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Gendrally, the ‘exegetical 1echnigues which are
comman for the ather commentaries can alst be
seen in the commentary of Sultanipata
Wi e Pavamatthapnika H).Even though the
autharship of this work his however been iscribed
to Ver Buddbaghosa many of intemal evidences
apamst thul oprmuon Specially, here, the
It ettt iethods are more systematical thi
othér commentaries. Un the other hand <ome
exponitions are dentical The com mentiutor of this
tel seettts 1 always so emhusiastie for new
X pliuﬂinnu and annotations . I many odcasions it
provides encyelopedic details for the speaific terms
of Suttanipara. Stgnihcantly, dergent mplnnmmm
For the plreridive of variant recaedimges ol tis tex
bbb it pararmoont plisce. Here,the tsage of mmih:
alse s i mode of comveyimg the pertinent meafing
represents o hngher position. The amm of this paper
s éaploration. of the exegetival distinctions bl the
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