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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



100% Automation

——

SSNSZ |
(e i \ 3 |
‘ﬁ_ e
¢




Testing 101 Workshop

SLHTTIFIY AW ases
g0 12 14 18 nan s

PR UIR L AR il

B n:!l.‘)i'-'»u.l




. L | Session Based
Visualising Visual Test

Strategy Modelling

Introduction
Management

Sharing testing with nortesters in an agile team

Katrina Clokie
@katrina tester



Testing 101 Workshop

—r - " ™
-
- .
‘.
:




PRODUCTION 7




l n our test strategy

l n our test strategy a

Not In our test strategy, but should be




Availability

4

Performance
Testing

4

Package
Testing
Component Disaster
Testing Recovery
End-to-End
Testing 74
SpecFlow
Testing 4
Release
SME. Testing
Interaction
/4
Regression
Integration Testing Acceptance
Testing Testing
/4 Usabilit
Mind Maps 4
/4
7

Exploratory
Automated Testing

Testing

4

Read more: http://tiny.cc/teststrategyretro

Security
Testing

4

-I n our test strategy and weoy e

-I n our test strategy and
J Not in our test strategy, but should be

Operations

4

Parallel
Testing




Package
Testing

Availability

4

Performance
Testing

4

Component Disaster
Testing Recovery
End-to-End
Testing 74
SpecFlow
Testing 4
SME Release
_ Testing
Interaction
4
Regression
Integration Testing Acceptance
Testing Testing
. 4 Usability
Mind Maps
4
4

Exploratory
Automated Testing

Testing

4

Read more: http://tiny.cc/teststrategyretro

Security
Testing

4

-I n our test strategy and weoy e

-I n our test strategy and
J Not in our test strategy, but should be

Operations

4

Parallel
Testing




Availability

Package 7
Testing Performance
Testing
Component Disaster
Testin Recover
: End-to-End Y 4
Testing 74
SpecFlow
Testing 4
Release
SME. Testing
Interaction
4 Security
_ Regression Testing
Integration Testing Acceptance
Testing Testing 7
Mind Maps /4 Usability
Operations
4
4 4
Exploratory
Automated Testing
Testing
4 Parallel
Testing
-I n our test strategy and weoy e

-I n our test strategy and weoOr e

Read more: http://tiny.cc/teststrategyretro J Not in our test strategy, but should be




Availability

4

Performance
Testing

4

Package
Testing
Component Disaster
Testing Recovery
End-to-End
Testing 74
SpecFlow
Testing 74
Release
Svie Testing
Interaction
/4
Regression
Integration Testing Acceptance
Testing Testing
/4 Usabilit
Mind Maps 4
/4
7

Exploratory
Automated Testing

Testing

4

Read more: http://tiny.cc/teststrategyretro

Security
Testing

4

-I n our test strategy and weoy e

-I n our test strategy and
J Not in our test strategy, but should be

Operations

4

Parallel
Testing




Availability

4

Performance
Testing

4

Package
Testing
Component Disaster
Testing Recovery
End-to-End
Testing 74
SpecFlow
Testing 4
Release
SME. Testing
Interaction
/4
Regression
Integration Testing Acceptance
Testing Testing
/4 Usabilit
Mind Maps 4
/4
7

Exploratory
Automated Testing

Testing

4

Read more: http://tiny.cc/teststrategyretro

Security
Testing

4

-I n our test strategy and weoy e

-I n our test strategy and
J Not in our test strategy, but should be

Operations

4

Parallel
Testing




Inputs to Testing
. SME. Specification
interaction Workshops Mind Maps

Unit
Integration

——-—-\

Outputs from Testing

AcceptancCe cnd toend testing (muttiple 53Is packages + UI)

Non - Functional

Security (role based permissions, authentication)
Performance / Load

Operational (logs, ongoing support & maintenance)

Usability / Accessibility

Availability / DR

Re'ease Testing data update rather than clean & re-populate
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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



