Writing Test Plans Made Easy, Class Exercises as Performed by ChatGpt
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[bookmark: _Toc219896206]Introduction
The following is a transcript of an LLM responding to the exercise material for a lesson about my book “Writing Test Plans Made Easy.”
[bookmark: _Toc219896207]Conversation transcript
[bookmark: _Toc219896208]Wayne, Introduction statement
We are going to begin a series of exercises. I am going to give you instructions, one set at a time, and you will follow them. The point of this session is to do a practice run of the same exercises I am preparing for a class.

If you understand, say "I am ready."
[bookmark: _Toc219896209]ChatGpt, acknowledging 1
I am ready.
[bookmark: _Toc219896210]Wayne, preparatory material presentation
First, I am going to present to you the contents of a requirement document. This document will be used during the exercise. It describes requirements for an imaginary web application. The document content will follow immediately below. After receipt of this document, respond with "I have received the document."

DataMaker Requirements Document
Here’s a requirements specification for the DataMaker proof-of-concept web app hosted at https://datamakerjs-f3b6b7d13de0.herokuapp.com/. This document describes inferred current behaviors and scoped enhancements for two to three sprints with a small team (2–3 developers). 
1. Summary of Purpose
DataMaker is a web-based interface to a synthetic data generation service. It allows users to:
•	select or define schema namespaces and schemas,
•	specify how many examples to generate,
•	preview random synthetic data based on selected schema definitions.
The objective is to simplify creating realistic test data for developers, testers, and analysts, reducing manual effort or reliance on external data providers while protecting privacy. 
The current proof-of-concept presents a basic UI with selectors (namespace, schema) and fields for generating examples — acting as both documentation and minimal interactive interface.
2. Intended Users & Personas
Primary Users
Persona 1: Developer
•	Role: Backend/Full-stack engineer building apps requiring test data.
•	Goal: Quickly generate datasets to seed databases or test APIs.
•	Needs: Fast UI to define schemas, preview samples, and export data (CSV/JSON).
Persona 2: QA/Test Engineer
•	Role: QA specialist building automated tests.
•	Goal: Create realistic data sets for test coverage (edge cases, bulk loads).
•	Needs: Custom data ranges, format options, and schema reuse.
Persona 3: Data Analyst / Data Scientist
•	Role: Analyst needing synthetic data for exploration or model prototyping.
•	Goal: Generate structured datasets mimicking real-world distributions.
•	Needs: Advanced options (conditional fields, value distributions, export).
3. Use Cases
Browse Namespaces and Schemas
  As a user,
  I want to browse available namespaces and schemas
  So that I can find a schema to generate data from

  Scenario: View available namespaces
    Given I am on the DataMaker home page
    When the page loads
    Then I should see a list of available namespaces

  Scenario: Select a namespace
    Given I am viewing the namespace selector
    When I select a namespace
    Then I should see a list of schemas in that namespace

  Scenario: Select a schema
    Given I have selected a namespace
    When I select a schema
    Then the schema definition should be displayed
Generate Synthetic Data
  As a user
  I want to generate random data from a schema
  So that I can use it for testing or analysis

  Scenario: Generate a default number of examples
    Given I have selected a namespace
    And I have selected a schema
    When I click "Generate Data"
    Then a set of random examples should be displayed

  Scenario: Generate a specified number of examples
    Given I have selected a schema
    And I enter "1000" as the number of examples
    When I click "Generate Data"
    Then exactly 1000 examples should be generated

  Scenario: Handle invalid example count
    Given I have selected a schema
    And I enter "0" as the number of examples
    When I click "Generate Data"
    Then I should see an error message indicating an invalid count
Preview Generated Data
  As a user
  I want to preview generated data in the UI
  So that I can verify it before exporting

  Scenario: View generated data in table format
    Given I have generated synthetic data
    Then I should see the data displayed in a tabular format
    And the column headers should match the schema fields

  Scenario: Regenerate data
    Given I am viewing generated data
    When I click "Generate Data" again
    Then the previously generated data should be replaced
Export Generated Data
  As a user
  I want to export generated data
  So that I can use it in other tools

  Scenario: Export data as JSON
    Given I have generated synthetic data
    When I click "Download JSON"
    Then a JSON file should be downloaded

  Scenario: Export data as CSV
    Given I have generated synthetic data
    When I click "Download CSV"
    Then a CSV file should be downloaded

