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Abstract

We show global existence backwards from scattering data at infinity for semilinear
wave equations satisfying the null condition or the weak null condition. Semilinear
terms satisfying the weak null condition appear in many equations in physics. The
scattering data is given in terms of the radiation field, although in the case of the weak
null condition there is an additional logarithmic term in the asymptotic behaviour that
has to be taken into account. Our results are sharp in the sense that the solution has
the same spatial decay as the radiation field does along null infinity, which is assumed
to decay at a rate that is consistent with the forward problem. The proof uses a higher
order asymptotic expansion together with a new fractional Morawetz estimates with
strong weights at infinity.

1 Introduction

In this paper we prove global existence results from scattering data at null infinity for
semilinear wave equations satisfying the null condition. The data at infinity is given in
terms a radiation field which is assumed to decay at a rate consistent with the forward
problem. We then prove the existence of a global solution with the prescribed asymptotics
that decays spatially at the same rate. The proof relies firstly on a fractional Morawetz
estimate for the backward problem, which allows us to exploit the decay of the radiation
field, and secondly on the construction of suitable approximate solutions from the scattering
data.

The results in this paper apply to semilinear systems of wave equations satisfying the
weak null condition. These kind of semilinear terms appear in many equations from physics,
in particular in Einstein’s equations in harmonic gauge but also for Maxwell Klein-Gordon
on the Minkowski background, where there are only semilinear terms.

To illustrate the type of results proven in this paper we present first the statement for
the classical wave equation:

Oy =0  :onR*! (1.1)
Given the asymptotic form of the solution,
Fo(r —t,w) x
tr) ~ —————= = = — 1.2
vty ~ el e (1.2
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we wish to prescribe data in terms of its radiation field Fy. For the construction of a
backward solution we will assume that F{ decays along null infinity, in the sense that for
some 1/2 <y < 1, and some N > 4:

1Rl > [ [ @0y R 6" aswdr <0 (13)

lo|+k<N

where throughout this paper (¢) = /1 + |¢|%.
In this setting we then have:

Theorem 1.1. Given Fy such that (IL3) holds for some 1/2 < v <1, and N = 3+ k, for
some k € N, the wave equation ([L1)) has a unique solution with radiation field Fy as in (I.2)
which for any 1 < s <~ + 1/2 satisfies

[, k51 = Z|I|<k|l<t =) N2 ) e@ey S 1Follssry-1/2 -

Here Z1 is any combination of |I| < k of the commuting vector fields Z, i.e. translations 0,
;, rotations x'0; — x70;, boosts x'0, + t0;, and the scaling vector field t0; + x0;.

Note that the theorem states in particular that the “initial data” (the induced data at
t = 0) falls off at spatial infinity, if the radiation field decays along null infinity. In fact, the
solution exhibits almost the same spatial decay as the radiation field, as can be seen from
the following pointwise decay estimates which follow readily from the Klainerman-Sobolev
inequality with weights:

Corollary 1.1. Let v, v and Fy be as in as in Theorem 1.1. Then for any v <~ we have

Folls4111,y-1/2
| ¢(7:’U)‘N<t+r><t_r>,y/

Following a brief discussion of the relation of the above theorem to the forward problem in
Section [Tl we continue our discussion of the results for semilinear wave equations satisfying
the (weak) null condition in Section

A motivation for the type of wave equations considered in this paper is the scatter-
ing problem for gravitational waves in the context of Einstein’s equations. We review the
asymptotic form of Einstein’s equations in harmonic coordinates briefly in Section [I.4]

Further inspiration for this paper is the work of first author with Avy Soffer on the
scattering problem for Klein-Gordon [30} 24], and the work of Hormander [20].

1.1 Relation to the forward problem

As already mentioned, to capture the decay of the the radiation field Fj, we assume that
(C3) holds for some 1/2 < v < 1, and N > 4, which implies by a Sobolev inequality that
for NV =N — 3,

1Follvroon = ) supsup |((9)8,)"05 Fo(g,w)| ()" < oo. (1.4)

la|-+k<n IER wes?



So at a pointwise level the assumption means that the radiation field decays like |Fp| <
1/{q)7, and |F}| < 1/{g)"™!, etc. for some v > 1/2.

Recall that solutions to the Cauchy problem for (LI]) with smooth compactly supported
data at t = 0 satisfy

Cox _

{t+r)yt—r)’
see for instance Theorem 6.2.1 in [20]. Thus there are solutions to the forward problem which
at least in terms of the rate satisfy the assumptions with v = 1. However, energy methods
combined with the Klainerman-Sobolev inequality only give forward asymptotics with v =
1/2; see for instance Remark following Proposition 6.5.1 in [20]. Our Theorem [L.1] shows
that energy methods can be used in the backwards problem to cover the range 1/2 < v < 1.

