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A production admin would not solve this by decoration. Change sets move supported
metadata between connected Salesforce environments. The receiving org uses inbound
change sets and deployment validation to confirm whether the package can be deployed
safely. Choose D. It will fail if there is a feature only available in the next version. This is
the option that best matches the Salesforce responsibility being tested under App
Deployment.

A practical administrator would confirm the object context, the user action, and whether the
result must be stored, calculated, displayed, automated, approved, or deployed. Here the
selected answer is the one that acts at the correct point in that chain. It keeps the
configuration declarative and avoids inventing a process around a problem that Salesforce
already has a native feature to solve.

The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. A (The change set
will be automatically deployed when production is upgrade) would be fragile here because
Deployment tooling moves or validates metadata; it does not create the runtime business
behavior itself. B (The deployment is not possible due to different versions.) does not fit
cleanly; Deployment tooling moves or validates metadata; it does not create the runtime
business behavior itself. C (The change set components will be upgraded to the next
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version in production.) is only a partial match because A Lightning component changes the
interface; it does not automatically solve security, relationship, or data-quality
requirements. The result is a cleaner app design because the behavior is handled by the
feature Salesforce built for that purpose.
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The platform gives a native tool for this situation. Use B. Set up Global Values in Picklist
Value Sets. The decision turns on platform configuration. The Platform App Builder role is
to choose the standard Salesforce capability that owns the behavior: data structure,
access, automation, user experience, reporting, or deployment.

This is how the same requirement would be handled in a well-governed Salesforce org:
identify the controlling object, relationship, field, page, automation, or environment first,
and then configure the native capability for that control point. The selected answer satisfies
the requirement without requiring users to perform extra interpretation or administrators to
maintain an unnecessary custom workaround.

The other choices would leave a gap in the implementation. A (Establish upper bound on
existing picklists in Picklist Settings.) misses the mark because That field type either stores
the wrong kind of value or fails to support the required behavior as cleanly as the selected
option. C (Remove upper bound on inactive picklist values in Picklist Settings.) handles a
different concern; That field type either stores the wrong kind of value or fails to support the
required behavior as cleanly as the selected option. D (Convert the picklist fields to a
different field type that will still meet the business requirements.) is less defensible
because That field type either stores the wrong kind of value or fails to support the required
behavior as cleanly as the selected option.

In a real org, the builder should include negative testing as well, proving that the rule does
not fire or display outside the intended conditions.
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A good app builder does not chase the most familiar label. The best answer is C. Flow.
Screen flows guide a user through prompts, collect input, branch through decisions, and
update records as part of a controlled interaction.

The selected answer is stronger because it meets both the functional requirement and the
maintainability requirement. In a Salesforce implementation, a solution that only works for
one user, one page, or one data sample is not good enough. The correct feature has to
behave consistently across the intended profiles, record types, apps, and devices that are
part of the design.

The distractors are not equal substitutes. A (Approval process) handles a different
concern; An approval process is for formal sign-off, not for every automation, display,
import, or security requirement. B (Validation rule) is less defensible because A validation
rule blocks saves; it does not create records, route approvals, display components, or
grant access. D (Assignment rule) would be fragile here because it could produce an
inconsistent result once different users, records, or apps are tested. That is the kind of
solution a Salesforce admin can document, migrate, and troubleshoot without creating
hidden technical debt.

For guided work, a screen flow can ask questions in sequence, branch based on answers,
and write results back to one or more records.
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The right answer avoids a brittle workaround. The best answer is B. Custom action.
Lightning App Builder controls page composition, component visibility, activation,
assignments, and specialized surfaces such as record pages, home pages, action regions,
activity surfaces, and utility bars.

The selected answer is stronger because it meets both the functional requirement and the
maintainability requirement. In a Salesforce implementation, a solution that only works for
one user, one page, or one data sample is not good enough. The correct feature has to
behave consistently across the intended profiles, record types, apps, and devices that are
part of the design.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. A (Custom quick access
link) does not fit cleanly; it solves a symptom of the problem rather than the Salesforce
mechanism that owns the result. C (Custom button) misses the mark because it addresses
a neighboring feature area rather than the exact behavior requested. D (Custom URL
formula field) is not enough: A formula is calculated display logic and cannot always store
static values or perform record updates. This is the stronger design because it respects
security, data quality, user experience, and lifecycle management at the same time.

For Lightning pages, activation and assignment determine who sees the page. Component
visibility then controls whether a specific component appears for a given condition.
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The design should be easy for another admin to maintain. In this case, The proper
configuration is C. Create a Partial Copy Sandbox and use a sandbox template. Sandbox
selection balances data copy, refresh cadence, isolation, testing depth, and cost. Smaller
sandboxes fit independent build work; larger sandboxes fit integration and production-like
testing.

The stem gives enough detail to reject surface-level fixes. Salesforce should be configured
so the behavior is enforced or rendered by the feature designed for it. When the
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requirement touches App Deployment, the builder should avoid crossing into a different
layer unless there is a real platform limitation. The selected answer follows that discipline
and creates the least surprising result for admins and users.

The wrong answers confuse adjacent platform concepts. A (Create a Developer Pro
Sandbox and schedule Data Loader to download selected object data weekly.) is only a
partial match because Data Loader is an administrative data tool; it does not replace
metadata configuration or user-interface design. B (Create a Full Copy Sandbox and use a
sandbox template.) misses the mark because Deployment tooling moves or validates
metadata; it does not create the runtime business behavior itself. D (Create a Developer
Sandbox and schedule Data Loader to download selected object data weekly.) handles a
different concern; Data Loader is an administrative data tool; it does not replace metadata
configuration or user-interface design. This keeps the build declarative, traceable in Setup,
and easier to support when the org changes later.
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The safest reading of the scenario is practical, not theoretical. Use C. Checkbox. The
decision turns on record sharing targets. Manual record sharing can grant access to
individual users, public groups, and roles with subordinates. It is a record-level access
mechanism, separate from field-level security and permission set assignment.

This is how the same requirement would be handled in a well-governed Salesforce org:
identify the controlling object, relationship, field, page, automation, or environment first,
and then configure the native capability for that control point. The selected answer satisfies
the requirement without requiring users to perform extra interpretation or administrators to
maintain an unnecessary custom workaround.

The alternatives are plausible only if the requirement is read too narrowly. A (Picklist)
should be rejected because That field type either stores the wrong kind of value or fails to
support the required behavior as cleanly as the selected option. B (Text) would be fragile
here because That field type either stores the wrong kind of value or fails to support the
required behavior as cleanly as the selected option. D (Text Area) is only a partial match
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because That field type either stores the wrong kind of value or fails to support the required
behavior as cleanly as the selected option. A complete implementation should also check
page assignment, field access, record ownership, and mobile behavior where those factors
apply.
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Treat the requirement as something users will depend on daily. Custom report types define
reportable object relationships, including whether the report includes only matching child
records or parent records with and without children. The proper configuration is D. Custom
Report Type. This is the option that best matches the Salesforce responsibility being tested
under Data Modeling and Management.

A practical administrator would confirm the object context, the user action, and whether the
result must be stored, calculated, displayed, automated, approved, or deployed. Here the
selected answer is the one that acts at the correct point in that chain. It keeps the
configuration declarative and avoids inventing a process around a problem that Salesforce
already has a native feature to solve.

The rejected choices solve different problems. A (Report Filters) is less defensible because
Reporting configuration helps analysis, but it does not enforce the requested record
behavior. B (Row-Level Formula) should be rejected because A formula is calculated
display logic and cannot always store static values or perform record updates. C (Report
Bucket Field) would be fragile here because Reporting configuration helps analysis, but it
does not enforce the requested record behavior. The configuration remains
understandable for future admins because the decision is visible in metadata rather than
buried in a workaround.
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The correct answer is the one that enforces the intended result. Quick actions are
compact, purpose-built entry points. They are especially effective in the mobile app
because they reduce navigation, expose only the fields required for the task, and can
prepopulate values. The correct response is therefore D. Global actions can be accessed
anywhere actions are available in mobile including Record detail pages, feed, and Chatter
groups.

The scenario is not asking for a feature list. It is asking which configuration produces the
requested result with the fewest moving parts. A Salesforce app builder should favor a
standard, visible Setup configuration whenever it fully meets the business need. That
approach makes the build easier to validate in sandbox and easier to explain during
release review.

The other options fall short for clear platform reasons. A (The global action ' s layout
automatically clones the default page layout.) is not enough: Page layouts affect
presentation; they do not grant the underlying object or field capability by themselves. B
(Salesforce Lightning Component Library houses existing global actions prebuilt for use.)
handles a different concern; A Lightning component changes the interface; it does not
automatically solve security, relationship, or data-quality requirements. C (Global actions
are record-specific and are available when searching that particular Object.) is less
defensible because Actions improve user entry, but they are not a substitute for
relationship modeling, reporting logic, or back-end automation. Before release, test the
configuration with the affected profile and realistic records, not only with a system
administrator account.
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The correct choice is the one that will still work after release. The best answer is B. Street
& BR () & Planet Galaxy_) City c & ", " & Planet_ca & Galaxy_0. The decision turns on
formula logic. Formula and validation expressions must respect Salesforce data types.
Picklists require picklist-aware handling, dates require date functions or date arithmetic,
and image or text formulas must return the correct type.

This is how the same requirement would be handled in a well-governed Salesforce org:
identify the controlling object, relationship, field, page, automation, or environment first,
and then configure the native capability for that control point. The selected answer satisfies
the requirement without requiring users to perform extra interpretation or administrators to
maintain an unnecessary custom workaround.

The distractors are not equal substitutes. A (Street r (City & " ,) handles a different
concern; it handles only part of the requirement and leaves the controlling Salesforce
behavior unresolved. C (Street & (City & ", " & Planet & " & Galaxy_0}) should be rejected
because it works at the wrong scope for the object, field, page, automation, or deployment
condition in the stem. D (Streetr & BR () & City & ", " & Planet _ * & & Galaxy_r) would be
fragile here because it could produce an inconsistent result once different users, records,
or apps are tested. That is the kind of solution a Salesforce admin can document, migrate,
and troubleshoot without creating hidden technical debt.
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The answer comes from Salesforce's separation of responsibilities. Use C. Email Alert; D.
Task; E. Outbound Message. The scenario is asking for approval governance, and the
reason is straightforward: Approval processes are designed for formal review. They route a
request, capture a decision, and can lock or update the record through submission and
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final actions. The wording points to this control because the business result must be
reliable when real users work with real records.

For the stated requirement - Choose 3 options. Cloud Kicks wants to set up a new
opportunity approval process and execute various action items based on the initial
submission. Which three action types should an app builder use in the approval. - the
selected answer handles the behavior directly. It is not just a way to make the page look
cleaner or to remind users what to do. It places the responsibility in the Salesforce feature
that owns the outcome. That matters in an App Builder implementation because access,
automation, relationships, page rendering, reporting, and deployment each have different
enforcement points.

The alternatives are plausible only if the requirement is read too narrowly. A (Invocable
Flow) should be rejected because Flow is broad, but it is not correct unless the
requirement is specifically about guided or automated logic. B (Decision Element) would be
fragile here because it could produce an inconsistent result once different users, records,
or apps are tested. A complete implementation should also check page assignment, field
access, record ownership, and mobile behavior where those factors apply.
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The useful clue is the business action being requested. The best answer is A. Flow. The
selected option is not chosen because it sounds familiar; it is chosen because it gives
Salesforce the right instruction at runtime.

Screen flows guide a user through prompts, collect input, branch through decisions, and
update records as part of a controlled interaction.

The scenario describes a business outcome, not merely an administrative preference. If
the feature is configured correctly, users get the intended result without depending on
memory, spreadsheets, or manual policing. That is the professional standard for Platform
App Builder work: place the rule in metadata, test it under the correct permissions, and
keep the design supportable.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. B (Apex) is only a partial
match because Apex may solve advanced gaps, but it is not the first choice when a native
declarative feature fully handles the requirement. C (Roll-up summary field) misses the
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mark because it addresses a neighboring feature area rather than the exact behavior
requested. D (Formula field) is not enough: A formula is calculated display logic and
cannot always store static values or perform record updates. This is the stronger design
because it respects security, data quality, user experience, and lifecycle management at
the same time.
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The right answer avoids a brittle workaround. The best answer is A. Path. The selected
option is not chosen because it sounds familiar; it is chosen because it gives Salesforce
the right instruction at runtime. Lightning App Builder controls page composition,
component visibility, activation, assignments, and specialized surfaces such as record
pages, home pages, and utility bars.

The scenario describes a business outcome, not merely an administrative preference. If
the feature is configured correctly, users get the intended result without depending on
memory, spreadsheets, or manual policing. That is the professional standard for Platform
App Builder work: place the rule in metadata, test it under the correct permissions, and
keep the design supportable.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. B (Other Red) is only a
partial match because it does not provide the same direct administrative control as the
selected option. C (Approval Process) misses the mark because An approval process is for
formal sign-off, not for every automation, display, import, or security requirement. D (Global
Action) is not enough: Actions improve user entry, but they are not a substitute for
relationship modeling, reporting logic, or back-end automation. This is the stronger design
because it respects security, data quality, user experience, and lifecycle management at
the same time.
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A production admin would not solve this by decoration. Choose A. Roll-up summary field.
The requirement in the stem is: Cloud Kicks wants to start tracking how many shoe
subscriptions have been Sold for each shoe catalog. A master-detail relationship exists
between the Subscription And the shoe_c objects. Which type of field should an. The
selected option addresses that requirement at the point where Salesforce actually
evaluates the behavior.

The underlying concept is roll-up summary design. Roll-up summary fields calculate values
from child detail records and store the result on the master. The relationship type and field
type decide whether the calculation is available declaratively. That is why this answer is
more defensible than a workaround. It can be reviewed in Setup, included in the correct
deployment path, and tested by impersonating or logging in as a representative user where
appropriate.

The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. B (Lookup field) does
not fit cleanly; A lookup relationship is more loosely coupled and does not provide every
master-detail behavior, especially native roll-up behavior. C (Master-detail field) is only a
partial match because Master-detail is powerful, but it is wrong when the records need
independent ownership or when the child-parent direction is reversed. D (Sum field)
misses the mark because it addresses a neighboring feature area rather than the exact
behavior requested. The result is a cleaner app design because the behavior is handled by
the feature Salesforce built for that purpose.
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The implementation choice has to match the object context. Use B. The Allow reparenting
checkbox, Child records can be reparented to other parent records after they are created,
is uncheckedd. The selected option is not chosen because it sounds familiar; it is chosen
because it gives Salesforce the right instruction at runtime.

Lookup relationships connect records while allowing looser ownership and lifecycle control
than master- detail. They are appropriate when records should remain more independent
or when the relationship is optional.

The scenario describes a business outcome, not merely an administrative preference. If
the feature is configured correctly, users get the intended result without depending on
memory, spreadsheets, or manual policing. That is the professional standard for Platform
App Builder work: place the rule in metadata, test it under the correct permissions, and
keep the design supportable.

