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written by the victors." Constantinus’s victory in 312 was not only a political triumph but also 



construction. In analyzing Maxentius’s quest for legitimacy, this thesis moves beyond 
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• Maxentius’s building activities in 
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, known as the “ .”



for the “Rome centered” model of 



Tetrarchy, emphasized the “divine and family centered” origins of power. In this text, 

from the image of a “border commander” represented by his father; it positioned him as a 

“Roman prince” closer to the Roman aristocracy and the city's ancient traditions. However, in 

the same panegyric, the panegyrist described Maxentius as “born with every talent for the 

study of the liberal arts.”

profound ideological clash. Maxentius’s aristocratic, Rome



attributes this exclusion to Galerius’s personal animosity, claiming he found Maxentius 



supports Maxentius’s 



 



Diocletianus was manipulated by Galerius during this process, branding Maxentius as “unfit 

for office” or, in other words, “arrogant and disobedient.” 



“retirement” rule imposed by Diocletianus in 305. Diocletianus's observation of these 

“arrogant and disobedient” character, viewing his potential rise to power as a direct threat to 

but possessed the capacity to mobilize civic power as “Roman nobles,” as a systemic 



triumph of Maxentius's “native/Roman” identity over Galerius's “foreign/invader” 

periods, the model of a “separatist but legitimacy seeking” emperor pioneered by Carausius 



sense, both figures defended local loyalty and “rightful” leadership against the rigid 

was largely characterized by a silent tension regarding the “legitimacy of succession,” 



altered the political landscape, creating a “legitimizing gap” that Maxentius’s 

"jealousy" in Rome and that Maxentius could not bear to see Constantinus’s good fortune,



besieger's defeat. The soldiers’



The seemingly quiet phase of Maxentius’s life leading up to 306 was, in reality, a period 



Maxentius’s military 

circles. His firm stance against Galerius’s plans to disband the Praetorians and to tax Rome by 

Galerius’s policies from the inside. His continuous residence in Rome, dis

legitimacy in social base. When Galerius’s tax pressure on Italy intensified, Maxentius 









crisis to a narrative of personal envy. By claiming that Constantinus’s elevation was an 

Dumser 2019, 53; Doležal 2022, 265.



propaganda calling him a “ pagan tyrant,”

Jastrzębowska 2016, 511



 

referencing of the city’s past but rather with two layers of 

himself forward as Rome’s new founder (

ideological connection between the city’s divine origins and his own biological son, whom he 

named “Valerius Romulus.”



 

Maxentius’s desire to 



a subject of intense historiographical debate. Josef Ceška argues that Maxentius ruled 

Doležal 2022, 266.
For a summary of this historiographical debate and the opposing views of Češka and Barnes, see Doležal 

Doležal 2022, 268.
Doležal 2022, 266.



of Diocletianus’s bureaucratic appointment system when confronted with the raw 

Doležal 2022, 266.

Doležal 2022, 268; Van Dam 2011, 229.



Doležal 2022, 268



break in Rome’s perception of legitimacy. 

28; Doležal 2022, 270
Doležal 2022, 271





Doležal 2022, 271.



2.12; Doležal 2022, 271



2.14; Doležal 2022, 276.



Doležal 2022, 278.
35; Doležal 2022, 278.



5), which were primarily minted during the later years of Maxentius’s reign, seemed to 







2; Doležal 2022, 278.



Doležal 2022, 288.



advanced along the Tiber’s edge 

Doležal 2022, 288; Panegyrici Latini XII (IX), 9





Van Dam 2011, 250; Doležal 2022, 295



decode Maxentius’s struggle for power, located precisely at the center of this relations and 





Maxentius’s true political intentions is a severe methodological error. These texts do not 





Maxentius’s status as a 

Senators belonging to Rome’s most ancient aristocratic families were entrusted with the 

İbid.



), the city’s sole remaining 

purple from his son’s shoulders before an assembly of 

their existence and Rome’s historical privileges. Following his father’s betrayal, Maxentius 





demonstrated by surviving epigraphic evidence from North Africa. Domitius Alexander’s 

revolt was ruthlessly crushed by Maxentius’s praetorian prefect, Rufius Volusianus. 





Maxentius’s 









Doležal 2022, 288.



Maxentius’s





Constantinus’s expropriation (



Doležal 2022, 268; Van Dam 2011, 229.







contemporary sources, particularly Lactantius, record, the name of Galerius’s mother





Lactantius, De Mortibus Persecutorum 28; Doležal 2022, 270
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Doležal 2022, 277; cf. Van Dam 2011, 156.
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during Maxentius’s establish of legitimacy are 



Doležal 2022, 265



Waldron 2022, 58; cf. Doležal 202





historically and in terms of the city’s established 
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administrative stability under Maxentius’s civic administration



This necessity drove Constantine to launch one of Late Antiquity’s most 

Constantine’s conversion to Christianity was not just a matter of personal theological 



required to uphold the duties of the city’s legitimate protector, as defined by his religious 



legitimacy by employing Rome’s administrative framework

internal weakness of Maxentius’s civil

Although Constantine seized Maxentius’s urban legacy, 

and his transformation of Rome’s topography





providing the clearest visual articulation of evidence of Maxentius’s political stance.While the 





founders of Rome. By decoupling his dynasty’s legitimacy from the abstraction of the distant 

–





the Tetrarchic order’s dynastic exclusion. This dynastic claim was no longer an abstract 

formal achievement that extends well beyond Maxentius’s assertion of an abstract right of 

The emperor’s effort to be demonstrating his religious 











The Battle of the Milvian Bridge, which concluded with Maxentius’s death in the Tiber on 

Constantinus’s administrative takeover of Rome immediately eliminated the civic



Constantinus’s infrequent and brief stays in Rome throughout his reign provide clear proof of 

The emperor’s prolonged administrative absence created a formal break for the Senate and the 

. Imperial residences, circuses, and temples that served as hubs of the ruler’s 

becoming a peripheral concern compared to Constantinus’s military campaigns and his quest 



– –





This formal reality provides clear evidence of how deeply Maxentius’s framework of 

procedure proves that Maxentius’s influence persisted within the urban 

Constantinus’s immediate 





While the appropriation of monuments served as a way to absorb Maxentius’s civic legacy, 
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Constantinus’s military authority and the growing influence of ecclesiastical authors 
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