arXiv:2202.00592v1 [math.PR] 1 Feb 2022

THE UNIFORM INFINITE CUBIC PLANAR GRAPH

by

Benedikt Stufler

Abstract. — We prove that the random simple connected cubic planar graph C,
with an even number n of vertices admits a novel uniform infinite cubic planar graph
(UICPG) as quenched local limit. We describe how the limit may be constructed by a
series of random blow-up operations applied to the dual map of the type III Uniform
Infinite Planar Triangulation established by Angel and Schramm (Comm. Math.
Phys., 2003). Our main technical lemma is a contiguity relation between C,, and a
model where the networks inserted at the links of the largest 3-connected component
of C,, are replaced by independent copies of a specific Boltzmann network. We prove
that the number of vertices of the largest 3-connected component concentrates at
kn for k & 0.85085, with Airy-type fluctuations of order n?/®. The second-largest
component is shown to have significantly smaller size O, (n?/?).

1. Introduction

Cubic planar graphs are 3-regular graph that admit a crossing-free embedding in
the plane, or equivalently the 2-sphere. Their study has received increasing attention
in recent literature: The asymptotic growth of the number of cubic planar graphs and
multigraphs with n vertices was determined in [8, 24]. Properties of random cubic
planar graphs were studied in these works and also in [27, 25]. The investigation of
cubic planar graphs also stimulated further research directions, such as the study of
4-regular planar graphs [23] or cubic graphs on general orientable surfaces [13].

Throughout this work we let C,, denote the simple connected cubic planar graph
drawn uniformly at random from the collection of such graphs with a fixed n-element
vertex set. It is clear that this only makes sense when n > 4 is an even number, and
that C,, has 3n/2 edges.

Our first main result determines the asymptotic local shape of C,, near a uniformly
selected vertex v, € C,.

THEOREM 1.1. — There is a Uniform Infinite Planar Cubic Graph (UICPG) C
such that

(1.1) (Cpyom) —25 C
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in the local topology. Furthermore, the conditional law £((Cyp,vy) | Cp) admits the

law £(C) as distributional limit of random probability measures
(1.2) £((Cayva) | Ca) <= £(C).

The annealed convergence in (1.1) is a distributional limit of random elements of
the space (&, djo.) of vertex-rooted locally finite connected simple graphs equipped
with the local distance. In more concrete terms, (1.1) signifies that for any integer
k > 1 the k-neighbourhood Uy(C,,, v,,) of the rooted graph (C,,, v, ) satisfies for any
rooted graph H

P(Uy(Cp,vn) =~ H) — P(UL(C) ~ H).
Here ~ denotes the existence of a root-preserving graph isomorphism.

The conditional law £((C,,v,) | C,) corresponds to the uniform law of the n
vertex-rooted version of the random graph C,. The quenched convergence in (1.2) is
a distributional limit of random elements of the space M (&) of probability measures
on the Borel sigma-algebra of &. In more concrete terms, the limit (1.2) means that
the number N ;. of vertices in C,, whose k-neighbourhood is isomorphic to H satisfies

N A
% L P(UL(C) ~ H).
Equivalently, quenched local convergence means that if we take two independent
(1) (2)

random vertices vy, and vy, ’ of C,, then the joint distributional convergence
((CavfD), (Cay0)) =5 (€W, C2)

holds with C*) and C denoting independent copies of C. The uniform n-vertex
cubic planar graph that is not required to be connected admits the same random
graph as local limit. See Section 4 below for details on this extension.

The limit UICPG is almost surely recurrent by the famous result [5] for locally
convergent sequences of random graphs with bounded degrees, which was later gener-
alized in [17] to graphs with light-tailed degree distributions. The name Uniform In-
finite Planar Cubic Graph follows the naming tradition of limits for different models
of random networks, as in the pioneering work on the Uniform Infinite Planar Trian-
gulation [2], and further work in this active research field [7, 28, 9, 11, 10, 22, 30, 20].
It appears that still less is known about cubic planar graphs than about these models.

The structural results of [8] showed that cubic planar graphs and networks may be
decomposed recursively into series, parallel, isthmus, loop, and polyhedral networks.
In particular, polyhedral networks consist of a 3-connected cubic planar graph, whose
edges may be replaced by non-isthmus networks. These 3-connected graphs encoun-
tered in the full decomposition are called the 3-connected component. We prove that
the random cubic planar graph C, contains a unique giant 3-connected component:

THEOREM 1.2. — Let V,, denote the number of vertices in the largest 3-connected

component of the uniform random n-vertex cubic planar graph C,. Let

1 JT2n/3+1)
h(t) = s Z(—t32/3) (2') sin(—2nm/3), teR
n>1
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denote the density of the map type Airy distribution. There are algebraic constants

r = 0.850853090058314333870385348879612617197477 . ..
¢y = 1.205660773457703954344217302817493214574105 . ..

such that for any constant M > 0
(1.3) P(V,, = kn + tn*3) = n=23(2c,h(cyt) + o(1))

uniformly for all t € [—M, M] satisfying kn + tn?/3 € 2N. Consequently,

Vo — kN

1.4
(1.4) —

d
— V32
for a 3/2-stable random variable V3o with density c,h(cyt).

The constants  and ¢, admit algebraic expressions given in Equations (3.19)
and (3.26) below. Since 3-connected components of cubic planar graphs do not
overlap (see Section 3.1 for more details), it follows directly from x > 1/2 that the
largest component is with high probability unique. The second-largest 3-connected
component has size O,(n?/3), see Corollary 1.4 below.

Exhibiting linearly sized largest components is characteristic for planar struc-
tures [3, 4], and we employ a mix of these analytic methods and singularity ex-
pansions from [8, 24]. Limit theorems for the largest 2-connected and 3-connected
components in various classes of cubic planar maps (as opposed to graphs) are given
in the work [12], alongside new proofs for their enumeration.

We may view C,, as the result of blowing up the 3V}, /2 edges of its 3-connected core
M(C,,) by non-isthmus networks (D;(Cp))1<i<3v, /2. To be fully precise, M(Cy,) is
only well-defined if C,, has a unique largest 3-connected component. However, since
this happens with probability tending to 1, we may safely set M(C,,) to an arbitrary
place-holder value if there is more than one 3-connected component with maximal
size.

An important part of the proof of Theorems 1.1 is that C,, satisfies a contiguity
relation to a model where these components are resampled independently according
to a Boltzmann network model D defined in Definition 3.1 below. We emphasize this
result here, as we believe that it has many further uses for describing the asymp-
totic shape of the uniform cubic planar graph C,,, that go beyond the applications

considered in the present work.

THEOREM 1.3. — Let (D(7))i>1 denote independent copies of the Boltzmann net-
work D. For any e > 0 and 0 < § < 3k/2 there exist constants 0 < ¢ < C and N > 0
and sets (Ep)n>nN such that for all n € 2N with n > N

(1.5) P ((M(Cp), (Di(Cn))1<i<avi/2—|on)) & En) < €

and

(1.6) P ((M(Co), (D(0))1<i<av, j2—(6n]) & En) < €
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and for all elements E € &,

P ((M(Cp), (Di(Cn))1<i<3v, j2—|on)) = E)
P ((M(Cpn), (D(i)1<i<sv, j2—|on)) = E)

It appears that the assumptions in Theorem 1.3 on the number |dn| of components

(1.7) < C.

cannot be relaxed: As § — 0, the lower bound ¢ we construct in the proof tends to
zero and the upper bound C' tends to infinity. Moreover, the total variation distance
between (M(Cy), (Di(Cn))1<i<av, /2 6n)) and (M(Cp), (D(i))1<i<sv, j2—(6n)) does
not tend to zero: Knowing the total mass of a linear number of components places
a bias on the size of the core M(C,,). See also the remarks at the end of Section 3.3
below for further discussions of this.

