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Indoor radon and lung cancer
Assessment of the various risk factors for lung cancer has found that indoor radon exposure is the primary
risk factor for lung cancer in never-smokers and the second ranked risk factor in ever-smokers [1, 2],
following tobacco. Radon exposure is responsible for approximately half of the total ionising radiation that
the average human being receives in a lifetime (followed in magnitude by medical radiation) and is the
largest source of natural ionising radiation [3]. Radon is a colourless, odourless and tasteless gas that
comes from the bedrock of the Earth’s crust. Radon 222 is the most dangerous and the most common
form of radon, from an epidemiological point of view, as 80% of all radon is radon 222. Indoor radon is
usually measured in becquerels per cubic metre, and 1 becquerel per cubic metre is equivalent to one
nuclear disintegration per second in such a volume. One nuclear disintegration releases one alpha particle.

Radon 222 is present in the decay chain of uranium 238 and therefore indoor radon concentration
depends directly on the uranium 238 content of the bedrock in which a house or workplace has been
built. Radon 222 has a half-life of 3.8 days and is therefore not risky by itself. The true risk is due to
short-lived decay elements (sometimes called “radon daughters”), which are polonium 218 and polonium
214. The chain ends with a stable lead isotope (lead 206). These two elements (along with radon 222)
release alpha particles when they decay in other elements. The continuous exposure to alpha particles may
cause lung cancer through a series of molecular changes in epithelial cells of the lungs and bronchus
following chronic exposure to alpha radiation. Radon exposure has also been recently associated with
epidermal growth factor receptor mutations and may be related to the occurrence of the now
well-characterised ALK translocation [4].

Radon was declared a human carcinogen by the International Agency for Research on Cancer (1988) [5]
and the US Environmental Protection Agency (1987) [6]. Since then, many countries have issued
recommendations protecting people from radon exposure. As radon concentration varies between and
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within countries, depending on bedrock characteristics, preventive measures differ between countries
depending on indoor radon probability. New guidelines or recommendations should tailor protective
actions to the expected radon levels.

As previously noted, exposure to indoor radon is a very well-characterised significant risk factor for lung
cancer in nonsmokers as well as in ex- and current smokers. Its relative risk exceeds that associated with
exposure to environmental tobacco smoke. The first studies on radon and lung cancer were performed in
miners [7, 8] and were followed by studies in the general population [9, 10]. Practically all these studies
observed a higher risk of lung cancer in participants with higher residential radon concentrations at home
compared to those with lower exposures. Two seminal studies on radon and lung cancer have been
performed in the general population. These were data pools of residential case-control studies performed
in North America and Europe, respectively. The North-American data pool included >8000 participants
from seven case-control studies, and observed that there was a linear and statistically significant association
between residential radon and lung cancer. For each 100 Bq·m−3 increase in residential radon
concentration, there was an 11% (95% CI 0–28%; p<0.05) increase in the risk of lung cancer [11]. The
European data pool included 13 case–control studies, with >21000 participants. It observed a linear and
statistically significant increase in the risk of lung cancer of 16% for each 100 Bq·m−3 (95% CI 5–31%)
[12]. These results encouraged the World Health Organization (WHO) to start the International Radon
Project, which concluded in 2009 with the release of the WHO Handbook of Indoor Radon, which
established a recommended action level of 100 Bq·m−3 [2].

Action levels on residential radon: who is right?
The available epidemiological evidence pushed many countries to establish action levels for residential
radon; however, similar regulatory action levels for radon at work have lagged behind. Some countries,
such as Spain, do not currently have an action level for residential radon nor do they have regulations
regarding radon protection in new buildings. Table 1 shows the action levels of different countries and
organisations for residential radon. In Europe, the recent Directive 2013/59/EURATOM (“Basic Safety
Standards for Protection Against the Dangers Arising from Exposure to Ionising Radiation”), released in
December 2013, established 300 Bq·m−3 as the action level for dwellings and workplaces [13]. According
to the WHO report on radon [2], 300 Bq·m−3 are equivalent to 10 mSv per year, which is equal to
receiving approximately an annual full chest CT. This action level contrasts with the 200 Bq·m−3 action
level enforced by other countries, such as the UK [14], Ireland [15] and Canada [16] or the 148 Bq·m−3

action level enforced by the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) since 1988 (half of
that proposed by the new European Directive) [6].

