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Abstract 
The association between air pollution and adverse health outcomes has been extensively studied, and while 

oxidative stress in likely to be involved, the underlying mechanism(s) remain unclear. Recent studies propose 

environmentally persistent free radicals (EPFRs) as the missing connection between air pollution and detrimental 

health impacts. However, the indoor environment is rarely considered in EPFR research. We measured EPFRs in 

household dust from two locations in Australia and investigated household characteristics associated with EPFRs. 

Random forest models were built to identify important household characteristics through variable importance 

plots and the associations were analysed using Spearman’s rho test. We found that age of house, type of garage, 

house outer wall material, heating method used in home, frequency of extractor fan use when cooking, traffic 

related air pollution, frequency of cleaning and major house renovation were important household characteristics 

associated with EPFRs in Australian homes. The direction of association between household characteristics and 

EPFRs differ between the locations. Hence, further research is warranted to determine the generalisability of our 

results.   
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Introduction  
The association between air pollution and adverse health outcomes has been long established, but the causal 

mechanism(s) behind this association are still uncertain (Kelly 2003, Kelly & Fussell 2015, Mudway et al. 2020, 

Risom et al. 2005). Recent studies propose a role for environmentally persistent free radicals (EPFRs) as a 

potential inducer of oxidative stress (OS), which may be the missing connection between  air pollution and 

detrimental health impacts (Dugas et al. 2016, Gehling & Dellinger 2013, Guan et al. 2021, Pan et al. 2019, Ruan 

et al. 2019, Sly et al. 2019, Vejerano et al. 2018, Xu et al. 2021, Xu et al. 2020, Zhao et al. 2021). 

EPFRs are formed during combustion processes and are present on small particulate matter (PM) with a mass 

median aerodynamic diameter of 2.5 micrometres or less (PM2.5), usually generated from traffic-related air 

pollution (TRAP), residential activities, industrial burning, and cigarette smoking (Chen et al. 2019, Gehling & 

Dellinger 2013, Sly et al. 2019, Vejerano et al. 2018, Wang et al. 2020, Xu et al. 2021, Zhao et al. 2021). EPFRs 

are particularly concerning as they are free radicals that can persist in the environment and in biological systems 

for prolonged periods of time (Pan et al. 2019, Sly et al. 2019, Vejerano et al. 2018, Xu et al. 2021, Zhao et al. 

2021). Typically, a free radical has a short lifetime of a few picoseconds due to its highly unstable nature of the 

unpaired electron/s in the outermost orbit (Pan et al. 2019, Vejerano et al. 2018); however, EPFRs are a long-

lasting stable compound as its valence electrons are continually cycling through pairing and unpairing by the 

transfer of electrons from organic particles to the surface of redox-active transition metals on particulate matter 

(PM) (Gehling & Dellinger 2013, Guan et al. 2021). These stabilised EFPRs have long lifetimes, lasting up to 

several months and are hard to decompose (Pan et al. 2019, Xu et al. 2021, Zhao et al. 2021).  

While studies have reported EPFRs to be pervasive in the atmosphere, little is known about the presence of EPFRs 

in the household environment. Studies that have explored household environment mostly focused on airborne 

EPFRs produced from solid fuel combustion used for cooking and heating in China, demonstrating household 

appliances and behaviours can be important emission sources for residential EPFRs (Jia et al. 2020, Qian et al. 

2020, Xu et al. 2020, Zhao et al. 2022, Zhao et al. 2021). However, one study raised interest in other household 

characteristics such as ventilation (natural ventilation) from air-conditioning and opening of windows in 

influencing indoor EPFR concentration from the infiltration of ambient TRAP (Sly et al. 2019). Health concerns 

of EPFR concentration exposure were also raised in that study (Sly et al. 2019), particularly for children due to 

their increased sensitivity to exposures and continuing respiratory development (Grant et al. 2020).  Sly et al. 

reported that 89 out of 90 house dust samples had detectable EPFRs present, with high EPFR exposure group (≥ 

6 x 1017 spins/g) associated with a higher number of children reported wheeze compared to low EPFR exposure 

group (< 4 x 1017 spins/g) (Sly et al. 2019). This was the first evidence to link indoor EPFRs in house dust with 

increased wheeze and supports the suggestion that EPFRs sit on the causal pathway between air pollution and 

adverse respiratory health outcomes.   

The health concerns from EPFR exposure highlights the importance of understanding the factors that influence 

the presence of EPFRs in indoor environments, particularly in residential homes. We hypothesise that several 

household characteristics will influence EPFR concentration in household dust. Therefore, this study aimed to 

understand the concentration of EPFRs in household dust and determine which household characteristics are 

associated with EPFRs in Australian homes.  
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Methods 

Population 

The Early Life Lung Function (ELLF) study is a longitudinal birth cohort from Brisbane, Australia that was 

enrolled during pregnancy and followed until age 7 years. Brisbane is located at the centre of Southeast 

Queensland and this city has a subtropical climate, with average temperature ranging from 21°C to 30.4°C during 

summer and 10.5°C to 23.4°C in winter (Bureau of Meteorology 2023). Participants who had previously returned 

at least one sample of household dust, and who lived within reasonable driving distance from the research centre 

(around 100km) were invited to participate in home visits following their year 7 follow-up.  In total, 50 participants 

were invited and 24 agreed to participate, one declined, and the rest were non-responders. This home monitoring 

study was a multiple timepoint (n = 2) cross-sectional study, with sampling conducted from February 2021 and 

concluding in July 2022. A total of 23 participants completed two visits (summer and winter), with only one 

participant completing a visit in winter and were lost to follow-up for the summer visit. This resulted in a total of 

47 individual observations, 23 for summer and 24 for winter. 

