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Abstract—The rise of deep learning has led to various success-
ful attempts to apply deep neural networks (DNNs) for important
networking tasks such as intrusion detection. Yet, running DNNs
in the network control plane, as typically done in existing
proposals, suffers from high latency that impedes the practicality
of such approaches. This paper introduces NetNN, a novel DNN-
based intrusion detection system that runs completely in the
network data plane to achieve low latency. NetNN adopts raw
packet information as input, avoiding complicated feature engi-
neering. NetNN mimics the DNN dataflow execution by mapping
DNN parts to a network of programmable switches, executing
partial DNN computations on individual switches, and generating
packets carrying intermediate execution results between these
switches. We implement NetNN in P4 and demonstrate the
feasibility of such an approach. Experimental results show that
NetNN can improve the intrusion detection accuracy to 99%
while meeting the real-time requirement.

I. INTRODUCTION

In network security, Intrusion Detection Systems (IDSes)
play an important role in identifying and responding to anoma-
lous behaviors in network traffic. Traditional IDSes commonly
employ statistical methods which rely on a prior knowledge
of known attack patterns [1], [2]. However, these methods
are limited in detecting unknown attacks, necessitating a more
advanced and adaptive approach. Recently, machine learning
(ML) approaches, such as Decision Trees (DTs) and Random
Forests (RFs), have made their way into networking tasks such
as intrusion detection [3], [4], [5], [6]. While using DTs and
RFs reduces the required expertise in the field and provides
insights about the decisions similar to rule-based approaches,
it still requires a critical step called feature engineering—
selecting the best features among many to build the ML model.
This step is known to suffer from missing or sensitive features,
and is prone to overfitting.

Deep learning has gained tremendous attention due to its
successes in various applications such as speech recogni-
tion, computer vision, and natural language processing [7],
[8]. Deep neural networks (DNNs) can automatically ex-
tract features from large and complex data sets, and learn
nonlinear relationships between input and output variables,
making them a well-suited approach for complex decision-
making applications such as detecting intrusions in network
traffic. As a result, several successful attempts have been made
to build IDSes based on DNNs, with significant detection
accuracy improvement [9], [10], [11]. However, these attempts
implement the DNN-based intrusion detection models in the

network control plane, incurring high latency and thus failing
to meet stringent timing requirements.

Over the last decade, programmable network devices (e.g.,
programmable switches and SmartNICs) have been increas-
ingly adopted in modern networks, allowing to implement
customized network functions in the network data plane. This
has not only accelerated network innovations [12], [13], [11],
[14], but also inspired new directions such as in-network
computing where computations (e.g., aggregation, caching,
and coordination) are offloaded to the network data plane for
low-latency high-throughput processing [15], [16], [17].

Given the ever-increasing need for real-time network secu-
rity and rapid advancements in programmable networks, it is
imperative to explore the potential of leveraging programmable
networks for efficient intrusion detection using DNNs. This
raises an important question: Can we harness the capabilities
of programmable networks, such as the packet processing
speed and nanosecond-level latency offered by modern pro-
grammable switches, to effectively perform DNN-based intru-
sion detection in a timely and efficient manner? DNN serving
would achieve an unprecedented level of performance if the
DNN is executed entirely in the network data plane. Since
programmable switches are natively responsible for moving
the DNN input data, with this design, the inference can be
performed “on the fly,” eliminating the need for external
accelerators. However, to achieve inference at the line rate, it is
essential to have pure data-plane DNN implementations which
expose unique challenges due to complex DNN computations
and limited hardware capabilities.

