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Abstract: The Rabatak inscription starts a historical debate on Kushāṇa dynastic chronology by providing a name 
of new Kushāṇa emperor Vima Takto as second position between Kujula Kadphises and Vima kadphises. But 
another name of anonymous king was found from some coins explored from north-western lands of the 
subcontinent. The anonymous king was titled by Basileus Basileon Soter Megas which identified as Vima Takto 
by Joe Cribb. But this opinion was questioned by some scholars like Osmund Bopearachchi. Bopearachchi opines 
Soter Megas was a usurper of Kushāṇa throne in absence of Vima Takto. Later the throne was restored by Vima 
kadphises and he also memorized his father Vima Takto in some coins of his early regime. Moreover, Vima 
kadphises declared himself as saviour for his contribution of restoration the throne. As per Kushāṇa religious cum 
imperial ideology he portraited only Brāhmaṇical deity Śiva in his coins, for may make a cultural unity into the 
empire. Thus, this article briefly deals from a journey of historical debate of Vima Takto and Soter Megas to 
Kushāṇa imperial ideology. Finaly this research connects the opinion of usurpation and restoration of Kushāṇa 
throne and the idea of imperial ideology, and also wants to find the ideas along with origin of Soter Megas. 
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Introduction 

The Rabatak inscription of Kushāṇa king Kanishka I opened a new chapter about the genealogy 
of the Kushāṇa Empire, which was discovered in 1993. A new Kushāṇa emperor named Vima 
Takto has been discovered from the inscription. Joe Cribb, one of the translators of the 
inscription saw Vima Takto identical with anonymous king in Greek title Basileus Basileon 
Soter Megas. But this identification made a debate on Kushāṇa genealogy. B. N. Mukherjee 
brings a completely different name of the new Kushāṇa king. Elsewhere, Osmund 
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Bopearachchi believes that the Soter Megas was the usurpers of the Kushāṇa throne at the time 
of Vima Takto, which was later restored by Takto's son Vima Kadphises. The historical 
significance of the temporary usurpation and restoration of the throne after the establishment 
of the empire are reflected in the patriarchal and iconographic representations on some of the 
coins of Vima Kadphises, which was an initiative by the Vima Kadphises to establish an 
imperial ideology with cultural unity. A brief discussion of the early history of the Kushāṇas is 
needed before entering into the historical debate on the Kushāṇa kings and the imperial 
ideology of them. 
 

 

The Kushāṇas 
 

The history of the Kushāṇa Empire was originated in migration of the Yuezhi, a nomadic tribe 
from Chinese Central Asia across the Hindu Kush Mountains into the Indian subcontinent. The 
Yuezhi were Tocharian-speaking people. The early location of the Tocharian-speaking group 
had in the Dunhuang region of north of the China. The Yuezhi were skilled in horsemanship 
and established relationship through commercial activities with China and the vast region of 
Central Asia.1 So it seems to be argued that the early commercial connection inspired Yuezhi 
to migrate and introduce them in new regions. Although, there was another reason of Yuezhi 
migration. The Chinese source Hou Han-shu states that the Yuezhi was migrated to Ta-hsia 
after being driven out by the Xiongnu, another nomadic group. Ta-hsia was located in the 
eastern part of the Bactria. The Kuei-shuang (later Kushāṇa), one of the five groups of the 
Yuezhi defeated the other four groups of the tribe and established the independent Kushāṇa 
empire in Ta-hsia. The credit of this political success goes to Kujula Kadphises, the first Kuei-
shuang or Kushāṇa king. However, historian B. N. Mukherjee has brought forward a name 
earlier Yuezhi or Kuei-shuang leader Miaos before the Kujula Kadphises. Miaos first to 
established the independent Kushāṇa kingdom, which was later expanded by Kujula 
Kadphises. 

The centre of political power of the Kushāṇas was located in Bactria, formerly the main 
centre of Indo-Greek rule. The current location of Bactria seems to have been determined in 
the Balkh of the Afghanistan. Along with other groups of Yuezhi, the Kossan(a) were also 
responsible for the expulsion of the Indo-Greeks from Bactria.2 The aftermath of the 
overthrowing of the Indo-Greek rule by the Yuezhi in Bactria led to the terrible consequences 
of the first phase of Kushāṇa rule. which will be discussed next in present article. 

