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CHAPTER 17.

COMMENTARIES ON SISUPALA7ADHA

Sisupalavadha one ef the fire classical poems is held in 
high esteem by Sanskrit sehelars and enjoys great popularity fro* 
the tine ef its composition. The poem is a rich store-house ef 
classical learning abounding in vast Mythological, religious, 
philosophical, political, geographical, social and other Materials 
which are useful for the study of India's cultural history. Such 
a poen is bound to be a touch-stone of Sanskrit scholarship and 
it would not be intelligible to readers without the guidance of 
a competent conaentatdr. A story, current in literary circles, 
reveals the difficult nature of the poen. Migha couposed the 
poeM and consulted his poet-friends regarding its merits. They 
found it too difficult to1be understeed and therefore advised 
him to go and. stay for about a year in a village on the banks of 
the river Mahl and to recast it after the passage of the stipu­
lated period. SI Magha acted accordingly# their advice and the 
result is the present poem. It is said that the title of Maha- 
mahepadhyaya was conferred on one who wrote a commentary on one 
of the five classical poems. It is because of this and the 
difficult nature of the poem that a fairly large number of 
scholars was tempted to try their skill by writing a commentary 
on the poem. Consequently, a fairly rich literature of commen­
taries came into existence-a fact which shews the increasing 
popularity of the poen.



-58-

I have been able te trace 48 ceraentaters of the peea, 
seme ef idiom are mentioned in the histories ef Sanskrit lite­
rature and in CC (Aufrecht). As most ef these commentaries 
are not published and their Mss. could net be obtained on 
loan, It becomes difficult te furnish information regarding 
all these commentators, X shall rest content by dealing with 
seme of them. I have attempted to give below the names of 
these commentators and their commentaries, their personal
history, their date, their work etc.as gathered frem the eata-

[ \legues available to me.

The infermatien regarding these cemmentaters is given 
in the alphabetical order of their names because their chrono­
logy is doubtful.

(1) Bhasadatta or Bhavadatta or Bhavadatta.
He belonged to Sandilya Gotra in which was born the

Illustrious Vacaspati Misra. He had a son called Dharmaditya
who was popular by the name Vareaitya. He get a son named
Blvakara whose son was Nayasarnan. Devadatta, the son of Naya-
sarman was the father of the present commentator Bhagadatta.

_ 1The name of his mother was Arundhatl.

He wrote a comm, on Sisu. which is entitled "Tattva- 
2kaumuii or Saravali”•

1. Tawney: No. III. p.33.
2. Pt.Sivadatta, P. 16; Krisnamachariar's HSL P.167, Mitra VII. 

p ■ 168 , No .2405.,
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A cemm. en Raghu. called ‘Subedhini* by Bhavadeva is 
ne tided by Mitra (Vel. VII. p.141.He.2374). Bat it is difficult 
te identify this Bhavadera with ear conar.

He has alse written a eeam. en NC. which is called 
differently in different eatalegmes. The varlens names ef the 
eeam. are Sirasarasvati, Gudhapadavivrti, Naisadhacarita Viva-
rana and Bhavadeviyi er Bhavadattiya after the name ef the

1anther.

(2) ihiglgaJhax
This ceaaentater was descendant ef Balabhadra, a learned

priest patrenised by king TJddyetaeandra whe was the descendant
ef king Rudracandra ef Kormaeala er Kwmaynn. Bhagiratha* s
father was Haradeva. His/surname was Arasathya and belenged te

2Pitmandi family.
- - 3

He wrete a cemm. en Sisn and called it Aniyasi.

His ether werks are 
-4

1. Cemm. en Raghu called Jagaceandracandrika after 
the name ef the king whe patrenised his ancester.

1. Krlsna, HSL. P. 182.
2. Mitra? IV, p.206, He. 1632.
3. Krlsna,HSL. P.157? CC. p.394? Pt.Siradatta p. 16? L.1632
4. HSL. P. 117.
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2. Cena. en NO. called Bhagirathi after his naae.
23. Ceaa. en Megh. called Tattrajtipika.

3
4. Ceaa. en Kuaara. called Lalita.

4
5. Ceaa. en Kirata.

5
6. Cent, en Kavyadarsa.

67. Ceaa. en Deyiaahatnya called Vi jay a.
7

8. Ceee. en Mahianah Stetra.
He belenged te the 17th century ef the Christian era.8

(3) Bharata Malllka er Bharatasena.

He was the sene ef Gaurahga Mallika who was a physician.
9

Gaurahga was bera in the faaily ef Hariharakhaha. It appears that

Gaurahga was his father*s name and Mallika his surname. He beleng-
10

ed te Bengal and Hired at Kanchrapara in the Heegly district.

He appears te be a deretee ef Lerd Sira as he salutes Him in the 
11

beginning.

1. Ibid. P.182.
2. Ibid. P.363.
3. Ibid. P. 118.

4. Ibid, p.153.5. Ibid. p. 732 '

6. Mitra, Vil. p. 169, He.2407
7. Ibid; III. p. 37. No.1065

8. MM.H.P.SastrirASB VII.p.115.

9. Mitra; p.116.Ne.5145.
10. Ibid* Vi.p.144
11. CSCL, VI. p.39.
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He wrote a comm. on Slew, ealled 'Subedha' . He mentions
2

names of his father and the com. m in the beginning ef the con.
It also becomes dear from this beginning that he was a devotee 

3
ef Lord Siva.

1

A elese study ef his work dearly shews that he was 
prefocient in Grammar, Lexicography, Sahityasastra and the science 
ef Medicine.

His original works are:-
; 4

1. Upasargavrtti.
52. Efcavarnarthasahgraha.
63. Drutabedha-Vyakarana. (with comm. Drutabedhini).
7

4. Dvirupa-dhvanlsangraha.
85. Vaiiya-Kulatattva.

9
6. Sukhalekhana.

107. Ganapatha.
118. Karakellasa.

1. HSL.P.157; 10, 3222-3; L, 3176.
2. 10, 3222-3

n nmw it
3. Ibid. 4. Mitra, IX. p.252.Ne.3177; HPS,II.p.21
5. Ibid,VII. p.173,He.2412. 6-8. Ibid, II.P.55.N©.6X1
9. Ibid, p.29, He.568. 10. EPS,II.p.34.He.47.
11. Mitra,VII. p.173, Ne.2412.
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Qver and above these ©riginal works he has written conns, 
©n the f©Hewing.

, 11. Comm. ©n Raghu.
22. C©>nt. ©n Euxtara.
3

3. Comm. ©n Bhatti.
4

4. Comm. ©n Ghatakarparaka.
5

5. C©bbu ©n NC. (Subodha)
6. C©mm. ©n Eumara-Bhargaviyam ©f Bhanudatta

77. C©wb. called Mugdhab©dhini ©n Amarakosa.
88. C©mm. called Prates'© ©n Naledaya.

9
9. C©am. ©n Megha.

1010. Bingadissthgraha.

6

It Is difficult t© say anything definately about his 
11date. Pr©f.Wilsen remarks*"he is considered to have flourished

in the middle ©f the last century'1 II.. Dr.Mitra is not definite in his
remarks regarding the date ©f the commentator. At ©ne place* he

12remarks*'he lived about a hundred years ago* * the other, 'he lived
13about 150 years ago* * and at the third, 'he lived about 300 years 

14 15
ago', Aufrecht agrees with the first remark ©f Dr. Mitra.