  Scenario: Export data as XML
    Given I have generated synthetic data
    When I click "Download XML"
    Then an XML file should be downloaded
Manage Schemas
  As a user
  I want to create and manage schemas
  So that I can reuse and customize data definitions

  Scenario: Create a new schema
    Given I am viewing schemas in a namespace
    When I click "New Schema"
    And I enter a schema name
    And I define the schema structure
    And I save the schema
    Then the new schema should appear in the schema list

  Scenario: Edit an existing schema
    Given I have selected an existing schema
    When I click "Edit"
    And I modify the schema definition
    And I save the schema
    Then the updated schema should be stored

  Scenario: Delete a schema
    Given I have selected an existing schema
    When I click "Delete"
    And I confirm the deletion
    Then the schema should be removed from the list
Advanced Schema Options
  As a user
  I want to configure advanced data generation rules
  So that the generated data is more realistic

  Scenario: Configure value ranges
    Given I am editing a schema
    When I specify a minimum and maximum value for a field
    And I save the schema
    Then generated data should respect the configured range

  Scenario: Configure conditional fields
    Given I am editing a schema
    When I define a conditional rule for a field
    And I save the schema
    Then generated data should follow the conditional logic
Search and Filter Schemas
  As a user
  I want to search schemas by name
  So that I can quickly find the schema I need

  Scenario: Search for a schema by keyword
    Given I am viewing the schema list
    When I enter a keyword in the search box
    Then only schemas matching the keyword should be displayed

  Scenario: Clear schema search
    Given I have applied a schema search
    When I clear the search input
    Then all schemas should be displayed again
User Authentication and Persistence
  As a user
  I want to sign in
  So that my schemas are saved across sessions

  Scenario: Sign in with valid credentials
    Given I am on the sign-in page
    When I enter valid credentials
    And I click "Sign In"
    Then I should be signed in successfully

  Scenario: Access saved schemas
    Given I am signed in
    When I navigate to the schema list
    Then I should see my previously saved schemas
4. Non-Functional Requirements
Performance
•	UI must respond within 300ms for common actions (schema load, generate preview).
•	Bulk exports should stream data without overwhelming server memory.
Scalability
•	Support multi-tenant usage (namespaces per user/account).
•	Backend should handle concurrent generate jobs gracefully.
Security
•	Secure authentication (hashed passwords, tokens).
•	Input validation on schema definitions to prevent injection attacks.
Usability
•	Intuitive UI with tooltips explaining fields (e.g., namespace vs schema).
•	Responsive design for desktop and tablets.
Reliability
•	99% uptime for core generate services.
•	Graceful error messages (e.g., invalid schema, export errors).
Maintainability
•	Clear API documentation (OpenAPI/Swagger).
•	Modular front-end components for schema forms, preview tables.
Compliance & Privacy
•	No sensitive user data stored unless explicitly provided.
•	Export formats conform to standard structures.

[bookmark: _Toc219896211]ChatGpt acknowledges 2
I have received the document.
[bookmark: _Toc219896212]Wayne, Exercise 1, Create outline
(for step 5 below, you can pretend there is a partner and simulate the review discussion)
 Exercise 1: Write the feature outline

1. Review your product requirements 
2. List the Big Parts 
  one part per line, single words & short phrases 
3. Add Smaller Parts Under Big Parts 
  Indentation, sub-number, anything that helps 
4. Stop When it Feels Right 

5. Trade With A Partner and Review (YOUR FIRST DELIVERABLE!) 
  - Does this look right? 
  - Did I miss something? 
  - Does the organization make sense?
[bookmark: _Toc219896213]ChatGpt, Exercise 1 response
Here is the Exercise 1 deliverable.