 

Deabate on Identity of the Kushāṇa Emperor 
 

The historical debate has been raised about the name of the next Kushāṇa ruler after the Kujula 
Kadphises. Joe Cribb determines the name of the Kushāṇa ruler after Kujula Kadphises is Vima 
Takto on the basis of the Rabatak inscription. Although coin and numismatics has been 
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considered one of the historical sources for determining the Kushāṇa genealogy. A later coin 
series of Kujula Kadphises brings to light the name of an anonymous king in Greek titled by 
Basileus Basileon Soter Megas. Cribb does not find any mismatch among Vima Takto and 
Basileus Basileon Soter Megas on the basis of some coins. Which will be discussed later. But 
once again, B. N. Mukherjee determines the successor of Kujula Kadphises is Sadashkana,3 
which partially has made another debate.  

The Rabatak inscription was discovered from the Baghlan province of the Afghanistan 
and first deciphered by Professor Nicholas Sims-Williams of the University of London and 
British numismatist Joe Cribb. The name of the new Kushāṇa emperor Vima Taktu (or Takto) 
along with the translation of the original inscription were appeared in their article,4 which was 
published in 1995. From the 12th to 14th lines of the inscription, Kanishka I has mentioned the 
names of his great-grandfather Kujula Kadphises, grandfather Vima Takto and father Vima 
Kadphises.5 Thus for the first time, the name of Vima Takto was presented as the successor of 
Kujula Kadphises. Otherwise according to the traditional view, Vima Kadphises was being 
identified the successor of Kujula Kadphises.6 But the discovery of the Rabatak inscription 
confirms the true identity of the second Kushāṇa emperor Vima Takto. 

Whereas the Kushāṇa emperors were being determined by coins, so a very small 
number of copper and bronze coins have been found with the name of Vima Takto, the 
successor of Kujula Kadphises. We see the Kharoṣṭhī legend [deva]putrasa Vema Tak[ta] maha 
have been mentioned on the reverse surface of this bull and camel type copper coins. However, 
a large number Indian standard silver and Attic standard copper coins in Greek have been found 
from region of Bactria to Mathura. The inscription in these coins mentions in Greek BAΣIΛEΥ 
BAΣIΛEΥΩN ΣΩTHP MEΓAΣ7 (Basileus Basileon Soter Megas) means King of Kings, the 
Great saviour8 which shows that the ruler has been portraited on the coin is anonymous and 
known only by his title. Cribb did not think the Soter Megas and the Vima Takto as separate 
person. He found the Kharoṣṭhī monogram Vi from the reverse surface of some silver coins 
Soter Megas series. Cribb shows from some silver tetradrachm where Greek legend BAΣIΛEΥ 
BAΣIΛEΥΩN ΣΩTHP MEΓAΣ has been mentioned in obverse and the Kharoṣṭhī legend 
maharajasa rajatirajasa mahatasa tratarasa vema….. has been mentioned in reverse. By the 
mentioning the words of Soter Megas and Vema in a same coin, he deliberately considered 
Soter Megas and Vima Takto were same person and also thought the coins mentioned in the 
Kharoṣṭhī monogram Vi or Vima had been issued in the early reign of Vima Takto or Soter 
Megas. Further providing this similarity of coins, Cribb found an inheritable continuity from 
Kujula Kadphises to Vima Takto or Soter Megas. In addition, he suggests the continuity by the 
mentioning the legend Soter Megas in some of the coins of Vima Kadphises also. Despite the 
considerable achievement of deciphering the Rabatak inscription and inventing the name of 
Vima Takto, some important questions have been raised on the information provided by Cribb. 
One of them is why is the original name of Vima Takto absent in large number of coins of Soter 
Megas?  
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Professor Batindra Nath Mukherjee of the Department of Ancient Indian History and 
Culture at the University of Calcutta opposed to the name Vima Takto given by Cribb. He 
recited the Kharoṣṭhī inscription of some bull and camel type Kushāṇa copper coins and gave 
the name of the second Kushāṇa emperor is Vima Tākshuma. In addition on the basis of other 
inscriptions, he considered the name Vima Tākshuma is more acceptable instead from the 
erroneous Vima Taktu by Cribb.9 Mukherjee separately translated the Rabatak inscription10 and 
gives the name of Kanishka's grandfather is Saddashkana. According to him, Vima Tākshuma 
and Saddashkana are the same person. Although the translation of the Rabatak inscription of 
Mukherjee has been contemptuously regarded by Nicholas Symes-Williams is epigraphically 
meaningless.11 However, the German Indologist Harry Falk assigned the name of second 
Kushāṇa emperor is Vema Takṣuma on the basis of the inscription from the Māṭ Devakula of 
the Kushāṇas,12 which gives some support to the name of Vima Tākshuma by Mukherjee. 