The other choices would leave a gap in the implementation. A (The Read Only radio
button, Allows users with at least Read access to the Master record to create, edit, or
delete related Detail records, is selecte) misses the mark because Master-detail is
powerful, but it is wrong when the records need independent ownership or when the child-
parent direction is reversed. C (The Read/Write radio button, Allows users with at least
Read

/Write access to the Master record to create, edit, or delete related Detail records, is
selecte) handles a different concern; Master-detail is powerful, but it is wrong when the
records need independent ownership or when the child-parent direction is reversed. D
(The Allow reparenting checkbox, Child records can be reparented to other parent records
after they are created, is checked) is less defensible because That field type either stores
the wrong kind of value or fails to support the required behavior as cleanly as the selected
option.

In a real org, the builder should include negative testing as well, proving that the rule does
not fire or display outside the intended conditions.

B f: 15
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This scenario should be solved with standard metadata. Use A. Review the Contact record
and ensure it is linked to an Account.; C. Verify the users with the issue have access to the
Contact object.; E. Confirm whether Default Organization-Wide Sharing Settings provide
access to the Account. Manual record sharing can grant access to individual users, public
groups, and roles with subordinates. It is a record-level access mechanism, separate from
field-level security and permission set assignment.

The selected answer is stronger because it meets both the functional requirement and the
maintainability requirement. In a Salesforce implementation, a solution that only works for
one user, one page, or one data sample is not good enough. The correct feature has to
behave consistently across the intended profiles, record types, apps, and devices that are
part of the design.

The alternatives are plausible only if the requirement is read too narrowly. B (Create a new
Contact and have the users try again.) would be fragile here because it could produce an
inconsistent result once different users, records, or apps are tested. D (Create an Account
Sharing Rule to give the users access to all records.) is only a partial match because
Sharing controls record visibility; it does not change field type, page composition, or
automation timing. A complete implementation should also check page assignment, field
access, record ownership, and mobile behavior where those factors apply.
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This question is really testing ownership of the feature. Choose C. Two master-detail
relationship on a new custom object. In Salesforce terms, this is a relationship modeling
issue. Master-detail relationships create ownership, security, and lifecycle dependency
between parent and child records. A junction object uses two master-detail relationships to
represent a many-to-many model.

The selected configuration is the professional answer because it is native, declarative, and
placed at the right scope. If the requirement later expands, another administrator can
inspect the same metadata area and understand how the behavior is being produced. That
is far better than a solution that depends on hidden assumptions or user training.

The other options fall short for clear platform reasons. A (One Lookup relationship on
Contact and our Lookup relationship on Solar Project) is not enough: A lookup relationship
is more loosely coupled and does not provide every master-detail behavior, especially
native roll-up behavior. B (The Lookup relationship on a new custom object) handles a
different concern; A lookup relationship is more loosely coupled and does not provide
every master-detail behavior, especially native roll-up behavior. D (Our Master-About
relationship on Contact and our Master-About relationship on Solar Project) should be
rejected because Master-detail is powerful, but it is wrong when the records need
independent ownership or when the child-parent direction is reversed. Before release, test
the configuration with the affected profile and realistic records, not only with a system
administrator account.
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This is a governance decision before it is a configuration click. Salesforce import tools
differ by data volume, matching logic, and operation. Data Import Wizard is guided and
duplicate-aware for supported objects; Data Loader is stronger for larger updates, upserts,
and clearing values. The proper configuration is C. Use Data Loader to update leads using
the CSV file.; D. Select Insert Null Values in Settings. This is the option that best matches
the Salesforce responsibility being tested under Data Modeling and Management.

A practical administrator would confirm the object context, the user action, and whether the
result must be stored, calculated, displayed, automated, approved, or deployed. Here the
selected answer is the one that acts at the correct point in that chain. It keeps the
configuration declarative and avoids inventing a process around a problem that Salesforce
already has a native feature to solve.

The rejected choices solve different problems. A (Select the correct record type.) is less
defensible because it is not the most maintainable declarative control for this design. B
(Use Import Wizard to update leads using the CSV file.) should be rejected because Import
Wizard is useful for guided imports, but it is limited by object support, volume, and
operation type. The configuration remains understandable for future admins because the
decision is visible in metadata rather than buried in a workaround.
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Read the stem as an implementation requirement. The Platform App Builder role is to
choose the standard Salesforce capability that owns the behavior: data structure, access,
automation, user experience, reporting, or deployment. The proper configuration is A.
Lookup field. This is the option that best matches the Salesforce responsibility being tested
under Data Modeling and Management.
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A practical administrator would confirm the object context, the user action, and whether the
result must be stored, calculated, displayed, automated, approved, or deployed. Here the
selected answer is the one that acts at the correct point in that chain. It keeps the
configuration declarative and avoids inventing a process around a problem that Salesforce
already has a native feature to solve.

The wrong answers confuse adjacent platform concepts. B (Text field) misses the mark
because That field type either stores the wrong kind of value or fails to support the required
behavior as cleanly as the selected option. C (Picklist field) is not enough: That field type
either stores the wrong kind of value or fails to support the required behavior as cleanly as
the selected option. D (Multi-select picklist field) handles a different concern; That field type
either stores the wrong kind of value or fails to support the required behavior as cleanly as
the selected option. This keeps the build declarative, traceable in Setup, and easier to
support when the org changes later.

B 19

Universal Containers®D 7 7 REEIX A RA LA T - b La— KR—T[ZChatter
T4—REEMTD&ESEKBEINEL, 7TTVRARBEEOAEEZRAIARETLLS
mne

A. hRA L Chatter 74— FK aviR—x> hZEBMLET,

B. 1 ZEDE&EYX baviR—FRY FEEBEMLET

C.EE#MChatter7 s — KaVR—R U FZEMLET,

D. AppExchange » 5 Chatter 7 1 — K O VR—RV FEEMLET,

IEfR: (EffZzRTLET)

The design should be easy for another admin to maintain. The proper configuration is C.
Add the standard Chatter feed component. In Salesforce terms, this is a change-set
deployment issue. Change sets move supported metadata between connected Salesforce
environments. The receiving org uses inbound change sets and deployment validation to
confirm whether the package can be deployed safely.

The selected configuration is the professional answer because it is native, declarative, and
placed at the right scope. If the requirement later expands, another administrator can
inspect the same metadata area and understand how the behavior is being produced. That
is far better than a solution that depends on hidden assumptions or user training.

The wrong answers confuse adjacent platform concepts. A (Add a custom Chatter feed
component.) is only a partial match because A Lightning component changes the interface;
it does not automatically solve security, relationship, or data-quality requirements. B (Add
the standard related list component) misses the mark because A Lightning component
changes the interface; it does not automatically solve security, relationship, or data-quality
requirements. D (Add the Chatter feed component from the AppExchange.) handles a
different concern; A Lightning component changes the interface; it does not automatically
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solve security, relationship, or data-quality requirements. This keeps the build declarative,
traceable in Setup, and easier to support when the org changes later.
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The correct answer is the one that enforces the intended result. Choose A. AND
(ISPICKVAL (Sales Organization_c, ' Canada '), ISBLANK (TEXT (Pricing_Tier. In
Salesforce terms, this is a data validation issue. Validation rules prevent bad data from
being saved. They are appropriate when the requirement is to enforce a condition at save
time rather than merely warn, display, or report on the problem later.

The selected configuration is the professional answer because it is native, declarative, and
placed at the right scope. If the requirement later expands, another administrator can
inspect the same metadata area and understand how the behavior is being produced. That
is far better than a solution that depends on hidden assumptions or user training.

The other options fall short for clear platform reasons. C (IF
(ISNULL(Sales_Organization_c="'Canada ', ISBLANK (TEXT (Pricing_Tier_c)), TRUI) is
less defensible because That field type either stores the wrong kind of value or fails to
support the required behavior as cleanly as the selected option. B (ISPICKVAL (Sales
Organization_c, ' Canada ') & ISNULL (Pricing_Tier_c)) handles a different concern; it
handles only part of the requirement and leaves the controlling Salesforce behavior
unresolved. D (OR (ISPICKVAL (Sales Organization_c, ' Canada '), ISBLANK (TEXT
(Pricing_Tier_c));) should be rejected because That field type either stores the wrong kind
of value or fails to support the required behavior as cleanly as the selected option.

Before release, test the configuration with the affected profile and realistic records, not only
with a system administrator account.
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This is where declarative precision matters. Use D. Validate the inbound change set. The
selected option is not chosen because it sounds familiar; it is chosen because it gives
Salesforce the right instruction at runtime.

Change sets move supported metadata between connected Salesforce environments. The
receiving org uses inbound change sets and deployment validation to confirm whether the
package can be deployed safely.

The scenario describes a business outcome, not merely an administrative preference. If
the feature is configured correctly, users get the intended result without depending on
memory, spreadsheets, or manual policing. That is the professional standard for Platform
App Builder work: place the rule in metadata, test it under the correct permissions, and
keep the design supportable.

The other choices would leave a gap in the implementation. A (Remove Apex classes from
inbound change set.) misses the mark because Apex may solve advanced gaps, but it is
not the first choice when a native declarative feature fully handles the requirement. B
(Validate the outbound change set.) is not enough:

Deployment tooling moves or validates metadata; it does not create the runtime business
behavior itself. C (Use a metadata package set.) handles a different concern; it handles
only part of the requirement and leaves the controlling Salesforce behavior unresolved. In
a real org, the builder should include negative testing as well, proving that the rule does not
fire or display outside the intended conditions.
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Read the stem as an implementation requirement. Lookup relationships connect records
while allowing looser ownership and lifecycle control than master-detail. They are
appropriate when records should remain more independent or when the relationship is
optional. The proper configuration is A. Create a child record. This is the option that best
matches the Salesforce responsibility being tested under Business Logic and Process
Automation.

A practical administrator would confirm the object context, the user action, and whether the
result must be stored, calculated, displayed, automated, approved, or deployed. Here the
selected answer is the one that acts at the correct point in that chain. It keeps the
configuration declarative and avoids inventing a process around a problem that Salesforce
already has a native feature to solve.

The wrong answers confuse adjacent platform concepts. B (Start an additional message.)
misses the mark because it addresses a neighboring feature area rather than the exact
behavior requested. C (Update a related record.) is not enough: it would require extra
assumptions that the scenario does not support. D (Send an email alerts.) handles a
different concern; it handles only part of the requirement and leaves the controlling
Salesforce behavior unresolved. This keeps the build declarative, traceable in Setup, and
easier to support when the org changes later.
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The useful clue is the business action being requested. The best answer is C. Schema
Builder. The scenario is asking for Lightning page configuration, and the reason is
straightforward: Lightning App Builder controls page composition, component visibility,
activation, assignments, and specialized surfaces such as record pages, home pages, and
utility bars. The wording points to this control because the business result must be reliable
when real users work with real records.

For the stated requirement - A new app builder on the Cloud Kicks team is getting familiar
with the data Model. They want to see how standard objects and custom objects relate.
Which functionality should the app builder use to view these. - the selected answer
handles the behavior directly. It is not just a way to make the page look cleaner or to
remind users what to do. It places the responsibility in the Salesforce feature that owns the
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outcome. That matters in an App Builder implementation because access, automation,
relationships, page rendering, reporting, and deployment each have different enforcement
points.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. A (Object Manager) does
not fit cleanly; it solves a symptom of the problem rather than the Salesforce mechanism
that owns the result. B (Fields & Relationships) is only a partial match because it does not
provide the same direct administrative control as the selected option. D (Lightning App
Builder) is not enough: A Lightning component changes the interface; it does not
automatically solve security, relationship, or data-quality requirements. This is the stronger
design because it respects security, data quality, user experience, and lifecycle
management at the same time.
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Think in terms of supportability first. Lightning App Builder controls page composition,
component visibility, activation, assignments, and specialized surfaces such as record
pages, home pages, and utility bars. Choose B). Validation Rule. This is the option that
best matches the Salesforce responsibility being tested under User Interface.

A practical administrator would confirm the object context, the user action, and whether the
result must be stored, calculated, displayed, automated, approved, or deployed. Here the
selected answer is the one that acts at the correct point in that chain. It keeps the
configuration declarative and avoids inventing a process around a problem that Salesforce
already has a native feature to solve.

The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. A (Page Layout)
would be fragile here because Page layouts affect presentation; they do not grant the
underlying object or field capability by themselves. C (Activity History) is only a partial
match because it does not provide the same direct administrative control as the selected
option. D (Record Type) misses the mark because it addresses a neighboring feature area
rather than the exact behavior requested. The result is a cleaner app design because the
behavior is handled by the feature Salesforce built for that purpose.

For Lightning pages, activation and assignment determine who sees the page. Component
visibility then controls whether a specific component appears for a given condition.
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The important question is which feature owns the result. The proper configuration is A.
Import Wizard. The requirement in the stem is: Cloud Kicks asked the app builder to insert
a list of 25,000 records using Deduplication for the Delivery custom object. Which tool
should be used? The selected option addresses that requirement at the point where
Salesforce actually evaluates the behavior.

The underlying concept is data import and matching. Salesforce import tools differ by data
volume, matching logic, and operation. Data Import Wizard is guided and duplicate-aware
for supported objects; Data Loader is stronger for larger updates, upserts, and clearing
values. That is why this answer is more defensible than a workaround. It can be reviewed
in Setup, included in the correct deployment path, and tested by impersonating or logging
in as a representative user where appropriate.

The rejected choices solve different problems. B (Data Loader) should be rejected
because Data Loader is an administrative data tool; it does not replace metadata
configuration or user-interface design. C (Lightning Object Creator) would be fragile here
because A Lightning component changes the interface; it does not automatically solve
security, relationship, or data-quality requirements. D (Schema Builder) does not fit cleanly;
it solves a symptom of the problem rather than the Salesforce mechanism that owns the
result. The configuration remains understandable for future admins because the decision is
visible in metadata rather than buried in a workaround.
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Think in terms of supportability first. Choose D. Accordion. In Salesforce terms, this is a
Lightning page configuration issue. Lightning App Builder controls page composition,
component visibility, activation, assignments, and specialized surfaces such as record
pages, home pages, action regions, activity surfaces, and utility bars.

The selected configuration is the professional answer because it is native, declarative, and
placed at the right scope. If the requirement later expands, another administrator can
inspect the same metadata area and understand how the behavior is being produced. That
is far better than a solution that depends on hidden assumptions or user training.

The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. A (Highlights panel)
would be fragile here because it could produce an inconsistent result once different users,
records, or apps are tested. B (Record detail) does not fit cleanly; Master-detail is powerful,
but it is wrong when the records need independent ownership or when the child-parent
direction is reversed. C (Field section) is only a partial match because it does not provide
the same direct administrative control as the selected option. The result is a cleaner app
design because the behavior is handled by the feature Salesforce built for that purpose.
For Lightning pages, activation and assignment determine who sees the page. Component
visibility then controls whether a specific component appears for a given condition.
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This question is really testing ownership of the feature. Quick actions are compact,
purpose-built entry points.

They are especially effective in the mobile app because they reduce navigation, expose
only the fields required for the task, and can prepopulate values. The correct response is
therefore B. Create sales and marketing apps and assign the respective profiles to each

app.
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The scenario is not asking for a feature list. It is asking which configuration produces the
requested result with the fewest moving parts. A Salesforce app builder should favor a
standard, visible Setup configuration whenever it fully meets the business need. That
approach makes the build easier to validate in sandbox and easier to explain during
release review.

