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Our results indicate that 7 exchange apparently
dominates the cross sections at all lul. If p or
A, exchange dominated, one would expect a much
different momentum dependence. In addition,
there appears to be very little or no momentum
dependence of the shape of the cross sections.
Most phenomenological models seem to agree
with the shape at small |«|, but tend to disagree
regarding the behavior at large lul. We are cur-
rently investigating various theoretical explana-
tions of our data.
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Equations (2) and (3) contain incorrectly written
terms of the form (G(k,))"!, where G is a function
of k, and the angular brackets denote an average
over k,. These terms should read (G (k).
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In Egs. (4) and (5), ¢, should read ¢,. In Eq.
(10) Hi7’ should read A%’. In the second of Egs.
(13) A3'H3’ should read A’Hi’, and in the third

of Eqgs. (13),
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%’ should read A} ~'.



