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Methodology for NAT/FW Traversal Using ICE and HTTP Tunnel

Chen Shifeng, Chen Yi, Xu Xiaofeng, Guo Donghui
(Xiamen University , Xiamen 361005, China)

Abstract In modern networks, a growing number of computers are deployed behind the NAT and firewall, which requires
communication systems such as VolP and P2P which want to transmit data from point to point must be able to traverse NAT/
firewall. The existing methods of STUN, TURN and ICE can be helpful in dealing with most kind of NAT/firewall, but helpless
when the firewall also restricts the communication port or protocol. The article gives a new solution by syncretizing the ICE and
HTTP tunnel technology, and realizes the module of HTTP tunnel. The result of the traversal test shows that the HTTP tunnel
module works perfectly with most of firewall.
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