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Badger DAO aims to create an ecosystem of DeFi products with the ultimate goal of bringing Bitcoin into Ethereum. 

It is the first DeFi project that chose to focus on BTC as the main reserve asset rather than using ETH. There are two 

main products, Sett and DIGG.

Sett is a yield farming aggregator focused on tokenized BTC. DIGG is the first elastic supply rebase token that is 

pegged to the price of Bitcoin.The rebase mechanism works similarly to Ampleforth which is pegged to the price of 

USD. BADGER is the governance token for the Badger DAO. It can be used to vote and receive cash flow from the fees 

earned by the protocol.

Badger token is currently trading and available in Binance and Uniswap.

BADGER DAO  - 84%

Seed investment price N/A

Current market cap $ 234 M

Current price $28.5

Competition YFI, ALPHA Finance



Karura claims to be the all-in-one DeFi hub of Kusama. Founded by the Acala Foundation, Karura is a scalable, 

EVM-compatible network optimized for DeFi. The platform offers financial applications including: a trustless staking 

derivative (liquid KSM), a multi-collateralized stablecoin backed by cross-chain assets (kUSD), and an AMM DEX — all 

with micro gas fees that can be paid in any token.

Karura token is not launched yet.

KARURA (ACALA) - 82%

Seed investment price N/A

Current market cap N/A

Current price N/A

Competition N/A



Seed investment price N/A

Current market cap N/A

Current price N/A

Competition Perp

dTrade claims to be the first DEX for perpetual swaps and options built on Polkadot. dTrade’s technology stack 

enables leveraged derivatives trading with on-chain settlement, enabling limitless derivatives markets without 

custodial and counterparty risks. Its performant off-chain matching engine, coupled with a constant function 

market maker, creates a hybrid order book plus AMM trading experience with high liquidity and pricing efficiency. 

dTrade aims to engineer the trading experience of centralized exchanges while providing the security and 

transparency of DEXs.

Their platform is not live yet, but the core is open source available for review. Insurance mining which allows users to 

stake USDC to bootstrap capital for the insurance fund and receive DET tokens is going live soon. 

DTRADE - 76%



Seed investment price N/A

Current market cap N/A

Current price N/A

Competition N/A

Upshot amins to build a protocol that enables real-time NFT appraisals by paying experts for providing their honest 

insights. Underlying is a question and answer protocol that leverages a new field of mechanism design called peer 

prediction to incentivize people to answer questions honestly. It’s purpose is to reliably and efficiently pair honest 

answers to questions. This enables and improves a number of exciting use cases such as efficient price discovery for 

esoteric assets, decentralized insurance, decentralized governance, content curation, and more.

Upshots looks promising and is trying to solve an important problem with NFT pricing. The protocol can be 

extended to many use cases outside of NFT’s like Insurance, content curation and governance. They don’t have a 

token yet but the beta is live on ethereum mainnet. Any protocol that relies on incentivized game theory is prone to 

variou attack vectors. But the team looks capable of delivering this. Definitely something interesting to keep an eye 

on how they progress. 

UPSHOT - 76%



The APWine protocol locks funds to generate interests which are tokenized as futures, enabling a DeFi user to trade 

unrealised yield.  While locking the interest bearing tokens during the period corresponding to the future, the protocol 

mints a number of future interest tokens that correspond to the amount of funds locked by the user. This token is 

tradable and will allow its holder to redeem the yield gathered by our smart contract at the expiration of a future. 

Market actors can therefore speculate in the future value of the yield of an asset.

At each future expiration, 1% of the generated yield is shared between all APW token holders.The token will also enable 

them to participate in the governance mechanisms of APWine. APW token  is currently not trading but the team 

announced a Balance Liquidity bootstrapping event on 19th - 21st May. 

APWINE - 76%

Seed investment price N/A

Current market cap N/A

Current price N/A

Competition ARCx



The Sylo Protocol provides confidential communication as a utility to the Sylo Confidential Communication App. 

The protocol acts as the confidential networking layer for the Sylo App, creating P2P connections and providing 

a way for users to interact and exchange data confidentially. The Sylo Protocol is being developed to provide fully 

decentralised confidential communication as a utility to all connected-apps within the Sylo ecosystem

Sylo is a decentralised communication and data exchange network powered by a layer 2 micropayments 

infrastructure and the $SYLO token. User-run Service Peers provide infrastructure to the network which allows 

developers and businesses to run privacy-first, unstoppable apps without deploying any infrastructure of their own. 

