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Dono wrote:

On Jul 7, 8:36 am, shuba <tim.sh...@xxxxxxxxxxxxx> wrote:

Dono wrote:

The "object contraction" from Lorentz 1904 paper has been
falsified by
several experiments:

Naw, the object contraction is completely unobservable and cannot
possibly be falsified by any experiment that is not at odds with
special relativity.

Hmmm, how do you explain these experiments:
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Are any of them in conflict with special relativity? If not,
they cannot be in conflict with the unobservable length
contraction of Lorentz. Essentially, propents of "physical
contraction" elevate one member of an equivalence class of
inertial frames to the "physically correct" one, without
providing any justification for the uniqueness of that frame.

−−−Tim Shuba−−−
.
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