CHAPTER v

‘ SIMILES IN THE RAMAYANA IN RELATION WITH THE SIMILES
IN THE MAHABHARATA. |

C L *
The Ramayana snd the Mahdbharata have been consmdered
‘SLM,as Itlhas%L'They have been generally recognlsed as Maha-.
kavyas, and thé Ramsyana in particular as a. Mshakavya par
g excellence. They have been - ass1gned a veny respeotsble
epos1tlon 1n the llterature of the world. If we look to their
- maln storzes “and the presentatlon of. the whole material,
’the flrst thlng that attracts our mind is the striking
*SImllarlty between these two eplos regardlng the treatment
of" the sdbaect—matter.‘The Ramayana descrlbes the adventures‘
. of Hame,- while the Makzbharata hes the great battle fought
: between. the KauraVas and the Pandavas as its. subgect. TthS
»’as far as the subaect 1s concerned there is not mach
' dlfference between them, Such 31m11ar1ty between these’ two
. e01es has been fully brought out and dlscussed by. Prof.

" E. Ws Hopklns in hls monumental work. on “the Mahabharata.‘.

' On further 1nvest1gat10n, it may be found that the
ﬂ¥auxhors of these two epics wrlte 1n a elmllar style. Thqy
. idesorlbe simllar 31tuatlons, in01dents, persons, eplsodes

*. 7 and such other things in almost the same Manner. As regards fﬁ
elfthe 1magery employed by the authors of these ‘epics. Prof.

2

(,K.A.Subramagya Iyer observes "Another questlon whlch

1. The Great Eplc of Indla - by E. W Hopklns. . ’
2. Studies in the Imageny of “the Ramayana by Prof. K. A.'
Suhramanya Iyer. J.0.R. Vol. IV.p.35.7
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constantly arises»invbﬁr‘mindgjwhile-reading the Ramayana
"is : Pow far is the imagery. fotna in_the'work is tﬁe
_product of Valmik1 5 own 1mag1na$10n and how far is 1t
just his literary 1nheritance 2 A very large number of
images found in the Ramayapa are found in the Mehbharata
also and one fééls %heylwould be found in éther works of
a, similar ‘nature and of the same period, 1f we could but
‘see them." Thus here Prof.Iyer seems to belleve that the

imagery employed by the  authors of the epics is s1m11ar.

Over énd gbove this similarity in the imagery, there are
meny similar episodes and literary- devices in 't/hese two
epics. Thus the Ramayana II.100 Whlch is known as Kacecit
~Sarga, because the stanzas in that Sarga begln with the
word 'Ka001t'; has its counter-part in the Mahabharata
‘(II 5) also. Slmllarly the whole mein story of the Ramayana
occurs in the Mbh, III 273 291; and is known as the Ramo-
pakhyana. There is not only this sort of 31m11arity between

these two epics, ‘but in the 31m11es in the Mah@bharata the

. main characters‘of the Rémayana also figuré as the upamanas.

mhas may be taken as a sure 31gn of the acqualntance with the
story of the Ramayana on the part of the authors of the
Mahabharata. Mbreover 1n similar s1tuations, it is found
that not ohly the imagery but the wording is also the same’
in the two epics, and thls shows how these authors might

have thought alike.



Cam.

But before undertaklng any investlgatlon regarding
‘?1the 51m11ar1ty between these two epics and espiclally

. ‘:ilregardlng 'the s:.milarl'ty Of lmagery’ i't may be nOt&d 'that

< f81mllar1t1es 1n mlnor or most commonly used expre331ons

. need not be undertaken for our 1nqu1ry..Thus for example

‘v}the express1one llke Nararsabha, Narasardula, Purusarsabha

“',etc.gshoula not be taken as declslve factors for the

-;ex1stence of similarlty. Only theee s1m11ee 1ﬁ whlch the
_‘authors of these ﬁwo eplcs use elmllar upamanas or descrlbe
the upameya 1n almost elmllar words - would glve us
1nformation regardlng the 81milar1ty in the. use of the
{flgures of speech and that would also enable us to. decide

’ regardlng the common stock on- whlch the authors of these

f:~eplcs relled for thelr expre331on._

.iAé theiﬁpaménae fﬂfiheleﬁics~aré similar ﬁhey*caﬁ”be*
d1v1ded 1nto 51m11ar cafegorles. Thus Profj S. N Gaaendra—
.gadkar div1des the slmlles of the Mahabharata 1nto four.
categorles v1z. (1) Goa-world (2) Nature-world (3) Anlmal— |
‘:_world and (4) World of Human belngs.‘31m11arly the 51miles-
aijln the Ramayana aleo be cla351f1ed 1ﬁ these four categor1es(~

:So among the references to the god—world we get the mytho-v

: fylogleal references whlch are szmllar 1n both these eplcs. L

Then 1f the general nature -of the upamanas occurlng xn'

: ?these eplcs is- con81dered we flnd .that a- great number of

J1. Slmlles from the Mahabharata Bhlsmeparvan, by Dr. S. N.
Gaaendragadkar. J B U, Vol XXI, PP 31~46.,~
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them is from the nature-world. Both, Valmiki and-Vy3sa refer
to trees, creepers, flowers, sun, moon, stars, planets,
rivers and mountains in their similes. In the same way'we
find that they refer to the different animals as upamahas

in their similes. Such animals are mostly elephents, lions,
ﬁulls, deer-and cows. They also refer to 5irds. They are
eagle, vulture, hawk, and sﬁch other birds which are commonly
seen. In this connection it may be noted that the natural
enmity between theé birds and beasts or among the birds
themselves has also been alluded to by the authors of the
epics to describe the fights between two warriors. With
regard to the world of humaﬁ beings - persons in their
relation to each other are mentioned as upamanas. Such

’ relations are those between a masfer and a servant; a king
and the subject, a husband and wifé,.a father and a son

and so on; that is to say that the human reiatibns are

taken into consideration to describe particmlar situations

or persons under the influence of particular emotions.

' REFERENGES TO THE GOD-WORLD IN THE EPICS.

If the references to the god-world are taken into
consideration, it will be seen that the authors of the
REmayana and the NehBbharata refer to the gods of the Vedic
pantheoﬁ as well as the gods celebrated in the Puranas.
Thus there are referénces to Indra, Agni, Strya, Visgnu and

others. These deities have several hymns in their honour in



479

-?fthe Vedas.:There are also referencesxto Praaapatl, Brahma,'
“'Sankara and others. Among ‘$he. goddesses Laksml is frequently
"'anuaed to by “the e.uthors of the epws.,, ‘

.,‘n
.

Now, even among the gods; Indra 15 the most promlnent
‘ﬂvflgure qulte frequently referred to ae upamana in the

: ?81m11es ocourlng 1n both Ramayana as well as Mahabharata.

o iIt seems that - the eharacterlstlcs of Indra descrlbed by

ﬂboth the poets 1n thelr eplcs are almost the same. For 1

‘both of “them. Indra is the flrst—rate upamana for descrlblng

- },vthe royal splendour. He is aleo an 1dol‘of honour for hlS

‘*‘"mllltary explolts. HlS flghts w1th several demons have also -

A-been made the subgect of reference to descr1be the terrlblev

"Qmeats between:tpe warrlors.:l~.~

S0 Just ae Vﬁlmlkl refers to Indra 1n several s1m11es,
Vyasaalso refers to hlm 1n smmlles. All such 31m11es havxng
’ Indra as’ upamana cannot be taken for con81deratlon becauee
ithelr number 1s qulte llkely to be very blg. But 4f some

«‘fSlmlles from the Mahabharata are taken up, and compared
| fwith those of the Ramayana it will ea31ly be found that
both the poets have used thls upamana 1n almost sxmilar .
anner._: ' | . o
Thus the 31m11es from the Mahabharata, referrlng to
) Indra, glve dlfferent tralts of hlS 1nd1v1duallty. It is’

found that the general characterlstlcs of Indra are 51m11ar

in both the eplcs.
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The first aimi}.q%contained in the Mbh. II.2.9cd
refers to Krgna surrounded b& Pandavas. The second simile
given in the Nbh, 11.45.26ab describes the killing of
Sidupala by Krsna. The;tixird simile contained in the Mbh.

1. (i) vhratrbhih peficabhih krsne vrtah bekra ivamaraibh /
Mbh. IL.2.9¢d.
(ii) sa pap@ta mah@bahur vajrahata ivacalah /
' A iibh. I1.45.26ab.
(1i1) sa dh@rtardgtrem jehi s@nubandham
vriram yatha devapatir mahendrah /
Mbh, III.120.6cd.

(iv) rakgasem raudrekarmnem krurakarma ghatotkacah /

alam bugam pratyudiysya balam Sekra ivd have /
. - Mbh. VI.45.42,
(v) mshodaras tu semare bhimem viwyddha patribhih /
navebhir vajrasenkBéair namucim vrtrahd yatha //
. Mbh, VI.88.17.

(vi) tvarito bhyadravad dronam mehendre iva éambaram /

Moh, VII. 106.9¢cd.
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I11.120.8cd is a speech of Satyakis andrthe fourth simile

_ given in the Mbh. VI.45.42 refers to the fight between
Ghatotkaca and Alambuga, a demon-ally of Du:yédhana.
Similarly the fifth simile in the libh, VI.88.£? describes
the fight between Bhima and Mahodara; and the last simile
in the kbh. VII.lOG.Qéd describes how Dhyé?a&yumna attacked

Eroga.

