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TABLE I
CHARACTERISTICS OF PRS FOR WOMEN AND MEN

Women Men
No Description Provided (merged) 47.4% 29.9%
No Description Provided (non-merged) 42 .8% 25.0%
Median character count of provided descrip- 103 164
tion (merged)
Median character count of provided descrip- 118 193
tion (non-merged)
PRs with review comments (merged) 7.0% 7.0%
PRs with review comments (non-merged) 11.0% 8.2%
PRs with review commits (merged) 9.0% 9.7%
PRs with review commits (non-merged) 11.1% 11.2%
Median hours for PR merge 1.4 6.0
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TABLE II

GITHUB PROFILE CHARACTERISTICS FOR WOMEN AND MEN

Women Men

Total Profiles 35676 529253
Bio Provided 7.3% 11.7%

Median Character Count of Provided Bio 37 37
URL Provided 17.9% 31.2%
Company Provided 18.7% 29.7%
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TABLE 111
PULL REQUEST CONCENTRATION FOR WOMEN AND MEN

Women Men

Across Mean 2.9 2.4
Concentration of Projects®*  Median 1.0 1.0
PRs Across Mean 5.8 4.8
Organizations®*  Median 2.0 1.5
Concentration of A.CK)SS Mgan 3418 2175
Net Lines of Projects®*  Median 26 25
Code Changed Across Mean 5258 2681
Organizations®*  Median 47 29
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Hypothesis-TR 1
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TABLE IV
TIGHTROPE ANALYSES FOR WOMEN AND MEN

Women Men

Median Neutrality Rate for Politeness™ 66.0% 62.2%
Percentage of Users never using Profanity* 77.6% 64.5%
Median Neutrality Rate for Sentiment* 68.6% 64.3%
Median Neutrality Rate in use of

Ideogram with Sentiment* 95.2%  94.4%
Neutrality Rate in showing

stereotypical Gendered Behavior 71.5% 73.0%
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TABLE IV
TIGHTROPE ANALYSES FOR WOMEN AND MEN

Women Men

Median Neutrality Rate for Politeness* 66.0% 62.2%
Percentage of Users never using Profanity* 77.6%  64.5%
Median Neutrality Rate for Sentiment* 68.6% 64.3%
Median Neutrality Rate in use of

Ideogram with Sentiment* 95.2%  94.4%
Neutrality Rate in showing

stereotypical Gendered Behavior 71.5% 73.0%
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TABLE IV
TIGHTROPE ANALYSES FOR WOMEN AND MEN
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TABLE IV
TIGHTROPE ANALYSES FOR WOMEN AND MEN

Women Men

Median Neutrality Rate for Politeness* 66.0% 62.2%
Percentage of Users never using Profanity* 77.6% 64.5%
Median Neutrality Rate for Sentiment* 68.6% 64.3%
Median Neutrality Rate in use of

Ideogram with Sentiment* 95.2%  94.4%
Neutrality Rate in showing
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TABLE IV
TIGHTROPE ANALYSES FOR WOMEN AND MEN

Women Men

Median Neutrality Rate for Politeness* 66.0% 62.2%
Percentage of Users never using Profanity* 77.6% 64.5%
Median Neutrality Rate for Sentiment* 68.6% 64.3%
Median Neutrality Rate in use of

Ideogram with Sentiment* 95.2%  94.4%
Neutrality Rate in showing

stereotypical Gendered Behavior 71.5% 73.0%
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__Hypothesis-N
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Pictures with Children
Profiles | Only G+ Only GH Both
Men 1,547 35 6 5
Women 1,582 23 5 1
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Tug of War
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Tug of War
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TABLE V
PULL REQUESTS REVIEWED BY MEN AND WOMEN

Reviewer Creator PR Acceptance Rate

Women Women 88.4%
Women Men 88.0%
Men Women 84.0%
Men Men 80.1%

mp ZHEIIELREDOY, FIRFHEWMERICH S

31



<‘:. 0) < 5 L\H#Fa‘ilb‘b‘b‘% 0)7’3‘ ?

TABLE VI
PUSH-BACK AGAINST PRS BY WOMEN REVIEWERS

PR creator’s Gender

Women Men
PRs with review comments (merged) 4.0% 5.8%
PRs with review comments (non-merged) 8.1% 7.9%
PRs with review commits (merged) 6.2% 7.8%
PRs with review commits (non-merged) 15.7% 8.7%
Median hours for PR merge 0.2 0.9
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