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Abstract. In agile software development, maintaining high-quality user
stories is crucial, but also challenging. This study explores the use of large
language models (LLMs) to automatically improve the user story qual-
ity in Austrian Post Group IT agile teams. We developed a reference
model for an Autonomous LLM-based Agent System (ALAS), and im-
plemented it at Austrian Post Group IT. The quality of use stories in
the study and the effectiveness of these agents were assessed by 11 par-
ticipants across six agile teams. Our findings demonstrate the potential
of LLMs in improving user story quality, contributing to the research on
AI’s role in Agile development, and providing a practical example of the
transformative impact of AI in an industry setting.
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1 Introduction

Effective requirements management is critical in software projects, ensuring that
the final product meets customer needs and business goals to deliver value [22][1].
In agile software projects, requirements are iteratively specified and prioritized,
typically as user stories, allowing for responsiveness to evolving user needs and
ensuring value delivery in iterative and incremental cycles. The quality of user
stories [1][11][10][8][13] directly influences the development cycle’s velocity and
the fulfillment of customer expectations. However, ensuring the completeness,
consistency, unambiguity, testability, etc. of user stories, i.e. good user stories,
presents challenges.

As agile methodologies emphasize rapid iteration and adaptability, the poten-
tial of large language models (LLMs) to assist in user story analysis is becoming
increasingly significant. The advanced natural language processing capabilities
of LLMs present a promising solution for automating and enhancing user story
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quality. By analyzing, refining, and even generating user stories, LLMs can pro-
vide substantive assistance to product owners, developers, test engineers, etc. in
requirements management for software development.

This research aims to explore the potential of automating user story quality
enhancement by integrating LLM agents into real-world agile software develop-
ment environments. To achieve this goal, we propose a reference model for LLM
agent systems, based on which we implement and evaluate the role of agents in
improving the quality of user stories. This paper presents the preliminary results
of deploying the system at Austrian Post Group IT, with a particular focus on
the quality improvement of user stories in the company’s mobile delivery project.
We evaluate the agents’ effectiveness in six agile teams across the company. The
results contribute to the emerging discussion around AI’s role in agile software
development, demonstrating a proof of concept of the transformative impact of
the LLM in assisting with industry-demanding tasks.

2 User Story Quality

In agile software projects, requirements are often expressed as user stories [7],
which are brief descriptions of functionalities or features from the user’s perspec-
tive, emphasizing their needs and the value the feature brings. A widely accepted
template for user stories is: ”As a [role], I want [requirement] so that [benefit].”
This effectively includes the core elements such as the intended user (role), the
desired system functionality (requirement), and, optionally, the underlying ra-
tionale (benefits). Additionally, every user story should be accompanied by a set
of acceptance criteria (AC) that outline detailed conditions a user story must
meet to be considered complete and acceptable, including functional behavior,
business rules, and quality aspects to be tested. The AC makes a user story more
concrete and less ambiguous [7].

Writing good user stories is essential in software projects, as they convey the
needs and perspectives of users and guide the development team in implement-
ing the expected functionalities. Beyond general guidelines for quality in require-
ments engineering, such as ISO/IEC/IEEE 29148-2011 [1] and IREB guidelines
[11], various frameworks include a set of criteria for assessing the quality of user
stories. For example, the INVEST framework [2] includes attributes such as in-
dependence, negotiability, value, estimability, small, and testability, thereby pro-
moting practical and well-defined requirements. The Quality User Story (QUS)
framework [12] evaluates user stories based on their syntactic, semantic, and
pragmatic qualities, including criteria such as well-formedness, atomicity, mini-
malism, conceptual soundness, problem-orientation, unambiguity, completeness,
and uniqueness. These frameworks include a variety of criteria for high-quality
user stories. Regardless of their diversity, they adhere to industry standards
[1][11] that ensure user stories are concise, clear, and achievable, and contribute
to the success of software development projects and positive user experiences.

