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CHAPTER IV.
COMMENTARIES ON SISUPALAVADHA

éi%apilava@hg ene of the five classical peems is held in
high esteem by Sanskrit schelars and enjeys great pepularity frem
the time of its compositien. The poem is a rieh stere-heuse of
classical learning abounding in vast mythelegical, religious,
philesephical, pelitical, geographical, social and ether materials
which are useful fer the siud? of Indla's cultural history. Such
a2 peem 1s bound te Bp'a t&ush;stome of Sanskrit schelarship and
1t would net be inﬁeliigiﬁlé»to readers witheut the guldance eof
a competent conmenﬁétdr. A,qtory, current in literary circles,
reveals the diffieuit'natﬁre;or the poem. Magha cempesed the
peem and censulted hié poet-friends regarding its merits. They
found it tee difficult te'be understeod and therefore advised
him te ge and. stay for abéut'a year in a village en the banks ef
the river Mahi and fi recast it after the passage of the stipu-
lated peried. 2 Mﬁghﬁ acted aceordinglite their advice and the
result is the present peem. It is said that the title of Mahi-
mahopadhyaya was cenferred en ene whe wrote a commentary on ene
of the five classical peems. It is because of this and the
difficult nature of the peem that a falrly large number of
schelars was tempted te try their skill by writing a cemmentary
en the peem. Censequently, a fairly rich literature of cemmen-
tarles came inte existence-a fact which shews the increasing

pepularity ef the poem.
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I have been able te trace 43 commentaters ef the peem,
some of vhem are mentioned in the histeries ef Sanmskrit 1lite-
rature and in CC (Aufrecht). As most ef these cemmentaries
are net published and their Mss. ceuld net be ebtained en |
- lean, it becemes difficult te furnish infornation'regarding‘
all these cemmentators, I shall rest centent by deaiing with
some of them. I have atteapted to give belew the names of
these commentaters and their commentaries, their personal
history, their date, thgir“wnrk ete.as gathered frem the cata-

legues available to me.

The infermatien regarding these cemmentaters is given
in the alphabetical erder ef their names because their chreno-

lezy 1s deubtful.

(1) Bhagadatta er Bhavadatta er Bhivadatta.

He belenged te Sandilya Getra in whieh was born the
111ustrieus Vacaspati Misra. He had a sen called Dharmaditya
vho was pepular by the n;ne Varcaitya. He got a sen named
Divakara whese sen was Nayasarman. Devadatta, the sen ef Naya-
Sarman was the father ef the present cemmentater Bhagadatta.

The name of his mether was Arundhati.

He wrote a comm. en Sisu. which is entitled "Tattva-
2

keusudi er Saravali®.

1. Tawney: Ne. III. p.33.
2. Pt.Sivadatta, P. 16; Krisnamachariar's HSL P.157, Mitra VII.

p.168, Ne.2405.’



A cemm, o,njfiaghﬁ, called *Subedhini' by Bhavadeva is
neticied by Mitra (Vel. VII. p.141.Ne.2374). But it is difficult
te identify this Bﬁavadava with eur commr.

He has also written a cemm. en NC. which 1s called
differently in different catalegues. The varieus names of the
comm. are Sarasarasvati, Gudhapadavivrti, Naisadhacarita Viva-
rana and Bhavadeviya er Bhavadattiyd after the name of the

1
auther.

(2) Bhagiratha,

This cemmentater was descéndant of Balabhadra, a learned
priest patrenised by king Ugidyotaeandra whe was the descendant
of king Rudracandra ef Kﬁ:ﬁi_&ala or Kumayun. Bhagiratha's
father was Haradeya. His;sim:ame was I.vasathya and belenged te
P1twandi ran11y.2 '

He wrete a cemm. en Sisu and called it Apiyasi.a
His othér‘ works are
1. Comm. on Raghu 4 called Jagaceandracandrikd after

the name of the king wvhe patrenised his ancester.

1. Krisna, HSL. P.”182.

2. Mitra; IV, p.206, Neo. 1632.

3. Krisna,HSL. P.157; CC. p.394; Pt.Sivedatta p. 16; L.1632
4, HSL. P. 117.
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2, Comm, en Nc.l called Bhigirathi after his name.
3. Cemm. en Megh. called Tattvq_dipiki.z

4, Comm. on Kumara. called La11t§.3

5. Comm. en Kirita.fu '
6. Comm, on Kéyyédaréé.s ‘
7. Comm. en Devimahdtmya called Vijayi.s
8. Coemm. on Méhinnaﬁjsﬁotra. !

8
He belenged to the 17th century ef the Chrigtian era.

(3) Bhgrata Mallika er Bharatasena.

He was the scﬁg:cf éaufiﬂ:a Mallika who was a physician.
Gauranga was bern in the family ef Hariharakhi&a.glt appears that
Geuranga was his fatherts néng and Mallika his surname. He beleng-
ed te Bengal and lived at K;nchrapara in the Heegly distriet.lﬂ

He appears te be a devetes of Lerd Siva as he salutes Him in the
11

beginning.

1. Ibid. P.182. 8. MM.H.P.SastrizASB VII.p.115.
20 Ibido P03630 9. mtr‘; p.llﬁ.N..5145.

3. Ibid. P. 118. 10. Ibid, Vi.p.144

4. Ibid. p.153. 11. CSCL, VI. p.39.
5. Ibid. p. 732 : S

6. Mitra, Vii. p. 169, Ne.2407

7. Ibid; III. p. 37. No.106§



. e
\ . _
He wroteka»epnm.»on Sisu. called 'Subodhi'l. He mentiens
names of his father and the cema. ® in the beginning ef the cemm.
It alse becongs ¢lear frem this beginning that he was a devetee

of Lerd Siva.

A clese study ef his work clearly shews that he was
prefocient in Grammar, Lexicography, Sahityasidstra and the science

of Medicline,

His oxjiginalf m:k: are:-
1. Upasargavrtiti.
2. Ekavarnarthasangraha.
3. Drutabedha-Vydkarana. (glth cemm, Drutabedhini).
4, Dvirﬁpa—dhvargiuﬁggaha. :
5. Vaiiya-—Kulatagtva.
- 6. Sukhalekhang.
10

7. Ganapatha.

) 11
8.Karakellasa.

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

2., 10, 3222-3 . .
’ oy 2 ggemﬁmﬂr

anids wiRafia |

Aagalgs ga:

— s

mary i Yia: g0l
3, Tbid. 4. Mitra, IX. p.252.Ne.3177; HPS,II.p.21
50 Ibii,VIIo p0173,N0024120 6"80 Ibii' II.P.55.N0.511
9. Ibid, p.29, Ne.568.  10. HPS,II.p.34.Ne.47.

11. Mitra,VII. p.173, No.2412.
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Over and abeve these eriginal works he has written comms.

on the fellewing.

1
l. Comm. en Raghn.

2. Cemm, on Kumara.
3. Cemm. on Bhappi.am
4, Comm, on Ghatakarparaka.4

5. Cemm. en Nc.s(Subodhi)

6. Cemm. en Kumira-Bhir;éviyan of Bhinudatta6
7. Comm. called Mugdhabedhini en Anarakoéa.7
8. Cexm. called Prgkiéh on Naledaya.g

9, Cemm, en Megha.

10
10. Lingadisahgraha.

It is difficult te say anything definately about his
11 e :
date. Pref.Wilsen remarks;"he is considered to have flourished
in the middle ef the last century". Dr.Mitra is net definite in his

remarks regarding the date eof -the cemmentator. At ene place, he

12
remarks,'he lived abeut a hundred years ago!, the other, 'he lived
: 13 ,
abeut 150 years age' . , and at the third, 'he lived abeut 300 years

14 15

age', Aufrecht agrees with the first remark ef Dr. Mitra.

