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lll, The Proposed Scheme

1. Chaincode Function Execution Cost
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Table 1. Execution Cost

Operation EC (Execution Cost)
stub.GetState 10
stub.PutState 100
json.Marshal 100
json.Unmarshal 100
Return Value 100
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Table 2. Smallbank Invoke Function

Operation EC

GetState: 1
Marshal: 1
PutState: 1
GetState: 1
Marshal: 1
PutState: 1
Unmarshal: 1
GetState: 2
Marshal: 2
PutState: 2
Unmarshal: 2
GetState: 1
Return Value: 1

Name

create_account 210

deposit_checking 310

send_payment 620

query 110
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2, Experiment Environment
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3. Experiment
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Table 3. Comparison of Execution Time

Method Average Time (ms)
19.012

17.395

IV. Conclusions
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