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Abstract 
Code review is a core quality assurance practice in open source. However, it is unclear what 
code review practices are used in open source projects. In this thesis, we use a multi-case case 
study approach to study code review practices exercised in n open source projects that are of 
different age, use different review tooling, and provide software for different domains. We 
found distinctive variation points for code review and were able to distill the core 
characteristics of the functional open source code review practice. We induct a 
m-dimensional classification model of code review practices. {Despite these variation points, 
the same review process underlies all those open source projects. | Our theory presents l 
different code review practices. | Other results.} 
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● Tooling: Mail (Linux), Gerrit (Chromium, OpenStack), Phabricator (LLVM,        

FreeBSD), Pull request (React) 
● Age: Linux Kernel (1992), Chromium (2008), OpenStack (2010), LLVM (2000),          

FreeBSD (1993), and React (2013).  
● Domain: OS, infrastructure, browser, compiler, GUI framework 
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