‘ The first simile refers to Indra as surrounded by

- different gods; while the other similes refer to his mili- |
tary exploits which he is believed to have carried on
against several demons like Vrtra, Namuci, Bala and Sambara.
Indra has been celebrated for his"adventures‘ana as such

’he has served the purpose of the best standard of compapison
when some combat or battle is to. be described. So it is
quite natural that both Valmiki and Vyasa refer to Indra

in such commections.

There are several similes in the Ram. which can be

found to have ex pressed the same ideas in almost the same
1 ‘
mamer. Thus the first simile given in II.l1l.5lcd describes

1. (i) upopavistair nrpatir vrto babhau
Sehasracaksur bhegavan ivamarail /

Ram. II.1.5lcd.
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Dedaratha surrounded by his advisers and ministers. The
second simile contained in III.30.28 describes the fall of
Ehare by comparing him with‘V;'tra, Namuei end Bela. The
third simile occuring in IV.16.23cd refers to Valin struck
deadly by Sugriva while the fourth simile given in VI.87.
18lcd describes Rama whén he killed a demon and the last
sim;i.le'.contained in VI.76.77 is a spéech of Sungva

addressed to Kumbha s demon warrior in RBvana's army.

In the first simile Indre surrounded by gods is
described in a similar mamner in which.Krspa is described

in the Mbh, II.2.9cd. The simile given in the Ram. describes

(i1) sa vrtra iva vajrena phenena nemucir yatha /
balo vendrasenihato nipapdta hateh khareh //
| '  Bam. IIL.30.28.

(1ii) g@tregvabhihato vili vajreneva mah’égirié /

) - ‘Rem. IV.16.23cd.
(iv) nenada hatvd bharatagrajo rane .
meh@suram vrtram ivEmarEdhipajg’ /

] Rem. VI.é’?.lQlcd
(v) Mahavimardsm samare maya saha t’a.irédbhutaxg /
adya bhitani padyantu éakraéainbaray'or iva //
' Rem. VI.76.77.
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~

Valin just as the simile in the Mbh. II.45.26sb describes
Slsupala. The simlle in the Mbh. III.120.8cd descrlbes
Indra striking the demon Vrﬁra. Wlth this simile that
given in the Ram. VI. 67 191cd can/easlly compared.
similarly the similes given in the Ram. VI.76.77 and the

lbh, VII.IOé.ch show a remarkable resemblance of ideas

expressed by them.

Agni stends next only to Imdra in importance, as far
as the upamanas employed by the‘poéts in the epics are
concerned. The resplendent appearance of the fire has led
the epic poets to allude to it in order to describe the
personal lustre of their characters. The cult of sacrifices
being highly in vogue, references to fire in its full
significance as far as the sacrificial and ritual cult is
concerned aretmany in both the epics. '

1
Thus in several similes of the Mbh., Agni is the

(1) patayet semare rajen yugantégnir iva jvalen /
o Mbh. I.137. 378b.
(ii) 8sit puras tad cﬁpt’énégi caturtha iva pévaka}} /
_ Mbh. I.180.5cd.
(iii) magadham sé&hayi?yéma igAtim traya’ivagnaya@ /
’ Mbh. II.20.3.
(iv) jugupsitem hi yacchraddham dahatyagnir ivendhanam /
Mbh.III 200, 18cd.
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upemana. The first simile contained in I.137.37ab-
describes Arjung while fighting against Drupada. IThe
second simile given in I1.180.5cd refers fo the saée
Pargéara. The third simile given in IT.20.3 is a speech

of Krsna #ddressed to Yudhigthira when he was to proceed

to Magadha along with Bhime and Arjuna to fight with
Jarasandha. Tne fi%th simi;e given in III.200.18cd is

a speech of the sage Mé’rkag@eya addressed to Yudhia:tghira.
The fifth simile occuring in IV.55.7 is again a description
of Arjuna. Similarly the sixth simile in IV.68.62cd is also
a description of Arjuna. The seventh simile given in VI.100.
10ed refers to Abhimanyu and the last one contained in
VII.186.248b describes Drona.

({v) k@ agnin ive bibhatsum nirdshentem iva prajgh /
narayah ‘preks_;itum Sekur jvalantam ive pavekem /
' | Mbh. IV.55.7
(vi) keemay@nasa kaunteyam bhasmacchennem ivahalam /
MBh. IV.68.62¢d.
(vii) abhimenyuh sthito réjan vidhBmognir iva jvalan /
o ~ Mbh. VI.100.10cd.
(viii) atigthed Bhave drona vidhumognir iva jvalan /
| Mbh.VII.186.24ab.
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_ 1 - -
N Several similes in thé Ram. can ‘be found having .
-resemblance with these gimiles in the Mbh; The first
simile given in the Ram. I.3l.3ab describes Vigvamitras
The second simile contained in II.24.8cd is a speech of
Kausalya addressed to Rama.’ The third imile glven in
IIT.26.5 descrlbes Rama while flghtlng against Khara. The
fourth simile contained in VII.5 7cd descrlbes the three
scns_”of}bg:mon Sukeba; and the last simile given in VII.9.14

refers to the sage Pulastya.

1. (i) abhivadya muniéregtham jvalantem ive pavekanm /
Ram., I.31.3ab.
(ii) pradhskgyati yatha kasam citrabhanur himdtyaye /
, o ~ ‘Ram. II.24.8cd.
(1i1) -tateh krodhasemavigtah pradipta iva pavekeh /-
‘ N Ram. III.26.5cd.
(1v) trayo lokd ivavyagrah sthitds traya ivagnaysh /
' - Ram. VIL.5.7cd.
(v) etasmimmantare rama pulaétyatanayo dvijeh / -
agnihotrem u‘pé‘?gt_hai caturtha iva pavakah //
" Kam, VII.9.14.
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The similes given in the Mbh. I.180.5cd and the Ram,
VII.9.14 refer to the fourth fire. Such a practice of
keeping the fourth fire ovér and sbove the three fires
usually kept in\a'sacrifice was in vogue in case of some
special sacrifices. Similarly the similes given in the
Mbh. II.20.3 and the REm. VII.5.7cd refer to the three
fireé. The f{re burning trees, forests or heaps of grass -

has been employed‘as upemsna by both ﬁhe poets. Thus the

" gimiles in the Mbh. III.200,18¢d and the Ram. II.24.8cd

describe the fire which burnms the fuel and heaps of grass.

.» The fire has been also used aé'upaména due to its resplen-
dent flemes while describing the personal lustre of the
characters. Thus the similes given in the Ram. I.31.3ab end

the Mbh, IV.55.7 describe Vigvamitra and Arjuns respectivelye
In the same way the similes given in the Moh. IV.68.62cd,
VI.100.10cd and VII.186.24ab describe Arjuna, Abhimanyu

and Drona. Thus it will be seen that the manner in which

these epic-poets use these upamanas is almost similar.

128 1
"In some gimiles of the Mbh., Brahma or Prajapati

is mentioned as the upamana. The first simile given in the

1. (i) sstikasya pita hyasit prajépatisemsh prabhul /.
| Moh. I.13.10ab.
(ii) atvive devd biahmépag yudhisthiram updsate /
° Mbh. II.4.40cd.
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Mbh. I.lS.lOab -refers to the father of the sage Astika.
The second simile contained in II.4.40cd describes Yudhi-
gthira. The third simile given in VI.120.30cd refers to
Bhigma; similarly the fourth simile in XII.53.27cd refers
to him, The 1gs£ simile given in XV.8.6cd describes
Dhrtargdstra. ‘ )

1 : (
from the Ramdyana can be cited to show

Some éimiles
parallelism between them and these similes of the Mbh.
Thus the first simile ‘given in the Ré'gz.‘ 1.1.18.41cd refers
to Dadaratha while he gpproached to Vidvamitra. This simile
can be easily compared with the simile given in 'bhe% libh,
XII.53.27cd which describes Yudhisthira approsching Bhisma.
Similarly the similes givén'ig the Moh. II,4.40cd and
VI.120.30cd can be compared withfithe simile contained in

the R.émo VII.83. 11,

"(iii) upatasthur mshatmanam prajépatim ivamarah /
) Mbh. VI.120.30cd.
~ g
(iv) abhyajagéma gangeyam pralmanam iva vasaveh /
| | Mbh. XII.53.27cd.
(v) uvaca k&le kalajnag prajapatisamem patim / A w
| Mbh. XV.8.60d.
1. (i) pfatyujjaggma tam hrsto brahﬂﬁpam iva vasavah /
| ' ' | Rau. I.18.4lcd

(ii) maﬁupélﬁs’ca sarve tvam prajapatim ivemarsh /-
niriksente mehatwdnam lokendtham yathd veyem //
' Ram. VII.83.11.
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’ 1 . 4 ‘
Some other similes in the Ram, describe the characiers

<

of the epic by comparing them with Brahmd. The first simile
given in the Ram. I.lS.549d-desqribes*King Dagaratha and
the second simile given in the Ram. I.60.20cd describes .
Vlsvamltra. These two similes cen be ea311y shown as having
resemblance with the ideas expressed in the similes in the
Mbh. I.13.10ab abd XV.B.God as far as their upaména is
concerned. "

Just as Brahm& is referred to as upaména in the
simileszof both the epics Visnu is also made the upamdna in
both of them. Thus in some similes of the Ram. Visnu
figures as upam@na. The first simile occuﬁ?ng’in V.37.24

is a’speech of Hanumat addressed to $it@ while the second

(i) pita dasaratho hrsto brahmd lok@dhipo yathd /
o h Ram. I.18.34cd.
(ii) rsimadhye sa tefjasvi prajdpatdir ivaparsh /
: . | Ram., 1.60.80cd.
(i) draksasyadyaiva vaidehl raghavem sahalaksmanam /.
vyavasayasamayuktam visnum daityavadhe yatha //”
B R v, 37, 24
(ii) tasyaiva rathacakrena nilo visnur ivahave / -
‘ éirag cioccheda samare nikg%hasya ca éarathgé”//

. R;/w. . VI0430 33.
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simile given in VI, 43,33 is a description of Nila when

he killed the chariotéer of the demon nsmed Nikumbha.

