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Abstract: We present a novel strategy, based on the Extract, Transform and Load (ETL) process,
to collect data from a blockchain, elaborate and make it available for further analysis. The study aims
to satisfy the need for increasingly efficient data extraction strategies and effective representation
methods for blockchain data. For this reason, we conceived a system to make scalable the process
of blockchain data extraction and clustering, and to provide a SQL database which preserves the
distinction between transaction and addresses. The proposed system satisfies the need to cluster
addresses in entities, and the need to store the extracted data in a conventional database, making
possible the data analysis by querying the database. In general, ETL processes allow the automation
of the operation of data selection, data collection and data conditioning from a data warehouse,
and produce output data in the best format for subsequent processing or for business. We focus
on the Bitcoin blockchain transactions, which we organized in a relational database to distinguish
between the input section and the output section of each transaction. We describe the implementation
of address clustering algorithms specific for the Bitcoin blockchain and the process to collect and
transform data and to load them in the database. To balance the input data rate with the elaboration
time, we manage blockchain data according to the lambda architecture. To evaluate our process,
we first analyzed the performances in terms of scalability, and then we checked its usability by
analyzing loaded data. Finally, we present the results of a toy analysis, which provides some findings
about blockchain data, focusing on a comparison between the statistics of the last year of transactions,
and previous results of historical blockchain data found in the literature. The ETL process we realized
to analyze blockchain data is proven to be able to perform a reliable and scalable data acquisition
process, whose result makes stored data available for further analysis and business.

Keywords: ETL; Bitcoin; blockchain; lambda architecture; blockchain analytics

1. Introduction

This work presents the design and the implementation of a novel tool for blockchain analysis.
A blockchain is a growing archive of blocks of digital records of money transactions, conceived by
Satoshi Nakamoto [1] to create the Bitcoin payment system.

There are several reasons why it is interesting to analyze blockchain data. For example, we can
see blockchain data as a public ledger of money transfers and theoretically this allows performance
of a financial analysis and to forecast the behavior of investors in a market of about 150 billion
dollars on data publicly available. In addition, by analyzing blockchain data it is possible to infer
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on users’ personal identities, by associating a tag or external information to pseudo-anonymous
Bitcoin addresses.

Specifically conceived mixing algorithms of Bitcoin transactions [2,3], which allow a better privacy
preservation, can be evaluated by analyzing blockchain data. Furthermore, blockchain data are
available for forensic investigation [4,5]. Discovering the origin of scams, theft or abuse in the Bitcoin
system allows maintenance of the blockchain’s high reputation and trust. One of the most important
elements in the blockchain analysis is the addresses clustering, which represents the starting point for
several analyses.

Given the blockchain size rapid growth, it is necessary to conceive and implement increasingly
efficient and scalable tools for blockchain data extraction and analysis. For this reason, we conceived a
novel blockchain data extraction process with the objective to create a scalable and convenient system
for data extraction, for clustering of addresses, and for making data usable for any type of analysis.
Starting form recent research results, and given the need to design increasingly effective data extraction
strategies and representation methods, the goal of this work is to realize a scalable process which
stores the extracted data in a conventional database, making possible any typology of data analysis by
querying it.

To achieve our goals, we conceived a system to extract blockchain data, transform and load it into
a relational database, to make data available for further analysis. Starting from the requirement of
scalability, we designed and implemented our system as an ETL (Extract, Transform, Load) process.
The ETL process extracts a batch of 150 blocks at a time (about one day of transactions) from the
blockchain. The transformation phase transforms blockchain data in the target data structure (four
tables of the SQL database) and executes the algorithm for the addresses clustering. Finally, the
load phase stores the transformed data in the target database. To achieve scalability we divided the
transformation phase in two components. The fast access component transforms blockchain transaction
data in four relationships (the addresses, the transactions, the input sections, and the output sections).
The slow access component elaborates the batch entries to compute the address clustering. In this way
the computational effort remains limited to the elaboration of the single batch, even if the database size
increases.We evaluated the usability of the output data by replicating some of the statistical analysis
performed in previous works and we obtained the same results by means of SQL queries, instead of
processing ad hoc data structures.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 discusses the related works which deal with
blockchain data analysis, privacy issues, and on deanonymization strategies and provides an overview
of the technology used in our work i.e., the ETL process and the Lambda Architecture. Section 3
describes the architecture and the implementation of the system we conceived to extract and analyze
blockchain data and, in particular, the role of the ETL process and of the Lambda Architecture in
our system. In this section, we also focus our attention on the developed algorithms. Section 4 presents
the results obtained by running our process and by querying the database. Section 5 discusses the
implications of the results of our process and compares the data obtained by querying our database
with the data obtained in previous works. Finally, we sum up results and discuss findings and
implications in Section 6.

