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Abstract  

When ithe isound isource idiminishes, iaudio isignals, iwhich iare icontinuous i(analogue) 

isignals, iprogressively ilose iamplitude. iConversely, idata iis istored idigitally iin icomputers 

ias istrings iof izeros iand iones. iDigital idata iis inaturally idiscrete ibecause ithe ivalue iof 

izero ior ione idigital idata iis ionly ivalid iat ia igiven imoment. iTherefore, ithe icontinuous 

ianalog iaudio isignal imust ibe iconverted ito ia idiscontinuous idigital iform iso ithat ithe 

icomputer ican istore ior iprocess iaudio. iGiven ithe irecent isurge iin idevelopments iof ideep 

ilearning, ithis iarticle iprovides ia ireview iof ithe istate-of-the-art ideep ilearning itechniques 

ifor iaudio isignal iprocessing. iSpeech, imusic, iand ienvironmental isound iprocessing iare 

iconsidered iside-by-side, iin iorder ito ipoint iout isimilarities iand idifferences ibetween ithe 

idomains, ihighlighting igeneral imethods, iproblems, ikey ireferences, iand ipotential ifor icross-

fertilization ibetween iareas. iKulke iunderlined ihow iimportant iit iis ito iunderstand ithe 

ihistorical icontexts ithat ishaped ifeudal irelationships iin idifferent iparts iof ithe iworld. iHe 

ihighlighted ithe iinterconnection iof isocial, ipolitical, iand ieconomic ifactors iin ihis istudy iof 

ithe ievolution iof ifeudalism iand iits irelationships iwith idifferent iforms iof iauthority iin 

imediaeval iIndian isociety. iThis istudy iprovides ia icritical ianalysis iof ithe iarguments istated 

iby iSharma, iStein, iand iKulke ithroughout itheir idebate iof ifeudalism. iIt iidentifies iareas iof 

iconvergence iand idivergence iand iassesses ithe ibenefits iand idrawbacks iof ieach itactic. i 

By ifusing ithese iconcepts, ithe iresearch iseeks ito iadvance iour iunderstanding iof imediaeval 

iIndian ifeudalism iand ished ilight ion ithe iera's ibroader isociopolitical icontext. i iLiving ion 

ithe ilord's iland, iaristocratic ipeasants iwere iobligated ito itoil, ipay itribute, iand irespect ihim. 

iThey ipromised ito igive ithem imilitary iprotection iin ireturn ifor ia ishare iof itheir igoods. 
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iThere iwere isome isignificant iparallels ibetween ifeudalism iin iIndia iand ithe isocial 

istructure ithat iprevailed iin iEurope, idespite ithe ifact ithat ithe iname i"feudalism" iis imore 

ifrequently ilinked ito ithe iEuropean isocial istructure. iSimilar ito iits iEuropean iequivalent, 

iIndian ifeudalism iwas imarked iby ia iland-based ieconomy, ia ihierarchical istructure, iand ia 

iset iof irights iand iduties ifor iboth ilords iand ivassals. iFeudalism iarose iand ialtered ithe 

iadministration itransition iand ihence ipaved ia iway ifor ithe irecognition iof ia ifeudal ipolicy 

iall iover ithe isubcontinent iin iMedieval iand iLate iperiods iof iAncient iIndia. i 

Keyword: iFeudalism, iAncient iIndia, iGupta iDynasty, iLand iGrants, iAgrarian iEconomy 

Introduction 

Feudal iSystem iin iIndia istarted ipost-Mauryan itime, iparticularly iafter ithe iGupta iline. iCertain 

ipolitical iand iregulatory iadvancements ibrought iabout iin iprimitive istate ieducate. iA ifew igave iarrive 

ito iBrahmin iand iBuddhist iministers iand igracious ihirelings ifor imilitary iand iregulatory 

iadministrations. iThese ibudgetary ioffers iimplied ithe iexchange iof iall isources iof ipay iand ibuilding iup 

iof ipolice iand iregulatory icapacities, imaking ifeudalism. iIn ithe imedieval itime, ifeudalism iwas ithe 

iwinning ifinancial istructure. iIn ithis icourse iof iaction, ithe ilaborers iwere irequired ito idwell ion itheir 

ilord’s iproperty iand ito ipay ihim iregard, ilabor, iand ia ishare iof ithe iitem iin itrade ifor imilitary iassurance. 

