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Abstract: In federated learning-based network intrusion detection systems, model structural heterogeneity and

class-imbalanced data distributions often coexist, making it difficult for conventional parameter aggregation or
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simple knowledge distillation methods to simultaneously achieve high global model performance and strong local
adaptability. To address this issue, this study investigates efficient knowledge fusion under heterogeneous
federated learning settings and proposes a federated class-wise bidirectional knowledge distillation method for
network intrusion detection, termed FedCKD. During the global aggregation stage on the server, a class-wise
learnable weight matrix is introduced to perform weighted distillation of client model predictions across different
attack categories, enabling fine-grained fusion of heterogeneous model outputs. During the local update stage
on the clients, an attention-based distillation mechanism constructed from class-wise F1-scores is employed
to enhance feature learning for minority and hard-to-classify classes under the guidance of the global model,
thereby alleviating the impact of class imbalance on model performance. Experimental results on the public
CICIDS2017 and CIDDS-001 network intrusion detection datasets show that, compared with FedAvg,
FedMD, FedHe, and HFedCKD, FedCKD improves the macro-average F1-score of the global model by
approximately 0.012 to 0. 045, and increases the F1-score of minority attack classes in local client models
by approximately 0. 030 to 0. 086, while maintaining stable convergence behavior and acceptable computational
overhead. The results indicate that FedCKD enables effective modeling of multi-class attacks in heterogeneous
federated learning environments without requiring unified model architectures, and is applicable to network
intrusion detection tasks characterized by model heterogeneity and class imbalance.

Key words: network intrusion detection system; federated learning; model heterogeneity; knowledge

distillation

NG, JEHIEAE NIDS o, BRI /b
BRMR R A R, AR R A B T A
iy — LR, 255 TBOR SS EA g S T S e, S
A R BT AE SC B I 00 L R T M e R B
UL, BA J7 A4S ) 4 JRy B R I 3l R LR
A HIARAY | = W45 8 25 5 5 PR A E 1 75 T

BEXT B A, ARSI T — AP T IO AGE
HREZRIR T IR 2= 2 2 (Federated Class-Wise
Knowledge Distillation, FedCKD) ., 7E4 R R A Fr
B, FedCKD ##FEALSE 1 logits fAf PR 3, 63
T ARSI A B, s % P s A 7R
B 1 A B AGE , IR ZRad B b 3
ANVRRE, AT S B HORS 4 ) FR Rl 5 5 4 R Pk e

0 31

Bl 28 R H 55 S A%, 28 AR KT 2R 42
(Network Intrusion Detection System, NIDS)/E b5
HEBEZR, ARFHEE TR DoS . DDoS 447 R i d %L
PAZE . AR, BRI I EE T T NIDS (ARG
JE | BHAT AR A A KSR A A , (i A e S
Bl 5 G IEOR P HELLIE . 16352% > (Federated
Learning, FL) AR (L T ok Az, fad “Hdii A
HAH” 1 oA NSRBI, i 2 PR RERE AEEids
bR 5 A R4 T S IR PR, e ide Ak S AR
g, i 1 RS Rl RS 2GRN, &
TR 27 > 1 M 2% A 4= A5 I (Federated Learning

Network Intrusion Detection System, FL-NIDS)Rg5E
M A, SRR AR At
IR S BRI 2 5 R — 484
BAESEBRI I, #2507 s TERE | Bdin el
LS5 T RAAEAAE B E 225, IRMEG— R
PR A% e 2 TS50 Y 3T J7 1k Can Fed Avg ) Mk
DI A S BRI o

TR ZE 18 2 2 firp B S 2 2] A5 1Y S Ay [i) R 1Y) o
BRAE, A HEZRAE R A B Be R 2 A0 % %
Ui (1) logits FEAT 18] FF- 1, DR RE ST 70 % BRI EA
[ E iR 25 5. T & P un il vl REfE7E

o ARHBBIYNGRE B, %18 T T &4 R AR
T L 53 A AN S A M CH

UAR] 7 S FA AR TR 1] SE B SO A R B 2= )
R G ] LR R R R T A R
B R DA MR 2R T AR IR A RE
2 LI FedMD, B IRFE S350 T FH
N FEBIEEEXT 55 % 7 i logits, SEMETE S 5L =
AP )2 > 5 Qi Fed BKD 51 A XL E] 2518 -
LG A AR | SRR Y 255 4 5 B 28 ) A LR
544 5 Zheng 453 o B T OC ZE 1R 5 1A R
BSR4 Jay X 57 5 A ML O 4 5 Chan 484 1
FedHe, 7F pRELZS 0] 3G logits LARREARE 5 -84 IF



CEVEE 226 1)

1A 1] P 20 A ARG ) S5 A B0 2 0 A i) IR 248 ik CE R 4

205

B SR FRAAE 5 Yao A Zhang A I 43 531 1 i
2 JR R ZE R S IR AR R A S T T A SR
PE BRI B o W SR R ZE R T TEAS

2Py, P T FedKD HE 22, 3] A Mentor-
Mentee XL RY 25 44, Hip A< sl AL RS 17 57 11 25
IR ZEIR AR AR, HH TS S5BIPERE.

