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Instituto de F́ısica, Benemérita Universidad Autónoma de Puebla, Puebla 72570, Mexico

Escuela de F́ısica, Facultad de Ciencias, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de Honduras, Honduras

(Dated: June 25, 2024)

Here we introduce the non-Hermitian diluted banded random matrix (nHdBRM) ensemble as the
set of N×N real non-symmetric matrices whose entries are independent Gaussian random variables
with zero mean and variance one if |i − j| < b and zero otherwise, moreover off-diagonal matrix
elements within the bandwidth b are randomly set to zero such that the sparsity α is defined as
the fraction of the N(b − 1)/2 independent non-vanishing off-diagonal matrix elements. By means
of a detailed numerical study we demonstrate that the eigenfunction and spectral properties of
the nHdBRM ensemble scale with the parameter x = γ[(bα)2/N ]δ , where γ, δ ∼ 1. Moreover, the
normalized localization length β of the eigenfunctions follows a simple scaling law: β = x/(1 + x).
For comparison purposes, we also report eigenfunction and spectral properties of the Hermitian
diluted banded random matrix ensemble.

I. INTRODUCTION

Random matrix (RM) models play a crucial role in
the description of complex systems and complex pro-
cesses [1]. Originating from the Gaussian Hermitian
RM ensembles introduced by Wigner and Dyson [2], RM
models have served to reproduce the statistical properties
of energy levels of diverse complex systems, such as heavy
nuclei, quantized chaotic systems, disordered systems,
and random networks [1]. In fact, RM models are not
limited to describe the spectra of complex systems but
also provide insights into a wide range of matrix-related
quantities. In recent years, there has been a remark-
able expansion of RM models to incorporate more so-
phisticated ensembles alongside the development of novel
frameworks. Take, for instance, the problem of many-
body localization [3], which exemplifies the advancement
of RM models.
Even at the early years of RM modeling, Wigner

himself foresaw the need for refinements to the original
Gaussian ensembles, recognizing that they lacked certain
properties exhibited by realistic physical systems. To
address this, he proposed the so-called Wigner-banded
RM model [4, 5] (see also Refs. [1, 6–13]), incorporat-
ing elements like a bandwidth and an increasing diago-
nal. Indeed, the bandwidth, which measures the range
of interactions, became the cornerstone for a variety of
RM models emerging with distinct applications: The
power-law banded RM model [14, 15], for instance, lies
at the heart of simulating the Anderson metal-insulator
transition, while the Banded Random Matrix (BRM)
model [16–32] serves to mimic the behavior of quasi-one-
dimensional disordered wires. The intricacies of many-
body interactions in complex nuclei and many-body sys-
tems are also skillfully tackled through the embedded en-
sembles [33–35]. Additionally, system-specific RM mod-
els [36, 37], tailored around banded Hamiltonian matri-
ces corresponding to quantized chaotic systems, have also
been proposed.
These illustrations (see also Refs. [1, 38–51]), while far

from exhaustive, indicate the wide variety of BRM mod-
els available to address a good number of different appli-
cations.

In addition, the analysis of diluted RM models has
attracted significant interest as well, see for example
Refs. [52–65]. In this context, we can mention the fol-
lowing models that include both sparsity and an effective
bandwidth; i.e. diluted BRMmodels: the Wigner-banded
RM model with sparsity [46, 47], diluted power-law RM
models [48, 49], a diluted block-banded RM model [50],
and the Hermitian diluted BRM ensemble [66].

It is important to stress that most of the studies men-
tioned above focus on Hermitian RM models even though
the Gaussian non-Hermitian RM ensembles were intro-
duced already in the sixties by Ginibre [67]. This is rel-
evant because non-Hermitian RM models may find di-
rect applications in non-Hermitian physics, also known
as non-Hermitian quantum mechanics (see e.g. [68, 69]),
which is a relatively new field of theoretical physics
that challenges the conventional understanding of quan-
tum mechanics by exploring the mathematical proper-
ties of non-Hermitian Hamiltonian operators. Indeed,
non-Hermitian Hamiltonians can arise in systems such
as open quantum systems, optical systems, and nonlin-
ear systems, see e.g. [70, 71].

