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HOM M OH

IFU®IC Nagarjuna IZJFE 5N B EEIRZS D 508, WTINPFHEIROHED Na-
garjuna IZ & 2 H DD, ZOEBEOHEIIIHERES bordnlkn, 22
WWIRERLSHE TN B HoLEEREIhTw s Edvnin, AETIRC
NHEEER DS B, [ZEE) (Kayatrayastotra) 1CDOWTE LD THI,

FEFAN FETICERKERET Ry FRBBFEET B (Peking 2015) ELF v H v
<H#) Lv s v HEY b RBSH 2. EEESEET S (P2016). M
OV 2R 20y VERIFEEL VY, ESROEER [Z59%#E) (KE
1677) ¥ & [H8] o BHEESY, % U CTHEBSUR Sekodesarika T D51 5" >
5, YURIZU v FBBELNE. IS5 3EDI LRHDEZRIZFy PRI
HIE—T 2, ZLTHR2EZHEVIZTFA NS —HL, LHEKRELIBOA
PEEFRBEIUOFRy FiREWBEL S, —HI2E3IBE BRI INL 2T
XA FOFPEZFREOD, UEMICHEENICD v, wbwd [Z5#E]
LTCIREZTRP T XA LTORMLIZbDTH 20, Zhe, FIEITERDDHIH
ADIEL W [FH] 8 & O Sekodesatika Db D & DRI IIFIEIES. %7z,
ERE UCHEBR AZ58E] (KE1678) % 5225, chidFxy bR, EF
RoNFNEDEDIE—BET, »hoXBWRRRLE LV 5. RERED
BF Ry FROERE X CEEROBEEIZ4THEY, Trarze vy
< TIZ9 L &h b, BEEIX Sragdhara T 1 @472 b OFHIF I K 21 Fo 40
57%. Thid Sloka TEDHT I & D%\ Nagarjuna I H > TRFFHRE DD E v R
%, BIWDONEIZES (dharmakiya), $RE' (sambhogakiya), fLE (nirmanakaya) &
WHZEERALLDT, Zh6PEIBE TIRIECKTZ 50, 54 BIEEmEE
fEE FHCBELCRERD > B [Z5%H) wididdsr e, MA=Z5#] «©
& PEEEER] LHb0H, FrAHLTERYIVIBEITF Ry FARERET
13 Nagarjuna fE & ST %28, Sekodesaika Tl¥ Nagahvaya fEE 0", 724 —
5F—& 4 v P TH Nagahvaya (Klubos) fEE ShTw3Y 2—5F—%
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Tld Z @ Nagahvaya i, Aryadeva & FIRRATEA & U T Tathagatabhadra & i3
NCwzle, SHIEMBFBICHECBEORBYH 2 ths, ¥-9F—2
DS AFEDOEHEIPEIROBHAE T O TRAESZITHD. 20RdER
DEHE T H 5 Nagahvaya 25, B, FEIRDIBE Nagarjuna LIRFAI N, BEX
N RETE WY, LTV Kd Nagajuna fECH 3 & L ICBBENTH
29 1B LE—5F—% DEED, Hiz LT Aryadeva OB IC MR BIE AR

L7z Dpis EFRORED L THEED W EIEWw X 7w,
hSBRDOEE LB BET 2RO BBE LT, FLEHFOHIE, H
g, ZHE, ZIOZFEsET 6N, R0 I L i [\TER
ER) o beTHANDY 134, Nagarjuna 12 8 TS Ramavali
(RA) 11-10, 12 % Niraupamyastava (Ns) 1712 25 “F»3irn 22, 2o k>
IC, Nagarjuna DA E CloBiEo G BENH -7z 2 L3R TE2 Y. Al
&, ZME, ZHHO=5FIcBL Qi [REEEER] (Ms4) © [EXER
(Ms) ogibrnihd s, b TREES (svﬁbhﬁvikakéya) , XHE (sﬁmbhogika-
kiya), ZALE (nairmanikakaya) D=5 &, Zh 6 Z2AET 2REN %S (dhar-
makaya), H»BWIZEEEDHZ L L CORBOEE DT ILNS.

