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We outlines here the design, execution, and educational outcomes of an intervention inspired
by Einstein’s elevator thought experiment, intended to introduce secondary school students to the
principle of equivalence, which is at the basis of the theory of General Relativity. We build an
experimental version of Einstein’s elevator, which simulated the effects of free-fall in an accelerated
reference frame: a detailed description of the experimental apparatus and its construction is pro-
vided, highlighting the challenges and innovations in creating a simple yet functional setup using
everyday materials.

I. INTRODUCTION

What an elevator has to do with one of the deepest
ideas in physics? Einstein’s elevator is one of the most
famous Gedankenexperimente (“thought experiments”)
used by the German physicist to investigate the new laws
of physics, going beyond the limitations of real laborato-
ries. Riding beams of light was the image which stim-
ulated his reflections on the finiteness of the speed of
light and led to the theory of special relativity. Subse-
quently, Einstein noted that within a windowless elevator
an observer would be unable to distinguish whether the
elevator is stationary in a gravitational field or acceler-
ating upward at a constant rate. Then the fundamental
laws of physics must be identical in both scenarios: this
idea, known as the “principle of equivalence” asserts that,
on a local scale (inside the elevator), the effects of grav-
ity are indistinguishable from those of acceleration in a
gravity-free environment and, similarly, that an elevator
in free fall is indistinguishable from a Newtonian inertial
frame [1]. The principle of equivalence, which is based
on the identity of inertial and gravitational mass, lies at
the heart of the theory of general relativity, and makes it
possible to describe gravity as the geometry of spacetime
[2]. Actually, the equivalence of inertial and gravitational
mass, far from being a purely abstract concept, underpins
phenomena we encounter daily. For instance, it enables
amusement parks to create experiences of ‘zero gravity’
in free fall towers or roller coasters, turning theoretical
physics into tangible thrills [3].

As Dr. Derek Muller highlighted on his YouTube chan-
nel: “If we want to teach children about the world as
we understand it, we must teach them modern science,
our most complete knowledge to date. Scientific liter-
acy is extremely important in our media-saturated world,
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and today’s scientific topics include things such as re-
newable energy and black holes”[4]. General relativity
is our most accurate model of gravity, having success-
fully passed numerous observational tests [5]. However,
along with quantum mechanics—the other cornerstone
of modern physics—it is typically excluded from schools
curricula, except for brief overviews in the final years of
some secondary schools. These theories are significant
not only for their revolutionary impact on physics but
also for their practical applications, which profoundly in-
fluence daily life; however, they remain largely inaccessi-
ble to most people. Recent studies suggest that introduc-
ing modern physics at an early stage in education is both
feasible and effective: the Einstein First project [6–17]
seeks to integrate modern physics concepts into learning
sequences as early as primary school. Italy, where our
research has been carried out, makes no exception since
general relativity is not part of schools curricula, where
only very few hours are dedicated to modern physics in
some specific school tracks.

This work describes a research study performed in the
second-to-last year and last year of secondary school,
with the purpose to introduce the basic ideas of gen-
eral relativity, starting from the principle of equivalence:
to make it accessible to high school students, we used
an experimental apparatus to recreate Einstein’s elevator
thought experiment. This approach provides a hands-on,
tangible perspective on the theory, effectively bridging
abstract concepts with real-world applications. However,
this task presents significant challenges: the experimen-
tal setup must be designed using inexpensive materials to
ensure replicability in classrooms and, as we said before,
we must present the theory in classes that have only been
exposed to classical physics. Our teaching strategy also
involves engaging students with their existing knowledge
of Newtonian mechanics and highlighting its limitations.
For this purpose, we used a famous excerpt from the book
written by Einstein and Infeld [18], where an imaginary
dialogue with a classical physicist takes place: this en-
ables students to discover the equivalence principle them-
selves through inquiry-based learning and experimenta-
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tion. Our aim is to make the fundamental concepts of
general relativity accessible to high school students, with
the convincement that the guiding ideas which inspired
the theory can be understood without mastering its com-
plex mathematical framework.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section II we
describe the development of the intervention, while in
Section III we focus on the structure of the lectures and
their methodologies. Einstein’s elevator is discussed in
Section IV, both in terms of its didactic relevance and
with regards to its experimental construction. The re-
sults are discussed in Section VI and the conclusions can
be found in Section VII.

