I . IHE COMMENTATOR

GADADHARA

A. PERSONAL ACCOUNT;=-

Unfortunately, we do not have detailed information
}egarding Gadadhara's life. However, some scanty detail is
given by himhfin the epilogue - stanza at the end of each
canto and in the concluding stanza at the end of the work.
These details can be gathered as follows :-

" Gadadhara, the author of the comm. on 38 &' riharga s
Nc., belonged to the family of s! ndilya Mund. He was the
son of s' rldhlrathlra} his place of residence being Kro@é}

situated in the Antarvedi the tract of land between the

rivers Ganga and Yamunz, 2 ®
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He seems to be a devotee of S'akté. ( fdminine aspect of
the divinity ), as seen from the benedictory stanza at the
beginning of the poem?\ﬁf/also seems to be a devotee of

Vgsudeva, which is seen from his mention of thls name in

. \]\1" ’, Q\‘
his glOss on II' 140 \f\/\‘S } \{’%
\A\N i Q
B, SCHOLARSHIP :- i “ﬁ § .8 oS /fﬁ

He had good Knowledge of grammar, poetics and philosophy.
He believed in -~ Kaivalya Muktis. By Mukti, he means -
" Realisation of excessive happinesss. He algpfméﬁtionéﬁthe

means of emancipation and attainment of Heaven.
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o
" The meritorious deed, [rising from the visitgto the

holy places, makes the heaven secured for one; while the
meritorious deed produced by the Yaugic Practices\ hﬁings

—
about emancipation7%?ej§1§9)says that the soul is the
witness of all deeds. ®

His knowledge of Palmistry is also seen from his
explanation in his gloss on II-51, where he states what
Palmisgtry is :-

* Palmistry is a science, which deals with the lines,
OAn the palm and foot, indicating good and bad (destiny ) of
man and woman. There it is so stated that the'qualities

reside where there is good form-g:or Bz noble - appearanc§§.“

7, eﬁﬁéﬂﬂié{%ﬁf e gé@r‘f 4&3\%&1}1‘&?{%{]

T dvwld g e X 39.

v AN g NdHH e afd | ¥I- 2%

g WGBTS FT MR BT

WgRe 1Ay oo Rad —

‘uFSfEE JO qWW (L 59



——
oy

His knowledge of astrology is manifested in his gless
on IV.62, in which he mentions the relationship of the

holiness of the moon with good deeds.lo

Hgf/gigah had good knowledge of Logic, which is
rd
displayed in his explanatdons about Karya - Karana -

Sambandha . 11

Gadadhara's deep and vast study of various authors
and works, has, evidently, given a nice get.up to his
work - Gadadhari, pouring @ out an incessant stream of

his knowledge, giving%ﬁm a bright personality of a learned
P | .

Scholar, and proved him to be a successful commentator
by explaining an intricate epic, Nai§adhiyac'aritam.The
list of his mention of various authors and wor%j//is

given by me in the appendices.
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C. S'RIHARSA IN GADADHARA'S VIEW AND GADADHARA'S REFLECTIONS

ABOUT . HIMSELF,

Gad3dhara thinks very high of gfrTharsa, and & his 1
brilliancy in writinghéuch anL}ntelligenE}and excellent !
poem like Nc.,@in; him as ﬁéigx é‘ﬁl(%\é{?' f;‘%ﬁaﬁ?—
~$ﬁ'3‘;m WH oI ete., Gadadhara/ oftex}/ displays his >

great respect for s'riharra in his commentary on Nc. called

/
/

Gadadhara or named by him as * sudhamadhu-tiks.
He, very’humbly) confesses that he is not so intelligent,
/
as s rlharSa, calling himself as * Mandamati". He begs

AV

pgrdon for his childish undertaking of writing commentary
,.»——-—W/\’\/

on such a- learned and abstruse work called Nai§adhacaritam

of s‘riharga.13 He is not proud of himself, which is clear

from his mention about himself as Vldusam Dasah“ 4

S

Gadadhara glives S'rihaiga‘s personal account in his
introduction to his comm, gccording to him, S'riharga was
a prOtege/of Govindac'andgg. Gadadhara's reference is found
in the History of Sanskrit Literature by shri -— -— —

Krishnamachariar, who writes about Gadadhara as follows:-
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4 Gadadhara's commentary is noticed by Bhandarkar.
éadédhara gives an account of s'riharga and says that he
wrote his Nc. in the court of Govindcgandra at Benaras,
and not as Rajshekhara Says, in the court of Jayantachandra.
Gadadhara's account would, therefore, place S‘ffharga halg;

a century earlier “915

D. GADADHARA'S DATE 3~

The original Ms. of Gadadhara's comm. is not available.

