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Abstract

The reduction of thoron (220Rn) influence on radon (222Rn) monitors by diffusion barriers may cause some 
deterioration of the quality of the radon measurements. Therefore, the best  compromise has to be found 
between ensured anti-thoron protection and deterioration of the quality of the radon measurements. In this 
report, the focus is on the additional inertia in the response introduced by passive diffusion barriers against 
thoron. The characteristic inertia time introduced by diffusion barriers is theoretically modeled for the levels 
of thoron interference down to 1%. Experiments were carried out with an active monitor working in diffusion 
mode, using its built-in diffusion barrier and with an additional diffusion barrier added. The experimental 
results showed very good correspondence with the estimates based on the theoretical model. In summary, 
when using passive diffusion barriers against thoron, the greater is the reduction in the thoron interference, the 
larger is the inertia time in the response of active monitors that are introduced.
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Although making radon measurements not inter-
fered by thoron has been a concern for decades, 
currently, many radon detectors that are used 

widely are still sensitive also to thoron (1). In the European 
Union, the implementation of the European Council 
Directive (2) needs dedicated research on metrology and 
quality assurance of radon measurements in the range of 
low concentrations (e.g. below 300 Bq/m3). To address 
these challenges, the European project MetroRADON 
was launched for the period 2017–2020. One of its work 
packages was focused on thoron interference on radon 
measurements and measures to reduce/eliminate it. 

The concept of thoron interference may be illustrated 
by the following example: Consider a radon monitor 
which, when exposed to a certain radon activity concen-
tration (or integrated activity concentration when the 
measurements are integrated), gives a signal/read-out ERn. 
When exposed to the same thoron (integrated) activity 
concentration, the signal/read-out is ETn. Then, the 
cross-interference of thoron on radon measurements is  
CI = ETn/ERn. Technical details of how this quantity is 
determined for active and passive radon monitors are 
given elsewhere (3). In the last years, different thoron 
exposure facilities were created, where the thoron interfer-
ence can be quantitatively studied (4–7).

The techniques to reduce thoron influence may be clas-
sified as passive (placing a diffusion barrier in the pathway 
through which radon and thoron penetrate into the detec-
tion volume) and active (e.g., using spectrometry discrim-
ination between radon and thoron, using ‘delay lines’, and 
counting in different time intervals) (3). There are two 
commonly used diffusion barriers to discriminate against 
thoron. In the first one, the diffusion is through thin poly-
mer foil (8), and in the second one, the diffusion is through 
small gaps/holes of the chamber (9). The polymer mem-
branes isolate the interior of the chamber from humidity, 
leaving radon to diffuse inside while stopping radon prog-
eny, thoron, and thoron progeny (8). While such chambers 
may eliminate thoron interference, a significant tempera-
ture bias may be introduced in radon results as shown in 
Refs. (10–12). Other types of diffusion chambers that are 
preferred nowadays include diffusion through small gaps 
or pinholes (9). However, such chambers cannot isolate 
the detector volume from the environment making the 
response influenced by moisture/humidity, and in addi-
tion, the thoron interference is not constant and may 
depend on the movement and turbulence of the surround-
ing air (9, 13).

Overall, it appears that reducing the thoron interfer-
ence may worsen the quality of the radon measurement. 
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Therefore, the measures to reduce thoron influence should 
be considered, together with their effect on the quality of 
radon measurements. One quality expected from active 
radon monitors, especially those used for diagnostics and 
control of mitigation, is their fast response to changes in 
radon concentrations (14). In this work, results on the 
inertia in the radon response of active monitors intro-
duced by diffusion barriers against thoron are reported.

Materials and methods
The penetration of radon by diffusion through foils has been 
examined and described in the literature (8, 12, 15, 16). An 
analytical description of the penetration by diffusion through 
pinholes can be found in Ref. (9). Consider a volume V in 
which radon diffuses through a barrier. The growth (from 
zero) of radon activity concentration inside the volume Cin, 
after placing the volume at constant ambient radon concen-
tration Cout, can be described by the expression (9, 17):
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and when placed at Cout = 0, the decrease of Cin [from ini-
tial level of Cin(0)] is:

	 C t Cin in eff� � � � � �� �0 exp ,� t � (1’)

where Cin and Cout are the concentrations in the volume and 
outside, λ is the decay constant (λRn for radon and λTn for 
thoron, respectively), t is the time after the start of exposure, 
λeff = λ+λd = λ+τ d

-1, where λd is the constant for the diffusion 
process and τ d  = λd

-1 is the ‘mean permeation time’ (7). The 
expressions for these parameters are as follows (17):

