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From October 2004 to May 2022, the concentration of radon in the air was measured at a depth
of 700 m in the Yangyang underground laboratory. The average rates in the two experimental areas,
called A6 and A5, were measured as 53.4±0.2 Bq/m3 and 33.5±0.1 Bq/m3, respectively. The lower
rate in the A5 area was caused by the improved temperature control and ventilation. In particular,
these radon rates are correlated to the local temperature of the area, with a correlation coefficient
r = 0.22. Therefore, the radon rates displayed a seasonal variation, because the local temperature
driven by the overground season influences air ventilation in the experimental areas. A cosine fit on
the annual residual rates exhibited the maximum amplitude on August 31 ± 6 d every year.

INTRODUCTION

The materials composing our universe are predomi-
nantly radiationless dark components, but their nature is
not adequately understood. Based on astrophysical ob-
servations, we indirectly realized that 26% of all energy
is formed by dark matter [1]. Theoretically, the com-
ponents of dark matter have been modeled as particles
beyond the Standard Model [2, 3], wherein a weakly in-
teracting massive particle (WIMP) is one of the strongest
candidates [4]. In particular, the search for a WIMP
is being experimentally conducted through several ap-
proaches [5–7], one of which involves the measurement
of the energy deposited from the nuclear recoil at the
instant a WIMP interacts in a target medium.

Thus far, no direct measurement of a WIMP–nucleus
interaction has been recorded, except for DAMA experi-
ments that record annual modulations of residual events
in a background rate that can be regarded as a result
of the Earth’s motion in the WIMP-present galactic ha-
los [8, 9]. However, the annual modulation signal cannot
be explained by known background sources. For a po-
tential explanation, muon-induced processes and radon
concentrations in the air have been suggested and stud-
ied [10–14]. Among various possibilities, radon monitor-
ing is essential for correlation studies with annual mod-
ulation analysis data. In principle, radon is produced
as a daughter nuclei decay product from the radioactive
material present in the tunnel. Specifically, the rock sam-
ples containing uranium and thorium act as the primary
sources of radon. If radon decays into its daughter iso-
topes, several gamma rays are produced and can con-
tribute to the background spectrum of the dark matter
data.

The Yangyang underground laboratory hosts two dark
matter experiments and one neutrinoless double-beta de-
cay experiment, and since 2004, we have collected under-

ground radon data with environmental parameters using
custom-design and commercially available detectors. In
this study, we analyzed a long-term radon level variation
based on these measurements.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Experimental sites at Yangyang underground
laboratory

The Yangyang underground laboratory (Y2L) is lo-
cated adjacent to the underground generator of the
Yangyang pumped water plant in east Korea. The plant
contains the main access tunnel with auxiliary tunnels,
named as A5 and A6, housing the experimental facilities.
Fresh air from the surface enters the tunnels through the
main ramp way and is pumped out via a separate duct.
Throughout the year, the temperature inside the tunnel
is maintained between 22 ◦C and 25 ◦C, and the relative
humidity in the areas surrounding the laboratory is in
the ranges of 60–70%. The minimum granite overburden
in these areas is 700 m and the cosmic-ray muon fluxes at
A5 and A6 (two are situated 300 m apart horizontally)
were measured as 3.795± 0.110× 10−7 s−1 cm−2 [15, 16]
and 4.4 ± 0.3 × 10−7 s−1 cm−2 [17], respectively. The
subterranean rock is primarily composed of gneiss that
contains 2.1 ppm and 13.0 ppm of uranium and thorium,
respectively, measured by the inductively coupled plasma
mass spectrometry [18].

The Korea Invisible Mass Search (KIMS) experi-
ment [19] in the A6 tunnel has operated a CsI (Tl) crys-
tal array to search dark matter search for more than
15 years, and it is currently conducting R&D activi-
ties related to the development of ultralow-background
crystals. The COSINE-100 experiment [20, 21] is oper-
ated using NaI(Tl) crystals in the A5 experimental space.
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Furthermore, additional experiments such as a neutrino-
less double-beta decay experiment called the advanced
molybdenum-based rare process experiment (AMoRE-
I) [22] and high-purity Germanium array (HPGe) [23]
are operated in the A5 tunnel in separate rooms. More-
over, a radon reduction system (RRS) is equipped in the
A5 area, and it supplies radon-filtered air to each experi-
mental room when required. If the RRS provides radon-
reduced air to the rooms, the measured radon level is
broadly 10–100 times less than that of the tunnel air. As
the A6 tunnel area is separated from the main tunnel by
doors, the presiding air flow is minimal. In contrast, the
entrance of the A5 tunnel is opened in all instances and
the tunnel is equipped with its own air exhaust system
that provides relatively improved air circulation. The
Y2L drawing with the experimental areas indicated is
presented in Fig. 1.

