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SPECTRAL RADII OF SPARSE NON-HERMITIAN RANDOM MATRICES

HYUNGWON HAN

Abstract. We provide estimates for the spectral radii of an n× n sparse non-Hermitian random
matrix Z with general entries in the regime p = d/n where 0 < d < 1 is fixed. Utilizing the
structural results of [13], we show that the spectral radius ρ(Z) is 0 with probability converging to
some nonzero value, and satisfies the inequality (φ(n))−1

≤ ρ(Z) ≤ φ(n) in the asymptotic sense
for any function φ satisfying limn→∞ φ(n) = ∞ with the remaining probability.

1. Introduction

Spectral radii of non-Hermitian random matrices has been a topic of great interest over the last
few decades. However, due to spectral instability, its study is considered challenging compared
to the Hermitian counterpart, and the asymptotic behavior for dense non-Hermitian matrices was
completely established only recently, evolving through the works of [8, 4, 5]. For sparse non-
Hermitian matrices, even the law of large numbers behavior of the spectral radii is incomplete.
While an asymptotic value of

√
np can be deduced in the regime p = n−1+ε for ε > 0 by modifying

the works on dense matrices such as [4], the only result available for p near the critical value 1/n is
[2]. Although the authors provide precise estimates for the eigenvalues of unweighted Erdős-Rényi
digraphs, much less is obtained for networks with general weights especially when p = d/n as we
discuss in Section 3.1.

The analogous problem for the largest eigenvalue of Hermitian random matrices has been settled
even in the sparse setting. For the regime p ≫ 1/n, it was shown that the largest eigenvalue is
asymptotically 2

√
np, for instance, in the works of [10, 19]. Recently, the behavior in the regime

p = d/n for fixed d > 0 was established for unweighted Erdös-Rényi graphs in [3] and for weighted
networks in [7, 6].

Most of the previous results on the spectral radii of non-Hermitian random matrices — both
sparse and dense — are focused on sharpening the moment estimates, which are inapplicable near
the critical value p = 1/n. In this paper, we use structural results on Erdős-Rényi digraphs from
[13] to address the regime p = d/n where 0 < d < 1 is a fixed constant. Roughly speaking, we show
that the spectral radius is 0 with some nonzero probability, and approximately of order 1, or to be
exact, Θp(1) with the remaining probability, which we define in Definition 1.1.

Let X, Y be n×n i.i.d. matrices where X has Bernoulli(p) entries with p = pn depending on n,
and Y has entries Yij satisfying Yij = 0 and E|Yij|2 = 1. Furthermore, we assume that Yij is not
concentrated at 0, i.e., P(Yij = 0) = 0, which is necessary for the establishment of a lower bound
in Theorem 1.3. Define Z = X ⊙ Y as the entrywise product Zij = XijYij for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. We
mainly focus on the constant average degree regime where p = d/n with fixed 0 < d < 1.

The underlying Erdős-Rényi digraph Gd(n, d/n) exhibits a phase transition at d = 1. If d < 1,
Gd(n, d/n) has a simple structure where all nontrivial strongly connected components are directed
cycles [13]. We utilize this characterization to show the upper bound result in Theorem 1.2 below.
To state our results precisely, we first adapt the following asymptotic notations from [14]. We say
that an event An depending on n holds with high probability if P(An) → 1 as n → ∞.
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Definition 1.1. For a sequence of random variables {Xn} we write Xn = Op(f(n)) (Xn =
Ωp(f(n))) if for every function φ satisfying limn→∞ φ(n) → ∞, the inequality Xn ≤ φ(n)f(n)
(Xn ≥ f(n)/φ(n)) holds with high probability. We will writeXn = Θp(f(n)) if bothXn = Op(f(n))
and Xn = Ωp(f(n)) hold.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose p = d/n where 0 < d < 1 is fixed and Z satisfies the conditions above.
Then ρ(Z) = Op(1).

We may deduce an analogous lower bound again depending on the cycle structure of Gd(n, d/n).
If the underlying graph is acyclic, Z is nilpotent, thus ρ(Z) = 0. In contrast, the existence of a
cycle allows us to place suitable weights on it and thus provide a lower bound for a specific entry
of Zk for large k depending on n. Using Theorem 2.4, we have the following result:

Theorem 1.3. For p = d/n where 0 < d < 1 is fixed, Gd(n, p) is acyclic and thus ρ(Z) = 0 with

probability converging to (1−d)ed+d2/2. Conditioned on the event that Gd(n, p) admits a cycle, with
high probability, ρ(Z) = Ωp(1).