Despite the widespread adoption of user stories and available criteria for good
user stories, the methods for assessing and enhancing their quality are still rel-
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atively limited. Berry et al.[5] introduced a quality model and a prototype tool
named QuARS [9] for automatic linguistic analysis of natural language require-
ments. Lucassen et al.[12][13] proposed the QUS framework and the AQUSA
software tool, which employs natural language processing (NLP) techniques to
detect quality defects in user stories, focusing on syntax and pragmatics.

Recent research has increasingly focused on leveraging LLMs to assist in soft-
ware engineering tasks [14]. In requirements engineering, research has focused
on utilizing LLMs for requirements elicitation, analysis, and classification, and
provided preliminary empirical evidence of their significant impact on require-
ments engineering tasks. For example, White et al. [21] introduced a catalog
of prompt patterns for stakeholders to interactively evaluate the completeness
and accuracy of software requirements. Ronanki et al. [17] conducted a com-
parative analysis between ChatGPT-generated requirements and those specified
by requirements experts from both academia and industry. The results revealed
that LLM-generated requirements, while abstract, are consistently understand-
able. This indicates the potential of LLMs, like ChatGPT, in automating vari-
ous tasks through its NLP capabilities. Moreover, the advent of LLMs spurred
the advancement of prompt techniques. A prompt is an input given to a lan-
guage model to guide its response generation. It is a basic tool for optimizing
model performance for specific tasks by structuring interactions to produce de-
sired outcomes. Researchers have explored various prompt patterns to maximize
these benefits, including the commonly used direct questions and instructional
prompts. Specifically, the chain-of-thought [20] encourages models to articulate
intermediate steps to enhance their performance on complex reasoning tasks. The
k-shot prompting [6] incorporates illustrative examples to enhance the model’s
task understanding and expected behavior. The fact checklist [21] pattern en-
sures the model addresses or verifies specific criteria in its responses.

While interest in applying LLMs to engineering tasks is growing, research
on their industrial implementation and performance evaluation remains limited.
This gap forms the goal of our study, which aims to connect the theoretical
potential of LLMs with practical application to gather feedback from industrial
professionals.

3 Methodology

To effectively apply LLMs to engineering tasks, we propose a reference model of
LLM-based agents. This model forms a framework for designing an Autonomous
LLM-based Agent System (ALAS), which we elaborate on in this section.

3.1 A Reference Model of LLM-based Agents

The model depicted in Fig. 1 conceptualizes the interaction among LLM agents
in completing a task. The model is composed of basic constructs: task, agent,
shared knowledge base, and response. Together, they form a framework that
facilitates the generation of the desired output to fulfill the task’s objectives.
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The task initiates the interaction and contains inputs that define the work
scope and objectives. It can vary in nature, such as a coding task or a require-
ments review task in software engineering. The task articulates a comprehensive
description, contextual information for task understanding and execution, and
the expected outcome. It may also prescribe procedural steps for agents to follow
in producing the desired output.

Fig. 1. A reference model of an agent system

Each agent, i.e. Agent i, represents an instance of an LLM model, possess-
ing a profile of a unique role in performing the task. For example, Agent PO
(Product Owner) represents a product owner role in an agile project, with a
focus on the successful delivery of a product that meets the users’ needs; while
Agent RE (Requirements Engineering) represents a requirements engineer role,
and specializes in analyzing and improving the requirements quality, ensuring
requirements are compliance with standards like ISO/IEC/IEEE 29148-2011 [1].

An agent generates an output, called a response, based on the task descrip-
tion. The response is then added to the shared knowledge base, a repository that
contains information on the task and the conversation history. It is initiated
with the task description and the first step in the conversation and continues to
expand with the responses generated by agents. It provides a dynamic resource
that informs subsequent agents of the context of the conversation and the next
step towards completing the task, enabling informed transitions from one agent
to the next and maintaining a coherent dialogue.

A conversation takes place among participating agents. It begins with estab-
lishing the context and requirements through a task description. Agents, using
the shared knowledge base, engage in a collaborative conversation, each con-
tributing their expertise towards the task completion. The final output is an
accumulation of these collaborative efforts, embodying the collective intelligence
of the participating agents.

