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Abstract
In current chip design processes, using multiple tools to ob-
tain a gate-level netlist often results in the loss of source
code correlation. SynAlign addresses this challenge by au-
tomating the alignment process, simplifying iterative design,
reducing overhead, and maintaining correlation across vari-
ous tools. This enhances the efficiency and effectiveness of
chip design workflows.
Improving characteristics such as frequency through it-

erative design is essential for enhancing accelerators and
chip designs. While synthesis tools produce netlists with
critical path information, designers often lack the tools to
trace these netlist cells back to their original source code.
Mapping netlist components to source code provides early
feedback on timing and power for frontend designers.

SynAlign automatically aligns post-optimized netlists with
the original source code without altering compilers or syn-
thesis processes. Its alignment strategy relies on the consis-
tent design structure throughout the chip design cycle, even
with changes in compiler flow. This consistency allows en-
gineers to maintain a correlation between modified designs
and the original source code across various tools. Remark-
ably, SynAlign can tolerate up to 61% design net changes
without impacting alignment accuracy.

1 Introduction
Chip design requires multiple iterations of microarchitecture
changes to improve performance metrics. These iterations in-
volvemultiple tools that perform synthesis, flattening1, place-
ment, and routing. Many tools further modify the netlists,
resulting in significant differences from the original source
code. Each iteration also necessitates efforts to correlate
parts of the netlist to the source code to maintain alignment.
Tools like PrimeTime [47] and OpenSTA [26] provide netlist
insights, but designers need to manually trace net names
back to their source code locations, which is complex and
time-consuming. Our paper aims to automate this alignment
process as shown in Figure 1.

Hardware flows, unlike software compilers, involve inter-
procedural optimizations and multiple tools within a single
chip design cycle. Software compilers like LLVM use “Source
Locators” as metadata [4, 18], requiring consistent propa-
gation of source locator information across all code trans-
formations. While some FPGA tools also propagate source
1Flattening resembles function inlining in non-hardware flows.

location embeddings, their limited scope and restriction to
a single tool reduce the choice of compilers for chip design.
This limitation is particularly challenging due to the lack
of source locator sharing between different tools and the
extensive modifications introduced by synthesis.

Implementing source locators is resource-intensive [6, 11]
and can introduce backward compatibility issues [20]. Sig-
nificant structural changes, abstraction level shifts, and op-
timizations during synthesis complicate maintaining a di-
rect correspondence between the original HDL code and
the synthesized hardware. Transformations such as resource
sharing, technology mapping, and inlining often result in
hardware that no longer resembles the original RTL descrip-
tion, making it difficult to accurately track the original line
of code through these transformations.

The effort required to implement source locators is exem-
plified by the Chisel team, which began embedding source in-
formation in 2016 and has continued updating it across vari-
ous releases [21, 31–34]. This process is resource-intensive [6,
11] and can complicate code, introducing backward compat-
ibility issues [20].
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Figure 1. SynAlign Vs. current industrial practice.

The current chip design process typically involves weekly
meetings between backend and frontend teams to discuss
timing information and map critical paths. Due to the com-
plexity of this task, some teams avoid aggressive optimiza-
tion techniques like flattening to simplify the process.

We propose SynAlign, a tool that automatically maps an-
notated post-optimized netlists to the original source code.
SynAlign leverages structural equivalence points to align
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nets in the netlist with their source code counterparts. By
avoiding the need for source locators, SynAlign reduces com-
piler design overhead and eliminates the costs associated
with source metadata, simplifying the process for compiler
developers. Furthermore, SynAlign allows engineers to main-
tain a correlation between modulated designs and source
code across multiple tools and Hardware Description Lan-
guages (HDLs).

Mapping remains possible without source locators because
synthesis tools, such as Yosys [51] and Design Compiler [46],
attempt to preserve some net names, particularly sequential
ones like registers and memories, when feasible. This preser-
vation aids Formal Equivalence Check (LEC) tools [40, 43]
and supports engineers. However, net names often change to
temporal names when their meaning changes, and typically,
only 5% to 20% of net names are preserved during synthesis.
SynAlign uses design inputs/outputs and preserved net

names as Anchors. Through an iterative process, SynAlign
aligns equivalent nets between graph representations of the
source code and the transformed or synthesized code. No-
tably, SynAlign does not impose any extra limitations on
optimization when using these anchors.
To evaluate SynAlign, we tested various designs written

in Chisel [17] and Verilog [42, 48].Chisel designs present
a unique challenge because Chisel, a Scala DSL, must be
compiled into Verilog before synthesis. In contrast, Verilog
designs are simpler to map as they do not require this addi-
tional generation step.

Across all examined designs, SynAlign correctly identifies
the source code location 50-93% of the time. This represents
the first automated correlation between netlists and source
code separated by multiple tools, with no existing baseline
for comparison. Our scalable approach contrasts with cur-
rent solutions that require human intervention, often taking
hours or days. SynAlign operates much faster than typical
chip design iteration times. For example, when mapping the
critical timing path from netlist to source code in a design
like Rocket [16], SynAlign achieves 77% accuracy in less than
20 seconds.

In summary, our main contributions are:

• Automating back annotation between fully flat-
tened and optimized designs and their hierarchical
source code. Thus enabling chip designers to leverage
full optimization capabilities while quickly relating
the netlist to the source code for further iterations.

• Correlating different hardware design stages extracted
from multiple tools within the same chip design
cycle.

• Providing an approach applicable to any hardware
design language (HDL) that can be translated to
equivalent Verilog with Line-of-Code (LoC) informa-
tion.

• Introducing the novel use of network alignment strate-
gies to align synthesized netlists with their source
code, exploring and utilizing hardware design attributes
for comprehensive and efficient design analysis.

