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The theory of large random matrices has proved an invaluable tool for the study of systems
with disordered interactions in many quite disparate research areas. Widely applicable results,
such as the celebrated elliptic law for dense random matrices, allow one to deduce the statistical
properties of the interactions in a complex dynamical system that permit stability. However, such
simple and universal results have so far proved difficult to come by in the case of sparse random
matrices. Here, we present a new approach, which maps the hermitized resolvent of a random
matrix onto the response functions of a linear dynamical system. The response functions are then
evaluated using a path integral formalism, enabling one to construct Feynman diagrams and perform
a perturbative analysis. This approach provides simple closed-form expressions for the eigenvalue
spectrum, allowing one to derive modified versions of the classic elliptic and semi-circle laws that
take into account the sparse correction. Additionally, in order to demonstrate the broad utility of
the path integral framework, we derive a non-Hermitian generalization of the Marchenko-Pastur
law, and we also show how one can handle non-negligible higher-order statistics (i.e. non-Gaussian
statistics) in dense ensembles.

I. INTRODUCTION

The central observation of random matrix theory
(RMT) is that the eigenvalues of a large matrix can of-
ten be determined by knowing only the statistical proper-
ties of the matrix entries, rather than the specific entries
themselves [1, 2]. This powerful insight is responsible for
RMT’s broad applicability. In many-component dynami-
cal systems, for example, RMT allows one to draw quali-
tative conclusions about how the statistics of the interac-
tions between components contribute to the (in)stability
of the system.

Some of the first forays made by physicists into RMT
were the studies of Wigner [3–5] (and also notably Dyson
[6, 7] and Mehta [1]). Wigner proposed to model the
interactions in large nuclei as having random i.i.d. val-
ues. In so doing, he uncovered his eponymous semi-circle
law for the distribution of the eigenvalues a symmetric
random matrix. Since then, the study of large random
matrices has found a panoply of uses in physics [8] (e.g.
spin glasses [9]) and in other disciplines (ecology [10–12],
neural networks [13–17], and finance [18], for example).

Driven by a rapidly growing range of applications, the
variety of random matrix ensembles that have been stud-
ied over the years has increased greatly. In particular,
Wigner’s semi-circle law for symmetric matrices was gen-
eralized to the elliptic law for asymmetric matrices [19].
The solitary outlier eigenvalue that results from the in-
clusion of a non-zero mean of the matrix entries was
also characterized with similarly compact formulae [20–
22]. Recently, matrices with non-trivial network struc-
ture [23–25], block structure [26–28], generalized corre-
lations [29, 30], and index-dependent statistics [13, 14]
have also been studied.
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All of the aforementioned results are applicable to
dense matrices, for which the number of non-zero en-
tries per row p scales with the dimension of the matrix
N ≫ 1. However, there are many systems [31–33] where
p is small compared with the system size, i.e. p ≪ N .
Such matrices are termed sparse. Applications of sparse
random matrices include supercooled liquids [34], Ander-
son localization and diffusion on networks [35–40], and
particularly complex ecosystems [41–44].

A general characterization of the eigenvalue spectra of
sparse random matrices has proved a somewhat more dif-
ficult challenge than for dense matrices. This is largely
due to the fact that there is not the same degree of so-
called universality [45] of results. That is, in the dense
case, results like the elliptic law [19] are seen only to
depend on the variance and covariance of the matrix ele-
ments. In contrast, the shape of the eigenvalue spectrum
can vary greatly for sparse matrices [31, 32], depending
more intricately on the details of the distribution from
which the non-zero elements are drawn.

In this work, we aim to address this issue by extending
an approach that was developed in Ref. [30]. We pro-
vide a new path integral method of calculating the eigen-
value spectra of non-Hermitian random matrices. We use
this method to perform a perturbative analysis, with the
help of Feynman diagrams [46], and thus provide simple
closed-form expressions for the sparse corrections to the
elliptic and semi-circle laws [19] as a series in 1/p. These
results only depend on a small number of statistics of the
non-zero matrix elements, and therefore apply to many
different ensembles of sparse matrix.

In addition to presenting new results for sparse matri-
ces, the aim of this work is also to exhibit the strengths
of the path integral method for calculating the eigenvalue
spectrum [30]. This method has several advantages over
others:

(i) Most importantly, the path integral approach fa-
cilitates a controlled perturbative analysis, in contrast
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to the effective medium and single defect approximation
schemes [36, 47], which are uncontrolled. The compact
formulae that we obtain are simple and broadly appli-
cable, whereas the more exact results obtained from the
cavity method [31, 32, 42, 48, 49], for example, often have
to be evaluated in certain special cases or using numerical
methods.

(ii) The independence of the results from the exact
distribution from which the matrix elements are drawn
(so-called universality [1, 45, 50]) is clear. Other ap-
proaches, such as the direct expansion of the resolvent
using a Dyson series [13, 51], must use a Gaussian dis-
tribution to derive the results. The applicability of these
results to other distributions is often presumed subse-
quently.

(iii) Finally, there is no need for replicas [52], and hence
no replica symmetry ansatz (unlike the approaches used
in Refs. [19, 47, 53], for example).

We emphasize that the perturbative approach pre-
sented here can be used to take into account many
other aspects of random matrix ensembles in addition
to the sparse corrections. For example, the path integral
method has already been used in Ref. [30] to take into ac-
count so-called generalized correlations. We demonstrate
in the present work that the same ‘ribbon’ Feynman dia-
grams that encode the sparse corrections can also be used
to take into account non-negligible higher-order statistics
in dense ensembles [54]. We also show how the path inte-
gral approach simplifies problems involving random ma-
trix products (deriving a non-hermitian generalization of
the Marchenko-Pastur law) and block-structured random
matrices.

The rest of this work is set out as follows. We first
present the general method. In Section II, we introduce
an auxiliary dynamical system whose response functions
can be used to derive the properties of the eigenvalue
spectrum. We show how these response functions can
be represented by a path integral expression in Section
III, and we introduce the associated ‘rainbow’ Feynman
diagram representation in IV. As a straightforward exam-
ple of the general procedure for evaluating the eigenvalue
spectrum, we recover the well-known elliptic law.

We then move on to the case of sparse matrices. In
Section V, we present the additional ‘ribbon’ Feynman
diagrams that encode the sparse corrections to the eigen-
value spectrum, and derive the first-order sparse correc-
tions to the elliptic law. Our general formulae are then
used to draw broad conclusions about the stability of
sparsely interacting dynamical systems in Section VF.
In Section VI, we show that one can continue the per-
turbative expansion to higher order in 1/p to obtain pro-
gressively more accurate results.

In Section VII, we present some further applications of
the path integral formalism. Namely, we show how one
can handle non-vanishing higher order moments, matri-
ces with block structure and products of random matri-
ces. Finally, in Section VIII, we discuss the significance
of the results and conclude.

II. GENERAL SET-UP

A. Hermitization procedure

We begin by briefly recapitulating the standard hermi-
tization method, which allows one to compute the resol-
vent of a non-Hermitian random matrix [55, 56].
Let a be a large N × N matrix whose elements {aij}

are drawn from some (possibly joint) distribution, and let
{λν} be its eigenvalues. We define the disorder-averaged
eigenvalue density as

ρ(ω) =
1

N

∑
ν

δ(x− Re(λν))δ(y − Im(λν)), (1)

where ω = x+iy and the over-bar · · · indicates an average
over realizations of the random matrix elements. The
disorder-averaged resolvent of the random matrix a is
defined as

C(ω, ω⋆) =
1

N
Tr
[
11ω − a

]−1
=

1

N

∑
ν

1

ω − λν
. (2)

The eigenvalue density in the complex plane is then given
by [19, 55, 56]

ρ(ω) =
1

π

∂C

∂ω⋆
. (3)

In the case where a is Hermitian, and all the eigenval-
ues are consequently real, we can obtain the eigenvalue
density on the real axis via [22, 51]

ρx(x) =
1

π
lim
ϵ→0

ImC(x− iϵ). (4)

When the matrix a is Hermitian, the disorder-averaged
resolvent matrix is an analytic function of ω. Thus,
Eq. (2) can be expanded as a series in powers of ω, which
is a helpful trick when performing the disorder average.
When a is non-Hermitian however, the resolvent is non-
analytic for values of ω where ρ(ω) is non-zero, as can be
seen from Eq. (3). Thus, a series expansion in ω is not
valid. Instead, it is necessary to construct a ‘hermitized’
resolvent, from which C can later be extracted.
We now define the 2N × 2N Hermitian matrix

H =

[
0 ω11

N
− a

(ω11
N
− a)† 0

]
, (5)

and the hermitized resolvent matrix

H(η, ω, ω⋆) =

〈[
η11

2N
+H

]−1
〉
. (6)

From these definitions we see that we can recover the
resolvent we seek via

C(ω, ω⋆) =
1

N
lim
η→0

Tr
[
H21(η, ω, ω⋆)

]
, (7)
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where the upper indices of H refer to its blocks. Let us
now label the blocks of the resolvent matrix H as

H =

[
A B
C D

]
, (8)

so that C ≡ N−1TrC, and similar definitions apply for
the other blocks. We also define the following matrices
for later use

H−1

0
=

[
0 ω11

N
ω⋆11

N
0

]
, I =

[
0 a
a† 0

]
, (9)

such that we have H = H−1

0
− I. For the sake of hav-

ing a more compact notation later, we also introduce the
following 2×2 matrices, which we denote without under-
scores or lower indices

H =

[
A B
C D

]
, H−1

0 =

[
0 ω
ω⋆ 0

]
. (10)

As we shall see, it is the matrix H0 that will be used to
perform a series expansion of the hermitized resolvent,
just as the resolvent of an Hermitian matrix can be ex-
panded in powers of ω−1 (see e.g. Ref. [51]).

B. Corresponding dynamical system

We now show how the hermitized resolvent can be
found from the response functions of an auxiliary dynam-
ical system, in a similar fashion to Ref. [30]. Consider
the following coupled set of differential equations

ẋ1i = −ωx2i +
N∑
j=1

aijx
2
j + h1i ,

ẋ2i = −ω⋆x1i +
N∑
j=1

aTijx
1
j + h2i , (11)

where we note that xai (t) are complex quantities. One
should note that the stability of this system about the
fixed point xai = 0 is not determined by the eigenvalues
of the matrix a. The system in Eq. (11) is introduced
solely as a tool for computing the eigenvalue spectrum of
a. We discuss the kinds of system for which stability is
determined by the eigenvalues of a later in Section VF.
After functional differentiation with respect to the ex-

ternal source fields hai (t), one finds

∂tK
ab
ij (t, t

′) = −
∑
c,k

Hac
ik Kcb

kj(t, t
′) + δ(t− t′)δabδij .

(12)

where Kab
ij (t, t

′) = δxa(t)/δhbj(t
′) are the response func-

tions. We note here that the upper indices take val-
ues a, b ∈ {1, 2} and the lower indices take values
i, j ∈ {1, · · · , N}. Finally, assuming time-translational

invariance, we take the Laplace transform and the disor-
der average to find

K̂ab
ij (η) ≡ Lt

{
Kab
ij (t− t′)

}
(η) = Hab

ij . (13)

So, we see that if we can find the disorder-averaged re-
sponse functions of the system in Eq. (11), the hermitized
resolvent is immediately available, and consequently we
can deduce the eigenvalue spectrum.
Our strategy for finding these objects is as follows. We

construct the Martin-Siggia-Rose-Janssen-de Dominicis
(MSRJD) functional integral [52, 57–60] for the system in
Eq. (11). The disorder-averaged response functions can
be extracted from the MSRJD functional integral using
a series of Feynman diagrams. This series can then be
resummed in the thermodynamic limit N → ∞ to obtain
N−1

∑
iHab

ii . We will thus have access to the spectral
properties of a.

III. PATH INTEGRAL FORMULATION

We now introduce the Martin-Siggia-Rose-Janssen-de
Dominicis (MSRJD) path integral [52, 57–60] that will be
the cornerstone of our subsequent analysis and provide
us with the disorder-averaged response functions of the
dynamical system in Eq. (11).
The MSRJD path integral that we consider is the

generating functional (essentially a functional analogue
of the Fourier transform) for the dynamical process in
Eq. (11) [57]. As such, the time-dependent correlators
and response functions of the quantities xai (t) can be
found by taking appropriate functional derivatives of this
object. For a specific realization of the matrix a, the
functional integral is written

Z[ψ, h] =

∫
D[x, x̂] exp

i∑
i,a

∫
dtψai x

a⋆
i + ψa⋆i x

a
i


× exp

i∑
i,a

∫
dt x̂a⋆i

ẋai +∑
b,j

Hab
ij x

b
j − haj


× exp

i∑
i,a

∫
dt x̂ai

ẋa⋆i +
∑
b,j

Hab
ij x

b⋆
j − ha⋆j

 ,
(14)

where D[x, x̂] indicates integration with respect to all
possible trajectories of the variables {xai (t)} and their
conjugate ‘momenta’ {x̂ai (t)}. Constant factors that en-
sure the normalization Z[0, h] = 1 have been absorbed
into the integral measure. Aside from the source terms
containing the variables ψ, the integrand in Eq. (14)
is merely a complex exponential representation of Dirac
delta functions, which constrain the system to follow tra-
jectories satisfying Eqs. (11). The reader is directed to
Refs. [46, 57] for further details.
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The response functions of the system can be found
from this object by differentiating as follows to obtain

Kab
ij (t, t

′) =
δ⟨xai (t)⟩
δhbj(t

′)

∣∣∣∣
ψ=h=0

= −i δ2Z

δψa⋆i (t)δhbj(t
′)

∣∣∣∣
ψ=h=0

= −i⟨xai (t)x̂⋆bj (t′)⟩
∣∣
ψ=h=0

, (15)

where here the angular brackets indicate an average with
respect to the dynamical process, i.e.

⟨O⟩
∣∣
ψ=h=0

=

∫
D[x, x̂] O

× exp

i∑
i,a

∫
dt x̂a⋆i

ẋai +∑
b,j

Hab
ij x

b
j


× exp

i∑
i,a

∫
dt x̂ai

ẋa⋆i +
∑
b,j

Hab
ij x

b⋆
j

 . (16)

From now on, it is to be understood that all averages ⟨·⟩
are to be evaluated at ψ = h = 0.

IV. THE DENSE LIMIT: RAINBOW
DIAGRAMS AND RECOVERING THE ELLIPTIC

LAW

Now that we have introduced the path integral frame-
work, we show how a series for the disorder-averaged re-
sponse functions can be constructed in terms of Feyn-
man diagrams. This is done in the context of a simple
example. Namely, we recover the elliptic law for dense
matrices. A more detailed introduction to the diagram-
matic formalism is given in the Supplemental Material
(SM) Section S3.

Although it has previously been shown that the ‘rain-
bow’ diagrams that we obtain here can be obtained using
a similar field-theoretic formalism to quantum chromody-
namics [61], it is hoped that the formulation in terms of a
dynamical system will be more transparent to those un-
familiar with quantum field theory. One notes however
that the ‘ribbon’ diagrams that appear later are unique
to the sparse (or non-Gaussian) random matrix case.

A. Disorder-averaged generating functional and
series expansion of the response functions

Let us take the simple example where the matrix a
is fully populated (i.e. all elements are non-zero). We
suppose its elements have statistics

aij = 0, a2ij = σ2/N,

aijaji = Γσ2/N. (17)

If the higher-order moments decay more quickly than
1/N , they do not contribute to the response functions

in the thermodynamic limit N → ∞, and consequently
they do not affect the eigenvalue spectrum. This means
that one could treat aij as correlated Gaussian random
variables without loss of generality. How one can see this
so-called universality principle [45, 50] from our approach
is discussed further in SM Section S2.
Taking the disorder average of the generating func-

tional using the statistics in Eq. (17), one arrives at

Z[ψ, h] =

∫
D[x, x̂] exp

i∑
i,a

∫
dtψai x

a⋆
i + ψa⋆i x

a
i

 eS ,
(18)

where the action S = S0 + Sint is the sum of two con-
tributions: a ‘bare’ action S0 and an interaction term
Sint

S0 = i

∑
i,a

∫
dt x̂a⋆i

ẋai +∑
b,j

(H−1
0 )abij x

b
j

+ c.c.

 ,

Sint =
(−i)2

2! 2
2C1

∫
dtdt′x̂a⋆i J abxbj x̂

a′⋆
j (J †)a′b′xb

′
i + · · · ,

(19)

where the sums over repeated indices in Sint are implied,
and we have introduced the 2× 2 non-Hermitian matrix

J =

[
0 a12
a21 0

]
, (20)

where a12 and a21 obey the statistics given in Eq. (17).
We note that we have omitted terms in Sint that do not
contribute to the calculation of the response functions
(see SM Section S3 for a justification of this).
We now define the following average with respect to

both the dynamics and disorder

⟨· · · ⟩S =

∫
D[x, x̂][· · · ]eS . (21)

Because we can write the response functions as in
Eq. (15), we can calculate the disorder-averaged response
functions using a series expansion. Such an expansion is
arrived at by noticing (following [46])

Kab
ij (t, t

′) = −i⟨xai (t)x̂b⋆j (t′)⟩S
= −i⟨xai (t)x̂b⋆j (t′)eSint⟩0

= −i
∑
r

1

r!
⟨xai (t)x̂b⋆j (t′)(Sint)

r⟩0, (22)

where ⟨· · · ⟩0 indicates an average with respect to the bare
action only. From here on, we refer to quantities averaged
with respect to S0 as ‘bare’ and those that are averaged
with respect to S as ‘dressed’ [46].
Since the bare action is quadratic in the dynamic vari-

ables {xi(t), x̂j(t)}, Wick’s theorem holds for the aver-
ages ⟨· · · ⟩0 [46]. We therefore obtain a series that we can
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evaluate entirely in terms of quantities that are calcula-
ble from the non-interacting theory. The various Wick
pairings that arise in this series are then kept track of
using Feynman diagrams, as we show below.