The size of the Boltzmann network D follows a power law with index —5/2, see
Equation (3.29). By extremal value statistics it follows immediately that the largest
element in n independent samples of D has size O,(n?/3). Thus, Theorem 1.3 and
a time reversal argument immediately determine an upper bound for the size of the
second-largest 3-connected component of C,:

COROLLARY 1.4. — The number of vertices |D;(C,,)| satisfies
1.8 D;i(Cn)| = Op(n?/3).
(1.8) 1§Z¥2§1‘>§n/2| i(Co)l p(n”?)

For any sequence t, — oo the mumber of wvertices V752) of the second-largest 3-

connected component of C,, satisfies
(1.9) P(n?/t, <V <n?t,) -1
as n € 2N tends to infinity.

The lower stochastic bound in (1.9) requires a few extra arguments. We provide
a proof at the end of Section 3.3 below.

In our proof of Theorem 1.1 we also use Theorem 1.3 to clarify the connection
between the Uniform Infinite Cubic Planar Graph and the (type III) Uniform Infinite
Planar Triangulation constructed in [2]. Specifically, the UICPG may be constructed
in three steps:

1. Construct the dual map M of the type III UIPT.

2. Replace each non-root edge of M by an independent copy of the Boltzmann
network D specified in Definition 3.1.

3. Replace the root-edge of M by a size-biased version D of the Boltzmann network
specified in Definition 3.5.

The edge replacement process is illustrated in Figure 5. The root vertex of the
UICPG is determined by selecting an edge associated to D at random and distin-
guishing one of its ends according to a fair independent coin flip.

Specifically, we apply Theorem 1.1 to show that the shape of C,, is determined by
the 3-connected core with the attached components resampled by independent copies
of D. This is justified by arguing that the smaller we take the € > 0 in Theorem 1.3,
the less vertices will “observe” the en components that we leave untouched. That is,
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for any fixed integer k£ > 1, taking ¢ > 0 small diminishes the percentage of vertices
whose graph-distance is at most k£ from one of these en components. This allows us
to deduce that local convergence of C,, is equivalent to local convergence of a model
where all 3V},/2 components attached to the links of the 3-connected core of C,
are replaced by independent copies of D. Now, in this model, a random point may
either belong to the 3-connected core, or to one of these components. If it falls into
one of these components, then by the famous waiting time paradox the distribution
of this component follows a size-biased version of D, because larger components are
more likely to be observed than smaller ones. The core itself is distributed like the
dual of a randomly sized simple triangulation, and we argue that it converges in the
quenched sense to the dual of the type III Uniform Infinite Planar Triangulation. All
remaining components observed by a random point behave like independent copies
of D, hence summing over all possible partitions of the neighbourhood of a random
point into parts from the core, parts from the size-biased component, and parts from
the remaining components we obtain convergence of C,, to the limit object described
in the three steps above.

Summary of proof strategy. — The proof may be divided into two parts, carried
out in Sections 2 and 3. We briefly summarize the steps for each part.

First part. — The breakthrough work [2] showed annealed local convergence of var-
ious types of random planar triangulations towards a Uniform Infinite Planar Tri-
angulation of the corresponding type. This includes the model of so-called type III
triangulations, which are 3-connected and simple. In Section 2.1 we extend the an-
nealed limit to quenched local convergence. Section 2.2 transfers this convergence
by multiple applications of the continuous mapping theorem to the dual map con-
struction. We obtain quenched local convergence of uniform random 3-connected
cubic planar maps. By Whitney’s theorem, any 3-connected cubic planar graph cor-
responds to precisely two 3-connected planar maps. Hence these random maps are
distributed like uniform random 3-connected cubic planar graphs.

Second part. — Cubic networks are cubic planar graphs with an oriented root-edge
that is allowed to be a loop or part of a double edge. Section 3.1 recalls the decom-
position of cubic networks by [8] into parallel, series, loop, isthmus, and polyhedral
networks. In particular, polyhedral networks are obtained from 3-connected cubic
planar graphs by replacing their edges with non-isthmus networks. Hence it consists
of a 3-connected core and non-isthmus components. Section 3.2 determines the size
of the largest 3-connected core in a random cubic planar graph. We provide a proof
of Theorem 1.2 that accurately quantifies the fluctuations around a constant multi-
ple kn. Thus, the shape of C, is determined by giant 3-connected component whose
edges are replaced by smaller networks. In Section 3.3 we study these smaller com-
ponents attached to the giant core in more detail. We prove Theorem 1.3, showing
that for any fixed but arbitrarily small € > 0, the core together with all but the first
en components satisfies a contiguity relation to a modified model where these compo-
nents are independent copies of a Boltzmann network. The smaller the € the smaller
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the impact on the local distance. This allows us to deduce in the final Section 3.4
that quenched local convergence of large cubic planar networks is equivalent to a
model where all components attached to the core are independent copies of a Boltz-
mann network. Care has to be taken that, as in the famous waiting time paradox, a
random vertex is more likely to fall in a large component than in a small one. Hence
the vicinity of a random point consists of parts in a size-biased Boltzmann network,
parts of the 3-connected core, and parts of the remaining independent Boltzmann
networks that are attached to the core. Summing over all possible configurations
of parts and using the convergence of large 3-connected planar cubic graphs from
Section 2 it follows that both models admit a quenched local limit.

Notation. — We let N = {1,2,...} denote the collection of positive integers. We
assume all considered random variables to be defined on a common probability space
whose measure is denoted by P. All unspecified limits are taken as n becomes large,
possibly taking only values in a subset of the natural numbers. We use 4y and
L5 to denote convergence in distribution and probability. Equality in distribution
is denoted by 2 Weak convergence of probability measures is denoted by =. An
event holds with high probability, if its probability tends to 1 as n — oco. We
let O,(1) denote an unspecified random variable X, of a stochastically bounded
sequence (X,),, and write 0,(1) for a random variable X,, with X,, == 0. The total
variation distance is denoted by drv. The law of a random variable X is denoted
by £(X).

2. Quenched local convergence of 3-connected cubic planar graphs

The goal of this section is to establish quenched local convergence of uniform 3-
connected cubic planar graphs. We proceed in two steps. First, we verify quenched
convergence of simple planar triangulations to Angel and Schramm’s Uniform Infinite
Planar Triangulation. In the second step, we apply the continuous mapping theorem
to transfer this convergence to the dual maps. The dual of a 3-connected map is
3-connected, so we arrive at local convergence of uniform 3-connected cubic planar
maps. By Whitney’s theorem, each 3-connected map has precisely two embeddings
in the plane, hence this is equivalent to convergence of 3-connected cubic planar
graphs.

2.1. Simple planar triangulations. — Roughly speaking, a planar map is a draw-
ing of a connected multi-graph on the 2-sphere such that edges are represented by
arcs that may only intersect at their endpoints. Planar maps are considered up to
orientation-preserving homeomorphism of the 2-sphere, so that there only finitely
many maps with a given number of edges. We will only consider rooted planar maps,
where a root edge is distinguished and oriented in order to eliminate symmetries.
The faces of a planar map correspond to the connected components created when
removing the planar map from the 2-sphere. We refer to the face to the right of
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the root edge as the outer face. Each face has a boundary, consisting of a counter-
clockwise cyclically ordered list of sides of edges. This way, we may view each edge
as a pair of half-edges that are oriented in opposing directions. The place where two
consecutive half-edges at the boundary of a face meet is called a corner. A corner
is incident to a unique vertex, and corners correspond bijectively to half-edges. In
particular, rooting maps at an oriented root edge is equivalent to rooting maps at a
corner. The degree of a face is the number of half-edges on its boundary.