Remarkably, there exist several studies on diluted non-
Hermitian RM ensembles, see e.g. [72–82], as well as a few
papers on non-Hermitian banded RMmodels, see e.g. [82,
83]. However, we believe that more detailed studies of
non-Hermitian banded RM models are still needed.

Consequently, with the aim of bridging the gap be-
tween diluted BRM models and non-Hermitian Hamil-
tonians, this paper explores the spectral and eigenfunc-
tion properties of a non-Hermitian diluted BRM ensem-
ble (see Sect. III), that we introduce here. Moreover, for
comparison purposes, we also review in detail the sta-
tistical properties of the Hermitian diluted BRM ensem-
ble [66] (see the Appendix A). Our conclusions are drawn
in Sect. IV.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.15426v1
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II. MODEL DEFINITIONS AND RANDOM

MATRIX THEORY MEASURES

A. Banded Random Matrix models

The BRM ensemble is defined as the set of N × N
real symmetric matrices whose entries are independent
Gaussian random variables with zero mean and variance
1 + δi,j if |i − j| < b and zero otherwise. Hence, the
bandwidth b is the number of nonzero elements in the
first matrix row which equals 1 for diagonal, 2 for tridi-
agonal, and N for matrices of the Gaussian Orthogonal
Ensemble (GOE) [2]. There are several numerical and
theoretical studies available on this model, see for ex-
ample Refs. [16–32]. In particular, outstandingly, it has
been found [16–18, 21] that the eigenfunction properties
of the BRM model, characterized by the scaled localiza-

tion length β (see Eq. (9) below), are universal for the
fixed ratio

X =
b2

N
. (1)

More specifically, it was numerically and theoretically
shown that the scaling function

β =
ΓX

1 + ΓX
, (2)

with Γ ∼ 1, holds for the eigenfunctions of the BRM
model, see also Refs. [22–25]. It is relevant to men-
tion that scaling (2) was also shown to be valid, when
the scaling parameter X is properly defined, for the
kicked-rotator model [21, 84, 85] (a quantum-chaotic sys-
tem characterized by a random-like banded Hamiltonian
matrix), the one-dimensional Anderson model, and the
Lloyd model [86].
On the other hand, the Hermitian diluted BRM (Hd-

BRM) ensemble [66] is defined by including sparsity into
the BRM ensemble as follows: Starting with the BRM
ensemble, off-diagonal matrix elements within the band-
width b are randomly set to zero such that the sparsity α
is defined as the fraction of the N(b − 1)/2 independent
non-vanishing off-diagonal matrix elements. According
to this definition, a diagonal random matrix is obtained
for α = 0, whereas the BRM model is recovered when
α = 1. Moreover, it was shown in Ref. [66] that β scales
as

β =
γxδ

1 + γxδ
. (3)

In analogy with Eq. (1), x is defined as the ratio

x =
b2
eff

N
, (4)

where the effective bandwidth

beff ≡ αb (5)

is the average number of non-zero elements per matrix
row. In Eq. (3), γ, δ ∼ 1.
Here, inspired by possible applications in non-

Hermitian physics, we introduce the non-Hermitian di-
luted BRM (nHdBRM) ensemble as the non-Hermitian
version of the HdBRM ensemble. That is, the nHdBRM
ensemble is the set of N × N real non-symmetric ma-
trices whose entries are independent Gaussian random
variables with zero mean and variance one if |i − j| < b
and zero otherwise, moreover off-diagonal matrix ele-
ments within the bandwidth b are randomly set to zero
such that the sparsity α is defined as the fraction of the
N(b − 1)/2 independent non-vanishing off-diagonal ma-
trix elements. According to this definition, a diagonal
random matrix is obtained for α = 0, whereas the real
Ginibre ensemble (RGE) [67] is recovered when α = 1
and b = N . Notice that for α = 1 the nHdBRM en-
semble becomes the non-Hermitian version of the BRM
ensemble that, as far as we know, has never been studied
before.
Therefore, following the scaling studies of both the

BRM ensemble [16–18, 21–23, 26, 28, 30] and the Hd-
BRM ensemble [66], here we perform a detailed numeri-
cal study of eigenfunction and spectral properties of the
nHdBRM ensemble. Moreover, since the study presented
in Ref. [66] included a limited number of random matrix
theory measures, here for completeness we also report
eigenfunction and spectral properties of the HdBRM en-
semble (see the Appendix A).

