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THESEUS: Towards Human Exploration of Space 
– a European Strategy

Past space missions in low Earth orbit have demonstrated that human beings can survive and work in space 
for long durations. However, there are pending technological, medical and psychological issues that must be 
solved before adventuring into longer-duration space missions (e.g. protection against ionizing radiation, 
psychological issues, behaviour and performance, prevention of bone loss, etc.). Furthermore, technological 
breakthroughs, e.g. in life support systems and recycling technologies, are required to reduce the cost of future 
expeditions to acceptable levels. Solving these issues will require scientific and technological breakthroughs in 
clinical and industrial applications, many of which will have relevance to health issues on Earth as well.

Despite existing ESA and NASA studies or roadmaps, Europe still lacks a roadmap for human exploration of 
space approved by the European scientific and industrial communities. The objective of THESEUS is to develop 
an integrated life sciences research roadmap enabling European human space exploration in synergy with the 
ESA strategy, taking advantage of the expertise available in Europe and identifying the potential of non-space 
applications and dual research and development.

THESEUS Expert Groups

The basis of this activity is the coordination of 14 disciplinary Expert Groups (EGs) composed of key European 
and international experts in their field. Particular attention has been given to ensure that complementary ex-
pertise is gathered in the EGs. 

EGs are clustered according to their focus:

Cluster 1: Integrated Systems Physiology
Bone and muscle 
Heart, lungs and kidneys 
Immunology 
Neurophysiology 
Nutrition and metabolism

Cluster 2: Psychology and Human-machine 
Systems
Group/team processes
Human/machine interface
Skill maintenance

Cluster 3: Space Radiation
Radiation effects on humans
Radiation dosimetry

Cluster 4: Habitat Management
Microbiological quality control of the indoor 
environment in space
Life support: management and regeneration of air, 
water and food

Cluster 5: Health Care
Space medicine
Medication in space

Identification of Research Priorities and Development of the THESEUS Roadmap 

Each Expert Group based their work on brainstorming sessions dedicated to identifying key issues in their 
specific field of knowledge. Key issues can be defined as disciplinary topics representing challenges for human 
space exploration, requiring further attention in the future. These key issues were addressed to the scientific 
community through an online consultation; comments and inputs received were used to refine them, to consi-
der knowledge gaps and research needs associated to them, as well as to suggest potential investigations. 

The outcomes and main findings of the ‘Integrated Systems Physiology’ EGs have been synthesised into this 
report and further integrated to create the THESEUS roadmap. 
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Cosmic radiation is considered the main health hazard 
for human exploration and colonisation of the solar 
system. Radiation risk is characterised by a high un-
certainty and lack of simple countermeasures. Most of 
the uncertainty on space radiation risk is associated 
with the poor knowledge of biological effects of cos-
mic rays. In particular, gaps in knowledge are mostly 
related to:

Relative Biological Effectiveness (RBE) factors of •	
energetic heavy ions for late effects, both cancer 
and non-cancer;
Dose and dose-rate reduction effectiveness fac-•	
tors (DDREFs); 
Errors in human data including statistics, dosim-•	
etry and transfer between populations in applica-
tion to space radiation risks;
Effects of exposure to the mixed high- and low-•	
LET space radiation field;
Shape of the dose-response curve at low doses •	
for charged particles;

Interaction of radiation damage with other space en-
vironment stressors, particularly microgravity.
The main biological effects associated with exposure 
to cosmic radiation are:

Carcinogenesis;•	
Late degenerative tissue effects;•	
Acute effects;•	
Hereditary effects.•	

Currently, cancer dominates risk estimates and dose 
limits are primarily constrained by cancer mortality 
risk. However, non-cancer effects are becoming an in-
creasing source of concern. They can be again divided 
into:

Acute and late damage to the central nervous sys-•	
tem (CNS);
Cataract formation;•	
Cardiovascular diseases including coronary heart •	
disease and stroke;
Digestive and respiratory diseases;•	
Accelerated senescence leading to endocrine and •	
immune system dysfunction.

Reducing the uncertainty of the risk estimates is 
clearly the main research priority. Effective counter-
measure design can only become possible once the 
uncertainty of risk estimates is reduced.

The priorities of research that are necessary to sup-
port foreseen space travel and planetary exploration 
represent a unique set of problems whose solution 
demands an in-depth understanding of the whole 
human body and cross-disciplinary work between life 
scientists, engineers and technologists. All the neces-
sary expertise has been acquired by European scien-
tists during the past decades. In the context of the 
THESEUS project, the objective of this Expert Group 
was to gather this European expertise to create syner-
gies, facilitating an integrated approach on emerged 
research priorities. Because of the necessary holistic 
approach, those research programmes obviously re-
quired the involvement of scientists whose expertise 
is disseminated across Europe.

The following section reports the conclusions of the 
‘Radiation Effects on Humans’ Expert Group. This 
group met during two Expert Workshops in 2010. The 
workshops were organised sessions aimed at consid-
ering the key questions to address, the latest devel-
opments, the gaps to fill and the Earth-based applica-
tions.

Radiation Effects on Humans1

Radiation Effects on Humans

1.1 Introduction
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1.2 Group/Team Processes– Key Issues

1.2.1. Key Issue 1: What is the particle and dose rate 
dependency for acute effects?

Relevance for space exploration missions

One of the unknown aspects of long-duration space 
missions is the influence of different spaceflight 
parameters on the occurrence of acute radiation 
effects. Crewmembers may be exposed to different 
doses and qualities of radiation, threatening life 
quality and individual survivability, thereby disrupting 
mission success.

Earth benefits and applications

The main applications are in the fields of medical 
treatments in terms of normal tissue damage in particle 
therapy and protection from high-dose exposures in 
nuclear accidents or radiological terrorism.

Brief review of latest developments

Recent experiments at the NASA Space Radiation 
Laboratory (Brookhaven National Laboratory, NY, 
USA) show that protons at low dose rate (around 10 
mGy/min) are less effective than at high dose rate. 
This sparing effect, similar to what would be expected 
for X-rays, should be considered in assessing the acute 
risk, as many solar particle events (SPEs) deliver doses 
at dose rates below 10 mGy/min.

Knowledge gaps and research needs

The different phases of acute radiation syndrome 
have been studied in humans in radiation-accident 
related cases, therapy-related cases and animal 
experiments under normal terrestrial conditions. 
Little is known on the occurrence of the prodomal 
syndrome (which can be relevant especially for long-
term missions outside the magnetic shield of Earth) 
dependent on the special conditions of the space 
environment. More needs to be known on the dose 
(fluence) and dose rate dependency for the prodomal 
syndromes and other acute tissue effects for protons 

and helium ions at different energies. Furthermore, 
the inter-individual variability for acute effects should 
be studied in mechanistic detail.

Proposed investigations and recommendations
Reviewing data from proton and heavy ion •	
therapy;
Performing mechanistic in-vitro and 3D human •	
tissue models as well as animal experiments in 
accelerators;
Performing energy and dose rate dependent •	
studies in accelerators;
Providing an adequate infrastructure such as •	
access to accelerator facilities, low dose rate 
radiation sources, mixed radiation fields, and 
animal facilities.

Trans-disciplinary aspects

This issue is linked to radiation dosimetry and 
immunology aspects for the impact of acute exposure 
on immune system and health care for radio-protective 
drugs.

1.2.2. Key Issue 2: How is the sensitivity to acute 
effects modified by the space environment?

Relevance for space exploration missions

For cancer treatments with high and moderate 
doses from X-rays, protons and heavy ions (carbon) 
under terrestrial conditions, the occurrence of acute 
radiation effects has been seen. However, only little 
or nothing is known on the possible contribution of 
spaceflight factors other than radiation. Interaction of 
space environment (e.g. microgravity) and radiation is 
a possible risk for long-term human space missions.

Earth benefits and applications

General applications to ground-based radiation 
research concern the interaction of radiation with 
various stressors.
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Brief review of latest developments

There is increasing evidence that acute effects from 
protons are modulated by the immune system and 
this can affect the colonisation of the gastrointestinal 
tract by bacteria. This stresses the importance of 
measuring of acute radiation effects in realistic space 
environment conditions where the immune system is 
impaired.

Knowledge gaps and research needs

The interaction of radiation with other spaceflight 
factors is currently under study for systemic biological 
responses related to the prodomal syndrome. 
However, little is known on the impact on acute 
radiosensitivity of the following factors: immune 
status, influence of multiple stressors in the space 
environment, nutrition, physical exercise protocols, 
pre-existing motion sickness, sleep deprivation and 
biorhythm disturbances, high oxygen concentrations 
and altered body fluid distribution. Age and gender 
influence should also be considered.

Proposed investigations and recommendations

Spaceflight experiments with animals exposed to •	
high doses from an on-board radiation source;
Animal experiments at accelerators using •	
simulated microgravity and/or other space 
factors;
Structuring investigations in a hypothesis-driven •	
manner and appropriate design to generate 
statistically significant results;
Providing adequate infrastructure such as access •	
to spaceflight animal cabinets, access to artificial 
on-board radiation sources and access to ground-
based accelerator facilities equipped with 
microgravity simulation devices.

Trans-disciplinary aspects

Similar to Key Issue 1, this issue is mostly related to 
radiation dosimetry, immunology and medication in 
space, but habitat management is also of interest as 
the exposure conditions depend on the life support 
system.

1.2.3. Key Issue 3: What is the effectiveness of GCR at 
low doses for carcinogenesis?

Relevance for space exploration missions

Exposure of astronauts to galactic cosmic radiation 
(GCR) is a continuous threat for spaceflight missions. 
During long-term missions, doses can be reached that 
have been reported to be relevant for carcinogenesis 
and other stochastic radiation effects. Accordingly, 
the contribution from galactic cosmic-ray exposure to 
late effects, such as carcinogenesis, has to be known 
to assess the risk for astronauts and other space 
travellers.

Earth benefits and applications

General applications for Earth primarily include 
ground-based radiation protection, and research 
for medical applications of radiation in the fields of 
radiation-induced secondary tumours after particle 
therapy.

Brief review of latest developments

Recent results in animal models have demonstrated 
that the RBE for hematopoietic cancers is lower than 
for solid tumours. NASA is now recommending two 
different RBE values for leukaemia and solid cancers.

Knowledge gaps and research needs

Data on radiation carcinogenesis have been obtained 
from animal experiments and from survivors of the 
atomic bomb explosions in Hiroshima and Nagasaki. 
These data are mostly obtained for sparsely ionising 
radiation and only limited data exists for densely 
ionising radiation qualities. The main general question 
is the shape of the dose-response relationship for 
different radiation qualities and different dose rates. 
Among others, the following questions have to be 
answered for understanding stochastic radiation 
effects: what is the dependency on space radiation 
quality; do differences in mechanisms (e.g., latency) 
from high- versus low-LET exist; can biomarkers of 
cancer risk be validated for astronauts; what is the 
contribution of individual sensitivity and (epi-)genetic 
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Figure 1: An artist’s concept of DNA battered 
by galactic cosmic rays (Credit: OBPR).

predisposition to cancer induction and progression; what is 
the contribution of spaceflight environment parameters; do 
single particle traversals in cells affect cellular late effects; 
what are the track structure characteristics for determining 
effectiveness, and what is the role of non-targeted effects in 
carcinogenesis?