The model provides a structured approach to integrating LLMs in the re-
quirements engineering process, thereby assisting agile teams in developing high-
quality software products.
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3.2 Implementing an Agent Environment

An agent-based system’s strength lies in the AI agents’ ability to communicate
and execute tasks, thereby facilitating the automation of software development
tasks. The implementation of such a system, as described in the reference model,
is a pivotal step in harnessing LLMs to assist software development practices.
Our Autonomous LLM-based Agent System (ALAS) was designed to automate
AI agents’ collaboration across various software development scenarios.

In ALAS, agents are powered by LLMs, and their collaboration is orches-
trated through prompts. These prompts define the actions every agent is ex-
pected to perform at each step. There are two categories of prompts in ALAS:
initial prompts (Prompti, 1≤i≤k), which prepare k participating agents for their
task responsibilities, and follow-up prompts (Prompti, i>k), which are dynami-
cally constructed to guide agents through the necessary steps for interaction and
successful task completion.

Prompti = Profilei + Task + Context of task + Subtaski, (1≤i≤k)
Prompti = Subtaski + Responsei-1, (i>k)

where Prompti: 1≤i≤k: first prompt to Agenti, with k agents engaged in completing

the Task; i>k: Prompt for Subtask i; Profilei: Agenti’s profile; Task : Task to complete;

Context of Task : Background information where the task is situated; Subtaski: Subtask

i; Responsei-1: Response produced after completing Subtaski-1.

The prompts ensure that each agent has a clear understanding of their role
and the steps they need to take to contribute to the completion of the overall
task. After the initial ”icebreaking” phase, where agents get acquainted with
the task and their roles, subsequent prompts are tailored based on the responses
to the prior subtasks to maintain a coherent dialogue flow. Consequently, the
implementation of our system includes two phases: task preparation and task
conduction. An example of the two phases is illustrated in Fig. 4.

Task Preparation Phase The task preparation phase aims at formulating
initial prompts, enabling agents to gain a comprehensive understanding of their
roles and expected contributions to the task. This phase establishes the ground-
work for agent interaction and task execution. It involves defining the task, ar-
ticulating its context, specifying agents’ roles and responsibilities, and planning
their interaction sequence which simulates the communication dynamics among
agile team members to complete a task in real-life projects. This is an iterative
process to formulate and optimize prompts to ensure agents communicate effec-
tively to produce the desired output. Various prompt patterns and techniques
can be employed for this purpose.

The persona pattern[21] involves creating a Profilei for each agent, guiding it
to adopt a specific character or role. This pattern shapes the agent’s responses
to reflect the required expertise and perspective.

The k-shot prompt [6] is a technique for in-context learning. It provides ex-
plicit instructions or examples of the desired output. and is particularly useful
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in formulating the Task description and the context of task. For example, to
generate a product vision statement, the prompt may include a description of
elements of a vision statement or an example from another product, serving as
a one-shot prompt for creating a vision statement for our product.

The AI planning [19] helps to generate plans for completing a task by breaking
the task into smaller and manageable Subtaski, and assigning responsible agents
for each subtask.

The fact check list pattern[21] can be applied for verifying and validating
LLM’s outputs. This pattern instructs a model to create key facts in its output.
This checklist can help identify any potential errors or inconsistencies in the
output. Typically, it is used in conjunction with other prompt patterns, such
as the AI plan pattern, to ensure that the model generates a relevant plan,
complying with the task description. It also helps to assess the output’s accuracy
and the supporting evidence.

The Chain of Thought (CoT)[20][25] method guides LLMs through a step-by-
step reasoning process to answer questions. It helps clarify the model’s thought
process and the rationale behind its conclusions.

It is worth noting that the patterns and techniques presented here are not
exhaustive, but rather a selection of those commonly used for task preparation.
The appropriate choice of patterns and techniques is crucial to effectively support
the task preparation phase, guaranteeing that prompts are effectively formulated
and optimized to facilitate successful task completion.

