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WHAT IS OUR PRIMARY USE CASE?

We are using Nexus Repository as a Java repository for our libraries. We cannot host proxy libraries because we don't have

access to the internet. We're downloading libraries manually and then uploading them to our Nexus repositories. That's the

current approach. We not only upload open-source libraries but also our own libraries that we developed.

HOW HAS IT HELPED MY ORGANIZATION?

On the hosted repository, if a team inserts a version of a library, say a Spring library, it becomes available across the

organization. If our organization has between ten and 20 development teams, if you upload one library it becomes available to

everyone. That helps the speed of development. Or, for example, with the infrastructure, we have to bring our software version to

a certain level. Let's say decision a decision has been made that every everybody is moving to Spring version 5.0. Our DevOps

team uploads the library to Nexus and then it's available across the organization. It improves productivity.

WHAT IS MOST VALUABLE?

The core features are the most important: We can host libraries, upload them, and they can be used across multiple teams. The

hosted repository is the primary feature we're using.

WHAT NEEDS IMPROVEMENT?

When it comes to the library uploads, for Java libraries it's very easy. You choose the .jar that is to be uploaded. But when it comes

to uploading NPM libraries, JavaScript dependencies libraries, it is a little bit of a convoluted process. They need to improve

uploading libraries for NPM-type repositories. There is good room for improvement there.

FOR HOW LONG HAVE I USED THE SOLUTION?

One to three years.
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WHAT DO I THINK ABOUT THE STABILITY OF THE SOLUTION?

It's pretty reliable. Again, just the way the organization is set up, we do not have access to the internet. We don't pull the libraries

from outside, through the proxies. We are uploading them manually. But it has been pretty reliable. The only issue we had was our

infrastructure setup. With the disk allocation, we have run out of space. That's the only problem we had. But as far as the reliability

of the product goes, it is fine.

WHAT DO I THINK ABOUT THE SCALABILITY OF THE SOLUTION?

It's scalable. For our organization's needs it's fine. We have not run into any issues where it caused performance degradation.

HOW ARE CUSTOMER SERVICE AND TECHNICAL SUPPORT?

There were a couple of issues that we needed help with, that we raised with Nexus customer care, but the response was pretty

fast. It was an excellent experience.

IF YOU PREVIOUSLY USED A DIFFERENT SOLUTION, WHICH ONE DID YOU USE AND WHY DID YOU SWITCH?

We did use Artifactory, it's a competitive product. Before, our division was part of a different organization and that organization

had the ability to use outside, hosted repositories. So we could go to Maven hosted repositories outside of the network; truly

open-source. Artifactory was only used certain solutions. It was a different scenario. Nexus provides more capabilities when it

comes to hosted and proxy repositories. This was the primary reason we switched.

HOW WAS THE INITIAL SETUP?

The initial setup was pretty straightforward. We worked with the Sonatype customer care team. I was not involved specifically in

the installation process. Our infrastructure team and DevOps teams were involved in it. But it was fine. It was not a big issue. We

had to use the Nexus setup, provided by default, and that was a good feature. As we matured our process, we brought it under

our own security management system, as far as the management roles and responsibilities go. I was involved in the

implementation strategy, but not in the physical installation, running the files. I was involved in the selection of the product and the

features that were going to be used and how it was going to be set up initially. Our DevOps and infrastructure teams took it from

there.

WHAT WAS OUR ROI?

It's all about productivity. There is tangible productivity there. The speed of development is faster. Also, if you develop a new team

and all of them need the same library, you don't want every developer going to get this library. It's uploaded once and it's being

used everywhere.

WHICH OTHER SOLUTIONS DID I EVALUATE?

There were not that many competitors in this space. It was between Nexus and Artifactory. It was a pretty straightforward decision.
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WHAT OTHER ADVICE DO I HAVE?

Try to leverage most of the feature set. The security scans are a great feature. When the open-source libraries are downloaded,

Nexus can provide an automated solution to certify them for use. It might be a good idea, as well, to make this product part of the

build pipeline, so you don't have to build every time. In terms of managing binaries, build artifacts and release candidates across

the DevOps pipeline, we are not using Nexus for checking our artifacts in the build pipeline.  We do utilize Nexus if I create a utility

library in a project and this library needs to be used across ten other projects, ten control systems. If it's code developed by us as

a reusable component, then yes, we will develop the code so that it will be checked out by the source control system, and the

produced .jar will be uploaded into Nexus. It will become available across the organization, but only as a reusable component. In

that case, the reusable component becomes available as part of the build pipeline downstream system. We don't use the solution

for open-source governance. Right now my role is an application architect so I'm part of the development team. In the capacity

which we are using Nexus Repository it's doing the job. The area in which I was involved in as a developer, I needed certain

libraries. I first had to check if they were in Nexus. If they weren't there I would have the problem that I need to get them in there.

Still, it's a good product. There are a lot of features our organization is not using. Many of them are security scans as you set up

open-source governance. As you upload libraries, Nexus offers to scan them and certify the dependencies. We don't have

that. But we're covering this by the static code analysis, outside of the Nexus. That's where we are compensating. In our

organization, about 100 people are using the solution. Most of them are developers. We have projects where we specify our

Maven or NPM dependencies. Most of our people are clients of the system. Then we have our DevOps team which is comprised

of five people who are actually managing the content that's being uploaded to Nexus. It requires very minimal maintenance, which

is done by our DevOps team. And we have our infrastructure team that does the hosting. It's pretty stable and reliable and there is

not much involved in the maintenance. It's a great product. I give it a nine out of ten. There is always room for improvement.
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