While for the forward problem it is difficult to obtain interior decay, the main difficulty
for the backwards problem is exterior decay. This is evident already from the weighted
energy estimates of Section 6 in [29], which in the simplest case for the homogeneous wave
equation say that the weighted energy

0% 2| <

/ 002(t, 2w (] — t)da

is decreasing in t for any weight w(q) > 0, which in increasing towards the exterior, w'(g) > 0.
Thus these estimates can be used to obtain exterior decay for the forward problem. Interior
decay typically relies on the fundamental solution, see for instance Section 5 of [26], which
loses regularity.

Conversely for the backwards problem any positive weight which is increasing towards
the interior, w'(q) < 0, gives an energy which is decreasing towards the past. In particular
one may use a weight w(q) = (1 + |¢g|)” for any v > 0 when ¢ < 0. We have included the
analogue of these weighted estimates for the backwards problem in Section 2.1l and use them
to prove global existence backwards for the wave equation with null condition in Section [l
However, this alone does not give exterior decay.

The exterior decay for the backwards problem is obtained in this paper with the fractional
Morawetz estimate in Section [[.3] Since in the scattering problem the radiation field is given,
we may subtract the known leading order term in (L2) and essentially assume fast interior
decay. In other words, the weighted estimate of Theorem [[.3]is applied to a remainder that
results after subtracting a suitable higher order expansion. However, the use of approximate
solutions comes at the cost of a loss of derivatives.

We do not attempt to formulate a scattering theory in weighted Sobolev spaces, but in
this language our results correspond to the existence and uniqueness of scattering states,
but not their asymptotic completeness.

1.2 Scattering with spatial decay for semilinear model problems

In Section [I.4] we will see that a suitable simplified semilinear model of Einstein’s equations
in wave coordinates with a similar weak null structure is

Oy = Q(0w,8p),  Op = (9)°.



We separate this model further and solve the scattering problem in order of increasing
complexity for the following equations: homogeneous wave equation, scalar wave equation
with classical null condition, systems of wave equations with null condition, and finally a
simple model with weak null condition.

1.2.1 Homogeneous wave equation

The classical homogeneous wave equation (L)) is treated in Section [l

Here we are given scattering data in the form of a radiation field Fy(q,w), and the solution
1 is constructed by taking the data for 1) when t = T to be the restriction of the following
approzimate solution at t = T, and then taking T" — oo. The approximate solution v is
defined in terms of the radiation field Fj, and is supported in the wave zone, away from the
origin,

Folr—t,w _r X
do(t,z) = 20l )x(“r D, r=l], w=1, (1.5)
r |z
where x is a smooth decreasing function with suppy C [0, 1/4].
In fact, for (1)) as well as for the equations (L.§)), and (I.9) below, we use a second order
approximate solution,

o1 == o + U1 Uy = Fl(r — t’W)X(<t;T>) ) (1-6)

r2

where F7 is determined by solving an ODE in ¢, i.e. along null infinity, whose precise form
depends on the equation. For example, for (1)) this reads

20,F\(q,w) = A, Fo(q,w) Fi(0,w)=0. (1.7)

The main results are Theorem [I.1] above, and Proposition 4.8] below, which includes
precise estimates for the remainder, which decays faster, namely

| Foll5+11,y-1/2
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Our scattering constructions also allow for the inclusion of a “mass term” in the exterior,
namely of a term M /r in the solution for ¢ < r.

Remark 1.1. Note that the solutions arising from this data have the property that Fy = 0,
which coincides with the Newman Penrose constant [2, [33].

Remark 1.2. A representation of the solution to the standard wave equation as a formal
power series in v~ — of which we only use here the first two terms as an approximation
— was first suggested in the analytic setting by Friedlander [15] where also the recurrence
relations for the higher order radiation fields F;, i € N, can be found. Asymptotic expansions
of forward solutions to the wave equation have also been studied in [6].



1.2.2 Classical null condition model

The first nonlinear model is a scalar wave equation satisfying the classical null condition

D¢ = Q(0¢, 00) . (1.8)

We present two scattering constructions for this model:

First, in Section [B] we show the existence of a global solution to (L&) which scatters
to a given linear solution. More precisely, here the asymptotic data is given in the form
¢ ~ ¢y as t — oo of a given solution to the homogeneous equation ¢y = 0 with small
(generalised) energy. The main result here is Proposition [5.1] The approach here is based
on the weighted space-time energy estimates of Section 2.1l and does not use the fractional
Morawetz estimate. Moreover a strategy is prepared for the boundary terms that will used
in the proof of the more refined results in Section [Gl.

