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Abstract: The consensus algorithm, as the core technology of blockchain, provides mechanism support and guaran-
tee for the realization of functions such as decentralization, openness, autonomy, information tamperability and
anonymous traceability, and realizes efficient achievement of strong and final consistency in distributed system. The
consensus algorithms are divided into the previous classical distributed consensus algorithms and the subsequent
blockchain consensus algorithms by taking the emergence of bitcoin as the time node. On this basis, the consensus
algorithms are further classified according to the implementation principle, the typical algorithms are selected, and
then the discussion is focused on decentralization, scalability, security, consistency and so on. Firstly, a general model
of blockchain consensus algorithm is proposed, and the basic definition of consensus algorithm is given. Secondly,
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while introducing the characteristics of the classical distributed consensus algorithms, the distributed consistency
algorithms and their improvements such as the two armed forces problem, the Byzantine generals problem, the FLP
impossibility theorem, the CAP theorem and Paxos algorithm are studied, and then the execution process and func-
tional characteristics of the algorithm are analyzed. Thirdly, the blockchain consensus algorithms are divided into
POW consensus algorithm, POS consensus algorithm, POW+POS hybrid consensus algorithm and POW/POS+BFT/
PBFT hybrid consensus algorithm according to different implementation principles and application scenarios. The
algorithm flow is given respectively after selecting representative algorithms in each category, and then the specific
application scenarios are deeply analyzed. Finally, the research hotspots and development directions of blockchain
consensus algorithms in performance and scalability, incentive mechanism, security and privacy, parallel processing

and so on are pointed out.
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Fig.1 Blockchain consensus base model
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Fig.2 Two-army problem pattern

P ZE () R 52 o0 A R G — Bk — A H
BRI, AT AT SEAIL I 28 12 R 1 ke = AR T Y
e, % DX B R L R L S, i,
FETCPIP R R, TCPUMSN T fiff P A1 5 22 1]
A AT AE PR I, R R T T SRR T
T RN DU YR AR T T I % 2 B BILAR | A A R A [
FEAAEAE B ER AL T — A1 &) nl A7 1 R =
2.2 FE & EERE A ]

1982 4%, i Lamport 5 A\ $2 H T FE b ks 4 [n)
(Byzantine generals problem) ™, 4% .0 JE AH J2 78 BH
P AEE R GE G O T, B UEAT 3l (3 B E
B — 2k, B X B R AR i IR 2 ik —
[ U R W5 o3 A 20 R e b — SO AL i 28 e
TFiR E AR ARLEF | I 4250 i o IX P i SRRk
it 5500,

221 FE&NEER A RDEEE Y A0

T o A A 0] A B 4, ST AR IR R DA 3
A (5 3 B4 F 5) By FERE I .

FAE3 EAGEIEE M TR . TR 5 R A )Y
W 5% 8 S AE A5 AR S PEOT AR X — AT e~ BIE
08 72 2B 0 B AL 3o 2 B A v ) LAt s 42 (R Al
SENTRE) (A 35 1) T B R S I ORI . AR
A AR GE T, FE G B R A 1) A R A% 3 T L T
2 AF B SR A X ] SR, 7R B RT AR R BT — B
PRI 9E .

oA 3T ) S DRSO SE B (1) B 4R IR Y
TH BB RE NS Bl IE A % 33 5 (2) 14 8 A4 0 RS i
ZARTH BB R IR TT 5 (3) 15 B A Ak i a] AR A
ESI

FAE 4 TR R RS ZE R S B AR AT B —



E OB E: ROEREERNARE

1219

Spk (HEIEAGE ) . Lamport 25 A K FE 5 24 72 il
S A TR 5T SR W, A A n AN ZE T AR E m A B, Y
m= %n I, o ) BTG i, 75 UK 21T R A A8
HAEH D SE o ] 3 A% M Bk 2 A DG FE o B
7 [l B A Y BT, 18 7 3N 45 rh LA AE LA IR GE
BOR K T — B Gl . m = %n %1%

M AR

¥ 7B

(@) HEALIRGE

(a) General A is a traitor

(b) B ECREAE
(b) General C is a traitor

3
Fig.3 One of three generals is a traitor
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PBFT f & — Al ik iy 2R Bl
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R G F L5y R REVLFE 5 BE R S8 Quorum F 5 jiE
RO R Hi R RGP A i 2 2 R A
— TR PT35I 55 e Z [ A 73 ok 1Y
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IBATEENE ) WA P B A4 D A T B 0 H

A AN 5 1 F LN A2 X R G Ik
PR, BT DAFE X LT OGVE PBFT (19— il . —
VML L2 2K A & s (client) 1) B — AT R 1 18
1l 2 W 76 B A IR 55 % LT, B IR 55 28 A6 A1
A A e A BT AR G B A5 B AR L), iRk
S5t o =T A (primary ) FIEIAS TS 55 (replica) 2,
Horp 795 AU — A, B T & i 3 R AT
HEFF | RIAS 7 o504 B 320 s S P U A T 2K o

— BRI 2 D A 5 3 K (propose) | Tl £
(pre-prepare) . % (prepare) . % 1A (commit) £l [7] &
(reply)5 BB K42 —AfRifL iy PBFT Mhilliz 47
7N P B AR Y 5 replica 3 BT A5 (BRx) , i
KFORE B AR R . AP TR AT

(1)K (propose) o 2 J* ¥ ] =795 4 & 243K,
IER I m = [op,te-id,c-sig], He 1 op {UERINAT Y $
VE o I BE, e-id S 2 P mdn iR e-sig i % 1 i B0
o SR H NIRRT R I T IAUE R AL, LA
16 W I R B BRA A B X AT A R

(2) Wi % (pre-prepare) . >4 75 f R 2] oK
HEJE , 4% R B — D IF 505 sn, IEH i — A>Tl
T 28 11 B\ pre-prepare = [p-p,vn,sn,D(m),p-sig.m], Z 5
PR B R 3% 5 RGP A R A A, e p-p 4R
7 pre-prepare {4 8., vn AL KIS, D(m) J2& % i i B
(4% B (Hash {E ) , p-sig W ET S MEL . F5H
FE T MRS AT A A I, A0 1] 5 o A Y 0

k i iPrapose Preprepare Pre'pa:e ! Commit | Reply |

Cgt : %
/)

anary

1 Nl
Replica ] \ >§< % /
Rephca2 \ \
el 3[opt c-id,c- sng] [p.vn S"vD('") pArel] 35 m’t‘b_s;g]
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4 PBFT
Fig.4 PBFT protocol communication pattern

TECY LR 3 A A A T R A S R Y
Tl 2R 46 v M — 1 3 5, I R R B 1T B AR AR
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D(m),b-id,b-sig], SR 57 5 LK 6 4 HAWB IR 55 4% 19 5, H:

W p 7 prepare I B, b-id b B AT S BIAR IR, b-sig
REIATT B4
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(5) [ 52 (reply) o 4k 55 & 7 s 3 27+ 14>
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FE T A IR 55 28 19 R IR A B, W R B2 003 2+ 14
ARTRIEA a1 52, 2 Il 52 B i gl L

S R G, PBFT Bk AR S AE FE 2 17 S 4K
DT U3 HYE BT IR R AR — bk . W A
PBFT H , 1M B A& ik #5195 03 #F LA B 7 2 44 O K & ik
TOINE, B AR T s A AT AE PRI Rk U Y AT A
REJI o J34h,PBFT $& 4t 1 I HLE , AT ORAIE T %
A PERIEE
2.3 FLP Al fig k& At

1985 4F- , Fischer , Lynch Fil Paterson — {3 B} 22 K #¢
CHR[BL]H & TE 2R R R g, HEY
TE— AT SE SRR | AN A7 AE A2 AT BB [ Py i pr
A AT IE N —B PR, #e =R R R
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FRE 1% BRYERR ON FLP AST] g1 8 B
2.3.1  FLP A ol GEPE & B L 5% 11

FEAR] — A~ 23 A0 S A T BT R G i TR
WER B A, NI R G B AL, FLP AN AT BB &
FRANT ARV 4550 (G0 8 2 25 1) A BEAily F-P2,

P8 RAWAE . HAHX AT EE AR A5 3 15 A
LU, S5 20 A5 1 B K DX ) S 08 A I el , I 1k S 30 s [
[ 25, A A R B AL, ek [ 2 ORI {5 8
FER AT AR H K, IF H I BT Re A AE LT o

FAE9 GEAF M HOBLHERR A A, T BB
SRS TCPR AE R | (H e 28 2 B ak B i, I B A R
SWIEIE—IR(ANREEE) .

