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Abstract In recent years, peer-to-peer (P2P) systems have evolved to accommodate growing numbers of participating
peers. The availability of a P2P system is heavily affected by the P2P bootstrapping mechanism. There are some diffe-

rences of bootstrapping mechanisms among P2P networks which have different topology. A survey of the recent work a-

bout the P2P bootstrapping mechanisms is made. And some performance indexes were proposed and the similarities and

differences of them were compared. It is helpful to the further study of P2P network self-organization,
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