The first striking observation made by consulting table 1 is that disparities between the action levels are
the norm, with differences that are up to two-fold. This is the case between the USEPA action level and
the action level mandatory in Europe in 2018. A second conclusion that can be drawn from table 1 is that
some countries and institutions have lowered their action levels due to new scientific evidence. The
International Commission on Radiological Protection [17] and Canada [16] have lowered their action
levels in this way but other countries have not acted and do not yet have a radon action level for
residential settings.

TABLE 1 Action levels for residential radon enforced by different countries and organisations

Country/
organisation

Current action level (year established) Former reference level (year established)

USA (USEPA) 148 Bq·m−3 (1988)
WHO 100 Bq·m−3 (300 Bq·m−3 if 100 Bq·m−3

cannot be achieved) (2009)
N/A

EU 300 Bq·m−3 (2014) 200 Bq·m−3 for new dwellings and 400 for
dwellings already built (1993)

ICRP 300 Bq·m−3 (2011) 600 Bq·m−3 (2007)
UK 200 Bq·m−3 (target level 100 Bq·m−3) 200 Bq·m−3 (no target level)
Ireland 200 Bq·m−3 (2007) N/A
Canada 200 Bq·m−3 (2007) 800 Bq·m−3 (1988)
Spain N/A N/A
Germany N/A N/A

USEPA: United States Environmental Protection Agency; WHO: World Health Organization; EU: European
Union; N/A: not available; EU: European Union; ICRP: International Commission on Radiological Protection.
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There are also differences between countries regarding who should perform the radon testing, which radon
measurement devices should be used, and finally, who will carry out remediation activities in dwellings
that exceed recommended action levels. Homogeneous guidance on these aspects would be highly
recommended. Although radon measurement and remediation is not usually expensive, cost may be a
challenge in some places.

Radon action levels and risk of lung cancer
The use of different action levels clearly results in acceptable lung cancer risk levels that vary depending
upon the country in which people live. For example, the risk of lung cancer due to radon amongst
Americans would be half of that of Europeans. This information does not consider exposures other than
radon, e.g. the demonstrated interaction between residential radon and tobacco smoking in enhancing lung
cancer risk [10, 12, 18]. Residential radon has been found to produce lung cancer at radon concentrations
below the action level of 100 Bq·m−3 [10, 18], supporting the theory that no radon level is safe. Even
amongst never-smokers, residential radon has been observed to double the risk of lung cancer in those
exposed to ⩾200 Bq·m−3 compared to those exposed to <100 Bq·m−3 [19]. This risk is quite far below the
300 Bq·m−3 proposed by the new European Directive [13].

Indoor radon: a call for awareness
There is a real need for scientific societies to provide leadership through enhanced communication on this
topic. Indoor radon risk awareness could be most effectively tackled using a multidisciplinary approach,
which includes pneumologists, epidemiologists, oncologists, architects, industrial hygienists and others. But
the key role remains for pneumologists and public health authorities, because indoor radon is related to
lung cancer. Indoor radon at work is an important source of lung cancer risk in certain workplaces.
Fortunately, this issue has been addressed by the new European Directive [13]. Health professionals should
lobby and educate health authorities as well as the general public about radon exposure, as lung cancer is
an environment-borne disease. Radon exposure carries significant lung cancer risks that are too often
hidden in the residence or at work; these risks need renewed public health efforts (in concert with the
increasingly successful smoking cessation efforts) to raise awareness and thereby decrease exposure. These
efforts should also include smoking cessation programmes (for those who are exposed and who are not
exposed to indoor radon, given the interaction between tobacco consumption and radon exposure in the
risk of lung cancer). A consensus is also clearly needed regarding which radon exposure should be
considered safe and should make a difference between what is considered a target ideal level and an
admissable threshold. This consensus would avoid misperceptions from the general public on the radon
concentration that is the safest.