The bare response functions can be calculated easily
from the dynamic system without interactions, which
obeys

ẋai = −
∑
j,b

(H−1
0 )abij x

b
j + haj . (23)

One thus obtains for the bare resolvent

lim
η→0

(K̂0)abij = lim
η→0

Lt
[
−i⟨xai (t)x̂b⋆j (t′)⟩0

]
= (H0)

ab
ij . (24)

FIG. 1: Example rainbow diagram.

B. Constructing the Feynman diagrams

We now discuss how the diagrammatic formalism can
be constructed. Subsequently, we will see how this for-
malism can be used to efficiently identify and sum an
infinite series of non-vanishing terms (for N → ∞), and
thus obtain an expression for the dressed response func-
tions. Ultimately, we will recover the well-known elliptic
law for dense random matrices [19].
Let us take for example the r = 1 term in the expan-

sion in Eq. (22). We have (neglecting vanishing Wick
pairings)

− i

1!
⟨xck(t)x̂d⋆l (t′)Sint⟩0 =

∫
T>T ′

dTdT ′(−i)3 ⟨xck(t)x̂a⋆i (T )⟩0 J ab
〈
xbj(T ) x̂

a′⋆
j (T ′)

〉
0
(J †)a′b′

〈
xb

′

i (T
′)x̂d⋆l (t′)

〉
0
, (25)

where sums over repeated indices are implied.

The surviving term in Eq. (25) can be represented di-
agrammatically as in Fig. 1, which should be interpreted
as follows (see also Ref. [30]): A dot on the left-hand
end of a directed edge represents an x̂-type variable, and
a dot on the right-hand end of a directed edge represents
an x-type variable. Pairs of dots positioned together have
the same time coordinate, and each pair of dots carries a
matrix factor J (on the left-hand side of an arc) or J †

(on the right-hand side). Double arcs connect pairs of
J matrices that are disorder-averaged together. The x
and x̂ variables connected by a single arc are also con-
strained to have the same lower indices. Points connected
by horizontal edges are Wick-paired together (averaged
with respect to the bare action), and thus evaluate to
the bare response function. Because (K0)

ab
ij (t, t

′) = 0 for
t < t′, the time coordinate of an x-type variable must
always be greater than that of an x̂-type variable, hence
the directionality of the edges. Finally, all internal (i.e.
repeated) times and indices are integrated/summed over.

These diagrammatic representations are known as
‘rainbow’ diagrams, and they have been obtained pre-
viously by other methods [55, 56, 61]. The diagrammatic
representation allows us to easily identify the terms that
survive in the limit N → ∞. We find that the only
surviving rainbow diagrams are ‘planar’ (i.e. with no
crossing arcs) [62]. This is a consequence of the fact that
the bare resolvent matrix (H0)

ab
ij is diagonal in the in-

dices i and j. The reader is directed to SM Section S3
for further details of the diagrammatic representation,

FIG. 2: Summing the full series of rainbow diagrams.

more examples of planar rainbow diagrams, and a more
detailed explanation as to why planar diagrams are the
terms that survive.
The full series in Eq. (22) can thus be evaluated in

the thermodynamic limit by summing all possible planar
rainbow diagrams, which is illustrated in Fig. 2. We
follow an approach similar to that discussed in Refs. [61,
63] in order to sum this diagrammatic series. Ultimately,
one finds that the two series in Fig. 2 are equivalent. One
notes that we have employed an additional diagrammatic
convention to encode the distributivity of an arc over
a sum of diagrams (see SM Section S4), and that the
dressed response function is denoted diagrammatically
by an edge with a double arrow. The argument as to



6

why the full series of planar diagrams can be summed in
this way is summarized in SM Section S4.

We recognize the second series of diagrams in Fig. 2 as
a geometric series. This series can be summed to yield the
following compact expression for the hermitized resolvent

H =
[
H−1

0 −NJHJ †
]−1

, (26)

where we have used the 2×2 matrices defined in Eqs. (10)
and (20). We have thus succeeded in finding a self-
consistent expression for the hermitized resolvent, which
can be solved to yield C, and thus the eigenvalue density.

C. Recovering the elliptic law

Let us now solve Eq. (26) for the quantity H21 ≡
C. After performing the disorder average of the object

NJHJ † using the statistics in Eq. (17), one finds that
there are two possible solutions of Eq. (26). First, we
have A = D = 0, for which the corresponding solution
for C is an analytic function of ω,

C =
1

ω − Γσ2C
. (27)

The other solution is AD − BC = −1/σ2, for which the
corresponding expression for C is

C =
ω⋆ − Γω

(1− Γ2)σ2
. (28)

The latter, non-analytic solution corresponds to the
bulk region where there is a non-zero eigenvalue density,
given by [using Eq. (3)]

ρ(ω) =
1

πσ2(1− Γ2)
. (29)

We note that in the region of the complex plane where
Eq. (27) is the correct solution for the resolvent, the
eigenvalue density must be nil. The boundary of the
bulk region to which the eigenvalues are confined is thus
given by the set of points ω that simultaneously satisfy
Eqs. (27) and (28). By equating these two expressions
for C, we recover the elliptic law (setting ω = x+ iy)(

x

1 + Γ

)2

+

(
y

1− Γ

)2

= σ2. (30)

Finally, integrating Eq. (29) with respect to y between
the limits of the ellipse defined by Eq. (30), one recovers
the Wigner semi-circle law [64] for ρx(x) =

∫
dyρ(x, y)

(generalized for asymmetric matrices)

ρx(x) =
2

πσ2(1 + Γ)2

√
σ2(1 + Γ)2 − x2. (31)

Although what we have done may seem like a somewhat
convoluted route to recovering these well-known results,
the advantage of this method lies in its generalizability,
as will be demonstrated in the rest of this text.

V. THE SPARSE CORRECTION TO THE
ELLIPTIC AND WIGNER SEMI-CIRCLE LAWS

We now turn our attention to sparse random matri-
ces, where now the mean number of non-zero elements
per row, denoted by p here, does not scale with N (i.e.
remains finite) as N → ∞ [31].
We consider the regime where p is large enough that we

can perform a systematic expansion in the inverse con-
nectivity 1/p. An expansion of this type, using a replica
formalism, was explored by Rodgers and Bray [53] for the
case of symmetric matrices (see also Ref. [65]), but the
results obtained therein have yet to be extended to the
asymmetric case. Such an extension is facilitated by the
method presented in Sections III and IV, which is partic-
ularly amenable to perturbative treatments and can also
handle non-Hermitian ensembles.
Ultimately, we obtain simple closed-form expressions

for the boundary of the support of the eigenvalue spec-
trum. We also derive similarly compact expressions for
the eigenvalue density inside the bulk region and the lo-
cations of any outlier eigenvalues that arise due to a non-
zero mean [20–22]. The expressions that we obtain are
universal in the sense that they explicitly only depend on
the moments of the distribution of the non-zero matrix
elements [45, 50]. We are thus able to see directly how
the standard elliptic law is modified by virtue of the ma-
trix being sparse, how the higher-order statistics of the
non-zero elements affect this correction, and what this
means for the stability of a sparse dynamical system.

A. Random matrix ensemble and corresponding
action

For the purposes of this work, we consider sparse ran-
dom matrices a whose non-zero elements represent a
weighted Erdős-Rényi graph (see Ref. [23] for a pertur-
bative treatment of more complex network structure). In
other words, a link between two nodes i and j exists with
probability p/N . If a link between two node exists, we
draw aij and aji from a joint distribution π(aij , aji). All
other entries of a are set to zero. The joint distribution
of the matrix elements aij and aji is therefore given by

P (aij , aji) =
(
1− p

N

)
δ(aij)δ(aji) +

p

N
π(aij , aji) (32)

We see readily that p is the mean number of connec-
tions per node on the network (i.e. the average number
of non-zero random matrix elements per row/column).
We denote the lower-order statistics of the distribu-
tion π(aij , aji) by

⟨aij⟩π =
µ

p
,

〈
(aij − µ/p)2

〉
π
=
σ2

p
,



7

⟨(aij − µ/p)(aji − µ/p)⟩π =
Γσ2

p
,

⟨(aij − µ/p)4⟩π =
Γ
(1)
4 σ4

p2
,

⟨(aij − µ/p)3(aji − µ/p)⟩π =
Γ
(2)
4 σ4

p2
,

⟨(aij − µ/p)2(aji − µ/p)2⟩π =
Γ
(3)
4 σ4

p2
, (33)

where ⟨·⟩π indicates an average over the distribution π (to
be contrasted with · · ·, which denotes an average over re-
alizations of the network and the weights of links). Scal-
ing the variance of the interaction coefficients with p as
in Eq. (33) permits one to take the dense limit p → N
in a sensible fashion. It also allows one to perform the
perturbative expansion transparently. We note that one
could also do the expansion without this scaling (see Ref.
[66]). The scaling can easily be undone by substituting
σ2 → pσ2 and µ → pµ. We also assume that higher or-
der statistics scale with higher powers of 1/p such that
⟨a6ij⟩ ∼ 1/p3, and so on.

For the present, we consider the case µ = 0, but we will
generalize to the µ ̸= 0 case in Section VD. In Section
VIIA, we also discuss how one can include the possibility
of the null entries of the matrix having fluctuations of
order ∼ 1/

√
N about zero, as they would in a dense

matrix.

We now evaluate the disorder averaged generating
functional in Eq. (18) and obtain the following contri-
butions to the action S =

∑∞
r=0 Sr, assuming p/N ≪ 1

[c.f. Eq. (19)]

S0 = i

∑
i,a

∫
dt x̂a⋆i

ẋai +∑
b,j

(H−1
0 )abij x

b
j

 ,

S1 =
p

2N

(−i)2

2!
2C1

∫
dt1dt2

〈
x̂a⋆i J abxbj x̂

a′⋆
j (J †)a

′b′xb
′

i

〉
π

S2 =
p

2N

(−i)4

4!
4C2

∫
dt1 · · · dt4

〈
x̂a1⋆i J a1b1xb1j

× x̂a2⋆j (J †)a2b2xb2i x̂
a3⋆
i J a3b3xb3j x̂

a4⋆
j (J †)a4b4xb4i

〉
π
,

S3 = · · · , (34)

where sums over the repeated indices in S1 and S2 are
implied. Here, the matrix J [defined in Eq. (20)] now has
elements a12 and a21 that are sampled from π(a12, a21).
The first two terms in the action in Eq. (34) correspond
to the bare action and the elliptic interaction term in
Eq. (19). That is, the higher order terms S2 and S3

constitute small corrections to the elliptic law when p is
large. If we ignored these terms, we would recover the
result of the dense case.

The response functions of the system are now
found by evaluating the following series diagrammati-

FIG. 3: Example ribbon diagrams.

cally [c.f. Eq. (22)]

−i⟨xai (t)x̂b⋆j (t′)⟩S =
∑

r1,r2,...

[
−i

r1!r2! · · ·
·

×
〈
xai (t)x̂

b⋆
j (t′)[Sr11 S

r2
2 · · · ]

〉
0

]
. (35)

Our approach will be to truncate this series and find the
response functions to the desired order in 1/p, from which
we will obtain expressions for the eigenvalue spectrum
that are accurate to the same order.

B. Expansion in the inverse connectivity: Ribbon
diagrams

We now proceed as in Section IV by constructing a
series of non-vanishing diagrams that we can resum in
the thermodynamic limit. As before, the diagrams allow
us to keep track of the Wick pairings that arise from the
averages in Eq. (35). As before, the diagrams also permit
one to spot the self-similarity of the series and deduce a
self-consistent expression for the response functions.
Because of the higher-order terms in the action in

Eq. (34), we have to take new types of diagram into ac-
count, other than just the usual ‘rainbow’ diagrams [55].
Due to their shape (see below), we refer to these gener-
alizations as ‘ribbon’ diagrams.
The strategy is as follows. We separate the series into

diagrams that contribute to different orders in 1/p. We
then sum each of these sub-series separately. Afterwards,
we combine these sub-series to deduce a self-consistent
expression for the hermitized resolvent to a particular
accuracy in 1/p.
Suppose that we deconstruct the hermitized resolvent

as follows

H = H
1
+

1

p
H

2
+

1

p2
H

3
+ · · · . (36)

One can use Eq. (35) to find diagrammatic series expan-
sions for each of H1, H2, ..., in a similar way to Section
IV. For example, we have the contribution to H2/p that
is depicted in Fig. 3. We have not included diagrams
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FIG. 4: The complete series of O(1/p) ribbon diagrams.

that vanish in the thermodynamic limit in this figure;
once again, only planar diagrams survive.

We see that the 1/p sparse correction to the action S2

[see Eq. (34)] has given rise to a new kind of diagram. We
recall that arcs are used to connect matrix factors that
are disorder-averaged together, and they also connect x-
and x̂-type variables with the same lower index. The ac-
tion S2 [see Eq. (34)] contains two matrix factors of J and
two of J † that are averaged together. This manifests as
a ‘ribbon’ of three concatenated arcs diagrammatically.
More specifically, a ribbon with 3 concatenated arcs car-
ries 4 simultaneously averaged J -matrix factors, together
with a factor of p/N , and is consequently proportional to
1/p. A ribbon with 5 concatenated arcs would carry 6
simultaneously averaged J -matrix factors, also with a
factor of p/N , and would therefore be proportional to
1/p2, etc.

Let us now obtain the first-order correction in 1/p to
the elliptic law. To zeroth order in 1/p, we obtain the
same self-similar series of rainbow diagrams as in Section
IV and we have [similarly to Eq. (26)]

H1 =
[
H−1

0 − p⟨JH1J †⟩π
]−1

, (37)

where once again we define 2 × 2 matrices analogous to
Eqs. (20) and (10), where now the entries a12 and a21 of
J are drawn from π(a12, a21).

One also obtains a series of ribbon diagrams for the
sparse correction, which is given in Fig. 4. In this series,
we note that we have summed several sub-series to ob-
tain factors of the zeroth-order hermitized resolvent H1

(denoted diagrammatically with a double arrowed hori-
zontal line). This is similar to the way that factors of H
appeared in the elliptic law calculation in Section IV.

Evaluating the series of diagrams in Fig. 4, we obtain

1

p
H2 = ⟨H1JH2J †H1⟩π + p⟨H1JH1J †H1JH1J †H1⟩π.

(38)

Combining Eq. (37) and (38) using Eq. (36), we thus
deduce the following self-consistent expression for H,

which is accurate up to first order in 1/p

H ≈ H1 +
1

p
H2

≈
[
H−1

0 − p⟨JH1J †⟩π − ⟨JH2J †⟩π
]−1

+ p⟨H1JH1J †H1JH1J †H1⟩π
≈
[
H−1

0 − p⟨JHJ †⟩π − p⟨JHJ †HJHJ †⟩π
]−1

.

(39)

This is the self-consistent expression for the hermitized
resolvent that we desired, analogous to Eq. (26) for the
dense case.

C. Modified elliptic and semi-circle laws

We are now in a position to solve Eq. (39) for the trace
of the resolvent C ≡ H21, and thus deduce the properties
of the eigenvalue spectrum in a similar way to Section
IVC.
As is demonstrated in SM Section S5 A, Eq. (39) can

be solved to yield two solutions for C: one that is non-
analytic in ω (valid for the region of the complex plane
with non-zero eigenvalue density) and one that is ana-
lytic (corresponding to the region with no eigenvalues).
The set of values of ω at which these two expressions co-
incide corresponds to the boundary of the support of the
eigenvalue spectrum.
We thus can show that [see SM Section S5 B] the

boundary of the eigenvalue spectrum is given by the fol-
lowing modified ellipse

x2

x2c
+
y2

y2c
= 1− 16

p

(Γ
(3)
4 − ΓΓ

(2)
4 )

(1− Γ2)

x2

x2c

y2

y2c
(40)

where we have identified the rightmost and topmost
eigenvalues of the modified ellipse (respectively)

xc = σ(1 + Γ) +
σ

2p

[
(3− Γ)Γ

(3)
4 + 2(1− Γ)Γ

(2)
4

]
yc = σ(1− Γ) +

σ

2p

[
(3 + Γ)Γ

(3)
4 − 2(1 + Γ)Γ

(2)
4

]
. (41)

The expressions in Eqs. (40) and (41) are compared with
numerical results in Figs. 5a and 6a respectively.
Using Eq. (3), we can also find the density of eigen-

values within the support [see SM Section S5 C]. In SM
Eq. (S41), we see that the eigenvalue density is no longer
uniform within the bulk region. We do not reproduce the
expression here, which is lengthy but elementary.
Finally, we can also generalize the Wigner semi-circle

law. By integrating the eigenvalue density with respect to
y between the limits given by Eq. (40), one finds that for
ρx(x) =

∫
dyρ(x, y) we obtain the surprisingly succinct

expression [see SM Section S5 D]

ρx(x) =
2

πx2c

{
1 +

β

p

σ

xc

[
1− 4

x2

x2c

]}√
x2c − x2, (42)
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FIG. 5: Modified elliptic and semi-circular laws. Parameters are p = 30, N = 12000, σ = 1, Γ = 0.2, µ = 0 and a
Gaussian distribution is used for the non-zero elements [see Eq. (48)]. Panel (a): Boundary of the eigenvalue
spectrum. Blue crosses are the results of numerical diagonalization and the red line is given by Eqs. (40) using the
coefficients given in Eq. (41). The dashed line is the näıve elliptic law obtained in the limit p→ ∞. Panel (b):
Integrated eigenvalue density as a function of the real part. The red line is given by Eq. (42).

for |x| < xc, where we have

β =
1

3

[
(1− Γ)Γ

(1)
4 + 6(1− Γ)Γ

(2)
4 + 2(4− Γ)Γ

(3)
4

]
.

(43)

This result is compared with numerics in Figs. 5b and 7b.
In the limit Γ → 1, the matrix a becomes symmetric and
the eigenvalues concentrate along the real axis. We thus

have Γ
(1)
4 = Γ

(2)
4 = Γ

(3)
4 . In this case, as a check, we can

perform an alternative derivation of the modified semi-
circle law using Eq. (4) which agrees with the expression
in Eq. (42) [see SM Section S5 E].