The other options fall short for clear platform reasons. A (Create public groups for sales
and marketing and create mobile navigation menus for each group.) is not enough: it would
require extra assumptions that the scenario does not support. C (Create roles for sales and
marketing and assign a custom homepage layout for each role.) is less defensible because
Page layouts affect presentation; they do not grant the underlying object or field capability
by themselves. D (Create mobile navigation menus for both the sales and marketing
profiles.) should be rejected because it works at the wrong scope for the object, field, page,
automation, or deployment condition in the stem. Before release, test the configuration with
the affected profile and realistic records, not only with a system administrator account.
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Start at the layer that controls the outcome. The best answer is A. Read-Only access on
Case and Issue_c.

Manual record sharing can grant access to individual users, public groups, and roles with
subordinates. It is a record-level access mechanism, separate from field-level security and
permission set assignment.

The selected answer is stronger because it meets both the functional requirement and the
maintainability requirement. In a Salesforce implementation, a solution that only works for
one user, one page, or one data sample is not good enough. The correct feature has to
behave consistently across the intended profiles, record types, apps, and devices that are
part of the design.

The distractors are not equal substitutes. B (Read-Only access on Case and Case
Issue_e) is less defensible because it is not the most maintainable declarative control for
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this design. C (Read-Only access on Case Issue_c) should be rejected because it works at
the wrong scope for the object, field, page, automation, or deployment condition in the
stem. D (Read-Only access on Issue__c and Case Issue_c) would be fragile here because
it could produce an inconsistent result once different users, records, or apps are tested.
That is the kind of solution a Salesforce admin can document, migrate, and troubleshoot
without creating hidden technical debt.
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This is a governance decision before it is a configuration click. The proper configuration is
C. App Manager.

The requirement in the stem is: Where can an app builder edit an existing app to add
Components to the utility bar? The selected option addresses that requirement at the point
where Salesforce actually evaluates the behavior.

The underlying concept is Lightning page configuration. Lightning App Builder controls
page composition, component visibility, activation, assignments, and specialized surfaces
such as record pages, home pages, and utility bars. That is why this answer is more
defensible than a workaround. It can be reviewed in Setup, included in the correct
deployment path, and tested by impersonating or logging in as a representative user where
appropriate.

The rejected choices solve different problems. A (Lightning App Builder) is less defensible
because A Lightning component changes the interface; it does not automatically solve
security, relationship, or data- quality requirements. B (Lightning Record Page) should be
rejected because A Lightning component changes the interface; it does not automatically
solve security, relationship, or data-quality requirements. D (App Menu) does not fit
cleanly; it solves a symptom of the problem rather than the Salesforce mechanism that
owns the result. The configuration remains understandable for future admins because the
decision is visible in metadata rather than buried in a workaround.
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Start at the layer that controls the outcome. The best answer is C. Formula field that
reached on the Account object. The selected option is not chosen because it sounds
familiar; it is chosen because it gives Salesforce the right instruction at runtime. Formula
and validation expressions must respect Salesforce data types.

Picklists require picklist-aware handling, dates require date functions or date arithmetic,
and image or text formulas must return the correct type.

The scenario describes a business outcome, not merely an administrative preference. If
the feature is configured correctly, users get the intended result without depending on
memory, spreadsheets, or manual policing. That is the professional standard for Platform
App Builder work: place the rule in metadata, test it under the correct permissions, and
keep the design supportable.

The distractors are not equal substitutes. A (Control and Account objects: 0.00 or 1 have a
Master-Detail Relationship.) handles a different concern; Master-detail is powerful, but it is
wrong when the records need independent ownership or when the child-parent direction is
reversed. B (Store Data: 3000 characters in the formula.) is less defensible because A
formula is calculated display logic and cannot always store static values or perform record
updates. D (unable to reference the child records.) would be fragile here because it could
produce an inconsistent result once different users, records, or apps are tested. That is the
kind of solution a Salesforce admin can document, migrate, and troubleshoot without
creating hidden technical debt.
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This is where declarative precision matters. Use D. Approval process with a record
triggered flow. The decision turns on Lightning page configuration. Lightning App Builder
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controls page composition, component visibility, activation, assignments, and specialized
surfaces such as record pages, home pages, and utility bars.

This is how the same requirement would be handled in a well-governed Salesforce org:
identify the controlling object, relationship, field, page, automation, or environment first,
and then configure the native capability for that control point. The selected answer satisfies
the requirement without requiring users to perform extra interpretation or administrators to
maintain an unnecessary custom workaround.

The other choices would leave a gap in the implementation. A (Two-step approval process)
misses the mark because An approval process is for formal sign-off, not for every
automation, display, import, or security requirement. B (Approval process and flow with a
scheduled path) is not enough: Flow is broad, but it is not correct unless the requirement is
specifically about guided or automated logic. C (Schedule-triggered flow with Submit for
Approval action) handles a different concern; Flow is broad, but it is not correct unless the
requirement is specifically about guided or automated logic. In a real org, the builder
should include negative testing as well, proving that the rule does not fire or display outside
the intended conditions.

A3#I75Platform-App-Builder-JPNEZE 5 (L JPNTest.comizfit & v Platform-App-
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The key is to separate behavior from appearance. The best answer is D. Patch. The
decision turns on change- set deployment. Change sets move supported metadata
between connected Salesforce environments. The receiving org uses inbound change sets
and deployment validation to confirm whether the package can be deployed safely.
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This is how the same requirement would be handled in a well-governed Salesforce org:
identify the controlling object, relationship, field, page, automation, or environment first,
and then configure the native capability for that control point. The selected answer satisfies
the requirement without requiring users to perform extra interpretation or administrators to
maintain an unnecessary custom workaround.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. A (Roll) does not fit
cleanly; it solves a symptom of the problem rather than the Salesforce mechanism that
owns the result. B (Major) is only a partial match because it does not provide the same
direct administrative control as the selected option. C (Minor) misses the mark because it
addresses a neighboring feature area rather than the exact behavior requested. This is the
stronger design because it respects security, data quality, user experience, and lifecycle
management at the same time.

For deployment work, related metadata matters. Fields, layouts, actions, permissions,
tabs, flows, and dependent components may all need to travel together for the target org to
behave as expected.
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The platform gives a native tool for this situation. Use A. Data loss may occur when
changing custom field types.; D. Field History Tracking records value changes of 255
characters or less. The scenario is asking for platform configuration, and the reason is
straightforward: The Platform App Builder role is to choose the standard Salesforce
capability that owns the behavior: data structure, access, automation, user experience,
reporting, or deployment. The wording points to this control because the business result
must be reliable when real users work with real records.

For the stated requirement - DreamHouse Realty (DR) is expanding into subsidized
housing by partnering with local government entities. DR uses Sales Cloud and has
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Enabled field history tracking on the Opportunity object. Due to increased. - the selected
answer handles the behavior directly. It is not just a way to make the page look cleaner or
to remind users what to do. It places the responsibility in the Salesforce feature that owns
the outcome. That matters in an App Builder implementation because access, automation,
relationships, page rendering, reporting, and deployment each have different enforcement
points.

The other choices would leave a gap in the implementation. B (Audit Trail is available
through REST API extracts.) is not enough: it would require extra assumptions that the
scenario does not support. C (Rich text field values of all lengths are displayed fully in
reports.) handles a different concern; Reporting configuration helps analysis, but it does
not enforce the requested record behavior. In a real org, the builder should include
negative testing as well, proving that the rule does not fire or display outside the intended
conditions.
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Read the stem as an implementation requirement. The proper configuration is D. Record-
triggered flow. The requirement in the stem is: Universal Containers asked the app builder
to ensure when an Account type changes to ' Past-Customer ' the contacts directly related
to That account get an updated status of ' Re-Market '

. Which automation should the app. The selected option addresses that requirement at the
point where Salesforce actually evaluates the behavior.

The underlying concept is Lightning page configuration. Lightning App Builder controls
page composition, component visibility, activation, assignments, and specialized surfaces
such as record pages, home pages, and utility bars. That is why this answer is more
defensible than a workaround. It can be reviewed in Setup, included in the correct
deployment path, and tested by impersonating or logging in as a representative user where
appropriate.

The wrong answers confuse adjacent platform concepts. A (Validation rule) is only a partial
match because A validation rule blocks saves; it does not create records, route approvals,
display components, or grant access.
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B (Lightning component) misses the mark because A Lightning component changes the
interface; it does not automatically solve security, relationship, or data-quality
requirements. C (Screen flow) is not enough: Flow is broad, but it is not correct unless the
requirement is specifically about guided or automated logic. This keeps the build
declarative, traceable in Setup, and easier to support when the org changes later.
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A good app builder does not chase the most familiar label. The best answer is A. Streams;
D. Out of Office.

The decision turns on Chatter collaboration. Chatter supports record-centered
collaboration. Feed tracking surfaces selected field changes, while groups, streams, and
post actions organize discussions and follow-up work.

This is how the same requirement would be handled in a well-governed Salesforce org:
identify the controlling object, relationship, field, page, automation, or environment first,
and then configure the native capability for that control point. The selected answer satisfies
the requirement without requiring users to perform extra interpretation or administrators to
maintain an unnecessary custom workaround.

The distractors are not equal substitutes. B (Topics) is less defensible because it is not the
most maintainable declarative control for this design. C (Polls) should be rejected because
it works at the wrong scope for the object, field, page, automation, or deployment condition
in the stem. That is the kind of solution a Salesforce admin can document, migrate, and
troubleshoot without creating hidden technical debt.

For collaboration, the builder should decide whether the need is record feed visibility,
group conversation, field-change tracking, or a quick action in the publisher.

For collaboration, the builder should decide whether the need is record feed visibility,
group conversation, field-change tracking, or a quick action in the publisher.

Eﬁ:ﬁ: 36


https://www.jpnshiken.com/q/68828-6430856/

Cloud Kicks DX BN LRIDERE/ D -HITKRAFERETRE LE L, RERICHRE
BNGBARZEZHRELEISELEEE . ESGYFERITM?

A 1—H—[IHARDARETEET,

B.1—H—IZIX La— KRRy Y 1 BHAARTINET,
C.1—HV—RABHZHMETETEIN GHAZHET S LI TEEEA,

D.1—H—(F La—FABERDOIR—Ov—DREMIZG - L 2HERTEET,
IEfR: (EffzRnLET)

A production admin would not solve this by decoration. The Platform App Builder role is to
choose the standard Salesforce capability that owns the behavior: data structure, access,
automation, user experience, reporting, or deployment. Choose B. User will be presented
with a ' Record Lock ' notification. This is the option that best matches the Salesforce
responsibility being tested under Business Logic and Process Automation.

A practical administrator would confirm the object context, the user action, and whether the
result must be stored, calculated, displayed, automated, approved, or deployed. Here the
selected answer is the one that acts at the correct point in that chain. It keeps the
configuration declarative and avoids inventing a process around a problem that Salesforce
already has a native feature to solve.

The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. A (User will be able
to edit the description field only.) would be fragile here because it could produce an
inconsistent result once different users, records, or apps are tested. C (User will be able to
edit the name, but unable to edit the description.) is only a partial match because it does
not provide the same direct administrative control as the selected option.

D (User will see the record is now owned by their manager.) misses the mark because it
addresses a neighboring feature area rather than the exact behavior requested. The result
is a cleaner app design because the behavior is handled by the feature Salesforce built for
that purpose.
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This is a governance decision before it is a configuration click. Change sets move
supported metadata between connected Salesforce environments. The receiving org uses
inbound change sets and deployment validation to confirm whether the package can be
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deployed safely. The proper configuration is C. Data Export Service. This is the option that
best matches the Salesforce responsibility being tested under App Deployment.

A practical administrator would confirm the object context, the user action, and whether the
result must be stored, calculated, displayed, automated, approved, or deployed. Here the
selected answer is the one that acts at the correct point in that chain. It keeps the
configuration declarative and avoids inventing a process around a problem that Salesforce
already has a native feature to solve.

The rejected choices solve different problems. A (Refresh full copy sandbox) is less
defensible because Deployment tooling moves or validates metadata; it does not create
the runtime business behavior itself. B (Add/Change package) should be rejected because
it works at the wrong scope for the object, field, page, automation, or deployment condition
in the stem. D (Support expert) does not fit cleanly; it solves a symptom of the problem
rather than the Salesforce mechanism that owns the result. The configuration remains
understandable for future admins because the decision is visible in metadata rather than
buried in a workaround.
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This is where declarative precision matters. Field types define what can be stored and how
the platform handles the value. Rich text is needed when users must include formatted
content, links, or images inside a field. Use A. Preexisting information will truncate to the
first 255 characters.

A clean Platform App Builder answer should satisfy the complete scenario, not merely one
phrase in it. This item requires the app builder to choose the configuration that produces
the requested behavior in normal Salesforce use. The selected answer fits that
requirement because it works with the platform model instead of fighting it.

The other choices would leave a gap in the implementation. B (Preexisting information will
cause an error message to pop up.) is not enough: it would require extra assumptions that
the scenario does not support. C (Preexisting information will remain even if it was over
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255 characters.) handles a different concern; it handles only part of the requirement and
leaves the controlling Salesforce behavior unresolved. D (Preexisting information in the
field will be completely lost.) is less defensible because it is not the most maintainable
declarative control for this design. In a real org, the builder should include negative testing
as well, proving that the rule does not fire or display outside the intended conditions.
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The answer is controlled by runtime behavior, not by naming similarity. The Platform App
Builder role is to choose the standard Salesforce capability that owns the behavior: data
structure, access, automation, user experience, reporting, or deployment. The correct
response is therefore A. Sharing rules.

The scenario is not asking for a feature list. It is asking which configuration produces the
requested result with the fewest moving parts. A Salesforce app builder should favor a
standard, visible Setup configuration whenever it fully meets the business need. That
approach makes the build easier to validate in sandbox and easier to explain during
release review.

The other options fall short for clear platform reasons. B (Public groups) handles a different
concern; it handles only part of the requirement and leaves the controlling Salesforce
behavior unresolved. C (Aliases) is less defensible because it is not the most maintainable
declarative control for this design. D (Assignment rules) should be rejected because it
works at the wrong scope for the object, field, page, automation, or deployment condition
in the stem. Before release, test the configuration with the affected profile and realistic
records, not only with a system administrator account.

For general platform design, the strongest answer is the native feature that can be
enforced, audited, and maintained through Salesforce metadata.
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This is where declarative precision matters. Use B. Apex; C. AppExchange. A Lightning
component must be exposed for the surface where it is used. A component built for one
page type or action surface does not automatically become available everywhere in
Lightning Experience.

The selected answer is stronger because it meets both the functional requirement and the
maintainability requirement. In a Salesforce implementation, a solution that only works for
one user, one page, or one data sample is not good enough. The correct feature has to
behave consistently across the intended profiles, record types, apps, and devices that are
part of the design.

The other choices would leave a gap in the implementation. A (Validation Rule) misses the
mark because A validation rule blocks saves; it does not create records, route approvals,
display components, or grant access.

D (Approval Process) is less defensible because An approval process is for formal sign-off,
not for every automation, display, import, or security requirement. In a real org, the builder
should include negative testing as well, proving that the rule does not fire or display outside
the intended conditions.

For AppExchange components, the builder should verify the component target, activate the
relevant Lightning page, and test the page in the same form factor used by the target
users.
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The key is to separate behavior from appearance. Change sets move supported metadata
between connected Salesforce environments. The receiving org uses inbound change sets
and deployment validation to confirm whether the package can be deployed safely. The
best answer is A. Custom tabs are hidden for all users.

