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ABSTRACT. Consider a square random matrix with independent and identically distributed entries of mean

zero and unit variance. We show that as the dimension tends to infinity, the spectral radius is equivalent

to the square root of the dimension in probability. This result can also be seen as the convergence of the

support in the circular law theorem under optimal moment conditions. In the proof we establish the con-

vergence in law of the reciprocal characteristic polynomial to a random analytic function outside the unit

disc, related to a hyperbolic Gaussian analytic function. The proof is short and differs from the usual ap-

proaches for the spectral radius. It relies on a tightness argument and a joint central limit phenomenon for

traces of fixed powers.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Let {a j k } j ,k≥1 be independent and identically distributed complex random variables with mean zero

and unit variance, namely E[a11] = 0 and E[|a11|2] = 1. For all n ≥ 1, let

An = (a j k )1≤ j ,k≤n . (1.1)

We call it a Girko matrix [13]. When a11 is Gaussian with independent and identically distributed real

and imaginary parts then An has density proportional to e−Tr(A A∗) and belongs to the complex Ginibre

ensemble [11]. We are interested in the matrix 1p
n

An for which each row and each column has a unit

mean squared Euclidean norm. Its characteristic polynomial at point z ∈C is

pn(z) = det
(
z − Anp

n

)
(1.2)

where z stands for z times the identity matrix. The n roots of pn in C are the eigenvalues of 1p
n

An . They

form a multisetΛn which is the spectrum of 1p
n

An . The spectral radius of 1p
n

An is defined by

ρn = max
λ∈Λn

|λ|. (1.3)

The circular law theorem states that the empirical measure of the elements ofΛn tends weakly as n →∞
to the uniform distribution on the closed unit disc: almost surely, for every nice Borel set B ⊂C,

lim
n→∞

card(B ∩Λn)

n
= area(B ∩D)

π
, (1.4)

where “area” stands for the Lebesgue measure on C, and where D = {z ∈ C : |z| ≤ 1} is the closed unit

disc, see [12, 13, 21, 6]. The circular law (1.4), which involves weak convergence, does not provide the

convergence of the spectral radius, it gives only that almost surely

lim
n→∞

ρn ≥ 1. (1.5)

Theorem 1.1 provides the convergence of the spectral radius, without extra assumptions on the entries.

This result was conjectured in [5], and improves over [10, 16, 1, 5, 3]. The moments assumptions are

optimal, and the 1p
n

scaling is no longer adequate for entries of infinite variance, see for instance [4].
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We have ρn ≤ σn where σn is the operator norm of 1p
n

An , its largest singular value. It is known that

the condition E[|a11|4] <∞ is necessary and sufficient for the convergence of σn as n →∞, see [2]. A

stricking aspect of the spectral radius is that it converges without any extra moment condition.

Theorem 1.1 (Spectral radius). We have limn→∞ρn = 1 in probability, in the sense that for all ε> 0,

lim
n→∞P(|ρn −1| ≥ ε) = 0.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is given in Section 2. It relies on Theorem 1.2 below, which is of independent

interest. It does not involve any Hermitization or norms of powers in the spirit of Gelfand’s spectral

radius formula. The idea is to show that on C∪ {∞} \D, the polynomial z−n pn(z) tends as n → ∞ to

a random analytic function which does not vanish. The first step for mathematical convenience is to

convert C∪ {∞} \D into D= {z ∈C : |z| < 1} by noting that pn(z) = zn qn(1/z), z 6∈D, where for all z ∈D,

qn(z) = det

(
1− z

Anp
n

)
is the reciprocal polynomial of the characteristic polynomial pn . Let H(D) be the set of holomorphic

or complex analytic functions on D, equipped with the topology of uniform convergence on compact

subsets, the compact-open topology, see for instance [20]. This allows to see qn as a random variable on

H(D) and gives a meaning to convergence in law of qn as n →∞, namely, qn converges in law to some

random element q of H(D) if for every bounded real continuous function f on H(D), E[ f (qn)] → E[ f (q)].

Theorem 1.2 (Convergence of reciprocal characteristic polynomial). We have

qn
law−−−−→

n→∞ κe−F ,

where F is the random holomorphic function on D defined by

F (z) =
∞∑

k=1
Xk

zk

p
k

where {Xk }k≥1 is a sequence of independent complex Gaussian random variables such that

E
[

Xk
]= 0, E

[|Xk |2
]= 1 and E

[
X 2

k

]= E[
a2

11

]k
,

and where κ :D→C is the holomorphic function defined for all z ∈D by

κ(z) =
√

1− z2E
[
a2

11

]
.

