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Abstract 
The commentary on the  (MMK) ascribed 

to Pa tshab Nyi ma grags was published along with various other works in 
the bKa’ gdams gsung ’bum by the Peltsek Institute for Ancient Tibetan 
Manuscripts in Lhasa. The manuscript is included in the eleventh volume 
and is composed of 52 folios in total. The title of the manuscript is 

 

 which can be translated as “The Commentary on the 
-  ti  

This research presents the analysis of Pa tshab Nyi ma grags’s four-
step discussion in various topics. It can be observed that in various cases 
Pa tshab Nyi ma grags used a four-step structure in order to present various 
views and argumentation. The analysis of this pattern will be presented in 
detail. 

References that are mentioned by Pa tshab Nyi ma grags are 
introduced regarding the main topics of studies. The references tracing 

 

grags’s the commentary will be presented. Pa tshab Nyi ma grags 

references and the influence of Buddhist logic and epistemology will be 
analysed. 

 

1 Introduction 

commentary on the  (MMK) ascribed to Pa tshab 
Nyi ma grags (1055-ca.1145). In 2006 it was published by the Peltsek 
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Institute for Ancient Tibetan Manuscripts in Lhasa.1 The manuscript written 
in
th
is composed of 52 folios in total and shows an uncommon division into two 
columns (hereafter referred to by L: left side and R: right side). 

The assumed author Pa tshab Nyi ma grags is one of the best-known 
 

 of Tibetan Buddhism Pa tshab Nyi ma grags contributed a lot with 
important translation works in collaboration with Indian scholars like 

 Pa tshab Nyi ma grags translated later on 
the MMK and other Madhyamaka treatises from Sanskrit into Tibetan.  

The manuscript is entitled as  

 which can be translated 
as “The Commentary on the -  

mentioned in the colophon (Folio 52bR10-52bR11).  

The aim of this research is to present new insights about the historical 
development of translation work in n Pa tshab 
Nyi ma grags’s characteristic way of four-step discussion. 

2 References mentioned by Pa tshab Nyi ma grags 

 

As we saw in previous observations2 Pa tshab Nyi ma grags defined his 
gika translator in the distinction of the Madhyamaka 

gika- -

                                                             
1

2006. 
2 See Kamarid 2022: 114. 
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discussion was not - and seventh-century in India 
3 

4 with whom he studied Sanskrit and Buddhist Philosophy.  

In this commentary on the  (hereafter MMK) by Pa 

In the introduction he 
 (

 
(Seventy  2bR6

(
2bR1). 

Further details are presented in the introductory section which Pa tshab Nyi 
ma grags divides into four parts. Not only in the introduction (1bL2) Pa tshab 

can be observed within the First Chapter. Those are the following: 

1)  
2) presenting the relation with ’  
3) the establishment of the Madhyamaka view through the meaning 

 
4) the Mangalam verses/ dedicatory verses with the homage/paying 

respect. (3aL5) 

ection of 1.2 ’

                                                             
3  
4  
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 2bL05-3aL04 (32a5-33a4)  

titles (2bL05-3aL04) while dividing the teachings into two categories: own 
treatises that are related to the teaching of the absence of intrinsic nature and 
occasional teachings on the good conduct. For the latter  
(* ) and (* ) are mentioned. (2bL6)

These two are a  ( ) (1.221) and 
(*  

The first category 

follows (2bL6ff): 

- ( (2bL7) 

- (2bL7) 

- (2bR1)

-  (2bR1)

-
(2bR1)  

-
found in the Tibetan tradition and was analysed by Ye Shaoyong in Brill’s 
Encyclopaedia of Buddh 5 Therein Ye 
Shaoyong mentioned that already in the 6 written 

th century?) a similar structure 
can be found. This treatise is only preserved in Tibetan. 