B. Random Matrix Theory measures

We use standard Random Matrix Theory (RMT) mea-
sures to characterize the eigenfunction and spectral prop-
erties of the matrices nH belonging to the nHdBRM en-
semble.
Regarding eigenfunction properties, given the normal-

ized eigenfunctions Ψi (i.e.
∑n

m=1 |Ψ
i
m|2 = 1) of nH, we

compute the Shannon entropies [87]

Si =

n
∑

m=1

|Ψi
m|2 ln |Ψi

m|2 (6)

and the inverse participation ratios [88]

IPRi =

[

n
∑

m=1

|Ψi
m|4

]−1

. (7)

Both S and IPR measure the extension of eigenfunctions
on a given basis.
Particularly, Shannon entropies allows to compute the

so-called entropic eigenfunction localization length, see
e.g. [85],

ℓN = N exp [− (SRGE − 〈S〉)] , (8)

where SRGE ≈ ln(N/1.56) [78], which is used here as a
reference, is the average entropy of the eigenfunctions of
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the RGE. With this definition for S, when α = 0 or b = 1,
nH becomes a diagonal real random matrix (that is, a
member of the Poisson Ensemble (PE) [2]) and the cor-
responding eigenfunctions have only one non-vanishing
component with magnitude equal to one; so 〈S〉 = 0 and
ℓN ∼ 1. On the contrary, when α = 1 and b = N we
recover the RGE and 〈S〉 = SRGE; so, the fully chaotic

eigenfunctions extend over the N available basis states
and ℓN ≈ N . Here, as well as in BRM model studies,
we look for the scaling properties of the eigenfunctions of
nH through the scaled localization length

β =
ℓN
N

, (9)

which can take values in the range (0, 1].

Regarding spectral properties, given the complex spec-
trum {λi} (i = 1 . . .N) of the non-Hermitian matrix nH,
we compute the ratio rC between nearest- and next-to-
nearest-neighbor eigenvalue distances, with the i–th ratio
defined as [89]

riC =
|λnn

i − λi|

|λnnn
i − λi|

; (10)

where λnn
i and λnnn

i are, respectively, the nearest and the
next-to-nearest neighbors of λi in C.

Recently, the singular-value statistics (SVS) has been
presented as a RMT tool able to properly characterize
non-Hermitian RM ensembles [90]. So, we also use SVS
here to characterize spectral properties of nH as follows:
Given the ordered square roots of the real eigenvalues
of the Hermitian matrix (nH)(nH)†, s1 > s2 > · · · >
sN (which are the singular values of nH), we compute
the ratio rSV between consecutive singular-value spacings,
where the i–th ratio is given by [90]

ri
SV

=
min(si+1 − si, si − si−1)

max(si+1 − si, si − si−1)
. (11)

Above, as usual, (nH)† is the conjugate transpose of nH.
Moreover, since for real matrices, as the ones we con-
sider here, the conjugate transpose is just the transpose
(nH)† = (nH)T, then, in what follows, the SVS concerns
the spectra of (nH)(nH)T.

III. SCALING PROPERTIES OF

NON-HERMITIAN DILUTED BANDED

RANDOM MATRICES

In the following we use exact numerical diagonalization
to obtain the eigenfunctions Ψi (i = 1 . . .N), the com-
plex eigenvalues λi, and the singular values si of large
ensembles of non-Hermitian matrices nH characterized
by the parameter set (N, b, α). For each of the averages
reported below we used at least 5× 105 data values.