2 SynAlign Algorithm
SynAlign aims to identify equivalence points between two
networks: the graph representation of the HDL source code
(𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 ), which includes source code location information, and
the graph of synthesized netlist (𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ). Both are directed
graphs where nodes have multiple drivers (outputs), sinks
(inputs), and edges (or net). A user or tool annotates nets in
𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ , and SynAlign matches them to the original source
code (𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 ).
Figure 2 illustrates a Verilog code snippet (Figure 2.a),

the corresponding high-level structural representation (Fig-
ure 2.b) generated using netlistsvg [9], and the synthesized
graph (𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ) (Figure 2.c) obtained using Yosys [51], skywa-
ter130 liberty. The critical path, highlighted in red, includes
cells ‘or3b’ and ‘xnor3’. Despite the simplicity, the mapping
process is intricate, aligning gates with structural mapping
operators like adder and mux. The pertinent lines of code
are highlighted in the figure.

1 Anchor Point Matching (Section 2.1)

2 Topological traversals , calculate pending nets

3 for pending sequential nodes:

4 Full+Half Matching (Section 2.2)

5 Partial Matching (Section 2.3)

6 for pending combinational nodes:

7 Full+Half Matching (Section 2.2)

8 Surrounding Matching (Section 2.4)

9 Partial Matching (Section 2.3)

10 Print the annotated net and its aligned net(s)

with the LoC

Listing 1. SynAlign algorithmic overview

After the annotation of nets in 𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ , the alignment pro-
cess detailed in Listing 1, involves identifying Anchor Points.
Anchor Points are graph nets with the same names in both
𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 and 𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ . The number of Anchor Points depends on
the synthesis tool, but at a minimum, both graphs share the
same top-level inputs and outputs as Anchor Points. Dur-
ing Synthesis, original nets may split into various nets or
registers, creating a one-to-many mapping. Using Anchor
Points as initial Resolved Points (RPs), SynAlign analyzes
RPs in both the 𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ and 𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 . Resolved Points are the
nets in both the graphs that have been confidently aligned
as equivalent. These RPs are calculated for each graph node
driver through topological traversal and include Start Re-
solved Points (SRPs) and End Resolved Points (ERPs). An RP
connected through input nets is considered an SRP, whereas
an RP connected through output nets is an ERP.

To reduce the compute costs, SynAlign employs two main
loops as shown in Listing 1: first to align the sequential
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module annotate(

, input cond, input [1:0] a ,input [1:0] b

, output [1:0] e);

reg [1:0] d;

always_comb begin

if (cond) begin

d = a + b;

end else begin

d = a + 1;

end

e = d + 1;

end

endmodule

nand2b

xnor2

e

or3b

xnor3

nand2

a condb

cond

a

b

e

0x1

0:1 0:1

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 2. (a) Source code example with aligned part highlighted. (b) Reference graph (𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 ). (c) synthesized graph (𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ)
with annotations.

subgraph and the next for the pending-to-identify combina-
tional subgraph. Nets aligned during matching passes also
function as RPs for subsequent stages. Nets with identical
Start and End RPs are marked as equivalent, and this process
continues until no new matches are found. Unresolved nets
may persist due to factors like optimized-away start points.
If surrounding netlist nodes correspond to the same code
line, their mapping is expanded. Nets with the highest num-
ber of equivalent matches are also considered for alignment.
This method enables engineers to trace each net back to its
original source code, ensuring high alignment accuracy.
With these prerequisites in place, we perform the align-

ment process outlined in Listing 1. Each alignment stage is
discussed in detail subsequently.

Before identifying the pending combinational cells, SynAlign
performs full and partial alignment only for a subgraph con-
sisting of sequential cells and known RPs. Inn digital systems
like RocketTile [16], this subgraph represents only 14% of
the entire 𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ , significantly reducing the problem size.
After aligning all sequential cells, SynAlign iterates over

the pending combinational cells to perform full and par-
tial alignment. These steps reduce time complexity to less
than quadratic because, in pipelined designs, combinational
cells are separated by sequential cells. This makes SynAlign
more efficient than traditional NP network alignment prob-
lems [53], which typically have quadratic [53] or cubic com-
plexities [25].

2.1 Anchor Points Matching
Anchor Points are nets with identical hierarchies and names
in both graphs, indicating nets that have retained their names
throughout the synthesis cycle, allowing confident network
alignment. The datatype of the driver node for nets identified
as Anchor Points is also the same.

Anchor point matching starts by addressing nomenclature
inconsistencies from different synthesis tools. For example,
some compilers might name buses as 𝑣𝑎𝑟_1_, while others
use 𝑣𝑎𝑟 [1]. Unlike Yosys, Design Compiler (DC) appends

_𝐵𝐴𝑅 to certain variables. Hierarchy naming also varies,
with some tools using “.” and others using “_” to separate
hierarchies. Each net in both the graphs is renamed to fol-
low same nomenclature. This net name processing can be
enhanced to accommodate various synthesis nomenclatures.
Also, synthesis tools are designed to avoid generating new
names that inadvertently match 𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 net names, as formal
logical equivalence tools also rely on Anchor Points.

Initially, we identify Anchor Points by hierarchically travers-
ing 𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 , treating these points as RPs for subsequent match-
ing references. During this stage,𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 is traversed first to cap-
ture connections as hashmaps for correlation during 𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ

traversal. Assuming𝑚 edges in both the graphs, the total
time complexity of this stage comes out to be𝑂 (𝑚) +𝑂 (𝑚) =
2 ∗𝑂 (𝑚). The cost of topological traversal is amortized by
computing it once beforehand. A pending-points map is
also created for each net in 𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ . Anchor Points are then
omitted from the pending-points map to reduce the overall
algorithm’s time complexity.

2.2 Full+Half Matching
Full match occurs when RPs in 𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ match all RPs in 𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 .
If𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ has a net name 𝑁𝑠 and𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 has a net name 𝑁𝑟 , and
both their SRPs and ERPs are identical, then Nr fully matches
Ns. This principle underlies the concept of Full Matching.