A staking architecture and unique probabilistic ticketing solution ensure minimal transaction fees and limitless 

scalability. This scalability is already on show within the projects flagship app, the Sylo Smart Wallet; a decentralised, 

private messenger and crypto wallet with over a quarter million users.

SYLO - 72%

Seed investment price N/A

Current market cap $ 26M

Current price $0.01

Competition N/A



Seed investment price $ 0

Current market cap $ 111 M

Current price $ 0.167

Competition IOTA

Streamr is a distributed open-source project that aims to build the decentralized infrastructure for real-time data, 

replacing centralized message brokers with a global peer-to-peer network. By relying on cryptography instead 

of trust, the open-source network aims to enable data sharing and monetization in IoT and smart cities, business 

consortia, individual crowd selling through Data Unions and the decentralized web.

The Streamr tech stack includes a pub/sub messaging network, data marketplace to trade and crowdsell real-time 

data, and a real-time data toolkit. 

STREAMR - 70%



Seed investment price N/A

Current market cap $ 34M

Current price $5.56

Competition N/A

Oiler Protocol provides instruments for trading / betting on changes in blockchain protocol parameters like block 

difficulty, block gas limit etc. DeFi users are most likely to use Oiler if they already have exposure to blockchain 

protocol parameters or  their operations rely on big shifts in the network behavior, manifesting via big hashrate 

changes, massive gas price movements and protocol behavior changes. for ex Exchanges that cover the highly 

volatile on-chain assets withdrawal costs, Miners having exposure to shifting block reward and transaction fees or 

Institutions with exposures to many blockchains and a need for hedging the protocol-level risks.

OILER NETWORK - 64%



Seed investment price N/A

Current market cap $2.7 M

Current price $ 0.27

Competition Compound

DeFiner is a decenralized finance network for digital savings, loans, and payments. Powered by blockchain 

technology, DeFiner enables users to effortlessly lend, borrow, and earn digital assets within a global network. 

DeFiner removes the friction and costs associated with conventional financial services and instead offers maximum 

flexibility to set one’s own rates and terms.

FIN is the Governance token which has three primary uses — profit distribution, voting rights, and proof of 

premium. DeFiner will redistribute profits collected on the platform back to FIN token holders, including any 

transaction fees and interest. The FIN token also represents voting rights for holders, with one token equalling 

one vote on the network, empowering users to control the development of the platform. Lastly, the FIN token acts 

as proof of premium on the platform, with users being rewarded in FIN for lending capital and collateral on the 

network.

DEFINER - 60%



Seed investment price N/A

Current market cap N/A

Current price N/A

Competition Acala

Relite is a money market protocol enabling users to lend, borrow, and stake all crypto assets in one interface. With 

interoperability at its core, Relite Protocol enables the utilisation of ERC-20 tokens alongside other popular chains 

(Bitcoin, Polkadot), creating a mixed asset basket. Through this they aim to offer lower collateralization requirements 

and manageable fees. Users are empowered to utilise any native crypto asset, further driving adoption to the 

masses

Reli token is used for governance of the protocol and staking the tokens will enable lower fees on the platform and 

other benefits. The token is currently not available.

RELITE FINANCE - 36%



1. BADGER DAO TECHNOLOGY REVIEW

Initial Screening
Keep researching

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Does this project need to use blockchain technology?

Can this project be realized?

Is the project protected from commonly known attacks?

Is there a viable use case for this project?

Are there no careless errors in the whitepaper?

Innovation (out of 11)

Great (2)

Feasible (2)

Yes (2)

1-5% (1)

7

Description Scorecard

How have similar projects performed?

Feasability - Are there too many innovations?

Is the project unique?

Percentage of crypto users that will use the project?

Architecture (out of 12)

Great (2)

Okay (1)

20-50 (1)

Great (4)

Not Too Complex (2)

10

Projects Technology Score

Overall feeling after reading whitepaper?

Resistance to possible attacks?

Time taken to understand the architecture?

Overall feeling about the architecture after deeper research?

Complexity of the architecture?

Code Quality (out of 15)

Yes (2)

Yes (2)

Good (2)

More Than 10K (1)

Good (1)

More Than 10 (2)

Good (1)

No (0)

Good (2)

13
Is the project open source?

Does the project use good code like C,C++, Rust, Erlang, Ruby, Go, Solidity, etc?

