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Fleek makes it easy to build on Open Web protocols and a base layer infrastructure powered by them. The suite 

of solutions they provide allows anyone to build and host sites, apps, Dapps, and other services on trustless, 

permissionless, and open technologies focused on creating user-controlled, encrypted, private, p2p experiences 

easily. It allows building on the New Internet, packaging Open Web protocols like the recently launched Internet 

Computer, IPFS, Filecoin, Ethereum, GunDB, ENS, and more, in an ever-shifting stack of technologies that provide 

technical guarantees, no promises or trust issues.

Making it easier to publish and interact with the new protocols, at a single place, Fleek is building the needed 

infrastructure to ease the development of new Web 3 solutions, whether it is for storage, hosting or even billing. The 

product they have is well-developed and more importantly, well documented making it easy to use for developers. 

The project doesn’t have a token yet and while there has been no official announcement about it, they already 

stated that they plan on launching a token on Internet Computer in a few months. From the information we were 

able to gather, there is no plan to sell them but instead give the tokens to the community and early users.

FLEEK - 82%

seed investment price N/A

current market cap N/A

current price N/A

projects in the ecosystem Pinata (IPFS focused)



Sifchain is a DEX that has its own application specific Blockchain and tries to balance the incentives between the 

validators and all the different participants. It’s very different from the bare-bones model of Uniswap because of 

features such as dynamic fees being provided when swapping tokens and asymmetric liquidity. Sifchain is built with 

the Cosmos SDK, and inherits the cross-chain capabilities of Thorchain. Uniquely, Sifchain uses pegged tokens to 

support cross-chain transactions across a wide array of blockchains. Sifchain will support cross-chain transactions 

for 20-25 of the top blockchains such as Bitcoin, BinanceChain, Polkadot, and EOS. These blockchains represent the 

overwhelming majority of all cryptocurrency trading volume and will set up Sifchain to be used with a wide variety 

of cryptocurrencies.

Like Thorchain, and other projects working on a cross chain protocol with a high number of chains, Sifchain is a 

highly ambitious project. Nonetheless, the team behind it seems well armed, their codebase shows great activity 

with good code, and they already launched their mainnet earlier this year. However, as Ethereum remains the 

preferred chain for DeFi protocols, Sifchain will require a lot of effort and community building to attract and 

convince users to use it instead of staying on isolated chains. As other protocols like Polkadot or Solana are seeing 

an emergence of DeFi projects, Sifchain might make a lot more sense soon. The governance token of the protocol is 

trading on Uniswap.

SIFCHAIN - 82%

seed investment price $0.00625

current market cap N/A

current price $0.53

projects in the ecosystem Thorchain



REVV is the main utility token and in-game currency for branded motorsports’ blockchain game titles produced by 

Animoca Brands, such as the F1 Delta Time blockchain game platform, and a title based on the MotoGP motorsport 

intellectual property, released in Q4 of 2020. The motorsport experiences provided in the Animoca’s games are connected 

by a shared economy made possible by the REVV token. The REVV token is designed to be the currency of purchase, utility, 

and action with potential application toward additional future titles. REVV is designed to leverage the blockchain assets 

concept of interoperability, wherein a token can be utilised across multiple connected products.

REVV is an interesting approach to bridge the blockchain technology with the gaming industry. Having one utility token for 

multiple game titles offers various benefits to players and game publishers and will encourage players to explore the other 

games that are part of this connected ecosystem, and has the additional potential benefit that any content or tokens could 

increase in utility as the larger token ecosystem expands. However, this use case makes the token very specific to Animoca’s 

ecosystem and the usage is pretty much limited. The project smart contracts are basic and from the look of their codebase, 

it doesn’t look like they are planning on diving deeper in the technological aspects of it, beyond the token they have now. 

The token is trading on both centralized (KuCoin) and decentralized (Uniswap) exchanges.

REVV - 69%

seed investment price N/A

current market cap $59M

current price $0.21

projects in the ecosystem N/A



Splyt is an e-commerce NFT infrastructure that connects e-commerce stores, brands, and affiliates. A unique eNFT is 

assigned to each item providing users with a globally updating inventory. An eNFT is a certificate of authenticity to prevent 

counterfeits, has a built-in smart contract that holds money in escrow to avoid scams, and has a commission to incentivise 

affiliates and stores. The protocol is equipped with automated dispute and arbitration mechanisms, and is governed by 

consensus to maintain decentralization, flexibility, and user engagement.

Splyt is an old project as it was started in 2018, looking at their codebase, making it 3 years old, which is a pretty long time 

in the cryptocurrency ecosystem. While the project was initially created in 2018, it looks like it evolved from the original idea. 

However, we were a bit disappointed looking at the public codebase of Splyt, as the recent development activity seems 

pretty low. It is still a possibility that most of the work done recently is being done on private repositories, but we are still 

waiting for new public code to be made available to gain more confidence into the project as of now. The token of the 

protocol is trading on centralized (Gate.io) and decentralized (Uniswap) exchanges.

SPLYT - 58%

seed investment price N/A

current market cap N/A ($334M FDV)

current price $0.067

projects in the ecosystem Boson Protocol



1. FLEEK 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)

Okay (1)

Feasible (2)

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)

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)

Great (2)

More Than 10 (2)

Great (2)

No (0)

Good (2)

15
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?

Roadmap (out of 5)

Launched (5)What is the status of the project?

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



2. SIFCHAIN 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)

Great (2)

20-50 (1)

Great (4)

Not Too Complex (2)

11

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)

Great (2)

More Than 10 (2)

Great (2)

No (0)

Good (2)

14
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?

Roadmap (out of 5)

Launched (5)What is the status of the project?

5

Usability for Infrastructure 
Projects (out of 5)

Medium (2)Is it easy to use for the end customer?

2

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. REVV 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)

Okay (1) 

Feasible (2)

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)

Okay (1)

Great (2)

Less Than 20 Min (2)

Okay (2)

Not Too Complex (2)

9

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)

Less Than 10K (0)

Great (2)

Less Than 10 (0)

Great (2)

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?

Roadmap (out of 5)

Launched (5)What is the status of the project?

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%

38
69%

Total Score



4. SPLYT 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)

Okay (1) 

Feasible (2)

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)

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)

Less Than 10K (0)

Good (1)

Less Than 10 (0)

Great (2)

No (0)

Bad (0)

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?

Roadmap (out of 5)

MVP or Testnet (2)What is the status of the project?

2

Usability for Infrastructure 
Projects (out of 5)

Medium (2)Is it easy to use for the end customer?

2

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%

32
58%

Total Score
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cryptocurrency, blockchain-based tokens, market 
trends, and trading strategies.
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in any jurisdiction.
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