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Abstract: In this study, radon concentrations were measured in the air of nineteen  schools, including six secondary 

schools and thirteen primary schools in Karbala city using the passive accumulative technique, which includes solid-state 
nuclear track detectors LR-115 type II and CN-85 By Kodak, pathe, France with thickness 12 micrometers. Radon 

concentrations ranged from 13.140±4.11 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 to 38.439±6.79 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 and ranged from 13.842±2.35 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 to 

36.867±4.28 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 with an average value(25.408±4.54 and 25.317±3.15) 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 in closed dosimeters for LR-115 and 

CN-85 detectors respectively, also in open dosimeters ranged from 15.719±7.30 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 to 51.825±28.26 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 and 

varied from 17.269±3.90 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 to 46.872±4.74 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 with an average of (36.253±5.23and 34.732±4.36) 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 in LR-

115 and CN-85 detectors, respectively. The mean of annual effective dose was 0.028 𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦 and 0.020 𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦 for closed 

dosimeters , whereas in open dosimeters the mean of annual effective dose was 0.048 𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦 and 0.032 𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦 in LR-115 

and CN-85 detectors, the mean value of lung cancer cases per year per million person was found 0.859 and 0.580 in open 

dosimeters ,and the mean was 0.496 and, 0.366 in closed dosimeters of LR-115 and CN-85, respectively. The results of this 

study were lower than the normal limits of radiation (200-300) 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3according to ICPR  
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1 Introduction 

Radon  is a noble gas that is one of the natural radioactive 

decay products of radium resulting from the disintegration 

of uranium . Radium is present in the earth at rates that can 

be considered fixed because of its half-life of 1600 y, and 

radon is emitted from the soil into the atmosphere [1] . 

A number of techniques have been used to measure the 

concentrations of Rn -222 and its decaying products in the 

environment. Three characteristics were used to describe 

radon measurement techniques: (i) whether the technique 

measured Rn -222  or its daughter's products; (ii) time  

 

 

accuracy; and (iii) radiation detection of the transmission 

type either with alpha or beta particles or gamma radiation 

due to radioactive decay [2].However, humans are exposed 

to sources of natural radiation activity, being radon and its 

progeny breathing air responsible for more than 50% of the 

annual dose received from natural radiation [3]. Radon has 

half-life T1/2 = 3.82 days that is decay naturally reaching 

the final stable daughter of lead. When radon is inhaled, the 

intensity of alpha-ionized particles emitted from short-term 

sedimentation produces radon decay products (Po-218 and 

Po-214) with biological tissue in the lungs, leading to DNA 

damage[4]. Radon is a gas but its daughter Po-218 and Po-

214 are solid particles that are associated with air molecules 

and may therefore be inhaled directly. Not everyone who 

breathes radon decay products will develop lung cancer. 

Individual risk of lung cancer from radon depends mostly 

on several factors: radon level, exposure period and 
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smoking habits of people. The risk increases as an 

individual is exposed to higher levels of radon for a longer 

period of time [5]. In addition, soil, groundwater and 

drinking water from the main sources can contribute to the 

upgrading of radon in the air of school buildings, because 

some of the nuclei associated with natural radioactive 

sequential may degrade in water, especially underground 

water, where the precipitant researchers in many studies 

and research to find out [6-10]. 

The aim of this study is to measure the concentrations of 

radon in the air of nineteen schools in Karbala, calculate the 

annual effective dose of radon as well as the number of 

students who may be exposed to lung cancer due to 

inhalation of radon in the air from school buildings. 

2 Study Areas 

Karbala is the center of the province of Karbala, located in 

the center of Iraq, passing through its territory. The 

geography of the Hussainya River, a branch of the 

Euphrates River (29 km), is bordered by Baghdad (105 km) 

from the city center to the north. Najaf governorate (74 km) 

to the south and south west and Babylon governorate (45 

km) to the south . Karbala occupies the northeastern part of 

Anbar province (112 km) to the north and north west from 

the province of Karbala. As shown in figure 1 .With 

latitude (32`, 34º-32`.37º N), longitude (58`, 43º-60`, 44º 

E). The area of Karbala is (2793 km2) [8]. 