The square root defining κ is the one such that κ(0) = 1. Notice that it is a well-defined holomorphic

function on the simply connected domain D since the function z 7→ 1− z2E[a2
11] does not vanish on D

which is true due to the fact that |E[a2
11]| ≤ E[|a11|2] = 1.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is given in Section 3. It is partially inspired by [3] and relies crucially on

a joint combinatorial central limit theorem for traces of fixed powers (Lemma 3.4) inspired from [17].

Unlike previous arguments used in the literature for the analysis of Girko matrices, the approach does

not rely on Girko Hermitization, Gelfand spectral radius formula, high order traces, resolvent method

or Cauchy – Stieltjes transform. The first step consists in showing the tightness of (qn)n≥1, by using a

decomposition of the determinant into orthogonal elements related to determinants of submatrices, as

in [3]. Knowing this tightness, the problem is reduced to show the convergence in law of these elements.

A reduction step, inspired by [17], consists in truncating the entries, reducing the analysis to the case

of bounded entries. The next step consists in a central limit theorem for product of traces of powers of

fixed order. It is important to note that we truncate with a fixed threshold with respect to n, and the order

of the powers in the traces are fixed with respect to n. This is in sharp contrast with the usual Füredi –

Komlós truncation-trace approach related to the Gelfand spectral radius formula used in [10, 16, 1, 5].

1.1. Comments and open problems.
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1.1.1. Moment assumptions. The universality for the first order global asymptotics (1.4) depends only

on the trace E[|a11|2] of the covariance matrix of ℜa11 and ℑa11. The universality stated by Theorem 1.2,

just like for the central limit theorem, depends on the whole covariance matrix. Since

E[a2
11] = E[(ℜa11)2]−E[(ℑa11)2]+2iE[ℜa11ℑa11],

we can see that E[a2
11] = 0 if and only if E[(ℜa11)2] = E[(ℑa11)2] and E[ℜa11ℑa11] = 0. Moreover, we

cannot in general get rid of E[a2
11] by simply multiplying the matrix An by a phase.

1.1.2. Hyperbolic Gaussian analytic function. When E
[
a2

11

] = 0 then κ = 1 while the random analytic

function F which appears in the limit in Theorem 3 is a degenerate case of the well-known hyperbolic

Gaussian Analytic Functions (GAFs) [14, Equation (2.3.5)]. It can also be obtained as the antiderivative

of the L = 2 hyperbolic GAF which is 0 at z = 0. This L = 2 hyperbolic GAF is related to the Bergman

kernel and could be called the Bergman GAF. These GAFs appear also at various places in mathematics

and physics and, in particular, in the asymptotic analysis of Haar unitary matrices, see [15, 18].

1.1.3. Cauchy – Stieltjes transform. If E[a2
11] = 0 then by returning to pn , taking the logarithm and the

derivative with respect to z in Theorem 1.2, we obtain the convergence in law of the Cauchy – Stieltjes

transform (complex conjugate of the electric field) minus n/z towards z 7→ F ′(1/z)/z2 which is a Gauss-

ian analytic function on C\Dwith covariance given by a Bergman kernel.

1.1.4. Central Limit Theorem. We should see Theorem 1.2 as a global second order analysis, just like

the central limit theorem (CLT) for linear spectral statistics [19, 9, 8]. Namely for all z ∈ D, we have

|qn(1/z)| = exp[−n (Un(z)−U (z))] where Un(z) =− 1
n log |pn(z)| is the logarithmic potential at the point

z of the empirical spectral distribution of 1p
n

An and U (z) = − log |z| is the logarithmic potential at the

point z of the uniform distribution on the unit disc D.

Moreover, it is possible to extract from Theorem 1.2 a CLT for linear spectral statistics with respect to

analytic functions in a neighborhood ofD. This can be done by using the Cauchy formula for an analytic

function f ,∫
f (λ)µ(dλ) = 1

2πi

∫ (∮
f (z)

z −λdz

)
µ(dλ) = 1

2πi

∮
f (z)

(∫
µ(dλ)

z −λ
)

dz = 1

2πi

∮
f (z)(logdet(z − A))′dz

where µ is the counting measure of the eigenvalues of A, where the contour integral is around a cen-

tered circle of radius strictly larger than 1, and where we have taken any branch of the logarithm. The

approach is purely complex analytic. In particular, it is different from the usual approach with the loga-

rithmic potential of µ based on the real function given by z 7→ ∫
log |z −λ|µ(dλ) = log |det(z − A)|.

