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Abstract

As one of the most well-known public chain projects, Ethereum has the world’s largest blockchain
open source community and the most active public chain in the world. But at the same time, perfor-
mance is also a huge bottleneck. Therefore, Improving Transaction Per Second (TPS) is an important
goal for Ethereum to survive and develop in the next step, but at the same time, capacity issues will
be exposed. According to the improvement plan of Ethereum 2.0, the paper analyzes the possible
state requirements and hidden dangers. Highlights include: related calculations and assessments;
node synchronization, expected capacity requirements, and potential hazards when TPS is ex-
pected. Finally, it summarizes and looks forward to the key research directions in the future.
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M TIRERS) (14 IR0, THEW . AR SR s, BRGNS HLR
T BBl A W2 2 v R U 58 kv NEEr, R AR R4k iisRE M. REJEE
F RATARTIAE 2 J5 i3S IO AN BLFERE 2]

2013 4£, Vitalik Buterin 21 1 “BUKYI[3]” BIMER . DIOKYIE B 52 A X B EEROR 4] 1 2L 4l
B, QIEHE SN TR G AI[5], FHPTE LR YT IX B E AN RIEAE 5y, 16 mT LA e SCRIARRS, X
{ER LAY B GE Z okt ok . LU B WL(Ethereum Virtual machine, EVM)#2 LAY #Z L, LA
RYi X e FARAN1 REBIZATH EVM, X SCREH P E DU Y 48 G I — Le B 2R 101848, Fribz
Ab, FOVFATATT ANTEF & v dde S A E e X B e R I2 AT 1 2 b O A o A3 2019 4F 3 A 26 H,
PUK DT X Btk b O F 2399 /> DApp [6], FRUAKY & SRR EOH IR A BB SE £ 4 4.

DAR G IR A 46 N Joseph Lubin 3t H #E 42 52 KT R, LUK X PR 7E 18~24 4 H N9 J& 1000
%,

SR, 9T AT LUSERT S8 O 37 X SR AN AE 5 BISRIE, B F P 0K P A5 B DL A B e & 20k
B TEERENAT, BN EMESTHEABIXFEN — A, WRERY, & F B E
o STFLARYI RS, R LIKY) R4 TPS #27F 1000 5, 33 F ALYk 1000 £, HLECR -3 8
JIR 55 A MR — AN A1 R — R BT S SR R AT IS A, K R X s R g &b
OWFRRE, AR — A8 AN TR B — AN R 1 R BT SRR, B REH IR
R AR S A, IR ST, Rk, R RGMERERIRINT, 25 & i SR 20 .

F A X H B I 0 ) R R 2 =28, r AR Re A, MERE I AN ). ARSCEFEN LUK &
G I 75 B 1] AT ST

FEASCH, IR T URY X AL G it & KB/ NRIRRER, SRIRPTELUKRYG 2.0 [T R4t
W, R TR S A R BRI, DA AT BEA7AE RR R I L, f% i i 5 4 SO TRHR AR SR v AT IR R 5 %6

2. AKYTHEXITR

LR D52 — AN EERXREN T &, RAeEAFHEIARNRERL — RIZ DT AR
BN DXCEBREEF RS XHO R —ANRES, R A X, BURY IR & Fe i 2R — MRS,
RS HAEATIBAT LR BT 5 s R Bl i) — Bk sl 1 ps,  BLRIT BB TG, 7
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Figure 1. Ethereum state transition diagram

B 1 AR ERE

2.1, AKIHEFIENE
ARG EAREW TE S AZE, 0l BRERS. ZO0E. TENA. EZEMamE 2 fix.

HiEAL
TR (( solidity ) (C_ &pofssil Gap) ) (CAASIBRAMS (NS) )>

C ookl e )

X Pk

35 ) me ) S

(

Bt C ooy ey ) ( xygeiE )
C s ) (C waW ) °
C 355 PREN"ID

TRIRIN S C 2P 2% )C Level DBECHM: >< EARECS7 ) ( 5 it )

Figure 2. Ethereum overall architecture

2. ARTEARSR S E

JRJZMR S5 LevelDB Hudfa i A7 it 142 5y« XHRSEHUE, #S 25 ON X B A e 52 2 I A% an %
BEATINE, 2y A BR 728 S A R, SRR T vk P2P W26 [8]74 ki MK A — Bk, Tt
J2 L F 25 H A N (DApP) 7 2242 LUK EALEVM) B30T, %2 G5 F A TP A & m LR, 3,
RIS — > 5E B 1 AR YT R 48[9] -