We present NetNN, the first intelligent data-plane sys-
tem that enables the execution of DNNs using a set of
programmable switches for intrusion detection. To this end,
NetNN 1 maps the DNN neurons and associated weights
to a set of programmable switches, 2 mimics the execution
workflow of the DNN and routes the DNN execution results
with network packets, and 3 issues instructions to individual
switches, wherein each switch is tasked with executing the
computations dictated by the neurons specifically assigned to
it. Overall, this paper makes the following contributions. After
presenting the motivation for IDSes in network data planes and
identifying the challenges (Section II), we

• present the design of NetNN, including its overall archi-
tecture and components (Section III);

• introduce a novel network design for DNN-based IDSes
that not only advances state-of-the-art intrusion detection
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Fig. 1: The DNN architecture used in NetNN with two
Conv1D layers (Conv2D with the second dimension as one),
followed by a flatten and three dense layers.

accuracy but also enables deep learning inference execu-
tion completely in the data plane (Section III-B);

• implement a system prototype for NetNN1. using the P4
language, and evaluate it using a Covert Channel dataset
(Section IV). Overall, NetNN increases the accuracy of
intrusion detection systems on programmable switches to
83% without the need for feature engineering and 99%
by adding the hardware timestamp when packets arrive
(packets’ inter-arrival time) and the majority voting of the
same flow’s packets classification.

II. MOTIVATION

A. Feature Extraction for Intrusion Detection

To understand the importance of features engineering in tra-
ditional approaches for intrusion detection and the advantages
of deep learning based approaches, we compare the accuracy
achieved by the state-of-the-art decision-tree-based approach
NetBeacon [5], an eXtreme Gradient Boosting (XGBoost) [18]
decision trees model with randomly selected features, and
NetNN, for both packet and flow classification on a convert
channel detection dataset [3]. The covert channel detection
dataset consists of 1000 flows encoded by two censorship
resistance tools: Facet [19] and DeltaShaper [20].
Packet classification. For NetNN, we use the first 68 (max-
imum of UDP and IP header size) raw bytes of the packets
(from the dataset [3]) and train a neural network with three
layers (a 1D convolutional layer with 32 filters, a dense layer
with 50 neurons, and another dense layer with 100 neurons)
similar to [21]. For NetBeacon, we train an XGBoost model
using the packet’s length and inter-arrival time. For the random
selection approach, we select a random subset of the same
features of NetBeacon and train an XGBoost model. With only
the packet features (length and inter-arrival time), NetBeacon
reaches the accuracy of 58% using the XGBoost classifier. The
accuracy drops to 51% when selecting a random set (10%)
of lengths and inter-arrival times. On the other hand, NetNN
achieves an accuracy of 83% by just using the first 68 bytes
of raw representation of the packets.
Flow classification. For the flow classification of NetNN, we
train a neural network (a 1D convolutional layer with 32 filters

1NetNN open source code: https://github.com/shynfard/netnn
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Fig. 2: Comparison of NetBeacon, Random, and NetNN for
both packet and flow classification.

followed by another 1D convolutional layer with 64 filters, a
dense layer with 50 neurons, another dense layer with 100
neurons, and a final output layer as depicted in Figure 1)
with the first 68 bytes of the first power of two packets (1st,
2nd, 4th, ..., 1024th) with the minimum and maximum of
inter-arrival times up to the 1024th packet. We injected a
flow identifier as a feature to the input to help the neural
network model generate similar outputs for the packets from
the same flow. At the end, we aggregate the classification
results of the ten packets and report the final category of
the flow based on the majority votes. For NetBeacon, similar
to FlowLens [3], we use buckets for length and inter-arrival
time distributions of all the packets in the dataset, roughly 14
million packets (7 million malicious and 7 million benign).
Specifically, we use 1500 buckets for different lengths (1, 2, ...,
1500) and 3000 buckets for inter-arrival times (0-60 seconds
distributed to 3000 buckets with lengths of 12 milliseconds).
We randomly select 10% of lengths and inter-arrival times
buckets for the random feature approach. With the flow level
features, Netbeacon’s accuracy reaches 94% while selecting a
random subset of features reduces the accuracy considerably to
62%. On the contrary, NetNN achieves a validation accuracy
of over 99% with less information as shown in Figure 2.

