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The lecture explains that none of the solutions which are mentions mentioned by the reading is practical in order to slow down the decline rate of the frog populations, and solve their problems. There are three following reasons.

First, restricting the use of the pesticides by farmers neither is economical nor fair to them because in this way farmers will lose lots of their crops, and as a consequence, they will not be able to compete with other areas based on their yield, and it will be a severe disadvantage for them. This rebuts the reading which states that prohibiting farmers from using pesticides is a good idea in order to reduce the harm that pesticides cause to frog.

Second, the new treatment is complicated and expensive, and it will not applicable because it should be applied individually to each frog; each frog should be captured, and be treated. Moreover, this treatment does not pass to their offspring’soffspring, and it should be repeated over and over to be efficient for each generation. Again, this refutes the reading which claims that antifungal medication would protect sensitive frog population from infection.	Comment by Hamed Aalaee: Uncountable 

Finally, although protecting natural habitat including wetland will be a good idea, the biggest problem is global warming not the human activities. In the past few years,  global warming had contribution in wetlands drying out and many species extinction global warming led wetlands to dry out and many species to be extinct, so it seems unlikely that prohibiting human from using water on wetlands will be an effective way to save frog population. However, the reading mentions that if the lakes and marshes were better protected from excessive water use, frog population would recover.
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