Task Conduction Phase In the task conduction phase, agents dynamically
interact to execute subtasks, using prompts to guide their activities. In practice,
this is an iterative and incremental process, like what an agile team performs in a
software development project. Each agent sequentially engages with the subtasks
to execute their responsibility by following the structured prompt. The use of
the previous response in the current prompt ensures that each agent’s response
is relevant and builds upon the previous work. This iterative collaboration is like
the daily stand-ups and sprint reviews in Scrum, where each team member’s work
is informed by the overall sprint progress. At the same time, the prompt structure
ensures that the task evolves dynamically with each agent’s previous response,
reflecting the adaptive and responsive nature of an agile project where plans and
tasks are continuously refined based on ongoing feedback and developments. The
final output is incrementally generated based on the agents’ responses.

4 Experiments

Following the implementation of ALAS, we evaluated its effectiveness in improv-
ing user story quality within agile teams at Austrian Post Group IT with a robust
agile framework. The company has multiple teams, working synchronously across
numerous systems and applications orchestrated within Agile Release Trains [15].
User stories play an important role in planning and prioritizing the implementa-
tion of these systems, facilitating communication and collaboration across diverse
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teams. High-quality user stories are essential for successful development projects.
Recognizing this criticality, we explored the potential of ALAS to enhance user
story quality.

Our experiments evaluate the effectiveness, benefits, concerns, and overall
satisfaction with the quality of user stories improved by the ALAS. We evaluate
our implementation using 25 synthetic user stories for a mobile delivery appli-
cation - a tool that helps postal workers prepare and deliver their parcels. An
example user story is shown in Fig. 2, which describes a delivery person’s task
of synchronizing a mobile device with a mobile printer.

Fig. 2. User story 1 (US1) - a user story example in the Mobile Delivery project

4.1 Setting up Experiments

The experimental setup, i.e. task preparation phase, involves articulating a task
alongside its context, defining the agents’ profiles, and planning subtasks. This
setup is an iterative process of creating and refining prompts. We applied dif-
ferent prompting techniques and patterns to maximize the capabilities of the
agents.

Task and Context of Task The task was to improve the quality of user sto-
ries and ensure alignment with the organizational standards for requirements
engineering. These user stories, originally from the Mobile Delivery project, re-
quire enhancement not only in clarity, completeness, correctness, consistency,
etc. but also in their relevance to the overall functionalities of the application,
aligning with the business objectives. To facilitate this, we added two documents
when describing the task. One is a minimum viable product (MVP) document
that details the basic features of the mobile delivery application. It serves as a
blueprint to guide agents in refining user stories in a way that resonates with core
product features. Another is a product vision statement, structured using the
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NABC (Needs, Approach, Benefit, and Competition) value proposition template
[4]. This document provides a strategic overview of the application, covering as-
pects such as the client’s needs, the solution, client benefits, and unique value
propositions. The combination of these two documents provides agents with a
comprehensive background so that they can execute their tasks with a sufficient
understanding of both the technical and strategic objectives of the project.

Agent profiles In the process of user story quality analysis and improvement
within an agile framework, key roles such as product owner, requirements engi-
neer, quality assurance specialists, and agile team members are often involved.
Each role contributes unique skills to ensure that user stories are not only tech-
nically clear but also align with the project’s goals and users’ needs. To simplify
our experimental setup, Austrian Post Group IT identified two main focus roles:
product owner and requirements engineer. Consequently, we defined two distinct
agent profiles for these roles.

Agent PO understands the vision of the project. It is responsible for man-
aging product backlog and prioritizing user stories based on business value and
customer needs. This agent ensures that the user stories align with the overall
product strategy and objectives.

Agent RE is tailored to focus on the quality aspects of user stories. It ensures
that the user story description is unambiguous, and the acceptance criteria are
measurable. This is crucial for verifying that the story fulfills its objectives upon
implementation.

The construction of these agent profiles is an iterative process, encompass-
ing role definition and expectation, key responsibilities, practical tips, and tone
adjustment.