Flow-level feature extraction is quite expensive in the data
plane as accurately calculating statistical features of pack-
ets such as inter-arrival rate or length distribution requires
floating-point arithmetic, which is not available on the pro-
grammable switches data plane such as Intel Tofino. More-
over, storing and updating features require careful design and
management of multiple hash tables [3], [5], [6]. On the other
hand, we observe the importance of careful feature selection by
using a random set of 50 features from FlowLens [3], resulting
in the lowest accuracy. The above combined raises the question
of how to reduce the overhead of feature extraction.

B. Our Goal

Our goal is to design a new intrusion detection system
based on DNNs that run completely in the network data
plane, leveraging the performance of modern programmable
switches. With that, a network operator can scan network
traffic at the line rate and analyze it accurately directly in
the network data plane. The following objectives encapsulate
the underlying motivations guiding our design principles.
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No feature engineering. We aim to avoid the use of fea-
tures for packet/flow classification since gathering features
is both computing and storage expensive, as we discuss in
Section II-A. Therefore, our objective is mainly to use raw
packet representation plus inter-arrival time information to
feed a DNN model for intrusion detection.
Model scalability. We aim to deploy large DNNs with
hundreds of thousands of operations per inference for high
accuracy, which is not possible on only one switch as discussed
in Section II-C. Therefore, we propose to deploy a DNN by
breaking it into multiple parts and distributing each part’s
weights to a different programmable switch similar to [14].

C. Intrusion Detection on Programmable Switches

Intrusion detection on programmable switches (e.g., based
on decision trees) has become popular due to the increasing
demand for real-time network security [3], [5], [22], [4], [2].
By performing intrusion detection directly in the data plane,
the processing overhead and the network traffic can be signifi-
cantly reduced, resulting in faster and more efficient intrusion
detection. Additionally, since the programmable switches are
located at strategic points in the network topology, they can
provide better visibility into the network traffic, making it
easier to detect and prevent network attacks.
Processing constraint. To ensure line-rate processing in pro-
grammable switches, the data plane programs (e.g., written in
P4) must employ simple packet processing instructions. Each
pipeline stage in the switch imposes a fixed processing time
on packets. This restriction limits the number and complexity
of operations performed within each stage. Floating-point
operations, loops, and even integer multiplication/division are
usually not supported. Also, the actions associated with each
table are constrained to restricted simpler operations, such as
additions and bit shifts.
Memory constraint. The memory architecture of pro-
grammable switches imposes various constraints on the data
structures used in P4 programs. Such switches incorporate
two high-speed memory types: TCAM (Ternary Content Ad-
dressable Memory), which facilitates rapid table lookups, and
SRAM (Static Random Access Memory), which allows P4
programs to maintain state across packets. However, the avail-
able stateful memory in programmable switches is limited,
typically in 10s of MB. Also, accessing all available registers
can be challenging since registers within one stage of the
processing pipeline cannot be accessed from different stages.

III. SYSTEM DESIGN

We present NetNN, a system that leverages the network data
plane for fast and accurate intrusion detection. We start with
a design overview and then dive into the major components.

A. System Overview

A DNN is characterized by its layered architecture, con-
sisting of multiple interconnected layers of neurons. This
architecture typically includes an initial layer, one or more in-
termediate layers, and a final output layer. Within these layers,
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Fig. 3: An overview of the NetNN architecture.

neurons are connected via weighted connections, allowing for
complex information processing. This work focuses on three
different layer types, Convolutional, MaxPooling, and Dense
layers, where each of the layers has different properties such
as convolutional kernel and maxpooling window.

Figure 3 (top left) shows a simple DNN and provides a high-
level overview of NetNN consisting of three key components:
Mapper, Packet Generator, and Neural Network Executor. The
system takes a trained model as input and decides the number
of needed switches by leveraging the layered architecture of
the DNNs. Take the model in Figure 1 as an example. After the
model has been provided to the system, the system decides the
number of switches, in this case, layer by layer (Convolutional
and Dense layers) per switch. Moreover, since switches have
multiple pipelines to process packets in parallel, we divide
the convolutional layers filter by filter and, divide the dense
neurons by the number of neurons and map each partition to
a switch pipeline (details in Section III-B).