II. THE INTERVENTION

A. Preliminary phase

To design the intervention, we made a survey of the
most used physics textbooks in Italian high schools,
which are those written by Cutnell [19], Walker [20],
Amaldi [21], to understand how they introduce general
relativity and which are the most relevant topics covered.
We made a list of these topics and shared it with 29 high
school teachers who are involved in training programs de-
veloped at the University of Turin. Then, we asked them
to choose the most important topics for an introduction
to general relativity: they turn out to be the principle
of equivalence, the principle of general covariance, the
propagation of light in curved spacetime and the experi-
mental tests of general relativity. Among them, we chose
the principle of equivalence to introduce Einstein’s the-
ory: due to very limited time at our disposal, our choice
was dictated both by the purpose to explain an idea that
lies at the core of general relativity and by the possibil-
ity to build an actual experiment to reproduce Einstein’s
thought experiment.

B. Time allocated and structure of the intervention

The research study involved 115 students from five
classes in two high schools of classical studies in Turin,
Italy. In particular, two of the participant classes were in
the second-to-last year and three in the last year. Of
them, only one had already studied special relativity.
The intervention, which lasted for 4 hours and was con-
ducted in April and May (a particularly critical period
for the last year classes due to the upcoming final exams),
was divided into two lessons of 2 hours each, preceded by
a test that students completed independently at home.
The test was based on an excerpt taken from the book
written by Einstein and Infeld [18], the so-called “Dia-
logue with the Classical Physicist”, on the meaning of
inertial reference frames.

The first lesson focused on the equivalence principle:
the first hour provided a theoretical introduction, empha-

sizing the doubts that Einstein raised regarding Newton’s
theory. The second hour was devoted to analyzing and
resolving these doubts through the elevator experiment.

The second lesson focused on the meaning of gravity
as geometry of spacetime and on the experimental tests
of general relativity.

At the end of the four hours of lessons, a final test
was provided to teachers to administer to the students,
with the aim of assessing their understanding of the top-
ics covered. The test was divided into two parts: the
first part consisted of four multiple choice questions on
the theory presented during the lessons; the second part
consisted of three open-ended questions based on three
short scientific texts. To answer these latter questions,
students had to analyze and understand the proposed
texts, apply the concepts of general relativity they had
learned, and provide well-reasoned responses referencing
Einstein’s theory, as explained during the lessons.

III. LECTURE’S STRUCTURE AND APPLIED
METHODOLOGIES

A. Initial test

Before starting the first activity, students were asked
to read the already cited excerpt (see Appendix B) taken
by the book written by Einstein and Infeld [18] and an-
swer five multiple-choice questions, which can be found
in Appendix A. The last question also required a brief
explanation of the chosen answer. The responses col-
lected allowed for an assessment of the student’s level of
knowledge before beginning the learning process.

This test had multiple purposes, the primary one be-
ing to compare students’ knowledge before and after the
in-class activities. However, it was not the only objec-
tive. Since four of the five participating classes had never
studied Einsteinian physics, it was necessary to intro-
duce the topic using concepts already familiar to them.
Given their foundation in Newtonian physics, we assigned
a reading in which Einstein highlights some of the short-
comings of classical physics.

The first four questions in the initial test were designed
to encourage students to reflect on the concept of iner-
tial reference frames and the force of gravity, two key
themes in Einstein’s theory, which are completely rede-
fined with respect to their meaning in classical physics.
The last question, more challenging, asked students to
align themselves with Einstein, classical physics, both, or
neither, providing justification for their choice. The pri-
mary purpose of this question was not so much to elicit
the “correct” answer but to encourage students to present
a well-reasoned and articulated explanation. An analysis
of the answers given by the students will be presented in
Section VI A.
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B. Theoretical introduction

The first classroom session began with a presentation
and a brief introduction to the work that would be car-
ried out. This was followed by a collective discussion to
address the issues raised in the text presented in the ini-
tial questionnaire and to ensure that all students clearly
understood these issues. Particular attention was given
to highlighting the problems related to inertial reference
frames and gravity as a force in Newton’s theory. A his-
torical introduction was then provided to illustrate New-
ton’s theory and the conceptual difficulties emphasized
by Einstein. For instance, to stimulate students’ reflec-
tions on the gravitational interactions, we used the ques-
tion: “The distance between the Sun and the Earth is 150
million kilometers. What kind of force acts over such a
distance?” After introducing the doubts raised by Ein-
stein, students were shown the famous statement made
by Einstein that shook the world of physics at the time:
“Gravity is not a force.”