Feature Outline — DataMaker Web Application
1. Navigation & Layout
· Home page
· Namespace selector
· Schema selector
· Main workspace
· Action buttons
· Status / messages
2. Namespaces
· Namespace list
· Namespace selection
· Namespace ownership
· Multi-tenant separation
3. Schemas
· Schema list
· Schema selection
· Schema definition view
· Schema metadata
· Schema persistence
4. Data Generation
· Example count input
· Default generation
· Generate action
· Regeneration
· Validation errors
5. Data Preview
· Tabular display
· Column headers
· Data refresh
· Large dataset handling
6. Export
· JSON export
· CSV export
· XML export
· Download handling
· Streaming support
7. Schema Management
· Create schema
· Edit schema
· Delete schema
· Save confirmation
· Validation rules
8. Advanced Schema Options
· Field types
· Value ranges
· Conditional logic
· Distribution rules
9. Search & Filter
· Schema search input
· Keyword filtering
· Clear search
· Result updating
10. Authentication
· Sign-in page
· Credential validation
· Session management
· User identity
11. User Data Persistence
· Saved schemas
· User-specific namespaces
· Session restore
12. Error Handling & Feedback
· Validation messages
· Generation errors
· Export errors
· System messages
13. Performance & Scalability
· UI responsiveness
· Concurrent generation
· Bulk data handling
14. Security & Compliance
· Input validation
· Authentication security
· Privacy constraints
· Data safety

Step 5 — Simulated Partner Review Discussion
Partner:
Overall, this looks solid. The structure matches how I’d expect the product to be used.
Does this look right?
· Yes — the top-level parts align well with the user journeys: select → generate → preview → export.
· Separation between Schema Management and Advanced Schema Options makes sense.
Did I miss something?
· Maybe a small callout for API / Integration?
· Even if it’s not user-facing yet, the non-functional requirements imply APIs.
· Possibly Help / Documentation / Tooltips as a lightweight feature area.
· You mention usability, but it’s not explicitly represented.
Does the organization make sense?
· Yes.
· Flow is logical: discovery → configuration → action → output.
· Authentication and persistence being later in the list works — they’re enabling features, not the core experience.
· Performance & Security being grouped separately is good for later exercises (tradeoffs, risks).
You (response):
· Agreed on API + Help — those could either be:
· added as small standalone sections, or
· folded into Non-Functional / Usability depending on scope.
· For a proof-of-concept, current depth feels “right” — not over-specified.
Partner (closing):
I’d be comfortable moving into story slicing or acceptance criteria from this outline.

If you want, we can now:
· turn this into epics, or
· practice cutting this down to a 2–3 sprint scope, or
· run Exercise 2 exactly as you’d do it in class.
[bookmark: _Toc219896214]Wayne, Intro to class lecture material
The following is some lecture material I present to the class after the first exercise. After receiving this material, respond "I have seen the material."

Today we will...
(I normally start presentations here, but the book jumps right into building the outline as well. The point is to get started as simply and quickly as possible. It is very important that the first exercise produced reviewable deliverables for a previously unseen project in < 15 minutes.) 

- Outline the plan 
- Identify requirements and test ideas 
- “You’re not done yet…” – start details
[bookmark: _Toc219896215]ChatGpt acknowledges 3
I have seen the material.
[bookmark: _Toc219896216]Wayne, Outline technique instruction
The following is a continuation of the lecture material. I describe how to do the activity after the first exercise because the point of the first exercise is to get a fast start with very little information. Respond "I have seen the material" after the following section.

Outline the Plan
- It is a coverage model 
- Any form – use what you like best 
    Linear outlines, mind maps, graphs, tables, cartoons, diagrams… 
- It is reviewable 
- Single-word statements (usually…) 
- Hierarchical (Big Parts -> Smaller Parts) 
- Breadth Over Depth 
  Like drawing a big circle around everything
[bookmark: _Toc219896217]ChatGpt acknowledges 4
I have seen the material.
[bookmark: _Toc219896218]Wayne, adding requirements lecture material
The following material is training material to prepare for the next exercise. Respond to this section if you have any questions about it.

Adding Requirements
- Just the idea, do not copy 
- “Tarzan Talk” fine, encouraged 
- Borrow the outline headings 
  E.g. an outline titled “Clipboard” might not need the requirement “user can copy and paste” 
- Look for non-obvious 
  E.g. the requirement “When a user copies a work item and pastes it into the assignment description, a photo should be included. Elsewhere, it should just be a link” is non-obvious for “Clipboard”
[bookmark: _Toc219896219]ChatGpt acknowledges 5
I have no questions about this section.
[bookmark: _Toc219896220]Wayne, Exercise 2 Instructions for adding requirements
The following is exercise 2. Follow the exercise as if you were in class. For the review portion, you may simulate a conversation as per Exercise #1.