Then second, in Section [6] we give scattering data purely in terms of a radiation field.
In fact, we do this for a system of wave equations satisfying the null condition:

Oy = Q(v,00) 0o = Q(I,d9). (1.9)

The main result here is Proposition [6.1], which is proven under the following smallness
assumption on the scattering data for ¢ ~ Fy(r — t,w)/r and ¢ ~ Go(r — t,w)/r:

1Follvp-1/2 + |Gollnq-172 < € (1.10)

The proof relies on the new fractional Morawetz estimates of Section 2.2] and the scattering
result can be summarised as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Given Fy, Go, satisfying (LIQ) for some 1/2 <~y < 1, and N > 6, and for
e > 0 sufficiently small, the system of wave equations (L9)) satisfying the null condition has
a global solution (1, @) with radiation fields Fy, Gy, respectively, and the property that for
all1 <s<1/2+7, and k < N —6,

[, Merrs—1 + NS ksrs-1 S 1Folleron—172 + 1Gollroy-172 -

Here the solutions are also constructed with the help of an approximate solution of the
form (L), where in contrast to (LT) £y, and G; now satisfy the nonlinear ODEs:

2aqF1<q7w): AwFO(q7w> _QO(F07F(;78MF07G07 /07awG0)7 F1(07w> =0
28{1G1(Q7 w) = AwGO(qu w) - QO(F(M Fév a4«1}7’07 G07 67 8&)G0) ) Gl (07 w) =0

where Q, @0 are bilinear forms in the radiation fields Fp, and Gy, and its first derivatives.

1.2.3 Weak null condition model

The weak null condition model we consider is

Dy = Q(0v, 0)
Op = (8)* . (1.12a)



In Section [7] we approach the scattering problem for this system as follows: While )
has a radiation field F{, we prescribe a radiation field for ¢ only after subtracting a suitable
approximate solution which picks up the source term. In fact, we first define ¥y to be the
solution of
Fi(r—t,w)

r

00y = (¢))%,  where ¢} = — x (=), (1.13)

with vanishing data at t = —oo.

The main result for this system is given in Proposition [7.1], which establishes the
existence of a solution of the form (¢ = v + o1 + e, ¢ = w + Vo + o1) (Where 1)y, and
o1 are approximate solutions associated to radiation fields F;, and G;, i = 0,1) and decay
results for the remainder terms v, and w. In Section [1l we thus estimate also the equation
(LI2a) for ¢ in the same norms that we use for .

Finally, from [25] 26] we have a formula for the solution to (I.13),

Vo = )_Féqw)2,

)dS( )dq
I(t,rw) /rt47r/szt—r+q+r(1—(w,a>)’

discussed in Section [7.4] and an estimate for the solution of the form

5 1 (t+7)
[02n)(t,7w)] S 5 In <W>

Remark 1.3. These asymptotics — which in addition to the asymptotic behaviour (L2))
in the wave zone display a logarithmic divergence at the lightcone and slower decay in the
interior — are the starting point of a scattering construction based directly on the asymptotics
in the interior which we present separately in a forthcoming paper.

1.3 The fractional conformal Morawetz energy estimate from infinity

The main technical tool of the paper used to obtain the right spatial decay is a new energy
estimate from infinity with strong weights, presented in Section

Theorem 1.3. Let t; < ty, then for s > 1

[0t 1451 S ||¢(t2,')||1,+,s—1+/ 1{ +7)°0¢(t, )| 2 di

t1

provided that lim, o sup, g2 7*7/2|¢(t, rw)| = 0. Here

1602, s 2=
[ (10 0060+ 1900)) + (= (@000 + 67+ ) &

(t—r)2/ r

18 a norm such that
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If s = 1 this reduces to the classical conformal Morawetz estimate which holds in both
the forward direction ¢; > ¢, (with the boundaries of integration switched) and the backward
direction t; < t5. We remark that in the forward direction ¢; > t5 it was proven in Lindblad-
Sterbenz [31] that this estimate holds if 1/2 < s < 1. The case s > 1 will here be used in
the backwards direction t; < t5, and applied to the remainder v of a solution ¥ = 9y + v,
where 1)y is a suitable approximate solution defined in terms of the scattering data. The
extra spatial decay we see in the backwards solution stems from the weight in (¢t — ) in the
norm || - ||1,s—1-

1.4 Asymptotic form of Einstein’s equation in wave coordinates

Our main motivation for studying semilinear equations satisfying the weak null condition is
that these types of semilinear terms show up in Einstein’s equations in harmonic coordinates,
see [28, 29]. Moreover, for Einstein’s equations the detailed asymptotic behaviour has been
studied in [26]. The techniques in [26] would work for the forward problems for the equations
that we are studying here and give asymptotics with the same spatial decay that we are
prescribing at infinity.

