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on the Age and Authorship of tu� _ 000fss21

By CHINTAH.A.RAN CHAKRAVARTI. 

THE AGE OF THE TANTRAS. 

An attempt has been made .. in another paper to prove 
the antiquity of the Tantra sys tom of religion or what may 
be called Tantricism.1 It is now necessary to enquire as to when 
a separate class of works called the tantras came to be compiled. 
The orthodox view attributing a divine origin to it and thus 
claiming for it a hoary antiquity (works like the Vrhaddharma­
Purii'IJ,a [II, 6. 139] and Niiriiya.1J,i Tantra as mentioned in the 
Bengali work Siidhanakalpalatikii even claiming a pre-V edio 
antiquity) is not found to have been universally accepted even 
by the ancients. There seems to have always been a lurking 
suspicion with regard to the -genuineness of that attribution 
some even going to the extent of dubbing at least a part of them 
as modern. Modern scholars also Jrave questioned the antiquity 
of tantra works in general. It is argued that tantra as a class 
of literature is not found mentioned in any early work. Lists 
mentioning various branches of learning also do not include 
the name tantra. It is true the word is met with even in 
the Vedic literature but there it is not used in the sense of a 
particular class of literature. Even in as late a work as the 
Amarakosa the word is not given this sense. 

But it should be noted that non-mention cannot be taken 
as an argument in favour of non-existence, for if the Amarakosa. 
does not assign to tantra the sense of a particular class of 
literature or a particular form of worship, almost a contemporary 
work, the Brhatsarµhita of Varahamihira (circa 5th-6th century) 
is found to use the word in this or a similar sense (XVI, 18). 
The silence of Amara who was a Buddhist may be explained by 
the supposition of his unfavourable attitude towards the tantras. 

More than one Pural).a work (like the Kii:rma Purii7].a as 
q�ot�d in the Tantriidhikiiri-niT1].aya) have given elaborate des­
criptions of the origin of the tantras. Even the detractors of 
the tantras tried to read denunciation of tantricism in ad­
mittedly old Dharmasastra and Purana works.2 

�asupata and Paiicaratra syste�s are found to have been 
ment10ned by name in some of the Pural).a and Dh:armasastra 
works. They are referred,to in the Brhatparasara, Vi$IJ.Udhar-

1 Antiquity of Tantrici-sm, C_. Chakra.varti,-I.H.Q., Vol. VI, pp. 114ff. 
2 Cf. the present writer's paper on the A.uthoritativeness of the Tantras 

in the K. B. Pathak Commemoration Volume. 
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mottara, Yogiyajfiavalkya, etc.1 Paficaratra is also mentioned 
in the Mahabharata. Sivasasana is referred to in the Devi­
Purana.2 The Lailkavatara siitra which was translated into 
Chin~se as early as the· 5th century was evidently aware of the 
Pasupata system the tenets of which it discusses. 

These references to the tantras in some of the Puriil).as 
<lo not, however, help us in any way in deciding the relative 
antiquity of the Pura:gas and the tantras. For some of the 
tantra works are also found to refer to the Puriinas both 
collectively and individually. The term a{lfii,<iasapura1J,a is 
found to occur in many a tantra work (e.g. Nirviil).a Tantra, 
Patala IX). Besides the Kiityiiyani and the Viiriihi tantras give 
-elaborate rules that are to be observed in reciting the Devimiihiit­
mya section of the Markal).<;leya Puriioa. 

And though some works of the tantra system may be all 
fairly old, even most of the original works belonging to that 
~ystem cannot be supposed to be so. On the other hand, many 
of them are palpably very modern. Thus though the earliest 
-of the tantra works may possibly belong to the beginning of the 
Christian era, if not earlier, the latest of them come down as 
fate as even the 18th century. As a matter of fact no particular 
age is possible to be assigned to the tantra literature which 
took a long period of time to develop ; the age of each 
individual work has to be determined on the basis of the 
available evidence-both internal and external. 

