
CHAPTER 06

AnubMtisvarupaearya’s Sarasvata-prakriya 
and later commentators

Anubhutisvarupacarya (=AS), according to 
Abhyankar and Shukla, belonged to the 12th cent, and has 
written grammar called Sarasvati-prakriya or Sarasvata- 
prakriya, but (as discussed earlier in Ch. 03), he belonged 
to the 13th cent. AS explaines 562 aphorisms in 03 Parts 
(fRr) in 60 chapters titled Prakriya. His Sarasvata-prakriya 
is folly elaborated and justified by Muni CandrakTrti in his 
Subodhika.

AS is an illustrious commentator who is commented 
upon by a large number of commentators. Their available 
personal account is presented here below with their 
commentaries chronologically.

Apart from the Sarasvata-prakriya of AS there are 
25 commentaries of this school of grammar and the 
following 04 are published, so the critical study of there is 
preserved in their discussion.

(1) Muni CandrakTrti and his Subodhika
%di\ ter ^fwr (?tph -'*),

(2) Mahopadhyaya Vinaya Sagara and his Bhoja- 
vyakarayam
Pub. Arya-Jaya-Kalyana-Kendra, Mumbai, 1985.

(3) Rama^rama and his Siddhantacandrika
d. fFSfi fer. ?V? (1925 AD)

169



(4) Jinaeandra and his Siddhantaratmka

IT. m ^TTWT WRM, WK,

(01) Amrtabharati & his Subodhikd otSubodhitti - 
His work bears another name as ft|f¥ and is said to have 
been composed at the holy place of Purusottama.2 He is 
one of the two who mentions NaredranagarF as an original 
writer on the Sarasvata aphorisms. Amrtabharati was a 
pupil of Amalasarasvati, and he bears the title wrpr- 
mRsimchmiC Unfortunately all the existing mss. of this com­
mentary contain such a contusion as to the name of the 
author and of his p, some stating the work to be that of 
Vilve^varabdhi, the pupil of Advayasarasvati, others say 
that it is hard to get at the truth. As the earliest known 
Ms.3 of this work is dated VS 1554 (=1497 AD), the author 
must have lived about the last quarter of the 15th cent.4

Abhyankar & Shukla5 date him in 1554 AD which it 
seems, is through oversight and even Saini6 without 
giving any evidence, follow these two.

(02) Satyaprabodha Bhattaraka & his Sarasvata- 
dipikd - He has written a commentary on the Sarasvata- 
prakriya in the year VS 1554 (1498 AD). He is a pupil of 
Muni Brahmasagara.7

(03) Puhjaraja & his Sdrasvata-prakriyd - He
belongs to the Srimali family of Malabar, but settled in
Malva. He gives the appraisal (wfRr) of his ancestry at the
end of his commentary, from which it seems that he was a
minister to Gaisudin Khilji (1469-1500 AD) of Malva. 
Punjaraja carried on the administration very efficiently
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collecting round him a band of learned admirers, and 
indulging in the numerous acts of charity and relief. He 
must have lived in the second half of the 15th cent. He also 
wrote a work on Alahkara called Sisuprabodha,05 * * 8 and 
another larger work called DhvanipradTpa.9 Saini is not 
specific in dating him between 1469-1500 AD.

(04) Madhava & his Sdrasvata-siddhanta-ratndvali -
His commentary is also known as Madhavi.10 He is the 
son of Kahnu and pupil of Srlranga. He mentions several 
commentators before him. If the date of a Ms. of his 
commentary (VS 1591 = 1534 AD) is correct, he must be 
placed earlier than Candrakirti.

He is a well-known epoch-making scholar of the 16th 
cent, who has written a number of treatises in various 
Sastras. His Dhatuvrtti is a well-known work in grammar.11