A planar map is called a triangulation, if each of its faces has degree 3. There are
more general versions of this definition where an exception is made for the outer face,
but here we will only consider the case where the outer face has degree 3 as well. A
multi-graph is called simple, if it has no multi-edges or loops. That is, between any
unordered pair of distinct vertices there is at most one edge, and no edge starts and
ends at the same vertex. We adapt the convention from [1] and call a planar map
simple, if its underlying multi-graph is simple. Hence a triangulation with at least
4 vertices is simple if and only if it is 3-connected. The reader should take care,
however, that different convention have been used in the literature. For example,
Tutte [33] additionally requires a simple triangulation to have no separating 3-cycles.

The asymptotic growth of the number ¢, of simple triangulations with n + 2
vertices (and hence 2n faces and 3n edges) was determined by [32, 33]. It is given
by

(2.1) Gn = 3;/5%71—5/2 (22576) - <1 +0 (i)) .

Let Q,, denote the random planar map that is uniformly selected among all simple
triangulation of the 2-sphere with n + 2 vertices.!!) For the purpose of proving local

convergence of cubic planar graphs, we will require quenched local convergence:

LEMMA 2.1. — Let (Qn, ¢p) denote the uniform simple (n + 2)-vertex triangulation
Q. re-rooted at a uniformly selected corner c,. There is a random locally finite
stmple triangulation Q such that

d A
L((Qn,cn) [ Qu) — £(Q).
The convergence preserves the planar structure of the maps.

Angel and Schramm [2, Thm. 1.7] constructed this infinite map, called the (type
IIT) Uniform Infinite Planar Triangulation, and proved annealed local convergence
of (Qn, cn) towards it. The convergence preserves the planar structure in the sense
that for any & > 1, the k-neighbourhood of ¢, in Q,, converges in distribution as
random finite corner-rooted planar map. We may formalize this as convergence of
random elements of the space 9t of locally finite (but possibly infinite) corner-rooted
planar maps equipped with the local topology. That is, the projective limit topology
arising from the projections to k-neighbourhoods interpreted as finite corner-rooted
planar maps.

Mg might seem more natural to use the letter T' to denote triangulations. However, the author

uses the letter T' exclusively to denote trees.
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The quenched convergence in Lemma 2.1 refers to distributional convergence of
random elements of the collection M (90t) of Borel probability measures on 9t. There
are various ways of proving convergence of £((Qp,c,) | Qn). One way would be to
build on [2, Thm. 1.7] and use the fact that the limiting map is ergodic.”) Alterna-
tively, a more combinatorial approach would be to strengthen [2, Thm. 1.7] using
quenched results for counting submaps [15]. A third option is a direct approach that
proves Lemma 2.1 and recovers the annealed convergence. Specifically, as described
in [1], the random simple triangulation Q,, may be generated from a simply gener-
ated tree by adding edges and two vertices according to a closure operation by [26].
By the continuous mapping theorem [6, Thm 2.7], quenched local convergence of
the simply generated tree by [19] yields quenched local convergence of Q,,. These
arguments are fully analogous to the proof in [31] for quenched local convergence
of large Boltzmann planar maps, which include the case of uniform unrestricted
triangulations. Adapting the arguments of [31] in the way we described to treat
simple triangulations is straight-forward and yields no new insights, hence we leave
the details to the inclined reader.

2.2. Cubic 3-connected planar maps and graphs. — The dual map of a planar map
M is the “red” map obtained by placing a red vertex inside of each face of M and
then adding for each edge e of M a red edge between the red vertices corresponding
to the two faces adjacent to e. This creates loops, if the two faces are identical. If
e is the root edge of M, we orient the corresponding red edge in a canonical way.
This way, the dual map has an oriented root edge as well.

Recall that a triangulation with at least 4 vertices is simple if and only if it is
3-connected. It is well-known that the dual map construction yields a bijection be-
tween 3-connected triangulations and 3-connected cubic planar maps. By Whitney’s
theorem, any such map has precisely two embeddings in the plane. Let M(z,y) de-
note the exponential generating function of labelled 3-connected cubic planar graphs
that are rooted at a directed edge, with x marking vertices and y marking edges.
Using the notation from Equation (2.1), it follows that

(22) Mz,y) = igzqnx%%.

The type III UIPT Q almost surely belongs to the subset My C M of locally
finite simple triangulations. We may consider the function ¢ : 9T — 9t that sends
a planar map M to its dual map, if the dual map lies in 9, and to some fixed
place-holder value if it doesn’t. This way, ¢ is continuous on the subset 9%. It
follows by the continuous mapping theorem [6, Thm 2.7] that for any sequence of
Borel probability measures Pj, P, ... € M;(9) satisfying the weak convergence

N

P, = £(Q), the push-forward measures satisfy

Pyt = £(Qu Y,

) The author warmly thanks Justin Salez for this comment.
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and £(Q)y~! = £(4(Q)). Here = denotes weak convergence of probability mea-
sures. In other words, the function

M (90) — My (9), P Pyt

~

that maps a measure to its push-forward along 1, is continuous at the point £(Q).
Applying the continuous mapping theorem [6, Thm 2.7] to the distributional con-
vergence of random probability measures in Lemma 2.1, it follows that

£((Qusen) | Q) -5 £(1(Q)).

The push-forward of £((Qp,¢n) | Qu)1 ™! is the uniform measure on the 6n-element
collection of corner-rooted versions of ¥(Q,,). We set

(2.3) M = (Q).

We have thus verified:

LEMMA 2.2. — Let M,, denote the uniformly selected 3-connected cubic planar graph

with 2n vertices and 3n edges. Let c,, denote a uniformly selected corner of My,. Then

£((Mn, cn) | M)~ £(W).

3. Quenched local convergence of connected cubic planar graphs

3.1. Network decomposition. — A (cubic) network is a connected planar cubic
multi-graph N with an oriented root edge e such that the graph N — e obtained
by removing the root edge is simple. The vertices of IV, including the endpoints of
e, are labelled. We refer to the endpoints as the poles of the network. The expo-
nential generating function N (z) of the class of networks is defined so that for all
n > 0 the coefficient [z"]N (z) equals 1/n! multiplied the number of networks with
n vertices. Of course, this coefficient equals zero unless n € {2i | i > 2}.

The class N of networks may be partitioned into five disjoint subclasses:

1. £ (Loop). The root edge is a loop.

2. Z (Isthmus). The root edge is an isthmus, meaning N — e is disconnected.

3. S (Series). N — e is connected, but contains a bridge that separates the end-
points of e.

4. P (Parallel). N — e is connected, contains no bridge that would separate the
endpoints of e, and either e is part of a double edge in N or deleting the
endpoints of e disconnects V.

5. H (Polyhedral). N is obtained from a 3-connected network by possibly replac-
ing each non-root edge with a non-isthmus network.

It is a non-trivial fact that these are the only classes that need to be considered.
We refer the reader to [8, 24| for a detailed justification. In the following we recall
the decomposition of the individual classes following closely the presentation in these
references. We will often drop the argument of the generating series, writing N
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instead of NV (x). It will be notationally convenient to introduce the subclass D such
that

(3.1) N=D+1I,
(3.2) D=L+S+P+H.

