
Technical Comparison of AlynCoin vs. 
Top Cryptocurrency Platforms 

AlynCoin is a next-generation blockchain with a strong emphasis on post-quantum 
security and modern design. Below, we compare AlynCoin’s technical architecture with 
leading non-meme cryptocurrencies (Bitcoin, Ethereum, Solana, Cardano, Avalanche, 
etc.) across major dimensions. Each section highlights AlynCoin’s approach (with 
source code examples) and contrasts it with the approaches of top blockchain 
platforms. 

1. Consensus Algorithm: Design, Finality, and Fork 
Resolution 

AlynCoin – Hybrid Proof-of-Work (PoW) with PQ Signatures: AlynCoin uses a hybrid 
Proof-of-Work mining algorithm that combines BLAKE3 and Keccak-256 
hashingalyncoin.comGitHub. Mining a block involves finding a hash with a certain 
number of leading zeros (similar to Bitcoin’s PoW) by iterating a nonce and hashing the 
block header using a hybrid hash (Keccak over BLAKE3)GitHubGitHub. Each mined 
block is additionally digitally signed by the miner using two post-quantum signature 
schemes (Falcon and Dilithium) before broadcast. The block contains both a Falcon 
and a Dilithium signature plus the miner’s public keysGitHubGitHub. This means that 
even after solving the PoW, a block is only valid if it carries valid Falcon and Dilithium 
signatures from the miner, tying the block to a specific miner’s identity. This dual-
signature scheme is unique to AlynCoin’s consensus and is aimed at future-proofing 
against quantum attacks on signaturesalyncoin.com. Finality in AlynCoin is 
probabilistic as in any PoW chain – a block becomes increasingly unlikely to be 
reversed as more blocks are mined on top of it. However, AlynCoin imposes a 
maximum reorganization depth of 100 blocks (it will not fork back further than 100 
blocks)GitHub, providing a measure of finality: deep forks beyond 100 blocks are 
explicitly rejected to ensure stability. Fork resolution follows the longest chain (most 
cumulative work) rule: nodes track the total accumulated work of chains and prefer 
the chain with higher cumulative difficultyGitHubGitHub. AlynCoin’s difficulty 
retargeting is adaptive every block: it uses a LWMA (linear weighted moving average) 
over a 720-block window targeting 120-second blocksGitHubGitHub. Difficulty adjusts 
gradually (max 3× up or 3× down) with additional logic like a logistic floor that raises 
minimum difficulty as more coins are mined, and a mild “miner count” bonus that 
slightly increases difficulty if many miners are activeGitHubGitHub. This per-block 



retarget mechanism keeps block times consistent and mitigates drastic hash rate 
swings, unlike Bitcoin’s coarse retarget every 2016 blocks. 

Bitcoin (BTC) – Classic PoW: Bitcoin uses SHA-256 PoW with no block signatures. Only 
the hash puzzle secures the block. Finality is probabilistic; a transaction is typically 
considered final after 6 confirmations (~1 hour). Bitcoin has no explicit reorg limit – 
theoretically even deep reorgs are accepted if a longer chain is found. Difficulty adjusts 
every ~2016 blocks (≈2 weeks) and cannot change by more than 4× in one adjustment. 
Compared to AlynCoin, Bitcoin’s consensus is simpler but less agile. Bitcoin  does not 
incorporate post-quantum cryptography; it relies on ECDSA signatures (quantum-
vulnerable) for transactions. In contrast, AlynCoin’s use of Falcon/Dilithium makes its 
transaction validation quantum-safealyncoin.com. 

Ethereum (ETH) – Modern Proof-of-Stake: Ethereum switched to Proof-of-Stake (PoS) 
with the Beacon Chain. Blocks are produced and signed by validators (BLS signatures, 
not quantum-safe), and finality is achieved through Casper FFG checkpoints (blocks 
become final ~2 epochs, ≈12 minutes). Fork choice uses “latest justified checkpoint” 
plus “optimistic GHOST” fork rule. This offers deterministic finality absent in PoW 
chains. AlynCoin’s PoW can’t compete with Ethereum’s quick finality, but AlynCoin 
avoids PoS’s reliance on cryptographic assumptions that are quantum-vulnerable (BLS, 
elliptic curves). AlynCoin’s fork resolution is purely longest-work, whereas Ethereum’s 
is based on validator consensus and penalties for equivocating. 

Solana, Avalanche, Cardano – Fast Finality Variants: Solana uses a PoS-based Tower 
BFT consensus with very fast block times (400ms) and ~1–2 second finality. Avalanche 
uses a novel metastable consensus (repeated sub-sampled voting) achieving ~1 
second finality without mining. Cardano’s Ouroboros PoS produces blocks in ~20s 
slots with eventual probabilistic finality (or via overlay protocols for finalization). These 
systems sacrifice PoW’s simplicity for speed and energy efficiency. AlynCoin, being 
PoW-driven at ~2 minute blocks, has much slower block production and finality than 
Solana or Avalanche. However, AlynCoin’s design prioritizes security against future 
threats: PoW is well-understood and, combined with quantum-secure signatures, 
AlynCoin ensures that even a quantum-capable adversary cannot forge blocks or 
transactions (they would still have to perform the PoW and cannot fake signatures). In 
contrast, most fast-finality chains currently rely on standard cryptography (ed25519, 
BLS) that a quantum computer could potentially break. AlynCoin’s approach is more 
conservative in performance but forward-looking in security. 

In summary, AlynCoin’s consensus is closest to Bitcoin’s (Proof-of-Work with longest-
chain rule) but with modern enhancements: hybrid hashing, per-block difficulty 
adjustmentGitHubGitHub, and post-quantum block signatures for 
authenticityGitHubGitHub. Its finality is probabilistic, like Bitcoin’s, but with a built-in 



reorg limit of 100 blocks to prevent extreme rollbacksGitHub. Compared to top PoS 
chains, AlynCoin lags in speed and finality but leads in trust minimization (no validators 
or stake required) and resilience to quantum attacks. 

2. Peer-to-Peer Networking: Connection Handling, 
Protocol Frames, and Recovery 

AlynCoin – Encrypted & Resilient P2P Network: AlynCoin implements a custom peer-
to-peer network stack using Boost.Asio. Notably, it supports both TCP and TLS-
encrypted connections for peer traffic. During the handshake, peers negotiate 
capabilities including TLS support (tls_v1) and an onion-routing protocol dubbed 
“Whisper” (whisper_v1)GitHub. If both sides enable TLS, nodes upgrade the 
connection to SSL/TLS (using SslTransport over Boost.Asio) for encrypted 
communications – a rare feature since most cryptocurrencies (e.g. Bitcoin) use 
unencrypted TCP by default. AlynCoin defines a framed binary protocol using Google 
Protocol Buffers for messages. Each message (Frame) is length-prefixed with a varint 
and then serialized bytesGitHubGitHub. This framing allows multiplexing different 
message types (e.g. transactions, blocks, snapshots) in a single stream and easy 
extension of the protocol. For example, when sending a frame, AlynCoin’s code first 
serializes the protobuf to a byte buffer, then writes a varint length and the data to the 
socketGitHub. Peers exchange a handshake message advertising their software 
version, latest block height, total chain work, and supported features (TLS, Whisper, 
etc.)GitHubGitHub. The protocol version is tracked by a frame revision number, which 
AlynCoin bumps whenever the message format changes (current kFrameRevision = 
4)GitHub. Peers will refuse connections with mismatched protocol versionsGitHub, 
ensuring compatibility. 