We note that the results in Eqs. (39), (40), and (42)
all reduce to their dense counterparts in Eqs. (26), (30),
(29) and (31) in the limit p → ∞ as required. One also

notes that by substituting σ =
√
p and Γ = Γ

(1)
4 = 1 into

Eq. (42), we obtain the result of Rodgers and Bray in Ref.
[53], which was derived for a sparse symmetric matrix
with π(aij , aji) = δ(aij − aji)[δ(aij − 1) + δ(aij + 1)]/2.

D. Inclusion of a non-zero mean (µ ̸= 0)

We have so far obtained results for the case where
⟨aij⟩π = µ/p = 0 [defined in Eqs. (32) and (33)]. We
now generalize these results to allow for the possibility of
the non-zero elements having a non-zero mean.

It has been shown previously that when µ ̸= 0 for dense
matrices, the eigenvalue spectrum may gain an additional
outlier eigenvalue that strays from the bulk region to
which most of the eigenvalues are confined [20, 21, 30, 67].
We show here that this is also true in the sparse case. In
contrast to the dense case however, we also show that the
bulk spectrum itself is affected by the introduction of a
non-zero mean.

In SM Section S6, we identify the new contributions
to the action that give rise to the outlier eigenvalue and
affect the bulk spectrum. For the bulk of the eigenvalue
spectrum, we find that the expressions given in Eqs. (40)
and (42) are unaltered explicitly by the introduction of a
non-zero value of µ. However, the rightmost and upper-
most eigenvalues of the bulk, which enter into Eqs. (40)
and (42), are now modified to be

xc =σ(1 + Γ)

+
σ

2p

[
(3− Γ)

(
Γ
(3)
4 +

µ2

σ2

)
+ 2(1− Γ)Γ

(2)
4

]
,

yc =σ(1− Γ)

+
σ

2p

[
(3 + Γ)Γ

(3)
4 − 2(1 + Γ)Γ

(2)
4 − (1− Γ)

µ2

σ2

]
.

(44)

The leading edge of the bulk region xc, the boundary of
the bulk and the generalized semi-circle law in the case
of µ ̸= 0 are tested against numerics in Figs. 6a, 7a and
7b respectively.
Let us now summarily address the additional outlier

eigenvalue. For more information on the calculation of
λoutlier, the reader is referred to SM Section S6. By
inspecting the action for µ ̸= 0, we find that there is
a term that would also have arisen if we had simply
added µ/N to every element of the matrix. This effective
rank-1 perturbation is responsible for the outlier eigen-
value [20, 21]. If we define zij = aij − µ/N and iden-

tify C ≡ [λoutlier11− z]−1, one can show that the outlier
eigenvalue satisfies [20, 21, 30]

1

N

∑
ij

Cij(λoutlier) =
1

µ
. (45)
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FIG. 6: Panel (a): Sparse correction to the rightmost edge of the bulk region of the spectrum. The solid lines are
given by Eq. (49). Panel (b): Sparse correction to the outlier eigenvalue. The solid lines are given by Eq. (50). In
both panels, the markers are the results of numerical diagonalization for matrices with p = 50 and N = 10000
averaged over 10 realizations with σ = 1.

Along with the effective rank-1 perturbation however,
other terms in the action arise that encode new contribu-
tions to the off-diagonal elements of the resolvent. Cru-
cially, because one sums over all elements of the resolvent
to find the outlier in Eq. (45), these off-diagonal contribu-
tions affect the outlier, but not the bulk spectrum. This
results in the need for additional diagrams to compute
the sum N−1

∑
ij Cij [30].

Ultimately, one solves Eq. (45) to obtain

λoutlier = µ+
Γσ2

µ

+
1

p

[
µ+

(1 + 2Γ)σ2

µ
+ (Γ

(3)
4 − Γ− 2Γ2)

σ4

µ3

]
. (46)

In order for this expression to be valid, one requires that

µ2 ≥ σ2 +
σ2

p

[
1− 2(1 + 2Γ) + 2Γ

(2)
4 + Γ

(3)
4

]
. (47)

One can show that when this bound on µ is saturated,
the outlier eigenvalue in Eq. (46) and the edge of the
bulk in Eq. (44) coincide. We also note that the p → ∞
limit of the expression in Eq. (46) agrees with results
found previously in Refs. [20–22] in the dense case. The
expression in Eq. (46) is verified in Figs. 6 and 7.

One notes further that, in principle, the position of
the outlier eigenvalue can also be affected by the third
moments of aij , but we do not consider this possibil-
ity here. That is, Eq. (50) assumes ⟨(aij − µ/p)3⟩π =
⟨(aij − µ/p)2(aji − µ/p)⟩π = 0. The bulk of the eigen-
value spectrum is not affected by these statistics.

E. Tests against numerics

To test the results for the sparse corrections that
we have obtained so far, we examine the case where
π(aij , aji) is a Gaussian distribution. We will study the
alternative example of a dichotomous distribution in Sec-
tion VI. In the Gaussian case, we have

Γ
(1)
4 = 3, Γ

(2)
4 = 3Γ, Γ

(3)
4 = 1 + 2Γ2, (48)

meaning that the statistics of π(aij , aji) can be written
entirely in terms of σ2, Γ and µ. An example of a typ-
ical eigenvalue spectrum is presented in Fig. 7. We see
in panel (a) that the generalized elliptic law in Eq. (40),
with xc and yc given by Eq. (44), is indeed a good ap-
proximation to the boundary of the eigenvalue spectrum.
Panel (b) verifies the sparse correction to the Wigner
semi-circle law given by Eq. (42) with the expression for
xc given by Eq. (44).

We also test the prediction for the sparse correction to
the leading edge of the bulk of the eigenvalue spectrum
that is given in Eq. (44) in Fig. 6a for various Γ. From the
general expression in Eq. (44), we obtain for the leading-
order sparse correction

p [λmax − σ(1 + Γ)] =
σ

2

[
3 + 5Γ− 2Γ3 +

µ2

σ2
(3− Γ)

]
.

(49)

Similarly, the sparse correction to the outlier eigenvalue,
which is tested in Fig. 6b, can be derived from Eq. (46)
and is given by

p

[
λmax −

(
µ+

Γσ2

µ

)]
= µ+

(1 + 2Γ)σ2

µ
+

(1− Γ)σ4

µ3
.

(50)
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FIG. 7: Modified elliptic and semi-circular laws for µ ̸= 0. Parameters are the same as in Fig. 5, but now with
µ =

√
2. Panel (a): Boundary of the eigenvalue spectrum. Blue crosses are the results of numerical diagonalization

and the red line is given by Eqs. (40) using the expressions for xc and yc given in Eq. (44). The dashed line is the
näıve elliptic law obtained in the limit p→ ∞. The red circle is the prediction for the outlier given in Eq. (50),
whereas the green triangle is the näıve prediction for p→ ∞. Panel (b): Integrated eigenvalue density as a function
of the real part. The red line is given by Eq. (42) using the expression for xc given in Eq. (44).

F. Implications of the sparse correction for
stability

Let us now comment on the significance of our find-
ings for the stability of complex dynamical systems. Let
us suppose that the matrix a encodes the off-diagonal
elements of a Jacobian matrix of some system linearized
about a fixed point. Like May’s seminal work on complex
ecosystems [10], let us suppose that the diagonal elements
of the Jacobian are equal to a negative constant so that
the system would be stable in the absence of interactions.
That is, we imagine that the Jacobian is J = −d11

N
+ a.

One sees that if any of the eigenvalues of a are greater
than d, then the system is unstable. Therefore, if we
alter the statistics of the matrix a in such a way that the
change increases the rightmost eigenvalue, then we say
that this alteration is destabilizing. The simple formulae
for the leading eigenvalue in Eqs. (44) and (46) provide a
transparent way for us to see how the sparse corrections
affect stability.

For example, we see directly from the first of Eqs. (44)
that making µ large and negative can only serve to
broaden the eigenvalue spectrum along the real axis and
thus destabilize the system. This is in contrast to the
dense case [11, 12, 20, 21] (and to studies of non-linear
systems with dense interactions [68–70]), where decreas-
ing µ, i.e. making interactions more ‘competitive’, usu-
ally only serves to stabilize the system. This is a clear
instance where the behaviour of a sparsely interacting
system differs substantially from its densely interacting
counterpart.

More generally, from Eq. (44) and the definitions of

Γ
(2)
4 and Γ

(3)
4 in Eq. (33), we see that the sparse correction

to the rightmost edge of the bulk region is positive unless

the matrix entries are very negatively correlated and µ
is small in magnitude. That is, the term proportional

to Γ
(2)
4 must be sufficiently negative to cancel the other

terms, which are constrained to be positive, in order for
the sparse correction to the bulk edge to be negative. In
the case of Gaussian distributed elements [see Eq. (49)

and also Fig. 6a], one requires Γ < −(
√
7 − 1)/2 ≈

−0.82 when µ = 0 in order for the sparse correction to
be stabilizing. If on the other hand the outlier is the
rightmost eigenvalue (which requires µ > σ), then we see
that the sparse correction in Eq. (46) is in fact always
positive. This can be seen from the fact that |Γ| < 1 and

Γ
(3)
4 > 0.

Thus, broadly speaking, one tends to obtain a more
conservative estimate of the interaction statistics that
would permit stability by including the sparse correction.

FIG. 8: Example O(1/p2) ribbon diagrams.
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FIG. 9: Products of O(1/p) diagrams that give a
O(1/p2) contribution.

VI. HIGHER-ORDER SPARSE CORRECTIONS

In the previous section, we found the first-order sparse
correction to the eigenvalue spectrum. In this section,
we demonstrate how higher-order corrections can also be
calculated. By evaluating these higher-order terms, we
are able to obtain accurate results for values of the con-
nectivity as low as p ∼ 10 in our examples.

The evaluation of higher order terms also allows us to
compare with alternative approximation schemes. We
show here that the ‘effective medium approximation’ ob-
tained in previous works [47, 71, 72] is only accurate to
first order in 1/p for the example used here.

A. Second-order diagrams

As we go to higher order in 1/p, one has to be careful
to take into account all the possible non-vanishing rib-
bon diagrams that contribute to the response functions.
We now return to the general expansion of the response
functions in Eq. (35) and truncate the series at O(1/p2).
Let us take two examples of terms that are of order

1/p2. First, in Fig. 8, we present a term that comes
about due to the second-order contribution to the action
S3. This term gives rise to ribbon diagrams that are very
much analogous to those explored in Section VB, albeit
with more concatenated arcs. However, the second-order
terms that arise due to combinations of the first-order
ribbon diagrams are more complicated. These are shown
in Fig. 9.

From the diagrams in Fig. 9, we see that there is no
clear pattern to how the ribbon diagrams of lower order
will combine to produce non-vanishing planar diagrams
in thermodynamic limit as we go to higher order in 1/p.
Enumerating all the possible ways for the ribbons to ‘fit
together’ in a planar topology is non-trivial. So, while we
can evaluate the diagrammatic series to arbitrarily high
order in 1/p, it does not seem that a full resummation
of the diagrammatic series for the resolvent is a simple
task. With that being said, by evaluating diagrams up to
O(1/p2), we are still able to obtain remarkably accurate
results.

In SM Section S7, we perform the summation of all the
diagrams that do not vanish in thermodynamic limit to
obtain the following expression for the resolvent that is

accurate to second order in 1/p [c.f. Eq. (39)]

H ≈

{
H−1

0 − p⟨JHJ †⟩π − p⟨JHJ †HJHJ †⟩π

− p⟨JHJ †HJHJ †HJHJ †⟩π

− p2
〈
J1HJ2HJ †

2HJ †
1HJ1HJ2HJ †

2HJ †
1

〉
π

− p2
〈
J1HJ †

1HJ2HJ †
2HJ1HJ †

1HJ2HJ †
2

〉
π

}−1

,

(51)

where here we have defined the 2 × 2 matrices J1 and
J2, which each individually have the same statistics as
J [defined in Eq. (20), but with elements drawn from
π(a12, a21)]. However, they are statistically independent

of one another, so that ⟨J ab
1 J a′b′

2 ⟩π = 0 for all combina-
tions of upper indices. All other 2× 2 matrices here are
as described in Eq. (10). We now test this result with
two examples.

B. Example: Asymmetric dichotomous distribution

Let us first consider the following asymmetric random
matrix ensemble

P (aij , aji) =
(
1− p

N

)
δ(aij)δ(aji) +

p

N
π(aij , aji),

π(aij , aji) =
(1 + Γ)

4
(δ++ + δ−−)

+
(1− Γ)

4
(δ+− + δ−+) , (52)

where δ+− = δ(aij−1/
√
p)δ(aji+1/

√
p), and so on. This

example permits the relatively straightforward computa-
tion of the averages ⟨·⟩π in Eq. (51). In this subsection,
we take the case Γ = 0 for simplicity.
After some algebra along the lines of what was done

in SM Section S5, one obtains two expressions for the
resolvent, one of which is analytic and the other of which
is non-analytic. These can once again be solved simulta-
neously to yield the boundary of support. The density
can also be obtained using Eq. (3).
In this case, it is more convenient to represent the

eigenvalue spectrum in polar coordinates (letting ω =
reiθ). This allows one to see more readily the deviation
from the circular law, which would apply in the limit
p → N [73]. One obtains for the boundary of the sup-
port

r =1 +
1

2p
[1 + 2 cos (4θ)]

+
1

8p2
[−7 + 4 cos (4θ) + 30 cos (8θ)] , (53)

and one obtains the following for the eigenvalue density
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FIG. 10: Testing the second-order perturbative result in Eq. (51). The parameters used here were N = 104, p = 15.
Panel (a): The matrix a was drawn from the ensemble defined in Eq. (52) with Γ = 0. The red line is given by
Eq. (53). A dashed circle with radius 1 (the dense limit p→ N) is given for reference. Panel (b): The average
eigenvalue density as a function of the distance from the origin. The red line is the result of integrating Eq. (54)
over θ, and the dashed purple line is the result in Eq. (54) ignoring the term proportional to 1/p2. The results were
averaged over 10 trials.

ρ(r, θ) =
1

π

{
1 +

1

p
(2− 6r2) +

1

p2
[
9− 104r2 + 258r4

− 152r6 + (70r4 − 72r6) cos(4θ)
]}
. (54)

Noting that in this case σ2 = 1, Γ = 0, Γ
(1)
4 = Γ

(3)
4 = 1

and Γ
(2)
4 = 0, one can see that Eqs. (53) and (54) agree

with Eqs. (40) and (S41) of the SM respectively to first
order in 1/p.

Both the boundary of the support and the eigenvalue
density inside the support are tested against computer
generated results in Fig. 10, where we see that the
second-order result fits the data very closely for p = 15.

C. Example: symmetric dichotomous distribution

Now, partially for the sake of comparing to previous
works where the eigenvalue spectrum was approximated
for symmetric sparse matrices using the so-called Effec-
tive Medium Approximation (EMA) [47, 71, 72], we con-
sider the ensemble in Eq. (52) in the case Γ = 1.

In this case, one finds from Eq. (51) the following an-
alytic expression for the resolvent

C ≈ 1

ω − C
+

1

p
C5 +

1

p2
(C7 + C9). (55)

This can solved numerically for C(ω), which yields the
eigenvalue density via Eq. (4). The results of doing so
are shown in Fig. 11 and we see remarkable agreement
with numerics even for as low a connectivity as p = 7.

One notes that for this ensemble, σ2 = Γ = Γ
(1)
4 = 1.

Comparing the first-order term in Eq. (55) with Eq. (S23)
in the SM, we see again that the expression obtained here
is consistent with the universal result that we derived
earlier up to first order in 1/p.

It was shown in Ref. [47] that the EMA, which is
an uncontrolled approximation scheme that essentially
assumes a Gaussian field theory [36], was able to replicate
the leading order 1/p perturbative correction to the semi-
circle law that was found previously in Ref. [53]. It was
then speculated that perhaps the EMA might capture
the perturbative series for the resolvent to all orders.

However, we take the opportunity to note here that
the effective medium approximation of the resolvent for
the ensemble in Eq. (52) with Γ = 1 is [47, 71, 72] (after
appropriate rescaling with p)

CEMA =
1

ω − CEMA/(1− C2
EMA/p)

≈ 1

ω − CEMA
+

1

p
C5

EMA +
1

p2
(
C7

EMA − C9
EMA

)
.

(56)

Comparing this expression to Eq. (55), we see that while
the EMA captures the first-order correction, it does not
accurately replicate higher order terms. This is unsur-
prising, given the uncontrolled nature of the EMA.
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FIG. 11: Modified semi-circular law for the dichotomous distribution of non-zero elements defined in Eq. (52) with
Γ = 1. Here, the connectivity is only p = 7, yet we see that the second-order perturbative approximation to the
eigenvalue density [found using Eq. (55)] is still accurate. We plot the zeroth- and first-order approximations to the
eigenvalue density to demonstrate the convergence of the result.

VII. OTHER APPLICATIONS OF THE PATH
INTEGRAL METHOD

Having shown how the path integral method can be
used to handle sparse random matrix ensembles, we now
discuss how it can also be used to simplify the calcula-
tions for a range of other ensembles. The results (for-
mulae and figures) are mostly presented in SM Sections
S8, S9 and S10, but we briefly summarize the additional
findings here.

A. General non-negligible higher order moments
(non-Gaussian statistics)

In some sense, the ensemble of sparse random matrices
defined in Eq. (32), which formed the basis for the study
here, can be thought of as a special case of a broader class
of random matrix. In SM Section S8, we extend the con-
sideration to matrices whose elements mostly fluctuate
within a small distance of aij = 0, but also have a small
number of elements per row that are of order N0.
Specifically, we study dense matrices whose ele-

ments are all drawn from a distribution with moments
(aij − µ/N)r that all scale as 1/N for arbitrarily high
r ∈ N. We note that the distribution in Eq. (32) indeed
falls into this category. A similar observation to this was
also made in Ref. [54] in the context of the random Lotka-
Volterra equations. In particular, we take the example of
elements sampled from a truncated Cauchy distribution,
and we also consider a simple generalization of Eq. (32)
where the null elements are allowed to fluctuate.

