
As always, late into testing. I thought of another test case as below. 
 

TEST CASE: 

 

 

 
 



So now I have extended the test case to this and it fails.. 
TEST CASE: 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
TEST CASE: 
This is incorrect, it is writing 3.5->3.6 
I have a feeling that in every place where it does a double range write… 
it has to look before it places the store value in for the state of 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
I will now go through all my new test cases and existing test cases.. 
I am just worried about when to clear the isFirstOccurenceAscendingChain since I can 
see in my code I have not set it to false on every time it uses the stored values… 
I am not going to change my code blindly… 
But I think I need to try lots ascending and descending small bursts in an array to 
determine if code is ok.. 
 
TEST CASE: 

 
 
3.5->3.8* 
3.8->3.7* 
3.5->3.8* 
3.8->3.5* 
3.5->3.8* 
3.8->3.7* 
3.9->4.0        (this is correct, in my data it has 3.5->4.0 
3.5->3.8 * 
3.8->3.7* 
45.5->45.4* 
This is in agreement with above…. 

 
 
 
 
I also tried and set my code with resetting the stored values and Booleans at every point 



it made no difference. I do not want to implement changes without understanding for 
now…  

 
 
 
I will now try more test cases: 
 
TEST CASE: 

 

 
This is fine…. 
 
 
I will go through my test cases again.. And unfortunately 
any cases which start with ascending are still giving issues… 
 
 
//***FAILS*** 

        //3.5f,3.6f, 3.5f, 3.6f, 3.5f,3.4f,3.0f,2.9f,2.5f,2.4f  //ascending descending ascending  
descending descending descending        

       //3.5f,3.6f,3.5f,3.1f,3.0f,2.9f   //ascending descending descending 

       //3.5f,3.6f,3.5f,3.6f   //ascending descending ascending  

       //3.5f,3.6f,3.5f,3.2f,3.1f   //ascending descending descending 
 
 
I know I fixed many cases similar from page 15 onwards which commence with 
ascending…..  but I can see in these cases, there was a transitional descent… 
 

 
 
//I think the best option is to start with most basic failed case 
TEST CASE: 

 

 
 



 

 
 
I felt this was incorrect and too vague without reason.. So I followed code and 
implemented here: 

 
All my test cases pass. 
I am hoping its finally resolved issues. 
The last phase of course is testing it against the ChatGPT data. 
And it has passed against all the ChatGPT extracts….. 
 