The Barwon Infant Study (BIS) is a prebirth cohort (n=1074 infants), assembled using an unselected sampling 

frame, designed to investigate the early life origins of immune dysregulation in the modern environment 

(Vuillermin et al. 2015). The Barwon region of Victoria, Australia, covers urban, rural, and coastal areas. The 

Barwon region has a cooler climate on average compared to Brisbane, with temperature ranging from 5.2°C and 

14.8°C in winter and 11.9°C to 25.0°C in summer (Bureau of Meteorology 2023). The participant characteristics 

reflect those of the Australian population overall, although there is a smaller proportion of families from non-

English-speaking backgrounds. More details are available in the cohort profile (Vuillermin et al. 2015). 

Participants were followed-up at multiple time points, including a home visit conducted in a sub-sample (n = 228) 

at 9 months of age, during which a household assessment was conducted, and a dust sample was collected. 

 

Air quality 
Direct measurements: During ELLF home visits, indoor and outdoor air quality were measured simultaneously. 

Particulate matter (PM) was measured with a TSI DustTrakTM DRX Aerosol monitor 8533 while NO2 and CO 

were measured using a Dräger X-am 5000 with a XXs NO2 LC and XXS CO LC sensor. The monitors were set 

up inside the home in a common area, with a second set placed outside in an area protected from rain. Where 

possible, sampling occurred over a 24-hour period. Data were collected in 5-minute time averages and averaged 

across the monitoring period for this study.  

Modelled air pollution exposure: Direct air quality measurements were not captured in the BIS, so both cohorts 

were matched to two validated, satellite-based land-use regression models (Sat-LUR) (Knibbs et al. 2014, Knibbs 

et al. 2018), built for the entire Australian continent from spatial predictors, including land use and satellite 

information. The residential addresses of each child in both BIS and ELLF were geocoded and matched to an 

annual estimate of PM2.5 and NO2 to reflect long-term air pollution exposure (see Supplementary materials).  
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Household characteristics survey 

The ELLF cohort had previously completed an annual survey, which captured information on housing 

characteristics (see Table S1). Prior to starting the home visits, we used expert opinion and previous research to 

determine the household characteristics and behaviours likely to influence indoor air quality, and thus presence 

of EPFRs. These relationships are depicted in a directed acyclic graph (DAG) (see Figure S1). The ELLF 

household survey was developed by matching the household survey used in BIS, with a few additional questions 

included in the ELLF survey. Participants were sent the questionnaire via an online survey system, Qualtrics XM, 

up to one week prior to each home visit. The responses were checked by a member of the research team and the 

household characteristics were validated by study staff during each visit. In the BIS, the questionnaire was 

developed to allow pooling with international cohorts and included validated instruments where possible 

(Vuillermin et al. 2015). A home visit review was conducted by a trained researcher, including a researcher 

facilitated survey, and validation of responses by the research team.  

 

Dust collection  

The primary outcome of this study was the presence of EPFRs in household dust. Dust samples were collected 

from household vacuums by the research team during home visits. Samples were frozen between -22°C to -20°C 

in the laboratory of Centre for Children’s Health Research, Brisbane or Barwon Biomedical Research Laboratory, 

Geelong. Samples were shipped to Louisiana State University for analysis. Dust samples were sieved to collect 

fine dust, and those with weight below minimum sample limit for analysis were excluded. The dust samples 

underwent electron paramagnetic resonance (i.e., electron spin resonance) to measure EPFR concentration and 

characteristics. The correction for the content of oxygen-centered radicals (O-EFPRs) in the samples was based 

on the analysis of the EPFR spectra parameters, using a linear combination of the 3rd power of the g-tensor shift 

in respect to the position of the pure oxygen-centered radical (2.0049) and spectral broadening represented by the 

value of delta H peak-to-peak. The resulting adjustment factor was then multiplied by the spin-concentration 

number. EPFRs and O-EPFRs were reported as the number of spins per gram of dust analysed (spins/g) and 

analysed as continuous variables. Samples with EPFR concentration below the limit of detection (LOD) were 

imputed using half the lowest value of EPFR concentration for ELLF (n = 11) and BIS cohort (n = 46) respectively 

(Hornung & Reed 1990). Samples below the LOD for O-EPFRs were not imputed and excluded from the analysis.  

 

Statistical analysis  

Data were cleaned and summarised using standard descriptive summaries. Household characteristics were 

categorised depending on the likelihood of generating or circulating air pollutants (see Table S1). There was one 

record with missing data for cleaning frequency in ELLF and this was imputed with the mean frequency to 

maintain statistical power. However, a complete case analysis (without imputation) was performed for the BIS 

cohort due to greater sample size and therefore higher power.  

Random forest regression was conducted to determine household characteristics associated with EPFR 

concentration. Five-fold cross-validation was performed to ensure 100% of the data were being used in building 

the random forest model. Random forest models with optimal hyper-parameters were analysed for variable 

importance (see Supplementary materials). Household characteristics that were found to have importance in the 
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random forest model were extracted and Spearman’s rho statistical test was conducted to assess the direction of 

association. Sensitivity analyses were conducted to determine whether 24-hour ambient PM2.5 or annual ambient 

air pollution (PM2.5 and NO2) contributed to indoor EPFRs in ELLF cohort. All analyses were conducted in R 

version 4.1.3 (R Core Team 2022).  

 

Results 
EPFR in household dust  

The EPFRs, air pollution and household characteristics are shown in Table 1 and Table 2. EPFR and O-EPFR 

concentration were measured and determined in 46 and 35 samples for ELLF cohort; and 136 and 106 samples 

for BIS cohort respectively. The median (interquartile range, IQR) EPFRs detected in the ELLF households was 

1.65 x 1017 spins/g (IQR = 3.60 x 1017 spins/g) and 5.78 x 1016 spins/g (IQR = 1.21 x 1017 spins/g) for BIS 

households (Table 1). Median O-EPFRs measured was 3.41 x 1016 spins/g (IQR = 4.70 x 1016 spins/g) for BIS and 

5.49 x 1016 spins/g (IQR = 1.23 x 1017 spins/g) for ELLF cohort. Seasonal differences were inconsistent between 

two geographical cohorts for EPFR concentration. Lower median EPFRs was seen in warmer months of summer 

(7.06 x 1014 spins/g, IQR = 1.83 x 1017 spins/g) in comparison to colder months of winter (3.10 x 1017 spins/g, 

IQR = 3.13 x 1017 spins/g) for ELLF cohort. BIS cohort demonstrated slightly greater median in summer (6.31 x 

1016 spins/g; IQR = 4.53 x 1016 spins/g) when compared to winter (5.74 x 1016, IQR = 1.20 x 1017 spins/g). Similar 

season pattern was observed for O-EPFRs, with greater median concentration in winter for ELLF cohort and in 

summer for BIS cohort.  

