TPO 48
The reading claims that the there are three suggestions for preventing frog populations decline. However, the lecturer finds all the ideas dubious and presents some evidence to refute them all.
The author argues that pesticides are a danger for the frog populations which are live near the farmland. The farmers use pesticides for protecting crops such as corn and sugarcane from insects. These pesticides attack the nervous system of frogs and cause a birthing breathing problem for them. Author The author suggested whether if farmers who have farmland near frogs’ habitat did not use pesticides, frogs would have a clean habitat. Conversely, the lecturer brings up the idea that forbids forbidding using pesticides is not an economical and fair decision. Farmers use these materials to producing produce more grateful products. If the farmers who are near frogs' habitats reduced using pesticides, they would not have high-quality product than  compared to the other farmers who are not close to that habitat.
Furthermore, the reading passage holds the view that fungus can be the other problem for the population. They kill the frogs by dehydration because they cause thickening of the skin. Researchers find a way for this problem that is using antifungal medication and treatment that kills the fungal fungus with heat. For better results, they should do this on a large scale. On the contrary, the professor underlines the fact that using antifungal or killing them by heat on a large scale is so difficult, so because they should do it individually for each frog. The other problem is, this method must be repeated again and again for each new generation of frogs since those antifungals do not pass from parents to offspring.
Finally, the reading asserts that threatened the threat to the natural habitats of frogs is the third problem that makes the danger. Frogs are dependent on water and wetland habitats that, but humans threatened these habitats by their activities, so if humans reduced their activities on special wetland habitats like lakes and marshes, the population of frogs would be safe. In contrast, the speaker dismisses this issue due to the fact that reducing human activities and not using water for development cannot maintain frog populations because the serious problem is not how much water human use. However, the real issue is the global warming that causes disappearance of much water in habitats, so we should find a solution for global warming.
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