The COSINE-100 experiment is housed in an environ-
mentally regulated room with controlled humidity and
temperature. The detection room houses an area of
44 m2 and a height of 4 m. In particular, the air control
system maintains the room temperature at 23.5± 0.1 ◦C
and relative humidity at 37 ± 1 %. The air in the room
is continuously circulated through a HEPA filter, and
the number of dust particles larger than 0.5 µm is main-
tained below 1500 per cubic foot. These environmental
parameters in the experimental room and in the tunnel
are monitored online. The details of experimental control
are described in [24].

Radon Counter Setup

Since 2004, the custom-design radon detector mea-
sured the radon rate at the A6 KIMS detector room,
and in 2011, this detector was replaced with a commer-
cially available detector from Durridge company (RAD7-
1). In 2016, the RAD7-1 detector was moved to the
COSINE-100 detector room, and it has been function-
ing hence. The same model counter (RAD7-2) was in-
stalled in the HPGe detector room in 2016. In RAD7,
the silicon diode sensor is located at the center of the
drift chamber, wherein an electric field is applied. If a
222Rn nucleus decays in the middle of the chamber, it
becomes a positively charged 218Po ion that adheres to
the diode’s sensitive area, following the electric field. Af-
ter several minutes, this 218Po decays into a 214Pb nuclei
and an alpha particle. Thus, the alpha particle deposits
energy at a rate that reflects the mother 222Rn isotope
activity. The total radon levels are measured every two
hours against room air and the recorded data are trans-
mitted to a slow monitoring server, as displayed in Fig. 2.

These RAD7 detectors have been cross-measured at
various locations in the overground labs and cross-
checked with a separate custom-made detector, includ-

ing a commercial ion chamber detector (RadonEye [25]).
All these tests yielded consistent results and the RAD7
detectors did not exhibit any abnormal behavior as long
as the desiccants were regularly replaced to maintain the
humidity inside the chamber.

Data collection

With 4762 days of the total operational period between
October 2004 and May 2022, the radon data were ac-
quired in three distinct periods at the Y2L. At the A6
lab, The KIMS custom-made detector operated for 5
years until October 2009. The data presented herein
are reported in Ref. [18], which applies a prescale fac-
tor of 10. After 16 months of no measurements, the
RAD7-1 detector was installed at the same location. In
September 2016, the RAD7-1 detector was moved to the
A5 COSINE-100 room for data acquisition. In a sim-
ilar timeframe, we operated another detector—RAD7-2
in the HPGe room at A5. Overall, these RAD7 detectors
were continuously running with a short dead time that
was primarily caused by the power outage in the tunnel.
Herein, the physics analyses were performed based on the
entire acquired data. The measurement locations, detec-
tor type, periods, and measured radon rates are summa-
rized in Table I.

The radon rate (in Becquerel per cubic meter) is dis-
played in Figure 2 as a function of the date for all ac-
quired data. In particular, three distinct measurements
were acquired broadly in 5 years and are correspond-
ingly color-coded. As listed in Table I, the average rates
were at the level of 1 pCi/L (=37 Bq/m3), which is rela-
tively low compared to other underground lab measure-
ments [26, 27]. The long-term structure in the rate varia-
tion primarily results from the air circulation in the tun-
nel. From late 2008 to late 2010, the temporal variations
executed in the A6 ventilation system allowed airflow in-
side the tunnel area, which caused lower activity in that
period. The fundamental reason for the occasional short-
term spikes in the data is because the detector is in rel-
atively humid condition owing to the poor maintenance
of the chamber air desiccant. The detector specified 5 %
accuracy in normal humidity levels [28]. In the case of
supplying radon-reduced air into one of the experimen-
tal rooms, the radon level is typically reduced to a few
Bq/m3 (RAD7 detection limit is at 4 Bq/m3). The distri-
butions of radon activities were comparatively analyzed
for each measurement, as illustrated in Fig. 3.