iThe irespectability iheld ilands ifrom ithe iCrown iin iinstallment ifor imilitary ibenefit, iand ivassals iwere 

iinhabitants iof ithe inobles. iEach ination iin ithe iglobe ihas igone ithrough ia iprepare iof ifinancial iand 

ipolitical iadvancement, iand ias ia iresult, ihas ilived iin ia iprimitive isociety. iThe iprimitive iframework, ion 

ithe iother ihand, idid inot irise iin iall inations iat ithe isame itime. iIt imay ibe ifollowed iback ito inumerous 

iverifiable iperiods iin idistinctive ilocales iof ithe iworld. iIt iis iabout idifficult ito icharacterize ifeudalism 

iprecisely isince iprimitive iutilizations ivaried inot ias iit iwere ifrom icountry ito icountry ibut imoreover 

ifrom iruler ito iruler iand itime ito itime. iThe iterm i'Feudal' iinfers ifrom ithe iLatin iword i'Feodalis' i(Oxford 

iDictionery) iwhich iimplies iquarrel ion ifief idemonstrating iexpenses. iThe iterm i'feudalism' istarts ifrom 

ithe iFrench iword iFeodal i(Girart, i1964) iwhich iimplies ifiefs ior iexpense iand irelates ito ithe imilitary 

iassociation. iAs ia iresult, ithe iterm ifeudalism ihas iadvanced ito iallude ito ia isort iof isocial iassociation ithat 

ican itake inumerous ishapes iin idiverse iperiods iand isettings. iFeudalism iis ia iterm iutilized ito idepict ithe 

isort iof icivilization ithat iexisted iin iEurope ifrom ithe ififth ito ithe ififteenth icenturies iA.D. iIt iwas ibuilt ion 

ithe iconcept iof iself-sufficiency. iIt ihad ia icapable icourse iof iproprietors iwho iutilized iextra-economic 
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iimplies ito itake ioverabundance iitem iand iwork iadministrations ifrom ilaborers. iLaborers iproceeded ito 

iwork iin ithe iareas iand iwere imoreover isubjected ito i'forced ilabour.' iThey iwere iconnected ito ithe isoil 

ithat ithese ilanded imediators icontrolled. iBe ithat ias iit imay, iin ia ibigger isense, iEuropean ifeudalism iis 

icharacterized iby ia ipowerless ilord, ieffective igentry, iserfdom, ihouse, ichivalry, iarrive, iand ilaborers. 

iThe ilaborers, ibroad ibusiness iof ithe ibenefit iapartment, ithe imatchless iquality iof ia ilesson iof iparticular 

iwarriors, iand ibonds iof isubmission iand isecurity ithat iinterface iman ito iman iinside ithe iwarrior icourse 

iall itake ion ia idiverse iframe iknown ias ivassalage iand ifracture iof icontrol i(Marc iAlliance i& 

iManyon,1961). iEuropean ifeudalism, ibe ithat ias iit imay, iremains ithe ishow ifor iall imedieval 

iframeworks ias iwell ias ithe imost iwell-known. iIn icommon, ifeudalism ialluded ito ia iframework iin 

iwhich iworkers i(serfs) iwere iconstrained ito iwork ifor ithe imasters. iIt ihad ia iprogressive isocial 

istructure, iwith irulers, iofficers, iclerics, iand iliterates iat ithe ibest iand idealers, iskilled iworkers, itown-