In the Mbh. there are simileslwhich have Visnu as
the ﬁpam§na. Thus the similes given in the Mbh. VII,Z1.37
and VIII.51.54cd describe Drona and Bhima respectively.
The similes conteined in the Ram. ¥.37.24 and the Mbh,
VII.21.37 describe Visnu as upaména in almost the same
manner as in both the similes Visnu striking a host of

demons is described. The similes given in the Ram. VI.43.33
end the Mbh. VIII.51.54cd are also similar because in both
the caseé Viggué's descriptions as striking a demon with

a weapon viz. cakra or some other one is given.

God ééhkara is referred to as upamana in both the
epi®s to show the fierce outlook of a fighting warrior,
and in such descriptions the te;rible aspect of that god
kas been described by the poet of the epic. Thus for
example, the similez given in the Mbh. VI,62.56 describes

2
. (i) dronas tu pandavanzki cakara kadanam mghat /

yatha daltyagan%_v1snnh surasura namagkrtah //
Mbh. ¥II.21.37.

(11) pothayamasa gadaya bhimo visnur ivasuran / lbh. gilga 4
¢

2. gajEndm rudhira klinndm gadsm bibhrg@ vrkodarah /
ghorah praxibhayaé casit pinzkiva pindkadhrk //
‘ Mbh. VI.62.56.
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Bhinasena, Whipe he was holding his club besmesred with  °
the blood of the elephant which he had killed. Such similes
cen be found at many places in the déscriptions of the
Mbh battle. Similarly the similel given in the Rami IIi.24.26
describes Rama's fierce appearance when he faught against
Khara. Just as there are many similes in the Mbh., which
have Rudre as the upamans, similarly several similes in the
Ram. also have Rudra és the upamZna; and it will be seen

that the purpose of both the epic poets seems to describe

the fiercemess of the warriors engaged in battles or combats.

Rudra is not only the standard of comparison for
such s descripticn. Yama, the god of death, has also been
utilised hy these epic-poets aszthe upaména to give such
descriptions. Thus the similes given in the Raém. III1.3.14

1. rupam apratimem tasya ramasyakligta karmanah /
babhuva ripem kru;;pasya rudrasyeva pingkineh //
Rem. III.R4.26.
2. (i) sa vinadys mah@nadem éﬁla@ é;kradhvajopamam /-
" pragrhydsobhata tadd vyattanena ivantakeh //
A Ram. III.3.14.
(ii) entakam iva kruddhem samare prégahébigam /
 hanumantam abhiprekgyayrak§as§ vipradudruvah //

. Ram. VI.56.24.
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'and VI 56. 24 describe the demon . Vlradha and Hanumat respec-
'ftlvely E‘or descmbxng the termble demon I’ustlng to attack
o Wlth his spear in his hand, the god of death with his mouth
- 'widéuépen $o de%égi the %ict;ﬁfis the right upamdna. There
are seiréral six;li'les in '"the'ﬁ’é,m.‘ which ‘&escri‘tl)!e? the warriors
“in thls manner, ‘and in’ the’ Mbh.) also at many places the
warriors have been descmbed by comparmg them to the god
":of death to suggest their da:ngemus appearance. ’l‘hus the
- slmlles given in the’ Mbh. III 17 Zab, III 125. l VI.59. 460-_
27 descrlbes the barger oi‘ Pra,dyumna, =% demon named ‘Mada
and :Bhlsma respectlvely. Both- tnese sets OI Slmlles from
the epics show the Slmila,r tendency on the part of the:Lr

authors to use the same 1mage_ry,‘ in similar deseriptiouns.

l. (1) uochrn.tya makaram ketum vyat’cana nam 1v§ntakam /
MM &
o Mahabh-a—ra%a I11.17. 2.ab. .
A e ' :
(11) tam drstva ghora vadanam madam devah satakratuh /
ayantam bhaksaylsﬁyantam vyattanatian ivEntakan //

MAsh.
M&habh&ra-‘ea IT1.125. l.

(1ii) drstva hi bhlsmam samare vyattanam ivantakam /

bhay"‘rt‘é.h prapalayante s:imhat k{dramrga ivs //

v»u,k .
M&h@bba-r@t-i V1.59. 460-47}3. s
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Among the:goddesses Lak§m§ is rgferred to ﬁore
- frequently. Thus the similesl given in the RémﬂLI.VV.IQef.‘
and I1I.34.15cd describe S1td by comparing her to Iekgni.
Similarly the similes® given in the Moh. I.73.3ab, L.97.27cd
and III.293.29¢d describe S'akuntald, Gangd and Savitri
fespectively by comparing them:to Lekgmi. It will thus be
séen that in both the épics, Lekeni hes been considered

as the standarthar excellence.

Thus these similes having one or the other god as
upamana show that there is a strking similarity between
the epics regarding the use of upeminas. Almost thie same

gods have been referred to by both the poets inxthgse epics.

. A .
1.(i) deva t3bhih sama rupe sitd sriy iva rupini /
" Ram. I.77.29¢f.
(ii) devateva vanasydsya rajate srir ivapara /
Rém. III.34.15cd.
Ly 1 W : o : - -
2.(1) sytvitha tasya tam sebadam kanya Srir iva rupini /
. ~ . . '
Iﬁbh. I‘ 73. 3abl
(ii) jﬁdvalyaméhéq,fgpu§5's§k$§bchriyam ivaparam /
‘ | ‘ . bbh. 1.97.27cd. -
Rl ' ni

(iii) pit{é,sami@am agamad devi é%ir iva rﬁbiﬁ:/‘

. Eﬁbho III- 2930 2906.0
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Similes referring to the Nature-world occurring in the epics.

~

’ o
Among the similes, which occur in the epics th&§e

referring to the sun and the moon as upamanas are guite
frequent and they are important also as far as references

to the nature-world in the epics are concerned.‘There are
geveral similesl in ﬁoth the epies in which the moon is the
upamfna. Among the similes from the lMibh. that given in I.
48,16 degcribes the sage Astika when he was in his mothers
womb, that given in III.146.BOab describes Hanumat as seen

-
by Bhiqﬁgna; the simile contained in XII1.106.10a2b refers to

vou _ - '
1.(1) tatah prayrdne garbho mabfteja mahprabhak /
yath¥ somo dvijadresthah suklapsksodito divi //
Mbh‘ 1048‘ 16‘
(ii) apadyad vadenan tasya radmimantam ivodupeam /
Mbh,III.146.80sab.
. L. 4 -, & ¢ - -
(iii) adarsa iva suddh@tam s8@radas’ cemdrema yatha /
¥bh.XII.106.10ab.
, U \
(iv) babhaé.yudhigthiraq tatra paurnamgsyam ivodurat/
Ebh, XIV.64.3cd.
(v) punar drakgyasi kalygni putram cendram ivoditem /
 Ram. II.44.22cd.
(vi) babhive gupesempsnneh purna candre iva priyah /.
‘ Ram. II.45.3cd.
(vii) taéya drstva mukham devi pﬁfga candram ivoditam /

Ram. VI.33.38ab.
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a4King of Videhsa and that given in XIV;64.30d describes
y&dhisthlra. Among the simlles from the Ram. the flrst
51m11e glven in ITI.44. 22cd is a speech.of‘shmitra addressed

N

to Kausalya, the second simile glven in II.45.3cd- descrlbes
Rama and the third simile contalned in VI.33. 36ab is also

a spegch addressed to Sitd ?y Triaa@a,'describlng Rzma. Thus
all tﬁese'similes‘are,%he exéﬁples of such descriptioné in
Whichﬁﬁhese epic;poé%s'prefe:,to describe the characters by

comparing them to the moon.

There are also several similes in the Rghﬁya@a as
well as the Mbh. in which the sun figures ‘as upamina. Thus
~ the similes” given in the Bfifyena I1.534.50 and IL.42.240d

describe king Dadaratha ; the slmlle given in II. 106.11cd
is a speech of Bharata addressed to R¥ma in whlch he descri- .

bes how he would appearawhen he was amounted as a King.

1.(1) uparaﬁgm ivadltyah, Ramayana'i1.54 8¢, Vk
(ii) vilapen pr§v1sad ra;a graham’ surya ivambudam /
| REm. IL.42.24cd. |
(111) pratapantam 1vad1tyam rajye sthitem ‘arindamam /
Lo . Ram, 11.105.1lcd. -
(1v) Vatatmaaam suryam 1vodayastham /
| Ram. V.3l. 19d.
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The simile given V.3l.19cd describes Hanumat sittlng on a

peak oi‘ a mountas.n.

