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On Openness in Open Source Software Projects
for Predicting Committer Candidates

Krvorumi Kinjo'! and Masao OHIRAT!

Existing approach to predicting committer candidates in an open source software (OSS)
project have built a prediction model using a variety of developers’ activities such as the
number of created patches and the number of comments. Our study focuses not only on de-
velopers’ activities but also various attributes of each OSS project such as the maturity of the
project and the promotion policy in the project. In this workshop, we would like to discuss
what kinds of metrics we should select to improve the accuracy of the prediction model for

committer candidates.

1. F L &I

KEEA =TV =2V 7 vwxT (0SS) 7myx
7 MZiE, BABEGROAREGRENH S LEHDNT
W33, ZNS KBOFREEZBIET 5720 %H
WZEOEREIh Tu Yo MZERI N AESEBIE
Ny Fik, AIvR—LIHENDREHLHEREZE5 XS
nr-pasE (AR, —BARE L ORJO=HIza Iy
R—Y2IER) IZ&->T, TOZYMIPKILEINTO X

WWRMENE (A3v hEnd). LrLaDRS,
Ny FORE RGBT B OICHRGHEEEFS> a3 Y

— &, ENFIFREN 2R UZIAFKEO RS H#
INB7H, 0SS 7uvzs b OLBREIZ LD BT
IV R —DOBUIEFEICDETH D Z BT H
Y. 2O, EEOKB 0SS 7uY s b T

d, O3 Iy X -ITRELRAHNDN DO L E
2, BRNICAREAEBEORMMEEREL Z e MEE

T1 MR
‘Wakayama University

IhTWEY,

IIvRX—DAHEZRKIEE L TRASGBLEY
Ot ADNEEND HiEE LT, 2HOAFKEDT
MHEIAIVvR—LRVGIERRAREEFAL, 2
Iy MERENETBZENEZSNS. Hiz, —
DEFEMN 0SS Tuv v MEMMSINT 2Hik
MTHdY 728, HRZFPIFRVEETI Iy &2 —fF
ﬁ%é%%?é’&ﬁ%ﬁaﬁé

FATIREES) TIE, TOSS BHFsE DRt (B2 IE, <y
FERFB S EOIEEE) | ITEDOWTIIva—LL
TAKIEDIREBEMELWET 220D FHET NV
EBELTWS. RIS TIE, FREOEHESZIIT
13724, 0SS 7y bDIREE (B2, BREHZ
DODRHIARDH) RIS BIzIE, ok
BROPEREFRBEDON) RED, 33 v Rx—FHOK
ErEEXS ETEETREERNTHDLERD. A
W32 cid, TOSS 7u vz 27 o] KL, 3
IVRX—DFEE (DLPTX) CHEL25 2 5EH%E
r0SS vy =7 MOl & UTHRR 3.



xR 1 BBMEARY 2R
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