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A transparent linear magneto-dielectric material in free space that is illuminated by a finite
quasimonochromatic field is a thermodynamically closed system, definitively, regardless of what field
and material subsystems that one defines. The energy–momentum tensor that is formally derived
from the Maxwell–Minkowski field equations is inconsistent with both angular and linear momentum
conservation in this closed system; this very solid fact is the foundational and continuing issue of the
Abraham–Minkowski controversy. The extant resolution of the Abraham–Minkowski dilemma is to
treat Maxwellian continuum electrodynamics as being a subsystem and to write the total energy–
momentum tensor as the sum of a Maxwellian electromagnetic subsystem energy–momentum tensor
and a phenomenological material subsystem energy–momentum tensor. We prove that fundamental
principles of physics are violated by Maxwellian continuum electrodynamics and that fundamental
principles of physics are violated by Maxwellian continuum electrodynamics supplemented by the
material subsystem conjecture. We use field theory to derive legitimate equations for macroscopic
electromagnetic fields in a transparent linear magneto-dielectric medium. The new field equations
are a part of a self-consistent formulation of macroscopic electrodynamics, conservation laws, special
relativity, and invariance in a continuous linear medium. In the new formulation, the temporal and
spatial coordinates are renormalized by the continuous linear medium instead of the permittivity and
permeability being carried as independent material parameters. Then an isotropic, homogeneous,
flat, four-dimensional, continuous, linear, non-Minkowski spacetime is the proper setting for the
continuum electrodynamics of a simple linear medium in which the effective speed of light is c/n
and each medium will be associated with a different spacetime.

I. INTRODUCTION

Continuum electrodynamics can be defined as a formal
theory whose axioms are the Maxwell–Minkowski equa-
tions (macroscopic Maxwell equations), the constitutive
relations, and the definitions of the fields in terms of the
vector potential. Theorems of continuum electrodynam-
ics are formally generated by the operations of algebra
and calculus on the axioms. In particular, the electro-
magnetic conservation law (see Eq. (2.15)) is a theorem
of the Maxwell–Minkowski equations and constitutive re-
lations in the limit that the gradient Minkowski four-force
density is negligible. The formal derivation of the elec-
tromagnetic conservation law also derives the Minkowski
energy–momentum tensor and the Minkowski momen-
tum density.

We address a contradiction between the linear mo-
mentum conservation properties of two theorems of for-
mal continuum electrodynamics; the electromagnetic
conservation law and the wave equation. Specifically,
the vanishing four-divergence of the Minkowski energy–
momentum tensor for a quasimonochromatic field nor-
mally incident on a gradient-index antireflection coated
transparent linear magneto-dielectric medium proves, via
the (local) electromagnetic conservation law, that the
Minkowski linear momentum is conserved [1–5], while
global conservation analyses of the same system using the
wave equation prove that the Minkowski linear momen-
tum in the medium is greater than the vacuum-incident
momentum by a factor of the refractive index n [1, 6–8].

The formal theory is a precise axiomatic system and we
must acknowledge that the disproof of a theorem of the
formal theory, via contradiction between the electromag-
netic conservation law and the wave equation, proves that
the axioms, the macroscopic Maxwell–Minkowski equa-
tions, constitutive relations, and vector potential rela-
tions, are false. Instead, scientists assume that the model
system is incomplete, ostensibly requiring the inclusion of
a material-motion subsystem and a heuristic way to cou-
ple the phenomenological material subsystem to the elec-
trodynamic subsystem in order to reconcile Maxwellian
electrodynamic theory with the violated physical princi-
ples [1, 2, 6, 9–17].

The postulated incompleteness of the Minkowski
energy–momentum tensor proves the incompleteness of
the electromagnetic conservation law and thereby proves
the incompleteness of the axioms from which the electro-
magnetic conservation law is derived as a theorem. Given
that the electromagnetic conservation law, a formal the-
orem of the Maxwell-Minkowski field equations, results
in long-known, scientifically reported [1, 2, 6, 9–17], and
easily verified errors in the momentum, the question as
to why the incomplete macroscopic Maxwell–Minkowski
field equations are regarded as laws of physics, still, and
continue to be treated as fundamental equations in text-
books and other scientific publications is a disturbing is-
sue of scientific philosophy.

The foundational issue [18, 19] of the century-old
Abraham–Minkowski controversy [1, 2, 6, 9–17] is that
the non-symmetric Minkowski energy–momentum tensor
is not consistent with conservation of angular momen-
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tum. Originally an issue of angular momentum conser-
vation [18, 19], nowadays the Abraham–Minkowski con-
troversy is typically characterized as a question about the
physical meaning and usage of two different electromag-
netic linear momentum formulas, the Minkowski electro-
magnetic momentum and the Abraham electromagnetic
momentum, and the corresponding material subsystem
momentums [1, 2, 6, 9–17, 20].

The ‘modern’ resolution of the Abraham–Minkowski
controversy, reviewed in Sec. II, is to posit the ex-
istence of a material subsystem with a material sub-
system energy–momentum tensor (or a material sub-
system momentum) [1, 2, 6, 9–17]. The coupling be-
tween the electromagnetic and material subsystems is
derived by global conservation of energy, global conser-
vation of linear momentum, and conservation of angular
momentum. Then we can write a total (field plus mate-
rial) energy–momentum tensor (or the total momentum)
[1, 6, 14, 15, 21]. Except, we prove that using the total
(field plus material) energy–momentum tensor [1, 21] in
the electromagnetic conservation law repairs global linear
momentum conservation and angular momentum conser-
vation, by hand, but violates other physical principles,
i.e. relativity and the Poynting theorem, that are well-
known to be satisfied by the Maxwell–Minkowski field
equations. Then the conservation law is false without
the material subsystem conjecture and it is false with
the material subsystem conjecture.

Starting with Abraham [19] in 1909, manifold disproofs
[1, 2, 6, 9–17] of the electromagnetic conservation law
also disprove the Maxwell–Minkowski equations, the ax-
ioms from which the conservation law is formally con-
structed as a theorem that becomes an identity in the
limit that a transient is neglected. Then the falsifica-
tion of the Maxwell-Minkowski equations is a century-
old matter of abstract algebra. Because the literature
of the Abraham–Minkowski controversy contains a great
amount of deflection about this point, we disprove sev-
eral hypothetical resolutions of the issue in Sec. II, even
though the disproof of the local electromagnetic conser-
vation law is sufficient.

Minkowski spacetime is a model for the vacuum [22].
The spacetime conservation laws, Sec. III, are fundamen-
tal physical principles of Minkowski spacetime for the
propagation of the unimpeded (no external forces), in-
viscid, incoherent, incompressible flow of non-interacting
particles (nonpolar molecules, dust particles, or photons)
in the continuum limit (fluid or light field (light fluid))
through an otherwise empty vacuum [23]. The conser-
vation laws of Minkowski spacetime are fixed and im-
mutable for any countable system obeying the specified
conditions, for example, fluid flow in the vacuum or light
flow in the vacuum. However, those laws change with
physical circumstances. For example, the Navier–Stokes
equation is a version of the spacetime conservation law
that has been modified for a viscous flow through the
otherwise empty vacuum.

Although the vacuum can be modeled as a Minkowski

spacetime, we show that the effective medium descrip-
tion of a transparent simple linear magneto-dielectric
medium in the continuum limit corresponds to a linear,
isotropic, homogeneous, flat, four-dimensional, continu-
ous non-Minkowski ‘material’ spacetime in which the ef-
fective speed of light is c/n. Because the unimpeded,
inviscid, incoherent flow of a spatially compressed (com-
pressed and de-compressed at the boundaries of the ma-
terial, but not otherwise compressible) light field is trav-
eling through a region of space that is not a vacuum,
we must develop the physical laws that apply in the
‘material’ spacetime. The Maxwell–Minkowski equations
are readily derived by using Lagrangian field theory in
Minkowski spacetime [24, 25]. In Secs. IV and V, we de-
velop field theory for a non-empty region of space that re-
sponds linearly to electromagnetic radiation with a speed
of light c/n.

The current author performed a simple application of
special relativity using inertial reference frames moving
uniformly along the surface of a large transparent linear
dielectric in Ref. [26]. It was shown that Einstein’s spe-
cial relativity manifests differently for observers on oppo-
site sides of the interface: i) An observer on the vacuum
side of the interface uses boundary conditions to describe
events that occur inside the dielectric using Laue’s [27]
dielectric special relativity with a vacuum Lorentz fac-
tor and a velocity-dependent index of refraction. ii) An
observer on the dielectric side of the interface finds that
the application of Einstein’s relativity in a dielectric is
best described by Rosen’s [28] dielectric special relativ-
ity in terms of a non-Lorentz (but Lorentz-like) factor
that contains the permittivity of the dielectric and does
not depend on the velocity of the dielectric. In Sec. VI,
the derivation of Ref. [26] is applied to a simple linear
magneto-dielectric medium and the result demonstrates
that the Lorentz-like factor for the observer inside the
continuous medium depends on the permittivity and per-
meability through the index of refraction. An observer
inside an arbitrarily large continuous linear, isotropic, ho-
mogeneous, magneto-dielectric medium determines that
the velocity of light c/n is independent of the velocity of
the source in accordance with the Principle of Relativity.

There are additional optical processes that need to be
re-evaluated when they occur in a transparent, isotropic,
homogeneous, continuous linear medium, instead of in
the vacuum. In Sec. VII, we prove a linear, isotropic, ho-
mogeneous, flat, four-dimensional, continuous ‘material’
spacetime in which the temporal coordinate is normal-
ized by the inverse of the square root of the permittivity
and the spatial coordinates are normalized by the square
root of the permeability. As has been known [29], Lorentz
invariance is not of symmetry of a linear medium. In Sec.
VIII, we establish a refractive-index-dependent invari-
ance for the medium-dependent non-Minkowski space-
time of a continuous linear medium. This result implies
that Laue’s theorem [30, 31] and Noether’s theorem [32]
are re-defined for a simple linear medium by the new
invariance principle, however, we focus on the more com-
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mon electrodynamic principles and we do not derive these
two theorems here. In Sec. IX, we construct a tensor
formulation of continuum electrodynamics as theorems
of the new field equations and note that the energy–
momentum tensor is diagonally symmetric and that the
electromagnetic energy and electromagnetic momentum
are locally and globally conserved without the need for
a material-motion subsystem. Finally, the new theory
of continuum electrodynamics is shown to be consistent
with the Balazs [33] thought experiment and the Jones–
Richard [34] mirror experiment. It is shown that the
uniform velocity of the center of mass-energy theorem
depends on a constant mass-energy density. When ap-
plied to light propagation, the uniform velocity of the
center of mass-energy theorem [34] must be modified to
account for the change in the volume occupied by the en-
ergy and momentum of the field that is accompanied by
the corresponding change in the energy and momentum
density, Sec. X.