Exercise 2: Add Requirements
1. Start with prior outline 
2. Add requirements under headings 
3. Trade with someone and review (YOUR SECOND DELIVERABLE!)
[bookmark: _Toc219896221]ChatGpt, Exercise 2 response
Here is the Exercise 2 deliverable, completed as if in class.

Exercise 2 — Feature Outline with Requirements (Tarzan Talk)
1. Navigation & Layout
· Req 1: Clear primary actions visible
· Req 2: No page reloads for main actions
· Req 3: Current selection always visible
· Req 4: Status feedback for user actions
2. Namespaces
· Req 5: Namespace list loads on entry
· Req 6: Only authorized namespaces shown
· Req 7: Namespace change resets schema state
· Req 8: Multi-tenant isolation enforced
3. Schemas
· Req 9: Schema list filtered by namespace
· Req 10: Schema names unique per namespace
· Req 11: Schema definition readable
· Req 12: Invalid schemas flagged
· Req 13: Schema selection required before generate
4. Data Generation
· Req 14: Default example count provided
· Req 15: User-entered count validated (>0)
· Req 16: Generate action idempotent per click
· Req 17: Regenerate replaces prior data
· Req 18: Errors shown, no silent failure
5. Data Preview
· Req 19: Table headers match schema fields
· Req 20: Data rows consistent with schema
· Req 21: Large results paginated or truncated
· Req 22: Preview reflects latest generation only
6. Export
· Req 23: Export only after successful generate
· Req 24: JSON format valid
· Req 25: CSV headers correct, escaped
· Req 26: XML well-formed
· Req 27: Export uses streaming for large sets
7. Schema Management
· Req 28: Create requires name + structure
· Req 29: Edit preserves existing references
· Req 30: Delete requires confirmation
· Req 31: Validation before save
· Req 32: Save feedback shown to user
8. Advanced Schema Options
· Req 33: Field type enforced at generate time
· Req 34: Min/max ranges respected
· Req 35: Conditional logic applied consistently
· Req 36: Invalid rules rejected early
9. Search & Filter
· Req 37: Search matches schema name
· Req 38: Search updates results live
· Req 39: Clear search restores full list
· Req 40: Search does not change selection
10. Authentication
· Req 41: Sign-in required for persistence
· Req 42: Invalid credentials handled gracefully
· Req 43: Session expires securely
· Req 44: Auth state visible to user
11. User Data Persistence
· Req 45: User schemas saved across sessions
· Req 46: Data isolated per user
· Req 47: Returning user sees prior work
12. Error Handling & Feedback
· Req 48: Errors human-readable
· Req 49: Errors tied to user action
· Req 50: No raw system errors exposed
13. Performance & Scalability
· Req 51: Common UI actions <300ms
· Req 52: Concurrent generate requests supported
· Req 53: Bulk operations avoid memory spikes
14. Security & Compliance
· Req 54: Schema input sanitized
· Req 55: Exports contain no unintended data
· Req 56: No sensitive data stored by default

Review — Simulated Trade With a Partner
Partner:
This feels like a natural evolution from the outline. I can already see test ideas popping out.
Does this look right?
· Yes — requirements are concise and testable.
· “Tarzan Talk” style works well here.
· Good balance: not too obvious, not too deep.
Did I miss something?
· Maybe one requirement around schema versioning?
· Even a lightweight “editing a schema may affect existing data” callout.
· Possibly something about canceling generation for large jobs.
Does the organization make sense?
· Yes.
· Requirements are clearly scoped under the right feature areas.
· Advanced options separated from basic schema management helps avoid overload.
· Non-functional requirements being explicit makes risks visible early.
You (response):
· Agreed — schema versioning is a lurking complexity worth surfacing.
· Cancel / interrupt generation could be a stretch goal but good to flag.
· For a 2–3 sprint scope, this still feels appropriately bounded.
Partner (closing):
I’d be comfortable deriving acceptance criteria or exploratory charters directly from this.

This is a strong second deliverable:
· Reviewable
· Incomplete by design
· Already generating test ideas
When you’re ready, we can move into:
· Exercise 3: Derive test ideas / scenarios, or
· Risk-based pruning for limited sprint capacity, or
· Comparing this to how teams usually over-specify too early
[bookmark: _Toc219896222]Wayne, Adding Test Ideas Lecture material
The following section is lecture material to introduce the next exercise. After receiving the material, respond with "I have seen the material."

