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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it offers a valuable interdisciplinary perspective by integrating ethical reasoning into economic theory through the concept of (de)merit goods. It challenges the conventional market-based framework by emphasizing the moral dimensions of economic decisions, thereby enriching both economic education and public policy analysis. By presenting a model course that introduces students to ethical considerations in economics, the paper provides a replicable pedagogical framework for educators. Ultimately, it contributes to a more holistic understanding of economics that is socially conscious and ethically grounded, which is essential in addressing complex global challenges.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	yes 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	 Yes 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	 
Please proper way to pint and details and discuss 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Not Proper 
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	

Yes 


	

	Optional/General comments

	
Strengths 
This paper effectively bridges economics and ethics through the lens of merit and demerit goods, based on Musgrave’s theoretical expansion. 
By emphasizing the ethical implications of economic policies such as free education or penalty taxation, it broadens students' understanding beyond market efficiency, fostering moral reasoning in economic decision-making. The inclusion of an actual course structure adds practical relevance and pedagogical value. 
The paper contributes significantly to interdisciplinary education by showcasing how philosophical reflection can enrich economic thought and teaching. This ethical framing deepens learners’ engagement, promoting socially responsible perspectives in future economists and policy makers.
Weaknesses 
While the paper compellingly connects ethics to economics, it may lack depth in exploring counterarguments from libertarian or market-centric viewpoints, possibly leading to a biased perspective. The justification for state intervention via (de)merit goods is presented as broadly acceptable without a nuanced discussion of differing cultural or political contexts. Furthermore, the paper could have better clarified how the proposed course adapts to varying educational levels and economic backgrounds. Lastly, the reliance on Musgrave’s framework might limit innovation in exploring alternative theories or interdisciplinary approaches from sociology, psychology, or behavioral economics.
Suggestions 
To strengthen the paper, the authors should incorporate a more balanced discussion by addressing criticisms of merit good theory, particularly from free-market advocates. Including diverse perspectives would enhance critical thinking and appeal to a broader academic audience. The course content could be expanded with case studies or comparative analyses of (de)merit goods implementation in different countries. Furthermore, integrating interdisciplinary insights—such as behavioral economics or social psychology—could offer students a more comprehensive view of ethical implications in economic policies. Clarifying the learning outcomes and assessment methods of the course would also enhance its practical applicability for educators.
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