3.1.1. Loop networks. — A cubic network N belongs to the class £ of loop-networks
if its root edge st is a loop. That is, if s = ¢. As illustrated in Figure 1, the vertex s
of the loop is adjacent to a single vertex s’, which is adjacent to two distinct vertices
u # v that form the poles of a non-loop network. There are two ways to orient this
associated network, yielding

(3.3) L= ”;Z(N—ﬁ).

FIGURE 1. Decomposition of loop networks.

3.1.2. Isthmus networks. — As illustrated in Figure 2, an isthmus network corre-
sponds to an ordered pair of loop networks, each having an additional vertex. Thus,
[:2

(3.4) -5

FIGURE 2. Decomposition of isthmus networks.

3.1.3. Series networks. — If N is a series network, then N — e contains one or more
bridges that separate the poles s and ¢. Let uv denote the bridge that is closest to
s, directed from u to v such that u is closer to s than v. As illustrated in Figure 3,
N corresponds to two networks N1 and No, with root edges su and vt. If s = u,
then Nj is a loop network, and likewise if v = ¢ then Ns is a loop network. Both N;
and No cannot be isthmus networks, since there are multiple paths between their
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poles. Since we chose the bridge uv which is closest to s, the network N7 additionally

cannot be a series network. Hence,
(3.5) S=N-8S-I)(N -1).

Note that the subclass of series networks whose root edge is a double edge is given
by L2.

FIGURE 3. Decomposition of series networks.

3.1.4. Parallel networks. — There are two types of parallel networks. If the root
edge is a double edge, then the poles s and t are adjacent to (possibly identical)
vertices u and v, as illustrated in the first row of Figure 4. The corresponding
smaller network with poles u and v cannot be an isthmus network. If the root edge
is not a double edge, then as illustrated in the second row of Figure 4 the parallel

network corresponds to an unordered pair of two non-isthmus networks. Hence
22
(3.6) P =D+ ?DQ.

The summand 22D also corresponds precisely to the parallel networks whose root
edge is a double edge.

® &

I

FIGURE 4. Decomposition of the two types of parallel networks.

3.1.5. Polyhedral networks. — A polyhedron network N consists of a 3-connected
cubic planar graph M with a directed root edge, together with components
D(1),D(2),..., one for each non-root edge of M. Here we choose, for each possible
shape of M, a canonical enumeration and orientation for each non-root edge. Each
component is either an edge or a D-network. The network N is obtained from
the core by inserting at each canonically directed non-root edge uv of the core
the corresponding component D(i). Here inserting means doing nothing if the
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component is an edge. If the component D(i) is a network, we delete the edge uv
from M, delete the root edge of D(i), and insert an edge between u and the south
pole of D(i), and another edge between v and the north pole of D(i). We say M is
the 3-connected core of N. See Figure 5 for an illustration. This entails

M(z,1+ D)

(3.7) M=

b

FI1GURE 5. Decomposition of polyhedra networks.

3.1.6. Simple networks. — A network is simple, if it is not a loop network, not the
kind of parallel network illustrated in the top half of Figure 4, and not a series
network whose two components are loop networks. Thus, the class Ny of simple

networks may be decomposed as follows:

2
(3.8) /\fS:H+%D2+I+(S—£2).

Simple networks are precisely connected cubic planar graphs with an oriented root
edge.

3.2. The largest 3-connected component. — The present section provides a proof of
Theorem 1.2. We are going to require singular expansions for the generating series
introduced in the previous section. We recall these expansions following closely the
presentation in [24].

We let Q(2) =) ,,~1 gn2" denote the generating series for simple triangulations,
with ¢, denoting the number of simple triangulations with n 4+ 2 vertices, as in
Equation (2.1). Tutte showed in [33] that

Q(z) =U(2)(1 -2U(z)),
where U(z) denotes a power series with non-negative coefficients satisfying the equa-
tion
Uz)(1-U(2)? = 2.
Solving this equation and setting 7 = 27/256 and Z = /1 — z/7, it follows that

1 322 N AR RYA N 357° 120175
8 16 46 192 2886 31104
as z — 7. By Equation (2.2),

Mz,y) = 5(Q) - a*y?).

(3.9) Q(z) = +0(27)
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We also define the generating series M(z,y) of 3-connected cubic planar graphs
without a directed root edge, which satisfies

M(z,y) = Qy%\;(x, Y)-
Combining Equations (3.1), (3.3), and (3.4) yields
x? 22 9, 9

This equation may be solved for L(z), yielding

2 22

(3.10) L:H%— TH1-a(D-1).

Equation (3.5) may be rewritten as S = (D — S)D. Solving for S yields
D2

3.11 = .

( ) 1+D

Plugging (3.6), (3.7), (3.10) and (3.11) into Equation (3.2) yields
(3.12)

2

2
om0 M(z,14+D)
pyLpry 2T H)
T R R >

As argued in [24, Proof of Thm.1|, this recursive equation allows us to derive a

2 2
D:1+”;—\/Z+1—x2(p—1)+

singular expansion for the exponential generating series D(z). It has a radius of

convergence p > 0 that satisfies
(3.13) p*(1+D(p))® =

The two points {p, —p} are the only singularities on the circle {w € C | |w| = p}.
The series D(x) satisfies the singular expansion

(3.14) D(2) = Do + Da(1— 2/p) + Ds(1 — 2/p)** + O((1 - 2/p)?)

as © — p, for constants Dy = D(p), Dy = —pD’(p), D3 > 0. In particular, by the
arguments of [24, Proof of Thm. 1], the following numerical approximations hold

p = 0.319224606195452700761429068280 . . .,
D(p) = 0.011525944379127380775581944095 . . .,
D'(p) = 0.370296056465161996287563244273 . . .,

D3 = 0.254267214080405673433969610493 . . ..

The singularity expansion (3.14) entails

(3.15) [2"]D(z) ~ epn ™22 p™, cp = ;\l/)%

as n € 2N tends to infinity. The series C*(x) counts vertex-rooted cubic planar
graphs. Any such graph has 3 canonical choices for an oriented root edge that
yields a simple network. Hence C®(z) is related to the generating series Ny of simple
networks from Equation (3.8) via

3C* = Ns.
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Hence

(3.16) 3C*=D+T— (2*D+ L+ L?)
=(1—-2*)D— L+ (1/2* —1)L%

Plugging in (3.10) and (3.14) yields
(3.17) C* =G5 +Cs(1—x/p)+ C3(1 —x/p)** + O((1 — z/p)*)

as ¢ — p, and hence

(3.18) nz"C(x) = [2"]C* (z) ~ ;\C}%n—‘:’mp—".
Proof of Thm. 1.2. — Given a finite connected cubic planar graph C'; we may select

and orient a root edge in order to obtain a simple network. As described in Equa-
tion (3.8), this network is either a polyhedral network, a series network, an isthmus
network, or a simple parallel network (that is, the summand %DQ in Equation (3.8)).
Each of these networks again may be decomposed into smaller networks and atoms
(which correspond to the vertices of C'), as described in Section 3.1. Proceeding
recursively, this decomposition algorithm terminates after a finite number of steps.
In this procedure, every time we encounter an H-network, we decompose it into a
3-connected cubic network with (1 4 D)-components inserted at its non-root edges.
The underlying 3-connected cubic graphs corresponding to the 3-connected cubic
networks encountered in this way are the 3-connected components of the connected
cubic planar graph C. Their vertex sets are subsets of the vertex set of C'. They do
not depend on the choice of the oriented root edge e, only on C. Moreover, C has
at least one such component, since H-networks are the only networks that may be
decomposed entirely into atoms.