C. Introduction to Einstein’s elevator

Once students clearly understood the issues in New-
ton’s theory highlighted by Einstein (e.g., What is an
inertial reference frame? What is gravity if it is not
a force?), we introduced Einstein’s elevator. The men-
tal experiment conceived by Einstein was first explained,
and students were then asked how a person inside the
elevator would perceive gravity. It was repeatedly em-
phasized that the elevator serves solely to remove any
external reference points for the person inside and that
the air resistance acting on the elevator during free fall
should not be considered.

Afterward, students were shown the experimental
setup that would be used to address Einstein’s question.
However, before observing the experiment, they were
asked to formulate hypotheses about its outcome. The
hypotheses formulated by the students were threefold:

1. The person inside the elevator crashes into the ceil-
ing.

2. The person inside the elevator feels heavier.

3. The least popular hypothesis: the person inside the
elevator rises and floats.

As can be clearly observed, the teaching methodology
employed is Inquiry-Based Learning (IBL). A method in
which effort is therefore followed in order to develop the
creative thinking of pupils at the expense of a drill and
memorizing. Furthermore, it also develops the skills to
solve unknown situations that a pupil will face later in
his/her life. Very often people have to apply what they
have learnt in new situations and, to do that, they need
to control their basic thinking and other general cognitive

skills which create the essence of the individual compe-
tence for the problem solving [22]. Inquiry experiences
can provide valuable opportunities for students to im-
prove their understanding of both science content and
scientific practices [23].

D. Formulation of the equivalence principle

During the experiment it was observed that at the mo-
ment of free fall, the reading of the dynamometer is zero:
this explains why the object or person inside the elevator
experiences the sensation of “floating,” as if in a state of
weightlessness. As a matter of fact, the weight recorded
by the dynamometer is zero. After disproving the first
two hypotheses formulated by the students, a collective
discussion was initiated to analyze the observations from
a theoretical perspective. The sensation of weightlessness
and floating inside the elevator, along with the fact that
the spring dynamometer registers zero mass, does not
guarantee being sufficiently far from a massive body or
free from gravitational influences. Building on this rea-
soning, the principle of equivalence was introduced, en-
couraging students to articulate it spontaneously rather
than presenting it as a “predefined and ready-made law.”
To conclude the first two hours of the lesson in an en-
gaging way and to set the stage for the next session,
ensuring better assimilation of the concepts, a video was
shown featuring the Italian astronaut Samantha Cristo-
foretti aboard the International Space Station, where she
explains how mass and gravity work in space [24].

IV. EINSTEIN’S ELEVATOR

V. PROJECTING THE ELEVATOR

Einstein’s elevator is a thought experiment devised by
Einstein to explain the equivalence principle. As we said,
Einstein suggested that for an observer in an elevator uni-
formly accelerating in empty space objects fall as if they
were under the influence of Earth’s gravitational force
when the elevator is stationary. The two scenarios are
indistinguishable. Similarly, it is not possible to discrim-
inate between an elevator in free fall within Earth’s gravi-
tational field and one at rest in empty space [25]. Our aim
in building Einstein’s elevator was to allow students to
"experience firsthand" the experiment proposed by Ein-
stein: not to assume its validity without evidence, but to
demonstrate it physically. The elevator described by Ein-
stein was meant to fall continuously in free fall without
stopping, so that the events inside could be clearly ob-
served. Of course, it is not physically feasible to replicate
such motion on Earth: however, the elevator should fall
from a sufficient height to make the outcomes of the ex-
periment observable. Additionally, the elevator needed
to be sturdy enough to withstand the impact with the
ground upon release. It should have included something
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to simulate a person inside, along with an instrument to
measure any variations in weight during the fall. Fur-
thermore, the interior of the elevator needed to be filmed
so that the events occurring during the descent could be
reviewed later.