II. CONTINUUM ELECTRODYNAMICS

The model system consists of a finite quasimonochro-
matic electromagnetic field and a block of simple linear
magneto-dielectric material located in a large finite vol-
ume Σ of free space. We define a simple linear medium
as a transparent, isotropic, homogeneous, continuous lin-
ear medium that has no resonances near the center fre-
quency of the quasimonochromatic field; the material is
“effectively dispersionless at frequencies of interest” [10]
(There is some ambiguity in the terminology used in the
literature because dispersion is actually treated in lowest-
order in the ‘dispersionless’ cases. The refractive index n
depends on the frequency of the field, but the frequency is
treated as being constant for the duration of the quasi-
monochromatic field.) The material is initially at rest
in the local frame. Unless the radiation is of extraordi-
nary intensity and duration, the velocity of the material
in the local frame will be non-relativistic and neglect-
ing the effects of the material motion on the refractive
index is an “extremely accurate approximation indeed”
[17]. Then dispersion and velocity-dependence can be
treated in lowest order such that the permittivity, per-
meability, and the refractive index can be represented by
real constants. The values of these constants depend on
the properties of the material and depend on the cen-
ter frequency of the exciting quasimonochromatic field
(dispersion is treated in lowest-order). The model sys-
tem is the principal model of a simple linear medium
that is extensively used in continuum electrodynamics,
for example, the derivation of the Fresnel relations [35–
37]. The stationary ‘dispersionless’ limit is implicitly and
explicitly used in most lowest-order expositions of the
Abraham–Minkowski controversy [10].

The electromagnetic theory is developed using vec-
tor and tensor formulations. For purposes of illustra-
tion, to compare magnitudes, for example, propagation

of the field is discussed using the plane-wave limit. The
plane-wave limit is a common abstraction with well-
known characteristics that allows paraxial problems to be
treated in lowest-order with one spatial dimension, not to
be confused with the assumption of uniform plane waves
that are nonphysical due to their infinite energy. The
plane-wave limit is used in the typical derivation of the
Fresnel relations and many other elementary problems
of continuum electrodynamics [35–37]. The plane-wave
limit is explicitly and implicitly used in many lowest-
order expositions of the Abraham–Minkowski contro-
versy.

The model quasimonochromatic field is initially in the
vacuum and has a constant amplitude except for a short
smooth turn-on transition and a short smooth turn-off
transition. The field propagates toward and then enters
the transparent, isotropic, homogeneous linear medium
at normal incidence through a gradient-index antireflec-
tion coating. The field re-enters the vacuum through
the gradient-index antireflection coating on the opposite
side of the medium. The system, as defined, is obviously
closed. In particular, any reflected field and whatever
material motion that is imparted by the interaction with
the field are part of the closed system along with the re-
fracted and transmitted fields. Conservation laws can be
applied to the thermodynamically closed system [2].

There is no scientific error in deriving theoretical re-
sults for a limiting case in a closed system. Once the
theoretical results are derived for the limiting case (quasi-
monochromatic field, lowest-order dispersion, stationary
medium, no sources or sinks, etc), the theory can be ex-
tended to more detailed models.

Brevik [2, 4] and Wang [5] use the vanishing four-
divergence of the Minkowski energy–momentum tensor
(see Eqs. (2.14a) and (2.15)) as a local conservation law
[30] to prove that the Minkowski energy

UM =

∫
Σ

D ·E + B ·H
2

dv (2.1)

and the Minkowski linear momentum

GM =

∫
Σ

D×B

c
dv (2.2)

form a Lorentz four-vector (UM ,GM ) in the limit that
the Minkowski four-force density fαM that is associated
with the gradient-index antireflection coating can be ne-
glected. This is considered to be a resolution of the
Abraham–Minkowski controversy because the elements
of a Lorentz four-vector are globally conserved [5, 30].

Except, that is not the case here. Although the
Abraham–Minkowski dilemma was originally about con-
servation of angular momentum, it was well-known,
almost from the outset of the controversy, that the
Minkowski linear momentum GM is not globally con-
served [1, 6–8] thereby contradicting the determination
[2, 4, 5] that (UM ,GM ) is a Lorentz four-vector.

That being said, it is common practice to dismiss
the global conservation problem with the linear momen-
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tum by deeming the violation of global momentum con-
servation to be negligible based on the vanishing four-
force density fαM that appears as the right-hand side of
the electromagnetic conservation law (see Eq. (2.14a)).
Although the practice is scientifically countenanced by
appealing to the electromagnetic conservation law (see
Eq. (2.15)), the deduction contradicts the long–known,
scientifically reported [1, 6–8] and easily verified fact that
the Minkowski momentum in the material is the momen-
tum of the field that is incident from the vacuum multi-
plied by a non-negligible factor of n.

A substantive contradiction exists between the (local)
electromagnetic conservation law and the global conser-
vation law. Adopting either the (local) electromagnetic
conservation law or global conservation dictates the di-
rection of the analysis and disproves the other. Although
both aspects of the contradiction appear in the scien-
tific literature, they typically appear separately thereby
avoiding obvious contradictions. In their detailed, com-
prehensive review article, Pfeifer, Nieminen, Heckenberg,
and Rubinsztein-Dunlop [1], present both sides of the is-
sue but, due to the structure of a review article, the two
results appear in different sections of the article with the
global result of a factor of n difference in the linear mo-
mentum being mentioned in Sec. III while the Minkowski
momentum is described as (almost) conserved in Sec. VI-
A in connection with the electromagnetic conservation
law.

Next, we review the details of the argument using
the familiar Maxwell–Minkowski formulation of macro-
scopic electrodynamics. Continuum electrodynamics can
be described as a formal theory whose axioms are the
Maxwell–Minkowski equations,

∇×H− ∂D

∂(ct)
=

Jf
c

(2.3a)

∇×E +
∂B

∂(ct)
= 0 (2.3b)

∇ ·D = ρf (2.3c)

∇ ·B = 0 , (2.3d)

and constitutive relations,

D = εE (2.4a)

B = µH (2.4b)

n =
√
εµ , (2.4c)

for the macroscopic fields E, B, D, and H in a simple
linear magneto-dielectric medium. Later, the use of the
wave equation will cause us to treat the relations between

the vector potential A and the macroscopic fields (see
Eqs. (2.17)) as axioms, as well.

The free charge density ρf and the free current density
Jf are macroscopic parameters. Also, ε is a continuum
abstraction of the electric permittivity, µ is a continuum
abstraction of the magnetic permeability, and n is the
macroscopic refractive index. The physical system, as
we have defined it, allows us to treat the material pa-
rameters ε, µ, and n in lowest order as depending on the
center frequency of the quasimonochromatic field but are
otherwise single-valued real constants [35–37].

Describing the theoretical viewpoint of physics,
Rindler [38] states “a physical theory is an abstract math-
ematical model (much like Euclidian geometry) whose
applications to the real world consist of correspondences
between a subset of it and a subset of the real world”.
Continuum electrodynamics is constructed as a formal
theory in this abstract mathematical framework by per-
forming operations of algebra and calculus on the axioms.
If any theorem of Eqs. (2.3), (2.4), and (2.17) is proven
false, then one or more of the axioms are proven false and
all other theorems that are derived from the axioms are
unproven.

Experimentalists [1, 20] have a different viewpoint and
are concerned about including the full set of physical ef-
fects that might affect measurements because their exper-
imental conditions are not usually as pristine as a the-
oretical model. Real-world effects, like damping, mate-
rial motion, higher orders of dispersion, electrostriction,
non-linearity, etc, can be important in a general setting,
but these effects are obviously not going to fix the es-
sential contradiction between the (local) electromagnetic
conservation law and global conservation in the physi-
cal theory of the specified model system. Adding these
higher-order effects to a provably flawed model is a mer-
itless appeal to complexity in the face of a contradiction
between theorems of the Maxwell–Minkowski equations.
Those higher-order effects can be incorporated later to
align the theory with experiments over a broad range of
conditions once the contradiction is resolved.

Derivations of the electromagnetic momentum density
continuity equation (momentum conservation law) typi-
cally begin with the Lorentz force law [10, 35–37]. The
free charge momentum density pmech imparted by the
field to a distribution of free charges in the continuum
limit can be calculated by postulating the Lorentz force
density [10, 35–37]

dpmech
dt

= fL = ρfE +
Jf
c
×B (2.5)

as a physical law [39, 40]. The sources are eliminated in
favor of the fields using the Gauss law, Eq. (2.3c), to elim-
inate ρf and using the Maxwell–Ampère law, Eq. (2.3a),
to eliminate Jf . Then the momentum density pmech im-
parted to the free-charge density can be calculated by
integrating [10, 35–37]

ρfE+
Jf
c
×B = (∇·D)E+

(
∇×H− 1

c

∂D

∂t

)
×B . (2.6)
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Substituting the calculus identity

∂

∂t
(D×B) =

∂D

∂t
×B + D× ∂B

∂t
, (2.7)

Faraday’s law, Eq. (2.3b), Thompson’s law, Eq. (2.3d),
and Gauss’s law into Eq. (2.6) yields the momentum con-
tinuity equation [35–37]

ρfE +
Jf
c
×B = (∇ ·D)E+

(∇·B)H−D×(∇×E)−B×(∇×H)−1

c

∂

∂t
(D×B) . (2.8)

The textbook derivation is simple and the steps have ob-
vious physical meaning. The textbook derivation is not
as rigorous as we would like because we are unnecessar-
ily postulating the Lorentz force density law, Eq. (2.5)
[10, 35–37, 39, 40].

We propose an alternative derivation of the energy and
momentum continuity equations as formal theorems of
the Maxwell–Minkowski equations. We take the scalar
product of Eq. (2.3b) with H and the scalar product of
Eq. (2.3a) with E and subtract the results to produce a
continuity equation [41, 42]

1

c

(
E · ∂D

∂t
+ H · ∂B

∂t

)
+∇ · (E×H) = −Jf

c
·E (2.9)

that is a valid theorem (Poynting’s theorem) of the formal
theory of continuum electrodynamics.

Adding the vector product of B with Eq. (2.3a), the
vector product of D with Eq. (2.3b), the product of
Eq. (2.3d) with −H, and the product of Eq. (2.3c) with
−E produces the momentum continuity equation

1

c

∂

∂t
(D×B) + D× (∇×E) + B× (∇×H)

− (∇ ·D)E− (∇ ·B)H = −ρfE−
1

c
Jf ×B (2.10)

that is also a formal theorem of Maxwellian continuum
electrodynamics [42].

The free charge density and the free charge current
density are parameters that are determined by the spec-
ification of the system configuration. Then we can spec-
ify a system that consists of a neutral magneto-dielectric
medium situated in the vacuum and illuminated by a fi-
nite quasimonochromatic field. The Maxwell–Minkowski
equations, Eqs. (2.3), become homogeneous Maxwell–
Minkowski equations,

∇×H− ∂D

∂(ct)
= 0 (2.11a)

∇×E +
∂B

∂(ct)
= 0 (2.11b)

∇ ·D = 0 (2.11c)

∇ ·B = 0 , (2.11d)

for a neutral simple linear medium in the absence of the
free charge density ρf and the free current density Jf .