                                                             
5 Brill’ 343. 
6 D  264b5-6:  
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, 

 7. Bu ston 
-

five above m
- .  

also mentioned.  

works10

11. Seyfort Ruegg 
therein characterised the Yukti-  

(rigs tshogs drug) in the Tibetan tradition that corresponds with Pa tshab 
Nyima grags’s presentation. In the Tibetan Tradition sometimes is 
substituted by 
treatises. Beside that the Tibetan Tradition in some cases counts a collection 

-corpus (  
-corpus (  

and other secondary 
works. 12 

 (klu 
grub) ten times within the First Chapter and further more times within the 

 (slob dpon) or “Noble 
 ('phags pa nyid) four times. Indirectly Pa tshab Nyi ma grags 

                                                             
7 

–104. 
 

   
 -

-  
10 -11. 
11 -50. 
12  
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that Pa tshab Nyi ma grags emphasised the Madhyamaka position which 
l approach set up in the 

ita. 

2.2 References to Madhyamaka Texts  

Most properly Pa tshab Nyi ma grags learned from works like 
ita’s (725-  (  dbu ma rgyan

-  
( th century 

ita 
adopted the logic of “neither-one-nor-

in the form of *  is presented in detail. After Pa tshab Nyi ma grags 
studied t it was his intention to conclude the 

himself emphasised to be followed. 13  Regarding the transmission of 
Madhyama

 
“neither-one-nor-

(

                                                             
13 

MMK as a Logico- gika 
 



Pa tshab Nyi ma grags’s Four-Step Discussion（Kamarid) 7

― 224 ― 
 

14 and in 13aL1015. 
 

of not abiding simultaneously (* ) 
incompatib

- -
found. This is also mentioned in the  
mentioned eleven kinds of perceptions. Several times the work by 

 is mentioned as 

Madhyamaka though the 
In 13aR5 the reference is also made to the 

 -570)16 though its 
title is not referred to in Pa tshab Nyi ma grags’s commentary.  

 (7th century)17 is not mentioned but reference is drawn 
 [ ] , “The third is the 

century)  who wrote  
during the time of Pa tshab Nyi ma grags.  Together with Pa tshab Nyi ma 

                                                             
14 . 12aL9

“  all the four 

 
15 . 

13aL11 “
as the fragments of vajra (* -origination (* -

so forth 
 

16  
17  
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Concluding here on the references regarding Madhyamaka it is clear 

that Pa tshab Nyi ma grags was highly influenced by the literature of the 7th 
th centuries with the above- ita and 

third part of this presentation -
 will present Pa tshab Nyi ma grags’s influence by these earlier 

are reflected. 

 

Throughout the First Chapter different references and translations are 

 the First 
Chapter of Pa tshab Nyi ma grags’s commentary on the MMK20 are cited 

 

logical approach in the First Chapter along with several commentaries on the 
MMK verses. 
verses takes the translator Pa tshab Nyi ma grags on a journey into logic. It 
is no doubt one of the noteworthy characteristics that might not have been 

 

a commentary or it was rather a capture of Pa tshab Nyi ma grags’s activity 
of studies in a form of study notes that could have been noted down by his 

                                                             
  

20 reference on the authorship of this manuscript   
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disciples. One might ask why this journey was taken by Pa tshab Nyi ma 

th century various Indian scholars were influential in 

gika-Madhyamaka instead of following 
ita and -Madhyamaka 

nd 
-54021

(7th century22) was probably intended to be carried on by Pa tshab Nyi ma 
grags. 

mentioned in Tibetan as (chos kyi grags pa) 

Chapter is given. The First Chapter is divided into two parts: “2.11 The thesis 
(* f
“its reasoning (*

f MMK verses are 

the  23

 
2.11 is further divided into three parts:  2.111 the word-meaning 

(  the sentence-meaning (* ) and 2.113 meaning 

                                                             
21 Seyfort Ruegg 2000: 230. 
22  
23  
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). It seems that Pa 
tshab Nyi ma grags favoured a four-step division that also can be observed 
in 2.111- on into four was made. 