(05) Ksemendra & his Sarasvata-tippana - Like
Amrtabharatl, he also speaks of Narendraearya as the
original author of the Sarasvata Sutrapatha. No more 
personal information is available of him except that he
was the pupil of Krsna^rama and the son of Haribhatta or
Haribhadra. This fact is sufficient to indicate that he is
other than the great Ksemendra of Kashmir who lived in
12th cent., a full century before even Bopadeva (1398 AD). 
Ksemendra speaks of some predecessors of his, and he is 
in turn quoted by Jagannatha (latter half of 16th cent.), the 
author of Sarapradipika, and is unfavorably criticised by 
Bhatta Dhanesvara (1595 AD) who explicitly calls his own 
commentary ksemendratippana-khandana. As a Ms. of this 
last work is dated VS 1653 (1596 AD), it is clear that 
Ksemendra must have lived before the first quarter of the
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16th cent, and Saini has definitely mixed up this Ksemendra 
with the Ksemendra of Kashmir.12

(06) Muni CandrakErti & his Subodhika13 or Dipikd- 
The appraisal (wf^r) given at the end of this commentary 
reads that he was a Jaina belonging to the 
established by Devasuri (VS 1174 =1117 AD). He had a 
pupil called Harsaklrti who wrote this commentary for the 
Sarasvata grammar. From the of this latter work we 
learn that Candraklrti (=CK) was honored by Sahi Salem 
(1545-1553 AD) the emperor of Delhi. Candraklrti thus 
belongs to the second quarter of the 16th cent.14

Abhyankar & Shukla date him to 12th cent, which is 
not acceptable, because his Subodhika is a commentary 
on Sdrasvata-prakriyd of Anubhutisvarupacary who 
flourished in 13th cent.15

CK accepting as a separate aphorism (though 
not in the AS) explains with the illustration and concludes 
the chapter on with the remark: ffcr

'Hr£)<cj^Tcft frlftsltfl I

CK explains f^nf illustrating it as two dots (: # f^) 
comparing with two horns of a calf or the breasts of a girl.16

He also clearly mentions Panini and others for the 
simple mention of the word and clarifies that^^fer
and mm are termed as mftFrfe meaning m (a noun, gram­
matically a declinable).17

CK explains the term as that by which the agent,
the object and so on are separately presented.
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CK refers to the addition of v. in the aphorism, though 
he seams aware of the succession of sr from the preceding 
aphorism mt (7/50).18

CK gives grammatical derivation of the term (root)
as that which possesses the meaning.19

CK recognizes the forms of the words of the aphorism 
not under (S. 525), but furnishes the required details under 

(S. 531).

CK explains the meaning of the term wpt (making an 
abstract noun) in relation to the Brahminhood (w^m) as 
the cause of engaging himself in the actions like sacrificing 
(wt) etc. for a man of Brahmin caste.20

CK explaining the word (a group of three eras, 
called the Silver Era) mentions clearly the statement of 
addition (<*Tb°^ m\%fc u ^ in the sense of a group of 
three eras the suffix u is applied to the number noun ft 
after making its ^pr), but this statement of addition is ab­
sent in the list of of the Sarasvata school.

CK commenting on the aphorism us>ir<w (n/^\) 
explains many of the aphorisms.21

CK provides the declension of (not
given by AS) under (S. 197).

AS gives explanations folly wherever necessary and 
hence CK also points out AS’s style of leaving repetition.

CK commenting on this aphorism illustrates the usage
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of three persons with both the varieties expressed 
and not expressed citing Kalidasa’s
Kumarsambhavam and Raghuvaniam, Campukatha, 
Ratnamala and even Adi^ankara’s VisnusatpadT.

CK commenting upon the singular declension (under 
S. 131) (^retai) of Dat., AbL, Gen. and Loc. refers to and 
Katantra and Hemacandra’s systems of Sanskrit grammar 
and discussing the declensions of word t (wealth) he cites
Amarakosah.22

• «

CK commenting on the AS’s statement regarding the
of Panini in this and the following aphorisms, remarks 

specifically that in the other school of Sanskrit grammar 
(i.e. of Panini), and his successors or the students of his 
school. He enlists the ten w following the order of the 
Sarasvata school.

CK enumerates all the ten roots indicated in nw{ 
(under S. 393), which is certainly the abbreviation of Panini 
(6/1/16)23

He illustrates many a time quoting various texts like 
Bhagavata 10/5/11 under of S. 244, Prakriya-kaumudi
under the ahorisms 11, 140, 249, 256, 267, 279, 287, 291 
& 297. Panini’s aphorisms like 20 and under S. 243, etc.

