The Value of Effective
Pull Request Description

Shirin Pirouzkhah!, Pavlina Wurzel Gongalves?,
Alberto Bacchellil
lUniversity of Zurich
2INESC TEC

MSR 2026



B=.3J—fLE 7O+t X

—

OSSEHIRIZCEITAY—ROI—FZEEDIREDEE AL
« Fhvw 2
* GitHubTIL, F4y FrODZ EZTILY I TR MPR)EMES

« PRIITEWMSOI—FKLEL—%BT, YVI+DOIT7A
BAIND

— FHYMI&BY—RO—FZEERZENDRN
~ 1L F Y OIREs 2. d—FkFLEa— — 3. VYT LD TAEAN —

%%%
—> [ sl = =l
& o =




= | PROERE

13

TILY O TR MIIIRBEAXEFT5T S5 EMNTES
. TROFE

recipes-kernel: linux: linux: add support for Linux 6.18

N ET Il tiennguyenuh wants to merge 1 commit into  styhead/rz-cmn-3.3 from v6.18-upgrade r_[;]

L)) Conversation 1 o Commits 1 Fl Checks o0 [%] Files changed 7

tiennguyenuh commented yesterday Collaborator =~ +=+

Changes include:

* Add new standalone DEP-AIl driver

* Add patches to fix build error for new Linux kernel version.

@

=0 recipes-kernel: linux: linux: add support for Linux 6.18 - 44c=988
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[1]Sadowski, C., Soderberg, E., Church, L., Sipko, M., & Bacchelli, A. (2018). Modern code review:

A case study at Google.
[2]Zhang, X., Yu, Y., Gousios, G., & Rastogi, A. (2022). Pull request decisions explained: An

empirical overview.
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[3] GitHub Docs. 2025. Best Practices for Pull Requests. https:
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