A clean Platform App Builder answer should satisfy the complete scenario, not merely one
phrase in it. This item requires the app builder to choose the configuration that produces
the requested behavior in normal Salesforce use. The selected answer fits that
requirement because it works with the platform model instead of fighting it.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. B (Custom tabs are
default off for all users.) is only a partial match because it does not provide the same direct
administrative control as the selected option. C (Custom tabs are default on for all users.)
misses the mark because it addresses a neighboring feature area rather than the exact
behavior requested. D (Custom tabs are NOT deploye) is not enough:

Deployment tooling moves or validates metadata; it does not create the runtime business
behavior itself. This is the stronger design because it respects security, data quality, user
experience, and lifecycle management at the same time.
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Think in terms of supportability first. In this case, Choose A. Transactions will revert if the
deployment errors.; D. Change sets do not include all components and may have to
perform some changes Manually.

Change sets move supported metadata between connected Salesforce environments. The
receiving org uses inbound change sets and deployment validation to confirm whether the
package can be deployed safely.

The stem gives enough detail to reject surface-level fixes. Salesforce should be configured
so the behavior is enforced or rendered by the feature designed for it. When the
requirement touches App Deployment, the builder should avoid crossing into a different
layer unless there is a real platform limitation. The selected answer follows that discipline
and creates the least surprising result for admins and users.
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The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. B (Users should be
logged out of production when receiving inbound change sets.) does not fit cleanly;
Deployment tooling moves or validates metadata; it does not create the runtime business
behavior itself. C (Salesforce Connect automatically establishes a link between
environments.) is only a partial match because it does not provide the same direct
administrative control as the selected option. The result is a cleaner app design because
the behavior is handled by the feature Salesforce built for that purpose.
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This question is really testing ownership of the feature. In this case, Choose A. Web-to-
case. The Platform App Builder role is to choose the standard Salesforce capability that
owns the behavior: data structure, access, automation, user experience, reporting, or
deployment.

The stem gives enough detail to reject surface-level fixes. Salesforce should be configured
so the behavior is enforced or rendered by the feature designed for it. When the
requirement touches Business Logic and Process Automation, the builder should avoid
crossing into a different layer unless there is a real platform limitation. The selected answer
follows that discipline and creates the least surprising result for admins and users.

The other options fall short for clear platform reasons. B (Outbound message) handles a
different concern; it handles only part of the requirement and leaves the controlling
Salesforce behavior unresolved. C (Screen flow) is less defensible because Flow is broad,
but it is not correct unless the requirement is specifically about guided or automated logic.
D (Email-to-case) should be rejected because it works at the wrong scope for the object,
field, page, automation, or deployment condition in the stem. Before release, test the
configuration with the affected profile and realistic records, not only with a system
administrator account.
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The right answer avoids a brittle workaround. The best answer is A. Rich text area. The
decision turns on Lightning page configuration. Lightning App Builder controls page
composition, component visibility, activation, assignments, and specialized surfaces such
as record pages, home pages, and utility bars.

This is how the same requirement would be handled in a well-governed Salesforce org:
identify the controlling object, relationship, field, page, automation, or environment first,
and then configure the native capability for that control point. The selected answer satisfies
the requirement without requiring users to perform extra interpretation or administrators to
maintain an unnecessary custom workaround.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. B (Lightning web
component) is only a partial match because A Lightning component changes the interface;
it does not automatically solve security, relationship, or data-quality requirements. C (URL)
misses the mark because it addresses a neighboring feature area rather than the exact
behavior requested. D (Long text area) is not enough: That field type either stores the
wrong kind of value or fails to support the required behavior as cleanly as the selected
option. This is the stronger design because it respects security, data quality, user
experience, and lifecycle management at the same time.
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Read the stem as an implementation requirement. Lightning App Builder controls page
composition, component visibility, activation, assignments, and specialized surfaces such
as record pages, home pages, and utility bars. The correct response is therefore C. Add
the standard Chatter feed component.
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The scenario is not asking for a feature list. It is asking which configuration produces the
requested result with the fewest moving parts. A Salesforce app builder should favor a
standard, visible Setup configuration whenever it fully meets the business need. That
approach makes the build easier to validate in sandbox and easier to explain during
release review.

The wrong answers confuse adjacent platform concepts. A (Add the standard related first
component.) is only a partial match because A Lightning component changes the interface;
it does not automatically solve security, relationship, or data-quality requirements. B (Add
the Chatter feed component from the AppleChange.) misses the mark because A Lightning
component changes the interface; it does not automatically solve security, relationship, or
data-quality requirements. D (Add a custom Chatter feed component.) handles a different
concern; A Lightning component changes the interface; it does not automatically solve
security, relationship, or data-quality requirements. This keeps the build declarative,
traceable in Setup, and easier to support when the org changes later.
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A clean build puts the rule where Salesforce evaluates it. Choose A. Existing reports
created under the

“Sun_c’ with "Planet_c’ report type made by Salesforce will be unusable, but not deleted.
The requirement in the stem is: After discovering a second sun in the solar system, Ursa
Major Solar wants to change the field relationship between "Sun_c’ and "Planet_c’ to a
lookup rather than a master- detail. What should an app builder consider. The selected
option addresses that requirement at the point where Salesforce actually evaluates the
behavior.
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The underlying concept is custom report types. Custom report types define reportable
object relationships, including whether the report includes only matching child records or
parent records with and without children.

That is why this answer is more defensible than a workaround. It can be reviewed in Setup,
included in the correct deployment path, and tested by impersonating or logging in as a
representative user where appropriate.

The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. B (Existing roll-up
summary fields will be deleted from the "Sun_c’ object and from any reports where they
were added.) does not fit cleanly; Reporting configuration helps analysis, but it does not
enforce the requested record behavior. C (Existing roll- up summary fields will remain on
the "Sun_c’ object and available for reporting, but will no longer update.) is only a partial
match because Reporting configuration helps analysis, but it does not enforce the
requested record behavior. D (Existing reports created under the "Sun_c’ with "Planet_c’
report type made by Salesforce will be deleted.) misses the mark because Reporting
configuration helps analysis, but it does not enforce the requested record behavior. The
result is a cleaner app design because the behavior is handled by the feature Salesforce
built for that purpose.
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The platform gives a native tool for this situation. Use B. Global Picklist Value Se. The
scenario is asking for platform configuration, and the reason is straightforward: The
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Platform App Builder role is to choose the standard Salesforce capability that owns the
behavior: data structure, access, automation, user experience, reporting, or deployment.
The wording points to this control because the business result must be reliable when real
users work with real records.

For the stated requirement - Universal Containers (UC) needs a picklist field called Status
on three Separate custom objects. UC has a requirement to share the list of values for this
field Across each object. Which feature should an app builder. - the selected answer
handles the behavior directly. It is not just a way to make the page look cleaner or to
remind users what to do. It places the responsibility in the Salesforce feature that owns the
outcome. That matters in an App Builder implementation because access, automation,
relationships, page rendering, reporting, and deployment each have different enforcement
points.

The other choices would leave a gap in the implementation. A (Shared Custom Field)
misses the mark because it addresses a neighboring feature area rather than the exact
behavior requested. C (Dependent Picklist) handles a different concern; That field type
either stores the wrong kind of value or fails to support the required behavior as cleanly as
the selected option. D (Related Picklist) is less defensible because That field type either
stores the wrong kind of value or fails to support the required behavior as cleanly as the
selected option. In a real org, the builder should include negative testing as well, proving
that the rule does not fire or display outside the intended conditions.
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A production admin would not solve this by decoration. In this case, Choose C.
Deployment Status. Change sets move supported metadata between connected
Salesforce environments. The receiving org uses inbound change sets and deployment
validation to confirm whether the package can be deployed safely.

The stem gives enough detail to reject surface-level fixes. Salesforce should be configured
so the behavior is enforced or rendered by the feature designed for it. When the
requirement touches App Deployment, the builder should avoid crossing into a different
layer unless there is a real platform limitation. The selected answer follows that discipline
and creates the least surprising result for admins and users.
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The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. A (Deployment
Settings) would be fragile here because Deployment tooling moves or validates metadata;
it does not create the runtime business behavior itself. B (Inbound Change Sets) does not
fit cleanly; Deployment tooling moves or validates metadata; it does not create the runtime
business behavior itself. D (Inbound Change Sets) misses the mark because Deployment
tooling moves or validates metadata; it does not create the runtime business behavior
itself. The result is a cleaner app design because the behavior is handled by the feature
Salesforce built for that purpose.
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The correct answer is the one that enforces the intended result. Choose C. Validation
Role. In Salesforce terms, this is a Lightning page configuration issue. Lightning App
Builder controls page composition, component visibility, activation, assignments, and
specialized surfaces such as record pages, home pages, and utility bars.

The selected configuration is the professional answer because it is native, declarative, and
placed at the right scope. If the requirement later expands, another administrator can
inspect the same metadata area and understand how the behavior is being produced. That
is far better than a solution that depends on hidden assumptions or user training.

The other options fall short for clear platform reasons. A (Record Type) is not enough: it
would require extra assumptions that the scenario does not support. B (Page Layout)
handles a different concern; Page layouts affect presentation; they do not grant the
underlying object or field capability by themselves. D (Activity History) should be rejected
because it works at the wrong scope for the object, field, page, automation, or deployment
condition in the stem. Before release, test the configuration with the affected profile and
realistic records, not only with a system administrator account.

For Lightning pages, activation and assignment determine who sees the page. Component
visibility then controls whether a specific component appears for a given condition.
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The answer is controlled by runtime behavior, not by naming similarity. Chatter supports
record-centered collaboration. Feed tracking surfaces selected field changes, while
groups, streams, and post actions organize discussions and follow-up work. Choose B.
Create a Chatter stream. This is the option that best matches the Salesforce responsibility
being tested under User Interface.

A practical administrator would confirm the object context, the user action, and whether the
result must be stored, calculated, displayed, automated, approved, or deployed. Here the
selected answer is the one that acts at the correct point in that chain. It keeps the
configuration declarative and avoids inventing a process around a problem that Salesforce
already has a native feature to solve.

The other options fall short for clear platform reasons. A (Create Chatter Dookmarks.) is
not enough: it would require extra assumptions that the scenario does not support. C
(Create a Chatter notification.) is less defensible because it is not the most maintainable
declarative control for this design. D (Create a Chatter group.) should be rejected because
it works at the wrong scope for the object, field, page, automation, or deployment condition
in the stem. Before release, test the configuration with the affected profile and realistic
records, not only with a system administrator account.
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Treat the requirement as something users will depend on daily. Custom links and detail

OO0 w

page links give users a direct navigation point from the record they are viewing. They are
appropriate when the requirement is quick access to a document, URL, or related resource
from a record page. The proper configuration is A. A custom detail page link on the
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Contract object. This is the option that best matches the Salesforce responsibility being
tested under User Interface.

A practical administrator would confirm the object context, the user action, and whether the
result must be stored, calculated, displayed, automated, approved, or deployed. Here the
selected answer is the one that acts at the correct point in that chain. It keeps the
configuration declarative and avoids inventing a process around a problem that Salesforce
already has a native feature to solve.

The rejected choices solve different problems. B (Quick Action on the Account object)
should be rejected because Actions improve user entry, but they are not a substitute for
relationship modeling, reporting logic, or back-end automation. C (A custom detail page
link on the Account object) would be fragile here because Master-detail is powerful, but it is
wrong when the records need independent ownership or when the child- parent direction is
reversed. D (Quick Action on the Contracts object) does not fit cleanly; Actions improve
user entry, but they are not a substitute for relationship modeling, reporting logic, or back-
end automation.

The configuration remains understandable for future admins because the decision is visible
in metadata rather than buried in a workaround.
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A clean build puts the rule where Salesforce evaluates it. In this case, Choose A. There
are already two master- detail relationships on the Invoice Line Item.; C. Invoice Line ltem
records exist without having the Invoice lookup field populated. Master-detail relationships
create ownership, security, and lifecycle dependency between parent and child records. A
junction object uses two master-detail relationships to represent a many- to-many model.
The stem gives enough detail to reject surface-level fixes. Salesforce should be configured
so the behavior is enforced or rendered by the feature designed for it. When the
requirement touches Data Modeling and Management, the builder should avoid crossing
into a different layer unless there is a real platform limitation.
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The selected answer follows that discipline and creates the least surprising result for
admins and users.

The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. B (Custom objects
are unable to be on the detail side of a master-detail Relationship.) does not fit cleanly;
Master-detail is powerful, but it is wrong when the records need independent ownership or
when the child-parent direction is reversed. D (There is a roll-up summary field on the
Invoice object.) misses the mark because it addresses a neighboring feature area rather
than the exact behavior requested. The result is a cleaner app design because the
behavior is handled by the feature Salesforce built for that purpose.
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The answer is controlled by runtime behavior, not by naming similarity. The Platform App
Builder role is to choose the standard Salesforce capability that owns the behavior: data
structure, access, automation, user experience, reporting, or deployment. Choose D.
Create an Apps Trigger on the Account object. This is the option that best matches the
Salesforce responsibility being tested under Business Logic and Process Automation.

A practical administrator would confirm the object context, the user action, and whether the
result must be stored, calculated, displayed, automated, approved, or deployed. Here the
selected answer is the one that acts at the correct point in that chain. It keeps the
configuration declarative and avoids inventing a process around a problem that Salesforce
already has a native feature to solve.

The other options fall short for clear platform reasons. A (Remove the Delete permission
from the Sales Rep profile.) is not enough: Permission controls are essential for access,
but they do not perform calculations or process automation. B (Remove the delete button
on the account layout.) handles a different concern; it handles only part of the requirement
and leaves the controlling Salesforce behavior unresolved. C (Create a validation rule on
the Account object.) is less defensible because A validation rule blocks saves; it does not
create records, route approvals, display components, or grant access. Before release, test
the configuration with the affected profile and realistic records, not only with a system
administrator account.
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Treat the requirement as something users will depend on daily. The proper configuration is
C. Text field; D.

Number field. In Salesforce terms, this is a data import and matching issue. Salesforce
import tools differ by data volume, matching logic, and operation. Data Import Wizard is
guided and duplicate-aware for supported objects; Data Loader is stronger for larger
updates, upserts, and clearing values.

The selected configuration is the professional answer because it is native, declarative, and
placed at the right scope. If the requirement later expands, another administrator can
inspect the same metadata area and understand how the behavior is being produced. That
is far better than a solution that depends on hidden assumptions or user training.

The rejected choices solve different problems. A (Phone field) is less defensible because it
is not the most maintainable declarative control for this design. B (URL field) should be
rejected because it works at the wrong scope for the object, field, page, automation, or
deployment condition in the stem. The configuration remains understandable for future
admins because the decision is visible in metadata rather than buried in a workaround.
For imports, the builder should choose the tool based on record count, supported object,
operation type, duplicate handling, and the presence of an external identifier.
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The useful clue is the business action being requested. The best answer is A. Component
visibility filter.

Change sets move supported metadata between connected Salesforce environments. The
receiving org uses inbound change sets and deployment validation to confirm whether the
package can be deployed safely.