1. HSL. p.117. 2. Ibid. p.118. 3. Ibid. p.145

4. Tbid. p.359 6. Ibid. p.182. 6. Ibid. p.774 (f.n.)
7. Mitra, II. p.6. Ne.529.

'8-10. Ibid,II.p.318. Ne.926 14, Vel.VII.p.173
11. Essays: VI. p.207 15. CC. 396

12. Vel.I.p.223

13, Vel.VI. p.l44,



‘63‘ )

' Krisnamachariar remarks, 'he'gived abeut 1800'. He mentiens
o 1
'‘Kavikalpadruma ef Bopadeva.

. ) o
A Ms, of his work is, however, dated Sgka 1758:1836 A.D.

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

and net te the compositien of the commr.

He follows ;he'Mncéhivabodha Vyakarana in the grammatical
explanatien of werda.

(4) Bharati-tirtha.
No {nformatien is availsble abeut this commr. except
that he wrote a comm. ;n éiéﬁffgalled 'éi&uganakrtabodhavya-tiki'
There is a Ms. eof this c@nn. in the Anup Library,Bikaner. It has

in-
25 folieos and breaks off at varse 116 of cante II. It is/complete.

(5)’Brhg§pati-misra=

No ether 1§formation is available abeut this commr.
except the fellewing. He wrete a comm. called 'Nirnyabrhaspati' er
, - 5
'Sisupalavadha-vivecana' en our poem. This comm., is incomplete.

It covers cantes II-V of the,pyen.

1. HSL, P. 145. (f.n.)

2. Mitra, IX. p.252. c-?nazs@?rmraféﬁ?ﬁ T g i |
amm =ngaio gra: ,qﬁmﬁrwl)

3. Cal. Orie., J1l. p.162. March 19236
4, Anupa, Ne. 158.
5. 10, 32223 HSL. p.157.
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The ether works of this ecomnmr, aie:
. -

1. Cemn, en Raghu.
: 2

2. Cemn. en Kumara.

(6) Candrasekhgra.

Candrasekhara, sen ef Vignu Pandita wrete a comm.
' . 3 i s
called Safdarbha-cintimani besides twe ether comm . His comm.
" : s
en Magha is useful as it makes mentien of several eommr .en

Migha and whe were Candrasekhar's predecessors in this parti-
cular field,

s s
The follewing eonn « and ecommr . have so far been

found mentioned there: Sarvalkasa, fol. 208a; Padwanibha, Bhava-

gigu.
datta, Dhrtidasa, Madhusiidana. (e.g. fol. 5a en &7.I.4:

Sisu.
agé AERRT ez | MRAAF N[ folie b en zﬁ’i 5:

Frarsy” Rfneadma R YT e3dl: §ered -fF7
VT | AGTAE Aag Frzag) fTAmEeFET 9 FFRAT |

isu.
felle 345b en o, XVIII. 161 1A% 77T FHET: lsrjzr{r@

miiRrafiea g AIaAfT ARANGING  EIATGET A99:

59 vrrﬁ:zrzfi s«f/?r Gy |

fel. 6a en F7.I.7: \‘qcmg(mqﬁmqq cr,cnqq?a BT ghar
Hf[{(?{#., re‘,'WHan Oﬁ\’?é- &Y JURTE cror?' agavﬂﬁz% JfJ{ﬁ./

Foq T qrorﬂrg rlmd‘rqvﬁ}rrr SIIrds| ITRTIIN
JIE‘&'?WW%' Hs15a: )

1. Ibid, 531, 9973HSL.p.117. 2. Ibid,228,1073;HSL.p.118
30 IO) 3232, 3223; I;03640.
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Besides Dhrtidisa; a Dhrtikara is mentiened (e.g. fol.
247b en Sisu. XII. 40~ Hen gqv/ ‘z:; ST /a@_'cﬂ oAl RoF | Eff{'rﬁ/?f/?i‘
s;r;;};m:/r{zr ! Mgf?;mmr Q‘fcf@’( ‘72/:? / Jiﬁglzﬂ {ﬁ%ﬂﬁfﬁ{ g9 4|

alse felia 271a, 293&).

Farther Vallabha who is different from Kavivallabha,

didu.
but perhaps identical with Vallabhaﬁen is mentioned (e.g. ZV.I.1:

Eis Bt g ooy aoaait gar HArG IGAAHART gad ANEFA
HAGAR T |

—ars

ish,
Bharata 1s queted (e.g. fol. 2932 en g‘J.XIV. 87:
rmier AANAGET IR d7ar | )- he is net Bharata-
gena but prebably the auther ef Nityasistra.

The cemmr. is well-readn in the subject. This cenjec-
ture is made on the strength ef several autherities queted by the
auther. Mentien may be naie of the fellewing. Gajasastra (fel.
341b), Mahimscarya (fel. 2a en Sisu I.1l. This Mahimacarya is a
rheterician probably Réjanaka Mah:lman, the author of Vyakti-
viveka) and again (fol. 291a. on Sisu.XIV. 75)3; Rudrata (fel.
157a); Vamana (fel 309b) Sabﬁabhedaprakasa (fel. 341b); Samsara-

varta (lex. fel, 6a en Sisu. I. 7).
This cemm., Pequires a fuller explanatien.

His ether werks are: ' 1
1, Cemm. on éikunta}la. 0
2. Comm, en Hanﬁiénnii;aka. (2nd recensien by Madhusidana).

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



(7) Caritravardhana,
. L |
The cemplete lineagze of this cemmr. is as under.

‘Jinaprabhasuri

. ]
Jinadeva

|}
Jinaueru

]

Jinghitasuri

Kalyiq;rija
‘ - ]
Caritravardhana.
Thus he was a pupil of Kalyiqérija whe in turn was a
pupil ef Jinaprabhasuri, the head of Kharatarsgaccha. It is ebvieus

frem this that Caritravardhana was a Jain.

He was identified, through mistake, with Vidyadhara or
Sahityavidyadhara, sen ef Ramacandra Bhissk (CC.p.186. Aufrecgt
seens te fellew Dr.Bubler), This errer is cerrected by Pref.Gede.

- ‘ ' L 4

He wrete a comm, ,n~Sisu.

Krisnamachariar renarks.s”ﬂe was a Jaina and wrote at

the request of Sadhu Aradakvamalla ef Srimata race."

i. HJL. p.514. 2., CC.p.186
3. Cal. Ori.Jl. Vel,III. pp.32-40.
4. HSL.p.157; ijocat,no 2&6; Kh086g302,96‘

5., HSL. p.117. f.n.



But the Sadhu at whoéé_ request he yrote this comm, is
differently named by twe Mss. ef the cemm. in OI,Bareda, as
érisahastramalla.l A
His ether works are:
1. Cemm, en Rgghu;z '
2. Cemm. en I:cém‘éré.a ;

3. Comm. en NC.. _

4, Cexm. en Righavgpép&aviya.é;

5., Comm. on Megha;

His cemm. en Megha. 1s published by Sri Narayana Sastri
aleng with his ewn cemm.'Bhavaprabedhini' and that ef Mallinatha
in the Chaukhamba Sanskrit Series, Benaras (1931).

, 7
6, Cexm, on Sindmaprakars.

