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Abstract: This study takes the “securities trading system” of the Shanghai Stock Exchange as a business scenario to study the
optimization algorithm of the high-performance consortium blockchain. based on the research of the key technologies of the consortium
blockchain and the business of the securities transaction system, this study proposes a design of the consortium blockchain architecture
and conducts a detailed analysis of the key technologies that can improve the performance of the consortium blockchain, such as
separation of business logic and consensus, optimization of storage, and optimization of digital signature verification (including merger
verification and GPU acceleration). Finally, the study conducts a series of comparative experiments to verify the effectiveness of these
optimization strategies.
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fitie s R FRBLE I BESE T ENLEOR B B R B X BG5S ol . S AR TR U
BSR4k, G G2 A A i il 25 b, IX B s R T Rl o5 J2 &l — 47 £10.2016 4F,Oliver Wyman [E
B 5 ) 2 T AE — O IR X R 7 B AT 37 P 4 R AR AT RS I 1T RIS S H B 1000 12~1 500 12,35
JG.BE AN, 28 5 Ja AR5 IR 25 9 e 1 000 4238 o A2 4. B 1 B i i 308 AR AR R0 il 8, S 30T 7 5 1A 4 ok
FR B A
I3 A R AR AR WL 9> R S5 R HCP B SR A 55 TT RS, 85 B I SEAR T 8 T S AR, &
I 2528 5 JIT AR AE BN PR 3% X R 2 AR A T 3 B Al 162 it Ak b (%) I Y, 18 7 ) 4 At = ke A B R R KT 5 B
R3S 5y A R R 52 52 0 Mk R 38 i A8 B R 4 3ok 5, AT A0 U 5728 4 Bk 0 A T 37 10 i B2 e Ak 2R, 7 oK BE K1V 3%
W B2 FRAZ 5 3.
2016 4 12 H, HARAT (Bod)FIRK I Je4T(ECB)kar T Stella T H, H 1442 0 T WF 9 0 A5 SN A R 402 75 fiE
A5 AR 2 1 H AR JAT RIR AT 350 25 1) SE i A4 45 55 R SR (RTGS).2017 4F- 9 H Kk Aii T 5% 43041 sUK A+ A (DLT)
(RJDP A48 15 PR 785 3 24 5 ORI, DT 5 06 25 5 S50 48 r11 A B 46 S0 INF I ) K B0 0F 4 4572 W) £ B2 13
25 X0 BB = A SR W SR AR AT 25 T Fabric AT T AH DGR, 5 I 10 R 24 B, I TPS 2 10~70 22 7], 5t iy v
15 %) 250TPS. #2545 Hh 4518 H BT, DLT J7 e 15 & KBNS A R AR PEBE TS 3K, (H 25T DLT HARE A ik
RO T B RN E RATIIGE RS
HAAE 5 BT R (P X) B & AR I I S48 5 B v K BRAT & it DA B HACHIE 23 S AR A 4t T I Bk e B, 15 7
WA — ol X P At it M A8 382 11F . 2016 4F 2 [, IPX & A 55 IBM(H 47330 A/ M X e B R #AHH 1BM
ff) Fabric X HHE & 1 b MR 5206 (0 JE R 2016 4F 8 JIJEE,IPX KAl T A TAER & BL0PX b dfxttb T
HyperledgerFabric,R3Corda 2N 7] 1 3 A7 UMK A B A A0 45 B 24 7 4 138 25 0%, LA K% 3 AR A 4 dl I 25 4k
[ AIAT
2015 4 iEZ5 AL Zy 5 Sk gl s s #fE H 7 A AT 1 X B % = i ——Nasdagq Ling.2017 42 5 H , 44 ik 5 FlfE e
AT E AT R FHAIA 4k Chain 170 A5 sUK A B AR RIS S AT 5 % Ling Re 8 JE 7R W] 75 K BREE R R S gl 9t 7= 28
S, TRVt — AN FAN B B T 2L 2 ATk se BT 32 16— 304 H AT, Ling 184 T HES PR R W B M RE
EANREWE L Nasdaq 32k 45 1 75 3K
2016 £EA], 72 i X LBk (1 5 i B AR LA Ll LU RS T — FD B R SE R 7 2848 5. H T, LUK 7 BT SE ik
HORZ) A 10 /s A7 T8 V4 X B /N, FL A ik g n) LUk B 30~40 2 /s A5 -5 b [R] I, U 3 X B K/t 25 7 ok —
AN GRS, Ll A X e R 8 i DL BT TR RS PR AR &5 Bl — 4 DR M R R R, o R LUV R 43
(sharding) £ AR (1932 25 B s, AF 15 X HBE 1) 1 BEA5 2] TR AR T — Lo I H 415K, B Cnl LS £ 07 20 )
g 2 T 45 7 SRR IR B L, 5 4048 TPS /N AR & BRI 18 BF A I 25 28 2l 2% & — MR A 1R &
IR 5%, DR kG, AR SR LUER PP A8 2y (A 3T B G 1R i 5 A R Ml 55 75 5% AR 5 38 et 42 ol 4% o R e 1 R ] g 26
PRI W X B 1 P e b PR
AL B EWF T I R I X B () AR A SV 2 A8 BT MR SR SN AT ) R 4 1Vl 45 R0 B AT Bk B 4
AT I 5 b 25 3 55, 0 I R R SR AR L BT A A 00 TR A AT DR, I AT i AR v A, B R A A T
BRI A S 2 BTk T
(1) SR TS24 5 L1000 85 (0 484 K B A FE I (138 2 AT BRVE R T 4 AT TS I & R, AN T
SR RE I (0 BE A 2SR BT ML 45 55 G [R5 FE RS T AL 48 b 2538 48 1 AT, R 77 553 28 5 1) 8
7 RIAE Gy N 22 AR 6 AT T4 T R ARGRR FR R T T AT IR
(@) TATRAFAEBERBEAT T P4k, 1T A SR T M 55 S0 AT 0L IR0 58 SR A8 28 B A alk 45 R 48
K ANAT A T A ZR 48 B R A7 1T S K RNK P A5 R WX ERBE TS 2 T & R B A A X 45
(LT A X HLE R, 28 5 K R P 45 B FE i D s R A R L B 45 T BAZ BT 4138 R 4241
T i B8 T IS A 2 AR B T HR AL 5015 6L 25 S BIUHLR) 2 e BRCAR T — PR A R A, B I 22
KA, T LAERATTN IX A B A6 5 ST T AL AN R level DB A7fif IX B A S8, 1 & 4 IR 7 5
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SCA R 5 A DX B B, AT K B 38 T 5 Mk g, BB I Ak 25 3 s 1 75 5K

