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—Presence/absence of pilot tones.

—Duty cycle of primary 2 Capacity-robustness tradeoffs will give fundamental intggnto the joint

primary-secondary system design problem.
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2 What is the optimal tradeoff between primary data rate and secondary rolustness?

-50 -45 -40 -35 -30 -25 -20 -15 -10 -5 0
SNRin dB

Contact information: Rahul Tandra, 264 Cory Hall, DepartmenteCE, UniversiEX of Caljfornia, Berkeley, Berkeley, CA 94720 — Ré0510-643-9263 — Ematiandra@eecs.berkeley.edtveb: http://www.eecs.berkeley.ethridra
cknowledgments: This is joint work with Shridhar Mubarag Mi&h