The Emeritus Director of C.N.R.S.- E.N.S. Paris and prominent numismatist Osmund 
Bopearachchi raised important questions on the validity of same identity between the Soter 
Megas and Vima Takto. If Vima Takto and Soter Megas were same, why did not he engrave 
real name in his coins like his father Kujula Kadphises? Another question is why was the 
genealogical epithet Kushāṇa not engraved in coins of Soter Megas like his predecessor Kujula 
or successor Vima Kadphises, Kanishka I?13 

 
 

The Kushāṇa Vima Takto and usurper Soter Megas 
 

Now the time comes to disengage the Soter Megas from Vima Takto and Kushāṇa dynasty as 
well. We find many evidences of the use of the epithet Kushāṇa in the coins of the Kushāṇa 
emperors. It has been traced in some coins of Kujula Kadphises where Kujula refered Kuyula 
Kadaphasa Kushansa.14 Similarly, the name Maharajasa Rajatirajasa Mahatasa Khushaṇasa 
V’imasa is mentioned in the coin of Vima Kadphises.15 Also, on the coins of Kanishka I, we 
find the legend (Shaonano) Shao K (an)eshki Koshano.16 Therefore, absence of the epithet 
Kushāṇa or related name in the coins of the Soter Megas betrays the irrelevance to connected 
him with the Kushāṇa dynasty. 

In contrast the similarity of coins value between Kujula Kadphises and Soter Megas by 
Joe Cribb, Osmund Bopearachchi shows the difference between Indian standard Kujula’s coins 
and the Attic standard Soter Megas coins. In addition, the use of metal; denomination and 
iconography of the coins of Vima Kadphises are greatly differenced from the Soter Megas 
coins.17 Not only in terms of numismatic valued, but also in terms of geographical expansion, 
the Soter Megas coinage has not been found in the area of the Paropamisadae and Gandhara in 
the south of the Hindu Kush where Kujula’s coins have been found. Moreover, the Soter Megas 
coins have been found in isolation from the coin hoard of his predecessors or successors. 
Furthermore, Bopearachchi questioned about the absence of emperor’s name on the coinage of 
the Soter Megas unlike all Kushāṇa kings since the time of Kujula. We foreknown to the 
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meaning of the words Soter Megas (Basileus Basileon Soter Megas) is the great saviour, so it 
only could be used as an epithet, not had a real name of the anonymous king. If Takto and Soter 
Megas were the same person, why the main copper coinage of Soter Megas is dissimilar with 
a small number of Bull and Camel type copper coins named by Vima Takto?18  

In making of above arguments, Bopearachchi thinks that Vima Takto and Soter Megas 
can never be the same person. Rather, the Soter Megas was the usurper of the Kushāṇa throne. 
For support of the view Bopearachchi shows evidences from the Chinese source Hou Hanshu, 
where the text informs us the second Kushāṇa king Yangaozhen (Vima Takto) was the son of 
Qiujiuque (Kujula Kadphises). Qiujiuque died at the age of eighty, so his son was not too young 
that time. After Kujula’s death, Vima Takto took over the reign in a very short time, so the 
number of coins bearing his name is small. Yangaozhen or Vima Takto is credited as the invader 
of Tianzhu or India (mainly Indus basin). He appointed one of his generals to govern and 
supervise the state during his expedition to India, and during the temporary absence of him, the 
general usurped the throne. So, the contemporary usurper of the Vima Takto was the 
anonymous ruler titled by the Basileus Basileon Soter Megas. Bopearachchi fixes the dates of 
reign of Takto is approximately 90-95 CE and the Soter Megas to 97-110 CE.19  

