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Abstract

What constitutes jointly Poisson processes remains arsalved issue. This report reviews
the current state of the theory and indicates how the acddgpitunproven model equals that
resulting from the small time-interval limit of jointly Baoulli processes. One intriguing con-
sequence of these models is that jointly Poisson processesrdy be positively correlated

as measured by the correlation coefficient defined by cunsitzrthe probability generating

functional.

1 Introduction

To describe spike trains mathematically, particularlysthéhat do not produce deterministic se-
guences of spikes, point process models are usually emtbldym a mathematical viewpoint,
the Poisson process is the simplest and therefore the ntfatdids yielded the most results. Here,
events occur randomly at a rate given by some funclién with no statistical dependence of one
event’s occurrence on the number and the timing of othertsvémfortunately, Poisson processes
cannot accurately describe spike trains because of absahd relative refractory effects. Here,
the occurrence of a spike influences when the next one oc&ome spike trains deviate even
more from the Poisson model, with several spikes affectuizsequent ones in complicated ways.
Modeling these falls under the realm of non-Poisson presesghich in many cases makes it very
difficult to obtain analytic results. Consequently, thed3on model is used to obtain predictions
about the character of the spike train, like its informaté@pacity, that are understood not to be
precisely accurate for any realistic neural recording. dmes cases, the Poisson process can be
used to obtain bounds on performance that can be used asstatilished guideposts for neural
behavior.

When it comes to population models, in which several neupoesumably jointly encode infor-
mation, we lack even a Poisson model for all but the simplests: the component point processes
are either statistically independent or conditionallyependent. Data show more complicated be-
havior since cross-correlation functions often show datiens among members of a population.
Consequently, what is the generalization of the singledeoiprocess description to what could be
termed the jointly Poisson model. Here, we seek to desdnib@tnt statistics for several processes,
each of which is Poisson (i.e., the marginal processes assd?).

2 Infinite Divisibility

From a probabilistic standpoint, specifying a unique jairabability distribution that has specified
marginal distributions is ill-posed, since many joint diaitions could conceivably work. The
easiest way to show the ill-posed nature of this problem isotwsider the situation for Gaussian
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random variables. A set of random variable§, ..., Xw} is said to be jointly Gaussian if the joint
probability density has the form

_ =1y
px(x):ﬁeXp{—(x m)zz (x m)},X:{Xl,...,XM}

Here,Z is the covariance matrix; | represents the matrix determinamtjs the vector of means and
x' represents the transpose of the veatoEach of the random variables has a Gaussian marginal
probability distribution. One can also find a joint distrilmn not of this form that also has Gaussian

marginals. For example, consider the two-dimensional dse 2) when the means are zero. Let
the joint distribution be as written as above, but definedgadro in the first and third quadrants.
To obtain a valid joint distribution, we must multiply the@f formula by two so that the total

probability obtained by integration is one. This joint distition yields marginal distributions no

different from the jointly Gaussian case, but the randonmtées arenot jointly Gaussian because

the joint distribution does not have the form written above.

What makes the jointly Gaussian random vector special ipthperty ofinfinite divisibility:
the random vector can be expressed as a sum of an arbitrargenwhstatistically independent
random vectors (Daley and Vere-Jones, 1988). The prohatiktribution of the sum is the con-
volution of the individual probability distributions. Ceaquently, infinite divisibility demands that
a probability distribution be expressed as théold convolution of a density with itself. In spe-
cial cases, like the Gaussian and the Poisson, each of tlséitaent random vectors has the same
distributional form (i.e., they differ only in parameteriwas) as do their sum.

The characteristic function provides a more streamlindihitien of what what infinite divisi-
bility means. The characteristic function of a random vetds defined to be

Oy (ju) é/px(x)eju/xdx.

The characteristic function of a sum of statistically indlegent random vectors is the product of
the individual characteristic functions.

¢Y<Ju>=i|j¢xi<ju> Y:i_ﬁlxi

Infinite divisibility demands that[d)y(ju)]l/ " also be a characteristic function for any positive

integer value oh. If we express a characteristic function parametricallgpégi; @), with 8 denotes
the probability distribution’s parameters, the Gaussiasecis special in tha@dby(ju;e)]l/ -
®y (ju; 8/n). For the jointly Gaussian case, these parameters are theaneacovariance matrix.