(3)  HRH T MM E T B A IR (M UL A SR NG, 4 R 2 AT AT I AR T GPU I i A IR it 2k 56 A 4
15 AEJ5 A8 G AE4E OPS(orders per second) (A&, — /M 48 5 (transaction) L 18 5 #1740 T #5 T2 1T 1
(order), % & 26 1T B TR BEHEAT — IR 4 I 4T GRS BT B — e A3 TR I, AT T 3, B TE AS 5 11
542 R WEAS ZR 5 b PR R PR N RE I B — A D IR T BT 56 25 T LK TR RS 44 MG A5
TEE AT AS S vh A 2T B0 b, DT A4 () T . R INE, & JE AT 538 98020 T 45 A ) A 3t B
I W0 2815 T 1) SRARL L A 22 o A 16 i 2 56 5 25 1 3 AT FRAT D A AT BR300 SRR 154 i 2k e e Tl v
B EX W AT 70,38 T —Ff 450 00 PRt BR 3R ASTE 45, 5 1 b S5 Al b S B T A [ i 26 4
HIRERIHTIZHE

ASCER 1T X B (G A2 I AR ) AH O T AE HEAT (A1 565 2 9 N A SE AR SV RSB 28 3 T R R S 4 IR

FEUEAT SR 25 A0 AT 5 4 719 R A5 AR SCTEAE A2, IR LRI R Sk ) L AE.

1 #HxIE

FEARBVE RN 22 A L) 106 B B 1 A% 0 B3R N T FRA 1K A 28 3K W T ) A DG B 5T

(1) FIRE

1982 4F Lamport 25 A it T FF 7 52 4% 7% 1] 4 (Byzantine generals problem) & j& —AN 43 A5 2 b1 52 4503 14 o
FO BV ST BLAT 2 AR A0 1 FR G B A — AN AR R R RS R A AT R S I Ak B L
PR FRAT S 3 00— S50k X e TR 2 0 10 T2 6 AR ) %) 8 P 3 55 e A D P R0 4 R S A 1
S O 2 PO R G R AR AN T R R A

e W1, LG AR T DX BB 08 P 7 — i MY s BT 1) TR R B 3K (proof o work, K POW)HIL il K ARIE L
5 T 10 24 43 A 20 T A — S0P B A5 X B 537 A R AS 3 30 R Tt P 5 o DB B4R T — SR BE AR 5 )
MBS K 242 W — S 535k, B An A 25 90F B 3L R (proof of stake, ik POS)HLH&I L 32 BUR 43 1iF B 3£ R (delegated proof
of stake, & #k DPOS)HLHI. S FHEE & 2 254 (practical Byzantine fault tolerance, {& < PBFT) 41545,