Amohg the similesl :'t‘rom the Mbh. the simile given
in I.83.6ab. is a speech of Sgrmi:giihg addressed to DevaySni
in which she describes yayati. The simile given in the Hbh.
I,176. 27cd describes the klng Kalmasapada, while that glven
in III 279 40cd descrlbes the divine form of the soul
emerging from the dead t:mmkv of the demon viz. Kabandha and
the simile given in the IV.6%;5cd describes Arjuna when he
fought against the Kauravas. Alll ‘Iihes; sim.;i.les show the
similar tendency on the part of the authors of the Ram. and
the ¥bh. %o desc(ribe' their characters by compar}né them
to the sun when they wantéd to 5ring out their personal

lustre in the prominence.

1.(1) taéaséf tejasa caiva dfpyamﬁnan} yathg ravim /
Mbh. I.83.6 ab. .
(ii) grasta & sid graheneva parvakale dlvakarah / .
M'bh. I.176. 270&-
(iii) dadrse divam asthaya divi surya iva jualen /
' Mbh., III.279. 400d.
(iv) -hcadhyandlnagato/rcismaﬁ charadiva dlvakarah /
Mbh., IV.62. 5cd.
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© In the RZ. the clouds also figure as the upamghﬁ
Thus smong the similesl from the ESh. that given in IL.44.
3lcd. refers to the 1esseniﬁg of fhe sorrow felt bj Kausalya
when B&me went to the forests and the simile given in IL,
92.38 déscribes the great army which follbwed Bharata when
he went to Citrakfita to see Rima. and the simile given in
V.54.6ab despribesﬁﬁgnumat whose tail became reép;endent
on account of the fléme of fire. VBlmiki has used the clouds
in all these cases as the upamfna for his desoriptions. The
simile‘given in VI.65.3ab is a speech of Kumbhakara addresse
to Rivana. In the fourth simile; he'has referred to a cloud
accompanied by lighitning as the standard of comparisoﬁ, becaw
he wanted to describe Hanumat withﬂhis tail ignited by the
demons. These and sﬁch other similes which have clouds as
upamana do have their counter parts and similar instances

in the Nbh. also in which the sut:or uses this uppmana in

S1(4) Sadyah darire vinanﬁég ébk*a, éaradgato ﬁegha iinpa—
toyah /. ’ Ram. II.44.3lcd.
(ii) S§“pray§%§'mah§sen£'gajaﬁ%jf'rathékulﬁ /
/dakgiqéﬁ Qié%m 59ytya m&ﬁ?@egﬁa.iv;3hitag 1/ p:
| . . Rém. II.92.38.
(iii)fataq pradzﬁtaléﬁgﬁlaq savidyud iva toyadalh /
: & IR Réin. V.54.6 ab.
(iv)garjanti na v§th§;5§f§ nirjaiﬁ iva %oyadﬁ@ /‘

Ram. VI.65. 3ab.
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almost the same manner in which VElmiki uses it.

1
Thus from the similes in the Mbh., that given in

I.32.10ab describes Gamuéa;_ﬁhe gimile contained in

III 11.9¢d refers to the demon Kirﬁfra who fought against
Bhimasena and the sgimile given in- IV.60. lacd describes
Arjuna who fought against Kanna and the slmlle contained
in VII.158.SOabvls 8 speech of Karna addressed to K;pa. The
last simile in this connection which contains Karma's
speech is an exact counterpart of the simile givenAin the
Ram, VI.65.3ab which is a spéech of Kumbhakarna. At both
these places the idea expressed by the authors of the
epics is almost slmllar. Moreover in comparlson of the
similes pf one epic with those of the other it will be seen

that the clouds have been referred to as upamana to describe

(1) nanadocclfaih sa balavén meh3megha ivambare /

Mbh, I.32.10ab
: ‘ (3
(11 ) muncentam vipulan nZdsn satyam iva toyadam /
* ~

, Mbh, III.1l.9cd.
(1iii) mshata éarvargeqa vargami@am ivambudam /
lbh. IV.60.18cd
(iv) v;thé‘éﬁra na garjanfi {arads ive toyadah /
" Mbh. VII,158. 30ab.
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| different things. Thus these similes describe the characters

of the epic, an abstraéf idea viz. sorrow; & fighting hero,

a big army and such. other thin,gs; This shows how the same

imagery was used by the poets for deecribing quite different

- objects. Such similes are quite numerous and show.a wealth

0f lietrary merit on@he part of both these poets.

_ VElmiki ’and» Vyasa used diffezjeizt_ z;‘aturalphehom‘en'a‘ as
their imagés in the descrip‘tio_né. fhus the falling stars or
meteors‘ have been feferx;ed' to as upam@na in several si'milesl
in the Ram., that given in VI.70.39ab refers to a missile

discharged by the demon Trigiras towards Hanumat while the

~ simile given in VI.79.42cd describes MakarBksa thrown

towards Rama. - - ' 1 ..

-~

1. (i) na ﬁahhr'é';}a.; rajodhvasta ' %a?reva gag’a;fé'c cyuta /
| ' Ram. IL.65.24sb.
. (i1) samhrtedyutivistirdm tareva divas cyutam /
| | Rin. II.114.1lcd.
.. (11i) aivah kxsiptam i&olkﬁg tam éakti@ keiptam ;;égaxéh /
' R3m. VI.70,39ab.

(iv) WaQZryata nsholkeva rémabindrdito bhuvi /
| Rain. VI.79.42cd.
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l .
in the Mbh., that

Similarly among the similes
glven in V.181.5cd describes a missile thrown by Paras’u-—
rame towards Bh{.sma; the simile givénd in VI.48.86cd refers
to the missile discharged by S{reta towards Bh]"fg.ma; and
the simile contained in VII.92.67ab describes the missile
thrown hy the prince of Kemboja towards Arjuna while the.
~simiie given in IX.,17.42cd describes the S’akti discharged

" by ¥udhi§t;hira towards Sglyé. All these similes occuring
in the RSm. snd the Mvh. show that the authors of these
epics used a falling étar as upamana when they wanted to

describe a lustrous and pointed missile discharged by a

warrior towards an enemy. .-

1. (1) k3lotsrstem prajvalit@m ivolkam
sand;{ptégré:q tejasa vyapya lokam /

» WBh. V.181.5cd.
o Kevae _
(i1) epatat sahas@ rajan maho]im nabhastaltat /

Mbh., VI.48.85cd.
(iii) s% jvalantf maholkeva tam as3dya meharatham /
Mbh. VII.22.67ab.
(iv) praiksanta sarve kuravah semeta
divo yugfnte mahatim ivolkam /
| Mbh., IX.17.42cd.
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The sea is -takexi as u.p:.%zn}ér'n'a~ by Vé}m.i'ki as well as
Vyasa, in ‘theixl similes. Thus among the simileslin the
REm."that given in I.1.17c describes Rama, the simile
contained in II.67.37cd is a speech of different sages

‘:addyfe'ssed to Vasié?hg the royal-priest of Ayodhya; while
" the simile given in II.80.4 describes the greét multitp.d:e

of people who -:f:‘ollovved Bhai-éta when he went to Ci trakiita.

The similes 'given in the Mbh. have also the sea as
upamana. Thus the simile given in Mbh. I.173.9cd is a speech

(1) samudra iva ggmbﬁ—irye / Rém. I.1. 17c
(il) natikrsmamshe sarve velam prapyeva sagarah /
, Rém. II.S‘? 37cd.
(1ii) sa tu harsat tam uddesam aanaz};gho vxpulaﬁ prayen /
: asobh*ta mahaveghh samudra. iva parvani //
‘ . . Ram. II.80.4.
2. (1) krtntan ndticakrin veldn iva mehodadhim /
’ Hbh. I.173.9¢cd.
(11) tam,/balaughem speryantem devair api sudubsahem /
apatentam suduspiram samudram iva parveni //
‘ . " Mbh, ‘VI.63.2.
(i1i) samudra ive gimbhirye /

ibhe VII.194.9c.
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The sea ig taken as upa::;‘z’aﬁa by VElmiki as well as
Vyose, in their similes. Thus among the simile;sl in the
Rams that given in I.1l.17¢ describes Rame, the simile
 contained in II.67.37c¢d is a speech of dii’s‘.’orggxf 884e8
addressed to Vasigtiaa the royal=-priest of ayoduya; wfailé ‘
- the simile given in 11.80.4 describes the great multitude
of people who foilowed Bharota when he went to Citrakutae

2

The similes given in the Mbh. heve also the sea as

uponiona. Thus the simile given in Libh. 1.173.9cd is a speech

1. (i) samudra iva gambhirye / Ram. I.1.1%c
(11) natikrememsie sarve velam prapyeva sbgarah /
o Ham, 1L.67.3%7cd.
(1ii) se tu hersat tem uddesan janarzgho vipulat prayin /
a'sobh:ta mahavegh samudra iva parvani //
Ban. 11.80.4s
2. (1) krtantem ndticakram velsm ive mahodadhim /
iubhi. 1;1755.30(1.
(ii) tap balaughanm apaiymtan} devsir api sudubssiam /
apatentan suGugpfren ssmudran iva parveni //
libhe VI.63.24
(iii) samudré. ive gembhirye / - .
. Hbhe VIiI.194.9cC.
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of & Gandharva addressed to Yudhisthira in which he he
narrates the story’pf ngig@hé,(the simile contained in
VI.éE:E describes the Kaurafa_gxmy rushing to attéck Bhimar
'sena and the simile givén in VII.194.9¢c is .2 speech of
Dh?tar?zsﬂgre. in which he refers to ong of the virtues of
Advettiomen. It will be-5¢én'that the simile given in the
libh, I.173.9c¢d can K be easily shown having an idea parallel
to that expressed in the Ram. I11.67.37cd. Similarly the
simile contained in the Mbh. VI.63.2 can beé compared with
the simile given in the Ram. II.80.4. The similes given in
the RAm. I.1.17¢ snd VII.194.9¢c are exactly similar, the
only difference between them is with regard tohthe person
described, the simile in the ﬁéh. I.1.17¢ describes iRama
wiile that given in Mbh. VII.194.9¢ describes Asvatth@uan.
ihe expression and the imagery are quite identical in botlh
these similes. Thus ell theue similes shbw how the poets of

these epics thought in the some manner,

- Sky is enother natural phenomenon which is alluded to
by the authors of the epics as upemana. in their descriptions.

