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The two cases present the interaction between different organisms from different trophic levels in an ecosystem. The similarities between the arctic tundra case and the Venezuelan jungle case are that in both cases, the addition of the organism at the highest trophic level led to a decrease to the organisms that are being fed by those organisms. In the tundra arctic case, the increase of the foxes led to a decrease in the seabird population. In the Venezuelan jungle case study, lack of predators led to an increase in herbivores and seed consumers, meaning that the increase of the predators would decrease the herbivores and seed consumers. The difference between the two case studies is that in the arctic tundra case, the predators (foxes) are increasing while in the Venezuelan jungle case, the predators are decreasing. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]In the arctic tundra case, the increase in foxes in an ecosystem is going to have a direct negative effect on the seabirds by decreasing the later population. A decrease in the seabird population is going to lead to an indirect positive effect on the soil nutrients and an indirect negative effect on the grass. In the Venezuelan jungle case, the decrease in predator has a direct positive effect on the herbivores because they are going to increase. However, this is going to lead to high consumption of vegetation by herbivores, thus, a decrease in predators has an indirect negative effect on the vegetation. In both cases, there was a feedback loop whenever there was either a direct or indirect positive effect. In arctic tundra, there are three types of trophic levels which are producers, primary consumers, secondary consumers, and tertiary consumers and predators while in the Venezuelan jungle case there are producers, primary consumers, and secondary consumers. 