SX1M,POW,POS F1 DPOS &5 LMLl AN AIE 45 166 WA 1) 2 FH 3 ¢, 10k Wi 4 vh 2l SR FH BFT(Byzantine fault
tolerance)JS IL AR AL il 31X 2 R by 76 8 =00 A AN R BRI 1 BT T BFT S8R0 mT LASE 7 458 i 1) o4 I et BRI 66 1)
2 JRY I [R], G 1E Aff 1 0 7% 20k ST 4 R IE B AR AF S ORI B R SR A L) PBFT A0k B HL AR (2 e o 5 L
FH TBE B A G YL SV PBFT S0 S 470 H LA 2 AR S b B0 490 s 2 g — MRS AR A7 ik R G T e i BRAR ST ki &2
TR AR T TRUAA FE o B A S AR AN v 10 ) RN B AT R B R AR A PR A 3 2 T, AT R R A A
SVEAE SR RGN ARG AT AT . PBFT AT LW H T B A K& BB KRR E T 6,8 Al
BEANAY R AT A B AT AR B Y 05 4 v B Y N DG IE RS L PBFT 2 e 15 2 2 M K BFT &34,
B Je M TR T AT SO 1 BFT RS20,

SCHR[B]4@ T — vy A 457 1 e B 25 22 75 96, 3 40 W AR AT 5 S IC A T 7 D o B, T A 4 B A PR AR
RE.Q/U 42 —Ff quorum-based B3, vI FH T~ 44) f dl i T i 14 5 o JeE A IR 45 A 48 agreement-based [
ARSI, QIU B vy LS AL B 4 1) 7 e 2 R s m] fp AT QU B3O S 1 SR 7R IR 45 £ S 36 P AR T
Aff FH ) A PR AL S IR B AH 1) IR 45 8 QIU W 3L P B 92D T 36%, 1 FE 1 BE X 2648 1) 20 AN 1 3% hn %1 5,45 )
B AR S LS M RE T T 83%

SCHR[718E T — PR A FE o SO TR A HLE A T AR B S A S 5 R HQ SR F i ( 2ET fhk
PR, T A ) — CGHEAR A — BLL LI HQ WM BRT 8 vk FL b Ah, B LTI 3f+1 AN EIA
R AT SRR T IR S K R ).

SCHR[B14 th T — v 7 ik i ) 4 oy Jo XA 28 4, B A R 58 I FH R 03 14015 ISR TRt R[] s 4R AT e 7 Py
T SR AZE AR R 25 R0 B (A — 0 T 1 U 2 SR ) D N P R 7 D) 1 AT 0 32 s i 1 RV IR AR B R 48 TAE W
AT
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SCHR[OTHR H T — i feff FH A I R FAARG AR I 1 AL FE o B R IR S HLRIAR ML TE Zyzzyva Y RIAT] H %
W S 25 P s (9 38 SR, T AN 75 B2 S8 18 4T PBFT [ =B B3 SR B 80k 56 it SR 9 o 1 4 BRI AR Y R0 ] SR A 324
RUER P K e e, S B[R] P g B AR Y P BB S H AN — B, — B i A I 3 AN — B K 3 B B AR
ROCEIAE B — 15 3K 5 7 L. RN, Zyzzyva 1 B AT s 48 BRI T 28 M T
Aardvark SIENR I T RS2 BFT J53%, 38 4 #E 7K s RBFT(robust BFT)$9%, RBFT 5114413 R 41
THIKT o 7 R e R 1% LT 1 B AR B K BUR R AN AR M K B3 51 T &R 4 1) v FH
(2) ZaHLH
X B F g0 id ok 2 s i 2 I R AT o 0 % 2 B FA LR H A, DX R A R AT i T A A A T T
VLT AT sk £ B 447 1 7 200 A8 5 T AT — 2 I B FA PR A6 T 5 28 5 K K 2 1 b L 53 R 2 10 TG B e
ME 45 3 sk U, BN B0 5 B AN A G 45 RN RN M A SR TR AR I L PR A4 TN R AR B SRR U SR AR ok
X BB e A ] 0 B B R TF B
o RN B A VF K HURE T S E AN R0 R A B 1A DL T 58 RO R B A5 R IR B TIE, BV 6 IF I8 R A
TN 5 I 2 g AT IR, 45 30 0 5 SRATT AR 2 N s 1, T AZ ) R L T 0T s S A B (1 A 4 R AT AR
T 75 51 J5E 433 B SR (130,
o IRZEAMBOR ACVFN AR ASFIE AT 5 XI5 R E I LR 58 B A 5 (1 B AE A A i 1,
o RANUE B HR A VFIE B [0 5600 4 UE B, R HARAS B CaniE S — i B IR A R W
6 38 I A AT 50 T B0 I 98 B 05 R K 2 38 S B - 40 SR 8 8 K 2 A0 IR W T X B R TR 4T
iR e X B P 16 A g ) 1,
LU AR B B B bR UL AE XS BRI % 45 RSA. Elgamal. 8L, Rabin. D-H. ECC(Hf R il £k n = &
1) B LURT ECDSA (AR i 28 350265 4 S92 ) 8Lk 8 3 456 7 A T 16y DX Bl 7 i 5 SR A D 1285 0 ) 1 22 4 600

2 SRR EAXREREIRITE L]

AT WA DR THIRAT I He g & (LU R Bk Hyperchain) T g (61 JLRR A6 S W, 40,455 I 2538 4 A0 4L 45 85
GG B F B A IF AL IX 3 A4
2.1 RGLEM