Regarding the height from which the elevator was sup-
posed to fall (undoubtedly the most delicate issue to re-
solve!) it was essential to design a system that could
be easily replicated in all classrooms and conveniently
transported, since the intervention took place in diverse
schools. Initially, we considered a metal structure made
from four 50 cm pieces that could be assembled to reach
a total height of 2 m. However, this design proved un-
suitable because it would have been difficult to construct
and would not support the weight of the elevator during
its fall. We then looked for an existing object approxi-
mately two meters tall and thought of classroom doors,
which are present in all schools and sturdy enough to
anchor the elevator using clamps and ropes.

To simulate the elevator, we decided to use a wooden
box and cushion its landing with foam placed on the floor
near the door. Inside the box, to represent a person, we
would place a 200 g weight attached to a dynamometer,
which would be fixed to the ceiling of the box. This setup
would allow us to measure fluctuations in weight during
the fall. To record the experiment, we planned to design
a structure (still undefined at the project’s inception) to
hold a smartphone. The box would be suspended by a
system of ropes and pulleys that would lift it to the top
of the door before releasing it to fall freely to the ground.
This arrangement would enable students to conduct the
experiment independently and safely.

A. Building the elevator

This section outlines the steps involved in building the
experimental setup, accompanied by images to enhance
clarity. Additionally, extra photographs are in Appendix
C to better illustrate the completed setup.

To securely anchor the entire experimental apparatus
to the classroom door, a system comprising three clamps
was designed FIG. 1. The central clamp, with a maxi-
mum load capacity of 68 kg and a maximum opening of
25 cm, is intended to support the weight of the elevator
during its descent. Two additional clamps, positioned
laterally to the central one and each with a maximum
load capacity of 23 kg and a maximum opening of 25 cm,
are used to hold the cables that serve as guides for the el-
evator. These lateral clamps ensure stability and prevent
the elevator from rotating. A pulley was mounted on the
central clamp, through which the cable supporting the
elevator was threaded FIG. 2.

The elevator was simulated using a box originally de-
signed to hold a wine bottle. Six holes were created in
the box: two on the top surface to secure a metal ring for
supporting the dynamometer and the central cable, and
four on the lateral walls, arranged in pairs. These lateral

FIG. 1. Setup of the three clamps: one larger central clamp
and two smaller side clamps. The central clamp secures the
pulley that supports the main rope, which is responsible for
driving the elevator’s movement. The side clamps anchor the
guide ropes using simple knots, ensuring that the ropes pass
smoothly through metal rings attached to the box’s side walls.
This arrangement maintains proper alignment and prevents
the ropes from bending.

FIG. 2. Side view of the three clumps setup.

holes were used to accommodate metal rings, allowing
cables connected to the two lateral clamps - serving as
elevator guiding tracks - to pass through FIG. 3. The
lid of the box features a sliding interlocking mechanism,
eliminating the need for additional equipment to keep it
closed during descent. A cut was made along the top
surface of the box to ensure the lid could close seam-
lessly, even with the smartphone attached. A dedicated
support structure for the smartphone was built on the
lid. A rectangular foam frame, which matches the di-
mensions of the smartphone, was cut and affixed to the
lid. To further secure the smartphone, an elastic cord
was attached outside the foam frame, anchored with two
push pins placed at the midpoint of the longer sides of
the rectangle FIG. 4.

As we said, to simulate a person inside the elevator, a
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FIG. 3. The box (12 cm x 12 cm x 38 cm) without its
lid, showcasing the six metal rings: four rings on the sides,
through which the two guide ropes must pass; two rings on
the upper wall of the box: one inside for attaching the dy-
namometer and one outside for securing the main rope that
moves the box.

weight of 200 g was suspended from a dynamometer with
a measurement range of up to 1 kg. The dynamometer
was attached to a hook on the upper wall of the box,
ensuring that the weight remained suspended without
contacting the lower surface FIG. 5. At the base of the
door, a wooden plank measuring 75 cm x 12 cm x 1.5 cm
was installed FIG. 6. Two hooks were affixed to the plank
at intervals that corresponded to the width of the box
FIG. 7. This setup served two purposes: first, to cushion
the box’s impact by placing foam material between the
clamps, and second, to secure the ropes that act as guides
for the elevator. To stabilize the ropes and keep the plank
in position, weights were added to both ends of the plank
FIG. 8.

B. Practice tests and modifications

After constructing the experimental apparatus, we be-
gan practical tests to evaluate its functionality before
presenting it in educational settings. The initial trials
revealed several issues. The smartphone camera, posi-
tioned too close to the dynamometer, was unable to ef-
fectively capture its oscillations. Additionally, the inte-
rior of the box lacked sufficient illumination, resulting in
poor visibility of the experiment in the recorded footage.

