participants in the religious and social history of southern Iran,
developing institutions and patterns of life that enabled them to preserve communal cohesion over a long
historical duration. The study of their sustained presence is therefore significant not only for reconstructing
the religious history of the Persian Gulf, but also for clarifying broader questions concerning the endurance
of minority identities, the role of sacred institutions in frontier and port environments, and the relationship
between political power and religious adaptation in premodern Iran (Choksy, 2020; Mojtahedzadeh, 1799;
Pourjam, 2024).

The main purpose of this study is to investigate the dimensions of the continuity of Zoroastrian
presence along the shores of the Persian Gulf from the beginning of the Sasanian period to the end of the
Buyid era and to explain the factors that contributed either to the endurance or the decline of this
community over time. The central problem addressed here is how Zoroastrians, despite profound shifts in
sovereignty, the fall of the Sasanian Empire, the spread of Islam, and changing social and demographic
realities, were able to maintain their religious and social identity for centuries in this region. This question
is important because the history of Zoroastrianism in the Persian Gulf reflects a layered interaction
between institutional religion, local society, trade networks, and political authority. The study further
seeks to determine the extent to which religious structures such as fire temples, the authority of priests,
the cohesion of family and local networks, and the relative strategic position of Gulf settlements supported
communal resilience. At the same time, it examines the pressures that gradually undermined this
resilience, including taxation, conversion, migration, shrinking demographic concentration, and the
weakening of collective institutions under new political conditions (Ansari, 2019; Choksy, 2020;
Mojtahedzadeh, 1799). By framing the subject in this way, the research moves beyond a merely descriptive
account of survival and instead presents the continuity of Zoroastrian life as a historically contingent
process shaped by both resistance and accommodation. In doing so, it contributes to a more precise
understanding of how ancient religious identities were preserved, negotiated, and transformed in one of
Iran’s most strategic regions (Amouzgar & Tafazzoli, 1801; Pourjam, 2024).

Methodologically, the study is based on a descriptive-analytical approach and relies on
documentary and library research. This approach makes it possible first to gather the available historical
data and then to interpret them in relation to the political, social, and religious transformations that affected
Zoroastrian communities in the Persian Gulf across several centuries. The evidentiary basis of the research



includes classical historical and geographical texts, modern historical analyses, and archaeological
discussions concerning religious structures and settlement patterns. Among the key sources are the
regional descriptions of Ibn al-Balkhi and Le Strange, which provide important information on the
geography, settlement, and historical significance of the Gulf zone (Ibn al-Balkhi, 1791; Le Strange, 1792).
These are complemented by modern scholarship on Zoroastrianism after Islam and on the religious history
of the Persian Gulf, especially studies that examine the continuity of Zoroastrian communities under
Islamic rule and the broader cultural geography of the region (Ansari, 2019; Choksy, 2020; Hosseini-Tabar,
1813). The temporal scope of the research extends from the establishment of Sasanian rule in 224 CE to
the end of the Buyid period in 1055 CE, a frame chosen because it encompasses both the high point of
Zoroastrian state support and the subsequent centuries during which the community confronted the
consequences of conquest, Islamization, and political reconfiguration. Spatially, the study focuses on the
northern and southern shores of the Persian Gulf, with particular attention to settlements and ports such
as Bushehr, Siraf, and their surrounding zones, where evidence points to sustained Zoroastrian activity
and institution-building (Mojtahedzadeh, 1799; Pourjam, 2024). Through this method, the study reconstructs
the conditions under which communal continuity was maintained and identifies the mechanisms by which
religious identity persisted in a region shaped simultaneously by mobility and vulnerability.