 

Table 1 Descriptive results of EPFR concentration, air pollution and season from the Early Life Lung Function 
(ELLF), Brisbane (n = 46) and Barwon Infant Study (BIS), Geelong, Australia (n = 136). 

Variables ELLF BIS 
Outcomes   
EPFR concentration (spins/g) median (IQR)  1.65 x 1017 (3.60 x 1017) 5.78 x 1016 (1.21 x 1017) 
EPFR oxygen-weighted concentration (spins/g) 
median (IQR)   

5.49 x 1016 (1.23 x 1017) 3.41 x 1016 (4.70 x 1016) 

Air pollution and season   
24-hour average indoor CO (µg/m3) mean (SD)                  498.57 (1190.89) Not collected in BIS 
24-hour average indoor NO2 (µg/m3) mean (SD)                  4.48 (13.23) Not collected in BIS 
24-hour average indoor PM2.5 (µg/m3) mean 
(SD)                 13.55 (13.19) 

Not collected in BIS 

24-hour average ambient PM2.5 (µg/m3) mean 
(SD)                 11.63 (6.30) 

Not collected in BIS 

Annual ambient PM2.5 (µg/m3) mean (SD) 6.13 (0.32)                 7.29 (0.73) 
Annual ambient NO2 (µg/m3) mean (SD) 12.25 (3.97) 10.13 (2.08) 
Season of visit n (%)   
  Summer                    22 (47.8%) 18 (13.2%) 
  Winter                    24 (52.2%) 36 (26.5%) 
  Autumn Not collected in ELLF 57 (41.9%) 
  Spring Not collected in ELLF 25 (18.4%) 
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Household characteristics associated with EPFR concentration 

ELLF cohort  

This study found half of the (n = 18/36) household characteristics were important contributors to the EPFR 

concentration in Brisbane’s household dust (see Figure S2). These factors can be categorised into the following 

themes:  house structure, household practices that affect dust resuspension, combustion related activies, ventilation 

and ambient environmental factors.  

Housing structures such as presence of enclosed garage, carport and houses with weatherboard cladding were 

associated with higher EPFRs; whereas houses without garages and older in age were associated with lower 

EPFRs (Figure 1). Units and apartments had lower EPFRs in comparison to detached houses. Factors associated 

with higher EPFR concentration were household practices that promote dust resuspension (decreased frequency 

of cleaning and major house renovation) and combustion related activities (lighting candles, incense and  

occasionally/never using extractor fan). Factors associated with lower EPFR concentration were increased 

frequency of opening windows/doors, living in a lower traffic neighbourhoods and summer season. Similar results 

were seen for O-EPFR concentration random forest in ELLF cohort (see Figure S3). Consistent positive 

associations with O-EPFRs in dust were found for combustion related activities such as dirty heating methods, 

presence of indoor fireplaces, and use mosquito coils in homes. Higher indoor  PM2.5 was also associated with 

higher levels of O-EPFRs. One unusual association observed was lower O-EPFRs in houses with open plan 

kitchens (Figure 2).    

Table 2 Descriptive results of household characteristics from the Early Life Lung Function (ELLF), Brisbane (n 
= 46) and Barwon Infant Study (BIS), Geelong, Australia (n = 136). 

