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ABSTRACT

This paper analyzes the interference effect of ISM(Industrial Scientific Medical) equipment on WLAN in order to

protect WLAN in interference enviromment which WLAN Station is close to ISM equipment.
Comittee on Radio Interference) radiation limit standard was used for interfering power of ISM equipment.

CISPR(International Special
Then,

MCL(Minimum Coupling Loss) which is for the worst case and MC(Monte Carlo) which is based on statistic interference

probability are used to get protection distance. As a result, the protection distance of 105 m was calculated by using

MCL for the worst case. And, the protection distance of 17 m was calculated by using MC for statistic analysis.
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