The perturbative method that we have developed can
be applied to these ensembles without much additional

effort. All that is required for the perturbative approach
to be valid is for progressively higher-order moments to
be decreasing in magnitude so that one can truncate the
series expansion. With that being said, there are some
non-trivial differences between the sparse matrices that
we have discussed here and the dense non-Gaussian ma-
trices that are highlighted in the SM. For example, when
{aij} are i.i.d. random variables drawn from a trun-
cated Cauchy distribution, the boundary of the eigen-
value spectrum satisfies the näıve circle law (albeit with
a modified density inside the circle), so the higher-order
moments have no effect on stability in this case. How-
ever, when we constrain aij = aji, there is a distinct de-
viation from the semi-circle law, with a modified leading
eigenvalue.

B. Generalized Marchenko-Pastur law and
block-structured matrices

We also highlight in SM Sections S9 and S10 that dif-
ferent ensembles of dense random matrices can be han-
dled using the approach in Section IV, without the need
for additional diagrams. The method used here permits
one to see easily that the same formula in Eq. (26) can be
used for many matrix ensembles. To demonstrate this,
we derive a generalization of the Marchenko-Pastur law
for asymmetric products of random matrices. We also
recover previous results for block-structured random ma-
trices using this same approach.
The central idea is to introduce additional dynamical

variables into the system in Eqs. (11). These additional
variables can be used to decouple products of randomma-
trices (reminiscent of the Hubbard-Stratonovich transfor-
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mation [74]), or they can be used to correspond to dif-
ferent blocks of the random matrix a. A similar trick to
this was used in Ref. [75] in the case of symmetric ma-
trices. In the language of QCD, this can be thought of
as introducing additional ‘colour’ to the model [76].

By carefully identifying appropriate expressions for the
matrices J , H and H−1

0 for the system at hand, one
can then write the action in exactly the same form as
Eq. (19). One thus arrives immediately at the same
equation for the hermitized resolvent as for the elliptic
law in Eq. (26). One notes however that the spectrum
still varies between ensembles, due to the different forms
of J , H and H−1

0 .

VIII. DISCUSSION

To summarize, there are two main contributions of this
work. First, we introduced a new approach to finding the
hermitized resolvent of a non-Hermitian random matrix.
This involved exploiting the correspondence between the
hermitized resolvent and the response functions of a par-
ticular dynamical system, which could expressed as a
path integral. This approach had no need for replicas, the
universality of the results was transparent, and we could
utilize diagrammatic techniques to perform a perturba-
tive analysis. We also demonstrated how the path inte-
gral approach could be used to simplify calculations for
ensembles that involved matrix products or block struc-
ture.

The second main contribution of this work was using
the path integral approach to study non-Hermitian sparse
random matrices. We saw that the sparse corrections
could be considered as a perturbation to the dense case.
These corrections could be accounted for (to arbitrary
order in 1/p) by considering ‘ribbon’ Feynman diagrams
in addition to the usual ‘rainbow’ diagrams that arise in
the dense case. Ultimately, we found concise universal
expressions for the sparse corrections to the elliptic law.
These allowed us to understand, in a transparent manner,
how sparse interactions affect the stability of complex
dynamical systems. For instance, we saw that ‘competi-
tive’ interactions can be destabilizing for sparse systems,
whereas they would not ordinarily be so in dense systems
[11, 12, 68–70]. We also demonstrated how the methods
that we developed for sparse systems can be applied to
dense systems with non-vanishing higher-order statistics.

Because we used a perturbative approach in this work,

it would be fairly straightforward to handle more intri-
cacies alongside the sparse correction. For example, one
could extend the work here to include more complex net-
work structures [24, 77], or more complicated correlations
[78], both of which have also been handled in a pertur-
bative fashion previously [23, 30]. The interplay of these
factors could well lead to interesting effects. For exam-
ple, just as we saw that the inclusion of a non-zero mean
could broaden the bulk of the spectrum in the sparse
case (whereas it does not in the dense case), one antici-
pates that more generalized correlations could well have
a similar effect.
It is hoped that the succinct results for the leading

eigenvalues and the boundary of the spectrum presented
here [see Eqs. (40), (44) and (46)] will be of immediate
use in applications. For example, Ref. [79] fitted the el-
liptic law to the eigenvalue spectra corresponding to em-
pirical food webs. Comparing whether or not the sparse
correction fits better than the standard elliptic law could
provide a measure of how effectively sparsely interacting
various empirical food webs are.
Although we saw here that the eigenvalue spectra of

the sparse matrices that we studied were bounded in
the complex plane, it has been noted in recent works
that (unless the matrix is locally sign-stable [43]) sparse
matrices often have spectra that extend along the en-
tire real axis [42]. The reason for this is that, as dis-
cussed for example in Ref. [53], there is also a non-
perturbative contribution to the eigenvalue spectrum.
This non-perturbative contribution takes the form of a
Lifshitz tail, and is associated with large fluctuations in
the network connectivity [47]. The magnitude of this
non-perturbative contribution scales roughly as ∼ e−p

[47], which is why it was negligible for the moderately
high values of p used in the present work, but was clearly
visible for the relatively low values of p used in Refs.
[42, 43]. A more detailed study of the non-perturbative
eigenvalue tails is the subject of ongoing collaborative
work.
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— Supplemental Material —

S1. OVERVIEW

This document contains additional information about the diagrammatic formalism and details of the calculations
for the results for sparse matrices. Also included are some additional results for non-Gaussian matrices, products of
random matrices and block-structured matrices that we use to demonstrate the flexibility of the path integral method.

First, we give a more detailed introduction to the general method presented in the main text. In Section S2, we
comment on how the universality of the results can be seen to be apparent from the path integral approach. We then
give a pedagogical motivation and explanation of the diagrammatic formalism in Sections S3 and S4, using the case
of dense random matrices as a concrete example.

Then, we go on to provide some details of the calculations of the sparse corrections that involve ‘ribbon’ diagrams.
In Section S5, we describe how to obtain the results in Eqs. (40–43) from Eq. (39) of the main text. Then, we
discuss in Section S6 how the introduction of a non-zero value of µ gives rise to additional diagrams and changes the
eigenvalue spectrum. In Section S7, we show how one can sum additional O(1/p2) diagrams to obtain Eq. (51) of the
main text.

We finally present some additional results for other ensembles of random matrix. In Section S8, we discuss ensembles
with non-negligible higher-order moments, and demonstrate the link to sparse matrices. We derive results for matrices
with elements drawn from a truncated Cauchy distribution, and we also address the case where we allow the null
entries of the sparse matrices examined in the main text to fluctuate about aij = 0. Additionally, in Sections S9 and
S10, we show how products of random matrices and block-structured random matrices (respectively) can be handled
using the path-integral approach.

S2. A NOTE ON UNIVERSALITY

In this section, we argue that the expression for the disorder-averaged generating functional in Eq. (18) of the main
text is valid not only for matrices a with Gaussian entries, but for any distribution with higher-order moments that
decay sufficiently quickly with N . We proceed along similar lines to an argument made in Ref. [30].
More specifically, for the case of a dense random matrix, we show that if higher-order moments decay more quickly

than 1/N , they do not contribute to the response function in the thermodynamic limit and consequently they do not
affect the eigenvalue spectrum. Similar arguments carry over to the sparse case.

More precisely, taking the disorder average of Eq. (14) of the main text, one obtains

Z[ψ, h] =

∫
D[x, x̂] exp

i∑
i,a

∫
dtψai x

a⋆
i + ψa⋆i x

a
i


× exp

i∑
i,a

∫
dt

x̂a⋆i
ẋai +∑

b,j

(H−1
0 )abij x

b
j − haj

+ c.c.




×
∏
i<j

exp

[
−i
∫
dt
∑
ab

(x̂a⋆i Iabij xbj + x̂a⋆j Iabji xbi + c.c.)

]
, (S1)

Noting that only transpose pairs of elements aij and aji are correlated, we can consider each combination (i, j)
separately. One expands the exponential to obtain

exp

[
−i
∫
dt
∑
ab

(x̂a⋆i Iabij xbj + x̂a⋆j Iabji xbi + c.c.)

]
= 1− i

∫
dt
∑
ab

(x̂a⋆i Iabij xbj + x̂a⋆j Iabji xbi + c.c.)

− 1

2!

∫
dtdt′

∑
aba′b′

[x̂a⋆i Iabij xbj + x̂a⋆j Iabji xbi + c.c.][x̂a
′⋆
i Ia′b′ij xb

′
j + x̂a

′⋆
j Ia′b′ji xb

′
i + c.c.] + · · · (S2)

For a ̸= b and a′ ̸= b′, we have

Iabij Ia
′b′
i′j′ = δaa′δbb′

σ2

N
[δii′δjj′ + Γδij′δi′j ] + δba′δab′

σ2

N
[Γδii′δjj′ + δij′δi′j ] . (S3)
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One sees that if the higher moments of aij decay more quickly than 1/N then, for large N , we can truncate the
expansion in Eq. (S2) at second order in I. We can then reexponentiate to obtain

Z[ψ, h] =

∫
D[x, x̂] exp

i∑
i,a

∫
dtψai x

a⋆
i + ψa⋆i x

a
i


× exp

i∑
i,a

∫
dt

x̂a⋆i
ẋai +∑

b,j

(H−1
0 )abij x

b
j − haj

+ c.c.




× exp

− 1

2!2

∑
ij

∫
dtdt′

∑
aba′b′

[x̂a⋆i Iabij xbj + x̂a⋆j Iabji xbi + c.c.][x̂a
′⋆
i Ia′b′ij xb

′
j + x̂a

′⋆
j Ia′b′ji xb

′
i + c.c.]

 , (S4)

We explain why the matrices I can be replaced with J , and why the complex conjugate terms can be neglected, to
obtain Eq. (19) of the main text in the following section.

If we were to keep the terms that are subleading in 1/N in the expansion of the exponent, they would only give
rise to corrections to the interaction term of the action that were subleading in N . We thus can thus see readily that
the higher-order moments do not contribute to the calculation of the response functions, and therefore the eigenvalue
spectrum. We consider the case where all higher-order moments are of the order 1/N , for which the preceding
argument does not apply, in Section S8 of this document.

For sparse matrices on the other hand, the higher-order moments of the distribution π(·, )̇ very much affect the
eigenvalue spectrum, since they do not scale with powers of 1/N . However, the results that we obtain for sparse
matrices are universal in the following sense. If, for example, we choose to approximate the eigenvalue spectrum with

an expression that is accurate to first order in 1/p, then all matrix ensembles with the same values of µ, Γ, Γ
(1)
4 , Γ

(2)
4 ,

and Γ
(3)
4 will have the same expressions for the boundary, density and outlier [see Eqs. (40), (42), (44) and (46)].

S3. DETAILED INTRODUCTION TO THE DIAGRAMMATIC FORMALISM USING THE EXAMPLE
OF THE DENSE CASE

The evaluation of the series in Eq. (22) of the main text using Wick’s theorem at first appears a daunting task.
It would certainly appear at first glance that the number of combinations of the dynamic variables that constitute
separate Wick pairings would be unmanageable. However, we show here that upon careful consideration, most terms
can be neglected in the thermodynamic limit, and a great simplification occurs. The identification of which terms
survive amounts to constructing a set of Feynman rules. Indeed, we show that the terms that do survive can be
represented by so-called planar ‘rainbow’ diagrams in the dense case discussed in Section IV of the main text. The
following considerations and the rules that we derive also apply directly to the calculation of the sparse corrections.

In what follows, we largely follow the discussion detailed in Ref. [46], which developed a Feynman diagrams
representation for dynamical systems with non-linear terms. We extend this approach to our case.

We wish to find all of the Wick pairings in the series in Eq. (22) of the main text that we can neglect and find an
efficient way of identifying the set of surviving terms for N → ∞. We begin with the expression for the interaction
term of the action in Eq. (S4)

Sint = − 1

2!2

∑
ij

∫
dTdT ′

∑
aba′b′

[x̂a⋆i Iabij xbj + x̂a⋆j Iabji xbi + c.c.][x̂a
′⋆
i Ia′b′ij xb

′
j + x̂a

′⋆
j Ia′b′ji xb

′
i + c.c.], (S5)

where the dynamic variables in the first square bracket have time coordinate T and those in the second have time
coordinate T ′. It will become apparent during the following discourse why the expression in Eq. (S5) above can be
replaced with the expression in Eq. (19) of the main text.

Let us consider the first-order term in Sint [i.e. r = 1] in Eq. (22) of the main text

− i

1!
⟨xck(t)x̂d⋆l (t′)Sint⟩0

=
i

1!2

〈
xck(t)x̂

d⋆
l (t′)

∑
i,j,a,b

∫
dT x̂a⋆i Iabij xbj + c.c.


 ∑
i′,j′,a′,b′

∫
dT ′ x̂a

′⋆
i′ Ia′b′i′j′ x

b′
j′ + c.c.


〉

0
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=
(−i)3

1!2

∑
i,j,a,b

∑
i′,j′,a′,b′

∫
dT

∫
dT ′

[
Iabij Ia

′b′
i′j′

〈
xck(t)x̂

d⋆
l (t′)x̂a⋆i x

b
j x̂

a′⋆
i′ xb

′

j′

〉
0

+ Iabij Ia
′b′
i′j′

〈
xck(t)x̂

d⋆
l (t′)x̂ai x

b⋆
j x̂a

′⋆
i′ xb

′

j′

〉
0
+ Iabij Ia

′b′
i′j′

〈
xck(t)x̂

d⋆
l (t′)x̂a⋆i x

b
j x̂

a′

i′ x
b′⋆
j′

〉
0

+ Iabij Ia
′b′
i′j′

〈
xck(t)x̂

d⋆
l (t′)x̂ai x

b⋆
j x̂a

′

i′ x
b′⋆
j′

〉
0

]
. (S6)

We see that we obtain four averages of the dynamic variables here, which are to be evaluated using Wick’s theorem.
In other words, the average of a product of the dynamic variables is equal to the sum of all possible combinations of
the variables averaged in pairs. This applies in our case since the bare action S0 is quadratic in the dynamic variables.
See Ref. [46] for a more in-depth discussion of this point.

First, we note that in order for a particular Wick pairing to be non-zero, all ‘hatted’ variables must be paired with
‘unhatted’ variables. This is because

−i⟨x̂d⋆l (t′)x̂a⋆i (T )⟩0 =
δ⟨1⟩0

δhdl (t
′)δhai (T )

= 0, (S7)

with analogous expressions being valid for the complex conjugate terms. Further, we note also that

−i⟨xck(t)x̂ai (T )⟩ =
δ⟨xck(t)⟩
δha⋆i (T )

= 0,

−i⟨xb⋆j (T )x̂ai (T )⟩ =
δ⟨xb⋆j (T )⟩
δha⋆i (T )

= 0. (S8)

That is, the dynamic variables xck(t) are analytic functions of h
a
i (t) and the equal-time response function is zero. With

the combination of these observations, we therefore see that only the first of the four averages in Eq. (S6) survives,
since there is no way to Wick-pair the other terms to produce a non-vanishing contribution.

This is true of terms that are higher-order in Sint as well. This means that, in general, we can ignore the complex
conjugate terms that appear in Sint when calculating the response functions that we desire. That is, the only non-
vanishing term in Eq. (S6) is

O1 ≡ 1

1!2

∫
dTdT ′

∑
i,j,i′,j′

(−i)3Iabij Ia
′b′
i′j′

〈
xck(t)x̂

d⋆
l (t′)x̂a⋆i (T )xbj(T ) x̂

a′⋆
i′ (T ′)xb

′

j′(T
′)
〉
0
, (S9)

Let us now consider more carefully the average ⟨·⟩0, which we evaluate using Wick’s theorem. There are 5!! possible
Wick pairings that we potentially have to deal with. However, as argued above, only Wick pairings that involve solely
hatted-unhatted pairs survive. We therefore have a drastic simplification, and the only surviving Wick pairings are

O1 =
1

1!2

∫
dTdT ′

∑
i,j,i′,j′

(−i)3Iabij Ia
′b′
i′j′

[
⟨xck(t)x̂a⋆i (T )⟩0

〈
xbj(T ) x̂

a′⋆
i′ (T ′)

〉
0

〈
xb

′

j′(T
′)x̂d⋆l (t′)

〉
0

+
〈
xck(t)x̂

a′⋆
i′ (T ′)

〉
0

〈
xb

′

j′(T
′)x̂a⋆i (T )

〉
0

〈
xbj(T )x̂

d⋆
l (t′)

〉
0

]
. (S10)

We note that we cannot have a pairing containing
〈
xck(t)x̂

d⋆
l (t′)

〉
0
due to time ordering. Such a pairing would

require there to be a factor of the bare response function K0(T, T
′) for which T < T ′, which would evaluate to nil.

Diagrammatically, this would correspond to two disconnected loops, which always evaluate to nil [46].