1.1.5. Wigner case and elliptic interpolation. The finite second moment assumption of Theorem 1.1 is

optimal. We could explore its relation with the finite fourth moment assumption for the convergence

of the spectral edge of Wigner random matrices, which is also optimal. Heuristic arguments tell us that

the interpolating condition on the matrix entries should be E[|a j k |2|ak j |2] <∞ for j 6= k, which is a finite

second moment condition for Girko matrices and a finite fourth moment condition for Wigner matrices.

This is work in progress.

1.1.6. Coupling and almost sure convergence. For simplicity, we define in (1.1) our random matrix An

for all n ≥ 1 by truncating from the upper left corner the infinite random matrix {a j k } j ,k≥1. This imposes

a coupling for the matrices {An}n≥1. However, since Theorem 1.1 involves a convergence in probability,

it remains valid for an arbitrary coupling, in the spirit of the triangular arrays assumptions used for clas-

sical central limit theorems. In another direction, one could ask about the upgrade of the convergence

in probability into almost sure convergence in Theorem 1.1. This is an open problem.

1.1.7. Heavy tails. An analogue of (1.4) in the heavy-tailed case E[|a11|2] = ∞ is considered in [4] but

requires another scaling than 1p
n

. The spectral radius of this model tends to infinity as n → ∞ but it

could be possible to analyze the limiting point process at the edge as n →∞ and its universality. This is

an open problem.
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2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Let f = κe−F be as in Theorem 1.2. We observe that the equation f (z) = 0, z ∈ D is equivalent to

κ(z) = 0, z ∈D, which has no solution, because |E[a2
11]| ≤ E[|a11|2] = 1. In particular, for every r ∈ (0,1),

inf
z∈Dr

| f (z)| = inf
z∈Dr

{
|κ(z)|e−ℜ(F (z))

}
> 0,

where Dr = {z ∈C : |z| ≤ r } is the closed disc of radius r . On the other hand, the convergence in law pro-

vided by Theorem 1.2 together with the continuous mapping theorem used for the continuous function

f ∈ H(D) 7→ infz∈Dr
| f (z)| give, for every r ∈ (0,1),

inf
z∈Dr

|qn(z)| law−−−−→
n→∞ inf

z∈Dr

{
|κ(z)|e−ℜ(F (z))

}
.

Now, since qn(z) = zn pn(1/z) for every z ∈D, we obtain, by combining these two facts, for every r ∈ (0,1),

P
(
ρn < 1

r

)
=P

(
inf
|z|≥ 1

r

|pn(z)| > 0
)
=P

(
inf

z∈Dr

|qn(z)| > 0
)
−−−−→
n→∞ P

(
inf

z∈Dr

{
|κ(z)|e−ℜ(F (z))

}
> 0

)
= 1.

In other words, for all ε> 0,

lim
n→∞P(ρn ≥ 1+ε) = 0.

Combined with (1.5), this leads to the desired result

lim
n→∞P(|ρn −1| > ε) = 0.

Note that it could be possible to obtain the result by using the Radon measures of the zeros and the

Hurwitz phenomenon, see [20, Lemma 2.2] and [7, Lemma 5.2], but this would be more complicated!

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

By developing the determinant we can see that

qn(z) = det

(
1− z

Anp
n

)
= 1+

n∑
k=1

(−z)k P (n)
k ,

where

P (n)
k = ∑

I⊂{1,...,n}
|I |=k

n−k/2 det(An(I )) and An(I ) = {a j k } j ,k∈I .

The following lemma is essentially contained in [3, Appendix A]. It is proved in Section 4.1.

Lemma 3.1 (Tightness). The sequence {qn}n≥1 is tight.

For completeness, let us recall that the sequence {qn}n≥1 is tight if for every ε> 0, there exists a com-

pact subset of H(D) such that P(qn ∈ K ) > 1−ε for every n.

Now that we know that {qn}n≥1 is tight, it is enough to understand, for each k ≥ 1, the limit of

(P (n)
1 , . . . ,P (n)

k ) as n →∞. Indeed, we have the following Lemma 3.2, close to [20, Second part of Proposi-

tion 2.5]. For the reader’s convenience and for completeness, we give a proof in Section 4.2.