To address these issues, we implemented two modifica-
tions. First, we increased the screen framing to 0.5x to
allow for better observation of the dynamometer’s oscil-
lations. Second, we activated the smartphone’s flashlight

FIG. 4. The mechanism designed to secure the smartphone
to the lid of the box.

to illuminate the interior of the box during the fall. These
adjustments led to the successful acquisition of a valid
recording, enabling clear visualization of the dynamome-
ter’s oscillations. The second series of tests produced sat-
isfactory footage. By analyzing the video in slow motion,
we observed weight fluctuations during free fall, with the
dynamometer briefly stabilizing at the 0 N mark before
the apparatus reached the ground.

Further refinements were necessary to improve the
quality of the recordings. The direct glare from the
smartphone flashlight caused reflections that obscured
the dynamometer’s scale. To resolve this, we installed
a separate white light source—commonly used for bicy-
cle illumination—inside the box to provide even lighting
without reflections FIG. 9.

The third series of tests yielded the best results. During
these trials, we noted that the box needed to be released
from a stationary position to minimize disturbances. By
ensuring a stable initial setup, we significantly reduced
the oscillations of the dynamometer caused by move-
ments of the box and pulley during free fall.

VI. DISCUSSION OF THE RESULTS

A. The initial test

As for the initial test, 80% of the students answered
question 1 correctly, 85% answered question 2 correctly,
17% answered question 3 correctly, and 76% answered
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FIG. 5. The picture demonstrates how the box is held by the
ropes linked to the clamps, as well as the positioning of the
dynamometer and the weight inside.

FIG. 6. Wooden plank placed on the floor by the door to
cushion the box impact.

question 4 correctly. Question 3 caused the most confu-
sion because it directly referred to the effect of gravita-
tional force on inertial reference frames. During the first
classroom lesson, students were asked to verbally explain
their reasoning for this question. Most of them stated
that they found it difficult due to their understandings
of the following facts:
a) Gravitational force is a constant presence on Earth.
b) No external forces should act on an inertial reference
system.

They struggled to "combine" these two aspects of
physics, and in their attempt to do so, the second con-
cept prevailed. In order to better understand the reason-
ing behind the students’ answers, during the first lesson
they were also asked to explain how they answered and

FIG. 7. The hooks supporting the two guide ropes in the
wooden plank.

FIG. 8. The elevator on the wooden base, with the weights
securing the ropes and the foam placed underneath the box
visible.

justified the final question. The latter required them to
decide whether they agreed with Einstein, the classical
physicist, neither, or both, and to justify their choice.

An analysis of their responses reveals that students
generally place great trust in the classical physics they
learn in school. However, despite this trust, most did
not choose the classical physicist in their answer to the
final question. Many stated that they believed both Ein-
stein and the classical physicist were correct, while others
simply said, "I don’t feel comfortable saying Einstein is
wrong." They clearly recognize Einstein as one of the
greatest minds in history, although many lack a detailed
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FIG. 9. Mechanism to secure the light to the box using a
rubber band and two push pins.

understanding of why he holds that status. This is likely
due to the fact that their education in physics has pri-
marily focused on concepts from before the 20th century.
Among the 115 students involved, 38 chose to side exclu-
sively with Einstein. While some provided well-reasoned
justifications, others expressed sentiments such as, "Ein-
stein cannot be wrong".

B. During the lesson

It is interesting to point out that the students’ atten-
tion grew significantly when the assertions of classical
physics were questioned through sound reasoning. The
entire class was captivated when Einstein’s doubts were
presented, especially when they encountered the scien-
tist’s statement: "Gravity is not a force."

During the segment dedicated to Einstein’s elevator
experiment, most students showed eagerness and a will-
ingness to make the experimental apparatus work. They
were curious to see what would actually happen and to
confirm or refute their hypotheses. Students in each class
participated in the experiment, from assembling the ap-
paratus to dismantling it. They wanted to repeat the
experiment multiple times to ensure its success. This pro-
cess allowed them to understand the challenges scientists
face daily when attempting to verify or disprove their
hypotheses. When we slowed down the video captured
with the smartphone inside the box, the students noticed
that not all the trials were successful. In some tests, ac-
cidental errors occurred—such as the elevator oscillating
too much, which caused the dynamometer to move errat-

ically; the camera failing to focus on the dynamometer;
the light inside the box turning off during the fall; the
dynamometer detaching from the hook at the start of the
fall; or the smartphone dislodging from its mount as the
elevator began to drop.

