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‘Hevelius in the star of 1670.
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Attention should be called to the variation of the colors, the gradual diminu-
tion in brilliancy, the comparatively long time of visibility and the position in
the heavens, which is very near that of the Woli-Rayet star —61°.4431. The
description that the star was “like a large bamboo mat” is perhaps to be inter-
preted as meaning that the great brightness of the star caused phenomena, of
diffraction that gave it a hazy appearance of the same kind as observed by

A. D. 200
Position probably near or in Cassiopeiae.

A. D. 300

Williams thought that this star was a meteor. Sometimes such are certainly
recorded.
A.D. 369
Zinner interprets the information in the text as indicating that the position
of the star was in Cassiopeiae or the neighborhood. This seems to be reasonable.
The long duration of visibility makes it probable that the object was a nova as
the comets generally were not seen by the unaided eye for so long a time.
A. D. 386
Williams has ‘“comet” but Biot “étoile extraordinaire.” The words “elle y
resta jusqu’a * * * disparut,” combined with the fact that the star was seen a
rather long time are favorable to the hypothesis that the object was a nova.

A.D. 389
Lynn’s paper in The Observatory makes it very improbable that we are here
dealing with a nova. The poor description does not permit the drawing of many
conclusions. The alleged position is favorable for a nova, but Lynn’s argu-
ments make it safer to exclude the star from our list of suspected novae.

A.D. 303
Biot and Williams give different positions. Both are possible for novae. We
have preferred Biot’s position.
A.D. 684
“Resembling the half-moon’ suggests that the object was a large meteor.

A.D. 827
Under the government of the Kalif Al Mamum, the Arabian astronomers
Haly and Giafar Ben Mohamed Albumazar found a very bright new star whose
light resembled in strength that of the Moon at quadrature. - The star was
situated in Scorpio and was observed for 4 months. The year but not the event
is uncertain.
A. D. 837

The first two cases of extraordinary stars this year seem to have been novae.
The third is more uncertain. ‘It was like a comet” is perhaps to be interpreted
as meaning the object was a comet of somewhat peculiar type.

A. D. 900
The statement that the light of the group Houan-tche (clustering of stars near
a Hercules) was obliterated by the nova makes it probable that the maximum
magnitude was at least 2™ as the combined light of the group is 3™.6.

A.D. 945
This case has many times been mentioned in astronomical literature. Lynn
has shown that Leovitius was not very credible and the contribution of J. Mayer_
shows that it is very questionable if Leovitius really had any authority for the
two novae described by him. . .
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