ZEHHD o ZHBPEEN D £ TOMEBEIIE, Nagarjuna b 6 IRMITTIR O HATHA
OXEORR D7D ETTHA S LHMSN 2D, ZOHh DRIEZhET
HEOVHLPIZIN TR, Z5 LICBEEROASBEZRICHERL THz,
% 9" Nagarjuna IZ 8\ Tk, Sanyatasaptati (SS) 40 — 42" 1AL HIBU 3 & 5 %
WERALND., TTIWALND ‘sprul pa’ 1%, V¥ b F—KOERHT % & 51T *nir-
mitaka 1472 % L b s, ThE T, TOERLMMC L TEYHEENLD
DELTEYCERN RN E (FEE) ORACHOLNTELDDTHD,
CZTHZEDHETHINTWDE EWR S, LPL—FHT, T TDsprul pa ®
BEEERIIARTH D, COFEPDF EBEERMT SN TOIKRFL I 208X 3,
[HEm) XVII-31, 3212 [EiT >y & (Séstr) LA (nirmitaka) ZEOHT] v
5, AkOFERADBAENSEY. 2 L TRHMTIROBAP O E LT3 [REE
&) (snvs) &, [HfnEfiftiag) o> b oKNEEICET 2 L vwbhn s [Kihy
EiE] () & [BHRING] (vinsg) BT 603, T 6i& BBh, SNS, VinSg
DB L7 L2 605", che 3BICBY 2 AHBRBEEHKIC L5
THSDICENTWS, £7T BBh TIALEDENTTL 27, BHOFEI BV,
BB ESROFHICES"Y, SNSTIES LB »Hrn 2. Z LT VinSg
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WCHEE LB OFENR 6N D, FZUEFTD 5 b KEIE SNS 5 5 DEIHTH b
D VinSg TDZHIXIEIE NS DHEBEMO TV E VR L5,

BAE, Nagarjuna, BBh, SNS, VinSg DWW TFRNIZHRE=ZFiZFHsNZVLITNE,
ZNETOlE - FEOZEPL - HEOTHE LTHIANTOA TSI DR 3.
ZLTIOH BRI OBEIHAEDLEINT, MSAPMS TO=B~ LB
LTwlZtichks,

LIAT, KERLELE -F-{bto=85%2FbDE LT, Nagamitra (53

Wi Nagasena) 1 T=B AFT] (p5290) & Candragomin fEDQ % EME [=5 AM]
BH 5. BIEIEREBELMKEERBA S NS Z &5 500 FERIB O E &
N, BERIEELLZOPIMEETORA»S T XA V& 6h, MHEERA LN
L EDL 600 ERMEORILE END. ZHHORNDOFTAS &, BiE
Z [TRE-EEER] OLEHR2EROBEBTEBE ST b D] T M4 MS
ERGV ED [MHDHZRTRBEZDEL L THRVWHEDE=ZDIEZH -
TwstEZ6N3] Lwi? FEBHEIERFROBHROFICH > TRIC
MSA DREEHEFL LT3 Z LBPHERISATH2Y. Zhs 0ZHIERERD
D EFEEWICEELR DEVR D,
FEH KEIIX, BBL SNSR VinSgllbHBNEVLEENHIND T L
BRBETHIILEEXADLED L, BZ 5 Nagifjuna Db DTk W/iEA
5. —HT, KEIZBWTHEFICB VLT, MERICAEEEBEIZA SN T,
ZEDMERRI L 3 B o TUTINIc b A b, BEICRbEEEE WS EE
BHrLNHEWI L, ZBORMFED dharma-, sambhoga-, nirmana-kiaya &, JRAEFEM
72 MEFR D svabhavika-, sambhogika-, nairmanika-kaya & b b BffizE L EH T3
TEhn, REWIMERZSHSMILTAMRIODETH I LDHHETHS S,
o T MSAR®R MS KVHIOBMLTH B EOELEETHRELTRBEL ., 272, Th
PTORWTRERWETERLWI LIEITHD, FFCHEL TSI —FF—FD
fRAIZHE > T Nagahvaya & L, Z DFEMRIE, AFETOELD 5, Nagirjuna & b £
TMSARMS KORIEMBET S, b LIDREBY7ZETHIE, AHBIZE - *E
DZBh oY - Lo=8~, I5cEME (2% - % & - 21 (k)
DEFGANEEBL TR EICRD, D) LBEEPLENEEEBL T
TR TE LD, & LD ZHICHB O BEPER OO T ZEPRALT 218
BEAICHERTE TR LT, ZOMBHIRSBOEETH Y,
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Vastu appears as the base of verbal denominations and as a verbally inex-
pressive thing in the Yogacarabhumi, especially in the Tattvartha Chapter of
the Bodhisattvabhiimi. In the Viniscayasamgrahani, nimitta appears in the
same position as vastu. Furthermore, these are connected with the Three-
nature Theory. In this paper, I have tried to investigate vastu and nimitta in
the connection with the Three-nature Theory.