 

3 Materials and Methods 

In this work, 19  schools were selected, including thirteen 

primary schools and six secondary schools for girls in 

Karbala, Iraq. The long-term passive cumulative technique 

method, which contains two types of nuclear track detectors 

 CN-85 (𝐶6𝐻18𝑂5𝑁2)𝑛  and LR-115 (𝐶12𝐻17𝑂16𝑁3 ) 𝑛  with 

a thickness of 12 micrometers, were used to measure radon 

concentrations in the air of school buildings. The 

cumulative passive dosimeters are a 6.8 cm diameter plastic 

cup with a height of 4.6 cm, one open to allow radon 

isotopes, while the other is closed with a 3 cm hole covered 

with 0.5 cm thick sponge in the top cover of the roller to 

ensure that only the radon entered, to detectors as shown in 

figure 2 . LR-115 type II  and CN-85 were cut into square 

pieces (1 × 1) cm2 and installed in the bottom of the plastic 

cup in a two-sided adhesive placed at a height of 2 meters 

above the floor. A number was placed on all the reagents 

(LR-115 type II  and CN-85) for the purpose of 

distinguishing them when making calculations and results. 

Then ,the dosimeters are kept in the school buildings from  

27/11/2017 to 3/3/2018 in schools for three months in 
winter season . The samples are then collected and the 

reagents are removed from the dosimeters and cleaned from 

the dust. After that the electrochemical etching of LR-

115typeII and CN-85 singly was started to show the nuclear 

tracks of the alpha particles on the detector surface 

using sodium hydroxide solution at 2.5M at 60 ° C for 90 

minutes. After removing the reagents from the solution and 

washing them with well distilled water and drying them in 

the air, the number of alpha particle pathways is calculated 

on the detector surface using an optical microscope with 

100X magnification. 

4 Results and Discussion 

The concentration of radon in the air of school buildings for 

both CN-85 and LR-115 type-II nuclear detectors is 

measured in the following equations [11, 12] : 

           𝐶(𝐵𝑞/𝑚3)=  
𝜌

𝐾𝑇
                                           (1)              

 where, 𝜌 is the surface density of tracks on the LR-115 and 

CN-85 detectors which is measured( Track.cm-2 ) , T is the 

exposure time (day) and K is the calibration factor to 

convert track density to the radon concentration[Track.cm-2 

/ Bq.m-3 

day]. The calibration factor (K) value was determined by 

the calibration process which used standard  radon 

source(radium-226) and used the following equation [12]  : 

                 𝐾 =
 𝜌ₒ 

𝐶𝑜tₒ
                                                (2) 

Where Co (1.126×107) 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 is the activity density of the 

calibration chamber (standard radon concentration) Co= A / 

V .Where: A=3.989 KBq (activity) ,V (dosimeter volume ) 

V=π r2 L.  Where: r =5 cm, L=5 cm  , to is the calibration 

exposure time for the calibration process (35 min) , 𝜌ₒ is the 

number of tracks per cm2 on the LR-115 and CN-85   

detectors. 

The calibration experiment performed for LR-115 and CN-
85 track detectors that is calibrated at a nuclear lab in the 

physics department at the Faculty of Science at Kerbala  

University. Five LR-115type II detectors and five CN-85 

 

 

 

 

 

 



J. Rad. Nucl. Appl. 4, No. 1, 25-34 (2019) / http://www.naturalspublishing.com/Journals.asp  27 
 

 

© 2019 NSP 
Natural Sciences Publishing Cor. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 
Fig. 1:  Map of Karbala city and samples of schools. 

 
Fig. 2: Closed and open passive cumulative dosimeters. 
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detectors were used in the calibration process and subjected 

to radon source concentration  by using Ra- 226 with an 

effective 4 KBq for 35 minutes. The detectors were placed 

them in a barrel length of 11 cm and diameter of 10 cm and 

exposed to the radioactive element Ra -226 on distance 5 

cm from the detectors. The average value of the calibration 

factor for LR-115 and CN-85 detectors  that were found 

equal to (0.285 and 0.256 Track.cm-2 / Bq.m-3 day)  

respectively. 