In fact, in the context of the global existence problem for Einstein’s equations in harmonic
coordinates with asymptotically flat data close to Minkowski space it was shown in [26] that
the components of the metric h = g —m in suitable coordinates (¢, *), where m denotes the
Minkowski metric, satisfy asymptotically the semilinear system

0" hyy = Fl, (m)(0h, Oh) (1.14)

where [J* is a constant coefficient wave operator in (¢, 2*) coordinates, and F),, (m)(0h, Oh)
is a sum of classical null forms which we denote by Q. (0h, 0h) and P(0h,Oh) where

P(D,E)=D,S"ES /A— D**E,g/2.

Indeed Einstein’s equations in wave coordinates do not satisfy the null condition [7], which
was identified by Klainerman as a condition on the type of nonlinearity that guarantees small
data global existence [23, 22, [§]. Nonetheless Lindblad and Rodnianski showed in [27] that
they satisfy a weak null condition and in [28] 29] used it to prove global existence.

In fact in [27] it was observed that (ILI4) has a weak null structure in a null frame
(L, L; Ey, Ey) and reduces to

Ohy, ~ L, L, Ps(0,h, 04h),

where Pg(D, E) = —DABE,p /2 only involves the angular components.
Moreover in [26] the asymptotic behaviour of all metric components is derived. In fact,
for asymptotically flat initial data for Einstein equations of the form

Gijli—o = (L+ Mr=") 05+ o(r™'77),  Oigijlimo =0(r™>77), 0<vy<1, M>0, (1L15)
it was shown that asymptotically the metric is given by g = m + h, where h satisfies

" {t4r7) *_
H,uz/ (T —t, w) Kﬁ“’( (r*—t) > w,r t)
(t+7) (t+7) ’

r*~7r+Mlnr, =" (1.16)

Ry (t, rw) ~
g |z
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In other words for some components h,, has a radiation field H,, which is concentrated
close to the outgoing light cones, and K, appears for the transversal components to the
lightcone and to leading order is homogeneous of degree 0 with a logarithmic singularity at
the light cone:

|H(q"w)
| K (s,w,q)

S+, A <7, (1.17)
| <Ins
What is particularly important is the additional decay of H in (ILI7). Here 4/ is any number
less than v in the asymptotic flatness condition (L.I5]). In the interior of the light cone r* < t
this was very difficult to prove for the forward problem, see [26].

This paper is motivated by the backward problem: we simply give the radiation fields
H satisfying (LI7) and we want to prove that there is a solution to Einstein’s equations
with the given asymptotics (LI6) which initially satisfy the asymptotic flatness condition
(LIH) for any v < +'. For the backward problem this is particularly difficult to prove in the
exterior of the light cone r* > t.

1.5 Further relations to other work

The radiation field Fj takes its name from Friedlander who in a series of papers [15} 16}, 17, [1§]
defined the notion and first studied existence, uniqueness and completeness properties of
solutions to wave equations for a given radiation field. Along these lines Baskin and Sa
Baretto have studied the scattering problem for critical semilinear wave equations in [5].
Related to the study of the forward map asymptotic expansions of the radiation field have
been established in some generality in [6].

The scattering problem for Einstein’s equations in higher dimensions close to Minkowski
space was studied by Wang [35]. However, the three dimensional case is more delicate and
requires a description of the asymptotic behaviour of solutions of the forward problem given
recently by Lindblad in [26].

A scattering theory for the wave equation on black hole spacetimes in non-degenerate
energy spaces is established in [13] (see references therein for previous work on this topic),
and in the extremal case in [4]. Here already the existence of finite energy solutions (without
weights) to the backwards problem is nontrivial due to the redshift and superradiance [12].
The radiation field on Schwarzschild was also defined in [5]. For exponentially decaying
scattering data a scattering construction for the Einstein equations was given in [10].

The global existence problems from scattering data at infinity considered in this paper
are well-posed. For a study of uniqueness properties of solutions with a given radiation field
in an ill-posed setting see also [1].

In terms of the method the weighted estimates in this paper for the backward problem
are derived by using a multiplier of the form

Ki={t+7r)°0+0.)+ {t —7r) (0 — Oy), (1.18)
which is a generalisation of the classical conformal Morawetz vectorfield:
K=@+7r)*8+09,)+ -7 —0,). (1.19)

8



The latter is intimately tied to the geometry of Minkowski space. In view of applications to
black hole spacetimes, Dafermos and Rodnianski introduced in [11] estimates for the forward
problem of the linear wave equation on asymptotically flat spacetimes which as opposed to
the conformal Morawetz estimate associated to (LI9) avoid weights in ¢. In fact the 7?-
weighted estimates are derived in the wave zone from multipliers of the form r?(d; + 9,).
For extensions of this method, and the resulting hierarchy of estimates see [34] 32] as well
as [2, B]. In the context of this paper the weights in (t — r) in (IL.I8) are essential, and not
dropped from (L.19).