Qﬁiffiﬁifﬂ he has not given his date in his comm., Gadadhari.

His other works are/élso/not known and available. He does

/ ———r—

not mentlon\any oéner work belonging uongﬁﬁ in his work -

Gadadharlf”Hence, it is dlfflcult to get external and internal

R

evidence‘%oyfix7£he exact date of his life time, as well as

the date of writing the comm. on Nc.

o ) .
- s

It can\gﬁiy/gé fi;;é>approximately<ﬁrom the dates of

>

writindg jthe extant Mss. Three Mss. Bl, B2 and D, are the

—

extant Mss. Ms. Bl was written in Vikram Samvat 1879

/ /
( SHake 1744 ). B2 was written in Vikram Samvat 1741 (earlier
to Bl by 138 yrs.). D was written in Vikram Samvat 1461.

( earlier to B2, by 280 yrs, and earlier to Bl-'by 418 yrs.)

From these dates, it is clear that Ms.D is thg‘oldest

P
oney among all these three extant Mss. Looklng ?3&3&ffM§5

e

e
dates of writing ( D.15th cent.), we may assume that Gadadhara

might have written his comm.on Ne; in the 15th cent.or 14th cent.

15: See page 183-History of Sanskrit Literature by

Krishnamachariar.
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There is another evidence also, As DR. A.N.JANI has
mentioned in his the:sis - % A Critical Study of Naisadhiya-
- Claritam ", - this comm. is mentioned in two lists,
published by Muni Jinavijayajik%% and prepared systemetically .
by some Jain Scholar in circa < 1500 of Vikram Era. This’ @
r/\w//»»v«-—l‘\._-—w R I DU s -~ M h
evidence can help us-to ascertain the date of writing Rk the
comm, on Nc. by Gadadhara. '
Y aca a "‘,‘D,\,' » b
* It is again mentioned in another listy much shorter
/
than the previous one and published by the é;EEDScholar.
The list mentions the work%ﬁgompOSed before the 15th cent.
of the Vikram Era".:Z {
: %
" Regarding Gadadhara's date, we are not guite sure,
o :
However, both the, lists, wherein this comm. is mentioned,
were publiszigx not later than the 15th cent. of the Vikram
Era. Thus tHey help us in fixing the logfr limit.His commentary
te]
éé;;%;helps us in fixing the upper limit,as it mentions
T e —_— ’ 7 o/
Damayanti - Katha or Nala -~ Champu of Trivikram Bhatta
> , )
( 915 A.D.) . Thus, his date may f@ll between 1000 a.D. and v/
18
14’50 AoDo i /'—/Z

E. GADADHARA'S WORKS ;=

Gadadharl is the only extant work known to us. We know
nothing about Gadidhara's other works, because Gadadhara does
not mention any other work belonging to him, in his comm,

Maw
on 8'riharsa's Ne. Gadadhari's mention is é§§§>not found in
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any caralogle, except two lists. Published by Muni

L A R VY

Jinavij%yji.

F. GADADHARA AS A COMMENTATOR - (_his language and Style):-

t
——t

S'riharga's Nc. is a very_intelligent Mahakavya, among

other Mahakavyas. ¥t is a credit and a qualification to

write a commentary on such an unfathomable work like Nc.,

o . _
hicn 1e deeriiuced as - Bo¥ FrgRwERL |

~— -

Many commentaries have been written on Nc., which,
than Y-
obvicusly, shows its popularity and/keen interest of many

Sanskrit Scholars.

Gadiaharajgzgg has proved himself a worth commentator.
He has tried to make Nc. easier by using easy, lucid and

simple language, which 1s guite suitable for the commentary.
' b

_ Ao/ e ey
He has adopted KhandanvanRitizkffy/first of all,takes
L / "’ -
the main idea of the stanza and elucidates each and every
word, of the main sentence. Then he explains the remaining

/
B parts of the stanza, taking words, one by one, H/ﬂsometimes

gives central idea of the stanza at the end.

In the beginning of his commentary, he is particular
about the style and his explanations are quite appropriate
and satisfactory; but thereafter, he does not go on the
same lines. He does not seem to be consistent througﬁ:gut,

W //fas far as the style of the comm. is concerned7/At times, his
explanations,also, seem to be imperfect, as‘he ignores some

e
points to be explained;consequently,he does not make the

meaningﬁggry clear.