Now, we consider the disorder-averaged object Iabij Ia
′b′
i′j′ . From the definition in Eq. (9) of the main text, for a ̸= b

and a′ ̸= b′, we have

Iabij Ia
′b′
i′j′ =δaa′δbb′

σ2

N
[δii′δjj′ + Γδij′δi′j ]

+ δba′δab′
σ2

N
[Γδii′δjj′ + δij′δi′j ] . (S11)

We see that either we have the constraint i = i′ and j = j′, or i = j′ and j = i′. Because the bare resolvent
is diagonal in the lower indices, the former constraint gives rise to a sub-leading contribution in 1/N , whereas the
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latter constraint correctly pairs ‘hatted’ variables with ‘unhatted’ variables (so to speak) in the summation over lower
indices, cancelling the factors of N that appear in the denominator. This same reasoning again carries over to all
higher orders in Sint (and indeed to the ribbon diagrams for the sparse correction). We can therefore effectively

consider Iabij Ia
′b′
i′j′ ∝ δij′δji′ . We now introduce the 2 × 2 matrix J (denoted in calligraphic font without the double

underline)

J =

[
0 a12
a21 0

]
, (S12)

where a12 and a21 have the statistics given in Eq. (17) of the main text. We note that J is a non-Hermitan matrix,
in contrast to I. For a ̸= b and a′ ̸= b′ we have

J ab(J †)a′b′ = δaa′δbb′σ
2/N + δab′δba′Γσ

2/N. (S13)

We have therefore shown that we can replace Iabij Ia
′b′
i′j′ with J ab(J †)a′b′ , and one thus arrives at the simplified

expression for the interaction term Sint in Eq. (19) of the main text.
Using this simplification, we find for the first order term

O1 =
1

1!2

∫
dTdT ′

∑
i,j

(−i)3J ab(J †)a′b′
[
⟨xck(t)x̂a⋆i (T )⟩0

〈
xbj(T ) x̂

a′⋆
j (T ′)

〉
0

〈
xb

′

i (T
′)x̂d⋆l (t′)

〉
0

+
〈
xck(t)x̂

a′⋆
i′ (T ′)

〉
0

〈
xb

′

j′(T
′)x̂a⋆i (T )

〉
0

〈
xbj(T )x̂

d⋆
l (t′)

〉
0

]
. (S14)

One notes that the only difference between the first and second terms in the square brackets above is the time ordering.
Because the internal times are integrated over, both terms above are equal, and thus cancel the factor of 2 in the
denominator. So, we have succeeded in finding the non-vanishing contribution up to leading order in Sint

O1 = − i

1!
⟨xck(t)x̂d⋆l (t′)Sint⟩0

=
∑

a1,b1,a′1,b
′
1

∫
T1>T ′

1

dT1dT
′
1

∑
i1,j1

(−i)3
{

×

[ 〈
xck(t)x̂

a1⋆
i1

(T1)
〉
0
J a1b1

〈
xb1j1 (T1) x̂

a′1⋆
j1

(T ′
1)
〉
0
(J †)a

′
1b

′
1

〈
x
b′1
i1
(T ′

1)x̂
d⋆
l (t′)

〉
0

]}
, (S15)

where we have now given the indices a subscript ‘1’ in anticipation of the pattern of higher-order terms. This surviving
term can be represented diagrammatically as

The above diagram should be interpreted as follows (see also Ref. [30]): A dot on the left-hand end of a directed
edge represents an x̂-type variable, and a dot on the right-hand end of a directed edge represents an x-type variable.
Pairs of dots positioned together have the same time coordinate, and each pair of dots carries a matrix factor J (on
the left-hand side of an arc) or J † (on the right-hand side). Double arcs connect pairs of J matrices that are disorder-
averaged together. The x and x̂ variables connected by a single arc are also constrained to have the same lower indices.
Points connected by horizontal edges are Wick-paired together (averaged with respect to the bare action), and thus
evaluate to the bare response function. Because (K0)

ab
ij (t, t

′) = 0 for t < t′, the time coordinate of an x-type variable
must always be greater than that of an x̂-type variable, hence the directionality of the edges. Finally, all internal (i.e.
not corresponding to the nodes at either end of the diagram) times and indices are summed/integrated over.

These representations are known as ‘rainbow’ diagrams, and they have been obtained previously by other methods
[55, 56, 61]. Only rainbow diagrams that are ‘planar’ (i.e. with no crossing arcs) survive in the thermodynamic limit
[62], which arise from the bare resolvent matrix (H0)

ab
ij being diagonal in the indices i and j. We give a motivation

for this statement below.
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To see that the contribution depicted diagrammatically above is indeed non-vanishing for the purposes of calculating
the resolvent that we desire [see main text Eq. (7)], we compute

Lt(ω)

{
− i

1!N

∑
k

⟨xck(t)x̂d⋆k (t′)Sint⟩0

}

=
1

N

∑
a1,b1,a′1,b

′
1

∑
k,i1,j1

[
(H0)

ca1
k,i1

J a1b1(H0)
b1a′1
j1,j1

(J †)a
′
1b

′
1(H0)

b′1d
i1,k

]

=

[
N

∑
a1,b1,a′1,b

′
1

(H0)
ca1J a1b1(H0)b1a

′
1(J †)a

′
1b

′
1(H0)

b′1d

] 1

N2

∑
k,i1,j1

δk,i1δj1,j1δi1,k


= N

∑
a1,b1,a′1,b

′
1

(H0)
ca1J a1b1(H0)b1a

′
1(J †)a

′
1b

′
1(H0)

b′1d, (S16)

which is of the order N0. We have used the notation for H0 without lower indices to correspond to the 2× 2 matrix
defined in Eq. (9) of the main text. All of the terms that we neglected in the discourse above would have been
subleading 1/N , which we neglect in the thermodynamic limit, or simply outright vanishing.
To solidify the focus on planar diagrams, let us consider a higher-order term in Sint. The second order term in Sint

has the following surviving terms [neglecting terms that pair hatted and unhatted dynamic variables]

− i

2!
⟨xck(t)x̂d⋆l (t′)S2

int⟩0

=
∑

a1,b1,a′1,b
′
1

∫
T1>T ′

1

dT1dT
′
1

∑
i1,j1

∑
a2,b2,a′2,b

′
2

∫
T2>T ′

2

dT2dT
′
2

∑
i2,j2

(−i)6
{
J a1b1
1 (J †

1 )
a′1b

′
1 J a2b2

2 (J †
2 )
a′2b

′
2

[ 〈
xck(t)x̂

a1⋆
i1

(T1)
〉
0

〈
xb1j1 (T1) x̂

a′1⋆
j1

(T ′
1)
〉
0

〈
xb1i1 (T

′
1) x̂

a2⋆
i2

(T2)
〉
0

〈
xb2j2 (T2) x̂

a′2⋆
j2

(T ′
2)
〉
0

〈
x
b′2
i2
(T ′

2)x̂
d⋆
l (t′)

〉
0

+
〈
xck(t)x̂

a1⋆
i1

(T1)
〉
0

〈
xb1j1 (T1) x̂

a2⋆
i2

(T2)
〉
0

〈
xb2j2 (T2) x̂

a′2⋆
j2

(T ′
2)
〉
0

〈
x
b′2
i2
(T ′

2) x̂
a′1⋆
j1

(T ′
1)
〉
0

〈
x
b′1
i1
(T ′

1)x̂
d⋆
l (t′)

〉
0

+
〈
xck(t)x̂

a1⋆
i1

(T1)
〉
0

〈
xb1j1 (T1) x̂

a2⋆
i2

(T2)
〉
0

〈
xb2j2 (T2) x̂

a′1⋆
j1

(T ′
1)
〉
0

〈
xb1i1 (T

′
1) x̂

a′2⋆
j2

(T ′
2)
〉
0

〈
x
b′2
i2
(T ′

2)x̂
d⋆
l (t′)

〉
0

]}
, (S17)

and we see that there is symmetry between the times labelled 1 and 2 (which has cancelled the factor of 2!) and
symmetry between dashed and undashed times (which has cancelled a factor of 22). We note that due to this
symmetry, the specific labelling of the vertices in the diagrams is irrelevant. The numbers of ways of ordering the
times always cancels the appropriate multiplicative factor, and so the only salient feature of a diagram is its topology
(as discussed in more detail below). From now on, we drop the labelling of the vertices.
Only the first two of these Wick pairings survives in the thermodynamic limit. This can be seen simply by observing

1

N

∑
k

Lt
{
− i

2!
⟨xck(t)x̂d⋆k (t′)S2

int⟩0
}

=

N2
∑

a1,b1,a′1,b
′
1

∑
a2,b2,a′2,b

′
2

[
(H0)

ca1J a1b1
1 (H0)b1a

′
1(J †

1 )
a′1b

′
1(H0)b

′
1a2 J a2b2

2 (H0)b2a
′
2(J †

2 )
a′2b

′
2(H0)

b′2d
]

×

 1

N3

∑
k,i1,j1,i2,j2

(δk,i1δj1,j1δi1,i2δj2,j2δj2,l)


+

N2
∑

a1,b1,a′1,b
′
1

∑
a2,b2,a′2,b

′
2

[
(H0)

ca1J a1b1
1 (H0)b1a2J a2b2

2 (H0)b2a
′
2(J †

2 )
a′2b

′
2(H0)b

′
2a

′
1(J †

1 )
a′1b

′
1(H0)

b′1d
]

×

 1

N3

∑
k,i1,j1,i2,j2

(δk,i1δj1,i2δj2,j2δi2,j1δi1,l)


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+

N2
∑

a1,b1,a′1,b
′
1

∑
a2,b2,a′2,b

′
2

[
(H0)

ca1J a1b1
1 (H0)b1a2J a2b2

2 (H0)b2a
′
1 (J †

1 )
a′1b1(H0)b1a

′
2(J †

2 )
a′2b

′
2(H0)

b′2d
]

×

 1

N3

∑
k,i1,j1,i2,j2

(δk,i1δj1,i2δj2,j1δi1,j2δi2,k)

 , (S18)

where we see that the first two products of Kronecker deltas evaluate to 1, whereas the final set gives 1/N2. Note

that we have introduced two sets of statistically independent J -type matrices above, so that J ab
1 J a′b′

2 = 0 for all
combinations of upper indices.

The real advantage of the diagrammatic representation is in identifying those Wick pairings that vanish in the same
way that the third pairing in Eq. (S17) did. The Wick pairings in Eq. (S17) can be represented diagrammatically as

These first two digrams each have three disconnected sets of directed edges, which corresponds to three factors of∑
l δll. This cancels the factor of N−3 when finding N−1TrH. In contrast, the third term in Eq. (S17) is represented

by a diagram whose directed edges are all connected by arcs. This means that one obtains only a single factor of∑
l δll after summing over all other indices. One thus finds that this diagram is an O(N−2) contribution to the sum

N−1TrH.
We thus see that the ‘non-planar’ diagram gives a contribution that vanishes in the limit N → ∞ and only the

planar diagrams survive. We also saw that a factor of 1/(2!22) cancelled due to time ordering.
To summarise, we have so far argued that the following simplifying rules apply generally:

1. The only Wick pairings we need to consider pair solely hatted and unhatted dynamic variables.

2. We can make the replacement Iabij Ia
′b′
i′j′ → J ab(J †)a′b′ .

3. We can ignore the complex conjugate terms in the action when calculating the response functions δxai (t)/δh
b
j(t

′).

4. The only non-vanishing Wick pairings for N → ∞ correspond to planar diagrams.

5. The number of combinations of Wick pairings that are equivalent up to time ordering always exactly cancels a
prefactor, allowing us to discard the labelling of the internal nodes in the Feynman diagrams.

Let us argue in more detail that points (iv) and (v) above indeed apply generally. When calculating N−1
∑
iHab

ii ,
the term in the series in Eq. (22) containing Srint gives rise to 2r+1 factors of the response function, 2r internal times

and is multiplied by a factor 1/(2rN (r+1)r!).
As we have exemplified, the factor of N−(r+1) is cancelled when we perform the sums of the lower indices when

calculating N−1
∑
iHab

ii . The S
r
int term gives rise to 2r+1 factors of the bare response function, which is represented

diagrammatically as 2r+1 directed edges, and r factors of NJi,jJ †
i′,j′ , which correspond to r double arcs. Each set of

disconnected edges corresponds to a factor of N when we sum over the lower indices. The arcs must connect at least
r edges to another edge, so the maximum number of sets of disconnected edges is r + 1, which is satisfied for planar
diagrams. When the arcs cross, we obtain fewer disconnected sets of edges. This is why only planar diagrams survive
in the thermodynamic limit, since only they cancel the factor of N−(r+1) when one sums over the lower indices.

The remaining factor of 1/(2rr!) is cancelled due to time-ordering. More specifically, each pair of dashed and
undashed internal times (corresponding to each factor of Sint) can be reversed. This is also equivalent to switching
the lower indices, say i1 and j1. This cancels the factor of 2r. The order of the first appearances of the pairs of
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internal times can also be arranged in any way. This corresponds to putting the pairs of indices (i1, j1), (i2, j2), ...,
in any order. This in turns cancels the factor of r!. So, we can neglect the multiplicative factor of 1/(2rr!) and drop
the labelling of the vertices in the diagrams.

One therefore sees that the sum in main text Eq. (22) can be evaluated in the thermodynamic limit by considering
the set of all planar rainbow diagrams, where we consider diagrams that can be obtained from one another simply
by changing the labels of the vertices (while maintaining the topology) as being ‘the same’. Diagrams that are ‘the
same’ should not contribute to the sum more than once. Exactly the same principle applies to the ribbon diagrams
for the sparse correction.

As a final example, we find the following non-vanishing diagrams for the third-order term

These diagrams give us

1

N

∑
k

Lt
{
− i

3!

〈
xck(t)x̂

d⋆
k (t′)S3

int

〉
0

}
= N3Hca1

0 J a1b1
1 Hb1a′1

0 (J †
1 )
a′1b

′
1Hb′1a2

0 J a2b2
2 Hb2a′2

0 (J †
2 )
a′2b

′
2Hb′2a3

0 J a3b3
3 Hb3a′3

0 (J †
3 )
a′3b

′
3Hb′3d

0
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′
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0 (J †
1 )
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′
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0 J a3b3
3 Hb3a′3

0 (J †
3 )
a′3b

′
3Hb′3d

0

+N3Hca1
0 J a1b1

1 Hb1a′1
0 (J †

1 )
a′1b

′
1Hb′1a2

0 J a2b2
2 Hb2a3

0 J a3b3
3 Hb3a′3

0 (J †
3 )
a′3b

′
3Hb′3a

′
2

0 (J †
2 )
a′2b

′
2Hb′2d

0

+N3Hca1
0 J a1b1

1 Hb1a2
0 J a2b2

2 Hb2a3
0 J a3b3

3 Hb3a′3
0 (J †

3 )
a′3b

′
3Hb′3a

′
2

0 (J †
2 )
a′2b

′
2Hb′2a

′
1

0 (J †
1 )
a′1b

′
1Hb′1d

0

+N3Hca1
0 J a1b1

1 Hb1a2
0 J a2b2

2 Hb2a′2
0 (J †

2 )
a′2b

′
2Hb′2a3

0 J a3b3
3 Hb3a′3

0 (J †
3 )
a′3b

′
3Hb′3a

′
1

0 (J †
1 )
a′1b

′
1Hb′1d

0 , (S19)

where the sum over repeated upper indices above is implied. We thus see how the formidable task of evaluating the
series in Eq. (22) of the main text simplifies to summing a series of planar diagrams, each of which can be evaluated
fairly easily. The strategy for evaluating the full resulting series of planar diagrams is described in the next section.

S4. THE DISTRIBUTIVE CONVENTION FOR ARCS OVER SUMS OF DIAGRAMS AND
RECOVERING THE ELLIPTIC LAW

We employ one additional diagrammatic convention to simplify the notation when we perform sums over many dia-
grams. We denote a sum of planar diagrams by an edge with a double arrow, accompanied by a label for identification
purposes. For example, let us take the surviving planar diagrams for the second-order term above − i

2! ⟨x
c
k(t)x̂

d⋆
l S

2
int⟩0,

for which we write



23

When we draw an arc (or ribbon) over a double-arrowed edge, this is also to be interpreted as a sum of diagrams.
Bearing in mind the distributivity of matrix multiplication over addition, this provides a consistent and meaningful
notation. Precisely, for the example above we have

We use this convention in Fig. 2 of the main text to sum the series of planar diagrams. We summarise the argument
briefly here as to why the two series in Fig. 2 are same.

Let us say that a diagram has r ‘external arcs’ if, by following a completely connected path of vertices from the
leftmost vertex to the rightmost, we traverse r arcs. We can categorise a general planar rainbow diagram by the
number of external arcs that it has, since no arcs intersect. The full collection of diagrams with a single external arc,
for example, can then be found by taking every planar diagram in the series, placing each of them inside a single
arc, and attaching two directed edges to either side. Similar statements apply for diagrams with any number of
external arcs. The complete series of planar diagrams can therefore be generated by summing together all of the sets
of diagrams with r = 1, 2, 3, · · · external arcs, where under each arc is the sum of all diagrams in the series. In this
statement, we have thus identified a self-similarity quality of the series, which allows us to perform the resummation.

Because of this argument, we thus see why the full series of rainbow diagrams can be represented by the simpler
series involving H (the dressed resolvent) in main text Fig. 2. This simpler series is recognised to be geometric and
is given by

lim
η→0

N−1Hcd
kk = lim

η→0
N−1Lt

[
−i⟨xck(t)x̂d⋆k (t′)⟩S

]
(η)

= (H0)
cd
kk + (H0)

ca1
ki1

Σa1b
′
1(H0)

b′1d
i1k

+ (H0)
ca1
ki1

Σa1b
′
1(H0)

b′1a2
i1i2

Σa2b
′
2(H0)

b′2d
i2k

+ · · · , (S20)

where sums over repeated indices above are implied, and we have defined

Σab
′
≡
∑
j,b,a′

J abHba′
jj (J †)a′b′ . (S21)

Noting that (H0)
ab
ij ∝ δij , we can thus sum the Eq. (S20) to yield Eq. (26) of the main text.

S5. FIRST-ORDER IN 1/p CORRECTION TO THE ELLIPTIC AND SEMI-CIRCULAR LAWS

This section provides more detail on how the results for the modified elliptic and semi-circular laws in Eqs. (40)–(43)
are derived from the self-consistent expression for the hermitised resolvent in Eq. (39).

A. Finding the resolvent C

We begin by finding two expressions for the resolvent C – one that is valid inside the bulk region to which most of
the eigenvalues are confined, and one that is valid outside of this region.

Using the notation in Eq. (10) and the definitions in Eq. (33), one obtains from Eq. (39) of the main text

A =
1

∆

{
σ2A+

σ4A

p

[
Γ
(1)
4 AD + Γ

(2)
4 (B2 + C2) + Γ

(3)
4 BC

]}
,

B =
1

∆

{
ω − Γσ2C − σ4

p

[
2Γ

(2)
4 ADC + Γ

(3)
4 (C3 +ADB)

]}
,

C =
1

∆

{
ω⋆ − Γσ2B − σ4

p

[
2Γ

(2)
4 ADB + Γ

(3)
4 (B3 +ADC)

]}
,
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D =
1

∆

{
σ2D +

σ4D

p

[
Γ
(1)
4 AD + Γ

(2)
4 (B2 + C2) + Γ

(3)
4 BC

]}
,

1

∆
= BC −AD. (S22)

There are two solutions to this set of equations. In one case, we have A = D = 0, which yields in combination with
the second and the last of Eqs. (S22)

C =
1

ω − Γσ2C − σ4

p Γ
(3)
4 C3

,

≈ 1

ω − Γσ2C
+
σ4

p
Γ
(3)
4 C5. (S23)

This expression is analytic in ω, so it must correspond to the region of the complex plane in which the eigenvalue
density is zero [see main text Eq. (3)].