I. HSL. p.117. 2. Ibid. p.ll$
4. Ibid, p.359 5. Ibid, p.182
7. Mitra, II. p.6. N©.529.
8-10. Ibid,II.p.318. N©.926
II. Essays* VI. p.207
12. Vbl.I.p.223
13. V©1.VI. p.144.

3. Ibid, p.145 
6. Ibid, p.774 (f.n.)

14. Vbl.VII.p.173
15. CC. 396
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Krisnamachar iar remarks, 'lie lived about 1800*. He mentions
* 1

•Kavikalpadruma of Bopadeva.

2
A Ms, of his work Is, however, dated Saka 1758s1836 A,D, 

But this date seems to refer to the copying of the Ms. by a scribe 

and not to the composition of the commr.

He follows the Mugdhavabodha Vyakarana in the grammatical 
3

explanation of words,

(4) Bharat!-tirtha.

Ho information is available about this commr. except
‘ ^ 4

that he wrote a comm, on Sisu called 'Slsuganakrtabodhavya-tika*.

There is a Ms. of this comm, in the Anup Library,Bikaner. It has
in-

25 folios and breaks off at verse 116 of canto II. It is/complete.

(5) Brhasnati-elsra.

Ho other information is available about this commr.

except the following. He wrote a comm, called *Nirnyabrhaspati’ or
5

'Sisupalavadha-viveeana’ on our poem. This comm, is Incomplete.

It covers cantos II-? of the poem.

1. HSL, P. 145. (f.n.)
2. Mitra, IX. p.252. ( I

jrmwi -ernfftmm £#ll)

3. Cal. Orie, Jl. p.162. March 1936

4. Anupa, Ho. 158.

5. 10, 32225 HSL. p.157.
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The ether works ef this eemisr. ares
,11. Comm. en Raghu.

22. Cess, en Kumara.

(6) Candrasekhara.

Candrasekhara, sen ef Visnu Pandlta wrete a comm.
3 scalled SaMarbha-elhtamani besides two ether cornu . His comm.

sen Magha Is useful as It makes mention ef several eemur .en 
Magha and who were Candrasekhar*s predecessors In tills parti­
cular field.

s sThe following ecmm • and comer • have so far been
found mentioned there: Sarvamkasa, fol. 208a; Padmandbha, Bhava-' . J&su.datta, Dhrtidasa, Hadhusudana. (e.g. fel. 5a en S^.1.4:
■fiSjri Jt'Zrg.tf: l fmjfim- ySfrflfo / fall* 5b on|¥,i‘.5:
Ffw BfF^es^rii Fdrifamcjizn .^Fr

Sfisu. n
folio 345b on XVIII. 16:. J77fan ^Trjr: m-*W:(
wFrfir'rrF^m nrtr SiMzrfecr -8^%t

tj$rjr¥*yrpw / ^

fel. 6a en ^*,1.7: : fW'fl'i $w$tr &

iJtf-dZl: I fit-rvqw <9tt: ^aq^-pr-pr

Witr-pr Irwmuft
*1 C.

1. Ibid, 531, 997;HSIi*p.117. 2. Ibid,228,1073;HSL.p. 118
3. 10, 3232, 3223; L.3040.
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Besides Dhrtidasa* a Dhrtikara is mentioned (e.g. fal.
247b an Sisu. XII. 40s qi fhgM; viirkqzfl fqj^ppBr
dj&p-frr^: I M^-zirBrPcT qZM j JJlglpj Z-fl^cVpfpf -q\

also fella 271a, 293a).

Further Vallabha wha is different from Kavivallabha,
£>i^u.

but perhaps identical with Vallabhadeva is mentioned (e.g. |[?.I.ls
gr4 feivqPr fftfr hW{PT

sprf-qcqipfir crofrn (

~ sis ii,Bharata is quoted (e.g. f©l. 293a an |v.XIT. 87s
****$&■ & 3m: I )- he is nat Bharata-

sena but probably the authar of Nltyasastra.

The ceamr. is well-feeadn in the subject. This conjec­
ture is aade an the strength af several authorities quoted by the 
authar. Mention may be made af,the fallowing. Gajasastra (fal.

. 1 j

341b), Mahiaacarya (fal, 2a an Sisu.I.1. This Mahiaacarya is a 
rhetorician probably Rajanaka Mahiman, the authar of Vyakti- 
viveka) and again (fol. 291a. an Sisu.XIV. 75); Rudrata (fal.

, f ' r ‘

157a); Vaaana (fol.309b); Sabdabhedaprakajsa (fal. 341b); Samsara- 
varta (lex. fal. 6a an Sisu. I. 7).

This cans, requires a fuller explanation.

His other works ares
, 1

1. Coma, an Sakuntala.; ., • ■ 2

2. Coast, an Hanunannataka. (2nd recension by Madhusudana).

1. HSL.p.594. 2. Ibid, p.641.



-66.

(7) Carltravardhana«
_ !•'The complete lineage ef this eonnr. is as under.

Jinaprabhasuri
»

Jinadeva
i

Jinaneru
*

Jinahltasuri
t

Kalyanaraja
t

Caritravardhana.
Thus he was a pupil of Kalyanaraja who in turn was a 

pupil of Jinaprabhasuri* the heai of Kharataragaceha. It is obvious 
fro* this that Caritravardhanja was a Jain.

He was identified* through Mistake, with Tidyadhara or
2SsMtyavidyadhara, son! of Basaeandra Bhisak (CC.p.186. Aufrecht

3
seens to follow Dr.Buhler). This error is corrected by Pref.Gode.

<r' c~ 4He wrote a cemm. on Sisu.
5

Krisnanachariar remarks* "He was a Jaina and wrote at 
the request of Sadhu Aradakvanalla of Srinata race."

1. HJL. p.514. 2. CC.p.186
3* Cal. Ori.Jl. Vel.III* pp*32—40.
4. HSL.p.157; TanJ.Cat,?!. 2506} Kh.86*B.2,96.
5. HSL. p.117. f.n.
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But the Sadhu at whose request he wrote this eons* is
differently named by two Mss. of the coon, in OI.Baroda, as 

‘1Srisahastramalla.

His other works ares
2 • '

1. Comm. on Raghu.
3

2. Conn, on Kumara.
43. Conn, on NC.

4. Cobb, on Raghavapandaviya
65. Cobb, on Megha.

5

His cobb. on Megha. is published by Sri Narayana Sastri 
along with his own comm.‘Bhavaprabadhini* and that of Mallinatha 

in the Chaukhamba Sanskrit Series, Benaras (1931).

7
6. Cobb, on Sindmaprs&ara.
It is a Jain poeB beginning with this word.
Prof. Code places him, with the help of Internal evi-

■ 8
dence, between A.D. 1172 and 1385.

Dr. Sandesara, however informs us that Caritravardhana
9

wrote his cobb. on NC. in Sam. 1511: 1455 A.D.
__________[__________________  } '

1. 01,11,No.9079, 9ft 9382 ( .... -

and jMmw*r£p* l 2ir )
2. HSL,p.117. 3. Ibid, p.118. 4. Ibid, p.182, 5.1bid,p.l89
6. Ibid, p.363. 7. HJL. p.5l4. 8. Annals B0RI.7ol.XV.pp.109-111.