2

ik 0
i o Q077
\
1.2,
HEAY [ A AL &
.
/ < \\‘
I 1 ) '
I E 06«}0 ;
1 { 1
I ; o‘gf i
[ N ' i
A | AR
: iﬂz e t 3
P
I
I
|

(+]
SV,
(+]
i
|
7279

[N ERE R Sl

Fig. 1 Federated learning architecture

S A 5 el i R R R A A T
2 2] v AR IR S [ B, AEATS A AR T O R PR A .
TS, REBOTIETERA W BeR 45 % 7 it
AUt logits B faf BRF-38), R B BIARITE A [R] 26
S BRI RE 1 25 5 . XA AR B A2 PR e
BEFEREARY 52 0], G Y B B  vi 1E AR E 2E )
RN AL B, R RE 2 R A R B R
BARPERE . R, — S5 AR G A B ZE 1 HL
il , A5 4 ey AR AR 5 AR b AR Y A 28 4 B R A
PN DE B ) BUME DA 22 i . R 40 Fed BKD 45 T
A 1 o X ) 2 R P T AR b3S N, LRI A
FRATY AR T893 75 e A WL B8 o0 A, U HAE M 248 A=
K I 22 48 NIDS w5 U A% 28 500 A 35 47 ) 7 AT fig
T 5 e 2 VR IR RS A ST

BRI, ASCHE T RS A R
HHRZEIE I FedCKD, 752 R R A MBS I AT
AR BIRL A M, A A8 N o R BN 5 ditg 1E 7
FA A FLA R A Al A R , AR R 7
FEE R R ST S0 5 TEAHhZE IR B BT AT
FLAPEEnIT 3 L, shaS o e fss
TONE AR BE TR B, DT FHSTRIAE 20 AN 35
i 5 Sz ARRE DT, A SO FEETTERAN T -

1) B —Fh X i) TR ZE R A R 2 S HE AR
ARG — BRI EE R RT3 T S R AR R 4

BEME AT AT 2 R PERE 5 A Ml 1k

2) TE2 R BA W B 2B AL, AR
B EAS [R) ) e B GE R A B R, S
PETORE A 0 IR RS 5 TEA M 2B B | AT
F1IA B 2808, Hossfb b 3es >, 41
FHE RS ARV e S AR S e T

RIS 13 I s o v B L [ N 2 b [
CICIDS2017 1 CIDDS-001 | #4771 38 43 14 52
¥, 7 5 WA 1 FedAvg, FedMD, FedHe Fi
HFedCKD #47 7 Xf b, SLER45 R KW, FedCKD
FE 42 Jry RS MR R PR R b 2 R B B 5 I R 4
BUE T SR A S

1 BRFBEFNNELIZ
1.1 FHiERRE

=

HETE

1.1.1 FedCKDA L

FedCKD Jif a4 3B, anl 2 s, |k,
IR Bess 2 e A M AR bt Y 2 e p Ay
A AR SRR R BE A Ok, fE 2 Jm 3R
GB B, M55 A T A R A 7 28 A R R iR 2%
T8, I Bl A LA R A 1 S P A
AR EREE, 1SR PR Y &S, 18
AHTEHTN B, % P umah A A S 20 F1 5 A



206 ot K 2 e RCARRAO

2026 457 2 )