Combining these bounds we have the following main result.

Corollary 1.4. Suppose Z satisfies the conditions of Theorem 1.2 and 1.3. Then ρ(Z) = 0 with

probability converging to (1− d)ed+d2/2, and with the remaining probability, ρ(Z) = Θp(1).

Next we state some minor results in the supercritical and subcritical regimes that can be easily
deduced from the previous works of [2] and [12].

1.1. Supercritical regime, p ≫ 1/n. For the regime p ≫ 1/n, the lower bound for the spectral
radius is readily provided by the sparse circular law in [16]. For p sufficiently larger than 1/n, the
estimates from [2] with truncation yields a matching upper bound. We consider the entries Yij

having a Weibull distribution with shape parameter α, i.e.,

C1e
−tα ≤ P(|Yij| ≥ t) ≤ C2e

−tα

holds for some constants C1, C2 > 0 and all t > 1. For such entries, the regime where this method
is applicable depends on the shape parameter α.

Theorem 1.5. Suppose Z has Weibull entries with shape parameter α > 0 and pn ≫ (log n)
2
α /n.

Then

ρ(Z)√
npn

→ 1

in probability.

1.2. Subcritical regime, p ≪ 1/n. In this case Gd(n, p) is a forest with high probability (Lemma
2.5), and Z is nilpotent. The following theorem is readily deduced from this fact.

Theorem 1.6. Suppose Z has arbitrary entries and npn → 0 as n → ∞. Then ρ(Z) = 0 holds
with high probability.

Remark 1.7. In the case of Hermitian matrices with p = d/n, the spectral behavior of the largest
eigenvalue analyzed in [7, 6] was independent of the specific value of d. However, Corollary 1.4
heavily depends on d and our proofs cannot be extended to the case where d ≥ 1.

For Gd(n, d/n) where d > 0 is fixed, it was recently proved in [18, Theorem 1.1] that the empirical
spectral measure converges. The authors also show that the limiting measure is δ0, i.e., the Dirac
mass at 0 for 0 < d ≤ 1, and a nontrivial distribution for d > 1, where [13, Theorem 1] (Theorem
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2.3 in this paper) is used for proving the first result. It seems that unlike its Hermitian analogues,
the spectra of sparse non-Hermitian matrices in the critical regime are directly related with the
phase transition of the underlying Erdős-Rényi digraphs.

1.3. Notations. The spectral radius of a matrix A will be denoted ρ(A). We denote the Erdős-
Rényi graph (digraph) with n vertices and edge probability p by G(n, p) (Gd(n, p)). The strongly
connected components of a digraph are the maximal subgraphs in which every pair of vertices can
be connected by a directed path.

Consider two functions f, g : N → [0,∞). We write f ≪ g if limn→∞ f(n)/g(n) = 0 and f . g if
limn→∞ f(n)/g(n) < ∞. We denote f ≈ g if both f . g and g . f hold.

1.4. Organization of paper. In Section 2 we provide some background results such as the sparse
circular law, structural results of Gd(n, d/n), and Gelfand’s formula. Section 3 is devoted to the
proof of upper and lower bound estimates in Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 using the structural results of
Gd(n, d/n) in Theorem 2.3. Finally Section 4 contains a simple proof for Theorem 1.5 by applying
Theorem 2.1 from [2].

1.5. Acknowledgements. The author thanks Kyeongsik Nam for pointing out helpful references.

2. Backgrounds

This section is devoted to some background results regarding the properties of sparse non-
Hermitian random matrices and the structural analysis of Erdős-Rényi digraphs which are crucial
for the proof of our main theorems.

2.1. Upper bound results. Suppose that an i.i.d. matrix A = (Aij)1≤i,j≤n has mean zero entries
and satisfies the following conditions:

E|Aij |2 ≤
1

n
, max

1≤i,j≤n
|Aij | ≤

1

q
a.s. (1)

Then the following upper tail estimate for ρ(A) holds:

Theorem 2.1 ([2, Theorem 2.11]). There exist universal constants C, c > 0 such that for q ≤ n1/10

and ε ≥ 0,

P (ρ(A) ≥ 1 + ε) ≤ Cn2−cq log(1+ε).