References
1 Health Risks of Radon. US Environmental Protection Agency. www.epa.gov/radon/health-risk-radon Date last

accessed: August 1, 2017.
2 World Health Organization. WHO Handbook on Indoor Radon: a Public Health Perspective. Geneva, World

Health Organization, 2009; p. 94.
3 Sources of Ionising Radiation. Radiological Protection Institute of Ireland. www.epa.ie/pubs/reports/radiation/

RPII_Fact_Sheet_Sources_Rad_13.pdf Date last accessed: August 1, 2017.
4 Ruano-Ravina A, Torres-Durán M, Kelsey KT, et al. Residential radon, EGFR mutations and ALK alterations in

never-smoking lung cancer cases. Eur Respir J 2016; 48: 1462–1470.
5 Radon (IARC Monographs on the Evaluation of Carcinogenic Risks to Humans). Lyon, International Agency for

Research on Cancer, 1988.
6 US Environmental Protection Agency. Radon Reference Manual. https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/9100I7MX.

txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1986%20Thru%201990&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&
SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQ
Field=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C86TH
RU90%5CTXT%5C00000022%5C9100I7MX.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%
7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&Def
SeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry
=1&slide Date last accessed: October 13, 2017.

7 Darby SC, Whitley E, Howe GR, et al. Radon and cancers other than lung cancer in underground miners: a
collaborative analysis of 11 studies. J Natl Cancer Inst 1995; 87: 378–384.

8 Kreuzer M, Fenske N, Schnelzer M, et al. Lung cancer risk at low radon exposure rates in German uranium
miners. Br J Cancer 2015; 113: 1367–1369.

9 Field RW, Steck DJ, Smith BJ, et al. Residential radon gas exposure and lung cancer: the Iowa Radon Lung Cancer
Study. Am J Epidemiol 2000; 151: 1091–1102.

10 Barros-Dios JM, Barreiro MA, Ruano-Ravina A, et al. Exposure to residential radon and lung cancer in Spain: a
population-based case-control study. Am J Epidemiol 2002; 156: 548–555.

11 Krewski D, Lubin JH, Zielinski JM, et al. Residential radon and risk of lung cancer: a combined analysis of 7
North American case-control studies. Epidemiology 2005; 16: 137–145.

12 Darby S, Hill D, Auvinen A, et al. Radon in homes and risk of lung cancer: collaborative analysis of individual
data from 13 European case-control studies. BMJ 2005; 330: 223.

https://doi.org/10.1183/13993003.01609-2017 3

INDOOR RADON | A. RUANO-RAVINA ET AL.

http://www.epa.gov/radon/health-risk-radon
http://www.epa.gov/radon/health-risk-radon
http://www.epa.gov/radon/health-risk-radon
http://www.epa.ie/pubs/reports/radiation/RPII_Fact_Sheet_Sources_Rad_13.pdf
http://www.epa.ie/pubs/reports/radiation/RPII_Fact_Sheet_Sources_Rad_13.pdf
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/9100I7MX.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1986%20Thru%201990&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C86THRU90%5CTXT%5C00000022%5C9100I7MX.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1&slide
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/9100I7MX.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1986%20Thru%201990&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C86THRU90%5CTXT%5C00000022%5C9100I7MX.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1&slide
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/9100I7MX.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1986%20Thru%201990&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C86THRU90%5CTXT%5C00000022%5C9100I7MX.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1&slide
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/9100I7MX.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1986%20Thru%201990&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C86THRU90%5CTXT%5C00000022%5C9100I7MX.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1&slide
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/9100I7MX.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1986%20Thru%201990&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C86THRU90%5CTXT%5C00000022%5C9100I7MX.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1&slide
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/9100I7MX.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1986%20Thru%201990&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C86THRU90%5CTXT%5C00000022%5C9100I7MX.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1&slide
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/9100I7MX.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1986%20Thru%201990&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C86THRU90%5CTXT%5C00000022%5C9100I7MX.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1&slide
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/9100I7MX.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1986%20Thru%201990&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C86THRU90%5CTXT%5C00000022%5C9100I7MX.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1&slide
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/9100I7MX.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1986%20Thru%201990&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C86THRU90%5CTXT%5C00000022%5C9100I7MX.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1&slide
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/9100I7MX.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1986%20Thru%201990&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C86THRU90%5CTXT%5C00000022%5C9100I7MX.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1&slide


13 Basic Safety Standards for Protection Against the Dangers Arising from Exposure to Ionising Radiation. COUNCIL
DIRECTIVE 2013/59/EURATOM. https://ec.europa.eu/energy/sites/ener/files/documents/CELEX-32013L0059-EN-
TXT.pdf Date last accessed: October 13, 2017.

