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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we analyze that co-channel interference mitigation algorithms MMSE (Minimum Mean
Square Error), OC (Optimal Combining), ML (Maximum Likelihood) using 2.4Ghz in WBAN (Wireless
Body Area Network) system. Also analyze that scenario and channel model by IEEE 802.15.6. ML gives
the best performance for all simulation. ML and OC have high complexity than MMSE complexity,
because these algorithms should be known channel information of interference users. So these
algorithms are difficult to apply to WBAN. Therefore we will study the interference mitigation algorithm
that should be accomplished trade-off of between efficiency and complexity
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