Reproducing the derivation of Eqs. (2.9) and (2.10)
using the homogeneous Maxwell equations Eqs. (2.11),
we obtain the homogeneous electromagnetic continuity
equations,(

E · ∂D

∂(ct)
+ H · ∂B

∂(ct)

)
+∇ · (E×H) = 0 (2.12a)

∂

∂(ct)
(D×B) + D× (∇×E) + B× (∇×H)

− (∇ ·D)E− (∇ ·B)H = 0 , (2.12b)

that are formal theorems of the homogeneous Maxwell–
Minkowski equations for a neutral magneto-dielectric lin-
ear medium.

The derivations of the electromagnetic continuity equa-
tions, Eqs. (2.9) and (2.10), and the homogeneous
electromagnetic continuity equations, Eqs. (2.12), are
straightforward theorems of the Maxwell–Minkowski
equations and constitutive relations. The derivations and
results present some significant features:

i) The energy continuity equation (Poynting’s theo-
rem) and the momentum continuity equations are iden-
tities of the Maxwell–Minkowski equations. The usual
derivation [10, 35–37] as equations of motion of free
charge density and free charge current density, Eq. (2.5)
to Eq. (2.8), is not appropriate when applied to a neutral
medium in which these densities do not exist. Therefore,
the usual derivation as equations of motion of the free
charge density and free charge current density is not ap-
propriate, in general.

ii) The Lorentz force law is not a postulate of
Maxwellian continuum electrodynamics [39, 40]. Instead,
the Lorentz force density law, Eq. (2.5), is a relation that
is derived as part of a theorem, Eq. (2.10), of the macro-
scopic Maxwell–Minkowski equations, Eqs. (2.3), using
the requirement that the change in mechanical momen-
tum is equal and opposite to the change in electromag-
netic momentum in a conservative system.

iii) The divergence of the Poynting vector appears in
the energy continuity equations, Eq. (2.9) and (2.12a),
so that Poynting’s vector is considered arbitrary to the
extent that the curl of any vector field can be added to it
[35, 37]. Except the energy continuity equation is derived
as an identity of the Maxwell–Minkowski equations that
do not admit an arbitrary vector field in that manner.

iv) The charge continuity equation (charge conserva-
tion law)

∂ρf
∂t

+∇ · Jf = 0 (2.13)
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can be derived by substituting Eq. (2.3c) into the diver-
gence of Eq. (2.3a). A continuity equation (conservation
law), see Sec. III, describes the unimpeded, inviscid,
incoherent, incompressible flow of non-interacting par-
ticles in the continuum limit through otherwise empty
space (vacuum). The presence of a density of interacting
charged material particles flowing unimpeded through a
continuous polarizable/magnetizable material medium is
not consistent with the conditions for a spacetime conti-
nuity equation that is derived for noninteracting particles
in the continuum limit traveling unimpeded in the vac-
uum, Sec. III. We let ρf = 0 and Jf = 0 in order to treat
the fundamental case of propagation of the field through
a neutral linear medium.

v) The theoretical procedure can be applied to derive
analogous energy and momentum equations for the mi-
croscopic fields as identities of the microscopic Maxwell
equations, instead of as equations of motion for the free
charge density and free charge current density in the vac-
uum. The comments about the continuity equations ap-
ply in similar form to the field in the vacuum.

As a matter of linear algebra, Eqs. (2.12) can be writ-
ten row-wise as a differential equation [42]. We write
Eq. (2.12b) in component form as [35]

∂(D×B)i

∂(ct)
+
∑
j

∂

∂xj
Wc

ij = −εE
2

2

∇ε
ε
− µH2

2

∇µ
µ

using the constitutive relations, Eqs. (2.4). Then [35],

∂βT
αβ
M = fαM (2.14a)

TαβM =


1
2 (D ·E + B ·H) (E×H)1 (E×H)2 (E×H)3

(D×B)1 W11 W12 W13

(D×B)2 W21 W22 W23

(D×B)3 W31 W32 W33


(2.14b)

Wij = −DiEj −BiHj +
1

2
(D ·E + B ·H)δij (2.14c)

fαM =

(
0,−εE

2

2

∇ε
ε
− µH2

2

∇µ
µ

)
(2.14d)

∂β =

(
∂

∂(ct)
,
∂

∂x
,
∂

∂y
,
∂

∂z

)
(2.14e)

is a formal theorem of the homogeneous electromag-
netic continuity equations, Eqs. (2.12), as well as a for-
mal theorem of the homogeneous Maxwell–Minkowski
equations, Eqs. (2.11). Specifically, the Minkowski

energy–momentum tensor (matrix) TαβM , Eq. (2.14b), the
Minkowski energy density u = T00

M , and the Minkowski
momentum density gM = (T10

M ,T
20
M ,T

30
M ) are formally de-

rived from the axioms of continuum electrodynamics, the
Maxwell–Minkowski and constitutive equations, as part
of the theorem for the continuity equation, Eq. (2.14a).

In the limit that the gradient Minkowski four-force
density fαM is negligible, Eq. (2.14a) becomes

∂βT
αβ
M = 0 , (2.15)

which is known as the electromagnetic conservation law.
An equivalent statement is that the Minkowski mo-
mentum is ‘almost’ conserved based on the identity,
Eq. (2.14), in the case the Minkowski four-force can
be treated as negligible [1–5]. Conservation of the
Minkowski energy and Minkowski momentum is an obvi-
ously correct implementation of the electromagnetic con-
servation law, Eq. (2.15), and there is a large body of
work that is based on conservation of the Minkowski mo-
mentum [1–5].

In contradiction, there is a large body of scientific work
that proves that the Minkowski momentum is neither
conserved nor almost conserved [1, 6–8]. The wave equa-
tion

∇× (∇×A) +
n2

c2
∂2A

∂t2
=
∇µ
µ
× (∇×A) (2.16)

is also a theorem of the Maxwell–Minkowski equations,
Eq. (2.11), with the constitutive relations, Eq. (2.4), and
the Coulomb-gauge definition of the macroscopic fields

E = − ∂A

∂(ct)
(2.17a)

B = ∇×A (2.17b)

in terms of the vector potential A. The Coulomb gauge
is suitable for a sourceless medium, ρf = 0 and Jf = 0,
allowing the scalar potential Φ to be suppressed.

The derivation of the wave equation theorem,
Eq. (2.16), consists of substituting Eqs. (2.4) and
(2.17) into the homogeneous Maxwell–Ampère law,
Eq. (2.11a). Repeated analyses of the wave equation
and wave propagation, for over a century, have dis-
closed that the Minkowski electromagnetic momentum
in an antireflection-coated transparent linear dielectric is
greater that the incident momentum by a non-negligible
multiplicative factor of n [1, 6–8]. Acknowledgment of
this easily verified theoretical fact is present in the scien-
tific record, where the Minkowski pull-force is the hypo-
thetical source of this momentum difference and there is
no need to repeat the wave propagation analyses here.

In order to be complete, but concise, we provide a
short demonstration using global conservation of energy
to prove that Minkowski linear momentum is not con-
served in a linear dielectric [1, 6–8]. For a monochro-
matic field of frequency ωf with refractive index n(ωf )
in which the vector potential amplitude of the incident
field is A0, the Minkowski energy density [35–37] of the
field in the medium is

uM =
1

2
(D ·E + B ·B) =

ω2
fn

2

2c2
|A|2 =

ω2
fn

2c2
|A0|2 (2.18)



7

in the plane-wave limit.
Due to the reduced velocity of light in the dielectric, a

quasimonochromatic field in the plane-wave limit has an
extent along the propagation direction (the longitudinal
width) that differs from the longitudinal extent of the
incident field w by a factor of 1/n [42]. The Minkowski
energy of a quasimonochromatic field of cross-sectional
area σ

UM =
1

2

∫
Σ

(D ·E + B ·B)σdz =
ω2
fwσ

2c2
|A0|2 (2.19)

is constant in time as the field propagates from the vac-
uum (longitudinal field width w) and into the dielectric
(width w/n) through a gradient-index antireflection coat-
ing in the plane-wave limit. For the same quasimonochro-
matic field, the Minkowski momentum is

GM =

∫
Σ

D×B

c
σdz =

ω2
fnwσ

2c2
|A2

0|k̂ (2.20)

based on the Minkowski momentum density

gM =
D×B

c
=
ω2
fn

2

2c2
|A2

0|k̂ . (2.21)

Comparing the formula for the Minkowski momentum,
Eq. (2.20), with the formula for the conserved energy,
Eq. (2.19), on the basis of the vector potential magni-
tude shows that the momentum of the electromagnetic
field in the medium is not globally conserved by a fac-
tor of n for a finite field, even though this contradicts the
(local) electromagnetic conservation law, Eq. (2.15). The
fact that a theorem of Maxwellian continuum electrody-
namics is proven false by another theorem of Maxwellian
continuum electrodynamics proves that one or more of
the axioms of the formal theory, the Maxwell–Minkowski
equations, the constitutive relations, and the vector po-
tential relations, are false.

Incomplete is also false, nuanced false, but false
nevertheless. The extant resolution of the Abraham–
Minkowski controversy consists of adding a phenomeno-
logical material-motion energy–momentum tensor to a
Maxwellian electromagnetic energy–momentum tensor
(or adding a phenomenological material-motion momen-
tum to a Maxwellian electromagnetic momentum) [1, 2,
6, 9–17]. The resolution is a tautology: the whole is the
sum of the parts. However, the Maxwellian electromag-
netic subsystem is still incomplete because the Maxwell–
Minkowski equations are not coupled to the material sub-
system equations of motion. Likewise, the material equa-
tions of motion remain incomplete. Instead of completing
the subsystem equations of motion for both subsystems,
the electrodynamic energy–momentum tensor is superfi-
cially coupled to the energy–momentum tensor for the
material through the transient force term, fαM , of an ar-
bitrarily long field.

The medium is typically modeled as dust [1], an unim-
peded, inviscid, incoherent, incompressible flow of non-
interacting particles of mass-bearing matter in the con-
tinuum limit through empty space. The total energy

and total momentum are known quantities because the
energy and momentum of the incident field are known.
Then conservation of total energy and conservation of to-
tal momentum are used to derive the adjustable material
parameters, the particle density and velocity [1]. We will
see below that a microscopic model of the medium is not
required because the total energy and total momentum
are known by global conservation because the incident
energy and the incident momentum are specified.

The material-motion momentum that supplements the
Minkowski electromagnetic momentum is identified by
Barnett and Loudon [15] as the material canonical mo-
mentum Gmedium

canonical such that

Gtot = GM + Gmedium
canonical (2.22)

is the total momentum Gtot. In the context of continuum
electrodynamics, whatever microstructure of the material
and field that exists in nature is treated in the contin-
uum limit so that only the continuous linear response is
left. Then, the particular microscopic model of the linear
medium cannot matter and the material canonical mo-
mentum is given as Gmedium

canonical = Gtot −GM , where the
total momentum Gtot, the Minkowski momentum GM ,
and the material canonical momentum Gmedium

canonical are all
macroscopic quantities and are continuous at all length

scales (
∑N
n →

∫
dv) in the continuum limit.

