The reading asserts that the declines of frog populations have consequences on ecosystems. So, the author presents three methods for solving the problem and slowing down the decline in frog populations. The lecturer, however, finds the methods dubious and casts doubt on the theories proposed by the reading passage. 
The author argues that by prohibiting farmers to usefrom using the pesticides, which are chemicals and can harm frogs/ if farmers are prohibited from using the pesticides, which are chemicals and can harm frogs, frog populations can be controlled. Conversely, the lecturer brings up the idea that this method is not economically practical or fair. In other words, by prohibiting farmers from using pesticides that decrease their crops’/crop losses, farmers cannot stay competitive in the market. Moreover, some farmers whose land is near the frogs’ habitats lose more crops because of this stricter law. 
Furthermore, the reading passage holds the view that by killing the skin fungus with heat, which has deadly effects on frogs, they can treat frogs or prevent infection. On the contrary, the professor underlines the fact that it is a difficult way to treat them because the treatments must be applied individually to each frog. Furthermore, this fungus passes onto the frogs' offspring too. So, they must treat them again and again. As a result, this method is very complicated and expensive.
Finally, the reading asserts that by protecting lakes from excessive water use, they can save the natural habitats where which been threatened.  The speaker dismisses this issue due to the fact that protecting the lakes will not save the frog populations. In other words, the prominent cause of the disappearance of the lakes is global warming. As a result, prohibiting people from excessive water use cannot save lakes that disappear because of global warming.
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