After the determination of the radon concentrations for all 

closed (𝐶𝑐) and open (𝐶𝑜)  dosimeters, the equilibrium 

factor(F) between radon and its isotopes can be calculated 

from the following formula [11, 13] : 











o

c

C

C
baF exp                                                     (3) 

Where a and b are constants magnitude 15 and 7.5  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Respectively. The annual effective dose (AED) can be 

obtained in terms of 𝑚 𝑆𝑣/𝑦  for both closed and open 

dosimeters for all detectors using the relationship [14, 15] 

          AED (𝑚 𝑆𝑣/𝑦) = C × F × H × T × D                     (4)                    

Where; C: represent radon concentrations for both closed 

and open dosimeters. H is the occupancy factor  in schools 

which is equal to (0.13) and (T) is the time in hours in a 

year, T=7860 h/y, D  is the dose conversion factor which is 

equal to [9×10-6 (𝑚 𝑆𝑣) / (Bq.h.m-3)].  

The lung cancer cases per year per million person (CPPP), 

was obtained using the relation [16-18]  

(CPPP) = AED × (18×10-6 /𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦)                                (5) 

Table 1 shows the names and locations of the schools in the 

neighborhoods of Karbala and the special code in each 

school for the purpose of distinguishing between them.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 1: School name , locations and code numbers in Karbala city. 

School name Locations codes School name Locations Codes 

Ramallah  primary  Saif Saad S1 

Al Qimah primary 

 

Frehaa 

S11 

Fatima Al- zahra 

primary  
Taiun S2 

Al Sharqia 

primary 

Al abassia 

Al Sharqia S12 

Nahj Al - Balaghah 

primary 
Benaa ALjahiz S3 

Al Sahaba 

primary 

Al gadeer 

S13 

Al Kawakeb Frehaa S4 

shuhada' Mu'tah 

secondary 

Saif Saad 

S14 

Al - Wadq primary Molhk Al fairs S5 

Nahj Al-alaghah 

secondary 

Benaa ALjahiz 

S15 

Al- Fatat primary Salam S6 

Al- Nagah 

secondary 

Al Eskan 

S16 

Al - Maysam 

primary 
Sumod S7 

Nazik Al -

Malayikih 

secondary 

Ramadan 

S17 

Al- Wydad primary

   
Al-Hussein  S8 

AL Rawdatain 

Secondary girls 
Bab Toureej S18 

Ashab AL-kesaa 
primary 

Moadafeen 
S9 

Al Thurai 
secondary 

Al Naser S19 

Ouhran primary  Al gadeer S10   
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The final results reached are summarized in Table 2 , from 

this table, we observe that the radon concentrations in CN-

85 detectors for closed dosimeters varied from 

13.842±2.35 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 to 36.867±4.28 𝑞/𝑚3with an average 

value 25.317±3.15 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3, whereas in open dosimeters 

ranged from 17.269±3.90 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 to 46.872±4.74 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 

with an average value 34.732±4.36 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3. As for the LR-

115 type II detectors, the radon concentrations in closed 

dosimeters varied from 13.140±4.11 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 to 

38.439±6.79 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 with mean value 25.408±4.54 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 

, also in open dosimeters ranged from 15.719±7.30 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 

to 51.825±7.74 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 with mean 36.253±5.23 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3  as 

shown figure 3 ,all results are lower than  the radon levels 

(200-300) 𝐵𝑞/𝑚3 which are recommended by ICRP. 

Annual effective dose was varied from 0.003 𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦 to 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

0.090 𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦 and varied from 0.003 𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦 to 0.086 

𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦  the mean value of annual effective dose was 0.028 

𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦 and 0.020 𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦 for closed dosimeters in LR-115 

and CN-85 respectively also varied from 0.003 𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦 to 

0.188 𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦 and varied from 0.003 𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦 y to 0.176 

𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦 with an average value 0.048 𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦 and 0.032 

𝑚𝑆𝑣/𝑦 for open dosimeters ,as shown figure 4 ,the mean of 

lung cancer cases per year per million person was found 

0.496 and 0.366 in open dosimeters for LR -115 and CN-85 

respectively, whereas 0.859 ,0.580 in open dosimeters for 

LR -115 and CN-85 respectively. In figure 5 shows an 

excellent correlation (R2=1) between lung cancer cases per 

million per person and annual effective dose for LR -115 

and CN -85  in open dosimeters and closed dosimeters as 

shown in figure 5 and figure 6.  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Fig. 3: Radon concentrations for open and closed and dosimeters by LR-115 and CN-85 detectors in the air of selected 

schools in Karbala city. 