10 R W -f5s AR R AR S S P AL B
(AREREPSNS

FAF 1L R FRECR S . R ERZ HaEA
— AR R
2.3.2  FLP Al eV PE Y L Rl PE i

FR A FLP AN AT e B X, — AN R P
X —AEA n(n=2) MibFE p MR LGRS, A
[ R p 22 () %) 30 15 38 A AH B R 260 B AT 5 R
Z 41T B (configuration) g 2 (9 PN AR 25 514 &
DA, NRTE R G BRAEZ G A SRR A0 T e
(“HRAZVECBIRT ) WIFR R AN B T AH R,
SRS T RE %R B b TR DR O P Y
Fic o A R A T A T, AR — b AT L
KA. TR R, 4 — A C R e e B ) —
AHCE RS AR — P BB (step) , B4 2D BR 1
B — PERR ) — R AT 5 o X FLP R 1 o 3
() B i, AR T 5 1 (deterministic) A1 AN 2
7 Cun-deterministic) P 4~ 18] i FH 37 5 09 B , B 72
PP P o RS A HERE p (AR ST i iR B2
B P Y R i 2 R 2 2 4 ok B8 1 T B A Ak B
b RN E TR, DG 7 — A A A S R AR 1 S
HABAE R G, A AT REAEAT BRI [B] P ik AL PR A .

FLP A ] e M e B2 AR 2 SRk b — AR
2 ML SRR E B, X T FLP R Rl RE I R 8L ) P At
RN P 5 S A N7 A R I AR 5 S BRI 4% A 7 R e A
e 7E FLP OS] fig e i BB A5 A v, R R 0 A %o i
PR ST B A BT ORI (] A2 7 B A IR ) 2R A 7 R A
55 2 150 1 R A0 3R RS AN, T B E IR A ]
AR I, PR I A 40 Wy — A4 32 7 [ R0 B A R0 3 2 TR o AL
7| S P A R A S 2 DR L Ak B ) R T 3 G
(Y HER T B RIS, FLP AS ] B8 1 5 B A T 4 0 i i

IEAZFE 5 B SR, MR S SO R IR B AT Y
LR

TES 2 RGeS S 30 g )3
(] S 3R I, AN A AE — > o3 A R R % Lk i A Y R
W R R AR TR B — B R Sy AR FLP AN AT BB
PR, HUREIE o 0 2 % R AT 0 B 1) B B R ok
AR IR i, BB R A7 7E FLP N AT ek #H Y
BRI, VT 22 IX B sl 2t Y R 5k — R oA ol K
A3 RURWEE R, O B R — MR D b Pow
BRI 2/ 51% A 1Y AR R Y, JF A — 2 [
A, PoS HI PBFT Sk HIA N 2/3 B2 LA F Y5 f2
SR
2.4 CAPH!

£ 2000 4F 1 43 A =X 3+ 58 5 ) K 25 (Symposium
on Principles of Distributed Computing 2000) |-, 1%
BLB# 5 Brewer 76 3 15 1 YF 41 X5 23 A R8T 4%
P JE 1) — 0 (consistency) . 1T 4 (availability ) Al
A3 X 2555V (partition-tolerant) £ 1 T 4548 . 2002 4%,
A RSB TR R BT 24 BE A WA 2L 4% Lynch
H Gilbert BYIEW] , # Rk A CAP & B,
2.4.1 CAP & B A

CAP & R 73 A1 20 R G 15 1 e S At R A DG A
IS Z — . CAP 4R « 75 — Ao A1 B A7
RG22 R RelR i 2 — 2k AT HPE R X
R 3 Bk 1y 24 @ (A B R R — A~ 254 o

(1) —FE B s xR0 57 P, BITE i A #4E
(“EEEE ) MR AE — A SR B Y
{75 B A 45 E AR A A SR B 58—

(2) 7] FPE  BEAS E B s RN B R TH B S
WAL IR 5

(3) 73 XS5 - REAE 5 L 2% 25 N —> 19 i
RAR LG T3 — 5 AR B AGE IE B

CAP & HL7E N T T 93 A R GEN, 55 ZE AL A [m]
1375 506 34~ 8 A AT AH R A B, an il 5 o o TR
MR EE T, T AR — A TR — 1
BRI 534 3 3R G i 75 B — Bk 5 AT M 2 ()
PR . 40, Amazon DynamoDB & 1 #4457l JH
MR B 55— B0, A CCF & 48 (Google file sys-
tem, GFS) 75 SC B — Btk AT $2 ~ 5 & 7 al

AR CAP JE HL T FLP AN AT Rk i B0 2 52 53
A5 28R Ge b i — S8 TG A ) R, (P > B AR ST 1) 4%
AN TR : FLP AN AT B4 2 B I 1) 5 26 38 15 B %2 1T
SR, HORM B AR ER (HAZ R, 1 CAP & #
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Consistency

(—2tE)

Partition-
tolerance

(FRAFEHE)

Availability
(RTFATE)

5 CAP
Fig.5 Attribute trade-off of CAP theorem

T 45 5 X 254 T2 T BN B A i FFLP R T]
Re Pk E B BB S SN R T R R A S
X A 3 SR R AT WE) R, {H CAP 5 B v % m] R 1 SR
REAEE NI 7R o (HANGE J& FLP AN ] fE 2 2 HiLiA
& CAP E HH, Py 434 20 R G B 2 % — 20k L nl F
FAT 2 b P R, BT DA TE B A 3L R A 1
A B AN B A5 PR 0 A B A
CAP & #L I A G J Mok FL ik FLP AN AT g

242 XYeHE SHD 5e B

CAP & #4543 A 20 & 48 A Al B [a] i 42 1 —
ok AT RS X AR . TRIRE A X HesE R 4
WAFTE— 44 4 SHD 5 3 Pk 1) [n] (8 (. A 5% & AR
NN =R IR ) B A J A 42 4 (security) |
i 1 B (high-performance ) 1 2% #7.0> 1k (decentraliza-
tion) 2 [ FEA T AL,

TE AR X s R b  AER AR T 2 2R
Ak A TR s, 5 B2 DU R R AR (R R0 H R Ab
758 S, A 10 min HEE =4 — A X B o R
RGN A A 1k —A, 0 1 = Pk RE ASIC 0 LA b
FO BB IR T 25 Ak (24 ASIC 7 LR 7548 25 1 ]
i}, 38 CPUZH AR L-F- R 0) . A, H D
b 1T 5 BE 7 1 28 4 R, AT N 22 W 4 B R
(1) 51% L F- FLZ R ] [ 25, PRI 0 2 6 1) 28 4 1Al 2 72
A fE. PRI, AR X Bedf B 220 25 17 SHD 58364

T R ASICH BT R A5 , LUK YR H] Ethash
BRI T g e ek, S5 EE AR DL
K Y585 — A KB B8 A& 29 1Y CyptoKitties &
ORI T RCRE T MR, 5 Ak, A PoW [
PoS il DPoS 1) % A8t Kb 2 5 1 LUK I7 (1 M 6g , A1)
FEE R TRl

b, AR S B oAb OB E 4 R4
PR B 175 B A (A F R TR R D) s AR %

SRR LI M RE A B AE L b Ak AR
A CHVEAA 5 R W B ) 5 4n SR [m] ek 52 81 25 ot Ak
FE e I8 A e ks Tk S BRIt 7F
T XS R G0 a0 R B S SHD S8 B PR IR T 2 AE
HE AL EAWIIRER
2.5 Paxos ik

Paxos 5 72: " & Lamport F. 78 1990 4F 42 i) — Ff
e A R G b e T B s 0 — B 5k o e
B4 AR — FUME R R AT AR AL T R R A =
M A3, BT Paxos 5k (1 4 248 o T g I ME 1, 76
TR I AP ARME S B
2.5.1 Paxos ¥k

WEHG Hb U , Paxos 53k B A figf o 1) 2 AE — > Bifi I
AT RE BT S B8 2% S H (o A A R
AL LIPS ARG TR R — RN PR
S IRES A B0 45 R S ) — Bk . Paxos Bk BT FE
PR 3B A (55 12 2 5540 14) oy 1) Jmly 19

A 12 FR 53 )20 28 PR

FAF13 R A — P LU N BUE A PR R (E
FE o5 R ) 1 BB 2 B < sk R

FAE 14 ATEAEFE BB A2 R0, BV R 4
AIEERY, B &3k h R A5 BT g4 th B &% R Bl
BE AR,

i F Lamport £ SCifik [24] 7 X} Paxos 5 ¥ (1) i 1A
AR XEFR g, Ay (5 5T 22 (9 BF 5% 3 B % £ 418 Paxos 5.1 1Y
K8 4 3l 12 SRk R I T, 5 SR A 3 7 SCRR[39] %
R IR T T WAk, 7EIZOH AT AR 1Y Paxos 557k
o3 AT 2R GE P I T R B 43 L proposer (F2 105 ) |
acceptor (1% 52 # ) Fll learner (2% ) 3 ) 3L 3 Fh /g (0, 111
H 15 s A] DL[R] I 473 3 2 i €, o, $20805
] 42 52 & $2 22 4 58 (proposal) |, $2 %8 th A1 & A e il
(value) ; #5532 F TEH UL 3 2 28 Jo X iz 4@ S i A7 a4t
2 EAE AR T A AR RS TR R
TSR AR AR 0 R ] R R SR
) YT A B 452 52 3 o AL Bk L BB AL ME — S il
DL R e SR B I A R ) 3 AR BOF AT X
AR, ST DA IR ) — B
2.5.2 Paxos¥Likmharid R