Proposed investigations and recommendations

Accelerator experiments using innovative biological •	
systems to model radiation-related endpoints relevant 
for carcinogenesis;
Investigations of biomarkers in astronauts;•	
Mechanistic experiments with genetically modified cell •	
or animal models;
Particle microbeam facilities and access to ground-•	
based accelerator facilities are needed for the suggested 
experiments. For verification of data obtained under 
terrestrial conditions, access to spaceflight platforms will 
be necessary.

Trans-disciplinary aspects

The link to radiation dosimetry is obviously very important, 
but a strong interaction with integrated physiology aspects 
is also necessary, considering that the dose-response curves 
for carcinogenesis are organ-specific.

1.2.4. Key Issue 4: Is there a risk of CNS damage from low 
doses of GCR?

Relevance for space exploration missions

Central nervous system (CNS) damage in astronauts from 
radiation may be a critical point for mission success, as 
changes in behaviour and/or individual stress response may 
result in critical situations. Results from animal experiments 
demonstrate the impact of even low doses from high-LET 
radiation on performance and premature ageing. Accordingly, 
the contribution from galactic cosmic-ray exposure to CNS 
damage has to be known for risk assessment in astronauts 
and other space travellers.

Earth benefits and applications

Late effects in patients treated for brain diseases with 
particles. Reactive radical species are linked to radiation-
induced CNS damage. Since the same mechanism has been 
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postulated to modulate Alzheimer and Parkinson’s 
disease, this provides a mechanistic linkage to these 
common neurological disorders.

Brief review of latest developments

Although behavioural experiments are still unclear, 
much progress has been made in the mechanisms, 
particularly in measuring the effects of radiation on 
brain stem cells. Tissue models are particularly useful 
to this goal. Most of the data point to a strong effect 
of reactive oxygen species (ROS) and inflammation in 
the hippocampus.

Knowledge gaps and research needs

The following questions have to be answered to 
understand space radiation-induced CNS damage: 
can behavioural changes occur as consequence of 
single heavy ion traversals; what is the molecular basis 
of radiation induced neurological damage; is there a 
role of ROS in CNS damage; do long-term effects exist 
for CNS; what are the sensitive structures and/or cell 
types in the brain; is there a contribution of multiple 
stressors during spaceflight with regard to radiation-
induced CNS damage?

Proposed investigations and recommendations

A thorough review of normal tissue complications •	
in patients with brain tumours and/or other 
diseases treated with X-rays, protons or heavy 
ions would be the first approach for performing 
meta-analysis of the corresponding human data;
Meta-analysis data should be verified with •	
accelerator experiments using animals and 
innovative biological model systems;
For these studies, particle microbeam facilities •	
and access to ground-based accelerator facilities 
are needed. For verification of data obtained 
under terrestrial conditions access to spaceflight 
platforms will be necessary.

Trans-disciplinary aspects

This issue has strong relations with neurophysiology.

1.2.5. Key issue 5: Is there a risk of non-cancer late 
effects from low doses of GCR?

Relevance for space exploration missions

Currently, little is known on non-cancer late effects in 
astronauts after radiation exposure. So far, radiation-
induced cataracts are best understood, where most 
data are derived for terrestrial radiation and some 
data are obtained with astronauts. Less is known on 
non-cancer effects in other organs or tissues.

Earth benefits and applications

More research in this area could produce better 
knowledge of non-cancer effects and their relevance 
for radiation protection and particle therapy on 
Earth.

Brief review of latest developments

The epidemiological studies are still unable to provide 
information at doses below 0.5 Gy for cardiovascular 
disease. It has been suggested that one possible 
biological mechanism is damage to endothelial 
cells and subsequent induction of an inflammatory 
response.

Knowledge gaps and research needs

The main general question is the shape of the dose-
response relationship for different radiation qualities 
and different dose rates. Burning questions in this 
field are: why are heavy ions highly efficient in cataract 
induction; is there a threshold for different non-
cancer late effects; are there radiation-induced effects 
on immune and cardiovascular systems, muscle 
and bone; what are the molecular bases for these 
effects; and what is the contribution of spaceflight 
environment?

Proposed investigations and recommendations

A thorough review of heart complications in •	
patients treated with X-rays or heavy ions would 
be the first approach for performing meta-analysis 
of the corresponding human data;
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Innovative biological models for cardiovascular •	
diseases in radiation experiments have to be tested first 
with X-rays and thereafter with high-LET radiation;
For these investigations, access to ground-based •	
accelerator facilities and to spaceflight platforms are 
needed.

Trans-disciplinary aspects

This issue is linked to cardiovascular system alterations in 
space.

1.2.6. Key Issue 6: Is there a risk of hereditary effects from 
low doses of GCR?

Relevance for space exploration missions

It is generally accepted that there is a genetic component 
in many diseases. Radiation-induced hereditary effects not 
only concern the space travellers themselves, but also their 
offspring. Accordingly, the appearance and transmittance 
of hereditary effects to future generations is a health risk 
for space travel.

Earth benefits and applications

Understanding the mechanisms of hereditary effects and 
its dependence of radiation quality would be of help for 
the definition of radiation protection criteria.

Brief review of latest developments

The results on germ-line mutations and trans-generational 
instability in mice challenge the recommendations of 
the International Commission on Radiological Protection 
(ICRP) on hereditary effects, but are not confirmed by 
epidemiology. Animal experiments show increased cancer 
risk in the offspring of male mice irradiated with neutrons, 
but no heavy ion data are available.

Knowledge gaps and research needs

Very little is known on the hereditary effects induced by 
heavy ions. Critical questions include: are there biomarkers 
suitable for determination of radiation induced teratogenic 
and trans-generational effects; what is the effectiveness 
of heavy ions in inducing hereditary effects; are there 
interactions of radiation and multiple stressors in spaceflight 
environment on fertility and hereditary effects?

Figure 2: Astronaut David Wolf performing an 
extravehicular activity (EVA) outside the ISS 
(Credit: NASA).
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Proposed investigations and recommendations

Hereditary effects have to be investigated in •	
accelerator-based experiments followed by space 
based experiments using animal models;
Germline mutation rate and trans-generational •	
instability following exposure to heavy ions and 
X-rays should be compared;
Effects on spermatogenesis and oogenesis should •	
also be determined;
For that, access to ground-based accelerator •	
facilities and, in the future, to spaceflight platforms 
including on-board radiation facilities is needed.

Trans-disciplinary aspects

This issue is relevant to the design and management 
of the life support system.

1.2.7. Key Issue 7: How will multi-scale mechanistic-
based modelling of space radiation improve risk 
estimates?

Relevance for space exploration missions

Radiation protection is essential for humans to live 
and work safely in space. Modelling approaches 
for simulating the radiation field in space, for dose 
approximation and for determination of depth dose 
distributions are currently being used to determine 
the space radiation risk. Biology-based modelling will 
also add knowledge to mechanistic understanding of 
space radiation risk and should be integrated in the 
design of experiments.

Earth benefits and applications

Significant modelling will contribute to the 
development of evidence-based radiation protection, 
important for ion therapy, and comparison to normal 
tissue response. Mechanism-based models will also 
lead to better regulation of low dose effects of ionising 
radiation.

Brief review of latest developments

NASA is now proposing a different model for radiation 
risk estimates based on risk of radiation-induced death 
(REID) probability distributions and revised quality 

factors depending on particle charge and energy.

Knowledge gaps and research needs
Mathematical modelling approaches are currently 
being used for determination of space radiation risk 
in the field of physics. Biological modelling is needed 
to solve urgent questions such as: how can systems 
radiation biology approaches unravel the risk of late 
effects; is it possible to model signalling pathways 
following radiation exposure; how can the quality 
factor approach be replaced to model radiation 
quality dependent risk; how can the effects of mixed 
radiation fields be modelled?

Proposed investigations and recommendations

Modelling approaches which are based on •	
microdosimetry and/or particle track structures 
have to be developed and investigated for space 
radiation risk assessment;
Studies are needed to transfer small scale •	
molecular and cellular models into larger multi-
scale models representing the overall response of 
a tissue;
Modelling should include immune response and •	
inflammation;
Such large macroscopic models will most likely •	
require rule-based modelling such as agent-
based models.

Trans-disciplinary aspects

Radiation dosimetry aspects are heavily involved in 
this modelling effort.

1.2.8. Key Issue 8: How can radiation effects be 
effectively mitigated?

Relevance for space exploration missions

Mitigation of radiation effects by shielding or other 
countermeasure strategies have to be improved to 
protect astronauts from space radiation. Although it is 
known that radiation can be shielded using different 
absorbers, optimal shielding conditions for space 
radiation have not been defined. As physical shielding 
is not always effective, biological countermeasures 
may be necessary to protect against the harmful 
effects of space radiation.
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Earth benefits and applications

Findings and developed countermeasures could 
potentially have a high impact on mitigating the side 
effects from particle therapies, radiological accidents, 
and terrorism.
Brief review of latest developments

Improvements in the Monte Carlo transport codes 
are useful in shielding design. The failure of the Alpha 
Magnetic Spectrometer (AMS) superconducting 
magnet, which was dismissed because of an 
anomalous heating and replaced with a conventional 
permanent magnet, shows that the technology of 
cryogenic magnets is still not mature enough for 
spaceflight and active shielding. Using non-cryogenic 
superconducting magnets remains only a possible 
future perspective. 

Knowledge gaps and research needs

The following information is needed: how is the 
radiation field and biological response modified by 
shielding; do influences on biorhythms and physical 
activity modify radiation response, which dietary 
or pharmacological supplements are effective 
countermeasures for radiation protection; which 
radioprotectors are effective against solar particle 
events; and how can biological pathways relevant 

for radiation protection be targeted by molecular 
medicine approaches?

Proposed investigations and recommendations

Accelerator-based experiments on biological •	
systems exposed behind different shielding 
materials;
Biologically motivated optimisation of the •	
shielding;
Development of low-toxicity radioprotectors;•	
Development of specific biomedical •	
countermeasures for cancer and non-cancer 
effects;
Development of innovative biomolecular •	
approaches;
For these investigations, access to ground-based •	
accelerator facilities and to spaceflight platforms 
including on-board radiation facilities are needed, 
as well as access to clinical cohort databases.

Trans-disciplinary aspects

Shielding and physical countermeasure development 
obviously requires interactions with radiation 
dosimetry experts. Also, developments of 
radioprotective drugs and dietary supplements are of 
interest for this issue.

A thorough risk assessment of space radiation requires 
a large research effort in multiple fields. To study the 
biological effects, ground-based experimentation is 
crucial to understand the risks associated with space 
radiation exposure, since the dose rate of space 
radiation is too low to get sufficient data in reasonable 
time. Although space experiments are difficult 
and expensive, further experiments with selected 
endpoints are necessary to investigate the effects 
of microgravity on radiation damage expression. 
Investigating the interplay between microgravity and 
radiation is only possible through space studies, using 
an artificial on-board radiation source.

The NASA-funded Space Radiation Health Programme 
is built upon the capabilities of the NASA Space 

Radiation Laboratory (NSRL) at Brookhaven National 
Laboratory (Upton, NY, USA), and has produced 
experimental data in the past few years of great 
relevance for reducing uncertainty of the risk. However, 
the complexity of the issues at hand require large, 
international efforts. To foster European research in the 
field, the European Space Agency (ESA) has recently 
initiated a ground-based radiobiology programme, 
which will be located at the high-energy synchrotron 
of the Gesellschaft für Schwerionenforschung (GSI) in 
Darmstadt (Germany).