Onion-Routed Message Broadcasting: AlynCoin includes an anonymity layer 
(“Whisper”) that can route transactions through intermediary relays using Sphinx 
mixnet packetsGitHubGitHub. If enabled, a transaction isn’t broadcast directly to all 
peers; instead it’s encapsulated in layers of encryption and forwarded through a 
sequence of relay nodes (similar to Tor). The code shows that for a private send, the 
node picks up to 3 random relays, builds a route and symmetric keys for each hop, and 
constructs an onion-encrypted packet via crypto::createPacketGitHub. The final 
packet is sent as a special whisper frame to the first hopGitHub, which will peel a layer 
and forward it, and so on (each relay only sees an encrypted blob, not the original 
sender or content). This built-in mix networking is a differentiator – top chains like 
Bitcoin or Ethereum do not provide integrated onion routing at the protocol level 
(Bitcoin nodes can use Tor for transport, but it’s not an in-protocol mixnet of multiple 



hops). AlynCoin’s Whisper ensures that the origin of a transaction is obfuscated, 
enhancing privacy beyond what most L1 networks offer. 

Peer Management and Recovery: AlynCoin’s network stack keeps rich peer state and 
actively tries to self-heal the node’s connectivity and chain sync. The PeerManager 
tracks each peer’s reported height, total work, and tip hash, and can determine the 
network’s median height or majority tipGitHubGitHub. The node periodically shares its 
current height with peers and requests missing blocks. AlynCoin employs a “tail 
synchronization” mechanism: if a node falls behind by only a small number of blocks 
(up to 100 by default), it will request those blocks individually from peers; if further 
behind, it will initiate a bulk sync (snapshot or epoch sync)GitHubGitHub. This 
improves recovery from short forks: “Nodes will now request up to 100 missing blocks 
directly… before falling back to snapshot or epoch-based syncing”GitHub. The peer 
networking code also implements automatic fork recovery. If the node’s chain seems 
out-of-sync with the majority (e.g., its tip hash is not the network’s majority tip), a 
SyncRecovery routine can roll back the local chain to the last common block and fetch 
the correct blocks from peersGitHub. This self-healing node feature means AlynCoin 
can recover from unintentional forks or corrupt data without manual intervention – it 
will detect a sustained mismatch and auto-resync to the canonical chain. By contrast, 
Bitcoin nodes rely on the longest chain rule implicitly but do not have a component 
specifically orchestrating a rollback if they get stuck on a minority fork (they eventually 
switch when a longer chain is received, but there isn’t a separate recovery module). 
AlynCoin explicitly limits fork depth (reorg limit) and has logic to coordinate rollback 
and re-download of blocks if neededGitHub. 

Network Resilience: AlynCoin implements peer banning and misbehavior scoring 
similar to other networks but with refinements. For example, peers that send 
inconsistent or low-work chains can be assigned a misScore; if it accumulates beyond 
a threshold (e.g. 100), the peer is bannedGitHubGitHub. Uniquely, AlynCoin’s ban list 
decays over time: it advertises a ban_decay_v1 capability (frame version 4) and 
gradually reduces misbehavior scores each minuteGitHub. This way, a peer ban can 
expire after some time without misbehavior, improving network robustness by not 
permanently excluding peers for transient issues. Most top cryptocurrencies also have 
ban mechanisms (Bitcoin ban for 24 hours by default for certain protocol violations), 
but AlynCoin’s dynamic decay of bans and fine-grained scoring is a modern tweak for 
better peer retention. 

In summary, AlynCoin’s P2P networking stack is feature-rich: it supports encrypted 
connections, flexible protobuf messaging, automatic NAT traversal (via UPnP/NAT-
PMP), and privacy-preserving relay of data. Its self-healing sync and proactive peer 
management aim for high resilience. Bitcoin’s P2P is comparatively simplistic (plaintext 
TCP, static messages, no built-in privacy routing). Ethereum’s new libp2p-based 



networking introduces encryption and topic-based gossip, which is more comparable – 
e.g., Ethereum/Geth uses encrypted connections (DevP2P over RLPx/Noise) and 
gossipsub for block/tx propagation. Even so, Ethereum does not have an integrated 
mixnet layer for transactions at L1. AlynCoin is pushing into novel territory by 
incorporating mixnet-style Whisper messaging and ensuring secure, private 
propagation of data at the protocol level, which could inspire future networks. The 
trade-off is complexity: AlynCoin’s node is doing more work (encryption, relay 
overhead), whereas Bitcoin’s lean P2P may be easier to maintain. But for developers 
and users who value privacy and security, AlynCoin’s networking provides stronger 
guarantees out-of-the-box. 

3. Blockchain Synchronization Model: Speed, Batching, 
Tail vs. Snapshot Sync 

AlynCoin – Fast Sync via Snapshots and Epoch Proofs: AlynCoin supports multiple 
sync strategies to get new nodes up to speed efficiently. By default, nodes exchange 
not just individual blocks but can send bulk snapshots of the blockchain. When a new 
node joins or falls far behind, a peer can transmit a serialized batch of blocks in one go. 
The AlynCoin protocol defines snapshot_meta, snapshot_chunk, and snapshot_end 
message types to coordinate thisGitHubGitHub. Essentially, the syncing peer first 
sends a metadata frame announcing the snapshot size, height, and a Merkle root of 
block headers for integrityGitHub. Then it streams chunks of the chain data (blocks 
serialized to bytes) and finally an end markerGitHub. The receiving node will 
reconstruct the chain from these chunks. This batched sync dramatically reduces 
round-trip overhead compared to requesting blocks one by one. It’s akin to how some 
nodes in other networks provide bootstrap data – e.g., Bitcoin nodes can serve a torrent 
of the blockchain or an assumeUTXO snapshot, but it’s not a native protocol feature. In 
AlynCoin, snapshot sync is built-in and negotiated via the handshake: nodes advertise if 
they support snapshot syncing (supportsSnapshot)GitHub. If a peer doesn’t support 
it, AlynCoin falls back to the safer header-first synchronization. 

