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ould hardly be reconeciled with the suppos

allotropie nitrogen. But what you told me today puts quite a
different complexion on it, I suppose the Statement in the

newspaper was g theoret idael deduction from the actually observaqd
faectse. One line was thought to pe brighter than a line in the
Same place in the nitrogen Spectrum, and the others were attributeq

to an impurity of nitrogen. If we call the new gas x, the
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