EIIZABPLE], X A BSEAME T ST B A
TEA R T R AU A AR . Fed CKD 5K
BT AR R g | ASH 2SR R AR A XL

B & uw Q O\ A
=) :{%o Ll P log

& i 1 o o

[ REEUE
- @ o2 logi

% 0 2

[y
NS T
=
— g
- %
g@ H-J @ {08 -
H i n

@/AR 4
(a) A A BRI SR Be

its

<
=
o

L& il

(b) kg5 s A ZE I SR & W B

) 2808, eSS AR S R oA s 1 R o4
Ja kR S A & A

AR A T

() P s 7 ) 2 R SR B B

El 2 FedCKD FifHl
Fig.2 Workflow of FedCKD

1.1.2 XUn) Z& @A

D FRZER . FEESE A INZERES T, Rk
55 s it P 4 ey 280U i Y 3 R 38 0 % 4% % P 3 logits
WUy Bk As X Ry SR BT A % s e
A R RE AR R, fE T I R 2 0 AN
M7 43 AT B TR) T, 2 7 s £ AR 28 1) b %) T Oy 2
28 50 0 3 HLAET- 8 2 S B0E Jr 222800 1Y 45 o T
PRSI A, ST K2 R AL Iz A 22

2) AL A TSR AR RER S,
FA AL AR R R W e RN, 1Y
TAERRA N L 38 e e AT E A 25 P st 0
AR IR Ui AR ) ) T v {5 B ey
AT 2 H P A A6 XoF 4 Jey A 5 F 71 T 5% 1 o

3 EEIIHLE . FEA HZE I B Bt , FedCKD
FRE A A Zrad R 1) F1 3 B A o Bl e =
JIALEE , F1AR BRI B 28 0 A5 i A A, DT
FE R B3 s R A B Tk

1.2 BEESE

BEAFIENADE AL AP RS as S
BRI 2N, HAK el -, N A A
WA BG4 D,, 2 i 22 (8] AR AT L S 4 a 4
e IR 55 BRAFAE— A AR AE D T 2518
FXF SRR IR o X BB AN T
12,1 ARHE P iR A BRI 25

AR i B A % 7 i a8 o A G AR b B 4R
D, ={(2", yi") o R AR £, (5 0,), Z
G105 KONAL G v 28 W 2 BRI 25, H A fe /M
B 4 238 U0 K PR, R

, I e . .
mmﬁ,LEk:;z:LCE (f,-(xﬁ”),y}”), (D
ij=1

s Leg HEIHLR 5 £ 0% 7 i d B FAAT B
R, HABIRIZE R R 2 5 o A S S, SR WY
(SY 9 G v

YIZRSE 2 5 B AR 2 4 A% 3 b iR 552
b, I AR b FAE s R ST AN AT A R0
1.2.2 R& a2l mACHIRZE RS

O IR 55 e AR &2 o AR AR
Ja ., HHFT A 25 7 v 5 B FH AT AR A, 3w
Gr— A~ PERR A AR £ (R o IRjRS5 A%
WA B D e ={ 2 L A A5 P i A
PR BBIRLC TR CA~ZE0 logits i

2, (x)=fi(x,)ER", 2)

— e B R 2R TR R R R 1 B 1Y logits HEAT
BRSSO S AR SO R L A S
AR ZE IR — 20 5 | A— > a0 Ak B 28 1] in AR
M WERY S, Hrhs it W e ROERIRE P i i
XA IR EE . XRS5 P i A

w, = softmax(W,), 3

Ik 55 25 X BT A %% 7 i logits $2 INAXUHE [ W it

AT oA 20 Em s

N
zagg(xk):zw,»QZ[(m)o €Y
i=1

SR JE RO 11 B8 FIELEE T2 softarget, B

pleacher(l.k)_soﬁ7nax<zﬁgg(,]:rk))O (5)

A RERHOM I A pe (o) 5 f, W AT
XI3F, AR £ R softtarget ZR IR A AL H AR

sl )n p(x))

6
Ao TRIRE R%0; KLG || +) >N Kullback-Leibler
BUE o T B 2 o WY eKRER, PRI AT

L (x,)=T?+KL (softmar(



CEVEE 226 1)

1A 1] P 20 A ARG ) S5 A B0 2 0 A i) IR 248 ik CE R 4 207

VA HbsxF Wik, Bp
mingE, p, [ L (25 foo W)lo D
T o AN W A A BR AR 2RI B B W,
et Al g kR . IRl B, W/ 3t
2 [r) — 451 5% pR RO i o o B2 T R SEORT L U2 e i
) f F B R B A L 3 L
1.2.3  AHE P 2208
HY TS 2 7 i B S A P, TR R Y 4 SR AR
JEARRE B4R B AR A M2 o BT, i R R
T HPRZE R B T v, K A RS R £ A Dy B
AL, $8 AU AL £, () TEA MBS AR AT 1 25
7 T3 A B 4R vh T REAFAE 2R WIS P )
B, P EUR A USRI TE R B2 B R ) RE AL
2%, AN Zrad B h 5 AT F1 80t 2
ML o 7EBE DA M epoch Z5 5, SoiT 45280 1)
F LB 408 0 0 T AN 1) 5 ) e, FEHT,
2« Precision » Recall
" Precision + Recall’