14 McColl NP, Miles JCH, Green BMR. Limitation of Human Exposure to Radon: Advice from the Health Protection
Agency. https://www.middevon.gov.uk/media/103705/limitation-of-human-exposure-to-radon.pdf Date last accessed:
October 13, 2017.

15 Irish Environmental Protection Agency. Radon gas in buildings. www.citizensinformation.ie/en/environment/
environmental_protection/radon_in_buildings.html Date last accessed: October 13, 2017. Date last updated:
August 1, 2017.

16 Government of Canada. Government of Canada Radon Guideline. www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/
environmental-workplace-health/radiation/radon/government-canada-radon-guideline.html Date last accessed:
October 13, 2017. Date last updated: November 24, 2009.

17 Lecomte J-F, Solomon S, Takala J, et al. ICRP Publication 126: Radiological Protection against Radon Exposure.
Ann ICRP 2014; 43: 5–73.

18 Barros-Dios JM, Ruano-Ravina A, Pérez-Ríos M, et al. Residential radon exposure, histologic types, and lung
cancer risk. A case-control study in Galicia, Spain. Cancer Epidemiol Biomark Prev 2012; 21: 951–958.

19 Torres-Durán M, Ruano-Ravina A, Parente-Lamelas I, et al. Lung cancer in never-smokers: a case-control study in
a radon-prone area (Galicia, Spain). Eur Respir J 2014; 44: 994–1001.

https://doi.org/10.1183/13993003.01609-2017 4

INDOOR RADON | A. RUANO-RAVINA ET AL.

https://ec.europa.eu/energy/sites/ener/files/documents/CELEX-32013L0059-EN-TXT.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/energy/sites/ener/files/documents/CELEX-32013L0059-EN-TXT.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/energy/sites/ener/files/documents/CELEX-32013L0059-EN-TXT.pdf
https://www.middevon.gov.uk/media/103705/limitation-of-human-exposure-to-radon.pdf
https://www.middevon.gov.uk/media/103705/limitation-of-human-exposure-to-radon.pdf
https://www.middevon.gov.uk/media/103705/limitation-of-human-exposure-to-radon.pdf
https://www.middevon.gov.uk/media/103705/limitation-of-human-exposure-to-radon.pdf
https://www.middevon.gov.uk/media/103705/limitation-of-human-exposure-to-radon.pdf
https://www.middevon.gov.uk/media/103705/limitation-of-human-exposure-to-radon.pdf
https://www.middevon.gov.uk/media/103705/limitation-of-human-exposure-to-radon.pdf
http://www.citizensinformation.ie/en/environment/environmental_protection/radon_in_buildings.html
http://www.citizensinformation.ie/en/environment/environmental_protection/radon_in_buildings.html
http://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/environmental-workplace-health/radiation/radon/government-canada-radon-guideline.html
http://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/environmental-workplace-health/radiation/radon/government-canada-radon-guideline.html
http://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/environmental-workplace-health/radiation/radon/government-canada-radon-guideline.html
http://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/environmental-workplace-health/radiation/radon/government-canada-radon-guideline.html
http://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/environmental-workplace-health/radiation/radon/government-canada-radon-guideline.html
http://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/environmental-workplace-health/radiation/radon/government-canada-radon-guideline.html
http://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/environmental-workplace-health/radiation/radon/government-canada-radon-guideline.html

	Action levels for indoor radon: different risks for the same lung carcinogen?
	Indoor radon and lung cancer
	Action levels on residential radon: who is right?
	Radon action levels and risk of lung cancer
	Indoor radon: a call for awareness
	References