When a packet enters the Feature Extractor switch we first
extract the packet identifier (5-tuple: src.ip, src.port,
dst.ip, dst.port, and proto) and capture the packet’s
arrival time. Then, we check if the packet belongs to a flow
recorded before. If it is recorded in the flow table, we calculate
the simple inter-arrival time features of the flow up to the
current packet. We further check whether the current packet
should be treated as an inference point (see Section III-C). If
so, we extract the packet’s first 68 bytes (maximum UDP/IP
datagram size) and take each bit as input to our model,
including the inter-arrival time features. When the features are
preprocessed, the feature extractor switch generates packets
from the set of features based on the next layer type with
respect to the network topology and the mappings as described
in Section III-D. The packets are generated using the convo-
lution kernel if the next layer is a convolutional layer. Finally,
we execute the DNN operations based on the layer type (see
Section III-C) using simple arithmetic operations (bit-shifting
and addition). If the layer is convolutional, we dot product the
neurons by the link weights and aggregate the results. After
all the results are computed for a layer, a similar approach for
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the first layer packet generation is applied to the rest of the
layers, e.g., the results are treated as new packets, and based
on the next layer type, the packets are generated and routed.

B. Mapper

In this part, we focus on the DNN partition problem to fit
the model on a set of programmable switches and provide
an efficient execution flow of the DNN. Most DNNs have a
layered structure, and we decide to partition the DNNs across
switches layer by layer, as done similarly in [14]. We follow
the same practice and assign each layer to a switch. There are
layers without weights, such as MaxPooling layers, typically
employed after convolutional layers to reduce overfitting and
increase computational efficiency. MaxPooling layers, unlike
other layers in a neural network, do not involve learnable
weight parameters. Instead, they perform computations based
on a fixed operation to downsample and retain the most impor-
tant information from the input data. Since these layers do not
have weight parameters, we fit them alongside their previous
convolutional layers. After mapping the layers/neurons to
switches, we store the model weights on switches as follows.
Convolutional layers. We divide the filters by the pipelines
on a switch. The filter-splitting approach suits the switch
architecture well since there is no communication between any
two filters in the same convolutional layer, and computations
can be done in parallel. For the model in Figure 1, each
pipeline in the first switch receives two filters, while the second
switch receives four filters per pipeline. In the inference phase,
after the convolutional layers, there are MaxPooling layers,
which will fit in the same switches as shown in Figure 4.

There are two different approaches to storing the weights
of convolution layers: register arrays in the data plane and
table entries through the control plane. With register arrays,
we can read and write them in real-time during packet process-
ing since it does not involve software processing. However,
register arrays often have limited capacity due to hardware
constraints, and they are typically designed for transient data
storage needed during packet processing and not for persistent
data. With table entries, we benefit from simplified manage-
ment of them since the modification is usually handled through
APIs. However, accessing and processing entries in tables via
the control plane can introduce a higher latency compared
to data plane register arrays. This latency is due to software
processing and lookup operations, making tables less suitable
for real-time packet processing. We use table entries to access
the persistent data (layers’ weights) and register arrays for
storing data(features)/intermediate data in real time.

To store the weights of the convolutional layers, we use
the filter number and the position of the weight in that filter
(Filter,Weigthi,Weightj) as the identifier. However, we
need a more complex 3D table entry on the switch. Therefore,
we need to map the 3D identifier to a 1D space, which is usu-
ally done by their multiplication, Filter×Height×Width,
that maps a number from R3 −→ R. However, calculating
the multiplications on the data plane is computationally ex-
pensive as multiplications are not natively supported on the

programmable switches. Therefore, we use an available hash
function on the data plane to create a unique index using
similar identifiers, i.e., Hash(Filter ×Height×Width).
Dense layers. We follow the same approach as in the con-
volutional layer, we divide the layer by the number of dense
neurons. Similar arguments apply here as there is no commu-
nication between two dense neurons in the same layer, and the
dense neuron computations can be executed in parallel. We use
a similar data structure (table entry) for storing the weights of
dense layers. However, storing dense weights is simpler than
convolutional weights as one can access the dense weights by
a number (weight identifier) instead of three numbers.