(07) Megharatna & his Sdrasvata-vyakarana- 
dhundhika or Sdrasvata-dipikd - He was a Jaina belong­
ing to the and the pupil of Yinayasundara also
called Amalasvami.24 A Ms. of this work is dated VS 1614 
(=1556 AD), and this gives the lower limit for 
Megharatna.25
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(08) Mandana - The name of his commentary is no­
where available. The colophon at the end of the
states that Mandana was the and dWcr to Alpasahi.
His father was Vahada (the brother of Padama) and he be­
longed to the wm. The commentary subsequent to the 
Ff%iwrF[ seems to have been written by one of his pupils. 
One of the mss. of the commentary26 affirms Padama as a 
minister (mm) to Alpasahi or Alam the king of Malva 
and Padama was a or d^nrfcr. So Mandana accordingly
must have inherited his father’s office and title. On the 
authority of the earliest dated Ms. of the commentary, which 
belongs to the year 1574 AD, he must have flourished in 
the later half of the 16th cent.27

Abhyankar & Shukla as well as Saini do not mention 
Mandana at all.

a «

(09) Vasudevabhatta & his Sarasvata-prasada28 - 
He calls himself the pupil of CandT&ara and gives the date 
of his commentary to be VS 1634 (=1578 AD).29

Saini mistakes VS 1634 as 1634 AD, but it should be 
1578 AD.

(10) Ramabhatta & his Vidvatprabodhini30 or
RamabhattP1 - He flourished in 1593 AD.32 His commen-

« •

tary is a curiosity not so much for its subject matter as for 
the manner of its compilation.

At the end of each section of the commentary the au­
thor gives in one to five stanzas details about himself, his 
family, his travels, and his literary works.

175



He was an Andhra scholar from the Urangala hills of 
Telangana country, ruled by king Prataparudra. His father 
was Narasimha and his mother Kama was a very pious 
lady. He has written various literary works like commentaries 
on the three Kdvyas of Kalidasa.

The main interest of the work lies in the record of the 
holy places visited by him.

(11) Jagannatha & his Sarapradipika--- He is
quoted by Dhanesvara34 (1595 AD) and he in turn, quotes 
Ksemendra (before 1550 AD). Therefore he must have 
flourished during 1550 - 1595 AD. He is different from 
Panditaraia Jagannatha35 who flourished between 1620- 
1665 AD.36

(12) Dhanesvara & his Ksemendratippana- 
khandanam - He wrote his commentary with the avowed 
object of correcting Ksemendra (No.05 above). As a 
consequence he comes after Ksemendra and before 1595 
AD, when one of the mss. of Dhanesvara’s commentary 
was copied. He has written, as mentioned in the of 
five stanzas at the end of the cifer section of the commentary, 
a 'EM on the Mahabhasya called Cintdmani, a new grammar 
for beginners called Prakriydmani and a commentary on a 
Stotra from the Padmapurana?1

(13) Kasinatha & his Sdrasvata-bhd§yam3g - He is
not communicative about himself and the only thing that 
can be definitely asserted of him is that he must have lived 
prior to 1610 AD, when a Ms.39 of his commentary was 
copied down at Barhanpur.40
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(14) Surasimha & his Sarasvatakhyatadipika - He 
is well-known as king Siwairaj of Jodhpur and ruled dur­
ing 1594 - 1619 AD. He wrote a work on the Sarasvata- 
vyakaranam.41

(15) Bhatta Gopala - The name of his commentary 
is nowhere available. No personal information is available 
from any source except that a Ms. of his commentary was 
copied in 1615 AD.42

(16) Mahopadhyaya Vinayasagara43 & his two 
works Bhoja-vyakaranam44 and Vidvccintdmani - He 
belongs to the wra1 Jaina Sect. The work is composed 
in 2128 verses45 wherein the Sarasvata aphorisms are 
interwoven in those verses, just as the lotuses among the 
roaming bees in the lake 46

He flourished in the 16th -17* cent. He was 
from Ahmedabad. His father was Bhlma and mother was 
Naku.47 He got his honourific title Mahopadhyaya in the 
times of Dharmamurtisuri (1528-1613AD).48 He was the 
second Mahopadhyaya disciple of Kalyanasagarasuri49 
(1576-1660AD), the Yugapradhanaearya. Later on 
Mahopadhyaya Vinayasagara was also honored as 
Acarya.50

He incorporates only 482 aphorisms though the present 
researcher has, after a close and critical examination, arrived 
at 490 aphorisms (Belvalkar 597 aphorisms and 91 srrftfo) 
in his other small work called Vidvaccintamani.