Household characteristics ELLF BIS 
Major house renovation in previous 12 months n (%)   
  Yes                     7 (15.2%)                     7 (5.1%) 
Type of house n (%)   
  Flat/ unit/ apartment                     3 (6.5%) 2 (1.5%) 
  House           43 (94.5%)          134 (98.5%) 
House outer wall material n (%)   
  Brick           25 (54.3%)            93 (68.4%)                  
  Weatherboard           21 (45.7%)          43 (31.6%) 
Type of garage n (%)   
  No garage/ carport                     9 (19.6%) 15 (11.0%) 
  Carport                      7 (15.2%) 15 (11.0%) 
  Enclosed garage – detached/attached   30 (65.2%)                   106 (77.9%) 
House age mean (SD)   43.72 (29.37)               3.57 (1.24) 
Open plan kitchen n (%)   
  Yes         40 (87.0%)                       132 (97.1%)        
Fabric flooring in living area n (%)   
  Yes (carpet/rug)        22 (47.8%)             102 (75.0%) 
Presence of indoor fireplace n (%)   
  Yes           8 (17.4%)            18 (13.2%) 
Type of heating in living area n (%)   
  Clean heating      40 (87.0%)               95 (69.9%) 
  Dirty heating                      6 (13.0%)  41 (30.1%) 
Type of heating in child’s room n (%)   
  No heating            24 (52.2%)          0 
  Clean heating             22 (47.8%)         134 (98.5%) 
  Dirty heating  0              2 (1.5%) 
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Type of cooling in living area n (%)   
  Clean cooling               28 (60.9%)         117 (86.0%) 
  Dirty cooling  18 (39.1%)                    19 (14.0%) 
Type of cooling in child’s room n (%)   
  Clean cooling  18 (39.1%) 75 (55.1%) 
  Dirty cooling  28 (60.9%) 61 (44.9%) 
Type of cook top n (%)   
  Electric (ceramic, coil, solid plate)              32 (69.6%)       14 (10.3%) 
  Gas        14 (30.4%)              122 (89.7%) 
Frequency of extractor fan use n (%)   
  Always  19 (41.3%)                    60 (44.1%) 
  Occasionally  18 (39.1%)                    61 (44.9%) 
  Never                     9 (19.6%)           15 (11.0%)          
Type of oven n (%)   
  Electric        42 (91.3%)             101 (74.3%) 
  Gas                     4 (8.5%)     35 (25.7%)                 
Frequency of candles/incense use at home mean (SD)   1.24 (1.49)                  1.32 (1.64) 
Mosquito coil use at home n (%)   
  Yes  10 (21.7%)                   5 (3.6%) 
Any family members smoke/vape n (%)   
  Yes                     4 (8.7%) 17 (12.5%) 
Open windows/door in the past 7 days* mean (SD)                  5.76 (2.13) 2.38 (0.94) 
Neighbourhood traffic n (%)   
  Little to low  40 (87.0%)                     77 (56.6%)                    
  Some                     3 (6.5%)       28 (20.6%)              
  High                     3 (6.5%)          31 (22.8%)            
Household size* mean (SD)                  4.22 (0.84) Not collected in BIS 
Presence of pets n (%)  Not collected in BIS 
  Yes  36 (78.3%)                     
Fabric flooring in restroom n (%) Not collected in ELLF  
  Yes  77 (56.6%)                    
Fabric flooring in kitchen n (%) Not collected in ELLF  
  Yes                      4 (2.9%)  
Fabric flooring in parent’s room n (%) Not collected in ELLF  
  Yes       120 (88.2%)          
Fabric flooring in child’s room n (%) Not collected in ELLF  
  Yes  119 (87.5%)                 
Total cigarette per day mean (SD) Not collected in ELLF                  1.56 (4.92) 
Method to clean in the house n (%)   
  Mop/ vacuum  39 (84.8%)         115 (84.6%)           
  Sweep                     7 (15.2%)   21 (15.4%)                  
Method to clean surfaces n (%)  Not collected in BIS 
  Wet cloth 25 (54.3%)                     
  Dry cloth/ dusting           21 (45.7%)            
Frequency of cleaning floors per week (days) mean 
(SD) 2.68 (2.91) 

 
Not collected in BIS 

Frequency of cleaning surfaces per week (days) mean 
(SD) 1.50 (1.53) 

 
Not collected in BIS 

Frequency of cleaning floors in living area mean (SD) Not collected in ELLF 3.72 (0.86) 
Frequency of cleaning floors in child’s room mean (SD) Not collected in ELLF 3.01 (0.76) 

*ELLF cohort: frequency of candles/incense use at home – 0 = not at all, 1 = every 3-4 months, 2 = 1-2/month, 3 = about 1/week, 4 = a few times/week, 5 = 
everyday; open windows/door in the past 7 days – number of days windows/ doors opened in the past 7 days; household size – number of family members living 
at home; BIS cohort: house age – 1 < 2 years, 2 = 2 to 5 years, 3 = 6 to 19 years, 4 = 20 to 49 years, 5 = 50+ years; open windows/door in the past 7 days – 1 
= not at all/ < 1 hr/day, 2 = 1-3 hr/day, 3 = 4-12 hr/day, 4 > 12 hr/day; frequency of candles/incense use at home – 0 = not at all, 1 = 1-2 times/month, 2 < 
1/week, 3 = about 1/week, 4 = a few times/week, 5 = everyday; frequency of cleaning floors in living area/ child’s room – 1 < 1/month, 2 = 1-3 times/month, 3 
= 1/week, 4 = a few times/week, 5 = every day. 
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Figure 1 Univariate associations between important household characteristics with EPFR concentration 
identified from random forest model in ELLF cohort (*indicates continuous variable. The rest are binary rank 

variable. Red point signifies statistically significant association). 

 

 

Figure 2 Univariate associations between important household characteristics with EPFR oxygen-weighted 
concentration identified from random forest model in ELLF cohort (* indicates continuous variable. The rest are 

binary rank variables. Red point signifies statistically significant association). 

 

BIS cohort 

In the BIS cohort, the regression random forest found that the most important variables represented for EPFR 

concentration was TRAP (Figure 3). Higher EPFR concentration was associated with higher neighbourhood traffic 

and ambient air pollution (PM2.5 and NO2). Further, house age, never using extractor fan when cooking, increased 
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combustion related activities (presence of smoker/s in home and dirty heating method used in living area) and 

presence of fabric flooring (carpet/rug in parent’s room and living room) were also associated with higher EPFR 

concentration in house dust.  Lower EPFR concentration was observed in autumn. A few unexpected directions 

of associations were observed such as houses without attached garages and higher cleaning frequency were seen 

to slightly increase EPFR concentration, while houses that recently undergone major house renovation, have 

enclosed garages and use of mosquito coils were associated with lower EPFRs. Household appliances such as 

type of cook top and oven were not associated with EPFRs nor O-EPFRs in household dust (see Figure S4 and 

Figure S5).  

As with EPFR concentration, TRAP was the most important characteristic related to O-EPFRs (Figure 4). Higher 

O-EPFRs were associated with older homes, carports, carpets or rugs in kitchens and parent’s bedrooms, number 

of cigarettes per day, dirty heating method in the living rooms and use of gas ovens. Lower O-EPFRs were 

associated with major renovations, carpets or rugs in child’s bedrooms and winter season. 

 

 

Figure 3 Univariate associations between important household characteristics with EPFR concentration 
identified from random forest model in BIS cohort (*indicates continuous variable. The rest are binary rank 

variable. Red point signifies statistically significant association). 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 23, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.22.23297367doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.22.23297367


Page 10 of 18 
 

 

Figure 4 Univariate associations between important household characteristics with EPFR oxygen-weighted 
concentration identified from random forest model in BIS cohort (*indicates continuous variable. The rest are 

binary rank variable. Red point signifies statistically significant association). 