Dy, (ju;m;, i) = exp{ ju'm; —u'Zu/2}

Dividing these parameters lmydoes not affect the viability of the underlying Gaussiarriiation,
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which makes it an infinitely divisible random vector. The exde given above of a bivariate dis-
tribution having Gaussian marginals is not infinitely dibie as its characteristic function does not
have this property.

In the point process case, a single Poisson process is sasityto be infinitely divisible since
the superposition of Poisson processes is also Poisson. iAemuodify the just-presented math-
ematical formalism involving characteristic functionschase we have a random process, not a
random vector. Therobability-generating functionak defined as

Glut)] 2 E [exp{ / Iogu(t)dNH ,

where the transform variablg(t) is a real-valued function of time arg is the point process’s
counting function (the number of events that have occurram fo timet). It has similar proper-
ties to the moment-generating function with one notablesption: it has no “inverse transform.”
However, the moment-generating function for the total nandd counts in the interval implicit in
the integral can be found from the probability generatingcfion with the substitutiom(t) — z
Finding the probability distribution that underlies thgpexted value in the above formula requires
a special series expansion. Interesting quantities, ligmeants can be found from the probability-
generating functional by evaluating derivatives of itsdithm. For example, the formal derivative
with respect tau(-) and evaluating the result at-) = 1 yields the expected value.

dlogl(JB(EL)J(t)] _ G[ul(t)] E {/Tlt)dN exp{/logu(t)dl\l}] ot =E {/dl\l}

dlogGlu(t)] 1 1 . B
o) GO [u(to)dNt" eXp{/ 'og“(t)dNH s~ N

The first of these is the total variation with respectitt) and yields the expected number of events
over the interval spanned by the integral. The second is¢hgadive at the time instarg, which
yields the expected value of the process at that time instant

Despite not being easily able to determine the probabilisgridution, showing infinite divis-
ibility can be seen by inspection just as with characteriitnctions. For a Poisson process, the
probability-generating functional has the special form

Glu(t)] = exp{/(u(t) — 1))\(t)dt}

To show infinite divisibility, we note that the only “parareet of a Poisson process is its instanta-
neous rate function (t). As the product of probability-generating functionals Rmisson processes
yields the same form with the total rate equaling the sum @fcbmponent rates, the Poisson pro-
cess is infinitely divisible.

What we seek here is a description of the joint probabilitstritiution of several marginal
Poisson processes so that the vector of Poisson processéigitely divisible. We exhibit here
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what the probability generating functional for an infinjtalivisible vector of Poisson processes
must be and show how to use this quantity to derive some ofdiggpties. In particular, we show
that they can be constructed in a stereotypical way thaidgtes the cross-correlation behavior
required of jointly Poisson processes. Somewhat surpgtigitthe range of correlation structures
is quite limited, with values for the correlation paramstgghtly intertwined with each other and
with the dimensionality of the vector process. In particubairwise correlation coefficients cannot
be negative for any pair and must decrease as the dimensimases.

3 Jointly Poisson Processes

The probability-generating functional for several poimqgesses considered jointly has the simple

form y
M) £E lexp{ ) / Iogum<t>dNntH (1)
m=1

where the expected value is computed with respect to thedgairibution of the point processes,
which is the quantity we seek. The probability-generatingctional of component procegsan

be found from this formula by setting(t) = 1,i # j. If the processes are statistically independent,
their joint probability functional equals the product oétmarginal functionals. If the processes are
added, the probability generating functional of the reeglials the joint functional evaluated at a
common argumentG(u(t)] = GM[u(t),u(t),...,u(t)]. These properties generalize those of mo-
ment generating functions. Furthermore, croggariancebetween two processdsand j say, can
be found by evaluating the second mixed partial of the logtjprobability-generating functional:

92logGM [u(t)] B | |
du;i(t)ouj(t) u(t):l_ E [/dNﬁ/de} —E [/dN,t] -E Ude]

92logGM[u(t)] B | |
0ui(t)ou;(t;) u(t):l_ E[dNgdN; o] ~E[dNG]-E[dN;g

Again, the first expression gives the cross-covariance ohtsowhile the second gives the cross-
covariance between the procesggsat the timeg;, t;.

