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• Lilac's separation is complete for independence
• We used Lilac to verify a weighted sampling algorithm
• For more, see:
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• Separate probability spaces into independent subspaces:
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• Q: What does Day convolution have to do with disjoint union?

• A: It is disjoint union... up to a suitable equivalence of categories 

• Across this equivalence,
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• Q: Why isn't separation just about product spaces?

• A: It is just about product spaces... up to a suitable equivalence 

of categories 

• Across this equivalence,

independent combination 
in 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• The naive picture is right (with enough category theory): 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• And independent combination is right too!
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• Corroborates recent work linking probability to names

• New nominal interpretations of probabilistic concepts: 
 
 
 
 
 
 

•  maybe nominal techniques apply to probability?⟹

https://johnm.li/lafi24.pdf
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