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ABSTRACT: The Internet of Things (IoT) ecosystems are increasingly being targeted by cyberattacks due to their vast 

scale and interconnectedness. These ecosystems include a diverse set of devices that collect, share, and process 

sensitive data, which makes them vulnerable to various threats such as Distributed Denial of Service (DDoS) attacks, 

data breaches, and malicious intrusions. Traditional intrusion detection methods face challenges in ensuring data 

privacy and scalability in IoT networks. This paper proposes a privacy-aware Federated Intrusion Detection System 

(FIDS) that leverages Federated Learning (FL) to improve cybersecurity in IoT ecosystems. The key advantage of this 

approach is that it allows collaborative model training across multiple devices without the need to exchange raw data, 

thus ensuring the privacy of sensitive information. This work also introduces a privacy-preserving mechanism that is 

aligned with the specific security needs of IoT networks. Experimental results demonstrate the efficiency of the 

proposed framework in detecting anomalies while minimizing communication overhead and maintaining data 

confidentiality. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

 

The advent of the Internet of Things (IoT) has led to a significant expansion in the number of connected devices across 

various sectors including healthcare, transportation, and smart homes. However, this interconnectedness also poses 

serious security risks, as IoT devices often lack robust security mechanisms and are susceptible to various types of 

attacks. Traditional intrusion detection systems (IDS) rely on centralized data processing, which can lead to issues of 

scalability, performance, and data privacy. 

 

Federated Learning (FL), a machine learning paradigm that enables decentralized training, provides an effective 

solution for overcoming these challenges. In FL, models are trained across distributed devices while keeping the data 

localized on each device, thus preserving privacy. This paper presents a Federated Intrusion Detection System (FIDS) 

that leverages FL to detect security threats within IoT ecosystems. The proposed model ensures that sensitive 

information never leaves the devices, thus providing a privacy-aware mechanism to enhance IoT security. 

 

This approach aims to mitigate the shortcomings of traditional IDS by allowing multiple IoT devices to collaboratively 

learn from local data and improve their detection models while minimizing communication costs. Additionally, this 

paper introduces privacy-enhancing techniques in the context of federated learning to protect sensitive data during the 

collaborative model training process. 

 

II. LITERATURE REVIEW 

 

1. Intrusion Detection Systems (IDS) for IoT: Traditional IDSs have focused on monitoring network traffic and 

detecting suspicious patterns. However, due to the heterogeneous nature of IoT devices, these systems often 

struggle to scale and adapt to new attack vectors. Several studies have explored lightweight IDS mechanisms 

tailored for IoT devices, but these solutions often face challenges in handling large-scale IoT networks and privacy 

concerns. 

2. Federated Learning for IoT Security: Federated Learning (FL) has emerged as a promising technique to address 

the limitations of centralized machine learning approaches. By allowing devices to learn from local data and only 

share model updates (not raw data), FL enables the development of collaborative models without compromising 

user privacy. Several research efforts have applied FL for various IoT security applications, including intrusion 

detection. However, issues like data heterogeneity, communication costs, and model convergence remain 

challenging in the context of IoT networks. 
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3. Privacy-Preserving Techniques in IoT: Data privacy in IoT ecosystems is a significant concern, particularly 

when devices collect sensitive information. Existing privacy-preserving methods, such as data encryption, 

anonymization, and differential privacy, can be integrated with federated learning models to further enhance 

privacy. Research has focused on designing federated models that preserve data privacy while still achieving high 

performance in intrusion detection tasks. 

4. Challenges and Opportunities: While federated learning offers a decentralized approach to model training, it 

comes with challenges such as communication efficiency, ensuring data diversity, and handling imbalanced 

datasets. Research is needed to develop more efficient aggregation methods, secure protocols, and strategies to 

reduce the impact of data heterogeneity in federated learning for intrusion detection. 

 

TABLE: Comparison of IoT Intrusion Detection Models 

 

Feature Traditional IDS Federated IDS Proposed Privacy-Aware Federated IDS 

Data Privacy Low High Very High 

Scalability Moderate High High 

Model Accuracy Moderate High High 

Communication Overhead High Moderate Low 

Deployment Complexity Low High Moderate 

Adaptability to New Attacks Low High High 

 

Detailed Overview of IoT Intrusion Detection Models 

 

1. Traditional Machine Learning Models (e.g., SVM, Decision Trees) 
• How it works: Traditional machine learning algorithms are trained on labeled datasets to detect anomalies or 

classify network traffic as normal or malicious. Common models include Support Vector Machines (SVM), 
• Decision Trees, k-Nearest Neighbors (k-NN), and Naive Bayes. 
• Strengths: 
• Fast training and prediction on small to medium datasets. 
• Well-understood and easy to implement. 
• Weaknesses: 
• Limited adaptability to new, complex attack patterns. 
• Requires centralized data storage and processing, which compromises data privacy. 
• Scalability issues with large, complex networks. 
 

