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1. An innovative method was proposed to construct and optimize the landscape pattern of the Luojiang-Small Creek watershed in Northeast China.
2. 20 evaluation factors were selected from three dimensions of “natural environment-human society-landscape pattern” to establish the evaluation index system.
3. 17 potential ecological corridors and 22 potential ecological nodes were identified, and a comprehensive three-dimensional spatial ecological network was constructed.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article provides an innovative method for assessing the risk of human activities on landscape fragmentation in Northeast China Tiger and Leopard National Park. The authors have used 10-meter high-precision raster elements as the basic unit for landscape ecological risk evaluation, and 20 evaluation factors from three dimensions of “natural environment-human society-landscape pattern” to establish the evaluation index system. The results show that human social and landscape pattern factors have a more significant influence on the integrated ecological risk, while natural factors have a weaker influence on it. The article also presents 17 potential ecological corridors and 22 potential ecological nodes, which are beneficial for improving watershed ecosystem services. 
The trustworthiness and reliability of this article is generally good, as it is based on scientific research methods such as SPCA-RDA, MCR model, gravity model etc., which provide reliable data for analysis. Furthermore, the authors have provided detailed information about their research methods and results, which makes it easier to evaluate their findings objectively. However, there are some points that could be improved upon in terms of trustworthiness and reliability. For example, there is no discussion about possible risks associated with human activities on landscape fragmentation or any counterarguments that could be made against their findings. Additionally, there is no mention of any other studies or sources that could provide further evidence for their claims or provide alternative perspectives on the issue at hand. Therefore, while this article provides useful insights into landscape fragmentation in Northeast China Tiger and Leopard National Park, further research should be conducted to explore other aspects of this issue in order to gain a more comprehensive understanding of it.
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· Human activities and landscape fragmentation
· Ecological risk assessment methods
· Watershed ecosystem services
· Counterarguments to landscape fragmentation
· Alternative perspectives on landscape fragmentation
· Comprehensive understanding of landscape fragmentation
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