A clear terrestrial application of this research is in 
heavy-ion cancer therapy (hadron therapy), where 
beams of high-energy carbon ions are used to 
sterilise solid cancers. One major consequence of this 

1.3. Conclusion 



14 Radiation Effects on Humans

treatment is the risk of secondary cancer, especially for 
pediatric patients. Information on heavy-ion cancer risk, 
sought by researchers in space radiation, is also essential 
for estimating the incidence of secondary malignancies 
in these patients. Therefore the two research fields share 
many common issues and concerns.

While translation from basic research to cancer risk 
assessment is far from straightforward, for moon-based 
activities, cancer risk does not appear to be a showstopper, 
while the uncertainty is still too high for a go/no-go decision 
on a mission to Mars. Cosmic radiation exposure certainly 
presents a major hurdle for extended space exploration, but 
much can still be done to better understand and mitigate 
it. A fruitful NASA-ESA collaboration in accelerator-based 
research should be fostered in the future years in order 
to reach a consensus on radiation cancer risk for a Mars 
mission within the next ten years. Intensified research on 
countermeasures is also urgently needed in order for such 
a mission to become reality.Figure 3: Profile of a heavy-ion beam (yellow 

spot) shown on one of four fluorescent ‘flags’ 
(Credit: BNL).
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The major objective of space radiation research is to 
assure that during any mission the crew will be sub-
ject to as low of a radiation exposure as reasonably 
achievable (ALARA), enabling human exploration of 
the solar system within an acceptable radiation risk. 
This requires quantification and reduction of space 
radiation health hazards, with the goal of maximising 
the number of days that may be spent in space. The 
research to be carried out will support all phases of 
human exploration including mission planning, com-
ponent design, operation and post-flight studies. In 
mission planning, over-estimating the risk of radiation 
would result in a reduction of mission duration, while 
on the other hand under-estimating might cause mis-
sion aborts. Accurate assessment of radiation expo-
sure is therefore needed to avoid curtailment of mis-
sion objectives and minimising danger to the crew.

Radiation constitutes one of the most significant haz-
ards for crew members participating in long-duration 
space missions, especially outside of the geomagnet-
ic field. Astronauts face exposures to radiation levels 
that exceed those routinely received by terrestrial ra-
diation workers. Radiation fields encountered in space 
include GCR, solar energetic particles (SEPs), mostly 
protons from sporadic solar particle events, protons 
and electrons during traversals of the radiation belts, 
as well as exposure to possible radioactive sources 
used on board for power generation or medical test-
ing. In low-Earth orbit (LEO) the exposure to GCR and 
SEPs is reduced thanks to protection by the Earth’s 
magnetic field, which deflects galactic and solar ions 
with low rigidities, preventing them from reaching 
the spacecraft orbit. The degree of protection is there-
fore a function of spacecraft orbital inclination. In ad-
dition, significant shielding is provided by the Earth 
itself. Hence, particle fluence rates from GCR and SEP 
sources are much lower in LEO compared to what will 
be encountered in future lunar and interplanetary 
missions.

Currently, radiation exposure inside a spacecraft can 
only be reduced through shielding provided by the 
spacecraft structure and its interior. Radiation trans-

port codes, which model the atomic and nuclear 
interactions of the incident particles, are usually ap-
plied to describe how the external radiation field is al-
tered on its passage through the spacecraft structure. 
However, the high degree of complexity of both the 
shielding distribution and the generation of second-
ary charged and uncharged radiations make it virtu-
ally impossible to simulate in detail the change of the 
resulting particle fluence and energy distributions of 
the radiation field constituents within a spacecraft. 
Unlike terrestrial exposures, the high cost of launch-
ing mass into space puts limitations on spacecraft 
size and shielding thicknesses, precluding the purely 
engineering solution of providing as much additional 
shielding material as needed to reduce radiation ex-
posure to a desired level. Also, shielding materials 
need to be properly selected to limit the production 
of secondary particles, like target and projectile frag-
ments, which can cause secondary radiation fields 
with even higher biological consequences than the 
incident field.

In order to effectively minimise radiation exposure 
and assess space radiation risk, the radiation protec-
tion programme must also include the development 
of radiation detectors and data processing tools to 
evaluate changes in the exposure characteristics, ide-
ally in real time. This evaluation must include sufficient 
physical characterisation and mapping of the radia-
tion fields to determine the radiation doses received 
by astronauts and to estimate the reduction in these 
doses that could be achieved by moving to areas of 
the spacecraft that provide better shielding.

Therefore, an essential first step in radiation research 
is to produce a detailed understanding of the radia-
tion environment the astronauts will live in: in LEO, 
during interplanetary cruise phases, on the Moon and 
the Mars, in space habitats (temporary and permanent 
planetary bases) and during extravehicular activities.

Radiation biology findings strongly suggest that one 
of the main issues to address is the role and effects of 
different kinds of radiation. Recent results lead us to 

Radiation Dosimetry2

2.1 Introduction
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assume that the risk from irradiation with low versus 
high linear energy transfer (LET) can be very different. 
Therefore, the results obtained for the former should 
not be extrapolated to the latter just on the basis of 
rescaling factors, but rather are specific strategies 
needed for high-LET radiation. To understand specific 
features of high-LET radiation damage and its mecha-
nisms, the starting point must be based on track struc-
ture studies. Moreover, the quantity ‘dose’ (absorbed 
dose) for low-dose, high-LET exposures is of limited 
meaning. Very low doses of high-LET radiation must 
be considered (and studied), with small numbers of 
cells irradiated with significant doses. The particular 
spatial distribution of excitation and ionisation and 
their clustering properties may cause phenomena 
that are peculiar to high-LET radiation. Moreover, the 
very short timescale (of the order of picoseconds) 
relative to energy deposition of a high-LET particle 
traversal can have a crucial effect in modifying the 

radiobiological effectiveness. It is probable that the 
concept of dose itself (and dose rate) is in need of new 
specific approaches.

The described evidence requires increasingly detailed 
knowledge of the radiation field characteristics in 
terms of elemental abundance (input energy, nuclei, 
fluence rate and angular distribution). To this end, 
more detailed measurements and advanced radiation 
detectors are needed. Currently, Europe is a leader in 
this field and should maintain its position as the state-
of-the-art.

The following sections present the conclusions of the 
‘Radiation Dosimetry‘ Expert Group. This group met 
during two expert workshops in 2010. The workshops 
were organised sessions focused on considering the 
key questions to address, the latest developments, 
the gaps to fill and the Earth-based applications.

2.2.1. Key Issue 1: Experimental determination of 
radiation field parameters

Relevance for space exploration missions

Currently, there is a substantial lack of radiation in-
struments and measurements that sufficiently char-
acterise the radiation field in free space, as well as in-
side and outside a spacecraft. This calls for novel and 
improved radiation detector assemblies as well as ex-
tended calibrations, detector inter-comparisons and 
analysis algorithms. New measurements are a prereq-
uisite for reliable risk assessment, a crucial input for 
radiation source modelling, and are also needed for 
real-time calibration of the detectors. This would al-
low for detailed understanding of the radiation envi-
ronment the astronauts are going to live in: in LEO, 
during interplanetary cruise phases, on the Moon and 
the Mars, in space habitats (temporary or permanent 
planetary bases) and during extravehicular activities.

Furthermore, determination of radiation field param-
eters on the ISS is a mandatory issue from the stand-
point of medical operations. Eventually, this informa-
tion can be provided directly to the crew, allowing 
decision autonomy of the crew with regard to radia-

tion risks, which will be necessary for deep space ex-
ploration (see Key Issue 7). For exploration missions, 
radiation risk assessment will predominately rely on 
models. The reliability of these models needs to be 
optimised through a series of tests against a wide set 
of measurements at sites/conditions where instru-
ments are available or can be made available. More 
and more radiation details are needed to correctly as-
sess radiation risks, and this requires detailed model 
outputs to be tested against proper measurements.

Earth benefits and applications

The development of new and higher performing 
space radiation detectors will require pushing for-
ward the limits of the knowledge about radiation 
detection, thus providing benefits to the production 
of tools (hardware, software) needed for monitoring 
and controlling instances where ionising radiation is 
an issue on Earth as well as in space (particle accel-
erator facilities, nuclear plants). Improved description 
of the radiation environment in free space, as well as 
the larger degree of confidence obtained by models 
and simulations through optimised testing against 
measurements will have significant value also on sev-
eral terrestrial activities such as: (i) monitoring and 

2.2. Key Issues
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Figure 4: Figure 4: ESA astronaut Paolo Nespoli 
installing ALTEA hardware for the ALTEAshield-
survey experiment, aimed at performing a 3D 
survey of the radiation environment in the US 
Laboratory of the ISS.  (Credit: NASA).

improving the reliability of spacecraft electronics, for ex-
ample terrestrial and satellite telecommunication and nav-
igation systems (GPS, mobile communication, Galileo etc.); 
(ii) monitoring aircrew exposure; (iii) understanding failure 
rates in aircraft electronics; (iv) improving ion therapy and 
nuclear medicine; (v) developing climate models.

 Brief review of latest developments

On the ISS, several radiation measurements have been/are 
performed, either under the frame of science experiments 
or as operational monitoring for crew safety. The Dosimet-
ric Mapping (DOSMAP) experiment was the first effort to 
map dose and dose equivalent as a function of location 
in the US Laboratory and in Node 1 of the ISS. The experi-
ment was flown as part of NASA’s Human Research Facility 
(HRF) between March and August 2001, together with the 
Japanese Bonner Ball experiment, a US tissue-equivalent 
proportional counter (TEPC), and a human phantom torso. 
Italian scientists have used various silicon strip detectors 
over the last years, as part of the Alteino/ALTCRISS and the 
ALTEA experiments, which aim for a precise determination 
of the abundance of heavy ions in the space radiation en-
vironment. ALTEA is also designed to study the ‘light flash 
phenomena’ mostly caused by space radiation in the eyes 
of astronauts. In two different experiments, ALTEA is cur-
rently surveying the 3D heavy-ion radiation flux in the US 
Laboratory, able to measure the trajectory of each particle, 
determine the nuclear species of the radiation and calcu-
late the input energy.

The operational systems are based on the concepts of 
microdosimetry (TEPC), silicon detector technology (CPDS 
and DB-8) or on ionisation-chamber principles (R-16). A 
semi-active device is the Hungarian Pille system, which is 
an automatic on-board reader for passive thermolumines-
cence detectors (TLDs), also used for dose determination 
during an astronaut’s EVA. The main advantage of the ac-
tive system lays in the constant monitoring capabilities as 
well as in the built in ‘Radiation Alert Functions’, as in the 
NASA TEPC, providing ‘real-time’ information about the ra-
diation load and the possible fast change of it due, for ex-
ample, a solar particle event. In free space, well-established 
contributions have come from GOES (measuring X-ray, 
electron and proton fluxes at geostationary orbit) and of 
ACE (measuring solar wind, interplanetary magnetic field 
and higher energy particles accelerated by the Sun, as well 
as particles accelerated in the heliosphere and the galactic 
regions beyond). More recently, Pamela has provided free 
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space radiation monitoring at variable altitude (350 
to 610 km) of electrons, positrons and ions up to oxy-
gen.

Knowledge gaps and research needs

Determination of radiation field parameters such as 
elemental abundance, energy and fluence rate is still 
incomplete: thorough spatial and temporal mapping 
inside and outside a space vessel is still lacking. There 
is also a strong demand for further development of 
improved radiation detectors. Measured values for 
the radiation fluence rate, energy and charge distri-
butions as well as ion composition and direction in-
side and outside LEO are missing. The neutron role in 
the total radiation environment has also yet to be fully 
quantified. Obviously, a large amount of available ra-
diation data has not been fully exploited.

