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Support Consistent DLT Analysis
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Consensus Network (CxN): 2 options

Transacting Network (TxN): 2 options
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FINDINGS

Trust-Aspects for DLTs Multilateral-Notary DLTs Bottom-Up DLT
cannot be optimized for both provide maximal Trust-Aspects for Framework
Obligations (Trusted-Tx) and Obligations (Trusted-Tx) provides design boundaries
Payments (Trust-less-Tx) S e g for DLT evolution
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