Despite these setbacks, in each class, we managed to
capture at least one recording that demonstrated what
the experiment aimed to prove Einstein’s thought exper-
iment hypothesis. All the students were astonished by
the outcome, as only one or two students per class had
initially predicted the correct result of the experiment.
After the experiment, the students themselves wanted to
seek a theoretical explanation for what had happened.
This confirmed their interest in the topic, even though it
concerned a subject most of them generally dislike.

Gaining the students’ attention during the lesson was
crucial for making the session as interactive as planned.
While engaging language was important, the key element
was Einstein’s simple yet profound statement: "Gravity
is not a force." This statement, both clear and thought-
provoking, resonated with the students, who were used
to thinking of gravity as a force. Their recognition of
Einstein as one of the most significant scientists in history
added to their intrigue. This combination of confusion
and curiosity encouraged them to seek answers to the
questions that emerged.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we discussed a study was conducted in the
final two years of Italian secondary school to introduce
students to the fundamental concepts of general relativ-
ity, beginning with the principle of equivalence. To make
the topic accessible, we used an experimental apparatus
to replicate Einstein’s elevator thought experiment.

According to our findings and within the limits of the
sample considered, the results obtained are encouraging.
In particular, the final test provided positive indications;
however, due to unmodifiable conditions in that context
(such as the anonymity constraints of the responses), an
accurate quantitative evaluation was not possible. We
aim to achieve this through further experiments in the
future, potentially involving a larger sample of students.

A key feature of the intervention was the construction
of experimental apparatus: in this respect, there is cer-
tainly room for improvement. To enhance the quality,
it would be advisable to use a different internal camera
rather than a smartphone, which would allow for bet-
ter framing of the dynamometer and result in a higher-
quality video. Additionally, designing a more stable at-
tachment for the dynamometer, constructing a sturdier
box, and equipping it with a consistent light source that
remains on during the fall would be beneficial. To ensure
proper visualization of the experiment, the box should
ideally be dropped from a height greater than two me-
ters; an additional meter would suffice. This could po-
tentially be achieved by designing hooks attached to the
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ceiling and employing a braking system that is more effec-
tive than simply using 10 cm of foam rubber. A different
braking method could be advantageous for preserving the
integrity of the box, especially since significant damage
could occur if it were dropped from a greater height.

Analyzing the strengths of this experiment, we can af-
firm that it is an experimental setup accessible to every-
one. It was constructed with simple, readily available,
and inexpensive materials, many of which can be found
in most households, thus eliminating the need for new
purchases. Although the execution of the experiment
was not flawless, its outcome was satisfactory and met
its intended purpose. Even though improvements can al-
ways be done, as with any experimental setups, we can
consider the work accomplished a success, particularly
because the experiment was effectively well conducted in
all five classes involved.

Students were actively involved in the experiment,
starting from the assembly of the experimental appara-
tus. With more time, it could be beneficial to project
the apparatus together with the students, involving them
from the outset to foster a sense of responsibility for the
success or failure of the experiment. The teachers in-
volved were enthusiastic about the work done, with some
expressing a desire to propose similar lessons and experi-
ments in future classes. On a practical level, the students

particularly enjoyed the experimental phase. They were
able to actively participate in the lesson and interact di-
rectly with the apparatus, which was specifically designed
for them.

Based on the experience gained during this study, we
can conclude that a good approach for introducing gen-
eral relativity at the secondary school level is through
interactive lessons. We emphasize that most of the stu-
dents involved did not possess a background in special
relativity. Students should be fully engaged, with their
questions stemming from their curiosity and motivation
to seek answers. Lessons should allow for active partic-
ipation, encourage students to ask questions, and, im-
portantly, assure them that making mistakes is part of
the learning process. Emphasizing practical applications
alongside theoretical explanations helps reinforce under-
standing. Hands-on experimentation allows students to
grasp theoretical concepts more effectively.