Header-First and Epoch Sync: For finer-grained sync, AlynCoin can perform a header-
first sync similar to Bitcoin. It will request block headers (via a Headers message) from 
a certain hash onwardGitHub, allowing it to quickly gather the chain structure and 
identify the best chain tip without downloading all blocks immediately. Once headers 
are in place, it can fetch missing blocks in parallel. Additionally, AlynCoin introduces an 
epoch-based sync leveraging its zk-STARK proofs: The blockchain is divided into 
epochs of 64 blocks (configurable as EPOCH_SIZE = 64)GitHub. At the end of each 
epoch, the node computes an epoch root – essentially a compressed representation (a 
BLAKE3 hash of all block hashes in that epoch)GitHubGitHub. Moreover, the system 



can generate an aggregated STARK proof attesting to the correctness of all 
transactions/state updates in that epoch. Peers exchange these epoch proofs: 
AlynCoin can broadcast an agg_proof message containing the epoch index, the epoch 
state root, and a zero-knowledge proof for itGitHubGitHub. A syncing node that trusts 
or verifies this proof could skip validating each transaction in those 64 blocks, relying 
on the proof’s validity. In practice, a new node might request the latest epoch proof 
from peers and use it to jump-start syncing – knowing the state up to a recent point is 
valid – then sync the remaining tail blocks normally. This is analogous to checkpoint or 
warp sync in other networks, but with cryptographic certainty thanks to zk-STARKs. For 
example, Ethereum’s “weak subjectivity checkpoints” rely on social trust or validator 
signatures; in AlynCoin, a STARK proof could provide mathematical assurance of past 
blocks’ correctness. This approach is bleeding-edge: among top projects, only Mina 
(which isn’t a top-10 by cap) uses zk-SNARKs to keep chain state succinct. AlynCoin’s 
use of STARKs for epoch validation is a standout feature that most established chains 
do not yet employ. 

Sync Speed: With snapshot transfers, AlynCoin can propagate the chain faster to new 
nodes. Instead of many small block messages (like Bitcoin’s 2MB blocks one by one), a 
snapshot might stream tens or hundreds of blocks in sequence, making better use of 
bandwidth. AlynCoin’s tail-sync threshold (100 blocks) ensures that day-to-day 
catching up (e.g., if a node is briefly offline) is efficient: small gaps are filled quickly by 
direct block requests, whereas large gaps trigger either a snapshot or an epoch-sync 
procedureGitHub. This hybrid strategy ensures sync is scalable. By comparison, 
Bitcoin’s initial block download is notoriously slow – it insists on verifying every block 
and transaction from genesis. Ethereum (post-merge) clients often do a form of state 
sync (download a recent state and then block bodies) but even that can be heavy 
without trust assumptions. Solana uses ledger snapshots – validators periodically 
snapshot the ledger state and new nodes can start from a snapshot (trusted or verified 
via stake signatures). Avalanche and Polkadot similarly allow state sync after a certain 
point. AlynCoin’s approach of providing cryptographic proofs for epochs means a node 
could, in theory, sync nearly as fast as downloading the latest state and a few proofs to 
verify the history, with minimal trust. 

Light Clients and Partial Sync: While not explicitly a light client design, AlynCoin’s 
identity and proof system could facilitate light clients. The identity module and 
related proto might allow nodes to request proof-of-inclusion or account balances 
without running a full node. Top chains often have SPV (simplified payment verification) 
– e.g., Bitcoin SPV clients download headers and merkle proofs for transactions. 
AlynCoin’s block headers include a Merkle tree of transactions (Merkle root stored in 
each block) and, more unusually, can include a zk-STARK proof for off-chain rollup 
transactions (AlynCoin supports L2 rollups integrated into L1 blocks)alyncoin.com. This 



suggests a design where a light client could verify an L2 state transition via a succinct 
proof in the L1 block, rather than downloading all L2 data. 

In summary, AlynCoin’s sync model is built for speed and robustness. By combining 
header sync, on-demand block fetch, snapshot bulk sync, and STARK-verified epochs, 
it attempts to get nodes up to date quickly without compromising security. Many 
leading chains have implemented one or two of these ideas (e.g., Ethereum’s fast sync, 
Solana’s snapshots), but AlynCoin offers all in one. The trade-off is complexity and the 
need to generate/verify STARK proofs, which is computationally intensive (STARKs are 
large). However, since epochs are only 64 blocks, proof generation is manageable, and 
verification in Zero-Knowledge can be very fast. If executed properly, AlynCoin could 
allow new nodes to trustlessly sync within minutes – something that is increasingly 
difficult on older chains without trust assumptions. For example, a Bitcoin node 
syncing today must verify ~800M transactions over ~14 years of history, whereas a new 
AlynCoin node might verify a handful of STARK proofs and be assured of history 
correctness. This is a significant technical strength of AlynCoin over legacy 
architectures. 

4. Security and Cryptography: Quantum Resistance, 
Signatures, and Hashing 

AlynCoin – Post-Quantum Cryptography at its Core: Security is where AlynCoin truly 
differentiates itself. The project was built from the ground up to resist quantum 
computing attacks. It employs post-quantum cryptographic algorithms throughout. 
For digital signatures, AlynCoin uses two lattice-based schemes that are finalists from 
the NIST post-quantum standardization: Falcon (round 3 winner) and Dilithium (NIST 
selected). Every transaction in AlynCoin carries two signatures – one Falcon signature 
and one Dilithium signature – produced by the sender’s keysGitHubGitHub. Likewise, 
each block mined is signed with the miner’s Falcon and Dilithium keysGitHubGitHub. 
The node verifies both signatures to accept a transaction or blockGitHubGitHub. Using 
dual algorithms provides defense-in-depth: even if one scheme were later found 
vulnerable (or slightly weakened by quantum algorithms), the chance that both 
independent lattice schemes are broken by the same advance is extremely low. None 
of the top 10 cryptocurrencies currently use post-quantum signature schemes in 
production – Bitcoin uses ECDSA secp256k1, Ethereum uses secp256k1 (and BLS for 
validator signatures), Cardano uses Ed25519, Solana uses Ed25519, etc. All of those 
are based on elliptic curves, which quantum computers can break via Shor’s 
algorithm. A sufficiently powerful quantum computer could forge transactions or 
blocks on those networks by deriving private keys from public keys. AlynCoin is immune 
to that threat: Falcon and Dilithium are based on lattice problems believed to be 



resistant to quantum attacks, and the implementation in AlynCoin uses the official 
PQClean reference codeGitHub. The inclusion of two different PQ signature types is 
arguably stronger security than even needed, but it shows AlynCoin’s commitment to 
robustness. 

Hashing and Addresses: AlynCoin also tweaks its hashing algorithms for security and 
performance. It uses a hybrid hash for critical operations: first BLAKE3 (a fast 
cryptographic hash with 256-bit output), then Keccak-256 (the SHA3 algorithm) on the 
resultGitHub. This double hashing (analogous to Bitcoin’s double SHA-256) means an 
attacker must break two different hash functions to find collisions or preimages. 
BLAKE3 provides speed (leveraging parallelism and SIMD) and Keccak provides a NIST-
standard hardness. AlynCoin addresses are generated by taking the hybrid hash of a 
public key and truncating to 40 hex characters (160 bits)GitHub. By hashing the public 
key, AlynCoin ensures that the actual PQ public key is not directly exposed on-chain 
until it’s used (similar to Bitcoin’s use of HASH160 of pubkeys). This adds a layer of 
protection – even if a quantum adversary could somehow do Grover’s algorithm (which 
gives a quadratic speedup on brute force), a 160-bit hash still requires on the order of 
2^80 operations to crack, which is infeasible. Top platforms vary in hashing: Bitcoin 
uses SHA-256 and RIPEMD160 (160-bit addresses), Ethereum uses Keccak-256 for 
addresses (160-bit addresses displayed). None currently use BLAKE3, which is a much 
newer hash (from 2020). AlynCoin’s use of BLAKE3 gives it an edge in hashing speed – 
important for mining throughput and Merkle tree computations – while retaining 
security by composing it with Keccak-256. It also has hardware optimizations (SIMD) 
enabled for BLAKE3 on x86_64, as seen by compile-time flags in the 
buildGitHubGitHub. 