2. Related Works

A blockchain is a growing archive of blocks of digital records of money transactions, characterized
to be unchangeable, publicly available, distributed and decentralized in a peer-to-peer network.
The blockchain technology is the solution conceived by Satoshi Nakamoto to create the Bitcoin system
and to solve the problem of double spending of digital money [1]. Bitcoin was conceived in 2008 but
the research community started evaluating how and why to analyze blockchain data only a few years
later, when the Bitcoin become popular. Presently, hundreds of public blockchains exist, one for each
minable cryptocurrency. According to available data (coinmarketcap.com) the highest daily volume
and highest capitalization still belong to the blockchain of Bitcoin. Almost unknown in the early years
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of its existence, Bitcoin popularity surged in the end of 2013. Since then, it has never stopped growing,
passing from about 5 GB of stored data in the beginning of 2013 to over 250 GB in the beginning of 2020
(source: blockchain.com). Contextually, the research community started to analyze blockchain data.

The first relevant scientific works regarding the analysis of blockchain data were published
in 2013. The work of Ron and Shamir [6] is one of the first which organize a specific data structure
to record transaction data and which allows a graph-based analysis. They used the concept of entity,
which represents a cluster of Bitcoin addresses we can lead back to the same owner. The same year,
Meiklejohn et al. [7] investigates on the traceability of payments in Bitcoin by analyzing the transaction
data stored in the blockchain. They also evaluate the possibility to tracking down theft or scams,
such as the Mt. Gox case. Reid and Harrigan [8] studied how it is possible to map coins movement
by tracing user’s addresses and by gathering information from other sources. They also showed
that the network of address interactions by means of transactions follows the properties of complex
networks. The transaction graph was also the focus of Ober et al. [9] which they studied to evaluate
the statistical relation between the number of entities and the dimension (i.e., the number of addresses)
of the entities.

More recently, researchers started a systematic investigation on Bitcoin user interrelations [10]
and habits, i.e., the address usage and their strategies to improve the anonymization [2,3],
vulnerabilities [11–13], and so on, and to allow forensic investigations, to, for instance, identify the
origin of scams and illegal activities, such as the case of the blackmail WannaCry, with which criminals
required Bitcoin payments to unlock the victim machines [4,5,14].

All these studies are made possible by novel strategies to perform the blockchain representation
and the clustering of Bitcoin addresses in a more efficient way [15–18]. In particular, Pinna et al. [19]
used a bipartite graph (represented as Petri net), to describe as nodes both entities and transactions
and to allow performing investigations and statistics, and Bartoletti et al. [20] proposed a
general framework to deeply analyze blockchain data properly stored in a database, by using
the database query language. The use of SQL databases to represent blockchain data is
also proposed by Yue et al. [21] and by the project Bitcoin Database Generator (https://github.
com/ladimolnar/BitcoinDatabaseGenerator), while the project Bitcluster (https://github.com/
mathieulavoie/Bitcluster/wiki/Database-structure) uses the noSQL database MongoDB.

We conceived our system aware both of the research results obtained to date, and of the need to
continue to find increasingly effective data extraction strategies and representation methods. Aiming to
realize a scalable process, we focused on the results of the three last mentioned research papers, and,
in particular, on the need to preserve the distinction between transaction and addresses, the need
to cluster addresses in entities, and the need to store the extracted data in a conventional database,
making possible the data analysis by querying the database.