2.2. WREH

PUKYI T MPT #(Merkle Patircia Tree, MPT){E N R 4L 20, F RSV B P 00K P R4S
oS B EEHAE, MPT MRLE T Merkle A [101F1 Trie A PR EE 7 (4 14

2.2.1. Merkle #

Merkle #f 2 — BRI TE L1, K2 H0e ZXRE, W2 R, Bl —2Hm 5 i, — 4L )y sof
— AT A . W 3 R — R Merkle B, WURRJZ A G BN T, A8 R R T R A R
DA, 43I Merkle RIRE A AEDAE . Wik — AN E A SR R I —MEiE s 2, #
2 PERAT SR SE A XA e Eh, XA O 2 HAad o — A 7E AN X9
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Figure 3. Merkle tree
& 3. Merkle #§

2.2.2. Trie &

Trie ALY f Radix &, XRRFHM, FHTORAACEEH, H key BN BT AT, AEHEMN
HRAT £ HE R BT value [ — 2 HSRBR A% . value AZAETEM 1 S, SRR IR R 21T A, Trie MY
MTER AT B 3L key ML, B Trie B key {H FHAE 9nfid 7EAR T 2L BN value MIBEH .
4 FR, R—NE 6 T4 AR Trie RE25t4, W key (57 7°4: to; tea; ted; ten; A; inn.

Figure 4. Trie tree

& 4. Trie #¢
H 4 w5, a0 BA A value JETHIFEIRTZR Y key, ‘EATH R BT KR 5 H & L EhBoc, )X wy
/> value 7E Trie B vh {47 BB EEIT .

2.2.3. Merkle Patricia #f
LUK G R A 1) Merkle Patricia #, Z¢& T _LIRPIFIR R0, FHX 70, LR RGH, N
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KECCAK256()

1| 1] 1]s] 5] s[asorm]

a

ROOT: Extension Node a| 7| 7| d| 3| 3| 7| 1.00WEI|

0 a7 [

|
profix | shared nibble(s) | next node [ al7|r]o]3]6]s] 1iem|
|

a|7|7|d|3|9|7|0.12ETH|

Branch Node A

0|1|2|3[45]|6[7|8|9|a|b|c|d]|e]| ]| value
Lo e [N
Leaf Node B ROOT: Extension Node Leaf Node B
prefix | Key-end value prefix | shared nibble(s) | next node prefix | Key-end value
2 1355 45.0ETH 0 a7 ° 2 1355 45.0ETH

Branch Node A

O|1|2|3[4[5)6(7|8|9|a|lb|c|d]|c]| f]| value
Leaf Node B Leaf Node B
prefix | Key-end value prefix | Key-end value
2 1355 45.0ETH 2 1355 45 0ETH

Figure 5. Merkle Patricia tree
5. Merkle Patricia

LRV X H S BR T MPT 8, 476 T = A0, 0 A28 G RS RIS o RSB BNk
RS, RSN PRSI, 5B, B XEE — M 58 5,
X e A2 G IRE B B 17 thoE ;s A XREH B SRR, SRR EEAE 5 AN Y .
2.3. TR

FEARY H, B KB M=, il IREEIE. XKEREZHE. IR iX
B 2GS HAR B AR AT BT LevelDB Bdi b, 1At R [k VIBEE XS, fEfESsHIRWnIE 6 Ars.
2.4. X4

DCBRA R bR, PLRIIIAE Bic s ORAAAE X Brp . DXCBRA AT DLBR AR e sk — B [a] A &
HERIAZ 5 FRAS S5 R I EAR A ) 520 S AT IR ACIRAS (19— SRR AR DURY R, DXCBR 3 B bl = A7y 2 k-
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Figure 6. Storage structure diagram

6. FFiELEHAE

Table 1. Block header field and meaning
=1L RREAFEREENX

4R HA BX

ParentHash common.Hash X B A E

UncleHash common.Hash AR X B2 1 e 7

Coinbase common.Address AT T hE, Ty T 2%
Root common.Hash AR BRI A1

TxHash common.Hash AL Gy % (IR I A

ReceiptHash common.Hash WCHE B TR AR I A5 1

Bloom Bloom A2 Gyt H B4 Bloom i JE#E
Difficulty *Big.Int [X e

Number *Big.Int X5, M0 FFih

GasLimit uint64 X Herb BT 22 5 AR Gas LR

GasUsed uint64 XHeeb BT 22 5 A ) Gas HIF0

Time *big.Int X P 1 unix B TAIER,  — AR 4T 6 X B i ]
Extra [lbyte X B (e Bt £icdia