Proposed investigations and recommendations

Available experimental data should be reviewed, •	
and fully evaluated.
Detailed characterisation of the radiation en-•	
vironment (input energy, charge, fluence rate, 
direction) needs to be carried out through con-
tinuous measurements over successive solar cy-
cles in preparation for long-duration exploration 
missions.
New radiation detector assemblies should be •	
calibrated (and inter-compared) to a well-defined 
subset of the space radiation environment using 
ground-based accelerator facilities. These facili-
ties, when possible, should implement mixed ra-
diation fields to mimic the space radiation field as 
close as possible.
Space-borne inter-comparison of detector re-•	
sponses is also seen as an important prerequisite 
for operational implementation.
Development should address area detectors pro-•	
viding real-time information about the radiation 
field parameters and having alert capabilities.
Real-time calibrations while the instruments are •	
in operation should be explored.

Trans-disciplinary aspects

The Expert Group identified clear links between this 
issue and radiation effects on humans, habitat man-
agement and medication in space.

2.2.2. Key Issue 2: Modelling of radiation environ-
ments

Relevance for space exploration missions

An accurate modelling of the radiation environment 
is a mandatory step in the radiation risk assessment 
process. This task features a high integration with sev-
eral other tasks: the understanding of the sources of 
space radiation and of the processes behind the radia-
tion flux transformation during transport in materials 
(Key Issues 4, 5 and, with respect to the body, 6). The 
goal is to allow construction of valuable simulations/
models describing the dynamics of the whole radia-
tion spectra, from the sources to almost anywhere in 
space and time. These models, once benchmarked 
and validated against proper measurements, will 
permit, as an example, the prediction of the radia-
tion field inside a spacecraft during a Mars voyage or 
determination of the radiation impinging on human 
inner organs.

This Key Issue addresses the required improvement 
of simulations/models of GCR, SEPs and the trapped 
radiation in the quest for an efficient and possibly 
fully integrated model of the radiation environment 
impinging on space habitats. It addresses model im-
provements, advances in the understanding of fun-
damental physics and processes involved in radiation 
generation including new benchmarking.

Earth benefits and applications

The development of detailed and fully tested radia-
tion environment models to support space explora-
tion will also provide significant value for several ter-
restrial activities. The design of spacecraft electronics, 
including terrestrial and satellite telecommunication 
and navigation systems (GPS, mobile communication, 
Galileo etc.), as well as aircraft electronics, will benefit 
from a more accurately determined radiation environ-
ment. This will allow proper countermeasures to be 
taken to minimise radiation-driven electronic failure 
rates. Deeper insights into aircrew exposure, which 
can be provided based on these advances, will per-
mit further optimisation of the crew utilisation. Also, 
accuracy of climate modelling may benefit from the 
outcome of these studies.
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Brief review of latest developments

Various models have been developed for each of the 
radiation components, many of which are available 
online through SPENVIS (http://www.spenvis.oma.
be/) and CREME96 (https://creme96.nrl.navy.mil/ or, 
recently, https://creme.isde.vanderbilt.edu/). NASA 
uses the Badhwar-O’Neil model for galactic cosmic 
rays. Improved AE-9/AP-9 models are under develop-
ment as part of the Proton Spectrometer Belt Research 
(PSBR) Programme by a consortium of institutions, 
such as the National Reconnaissance Office, Aero-
space Cooperation, the Air Force Research Laboratory 
(AFRL), the Los Alamos National Laboratory and the 
Naval Research Laboratory.
 
Knowledge gaps and research needs

While the mentioned models are easily available, they 
still suffer several shortcomings.

GCR models
There is an inadequate characterisation of solar-cycle 
dependency and of the scaling with heliocentric dis-
tance.

SEP models
The understanding of the acceleration mechanism of 
the transport through the heliosphere is still inade-
quate, and the prediction capability is mostly missing 
(this aspect is also addressed in the next Key Issue).

Radiation belt models
The current state of the Earth’s magnetosphere is no 
longer reflected in the radiation belt models, and there 
is still a substantial lack in ability to properly describe 
the dynamic behaviour of the trapped particles.

Proposed investigations and recommendations 

Improve the understanding of the fundamental •	
physics processes on the Sun and of transport 
and acceleration of the solar wind through the 
heliosphere.•	Develop	a	strong	research	effort	to-
wards a deeper knowledge of the fundamental 
processes in the magnetosphere (wave-particle 
interactions, source and loss processes and accel-
eration mechanisms).
Perform reliable benchmarking and validation •	

against experimental data.
Process and calibrate existing data, make them •	
available to the scientific community and feed 
them into improved source models.
Data availability must be improved. For the future, •	
investigations should always include resources to 
properly process and make available data prod-
ucts to the scientific community.

Trans-disciplinary aspects

The Expert Group identified clear links between this 
issue and radiation effects on humans, habitat man-
agement and medication in space.

2.2.3. Key Issue 3: Space weather forecast

Relevance for space exploration missions

The space environment is highly variable on differ-
ent time scales as a result of the variability of the Sun, 
which in general affects all aspects of the space envi-
ronment. SPEs are an obvious manifestation of explo-
sive processes on the Sun, are the most dramatic ra-
diation events and may constitute in several mission 
scenarios a potentially serious hazard. All the radiation 
components (including GCR and trapped particles) are 
also modulated by SEPs. A clear example is the rapid 
decrease in the observed GCR following a SPE due to 
the magnetic field of the plasma solar wind, known as 
Forbush decrease. While SPEs are probably the most 
dramatic radiation events, they are mostly composed 
of low-energy protons, for which a successful shield-
ing strategy can be set up. This, however, requires an 
accurate prediction of the SPEs. A usable solar system 
forecast for the SPEs is therefore a mandatory element 
for an efficient shielding approach during an explora-
tion mission.

Earth benefits and applications

The understanding and proper forecasting of solar 
events is an important part of the more general issue 
of radiation source modelling. Possible spill-over ef-
fects on Earth applications are therefore very similar 
to those mentioned for the previous Key Issue. As 
stated, these will focus on minimising radiation driv-
en electronic failures (for example, for terrestrial and 
satellite telecommunication and navigation systems 



24 Radiation Dosimetry

Figure 5: The Earth is superimposed on this im-
age of a solar eruptive prominence as seen in ex-
treme UV light (Credit: NASA).

as well as for aircraft electronics, or to avoid potential dam-
age to power grids, pipelines, aircraft electronics and navi-
gation), but also on radiation protection for occupational 
exposure (commercial and military flights, first respond-
ers). Additionally, it will help optimising the utilisation of 
aircrew personnel and preparing, for example, best-choice 
‘escape flight routes’ during SPEs. Climate modelling may 
also benefit from the outcome of these studies.

Brief review of latest developments

There are some observation platforms available, such as 
GOES, SOHO, ACE and STEREO, on which – together with 
neutron monitor information – space weather will be de-
scribed and forecasted. Through observation of several 
hundreds of coronal mass ejections (CMEs) by the STEREO 
mission, it has been found that the general structure of 
a CME is consistent with large-scale magnetic flux ropes. 
This was the first time that direct, continuous tracking of 
CMEs over the entire distance from Sun to Earth became 
possible. At higher solar activity, several bipolar magnetic 
regions on the Sun can be destabilised in turn, leading to 
the release of multiple CMEs in a few hours. These CMEs 
can merge in interplanetary space. A fast CME is a neces-
sary ingredient for a strong SPE. For the forecast of parti-
cle fluxes and energy spectra of SPEs, magnetic coupling 
to the source regions of solar eruptions, especially to CME 
onset regions, plays a fundamental role. This will be inves-
tigated in detail in the newly selected EU project eHEROES 
(Environment for Human Exploration and Robotic Experi-
mentation in Space).

A more reliable space weather forecasting system is only 
possible with the provision of additional instrumentation 
in the different fields of space weather. There is an on-go-
ing ESA design study, in which based on customer require-
ments a list of needed instruments are defined together 
with their location in space, their characteristics, and the 
degree, to which user requirements can be fulfilled. The se-
lected instruments will proceed to Phase 2 of the project 
for concrete mission/platform definition/specification/im-
plementation.

The ESA Space Weather Working Team (SWWT), a forum of 
experts in scientific and application oriented fields relating 
to space weather, seeks to identify and discuss potential 
collaborations and/or synergies with other structures or 
organisations such as EC Framework & COST programmes, 
INTAS and SpaceGRID. The SWWT advises ESA about the 
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response to the pilot project activities observed with-
in the scientific and user communities. It also assists 
ESA in evaluating the lessons learned from the opera-
tion of pilot projects and how these changes can be 
implemented within a strategy for any future space 
weather programme.

Knowledge gaps and research needs

Knowledge and understanding of the processes oc-
curring on the solar surface and in the photosphere, 
including sunspot formation, coronal mass ejections, 
flares and transmission through space, is still inad-
equate and should be improved. Propagation mod-
elling must be improved as well. This will provide 
information to improve forecasting through real time 
observation, which is needed to set up the proper 
countermeasure strategies.

Proposed investigations and recommendations

Develop SPE forecasting and prediction capabili-•	
ties able to describe interplanetary shocks and 
coronal mass ejections.
Develop and/or improve predictions for fluence •	
distribution and time evolution at different posi-
tions in space and on different planets. This would 
allow identifying precursors and signatures, which 
would improve the detection of fast CMEs.
Forecast and identify quiet periods of solar activ-•	
ity to support mission planning.
Intense observations using present and new •	
spacecraft are necessary to improve our under-
standing of basic space plasma physics phenom-
ena in the solar-terrestrial environment and to 
improve our understanding of short-term and 
long-term solar variability.

Trans-disciplinary aspects

The Expert Group identified clear links between this 
issue, radiation effects on humans and medication in 
space.

2.2.4. Key Issue 4: Transport codes

Relevance for space exploration missions

Passing through a space suit during an EVA or through 

the spacecraft/base walls, the radiation field is trans-
formed by fragmentation, scattering, Coulomb inter-
action, neutron production etc. before entering the 
body of an astronaut. Once inside the body, the ra-
diation field undergoes further transformation. Trans-
port codes are needed to describe the interactions 
during the traversal of radiation through matter, both 
shielding matter (such as the spacecraft hull, but also 
the material, such as racks and experiments, inside 
the spacecraft) and living matter (skin, tissue etc.). The 
development of reliable transport codes is therefore 
mandatory to produce accurate risk assessments for 
personnel and equipment on long-term space mis-
sions.
 
Earth benefits and applications

Optimised transport codes would be of significant 
value in the improvement of ion therapy strategies as 
well as in the optimisation of radiation protection for 
occupational exposure (in hospitals, accelerators, nu-
clear plants, commercial and military flights and first 
responders), and for aircrew exposure. Protection of 
electronics in environments where radiation is an is-
sue would also provide benefits to other applications, 
including terrestrial and satellite telecommunication 
and navigation systems (GPS, mobile communication, 
Galileo etc.), aircraft electronics as well as electronic 
circuit and accelerator design and nuclear plant de-
sign.