2.1. Background

Our system for blockchain data extraction and analysis is based on two technological solutions
that allow efficient and scalable data processing. In particular, our system uses the process Extraction
Transform and Load (ETL) and the Lambda architecture. For the sake of clarity, we retain useful to
describe the basic concepts of these two technologies.

2.1.1. ETL Process

An ETL process is an ordered sequence of operations, namely Extract, Transform and Load,
which aims at the systematic processing of source data in order to make them available in a format
more convenient for the intended use.

The implementation of an ETL process requires a design phase, which according to
Trujillo et al. [22], focuses on the following six tasks. (1) Selection of data sources and extraction:
generally, the sources from which extract the data can be several and heterogeneous among them.
(2) Join data from sources: definition of how to merge data from different sources. (3) Transform:
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definition of how transform data. In this task are included: filtering data, calculating derived values,
transforming data formats, etc. (4) Select the target: this task concerns the definition of the target
(or targets) to which data will be loaded. (5) Attributes mapping: definition of the correspondence
between the attributes of the source data with the attributes of the target. (6) Data loading: In this task
the modality of how the target is populated with the transformed data is defined.

As mentioned, we defined our ETL process by following the tasks discussed above. Modeling
the workflow of our system as an ETL process saved us design time and made the system easier
to maintain. In particular, as will be described in the followings, we identified our data source as one
of the available blockchain online resources, then we transformed the data by cleaning it from the
all elements we do not need to represents. So, we selected and defined the target as a SQL database,
and by specific algorithms we proceeded to load the data.

2.1.2. Lambda Architecture

Presented as a software design pattern, the lambda architecture unifies online and batch processing
within a single framework. The pattern is suited to applications where there are time delays between
data collection and their availability.

The pattern also allows batch processing for already stored data, useful for data elaborations
which require a long computational time (such as behavioral patterns, etc.) [23,24].

There are several technologies for analyzing Big Data streams [25], but these do not allow the
calculation of arbitrary functions on an arbitrary dataset in real time. To fix this problem it would
be useful to use different techniques and tools to build a complete Big Data system. This problem
could be divided into three layers of the Lambda Architecture, in particular, they are the batch layer,
the serving layer and the speed layer. These three layers, which are the main components of the
lambda architecture, respond to queries and manage to interact with the new input data.

We decided to use the Lambda Architecture according to the motivations given by Marz et al. [24],
they summarize as following.

• The need for a robust system that is fault-tolerant, both against hardware failures and human mistakes.
• To serve a wide range of workloads and use cases, in which low latency reads and updates are required.

Related to this point, the system should support ad hoc queries.
• The system should be linearly scalable, and it should scale out rather than up, meaning that throwing more

machines at the problem will do the job.
• The system should be extensible so that features can be added easily, and it should be easily debuggable and

require minimal maintenance.

3. Method

In this section, we describe the design and implementation of our system in terms of ETL process.
To design our system, we first defined two main requirement which transformed data

should satisfy. The first requirement concerns the desired output of the ETL process: a SQL database
containing blockchain data in a form which allows the same typologies of analysis performed in the
literature, but by using SQL queries. The second requirement concerns the content of the database:
it should contain both address, transactions and entities data. In other terms, the database should
include the results of the address clustering.

To satisfy the two requirements we conceived the system represented in Figure 1. The overall
process is composed by two elements: the overall ETL process, and the inner ETL process (Clustering)
which is the slow process we conceived to satisfy the second requirement. In particular:

ETL: concerns the extraction, transformation and load of batches of 150 blocks at time, from the
data source. The batch dimension is such to contain approximately one day of Bitcoin transactions.
Fixed size batch extraction allows satisfaction of the requirement of scalability, because it fixes the
amount of data and limits the processing times. In this process, the data arrives quickly to the data
warehouse, thanks to the use of the processing speed of the lambda architecture. The extraction phase
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is followed by the cleaning and transformation phase. Then data are mapped and finally, for the
loading phase, the final data is saved in the target database.