Thus among the similes given in the REm., that contained

1. (1) éaéinevémalaq’rﬁtrau gagmmam toyadatyaye /
‘ " Ram. IL.72.19d.



502

in II.72.19cd desox:lbes the bed-room of Klng Dasaratha
as seen by Bharata, the s:umle given in II.,85 8 refers to
Bherata, and thr simile contained in IV. 64 8ab descrlbes
the sea as seen by the monkeys, While the s:.mlle given in
vi. ,’?3. 15ab describes Indraalt having the shining royal
umbrella held ;)ver his head. ‘

Tl:ie Mbh. *‘also contains sevéral similes which have the \
sky as upamana. Thus ammg “the s:un:';!.etm.'s:L ifn the lbh. that
gicen in III.252.48ab describes the army led which followed
Duryodhana when he marched for his conquests, the simile

given VII.49.23cd describes the battle-field after the

(i1) tem evam ahhibhﬁéantam 8kash iva nirmalah /
bharateh glaké{xa.,&é? vi‘c“é' guham wacanem sbravit //
~ ‘Ban. II.85.8
(iij.) Bkadam iya dugparam sé‘gaiang preksya Vaﬁmar‘él}‘ /
, : REn. IV.64.8ab.
(iv) rargja pratipﬁ'xéena nabhas céndrémasé' yath’?a' /
Ram. VI. ‘7.’5.15ab.
. (i) vyapetab hraghane k&le dyaur ivavyakta saradl /
' Mbh. III.252.48ab.
(i1) dyaur jathg pﬁ'rr}a,lcandrena nakéétragai}amélm{ /
| " Mbh. VIL.29.230d.
(ii1) asid ayo dhaﬁé@ tatra nabhas varagenair yatha /

Mbh. VII.187.49cd.
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death of. Abhimenyu shd the simile given in VII.187.49cd
describes the’ ba?cﬂe fought after the a‘eath'of Dz?ona. A
All these simlles show that the sky was used by both the
authors of the epics to descrlbe dlfferent thlnbs' Thus
the szmlles glven in the Ram desormbe thlngs like bed-
" room as well the characters of the epic like Bharata and
Indra;i’c. The sn.mlles ‘given in’ the ibha describe an amy
and ﬁhe baxtle field. Thus it will be seen that these
simlles occurring in both these epics have likened various
things to the sky to show the wide extent of an army

or the imposing éeréonality of a character of the epics.

In both the epics, the mountains,héve been
referred to as,upaménas'for-varibus purpéses. A firm rock:
or & mountain.has been a‘very‘suggestive upemana to
convey the 1dea of one's patlence and firin determinatlon
This can be ea31ly observed on the 1nvest1gatlon of the

similes which have the mounxain as upamana., Similarly an

e immovable rock has been a flttlng standerd of comparison

to destribe the~excep@iqnal‘valour of a warrior faq#ing

thé onsélught of the opposité:wariiors. Moreover the |
mountalns have also been referred to as upamagg% 1o suggest
the huge size and shape of the elephants as well as

warriors.



504

Thus among the simileslin the R&m. that given in
II1.43.14cd describes Rama and Leksmana, the simile
contained in III.29.21cd is a speech of Khara addressed

to Rama in which he describes himself to the immovsble

- as a mountain, The simile given in IV.5.30ab describes

Valin and the simile given in VI.100.2lcd describes Rama
Among the similes from the Mbh. that given in>I.186.26cd
describes Jarasendha, the simile contained in III.142.27cd
refers to Narakasura who was killed by Visnu, the simile
given in Vi.62.54cd describes the elephants which were
killed in the bettle and the simple contained in VII.109.

33ab describes the demon Alambusa.

i
— S, W
hgaudagrayudhggnistrinéau s%gngaviva, parvatay /

Ram, II.43.l14cd.

(ii) dh3rédharem ivakempysm parvatam dhatubhis’ citam/
Ram, III.29.21cd.

wooo
/ -
(iii)Sarair vinibatam bhumay vikrgnem iva parvatam /
! T
Ram, IV.5.302b.

- - Ty -
(iv) asas@da tato ramam sthitam sailem ivacalam /

Rgmo VI, 100 «2lcd.
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1 . )
given in the Ram. VI.100.2lcd end the

Tﬁé gimiles
Mbh. I.ias.zéed-seem to be similar as far as the imagery
“is concefned beéaﬁse in both of them the,fighting’wérrior
who faced the onslaught of an enemy without being moved
is likedg to & mountain, Similerly the similes given in
the Ram. IV.5.30ab and the libh. VII.109.33ab are also
similaer to each other because a warrior who has been killed
is compared to &. mountain thch is shattered to pieeeé.
Other similes are also endowed with such parallelism of
the ideas expressed'by them. Thus these similes show that
in such descriptions both the poets employéd_almost

similar imagery.

1. (i)'dhanﬁgo bhyagam agatya tasthau girir ivébalaq /
Mbh. I.186.26cd.
(ii) sa papata tato‘bhﬁmau giriraja ivéhata@‘/
‘ Mbh, III.142.27cd.
(1i1) vivalanto gatd bhimim seilo iva dhardtale /
" lbh. VI.62.54cd. -
(iv) alambugam tatha sura 'viéirgam iva parvatam /

Mbh, VII.109.33ab.
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Similes referring to the Animal-world

contained in the epics.

There‘are several similes in the Ram. as well as in
‘the Mbh., which refer to different animals as Wel upaudnas.
» Some birds are slso refe?red to as upamanas. Among the
similes referring to the snimals, those referring to a
lion are quite imporfant and smong thosge referring to birds,

the similes referring to eagle are equally important.

Thus among the similesl from the Ram. the simile
conteined in IL.16.25c-26b describes Rama, the simile
given in VI.1ll.23cd refers to the demons entering the
courtroom of Ravena and the simile given in VI.53.28

describes Angada while he attacked the demons.

1. (i) ni§§akr§ma sumentrena saeha ramo nivesanat /
parvatdd ive niskramya simho giriguhasaya //
" _ Rén. II.16.250-26b.

(i1) sebhém padbhih pravivisuh simha giriguham iva /

Rgm. VI.11l.23cd.

(iii) tan fﬁkgasagagan sarvin vrksam udyamya viryavan /

angadah krodhatamraksah simhah ksudremrgén iva //

Ram. VI.53.28.
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Among the similesl from the Mbh., that given in
1.127.39cd refers to the Keuravas and Pendavas, the simile
given in II.70.17 is a speech of Bhfhasena, the simile
cgntained in VII.179.52a refers to Ghatotkaca and the
simile given in VIII.21.24cd desoribes Karna. The similes
given in the Ram., , VI;11.23cd and the Mbh. 1.127.39¢cd

are almost similar in their expression. At both the places,
Persons entering a house are descfibed and to ggve an

idea about their heroic appearance, they have been compared
to the lions entering their caves. The similes in the Ram.
II.lé.ZSc-zéb and the lMbh. VII.179.52a are also gimilar

because in both of ghem the heroes of the epics have been

compared to a lion. Similarly, the similes given in the Ram.

1. (i) vidanti sma tadé‘viréthighé'iva girer guham /
A ¥bh. I.1R7.39cd.

(i1) dhaxmaréjanigygﬁﬁs tu simhah ksudramrgan iva /

dhartarastran iman papan nigpiseyam talasibhih //
o Mbh. I1.70.17

(111) sa vai kruddhsh simha ivatyemarsi /
) Mbh. VII.179.52a.

(iv) memarda tarasa kernah simho mygagighiva /

iibh. VIII.21l.24cd.
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VI.53.28 end the Mbh, II.70.17 end VIIL.21.24cd describe
persons in almost the séme manner. A warrior facing many
warriors of the opppsite side and causing them to flee
away has been rightly likened -to a lion meking deer run
away by its very sight. Thus these similes in both the
epics, show that their aulthors used some common imagery to

describe similar situations and persons.

There are several similes in the epics in which

elephants figure as upamanas. These similes are employed
by the authors of the epics to show f&gf/the enormous

physique of fighting warriors.

l .
Thus among the similes from the Ram., that given in

II.20.8ab describes Rama, the simile given in II.94.13

- v
"~ refers to the Citrakuta mountain amd the simile gi*ﬁn in

I1.104,15 describes Bharata.

1. (1) ramas tu bh;éém éyaéto nihévasanniva kuﬁjara@ /
' - Ram. II.20.8ab.
(i1) jalaprepateir udbhedair nigyendais’ca kvacit kvacit /
sravadbhir bhatyayam sailsh %azfvan meda iva dvipah //
' Rem. II.94.13.
(iii) tam mattam iva matangem nihgvasantam punsh punah /
bhrataram bhBratem ramsh parisvejyedam abravit‘//
Ram, 11.104.15.
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. o1
Anong the similes from the Mbhe that given in

I.133.34cd describes Bhima and Duryodhana, the simile

| g%nxained in 1.189.24cd refers to Salys and Bhima and the
simile given in III.146.19ab describes Bhima whb had gone
to Him3laya to fetch the lotuses for Draupadi.