1.	 Volume V, one or more sides with total area S of  which 
are covered by a foil of thickness h made of a material 
of radon permeability P (8, 12):
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2.	 Volume V, in which radon/thoron diffuses through 
holes of total area A and length of one hole d:
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where Da is the diffusion coefficient of radon in air.
At equilibrium, the transmission or attenuation factor 

R for either radon or thoron is expressed as:

.	 R C
C
in

out d

� �
�

1
1 ��

� (4)

It should be noted that equation (2) is approximate and 
valid when h << LD, where LD is the diffusion length of 
radon/thoron in the material of the membrane  

(L DD � / � , where D is radon diffusion coefficient in the 
material). The general case has been considered elsewhere 
(12, 16). The case h<<LD is usually valid for 222Rn, and foils 
are commonly used as protective barriers (usually polyeth-
ylene foil of thickness <100 μm). For instance, at room 
temperature, the diffusion length of 222Rn in low-density 
polyethylene is about 1,500 μm, and in high-density poly-
ethylene, it is about 700 μm (18). Due to the much smaller 
half-life, the diffusion length of 220Rn is about two orders of 
magnitude smaller than that of 222Rn, and the approxima-
tion might not be valid for thoron so the exact expression 
for R given in Ref. (12) should be used for this isotope. 

Equation (4) gives an insight to the concept of reducing 
the thoron interference by diffusion barriers. Due to the 
great difference in decay constants of 222Rn and 220Rn, the 
transmission factor of thoron RTn is always less than the 
transmission factor of radon RRn: RTn < RRn and can be 
RTn<<RRn. If a detector of inherent thoron interference CI is 
additionally protected by a diffusion barrier of transmission 
factor of thoron RTn and that of radon RRn, the thoron inter-
ference of such an assembled monitor will be reduced to:

	 CIʹ CI
R
R
Tn

Rn

= � (5)

Results
As seen from equation (1), using diffusion barriers (gap/pin-
holes as well as polymer foils) always introduces an addi-
tional inertia in the response to a sudden change of radon. 
The reaction of the detector to a sudden change of radon 
concentration may be characterized by τ = 1/λeff which is the 
‘characteristic inertia time’ (usually in practice λd >> λRn, 
so τ ≈ τ d). This is, for example, the time needed for the concen-
trations in the protected volume to reach 63% (i.e., 1-e-1) of 
the equilibrium level, after a sudden change of the ambient 
concentration from zero to a constant nonzero value. We 
have used numerical modeling to calculate τ at different levels 
of reduction of the thoron interference, quantified by RTn/RRn 
[see equation (5)]. Figure 1 shows the introduced characteris-
tic inertia time. If thoron interference of less than 5% is tar-
geted, the additional inertia time introduced by the diffusion 
process may exceed 30 min, and if the target interference is 
<1%, the additional inertia time introduced may be >2 h.

These results should be taken into account when aiming at 
reducing thoron interference of active radon monitors. To 
study the reaction of instruments to sudden change of the 
radon concentration, experiments were carried out by an 
active monitor that cannot discriminate between radon and 
thoron. The instrument was an old version of AlphaGUARD 
(Genitron GmbH, Germany) radon monitor, which cannot 
discriminate between radon and thoron. The AlphaGUARD 
monitors use alpha spectroscopy by pulse ionization chamber 
of active volume of 0.56 L. The active volume is protected by 
a glass fiber filter that is permeable for radon but stops dust 
and radon progeny from the exterior. The instruments employ 
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a sophisticated algorithm for data processing based on alpha 
spectroscopy and pulse shape analysis (19). This algorithm 
discriminates the signal from radon progeny and sufficiently 
eliminates the inertia due to the radon progeny decay chain. 
The monitor operated in a diffusion mode with a 10-min 
measuring cycle. In this mode, radon/thoron diffuses into the 
detection volume through a filter that covers the entrance of 
the instrument, which serves as a built-in protective and diffu-
sion barrier of the instrument. In experiments described else-
where (3), it was found that in this mode, the thoron 
interference of the studied instrument is CI = (8.8 ± 1.3) %. 
To reduce this barrier, an additional diffusion barrier was 
made of a solid plate with a 1.3 cm2 square hole in the center 
(Fig. 2). With this additional diffusion barrier, the thoron 
interference was reduced about twofold to (4.23 ± 0.84) %. 