Recently the rP-weighted estimates were also applied to prove global existence for a large
class of wave equations satisfying the weak null condition in [2I]. The forward asymptotics
of a class of quasilinear wave equations satisfying the weak null condition are analysed in
[14].

In addition to the original proof of the stability of Minkowski space [9], and the proof
in wave coordinates [28| 29], another proof in generalised harmonic gauge was given in [19].
Therein a related set of vectorfields to (LI9) of the form r(0; + 9,), (r — t)(9; — 9,) are
used by Hintz and Vasy to derive weighted spacetime estimates, and are used to establish a
polyhomogeneous expansion of the metric near infinity.

Acknowledgements. H.L. is supported in part by NSF grant DMS-1500925. V.S. would
like to acknowledge the support of ERC consolidator Grant 725589 EPGR. We would
like to thank the Institut Henri Poincaré for their hospitality in the fall semester 2016,
and the Institut Mittag Leffler in the fall semester 2019. We especially would like to
thank Lili He for a careful reading of an earlier version of the manuscript which led to
several corrections.

2 Energy estimates

2.1 Weighted space-time energy estimates from infinity
We start by deriving several weighted energy estimates for the equation
O¢p = F (2.1)

using the energy momentum tensor

1
T,[¢] = 0,0 0, — 5w 0% P00 .
For any given ty > t;, R > (to — 1) let us denote by

D= [J nfreh)

t1<7<t2

where X = {(t,2) : t = 7,|z| < R;}. Note that 9D = %" U £l U Cp, where
Cr=A(t,z):t—|x| =ty — R,t; <t < ty} is a (truncated) outgoing null hypersurface. D is
the backward domain of dependence of a ball of radius R in t = t5, see Fig. [Il



Figure 1: Depiction of domain D.

In the following we will also denote by

106]% :=(8,0) + | Vo[,
06> ==(0u + 0,0)° + VoI, |Vo* = Vo] — }% Vol

Thus O denotes the derivatives tangential to the lightcone.

Proposition 2.1. Let ¢ be a solution to (ZI)) on D. Then
/ |0¢]* w(q) do + / 2F 0y w(q) dzdt + / 1002 w'(q) dadt
sk D D
t2

to .
= /zw ., |08 w(q) dx+/ /{)EM 1061 w(q) dsa
4 2—t1 t ! 2

where w(q) is an arbitrary function of ¢ =r —t.

Proof. Set W = w(q)0; where w is only a function of ¢ = r — ¢, and

Jy =T, W"
then
Vi, =F(We¢)+T,,7"
where ]
T = §£Wm,w

It makes sense to write this out in a null frame (L =0y + 0,, L= 0; — O,,e4 : A =1,2)

T,

L = 2mMm (L, Dre(L L) + m™m™T (L, L)n (L L)
where we used that the only non-vanishing components of the deformation tensor of W are

(L L) = = (Loym (D, L) = Oy,

m(L L) = (Lw)m (8, L) = 20,w.

[\]
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Thus 1 1
T, = §(f9q7~v)ly7¢|2 + 5(0qw)(L¢)2 :

Finally the boundary terms are
T(W,0) = w(a)T(0,8) = yula) (06) + [VoP).
T(W, 1) = w(@)T(@, L) = gu(a) (L) +|967)

and thus we obtain by Stokes theorem
1 , 1 )
F(W6) + 5 (0qw)| VoI + 5 (qw)(Le)* dwdt =
D

:/V“Jdedt:/d*J:/ *J:/ JO—/ J°+/ *J
D D D syt =R Cr

to
__ / T(W,9,) + / T(W,9,) + / T(W, L) dpst,
=R st t Js2

which completes the proof. O
The following two corollaries correspond to different choices of the function w.

Corollary 2.2. Let R > 0, ty > t1, and ¢ be a solution to (21 on D. Then for all u > 0,

dedt/4 \1/2 _ 12
106 2 -1, + /\a¢|2 pdudt/ ) +(sup/ \8¢|2d5dt>

(1+ |g])t*2~ R<RJoy,

t2
S 100l + [ 1F ooy .
t1
Proof. Let us choose w = wy, where

wolg) = 14 (1+q)72, q >0,
0 2+ 2 fqo(l +|s])712ds, ¢ <0,

then 1 < wp(q) < 3, and in both cases

wo(q) = —2p(1 + |g)) "2

Note also that since D lies to the future of C'r, we have ¢ < R — ts.
Therefore by Prop. 2.1 we obtain

1 1 - po |0g)?
= d¢|2d +/ —wo(R — t3)]0 2det—|—/ ————————dxdt
/ wn(@loofdr + | SR~ 1)fBol e

