SIS (Korea Journal of Buddhist Studies)
HMl623 (2020.3) pp. 83~106 10.21482/jbs.62..20203.83

e bR B E), 1.21-240
Hau7ke] vlol3 A7t AE vl
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I o7t III. PS(V) 1.21-240|4] tj1U7}e]
11, Hpo]4| A7} stuke] 2|22 of3) uho|H|A| 7} vl

v, yeeg
Qo2

o] e 1o] B Ao "metnbL AR A oK K1) (Praminasamiccayalvrth [HHAGE,
of5}PS(V)) A1 [ 21-2473} X170l LBk T 17K Dignan [, cads0-540)
of oAl Vaisesika, Wi 2] 212} o) 2ol ek ulphe A=) $Igtolc %4
SHhAIS] Habe 9 B St BAS T A€ B B An 52 3
4 (arka pungava) 2} 2] E| 91k €] TU7H=PS(V) 1 FNHREOA 2|2kl efgh Al
o YL 270 F, 1 FUROIA] Zuh 10k BAIT) QL0 B SlukE ] ASES
A2 Ik 22 E frerl AU 200s)0] oo A BUR AATIEE
A PS(V) 142 the 3t o] A H o] Slk

* PS(V) 1.1- 112 T] 2U7} ApA1 9] 2|2k
* PS(V) 113-1.16: "7, 9] 2|7} 4 o] v)%
* PS(V) 1.17-120 : Yofof 8}a}o) x|z} wjgh
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* PS(V) 121-124 : H}o] ] K] 7} S}ute] 2] 242 vl
* PS(V) 1.25-1.33 : A7} Stuko] 2|7+ )t
* PS(V) 1.34-144 : 0] A} S o) 2 212 u)gh

O PS(V) 1782 4470 Al A2 -9 =] 0] QAL ©] 7H&E PS(V) 121243 Hlo]
FAXI7(Vaisesika) SR Bl ] O] A1 2H2, 53] MHol4IA| 7k 2k o]} VS)ofl Lie}
VS3.1159) 2|2t 4 )9k vs o) thE S elsiitra) E2HO) A E B A AT 2
ARH O R o|59] 42 A EAS kutarkika) 2] ©12] 42 7H'e (abhimaina) o] X|1HA]
et Ashe Ao R uiF3leth oo & A Ul vl ko 2 4F
e hol A7) vso Liehd 2|2t} ik uhgol dis) A3 HEsta, o]ojA
PS(V) o] Bl & ulg 02 9] ulolHA|7} X|ZH2 ke 58] Ahw H At Fhc.

Z=Hlof
Sk oAV, Tmefut b2 Ao H 3, THlolA IRz, vissyalocanantira,
] Z}(pratyaksa), U< (samavaya)

I Solrle

o] ZILo] M0 By ¢] A =] 5}ko] AA|R}e] t] 1L} K Dignaga, ca.480-540)
o] I'wi gl A RO B 8l W)y (Pramanasamuccaya(vrtti), ©| 8 PS(V)) A1 &
2 (Bl of] e Blo] A 7H(Vaisesika) ©] 2|2} o] Zof| gt H] = 4
E3517] fistolth. FAISHA| ] o] LU b= GA| B Bt =AE 2 A E e =

= BHAL o] 2 I3} ‘=2 9] Fra’(tarka pungava)2Hal E A Tk 1=
o A4l o] & o] 1 of Wt gt =K (sastra) S SHE . OF3HPS(V)E A&
Tk o] PS(V)= & 64 22 FAJE o] QlaL, o] 7he-H] AT F- 4470 AlE
I AR v} o] o] fol A §ltk?

D U3 H 28 Al 34 Epula 4 Sl A, 5. oS 6. W),
2) % Steinkellner, E. Dignaga’s Pramanasamuccaya, Chapter 1: A hypothetical reconstruction of the
Sanskrit text with the help of the two Tibetan translations on the basis of the hitherto known Sanskrit
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* PS(V) 1.1- 112 : T 17} ApAl o] 2] 7+
* PS(V) 1.13-1.16 : "=y, Vadavidhi)@) A2+ 7 <] vz
* PS(V) 1.17-1.20 : U oFoR(Nyaya) Shuto] 2] 2+ ] g

* PS(V) 1.21-1.24 : u}o| ] Al 7H(Vaisesika) 8Hi2+0] 2| 7+ v) 2
* PS(V) 125-1.33 : 47K(Samkya) Stu}o] %] 2-2 v]

* PS(V) 1.34-1.44 : 1] A Mimamsaka) ©] 2] 7} 1|7k

U IuU7kz oS PS(V) 17 137 o] 518, A 2ot 53t =7
FHY LHAE g 50 X7} o] 253 A A =uGi) ALY 53]
PS(V) 1.21-24 A 52} A 520 A wlo] | A 7} 8} o 2| Z+-2 3 - 8ff o] 8} o
AFA|AFe] 7 ch(Kanada, ca.50-150)2] Talo| A A7k 2}y (Vaisesikasiitra, ©]
S} VS)of LHER VS 3.1.139] A2} 7 0] €} VS 9] 7] B} It el(siitra) S 2H] W&
S5 §E0| A A5kl vt
T2 e upAfol7|(IRiEm) 71 2 T Bl o S 2
2 o aurte) pS(V) "d A AR E 203 Dignaga, On Perception® 2] B2
42-512:3} 0| 5= 134-147%0f] s f-8-0] QlaL, Eul Q1A =2]5to] F-ghald Al
Of TaFE (NHIOM 28 48 iRl s 170 116-130Z0] T] 21712 mlo] A
B 7S A sl 9) 31, v)w ulE] Z(Bimal K. Matilal) 9 A] ] TU7ke} 124191
%= et sfupoto] WA S Ful A s gt of 2] SO f a1 ao] gl o,

tlo

o
=
re o

N

fragments and the linguistic materials gained firom Jinendrabuddhi’s Ttka. 2005. Published online
(http://ikga.oeaw.ac.at/Mat/dignaga_PS_1.pdf).