Clustering: is the internal ETL process that deals with the identification of entities. It is used by
the batch processing phase of the lambda architecture, which has a slow access because it queries the
database and therefore data extraction is much slower, due to the most complex computational process.
For the extraction phase, it fetches the data related to the last batch of 150 blocks from the database.
The transformation phase concerns the clustering of addresses in entities, as will be discussed in the
following. Finally, for the loading phase, the process updates the database by writing for each address
the corresponding entity.

To realize our system, we implemented the ETL process and the Clustering algorithm by using
python 2.7 as programming language and postgreSQL as DBMS. The source codes are online available
at https://github.com/ETL-Blockchain/ETL-process.

For both the two elements of the process we will describe design and implementation.

Figure 1. ETL workflow representation for blockchain data processing.

3.1. ETL Process Design

The first task of the design of the ETL process concerns the selection of data sources and the
data extraction. The data source of our process was selected between one of the free online available
blockchain explorers. Each blockchain explorer provides an API which returns blockchain data as
serialized data (typically in Json format), useful for the remote analysis. For the choice of the blockchain
explorer we have evaluated two parameters: the maximum number of requests per second and the
completeness of available data. We analyzed four blockchain explorer:

• blockchair.com: 0.5 requests per second;
• blockcyper.com: 3 requests per second;
• blockchain.info: 5 requests per second;
• chain.so: 5 requests per second.

As can be seen from the list above, the fastest sources are those of blockchain.info and chain.so.
Between the two, we chose to use blockchain.info because provides more complete data and because
chain.so is still in development.

The next step regards the definition of the Data Warehouse, target of the ETL process. The target
database should contain all the information the analyzer could need for the several typologies of
investigations we previously mentioned. We conceived our database to be adaptable and upgradable
if the analyzer would require further blockchain data. Aiming at a more efficient data representation,
we decomposed blockchain transaction data in a total of four tables. A typical Bitcoin transaction
is composed of two lists: a list of sender addresses and a list of receiver addresses. These lists are
respectively called input section and output section of the transaction. To keep the completeness of
transaction data, we record the input section and the output section of each transaction in two specific
relations between addresses and transactions. Figure 2 shows the Entity Relationship diagram of the
target database. The four tables contain the following data.

https://github.com/ETL-Blockchain/ETL-process
blockchair.com
blockcyper.com
blockchain.info
chain.so
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Figure 2. E-R diagram of the relational database target of the transformed data.

• Transactions (txhash (primary key), timestamp, block, IP, hasScript, unspent). Each tuple of
this table is a blockchain transaction. Attributes of this table include: the transaction hash,
the transaction date, the hash of the block which contains the transaction, the IP address of the
miner, and two Boolean to represents if the transaction contains a script in its body, and if the
transaction was unspent in the moment of the extraction.

• Addresses (address (primary key), tag, balance, IsMiner, entity). Each tuple of this table represents
a blockchain address. Attributes include: the address, a tag (a short description, if available),
the balance in Satoshi (1 Satoshi = 10−8 Bitcoin. It is the smallest amount of cryptocurrency to
transfer with a transaction.) (which is computed as the sum of the total value of the unspent
transactions received by the address), a Boolean to specify if it is was a miner at least one time,
and the ID of the entity we computed in the clustering process (initially empty).

• InputSection (address (external key), txhash (external key), amount). Each tuple of this table
represents one element of the input section of a given transaction. For instance, if one transaction
contains three input, three entries will be recorded in this table. Attributes include: the address
(which references to the table addresses), the transaction hash (which references to the table
transactions), and the amount of Bitcoin in Satoshi.

• OutputSection (address (external key), txhash (external key), amount, isMining). Each tuple of
this table represents one element of the output section of each transaction. Attributes include: the
address (which references to the table addresses), the hash of the transaction (which references
to the table transactions), the amount of money in Satoshi, and a Boolean to represent if a given
address is the receiver of the mining prize obtained with a given transaction.

The use of a relational database constitutes an advantage because we must model very structured
data such as the blockchain data. In such context, ductility of not relational databases does not appear
to be a fundamental requirement. As mentioned, nothing prevents us to add fields to tables or add
new tables, if and when needed.