The role definition and expectation set an expectation for the agent’s per-
formance in this role. It allows us to draw on the foundation of folk psychology
concepts we use to understand human behavior, i.e. beliefs, desires, goals, ambi-
tions, emotions, etc. [18]. In the role play description, we set a high benchmark
for the agent’s expected performance, akin to a human requirements engineer’s
knowledge but at an advanced level (level 250 compared to level 10). This high-
lights our expectations from the agent. The following example, quoted from the
RE agent profile configuration, illustrates this. “From now on, you will play
the role of a Requirements Engineer, a new version of AI model that is capa-
ble of analyzing, documenting, and managing software requirements. If a human
Requirements Engineer has a level 10 knowledge, you will have a level 250 of
knowledge in this role. Please make sure to make accurate and comprehensive
results in this role, because if you don’t, the software may not meet the desired
outcomes, and the project could fail. ”

The key responsibilities of each agent specify the critical requirements engi-
neering tasks in software projects. Such descriptions provide guidance to ensure
that agents follow a structured approach throughout the software development
process, as shown in an example
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“Your main task is to elicit, analyze, document, and manage the requirements
for a software project.”.

Practical tips are also provided to enhance the effectiveness of the agents
in executing a specific task. An example for the RE agent is “Use clear and
unambiguous language when documenting requirements to avoid any misunder-
standings” This guidance is crucial for maintaining clarity and precision in re-
quirements documentation.

Furthermore, we crafted the tone specification [23][24] to set additional ex-
pectations. For the PO agent, the tone is described as “The tone of the responses
should be professional, yet approachable and friendly. As a Product Owner, you
should provide clear and concise instructions, while also fostering a positive and
collaborative environment. This ensures that the communication style of the
agent is professional, precise, and objective, prioritizing clarity and conciseness.

In summary, the agent profiles are designed to reflect the real-life roles of a
PO and RE in agile teams at Austrian Post Group IT. The agents are expected
to not only understand their specific tasks but also execute them with a high
level of expertise and in a manner that is conducive to collaborative software
development.

Fig. 3. An example excerpted from the generated AI plan

Subtasks After specifying the task and identifying the participating agents, our
next step involves detailing the sequence of interactions between these agents.
To achieve this, we used an AI plan pattern [19] to generate a comprehensive
list of key steps and subtasks for task completion, as well as the identification
of the responsible agents. Fig. 3 depicts part of the AI plan, illustrating the
specific subtasks that Agents PO and RE are expected to perform as a first step
in the task of enhancing user story quality. This plan was further reviewed and
refined by a Scrum master and a PO in agile teams, ensuring that it aligns with
the company’s agile framework, common practice for requirements management,
and project objectives. Fig. 4 visualizes the complete structured conversation
flow between the two agents and their subtasks in the task conduction phase,
i.e. the collaborative and iterative interaction between agents in the user story
improvement process.
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Fig. 4. AI plan illustrated in the task conduction phase

GPT models A challenge encountered during our experiment was exceeding
the token limit, particularly when agents engaged in response exchanges across
various subtasks. After several adjustments of prompt composition, the gpt-3.5-
turbo-16k model and the advanced gpt-4-1106-preview model were chosen. Both
models are advanced iterations in OpenAI’s GPT series [3]. GPT-3.5-Turbo-
16K is tailored for quicker response and can efficiently manage up to 16k tokens,
making it suitable for extended conversations or documents. The GPT-4-1106-
Preview further advances the language model capabilities to handle 128k tokens
and returns a maximum of 4096 output tokens.

4.2 Evaluation

When the experiment was set up, ALAS was ready for the task of improving
the quality of user stories for the mobile delivery application. To evaluate how
effectively ALAS accomplishes the task, we surveyed professionals from six agile
teams at the Austrian Post Group IT. The survey focuses on gathering feedback
from professionals to assess the effectiveness, benefits, potential concerns, and
overall satisfaction with ALAS’s improved user stories. We prepared a question-
naire based on the characteristics of good requirements specified in the INVEST
framework [2]. The statements are shown in Table 1.

Participants evaluated user stories using a Likert scale from 1 to 5, where
1 indicates strong disagreement and 5 indicates strong agreement. Additionally,
the survey includes two open-ended questions to collect participants’ feedback
on specific improvements made to the original user stories, concerns about the
improved versions, and suggestions for further improvements. Finally, partici-
pants will provide an overall satisfaction rating for the improved user stories,
and identify those most appropriate for the project context.

