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In comparing colocation solutions versus dedicated alternatives like the Compass Truly 

Modular™ data center, the primary question that customers must answer is: “how much 

flexibility and control are they willing to sacrifice?” This consideration must be addressed when 

evaluating colocated environments versus a dedicated solution like the Compass Datacenter 

Truly Modular alternative since the definition of “dedicated” tends to be quite flexible within the 

colocated realm.  

 

Many providers of colocated solutions profess to offer larger customers their own dedicated 

data halls. In these configurations the halls themselves may be physically separated, even by 

walls, from their neighbors but they all still reside in a single common facility. This of course 

brings the design of the common facility into the scope of consideration as the mechanical and 

electrical backplanes may be shared, a condition that introduces points of failure outside the 

architecture of all the site’s data halls. This loose definition of dedicated may also extend to 

items like the utility transformer and generators that are actually shared amongst all of 

building’s  “dedicated” customers. 

 

The oxymoron of colocated dedicated facilities is particularly evident in the common areas of 

these sites. Critical areas such as POP rooms, office space and storage are all shared entities 

within these locations. Aside from the obvious lack of privacy inherent in these configurations 

they also introduce unnecessary issues into user’s everyday operations. For example, a 

shared loading dock dictates that important deliveries be coordinated with the site’s other 

customers so that the timing of equipment deliveries and staging must be negotiated rather 

than performed when desired. 
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In evaluating colocated solution versus their Compass alternative the fulcrum of the decision 

making process is the customer’s desire to have a facility that is wholly dedicated to them. In a 

Compass solution everything from the raised floor and its supporting backplane to its storage 

areas, office space and even the loading dock belong exclusively to the customer.  

 

Attribute Colocation Compass Datacenter 
Flexibility of location Tied to the physical location of the 

provider’s facility 
Wherever you need it to be 

Dedicated Environment 
- Data halls 
- Mechanical backplanes 
- Electrical backplanes 
- Utility transformer 

 
 

Data Halls- either segmented by 
cages or walls. All reside within a 
shared facility 
Mechanical Backplanes- either 
shared by all data halls (single 
point of failure) or segmented by 
data hall. Either alternative is 
available in a shared facility. 
Electrical Backplanes-  
either shared by all data 
halls(single point of failure) or 
segmented by data hall. Either 
alternative is available in a shared 
facility. 
Utility transformer- Typically 
shared with option to pay extra for 
a dedicated unit. 

100% Dedicated 

Common Areas 
- Storage 
- Office 
- POP Room(s) 
- Loading Dock 

All common areas are shared  100% Dedicated 

Utilities Pricing Varies. Allocated based on the 
number of customers in the facility 
and square feet of occupancy. 
Some providers offer metered 
power pricing with mark-ups. 

Customer pays only for the actual 
utility bill 

Expandability Limited by power and physical 
space of the facility. In a shared 
building expansion may require 
risky “in-building” construction or 
reserved shell or IT capacity. 

Pre-designed for expandability. 
Growth in 1.2MW, 10,000 square 
foot increments 

Efficiency of Operations Subject to usage patterns of all 
customers within the facility. 
Cannot be optimized for a single 
client (but may be subsidized). 
Operational costs are based on 
the average of all customers. 

Minimum load, maximum 
performance architecture delivers 
PUE of 1.2-1.5 at utilization rates 
as low as 25% 

Custom Branding Not available due to shared 
environment 

Customizable. Your logo, your 
colors 

Operational Control Performed by provider personnel Performed by us or you—your 
choice. 

	   	  


