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offers a practical solution by using compact neural network models and energy-
efficient detection techniques. The proposed approach uses a hierarchical detection
strategy in which sensor nodes perform initial anomaly detection using ultra-
lightweight models, while cluster heads perform more detailed classification.
Techniques such as model pruning, quantization, feature selection, and knowledge
distillation help reduce memory usage and energy consumption [4], [6], [16]. The
system aims to achieve high intrusion detection accuracy while minimizing energy
consumption and communication overhead, making intelligent security more suitable
for resource-constrained WSN environments [8], [18].
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1.INTRODUCTION

Wireless Sensor Networks are groups of sensor devices that gather, handle and send data using wireless links. Wireless
Sensor Networks are widely used in modern settings that need constant monitoring [1]. However sensor nodes
normally run on batteries. Have small memory, weak processing power and low communication capacity. This makes
Wireless Sensor Networks face security problems. Attackers can take advantage of sensor nodes or wireless links to
break Wireless Sensor Networks operations change data or shorten the life of Wireless Sensor Networks [15]. Intrusion
Detection Systems watch network activity and spot strange actions.. Usual Intrusion Detection Systems methods may
rely on central monitoring or heavy machine learning models that use a lot of energy and add communication load [2].
Deep learning can find patterns and spot new attacks. Yet older deep learning models are often too big to run on sensor
nodes directly [13] [19]. Therefore small deep learning methods are needed to make intrusion detection work, in
Wireless Sensor Networks while keeping security, detection accuracy and use of resources in balance [9] [18].
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2.FUNDAMENTAL CONCEPTS OF WSN AND IDS

A Wireless Sensor Network consists of a number of small sensor nodes that communicate wirelessly to collect, process
and transmit information from the surrounding environment. Each sensor node generally contains sensing components,
a processor, memory, a wireless communication module and a power source. WSNs are widely used in monitoring,
healthcare, industrial automation and smart systems but they operate under limitations related to battery energy,
processing capability, memory, bandwidth and wireless communication reliability. An Intrusion Detection System
monitors network traffic and node behavior to identify activities. Anomaly-based IDS learns network behavior and
identifies deviations as possible attacks whereas signature-based IDS identifies attacks by comparing activities with
known attack patterns.

Deep learning models can automatically learn patterns from network data with CNNs supporting feature extraction
and LSTM-based models analyzing temporal patterns in network traffic. However standard deep learning models
require memory and computational power making lightweight techniques necessary for deployment, in resource-
constrained environments.

3.PROPOSED METHODOLOGY

The proposed Lightweight Deep Learning IDS follows an energy-aware methodology that fits the limits of Wireless
Sensor Networks. The network is split into three levels: sensor nodes, cluster heads and a base station. The sensor
nodes sense data. Do a first check for intrusions. The cluster heads gather alerts. Run a thorough attack classification.
The base station performs analysis manages the model and monitors security. Data from the network can be gathered
when things run normally or when attacks happen. It is processed using features such as packet inter-arrival time,
packet transmission rate, neighbor consistency, RSSI variations, retransmission counts and routing anomalies. The
models are trained offline on datasets that contain both malicious traffic. After training the models are compressed
before they are put onto sensor nodes and cluster heads [12]. The base station can update the models from time to time
when new attack patterns appear so the Lightweight Deep Learning IDS stays strong, against threats [11].

4.LIGHTWEIGHT DEEP LEARNING TECHNIQUES

Lightweight Deep Learning is, about building models that work well for intrusion detection but use less computational
power, memory and energy. Compact CNNs are used to extract features. Lightweight LSTM or GRU models help
analyze time-based network patterns. Autoencoders support detecting behavior in data. When a few features are
available small fully connected networks can still be effective [13][19].

Model compression plays a role. Pruning removes weights and neurons. Quantization reduces the precision of
numbers, which cuts down on memory use and processing needs. Knowledge distillation lets a smaller model learn
the parts of a larger model [4] [6] [16].

Energy-aware feature selection helps by choosing the most useful data from network traffic. This reduces processing.
Local feature. Anomaly screening lower the amount of data sent over the network. In sensor networks sending data
uses a lot of energy so reducing communication makes the system more efficient [9] [18].

5.SYSTEM ARCHITECTURE
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The system that is being suggested uses a three-tier structure that is arranged in a hierarchy to spread out security tasks
across the network. In the tier sensor nodes gather information about the network and do basic detection of anything
unusual using a model that is extremely light in terms of resources. When the activity is normal the node keeps working
as usual. When something unusual is found the node sends a report to the cluster head. In the tier the cluster heads
take care of combining alerts mixing features doing a deeper classification of attacks making decisions based on trust
and responding locally to anything that seems suspicious. In the tier the base station or the cloud layer deals with
checking the whole network for security analyzing things over a long period training models and updating them
changing security policies and providing reports. Because of this tasks that need a lot of computing power are not
handled by the battery-powered sensor nodes. Only the events that are considered suspicious or information that has
been summarized move, from the sensor nodes to the cluster heads and then to the base station. This helps reduce the
amount of communication needed and makes the system work in a way that uses energy efficiently [9] [11].

