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What do we want to
achieve?



The primary purpose of code review is to make sure
that the overall health of the code base is improving
over time.

An approved change will definitely improve the
overall code health of the system being worked on,
even if the change is not perfect.

— from "The Standard of Code Review"
in Google’s Engineering Practices



Tips for reviewers



Look for ...

Good Things
Design Style
Naming © Consistency
Tests Documentation

YAGNI Functionality



Do code reviews as
soon as possible



Tips for authors



Providing context for large changes

ol i -l konstantintieber merged 25 commits into devslcp from feature/INVT-8326-nigrate-singls—select-in-table |°) 16 deys ago

P

(Y Conversation 1 - Commits 25 [Fl Checks @ Files changed 24 +925 -494 nmnn
o konstantintieber commentzd 20 days ago - edited ~ @ --- Roviewers 3

< I

GCh ome run na. 1: https //ci.leznix netjview/ezZefjobje2e-pfwen-headless/5152/ inventory-genzral Fails
OCh ame run na. 2: hitps:fjc lranicne:view/e?efjob/e? e-pfaeb--ead @35)/5193, inventary-general fails
Ch'nn'e run na. 3: attps://clleanix.netfview/a?a/job/a2a-pfwab-readless, 5195/
@dCh-ome run na. 4: nttps://ci.leanix.ret/view/222/jcb/e2e-pfweb-hezdless;5203/

I1I5 ras cecn a long ongoing ettort (started Two years age by angell and since | nrecded to touch the SINGLE_SzL=CI
rendenng as part of the relations table epic | decidad to tinally tinish this migraticn.

What happenad In this PR?

e« anew mocule LxFactSheetTatleModule was extracted frum the LxSharacMadule and contains Ul ccmponents and
services relalec to the ~act Sheel tabls fealure.
« The lx-factshezts-taole campanent no longer ral es on the FizldsTemplatelenpenant | which is usea for rendering
fields on the Fact Sheet details page, to render cel's in the “act Sheet takle (the last remaining field type that wasn't
mig-ated was the SINGLE_SELECIH]. This mears | coulc remove code related 1o checking 17 we a2 in ane or the other
context. £
« The LxSharedModile was stripped of its Fac: Sheet table comoonents which means that all modulzss that still want to use
thase are now imaorting the | xFac t Sheet Tahle¥odule |, which helps with transparency of the dependencies of our -
modules.

« he ViewMcdelSarvice receved a new metnod getStatuslcon , which returns the icon contiquration from the metadata.
Thie rethod Is needed bec3use the viewodelservice.gatFieldvetaData  will not return the metadata ct & single-salsct,
that has no values property (se2 view-fields.nelpers.1s;. But tnere are ViewhMoce!s out thare that dont have such
cenfiguration for flelds like businessCriticality . As long as there is no backend validation for this, | think this condition
is too harsh. | do know that ths new Application landscape depends on this logic, so | zdued another methoc which does
what | need. The values in the feld metadaza of z single select, contair the colors that should be used fo- rendzring
views in reporting. Inthe lx-7actshests-taole we do naoth ng with those caolars, but we anly need the icon.

What will hapen in the next PR?

Move tha inventory fegtuz lib beck into the main app, as 'we 'won't get to spend ancugh time to extract t fully. And it is
breaking the nx-affectad job wrer we check which unit tests ne2d 1o be run in a way that nventory tests are often not run,
evzn though 1tis affected.

For reviewing | recommend a commit-by-commit reading, as the files changed can get confusing



Tips for authors

Commit style

Minimize change size

Meaningful naming

Communicate on change requests
Value the reviewer’s time
Don’t rely on review to spot bugs
Describe the context if needed

Don’t take It personally



Different ways of
conducting reviews



Written on PR In a call / In person

e |ess lonely #covid

e Can be done e Not asynchronous

asynchronous|
y y o Still write change requests

e down on PR
e Communication is always

documented _
e More chances for questions

e Less personal
P e Developer shouldn’t guide

the call too much, reviewer
asks guestions



Questions

e \Where was | wrong?
e What is your goal when doing a code review?

e What do you wish developers who request reviews from
you would do?



Links

e https://google.github.io/eng-practices/

e https://blog.jetbrains.com/upsource/2015/07/23/what-to-
look-for-in-a-code-review/

e https://mtlynch.io/code-review-love/
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https://blog.jetbrains.com/upsource/2015/07/23/what-to-look-for-in-a-code-review/
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