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Watch 273854 | 52284333
Fork 145922 9998595
IssueComment 75728 746445
PullRequest 82538 1858879
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Fork | IssueComment | PullRequest | Watch
Fork 1 0.08 0.72 0.14
[ssueComment 0.08 1 0.04 0.10
PullRequest 0.72 0.04 1 0.22
Watch 0.14 0.10 0.22 1
Mean(excluding self) | 0.31 0.07 0.33 0.15

20 4 DML centrality 45 iR HIRT 10000 A7 GHIRZ A H AR GZAT P

Fork | IssueComment | PullRequest | Watch
Fork 1 0.22 0.32 0.49
IssueComment 0.22 1 0.35 0.11
PullRequest 0.32 0.35 1 0.44
Watch 0.49 0.11 0.44 1
Mean(excluding self) | 0.34 0.23 0.37 0.35
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AT AR By A A, EATE N & & AR ForkEvent, WatchEvent,
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Fork 85.9%
Watch 78.2%
IssueComment 84.4%
Blaw > il 91.7%
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KN XTEEZMANFRT HMCEAHEFLZARER LT, Cha &
AN ERT=ZMFmNERANLE: X ELARE R XFHRET &
AR R PR A AR XIS R K (retweets) & H
HCH WA Ay, 8 A& (mentions) & gy P 4 383y F B X iE (follows)
REM P ZRMWAEE

EWESHE, “XE” IMEERE, TUATRATFEREXEH
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K LH, Thung % A [3] #F % T GitHub I H [ 4 D R IF X A R M 4 %
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SourceForge) . B St, M A1#F H 46 GitHub 14 —MNA T RARH 2 F
B, HEEARENTEZ A fE AN A AR Z 6 0B E S

£ 75— A &, Dabbish %A [2] K377 25 /> GitHub E# “2T A7,
RKARF S NEMWE P AT A PR ERE R, AP BRI SHELHE
R G AR B A ROR %, R B AT AT A E AR E A
i, RATAHL “Forks” = “Wathces” 2R B2 EZ MW E, UXA
FPHETXEHRBECE X XENTAE. &, AHREMTE HH#E
HEF LR A P Em S Commit A F. WATHHIR BT AP WATA
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B F “Fork”., “Watch” ., “Issue Comments” F1 “PullRequest” ZE
HATEL, HET ¥ 5 degree centrality 1 PageRank 1E 4 4 MKW H
MEE. BANVKAABT degree centrality, Z A pagerank Hf fr A 4 4
] 45 9 B Page Rank # 4 & & 8y 7] 10000 /M7 H 51 5% 46 3& 3 AR & 4 48
M. b, “Fork” Fn “Watch” #y degree 441 [ 4 E 8 RAE A . XKW
JB AT “Watch” = fork B4R % KW H T B . logistic regression %5 &
FEBRNGTH, IEXTRAEFHMRE X RAREZ B WK R R EAM
KHy. Hsh, EMAK#THEIESE, vHATHANUGHREB T FIRE.
BN EHREZHRT XU A FELEE. NEKEEMEUN
SZHRMZ N EARE R ENEF I K EEFH A
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