The selected answer is stronger because it meets both the functional requirement and the
maintainability requirement. In a Salesforce implementation, a solution that only works for
one user, one page, or one data sample is not good enough. The correct feature has to
behave consistently across the intended profiles, record types, apps, and devices that are
part of the design.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. B (AppExchange) is only
a partial match because it does not provide the same direct administrative control as the
selected option. C (Detail page layouts) misses the mark because Page layouts affect
presentation; they do not grant the underlying object or field capability by themselves. D
(Field-level security) is not enough: Permission controls are essential for access, but they
do not perform calculations or process automation. This is the stronger design because it
respects security, data quality, user experience, and lifecycle management at the same
time.

For deployment work, related metadata matters. Fields, layouts, actions, permissions,
tabs, flows, and dependent components may all need to travel together for the target org to
behave as expected.
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The answer comes from Salesforce's separation of responsibilities. Use D. Partial Copy
sandbox. Sandbox selection balances data copy, refresh cadence, isolation, testing depth,
and cost. Smaller sandboxes fit independent build work; larger sandboxes fit integration
and production-like testing.

The selected answer is stronger because it meets both the functional requirement and the
maintainability requirement. In a Salesforce implementation, a solution that only works for
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one user, one page, or one data sample is not good enough. The correct feature has to
behave consistently across the intended profiles, record types, apps, and devices that are
part of the design.

The alternatives are plausible only if the requirement is read too narrowly. A (Full sandbox)
should be rejected because Deployment tooling moves or validates metadata; it does not
create the runtime business behavior itself. B (Developer File sandbox) would be fragile
here because Deployment tooling moves or validates metadata; it does not create the
runtime business behavior itself. C (Developer sandbox) does not fit cleanly; Deployment
tooling moves or validates metadata; it does not create the runtime business behavior
itself. A complete implementation should also check page assignment, field access, record
ownership, and mobile behavior where those factors apply.

For sandboxes, the builder should match the environment to the work: isolated
configuration, collaborative testing, data-dependent testing, or production rehearsal.
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The correct choice is the one that will still work after release. The best answer is A. Create
a custom-based sharing rule.; B. Update the organization-wide defaults. The scenario is
asking for platform configuration, and the reason is straightforward: The Platform App
Builder role is to choose the standard Salesforce capability that owns the behavior: data
structure, access, automation, user experience, reporting, or deployment. The wording
points to this control because the business result must be reliable when real users work
with real records.

For the stated requirement - Ursa Major Solar (UNS) uses a public sharing model for
accounts. UNS would like to move to a more restrictive sharing model but wants the Sales
team to continue to have access to all account records with the sales. - the selected
answer handles the behavior directly. It is not just a way to make the page look cleaner or
to remind users what to do. It places the responsibility in the Salesforce feature that owns
the outcome. That matters in an App Builder implementation because access, automation,
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relationships, page rendering, reporting, and deployment each have different enforcement
points.

The distractors are not equal substitutes. C (Update the Sales profile.) should be rejected
because it works at the wrong scope for the object, field, page, automation, or deployment
condition in the stem. D (Create an owner-based sharing rule.) would be fragile here
because Sharing controls record visibility; it does not change field type, page composition,
or automation timing. That is the kind of solution a Salesforce admin can document,
migrate, and troubleshoot without creating hidden technical debt.
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The requirement points to a specific Salesforce control. The proper configuration is D. Rich
text area. In Salesforce terms, this is a record sharing targets issue. Manual record sharing
can grant access to individual users, public groups, and roles with subordinates. It is a
record-level access mechanism, separate from field- level security and permission set
assignment.

The selected configuration is the professional answer because it is native, declarative, and
placed at the right scope. If the requirement later expands, another administrator can
inspect the same metadata area and understand how the behavior is being produced. That
is far better than a solution that depends on hidden assumptions or user training.

The wrong answers confuse adjacent platform concepts. A (URL) is only a partial match
because it does not provide the same direct administrative control as the selected option.
B (Multi-select picklist) misses the mark because That field type either stores the wrong
kind of value or fails to support the required behavior as cleanly as the selected option. C
(Long text area) is not enough: That field type either stores the wrong kind of value or fails
to support the required behavior as cleanly as the selected option. This keeps the build
declarative, traceable in Setup, and easier to support when the org changes later.
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The key is to separate behavior from appearance. The best answer is A. Schema Builder.
The Platform App Builder role is to choose the standard Salesforce capability that owns the
behavior: data structure, access, automation, user experience, reporting, or deployment.
The selected answer is stronger because it meets both the functional requirement and the
maintainability requirement. In a Salesforce implementation, a solution that only works for
one user, one page, or one data sample is not good enough. The correct feature has to
behave consistently across the intended profiles, record types, apps, and devices that are
part of the design.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. B (Lightning Object
Creator) is only a partial match because A Lightning component changes the interface; it
does not automatically solve security, relationship, or data-quality requirements. C
(Manage Field Permissions) misses the mark because Permission controls are essential
for access, but they do not perform calculations or process automation. D (Developer
Console) is not enough: it would require extra assumptions that the scenario does not
support. This is the stronger design because it respects security, data quality, user
experience, and lifecycle management at the same time.

For general platform design, the strongest answer is the native feature that can be
enforced, audited, and maintained through Salesforce metadata.
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The key is to separate behavior from appearance. The best answer is A. Create a single-
specific action in Account; D. Create predefined values for most of the fields. The decision
turns on mobile action design.

Quick actions are compact, purpose-built entry points. They are especially effective in the
mobile app because they reduce navigation, expose only the fields required for the task,
and can prepopulate values.

This is how the same requirement would be handled in a well-governed Salesforce org:
identify the controlling object, relationship, field, page, automation, or environment first,
and then configure the native capability for that control point. The selected answer satisfies
the requirement without requiring users to perform extra interpretation or administrators to
maintain an unnecessary custom workaround.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. B (Create a feedback
object as a parent of Account) is only a partial match because it does not provide the same
direct administrative control as the selected option. C (Create a global action on Account)
misses the mark because Actions improve user entry, but they are not a substitute for
relationship modeling, reporting logic, or back-end automation. This is the stronger design
because it respects security, data quality, user experience, and lifecycle management at
the same time.
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The platform gives a native tool for this situation. Use A. Fields and relationships can be
created, but they will be unable to add the fields to the page layout from the canvas. The
decision turns on Lightning page configuration. Lightning App Builder controls page
composition, component visibility, activation, assignments, and specialized surfaces such
as record pages, home pages, and utility bars.

This is how the same requirement would be handled in a well-governed Salesforce org:
identify the controlling object, relationship, field, page, automation, or environment first,
and then configure the native capability for that control point. The selected answer satisfies
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the requirement without requiring users to perform extra interpretation or administrators to
maintain an unnecessary custom workaround.

The other choices would leave a gap in the implementation. B (Custom fields can be
added to any custom objects, excluding formula field types.) is not enough: A formula is
calculated display logic and cannot always store static values or perform record updates. C
(Relationships can be made to any custom objects, but any relationships to standard
objects should be built in Lightning Object Manager.) handles a different concern; A
Lightning component changes the interface; it does not automatically solve security,
relationship, or data-quality requirements. D ( " Save " should be clicked each time a new
object, field, or relationship is create) is less defensible because it is not the most
maintainable declarative control for this design. In a real org, the builder should include
negative testing as well, proving that the rule does not fire or display outside the intended
conditions.
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A production admin would not solve this by decoration. Roll-up summary fields calculate
values from child detail records and store the result on the master. The relationship type
and field type decide whether the calculation is available declaratively. The correct
response is therefore B. This lookup relationship will need to be converted to a master-
detail relationship before a roll-up summary field can be created.

The scenario is not asking for a feature list. It is asking which configuration produces the
requested result with the fewest moving parts. A Salesforce app builder should favor a
standard, visible Setup configuration whenever it fully meets the business need. That
approach makes the build easier to validate in sandbox and easier to explain during
release review.

The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. A (The roll-up
summary can be achieved by creating a formula field on the "delay_" object.) would be
fragile here because A formula is calculated display logic and cannot always store static
values or perform record updates. C (A roll-up summary field will need to be created on the
‘delay_" object with a field filter that selects all related "Size_" records.) is only a partial
match because it does not provide the same direct administrative control as the selected
option. D (The roll-up summary can be achieved by creating a formula field on the "Size
object.) misses the mark because A formula is calculated display logic and cannot always
store static values or perform record updates. The result is a cleaner app design because
the behavior is handled by the feature Salesforce built for that purpose.
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A clean build puts the rule where Salesforce evaluates it. Choose A. TODAY(). In
Salesforce terms, this is a formula logic issue. Formula and validation expressions must
respect Salesforce data types. Picklists require picklist-aware handling, dates require date
functions or date arithmetic, and image or text formulas must return the correct type.

The selected configuration is the professional answer because it is native, declarative, and
placed at the right scope. If the requirement later expands, another administrator can
inspect the same metadata area and understand how the behavior is being produced. That
is far better than a solution that depends on hidden assumptions or user training.
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The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. B (DATEVALUE())
does not fit cleanly; it solves a symptom of the problem rather than the Salesforce
mechanism that owns the result. C (NOW()) is only a partial match because it does not
provide the same direct administrative control as the selected option.

D (DATETIMEVALUE()) misses the mark because it addresses a neighboring feature area
rather than the exact behavior requested. The result is a cleaner app design because the
behavior is handled by the feature Salesforce built for that purpose.

For formulas, data type conversion is critical. TEXT, ISPICKVAL, DATEVALUE, TODAY,
NOW, IMAGE, CASE, and LEFT solve different expression problems and cannot be
swapped casually.
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This is a governance decision before it is a configuration click. A Lightning component
must be exposed for the surface where it is used. A component built for one page type or
action surface does not automatically become available everywhere in Lightning
Experience. The correct response is therefore B. Edit a record page using Lightning App
Builder > Drag the component onto the page.

The scenario is not asking for a feature list. It is asking which configuration produces the
requested result with the fewest moving parts. A Salesforce app builder should favor a
standard, visible Setup configuration whenever it fully meets the business need. That
approach makes the build easier to validate in sandbox and easier to explain during
release review.

The rejected choices solve different problems. A (Edit a record page using the Page
Layout editor > Drag the Visualforce component onto the page.) is less defensible because
Page layouts affect presentation; they do not grant the underlying object or field capability
by themselves. C (Edit a record page using App Manager > Drag the component onto the
page.) would be fragile here because A Lightning component changes the interface; it
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does not automatically solve security, relationship, or data-quality requirements. D (Edit a
record page using the Page Layout editor > Drag the component onto the page.) does not
fit cleanly; Page layouts affect presentation; they do not grant the underlying object or field
capability by themselves. The configuration remains understandable for future admins
because the decision is visible in metadata rather than buried in a workaround.
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Treat the requirement as something users will depend on daily. The proper configuration is
A. The NOW() function in the formula field; D. A cross-object field referenced in the formula
field. In Salesforce terms, this is a formula logic issue. Formula and validation expressions
must respect Salesforce data types. Picklists require picklist-aware handling, dates require
date functions or date arithmetic, and image or text formulas must return the correct type.
The selected configuration is the professional answer because it is native, declarative, and
placed at the right scope. If the requirement later expands, another administrator can
inspect the same metadata area and understand how the behavior is being produced. That
is far better than a solution that depends on hidden assumptions or user training.

The rejected choices solve different problems. B (A cross-object formula updating a field
referenced by the formula field) should be rejected because A formula is calculated display
logic and cannot always store static values or perform record updates. C (The CASE()
function in the formula field) would be fragile here because A formula is calculated display
logic and cannot always store static values or perform record updates. The configuration
remains understandable for future admins because the decision is visible in metadata
rather than buried in a workaround.
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A production admin would not solve this by decoration. In this case, Choose B. Use field-
level security on page layouts with record types to restrict editing fields. Lightning App
Builder controls page composition, component visibility, activation, assignments, and
specialized surfaces such as record pages, home pages, and utility bars.

The stem gives enough detail to reject surface-level fixes. Salesforce should be configured
so the behavior is enforced or rendered by the feature designed for it. When the
requirement touches User Interface, the builder should avoid crossing into a different layer
unless there is a real platform limitation. The selected answer follows that discipline and
creates the least surprising result for admins and users.

The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. A (Use field-level
security on page layouts to restrict editing fields.) would be fragile here because Page
layouts affect presentation; they do not grant the underlying object or field capability by
themselves. C (Use record types with field sets and restrict editing fields using field-level
security.) is only a partial match because Permission controls are essential for access, but
they do not perform calculations or process automation. D (Use field-level security to mark
fields as read-only on the Sales profile.) misses the mark because Permission controls are
essential for access, but they do not perform calculations or process automation. The
result is a cleaner app design because the behavior is handled by the feature Salesforce
built for that purpose.
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This is where declarative precision matters. Change sets move supported metadata
between connected Salesforce environments. The receiving org uses inbound change sets
and deployment validation to confirm whether the package can be deployed safely. Use C.
My Domain must be deployed to add custom components to the page with the App
Builder.; D. The component is tagged for record pages instead of home pages and is not
ing up in The App Builder.

A clean Platform App Builder answer should satisfy the complete scenario, not merely one
phrase in it. This item requires the app builder to choose the configuration that produces
the requested behavior in normal Salesforce use. The selected answer fits that
requirement because it works with the platform model instead of fighting it.

The other choices would leave a gap in the implementation. A (A custom tab must be
created to add custom components to the page with the App Builder.) misses the mark
because A Lightning component changes the interface; it does not automatically solve
security, relationship, or data-quality requirements. B (The component requires a
developer permission to add it to the page with the App Builder.) is not enough: A Lightning
component changes the interface; it does not automatically solve security, relationship, or
data- quality requirements. In a real org, the builder should include negative testing as well,
proving that the rule does not fire or display outside the intended conditions.
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The safest reading of the scenario is practical, not theoretical. Use A. Lightning App
Builder; D. Quick Action. The selected option is not chosen because it sounds familiar; it is
chosen because it gives Salesforce the right instruction at runtime. A Lightning component
must be exposed for the surface where it is used. A component built for one page type or
action surface does not automatically become available everywhere in Lightning
Experience.

The scenario describes a business outcome, not merely an administrative preference. If
the feature is configured correctly, users get the intended result without depending on
memory, spreadsheets, or manual policing. That is the professional standard for Platform
App Builder work: place the rule in metadata, test it under the correct permissions, and
keep the design supportable.

The alternatives are plausible only if the requirement is read too narrowly. B (Time Failure)
would be fragile here because it could produce an inconsistent result once different users,
records, or apps are tested. C (Validation Rule) does not fit cleanly; A validation rule blocks
saves; it does not create records, route approvals, display components, or grant access. A
complete implementation should also check page assignment, field access, record
ownership, and mobile behavior where those factors apply.
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This is a governance decision before it is a configuration click. The proper configuration is
A. Field History tacking. The requirement in the stem is: Universal Containers uses a
custom picklist called "Account_Region " or the Account object. The vice president of sales
has asked that the value of this field is visible on Opportunities. How should an app builder.
The selected option addresses that requirement at the point where Salesforce actually
evaluates the behavior.

The underlying concept is platform configuration. The Platform App Builder role is to
choose the standard Salesforce capability that owns the behavior: data structure, access,
automation, user experience, reporting, or deployment. That is why this answer is more
defensible than a workaround. It can be reviewed in Setup, included in the correct
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deployment path, and tested by impersonating or logging in as a representative user where
appropriate.