Considering the time required for participants to complete the survey, the
questionnaire includes just two original user stories and two improved versions of
each. Fig. 2 depicts one of the two original user stories, i.e. user story 1 (US1).
For each improved version, participants’ assessment is based on seven state-
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Table 1. Characteristics of good user stories used in the questionnaire

ID Statement

S1 The user story is simple and easy to understand.
S2 The user story is of the right size (not too long).
S3 The user story is at a suitable level of detail.
S4 The user story includes a description of the task and the goal to achieve.
S5 The user story is technically achievable.
S6 The acceptance criteria include measurable elements for test case preparation.
S7 The acceptance criteria are sufficient to validate the story.

ments in Table 1 and the answer to corresponding open-ended questions. The
survey3 included a total of 34 rating questions, and 12 open-ended questions. By
analyzing both quantitative and qualitative feedback from the participants, we
aim to validate the effectiveness of ALAS and identify opportunities for further
enhancements in our approach.

5 Results

Our questionnaire gathered 12 responses from six agile teams. The participants
include two POs, four developers, a test manager, a Scrum master, a require-
ments analyst, two testers, and a train coach. Notably, 10 out of 11 participants
have been working at the company for over two years, and 9 have more than
five years of extensive experience in agile projects. Their expertise provided a
solid foundation for evaluating the user stories presented in the survey. Upon a
brief introduction to the survey’s objectives, participants were fully engaged and
dedicated an average of 33 minutes to complete the questionnaire.

The survey participants reported their concerns about User Stories 1 and 2
(US1 and US2). Both stories were mainly criticized for their ambiguity and lack
of essential details, especially in the AC which failed to describe the necessity of
certain conditions that were described as criteria. In addition, the business value
in these descriptions remains vague. Specific scenarios, especially those involving
error handling in US1 are also inadequately addressed.

The improved versions, US1(v.1) and US2(v.1), produced by GPT-3.5-turbo
agents, exhibited significant improvements in clarity and comprehensibility. They
enhanced the clarity of AC and improved the narrative flow, leading to a more
coherent presentation of user stories. However, feedback from survey partici-
pants highlighted that the new titles for user stories were too creative and the
description in AC should be more detailed. In addition, concerns remain in the
AC about scenarios such as multiple printer connections identified in US1.

Improvements produced by the GPT-4 model, i.e. US1(v.2) and US2(v.2),
were recognized for their comprehensive content and clearer expression of the
business value of the stories. Specifically, the AC in US1(v.2) is formulated more

3 http://tinyurl.com/4veet5me
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clearly and completely, addressing printer connection problems which were am-
biguous in US1 and US1(v.1). Nonetheless, this increase in detail and clarity led
to a significant increase in story complexity and length, which could potentially
undermine their practical applicability – six survey participants noted concerns
about user story descriptions being too long.

Fig. 5. Distribution of survey participants’ perceptions of user story quality, Note: US*
= User Story *, v.1 = Version 1 Improved by gpt-3.5-Turbo, v.2 = Version 2 Improved
by gpt-4-1106-Preview

Table 2. Average ratings (1-5 Scale) of overall satisfaction and quality of user stories.

User story S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7 Overall
rating

US1 - - - - - - - 3.33
US1(v.1) 4.17 4.25 4 3.83 4 3.83 3.92 4
US1(v.2) 3.92 3 3.58 4.08 3.83 3.92 3.92 4
US2 - - - - - - - 2.79
US2(v.1) 4.08 4 3.75 3.42 3.75 4.08 3.75 3.54
US2(v.2) 3.83 3.17 3.75 4 4 4.08 3.8 3.71

Additionally, the user story quality satisfaction ratings complement the in-
sights from participants’ feedback, as illustrated in Fig. 5 which presents a distri-
bution of participants’ perceptions of user story quality and Table 2 which sum-
marizes average ratings for overall satisfaction and quality aspects of the user
stories. Both US1(v.1) and US1(v.2) scored an average overall satisfaction of 4,
while US2(v.2) scored 3.71, higher than US2(v.1). This preference is confirmed
by 7 participants choosing US1(v.2) and US2(v.2) for the project. However, de-
spite their merit on sufficient description (S4), both USs rated lower in simplicity,
brevity, and appropriate level of detail (S1, S2, and S3), particularly struggling
with their size, scoring averages of 3 and 3.17 respectively. Notebly, US2(v.2)
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received the most disagreements regarding its size, with 5 participants marking
”Disagree”. This disparity may potentially affect the user story’s comprehensi-
bility(S1). US1(v.2) also received a minor drop in technical achievability (S5),
compared to US1(v.1). These results highlight concerns over the increased length
and complexity of user stories generated by the GPT-4 model, significantly af-
fecting the satisfaction level of these user stories, a sentiment corroborated by
the survey results.