9. SSG. p.28.
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H® ceaposed his coma. ®n Sidaaprakara in Saa. 1505 :
1449 A.D.

- > 1 \ *

Pr®a this it appears that he lived in the 15th cent.A.D. 

<8> DsS££Jda*.
He ether informatien about this cobb. is available 

except the following.

He was the sen of Dvaipayanabhatta. He wrote a conn.
r 2

called "Sarasaagrahanam” on the poea Sisu. where he states that
r -he consulted the coaaentaries of Haridasa, Vallabha and Sriranga-

deva. In the colophon of the coaa«, he aentions the naaes of his
3

father and that of the eeaa. . The eena. is incomplete. It is 
printed with Vidya-madhava * s eoaa.

(9) Dharaadatta Unadhvava.
He is a modern commentator. He wrote ©a coam. called 

•Sudha* on Sisu. It covers only first two cantos of the poea. It 
is edited by Sri Narahari Sastri Thatee and published in the 
Chaukhamba Sanskrit Series (1934 A.D.), Benaras. It is aeant for 

the exaainees and ceaprises 3-f<-327; ^p?r,
c.'Zffog-fc’] and ^7^ .

1. Desai. HJL. p.514,
2. HSL. p.lS7$ GC.I.' p.656j DC, X?. 7382.

3. DC, XX. 11812. c jnr 40*1$4IJ1
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(10) Dlnakara.

He was sene of Dharmangada and Kanala. He wrote a
1comm, called * Subodhlni* ©a Sisu. This coma. Is available in 

fragments. The Bombay University Ms. of the comm, contains
coma, ©n cantos IX-XIV. The colophon mentions the name of his

2 , ~parents. The Ms* '©frithis. coma, is available in three fragments.

1. The Ms. in possession of the Bombay University
3

contains cantos IX-XIV.
2. The Ms. In possession of the Oriental Institute,

4Baroda, contains only some verses of canto XV.
3. The AK. Ms. contains last 40 verses of canto XVI

5
and cantos XVII to XIX.

Aufrecht Informs us that he composed this comm, in 
1385 and wrote a comm, on Raghu (CC, 1891, Vol.I).

(11) Dlvakara.

The onlyVthat can be mentioned about this commr. is 
s ; 6 7

that he wrote comm . on (l)1 Sisu.and on (2) Megha . No other

detail is available..

1. Bom. Uni. Bfe.II., N©.2257. CC.I.p.656; III.p.l36$AK, 541.
2. (Kf •Rivztipyi {fry:

Bom. Uni. Bk.II.
3. Bom.Uni,Bk II, 2257
4. 01,No.5458
5. AK,541.

6. HSL. p.l57;NP,151.
7. 10,1516. HSL.p.363.
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(12) Ekanatha.
{

He was the desciple ef Janardana Pant of Devagiri. He
travelled far visiting sacred shrines and performed many miracles
as Sid ether great teachers ef religion. Efcanatha occupied a place
between Namdeva and Tukarama and taught the Bhakti cult. He lived
in 1S28-1609 A.D. Besides being a poet in Marathi, he wrote phile-

' ' "1 2 sephical peems and cemaentaries on (1) Sisu. and (2) Kirata . He
hSwrote comas, en Kirata and Durga matmya (CC,V«1.I).
K

about him

(13) Garuda.
c~ r 3

He wrote a comm, on Sisu. Nothing further is known

(14) Gaurlnatha Pathaka.

He is a modern eosmr. on the poem. He wrote a comm.
ron Sisu. This comm, is meant for the beginners and examinees. It

eeDers only first two cantos of the, poem. It is called *Subodhlni*
and is written on the lines of Dharmadatta Upadhyiya’s comm, which

rawe notices above. This comm, is published (Sadabhavan,Benaras) in 
the year 1934 A.D.

(15 ) OSlil&a

His father was Tripathi Khedu. He wrote the comm.
r' r 4

called 1 2 3Hasanti* on Sisu. i

1. HSL,p.157 4. HSL, p.157., Adyar, 86.
2. Ibid, p.163
3. Ibid, P.167J B, 296.
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His ether works ares
11. Cornu. on Krsnakarnamrta♦2!' ' '2

2. Cons, on Gitagovinda.

(16) Gevindamlsra.

Otar knowledge about him is negligible. His father was 
Sukhadeva. The fact worth noting is that the Mss. of his comm, are

- , 3
rare. Aufrecht mentions only one Ms. of the comm, on Sisu. (ce.I 
p.656)•

/* «E

He wrote a comm, on Sisu. His other works are a comm.
gon NC. , Nalodya and Salivihanasaptasati of Kumaradeva (CC.Vbl.I, 

p*l67).
Aufrecht mentions one Govindamisra, the author of 

Upadhivartlka (CC. Vol.III.p.36).

Fortunately we get good information about this commr. 
The name of his father was ITisnudas and that of his mother Mula- 
devi. Visnudas is said to have been profieient in astronomy and 
astrology and was the sen of Saktumisra who is said to have appeas­
ed Gtd Fisnu at Murarinagar. Saktumisra was the son ef Jyestha of 
the Hudra family, belonged to Kasyapa-getra and was resident of

Labhapura.

1. Ibid, p.337; 0udh,?i.4. 2. Ibid, p.342.
3. B.2, 96 4. B.2, 96.
5. HSL, p.183; Hash. Cat.70.
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He wrote a comm. called 'Arthadlpika* en Slsu.
He gives a full account about his parents etc. in

la
the beginning ©f this comm and in the colophon. He seems to be 
well-versed in Poetics and quotes Kavyadarpana.

f ' ’The comm. Is incomplete. It covers first twelve 
cantos and the first verse of the thirteenth cant© of the poem. 
It is not published yet.

His other works ares
21. Comm, on Raghu. 3

2. Comm, on Kumar a.43. Comm, on Kirata.

(18) Harldasa. Siddhanta-Vagija.

He is a Bengali scholar. He is alive. He coses from 
illustrious family. He is the son of Vidhumukhl and Gangadhara 
Vidyalankara who was a great scholar. He was born in 1876 A.D* at 
Unashia near Kotwallpara in Faridpur District, Bast Bengal, a 
place described traditionally as 'Second Kasi* where Brahmins

1. DC, 7883; HSL, p.157. .
la. jjfik

-DC.XX.Ho.11813.
2. HSL.p.117.
3. Ibid, p.118.
4. Ibid, p.153 and p.llll.
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worship a hundred thousand idols of 'Siva*. His grandfather, Kasi- 
candra Yacaspati was an eminent scholar and was ninth in descent 
from Yfidavananda Nayacarya. Among his ancestors was the famous 
Madhusudana Sarasvati.

Hariddsa was renowned from boyhood for his piety. He 
attained great proficiency in Sanskrit literature at the tender 
age of 13. His literary career began when he was 14 years did. At 
that age, he wrote the play Kamsavadha and the campu Kamsavadha.
At the age of 16, he composed the poem called Sankarasambhava in 
five cantos, at 18, the play Janakivikrama and at 20, the poem 
Yiyogavaibhava.

He mastered several branches of knowledge under several 
teachers? e.g. he studie| Kavya under the late Jivananda Vidyasagara? 

