
Prapañchah®idaya on the Saãkar∑ha Kåˆ∂a

Prapañchah®idaya is an anonymous work dated to the 11th century.

Kanazawa Atsushi writes about the following passage from the

Prapañchah®idaya: 

Together with a schematic outline of the M¥måµså, this passage con-

tains a concise account of the position, author, commentators and

contents of the Saãkar∑ha Kåˆ∂a.  It is no exaggeration to say that,

among researchers who have up until now undertaken to write some-

thing on the history of the M¥måµså, there is not one who has not

shared in the benefits of this work.

t] s;©op;©Sy vedSy pUvoŘ rk;<@s'….•Sy;xeWv;Ky;qRiv-
c;rpr;y,' mIm;'s;x;S]m(  )  tidd' …v'xTy?y;yinbım(  )
t] Wo@x;?y;yinbı' pUvRmIm;'s;x;S]' pUvRk;<@Sy /mRiv-
c;rpr;y,' jw…min’tm(  )  tdNyd?y;yctu„kmǔ rmIm;'s;-
x;S]mǔ rk;<@Sy b[̃ ivc;rpr;y,' Vy;s’tm(  )  tSy
…v'xTy?y;yinbıSy mIm;'s;x;S]Sy ’tkoi$n;m/ey' .;„y'
bo/ynen ’tm(  )  td≠g[Nqb¸Ly.y;dupe+y ik̆…cTs'≤=¢-
mupvWeR, ’tm(  )  tdip m<@mtIn( p[it du„p[itp;d' ivStI,R-
Tv;idTyupe+y Wo@xl=,pUvRmIm;'s;x;S]m;]Sy devSv;…m-
n;its'≤=¢' ’tm(  )  .vd;sen;ip ’t' jw…mnI.;„ym(  )  pun-
i√≥k;<@º /mRmIm;'s;x;S]e pUvRSy tN]k;<@Sy;c;yRxbr-
Sv;…mn;its'=epen sMkWRk;<@÷ i√tIymupe+y ’t' .;„ym(  )
tq; devt;k;<@Sy s'kWeR,  ) b[̃ k;<@Sy .gvTp;db[̃ dˇ-
.;Skr;id….mRt.eden;ip ’tm(  )
Prapa–chah¨idayam, Trivandrum Sanskrit Series, No. 45, 1915, p. 38, l.14 
to p. 39, 1.12. (Quoted by Atsushi.)
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Subrahmanya Shastri has translated the central portion of this passage in

the preface to the edition of Saãkar∑ha Kåˆ∂a with Devasvåmin’s commen-

tary, (page iv):

In M´mŒµsŒ is laid down rules of interpretation for the former and

latter parts of the Vedas.  It consists of twenty chapters. Of these the

first sixteen chapters deal with the discussions about Dharma and the

rest with Brahman. BodhŒyana wrote a BhŒ·ya on them called

K¨takoÿi. As this was a very voluminous work, Upavar·a wrote a

smaller commentary on them called V¨tti. As this was also found dif-

ficult for ordinary intellects, DevasvŒmin wrote a brief BhŒ·ya on

the whole êŒstra.  Again êabarasvŒmin wrote a BhŒ·ya on the

TantrakŒö¶a alone (Ch. 1-12) omitting Saµkar·a. BhavadŒsa also

wrote a BhŒ·ya on Jaimini’s Sªtras." 

Prapa–chah¨idaya on the contents of the four chapters of the Sa‹kar·ha 
KŒö¶a, quoted by Laveriere (p. 182):

tq; devt;k;<@Sy p[qm;?y;ye sveRW;' mN]ivxeW;,;' devt;-
tÊvp[dxRne t;TpyR…mit p[d≤xRtm(  )  i√tIy;?y;ye iv?yqRv;-
dn;m/ey;n;' mN]devt;ivxeWTvm(  )  tOtIy;?y;ye devt;tÊv'
SveCz;ivg[hTv;idgu,;gu,;l é̊tm(  )  ctuq;R?y;ye devt;fl'
sTkmR,;mpvg;R…/k;·r,St;d;TMyl=,mpvgRfl…mit  )
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