Mahopadhyaya Vinayasagara himself has said about 
this work, Bhoja-vyakaranam, that it was composed for
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the satisfaction of king Bhojamalla, the prince of 
Bhafamalla (1585AD) and the ruler of Kaccha territory.

The Bhoja-vyakaranam is indebted to the Sarasvata- 
sutraprakriya of AS. Both the works are treated in three 
Parts (ff%). The divisions of the topics as well as the order 
of treatment are also similar. The explanations, examples 
and citations given in Sarasvata-prakriya are found versified. 
Rimacandra (later half of 15th cent.), the author of Prakriya- 
kaumudl’ is referred to in both the works and even more 
frequently in the Bhoja-vyakaranam, yet Bhoja- 
vyakaranam has its originality.

He being a Jaina by religion, does not seem fast to 
the customs or norms of superiority of Jainism, on the 
contrary he accepts the all-accepted norms, such as the 
deity connected to knowledge-^iva, the trinity of fftr 

connected to the trinity of gods51 yet at the same time, he 
introduces the good points of Jainism.52

Some of the salient features of the Bhoja- 
vyakaranam53 are as under:

The Sarasvata aphorisms, try to abridge many of the 
groups (*iw) of words and roots of Paninian School by tak­
ing the first member and thereby appending snfe (= and 
others) to the rest, for the sake of brevity and easy memory. 
The Bhoja-vyakaranam, as per its nomenclature, gives the 
aphorisms but clarifies what the word snfir means. It enlists 
the rest of the words or roots. Similarly the plural usage is 
also explained by stating the rest of the members.

After giving the declensions of words, the similar
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words are enlisted, while the difficult words are just 
mentioned.54 In the verbal conjugations (Part-II), the first 
root of each group is conjugated completely and then the 
distinctive formations are discussed. The comparison55 and 
superiority56 of Panini sutras are also focused.

In many verses, one or two or more aphorisms are 
interwoven.57

The indicatory letters (fq) of the suffixes and the roots 
are mentioned with their specific functions and the meaning 
of the roots is also stated.

In some places, the beautiful verses are given to 
support the exact meaning of the word.58

The Bhoja-vyakaranam is a treatise on the aphorisms 
of the Sarasvata School of Sanskrit grammar and hence, to 
remind the original work i.e. Sarasvata aphorisms, various 
synonyms of the goddess Sarasvati are employed.

The impact of Paninian grammar is seen frequently.

It is quite amazing and even disappointing that such 
an important and scholarly work on the Sarasvata School 
of Sanskrit grammar is not regarded worthy of proper 
mention. The well-known author of the Systems of 
Sanskrit grammar not placing Bhoja-vyakaranam in the 
history of Sarasvata school of Sanskrit grammar, accom­
modates somehow in the appendix, with a note:59 ‘Bhoja- 
vyakaranam by Vinaysagara (Vinayasundar*according to 
Belvalkar)- written for the benefit of a king Bhoja, son of 
Bharamalla. This work, like the above (Prabodhacandrika), 
is metrical in form, following the usual arrangement.”
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Thus Bhoja-vyakaranam is not only the simplest trea­
tise on the Sanskrit grammar, but also a synthesis of two 
schools of grammar.60 Thereby, it conspicuously speci­
fies that the Sarasvata grammar is fully equipped to place 
the reader on the royal road to the Paninian grammar. This is 
what is clearly mentioned in the last aphorism61 of the 
Sarasvata school (and naturally in the Bhoja-vyakaranam, 
too).62

The style and method of the Bhoja-vyakaranam is so 
simple, lucid and interesting that it proves itself indispens­
able for the beginners of Sanskrit grammar and language.