It 1s a Jain peen beginning with this werd.
Pref. Gede places him, with the help of internal evi-
dence, between A.D. 1172 ard _15385.8
Dr. Sandesara, heweveé inferms us that Caritravardhana
wrote his corm. en NC. in Sam. 1511: 1455 A.D?
1. OI,II,Ne.9079, 9% 9382 (....mg»}}l}ifﬂcvamgsﬂ@@-
AR Iag e G125 1715?%5%«57 THTARATET T F R ... |
and sl At e e e AFEAREGSTRAAT ‘Wﬂﬁ%"ﬂ”}’?ﬁ{*ﬁ au;
2. HSL,p.117. 3. Ibid, p.118. 4, Ibié, p.182, 5.Ibld,p.189
6. Ibid, p.3é3. T HJ'LA. p.514'. 8. Annals BGRI.VO]..XV.pp.109-111.\

9. S85G. p.28.
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iﬂe cemposed his cemm, oen Sidmaprakara in Sam. 1505 :
11449 A.D. "

i
- .‘ .(

Frem this it appears that he lived in the 15th cent.A.D.

(8) Devarala.,
Ne etber?informétion abeut this cemm. is available

except the following.

He was the gen of Dvalpayanabhatta. He wrote a cemm.
called "Sarasamgrahanas” on the peem ‘sisu. where he states that
he censulted the eomnentari‘esh eof Haridasa, Vallabha and griranza-
deva. In the celephon of the cemm., he mentiens the names of his
father and that ef the eem.s. The cemm. is incemplete, It is
printed with Vidya-madhava's cemm,

(9) Dharmadatta Upadhyaya.

He is a modern gpnmentator. He wrote cd cemm, called
'Sudha’ en Sisu. It cevers only first twe cantes ef the peem. It
1s edited by Sri Narahari Sastri Thatee and published in the
Chaukhambs Sanskrit Series (1934 A.D.), Benaras. It is meant for
the examinees and eénprise’s ’34‘«73{17"/ 37-g7T, aﬁ?r/ ‘Ef»ﬁfﬂfa
2Ty, and Waf,

1. Desal. HJL. p.514.-1.'

i

2. HSL. p.157; CC.I. p.656; DC, XV. 7382. \

3. DC, XX. 11812. ( .é’rrr %ﬂq{gmzrrrlréﬁgﬂ 44’(?[7-:{72{07 /a/?Fch
\
7 ?«@Tguﬂ(ﬂ A&y Jelw: g: D)
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(10) Dingkara,

He was sonel§f Dh;imgngada and Kamala. He wrote a
comm. called !Subedhini? enfSi;u.l This comm. is available in
fragments. The Bomba&-ﬁniversity Ms. of the comm. contains
comm. onzcantes IX-XiY.AThe leophon mentiens the name of his

parents. Theé Ms: -ef-this:comm. is available in three fragments.

1. The Ms. in pessession of the Bombay University
contains cantes IX:-XIV.3

2. The Ms, in pessessien of the Orlental Institute,
Bareda, contéiﬁs only soeme verses ef cante XV.&

3. The AK. Ms. contains lasgt 40 verses of cante XVI
and cantes XVII te XIX.5

Aufrecht informs us that he compesed this comm. in

1385 and wrote a ceomm. en Raghu (CC, 1891, Vel.I).
(11) Divakara.

The onlﬁV@hat can besnentioned about ;his coamr, is
s
that he yrote comm . on (1) Sisu.and en (2) Megha . Ne ether
detail is available.,

1. Bom. Uni. BK.II., Ne.2257. CC.I.p.6563 111.p.136 AK, 541,

o, $r SRELTE z;qm c;%wf{wzr RagTlismar 4;:{7 At 307
a7

/
Bom, Uni., Bk.II. :
K BQ‘.Uni,Bk II’ 2257
4, 0I,Ne.5458

5. AX,541,

6. HSL. p.157;NP,151.
7., 10,1516, HSL.p.363.
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(12) Ekanatha.

He was the descip}e of Janardana Pant ef Devagiri, He
travelled far visiting siéré@ shrines and performed many miracles
as did ether great tegcherg of religion. Ekanatha eccupied a place
between N;hdeva and Tukifim{ and taught the Bhakti cult, He lived
in 1528-1609 A.D. Besideb;bging é"pcet in Marathi, he wrote phile-
sephical peems and cemmentaries on (1) gi;ﬁ. and (2) Kifitaz. He

_h3
wrote conms. en Kirata and Bup;a,natnya (CC Vel.I).

(13) Garudga.

) « e 3
He wyrote a comm. en Sisu., Nothing further is knewn
about hinm.

(14) Gauringtha Pathaka,

He is a noaern’qonmr. on the poen. He wrote a connm.
on‘gi;ﬁ. This comm. is meant fer the beginners and examineeg, It
co¥ers only first twe cantes ef the peem. It is called 'Snboahini'
and is written en the lines of Dharmadatta Upadhyaya's comm, which
we notices abeve. This comm, 'is published (Sadabhavan,Benaras) in

the year 1934 A.D.

(15) Gepals.
His father was Tripathi Khedu., He wrote the comm.

- ~
called 'Hasanti' en Siéﬁ. o

1. HSL,p.157 4, HSL, p.157., Adyar, 86.
2. Ibid, p.lsa
3. Ibid, p0157; B, 296.
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His ether works are:
L 1l

1. Comm. on Krgnakarnamrta.
. 2

2. Comm. on Gitagovinda.
(16) Gevindemisra,

Our kgewledgp gbout him is negligible. His father was
Sukhadeva. The fact worth noting is that the Mss. of his comm. are
rare. Aufrecht mentiens only one Ms. of the comm. en éiéu? (cc.1
P.656). | ) N

He wrote a comm. onféiéu.4 His ether works are a comm.
on xc.s, Naledya and Salivihanasaptasati of Kumaradeva (CC.Vol.I,
p.167). _

Aufrecht mentiens one Govindamisra, the auther of
Upadhivartika (CC. Vel.III.p.36).

(17) Haridass,

Fertunately we get good informatien abeut this commr.
The name of his father was Visnudas and that ef his mether Mula-
devi. Visnudas is said te have been profisient in astrenomy and
astrolegy and was the sen of Saktumisra who is said toe have appeas-
ed GOd Visnu at Mnririnagir; Sektumisra was the sen ef Jyestha ef

the Rudra family, belenged to Kasyapa-gotra and was resident of

Labhapura.
1. Ivid, p.337; Oudh,Vi.4. 2, Ibid, p.342.
30 B.gg 96 4» B.2, 960

5. HSL, p.183; Kash. Cat.70.
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He wrote a eqﬁg.*calieé *Arthadipika' en éiﬁu.l
He gives a fuil‘acceunt_abeut his parents ete. in
the beginning of this comm and 1q\ﬁhe colcphon%a He geems to be

well-versed in Peetics and dnotés Kavyadarpana.
- T " '
The comm. is incemplete. It covers first twelve

cantos and the first verse ¢f the thirteenth cante e¢f the poem.
It is not published yet.

His other works ar;:

1. Comm. on Raghu.

2. Comm. on Kunira.

3. Comm., en Kirita.
(18) Haridasa, Siddhants-Viglsa.
He is a Bengall schelar. He is alive, He cones from
11lustricus family. He is the son eof vidhumukhi and Gangadhara
Vidyalankara whe was a great scholar. He was born in 1876 A.D. at

Unashis near Kotwalipara in Faridpur District, Bast Bengal, a
place described traﬁitienélly as 'Second Kasi' where Brahminsg

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

Ya. 3fr Shacngrzraea: gwr‘?r@;f‘ﬁ;aé}%{em?w&ﬁr%r@i@?ﬂwmé\ -
f%i'ﬂ‘uwﬁﬁrgf'z‘aaﬁrefaa}vf 'ﬁr\éyw&éérngngczrﬁayzﬁ e e

-DC.XX.Ne.11813.