What is the quality of the code?

Github number of lines?

Overall quality of the test coverage?

Github commits per month?

Overall quality of the maintainability index?

Could the project use better programming languages?

How well is the code commented?

When Mainnet (out of 5)

Launched (5)When does the mainnet come out?

5

Usability for Infrastructure 
Projects (out of 5)

Yes (5)Is it easy to use for the end customer?

5

Team (out of 7) 

5+ (2)

Senior (2)

Solid (2)

Number of active developers?

Developers average Git Background?

Developers coding style?

6

Score out of 55

Innovation 20%

Architecture 22%

Mainnet 9%

Team 13%

Code Quality 27%

Usability 9%

Total 100%

46
84%

Total Score



2. KARURA (ACALA) TECHNOLOGY REVIEW

Initial Screening
Keep researching

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Does this project need to use blockchain technology?

Can this project be realized?

Is the project protected from commonly known attacks?

Is there a viable use case for this project?

Are there no careless errors in the whitepaper?

Innovation (out of 11)

Great (2)

Maybe (1)

Yes (2)

1-5% (1)

6

Description Scorecard

How have similar projects performed?

Feasability - Are there too many innovations?

Is the project unique?

Percentage of crypto users that will use the project?

Architecture (out of 12)

Great (2)

Okay (1)

20-50 (1)

Great (4)

Not Too Complex (2)

10

Projects Technology Score

Overall feeling after reading whitepaper?

Resistance to possible attacks?

Time taken to understand the architecture?

Overall feeling about the architecture after deeper research?

Complexity of the architecture?

Code Quality (out of 15)

Yes (2)

Yes (2)

Good (2)

More Than 10K (1)

Good (1)

More Than 10 (2)

Good (1)

No (0)

Good (2)

13
Is the project open source?

Does the project use good code like C,C++, Rust, Erlang, Ruby, Go, Solidity, etc?

What is the quality of the code?

Github number of lines?

Overall quality of the test coverage?

Github commits per month?

Overall quality of the maintainability index?

Could the project use better programming languages?

How well is the code commented?

When Mainnet (out of 5)

Launched (5)When does the mainnet come out?

5

Usability for Infrastructure 
Projects (out of 5)

Yes (5)Is it easy to use for the end customer?

5

Team (out of 7) 

5+ (2)

Senior (2)

Solid (2)

Number of active developers?

Developers average Git Background?

Developers coding style?

6

Score out of 55

Innovation 20%

Architecture 22%

Mainnet 9%

Team 13%

Code Quality 27%

Usability 9%

Total 100%

45
82%

Total Score



3. DTRADE TECHNOLOGY REVIEW

Initial Screening
Keep researching

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Does this project need to use blockchain technology?

Can this project be realized?

Is the project protected from commonly known attacks?

Is there a viable use case for this project?

Are there no careless errors in the whitepaper?

Innovation (out of 11)

Great (2)

Feasible (2)

Yes (2)

1-5% (1)

7

Description Scorecard

How have similar projects performed?

Feasability - Are there too many innovations?

Is the project unique?

Percentage of crypto users that will use the project?

Architecture (out of 12)

Great (2)

Okay (1)

20-50 (1)

Great (4)

Not Too Complex (2)

10

Projects Technology Score

Overall feeling after reading whitepaper?

Resistance to possible attacks?

Time taken to understand the architecture?

Overall feeling about the architecture after deeper research?

Complexity of the architecture?

Code Quality (out of 15)

Yes (2)

Yes (2)

Good (2)

More Than 10K (1)

Good (1)

More Than 10 (2)

Good (1)

No (0)

Good (2)

13
Is the project open source?

Does the project use good code like C,C++, Rust, Erlang, Ruby, Go, Solidity, etc?

What is the quality of the code?

Github number of lines?

Overall quality of the test coverage?

Github commits per month?

Overall quality of the maintainability index?

Could the project use better programming languages?

How well is the code commented?

When Mainnet (out of 5)

MVP or Testnet (2)When does the mainnet come out?

2

Usability for Infrastructure 
Projects (out of 5)

Yes (5)Is it easy to use for the end customer?

5

Team (out of 7) 

3+ (1)

Senior (2)

Solid (2)

Number of active developers?

Developers average Git Background?

Developers coding style?