We included the possibility to add a tag to a given address. It could be filled by adding information
we can retrieve from blockchain.info and from several external sources. Tags and any external
information, joined with entity clustering, we will discuss below, could be used to better recognize
users’ habits and to infer users’ identity.
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3.2. Clustering

As previously described, the Clustering process is the slow access component of the process,
and it can be represented as an internal ETL process which takes as inputs the batch of 150 blocks and
the blockchain data already stored in the SQL database (the sources of the extraction), computes the
entities (transformation), and updates the database (load), final target of the process. This process
implements a clustering algorithm based on the bipartite graph search [19] in which transactions and
addresses represents the two families of nodes. A cluster is the set of Bitcoin addresses which belongs
to the same owner (or entity).

The heuristic behind our algorithm, defined as the Heuristic “Multi-Input” [26] which establishes
that the input addresses of a transaction always come from the same wallet, then the author of the
transaction has the private keys of all the input addresses.

The Clustering Algorithm, reported in Algorithm 1 uses five lists to organize computational data
and processes data contained in the table inputSection of the database. Lists contains: the transactions
to be explored (tr), the transactions explored (exTr), the addresses to be explored (addr), the addresses
explored (exAddr), and the output table of clusters (ec), in which row represents a cluster and its list of
addresses. All the lists are empty. This algorithm will be executed for each new batch. Therefore, if
no entity has been identified yet and we are at the beginning of the clustering, the first entity will be
identified with and ID equal to 1. Otherwise the next ID will be the next value of the maximum id
of the entities identified until that moment. Given a batch of 150 blocks, the algorithm takes in input
the related selection of tuples extracted from the table inputSection of the database. The algorithm
starts by taking the first tuple of the selection and starts the exploration of the transaction in which
the first unexplored address is involved. This process is described in Algorithm 2 and explained in
the following. It returns new unexplored transactions which are added to tr. Then, to find the other
addresses belonging to the same owner, the algorithm explores the first unexplored transaction in
tr and adds its input addresses to addr. This process is described in Algorithm 3 and explained in
the following.

Figure 3 shows the working principles of the Clustering algorithm. In particular, given the
elements in the “input section” and the initial state, the algorithm execute the Transaction search
(TS) for the first unexplored address in addr and then, executes the Address search (AS) for the first
unexplored transaction in tr. Finally, the algorithm returns er, the cluster of addresses. The example in
Figure 3 is conceived to represent the creation of only one cluster containing all the addresses present
in the input section.
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Start addr = {a1}  exAddr = 0
tr = 0  exTr = 0

TS(a1)

[a1*, t1] 

[a1*, t1*] [a2, t1*] 

G(t1)

addr = 0  exAddr = {a1}
tr = {t1}  exTr = 0

addr = {a2}  exAddr = {a1}
tr = 0  exTr = {t1}

[a2*, t1*] [a2*, t2] [a2*, t3]

TS(a2)

addr = 0  exAddr = {a1, a2}
tr = {t2, t3}  exTr = {t1}

[a2*, t2*] [a3, t2*] 

AS(t2)

addr = {a3}  exAddr = {a1, a2}
tr = {t3}  exTr = {t1, t2}

TS(a3)

[a3*, t2*] 

AS(t3)

[a2*, t3*] [a4, t3*] 

addr = 0  exAddr = {a1, a2, a3}
tr = {t3}  exTr = {t1, t2}

addr = {a4}  exAddr = {a1, a2, a3}
tr = 0  exTr = {t1, t2, t3}

TS(a4)

[a4*, t3*]
addr = 0  exAddr = {a1, a2, a3, a4}
tr = 0  exTr = {t1, t2, t3}

[a1, t1]
[a2, t1]
[a3, t2]
[a2, t2]
[a2, t3]
[a4, t3]

End ec[1] = exAddr = {a1, a2, a3, a4}

Input section Bipartite graph 
search

State

Clustering algorithm

Figure 3. Graphical example of working principles of the Clustering algorithm. In this figure, the input
section represents the content of the resulting table inputSection obtained after the transformation of a
batch of 150 blockchain blocks. Letters a and t represent the values of the fields address and transaction
hash contained in this table. The symbol TS is the transaction search algorithm (Algorithm 2), and the
symbol AS is the address search algorithm (Algorithm 3).

