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Abstract—Crowdsourcing platforms, such Stack Overflow, has
changed and impact the software development practice. In these
platforms, developers share and reuse their software development
and programming experience. Therefor, a plethora of research
work focused on crowdsourcing in software engineering and
showed that among other things, crowdsourcing development
tend to increases developers’ productivity and reduce time-to-
market. However, in crowdsourcing, the empirical studies of
software quality are lacking and simple question such as what do
developers use the crowdsourcing knowledge for is unanswered.

Therefor, our research focused on studying the impact of
reusing crowdsourcing knowledge on software projects. To do
so, we conduct several large scale empirical studies on some of
the well-know crowdsourcing platforms including Stack Overflow
and npm. Our results showed that reusing knowledge from these
crowdsourcing platforms have the potential to assist software
development practice specifically in form of reusing crowd source
code. However, using such a knowledge affects the quality of the
software in several aspects such as makes the software projects
suffer from dependency overhead and increases the maintenance
effort. Based on these findings, we use the gained knowedlge to
make sound data driven decision where we examine two software
quality assurance methods to mitigate the risk of relying on crowd
sourcing knowledge in software development. We examine the use
of continuous integration (CI). Our analysis showed how CI can
be improve to increase developers productivity and save their
resources.

Index Terms—Crowdsourced Software Engineering, Software
Quality Assurance.

I. RESEARCH PROBLEM AND HYPOTHESIS

Crowdsourcing is emerging as an alternative outsourcing
strategy which is gaining increasing attention in the software
engineering. Amongst other things, crowdsourcing develop-
ment tend to increases developers’ productivity and reduce
time-to-market [13]—-[15]. Due to its advantages, the adapting
of using crowdsourcing is growing rapidly. For example,
an industrial report shows that the number of developers
participating in software crowdsourcing increased 151% from
2010 to 2011 and it is expected that the number of software
companies developed using crowdsourcing will increase as
well [17].

However, crowdsourcing software development involves
complex tasks which differ significantly from the traditional
outsourcing concept in software engineering. One main differ-
ence is that crowdsourcing are constructed as form of crowed
knowledge on online sources such as Stack Overflow and

GitHub [26]. That is, developers search these online sources
and reuse this knowledge to address problems uncounted
during software development. Additionally, reusing crowd-
sourcing knowledge is far from being a trivial task other type
of reuse that known in software development such as using
third part libraries— the latter are well established and stud-
ied practice, while crowd sourced knowledge is created and
curated by a mostly uncoordinated collective contributions.

There has been a plethora of work focusing on crowd-
sourcing in software engineering and examine its benefits.
For example, prior work examine crowd software testing [16],
[22], crowd software architecture design [11], and crowd
requirement acquisition [30]. However, in crowdsourcing, the
empirical studies of software quality are lacking and simple
question such as what do developers use the crowdsourcing
knowledge for is unanswered.

Even though, the task of software crowdsourcing platforms
is to provide a shared collaborative environment for soft-
ware developers. These platforms structure the crowdsourcing
in different forms. In this thesis, looked at two different
crowdsourcing platforms based on their way of structuring
the crowd knowledge. So, we destination between two types
of software crowdsourcing knowledge; unstructured crowd-
sourcing knowledge and structured crowdsourcing knowledge.
Although, both type of crowdsourcing knowledge depends on
the crow (developers in our case) to construct the knowledge,
they have their own challenges.

The main goal of our research focus is to study the impact of
using crowdsourcing knowledge in software engineering. First,
following an empirical approach, we started by analyzing, and
understanding and uncovering insights about crowdsourcing
knowledge reused in software engineering. Then, we use the
gained knowledge to make sound data driven decision and
tool that software developers can use to develop and maintain
their software projects. More specifically, in our PhD thesis,
we made the following contributions:

o Study the use of unstructured crowdsourcing knowledge on
software quality. We first examine the use of unstructured
crowdsourcing knowledge from Stack Overflow and found
that software developers use crowdsourcing to gain knowl-
edge about software development such as API usage and
programming techniques [7]. We also found that developers
reuse source code snippets from Stack Overflow. We then
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empirically study Stack Overflow source code reused in

mobile apps and found that code reuse from Stack Overflow

tend to impact the software quality [6].