“the negation of arising  in 2.113 with stating the 
that  

- -  2.112

tioning here the first reference can 
be found in folio 7aL1 where it states: 

23

24  

’ ) is firm or 
not.25 

terms of the sentence-meaning ( ) -
meaning is further divided into four steps:  

“The refutation 
(* / ) against the proof of the absence of intrinsic 

26  
not 

holding the view “against the proof of the absence of intrinsic nature 
 

                                                             
24 Inserted below 
25 . 11: 7aL1: 

 
26 . 11: aL
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-

-
27(6aL7).  

 (6aL7). The remaining 
above-

 

 Pa tshab Nyi ma grags elaborates his own 
statement in accordance with Candra
intention is in the way of a Madhyamaka * : “The statement 

*  
 

13aL4  

29

30  

) 

                                                             
27 . 11: 

 

 bKa' . 11:  

 . 11:
 

30   as  is used for etc. or   
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and perceiving (*
do n 31 that 
which has no cause is not related to others. 32  

 
 : “

or non-
31 

This statement is related to the part 2.112.42 as follows: The statement 

gika position with the subdivision with the subject of “Regarding a 
valid means of cognition (*
answers 33.  

It can be found in the part of the 5th 
(2.112.425.3): 2.112.425 

 [ ] 34 11bR9

 

2.112.425 The fifth are the questions about the characteristics 
   (* ) 

                                                             
31  

 35: 

nitya  sattvam asattva  
a   D 
-151a (vol. 174):   

  -
because what has no cause does not depend on others. 

32 . 11: 13aL3 ff. 
33 . 11: 10bR7  
34  ; read as [ ]
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(2.112.425.2) for an [unwanted] consequence (*prasa ga) whether 
[the logic of an unwanted consequence] is a valid means of 
cognition or not (2.112.425.3)    a valid means of 

 its 35 

Concluding here with the observation that Pa tshab Nyi ma grags 
stated rags 
might had access to the  with the Tibetan translation 
by rNgog Lo-tsa-ba Blo ldan shes rab ( -

synthesis of Madhyamaka thought with logic and epistemology was already 
ita (725-

ita that was 
visible in Pa tshab Nyi ma grags’s reflection on the neither-one-nor many 

while defending their own position.  

3 Analysis of a four-step discussion  

four-step division within the introduction where Pa tshab Nyi ma grags 

-division where the proof of the absence 
of intrinsic nature was observed with the different opinions stated in a four-
step analysis (2.112.1- -steps 

within the First Chapter of Pa tshab Nyi ma grags’s commentary. 

Four-step discussion on the four negations of arising

                                                             
35 . 11: 10bR7 ff. 
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Pa tshab Nyi ma grags used four steps of analysis in order to discuss the four 

36. This is related to 
where it is stated: 

            

.

MMK 1.1: In any 
37 

2.11 “2.11 The thesis (*

. The four kinds of negation of arising are stated 
in 13aR1 (2.113.1-4) .  

The negation of arising from oneself 

In the following the four opinions regarding the negation of arising from 
oneself are discussed and presented partly. The other three kinds of arising 

                                                             
36  
37  see Ye Shaoyong (2011)

 •  • : 12: 

,  tsa 1b3-4:
 P 

 57b7-
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analysing these different positions within the first step the reference is 
always made to the * gika-

ence (*
 

 
 

The fourth concluding 

 

First step of Analysis40  

First step clearly shows Pa tshab Nyi ma grags’s emphasis on the 
gika within the negation of arising from oneself 

 

 Regarding the arising of a certain 
khya’s 

assertion (* - 41).42  

khya proponents 
(* - ). - as a theory of causal relation means that 

                                                             
  

40 . 11: 13aR3-13bL4. 
41  regarding the causation of - khya assert that there no 

production of a thin

ans that the internal atoms undergo a change 
that is potentially already in the cause inherent. The theory of -  means 
that the result (* ) before the actual change has come 

khya School. 
42 . 11: 13aR4-5. 
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1). 

By means of 

43 

khya’s assertion t arise from 

have any own inherent nature. 

