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Abstract

Digital payment networks are converging on a single goal: instant, low-cost settlement. Where they diverge is in
their path to trust. Ripple's XRP Ledger modernizes interbank messaging within the existing financial hierarchy.
SatsPay builds a Bitcoin-native alternative that eliminates intermediaries entirely.

This paper explores the underlying architectures, security assumptions, economic incentives, and market
philosophies of both systems. It demonstrates that while XRP optimizes legacy rails, SatsPay extends Bitcoin's
immutability to real-world merchants, creating a permissionless payment layer for commerce the banking system
refuses to touch.

1| Introduction

The global economy still moves at the pace of clearinghouses. Traditional settlement relies on jurisdictional
intermediaries, reconciliation delays, and counterparty risk. Blockchain technology promised to fix this—but not all
implementations honor the same principles.

Two networks define opposite ends of the speed spectrum: XRP and SatsPay. XRP represents the institutional
corridor; SatsPay represents the sovereign one. Ripple Labs launched the XRP Ledger in 2012 to serve banks seeking
faster cross-border transfers. Its model uses a native token (XRP) as a temporary bridge between fiat currencies.
Validators confirm transactions through a federated voting process, achieving consensus within seconds.

SatsPay was conceived more than a decade later, when Lightning Network capacity and enterprise-grade custody
matured enough to support a full merchant ecosystem. It is a Bitcoin-only network integrating Lightning payments,
BitGo custody, and compliance analytics into a single stack designed for merchants rather than banks. Both projects
advertise speed; only one preserves decentralization.

2 | Design Philosophy

Every network begins with an assumption about trust. Ripple assumes money is a messaging system: transactions
are communications between regulated entities. Governance is institutional; stability comes from oversight. Value is
represented by a bridge token mediating fiat conversions, and compliance is enforced by central authority. The
primary customer is the bank.

SatsPay assumes money is digital property. Transactions are direct ownership transfers between peers.
Governance is mathematical; stability comes from consensus. Bitcoin itself is the value—no bridge, no tokenization.
Compliance happens at the edges through KYC and KYT analysis, not through centralized control. The primary
customer is the merchant.



Ripple's worldview seeks speed through coordination. SatsPay's worldview achieves speed through the elimination
of intermediaries.

3 | System Architecture

3.1 The SatsPay Stack

SatsPay rests entirely on Bitcoin's open network while layering professional-grade tooling on top.

Bitcoin Layer 1 — Immutable Settlement
All Lightning channels anchor on the Bitcoin blockchain, inheriting its Proof-of-Work security. Each closing
transaction is final, auditable, and globally verifiable.

Lightning Layer 2 — Instant Micro-Settlement
Payments move through hash-time-locked contracts across a mesh of nodes. Average confirmation is under one
second; fees are fractions of a cent. Channels can batch thousands of payments before touching Layer 1.

Custody and Compliance Layer
BitGo institutional custody secures merchant balances where required, while Lightning wallets remain
non-custodial. On-chain analytics monitor illicit activity without exposing identities.

Merchant Dashboard and Proof-of-Payment Ledger
Real-time reporting captures both Lightning and on-chain transactions. Nightly reconciliation PDFs are anchored by
transaction IDs, creating a verifiable audit trail that preserves user privacy.

Phase 2 Internal Ledger
SatsPay Accounts enable instant, fee-free transfers within the network while anchoring a daily state root to Bitcoin
for auditability.

Together, these components form a closed-loop payment ecosystem that maintains Bitcoin's decentralization and
delivers enterprise-grade usability.

3.2 The XRP Stack
RippleNet is a permissioned consortium framework optimized for institutional reliability.

XRP Ledger
A distributed database uses the Ripple Protocol Consensus Algorithm. Validators vote on transaction order every
few seconds. The native asset, XRP, comprises one hundred billion pre-minted units.

Institutional Gateways
Banks hold fiat reserves and issue 10Us representing balances on the ledger. Cross-border transfer follows a
three-step pattern: Bank A locks USD, issues XRP, and Bank B redeems EUR.

Governance

Ripple Labs maintains the reference software, manages validator lists, and controls large escrowed XRP reserves.
Protocol updates require a super-majority among approved nodes.
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Compliance Model
KYC and AML occur at each participating financial institution. The ledger provides transaction visibility but depends
on gateways to enforce regulation.