3) aurte) o] Zub Uofob o] & Eup7kekUddyotakira, ca.550-610), B0l 41417} Bkt
B 2} ARA whiCH(Pradastapada, ca.550-600), 12| 37 u| A} 8huko] Jruld el (Kumarila, ca.590-650)
Sl QafjAl §EZ o] A7) = lck o] o]l thgt AF-E A5 AT AR GAF7 2 314

4) Hattori, M. Dignaga on Perception, being the Pratyaksapariccheda of Dignaga’s Pramanasamucchaya
form the Sanskrit fragments and the Tibetan versions,(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1968).

5) MBI, = IR B R, TR (L HOEE 5 AR SR SR, SRR A R B
Hjit, 1974).

6) Matilal, K. B. Logic, Language and Reality: An Introduction to Indian Philosophical Studies, (Delhi:
Motilal Banarsidass, 1985); PERCEPTION: An Essay on Classical Indian Theories of Knowledge,
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1986).

7) Matilal, K. B. The Character of Logic in India. ed. by J, Ganeri & H. Tiwari, NY: SUNY, 1998); The
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1] 3L vpO A7 A A REE A5 Q AA5HA] AR 3 U EF Srub2(Wilhelm
Halbfass) 9] = 9] ©@3f291} 51147} ofo] 2h¢~(Harunaga Isaacson) 2| UFA}
59|t E90] 223yl 43, B3] TR0 R upol At WEES A
Aoz 275 o)A 4=9] T3] er]u]ope] T 2,0 2T L avt Slch

A7t =Fol A A AR O R 4R A2 PS(V) 1 Dignaga’s Prama-
nasamuccaya(vrtti). P.5072, Ce 93b4-109a1'V1} 2005 o EAE FrelQlAY
(Ernst Steinkellner) 2] AbATIE| I 291212 72] 31 ofo] 2k~ 0] §19]=Fo A]
2 VS wgoly, 2450 By Ao 2 SR (1968)2] vS (e WE=

e sl oS vt

IL vlolA7} shike] 2|22 o)

ol 4417k 8o $-2]9] 48 HAFES W (L, Padartha) 24 17

SFstar QIeh ™ Tuto| M Al A= 2)y (Vaisesikasitra, ©]3} VS)ol 4] 9712] A7

Word and The World: India's Contribution to the Study of Language, (Oxford: Oxford University Press,
2001); Mind, Language and World. ed. by J. Ganeri, (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2002);
Epistemology, Logicand Grammar in Indian Philosophical Analysis. ed. by J. Ganeri, (Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2005).
8) Halbfass, W. Tradition and Reflection: Explorations in Indian Though, (NY: SUNY, 1991); On Being
and What There Is: Classical VaiSesika and the History of Indian Ontology, (NY: SUNY, 1992).
9) Isaacson, H. Materials for the Study of the Vaisesika system. (Ph.D. Thesis, University of Leiden, 1995).
10) 0124, 4] e}r] u] okSivaditya) ] 73 7-2(Saptapadarthn), Q1= 3}y 454(A & Q=483 1994).
11) g8l w7 Eof o3l A Hattori(1968), pp.174-2375 235}
12) 2520} 5,
13) ‘padartha’= 23t 5-30] 241 “padasya arthah’(Z o] X A|Sh= /), & & 9] 2| 4| ol "(abhidheya),
oF o] o (fieya), 18] a1 HFE Q14 (pramiti) ] T AFolch. mHEbA ROl A[7te] Qlof HRE Q14
HH(pramana)2 01 A& Q14 3k= A o]t
wepApAuptto] o] 22 B AZ 08 A A Sk Hiol4| A 7F Aok Aol “A A (dravy-a)- £
“d(guna)- -5 (karma) - 1 3 (samanya) - 5-4(visesa) - U} £ (samavaya)” 2] o Sik-E M2 A QA3
A Ffe]l o]2e u]EA(abhavayS HlEl 7THFRZ SRt THFE 7] SF2AKSrharsa,
ca.11501 %), §-thoFLh(Udayana, ca.1020-1050) % Q14 3AWF 1512 B 813t ol= 4l etei ] of
(Sivaditya)o]t}. 052 =4 A} “2 7 (uddesa) = 7 | (laksana) = H] Th(pariksa)”©] 3THA &
F4d¥lo] olck 3. 0|24, 9] =8, pp25-26.

14

=



=

S (prthivi)- E(ap) - E(tejas) - HF#H(vayu) - 5] -5-(akasa) - Al {k(kala) - B3H(di
$)- OF = Rk (atman)- T A (manasy—& IABLIL QUTED o] % F- BB T
742 215 o) o] 8] skt L, 1l 2] o] Al 7R Selof o8] ol 4] E| A gk 7}
ol 98} 7 ZHE| 7] QHETE® VS 311162 OfzRke] Z4) 5 (prasiddhi) S
AE3EaL 91,1 0] 71&.0] Thgo] 4k Al Aol #ak 150] X7}l that
A o)) ek,

VS 3.1.15: “atmendriyamanorthasannikarsad yan nispadyate tad anyat [| >'®
(OF= a7k vhu AT 7] WS AT AT LA [

ek 2] o] (A2}l th,

PS(V)o]] tgt Al = 2]t (Jinendrabuddhi, ca.725-785)2] B4 Visalamalavatt
Pramanasamuccayafika (°] 5} PST)ol| A] HEo] | A| 7} ehut o] | 2} 2of| = = 2
) &:5o] QI9AT}iL AL S efoiSrayaska® 5 AT A

A= A4kt ool aL, “Zaa} oM 9] %" (indriyartha sannikars

15) VS 1.1.4 [Isaacson(1995), p.216:4] : “prthivy apas tejo vayur akasam kalo dig dtma mana iti dravyani [l

16) Chatterjee, S.C. and D.M. Datta, "3}o}2 Hi= % AL, AFE o (A JEAY, 1999),
pp.235-39 2%,