Lemma 3.2 (Reduction to convergence of coefficients). Let { fn}n≥1 be a tight sequence of random ele-

ments of H(D), and let us write, for every n ≥ 1, fn(z) =∑∞
k=0 zk P (n)

k . If for every m ≥ 0,

(P (n)
0 , . . . ,P (n)

m )
law−−−−→

n→∞ (P0, . . . ,Pm)

for a common sequence of random variables {Pm}m≥0 then f =∑∞
k=0 zk Pk is well-defined in H(D) and

fn
law−−−−→

n→∞ f .

The first simplification we shall make is to assume that a11 is bounded. This is motivated by [17, Proof

of Lemma 7]. We write this in the following lemma, proved in Section 4.3.
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Lemma 3.3 (Reduction to bounded entries by truncation). For M > 0 let us define

A(M)
n =

{
a(M)

i j

}
1≤i , j≤n

where a(M)
i j = ai j 1|ai j |<M −E

[
ai j 1|ai j |<M

]
and

P (n,M)
k = ∑

I⊂{1,...,n}
|I |=k

n−k/2 det(A(M)
n (I )) where A(M)

n (I ) =
{

a(M)
i j

}
i , j∈I

.

Let k ≥ 1. If there exists
{(

Y (M)
1 , . . . ,Y (M)

k

)}
M≥1

and a random vector (Y1, . . . ,Yk ) such that for all M ≥ 1,(
P (n,M)

1 , . . . ,P (n,M)
k

)
law−−−−→

n→∞

(
Y (M)

1 , . . . ,Y (M)
k

)
, and

(
Y (M)

1 , . . . ,Y (M)
k

)
law−−−−→

M→∞

(
Y1, . . . ,Yk

)
,

then

(P (n)
1 , . . . ,P (n)

k )
law−−−−→

n→∞ (Y1, . . . ,Yk ).

To simplify the study of P (n)
k we notice the following. For each integer n ≥ 1, the series

Bn =−
∞∑

k=1

(
Anp

n

)k zk

k

converges for z small enough and its exponential is
(
1− z Anp

n

)
. This can be shown in the standard way

if An is diagonalizable and can be extended to non-diagonalizable matrices by continuity. Then, since

det
(
eBn

)= eTrBn , we obtain

qn(z) = exp

(
−

∞∑
k=1

Tr(Ak
n)

nk/2

zk

k

)

for z small enough. In particular, (P (n)
1 , . . . ,P (n)

k ) is a polynomial function of
(

Tr(An )
n1/2 , . . . ,

Tr(Ak
n )

nk/2

)
that does

not depend on n and vice versa. The idea is to study, by the method of moments, the quantity

Tr(Ak
n) = ∑

1≤i1,...,ik≤n
ai1i2 ai2i3 . . . aik−1ik aik i1 .

That is why we preferred to have a11 bounded (or at least having all its moments finite). Note that we

have used the determinantal terms P (n)
k to perform this truncation step, it would have been much more

challenging to justify this truncation directly for the traces Tr(Ak
n). On the other hand, it would have

been much more difficult to prove directly the convergence of the determinantal terms P (n)
k thanks to

the method of moments since these terms are asymptotically neither independent nor Gaussian.

We decompose the above sum in two sums,

Tr(Ak
n) = ∑

1≤i1,...,ik≤n
card{i1,...,ik }=k

ai1i2 ai2i3 . . . aik−1ik aik i1 +
∑

1≤i1,...,ik≤n
card{i1,...,ik }<k

ai1i2 ai2i3 . . . aik−1ik aik i1 . (3.1)

The first term in the right-hand side of (3.1) has zero expected value and gives rise to the random part of

the limit. The second term in the right-hand side of (3.1) gives the deterministic part.

We begin by looking at the term ∑
1≤i1,...,ik≤n

card{i1,...,ik }=k

ai1i2 ai2i3 . . . aik−1ik aik i1 . (3.2)

Notice that the sum in (3.2) is indexed by sequences ι = (i1, . . . , ik ) of pairwise distinct elements of

{1, . . . ,n}. However, if two sequences are cyclic permutations of each other we obtain the same term.

To deal with this fact, we should consider sequences up to cyclic permutations or, what is the same,

directed cycles in {1, . . . ,n}. More precisely, let us consider {1, . . . ,n} as the complete directed graph with

no loops and let us consider the graph G = (V ,E) with vertex and edge sets

V = {1, . . . ,k} and E = {(1,2), (2,3), . . . , (k −1,k), (k,1)}.
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A k-directed cycle in {1, . . . ,n} is a subgraph g of {1, . . . ,n} that is isomorphic to G . The sum in (3.2) is

better indexed by the set of k-directed cycles in {1, . . . ,n} that we shall call C (n)
k . For g ∈C (n)

k , we define

ag = ∏
e edge of g

ae ,

where ae = ai j if e = (i , j ). Now, we can write∑
1≤i1,...,ik≤n

card{i1,...,ik }=k

ai1i2 ai2i3 . . . aik−1ik aik i1 = k
∑

g∈C (n)
k

ag

so that the term we have to study is

t (n)
k = ∑

g∈C (n)
k

ag .