R—(tg—t1) 2

1
< [ gu@loofar+ [ Pun(a)osdadt.
Zg 2 D
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Also by the standard energy estimate (corresponding to choosing w = 1 in Prop. 2.1])

to
‘/ F@tqﬁ dl’dt’ S / ||8t¢||L2(2R+<t7t2))||F||L2(2R+(t7t2))dt
D 4 t t

to 2

< C(16liacsgy + | WENaspecont)
The two inequalities combined give the estimate for the second term in the statement of the
Corollary, and the standard energy estimate the first term. O

In the following Corollary we distinguish between the exterior and interior, and introduce
the notation:

Zi:{(t,x)62t|l’|§t}, Zf:Zt\Z;,
D' ={(t,z) € D: |z| < t}, D¢ =D\ D"
Corollary 2.3. For any > 0 and v > —%, we have

5412
|8¢|2w1dx+ﬁ/ %dxdtjt I+ 2
D

- 1 )206|2dxdt
2 e (L [l i /D@-( )10 dz

+ sup 1002w dSdt < /

R'<RJcy, >

|06|*w? dx + 2/ Fopw?! dzdt
D

t2
where w! = (14 ¢-)"**, ¢_ := —min{q, 0}.
Proof. For p > 0 and v > —% let

w(g) = L4+ (1+]g))™, ¢>0,
1+ (14 g))"*™, ¢<0,

in which case

w/( ) _ _2/*1“(]' + |q|)_1—2ﬂ’ q> Oa
—(1+27)(1 +[g))*", g<O.

We obtain
1+ 2y = 0¢*1/2
do|*dx + 2¢|*w(q)dx + ——(1+ ¢ 278¢2d:£dt+/ ————————daxdt
[ JooPaa s [ ooPut@aes | =0 o0 Mesre
g/ w(q)|8¢|2dx+2/ \8¢\2dx+2/ Fu(q)dué dadt
=, DS D
which implies the statement of the Corollary. O

Remark 2.1. The choice of w(q) is inferred from the forward problem with the role of the
exterior ¢ > 0 and the interior ¢ < 0 interchanged [29].
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2.2 Conformal energy estimates from infinity

In this section we derive a “fractional Morawetz estimate” for the backward problem. This
estimate will not be applied to the solutions directly, but rather to a remainder ¢ after
subtraction of an approximate solution.

In this paper the following weighted generalized energy plays an important role:

96t ewti= 30, =) 2Ot sy, hENsZ1) (22

We obtain control of the solution in this norm using a “fractional Morawetz” estimate
from infinity. For any s > 1 these estimates will involve the following “conformal energy”
on Y,

BRO0) = 5 [ (01000 r0) P (b)) I+ t=r) 100, () 5
| (2.3)

and the corresponding flux through the cones Cy:

At ta) = / / D@ B + {1 - W) PaS(w)dr. (24)

We also denote by E*(t) = limp_, F5(t), and
Efylol(t) =Y E°[Z'9)(1)
1<k
Proposition 2.4 (Fractional Morawetz estimate from infinity). Let t; < to, then for s > 1
to
E5(t)Y? + sup Fi(ty, t2)V? < B3 (ty)Y? + / [(t +7) 0 (t, ) || 2 dt .
R t1

Moreover we have the interior estimate

to
B3ty (02 + Fiy(t, 1) S B (1) + / [(t + ) Oo(t, ')||L2 Chace t))dt
t1
and the exterior estimate
to
B itae o)V S Bt )12 By [ 1) B0 5 g

t1

Once one has obtained an estimate for the “conformal energy” this translates into a
statement for the norms (2.2). The proof of the following proposition is given at the end of
this section.

Proposition 2.5. Let limp o0 supgsp 7°7/%|¢| = 0. Then we have
1

1o, )ls—1 S MO )51 (2.5)
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ot M psr S B (), (2.6)

where

ot T 1 smr =
: 2 ’ % o (ro)?\ do
/RS<t+ r) <}(8t+ 0.)(ro) |+ |V(re)| ) + (=) (}(&f— ol 64 ( 7,)2) i:

Proposition 2.4 is central to this paper and follows — as we will now prove — from the
following generalisation of the classical conformal Morawetz estimate for the wave equation
on Minkowski space, which corresponds to the choice s = 1.

Proposition 2.6. Fors > 1 let E%,, and F}, be defined by 2.3), and 2.4) respectively. Then
fOT tl S tg

Bty (01) + Fip(t1, 12) = Ep(t2) / /R o X (0)00 — 10, QYo dudt (2.7)

where X = (t +7)25(0; + 0,) + (t —7)*(0; — 0,) and Q = ({t +r)>* — (t —1)**)/r.