people, iand ilaborers iat ithe ifoot. iTo ipay itheir imedieval iand iother iobligations, ithe iserfs idepended 

iintensely ion ifamily iwork. iAs ia iresult, ithere iwas ia iclear iconnect ibetween irural iefficiency iand 

iorganic ipropagation. iIt iwas iconsidered igreat ito iboth ithe iserf iand ithe iace iif ia ilaborer ifamily 

ideveloped iin iestimate. iFeudalism, iconcurring ito iNural iHasan, iwas ito ia igreat iextent ia i"agrarian 

ieconomy iin iwhich ithe iexcess iis idispossessed iby ia i"lovely iclosed iadministering itip itop ithrough iboth 

inon-economic irestraint iand ithe ipart iplayed iby iit iin ihorticulture ias iwell ias iauxiliary ipainstaking 

iwork igeneration." iIn iold iIndia, ifeudalism iexisted. iThe inature iof iFeudalism iis ireflected iin ithe 

ioccasions iof iAntiquated iIndia. iOld iIndia ihad iall iof ithe icomponents iof ia iprimitive isociety iin iput. 

iThe icash ifrom idifferent idivisions iof iarrive iwas iconveyed ito ithe iking's iauthorities ior iassigned 

iholders, iwho iwere ithe iidentical iof ivassals iin iother inations. iThe ihone iof igiving iarrive iin iput iof 

imoney irelated icompensation, iwhich istarted iin ithe iseventh icentury, iquickened ithe iprimitive ihandle. 

Feudalism iIn iAncient iIndia 

The iterm ifeudalism ihas ideveloped ito iallude ito ia isort iof ifriendly iassociation ithat ican itake imany 

istructures iin ivarious iages iand iplaces. iWith iregards ito ithe ibeginnings iof ifeudalism iin iold iIndia, 

ischolastics iof iIndian ihistory iand iculture iare ibrought itogether, ihowever iwith iregards ito ideciding ithe 

iorder, ithere iis ia iton iof iconflict. iA ifew ispecialists iare isearching ifor iindications iof iprimitive idesign 

iall ithrough ithe iBuddhist iand ipre-Mauryan iperiods. iOne imore iarrangement iof ispecialists, ithen 

iagain, irejects isuch iexaminations iand iendeavors ito ilay iout ithe ibeginnings iof ifeudalism iin 
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iSatavahana iand iGupta iIndia. iThe ibeginnings iof ifeudalism iare iconsequently idated ito ithe isixth 

icentury iB.C. iuntil ithe ifourth icentury iA.D. iWhile ialluding ito ithe ifeudatory ileaders iof ithe iGupta 

iperiod, ithe iname i"Samantha" i(neighbor) ifirst ishowed iup. iThe icaught iregions icontinued iautonomy 

ibecause iof ithe ifrail iauthorization iof iforce, iand ia ifew ifundamental imanagerial ipositions ibecame 

igenetic. iThe idecentralization iof iforce iwas ithe iessential ipart iof ifeudalism iin iEurope iand ithe iIndian 

isubcontinent. iAs iper iHaran iChander iNeogi,feudalism iin iIndia ibegan iduring ithe iBuddhist itime. 

iFeudalism iemerged iwhen ithe islave ieconomy's iestablishments iwere iharmed, iand ithe iextension iof 

ithe ifeudalistic inot ientirely isettled iby ithe irate iat iwhich isubjugation irotted. iAs iper iNeogi, iBuddhism 

igave ithe iphilosophy iin iIndia ithat idecreased ibondage iwhile ireinforcing ifeudalistic iqualities. 

iFollowing iBimbisara's ipromotion ito ithe iMagadhan ihigh iposition iin ithe isixth icentury iB.C., iIndia 

isaw ithe imain iregional irealm iformed iby iconcentrated iorganization, iand ithis iunified iproductive 

iorganization imight ihave isuccessfully ilooked iat ithe iextension iof inascent imedieval ipropensities. 