1
ex
. 4Fw+a)

loca — (' ( 1 ) 9
eX] T —
; PlFrro s

AP o BB IR AU A B A
FUEBARAT B ST, BRI ZRai b
RE2 BB S: , (HIF AR R m NS
P, A AR I o R v 455 A F AR
Rl T TERT PR 2R R AR S SRR o
ZRIBHR R L' 8 AR 2 ) e JR Rl £, AR, 52
SURS L T DR 5 X SRR ZE O M, 205
L=T"E, n°

il 2 o 752 |

(10
L(Jrz:E(.Iv.wa,[LcE(fi(1'),3/)]o Q)
(SN e S PN Gl
LY=L 41— Q) L, 12
SE W R 2 Jim B A A R TR 1, Ak 2k
254 RS AR AN G, B 200 2R ok F)
fRER WM L.

1.3 EHEoHm

1.3.1 fEEesrr
BUAT A WL ) 25488 7 1% (AN Fed BKD) £ SR 52 R

Fl (8)

(9

T 4R 5 AR MUY K R AE L, AT A AE R O T
AR D 7ER A B B & i 0 25 S — 1 [
7, 5945 Y A SC 5 S 1) 1 19 45 I o B S AL
A, FEAESH 55 4 SRR B PR RE 5 2) TEAS M 2518
U ot b N SPH | B T NS F TN R Y SN
QIR i s b RN ol €T

B X bR B, FedCKD 784 Ja i 51 A2 )
I, BEAZ AR 4R 25 % P o 76 A [R) 28 591 b iy 3%
B I S BCA DA 2€ A B i N
G 55 AT 4 R ERE ;UK i AR 2 A
ANEE AL AT A SRR A BHER A, FRIEAS
RFAEG Tk fEARRY, FedCKD 45 & 5T F1
Oy BT TS T ZEAR X DB R 3 2 B T B
1R VR B, DN 2 At 28 AN 24 4 i R 1) 1 B i
B PRTHE AR B A RI RE )

LA KT, FedCKD 7844 B3 X Z& B HE SRR
SRR, 38 A 2B AL ST
R A0 B IR, ST 42 )R M RE S A M vy
S5 R H 5T, FedCKD A HLBUA 7 ik
R LA R Sz AkER T, BUE T AR S
I D) 285 A A ARSI v 1 197 FH S o
1.3.2 R ERES T

FedCKD 9315 785 32 22 th IR 55 45 i 25 17 2R
A RN P i A b 28 AR I 2R B o 35028 LB A
hr g, B RAN T ity ) AR B AR Ry e, RS
i i 5 2 P v (R AR o E R E., U A
B 24 B8 O(E n, + Ecmax, - xn,); #5553+

K
MiTsEE, NU%yo(EgnpﬂLEczm), MEME,[H
k=1

SE I, B ISR 2 R LB A g I, BT
AT REIT R

2 EWIRIT SO
2.1 ZHEE

2.1.1 S

AR E AE — & # 2 IntelCorei7-12700KF
(3.60 GH2) b3 2% . 16GB N 17 M2 RTX3070Ti i
R Windows64 (i 45:/E R ML 5. Frdi
() 2 T2 FR 55 g Python3. 12, ¥ & %% S HE 48 % W
PyTorch2. 5.1, % # CUDA12. 4. FiA7 58I 45
SIS H GPU B T 58 i .
2.1.2 SRS

ARSI BRI T A E A T I 48 AR A



208 ot K 2 e RCARRAO

2026 457 2 )

B, 4% CICIDS2017 1 CIDDS-001, W% £
P M S i i 5, T 2P A BE
Horfr, CICIDS2017 554 4 th g K W 45 & 2 5%
iRt , 35 DDoS 45 2 Fi Al T ; CIDDS-001
B H 4 7 R ERNW B A & A, o 2R A0 45
BruteForce , PingScan %% .

ST AR AR S SR A T 00 B A TR P
1, AR AL R St FiR e o B, XF
T CICIDS2017 1 CIDDS-001 % 4E i 7778 Bl g f
SR E AR T TV Ve S , DA T
o R, WA T AR B E R REAE ClnpL

B Bl B ) R AR 2 A5 A i A Ak 2
i HL3E FH 1 20 I A A (1 i B3R

T S S RRADIROR 2 ) G v 45 R P i
P AT AT RSB AE BL , X AR AR AT T
SEIR G AR AR X PIARR S S R T 320
ORI A A R 4R, XS S 2T Y
B AL R B AR C, AN, SR
Hs o3 — R EAE g A 3RS, T2kt
R P i e 55 e 2 B A RS L5 (R A A T
— SRR, T TP 2R R PR 5 1
fLBEdy, BARNE LN 1 FR .