Once the batch of 150 blocks are processed and entities have been created, the algorithm updates
the field entity of the table addresses. It queries the database to join the new clusters with existent
entities, and contextually update the entities IDs if necessary. This process is described in Algorithm 4
and will be explained in the following.

The clustering algorithm includes the following sub-algorithms.

• Transaction search algorithm (Algorithm 2): it takes in input an unexplored address and searches
all the transactions where the unexplored address is present, and once the transactions have been
found, the address is removed from the list of addresses to be explored.

• Address search algorithm (Algorithm 3): takes in input an unexplored transaction and searches
all the addresses present in the input section of the transaction under consideration, excluding
those already explored. At the end of the process it marks the transaction as explored and adds
the result of the search to the queue of addresses to be explored.

• Updating Algorithm (Algorithm 4): If the same address has been clustered into multiple entities,
these clusters are joined into a single entity, identified by a new ID equal to the existing maximum
ID incremented by one. Contextually, the algorithm updates the table addresses of the database
which, for each address, writes the new entity ID.
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Algorithm 1: Clustering(inputSection)
Input: inputSection
Output: A list ec of clustered entities
index ← index max between entities;
i← 0;
if index 6= none then

i← 1;
else

end
i← index + 1;
while (there are data to explore) do

tr ← transaction list;
exTr ← transaction explored;
addr ← addresses list;
exAddr ← addresses explored;
while (list of address is not empty) do

findTransactionsInexplored(addr, tr, exAddr);
findAddressesInexplored(addr, tr, exTr);

end
deleteRawExplored();

end
updateEntities(exAddr);
ec←updateTable(i, exAddr);
return ec;

Algorithm 2: findTransactionsInexplored(addr, tr, exAddr)
Input: A list addr of addresses to explore,

A list tr of transactions to explore,
A list exAddr of explored addresses

Output: A list tr of transactions inexplored
if (there are addresses in addr) then

f irstA← f irst address o f the list;
f ind all transactions in which it exist by excluding the ones that are already explored;
add the transactions f ound in the queue o f tr;
add f irstA in exAddr;
remove f irstA f rom addr;

else

end
return tr;
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Algorithm 3: findAddressesInexplored(addr, tr, exTr)
Input: A list addr of addresses to explore,

A list tr of transactions to explore,
A list exTr of explored transactions

Output: A list add of addresses inexplored
if (there are transactions to be explored) then

f irstT ← f irst transaction o f the list;
f ind all addresses in which it exist by excluding the ones that are already explored;
add addresses f ound in the queue o f addr;
add f irstT in exTr;
remove f irstT f rom tr;

else

end
return addr;

Algorithm 4: updateEntities(exAddr)
Input: A list exAddr of addresses already explored
j← 0;
while j < length of exAddr do

address← exAddr[j];
if (address is part of another entity) then

select all the addresses o f the di f f erent entity ;
join the addresses with exAddr;

end
end

4. Results

In this section, we report the results of the experimental usage of our ETL process for blockchain
data we performed to evaluate our system.

The first part of the results concerns the process performance. For each batch, the first part of the
transformation phase (namely the mapping of blocks raw data to the database tables) requires a time
less than the downloading time of blocks data, whose size is in the hundreds of MB (about 150 MB
per batch). As expected, the clustering algorithm slows the whole process down, but, given the limited
number of data contained in each batch, the determination and updating of the entities is completed
in hours and the time grows less than the total size of extracted data. Figure 4 shows the cumulative
number of examined address-transaction rows of the table inputSection versus the processing time of
the first ten batches (1500 blocks; 3,244,034 addresses-transaction inputs in 68,639 s). It is possible to
note that the total number of processed addresses-transaction linearly increase with the computational
time. The processing time of each batch essentially only depends on the batch dimension. On average,
the process compute 48.6 rows per second and each batch is processed in 6864 s. Figure 5 shows the
processing time of each one of the first ten batches, compared with the number of rows in the input
sections. In our experimental setup, we used a PC equipped with a six-core CPU at 2.20 GHz and
16 GB of RAM.

