


Point 1: 	(a) Different economists use different data to study the same problem.
		(b) Facing the same problem, economists choose different econometric models and 		obtain different results.
		(c) The same problem presents opposite results in different backgrounds. For 			example, in data from different countries, variables show different relationships.
Point2:	(a) Some experiments may violate experimental ethics.
		(b) Some problems need to be verified by large-scale experiments, and large-scale 		experiments cannot be organized.
Point3:	(a) Compared with some sociologists, economists may face fewer arguments, 			because compared with many sociological issues, economic issues are easier to 			model and deal with, and data acquisition is more feasible.
		(b) There are more arguments among economists than among naturalists. Because 		economics is less experimental than natural science.
Point4:	I think that with the development of econometrics and applied statistics, we may be 		able to obtain more accurate models to study economic problems, and economics 		will 	also make some progress, but many economic problems that require large-			scale experiments cannot be solved.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Point5:  I don't think the difficulties of measurement have greatly hindered the progress of 		economics. We can see that new areas of economics, such as behavioral economics, 		have begun to study economics through some natural science means, such as group 		experiments, monitoring active brain regions, etc. The continuous improvement of 		data statistics and the progress of computer science have also contributed to the 			development of economics. For example, we can make up for the lack of data by 			building neural networks through AI.




