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Abstract

Bija theory (FliFiii) is an extremely important part of Yogacira
(METH27). An exploration concerning deep consciousness activity and
the nature of existence in the perspective of differential, split second is
based on Bija theory, through which established the fundamental
teaching of Buddhist the Origin theory, reflecting Indian Buddhisms
features of focusing on analysis. Based on domestic and foreign research
results, my dissertation mainly analyzes Bija theory and its
transformation in  Chinese Buddhism, considering the different
characteristics of ontology between Chinese and Indian tradition, and the
basic Sinicizing trend of Indian Yogacara ( MEiH%%) in the field of
ontology. The emphasis of the dissertation can be divided into two
aspects; firstly, the theory of Yogacara negatives the existence of any
noumenon by applying Bija theory, and thus demonstrates the non-
ontology which considers that everything is consisting of many
conditions, therefore, Bija theory can be considered as a kind of
ontology which negatives any noumenon; secondly, due to the impact of
Chinese inherent thinking, Chinese Buddhism tends to adopt “ mind
ontology”, which sets up an " entity” as noumenon, rather than
emphasizing Buddhist’s basic standpoint that the nature of beings is
Empty (kong), but identifying the nature of beings and mind making
the existence of mind determined, real beings. When Bija theory that
represents the non-ontological ontology came to China, it is gradually
turned into “ mind ontology ", this is the basic Sinicizing trend of

Yogacara (ME#1%%). Specifically, the structure of the dissertation is



Abstract

shown as follow .

The introduction briefly defines the basic conception, introduces the
reason and the significance of this research, the present situation of
domestic and foreign researches, research methods, the focus, and the
difficulties.

The first chapter discusses meaning, synonym and basic
classification of Bija; secondly, discusses on the arguments of the
constantly existence of Karma and how the potentially existence of
annoyance according to Hinayana Buddhism, which had help to bring
about the Bija theory of Yogacara (ME#1%%); thirdly, discusses the
basic content and characteristics of Bija theory in the framework of
Yogacara theory, representing that Bija theory analyses on existence in
the perspective of atoms, differential, instant, leading to the
demonstration that the essence of everything is nothing, which illustrates
the Buddhist ’s non-ontology.

The second chapter introduces Yogacara which Zhen Di ( ELii)
and Xuan Zang ( % #%) brought from India through translation,
discusses the first transformation of Bija theory’s in the history of Chinese
Buddhism. According to Zhen Di, the characteristics of Bija theory are to
certain degree generality, and comprehensive thinking, it brewed the
thinking of “substance-function” (4&J) in Chinese Buddhism, which
makes great influences on the later generations of Buddhism. While
according to Xuan Zang’s more overall = interpretation, Bija theory
inherited the tradition of focusing on the analysis in Indian Yogacara.
Thus it had become the orthodox of Chinese Yogacara's. Generally
speaking, since the theory of Bija reflects more intrinsically the basic
characteristics of India Mahayana Buddhism, it does not mix together
with Chinese inherent culture well, and turns to the “mind ontology”
which is found representative in Mahayana-sraddhotpada-sastra ( { K7
EIFE) ).

From the third chapter to the fifth chapter, the dissertation
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discusses the trend of modern Buddhist mind-nature theory (:L>Pi8)
from the perspective of Bija theory. The third chapter firstly discusses the
manifestations and causes of modern Buddhism renaissance, and points
out that the Yogdacira is dominant in this renaissance whose essence is a
reconstruction of Chinese modern meaning system; secondly, this
chapter also discusses the Bija theory according to Shina Nei Institute of
which Ouyang is a representative, and points out that Ouyang, Lv
Cheng’srenaissance of Yogacdra means that the second Sinicization of
Chinese Buddhism has launched.

The fourth chapter points out, on the basis of the study of rational
researches of modern temple monk on Bija theory, that the modern
monks tend to bring every kinds of doctrines together and understand
thoroughly in the mind-nature theory. Tai Xu’s statement on Bija theory
showed inherent tension in his thought ; not only bringing Bija theory and
Tathagatagarbha theory together, so as to maintain the rationality of
Buddha Dharma; but also making the Dharma fit with the times
demands, and endowing the Dharma with a contemporary vitality. Yin
Shun studied Bija theory more academically and rationally, so that the
Buddhist mind-nature theory was integrated, and the Buddha nature was
identified with the completion of human nature. * Humanistic Buddhism”
modernly interprets mind-nature theory.

The fifth chapter examines, on the basis of the study concerning
Zhang Taiyan and Xiong Shili’s interpretation of Bija theory, the modern
return of modern mind ontology of Buddhism. Zhang Taiyan founded his
thusness ontology on the basis of Yogacara. But he could not get away
from the inherent contradiction between non-ontology and ontology
pursuit, finally fell into dilemma. Later, Xiong Shili introduced
Buddhism into Confucianism, criticized the non-ontology, of which Bija
theory of Yogacara is a representative, eslablished the theory of “close-
open become lo change” as his “mind ontology ™, so that modern

Chinese philosophy may be established on a reliable basis. Generally
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speaking, with the rise of Chinese modern new Confucianism, the mind
ontology of Chinese Buddhism successfully overcame the doubt and
criticism from India Yogacara again, its value and validity once again
were affirmed and developed by Chinese academic community.

The conclusion briefly reviews the main views of the whole
dissertation, emphasizes the characteristics of Bija theory and mind
ontology represent respectively the characteristics of Indian Buddhism
ontology and Chinese Buddhism ontology, also shows that the basic
Sinicizing trend of Bija theory during its transformation in the history of

Chinese Buddhism is from non-ontology to mind ontology.

Key words: Bija theory Yogacara modern Buddhism mind-

nature theory ontology sinicization
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