The second part of the results concern the evaluation of the effectiveness of the database to analyze
blockchain data. We collected a total of 142 batches of 150 blocks, equal to a total of 21,300 blocks.
The final disk size of the database is around 54 GB. At the end of the process, we were able to study
blockchain data, for example to obtain results and usage statistics, simply by querying the database
with SQL queries.
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Figure 4. Number of examined address-transaction rows of the table inputSection versus the ETL
processing time.

Figure 5. ETL processing time for the first 10 batches (left axis) and the corresponding number of
addresses-transaction rows in the table inputSection (right axis)

For example, we wrote the following query to obtain the average value of how many times each
address is used to send transactions.

SELECT AVG(n_txs)
FROM( SELECT COUNT(txhash) AS n_txs
FROM inputsection GROUP BY address )

We wrote the following query to obtain the maximum size of addresses clusters (namely the
maximum number of addresses contained in an entity).

SELECT MAX(n_address)
FROM( SELECT count(address) AS n_address
FROM addresses GROUP BY entity )

Table 1 reports statistics and findings we obtained by querying our database. In particular, we
queried the database to obtain: the number of transactions stored in the database (namely the number
of rows of the table transactions), the number of unique addresses (namely the number of rows of the
table addresses), the average number of transactions which any address send (obtained with the first
query reported above), the number of records of the table inputSection (which is equal to the number
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of couples address-transaction analyzed by the clustering algorithm), the average length of the input
section per transaction, and the average value of Bitcoin transactions. For what concerns the entities,
we queried the database to obtain: the total number of entities (which contains at least two addresses),
the maximum (see the last query above) and the average number of addresses contained in a entity.

The first columns of the table contain the preliminary results obtained by analyzing the first batch
(150 blocks) which allowed us to validate the process by a punctual verification of the resulting data.
The second column contains the results of the full data set we created (21,300 blocks). The third column
contains the results of the same statistics but related to the oldest 180,000 blocks of the blockchain,
as obtained in [19] by analyzing an ad hoc data structure instead of a querying a SQL database. In the
next section we will compare these old results with the most recent ones we obtained in this work.
It must be noted that our process collects data going backwards in time. The highest block height we
set is the block number 566,874 (mined the 13Th March of 2019).

Table 1. Blockchain statistics obtained by querying the database. This table reports the results of the
queries applied to the single batch (150 blocks) and to a larger collection of 21,300 blocks (142 batches),
starting from the maximum height of 566,874. As a term of comparison, the table reports the results of
the same queries for the first 180,000 blocks of the blockchain. For this column, the reported values are
computed on the base of findings presented in [19]

150 blocks 21,300 blocks 180,000 blocks [19]

Disk space 449 MB 54 GB -

Number of Transactions 163,442 30.99 × 106 3.14 × 106

Number of Addresses 547,553 56.50 × 106 3.73 × 106

Average number
of transactions

sent by 1.580 1.508 1.2266
an address

Total number of
entries in the 584,409 48.7 × 106 4.57 × 106

table inputSection

Average length of the
input section 3.5789 2.695 1.4564

per transaction

Average amount
in Satoshi in the 169.7 × 106 46.32 × 106 -
input sections

Number of Entities 128,207 6.54 x 106 2.46 × 106

Maximum number
of addresses 177,768 4.072 × 106 156,725

per entity

Average number
of addresses 4.270 4.1526 1.5158

per entity

5. Implications

The results obtained in the previous section allow us to state that the ETL process we designed
and implemented achieves both objectives of this research work. In particular: performance results
show us that the ETL system scales as expected, and this allows you to estimate the time required to
extract and cluster a given number of batches or for a given number of blocks; queries results reported
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in Table 1 shows the effectiveness of our process to provide blockchain data from the SQL database
created by means of our ETL process, by means of SQL queries.