2.2. Lower bound results: sparse circular law. The sparse version of the circular law was

first proven in [1] for p ≫ log2 n
n and generalized to p ≫ 1

n in [16]. Recently, a simpler proof was
given by [17] yielding the same result.

Theorem 2.2 ([16, Theorem 1.2]). Let A be an n × n i.i.d. matrix with entries Aij = BijYij

where Bij ∼ Bernoulli(pn) and Yij has zero mean and unit variance. If limn→∞ npn = ∞, then the
empirical spectral distribution of 1√

npn
A converges weakly in probability to the uniform measure on

the unit disc of the complex plane.

2.3. Structure of Gd(n, d/n). The Erdős-Rényi digraph Gd(n, p) is a random digraph with n
vertices and each directed edge chosen with independent probability p. With high probability,
we may assume that Gd(n, d/n) has no self-loops. Then the following theorem characterizes the
structure of Gd(n, d/n) in terms of directed cycles with relatively short length.

Theorem 2.3 ([13, Theorem 1]). Let d > 0 be a positive constant and ω be a function such that
ω(n) → ∞ as n → ∞.



4 HYUNGWON HAN

(1) If d < 1, then with high probability, each nontrivial (i.e., containing more than one vertex)
strongly connected component of Gd(n, d/n) is a directed cycle with length smaller than ω(n).

(2) If d > 1, there exists a positive constant α = α(d) such that with high probability, Gd(n, d/n)
contains a strongly connected component larger than αn, and every other nontrivial strongly
connected component is a directed cycle with length smaller than ω(n).

For d < 1, part (1) provides a simple characterization of all strongly connected components,
which is crucial for the proof of 1.2. In contrast, by part (2), a large complex component arises for
d > 1 which makes our methods inapplicable.

When d < 1, the probability that Gd(n, d/n) is acyclic converges to a nonzero number as n → ∞,
and this limit can be explicitly calculated:

Theorem 2.4 ([15, Theorem 2]). Let A(n, p) denote the probability that Gd(n, p) is acyclic. For
p = d/n with fixed d < 1,

lim
n→∞

A(n, p) = (1− d)ed+d2/2.

Finally we state a lemma on the structure of G(n, d/n).

Lemma 2.5 ([12, Lemma 2.1 (ii)]). If np → 0, then G(n, p) is a forest with high probability.

2.4. Gelfand’s formula. Gelfand’s formula states that for the spectral radius ρ(·) and any matrix
norm ‖ · ‖,

ρ(A) = lim
k→∞

‖Ak‖1/k. (2)

Furthermore, the quantities ‖Ak‖1/k decreases to ρ(A) when ‖·‖ is a consistent matrix norm, which
includes the spectral norm

‖A‖2→2 := sup
x∈Cn,‖x‖2=1

‖Ax‖2 (3)

that we will mainly use. From now on we will simply denote the spectral norm by ‖ · ‖. For a
matrix A with ρ(A) 6= 0, there is a corresponding lower bound

γ(1+log k)/k‖Ak‖1/k ≤ ρ(A) ≤ ‖Ak‖1/k (4)

with some constant γ ∈ (0, 1). The following theorem provides a more explicit lower bound which
plays a key role in proving Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 2.6 ([11, Theorem 1]). For an n× n matrix A with n > 2 and for k ≥ 1,

C−σn(k)/k
n

(‖A‖n
‖An‖

)−νn(k)/k

‖Ak‖1/k ≤ ρ(A) ≤ ‖Ak‖1/k,

where

Cn = n3n/2, σn(k) =
(n− 1)3

(n− 2)2
k

log(n−1)
log n , νn(k) =

(n − 1)2

n− 2
k

log(n−1)
log n .

3. Proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3

In this section we prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. We start with a brief examination that the upper
bound from direct application of Theorem 2.1 is insufficient for our results.
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3.1. Weak upper bound. Let Xij ∼ Bernoulli(d/n) where d > 0 is fixed and Yij be a Weibull
distribution with shape parameter α > 0 satisfying E|Yij |2 = 1. We consider the i.i.d. matrix H
with entries

Hij :=
1

(log n)
1
α

XijYij.

Clearly E|Hij|2 ≤ 1
n . For any constant t > 1,

P

(

max
1≤i,j≤n

|Hij| > t

)

≤
∑

1≤i,j≤n

P(|Hij | > t) = n2
P(|Yij| > t log

1
α n)P(Xij = 1)

. dne−tα logn = o(1).

