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Outlook 2003/Exchange 2003 network compression
vs. ZipMail ZIP Compression

1) About the test platform

Microsoft Outlook version 2003 SP1
Running on Windows XP SP2

Microsoft Exchange Server 2003 SP1
Running on windows Server 2003

Network Monitor used:
CommView 5.0 from TamoSoft
http://www.tamos.com

The latest Microsoft Outlook 2003, Microsoft Exchange 2003, Microsoft Windows 2003 server
and Microsoft Windows XP SP2 versions, services packs and patches have been installed at
the date of February 21, 2005 to be sure to use the very last available versions of Outlook

and Exchange and of the Operating systems.

2) Purpose of the test

The purpose of this test is to measure:
- the amount of Kbytes transferred on the network

- the amount of Kbytes stored into the Exchange database
when sending a message containing given typical .DOC, .XLS and .BMP attached files.
This, with the Outlook 2003/Exchange 2003 network compression and then with ZipMail

compressing the attached files.

The files used for the tests had to be of a significant size and compressible enough to enable
us to better see the respective effects of the Outlook 2003/Exchange 2003 network

compression and of the ZipMail compression.

3) Our test set:

I C:\Documents and Settings\Mdministrator. VMWINXP. .. E”E|

3

File Edit ‘“iew Favorites Tools  Help ]'_!

— 3
- 1 ]
@ Back 2, ? 7 Search Folders ]
Address |f,":f§ and Setkingstadminiskrator, YWAWINEPLIS \Deskiop! Test Set V| Go
Marne Size | Type

Stest-BMP.bmp 11,251 KB Bitmap Image

W test-Doc, doc 34,126 KB Microsoft Word Document

B test-x15.s 11,106 KB Microsoft Excel Workshest

£ *

55.1 MB = My Computer
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Our test set is made of 3 files.

We chose big enough files in order
to be able to see the effect of the
processes getting rid of minor side
effects.

All the tests above have been done
twice to confirm the results.

More information:
http://www.mk-net-work.com
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4) Exchange 2003 /Outlook 2003 network compression - DOC file

Let’'s compose and send a message containing an DOC file and measure the results.
This message will be sent by USER1 to USER2:

First let's have a look at the USER1 and USER2 mailboxes on the Exchange 2003 server:

Mailbox | Lask Logged on By | Size (KB} | Total Ikems
ﬁ USER1 MKMNETWORKIUSER L 2 2
ﬁ USERZ MKMETWORIKILSERZ 1 u]

They are almost empty.

Now let’s create a message and attach our .DOC test file:

E¥ test 01 - Message

T'[E'l&] The network monitor is
— .| reset tozero just before

: File Edit ‘Wiew Insert Format  Tools  Table  wWindow  Help pressing the “Send”
ficdSend | ) - B |4 ¥ 8 | ¥ |[S ][] options... - | HTML - button.

W To... Administrator

[l ce...

Subject: tesk 01

Attach... B pest-Do doc (33 MEY (lJ=1 Attachment Options. .

= IR 210 2 A B 7 u|E]

(]
il
13 |_|m

Page 3 of 19 More information:
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Now let’s send this message to USER2 and measure the network traffic:

%% CommView - Evaluation Version EWE X|

. File Search Wiew Tools Settings Rules Help

“a SRS e P
Ve ¥ A WDT? 22F

% Latest IP Connections | Iy Packets | 75| Logging I {p rules | D alarms |
Local IP < Femote IP . Direction  Sessions Parts Bytes Process
208.152.0,198 203.152.0.13 Quk ] 1798,1025,10854, 10355 27,112,460 | System