— AN LRI B BE R A T AR 1 TR

— AT Sy E ] N it R BB A T R A B S RN AN IR S i (Hittp IR 45 ) ZE IR B A B 1 SR G 2
WG AT 5y 26 44 R By iE - TO S8 B AR T8 J& , TR0 A8 5 #0284 JL U B O3 Ik P2P A ERIEAT ) 45 B J5 - 4715
IS PR 1AY

AT B H R SR LA B/ 5 B e PR BR () 28 5 155 G 45 36 T IX e 5 R BUAT A8 AT 28 5 AT 4 2%
455 25 44 B0UIE RN AL Sy AT A5 o B 50 A DA T A2 S 10 SRR P 2 1) e S A 2 A 2% 0o R A AT B e v R4, T
FLARIIAZ 5y AT 0 25 DL 6 A 2055 T 20 K UL P JEAT A8 5 AT 85 S 80 o 25 DR A7 AE AT A B 2 A7
P R BIAZ S B A R A AE A8 B 45 SR B Hash 43R [A1 25 3R H T -1 R Al 5 o0 AOPRAT 45 B HEAT LR

B 2 2 ok 5 M R SE 4 A AR B 1 1 S L I B B R 48 ) A A B K TR AR () £ K0 45 38 B B A T A B
5 IR E B H R R A B T AR S DL 2= i b EMRGIE SR SE M AS 5 R AL N g, EAS TR Mk 45 R LI
TPS 1] LLIK £ 10 J5~30 J7. 1M A 1E 5L ik op & L, 7F Hyperchain A% FH % B & 0304728 2 I8, TPS U LT,
XA T I 3 A A Tl A2 AR 548 5 1 7 SR

DAk J5 10 BE BE R 8 B M K A8 2 (AT RS TRIEAT T A, 4958 5 AT AT 55 B 56 78 R AT 28 43 1) R 4n
NG AT G AT AT 5528 th A8 BT IS R A0 3000 55 22 55 58 B, T AN A2 SR B e & A B 3 X B I )21 & L
DAL Ty 8 7 B A IR B IE AR I8 3R 48 1) A v ek D m] DA AR K K B2 T O K 5 1) 3R G0 48 44 B I & & TE 2528
X AR 45 3 5
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Fig.2 Optimized architecture of consortium blockchains
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Fig.3 General consensus approach
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Table 1 Duration of each phase
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BR] Ay DX BB AT J2 42 )3 B AT AT 199,38 B AT KR In 77 DX e 2l 3 P 4Dk 1) 2 3 AN R e 9 1k RS T
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h TR — LR ATR T R R —— b 55 BRI R B (U P 4 ). 3K 2 — oA T B e
S BRI AT I 2R A i 25 4% JT YRI5 H Fabric 1.0(https://hyperledger-fabric.readthedocs.io/en/release-1.3/arch-deep-
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Fig.4 Separation architecture of business logic and consensus
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BB B 10 A CPU #5285 AT R M AT LU AN [k 2537 57 4 5 o 8 A8 o b B R 4 3R T 3k e DA 26 rpo
W EMER TEN T 5 RGN H, T 5 Java Bt REFH T LIRS LT ER S Wil 7 H i irag M eEs 4
AT 77 B8 I8 B 026 AF 154 25 $AAT 1 38 2 T DAV A SIE B A 7 v ) v AR B Ab B 5 3K
2.3 TFiEML
% Hyperchain iZ17 i F2 o, BAT— M o A6 3 3543 1 75
(1) RUfEEAFXINWRZZER . ZPATIMUT . 285 Bk KPR D] A ) Al K
DX LR AT I TRD R DX iG55 25 5 0, X U VB T R B G T 7 T
(2) REEAL SR B 5 [Bl4h:Hyperchain 24 T $ R (K28 5 A 1 Th 8,28 S0 5 B T Al A7 T IX e A
SPUNTAEAE T HH FE v (A level DB).ZE 5 e A5 AE Jhy AE 4 1) Key, A8 B I 254y A7 A% 1) value. DL ] 46 ]
Vi), — VR B8 2 3 B 1 3t ) A 52 JAE ) 1 JEL TR 290 A &) B B A8 B30 T2 10 A ik 7 sU A8 5 5 )R 2k
1Bl key A& 52 5 e A5 IRy 2 T4 value WAE S T 28 2 AT 1) 45 R H P i i A 1 58 2 [ml 4 mT DLAR 3 3R %0
Lo E R,
(3) Mk P X et e — AN A I R AR A5 fi 3R] 2 5 R KA 1) 12 1Kk . Hy perchain 38 48 3 #74
BREA AIATAE T, IR IR AR 35— FF R i ;A8 B ke 4 2R3 B AT — 2848 5 BB o5 B/ B AH 2R Tk
FHRPIR A . e, — AN BERURAT FE K 1) A 2025 AR B SO T P AR A TR B S AT 45
SRR T s g — 5 .