17) VS 3.1.9-13 [Isaacson(1995), p.220:17-22] : “samyogi samavayy ekarthasamavayi virodhi ca karyam
karyantarasya karanam karanantarasya virodhy abhiitam bhiitasya bhiitam abhitasyabhiitam abhiitasya
bhiitam bhiitasya - asan samdigdhas canapadesah || ” tA}-x7} y @} Agkst A sl (454K, samyogin),
y W] Y& 1(M/GEIH, samavayin), y 7+ 453 5 Ao Y38k 5 4 Q) (ekartha samavayin),
yol 4918 L7 Q#ZN, virodhin) & 2 7+2E uf A ti/d-x= 5221 9] F-4(linga)o] Fw,
/g (karman) ¥} Z-(karana)©] A=A (kartr) 2] AE¢lolof A A4 FA A ofmnt-E o] d 4
Stk Al 2579 27321, = @ F2l(aprasiddha = viruddha[ #1i#[A]) - H] A 2 Q1 (asat = asiddha[ 155 A]) -
H] Z 7 Ql(samdigdha = anaikantika[ 7~7E[X])©] ST}

18) Isaacson, op. cit., p.220:24. cf. Bronkhorst, J. “Once Again Vaisesika Satra 3.1.13,”(4siatische
Studien/Etudes Asiatiques 48(2), 1994). pp.668-70. 9] 7| o /] B2 A AE L o] 4|42 VS3.1.1308
278kt o] Alfo] Q1-&H T o] 77HA] =M EE 27T

19) PST B 28b5-29a5 [Steinkellner ef. al.(2005), Part I, pp.118-119]. cf. €|l ] PST 53b5-7(60a8-60b3).

20) 3= 2](Hattori, op. cit., p.135, fn.4.6)0] W2, o] 1=AL] o] F-5 oft] o A = & 4§13 23]
yofo} 8tuto] 7}-9-whul(Gautama) 2] Nydyasiitra (13} NS) 1140 Al A 2-& A3 oo A%
< Fol AR efoleta A oetaL E o] L A7k gz ofopu(Vatsyayana) o] Nyayabhdsya (0]
S} NBh) 2.1.269 4] 2432 th ko] o] x| 7+e] E4=Ql(visista karana)o| W OFERET} upLpA 9
%3} whp o o] 458 221709 gloleka Fgte] £58 B ast slrka W,
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a)?2 o] o] AlLtto| R} B (M LA, asadharana karana)©| 2Fal 4461,
02 519} A Sarasvata -2 A4 kart) A O ko
TR (N, pradhana) o] =] 2] S/ (linga) ] GF-& 28= L [1A]E
< phalopabloki) 2132 L. Lol o ©14] Q18 1 el eite
2 F3l7]of -5 atfane] HAshE ofv=A] @@k o] =2l
, whebA] Aupa] o 2 «of bl upuk A O] 3 £ (atmamanah sannikarsa)©] ¢
ol =8 ¢lo] ok whebA mputA7E EASHA] =t A A
T ik a2k el ol efat 15 A)2bo] that Al oS
A 7102 Bt}

> K

VS 10.1.3-4 : “sam$ayanirnayantarabhavas ca jfidnantaratve hetuh I tayor
nispattih pratyaksalaingikabhyam jianabhyam vyakhyata || »25)(c}2 Z ) ]|
o3k o A3 2H 2 ThE el Yol W QloaL, = ZhA| [ A 3k ghd o
A& A2k e A (9] S A et A Aol sl A = Sleh.

9] g atof) wpe i, o] 41 (samsaya) & 2] ZAK(inga, 6 917])] 2] 2t}
78] 31 0] )3k 247} 1 A Alingin, B) ) Afo] o] E1 5 A 2] 7]2}o] A

21) & =&l Al B4 (object) & AHE-SH= .ﬁlz].,] 71382 “artha [7H3 8- ¥1529] thAH] O visaya [¢]
A1 0] A O alambana [Tk, dmigs pa, 22 A .2 o] -2 w3l

ol 417} St gk T 2] S7HA A 5S A1RT: (1) 0] otel & QLB Aol o

3+ A¥(samyoga), (2) 1=0] Frob2]| o] ML Q1 AIFHe 24 AT W< (samyukta samavaya), (3) €]

arola] o] Mof ZA 5t ouk EAS 0] AlF= 7401] o3k Agte Y&k Aol LH#(samyukta

samaveta samavaya), (4) 7] 7} 24 2] (3] F[akasa] 2] £A4)S A 5H= Ao Q)5 U<, (5) A7t A gl

A A4 542 14161 o] efgh ol Al ol o, iofore] S aptel e o)

o) 5%5E it M2 Aol I BT BAZ 21 6714 45 AN

TNV, p.31:1). 2. Hattori, op. cit., p.137, fn.4.13.

23) PST AtAT1E] T E-9 H(Steinkellner et. al.(2005), Part I, p.119:2)2] A}t Hlul= o] A )8l PST
0] ohul L} Ravana, dbyangs can pa)®} ) Q152 SO Thek. L WepApufute} ol Ho] A1t
a1, VS| 3 4 A Vaisesikabhasya = Ravanabhasyas A& A 9WF & 23514] ¢F=tt.

LA

22

-

24) VS 3.2.1 [Isaacson(1995), p.220:27] : “atmendriyarthasannikarse jiianasyabhavo bhavas ca manaso
lingam || "(FFLFA 9] [ZA) o] T 8] ZARS ofmul- 7h3- T A} Alo| o] A] A Z0] 91L& 1 gto] 9=
A Aol [23] Aeh.

25) Isaacson, op. cit., p.228.



2318 g 2e| At H&s}z 9 57} gk F ol charel e
FYARS 217 2] 2+ uf o)Al 11 *Z-%’(nirmaya/niscaya)©] & ojdthal
uto4]

A7VE e Ak 1 M XA el Af<0] 720] 2] 7Fo] “o] & A9)
) BEEA] A AT 5= AU 8k o] AL A9
o (18] 3 B ofUthy A E AR she S uro] o418 A7 S 4 QgL X

r
rel
=
kS
«
S
(@}
[e]
s
=i
et
8
3
é
rlo
et
o
o o
off
:?L
ux
oZ
S
8 o
=)
offl
e
ol
ol
N,
§2

ug_ il
ch iAol it o] 2 ¢t 214 7 F(anubhava) ol A o] A 7Hd & F14¢0]
3}

St
91 4 QAL whebd A 2S B3 Dol Q143 AXsHze] 2L 5
8 ol Q142 THIE VS 10,1341 o 7h4 &l A dojut 2 3ol

e A A T FAISD QL E B A T e A EomR
& Lol Floleka FAHRCIY, 39 249 7uat tharel HErols
S A aiidesa)S 1T 4 G Bk woF ARG shY, o4
(saméaya) T} 2] T3 7hgha ch ko] S0 2 AR A 0.2 2 A
|11, I o] 5L AE] YAl thisamanaya)Elo] Glo] Fo] HH