Using global conservation of total momentum in a
closed system produces formulas for a total (field plus
material) momentum [6]

Gtot =

∫
Σ

nE×B

c
σdz (2.23)

and a material canonical momentum

Gmedium
canonical =

∫
Σ

(n− n2)E×B

c
σdz (2.24)

based on the momentum of the incident field. The total
(field plus material) momentum Gtot was constructed by
Gordon [6] to be constant in time for the field in a di-
electric. However, Gordon uses the concept of pseudo-
momentum to reintroduce the extra factor of n in the
total momentum. closed system and the Gordon total
momentum successfully addresses the factor of n error in
global conservation of linear momentum.

The consensus resolution of the Abraham–Minkowski
controversy is circular, accomplishing global conservation
of linear momentum by fiat. A circular theory proves it-
self in the context in which it was derived. The total
linear momentum, Eq. (2.23), that comes out of the sys-
tem of subsystems treatment is provably correct because
it was derived by global conservation principles [6]. For
a linear dielectric medium, the penultimate result of the
system of subsystems approach is the total (field plus
material) energy–momentum tensor [1, 21]

Tαβtot =



8
1
2 (n2E ·E + B ·B) (nE×B)1 (nE×B)2 (nE×B)3

(nE×B)1 W11
tot W12

tot W13
tot

(nE×B)2 W21
tot W22

tot W23
tot

(nE×B)3 W31
tot W32

tot W33
tot


(2.25a)

Wij
tot = −n2EiEj−BiBj+ 1

2
(n2E·E+B·B)δij . (2.25b)

The total energy Utot =
∫

Σ
T00
totσdz and the total

momentum Gtot =
∫

Σ
(T01

tot,T
02
tot,T

03
tot)σdz are demon-

strably constant in time for our model system. How-
ever, substituting the total energy–momentum tensor,
Eq. (2.25a), into the local electromagnetic conservation
law (see Eq. (3.1) and compare Eq. (2.15))

∂βT
αβ
tot = 0 , (2.26)

one obtains

∂

∂(ct)

[
1

2
(εE ·E + B ·B)

]
+∇ · (nE×B) = 0 (2.27)

for the α = 0 component. Equation (2.27) violates
Poynting’s theorem and the equation is self-inconsistent
because the non-zero terms depend on different powers
of n. Then the consensus resolution of the Abraham–
Minkowski controversy in terms of the total (field plus
material) energy–momentum tensor (or the total (field
plus material) momentum) is demonstrably false, even
though important portions have been proven true.

The material subsystem conjecture has been disproved
by showing that the total (field plus material) energy–
momentum tensor that heals the violation of the global
conservation law introduces violations of the space-
time (local) conservation law (including Poynting’s theo-
rem). Although cast in terms of the Minkowski energy–
momentum tensor, the disproof works equally well with
the Abraham energy–momentum tensor because the to-

tal (field plus material) energy–momentum tensor Tαβtot,
Eq. (2.25a), is the same in both cases [1].

Because the Maxwell–Minkowski model is assumed to
be incomplete, one can propose other physically moti-
vated subsystems in an attempt to resolve the conser-
vation issue. Dispersion has been suggested and phe-
nomenologically added to the theoretical model [10]. The
way our system is defined includes dispersion to lowest
order so the inclusion of additional dispersion is an ex-
ercise in complexity for a second-order consequence. Be-
cause the total energy and the total momentum, includ-
ing dispersion, are globally conserved, the total energy–
momentum tensor remains given by Eq. (2.25a), violat-
ing self-consistency, the Poynting theorem, and the local
electromagnetic conservation law.

We can identify other inconsistent physics in the formal
theory of continuum electrodynamics. In Ref. [43], the
set of macroscopic field equations,

∇
nm
× (nmH) +

∂(−neE)

∂(ct/ne)
=
∇nm
nmnm

× (nmH) (2.28a)

∇
nm
· (nmH) =

∇nm
nmnm

· (nmH) (2.28b)

∇
nm
× (−neE)− ∂(nmH)

∂(ct/ne)
=
∇ne
nmne

× (−neE) (2.28c)

∇
nm
· (−neE) = − ∇ne

nmne
· (−neE) (2.28d)

ne =
√
ε (2.28e)

nm =
√
µ (2.28f)

was rigorously derived as an identity of the homogeneous
Maxwell–Minkowski equations, Eqs. (2.11), with consti-
tutive relations, Eqs. (2.4), for a simple linear medium
with macroscopic fields −neE and nmH. The derivation
[43] is simple, reproducible, and correct.

Equations (2.28a)–(2.28d) are isomorphic to the vac-
uum Maxwell field equations with a timelike coordi-
nate of ct/ne, instead of ct, and spatial coordinates
(nmx, nmy, nmz) in the limit that the gradients of the
permittivity and permeability may be neglected. Then,
Eqs. (2.28) are inconsistent with Laue’s implementation
of Einstein’s relativity in a continuous linear medium [27].
Clearly, there is an existential inconsistency associated
with Eqs. (2.28) and (2.11) because a simple application
of algebra and calculus changes the new field equations
back to the Maxwell–Minkowski equations and the two
expressions of the identity correspond to two different
relativities with different timelike coordinates, x0 = ct
and x̄0 = ct/ne. The Maxwell–Minkowski equations,
Eqs. (2.3)–(2.4) and (2.28), are proven false by contra-
diction.

The century-old momentum contradiction at the cen-
ter of continuum electrodynamics stands very much un-
resolved. Moreover, issues with Maxwellian continuum
electrodynamics now extend beyond angular momentum
conservation and global linear momentum conservation
to include consistency with the local energy conservation
law, Poynting’s theorem, and special relativity in a lin-
ear medium. The formal equivalence of incommensurate
macroscopic field equations, Eqs. (2.11) and Eqs. (2.28),
proves that the axioms of continuum electrodynamics,
the Maxwell–Minkowski and constitutive equations, are
manifestly false.

Einstein taught that fundamental physical principles
are rooted in the vacuum. The vacuum was later formal-
ized as an isotropic, homogeneous, flat, four-dimensional,
Minkowski spacetime SM (ct, x, y, z). The microscopic
Maxwellian model of a linear medium consists of tiny
bits of matter embedded in the vacuum with the per-
mittivity ε = 1 + χe and the permeability µ = 1 + χm
defined in terms of the unit vacuum electric susceptibil-
ity, the unit vacuum magnetic susceptibility, the material
electric susceptibility χe, and the material magnetic sus-
ceptibility χm. As long as the individual particles of the
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medium are localized and the interactions of each particle
with the microscopic field are perturbative, the flat, four-
dimensional, empty Minkowski spacetime is “regarded as
the proper setting within which to formulate those laws
of physics that do not refer specifically to gravitational
phenomena” [44].

Optically transparent material are mostly empty space
in which light travels at an instantaneous speed of c [45].
The tiny polarizable and magnetizable bits of matter that
are embedded in the vacuum scatter and delay the light.
Even if one intends to build a microscopic model of phys-
ical optics in Minkowski spacetime, there are far to many
particles and far too many interactions to keep track of
in ‘real’ materials. Consequently, in continuum electro-
dynamics, the phenomenological model of the medium is
an abstraction that is continuous at all length scales from
the very outset and the effective speed of light is c/n. The
interstitial vacuum has no role in the continuum limit and
a continuous medium with a macroscopic refractive index
n cannot be re-discretized or un-averaged.

In this article, we use field theory to derive equations
of motion for electromagnetic fields in continuous lin-
ear materials starting from identifiable and characteri-
zable principles. We show that an isotropic, homoge-
neous, flat, four-dimensional, continuous non-Minkowski
‘material’ spacetime is the proper setting for continuum
electrodynamics, conservation laws, special relativity, in-
variance, and other optical principles that take place
in an isotropic, homogeneous, magneto-dielectric linear
medium in which the effective speed of light is c/n.
Each different isotropic, homogeneous, transparent, lin-
ear medium will be associated with a different continu-
ous ‘material’ spacetime connected to other spacetimes
by boundary conditions.

III. SPACETIME CONSERVATION LAWS

Special relativity, Laue’s theorem [30, 31], and
Noether’s theorem [32] constitute a powerful framework
within which to analyze energy and momentum conser-
vation of a continuous flow of light. In fact, so much of
the physics is performed by the formalism that our prob-
lem with conservation of momentum in a simple linear
medium is embedded in the re-application of the rela-
tivistic formalism of physics in a vacuum to a continuous
medium.

The tensor energy–momentum formalism is well-
known when applied to continuum (fluid) dynamics. Be-
fore treating conservation laws in a linear medium, we
review what is typically known about conservation laws
in the vacuum of an otherwise empty Minkowski space-
time.

a) For a thermodynamically closed system, the local
spacetime conservation law of the total system

∂βT
αβ
tot = 0 (3.1)

is derived by applying the divergence theorem to a Tay-

lor series expansion of the density field of the energy
and momentum properties of an unimpeded, inviscid,
incoherent, incompressible, flow of non-interacting par-
ticles (nonpolar fluid molecules, dust particles, or pho-
tons) in the continuum limit (fluid or light field (light
fluid)) in an otherwise empty volume (vacuum) [23]. The
local spacetime conservation law, Eq. (3.1), is a theorem
of the field theory and is characteristic of a conserved
flow in Minkowski spacetime SM (ct, x, y, z). The four-
divergence of the energy–momentum tensor must vanish
as a condition for conservation of an unimpeded, inviscid,
incoherent, incompressible flow of non-interacting parti-
cles in the continuum limit through empty space [23, 24].

b) Under typical conditions, the energy density and
the momentum density integrated over the total volume
Σ of the thermodynamically closed system

U =

∫
Σ

T00
totdv (3.2)

G =

(
1

c

∫
Σ

T01
totdv,

1

c

∫
Σ

T02
totdv,

1

c

∫
Σ

T03
totdv

)
(3.3)

must be constant in time (global conservation). The sys-
tem can be as large as is required to completely con-
tain the matter and energy, but the boundaries of the
closed system will still be definite (arbitrarily large). The
conservation conditions, Eqs. (3.2) and (3.3), require no
matter or energy crossing the boundary of the system as
an initial condition (−∞ < t0 ≤ t). (Zero-field bound-
ary conditions for all time (−∞ < t < ∞) correspond
to an empty or static system [31]). Examples of non-
conservative systems for which the global conservation
laws, Eqs. (3.2) and (3.3), fail include systems in which a
source or sink is present, unbounded systems, subsystems
of a complete system, and inconsistently defined systems.

c) For typical conditions in which the energy–
momentum tensor of the initial flow is diagonally sym-
metric, or is transformed into a symmetric tensor, the
energy–momentum tensor of a closed system must re-
main symmetric

Tαβtot = Tβαtot (3.4)

in order to conserve angular momentum. This condi-
tion explicitly couples the rows of the energy–momentum
tensor. Obviously, if the incident field contains angular
momentum then the energy–momentum tensor of a con-
servative system will not be symmetric.

