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Relation to the session’s topic 

• Social networks: Do they offer an additional platform for 

finding requirements? 

• How useful are the gathered requirements? 

• Are social networks applicable in every situation? 

• How can these networks be improved? 

  



Central topics 

• Types of requirements 

• Quantity of requirements 

• Quality of requirements 

• Evolution of negotiations and discussions 

• Findings and experiences made with Winbook 

• Favorite requirements 

  



Types of requirements – 1 

• Different types of requirements gathered 

o Functional requirements (behavioral, user interface, possibilities) 

o Non-functional requirements (quality, data privacy, ‘capturing lifestyle’) 

• Problematic if not sorted 

• Sorting itself is ambiguous 

o Sorting depends to some extent on personal view (subjectivity) 

  



Types of requirements – 2 

  

 



Quantities of requirements 

• Statistics of the project: 

o 16 win conditions 

o 19 issues/concerns/risks 

o 12 options 

o 0 comments (function was not working) 

• For this project, this elicitation technique does work. 

• However, a big quantity may easily become a problem. 

  



Qualities of requirements – 1 

• Most of the requirements are of good quality, that is, 

understandable, unambiguous and complete. 

• Some requirements are not practicable (for example, 

because of data privacy issues). 

• In the latter case, discussions and negotiations about 

these requirements are needed. 

  



Qualities of requirements – 2 

  

 



Evolvement of discussions 

• Stakeholders converge normally in a short amount of 

time. 

• Some requirements may lead to more fundamental 

questions. For example, what is a healthy dish? 

• In our project, most of the requirements are complete, 

unambiguous and understandable. 

• Only a few requirements led to discussions and 

negotiations. 

  



Findings and experiences – 1 

• Unfortunately, the comment function was not working. 

• The tool looks very similarly to Facebook. Is this really 

necessary? 

• Direct communication (for example, chat or messages) 

are not possible. 

• Some buttons (for example, “Edit my profile”) do not 

work. 

• At some places, the graphical user interface of the tool is 

very confusing (for example, “TOPSIS”).   



Findings and experiences – 2 

  

 



Favorite requirements – 1 

• “The app should suggest me healthy dishes.” 

• “Regarding sports: Would you like a feature which allows 

you to show other people nice jogging areas or which 

allows you to build fitness paths which other could 

follow? (…)” 

• “App should suggest me proper exercises as per my 

health condition. (…)” 

  



Favorite requirements – 2 

• “(…) possibility to add health conditions (illnesses, 

injuries).” 

• “(…) possibility to add food allergies, food that you 

like/dislike, that could be taken account to dish 

suggestions.” 

  



Comments 

and questions? 