The result is an efficient yet semi-centralized network—fast, predictable, and bank-friendly.

4 | Security Models

4.1 Bitcoin and Lightning

Bitcoin's Proof-of-Work secures the base layer through distributed computation. An attacker would need to control
more than half of total hash power to rewrite history—an economically prohibitive act.

Lightning inherits this security by anchoring channels on-chain. Each channel opening and closing references
Bitcoin's immutable ledger. Attempting to broadcast an old state triggers penalty transactions that confiscate the

cheater's funds. The network scales horizontally; adding nodes increases both liquidity and redundancy.

The trust assumption is mathematical and incentive-based rather than institutional.

4.2 XRP Ledger Consensus

The Ripple Protocol Consensus Algorithm replaces mining with validator agreement. Validators propose and vote on
transaction sets until eighty percent concur. The system achieves deterministic finality but introduces governance
risk: collusion or censorship can stall the ledger.

Because validators are identifiable entities, regulatory intervention is possible—advantageous to governments but
contrary to the ethos of trustless networks.

5 | Performance Metrics

Lightning's channel parallelism delivers sub-second confirmations and theoretical throughput exceeding one
million transactions per second. Settlement is instant once the HTLC completes, and the final state is later anchored
to Bitcoin for irreversible recording. Fees range from one to fifty satoshis—fractions of a cent.

The XRP Ledger averages three to five seconds per confirmation with an on-chain throughput near 1,500
transactions per second. Its deterministic finality and tiny burn fee are efficient, but the system's throughput

ultimately depends on validator hardware and governance scaling rather than network distribution.

Lightning matches XRP's speed without centralized validation, achieving scale through thousands of independent
payment channels.

6 | Economic Incentives and Monetary Design

SatsPay inherits Bitcoin's monetary credibility: zero inflation, fixed supply, and global recognition of scarcity. Its
business model monetizes service and network utility instead of token issuance. Merchants pay between one and
two percent per transaction, and routing nodes earn fractions of a satoshi per payment.
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Ripple's model centers on XRP liquidity. Its long-term viability depends on market perception of XRP's utility and the
company's control of escrow releases. While its token velocity supports institutional liquidity, it introduces
monetary uncertainty absent from Bitcoin's discipline.

7 | Compliance Framework Overview

SatsPay is built for regulated deployment without central custody of user funds. Each merchant undergoes KYC
verification, and every transaction flows through real-time KYT monitoring provided by partner analytics vendors.
BitGo's custody framework allows documented compliance equal to institutional standards while keeping SatsPay
outside money-transmitter status.

RippleNet's compliance is institutional; each participant is already licensed and regulated. XRP transactions depend
on those banks for oversight rather than transparent protocol-level verification.

SatsPay demonstrates compliance without compromise—the network remains permissionless while its merchants
remain audit-ready.

8 | Interim Conclusion

Both systems solve the same latency problem. Ripple replaces correspondent banking with a corporate ledger;
SatsPay replaces banks with mathematics. XRP's trust model is fast because participants are known. SatsPay's
trust model is fast because outcomes are provable.

9 | Economic Architecture

A payment network’s credibility lives and dies by its monetary architecture. The core distinction between SatsPay
and XRP begins here: Bitcoin's supply is finite and decentralized; XRP's is pre-minted and centrally managed.
Bitcoin's issuance schedule is fixed by code and enforced by miners distributed around the world. XRP's supply
originates from a single corporate entity that retains control over release schedules, escrow management, and
validator configuration. This design choice influences everything from market behavior to regulatory perception.

SatsPay inherits Bitcoin's deflationary design. There are no tokens to issue, no inflation to sustain a treasury, and
no speculation-driven liquidity requirement. The ecosystem monetizes performance, not creation. Fees collected
from merchants cover operational costs, network analytics, and infrastructure scaling. Routing nodes earn
fractional satoshi rewards for providing liquidity between payment channels, maintaining healthy decentralization
of the network’s cash flow.