To study how this affects the reaction of the instrument 
to a sudden change in radon concentration, an experiment 
was performed in an isolated room with elevated levels of 
222Rn (in closed room conditions, the 222Rn concentrations 
are usually within the range 1,200–2,200 Bq m-3). First, the 
instrument was started in the room and operated until the 

readout is stabilized at a level typical for this room. After 
that, the instrument was quickly (within 1 min) taken out-
side the building – outdoors where the radon concentra-
tions were <10 Bq m-3. The change in the read-outs is 
shown in Fig. 3 (normalized to the first reading, that is, the 
concentration indoors). As clearly demonstrated, the 
decrease of readings is slower with the additional diffusion 
barrier placed, and the correspondence to the theoretical 
model (Fig. 1) is very good. This result also demonstrates 
that the inertia in the monitor response is mostly due to the 
inertia in the radon diffusion through the diffusion barrier.

Fig. 1.  Characteristic ‘inertia time’ introduced by diffusion 
barriers versus the reduction of the thoron interference by 
protecting the detectors with diffusion barriers. 

Fig. 2.  The radon monitor used in the experiments with the additional diffusion barrier. 

Fig. 3.  Decrease of the instrument readout without (▲) and 
with (●) additional barrier, after fast moving of the instru-
ment from a closed room where radon concentrations are 
high to outdoors at radon concentration <10 Bq m-3. The 
read-out is normalized to the last reading in the room – just 
before moving the instrument (2,160 ± 180 Bq m-3 for the 
experiment without additional barrier and 1,330 ± 100 Bq 
m-3 for the experiment with the diffusion barrier added). The 
curves represent the dependence exp(-t/τ), where τ is the 
characteristic inertia time, that correspond according to the 
model (Fig. 1), to the experimentally observed CI of  8.8%  
(τ = 13.9 min) and 4.23% (τ = 30.4 min) without and with the 
added diffusion barrier, respectively. 
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Conclusions
In this report, the additional inertia introduced in radon 
monitors by diffusion anti-thoron barriers was studied the-
oretically and experimentally. The experimental results 
about the introduced inertia correspond very well to the 
theoretical model. The greater is the reduction in the thoron 
interference by a diffusion barrier, the larger is the inertia in 
the response introduced. For instance, if the cross-interfer-
ence of <1% is to be reached, the characteristic inertia time 
may be more than 2 h. Although adding diffusion barriers 
to reduce thoron interference may be an easy and cost-effi-
cient option, this is more suitable when a fast reaction is not 
strongly required, for example, for radon monitors used for 
long-term measurements. This and other related studies 
coherently suggest that reducing/eliminating the thoron 
interference on radon monitors is a matter of finding the 
best compromise between thoron elimination and worsen-
ing the quality of radon measurements.

Acknowledgement
The author is grateful to DIAL Ltd. for the technical sup-
port of experiments and to Dr. Strahil Georgiev for pro-
viding the diffusion barrier used in the experiments.

Funding 
This work was supported by the project 16ENV10 
MetroRADON. This project has received funding from 
the EMPIR programme co-financed by the Participating 
States and from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 
Research and Innovation programme.

Conflict of interest
The author declares no potential conflicts of interest.

References

	 1.	 Tokonami S. Why is 220Rn (thoron) measurement important? 
Radiat Prot Dosimetry 2010; 141: 335–9. doi: 10.1093/rpd/ncq246

	 2.	 Council Directive 2013/59/EURATOM of 5 December 2013 lay-
ing down basic safety standards for protection against the dan-
gers arising from exposure to ionising radiation, and repealing 
Directives 89/618/Euratom, 90/641/Euratom, 96/29/Euratom, 
97/43/Euratom and 2003/122/Euratom. Official Journal of the 
European Union L 13/17.1.2014.

	 3.	 Pressyanov D, Mitev K, Dimitrova I, Georgiev S, Dutsov C, 
Michielsen N, et al. Report on the influence of thoron on radon 
monitors used in Europe including (i) procedures for checking 
their sensitivity to thoron, (ii) recommendations on the construc-
tion of radon monitors that are not sensitive to thoron and (iii) 
technical approaches aimed at reducing thoron-related bias in the 
radon signal in existing monitors. MetroRADON, Deliverable 
2, 2020. Available from: http://metroradon.eu/wp-content/
uploads/2017/06/D2_accepted.pdf [cited 11 January 2021].