The rejected choices solve different problems. B (Cross-object formula) should be rejected
because A formula is calculated display logic and cannot always store static values or
perform record updates. C (Linking field) would be fragile here because it could produce an
inconsistent result once different users, records, or apps are tested. D (Field-level security)
does not fit cleanly; Permission controls are essential for access, but they do not perform
calculations or process automation. The configuration remains understandable for future
admins because the decision is visible in metadata rather than buried in a workaround.
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The answer comes from Salesforce's separation of responsibilities. Use C. Create a
lookup relationship on Component to Product. Add the Component related list to the
Product page layout. The decision turns on related-list display. Enhanced related lists
provide richer Lightning behavior than a basic related list, including more visible columns,
sorting, and text wrapping when users need to work with related records from the parent
page.

This is how the same requirement would be handled in a well-governed Salesforce org:
identify the controlling object, relationship, field, page, automation, or environment first,
and then configure the native capability for that control point. The selected answer satisfies
the requirement without requiring users to perform extra interpretation or administrators to
maintain an unnecessary custom workaround.

The alternatives are plausible only if the requirement is read too narrowly. A (Create a
junction object to relate Component and Product. Add the Component related list to the
Product page layout.) should be rejected because Page layouts affect presentation; they
do not grant the underlying object or field capability by themselves. B (Create a roll-up on
Product. Add the Component related list to the Product page layout.) would be fragile here


https://www.jpnshiken.com/q/68828-6430892/

because Page layouts affect presentation; they do not grant the underlying object or field
capability by themselves. D (Create a master-detail relationship on Product to Component.
Add the Component related list to the Product page layout.) is only a partial match
because Page layouts affect presentation; they do not grant the underlying object or field
capability by themselves. A complete implementation should also check page assignment,
field access, record ownership, and mobile behavior where those factors apply.
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Start at the layer that controls the outcome. The best answer is D. Validation rules. The
scenario is asking for data validation, and the reason is straightforward: Validation rules
prevent bad data from being saved. They are appropriate when the requirement is to
enforce a condition at save time rather than merely warn, display, or report on the problem
later. The wording points to this control because the business result must be reliable when
real users work with real records.

For the stated requirement - The Dream House Realty (DR) service manager asks for
some Improvements in case management. They want to enforce compliance so That
cases are unable to be reverted to an earlier case status, and to Ensure that certain. - the
selected answer handles the behavior directly. It is not just a way to make the page look
cleaner or to remind users what to do. It places the responsibility in the Salesforce feature
that owns the outcome. That matters in an App Builder implementation because access,
automation, relationships, page rendering, reporting, and deployment each have different
enforcement points.

The distractors are not equal substitutes. A (Approval process) handles a different
concern; An approval process is for formal sign-off, not for every automation, display,
import, or security requirement. B (Dependent picklist) is less defensible because That field
type either stores the wrong kind of value or fails to support the required behavior as
cleanly as the selected option. C (Case flow) should be rejected because Flow is broad,
but it is not correct unless the requirement is specifically about guided or automated logic.
That is the kind of solution a Salesforce admin can document, migrate, and troubleshoot
without creating hidden technical debt.
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A Partial Copy sandbox is the only option that meets both the data storage and the refresh
interval requirements for Universal Containers (UC).
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Read the stem as an implementation requirement. The proper configuration is B. Roles
and Subscriptions; C.

Public Groups; D. ID Users. The requirement in the stem is: Cloud Kicks has a custom
object with a private sharing setting. The business wants to share individual records with
specific people or departments on a case- by-case basis. Which three options does the
business user have. The selected option addresses that requirement at the point where
Salesforce actually evaluates the behavior.

The underlying concept is record sharing targets. Manual record sharing can grant access
to individual users, public groups, and roles with subordinates. It is a record-level access
mechanism, separate from field-level security and permission set assignment. That is why
this answer is more defensible than a workaround. It can be reviewed in Setup, included in
the correct deployment path, and tested by impersonating or logging in as a representative
user where appropriate.

The wrong answers confuse adjacent platform concepts. A (Permission Set Groups) is
only a partial match because Permission controls are essential for access, but they do not
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perform calculations or process automation. E (Private Groups) is less defensible because
it is not the most maintainable declarative control for this design. This keeps the build
declarative, traceable in Setup, and easier to support when the org changes later.
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This question is really testing ownership of the feature. In this case, Choose B. Create a
SC activity list with a corresponding audit group. Lookup relationships connect records
while allowing looser ownership and lifecycle control than master-detail. They are
appropriate when records should remain more independent or when the relationship is
optional.

The stem gives enough detail to reject surface-level fixes. Salesforce should be configured
so the behavior is enforced or rendered by the feature designed for it. When the
requirement touches Data Modeling and Management, the builder should avoid crossing
into a different layer unless there is a real platform limitation.

The selected answer follows that discipline and creates the least surprising result for
admins and users.

The other options fall short for clear platform reasons. A (Close an assignment via that
update record record by technicians in that region with the SC.) is not enough: it would
require extra assumptions that the scenario does not support. C (Give the SC a permission
set with the Modify All Data system permission.) is less defensible because Permission
controls are essential for access, but they do not perform calculations or process
automation. D (Change work order access on the SC ' s profile to Modify all ' .) should be
rejected because it works at the wrong scope for the object, field, page, automation, or
deployment condition in the stem. Before release, test the configuration with the affected
profile and realistic records, not only with a system administrator account.
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This is a governance decision before it is a configuration click. In this case, The proper
configuration is B.

External ID; C. Unique. Salesforce import tools differ by data volume, matching logic, and
operation. Data Import Wizard is guided and duplicate-aware for supported objects; Data
Loader is stronger for larger updates, upserts, and clearing values.

The stem gives enough detail to reject surface-level fixes. Salesforce should be configured
so the behavior is enforced or rendered by the feature designed for it. When the
requirement touches Data Modeling and Management, the builder should avoid crossing
into a different layer unless there is a real platform limitation.

The selected answer follows that discipline and creates the least surprising result for
admins and users.

The rejected choices solve different problems. A (Text (encrypted)) is less defensible
because That field type either stores the wrong kind of value or fails to support the required
behavior as cleanly as the selected option.

D (Request) does not fit cleanly; it solves a symptom of the problem rather than the
Salesforce mechanism that owns the result. The configuration remains understandable for
future admins because the decision is visible in metadata rather than buried in a
workaround.

For imports, the builder should choose the tool based on record count, supported object,
operation type, duplicate handling, and the presence of an external identifier.
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The right answer avoids a brittle workaround. Lightning App Builder controls page
composition, component visibility, activation, assignments, and specialized surfaces such
as record pages, home pages, and utility bars.

The best answer is A. Form factor checkboxes.

A clean Platform App Builder answer should satisfy the complete scenario, not merely one
phrase in it. This item requires the app builder to choose the configuration that produces
the requested behavior in normal Salesforce use. The selected answer fits that
requirement because it works with the platform model instead of fighting it.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. B (Highlights panel) is
only a partial match because it does not provide the same direct administrative control as
the selected option. C (Related list quick links) misses the mark because it addresses a
neighboring feature area rather than the exact behavior requested. D (Component visibility
filter) is not enough: A Lightning component changes the interface; it does not
automatically solve security, relationship, or data-quality requirements. This is the stronger
design because it respects security, data quality, user experience, and lifecycle
management at the same time.

For Lightning pages, activation and assignment determine who sees the page. Component
visibility then controls whether a specific component appears for a given condition.
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A clean build puts the rule where Salesforce evaluates it. Lightning App Builder controls
page composition, component visibility, activation, assignments, and specialized surfaces
such as record pages, home pages, and utility bars. Choose A. Path. This is the option that
best matches the Salesforce responsibility being tested under User Interface.

A practical administrator would confirm the object context, the user action, and whether the
result must be stored, calculated, displayed, automated, approved, or deployed. Here the
selected answer is the one that acts at the correct point in that chain. It keeps the
configuration declarative and avoids inventing a process around a problem that Salesforce
already has a native feature to solve.

The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. B (Chatter Publisher)
is not enough: it would require extra assumptions that the scenario does not support. C
(Journey Builder) handles a different concern; it handles only part of the requirement and
leaves the controlling Salesforce behavior unresolved. D (Flow) is less defensible because
Flow is broad, but it is not correct unless the requirement is specifically about guided or
automated logic. The result is a cleaner app design because the behavior is handled by
the feature Salesforce built for that purpose.

For Lightning pages, activation and assignment determine who sees the page. Component
visibility then controls whether a specific component appears for a given condition.
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The right answer avoids a brittle workaround. The best answer is A. Roll-up Summary. The
scenario is asking for roll-up summary design, and the reason is straightforward: Roll-up
summary fields calculate values from child detail records and store the result on the
master. The relationship type and field type decide whether the calculation is available
declaratively. The wording points to this control because the business result must be
reliable when real users work with real records.
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For the stated requirement - Dreamhouse Realty (DR) has many properties for sale and
wants to Identify the highest value of all offer records on each Property record Which
solution should the app builder use to meet DR ' s needs provided that there. - the selected
answer handles the behavior directly. It is not just a way to make the page look cleaner or
to remind users what to do. It places the responsibility in the Salesforce feature that owns
the outcome. That matters in an App Builder implementation because access, automation,
relationships, page rendering, reporting, and deployment each have different enforcement
points.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. B (Summary) is only a
partial match because it does not provide the same direct administrative control as the
selected option. C (Text Area (Long)) misses the mark because That field type either
stores the wrong kind of value or fails to support the required behavior as cleanly as the
selected option. D (Multi-select Picklist) is not enough: That field type either stores the
wrong kind of value or fails to support the required behavior as cleanly as the selected
option. This is the stronger design because it respects security, data quality, user
experience, and lifecycle management at the same time.
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Start at the layer that controls the outcome. Formula and validation expressions must
respect Salesforce data types. Picklists require picklist-aware handling, dates require date
functions or date arithmetic, and image or text formulas must return the correct type. The
best answer is B. NOT (LABLANK (Job hocepted_c)) FRISCHANGED (Hire_Date.

A clean Platform App Builder answer should satisfy the complete scenario, not merely one
phrase in it. This item requires the app builder to choose the configuration that produces
the requested behavior in normal Salesforce use. The selected answer fits that
requirement because it works with the platform model instead of fighting it.

The distractors are not equal substitutes. A ((ISBLANK (Job Accepted_c) || NOT
(INCHANGED (Hi_Date_=))) handles a different concern; it handles only part of the
requirement and leaves the controlling Salesforce behavior unresolved. C (NOT (ISBLANK
(Job_Accepted_c)) 11 ISCHANGED (Hire_Date c)) should be rejected because it works at
the wrong scope for the object, field, page, automation, or deployment condition in the
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stem. D ((ISBLANK (Job_Accepted_c) NOT (ISCHANGED (Hire_Date_0})) would be
fragile here because it could produce an inconsistent result once different users, records,
or apps are tested.

That is the kind of solution a Salesforce admin can document, migrate, and troubleshoot
without creating hidden technical debt.
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The important question is which feature owns the result. The proper configuration is C.
Dynamic action. The requirement in the stem is: An app builder wants to create a custom
Sync button on Account that will Call a Lightning Web Component that connects with an
external system. This action Should only be available if the custom Status field is set to.
The selected option addresses that requirement at the point where Salesforce actually
evaluates the behavior.

The underlying concept is change-set deployment. Change sets move supported metadata
between connected Salesforce environments. The receiving org uses inbound change sets
and deployment validation to confirm whether the package can be deployed safely. That is
why this answer is more defensible than a workaround. It can be reviewed in Setup,
included in the correct deployment path, and tested by impersonating or logging in as a
representative user where appropriate.

The rejected choices solve different problems. A (Custom link) is less defensible because it
is not the most maintainable declarative control for this design. B (Formula field) should be
rejected because A formula is calculated display logic and cannot always store static
values or perform record updates. D (AppExchange product) does not fit cleanly; it solves
a symptom of the problem rather than the Salesforce mechanism that owns the result. The
configuration remains understandable for future admins because the decision is visible in
metadata rather than buried in a workaround.
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The safest reading of the scenario is practical, not theoretical. Use D. For use on the utility
bar. Lightning App Builder controls page composition, component visibility, activation,
assignments, and specialized surfaces such as record pages, home pages, and utility
bars.

The selected answer is stronger because it meets both the functional requirement and the
maintainability requirement. In a Salesforce implementation, a solution that only works for
one user, one page, or one data sample is not good enough. The correct feature has to
behave consistently across the intended profiles, record types, apps, and devices that are
part of the design.

The alternatives are plausible only if the requirement is read too narrowly. A (For use in
App Manager.) should be rejected because it works at the wrong scope for the object, field,
page, automation, or deployment condition in the stem. B (For use in Lightning App
Builder.) would be fragile here because A Lightning component changes the interface; it
does not automatically solve security, relationship, or data-quality requirements. C (For use
on record pages.) does not fit cleanly; it solves a symptom of the problem rather than the
Salesforce mechanism that owns the result. A complete implementation should also check
page assignment, field access, record ownership, and mobile behavior where those factors
apply.
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The key is to separate behavior from appearance. The best answer is D. Public group. The
scenario is asking for approval governance, and the reason is straightforward: Approval
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processes are designed for formal review. They route a request, capture a decision, and
can lock or update the record through submission and final actions. The wording points to
this control because the business result must be reliable when real users work with real
records.

For the stated requirement - Cloud Kicks (CK) captures all shipping information in a
custom object called Shipments_c. CK' s app builder is tasked with creating an approval
process to ensure department members can approve all overnight shipments. - the
selected answer handles the behavior directly. It is not just a way to make the page look
cleaner or to remind users what to do. It places the responsibility in the Salesforce feature
that owns the outcome. That matters in an App Builder implementation because access,
automation, relationships, page rendering, reporting, and deployment each have different
enforcement points.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. A (Role) does not fit
cleanly; it solves a symptom of the problem rather than the Salesforce mechanism that
owns the result. B (Queve) is only a partial match because it does not provide the same
direct administrative control as the selected option. C (Hierarchy fiele) misses the mark
because it addresses a neighboring feature area rather than the exact behavior requested.
This is the stronger design because it respects security, data quality, user experience, and
lifecycle management at the same time.
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The answer comes from Salesforce's separation of responsibilities. Use A. Public Groups;
D. Roles and Subordinates; E. Users. The selected option is not chosen because it sounds
familiar; it is chosen because it gives Salesforce the right instruction at runtime. Manual
record sharing can grant access to individual users, public groups, and roles with
subordinates. It is a record-level access mechanism, separate from field-level security and
permission set assignment.

The scenario describes a business outcome, not merely an administrative preference. If
the feature is configured correctly, users get the intended result without depending on
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memory, spreadsheets, or manual policing. That is the professional standard for Platform
App Builder work: place the rule in metadata, test it under the correct permissions, and
keep the design supportable.

The alternatives are plausible only if the requirement is read too narrowly. B (Private
Groups) would be fragile here because it could produce an inconsistent result once
different users, records, or apps are tested. C (Permission Set Groups) does not fit cleanly;
Permission controls are essential for access, but they do not perform calculations or
process automation. A complete implementation should also check page assignment, field
access, record ownership, and mobile behavior where those factors apply.

For record sharing, object permission must exist first, and then sharing can extend record
visibility to users, public groups, roles, or roles and subordinates as appropriate.
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The right answer avoids a brittle workaround. The best answer is A. Record-triggered flow.
The selected option is not chosen because it sounds familiar; it is chosen because it gives
Salesforce the right instruction at runtime. Lightning App Builder controls page
composition, component visibility, activation, assignments, and specialized surfaces such
as record pages, home pages, and utility bars.

