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Toward predicting the number of contributors for code review

in open source development

KEeN-1cHI ONO,Tt AKINORI THARA,T! TosHikl Hiraof!
and KEN-ICHI MATSUMOTO 1

Many developers with different expertise and different life style in all over the world con-
tribute to open source software (OSS) project. Most developers could contribute their interest
tasks, because they join the project as a volunteer. Hence, they can reject tasks that were
assigned from the other developers. This study focuses on code review request. We analyze
how many code review requests reviewers accepted. From a case study using Qt project
dataset, we found the requested code reviews were not always accepted. This study proposes
an approach to predict how many reviewers accept the code review request.
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