HEE 2.2 3] &R EA2 B AIE S5 A8 Bk 45 3 5 Hyperchain SR 1k 25 $h AT FIIE TR 40 89 11 SR, AR A
R Re B R ATAS B i 2 BT EACHT Java & R GRIATAE 5 A8 By WK Uk S R il T EAC
[ H0H e b A Hyperchain S AE #3820 oK R 7 45 5L 5 G R IE, FH 7 (28 2 it K F0 W A i D D e
WANN AR 45T EAS AR5 RGN 5 e 24Tl > - FF ZE A 1T S5 BB (5 B FRAT & BR
W S8 B HHs e vh B U R I F IR [l 5 P SR T s 22N Hyperchain #5011 545 B, FRATT & A
FE (W AEH RAORAEIE T BT S5 B ) St U 28 1T A5 R Tk [ml 45 F P AN H P 7 B At g s 1) SR B, 3R
A 45 DR B rp g BT HA I 28 1T A5 R T IR BI85 F 7 SR A7 7 2,0 DR A JRATT R BIRAIE 3 Ml 45 B A5 1R 3 1) sf
BME X FEARSURAD T 1O WAL, B4 T WA 45 ).

{15 —HE A0S, B RE & 20k T 2 3 I 1k  Hyperchain 45 — 18 ] 7 NoSQL 28 R 3408 2 22 77 i Budla o vk
ot T B HTE Ak AL 55 R R — AT R RE A AT RS B I TPS AU LT AR RS BT A Mk 45 &
il TPS FILAIXE] 15 J7,iRAST#i R 48 TPS W LLEE| 30 Ji A fEiXFhm k453 5 110 Al BE s i
Hyperchain B 7EBENZN. Bt LA AS 2 AT FIERR AT 55 W% B, 2 /% T Hyperchain 1504 215t 5 R 7.

i bRy %0, Hyperchain A Ff S MAE it B 28 A8 5 IR S FH [RIHR L AR P ik 45 8 U7 6l T IXEUE B — B
I 8] 5, 75 ) Hyperchain & K28 2 15 B 1, 0T RE R HUAE D T 2 I sl B o 3 N, ] DA B s Ji R 3T 2045 R (UL 11 5
SR 4%). JUIHAE L L LS5 3 5 T (WHIRAS TR B8 B A AR B RS S 3 5e), BT X W LA X Wi A mr 22 i
(R B T B T LS A [R]9 3) 5L R R e T 2 o0 B AN — B0 e L

— M AE LT, BT LevelDB 15 1R £ I Hyperchain AH3& B (14 1, Hyperchain £ 3%& % LevelDB 1 Jy ER U H i
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Fig.5 Users or organizations query transaction information

K5 I s A A 2 16 8

24 HFEZWIEMRL

X HLBE BT A A8 5 #8143 A B 2 44 IX B Y a5 I 56 E 28 44 Tl AR A B 1A Pk AR IR 25 28 5 IX R T AT 45
Yo h A8 2 508 K B RRE T BE PR TH 58 B0 2508 55, R 5 7 i L 4% AT 1 g 12 S 3R A 4% 5 1) 5 itk & Hyperchain
o B8 25 WS AT T 04K IR T 45 4% 38 57 Hyperchain X6 30745 4% 56 E U0 A0 60 35 15 07 18I 22 3T PR T AL B RN L T
GPU 3 rr) A 1] 1t 25 e 25 B34
241 ZATRATRRA

BT A SR LA 2 Db E B S5 5 0 A8 25 R G 0 N 3 55, Bl T R BIEZR 28 5 & — > B2B [T 35, IS5
2 S 47 #E OPS(orders per second) A&, R - 11 54 40 (order) BR 22 %) (transaction) 7 AN & — — Xt M H) R &, — 4
transaction T AT DUAT A4 T2 order XX 261] B AR BEAE — KB4 J5 4T BB BN 5y vh— g ik 2 Foll 5%
Yk gt e+ ILE. LT R —RIT e R %

RO R BRATE AL B S 4 AL R A RGP R A FEN P B Y — T T LR IEHA8
S T ST B 1 0 LA BT R B, B 5 3 2 1) 5 5 n] UER T R Ze R TR Dy B AN IX Wl 3 AL AN 1k — A8 5, 1T 353K
SRR HHEAT 00, T LT 56 % % 5 o B MG 7 &

FI LSS A FO 0 25 T LUK SRS p 28 24 R0 30 25 1) TF 4 P M AE D I R 2B 28 5y b, AT ARG B AR 19 I G 3
FEAEUES Sa M RAS B I DL P i A A 2 — R R IR KR VT B, T R P iy m] DURE T 2B T SR A —
AT G FEREAT 2 4 3 2 il /D R B 1) 56 25 IR R IR T T 4% 77 9 o PR St Bk B e e e B 0 O — AN A R,
A T I VT DAYF A T R R PR IR o, B ARG P) 48% A BE 11 S A

ZAT AT 50 2 W AR ] P R 1628 5 W 0 22 A28 50 41 6 B ok — A 38 4, 4R J e e 12 199 o 8% 4R 0k
(ECDSA sl # [H %) kAT G — M8 44 Bl J5 R IE A 4 28 T S — 10 2 (i 18 6 i oR).



