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On Jul 27, 2:38 pm, Darwin123 <drosen0...@xxxxxxxxx> wrote:

On Jul 25, 3:31 pm, "Dirk Van de moortel" <dirkvandemoor...@ThankS−NO−

SperM.hotmail.com> wrote:

Darwin123 <drosen0...@xxxxxxxxx> wrote in message

32bb432f−a248−418b−84fd−66de4fee0...@xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

[snotsnip]

−1x−1=+1
So −1 can't be the square root of −1.
−2x−2=+4.
So−2 can't be the square root of −4.
  One has to generalize the idea of number, just like one has
to
generalize the idea of ruler in relativity. Electronic engineers
frequently use imaginary numbers. Show me an electronic
engineer who
can't use imaginary numbers in any form, and I will show
you a useless
electronics engineer.

I'll show you an "electronic engineer, professionally"
   http://users.telenet.be/vdmoortel/dirk/Physics/Fumbles/Engineer.html
who can't even handle rational numbers:
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