It is crucial to note that, as a direct consequence of the decomposition steps in
Section 3.1, the 3-connected components of C' do not overlap. That is, no two
3-connected components share a common vertex. This allows us to use a double
rooting argument similar to that of [14]:

With foresight, we define the constant

o 2(1+D(p))
2(14+D(p)) + 3D’ (p)p
= 0.850853090058314333870385348879612617197477 . . ..

(3.19)

Let M > 0 be a constant and let k = kn + tn?? € 2N with ¢t € [-M, M]. Let Cn ke
denote the number of cubic planar graphs with n vertices and a marked vertex that
belongs to a 3-connected component with k vertices. Note that not every vertex
needs to belong to a 3-connected component, but there are always some that do.
Let c;kl’ ;. denote the number of cubic planar graphs with an arbitrary marked vertex
whose largest component has k vertices. Note that, since & > n/2, in both cases

such a component is unique. Hence we have

*
nenk = ke g,
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because both sides of the equation represent the number of n-vertex cubic planar
graphs with a marked vertex and a second marked vertex that belongs a k-sized
3-connected component.

Thus, with ¢, denoting the number of n-vertex labelled cubic planar graph, the
probability for the largest 3-connected component in C,, to have k vertices is given
by

c*
(3.20) P(V, = k) = ok = ook

ne, kne,

By choice of k, we have
(3.21)

By (3.18) we have

Plugging (3.10) into (3.16) and using the singular expansion (3.14) for D(z) yields

—D3p* —2D3p? + 2D
(3.22) cy = 50 3208
3v/—4Dgp? + p* + 4p2 + 4

Furthermore,

%k = kla"u®* 2| M(z,u(1 + D())).

A 3-connected cubic planar graph with 3k/2 edges has 3k versions with an oriented
root edge. Hence

klz"u ) M(z, u(1 + D(x))) = %[x”u?’kﬂ]./\/l(x, u(l+D()))
— %[$nu3k/2]Q+ ($2u3(1 + D(x))3)

= QT (u(1 + D(VE)?)
with Q1 (z) := Q(z2) — z. The singular expansions (3.9) and (3.14) entail
Q" =Qf +Q3(1—/1) +Qf (1 —2/7)** + 0((1 — z/7)?)

as z — 7, with
5 21 1
+_ 2 + _ 4 +_ L
© =355 “2 = 355 s NG
and, using (3.13),
(14 D(VE)) = Ao + As(1 = 2/p) + As(1 — 2/p)?
as z — p?, with
3D 3D
Ag=7, A= <2—1>7—, A3=737—.
2(Do +1) 2v2(Dy + 1)
This allows us to apply a general result for asymptotics of composition schemes [3,
Thm. 5, (ii)]. Applying this result and using k/2 = kn/2 + t/2 it follows that

#2720 (eu(l + D)) ~ —r

4\/mnb /25

,0_"040_3/2625"021/3h(ct/21/3)
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with
.

:_7142:,1{;

@

and

C = —
K

5/3
() )
343 C3228Y3(Dy+1)

Thus, Equation (3.20) simplifies to

(3.23) P(V, = k) ~ Cc2 ' Bh(ct2=/3)n=2/3
with
1QF
24 = 23 | 75/295/2
(3.24) C 6 Co K

_ V=ADyp? + p* +4p? + 4
- 5/2 :
8v/6 (721)0]203}12%) (=Dsp* — 2D3p* + 2Dj)

This constant may be evaluated algebraically to equal
C =2

Indeed, Equation (3.12) implies

(3.25) (14 D(x)/z4/4+1—22(D(z) —1) — 1 — (1/2)Q(2*(1 + D(z))?) = 0.

Plugging Q(p*(1+D(p))?) = 1/8 into (3.25) and using Mathematica to solve the re-
sult simultaneously with p?(1+D(p))3 = 7 for (p, D(p)) yields algebraic expressions
for these two constants. Differentiating (3.25) and solving for D’'(p) yields an alge-
braic expression of D’(p) in terms of p and D(p). Furthermore, we may combine (3.9)
with (3.14) to calculate the Puiseux expansion of the left hand side of (3.25). The
coefficient of (1 — x/p)3 needs to equal zero, allowing us to solve for D3 to obtain
an algebraic expression of D3 in terms of p and D(p). Plugging these algebraic ex-
pressions into (3.24) and simplifying the result with Mathematica’s FullSimplify
function yields C' = 2.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2 with x given in Equation (3.19) and

5/3

Ds (ZDo—D?’SDz-iQ) /

6/3(Dp + 1)
= 1.205660773457703954344217302817493214574105705427 . . ..

(3.26) Cy =

O]

3.3. The components attached to the 3-connected core. — We let Y > 0 denote a
random non-negative integer with probability generating function

(3.27) E[zY] = llJ:f)D((p;)).
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Note that

(3.28) E[Y] = ; (1 - 1) |

K

We also define the corresponding network, which will play a major role in deter-

mining the asymptotic shape of the random connected cubic planar graph C,.

DEFINITION 3.1 (BOLTZMANN NETWORK). — Let D denote a random (1 + D)-
structure that is uniformly selected among all Y -sized (1 + D)-structures.

That is, if Y > 0, then D is a random non-isthmus network with Y wvertices. If
Y =0, D is equal to a place-holder value representing that inserting D at an edge of

another network has no effect. In other words, it leaves the network unchanged.
By Equation (3.15) it follows that

(3.29) P(Y =n) ~ %g(p)n—s/z

as n € 2N tends to infinity.

Let (Y;)i>1 denote independent copies of Y. Let X,, = 3V}, /2 denote the number
of edges of the 3-connected core of C,. We let (Z;)1<i<x, denote the numbers
of vertices of the components (D;(C,))i1<i<x, of C,. Let & > 1 be an integer.
Conditional on having a 3-connected core with X,, = 3k edges, the component sizes
follow the distribution of the conditioned vector

3k
d
(3.30) ((Zihr<i<sr | Xn = 3k) = ((Yi)lﬁiﬁ?,k’ Y Yi=n- 2/<3> :
i=1
With this notation at hand, we are ready to establish a contiguity relation between
C, and a model where all but a small number of components attached to the 3-
connected core of C,, are replaced by independent copies of the Boltzmann random

network D.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. — By Equation (3.29) the random variable Y/2 follows
asymptotically a power law with index k~5/2. Hence the classical local limit
theorem [18, Thm. 4.2.1] entails that there exists a constant ¢; > 0 such that

k
(3.31) P <; S = guz Y]+ t/<:2/3> - # (o(1) + erh(ert))
=1

as k — oo, uniformly for all ¢ such that £E[Y] + tk%/3 € N. The density function h
is positive, uniformly continuous and bounded on R.
For all My, M > 0 we define the collection &, s ar, a, of finite sequences

E= <3kay17 cee 7y3k—\_5nj)

with integers k, y1,y2, ... > 0 satisfying the following properties:
a) P(X =3k) >0and P(Y =y;) >0 forall 1 <i<3k— |dn],
b) | 20 i — (3k — Sn)E[Y]] < Min?/,
¢) |k(BE[Y] +2) — n| < Man?/3.
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For any such sequence E we set £ = Zf’if [on] y;- By Equation (3.30), it holds that

P (X, (Zi)i<i<x,—jon) = E) T (f S o Y= — 2k>
P (Xn, Vir<izx,-1an)) = B) P (Z?il Y, =n-— 2k>

_P(z}i’ﬁ}fi:n—zk—@

P (X3, Vi =n—2k)

Here we have implicitly used Assumption a), which ensures that we don’t divide by

