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FIG 1 - CCA IN IDEAL SINGLE NETWORK SCENARIOS
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FIG 2 - CCA IN IDEAL MULTIPLE NETWORK SCENARIOS
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FIG 3 - CCA METHODS VS RF POWER & BER 2!
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FIG 4 - HUMAN MODEL VS CCA MODEL: CASE #1
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FIG 5 - HUMAN MODEL VS CCA MODEL: CASE #2
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FIG 6 - HUMAN MODEL VS CCA MODEL: CASE #3
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FIG 7 - HUMAN MODEL VS CCA MODEL: CASE #4
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FIG 8 - HUMAN MODEL VS CCA MODEL: CASE #5
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FIG 9 - HUMAN MODEL VS CCA MODEL: CASE #6
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