Zero-Knowledge Proofs and Privacy: AlynCoin integrates zk-STARKs (Zero-Knowledge 
Scalable Transparent ARguments of Knowledge) into its protocol. STARKs are used in 
two contexts: (1) Layer-2 rollups – AlynCoin can batch transactions off-chain and 
produce a STARK proof that the batch was processed correctly. The rollup proofs and 
even circuits are included in the codebaseGitHubGitHub. This is similar to Ethereum’s 
Layer-2 zk-rollup concept, but AlynCoin’s node itself can verify these proofs as part of 
its consensus, effectively making rollups a first-class citizen. (2) Epoch proofs – as 
discussed, every 64-block epoch, the node may generate a STARK proof that all those 
blocks followed consensus rules. These proofs (which are succinct and quantum-
secure) can be shared with peersGitHubGitHub. The benefit is twofold: it provides 
auditability (anyone can verify the chain’s integrity from a short proof) and compression 
(light clients can use it to trust the history without re-executing). No major PoW/PoS 
chain has integrated zk-proofs into the base protocol to date; they exist in applications 
or sidechains (e.g. zk-rollups on Ethereum, Zcash uses zk-SNARKs for private 
transactions but not for consensus of all blocks). AlynCoin is pushing the envelope by 



using STARKs for scalability and privacy on-chain. It even references using zk-STARK-
powered governance and identity – the README mentions DAO governance “powered 
by zero-knowledge proofs”GitHub, implying votes or funding decisions could be tallied 
via ZK proofs to ensure fairness without revealing individual votes. 

Other Cryptography: AlynCoin’s crypto arsenal doesn’t stop at PQ signatures and 
STARKs. It also includes Sphinx mixnet packets (XChaCha20-Poly1305 symmetric 
encryption for onion routing)GitHubGitHub as described earlier, atomic swaps (likely 
using hashed time-lock contracts – HTLCs – possibly with SHA-256 or SHA-3 hashing 
and preimages for cross-chain swaps), and AES for encrypting NFT content (there’s 
nft/crypto/aes_utils.cpp for handling encryption of NFT data). Many top chains 
support atomic swaps or have DeFi mechanisms, but AlynCoin provides a native 
atomic swap module for trustless exchange, and it leverages proven cryptographic 
primitives (probably utilizing libsodium for HMACs, as sodium is included). The 
presence of RSA keys (the README instructs generating 2048-bit RSA keys for a 
“System” userGitHub) is interesting – presumably the “System” account uses RSA 
signatures for some bootstrapping or legacy compatibility. This could be for things like 
signing genesis or certain special transactions (RSA-2048 is not quantum-safe, but 
maybe used only in a context where quantum attack is not a concern or as an initial root 
of trust to distribute PQ keys). 

In comparison, top cryptocurrencies mostly use pre-quantum cryptography. Bitcoin 
and most others have not yet migrated to quantum-safe algorithms, as doing so is non-
trivial (e.g., PQ signatures are larger in size – Falcon and Dilithium signatures are a few 
kilobytes vs 64 bytes for ECDSA – which affects block size and performance). AlynCoin 
has engineered the system around these larger signatures and still achieves reasonable 
block sizes (and presumably has adjusted block gas or size limits accordingly). 
AlynCoin’s proactive approach means that if a large quantum computer were invented 
tomorrow, AlynCoin transactions and funds would remain secure, whereas essentially 
all current cryptocurrencies would be vulnerable to forgery or theft. This is perhaps 
AlynCoin’s strongest technical advantage over today’s leading platforms. The trade-
offs include: larger transaction sizes (two PQ sigs per tx) and heavier computation for 
signature verification (Falcon is quite fast to verify, Dilithium a bit slower, but both are 
manageable on modern CPUs). AlynCoin’s code likely uses optimized libraries (it 
references PQClean implementations in CGitHub, which are reasonably optimized). In 
testing, Falcon-1024 verification is on the order of milliseconds, which is still fast 
enough for block processing. 

Additionally, AlynCoin’s multi-faceted security means the system is complex: it relies 
on the hardness of lattice problems (for PQ sigs), collision resistance of new hashes, 
and correctness of a lot of cryptographic code. Top projects typically use battle-tested 
primitives (SHA, secp256k1) and minimal crypto to reduce risk of implementation bugs. 



AlynCoin’s approach, while ambitious, introduces a larger attack surface in software 
(e.g., potential bugs in the STARK circuits or PQ implementations). However, given the 
importance of long-term security, AlynCoin clearly prioritizes future-proof 
cryptography over simplicity. 

5. Code Quality: Modularity, Testability, Build Process, 
Documentation 

AlynCoin – Modern C++17 Codebase: The structure of AlynCoin’s code is modular, 
with clear separation of concerns into folders like consensus/, network/, crypto/, 
rollup/, self_healing/, identity/, etc.GitHubGitHub. Each feature (e.g., 
networking, governance, NFTs) is implemented in its own module. This modularity aids 
readability and maintainability, especially given the project’s broad scope. The code 
uses C++17 features and standard libraries (e.g., <filesystem> for file paths, 
<thread> and <mutex> for concurrency, smart pointers, etc.), which is in line with 
modern C++ practices. It also leverages well-known libraries: Boost.Asio for 
networking, RocksDB as the database backend for the blockchain state, Google 
Protocol Buffers for message and data serialization, libsodium/OpenSSL for 
cryptographic primitives (OpenSSL for SHA-3, AES; libsodium for XChaCha20 and 
possibly ed25519 if needed for Sphinx). By using these libraries, AlynCoin avoids 
reinventing the wheel and benefits from their performance and security. The build 
system is CMake, with a well-documented CMakeLists file that lists sources and 
include paths clearlyGitHubGitHub. Dependencies are found via find_package 
(OpenSSL, Protobuf, JSONCPP, RocksDB, Sodium)GitHub, making it straightforward for 
developers to install prerequisites and compile. The project even provides a script 
scripts/install_deps.sh to automate installing all necessary libraries on 
Debian/UbuntuGitHubGitHub. This focus on a smooth build process indicates good 
developer experience. 

Code Quality and Readability: From the code excerpts, it’s evident the developers put 
effort into clarity and debugging. Many functions have detailed log messages 

(sometimes with emoji markers like “   ” or “  ” to indicate warnings and 
successes)GitHubGitHub. Critical consistency checks (like verifying Merkle root equals 
transaction hash) abort with clear error messages if something is offGitHub. Variable 
and function naming is descriptive (e.g., validateChainContinuity(), 
getAverageBlockTime(), broadcastEpochProof()). The code also includes 
comments explaining non-obvious logic – for instance, the difficulty algorithm code is 
thoroughly commented with the design rationale (target 120s, LWMA window, 
dampening factor, etc.)GitHubGitHub. This makes the complex math behind difficulty 
adjustment easier to follow. The repository contains a README that is exceptionally 



detailed, covering key features, tokenomics, build and run instructions, and even how 
to generate keys and run testsGitHubGitHub. This documentation helps new 
contributors or node operators get started quickly. The README highlights the rationale 
behind features (like difficulty’s logistic floor and tail emission)GitHubGitHub, showing 
that design decisions are documented for posterity. 