By analyzing the results of the queries reported in Figure 1 we can figures out the current state of
the blockchain (updatet to March 2019), in terms of addresses interconnection and of users’ habits.

Each block introduces a much higher number of new addresses and new transactions, compared
to what happened during the first 180,000 blocks. This is due on the higher popularity of Bitcoin
and the usual reaching of the limit of 1 MB per block imposed by the current protocol which limits
the number of transactions. More interesting is the comparison of the ratio between the number of
addresses and the number of transactions because reveals changes in users’ habits. In the most recent
21,300 blocks, this ratio is equal to 1.825. In the first 180,000 blocks this ratio was equal to 1.187. Then,
the number of addresses increases faster than the number of transactions. The difference in addresses
usage are reflected in the subsequent value in the table, namely average number of transactions sent
by each address (considering addresses involved as input in at least one transaction). Currently, each
address is used to send, on average about 1.5 transactions, while in the past, each address performed
little more than one transaction. This means that more addresses are reused in two or more transaction
than in the past.

The average number of addresses involved as input in each transaction is currently equal to 2.695.
This value is increased with respect the same value computed for the first 180,000 blocks and equal to
1.456. This could be the effect of the mixing algorithms with which Bitcoin users protect their privacy.

We then analyzed the entities, result of the clustering algorithm. The total number of entities we
found is equal to 6.45 million. We can observe that this number is only 3 times higher of the value
found for the first 180,000 blocks, but these new entities contain more addresses. Each entity obtained
with our process contains more than four addresses on average, while in the first 180,000 blocks there
were about 1.5 addresses per entity. This difference can be explained considering two aspects. The first
aspect concerns the fact that currently more Bitcoin users’ received Bitcoin in more than one of their
addresses. So, the total amount of Bitcoin owned by a user is distributed in multiple addresses, and
the user has, in turn, to input more addresses to pay a certain amount of Bitcoin. For the second aspect,
we can take into account the massive use of transaction mixers (as described in Section 2) which create
fake entities that are able to obfuscate the effective cryptocurrency flow, from the sender to the receiver.
This can be the reason we individuated a cluster of over 4 million addresses. This aspect should be
taken into account in any deanonymization processes.

6. Conclusions

This work describes the motivation, the design and the implementation of an ETL process
applied to the blockchain of Bitcoin. The process we realized satisfies the requirement of scalability
and the requirement of providing in output the structured data available for further analysis.
To achieve our goals, we organized the process in the three phases of the ETL process. In particular,
the extraction phase of the process fetches batch of 150 blocks raw data each time, from an online
source; the transformation phase organizes raw data to be stored into the target database and computes
the clusters of address called entities; the load phase store data onto a SQL database which also
distinguishes between the input section and the output section of each transaction. We organized our
ETL process by using the Lambda Architecture which distinguishes between the fast access process
(our extraction phase, the mapping and the loading of transformed data in the database), and the slow
access process (the clustering algorithm and the updating of the database). After implemented our
process, we first assessed the fulfillment of the scalability objective, by monitoring the performance
of an analysis over 1500 blocks (10 batches). We thus found that the ETL process performance is not
affected by the growing size of the database but maintains batch processing time essentially dependent
on the contents of the batch itself.

Then we assessed the usability of the designed database by executing the processing of 142 batches
(starting from the block 566,874 and going back for 21,300 blocks) and querying the resulting database
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by means of SQL instructions. In this occasion we found several changes of the Bitcoin users’ habits,
in comparison with the statistics related to the first 180,000 blockchain blocks. All further analyses
can be performed through SQL queries. The database we designed allows tracking of the activities of
the entities, evaluate the monetary flows, and, through cross-referenced data, trace the identities of
the Bitcoin users. This work demonstrates the effectiveness of our approach. We will proceed with
the expansion of the database until reaching the total number of blocks given that the proposed ETL
approach scales smoothly with data size. Further studies will allow regulation of the process, and in
particular the batch size, to maximize performance.
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