A
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Moreover, his way of refuting other commentators, is
.caustic and full of invective, In a wayjhis refutation/iiﬁ
= =

sometimes very Strong.

Gadadhara, in his comm.,deals with the figures of

speech in the Naisadhakavya. _ \p

v i ST o

Thus,because of the lucidity of Gadadhara's language
and style, the difficult epic Nc., is made easy to
understand, by the commentator and hence, GadadharT is ai f

valuable contribution to the Sanskrit literature.

Gadadhara, seems to resemble chanidu Pafidit and

\

s
i

Vidyadhara, in his readings, and seems to be followed ~

- — ~J . x
by Narayana in explanations.

G. DESCRIPTION OF THE Mss. s

(I) Ms, D, = No = 3613

1. Place of depoéit t-
‘Arya s8'ri Jambuswami Jain Muktabai Agam Mandir,Dabhoi.
2. Remarks of the library - nil ‘ (
3. No.of folios - 396 in all ( 22 cantos) 237 TI€.
4, size of the leaves - 10¥4n x 434",
5. No.of lines in each folio - 15 (a), 15 (b).
6., No.of letters in each line ~ 50 to 55.
7. Material - Paper.
8. Style of handwriting - Fair Neither big nor miniature.
Use of USEHTA! and JU3 %;ﬂﬁi;mmcguj ?
9. Nature and condition of the Ms :-

Complete - not torn.
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11.

Lacuna ~ two folios missing No.3 & 212.

Remarks s- This Ms. 1s beautifully written and fairly
correct. It contains less erré? . which are quite
negligible and nogf'in the & least,Obstructing the work

of collation .- Consequently, this Ms. is much useful

and helpful for the collation work.

Folio No.;vp is not the original one, but it has been
replaced by some other seribe and‘it seems to have been
copied from some erroneous Ms. Hence, folio 1/b has
some more errors, compared to all other folios. of the

Ms. This Ms. contains text & comm., written by one

person; ilb datle ‘2} wﬂ»bf/fm{? ?}»eirn% Seemawel . 1661

12. Scribal peculiaritiegs-

(a) Use of Y®HIAT through out the commentary.

(b) The consonant after %ﬁﬁ is doubled.
e.%‘ 35-51“, , ;?TH%[ , gcﬁ’ﬂ"ﬂ .

(c) 5 written as B, <@ written as ¢, ol -odl similar,
F=Q==¥%=5 14 g andd having little

q;iference.
/ o
i

i

2

Folio. 1/ b cﬁ}fﬁ — 3

spgqerl —> HETZuM -
~D
S st -3 m%ic' , FEES T sy 32 & -

—~
cribal errors :-

la) Scribal errors are very rare - such as dropping
eI S Ne T
of ?’T“i- . Pqﬂo%/ %Lb/“Hjx 2 \'3 3 g :@“ etc., as
¢ o . a2 . o
for example 33 —> CEN ,ﬁ,:{ocﬁrfﬂ — )ﬁfﬁ@ﬂ -
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(b) Errors of wrong - reading :- Such as  ofcsl = el ,
© 2\ o o\ AL & .
At —> Fdell, B:P—cﬁ & > 3741 31, HATRA —> Hels.

( & - many times written as ¢ ).

(c) Errors of Commission ;- for example -

o o & S st
BRTS > Blerf, AT —» I, TAVRA —> qRIVVE

(d) Errors of omigsion s-

o
AIHUY — UIUT . g — =~ 0
(e) Haplographical errors 3- \

— . P
FLBRTMTZ U —»  ATRAE.
(£) Little carelessness is seen in proper location of full-
M

stop-mark.

E Folio. 1 b, not being the original one, but replaced,

contains more errors, comparatively _J

14. BEGINNING OF THE COMMENTARY:-

. q&fw i3 o e ( Folio.1 b )
15. Eme, - [39g-a] ™ T T e
- @nms—amgwmrm’mﬁu M €7 Srad Ay JIQT“&'»‘FFEX |
e;;,m-z Fhwhln duedfoel ol gw i uf 5 Tt
¥ A% o P ’%?a S ol Fa -
=39 (3 TR o H W T I ey
PRARR NG ERRr f-ﬁ En JRRA a1 R
¥t B dMGRa] Qﬁm dan @archvnsad
odarer af sy g ¢ devgfyfee adeniial
- r{-{iﬂ?? rE 3 —A¥ o000 ] 31~ 2 000 “-Tl"‘f ! +

"1939
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II. Mg, Bl - No. 1353:~

(1) Place of deposit -~ Oriental Institute, Baroda.