WE 6 BT, Paxos 53 AT 43 A P B BE
BB R A R

BB B RSB B : (D BCE S — R
G NSRS ] —2 DL L 4232 35 R 3K % g I E 4%
WK o (2) 8 32 HAEWCENZ 218 K5, AR I i
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E OB S XREXAEERMAMR
HL1H Proposer 3% Acceptor
B
| KiPrepare(N), NHI{HIE R HfE— i | 3R

®mS | B

| MR MaxN==null, 133 (ack, null, null)
| | SRMaxN > N, AR 8 R (error 1)
| IS MaxN < N, W4 MaxN=N,
| [R: AR Accepted(N)==null,

. | RN, null, null),ﬂﬂi‘%Accepted(M'—null
: Wi W (N, Accepted(N), Accepted(v))

SRR T AR B 32 2 R Prepare(V)

AR R, DU e AT 2 R % Accepted (N, v), HHty

VR A O ) A o Oz e K S VR R A AR
o5 1 BN, vERGE A — M WA 452 MR
— 1 & Prepare(N)F M RLAR AL —F, W [EIBIEE 15T EL,

Iﬁf iﬁﬁm % iEPrepare(N)it K

| TR

| SRR B ack, B, M RLE NG ITA
52 AR CE] B ackoR BT R T [T S5 1 BB,

' | EOBTARIBLN, At Prepare(N) i fisR

HESZ 0 R ;
UNSRN < MaxN, AN 37 5 i (error2) |
WRNZMaxN, HZHRE, W (ack), |
34 Accepted(N)=N, Accepted(v)=v |

6 Paxos

Fig.6 Description of running process of Paxos algorithm
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PR B Z R, o o SRR A R g S i R R
{H 5 QSRR 2 TP I A AR AT HE 58 I8 4 v 5kl 4R U AT
MBE () R H W R X 45 N %200
K, HEZIEZH W RN ST KT N E‘J‘/E%%ﬂ?ﬁﬁ(
R MRS (B R 2 IR IR 14 A7 Y
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V89 73 A XSGR BT I 2 5 1 — > H B HOL
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Raft" Zookeeper 7 etcd“"%5 ,

F LI AR HEAT TR I 45
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1
Table 1 Classical consensus algorithm
FRGRE WA BEEE OHME
71N Y ..

A e mwe swa o
[LESES 1975 5 2 i AR
FEG G 1982 (<1/3) A Je HEBarIEL

" B 4 S -
FLPEY 1985 7 e i St
CAP&* 2019 f&(=1/3) & 75 SH
Paxos® 1998 i = = oyl

3 XYL PsTIk

4 rp 2R B AE LR e 45 B 1438 SC “ Bitcoin : a peer-
to-peer electronic cash system” 1§ it T — N EAN T
B = I AR R AT DA S BSOS 5 AR R S A Y L AR T
RGJG , X — AN Y 5 B g o ik
FRGEr HE B AE R 0 DX B B R4 31 4 3k R i) ¢
T, W5 & 1 X PR R 2 g F 58 ), [e] i = A=
TREAIHER N . BRI AR 2 X
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Mk 77 il Ko 0y FH A 325 A RS BT 4 s o 8, E gl DL 330
(A% 0 A1 9% & BFT (PBFT .PoW #l PoS &85 7k | H
MRS LT A b 4 R IEAR B B i M e A AL
TIRedY AN HAL A -
3.1 PoW ILiltfLik

HAR TR R kA T T AE &k W (proof
of work, PoW) 5875 S A2 0 1k 72, (H AR ik B 1Y
WES HLAE 1999 4F 3 2 42 th U, I 76 By 3 17 I iR 4
F4E 45 IR 55 (denial of service, DoS) ¥4 if 45 Iy i rh 1%
E A

LA T DX B Y Pow il UL i i 48 1 08 A B4
(HashCash) (%) AR . 15 A 30 4 e 7 FH f A 38 457 3
AT, e AF N A 32 1 S 42F T SC v b 2006 75— B i
P N HhE | & 3% B ] AT E0#S (counter) 41 AR A4 HIB 14
24, Hoh TR A T BRI A 2 4 W R A
FH SHA-1 553 X I 48 44 A2 i — 1> 160 bit 1< 2 (1 iy
o, %M A (AR 20 420 0. T WRF K ik
T8 3% WA i BN W R B 43R 19 (i (counter++)
A L AR SR A IR AR 2 44 o X T B A R 5 R
R Z AT — R SHA-L I H B 28 44 02 50 2 5%
PEEDAT . SHA-L (14 flf 58 AL 258 5 970 03k 1) A ] i )
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& L 10CLL R PowW iR B L ) 7 LU AR 1T I 4%
g — A MEEE(E D, A — D X TP A BT A
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only used once){H , f#i 15 i X SHA-256 115515 21| (1 (A
/INTD:
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Hr J7E tradeData B 7€ CBT XS IXHUAR " Hh 52 5
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T3A0  MEREME D BRI T 45 ) LG ARE T B[]
ERGLE W 10 min 247, B EEAE D, 5 IHXERE
D, ZHIKERN:
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= X ===
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Hrr, Usedtime {4 R 2 016 > X B iy FH B9 Bk
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o7 B 1 TARE
3.1.2 PowW L UL M 9 BLid B

W7 Frs (92 LR T R S8 Pow IR 1
PATIAR , R E S R

(1) AR5 DX He B4l 25 44 , % 55 T (coinbase) 22 5
W B DE B L WAL 5 T X POE B e 3 1
X B A, 18 5 2R 75 - A (Merkle tree ) 38092 A= 1l 2R v /R
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A58 10 M B2 A7 (Bits ) 5 75 DU D500 %) e 5 1 44k 2
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7 PowW
Fig.7 Realization process of POW consensus
algorithm in bitcoin system
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(3) 4 X e 3k 30 S 1/ hi A< (version) (Rif — X 3t
i 77 (prev-block Hash) | >4 fij ¥k B i (Bits) | Fifi 1 %k
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BT X BN T R4S FL AR T B AT 2o 19 s X
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WL DL AR S B S A IE KT A
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WALEOR= A7

(1) b4 Pow JLHGE 7k
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HeJ™ A, TR AR Ry T R R ZE 1), 7 L
FEM ARG GIA T R0 PUH, Bk B Pow 4t
TR 7 B K AT e S 02 PR A [, S 4RI Ay i
SEAZAT T T 1 R BA  ME — A (R DR B T LR T
()2 4 BRI 22 A F IS 2 A AT A 35 3

(2) LK Y Ethash 2L 5 1k

AR LRE TR DL B #4E H T Pow R
HPIH 58 T X AR & R B B, DL LAy
A AR N 5% 2 X Bk 1.0 AR A M4 5R5,
PR T RGAFAE A AR R e 2 A fa] . /R3S
FERIBLE] AR PE 22 S5 AN T LAK 35 B T 44 g
B A 58 K SRR FR A 3kt B AL, R X R
HE 2.0 AR L RY N 7 55 . AR T AR T, DLOR B
FEAL TR PR (B AT (8 ELARE T A9 UTXO KB |
KR 58 45 AR BRAA DR AP AR A R B SR D RE

T B ARE T PoW SR B30k v (9 e A d R FH AL
SHA-256, HLiH#E CPU ¥ U, 1M % P A7 RS &7, 3%
FEAR 25 by B it RNl 3 & T 38 2 75 5K 19 ASIC 8
AT . A T SR ICFEMATE AR, LR Y
(1) PoW TR L SR T N A IROE " BIL ], 32 28 AL
o Pow BE B & ek il AR s B R S K E N
TR SRR, LA SR ASIC 4 I i, o
R Y vt HI A 7 S8 2 1 R A58 T 1) TC IR ]
(directed acyclic graph, DAG)™WLilil #Y Ethash J: iR 1

Ethash {53 502 B i LUK 55 58 T Pow By 42
A, BT B 42 Dagger Hashimoto %%, Dag-
ger Hashimoto 57 i % it H 1Y 2 HK | ASIC & s
FZ0 % i 06 U A A B (7% . 1R 8 TR 1)
& Ethash JEHBVE 1 SC IR FE . 5 e Ae M b i I A
PoW H:H B vk A [ 45, Ethash FhiR 8 g AU A 22 4%
Nonce {H., [ B} i LA — T AE 20 1 B b3 s ok 1
RE T2 ( MixDigest )&, MixDigest {EAAE A#" T
THFENAEAZ0 1 TAERLUE I, 1 H 50 UE 2 76 56 UE X
Py A s v 75 20 FH 2%l . Ethash FL iRk
152 Bl FE =203 N LA T LA BR

O B ¥ (seed) . —~> % H ] (epoch length)
25T 30 000( LA KE5 2 15 s 7= A — AN X He, (M L
P13 24524 15 h) |, B4 30 000 4~ X B B Al — 4~ 7 11
(epoch) , &4 1B 387 — Yk K03 42 (dataset) . Seed
MBI N O, B 28 ik — A>T 1 0 <5 U — 1> seed 1Y
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FRAE X B4y A X B
HHEETIX B Tl e O —‘
¥
He BRI %16 MB A1 GBEE
(seed)M5 7 | 4 (cache) "l #i(dataset)
|
__________________________ BigR: 430 000 K IATH I
(TS 220
L[ KL K J Nomeerr |
i Tl % (RLP) ; <
! SRR AEH
! 52 (MixDigest)
[ R,
T X RSk
v
TR 1 T4k Nonce