Now we condition on the high probability event

Aq,n :=

{

max
1≤i,j≤n

|Hij| ≤
1

q

}

for some 0 < q < 1. Applying Theorem 2.1 to H yields

P(ρ(H) ≥ 1 + ε) ≤ Cn2−cq log(1+ε) = o(1)

conditioned on Aq,n, for sufficiently large ε > 0 depending on c and q. Thus we have ρ(Z) =

O(log
1
α n) with high probability, which is far weaker than Theorem 1.2. Also note that the esti-

mate depends heavily on the Weibull tail condition. Much weaker bounds will be obtained if we
only assume finite moment conditions on Yij, for instance, an O(

√
n) bound when only assuming

E|Yij|2 = 1.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Consider X ∼ Gd(n, d/n) and Z = X ⊙ Y . Let Cg(n) be the event
where all nontrivial strongly connected components of X are directed cycles with size smaller
than g(n). For simplicity, we now use the term cycle to mean directed cycles, except when the
directedness must be emphasized. Condition on the high probability event Cω(n) for some function
ω such that limn→∞ ω(n) = ∞ to be determined later. From the proof of [13, Theorem 1],

P(Cc
ω(n)) ≤

dω(n)

1− d
. (5)

Let N be the number of cycles with size greater than or equal to m. Again using the proof of [13,
Theorem 1],

P(N > η(n)) ≤ 1

η(n)
EN ≤ 1

η(n)

dm

1− d
≤ 1

1− d

1

η(n)
. (6)

Then we may condition on the high probability event {N ≤ η(n)} for a function η satisfying
limn→∞ η(n) = ∞. This implies that there are at most η(n) cycles with at most η(n)ω(n) edges in
them.

Now we estimate the entries of Zk, which we denote by W⊙A where the entries of W correspond
to the sum of products of weights Yij, and A is a Bernoulli matrix representing the underlying graph
structure. Then

(W )ij =
∑

P :i→j

Yiξ1Yξ1ξ2 · · ·Yξk−1j (7)

where the sum ranges over all paths iξ1ξ2 . . . ξk−1j from i to j with length k. We will bound both
the number of possible paths and the product of weights. From now we will denote k = k(n) to
emphasize that we will choose k to be a very rapidly increasing function depending on n.
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The key idea is that an edge not present in any directed cycle can be traversed at most once
by some path P . Similarly, a directed cycle can be visited at most once, although our path will
typically loop multiple times at the single visit. Then any path i → j can be characterized by the
order of directed cycles and the remaining edges not in cycles, along with the number of times it
loops in each cycle. With high probability we may assume that X has at most 2n edges. Then a
crude bound for this quantity is

(2n+ η(n))!k(n)η(n) ≪ (3n)!k(n)log n (8)

assuming η(n) ≪ log n.
From the inequality

P

(

max
1≤i,j≤n

|Yij | > n2

)

≤ n2
P(|Y11| > n2) ≤ n−2

E|Y11|2 = n−2, (9)

we may condition on the high probability event where all entries have absolute value bounded by
n2. Now we make a stronger estimate for weights present in cycles, which will compose most of the
product in (7) for very large k(n). Let E denote the set of edges in the cycles. Since the number
of edges in cycles are bounded by η(n)ω(n),

P

(

max
e∈E

|Ye| > t(n)

)

= 1− P

(

max
e∈E

|Ye| ≤ t(n)

)

= 1−
∏

e∈E
P(|Ye| ≤ t(n))

= 1− (1− P(|Y11| > t(n)))η(n)ω(n)

≤ 1− (1− t(n)−2)η(n)ω(n)

≈ 1− e
− η(n)ω(n)

t(n)2 , (10)

where we have used Markov’s inequality in the third line. By choosing t(n)2 ≫ η(n)ω(n), we may
condition on the high probability event where the absolute values of weights on edges in cycles are
bounded by t(n). For the matrix A, we use the rough estimate

‖A‖ ≤ ‖A‖F ≤ n2 (11)

where ‖ · ‖F denotes the Frobenius norm.

