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FIG. 4. Distributions of average charged multiplicity
(n,) for the reactions studied as described in text.
Representative error bars shown for x=Kg°, Other
error bars are equal or less than the linewidth.
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%A 7* weight was assigned to an ambiguous positive
track equal to the number of times the track received
a 7" interpretation, consistent with ionization and/or
kinematics, divided by the total number of interpreta-
tions for the event,

107he ambiguity effect for m* was determined by com-
paring the final weighted 7* distribution with the un-
weighted distribution which contains both the unambigu-
ous and ambiguous 7* tracks. The ambiguity has ~ 5—
30% effect on the n* spectrum for Py (target) >1.0 GeV/
¢, but does not change as a function of Py(projectile).
The effect is ~2-6% for x < 0 and 14—24% for x> 0,

"gpectra for the K¢ have been corrected for unseen
decays. We have not presented A spectra because they
cannot be separated from Z0—Avy,
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CALCULATION OF LOCAL EFFECTIVE FIELDS:
OPTICAL SPECTRUM OF DIAMOND. J. A. Van
Vechten and Richard M. Martin [Phys. Rev, Lett,

28, 446 (1972)].

Figures 1 and 2 have been transposed. Their
captions were not transposed.
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