 
 

Fig. 4:  Annual effective dose (AED) in the air of selected schools by LR-115 and CN-85 detectors. 
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Table 2. Radon concentration (C) for open(O) and closed (C) dosimeter(D) ,annual effective dose (AED) and lung 

cancer cases per year per million person (CPPP) for the selected schools  in Karbala city using( LR-115 and CN-85) 

detectors. 

Code D 

LR-115 CN-85  

C 

Bq/m3 

AED 

mSv/y 
6CPPP/10 

C 
3Bq/m 

AED 

mSv/y 
6CPPP/10 

S1 
O 43.228±6.37 0.021 0.380 42.760±4.43 0.029 0.517 

C 33.158±5.95 0.016 0.291 30.973±4.84 0.021 0.375 

S2 
O 34.140±4.23 0.026 0.465 33.441±5.24 0.017 0.314 

C 24.193±4.29 0.018 0.329 25.355±4.56 0.013 0.238 

S3 
O 39.421±5.93 0.022 0.391 35.771±3.34 0.010 0.178 

C 29.596±5.28 0.016 0.294 30.152±4.20 0.008 0.150 

S4 
O 48.018±6.01 0.057 1.017 40.568±4.45 0.012 0.210 

C 31.193±5.75 0.037 0.661 33.989±4.73 0.010 0.176 

S5 
O 15.719±7.30 0.005 0.082 18.091±4.86 0.004 0.078 

C 13.140±4.11 0.004 0.069 15.596±5.11 0.004 0.067 

S6 
O 23.211±6.11 0.012 0.212 23.025±6.03 0.009 0.161 

C 17.684±9.51 0.009 0.161 18.365±4.23 0.007 0.128 

S7 
O 23.579±3.69 0.006 0.104 26.177±4.69 0.019 0.334 

C 20.263±3.11 0.005 0.089 18.776±3.12 0.013 0.240 

S8 
O 50.228±5.80 0.072 1.295 46.872±4.45 0.039 0.702 

C 31.315±6.62 0.045 0.807 27.548±3.93 0.027 0.488 

S9 
O 41.632±7.69 0.011 0.197 43.035±5.53 0.054 0.979 

C 35.358±7.12 0.009 0.167 27.548±4.34 0.035 0.627 

S10 
O 22.474±7.03 0.066 1.194 44.268±6.10 0.079 1.419 

C 42.358±3.57 0.041 0.730 26.314±3.02 0.047 0.843 

S11 
O 25.912±3.82 0.006 0.115 25.218±4.88 0.014 0.252 

C 44.211±3.33 0.006 0.099 18.913±2.47 0.010 0.189 

S12 
O 26.526±5.72 0.076 1.359 39.471±4.34 0.028 0.511 

C 25.053±4.34 0.045 0.815 28.232±3.72 0.020 0.366 

S13 
O 44.333±7.24 0.010 0.184 45.776±4.85 0.022 0.395 

C 38.439±6.79 0.009 0.159 35.223±3.88 0.017 0.304 

S14 
O 31.439±3.69 0.009 0.155 29.055±5.93 0.012 0.211 

C 26.526±2.87 0.007 0.131 23.025±2.56 0.009 0.167 

 

S15 

O 40.158±5.82 0.161 2.898 44.405±5.66 0.176 3.170 

C 19.526±4.17 0.078 1.409 21.654±2.86 0.086 1.546 

S16 
O 51.825±7.74 0.149 2.677 46.872±4.74 0.020 0.356 

C 27.50±5.06 0.079 1.421 36.867±4.28 0.016 0.280 

S17 
O 21.614±2.44 0.003 0.060 17.269±3.90 0.007 0.117 

C 19.895±2.17 0.003 0.055 13.842±2.35 0.005 0.094 

S18 
O 43.925±5.61 0.011 0.205 26.725±4.64 0.003 0.060 

C 21.000±3.84 0.009 0.160 25.355±3.15 0.003 0.057 

S19 
O 22.474±6.13 0.009 0.157 31.111±4.12 0.059 1.063 

C 17.930±3.52 0.007 0.125 18.228±2.99 0.035 0.623 

AV 
O 36.253±5.23 0.048 0.859 34.732±4.36 0.032 0.580 

C 25.408±4.54 0.028 0.496 25.317±3.15 0.020 0.366 

Min 
O 15.719±7.30 0.003 0.060 17.269±3.90 0.003 0.060 

C 13.140±4.11 0.003 0.055 13.842±2.35 0.003 0.057 

Max 
O 51.825±7.74 0.188 3.383 46.872±4.74 0.176 3.170 

C 38.439±6.79 0.090 1.616 36.867±4.28 0.086 1.546 
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In table 3.  The results in this study  were compared with 