5

Score out of 55

Innovation 20%

Architecture 22%

Mainnet 9%

Team 13%

Code Quality 27%

Usability 9%

Total 100%

42
76%

Total Score



4. UPSHOT TECHNOLOGY REVIEW

Initial Screening
Keep researching

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Does this project need to use blockchain technology?

Can this project be realized?

Is the project protected from commonly known attacks?

Is there a viable use case for this project?

Are there no careless errors in the whitepaper?

Innovation (out of 11)

Great (2)

Maybe (1)

Yes (2)

1-5% (1)

6

Description Scorecard

How have similar projects performed?

Feasability - Are there too many innovations?

Is the project unique?

Percentage of crypto users that will use the project?

Architecture (out of 12)

Great (2)

Okay (1)

20-50 (1)

Great (4)

Not Too Complex (2)

10

Projects Technology Score

Overall feeling after reading whitepaper?

Resistance to possible attacks?

Time taken to understand the architecture?

Overall feeling about the architecture after deeper research?

Complexity of the architecture?

Code Quality (out of 15)

No (0)

Yes (2)

Good (2)

More Than 10K (1)

Great (2)

More Than 10 (2)

Good (1)

No (0)

Good (2)

12
Is the project open source?

Does the project use good code like C,C++, Rust, Erlang, Ruby, Go, Solidity, etc?

What is the quality of the code?

Github number of lines?

Overall quality of the test coverage?

Github commits per month?

Overall quality of the maintainability index?

Could the project use better programming languages?

How well is the code commented?

When Mainnet (out of 5)

Launched (5)When does the mainnet come out?

5

Usability for Infrastructure 
Projects (out of 5)

Yes (5)Is it easy to use for the end customer?

5

Team (out of 7) 

Less Than 3 (0)

Senior (2)

Solid (2)

Number of active developers?

Developers average Git Background?

Developers coding style?

4

Score out of 55

Innovation 20%

Architecture 22%

Mainnet 9%

Team 13%

Code Quality 27%

Usability 9%

Total 100%

42
76%

Total Score



5. APWINE TECHNOLOGY REVIEW

Initial Screening
Keep researching

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Does this project need to use blockchain technology?

Can this project be realized?

Is the project protected from commonly known attacks?

Is there a viable use case for this project?

Are there no careless errors in the whitepaper?

Innovation (out of 11)

Great (2)

Feasible (2)

Yes (2)

1-5% (1)

7

Description Scorecard

How have similar projects performed?

Feasability - Are there too many innovations?

Is the project unique?

Percentage of crypto users that will use the project?

Architecture (out of 12)

Great (2)

Okay (1)

20-50 (1)

Okay (2)

Not Too Complex (2)

8

Projects Technology Score

Overall feeling after reading whitepaper?

Resistance to possible attacks?

Time taken to understand the architecture?

Overall feeling about the architecture after deeper research?

Complexity of the architecture?

Code Quality (out of 15)

Yes (2)

Yes (2)

Good (2)

More Than 10K (1)

Good (1)

More Than 10 (2)

Good (1)

No (0)

Good (2)

13
Is the project open source?

Does the project use good code like C,C++, Rust, Erlang, Ruby, Go, Solidity, etc?

What is the quality of the code?

Github number of lines?

Overall quality of the test coverage?

Github commits per month?

Overall quality of the maintainability index?

Could the project use better programming languages?

How well is the code commented?

When Mainnet (out of 5)

Launched (5)When does the mainnet come out?

5

Usability for Infrastructure 
Projects (out of 5)

Yes (5)Is it easy to use for the end customer?

5

Team (out of 7) 

3+ (1)

Intermediate (1)

Solid (2)

Number of active developers?

Developers average Git Background?

Developers coding style?

4

Score out of 55

Innovation 20%

Architecture 22%

Mainnet 9%

Team 13%

Code Quality 27%

Usability 9%

Total 100%

42
76%

Total Score



6. SYLO TECHNOLOGY REVIEW

Initial Screening
Keep researching

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Does this project need to use blockchain technology?

Can this project be realized?

Is the project protected from commonly known attacks?

Is there a viable use case for this project?

Are there no careless errors in the whitepaper?

Innovation (out of 11)

Great (2)

Feasible (2)

No (-2)

1-5% (1)

3

Description Scorecard

How have similar projects performed?

Feasability - Are there too many innovations?

Is the project unique?

Percentage of crypto users that will use the project?