Adding Test Ideas
- For each requirement, add a test idea 
- “What might go wrong here?” 
- “What happens when…” 
- Test heuristics work well 
  E.g. “Test the claim that <claim from requirement>”, “Test with different types of data”, “Test with error conditions” 
- Tailor the heuristic to the requirement, 
  e.g. “Help desk submission workflow with error conditions connecting between backend services”

Heuristics reference: Heuristic Test Strategy Model  https://www.satisfice.com/download/heuristic-test-strategy-model#

[bookmark: _Toc219896223]ChatGpt acknowledges 6
I have seen the material.
[bookmark: _Toc219896224]Wayne, Exercise 3, Adding test ideas
The following is the text of Exercise 3. Respond as if you are a member of the class participating in the exercise. You may simulate the review as per Exercises 1 and 2.

Exercise 3: Add Test Ideas
1. Start with existing plan 
2. Pick a requirement and add several test ideas 
3. Swap with someone and review 
  Do these make sense? 
  Are there any missing? 
  Which seem important?
[bookmark: _Toc219896225]ChatGpt, Exercise 3 response
Below is the Exercise 3 deliverable, completed as if I were in class.

Exercise 3 — Test Ideas (selected requirements)
Note: For brevity, I’m focusing on a subset of requirements, demonstrating the approach and depth expected in class.
If you want, I can expand to all requirements.

1. Navigation & Layout
Req 2: No page reloads for main actions
Test Ideas
· Click “Generate Data” and confirm URL stays the same (no full reload).
· Perform generate, then navigate back/forward in browser and confirm state behaves consistently.
· Force a slow network and confirm action still completes without full reload.
Req 4: Status feedback for user actions
Test Ideas
· Click “Generate Data” and confirm a loading indicator appears.
· Cancel/interrupt (if possible) and confirm status changes appropriately.
· Trigger an error and confirm the error message appears in the status area.

3. Schemas
Req 9: Schema list filtered by namespace
Test Ideas
· Select a namespace and verify only schemas from that namespace show.
· Switch namespaces and confirm schema list updates correctly.
· Verify the schema list does not show duplicates across namespaces.
Req 13: Schema selection required before generate
Test Ideas
· Click “Generate Data” without selecting schema and confirm error shown.
· Confirm “Generate Data” button disabled when no schema selected (if UI uses this).
· Select schema, generate, then deselect and confirm generate is blocked again.

4. Data Generation
Req 15: User-entered count validated (>0)
Test Ideas
· Enter 0 → confirm error.
· Enter -5 → confirm error.
· Enter non-numeric text → confirm error.
· Enter very large number → confirm system handles gracefully (limits or streams).
Req 16: Generate action idempotent per click
Test Ideas
· Click “Generate Data” once → confirm only one request sent.
· Click rapidly multiple times → confirm only one generation runs or requests are queued.
· Confirm UI disables button while generation in progress.

5. Data Preview
Req 21: Large results paginated or truncated
Test Ideas
· Generate 10,000 rows and confirm pagination or truncation occurs.
· Confirm the table doesn’t freeze the UI.
· Confirm headers still match schema when truncated.

6. Export
Req 25: CSV headers correct, escaped
Test Ideas
· Export a schema with commas in field names and confirm CSV escapes properly.
· Export with quotes in field values and confirm CSV escapes quotes.
· Export with line breaks in values and confirm CSV maintains structure.
Req 27: Export uses streaming for large sets
Test Ideas
· Export 1,000,000 rows and confirm memory stays stable (no crash).
· Monitor export time and confirm it doesn’t time out for large sets.

10. Authentication
Req 41: Sign-in required for persistence
Test Ideas
· Log out and confirm saved schemas disappear from view.
· Log in and confirm saved schemas return.
· Try accessing schema list without login and confirm redirect/deny.

Review — Simulated Partner Discussion
Partner:
This is strong. The test ideas are clearly linked to the requirements and are realistic.
Do these make sense?
· Yes. They are actionable and reveal where things might break.
Any missing?
· For schema filtering: test namespace with no schemas (empty state).
· For export: test file naming and extension correctness.
· For auth: test session expiry and token refresh (if applicable).
Which seem important?
· Req 15 (count validation) — common bug area.
· Req 16 (idempotency) — prevents server overload.
· Req 25 (CSV escaping) — often fails in real products.
· Req 41 (auth requirement) — security risk if broken.
Partner (closing):
If we were doing this in class, I’d say this is a good set of test ideas to start exploratory testing from.