(3.32)

zero. By Equation (3.31), it follows that
P (LY =n—2k—0)
P(Z;?’QIYZ- :n—Zk:) -
( 3k >2/3 o(1) + c1h (W(n k-l LénJE[Y]))

Lon) o(1) + c1h <W(n — %k — 3kE[Y]))

with uniform o(1) terms. Assumptions b) and c) entail that the arguments of the
density h in both the numerator and denominator lie in a compact interval whose
upper and lower bound only depend on M;, M5, and §. Since the density h is
positive, continuous, and bounded on R, it follows that the quotient also belongs to
a compact interval whose bounds only depend on M;, Ms, and §. We emphasize
that the upper bound, let us denote it by U(d, M2), in fact only depends on ¢ and
My, but not on M;. This verifies the existence of constants 0 < ¢ < C such that
Inequality (1.7) holds uniformly for all E € &, := &, 51, M,

The limit theorems (1.4), (3.31), and the expression (3.28) for E[Y] readily imply
that, given ¢; > 0, we may choose M; > 0 large enough so that

3Xp—|on)
P > Y- (3X, - n)E[Y]| > Min*? | <e,
i=1

and given ez > 0 we may choose My > 0 large enough so that
P (|Xn(3IE[Y] +2)—n|> M2n2/3> < e.

Furthermore, it follows by the bounds we have shown so far that
3Xn—|dn|
P > Zi— (3X, — n)E[Y]| > Min®? | < U(6, My)er.
i=1

Hence, choosing M> for ez = €/2, and then M; for ¢ = max(e/2,¢/(2U(d, M2))), it
follows that (1.5) and (1.6) hold. This completes the proof. O

We let D,, denote the uniform D-network with n € 2N vertices. That is, D, is
distributed like D conditioned on having n > 1 vertices. We let V.P denote the
number of vertices of its largest 3-connected component. This way, we may view
D,, as the result of blowing up the 3V,P/2 edges of its 3-connected core M(D,,) by
non-isthmus networks (D;(Dy))1<i<3v, 2. Here we may choose any canonical order
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of the components, and hence may assume that the root edge of D,, always belongs
to Dgyp/5(Dy). Thus, Dyyp/9(Dy) either is empty, meaning the root edge of Dy,
coincides with the root edge of the 3-connected core, or it has an inner and an
outer oriented root edge, both of which may be double edges, none of which may be
isthmuses. We let D*(x) denote the generating series of such networks.

ProproSITION 3.2. — The statements of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3 also hold
for Dy, instead of C,,.

The proof of Proposition 3.2 is almost identical to that of Theorem 1.2 and The-
orem 1.3, hence we omit the details. The only difference is that the component
Dsyp /2(Dn) needs a special treatment because it contains two roots. Hence, in-
stead of the composition scheme M(x,u(1+D(z))), we have to use the composition
scheme
M(z,u(1+ D(z)))

(3:33) 1+ D(z)

(1+D*(x)).

Likewise, instead of Equation (3.30), the distribution of the numbers of vertices
(ZP)1<i<3k of the networks attached to the 3-connected core of D,, conditional on
the event, that the number XP of edges in the core equals a given integer 3k, is
given by

3k—1
d
(8:34) ((Zih<i<sr | Xy = 3k) = ((Yh Yo YO Y Vi YP = 2k> :
=1

with Y? an independent random integer with probability generating function

1+ D*(pz)
3.35 E[zY"] = —— )

Apart from that, the arguments of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3 may be copied
almost word by word.

We may now finalise the proof of Corollary 1.4 by justifying the stochastic lower
bound in (1.4).

Proof of Corollary 1./. — We already explained in the introduction how Equa-
tion (1.8) follows from Theorem 1.3. As each non-maximal 3-connected component
must be part of one of the components D;(C,), 1 < i < 3V}, /2, this readily yields

V. = 0,(n3).

n

As for the lower bound, Proposition 3.2 implies that the number of vertices VnD in
the largest 3-connected component of D,, satisfies

(3.36) VP n Ly

Let (tp)n>1 denote an arbitrary sequence satisfying t,, — co. By Equation (3.29) and
standard extremal value statistics the largest component in n independent copies of
D is larger than n2/3 /tn, with probability tending to 1 as n tends to infinity. Hence,
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by (3.36), the largest 3-connected core in these n samples is larger than (n?/3/t,,)x/2
with probability tending to 1. By Theorem 1.3 it follows that

P(V,®) > ((kn/2)*3/t,)k/2) — 1

n

as n € 2N tends to infinity. Since ¢,, was arbitrary, Equation (1.9) follows, and the

proof is complete. O

We conclude this section with some remarks on Theorem 1.3. As mentioned in
the introduction, the bounds ¢ and C' in Inequality (1.7) become worse if § — 0.
Moreover, a stronger approximation of (X, (Di(Cy))1<i<3v, j2—|sn)) in total varia-
tion does mot hold, because the mass of a linear number of components places a bias
on the mass of the 3-connected core. However, the proof of Theorem 1.3 may be
modified to show that a small o(n) number of components does become independent:

PROPOSITION 3.3. — For any sequence of integer m,, = o(n) we have
(3.37) drv ((Xn, (Di(Cn))1<i<min(mn, Vi) )» (Xn, (D(9))1<i<m,)) — 0.
Proof. — For all My, My > 0 we define the collection &, a7, as, of finite sequences

E=03ky, . Ym,)
with integers k, y1,y2, ... > 0 satisfying the following properties:
a) P(X =3k)>0and P(Y =y;) > 0forall 1 <i < m,,
b) | i yi — maE[Y]| < Mn?/3,
¢) |k(BE[Y] +2) — n| < Man?/3.
For any such sequence E we set £ = > """ y;. Note that £ = o(n) uniformly for all
E € &, vy m,- By Equations (3.30) and (3.31), it holds uniformly for E € &, v,

P((Xn, (Zi)i<i<m,) = E) P (6 + Z?ﬁgk,mn Yi=n— 2k>
(X Wisism) =B) P (2E, vi=n—2t)

(3.38)

_P(Zfi;mnn:n—%—e)

P (3, Vi =n - 2k)

—1

as n € 2N tends to infinity. By Theorem 1.2 and (3.31) it follows that for any € > 0
we may choose M7, Mo > 0 large enough so that

P((Xn, (Yi)1<i<m,) € Enmy ) > 1 —€/2
for all sufficiently large n. By (3.38) it follows that
P((Xn, (Zi)1<i<mn,) € Eniy iz) ~ P(Xn, (Yi)i<i<m,,) € Envi,M,)
and hence

P((Xn, (Yi)i<i<mn) € Enpy My) > 1 —€
for all sufficiently large n. This completes the proof. O

Furthermore, we expect the following approximation to hold:
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CONJECTURE 3.4. — Let 0 < § < 3k/2 be given. As n € 2N tends to infinity,
(3.39) drv ((Di(Cn))1<i<min(|on),Vi)s (D(9))1<i<|sn)) — O

That is, we conjecture asymptotic independence of the components from each
other, but not from the core. It appears that a decent amount of work would be
needed to verify (3.39). We do not require this result here, hence we leave it as an
open problem.

3.4. Local convergence of cubic planar graphs. — Let us consider the random graph
Oy, obtained by removing all components (D;(C;))1<i<3v, /2 from C, and inserting
at each edge of the 3-connected core M(C,,) an independent copy of the Boltzmann
network D. Thus, letting D(1),D(2),..., denote independent copies of D, we set
M(0,) = M(C,) and D;(0,,) = D(i) for 1 <i <3V, /2.