< |
Capture: On - Pkts: 18825 in / 17962 out # BO02 £ Auto-zaving: OFF Rules: 1 0n | Alarms: Off 8% CPU Usage
Compared to the initial size of the file:
test-DOC. doc Properties [2]X] Network compression ratio is:
== 27,112,460 / 34,945,024 = 0.78
General |Securit_l,l Custom | Summary (22% savings)
@ ‘ test-DOC. doc |
Type of file:  Microsoft Word D ocument
Opens with: @ Microsoft Office Word
Location: C:hDocuments and SettingshCER.MEMETWOREND
fize: 73,3 MB [34 945 024 bytes) |
Size ondisk: 33,3 MB [34 947 072 bytes)
Created: mardi 22 février 2008, 11:37:49
Modified: mardi 22 féyrier 2008, 11:38:42
Acceszed: mardi 22 féyrier 2008, 11:35:47
attributes: [ 1Read-only [ ]Hidden
] ] [ Cahcel ]
In the exchange database, the | mailbox | Last Logged on By | Size (kB | Total eems
message is of course not ﬂUSERl MKMNETWORKYISER 1 34,536 3
com pressed . d IJSERZ MENETWORKIISERZ 34,535 1
Page 4 of 19 More information:
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5) Exchange 2003 /Outlook 2003 network compression - XLS file

Let’'s compose and send a message containing an XLS file and measure the results.
This messages will be sent by USER1 to USER2:

First let's have a look at the USER1 and USER2 mailboxes on the Exchange 2003 server:

Tailbox | Lask Logged on By | Size (KB) | Total Ikems
a USER1 MKMETWORK\USERL z2 z2
Iﬂ USER2 MKMETWORK\USERZ 1 u]

They are almost empty.

Now let’s create a message and attach our .XLS test file:

E¥ test 02 - Message (HTML) M= The network monltor is
: === reset to zero just before
: File Edit Wew Insert Format Tools  Actions  Help pressing the “Send”
i:=3Send | ol (| % -2 %) 0 |G B! 8| ¥ |optons.. | @ 4 button.
{orid el ALB L U= = == o= = s s
e M s |
| |
subject: (test 02 |
attach... | | Eltestaas s 11 vE)| - [ astachment options... |
Page 5 of 19 More information:
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Now let’s send this message to USER2 and measure the network traffic:

£% CommView - Evaluation Yersion

. File Search Wiew Tools Settings Rules Help
AMD PCMET Family PCI Ethernet Adapter
CIErN NCY T S AC Y

P Latest IP Conmections | % Packets || Logging || @ Rules || % Alarms |
Local IP < Remote IP Direction  Sessions Ports Evkes  Process
208.152.0,198 203.152.0.13 Quk ] 12775,epmap, 1025,13104 1,980,290 JOUTLO...

F3 i |
Capture: On | Phts: 20080 in £ 19172 out / 20444 Auto-zaving: OFF - Rules: 1 0On | Alarms: Off 6% CPU Usage

Compared to the initial size of the file:

test-XLS.xls Properties 2] Network compression ratio is:
T T == 1,980,290/ 11,374,592 = 0.17
General |Securit_l,l Custom | Summary (83% savings)

@_L.l ‘test-XLS.:-:Is |

Type of file:  Microsoft Excel Work sheet

Opens with: @ Microzoft Office Excel

Location: C:hDocuments and SettingshCER.MEMETWOREND

Size: [10.8 ME (11 374 592 bytes] |

Size ondisk: 10,8 MB [11 374 532 bytes)

Created: mardi 22 féwrier 2008, 11:30:05

Modified: mardi 22 féyrier 2008, 11:35:53

Acceszed: mardi 22 féyrier 2008, 15:26:29

attributes: [ 1Read-only [ ]Hidden

0k ] [ Cahcel ]

In the exchange database, the Mailbox: Last Logged on By | size (kB | Total ttems
message is of course not fd user1 MKMNETWORKLISER L 12,145 3
compressed: {Huserz MENETWORK|LISER2 17,144 z
Page 6 of 19 More information:
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6) Exchange 2003 /Outlook 2003 network compression - BMP file

Let’'s compose and send a message containing a BMP file and measure the results.
This message will be sent by USER1 to USER2:

First let's have a look at the USER1 and USER2 mailboxes on the Exchange 2003 server:

Mailbio: | Last Logged on By | Size (KE) | Total Tkems
ﬁ USER1 MEMETWORKYISER 1 z 2
ﬂ USER.2 MEMETWORKYISER 2 1 1

They are almost empty.