Second step of analysis44 

in 13aR6 the  assertion is 
-spheres 

(*
the self. 

2.113.12   (‘ba phya kir ti) (= 
viveka) 

( -spheres (* ) do not arise from 
themselves because they  45

(* ).46 

                                                             
43  . 11: 13aR3-4

(2.113.11) (MMK 1.1) 13aR4

44 . 11: 13aR6-13bL4 
45  

D , tsha 49a2-3: 

translated: ultimately the inner sense-spheres are certainly without arising from 
oneself. -

 
46 . 11: 13aR4-5 
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is a non-affirmative negation: 

The thesis (* “arising from oneself is nothing but a non-
affirmative negation (* ). 

. 

If it is an affirming negation (*
. (13aR7) 

-arising of a form (*
). 47 

 

  

Third step of analysis49 

After ’s way of independent proof that has not the 
third assertion that of 

 
the  approach represented by gika approach 

 

                                                             
47 as in the  

“
so?   

 . 11: 13aR6ff. 
 . 11:13bL4-13bL7. 
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2.113.13 The   
 

 
as arising from oneself. 

Arising from oneself means ing 
from  

If a thing would have already arisen there would be no purpose in 

arising endlessly. 

 

Arising would also result in being endless. 

arose it would mean that the 
pot would result in being produced again and again. This gives the reason 
for negating the arising from oneself and in accepting that arising has its 
purpose and end and does not continue endlessly. 

as already been produced would result in 
 

 
of arising from oneself. 
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Fourth step of analysis50  

’s rejection of the disputed 
faults wherein the first (2.113.141) has a subdivision of three: An unwanted 

) does not refute other’s meaning and because 

commentary found in the where these three are mentioned; a 
reason (

see MacDonald (2015): 53-61.  

2.113.141   of the disputed faults  

2.113.141   
  

) does not refute other’s 
meaning. Because neither a 
arising from oneself is not refuted by one’s own proposition alone.51 
2.113.141.1 

 

                                                             
50 . 11: 13bL7-14aL4. 
51  ’

MacDonald (2015): 53-   

) have not been 

(   
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khya opponents would be proven. 

 

2.113.141.2: The fault that is pointed out by the 
khya is not rejected. The inner sense-sphere (* ) will be taken as 

the logical subject (* ). 

2.113.141.2    

-sphere (* ) is taken as the 
logical subject (* ).52  

in the ultimate truth the inner sense-sphere does not arise from itself.  But if 
regarding the primary cause ( ) as the object of infe

 

-
 

) as the object of 
                                                             

52 

  §27: 5-6: 

, 
6a6: 

65ff. §27: “The inner bases (  
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is contradictory. 53 

this analysis it would be too vast to go into details.  

Concluding the four steps of analysis:  

The first step khya’s 
assertion is rather short concluding that it is well known according to 

 

the second step, is the assertion of B
presented more in detail. This step is concluded that it is impossible for 

) proof to negate the arising 
from oneself. 

The third step
other parts and concludes that it is not possible to accept the arising from 
oneself because arising has its purpose and end. This is the negation of 
arising from oneself by  

The fourth step  is again longer and 
detailed. It concludes with gika statement that 

 

Four-step division regarding the word-meaning (* ) 

A four-step division is found as well as in the previous section 2.111 and 
2.112 where four steps are favoured by Pa tshab Nyi ma grags. This 
subdivision of sentence-meaning (

                                                             
53 . 11: 13aR1-13bL10. 
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section (see - ). 

means of the word-meaning ( ) 54 
subdivision 
word-meaning (*

 previous and later terms 
55 . Even though here the three answers directed to the three 

ma grags refers to the discussion of the order of the MMK verses that are 
stated and the reason why non-arising is stated first. It agrees with what is 
known in the world and therefore non-arising was proven first. Pa tshab Nyi 
ma grags seems to follow rti’s discussion found in the 

56

2.111.1 
objections are as follows: non-
because non-

-

MMK
57

                                                             
54 . 11: 5bL2. 
55 . 11: 5bL2-3. 
56 - -10; MacDonald 2015: 137.3-5. 
57 

12 see Ye Shaoyong (2011)  •  • : 12: 

 ,



Pa tshab Nyi ma grags’s Four-Step Discussion（Kamarid) 23

― 208 ― 
 

. 
non-  

The second dispute regarding the answers directed to the three refutations is 
the negation of the four 

types  (the four types of conditions) is presented.  