 

Comparison between ELLF and BIS cohorts 

We compared the household characteristics associated with EPFRs and O-EPFRs in both cohorts to assess their 

similarity. Eight household characteristics in the ELLF households shared the same EPFR concentration 

importance in BIS (Table 3).  Only two household characteristics shared the same O-EPFR concentration 

importance between both cohorts. Among all the household characteristics, recent major renovation was the 

most consistent variable, showing importance in both cohorts and with both EPFRs concentration and O-EPFRs  

Important household characteristics (as identified in random forest model) for both cohorts were major house 

renovation, never using extractor fan when cooking, presence of enclosed garage, low neighbourhood traffic, 

frequency of cleaning, no garage, age of house, housing material and heating method used in living area. 

However, correlation assessment showed consistent direction only for homes built with weatherboard cladding, 

households never using extractor fan when cooking and low neighbourhood traffic for EPFR concentration 

(Figure 5), and heating method used in living area for O-EPFRs (Figure 6).  

 

Table 3 Household characteristics found important across all random forest models in ELLF and BIS cohort. 

Mutual household characteristics between both 

cohorts 

ELLF BIS 

Major house renovation EPFRs + O-EPFRs EPFRs + O-EPFRs 

Extractor fan use - Never EPFRs + O-EPFRs EPFRs 

Garage - Enclosed EPFRs + O-EPFRs EPFRs 

Nbhd. traffic - Low EPFRs + O-EPFRs EPFRs 
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Freq. of cleaning EPFRs + O-EPFRs EPFRs 

Garage - None EPFRs EPFRs + O-EPFRs 

House age EPFRs EPFRs + O-EPFRs 

Living room - Heating O-EPFRs EPFRs + O-EPFRs 

Housing material EPFRs EPFRs 

Use of mosquito coil O-EPFRs EPFRs 

Extractor fan use - Occasionally EPFRs O-EPFRs 

Garage - Carport EPFRs O-EPFRs 

Freq. of windows/doors opened EPFRs O-EPFRs 

Freq. of candle/incense use EPFRs No importance 

Child's room - Cooling EPFRs No importance 

Living room - Cooling EPFRs No importance 

Indoor fireplace O-EPFRs No importance 

Child's room - Heating O-EPFRs No importance 

Type of house EPFRs No importance 

Nbhd. traffic - Some O-EPFRs No importance 

Open plan kitchen O-EPFRs No importance 

Cleaning method O-EPFRs No importance 

Extractor fan use - Always No importance EPFRs 

Living room - Carpet/rug No importance EPFRs 

Nbhd. traffic - High No importance O-EPFRs 

Type of oven No importance O-EPFRs 

Presence of smoker/s in home No importance EPFRs 

Type of cook top No importance No importance 

 

 

Figure 5 Univariate associations between important household characteristics with EPFR concentration 
identified from ELLF and BIS random forest models (*indicates continuous variable).  
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Figure 6 Univariate associations between important household characteristics with EPFR oxygen-weighted 
concentration identified from ELLF and BIS random forest models. 

 

Sensitivity analysis  

We explored the effect of modelled vs measured ambient PM2.5 in the ELLF cohort. Neither variable was important 

in the analyses of EPFRs and O-EPFRs (see Supplementary materials). Modelled ambient NO2 in ELLF cohort 

demonstrated importance in O-EPFRs but little importance in EPFRs.
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Discussion 
The discovery of environmentally persistent free radicals is a relatively new phenomenon, and research exploring 

indoor sources of EPFRs concentration are in its infancy. To the best of our knowledge, the present study is the 

first study to explore household characteristics associated with EPFRs and O-EPFRs in household dust. We found 

that housing structures, TRAP, heating method, house ventilation and household activities that affect dust 

circulation were the most important household characteristics associated with EPFRs in Australian household 

dust.  

EPFRs are bounded to PM and a large body of literature has established vehicle emissions as one of the major 

sources of EPFRs on airborne particles (Chen et al. 2019, Wang et al. 2020). A study which investigated EPFR 

concentrations in different locations found that EPFR signals were less prominent in agricultural areas compared 

to residential areas due to lower vehicle exhaust emissions (Wang et al. 2020). The results of the present study 

support these findings, with lower EPFRs in both ELLF and BIS cohorts for those households located on streets 

with low neighbourhood traffic. In the BIS cohort, annual ambient NO2 and PM2.5 were associated with EPFRs in 

dust. However, only ambient NO2, was associated with EPFRs in ELLF homes.  

In the present study, the physical structures of a house, such as type of garage, age of house and housing 

material were associated with EPFRs in household dust. It is likely that the physical structures of a home 

influence the overall air tightness (Ambrose & Syme 2015, Mallach et al. 2017, Oh & Kim 2020). The air 

exchange rate (ACH) is typically used to understand the leakiness of a house by determining the rate of outdoor 

air replacing indoor air in a specified space (Guo et al. 2008). Two Australian reports have found older houses in 

Australia tended to have higher ACH, signifying higher outdoor air penetration than newer houses (Ambrose & 

Syme 2015, Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board 2011). Further, houses built with weatherboard 

cladding have higher ACH values than brick houses (Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board 2011). 

Higher air penetration for houses constructed from timber may be due higher likelihood of termite damages, 

sunlight, and water damage (Reardon et al. 2020). We expected to observe higher EPFRs for houses older in age 

and built with weatherboard due to greater ambient air penetration and our results were consistent with our 

hypothesis. However, the findings between age of house and EPFR concentration were inconsistent between the 

cohorts, suggesting the construction materials and design may be more important than age.  The type of garage 

can influence indoor air quality. It has previously been shown that attached garages or underground parking 

garages led to higher concentration of pollutants (volatile organic compounds, PM and CO) inside the houses 

when compared to non-attached garages (Mallach et al. 2017, Oh & Kim 2020). Pollutants generated in 

enclosed and attached garages from the car can accumulate and penetrate inside the home through walls and 

ceilings (Mallach et al. 2017, Oh & Kim 2020). We found an association between enclosed garages and higher 

EPFR concentration in the ELLF cohort, but not in the BIS study. 