Testing: AlynCoin has a testing framework in place, though it appears to be relatively 
small scale at the moment. The README mentions a basic unit test (make 
blacklist_test to test peer blacklist functionality) and suggests running it to verify 
the buildGitHub. It also outlines an integration test plan in the docs (for the Whisper 
feature: setting up local nodes and dummy relays to confirm onion routing 
works)GitHub. This indicates the developers are writing tests for critical components 
(e.g., ensuring Sphinx packet encryption/decryption yields the original payloadGitHub). 
Compared to mature projects like Bitcoin Core, which has thousands of unit and 
integration tests, AlynCoin’s test coverage is probably limited (given the codebase is 
newer and smaller team). However, the presence of any tests and instructions to run 
them is a positive sign of code quality focus. Additionally, the code includes assertions 
and sanity checks in many places (e.g., using C++ assert or manual checks for 
invariants), which can catch bugs early during development. 

Build and CI: It’s not explicitly stated, but given the repository structure, it likely uses 
continuous integration (CI) to ensure it builds on multiple platforms. The use of 
standard CMake and avoiding platform-specific code (aside from some architecture 
checks for CPU optimizations)GitHubshould make it portable across Linux, Windows, 
Mac. Top crypto projects often have complex build processes (especially older ones 
relying on Autotools or custom scripts); AlynCoin’s use of CMake simplifies 
contributions. It even has an application/ directory with a PyQt5 GUI wallet – 
indicating a holistic approach (node + GUI in one repo). The GUI is written in Python, 
which is decoupled from the core (communicating likely via RPC). 

Documentation and Community Resources: In addition to the README and code 
comments, AlynCoin has a whitepaperalyncoin.comalyncoin.com and presumably a 
website with explanations. This is crucial for onboarding developers – the whitepaper 
outlines the high-level architecture (use of Falcon/Dilithium, zk-STARK rollups, etc.), 
while the code repository provides low-level documentation (migration notes, 
deployment strategies, config files like config.ini, etc.). By contrast, many top 
projects started with less documentation (for instance, early Bitcoin had sparse 
documentation; it accumulated over years via wikis and BIPs). AlynCoin benefits from 
launching in an era where there’s awareness of good developer practices, so it has 
packaged knowledge in multiple forms from day one. 



Comparison with Top Projects: Bitcoin Core’s code (in C++11/14) is monolithic in 
places and has to maintain backward compatibility, making it harder to follow for new 
devs. Ethereum has multiple implementations (Geth in Go, Parity in Rust, etc.), each 
with their own style – Geth is reasonably well-structured but as a large project, the 
barrier to entry is higher. AlynCoin’s codebase, being new, is relatively small and 
cohesive – a single team’s vision. This often translates to consistent coding style and 
easier comprehension. For example, the same file network.cpp handles networking in 
a contiguous narrative, whereas Ethereum’s libp2p is split across libraries. One can 
navigate AlynCoin’s src/ directory and see logically named files corresponding to 
features. The use of protocol buffers for defining data structures (see 
generated/block_protos.pb.h, etc.) means the data models are explicitly defined 
and can be read in .proto files, which is clean. Projects like Solana (Rust) or Polkadot 
(Rust) have the benefit of Rust’s type safety but can be intimidating for new contributors 
due to language complexity; AlynCoin’s choice of C++17 balances performance with a 
language many systems developers know, and writing clear C++ is achievable as seen 
in their code. 

Testability & Modularity: The modular design (network code separated from 
blockchain logic, crypto utils separated, etc.) improves testability because 
components can be tested in isolation. For instance, the PeerBlacklist and 
PeerManager can be unit-tested for banning logic without running the whole node. The 
presence of identitycli.cpp, swapcli.cpp suggests they built command-line tools 
to test or interact with those subsystems in isolation. That is a sign of good architecture 
– making even internal features accessible via CLI aids testing (developers can simulate 
identity registration or atomic swap via these tools). 

In conclusion, AlynCoin’s code quality appears high for a project of its age. It follows 
modern development practices (clean structure, use of third-party libs, 
documentation, some testing). There is inevitably a difference in maturity versus 
projects like Bitcoin/Ethereum that have been hardened by many contributors over 
years. Bugs might still exist in edge cases simply because not as many eyes have 
reviewed the code. But from a pure design perspective, AlynCoin is on par with or even 
exceeds many top projects in codebase cleanliness. The inclusion of advanced 
features has been done in a fairly organized way. For instance, adding TLS and Whisper 
was done via a version bump and backward-compatible flags, as described in 
deployment_migration.mdGitHubGitHub – showing foresight in upgrading the 
protocol without fracturing the network. Such attention to detail in deployment and 
migration is something usually seen in more mature projects, so AlynCoin is “punching 
above its weight” in code professionalism. 



6. Developer Experience: Onboarding, Tooling, and 
Extensibility 

Ease of Onboarding: Developers looking to work on or build atop AlynCoin benefit from 
the thorough documentation and familiar tooling. The README provides clear step-by-
step instructions to set up a development environment (install dependencies, run 
CMake, compile)GitHubGitHub. A single command (./scripts/install_deps.sh) 
fetches all needed libraries on a Debian-based systemGitHub. This kind of one-stop 
setup greatly lowers the barrier to entry – by contrast, setting up a Bitcoin Core dev 
environment can be more involved (though it’s well documented too). After building, 
AlynCoin provides both command-line interface (CLI) tools and a GUI wallet for testing. 
The README describes running the node (./build/alyncoin) and using alyncoin-
cli for CLI interactionsGitHubGitHub. There’s also a Python-based GUI wallet 
(application/main.py) that developers or testers can run to interact with the node 
via a friendly interfaceGitHubGitHub. This is a big plus for developer experience – one 
can mine on testnet or send transactions either via CLI commands or a GUI, making it 
easier to experiment and demonstrate the platform to others. 

API and Integration: AlynCoin’s node includes an HTTP RPC server (default port 1567) 
for programmatic interactionGitHub. This is analogous to Bitcoin/Ethereum JSON-RPC 
interfaces. With RPC, developers can write scripts or applications that query the 
blockchain, submit transactions, check balances, etc. The presence of RPC means 
AlynCoin can be integrated into external tools or tested using curl/postman, which is 
essential for ecosystem development. The RPC likely provides JSON-formatted 
responses (since JSONCPP is a dependency and some code uses Json::Value for 
blocks/transactionsGitHubGitHub). This makes it straightforward for web developers or 
exchange developers to work with AlynCoin using familiar JSON calls, just as they do 
with other coin daemons. 