RESULTS

With the acquired data, we performed analyses among
the measurements in terms of their rates and function
of time. The radon rate measured at A5 was 33.5±0.1
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FIG. 1. Y2L map. Experimental areas are accessed by cars through the main entrance. Air is exhausted by fans at the end
of the main tunnel, and therefore, fresh air enters in a single direction. KIMS experiment is located in the A6 tunnel, whereas
the newer facilities are situated in the A5 tunnel, hosting COSINE-100, AMoRE-I, and HPGe experiments. A5 and A6 are
situated 300 m away horizontally, and A5 is approximately 50 m deeper than A6.

FIG. 2. Radon concentration in Y2L between 2004 and 2022 was measured in two distinct experimental areas. At the KIMS
laboratory, the custom detector measurements were performed from October 2004 to October 2009 (black), whereas the RAD7-
1 measurements were recorded between February 2011 and September 2016 (red). The COSINE-100 measurement data were
acquired from September 2016 to May 2022 (blue) with the same RAD7-1 counter. Note that the HPGe data are not displayed
for improved visibility.

Bq/m3, which was less than that of A6 by 37%. The re-
duction was primarily caused by the ventilation condition
in the tunnel. The A6 tunnel is a both-end closed space
with minimal airflow, whereas the entrance of the A5 tun-
nel is one-end opened, and therefore, the air circulation

in the A5 tunnel is superior to that in A5. Additionally,
the COSINE-100 room from which air is sampled by the
RAD7-1 detector is equipped with a temperature and hu-
midity controller along with dust filters. Therefore, the
variance of the measurements is 7.9±0.1 Bq/m3, which is
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TABLE I. Detector and locations. All acquired Y2L radon data. KIMS-Custom measurement data presented with prescale
factor of 10, and radon value included systematic uncertainties, whereas those of other measurements presented only statistical
uncertainties. Notably, radon level in HPGe measurement represents values if the RRS air is not supplied (∗).

Experiment (Location) Counter Type Period Radon(Bq/m3) Live days (%)
KIMS (A6) Custom 2004.10.18–2009.10.05 44.4 ± 18.1 847(46.7)
KIMS (A6) RAD7-1 2011.02.14–2016.09.01 53.4 ± 0.2 1872(92.3)
COSINE-100(A5) RAD7-1 2016.09.23–2022.05.27 33.5 ± 0.1 2043(98.6)
HPGe (A5) RAD7-2 2016.09.28–2022.05.27 35.2 ± 0.2∗ –

FIG. 3. Radon activities in Y2L detector rooms. Radon data
were compared among three distinct Y2L experimental ar-
eas. Gaussian fit overlaid on A6 KIMS lab measurement (red)
displays 53.4 ± 0.2 Bq/m3 and 13.9 ± 0.3 Bq/m3 for mean
and sigma, respectively, whereas the measurement on the A5
COSINE-100 laboratory (blue) depicts 33.5± 0.1 Bq/m3 and
7.9 ± 0.1 Bq/m3. The measurement on the A5 HPGe room
(green) exhibits two populations depending on the radon-
reduced air supply.

less than 13.9±0.3 Bq/m3 for A6. The long-term varia-
tions for A5 measurements have been investigated by cor-
relating the rates with tunnel temperature. The radon
residual rate has been evaluated based on the annual av-
erage values and those fitted with a sinusoidal function
to understand any periodic nature.

The rates measured at the A5 COSINE-100 and HPGe
rooms were compared to each other as well as with the
temperature in the A5 tunnel. As stated earlier, the two
experimental rooms are separated by a distance of ap-
proximately 35 m. If RRS is non-operational, the com-
parative analysis of the variations in radon measurements
reveal a strong correlation, as depicted in Fig. 4.

The tunnel temperature varies annually with the tem-
perature of the local province, because the power plant
company operates air circulation fans at the end of the
main tunnel all throughout the year by drawing in out-
side air. The temperature measured at the A5 tunnel var-
ied between 22 ◦C and 25 ◦C (Fig. 4). In the Yangyang

province, the annual average temperature is 11.8 ◦C, and
on average, the minimum is −2.2 ◦C in January and the
maximum is 24.3 ◦C during August.

The radon rates measured at the COSINE-100 and
HPGe rooms are compared with the temperature inside
the A5 tunnel in Figure 5. A5 COSINE-100 radon mea-
surement is correlated with the tunnel temperature and
the correlation coefficient r = 0.22, and the slope of the
linear fit on the data was measured as 64%.