A. Scaling analysis of the localization length of

eigenfunctions

In Fig. 1(a) we plot β as a function of x = b2
eff
/N , with

beff = αb, for ensembles of matrices nH characterized by
the sparsity α. We observe that the curves of β vs. x show
similar functional forms however clearly affected by the
sparsity α: That is, for a fixed x, the smaller the value of
α the larger the value of β. This panorama is equivalent
to that reported for the HdBRM ensemble in Ref. [66].
Then, in Fig. 1(b) the logarithm of β/(1−β) as a function
of ln(x) is also presented. The quantity β/(1 − β) was
useful in the study of the scaling properties of the BRM
model [16, 22] because β/(1 − β) ∝ x, which is equiv-
alent to scaling (2), implies that a plot of ln[β/(1 − β)]
vs. ln(x) is a straight line with unit slope. Even though,
this statement was valid for the BRM model in a wide
range of parameters (i.e., for ln[β/(1 − β)] < 2) it does
not apply to the nHdBRM ensemble; see Fig. 1(b). In
fact, from this figure we observe that plots of ln[β/(1−β)]
vs. ln(x) are straight lines (in a wide range of x) with a
slope that depends (slightly but detectably) on the spar-
sity α. Consequently, we put to test the scaling law

β

1− β
= γxδ, (12)

which is equivalent to scaling (3), where both γ and δ
depend on α.
Indeed, Eq. (12) describes well our data, mainly in

the range ln[β/(1 − β)] = [−2, 2], as can be seen in the
inset of Fig. 1(b) where we show the data for α = 0.6,
0.8 and 1 and include fittings with Eq. (12). We stress
that the range ln[β/(1 − β)] = [−2, 2] corresponds to a
reasonable large range of β values, β ≈ [0.12, 0.88], whose
bounds are indicated with horizontal dot-dashed lines in
Fig. 1(a). Also, we notice that the power δ, obtained
from the fittings of the data using Eq. (12), is quite close
to unity for all the sparsity values we consider here; see
the upper inset of Fig. 1(c).
Therefore, from the analysis of the data in Figs. 1(a,b),

we can write down a universal scaling function for the
scaled localization length β of the nHdBRM model as

β

1− β
= x∗ , x∗ ≡ γxδ. (13)

To validate Eq. (13) in Fig. 1(c) we present again the data
for ln[β/(1−β)] shown in Fig. 1(b) but now as a function
of ln(x∗). We do observe that curves for different values
of α fall on top of Eq. (13) for a wide range of the variable
x∗. Moreover, the collapse of the numerical data on top
of Eq. (13) is excellent in the range ln[β/(1−β)] = [−2, 2]
for α ≥ 0.5, as shown in the lower inset of Fig. 1(c).
Finally, we rewrite Eq. (13) into the equivalent, but

explicit, scaling function for β:

β =
x∗

1 + x∗
. (14)
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FIG. 1. (a) Scaled localization length of eigenfunctions β as a function of x = b2eff/N , beff = αb, for the non-Hermitian
diluted banded random matrix ensemble characterized by the sparsity α. Several combinations of (b,N) are used. Horizontal
dot-dashed lines at β ≈ 0.12 and 0.88 are shown as a reference, see the text. (b) Logarithm of β/(1− β) as a function of ln(x).
Inset: Enlargement in the range ln[β/(1 − β)] = [−2, 2] including data for α = 0.6, 0.8, and 1. Green-dashed lines are fittings
of the data with Eq. (12). (c) Logarithm of β/(1 − β) as a function of ln(x∗) [see Eq. (13)]. Upper inset: Power δ, from the
fittings of the curves ln[β/(1− β)] vs. ln(x) in the range ln[β/(1− β)] = [−2, 2] with Eq. (12), as a function of α. Lower Inset:
Enlargement in the range ln[β/(1 − β)] = [−2, 2] including curves for α ∈ [0.5, 1] in steps of 0.05. Cyan-dashed lines in main
panel and lower inset are Eq. (13). (d) β as a function of x∗. Inset: Data for α ∈ [0.5, 1] in steps of 0.05. Cyan-dashed lines in
main panel and inset are Eq. (14).

In Fig. 1(d) we confirm the validity of Eq. (14). We
would like to emphasize that the universal scaling given
in Eq. (14) extends outsize the range β ≈ [0.12, 0.88], for
which Eq. (12) was shown to be valid, see the main panel
of Fig. 1(d). Furthermore, the collapse of the numerical
data on top of Eq. (14) is remarkably good for α ≥ 0.5,
as shown in the inset of Fig. 1(d).