8 Ethash
Fig.8 Realization process of Ethash consensus
algorithm in Ethereum system

W A (EAE A R —A~ % 1 1Y seed

@4 %A (cache) . #i4fs seed 15—~ 16 MB
49 T il BB A 6 X e A o K A 4 (dataset) Y £ Bt
Bl cache, H 2% 7 v A7 At

@4 B % (dataset) . #R 4 cache P 45 1%
A —1~ 1 GB 1) DAG %4 4 (dataset) , H: v dataset
Hh B A — ORI AR 2 38 1 cache HP A 256 10 K 4 T
M=k, cache il dataset i K /Mg 20— A0 1 ] 25
O U, AT S (I TOAEE , R % i 2
17 fi# cache.,

@0 . B T AR X ek 34 )34 ¥ (recursive
length prefix, RLP) . M\ dataset i HIL R H (1) %5 95
Nonce #1784l IR iz B EIR A M EME ., MR
B S A THE A RAT A DCHOME FE 2K N2 1L
Ty A0, 4k 2L Nonce++iz 5., FLEIFF G 51

GBGE . 195 USR] X BB, AR 48 A7 % 7E A M
1) cache 247 4 1l dataset H i /5 2 9 BCHlE , 745 A X
ek vf B 45 S8R S0 T M FE A

PAR Y v Ethash 2R B 1 = 2D RE AT DL 43y
A RIS BRERCHE AR DA AZ T PN B B, L X
T G RV AR Z R C R AN B 9 BT

epoch(30 000 blocks)

Y

cache i ;

dataset L >

9 Ethash

Fig.9 Relationship among block, seed, cache, and
dataset in Ethash algorithm

I Ethash 2RS4, 345 T (Litecoin, LTC)™
38 a5 W P9 A0 A 2R B Serypt BUR TR A2 Pow HR
SHA-256, i 1 T (DASH) *ili i 11 F i 75 oR 2111 TR
HEAREmAENE E. BET, DUKRYFELEMN
JE T PoW [ Ethash 2L U8 1k ] 75 PoW/PoS iR £ i
P m B 58 s AT 7R PoS HRGE T

T4, TR RE A ARG EAS LUK YT
SONFRR T S, MR R T AR H
LI AE AR Y57 & A SR T2 2% (gas) M58 2 A fig
AT R Kb, LUK F 22 3% 1 AR bR fE N
Gas,., X Gas,,.. , 21 Gas,, & 7 Ge M4l 5 Ty M P 15
FE W TF-L29% 1M Gas,,,,, 7258 oy # PR B T2 9%,
1 5 s Ak 1) T S B AR T AR v T2 e T T — i
ANEHEZ X B by, He A )y G R 7s B AT R
TIAE 248 1 28 oy W T 22 9%

WA, T RARY 0y 0 He s 298 15 s, A XS 3828
S 1 L ) B AR 28 S B B 2 S R A B 7 A
o R T A AR, LUKRY(H T 5048 e s m] Ul
T 1 (greedy heaviest observed subtree, GHOST)®,
W PRy W R PR A B AT B 6 L
X e (B A, uncle block ) (41 2 5 DL K %l A B
15 # AR Re i & 2 — I LLR T (ETH) #hE2 . —
D7 T8 i R AT AL BRI A 2 N B S A S 1Y
BRI — 7 T, A R B I ST SR SR T A
FRA CHBE I T 1 T RGN e,

(3)Bitcoin-NG

PR LG R T R G AR FE LR A XK/
(B~ X2y 1 MB) FlH R BE (249 10 min) o 4R iR
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205 b 380 DX BRI /Nt T DA Jin B A X B2 N 1) 2 )
o, HE T S RGEMROE B R E X PR/ 13
T, TR 4 1) HIE B A, 2 il 22 R, 508 T 4 BRI 5
SRR Al 4 e bR T L4 32 5 A HE]  {H
B o FEORE R, RGN R R KB
T DR L RE TR A5CRR (R)E, DLR  IX B ) A ik
i, Eyal %5 A2 H T Bitcoin-NGP U 254592 .

1 Bitcoin-NG vk, 41> H (epoch) {5 98 /&
10 min, (A REA BT 1 BN R G0 S5 b A7 9 20 454 <
P — 7 40T 7 (leader) F152 b J# 41 4k (transaction
serialization) . FHLAFETE IS X B : T3t (key block)
Fisg e (micro block) o A, BEFE4 34 1L F2 5 1
Rz o AR, S EZ 2 I Xy 8 3
TAEELGEE. SieHEElE, TR ERE H
WOF =M saE Bz WEL S F L, 1k
FAT AL HE— DA, B A TR (8 K/ INAS il i 3 il
BEAE Y L BR , e i 9 1t 18] 249 54 10 s, Az BB i
ARATEETERIEW, AT EMNESE ., mT
TR 1 Az ol 3 38 R T R e, 0 R AT B b R L
R T A A R D D TG ok ST R4 2 R TR A, AL Ut
Bitcoin-NG &3k H 5| AT IX HASUE i S50, FLHEE 13
B WA AL 1Y, 7 Bitcoin-NG Bk g™ T4E iy &
— S HAGE e K4 .

W10 Frow , 5 He A M XL A L, Bitcoin-
NG EHZ | — D TAAHCE AT H A8 ( PK,)
M7 B, R 38 Gy WA T AL a5, o 1 S8 B b
JIT @ 455 A 1 B IE, T AT H A O RV AR
IR TR AT 2544 (sig, ) 3 0 T U T 4% IR 24 5 AL
W8 3374958 5 , 7 Bitcoin-NG vk, 12 8 £ 4k
A AR A S BT LR 1 rh A2 2 Jah , T % T4
7 1 P AR B AR Y i A 28 5 9 v, 40% 14 > i 46
FH A, 60%IH N — AT BT, XA H
BRI 008 T 4T A RMZ 0 (selfish mining)®,

40% A2 60%
f@ ,»\ %
i i
(PR ) — G ) -

3
-

10 min

10 Bitcoin-NG
Fig.10 Schematic diagram of Bitcoin-NG
consensus algorithm
7 Bitcoin-NG 5% 1, A T A T2 5 4
AL AT LU AR BT KA, 33X R AR A 405 2 (i ] LAA

T AR P B R I & 3% 25 AN TR) 1 s S BN 22 G2 19 RUAE
Yeiki o BT B IR XAE T Bitcoin-NG FiA R H T —
FhFR Ay “ 525 32 5 7 (poison transaction) [ 4E 5k 32 5
BRI =S W INTTRE ST P g (P S h
A 8 S 2 AR B AT 3 A & b If &
A7, SRR 405 37 T R AR A 1) 2 Il b 4 e i [l
[ B AR AT 28 4 1Y) 90T B K AR AR 0 )
5% 3 Ak, R T Bk X ELEE 7 A 43 3, Bitcoin-
NG BB 5T “H B o A% 0 A&, e 28 5 o
£ 100 EHUF A REMH]

Eyal % AFE2 1 00019 s 2H LAY Le e h &= 48
XJ Bitcoin-NG $ 3k 47 T LA 52 56, X6 [ 4 ]
PR A R T A R BRI AE SR A R
1T T HRCRAE , B K eBE Y75 7 b A R M
PSR,

(4) FHoAth M7 PO e g ik vk

T PoW LR B 7L 7 X Bl £ AR (i 2 5 A 1
W gE e Sk A S e, 78 )R AR Pow R Sk
fili 82 T KA AR M 9 5RE < 2016 4 Kokoris-
Kogias 25 A4 11 T ByzCoin™ k{44 vk | %55 1 %
T 5 Bitcoin-NG [F# iy 8L B o X e 43 3 (key
block) il 3¢ £k (micro block) . H & 7 ByzCoin % 3%
o, — HERAERSSH 0 TR 85,
TE A0 13k 67 % 13 /B (58 B 120 1 G 4 3 ) B 4%
I BT BT A 192 D5 . ByzCoin 54 4k 1T LA RL B 1k
Bitcoin-NG 53 ik H ] R A7 7F (Y /5 W 45 5 37 5 2017 41
Kokoris-Kogias 25 A 1Eff % ELASTICO Fh 5 pataf:
P54y A AL BRI BE RY LA |, XF ByzCoin LR 5 kit
1574, 42 1 T ByzCoinX iR i [X Hekl £
GLI AT R RN 2 R ER A T R K 5 2017 4R
Pass il Shi £ 11} T FruitChains 2L - 8 L 54 2
T Fruit KSR B RER , L —AS Fruit o] iR 4045
LA G i —~ X B ] i 40 2 21 Fruit, Fruit
DX R FH [R]— A~ 0 Ay S8 T AR S UE B, DA 44 5
AR T R G R 207 1A 4 5 2018 41, ok FIE R R 2%
) Li A5 BT Conflux SR 50 3E ™, 2 A e H
DAG [R5 H DX Uy, P phe e 22 B 1Y) 22 5 B3l
SR A BT AT 43 S BABE S5 A il 52 B 1 i R AR
F+E4F5 6 000 K LA I