Over thirty years ago, the probability-generating funadilof two marginally Poisson processes
that satisfied the infinite-divisibility condition was showo have the unique form (Milhe, 1974)

G [uy(t), up(t)] = exp{/(ul(t) —1) vl(t)dt+/(u2(t) —1)vo(t) dt
+// Uy (9 (t) — 1) ve(ar, B)dadB} @)

This joint probability-generating functional is easilyenpreted. First of all, by setting(t) =1, we
obtain the marginal probability-generating functionapofcess 1, showing that it is a Poisson pro-
cess having an instantaneous ratedf) + [ vc(t, 3)dB. Similarly, process 2 is also Poisson with
arate equal ton(t) + [ ve(a,t)da. Also, settingve(s,t) = O results in the product of the marginal
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probability-generating functionals, corresponding te tiase in which the processes are statisti-
cally independent. Thus, the “common ratg{a,3) represents a joint rate variation that induces
statistical dependence between the processes. The sirapgesple isvc(a,B) = ve(B)d(a — B),
indicating an instantaneous correlation at each momemtie. tThe resulting dependence term in
the probability generating functional equals

[ [ (w(@)z(B) - 1)ve(a. prdadp = [ (wt)ue) - Hvev)d.

Statistically dependent Poisson processes having antéf§irivisible joint probability distri-
bution can be simply constructed by adding to statisticaltiependent Poisson processes having
ratesvy (t) andv,(t) —what we call thebuilding-blockprocesses-a common Poisson process hav-
ing ratev¢(t) that is statistically independent of the others. This wagasfstructing jointly Poisson
processes amounts to the construction described by Hdldatgate, 1964). An allowed variant
is to delay the common process when it is added to one but eatttier building-block process.
Here,vc(a,B) = ve(B)3(a — (B —to)). In this way, correlation can occur at a time lag other than
zero, but still only at a single point.

More generallyy.(s,t) depends on its arguments in different ways that do not leadstmple
superposition of building-block Poisson processes. Usiagorobability generating function, you
can show that the cross-covariance function between thedwsiructed processes equals the com-
mon rate:cov [dNiy,,dNog, | = Ve(t1,t2). One would think that many common cross-covariances
could be described this way. However, several importansicaimts arise.

e Cross-covariances must be non-negative. This conditimesbecause the common rate
must be non-negative so that a valid probability generdtingtional results.

e For the constructed processes to be jointly (wide-senséipsary, we must have constant
rates and a cross-covariance function that depends onhedimte difference. Here, the latter
constraint meansc(s,t) = f(|]s—t|). Milne and Westcott (Milne and Westcott, 1972) give
more general conditions for the common rate function to bi-defined. Thus, correlation
can extend continuously over some time lag domain. Consglguthe Holgate construction
does not yield all possible jointly Poisson processes.

e It is not clear that the joint-rate characterization exteimdits full generality to more than
pairs of Poisson processes (Milne and Westcott,|1993) keddie putative probability gen-
erating functional for the marginal process has not beewsho correspond to a Poisson’s
probability generating functional. However, the specalesof the Holgate construction tech-
nique always works.

In sequel, we only consider jointly Poisson processes thatbe constructed in Holgate’s fashion
as a superposition of building-block Poisson processes.
Calculating means and covariances from the probabilityegetimg functional for jointly Pois-
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son processes is very revealing.
Counts: [/dNt] :/ () + ve(t)) dt
cov[/let,/dNZt] :/ () dt

Instantaneous: E[dNt] = vi(t) + vc(t)

0, t1 £t

cov [dNyy,,dNpy, | =
ve(t), i=t=t

Since the variance of a Poisson process equals its mean, dvihdinthe second-order correlation
coefficientp@ (t) equals

Counts: p@(t) = J ve(t) it
VI (a() + ve() dt- [ (va(t) + ve(t)) di
07 tl#tZ
Instantaneous: p(z)(t){ ) e
Vi) )’ L 2

Thus, the correlation coefficient between both the countsthe instantaneous values lies in the
interval [0, 1], with the maximal correlation occurring in the limit of l&yalues for the common
rate. However, note that correlation hastemporal extent and for some particular lag: given an
event occurs in one process, it is correlated with the othargss at the first process’s event time
and uncorrelated (statistically independent) at all ather

We can write the probability-generating functional in terof the rates of the building-block
processesy;(t) andvc(t), or in terms of the rates of the constructed procedggs = vi(t) + vc(t)
and the correlation coefﬂme;zu<2 ) given above.