If you want, I can continue and add test ideas for all requirements, or we can move on to the next exercise.

[bookmark: _Toc219896226]Wayne, Adding test idea details lecture material
The following is a lecture to prepare for Exercise 4. Respond after receiving this material with "I have seen the material."

Adding Test Idea Details
- Reader can imagine the cases 
- Use models that expand easily 
- Avoid lists of step-wise cases 
- Avoid flat lists
[bookmark: _Toc219896227]ChatGpt acknowledges 7
I have seen the material.
[bookmark: _Toc219896228]Wayne, adding test ideas, model examples lecture material
The following is lecture material where I provide the case with example models. The content has visuals in it, which I am not going to provide here, so you will be limited to the textual explanation. Respond with "I have seen the material." after the material is sent.

Model Examples
Tables (matrix): combine variables together to create cases. This example is 4x5x4 = 80 cases.
Flowchart: Each path through the flow is a new case. This example shows 16 cases without loop on “Done”, 256 if loop once, 2^loops to infinity.
Pseudocode: Describe the test approach as if it is code. This example describes a different number of cases based on the word size of the processor.

There is also a callout to one of the examples that has a name label on it. The callout says "Name things to re-use later
" 

[bookmark: _Toc219896229]
ChatGpt acknowledges 8
I have seen the material.
[bookmark: _Toc219896230]Wayne, Exercise 4, Adding test idea details
The following is the text of exercise 4. You may simulate the review in the same way as was done in exercises 1-3.

Exercise 4: Add test details
1. Start with existing plan 
2. Pick one test idea and add details 
   Model the cases instead of list them 
3. Swap with someone and review 
   Do these make sense? 
   Are there any missing? 
   Which seem important?
[bookmark: _Toc219896231]ChatGpt, Exercise 4 response
Below is Exercise 4, completed in-class style using a case model (not a flat list).

Exercise 4 — Test Details (Modeled Cases)
Selected Requirement
Req 15: User-entered count validated (>0)
Test idea: Validate the “number of examples” input with edge cases, bad data, and performance limits.

Test Model: Decision Table (Matrix)
(Combine variables to create cases; easy to expand later.)
Inputs (variables)
	Variable
	Values

	Count Type
	Integer / Decimal / Text / Empty

	Sign
	Positive / Zero / Negative

	Size
	Small (1–10) / Large (10k+) / Huge (1M+)

	UI State
	Schema selected / Schema not selected


Decision Table (cases)
	Case
	Count Type
	Sign
	Size
	UI State
	Expected Result

	1
	Integer
	Positive
	Small
	Schema selected
	Generate succeeds

	2
	Integer
	Positive
	Large
	Schema selected
	Generate succeeds (with pagination/streaming)

	3
	Integer
	Positive
	Huge
	Schema selected
	Generate either limits or warns (no crash)

	4
	Integer
	Zero
	Small
	Schema selected
	Error shown (“invalid count”)

	5
	Integer
	Negative
	Small
	Schema selected
	Error shown (“invalid count”)

	6
	Decimal
	Positive
	Small
	Schema selected
	Error shown or rounded (depending on UI rule)

	7
	Text
	—
	—
	Schema selected
	Error shown (“must be numeric”)

	8
	Empty
	—
	—
	Schema selected
	Error shown (“required field”)

	9
	Integer
	Positive
	Small
	Schema NOT selected
	Error shown (“select schema first”)

	10
	Integer
	Negative
	Small
	Schema NOT selected
	Error shown (“select schema first”)


Notes
· This model is expandable by adding more variables (e.g., locale, keyboard input method, copy/paste).
· Each row is a test case, but the table avoids a long step-by-step list.

Review — Simulated Partner Discussion
Partner:
This is a strong model. It captures the major failure modes and also includes the “schema not selected” condition.
Do these make sense?
· Yes. The table is clear, and the expected results are directly tied to the requirement.
Any missing cases?
· Boundary values for “large” counts (e.g., 9999 vs 10,000).
· Non-standard numeric formats (commas, scientific notation, leading zeros).
· Copy/paste values (like “ 5 ” or “\n5\n”).
· Input persistence: does the value stay after error?
Which seem important?
· Case 3 (huge count) — often breaks performance.
· Case 6 (decimal) — can reveal parsing issues.
· Case 9 (schema not selected) — checks UI guardrails.
Partner (closing):
If this were an exploratory testing session, this table gives a great starting point and can be expanded naturally.

