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Agenda

• Project Introduction       

• Developing Criteria List

• Process Chosen

• User Interface Development

• Application Demo

• Criteria Analysis and Conclusion
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J2EE Vs .NET

Is there a winner?
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J2EE Vs. .NET Environments

Similarities and 
Differences
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Team Organization

• .NET/C# Team

• J2EE Team

• Project Plan Team

• Web site Team

• Usability Analysis Team

• Testing Team

• Poster/ Exhibit Team
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Next Step

•  Research Articles
– Long list of criteria

• Initial Criteria
– Seventeen
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Criteria Analysis

• Application scope

• Time Constraints

• Bank One preferences 
– .NET/C# and J2EE available
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Criteria Selected

• Eight

• Three broad categories
– Ease of use
– Ease of deployment
– User interface design issue
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Process Chosen

• Waterfall Process model
– Requirements Specification 
– Design Documents
– Test Specification

• User Interface Development

• Criteria Analysis Report
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User Interface Development

Old Interface New Interface
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User Interface Development
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User Interface Development
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Application Description

White Pages Phone 
Directory



 IPRO 337. J2EE Versus .Net.  Illinois Institute of 
Technology.

20



 IPRO 337. J2EE Versus .Net.  Illinois Institute of 
Technology.

21

Application Demo

• Direct Mode
– Basic Search 
– Advanced Search

• Web Services Mode
– Basic Search
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Rating

• NA

• 1 – Very difficult

• 2 – Difficult

• 3 – Moderate effort

• 4 – Convenient

• 5 – Very convenient
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Criteria Grid

Ease of Use 

Exception Handling – Application 5 4

Program Effort 

(Lines of code)

5

(480)

3

(730)

Database Transaction 5 5

Web Service Development 5 4
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Criteria Grid

Ease of Deployment

Application 2 4

Web service 5 5
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Criteria Grid

User Interface Design Issue: 
Framing

IDE 1 N/A

HTML pages N/A 5
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Observations
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Recommendations

• Is there a winner…  Application Specific

• For White Pages Phone Directory -- J2EE
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Questions
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