The heating method used in homes was an important factor in EPFR concentration, particularly for the more 

redox-active O-EPFRs. Current studies conducted in China found that EPFRs were greater in colder months, with 

a study estimating an equivalent EPFR exposure found in 23-73 cigarettes per day (Chen et al. 2019, Jia et al. 

2023, Xu et al. 2021, Xu et al. 2020, Zhao et al. 2022). The authors suggested that the high central heating use 

such as coal combustion to keep residential homes warm during winter can explain the higher EPFR concentration 

as combustion of coals and fuels are an established source of EPFR. In addition, studies have identified that EPFR 
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concentration with an adjacent oxygen atom was more prominent in colder weather, suggesting incomplete 

combustion (Jia et al. 2023, Xu et al. 2021, Zhao et al. 2022).  Consistent with the existing literature, our results 

supported their hypothesis, demonstrating dirty type of heating method used such as gas heater, oil/kerosene/diesel 

heater and fireplace to be positively and significantly associated with O-EPFRs in both cohorts. However, seasonal 

difference in our results were inconclusive with only Brisbane displaying greater EPFR concentration in winter 

than summer. In addition, cigarette smoking is an established combustion activity that generate EPFRs (Gehling 

& Dellinger 2013, Xu et al. 2021), but our analyses demonstrated that smoking households was only found to be 

important in BIS cohort. The potential significance of cigarette smoking was not adequately assessed in ELLF, 

possibly due to different level of exposure as family members reported smoking outdoors in the ELLF households.  

Our results also discovered that use of extractor fan when cooking was an important household characteristic 

associated with EPFRs. Extensive research on cooking fumes by-products have found that toxic compounds such 

as polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH), aldehydes, alkanoic acids, heterocyclic aromatic amine and other 

harmful products can be released when cooking foods in higher temperature (Chiang et al. 1999, Mehta 2015, 

Svedahl et al. 2009). It is established in the literature that EPFR concentration can be generated from solid fuel 

combustion used for cooking (Zhao et al. 2022, Zhao et al. 2021), however, there is other research that found a 

close co-existence of EPFRs and PAHs (Jia et al. 2018, Lammel et al. 2020, Sun et al. 2022). Regardless of 

whether EPFR was generated from the fuel source used in cooking or from heating the food in high temperature, 

EPFR produced from cooking is evident, and the use of extractor fan can act to reduce the association between 

cooking EPFRs and its concentration in the house. In our study, we found that Australian homes that never use 

their extractor fans when cooking had higher EPFR concentration. We hypothesise that EPFRs generated from 

cooking can be lowered in the house when extractor fans are used regularly as previous studies looking at similar 

concept of extractor fumes exhibited reduction of harmful compounds and lower risk of lung cancer when fume 

extraction was used during cooking (Chiang et al. 1998, Ko et al. 1997).  

Lastly, activities affecting dust resuspension in the house were found to be important household characteristics of 

EPFRs in Australian household. Effective cleaning habits can reduce dust concentration and indoor air pollutants 

(Roberts et al. 2009), and we hypothesise that this can potentially lower EPFRs generated from indoor combustion 

or infiltration of outdoor air pollution. However, our results showed conflicting results with only ELLF cohort 

demonstrating higher EPFRs for houses that do not practice regular cleaning. Research on increased small PM 

(aerodynamic diameter of 1.7 µm) from houses undergone construction (Abdel Hameed et al. 2004) and EPFRs 

has not been extensively studied. Current knowledge of EPFRs production is generated through combustion 

(Gehling & Dellinger 2013, Sly et al. 2019, Vejerano et al. 2018, Xu et al. 2021, Zhao et al. 2021), therefore, more 

research is warranted to understand the importance and causal pathway of increased PM from major construction 

and EPFR concentration. 

While results demonstrated that indoor EPFRs can be generated from household activities, TRAP components 

also have importance in influencing EPFRs concentration within households. Our research provided some insight 

on the potential of household characteristics that may affect EPFR concentration, which can potentially cause 

adverse health impacts. Future research should link our research findings of EPFRs influenced by housing 

structures, TRAP, heating method, house ventilation and household activities affecting dust resuspension to health 

effects.  
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There are strengths and limitations to this study. Firstly, we anticipated that the small number of participants 

recruited in ELLF cohort would be a potential issue in our analysis; therefore, 1) we validated our data with a 

larger cohort (BIS cohort) in Geelong and 2) we conducted an ensemble machine learning method known as 

random forest model to allow us to gain good statistical insight from our highly dimensioned data. While this 

method can handle small sample sizes with large number of predictors, there is need to conduct a larger study to 

establish the findings of this research. In addition, this study was a prospective study which eliminated any 

concerns on recall biases and can provide a more valid information on exposures. Furthermore, the air pollution 

measured in participants’ homes for ELLF cohort were collected using our own monitors. The use of our own 

equipment in each house provides a better reflection of personal pollutant exposures when compared to data 

collected from public databases.  

 

Conclusion 
This study found that house age, type of garages, building material, heating methods, extractor fan practices 

when cooking, TRAP, recent major house renovation and cleaning habits are important household 

characteristics associated with EPFRs in Australian homes. Some of these household characteristics are 

behaviours and activities that can be modified to lower the presence of EPFRs inside a home. 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 23, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.22.23297367doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.22.23297367


Page 16 of 18 
 

References 
 

Abdel Hameed AA, Yasser IH, Khoder IM (2004) Indoor air quality during renovation actions: a case study. 
Journal of Environmental Monitoring 6, 740-744. 

Ambrose M, Syme M (2015) House Energy Efficiency Inspections Project. CSIRO. 
https://www.energy.gov.au/sites/default/files/house-energy-efficiency-inspections-project-2015.pdf. 
Accessed 17 May2023 

Bureau of Meteorology (2023) Climate statistics for Australian locations. Australian Government. . 
http://www.bom.gov.au/climate/data/index.shtml. Accessed 4 September 2023 

Chen Q, Sun H, Wang J, Shan M, Yang X, Deng M, Wang Y, Zhang L (2019) Long-life type — The dominant 
fraction of EPFRs in combustion sources and ambient fine particles in Xi'an. Atmospheric 
Environment 219, 117059. 