Alignment is then performed for the “next most matching
net name”. If either SRPs or ERPs are a complete match, we
perform Half Matching based on the best match of ERPs or
SRPs, respectively. This part of SynAlign, detailed in Listing 2,
is called Full+Half Match.
As illustrated in Listing 1, Sequential nets (driver and

sink nets of sequential nodes) are aligned first after Anchor
Point Matching, with combinational nets temporarily re-
moved from 𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 and 𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ . This simplifies the graph to
Anchor points and sequential nets only, which can reduce
the problem size to 15% as in a design RocketTile [16]. Re-
duced sequential graphs retain necessary RP information
for alignment. Before starting the Combinational Full+Half
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matching stage, sequential RPs are aligned and both graphs
updated, thus reducing the time complexity.

1 for(𝑁𝑠 : 𝑝𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑛𝑒𝑡𝑠 𝑜 𝑓 𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ) {

2 𝑆𝑅𝑃_𝑁𝑠 = 𝑆𝑅𝑃𝑠 𝑜 𝑓 𝑁𝑠

3 𝐸𝑅𝑃_𝑁𝑠 = 𝐸𝑅𝑃𝑠 𝑜 𝑓 𝑁𝑠

4 for(𝑁𝑟 : (𝐺𝑟𝑒𝑓 𝑛𝑒𝑡𝑠 𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ 𝑆𝑅𝑃𝑠 == 𝑆𝑅𝑃_𝑁𝑠)) {

5 𝑆𝑅𝑃_𝑁𝑟 = 𝑆𝑅𝑃𝑠 𝑜 𝑓 𝑁𝑟

6 𝐸𝑅𝑃_𝑁𝑟 = 𝐸𝑅𝑃𝑠 𝑜 𝑓 𝑁𝑟

7 if(𝐸𝑅𝑃_𝑁𝑟 == 𝐸𝑅𝑃_𝑁𝑠 )

8 𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑑 𝑎𝑠 𝐹𝑢𝑙𝑙 𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ 𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝑏𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑘

9 else

10 𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ_𝑤𝑡 = 𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑐_𝑤𝑡 (𝐸𝑅𝑃_𝑁𝑠 , 𝐸𝑅𝑃_𝑁𝑟 )
11 }

12 if(𝐹𝑢𝑙𝑙 𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ 𝑤𝑎𝑠 𝑐𝑎𝑝𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑒𝑑)

13 𝑁𝑠 = 𝑁𝑟 // record as aligned and break

14 else {

15 𝑁𝑠 = (𝑁𝑟 𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ 𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑖𝑚𝑢𝑚 𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ_𝑤𝑡 )
16 𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑑 𝑎𝑠 𝐻𝑎𝑙 𝑓 𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ 𝑓 𝑜𝑟 𝐸𝑅𝑃𝑠 𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝑏𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑘

17 }

18 for(𝑁𝑟 : 𝐺𝑟𝑒𝑓 nets with 𝐸𝑅𝑃𝑠 == 𝐸𝑃_𝑁𝑠 )

19 𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ_𝑤𝑡 = 𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑐_𝑤𝑡 (𝑆𝑅𝑃_𝑁𝑠 , 𝑆𝑅𝑃_𝑁𝑟 )
20 𝑁𝑠 = (𝑁𝑟 𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ 𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑖𝑚𝑢𝑚 𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ_𝑤𝑡 )
21 𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑑 𝑎𝑠 𝐻𝑎𝑙 𝑓 𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ 𝑓 𝑜𝑟 𝑆𝑅𝑃𝑠

22 }

Listing 2. Full+Half Matching algorithm overview

The datatype-specific edges for both graphs are𝑚𝑑 , where
𝑚𝑑 << 𝑚. Thus, when aligning sequential only nets, 𝑚𝑑

would represent the number sequential node edges, and
while aligning the combinational logic,𝑚𝑑 would represent
the number of combinational node edges. If 𝑎 nets are aligned
in previous stages, then (𝑚𝑑 −𝑎) are the pending nets in syn-
thesized graph. This further lowers the number of entities
to be considered for alignment. For 𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 , only nets with the
same SRP as on𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ are processed, termed as𝑚′

𝑑
. This cal-

culation of𝑚′
𝑑
reduces the inner for loop of Listing 2 to 8% in

designs like RocketTile. Therefore, the total time complexity
of the current matching stage is 𝑂 ((𝑚𝑑 − 𝑎) ∗𝑚′

𝑑
).

2.3 Partial Matching
If the previous stage does not resolve the remaining nets of
the targeted datatype, Partial Matching is performed. This
process is also divided into two stages, depending on the
datatype being processed. First, if all sequential net names
are not aligned by line 4 in Listing 1, Partial Matching for
the remaining sequential net names is carried out. Second,
if line 8 in Listing 1 does not complete the alignment of
annotated net names, Partial Matching for annotated combi-
national net names is performed. The goal is to get the best
possible match for remaining unaligned net names. We for-
mulated a 𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑐_𝑤𝑡 () function based on experiments with
benchmarks PipelinedCPU and SingleCycleCPU [27, 28],
where𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ_𝑤𝑡 is directly proportional to the number of
matches.

The overview of the Partial Matching algorithm is in
Listing 3. Similar to the time complexity calculation in Sec-
tion 2.2, PartialMatching time complexity computes to𝑂 ((𝑚𝑑−
𝑎) ∗𝑚′

𝑑
), where𝑚′

𝑑
represents edges with common inputs,

and 𝑎 is updated as per previous matches. Partial Matching
is done only if some annotated node is yet to be resolved.
If only one node is pending resolution and annotated, then
(𝑚𝑑 − 𝑎) equals one.