_All these similes which have elephant as upamgha
spread at many places in the epics show how these poets

used similar expressions.

dJust as a lion is referred to as upamana, similarly
a tiger is also made the upam8ns in the similes by the

2
epic-poets. Thus among the similes from the Ram, the simile

1.(i) ceratur mandalagatau samad3viva kunjarau /
» Nbh, I.133.34cd
(ii) anyonyam‘EhVayanfau tu mattaviva mahégajaét/
Mbh., I.;89.24Cd.
(11i) gandhem uddbatem uddimo vene matta iva avipsh /
; Mbhe II1.146.19ab.
2. (i) naivemvidham.asatkdream raghavo marsyisyati /
balavan iva Sardilo valadher ebhimarganam //
Ram. II.Gl.iQ.
(1i) sonamsu vasandh sarve vyaghra iva durésaﬁé@ /
4 Ram, III.5.l16cd.
(1ii) te tu vanarsardilsh éardila iva damstrinah /
Rap. VI.4l.45cd.
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given in II.61.19 describes Rﬁn‘za« in the words of Kausalya,
the simile contained in III.5.16cd describes the guards
following the divine aeropiane in which the soul of the
demon Viradha was to proceed to heaven; and the similé in

VI.41.45cd refers to the brave monkeys in the army of Rama.

Similarly among the similésl from the Mbh., the simile
glven in V.169.9cd refers 0. the warriors in the army of
the Pandavas and the two similes contained in VI.96.22cd

and VII.128.27 describes Bhima.

{
All these similes show that a téger had been a standard
of comparison when the epic-~poets wanted to describe the

bravery and fierce appearance of warriors.

1. (1) hﬁmantalg purusavyaghra vyaghra iva balotkatah /
Mbh. ¥.169.9cd.
oL

(i1) a;-kkir_xf salelihan virak; sférﬁla iva darpitah /
libh. VI.96.22¢cd.

(iii) santrasayannaniksni talasabdena pandaveh /

ajayat sarvasainyani sardila iva govrsan //

Mbh. VII.128.27,
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Just as a ;ioh and a tiger afe referred to by the
authors of the epics, similarly a bull is also taken as
upamana to show the personal strength of the characters

~ of the epics.

1 .
Thus among the similes from the Mbh, the simile

given in VI.59.620d, describes Krena end Arjuna, the simile
contained in VI.111.36¢d refers to Ghatotkaca and Durmukha,
the simile given in VII.15.15a refers to Bhima and Sglya
and the simile contained in VIII.28.27cd describes Krta~-

varmen.

1. (1) govrsaviva seamrabdheu vis@nair likhitankitau /

Mbh.VI.59.62cd.

(ii) anyonyam jaghnatur virau gosthe govpgabhﬁfiva /

Moh. VI.111l.36cd.

(11i) tau vre@viva nardantau /

bh, VII.15.152.
(iv) athainam chinnadhanvanam bhagnaépﬁgam ivarsabhem /

Mbh., VIII.26.27cd.
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Similarly emong the similes from the Remayana,
the simile given in III.69.45cd refers to Rdma and Laksmana
the simile contained in V.5.lcd describes the sun as seen

by Henumat end the simile given in VII.32.59cd refers to

Ravana and Sahasridjuna engaged in a fight.

In all these similes from both the epics, a bull
figures as upamana for describing the warriors with regard
to their physical strength as such there seems a distinct

affinity between them.

In the epics, & bull is teken as a standard of
comparison in the matter of strength and a cow is taken as

upamang for describing the female characters.

: ne
1.(i) Sabanac@pakhadgau ca tikgpas;}ﬁgéﬁvivargabha%_/

Ram. III.69.45¢d.
i .

(1) dedarda dhimén divi bhajmanten
. gggghe vf%sm mattam iva bhrgmantam/
‘ Ram. V.5.1cd.
(1ii) Srngair mahargabhggjyadvad dantdgrair iva kunjarau/

Ram.VII, 32.59%cd.

#
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' Among the 31milesl from the Ram. the simlles glven
in I1.40.43cd and VI. 32.llcd descrlbe Kausalya while she
was separated from her son, namely Rams and the simile coﬁr
tained in II.41.%7ab describes‘the queené of Dashratha when

’Réha,left Ayodhy&”for going to the forests.

Similerly the simllel" given in ‘the Nbh, VIL.78:180d
also has g cow deprlved of its calf as upamana. PheAline is
8 speech of. §hbhadra who refers to herself as a cow separa—
ted from its calf on account of the death of Abhlmanyu. This
simile and the similes in the Ramiyana which have a similar
upam@na are quite identical as far as their expréssion is

concerned.

N R o
1.(i) bad%§v§§é yathZ dhejiu ramamdtd bhyadhavat /
' ' o _Ram. II.40.43¢d.

(ii) iti sarvd mahisyas t3 vivatsd iva dhenavah /

Ram. II.41.7ab..
. k%
. (iii) Vatseneva yathé dhetur vivatsd vatsald krta/
T .- Ram. VI.32. 1lcd.

‘_2_ . i v
g;vﬁ i%am te tarufm buayyam vivatsan iva dhenukam /

ibh.VII.78.18¢cd.
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" A femsale deer is also referréd t0 as upamana in the

epiCS‘for‘descriping the cofidition of ladies.

Thus the similes from the Ram. given in II.38.7ab
and II1.45.108b describe Sitd. Similerly the simile®given
in the Mah3bharata IV.15.2lab describes Draupadi by compar-
ing her to a female deer.‘Sq’if>seems that both the epics
contain such’similes_inlwhich'a female deer is referred to

@8 upamana when a female character is described.

Both th% epiecs abound in the similes which have
serpents and ck?ras’as the standard 9f comparison. They
are feferred to when the~£eaving of sighs on the part of
& warrior or a persoﬁ‘is described. Their venomous anger

is also described at times to give the ides of arrows

-

— - vy
1.(1i) mr givotphulla nayana m?duéilé tapasvink/

- i ' . Ré-m. II.38.9ab.

(ii) abravillakgmaqas trastam sitE@ mrgavadhum iva /

Ram, III.45.10ab.

(iii) tam mrgim ive santrastam drstva krsnam semipagam /

Mbh. IV.15.2lab. -
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havi@g poisoned shaftél Thus‘améng thﬁ"similes; occurring-

in the Ram, the simile given in II.43.2cd describes Kaikeyi
the siﬁile contained in II.92.28cd refers to Bharata, while
the simile given in 111.5,39a£'is a speech o;'sépabhaﬁga 0
"Rama in which he descfibeé how #he iAea'Séfabhéﬁéa would

die eand the simlle contalned in ITI.28. 4 describe the arrows

discharged by Khara towards Rama.

Slmllarly among the Slm11882 from the Mahabharata,

the Slmlle given in IV.28,16ab descrlbes the arrows dlschargec

-1.(4) v1carisyat1 kalkeyl nlrmukteva hi. pannagi /
“ Ban. II.43:2cd.
' (ii) Se nigasvasa tamrafkso nagah kruddha 1Ya‘é§asan./ .
Ram. IT.92. 28cd.
(iii) yavajjahé%; gatrani jir@é@ tvacam iVoragagh/ ,
- - Ram. ITI.5. 39ab.
(iv) vikrsya balavac capam naracan raktabhoaanag_/
" kharad clkgepa%amaya~kruddhan a 51v1§an 1v%}4.//
" Réh. I11.28.4.

2.(i) matkarumka v1nirmuktah partham asiv1sopamah/
) ¥bh.IV,.28.16sb.

(i1) sacivain samvrto raja rathe nage iva svasan/
Mbh. IV.69.8cd.

t
(111)v1muktah sarvapapebhyo muktavaca 1voragah /
Mbh.XII.25O llab.
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towards Arjuna, the simile given in IV.69.8cd describes
Duryodhana in the words of prince, Uttara and the simile
given in XI1.250.1lab is a speech of Vyasa addresseﬁ to

ais sbn, Sﬁka. In these similgf from the epics, the poisonous
character of serpents, theirhggéving off the slough and

their leaving the sighs on account of anger or pain are
'referred to while describing persons or arrows. Thus similes

. have a clear similarity of expression as well as imagéxy.

Just as among~th§ references to the~animais those
pertaining to a lion are important, similarly among the
references to birds those regarding to an eagle are important
as it can be considered as an ideal for speed and valour |

among them.

Thus among the simileé1 from the Rem, the simile

" given in IV.16.25ab describes Valin and Sugriva, the simile

W - w . _
1.(i) taji bhimabalavikrantep suparna spua veginau /

Ram, IV.16.26ab.
(ii) apate paksi safighznam pgkg’iréja iv’ébabha; /
" Ram.V.1.80eb.
(1ii) meno harasi me bhiru supé.mal:; pannagam yatha /

Ram. V. 20.29¢d.
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given in V.1.80ab refers: to Henumat floating in the sky
.and the simile contalned in 7.20 29cd is a speech of ﬁavana
' addressed %6 Sita.

1m11e1‘ '
Similarly there are analoguoua/ln the Mahsbharata.

The simile, given in IV 48.13cd and VI.64.32ab have an eagle
as upamana. The first slmlle is a speech of Karna while the .
second s1m11e describes Bhimasena. Garuda hes been a
standard of comparison in the matter of speed in both the
epics, as it is seen here. The autiors of the epics have
reﬁééga to an eagle teking up or devouring a serpent as
upamana to suggest the dreadful attack of a werrior on hisg
enemy. Thus these autnors have utillsed the idea regarding’

the proverblal enmity between an eagle and a serpent. to

convey the dangerous of the attacking warrior.

