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1. A method was constructed to identify the impact risk area of human activity on Landscape Fragmentation Composite Index (LFCI) in Northeast China Tiger and Leopard National Park (NCTLNP).
2. Different human activities have different impact patterns on LFCI based on Generalized Additive Model (GAM).
3. The paper provides a reference for ecological risk assessment in nature reserves.
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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 “Quantitative assessment of the risk of human activities on landscape fragmentation: A case study of Northeast China Tiger and Leopard National Park” is a well-researched and comprehensive analysis of the effects of human activities on landscape fragmentation in the Northeast China Tiger and Leopard National Park. The authors provide an effective method to identify the impact risk areas of different human activities, as well as their spatiotemporal variation characteristics from 2015 to 2020. The article is reliable and trustworthy, as it is based on scientific research methods such as Generalized Additive Model (GAM) and provides evidence for its claims with data from field studies. 
However, there are some potential biases that should be noted. For example, the authors focus mainly on the effects of human activities on landscape fragmentation without considering other factors such as climate change or natural disasters that could also contribute to landscape fragmentation. Additionally, while the authors do mention possible risks associated with their findings, they do not explore them in depth or provide any recommendations for mitigating these risks. Furthermore, while the authors present both sides of the argument equally, they do not explore any counterarguments or alternative perspectives that could challenge their findings. 
In conclusion, this article is a reliable source of information about the effects of human activities on landscape fragmentation in Northeast China Tiger and Leopard National Park. However, it does have some potential biases that should be taken into consideration when interpreting its findings.
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· Climate change and landscape fragmentation
· Natural disasters and landscape fragmentation
· Mitigation strategies for landscape fragmentation
· Counterarguments to landscape fragmentation
· Alternative perspectives on landscape fragmentation
· Human activities and landscape fragmentation in Northeast China Tiger and Leopard National Park
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