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A study on the Digital Signage using Wireless Networks
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Abstract

In the airport, digital signage is used to provide the flight-related information for the passengers. Because
the current digital signage is based on wired networking or storage medium, its use is limited in terms of
the location and the usage of the digital signage. In order to overcome these limitation, we present a
WiBro-based digital signage for the wireless broadband networking and the mobility of the digital signage.
We perform comparative experiments with the WiBro-based digital signage and WLAN-based digital signage
under various locations, datarate, advertisement contents. The experimental results showed that the WiBro-based
digital signage is preferred when the mobility is required, while the WLAN-based digital signage has advantage
in datarate.
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Fig. 1. WiBro digital signage system block.
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