Nyayasastra under the late MM. Hamanatha Siddhantapancdnana? Purana 
under the late Kasleandra Vacaspati? Smrti under Anandacandra Vidya- 
ratna? Samkhya and astrology under his father and grammar under 
the late Gevindacandra Yacaspati, Kasicandra ft Yacaspati, Vra^a- 
kumar Vidyabhusana and his father. He learnt by himself seme 
branches like Vedanta and Mimamsa.

He worked as a teacher in his home town but was soon 
invited by the Zamindar of Nakipura under whose patronage he carried 
on his literary activities and worked as professor of Sanskrit in 
the Tel of the said Zamindar.

His present tindertaking is the great task of preparing
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an authoritative text of the Mbb in Bengali script with a Bengali 

translation and the cornu, of Nilakantha. It is nearly completed 

and three-fourth of the work, is already published. It has been 

highly appreciated by the great poet Rabindranatha Tagore and others 

like MM, Hariprasada Sastri, Dr.S.K.Chaterjee etc*

His scholarship and contribution to Sanskrit lietrature 

were appreciated by the Government and consequently the highly 

eovetable and the rarely-attained title of MM. was conferred on 

him in 1933. He also enjoys other titles such as Bharataearya, 

Kavyatirtha, Mahakavi, Mahopadesaka, Purina Sastri, Sabdacarya, 

Sankhyaratna, Smrtitirtha and vyakaranatlrtha.

A. His original works, arranged chronologically, are as

follows.

Name of the work. Nature Year

1. Kamsavadha Drama 1890 A.D,

2, Kamsavadha Campu 1890 A.D,

3. Sankarasambhava Poem 1892 A.D,

4. Janaklvikrama Drama 1894 A.D,

5. Viyogavalbhava Poem 1896 A.D,

6. Viragasarojini ' Dramai
1899 A.D

7. Smrticintamani A book of
Hindu rites 
and rituals 1909 A.D

8* Rukminiharana An ornate 
poem. 1910 A.D

9, Vangiyapratapa Drama 1917 A.D
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Name ef the work Nature Year

10. Sana% a Samsklra Reform ef 
Hindu
Society 1923 A.D.

11. Mivarapratapa Drama 1945 A.D.
12. Sivajlcarita Mahanitaka 1946 A.D.
13. Kavyakaumdi Rhetorics 1951 A.D.
14. Vidyavittavivada Poem 1952 A.D.
15. Sarla Prose

Romance •
16. Taidikavaiaadmamsa History -
17. Bidhaber Anukalpa Bengali -
18. Judhisthira Sanaya Bengali .

(Nete:- Nos. 5, 6, 7,8,9, 11, 17 and 18 are published.
Hie remaining are net published. Moreover the figures 
given after each in the first case indicate the years ef 
publication and in the secend the years ef composition)

B. He has written a commentary ©n Sisu. in 1926 A.D. The Comm, 
reveals his great scholarship and depth.

Over and above this,, he has written commentaries on the 
following works.

1. Uttararamacarita 4th edn. 1913 A.D.
2. Malavikagnimitra 2nd n 1913 A.D.
3. Malatimadhava 4th it 1914 A.D.
4. Dasakunaraearita 3rd ti 1915 A.D.
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5. Kadanbari 
(PurvSrdha) 4 th edn 1916 A.D.

(This edition contains» in the preface, his photo with
a short life-sketch on the reverse by his son).
6. Sahityadarpana 5th edn 1918 A.D.
7. Meghaduta 2nd " 1919 A.D.
8. Kumarasambhava 2nd " -
9. Mrcchakatika 3rd •* 1920 A.D.

10. Sakuntala 2nd '* 1922 A.D.
11. laghuvamsa - -

12. Sisupalavadha 2nd " 1926 A.D.
13. Naisadha (Purvardhal I

l” (Uttarardha) f 2nd '*
19491A.D.
1927 A.D.

14. Mudraraksasa 2nd » 1929 A.D.
15. Mahaviraearita Coon, with

Bengali
Translation

16. Vikrmorvasiya R

It may be noted that except Nos. lSisnl 16* all eonmentaries 
are published.

Our head bows down t© such a prodigy of learning who goes
1©n enriching literature tirelessly and zealously.

1. This information is based on (a) HSL.p.673. and
(b) the valuable data supplied s© kindly by Dr.A.N.Jani of 

M.S.TJniversity iBaroda.:
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(19) Javaslmehacarva.

Nothing is known about this commr. except that he wrote a
- ; icoism. on Sisu.

(20) Jivananda Vidyasagara.

He was a well-known modern Bengali scholar who taught 
Kavya to Harida SiddhSnta Vagisa. He is the author of several 
commentaries ©n poems* prose-romances and poetics.

2He wrote a comm, on Sisu. He has also edited Mallin&th's 
famous Sarvamkasa ©n Sisu. in two parts. The first part comprises 
cantos I - X and is published in 1925 A.D. (Saiavada jnaaaratnakar 
Press, Calcutta) and the other comprises cantos XI - XX and is 
published in 1884 A.D. (Valmiki Press, Calcutta).

His other works ares-
■3 '

1. Comm, on Raghu.
,4 .

2. Comm, on Kumar a. 53. Comm, on Bhattikavya.
, 64. Comm, on Kir at a.

7
5. Comm, on Ghatakarpara.

86. Comm, on Megha.
9

7. Comm, on lalodaya.

1. HSL, p.157; Cochin State Mss. 6. Ibid, p.153,printed Calcutta
2. Ibid, p.157, printed Calcutta. 7. Ibid, p.359, it ii
3. Ibid, p.U8, " * 8. Ibid, p.363, n n

4. Ibid, p.118, " " 9. Ibid, P.371, n n
5. Ibid, p. 144, "
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8* Comm. on Dasakumaracarita.
' ' ' 2

9. Corns* on Kavyadarsa.

33ms It can be easily seen that his literary output is 
considerable. His scholarship is deep and varied.

(21) Kavlvallabha Cakravartin.

He is known te have written a comm, called * Slsubedhinl*
,; s -or ’Magha-tika* on Sisu. It is complete. This comm, deserves

special notice as it omits the concluding verses of the poem which
give us the biographical data of the poet. It is possible that the
commr. considered them superiors. It ends with the words given in

4the present foot-note.

(22) Krsna Pandita.

, . 5He wrote a comm, nailed Sabiharthadipika on Sisu. The 
comm, is incomplete. I have come across the mention of only one Ms. 
of the comm, and this mention is made in the Govt.Collection of Mss, 
BORI. The Ms. appears to be old. The material used is paper and the 

script is Devanagari.

There are three scholars of the same name mentioned by
Krisnamachariar in his HSL (p.953). One Krsna Pandit is connected

6
with Suktisundara, the other wrote a comm, on Karpurastava and the

7
third is the writer of a comm, on Krsnakrnamrta.

1. Ibid, p.465, printed Calcutta.
2. Ibid, p.732, w "
3. HSLj p.!57$ 10,635, 3222, 3223,

±Jr<r c rkrgtfikryr)
5. BORI, V©1. XEII,pt.II,No.761
6. CC,I.116. 7._Ibid.
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1Krsnakari is also mentioned. He wrote a c©am. on Kirata. But in 
absence of definite proof, it is difficult to say whether our 
commr. was the same as one of these or not.