1 float 𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑐_𝑤𝑡 (𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ_𝑠𝑒𝑡, 𝑟𝑒 𝑓 _𝑠𝑒𝑡 ) {

2 𝑛𝑢𝑚_𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ𝑒𝑠 = 𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑚𝑜𝑛 𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠 𝑖𝑛 𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ_𝑠𝑒𝑡 𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝑟𝑒 𝑓 _𝑠𝑒𝑡

3 𝑚𝑖𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ𝑒𝑠 = 𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ_𝑠𝑒𝑡 − 𝑛𝑢𝑚_𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ𝑒𝑠

4 return (5 ∗ 𝑛𝑢𝑚_𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ𝑒𝑠 )/𝑚𝑖𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ𝑒𝑠

5 }

6 // Partial Matching:

7 for(𝑁𝑠 : 𝑝𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑛𝑒𝑡𝑠 𝑜 𝑓 𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ) {

8 for(𝑁𝑟 : 𝐺𝑟𝑒𝑓 𝑛𝑒𝑡𝑠 𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ 𝑎𝑡𝑙𝑒𝑎𝑠𝑡 1 𝑆𝑅𝑃 𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑚𝑜𝑛 𝑡𝑜 𝑡ℎ𝑎𝑡 𝑜 𝑓 𝑁𝑠)

{

9 𝑆𝑅𝑃_𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ_𝑤𝑡 = 𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑐_𝑤𝑡 (𝑆𝑅𝑃_𝑁𝑟 , 𝑆𝑅𝑃_𝑁𝑠 )
10 𝐸𝑅𝑃_𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ_𝑤𝑡 = 𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑐_𝑤𝑡 (𝐸𝑅𝑃_𝑁𝑟 , 𝐸𝑅𝑃_𝑁𝑠 )
11 𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ_𝑤𝑡 = 𝑆𝑅𝑃_𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ_𝑤𝑡 + 𝐸𝑅𝑃_𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ_𝑤𝑡

12 }

13 𝑁𝑠 = (𝑁𝑟 𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ 𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑖𝑚𝑢𝑚 𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ_𝑤𝑡 )
14 }

Listing 3. Algorithm overview for Partial matching

2.4 Surrounding Matching
Since our goal is to reference the source code, we can utilize
the Line-of-code (LoC) information in the𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 . Let us define
a graph node’s directly connected nodes as Surrounding
nodes. If the LoC of all the Surrounding nodes is the same,
then the node and its associated driver RPs can be located
at the same LoC as the surrounding nodes, as illustrated in
Figure 4. We leverage this information to align more nodes
in the 𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ with high confidence of alignment.

op

b

c LoC: x

<b_in>,
<b_out>

<op_in>,
<op_out>

==
?

Yes
b+op

c

LoC: x

Figure 3. Concept demonstration of Surrounding Matching
with collapsing nodes.
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a

op

b

c

LoC: z LoC: z

LoC: z

a

op

b

c

LoC: z LoC: z

LoC: z

LoC: z

Figure 4. Surrounding Matching depicting the surrounding
cells with same LoC used to resolve the source location of
node “op”.

Another step in SurroundingMatching involves collapsing
two nodes, as illustrated in Figure 3. For instance, to find the
LoC of the “op” node, which is directly connected to “b” and
“c” (with only “c” having a known LoC), we check if RPs of “b”
and “op” are the same (𝑏_𝑖𝑛 == 𝑜𝑝_𝑖𝑛 && 𝑏_𝑜𝑢𝑡 == 𝑜𝑝_𝑜𝑢𝑡 ).
If true, nodes “b” and “op” can be collapsed into a single node
and again undergo Surrounding Matching(Figure 4).
Given its intuitive nature, Surrounding Matching is ex-

pected to be more accurate than partial matching stages.
However, it is performed later to leverage more resolved
surrounding points. The time complexity of current stage is
𝑂 (2 ∗ 𝑘 ∗ (𝑚 − 𝑎)), where 𝑘 (the average number of nodes
directly connected to any node) is a constant, determined to
be 5. The factor of 2 accounts for node collapsing, as shown
in Figure 3.

Table 1. Time complexities of different alignment stages.

Stage Complexity

Anchor points capturing 2 ∗𝑂 (𝑚)
Full+Half matching 𝑂 ((𝑚𝑑 − 𝑎) ∗𝑚′

𝑑
)

Partial Matching 𝑂 ((𝑚𝑑 − 𝑎) ∗𝑚′
𝑑
)

Surrounding Node Matching 𝑂 (2 ∗ 𝑘 ∗ (𝑚 − 𝑎))

These common steps result in a time complexity less than
quadratic, making SynAlign more efficient than traditional
NP network alignment problems [53]. Unlike SynAlign, gen-
eral alignment problems typically have quadratic [53] or
cubic [25] complexities. Table 1 summarizes the time com-
plexities of all SynAlign matching stages. The complexity of
each step is detailed below.
Thus, SynAlign iteratively aligns the synthesized graph

with the reference graph while keeping the problem size to
a minimum in each iteration.

3 Evaluation and Discussion
To demonstrate the independence of our research from spe-
cific synthesis tools, we evaluate our work using both an

open-source compiler, Yosys [51], and an industrial compiler,
DC [46], with Skywater130 and SAED32 liberty technology
files, respectively.

SynAlign provides a Line of Code (LoC) from𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 for any
annotated 𝐺𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ , but even careful manual inspection can-
not easily confirm its accuracy. To address this, we propose
two evaluation methods: Netlist-to-Netlist Evaluation and
Manual Evaluation. The benchmarks used in these methods
are listed in Table 2.

Table 2. Benchmarks’ top module names with the corre-
sponding Synthesis compiler and the generated netlist size
(both in k gates and the precise number of gates).