Bt 2 81, B X PowW 3 PR 2t 3 BEAE g FE AN
51% XA 7 J7 T A7 AF 1 1) B30, AF 58 N B4 i T — Sl it
BT A SR PoW B A REFE 0] L, Lasla 45
N T Green-PoW LRk | 3 g 42 4 o A2
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ST AERE B 0 FE A, T LREAZ 0T I REAE AR 3 50%
Aifa s o T itk PoW SRR R REAE A 51% 1 7]
1, Kara % N T CW-PoW B3k 1% 5 vk i 5|
A ZHER 1) 75 3UAE REFE RN 51% it K Sybil i
() 65 A 1 D7 TEHRUAS: 1 ) J AR5 B X Pow SRR 3
FEAER A 2, Qu s KUty T Bk & 2% 2 IR W] 3k
(proof of federated learning, POFL) , 1% & b 4 Bt S 2
> HOS T X HeEE TAEUEB, s 17X P RS
SNINEVIAR

250 T X PowW UL K 2 ki AR
EIE PSSR

2 PoW
Table 2 PoW and its improved algorithms

2K 0 A HH B =i
Pow! 1999 & 10 min A AR
Ethash® 2014 i 155 Yy HL
Bitcoin-NG™ 2015 #fik EH 10 min fMEe10s 5 &
ByzCoin®™ 2016 %[k XH:1MBIF£1/100s 5 ek
ByzCoinX®™ 2018 #A% — T BEF
FruitChains®™ 2017 1% — — SRk
Conflux® 2018 1% <1/6 000 s T A

3.2 PoSHiNELk

X T E AR T S, B PowW, It PoW , PoW 3t
WE PGB ITAE S5 A2 mNE g 1 —
AT TR (H 565 31F 25 55 19 1133 25 R AT o] 4 a5 4 ]
DL 30 35F A7 B 1) 325 B4 30 90F 4% SR 19 T A e O T A
UEE I TAE &, X — LA 2 e b T R R4
22 A PE RS RE MR . SR, POW B 1L AR 7E 103 1 R
OV BRI O CROCRARTR AR ), M R T LR
T DX B 457 R 1) o 28 % T 4008 =2 A1 1) 92 e R R
Y, T A B A TR R A I B AL A AR
Bk BEEIE I (PoS) il 2 Hob i —Fb
3.2.1 PoSH:RALIE MR &

POW U 7k J2 3 gk i FE B S AE 7 A 3 P R A
{8 (1) R 24 X HURE (14 (14 3R, 15 PoS R 37
MR TE— BRI A 23T, R E A M (BLES)
S i PRI AS T 437 A L T A8 A1, 208 0 o — A
“HIR R (T EAG PoW A EE SR Sty A Sy ) h
Yigp X HeBE B IR R

2011 4F , Quantum Mechanic & 4% i T PoS 3t
P Sk e T S A A LR T R Ok
AR PoW LR Ak o 3 T ) R i W A A I AR
RIVE™ T I A B e B0 Ak 22 4% 3 (19 0] 2 gl e

Ko 2012 4, King 5 N B3t 1 A5 g0 (PPCoin 5
PeerCoin)"™IF7E R4 H KL T PoS HiH AL

Z: I8 Pow L UL A4 & 3L, K PPCoin H1 4 PoS
PR BLFR R JF A PoS HLIR B VL . SRR PoS HLH A
R EIAT T RS AR OCE SLIE

XL ) i (coindge) 72 F8 7 T i &
(coins) 5 5 T E] Chold Time ) /) e FH -

coinAge = coins X holdTime

& X 12(PoSLIRE L) 4 — 1> M4 — i ufE
FEAE D, LA KB T A 30 X e i Se 48 tradeData, 4%
i 2 25 PF R IC s timeCounterr, {175«

HASH256(HASH256(iradeData|ltimeCounter))<

D X coinAge

PoS B B A i K AL I 5 Pow LR B A
AEAL, (H PoS LB AN T 20 TR0 i A 1) Rl HLER
Nonce, M /&£ 1 s N HARVF—IRIG A, KRR T
THE TR, NIMIRZE T 507 56 4y SR i BRI AE

T PoS ML Bk i 4 th R N T U Pow
FUR L A R B L A o 5 Pow SR B Y L A A ]
PIAR B PoS iR 1k iy A 45

(1) PoS J2& i i A 5 K/ ok TG A (A, AR
PRI ) 5 40 IR 2R RE R Y ) R oA T 2013 4F 11 H
24 H 119 Nextcoin (A 2 M1 ) " — A~ 42 3 19 {1 PoS
R 5 A LB T .

(2) By T PoS R B R AL T I8 Y AL 25
{8, FFRT I AZ A E R T Tl i 7L, PoS 3
PR

(3)h T B k77 A & R M, 2014 4F Vasin
P& T PoS2.0"5f ni HI % & 1 (BlackCoin) Hr , M
i 2 7 A 24 BF 1 PowW+PosS LR X &% ' 51 T 4li PoS
AR PoS2.0 FIH B e AL 5 K/ 5 HT P 7R
L] L, X R AIL A 50 i T X B P2P
I 2% f) EEHE PR L B 1R T PoW LR vk 20 b A )
(tragedy of the commons) (1) % &= , Ifif FLfifi £5 X o 2 5
519 B 1M LR OR 4 hin 4 o {H PoS iR 12
o oy X, HIXHUEE ) 2 oAb R s s 55 4k o

ity E UL Y 2 PoS AL IR i iz 47 1 PPCoin
F 4t ,{H PPCoin R ¢ i i Y J& PoS+PoW ji 7 F1i1
3.2.2  PoS MLk ity LY R Y5 eadk 5y B

(1)DPoS LU 1k

B X PoS R L RAEAE B 4T R B T i
FHE BE YA AL 25 (09 59 0 TC A2 0 S BB, 2014 4F 4
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A, Larimer 7& PoS U575 iy JEfill 48 10 T B HEAL
25 1IF 1 (delegated proof of stake, DPoS) 3L R 8 k™,
DPoS iR VE 5 A T 280 Al 3 =5 25 1) A AL
D E TR R BUE & i WL £ i o 2 vl = e 1 Eedci]
ZHNCEBSHEHARTHZ D UE L), 83k H
ZEENBRATELN — B IR 4S, &5
L — A 1004 B AN NS . ZES TN
ZEHE N LIV S5 08 ORI 2 B0 ) 48 iV Syt B8 AR i
X, I N RS oy 1) T2 g b AR A5 s o 7E k0]
], QAR FEA T N B T R, R A S
BT e i ZHE B, T H L ARAIE & bk R 58
W,

DPoS U 2 3 o B 28 Z2 8 Y U7 R 2 X
YL Az 8 4008 T 28 5 AT R 3 T RS
RO B TR e 1 0 07 T2 0 B AR N B A
41017~ , DPoS PR L & — A~ 2 rhl Ak (B XA £
R &) b fb (B A MBS A IRE . 5
S, DPoS MR B Al i S A AE R GE S B G0
X e i O 2% Sk 4 3 0 Y S A 25, DL R B 3
ANTF A BER ) 22 F8 N DT 30 8 X 25 4 P e T R S
Ei/lE" 38

H A, {5 1 DPoS R 583 1) DX B i ] R 58
A7 Bitshares ([ 47 B ) ', Steem™ EOS™, H; i
Steem M EOS 1 Z 4G AR K it #8 0 21,

(2)Ouroboros M4 1

F T RENSAEIZ AT PoS I B A 1Y X Bk R 4t
SR ABL PoW LR B v 1 2 A ML, Kiayias 45 A
$2& i1 T Ouroboros H iR 534, Ouroboros HiH 5 ik
PR LA 2 R 4003 ™ A 8 s i g, AR DR Ok 25 AR RN
AT b R A AT B 2 2 4 L (Y PoS R
Bk, HET, Cardano (ADA, ik M) g fli FH T
Ouroboros H: i H 7%

Ouroboros R 37 (A0 R AR PR AL 45 1) 2 /0 ok
Bl BL 36— B R T L X A B B R o G ik
Wi . Ouroboros HARF LB 1T 7 N

@ e 3k T A B ] Bk Sl 43 Sy () B R TRD ) B
(slot) , AR Y Y B3 (R8T DPoS Hh i) Z&
FEF )R — BB

QHEA I Bl £ H e =4 — A X B, an 21 2 i
Bt 2] Sk B XoF 107 179 1 s B 2wl A i X ek 15 B R 2
W SRR N U BN 25 26 A s X e

@ Hy A4~ % 2 (1) I B 40 i — > 7 1 (epoch) , 78
— AN AR TR DUZ A HOT AR i D s

1B R BE e, A Ta) A 25 19 A8 A A 25 5 M) X i 7 11 v i
SoEcRipuTe N

@FEAE D IF R, 720 T A7 ST B LN A7
12325 il — 1 genesis block , 1% 47 5k X {0 A 3
H Al BES 5 B e 158 s E {5 8 DL &
BEOLERN T p IF A bk,