iAnother inotable iscientist, iH. iChatterjee, iaccepts ithat ifeudalism imight ihave istarted iin iIndia iduring 

ithe iManu iSamhita iperiod i(200 iB.C ito i200 iA.D). iOn ithe iside iof ihis icase, ihe irefers ito ithe iManu 

iSamhita, iwhich imakes ireference ito iIsa iand iAdhipati. iThese iexpressions, ihe iasserts, iare iattached ito 

ifeudalism i(Sirchur). iSadly, ithe ihour iof iManu iis ia isubject iof idiscussion, iwhile ibeing ibetween ithe 

isecond icentury iB.C iis iby iand ilarge iconcurred. ifurthermore, ithe isecond icentury iA.D.This ileaves 

iaround ia i400-year iwindow. iThis itime icontrast iis iadequate ito iinvalidate iChatterjee's iperspective. iAs 

iindicated iby iG.M. iBongard iLevin, ifeudalism istarted iin iIndia iin ithe imain icentury iA.D. iHe iput 

itogether ihis ihypothesis iwith irespect ito iepigraphic irecords ifrom ithe iSatavahana itime iframe, iwhen 

ihe ifound ithat ithe ilord icould iallow ilittle ilandholdings ifrom ihis iown ibequests ito iBrahmanas iand 

idisciples iof idifferent ireligions. iIn ithe ievent ithat ithere iwas ino iaccessible iproperty, ihe ineeded ito ibuy 

iland ifrom ia iconfidential iproprietor iand iafterward idiscard iit iat ihis irecreation i(Bongard iLevin, i1985). 

iNotwithstanding, ihe iconcurs ithat iold isources i(like ithose ifrom ithe iMauryan iperiod, iBuddhist 

icompositions, ithe iDharmasutra, ietc) iincorporate ivarious ireferences ito iprivate iland iproprietorship 

iand iconfidential ibequests. iNonetheless, imost iantiquarians iaccept ithat ithe iunobtrusive istarting 

ipoints iof ifeudalism imight ibe ifollowed iback ito ithe iGupta iline. iAs iindicated iby iR.S. iSharma, 

ifeudalism iin iIndia ibegan iwith iland igifts ito iBrahmans, isanctuaries, iand ireligious icommunities, ifor 

iwhich iengraving iproof itraces iall ithe iway iback ito ithe iSatavahana itime iframe iand iis iduplicated iby ithe 
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iGupta itime iframe. iAs iper iantiquated iepigraphic idocumentation, ithe iSatvahana itradition iallowed 

iland iawards ito ithe iexclusive iclasses iin iceremonies, iand iaccordingly ithe ibeginning iof iIndian 

ifeudalism istarted ihere. iNonetheless, isuch iland iaward irecords ineeded iexplicit iproof iof iincome ior 

imanagerial ipower imove itoo. iThe icurrent iland iincome iand irural iframework iwas ialtogether 

iconvoluted iby iantiquated iIndian ifeudalism.. iAs iper iKosambi, ithe iframework ihad ithe iseeds iof 

ifeudalism iin ithe iearly iperiod iyet ididn't ibecome iprimitive ifor ithe irest iof ithe i6th icentury iA.D. 

iSomewhere iin ithe irange iof i600 iand i900 iA.D., ithe iframework ifilled iin inotoriety, iand isomewhere iin 

ithe irange iof i900 iand i1200 iA.D., iit iarrived iat iits iapex. iSharma i(1958) isorted iIndian ifeudalism iinto 

ithree istages: istarting ipoints iand ithe iprincipal istage i(350-750 iA.D.), istage itwo i(750-1000 iA.D.), iand 

ithe ipinnacle iof iIndian ifeudalism i(1000-1200 iA.D.), iwhich idenoted ithe ibeginning iof iits ifall iclose ito 

ithe iend. iSharma i(1958) iestablishes ifeudalism's istarting ipoints iin ithe iearly iChristian itime, iwhen ithe 