(17) Sahajakirti & his Sarasvata-prakriyavarttika -
He was a Jaina and a pupil of Hemanandanagani of
the The commentary was composed in 1623 AD.63

(18) Hamsavijayagani & his kabddrthacandrikd64 - 
His contribution is very slight. He has been apparently con­
tent to write a very diffuse commentary on the intro- 
ductoiy verses of the Sarasvata-prakriya. He was the pu­
pil ofVijayananda and flourished in VS 1708 (= 1652 AD).65

(19) Raghunatha & his Laghubhasyam66 - He flour­
ished in the 17th cent., and was a pupil of Bhattoji Diksita. 
He was a Nagara, the son of Vinayaka. He wrote a small 
gloss on the topic named Pancasandhi of the Siddhanta- 
kaumudi.67

(20) Ramasrama alias Ramacandra^rama & his 
Siddhantacandrika - He belongs to 1684 AD. He is 
commented upon by Sadananda in his Subodhinl and also 
by Loke^vara, the author of Tattvadipikd. So he can be 
paced in the last quarter of the 17th - the first quarter of the 
18th cent.68
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The Siddhantacandrika of Ramasrama (= RM) is 
published69 and hence its brief outline is furnished in the 
following table:

No. Chapter Sa.
Su.

With
slight
change

Pa. Su. Total

01 13 —— 001 014
02 20 — 010 030
03 / 04 — 010 014

04 21 — 019 040
05 09 01 010 020
06 WCI^rTT: 58 01 023 082
07 13 01 007 021
08 11 01 005 017
09 46 01 020 067
10 03 — — 003
11 03 — 003 006
12 15 — 006 021
13 spwrth 08 — 001 009
14 mtmm: 12 01 060 073
15 07 — 061 068
16 mm: 23 — 089 112
17 cffer: 35 — 188 223

No. Chapter Sa.
Su.

With
slight
change

Pa. Su. Total

01 '*mq: 102 03 097 202
02 020 01 038 059

181



03 ' 010 — 007 017
04 004 — 013 017
05 006 — 004 010
06 mm: 002 — 003 005
07 002 — 006 008
08 003 — 010 013
09 005 — 005 010
10 ~i<m: 001 01 017 019
11 a*RI5ffii3T 002 — 039 041
12 006 — 026 032
13 006 — 018 024
14 001 — 005 006
15 004 01 026 031
16 — — 001 001
17 001 — 064 065
18 ............... _______ 004 004
19 005 012 017
20 — — 010 010
21 — 01 025 026
22 040 — 150 190
23 002 — 373 375
24 022 05 091 118

RM commenting on the aphorisms of Sarasvata 
School of Sanskrit grammar discusses 515 aphorisms of 
this school. Besides he endeavors to make this school an 
aid to the learning of the Paninian school and hence he 
introduces almost 1510 aphorisms from that school, though 
there are 18 rules (of Panini) with minor changes.

Even the two Parts viz. the former half (<jwM) and the 
latter half (3tTCTeF) reveal the impact of Bhattoji Diksita’s 
VaiyakaranasiddhantakaumudT. Even the discussion on the
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Agentive nouns (fW) is dealt with in two chapters or 
sections like followed by OTift and similar to
those of Bhattoji Diksita.

The striking feature is found in the latter half where 
RM follows Anubhutisvarupacarya for the order of the rules 
of conjugations i.e. wf% (6th), cRift (7th) and cpufe (8th).

(21) Ksemankara - The name of his commentary is 
nowhere available. His date is not given or guessed by any 
of the authors on the Sarasvata school. But fortunately the 
date of his son Loke^vara (next No. 22 below) is 
tentatively arrived at in the last quarter of the 17th cent. 
Hence he can be supposed to have flourished in the third 
quarter of the 17th cent. He is the author of a commentary 
on Saras vata-prakriya.70

(22) LokejJakara & his Tattvadipika - Lokesakara 
(or Lokfsvara, according to Saini) has commented upon 
the Siddhantacandrika of Ramasrama (1684 AD) and 
hence he can be put in the last quarter of 17th - the first 
quarter of the 18th cent. He was the son of Ksemankara.71

(23) Jinacandra & his Siddhdntaratnam - He is a 
very modern commentator on the Sarasvata-sutras. 
Jinacandra Suri (= JC) was a disciple of £ri Sagara-candra 
Suri. His commentary on the Sarasvata grammar is famous 
by the name Siddhdntaratnam or Siddhantaratnika.12