GOIERA% O, LA genesis block H it 454 1k
N T REA B S 0 o LA 3R 26 8 A 15 B X6 7 1Y)
e ELA ) 18 £ 2R %k (Cardano H i T follow-
the-Satoshi 5.3%) K U, =F(S,.p,.r,) , HH U, N T n
HE kSIS R R, S, AR ot
AP NHRWES U,U,,+.U,) , p, NEH
n H P B BEALEOR 1, IZ BEHLECRD 7 5 Y FT
BRI NFF A BIALES (syps,0000s, VAR, 1, Wk
AT B X R 59 R 51 (index) {5 B o AR 35 Bl AL KR
p, s BREL F() W NSES S, HRBEALIE 56 & B Bt
XL H e U, S

© H % 2= 1) 7 175 42 A4 i Y 4 4 J& Ouroboros
PR IE U BE , T8 CBE 00 B4 X B Z (8] Y 26 &R
5 R AR, B Y[ X G o A X G
PRECR

7 Ouroboros F: VB 1k | B — 4> 1 11 A B ML AR
p M %4 £ J7 1T (secure multiparty computation,
MPC) B A i P BT T AT 0 JF 56 Gk i 2% 2 =2
(publicly verifiable secret sharing, PVSS)® )5 % . %
7 3 T AR 22 5 A AHIE B (non-interactive zero-
knowledge, NIZK) " £ T 4% fa] H B4 56 A &R 7T DA
25 NEGR 2] E AN BT A%, IF g uE
FER I

Ouroboros H: R 58 2 1y h AT It 2 4 1] 11 7
MEE B A1 X CJE B34 2 1 9 genesis block)
U B GRAS 15 P By R DG 1 A B B B (L rp
W pub, ANTF LRV priv, P ORATE) A2 s, DL
WG BB T p, o ZJ5 RS RT3
T —A 0 H A X e AR 2 17, Hod B4 A
VLY ET R O B BEHLECRN -+ p, LA S genesis block H1 1)
FLER (5,555, +05s,) BT BT R (R 515 B r, M A
{8, S as TR B U, = F(S,.p,.r,) » W IEHEFR RS 2 Ay
I B X iz A 0 R Ui X T 3 R e figeae AR 136,
FIEGF [ OB e B Sy A B B X 07 A HR R I Ay
& Sy AT AL 53 e S48 AR 45 DX 422 Wi 380 1) DX Bk Ay
GG ER AR (o 72 5 Lo A T A2 8T S AR AR [R] ) 5 T 2R
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Epoch n Epoch n+1
O Uipub,.s, r O U, pub,,s, R
O Ulpub29‘g2 ___________________________________ _’O Uz,Pubzys:
O U,.pub,.s, E O U,pub,,s, X
n i Pr+ o P : B
: : f UrF(Supaniird)
F P,.+|
v ¥
Coek | (Block [Blocky | | {2 rock| || |oci | [Block] [ock] [siock) | | - |Biock,
block | [Block |Block lock;| ... |Block, block Block,| |Block,| |Blocks Block,
| sloty | slot, | slot; | sloty | ... | slot, ‘ ‘ sloty | slot, | slot; | sloty | ... | sa'or,,l

11 Ouroboros
Fig.11

Bl BEBE 119 M B IE G A TR SR A B B 1T i
B, D) 7E 92 B B PN AS 2 7 A DX e s A i ) X B
TR S AE YR B O H AR B A B R 20 S W A T e R
Yo e BIE SR EAE  E B RS — R B4
TEREA T BRSSO S, STERAS T s A T AR
BT —AE FBENLECR - p,,, DL Bk AR
G B HEATS — A5 H AR .

Ouroboros FE RS VL (1) I KAFF Rl i % 4 &
T AT 18 DI 1R 52 30 B A4 B B o B 328 488 1Y) B AL
P, DU AR HE i e B R o oo A B . (R
FIEAE A SRR .

Ouroboros H: Rk v | 78 16 45 4 /4> B 0T 17 1Y)
I LB 1 p KA Ty HEMAEN L E
F 12 Bl AL BOF - A5 B oA U S TR, BIAE B9
F (epoch) JF 4 A B, T A 74 a0 8 2 M1 24> 10 1
T A N VR AR AT DUR T — Bk B A
Sof P 1l 3547 10 W 4 o5 5 DDoS Yo 5 93 41, % T MPC
KU, B E S 50 B B, M R I SRR
A, Ouroboros MR B i e B AU =2/ + 1 ST
E [R5 P 28 A T i A5 B4 1 TR R oK

(3)Ouroboros Praos $tiH%4

£ % Ouroboros 2 iR B3k A7 76 1) A 2 |, David 45
N B4 Ouroboros & fith I # H T i 3 ) Ouroboros
Praos MR o IR 1) T B R AR e B B
e B, FH ] 55 UE Bl B pR %5 (verifiable random func-
tion, VRF) E A2 TF O Bt AIL bR 45, DA T A5 A4S 15 A T
DA FH AN 7] A9 B AL bR 50K BT ) 2 A5 2 1 B i 3k
Ao YA SR S A A B RO I 9 S e fi ik

Implementation process of Ouroboros consensus algorithm

IS 42 B iz v ] s 40 35 A DX e 56 E B BT 77
BERUEIIE B o FA Y 2 A 7R R X R A iE
WEE PO 3K R R G 1Y 22 A 1 R0 R B R R A 3
T RUEE#ET . 554, 7€ Ouroboros Praos 2t 15 & vk
(3 A -, Ganesh 55 AP Y 1 BE 44 W 9 Tk BEAIL PR &K
(anonymous VRF) A, i i #4) i — 2538 FH 9 FAAT PoS
(private PoS) PR, SEEL 1 X 45 s B AL I A R PR3P

(4)Ouroboros Genesis F: {5 1

Ouroboros Genesis & Ouroboros Fp i 155 3™ hilt
A, /1 Badertscher 25 A *7E Ouroboros Praos J&fill |2
i . Ouroboros Genesis 3= % fiff H Y J& 7E — >3 43 R
A 28 PR BT Y A A T S B I TR B T R
D2 AN < 3 N 1 7S A S W e R N e S 7
SH OBy DX B A R far i e Y A 3 2
(bootstrap) [l , PoW H:iH 5k feff F e 1 B R U SR
FEASHBIR AR 1T PoS fif IR AR [ K 45 (check point) P
WCEFE o E 25 B DL R 37 A b T AR H 3 S ARk
1) S BLAR BER T RTE LR AR M IR 2D W 28 15 v

T fE e F 28 [R) 8T, Ouroboros Genesis 5. 15 i 42
H T —Fh R 4 5 MR (plenitude rule) () 35 5% % #%
BL B AN [ 15 5 5 ) 1 e A E 47 H e, DA rp ik o
B W) A 28 H A B AE S AS K 4 . Ourobo-
ros Genesis 5L 7E A SR KL A s AU RTER T, A 805
1 S i — AT R G Y R Xk
BE OB a5 B LT a5 I £ B R L R A1 T A
7 IR 55 1Y K A B (long range attack)™, Jf Ho &1
FH W] 2H 4 (universal composable, UC) #& 1 R JE 20 4k
Bk TRIEZ 2k,
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(5)Snow White 354 35

Snow White FE iR 02 i FE4S /K K 2% Elaine Shi
A NPIE 2016 4R 4R H 1Y — s AT 7E B e )
S I 2% PR v 4 31 3 PoS (R EE . Snow
White SR ] T B R $4 17 45 7 (sleepy execution model)
SEPET AT R AT A S AR
A A ELARBER A A i (4 RS S B Y
AR E RS, Snow White ffi F 25 51 £ H 40 HL
il , B U 2 AR DA s R A AR 2 b Ry
WRAE Wl 0 22 51 23 LB, R i e A 55 1Y 22 /D Bl
ML HE e . Snow White i FH 2 53 2 B 4l AL 1)
H A2 MR 2R G0 b n] B AR 9 A 45 724k, 3h 28
PEFEZR D2 I 5L RN e, LA 1E 5 R BBEA (posterior
corruption) ™I i (9 & A=, DU R G B9 P ik g
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B, 3 07 1 ELIEK O B b SO SO A RIS T Y %
AL

Snow White BRI T 40/ 2 51 23 dE 2 INF[A]
BB rh L 0919 A £ 8 A AN BB DR A9 56, LU £
TR BCEAS HA A A AR OE . 5341, Snow
White >k H T 5 FruitChains 5535 S AH 4L, 194287 BRI HL
il , 28 Gy 15 B A AR A A SR E X e o e
JAlANIX P rp 0,35 14 BT 52 5 B 3 B 45 AR VL A R B

SR AT 0 iR R AN [ B ik 1) B, 6 3 X JLAS LAY
(1) PoS LR Bk Y PERE HEA T T 40 S AR

3 PoS
Table 3 Preformance comparison of typical PoS
consensus algorithms

ey ARGy et B E X Kbl

DPoS™ 2014 %55 0.5 s(EOS) %143 X #s ok
Ouroboros™ 2017 #3 20s(ADA) & Rk
Ouroboros Praos® 2018 3 <20's o b
ouronores 2018 Wik <205 K hfk
Snow White®™ 2016 ik <20's A Erhafl