B. Other RMT measures

Now we complete the analysis of eigenfunction and
spectral properties of the nHdBRM ensemble by comput-
ing the average inverse participation ratios 〈IPR〉 as well
as the average ratios 〈rC〉 and 〈rSV〉, see Eqs. (7,10,11).
Moreover, we conveniently normalize these averages as
follows:

〈IPR〉 =
〈IPR〉 − IPRPE

IPRRGE − IPRPE
, (15)

〈rC〉 =
〈rC〉 − rCPE

rCRGE
− rCPE

(16)

and

〈rSV〉 =
〈rSV〉 − rSVPE

rSVRGE
− rSVPE

, (17)

such that they all take values in the interval [0, 1], so they
can be directly compared with β. The reference values
used in Eqs. (15-17), corresponding to the PE and the
RGE, are reported in Table I.
Then, in Figs. 2(a-c) we plot the normalized measures

〈

IPR
〉

, 〈rC〉 and 〈rSV〉, respectively, as a function of x for
the nHdBRM ensemble characterized by the sparsity α.
The panorama shown in Figs. 2(a-c) for

〈

IPR
〉

, 〈rC〉 and
〈rSV〉 is equivalent to that observed for β in Fig. 1(a):
The curves of

〈

X
〉

vs. x show similar functional forms

TABLE I. Reference average values for the Poisson ensemble
and the real Ginibre ensemble, used in Eqs. (15-17), and the
Gaussian orthogonal ensemble, to be used in the Appendix A.

IPR rC rSV rR
PE 1 0.5 [78] 0.5 [81] 0.386 [91]
RGE N/2.04 [79] 0.737 [78] 0.569 [81] –
GOE N/3 [88] 0.569 [78] – 0.536 [91]
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FIG. 2. (a)
〈

IPR
〉

, (b) 〈rC〉 and (c) 〈rSV〉 as a function of x for the non-Hermitian diluted banded random matrix ensemble

characterized by the sparsity α. (d)
〈

IPR
〉

, (e) 〈rC〉 and (f) 〈rSV〉 as a function of x∗. Insets in (d-f): Data for α ∈ [0.5, 1] in
steps of 0.05. Dashed lines are Eq. (14).

however clearly affected by the sparsity α. Here, X rep-
resents IPR, rC and rSV. Also, for a fixed x, the smaller
the value of α the larger the value of

〈

X
〉

. This obser-
vations allows us to surmise that the scaling parameter
of β, x∗, may also serve as scaling parameter of

〈

X
〉

.
To verify this assumption, in Figs. 2(d-f) we plot again
〈

IPR
〉

, 〈rC〉 and 〈rSV〉, respectively, but now as a function

of x∗. Indeed, since the curves
〈

X
〉

vs. x∗ fall one on top
of the other mainly for α ≥ 0.5, see the corresponding
insets, we conclude that x∗ scales

〈

IPR
〉

, 〈rC〉 and 〈rSV〉
as good as it scales β. From Fig. 2 we also observe that
the curves 〈rC〉 vs. x

∗ and 〈rSV〉 vs. x
∗ are above Eq. (14),

which is included as dashed lines. This also means that
the spectral properties of the nHdBRM model approach
the RGE limit faster than the eigenfunction properties.

From Figs. 1 and 2 we can also see that all quantities
(β,

〈

IPR
〉

, 〈rC〉 and 〈rSV〉) appear to be highly correlated.
Therefore, in Fig. 3 we present scatter plots between β,
〈

IPR
〉

, 〈rC〉 and 〈rSV〉 for the nHdBRM ensemble for sev-
eral values of α, where the high correlation between them

is evident. To quantify the correlation among these quan-
tities, in the panels of Fig. 3 we report the corresponding
Pearson’s correlation coefficient ρ, which turns out to be
relatively large in all cases; i.e. ρ > 0.9.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, by using extensive numerical simulations,
we demonstrate that the normalized localization length
β of the eigenfunctions of the diluted non-Hermitian
banded random matrix (nHdBRM) ensemble scales with
the parameter x∗(N, b, α) = γ(α)[b2

eff
/N ]δ(α) as β =

x∗/(1 + x∗); see Fig. 1(d). Here, the effective bandwidth
beff ≡ αb is the average number of non-zero elements per
matrix row, α is the sparsity, N is the matrix size, and
γ, δ ∼ 1 are scaling parameters. Moreover, we also veri-
fied that x∗ works well as the scaling parameter of the av-
erage inverse participation ratios