Alternatively, we can obtain the following expression from the equation for D in Eqs. (S22)

AD = BC − 1

σ2
+

1

p

[
Γ
(1)
4

(
BC − 1

σ2

)
+ Γ

(2)
4 (B2 + C2) + Γ

(3)
4 BC

]
. (S24)

We can therefore eliminate AD to find (accurate to first order in 1/p)

C =
ω⋆ − Γσ2B

σ2
− σ2

p
h,

B = C⋆,

h =

(
BC − 1

σ2

)[
(Γ

(1)
4 + Γ

(3)
4 )C + 2Γ

(2)
4 B

]
+ Γ

(2)
4 C

(
B2 + C2

)
+ Γ

(3)
4 B(B2 + C2). (S25)

Using the fact that B = C⋆, we arrive at an alternative expression for C

C =
ω⋆ − Γω

σ2(1− Γ2)
− σ2

p

1

(1− Γ2)
(h− Γh⋆). (S26)

This expression is non-analytic in ω, so it must correspond to the bulk region of the eigenvalue spectrum.

B. Boundary of the support

The boundary of the support of the eigenvalue spectrum is given by the set of values of ω for which both Eq. (S23)
and Eq. (S26) are simultaneously true. To simplify the problem of finding the boundary, we define a new set of
coordinates. We let

z =
ω − Γω⋆

(1− Γ2)
. (S27)

With this in mind, we find

C =
1

z
+

1

p

[
σ4Γ

(3)
4 C5 − Γσ6C2 (h− Γh⋆)

(1− Γ2)

]
,

C =
z⋆

σ2
− 1

p

σ2

(1− Γ2)
(h− Γh⋆). (S28)

Equating these expressions for C, we obtain (defining also z = rze
iθz and using that r2z ≈ σ2 to zeroth order)

r2z = σ2 +
σ2

p

[
Γ
(3)
4 e−4iθz + σ3 (e

iθz − Γe−iθz )

(1− Γ2)
(h− Γh⋆)

]
, (S29)

Similarly, we obtain (noting that h only appears in the term proportional to 1/p)

h =

(
1

r2z
− 1

σ2

)
rz
σ2

[
(Γ

(1)
4 + Γ

(3)
4 )e−iθz + 2Γ

(2)
4 eiθz

]
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+
r3z
σ6

[
Γ
(2)
4

(
eiθz + e−3iθz

)
+ Γ

(3)
4 e3iθz + Γ

(3)
4 e−iθz

]
,

≈ 1

σ3

(
e2iθz + e−2iθz

) [
Γ
(2)
4 e−iθz + Γ

(3)
4 eiθz

]
,

⇒ h− Γh⋆ =
1

σ3

(
e2iθz + e−2iθz

) [
Γ
(2)
4 (e−iθz − Γeiθz ) + Γ

(3)
4 (eiθz − Γe−iθz )

]
. (S30)

Inserting this into Eq. (S29), we finally arrive at a parametric expression for the boundary of the support of the
eigenvalue spectrum

r2z =σ
2 +

σ2

p(1− Γ2)

{
(1 + Γ2)Γ

(3)
4 − 2ΓΓ

(2)
4

+
[
2(1 + Γ2)Γ

(2)
4 − 4ΓΓ

(3)
4

]
cos 2θz + 2

(
Γ
(3)
4 − ΓΓ

(2)
4

)
cos 4θz

}
, (S31)

where one obtains the boundary in the original coordinates via

x = (1 + Γ)rz cos θz,

y = (1− Γ)rz sin θz. (S32)

One notes that in the case Γ = 0, we have no need for the coordinate transformation and the above expressions reduce
to

r(θ) = σ

{
1 +

1

2p

[
Γ
(3)
4 + 2Γ

(2)
4 cos 2θ + 2Γ

(3)
4 cos 4θz

]}
. (S33)

To obtain an expression in cartesian coordinates from Eq. (S31), one simply expands cos 2θz and cos 4θz in terms of
cos θz and sin θz and then substitutes x and y using Eqs. (S32). It is useful to note that in the term multiplying 1/p,
rz can be replaced with σ and the error will be O(1/p2). One eventually finds the following expression that is valid
to first order in 1/p

x2

a2
+
y2

b2
= σ2

[
1 +

1

p

(
c− d

σ4

x2

a2
y2

b2

)]
, (S34)

where we have

a = (1 + Γ)

[
1 +

1

p

(1 + Γ2)Γ
(2)
4 − 2ΓΓ

(3)
4

1− Γ2

]
,

b = (1− Γ)

[
1− 1

p

(1 + Γ2)Γ
(2)
4 − 2ΓΓ

(3)
4

1− Γ2

]
,

c =
(3 + Γ2)Γ

(3)
4 − 4ΓΓ

(2)
4

1− Γ2
,

d = 16
Γ
(3)
4 − ΓΓ

(2)
4

1− Γ2
. (S35)

In the limit p→ ∞, we clearly recover the usual elliptic law for the dense case. To obtain the formula in Eq. (40) of
the main text, we first note that the value of y at which x = 0 on the modified ellipse is given by (to first order in
1/p)

yc = σ(1− Γ) +
σ

2p

[
(3 + Γ)Γ

(3)
4 − 2(1 + Γ)Γ

(2)
4

]
, (S36)

and similarly, we have

xc = σ(1 + Γ) +
σ

2p

[
(3− Γ)Γ

(3)
4 + 2(1− Γ)Γ

(2)
4

]
. (S37)

One can show that (again to first order in 1/p) one has

y2c
x2c

=
b2

a2
. (S38)
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We can therefore rewrite for the expression in Eq. (S34) as

y±(x) = ±yc

√
1− x2

x2c

[
1 +

1

p

x2d

σ2a2

]−1/2

. (S39)

This is the most convenient expression to use for plotting the modified ellipse, since both of the square root singularities
at x = xc and y = yc are faithfully preserved.

C. Density inside the support

From the expression in Eq. (S26), we can also find the eigenvalue density via Eq. (3) of the main text. Differentiating,
one finds

∂C

∂ω⋆
=

1

σ2(1− Γ2)
− σ2

p

1

(1− Γ2)

[
∂h

∂ω⋆
− Γ

∂h⋆

∂ω⋆

]
, (S40)

which subsequently yields

ρ(x, y) =
1

πσ2(1− Γ2)
+

1

p

1

πσ2(1− Γ2)2

[
−4Γ

(2)
4 Γ + (Γ

(1)
4 + Γ

(3)
4 )(1 + Γ2)

]
− 1

p

2

πσ2(1− Γ2)2

[
Γ
(1)
4 (1− Γ + Γ2) + 3Γ

(2)
4 (1− Γ)2 + Γ

(3)
4 (2− 5Γ + 2Γ2)

] x2

σ2(1 + Γ)2

− 1

p

2

πσ2(1− Γ2)2

[
Γ
(1)
4 (1 + Γ + Γ2)− 3Γ

(2)
4 (1 + Γ)2 + Γ

(3)
4 (2 + 5Γ + 2Γ2)

] y2

σ2(1− Γ)2
. (S41)

D. Correction to the generalised Wigner semi-circle law

To find Eq. (42) of the main text, one must integrate Eq. (S41) between the limits given by Eq. (S39).

Integrating Eq. (S41) between y−(x) and y+(x), one obtains

ρx =
2

πσ2(1− Γ2)

{
1 +

1

p

1

(1− Γ2)

[
α0 − αx

x2

σ2(1 + Γ)2
− αy

y2+
3σ2(1− Γ)2

]}
y+(x), (S42)

where we have

α0 = −4Γ
(2)
4 Γ + (Γ

(1)
4 + Γ

(3)
4 )(1 + Γ2),

αx = Γ
(1)
4 (1− Γ + Γ2) + 3Γ

(2)
4 (1− Γ)2 + Γ

(3)
4 (2− 5Γ + 2Γ2),

αy = Γ
(1)
4 (1 + Γ + Γ2)− 3Γ

(2)
4 (1 + Γ)2 + Γ

(3)
4 (2 + 5Γ + 2Γ2). (S43)

After expanding the expression that multiplies
√
x2c − x2 up to leading order in 1/p and simplifying the algebra,

one eventually finds

ρx(x) =
2
√
x2c − x2

π(1 + Γ)2σ2

(
1 +

1

p

1

3(1 + Γ)

{
(Γ

(1)
4 − Γ

(3)
4 )(1− Γ)

− 4
[
(1− Γ)Γ

(1)
4 + 6Γ

(2)
4 (1− Γ) + 2Γ

(3)
4 (4− Γ)

] x2

σ2(1 + Γ)2

})
. (S44)

Noting the expression for xc in Eq. (41) of the main text, one thus arrives at the expression in Eq. (42), which is valid
up to O(1/p). .
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E. Correction to the semi-circle law in the case Γ = 1

In the case Γ = 1, the eigenvalues are all real, and so the resolvent is an analytic function of ω along the real axis.
This means that one can also use Eq. (4) of the main text in combination with Eq. (S23) to obtain the density of
eigenvalues along the real axis. We proceed along similar lines to Ref. [40] (see Appendix A in particular of this
reference). We do this mainly to verify the formula in Eq. (42) of the main text.

Rearranging Eq. (S23) and setting Γ = 1, one obtains [noting Γ
(1)
4 = Γ

(2)
4 = Γ

(3)
4 ]

σ2C2 − ωC + 1 +
Γ
(1)
4

p
(ωC − 1)2 = 0, (S45)

where we have used the fact that to leading order in 1/p we have σ2C2 = ωC − 1. Solving this quadratic for C, one
finds

C =
1

2(σ2 + Γ
(1)
4 ω2/p)

ω +
2Γ

(1)
4 ω

p
+

√√√√ω2 − 4σ2

(
1 +

Γ
(1)
4

p

) . (S46)

Noting that in this case x2c = 4σ2(1 + Γ
(1)
4 /p) [see Eq. (41) of the main text], we obtain

C(x) ≈ 2

x2c

[
1 +

Γ
(1)
4

p

(
1− 4x2

x2c

)][
x+

2Γ
(1)
4 x

p
+
√
x2 − x2c

]
. (S47)

Using main text Eq. (4), one then obtains

ρx(x) =
2

πx2c

[
1 +

Γ
(1)
4

p

(
1− 4x2

x2c

)]√
x2c − x2. (S48)

We have thus succeeded in finding an approximation for the real eigenvalue density that is valid up to leading order
in 1/p. Crucially, this expression also preserves the critical point xc at which the eigenvalue density first becomes
non-zero up to leading order in 1/p. This expression can be seen readily to be in agreement with Eq. (42) of the main
text in the case Γ = 1.

S6. OUTLIER EIGENVALUE AND MODIFIED BULK SPECTRUM DUE TO µ ̸= 0

In this appendix, we discuss how the action is altered by the inclusion of a non-zero value of µ, and we present the
new kinds of Feynman diagram that come about in the calculation of the outlier eigenvalue.

Let us now compute the action of the system with µ ̸= 0 to first order in 1/p. Letting Z = J − 1
pM where Mab = µ

for a ̸= b and zero otherwise, we obtain by averaging the generating functional in Eq. (14) of the main text

S0 = i
∑
i,a

∫
dt x̂a⋆i

ẋai +∑
b,j

(H−1
0 )abij x

b
j

 , Soff
0 = − i

N

∫
dt x̂a⋆i Mabxbj ,

S1 =
p

2N

(−i)2

2!
2C1

∫
dt1dt2

〈
x̂a⋆i Zabxbj x̂

a′⋆
j (Z†)a

′b′xb
′

i

〉
π

S2 =
p

2N

(−i)4

4!
4C2

∫
dt1 · · · dt4

〈
x̂a1⋆i Za1b1xb1j x̂

a2⋆
j (Z†)a2b2xb2i x̂

a3⋆
i Za3b3xb3j x̂

a4⋆
j (Z†)a4b4xb4i

〉
π

+
1

2N

1

p

(−i)2

2!
2C1

∫
dt1dt2

〈
x̂a⋆i Mabxbj x̂

a′⋆
j Ma′b′xb

′

i

〉
π

S
(off)
2 =

1

2N

(−i)2

2!1!
2C1

∫
dt1dt2dt3

〈
x̂a⋆i Zabxbj x̂

a′⋆
j (Z†)a

′b′xb
′

i x̂
a′′⋆
i Ma′′b′′

ij xb
′′

j

〉
π
,

S3 = · · · , (S49)
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where sums over repeated indices are implied. In principle, if one considered a distribution π(aij , aji) for which the

third moments were non-zero, this would also contribute to S
(off)
2 , but we do not consider this here.

Comparing the action in Eq. (S49) with Eq. (34) of the main text and noting that the statistics of Z here are the
same as those of J when µ = 0, we see that to O(1/p) there are essentially three differences in the action:

(i) There is a new term Soff
0 involving M, which would also have come about if we were to simply add µ/N to

every element of the matrix (including the null entries). We can think of this term as representing an effective rank-1
perturbation to the random matrix [20, 21, 67]. This term does not contribute to the trace of the resolvent in the
limit N → ∞, and thus does not affect the bulk spectrum, but it is crucial for determining the outlier eigenvalue.

(ii) There is a new term in S2. This term does in fact modify the trace of the resolvent and so affects the bulk. It
has exactly the same structure as the zeroth-order (in 1/p) action contribution S1, and would lead to similar rainbow
diagrams if we performed a diagrammatic expansion. However, for the purposes of obtaining an O(1/p) approximation
to the eigenvalue spectrum, this term can simply be thought of as modifying Γ and σ2 as follows

σ2 → σ2 +
µ2

p

Γ → Γ +
1

p
(1− Γ)

µ2

σ2
. (S50)

That is, we absorb this term into the S1 contribution to the action, neglecting the O(1/p2) error that this entails.
This enables us to see quite easily how the bulk spectrum is modified by the introduction of a non-zero value of µ, as
described in the main text.

(iii) Finally, we have identified a new contribution to the action S
(off)
2 . Like the effective rank-1 perturbation of

(i), it does not affect the sum of the diagonal elements of the resolvent in the thermodynamic limit. It does however
contribute to the sum of all the elements of the resolvent, which is important for calculating the outlier eigenvalue,
as we will show below.

To obtain the 1/p modification to the bulk spectrum, it is only necessary to consider the change to S2 that arises
as described in point (ii) above. By inserting the substitution in Eqs. (S50) into Eqs. (40), (41) and (42) of the main
text, we see that the explicit formulae for the boundary of the bulk region and the density of eigenvalues therein do
not change, but the expressions for xc and yc do. One obtains, rather straightforwardly, the new expressions for xc
and yc in Eq. (44) of the main text.

Now, we consider the outlier eigenvalue, which comes about due to effective rank-1 perturbation that was highlighted
above in point (i). Following Refs. [20, 21], the outlier eigenvalue can thus be found by noting that it must satisfy
axiomatically

det

[
λoutlier11− z − 1

N
µ

]
= 0,

⇒ det

[
11− 1

N
µC

]
= 0, (S51)

where zij = aij − µ/N and C ≡ [λoutlier11− z]−1. We use Sylvester’s determinant identity to find

1

N

∑
ij

Cij(λoutlier) =
1

µ
, (S52)

where, crucially, we are now summing over all elements of the resolvent matrix in order to obtain the outlier eigenvalue.
As mentioned in point (iii) above, this means that we have to take into account additional diagrams. A similar
phenomenon was noted in Ref. [30], where additional correlations gave rise to new diagrams.

Let us now calculate the position of the outlier eigenvalue using Eq. (S52). To use this formula, we must obtain
1
N

∑
ij Cij in the thermodynamic limit. We must therefore take into account the new Feynman diagrams that arise

from S
(off)
2 . For example, we have the following term that contributes at the order O(1/p)
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We note that in the above diagrams, double points that carry a factor of M instead of Z are highlighted. For
example, the first diagram on the right-hand side of the equality above should be understood to represent the Wick
pairing

p2

N2
(−i)6

∫
(Time ordered)

dT1dT
′
1dT2dT

′
2dT

′′
2

〈
Za1b1(Z†)a

′
1b

′
1

〉
π

〈
Za2b2(Z†)a

′
2b

′
2

〉
π

×
〈
x̂b⋆j (t′)xa1i1

〉
0

〈
x̂b1⋆j1 x

a′1
j1

〉
0

〈
x̂
b′1⋆
i1
xa2i2

〉
0

〈
x̂b2⋆j2 x

a′2
j2

〉
0

〈
x̂
b′2⋆
i2
x
a′′2
i2

〉
0
Ma′′2 b

′′
2

〈
x̂
b′′2 ⋆
j2

xai (t)
〉
0

(S53)

Further, the vertices at either end of the above diagrams are not constrained to have the same lower index (i.e. i can
be in general different to j). This is why these diagrams give rise to non-zero off-diagonal elements in Hab

ij that affect
only the outlier and not the bulk.

When we calculate N−1
∑
ij Hij , the sum of the non-vanishing diagrams is performed in an analogous way to Fig.

4 of the main text. One finds ultimately

1

N

∑
ij

Hij = H+ ⟨HZHZHMH⟩π + ⟨HZHMHZH⟩π + ⟨HMHZHZH⟩π, (S54)

where we note that the off-diagonal contribution is of order 1/p. Examining the (2, 1) component and taking the
analytic solution D = A = 0 (which is valid outside the bulk where the outlier eigenvalue resides), we obtain

1

N

∑
ij

Cij = C +
1

p
µ(1 + 2Γ)σ2C4. (S55)

We also have for the trace

C =
1

λoutlier − Γσ2C − 1
p

[
µ2C + Γ

(3)
4 σ4C3

] . (S56)

where we have used the substitution in Eq. (S50), along with Eq. (S23) for the trace of the resolvent matrix. Using
Eq. (S52) in combination with Eqs. (S55) and (S56), we then obtain

C ≈ 1

µ
− 1

p

(1 + 2Γ)σ2

µ3
. (S57)

Finally, the outlier eigenvalue can be found by substituting Eq. (S57) into Eqs. (S55) and we arrive at Eq. (46) of the
main text.