Extensibility: The design choices in AlynCoin favor extensibility. Using Protocol Buffers 
for all on-wire messages and for storing data (block, transaction protos) means that 
new fields or message types can be added in a backward-compatible way. For 
example, if the team later wants to add a new P2P message (say for sharding or some 
new consensus voting), they can add a new field in the Frame protobuf and bump 
kFrameRevision – older nodes will ignore unknown fields, and new nodes advertise 
the new revision. This is cleaner than legacy schemes (Bitcoin had to reuse some 
message types or start using feature bits to signal new behaviors). Similarly, the 
modular code means adding a new feature (e.g., a new smart contract VM or a different 
signature scheme) could be done by adding a module without entangling entirely with 
unrelated parts. The identity module suggests the blockchain might support user 



identities or naming – developers could extend that to a DID system or integrate it with 
applications. The governance/dao module indicates on-chain governance – developers 
can script DAO proposals or integrate voting dApps. This breadth (L1 supporting NFTs, 
swaps, DAO, etc.) provides many hooks for developers to build on without needing 
smart contracts for each – a lot is native. That said, it also means developers need to 
understand those native features (which are documented) rather than writing custom 
logic as they would in Ethereum’s Solidity, for example. AlynCoin does not currently 
mention a general smart contract engine (no EVM or WASM), which might limit some 
use cases. Instead, it opts for specific feature modules (rollups, NFTs, swaps). This can 
actually simplify development for common use cases – e.g., issuing an NFT might be a 
single RPC call in AlynCoin, whereas on Ethereum it requires writing a contract or using 
an existing standard. 

Learning Curve: Given the advanced crypto (PQ, ZK) involved, a new developer might 
have a learning curve to fully grok how AlynCoin works. However, the whitepaper and 
comments help. AlynCoin’s concepts align with known paradigms: a developer familiar 
with Bitcoin can recognize the PoW and UTXO/account style ledger; one familiar with 
Ethereum will understand rollups and the idea of a burn-and-devfund (like Ethereum’s 
fee burn EIP-1559 and treasury concepts). The post-quantum aspects might be new, 
but the code provides utility functions like Crypto::signWithDilithium, 
Crypto::verifyWithFalcon etc., so a dev doesn’t need to know lattice math – just 
call the function. Indeed, to sign a transaction, one would likely call 
Transaction::signTransaction(dilithiumPrivKey, falconPrivKey) which 
handles producing both sigsGitHub. The wallet software likely encapsulates this so that 
users/developers deal with one address but behind the scenes two keypairs. 

Community and Support: Because AlynCoin is relatively new, its developer 
community is smaller than those of Bitcoin or Ethereum. However, the presence of 
accessible tooling (GUI, CLI, RPC) and comprehensive docs lowers the reliance on 
community support – a dev can self-serve a lot of info. The project being open-source 
on GitHub means developers can file issues or read existing ones. By enabling GitHub 
Issues (if open), the maintainers can interact with contributors. In contrast, older 
projects have extensive forums, but also a lot of legacy baggage. A new dev might find 
AlynCoin’s code more approachable simply because it’s written in a single coherent 
style and in a familiar language, whereas joining Ethereum might mean dealing with 
multiple languages (Solidity for contracts, Go for node, etc.) and huge codebases. 

Extending the Platform: If a core developer wants to add functionality to AlynCoin, the 
structured approach makes it feasible. For example, adding a new consensus 
mechanism in a research branch could involve creating a new consensus/ file and 
toggling it in config – the config system is likely JSON or INI (there is mention of editing 
config.ini for peer ban durationGitHub). Many top chains are not easily adaptable: 



Bitcoin is notoriously resistant to rapid changes (any consensus change requires 
soft/hard forks and community buy-in). AlynCoin, being in active development with 
presumably fewer users initially, can iterate faster. The code already accounts for 
upgrades (capabilities negotiation, etc.), indicating that adding new capabilities won’t 
break older nodes – they’ll just disable those features. This agility in development is 
something established networks lack due to decentralization and conservatism, but 
which AlynCoin can leverage to evolve quickly. 

In sum, developer experience in AlynCoin is thoughtfully addressed. They have 
provided multiple interfaces (RPC, CLI, GUI), good documentation, and a modular, 
clean codebase. For a developer or architect reading the code, it’s relatively easy to 
locate relevant sections (say, networking in transport/ and network.cpp, 
cryptography in crypto_utils.cpp, etc.) and understand them thanks to inline 
comments and consistent patterns. This makes contributing new features or debugging 
issues easier. The main challenge might be wrapping one’s head around the range of 
features – AlynCoin is ambitious in scope – but each piece is well-isolated. Compared 
to top cryptos, AlynCoin offers a more unified experience (one repo with everything) 
whereas in, e.g., Ethereum, you might have one repo for the node, separate ones for 
front-ends, solidity, etc., which can be daunting. AlynCoin’s approach is monolithic but 
organized, which for a small team project is ideal. 

7. Unique Differentiators – Where AlynCoin Excels Over 
Top Cryptos 

AlynCoin’s design introduces several cutting-edge features that, collectively, give it 
technical strengths not found (in aggregate) in any single incumbent platform: 

• Post-Quantum Security Leadership: AlynCoin is quantum-secure by default, 
using Falcon and Dilithium signatures for all transactionsalyncoin.com. None of 
the top 10 cryptocurrencies have deployed PQ signatures on-chain yet. This 
means AlynCoin addresses and funds are safe from future quantum adversaries, 
whereas Bitcoin, Ethereum, etc. will require potentially complex upgrades to 
reach similar security. AlynCoin double-signs with two independent lattice 
algorithms, an approach beyond even most PQ research coins. This dual 
signature scheme is an industry-leading security stance. 

• Integrated zk-STARK Scalability: AlynCoin bakes in zk-STARK proofs and 
recursive rollups for scalability and privacyalyncoin.com. It can validate 
batches of transactions via STARK proofs and include them in L1 blocks. This 
gives AlynCoin the potential for high throughput without burdening validators 
with verifying every transaction – they verify a proof instead. While Ethereum is 



moving toward rollups, those exist on Layer-2 and not as a native L1 feature. 
AlynCoin’s core protocol verifying STARKs is a unique differentiator that could 
allow it to scale more gracefully as usage grows, all while preserving full 
verification security (no need to trust a rollup operator, since the proof is on-
chain). 

• Self-Healing Nodes and Robust Sync: AlynCoin emphasizes network 
resilience. Nodes automatically detect fork anomalies and resynchronize 
without manual interventionGitHubGitHub. The combination of snapshot sync, 
epoch proofs, and tail sync means nodes recover quickly from desync or 
downtime. Many established chains lack such autonomous recovery 
mechanisms – for example, if an older Bitcoin node fell far behind, it might need 
to be restarted or even re-indexed by the operator. AlynCoin handles that 
scenario internally, improving uptime and reliability. 

• Privacy-Enhanced P2P (Whisper): The built-in onion routing for transactions 
(Whisper) is something not offered by mainstream coins. AlynCoin users get 
transaction-level anonymity similar to mixing networks without needing external 
solutions. This could appeal to privacy-conscious users in a way that Bitcoin or 
even privacy coins (which focus on address/amount privacy) do not – AlynCoin 
hides the network-level origin of transactions. This network-layer privacy 
complements any transaction-layer privacy features, providing a holistic 
anonymity solution. 