We now estimate ‖Zk(n)‖. Recall that each edge not in a cycle is traversed at most once, so
the contribution from weights on these edges is at most n4n. Combining (8) and (11), with high
probability, we have

‖Zk(n)‖ = ‖W ⊙A‖ ≤ max
1≤i,j≤n

|Wij|‖A‖ ≪ (3n)!k(n)log nn4nt(n)k(n)n2 ≪ n5nk(n)logn(t(n))k(n)

(12)

and

ρ(Z) ≤ ‖Zk(n)‖
1

k(n) ≪ (n5n)
1

k(n)k(n)
log n
k(n) t(n) ≈ t(n) (13)

for k(n) = nn. Note that by choosing appropriate η(n) and ω(n), t(n) can be chosen as an arbitrary
function satisfying limn→∞ t(n) = ∞, and the proof is complete.

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Theorem 2.4, Gd(n, d/n) for d < 1 has a directed cycle with

probability converging to 1 − (1 − d)ed+d2/2. We condition on the event in which a directed cycle
exists. By the reasoning in the previous subsection, with high probability, there exists a directed
cycle with size smaller than a(n) for some function a with limn→∞ a(n) = ∞ to be determined
later. We begin with the following facts:
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(1) If i, j belong to the same strongly connected component C, then there is at most one path
of length k from i to j. This path is contained completely in C.
Proof. Any path from i to j contained in C is uniquely determined since C is a directed
cycle. Suppose a path from i to j contains a vertex v /∈ C. Then there exist paths P1, P2

connecting i → v and v → j, respectively. Since C is a directed cycle, for any ℓ ∈ C, we
can choose paths P3 : ℓ → i and P4 : j → ℓ. Then there exist paths P3 ∪ P1 : ℓ → v and
P2 ∪ P4 : v → ℓ so v ∈ C, which is a contradiction. �

(2) Assuming the conditions of (i), since C is a directed cycle, if there exists a path from i to
j, j is uniquely determined by i.

By choosing a vertex i in our cycle C, a path ij1j2 . . . jk of length k starting from i is uniquely
determined with jℓ ∈ C for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k. This path is a repetition of ij1j2 . . . ja(n), which is C itself,
plus a remaining path which is a part of C.

For some function θ such that limn→∞ θ(n) = 0, with the understanding that i = j0,

P

(

min
1≤ℓ≤a(n)

|Yjℓ−1jℓ | > θ(n)

)

= (P(|Yij| > θ(n)))a(n) . (14)

Now using the condition that P(Y11 = 0) = 0, we may choose a(n) to grow sufficiently small so that
the right hand side converges to 1. Hence we may condition on the high probability event that all
edge-weights on C are bounded below in magnitude by θ(n). This implies

‖Zk‖ ≥ max
1≤i,j≤n

|Zij | ≥
∏

1≤ℓ≤k

|Yjℓ−1jℓ | ≥ (θ(n))k. (15)

We also know from [9] that

P(‖Z‖ ≤ (1 + δ)λlight
α ) ≈ 1− n1−(1+δ)2 (16)

for α > 2 and

λlight
α := Bα

(log n)
1
2

(log log n)
1
2
− 1

α

≪ (log n)
1
2

for some constant Bα depending only on α. Similarly,

P(‖Z‖ ≤ (1 + δ)λheavy
α ) ≈ 1− n1−(1+δ)α (17)

for 0 < α ≤ 2 and λheavy
α := (log n)

1
α . Now we establish a very rough estimate: with probability,

say at least 1− (log n)−1,

‖Z‖n
‖Zn‖ ≤

(

(log n)1/min{2,α})n

(θ(n))n
≪ (θ(n))−n(log n)n

2/2 ≪ (log n)n
2

(18)

for sufficiently slowly decreasing θ.

Lemma 3.1. The following limit holds with k = nnn
and with high probability:

lim
n→∞

C−σn(k)/k
n

(‖Z‖n
‖Zn‖

)−νn(k)/k

= 1. (19)



8 HYUNGWON HAN

Proof. It is clear that the limit is less than or equal to 1. We show that it is actually 1 using the
bound (18). The following limits can be explicitly calculated.

lim
n→∞

C−σn(k)/k
n = lim

n→∞

(

n3n/2
)− (n−1)3

(n−2)2
(nnn

)
log(n−1)

log n
−1

= 1,

lim
n→∞

(‖Z‖n
‖Zn‖

)−νn(k)/k

≥ lim
n→∞

(

(log n)n
2
)− (n−1)2

n−2 (nnn
)
log(n−1)

log n
−1

= 1.

�

Now applying Lemma 3.1 and (15) to Theorem 2.6 yields ρ(Z) ≥ θ(n) with high probability.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.5

Here we prove Theorem 1.5. The lower bound in this case is an immediate consequence of the
sparse circular law, Theorem 2.2. We will prove the upper bound using Theorem 2.1.