Clearly the distribution of O,, differs from the distribution of C,. For instance,
C,, has precisely n vertices, whereas O, has a random number of vertices that is
distributed like V, + S22¥*/2 ¥;. That is, by (3.31) and Theorem 1.2, it concentrates
at n, but exhibits Airy-type fluctuations (obtained by concatenating two 3/2 stable
laws) of order n2/3. However, as we shall prove, local convergence of O,, implies local
convergence of C,,.

Our first step will be to verify local convergence of the modified model O,,. For
cubic graphs (but not for non-regular graphs), a uniform random vertex may be
distinguished by first selecting a uniform random edge and then choosing one of its
ends according to a fair independent coin flip. We will hence focus on vicinities of
random edges from now on.

The advantage is that we may partition the edge set of a cubic planar graph
according to the components inserted at the 3-connected core. Recall that, as illus-
trated in Figure 5, inserting a (1 4+ D)-structure D at an edge e of a 3-connected
network means that either we leave e unchanged if D has size zero, or we delete e
and the root edge of D and connect its endpoints to the poles of D via two new
edges e; and e, if D has positive size. Thus, we define the non-root edges of D
and either e (if D has size 0), or e; and ez (if D has positive size) to be associated
to D, then each edge of a cubic planar graph C' with a unique largest 3-connected
component M is associated to a unique component D;(C') for some integer index i
in the range from 1 to the number of vertices of M.

The number W of edges that we associate to the Boltzmann network D has prob-

ability generating function

(3.40) Ew"] =P =0)w+ Y P(Y = k)uw/>H,

We define the size-biased version W of W with distribution determined by

(3.41) POV = k) = ’W



22 BENEDIKT STUFLER

DEFINITION 3.5 (SIZE-BIASED BOLTZMANN NETWORK). — We let D denote a uni-
formly selected (1 + D)-structure that is associated to W edges. That is, for W=1,
D equals a placeholder value representing that inserting D at an edge of a 3-connected
cubic planar graphs leaves the graph unchanged. For W e {7,9,...}, D is uniformly
selected among all D-networks with W—1 edges. We distinguish a uniformly selected

edge associated to D.

LEMMA 3.6. — Let r > 1 denote a fixed integer. Let eq,...,e, denote uniformly
selected edges of the random graph O,,. For each 1 < i < 3V, /2 we let 752(0”) denote
D;(0,,) with the additional information which edges associated to D;(0Oy,) coincide
with which edge from eq,...,e.. Let ji,...,J denote uniformly selected distinct
elements of {1,...,3V,/2}. Let D(1),D(2),... denote independent copies of D. For
each 1 < i <3V, /2 we set

D@@), i¢ {0}

(3.42) D(i) = { .

D(i), i=jr withl <k<r.
Then
(3.43) drv ((ﬁi(on))lgigsvn/m (D(i)hgig?,vn/z) —0

as n € 2N tends to infinity.

Proof. — With high probability all » marked edges are going to be part of distinct
components. We set L := 3V, /2. Let (Di,...,Dr) be a sequence of (1 + D)-
structures, among which precisely » members Dy, , ..., D, carry a marked associated
edge. Let a; denote the number of associated edges of D; for all 1 < ¢ < L. That is,
a; equals one plus the number of edges of D;. Then

P ((bi(on))lgigﬁ = (D1,...,Dp) | L) S (L—j+1DE[W]

:H j

P ((D(i)sice = (D1, Dr) | L) o1 Yo = Yoty as,,

The limit (3.43) now follows from the law of large numbers. O

LEMMA 3.7. — Let v, denote a uniformly selected vertex of O,,. There is a random
infinite cubic planar graph C such that

(3.44) £((0n,vn) | 0n) -%5 £(C).

Proof. — We let e; and es denote independent uniform random edges of O,. Let
1 < i1,i < 3V, /2 denote the unique indices of the network components of O, to
which e; and ey are associated. It is important to note that conditional on O,,, the
indices i1 and i are not uniformly distributed, because they are more likely to be
associated to large components than to small. However, the distribution of i1 and i
conditional only on V,, is that of uniformly and independently selected integers from
{1,...,3V,,/2}. Let f; and fo denote the corners of the 3-connected core M(C,)
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obtained from the edges corresponding to 71 and io by orienting them according to
fair independent coin flips. It follows by Lemma 2.2 that

(3.45) (M(Cp), 1), (M(Cp), f2)) =25 (M, M)

with |\7|(1), M®) denoting independent copies of M.

Let r > 1 denote a fixed integer. Each edge of O,, corresponds to a unique edge of
M(C,). The r-neighbourhoods of e and ez in O,, hence correspond to collections I
and I of edges of M(C,,). Since, for i = 1,2, the set I; is a subset of the collection
of edges J; of the r-neighbourhood of f; in M(C,), it follows that

(3.46) P(Il NI, = Q)) —1

as n € 2N tends to infinity. Indeed, local convergence of (M(C,), f1) entails that
the 2r-neighbourhood of f; has stochastically bounded number of edges. Among
the 3V,,/2 = (3/2)kn + O,(n?/3) edges, it is unlikely that the uniformly distributed
edge fo falls into this stochastically bounded set. Hence, f; and fo have distance at
least 2r with probability tending to 1 as n € 2N tends to infinity. Hence

P(J1 N J2 :(Z)) — 1,

and this verifies (3.46).

By Lemma 3.6 and the limit (3.46), it follows that jointly the components cor-
responding to i1 and i behave like independent copies of f), the components cor-
responding to all edges from (I3 U I2) \ {i1,72} behave like independent copies of
D, and the r-neighbourhoods of i; and iz in M(C,,) like independent copies of the
r-neighbourhood of the root in M. Since the r-neighbourhoods of e; and es in O
are entirely determined by these pieces, it follows that

(3.47) (O, 1), (On, e2)) L (CW, E?),

with CD, C®) denoting independent copies of a random infinite cubic planar graph
C constructed by inserting independent copies of D into each non-root edge of l\7|,
and inserting an independent copy of D at the root edge of M. This implies (3.44)
if we view C as vertex-rooted instead, by distinguishing an endpoint of its root edge
according to an independent fair coin flip. O

We are now ready to prove our main result, the local convergence of C,,. Having
established local convergence of the modified model O,, towards a limit C, it remains
to argue that O,, is a good approximation of C,,. We will do so using Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. — By Markov’s inequality it follows that for any 0 < § <
3k/2 the sum of the number of vertices v(D(i)) incident to edges associated to the
network component D(7), 1 <14 < 3V, /2, satisfies
3V /2
(3.48) > v(D(i)) < 2E[W]én
i=3V;, /2—[0n)+1

with probability tending to 1 as n € 2N tends to infinity.
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We let F), s denote the collection of vertices of O, that are incident to edges
associated to components D;(0,,) = D(i) for 3V,,/2 — [dn] < i < 3V,,/2. For each
integer r > 0 we let U,(F,, s5) denote the collection of vertices in O,, with graph
distance at most r from F;, 5. We will show that for each » > 0 and € >0
(3.49) lim lim sup P(|U, (F,, 5)| > €n) = 0.

30 n—oo

In order to prove (3.49) we proceed by induction on r. For r = 0, (3.49) follows
directly from Inequality (3.48). For the induction step, let » > 1 and assume that
the statement holds for »—1. If (3.49) fails for r, then there exists a constant ¢y > 0,
a sequence (ng)¢>1 of even integers, and sequences €,y | 0 (as £ — 0o) such that

P(|UT(FW,52)| > 6/n€7 |UT*1(FW,54)| < 62”6) > €0

for all integers ¢ > 1.