Ripple's model depends on XRP velocity. The token acts as a bridge asset, temporarily holding value between fiat
pairs. Demand for XRP therefore rises or falls with institutional usage rather than with user adoption. If banks limit
on-ledger liquidity, XRP's utility diminishes. If regulators restrict exchange pairs, liquidity dries up. SatsPay avoids
both outcomes by building atop Bitcoin's global liquidity, already the deepest and most traded asset in digital
finance.
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Economically, SatsPay aligns with Bitcoin's long-term scarcity and network neutrality. The absence of a native
token keeps incentives pure and predictable. For merchants, every transaction is denominated in Bitcoin, settled in
Bitcoin, and stored in Bitcoin. For network operators, income derives from services, not speculation. This
fundamental difference—commodity money versus tokenized liquidity—defines the long-term trust gap between
the two systems.

10 | Custody and Settlement Mechanics

Custody is where philosophy meets regulation. SatsPay's model blends Lightning's non-custodial flow with BitGo's
institutional security for those who require it. Funds move peer-to-peer, but merchants can elect to maintain
operational balances in BitGo-managed wallets for auditing and insurance coverage. This hybrid arrangement
satisfies compliance without undermining sovereignty.

Every transaction within the SatsPay ecosystem is instantly reconciled through its Proof-of-Payment ledger. Each
day's ledger snapshot is hashed and anchored to Bitcoin's blockchain. This approach provides verifiable proof of all
network settlements without exposing counterparties or compromising privacy. The result is a transparent yet
private reconciliation system—an immutable audit trail secured by the same energy-backed network that
underpins Bitcoin itself.

RippleNet's custody model is entirely institutional. Banks hold fiat reserves, manage liquidity pools, and use XRP as
an intermediate asset during transfer. Settlement finality occurs when validators approve ledger updates, but
underlying fiat must still clear between banks through traditional mechanisms. This introduces reconciliation
latency that the XRP Ledger alone cannot eliminate. The network's appearance of instant settlement masks a
dependency on off-ledger processes—regulatory approval, liquidity confirmation, and fiat release.

SatsPay's settlement is genuinely final. Once a Lightning payment completes, the receiving merchant owns the
Bitcoin. There are no redemption steps, correspondent banks, or post-transaction reconciliation windows. This
property—mathematical finality—is what separates crypto-settlement from crypto-messaging.

11| Security, Resilience, and Attack Surfaces

Security in decentralized systems is not about absolute immunity; it is about proportional cost. Bitcoin's
Proof-of-Work architecture remains the most expensive system to attack in history. Its hash rate exceeds
hundreds of exahashes per second, translating into billions of dollars in hardware and energy costs required to
compromise consensus. SatsPay leverages this global security layer without modification. Lightning channels
inherit the base layer's protection, ensuring that every payment path is ultimately guaranteed by the same
cryptographic and economic incentives.

Because SatsPay payments settle off-chain, they introduce additional layers of resilience. Even if portions of the
Lightning graph go offline, other routes can complete the transaction. Channels can be rebalanced automatically;
nodes can reopen on the fly. There is no central authority to compromise. The system degrades gracefully under
stress—exactly the quality required for payments operating across volatile jurisdictions.

XRP's resilience depends on validator distribution and the health of RippleNet participants. While the ledger can
continue with a reduced quorum, central dependencies such as validator coordination and escrow management
create systemic chokepoints. A government injunction against major validators or a technical failure within Ripple
Labs could pause transaction validation. The network's reliance on identifiable participants enhances compliance
but weakens censorship resistance.
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SatsPay's model assumes the opposite: anonymity at the network layer, transparency at the ledger layer.
Transactions are pseudonymous and non-reversible, but the Proof-of-Payment ledger provides irrefutable
evidence of what occurred. That balance—private for the user, provable for the auditor—marks a security
architecture mature enough for institutional oversight without surrendering Bitcoin's core principle of user
sovereignty.

12 | Compliance, Regulation, and Legal Classification

Regulatory treatment of digital payment systems depends primarily on custody and control. Under FinCEN and
state-level definitions, SatsPay is a non-custodial payment facilitator. It never holds customer funds, performs
currency conversion, or transmits fiat value. All transactions are peer-to-peer Bitcoin transfers. BitGo's role as a
qualified custodian allows merchants to maintain institutional-level compliance while SatsPay remains outside
the scope of money transmitter licensing.

This structure is intentional. Compliance is concentrated where it belongs—at the endpoints—while the protocol
remains globally neutral. Merchants undergo identity verification and ongoing KYT transaction analysis. Each
Lightning transaction is traceable on its settlement channel, and every on-chain closure links back to a
transparent, cryptographic proof. The system provides regulators with verifiable auditability without requiring
network-wide control.