GO [uy(t), up(t)] = exp{/(ul(t) 1) vl(t)dt+/(uz(t) ~1)wp(t)dt
+ o - o]
G[ua(t), up(t)] = exp / D As(t)dt+ / Up(t) — 1) Ap(t) it 3)
+ )~ 1) (ua —1>p<2><t>¢mdt}

We can extend this type of analysis to three Poisson proeessestructed from six building-
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block processes according to the following formulas foirthetes.

Al(t) = Vl(t) + V4(t) + V5(t)
A2(t) = va(t) + va(t) + ve(t)
A3(t) = vs(t) + vs(t) + ve(t)

This generates pairwise-dependent processes with nedtdet dependencies. The covariance be-
tween any pair is expressed by the building-block procasghay share in common. Consequently,

2 va(t)
N OIEOR

By letting vi = v, = v(U and v, = vs = vg = v(?, we create what we term tr®ymmetric
case, in which we have only two separately adjustable réi@sarise from the six statistically
independent building-block processes. In this case, thissecorrelation simplifies to

v@ (t)

p(2) —
vD(t) + 2v@ (1)

1.
§§7I#J 4)

When a Poisson process having instantaneousvfdté) is added to all three building-block
processes to create third-order dependence, the casreleefficient becomes in the symmetric

case
v +vA ()

v (t) +2vA (1) + v (1)
Now, as the common process’s rate grows, the pairwise atiorlcoefficient can approach one. If
we define a third-order correlation coefficient according to

pl? = ]

9%10gGluy (t), Ua(t), Us(t)]
é 0u1(t)0u2(t)c9u3(t) Ui (5)

$/var[dNgvar[dNvar[dNey]

p®d Nit,dNot,dNay]

For the symmetric Poisson example, the third-order cdioelaoefficient is easily found to be

v (t)
(t) +2v@A(t) + v (1)

@) (t) =
p (t) - V(l)

Combining with the expression for the second-order caieiecoefficient, we find the following
bounds for the symmetric case relating the correlation tifigs

0<p® <20 _pB® <1
Note that this inequality chain indicates that(@® < p(? < 1. The second-order correlation can

be bigger than}, but only if p® increases as well in a manner defined by the inequality chain.
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We need to extend this analysis to an arbitrary number oflimgjlblock and constructed pro-
cesses. We can form an arbitrary number of infinitely diWsifointly defined Poisson processes
by extending the two- and three-process Holgate consbrutéichnique. Giveh statistically inde-
pendent Poisson processes, we create a populativhstétistically dependent Poisson processes
according by superimposing building-block processes according to thenstruction matrixA:

N; = AB;. Here,N; andB; represent column vectors of constructed and buildingkbl®cisson
processes of dimensidvi andL > M respectively. The entries of the construction matrix atieesi
0 or 1. For example, the construction matrix underlying the-tand three-process examples are

101
M=2:A=

0 11

[1 00110
M=3:A=1|0 1 0 1 0 1

001011

To introduce dependencies of all orddrsy 2M — 1, and we concentrate on the case 2M — 1 in
sequel.

The probability generating function@®™)[u(t)] of N; expressed iri{1) can be written in matrix

form as
GMu(t)] =E [exp{ / IoglJ’(t)dNtH

where the logarithm of a vector is defined in theNAB sense (an element-by-element operation).
BecauseéN; = AB:, we have

GMu(t) =E {exp{ / IOQU’(t)AdBtH

—E {exp{/ (A'logu(t))’ dBtH

Each component of the vectér logu(t) expresses which combination of componentsi@f are
associated with each building block process. This cominnatorresponds to the constructed
processes to which each building block process contrib@ege the building block processes are
statistically independent and Poisson, we have

GMu(t)] = / lexp{A’logu(t)} — 1] v(t)dt

Expanding the vector notation for a moment, this result dsm lae written as

L M
GMu() = ()| — d 6
u(t) exp{gl / (L‘l“ <t>] 1>v|<t> t} ©®)

Here,uﬁ""I (t) meansum(t) raised to theé\y, power. In other words, iy = 1, the term is included;
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if Am) =0 itis not. Thus, the probability generating functional sists of a sum of terms, one for
each building block process, wherein the coefficient of eatdv(t) is the product of arguments
corresponding to those constructed process building ldoméess helped to build minus one. This
form is what equatior {2) describes.