It is possible to write, pro forma, a matrix-based dif-
ferential equation from continuity equations of different
systems or subsystems. Such a compound system is in-
consistent and that is discovered by the non-symmetric
matrix that results from the lack of coupling between the
continuity equations. Pathological exceptions to symme-
try may include non-symmetric initial and boundary con-
ditions, unclosed systems (subsystems), inhomogeneous
systems that include microstructure, non-isotropic sys-
tems, coordinate system changes, and inconsistently de-
fined systems. Pathological conditions are not likely in
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the middle of free space, but the issue is presaged for the
case of propagation of light from the vacuum into a sim-
ple linear medium where the non-symmetric Minkowski
energy–momentum tensor has come to be viewed as ac-
ceptable.

d) The trace of the energy–momentum tensor is the
density of the fluid

ρ = gααT
αα
tot (3.5)

with metric tensor gαβ for a non-pathological closed sys-
tem.

e) The local conservation law is sometimes written as
[1, 9]

∂αT
αβ
tot = 0 . (3.6)

This condition is typically true for a conserved system,
derived by substituting Eq. (3.4) into Eq. (3.1). How-
ever, Eq. (3.6) cannot be considered a conservation law
in the sense of Eq. (3.1) because it implicitly includes an
additional condition, namely diagonal symmetry of the
energy–momentum tensor.

The conservation law, Eq. (3.1), is derived [23] using
spacetime coordinates (ct, x, y, z) and it is manifestly not
dependent on the Maxwell field equations. To be sure,
the energy and momentum of an inviscid, incoherent, in-
compressible flow of non-interacting photons propagat-
ing unimpeded in the vacuum are conserved and there-
fore must be consistent with the spacetime conservation
laws, Eqs. (3.1)–(3.5). Now,

∂βT
αβ
vac = 0 (3.7a)

Tαβvac =


1
2 (E ·E + B ·B) (E×B)1 (E×B)2 (E×B)3

(E×B)1 W11
vac W12

vac W13
vac

(E×B)2 W21
vac W22

vac W23
vac

(E×B)3 W31
vac W32

vac W33
vac


(3.7b)

Wij
vac = −EiEj −BiBj +

1

2
(E ·E + B ·B)δij . (3.7c)

is a theorem of the energy and momentum continuity
equations that are typically derived in electricity and
magnetism/electrodynamics textbooks using the micro-
scopic Maxwell equations for light fields in the vacuum
[36]. Then Eq. (3.7a) is considered to be the electromag-
netic conservation law based on the fact that Eq. (3.7) is a
theorem of the fundamental (vacuum) Maxwell equations
of electrodynamics, the similar appearance of Eqs. (3.7a)
and (3.1), and a physical necessity argument that a closed
system consisting of a finite quasimonochromatic field
propagating in the vacuum is conserved.

However, the principles of conservation are nowhere
used in the derivation of Eq. (3.7) from the microscopic
Maxwell equations and several important conditions are
not incorporated into the derivation of Eq. (3.7). There-
fore it is not strictly correct to identify Eq. (3.7) as ‘the’

electromagnetic conservation law unless the closed sys-
tem satisfies all conservation laws, Eqs. (3.1)–(3.5), zero-
field boundary conditions with the entire field contained
within the boundaries of the system at a finite time in
the past, and the predicate of unimpeded, inviscid, inco-
herent, incompressible flow of non-interacting photons in
the continuum limit through empty space.

The spacetime conservation laws, Eqs. (3.1)–(3.5), are
satisfied by a quasimonochromatic field propagating in
the vacuum of free space in the plane-wave limit. This
is easily demonstrated by substituting the elements of
the vacuum-based energy–momentum tensor, Eq. (3.7b),
into the conservation laws, Eqs. (3.1)–(3.5), with gαβ =
diag(1,−1,−1,−1). Condition Eq. (3.5) shows that the
trace of the energy–momentum tensor is zero correspond-
ing to massless photons. Then Eq. (3.7) can indeed be
considered to be the spacetime conservation law for the
electrodynamics of fields in the vacuum.

Next, we switch from the propagation of electromag-
netic fields in the vacuum to propagation in a lin-
ear medium. Consider the application of the space-
time conservation laws, Eqs. (3.1)–(3.5), to the propa-
gation of a continuous light field in a continuous lin-
ear medium. Substituting elements of the Minkowski
energy–momentum tensor, Eq. (2.14b), into the space-
time conservation laws, we find that the global momen-
tum, Eq. (3.3), is not constant in time and that the sym-
metry law, Eq. (3.4), is violated, as expected based on the
discussion in Sec. I. The recognized fix is to use global
conservation to supplement the macroscopic Minkowski
energy–momentum tensor with a phenomenological ma-
terial motion energy–momentum tensor to create a to-
tal, field plus matter, energy–momentum tensor. Substi-
tuting elements of the total, field plus matter, energy–
momentum tensor, Eq. (2.25a), into the conservation
laws, we find that the α = 0 element of the local space-
time conservation law, Eq. (3.1), reproduces Eq. (2.27)
that is self-inconsistent and violates Poynting’s theorem.
The local conservation law and the global conservation
law are inconsistent in this case because a continuous
linear medium does not meet the condition of an other-
wise empty volume for the application of the conservation
laws.

IV. LAGRANGIAN DENSITY

Substituting the elements of the macroscopic
Minkowski energy–momentum tensor, which is derived
as a theorem from the Maxwell–Minkowski equations,
into the spacetime conservation laws Eqs. (3.1)–(3.5),
proves that the macroscopic system violates conservation
of angular momentum and violates conservation of linear
momentum. Rather than start anew, the accepted
approach has been to treat the system as incomplete and
propose supplemental energy–momentum tensors. The
complete energy–momentum tensor is known by using
global conservation of energy and momentum to derive



11

the necessary elements of the total energy–momentum
tensor [1, 21, 42]. Substituting these elements into
the local conservation law produces a false statement,
Eq. (2.27). Then the Maxwell–Minkowski equations
are manifestly false and the equations of motion of the
total (field plus material) system are also false. Having
proven the existing macroscopic theory to be false, we
are starting with a clean slate for the construction of an
entirely new formalism of continuum electrodynamics.

Theoretical physics in a simple linear medium that is
continuous at all length scales is a problem that is mul-
tiply connected with a large variety of places to start.
But if we enforce consistency at the boundaries between
electrodynamics, relativity, invariance, spacetime, elec-
tromagnetic boundary conditions, etc, then we should
arrive at the same set of results no matter where we start.

Lagrangian field theory is a generalization of particle
dynamics to a continuous field [24, 25]. The classical
Lagrangian is

L =
1

2

∫
Σ

(T − V )dv , (4.1)

where T is the kinetic energy density, V is the potential
energy density, and integration is performed over a closed
system Σ. For the electromagnetic field in a source-free
simple linear medium, the classical Lagrangian, Eq. (4.1),
can be written as

L =
1

2

∫
Σ

(
εE2 −B2/µ

)
dv (4.2)

in the common Maxwell–Minkowski formulation of
Maxwellian continuum electrodynamics [24, 25, 35, 37].
The corresponding Lagrangian density is

L =
1

2

(
εE2 −B2/µ

)
=

1

2

(
ε

(
∂A

∂(ct)

)2

− (∇×A)
2

µ

)
.

(4.3)
Now, we can use [43, 46]

ne =
√
ε (4.4)

to denote the electric component of the refractive index
and the magnetic component of the refractive index can
be denoted by

nm =
√
µ . (4.5)

The electric refractive index ne, like the electric per-
mittivity ε, is clearly associated with the kinetic energy
density T of the Lagrangian. The magnetic refractive
index nm and the magnetic permeability µ are clearly
associated with the potential energy density component
V of the Lagrangian. Using simple algebra, the classical
Lagrangian, Eq. (4.2), can be written as

L =
1

2

∫
Σ

((
ne
c

∂A

∂t

)2

−
(
∇×A

nm

)2
)
dv . (4.6)

The Lagrangian density,

L =
1

2

((
ne
c

∂A

∂t

)2

−
(
∇×A

nm

)2
)
, (4.7)

is the integrand of the Lagrangian, Eq. (4.6).
We consider an arbitrarily large region of space to

be filled with an isotropic, homogeneous, transparent,
continuous, linear magneto-dielectric medium that can
be characterized by a macroscopic electric refractive in-
dex ne and a macroscopic magnetic refractive index nm.
Treating dispersion in lowest order, the electric and mag-
netic refractive indices will depend on the center fre-
quency of the quasimonochromatic field (or the frequency
of a monochromatic field) that illuminates the medium.

We limit our attention to an arbitrarily large simple
linear medium and we write a new time-like variable

x̄0 =
ct

ne
(4.8)

and new spatial variables

x̄ = nmx (4.9a)

ȳ = nmy (4.9b)

z̄ = nmz (4.9c)

based on the way the electric and magnetic indices of re-
fraction appear in the Lagrangian density. Although we
can retain the spatial and temporal dependencies of the
components of the refractive index, in this work we have
adopted the limit of an isotropic homogeneous medium
in which these dependence’s can be neglected in order
to proceed with the fundamental physical issues. As al-
ways, we can treat a piecewise homogeneous medium by
using the homogeneous theory plus boundary conditions.
Further, we have specified conditions that allow disper-
sion to be treated to lowest order and velocity-dependent
anisotropy to be neglected.

We construct a ‘material’ Laplacian operator

∇̄ =

(
∂

∂x̄
,
∂

∂ȳ
,
∂

∂z̄

)
(4.10)

to be used in the abstract mathematical model of an
arbitrarily large, isotropic, homogeneous simple linear
medium. Substituting Eqs. (4.8)–(4.10) into Eqs. (4.6)
and (4.7), we obtain a Lagrangian,

L =
1

2

∫
Σ

((
∂A

∂x̄0

)2

−
(
∇̄ ×A

)2)
dv , (4.11)

and a Lagrangian density,

L =
1

2

((
∂A

∂x̄0

)2

−
(
∇̄ ×A

)2)
, (4.12)
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in which the kinetic and potential terms are explicitly
quadratic corresponding to a conservative system with
real eigenvalues.

In Lagrangian field theory, the Lagrangian density is
not unique. In order to determine whether a given La-
grangian density is viable, we must derive the Lagrange
equations of motion and determine whether the results
agree with physical reality. Specifically, it should not
be asserted that the hypothesis, Eq. (4.12), of our La-
grangian field theory is a priori wrong based on assump-
tions about the consequences before the theory is actually
developed. Hundreds of years ago, it was wrong to assert
that the hypothesis that parallel lines meet is manifestly
false. Fortunately, non-Euclidian geometry managed to
outlive its critics although several generations of its pro-
ponents expired before it was generally accepted. More
recently, Einstein’s theory of special relativity is a purely
inductive theory that survived critics that advocated for
‘obvious’ or ‘well-established’ absolute simultaneity [47].