Let Xij ∼ Bernoulli(pn) and Yij have a Weibull distribution with shape parameter α > 0
satisfying EYij = 0 and E|Yij|2 = 1. We consider the i.i.d. matrix H with normalized entries

Hij :=
1√
npn

XijYij .

Clearly E|Hij|2 ≤ 1
n . For any constant t > 0,

P

(

max
1≤i,j≤n

|Hij | > t

)

≤
∑

1≤i,j≤n

P (|Hij | > t) = n2
P(|Yij| > t

√
npn)P(Xij = 1) . n2pne

−(t
√
npn)α .

By our assumption pn ≫ (log n)
2
α /n so n2pn ≪ e(npn)

α
2 and the probability converges to 0. Thus

we may condition on the high probability event

Aq :=

{

max
1≤i,j≤n

|Hij | ≤
1

q

}

for some appropriate q depending on c, ε, for instance, q = 3
c log(1+ε) . Now applying Theorem 2.1

to H, we have

lim
n→∞

P(ρ(H) ≥ 1 + ε) = 0

for any ε > 0 and the proof is complete.
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[5] Charles Bordenave, Djalil Chafäı, and David Garćıa-Zelada. Convergence of the spectral radius of a random
matrix through its characteristic polynomial. Probability Theory and Related Fields, 182:1163-1181, 2022.

[6] Shirshendu Ganguly, Ella Hiesmayr, and Kyeongsik Nam. Spectral large deviations of sparse random matrices.
arXiv:2206.06954, 2022, to appear in Journal of the London Mathematical Society.



SPECTRAL RADII OF SPARSE NON-HERMITIAN RANDOM MATRICES 9

[7] Shirshendu Ganguly and Kyeongsik Nam. Large deviations for the largest eigenvalue of Gaussian networks with
constant average degree. Probability Theory and Related Fields, 184(3-4):613-679, 2022.

[8] Stuart Geman. The spectral radius of large random matrices. Annals of Probability, 14(4): 1318-1328, 1986.
[9] Hyungwon Han, Large deviations for the largest singular value of sparse non-Hermitian matrices.

arXiv:2406.09851, 2024.
[10] A. Khorunzhy, Sparse random matrices: spectral edge and statistics of rooted trees, Advances in Applied Prob-

ability, 33(1):124-140, 2001.
[11] Victor Kozyakin, On accuracy of approximation of the spectral radius by the Gelfand formula. Linear Algebra

and its Applications, 431(11):2134-2141, 2009.
[12] Michael Krivelevich and Benny Sudakov. The largest eigenvalue of sparse random graphs. Combinatorics, Prob-

ability and Computing, 12(1):61-72, 2003.
[13] Tomasz  Luczak, The phase transition in the evolution of random digraphs. Journal of Graph Theory, 14:217-223,

1990.
[14] Tomasz  Luczak and Taral Guldahl Seierstad. The critical behavior of random digraphs. Random Structures &

Algorithms 35.3 (2009): 271-293.
[15] Dimbinaina Ralaivaosaona, Vonjy Rasendrahasina, and Stephan Wagner. On the probability that a random

digraph is acyclic. In 31st International Conference on Probabilistic, Combinatorial and Asymptotic Methods for
the Analysis of Algorithms (AofA 2020). Schloss-Dagstuhl-Leibniz Zentrum für Informatik, 2020.

[16] Mark Rudelson and Konstantin Tikhomirov. The sparse circular law under minimal assumptions. Geometric and
Functional Analysis, 29:561–637, 2019.

[17] Ashwin Sah, Julian Sahasrabudhe, and Mehtaab Sawhney. The sparse circular law, revisited. arXiv:2310.17600,
2023.

[18] Ashwin Sah, Julian Sahasrabudhe, and Mehtaab Sawhney. The limiting spectral law for sparse iid matrices.
arXiv:2310.17635, 2023.

[19] Konstantin Tikhomirov and Pierre Youssef. Outliers in spectrum of sparse Wigner matrices. Random Structures
& Algorithms, 58(3):517-605, 2021.

Department of Mathematical Sciences, KAIST, South Korea

Email address: measure@kaist.ac.kr


	1. Introduction
	2. Backgrounds
	3. Proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3
	4. Proof of Theorem 1.5
	References