I have investigated the Three-nature Theory in the Madhyantavibhaga-
bhasya before. From that investigation, I found that the structure of the Three-
nature Theory in the Madhyantavibhagabhasya is different from that in the
other texts of the Yogdacara School. Generally, the structure of the Three-
nature Theory is thought to be that paratantra-svabhava is a locus of parikal-
pita-svabhava and parinispanna-svabhava. But in that text, that locus is pa-
rinispanna-svabhava. In my opinion, Vasubandhu, who is the author of that
text, may possibly be influenced by another text which was written before
the Madhyantavibhagabhasya. Through an investigation of vastu and nimitta
in the Yogdacarabhuimi, it appears that there is a possibility that Vasubandhu
was influenced by the Three-nature Theory of the Yogdacarabhiimi.

82. The Position of Vajrasattva According to the Mahavairocanabhisambo-
dhi-vikurvitadhisthanavaipulyasutrendrarajanamadharmaparyaya

Tatsuto HIRAOKA

83. On the Kayatrayastotra
Akimasa TSUDA

The Kayatrayastotra (P no.2015) may be supposed not to have been written
by Nagarjuna, considering the meter, Sragdhara, and the terms for Trikaya,
the set of which is not yet seen even in the earliest Yogacara works, i.e. the
Bodhisattvabhiimi of the Yogacarabhumi, the Samdhinirmocanasitra and
the Viniscayasamgrahani of the Yogacarabhiimi. It is possible, although we
cannot prove it conclusively, that this stotra was composed before the estab-
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lishment of the Trikaya theory by Vijianavadins, that is, before the Mahaya-
nasiitaralamkara (MSA) and the Mahayanasamgraha (MS). This may be so
because, in the karikas (P no. 2015) as well as in the auto-commentary (P no.
2016), (1) we do not find the ideas of vijignamatra or tathagatagarbha, (2)
the three bodies are treated in parallel, which is not the case in Vijiianavada,
(3) the term ‘svabhavakaya’ is not used instead of dharmakaya, as is the case
in Vijianavada, and (4) the terms for Trikaya, i.e. dharma-, sambhoga- and
nirmana-kaya are simpler than the derivatives used by Vijiianavadins, i.e.,
svabhavika-, sambhogika-, nairmanika-kaya. Concerning the author, we come
to the conclusion, both according to the tradition of Taranatha and to our
own investigation, that he is Nagahvaya, who is thought to have flourished
after Nagarjuna and before the composition of MSA4 and MS.

84. Bhaviveka’s Understanding of vyavaharasatya as Expressed in the Fif-
teenth Chapter of his Prajiapradipa: In light of the SautrAntika theory in
the Abhidharmakosabhasya

Hirotaka MIYAMOTO

In this paper, I will explain a part of Bhaviveka’s understanding of vyava-
hara-satya as expressed in the fifteenth chapter of his Prajiiapradipa, which
is one of the commentaries on Nagarjuna’s Madhyamakakarika. Bhaviveka
criticises one of the Sarvastivada school’s theories that dharmas exist in the
three time periods of past, present, and future. The main issue of their argu-
ment is whether knowledge has an object or not. The Sarvastivada school in-
sists that knowledge must have an object. Therefore they define dharmas as
having svabhava, i.e. a constant and unchanging nature existing in past,
present, and future. But Bhaviveka recognizes the existence of objects of
perception in his vyavaharasatya. Therefore he does not recognize the exis-
tence of objects in the past and future. He recognizes the existence of objects
in the present only. His standpoint is similar to the logic in the Yogacara-
bhuimi and the Sautrantika’s idea in Vasubandhu’s Abhidharmakosabhasya.
Therefore Bhaviveka’s understanding of vyavaharasatya follows the logic
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