If you want, I can:
· model another requirement with a flowchart or pseudocode, or
· expand this table to cover all test ideas, or
· move to the next exercise.
[bookmark: _Toc219896232]Wayne, directing AI to simulate class discussion
Simulate a class discussion regarding the above exercises. Portray different persons and sharing their experiences, things they noticed, things they tried, questions they have. Have some people offering advice to others. Have different people describe things they might have observed or tried that were different than others.
[bookmark: _Toc219896233]ChatGpt, response
Simulated Class Discussion — After Exercises 1–4
Setting: end of the session, whiteboard still full of outlines, tables, and half-erased arrows. Instructor opens the floor.

Alex (Backend developer, first time with this approach)
“I was surprised how fast we got something useful.
In Exercise 1, my instinct was to start describing behavior, but forcing myself to stay at ‘big parts’ actually helped. I noticed when I stopped early, the outline felt… incomplete, but in a good way.”
Advice offered:
“Stopping early felt wrong, but it made the review way easier.”

Priya (QA lead, experienced tester)
“For me, the biggest shift was Exercise 2. I’m used to writing full sentences. ‘Tarzan Talk’ felt awkward at first, but when we traded, it was much faster to read and react to.”
Observation:
“I noticed obvious requirements weren’t that interesting. The non-obvious ones triggered the best test ideas later.”

Jordan (Product manager)
“I kept wanting to ask ‘is this in scope?’ during the outline exercise. But I realized that wasn’t the point yet.
The outline helped me see everything that exists, not everything we’ll build.”
Question:
“Is it normal that this makes the product feel bigger before it gets smaller?”
Response from others:
· Yes — that’s the value.
· You can’t cut scope safely if you don’t see it first.

Mei (Junior tester)
“In Exercise 3, I felt overwhelmed. Picking ‘one requirement’ helped. I thought everyone else was doing all of them.”
Reassurance from Sam (Senior SDET):
“Nope. If you try to do all of them, you’ll just make shallow lists. One good example is enough to learn the technique.”

Sam (Senior SDET)
“The heuristics really clicked for me when I stopped thinking ‘test case’ and started thinking ‘claim.’
Like: the system claims CSV export is correct. That alone generates a ton of ideas.”
Tip:
“If you’re stuck, rewrite the requirement as a marketing claim and try to break it.”

Lina (UX designer)
“I don’t usually write tests, but the outline helped me spot usability risks early.
For example, schema selection resetting data — that’s a UX gotcha.”
Observation:
“I added test ideas about confusion and error messaging that others hadn’t considered.”

Carlos (Automation engineer)
“Exercise 4 was the hardest for me. I kept wanting to enumerate steps.
The decision table forced me to think in dimensions instead.”
What he tried differently:
“I named my table — ‘Example Count Validation Matrix’ — and that helped me talk about it with others.”
Advice:
“Naming models is huge. It turns testing into a reusable artifact, not just notes.”

Nina (Manual tester)
“I noticed different people picked very different ‘important’ cases in review.
Some cared about huge numbers, others about decimals or empty input.”
Insight:
“That made me realize risk is subjective — and that’s why reviewing together matters.”

Ethan (DevOps / performance-focused)
“I gravitated toward performance edges even when the requirement wasn’t explicitly about performance.
Huge counts, streaming, memory — those kept popping up.”
Question:
“Is it okay to test things that aren’t explicitly stated?”
Group response:
That’s literally the job.
Requirements are promises — not boundaries.

Group Reflection (Multiple voices)
· “Outlines made reviewing easier than documents.”
· “Models scale better than lists.”
· “We found risks without writing a single step-by-step test.”
· “This felt messy, but productive.”

Closing Comment (Instructor voice, simulated)
“Notice what happened:
You didn’t ‘finish’ testing.
You built thinking tools that let testing continue.”
“If this felt uncomfortable, that’s a good sign.
It means you weren’t just following a script.”

If you’d like, next we can:
· simulate how this discussion goes wrong in real teams, or
· run a compressed 30-minute version of the whole workshop, or
· map these exercises directly to exploratory charters or session sheets
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