(2) Remarks of libeary - Oriental Institute,Baroda.

Acc.No, 1353 subject - FHied.

Name :- %HS(MC'?] - e - Author -gﬁgﬁ’ C:m‘fi@
Age 3= ﬂrxaﬁ s RC98 . Extent - 797 folios.
Language - -’ﬁ?—e‘gsﬁ . seript - dagonsid.

(3) No.of folios - 797

(4) size of the leaves - 10Y4" x 42— »

(5) No.of lines in each folio - 12 lines.

(6) No.of letters in each line - 34"to 36

(7) Material - thick paper.

(8) style of »handwriting - No %&SH’{’?TT, + gOOd,
not miniature.

(2) Nature and condition of the Ms. -

Complete, not fragmentary, condition of paper guite good,

not torn, and not worm - eaten, not a single scrap-paper.

(10) Lacuna :- No folio missing, some letters missing in some
lines.

(11) Remarks :- This Ms. contains text, as well as commentary.
It is beautifdlly written and fairly correct, the date of

writing being samvat 1879, as stated at the end. The

Style of writing, however, is not uniform. Several hands

can be distinguished. Bl has adscript -~ ( insertion of
\// intertine-ar or marginal gloss or note within the text.)

Some letters, words and lines are cancelled with yellow

fluid - whereever they are found to be out of place.Bhe
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The repetition of a word is implied by putting f£ig.2, next
to the word. This Ms. hag, comparatively, a few errors, which

do not hlndez\-@*obably D, the work of collation, and hence, it

RI—

has been, in many ways, useful/l/ and & helpfubl for the work of

/
/

collation.

/s

Ms.Bl was written by Motiram Bhatt, ® in Bhuja-nagar in
._.Q AR o -~
Kutch., Only one sgribe's name ( Motiram ) is mentioned at the
end, but as a matter of fact, it is written by different hands.

It contains a discr}»’i:ent, text.

12. SCRIBAL PECULIARITIESS ~

(a) No use of q@mﬁl.

(b} In the words like {}«fa”zﬁ&ﬂ' and ﬂé}{'f}’&ﬁ"ﬁ?;
the consonants e.%. *—&1\ and «ul are dropped, respectively.

() B 4is written as B .

(@) ¥ and <@ are written as similar.

(e} 1If somewhere Q‘G’j{) of letter is left out, it is shown

" with the sign jabove the letter - \607351 CM@U’ o, 4

(£) ¥ usually written as T .

i

13, sentlral, enrord —
ey Ccm!irubm ojl/ ab-t’ﬂbbﬁ(}]b Do ilens conel Ayﬂﬂv%
. Faeguonl  inlebelange. @ . d amel

0 T amd <F,  wnd o, d and i Y amel T,
.0 amd Tq,

() Bropping  of A, Rl I, avs, A el
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(C): EhRokS.. c?wkc'nj_,?&adunq— e
I

o Ay TG Ao SR S g
‘Wﬂ%‘%‘i@@%ﬂ%ﬁ"ﬂg’i W > g NI qe = aF,
‘ ﬁ;&ﬁ@?'—é Ponf - B e < Rigr A, | B> TRURIT,
“‘“wa'h‘-r =7 3‘1‘1&1 T Y, asv*q?enﬁ?;c %:5?"{&:@

ey o

Cd.») Erhohb qi, Comaddblomn. = . .. . . . .

:"*”Qw”"?ﬁf%, ?m&ﬁ_-&fﬂmiﬁé{, &R!‘IH'S% %tdsﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ{
=l = anl by Rifwa = suwhaa, asz?a-»:ﬁmf‘a
P Ryat el s srard 9T »sm%a o=y At
- gazn*:»m@mm @f‘é{% = sz?:n“

C€3 8}&0]1}:. of}, _Omaniblon.,

e 2s

”“""g)-sa AT~ #faq | s vsar; femanbin—s Ramaud
I R 'L%i%rszmu‘f = @ik o, IRFw] - Jaef,
- “&Wﬂﬁﬁ@ﬁ ARl qmrzma =y 33 =Xng ?*T%H”«Iv?(ﬁﬁ-%“fcﬁv%iaf

c%xmﬁﬂa%aﬁ/@cw& _ehhokb —

é“‘*" e H R —%5%&?} e gran|fr— saad(q,
ST IR G =5 GTEame: |

i

EURRUNE A i e et ke P 0 ke

C‘D Sﬁe@vn? méﬁ/{&é wncé _tomumon., eAROAS +

5-,,,_ S@F*P-T~+ I, iR >c£?rgﬂ gf}m = HA0,
e 4;131 -~ iqzqsﬂ gaaﬂ’mi - gqa%d‘ S!maqm — ora:ﬂ(?r.