〈

IPR
〉

(another eigen-
function measure) as well as the spectral properties of the
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FIG. 3. Scatter plots between β,
〈

IPR
〉

, 〈rC〉 and 〈rSV〉 for the non-Hermitian diluted banded random matrix ensemble.
Pearson’s correlation coefficients ρ are reported in the corresponding panels.

nHdBRM ensemble, characterized by the ratio between
nearest- and next-to-nearest-neighbor (complex) eigen-
value distances 〈rC〉 and the ratio between consecutive
singular-value spacings 〈rSV〉; see Fig. 2(d-f). In addi-
tion, we also found that all these quantities (β,

〈

IPR
〉

,
〈rC〉 and 〈rSV〉) are highly correlated; see Fig. 3.
In addition, for completeness, we also performed a

detailed study of eigenfunction and spectral properties
properties of the HdBRM ensemble [66]; see the Ap-
pendix A. Specifically, we report β,

〈

IPR
〉

, 〈rC〉 and
〈rR〉 where rR is the ratio between consecutive eigenvalue
spacings. Indeed, for the HdBRM ensemble we made sim-
ilar conclusions as for the nHdBRM ensemble: That is, β
follows the scaling law of Eq. (14), see Fig. A1(d), and x∗

works well as the scaling parameter of
〈

IPR
〉

, 〈rC〉 and
〈rR〉, see Fig. A2(d-f). However, in contrast with the
nHdBRM ensemble, for the HdBRM ensemble we found
that

〈

IPR
〉

follows the same scaling law as β does, see
Eq. (A5) and Fig. A2(d).
Finally, we want to mention that both scalings (14)

and (A5) can be written in the “model independent” form
(see e.g. [22, 86]):

1

d(N, b, α)
≈

1

d(∞, b, α)
+

1

d(N,N, 1)
. (18)

Above, d(N, b, α) ≡ exp[〈S(N, b, α)〉] and d(N,N, 1) =

exp[SRGE(N)] (the reference entropy) for scaling (14),
while d(N, b, α) ≡ 〈IPR(N, b, α)〉 and d(N,N, 1) =
IPRGOE for scaling (A5).
Since diluted RM models can be used as null models

for random networks (i.e. the adjacency matrices of com-
plex networks are, in general, diluted random matrices),
we believe that the nHdBRM ensemble may be used to
model the adjacency matrices of certain types of directed
random networks; that is, those having banded adjacency
matrices. We hope our results may motivate a theoretical
approach to the nHdBRM ensemble.
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Appendix A: Scaling properties of Hermitian diluted

banded random matrices

Here, we report the scaling of eigenfunction and spec-
tral properties of the matrices H belonging to the Hd-
BRM ensemble. This is done for two main reasons: First,
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FIG. A1. (a) Scaled localization length of eigenfunctions β as a function of x = b2eff/N , beff = αb, for the Hermitian diluted
banded random matrix ensemble characterized by the sparsity α. Several combinations of (b,N) are used. Horizontal dot-
dashed lines at β ≈ 0.12 and 0.88 are shown as a reference. (b) Logarithm of β/(1−β) as a function of ln(x). Inset: Enlargement
in the range ln[β/(1 − β)] = [−2, 2] including data for α = 0.6, 0.8, and 1. Green-dashed lines are fittings of the data with
Eq. (12). (c) Logarithm of β/(1−β) as a function of ln(x∗) [see Eq. (13)]. Upper inset: Power δ, from the fittings of the curves
ln[β/(1 − β)] vs. ln(x) in the range ln[β/(1 − β)] = [−2, 2] with Eq. (12), as a function of α. Lower Inset: Enlargement in the
range ln[β/(1− β)] = [−2, 2] including curves for α ∈ [0.5, 1] in steps of 0.05. Cyan-dashed lines in main panel and lower inset
are Eq. (13). (d) β as a function of x∗. Inset: Data for α ∈ [0.5, 1] in steps of 0.05. Cyan-dashed lines in main panel and inset
are Eq. (14).