iact iof iconceding iland iconcessions iturned iout ito ibe imore ifar ireaching. iThis itraining istarted iin 

iremote, iin ireverse, iand iancestral iregions iand idynamically ispread ito ithe iremainder iof iIndia. iThe ifirst 

iepigraphic iproof iof iland igifts iis ifrom ithe ifirst icentury iB.C., idespite ithe ifact ithat ithey ididn't igive ithe 

irecipient iauthoritative ipower. iOrganization ifreedoms imight ihave ibeen isurrendered iwithout 

iprecedent ifor ithe igifts imade ito iBuddhist ipriests iby ithe iStavhana iruler iGautamiputra iSatakarni iin ithe 

isecond icentury iA.D. iAs iindicated iby iBuddhaghosa i(fifth icentury iA.D.), ithe ibrahmadeya igrant 

iincorporates ilegal iauthoritative icapabilities. iSuch igifts iwere imore inormal ifrom ithe ififth i100 iyears, 

iand ithey itook ion iunambiguous iattributes ithat iadded ito ipolitical idecentralization. iThese iincluded: 

ithe ioption ito igather icharges ifrom ilaborers iand ipartake iin ithe iland's iincome i(financial ipower), ias 

iwell ias iresistance ifrom ipaying iduties ito ithe ilord i(akaradyi); ithe iright iof iland inot ito ibe igone iafter iby 

iimperial iauthorities ior ithe imilitary i(apravesya), iwhich iprovided ithem iwith ia ilot iof iindependence; 

ithe ioption ito iutilize ithe icourt iframework ito irebuff ihoodlums iand idifferent ioffenses iagainst ifamily, 

iproperty, iindividual, iand idifferent ithings i(sacauradanda); iwhat's imore, ithe ipower ito irun ithe itown's 

iinhabitants iwas iperiodically igiven, ifor iexample iSamudragupta's iNalanda iland igift iexplicitly ities 

icharge ipaying icraftsmans iand ilaborers idwelling iin ithe igave itown ito ithe ipromoters. iIn ithis imanner, 

iin ithe iGupta itime iframe, ithe ifar iand iwide iact iof igiving iarea iawards iarranged ithe istage ifor ithe 

iproduction iof ibrahmana ifeudatories, iwhich icomprised ianother iwellspring iof ipower ior istate ipower. 

iThe iobligations ithat ihad irecently ibeen iattempted iby istate iauthorities iwere islowly idesignated ito ithe 
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iholy iand imilitary iclasses. iMedieval irulers iin iIndia iwere iexpected ito iprovide ithe imaster iwith ia ilittle 

ipart iof itheir ipay iand iwarriors. iIndian iFeudalism iis ievery inow iand iagain iconnected ito ithe 

iaccompanying iideas: 

• Sardar 

• Jagirdar 

• Ghatwals 

• Deshmukh 

• Taluqdar 

• Zamindar 

• Chaudary 

Awards iwere ilikewise igranted ito ishipper iorganizations i(renis), iwho ihad itheir iown iguidelines iand 

itaken icare iof itheir iown iissues iautonomously iof ithe istate. iBy ithe ilate iGupta iline, itheir iautonomy iwas 

iset. iAn iassortment iof icontracts ifrom iwestern iIndia, idating ifrom ithe ilate i6th i100 iyears, itended ito ia 

igathering iof imerchants iand igave ithem ivarious imonstrosities ilike iexception ifrom ivarious 

icontribution; iopportunity ito imanage itheir iworkers; iwhat's imore, ithe ioption ito icause iconstrained 

iwork ifor ispecific icraftsmans. iThey iwere iadditionally iconceded iinvulnerability ifrom iimperial 

ispecialists ientering itheir iregion. iAfterward, iawards iwere imade ito ipay imilitary icommanders iand 