The birds whose wings have been cut off are mentioned

as upamana by the authors of both the epics to describe

" Ve
1.(1) vivaéé? partham addsye garutméhkpannagam /

Mbh.IV48.13cd.

(ii) abhipatya mah&bBhur garutman iva vegitéq /
| Mbh. VI.64.32ab.
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~pérsons in adverse*diéﬁress. Thus1ﬁh§<Simiiesl from the
BEm;given_ian.55.lOab. and II.é4.4cd.irefer to the birds
o thch havé’lbst their ﬁiﬂés as an. upaméné._The'first simile
~describes Visvamltra while the seoond slmlle contalns a
speech of Dasaratha addressed to Kausalya in-which he des-
crlbes the parents of S'ravana whom he had kllled through

‘mlstake."

Slmllarly among the s::.mlles33 from the Ibh. the 81m11e
..glven 1n V.125. 20cd 13 a speech of Vldura addressed to -

leuryodhana in which he desqubes the pltlable ‘condition of

l.(i)'hataputrabalé dino lﬁhapak§a iva divija@‘/
I Ram. I. 55. 10ab.
(1i) apasyam taaya pitarau lunapaksavlva dv1ja4i/
o ; Ram.II.64.4cé.
. Vi
2.(1) hatam1tra%~hatam§tya§_lunaksav1vanada3a£’/
» ‘ ~ Mbh.V.125, 20cd. -
(ii) aham tu nlhatamatyo hataputrad ca senjaya /
dyutatah krcohram apanno lunapaksa iva dvijah /
" Uoh. VIIL.9. 28c-29b.
(111) tathaham api samprapto lunapaksa 1va dv1aah /

Mbh.VIII 9 Slab.
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Eh§tafﬁg§ra and GandhAri when all their sons would be killed
in the battle, while the two similes given in VIIL.9.28c
© -20b and VIIL.9.3lsb are the speeches of Dhrtar@stra in
which he descrlbes his miserable plight. The ‘idea in almost
all’ these 31mlles occurrlng in the HZm. as weli as the NMba.
seems that -a.son is as important to a fayﬁﬁ% as the wings to
a bird. Thus -there is a deflnlte similarity 1n ‘the imagery

employed by these poets of the eplcs as far as this upamana

is coneerned.

In both.the epiecs the butterflles or moths runnlng
Kth the flame have been g nroper standard of comparlson
jor desqublng the weaker warrlo:s hastening their destruc-
“tion by trying to attack a wairisr possessing‘ﬁigher
mili#a:y prowesé and éélibre.'Thus among the similesl

from the H3m. almost all the similes given in V.42.27cd

1.(i) abhipetur mahgvegag‘pataﬁgE iva p3vakam /
' R&m. V.42, 27cd. -

(ii)‘te%pi naggﬁg samdsadya patanga iva péyékam /
' R&m. VI.44.24cd.
(1ii) javenZiplutya ca punas tad balam raksassm mahat /

sbhyay3t pratyaribalen patengs ive pavakem //
“Ram. VI.75.59.
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VI.44.24ed.ana VI.75.59 describe the demons and their

army attacking the warriors of Rama's army.

Simi;ary among - the similesl from the Mah;é-.bh?'araij?
‘the simile given in V,57.27 is a speech of Dhrtarasitra in
woich he i)redicts the condtion of the ﬁarriors fighting
against Arjuna, the simile given in VII.35.24 is a speech
of Abhimanyu in which he describes himself while he proceeded
to attack the army of Drona and the simile given in VII.125.
26cd describes Dh;gtaketu trying to attack Drona. All these
simileé from both the epics having the butterflies falling
on the fire suggest the idea of speedy destruction of the
warriors quite effectively, and as such they are important

as the evidences of similarity of imagery in both the epics.

1(i) rajénah parthivéh sarve proksitéh kala dharmaz}'é / ‘
géz;d.i‘.Vagyz}l\igx pravgk_sianti pa‘taﬁgé{‘ iva pavekem //
Mbh.V.57.27
(i1) ahem etay praveksyami dronsnikem durdsadam /
patangd iva sankruddho jvalitam jEtavedasam //
‘ | ) libh. VII, 35.24.
(iii_)Vadhé'yébhayadrava;i dronam patanga iva pavakem /
Moh. VII.125.26cd.

-
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There are some minor birds, also, which are mentioned

. 'as upamanss. All‘such similes from both the epics dannot;
- 'be taken at a”éiﬁglésinsfance; Buﬁ_somé two;or:fhree

" similes from the epics would suffice to show thét the

obsérvation of these poets was quite keen and they used

‘it well in- their works.-

nh - . G
_Kur%z is mentioned as upamana in both the epics for

describing the ladiég crjing l#ﬁdly..ihus amoﬁg the'éimilesl
from the REm., the simile given in IV.19.280d describes

Tgké weeping after the‘degth 6f valin, the simile given:
VI.§2:3éd refefs‘to‘sité'who wept léﬁiiﬁlwhile femembering

P, n ) .
Kaiygyi scwr%?ully as being the root~cause of all the miserie:

- and the - simile éontéined in VI.49.9ab is'a speech of ﬁameR&m“-

"1.(i) t&m ankgyé tu ‘sugrivah krodantin kurarin iva /

REm. IV.19.28cd.
(ii)‘Vijagaﬁﬁg¥ré kaikeyﬁm kroéént;,kﬁrafiyathé /
| . Ram. VI.32.3de.
(iii) ﬁivastség vepamﬁﬂém(ca'kroﬁéntim-ﬁurafim iva/‘

REm, VI.49.9ab.



b22
in which he tries to imagine the condition of Sumitraz if
" her son Laksmana did not regain consciousness and he would

be required to see her alone, without Lekgmana returning

to Ayodhyd with him.

1 from the lbh.

In the same way among the similes
the simile given in II.70.lsb describes Draupadi who
cried loudly due to the most heinons and contemptible posi-
tion in the court of the Kauraves. The poet compares her
to a Kurari crying loudly. The simile given in III.173.62
describes the ladies of one of the cities of the Nivatakavaca
demons, who came out of the city as it was devastated by
Arjuna. The third simile in this cénneotion, contained -in
V.175.25cd describes Amba. In all these similes from both
these epies, .the Kuraris have been mentioned as the

standard of comparison because the poets wanted to convey

the deep pathos which their charscters had to undergo.

-

1.(i) tatha tu drstva bahu tatra dev{q
roruyamanam kurgrim ivartam / Mbh. IL.70.1lsb.
(ii) vinadgyanyab striyah safVé £E§petur nagarad bahih /
prakirpakeéyo vyathitah kurarya iva dﬁkhitép //
Mbh., III.173.62,
(i11) nidcakrahma purdd ding rudati kurari yatha /

Mbh. V.175.25cd.



523

Thus these similes which contain references to
several animals and birds show how keen was the observation

on the part of the authors of the epics.?

-

References to_the World of Human Beings in the Similes.

In both the epics there are several references in
witich the authors refer to the human relations'and behaviour
trade and navigation and several other walks of life. The
authors have referred to different social as well as human
relatiqns. They have alluded tp different plants and vege~
tationg for their deécriptions. In the Ram. and the MNbh.
there are thus many places where identical expressions

oceur and similar imagery is employed.

Thus afsimilel occurring in the AyodhyZkanda which

describes the relation of a woman with a man occurs almost

1. (i) Kaccit tvam navajdnati yajakah patitam yatha /
» ugrépratigrahftéra@ kamayanem iva striyah //

Ram. II.100.28.

(ii) Keccit tvam navajénanti yajakah patitem yatha /
ugrapratigrahftéra@ kamay&nam iva striyeh //
Mbh, II.5.46
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in thé same words in the libh. Thé simile in the Ram. is

a speech of Rima addressed to Bharata while the simile in
the Mbh. is a speech of Narada addressed to Yuddisthire.

At both the places the attitude of women towards men is
described. It is said heré that iaides do not welcome or
receive heartily a highly lustful maen. This shows the
know}edge of K§é?§stra on the part of both the poets of the
epics. This is also a definite example of complete ideﬁtity

of expression and imagery.

A father protecting his son occurs as upaména in the
siniles of both the epics. Thus In the similel given in the
Ram. II.47.6 a father proteotiﬁg his son is mentioned as
A upamana. Similarly in the similez given in the lMbh.VII.59.1
the same standard of comparison is used in a similar manner

The simile given in the Ram. II1.47.6 is a gpeech of the

1.(i) yo nah sadapdlayati pitd putréh ivaurasan /
katham raghtinam sa sregthas tyektva no vipinam Yatah //

}igm- IIO4:70 60

» - — - td » “A '
(ii) raman\daéarathlm caiva mrtam sgnaaya«éusruma /
yam prajd anvamodanta pitd putran ivaurasan //

Moh. VII.59.1.
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citizens of Ayodhaya regarding Rgma and the simile given in
" the Mbh. VII.59.1. is a speech of Narada regarding Réma. At
both the places Rama, is described as a ruler who protects
his subjects like a father protecting his sons.‘Thus thege
similes shoﬁ how the same imégery was employed by these

poets in their epics.