26) VS 2.2.19 [Isaacson(1995), p.219:19] : “samanyapratyaksad visesapratyaksad visesasmrte$ ca samsayah [

27) cf. PSV 5.50c;: “yo ’yam sambandhah sa eva tarhi $abdasya <prameyam> bhavisyati”([ ] A| ] ' A}] “©]
(ayamyo] Fol 2 vh2 LA olobR we] gl b ol B Ao|ch,

28) “alocanamatra”+= A 2} HA}S}7] 913l mefapAwmicho]| o3 A& th(PBh, p.552:30, 553:21).
A9k 19 o] 3017}‘41‘/}7}01]74] YA FF5L R AL ool = §lr}. 2. Hattori,
op. cit., p.136, fn.4.10. cf. TRIEL B A, B2(TKIERL29, p.10 F20-23), “HRIHEENE Zi4
B LAREMIFUMBLIE % (iR L IR R il f TR AR 44 T — DR HE3R J°(TheF o] otLo] AA A o
2 [oh4ol] ESHSA] Eabeh, of A Bolet el At 59 WL el b BE g Bk
TR0 ek Fol2} ol 2zch. 7o} 10| 3 0] 9Jo] Th2 4Jo] 28 i A Folztn $7
wrebth, E o @A [U1A] B o Boh a4 912 Aoloh,
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SOl AI7FE & VS 8.1 4804 gtk el g o] el eetol
W], X2k BT} B4o] O shel Ea AH] - 44 - 8ol O] ERHT (sima
nyavisesapeksam dravyagunakarmapeksam ca pratyaksam)®" 3l U3}X| gk o] 2 gt
HRO]HIAI7F A2 4] % Th(na yujyate) 3L T TLU7H= PSV 1.21abof| A 5730
v} & ZFaf g dlo] FHZojx] BEYSE 7 9FXindriyarthasannikarsotapannasya),®?

PS 1.21ab: “visayalocanarthatvan na sandhanam visesanaih | ”([3H51] [214]]
el The MRS B0 2 o3 slo] [ ohel) B Ate} Bt 8l
th

29) =gt (Candrananda)= Vaisesikasitravytti (©]) 5} VSV) Ol A 57}A] U< (samavaya) 44| & T3}
T 9JTHVSV 7.2). A& A& Matilal(1986), pp.253-2912 2+ 2 3} 2},

1) 5.3} & X\ (avayavavayavinau, ) F[ A2} £),

2) 443} 42 7)) ZA(gunaguninau, B 83} o} ),

3) &= 1} A A|(kriyakriyavantau, ) 7}= Z1} gola]),

) 5 HT} ) E A RGa vyake, 6 ot 2] 43 Fole),
(5) 4=} 4] A A|(visesanityadravyau, B 54=2F Fw]).

30) VS 8.1.4-8 [Isaacson(1995), p.227:4-10].

31) PSV 1.21ab [Steinkellner(2005), p.10:13].

32) PSV 1.21ab [Steinkellner(2005), p.10:14].

33) Wl pAumicks AR o A A ZHE ofE SRt IA Gl A AA Q) B FE, & A
AFo] th4> & 8’ (svariipalocanamatra) 0| 2}l EA A 11, HH - E - AR -S4 - =) - 2
o sl 27 A YA ofmrkn} nhpA 9] HF oA “HA = AT, o] A= Folth, “o| A
2 o] gl Ao, «BMorp, «avt 7ty 5o PR x| Zro] ATttt WETH(PBh,
p.553:2-5). B0 Rt E4E A g3t A Ao st dd 2 A 52 TS
2 AR QL4 ATHE WA 91415519 71 210] L SeheHPBh, p.5532-23). TR CP T
B9 & ZH(nirvikalpaka pratyaksa) ¥} -5 & F(savikalpaka pratyaksa) 7+2] 2}o] S E1y 3| 21 A5}
Aot Yaurts mepapAupmrkE et A7 o2 ghA7 o o] 23t RS A ZRE
ZAolgkal 223} 4= Qlth 2ZFZ. Hattori, op. cit., p.138, fn.4.16. cf. PS 1.5: “dharmino ’nekarlipasya na
indriyat sarvatha gatih | svasamvedyam hy anirdesyam riipam indriyagocarah l| "(c}= 9] FAFS- 2

AN
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o
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S AlEo A o] IU7H= R ZEE- <ol AltiAke] thadt 3 3’ (visayalocanamatra)

A2 AR Zoleka elRich PA L 1F 42ke] thETS T
siops}y] u) o B S4ok 28 thYE) AT AT AL B
7hs stk tafe] M Eoel of2a) Q14D A WA Ao
ofaf o] F £ 7be] AP T AL A T kel h A9}
A0 SRS QAT ol 0] Al hiol Tk AR AR ~0] 247} B
o] Ef2A A4 5o A4 EL B2 EEc agch A% S
ARAENZA B AAGE 2 A% 7o) AfE EASH FA A
(matublopa) ] 913 chAH EAISH, “BE 7H 50,2 sotHek? S0
A 7210 93] 2715710 e o] 2 5 UA TR oo}

we] % Ao AR QA AT B gol

A
29 (surabhi) P52 255} Chmadhura) = 9173} 2| Zho] ehiz ool et 2

N
o
U
L
N
it}
O,
=3
N

ri
)

ol A AA A& & 4= §laL, A E T A A2 A7 o4 o|w T2 &%

34) A o d-x thE AT BA Gl dd-x AR 2 A E AR 2 715517 o §-2] = i Adx

o} AXE T2 FA7HE Bl A T AT R Qleh 24, AA|, B-& 2] H(visanin), WA (sukla),

Zrthgacchati )&} 22 WEo] didl-xo] A2 o, IAEL 24 fAd-xwhE ddeot A4

4= A, A2 ) A-x= AR H], AAAL S BAA, WS, A1 2] dgket

). Abx= 2R 2§ AH(tadvat)/E ti(adhikarana/asraya) & 7]|<&3}7] 93| vl (matup; -mat,