2.111.2 The second dispute is as follows: if non-arising is taught 

-arising by negating arising in general (* ) 
) 

60. 

                                                             
tsa 1b3-4: P 

 -
whatsoever 

 
 . 11: 5bL3 (

[ ] 

 

 

Ye Shaoyong  •  • : 

 -5:
 - see 

 
60 . 11: 
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The third dispute is that the three kinds of arisings are negated and why are 

 o
 

2.111.3 
y be 

 

The answer is *  

dir
from each other 61  

previous and later terms is given: 

2.111.4 
’s 

62 

Pa tshab Nyi ma grags likes to render the dispute in four different ways and 
-fold discussion that seems to be present in all 

three different parts of the First Chapter.  

 4 Conclusion 

* gika-Madhyamaka 
                                                             

61 . 11:  
(

(
62 . 11:5bR7  



Pa tshab Nyi ma grags’s Four-Step Discussion（Kamarid) 25

― 206 ― 
 

approach. Pa tshab Nyi ma grags emphasised the Madhyamaka position 
having set up his own way of logical 

approach in the 2nd 
ita. Taking similar approaches to Buddhist logic Pa 

*  

Pa tshab Nyi ma grags was highly influenced by the literature of the 7th and 
th 

Madhyamaka literature that Pa tshab Nyi ma grags may have had at hand. 
Further his synthesis with Buddhist logic shows that Pa tshab Nyi ma grags 

gika-
Madhyamaka position. 

grags was aware of the  with the Tibetan translation 
by rNgog Lo-tsa-ba Blo ldan shes rab ( -
shows that the fusion of Madhyamaka Philosophy with Buddhist logic and 

Madhyamaka . 

how Pa tshab Nyi ma grags structured the approach of negation in detail. 

Bh
h his emphasis 

on the * gika-approach he made a detailed discussion against the 
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The four-step analysis was adopted by Pa tshab Nyi 
ma grags in order to teach his pupils and readers the * gika way as the 
only authentic metho
and the  in particular.  

Pa tshab Nyi ma grags tends to use a four-fold division in different parts. As 
we saw in the section regarding the word-meaning (* ) (2.111) and 
the different opinions regarding the sentence-meaning  
a four-fold division was probably adopted to have enough space and steps 
for demonstrating his conclusions. 
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Appendix: Annotated Tibetan Text  

. 11: 13aR2 onwards different positions 

2.113.1

2.113.2

2.113.3

2.113.4 

2.113.1  negation of arising from oneself
four . 

2.113.2 The negation of arising from others 
 

arise from both, 
khya. 

2.113.4  arising without a 
cause (*ahetuta )
previously. 

 

                                                             
63  ; =  4 four 
64 read  

65  ; =  
66 ; =  4 four 
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bKa' gdams gsung 'bum, Vol. 11: 13aR1-  

                                                             
67 ; round sign marking 2.113  

  ; =   

  ; =  4 four 
70  ; =  
71 ; =   
72 ; =
73 ; =
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74 ; =
75 ; =
76 MS unclear
77 ; = 

 ;  read 

; = 

; = 

 ; read

 ; read
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90 91

92

93

                                                             
; read

; =

; =

; =

; =

-stop
; =

 MS unclear 
; read 

; =

space in MS ; read 

 ; = 
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94

99

100 101

102 103

 

 

 

  

                                                             
; read 

; = 4 four

; read as later mentioned in 13bR3 

see MacDonald: 403

 ; =
space in MS

100 ;=
101 
102 ;=  
103 MS unclear 
104 ;= space in MS
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