Benchmark name Netlist Netlist
(Yosys compiled) Size (k gates) Size

Mac [44] 1 1210
SingleCycleCPU [28] 17 17305
PipelinedCPU [27] 20 19596
Ibtida [39] 35 35494
Marmot [23] 84 83809
RocketTile [16] 117 116550

Benchmark name Netlist Netlist
(DC compiled) Size (k gates) Size

SingleCycleCPU [28] 11 10613
PipelinedCPU [27] 14 13972
Marmot [23] 71 70784
RocketTile [16] 94 93549
UnoptRocketTile [16] 99 98857

3.1 Netlist to Netlist (NL2NL) Evaluation
NL2NL testing involves running alignment on a netlist against
a name-changed version of itself to have a scriptable and
scalable preliminary testing. This process, detailed in List-
ing 4, uses a design as 𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 and creates an annotated 𝑉𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ
by randomly selecting and renaming a (noise) percentage of
nets by appending _changed to their names. In this context,
synth_net refers to nets from 𝑉𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ , and ref_net represents
nets in 𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 .

To create 𝑉𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ from 𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 , we implement a compiler pass
to collect all net names in the graph and randomly select
a percentage (noise%) of these names. These selected nets,
alongwith themodule names, are then suffixedwith “_changed”,
thus creating the𝑉𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ for NL2NL Evaluation. Subsequently,
𝑉𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ and 𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 (one with “_changed” and one without) are
used for alignment.
The alignment results are used to assess accuracy, as de-

picted in Figure 5, for different RocketTile synthesis options
from Table 2. At 0% noise, all net names are preserved, re-
sulting in 100% accuracy due to Anchor Points matching. As
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noise increases, SynAlign maintains 100% matching accu-
racy until about 60% noise. The three lines corresponding
to RocketTile show similar trends. For brevity, we do not
display individual curves for each benchmark, but all follow
similar patterns, as reflected in Figure 6. Figure 6 shows data
points at 70%, 80%, and 90% noise levels for all the designs
in Table 2, indicating consistent performance across various
designs, languages, and synthesis tools. This figure also indi-
cates that SynAlign can tolerate significant noise levels in
netlists. Figure 6 header denotes whether the source code is
Verilog (V ) or Chisel (C).
for (𝑛𝑜𝑖𝑠𝑒 : [0, 20, 40, 60, 80, 90, 95, 100]% 𝑜 𝑓 𝑉𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ 𝑛𝑒𝑡𝑠) {

𝑉𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ = 𝑉𝑟𝑒𝑓 𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ 𝑛𝑜𝑖𝑠𝑒% 𝑛𝑒𝑡𝑠 𝑎𝑝𝑝𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑒𝑑 𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ “_𝑐ℎ𝑎𝑛𝑔𝑒𝑑”
𝑃𝑒𝑟 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚 𝑎𝑙𝑖𝑔𝑛𝑚𝑒𝑛𝑡 .

if (𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ_𝑛𝑒𝑡 .𝑒𝑟𝑎𝑠𝑒 (“_𝑐ℎ𝑎𝑛𝑔𝑒𝑑”) == 𝑟𝑒 𝑓 _𝑛𝑒𝑡 )

𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑑 𝑎𝑠 𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ𝑒𝑑.

else

𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑑 𝑎𝑠 𝑚𝑖𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ𝑒𝑑.

𝑎𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦 =
𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑐ℎ𝑒𝑑

𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠

}

Listing 4. NL2NL experimental setup overview

NL2NL-

NL2NL-
NL2NL-

Figure 5. NL2NL accuracy Plot for different RocketTile com-
pilations

Moreover, when sequential net names are preserved, and
all other combinational net names are randomized, designs
like SingleCycleCPU and PipelinedCPU can tolerate up to
100% noise with 100% accuracy. This suggests that SynAlign
is more sensitive to noise at the sequential points than at the
combinational points.
NL2NL testing provides valuable insights into the algo-

rithm’s performance in a controlled environment, facilitating
automated scalability testing. Thus, this approach is more
manageable compared to the Manual Evaluation discussed
next.

Netlist Size (k gates)

Figure 6. NL2NL accuracy testing in all the Verilog (V) and
Chisel (C) designs

3.2 Manual Accuracy Evaluation
While NL2NL evaluation offers valuable insights, it does not
account for structural changes introduced by synthesis tools.
Hence, we set up the Manual Accuracy Evaluation. It is per-
formed for larger benchmarks from Table 2. To validate that
a synthesized node aligns with its source code, we manually
verify if a node in the netlist corresponds to the intended
LoC. Knowing the correct match beforehand is crucial, so we
preserve only the variable to be aligned for this evaluation.
In synthesized designs, many graph nodes and edges may
be eliminated or duplicated due to synthesis. To address this,
we manually mark certain variables in the source code as
“dont_touch” or “keep” before synthesis.

Manual evaluation process involves the following steps:
1. Script for randommarking:Write a script to ran-

domly select multiple Chisel-assignment lines in the
source code, ensuring these lines are within the Chisel-
emitted Verilog. The chisel assignment lines with con-
stant right-hand side (RHS) should not be selected.
Mark the Left-Hand Side (LHS) of the selected lines
as ‘dontTouch’ [36] for manual validation.

2. Emit Reference Verilog (𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 ): HDL compilers sup-
port Verilog generation with source LoC informa-
tion [1, 5]. This generated Verilog, with the ‘dont-
Touch’ annotations, serves as 𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 in Chisel bench-
marks. In Verilog benchmarks, the source code itself
serves as 𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 .

3. SynthesizedVerilog (𝑉𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ):Use𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 to create𝑉𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ .
Ensure synthesis does not remove ‘dontTouch’ vari-
ables by marking them with ‘keep’ [10, 50] in Yosys.
For DC, use ‘set_dont_touch’ and implement punch-
ing through the design (as illustrated in figure 7) to
preserve variables/nets through the synthesis cycle.
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Punching is required inDC to ensure the ‘set_dont_touch’
directive is not overwritten during compilation. This
is necessary because 𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 , being an HDL verilog, con-
tains generic logic.
To achieve maximum optimization of the design, en-
able flattening and retiming in all the synthesis runs.
To test the impact on unoptimized synthesized designs,
we use the benchmark UnoptRocketTile. Its synthe-
sized netlist was obtained from DC without enabling
retiming and flattening, making the UnoptRocketTile
a hierarchical, unoptimized benchmark.