-vat)o] ZAo| HAlE|ojoF FIth(Pan 5.2.94: “tad asydsty asminn iti matup”). WEtA] sattavar,

dravyatvavat, visanavat, $uklavat, gamanavarS G- 5} 11, sat+= sattavar 2 T X Elt} 2 tjAk-xo] o

37142 A 22 tiid-xol TRT ol ol g8l tf x|t ApH o &2 98] = thit-x AA

£ Al ddste Ad IS st Aol da, did-xrt 2R A E A Y7k

sattavar?} dravyatvavarS sat@} dravya 2 t) X| 5}= 7 o) | 3f “tattvavar tad eva”( LA U & 712 A&

5 obd 2ol th Pl &4 7HR A o] &Rl ehEbs w2l o] Qi suklats nHE-& 53l
$uklavar 2 ) X2 4= Qlth(Pan 5.2.94. Var 3: “gunavacanebhyo matupo luk”). A 4| &} -&%-& el
£ 52 AAY &5 AAVENR Ax 538E 5 7)ol visana(#)2t gamana(th)+=

visanavar®} gamanavar 2 ) 22 4> glek. o714 H IU7He dAd-xrt 2R ¢ dol & S5 2 E o

A2 A7) W ol 25 12} §el7h obL] ek W] 1 S)ek. 212, Hattor, o cit, pp 138-139,

n.4.17.

35) 1Lk QAL 7]010] SRS 5t 3A S AT wle A 2 4010 BAS B ok}
seof 8 2Tk Ttk Uotol Shak] sl mhu o] ek 33 44| ghol T1ag A g
Sk AL 7] FAICNVTT, p25:-12). 334 249 ofo] Al o) A1 o] 92 of
u] Ao EAs}7] ol AL F gt Aot BAE WO BH 7] 9L Faf &)= olof givh Fx.
Hattori, op. cit., p.139, fn.4.18.
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o 27 B Ao|ch S A2} w A AT H 7|1 27 T 7kl
ulzk3} S zbo] o8] shobs]v) W Ro] WH- Bl o oA Bl A4
A+ 5ol ofEahis ohe W) thA Ao 2H85He A (iTNLE 24
OF& Aol 2ha 9] AN Aol A T u7Hs AR olof A pS 1.21
2SR

PS 1.21cd: ““naikam riipadyabhedo va drstam cen nendriyena tat || ”(Z-2F
[HFeldl A7l A F=Ash=] ZLAlo] A[Zhe b, [Ae] @Y
OFIAL B2 A 5] Ahol7} ghg Aol T, [T k] TS A
(212t 301 o] ch)

gelgt Aol

o] AF0] LR Aol w2, AR} ok S o] o3 stobEths vhol
PSS S e A S0 AR 17 2017, el
Ch2 ZaEo] 93] AASS Setatel = B 7ok AT ASS A3 A
& % Gt Wb © Hlolehs o]tk b W, A} ohE 1akE
of o} mtobgof i 75 T A 2 QLA Tk, A 50 el AHE
2 AA A% 2ol 7} §lehabhinnay= 250 2 @5t Hc. o]ef ) ¢ 1t
7He S22k A1 o] eijah 528 2] (f/3 B, abhinnam-jaanam) £ 7 B5HA R,
2 1%} Sl ofa) Fo x| ghewe el Eak shbo) HED E2h

che 2eE) A2 0.2 shetel g opela 245t gl
2 AR AL A A

°

1o
ﬁg,:_rlir
0>~
m;“;rlo
ol

Fl—l‘

36) o] Aol digt vgAl stute] Julate] vlgho] 9lrh. SV 4.156: “na canekendriyagrahyam
bhinnatam pratipadyate | ma bhiid bhinnasarirasya grahyatvad bhinnartipata Il

37) A== =H(i8E) T} X4E = A 9 o] 4]’ (Vyapakaviruddhopalabdhi = NB 2.39)2] 7(455—?’-
2 a4yt —7,‘—7%% Q OFSFCHPST B 31b6 [Steinkellner et. al.(2005), Part I, p.125:1-2]):
59| A5 93l ghotE= A2 T s1A] Yth(yad anekendriyagrahyam na tad naikam). U}X] A
51} Zo|(rapadivat). A A E3 o] ZEEO &8l vp7HA| 2 uketE of(tatha ca dravyam).
whebA] [A A= T A sHA] Q) 52 Bl 219 Q1A ol tel| A Steherbatsky, Buddhist
Logic 11, pp.96-97& #=.
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PS 1.22ab: “aksanekatvavaiyarthyat svarthe bhinne ’pi $aktimat | (L &}A]
Of ol thgt 582 Ad A2 [ o] ohE S Sl 24 1™
SES AU 7ol HHHEY A SR A E A el7] diol).

< o > (Sakti)= Q17 2eh, A %94 ohet tid=oll 214
3= ohoFst 7H S (aksanekatva)S £ X 1S Zl(vaiyarthya)o|2Fal £4ghch
T THA] HEOHAI7HE S <M 58 TS 5 A, A 5 B3 Aol HA| =
ZAsE7] w2l oW Zhko] shute] ti el &3l ek, kel ke o) 2
gt PP whotst 4= glg Aojrp ekl whabelet. ofof tha) t 1urH
A AR ofl tet 522 A shuhe] ghako] Z1 T/ o] thE S o A A A
of 1% S &g 7}x| 3L 917] WhEof(“svarthe bhinne *pi saktimat”)2} il HFES
A7t

PS 1.22¢d: “sarvendriyatvam apnoti na dravyadau tatha sati Il ”( /7 & +2
(19} 22 U EY Fo B E ZEE G 5pE 7 92 HoJh,

HRo] H A 7HE-S B 7ol A thARe] chabet 2 TSl S:Afsankhyd)e}
of Qo= 75}

£ Ao H 0 wote 4 QIrka WAL, RG-S E ThE 74
3 oo e
Ao 2 shotEiz o of
57}0] kel Al A3 A
obgl A7} 5 Al of
A7k o84 shotsiThe, Al o) Zbza} Al 2ko] tg B4 BAre] Hlrka