• Comprehensive Feature Set (All-in-One Layer-1): AlynCoin’s L1 supports 
NFTs, atomic swaps, DAO governance, identity, and L2 channels/rollups out 
of the boxGitHub. It’s uncommon for one platform to natively include all these: 
for instance, NFTs on Ethereum require ERC-721 contracts, governance on 
Bitcoin is entirely off-chain, atomic swaps typically are done via scripts or cross-
chain protocols, not a built-in module. AlynCoin providing ready-made modules 
for these means developers can leverage them without reinventing wheels. For 
example, issuing an NFT or performing an atomic swap might just call an RPC or 
create a specific transaction type defined by the protocol (the code has an 
atomic_swaps directory for this). This high level of functionality on L1 is a 
differentiator – it’s more akin to a “batteries included” blockchain. 

• Hybrid PoW Algorithm and Adaptive Difficulty: While not as flashy as PQ 
crypto, AlynCoin’s hybrid hashing (BLAKE3+Keccak) and smart difficulty 
adjustment give it an edge in the PoW realm. It avoids the known weaknesses of 
SHA-256 (e.g., potential ASIC centralization) by using BLAKE3, which is very fast 
on CPUs and potentially ASIC-resistant due to its newness and reliance on 
memory/parallelism. The difficulty algorithm’s logistic growth floor and 
continuous adjustment prevents extreme volatility in block timesGitHubGitHub. 
This means more predictable block cadence and smoother mining progression 



than Bitcoin (which can have periods of very fast or slow blocks if hash power 
changes abruptly). The tail emission of 0.25 ALYN ensures miners always have 
incentive, avoiding deadlock scenarios (Bitcoin will rely solely on fees in future, 
which is untested at scale). These choices make AlynCoin’s PoW more future-
proof and stable from an economic perspective (preventing sudden miner drop-
offs). 

• Security-through-Diversity: AlynCoin employs a diversity of cryptographic 
primitives (two hash functions, two signature schemes, two encryption 
schemes – AES and XChaCha20, etc.). This reduces systemic risk: even if one 
primitive is broken or found weak, the system as a whole remains secure. For 
instance, an attack on Keccak or a breakthrough in one lattice scheme alone 
would not compromise AlynCoin due to the fallback on the others. Top cryptos 
often rely on single points of cryptographic failure (e.g., everything on 
secp256k1, or a single hash function), making AlynCoin’s approach uniquely 
robust. 

• Developer-Friendly Architecture: As detailed, AlynCoin’s well-documented, 
modular code and straightforward API make it easier for developers to adopt and 
innovate. Newer projects like Solana have steep learning curves (Rust + complex 
parallel runtime), whereas AlynCoin can be understood by any skilled C++ dev 
with knowledge of blockchain basics. This could accelerate development of the 
AlynCoin ecosystem relative to peers, at least in the early stages. 

In summary, AlynCoin’s unique value lies in its future-ready security and integrated 
features. It is positioned as a “quantum-secure, privacy-first, self-contained” 
blockchain. Many of these strengths address known upcoming challenges for 
established networks: quantum computing (threatening Bitcoin/Ethereum), scalability 
via rollups (Ethereum is pursuing it but not fully there), and transaction privacy 
(Monero/Zcash address privacy but not network-origin privacy; others have none). 
AlynCoin essentially overpowers others in security and privacy by default, rather than 
as optional add-ons. 

8. Gaps and Weaknesses – Scalability, Complexity, and 
Maturity 

While AlynCoin is technically impressive, it also has some areas of weakness or open 
questions, especially when compared to the top cryptocurrencies: 

• Throughput and Latency: AlynCoin currently targets ~2-minute block 
timesGitHub, similar to older chains (Litecoin is 2.5 min, Bitcoin 10 min). This is 
a disadvantage in terms of transaction latency compared to newer platforms: 



Solana and Avalanche finalize transactions in seconds or less. Even Ethereum’s 
~12s blocks with near-finality in ~6-12 minutes are faster for most practical 
purposes. Unless AlynCoin significantly increases its base layer throughput or 
relies heavily on rollups, it may struggle with high-frequency use cases (e.g., 
real-time trading, gaming) that Solana or Layer-2 solutions on Ethereum aim to 
serve. The reliance on PoW means there is an inherent limit to how low latency 
can go (due to propagation and variance). This conservative approach favors 
security, but in a world of fast PoS chains, AlynCoin could be perceived as slow. 
Its throughput per block is also not clearly specified – if block size or gas limits 
are similar to Bitcoin, it might handle on the order of <10 TPS on L1. The rollup 
mechanism can mitigate this by moving activity off-chain, but that requires 
adoption of L2 by users and doesn’t help L1 contract throughput (since AlynCoin 
doesn’t have general contracts, not an issue yet). 

• Energy and Environmental Cost: As a Proof-of-Work blockchain, AlynCoin 
inherits the energy consumption concerns of PoW. Bitcoin’s energy usage is 
massive, and many newer projects (Ethereum, Cardano, etc.) explicitly chose 
Proof-of-Stake to be more sustainable and scalable. AlynCoin’s PoW uses 
efficient hashes (BLAKE3 is CPU-friendly) and a 50% burn of fees (which could 
moderate mining reward inflation), but it still incentivizes miners to expend 
electricity to compete. This could hinder adoption in an era where ESG 
(environmental, social, governance) factors are increasingly scrutinized. If 
AlynCoin does not attract a large mining base, it’s less of an immediate issue, 
but if it grew, it would face the same criticisms as Bitcoin. In contrast, all major 
smart contract platforms now (Ethereum, BSC, Cardano, Solana, Avalanche) are 
PoS or similar. AlynCoin’s choice of PoW might be seen as a step back by some, 
despite its technical merits for security. 

• Complexity and Newness: AlynCoin’s incorporation of so many new 
technologies (Falcon, Dilithium, STARKs, etc.) adds complexity and risk. Each of 
these components is non-trivial. For example, STARK proofs are large in size 
(hundreds of kilobytes or more) – including them in blocks could bloat block size 
and chain storage. The verification of STARKs, while faster than SNARKs, is still 
an intensive computation. If every 64 blocks comes with a proof, that’s an 
overhead that might limit low-end hardware from running full nodes. Established 
chains typically stick to known quantities – Bitcoin’s script is simple, Ethereum’s 
EVM is complex but well-studied. AlynCoin ventures into relatively uncharted 
engineering territory by integrating STARKs at layer-1; bugs in the circuit or 
proving system could have security implications (e.g., a flawed proof verification 
might falsely validate an invalid state, though STARKs are designed to minimize 
that risk). Also, maintaining and updating so many cryptographic components 
requires expertise. The core team will need to keep up with updates (e.g., if NIST 
tweaks Dilithium parameters or if a minor vulnerability is found in Falcon’s 



implementation, etc.). This could be a burden on a small project, whereas larger 
ecosystems have entire research communities contributing to security. 