iofficials iinstead iof itheir iwages. iThis iis iupheld iby ithe imilitary's idivision iinto ismall iposts iand ithe 

iascent iof ibasically iautonomous imilitary ispecialists. iSince iland imoves iare iconnected iwith ithe 

iadvancement iof ifeudalism, ithe itopic iof iwhy isuch igifts iwere imade, iwhich isuccessfully igave iup ithe 

istate's iposition, ihas iemerged. iThe iproviders, ifor ithe imost ipart irulers, isought ito iacquire istrict ihonor, 

iwhile ithe icollectors, ifor ithe imost ipart iministers iand ipriests, iexpected ithe iassets ito iexecute iheavenly 

iservices, ias iper ithe icontracts. iR.S. iSharma iutilizes ia iHypothesis iof iCausation ito imake isense iof 

ithem, iproposing itwo iemergencies ias iexplanations ibehind ithe irecurrence iof iland igifts. iThe 

ibreakdown iin iIndia's isignificant idistance iexchange istarted ioff ithe iMonetary iEmergency. iBecause 

iof ithe ibreakdown iof ithe iRoman iRealm, iexchange iwith iit istopped iin ithe ithird icentury iA.D., iwhile 

isilk iexchange iwith iIran iand iByzantium istopped iin ithe i6th i100 iyears. iIndia's iwaterfront iareas ikept 

ion iexchanging iwith iChina iand iSoutheast iAsia, ialbeit ithis ihad ilittle iimpact ion ithe icountry's iinner 

ieconomy. iThe ishortage iof imoney ifrom ithe iGupta itime iframe ionwards, iboth iin iNorth iand iSouth 
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iIndia, ishows ia idecrease iin iexchange iand itrade. iCowries, ias iper iFa-Xian, iwere ithe iwell iknown 

imethod ifor itrade. iThis iangle ican ilikewise ibe iconnected ito ithe ifocal igovernment's ideclining ipower, 

iwhich iprogressively iembraced ithe imethodology iof irepaying iauthorities ithrough ipay ifreebees ior iin 

ikind. iThe ishortage iof imoney ishows ithat imetropolitan ilife ihas istarted ito iblur. iAfter ithe isixth icentury 

iA.D., inumerous inoteworthy ibusiness itowns ifell iinto idilapidation, iand iinhabitance ievaporated iin 

ivarious imetropolitan iregions, ilike iMathura, iVail, iand iChampa. iXuan iTsang icommunicates ihis 

idisappointment iwith ithe idownfall iof ipresent istatus iof iissues iof iBuddhist itowns. iThe iprogress ito 

ifeudalism iin iIndia iwas iset iapart iby ivarious ivarieties, ithe imost icritical iof iwhich iwere ithe ifour-

layered izones iof iprimitive iseparation. iThese ifour-layered izones iof imedieval idifferentiation 

iincorporated ithe iprimitive izones iof iNorth-West iIndia, iespecially ithe iGurjara-Pratihara iprimitive 

iqualifications, ithe imedieval izones iof iBengal iand iBihar, iespecially ithe iPala imedieval iascent, ithe 

imedieval iqualifications iof iDeccan, iespecially ithe iRashtrakutas, iand ithe imedieval iqualifications iof 

ithe iSouthern iconditions iof ithe isubcontinent. iThese icauses iprepared ifor ithe ipurposeful idevelopment 

iof ifeudalism iin iIndia iover ian iextensive itimeframe. iIn ithe iPre-Mauryan iperiod, iearly iPali iwriting 

iuncovers iprimitive ipractices, ifor iexample, ithe i"Brahmadeya." iAntiquated iIndian ifeudalism 

iincluded iland igifts, itax iassessment iauthority imoves, icoercive iprivileges, iand ithe icapacity ito iutilize 

iforce. iOld ifeudalism iwas ithe imaking iof ianother ipolitical iand imonetary istructure ithat iruled ithe 

ilandmass' inorthern iand iin ithis imanner isouthern idistricts. iIn iany icase, ithe iword ihas ibeen iquestioned 

iin ilight iof ithe ifact ithat ithe itype iof ifeudalism iutilized iin iOld iIndia iall ithrough ithese iages iwas inot 

iequivalent ito ithat irehearsed iin ithat iframe iof imind iof ithe iworld. iFor iinstance, iold iIndian ifeudalism 

ididn't iput isimilar iaccentuation ion ithe ifinancial iagreement ias ispecific ikinds iof iEuropean ifeudalism. 