2. BSL.p.117.

3. Ibid. p.118.

4, Ibid. p.153 and p.11l1l.

~
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worship a hundred thousand idels ef ‘'Siva'. His grandfather, Kasi-
candra Vacaspatl was an eminent scho¥ar and was ninth in descent
from Yadavinanda Nayacarya. Among hié ancestors was the famous

Madhustidana Sarasvati.

Haiiéisa was renewneé frem beyheed for his plety. He
attained great preficiency in Sqnskrit literature at the tender
age of 13, His literary cgreer_bggan when he was 14 years #ld. At
that age, he wrete the play Kamsavadha and the campu Kamsavadha.
At the age of 16, he composed the peoem called éankarasanbhava in
five cantos, at 18, the play Janakivikrama and at 20, the peem
Viyegavaibhava.

He mastered several branches of knewledge under several
teachers; e.g. he studieé%Kivya under the late Jivinanda Vidyasagara;
Nyayassstra under the late MM;uﬂinagipha Siddhantapancénana; Purina
under the late Kisicandra Vicaspatij Smrti under Anandacandra Vidya-
ratna; Sakkhya and astrology’gﬁder his faether and grammar under
the late Gevindacandra Vicas?aﬁi, Kiéieandra & Vdcaspati, Vraja-
kumar Vidyabhusana and his father. He learnt by himself some

branches like Vedants and Mimamsa,

He worked as & teacher 'in his home town but was seon
invited by the Zamindar eof Nakipura"unéer whese patronage he carried
on his literary activities and worked as professer of Sanskrit in

the Tol of the said Zamindar.

His present undertaking is the great task ef preparing



e

~an authoritative text ef the Mbh in Bengali script with a Bengali
translatien and the eomn.joﬁ!ﬁilakéntha. It is nearly completed
and three-fourth of the wprkiis élfeady published. It has been

highly appreciated by the great poet Rabindranatha Tagere and others
like MM, Hariprasada Sastri, Dr.S8.K.Chaterjee etec,

His schelarship and centributioen te Sanskrit lietrature
were appreciated by the Gevernment and censequently the highly
covetable and the rarely-attained title ef MM. was conferred on
him in 1933. He alse enjeyststher titles sueh as Bharatacarya,
Kavyatirtha, Mahikavi, Mahepadesaka, Purina Sastri, Sabdacarya,
Sankhyaratna, Smrtitirtha and Vyikaranatirtha. |

A, His eriginal works, arranged chrenelogically, are as
follews. |
Name of the werk, g Nature Tear

1. Kamsavadha g ~ Drama 1890 A.D.
2. Kamsavadha Campu 1890 A.D.
3. éankarasambhava§ “; ‘ Poem 1892 A.D.
4, Janakivikrama Drama 1894 A.D.
5., Viyegavaibhava - ' Poen 1896 A.D.
6. Virdgasarejini ' ~, - Drama 1899 A.D.
7. Smrticintamani A bock of

Hindu rites
and rituals 1909 A.D.

. Rukminiharana An ernate
8 B ‘ ' peex. 1910 A.D.

9., Vangiyspratipa Drama 1917 A.D.
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Name of the work ] Nature Year
10. Samaja Samskara . ,. Reforam ef
‘ : Hindu -
- Seciety 1923 A.D.

11. Mivarapratapa Drama 1245 A.D.
12, $ivajicarita Mahanataka 1946 A.D.
13. Kavyakaumai Rhetorics 1951 A.D,
14. Vidyavittavivada Peem 1952 A.D.
15, Sarla , Prose

‘ _ ' Romance -
16, Valdikavadamimdsisa History -
17. Bidhaber Anukalpa Bengali -
18. Judhisthira Samaya . Bengali -

(Nete:- Nos. 5, 6, 7, 8,9, 11, '17 and 18 are publiahed.
‘The renaining are net published. Mereever the figures
given after each in the first case indicate the years eof

publicatien and in the secendithe years of cempositien)

B. He has'written a cemmentary en 31su. in 1926 A.D. The Comnm.
reveals his great seholarshiy and depth.

Over and abeve tnis,,he has written commentaries en the

fellowing works.

1. Uttararamacarita 4th edn. 1913 A,D.
2., Malavikagnimitra end " 1913 A.D.
3. Malatimidhava ath " 1914 A.D.

4. Dasakumaracarita 3rd " 1915 A.D.
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5. Kadambari 4th edn 1916 A.D.
(Parvardha)
(This editien containg, in the preface, his pheto with

a short life-sketch on the reverse by his son).

6. Sahityadarpana 5th edn 1918 A.D.
7. Meghadiita: . ond " 1919 A.D.
8. Kumarasambhava 2nd * -

9. Mrcchakatika o arg " 1920 A.D.
10. Sakuntala . ona 1922 A.D.
11. Raghuvamsa - - -

12. Siupalavadha - . 2nd * 1926 A.D.
13. Naisadha (Parvardha) § 1949 (A,D.
: . f 2na »

" (Uttarardha) § 1927 A.D.
14, Mudraraksasa ..  2nd " 1929 A.D.
16, Mehaviracarita Comm. with
Bengalil
Translatien -
16. Vikrmorvasiya " -

It mey be noted that except Nos. 15:iand 163 all commentaries
are published.

Our head bews doewn to such a prodigy of learning who goes
1

on enriching literature tirelessly and zealeusly.

1. This 1nf@rmation is baaeﬂ on (a) HSL.p.673. and
(b) the valuable data supplied so kindly by Dr.A.N.Janl ef
M.S.University,Bareea.
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(19) Jayasimghicarya.

Nothing is known about this cemmr. except that he wrote a

, -~
comm, on Sisu.

1l

(20) Jivinanda Vidyasigara.

He was a well-knewn modern Bengali scholar who taught

Kavya to Harida Siddhanta Vagisa. He is the author of several

commentaries on poems, prese-remances and poetics.

2 .
He has also edited Mallindth's

7
He wrote a comm. on Sisu.

famous Sarvamkasa on Sisu. in two parts. The first part comprises

cantos I - X and 1s published in 1925 A.D. (Samvadajnemaratnakar

Press, Calecutta) and the other comprises cantes XI - XX and is

published in 1884 A.D. (Valmiki Press, Qalcutta).

His ether works a§§£-.

1.
2.
3.
4.
S.
6.
Te

Connm.
Comn.
Comm.
Comm.
Comm.
Comm,

Conn.

on Raghu.

en Kumara..

en Bhattikivya.s
on Kirité;e

on Ghatakarpara.
on Megha.a

on Naledaya.

1. HSL, p.157; Cechin State Mss.

o, Ibid, p.157, printed Calcutta.
3. Ibid, p.118,

4, Ibid, p.118,
5. Ibid, p. 144,

" "
L] "

L "

9.

Ibid, p.153,printed Calcutta
Ibid, p.359, " "
Ibid, p.363, " "
Ibid, p.371, " "
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. i
8, Cemm. en Dasakumaracarita.
Ny
9. Comm. on KavyadarsSa.
Thus it can be easily seen that his literary output is

considerable. His scholarship 1s deep and varied.

(21) Kgvivallabha Cakravartin.

He is known te have written a comm. called'Sisubedhini’
or 'Migha-tika' en éiéu,a It is complete. This cemm. deserves
special notlce as 1t omits the concluding verses of the peem which
give us the blegraphical data;of the5peet. It 1s pessible that the
. commr. considered themisuperiers. It ends with the words givén in

the present foot-note.