Architecture (out of 12)

Okay (1)

Great (2)

20-50 (1)

Okay (2)

Not Too Complex (2)

8

Projects Technology Score

Overall feeling after reading whitepaper?

Resistance to possible attacks?

Time taken to understand the architecture?

Overall feeling about the architecture after deeper research?

Complexity of the architecture?

Code Quality (out of 15)

Yes (2)

Yes (2)

Good (2)

More Than 10K (1)

Good (1)

More Than 10 (2)

Good (1)

No (0)

Good (2)

13
Is the project open source?

Does the project use good code like C,C++, Rust, Erlang, Ruby, Go, Solidity, etc?

What is the quality of the code?

Github number of lines?

Overall quality of the test coverage?

Github commits per month?

Overall quality of the maintainability index?

Could the project use better programming languages?

How well is the code commented?

When Mainnet (out of 5)

Launched (5)When does the mainnet come out?

5

Usability for Infrastructure 
Projects (out of 5)

Yes (5)Is it easy to use for the end customer?

5

Team (out of 7) 

5+ (2)

Senior (2)

Reasonable (1)

Number of active developers?

Developers average Git Background?

Developers coding style?

5

Score out of 55

Innovation 20%

Architecture 22%

Mainnet 9%

Team 13%

Code Quality 27%

Usability 9%

Total 100%

39
71%

Total Score



7. STREAMR TECHNOLOGY REVIEW

Initial Screening
Keep researching

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Does this project need to use blockchain technology?

Can this project be realized?

Is the project protected from commonly known attacks?

Is there a viable use case for this project?

Are there no careless errors in the whitepaper?

Innovation (out of 11)

Great (2)

Feasible (2)

No (-2)

1-5% (1)

3

Description Scorecard

How have similar projects performed?

Feasability - Are there too many innovations?

Is the project unique?

Percentage of crypto users that will use the project?

Architecture (out of 12)

Great (2)

Okay (1)

20-50 (1)

Okay (2)

Not Too Complex (2)

8

Projects Technology Score

Overall feeling after reading whitepaper?

Resistance to possible attacks?

Time taken to understand the architecture?

Overall feeling about the architecture after deeper research?

Complexity of the architecture?

Code Quality (out of 15)

Yes (2)

Yes (2)

Good (2)

More Than 10K (1)

Good (1)

More Than 10 (2)

Good (1)

No (0)

Good (2)

13
Is the project open source?

Does the project use good code like C,C++, Rust, Erlang, Ruby, Go, Solidity, etc?

What is the quality of the code?

Github number of lines?

Overall quality of the test coverage?

Github commits per month?

Overall quality of the maintainability index?

Could the project use better programming languages?

How well is the code commented?

When Mainnet (out of 5)

Launched (5)When does the mainnet come out?

5

Usability for Infrastructure 
Projects (out of 5)

Yes (5)Is it easy to use for the end customer?

5

Team (out of 7) 

3+ (1)

Senior (2)

Solid (2)

Number of active developers?

Developers average Git Background?

Developers coding style?

5

Score out of 55

Innovation 20%

Architecture 22%

Mainnet 9%

Team 13%

Code Quality 27%

Usability 9%

Total 100%

39
70%

Total Score



8. OILER NETWORK TECHNOLOGY REVIEW

Initial Screening
Keep researching

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Does this project need to use blockchain technology?

Can this project be realized?

Is the project protected from commonly known attacks?

Is there a viable use case for this project?

Are there no careless errors in the whitepaper?

Innovation (out of 11)

Great (2)

Feasible (2)

Yes (2)

1-5% (1)

7

Description Scorecard

How have similar projects performed?

Feasability - Are there too many innovations?

Is the project unique?

Percentage of crypto users that will use the project?

Architecture (out of 12)

Great (2)

Okay (1)

20-50 (1)

Great (4)

Not Too Complex (2)

10

Projects Technology Score

Overall feeling after reading whitepaper?

Resistance to possible attacks?

Time taken to understand the architecture?

Overall feeling about the architecture after deeper research?

Complexity of the architecture?

Code Quality (out of 15)

No (0)

No (0)

Good (2)

More Than 10K (1)

Good (1)

More Than 10 (2)

Good (1)

No (0)

Good (2)

9
Is the project open source?

Does the project use good code like C,C++, Rust, Erlang, Ruby, Go, Solidity, etc?

What is the quality of the code?

Github number of lines?

Overall quality of the test coverage?

Github commits per month?