So far, we have mapped a DNN with different layers to a set
of switches. Next, we need to trigger the DNN computations
through the events of packet arrivals. When a packet arrives
at a switch, we need to mimic the DNN execution using
network packets. We first identify the next layer where the
input/intermediate data should be sent. Based on the layer type,
we follow different strategies:
Convolutional layers. If the next layer type is a convolutional
layer, we put the related data based on the kernel size of
the convolutional layer to the packet header (including the
necessary identifiers) and multicast the packet to all the next
switch pipelines. For instance, from the feature extractor
switch, we fetch a kernel size of features from the feature
register, add the filter number and weight positions in the
kernel (kerneli, kernelj) to the packet header, and create a
packet. The result of this approach is that when a packet arrives
at a convolutional switch, it can perform all the necessary
computations related to that exact packet header data, except
the MaxPooling part (discussed in Section III-C) as it requires
multiple packet headers. When the data in the packet headers
is processed, we get a final value for the current packet header
that will be used to generate the next packet header based on
the following layer type.
Dense layers. If the next layer is a dense layer, we multicast
each feature to all the next switch pipelines since each feature
is used by all the neurons of a dense layer. After all the
computations regarding the current data are completed, the
result is stored in a register array on the switch. After all
the computations regarding a dense neuron are finished, the
finalized value is ready to be sent to the pipelines of the next
switch based on the next layer type.

C. Neural Network Executor

When a packet arrives in the initial switch, we capture the
inter-arrival time and calculate the simple inter-arrival time
features (min, max) up to the current packet. After that, we
need to identify if the current packet is an inference point.
Following NetBeacon [5], we check whether a packet is in
the order of the power of two, namely (1, 2, 4, ...), as it
can be easily identified in a programmable switch by using a
bitwise AND operation between the number and its decrement
(if the result is zero, it means that the number is a power of
two). Upon an inference point, we start generating packets as
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Fig. 4: The workings of NetNN Mapper.

described before. We use the following procedures (based on
the layer type) to process the generated packets.
Convolutional and MaxPooling layers. For convolutional
layers, we first create the hash of the indices (filter number,
height, and width) of the required weights. After fetching the
weights from registers, we perform dot products for all the
weights and the values. We break down each multiplication
operation into a series of bit shifts for the dot production.
Specifically, we shift the input left by an amount determined
by the corresponding bit in the 8-bit weight. These shifts
are executed concurrently in a single processing stage, and
the interim results are stored temporarily. Then, a reduction
step combines the interim results. For 8-bit weights, this step
necessitates three stages. Performing integer multiplication in
the data plane is viable for executing an inference, but it takes
too many switch resources (stages). Therefore, we adopt an
alternative approach where we store all the dot product results
in a table to reduce the number of required stages. We store
all possible dot products with 8-bit to 8-bit values and use
a TCAM table to access the dot product with value—weight.
This approach requires one stage instead of three stages for the
dot product with the memory requirement of 216 8-bit values
(65 KB of memory). Next, we employ the ReLU activation
function to process the dot product result, which involves
examining the most significant bit (MSB), the sign bit, and
substituting the value with 0 when it is set to 1.

To perform MaxPooling operations, we need to be sure that
all the values regarding a MaxPooling window (a MaxPooling
window is a rectangular region of the values where the most
important value is selected) have arrived at the switch. To
ensure that, we use a bitmap (using a table) of each value and
flag its indexes when they arrive. Anytime a packet arrives, we
check the bitmap of the value. If all packets have arrived, we
fetch the results of all the packets from the convolutional layer
regarding the same MaxPooling window and find the maxi-
mum of the values within log(size(MaxPoolingwindow)).
After calculating the maximum value in the MaxPooling
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Fig. 5: The target network architecture.

window, we multicast it to the following switch pipelines.
Dense layers. For the dense layer, finding the index of the
dense neuron is relatively straightforward. When a packet
arrives at a switch running part of a dense layer, we use a
counter to access the dense table entry (the data structure
we use for storing the dense weights) to iterate over all the
dense weights. After the calculation, we store the intermediate
results in a register array and aggregate them as soon as the
processing associated with that neuron is finished. We repeat
the procedure until all variables from the previous layer are
processed. After that, we perform a ReLU activation function
(explained above) to see if we want to activate the neuron.
Finally, we multicast the result to the next switch pipelines.