The findings indicate that during the Sasanian period the Persian Gulf emerged as a major zone of
Zoroastrian presence because of its strategic location, economic vitality, and integration into the
administrative and ideological structures of the empire. As adherents of the official religion, Zoroastrians
in the Gulf region were able to establish coherent religious, social, and economic systems that reinforced
both identity and communal durability. The social structure of the community appears to have included
priests, agricultural groups, merchants, and artisans, all of whom participated in a social order that linked
ritual life with material survival. Priests played a particularly central role, since they supervised religious
observance, preserved doctrinal continuity, and transmitted ritual practice across generations (Amouzgar
& Tafazzoli, 1801). The creation and maintenance of fire temples represented one of the strongest
institutional foundations of this continuity. Important fire temples in places associated with the Gulf
littoral, including sites near Siraf and Borazjan, functioned not only as sacred centers of worship but also
as communal nodes through which collective memory, ritual belonging, and social solidarity were
reinforced (Le Strange, 1792; Mojtahedzadeh, 1799). These institutions allowed Zoroastrians to embed their
religious life into the physical landscape of the region and to transform local settlements into enduring
centers of religious culture. The evidence also suggests that Zoroastrian communities developed local
networks capable of preserving identity through education, ritual repetition, and forms of communal
interdependence, all of which strengthened their ability to withstand later historical disruption (Choksy,
2020; Pourjam, 2024). Thus, the continuity of Zoroastrian presence in the Sasanian and immediately post-
Sasanian Persian Gulf should be understood as the product of strong institutions, local integration, and an
organized religious culture that linked territory, ritual, and community.

A second major finding concerns the complex impact of the Islamic conquest and the centuries
that followed. The arrival and spread of Islam in Iran marked a decisive turning point in the history of
Zoroastrian communities, including those residing along the Persian Gulf. With the fall of the Sasanian
state, Zoroastrians lost the political protection that had previously sustained their privileged religious
position, and many of their communal institutions came under pressure. Fire temples were in some cases
damaged, repurposed, or deprived of their former social authority, while Zoroastrians were increasingly



subjected to the fiscal and legal conditions imposed upon non-Muslim communities, including the
payment of jizya (Choksy, 2020; Le Strange, 1792). Yet the decline of Zoroastrian presence was neither
immediate nor uniform. The evidence points instead to a prolonged process characterized by both
resistance and adaptation. Some communities preserved religious life through the concealed continuation
of rituals, the maintenance of priestly authority, and the nurturing of communal solidarity within more
limited social spaces (Amouzgar & Tafazzoli, 1801; Ansari, 2019). Others adopted strategies of
accommodation, accepting the external legal framework of Islamic rule while attempting to preserve
internal religious identity. Migration also became a major factor in this phase. Some Zoroastrians moved
from the Gulf region to more remote parts of Iran, while others eventually migrated to India, where they
contributed to the formation of the Parsi communities that preserved Zoroastrian identity outside Iran
(Mojtahedzadeh, 1799). Over time, however, a combination of conversion, dispersal, economic pressure,
social discrimination, and demographic contraction weakened the communal fabric of Zoroastrian life in
the Persian Gulf. The study therefore shows that the survival of the community depended on a delicate
balance between institutional continuity and strategic adaptation, but that this balance was gradually
eroded as political pressures and social change accumulated across the early Islamic and Buyid periods
(Choksy, 2020; 1bn al-Balkhi, 1791; Pourjam, 2024).

In conclusion, this study demonstrates that the continuity of Zoroastrian presence along the shores
of the Persian Gulf from the Sasanian period to the end of the Buyid era was the result of a historically
layered interaction between religious institutions, communal solidarity, geography, and political
transformation. Zoroastrian communities were able to endure for centuries because they possessed durable
internal structures, especially fire temples, priestly leadership, and strong social networks that supported
the transmission of belief and ritual life. At the same time, their long-term decline reveals how sustained
external pressure, conversion, migration, and demographic fragmentation can gradually weaken even
deeply rooted religious communities. The Persian Gulf emerges from this study not simply as a
commercial zone but as a major historical setting in which ancient cultural and religious traditions were
maintained, contested, and transformed. The history of the Zoroastrians in this region therefore offers a
valuable case for understanding the persistence of minority identities under changing regimes and the
broader cultural history of southern Iran. It also underscores the importance of further comparative and
interdisciplinary research on religious communities living under political and confessional pressure,
particularly through deeper engagement with regional historical documentation and archaeological
evidence.
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