R OLEHE
Tab.1 Experimental dataset

g S BARA T % P A % 3 B 7% i C NALE M4
Benign 19 983 20 215 19672 503 9870
- DoS 103 20 139 20 047 517 9 649
CICIbS2017 DDoS 19 854 20157 115 496 10 201
PortScan 20 308 97 19 987 483 9956
Normal 10 032 9901 10115 513 921
Portscan 9756 10 087 306 499 1078
CIDDS-001 DoS 10 248 9 584 10 342 505 1034
Pingscan 6 090 312 6 090 516 967
Bruteforce 299 4992 4992 497 1152

TEBHRE RS, % CICIDS2017 f % P REAS
P 4 I AE 29 20 000 2%, /DB G0 DoS 5
il 76 100 45 A2 A7, A FEAE 24 500 &%, WA 4E 4
10 000 %% ; CIDDS-001 " IE % 253 4 10 000 4%,
/DF S 40 Pingscan 1 Bruteforce 32 B F Ji 4i 24
1A 6 090 F14 992 5%, Ay 50 24 i) 1] 22 R K,
HAKNING: — R 10 000 5, A F4E 5k 4
A3 I E 2 500 F1 5 000 45 .

2.2 LISt

2.2.1 XFHAA:

FEARSE I v, SRy 4T PP Al T B Y Fed CKD
BETE R =TGR tEae, T
FedAvg., FedMD, FedHe 1 HFedCKD %5 4 #ft H.
ARERVER AT L

FedAvg /& i 2 AR 2] 7 vk, il S8
IOBCER SR S . FedMD J2BR IR~ 2] H
Xof A5 Y S Ay ) AR A SR O, kT IR ZE IR L
il FRVFRE P Ui ol FH AN [ A5E 280 236 4 5 76 A T
iR T X 55 . FedHe 38 13 7F pRELES [B] X % 7
vty logits #E4T R A&, 1 HFed CKD 835 | 5 48 3¢
DA —E WAL .

SIS R 3 o AE I 55 4 v o LE 4 R B B PR RE

TEZ i X LU 2% Bk 30 28 I (AR M A RUORG B, DA
42 TH 35 iE FedCKD B9 A 201 o 7 2248 1 02
Fed Avg $ & Ja iR B 3 N & B 5 7 iy, A s Al
PERE 5 4 JR A — 2 i FedHe A A il 8 Y 42
JRBEAY, RIAAE % 7 i J 2 TR A THEREXT LE .
2.2.2 PERIZEHIEIT

FERS RV BT I TH SR T e e i) 2 )2k
HIMLZEAE , 3PS 2R 4 AT

FedAvg ZER &% P o ffi F G2 — R B 2544
R — A R e W, iR &
IR BRUZ , 22 Te B0 0l 128 il 64, Fe A4
i )Z, EHTITAE P i T RS EERE

FedCKD 5 FedMD . FedHe, HFedCKD * JH
FHIE 2R . & i AL B C 43l il F RO 2 45
F(128, 64) . (256, 128, 64)FI(64) , 4= Jmbi Rl
il )7 R (128, 64) . AR, FedCKD 7£ IR 55 #%
TR AZEGIMABUNIRZE B R G, FEAME P 1
FHER 17
2.2.3  AHEHE A I

SRy 5 UE 2 7 S B4R 2 ) AN B8 8 e A b A 7
RE Y52, 7R R 2 3% P i 4 L4 il I 25
T AR MBI, IR B AR AT
ARSI AN SIRIR A, ACPAR B G 53 A X A5 7Y



CEVEE 226 1)

1A 1] P 20 A ARG ) S5 A B0 2 0 A i) IR 248 ik CE R 4

209

A MR BERY BRI

e FH 1 T5] B 1) 22 J2 BRI ML P A i A8
B, RETIEER LS PR RGO , 2 oe o 128
64, BT BRECH RelL U, it 2245 2024

(1) softmax 73 Ao B I fdi T B B £l S7
YIZRZAEARL, JREAR MR EIHAERE, BAK
RS A R FUE, DU P A
B. CHySCE s R ansk 2 13k 3 s,