D. Packet Generator

The data center network architecture we use is depicted
in Figure 5, which represents a multi-tier Clos network topol-
ogy [23]. Each tier has four programmable switches, each with
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four pipelines with ingress and egress parts. Each switch in a
tier is connected to all the switches in the above and bellow
tiers (if available) with 400 GbE links. For instance, there is
exactly one link from Switch 1 (pipeline 4) in the first tier to
Switch 8 (pipeline 1) in the second tier. The advantage of Clos
is that every switch from each tier is exactly two hops away
from another switch in the same tier. Leveraging this property,
we map the layers of the DNN exclusively to the lowest tier
switches, mitigating synchronization issues and eliminating
potential stragglers within the network. The downside of this
architecture is that there is no direct link between all the
pipelines of a switch in a tier to another switch in the above or
below tier. Therefore, we may need another tier to send packets
to the correct switch pipeline. In a similar example, there is
no direct link between pipeline 1 of Switch 1 to pipeline 1 of
Switch 8. Consequently, if we want to have the packet emitting
from pipeline 1 of Switch 1 in ingress part of pipeline 1 of
Switch 8, we need to send the packet to a middle switch and
then get the packet from the middle switch that is directly
connected to pipeline 1 of Switch 8, which in this scenario are
pipeline 4 of Switch 1 and pipeline 4 of Switch 9.

After a packet arrives in a switch (say Switch 1 ( 1 ), the
processing part will start in the ingress part of the switch. If all
the processing related to the packet is finished in the ingress
(see Section III-C), we use a 2-tier Clos network architecture
as illustrated in Figure 5a. The result in the ingress part will
be distributed to all egress parts of the switch using the traffic
manager ( 2 ). Next, the result is encapsulated into packets in
the egress part and the packets are emitted to the switches in a
higher tier ( 3 ). Then, the switches in the higher tier direct the
packets to the corresponding pipelines to be sent to a specific
pipeline in the lower tier switch ( 4 ). Finally, all the pipelines
of Switch 2 receive the packets with the result from the initial
switch (Switch 1)) ( 5 ). All the associated links are colored.

However, if the processing part requires both the ingress
and ingress part of the pipeline, we may need another tier to
multicast the result, as illustrated in Figure 5b. Taking a similar
scenario, sending the result of a packet in pipeline 1 of Switch
1 to all pipelines of Switch 2, instead of distributing the packet
in Switch 1, we need to send the packet encapsulating the result
to the second tier switch ( 2 ), Switch 5 here, and distribute
it to all pipelines using the traffic manager in the switch
( 3 ). After that, we follow the similar steps as a 2-tier Clos
architecture until all the packets are in the correct pipelines of
the second-tier switches ( 4 , 5 , 6 , 7 ). One of the second-
tier switches has the packet in the correct pipeline without
sending it to a higher-tier switch (pipeline 2 of Switch 5). To
avoid synchronization issues, we follow the same procedure
for all the second-tier switches. Finally, we send the packets
to all pipelines of Switch 2 ( 8 ). All the used links are colored
in this scenario as well.

IV. EVALUATION

We implemented a preliminary version of NetNN using P4
language with the behavioral model bmv2, which serves as a
P4 target. This prototype is used for testing within Mininet, a
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TABLE I: DNN in-switch performance. Memory is in byte.

