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The second is found in Jayamiéra's commentary on his father’s
8lokavértika. In condemning aﬁraana the Purvapaksha forming the
opinion of Dharmakirti is summarised thus :— '
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And then Jayamisra concludes it:—
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Bahyarthasiddhi may be a secsion of Dharmakirti's work as it is
customary that authors in those days named sections instead of works
to facilitate reference.

Anydpoha theory so ably propounded by Dharmakirti was
attacked by Bhamaha who criticises also the definition of YJgJ

as given by Dingnaga. In stating 'éﬁﬁ of Dharmaktrti Eﬁ{ is

mentioned as condemned by the Buddhist logician. BhAmaha refers to
D.iigndga and Dharmakirti thus:—
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FeIA] AAARACZAAAT IRAAT || (Against Difignaga)
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FeAzex AR5 fABR: 59 || (Against Dharmakirti)

Difignaga’s definition of Pratyaksha given in his Ny&dyapravesa may be
the aim of Bhamaha’s criticism:—
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We have elsewhere statel that Ramasarman, a friend of Dandin and a
poet, must have been the author of Achyutéttara referred to by