However, we need to convert this result into the form[of (3)tsat the role of the cumulant
correlation coefficients can come to light. We can view thmglant moments, the mixed first
partials of the logarithm of the probability generating dtianal, as coefficients of the multivariate
Taylor series for logs™) [u(t)] centered at the point(t) = 1. Because then" term in [8) contains
only multilinear combinations ofi,,, second-order and higher derivatives of these terms ace zer
Consequently, the Taylor series for 188" [u(t)] consistonly of multilinear terms havinguy, — 1)
as its constituents with the cumulant moments as the savfficGgents. Consequently, the jointly
Poisson process can always be written in a form general@ndrhis coefficient equals

L
=5 ( M Am,l) vi(t) (7)
ut)=1 [=1 \m=my,...,m

Because matriA has only binary-valued entries, the prod{igt,Am equals either one or zero,
bringing in thel™ building block process only if it contributes to all of thenstructed processes
indexed bymy,...,m. Note that the first partial derivative expresses the rateach constructed
processAm(t) = 51 Amivi (t).

We can normalize the Taylor series coefficient to obtain dantucorrelation coefficients by

94logG™[u(t)]
Oy (1) ... OUm, (1)

dividing by the geometric mean of the constructed procdss taat enter into the partial derivative
shown in[(T).
*logGM[u(t)]
p(k) A 9Uumy (1)...0um (1)
my,...,me\t) =
A, (£) - Am,(£)] ¢
_ ZIL:l (Hmpml,...m( AmJ) vi(t)
(51 Amavi(1) -+ 31 Amavi (1) 7

Because the numerator expresses which building block pseseare in common with all the spec-
ified constructed processes, they and others are containeach term in the denominator. This

property means that each cumulant correlation coefficem¢ds than one and, since rates can-
not be negative, greater than or equal to zero. Similar nudatipns show thap,(@“m(t) >
p,(Tfrlm me.1 (1)1 the size of the cumulant correlation coefficients cannotgase with order.

In the symmetric case, the expression for the cumulantletioa coefficients simplifies greatly.
S (SO )
s (v

The denominator is the rafe(t) of each constructed process and the numerator is the sure of th
rates of the processes that induce the dependence of thiiexpecder. This result makes it easier

p®(t) = 8)
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to see that the cumulant correlation coefficients cannokase in value with increasing order:
0< pM(t) < p=D(t) <1,k=3,...,M. Furthermore, more stringent requirements can be derived
by exploiting the structure equationl (8), showing that thenalant correlation coefficients must
obey the following two relationships in the symmetric case.

% p<k>(—l)k<M B l) <1

=2 1 ©)
M _

Zp(k)(_l)k+m<M m> 207 m:27"'aM

G k—m

For example, for four jointly Poisson processes, the cuntudarrelation coefficients must satisfy
the inequalities
4 Relations to Jointly Bernoulli Processes

Interestingly, this form of the jointly Poisson process d¢snderived as the limit of the jointly
Bernoulli process when the event probability becomesrauidig small. First of all, a single Poisson
process is defined this way, with the event probability eqoal(t)At. To extend this approach to
two jointly Poisson processes, we use the Sarmanov-Larcagidel for two jointly Bernoulli
processes (Goodman, 2004). Lettidg X, be Bernoulli random variables with event probabilities
p1, p2 respectively, the joint probability distribution is givéey

X1 —p1) (X2 — P2)

P(X1,X2) = P(X1)P(X2) 1+p( 0105

where the standard deviatian of each random variable equajép; (1 — p;). The key to the deriva-
tion is to use the moment generating function, defined to &évib-dimensionat-transform of this
joint distribution.