(22) Kr ga‘Pa dita

‘ ) . 5
He wrote a comm. called Sabdharthadipika on Sisu. The

conn, is incomplete, I hayg’éome.ac::ss the mentien of only one Ms.
of the comm. and this mentien is made in the Govt.Collection of Mss,
BORI. The Ms. appears toc be old. The material used is paper and the

script is Devanagari.

There are three scholars ef the same name mentiened by
Krisramachariar in his HSL (p.953). One Krsna Pandit is cgnnected
with Suktisundara, the other wrete a comm. en Ka;pﬁrastava and the

third is the writer of a comm. en Krsnakrnamrta.

* o 025 ~e . O Na e
1. Ibid, p.465, printed Calcutta. 4,977 iffrrglrf;zrrwzmycf-?@sﬂﬁr«w
o - wadtgrai  FukagaiRaag |
2. Ibid, p.732, " S 5. BORI,Vel.XIII,pt.II,No.761

3. HSL; p.157; 10,635, 3222, 3223, 6. CC,I.116. 7. Ibid.
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Krsnakarl 'is alse mentiened. He wrote a comm. en 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) Lakshminitha Sarman.

Fertunately the commr, himself gives little biegraphical
data in the colophon of his‘cqmm. Lakshminatha was son of Narayana
Sarman whe was son of Caturvedi Vamsidhara éarman, His grand-father
was a scholar and his father was devoted to Lord Niriyaga.z

; . ., 8
He yrote a comm. ealled_Sukhaboéhini on Sisu. The comn.

is incomplete. It goes as far as cante IX. 78. The full text of

the verses is given as theylire commented upen.

Only well-known K@éqg anﬁqurks of grammar are quoted by
the econmmr.
| That he calls the comm. Sukhabedhini is seen from the
introductory Verse.4 | a

5
His ether work is a comm. en Megh,

1. DC, XX. 7701; HSL. p.153.
(0 -~ >
2. 3 ST ST GARAII A A ISR T -
Herirvr arstager Ahatsfarrraom Bifrd marerpearamary
‘Q§€3ﬂ?%ﬁ7ﬁ§>° &}
3, CC.1I. Pe 156; IO, 112, 173.
\J o &
Lo 3 THGAr AdGAYE A AT |
A A A GO \GAAFAT I

5. HSL. p.363,
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(24) Madhavicarya.

“Aleng wiph the rev;val.of ﬁindu pelitical pewer in Seuth
India in fourttenth century by the establishment ef the kingdom of
Vijayanagar, there was a;sé great Renaissance of Hindu Religious
literature. The two»fifgres - Madhava an@ Sayana -« took the lead
in this Renaissance" observes Shri Doraiswami Iyengar1 in intre-
ducing Madhava. Beth entered:ané eépturea %;eﬁirary, religious and
pelitical flelds. Shr; Daraiswamiifﬁrther inferms us that Madhava
looms large in the field of religieﬁ and the Advaitins take him
te be an incarnation eof éankiracirya. The greatness of Madhava lies
in the fact that he is hailed in literature as the greatest and the
most encyeclopaedic schelar, in pelitics as the founder and the
ninister of the last greatest Hindu Empire and in religien as an
incarnatien ef Ged ﬁimself}and as the supreme epostle of the

largest sect of Hinduism:.

Finally Madhava and his younger brother Bhoganatha are
said te have beceme Pentiffs of érngeri Math as Vidydranya and
Bhartikrsna Tirtha respectively.

Thus accerding te Shri Doraiswami Iyengar Madhava 1is
te be identified with Vidyaranya.

Over and abeve this, the fellowing theories are put

forward regarding Madhava ané Sayana

1. J1. of Ind. His., Vel.XII, pp. 241-50, 1933.
' 1
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1. Brunell - Madhava and Sayana identical.
2. Dr. Venkatasubbhah of Mysore identified Vidyaranya
with Kriyasakti, the guru of Madhava-mantrin.
3. Dr. Satiscandra Vidyabhusana confused Madhava with
Mddhava the founder of Dvaita scheol.
4. Mr. R.Narasimhacarya distinguished Madhava from
Sayana, Sayana-Madhava, Madhava-mantrin and
Kriyié&kti but retained the identity of Madhava
and Vidyaranya.
5. Rev. Heras tried to identify Madhava-mantrin
with prince Mallappa Vodeyar.
6. Mr.R.Rama Rao of Mysere has effectively destroyed
this identity. He has also tried to differentiate
Madhava from vmyarar;yal.
This last éiew would completely dissipate the Vidya-
ranya legend and reduce Vidyaranya from the high position to
that of an insignificant ascetic whe presided over the Srngeri

Math from 1377 to 1386 A.D.

The whole of the avallable evidence has been carefully
2
gserutinised by R. Rama Rao and his plea for the separation of
the two persons (Midhava and Vidyaranya) is in our opinien very

gound.

1. I.H.Q., 1930 (December), 1931 (March).
2. Ibid.
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This Midh#vicirja has written a commentary en Sisu.
cilled Mighgkivyanirgaya.l He ﬁas the following other works teo
his eredit. o |

1. Vedabhasya, Namanukramani.

2. Axhyaténukramani.

3. Sarvanukramani. -

4, Nipatanukramani.

5. Nibandhanukramani and Bhasya.

6. Namahighantu. .

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

(25) Mahdd'®) Sarman.

. N ' 4
He wrote a comm, called 'Sisubodhini'en Sisu. Aufrecht

(CC.III.p.lsé) redarks{"Th; whole preface agrees with the commen-
tary byiKavivallabha, as given in catalegue. I0.No.3823." It 1s
incomplete and covers first five cantes of the poem only; That

the comm.lis meant for his pupils is evident from the intreductory
verse.s He gives his name and that of his cemm. in the colophin

of the ecanto V of the poemﬁ

1. Cat. CP by Rai Bahadura Hiralal, Nagpur, 1926.

2, Aufrecht, CCj; V@l.I:(lSQl).

3. Krisnamachariar,HSL;p.183 4, HpS. 1. 3643 CC.III,p.136.
5

-

0 N\
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The Mss. ef this comm. appeapgt@ be rare. The 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 telerably old, the prose

is generally correct and the date is net given.

(26) Mahesvara Pancinana.

. . wrote ‘a comm. called 'Maghatattvasamuccaya' on
Sisu. The comm. is incomplete, It extends upto XX. 43 of the
psem. The comm. on last verses of the last cante (XX) of the poen

is not giveﬁ;~

‘Mbreever, for cantos II to V of this comm., Sisupals-
vadhavivecana or Nirnayabrihaspati, the comm. on Sisu. by grihas-

patimisra is substituted, the colophon of which runs thus.

The other characteristic of this comm. is that the
quotations are rare. Vaijayanti (lex. fel. 5b) and Vrittikira
(on I.15, fol. 3b) are quoted,

(27) Mallinatha,

Mr.M.S.8astri in his 8econd Report on the Search of
Sk.Mss. has shown that Mallinitha belonged to Tallangana (Andhra)

i IO. 708, 3222, 3223; cC .II 0p0103o
(8 I O ~n \
2. Fa ggteng o ST ek r?&zrwﬁf?ﬂé QT PSR

@] \ ~ }
HRfAFa974-79 | Avrgeedl © T |
-10,3222,
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which fact is now accepted as established. He was a Telugu Brahmin,
belonged to Kasyapagotra and Kolacala family. He was the grandson
of Mallindtha and seﬁ of Kapatdin, Peddibhatta afid Kumarswami were
his sons.

