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Abstract—Code churn refers to the measure of the amount
of code added, modified, or deleted in a project and is often
used to assess codebase stability and maintainability. Program
comprehension or how understandable the changes are, is
equally important for maintainability. Documentation is crucial
for knowledge transfer, especially when new maintainers take
over abandoned code. We emphasize the need for correspond-
ing documentation updates, as this reflects project health and
trustworthiness as a third-party library. Therefore, we argue
that every code change should prompt a documentation update
(defined as documentation churn). Linking code churn changes
with documentation updates is important for project sustainabil-
ity, as it facilitates knowledge transfer and reduces the effort
required for program comprehension. This study investigates
the synchrony between code churn and documentation updates
in three GitHub open-source projects. We will use qualitative
analysis and repository mining to examine the alignment and
correlation of code churn and documentation updates over time.
We want to identify which code changes are likely synchronized
with documentation and to what extent documentation can
be auto-generated. Preliminary results indicate varying degrees
of synchrony across projects, highlighting the importance of
integrated concurrent documentation practices and providing
insights into how recent technologies like AI, in the form of
Large Language Models (i.e., LLMs), could be leveraged to
keep code and documentation churn in sync. The novelty of this
study lies in demonstrating how synchronizing code changes with
documentation updates can improve the development lifecycle by
enhancing diversity and efficiency.

Index Terms—code churn, software maintenance, knowledge
transfer, automated documentation generation

1. INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION

In the realm of software development, maintaining up-to-
date documentation alongside code changes is critical for
project sustainability, future maintenance, and user conve-
nience. Code churn, which refers to the changes made to
the codebase, often includes significant updates that should
ideally be mirrored in the software documentation. How-
ever, developers frequently overlook this synchrony, leading
to discrepancies that can hamper project understanding and
maintenance. This study explores the extent to which code
churn changes align with documentation updates, focusing on
three open-source projects hosted on GitHub. By addressing
this gap, we aim to highlight the importance of integrated
documentation practices for the efficacy and longevity of
software projects.

Previous research has highlighted the challenges associated
with keeping software documentation current with the evolv-
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ing codebase. Studies have shown that inconsistencies between
code and documentation can lead to increased maintenance
costs and reduced software quality. In other cases, developers
become less interested in difficult-to-maintain projects due to
the lack of documentation and knowledge, eventually leading
the project to its death [1]].

Even though efforts were made towards automated docu-
mentation generation [2]—[4] and tools for identifying outdated
documentation, there still remains a need for comprehensive
analysis of projects to understand the practical alignment be-
tween code churn and documentation updates over time. This
study builds on existing work by applying empirical methods
to evaluate this alignment in open-source projects, offering
insights into current practices and potential improvements.

Moreover, creating thorough documentation every time a
code change is submitted is crucial not only to enhance code
comprehension and maintainability, but for fostering diversity
and inclusion. Prior work reveals that diversity and inclusion
enhance software development [5]. However, documentation
can pose significant challenges for developers, which can
impact the efficacy and longevity of projects. Older developers
often find documentation to be a major barrier when starting
contributing [[6], women frequently join later than men to open
source communities and in non-coding roles [7]. Helping to
understand how to improve documentation, might contribute
to avoiding the lack of diversity and inclusion in open source
teams.

We can help to improve documentation by automating it
using LLMs. They have been used to automate software
development processes already [8], [9]. LLMs could alleviate
the tedious tasks of writing documentation, making it easier
for diverse individuals to focus on coding and other technical
contributions. Also, the use of LLMs can break down language
barriers, making writing documentation more accessible to
non-native speakers. This not only supports women and older
adults in contributing more effectively, but also fosters a more
inclusive and diverse environment.

II. PRELIMINARY EMPIRICAL STUDY
Our preliminary study examines three open-source GitHub
projects: Apache HTTP Server , GNOME Gimp H, and

Uhttps://github.com/apache/httpd
Zhttps://github.com/GNOME/gimp
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Table I
PRELIMINARY RESULTS SHOWING CODE CHURN CATEGORIES.

Project Code  Documentation  Configuration Mix
HTTP 14,768 2,595 9,313 5,417
Gimp 22,317 1,893 1,799 21,467
GTK 50,147 2,008 2,051 17,720

GNOME GTK [. These were chosen for their large codebases,
activity levels, and comprehensive documentation [10]. We
collected data on code churn and documentation updates over
a set period, with qualitative analysis assessing the nature and
significance of these changes.

To investigate the synchrony between code churn and docu-
mentation updates, we utilized a two-pronged approach, com-
bining quantitative and qualitative methods. First, repository
mining was conducted to extract data on code changes and
documentation for each commit from Git version control data.
The quantitative data was then analysed to identify churn
categories. Then, a qualitative review of selected churns was
performed. Manual categorization of code churns into three
categories, and a mix, was performed to understand the context
of the changes within committed files. An example of file
extensions is:

e Source Code - .c, .cpp, .h, .hpp, .Js, .py
¢ Documentation - docs/*, .md, .rtf, .txt

o Configuration - .yml, .mk, build/*, conf/=x
e Mix - .c, .h, Makefile, Readme, NWGNU=*

Commits tha contain mixed code churns of Source Code
and Documentation, or Source Code and Documentation and
Configuration, were identified as Mix.

Preliminary findings show significant variation in the syn-
chrony between code and documentation updates across
projects, fluctuating over time due to various factors, which our
study aims to identify. Table [l shows the quantitative analysis
results, significant differences between Code, Documentation,
and Configuration churns are reported. Mix represents our
interest where there is visible linkage between code and other
updates, however, it is still comparatively lower than code
churns. For instance, HTTP project has 14,768 code churns
over time, which were never linked to documentation, and only
5,417 were synchronized. In all three projects, documentation
is significantly smaller (2.595, 1.893, 2.008) compared to
code churns (14,768; 22,317; 50,147), indicating a substantial
knowledge gap. Our quantitative analysis revealed that docu-
mentation updates were not continuously linked to code churns
over time, even when new features were introduced to the
codebase. Periods of code changes often lacked correspond-
ing documentation updates, while mixed churns facilitated
smoother knowledge transfer within the community.

III. IMMEDIATE FUTURE WORK WITH LLMS

Findings highlight variability in documentation practices,
showing that documentation is sometimes linked to code churn

3https://github.com/GNOME/gtk

changes but not always when necessary. This reveals a need
for improved strategies, possibly using current LLM models
and automatic documentation generation, for better knowledge
transfer.

Our future work will expand the dataset to include projects
like PyPI, NPM, and GNU libraries, analyse developer activity
over time, and study the correlation between open and closed
issues and churn categories. We look to understand why certain
groups of contributors neglect documentation updates and
what the different situations are where this applies. Also, in
what cases Al-powered approaches can suggest new strategies
for software maintenance. There may be cases where the
documentation might not be needed.

We will focus on understanding the causes of variability and
finding effective strategies to improve documentation practices
in open-source communities by extending analysis into other
documentation such as GitHub issues and Pull Requests.
These artefacts may reveal additional insights. Other key areas
include exploring advanced techniques like semantic analysis
for aligning code changes with documentation updates and
examining contextual factors influencing synchronization.
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