('D(Z]_,Zz) = Z Z P(XlaXZ)i_(llZéz

X1 Xo
Simple calculations show that for the jointly Bernoulli wilsution given above, its moment gener-
ating function is

®(z1,22) = [(1— p1)(1— p2) + p0O102] + [p1(1— P2) — PO102) 21 + [P2(1— p1) — PO102] 22
+[p1p2+ p0102) 212,
= (14+p1(zn—1)) (14 p(z2—1)) +(zn— 1) (22— 1)p 010>

Letting event probabilities be proportional to the binidit, we evaluate this expression to first
order in the event probabilities. Especially note that, ~ /A1AAt asAt — 0 to first order.
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Therefore, we have

®(z,2) At—_>9[1+ (z1 — DAAL)[14 (2 — 1) A48 + (21 — 1) (2o — 1) p v/ A1 A2t
=1+ AlAt(Zl — 1) + )\zAt(Zg — l) +p Al)\QAt(Zl — l)(Zz — 1)

Evaluating the natural logarithm and using the approxiamatog(1+ x) ~ x for smallx, we find
that
Iog (D(Zl, Zz) = (Z]_ — 1))\1At + (Zz — l))\zAt + (Z]_ — l) (Zz — 1)[) A1AAt

If we sum the Bernoulli random variables in each process aveed time interval, sajo, T|, we
obtain the number of events that occur in each process. Theemtogenerating function of this
sum is the product of the individual joint moment generafimgctions, which means its logarithm
equals the sum of the logarithms of the individual functioBsce the number of random variables
increases as the binwidth decreases (equal/#st) and noting these terms are proportionalAto
the sum becomes an integral to yield

T T T
0g®(Ny,No) = (z-1) [ () dt+(z2-1) [ M+ (@—D(z-1) [ pOVADORD

If we let Ai(t) = vi(t) + ve(t) and substitute[(4) for the definition of the correlation ioednt,
we obtain the logarithm of the probability generating fiumaal for two jointly Poisson processes
constructed using Holgate’s method in whigt) — z as in equation’(3).

Generalizing this result is tedious but straightforwaminfly Bernoulli processes converge in
the limit of small event probabilities to jointly Poissoropesses interdependent on each other at the
same moment. An interesting sidelight is the normalizatibiiie higher order dependency termsin
the Sarmanov-Lancaster expansion demanded to make tledatiom coefficient in the two models
agree. In the Sarmanov-Lancaster expansionitherder term has the form exemplified by

g (X1 —p1)-- (Ke— Pr)
Ck

o

whereCy is the normalization constant that depends on correlatidercand the specific choice
of random variables in the term. Normally, Sarmanov-Laterasxpansions consist of products of
orthonormal functions, which in this case would[}é€X; — p;)/o;. This makes the putative normal-
ization constant equal © = [ 0i. However, the higher order correlation coefficients conseg
of this definition have no guaranteed domains as @é&s As described above, the jointly Poisson
correlation coefficients defined via cumulants do have aarbress. Associating the two demands
that correlation coefficient be defined as

& E[(Xi—p1)--- (X~ py)]
i (M Uiz)l/k

P
The normalization[1%_; 6?)*/¥ corresponds to the geometric mean of the variances fourttein t
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definition [B) of correlation coefficients for Poisson prsses. In the context of the Sarmanov-
Lancaster expansion, we have

(k) — (@M

Ce- (nop)™

Solving forCy, we find that

Ck= (szakz)%—l .
Using this normalization in the Sarmanov-Lancaster expansow creates a direct relationship
between its parameters and those of the jointly Poissorapifity distribution. The inequality sets
shown in [9) also guarantee existence of the Sarmanov-ktarcenodel (Bahadur, 1961). This
change does not affect the orthogonality so crucial in degitihe Sarmanov-Lancaster expansion,
only the normality.

Because of the correspondence between jointly Bernowltgsses and jointly Poisson pro-
cesses, we can use the limit of the Sarmanov-Lancaster sigpaio represent the joint distribution
of jointly Poisson processes. In particular, we can evalugbrmation-theoretic quantities related
to Poisson processes using this correspondence. Sinopyraind mutual information are smooth
quantities (infinitely differentiable), the small-proligly limit can be evaluatedfter they are com-
puted for Bernoulli processes.
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