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Preface

The following case study has been modified from its original content.

The case study is meant to be used as a starting point to help you understand how to use the artifact.
Thus, information has been shrunk to avoid navigating an enormous document (in size and pages).

You can also refer to the related template (in HTML format or WORD format) in the UPEDU
Artifacts Templates Test Section.

Regards,

Unified Process for Education Team
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Test Results
1. Introduction

1.1 Purpose

To summarize the results of the testing activities in Time Monitoring Tool system development and to
provide data for evaluations based on these results.

1.2 Scope

All test results are captured during the execution of tests. The test results are used as input for
evaluating test and for calculating the key measures of test.

1.3 Definitions, Acronyms, and Abbreviations

Please reference to the project's Glossary — upedu_ex_gloss.pdf

1.4 References

1. TMT - Glossary
2. TMT - Use Case Specification
3. TMT - Test Plan

1.5 Overview

The following sections describe the variances of the executed tests by respect to the previous test
documents. A summary of the test results are presented.

2. Variances
All executed tests respected Test Plan.
Important notice: 41 test cases were planned for the Server package but only 25 were executed. The

remaining test cases were rejected because other test groups had fewer test cases planned, which
caused a disproportion.

3. Summary of results

109 test cases executed (Total).
27 errors detected.
Results were grouped by package.

Test Results — Server Package
Test case Status
CT 1-CT 12 Succeeded
CT_13-CT_16 Failed
CT 17-CT_21 Succeeded
CT 22-CT 25 Failed
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Test Results - Package Users::Administrator

Test case Status
CT 1-CT 6 Succeeded
CT 7-CT 9 Failed
CT 10-CT 14 Succeeded
CT 15-CT 16 Failed
CT 17-CT 24 Succeeded

Test Results - Package Users::Developer

Test case Status
CT 1-CT 12 Succeeded
CT 13-CT 18 Failed
CT 19-CT 28 Succeeded

Test Results - Package Export Data

Test case Status
CT 1-CT 16 Succeeded
CT 17-CT 20 Failed
CT 20-CT 28 Succeeded
CT 29-CT 32 Failed

All detailed information about failed tests is provided in corresponding Defect Report document.
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