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An intentional concealment of serious longstanding mistakes of physicists is a crime, because the 

physicists get pay, grants, etc.  Meanwhile Editors:  

Jonathan Marangos (JMO), Eberhard Bodenschatz (NJP), Raminder Shergill (Proc. R. Soc. A), 

Martin Booth (OC), C J R Sheppard (J. of Optics), V. M. Agranovich (PLA), Leo Degiorgi 

(Physica B), Vladimir Buzek (EPJD), Paul Corkum (J. of Physics B), Grover Swartzlander (JOSA 

B), Xi-Cheng Zhang (OL), Stojan Rebic Assistant Editor (PRL)  

refused to review the paper [1], which showed mistakes of a huge number of works ignored 

electrodynamics spin tensor (see Notes in [1]). 

 

The paper [1] is an extension of [2-6].  

It is remarkable that J. Marangos (JMO) published paper [5] and invited: “We are pleased to accept 

your paper in its current form and we look forward to receiving further submissions from you”. And 

his reviewer wrote: “This paper attempts to clarify and correct some questions in one of the 4 or so 

century-old controversies in classical electrodynamics, perhaps the major one of interest in modern 

optics. I think the paper, almost in the present form, would be a useful addition to the research 

literature on the topic, and I'm willing to recommend publication with minor changes. The paper is 

on a topic where the literature is literately riddled with error, confusion, and dispute. The topic is of 

interest in practical issues in optical micromanipulation and of theoretical interest in the foundations 

of field theory and classical electrodynamics. Given the confused situation of the literature on this 

topic, I'm prepared to recommend the paper for publication” (see Notes in [1]). 

 

It is remarkable that an Optics Letters reviewer wrote on January 4, 2006 concerning spin tensor: 

“The result, dealing with matters at the heart of the rather confused matter of electromagnetic 

angular momentum, is interesting and merits publication”.  

 

C J R Sheppard (J. of Optics) refused to review also another paper, [7], which showed mistakes of 

the paper [8] published by that very journal! Please see Addendum in [7]. This is a good example of 

the crime: Editor-in-Chief hides errors of his authors!  

After C J R Sheppard, the paper [7] was refused to review by Paul Corkum (Journal of Physics B), 

by Eberhard Bodenschatz (New Journal of Physics) 

 

As one can see, now no physicists are ready to review spin tensor. But attempts to review spin 

tensor were in the past. Unfortunately, these attempts proved to be discreditable and became the 

laughingstocks of the journals [9-11]. 

 

There is another serious longstanding mistake of physicists besides the denial of the spin tensor. 

The paper [12] shows that the concept of the pseudo-tensor of the gravitational field, which is due 

to Einstein, is a mistake. But, according to the scientific community’s style, paper [12] was given 

discreditable reviews by Abhay Ashtekar (GERG) and by Erick J. Weinberg (PRD). Then: C M 

Will (Classical and Quantum Gravity) and Eberhard Bodenschatz (New Journal of Physics) refused 

to review the paper (see details in Addition in [12]). This is another good example of the crime. 

 

Another mistake is the concept of mass by L.B. Okun’ [13] and J. Roche [14]. According to this 

concept, “mass is mass is mass” [15], or ‘mass’ is ‘matter’, or a mass is a body itself rather than a 

property of matter or of the body, i.e. ‘mass’ is synonymous with ‘quantity of matter’, and ‘mass’ is 

synonymous with ‘body’ [14]. A criticism of this concept was published owing to a support of V.L. 

Ginzburg [16]. But Alastair Rae (EJP) and David P. Jackson (AJP) refused to review the paper [17]. 

David P. Jackson wrote, “We do not feel such a manuscript would be of interest to readers of the 
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American Journal of Physics”. At the same time, a letters-exchange Roche-Khrapko was interrupted 

by Roche because Roche could not answer the question: “What is m in p=mv? Is this m quantity of 

substance, is this m the invariant mass 2242 // cpcE −−−− , etc.?” [18]. 

 

One can also become familiar with crime of arXiv [19]. 
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