The scenario describes a business outcome, not merely an administrative preference. If
the feature is configured correctly, users get the intended result without depending on
memory, spreadsheets, or manual policing. That is the professional standard for Platform
App Builder work: place the rule in metadata, test it under the correct permissions, and
keep the design supportable.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. B (Validation rule) is only
a partial match because A validation rule blocks saves; it does not create records, route
approvals, display components, or grant access. C (Autolaunched flow) misses the mark
because Flow is broad, but it is not correct unless the requirement is specifically about
guided or automated logic. D (Quick action) is not enough: Actions improve user entry, but
they are not a substitute for relationship modeling, reporting logic, or back-end automation.
This is the stronger design because it respects security, data quality, user experience, and
lifecycle management at the same time.
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The important question is which feature owns the result. In this case, The proper
configuration is C. Lightning App Builder; D. Lightning components in Setup. Lightning App
Builder controls page composition, component visibility, activation, assignments, and
specialized surfaces such as record pages, home pages, and utility bars.

The stem gives enough detail to reject surface-level fixes. Salesforce should be configured
so the behavior is enforced or rendered by the feature designed for it. When the
requirement touches User Interface, the builder should avoid crossing into a different layer
unless there is a real platform limitation. The selected answer follows that discipline and
creates the least surprising result for admins and users.

The rejected choices solve different problems. A (Visualforce components in Setup) is less
defensible because A Lightning component changes the interface; it does not automatically
solve security, relationship, or data- quality requirements. B (Salesforce Optimizer App)
should be rejected because it works at the wrong scope for the object, field, page,
automation, or deployment condition in the stem. The configuration remains
understandable for future admins because the decision is visible in metadata rather than
buried in a workaround.

For Lightning pages, activation and assignment determine who sees the page. Component
visibility then controls whether a specific component appears for a given condition.
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The answer is controlled by runtime behavior, not by naming similarity. Salesforce access
is layered. Object permissions allow a user to work with a type of record, field-level security
controls visibility and editability for individual fields, and a page layout only organizes what
the user sees after permission has already been granted. The correct response is
therefore D. Set the Organization Wide Default to Private for accounts.

Create criteria-based sharing rules for Each marketing team, and create an Inside Sales
Team profile with the

" View All " setting for Accounts.

The scenario is not asking for a feature list. It is asking which configuration produces the
requested result with the fewest moving parts. A Salesforce app builder should favor a
standard, visible Setup configuration whenever it fully meets the business need. That
approach makes the build easier to validate in sandbox and easier to explain during
release review.

The other options fall short for clear platform reasons. A (Set the Organization-Wide
Default to Public for accounts. Create profiles for each marketing team, and create an
Inside Sales Team role that is at the top of the Role Hierarchy.) is not enough: it would
require extra assumptions that the scenario does not support. B (Set the Organization
Wide Default to Public for accounts. Create criteria-based sharing rules for Each marketing
team, and create an Inside Sales Team permission set with the " View All " setting for
Accounts.) handles a different concern; Sharing controls record visibility; it does not
change field type, page composition, or automation timing. C (Set the Organization-Wide
Default to Private for accounts. Create permission sets for each marketing Team, and
create an Inside Sales Team profile with the " View All " setting for accounts.) is less
defensible because Permission controls are essential for access, but they do not perform
calculations or process automation. Before release, test the configuration with the affected
profile and realistic records, not only with a system administrator account.
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Think in terms of supportability first. Choose A. Developer pro sandbox. In Salesforce
terms, this is a sandbox strategy issue. Sandbox selection balances data copy, refresh
cadence, isolation, testing depth, and cost. Smaller sandboxes fit independent build work;
larger sandboxes fit integration and production-like testing.

The selected configuration is the professional answer because it is native, declarative, and
placed at the right scope. If the requirement later expands, another administrator can
inspect the same metadata area and understand how the behavior is being produced. That
is far better than a solution that depends on hidden assumptions or user training.

The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. B (Partial sandbox)
does not fit cleanly; Deployment tooling moves or validates metadata; it does not create
the runtime business behavior itself. C (Developer sandbox) is only a partial match
because Deployment tooling moves or validates metadata; it does not create the runtime
business behavior itself. D (Full sandbox) misses the mark because Deployment tooling
moves or validates metadata; it does not create the runtime business behavior itself. The
result is a cleaner app design because the behavior is handled by the feature Salesforce
built for that purpose.

For sandboxes, the builder should match the environment to the work: isolated
configuration, collaborative testing, data-dependent testing, or production rehearsal.
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Start at the layer that controls the outcome. The best answer is A. Create a page layout
with the field and use field-level security to hide the field from all other users. The decision
turns on Lightning page configuration.

Lightning App Builder controls page composition, component visibility, activation,
assignments, and specialized surfaces such as record pages, home pages, and utility
bars.

This is how the same requirement would be handled in a well-governed Salesforce org:
identify the controlling object, relationship, field, page, automation, or environment first,
and then configure the native capability for that control point. The selected answer satisfies
the requirement without requiring users to perform extra interpretation or administrators to
maintain an unnecessary custom workaround.

The distractors are not equal substitutes. B (Create a sharing rule to share the field with
the VP of HR with Role and Subordinates.) is less defensible because Sharing controls
record visibility; it does not change field type, page composition, or automation timing. C
(Create a page layout with the field for HR users and another page layout without the field
for all other users.) should be rejected because Page layouts affect presentation; they do
not grant the underlying object or field capability by themselves. D (Create an Apex sharing
rule to share the field with users that have " HR " in their role.) would be fragile here
because Apex may solve advanced gaps, but it is not the first choice when a native
declarative feature fully handles the requirement.

That is the kind of solution a Salesforce admin can document, migrate, and troubleshoot
without creating hidden technical debt.
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The right answer avoids a brittle workaround. The best answer is C. Users; D. Public
Groups; E. Roles and Subordinates. Manual record sharing can grant access to individual
users, public groups, and roles with subordinates. It is a record-level access mechanism,
separate from field-level security and permission set assignment.

The selected answer is stronger because it meets both the functional requirement and the
maintainability requirement. In a Salesforce implementation, a solution that only works for
one user, one page, or one data sample is not good enough. The correct feature has to
behave consistently across the intended profiles, record types, apps, and devices that are
part of the design.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. A (Permission Set
Groups) does not fit cleanly; Permission controls are essential for access, but they do not
perform calculations or process automation. B (Private Groups) is only a partial match
because it does not provide the same direct administrative control as the selected option.
This is the stronger design because it respects security, data quality, user experience, and
lifecycle management at the same time.

For record sharing, object permission must exist first, and then sharing can extend record
visibility to users, public groups, roles, or roles and subordinates as appropriate.
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A clean build puts the rule where Salesforce evaluates it. Choose C. External objects; D.
Big objects. In Salesforce terms, this is a platform configuration issue. The Platform App
Builder role is to choose the standard Salesforce capability that owns the behavior: data
structure, access, automation, user experience, reporting, or deployment.

The selected configuration is the professional answer because it is native, declarative, and
placed at the right scope. If the requirement later expands, another administrator can
inspect the same metadata area and understand how the behavior is being produced. That
is far better than a solution that depends on hidden assumptions or user training.

The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. A (Related objects)
would be fragile here because it could produce an inconsistent result once different users,
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records, or apps are tested. B (Custom objects) does not fit cleanly; it solves a symptom of
the problem rather than the Salesforce mechanism that owns the result. The result is a
cleaner app design because the behavior is handled by the feature Salesforce built for that
purpose.

For general platform design, the strongest answer is the native feature that can be
enforced, audited, and maintained through Salesforce metadata.

For general platform design, the strongest answer is the native feature that can be
enforced, audited, and maintained through Salesforce metadata.
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Think in terms of supportability first. In this case, Choose D. Record-Triggered flow
optimized for Actions and Related Records. Record-triggered automation should be
designed so administrators can predict order, troubleshoot outcomes, and maintain rules
without scattering logic across many overlapping tools.

The stem gives enough detail to reject surface-level fixes. Salesforce should be configured
so the behavior is enforced or rendered by the feature designed for it. When the
requirement touches Business Logic and Process Automation, the builder should avoid
crossing into a different layer unless there is a real platform limitation. The selected answer
follows that discipline and creates the least surprising result for admins and users.
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The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. A (Record-Triggered
flow optimized for Fast Field Updates) would be fragile here because Flow is broad, but it
is not correct unless the requirement is specifically about guided or automated logic. B
(Custom button and screen flow) does not fit cleanly; Flow is broad, but it is not correct
unless the requirement is specifically about guided or automated logic. C (Platform Event-
Triggered flow) is only a partial match because Flow is broad, but it is not correct unless
the requirement is specifically about guided or automated logic. The result is a cleaner app
design because the behavior is handled by the feature Salesforce built for that purpose.
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A clean build puts the rule where Salesforce evaluates it. Lightning App Builder controls
page composition, component visibility, activation, assignments, and specialized surfaces
such as record pages, home pages, action regions, activity surfaces, and utility bars. The
correct response is therefore D. Create a custom action.

The scenario is not asking for a feature list. It is asking which configuration produces the
requested result with the fewest moving parts. A Salesforce app builder should favor a
standard, visible Setup configuration whenever it fully meets the business need. That
approach makes the build easier to validate in sandbox and easier to explain during
release review.

The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. A (Customize a
Global Quick Action) would be fragile here because Actions improve user entry, but they
are not a substitute for relationship modeling, reporting logic, or back-end automation. B
(Add Path on Account hierarchy) does not fit cleanly; it solves a symptom of the problem
rather than the Salesforce mechanism that owns the result. C (Add a custom link on
Account) is only a partial match because it does not provide the same direct administrative
control as the selected option. The result is a cleaner app design because the behavior is
handled by the feature Salesforce built for that purpose.
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This scenario should be solved with standard metadata. Validation rules prevent bad data
from being saved.

They are appropriate when the requirement is to enforce a condition at save time rather
than merely warn, display, or report on the problem later. Use C. Create a validation rule
that uses the PRIORVALUE function.

A clean Platform App Builder answer should satisfy the complete scenario, not merely one
phrase in it. This item requires the app builder to choose the configuration that produces
the requested behavior in normal Salesforce use. The selected answer fits that
requirement because it works with the platform model instead of fighting it.

The alternatives are plausible only if the requirement is read too narrowly. A (Create a
validation rule that uses the ISCHANGED function.) should be rejected because A
validation rule blocks saves; it does not create records, route approvals, display
components, or grant access. B (Create a formula default value for the custom fiel) would
be fragile here because A formula is calculated display logic and cannot always store static
values or perform record updates. D (Create a formula field that uses the
PREVGROUPVAL function.) is only a partial match because A formula is calculated
display logic and cannot always store static values or perform record updates. A complete
implementation should also check page assignment, field access, record ownership, and
mobile behavior where those factors apply.
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The key is to separate behavior from appearance. The best answer is C. Configure
Campaign Hierarchies and Campaign stasmics. The Platform App Builder role is to choose
the standard Salesforce capability that owns the behavior: data structure, access,
automation, user experience, reporting, or deployment.

The selected answer is stronger because it meets both the functional requirement and the
maintainability requirement. In a Salesforce implementation, a solution that only works for
one user, one page, or one data sample is not good enough. The correct feature has to
behave consistently across the intended profiles, record types, apps, and devices that are
part of the design.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. A (On an opportunities
pipeline report) does not fit cleanly; Reporting configuration helps analysis, but it does not
enforce the requested record behavior.

B (Online Account Hierarchies and Raft Up Summary fields) is only a partial match
because it does not provide the same direct administrative control as the selected option.
D (Change to a public security model) is not enough: it would require extra assumptions
that the scenario does not support. This is the stronger design because it respects
security, data quality, user experience, and lifecycle management at the same time.
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This scenario should be solved with standard metadata. Use B. Highlights Panel. The
selected option is not chosen because it sounds familiar; it is chosen because it gives
Salesforce the right instruction at runtime.

Lightning App Builder controls page composition, component visibility, activation,
assignments, and specialized surfaces such as record pages, home pages, action regions,
activity surfaces, and utility bars.

The scenario describes a business outcome, not merely an administrative preference. If
the feature is configured correctly, users get the intended result without depending on
memory, spreadsheets, or manual policing. That is the professional standard for Platform
App Builder work: place the rule in metadata, test it under the correct permissions, and
keep the design supportable.

The alternatives are plausible only if the requirement is read too narrowly. A (Custom
Lightning Web Component) should be rejected because A Lightning component changes
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the interface; it does not automatically solve security, relationship, or data-quality
requirements. C (Path) does not fit cleanly; it solves a symptom of the problem rather than
the Salesforce mechanism that owns the result. D (Accordion) is only a partial match
because it does not provide the same direct administrative control as the selected option.
A complete implementation should also check page assignment, field access, record
ownership, and mobile behavior where those factors apply.
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The answer is controlled by runtime behavior, not by naming similarity. Choose A. Set up
new public Chatter groups.; D. Use post action on the Account object. The requirement in
the stem is: Cloud Kicks (CK) wants to begin socializing and collaborating within
Salesforce around Customer accounts to discuss various topics. CK would like all
company employees to see these Conversations. Which two features of. The selected
option addresses that requirement at the point where Salesforce actually evaluates the
behavior.

The underlying concept is Chatter collaboration. Chatter supports record-centered
collaboration. Feed tracking surfaces selected field changes, while groups, streams, and
post actions organize discussions and follow-up work. That is why this answer is more
defensible than a workaround. It can be reviewed in Setup, included in the correct
deployment path, and tested by impersonating or logging in as a representative user where
appropriate.

The other options fall short for clear platform reasons. B (Set up new private Chatter
groups.) handles a different concern; it handles only part of the requirement and leaves the
controlling Salesforce behavior unresolved. C (Use Chatter actions to create tasks to
complete.) is less defensible because it is not the most maintainable declarative control for
this design. Before release, test the configuration with the affected profile and realistic
records, not only with a system administrator account.
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Start at the layer that controls the outcome. The best answer is C. Set up a delegated
approver for the manager. The selected option is not chosen because it sounds familiar; it
is chosen because it gives Salesforce the right instruction at runtime. Lightning App Builder
controls page composition, component visibility, activation, assignments, and specialized
surfaces such as record pages, home pages, and utility bars.

The scenario describes a business outcome, not merely an administrative preference. If
the feature is configured correctly, users get the intended result without depending on
memory, spreadsheets, or manual policing. That is the professional standard for Platform
App Builder work: place the rule in metadata, test it under the correct permissions, and
keep the design supportable.

The distractors are not equal substitutes. A (Have the manager ' s assistant reassign the
approval request.) handles a different concern; An approval process is for formal sign-off,
not for every automation, display, import, or security requirement. B (Use a quick action to
forward the approval request to the next level approver.) is less defensible because An
approval process is for formal sign-off, not for every automation, display, import, or security
requirement. D (Use an assignment rule to automatically assign a delegated approver.)
would be fragile here because it could produce an inconsistent result once different users,
records, or apps are tested. That is the kind of solution a Salesforce admin can document,
migrate, and troubleshoot without creating hidden technical debt.
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A production admin would not solve this by decoration. Choose C. Approval process. The
requirement in the stem is: The marketing director is concerned that too many car parts
were given away for free last year. They want to track discounts, samples, and Giveaways
by Sales Rep. The manager ' s sign-off on free parts also needs to be. The selected option
addresses that requirement at the point where Salesforce actually evaluates the behavior.
The underlying concept is approval governance. Approval processes are designed for
formal review. They route a request, capture a decision, and can lock or update the record
through submission and final actions.