1;

38) VS 4.1.6-11 [Isaacson(1995), p.221:22-28].
39) 91 2% 37 A, * 55 5219 ojafo] £o10|EA) A2ke] Yafe] ohfek. ux] St o], A
E5 £7b0] dafolch. wheba] Al A17te) iAol op ek
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55 QgoF P S2l7} A S0 M5 okl AR S21e) i
S22 Azl o3f| ufetElthes K-S WA SR whagte). uhehA] ti
of 2ho] A (bhinnatvay® 1A o] sl stu}-ol AT TS kSl o)
u}otEl Z(anekendriya grahyatva)*O— 7| o] ThE /5, ol o] A 2t 4
o1 591 el A11of S sk —e) ) uje 319 742l
eyl ol shofatA] a0l 1810l e Folok THA T AL o)
7t glElehE thao] s ofs) shorsloi ot g7k ek Teith, mE
O g A 52 e sl sl 27] ghebE Aol ek A A7t
Ghore] el o9l shobsl AX T A S shke] ERe el S
LR AN
oJo]

40) vRolFAI7F A& oFe- 3 o] A 3HE 4= Qlth 2. Hattori, op. cit., p.141, fn.4.35.
* 7 A2 T o] 5 9] 43|30l thanekendriya grahya).
+ o] §: SJLFaiR cherel A Aol 517] wholchbhinma).

S8 B2 2HA AL tho ATE 9] 4 F 3YAFo] th(anekendriya grahya).
91 4, % 534 e chRt oA

41) PS(V) 1.21-22 [Steinkellner(2005), p.11:5-20].

42) VS 4.1.8 [Isaacson(1995), p.221:24] : “tadabhavad avyabhicarah Il

43) VS4.1.6: i o] thpo] Sul S A1 A3} @A vi&et M 0% QI9h AF e (ML, magnitude) & 4]
Aol T4 AR VS 4.17: Q10| Thee] Ful A A B ek Ale) S50
2 e WA AT} 2ol - WAl S 2t} Bt et €14 Eq At W 2ok o))
A (paramanu riipa) ©] Th9] S5 Al AA o A o] o] Bl E A = el 24 =] 2] gF7]of] A}
A dgol glokal 3311, A7tetu|srek(Sankaramisra)= LA 0] BEE 2 AF| 9} Ao
U aheletE B S (aurutva)® Azl 3] Q14151 90,2 A]Zbo] Ho] B4 02 ol ut
AsFo oleto] gichal ettt &3, Hattori, op. cit., pp.141-142, fn.4.37.
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She 5ol A5 Yelojthaka Westa 9k o] Fgo] up=w, A
243 5:2te] of w3t A-g(vri) = A4 S th3) 7534 1A @ Aoltt. uf
H ks AR, 4 B3 2L & qﬁ«%HWLmAZHm
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o vho] A7k A4l S0 ;A T} o S TEAL PS 1.23 74]%011*1 Xl

O mx
o 2
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cr>4 g

2
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o

PS 1.23ab: “tadabhavad abhavatvad agrahasya anyagocaram | ”(ZL7l 0] H]
EA8L7] wzol e, [ thE SOl Al #oferx] Zafr]of HlEA]
k= Zf o] 71z Zrel 7] wEo] o).

44) PS(V) 1.21-22 [Steinkellner(2005), p.11:21-24].

45) PS(V) 1.21-22 [Steinkellner(2005), p.11:26-27].

46) ol 2] nio] A 7L A& QoFsHH, thd-xoll Y=y (v —tvaly ]9 HIEA =2 Q13f(tadabhavat)
EH”—X"ﬂ S0hs A2 A Fe R vE FehA AL, tiid-xol de v S nEAT 2
& tdxel Qs x FAx—tva)[x]e EAZ v glek. et of X3 ubx] gh. ¢ kst
B o] 2l x 9] EA txol iy S v WAL U 4 5]
0]1:} 1‘41\%7} ‘tadabhavat’(t)Af-xol| 9=y &4 9] B]|ZAE ¢l3)S “tadbhavat’ (T AF-xo]l 2
= x &40 22 Q)R o] X FhS HAAF @ F(shtravirodha)Ztal A| &gtk 22, Hattori, op.
cit., pp.141-142, fn.4.42.

47) PS(V) 1.22-23 [Steinkellner(2005), p.12:1-3]: “evam tarhi yasya ripatvam, tac caksusa grahyam. tasmat
sparsadav api tadvan niyamakatvena visesah. evam ca riipatvadyabhavad dravyadisu niyamabhavah syad
iti cet,”
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VS 4.1.89 A “[h o] 54 G0l & th didol Al EAsHA o471 Wi
of"(“tadabhavat”) 2= v}l #| Al 7F 242 «B] EA 2 W] oh2 o gt Y=
g1t (“abhavad avyabhicara”)= T159] =R} Bt o) 42 5of
A A1 ol HEA) 3] o Aeto] girkal FASHL, W EA)Y] 45k 2
A 5ol A A Sol vlEA 87| off dEo] JIekal FASHA| ¢h=t Blol A4
71e] o] 15 ALl A5 S ele} ol Befe e H B ol %
A 88 4= glek. kshel Hldhshorelst A £ Wol 7] whizolch
(“abhavatvad agrahasya”).

ol stz A/ o] Alzbefl thgh ALt B Adol Hth= A vhE A

=

oA BA & WA 4 UAETR FH
A

=
Qlob2] e o] S 3 ol £ 4 IE Tl
olof] T 1U7k= PS 1.23b0)| A] o] FEE A7} 1 thiAF o2 AR, & 7Hd A
o7 F2F o= Rodvtela Az P?_]'1’/]-(‘‘amyagocar.’:lm [). & %01 7H§7§,

g ol ?'Eﬂ% 7H%‘X4 %@4 @@iﬂ(samudﬁya)i

== 71l 719k %J’(Smarar.lajﬁéna)% ol stk did& Tetshe

48) PSV 1.23 [Steinkellner(2005), p.12:10-12]: “indriyanatarenagrahanam hi grahanabhavah. sa katham
ripatvadina kriyate. syat tu hetvabhavad grahanabhavah. tasmad ripatvadinam niyamakatvam na
yujyate.”