RippleNet, by contrast, operates as an institutional clearing layer. Participating banks are full custodians of fiat,
and Ripple Labs’ distribution of XRP brings it under scrutiny as an issuer. The network’s compliance framework is
robust but centralized. Each participant must adhere to jurisdictional regulation; the system's integrity relies on
trust in those entities to implement policy correctly.

SatsPay inverts that trust relationship. The network itself is neutral, and compliance is achieved through verifiable
evidence rather than organizational hierarchy. This design keeps SatsPay lean, borderless, and operational in
industries traditional processors avoid.

13 | Performance Scaling and Network Economics

Performance scaling defines a payment network’s longevity. Ripple's ledger achieves speed by limiting validator
count. Fewer nodes mean faster consensus but less decentralization. Lightning achieves speed through infinite
parallelization. Each payment channel can process independent streams without waiting for a global ledger
update.

In SatsPay's implementation, Lightning serves as the performance core while the Proof-of-Payment ledger acts as
the accountability layer. This dual-system model allows the network to grow organically—new merchants open
channels, liquidity providers route payments, and BitGo custody integrates settlement data for compliance.
Because routing fees are market-based, network efficiency improves naturally over time.

The economics of this model are self-balancing. When demand rises, routing capacity increases, which lowers
fees. When demand falls, liquidity providers consolidate, maintaining equilibrium. There is no central authority
adjusting monetary policy or throughput parameters. The network scales through voluntary participation.

Ripple's performance ceiling is defined by validator throughput and bandwidth. While upgrades can increase

capacity, the system remains bound by a centralized coordination layer. Its economic model does not self-balance;
it relies on market liquidity of XRP and institutional volume to maintain network efficiency.
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SatsPay's design mirrors Bitcoin's evolutionary philosophy—robust, organic, and unstoppable. Where Ripple's
architecture requires consensus among institutions, SatsPay's architecture thrives on consent among individuals.

14 | Interoperability and Integration Potential

A global payment network cannot exist in isolation. SatsPay is inherently interoperable with any system that
supports Bitcoin transactions or Lightning invoices. It can connect to exchanges, POS terminals, mobile wallets,
and hardware custody devices through standard Bitcoin protocols. Its integration with BitGo creates a bridge for
regulated institutions seeking exposure to Bitcoin settlement without operating their own Lightning nodes.

RippleNet's interoperability lies in its corporate integrations with banks and remittance partners. The network
excels at structured compliance within known ecosystems but struggles to reach open networks without
contractual agreements. Its APIs are enterprise-grade but permissioned; developers cannot freely build without
institutional onboarding.

SatsPay's approach favors open development. The same API that powers a nightclub's payment dashboard can
power a freelancer's invoice or a dispensary’'s POS terminal. This flexibility positions SatsPay as a universal
payments rail rather than a sector-specific processor. Its scope extends beyond restricted business—it simply
starts there because that's where the need is greatest.

15 | Comparative Data Summary

Feature SatsPay XRP

Settlement Asset Bitcoin XRP token

Consensus Proof-of-Work + channel verification Federated validator consensus
Supply Model Fixed 21 million Pre-minted 100 billion

Finality Instant Lightning settlement Deterministic validator signatures
Governance Open-source protocol Ripple Labs and validator consortium
Compliance Mode Endpoint KYC + KYT analytics Institutional KYC / AML enforcement
Custody Non-custodial with optional BitGo custody Fully custodial via banks

User Base Merchants, creators, consumers Banks, remittance networks
Philosophy Sovereignty and transparency Regulation and coordination

16 | Synthesis

At this stage, the divergence between both systems becomes philosophical rather than purely technical. Ripple
pursues efficiency within the old framework. SatsPay builds efficiency into a new one. One relies on reputation; the
other relies on proof. One requires permission to participate; the other requires only bandwidth and Bitcoin.
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Both networks may coexist for years, serving different strata of the financial landscape. But the arc of technology
bends toward decentralization. As regulatory comfort with Bitcoin grows and Lightning infrastructure becomes
ubiquitous, permissioned networks will struggle to justify their existence. The convenience of compliance cannot
compete forever with the inevitability of mathematics.