* /(23) Lakshalnatha Sarwan.

Fortunately the commr. himself gives little biographical
data in the colophon of his comm. Lakshminatha was son of Narayana

__ /Sarman who was son of Caturvedi Vamsldhara Sarman, His grand-father
2

was a scholar and his father was devoted to Lord Narayana.

, , 3He wrote a comm, called Sukhabodhini on Sisu. The comm, 
is incomplete. It goes as far as canto IX. 78. The full text of 
the verses is given as they are commented upon.

Only well-known Kosas and works of grammar are quoted by

the eeramr.
That he calls the comm. Sukhabodhini is seen from the 

4
introductory verse.

5His other work is a comm, on Megh.

1. DC, XX. 7701; HSL. p.153.

Aft

Jpf:]
3. CC.II. p. 156; 10, 112, 173.
4. 3/7 /pTJcfrcy- ffcqcrft$& JFiqftf I

Jj7s?*pc2rp-r <§/>Bj ll

S» HSL# p»363«
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(24) Madhavacarva.

"Along with the revival ef Hindu political power in Seuth
India in feurttenth century by the establishment ef the kingdom of
Vijayanagar, there was also great Renaissance of Hindu Religious
literature. The two-fifures - Madhava and Sayana - took the lead

1in this Renaissance" observes Shri Doraiswami Iyengar in intro­
ducing Madhava. Both entered and captured lietarary, religious and 
political fields. Shri Doraiswami further informs us that Madhava 
looms large in the field of religion and the Advaitins take him 
to be an incarnation of Sankiracarya. The greatness of Madhava lies 
in the fact that he is hailed in literature as the greatest and the 
most encyclopaedic scholar, in politics as the founder and the 
minister of the last greatest Hindu Empire and in religion as an 
incarnation of God himself and as the supreme epostle of the 
largest sect of Hinduism.

Finally Madhava and his younger brother Bhoganatha are 
said to have become Pontiffs of Srngeri Math as Vidyaranya and 
Bhartikrsna Tirtha respectively.

Thus according to Shri Doraiswami Iyengar Madhava is 
to be identified with Vidyaranya.

Over and above this, the following theories are put 
forward regarding Madhava and Sayana

1. Jl. of Ind. His., Vel.XII, pp. 241-50, 1933.
I
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1. Brunell - Madhava and Sayana identical.
2. Dr. Yenkatasubbhah ©f Mysore identified Vidyaranya 

with Kriyasakti, the guru ©f Madhava-mantrin.
3. Dr. Satlscandra Vidyabhusana confused Madhava with 

Madhava the founder of Dvaita school.
4. Mr. R.Iarasimhaearya distinguished Madhava from 

Sayana, Sayana-Madhava, Madhava-mantrin and 
Kriyasakti but retained the identity of Madhava 
and YLdyaranya.

5. lev. Heras tried to identify Madhava-mantrin 
with prince Mallappa Vodeyar.

6. Mr.R.Rama Rao of Mysore has effectively destroyed
„this identity. He has also tried to differentiate

' •- ■ 1
Madhava from Vidyaranya .

This last view would completely dissipate the Vidya- 
ranya legend and reduce Vidyaranya from the high position to 
that ©f an insignificant ascetic who presided over the &rngeri 

Math from 1377 to 1386 A.D,

The whole of the available evidence has been carefully
2scrutinised by R. Rama Rao and his plea for the separation of 

the two persons (Madhava and Vidyaranya) is in our ©pinion very 

sound.

1. I.H.Q., 1930 (December), 1931 (March).
2. Ibid.



This Madhavacarya has written a commentary on Sisu.
1called Maghakavyanirnaya. He has the following other works to 

2his credit.
1. Vedabhasya, N'aaanukramani.
2. Akhyatanukraraani.
3. Sarvanukramani.
4« Nipatanukramani.
5. Nibandhanukramanl and Bhasya.
6. Namanighahtu.

There is one Madhava who has written a comm, on Kirata. 

(25) Sarman.
4

He wrote, a comm., called *Sisubodhini*on Sisu. Aufrecht

tary bytKavivallabha, as given in catalogue. I0.No.3823.w It is
incomplete and covers first five cantos of the poem only. That
the comm, is meant for his pupils is evident from the introductory 

5verse. He gives his name and that of his comm, in the eolophin

1. Cat. CP by Rai Bahadura Hiralal, Nagpur, 1926.
2. Aufrecht, CC$ Vol.I (1891).

(CC.III.p.136) remarks "The whole preface agrees with the common-
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The Mss. of this coraia. appearst© be rare. Hie present 
Ms. is the only one so far noticed by me. The material of the Ms. 
is paper. There are eight lines a page. Its extent is 2560 verses. 
The character is Bengali, appearance is tolerably old, the prose 
is generally correct and the date is not given.

(26) Mahesvara Paneanana.

He wrote a comm, called fMaghatattvasamuccaya' on
, , 1 , ' ■Sisu. Hie comm, is incomplete. It extends up to XX. 43 of the

■ 1 ‘ j

peem. The comm, on last verses of the last canto (XX) of the poem 
is not given..

Moreover, for cantos II to V of this comm., Slsupaia-
vadhavivecana or Nirnayabrihaspati, the comm, on Sisu. by Brihas-

2
patimlsra is substituted, the colophon of which runs thus.

The other characteristic of this comm. Is that the 
quotations are rare. Vaijayanti (lex. fol. 5b) and Vrittikara 

(on 1.15, fol. 3b) are quoted.

(27) Malllnatha.

Mr.M.S.Sastri in his Second Report on the Search of 
Sk.Mss. has shorn that Mallinatha belonged to Tailangana (Andhra)

1, 10. 708, 3222, 3223; CC.II.p.103.

-10,3222
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^»ieh fact is now accepts* as established. He was a Telugu Brahmin, 
belonged to Kasyapagotra and Kolacala family, He was the grandson 
of Mallinatha and son of Kapattdin. Peddibhatta add Kumarswami were 
his sons.

Date:
1. Kumaraswami says in his preface to Ratnapana that 

he was son of Mallinatha. He further informs us in his comm. on 
Prataparudriya that Mallinatha had bath in geld and pearls 
(Kanakabhiseka) at the hands of Sarvajna SinghbhupSla of Recharle 
family, on the occasion of Sodasa sacrifice which he performed 
with the help of his four brothers, four sons, four sons-in-law 
and four relatives.

He was Invited by Devaraja of Vijayanagar to settle 
some contests about the terms ‘Vaisya1 and1Vyapari* in connection 
with a stone inscription found at Conjeevaraa. fhe manuscript 
containing his judgment is found in G.O.Library,Mysore. Malli-

i

natha quotes from Sahityacintamani, a work of Komati-Verna of 
1409 A.D.

It is on these grounds that Krisnamachariar assigns 
him a date of 1400-1414 A.D.

2. K.B.Pathak is of the opinion that Mallinatha flourish-
1ed in the latter half of the fourteenth century.

1. Int. to Megha
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3. Mallinatha is said to have lived in the court ©f 
Praudha Pratapa Devaraya or Devaraja II and the dates for Deva­
raya II are fiven as 1419-1446 A.D. in Mys. Arch. Reps.,(1927), 
26. This agrees more with K.B.Pathak's opinion.