F 2 CICIDS2017 % F o R
Tab. 2 CICIDS2017 client model performance

o Benign DoS DDoS PortScan
%
Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec 1
ClientA 0.84 1 0.91 1 0.79 0.87 0.99 1 1 0.98 1 0.99
ClientB 0.91 0.99 0.96 0.99 1 1 1 1 1 0.94 0.85 0.89
ClientC 0.91 0.99 0.95 0.98 1 0.99 0.91 0.90 0.91 1 1 1
# 3 CIDDS-001 % P it AR
Tab.3 CIDDS-001 Client model performance
. Normal Portscan DoS Pingscan Bruteforce
& iy
Pre Rec Il Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1
ClientA 0.9 1 094 071 096 0.82 1 1 1 093 098 0.95 1 0.48  0.65
ClientB 097 098 097 091 096 0.88 1 1 1 095 075 081 095 099 0.97
ClientC 094 098 0.96 1 0.62  0.77 1 1 1 095 098 096 0.8 095 0.89

MG Z BT EIE S B, 176 CICIDS2017 £ d
b, B A BRI DoS, % i B /AL
& J& PortScan, & 5 i C (1) 02 & DDoS. 7
CIDDS-001 s £E v, % 7o A B /0 B0k 2
BruteForce, % J' %y B ) /0 £ 28 )& Pingscan, % J7
uis C 1Y /D & Portscan.

SLEGZE LR, 7E CICIDS2017 B4, &
SRAS B 7 o A (14 R A VE BB A, R A R o
F0.9, HABCEAG AR 855 T 2502,
Z i, 7E CIDDS-001 Bl 45 v, B AE A [l
KA FUE ERF BRI 82 . BRI, 2551
ANy i 2 I S AR TR 6/ DB R AR A L 1

2.3 XSS

ARSI TS T 1 09 286 A AR ARG
i 42 (CICIDS2017 1 CIDDS-001) X = Ff 8. 1k ik
AT PPAG o 38 ok 0 X A5 Y RS B EA T IR AL, B
A 55 Xk 4 Ry S 1R R A iy 75 7 S A LR B8 1) o)
oo PPAL R EOCHER 3 . G ISA FLE, Xt
AR RS 42 1] S WU R ZE a4 R B,
AR WP RE Ty . R E RS A L4
JR R RL A RN bty b (R AR MRS AU SR A5 I R A8 TR
B 20k, BRI D mAREAC 109K,
2.3.1 WSt

AR CHRETF CICIDS2017 ¥ 46 %) 4% 5 vk 1y Ui
ST T X He A BT . B EE] CICIDS2017 %4

BERFELE FE | A0 An AL A, REE T 4 T b Sz B
A I R ISR, R AR Y S S T
ZHPEERIF . T FedAvg Fl FedHe A4 i 48
— (A SRR, A A TR RS AR L FedMID
HFedCKD 5 FedCKD #Y Wi £ i £k , W& 3
B

—o— FedMD
—e— HFedCKD
4 —o— FedCKD
o 3
®
%)
1
— |
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
AR

Ca) IR 55 dhs i RO MR S50 27

100

80
@60
XK
B 40

20

s N VRN P
20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
SRS/
(b) & P A RISt 3

—e— FedMD
—o— HFedCKD
—e— FedCKD
—o— HFedCKD
== FedCKD




210 b K 2 g A RRERD 2026 457 2 1
0.20 — XT T AR RGP E e R =
s e TLAGHD; (FLOPs) . SCHIRE M % 7 oot Y 5 4 Jy A5 78U 4%

. ' ey HEAT 20 R AR U 45, FFA— TR P 3 5 R 55 2 )

X 0.10 LHE LN ERFET, G

rice . N

= T & BB AE CICIDS2017 [ Bkt 38 1 5 2
0.05 T FLOPs JF8Y, SEga g R antal 4 i .

350
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 si6L 292.93
WFRK . 250501 54y, 266992
& 250} -
(©) %P9 B s 3 S
600 ‘ = 200}
500 -2 lt;iltdlgm) B 1s0f
—— FedCKD
400 : i—[ﬁ(illgg[) K100 F 76.158

% | I

K - 0

X

- GFLOPs
200 WFedAvg ©FedMD © FedHe = HFedCKD M FedCKD
100 B4 SRR

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
EFRIK
(d) % P C By sl 3
&l 3 FedCKD i 2 B i Sk 34