Now let’s create a message and attach our .BMP test file:

#® Untitled - Message (HTML) M@=[E3)  The network monitor is
: —=—====1 reset to zero just before
i File Edit Miew Insert  Faormat  Toaols  Ackions  Help pressing the “Send”
Pi=3send | [l (| 4 9 (& 0 |G B Y 8 ¥ |[]omtions.. | @ M button.
H U LA Beddll = == s s =
T e |
e J |
Subject:  |best 2 |
attach,.. | | [k test-BMP.bmp (11 M) - [ attachment options... |
Page 7 of 19 More information:
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Now let’s send this message to USER2 and measure the network traffic:

2 CommView - Evaluation Version

. File Search Wiew Tools Settings Rules Help
AMD PCMET Farnily PCI Ethernet Adapter
POPF QA WBT BE S

By Latest IP Conmections | % Packets || Logging || @ Rules || Q;B Alarms |
Local IP < Remote IP Direction  Sessions Ports Evbes | Process
208.152.0,198 203.152.0.13 Quk ] 12775,1025,13250 1,304,450 JOUTLO...

F3 i |
Capture: On  Phts: 24167 in / 22181 out / 29524 Auto-zaving: OFF Rules: 1 0n | Alarms: Off | B% CPU Usage

Compared to the initial size of the file:

Network compression ratio is:
1,304,450/ 11,520,054 = 0.11
General |Securit_l,l || Summar_l.J| (890/0 savings)

test-BMP.bmp Properties

‘test-BMF‘.hmp |

Type of file:  Paint Shop Pra 7 Image

Opens with: &_ Paint Shop Pro 7

Location: C:hDocuments and SettingshCER.MEMETWOREND

Sizer 10,9 ME [17 520 054 bptes]

Size ondisk: 10,9 MB [11 522 048 bytes)

Created: mardi 22 féwrier 2008, 11:37:20
Modified: mardi 22 féyrier 2008, 11:37:20
Acceszed: mardi 22 féyrier 2008, 15:25:37

ttribubes: [ 1Read-only [ ]Hidden

] ] [ Cahcel ] Apply
In the exchange database, the Mailbios: Last Logged on By | size (kE) | Total Ttems
message is of course not teusert MKME TWWORK|ISER 11,258 3
compressed: Huserz MKME TWORK| LISER 2 11,255 z
Page 8 of 19 More information:
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7) ZipMail ZIP compression - DOC file

Let's compose and send a message containing the same DOC file as in paragraph 2 and
measure the results.
This message will be sent by USER1 to USER2:

First let's have a look at the USER1 and USER2 mailboxes on the Exchange 2003 server:

M ailbo: | Last Logged on By | Size (KB) | Total Ikems
a USER1 MEMNETWORK\USER 1 2 2
H USER.Z MEMETWORK\USERZ 1 1

They are almost empty.

Now let’s create a message and attach our .DOC test file using ZipMail:

E¥ test 04 - Message (HTML) =13 The network r_nonitor is
—====—==1 reset to zero just before

i File Edit Miew Insert Format Tools  Actions  Help pressing the “Send”
Pidsend | [ A 4 o (& 0 (G & | ¢ 8| ¥ | :optons.. @ Ed  button.
| v||| 4|:}|BIH|§§EE;EE?E?"—
e |
] |
Subject: | test 04 |
Attach, ., |iﬂtest-00c.dc.c.zip {20 ME)| ‘ [ Attachment Options. .. ]
Page 9 of 19 More information:
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Now let’s send this message to USER2 and measure the network traffic:

2 CommView - Evaluation Version

. File Search Wiew Tools Settings Rules Help

ﬁ AMD PCMET Family PCI Ethernet Adapter
PP A WAV BE S
% Latest IP Connections | Iy Packets || Logging || @ Rules |= L Alarms |

Local IP < Remote IP Direction  Sessions Ports Evbes  Process
208.152.0,198 203.152.0.13 Quk ] 12775,1025,147 14 22,971,478 | 5ystem

< | |
Capture: On | Phts: 30476 in / 30422 out / 774 pe Auto-zaving: OffF Rules: 1 0n | Alarms: Off 4% CPU Usage

Compared to the initial size of the file:

test-DOC. doc Properties =357  ZipMail compression ratio is:
——— 22,971,478 / 34,945,024 = 0.65
General |Securit_l,l Custom | Summary (35% savings)
@ ‘ test-DOC. doc |
Type of file:  Microsoft Word D ocument
Opens with: @ Microsoft Office Word
Location: C:hDocuments and SettingshCER.MEMETWOREND
fize: 73,3 MB [34 945 024 bytes) |
Size ondisk: 33,3 MB [34 947 072 bytes)
Created: mardi 22 féyrier 2008, 11:37:49
Modified: mardi 22 féyrier 2008, 11:38:42
Acceszed: mardi 22 féyrier 2008, 11:35:47
attributes: [ 1Read-only [ ]Hidden
] ] [ Cahcel ]
In the exchange database, the Mailbios: Last Logged on By | size (kE) | Total Trems
message (in fact the attached file) is  |Husert MKNETWORK\LISER 1 20,422 3
of course compressed: Huserz MKMETWORK\LISER 2 20,421 z
Page 10 of 19 More information:
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8) ZipMail ZIP compression - XLS file

Let's compose and send a message containing the same XLS file as in paragraph 3 and
measure the results.
This message will be sent by USER1 to USER2:

First let's have a look at the USER1 and USER2 mailboxes on the Exchange 2003 server:

M ailbo: | Last Logged on By | Size (KB) | Total Ikems
a USER1 MEMNETWORK\USER 1 2 2
H USER.Z MEMETWORK\USERZ 1 1

They are almost empty.

Now let’s create a message and attach our .XLS test file:

£¥ test 05 - Message (HTML) =13 The network r_nonitor is
—======1 reset to zero just before

File  Edit -Eiew Insert  Format  Tools  Actions  Help : pressing the “Send”
pisend | | 4 o (B (2 0 |G & | f B | ¥ | )omions.. @ [ button.
: vl o -JAIBrulsssici-=Ecll
([ |
el |
Subject:  |test S |
Attach,.. |[Etest—XLS.xIs.2iD {948 KB} ‘ [ Abtachment Options. ., ]
Page 11 of 19 More information:
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Now let’s send this message to USER2 and measure the network traffic:

£% CommView - Evaluation Yersion

. File Search Wiew Tools Settings Rules Help

PP P Qg WD T 22 &

By Latest IP Conmections | % Packets || Logging || @ Rules || &5 Alarms |

Local IP < Femote IP Direction  Sessions Parts Bytes Process
208.152.0,198 203.152.0.13 Quk 2 12775,domain, 359,epmap, 1. .. 949,392 [Syskem

F3 i |
Capture: On | Phts: 31904 in / 31788 out £ 11094 Auto-zaving: OfF - Rules: 1 0n | Alarms: Off 5% CPU Usage

Compared to the initial size of the file:

test-XLS.xls Properties =3[l ZipMail compression ratio is:
T T ——1 949,392 /11,374,592 = 0.08
General |Securit_l,l Custom | Summary (92% savings)

