
EXAMINING NEWLY IDENTIFIED FAILED TEST CASES 
 
TEST CASE: number =    2349432;         //7 digits wide  FAIL 
 

 
 
 
 



I have modified my code as follows to handle this scenario. 
NOTE: I am not exploring from the perspective of long 
data type, however I suspect the similar principles will 
unfold. 
But it would require testing just in case 
 

 
 
 



I will run through all my test cases again 

 
TEST CASE 1:     FAIL 
 

 
 
I can only account for this fail inline with the following implementation above. 
 

 
 
 
And I discovered that since the for loop was based on the variable divideby10Required, I had also 
impacted iterations the for loop had completed. 
 

 
 
 



TEST CASE 1a:     PASS 
 

 
 

 
 
TEST CASE 2:     PASS 

 

 
 
 



TEST CASE 3:     PASS 

 
 

 
 
TEST CASE 4:     PASS 

 

 
 
TEST CASE 5:     PASS 

 

 
 



TEST CASE 6:     PASS 

 

 
 
TEST CASE 7:     PASS 

 

 
 
TEST CASE 8:     PASS 

 

 



TEST CASE 9:     PASS 
 

However I could see that it has performed  6 with 6 and not compared 3 with 3 and made a 
decision.  
Once again, this suggests that that variable i  has caught up with  limit on the for loop. 

 
 
Rather than setting i back to 0, which is feasible.. It is not performing modification in a rationale 
way. 
Instead I have examined the value of  variable (i) in comparison to movePosition and performed 
correct adjustments.. 
 

 

  
 
 
 



TEST CASE 9a:      PASS 
 

 

 
 
TEST CASE 10:      PASS 

 

 
 
 



TEST CASE 11:  PASS 

 
 

 
 
TEST CASE 12:  PASS 

 

 



TEST CASE 13:  PASS 

 
 

 
 
TEST CASE 14:  PASS 

 

 