The following lemma is a sort of combinatorial joint central limit theorem. It provides the e−F part of

the limiting random analytic function in Theorem 1.2. It is proved in Section 4.4.

Lemma 3.4 (Convergence to a Gaussian object). For any k1, . . . ,km ≥ 1 and any sequence s1, . . . , sm ∈ {·,∗},

E

(
t (n)

k1

nk1/2

)s1

· · ·
 t (n)

km

nkm /2

sm
−−−−→

n→∞ E

[(
Xk1√

k1

)s1

· · ·
(

Xkm√
km

)sm
]

,

where we have used the notation x · = x and x∗ = x̄, and where {Xk }k≥1 are independent complex Gaussian

random variables such that E
[

Xk
]= 0, E

[|Xk |2
]= 1, and E

[
X 2

k

]= E[
a2

11

]k
for all k ≥ 1.

The term that is left to understand is

r (n)
k = ∑

1≤i1,...,ik≤n
card{i1,...,ik }<k

ai1i2 ai2i3 · · ·aik−1ik aik i1 .

The following lemma, proved in Section 4.5, provides the κ part of the limit in Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 3.5 (Deterministic limit part).

r (n)
k

nk/2

law−−−−→
n→∞

{
E
[
a11

2
]k/2

if k is even

0 if k is odd.

To sum up, if {Xk }k≥1 is a sequence of independent complex Gaussian random variables such that

E
[|Xk |2

]= 1 and E
[

X 2
k

]= E[
a2

11

]k
,

and if

meank =
{
E
[
a2

11

]k/2
if k is even

0 if k is odd

then (
Tr(An)p

n
,

Tr(A2
n)

n
, . . . ,

Tr(Ak
n)

nk/2

)
law−−−−→

n→∞

(
X1,

p
2X2, . . . ,

p
k Xk

)
+ (mean1,mean2, . . . ,meank ) .

This implies the convergence of (P (n)
1 , . . . ,P (n)

k ) to the corresponding polynomials of Xi and meani . More-

over, by Lemma 3.2 and since the limit depends continuously on the second moment of the variable, the

assertion also holds for non-bounded a11. We have found that {qn}n≥1 has a limit that can be written as

a Maclaurin series whose coefficients are polynomials of Xi and meani . By construction, the joint law

of these coefficients is the same as the joint law of the coefficients of the random holomorphic function

κexp(−F ) so that the proof of the theorem is complete.
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4. PROOFS OF THE LEMMAS USED IN THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

4.1. Proof of Lemma 3.1. Recall that if { fn}n≥1 is a sequence of random variables on H(D) such that for

every compact set K ⊂D the sequence of random variables {‖ fn‖K }n≥1 is tight, ‖ fn‖K = maxK | fn |, then

{ fn}n≥1 is tight, see for instance [20, Proposition 2.5].

By [20, Lemma 2.6], it is enough to bound E[|qn(z)|2] by a deterministic continuous function of z

that does not depend on n. Recall the notation An(I ) from the beginning of Section 3. Notice that each

det(An(I )) has mean zero and that

E
[

det(An(I ))det(An(J ))
]
= 0 if I 6= J and E[|det(An(I ))|2] = card(I )!.

In particular,

E
[
|P (n)

k |2
]
= n−k

(
n

k

)
E
[|det Ak |2

]= n−k n!

(n −k)!
≤ 1 and E

[
P (n)

k P (n)
l

]
= 0 if k 6= l .

So, we have

E[|qn(z)|2] ≤ 1+
n∑

k=1
|z|2kE[|P (n)

k |2] ≤
n∑

k=0
|z|2k ≤ 1

1−|z|2 .