Chiang T-A, Wu P-F, Ko Y-C (1999) Identification of Carcinogens in Cooking Oil Fumes. Environmental 
Research 81, 18-22. 

Chiang TA, Wu PF, Ko YC (1998) Prevention of exposure to mutagenic fumes produced by hot cooking oil in 
Taiwanese kitchens. Environ Mol Mutagen 31, 92-6. 

Dugas TR, Lomnicki S, Cormier SA, Dellinger B, Reams M (2016) Addressing Emerging Risks: Scientific and 
Regulatory Challenges Associated with Environmentally Persistent Free Radicals. Int J Environ Res 
Public Health 13 

Gehling W, Dellinger B (2013) Environmentally persistent free radicals and their lifetimes in PM2.5. Environ 
Sci Technol 47, 8172-8. 

Grant T, Brigham EP, McCormack MC (2020) Childhood Origins of Adult Lung Disease as Opportunities for 
Prevention. J Allergy Clin Immunol Pract 8, 849-858. 

Guan X, Truong L, S ML, R LT, S AC (2021) Developmental Hazard of Environmentally Persistent Free 
Radicals and Protective Effect of TEMPOL in Zebrafish Model. Toxics 9 

Guo H, Morawska L, He C, Gilbert D (2008) Impact of ventilation scenario on air exchange rates and on indoor 
particle number concentrations in an air-conditioned classroom. Atmospheric environment (1994) 42, 
757-768. 

Hornung RW, Reed LD (1990) Estimation of Average Concentration in the Presence of Nondetectable Values. 
Applied Occupational and Environmental Hygiene 5, 46-51. 

Jia H, Zhao S, Shi Y, Zhu L, Wang C, Sharma VK (2018) Transformation of Polycyclic Aromatic 
Hydrocarbons and Formation of Environmentally Persistent Free Radicals on Modified 
Montmorillonite: The Role of Surface Metal Ions and Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbon Molecular 
Properties. Environmental Science & Technology 52, 5725-5733. 

Jia H, Li S, Wu L, Li S, Sharma VK, Yan B (2020) Cytotoxic Free Radicals on Air-Borne Soot Particles 
Generated by Burning Wood or Low-Maturity Coals. Environ Sci Technol 54, 5608-5618. 

Jia S-M, Wang D-Q, Liu L-Y, Zhang Z-F, Ma W-L (2023) Size-resolved environmentally persistent free 
radicals in cold region atmosphere: Implications for inhalation exposure risk. Journal of Hazardous 
Materials 443, 130263. 

Kelly FJ (2003) Oxidative stress: its role in air pollution and adverse health effects. Occup Environ Med 60, 
612-616. 

Kelly FJ, Fussell JC (2015) Linking ambient particulate matter pollution effects with oxidative biology and 
immune responses. Ann N Y Acad Sci 1340, 84-94. 

Knibbs LD, Hewson MG, Bechle MJ, Marshall JD, Barnett AG (2014) A national satellite-based land-use 
regression model for air pollution exposure assessment in Australia. Environ Res 135, 204-11. 

Knibbs LD, van Donkelaar A, Martin RV, Bechle MJ, Brauer M, Cohen DD, Cowie CT, Dirgawati M, Guo Y, 
Hanigan IC, Johnston FH, Marks GB, Marshall JD, Pereira G, Jalaludin B, Heyworth JS, Morgan GG, 
Barnett AG (2018) Satellite-Based Land-Use Regression for Continental-Scale Long-Term Ambient 
PM2.5 Exposure Assessment in Australia. Environmental Science & Technology 52, 12445-12455. 

Ko YC, Lee CH, Chen MJ, Huang CC, Chang WY, Lin HJ, Wang HZ, Chang PY (1997) Risk factors for 
primary lung cancer among non-smoking women in Taiwan. Int J Epidemiol 26, 24-31. 

Lammel G, Kitanovski Z, Kukučka P, Novák J, Arangio AM, Codling GP, Filippi A, Hovorka J, Kuta J, Leoni 
C, Příbylová P, Prokeš R, Sáňka O, Shahpoury P, Tong H, Wietzoreck M (2020) Oxygenated and 
Nitrated Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons in Ambient Air—Levels, Phase Partitioning, Mass Size 
Distributions, and Inhalation Bioaccessibility. Environmental Science & Technology 54, 2615-2625. 

Mallach G, St-Jean M, MacNeill M, Aubin D, Wallace L, Shin T, Van Ryswyk K, Kulka R, You H, Fugler D, 
Lavigne E, Wheeler AJ (2017) Exhaust ventilation in attached garages improves residential indoor air 
quality. Indoor Air 27, 487-499. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 23, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.22.23297367doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.energy.gov.au/sites/default/files/house-energy-efficiency-inspections-project-2015.pdf
http://www.bom.gov.au/climate/data/index.shtml
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.22.23297367


Page 17 of 18 
 

Mehta BM (2015) Nutritional and Toxicological Aspects of the Chemical Changes of Food Components and 
Nutrients During Heating and Cooking. In: Cheung PCK , Mehta BM (Editors), Handbook of Food 
Chemistry. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, pp. 897-936 

Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board 2011 A best practive approach to shelter-in-place for Victoria, 
East Melbourne, Victoria: Victorian Emergency Management GrantsProgram (issuing body). 

Mudway IS, Kelly FJ, Holgate ST (2020) Oxidative stress in air pollution research. Free Radic Biol Med 151, 2-
6. 

Oh H-J, Kim J (2020) Monitoring Air Quality and Estimation of Personal Exposure to Particulate Matter Using 
an Indoor Model and Artificial Neural Network. Sustainability 12, 3794. 