4. Annotation and Alignment: Annotate 𝑉𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ using
a JSON file with the module and node names. Addi-
tionally, the annotated net name is manually changed
in the netlist to prevent Anchor Point matching of the
same. The alignment algorithm detects the annota-
tion attribute on nodes and marks them for matching
against the source code. The result is printing of the
annotated node name, its aligned 𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 -node name,
and the LoC information from 𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 .
This annotation and alignment process is carried out
using an open-source framework called LiveHD [49].
By reading this information, an engineer can easily
identify the location of the annotated cell in the source
code.

5. Aligned source LoC: If the source HDL is not Verilog,
a LoC containing 𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 is emitted for alignment. The
LoC information printed during the alignment step
can be used to trace back to the original HDL source
code.

W

outW

inW

DC
After
Synthesis

Assign inW=outW

Sub module

Top module

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 7. (a) Original net to be preserved (W), (b) punched
net, (c) Punched nets connected back

Figure 5 shows manual marking accuracies, with the x-
axis derived from the percentage of aligned Anchor points.
For Manual-RocketTile-Yosys, this corresponds to 90-95% on
the NL2NL noise axis, with a similar calculation for Rocket-
Tile_DC (Manual-DC). Manual evaluation accuracy is lower
than NL2NL due to synthesis-induced structural changes and
LoC precision loss in Verilog “always blocks” (Section 3.4).
Manual-UnoptRocketTile represents a DC-generated netlist
without flattening and retiming. It shows higher accuracy
due to lower optimization levels, which preserve more of
the original structure. It also preserves more sequential flop

inaccurate section

accurate section

Inaccurate

overall accuracy (%)

Netlist Size (k gates)

Figure 8. Plot depicting the breakdown of different match-
ing functions with the total benchmark accuracy on top of
the bars. Sequential and combinational partial matching is
combined as Partial. Similar case for Full+Half matching
functions.

names: 85% compared to 79% in Manual-DC. SynAlign per-
forms significantly better with higher preservation of se-
quential nodes, indicating consistency between NL2NL and
Manual evaluation.
Figure 8 breaks down the accuracy for each stage from

section 2. Crossed part of the bar (marked “X”) in this figure
indicates the percentage of inaccurately matched annotated
nets. As an example, in figure 8, RocketTile_DC (from Ta-
ble 2) performs alignment of the annotated nodes in Half,
Surrounding, and Partial matching functions. Around 50% of
matching is done during Partial Matching, out of which the
accurate matches are 30%, and “X” represents the rest with
the incorrect alignment. We can observe that Full and Sur-
roundingmatches have 100% accuracy across all benchmarks,
while Half and Partial Matching have an average error of
around 25%. Thus, alignment during Anchor Point, Full, and
Surrounding Matching can be highlighted in SynAlign result
as most confident match. Manual accuracy ranges from 50%
to 93% across languages, designs, and synthesis optimiza-
tions. Also, lower optimization levels meaning more Anchor
points, show higher accuracy.

These combined evaluation methods demonstrate the ro-
bustness and accuracy of SynAlign across different designs
and synthesis tools, highlighting its capability to tolerate
significant noise levels in netlists.

3.3 Performace evaluation
To evaluate SynAlign’s performance, each benchmark is run
30 times, and a different node is annotated each time. Unlike
previous evaluations, net names need not be changed.

SynAlign’s runtime is divided into four main stages men-
tioned in Section 2. Figure 10 shows that as netlist size in-
creases, Partial Matching consumes most of the time, while
Full+Half Matching consistently takes 10-20% of the time,
regardless of netlist size and compiler used. This is due to
the algorithmic optimization discussed in Section 2.2. Fig-
ure 11 presents the average runtime in seconds for random
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Figure 9. Total Execution Time Variation as per Netlist Size.

Benchmark Size (k gates)

Figure 10. Breakdown of different matching functions for
all the Benchmarks.

Figure 11. Average time taken by different matching func-
tions for random net alignment in RocketTile_Yosys.

net name annotations in each benchmark. It highlights that
a trivial function variation can occur depending on the node
annotated. This is reflected in Full+Half Matching time vari-
ation in the figure.
Scalability is illustrated in Figure 9. It shows that total

execution time increases linearly with netlist size, with the
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Figure 12. Time variation as per number of net names an-
notated for the Design RocketTile synthesized using Yosys.

Marmot-yosys benchmark taking significantly longer due to
its 𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 being six times larger than that of RocketTile. The
results demonstrate that SynAlign’s performance scales with
problem size. These three figures focus on single net name
annotations in each run.

The impact of annotating more than one cell was tested on
the largest design in Table 2, i.e. RocketTile compiled with
Yosys, with random selection varying from one cell to 100%
of cells of𝑉𝑠𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ . It was found to be almost linearly increasing.
The results can be seen in Figure 12. Notably, the total time
for single net name annotation in Figure 12 matches the total
time consumed by the design in Figure 9. The results also
show that the performance scales with problem size.

In Section 2, we highlighted that SynAlign’s overall time
complexity is less than quadratic, which is an improvement
over the general network alignment algorithms like [19, 29,
30, 52]. Overall, SynAlign provides results in seconds for
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Annotated node : net name in Vref : LoC in Vref

dcache.tlb_pmp_io_addr_31_CHANGED : <unnamed edge >( module DCache) : [26]

dcache.tlb_pmp_io_addr_31_CHANGED : tlb__deny_access_to_debug_T(module DCache) : [70]

dcache.tlb_pmp_io_addr_31_CHANGED : <unnamed edge >( module DCache) : [70]

Listing 5. Excerpt from the log file in Section 3.4.1

26 wire [2:0] tlb_mpu_priv = tlb__mpu_priv_T ? 3'h1 : tlb__mpu_priv_T_2; //@[TLB 233]

70 wire tlb__deny_access_to_debug_T = tlb_mpu_priv <= 3'h3; //@[TLB 245]

Listing 6. Relevant 𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 lines with the line numbers for the example in section 3.4.1

Annotated node : net name in Vref : LoC in vref

fpuOpt.fpiu.potato2_CHANGED : <unnamed edge >( module FPToInt) : [5047]

Listing 7. Excerpt from the result in 3.4.2. The annotated node is aligned with the line number 5047 in Listing 11

Annotated node : net name in Vref : LoC in Vref

frontend.tlb.io_ptw_req_bits_valid_CHANGED : tlb_io_kill(module Frontend) : [132882]

Listing 8. Excerpt from the log file for the walkthrough of alignment analyzed as accurate, in section 3.4.3

large designs like RocketTile with few net name annotations,
a common scenario for designers tracing connections from
a small set of cells to the original source code.