49) PSV 1.23 [Steinkellner(2005), p.12:13] : “yat tarhi dravyadisv abhedajfianam drstam, tat katham iti cet.”
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Hho] 41417} SRtz 7 ZhgE el ofa) skt thato] a4 o7t ofd
2 WoJZ%7] 918 fsat: AT 454 (gunatva) o] AH S Q163 Sk 1
P} U7 ol BIEASE SAT S0 o3l B AR A thol
AP Bk TS B8 914 o] Fof Ebo] M A (arthintara vyavaccheda) S

Bl 1 RS RTE AEH TR A A4S g BE YAy

of TSt o] (i o] TASHh T FAGT. T B R G4 44 4
of J3) 212 0.2 A Q14 IA] ghch. ofukshel Bl chat ohe 5
A A)2ko.2 QAR H A 7] o] ol {3 -4k &4 o] A2t o3 shetsl
Th 161 1) B AW ERHS (tarkika) ] o] 2] 4 & 7 ¥ abhimana) 2

g

PS 1.23cd: “tulyagocaratesta ced anistam anusajyate || ”(RFeF [ A}
(visesana) 2} | 2H7g AH(visesya)] L+ &Y kS| thAbSol2hH, o] A2
QY % G AL T2 Alo] B Foth),

HfO| FAI7RE2 T A} sheb e A e, 9 g Akl that gho] WA
314 grot Akt Mg A HEA 7] T A tidEolzta g
ok E R AL} 0] R A} WL 5 AT o] thAbE ol 2ar I RITHA, thA
Taf VS 11720 4] ol AA - &4 - S50 YETeR =

=
W, AL A 4250l TR A B O R 42 shelst

50) PS 5.1cd: “svartham anyapohena bhasate | ”(A}41 2] QJu|[t A= EFALE B Ao 24 =i,
PS 2.14: “gunatvagandhasaurabhyatadvisesair anukramat | adravyadivyavaccheda ekavrddhyotpaladivat
(a4 T9lo) Al QI S} o] DA B4ERl 24, WAL, $718 A 02 sy
w o]l = Aol Th.

51) PSV 1.23 [Steinkellner(2005), p.12:14-18].

52) VS 1.1.7 [Isaacson(1995), p.161:2-3]: “sadanityam dravyavatkaryam karanam samanyavisesavaditi
dravyagunakarmanamavisesah Il

53) VS 1.1.14 [Isaacson(1995), p.164:1]: “kriyavadgunavatsamavayikaranamiti dravyalaksanam || ” o] &
o A8 v 8.2 A1) TAOITh. SAT 25BN a1 vt xo] AU B
1702 olu|alx] gzt of 2] oh 17} oF5-S 71 AHputravan)2 L £ 2|, o} 0] of]
A& 7 AHpitrvan il =2 A e A% 7“3}. o] 7 A} &4 7o) Y& WAV S0 &
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He i ), 48 AAE 7P (dravyavanthal AP Ee 2T A= A Ha &
A w547} Hiet,

54) VS 1.2.8-9 [Isaacson(1995), p.169:12,15]: “dravyagunakarmabhyo ’rthantaram satta || ekadravyavatttvan
na dravyam || ko] 4117 Shob £ 59 A4, 2 Folut Sl 3 AL A g A
(adravyam dravya)@} o] A & th=2] A A S 2= 4 Al(anekadravyam dravya) 2 -3t} uf2}
A ko] AAhE 2 AR 245 St

55) VS 1.2.18 [Isaacson(1995), p.171:9]: “sallingavisesadvisesalingabhavaccaiko bhavah || ; ¢f. VS 1.2.10
[Isaacson(1995), p.170:3]: “gunakarmasu ca bhavan na karma na gunah |l
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PS 1.24ab: “anekanto ’nyathoktam tan na sarvam sadhyam ucyate | *(H] 2%
o] Q&L [Selol ool THE WA 0.2 Ay 9w, (Rt Aol

o
] AAE QL4 tafoletn W) erh.

ol el 4 T LL7b7} Hl AR QU] ATk B AL, A, ALH -
25 7k0] Zfo|of A -3 5o AE 7k0] Xpo] 7} A %
%) 712-0] 43 WA ekendriyagrahya) <] ehE T 2ol o] 31,50 S, 73t
of Zpol7t gleiehe L, Tl w9]o] AE 7he] o]t 53]0] Edx(ara-
hanabheda)7} 12121 7 o1 4] H.o]7] uf Eolch. gof A7} 48] gl wy
7H AT, HhARx yol 91(arana)o] obd lolck. B gl
S AS 27 shebsh 7hak 2be] holi= A Aot TR ko] Kol 7}
Qlo] ohu]ct.
230 = APS o] nhEw, el A ks o] 23w Aol o] 4 th(Siget
%aww4w4ﬂ44ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂwza%%m~@aﬂ§aﬂ%
oF 547} ko] 4 A1 7ke] FAbo] bl ] A A Q1] HAlo] 9l ek o
U ) 2 e leh et 4] 2402 g9 ool
Uk 7 ko] o8 shopel £A0) BA o Qs BAH 0.7 Tt &
a}

2
fiss

R

rl

Agkehan ek A AeHE Y] AW 05l thiebs E ke 9
ol 28 el 37 S8 015 282 Aol efehekn ol
So WA T ke 292 B8 that Al gl AA7F Al ThA

=
23l WEFA] ¢F=Th(“na sarvam sadhyam ucyate”). ThA] L3l], t] 1Up71= th
oF3t A A7} 7Hko] thE 7] w]oj(indriyabhedat) 1 H th= A o] ofu g} thE