Layer # of packets Operations per packet Memory

Conv1 3240 644 1296
Conv2 2592 38895 5680
Dense1 496 3159 25792
Dense2 4 4950 1250
Dense3 1 378 51

network emulator tailored for network experimentation. Within
Mininet, we established a network topology illustrated in
Figure 3 with four switches per layer (since there are four
pipelines per switch in a Tofino switch) as depicted in Figure 4,
and switches are connected to each other similar to the link
connections in Figure 5b.

A. Resource Usage

By executing the P4 implementation on hardware, we
can achieve the switch’s line-rate performance and naturally
leverage the match-action pipeline’s characteristics, including
bounded latency guarantees and high-speed throughput. How-
ever, in our prototype, the software emulation on bmv2 lacks
the necessary time accuracy for precise performance measure-
ments at a granular level. Therefore, we report the memory
usage, the number of operations, and the packet generation
rates of the NetNN implementation. As presented in Table I,
the convolutional layers require much more operations per
packet than dense layers, hence more switches are beneficial
to distribute the computations. On the other hand, dense layers
require more memories to store the weights, yet much lower
than a programmable switch memory limitation.

B. Impact of Parameters

Impact of inference points. The number of inference points
used to determine classification is an important factor affecting
performance. The more packets from the same flow that we
observe and analyze, the more accurate the features at the
flow level become, and hence, the more accurate the flow
classification confidence. As depicted in Figure 6, a clear trend
shows that the accuracy improves as we incorporate more
inference points for the flow classification. If the goal of the
classification is 90% accuracy, the system needs at least four
packets of the same flow; if the goal is to reach over 95%, the
system requires at least eight packets to be analyzed.
Impact of input representation. To fine-tune the DNN for
intrusion detection, we used different input formats to improve

6



the model’s accuracy. We trained the same model with three
different input formats: bit, byte, and base 10 to demonstrate
the model accuracy with different data representations. Fig-
ure 7 illustrates the accuracy of the model trained with dif-
ferent input formats. Since the number of flows in the dataset
is limited (1000 flows) and each flow provides few features,
the model trained with base 10 format not only provides the
least accuracy in both packet and flow classification but also
requires feature engineering (calculating the features in base
10), while the model trained with 1-bit format provides the
highest accuracy without the need for feature engineering since
that is the natural format of network packets.

V. RELATED WORK

Intrusion detection. Due to switches’ strategic location
and performance, there is an increased usage of switches
for intrusion detection [9], [24], [25]. FlowLens [3] lever-
ages programmable switches to support machine learning-
based network security applications by collecting features of
packet distributions and classifying flows on the switches.
Jaqen [2] addresses the challenge of defending against vol-
umetric DDoS attacks by leveraging universal sketch tech-
niques, switch-native mitigation, and network-wide manage-
ment. Poseidon [1] provides a modular policy abstraction for
DDoS defense policies. NetBeacon [5] proposes a multi-phase
sequential model architecture for dynamic analysis using a
switch-based model representation.
ML-based applications. In-network ML has gained signif-
icant attentions [17], [12]. IIsy [4] is a framework for in-
network classification using off-the-shelf network devices. It
maps trained ML models to network devices without modifi-
cations. FPISA [26] proposes a floating point representation
in programmable switches for efficient distributed training.
Mousika [27] proposes a Binary Decision Tree (BDT) model
that enables translation from complex models to BDT using
knowledge distillation. N3IC [13] enables neural network
inference on programmable NICs. Planter [22] maps ensemble
models to programmable switches for efficient data classifica-
tion. SwitchTree [28], pForest [29], and FlowRest [6] enhance
in-switch inference with Random Forest models.

None of these works directly apply DNNs for intrusion
detection completely in the network data plane.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we presented NetNN, a novel approach to
enable the execution of DNNs in programmable switches.
NetNN achieves this by splitting and distributing the neural
network layers to multiple switches, generating packets similar
to the flow execution of the neural network, and simplifying
the needed mathematical operations for getting the inference
based on the capabilities of the programmable switches. We
prototype NetNN using P4 and evaluate it by designing a
no-feature-engineering-needed DNN using a Covert Channel
dataset, showing an intrusion detection accuracy of 99%.
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