3.3 PoW+PoSiRA LTk

PoW +PoS iRk 45 5 T PoW Fll PoS Y 4F £,
T TESE O A o A P 4 T R A i PoW Bk
PoS X Ht , 7 &L e T 5ok B — UYL 78 2 4 X
W BRI AE RICR 4G T IAEAE (1 [A)
3.3.1 PoSV LNk

AW %5 1 B2 3IE B (proof of stake velocity, PoSV)
B VE HH Ren 78 2014 4F- 4 H 4 1, 13 H 3] Red-

deoin(a 4= ) b %X} PoS Ff 3L T i i) £k M ok %5
R 0% %) [0 JBE, PoSV ¥ JHL bR K018 8 Ay 418 Bl o s sl R
B, DT T3 9% 14 34 K R Bt el ] 2 T Rk 3, 3 i
JET 0, XAk, B My Mg KE L Em i,
TLE IR 2 b PR i B T A A

Reddcoin J& — i % 5% 1, i3 6 ] Pow 33
P AT 9 43 A, i W PoSV LA =1 P2P ]
2RI A
3.3.2 PoALMELL

HE B RN HRAE B B DX R BRI ) 3
BORUR . 24 B R BEE FR GEis AT I ) AN W s
(AN LR ) 4207 38 WK 1 2 S v 352 5 2% I
B, XA AT R S B s M AR R B A AT X JR e %
Vel OB . J1 A, A TR R DL SR
11 7 1550 1 vl ] e R v By b o I S T B )
TE, B A I WORCE = 958 5 2 R 4R R
17, ANERBEWA T SRR R WL 2N
FEAR B 2 X B BE 45 oIk B R 81T, b Tl =
] 5, Bentov 45 A48t T 1% BRUIE B (proof of activity,
POA ) MU 0 L S AR B AR R AT BB il 15 T &
Z 510 1 B AR AR R R BT T R E 2 G A
PET it De 2 4 W) 265 22 42 0 28 By 98 b B A4 174 [
i, PoA LB Iz TR AN F .

(DB T AW T Hashiz 8, 42 li— M54
MEREAE I 25 XSk o s Ik 2 — MR Y X
Po, Hp X AR & 2 55 B, R & i — Xk
Hash {E 7S 37 15 19 28 8 ik | X B 55 Al Nonce {8 %5
B X ek o

(2) 45 —F TIIZE R — 2 Kk G
Bl 10 o o e

(3) T A3 0 SR 19w AR i 1) 23 X e Sk g i L i A7
IO, B E A A 5 5 DL R X sk B E B R BAE N
B BEMLE I N A AR A . BAREBRa fE
M1 S AR IX sk i Hash {8 45 7 — X Bk 3k (9 Hash
E AT HRER 15— [ K, AR S T R RS
B4R 19 Hash 85 % 11 545 31 19 Hash (8L JT B Bl 55
(follow-the-Satoshi) 5 #E 47 N ¥k B MLz 55 ARk A=
BN A 0E AR

(4) Jr A 6 BR T s KW A O 02 75 2 1 IR AR
B WHRHCE N- 14 BAEA &,
H ORI X PR L 5™ #%; R A O
S N A AR A e 2 ICH Sk 1 2L il |
T A S DX AR P ke ) A — A IX e, e Xk



1232 Journal of Frontiers of Computer Science and Technology & B2 5iF&

2022, 16(6)

e FEAAFERTREZ 2L S JHT N - 12218 AL
FFA & 53 56 Hash {8 19 25 44 LA M [ O %k 5 8 IX B
Hash{E 245 o SRJG B Az U X B i) 42 09 )46

(5) A3 16 BR 1 A AR B 5 N A S8 IRAEE A
BT R DCH S 6 HHEAT 90 IE G SR 46 T 3 5 D) A
INZ X HOIF R £ 655 R RS N — PR Bpiz
W, A, BRI

UL it v BR A i N A 218 IR A &
HRAELE , PR B — DA TEL AR & T BUE B X
PRSI, POASRVE 23 JR 40 M by ol it 155 25 5 X
()RR R I R N, > 2 — JRLIOT N 2 3 IX e ) B i 1
FBF, DU NAE 25980708 5 A5 00, N 2538 K. PoA B3k
o AT AR X B 1Y 22 B B A2 R s XS i T
N A 218 AR A & =
3.3.3 Casper FFG L5k

PR By HR 8 345 Frontier (Rif#F ) \Homestead
(Z i) .Metropolis (K #B2x ) 1 Serenity (7 #) 4 B
B2 3B Bk H Pow iR L 55 4 B Bt 5
A PoSHk, Bl Casper #% v iR 1k i A
T AESIHLE] , HIE T PoS BARAE T K Y A5 e s
W .

Casper 17 1£ Z 4~ A, H:rp Casper FFG (friendly
finality gadget) & PoW HI PoS A %% 4 , Jl T Ethere-
um2.0. Casper FFG £ #] ifi B Bt £ & 1 — 1~ Casper
BB TR RS LA LUK TR B[R, 2R
A=A B EACRS” AT AR — 1> 7T A2 5 % Pow
AR X BT PoS R B S UEE o BRI AL 55
KANEFEAM LK TR 2 /DA K., Casper FFG If
A X B — A X P AR B A7 2L T 2 B X T

f B 100 A4S DXCH R B — R A A, ARG A DX
HEAT PoS AR . G &l 12 fir 7R (1% 42 Casper FFG iR
P s B, AR (root) FF 46, #2858 B,
B,,---,B, JE WG A 25 44 (checkpoint tree) , M A1 1 [X
HIF U 5 28 13 100 4~ PoW [X B fi JE i — 1~ PoS K #F
R, BT DRI I % b A A A0 85 B A A A

12 Casper FFG
Fig.12 Flow diagram of Casper FFG consensus algorithm

FU R BE o A B A A AT R R
SN A S 1 2 e S ) Y R A 5 2H R 3 4
TN RS 45 A T e ) S BORE o 273, 3% i Bl FR
YR 2 B R R TR X PR Bl A
IR ATCE

Casper FFG 19 8 251 F2 Oh « B0 Uk 5 AE il #8559
BLOAREH A WA T 22 5 2 M /%, &%
M FZE 4 5505 B2, Ik 4 97K ; Casper &5 A1
W B 45 S BR $EAT 9T 21 2% 7 (slashing condi-
tions) B I B30 , LA B ¥ T A E 5 £ (nothing at stake )™
Yoh MR ARG, . Ho BRSO R O R B, 25
TEH R & 36T <sp,t,h(s,)hit)> F <s,,t,,h(s,),h(t,)>
P25 A ) 1 50 500 R, 5K h(e) #= h(ey) , BN — 87
TONAE R B E P 2588 L3250, a2 Casper & 2 K A
PRI AR Bz TR ) i LR
P04 s K B s U, Ethereum2.0 /P 5] A T LMD
GHOST™ 73 SCTEFE KL , a2 DX PR H B0 3L, I 32k
PE G HTAS A i SR B A 2 W) F2 4k

4 4
Table 4 Four pieces of information that
makes up voting message

TR ik
s C 20 A 1K £ 5 (checkpoint) X
t RN IPN RN =N
h(s) C A ARG A 11 2
h(1) e 0 ARG e i 11 0

3.3.4 2-hop ML iELik

W 13 7R, 2-hop ( Bk ) 7L DL A Sy o
D7, BE5 43 PoW LR I PoS LR B4 B BE , 7 PoW
L B 2B Bl Pow X B, i 7E PoS A8 By B X A 1
1) POW X B E 47 55 UFE FAfA DA o 3 3 28 % iE 47 Pow
LU PoS HiH B hn T B MERE A ARV T
£ XF X Bk Pow Bl PoS 1) 51% 14t .