17 | Market Adoption and Use-Case Evolution

Real adoption is a measure of utility, not speculation. Ripple's adoption curve has been institution-driven since its
inception. Its clients are banks, remittance providers, and central banks exploring CBDC pilots. Each deployment
expands RippleNet's closed network but leaves end-users unaware of the technology underneath. The user
experiences a faster bank transfer, not a structural revolution.

SatsPay's adoption curve begins at the other end of the spectrum. It targets businesses excluded from traditional
payment infrastructure—adult clubs, dispensaries, nightlife venues, independent creators, and freelance
workforces. These merchants operate in a world where “high-risk” labels result in de-banking and excessive
processing fees. For them, SatsPay is not a novelty; it is access to the global economy.

The early ecosystem forms a parallel network of commerce that settles entirely in Bitcoin. From there, network
effects expand naturally. Once the same infrastructure powers bars, tattoo parlors, and small retailers, integration
with mainstream businesses becomes seamless. Each Lightning channel opened by a club can just as easily route
a café's invoice or a musician's tip jar. What begins as a niche necessity evolves into a universal payment layer.

Ripple's network effect depends on institutional contracts and regulatory clarity. SatsPay's network effect
depends on usefulness and permissionless adoption. In practice, one scales linearly with compliance, the other
exponentially with need.

18 | Strategic Positioning and Partnerships

SatsPay's strategic objective is to occupy the space between grassroots Bitcoin adoption and institutional custody.
By aligning with BitGo, it inherits the credibility of regulated infrastructure while retaining Lightning's openness.
BitGo custody provides the compliance anchor that large merchants require; the Lightning Network provides the
speed and irreversibility they desire. This partnership transforms BitGo from a vault into a payment engine and
establishes SatsPay as its retail distribution layer.

Ripple's partnerships operate at a higher altitude: government agencies, major banks, and payment providers such
as SBI or Santander. Its success depends on persuading legacy finance to migrate from SWIFT to RippleNet.
SatsPay's success depends on empowering everyone who cannot use SWIFT at all. These strategies are
complementary in theory but competitive in outcome. The more SatsPay grows, the less room remains for
intermediaries.

In the next decade, the market will likely bifurcate. RippleNet will continue to handle interbank settlement,
corporate remittances, and government-approved digital-currency initiatives. SatsPay will dominate the

real-economy layer—point-of-sale, peer-to-merchant, micro-commerce, and creator payments. Together they
represent the two ends of monetary transformation: institution-to-institution and person-to-person.

19 | Technical Roadmap and Innovation Pipeline
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The SatsPay roadmap extends beyond payments into full-stack Bitcoin financial services. Development priorities
for 2026-2028 include:

e Automated Channel Management. Self-balancing nodes that optimize liquidity without user intervention.

e Dynamic Fee Routing. Adaptive algorithms that adjust routing fees based on real-time network
congestion.

e Proof-of-Compliance Reports. Encrypted merchant compliance summaries automatically generated from
KYT data.

e APIs for Third-Party Integrations. Allowing developers to embed SatsPay Lightning checkout in any web or
POS environment.

e (ross-Network Bridges. Compatibility modules connecting SatsPay to Liquid, Fedimint, and other Bitcoin
sidechains for asset issuance or confidential transactions.

Each innovation strengthens the network's competitive moat while maintaining Bitcoin purity. No altcoin issuance,
no token incentives—just engineering that improves performance, transparency, and usability.

Ripple's innovation roadmap focuses on regulatory engagement and CBDC integration. Its advancements will
improve interoperability among central banks and financial institutions. But these achievements will remain
confined to licensed actors. SatsPay's roadmap democratizes the same speed and efficiency for everyone else.

20 | Macroeconomic and Regulatory Implications

When money moves at the speed of light, policy has to adapt. Ripple's model aligns with regulators because it
reinforces existing supervision structures. Each participant is already licensed; each transaction can be monitored.
SatsPay's model challenges regulators to acknowledge that compliance does not require control. Transparent
cryptographic reporting provides equivalent oversight with fewer intermediaries.

In markets where capital controls or moral classifications restrict commerce, SatsPay functions as an economic
equalizer. It transforms Bitcoin from an investment asset into an operating currency. Merchants no longer depend
on banks to approve their revenue streams. For policymakers, this shift introduces new opportunities for taxation
and transparency, but also new questions about jurisdiction.