MixDigest common.Hash WA, 5 Nonce FI4L& M T LIRS
Nonce BlockNonce X B A= i fr B AT

3. HHSHE

PLRYG 2.0 ¥1E 18~24 AN H N SZELY B 1000 510 Hbw, Rk, fEX—/NH, B mlxit URE A2
Syt XERNFH B ) 3E AT U5, IR A e H bR J5 T REAE TR IR Be 2 it

3.1 XS5HEME

PAKYIAE by F ik A 1R 2 £ LK B X Bl rh B0 e 8 AL BHIE L 1938 B i, H TPS RERAE & it
&, A
TPS = (gasLimit/gas)/time (1)
Hrp, gasLimit & B XE RV E gas &, gasLimit YeiE 3 X & K/, gasLimit K/l Tk
JE; gas TEIX BRI 2 AR Z) (FTHAE:  time A& X e th Bt [a] .
H i AR L gasLimit 322K /N4 8,000,000, 75 AR T _F ¥ #E gas 20 i /M A & R IE A28 5
XATAE G 1) gas #uE N 21,000 H AT LAK Y EH Ry 15 B WARN Bk A1
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HIE AR T, XIEEBRK, AE5NZSHERE, O HEMEBR, (H2XIRMM
SR ], XPOER, SSBUREE IS BN, 2GR, (H H U KN
WM X PN, BRI /N, RGUSRA KA BE 222 5, I FEUX BN

A LORY; 2.0, TPSIEFBIAER 1000 i, 2 REX PG R LU BRI T30, DX e KalH s
PRI, # RTRE =25 H R PRI L X 2% BH 2 56 ]
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3.2. RIRK
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Figure 7. Transaction size
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Ny HARIXHR gas fHHE G’ > 2/3G, &8 FIRIEK gasLimit, RZIE/N. RBEEIRALX R gas {f A &#4
WG >2/3G, A, FUH M X RRE RIS L N, ELLRYF, 7 T2 mHam
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3.3. HHRE

U (uncle rate) 7552 55 1] gas Y4 FE 1 238 T Q] A8 A2 FRAT T SRk %5 2 UK X BBk Re 2 18 /K2 2
KREDM—AEZEFEE. R H RO [LLRY, FAS ST BEARIIRT, BUAERY SO A 22 R
%) 0.008 BT 7. WR—ANXEFEERK IR H, WA s LR ERAIR B, A5
ESZN 1l N

R =(0.008%C)/T+r @)

1E FRAXF, RFRBRIE,; CRRHIXIERE RN, BACHTFI: T R UIKY 4T H ik
A r 7R DURYS Surfe. Aol s, &0 1 A Rd #onta), AR UT Bk, Mk
—/NYERTRL, BUAE LAORYG B IX KN A 68,040 B, U X By i (8] )y 0.54 #p,  LAKYS HEL 6] 15 #5,
RAE AKX, XHRIEM 3.6%, HETLAKYRERE N 7.5%, SAR%EN 11.1%.

DA 5 st 8] 503t S SR A2 BE AR DG, AR MR PR B2 ME T, O H B (Al Il AE 15
B, MAEXPEEE EABREL T, S EmEME, XIRFEEBA, | %X PR
K, BARXBSARMIRIRE AR DORY Ak KB E IR, KA 7 GHOST #hil, ™= u
BRI G| R B TEAT 22 5h, BRI, DAYSC TR IX ) R AN R i 5 800 X B o )il j, {3
SEARYE GHOST i, il 8 fiw, BAXHEZ 5l WA, Hobkk i THcE R Lhbg s s
SRR S X Heg| ISR AL, LK B BRI AR A DA P U mT DAAS 252 5, B R
WA RN, R4 = BN Re AR 5] IR, R 2338 B AU O I, 52 [X Hest i3,
NI i 3R G5 1 22 A PR AR

1/8H B2l 3/8 AL Jih 5/8 H B3 fih 7/8H AL
| N-1 N F N+1 N+2 N+3 N+4 N+5 N+6 N+7 |<—| N+8 |
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Figure 8. GHOST protocol
B 8. GHOST 1Y

BTC fl ETH ZATEIIX ELE @A 9 Fis 2, LKD) token BIF=A4: 5 ELAF AR, ERAE R AT 8R4
BEUUAEPRL, DRI R AT B4 = A SR I 7E 7200 J5 LK M 25%, RIARAE LUK MMe =& A T 1800
Ji, WEH TR