previous local , Arab and international studies, when using 

CN-85  , radon concentration that was observed to be close 

to the result in Pakistan [19] and  less than those of other 

researchers in  Pakistan (Muzaffarabad)  [20] , Pakistan 

(Skardu) [21] , Pakistan [22] and Pakistan (Bahimber) [23] . 

In the case of LR-115 type II detector, it was observed to be 

close to the results of some countries , including  Iraq 

(Kufa) [24] , Italian (Parma) [25], Greece (Patras) [26] and 

Tunis [27] , while the radon concentration were  lower than 

from Osijek [28], 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Turkey (Istanbul) [29], Egypt (Cario) [30], Greece 

(Patras) [31] , Turkey (Izmir) [32] .When comparing the 

results of the current study with other studies using the 

nuclear track detectors CR-39, our results were close to the 

results of previous studies in Palestine (Hebron) [33] , 

Kuwait [34] . While our results were lower than from other 

studies Iraq (Baghdad) [35], Iraq ( Karbala) [8],Saudi 

Arabia [36 ], Jordon (Amman) [37], Turkey( Batman ) [38 ], 

Pakistan (Punjab) [39]. The results of annual effective dose 

in all present study was lower than the results of the other 

studies, as shown in the table below. 

 
Fig. 5:  Correlation between Lung cancer cases per million per person with Annual Effective dose in open and closed 

dosimeters for  LR-115typeII detectors. 

 

 

 

 
Fig. 6: Correlation between Lung cancer cases per million per person with Annual Effective dose in open and closed 

dosimeters for  CN-85 detectors. 
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Table 3: Comparison of the present study in schools with others studied of many different countries. 

Country 
Detectors 

type 
Place of study )3C(Bq/m )1-AED(mSy Ref. 

Pakistan CN-85 Sitting rooms 28 - [19] 

Pakistan 

(Muzaffarabad 
CN-85 

Houses drawing 

room 
85 - [20] 

Pakistan , (Skardu 

) 
CN-85 Dwelling 111.34 - [21] 

Pakistan 

 
CN-85 Dwelling 95.1 2.38 [22] 

Pakistan 

(Bahimber) 
CN-85 Dwelling 48 1.05 [23] 

Iraq ,Kufa LR-115 
Technical Institute 

buildings   
21.567 0.544 [24] 

Italian (Parma) LR-115 
Kindergarten and 

schools 
30 0.5 [25] 

Greece 

(Patras) 
LR-115 Schools 35 0.2 [26] 

Tunisia (Tunis) LR-115 Schools 26.9 0.084 [27] 

Osijek LR-115 Schools 70.6 2. 8 [28] 

Turkey (Istanbul) LR-115 Schools 125 - [29] 

Egypt (Cairo) LR-115 Schools 57.6 0.85 [30] 

Greece (Patras) LR-115 Dwelling 38 0.9 [31] 

Turkey (Izmir) LR-115 University 161 0.79 - 4.27 [32 ] 

Palestine 

(Hebron) 
CR-39 School 34.1 1.76 [33] 

Kuwait  CR-39 School 16 0.97 [34] 

Iraq (Baghdad) CR-39 Dwelling 51.688 - [35] 

Iraq (Karbala) CR-39 Dwelling 62.071. 0.683 [8] 

Saudi Arabia CR-39 
Kindergarten and 

school 
74.67 - [36] 

Jordon (Amman) CR-39 Kindergarten 76.8 - [37] 

Turkey 

(Batman) 
CR-39 Schools 49 0.25 [38] 

Pakistan (Punjab) CR-39 Schools 52 0.49 [39] 

 

 

Iraq (Karbala) 

 

 

LR-115 

 

O 
Schools 

36.253 0.048 

Present 

study 
C 25.408 0.028 

CN-85 
O 

Schools 
34.732 0.032 

C 25.317 0.020 
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5 Conclusions 

 Radon concentrations were measured in the air of Karbala 

school buildings. Results obtained for radon concentrations 

were different from school to school due to several factors, 

including school design, ventilation methods, materials 

used in construction, and student behavior. These factors 

caused the difference in radon concentrations. However, 

measurements in Karbala were much lower than in many 

countries of the world. It is within permitted limits and does 

not pose a risk to human health according to ICPR (200-

300) Bq / m3 [40]. 