6.INTEGRATED ROLE OF LIGHTWEIGHT DL-IDS

6. INTEGRATED ROLE OF LIGHTWEIGHT DL-IDS
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Lightweight Deep Learning IDS serves as an energy-aware security layer inside the Wireless Sensor Network.
Lightweight Deep Learning IDS continuously watches network behavior. Can spot both known and new attack
patterns [2] [13]. Lightweight Deep Learning IDS can change its operation based on remaining energy, traffic load
and threat level which lets it use detection methods when energy is low. Lightweight Deep Learning IDS also filters
traffic before malicious packets spread, cutting unnecessary communication and protecting precious network resources
[15]. Lightweight Deep Learning IDS supplies details about attack type, severity, odd node behavior and confidence
enabling higher-level parts to make routing and security choices. This approach lets the Wireless Sensor Network be

safer and more reliable in uses such, as industrial monitoring, healthcare, smart cities, agriculture and environmental
monitoring [1] [15].

7.RESULT ANALYSIS
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The performance analysis shows that Lightweight Deep Learning IDS can achieve detection accuracy close to standard
deep learning approaches while requiring significantly fewer resources. In the proposed comparison, traditional
machine learning achieved a detection accuracy of 92.5%, standard deep learning achieved 96.8%, and lightweight
deep learning achieved 95.2%. Lightweight Deep Learning also demonstrated competitive precision, recall, and F1-
score while maintaining a significantly smaller model size and lower energy consumption. These results show that
model compression and efficient neural network design can preserve much of the detection capability of larger models
while reducing memory and computational requirements [4], [16]. The proposed approach therefore supports faster
local decision-making, improved network lifetime, and the detection of multiple attack types while maintaining a
balance between security and energy efficiency [9], [18].

8.DISCUSSION

The proposed Lightweight Deep Learning-based IDS offers a balance between security performance and the limited
resources available in Wireless Sensor Networks. Standard deep learning models may offer detection accuracy but
their large size and computational requirements make them hard to deploy directly on battery-powered sensor nodes.
Lightweight deep learning addresses this problem through architectures, model compression, feature selection and
hierarchical decision-making [4] [9]. However the effectiveness of the system depends on the quality and diversity of

LJSCI | Volume 3 Issue 9, September 2026 | https://ijsci.com 95



International Journal of Sciences and Innovation Engineering ISSN
(Online):3049-0251

training data the level of model compression and changing network conditions [2] [13]. Therefore an effective
Lightweight DL-IDS must carefully balance detection accuracy, energy efficiency and deployment complexity.

9.ADVANTAGES

The proposed Lightweight Deep Learning IDS offers advantages for energy-constrained Wireless Sensor Networks.
It can achieve detection performance while using fewer computational resources than conventional deep learning
models [16]. Local anomaly detection reduces communication and helps conserve battery power resulting in improved
energy efficiency and an extended network lifetime. The hierarchical architecture distributes tasks among sensor
nodes, cluster heads and the base station supporting scalability in large-scale WSN deployments. In addition deep
learning techniques can identify patterns and adapt to different types of attacks making the system more flexible and
intelligent [13] [19]. The major advantage of the proposed approach is its ability to provide security while minimizing
the impact, on the limited energy, memory and processing resources of sensor nodes [9] [18].

10.LIMITATIONS

Despite its advantages Lightweight Deep Learning IDS has limitations. Lightweight Deep Learning IDS relies largely
on high-quality and varied training data. If the data is limited or unrepresentative detection performance may fall [2]
[12]. Lightweight Deep Learning IDS faces an accuracy-compression trade-off; much pruning or quantization can
lower the model’s performance [4] [16]. Managing updates for Lightweight Deep Learning IDS across sensor nodes
can be hard and changes in network layout or environment can hurt detection performance and raise false alarms. Most
sensor nodes cannot run deep-learning training on their own because of low power and limited compute so centralized
or distributed model management becomes necessary [9] [18].

11.FUTURE DIRECTIONS

Many new ideas could make Lightweight Deep Learning IDS for Wireless Sensor Networks. Federated learning lets
many devices work together to improve Lightweight Deep Learning IDS models without sending all data to one place,
which cuts down on communication and supports learning everywhere [8] [11]. Future Lightweight Deep Learning
IDS can also use IDS methods that change detection thresholds, model size and sampling rates by themselves based
on network conditions. Trust-based security tools can join with Lightweight Deep Learning IDS results to give safety
against bad nodes and cross-layer detection can pull data from several network layers to spot clever attacks more easily
[15]. Building hardware-aware neural networks and testing Lightweight Deep Learning IDS, on sensor boards and
standard data sets can also make Lightweight Deep Learning IDS more dependable and useful [16] [18].

12.CONCLUSION

Wireless Sensor Networks need security methods that can work inside limits of power, memory and calculation.
Traditional Intrusion Detection Systems and normal deep learning models can give security but are usually too heavy
for a sensor node to run. Lightweight Deep Learning IDS supplies an answer by using tiny models choosing only the
best features cutting away extra parts, shrinking data size and using layered detection. These techniques lower the load
while still detecting attacks well. [4] [6] [16] The new design spreads detection work across the sensor nodes, the
cluster leaders and the base station. This spread cuts down on communication and saves energy. Results show that
Lightweight Deep Learning IDS can reach security performance close to that of deep learning while letting the network
last longer and grow more easily. [9] [18] Overall Lightweight Deep Learning IDS looks promising for protecting
power-tight Wireless Sensor Networks. Future changes, in learning, federated learning, trust systems and
hardware-aware model design can make security, speed and real-world use even better. [8] [15]
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