In order to obtain a criterion for the validity of this expression for the outlier eigenvalue, we must examine one of
the other blocks of the hermitised resolvent matrix. This is similar to the procedure that was used in Refs. [26, 30].
Let us examine the quantity D/η ≡ H22/η in the limit η → 0. This is given by

lim
η→0

D

η
= − 1

N
Tr
[
(ω⋆11

N
− aT )(ω11

N
− a)

]−1

= − 1

N

∑
ν

1

|ω − λν |2
≤ 0. (S58)
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One has from Eq. (39) of the main text [using also the substitution σ2 → σ2 + µ2/p above and keeping only O(1/p)
terms]

lim
η→0

D

η
=

−BC

1−BC
{
σ2 + σ4

p

[
µ2

σ4 + Γ
(2)
4 (B2 + C2) + Γ

(3)
4 BC

]} . (S59)

We see that in order for the inequality in Eq. (S58) to be satisfied, we must have (recalling that B = C⋆)

1

BC
≥ σ2 +

σ4

p

[
µ2

σ4
+ Γ

(2)
4 (B2 + C2) + Γ

(3)
4 BC

]
. (S60)

This therefore provides us with a criterion for the expression for C in Eq. (S57), and therefore the expression for the
outlier eigenvalue, to be valid. Inserting Eq. (S57) into (S60), one thus obtains (ignoring higher-order terms in 1/p)

µ2 +
2

p
(1 + 2Γ)σ2 ≥ σ2 +

σ2

p

[
(2Γ2 + Γ3)

µ2
+
µ2

σ4

]
. (S61)

This is a quadratic inequality in µ2, which can be solved to yield the condition in Eq. (47) of the main text.

S7. SUMMATION OF THE DIAGRAMMATIC SERIES UP TO SECOND ORDER IN 1/p

In this section, we discuss how one can sum the series of all non-vanishing diagrams up to O(1/p2) to obtain the
expression for the resolvent in Eq. (51) of the main text. This is done in an analogous way to how the first order
diagrams in main text Fig. 4 were summed to find 1

pH2.

The second-order terms are best summed in four separate series such that we define the sum of all second-order

diagrams as H3/p
2 = (H(1)

3 +H(2)
3 +H(3)

3 +H(4)
3 )/p2. The first three series are given by
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We sum these diagrammatic series to obtain [c.f. Eq. (38) of the main text]

1

p2
H(1)

3 =
1

p
⟨H1JH(1)

3 JH1⟩π + p⟨H1JH1JH1JH1JH1JH1JH1⟩π

1

p2
H(2)

3 =
1

p
⟨H1JH(2)

3 JH1⟩π + p2 ⟨H1J1H1J2H1J2H1J1H1J1H1J2H1J2H1J1H1⟩π
1

p2
H(3)

3 =
1

p
⟨H1JH(3)

3 JH1⟩π + p2 ⟨H1J1H1J1H1J2H1J2H1J1H1J1H1J2H1J2H1⟩π , (S62)

where here we have defined the 2 × 2 matrices J1 and J2, which each individually have the same statistics as J
[defined in Eq. (S12), but with elements drawn from π(a12, a21)], but are statistically independent of one another, so

that ⟨J ab
1 J a′b′

2 ⟩π = 0 for all combinations of upper indices.
The self-similarity of the remaining sub-series for the second-order terms is somewhat different to the others. We

see that this series can be related to the square of the series for the first-order correction diagrams

where we have identified once again the series for H2/p [see main text Fig. 4] and we have defined Σ2/p via

The series for 1
p2H

(4)
3 can therefore be summed as follows

1

p2
H(4)

3 =
1

p
⟨H1JH(4)

3 J †H1⟩π +
1

p2
H2H−1

1 H2. (S63)
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We have thus successfully summed all of the second-order correction diagrams. Now, we wish to find a self-consistent
expression for the full hermitised resolvent H. We remind ourselves that up to first order we also have [see Eqs. (37)
and (38) of the main text]

H1 =
[
H−1

0 − p⟨JH1J ⟩π
]−1

,

1

p
H2 = ⟨H1JH2JH1⟩π + p⟨H1JH1JH1JH1JH1⟩π. (S64)

It is helpful to consider the following quantity

I =

[
H−1

1 − 1

p
Σ2 −

1

p2
Σ3

]−1

,

⇒ IH−1
1 = 11 +

1

p
IΣ2 +

1

p2
IΣ3, (S65)

where if we consider the expansion up to O(1/p2) we find

I ≈ H1 +
1

p

[
H1 +

1

p
IΣ2H1

]
Σ2H1 +

1

p2
H1Σ3H1,

⇒ I ≈ H1 +
1

p
H1Σ2H1 +

1

p2
[H1Σ2H1Σ2H1 +H1Σ3H1] . (S66)

Making the substitutions

Σ2 = H−1
1 H2H−1

1 ,

Σ3 = H−1
1

[
H(1)

3 +H(2)
3 +H(3)

3 +H(4)
3

]
H−1

1 −H2H−1
1 H2, (S67)

we then find using the expressions in Eqs. (S62) and (S63)

I ≈ H1 +
1

p
H2 +

1

p2

[
H(1)

3 +H(2)
3 +H(3)

3 +H(4)
3

]
≈ H (S68)

Thus, we have

H ≈
[
H−1

1 − 1

p
Σ2 −

1

p2
Σ3

]−1

, (S69)

where Σ2 and Σ3 are given by Eq. (S67). Using H ≈ H1 +
1
pH2 +

1
p2

(
H(1)

3 +H(2)
3 +H(3)

3 +H(4)
3

)
, we thus see that

Eq. (S69) is equivalent to the self-consistent equation for H in Eq. (39) of the main text, which is valid up to second
order in 1/p.

S8. ENSEMBLES WITH NON-NEGLIGIBLE HIGHER-ORDER MOMENTS

A. General considerations

In a certain sense, the ensemble of sparse matrices defined in Eq. (32) of the main text can be thought of as a
special case of a broader class of random matrix. In this section, we consider other random matrix ensembles where
most elements have values close to zero with the possibility of a small number of larger entries per row.

We show here that matrices whose elements are all drawn from a long-tailed distribution (specifically, we consider
a Cauchy-Lorentz distribution) can be of this type, and can also be treated in a similar way to those of the main text.
Despite the fact that both ensembles can be dealt with using the perturbative approach, there are some non-trivial
differences in the resulting eigenvalue spectra.

We also consider a fairly straightforward generalisation of the ensemble in Eq. (32) of the main text, where we

replace the null entries with random variables that fluctuate within 1/
√
N of zero.

More specifically, we consider ensembles of all-to-all-connected random matrices whose entries have the following
statistics

aij =
µ

N
,
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(aij − µ/N)2 =
σ2

N
,

(aij − µ/N)(aji − µ/N) =
Γσ2

N
,

(aij − µ/N)4 =
Γ
(1)
4 σ4

qN
,

(aij − µ/N)3(aji − µ/N) =
Γ
(2)
4 σ4

qN
,

(aij − µ/N)2(aji − µ/N)2 =
Γ
(3)
4 σ4

qN
, (S70)

where all higher-order moments here scale as 1/N [c.f. Eq. (33) of the main text]. We have included the factor
1/q to highlight the fact that in order for the perturbative approach to be useful, successively higher moments must
be decreasing. The factor 1/q is primarily a placeholder that allows us to perform the perturbative expansion in a
transparent way.

One notes that the disorder averages in Eq. (S70) are of the form · · · [i.e. with respect to P (aij , aji)] and not ⟨·⟩π.
The ensembles considered in the main text would fall also be of the type discussed here with a redefinition of the
parameters µ, σ2, and so on.
We consider here distributions P (aij , aji) where the third moments vanish. In principle, non-zero third moments

could also be included using similar diagrams to those in Section S6. These terms only affect the position of the
outlier eigenvalue, not the bulk.

The corresponding action for the ensemble in Eq. (S70) is (using the same definitions for Mab and Zab as in Section
S6)

S0 = i
∑
i,a

∫
dt x̂a⋆i

ẋai +∑
b,j

(H−1
0 )abij x

b
j

 , Soff
0 = − i

N

∑
i,j,a,b

∫
dt x̂a⋆i Mabxbj ,

S1 =
1

2N

(−i)2

2!
2C1

∫
dtdt′ Nx̂a⋆i Zabxbj x̂

a′⋆
j (Z†)a′b′xb

′
i

S2 =
1

2N

(−i)4

4!
4C2

∫
dt1 · · · dt4 Nx̂a1⋆i Za1b1xb1j x̂

a2⋆
j (Z†)a2b2xb2i x̂

a3⋆
i Za3b3xb3j x̂

a4⋆
j (Z†)a4b4xb4i ,

S3 = · · · , (S71)

again, sums over repeated indices here are implied.
The only difference between Eq. (S49) and Eq. (S71) are the terms involving Mab

ij . In Eq. (S71) the only term

that is affected by the value of µ is Soff
0 . This means that a non-zero value of µ here serves only to introduce a single

outlier eigenvalue. It does not alter the bulk spectrum as in the case introduced in the main text. This is because,
in the main text, the non-zero mean only affected the non-zero entries (i.e. the rare large entries), whereas here it
affects all entries.

Truncating the series at first order in 1/q, we can easily see that the bulk spectrum ought to obey the same modified
elliptical and semi-circle laws as in the main text. That is, most of the eigenvalues are confined to the region enclosed
by

x2

x2c
+
y2

y2c
= 1− 16

q

(Γ
(3)
4 − ΓΓ

(2)
4 )

(1− Γ2)

x2

x2c

y2

y2c
(S72)

where we have identified the rightmost and topmost eigenvalues of the modified ellipse (respectively)

xc = σ(1 + Γ) +
σ

2q

[
(3− Γ)Γ

(3)
4 + 2(1− Γ)Γ

(2)
4

]
yc = σ(1− Γ) +

σ

2q

[
(3 + Γ)Γ

(3)
4 − 2(1 + Γ)Γ

(2)
4

]
, (S73)

and we also have the modified semi-circle law for the density of the real parts of the eigenvalues

ρx(x) =
2

πx2c

{
1 +

β

q

σ

xc

[
1− 4

x2

x2c

]}√
x2c − x2, (S74)
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where again

β =
1

3

[
(1− Γ)Γ

(1)
4 + 6(1− Γ)Γ

(2)
4 + 2(4− Γ)Γ

(3)
4

]
. (S75)

These expressions are tested in Figs. S2 and S3 below. We also derive some additional results that are valid to second
order in 1/p for the more specific cases below.

B. Example: Dense random matrices with i.i.d. Cauchy-distributed entries

Let us consider the relatively simple example of a dense matrix whose elements are each independently selected
from the following truncated Cauchy-Lorentz distribution

P (aij) =
ϵ

ϵ2 + (aij − µ/N)2
1

arctan
(
w
ϵ

)Θ(w +
µ

N
− |aij |

)
, (S76)

where Θ(·) is the Heaviside function, and we choose ϵ =
σπ

√
q

2N and w = σ√
q . The choice of scaling for these parameters

with q and N gives rise to statistics of the form in Eq. (33) for large N

aij =
µ

N
,

(aij − µ/N)2 =
σ2

N
,

(aij − µ/N)(aji − µ/N) = 0,

(aij − µ/N)4 =
γ1σ

4

qN
,

(aij − µ/N)3(aji − µ/N) = 0,

(aij − µ/N)2(aji − µ/N)2 = O

(
1

N2

)
,

(aij − µ/N)6 =
γ2σ

6

q2N
, · · · (S77)

where here γr = 1/(2r+1) and we see that the only non-negligible moments are of the form (aij − µ/N)r. In principle,
we could introduce non-trivial correlations by considering instead a multivariate student t-distribution, but the simple
Cauchy distribution will suffice here. In Section S8C, we examine the case of a symmetric matrix (where aij and aji
are maximally correlated).

By considering the cumulative distribution function corresponding to Eq. (S76), one arrives at a rather succinct
formula for sampling the Cauchy-distributed matrix elements

aij = ϵ tan
[
(2rij − 1) arctan

(w
ϵ

)]
+
µ

N
, (S78)

where rij ∈ [0, 1] is a uniform random number.
Since the action in Eq. (S71) is essentially identical to that considered in the main text in Section VII (or Section

S7 in this document), we can use the same diagrammatic expansion to arrive at [c.f. Eq. (51) of the main text]

H ≈

{
H−1

0 −NZHZ† −NZHZ†HZHZ† −NZHZ†HZHZ†HZHZ†

−N2Z1HZ2HZ†
2HZ†

1HZ1HZ2HZ†
2HZ†

1 −N2Z1HZ†
1HZ2HZ†

2HZ1HZ†
1HZ2HZ†

2

}−1

, (S79)

where we note once again that all disorder averages here are taken with respect to P (·, ·) rather than π(·, ·) and that
the entries of J1 are to be taken as statistically independent of those of J2. Carrying out the disorder averages, one
finds for η → 0

A = −Aσ
2

∆

{
1 +

γ1σ
2

q
AD +

1

q2
ADσ4

[
ADγ2 +B2C2γ21σ

2 +A2D2γ21σ
2(1 + γ21)

]}
,
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B =
1

∆

[
−ω +

γ1
q2
A2D2B2C

]
,

C =
1

∆

[
−ω⋆ + γ1

q2
A2D2BC2

]
,

D = −Dσ
2

∆

{
1 +

γ1σ
2

q
AD +

1

q2
ADσ4

[
ADγ2 +B2C2γ21σ

2 +A2D2γ21σ
2(1 + γ21)

]}
,

1

∆
= AD −BC. (S80)

As usual, there are two solutions for C(ω, ω⋆). One solution, valid outside the bulk region, is for the case A = D = 0

C(ω) =
1

ω
. (S81)

Inside the bulk region, we can instead solve for AD ̸= 0 to find up to O(1/q2)

AD ≈ BC − 1

σ2
+

1

q
γ1

(
BC − 1

σ2

)
+

1

q2

(
BC − 1

σ2

){
γ21 + σ4γ21B

2C2 + σ2

(
BC − 1

σ2

)[
γ2 − γ21 + γ21σ

2

(
BC − 1

σ2

)
(1 + γ21)

]}
. (S82)

We thus find the following expression, which is accurate up to second order in 1/q, and is valid inside the bulk region

C(ω, ω⋆) ≈ ω⋆

σ2
+
γ1ω

⋆

qσ2

(
1− |ω|2

σ2

)
+

ω⋆

σ2q2

(
1− |ω|2

σ2

)2 [
3γ21

(
1− |ω|2

σ2

)
− γ2 − γ41

(
1− |ω|2

σ2

)]
. (S83)

One notes that all higher order terms in 1/q in Eq. (S83) are proportional to
(
1− |ω|2

σ2

)
. This owes to the fact all

terms in the expression for D in Eq. (S80) are proportional to AD, which in turn is because the only moments of the

matrix elements that are non-negligible are of the form (aij − µ/N)r [c.f. Eq. (S22)]. Similarly, one can see that the
expression in Eq. (S81) should be valid to all orders in 1/q, since all higher order terms will also be proportional to
AD in the expressions for B and C in Eq. (S80).

We can thus see that, to all orders in 1/q, when we solve Eqs. (S81) and (S83) simultaneously to find the boundary
of the bulk of the eigenvalue spectrum, all the higher-order terms in 1/q vanish, and we obtain the simple circular law

|ω|2 = σ2. (S84)

This ought to apply generally to any distribution that has statistics like those in Eq. (S77) for which a perturbative
treatment is valid. However, one notes that if we were to study a non-Gaussian distribution for which aij and aji
were correlated, such as the multivariate student’s t-distribution, the elliptical law might not be as robust as this, and
there would be corrections due to the higher-order moments. This is exemplified in the following subsection where we
consider the Hermitian case aij = aji.

Despite the boundary of the bulk of the eigenvalue spectrum being unaffected by higher-order moments in this case,
the density inside the support of the spectrum certainly is. One obtains

ρ(r) =
1

π

∂C

∂ω⋆

≈ 1

πσ2

{
1 +

γ1
q

(
1− 2

r2

σ2

)
+

1

q2
[
3γ21 + γ41 − γ2 + (4γ2 − 6γ41 − 18γ21)r

2 + (24γ21 + 9γ41 − 3γ2)r
4 − (12γ21 + 4γ41)r

6
]}

, (S85)

where r =
√
|ω|2. Like the boundary of the bulk, the position of the outlier eigenvalue is similarly unaffected by the

presence of higher order moments in this case. Following the reasoning in Section S6, one simply obtains

C(λoutlier) =
1

µ
,
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⇒ λoutlier = µ, (S86)

where we have used the expression for C(ω) in Eq. (S81). The expressions in Eqs. (S84), (S85) and (S86) are tested
against the results of computer diagonalisation in Fig. S1.

FIG. S1: Eigenvalue spectra of random matrices with i.i.d. entries drawn from a truncated Cauchy distribution. Panel
(a): Verification of Eqs. (S84) and Eq. (S86) for a single matrix. Panel (b): Verifying the second-order approximation
for the radial density in Eq. (S85), averaging over 10 realisations. In both panels, matrices with parametersN = 10000,
q = 1 and σ = 1 were used.

C. Example: Symmetric dense random matrices with Cauchy-distributed entries

We now contrast the previous example with the case where the elements are again drawn from the distribution in
Eq. (S76), but where we constrain aij = aji. In this instance, we instead have

aij =
µ

N
,

(aij − µ/N)2 = (aij − µ/N)(aji − µ/N) =
σ2

N
,

(aij − µ/N)4 = (aij − µ/N)3(aji − µ/N) = (aij − µ/N)2(aji − µ/N)2 =
γ1σ

4

qN
,

(aij − µ/N)6 =
γ2σ

6

q2N
, · · · (S87)

Comparing with Eq. (33), we can read off Γ = 1 and Γ
(1)
4 = Γ

(2)
4 = Γ

(3)
4 = γ1 = 1/3. From Eq. (S73) we see

immediately that the support of the eigenvalue spectrum is modified by the higher-order moments, in contrast with
the i.i.d. case of the previous subsection.