Brief review of latest developments

Codes may be one- or three-dimensional, determin-
istic or based on Monte Carlo (MC) methods. Deter-
ministic computer codes are based on approxima-
tions of the Boltzmann transport equation and rely 
on models for the relevant quantities in the transport 
calculation. Many existing codes are tailored to a spe-
cific application, often leading to significant simpli-
fications. Some well-known deterministic computer 
codes include the High-Charge-and-Energy Transport 
(HZETRN) code and the Heavy-Ion Bragg Curve Cal-
culator (HIBRAC). HZETRN and HIBRAC are based on 
the one-dimensional formulation of the Boltzmann 
transport equation with a straight-ahead approxima-
tion. Deterministic codes do not take into account 
all action products and their correlations, but rather 
focus on only one reaction product at a time. All in-
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formation about correlations on event-by-event basis 
is therefore lost. The main advantage of deterministic 
codes, however, is seen in the low demand for com-
putational resources and the comparatively small cal-
culation times. The interaction of a heavy ion with a 
material is a complex process that includes a variety 
of diverse activities including ionisation, excitation, 
nuclear fragmentation, production of positron-emit-
ting nuclei and de-excitation through gamma rays. 
These processes are not fully accommodated with 
deterministic models, and their complexity requires 
the use of a numerical method for solving the prob-
abilities of different events, e.g., a MC method. Several 
MC codes are used nowadays throughout the world 
(MCNP, FLUKA, GEANT4, SHIELD-HIT, HETC-HEDS, 
MARS, PHITS). However, in several instances deter-
ministic codes give results that agree with those from 
the more complex MC codes.

Knowledge gaps and research needs

A detailed understanding of the physics governing 
the traversal of an ion, electron or neutron through 
matter is a key point in defining transport codes. Un-
derstanding the hadronic physics at the basis of the 
particle transport and cross sectional data tables must 
therefore be improved to further develop the codes. 
There is especially a lack of experimental cross-section 
data for light fragments and neutrons. In this pano-
rama, it is also of paramount importance to define 
in detail the strengths and weaknesses of the codes 
via properly designed validation and benchmarking 
procedures against experimental data, including data 
obtained with advanced anthropomorphic phantoms 
exposed at accelerators.

Proposed investigations and recommendations

Codes need to be improved to treat all primary •	
and secondary cascades including photons, pro-
tons, light ions, heavy ions, mesons and electro-
magnetic cascades.
The nuclear interaction database needs to be up-•	
dated, especially for neutrons and light ions.
The codes should be carefully benchmarked •	
against ground-based experiments, using both 
thin and thick targets as well as anthropomorphic 
phantoms. The projectiles should range from pro-
tons up to iron, with suitable targets, e.g., poly-

ethylene, Kevlar®, Nextel® and other different pol-
ymers, aluminium, iron, copper etc. The energies 
should range from below 100 MeV/u to at least 
10 GeV/u. It is important to measure differential 
(angular distributions) and double differential 
(energy and angular distributions) cross-sections 
as well as multiplicities for the light fragments. 
Measurements are needed for both projectile and 
especially target fragmentation.

Trans-disciplinary aspects

This issue is mostly related to the study of radiation 
effects on humans.

2.2.5. Key issue 5: Shielding

Relevance for space exploration missions 

This issue includes the work needed to characterise 
and develop shielding materials, as well as the stud-
ies and developments needed to make active shield-
ing a feasible alternative. Continuous optimisation of 
shielding measures and strategies is of primary impor-
tance in order to keep the radiation exposure of space 
travellers as low as reasonably achievable (ALARA). 
Exposure to ionising radiation can be reduced by (i) 
increasing the distance from the source, (ii) reducing 
the exposure time (for example, exploiting nuclear-
based propulsion for exploration missions), and (iii) 
using active or passive shielding. Currently, the only 
proven and practical physical countermeasure to re-
duce the exposure to cosmic radiation during space 
travel is passive shielding and reducing exposure 
time. Passive shielding, however, does not always re-
duce the radiation risks. Unlike for low-LET gamma 
or X rays, the shielding of energetic charged parti-
cles may even cause an increased risk. Secondary ra-
diation, composed of projectile and target fragments 
(including neutrons) from the interaction with the 
shields, may deliver a higher dose than what would 
have been absorbed from the primary radiation. For 
physical reasons, a shielding material with a low mean 
atomic mass is needed to provide an efficient reduc-
tion of the radiation risk. Understanding the effects 
of shielding materials and the optimisation of the 
shielding strategy is therefore a mandatory issue for 
deep space exploration.
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Earth benefits and applications

The knowledge of cosmic ray shielding will have sig-
nificant value for terrestrial activities wherever expo-
sure to a significant amount of ionising radiation is an 
issue. This includes, but is not limited to, ion therapy 
centres, radiation protection for occupational expo-
sure (hospitals, accelerators, nuclear plants, commer-
cial and military flights), and aircrew exposures. Sig-
nificant contribution could also be given to nuclear 
plant design and operational support. Finally, pro-
tection of electronics from radiation-driven failures 
would benefit from these studies. This includes the 
failure induction/propagation in electronic circuits 
and accelerators.

Brief review of latest developments

It has been shown that in order to provide an efficient 
reduction of the radiation risk, a shielding material 
with a low mean atomic mass (high content of hydro-
gen) is needed. This would minimise fragmentation 
and the consequent production of secondaries. A 
large number of materials (several with low content of 
hydrogen) have been properly tested on ground and 
some of them in space. Passive shielding produces 
limited risk reduction, in the order of a few tens of per 
cent.

Active shielding has been studied in Europe during 
2002 to 2004 by two research programmes supported 
by the European Space Agency: one through a dedi-
cated Topical Team group (on the thematic ‘Shielding 
from cosmic radiation for interplanetary missions: ac-
tive and passive methods’) in the framework of life and 
physical sciences, and the other an industrial study 
(through an Invitation To Tender) concerning the ‘ra-
diation exposure and mission strategies for interplan-
etary manned missions to Moon and Mars’. Both pro-
grammes were primarily aimed at finding a solution 
for the shielding against energetic solar events and 
concluded that, outside the protection of the magnet-
osphere and in the presence of the most intense and 
energetic solar events, mission protection from radia-
tion cannot rely solely on the mechanical structures 
of the spacecraft, but rather a temporary shelter must 
be provided. Because of the limited mass budget, the 
studies suggested the use of superconducting mag-
netic systems. For protection against galactic cosmic 
rays during long-duration missions, it was concluded 
that the use of active shielding is mandatory. Howev-

er, the mass and power budget required by the avail-
able technology on superconducting systems at the 
time of the studies is prohibitive.

Knowledge gaps and research needs

Shielding optimisation is required. This relies on the 
maximum permissible radiation doses for exploration 
missions beyond LEO (considering also the risk of ear-
ly deterministic and late stochastic effects) and must 
take into account all new knowledge about simple 
and multilayer materials. An important point will be to 
determine the shielding distribution function of the 
habitats in order to benchmark the simulated charac-
teristics. Research to characterise and develop shield-
ing materials is also needed. While passively shielded 
temporary shelters for solar events are probably feasi-
ble in the near future, it is much harder to foresee an 
effective system based on passive shielding for galac-
tic cosmic rays during an interplanetary voyage. This 
consideration, and the important technological ad-
vances in the last decade on superconducting mag-
nets, materials and cryostats, prompt the need for a 
revision of the above mentioned pioneering studies 
in view of a new combined (active and passive) shield-
ing strategy enabling a long permanence of humans 
in deep space. In this scenario, active shielding needs 
further studies to provide feasible implementations.

Proposed investigations and recommendations

The ISS and free-flying satellites are further con-•	
sidered a basic test bed for estimating the per-
formance of shielding structures.
New materials and combinations of materials •	
(e.g., multilayers) shall be studied by simulations 
using transport codes and ground-based testing 
in accelerators.
Knowledge of shielding properties of in-situ re-•	
sources on celestial bodies such as regolith or 
regolith-derived compounds shall be improved.
Studies on active shielding in the search for break-•	
throughs that could make this approach techno-
logically feasible as a complement to the passive 
strategy shall be resumed.

Trans-disciplinary aspects

This issue is mostly related to the study of radiation 
effects on humans.



28 Radiation Dosimetry

2.2.6. Key Issue 6: Individual radiation exposures

Relevance for space exploration missions

This effort partly represents a bridge between the Expert 
Group on Radiation Dosimetry and the Expert Group on Ra-
diation Effects on Humans. The aim is to work collaboratively 
to provide all experimental radiation information and rela-
tive codes needed to achieve an efficient risk assessment, 
while also minimising uncertainties in the final risk estima-
tions. One of the most important final goals for radiation 
dosimetry is the detailed estimation of radiation exposure 
of inner organs, tissues and/or cells. Today, this is achieved 
by folding the energy deposition with relative biological 
effectiveness (RBE) for specific endpoints or appropriate 
weighting factors (in general, risk coefficients). This can be 
based on (i) the simulation of the radiation fields (particle 
type, energy and fluence rate) folded with a human model 
(particular person if required), (ii) results from surface-po-
sition personal dosimeters and algorithms relating these 
results to organ energy deposition, and (iii) a combination 
of (i) and (ii) with the calculations and the results of personal 
dosimeters being used to correct for occupancy in defined 
radiation fields. An improvement on the use of the risk coef-
ficients mentioned above is the determination and use of a 
detailed transfer function between advanced personal/area 
radiation detector readings (and, if needed, simulated radia-
tion quantities) and risk-related quantities. To this end, it is 
necessary to develop and use adequate active personal ra-
diation detectors with real-time capabilities and to carry out 
an improved characterisation (input energy, nuclear abun-
dance, fluence rate, direction) of the radiation field both in 
the environment as well as on the body of the astronaut. 
A detailed shielding distribution function of the body and 
proper transport codes will permit the input radiation field 
to be related to the radiation incident on the organs, tissues 
and/or cells. In this frame, it is important to provide all the 
information needed to establish the uncertainties of the or-
gan final risk estimates. An alternative method is to measure 
the doses at critical organ sites with the help of anthropo-
morphic phantoms inside and outside the ISS during a full 
solar cycle. Skin measurements and depth dose distribution 
in the phantom would be used to determine organ doses 
using a voxel model and the ratio between skin and organ 
doses. From a measurement with a personal dosimeter on 
the astronaut’s body, the effective organ doses could be cal-
culated.

Figure 6: ESA astronaut Thomas Reiter sets up 
the MATROSHKA phantom on the ISS (Credit: 
NASA).
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Earth benefits and applications

In addition to supporting space exploration, the knowl-
edge acquired will have significant value for terrestrial 
activities including radiation protection for occupational 
exposure (hospitals, accelerators, nuclear plants, commer-
cial and military flights) and aircraft crew exposure control. 
It will also provide contributions to the strategy to set up 
optimised therapy plans in ion therapy.

Brief review of latest developments

The MATROSHKA experiments provided the first time 
depth dose distributions in a human phantom in an axtra- 
and intravehicular activity situation on board the ISS. The 
detailed analysis of these experiments is the main task of 
the FP7 project HAMLET (http://www.fp7-hamlet.eu).

Knowledge gaps and research needs

Radiation biology results continually suggest that many 
interactions with organs/tissues/cells depend on detailed 
parameters, such as charge and input energy. This de-
pendency propagates into the risk parameters and there-
fore, there is a need for a much more detailed picture of 
the radiation environment and the mere folding of energy 
deposition where RBE appears more and more insufficient 
to lead to a reliable set of radiation risks. The pattern of en-
ergy deposition (timing, local density) should be taken into 
account.

Active personal radiation detectors with alert capabilities 
and the ability to measure radiation field parameters are 
still not available. Access to an active real-time personal 
dosimeter will allow the user to monitor his/her radiation 
exposure and seek out preferable regions to reduce their 
radiation risk.

