Compare Detection Rates and Performances

ESET consistently outperforms the competition with outstanding results in detection and performance tests, making it the clear choice for your
netwark's security solution. Given the sheer volume of malware that exists today, an excellent detection rate is simply a must for antimalware
software. See how ESET security solutions compare to products from other global vendars in detection and performance.
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More System Resources Available to Perform Tasks
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Won't Slow Down Performance
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Security products that require

extensive memory usage have AR
a significant impact on EOEEMNNE
endpoint system performance,

causing more reliance on hard

disk drives, which have slower

read and write speeds than

RAM. Business security

products that use more

memary will cause visibly

slower performance on

affected endpoints. ESET

outperforms the competition in this
category.

ESET Smart Security is not
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protection in the default
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scanning engine utilizing
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With ESET security solutions
protecting the computer, the s
system runs smoothly and bt

more effectively. The graph on
the left shows the impact of
leading antivirus solutions on
copying both small and large
files.



