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Evaluating Al Code Review Tools

Real-world bug detection across five Al r.e_\'(_ivetooIs.
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CodeRabbit pairs high true bug detection with very low false positives relative to
competitive tools.
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Accuracy + impact beats raw volume.

CodeRabbit delivers the strongest overall balance of precision, critical bug detection, and consistency across repositories —
making it the clearest “high signal, low noise” option in this study.
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