We take Eq. (4.12) as our hypothesis and apply field
theory to systematically derive equations of motion for
macroscopic fields in an arbitrarily large simple linear
magneto-dielectric medium. We develop a cohesive phys-
ical theory of field theory-based electrodynamics, space-
time, relativity, tensor theory, and conservation laws for
a region of space in which the speed of light is c/n, rather
than c. The new theory is demonstrated to be in agree-
ment with the physical world as is required.

In this work, the index convention for Greek letters
is that they belong to {0, 1, 2, 3} and lower case Roman
indices from the middle of the alphabet are in {1, 2, 3}.
Cartesian coordinates (x1, x2, x3) correspond to (x, y, z)
as usual. The Einstein summation convention in which
repeated indices on the same side of the equal sign are
summed over is employed.

V. LAGRANGIAN EQUATIONS OF MOTION

The Lagrange equations for electromagnetic fields in
the vacuum are [24, 25]

d

dt

∂L
∂(∂Aj/∂t)

+
∑
i

∂

∂xi

∂L
∂(∂Aj/∂xi)

=
∂L
∂Aj

. (5.1)

We multiply and divide the first term of Eq. (5.1) by c/ne
and the second term by nm. Using the re-parameterized
temporal and spatial coordinates, Eqs. (4.8) and (4.9),
the preceding equation corresponds to

d

dx̄0

∂L
∂(∂Aj/∂x̄0)

+
∑
i

∂

∂x̄i
∂L

∂(∂Aj/∂x̄i)
=

∂L
∂Aj

(5.2)

that we take as our hypothesis for simple linear magneto-
dielectric materials. There is a different coordinate sys-
tem {x̄0, x̄, ȳ, z̄} = {x̄0, x̄1, x̄2, x̄3}, and a different set of
Lagrange equations for each isotropic homogeneous sim-
ple linear magneto-dielectric material. A different non-
Minkowski continuous spacetime Sc(x̄0, x̄1, x̄2, x̄3) is as-
sociated with each different coordinate system, see Sec.

VII. The vacuum Lagrange equations, Eqs. (5.1), are a
special case of Eqs. (5.2) for Minkowski spacetime.

Substituting the density, Eq. (4.12), into the Lagrange-
like equations, Eq. (5.2), we can evaluate individual
pieces as

∂L
∂(∂Aj/∂x̄0)

=
∂Aj
∂x̄0

(5.3a)

∂L
∂Aj

= 0 (5.3b)

∑
i

∂

∂x̄i
∂L

(∂iAj/∂x̄i)
= [∇̄ × (∇̄ ×A)]j . (5.3c)

Substituting the individual pre-evaluated terms,
Eqs. (5.3), back into Eq. (5.2), the equations of motion
for the electromagnetic field in a simple linear magneto-
dielectric medium are the three orthogonal components
of the vector wave equation

∇̄ × (∇̄ ×A) +
∂

∂x̄0

∂A

∂x̄0
= 0 . (5.4)

The second-order equation, Eq. (5.4), can be written as a
set of first-order differential equations. Writing portions
of the wave equation as

Π =
∂A

∂x̄0
(5.5a)

ββ = ∇̄ ×A (5.5b)

introduces macroscopic fields Π and ββ. The macroscopic
field variable Π, Eq. (5.5a), is the canonical momentum
field [24] whose components were derived as Eq. (5.3a).

We substitute the canonical momentum field Π,
Eq. (5.5a), and the magnetic field ββ, Eq. (5.5b), into
the wave equation, Eq. (5.4), to obtain

∇̄ × ββ +
∂Π

∂x̄0
= 0 , (5.6)

which is similar in form to the Maxwell–Ampère law
in the Maxwell–Minkowski representation of contin-
uum electrodynamics, but in a non-Minkowski ‘material’
spacetime. Applying the ‘material’ divergence operator
(∇̄·) to Eq. (5.5b), we obtain

∇̄ · ββ = 0 . (5.7)

Applying the ‘material’ curl operator (∇̄×) to Eq. (5.5a)
produces a version of Faraday’s Law,

∇̄ ×Π− ∂ββ

∂x̄0
= 0 . (5.8)

Finally,

∇̄ ·Π = 0 (5.9)
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is a modified version of Gauss’s law that is obtained by
integrating the material divergence of Eq. (5.6) with re-
spect to the new timelike coordinate x̄0. This completes
the set of first-order equations of motion, Eqs. (5.6)–
(5.9), for macroscopic fields in an arbitrarily large,
isotropic, homogeneous, simple linear magneto-dielectric
medium.

Grouping the field equations, Eqs. (5.6)–(5.9), for clar-
ity and convenience, we have

∇̄ × ββ +
∂Π

∂x̄0
= 0 (5.10a)

∇̄ · ββ = 0 (5.10b)

∇̄ ×Π− ∂ββ

∂x̄0
= 0 (5.10c)

∇̄ ·Π = 0 (5.10d)

as the equations of motion for macroscopic electromag-
netic fields in an arbitrarily large isotropic, homogeneous,
simple linear magneto-dielectric medium.

Equations (5.10) appear to violate Einstein’s relativ-
ity, except Einstein’s relativity was derived for events
in the vacuum of Minkowski spacetime. On the other
hand, Eqs. (5.10) are fully consistent with Rosen’s di-
electric special relativity [28] for an observer in the non-
Minkowski continuous ‘material’ spacetime that is asso-
ciated with a linear medium [26, 28], see Sec. VI. The
version of dielectric special relativity that was derived by
Laue [27] using the relativistic velocity sum rule applies
to an observer in a Laboratory Frame of Reference that
is in the vacuum (or tenuous terrestrial atmosphere) that
surrounds the dielectric [26].

Equations (5.10) will also apply to a piecewise-
homogeneous material with Fresnel boundary conditions
[46]. The vacuum Maxwell equations correspond to a
special case of Eqs. (5.10) in Minkowski spacetime.

The continuum limit is a theoretical abstraction in
which the linear medium is isotropic, homogeneous, and
continuous at all length scales from the very outset. This
is represented in field theory by defining both the La-
grange equations, Eq. (5.2), and the Lagrangian den-
sity, Eq. (4.12), for the non-Minkowski continuous ‘ma-
terial spacetime’ Sc(x̄0, x̄1, x̄2, x̄3), see Sec. VII. Because
each linear material is associated with its own mate-
rial spacetime, there is no need for independent material
parameters like the permittivity and permeability (ex-
cept as boundary conditions to identify and relate dif-
ferent spacetimes). Then, the Maxwell–Minkowski equa-
tions cannot be derived as an identity of Eqs. (5.10) de-
spite having derived the similar appearing Eqs. (2.28)
as an identity of the Maxwell–Minkowski equations in
Refs. [21, 43].

Fundamental physical processes are derived and de-
fined for the vacuum. The microscopic Maxwell equa-
tions are fundamental laws of electrodynamics in the

vacuum. Maxwellian continuum electrodynamics, which
is obtained by adding a phenomenological material re-
sponse as a perturbation of the vacuum Maxwell equa-
tions, has been known to be inconsistent with conser-
vation laws for over a century and was proven to be
manifestly false in Sec. I. Therefore, no formula, the-
orem, or other result of Maxwellian continuum electro-
dynamics can be used to disprove the new field equa-
tions, Eqs. (5.10), that are derived in an isotropic, ho-
mogeneous, flat, four-dimensional, non-Minkowski, con-
tinuous spacetime Sc(x̄

0, x̄1, x̄2, x̄3). Other fundamen-
tal physical processes like relativity and conservation are
likewise rooted in the vacuum and phenomenologically
transported into the continuous linear medium with a
view to consistency with Maxwellian continuum electro-
dynamics. Consequently, these processes cannot be used
to disprove the new field equations, Eqs. (5.10), either.
The process of recasting these fundamental principles for
a medium that is continuous at all length scales from the
outset has begun and we can report success in demon-
strating that Eqs. (5.10) are consistent with the Fresnel
relations [46] and special relativity in a dielectric [26].

VI. SPECIAL RELATIVITY IN A
MAGNETO-DIELECTRIC MEDIUM

In adapting Einstein’s special theory of relativity to a
dielectric medium, Laue [27] applied the relativistic ve-
locity sum rule to a dielectric material moving uniformly
in the vacuum-based local Laboratory Frame of Refer-
ence. Some four decades later, Rosen [28] considered
a continuous dielectric medium that is sufficiently large
that the vacuum is inaccessible from the interior (in the
time it takes for an experiment to be performed) and de-
rived a second form of dielectric special relativity by a
phenomenological replacement of the speed of light by
c/n. The phenomenological Rosen theory and its con-
sequences are mostly ignored in the scientific literature
and there is little or no discussion about the incompati-
bility of the two contradictory theories of relativity in a
dielectric [26].

In Ref. [26], the current author used two inertial ref-
erence frames in uniform motion to prove that the two
forms of dielectric special relativity are incommensurate
and that both are correct, but are correct in different
physical contexts. Placing the common origin of the in-
ertial reference frames on the interface between a semi-
infinite medium and the vacuum and restricting the di-
rection of relative motion to the interface [26], it was
found that the Laue [27] theory, with ‘vacuum’ Lorentz
factor

γv =

√
1

1− v2/c2
, (6.1)

relates electrodynamics inside the material to a vacuum-
based local Laboratory Frame of Reference outside of the
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material. In contrast, the Rosen [28] theory, with ‘mate-
rial’ Lorentz factor,

γd =

√
1

1− εv2/c2
, (6.2)

applies if both inertial reference frames are within an ar-
bitrarily large isotropic, homogeneous, simple linear di-
electric medium. In this section, we extend the theory of
dielectric special relativity [26] to include simple linear
magneto-dielectric media.

We consider two inertial frames of reference, S̄(x̄, ȳ, z̄)
and S̄′(x̄′, ȳ′, z̄′), in a standard configuration. The origins
of the reference frames are located inside an arbitrar-
ily large isotropic homogeneous simple linear magneto-
dielectric medium. The origins of the two systems coin-
cide at time t0 = 0 and all clocks are synchronized. At
time tc = t′c = 0, a light pulse is emitted from the com-
mon origin along the positive ȳ and ȳ′−axes. In the S̄
frame of reference, Fig. 1, the pulse is reflected by a mir-
ror in the medium at ȳ = Dc and returns to the origin at
time ∆tc = 2Dc/cc, where cc is the speed of light in the
medium. The trajectory of the light pulse in the S̄′ frame
of reference is shown in Fig. 2. The translation of the S̄′

frame is transverse to the ȳ-axis so the distance from the
mirror at m′c to the x̄′-axis is Dc, the same as the dis-
tance from the mirror at mc to the x̄-axis. Viewed from
the S̄′ frame, the light pulse is emitted from the point o
at time t′c = 0, is reflected from the mirror at point m′c,
and is detected at the point d′c at time t′c = ∆t′c. During
that time, the point of emission/detection has moved a
distance vc∆t

′
c.

