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Migrate Firewall Configurations

Prepare a reviewable migration candidate with iCyWALL.

Conceptual Al-generated illustration; not a customer deployment or product screenshot.

Firewall policy challenges in context

50% 47% 42%

Cited manual change processes Cited redundant, shadowed or outdated Cited errors or misconfiguration
policies

Dark Reading/Tufin, 2024: n=105 firewall-management professionals, up to three challenges selected. These are respondent shares,
not migration failure rates or AIDATACY results.

Overview

Replacing a firewall involves more than converting configuration syntax. Teams must preserve intended
access, identify incompatible settings and verify target behavior. This use case explores templates, mapping
rules and Al-assisted analysis to prepare a candidate configuration and review report.

The problem

A migration may inherit unnecessary rules, inconsistent documentation and platform-specific assumptions. A
documented baseline helps reviewers distinguish intended access from historical exceptions and
configuration mistakes. Operators retain responsibility for testing and the production change.
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A reviewable approach

Establish the baseline. Inventory source and target platforms, intended security behavior and critical
dependencies before generating a candidate.

Prepare a reviewable candidate. The supplied brief proposes source analysis, configuration templates, target
mappings, incompatibility flags and a review report. Al-assisted analysis supports preparation. Keep
unresolved mappings, assumptions and manual-treatment items visible.

Validate each migration. The source names several vendors as examples but supplies no tested
vendor-and-version support matrix. Compatibility must be checked per migration. Engineering review,
staging tests and controlled cutover are operator-led activities, not demonstrated automated features.

Proposed six-stage engagement

Stage Activity and output

01 Assess Inventory platforms, configurations and critical access. Output: migration scope and
baseline.

02 Map Agree mapping boundaries, ownership and acceptance criteria. Output: review and

validation plan.

03 Analyze Apply available templates and mappings; retain flags. Output: candidate
configuration and report.

04 Review Inspect unresolved settings and document decisions. Output: reviewed candidate
and issue register.

05 Validate Test permitted and prohibited traffic in staging. Output: test evidence and corrected
configuration.
06 Transition Execute the approved change with monitoring and rollback readiness. Output:

operational handover.

Pilot evaluation

Use a representative source configuration and agreed traffic scenarios. Review mapping coverage,
incompatibilities and unresolved items. Verify required access and restrictions. If efficiency is an objective,
measure review effort, rework and elapsed time against a documented baseline. Confirm monitoring and
recovery readiness before deciding on production deployment.

Sources and scope

Solution scope: supplied AIDATACY use-case brief, Cas_usage_AIDATACY_v260730. The six stages are a proposed delivery
framework. The brief's unsupported migration-time reduction claim is excluded. A review report does not establish certification.

Dark Reading, The State of Firewall Security, Figure 5. Tufin-commissioned survey, September 2024; published December 2024. Mostly
North American organizations, at least 100 employees and 20 firewalls.

Discuss a scoped evaluation with AIDATACY at aidatacy.com.
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https://lp.tufin.com/rs/769-ICF-145/images/F_DR_Tufin_State%20of%20Firewall%20Research%20Report_Dec2024.pdf?version=0
https://aidatacy.com

