
The article talks about how the agnostids have lived and provides three theories corresponding the potential ways of it. conversely, the professor believes that each of the theories has a serious weakness and provides some reasons to refute them.
[bookmark: _GoBack]First, the passage states that the agnostids might be a free-swimming predator that caught the tiny animals and ate them. However, the professor rejects this theory by telling us that the free-swimming predators have large and sharp eyes which help them find their prey in open oceans. But the agnostids had tiny and weak ayes, and sometimes they were completely blind. In addition, there is no evidence about other sensitive organs that help them to hunt their prey in large seas and oceans.
Second, the caption explains that they might be the seafloor dwellers. On the contrary, the professor underlines the fact that the seafloor dwellers have not the ability to swim fast and far. They usually remain in a certain area. The evidence of agnostids has shown many species of agnostids in multiple geographical locations revealing they were able to swim from one place to another very fast.
Third, the essay asserts that they might be a kind of parasite living on a host animal such as bigger fishes. In contrast, the professor holds on an opposite viewpoint by claiming that the population of parasites is limited. Since if they were in a large population, they would kill off the host organisms on a large scale. The fossil records have illustrated that the population of agnostids was very large, which rules out this theory.
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