Finally, there is still a lack of an efficient translation between 
life science issues and experimental data into astronaut ra-
diation protection activities.

 Proposed investigations and recommendations

Further use of human phantoms is mandatory to pro-•	
vide measurements of doses at organ sites in order to 
benchmark models with these results.
New small active detector systems need to be devel-•	
oped delivering optimised information of the radia-
tion field parameters.

Figure 7: ESA astronaut Thomas Reiter wearing 
a European Crew Personal Dosimeter on the ISS 
(Credit: NASA).
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Simulation and radiobiology results must be used •	
to determine the transfer function between radia-
tion detector readings and risk related quantities.
Optimisation of cross-links with human space-•	
flight operations with strong collaboration be-
tween physicists and physicians is needed.

Trans-disciplinary aspects

This issue is mostly related to the study of radiation 
effects on humans but has also links with medication 
aspects.

2.2.7. Key Issue 7: Support to mission planning and 
operation

Relevance for space exploration missions

Improvements in modelling radiation sources, accura-
cy of radiation transport codes, and radiation monitor-
ing will contribute to improved risk assessments and 
provide increased confidence that the mission can be 
carried out as planned. Deviations from the planned 
mission scenario may require curtailment of planned 
activities or provide opportunities to enhance or aug-
ment planned activities. Astronauts will be especially 
vulnerable during EVAs, when they are monitored in 
real-time by a biomedical suite of sensors to assess 
physiological parameters such as core body tempera-
ture, oxygen uptake, skin conductivity and environ-
mental parameters such as the radiation environment. 
In addition, space weather predictions and remote 
satellite and areas instrumentation will augment the 
personal astronaut radiation instrumentation. These 
real-time measurements will be transmitted to the 
EVA control node in real time to assess the status of 
the activity and provide guidance to the astronaut. In 
addition, radiation exposure assessments made avail-
able directly to the astronaut in real-time, with alarms, 
will enhance the astronaut’s confidence in the activity 
and increase productivity. It is therefore mandatory to 
use this integrated knowledge for a real-time support 
of the mission scenarios from the standpoint of radia-
tion risk mitigation. It should also be underlined that 
most of this support can be made available directly 
to the astronaut. This would provide a tool that could 
eventually move the decision-making processes relat-
ed to radiation towards ‘autonomy’ of the crew from 

ground, a mandatory step to be fulfilled to allow deep 
space exploration.

Earth benefits and applications

The organisation derived from this work will provide 
significant value to terrestrial activities involving com-
plex operational issues. Nuclear plants design could 
benefit as well as the design of their operational sup-
port strategies. A limited number of extreme Earth 
activities also could take advantage of the results of 
these studies.

Brief review of latest developments

The space industry is well aware of the issue of radia-
tion protection and performing independent studies 
on materials, trying to combine structural require-
ments and radiation shielding efficiencies of the ma-
terials. A new ESA Invitation to Tender on radiation 
shielding by in-situ resource utilisation (ISRU) and/or 
innovative materials study has just been released. The 
ultimate objective of this study is to gather relevant 
information on radiation shielding for manned space-
craft, habitats, or EVA suits. Radiation risk cannot be 
considered alone in exploarative missions, therefore 
there are already activities set up for an integrated risk 
approach taking into account all risks.

Knowledge gaps and research needs

Until now, spacecraft design has only partly taken 
into account radiation risk mitigation by special con-
structive measures. This must and will change in ex-
ploration missions. Due to the complexity of such a 
mission, radiation risk cannot be treated alone and 
integrated risk models need to be developed. This 
will be achieved by developing strategies to assess 
improvements in the relevant mission parameters. In-
tegrated tools based on real-time radiation readings, 
risk determinations and space weather forecasts, will 
allow the simulation and support of mission scenarios 
as well as assessments of the overall mission impacts 
of uncertainties, provide adequate estimates of astro-
naut exposure in real-time, and suggest changes in 
mission scheduling to maintain the total risk below 
predefined limits.
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Proposed investigations and recommendations

Use this integrated knowledge for a real-time sup-•	
port of the mission scenarios from the standpoint 
of radiation risk mitigation. This will be achieved 
by developing strategies to assess improvements 
in the relevant mission parameters.
Develop integrated tools based on real-time ra-•	
diation readings, risk determinations and space 
weather forecasts that will permit the simulation 
and support of mission scenarios as well as assess 
the overall mission impacts of uncertainties, pro-
vide adequate estimate of astronaut exposure in 

real-time and suggest changes in mission sched-
uling to maintain the total risk below predefined 
limits.
Provide the supporting tools needed by the crew •	
to exploit its autonomy in all radiation related 
decision-making processes.

Trans-disciplinary aspects

This issue is mostly related to the study of radiation ef-
fects on humans but has also links with habitat design 
and management.

2.3. Conclusion

Understanding the sources of space radiation (Key Is-
sues 2 and 3) and the processes behind radiation flux 
transformation during transport in materials (Key Is-
sues 4, 5 and, with respect to the human body, 6) al-
lows the construction of valuable simulations/models 
to describe the dynamics of the whole radiation spec-
tra from the sources to almost anywhere in space and 
time. These models, once benchmarked and validated 
against proper measurements (performed in space 
for source models and mostly at ground-based ac-
celerators for transport models), will therefore permit, 
as an example, the prediction of the radiation envi-
ronment inside a spacecraft during a Mars voyage or 
determination of the radiation impinging on human 
inner organs.

Measurement results and models are already avail-
able. However, these are still too few and too incom-
plete (most of them regarding only a few of the im-
portant radiation parameters), while the most recent 
models still rely on incomplete understanding of the 
physics of the generation/transport processes and are 
validated against a very limited set of measurements. 
New instrumentation, permitting measurements of a 
larger number of the radiation field parameters with 
greater sensitivity is mandatory. Further measure-
ments, including, for example, body phantom meas-
urements, and new models, based on the knowledge 

of improved processes, are therefore required to pro-
vide the necessary information for accurate radiation 
risk assessment in order to reduce these risks to an ac-
ceptable level.



32

2.4. References

Akopova AB, Tatikyan SS, Manaseryan MM, Melkonyan AA, Ivanov VA. 2007. Investigation of radiation fields at 
different altitudes in near-Earth orbit. Adv. Space Res. 40:1580-5.

Apáthy I, Deme S, Bodnár L, Csöke A, Héjja I. 1999. An on-board TLD system for dose monitoring on the Interna-
tional Space Station. Radiat. Prot. Dosim. 84:321-3.

Apáthy I, Deme S, Fehér I, Akatov YA, Reitz G, Arkhangelsky VV. 2002. Dose measurements in space by the Hun-
garian Pille TLD system. Radiat. Meas. 35:381-91.

Apáthy I., Akatov YA, Arkhangelsky VV, Bodnár L, Deme S, Fehér I, Kaleri A, Padalka I, Pázmándi T, Reitz G, 
Sharipov S. 2007. TL dose measurements on board the Russian segment of the ISS by the “Pille” system during 
Expedition-8, -9 and -10. Acta Astronaut. 60:322-8.

Armstrong TW, Chandler KC. 1973. A Fortran program for computing stopping powers and ranges for muons, 
charged pions, protons, and heavy ions. Oak Ridge, TN, USA: Oak Ridge National Laboratory, ORNL-4869.

Badhwar GD. 1997. The radiation environment in low Earth orbit. Radiat. Res. 148:S3-10.

Badhwar GD. 2001. Radiation measurements on the International Space Station. Phys. Medica 17:S287-91.

Badhwar GD, Cucinotta FA, Braby LA, Konradi A. 1994. Measurements on the Shuttle of the LET spectra of galac-
tic cosmic radiation and comparison with the radiation transport model. Radiat. Res. 139:344-51.

Badhwar GD, Atwell W, Badavi FF, Yang TC, Cleghorn TF. 2002. Space radiation absorbed dose distribution in a 
human phantom. Radiat. Res. 157:76-91.

Badhwar GD, Atwell W, Reitz G, Beaujean R, Heinrich W. 2002. Radiation measurements on the Mir orbital sta-
tion. Radiat. Meas. 35:393-422.

Bartlett DT, Hager LG, Tanner RT. 2006. Results of measurements on Shuttle missions to the ISS of the neutron 
component of the radiation field. Adv. Space Res. 37:1668-71.

Benghin VV. 2008. On-board predicting algorithm of radiation exposure for the International Space Station 
radiation monitoring system. J. Atmos. Sol.-Terr. Phys. 70:675-9.

Benghin VV, Petrov VM, Kireeva SA, Markov AV, Volkov AN, Aleksandrin AP, Panasjuk MI, Kutuzov JV, Morozov 
OV, Teltsov MV. 2005. Analysis of radiation dose increases caused by solar cosmic ray events observed by the Ra-
diation Monitoring System on the Russian Segment of the International Space Station. Adv. Space Res. 36:1749-
52.

Benton EV, Benton ER, eds. 2002. Radiation on the Mir orbital station (special issue). Radiat. Meas. 35:375-543.

Benton ER, Benton EV. 2001. Space radiation dosimetry in low-Earth orbit and beyond. Nucl. Instrum. Methods 
B 184:255-94.

Berger T. 2008. Radiation dosimetry onboard the International Space Station ISS. Z. Med. Phys. 18:265-75.

Berger T, Hajek M, Schöner W, Fugger M, Vana N, Noll M, Ebner R, Akatov Y, Shurshakov V, Arkhangelsky V. 2001. 
Measurement of the depth distribution of average LET and absorbed dose inside a water-filled phantom on 
board space station Mir. Phys. Medica 17:S128-30.

Berger T, Hajek M, Summerer L, Vana N, Akatov Y, Shurshakov V, Arkhangelsky V. 2004. Austrian dose measure-
ments onboard space station Mir and the International Space Station – Overview and comparison. Adv. Space 
Res. 34:1414-9.

Radiation Dosimetry



33

Berger T, Hajek M. 2008. TL-efficiency – Overview and experimental results over the years. Radiat. Meas. 43:146-
56.

Bilski P. 2006. Response of various LiF thermoluminescent detectors to high energy ions – Results of the IC-
CHIBAN experiment. Nucl. Instrum. Methods B 251:121-6.

Bondarenko VA, Mitrikas VG, Tsetlin VV. 2005. Large proton disturbances in the orbit: 14 years later. Cosmic Res. 
42:636-40.

Bücker H. 1974. The Biostack experiments I and II aboard Apollo 16 and 17. Life Sci. Space Res. 12:43-50.

Casolino M, Bidoli V, Forano G, Minori M, Morselli A, Narici L, Picozza P, Reali E, Sparvoli R, Fuglesang C, Sannita 
WG, Carlson P, Castellini G, Tesi M, Galper A, Korotnov M, Popov A, Vavilov N, Avdeev S, Benghin V, Salnitskii 
VP, Shevchenko OI, Petrov VP, Trukhanov KA, Boezio M, Bonvicini W, Vacchi A, Zampa G, Mazzenga G, Ricci 
M, Spillantini P. 2002. The Sileye-3/Alteino experiment onboard the International Space Station. Nucl. Phys. B 
113:S71-8.

Casolino M, Altamura F, Minori M, Picozza P, Fuglesang C, Galper C, Popov A, Benghin V, Petrov VM, Nagamatsu 
A, Berger T, Reitz G, Durante M, Pugliese M, Roca V, Sihver L, Cucinotta F, Semones E, Shavers M, Guarnieri V, 
Lobascio C, Castagnolo D, Fortezza R. 2007. The Altcriss project on board the International Space Station Adv. 
Space Res. 40:1746-53.