@_L.l ‘test-XLS.:-:Is |

Type of file:  Microsoft Excel Work sheet

Opens with: @ Microzoft Office Excel

Location: C:hDocuments and SettingshCER.MEMETWOREND

Size: [10.8 ME (11 374 592 bytes] |

Size ondisk: 10,8 MB [11 374 532 bytes)

Created: mardi 22 février 2008, 11:30:05

Modified: mardi 22 février 2005, 11:35:53

Acceszed: mardi 22 février 2005, 15:26:29

attributes: [ 1Read-only [ ]Hidden

ak. ] [ Cancel ]

In the exchange database, the Mailbiox: Last Logged on By | size (kE) | Total Ttems
message (in fact the attached file) is  |{Husert MKMETWORKILSER 1 954 3
of course compressed: [ usERz MKMETWORK|JSERZ 953 z
Page 12 of 19 More information:
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9) ZipMail ZIP compression - BMP file

Let's compose and send a message containing the same BMP file as in paragraph 4 and
measure the results.
This message will be sent by USER1 to USER2:

First let's have a look at the USER1 and USER2 mailboxes on the Exchange 2003 server:

M ailbo: | Last Logged on By | Size (KB) | Total Ikems
a USER1 MEMNETWORK\USER 1 2 2
H USER.Z MEMETWORK\USERZ 1 1

They are almost empty.

Now let’s create a message and attach our .BMP test file:

£% tesi 06 - Message (HTML) | The network monitor is
reset to zero just before

i File Edit Miew Insert Format  Tools  Actions  Help pressing the “Send”
felsend | ol | 4 o B & 0 |18 ]! 3| ¥ | joptons.. | @ 4 button.
: vl o -JABrulsssicizEEcll
([ |
el |
Subject:  |test 06 |
Atkach,., |[Etest—BMP.bm|:|.2i|:| {560 KEY ‘ [ Attachment Options. .. ]
Page 13 of 19 More information:
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Now let’s send this message to USER2 and measure the network traffic:

£% CommView - Evaluation Yersion

. File Search Wiew Tools Settings Rules Help
AMD PCMET Family PCI Ethernet Adapter
TR Y TYELEY.

By Latest IP Conmections | % Packets || Logging || @ Rules || E}o Alarms |
Local IP < Remote IP . Direction  Sessions Ports Evbes  Process
208.152.0,198 203.152.0.13 Quk ] 12775,1025,14958 B42,142 | Syskem

F3 i |
Capture: On | Phkts: 323593 in / 32284 out / 18865 Auto-zaving: OffF - Rules: 1 0n | Alarms: Off  19% CPU Usac

Compared to the initial size of the file:

ZipMail compression ratio is:
642,142 / 11,520,054 = 0.05
General |Securit_l,l || Summar_l.J| (950/0 savings)

test-BMP.bmp Properties

‘test-BMF‘.hmp |

Type of file:  Paint Shop Pra 7 Image

Opens with: &_ Paint Shop Pro 7

Location: C:hDocuments and SettingshCER.MEMETWOREND

Sizer 10,9 ME [17 520 054 bptes]

Size ondisk: 10,9 MB [11 522 048 bytes)

Created: mardi 22 féwrier 2008, 11:37:20
Modified: mardi 22 féyrier 2008, 11:37:20
Acceszed: mardi 22 féyrier 2008, 15:25:37

ttribubes: [ 1Read-only [ ]Hidden

] ] [ Cahcel ] Apply
In the exchange database, the Mailbos: | Last Logged on By | Size (kB | Toral eems
message (in fact the attached file) is |Huser1 MKNETWORKLISER 1 56 3
of course compressed: Huserz MKMETWORKIISERZ 565 2
Page 14 of 19 More information:
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10) Comparative results

