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Abstract Many of large-scale open source projects have a serious problem in recruiting committers who have a
privilege to commit changed and verified code to a version management system. The goal of this study is to reveal
the relationship between the accuracy of the committer candidate prediction model and the size of data, which were
not studied in the past. In this paper, we conduct an experiment to investigate the relationship using data extracted
from the Eclipse Platform project. As a result, we found that the accuracy of the prediction model became better
when using data during a recent one or two year period than when using all the available data.
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