Chadwick MB, Young PG, MacFarlane RE, Moller P, Hale GM, Little RC, Koning AJ, Chiba S. 1999. LA150 docu-
mentation of cross sections, heating, and damage. Los Alamos, NM, USA: Los Alamos National Laboratory, LA-
UR-99-1222.

Dachev T, Atwell W, Semones E, Tomov B, Reddell B. 2006. Observations of the SAA radiation distribution by 
Liulin-E094 instrument on ISS. Adv. Space Res. 37:1672-7.

Davis WG, Lill JC, Richmond RG, Warren CS. 1968. Radiation dosimetry on the Gemini and Apollo missions. J. 
Spacecr. Rockets 5:207-10.

Dettmann J, Reitz G, Gianfiglio G. 2007. MATROSHKA – The first ESA external payload on the International Space 
Station. Acta Astronaut. 60:17-23.

Di Fino L, Casolino M, De Santis C, Larosa M, La Tessa C, L.Narici, Picozza P, Zaconte V. 2011. Heavy ions anisot-
ropy measured by ALTEA in the International Space Station. Radiat Res. 176:397-406.

Dudkin VE, Karpov ON, Potapov YV, Akopova AB, Magradze NV, Moiseenko AA, Melkumyan LV, Rshtuni SB. 1995. 
Studying radiation environment on board STS-55 and STS-57 by the method of passive detectors. Radiat. Meas. 
25:483-4.

Dudkin VE, Potapov YV, Akopova AB, Melkumyan V, Bogdanov VG, Zacharov VI, Plyuschev VA, Lobakov AP, 
Lyagyshin VI. 1996. Measurements of fast and intermediate neutron energy spectra on Mir space station in the 
second half of 1991. Radiat. Meas. 26:535-9.

Facius R, Reitz G. 2006. Space weather impacts on space radiation protection. In: Bothmer V, Daglis IA, eds. 
Space Weather – Physics and Effects. Heidelberg, Germany: Springer, p. 289-353.

Fuglesang C. 2007. Using the human eye to image space radiation or the history and status of the light flash 
phenomena. Nucl. Instrum. Methods A 580:861-5.

Fuglesang C, Narici L, Picozza P, Sannita WG. 2006. Phosphenes in Low Earth Orbit: Survey Responses from 59 
Astronauts. Av. Space and Env. Med. 77:449-452.

Fukahori T, Watanabe Y, Yoshizawa N, Maekawa F, Meigo S, Konno C, Yamano N, Konobeyev AY, Chiba S. 2002. 
JENDL high energy file. J. Nucl. Sci. Technol. Suppl. 2:25-30.

Radiation Dosimetry



34

Furihata S. 2000. Statistical analysis of light fragment production from medium energy proton-induced reac-
tions. Nucl. Instrum. Methods B 171:251-8.

Geissel H, Scheidenberger C. 1998. Slowing down of relativistic heavy ions and new applications. Nucl. Instrum. 
Methods B 136-8:114-24.

Goosens O, Vanhavere F, Leys N, De Boever P, O’Sullivan D, Zhou D, Spurny F, Yukihara EG, Gaza R, McKeever 
SWS. 2006. Radiation dosimetry for microbial experiments in the International Space Station using different 
etched track and luminescent detectors. Radiat. Prot. Dosim. 120:433-7.

Gurovsky N, Ilyin Y. 1978. Soviet bio-satellites in the Cosmos series: The main results of the 8-year program. 
Aviat. Space Environ. Med. 49:1355-6.

Hajek M, Berger T, Fugger M, Fuerstner M, Vana N, Akatov Y, Shurshakov V, Arkhangelsky V. 2006. BRADOS – 
Dose determination in the Russian Segment of the International Space Station. Adv. Space Res. 37:1664-7.

Hajek M, Berger T, Fugger M, Fürstner M, Vana N, Akatov Y, Shurshakov V, Arkhangelsky V. 2006. Dose distribu-
tion in the Russian Segment of the International Space Station. Radiat. Prot. Dosim. 120:446-9.

Hajek M, Berger T, Vana N, Fugger M, Pálfalvi JK, Szabó J, Eördögh I, Akatov YA, Arkhangelsky VV, Shurshakov 
VA. 2008. Convolution of TLD and SSNTD measurements during the BRADOS-1 experiment onboard ISS (2001). 
Radiat. Meas. 43:1231-6.

ICRP. 1991. 1990 Recommendations of the International Commission on Radiological Protection. ICRP Publica-
tion 60. Ann. ICRP 21:1-201.

ICRP. 2002. Basic anatomical and physiological data for use in radiological protection reference values. ICRP 
Publication 89. Ann. ICRP 32:1-278.

ICRP. 2007. The 2007 Recommendations of the International Commission on Radiological Protection. ICRP Pub-
lication 103. Ann. ICRP 37:1-332.

Iwase H, Niita K, Nakamura T. 2002. Development of general-purpose particle and heavy ion transport Monte 
Carlo code. J. Nucl. Sci. Technol. 39:1142-51.

Johnson AS, Golightly MJ, Lin T, Semones EJ, Shelfer T, Weyland MD, Zapp EN. 2006. A comparison of measure-
ments and predictions for the April 15 and April 18, 2001 solar proton events. Adv. Space Res. 37:1678-84.

Kireeva SA, Benghin VV, Kolomensky AV, Petrov VM. 2007. Phantom-dosimeter for estimating effective dose 
onboard International Space Station. Acta Astronaut. 60:547-53.

Konradi A, Atwell W, Badhwar GD, Cast BL, Hardy KA. 1992. Low Earth orbit radiation dose distribution in a 
phantom head. Nucl. Tracks. Radiat. Meas. 20:49-54.

Koshiishi H, Matsumoto H, Chishiki A, Goka T, Omodaka T. 2007. Evaluation of the neutron radiation environ-
ment inside the International Space Station based on the Bonner Ball Neutron Detector experiment. Radiat. 
Meas. 42:1510-20.

La Tessa C, Di Fino L, Larosa M, Narici L, Picozza P, Zaconte V. 2009. Estimate of the space station shielding thick-
ness at a USLab site using ALTEA measurements and fragmentation cross sections. Nucl. Instrum. Methods B 
267:3383-7.

Larosa M, Agostini F,  Casolino C, De Santis C, Di Fino L, La Tessa C, Narici L, Picozza P, Rinaldi A, Zaconte V. 2011. 
Ion rates in the International Space Station during the December 2006 Solar Particle Event. J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. 
Phys. 38 095102.

Lee K, Flanders J, Semones E, Shelfer T, Riman F. 2007. Simultaneous observation of the radiation environment 
inside and outside the ISS. Adv. Space Res. 40:1558-61.

Radiation Dosimetry



35

Machrafi R, Garrow K, Ing H, Smith MB, Andrews HR, Akatov Y, Arkhangelsky V, Chernykh I, Mitrikas V, Petrov V, 
Shurshakov V, Tomi L, Kartsev I, Lyagushin V. 2009. Neutron dose study with bubble detectors aboard the Inter-
national Space Station as part of the Matroshka-R experiment. Radiat. Prot. Dosim. 133:200-7.

Narici L, Bidoli V, Casolino M, De Pascale MP, Furano G, Morselli A, Picozza P, Reali E, Sparvoli R, Licoccia S, Ro-
magnoli P, Traversa E, Sannita QG, Loizzo A, Galper A, Khodarovich A, Korotkov MG, Popov A, Vavilov N, Avdeev 
S, Salnitskii VP, Shevchenko OI, Petrov VP, Trukhanov KA, Boezio M, Bonvicini W, Vacchi A, Zampa N, Battiston 
R, Mazzenga G, Ricci M, Spillantini P, Castellini G, Carlson P, Fuglesang C. 2003. ALTEA: Anomalous long term 
effects in astronauts. A probe on the influence of cosmic radiation and microgravity on the central nervous 
system during long flights. Adv. Space Res. 31:141-6.

Narici L, Belli F, Bidoli V, Casolino M, De Pascale MP, Di Fino L, Furano G, Modena I, Morselli A, Picozza P, Reali E, 
Rinaldi A, Ruggieri D, Sparvoli R, Zaconte V, Sannita WG, Carozzo S, Licoccia S, Romagnoli P, Traversa E, Cotronei 
V, Vazquez M, Miller J, Salnitskii VP, Shevchenko OI, Petrov VP, Trukhanov KA, Galper A, Khodarovich A, Korotkov 
MG, Popov A, Vavilov N, Avdeev S, Boezio M, Bonvicini W, Vacchi A, Zampa N, Mazzenga G, Ricci M, Spillantini P, 
Castellini P, Vittori R, Carlson P, Fuglesang C, Schardt D. 2004. The ALTEA/ALTEINO projects: Studying functional 
effects of microgravity and cosmic radiation. Adv. Space Res. 33:1352-7.

Narici L, De Martino A, Brunetti V, Rinaldi A, Sannita WG, Paci M. 2009. Radicals excess in the retina: A model for 
light flashes in space. Rad Meas. 44:203-205.

Narici L. 2008. Heavy ions light flashes and brain functions: recent observations at accelerators and in space-
flight. New J. Phys. 10 075010.

Lee K, Flanders J, Semones E, Shelfer T, Riman F. 2007. Simultaneous observation of the radiation environment 
inside and outside the ISS. Adv. Space Res. 40:1558-61.

Leugner D, Streibel T, Röcher H, Reitz G, Heinrich W. 1998. The high-LET radiation component measured during 
the EUROMIR-94-mission. Adv. Space Res. 22:511-5.

Lishnevskii AE, Panasyuk MI, Benghin VV, Petrov VM, Volkov AN, Nechayev OY. 2010. Variations of radiation en-
vironment onboard the ISS in the year 2008. Cosmic Res. 48:212-7.

Nara Y, Otuka N, Ohnishi A, Niita K, Chiba S. 2000. Relativistic nuclear collisions at 10A GeV energies from p+Be 
to Au+Au with the hadronic cascade model. Phys. Rev. C 61:024901.

NCRP. 2000. Radiation Protection Guidance for Activities in Low-Earth Orbit. Bethesda, MD, USA: National Coun-
cil on Radiation Protection and Measurements, NCRP Report No. 132.

NCRP. 2002. Operational Radiation Safety Program for Astronauts in Low-Earth Orbit: A Basic Framework. 
Bethesda, MD, USA: National Council on Radiation Protection and Measurements, NCRP Report No. 142.

NCRP. 2006. Information Needed to Make Radiation Protection Recommendations for Space Missions Beyond 
Low-Earth Orbit. Bethesda, MD, USA: National Council on Radiation Protection and Measurements, NCRP Re-
port No. 153.

Niita K, Takada H, Meigo S, Ikeda Y. 2001. High-energy particle transport code NMTC/JAM. Nucl. Instrum. Meth-
ods B 184:406-20.

Niita K, Chiba S, Maruyama T, Maruyama T, Takada H, Fukahori T, Nakahara Y, Iwamoto A. 1995. Analysis of the 
(N,xN’) reactions by quantum molecular dynamics plus statistical decay model. Phys. Rev. C 52:2620-35.

Pálfalvi J, Szabó J, Akatov Y, Sajó-Bohus L, Eördögh I. 2005. Cosmic ray studies on the ISS using SSNTD, BRADOS 
projects, 2001–2003. Radiat. Meas. 40:428-32.