	 4.	 Csordás A, Fábián F, Horváth M, Hegedűs M, Somlai J, Kovács 
T. Preparation and characterisation of ceramic-based thoron 
sources for thoron calibration chamber. Radiat Prot Dosimetry 
2015; 167(1–3): 151–4. doi: 10.1093/rpd/ncv234

	 5.	 de With G, Kovács T, Csordás A, Tschiersch J, Yang J, Sadler 
SW, et al. Intercomparison on the measurement of the thoron 

exhalation rate from building materials. J Environ Radioact 
2021; 228: 106510. doi: 10.1016/j.jenvrad.2020.106510

	 6.	 Pressyanov D, Mitev K, Georgiev S, Dimitrova I, Kolev J. 
Laboratory facility to create reference radon + thoron atmo-
sphere under dynamic exposure conditions. J Environ Radioact 
2017; 166: 181–7. doi: 10.1016/j.jenvrad.2016.03.018

	 7.	 Pornnumpa J, Oyama Y, Iwaoka K, Hosoda M, Tokonami S. 
Development of radon and thoron exposure systems at Hirosaki 
University. Radiat Environ Med 2018; 7(1): 13–20.

	 8. 	Ward III WJ, Fleischer RL, Mogro-Campero A. Barrier tech-
nique for separate measurements of radon isotopes. Rev Sci 
Instrum 1977; 48: 1440–1. doi: 10.1063/1.1134915

	 9.	 Sahoo BK, Sapra BK, Kanse SD, Gaware JJ, Mayya YS. A 
new pin-hole discriminated 222Rn/220Rn passive measurement 
device with single entry face. Radiat Meas 2013; 58: 52–60. doi: 
10.1016/j.radmeas.2013.08.003

10.	 Fleischer RL, Giard WR, Turner LG. Membrane-based ther-
mal effects in 222Rn dosimetry. Radiat Meas 2000; 32: 325–8. doi: 
10.1016/S1350-4487(00)00046-9

11.	 Tommasino L. Concealed errors in radon measurements and 
strategies to eliminate them. Presented at the 8th Int. Conf. on 
Protection against Radon at Home and Work, Prague, 12–16 
September 2016.

12.	 Pressyanov D, Dimitrov D. The problem with temperature 
dependence of radon diffusion chambers with anti-thoron bar-
rier. Rom J Phys 2020; 65: 801.

13.	 Omori Y, Shimo M, Janik M, Ishikawa T, Yonehara H. Variable 
strength in thoron interference for a diffusion-type radon moni-
tor depending on ventilation of the outer air. Int J Environ Res 
Public Health 2020; 17: 974. doi: 10.3390/ijerph17030974

14. 	Pressyanov D, Dimitrov D, Dimitrova I, Georgiev S, Mitev K. 
Novel approaches in radon and thoron dosimetry. AIP Conf 
Proc 2014; 1607: 24–33. doi: 10.1063/1.4890699

15.	 Durcik M, Havlik F. Experimental study of radon and thoron 
diffusion through barriers. J Radioanal Nucl Chem. Articles 
1996; 209: 307–13. doi: 10.1007/BF02040465

16.	 Mosley RB. Description of a method for measuring the dif-
fusion coefficient of thin films to 222Rn using a total alpha 
detector. Proc. 1996 AARST International Radon Symposium 
29.9–02.10.1996, Haines City, FL, USA.

17.	 Holmgren O, Turtiainen T, Mitev K, Pressyanov D. Review of 
potential techniques and materials to reduce the influence of 
thoron on radon measurements and calibrations (2018). Available 
from: http://metroradon.eu/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/A2.3.1-
Review-techniques-to-reduce-influence-of-thoron.pdf [cited 14 
January 2021].

18.	 Pressyanov D, Georgiev S, Dimitrova I, Mitev K, Boshkova T. 
Determination of the diffusion coefficient and solubility of radon 
in plastics. Radiat Prot Dosimetry 2011; 145: 123–6. doi: 10.1093/
rpd/ncr069

19.	 AlphaGUARD: portable radon monitor. User manual. Available 
from: https://www.bertin-instruments.com/?attachment_id=6492 
[cited 14 January 2021].

*Dobromir S. Pressyanov
Faculty of Physics
Sofia University “St. Kliment Ohridski”
5 James Bourchier Blvd.
BG-1164 Sofia, Bulgaria
Email: pressyan@phys.ubi-sofia.bg

http://dx.doi.org/10.35815/radon.v3.7574
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/rpd/ncq246
http://metroradon.eu/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/D2_accepted.pdf
http://metroradon.eu/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/D2_accepted.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/rpd/ncv234
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvrad.2020.106510
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvrad.2016.03.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1134915
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.radmeas.2013.08.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1350-4487(00)00046-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17030974
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4890699
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02040465
http://metroradon.eu/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/A2.3.1-Review-techniques-to-reduce-influence-of-thoron.pdf
http://metroradon.eu/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/A2.3.1-Review-techniques-to-reduce-influence-of-thoron.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/rpd/ncr069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/rpd/ncr069
https://www.bertin-instruments.com/?attachment_id=6492
mailto:pressyan@phys.ubi-sofia.bg