Some of the tantra works are undoubtedly very old. 
Manuscripts in Gupta characters of several tantra texts have 
been found. Even the Sarvajfiiinottara Tantra, which seems to 
be a comparatively later work having been composed when 
•?ther tantras had been completed, has a fragmentary manuscript 
lJl Gupta characters.3 A manuscript of the Kubjika Tantra 
in Gupta characters is in the Manuscripts Collection of the 
Asiatic Society of Bengal. A manuscript of the Ni.svasa­
sarµhita in the Durbar Library of Nepal is written in the 
transitional Gupta characters.4 In the opinion of MM. H. P. 
Sastri . this manuscript may be a century older than the 
Cambndge manuscript of the Paramesvari Tantra which was 
,copied in ~~9. A.D .6 At the end of the manuscript of the 
Saurasarµhita m the Durbar Library of Nepal there are two 
leaves stated to be in Gupta characters giving a number of 
tantra formulre.0 

J Tantrii.dhikii.ri-niri:ie.ye. of Bhe.ttoj idik~ita. 
2 Ape.rii.rke.'s commentary on ·Yajnavalkyasamhitii-Anandasre.me. 

Sanskrit Series, pp. 10 and 18. · 
s H. P. Shast~i, Nepal Ce.te.logue, I, p. 85. 
4 H.P. Shastri, Nepa.I Catalogue, I, pp. 10 and 137; Preface, p. lxxvii. 
0 Benda!, Cambridge Catalogue, p. 27. 
O H . P. Shastri, Nepal Catalogue, I , Preface, p . Jxxvi. Of other old 

tantra MSS. copied as early as the 10th, 11th or 12th century in the -
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The twenty-eight Saiva ii.gamas of the South are referred 
to as early as the time of the Pallava king Rajasi.Jµhavarman, 
in his Kailii.sanii.tha temple inscriptioJ?,. Tamil Saiva poets of 
the 9th-10th centuries and Kashmir Saiva works of the 1, same 
period also refer to these works.1 Works of Kashmir oaivas 
as early as the eighth or ninth century are found to refer to 
works like the Svacchanda Tantra. Besides mentioning the 
views of a few tantra sects, as Satikarii.cii.rya is supposed to 
have done by his commentators commenting on the V e,d,anta­
sutra_ (II. 2, 7-8), Sankara has referred to si>..-ty-five tantras in 
his Anandalahari (v. 31) pointing to one at least by name, e.g. 
the Svatantra Tantra. It has been shown by Dr. P. C. Bagchi 
(I.H.Q., V, pp. 754ff; VI, pp. 97ff.) on the basis of epigraphic 
records that a number of tantric texts were introduced into 
Kambuj as early as the beginning of the 9th century, thus 
indirectly proving their antiquity. 

Of the Buddhist tantras also some at least are fairly old. 
Buddhist Dhii.ral}.is may be looked upon as precursors of the 
tantras, and the Suratµgama-siitra, which Fa-Hian is said to 
have repeated for his protectjon, contained the most complete 
list of Dhii.ral}.is. Considering that the book was held in 
reverence by Fa-Hian in the 5th- century, Beal assigned it to 
a period not later than the 1st century.2 We may thus find 
traces of the beginning of the Buddhist tantras as early as the 
lat century of the Christian era. According to Yuan-Chwang 
the Dhii.ral}.i or Vidyadhara-pitaka belonging to the mantrayana 
is as old as the Mahii.sii.mghikas (1st-2nd century A.D.).8 Several 
Buddhist tantra works are known to have existed as early as the 
5th or 6th century A.D. Thus the Horiuzi palm.leaf MSS. in 
.Japan contain besides Dhii.ral}.is, five tantras. 
. Amoghavajra, a sramal}.a of North India and a Brahmana 
by caste who resided in China between 746 and 771 A.D., 
translated 77 works including Ur;i~acarkravarti Tantra, Garu<;la­
garbhaga Tantra, and Vajrakumii.ra Tantra.' Atisa Dipatikara 
was proficient, among other things, in the four classes of tantras.6 

Padmasambhava of Udyii.na was in charge of the tii.ntrika 
part of Buddhist liturgy.6 

T~ranii.tha helps us to some extent in his history of 
Buddhism to determine the dates of some of the Buddhist 

Durbar l;-ibre.ry o! Nepa.I; cf. H.P. Shastri, Nepal Catalogue, I, Prefe.ce, 
PP· lxxvi and ~ix. The MS. of the Saurasaiµhitii. was copied in the 10th 

