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(Some) Questions:
Do you find the case for mindless or mindful economics more compelling? Do you think all or most of current neuroeconomics is just potential? Do you feel that neuroeconomics has many of the same methodological flaws as behavioral economics? What do you make of the view that neuroeconomics contributes or inspires new hypotheses? Do you believe that neuroscience data can supplement revealed preference and survey responses about well-being? Are there any legal implications of the Coke v. Pepsi brain scan experiments? Are you troubled by the use of deception in some neuroeconomics experiments? Do you feel that neuroeconomics is likely to influence economics by introducing novel concepts, conventions & ideas into the culture of economic thinking?