Muni Jayanta Vijaya, the younger disciple of £ri 

Vijayadharma Suri has written a gloss (hNtof) on the 
Siddhantaratnika, in the year VS 1985 (1929 AD).73 He 
completed his gloss in Varanasi on the 5th day of bright
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JC, according to Belvalker, is a modem commentator 
of the Sarasvata school and must have flourished in about 
1850 AD.74

In the benedictory verses (h|-hi^ui) JC bowing down 
to the lotus-feet of his teacher, introduces his effort to write 
a commentary on the aphorisms of the Sarasvata School.75 
In three Parts (fi%) JC has commented on 1008 aphorisms 
i.e. 434 aphorisms in the First Part called wnffh, 426 apho­
risms in the Second Part called 3nw3ff% and 148 apho­
risms in the Third Part called

The following table will make it clear how JC reads 
aphorisms more than those of the Sarasvatasutrapatha.

wnffw (Part I)

No. Chapter Sa.
Su.

With
slight
change

Total

01 13 04 17
02 fywit: 00 33 33
03 21 07 28
04 MflcWR': 05 06 11
05 15 05 20
06 04 02 06
07 11 05 15
08 t<KWT: 55 05 60
09 WMI': 16 02 18
10 13 02 15
11 ^n^rr: 47 10 57
12 03 00 03
13 03 00 03
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14 16 01 17
15 smtR 06 05 11
16 &\mm: 13 04 17
17 22 50 72
18 chK^lfw 07 22 29
19 26 19 45

ftcRqiffa (Part II)

No. Chapter Sa.
Su.

With
slight
change

Total

01 ^iR^H^mR^: 91 48 139
02 ^lRMk*R<rR'4: 08 15 023
03 Jtry , P ... 04 05 009
04 3<?iRfw3qRH: 13 25 038
05 SRlR^TcH^rf^l: 02 05 007
06 3!^T%Wrf^r: 04 09 013
07 *||R^H^mR4: 05 07 012
08 ^iR^hRmR^: 01 00 001
09 ^iR'£H4ihR’1: 03 03 006
10 04 04 008
11 R<llRMk*RHR^: 01 03 004
12 RciiR^mR^: 00 00 000
13 , ry , p* 04 04 008
14 W|R^H<^mRh: 01 01 001
15 wiRMk*$MRc 00 00 000
16 01 00 001
17 WlR^^R* 01 01 002
18 ^iR^k^kRR'i: 00 00 000
19 02 08 010
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20 02 01 003
21 00 02 002
22 01 02 003
23 05 00 005
24 00 00 000
25 05 03 008
26 02 16 018
27 05 20 025
28 07 10 017
29 02 01 003
30 01 00 001
31 04 14 018
32 3Tiw^qfpiT 01 37 038
33 00 06 006
34 r f> 11 00 07 007
35 04 11 015
36 00 00 000

^dkifRi (Part HI)

No. Chapter Sa.
Su.

With
slight
change

Total

01 67 66 133
02 3WT: 07 08 015

The closer study of his commentary reveals the three 
observations as follows:

(1) JC’s style is easy and the language is simple.

(2) He has followed Anubhutisvarupacarya’s Sarasvata- 
prakriya in most of the aphorisms and even the
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chapterisation is in the same order with the only change 
in the naming of the Part-Ill.

(3) As compared to 568 aphorisms (+90 ^rf¥+) of the 
Sarasvata School, JC introduces and explains 440 
aphorisms more i.e. 1008 total aphorisms.

Thus JC commenting on the aphorisms of Sarasvata 
school of Sanskrit grammar discusses 554 aphorisms of 
this School. There are 524 rules and (of the same 
school) with minor changes.

JC has, it seems a special arrangement, because he 
comments not only on the Sarasvata school, but he is 
presenting an easy and simplified text on Sanskrit 
grammar. He must have thought of his only purpose of 
making the beginners conversant in the Sanskrit Language 
and Literature through the study of his text- 
Siddhantaratnika. For this reason only he has introduced 
chapter on the meta-rules (01.02) and Nasal-coalescing 
(01.06), though he keeps the sequence of chapters on eon- 
jugational formations wfc (6th), (7th) and (8th).

But he follows Ramasrama while commenting on the 
rules of the Part-Ill making only two chapters viz. 
and wmv:.