4.2. Proof of Lemma 3.2. The statement is close to [20, Proposition 2.5].

Take two subsequences { fn` }`≥1 and { fñ` }`≥1 of random functions that converge, in law, to some ran-

dom functions g and g̃ in H(D). We want to show that the distributions of g and g̃ coincide. By Remark

4.1 below, we can write g (z) = ∑∞
k=0 Qk zk for z ∈ D and g̃ (z) = ∑∞

k=0 Q̃k zk for z ∈ D, where {Qk }k≥0 and

{Q̃k }k≥0 are two sequences of complex random variables. By the same remark, we have that for any

m ≥ 0, the limit in law as `→ ∞ of (P (n`)
0 , . . . ,P (n`)

m ) is (Q0, . . . ,Qm) while the limit in law as `→ ∞ of

(P (ñ`)
0 , . . . ,P (ñ`)

m ) is (Q̃0, . . . ,Q̃m). In particular, (Q̃0, . . . ,Q̃m) and (Q0, . . . ,Qm) have the same distribution as

(P0, . . . ,Pm) for every m ≥ 0 so that {Qk }k≥0, {Q̃k }k≥0 and {Pk }k≥0 have the same distribution as random

elements of CZ≥0 . By Remark 4.1 again, g and g̃ have also the same distribution. Moreover, the random

function z ∈ D 7→ f (z) = ∑
k≥0 Pk zk is well-defined as a random variable on H(D) and its distribution

is the unique limit point of the sequence of distributions of { fn}n≥1. Finally, since { fn}n≥1 is tight and

since, by Prokhorov’s theorem, tightness means that its sequence of distributions is sequentially rela-

tively compact in the space of probability measures on H(D), we conclude that { fn}n≥1 converges in law

to f as n →∞.

Remark 4.1. The Pk ’s are related to the successive derivatives of f at point 0. Due to the properties of

analytic functions, the map T : H(D) →CZ≥0 defined for all h ∈ H(D) and all k ∈Z≥0 by

T (h)k = 1

k !

dk h

dzk
(0)

is continuous and injective. The inverse map T −1 :
{
{ak }k≥0 ∈CZ≥0 : limk→∞ |ak |1/k ≤ 1

}→ H(D) given by

(T −1(a))(z) =
∞∑

k=0
ak zk

is measurable. Denoting P (E) the set of probability measures on E, it follows that the pushforward map

T∗ : P
(
H(D)

)→P
(
CZ≥0

)
is injective in the sense that for all µ and ν in P (H(D)), if T∗µ= T∗ν then µ= ν.

4.3. Proof of Lemma 3.3. It is enough to notice that, for each k ≥ 1, there exists a sequence {CM }M≥1

that goes to zero such that

E
[∣∣∣P (n,M)

k −P (n)
k

∣∣∣2]≤CM
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for every n, M ≥ 1. But

E
[∣∣∣P (n,M)

k −P (n)
k

∣∣∣2]= n−k
∑

I⊂{1,...,n}
|I |=k

E
[∣∣det(An(I )(M))−det(An(I ))

∣∣2
]

= n−k

(
n

k

)
E
[∣∣∣a(M)

11 · · ·a(M)
1k −a11 · · ·a1k

∣∣∣2]
k !

≤ E
[∣∣∣a(M)

11 · · ·a(M)
1k −a11 · · ·a1k

∣∣∣2]
so that CM = E

[∣∣∣a(M)
11 · · ·a(M)

1k −a11 · · ·a1k

∣∣∣2]
works.

4.4. Proof of Lemma 3.4. As it is usual, the idea is to understand which terms are dominant. We have

E

(
t (n)

k1

nk1/2

)s1

· · ·
 t (n)

km

nkm /2

sm
= 1

n(k1+···+km )/2
E
[(

t (n)
k1

)s1 · · ·
(
t (n)

km

)sm
]

= 1

n(k1+···+km )/2

∑
g1∈C (n)

k1
,...,gm∈C (n)

km

E
[(

ag1

)s1 · · ·(agm

)sm
]

.

We say that (g1, . . . , gm) is equivalent to (g̃1, . . . , g̃m) if there is a bijection θ : {1, . . . ,n} → {1, . . . ,n} such that

g̃i = θ∗(gi ) for i ∈ {1, . . . ,m},

where θ∗ denotes the map induced by θ on the subgraphs of {1, . . . ,n}. So,

E
[(

ag1

)s1 · · ·(agm

)sm
]= E[(

ag̃1

)s1 · · ·(ag̃m

)sm
]

if Γ= (g1, . . . , gm) is equivalent to Γ̃= (g̃1, . . . , g̃m). Hence, if we denote by T (n)
(k1,...,km ) the set of equivalence

classes, we can define

W[Γ] = E
[(

ag1

)s1 · · ·(agm

)sm
]