Characteristics iOf iPost-Mauryan iIndian iFeudalism 

Feudalism iin iIndia iwas icharacterized iby ia icourse iof ilandowners iand ia ilesson iof isubject ilaborers 

iwho ilived iin ia ifundamentally iagrarian ieconomy, icharacterized iby ia idrop iin iexchange iand 

iurbanization ias iwell ias ia isharp idecay iin ithe iutilize iof imetal icash. iThe icharacteristics iof iIndian 

iFeudalism iare: 

• Vassalage: iThis iwas ithe irelationship iof iindividual ireliance iand idevotion ibetween ithe iRuler iand 

ihis ivassals. 

• Hierarchy iof imedieval imasters: iDifferent ititles ispeak ito ithe iposition iand icontrol iinside ithe 

irank iof iprimitive ilords. 



 

24 

www.njesr.com 

 

• Hereditary iauthoritative istatus: iPowerless iand iunsteady icontrol iauthorization idriven ito ithe 

irebuilding iof ifreedom, iand ia ifew itall iregulatory istatuses igot ito ibe ihereditary. 

• Decentralization: iSamanthas iwere igiven iarrive iinstep iof icompensation, iand ithey iproceeded ito 

ipossess ithe iregion, icalling ithemselves ivassals iof ithe iruler. 

• Regressive itax icollection iframework: iThe iworking ilesson iwas imisused iby icollecting 

iappropriate iand idishonorable icharges, isettled iand inon-fixed icharges, ialong iwith ipensions. 

• Wealth iwas inot ishared isimilarly: iIt iwas iexpected ithat iriches iwas inot ishared isimilarly, ias ia 

ifew iwere iordained ito iarrive iand iothers iwere iordained ito iappreciate ithe inatural iproducts iof 

iproduction. 

• Fragmentation iof isocial icomposition: iCaste ihas ibeen iseparated iinto ia ifew iother icastes iand 

isubcastes. 

• Manorial iFramework: iThe ilandowner iawards iarrive ito ian iperson iwho iperforms idifferent 

iadministrations, icounting iworking ion ithe ilord’s iarrive, iin itrade ifor ithe iarrive. 

Impact iOf iFeudalism iIn iIndia 

Feudalism iin iIndia ialtogether iaffected ithe isocial, imonetary, iand ipolitical idesigns iof ithe icountry. iIt 

ibrought iabout ian iunbending ivarious ileveled iframework, iwith iland ipossession ipacked iin ithe 

ipossession iof ithe idecision itip itop, iprompting isocial idisparities iand irestricted iopen idoors ifor 

iportability iamong ithe ilower iclasses. iThe ifundamental ieffects iof iIndian iFeudalism iin ithe iearly 

iMedieval itimes iwere 

• Political idecentralization: iThe iseeds iof idecentralization iplanted ias iland iawards iwere 

ienergetically idecentralized, icomprising iof isemi-independent irulers, iSamanthas, iMahasamantas, 

iand iRajpurushas. 

• The ifoundation iof inew iland imerchants: iThe idevelopment iof iland iexpedites, ithe ipredominant 

igathering ithat ipossessed ithe iland iand ididn't iexist iin ithe iearly iverifiable itime, iis irelated iwith iland 

iaward irehearses ithat istarted iin iSatavahana. 