By the Pythagorean theorem, we have

(c′c∆t
′
c)

2 = (cc∆tc)
2 + (vc∆t

′
c)

2 , (6.3)

where we have used reflection symmetry about the mid-
point. We write the previous equation as [26]

∆t′c =
∆tc√

c′c
2/c2c − v2

c/c
2
c

(6.4)

and define the ‘material’ Lorentz factor γc by

∆t′c = γc∆tc (6.5)

such that

γc =
1√

c′c
2/c2c − v2

c/c
2
c

. (6.6)

In the Laue model, the speed of light in the dielectric
depends on the velocity of the block in the Laboratory
Frame of Reference. Here, the isotropy of an arbitrarily
large homogeneous continuous dielectric medium at rest
in the local frame of reference leads us to postulate that
light travels at a uniform speed cc in the simple linear
magneto-dielectric medium, basically the same reasoning
that led to the Einstein postulate. Substituting

c′c = cc (6.7)

into Eq. (6.6), one obtains

γc =
1√

1− v2
c/c

2
c

. (6.8)

Using the definitions of the renormalized coordinates, we
have vc = nmv and cc = c/ne. Then,

γc =
1√

1− n2
en

2
mv

2/c2
=

1√
1− n2v2/c2

=
1√

1− v2/c̄2

(6.9)
for a simple linear magneto-dielectric medium c̄ = c/n.
There is a different material Lorentz factor for each
isotropic homogeneous simple linear magneto-dielectric
medium. The vacuum Lorentz factor, Eq. (6.1), is a spe-
cial case of Eq. (6.9) for ne = nm = 1. The Rosen dielec-
tric Lorentz factor, Eq. (6.2), is a special case of Eq. (6.9)
for nm = 1.

VII. SPACETIME SETTING

If a light pulse is emitted from the origin at a time
t = 0 into the empty vacuum of free space then spherical
wavefronts are defined by

x2 + y2 + z2 = (x0)2 (7.1)

in a flat, four-dimensional, vacuum Minkowski spacetime
SM (x0 = ct, x, y, z). Equation (7.1) underlies classical
electrodynamics and its relationship to Einstein’s special
relativity.

Consider a quasimonochromatic light pulse that is
emitted from the origin (x̄ = 0, ȳ = 0, z̄ = 0) at ‘time’
x̄0 = 0 into an isotropic, homogeneous, simple linear
magneto-dielectric medium, instead of the vacuum. In
this medium, spherical wavefronts are defined by

x̄2 + ȳ2 + z̄2 = (x̄0)2 (7.2)

in an isotropic, homogeneous, flat, four-dimensional, non-
Minkowski continuous material spacetime Sc(x̄

0, x̄, ȳ, z̄).
There will be a different material spacetime that is asso-
ciated with each set of refractive indices, ne and nm.

The four-dimensional ‘material’ light cone

x̄2 + ȳ2 + z̄2 − (x̄0)2 = 0 (7.3)

is embedded in the flat four-dimensional non-Minkowski
‘material’ spacetime Sc(x̄

0, x̄, ȳ, z̄) that is associated
with a linear, isotropic, homogeneous, simple lin-
ear magneto-dielectric medium. The basis functions,
exp(−i(ω̄/c)(x̄0− k̂ · r̄)) + c.c., where r̄ = (x̄, ȳ, z̄), define

the null surface, x̄0 = k̂ · r̄. Here, ω̄ can be associated
with neω. Fig. 3 is a depiction of the intersection of the
‘material’ light cone with the x̄0− x̄ plane in the flat ma-
terial spacetime showing the null x̄0 = x̄. There will be
a different material spacetime for each pair of material
constants, ne and nm, but the half-opening angle of the
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o
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Dc
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mc
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FIG. 1. Path of light in the unprimed coordinate frame.

material light cone will always be α = π/4 in that space-
time. The unit slope of the null in the x̄0 − x̄ plane of
the non-Minkowski material spacetime is related to the
coordinate speed of light in an isotropic, homogeneous,
simple linear medium by

dx

dt
=

dx̄

dx̄0

dx̄0

dt

dx

dx̄
= 1 · c

ne
· 1

nm
=

c

nenm
=
c

n
= c̄ . (7.4)

This equation shows that the effective speed of light in a
linear magneto-dielectric medium is attributable to two
different effects: i) the renormalization of the timelike co-
ordinate by n−1

e and ii) the renormalization of the spatial
coordinates by nm.

The usual characterization of events inside the vacuum
light cone as timelike and events outside the vacuum light
cone as spacelike also applies to the ‘material’ spacetime
with events inside the renormalized ‘material’ light cone
being timeline and events outside are spacelike. Čerenkov
radiation, spontaneous emission, and mass-bearing par-
ticle dynamics in a simple linear medium will have to be
treated carefully, if at all, because an atom or a charged
particle must displace some of the linear medium that is
effectively continuous at all length scales.

VIII. LORENTZ TRANSFORMATION
PROPERTIES

Maxwellian continuum electrodynamics is based on av-
eraging the interaction of microscopic fields with tiny bits
of polarizable and magnetizable matter embedded in the
vacuum. In the vacuum, Lorentz transformations of the
coordinates follow from the invariance of

s2 = (x0)2 − x2 − y2 − z2 . (8.1)

Then it makes sense to apply Lorentz invariance to the
microscopic theory before the interactions are averaged

o
vc tc

y

Dc

x

mc

dc

FIG. 2. Path of light in the primed coordinate frame.

FIG. 3. Null cone for light depicted in the x̄0 − x̄ plane of a
flat, non-Minkowski material spacetime that corresponds to a
linear magneto-dielectric medium.

in the continuum approximation and to apply Lorentz
invariance to ‘real’ magneto-dielectric materials that are
comprised almost entirely of empty space. Except, a
macroscopic linear medium is defined as being contin-
uous at all length scales from the very outset because
the performing of such a macroscopic average from mi-
croscopic particles, fields, and interactions requires as-
sumptions, approximations, and limiting behavior that
become dubious in their complexity. Consequently, the
assumption of Lorentz invariance for a macroscopic lin-
ear medium appears to be well-founded, based on the
microscopic model, but it is manifestly not well-founded
for macroscopic fields in continuous linear media.

By now, we should know that Lorentz invariance is not
a symmetry of light in a macroscopic linear medium [29]
and we cannot re-discretize or un-average the physics in
order to impose Lorentz invariance. Instead, the invari-
ance of

(s̄)2 = (x̄0)2 − (x̄1)2 − (x̄2)2 − (x̄3)2 (8.2)

for monochromatic light in an arbitrarily large, isotropic,
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homogeneous simple linear medium imposes the con-
ditions for linear medium-specific Lorentz-like trans-
formations of the coordinates (x̄0, x̄1, x̄2, x̄3) of a
flat four-dimensional non-Minkowski material spacetime
Sc(x̄

0, x̄, ȳ, z̄). The special Lorentz-like transformations
(with v parallel to the x̄-axis) take the form

x̄0′
= γc

(
x̄0 − (nenmv/c)x̄

1
)

= γc
(
x̄0 − (nv/c)x̄1

)
(8.3a)

x̄1′
= γc

(
x̄1 − (nenmv/c)x̄

0
)

= γc
(
x̄1 − (nv/c)x̄0

)
(8.3b)

x̄2′
= x̄2 (8.3c)

x̄3′
= x̄3 (8.3d)

in a simple linear medium. The index-dependent
Lorentz-like transformation confirms the observations of
Ravndal [29] that the invariance properties of a linear
medium differ from Lorentz invariance of the vacuum.

IX. TENSOR FORMULATION

With the advent of special relativity, the 3-vector for-
mulation of electrodynamics became archaic. The ten-
sor formalism allows the development of electrodynam-
ics in the context of general properties of physical laws
on Minkowski spacetime in a form that is manifestly
invariant under Lorentz transformations. “Increasing
the sophistication of the notation simplifies the appear-
ance of the governing equations, revealing hidden sym-
metries and deeper meaning in the equations of electro-
magnetism” [48].

The fundamental laws of physics are formulated in the
vacuum and Minkowski spacetime is empty. That is not
considered to be a problem for continuous media because
‘real’ matter is mostly empty space. Except, Feynman’s
[49] pedagogy makes it clear that there is a place in
physics for macroscopic descriptions of fields and matter.
Physical theory that is formulated for enumerated local-
ized microscopic particles and microscopic fields inter-
acting in a vacuum and defined on an empty Minkowski
spacetime is always correct, but it is manifestly unjus-
tified for macroscopic fields in an effective medium that
is isotropic, homogeneous, and continuous at all length
scales from the very outset.

In this section, we will develop an expressly macro-
scopic tensor formulation of continuum electrodynamics
based on the macroscopic field equations, Eqs. (5.10).

It is straightforward to use algebra and calculus in or-
der to construct the energy–momentum tensor as a the-
orem of the macroscopic field equations. The deriva-
tion of the energy continuity equation follows the same
procedure that was used to derive Poynting’s theorem,
Eq. (2.9), as an identity of the Maxwell–Minkowski equa-
tions. We combine Eqs. (5.10) to derive a theorem of

macroscopic continuum electrodynamics in the form the
scalar energy continuity equation

∂uc
∂x̄0

+ ∇̄ · sc = 0 , (9.1)

in the continuous material spacetime where

uc =
1

2
(Π2 + ββ2) (9.2)

is the continuous energy density and

sc = cββ ×Π (9.3)

is the continuous ‘material’ energy-flux vector. Similarly
we combine Eqs. (5.10) to form the vector momentum
continuity theorem

∂gic
∂x̄0

+
∑
j

∂

∂x̄j
Wc

ij = 0 (9.4)

in component form, where

gc =
ββ ×Π

c
(9.5)

denotes the ‘material’ momentum density and

Wc
ij = −ΠiΠj − βiβj +

1

2
(Π2 + ββ2)δij (9.6)

are the elements of a rank 3 matrix. Readers that are not
familiar with the procedure used to derive Eq. (9.4) can
consult Ref. [10], Sec. 6.8 of Ref. [35], or similar reference.