for comparison purposes; so we can contrast eigenfunc-
tion and spectral properties of the HdBRM and the nHd-
BRM ensembles. Second, for completeness; because in
the study of the HdBRM ensemble presented in Ref. [66]
the spectral properties were only characterized by the re-
pulsion parameter of Izrailev’s distribution of eigenvalue
spacings and the IPR of the eigenfunctions was not re-
ported.
Thus, as for the nHdBRM, we use exact numerical

diagonalization to obtain the eigenfunctions Ψm (m =
1 . . .N) and eigenvalues of large ensembles of matrices
H (which are members of the HdBRM ensemble) char-
acterized by the parameters N , b, and α. For each of the
averages reported below we used at least 5 × 105 data
values.
In Fig. A1 we show the scaled localization length β of

eigenfunctions for the HdBRM ensemble. We compute β
as in Eq. (9) with

ℓN = N exp [− (SGOE − 〈S〉)] ,

where SGOE ≈ ln(N/2.07). This because when α = 1
and b = N the HdBRM becomes the GOE. Notice that,
for comparison purposes, Fig. A1 is equivalent to Fig. 1

for the nHdBRM ensemble. We also note that all the
information in Fig. A1 was reported in Figs. 1 and 2
of Ref. [66], however, for completeness, we decided to
include it here. From Fig. A1 we can validate the fol-
lowing conclusion made in Ref. [66]: The normalized
localization length β of the eigenfunctions of the Hd-
BRM ensemble scales with the parameter x∗(N, b, α) =
γ(α)[(bα)2/N ]δ(α) as β = x∗/(1 + x∗), see Fig. A1(d),
where γ, δ ∼ 1.
Then, in Fig. A2 we report additional RMT measures

to characterize eigenfunction and spectral properties of
the HdBRM ensemble:

〈IPR〉 =
〈IPR〉 − IPRPE

IPRGOE − IPRPE
, (A1)

〈rC〉 =
〈rC〉 − rCPE

rCGOE
− rCPE

(A2)

and

〈rR〉 =
〈rR〉 − rRPE

rRGOE
− rRPE

, (A3)
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FIG. A2. (a)
〈

IPR
〉

, (b) 〈rC〉 and (c) 〈rR〉 as a function of x for the Hermitian diluted banded random matrix ensemble

characterized by the sparsity α. (d)
〈

IPR
〉

, (e) 〈rC〉 and (f) 〈rR〉 as a function of x∗. Insets in (d-f): Data for α ∈ [0.5, 1] in
steps of 0.05. Dashed lines are Eq. (14).

The reference values used in Eqs. (A1-A3), correspond-
ing to the GOE, are reported in Table I. Note that
Figs. A2(a,b,d,e) are equivalent to Figs. 2(a,b,d,e) for
the nHdBRM ensemble. Also notice that here, for the
HdBRM ensemble, we are not computing 〈rSV〉 since the
spectrum of H is real and we do not need SVS. Instead,
given the real and ordered spectrum of the Hermitian
matrices H, λ1 > λ2 > · · · > λn, we compute the ra-
tio rR between consecutive level spacings, where the i–th
ratio is given by [91]

riR =
min(λi+1 − λi, λi − λi−1)

max(λi+1 − λi, λi − λi−1)
. (A4)

From Fig. A2 we observe that x∗ works well as scaling
parameter of

〈

IPR
〉

, 〈rC〉 and 〈rR〉 for the HdBRM en-

semble, see Figs. A2(d-f). Perticularly for α ≥ 0.5, where
all curves

〈

X
〉

vs. x∗ fall one on top of the other; see the
corresponding insets. Here, X represents IPR, rC and
rR. Moreover, remarkably,

〈

IPR
〉

approximately follows
the same scaling law as β:

〈

IPR
〉

≈
x∗

1 + x∗
, (A5)

see the inset in Fig. A2(d).
Finally, in Fig. A3 we present the scatter plots be-

tween β,
〈

IPR
〉

, 〈rC〉 and 〈rR〉 for the HdBRM ensemble.
We also include the Pearson’s correlation coefficients ρ in
the corresponding panels. Remarkably, we observe better
correlations between eigenfunction measures (i.e.

〈

IPR
〉

vs. β) and spectral measures (i.e. 〈rR〉 vs. 〈rC〉) for the
HdBRM ensemble (where ρ are very close to one) as com-
pared with the nHdBRM ensemble.
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