3.4 Insights to evaluation
In this section, we discuss a few examples of how we evalu-
ated any alignment result as inaccurate or accurate in Fig-
ure 8.

3.4.1 The first walkthrough of alignment analyzed as
inaccurate. In the RocketTile (Yosys compiled) benchmark,
one of the bits of “tlb_pmp_io_addr” was annotated with
the help of a JSON file, as mentioned in Section 3.2. The
precise and expected output in this case would align with
line numbers 232, 235, and 236 in the source code shown in
Listing 9.
232 val mpu_physaddr = Cat(mpu_ppn , io.r...

233 val mpu_priv = Mux[UInt](Bool(usingVM)&&...

234 val pmp = Module(new PMPChecker(lgMaxSize))

235 pmp.io.addr := mpu_physaddr

236 dontTouch(pmp.io.addr)

245 val deny_access_to_debug = mpu_priv <= ...

Listing 9. Source code lines for the example in Section 3.4.1

The alignment result in Listing 5 shows the annotated net
along with its aligned nets and source code location. From
this result, we can see that the node annotated was renamed
using “_CHANGED” as explained in the evaluation strategy
earlier. Further, the annotated node is aligned to line numbers
26 and 70 in 𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 . Thus, to obtain original source code, the
output can be traced to𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 shown in Listing 6 and further to
the source code in Listing 9. Therefore, for non-Verilog HDLs,
source location information in the reference Verilog is used to

trace back to the original source code. Since SynAlign points
to LoC other than the expected output locations, we capture
this alignment result as inaccurate. Even so, we can see that
the correct location is nearby and logically related to the
annotated position. It is evident that the matching occurred
in the line adjacent to the accurate source. Therefore, there is
significant potential for improving the accuracy of SynAlign.
when(cvtType ==i){...}

↓
val potato2 = (cvtType ==i)

when(potato2){...}

dontTouch(potato2)

Listing 10. Excerpt from source code preserved using
dontTouch. We made a new variable called potato2 for the
example in 3.4.2

3.4.2 The second walkthrough of alignment analyzed
as inaccurate. As in the first walkthrough (Section 3.4.1),
we annotate another node in the RocketTile (Yosys com-
piled) benchmark and evaluate the alignment in this second
walkthrough. As explained in section 3.2, we applied dont-
Touch on a while loop condition. The corresponding source
code is presented in Listing 10. In order to evaluate the align-
ment, the condition “cvtType==i” was preserved in a random
variable named “potato2”, as shown in Listing 10.

The alignment result for this preserved net is shown in
Listing 7. This listing indicates that the annotated node
points to line number 5047 in𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 .𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 -line 5047, as seen in
Listing 11, points to the beginning of an “always” block. This
“always” block connects to the annotated variable via a regis-
ter “in_typ”. However, “in_typ” is not mentioned under the
aligned net name in 𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 in Listing 7, leading us to consider
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this matching as inaccurate. For the current annotation to
be recognized as an accurate match, the resultant Listing 7
should have mentioned either of 4920, 4919, or 5061𝑉𝑟𝑒 𝑓 line
numbers.
4919 wire cvtType = in_typ [1]; //@[package 154]

4920 wire potato2 = ~cvtType; //@[FPU 501]

5047 always @(posedge clock) begin

...

5061 in_typ <= io_in_bits_typ; //@[Reg 17]

...

5072 end // end of always block

Listing 11. Relevant lines with the line numbers from
𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 Verilog output generated using Listing 10. The LoC
information is also available in 𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 as shown here.

447 io.ptw.req.bits.valid := !io.kill

452 dontTouch(io.ptw.req.bits.valid)

Listing 12. Source code lines for the walkthrough of
alignment analyzed as accurate, as mentioned in section 3.4.3

3.4.3 A walkthrough of alignment analyzed as accu-
rate. Now we discuss an example of a positive accuracy
analysis used for Figure 8. The annotated node was “fron-
tend.tlb.io_ptw_req_bits_valid_CHANGED”, and SynAlign
aligned this node with “tlb_io_kill” from the module Fron-
tend, as can be seen in Listing 8. Referring to the source code
in Listing 12, it is evident that the annotated variable and the
𝐺𝑟𝑒 𝑓 aligned variable are connected by single 1-input logic
gate. Therefore, this alignment is considered a success and
is marked as an accurate match.

4 Limitations and Future Work
This work relies on the availability of Anchor links. The
presence of more Anchor links could significantly enhance
reliability, and conversely, their absence could reduce it.
In sections 3.4.2 and 3.4.1, we observed that alignments

marked as inaccurate were often indirectly connected to or
near the preserved variable.
Open-source tools like LiveHD with Yosys frontend do

not capture precise LoC. For instance, in Listing 13, an “al-
ways” block in the Verilog source code on line number 241
translates to 122 registers in the netlist notation via Yosys,
all pointing to the beginning of the “always block”, as shown
in Listing 14. This results in a loss of data when pinpointing
the exact source location. Preserving the LoC for different
flip-flops in Listing 14 would improve SynAlign’s accuracy.
241 always @(posedge clock) begin

...