In both the epics unwholesome (apathya) food is
mentioned as upamana for describing an undesirable thing.
Thus in the simile® given in the Ramdyana II.12.7lab
<£pathya food is referred to as upaména, and in‘the simile®
 8ilven in the Mbh. XII.138.109cd also the same is mentioned

as upamana.

The simile given in the Kam. II.1%2.7lab is a speech
of Dadaratha addressed to Kaikeyl in which he describes
how Rama's going to the forestg'was undesirable. The gimile
given in the Mbh.4XII.138.1090d is a speech of Bﬁzgma
addressed to Yuﬁhig?hira in whioh he describes how improper

it would be if a king making én alliance with a stranger

1.(i) apathya vyahjanopetan bhuktam annam ivaturaw /
Ram. II.12.71ab.
(ii) apathyam iva tad ﬁhukta@ tasya narthaya kalpate/
- Mbh. XII.138.109¢cd.
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king &oeé not make any gecessary arrangement for his own
protection. The implication and context of these two similes
are different; yet the point emphasised at both thg places,
namely the undesirability of a particular thing is the same.
Moreover these similes show the acquaintance of both the
authors of the epics with the primary principles of the

science of meédicine.

There are several simi;esl

in both the epics which
contain references to some sort of navigation. The similes
given in the Ram. IV.7.10cd., V.1l.87cd and VI.48.26cd.
mention a boat as the upamana. The simile given in the Ram.
IV.7.10cd is a speech of Sugri%a addressed to Rama, fhé
simile given in V.1l.67cd describes Hanumat when he was
floating in the sky, and the simile given in Vi:48.326cd

is a description of any army. Similarly the similes from

the Mbh. also contain a ref@rence to navigation.:

1.(i) Sa majjatyasadah doke bharakranteva naur jale /
Ram, IV.7.10cd.
(ii) sé@gare marutavista naur i&ésit tada kapih /
_ Ram. V.L.67cd.
(iii) sens bhramati safkhyesu hatakarneva naur jale /

Ra‘m. VI- 48 L 260&’
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Thus among .the similesl in the Mbh. the simile
givean in VI.49.36cd is a description of the army of the
Pandavas the simile given in VI.118.7 is a speech of Salljaya
in which he describes the condition of the army of the

Péqgavas and the simile dontained in VII.5.8 is a speech

of Duryodhana to Kafna, in which he describes the-fate
. m
of an army which has lost its leader. Thus all thesge similes
~

both these epics refer to some sort of nav1gat10n and

they describe the serious or adverse condition of a person
Q‘ *
or an army by comparing to a boat cgught in a storm.

E

For describing the female characégrs in distress,

]the epics poets have referred to a plaintain itree trembling

2

due to an ouslaught of wind. Thus the similes® from the Ram.

l.(i),Santras%E pén@avi send vitavegihateve nauh /

Mbh, VI.49.36cd.

y o~ ‘-
(ii) Siyadhyamané samare pan Quréené mshdtmabhih /
bhramyate bahudhd rijan maruteneva naur jale//

Moh, VI.118.7
m

(iii) na vind ndyekam send juhlirtam ap4t1§§hati /
Ehavegvéhavasréggha netghineva naur jale//
Mbh. VII.5.8.
2. (1) sita pravepat?odvegat pravate kadali yatha /
. Rem.III.Z. 15.
(ii) gatraprakampad vyathita babhiva
'~ vEtoddhatd s& kadaliva tanvi /Ram. III.47.49cd.

" (iii) sa vepamana patltﬁipravate kadali yatha /
Ram. V.25 8ab.
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given in III.Z. l5cd; iII 47.49cd and V.25.8ab describe Sita
The first 51m11e deserlbes here when she saw the deeadful
demon Viradha. The second. simile descrlbes Slua when Ravana
poroached her, and the third simile descrlbes Sltas misera-

ble condition in the As'okgvaniki.

Similarly emong the similes® from the Mbh., the
similg given‘in II.G?.S;cd describes D:aupadg‘the simile
given in III.291.l4cd describes Sit3 when Rima refused to
accept her aghain as she had stayed at a demons place. The
simile occurs in. the Ramop&khyana and és such it is a
proof of the fact that the suthor of the Mbh. preferred to
deseribe a character of the Ram. in almost the same manner.
The simile given in XI.17.1 describes Gindhirgh pitisble

condition when she heard about the death of Duryodhana.

1.(i) dunddsano nithavatinm anthavac
| cakarga vayuh kadalim ivattdm / o

v Mbh. II 673 Slcd.

(ii) pap3ta devi zyathlta nikrtta kadali yatha,/
.- , N'bh‘ IIIC 291. 14:0(1.

-
T - - .
(iii)'duryodhanam‘hatam drstva gandhari ébkakarélta./
"sahasd nyapaxd bhumgg chinneva kadall yatha //

Bbh. XI.17.1.



529

These 31m11es thus show how these eplc poets used al-

most simllar expresslons and 1magery in their deserlptlons.

Klmsuka tree hav1ng red flowers, 1Sﬂment10ned as
upamana while descrlblng the wounded warriors whose, body
became besmeared~w1th blood. Thus the among the'smmlles |
Jln the . Eamayana, the smmlle ngen in VI. 45 93& describes
Rama ‘and Laksmana wounded heav11y by Indrajit, the simile
‘given in VI.54.32¢d describes Angada and Vaarada$§§ra
engaged in fighting aﬁd woundeé by—eéch other; and the
similé given in VI,105.7 describes Rama. |

Similarly among the ‘similes® from the Mbh. the simile

w

. 7 qq‘, — N - ‘
- 1.(i) tavgbhua,ca prakgéete;pugpitaviva kimsukazg/
' iw - Rem, VI.45.9cd,

(11) Vrenaih sasrap asobhetam puspltav1va kmmsukaa //‘
Rem. VI. 54.3206.
lii) Sa sonltasamadlghdhah samare’ 1aksmanagradah /
drstah phi;la 1varaﬂ5e Sumagh@n kimsukadrumah /)

Ram.VI. 105.7.
. ] . a
2.(i) te hemanlskabharanah kunda;gngadadharlnah /

‘nihatd bahvadobhan te puspita iva kiméuksh //
| Mbh, II1.1064114
(ii) babha%‘ramas tethd rajan praphulla iva kPmsukék
o o Woh, V.179.3lcd.
(iii) Sa viddho bshubhir banair nilaRjsmacayopamah /
- §udubhe sarvato rajan praphulla iva kimgukah //
| | : Mbh. VII.118.21.
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given in I1II1.1056.11 déscribes the demons wounded by gods,
the simile contained in V.179.3lcd describes Paraéufgma,
and the simile given in VII.1l18.21 refers to the demon
Alambusa who jg;ght on behalf of the Kauravas and wa s
wounded profusely by the sons of Dranpadf. Thus these similes
which have the references to Ki@éukas with abudance in red
flowers show that dhe authors of the epics described the
similar situations and characters in almost the samdmanner.
It is quite natural that these trees must be quite common
and so these poets mentioned as upamaha to convey the emact
idea.

Just as Ki@éﬁka is mentioned as upamana for describ-
ing the wounded warri&frs, similarly a lotus creeper is
referred to as upamaha‘wﬁile describing the laeﬁés. The
lotus-creeper which figures in such simiies is described
by a qualifying adjective, which describes the lotus -creeper

Thus the similes~ from the Ham. given in V.15.21cd, V.19.15cd

1.(i) Sapankam anslenkaram vipaduan iva padmininm /
. Rem. V.15.2lcd.
M = .
(i1) hastihastaparafrstam @ kulam padminim iva /
Ram. V.19.15c¢d.
(iii) tapyamsnam ivognena mrndlim acirodhrtam /

Ram. V.19.17cd.
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and V;19.170d describe the condition of Sitd as seen by
Hanumat in +the As'oksvanikd. Similarly the similes from

the Bbh. given in III1.68.13cd, III.68.15cd and IILI.68.16cd
describe the misersble condition of Damayanti when she

was left alone in the forest. The similes given in the Ram.
B.19.15cd and the MbB. , III1.68.15cd are quite astonishingly
identical. Thus these similes show how these poets used
jidentical expressions for describing persons in similar

situations.

Thus these similes from the Ram. and the Wbh. show
remarkable affinity regarding construction, structure and
expression. Their subject matter and style are such that
.they give an ample scope for sucﬁ similarities of expression
and imagery. Such instances of similar exbressions are quite
numerous in these epics. But an'investigation of the repre-

sentative cases of such similarity of expression, style and

1. (1) malapahkanubiptangim mrndlim iva coddhrtam /
" Mboh.IIL.68.13cd.
(ii) hastihasta.pargmygyém vyakulam iva padminim /
~  Mbh.III.68.15cd.

(iii) dahyaman@m ivarkena mrnglim iva coddhrtam /

Mbh. III,.68.16cd.
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imagery is no doubt Yery instructive. So these similes
occurring in the Ram. and the Mbh. when considered together
give an exact ideag of the common heritage which their authors
inherited from the past. The simple reason for believing
such -similarity as a result of old conventions is that it
is not proper to think about borrowing Sﬁ one side or the
other becsuse much §f the imagery and symbloism could have
Aheen given by convention and tradition which the contempo-
rory literary society knew very well and the authors who
described using these images and symbols could naturally
command an overwhelming popularity for centuries together.
It must be admitted that the greatness of these autnors of
the epics as well as the popularity which they enjoyed
rested on the sound basis of msuch deeply rooted conventions
and traditions end the judicious use of that common heri-

. o ‘
tage has really embellished these epics w@;ch enjoy a

respectable position in the 1iteréture of the world.