?1994-2019 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved.

R E AR K33 KA R 1585

4

Balance Payload Timestamp

Balance Payload Timestamp Signature

Balance Payload Timestamp

Fig.6 Multi-order packagesignature
K6 ZilpiTazs

AT AT AL N 2824 24— 428 B ABAE S S B AE R R v 0 s A 5 AT PP B4k, FE 35T 34T 4
(R 2 7 AR AT 3T B 45
242 FET GPU Jnis mmIR] i 2 50 2 5k

Hyperchain 7] 32 SM2 i B il 25 23 47 %3 1 43732 0190 W 15 i 4 3 s ) £ 2 4 5 A I o 4 238 15500 6 )
KB (ECDLP) (1 #5146 (53] 1t 425 35 i 2R 495 1) 2657 L e 0 28 0000 2 T4 450 00 s 5on) B R 45 B o R e i A7
(IR 5 #5545 2 44 T LA 285 44 38 55 T S V) 7 2 90 Wi 7 S o R 50 ek ek 20 Sk o A [ 1t 482 560 28 S0V 1 20 A, B AT 14
H T H GPU MEAT I I o, S T PR 3o 1) 56 8202 B 1) 7 €.

ATCAE ] Tesla M40 Jinis -+ >k ik SM2 1% 25 44 564 Tesla M40 iy NVIDIA 7E 2015 44 4 £ 6] = 1
A T AT (38 T 181 T b B (GPGPU), LA AT 3 072 AN &b B 2% %00, BUKS 15 17 s WA 1 B 7Tflops.

PR AT RGN T IR B RGBT ITEH L AR TETIHATRENY I IATLEBEE N T
NVIDIA Tesla K40, 5414 3 072 A %0, 7T AR AT HAT 3 072 AN SFE, SRR )7 2 > R B 3 072 [ 9F47 E AH
ot T B 25 4 (R U0 I 55 2850 44 S5 R A 4R LA B 08 B0 D K I FLME LA AT 28 T 50 AR i i T LA 30 45 44
149 6 MIFATE . R IUFEAE N 12 (AT A T 58 2R AT R & 1Mk 8, 75 206 2 s S R 4T g —
R RN PAAT , AT - BAARG A58 55 110 B T 33 A S A1 19 € K /N B

BlockSize=4) # £ 2 o B FE 17 AT 1% (1)

WO T EE TR 3 072 1) Tesla K40, S X B A/
BlockSize % 44=512 )
BlockSize % 4 ¥ iiF =256 €)

KT M1 Hh £z S HL AR B 18 WL SCHR[20],SM2 531 L (A PR UL SCRR[19]. Hyperchain - DU SG B i Jy B i,
X B A R dskaz S5 AT (53] i 2 b 12 IR ikds S BEAT 1Ok, SEBL 17 6 T R o ok 0 A [l 8 o % vk

o IRAL LT BRIRIZ S fE

N T BETHT RIS S A P e A TRE S L IRATR A T CUDATL S8 5 PTX RSN AL 505 2 L, AT 0
FEH T — Pl A PR A PR GRS 5

ARFBICER Fy TN RIS T7 B ECRIE AT R T ) 256 A7, 76 H BT iF SR R4 0T,
DAL FH 22 AN 3 Kok R TE — A0 2 RS B 1T 2 30 CUDA W4 1057 68 1,32 A7 38 501 A7 3 s Sk g i
BT 64 P 8P MUK SCR T 8 A 32 A KR KA — AN IR K Fy ot

F, = {unsigned int32)°:vy e Fp.3a,.a,...,a, e{unsingned int32}:

8 32i @
x=,a-2" mod p

SM2 SLIEFTAT IR h 2 SLAAE By b AT B P SIS SR 200 p SKBLHERE S Hh 45 i p b=

http://www.cnki.net



1586 Journal of Software #k#F34% Vol.30, No.6, June 2019

OXFFFFFFFEFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFO0000000FFFFFFFFFFFFFFFF,p 2 256 1i7.
LA S 1 RIS B R oy BLK O T il XA 1, Hyperchain $2 17— 4= 1O RIECREEELIE.
PO PRAJORABLIZ ST A0 4 L Rt
R p HEAT A £33 P=220-2222%042% 1 3 5 A (413 21

7:2%%8=4.(27%4+(2%-1)-2%*+1) mod P (4.1)
2 (2%-1)-2%4= - ((2%-1)-2%+1) mod P (4.2)
ERE 0= - (2%2-1)2% 44 < (2%2-1) 2% T LU 24 (4. 2) 19 51
o= a= p+ - ((2%-1)-2%4+1) mod P (4.3)
Ll Pl R ik S
==+ x-(2%-2%%+1) mod P (4.4)

B oy AR T (2%2-1)2%24 U A 2 30.(4.3) 3k 24 X (4.4) BT T

BoE 1 Ay IR 5

LYy

bR ' <(2%2-1)-2°%, H. w/=0 mod p.