Date:

1. Kumaraswami says in his preface to Ratnapana that
he was son of Mallinatha. ge further informs us in his comm. on
Prataparudriya that Mallinitha had bath in geld and pearls
(Kanakabhiseka) at. the hands of Sarvajna Singhbhiipila of Recharle

t

family, on the eccasien Qf Sodasa sacrifice which he performed
with the help of his:feur brothers, four sons, four sons-in-law

and four relatives.

He waslinvited%byfpevarija of Vijayanagar to settle
some contests aboﬁt'ﬁhe terﬁs tVaigya' and'Vyapiri' in connectien
with a stene 1nscripfien“feﬂnd at Conjeevaram. The manuscript
containing his Judgmént ié féund in G.0.Library,Mysore. Malli-
natha quotes frem Sihity#cin%imani, & work of Komati-Vema of

1409 A.D.

It 1s on these grounds that Krisnamachariar assigns

him a date of 1400-1414 A.D,
2. K.B,Pathak is of the opinien that Ma2llindtha flourish-

1
ed in the latter half of the fourteenth century.

1. Int. to Megha.



3. Mallinatha 1s said té have lived in the court ef
Praudha Pratipa Devardya or DevarijaﬂII and the dates for Deva-
raya II are given as 1419-1446 A.D. in Mys. Arch. Reps.,(1927),
26. Thisiagfeeslmoxé with X.B.Pathak's opinion.

4. Narayana, the son of Nagesvara and tenth in descent
from Mallindtha, gays in the prefatory verses of his comm. on
Bhojacampu fhatiMaliinitha was honoured by King Virarudra of
Warrangal and his grandsen Peddabhatta was bathed in gold by
King Sarvajna (Singa) At the invitation ef Praudha Pratapa
Devaraya of Vijayangg;r (1414-1446 A,D.), Mallinatha wrote

Vaisyavamsasudharnva.

There is one thing which deserves notice in this
eonnection.‘miriyapaz in his comm. on Campﬁrémiyanaa gives a
different account of the genem}ogy of Mallindtha family.
According to him Kumarsswamin was the son of Peddubhatta and
Peddubhatts dnd Mallinitha were brothers. Nardyana traces his
geneology thuss quiraswimi - Sambhu- Bhaskar- Nigedvera-
Kondubhatta- Nagesvara and Nardyana. This aécaunt is different
from the one given by Kumaraswimi and noted above. Krisnama-
chariarf:tﬁereféreﬁ rightly holds that the words of Kumira-
swamin sﬁshid be cénsidered more weighty than those of Narayana,

-1 aescendaht of several generations from Kumaraswamin.

.

1. HSL; p.505. = !
2. Ibid, p.120.
3. DC, XXI. 8212. .

comy

4, Ibid, p.796.:
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'8, Prof.Handiqui puts him in the fifteenth century A.D.
or the latter half of the fourteenth century. This generally agrees
with the date assigned by K.B.Pathak.

His ggfks;

Mallinatha wrefe 2 comm. called Sarvamkashil on Sizu.
This cemm. like his commentaries on other works is extremely
popular and 1is pre-eminently gﬁapted to the needs of the advanced
readers. It is sufficlently expressive without being prelix. He
never makes an uﬂnegessa;y.display of knawlgdge, but strictly |

follows the principle he himself lays down.

The reason of:the:popularity and wide-acceptahce of
comm., 1s that he had several commentaries at hls command and he
often coensulted them and made use of them while writing his own.
Thus his comm. has a clear advantage. It is an,improvement on the
préceding enes. He has borrowed explanations from Vallabha's
commentary on our poem especially with regard to such points as

could not be gsettled without learned discussion.

He is the only commentator besides Vallabhadeva on our
poen who detects the Interpolations and rejects a number of verses

as spurieus,

His comm. on the poem contains quotations from Panini's

grammar, Smritis,:treatises on music, drama and various lexicons.

l. Printed everywhere.

s \ A A
B AGE ot B Fram gy |
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The style ef his comm. ?h the poem is Damdanvaya i.e. the running
prose intermixed with explanatory quotations here and there as
opposed to that of Vallabhadeva's comm. on the peem which is

Khandanvaya i.e. the analytical one.

Thus it appears that the learned commentator wrote his
commentary on the poem with a view fo improve upon the older
‘commentators by way of polishing their style, curtailing their
unnecessary loﬁg'observations snd citations of authorities and

correcting them where he thought necessary.

His scﬁelarship,

From the study of his comm. on our poem, we find that
he 1s a commentator of great merit and 1itnrary 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 Yo%g system and

well as secular literature,/Tantras as he himself teils us in one
of the intreoductory verses to his comm. on eur 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. Udarakivya.

2. Raghuviracarita

3. Vaisyavamsasudharpava.

l. Sisu, NSP. Ed.p.l.



B.
1.
2.
3.
4,
&.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.

The fol}gwing agg'the commentaries writtenlby pim.
Amarsgkosa (Amarapadaparijata).
Bkavall (Tarld).
Kirata (Ghantapatha).

Kumara (Sanjiveni) .
Tarkikaraksa (Niskantika)
Bhattikdvya '
Megha (Sanjivani)

Raghtivainsa (Sanjiveni)
Naleodays .

NC (Jivatu)

(28) Padmanabhadatta.

Nothing is known about this commr. except that he wrote
e

a comm, on Sisu. and he wvas the son of Damodaradatta and the grand-

son of Sridatta and he wrote Bhuriprayoga (Lex),azcomm. on Bhuvane-
3

svarl stotra ef Prithvidhara.

(29) Pedda Bhatta.

The name of the commr. is spelt variously as Paddha

Bhatta, Pedda Bhatta, Paddi Bhatta gﬁ@ Peddu Bhatta. H: wrote a

comm. called 'Magha-Vyakhyana' or 'Sanjivani' on Sisu.

1. bC, XX. 79233 HSL, p.371.
2. HSL, p.157
3. Aufrecht, c.c. Vol.I.

4, DC, XX.7893. HSL, p.187. ;
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Venkatanariyana, a degcéndant of the Kolscala family gives
the geneology of the commr.:ésrfollowgé

Mallinitha (honoured by Virarudra)

AT

Kapéfdin'(anthor of Srautakarikas)
T R e T
! ', i ¢
Mallinatha . b Peddubhatta
T - (Mahepadhyaya Commr. on
" Naisfdha)

‘ : t
Kumaraswamin.

But Kumaraswamin says in his preface tc Ratnapana that he
was son of Mallinatha. Krisnagachariarl rightly holds that the
words of Kumaragswimin should be considered more weighty than those
of Venketanariaysna, a descendant of several generations from Kumara-
swamin.

_ Thus Pedda Bhattabelonged to 15th century. M.Sesagiri
Sastr12 brings to our notice the fact, "He i.e. Papayallayasuri,
the commr. on Krspakarpémpta; éoes not aspire te such a fame as
acquired by Peddibhatta, thaf 1s Ma%ligﬁtha whe wrote commentaries
on many poems." L lf;f

 The original passége}gontemblated here is as in the foot
nete.3 If appears, thus, that”Pépayaliayasﬁri eonsidered both Malli-

natha and Peddabhatta to be ‘the same persons.

/

1. HSL, p.796 2. Sg. Rep.No.2. p.58
o O \
3 UHFIRDN: aard w7 A |
%‘j FORgiatie Watalr sk Ibid.p.200.
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Aufrecht also identifies Pedda Bhatta with Mallinatha
(ef. CC. p.345, where the entry is given thus -"Peddabhatta - a
name of the commr. Mallingtha,“f;nd on-p.434 - "Kolacala Mallinatha-
provineially called Peddabha#ta);

i
But Krisnamgchariar holés @ different view when he says

"He was the son of Kapardin and grandsen of Mallinatha of Kolacala
family.®

Hence,under these circumstances, it is net possible to
say whether Pedda Bhatta was another name for Mallindtha or was

his grandson.