L“—e‘ l ”g .ﬁ‘T ol aaeead - wﬁ'ﬁ aac

ol mﬁs.‘ﬁmu W S

e oAen e et n e A AT A AL B Y 34 TR - 48T A TN T e T n S el e B
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(III). Ms. B2 - No.16730,

1.

2.

4.
5.
6.
7.

8.

10,

Place of deposgit - Oriental Institute, Baroda.

Remarks of the library - Oriental Institute,Baroda.

Acc.No. - 16730 Subject - &HicT] ,
Name - 31§ fleraf@garA s author - sl ,
C - ST, T age —f{er. - 99v9 .

Extent - 271-5 = 266 folios.
missing folios -~ No. 239, 261, 263, 265, 266, yrs.18620
) — N N j
Language - Q{I:Eécf . Script - «S{Jﬂmﬁ~ g
2 N — . :
Source = 2fg ﬁﬁéﬁﬂﬁ,&ﬁ s q2| 33T- ( cost-gift ).
No.of famxk folios - 271-5 = 266 ( 22 cantegx )

Size of the leaves - 9%2" x 4Ya"

No.of lines in each folio - 17(a), 17(b).

No.of letters in each line - 60

Material - Paper.

Style of handwriting - g@%?ﬂ5ﬁy »writing very close and
miniature., No full gtop mark, through out.

Nature and condition of the Ms - complete. Condition of
paper is good, not torn.

Lacuna ~ five folios missing -

. folios No. 239, 261, 263, 265, 266.

i1.

Remarks - This Ms. is full of scribal errors such as -
(1) Haplographical erros_-
BRI AR SRARATH, — (RIS AT -
(2) errors of commission -37"6( < —> 3ﬁT O .
(3) errors of omission - WOWEST —> AW A
(4) Errors of wrong reading of the letters - FF—%&{D SEA
d>H, 33 W= ol =T, ele-
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CONCLUSION 3=

The above examples of errors make it clear that the

scribe of this Ms. was a very careless person, perapaps .

4 \&
not conversant with the art of copyingy Mss.'\This Ms.being

T /

not reliable for our purpose, @;s rejected fb.r the: work

of collation. This Ms., instead of helping in collation,
would make the work of collation more difficult. However,
the collation of the first canto is given in the critical
apparatus, to show as to what extent the Ms. is unreliable
for collation work.and secondly to gg;ble one to decide the
relation of this Ms. wi;h other oné, when it is found out

'Y

in future.

12. 3K SCRIBAL PECULIARITIES 3=

(a) Occasional use of rgsgm‘%‘ﬂ .

(b) The consonant after the 3% is doubled.
e.}. -?ﬁ' %ﬂﬁ,‘mﬂ%&% ‘U{?STF‘H’Q, , according to
p\?;inini—-sﬁtra - 3&?1 2gigerl ”\‘?, i

() 8 written as ™. Hand -5 g, #H-> o

(d) The consonant after “:('q; is followed by another t}m
such as #iST —> W}? 5 55/%3? —> \‘?,)5,'?(“? .

(e) No full-stop mark (U4 ) at the end of every sentence,

through out.
(£) W written as , A>T, | —>73, < —> T,
ol —> . [’ﬂ‘, &, 23, =Y and sl are written as
T, Y ¢ aad T respectively{]
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13: Serllral eREORD = -
meﬁb%az,w ﬂgmz&i‘mj 333 SUS. . S etc,w S