o Examine structured crowdsourcing knowledge and its
impact on software quality. The second part of this PhD
investigates structure crowdsourcing platforms. We con-
ducted an empirical study to examine the npm platform [1],
[4], [S5]. We observed that JavaScript developers alleviate
the lack of existing stander JavaScript library through the
crowdsourcing constructed API and 16.8% of the published
packages on npm tend to be trivial JavaScript packages.
Additionally, we found that developer do no have an agreed
opinion about these trivial packages. While some developers
believe that trivial packages provide them with well-tested
code, other tend to consider trivial packages increase the
dependencies of their projects.

o Ensure the quality of the reused crowdsourcing knowl-
edge. To ensure the quality of the reused crowdsourcing
knowledge, we propose the use of software quality assurance
methods. We start examining the use of contentious intona-
tion (CI) development practice where we hypothesize that
not every change to source code base of a project requires
to be build [2], [3].

To sum up, our thesis has an impact on the software engi-
neering research community and practitioners through examin-
ing different crowdsourcing platforms and propose techniques
to mitigate the impact of reusing such knowledge on software
quality. Our results can help practitioners evolve guidelines
and standards for designing higher quality software and also
understand deficiencies in current ways that developers reuse
crowdsourcing knowledge.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II
presents the thesis contributions. Section II summarizes the
contributions of the thesis and identifies several avenues for
future work in Section III. The conclusion is presented in
Section!IV.

II. THESIS CONTRIBUTIONS

The main contributions of my PhD thesis are divided into
three parts.

A. Unstructured Crowdsourcing Knowledge.

General crowdsourcing platforms such as Stack Overflow,
heavily rely on contributions of the crowd to provide ac-
cumulated, quality knowledge to the software development
community. Crowd knowledge on Stack Overflow is formated
in unstructured way. Typically, users post questions on Stack
Overflow, which are answered by one or (often) more par-
ticipants. In essence, the job of answering the questions is
outsourced to the crowd [13]. However, the role of Stack
Overflow has evolved to include much more than just answer-
ing questions. For example, Treude et al. [27] qualitatively
analyzed a sample of Stack Overflow questions, and found that
developers use Stack Overflow to share knowledge, provide
development support, learn new technologies, and search for
solutions to common and specific programming problems.

However, aside from this qualitative study, almost no prior
work exists that studied the reasons why developers use the
crowdsourced knowledge on Stack Overflow for. Thus, we
investigate and try to understand how developers actually
use crowdsourced knowledge. More specifically, this research
part aims to answer questions such as “what crowdsourced
knowledge do developers actually use? And, what is the impact
of reusing of such crowd knowledge on software quality?” [7].

We took a different approach from previous studies and
explored in what situations developers use the unstructured
crowdsourcing knowledge available on Stack Overflow. Rather
than mining Stack Overflow content, we mined GitHub com-
mit histories looking for explicit mentions of Stack Overflow
in their commit changes. We found that developers most often
use the Stack Overflow to gain knowledge related to topics
such as development tools, APIs usage, and operating systems.
Additionally, we found that developers use Stack Overflow to
promote Stack Overflow to other developers and providing
rationale for a feature updates or additions. More important,
we found that developers reuse source code snippets from
Stack Overflow.

Previous research showed that using crowdsourcing in soft-
ware engineering development could negatively affect the
quality of software system [12], [25]. However, the impact of
reusing source code from crowdsourcing platforms on software
quality and maintenance remains to be addressed. Once the
crowdsourcing knowledge has been integrated into a software
system, it becomes a part of that software system.

Thus, the goal of this part of our research is to study the
impact of reusing crowdsourcing knowledge on the quality of
software systems. More specifically, we perform an empirical
study using 22 Android apps to investigate the impact of
reusing crowdsourcing knowledge [6]. We found that the
amount of reused Stack Overflow code varies for different
mobile apps, that feature additions and enhancements are
the main reasons for code reuse from Stack Overflow, mid-
age and older apps reuse Stack Overflow code later in the
lifetime and that more experienced developers reuse code in
smaller teams/apps, while less experienced developers reuse
code in larger teams/apps. More importantly, we examined
the potential implications of code reuse from Stack Overflow
and found that code reuse is related to higher potential of bug
fixing commits.

Our results shows that reusing unstructured crowd-
sourcing knowledge have the potential to assist software
development practice. However, using such a knowledge
may affect the quality of the software.