56) T)1L71e] 22418 ot 9} Zho] A& slE ) 2F2. Hattori, op. cit., p.145, fn.4.61.
* 2 - A Hvisesena) 9} 3189 Aviesya) = ol 7+ Sl
* 0] G IAEL NEA s A FAto] 7] wjEo|r).
el 2 A S 2340] s 3ol Aol o] itk wiA] Mtk &, T a yA]
YAE o).
57) NS 5.1.22: “asya [=arthapatti samasya(}7E-%1)] uttaramanuktasyarthapatteh paksahaner upapattir
anuktatvad anaikanikatvac carthapatteh Il
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PS 1.24cd: “aksabhede 'pi dhibhedad bhede *bhedah kuto ’nyatha Il ”( 2FoF
IHES ool o] F Yt etE grE9] Aol 2 ol [AE
o)) Aol 7} [o48]) T [2e] el LASE shotshs PEo] of
5 41 AGA (=] Aol 7t fivtaL sk =71)

ool A T 1Hs 5 AHe) A A AR ARIeH 2w A o] A
Y Tl SR 2] ARhE I PR e o5 AR A
A3 Q145 gtk Wit vol 441717} A E A The] ZakE o] 4
2] %A (bhinnendriya grahya) & 2147} 2 4 Qleh 2] s o] 1177} ok
7H U o] ko] AFaato] B 4 Sk Wt tholth v
Fh=9] th5o] flHete A|(An=¢] 2ol (buddhi bheda)ol] A3 th/d=
b ek glo] A|(E S Aol okt AkEe) ThE oA 9]
2 A9 shute] AR A s A AtekA A e,

MRk 2, o Tu7b Hol4] A 7EE 0] 44 B9 Ql4lo] gk B
AU F-8 nppA0] S 5 Ba U] 71K S 590 HEo A WAy E )
30 Sh T QAT “ZHkat ohAR] A2 (indriyartha sannikarsa)ol 4] g4 2
OfUpA] Q=THE A S Sof 17k ShA] PS(V) 1.17-20°09] 4] Lofoke] 212

B2 Fol 520 ATt WL, Hio]IAI7he] 2|22 HA] el 9

N
of

oN

o
i)

2,

ol
-

58) NS 5.1.28: “asya [=upalabdhi samasya( #]{3-#H{L))] uttaramkaranantarad api taddharmapatter apratisedhal I

59) “Hll 7HA] 8.4 3 (catustayadi)o] FFEJol= Bh= (1) M(=443) Bz 258 A28t %% ohzrt
ohps b o Ae] 1%, (2) A2 4D S A1 2SR 9 obmak uhb A ko) 13, () oh
ol $49 ZAL- TNRE B 7R A% okmukn vhise WEE ojujgc) 2z
Hattori, op. cit., p.146, fn.4.67.

60) PS 1.17-20 [Steinkellner(2005), pp.7-9]: “indriyarthave nasti vyapadesyadisambhavah | santaragrahanam
na syat praptau jiiane *dhikasya ca Il 17 |l adhisthanad bahir naksam na $aktir visayeksane | na sukhadhi
prameyam va mano vastv indriyantaram [l 18 || anisedhad upattam ced anyendriyarutam vrtha | niscite
’rthe phalabhavo bhinnatvan na visesane |l 19 || na tatra ca dvayam tac cen na visesye ’pi vartate | ajfianadi
na sarvatra nivrttir nasati phalam Il 20 ||
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ofollA -2z et A oRE S, Al AP 21-24 A5
Apzeo A Tl u7ke] vhol A7k A Zk2e] et wlEhE FR 4 0 AE
H¥Th AR, B Z1u7ke wpo| HA 7 12 71 2 Apol = cotmwb of HiRt ¢
Zo|th B e 714 2 “ At A Al”(absolute spirit) Vo FolAd (k) 0] A
vk aEoka s a7t } AShe] 249l ohgh BA-S o] ko] ] gkl A Uf
A2 e ha ST e = AT s T19] =2 F242 AjZke] Ao
2 ¢|(lokavyavahara) 2} Al P =2 Lt /4|(lokaprasiddhi)of| 317] wZo|ct.
oAl AEA| o2 FoelEAL “gt o] T F % (indriyartha sannikarsa)

S uhE Q4% w(praman@o]am AR vl A 7HE Y] T 23,
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Abstract

Dignaga’s Criticism on the Theory of Perception of
Vaisesika in Pramanasamuccaya(vrtti) 1.21-24

Park, Daeyong (Ven. Dong-kwang)
Lecturer

Dept. of Buddhist Studies, Dongguk University

This article aims to elucidate and examine Dignaga (Bf, ca.480-540)’s criticism

on the theory of perception (pratyaksa) of Vaisesika school, which was presented in

his Pramanasamuccaya(vrtti) [hence PS(V)] 1.21-24, to some extent, referring to

his later controversial debates in the commentaries to it. As we know, Dignaga

defeated various heretics in fiery debates, and therefore was called a ‘bull in debate’

(tarkapungava) at his time. According to his later work, Dignaga proved his view of

perception decisively to refute other contemporary Indian schools’ views in his
PS(V) Chapter 1 one by one. The Sanskrit critical edition of the PS(V) Chapter 1
which has been newly reconstructed by Ernst Steinkellner (2005), would be divided

as follows:

*PS(V) 1.1- 1.12

* PS(V) 1.13-1.16 :
* PS(V) 1.17-1.20 :
« PS(V) 1.21-1.24 ;

* PS(V) 1.25-1.33

: Exposition of the Theory of Perception of Dignaga,

Criticism on the Definition of Perception of Vadavidhi,
Criticism on the Theory of Perception of Nyaya,

Criticism on the Theory of Perception of Vaisesika,

: Criticism on the Theory of Perception of Samkya,
* PS(V) 1.34-1.44 :

Criticism on the Theory of Perception of Mimamsaka.

In PS(V) 1.21-24, Dignaga pointed out the contradiction of Vaisesika school’s
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view of perception in their Vaisesikasiitra (hence VS), especially between VS
3.1.15 and VS 10.1.3-4, namely ‘contacts of four factors [=atma, indriya, manas,
and artha)’ (catustaya sannikarsa) and ‘a mere manifestation of perceptual object’
(visayalocanamatra). Furthermore, he vehemently criticized Vaisesika as bad
philosophers (kutarkika) having a fatuous notion (abhimana). Accordingly, in this
article, I will make a prior examination on the content of Vaisesika’s perception in
VS, and then observe closely his criticism against Vaisesika’s perception theory,

based on the Sanskrit Reconstruction of PS(V) Chapter 1.

Keywords
Dignaga, Vaisesika, Pramanasamuccaya(vrtti), VaiSesikasiitra, visayalocanamatra, pratyaksa,

samavaya
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