,

where [Γ] is the class of Γ. We can then write
1

n(k1+···+km )/2

∑
g1∈C (n)

k1
,...,gm∈C (n)

km

E
[(

ag1

)s1 · · ·(agm

)sm
]= 1

n(k1+···+km )/2

∑
ν∈T (n)

(k1,...,km )

card(ν)Wν,

FIGURE 1. An example of a multigraph Eµ constructed from one 3-directed cycle, one

4-directed cycle and one 5-directed cycle.

where card(ν) is the cardinality of ν seen as a subset of C (n)
k1

×·· ·×C (n)
km

. There is a natural inclusion map

from T (n)
(k1,...,km ) into T (n+1)

(k1,...,km ) induced by the inclusion {1, . . . ,n} ⊂ {1, . . . ,n +1} and these inclusions are

surjective if n ≥ k1 +·· ·+km . With the help of these inclusions we can write, for n ≥ k1 +·· ·+km ,

1

n(k1+···+km )/2

∑
ν∈T (n)

(k1,...,km )

card(ν)Wν = 1

n(k1+···+km )/2

∑
µ∈T

(k1+···+km )
(k1,...,km )

cardn
(
µ
)

Wµ,
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where cardn
(
µ
)

denotes the cardinality of µwhen seen as a subset of C (n)
k1

×·· ·×C (n)
km

. So, it is enough to

find the limit, as n →∞, of
cardn

(
µ
)

n(k1+···+km )/2

for any µ ∈T
(k1+···+km )

(k1,...,km ) . To understand better this cardinality, to each

µ= [(g1, . . . , gm)] ∈T
(k1+···+km )

(k1,...,km )

we associate the oriented multigraph Gµ consisting of the union of the gl ’s with edges counted multiple

times (see Figure 1). More precisely, if V gl and E gl are the vertex set and the edge set of gl , then the

vertex set V µ and the edge set Eµ of Gµ are

V µ =
m⋃

l=1
V gl and Eµ =

m⋃
l=1

(
{l }×E gl

)
with the source and target maps, s : Eµ→V µ and t : Eµ→V µ, defined by

s
(
l , (i , j )

)= i and t
(
l , (i , j )

)= j .

If there is an edge e ∈ Eµ that is not multiple, in other words such that (s, t )(e) 6= (s, t )(e ′) for every other

edge e ′ 6= e, then Wµ = 0. So we consider only graphs where all edges are multiple. If for each v ∈V µ the

outer degree deg(v) is defined by

deg(v) = card{e ∈ Eµ : s(e) = v}

we have that deg(v) ≥ 2 for every v ∈V µ. By using the handshaking lemma, we have∑
v∈V µ

deg(v) = card(Eµ) = k1 +·· ·+km .

We notice that if, moreover, deg(v∗) ≥ 3 for some v∗ ∈V µ then

k1 +·· ·+km = ∑
v∈V µ\{v∗}

deg(v)+deg(v∗) ≥ 2
(
card(V µ)−1

)+3 = 2card(V µ)+1

so that

card(V µ) < k1 +·· ·+km

2
.

But cardn(µ) ≤ ncard(V µ), which implies that

cardn(µ)

n(k1+···+km )/2
−−−−→
n→∞ 0.

FIGURE 2. A graph formed by two 4-directed cycles and two 3-directed cycles satisfy-

ing the condition in (4.1).

Then, we suppose that deg(v) = 2 for every v ∈ V µ. Choose (g1, . . . , gm) such that [(g1, . . . , gm)] = µ. By

using that all edges of Gµ are multiple and that every vertex has degree exactly 2 we can see that there

must be a partition into pairs of {1, . . . ,m} such that (see Figure 2)

gi = g j if i ∼ j and V gi ∩V g j =; if i 6∼ j (4.1)
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where the relation ∼ denotes if the elements belong to the same set of the partition and V gl denotes the

vertex set of gl as before. Necessarily m is even and for each such µ we have

cardn
(
µ
)

n(k1+···+km )/2
−−−−→
n→∞

1p
k1 · · ·

p
km

where the term
p

k1 · · ·
p

km appears because we are counting cycles with no distinguished vertex. There

is precisely one µ associated to any partition P into pairs of {1, . . . ,m} such that

ki = k j if i ∼ j . (4.2)

Then, we shall use the notation WP =Wµ to notice that

1

n(k1+···+km )/2

∑
µ∈T

k1+···+km
(k1,...,km )

cardn
(
µ
)

Wµ −−−−→
n→∞

1p
k1 · · ·

p
kn

∑
P

WP

where the sum is over all partition into pairs of {1, . . . ,m} such that (4.2) happens. Since

WP =∏
E
[
α

si
ki
α

s j

k j

]
,

where the product runs over all the pairs {i , j } with i ∼ j and i 6= j , and where αk = a12a23 . . . a(k−1)k ak1.