,century (op. cit., p. lxxvi), that of the Kirane. Tantra. in 924 A.D. (op. 
-cit., Vol. II, p. 99), that of the Je.yii.khe.e.rasaiµhitii. in 1187 A.D. (op. cit., 
Vol. I, p. 76). -., 

l Farquhar,. An Outline oj the Religioud"Literature of India, p. 193. 
2 Introduction to Bee.l's Fe.-Hie.n, p. Ixxii. 
3 Bea.1-Si-yu-ki, II, 165: Kern-Manual of Indian Buddhism, p. 6. 
' Ne.njio, Catalogue of Chinese Tripi~aka, App. II, p. 445. 
6 S. C. Das, J.B.T.S., Vol. I, Pt. I, p. 8. 
6 loc. cit. 
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tantras. He gives the names of some persons who, according 
to him, introduced particular tantras. In a general way he 
says that Asanga, elder brother of Vasubandhu, introduced 
tantras into Buddhism and that they were handed down in 
the most secret manner possible up to the time of Dharmakirti 
(600-615 A.D.).1 In another place he associates particular names 
with particular works. Thus, we are told that Saraha introduced 
the BuddhakapiUa Tantra, Luipii. the Yoginisancaryii, Kambala 
and Padmavajra the Hevajra Tantra, Kr$Q.iiciirya the Sam­
pu!,atilaka, Lalitavajra the three divisions of the Kr§tl,ayamiiri 
Tantra, Gambhiravajra the Mahiimiiyii, and one Pito the 
Kalacakra.2 

But as has already been indicated, all works-Hindu oi 
Buddhist-are not old. · T. Gopinath Rao 3 has shown that many 
works of Saiva and Vai$IJ.ava agama have referred to things 
and persons belonging to 7th-11th centuries so that they cannot. 

··be very old. He however admits that they were probably; based 
on older works. In the Uttara-KiirarJ,iigama of the Saivas, 
says.he, it is laid down that on the 7th .day of the Mahotsava 
of Siva the impalement of the Jfl,ins, said to have been 
carried out at the instance of the Saiva saint Tirujfianasam­
bandha, ought to be celebrated. This · Saiva saint, however, 
is known to have flourished in the middle of the 7th. 
century A.D. so that the work cannot be earlier ,than that 
period. This work as also many other works on Saivagama 
prescribe the recitation of the Dravi<;la Vedas, i.e. the Devara.ma 
hymns composed by Tirujfiiinasambandha, Viigisa, and Sundara­
miirti, the last of whom lived not earlier than the 9th century, 

The prose recension of the Vaikhanasiigama is perhaps the 
oldest among the iigamas of the Vai$IJ.avas. The metrical. 
"!7aikhiina.siigama of the Vfi$IJ.avas requires the Dravi<;la Vedas, 
1.e. Prabandhas of the Sri-vaii;;Qavas or Alva.rs (8th or 9th 
.~entury) to be sung in the front of divine processions. The 
I svara8arp,hita of the Paiicaratra mentions the saint Sathakopa. 
(800 A.D.) and Aciirya Ramaniija (1000 A.D.). The Brhad­
Brahmasarp,hitii also mentions the latter. 

~ccording to some scholars the cult of Tiira, a very important 
tantnc goddess in later days, is not very old. If this conclusion 
proves to be correct it would follow that works or rather portions. 
of works de_aling with the worship of Tiirii must not also be very 
old. Pa?dit Hirananda Sastri 4 depending on the finds of icons 
in old sites concludes that the cult of Tara cannot be older-

1 Geschichte der Buddhisimus, Tr. by Schiefner, p. 201. 
2 op. cit., p . . 275£._ Dr. B. Bhattacharya has sought to show that 

these people flour1sh~d Ill the 7th-8th centuries (J.B.O.R.S. , xiv, p. 343). 
s Elements of Hindu Iconography, T. Gopinath Rao, Vol. I, Part I, . 

Introduction, Section xvi, pp. 55ff. 
4 Origin and Cult of Tii.rii., .ilfernoir, Archreological Survey, No. 20,. 

Hirananda Sastri,' pp. 99ff. 
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than the sixth or seventh ·century of the Christian era. In his 
opinion the statement that Nagarjuna revived the cult of Eka­
jata, a form of Tara, in the country of Bhota (Tibet) should 
be taken with an amount of caution. It may be that the name 
of the well-known Buddhist reformer was associated with Tara 
worship with a view to carry weight. Or it may be that this 
Nagarjuna was a different person altogether. . 