Pedda Bhatta has written the following commentaries over
and above the one on Sisu. mentiened'agove.

i

1. Comm. On Kirgta.‘
2. Comm. on NC.

(30) Ranggg jg

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

he wrote a comrt. on Sisu.
(31) Rajakunda.

This eommr. is alse equally in dark. The only tgégz w

that we know about him is that he wrote commentaries on Sigu. and
6
Kiritaw

1. HSL. p.183, f.n. 2. DC,XX.7873; HSL,p.153
3. DC,XXI,8212; HSL,p.183. 4. HSL.p.157. 5. HSL, p.157.
6. HSL,p.153.
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(32) Sarasvatitirtha.

 He was born at Tribhuvanagiri; near Kalpt in Cuddapsh
District. ¥n MadrasePresidéncy. He Kwas”theis;xoix of Mallinatha.
But this Mallinatha is a different peféon from that famous commr.
of the same name and is not known to be an author. This Sarasvati-

tirtha, before his initiation, was known as Narahari.

13

He wrote a comm. called 'Balabedhinif on Sisu. It
appears from this comm, that_the commr. was @ learned men. He
quotes from Viéga besides Amara. The cclephen at the end of canto

X1V reads thus.

His other works areé-
i. Comm, on Kuméra;
2. Corm. on Megha.

3. Comm. on Kivyaprakiéa .

(33) Srikantha.

The only source of informatiﬁn about this commr. 1s
6 . 1

Krisnamachariar who introduces him“as under.

"He was Variar by caste and lived in Jayasimhamangala on

the banks of Daksinaganga in Malabaf. All the members of his family

1. BU, BK.II. No.2258 .
o . - < Qrﬁ e F - N s 2‘?‘ N
2. 3FAAGIRIAIRATLTNAGIFA N YA AN AT BTG MEtefy27]
HG33w: A |
3. B.156; HSL,p.l18. 4, Cambridge University Library,HSL,p.363.
5. HSL,F.?SG 6. HSL,P.].S?, f.n,
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were known by the name of Srikaniha.F:He was born in the family
of one Rudra of Varior caste; His grandfather was Srikantha.

. i { 1
He wrote a comm. called Balabodhini on our poem Sisu.

It is incomplete. It breaks off in ghe third canto. It bears the
colophgn as given in the foot note. His teacher was érikanthi-
carva.

(34) ériraﬁgadeVg.

Noth%ng is known about him except that he wrote commen~
7’ ,: 4 ) b4 v,

taries on Sisu. and Kirata. . His comm. on Sisu is called 'Guda-
rthapadabodhini' or 'Padirthadipika’'. Aufrecht informs us that

he alse wrote a comm. on Suryasataka (CC,Vol.I).

. L )
The colophon gives his name and that of the comm.

(35) Sukhavasu Jha,

He is a medern commgpfater; He wrote a comm. called

éiéupilavadha-vyikh&a on éiéﬁ; He 1§ a noted grammarian.

The comm, is incemplete. It covers only VIth canto

completely and leaves VIIth cante incomplete.

1. TC,III. 3904; IV. 4722; HSL, p.157.
2,3ﬁ}$ﬂ%%hﬂﬁﬁ%mﬁrmranﬁm} ﬁ@gmaﬂé
o -

GGy 1< Gy 8T DC,XX. 11732.

3. DC,XX. 7885.
N Mithila.

4, HSL,p.157. CC.I.p.656. 6. %39 No.161.
8. I Anter magsiy |

. T\ e
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It appears that therg are vgrﬁ few Mss. of thig éomm. I
neticied only one in the Cat. of Msé.'in Mithila by K.Jayaswala,
Patna. 1933. The material of the Ms.n;s dark white paper, the
character is Maithili, the appearanceils old; the handwriting is
illegible, the date is uncertain and it 1s deposited in Ra}j iibréry
of Darbhanga. . \

(36) Vallabhadeva (Anandadeviyani) .

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

1. Utpreksa Vallabha.

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. Vallabhadeva,

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

3. Our commentator Vhllabhadeva.

He is much anterior to the second. He was the son of
Enanda-deval and was a follower of Kashmir Salvism. He belonged to
Kashmir . He was a Mahimahopadhyaya aé‘is ¥ evident from the

: h
colophons. He also bore the name Parmartha Chigg and his teacher

was Prakasavalsa.

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

He seems to hayetflourished in the beginning of tenth
century as it is éerrobqrgted by the colephen at the end of the
commentary on Deﬁisétakd ef‘Anandavardhana, which runs thus

T ENATAATZTRANTI A3 |
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The verses would mean, "In the Kali era 4078 (277 A.D.) during
the reign of King Bhimagupta of Kashmir (975-979 A.D.), Kayyata,
the son of Candraditya anduthe grandson of Vallabhadeva composed

a commentary en Devisataka."

Thié colophon is a strong and clear proof to establish
the existence of Vallabhadeva in the early years of the tenth

century.

Thus Kayyata clearly mentions himrand declares that he
(Kayyata) was the grandson of Vallabhadeva and the son of Candra-
ditya. It is on the basis of this evidence that Pt.Durgaprasada

1

jdentifies our cemmenta%pp:wmth thezgrandfather ofaxayyatta, whe
wrote in 977-8 A,ﬁ.{ Meszgvﬂultzch and Peterson agree with

Pt. Durgaprasaéa,»Peter$on'is alse inclined to believe that the
verses quoted in SubhasitavaRl and Sirrgadherapaddhati under

4
Vallabhadeva must have been by the commentator Vallabhadeva.

T
1. Int. to Vakrokti- péncééga.
2, Int. to Megha. '3, Int. teo Subha. 4. HSL,p.119

8.
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(2) 12th Century Theery.

Baut Dr.G.V.Devasthali (A Descriptive Catalezue eof the Sk
and Prakeit Mss. in fhg Librarylef the University of Bombay, 1944y
Bk II. pp. 767-8) objects to thls identification of the grandfather
of Kayyata with our commentator Villabhadeva. According to Dr.Deéi-
sthall this hardly possible. On one place eur commentator refers to
his own commentary on Rudrata (1.e. Kavyalamkara of Rudrata) who is
sald to have flourished towards the_epd of the ninth century. Again
Vallabhadeva has criticised the opinion of Hemacandra expressed by
him in his grammar and is attacked in the Gunaratnamaheodadhi which
was completed in 1141 A.D. Hemacandra ‘was bern in 1088 A.D. and
died in 1172 A.D. Vhllabha, therefore, concludes Br.Devasthali,

cannet have fleurisheé earlier than twelfth century A.D.

S.P.Pandit says Vallabhadeva must have lived long before
1
Dinakara i.e. 1383 A.D. K.B.,Pathak places him in the twelfth cen-
2

tury A.D. Krisnamachariar appears to agree with these schelars.

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

Y \
as follows.  gali&der 30 (D J;(cz?;xrlﬂm'g (2202) |
o A al — N ~
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1. Int. to Raghu.
2. Int. to Megha.
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Accerding to thikspresent co&h. on éiéu. seems to have been
composed in the Saka year 1201 which is given by the words'Bhu':l,
'Vyoma':0, and 'Bhasvat'-lz, the wmrd 'Rane' beingzgﬁtelligible. The
era corresponds to 1336 Anno Vikrami or 1279 A.D. and does, in ne
way, accord with the admission that Vhllabhadeva 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. Vallabhadeva wrote a comm. called 'Samdehavishaushadhi’
on our poem éiéu.l It is an improvement oen the preceding commentaries
according to his own admission.2 It commands a respectable position
as the oldest and the best commentary. It is freely drawn upon by

later commentators Mallinatha, Cardtravardhana étc.