In conclusion, our approach seems to suggest a possi-
ble way to introduce the basic ideas of modern physics
which, as such, can be successfully understood by the
students without the risk to obscure them behind a com-
plex mathematical framework. The latter, of course, can
be explored subsequently, but it requires specific skills
and competence that are not accessible to most of high
school students.
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Appendix A: Initial Test

• 1. According to the classical physicist, an inertial
reference system is an ideal concept useful for de-
scribing certain situations from a physical perspec-
tive. Therefore, we can say that:

A. On Earth, it is always possible to isolate a sys-
tem to make it inertial.
B. By eliminating only the Earth’s rotation, it is
possible to observe an inertial reference system on
it.
C. The Sun represents an inertial reference system.

D. On Earth, it is not possible to find inertial ref-
erence systems, as there will always be at least one
force acting on them.

• 2. According to Einstein, who is the one asking
the questions in the dialogue, the laws of classical
physics are valid, but there is no framework to refer
them to. What does Einstein mean by this state-
ment?

A. Einstein wants to emphasize how useless classi-
cal physics is in order to support his new theory.
He thus tries to create a dialogue suitable for this
purpose.
B. Einstein means to highlight that Newton’s phys-
ical laws are valid, but we do not have a real phys-
ical example to which we can directly apply them.
We cannot completely isolate a body, and even if
we could, is it legitimate to study its motion?
C. Einstein means that the laws of classical physics
are always valid, but they are applied to the wrong
reference frames.

• 3. In an inertial reference system, as described by
the classical physicist, does gravity act?

A. Yes, of course, gravity is a force that is always
present on Earth.
B. No, because gravity is a force, and no forces
should act on such a system.
C. I don’t know. It certainly acts because it is
always present on Earth, but we can pretend not
to consider it.

• 4. This text focuses on inertial reference systems.
Why are they important? What does Einstein want
to emphasize?

A. Inertial reference systems are systems in which
Newton’s first law does not hold. Einstein wants to
point out that the dynamics of the universe cannot
be studied using classical physics.
B. Inertial reference systems are systems in which
the laws of physics always have the same mathe-

matical form. This is also what Einstein wants to
show.
C. Inertial reference systems are systems in which
Newton’s first law holds. Einstein emphasizes their
definition to highlight that, in reality, as described
by classical physics, no reference systems exist in
which the laws of physics always have the same
mathematical form.

• 5. Who is right in the text?

A. Einstein
B. The classical physicist
C. Neither of them
D. Both

Appendix B: The Dialogue with a Classical Physicist

In order to be more aware of this difficulty, let us
interview the classical physicist and ask him some simple
questions:
“What is an inertial system?”
“It is a Coordinate System (CS) in which the laws of
mechanics are valid. A body on which no external forces
are acting moves uniformly in such a CS. This property
thus enables us to distinguish an inertial CS from any
other.”
“But what does it mean to say that no forces are acting
on a body?”
“It simply means that the body moves uniformly in an
inertial CS.”
Here we could once more put the question: “What is an
inertial CS?” But since there is little hope of obtaining
an answer differing from the above, let us try to gain
some concrete information by changing the question:
“Is a CS rigidly connected with the earth an inertial
one?”
“No, because the laws of mechanics are not rigorously
valid on the earth, due to its rotation. A CS rigidly
connected with the sun can be regarded for many
problems as an inertial CS; but when we speak of the
rotating sun, we again understand that a CS connected
with it cannot be regarded as strictly inertial.”
“Then what, concretely, is your inertial CS, and how is
its state of motion to be chosen?”
“Tt is merely a useful fiction and I have no idea how to
realize it.If I could only get far away from all material
bodies and free myself from all external influences, my
CS would then be inertial.”
“But what do you mean by a CS free from all external
influences?”
“I mean that the CS is inertial.”
Once more we are back at our initial question! Our
interview reveals a grave difficulty in classical physics.
We have laws, but do not know what frame to refer
them to, and our whole physical structure seems to be
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built on sand.
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Appendix C: Figures

FIG. 10. Weight lateral

FIG. 11. Dynamometer

FIG. 12. Weight frontal

FIG. 13. Pulley

FIG. 14. The central clamp

FIG. 15. The lateral clamps
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FIG. 16. Ropes acting as guides

FIG. 17. Rope lifting the box

FIG. 18. Closed box

FIG. 19. Box viewed from the side to show the two side rings

FIG. 20. Entire experimental apparatus
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