1 Me>(2%-1)-2°% JUATHEIR:

2. KB yx R omx-(2%2-1)-224+

3. A amprx-(2%2-1)-2%%+x

4. W4 Ro=0

o MRAb 2: BUIFAT U ST R it S b i ik iz .

W[50 2 b o e VA AR A B 0T AT, A BRVA AR 256 7 BRIk 4 T4 B K 1012 57 . Hyperchain 48K
Ficher &% A\ ££ SCHR[22] 74k H 1) 73, 48 T Montgomery i B 55320 — DM 5] i 2k 2ot da 5770 A B 256 iz 5
T ia SR AR, 0 W A R 1D 42 s AR KR 5% B S AR B, LA AR e O IR 5 0 A% I8 A5 3 T T B R VR IE 4
SRR Ik 5 ok ikaz 55, AT AT BAIFAT 4 S B I oy £ 5 fi afe vk 35 5.

& 3£ 2. Montgomery B i 53k,

AR K I C L AU P;

i AR 1 ot e b e e I 25 AL K<P.

4 P,=P,P,=2P
A i M n-2 B O {5, n N K I
W KA i ZakRIA A 1
A4 4 P1=P1+P,,P,=2P,

17 J0,P,=P1+P,,P1=2P;
. AR Py

Montgomery BiBf SV 30AT —AN T 2L Re R VE 0L, B ORIE T AT s N5 5 A i B2 Py, P, MY ZE (B 4R
2y PARAX — EE R P TR F VA 2 AN A R REAR AT AT . 2 0, X A [5R] oth E e 1as B C
VAL 24 AT Headt b 5 o 18] it 2k s S5 AR s 5

o JFATHHIE MR sn S on £ Sk

TSGR 2 b AT 07 S AR e A P=(x,y) AR He

(X y)—>(X:Z:Y)
Xx=X/Z ,y:Y/Z}

oo s w N e

(®)



R F AR R AR 1587

I5X =2(PQ, +Q,P)(PQ, +aPQ,) + 4bPZZQZ2 -G,(PQ,-Q,P)
P,=(PQ,-QP)’
Q, =(Q7-aQ?)*-80Q,Q}
Q, =4(QQ,(Q} +aQ?) +hQ;)

BT 0L A D o 423 S 0 9238 S5 2O e O T e AT A I W S KRR AR AR Tk T AT B R AT
I FL R AT 47 BRI 5 T 12 S T 2. 45 A 145 H T FRAT (0 I3 1t 2 A ol S0

3 XWBEREHM

AR I 22 AN N LS SR B UE AL SRS X R G BEAR T 10 Ak k. N S0 3.1 RN T AR IR SE S
() LA B RFEAR, 25 3.2 W~ 3.4 543 L 5% Tk 45 38 5 5 LR 40 80 L 76l D A0 R B 72 28 44 S 0 A S o vk
AE S A ) L S 56 56 3.5 5~ 3.9 FT R R A 0T T 71 A8 FTELIN R) . DXy 190 4% S A8 Ry o 22 D) 3 S5
P BE BV B 0 5 .
31 TWgE
3.1.1 EREMIE
Q) F /A E (R 2);
(2)  Hyperchain 5 £ it B AR Y SZ 5645 5% I V1 25 R 25 2% AR 00 AN [R] 3 357t S 06 45 SR 8 Rl 2 20 1 R 55
2% B E W .
o LE 1:4 & ksS4, Hyperchain BRUAE KT mi RS A0 & 8 516 1% 32G = )IR4s 4% (bt S2, WL
% 3)
o E 2:KT 4 6T 2 MM A 5116 1% 16G = RS 2E(FrvERL S1, 3% 4)
o TilE 3T HZ% GPU K NHR, Y 5 :CPU 28 1% 56G i %1(GN2).

(P.Q)=((P.P).(Q.Q,) =(P+Q,2Q) = (6)

Table 2 Test environment of the client side
Fz2 K/ umAIR L
BLEs4(IP)  CPUINAE M AR

B! 41%/8G  2.4ghz CentOS7.1
T2 4 ¥/8G 2.4ghz  CentOS 7.1
TR3 41%/8G  2.4ghz CentOS7.1
AT 4 41%/8G  2.4ghz CentOS7.1

Table 3 Standard S2 server configuration
F 3 hrdELY S2 RS AR E

Hles4(1IP)  CPUINTE M B R
Al 16 #%/32G  2.4ghz  CentOS 7.1
T2 16 #%/32G  2.4ghz  Cent0S 7.1
i3 16 #%/32G  2.4ghz  CentOS 7.1
T4 16 #%/32G  2.4ghz  CentOS 7.1