The scalar energy continuity equation, Eq. (9.1), and
the scalar components of the vector momentum continu-
ity equation, Eqs. (9.4), can be written, row-wise, as a
single differential equation [42]

∂̄βT
αβ
c = 0 (9.7)

as a matter of linear algebra, where

∂̄β =

(
∂

∂x̄0
, ∇̄
)

(9.8)

is the ‘material’ four-divergence operator. The ‘tensor’
differential equation, Eq. (9.7), is a theorem of the macro-
scopic field equations, Eqs. (5.10), and the diagonally
symmetric matrix Tαβc is

Tαβc =

 u s1
c/c s2

c/c s
3
c/c

cg1
c W11

c W12
c W13

c

cg2
c W21

c W22
c W23

c

cg3
c W31

c W32
c W33

c

 , (9.9)

by construction. Obviously, the intent is to identify
Wij
c as the continuum electrodynamic stress tensor, to

identify Tαβc as the continuum electrodynamic energy–
momentum tensor, and to identify the differential equa-
tion, Eq. (9.7), with the local electromagnetic conserva-
tion law.
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We can re-formulate most of the other features of ten-
sor electrodynamics, c.f., Sec. 11 of Ref. [35]. We con-
struct the field strength tensor

Fαβc =


0 Πx Πy Πz

−Πx 0 −ββz ββy
−Πy ββz 0 −ββx
−Πz −ββy ββx 0

 (9.10)

and the dual field-strength tensor

Fαβc =


0 −ββx −ββy −ββz
ββx 0 −Πz Πy

ββy Πz 0 −Πx

ββz −Πy Πx 0

 (9.11)

such that

∂̄αF
αβ
c = 0 (9.12a)

∂̄αFαβc = 0 (9.12b)

constitute an identity of the macroscopic field equations,
Eqs. (5.10). The energy–momentum tensor, Eq. (9.9),

Tαβc = FαµFβµ +
1

4
gαβFµσF

µσ (9.13)

and the Lagrangian density, Eq. (4.12),

Lc =
1

2

(
Π2 − ββ2

)
= −1

4
FαβF

αβ (9.14)

are easily demonstrated by substitution of the field
strength tensor, Eq. (9.10). Combining the definitions
Eq. (9.5) and Eq. (9.3) we obtain

s = c2g . (9.15)

The trace of the energy–momentum tensor vanishes

gααT
αα
c = 0 (9.16)

corresponding to a continuous flow of massless particles.
Substituting s = c2g into the energy–momentum tensor,
Eq. (9.9), we have the symmetry property

Tαβc = Tβαc . (9.17)

Using the symmetry property, Eq. (9.17), of the energy–
momentum tensor, we obtain

∂̄αT
αβ
c = 0 (9.18)

from Eq. (9.7).
Returning to Maxwellian continuum electrodynam-

ics for a moment, the well-known Minkowski energy–
momentum tensor can be constructed by linear alge-
bra from macroscopic energy and momentum continuity
equations that are theorems of the Maxwell–Minkowski
equations, but the Minkowski energy–momentum tensor

is not symmetric. The Faraday law, Eq. (2.3b), in a lin-
ear medium

∇×E− ∂B

∂(ct)
= 0 (9.19)

has the same timelike coordinate as the Faraday law in
the vacuum Minkowski spacetime, Sv(x

0 = ct, z, y, z). In
contrast, the Maxwell–Ampère law, Eq. (2.3a),

∇×B +
∂E

∂(ct/n2)
= 0 (9.20)

has a renormalized temporal coordinate that we
would associate with the non-Minkowski spacetime,
S?(ct/n2, z, y, z). These equations cannot be combined
self-consistently to form valid energy and momentum
continuity equations because they are based on differ-
ent coordinate systems and belong in different space-
times. The Minkowski energy-momentum tensor is not
symmetric because the macroscopic Maxwell–Minkowski
equations are inconsistently defined in a pathological
spacetime. In contrast, all of the new macroscopic field
equations are in the continuous ‘material’ spacetime,
Sc(x̄

0, x̄, ȳ, z̄) that is consistent with the electric and mag-
netic properties of the linear medium.

X. EXPERIMENTAL CONFIRMATION

A. The Balazs thought experiment

In 1953, Balazs [33] proposed a thought experiment
to resolve the Abraham–Minkowski controversy. The
thought experiment was based on the law of conservation
of momentum and a theorem that the center of mass-
energy moves at a uniform velocity [50]. The application
of this theorem indicates that microscopic constituents
of the material that carry mass also travel with the field.

The relativistic total energy

E =
(
p · pc2 +m2c4

)1/2
(10.1)

becomes the Einstein formula E = mc2 for massive par-
ticles in the limit v/c → 0. For massless particles, like
photons, Eq. (10.1) becomes

p =
E

c
êk =

~ω0

c
êk , (10.2)

where êk is a unit vector in the direction of motion.
Equation (10.2) defines the instantaneous momentum of
a photon traveling at speed c.

Consider a photon that enters a material that is com-
posed of electric and magnetic dipoles embedded in the
vacuum. The photon travels at speed c between scatter-
ing events [49], but due to scattering the effective speed
of the photon in the incident direction is c/n. Due to the
reduced effective speed of individual photons, an unim-
peded, inviscid, incoherent, incompressible flow of non-
interacting photons in the continuum limit travels at an
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average speed of c/n and the longitudinal extent of the
field in the direction of the flow is reduced by a factor of
n. Then the photon density, the energy density, and the
momentum density are increased by a factor n. Integrat-
ing the quantities over the reduced longitudinal width
of the field, the energy and momentum are constant as
the field leaves vacuum and enters a dielectric medium
without needing to assume any material motion. Due to
the decreased velocity and increased density, the energy
velocity of the ensemble is c = n · c/n. Then the en-
ergy velocity of a field into and through a linear medium
moves at a constant speed c because of the enhanced
photon density. The mass-polariton (MP) model [51]
of propagation of the electromagnetic field in which the
propagating field combines with mass-bearing particles
of a continuous dielectric is not supported. Because the
density of photons is larger due to the reduced average
velocity, the higher density of photons corresponds to an
increase in energy density and momentum density in the
macroscopic field. Then, the macroscopic field in a lin-
ear medium that corresponds to the energy of a single
photon occupies a smaller volume than the volume occu-
pied in the vacuum. Likewise, a smaller volume of the
field is associated with the momentum of a single photon.
An additional issue with the photon description of light
propagation in a continuous dielectric is illustrated by the
commingling of macroscopic fields and the macroscopic
refractive index with microscopic photon momentum and
momentum states in a description of photon recoil mo-
mentum in a medium [52].

As an electromagnetic field propagates from vacuum
into a simple linear medium, the ‘effective’ velocities of
photons in the field are reduced creating an enhancement
of the classical energy density uc = (Π2 + ββ2)/2 and the
classical momentum density gc = ββ ×Π/c, compared to
the vacuum. For finite pulses in a dielectric, the enhanced
energy density is offset by a narrowing of the pulse so that
the electromagnetic energy

Utotal =

∫
Σ

1

2

Π2 + ββ2

c
dv , (10.3)

is time independent for quasimonochromatic fields in the
plane-wave limit. The electromagnetic energy is the total
energy by virtue of being constant in time. Likewise, the
electromagnetic momentum,

Gtotal =

∫
Σ

ββ ×Π

c
dv , (10.4)

is time independent and is the total momentum.
Invoking the Einstein mass–energy equivalence, it is ar-

gued that some microscopic constituents of the dielectric
must be accelerated and then decelerated by the field;
otherwise the theorem that the center of mass–energy
moves at a constant velocity is violated [14]. For a distri-
bution of particles of mass mi and velocity vi, the total
momentum

Ptotal =
∑
i

mivi (10.5)

is the sum of the momentums of all the particles i in the
distribution. If the mass of each particle mi is constant,
the statement that the velocity of the center of mass

vCM =

∑
imivi∑
imi

(10.6)

is constant is a statement of conservation of total mo-
mentum.

Because of the enhanced momentum density of the field
in a dielectric, the differential of electromagnetic momen-
tum

δp =
ββ ×Π

c
δv (10.7)

that is contained in an element of volume δv (a ‘particle’),
is a factor of n greater than in the vacuum. Then the
mass–energy of each ‘particle’mi is not constant as would
be required for the center-of-mass theorem. For a finite
pulse, the narrower pulse width offsets the enhanced mo-
mentum density allowing the macroscopic electromag-
netic momentum, like the macroscopic electromagnetic
energy, to be constant in time as the field enters, and
exits, the simple linear medium through the gradient-
index antireflection coating. Consequently, there is no
need to hypothesize mass-polariton quasiparticles [51] or
any other material constituents of the continuous linear
medium to be in motion in order to preserve the conser-
vation of linear momentum. Even though the velocity of
light slows to c/n, the hypothetical Minkowski pull-force
is also disproved.

B. The Jones–Richards experiment

One of the enduring questions of the Abraham–
Minkowski controversy is why the Minkowski momen-
tum is so often measured experimentally while the Abra-
ham form of momentum is so favored in theoretical work.
We now have the tools to answer that question. The
Minkowski momentum is not measured directly, but in-
ferred from a measured index dependence of the optical
force on a mirror placed in a dielectric fluid [1, 15, 34].
The force on the mirror is

F =
d

dx̄0
(2cGtotal) =

d

dx̄0

∫
V

2ββ ×Π δ(z)dv , (10.8)

which depends on the total momentum density,
Eq. (10.4). If we were to assume F = 2dGM/dt, which
is the relation between momentum and force in an oth-
erwise empty Minkowski spacetime, then we would write

F =
1

c

d

dt

∫
V

2D×B δ(z)dv . (10.9)

Then one might use Eq. (10.9) of interpret the results of
an experiment in such a way that the momentum den-
sity of the field in the dielectric fluid is the Minkowski
momentum density.
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The measured force on the mirror in the Jones–
Richards experiment [34] is consistent with both
Eqs. (10.8) and Eqs. (10.9), depending on what theory
you use to interpret the results. Clearly an experiment
that measures force, instead of directly measuring the
change in momentum in the dielectric, will not conclu-
sively distinguish the momentum density. Specifically,
the Jones–Richards experiment does not prove that the
Minkowski momentum density is the momentum density
in the dielectric, as has been argued, nor does it prove
that the continuum momentum density, Eq. (9.5), is the
momentum density in the dielectric.

XI. SUMMARY

It has been said that physics is an experimental sci-
ence and that physical theory must be constructed on
the solid basis of observations and measurements. That
is certainly true for serendipitous discoveries like x-rays
and radioactivity; But Maxwell [53] used inductive rea-
soning to modify the Ampère law and construct the laws
of electrodynamics two decades before Hertz [54] demon-
strated the existence of electromagnetic waves. Later,
Einstein’s theory of relativity was criticized for violating
the ‘well-established’ principle of absolute simultaneity
[47]. The law of conservation of mass became the law
of conservation of mass–energy long before any measure-

ments of relativistic mass effects. Mathematics is the
language of physics and there are many other examples
(nonlinear optics, high-energy physics, negative refrac-
tion, etc.) in which theoretical physics leads experiments
by a substantial period of time.

Axiomatic formal theory is a cornerstone of abstract
mathematics. The contradiction of valid theorems of
Maxwellian continuum electrodynamics proves, unam-
biguously, that Maxwellian continuum electrodynamics
is false. Having proven Maxwellian continuum electro-
dynamics to be manifestly false, as it has been proven
false by the Abraham–Minkowski momentum contradic-
tion for over a century, we established a reformulation of
theoretical continuum electrodynamics by deriving equa-
tions of motion for the macroscopic fields from a gener-
alized Lagrangian field theory. For every simple linear
medium there is a different set of equations of motion
based in a different continuous ‘material’ spacetime with
coordinates that are renormalized by the linear permit-
tivity and linear permeability. The Abraham–Minkowski
controversy is trivially resolved because the tensor total
energy–momentum continuity theorem, the total energy–
momentum tensor, the total momentum, and the to-
tal energy are fully electromagnetic, unique, and con-
served for a closed (complete) model system consisting of
a simple linear dielectric block draped with a gradient-
index antireflection coating that is illuminated by quasi-
monochromatic light.
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