Performing a similar analysis to the previous section, one obtains a single analytic expression for the resolvent

C ≈
[
ω − σ2C − γ1σ

4

q
C3 − 1

q2
(γ2σ

6C5 + 2γ21σ
8C7)

]−1

. (S88)

If we were to solve this expression in a manner similar to Section S5E, we would arrive at an expression consistent
with that in Eq. (S74). In Fig. S2, we show the result of solving Eq. (S88) numerically and using the formula in
Eq. (4) of the main text to obtain the real eigenvalue density. Indeed, we see in this case that the both the extent of
the support and the density within the support are modified heavily by the non-Gaussian corrections.
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FIG. S2: Eigenvalue spectrum of a symmetric random matrix with entries drawn from a truncated Cauchy distribution.
The theory lines are the 1st-order approximation in Eq. (S74) and the second-order approximation derived from
Eq. (S88). A single matrix with parameters N = 10000, q = 2, µ = 0 and σ = 1 was used.

D. Example: Sparse matrices with small additional fluctuations

Finally, we consider the case where most entries in a row fluctuate within ±σ/
√
N of zero (as would be the case for

a dense random matrix), and we allow for the possibility of, on average, p elements per row that are of order N0. In
other words, we modify the ensemble given in Eq. (32) of the main text by allowing what were null entries to fluctuate
around zero.

Specifically, we consider the ensemble

P (aij , aji) =
(
1− p

N

)
τ(aij , aji) +

p

N
π(aij , aji), (S89)

where τ(aij , aji) and π(aij , aji) are to be specified. We suppose that the distribution τ(aij , aji) has statistics that
obey

⟨aij⟩τ =
µτ
N
,

⟨(aij − µτ/N)2⟩τ =
σ2
τ

N
,

⟨(aij − µτ/N)(aji − µτ/N)⟩τ =
Γτσ

2
τ

N
, (S90)

and we imagine that all higher-order moments decay more quickly than 1/N . For the purposes of this section, we
denote the statistics of π(aij , aji) as

⟨aij⟩π =
µπ
p
,

〈
(aij − µπ/p)

2
〉
π
=
σ2
π

p
,

⟨(aij − µπ/p)(aji − µπ/p)⟩π =
Γπσ

2
π

p
,

⟨(aij − µπ/p)
4⟩π =

Γ
(1)
4,πσ

4
π

p2
,

⟨(aij − µπ/p)
3(aji − µπ/p)⟩π =

Γ
(2)
4,πσ

4
π

p2
,

⟨(aij − µ/N)2(aji − µ/N)2⟩π =
Γ
(3)
4,πσ

4
π

p2
. (S91)
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One can then simply use the formulae the general formulae in Eqs. (S72), (S73) and (S74) by identifying

σ2 = σ2
τ + σ2

π,

Γ =
Γτσ

2
τ + Γπσ

2
π

σ2
τ + σ2

π

,

Γ
(r)
4 =

Γ
(r)
4,πσ

4
π

(σ2
τ + σ2

π)
2
,

q = p. (S92)

As an example, we choose a correlated uniform distribution for τ(aij , aji) so that

τ(aij , aji) =

√
N

12σ2
Θ

(
aij −

√
3σ2

N

)
Θ

(
aij +

√
3σ2

N

)

×
[
(1 + Γ)

2
δ(aij − aji) +

(1− Γ)

2
δ(aij + aji)

]
, (S93)

and a Gaussian distribution for π(aij , aji). We verify Eqs. (S72), (S73) and (S74) in Fig. S3, using the identification
of parameters in Eq. (S92).

FIG. S3: Eigenvalue spectrum of a dense matrix with elements drawn from Eq. (S89). Panel (a): Verification of the
modified elliptic law in Eq. (S72) using the parameters in Eq. (S92). Panel (b): Verification of the modified semi-circle
law in Eq. (S85). In both panels, a single matrix drawn using the distribution in Eqs. (S93) and a joint Gaussian

distribution for π(aij , aji), with parameters N = 10000, p = 20 and στ = σπ = 1/
√
2, Γτ = −0.8 and Γπ = 0.5 was

used.

S9. GENERALIZED MARCHENKO-PASTUR LAW

We now use the dynamic approach to derive some new results for products of random matrices. We also go on
to recover some recent results for block-structured random matrices in Section S10. In Ref. [75], the eigenvalue
spectra of Wischart products of random matrices (i.e. matrices of the form M = CCT ) were analysed. Here, we take
inspiration from their approach and generalise it for the case of arbitrary products of asymmetric random matrices
using the path integral approach.

Consider a matrix of the the form Mij =
∑
k aikbkj , where the entries aik and bkj are random variables and may

have correlations. The matrix a has dimensions N ×M and the matrix b has dimensions M × N . We suppose the
ratio α = M/N remains finite as N → ∞ and we assume α ≤ 1. In a similar fashion to Eqs. (11) of the main text,
we construct a dynamical system as follows

ẋ1i = −ωx2i +
N∑
j=1

aijy
2
j + h1i ,
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ẋ2i = −ω⋆x1i +
N∑
j=1

bTijy
1
j + h2i ,

ẏ1i = −y2i +
N∑
j=1

bijx
2
j + g1i ,

ẏ2i = −y1i +
N∑
j=1

aTijx
1
j + g2i . (S94)

We see once again that the Laplace transforms of the disorder-averaged response functions give the resolvent we desire

1

N

∑
i

lim
η→0

Lt

{
δx2i (t)

h1i (t0)

}
(η) =

1

N

∑
i

[
ω11− ab

]−1

ii
. (S95)

If we now use the alternative definitions [c.f. Eq. (9) of the main text]

H−1
0 ≡


0 ω11

N
0 0

ω⋆11
N

0 0 0

0 0 0 11
M

0 0 11
M

0

 ,

I ≡


0 0 0 a

0 0 b† 0
0 b 0 0
a† 0 0 0

 ,
H ≡

〈[
η11

2(N+M)
− I +H−1

0

]−1
〉

≡


A
xx

B
xx

A
xy

B
xy

C
xx

D
xx

C
xy

D
xy

A
yx

B
yx

A
yy

B
yy

C
yx

D
yx

C
yy

D
yy

 , (S96)

with H = H−1

0
−I as before, we see that we can write the generating functional of this 2(N +M)-component process

in exactly the same way as Eq. (14) of the main text. As a result, we find that the Hermitised resolvent for this
random matrix ensemble also satisfies Eq. (26), but with H−1

0 , J , and H being 4× 4 matrices corresponding to those
in Eq. (S96). For example

J ≡

 0 0 0 a12
0 0 b21 0
0 b12 0 0
a21 0 0 0

 . (S97)

We note that the resolvent we desire in Eq. (S95) is given by Cxx ≡ 1
NTrCxx.

A. Products of square matrices with correlations

We first take the case where M = N and we allow for the possibility for correlations between the matrix elements
aij , aji, bij , bji. Specifically, we have

a2ij =
σ2
a

N
, aijaji =

Γaσ
2
a

N
,

b2ij =
σ2
b

N
, bijbji =

Γbσ
2
b

N
,

aijbij =
ΓabT σaσb

N
, aijbji =

Γabσaσb
N

. (S98)
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In this case, we solve the self-consistent expression for H in main text Eq. (26) to find two possible solutions for Cxx
(we do not reproduce the corresponding expressions for the other traces of the blocks of H because they are lengthy
and unenlightening)

Cxx =
ω −

√
ω2 − 4ωΓabσaσb
2Γabσaσbω

(S99)

or

Cxx =
−Γabω +

√
ωω⋆

σaσbω(1− Γ2
ab)

. (S100)

The latter solution for Cxx is non-analytic, and so must correspond to the bulk region, whereas the former is analytic
and corresponds to the outside region. Finally, by finding the values of ω for which these two solutions coincide, we
see that the boundary of the bulk region is given by the following ellipse

[
y

1− Γ2
ab

]2
+

[
x− 2Γabσaσb

1 + Γ2
ab

]2
= σ2

aσ
2
b , (S101)

(one notes that |Γab| < 1) and the density of eigenvalues inside the bulk region is given by [using Eq. (3) of the main
text]

ρ(ω) =
1

2πσaσb(1− Γ2
ab)|ω|

. (S102)

The expressions in Eqs. (S101) and (S102) are verified in Figs. S4 (a) and (b) respectively.

One notes that the only statistics that matter in determining the eigenvalues in the limit N → ∞ are the variances
of the elements bij and aij and the correlations between aij and bji. Further, unlike the spectrum of a single dense
random matrix, the spectrum is shifted by an amount 2Γabσaσb, which can be either positive or negative depending
on the sign of Γab. Also, the ellipse is always broader along the real axis than along the imaginary one. We see that
the left-most and right-most eigenvalues are given by (respectively)

λl = −σaσb (1− Γab)
2
,

λr = σaσb (1 + Γab)
2
. (S103)

In the case aij = bij , these results must agree with those that we would obtain by simply squaring the eigenvalues of
a. Indeed, we can see that this is the case as follows.

When aij = bij , we have that Γab = Γa. The eigenvalues of a fall inside an ellipse x2a(1 − Γab)
2 + y2a(1 + Γab)

2 =

(1 − Γ2
ab)

2σ2
a, and have density ρa = 1/[σ2

aπ(1 − Γ2
ab)]. Since the eigenvalues are squared, we make a change of

coordinates x = x2a − y2a and y = 2xaya. Substituting these expressions into the aforementioned equation for the
ellipse for the eigenvalues of a, one recovers Eq. (S101) with σb = σa. By noting that the Jacobian determinant of this

transformation is |J | = 1/[4
√
x2 + y2] and also that both (xa, ya) and (−xa,−ya) are mapped onto the same (x, y),

giving an extra factor of 2, we also recover the density in Eq. (S102) with σb = σa.
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FIG. S4: Eigenvalue spectra of a random matrix product as defined in Eq. (S98). Parameters are σa = 0.5, σb = 2,
Γa = −0.3, Γb = −0.5, ΓabT = 0.4, Γab = −0.2, N = 4000. Panel (a): Boundary of the eigenvalue spectrum. Blue
crosses are the results of numerical diagonalisation and the red line is given by Eqs. (S101). Panel (b): Density of the
real parts of the eigenvalues. The red line comes from integrating Eq. (S102) with respect to y inside the boundary
given by Eqs. (S101).

B. Products of matrices with arbitrary dimension

We now examine the case where M ̸= N and recalling α =M/N , which we suppose remains finite as N → ∞, with
α ≤ 1. We no longer allow for correlations between matrix elements aij and aji or bij and bji [which did not affect
the eigenvalue spectrum in the M = N case anyway], but we still allow for correlations between aij and bji. In the
limiting case aij = cbji for constant c, we recover the Marchenko-Pastur law.

Following a similar line of reasoning to the previous section, we find the following analytic expression

Cxx =
(1− α)σaσbΓab + ω +

√
[(1− α)Γabσaσb + ω]2 − 4Γabσaσbω

2Γabωσaσb
, (S104)

and the following non-analytic expression

Cxx =
(1− α)

2ω
− Γab
σaσb(1− Γ2

ab)
+

√
σ2
aσ

2
b (1− α)2(1− Γ2

ab)
2 + 4ωω⋆

2σaσb(1− Γ2
ab)ω

. (S105)

In this case, we obtain the following shifted ellipse for the boundary of the bulk region[
y

1− Γ2
ab

]2
+

[
x− (1 + α)Γabσaσb

1 + Γ2
ab

]2
= ασ2

aσ
2
b , (S106)

with the following eigenvalue density

ρ(ω) =
(1− α)

2
δ(ω) +

1

πσaσb(1− Γ2
ab)
√
σ2
aσ

2
b (1− α)2(1− Γ2

ab)
2 + 4|ω|2

. (S107)

The left-most and right-most leading eigenvalues are (respectively)

λl = σaσb
[
(1 + α)Γab − (1 + Γ2

ab)
√
α
]
,

λr = σaσb
[
(1 + α)Γab + (1 + Γ2

ab)
√
α
]
. (S108)

Integrating Eq. (S107) with respect to y between the limits imposed by Eq. (S106), one obtains for ρx(x) =
∫
dyρ(x, y)

ρx(x) =
1

πσaσb(1− Γ2
ab)

log

2y+ +
√
σ2
aσ

2
b (1− Γ2

ab)
2(1− α)2 + 4(x2 + y2+)√

σ2
aσ

2
b (1− Γ2

ab)
2(1− α)2 + 4x2

 ,
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y+(x) =
(1− Γ2

ab)

(1 + Γ2
ab)

√
(x− λl)(λr − x). (S109)

This is the generalised Marchenko-Pastur law to which we referred in the main text.
That this indeed reduces to the usual Marchenko-Pastur law can be seen as follows. In the case where Γab = 1, the

product
∑
k aikbkj becomes symmetric and the eigenvalues concentrate on the real line. When this is the case, we

expand the logarithm in Eq. (S109), keeping only leading-order terms in (1− Γ2
ab), to obtain

ρx ≈ 1

πσaσb(1− Γ2
ab)

[
1 +

y+
x

]
. (S110)

We thus recover the usual Marchenko-Pastur law

ρx(x) =
(1− α)

2
δ(x) +

√
[x− σaσb(1−

√
α)2] [σaσb(1 +

√
α)2 − x]

2πxσaσb
. (S111)

One can also extract this expression for the real eigenvalue density directly from the analytic expression for the
resolvent in Eq. (S104) via Eq. (4) of the main text in the case Γab → 1.

FIG. S5: Eigenvalue spectrum of a (dense) random matrix product as defined in Eq. (S98). Parameters are
σa = 0.5, σb = 2, α = 0.8, Γab = 0.4, N = 4000. Panel (a): Boundary of the eigenvalue spectrum. Blue crosses are
the results of numerical diagonalization and the red line is given by the shifted ellipse in Eq. (S106). Panel (b):
Integrated eigenvalue density as a function of the real part, averaged over y = Imω. The red line is given by the
generalized Marchenko-Pastur law in Eq. (S109).

S10. BLOCK-STRUCTURED RANDOM MATRICES

We now demonstrate how one can use the dynamic method to recover results that were previously obtained for
block-structured random matrices in Ref. [26].

Consider a block-structured random matrix of dimension N × N . The N components are divided into groups of
size Nα such that

∑
αNα = N . We define γα = Nα/N . The matrix elements have statistics that are block dependent

aαβij = 0, (aαβij )2 =
σ2

N
, aαβij a

βα
ji =

Γαβσ
2

N
, (S112)

where aαβij is the (i, j) component of the (α, β) block.
In this case, we define the following dynamical system

ẋ
(1)α
i = −ωx(2)αi +

∑
j

aαβij x
(2)β
j + h

(1)α
i ,

ẋ
(2)α
i = −ω⋆x(1)αi +

∑
j

aαβij x
(1)β
j + h

(2)α
i . (S113)



43

The resolvent we desire is given by

C(ω) = lim
η→0

Lt

 1

N

∑
i,α

δx
(1)α
i

δh
(2)α
i

 (η) (S114)

In a similar fashion as the preceding section, we identify the following matrices in the 2-block case, although the
extension to more blocks is straightforward

H−1
0 ≡


0 0 ω11

N1
0

0 0 0 ω11
N2

ω⋆11
N1

0 0 0

0 ω⋆11
N2

0 0

 ,

I ≡


0 0 a(1,1) a(1,2)

0 0 a(2,1) a(2,2)

[a(1,1)]T [a(2,1)]T 0 0

[a(1,2)]T [a(2,2)]T 0 0

 ,
H ≡

〈[
η11

N
− I +H−1

0

]−1
〉

≡


A

11
A

12
B

11
B

12
A

21
A

22
B

21
B

22
C

11
C

12
D

11
D

12
C

21
C

22
D

21
D

22

 . (S115)

Again, we define a set of 4× 4 matrices H−1
0 , J , and H corresponding to those in Eq. (S115). For example

J ≡


0 0 a

(1,1)
12 a

(1,2)
12

0 0 a
(2,1)
12 a

(2,2)
12

a
(1,1)
21 a

(2,1)
21 0 0

a
(1,2)
21 a

(2,2)
21 0 0

 . (S116)

As a result, we see that we can once again write the generating functional of the system in exactly the same form as
in Eq. (14) of the main text. This means that the hermitized resolvent is again given by main text Eq. (26). Plugging
in Eqs. (S115) into Eq. (26) yields (defining Cαα = N−1

α Tr[C
αα

], etc.)

Aαα = −σ
2

qα

∑
β

γβAββ ,

Bαα = − 1

qα

ω − σ2
∑
β

ΓαβγβCββ

 ,

Cαα = − 1

qα

ω⋆ − σ2
∑
β

ΓαβγβBββ

 ,

Dαα = −σ
2

qα

∑
β

γβDββ ,

1

qα
= AααDαα −BααCαα. (S117)

with A
αβ

= B
αβ

= C
αβ

= D
αβ

= 0 for α ̸= β. One finds that the above expressions are fully general, regardless of

the number of blocks.
There are two solutions to the above equations for the resolvent C =

∑
α γαCαα. One for which Aαα = 0 and one

for which
∑
β
γβ
qβ

= − 1
σ2 . In the first case, we have

Cαα =

ω − σ2
∑
β

ΓαβγβCββ

−1

. (S118)



44

The other solution yields instead (letting A ≡
∑
α γαAαα, etc.)∑

α

γα
qα

= − 1

σ2
,

CααBαα =
AD

q2α

(∑
β
γβ
qβ

) − 1

qα
,

Cαα = − 1

qα

ω − σ2
∑
β

ΓαβγβBββ

 ,
Bαα = C⋆αα, (S119)

which constitute 3NB+1 equations for the 3NB+1 unknowns Cα, Bα, qα and AD, where NB is the number of values
that α can take. Eqs. (S118) and (S119) are equivalent to Eqs. (S45) and (S47) respectively in the Supplement of Ref.
[26]. In the aforementioned work, these expressions for the resolvent were solved numerically to yield the boundary
of the bulk of the eigenvalue spectrum. We have thus succeeded in using the dynamic approach of the main text to
recover previous results for the case of block structured matrices.
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