4. Narayana, the son ©f Nagesvara and tenth in descent
from Mallinatha, says In the prefatory verses of his comm, on
Bhojacastpu that Mallinatha was honoured by King Virarudra ©f
Warrangal and his grandson Peddabhatta was bathed in gold by
King Sarvajna (Singa). At the invitation ©f Praudha Pratapa
Devaraya of TTijayanagar (1414-1446 A.D»), Mallinatha wrote

1
7aisyavamsasudharnva.

There is one thing which deserves notice in this 
2 3

connection. Narayana in his comm. on Campuramayana gives a
different account of the geneology ©f Mallinatha family.
According to him Kumaraswamin was the son of Peddubhatta and
Peddubhatta and Mallinatha were brothers. Narayana traces his
geneology thus? Kumaraswami - Sambhu- Bhaskar- Nagesvara-
Kondubhatta- Nagesvara and Narayana. This account is different
from the one given by Kumaraswami and noted above. Krisnama-

4.chariar, therefore, rightly holds that the words of Kumara­
swamin should be considered more weighty than those ©f Narayana, 
a descendant of several generations from Kumaraswamin.

1. HSL? p.505.
2. Ibid, p.120.
3. DC, m. 8212.
4. Ibid, p.?96.
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6* Prof.Handiqui puts him in the fifteenth century A.D. 
or the latter half ©f the fourteenth century. This generally agrees 
with the date assigned by K.B.Pathak.

His works.

„ 1 Mallinatha wrote a coram. called Sarvamkasha on Sisu.
This coraia. like his coramentaries on other works is extremely
popular and is pre-eminently adapted to the needs of the advanced
readers. It is sufficiently expressive without being prolix. He
never makes an unnecessary display of knowledge, but strictly

2follows the principle he himself lays down.

The reason of the popularity and wide-acceptahce of 
coma, is that he had several commentaries at his command and he 
often consulted them and made use of then while writing his own. 
Thus his comm, has a clear advantage. It is an improvement on the 
preceding ones. He has borrowed explanations from Vallabha’s 
commentary on cur poem especially with regard to such points as 
could not be settled without learned discussion.

He is the only commentator besides Vallabhadeva on our 
poem who detects the interpolations and rejects a number of verses 
as spurious.

His comm, on the poem contains quotations from Fanini's 
grammar, Smritis, treatises ©n music, drama and various lexicons.

1. Printed everywhere.
2. rorfm /



87-

The style ef his comm* on the poem is Dsudanvaya i.e. the running 
prose intermixed with explanatory quotations here and there as 
opposed to that of Vallabhadeva* s comm* on the poem which is 
Khandanvayl i.e. the analytical one.

Thus it appears that the learned commentator wrote his 
commentary ©n the poem with a view to improve upon the older 
commentators by way of polishing their style, curtailing their 
unnecessary long observations and citations of authorities ana 
correcting them where he thought necessary.

His scholarship.

From the study of his comm, on our poem, we find that 
he is a commentator of great merit and literary acumen. He was a 
profound grammarian well-versed in the Nyaya and Vaisesika
systems of philosophy, thoroughly acquainted with Pauranic as

equally at home with Yoga system and well as secular literature ,/Tantras as he himself tells us in one
1of the introductory verses to his coram. on our poem. He was 

Mahamaopadhyaya as is evident from the colophon at the end of 
each canto of the poem.

His other works are:
A. Original works.
1. Mir aka vy a.
2. Raghuviraearita
3. Vaisyavamsasudharnava.

1. Sisu, NSP. Ed.p.l
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B. The following are the commentaries written by him.
1. Amarakosa (Amarapadapari^ata).
2. Bkavali (Tarla).
3. Kirata (Ghahtapatha).
4. Kumara (Sahjivanl)
5. Tarkikaraksa (Niskantika)
6. Bhattikavya
7. Megha (San^ivani)
8. Raghftvamsa (Sanjivani)

19. Nalodaya
10. NC (Jivatu)

(28) Padmanabhadatta.

Nothing is known about this commr. except that he wrote 
, „ 2

a comm, on Sisu. and he was the son ©f Damodaradatta and the grand-
/son ©f Sridatta and he wrote Bhuriprayoga (Bex),aarc©mm. on Bhuvane- 

, - 3
svari stotra of Prithvidhara.

(29) Pedda Bhatta.

The name ©f the commr. is spelt variously as Paddha
Bhatta, Pedda Bhatta, Paddi Bhatta and Peddu Bhatta. He wrote a

J 4comm, called *Magha-Vylkhyana* or ’Sanjivani’ on Sisu.

1. DC, XX. 7923; HSL, p.371.
2. HSL, p.157
3. Aufrecht, c.e. Vol.I.
4. DC, XX.7893. HSL, p.157.
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Venkatanarayana, a descendant ©f the Kolacala family gives
' - i

the gene©logy of the eommr. as follows.
Hallinltha (honoured by Virarudra)

*

tKapardin (author ©f Srautakarikas)
• * .,

. *

> »s .. Peddubhatta
(Mahopadhyaya Cornmr. ©n 

1 Naisadha)
i 
*

Kumar as wamin.

Mallinatha

But Kumaraswamin says in his preface to Ratnapana that he
iwas son of Mallinatha. Krisnamachariar rightly holds that the 

words of Kumaraswamin should be considered more weighty than those 
of Venkatanarayana, a descendant of several generations from Kumar a- 
swamin.

Thus Pedda Bhattabelonged to 15th century. M.Sesagiri
2Sastri brings to our notice the fact, "He i.e. Papayallayasuri, 

the eommr. on Krsnakarnamrta, does not aspire t© such a fame as 
acquired by Peddibhatta, that is Mallinatha who wrote commentaries 
on many poems." , ; !

The original passage contemplated here is as in the foot 
3note. It appears, thus, that Papayallayasuri considered both Malli 

hatha and Peddabhatta to be the same persons.

1. HSL, p.?96 2. Sg. Rep.No..2. p.58

3* qf^f£rt$r: °~j *j j
Ibid.p.200.
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Aufrecht also identifies Pedda Bhatta with Mallinatha
'i * - ’

(cf. CC. p.345, where the entry is given thus -"Peddabhatta - a 
name of the comer. Mallinatha.” and on p.434 - "Kolacala Mallinatha 
provincially called Peddabhatta).

1But Krlsnamachariar holds a different view when he says 
”He was the son of Kapardin and grandson of Mallinatha of Kolacala 

family.”

Hence,under these circumstances, it is not possible t© 
say whether Pedda Bhatta was another name for Mallinatha or was 

his grandson.

Pedda Bhatta has written the following commentaries over

and above the one on Sisu. mentioned above.
, 2 

1. Comm, on Kirata. ■.
■ 3 ■

2* Comm, on NC.

(30)

Nothing is known about this conmr. except the fact that 
4

he wrote a comm, on Sisu.

(31)

fhis commr. is also equally in dark. The only thing n
O S 'that we know about him is that he wrote commentaries on Sisu. and 

6
Kirata.

1. HSL. p.183, f.n. 2. DC,XX.7873; HSL,p.l53
3. DC,XH,8212; HSL,p.l83. 4. HSL.p.157. 5. HSL, p.157

6. HSL,p.153.
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(32) Sarasvatitirtha.

He was torn at Tribhuvanagiri, near Kalpi in Cuddapah 
District, In Madra’sePresidincy. He was the son of Mallinatha.
But this Mallinatha is. a different person from that famous commr. 
of the same name and is not known to he an author. This Sarasvati- 
tirtha, before his initiation, was known as Narahari.