/[ PoWK
y [ ) PoSiX#k

13 2-hop
Fig.13 2-hop blockchain structure

3.3.5 PoBLiELL
16 BRBEAIE B (proof of burn, PoB ) k4% v |
T3 R F O R AT ok 3 48 X R i R A
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PRI B AT B 22 3R AR 10 IR AL A A B R . TR it
FErp BB SR 1R 0 TR A AU A B — AN T0k
1R [ A] 56 UF (9 55 Hb bk ) s B L 0 TR AR T
AR LEARE T LK T BCH A A ] — 4> HAT PoB PpiY
A,

F 55 T LA L2 Pow+PoS JLR Bk 2 E
it TR 14 i) R AR 0] FH 3 5

5 PoW+PoS

Table 5 Performance comparison of typical
PoW+PoS consensus algorithms

HR A Ay 2 LA P[] fs MR )3 FH
PoSV®! 2014 EAMR Reddcoin
PoAL 2014 FEHEAERWS 5150 Decred

Casper FFG®™ 2017 JoH|&H e R Ul KB T

51%%4. 71 (PoW ) 5 # %5 (PoS)
ik

PoB™ 2020 AT

Ethereum2.0
2-hop®” 2020

Slimcoin

3.4 PoW/PoS+BFT/PBFT ik il 4%k

W i R FE 7 BE 2 0 1 5 43 A 2T o
DA WA 43 DX B 1 H 3 5 i R A2 42 H Pow/
PoS+BFT/PBFT & 4 & iR L . KR A K
7 [X Hedi 2R 54 5 POW/PoS 5 28 B 43 A =X R 4 vk
BFT/PBFT %54 , il & F) F POW/PoS 3t £ 7= H: — > 1k
Z A4 | (shard) , 88 5 7653l B8 FH BFT/PBFT 2E
BCIXHE . 3k B o R B RR R 25 5L 4, B R AR Tk
G2 W28 S A SR HEAT A B T S AL B AR A, An T
A LG e R — A 8 8, WIRR Ry e — 43 B, an 2R
TE A [ A5 P 20 S0 A BEOAS ) 80 52 5 A 8, TR g
EZ
3.4.1 PoW+BFT i—Jy i 4L 51k

PoW LU B VL7E LR T RGP LIS T B KR
Iy, AEAE B DB TR0 50 AL 5 T 8 ) TPk . R
I, Abraham %5 A48 1 T Solida 1R & iR 8 1% E
P — Bl T Al F A BFT 3R Y 25 i b X Besk by
W B % Paxos HL R Bk o AT i 2 ML
il G AU P T 2 B S EACE ) R, O T R
AN T AR 13 I R B 2 A M RN TR 1
Solida HL iRk R EALE L T A 2

(VA5 A . O S & X R 122 5
TR A A ()5 3T A0 1 X e, IR0 X H R By 52 5 11
U A (B ) 4 ) 9% s @ 20 400 5 3 T 4R 0 B A R
BRI IR A8 B 14 1E i P R 40 3 B 0 A T L B8 IE
WAL TR i R AR Sk 1 )T O an R H o — A

BB CE 2F + 1A B DR R R — DXCH T B Y
JUHE R AR XU B IR 2F+ 1A B AL
— N2 3Z41F B (accept certificate) 1 B 16 4 ) 4% ;
@Al B 03 AE B2 B 3 2R ), 2 IE IR IS
] A 4K s @ AR — A AR T 2f+ 1R
(1482 32 I 2, 62 X B B AT e 2k, JF
W U B 2F + 1A B B3 A0 T B 4 B — A AR s I
(commit certificate) J5 [ 4= ¥ |~ 4% ; © I 4 w1 (g JFH
P2 WA B R TE B S 50 TE L 8 Bk v
B UE 5 e 4 58 UAE B A o

()EREIR. RERE—-THA —EMEE
14 I A bRSCR e ) 0, SR A POW i 1) 10 0 L 25
IR AR 2R L2 L 5 28 B 23 DA X PoW fiff EA T BSHIE
55 JIF 38 3 J5 A SR AR AR G 1 SRS BT R SR Y
S IS TR T AR S S A G R B B
CL B TA 1958 5 W A (B 55 AH DR S H JBUR 326 45 8 5
H LSS IR 2f+ L AVRE T BE R A A
R — R AE B (status certificate) 1 8, S8 5 #6475
o HUEPREIE T SN T BN S E
B IFHE AR B 28 D4 03 A AR P BT — e — B 3t
P

£ Solida Vi & iR B ik b 38 i Pow LR Bk
SIS R A 58 R 2 Bt 43 I B I
B A BFT 583 58 02 01 23 B D3 22 0] A — 3K
PRSP B R 22 01 25 PR ARG R 2k 2/3 98 55 A I 1Y) T 4
TR IUAS — B A

7340, 7€ B Pass 45 A4 i (%) Hybrid consensus
TR A Uk bl 25 5 R Pow U L
P Y BFT B2 AIL R S AE AR AR R T 38
IRy SL B A
3.42 PoW+BFT %4y i 51k

Chainspace J: i 5.7 & B Al-Bassam % A P42 H
) —A SR Z P A SR BEA 201 53 A 20K AR
i o Chainspace #2& i} T —Fl % Jy 43 i B o a2 Jt 1 4
%2 (sharded Byzantine atomic commit, S-BAC) ) 1] 5
AT ET S R (T RS R RS A58
Sy H, B-BAC HMY LS & 1 BFT FlJs 14258, S
TH G RERMSS LA NGB AR FE
Chainspace 11, & it & 20 09 PR AT F1 55 F 35 F2 43 T 44
1, X R (2 5 8 R A 29) BT i B~ (gl
1478, ot P58 T — AN A 244 A F 14>
HEXF) .

(1) 45 (prepare) . HI AT 28 5 i s #2 )% , OF
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Process prepared | Process |
' accept '

YYy

Output E
shard 3 —

iPrcparc: Process prepare i

14  Chainspace
Fig.14 Flow diagram of Chainspace
consensus algorithm

K1k A2 Gy 1 I, prepare(T) 45 28 /b — N S 1 i, i 1
Z2OH — AR R RN S . AR, ALY
Ao B LRy 7 2 A AR e 3 — N Hi s 1
TEFEWCE] prepare(T)TH B S L &> 53 i v iy 4y 5506 5
53 AT P B B 22 WAL, prepare(T) T B 7643 N
T T BFT kAL

(2) 1 B2 1 4% (process prepare) . 43 F L1453 F 2
IR S R 20K 3] prepare(T) T B G E& Z BN
5 A BFT LU ok Ab B A2 5 15 B - iR 2 5 A1
B, MR AS KA Ty, I ] 22 5L 2 BB T A 49 0 ) 4%
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abort) B TH . o
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WA AR 6] 43 | 22 18] 28 51 4235 #B /& parpared(T,com-
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commit) il & 5 W R I AT — A4S0 7 4 52 Y 2 pre-
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(T,abort)7iH & .

(4) 1t #4557 (process accept) , 45— Hrh /g
1t accept(T,commit) )" #5 14 B, 45 74 A4 (9 &
T NIz 1T BFT R 5k ¥ 38 5 58 45 03 v itk A
BHR; 25— B WP A AE accept(T,abort) ) & 1 B,
A 43 %k 28 ) i i ARZS AT iR iU K R 58

ARSCHE—A B3 T = B 1 I & X
Chainspace 5.3k #4717 Al , H 22 5 77 ik £ il 43 4K
AN MR B — g e, R AT SR T
22438 B AL BREE 77 . Chainspace iy £ 2 19 #2 4L
RGP T — DR iR T % .

2018 4F-, Zamani % A 42 ) 1Y) RapidChain®" i &

HLPEERE—ANET A AGEEI,ERHAT
ZE Ao NI TR FE T SO I 1/3 BT A
Y AR VT AT 2% IR BT RE % B 2 B AR R — 3K
PE, I SE AL FRAZ By W38 AT T8 FIAE i 5 1Y) 50 4
I3 o ARSI SRR WY 71> 4 000115 AL
[ W 2%, RapidChain 557 19 7 ik &8 12 7 300 TPS,
TP A IR 294 8.7 s,
3.4.3 POW+PBFT 4y Jy M5k

AR AR T IR T R ) (H K 28 5
A B R ™ 55 0 T PoW kYL S 6 B H 30 R
Decker 5 A4 it 1) PeerCensus 5. 2 "4 TA O 2 o
BT K PBFT 55 Le A T X B 8% 457 AR AH 25 6 T8 Y
— APLER R 2 A AR HR T I8 U — B R TR A 3
WA . Wn[El 15 IrR |, PeerCensus 5 i %2 i )2
[ X B Bl A7 F ] 2 A9 4% P i (chain agreement,
CA) MR Al o Horb IR 2 09 Fe s T IX BBk iz 17
PoW 23 3 M — 5 a1 77 A5, % sk 26 A 8 B
Y INIE )G $2 58 45 CA; CAE it PBFT 8 ok s 2L A
Jfg. CAEERMILS . — R IR R G+ 1
B, RIS HG A B S  AE LI S 5 A, DL IR
PBFT RE8 A 4 AR 5 2 fiff e X ek 3 S o) it
o S PR fe A i — B

| momere || R | -
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g: ry R
e % \ix
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______________________________________________________

15 PeerCensus
Fig.15 Schematic diagram of PeerCensus
consensus algorithm
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ot FaE 5 TR TN, XA R T WE
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EES R TR S E 5 ) A oy c

55—~ T PoW H1 PBFT R4 A4 10 fhy 1L 10 95
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P YK Bk R 32 MB L r AR B B0 144
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i, FE E RIS b =T LA 974,
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RN R I e N R ol 6 s o B B
PR M PBFT 551 (A {2 ByzCoinX #hiHUFT 15 ) .
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16 OmniLedger

Fig.16 Overall architecture of OmniLedger consensus algorithm
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TEUE I R IF B R LR 3 . OmniLedger 7F 251~
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R EARER B == 1,PAY"™SIG,..(Q" ),
HB™?) R )5 B i3 Q7 = H(SIG,.(Q ). r - 1) 15
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6 PoW/PoS+BFT/PBFT
Table 6 Performance comparison of typical POW/PoS+
BFT/PBFT consensus algorithms
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