References 

[1] S. D. Chambers, et al., Towards a universal baseline 

characterisation of air masses for high-and low-altitude 
observing stations using Radon-222, Aerosol Air Qual. Res., 
16, 885-899, 2016. 

[2] A. El-Taher, An Overview of Instrumentation for Measuring 
Radon in Environmental Studies, Journal of Radiation and 
Nuclear Applications., 3, 135-141, 2018. 

[3] UNSCEAR, Sources and effects of ionizing radiation, 
United Nations New York, 2000. 

[4] D. S. K. Ting, WHO handbook on indoor radon: a 
public health perspective, ed: Taylor & Francis, 2010. 

[5] EPA, radon measurement in schools., 402-R-92-014, 1993. 

[6] A. El-Taher, Measurement of radon concentrations and their 
annual effective dose exposure in groundwater from Qassim 
area, Saudi Arabia, Journal of Environmental Science and 
Technology., 5, 475-481, 2012. 

[7] W. R. Alharbi, et al., Radon Concentrations Measurement 

for groundwater Using Active Detecting Method, American 
Scientific Research Journal for Engineering, Technology, 
and Sciences (ASRJETS)., 14, 1-11, 2015. 

[8] A. K. Hashim and E. J. Mohammed, Measurement of radon 
concentration and the effective dose rate in the soil of the 
city of Karbala, Iraq, J. Rad. Nucl. Appl., 1, 17-23, 2016. 

[9] S. Althoyaib and A. El-Taher, Natural radioactivity levels of 
radon, radium and the associated health effects in drinking 
water consumed in Qassim area, Saudi Arabia, J. Environ. 

Sci. Technol., 9, 208-213, 2016. 

[10] S. Althoyaib and A. El-Taher, Natural radioactivity 
measurements in groundwater from Al-Jawa, Saudi Arabia, 
Journal of Radioanalytical and Nuclear Chemistry., 304, 
547-552, 2015. 

[11] A. K. Hashim, A Study of Radon Concentration in the Soil 
and air of Some Villages in Irbid Governorate., M. Sc. 
Thesis, Yarmouk University, Jordan, 2003. 

[12] Y. Mayya, et al., Methodology for mixed field inhalation 
dosimetry in monazite areas using a twin-cup dosemeter 
with three track detectors, Radiation protection dosimetry., 
77, 177-184, 1998. 

[13] Z. Faj and J. Planinic, Dosimetry of radon and its daughters 

by two SSNT detectors, Radiation protection dosimetry., 35, 
265-268, 1991. 

[14] UNSCAER, Appendix I: Epidemiological evaluation of 
radiation induced cancer; Appendix G: Biological effects of 
low radiation doses, 2000. 

[15] A. A. Mowlavi, et al., Indoor radon measurement and 
effective dose assessment of 150 apartments in Mashhad, 
Iran," Environmental monitoring and assessment., 184, 

1085-1088, 2012. 

[16] H. Mansour, et al., "Measurement of indoor radon levels in 
Erbil capital by using solid state nuclear track detectors, 
Radiation measurements., 40, 544-547, 2005. 

[17] A. A. Abdullah, Internal and external radiation exposure 
evaluation amongst selected workers and locations in Iraq, 
Universiti Sains Malaysia, 2013. 

[18] S. Kansal, et al., Life time fatality risk assessment due to 
variation of indoor radon concentration in dwellings in 

western Haryana, India, Applied Radiation and Isotopes., 
70, 1110-1112, 2012. 

[19] M. Tufail, et al., Radon concentration in some houses of 
Islamabad and Rawalpindi, Pakistan, International Journal 
of Radiation Applications and Instrumentation. Part D. 
Nuclear Tracks and Radiation Measurements., 19, 429-430, 
1991. 