Overall quality of the maintainability index?

Could the project use better programming languages?

How well is the code commented?

When Mainnet (out of 5)

Nothing (0)When does the mainnet come out?

0

Usability for Infrastructure 
Projects (out of 5)

Yes (5)Is it easy to use for the end customer?

5

Team (out of 7) 

Less Than 3 (0)

Senior (2)

Solid (2)

Number of active developers?

Developers average Git Background?

Developers coding style?

4

Score out of 55

Innovation 20%

Architecture 22%

Mainnet 9%

Team 13%

Code Quality 27%

Usability 9%

Total 100%

35
64%

Total Score



9. DEFINER TECHNOLOGY REVIEW

Initial Screening
Keep researching

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Does this project need to use blockchain technology?

Can this project be realized?

Is the project protected from commonly known attacks?

Is there a viable use case for this project?

Are there no careless errors in the whitepaper?

Innovation (out of 11)

Great (2)

Feasible (2)

No (-2)

1-5% (1)

3

Description Scorecard

How have similar projects performed?

Feasability - Are there too many innovations?

Is the project unique?

Percentage of crypto users that will use the project?

Architecture (out of 12)

Okay (1)

Okay (1)

20-50 (1)

Okay (2)

Not Too Complex (2)

7

Projects Technology Score

Overall feeling after reading whitepaper?

Resistance to possible attacks?

Time taken to understand the architecture?

Overall feeling about the architecture after deeper research?

Complexity of the architecture?

Code Quality (out of 15)

Yes (2)

Yes (2)

Good (2)

More Than 10K (1)

Bad (0)

More Than 10 (2)

Good (1)

No (0)

Bad (0)

10
Is the project open source?

Does the project use good code like C,C++, Rust, Erlang, Ruby, Go, Solidity, etc?

What is the quality of the code?

Github number of lines?

Overall quality of the test coverage?

Github commits per month?

Overall quality of the maintainability index?

Could the project use better programming languages?

How well is the code commented?

When Mainnet (out of 5)

Launched (5)When does the mainnet come out?

5

Usability for Infrastructure 
Projects (out of 5)

Yes (5)Is it easy to use for the end customer?

5

Team (out of 7) 

3+ (1)

Intermediate (1)

Reasonable (1)

Number of active developers?

Developers average Git Background?

Developers coding style?

3

Score out of 55

Innovation 20%

Architecture 22%

Mainnet 9%

Team 13%

Code Quality 27%

Usability 9%

Total 100%

33
60%

Total Score



10. RELITE FINANCE TECHNOLOGY REVIEW

Initial Screening
Keep researching

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Does this project need to use blockchain technology?

Can this project be realized?

Is the project protected from commonly known attacks?

Is there a viable use case for this project?

Are there no careless errors in the whitepaper?

Innovation (out of 11)

Great (2)

Feasible (2)

No (-2)

1-5% (1)

3

Description Scorecard

How have similar projects performed?

Feasability - Are there too many innovations?

Is the project unique?

Percentage of crypto users that will use the project?

Architecture (out of 12)

Okay (1)

Okay (1)

20-50 (1)

Okay (2)

Not Too Complex (2)

7

Projects Technology Score

Overall feeling after reading whitepaper?

Resistance to possible attacks?

Time taken to understand the architecture?

Overall feeling about the architecture after deeper research?

Complexity of the architecture?

Code Quality (out of 15)

No (0)

Yes (2)

Bad (0)

Less Than 10K (0)

Bad (0)

Less Than 10 (0)

Bad (0)

No (0)

Bad (0)

2
Is the project open source?

Does the project use good code like C,C++, Rust, Erlang, Ruby, Go, Solidity, etc?

What is the quality of the code?

Github number of lines?

Overall quality of the test coverage?

Github commits per month?

Overall quality of the maintainability index?

Could the project use better programming languages?

How well is the code commented?

When Mainnet (out of 5)

Nothing (0)When does the mainnet come out?

0

Usability for Infrastructure 
Projects (out of 5)

Yes (5)Is it easy to use for the end customer?

5

Team (out of 7) 

3+ (1)

Intermediate (1)

Reasonable (1)

Number of active developers?

Developers average Git Background?

Developers coding style?

3

Score out of 55

Innovation 20%

Architecture 22%

Mainnet 9%

Team 13%

Code Quality 27%

Usability 9%

Total 100%

20
36%

Total Score
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