Outlook 2003/Exchange 2003
Compression Results
Original size of Network Database
the files in Bytes Size in Bytes % of savings Size in Bytes % of savings
34 945 024 27 112 460 22% 34 945 024 0%
11 374 592 1980 290 83% 11 374 592 0%
11 520 054 1304 450 89% 11 520 054 0%
57 839 670 30 397 200 57 839 670
ZipMail
Compression Results
Original size of Network Database
the files in Bytes Size in Bytes % of savings Size in Bytes % of savings
34 945 024 22 971 478 34% 22 971478 34%
11 374 592 949 392 92% 949 392 92%
11 520 054 642 142 94% 642 142 94%
57 839 670 24 563 012 24 563 012

Compared to the Outlook
2003/Exchange 2003 network
compression, ZipMail delivers
19% savings on your network

bandwidth .

Page 15 of 19

When using ZipMail, the amount
of data in your Exchange
database is 2.35 times smaller
than with the Outlook
2003/Exchange 2003 network
compression.

ZipMail provides 58% savings
on your Exchange disk space!

More information:
http://www.mk-net-work.com
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11) 2 interesting Microsoft TechNotes

These Microsoft TechNotes contains interesting information:

http://support.microsoft.com/default.aspx?scid=kb;en-us;825371

It is interesting to see that Microsoft remains extremely careful about the possible server
overload due to the activation of the compression:

...Even though the compression algorithms that are used by Exchange make compression
cheap in terms of processor cycles when you compare them to other compression schemes,
compression is still an expensive operation. Therefore, packets that are under a specific size
do not justify the high cost to compress the data...

And about the problems caused by the network compression in matter of network problem
analysis:

Sometimes you may not want to use any compression at all. If you are trying to troubleshoot
connectivity problems and you are using Network Monitor to view the packets that are being
sent over the network, RPC compression may make analysis difficult because you only see the
compressed data in the trace.

And this one is about problems encountered by Microsoft Outlook Web Access users when
compression is switched on in organizations having Exchange 2003 servers mixed with
servers running previous versions of Exchange servers.

http://support.microsoft.com/?scid=kb;en-us;842108&spid=1773&sid=global

It seems that the issue is solved by a special patch + Exchange 2003 SP1 but this TechNote
demonstrate that Exchange 2003 compression is a very complex system process, deeply
embedded in the Exchange software, compared to ZipMail automatically zipping files on-the-
fly on the client side before they are attached to the message.

Page 16 of 19 More information:
http://www.mk-net-work.com
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12) Additional comments

- The Outlook 2003/Exchange 2003 network compression is by definition only for the network
flow only. Files are absolutely not compressed in the Exchange databases, wasting huge
amount of precious disk space on your Exchange servers.

- The Outlook 2003/Exchange 2003 network compression consume CPU and memory on the
Exchange servers (see the above Microsoft TechNote). This because the network compression
is a software process running on the Exchange server (and also on the Outlook client).
Hundreds of simultaneous communications having to be compressed consume a very
significant amount of CPU power and memory on the Exchange server.

Compared to this, ZipMail does 100% of the compression job on the client. The ZipMail ZIP
compression is so fast that it is almost not perceptible by the user (frequently it takes less
time to compress + send a big attached file than to send the same attached file not
compressed, particularly for users connecting on a saturated network/server as well as for
remote users.

Once an attached file is compressed with ZipMail, it is a ZIP file forever. That is not the case
with the Outlook 2003/Exchange 2003 network compression. If you forward a message
containing attached files to another user, the Exchange server will consume again the same
amount of CPU and memory to compress it on the network.

And it is the same if you send an attached file to 100 recipients. The server will consume in
total 101 times the amount of CPU and memory needed to compress the file on the
network!!!

If your database is on the server, each time you want to open an attached file, your will
consume the amount of CPU and memory needed by the Exchange server to compress the file
on the network.

If your Exchange server hosts hundred or thousands of users it makes a huge amount of
wasted CPU cycles and memory!