Pálfalvi JK, Akatov Y, Szabó J, Sajó-Bohus L, Eördögh I. 2006. Detection of primary and secondary cosmic ray 
particles aboard the ISS using SSNTD stacks. Radiat. Prot. Dosim. 120:427-32.

Radiation Dosimetry



36

Pázmándi T, Deme S, Láng E. 2006. Space dosimetry with the application of a 3D silicon detector telescope: 
Response function and inverse algorithm. Radiat. Prot. Dosim. 120:401-4.

Reedy RC. 1996. Constraints on solar particle events from comparisons of recent events and million-year aver-
ages. In: Balasubramaniam KS, Kiel SL, Smartt RN, eds. Solar Drivers of Interplanetary and Terrestrial Distur-
bances. ASP Conf. Ser. 95:429-36.

Reitz G. 1994. Space radiation dosimetry. Acta Astronaut. 32:715-20.

Reitz G, Beaujean R, Benton E, Burmeister S, Dachev T, Deme S, Luszik-Bhadra M, Olko P. 2005. Space radiation 
measurements onboard ISS – The DosMap experiment. Radiat. Prot. Dosim. 116:374-9.

Reitz G, Bücker H, Facius R, Horneck G, Graul EH, Berger H, Rüther W, Heinrich W, Beaujean R, Enge W, Alpatov 
AM, Ushakov IA, Zachvatkin YA, Mesland DAM. 1989. Influence of cosmic radiation and/or microgravity on de-
velopment of Carausius morosus. Adv. Space Res. 9:161-73.

Reitz G, Berger T. 2006. The MATROSHKA facility – Dose determination during an EVA. Radiat. Prot. Dosim. 
120:442-5.

Reitz G, Berger T, Bilski P, Facius R, Hajek M, Petrov V, Puchalska M, Zhou D, Bossler J, Akatov Y, Shurshakov V, 
Olko P, Ptaszkiewicz M, Bergmann R, Fugger M, Vana N, Beaujean R, Burmeister S, Bartlett D, Hager L, Pálfalvi J, 
Szabó J, O’Sullivan D, Kitamura H, Uchihori Y, Yasuda N, Nagamatsu A, Tawara H, Benton E, Gaza R, McKeever S, 
Sawakuchi G, Yukihara E, Cucinotta F, Semones E, Zapp N, Miller J, Dettmann J. 2009. Astronaut’s organ doses in-
ferred from measurements in a human phantom outside the International Space Station. Radiat. Res. 171:225-
35.

Sato T, Niita K, Iwase H, Nakashima H, Yamaguchi Y, Sihver L. 2006. Applicability of particle and heavy ion trans-
port code PHITS to the shielding design of spacecrafts. Radiat. Meas. 41:1142-6.

Schaefer HJ, Benton EV, Henke RP, Sullivan JJ. 1972. Nuclear track recordings of the astronauts’ radiation expo-
sure on the first lunar landing mission Apollo XI. Radiat. Res. 49:245-71.

Scheidenberger C, Geissel H. 1998. Penetration of relativistic heavy ions through matter. Nucl. Instrum. Meth-
ods B 136-8:114-24.

Scrimaglio R, Nurzia G, Rantucci E, Segreto E, Finetti N, Di Gaetano A, Tassoni A, Picozza P, Narici L, Casolino M, Di 
Fino L, Rinaldi A, Zaconte V. 2006. Simulation of the ALTEA experiment on the International Space Station with 
the Geant 3.21 program. Adv. Space Res. 37:1770-6.

Setlow RB. 2003. The hazards of space travel. EMBO Rep. 4:1013-6.

Sihver L, Mancusi D, Sato T, Niita K, Iwase H, Iwamoto Y, Matsuda N, Nakashima H, Sakamoto Y. 2007. Recent 
developments and benchmarking of the PHITS code. Adv. Space Res. 40:1320-31.

Sihver L, Mancusi D, Niita, K, Sato T, Townsend L, Farmer C, Pinsky L, Ferrari A, Cerutti F, Gomes I. 2008. Bench-
marking of calculated projectile fragmentation cross-sections using the 3-D, MC codes PHITS, FLUKA, HETC-
HEDS, MCNPX_HI, and NUCFRG2. Acta Astronaut. 63:865-77.

Sihver L, Sato T, Gustafsson K, Shurshakov VA, Reitz G. 2009. Simulations of the MTR-R and MTR experiments at 
ISS, and shielding properties using PHITS. 2009 IEEE Aerospace Conference, DOI:10.1109/AERO.2009.4839360.

Straube U, Berger T, Reitz G, Facius R, Fuglesang C, Reiter T, Damann V, Tognini M. 2010. Operational radiation 
protection for astronauts and cosmonauts and correlated activities of ESA Medical Operations. Acta Astronaut. 
66:963-73.

Tripathi RK, Cucinotta FA, Wilson JW. 1996. Accurate universal parameterization of absorption cross sections. 
Nucl. Instrum. Methods B 117:347-9.

Radiation Dosimetry



37

Tripathi RK, Cucinotta FA, Wilson JW. 1997. Accurate universal parameterization of absorption cross sections 
II – Neutron absorption cross sections. Nucl. Instrum. Methods B 129:11-5.

Tripathi RK, Cucinotta FA, Wilson JW. 1999. Accurate universal parameterization of absorption cross sections 
III – Light systems. Nucl. Instrum. Methods B 155:349-56.

Tylka AJ,  Adams JH, Jr, Boberg PR, Brownstein B, Dietrich WF, Flueckiger EO, Petersen EL, Shea MA, Smart DF, 
Smith EC. 1997. CREME96: A revision of the Cosmic Ray Effect on Micro-Electronics Code. IEEE Trans. Nucl. Sci. 
44:2150-60.

Vanhavere F, Genicot JL, O’Sullivan D, Zhou D, Spurný F, Jadrníčková I, Sawakuchi GO, Yukihara ED. 2008. Dosim-
etry of biological experiments in space (DOBIES) with luminescence (OSL and TL) and track etch detectors. 
Radiat. Meas. 43:694-7.

Shen W, Wang B, Feng J, Zhan W, Zhu Y, Feng E. 1989. Total reaction cross section for heavy-ion collisions and its 
relation to the neutron excess degree of freedom. Nucl. Phys. A 491:130-46.

White RJ, Averner M. 2001. Humans in space. Nature 409:1115-8.

Wilson JW, Cucinotta FA, Shinn JL, Simonson LC, Dubey RR, Jordan WR, Jones TD, Chang CV, Kim MY. 1999. 
Shielding from solar particle event exposures in deep space. Radiat. Meas. 30:361-82.

Wilson JW, Cucinotta FA, Tai H, Simonson LC, Shinn JL, Thibeault SA, Kim MY. 1997. Galactic and solar cosmic 
ray shielding in deep space. Washington, DC, USA: National Aeronautics and Space Administration, NASA TP-
3682.

Workshops on Radiation Monitoring for the International Space Station (WRMISS), http://www.wrmiss.org.

Yasuda H, Badhwar GD, Komiyama T, Fujitaka K. 2000. Effective dose equivalent on the ninth Shuttle-Mir mis-
sion (STS-91). Radiat. Res. 154:705-13.

Yasuda N, Uchihori Y, Benton ER, Kitamura H, Fujitaka K. 2006. The intercomparison of cosmic rays with heavy 
ion beams at NIRS (ICCHIBAN) project. Radiat. Prot. Dosim. 120:414-20.

Zaconte V, Casolino M, De Santis C, Di Fino L, La Tessa C, Larosa M, Narici L, Picozza P. 2010. The radiation envi-
ronment in the ISS-USLab measured by ALTEA: Spectra and relative nuclear abundances in the polar, equatorial 
and SAA regions. Adv. Space Res. 46:797-9.

Zaconte V, Di Fino L, La Tessa C, Larosa M, Narici L, Picozza P. 2010. High Energy Radiation fluences in the ISS-
USLab: ion discrimination and particle abundances. Rad. Meas. 45:168-172.

Zhou D, O’Sullivan D, Semones E, Heinrich W. 2006. Radiation field of cosmic rays measured in low Earth orbit 
by CR-39 detectors. Adv. Space Res. 37:1764-9.

Zhou D, O’Sullivan D, Semones E, Weyland M. 2006. Charge spectra of cosmic ray nuclei measured with CR-39 
detectors in low earth orbit. Nucl. Instrum. Methods A 564:262-6.

Zhou D, Semones E, Gaza R, Johnson S, Zapp N, Weyland M. 2007. Radiation measured for ISS-Expedition 12 
with different dosimeters. Nucl. Instrum. Methods A 580:1283-9.

Zhou D, Semones E, Gaza R, Weyland M. 2007. Radiation measured with passive dosimeters in low Earth orbit. 
Adv. Space Res. 40:1575-9.

Zhou D, Semones E, Weyland M, Johnson S. 2007. Radiation measured with TEPC and CR-39 PNTDs in low earth 
orbit. Adv. Space Res. 40:1571-4.

Zubal IG, Harrell CR, Smith EO, Rattner Z, Gindi G, Hoffer PB. 1994. Computerized three-dimensional segmented 
human anatomy, Med. Phys. 21:299-302.

Radiation Dosimetry



38 Annex: Composition of Expert Groups

Space Radiation Cluster Coordinator: 

Günther Reitz German Aerospace Centre, Germany

Radiation Effects on Humans Expert Groups Members:

Marco Durante (Chair) GSI Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung, 
Germany

Christa Baumstark-Khan (Rapporteur) German Aerospace Centre, Germany

Roberto Amendola Italian National Agency for New Technologies, Energy and 
Sustainable Economic Development, Italy

Sarah Baatout Belgian Nuclear Research Centre, Belgium

Nicolas Forey Institut national de la santé et de la recherche médicale, 
France

Yoshia Furusawa National Institute of Radiological Sciences, Japan

Tom Hei Columbia University, USA

Gerda Horneck German Aerospace Centre, Germany

George Iliakis University of Duisburg-Essen, Germany

Andrea Ottolenghi Università degli Studi di Pavia, Italy 

Peter O’Neill University of Oxford, United Kingdom

Laure Sabatier Commissariat à l’énergie atomique et aux énergies 
alternatives, France

Radiation Dosimetry Expert Groups Members:

Livio Narici (Chair) Università degli Studi di Roma Tor Vergata, Italy

Michael Hajek (Rapporteur) Vienna University of Technology, Austria

David Bartlett Health Protection Agency, United Kingdom

Thomas Berger German Aerospace Centre, Germany

Pawel Bilski Polish Academy of Sciences, Poland

Tsvetan Dachev Bulgarian Academy of Sciences, Bulgaria

Daniel Heynderickx DH Consultancy, Belgium

Richard Horne British Antarctic Survey, United Kingdom

Dennis O’Sullivan Dublin Institute for Advanced Studies, Ireland

Vince Pisacane US Naval Academy, USA

Günther Reitz German Aerospace Centre, Germany

Blai Sanahuja Universitat de Barcelona 

Yukio Uchihori National Institute of Radiological Sciences, Japan

Annex: Composition of Expert Groups3



Edition :
INDIGO 

1	rue	de	Schaffhouse	•	67000	Strasbourg
tél.	:	06	20	09	91	07	•	scop.indigo@gmail.com

ISBN  : 979-10-91477-03-1
printed in E.U. march 2012



The THESEUS Coordination and Support Action has received funding from the European Community’s 7th 
Framework Programme (FP7/2007-2013) under grant agreement n°242482.

This document only reflects the views of the THESEUS Consortium. The European Commission is not liable for any 
use that may be made of the information contained therein.

	
   	
  