38

,Hcgctl—-) cha Hﬁ%ﬂfnﬂ”ﬁ#ﬁf?@“ﬁfﬂﬁm@ﬁ SeSAq

S s

Rt ha(mﬂ =g g)v;kqpm

D - Ernohd a% wf’w%g, ’cuwwnq, -

I O BN :Mmimmmﬁfrgfmﬂm =@t S g =T
— ({a = @) e e N AR g&w}m%*'a@#ﬁ, —
SRl }gﬂmw ”31&1‘3%12 Rt 3,%’&%(““} am"”“ o
Dt S P I e T e o Ve M U
(Y- Eakokh T CemanSRiat = T
TR A GRS, RS RIS = RTen e s W anRen Ryt
oy EAROAS o] oI T |
iRy =y == R Aider =y Sieay; deaofia=s-dfta———
—fakreakRTR =R = ag- iy ﬁ""”"ﬂ&(ﬂ{“’"‘"”"““ °
B G T e B S G i T L B
Tﬁ“ﬁﬁvgﬁ@%maﬂm%ﬁm” - v 2 v e
—“i‘agrafﬁgﬂiﬂm@‘%wwmmfﬁa"@ﬂa =¥ TR CH

. C’%ﬁﬁ‘e%ﬂ?“‘mﬁtﬁd{&“ﬁmﬁwmﬂg"nﬁz‘smﬁz;wﬂrr-ﬁ srfl
(o> CammeT e = Y= AR, ey s
i SR 3w e Pl s et M»ﬁ:ﬂ
’““‘"“mﬁ o %‘%}3 wm':ﬂd&«éfﬁmfmél %fi‘[«»ﬂm -
C‘?Gj“’.?é?ix? 0m.£ w&[&l&&” n&m D'Taa ~ &l ;-73,{ —y sl oz,
SR and o9, beaciom%( y Ahow- ﬁfuu{ Mms. Bz,

mwﬁm%iwﬁm.;&%m.cqfnduw%mwﬁzﬁ....ZZZS_ Jz,z;;m%
_yssunsie The, dctibe onigld Fane  omisumdetdlond. ...

|

B e

f‘

I\

;Wmmmczﬁa GRS, ol e

14> Begimmim %.:,ﬂ,..,gziml 35 _am_ofrmme
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15. Ends- emfoEm A G B3 [oh 13T
' stz AT aRTr 2T U |

e g ghegh aedRearat

| afle ga o b g oageh a3y
W Q) oryagar. 4 fasa (RORR adicd vl ad-
e e Al WY B S arg B |
Cowmea st RRE IWW d9RT A4,
= Y e Yutey afte cfimn der R (;ggfq_
— . . ‘
R Aer qwuit) west gme R ), wel
Grfad mar 1aft g, o, A9 Ada doi g Mg
At ot e | 99T, 297Y qif; Poefler omaor 4R, 'ifﬁfm&f%ﬁ 336&7743%
it <raaia smienan | U wag A g ¢ |

%his Ms. is neither beautifully written,nor fairi;xi
correct., It contains many scribal err%g. Its date of writing
is Samvat 1741. It was written by shri Ramadasa in Kataria
Nagar.

This Ms.contains text and commentary in some cantos ,
in the beginning and in some cantog,only commentary with the
single full stop mark, through out the commentary.Hence, it
it difficult to find out where m the canto ends énd begins:

its writing being miniature,very close and indecent,written

e T S

o ———

; 4
by one person from beginning to the end. / )

Some interesting seribal errors from Mg.,B2 -

~ “HI S —s WS-
AT el —> WI R K|
m;nzf s ARG T — AR,
eI —> gt ;32 ;: 313 -
BTp et —> Gl g ol

ThoaT —> Mrad.
qTATHT —> AP

Ofl
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COMMON- SCRIBAL ERRORS AND PECULIARITIES IN THE THREE

EXTANT Mss 3=

: ¢ -
1. X, (00T, '37:?\%37? , WS, &US  etc. are sometimes left out,

2.

4.

5.

10,

11.

due to scri}ie/’(s} inadvertence.
X8, (<, Q/ are,at times written as §, 3 & V@‘(
resgpectively.
In the words like  |¥d =T[¥d and  HEoI
the consonants e.t}.‘i’[ qnd Af{ Jrespectively are dropped.
i 1s probably written as & .
If gUS of any letter is left out, it 1s again marked with
the sign. A above the letter - '?IQI{: ql . g
Some letters, words and lines are rubbed out, with yellow
fl;id, whereever they are found to be out of place.
There are interlinear and marginal insertions in all the
three Mss. ( adscripts).
Mss. contains margins on both the sides of leaves.
System of pagination is the same., Folio number is marked
on the back side of the folio.
57 as ¢ and & as of .at times in all the Mss.

$s % !
Omifion of JU$§ ,showed as % or /i( T ov 1
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