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Managed forest land currently covers 691.3 million hectares, that accounts for 77.1 % of all forest land in the Russian Federation. Total managed forest land increased by 81.8 million hectares from 1990 to 2021 due to conversion from unmanaged forest land.
Managed forests are defined as forests where systematic anthropogenic activities are carried out in order to fulfill the necessary social, economic and ecological tasks to ensure rational, continuous and sustainable forest management, reproduction,
protection, conservation and monitoring of forests. Targeted activities on the use, conservation, protection and reproduction of forests, carried out and regulated by national legislation, form the basis of sustainable forest management. In the Russian
Federation, forest management is defined as a system of anthropogenic (economic) activities for the rational management and use of forests in order to fulfill their respective ecological (including biological diversity), economic and social functions in a
sustainable manner. Forest management includes the set of the following activities: regular accounting, quantitative assessment and analysis of the state, spatial, temporal and resource dynamics of the forest fund; reforestation and forest maintenance;
protection and defense of forests from fires and other causes of forest plantation death; determination of the optimal size of forest harvesting (estimated cut); clear-cutting and thinning, harvesting of non-timber raw materials and other forest products. All
specially protected natural areas, including forests, are considered as “managed”.

Forests where according to the national legislation there is no obligation to implement a full set of the above measures (including measures to protect and extinguish forest fires) are excluded from managed forests.

The conversion of forest land from unmanaged to managed can also occur as a result of corporative forest management projects. This is the case of IPJSC RUSAL's forest fire protection initiative implemented on 504,986 hectares. The project area belonged
to the zone where firefighting activities were not carried out if fires did not threaten infrastructure and settlements. Starting from 2019, the Company conducts aerial patrolling of the territory. Therefore, from 2019, the net absorption of forests in the area
including GHG emissions from transport use is accounted for in the NIR
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Digital map of lands prepared by the Space Research Institute - http://carbon.geosmis.ru/
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