X 1800 JjH =B ALHE X HAL il AU DL KR ] R 2, RN, STE— @R S
PO h A G| AL R RI3s N, AR, 2 iE X B R D, BIIX e, 5 Gk s AR i E R
X Bk, £ FEOKEA GHBNEE, WL ELBAWEN TES], MG AL, &%
FRRS (1 178, B S5 S BT O )

2HeAs AR DS ETH RAT REXTELIE, RARYE B 7 R I LS R AT B DU RIE,  DUKE RAT RS AT 1800 /7, 44
U, i BTC A1 ETH M A3 2045 4R JLHER R AT BB .
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Figure 9. BTC and ETH circulation comparison chart
[& 9. BTC #1 ETH % {TEXItLE
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(X BB th ] DL — >4 T R RIS B0 0 A sUKAS, BRSO TS5 1, A 5 A 22 4 A
BIER, IEEER TR, MR RSG T, fREET LRI EL RZHN P HESS, BN
RARIE T 2 52 MK KRB i e, 4 iER& RIS ot Bk, XFofm Tkl
RYGM S, AREERME 2 RN B A TR B E, IR IR R s e, SO
BEA o

POKY SERIE s i R 2 e i DY AN 2D 3R

(1) o= WA TR — B RIS Sy s P 5 RE S 2R A —IR3E o s

(2) HgagIX B DUKYT 24 P T AR S K 8 (0 5B RS, 7RI A R IIA I SE 5 Pl R IRAIE AR AL
GyATITAL, TANFIE ) X

(3) ZEg B KT RE S IRAG AL

(4) TTREX B MK AR R S, AT RIS I X, SR IR AE E[12].

41 HREL

PR AR RO R AL S A . XHERIE . RS AT XPVE B E AP, X
BS5IFENL CPU. NAE. M TE. MM ARSWIRE S, Bal— & @it HynacE, St
%A 5, Fik, fERTEERATEEIN, CPU ANERCNPEREIN. 15 217 A& Rl £ N 3 51
THEIE T, XHE RS0 20 PR BRI X BB (] R IR I8 B, AR b 52 BRT- L3064 2ty 5 o
WIEE, X— S EEEHZ T TPS; — B8 T KIERT, 88y &,

XTHAREERS, A LGRS, R4 S P 5. RIELURYIE e
5,828,433 /MX H[13] (2018 4F 6 H 1 HH /e R) BRI, i 10 pras, FH— N w22 21 3 )
TG, B 24 /NETTRCE — 26K P I B0 R, 18 I FE PR AN I T TR AT B A2 X B GasLimit (1388, el RT3,
A5 A 1] CLigad 12 K

720 3125 5,828,433 /™ X P Jm (4 K/ 341 GB, JiAiian &l 11 fios.

PR h BE T, A ED R R A AR 0.337 Mb, B FE A 3 Mbps, A T 2 T4 A
7375 56 A 3 Mbps, #2007 56 115, Bk & FRAY 141 TPS. 4 LK Ys &k & it 141 TPS i,
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TEZH5RLIRYMEGT, AEEMBIEIER ROk, RS S F=4 0 XU A
[H)FELL 13 Mbps 7 % A, LUK TPS Bt LR -
TPS, . =13 Mbps/8 Mb/180 B ~ 9466 (4)

XER B LUK DS 2.0 fiCAY™ & 1000 £ B0 F RIS A — € 2R, AT, ZLATI AR, DAE S S
HIEARIE, AN B RKIEIR SR AR, i 98 KA ARy 35 Mbps.
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421 KEWESE
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HCH RTLAOKYT TPS 2 25, XAz 5 k/hJy 180 B, MITHE AR LIKYT 2.0 FH4E A 172 5 $E i
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AL, HIRBICIRYS 2.0 Y& HARRS, RRE 2R 5 B RIA £ 129 TB, XAHEA A R RE
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422 NEBRE
N T R DS 5E R BT X BRI AR AR A SE B I BRAIE . BT F P K 5 B AT B R A 2 RS
B RIENAE, XA SR T FE AT, WARAE R 2 EE) DU RE A LI BE S AR G
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ZN:
RAM = 6.1x10" *68 B+300 KB %3430 ~ 4.84 GB (6)

B — G T @RS NN 8 GB, FAEAEAMEANEMEN T, MhhlEIAF] 110897414 i,
s WAF Ol 8 GB, Wit Z&it, HHihk#E 2% )y 110,897,414 i, X GIHEN N AF CIEA R LK
i BT i B N A EER . TELLR Y 2.0 H, Kk B9 @ 1000 £5 10 2ot B AR, g P #0Ed K 10 £5,
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