Fig.3 Convergence trends of loss values in Fed CKD
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Tab.4 Global model ablation experiment results in CICIDS2017

ok Benign DoS DDoS PortScan
X
Pre Rec Fl Pre Rec Fl Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec Fl
FedMD 0.88 0.98 0.92 0.99 0.87 0.93 0.99 1 1 0.99 0.99 0.99
BTl 0.93 0.99 0.96 0.99 0.94 0.96 1 1 1 0.99 1 1
HE 0.89 0.98 0.93 0.99 0.90 0.94 0.99 1 1 0.99 0.99 0.99
FedCKD 0.96 0.99 0.97 0.99 0.97 0.98 1 1 1 1 0.99 1
# 5 CIDDS-001 L4 Ry Rl i i 92 g 4
Tab.5 Global model ablation experiment results in CIDDS-001
. Normal Portscan DoS Pingscan Bruteforce
Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1
FedMD 091 098 095 091 091 091 1 1 1 0.94 094 094 095 082 0.88
25 096 095 095 097 093 0.95 1 1 1 097 095 096 094 097 0.96
HE 091 097 095 092 093 0093 1 1 1 0.95 096 095 095 090  0.93
FedCKD 099 094 098 1 0.95 097 1 1 1 096 098 097 093 099 0.96
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Tab.6 Client model ablation experiment results in CICIDS2017
Benign DoS DDoS PortScan
5 Vi ik
Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec Fl Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1
FedMD 0.87 0.99 0.93 0.99 0.91 0.95 1 1 1 0.99 0.99 0.99
A 25 0.88 0.99 0.93 0.98 0.8 0.88 1 1 1 0.99 0.99 0.99
EEN 0.90  0.99 0.95 0.99 0.91 0.94 1 1 1 1 0.99 1
FedCKD 0.88 0.99 0.93 1 0.85 0.91 1 1 1 1 1 1
FedMD 0.90 0.99 0.94 0.99 0.95 0.95 1 1 1 0.98 0.90 0.94
B B3l 0.95 0.99 0.97 1 0.91 0.95 1 1 1 0.95 0.90 0.93
HET 0.97 0.99 0.98 1 0.93 0.96 1 1 1 0.99 0.96 0.97
FedCKD 0.98 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 1 1 1 1 0.99 0.99
FedMD 0.89 0.99 0.94 0.99 0.96 0.97 0.95 0.94 0.95 0.99 1 0.99
C 251 0.93 0.99 0.96 0.99 1 1 0.99 0.90 0.95 1 0.99 1
HET 0.92 0.99 0.96 0.99 1 1 0.99 0.96 0.98 1 1 1
FedCKD 0.92 0.99 0.96 0.99 1 0.99 1 0.96 0.98 1 1 1
# 7 CIDDS-001 k@%b 0 il S e 4 21
Tab.7 Client model ablation experiment results in CIDDS-001
Normal Portscan DoS Pingscan Bruteforce
Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1
FedMD 091 099 095 0.88 0.93 0.90 1 1 1 094 097 095 092 085 0.88
25 0.93 099 095 094 0.95 0.95 1 1 1 095 096 096 0.90 0.82 0.86
e W] 096 0.99 097 095 0.97 0.96 1 1 1 097 098 098 097 091 094
FedCKD  0.93 1 096 095 0.96 0.96 1 1 1 0.96 0.98 0.97 1 0.9 095
FedMD  0.96 098 097 0838 0.94 0091 1 1 1 0.94 080 088 095 0.95 0.95
eSSl 097 098 098 0.90 0.92 091 1 0.99 1 091 079 0.85 0.96 097 097
HES 098 097 097 092 092 092 099 0.99 1 0.94 087 091 097 096 0.96
FedCKD 0.98 098 098 0.85 097 0091 1 1 1 098 0.85 092 095 0.99 097
FedMD  0.94 098 0.96 0.91 090 0.90 1 1 1 0.95 097 09 092 091 091
2551 0.97 098 098 093 0.89 0091 1 1 1 0.97 098 098 096 0.97 097
HET 098 096 097 095 092 094 1 0.99 1 097 098 098 097 097 097
FedCKD 098 0.98 0.98 1 093 0.96 1 1 1 096 098 0.97 0.93 098 0.96
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Fig. 5 Comparison of global model accuracy on server
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Tab.8 Comparison of global model performance of federated learning in CICIDS2017