Table 4 Standard S1 server configuration
Fz 4 FRUETY SRS E
HLEE A4 (IP) CPU/WAE M 8AFIREE

Rl 16 #%/32G  2.4ghz  Cent0S 7.1
1552 16 #/32G  2.4ghz  Cent0S 7.1
3 16 #%/32G ~ 2.4ghz  CentOS 7.1

FWlin(CkKT 4) 16 #/32G  2.4ghz  Cent0S 7.1
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Table 5 Impacts of separation architecture of business logic and consensus on system throughput
&5 MR AR ML) B AT R G AT A

R GEIE AT I A (min) 7y 5 (TPS) A5y 85 (TPS)
1 15621 800
5 15 702 798

Table 6 Impacts of separation architecture of business logic and consensus on system latency
F 6 NSRRI B AR 0T R GE TR I I

F 835 4T I 7] (min) 43 25 (ms) A3 B3 (ms)
1 35 627
5 34 629

3.3 TFhEMILIT LI

Hyperchain SR X Bk 55 A7 AL TR 4 25 SR 0, 548 T A0 55 R SRHRAT AL 5, 1 s A B AT 28 5, i LA
it P RAE At DR U S A TRAEAEAS S PAT &5 S AH DG s A1l 1 o A7 A UL AT JS R Ge ) TPS Al Latency
SR U AIE AT it AL KT R G0 1 BEAR T 1 R R

MF 7 FIZE 8 WA, RZIE4T 1. 5. 10, 15 Fl 30 4380, REEH) TPS Fil Latency b Fa e, I LW Bk 5h
KRG OLAL NS J5 , TPS Al Latency FPEBERLA 34T T 27.3%F0 28.7%, R 401t Ge15 2] T80 W 7t

Table 7 Impacts of storage optimization on system throughput

BT AT R Gy i B R

R G ATI 1A (min) AL (TPS) AL )5 (TPS)
1 15 621 19921
5 15 702 19 884
10 15 699 19 896
15 15724 19 992
30 15713 20171

Table 8 Impacts of storage optimization on system latency
F 8 AFMEAALRT R GEAEIR [ 5% R

FYLIEAT I [ (min) DAL T (ms) AL )i (ms)
1 35 24
5 34 25
10 34 25
15 34 24
30 34 24

3.4 HFHEZBIEMALIT LKL

341 ZITRITRK AN RGN RN M

AR AR AR BE A AT 53 0055 (AT 5 (order) i, SR I UE 48— B 28 Th REXT AR GE Ik RESR T (1A &4 k.

RFEEA G RAE—/MTH(1 orden) i, RAMIMIAE T2 HRK 9 TTALEREEAS 5 4y B+ 10 order. 20
order. 30 order FEATHE MBI, RGLAS by (WA Ik i I WS . — 77 T A2 181 Ay O 0% 213 3 1149 1S g 800, 2 O I Tl A%
s 53— J7 WZ PR ™5 fiAb 2 order 8 N, Sy S AR AE A7 T SEINSE 18 A AR GEAT B0 10 A A2 1 o, PR A 6
e RGERIE AT LI R T 50 25 (0 KL

Table 9 Impacts of multi-order packaging verification on system throughput and latency

RO AT HECR BT LI AN TR RE ) S

AT 54 order R AT 5 (TPS) 1] H1(OPS) FiEIR (ms)
1 order 22 630 22 630 22.14
10 order 21 600 216 000 23.08
20 order 20271 405 420 24.66

30 order 18 466 553 980 27.1
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Table 10 Impacts of GPU Optimization on system throughput
2 10 GPU AL 28 G 47 5 (¥ 52

AL R GPU %% TPS CPU 5% TPS
1 46 421 9749
10 36 855 8 654

Table 11  Impacts of GPU optimization on system latency

F 11 GPU AL RS ALIR 1) 532

AR GPU % JiL 1R (ms) CPU %52 43R (ms)
1 21.3 57.3
10 22.4 58.9
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Table 12 Impacts of batch time on system throughput and latency
F 12 X UATELIN A0 FR 80k AR 1K 0

Batch time (ms) ik 5 (TPS) R YEIEIR (ms)
50 21108 23.58
100 20 898 23.98
200 20573 24.20
500 21 600 23.08
1000 20 282 24.6

3.7 Batch sizeXt RS IERERI I

LE RSS2 E 1(4 3 A4, t1 &l 10 7] %0,Batch size /M T 200 J& TPS % @35 N B¢ i /& 11 7 %0,Batch
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Fig.10 Size of each blockimpacts on Fig.11 Size of each block impacts on
system throughput system latency
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Table 13  Network delays impacts on system throughput and latency
F 13 WS ILIR X &R 0 1k e 1S

%4 £ SiE I8 (ms) fFuE & (TPS) ARSI (ms)
0 8949 57.3
50 8524 259.8
100 8399 463.7
200 7487 933.7
500 — —
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AR IR EENRZ
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