, , 1He wrote a comm, called *Balabodhini( on Sisu. It
appears from this comm, that the commr. was a learned man. He
quotes from Visva besides Amara. The colophon at the end of canto 

2XIV reads thus.

His other works ares-
3

1. Comm, on Kumara.
42. Comm, on Megha.

, «3. Comm, on Kavyaprakasa .

(33) Srikaritha.

The only source ©f information about this commr. is 
6 ; 'Krisnamachariar who introduces him as under.

"He was Variar bjt caste and lived in Jayasimhamangala on 
the banks of Daksinaganga in Malabar. All the members ©f his family

1. BO. BK.II. No.2258 .

3. B.156; HSL,p.118.
5. HSL,p.756

4. Cambridge University Library,HSL,p.363 

6. HSL,p.157, f.n.



were known by the name of Srikantha." He was born in the family 
of one Rudra of Yarler caste* His grandfather was Srikantha.

,1
He wrote a comm, called Balabodhini on onr poem Sisu.

It is incomplete. It breaks off in the third canto. It bears the2
colophon as given in the foot note. His teacher was Srikantha- 

2
carya.

(34) Sriraheadeva.

Nothing is known about him except that he wrote common- 
, ; 3 4

taries on Sisu. and Kirata. . His comm, on Sisu is called fGu#a- 
rthapadabodhini* or ’Padarthadlpika *. Aufrecht informs us that 

he also wrote a comm, on Suryasataka (GC,Vol.I).

5
The colophon gives his name and that of the comm.

(35) Sukhfivasu JhS.

He is a modern commentator. He wrote a comm, called
.' 6 f ; 1 •'

Sisupalavadha-Vyakhya on Sisu. He is a noted grammarian.

The comm, is incomplete. It covers only VIth cant© 

completely and leaves VIIth cant© incomplete.

1. TC,III. 3904; IV. 4722; HSL, p.157.
2. zfiyirRrRr%fqi&trk

eP#°p/kjfl*nfk 'Fn?: w/ dc,xx. 11732.

3. DC,XX. 7885.
Mlthila.

4. HSL,p.157. CC.I.p.656. 6. No.161.



-S3-

It appears that there are very few Mss. of this comm. I 
notieied only one in the Cat. ©f Mss. in Mithila by K.Jayaswala, 

Patna. 1933. The material of the Ms. is dark white paper, the 

character is Maithill, the appearance is old, the handwriting is 
illegible, the date is uncertain and it is deposited in Raj Library 
of Darbhanga.

(36) Yallabhadeva (Anandadevavanl^ . 

There are three known Sanskrit writers who go by the name 
Vallabha.

1. Utpreksa Yallabha.
He made himself famous by making free use of the figure 

of speech called Utpreksa-poetic fancy. His work- Bhikshatana 
kavya- is available only in fragments. He belongs to an older 

generation of poets like Kalidasa.
2. Yallabhadeva.

He, the author of Subhasitavail, was an anthologist 
(1450 A.D.). He also belonged to Kashmir.

3. Our commentator Vallabhadeva.
He is much anterior to the second. He was the son of 

1
Ananda-deva and was a follower of Kashmir Saivism. He belonged to

Kashmir . He was a MahamahopAdhyaya as is sk evident from the
h

colophons. He also bore the name Farmartha China and his teacher 

was Prakasavaisa.

1. Colophon of each canto of Sisu. runs thus:
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Dates (1) 10th century Theory.

He seems to have flourished in the beginning of tenth 
century as it is corroborated by the colophon at the end of the 
commentary on Devisataka of Anandavardhana, which runs thus

frostr) JlZeptf 2fl} o^f /
47?^-?} 4$ 44ra4 II

Hie verses would mean, "In the Kali era 4078 (977 A.D.) during 
the reign of King Bhimagupta ©f Kashmir (975-979 A.D.), Kayyata, 
the son of Candraditya and the grandson of Tallabhadeva composed 
a commentary on Devisataka."

This colophon is a strong and clear proof to establish 
the existence ©f Tallabhadeva in the early years of the tenth 

century.

Thus Kayyata clearly mentions him and declares that he 
(Kayyata) was the grandson of Tallabhadeva and the son of Candra­
ditya. It is on the basis of this evidence that Pt.Durgaprasada
identifies our commentator with the grandfather of Kayyatta, who

1 2 3
wrote in 977-8 A.D. Messrs Hultzch and Peterson agree with
Pt. Durgaprasada. Peterson is also inclined to believe that the
verses quoted in Subhasitavall and Sariigadharapaddhati under^
Tallabhadeva must have been by the commentator Tallabhadeva.

^ — j
1. Int. to Takrokti- paneadka.
2. Int. to Megha. 3. Int. to Subha. 4. HSL,p.ll9
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(2) 12th Century Theory.
Bat Dr.G.V.Devasthali (A Descriptive Catalogue ©f the Sk 

and Prakrit Mss. in the Library ©f the University of Bombay, 1944; 
Bk II. pp. 767-8) objects to this identification ©f the grandfather 
of Kayyata with our commentator Vallabhadeva. According to Dr.Devm-

- ' " j

sthali this hardly possible. On one place eur commentator refers to 
his own commentary on Rudrata (i.e. Kavyalamkara of Rudrata) who is 

said to have flourished towards the end of the ninth century. Again 
Vallabhadeva has criticised the ©pinion of Hemacamdra expressed by 
him in his grammar and is attacked In the Gunaratnamahodhdhi which 
was completed in 1141 A.D. Hemaeandra-was born in 1088 A.D. and 
died in 1172 A.D. Vallabha, therefore, concludes Dr.Devasthali, 
cannot have flourished earlier than twelfth century A.D.

S.P.Pandit says Vallabhadeva must have lived long before 
1Dinakara i.e. 1383 A.D. K.B.Pathak places him in the twelfth cen- 

2tury A.D. Krisnamachariar appears to agree with these scholars.

The last but one verse at the end of Vallabhadedeva*s 
comm, on Sisu.appears to lend support to the theory that he cannot 
have flourished earlier than twelfth century A.D. Hie verse in is 

as follows. jii c $) ^2) J
earfr-r? II

1. Int. t© Raghu.
2. Int. to Megha.
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According t© thfespresent comm, ©n Sisu. seems to have been
t ‘ *

composed in the Saka year 1201 which is given hy the words'Bhu** l,
un-* Tyoma*:0, and ‘Bhasvat*:12, the word 'Rane* being/intelligible. The 

era corresponds to 1336 Ann© Tikrami or 1279 A.D. and does, in no 

way, accord with the admission that Tallabhadeva lived in the begin­
ning of the tenth century A.D. as shown by the colophon in Devisataka.

The subject requires further investigation.

His works*

1. Tallabhadeva wrote a comm, called * Samdehavishaushadhi*

on our poem Sisu. It is an improvement ©n the preceding commentaries
2

according to his own admission. It commands a respectable position 
as the oldest and the best commentary. It is freely drawn upon by 

later commentators Mallinatha, Carfttravardhana etc.