B. Structured Crowdsourcing Knowledge.

Crowdsourcing is part of a wider practice of software
development, shaped by the ability to collectively share de-
velopers’ software development and programming experience
in online code-sharing repositories such as GitHub [26].
Crowdsourcing in software engineering has led to the success
of many forms, including open source systems’ development



(Linux and Apache) [13] and code reuse (e.g,. npm [18]). An
example of this open source software development is Node
Package Management npm. In npm, the JavaScript developers
community overcomes the lack of a rich stander JavaScript
library through “crowd API” where developers crowd the
developing of JavaScript API. Unlike Stack Overflow plat-
forms, the crowdsourcing knowledge generated on npm is
more structure. That is, the developers package JavaScript
source code of functionalities and publish them as packages
that other developers can use.

In this context of structured crowdsourcing knowledge, we
conducted an empirical study to investigate the characteris-
tic of such “crowed generated API”. More specifically, we
examine one aspect of such crowd API that we call “trivial
packages”. We first define trivial packages as a package that
contains code that a developer can easily code him/herself and
hence, is not worth taking on an extra dependency for [1],
[4], [5]. Like any other development practice, using trivial
packages has its own proponents and opponents, so we set the
goal to answer the question, “What are the reasons and draw-
backs for developers to use trivial packages?” We then employ
qualitative and qualitative research methods to examine the
prevalence, reasons and drawbacks of using trivial packages.
We performed a survey with 88 JavaScript developers who
use trivial packages and then we mine more than 230,000
npm packages and 38,000 JavaScript projects. Our findings
indicate that trivial packages are commonly and widely used
in JavaScript projects. We also find that the majority of
developers do not oppose the use of trivial packages and the
main reasons developers use trivial packages is due to the fact
that they are considered to be well implemented and tested.
However, they do cite the fact that the additional dependencies’
overhead as a drawback of using these trivial packages. That
said, our empirical study showed considering trivial packages
to be well tested is a misconception since more than half of
the trivial package we studied do not even have tests written,
however, these trivial packages seem to be ‘deployment tested’
and have similar Tests, Community interest and Download
count values as non-trivial packages. In addition, we find that
some of the trivial packages have their own dependencies and,
in our studied dataset, 11.5% of the trivial packages have more
than 20 dependencies. Hence, developers should be careful
about which trivial packages they use.

Our findings illustrate that the use of crowdsourcing
concept proves its self in mitigating the lack of stander
JavaScript library. However, some challenges still exit
for example the use of trivial packages.

C. Ensure the Quality of the Reused Crowdsourcing Knowl-
edge.

The gained insights of the first two parts of our work
provides us with direction to understand the impact of reusing
crowdsourcing knowledge. And that existing research shows
that software quality is one of the main concerns of adopting
crowdsourcing development in software engineering. We be-

lieve that to improve the benefit and decrease the negative
of reusing crowdsourcing knowledge on software systems,
extra quality ensure steps are needed to be applied. While
in traditional software development, a number of techniques
have been used to ensure the quality of a software system,
including testing [8], code reviews [21], and continuous inte-
grations [29], in this part of our research, we hypothesize that
traditional quality assurance techniques can be used to improve
the adaption of crowdsourcing knowledge in software engi-
neering through asking the question “Can traditional software
quality assurance techniques mitigate the negative impact of
reusing crowdsourcing knowledge?” We aim at understanding
to what extent existing quality assurance techniques can be
applied as a means to mitigate the negative impact of reusing
crowdsourcing knowledge on the quality of a software system
and thus to improve and encourage the reuse of crowdsourcing
knowledge.

To examine this hypothesis, we started by examine two
quality assurance techniques. Since every reused code will
be integrated to the software project through a commit, so
we hypothesize that integrating the reused code is the right
time to apply the quality assurance techniques. The idea is
that when developers reuse crowdsourcing knowledge in form
of source code, the the right time to control the quality of
the reused code is in the time it is committed to the software
projects. To start exploring this research area, we first examine
the continuous integration [3], [2].