For the proof, we consider a more general class of energy identities associated to the
following multipliers X, and functions f € C*(R):

X=L,+L_, Li=ftxr)(0,£0,), 0,=uw'0. (2.8)

The classical conformal Morawetz vectorfield corresponds to the choice f(v) = v?, while for
the fractional Morawetz estimates we will choose

Flv) = %(1 L2 a>2. (2.9)

For this section also see [31] where the forward version of the above theorem was proved.
Let T,3 be a energy momentum tensor for the linear wave equation,

1 v (o3 (0% Q,
Taﬁ = ¢a¢ﬁ - imaﬁmu ¢H¢V7 ¢a = 8a¢7 8aT = (D¢>¢Bu Ta =—-m B¢a¢ﬁv
where O = m*?9,0s. Then for any vector field X,
1
OaP = (0,1 %) X"+ iTaW%raﬁ, where B,=TosX? and FS7,g = 0, X5+ 05 Xa

Lemma 2.7. With X defined by (2.8) we have the identity

Dreo o (HEEDZTE)_ iy pie— ) ol -

flt+r)—=f(t—r)
2 T r

m* .y

14



Proof. With L = 0; + 0, and L = 0; — 0, we compute

g = f(t+7)(Oals + IpLa) = f'(t +7)(Lals + LyLa)
)0 = f(t —1)(0uLs + 9sL,) — f'(t —7)(LoLs + LsLa)

where we used that L, = —L®. Moreover, recall that m,g = — (LQL5+LOCL5)/2+7,%LQB, where
1™ patrs = (07 — wiw’)g;p; = |Yo|? is the angular gradient. Furthermore dyLg = d5Lg = 0

and 0;L; = Qjw; = (6;; — wiw;)/r = " /r. Hence O, Lg = maﬁ and

(E£) 7, r ,
e TR P ) s

Here

(maﬁ _ mag)To‘B _ =
It follows that

(L+)

(t+r)

TEET 20 w5 L

m* ¢,

,
which proves the lemma.
We can rewrite the identity of the previous Lemma as

—(X)WQBTO‘B: (=r0,0)|Vo|* — Qm¢,p,, where Q(t,r) = flttr) = ft=r)

2 T

and thus
0o P = (06) X ¢ — r(8,Q) Vo> — Qm!" ¢,0,,.

Moreover, observe that (12 = 0, and hence

0,7 = (2 + X0 06 + (1B, Q)|Vof, where By = Pat+ 966 — 56°00.

Also note that Xr = f(t +r) — f(t —r), hence (Q+ X0s)p = 17 X0 (r¢).

Let us summarize the divergence properties of the modified current P, as follows:

(2.10)

(2.11)

Lemma 2.8. Let the current P, be defined by ZI1), where X is chosen as in (Z.8), and Q

defined by (2.10), then we have
0°P, = r~' X (r¢)0¢ — 18,Q| Vol
Let us now turn to the flux terms
P0p =T(X,0,) + Q0,6 — %qs?atgz,

P,L* =T(X,L) + QéLp — %¢2LQ.

15



Lemma 2.9. Let C}; the outgoing null hypersurface from OZQ, truncated at t = ty, then for

any differentiable function f, we have with X, Q and P as defined above:
d
3 | [FE @) + 56 =)L) + (1 +) + =) P96 5

r?dwdw

+ [ [#eeneoy + pe— iy 5 -

2
~ -1
— / P -0 dx + / *P+ = / r(f(t —r)+ f(t+ 7"))¢2dw\t:t2,T:R+(t2_tl).
=8 ch 2 Jse

Proof. First 9; = (L + L)/2, and with X = f(t +r)L + f(t — r)L we have

T(X,L) = f(t+7)(Lo) + f(t = )|VoP

T(X,L) = f(t+7)|Fo + /(¢ — 1) (L9)°

T(X,00) = 5 /(4 (LG + 5 (Fe ) + (6 = ) IFOP + 3t =)L)
Secondly note that

flt+r) = flt—r) flt+r) flt=r)

&5(? - , L¢ - ”

fit+r)+ ft=r)

Q0,0 = Ly — 0y

Now on one hand

EELES L TP —5 [ 0+ £ r)adiduds
:%/ER [% (f/(t‘l'r)—f/(t—r))—l—f(t_l_r):;f(t_r)]gbzdx—% 21?,,(r(f(t+r)+f(t—r))¢2)dwdr

and on the other hand

fier) =S =)

0,§) =
,
Therefore
~ o 1 ;
1

= §/ER%[f(t+T)(TL¢)2 FfE—r)(rLp)? + (F(t+7) + f(t —1))r? Vo]