Later on the commentators on this school felt it 
necessary to present this school as an aid to the Paninian 
school and hence this school acquired its other view as a 
preliminary text to the Paninian school.

There are two more commentators whose date is
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neither mentioned by any of the historians nor it can be 
inferred from any other source.

(24) Dayaratna & his Sarasvata-paribhasa - He wrote 
a grammar work of the Sarasvata school in explanation of 
the technical rules giving conventions and maxims.76 As 
the list of maxims is provided by Jinacandra in his 
Siddhantaratnika (01.02), it can be inferred that he might 
have been a predecessor of Jinacandra (1850 AD).

(25) Harideva & his Mitdksard - He wrote Mitdksard 
otherwise called Sarasvatasara a work giving a short 
substance of the Sarasvata-vydkaranam.77

Conclusion

In addition to these names there could be mentioned a 
few others sufficient to indicate the course of development 
of the school. However, a few more writers may be 
mentioned by name who wrote commentaries on the 
Sarasvata independently of the Sdrasvata-prakriya, 
although none extant is older than that work.78

They are: - Ratnakara,79 Narayanabharati, Mahidhara 
(16th cent.), Ksemankara (1683 AD), etc.

The above historical development shows clearly that 
no other school of Sanskrit grammar has grown to such an 
extent in seven centuries. The only reason behind its growth 
can be specifically seen that it was an easy, simple and a 
helpful system for the beginners.

♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦
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24

25
26
27
28
29
30
31

wimsrr cw.int'l qwret m smsrar: i
^ ^h.11 ^ ii

Belvalkar S.K., P 97: 'jWran^sfFT^ i
Belvelkar, P 97.
Ibid.
A Dictionary of Sanskrit Grammar, P 39.
Post - Paninian systems of Sanskrit Grammar, P 182.
Belvelkar, P 97, Abhyankar & Shukla, P 412 and Saini, P 182. 
See Dr. Bhandarkar’s Report for 1882-83, P 12, Belvelkar, P 97 
FNNo. 1.
Belvalkar, pp. 96-97.

^«sif§r i nre^r *rr 11 f 1
Belvalkar, P 98, Abhyankar & Shukla, P 306, P 252 and Saini, P 182. 
Belvalkar, pp. 97-98, Abhyankar & Shukla, P 136 and Saini, P 182.

Belvalkar, P 98.
Abhyankar & Shukla put Anubhutisvarupacarya in 12th cent., P 151. 

fSTf W w f^rfrH: I
wm Tztm v. #r 11 f’ x T ?H? i I

ii$-3*7*11
13iW5il^J<J| *fcMlfcH?4: *TFT: n

P-ffdRlPitied: IlfTT^II
(?)<i^Tfj[#<:i») ii'tr<£/■?/?*!! ii^r^/V?^ilG)snfliwrerat
^5pq^Wii^ii qnr 11 (v) ii’rr H/V^n nqr

sr. m 111° x T ? ?* 11
®r. %% %5Wtsf^rqrr: ! l ^ T ? ?^ *!
3T. cnsrr 3f *1 srsf^rer srfq- % % f zw. \ 1 f° <£ f ? ? \ \ \
WotrfI l wr 1 ^ I t^snfFh i^T^Rnsfwr^i^;

ffBffstarrai (f^wi) 
fcr^qts^ciwift f^r atwlctwr pi l 
§R^t 1f ’IwfklsfflsSl'fSRB'I^II tf ^jffREr ^ll 
Belvalkar, P 99, Abhyankar & Shukla, P 426 and Saini, P 182. 
Dec. Coll. Collection, no. 13 of 1877-78.
Belvalkar, pp. 98-99.
41*^4 mriw ^ frffin 11 27cd & Vide. FN 13 of this chapter. 
Belvalkar, P 98, Abhyankar & Shukla, P 427. 
fecH^fMdki ^ilw nr 11 ^f^jfw34 cdn 
Abhyankar & Shukla, P 324 and Saini, P 182.
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49
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51

52
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54

55

56

Belvelkar and Abhyankar & Shukla do not mention his date.

Belvalkar, pp. 97, 98 & 100andSaLi,P 182.

Abhyankar & Shukla, (P 158-159 and P 426) write, “He refers to his 
work Kaustubha-khandana in his Praudha-manorama-khandana” 
Kane P. V.: Hostory of Sanskrit Poetics, pp. 309-312.
Belvalkar, pp. 99-100 and Saini, P 182.

