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System Model: Monitoring a CT log w Bkc

Untrusted log server [CCS18]

Bitcoin to prevent forks among Monitors
[SP17,USS17,NDSI20].

Monitor’s overhead:

» 0O(1) txs via SPV client

» O(N) log entries

» A CTlog of N=2.9 billion Certs (15.8 TB)

Goal: Light Log Monitor Client
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Security goal Monitor’s cost
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(a) With varying number of clients