It is called *Saiatika* which means 'the essence of commen­

taries* or 'Sandehavishaushadhi* which means *an antidote against the 
poison of doubt*. It is written in 'Kathambhutini' style i.e. in a 

manner peculiar to Kashmir and N.W.India where the study of this
; k

comm, is in much vogue. This style is analytical one (Kh and an a vay a)
r. '" ’

and quite different from the style called Dandanvaya, the running 

prose intermixed with explanatory quotations here and there. The
i

former explains the meaning of verses ,in the form of questions and 

answers - not unlike the modern direct method, which makes the idea 
contained in a verse quite intelligible even to an average reader.

1. Printed Srinagar, 1935.
2. $cTl JJifljfa 0? Jhg mm ZTcZt&ifl (** ^: /

w> II -Prefatory verse No.3.
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The writing of commentaries in, this way seems to have been 
the practice in Kashmir during the days ©f Vallabha. Its advantage 
over the other commentaries ispLt explains in a clear and lucid way 
the difficult puns, difficult words and other poetical nineties* It 
makes the path smooth to go through the text and understand its 
intricacies. Vallabha's commentary on our poem Is with clear-cut 

I sign-posts and easy halting-places to lead the reader to the desti­
nation with a feeling of renewed strength and freshness. Hence it is 
quite fitting that the merit of Vallabha is recognised in the form 
of the study of his commentary with great zeal in Kashmir and else­
where.

It appears from the remark made by him in the beginning
' i. 1 ,!of his commenatry that he has done his best to utilize the material 
at his disposal accepting better explanations and rejecting ambi­
guous and controversial meanings from the commentaries of his

I ' ’

predecessors in the field. Several commentaries have succeeded him. 
But the latest and the;best of them is by Mallinatha.

His scholarship:
Prom the study of his comm., we find that he was well- 

versed in Panini. It appears from his frequent references to the
Grammar of Panini that this grammar was more widely studied in
!

Kashmir in those days than it was in recent years. He was equally 
proficient in Patanjall's Bhasya, rhetoric, sciences of drama and 
music, Kamasastra, astronomy, politics, Smrltis and Pur&nas. He 
has collated and composed his text while he was writing his commen­
tary on it (vide comm, on VI. 58). His comm, on Ekakshar and
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and Dvyakshara verses,is different from his successors. He was 

well-up with Prakrit also.

His other works ares
‘ ' 1

[
I

1.
2.
3.

4.
5.

6.
7.

8.

9.

Comm, on Raghu. .

Comm, on Kumar a.

Comm, on Megha.

Comm, on Haravijaya ©f Ratnakara.

Comm. on Suryasataka.

Comm, on Vakroktipaneasika.

Comm, on Rudrata's Kavyalamkara.
%

(This he refers to either hy the name of Rudrata-.2
tika or Alamkara-Sika ).

Comm, on Kirata.
Gloss on Devisataka.

(This was amplified and later on changed in the 

form of a commentary by Kayyata)

Several anthologies have quoted verses under his name.
i ,

This means that he is the author of some other literary works which

1. Works from 1 to 9 except 4 mentioned in the Int. to Sisu. with
1 ~ r - ,

Vallabha’s comm., ed. by R.Kak and H.Sastri, 1935, Shrinagar. 

While No.4 is mentioned by Krsinamachariar in his HSL on p.161. 

■2. (Tide his comm, on Sisus <gf«£7 w -IV.21
; and -VI.28)
3. See verses No.2, 150, 452, 977, 1038, 3136 ©f Subhasitavall ed.

by Peterson and Durgadasa
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are lost to us. These verses are In various anthologies and on 
various topics. This proves his high literary attainments and 
versatile genius.

Vallabhadeva certainly ranks along with Haridasa 
Siddhanta Vagisa and Malllnatha as one of the most learned and 
versatile commentators ©n Magha.

It may he added in this connection that there is a Ms. 
in the Bir Library, Khatamandu, containing a comm, called Vallabha 
on Sisu dated L.S.428 (1546 A.D.) by Vallabhacarya. But this 
Vallabhacarya cannot be the advocate of Suddhadvaita who flourished 
in 1473 to 1526 A.D.

i > | 1 2

Moreover, there are two copies ©f a coma, on Magha*s
Sisu. in the Palace Library, Darbhanga and both of them are called
"VaHabhoddhara*1. Onfe of them in 240 folia goes upto the 55th

verse of the 20th canto only. The other which is dated L.S.389
(1508 A.D.) closes with the 15th canto. There is nothing in either
of the Mss. to show that they are by Sri Vallabhacarya, the advocate

1of Suddhadvaita except the name.

(37) Vidvamadhava.

2Krlsnamachariar Informs us that our commentator Vidya-
madhava was a native of Milalaya near Gunavati. He was well-versed

i ; ; • '
1. The letter dated 24-9-51 from the Librarian, Palace Library, 

Darbhanga.
2. HSL, p.190.
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uin all the sciences and Vedas. 1 2 3 4

He was a poet at the court of the Calukya King Somadeva, 
very probably Soraesvara IV ©f Kalyan who reigned about 1126-1138 A.D. 
Thus ©ur Cbmmr. must have lived in the twelfth century A.D.

He wrote a coma, called ‘Sisupalavadhavyakhya* on our 
poem Sisu.1 The Mss. of the comm, seem to be rare as n© other Ms. 

is noticed by any one except two (Nos. 175 and 176) by T.Ganapati 
Sastri. The extent of the Ms. numbered 175 is I-X cantos while 
that of the other numbered 176 is I-XIII cantos. Hence the comm.

is incomplete.

His other works ares2
1. Comm, on Kumara.- 3
2. Comm, on Kirata.

(38) Vrisakara.
i

Nothing is known about this coramr. except that he wrote
/ 4 , ,a comm, on ©ur poem Sisu.

The following five commentators on SisupSlavadha are 
mentioned by Candrasekhara in his commentary on 3isu. They appear

1. TCS, Trivendrum , 1916,Vol.IV.No. 175.
2. HSL, p.118
3. DC,XX. 7769
4. HSL, p.167; Sah, XIX. 208.



101-

to be ©Id. The commentaries said to be written by them are not 
available. They are not mentioned in any cat. of Mss. Hence the 
bare mention ©f their names is made as follows.

(39) Baladasa.
(40) Dhritidasa.
(41) Dhritikara.
(42) Madhusudana. 1
(43) Padmanabha.

The following are the names of commentaries ©n Sisu. of 
unknown authorship.

'1(44) Magha- Tritti.
' ; 2(45) Magha-Vyakhya-Sudha.
^ ' .3(46) Padavibhaga Karnataka-tika.

/I v
It is meant for the beginners. The words of stanzas are 

split up and shown separately for the convenience of the beginners 
in the study of the poem. The Kanarene meaning is also added.

(47) This is a commentary in Telugu. It is incomplete. 
It extends from canto I to VI of the poem.

5(48) India Office Catalogue mentions one commentary 
of our poem. It is for cant© II only. The comm, appears t© be Malli- 
natha*s minus the grammatical discussions of any difficulty.

1. Bik. 2. ASB, Vol.II, 1934. 3. DC,XX. 1918. No.11746.
4. Ibid, No.11723. 5. I0,7ols II.pt.II,p.lO?2. No.7027.

5 1
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