We may use Isserlis/Wick theorem to conclude.

4.5. Proof of Lemma 3.5. We start by checking that

E

[
r (n)

k

nk/2

]
−−−−→
n→∞

{
E
[
a11

2
]k/2

if k is even

0 if k is odd.
(4.3)

We may use the same kind of counting argument as in Lemma 3.4. Given a sequence (i1, . . . , ik ), we

construct a multigraph from it and notice that every edge must be multiple for the graph to contribute.

Next, if some vertex has outer degree greater or equal than three then that graph does not contribute

neither. Finally, if the graph constructed from (i1, . . . , ik ) has every edge multiple and every vertex has

outer degree two we can show that it is a double cycle (see Figure 3), in other words k is even, and for

l < l ′ we have that

il = il ′ if and only if l ′ = l + k

2
.

The expectation E[ag ] for such double cycle g is equal to E[a2
11]k/2. Since there are

n(n −1) . . .
(
n − k

2
+1

)
of those (i1, . . . , ik ), we have checked that (4.3) holds.

FIGURE 3. A single graph formed by a double cycle that counts for obtaining the ex-

pected value.

Now, for any pair of square-integrable complex random variables X and Y let us use the notation

cov(X ,Y ) = E[(X −E[X ])(Y −E[Y ])
]

while var(X ) = cov(X , X ) = E[|X −E[X ]|2].
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To complete the proof of Lemma 3.5, it is sufficient to prove that

var

(
r (n)

k

nk/2

)
−−−−→
n→∞ 0. (4.4)

To this end, if i = (i1, . . . , ik ), we set

ai = ai1i2 ai2i3 . . . aik−1ik aik i1 .

By construction, we have

var
(
r (n)

k

)
=∑

i , j
cov

(
ai , a j

)
, (4.5)

where the sum is over all pairs (i , j ) of k-tuples such that both i and j have less than k distinct elements.

From Cauchy – Schwarz inequality, the following crude bound holds:∣∣cov
(
ai , a j

)∣∣≤ 4M 2k ,

where M is such that the support of a11 is contained in the ball of radius M . Also, as above, we may

identify each k-tuple i with a path of length k. Setting ik+1 = i1, let us introduce the set of visited vertices

and the set of directed edges by

Vi = {i1, . . . , ik } and Ei = {(il , il+1) : l = 1, . . . ,k}.

Then Gi = (Vi ,Ei ) is the directed graph associated to i (self-loop edges allowed). We define its excess as

χi = card(Ei )−card(Vi )+1 ≥ 0.

It is the minimal number of edges to be removed such that the remaining subgraph has no undirected

cycle (with the convention that (u,u) is a cycle of length 1 and for u 6= v , {(u, v), (v,u)} forms a cycle of

length 2). Since Gi is the graph associated to a path of length k, the assumption card(Vi ) < k implies that

χi ≥ 2.

Similarly, if i , j are two k-tuples, we consider their associated graph with vertex and directed edge sets

Vi j =Vi ∪V j and Ei j = Ei ∪E j .

The excess of the corresponding graph Gi j = (Vi j ,Ei j ) is

χi j = card(Ei j )−card(Vi j )+ c

where c ∈ {1,2} is the number of weak connected components of Gi j : c = 1 if Vi ∩V j 6= ; and c = 2

otherwise. Since Gi j is the union of Gi and G j , we have

χi j ≥ max(χi ,χ j ) ≥ 2.

Now, from the independence of the entries of the matrix An , we have cov(ai , a j ) = 0 unless Ei ∩E j is not

empty. Thus Gi j is connected for such i , j . Moreover, cov(ai , a j ) = 0 unless all edges of Ei j are visited at

least twice by the union of paths i and j . Hence, for such i , j , card(Ei j ) ≤ k and thus

card(Vi j ) = 1−χi j +card(Ei j ) ≤ k −1.

We thus have checked that

var
(
r (n)

k

)
≤ 4Ck M 2k nk−1,

where Ck bounds the number of possibilities for the pair of k-tuples (i , j ) once the set Vi j is chosen.

This gives (4.4), which concludes the proof of the lemma.
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