- The Outlook 2003/Exchange 2003 network compression does not apply (by definition) (or
can cause technical issues, see the above Microsoft TechNote) in mixed environment. You
need to be full Outlook 2003 / Exchange 2003. That's not the case with ZipMail that is
available for any version of Microsoft Outlook from Outlook 97 to Outlook 2003 (same setup
package), for Microsoft Outlook Express, for any Webmail or Web application and even for all
of the version of Lotus Notes form 4.6 to 7!!!

- The Outlook 2003/Exchange 2003 network compression makes network diagnostic and
protocol analysis difficult or impossible (see the above Microsoft TechNote).

- When sending/receiving messages to/from the internet, the Outlook 2003/Exchange 2003
network compression does not apply.

- Contrary to the ZipMail ZIP Compression, Network compression does not help the users to
respect the limit in term of maximum ingoing / outgoing message size.

Exchange 2003 message volume restrictions apply to the real size of the message. So if the
real size of the message is 11 Mbytes and if the limit for ingoing or outgoing messages is set
to 10 Mbytes, even if the message is compressed on the network to 5 Mbytes, it will be
rejected.

That’s not the case with ZipMail.

Page 17 of 19 More information:
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- The Outlook 2003/Exchange 2003 network compression is a complex system process with
possible side effects. Associated technical risks and cost of managing the Outlook
2003/Exchange 2003 network compression are significantly higher than for ZipMail that is a
very simple client process not implied with any Outlook/Exchange system processes.

- ZipMail is the only Outlook compression product on the market for which compatibility is not
an issue.

This is the reason why:

Contrary to any other Outlook compression products you may find on the market, ZipMail
does the compression BEFORE the files are attached.

This is a major and fundamental technical difference that guarantees, by design, that
compatibility with any further Outlook processes is not even a question.

Other products let the users attach their files to the message and only perform the
compression later, when the message is saved or sent.

Depending on the configuration of the Outlook client, this could result with major technical
issues.

For instance, attached files being spooled on the Exchange server database while the user
finishes writing his message. Then, as the compression occurs at the time the user saves or
sends the message, and as the compression is local to the Outlook Client computer, the
spooled files needs to be retrieved from the Exchange server in order to be compressed
locally (and then sent again to the server), wasting your network bandwidth and user’s time.
No such things with ZipMail since the files are compressed BEFORE to be attached.

This explains why, by design, ZipMail is not subject to Outlook versions and service pack
compatibility issues, simply because it is not triggered by internal Outlook events!

This is the reason why the same version of ZipMail works with any version of Microsoft
Outlook, from Outlook 97 to Outlook 2003! (the same version of ZipMail even works with
Microsoft Outlook Express!!!)

- ZipMail has no hidden costs - Immediate Return on Investment is for real

Because ZipMail provides transparent ZIP compression and decompression, it does not require
any user teaching.

ZipMail does not need to be managed. Once installed it instantly starts reducing your needs
for Outlook/Exchange bandwidth and disk space with no need for fine tuning and no unwanted
technical side effects.

Volume reduction benefits propagate to Exchange archives and backups.

Because of the reduction of your messaging traffic and storage, the overall performance of
your Outlook/Exchange organization is improved.

If most of your corporate email traffic is made of attached files (it is commonly admitted that
typical corporate email traffic is made of 85-95% of attached files) you can even switch the
Outlook 2003/Exchange 2003 network compression off (because ZIP files cannot be
compressed again by the Outlook 2003/Exchange 2003 network compression). Doing so, you
will prevent your Exchange servers to waste their CPU cycles doing network compression for
nothing.
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13) Where to go from here?

See for yourself, try it for real!

You can get fully functional evaluation copies of ZipMail from our web sites:
http://www.outlook-compression.com

or

http://www.mk-net-work.com

Please contact us if you have any questions or if you would like to start a serious "Pilot
Program" evaluation of ZipMail at your organization.
sales@outlook-compression.com

Our consultants will provide you with anything you need, including fully functional evaluation
packages and free unlimited assistance.
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