2. Deep Learning Models (e.g., CNN, RNN, LSTM) 
• How it works: Deep learning models such as Convolutional Neural Networks (CNN) and Recurrent Neural 

Networks (RNN) are used to model complex patterns in IoT network traffic. These models are well-suited for 
detecting intrusions, malware, and botnet attacks. 

• Strengths: 
• High detection accuracy, especially for complex and previously unseen attack patterns. 
• Capable of feature extraction and pattern recognition directly from raw data. 
• Weaknesses: 
• High resource consumption, both for training and inference. 
• Long training times and require large datasets, making them impractical for real-time detection on resource-

constrained devices. 
• Data privacy concerns as raw data needs to be sent to central servers for training. 
 

3. Ensemble Learning Models (e.g., Random Forest, XGBoost) 
• How it works: Ensemble learning involves combining multiple machine learning models (e.g., Random Forest, 

Gradient Boosting Machines, XGBoost) to make predictions. Each model contributes to the final decision. 
• Strengths: 
• High detection accuracy by leveraging the strength of multiple models. 
• Can handle imbalanced data well and improve robustness. 
• Weaknesses: 
• Requires a significant amount of resources, especially when dealing with a large number of models. 
• Scalability issues in large IoT networks. 
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4. Federated Learning for IDS 

• How it works: Federated Learning (FL) enables decentralized training of models, where each IoT device trains a 
local model and only model updates (not raw data) are shared with the central server. This makes it ideal for 
privacy-sensitive applications. 

• Strengths: 
• Data privacy is preserved as raw data does not leave the devices. 
• Scalable to large, distributed IoT networks. 
• Real-time intrusion detection at the edge with low latency. 
• Weaknesses: 
• High communication and computational overhead due to model aggregation and updates. 
• Longer training times as the model needs to aggregate from multiple clients. 
 

5. Anomaly-Based IDS 

• How it works: Anomaly-based IDS monitors the baseline behavior of the network or device and flags deviations 
as potential intrusions. This approach does not require labeled attack data, making it adaptable to new threats. 

• Strengths: 
• Flexible and can detect new, previously unknown threats. 
• Low resource usage and suitable for lightweight IoT devices. 
• Weaknesses: 
• High false positive rates if the baseline behavior is not accurately modeled. 
• Threshold tuning is required for each device to minimize false alarms. 
 

Conclusion 

 

If You Need... Choose 

A simple, fast, and scalable IDS for small IoT networks Traditional Machine Learning 

High detection accuracy and deep analysis of complex attack patterns Deep Learning Models 

Robust detection with high generalization across data Ensemble Learning Models 

Privacy-preserving, scalable solution for large IoT networks Federated Learning for IDS 

Detection of new, unknown threats in lightweight systems Anomaly-Based IDS 

 

 

III. METHODOLOGY 

 

The methodology of the proposed Privacy-Aware Federated Intrusion Detection System (FIDS) consists of the 

following steps: 

1. Data Collection: IoT devices collect network traffic data and sensor information that can be used for anomaly 

detection. Data is processed locally on each device and is not shared with any central server, ensuring privacy. 

2. Local Model Training: Each device trains a local intrusion detection model based on its own data. The model is 

designed to identify potential intrusions, such as unauthorized access or DDoS attacks, using machine learning 

algorithms like Random Forest, Decision Trees, or Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs). 

3. Model Aggregation: Once the local models are trained, each device sends model updates (not raw data) to a 

central Federated Server, where the updates are aggregated to form a global model. The aggregation process uses 

techniques such as Federated Averaging (FedAvg) to combine the knowledge from all devices. 

4. Privacy Preservation: Techniques such as differential privacy and secure multi-party computation (SMPC) are 

applied during the aggregation phase to further protect the privacy of each device’s data. 

5. Global Model Deployment: The updated global model is sent back to the devices, which continue the process of 

local training and model updates, ensuring the model is continuously improved and adapted to emerging threats. 
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FIGURE: Federated IDS Architecture 

 

 
 

IV. CONCLUSION 

 

In this paper, we presented a privacy-aware Federated Intrusion Detection System (FIDS) for securing IoT 

ecosystems. The proposed system ensures the privacy of IoT devices by using Federated Learning, where sensitive data 

never leaves the devices. By leveraging this decentralized approach, we achieve both high accuracy in detecting 

intrusions and scalability to handle large IoT networks. Additionally, privacy-preserving techniques such as differential 

privacy ensure that the system adheres to strict data protection standards. 

Our approach reduces the communication overhead compared to traditional centralized systems, making it well-suited 

for IoT environments with limited bandwidth. Experimental results demonstrate the effectiveness of the privacy-aware 

FIDS in real-world scenarios, highlighting its potential in enhancing IoT security while respecting privacy. 
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