For an annual variation analysis, we applied an ad-
ditional selection criterion from all the acquired KIMS
and COSINE-100 radon data. This eliminated all the
data prior to 2011/05/11, with knowledge of the irregu-
lar condition in the ventilation of the A6 tunnel and the
occasional detector fault indicated from the incomplete
data. The combined data period is from 2011/05/11 to
2022/05/27 (4034 d) and the final analysis sample con-
tains 3822 live days, which is 95% of this period. We treat
the RAD7 reported two-hour measurement as a single
counting. Each daily measurement is a statistical aver-
age of the two-hour measurements on that day, and it
was further combined as an eight-day bin.

Initially, we evaluated an annual average using a pe-
riod of 365.25 d from the beginning of a year. After sub-
tracting the average values, the residual spectra for each
year were obtained and combined for the entire analysis
period. Thereafter, we used a cosine fit,

f(t) = A cos

(
2π

365.25
(t− t0)

)
(1)

on this residual data. In Eq. 1, the period was set at 1
year and we fit two parameters, namely, amplitude A and
phase t0. The best-fit phase at a positive maximum am-
plitude was derived at 60.6± 5.6 d, which approximately
corresponds to August 31± 6 d every year. The residual
radon data and the best fit are displayed in Fig. 6.

DISCUSSION

We reviewed a phase for the A5 temperature annual
variation fitted considering the same Eq. 1. This yielded
the peak amplitude-phase of 58.4±5.2 d, which was con-
sistent with the best-fit phase of the radon variations.
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FIG. 4. Radon rates in various detector rooms. HPGe radon measurement (green) and that of COSINE-100 (blue) have been
compared. The two detector rooms are separated by a distance of approximately 35 m. The HPGe detector (RAD7-2) reflects
the same type from the same company as the COSINE-100 RAD7 detector (RAD7-1). The occasional reduction in the radon
level at HPGe was caused by the radon-free air flushing in the room by the RRS system. In case the RRS is switched off, two
detector room measurements could be appropriately correlated to each other, implying that the fundamental radon activity is
not caused by the local room effect.

FIG. 5. Relative radon fraction versus temperature variation
fraction. The ratio of radon rate variation to the average rate
for COSINE-100 room measurements by RAD7-1 is plotted
with the ratio of temperature variations to average tempera-
ture. Linear fit exhibits a slope of 0.64±0.09 and the Pearson
correlation coefficient is evaluated as r = 0.22.

Thus, we concluded that the observed radon modulation
results from the air ventilation, which is driven by the
temperature variations in the tunnel. If the main tun-
nel draws warm air from outside, e.g., in summer, the
air circulations in the branch tunnels such as A5 and A6
deteriorate because of the weak temperature gradient cre-
ated between the main and branch tunnels. Conversely,
in winter, the warm air in the branch tunnels readily
emerges into the flow of the main tunnel owing to the
larger temperature gradient.

Compared to the phase of DAMA/LIBRA (June 1st),
this value lags by more than two months. In contrast,

this varies roughly by a month from the COSINE-100
muon measurement (June 27th). Overall, the results
of the COSINE-100 and ANAIS annual modulation are
statistics-limited at the moment, and therefore, they can-
not be directly compared for obtaining meaningful in-
sights.

The radon concentration in the air has been measured
over the past 18 years in the Y2L laboratory. The av-
erage rate is 53.4±0.2 Bq/m3 at the A6 laboratory and
33.5±0.1 Bq/m3 at the A5 laboratory, which has been
reduced by 37% in the newer lab equipped with temper-
ature and ventilation control. In this analytical study, we
determined that the radon rate is correlated to the tun-
nel temperature. The COSINE-100 room radon rate and
tunnel temperature are correlated with the coefficient of
r=0.22. With the selected data, the yearly residual data
were fit with a cosine function and the phase was derived
at August 31±6 d, which coincides with the temperature
variation in the same tunnel. Overall, this is the longest
measurement of the low-radon rate in underground lab-
oratories.
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FIG. 6. Residual radon rate as a function of time. The residual rate obtained from KIMS and COSINE-100 data is fitted
with the cosine function. The period is set at 365.25 d and the amplitude and phase of function have been freely floated. The
best-fit phase at a positive maximum amplitude was evaluated as 60.6 ± 5.6 d, which approximately corresponded to August
31±6 d every year.
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