Our main argument is that not every commit to the reposi-
tory needs to trigger the CI process. For instance, developers
may modify a project’s documentations and cause the CI
process to be triggered. Since such a change does not affect the
source code, the result of the build will not change and kicking
off the CI process is just a waste of resources. Furthermore,
in a discussion channel that is opened on Travis CI project,
many developers argue that the CI process should not be
run on every commit, and Travis CI developers are asked
to provide an advanced mechanism to automatically CI skip
specific commits [10]. Even though, Travis CI actually has
built in functionality that allows developers to skip the CI
process for a specific commit, the challenge of which commit
to CI skip remains. As we will show later, developers often do
not leverage this existing CI skip feature, which indicates that
they a) either are unaware of this feature or b) do not know
when a commit can be CI skipped. Therefore, the main goal
is to identify the commit that is CI skip commit.

To address this research problem we developed two tech-
niques. First we use rule-based technique based on manual
analysis of more that 1,800 explicitly skip commit. The
devised rule-based technique is able to detect and label CI
skip commits with an AUC between 0.56 and 0.98 (average of
0.73). After that, we examine the use the use machine learning
where we built a decision tree classifier based on 23 features
extracted from historical data of software repositories. Our
decision tree classifier achieves an average F1-measure of 0.79
(AUC of 0.89).



Our results shows that continuous integration auto-
generation test case can be use to ensure the quality
of the reused code from crowd sourcing platforms.

III. FUTURE RESEARCH DIRECTIONS

The long-term goal of our research is to leverage the de-
veloper’s knowledge through crowdsourcing to help software
developers produce high quality software and decrease main-
tenance effort of software projects. In this section, we high
light some the future directions to achieve the aforementioned
goal.

A. Other Type of Crowdsourcing Knowledge.

While this thesis has focused on the impact of reusing
crowdsourcing knowledge on software quality in form of
reusing source code, however, source code is not the only form
of knowledge created by the crowd. For example, on Stack
Overflow, developers generate crowdsourcing knowledge in
form of discussion about development techniques. This knowl-
edge is in free-text form or/and contain only code snippets
that can be reuse to support software development decision for
example design decisions. Recent work examine the use of tex-
tual crowdsourcing knowledge to recommend specific library
for developers [28]. Another example of reusing non source
code crowdsourcing knowledge is the use of apps’ user reviews
on app stores. In fact, there are several proposed approaches to
help app developers improving their apps through using users’
reviews to (e.,g. [19], [20], [23]). In future work, we plan to
investigate the reuse of such non-source code knowledge in
order to identify its impact.

B. More Realistic Evaluations.

We have seen that reusing crowdsourcing knowledge affects
the quality of software. However, our results is is based on
analyzing open source projects. We believe that practitioners
need to understand how this reusing crowdsourcing knowledge
impact their projects qualities, what challenges arise when
relying on such crowdsourcing knowledge. We plane to in-
vestigate study the impact reuse of crowdsourcing knowledge
in an industrial setting.

C. Understand the Encourage Participants.

While this thesis focuses on the impact of reusing crowd-
sourcing knowledge on software quality, it also showed that
one of the main factors that contributes to such impact the
participants who generate the crowdsourcing knowledge. In
fact, in a crowdsourcing platform, developers are voluntarily
make some contributes. However, their willing to contribution
is effect by several factors such as the type of the task that
the participants can contribute to, the size of the task their
background experiences. We plan to conduct a more in-depth
studies to understand the real motivation for developers to
contribute as well as the obstacle facing developers.

D. Testing Generation for Source Code Snippets.

In our work so far, we investigate the use of quality
assurance to mitigate the risk of the reusing crowdsourcing
knowledge. We found that CI process and auto-generation test
cases can be use as a quality assurance technique. However, in
our work, we do not consider the characteristic of source code
generated by the crowd such as the context of the code. For
example, on Stack Overflow, most of the posted source code is
a snippet and it is not complete. We plan to further improve the
auto-test generation techniques to be used on small incomplete
source code snippets.

IV. CONCLUSION

The prevalence of crowdsourcing platforms (e.g., Stack
Overflow, npm) has transformed software engineering by
enabling developers to share and reuse code and experience,
leading to increases in productivity and decreases in time-to-
market. Despite these benefits, empirical understanding of the
effects of this reuse on software quality remains incomplete.
My work investigated the reuse of crowdsourced knowledge
and examined its potential to assist software developers,
particularly through code reuse. Crucially, I found that this
practice tends to impact software quality by introducing depen-
dency overhead and substantially raising maintenance effort.
To address these risks, we utilized our findings to evaluate
and propose two quality assurance mechanisms: optimizing
continuous integration to save resources, and to neutralize the
negative consequences of reusing external knowledge.
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