• Network Decentralization and Attack Resistance: As a new chain, AlynCoin’s 
actual network (number of nodes, miners, validators) is currently small relative 
to Bitcoin or Ethereum. This means in practice it may be less secure at the 
network level despite its strong cryptography. For PoW, a small hash rate is 
vulnerable to 51% attacks (double-spends or reorgs) by an attacker with 
moderate resources (especially since specialized hardware could be 
repurposed if AlynCoin’s mining algorithm doesn’t have ASICs yet – an attacker 
might use botnets or GPUs). Bitcoin’s security comes not just from SHA256’s 
strength but from the enormous hash power making attacks infeasible. AlynCoin 
will need growth in miners to achieve the same. Its hybrid hash could deter some 
ASICs, but also means initially mining might be CPU/GPU-friendly, which also 
means an attacker could rent cloud GPUs to attack. The project’s reorg limit of 
100 blocks helps, but a 51% attacker can still cause havoc within that window. 
In contrast, PoS chains with a known validator set can be resilient (or have 
different failure modes like needing to slash validators). As of now, AlynCoin’s 
actual hashrate and distribution is a question mark – this is more a maturity 
issue than a design flaw, but it’s a practical weakness against top coins that 
have years of mining or staking securing them. 

• Lack of Smart Contract Platform: Unlike Ethereum, Solana, Cardano, etc., 
AlynCoin does not advertise a general smart contract platform (no EVM or Move 
or WASM). Its feature set is rich but fixed. This means it might not attract the 
same developer ecosystem as an open-ended platform like Ethereum where 
anyone can deploy arbitrary dApps via smart contracts. If a new use case arises 
that AlynCoin didn’t foresee, it could be at a disadvantage compared to 
Ethereum (where one could just write a contract for it). The counterpoint is 
AlynCoin could implement new features at the protocol level, but that requires 
core development and consensus upgrades rather than just application-layer 
innovation. This could slow the growth of a diverse ecosystem. Many of the top 
10 cryptos gained traction due to smart contract capabilities (DeFi on Ethereum, 
NFTs on various chains, etc.), which AlynCoin in its current form doesn’t directly 
replicate. It’s more analogous to an enhanced Bitcoin (with built-in special 
transactions) than an Ethereum-like world computer. That could limit its appeal 
or require a later addition of a contract VM (perhaps via rollups or state 
channels). 

• Larger Transaction Sizes & Bandwidth: Using two signatures per transaction 
(Falcon and Dilithium) makes each transaction quite large – Falcon-1024 
signatures are ~666 bytes, Dilithium-2 (or 3) signatures are ~2-3KB. So each 
transaction could be ~3KB or more just for signatures, plus other data. By 



comparison, a Bitcoin transaction might be ~250 bytes, Ethereum transactions 
~100 bytes (excluding calldata). This means AlynCoin blocks, if allowing similar 
numbers of transactions, will be much bigger in bytes. This impacts block 
propagation times and storage requirements. A 1MB Bitcoin block carrying 
~4000 tx could be a 12MB AlynCoin block for 4000 tx, due to PQ signatures 
overhead. AlynCoin might offset this by having fewer transactions on L1 and 
relying on rollups (one rollup proof could cover many transfers with a single 
proof overhead). Nonetheless, the network and nodes need to handle larger data 
throughput. If internet bandwidth or node disk usage is a concern, this could be 
a barrier for some node operators. Top chains currently avoid PQ crypto 
overhead; when they transition (years from now), they will face similar issues, 
but as of today AlynCoin is taking that hit upfront. 

• Experimental Features Not Yet Battle-Tested: Features like onion routing in 
the P2P layer and on-chain STARK verification are very new. There may be 
unforeseen issues – for example, the Whisper onion network could be 
susceptible to denial-of-service or spam if not rate-limited (the docs mention a 
rate limit test for 1000 tx/min to ensure it triggers controlsGitHub). Also, running 
an onion network in parallel with block propagation could increase complexity in 
peer management. By contrast, simpler networks like Bitcoin’s gossip or 
Avalanche’s repeated polling are well understood and have known failure 
modes. With new mechanisms, AlynCoin might discover edge cases or bugs 
only through real-world usage. As an example, early Ethereum had to adjust its 
peer networking protocol many times as issues like overload, DDoS attacks, 
etc., were discovered. AlynCoin will likely go through a similar hardening phase. 

• Smaller Community & Ecosystem: From a non-technical standpoint but 
relevant to sustainability, AlynCoin is not (yet) backed by a large community of 
developers or miners. Top cryptos benefit from thousands of contributors, 
auditors, and users who collectively find and fix bugs, suggest improvements, 
and promote adoption. AlynCoin’s complexity means it really needs specialized 
experts (cryptographers, protocol engineers) to validate its approach. Without 
broad peer review, there could be subtle bugs (especially in cryptographic code) 
that linger. For instance, improper use of random number generation for keys or 
a bug in integrating the PQ libraries could undermine security. The code does 
use well-known libraries (reducing this risk), but community eyes are invaluable. 
Until AlynCoin gains more adoption, it is inherently more at risk of undiscovered 
issues compared to the heavily audited code of Bitcoin/Ethereum. 

Conclusion: AlynCoin presents an ambitious and forward-looking blockchain design 
that technically outshines many incumbents in areas like security and integrated 
features. It demonstrates what a “future-proof” blockchain might look like. However, 
these strengths come with trade-offs in complexity, performance (at least in the short 



term), and the burden of proving itself. In areas of raw speed and established adoption, 
AlynCoin falls short of specialized chains (it’s not going to process 50k TPS like Solana 
claims, nor does it have millions of users like Ethereum). Its use of Proof-of-Work, while 
arguably more secure in a classical sense, is against the grain of modern high-
performance chains and could impede growth or raise criticism. 

From an architect’s perspective, AlynCoin is a bold experiment blending Bitcoin’s 
proven PoW model with enhancements from academic research (post-quantum 
crypto, ZK proofs, self-healing algorithms). It is technically stronger in security and 
integrity, ensuring the blockchain can stand the test of future technology (quantum 
computers) and scale via L2 proofs. But it also has to contend with the practical 
weaknesses of being new: it must attract sufficient miners/nodes, refine its 
performance, and possibly simplify aspects for users (maybe hiding the dual-key 
complexity behind user-friendly wallets, which it seems to do). Scalability might rely on 
the success of its rollup integration; if that works, it can potentially match or exceed 
other L1s in throughput by moving work off-chain. 

In sum, AlynCoin is positioned as a “future-ready Bitcoin” – prioritizing 
decentralization and security like Bitcoin, yet incorporating advanced features to 
remain robust and efficient in the face of evolving challenges. Its clear strengths lie in 
areas that will matter more with time (quantum resistance, zero-knowledge 
verification), while its weaknesses are those that are felt today (speed, adoption, 
complexity). Overcoming those weaknesses will be key to AlynCoin’s success against 
the well-entrenched top cryptocurrencies. 

Sources: 

• AlynCoin code excerpts and documentation, including consensus (mining loop, 
difficulty)GitHubGitHub, networking (TLS, frame protocol, sync)GitHubGitHub, 
and crypto (hybrid hash, PQ signatures)GitHubGitHub. 

• AlynCoin Whitepaper and README highlightsalyncoin.comGitHub, providing 
context on design goals and implemented features. 

• Comparative information on Bitcoin, Ethereum, and others drawn from well-
known technical specifications and community documentation (e.g., Bitcoin 
Core, Ethereum’s Yellow Paper, Solana/Avalanche whitepapers) to contrast with 
AlynCoin’s approaches (no direct citations, as these are common knowledge 
among blockchain developers). 

 