Kuliicara section of the tantras is stated by Jayaratha m 
his commentary on the Tantriiloka of Abhinava Gupta to have 
been introduced by Minanatha and Matsyendranatha.1 Accord­
ing to the Gorakl}asiddhantasa'l!l,gr.aha (pp. 18-19) and Tantra­
riijatantra also, the tantras, probably the Kaula ones, were 
introduced on earth by the nine Nathas.2 A manuscript copy 
of the M aMkaula(inana-viniNJ,aya stated to be introduced by 
Matsyendra has been found in transitional Gupta characters, 
about the same characters in which the manuscript of the 
Paramesvara Tantra of the Cambridge University Library copied 
in 859 A.D. was written.8 Wassiljew also places the Niithas 
at about this time, e.g., 800 A.D. This would therefore seem to 
fix the upper limit of the Kaul!!,. tantras. 

By the side of these we have also got works which bear 
undeniable marks of modernity. C'...orak$anatha is referred to in 
several works and hymns to him (attributed to the Kalpadruma 
Tantra and Rajaguhya) are ment-ioned in the Gorak§asiddhanta­
sa'l!l,graha (pp. 42-43). Caitanya, the Vai$I)ava reformer of 
Bengal, is referred to in works like the l sana,<Ja'l!l,hitii stated to be 
included in the K ulaT1J,ava. The Y ogini Tantra gives an account 
of king Vi$I)Usirp.ha, the founder of Kocha dynasty.8 The 
V isvq,sara Tantra is said to give an account of the birth of the 
great Vai$I)ava teacher of Bengal, Nityananda.4 The Meru 
Tantra goes further. It refers to the English people and the 
city of London.6 Dialects of some Indian vernaculars found 

~v'Jf ijvITT! '5£11r ~ cffTQJ 'ifi'r! f~ I 

itiT~ ~ lR'Ril' 1i"fl1'1Jil'T II 

~r1u"! fri-r ~;r~;r _iR'Tifif ll 

-Tantrii.loka. (Trivandrum Sansiu:it Series), pp. 24-25. 
2 • • .,. 

'i'J.;;r ~ ~ ifcl'iIT~~~-Tantrarii.jatantra-I. 7. 

H.P. Sheatri, Nepal Catalogue, II, p. 32; preface, p. xix. 

8 The name of this king as given in an extract of the Yogini Tantra 
in the Sabdakalpadruma under the word Siva is V4;i;iusirpha while the 
edition of th? work (Bombay, l§o.ka 1825) published from the Venkatesvar 
Steam Machme Press reads venusiqiha (xiii, 14). ·. 

4 Mahiinirvii1,1a tantra (Eng. trans.), M. N. Dutt, Introduction, 
p. 11. 

6 ~r if!f'51~1'~ "1~:5ITTlrfq ll'TT!fif: 1 
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in the mantras in what are called the Sahara tantras are 
-evidence of their late origin. 

These evidently i;nodern works represented as having been 
revealed by divine Siva would naturally rouse suspicion as 
regards their genuineness and it is refreshing to note that a 
similar suspicion was found lurking in minds of people even 
in days of old. Yamunacarya Il).akes pointed reference to it. 
It is stated that some people even in modern times would pose 
as teachers of tantras and promulgate doctrines that were not 
,sanctioned by the tantras.1 

It thus seems that several of the tantras are fairly old, some 
going back as early as the beginning of the Christian era. But 
it is most likely that like the Pural).a literature the tantra 
literature also swelled in course of -time with the introduction of 
fresh material in the form of new works or interpolated 

.. passages. 
AUTHORSHIP OF THE TANTRAS. 

As regards the authorship of the tantras we inust admit 
that we know very little, at least with regard to the oldest and 
some of the best known of the works. There is no room in 
most cases even to hazard a guess. ·All that we are told is 
that they are of divine origin, undoubtedly to give them an 
appearance of sanctity and antiquity. The· word iigama is 
interpreted as consisting of the initial letters of the words agata 
(come), gata (gone), and m!Lta (approved). It is explained to refer 
to the siistra that has been related by Siva to his divine consort 
Parvati and has been approved by Vi~IJ.U. Similarly the niga'l{W, 
<:lass of the tantras is supposed to have issued from (nirga~) the 
Devi (Piirvati). Most of the tantra works of the Saivas and Saktas 
are thus represented as being interlocutions between Siva and 
some aspect of his divine consort or his or her sons or attend­
?'nts.2 There are the Vai~t;tava tantras again in which Vi~i;i.u 
m one of his various aspects is generally represented as the 
speaker while in the Buddhist tantras, called Sangitis, Buddha or 
a Bodhisatva is stated to have been the author or speaker. But 