• Changes iin icultivating irelations: iFree iVaishya iworkers ioverwhelmed ithe icultivating idesign 

iof ithe iearly imemorable iIndian iand iShudra iwork iadministrations. iNonetheless, isince ithe isixth 

icentury iPromotion, iranchers ihave iheld ithe iland ialloted ito irecipients isince ithey iwere itold inot ito 

ileave ithe itowns iappointed ito ithem ior imove ito iobligation ifree itowns. 

Indian iFeudalism iAnd iEuropean iFeudalism 

The iDifference ibetween iIndian iFeudalism iand iEuropean iFeudalism iare idiscussed ibelow: 

Indian iFeudalism European iFeudalism 
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Caste-based idivisions iof iIndian ifeudalism 

iincluded iBrahmanas, iKshatriyas, iVaishyas, 

iand iShudras. 

Class idivisions iin iEuropean ifeudalism 

iincluded inobility, iclergy, iand icommoners. 

Indian ikings iissued igrants ito icollect itaxes iand 

isurplus. 

In iorder ito icultivate itheir iland, ifeudal ilords iin 

iWestern iEurope igranted iland ito itheir iserfs. 

Land iownership iconcentrated iin ithe ihands iof 

irulers iand ielites 

Land iownership iconcentrated iin ithe ihands iof 

inobility 

Declined iwith ithe iconsolidation iof iMughal iand 

iBritish irule 

Declined iwith ithe iemergence iof icentralized 

imonarchies 

Largely ifragmented ipolitical ientities iand ilocal 

irulers 

Centralized ipolitical ientities iwith ifeudal 

ihierarchy 

Conclusion 

The icivilisation ithat ithrived iin iIndia iuntil ithe iMughal iTradition iduring ithe i1500s iis ialluded ito ias 

iIndian ifeudalism. iThe iGuptas iand ithe iKushans iwere isignificant imembers iin ithe iarrangement iand 

ipractice iof ifeudalism iin iIndia, iand ithey iare ilikewise iinstances iof ifeudalism's ideath iof ia idomain. 

iStrict iand imainstream igifts iwere iallowed ito iindividuals iin iantiquated iIndia. iThe ilast iconcessions 

iwere ito ia igreat iextent idelighted iin iby istate iauthorities, ihowever ithe iprevious iwere igranted ito istrict 

ifoundation ifamilies ito ibe iappreciated iby iBrahmanas. iIn iany icase, ithe istrategy iof iland iawards ididn't 

ijust imake ithe iBrahmanas isolid iand iprosperous; iit ilikewise imade ithe istate iauthorities isignificant iand 

istrong. iAll istrict, imilitary, ipolitical, iand iauthoritative iadministrations, iamong iothers, iare irepaid ivia 

iland iawards. iLower iofficials iand ihigher ifunctionaries iwere igiven iincome ifrom ithe itown. iThe 

ipassage iof iunfamiliar itrespassers, ifor iexample, i'Saka' iKusana, iParthians, iHuna, iand iothers, 

iextended ithe ipolarization iof ia igenerally icracked isociety iby itheir iconsistent iinstallments ito ivassals 

iand iclerics, iwho ithus igranted ithe iKsatuiya istatus iand iincorporated ithem iinto ithe iHindu iframework. 

iThere iare ia ifew ireferences ispread iall ithrough ithe iwriting iand iengravings. iFeudalism iemerged iall 

ithrough ithe imiddle iage iand ilate itimes iof iold iIndia ito ichange ithe ilandscape iof iregulatory iprogress, 

imaking iready ifor ithe iacknowledgment iof ia imedieval istrategy iall ithrough ithe isubcontinent. iIndian 

iFeudalism iflourished iwhen iland iawards isupplanted imoney itoward ithe istart iof ithe iseventh i100 
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iyears. iThe iincrement iof iland iawards, iand iconsequently imedieval isystems, iarrived iat iits itop 

ibetween ithe ininth iand itwelfth ihundreds iof iyears iPromotion. 
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