6 Discussion

Our experiments with ALAS for user story quality improvement have demon-
strated significant benefits in enhancing user story quality, particularly in terms
of clarity, specificity, and business value articulation. This is evident from the
increased overall satisfaction ratings given by survey participants. These findings
indicate that ALAS effectively refines user stories for improved quality.

Despite these enhancements, agents’ ability to learn from context, while im-
pressive, highlights a gap in aligning with project-specific contexts and require-
ments. One developer’s feedback in the survey noted that US1(v.2) included
an authentication process that, while relevant to the story, ”seems to be out of
scope of the US1”. Similar feedback was observed from another developer’s feed-
back. These imply that some quality aspects of requirements may be missing or
unclearly specified in the agent prompts related to their responsibilities. Conse-
quently, careful prompt preparation and rigorous evaluation by human experts,
such as the PO, are essential. When implementing ALAS for specific tasks, en-
gaging the PO and domain experts during the task preparation phase becomes
crucial to optimize prompts for the desired output.

Considering that we have only two agents, PO and RE, integrated into ALAS,
we can explore incorporating additional specialized agents, such as a tester agent
to check factual information and refine acceptance criteria. Similarly, a quality
analyst agent could monitor the scope, level of detail, and relevance of the story
description, ensuring focus and preventing scope creep, mirroring agile project
practices. Currently, ALAS’s outputs require manual validation by the Product
Owner (PO) to align with project goals and stakeholder expectations. This man-
ual validation is crucial to mitigate the limitations of automated generation and
preserve the practical utility of user stories.

In examining the parameters governing GPT models, particularly the ’Tem-
perature’ parameter that stimulates creativity, we observe a double-edged sword.
While it boosts novel and diverse content generation, it also increases the risk
of AI hallucination [16], which can lead to plausible yet inaccurate or irrelevant
outputs. Addressing AI hallucination necessitates careful parameter tuning to
ensure that harnessed creativity enhances rather than detracts from user story
quality. In our experiments, we set the medium value 1 for Temperature. How-
ever, this still poses a challenge in maintaining factual accuracy, emphasizing
the need for an integrated role that guides and monitors the overall discussion.
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In summary, while ALAS has made significant strides in improving user story
quality, there remains room for further refinement. The integration of special-
ized agents, parameter optimization, and human expertise will contribute to an
evolving ALAS implementation. Future improvements should focus on enhanc-
ing contextual alignment, refining acceptance criteria specificity, and mitigating
the risk of irrelevant or inaccurate content generation. By addressing these areas,
ALAS can become a more robust tool, bridging the gap between automated lan-
guage generation and the nuanced demands of software development narratives.

7 Conclusion

In this study, we presented a reference model for an agent-based system that
utilizes LLMs as agents to aid software development tasks. The reference model
guided the implementation of ALAS, which integrates GPT models as agents to
enhance requirement quality in agile software development. The experimental
results demonstrated that ALAS significantly improves user story clarity, com-
prehensibility, and alignment with business objectives. However, the findings
also underscored the indispensable role of human intelligence, particularly the
PO in software projects, who facilitate and monitor the improvements in user
stories to guarantee the integrity of automatically produced outputs. Moving
forward, enhancing ALAS necessitates not only incorporating specialized agents
with optimized profiles and task descriptions but also fine-tuning AI parameters
to minimize hallucinations and enhance contextual accuracy. This paper con-
tributes a foundational framework and a proof-of-concept for AI-assisted user
story quality improvement, marking a significant step forward in bridging the
gap between AI capabilities and human expertise in software development.
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