1 ~~~sfq ~ ~Qllil ~~~nrftilll"~l({ I 
~~itcfrf.i iffl~ fil,t'ilJIQI• I 

-Agamapriima7J,ya, p. 4. 
2 The tradition that Siva. wa.9 the author of the Pii.liupa.ta. system of 

the t~ntr!ls goes back to the Mahii.bhii.ra.ta (Santi, 350. 67). BhAskara.­
rii.ya m hlB Setubandha (VII. 4 7) has referred to the line of teachers of the 
ta.ntra9 89 follows : Supreme Bra.lima.n, Svacchanda. Bha.ira.va., (anMrita.) 
I~va.ra, Dev~, Sa?ii~iva, lhara, Vidyesvara, Srika.Q.~ha, etc. Bhiskara 
has quoted Ill his Saubhagyabhiiskara (v. 118) the Devibhiigavata. and 
Skanda PuriiQ.a to show how different works issued from different parts of 
the body of Siva. Bhoja has made an attempt to establish Siva as the 
author of tantras by means of logical arguments (Tattvaprakii§a, pp. 
26ff. ). 
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the Vai~Q.ava Paiicaratra · work, Ahirbudhnyasarµ,hita, is in the­
form of interlocution between Ahirbudhnya, a form of Siva, and 
Narada, the sage. The Niirada Pancartitra also has some 
chapters which are interlocutions between Mahadeva and 
Parvati while there are some between Mahadeva and Narada. 

But in spite of this assertion of the divine origin of the 
tantra works we are fort~ately given some clue for finding 
out their real human authors, at least in some cases. Thus in 
some works, a particular devotee is represented as having been 
the fortunate person to whom the particular work was revealed 
by its divine author as the Vedic Mantras were revealed to the 
r§itJ (seers). We thus find human names associated with several 
works, some of which are definitely stated to have been brought 
down ( avatarita) on earth by these persons. 

Some of the celebrated sages like Sanatkumara, Dattatreya, 
~tavakra, and Bharadvaja are found to be associated with 
tantra works bearing their names.1 

The Sivasfitras, the most revered work of the Saivas of 
Kashmir, was according to a fairly old. tradition revealed to 
Vasugupta in a dream on the mountam called Mahadeva. 2 

The Srimatottara tantra, though represented as having been 
revealed by Siva to Parvati, is at·the same time stated in the­
colophon to have been brought down on earth by a human 
author SrikaQ.thanatha (e.g. Srikanthaniith.ii,vattirita).3 Malta­
kaulaj?°ianavinin;iaya is similarly stated to have been brought 
down by Matsyendranatha.4 Yogavijayastavaraja from the 
Brahmayamala is stated to have been brought down from 
heaven by Pippaladamuni, though it was originally spoken 
by Siva to Parvati.6 The Mahesvariya Tantra 6 which deals with 
topics like mara'IJ,(1,, ucata,na, etc., is said to have been manifested 
by Siva to the sage Sivagiri and then published by his disciple. 

But there are examples in which no such reference to 
r~velation or bringing down is mentioned, but they are straightly 
given out as having been composed (racita, pra1J,ita) by these 
per.sons. The Purviimniiya Tantra, as is stated by the colophon . 
of its manuscript in the Durbar Library, Nepal, was composed 
by ~~t~adeva.7 Similarly the Jiianala~mi or Jayakhya­
sarµ,hita 1s stated to have been composed by one Candradatta.s 

1 It is cu~ious that Datt~treya, considered to be the father of the 
yoga system, 1s associated with the ,$afkarmas (the six vulgar rites) in 
his Dattatreya Tantra. 

2 Kashmir Shaivaism, J. C. Chatterjee, 26fi. 
3 H.P. Shastri, Nepal Catalogue, I, p. 255 . 
4 Ibid., p. 32. · 
5 Ibid., p. 236. 
o Published by Kshemraj Krishnadas, Bombay 1842 S.E. 
7 H . P. Shastri, Nepal Catalogue, I, p. 208. ' 
B Ibid., pp. 1, 76, 77. 
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Paradayogasiistram 1 like many other tantras is in the form of a 
q.ialogue between Siva and Parvati. But it was composed by 
Sivarama Yogindra . as is mentioned in the colophons to some 
of the chapters. The Taravilasodaya,2 a tantra work in the 
form of an interlocution between Mahadeva and Parvati united 
in embrace, is definitely stated in the_. colophon to have been 
composed by Vasudeva Kavikankana 3 who culled the verses, as 
we are informed in one of the introductory verses, from a work 
called the · Ginalcramamantravaridhi. 

