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3If encoding and decoding are stochastic, we can always move the local ran-
domness at the encoder and the decoder to the unlimited common randomness W'.
Therefore, without loss of generality, we can assume that encoding and decoding are
deterministic, and all the randomness in the scheme is contained in W. This argument
works only when privacy is not a concern, since moving the local randomness at the
encoder to W may harm the privacy, considering that the decoder has access to W.
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Figure 3.2: Functional representation and channel simulation.
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