In addition to numismatic and Chinese sources, we find evidence from the Dasht-e 
Nawur inscription discovered from Ghazni in Afghanistan. The Kushāṇa ruler mentioned in 
this text is considered as Vima Takto by Joe Cribb.20 The inscription proves that Takto ascended 
the throne by his own will. Thus it can be argued that Takto appears to have succeeded to the 
Kushāṇa kingship as Kujula's only heir. He did not have to face fraternal rivalry. So finally we 
are able to indubitably argue the anonymous Soter Megas can never be any descendant of the 
Kushāṇa. Vima Takto was dethroned by usurper anonymous Soter Megas sometimes after had 
gained the throne. The throne or kingdom would later be restored by his son Vima Kadphises.  

 
 
 

Vima Kadphises: The Saviour of the Kushāṇa Kingdom 
 

A little more discussion is needed to support the view of Osmund Bopearachchi. About 4500 
gold coins of Vima Kadphises and Kanishka I have been discovered from the Pipal Mandi at 
Peshawar in Pakistan in a bronze vase. Among these coins, Bopearachchi has drawn to our 
attention to three particular series of gold coins. The coin of this series provides by Greek script 
BACIΛEYC OOHMO KA∆ΦICHC in obverse and BACIΛEωC OOHNO TAKTO OY 
KOΡΡANOY YIOC in reverse, which mean mentioning the name of Vima Kadphises in obverse 
and Vima Takto in reverse.21 The Greek word OOHMO denotes VIMA. Bopearachchi identifies 
this series to be commemorative coins, where Vima Kadphises commemorating his father Vima 
Takto. According to him, such coins were from the early period of the reign of Vima Kadphises, 
when he wanted to proclaim that he was the rightful heir to the Kushāṇa throne by memorizing 
his father. Whereas at the time of Vima Takto, the Kushāṇa throne had been fallen by the hands 
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of an anonymous usurper Soter Megas, so Vima Kadphises had to promote the hereditary 
patriarchal identity in his own coinage in order to restore the throne and legitimatized himself 
on it.  
            Joe Cribb has shown to us the reference of the legend Soter Megas in some of coins of 
Vima Kadphises to be inheritable continuity from Takto or Soter Megas to Vima Kadphises. 
We would use this evidence, but interpret alternatively. Vima Kadphises being considered the 
great trata or saviour of the Kushāṇa dynasty.22 A series of silver coin him, the legend Basileus 
Basile(?) on Megas Ooemo Kadphises is inscribed in Greek on the obverse and Maharajasa 
Rajadirajasa Sarvologaiśvarasa Mahiśvarasa V’ima Kapiśasa Tratara in Kharoṣṭhī on the 
reverse.23 V’ima Kapiśasa Tratara means Vima Kadphises is the saviour of the Kushāṇa 
dynasty. He saved and rescued the Kushāṇa empire from the hands of an anonymous usurper 
of non-Kushāṇa. 

 

Identification of the Anonymous Soter Megas 
 
Now, the question inevitably would come about the identification of the Soter Megas. Thus, 
applying the meaning of the Soter Megas, great saviour, we can suggest to argue that the 
anonymous usurper Soter Megas seems to have been a Greek, while we find the icon of the 
Greek god Zeus in main coin series of Soter Megas.24 We have mentioned earlier that the 
Kushāṇas were responsible for the end of Greek rule in Bactria. Therefore, it was not 
unreasonable to assume the title of Soter Megas or great saviour by a Greek king who overthrew 
the Kushāṇa emperor Vima Takto. He ended Kushāṇa rule in Bactria and re-established Greek 
rule for sometimes. Perhaps for the reason he took the title Soter Megas or Great saviour of the 
Greeks (as a restorer or saviour of Greek rule). However, he did not use his name in coins and 
whereas his short regime there are no other historical information about his real name. 