The human authorship of the Buddhist Sangitis is revealed 
by the introductory lines which begin ' I heard that one day 
Bodhisatva was in such and such a condition, etc.', thus pointing 
to the fact that in their present forms they are related by persons 
other than the Buddha or Bodhisatva. 

Some of the detractors of tantra rites reluctant to recognize 
the divine origin and sanctity of the tantras have expressly 
declared their human origin and consequent unauthoritativeness. 
According to the Kurma Pura?J,O, one Satvata Axµsu was the 
author of a sastra prevalent among bastards and low-class people. 
This sastra, after the name of the author, came to be known as 
Satvata Tantra. This fact seems to have been referred in the 
Bhagvata Purii?J,O, as well. 4 

The Pariisara Pura1),a, as quoted in the Tantriidhikarininiaya 
(p. 12) of Bhat,tojidik~ita, also, seems to refer to the human 
origin of the Paii.caratras, etc. 5 Vedottama, in his Pii?icariitra-

1 Published by Matilal Banarasi Das and Co., Lahore. 
2 Descriptive Catalogue of Sanskrit 1vISS. in the Sanskrit College, 

Calcutta, V, 30. 
3 This title has almost become a proper name in Bengal referring 

to the author of the Ganq,imangala, e.g. Mukundariima Cakravarti. 

4 ~'ir-
~hJ: ~ficfi'IT i!Hi fqlil{J\fffi! ·s'" I qq lif I 

~!'ill ~f.:mi't ~~fclzj iR"! II -

~ il'T~ ~f<'i cr1~ir ur: I 

'l(Hf.f ~Tlfffl ,~iITTtfTf~fu: r.@~ 11 

iRJi ifT1;i"T ij f~Tif '13'lt<ffi ifiii 'l(llr-rlr J . . ' 
~~ ~nn~ ~T~i!T f<(?f[<r'C"~ 11 l:fu 

™mi~~-
~ ~ii .,.,;j ~'iJT'iiiT ~fflilf_TQI~ I 

lJ';f_ ~'~Ti!T ~m ~1 1ttr: 11 

5 ~r 'l{~T'IR"~lll{ ~ll"ill~Tli'- -Viramitrodaya, Vol. I, p. 2<1. 

"flml:f'Rtf~f~ 'iiirmn: $'{(fil~: I 

~r-=r~: '4flf if 'Sl'if111mifif fm: 11 
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priima1J,ya has, gone so f~r as to declare that the original tantra 
works of the Saivas that are believed to have been revealed by' 
Mahesvara were compiled by an ordinary human being named 
Mahesvara and some credulous people were mistaken to identify 
him with the god Mahesvara only on the flimsy ground of the 
similarity of names.1 

A similar charge appears to have been brought against 
the Vai~t;tavas as well. It is stated that their scriptures were 
not the composition of Vasud~va, the god, but of a deceitful 
person named Vasudeva who promulgated his doctrines for the 
delusion of the people.2 

· 

That some of the tantra works were comparatively modern 
and were the composition of ordinary human beings was also 
believed by persons having no marked bias against the tantras. 
Aparii.rka in his commentary on the Y iijii.avalkya Sarµhitii (I. 7) 
specially condemns the works of human authors.3 The sect 
Laukulisa Pasupata system is definitely known to have been 
founded by one Laukula who was supposed to have been an 
incarnation of Mahii.deva. 4 

1 iii-rf~ ~"icttflifif iJ-:;r'if if 'f~'IR\J'ffififTiifr .:rq)tlTli q N &:fi<hi ,;ififi'qr 

fq-~R:f,rr I 'i'UfTtilJTll'filJif ijjf'<f<!i ~1-iQT li~~('iqf~1i,fiHit1q<df.:.11q;;;: I 

(From a copy of a MS. of the work borrowed from Mr. Sarat Kumiir 
Ray's MS. Library.) 

2 i!T~IN~ ijjiff~ fq~ I 
~ ~ ;r,;;r~ dii f.rRr-J'l1 ~ n ... 

-.iigiiniapriimarfya of Yiimuniicarya, p. 25. 
3 'i"f"'JITflf 'q'1{ ~ if ifiqii!'~ 'ii?i ~q'~flT'llli~fir ~~ I 

(p. 19 of the Yajnavalkyasat[lhita as published in t-ho Anandasrama 
Sanskrit Series of Poona). 

' J.R.A.S., 1907, p. 337; J.B.R.A.S., XXII, pp. 15ff. 
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