Hence with probability at least g > 0 the following statements hold: There are at
least ng(€' — ;) vertices in U, (Fp, 5,) \Ur—1(Fn,5,)- Each of these vertices is incident
to an edge whose other end belongs to U,_1(F},s,). We choose a sequence (dy), such
that dy — oo and dye;, — 0. The subset of vertices in U,_1(Fy,, 5,) with degree smaller
than dy is linked to at most deeyny = o(ng) vertices from U,.(F,5,) \ Ur—1(F,.s,)-
It follows that at least (¢ — o(1))n vertices from U, (Fy,s,) \ Ur—1(Fy,5,) have a
neighbour from U,_1(F}, 5,) with degree at least dj.

Thus, with probability at least ¢y > 0, a uniformly selected vertex of O,, has a
neighbour with degree at least dy. As dy — oo, this contradicts Lemma 3.7, by
which O,, rooted at a uniform random vertex has a local limit and hence the 2-
neighbourhood of that vertex needs to have a stochastically bounded size. This
completes the induction and hence the verification of (3.49).

Let G be an arbitrary rooted connected graph with radius at most r. We
let Ng(0,) and Ng(C,) denote the number of vertices in O, and C, whose
r-neighbourhood is isomorphic to G as rooted graphs. By Lemma 3.7,

Ng(O, A
|Go() 2y pU,(C) ~ G).
For ease of notation, we set pg := P(U,(C) ~ G). By Equation (3.31) and Theo-
rem 1.2,
3Vn/2
n"HOu| = n 7t (V, + Z Vi) 251
i=1

Hence

Na (O,
(3.50) G(no) e

Now, let €, ¢’ > 0 be given. By Equation (3.49) we may choose § > 0 small enough
such that for all sufficiently large n
(3.51) P(|U,(Fns)| > €n) <e.

By Theorem 1.3 there exist constants 0 < ¢ < C' and sets (&,),>n such that for all
sufficiently large n Inequalities (1.5), (1.6), and (1.7) hold uniformly for all E € &,.
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We define a subset &,(1) C &, of sequences (M, D1, D, ...) with the property that
there are at most €'n vertices in M with graph distance at most r from the last
|on| edges of M. By Inequality (3.51) we know that M(C,,) has this property with
probability at least 1 — €. It follows that

(3.52) P ((M(Cn), (Di(Cn))1<i<sv, j2—|on)) & En(l)) < 2¢
and
(3.53) P ((M(Cn), (D(2))1<i<3v, j2—(on)) & En(1)) < 2€

and for all elements E € &,(1)

P ((M(Cp), (Di(Cn))1<i<3vi/2—(on)) = E)
P ((M(Cn), (D(i))1<i<sv,j2—|on)) = E)
We may write Ng(-) = N{(-) + N/A(-) with Nf () counting only the vertices whose
r-neighbourhood is isomorphic to G and does not contain any vertex that is incident
to any of the last [dn| edges of M(C,). Note that N/(-) is entirely determined
by M(C,,) and all but the last |dn| network components attached to M(C,). This
allows us to define the subset £,(2) C &,(1) of all configurations in &,(1) for which

(3.54) <C.

INL()/n — pa| > 2a€
for
a = TE[W].

Not all configurations with this inequality property lie in &, (1), but &,(2) really only
contains those that do. By the triangle inequality, [N (-)/n — pa| > 2a€’ entails
that |[Ng(-)/n — pa| > a€’ or Nji(-)/n > a€’. Hence, by Inequality (3.54),
(3.55) P ((M(Cn), (Di(Cn))1<i<sv, j2—on)) € En(2))

< CP ((M(Cp), (D(i)1<i<3v, /2—on)) € En(2))

< CP (|Na(0n)/n — pa| > af')

+ CP (NG (0n) /n > €', (M(Cy), (D(i)1<i<sv, j2—6n)) € En(2)) -

By the limit (3.50) we know
(3.56) P (|[Ng(0n)/n — pa| > a€’) = o(1).

As for the second summand in the upper bound, since &,(2) C &,(1) we know that
for each configuration in &,(2) there are at most €'n vertices in the 3-connected core
whose graph distance is at most k from the last |[dn] edges. Hence the collection I
of indices of edges that are incident to such a vertex and that do not belong to the
last |0n| satisfy

[I] + [dn] < 3€é'n.

Setting J = TU{3V,,/2—|on]|+1,...,3V,,/2}, it follows by Markov’s inequality that
> w(D(i)) < 6E[W]e'n

icJ
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with probability tending to 1 as n — oo. However, if N((0,)/n > a€'n, then
> ey v(D(i)) > a€'n. Thus,

(3.57) P (N&(On)/n > €', (M(Cy), (D(i)1<i<3vi, j2—6n)) € En(2)) = o(1).

Combining (3.55), (3.56), and (3.57), it follows that

(3.58) P ((M(Cn), (Di(Cn))1<i<sv, j2—|on)) € En(2)) = 0.

By Inequality (3.52) it follows that

(3.59) P(ING(Cn)/n —pa| > ac’) < 3e

for all sufficiently large n. Since €, ¢’ > 0 were arbitrary, it follows that

(3.60) N&(Ca)/n — pe > 0,(1).

In order to verify a matching upper bound, we select a finite set &g of unlabelled
rooted graphs with G € B¢ and

> pr =PU(C) €By) >1—e
He®g

Clearly it holds that

> Nu(Cn)/n <1

He®g

and consequently

S (Nu(Ca)/n—pr) < c.

He®g

Since @ is finite and since Inequality (3.60) holds for arbitrary rooted graphs G, it
follows that there is a (possibly negative) sequence (¢, ),>1 with ¢, = o(1) such that

P(Ng(Cp)/n—pg >ty for all H € ) — 1
as n € 2N tends to infinity. As G € B, it follows that
Ne(Cp)/n—pa < 2¢

with probability tending to 1 as n becomes large. As ¢ > 0 was arbitrary, it follows
with (3.60)

Ng(Cn)/n -2 pe.
As this holds for arbitrary G, it follows that

£((Cnyvm) | Co) -5 £(C),

with v, denoting a uniformly selected vertex of C,. O
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4. Disconnected cubic planar graphs

We also obtain local convergence of the uniform random n-vertex simple cubic

planar graph G,, that is not required to be connected.

COROLLARY 4.1. — Let u, denote a uniformly selected vertex of G,,. Then
d A~

(4.1) L((Gp,up) | Gn) — £(0).

Corollary 4.1 follows from Theorem 1.1, because G,, exhibits a unique giant con-
nected component, and the mass of the small fragments frag(G,,) obtained by delet-
ing the largest component remains stochastically bounded. The small fragments

even exhibit a so-called Boltzmann—Poisson random graph as limit:

PROPOSITION 4.2. — The largest connected component of the random n-vertex cubic
planar graph G, has n— Op(1) vertices. As unlabelled finite random graphs, it holds
that

frag(Gy,) 4G
for a Boltzmann—Poisson random graph G that assumes any finite unlabelled cubic
planar graph G with |G| vertices and aut(G) automorphisms with probability
Pl
aut(G) exp(C(p))
for constants p =~ 0.319224 and C(p) ~ 0.00060 defined in Section 3.2.

PG =G) =

Proposition 4.2 readily follows from a general result on random set partitions [29,
Thm. 3.4] and the asymptotic growth formula for the number of connected cubic
planar graphs by [8, 24]. Such a behaviour is quite universal for random graphs from
restricted classes, see for example [21, Thm. 1.3] and [29, Thm. 4.2]. The number
of connected components of G follows a Poisson distribution, see also [16, Thm. 4.6]
and [24, Thm. 2|, hence the name Boltzmann—Poisson random graph.
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