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1. Project & Author Info
	Field
	Value

	Course:
	CS423 / CSC13003 – Software Testing

	Project / Capstone title:
	

	Team members (if group):
	

	Student name:
	

	Student ID:
	

	Submission date:
	


2. Reflection Questions
1. How did AI support your work?
Describe specifically where and how AI tools contributed to this project: test design, scenario brainstorming, code generation, log analysis, defect triage, documentation, presentation prep, or other tasks.
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
2. What did you accept, reject, or revise from AI outputs?
Identify which AI suggestions you incorporated, which you discarded, and how you adapted material to fit the spec, ISTQB principles, or your own analysis.
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
3. What errors, biases, or limitations did you notice in the AI outputs?
Concrete examples: hallucinated functions, wrong boundary, missed security case, confused metrics (e.g., p95 vs top 5%), invented citations, etc.
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
4. How did you verify information, sources, or claims provided by AI?
Describe the verification method (ran the test, checked the spec, looked up RFC, asked TA, cross-checked another tool, executed on real SUT).
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
5. What did you learn through this project that you could not have learned by simply accepting AI output?
Reflect on your own intellectual contribution. How did AI shape (or fail to shape) your understanding of testing? What is one principle you will keep for future work?
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
3. AI Categories Used
Mark all that applied at any stage of the project:
[ ] Cat. 1 – No AI
[ ] Cat. 2 – AI for preparation only
[ ] Cat. 3 – AI for feedback / revision
[ ] Cat. 4 – AI-assisted production
[ ] Cat. 5 – AI-integrated work
4. Author Signature
By signing below, I confirm that this reflective statement is honest and accurately represents how AI was used in this project. I take full intellectual responsibility for the final submission.
Signature
	Student name (printed):
	

	Student ID:
	

	Class / Cohort:
	

	Course:
	CS423 / CSC13003 – Software Testing

	Instructor:
	

	Date:
	

	Signature:
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