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WATTLESS FLUX
By CARL HEriNg

The acceptance of the conception of what might be
called wattless flux wil] clarify the true meaning of that
admittedly ambiguous term self-inductance, about as
the conception of the wattless current clarified the
distinction between a trye resistance, g reactance and
an impedance. The basic distinction in both is rea]

vs. apparent energy, :
Flux is considered wattless, however, for 5 different
reason than in the case of current. It must be con-

resulting in the wattless ampere,

The components in the above cage which had been
included in the resultant, must then be considered as
wattless, but merely when computing the fotal
energy from the resultant, as each component, when
acting by itself, could generate trye energy. The
e.m.f. induced by cutting or linking them, being
independent of the energy in them, is not affected by
this wattless feature. The writer will discuss this
more in detail ang show how it effects self-inductance:
in a forthcoming;paper on a broader subject, .
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