  

Cultural Proclamation and Imperial Ideology of Vima Kadphises 
 
Making of the cultural uniformity was necessarily emphasized by early empires.25 Vima 
Kadphises had to need some cultural proclamation after restore the Kushāṇa throne along with 
the memorization of his father. whereas the throne was to be temporarily lost to the Kushāṇa, 
there had a possibility of loosening the binding of the imperial cultural ideology. Therefore, an 
attempt to establish the ideological unity within the empire could be seen in the coinage of 
Vima Kadphises. The subjects of the Kushāṇa kings were the people of diverse ethnic and 
religious communities into a vast ruling territory. Therefore the diversities of deities 
(Hellenistic, Iranian, Brahmanical, Buddhist, etc.) are seen in Kushāṇa coins, which can be 
considered the universal appeal towards the diverse subjects of empire.26 Elsewhere, plural 
number of deities are seen in coins of the other rulers, where the Brāhmaṇical deity Śhiva is 
only seen in coins of Vima Kadphises.27 So it can be interpreted by the representation of a 
single deity in coin, Vima Kadphises wanted to proclaim the clarity of the emperor and his 
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unique religious cum cultural identity into the empire. Whereas the Kushāṇas were temporarily 
dethroned during his father's reign, the emperor needed to make a common identity among the 
diverse ethnic and religious communities of large empire. So, this cultural unification was 
important one hand for retaining the ideological unity of the empire and other hand in terms of 
the usurpation and restoration of the Kushāṇa throne. Otherwise, why did the other Kushāṇa 
emperors after Vima Kadphises stop use single iconographic representations in their coins. 

The imperial ideology of Kushāṇas mostly reflected in the practice divinity of kingship. 
The divine imposition has been traced by their tremendous title of Devaputra (son of God). In 
addition, the temples built by the Kushāṇa kings at Surkh Kotal in southern Bactria and Māṭ 
nearby Mathura, where Kushāṇa emperors were worshiped along with various deities! As a 
result, Kushāṇa emperors will soon become from Devaputra to Devamanuṣ (God in human 
form).28 Although the subtle concept of this divinity of kingship was introduced from the time 
of Kanishka I, however the matter was not at all unfamiliar in the time of Vima Kadphises. 

Not only in epigraphic evidence, the divine representation of the Kushāṇa kings can be 
found in iconography of their coinage. We see in the iconographic representation of some silver 
and gold coins of Vima Kadphises, where the king, wearing a long coat, trousers, and boots, 
stands to front with his face turned to left; he has a long cap on his head; his half-raised left 
hand holds a part of the coat, while his right-hand throws something on an altar in obverse and 
in reverse, Śhiva standing to front with his partly upraised right-hand holding trident, his left 
hand placed on the hump of a bull.29 We can see that the emperor declaring Maharajasa 
Rajadirajasa Sarvologaiśvarasa Mahiśvarasa V’ima Kapiśasa Tratara. Thus in this 
iconographic representation, the royal masculinity of the emperor Vima Kadphises and the 
divine masculinity of the god Śhiva have been integrated. Where the Kushāṇa Emperor wanted 
to establish the strong authority of imperial ideology by proclaiming himself as the lord of the 
Sarvaloka, i.e., the universe, and the Mahī, i.e., the whole world. 

Moreover, we see in some gold coins30 of Vima Kadphises, the emperor's well-formed 
flaming arm has taken a superhuman form, which could be a kind of manifestation of divine 
and masculine combination of the emperor. Indeed the establishment of the imperial ideology 
by this iconographic representation on coins had to be absolutely necessary in context of 
dethronement of the Kushāṇa at the time of Vima Takto. Therefore, Vima Kadphises did not 
stop at just after had restored the throne, rather he took the initiatives to establish imperial 
ideology by various ways to maintain the stability of the regime of Kushāṇas as well as himself. 
Sometimes initiatives are reflected by memorizing father in coins, singular representation of 
deity for the clarity of the emperor's religious-cultural unity, elsewhere in the royal-divine 
iconographic displaying. It is certainly conceivable that the aim of the Vima Kadphises was to 
establish both political and ideological unity into the vast empire. 
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Conclusion 
 

Empire always wants to make ideology on subjects for political and economic stability. Hence, 
the establishment of the influence, control and authority over the people were became 
significant in the parallel process of political struggle for Usurpation and Restoration of the 
throne. Therefore, Vima Kadphises became in one hand, the Tratara or saviour of the Kushāṇas 
and on the other hand, the Mahiśvara or God-like ruler of the whole empire. Thus, the history 
of political rivalry of early empires is connected with making of cultural uniformity as well as 
imperial ideology.31 
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