That is why this answer is more defensible than a workaround. It can be reviewed in Setup,
included in the correct deployment path, and tested by impersonating or logging in as a
representative user where appropriate.

The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. A (High Velocity
Sales) would be fragile here because it could produce an inconsistent result once different
users, records, or apps are tested. B (Quotes) does not fit cleanly; it solves a symptom of
the problem rather than the Salesforce mechanism that owns the result. D (Check box)
misses the mark because it addresses a neighboring feature area rather than the exact
behavior requested. The result is a cleaner app design because the behavior is handled by
the feature Salesforce built for that purpose.
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The answer is controlled by runtime behavior, not by naming similarity. Choose A. Create
owner-based sharing rules that give Read access to the master objects.; C. Set Sharing
Settings to Read Only on both Master-Detail relationship fields. The requirement in the
stem is: Universal Containers has created two custom objects called Seminars and
Attendees. Organization-wide defaults for these objects have been set to Private.
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Universal Containers wants to set up a new junction object. The selected option addresses
that requirement at the point where Salesforce actually evaluates the behavior.

The underlying concept is record sharing targets. Manual record sharing can grant access
to individual users, public groups, and roles with subordinates. It is a record-level access
mechanism, separate from field-level security and permission set assignment. That is why
this answer is more defensible than a workaround. It can be reviewed in Setup, included in
the correct deployment path, and tested by impersonating or logging in as a representative
user where appropriate.

The other options fall short for clear platform reasons. B (Set lookup filters on both junction
object relationship fields.) handles a different concern; A lookup relationship is more
loosely coupled and does not provide every master-detail behavior, especially native roll-
up behavior. D (Create an owner-based sharing rule that gives Read access to the junction
object.) should be rejected because Sharing controls record visibility; it does not change
field type, page composition, or automation timing. Before release, test the configuration
with the affected profile and realistic records, not only with a system administrator account.
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Treat the requirement as something users will depend on daily. The proper configuration is
A. Partial Copy.

The requirement in the stem is: An app builder at Northern Trail Oulffitters created a
sandbox template for Accounts, Projects, and Project Milestones to reconfigure some flows
for the project management app. Which type of testing environment should. The selected
option addresses that requirement at the point where Salesforce actually evaluates the
behavior.

The underlying concept is sandbox strategy. Sandbox selection balances data copy,
refresh cadence, isolation, testing depth, and cost. Smaller sandboxes fit independent
build work; larger sandboxes fit integration and production-like testing. That is why this
answer is more defensible than a workaround. It can be reviewed in Setup, included in the
correct deployment path, and tested by impersonating or logging in as a representative
user where appropriate.
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The rejected choices solve different problems. B (Scratch Org) should be rejected because
it works at the wrong scope for the object, field, page, automation, or deployment condition
in the stem. C (Developer) would be fragile here because it could produce an inconsistent
result once different users, records, or apps are tested. D (Developer Pro) does not fit
cleanly; it solves a symptom of the problem rather than the Salesforce mechanism that
owns the result. The configuration remains understandable for future admins because the
decision is visible in metadata rather than buried in a workaround.
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The answer comes from Salesforce's separation of responsibilities. Use C. A summary
report on the Opportunity object. The decision turns on embedded reporting. Report chart
components depend on an accessible source report and a chart-capable report format.
Private reports and reports without charts cannot support the same embedded record-page
experience.

This is how the same requirement would be handled in a well-governed Salesforce org:
identify the controlling object, relationship, field, page, automation, or environment first,
and then configure the native capability for that control point. The selected answer satisfies
the requirement without requiring users to perform extra interpretation or administrators to
maintain an unnecessary custom workaround.

The alternatives are plausible only if the requirement is read too narrowly. A (A tabular
report on the Opportunity object) should be rejected because Reporting configuration helps
analysis, but it does not enforce the requested record behavior. B (A tabular report on the
Account object) would be fragile here because Reporting configuration helps analysis, but
it does not enforce the requested record behavior. D (A summary report on the Account
object) is only a partial match because Reporting configuration helps analysis, but it does
not enforce the requested record behavior. A complete implementation should also check
page assignment, field access, record ownership, and mobile behavior where those factors
apply.
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The answer comes from Salesforce's separation of responsibilities. Managed packages
support controlled distribution and upgrades, while unmanaged packages copy editable
metadata into the subscriber org and do not follow the same upgrade model. Use A. Add
the field to the custom report type field layout.

A clean Platform App Builder answer should satisfy the complete scenario, not merely one
phrase in it. This item requires the app builder to choose the configuration that produces
the requested behavior in normal Salesforce use. The selected answer fits that
requirement because it works with the platform model instead of fighting it.

The alternatives are plausible only if the requirement is read too narrowly. B (Adjust the
field level security to include in the report type.) would be fragile here because Reporting
configuration helps analysis, but it does not enforce the requested record behavior. C
(Check Allow Reports for the position and applicant objects.) does not fit cleanly; Reporting
configuration helps analysis, but it does not enforce the requested record behavior. D
(Update the profile with the Manage Public Reports permission.) is only a partial match
because Reporting configuration helps analysis, but it does not enforce the requested
record behavior. A complete implementation should also check page assignment, field
access, record ownership, and mobile behavior where those factors apply.

BRE: 104

Cloud Kicks(CK)lE. 7A™ > k La— RR—STEEDHHR— FLALEBHLTUOE
T CKIZ BEETHHIY PR TSFFLRILDBEETHAGAIC. y—ALa—KR=
[CTFRMBHMZERRLEZVWEZEZATVWEST , 7TVHARBIZOEHZED & S (T
TENTEETMN?

A. Case Lightning R—JZ#8ERLFT FHLWWR—=DICYyFTFHFR b aAVER—R U+ F
BML COR=2FTSFF THAOUMIBIYETET,

B. #/—X Lightning R—2 12 yF THFA L aVvR—RU bEEMLEST , 7HOU +
YR—k LR TSFFOFEIC VYF THFEALAVR—R U FPORTERELE
T.TXRAMDHDAHAA L LightningWeb AV R—R > FEERLET, HRE LA
Lightning Web 3V R—R > b &S —XA R—D LA T7IMIFSVILET,


https://www.jpnshiken.com/q/68828-6430924/

C.7HhOY bDYR— LA TSFFDEEICRTTDELSICHRELEFT , TFX b
DHDHRAZ L Lightning Web AV R—R 2 b EERLET , T —RAR=DDLA T b
ZEELFET,

D. H X4 L LightningWeb 3>/ R—F > bER—JITKS 9L, LA 7 k% platinum
F—RIZEIYAETETS,

IEfE: (EfEZRRLET)

This is a governance decision before it is a configuration click. The proper configuration is
B. Add a rich text component to the Case Lightning page Set the component visibility of the
rich text component to when the account support level is Platinum. Create a text-only
custom Lightning Web Component Drag the custom Lightning Web Component into the
Case page layout. In Salesforce terms, this is a Lightning page configuration issue.
Lightning App Builder controls page composition, component visibility, activation,
assignments, and specialized surfaces such as record pages, home pages, and utility
bars.

The selected configuration is the professional answer because it is native, declarative, and
placed at the right scope. If the requirement later expands, another administrator can
inspect the same metadata area and understand how the behavior is being produced. That
is far better than a solution that depends on hidden assumptions or user training.

The rejected choices solve different problems. A (Clone the Case Lightning page. Add a
rich text component to the new page, and assign this page to platinum accounts.) is less
defensible because A Lightning component changes the interface; it does not automatically
solve security, relationship, or data-quality requirements. C (Set its visibility to when the
account support level is platinum. Create a text-only custom Lightning Web Component.
Clone the case page layout.) would be fragile here because Page layouts affect
presentation; they do not grant the underlying object or field capability by themselves. D
(Drag the custom Lightning Web Component into the page, and assign the layout to
platinum cases.) does not fit cleanly; A Lightning component changes the interface; it does
not automatically solve security, relationship, or data- quality requirements. The
configuration remains understandable for future admins because the decision is visible in
metadata rather than buried in a workaround.
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The design should be easy for another admin to maintain. A Lightning component must be
exposed for the surface where it is used. A component built for one page type or action
surface does not automatically become available everywhere in Lightning Experience. The
correct response is therefore C. The component has been developed for Desktop Pages.
The scenario is not asking for a feature list. It is asking which configuration produces the
requested result with the fewest moving parts. A Salesforce app builder should favor a
standard, visible Setup configuration whenever it fully meets the business need. That
approach makes the build easier to validate in sandbox and easier to explain during
release review.

The wrong answers confuse adjacent platform concepts. A (The component needs to be
activate) is only a partial match because A Lightning component changes the interface; it
does not automatically solve security, relationship, or data-quality requirements. B (The
record page template is unable to support mobile devices.) misses the mark because it
addresses a neighboring feature area rather than the exact behavior requested. D (The
record page needs to be activate) handles a different concern; it handles only part of the
requirement and leaves the controlling Salesforce behavior unresolved. This keeps the
build declarative, traceable in Setup, and easier to support when the org changes later.
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A production admin would not solve this by decoration. Choose B. Create a new roll-up
summary field called First Order Date, Using type MIN on the Opportunity Close Date with
a filter where iswon = TRUE. In Salesforce terms, this is a roll-up summary design issue.
Roll-up summary fields calculate values from child detail records and store the result on
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the master. The relationship type and field type decide whether the calculation is available
declaratively.

The selected configuration is the professional answer because it is native, declarative, and
placed at the right scope. If the requirement later expands, another administrator can
inspect the same metadata area and understand how the behavior is being produced. That
is far better than a solution that depends on hidden assumptions or user training.

The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. A (Create a new date
field called First Order Date, then create roll-up summary to update the field using Type
MIN.) would be fragile here because it could produce an inconsistent result once different
users, records, or apps are tested. C (Create a new date field called First Order Date, then
set the date using a roll-up summary on Opportunity Close Date.) is only a partial match
because it does not provide the same direct administrative control as the selected option.
D (Create a new roll-up summary field called First Order Date using type SUM on
Opportunity Close Date.) misses the mark because it addresses a neighboring feature
area rather than the exact behavior requested. The result is a cleaner app design because
the behavior is handled by the feature Salesforce built for that purpose.
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The key is to separate behavior from appearance. The best answer is A. It is not possible
to change the data type of a formula field to any data type.; B. It is not possible to change
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the data type of field referenced by Apex code. The selected option is not chosen because
it sounds familiar; it is chosen because it gives Salesforce the right instruction at runtime.
Formula and validation expressions must respect Salesforce data types. Picklists require
picklist-aware handling, dates require date functions or date arithmetic, and image or text
formulas must return the correct type.

The scenario describes a business outcome, not merely an administrative preference. If
the feature is configured correctly, users get the intended result without depending on
memory, spreadsheets, or manual policing. That is the professional standard for Platform
App Builder work: place the rule in metadata, test it under the correct permissions, and
keep the design supportable.

None of the other options gives the same administrative control. C (It is not possible to
change the data type of a field used as an External ID from number to Text.) misses the
mark because That field type either stores the wrong kind of value or fails to support the
required behavior as cleanly as the selected option. D (It is not possible to change the data
type of a Text Area (Long) field to Text.) is not enough: That field type either stores the
wrong kind of value or fails to support the required behavior as cleanly as the selected
option. This is the stronger design because it respects security, data quality, user
experience, and lifecycle management at the same time.
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The answer comes from Salesforce's separation of responsibilities. Salesforce import tools
differ by data volume, matching logic, and operation. Data Import Wizard is guided and
duplicate-aware for supported objects; Data Loader is stronger for larger updates, upserts,
and clearing values. Use B. Data Import Wizard.

A clean Platform App Builder answer should satisfy the complete scenario, not merely one
phrase in it. This item requires the app builder to choose the configuration that produces
the requested behavior in normal Salesforce use. The selected answer fits that
requirement because it works with the platform model instead of fighting it.

The alternatives are plausible only if the requirement is read too narrowly. A (Data
Loader.io) should be rejected because Data Loader is an administrative data tool; it does
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not replace metadata configuration or user- interface design. C (Data Loader) does not fit
cleanly; Data Loader is an administrative data tool; it does not replace metadata
configuration or user-interface design. D (Manual entry) is only a partial match because it
does not provide the same direct administrative control as the selected option. A complete
implementation should also check page assignment, field access, record ownership, and
mobile behavior where those factors apply.

For imports, the builder should choose the tool based on record count, supported object,
operation type, duplicate handling, and the presence of an external identifier.
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A clean build puts the rule where Salesforce evaluates it. Choose A. Make the Opportunity
type a required field on the initial Opportunity page layout and Use automation to update
the record type based on the Opportunity type. The requirement in the stem is: An app
builder wants to limit the amount of fields users see When creating a new Opportunity.
Once they fill out the required fields and Save, the full record page with additional fields
relevant to the Opportunity Type. The selected option addresses that requirement at the
point where Salesforce actually evaluates the behavior.

The underlying concept is Lightning page configuration. Lightning App Builder controls
page composition, component visibility, activation, assignments, and specialized surfaces
such as record pages, home pages, and utility bars. That is why this answer is more
defensible than a workaround. It can be reviewed in Setup, included in the correct
deployment path, and tested by impersonating or logging in as a representative user where
appropriate.

The remaining answers do not control the same Salesforce behavior. B (Use different page
layouts for Opportunity types based on the user profile.) does not fit cleanly; Page layouts
affect presentation; they do not grant the underlying object or field capability by
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themselves. C (Once the required fields are populated, use a sharing rule to share the new
fields with The user.) is only a partial match because Sharing controls record visibility; it
does not change field type, page composition, or automation timing. D (Hide additional
sections on the page layout and the users how to manually Expand them when they want
to fill in the fields in the hidden sections.) misses the mark because Page layouts affect
presentation; they do not grant the underlying object or field capability by themselves. The
result is a cleaner app design because the behavior is handled by the feature Salesforce
built for that purpose.
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The useful clue is the business action being requested. Lightning App Builder controls
page composition, component visibility, activation, assignments, and specialized surfaces
such as record pages, home pages, and utility bars. The best answer is A. Create two
different page layouts and a process to change the layout if Previous Experience is
checkedd.; C. Use Dynamic Forms to display the Years of Previous Experience field if
Previous Experience is checkedd.
A clean Platform App Builder answer should satisfy the complete scenario, not merely one
phrase in it. This item requires the app builder to choose the configuration that produces
the requested behavior in normal Salesforce use. The selected answer fits that
requirement because it works with the platform model instead of fighting it.
None of the other options gives the same administrative control. B (Create a dependency
between the Previous Experience and Years of Previous Experience fields.) is only a
partial match because it does not provide the same direct administrative control as the
selected option. D (Use a Visualforce component on the candidate page layout to
conditionally display the fields.) is not enough: Page layouts affect presentation; they do
not grant the underlying object or field capability by themselves. This is the stronger design
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because it respects security, data quality, user experience, and lifecycle management at
the same time.
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