It is called fSakatika’ which means 'the essence of commen-
taries' or 'Sandehavishaushadhi' which means *'an antidote against the
poison of doubt'. It is written in 'Kathambhitini' style i.e. in a
manner peculiar to Kashmir and N.W.Ipﬁia where the study of this
comm. is in much vogue. This style“is anaiytical one (Khanddnavaya)
and quite different from the style called Dandanvaya, the running
prose intermixed with explanatory quotati@ns here and there., The
former explains the meaning of vergesfin the form of questions and
answers -‘not unlike the modern di?ecé method, which makes the idea

econtained in a verse quite intelligible even to an average reader.

l. Printed Srinagar, 1935.

2. ol HERAT 07 ey AW owaa (9 g |
?T(‘ﬂ@'ﬂlalfz?ﬁwwﬁl T qu,\:i 7 Hjbﬁé?r: H -Prefatory verse No.3.
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The writing of commentaries in this way seems to have been
- the practice in Kashmif @uring the days of Vallabha. Its advantage
E over the other cbmmentariés iQ?Rt explains in a clear and lucid way
. the difficult puns, difficult words and other poetical niveties, It
' makes the path smooth to go through the text and understand its
;intricacies. Vallabha's commentary on our poem is with clear-cut
isign-posts and easy halting-places to lead the reader to the desti-
‘nation with a feeling of renewed strength and freshness, Hence it is
fquite fitting thet the merit of Vallabha is recognised in the form
-of the study of his commentary with great zeal in Kashmir and elge-

i where,

It appears fiem -the remark made by him in the beginning
of his commenatry that he has done his best to utilize the material
%at his disposal accepting better explanati@ns and rejecting ambi-
%gueus and controversial meanings from the commentaries of his
‘predecessers in the field. Several commentarlies have succeedied him.

But the latest and the: best of them is by Mallinatha.

i
i

His schc;aréhigé s

From the study of his comm., we find that he was well-
versed in Panini. It appears rroﬁ his frequent references to the
&rammar of Panini that thig grammar was meore widely studied in
#ashmir in those days than it was in recent years. He was equally
%reficient in Patanjali's Bhaséya, rhetoric, sciences of drama and
musie, Kamagastra, astronemy, politics, Smritis and Purénas. He
has collated and composed his text while he was writing his comnen-
tary on it (vide comm. on VI. 58). His comm. on Ekakshar and
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and Dvyakshara vgrses:;é.giffer§nt from his successors. He was

- well-up with Prakrit also.

His other:woﬁkska%éz

1. Comm, og/Réghp;%

2, Comm, én iﬁmira. ’

3. Comm, on Megha.-

4, Comm. on Haravijaya of Ratnakara.

5. Comm. on Suryasataka.

6. Comm. on Vakroktipancasika.

7. Co?m. on Rudrata's Kavyalamkira.
(This he refers to either by the name of Rudrata-
tika or Alamkira-tiki ).

8. Comm. on Kirata.

: 9. Gloss on Devidataka.
(This was'émpl;fiéd and later on changed in the
form ofia'commgn%ary by Kayyata)

Several aﬁéhdlegigg'a have quoted verses under his name,

the auther of some other literary works which

B

;This means that he is

! i
B
A 4

1. Works from 1 to 9 éﬁééﬁt Qnmégtiened in the Int, to Sidu. with
Vallabha's comm., é@,‘ vy R;K'a;k and H.Sastri, 1935, Shrinagar.
" While No.4 is mentioned by Krsinamachariar in his HSL en p.16l.
2. (Vide his comm. on Slsu: (dwyamhr $Zzabpat FwRd  -IV.21
- and  CFponfizdepratan Q{;ﬁ?#ﬁﬂf{ ~VI.28)
3, See verses No.2, 150, 452, 977, 1038, 3136 of Subhasitavall ed.

by Peterson and Durgadasa.
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are lost to us. Thesedverses are in varlous anthologies and en
various topies. This proves his high literary attainments and

versatile genius,

Vallabhadeva certainly ranks aleng with Haridasa
Siddhanta Vagisa and Mallinatha as one of the most learned and

versatile c@mmentaterg oen Masgha.

It may be added in this connection that there is a Ms.
in the Bir Library, Khaﬁ#pandn,:c@ntainfng a coﬁm. called Vallabha
on Sisu dated L.S.428|(15&8 A&Dj) by Vallabhacarya. But this
Vallabhacarya cannet be the advecate of Suddhadvaita who flourished
in 1473 te 1526 A.D,

.
I
o

Moreover, fﬁefé aqe‘ﬁwa copies of a comm. on Magha's
Sisu. in the Palace L;brgry, barbhanga and both of them are called
"Vallabhoddhara". Om® of them in 240 folia goes upto the 55th
verse of the 20th canEo 6n1y. 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 ar: by Sri Vallabhacarya, the advocate

of Suddhadvaita except the name,

(37) vidvamadhava.

2
Krisnamachariar informs us that our commentator Vidyi-

madhava was a native of Nilalaya near"Gunavati. He was well-versed

cdo, !
tv’)

1. The letter dated 24-9;51 from the Libférian, Palace Library,

Darbhanga.
2. H3L, p.190.
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4

in all the sciences aqd"Vbdas; f

He was a pbet;at/the court of the Calukya King Somadeva,
very probably Semesva%dnlv of Kalyan who reigned ab@ut01126-1138 A.D.
Thus our Céommr. must have lived in thé twelfth century A.D.

He wrote a comm. called 'Sisupalavadhavyakhyad' on eur
poenm éiéu.lA The Mss. of the eomm. seem to be rare as no 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 vhile
that of the other numbered 176 is I-XTII cantos. Hence the comm.

is incomplete,

His other works afe;
1. Comm. .on Kumara.
2. Comm. on Kirata.

' (38) Vrisgkara.

Nothing isaknown'about this commr. except that he wrote
4

a comm. on our poem Sisu.

The following five commentaters en Sisupalavadha are

mentioned by Candragekhara in his commentary on Sisu. They appear

1. TCS, Trivendrum , 1916,Vel.IV.No.175.
2. HSL, p.118

3. DC,XX. 7769

4, HSL, p.157; Sah, XIX. 208.
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to be old. The cemment§riesnsaid to be written by them are not
avallable, They are not mentioned in any cat. of Mss. Hence the

bare mention of their names is made as follows.

(39) Baladasa.

(40) Dhritidisa.
(41) Dhritikara.
(42) Madhusidana.
(43) Paaméniﬁha.:

The fpllewin§~are the names of commentariea on Sisu. of
unknown authorship. ‘) ‘
(44) Migéa- Vritti.
(45) Migia-*fyikt@&i—e?udhi.
(46) Pada}ﬁphagé Karnataka-tika.

1
2
3

It 1s meant fbr the beginners. The words of stanzas are
split up and shown separately for the convenience of thé 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 poenm.

(48) India Office Catalogue mentions one cemmentarys
of our peem. It is for canto II enly. The comm. appears to be Malli-

natha's minus the graﬁmatical discussioens of any difficulty.

4

1. Bik. 2. ASB, ‘V_bl.II,_ 1934, 3., DC,XX. 1918. No.11746.
4, Ibid, No.11723. L.~ . B, I0,Vols Il.pt.II,p.1072. No.7027.
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