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Abstract

As the research of wireless personal area network
(WPAN) is more activated, various communication
systems operating on 2.4Ghz are being developed .

Systems such as Bluetooth, 802.11b, Zigbee and
DBO-CSS are operating on 2.4Ghz. In addition to
these communication systems, microwave oven
resides in 2.4Ghz, so co-existance between each of

these communication systems and microwave Oven

is considered important factor of system
performance.
The effect of microwave oven on these

communication systems is so critical that these
systems are recommended to avoid the impact of
microwave oven by allocation of different channel.

In this paper, based on the DBO-CSS operating on
2.4Ghz, we propose a new algorithm of reducing the
effect of microwave to robust

oven develop

communication system against microwave oven.
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