A N V , - f>„, , , fN ,

BORI No. 292 of 1880-81. ^ ^

Belvalkar, P 100, Abhyankar & Shukla, P 427 and Saini, P 182. 
Belvalkar, P 80, FN 01, Abhyankar & Shukla, P 427, while Saini 
does not mention this commentator.
Belvalkar, P 100 and Saini does not mention even the name. 
Belvalkar, pp. 115-116.
Vide. intr., edi. Dr. Jani Jaydev
Arunoday, Arya-Jaya-Kalyana-Kendra, Mumbai, 1985.
The major part of the verses is composed in metre and the rest
portion in armf, ^wfRifd, dd-dfdd+i, Fifsift, fireftfw and

________f- r* *______o_______*v......... rs .. ,3K1%IFM TSTURfI
M'yidld || 4t° II

RdqdFrc tfdf&d^ll ||
awfeti«i jflci'H4. (4kd. ?oo-?oki

Ibid. pp. 106-118.

II ft" II
^^omcb<ui*( salutes wt%^T (ifrr), star (fw®j) and respectively in the 
begining of the three Parts.

Vide: Dr, J. A. Jani’s article - Bhojavyakaranam - A Study, Pub. 
Shri Sahitya Sudha Sadanam, Chandigarh, pp. 162-167.

^ktt3iwtmiuibo n 4t° ?.<^n
ft ^r<Fcrr <*[^1*4 smtPFr: I 

^cd-dldl^dnmTn: II 41° ?.??.<£ II
3i^d(u|fd qrfw4i4sftfE: II I!

*Hd\ta '«4F s# |%mwr i

3T^T <4dWl4><l^ld: II 4t° II
Md)ll4 W W^UI^UcihcTTlI siF^.SVll
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59
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62
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65
66

67
68
69
70
71
72

73
74
75

76

77

78
79

fere g^Pre fare nfegregt fadtafli' I
sre# ^rssfesgfe wiftfe snrfe; fefefefefefe fe^.?°.^?vil
H^rfe^fe^: FTMcrettf: grefere I

3ffi*7Frtrfewfe^=wfil3 trfefe
ffewdr: ^zfel

m ^sfe^feirfetkki ctHcdl $dM feit
tllfe^AUI
“lesser Manuals and School-books,

while Abhyankar and Shukla as well as Saini do not mention even 
his name.”
Vaidya Kishora Ramakanta got Ph.D. in Sanskrit on the subject of 
this in Dec. 2000 (The M.S. University of Baroda,
Vadodara). His topic was 'rrffeffe - 
oifered'fPTfufe: i!
cifei-^tewfeffe rererrerfehTTfefen fe’^.^vHIl wheredfemeans Paninian 
grammar. Which is the preceding verse of tiuifetfi (?.^), etc. 
Belvalkar, P 100 and Saini, P 182.
SKpfeffefvr ^fe^Fi *rgn«,r- Ili”,*3few34abll
Belvalkar, P 100, Abhyankar & Shukla, P 443 and Saini, P 182.

\r\ «\ o> n v............... ,

Belvelkar pp. 102-103, Abhyankar & Shukla P 320 and Saini P182. 
Belvelkar P 102, Abhyankar & Shukla pp.323-324 and Saini P 182. 
it. fe.tr. i (1924 AD)
Abhyankar & Shukla, P 136.
Belvelkar, P 102, Abhyankar & Shukla, P 336 and Saini, P 182. 
Belvelkar, P 102, Abhyankar & Shukla, P 161, though Saini dates 
him in 1641 AD (P 182) without furnishing any proof. 
teredre^T, tr. wtfe^^rareuiw, f ?<;u 
Belvalkar, P 102.

gfe Ri4iTtRRHi*t.ii fer t ?•? II
Abhyankar & Shukla, P 426, while Belvelkar and Saini do not men­
tion this commentator.
Abhyankar & Shukla, P 427, while Belvelkar & Saini do not men­
tion this commentator.
Belvalkar, pp. 101-102.
The dates of Ratnakara and Narayanabharati are nowhere mentioned.

II

^Trepfcti
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