Pan B, Li H, Lang D, Xing B (2019) Environmentally persistent free radicals: Occurrence, formation 
mechanisms and implications. Environ Pollut 248, 320-331. 

Qian R, Zhang S, Peng C, Zhang L, Yang F, Tian M, Huang R, Wang Q, Chen Q, Yao X, Chen Y (2020) 
Characteristics and potential exposure risks of environmentally persistent free radicals in PM(2.5) in 
the three gorges reservoir area, Southwestern China. Chemosphere 252, 126425. 

R Core Team (2022) A language and environment for statistical computing. R Foundation for Statistical 
Computing, Vienna, Austria 

Reardon C, Davis T, Downton P (2020) YourHome - Lightweight framing. Australian Government. 
https://www.yourhome.gov.au/materials/lightweight-framing. Accessed 29 May2023 

Risom L, Møller P, Loft S (2005) Oxidative stress-induced DNA damage by particulate air pollution. Mutation 
Research/Fundamental and Molecular Mechanisms of Mutagenesis 592, 119-137. 

Roberts JW, Wallace LA, Camann DE, Dickey P, Gilbert SG, Lewis RG, Takaro TK (2009) Monitoring and 
Reducing Exposure of Infants to Pollutants in House Dust. In: Whitacre DM (Editor), Reviews of 
Environmental Contamination and Toxicology Vol 201. Springer US, Boston, MA, pp. 1-39 

Ruan X, Sun Y, Du W, Tang Y, Liu Q, Zhang Z, Doherty W, Frost RL, Qian G, Tsang DCW (2019) Formation, 
characteristics, and applications of environmentally persistent free radicals in biochars: A review. 
Bioresour Technol 281, 457-468. 

Sly PD, Cormier SA, Lomnicki S, Harding JN, Grimwood K (2019) Environmentally Persistent Free Radicals: 
Linking Air Pollution and Poor Respiratory Health? Am J Respir Crit Care Med 200, 1062-1063. 

Sun Y, Chen J, Qin W, Yu Q, Xin K, Ai J, Huang H, Liu X (2022) Gas-PM2.5 partitioning, health risks, and 
sources of atmospheric PAHs in a northern China city: Impact of domestic heating. Environmental 
Pollution 313, 120156. 

Svedahl S, Svendsen K, Qvenild T, Sjaastad AK, Hilt B (2009) Short term exposure to cooking fumes and 
pulmonary function. J Occup Med Toxicol 4, 9. 

Vejerano EP, Rao G, Khachatryan L, Cormier SA, Lomnicki S (2018) Environmentally Persistent Free 
Radicals: Insights on a New Class of Pollutants. Environ Sci Technol 52, 2468-2481. 

Vuillermin P, Saffery R, Allen KJ, Carlin JB, Tang ML, Ranganathan S, Burgner D, Dwyer T, Collier F, Jachno 
K, Sly P, Symeonides C, McCloskey K, Molloy J, Forrester M, Ponsonby AL (2015) Cohort Profile: 
The Barwon Infant Study. Int J Epidemiol 44, 1148-60. 

Wang C, Huang Y, Zhang Z, Cai Z (2020) Levels, spatial distribution, and source identification of airborne 
environmentally persistent free radicals from tree leaves. Environmental Pollution 257, 113353. 

Xu Y, Yang L, Wang X, Zheng M, Li C, Zhang A, Fu J, Yang Y, Qin L, Liu X, Liu G (2020) Risk evaluation of 
environmentally persistent free radicals in airborne particulate matter and influence of atmospheric 
factors. Ecotoxicol Environ Saf 196, 110571. 

Xu Y, Qin L, Liu G, Zheng M, Li D, Yang L (2021) Assessment of personal exposure to environmentally 
persistent free radicals in airborne particulate matter. J Hazard Mater 409, 125014. 

Zhao J, Shi L, Duan W, Li H, Yi P, Tao W, Shen G, Tao S, Pan B, Xing B (2021) Emission factors of 
environmentally persistent free radicals in PM(2.5) from rural residential solid fuels combusted in a 
traditional stove. Sci Total Environ 773, 145151. 

Zhao J, Shen G, Shi L, Li H, Lang D, Zhang L, Pan B, Tao S (2022) Real-World Emission Characteristics of 
Environmentally Persistent Free Radicals in PM(2.5) from Residential Solid Fuel Combustion. Environ 
Sci Technol 56, 3997-4004. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 23, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.22.23297367doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.yourhome.gov.au/materials/lightweight-framing
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.22.23297367


Page 18 of 18 
 

Statements & Declarations 
Funding 

Data collection was supported by the National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences of the National 

Institutes of Health under Award Number P42ES013648. The content is solely the responsibility of the authors 

and does not necessarily represent the official views of the National Institutes of Health.  

Competing interests 

The authors have declared that there was no conflict of interests that may have influenced the work in this paper.   

Author contributions 

Dwan Vilcins, Peter D Sly, Stephania Cormier and Slawo Lomnicki contributed to the study conception and 

design. Material preparation, data collection and analysis were performed by Dwan Vilcins and Wen Ray Lee. 

Prakash Dangal processed the dust samples and measured the presence of EPFRs. Manuscript draft was written 

by Wen Ray Lee and all authors have commented and approved of the final manuscript.  

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 23, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.22.23297367doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.22.23297367

	Household characteristics associated with environmentally persistent free radicals in house dust in two Australian locations
	Abstract
	Keywords: EPFRs, Ventilation, Traffic related air pollution, Heating, Cooking, Indoor air pollution
	Acknowledgements
	Introduction
	Methods
	Population
	Air quality
	Household characteristics survey
	Dust collection
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	EPFR in household dust
	Household characteristics associated with EPFR concentration
	ELLF cohort
	BIS cohort
	Comparison between ELLF and BIS cohorts

	Sensitivity analysis

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	References
	Statements & Declarations
	Funding
	Competing interests
	Author contributions