Long term, both systems push financial oversight toward evidence-based compliance. Regulators will measure

legitimacy by provable transaction data rather than institutional reputation. In that world, the SatsPay
model—open, auditable, mathematically honest—becomes the template for digital-asset regulation.

21| Philosophical Reflection — Speed Versus Sovereignty

The deeper difference between Ripple and SatsPay is philosophical. Ripple believes faster banks will produce a
fairer system. SatsPay believes eliminating banks produces a freer one. Ripple's vision is administrative; SatsPay's
is evolutionary.

Bitcoin proved that monetary sovereignty could exist without centralized permission. Lightning proved that
sovereignty could scale. SatsPay extends those proofs into everyday commerce, giving the philosophy of
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decentralization a revenue model. It bridges idealism with pragmatism: a business can remain compliant and still
transact freely in Bitcoin.

This combination—commercial realism grounded in cryptographic truth—is what positions SatsPay as the natural
evolution of the Lightning ecosystem. It is not a payment app; it is the manifestation of Bitcoin's promise in the

retail economy.

22 | Quantitative Comparison

To ground philosophy in measurable data, the following summary highlights core performance metrics observed
during pilot testing and public network benchmarks.

Metric

Average Settlement Time

Effective Throughput (tested)

Fee per Transaction

Reversibility

Governance Nodes

Geographic Reach

Energy Source

Compliance Mechanism

Native Asset Supply

Custody Options

SatsPay (Lightning)

0.9 seconds

120,000 tx/s per region

= 0.1 ¢ USD equivalent

Irreversible

Open access > 20k Lightning
nodes

Global Internet access

Proof-of-Work hashrate backing

Endpoint KYC + cryptographic
proofs

21 million BTC finite

Self-custody or BitGo custody

XRP Ledger

3-5 seconds

1,500 tx/s global limit

= 0.00001 XRP (= 0.0005 ¢)

Reversible via institutional process

= 150 validators (majority affiliated)

Regulated jurisdictions only

Validator server infrastructure

Centralized KYC at banks

100 billion XRP escrowed

Institutional only

Quantitatively, Lightning equals or surpasses XRP's transaction speed while offering unmatched decentralization

and auditability.

23 | Future of Payment Infrastructure

The next generation of global payment infrastructure will likely blend both approaches. Institutional networks will
persist where regulation demands oversight. Decentralized networks will dominate where efficiency and
inclusivity matter more than policy comfort. Over time, these layers will converge.
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SatsPay's architecture anticipates that convergence. Its Proof-of-Payment ledger can integrate with enterprise
audit systems, government reporting APIs, and even private-sector accounting software without sacrificing
privacy. The same mechanism that generates a nightly reconciliation report for a club owner can generate a
compliance export for a tax authority. Transparency becomes programmable.

Ripple may remain indispensable for banks, but SatsPay will become indispensable for people. When Lightning
payments and Bitcoin custody coexist within regulatory frameworks, the network effect shifts from financial
institutions to human networks.

24 | Conclusion

Two systems pursue the same objective: make money move faster. One optimizes legacy infrastructure; the other
rewrites it. Ripple built a faster bridge between banks. SatsPay built a permanent highway for everyone else.

In Ripple's world, trust is outsourced to validators and governments. In SatsPay's world, trust is replaced by proof.
One serves compliance by control; the other serves compliance by transparency. One charges rent for access; the
other charges only routing fees.

As Bitcoin's Lightning Network continues to mature, SatsPay represents the first large-scale commercial
implementation capable of bringing it to mainstream commerce. It embodies Bitcoin's principles—scarcity,
sovereignty, and verifiability—while offering a professional interface, institutional compliance, and real-world
scalability.

Ripple and SatsPay will likely coexist, but history favors open systems. The architecture that outlasts will be the
one aligned with mathematics, not permission.

25 | Final Statement

The future of payments belongs to networks that make honesty automatic. SatsPay does not seek to compete with
Bitcoin; it extends it. It does not fight regulation; it proves compliance cryptographically. It does not replace
financial institutions by decree; it makes them optional by design.

When the world finally understands that speed and sovereignty are not opposites but partners, the debate will
end. The architecture of that world already exists. It is Bitcoin. SatsPay is the proof-of-use.

© 2025 SatsPay Financial Services Co. LLC
Bitcoin's Fast Lane for Restricted Business
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