Benign DoS DDoS PortScan
A7
Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1
FedAvg 0.89 0.99 0.94 0.99 0.93 0.96 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98
FedMD 0.88 0.98 0.92 0.99 0.87 0.93 0.99 1 1 0.99 0.99 0.99
HFedCKD 0.92 0.99 0.96 1 0.91 0.95 1 1 1 1 0.99 0.99
FedCKD 0.96 0.99 0.97 0.99 0.97 0.98 1 1 1 1 0.99 1
# 9 CIDDS-001 [ iEkFR: ) 22 R BIPERE X 1L
Tab.9 Comparison of global model performance of federated learning in CIDDS-001
ik Normal Portscan DoS Pingscan Bruteforce
Pre Rec 1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec Fl Pre Rec F1
FedAvg 094 098 096 08 085 0.84 1 1 1 093 092 092 08 081 081
FedMD 091 098 095 091 091 0091 1 1 1 094 094 094 095 082 088
HFedCKD 093 099 096 098 095 0.97 1 1 1 096 098 097 098 092 095
FedCKD 099 094 0.98 1 095 0.97 1 1 1 096 098 097 093 099 0.96
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Fig. 6 Comparison of accuracy of client-side local model
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Tab. 10  Performance comparison of local deployment of federated learning models in CICIDS2017
Benign DoS DDoS PortScan
1 v (2R3
Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec Fl Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1
FedAvg 0.89 0.99 0.94 0.99 0.93 0.96 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98
FedMD 0.87 0.99 0.93 0.99 0.91 0.95 1 1 1 0.99 0.99 0.99
A FedHe 0.82 1 0.90 1 0.78 0.87 0.99 1 1 0.99 1 1
HFedCKD 0.77 0.99 0.87 1 0.65 0.79 0.96 1 0.98 0.99 0.99 0.99
FedCKD 0.88 0.99 0.93 1 0.85 0.91 1 1 1 1 1 1
FedAvg 0.89 0.99 0.94 0.99 0.93 0.96 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98
FedMD 0.90 0.99 0.94 0.99 0.95 0.95 1 1 1 0.98 0.90 0.94
B FedHe 0.79 1 0.88 1 1 1 0.99 1 1 1 0.73 0.84
HFedCKD 0.64 0.99 0.78 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.44 0.61
FedCKD 0.98 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 1 1 1 1 0.99 0.99
FedAvg 0.89 0.99 0.94 0.99 0.93 0.96 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98
FedMD 0.89 0.99 0.94 0.99 0.96 0.97 0.95 0.94 0.95 0.99 1 0.99
C FedHe 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 1 0.99 0.99 0.99 1 0.99
HFedCKD 0.73 0.98 0.84 0.97 0.99 0.99 1 0.96 0.77 0.99 1 0.99
FedCKD 0.92 0.99 0.96 0.99 1 0.99 1 0.96 0.98 1 1 1
# 11 CIDDS-001 L ({2 > B AUAC Hb 025 P RE X LE
Tab. 11 Performance comparison of local deployment of federated learning models in CIDDS-001
Normal Portscan DoS Pingscan Bruteforce
1 Uiy "k
Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1 Pre Rec F1
FedAvg 094 098 096 088 085 084 1 1 1 093 092 092 0838 081 0.81
FedMD 0.91 099 0.95 088 0.93 0.90 1 1 1 0.94 097 095 092 085 0.88
A FedHe 0.92 099 0.96 090 0.96 0.93 1 0.99 1 0.95 097 096 099 0.92 0.90
HFedCKD 0.89 0.99 094 0.72 0.96 0.82 1 1 1 093 098 095 099 0.5 0.68
FedCKD  0.93 1 096 095 096 0.96 1 1 1 0.96 098 0.97 1 0.9 095
FedAvg 0.94 098 096 088 0.85 0.84 1 1 1 0.93 092 092 088 0.81 0.81
FedMD 0.96 098 0.97 088 0.94 0091 1 1 1 0.94 080 0.88 0.95 0.95 0.95
B FedHe 097 098 097 084 096 0.90 1 1 1 097 078 087 094 0.99 0.96
HFedCKD  0.98 0.98 0.98 0.82 0.97 0.89 1 1 1 097 077 086 095 098 0.97
FedCKD 098 098 098 0.85 097 091 1 1 1 098 0.85 092 095 099 0.97
FedAvg 0.94 098 096 088 0.85 0.84 1 1 1 0.93 092 092 088 0.81 0.81
FedMD 094 098 096 091 0.90 0.90 1 1 1 095 097 096 092 091 0091
C FedHe 0.98 098 0.98 1 0.83  0.90 1 0.99 1 095 098 096 085 098 0091
HFedCKD 0.99 096 0.98 099 0.37 0.53 1 1 1 0.95 098 096 060 0.99 0.75
FedCKD 098 0.98 0.98 1 0.93 0.96 1 1 1 096 098 097 093 098 0.96
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