248 id_reg_pause <= _GEN_1;

...

252 ex_ctrl_fp <= id_ctrl_dec;//@[RocketCore 445

Listing 13. Always block in RocketTile’s Source Verilog

nid :715 type:flop module:Rocket loc :[241 ,0]

nid :716 type:flop module:Rocket loc :[241 ,0]

nid :717 type:flop module:Rocket loc :[241 ,0]

Listing 14. Some netlist nodes for Listing 13

Furthermore, we envision a GUI-based tool to facilitate
chip design engineers in leveraging this work, as illustrated
in Figure 2. For example, integrating SynAlign with tools
like Verdi [12, 22, 37] would be beneficial. While this is an
intriguing direction that could enhance the impact of our
work, it is beyond the scope of this study.

5 Related Work
Tools like Formality verify functional equivalence by ana-
lyzing how inputs propagate through the design and ensur-
ing the outputs match between RTL and gate-level netlists.
While effective for functional verification, thismethod lacks a
clear, user-friendly mapping of specific RTL elements to their
netlist counterparts. This limitation reduces transparency in
the debugging process and requires additional manual effort
to trace synthesis transformations.
In contrast, SynAlign provides a detailed point-to-point

alignment between the RTL and netlist, mapping each ele-
ment directly to its post-synthesis equivalent. This detailed
mapping offers greater insight into how synthesis optimiza-
tions affect specific RTL components, reducing manual in-
tervention and speeding up debugging and analysis. This
makes SynAlign superior for understanding the design flow
compared to traditional equivalence tools that rely primarily
on logic cone analysis [38].

5.1 HDL Compilers
Many HDL compilers, such as Chisel [17], XLS [14], and
CIRCT [15], emphasize the importance of propagating source
code locations through their compiler passes. XLS highlights
that maintaining source correlation enhances debugging,
visualization, and productivity [8]. However, these compilers
often rely on external synthesis tools that discard the source
locations preserved by the HDL compilers.
CIRCT developers also stress the importance of location

tracking [2, 3], using LLVM infrastructure to maintain source
locations. Accessing these details from LLVM IR involves
navigating a complex hierarchy [13]. Each transformation in
these compilers must maintain instruction debug locations,
which is both complex and resource-intensive [6, 11]. Modi-
fying or developing passes requires numerous considerations
for source location [7].
In contrast, SynAlign does not impose restrictions on

developers or require efforts to maintain source-level de-
bugging information. No modifications to compiler passes
or transformations are needed for debug information with
SynAlign.
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Recent work on equality saturation [41, 45] explores its
application to EDA tasks but does not provide a line-by-line
mapping between the netlist and the original source code.
This paper is the first to demonstrate how to connect a

post-synthesis netlist with the original source code without
propagating source locators.

5.2 Network Alignment
Network alignment, which involves matching two graph rep-
resentations, is used in various fields such as protein-protein
interaction analysis and cross-platform social network rec-
ommendations [29]. Traditional approaches often perform
one-to-one node matching using bipartite graphs [19] and
evaluate isomorphic networks with weighted edges [30, 52].
In contrast, SynAlign utilizes many-to-many matching to
compare Verilog source code and synthesized netlists based
on structural connections and explores hardware design at-
tributes.
SynAlign is unique in applying graph alignment to hard-

ware compilers, addressing the significant complexity and
noise introduced by synthesis. Previous works like [19, 24,
54] consider 5% noise significant [24], whereas synthesis
typically introduces over 80% noise. Unlike [54], which uses
edge-weighted graphs for group coarsening, SynAlign’s ap-
proach is directly applicable in chip design because synthesis
alters the network structure by dropping edges.
Similar to [35], SynAlign uses structural matching with

Anchor Links (ports and preserved pin names). RefiNa [24]
performs structural matching based on matched neighbour-
hood consistency (MNC), showing the relationship between
MNC and alignment accuracy. RefiNa operates on graph
isomorphism, treating edge/connection changes as noise. In
contrast, SynAlign uses structural matching based on node
datatype or functionality, making it suitable for highly noisy
post-physical implementation design graphs that would have
low accuracy under RefiNa.

SynAlign leverages the advantages of Multinetwork align-
ment, as seen in CAPER [54], to provide a multi-level so-
lution. At the coarsest level, it evaluates Anchor links and
sequential logic, followed by combinational logic matching.
Section 2 detailed SynAlign’s multi-level approach.

While SynAlign addresses a network alignment problem,
its application and noise properties differ significantly from
traditional network alignment problems. We believe the prin-
ciples introduced in this paper can be applied to other areas,
such as compiler optimization. To our knowledge, network
alignment has never been used in the chip design domain to
reduce engineering efforts before.

SynAlign represents a novel application of network align-
ment in the domain of hardware compilers, specifically ad-
dressing the challenges posed by synthesis-induced noise.
By leveraging many-to-many matching and a multi-level
approach inspired by CAPER, SynAlign effectively compares

logical and synthesized netlists based on structural connec-
tions and hardware attributes. This innovative method sig-
nificantly reduces engineering efforts in chip design, demon-
strating the potential for network alignment principles to be
applied in new and complex areas.

6 Conclusion
Obtaining the source code location for any part of the netlist
offers multiple advantages. Front-end designers can receive
early feedback on their designs’ timing and power, allowing
them to optimize the source code in advance. Consequently,
backend tools can be provided with mature constraints, re-
ducing the time required for iterative cycles in chip design
and significantly decreasing time-to-market.
The ability to trace synthesized netlist lines back to the

source code, regardless of the optimization tools used, is cru-
cial for reducing time-to-market in the chip design industry.
SynAlign enables this back-tracing for any HDL translatable
to Verilog with line-of-code (LoC) information without rely-
ing on a single EDA tool. SynAlign achieves an average of
75% accuracy in less than 20 seconds.
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