[20] M. Rafique, et al., Measurement and comparison of indoor 

radon levels in new and old buildings in the city of 
Muzaffarabad (Azad Kashmir), Pakistan: a pilot study, 
Radioisotopes., 58, 749-760, 2009. 

[21] M. Akram, et al., Measurement of radon concentration in 
dwellings of Skardu city, Pakistan, Radiation 
measurements., 40, 695-698, 2005. 

[22] A. Iqbal, et al., Indoor radon concentration: impact of 
geology in the 2005 Kashmir earthquake-affected Bagh 

area, Azad Jammu and Kashmir, Pakistan, Radioprotection., 
46, 373-385, 2011. 

[23] M. Rafique, et al., Estimation of annual effective radon 
doses and risk of lung cancer in the residents of district 
Bhimber, Azad Kashmir, Pakistan, Nuclear Technology and 
Radiation Protection., 26, 218-225, 2011. 

[24] A. A. Abojassim and A. A. Husain, Radon Concentrations 
Measurement in Dwellings of Kufa Technical Institute, Iraq 

Using LR-115 Nuclear Track Detector, Journal of Cell 
Science & Therapy., 1, 2015. 

[25] A. Malanca, et al., Indoor radon levels in kindergartens and 
play-schools from the province of Parma, Journal of 
environmental radioactivity., 40, 1-10, 1998. 

[26] H. Papaefthymiou and C. Georgiou, Indoor radon levels in 
primary schools of Patras, Greece, Radiation protection 
dosimetry., 124, 172-176, 2007. 

[27] S. Labidi, et al., Radon in elementary schools in Tunisia, 

Radioprotection., 45, 209-217, 2010. 

[28] J. Planinić, et al., Radon in schools and dwellings of Osijek, 
Journal of radioanalytical and nuclear chemistry., 191, 45-
51, 1995. 

[29] L. S. Y. A. Kurt , Y. Oktem, B. Akkus, E. Bozkurt, N. 

http://www.naturalspublishing.com/Journals.asp


34                                                                                            A.K. Hashim and S.S. Nayif .: Assessment of Internal Exposure … 

 

 

© 2019 NSP 
Natural Sciences Publishing Cor. 
 

Hafizoglu, F. C. Ozturk, O. Aytan, and A. Ertoprak. . 
Determination of indoor radon concentrations at the 
elementary schools of Fatih district in Istanbul, American 
Institute of Physics, 2016. 

[30] G. H. ABEL, Exposure of school children to alpha particles, 
2008. 

[31] H. Papaefthymiou, et al., Indoor radon levels and 
influencing factors in houses of Patras, Greece, Journal of 
Environmental Radioactivity., 66, 247-260, 2003. 

[32] T. ALKAN and Ö. KARADENIZ, Indoor 222Rn levels and 
effective dose estimation of academic staff in Izmir-Turkey, 
Biomedical and Environmental Sciences, 27, 259-267, 2014. 

[33] K.. Dabayneh, Indoor radon concentration measurements in 
Tarqumia girl schools at western Hebron region–Palestine, 
Isotope and Rad Res., 38, 1067-1077, 2006. 

[34] A. F. Maged, Radon concentrations in elementary schools in 
Kuwait, Health physics., 90, 258-262, 2006. 

[35] H. L. Mansour, et al., Measurements of radon-222 
concentrations in dwellings of Baghdad Governorate, Indian 
Journal of Applied Research., 4, 1-4, 2014. 

[36] T. M. A. Al-Mosa, Indoor Radon Concentration in 
Kindergartens, Play-and Elementary Schools in Zulfy City 
(Saudi Arabia), MSc. Thesis, Department of Physics and 
Astronomy at the College of Science-King Saud University, 
2007. 

[37] M. Kullab, et al., Study of radon-222 concentration levels 
inside kindergartens in Amman, Radiation measurements., 
28, 699-702, 1997. 

[38] N. Damla and K. Aldemir, "Radon survey and soil gamma 
doses in primary schools of Batman, Turkey," Isotopes in 
environmental and health studies., 50, 226-234, 2014. 

[39] S. Rahman, et al., Indoor radon survey in 120 schools 
situated in four districts of the Punjab Province—Pakistan, 
Indoor and Built Environment., 19, 214-220, 2010. 

[40] ICRP, International Commission on Radiological Protection 
Statement on Radon Ref. 00/902/09., 2009. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


