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Context |
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ATest consultant embedded in a scrum team for three days a week

ACreate crosskilled resources by training the existing team of
developers, business analysts and subject matter experts in testing
ASpecialist financial domain

ATeam was University educated
> Economics & Finance
> Mathematics
> Computer Science
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What do you think this does?






How are you going to test this?
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Test ldeas

e ———

AThat the acceptance criteria are met

AThat each function does what it is supposed to do (positive testing)
AThe problems that each function could have (negative testing)
Alnput data for typical, boundary and invalid cases

AOutput data for typical, boundary and invalid cases

AA flow through the system, with functions in different orders

Reference: Bach, James (2013). Heuristic Test Strategy Mol
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What should we automate?
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AWhat matters most?

AAre there any problems with high impact?

AAre there any problems with high probability?

Reference: Marick, Brian (1998). When should a test be automatec
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The greatest

enemy of
Knowledge IS not
ignorance, but the
llusion of

knowledge
Stephen Hawking