+2f (t+ r)roLe — 2f (t— r)roLo+ (F(t+7) + f(t — r))¢2] dz
1 1

=5 /ER = P+ 1) (Lo + )"+ f(t =) (Lo = 6)° + (F(t+ 1)+ F(t = 1)r*| Vo]

which proves the formula:

1

3 | FE @)+ 5 =) (Lo + (6 1)+ 10 =) PoF] 5

:/Efﬁ'atdx_l_%/ r(fE+r)+ ft—7r))d’dw. (2.12)

)N
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Regarding the null flux, we proceed similarly by writing

flt+r) ft+r)+ flt—r)

r

OLp = 2 Lé— Lo

and integrating by parts, on the null hypersurface Cr truncated by t = t,, and t = ¢4,

L[ f(20) + f(2u)

1 f(t+r)+f(t—r)L

-3/ . (¢2):—2 . 0y(¢?) r*dwdv
:_%/Szr(f(t—r)Jrf(tJrr))gbzdw :j%/%[f(t”);f(t_r)+2f(1;”)]¢2

where we denoted by 2u =t —r, 2v =t +r, hence L = 0,, and r = v — u. Since

_ 2f'(t+r)  flt+r)—flt=r1)

L) . -
we obtain
/C’;ﬁ :/Ujﬁ.L r?dwdv :/v1 2<f(t+r)(L¢)2+f(t—r)|y7¢‘2+2f(#)¢L¢+f(i:‘7’) 2>r2dwdv

1

_ §/S2r(f(t—r)+f<t+r>)¢2dw

v2

v1

which proves the identity:

v2

/vz [f(t+7‘)(L(r<Z>))2+f(t—r)r2|W¢|2]dwdv = /c*;ﬁ+%/s2r(f(t_r) +f(t+r))¢2dw

U1

v1

(2.13)
Adding the formulas (2.12) and ([2I3) we see that the boundary terms at 9X; exactly
cancel, and we obtain the statement of the Lemma. O

We can now prove the identity (2.7)).

Proof of Proposition[2.6. By Stokes theorem applied to the 1-form P on the domain D we

have .
~ 2 ~ ~ ~
/ P 0dx + / / 0“P,dxdt = / P -0dx + / *P.
=R 6 Juftery st Cr

A formula for the divergence of P is given in Lemma [Z8 Moreover the right hand side of
the above identity is computed in Lemma. 2.9 see also (2.12) for the flux term on the left
hand side, and note thus that the boundary terms at OZQ cancel.

If we set f(v) = (v)*, s > 1 as in ([29) with a = 2s the statement of the proposition
follows. O

To prove Proposition 2.4l we exploit that with our choice of f the “bulk” has the correct
sign for the backward problem.

17



Lemma 2.10. Suppose that f is a function such that
")+ f"(—v) >0, and f"(v) >0, for v>0. (2.14)

Then fort >0 andr >0

1(f(lﬁ+7“) —flt—=7) = (ft+r)+ ft—r)) <0. (2.15)

,
In particular, this condition (ZI4) is true for f(v) = (1 +v?)¥2, if a > 2.

Proof. We have

[T are

t—r —p

feen = gt-n= [ Fed=0-0fw)

and it follows that

%(f(t L) =) = (FE )+ =) = —%/t "o — 1) ") dv.

Integrating by parts once more we see that

t+r (U _ t)2 _ 7,2

o f"(v) dv.

1(f(t+r)—f(t—r))—(ff(t+r>+f/(t—r)):/t

r -

Since (v —t)? —r? <0, when t —r < v <t +r, (215) follows directly if £ > r. When ¢t < r
we divide the domain of integration up into two parts. In the region [r — ¢, ¢+ r] we use that
f"(v) >0 as before. In the region [t—r,r—t] we will use both inequalities in (2.14]). We have

r—=t(,_ 4\2__ .2 r—t(, 4\2_ .2 oy $)\2_ .2
/t_r (U Qti rf///(v) d’U — /0 (,U ;z /rf///('U) + ( v 2:) /rf///(_,U) dv

- [ ES ) + 50) - 2wy o <o

2r T

If f(v)=(14+v*)%%a then f'(v)=v(1+v*)¥?*! f(v)=(14+v*)Y> 4+ (1+ 0vH)¥?*20%(a — 2)
and f"(v) = (a — 2)3v(1 +v?)¥?724 (1 + v?)¥?73(a — 2)(a — 4)v°. Taking out a common
factor we get f”(v) = (a — 2)v(1 +v?)**73(3(1 + v*) + (a — 4)v?). Hence

() = (a—2)v(1 +v*)7*3((a — 1)v* +3) >0, if v>0 and a>2.

If f(—v)=f(v) then f"(—v)=—f"(v) so (ZI4) hold for f(v)=(1+v*)¥?/a, if a>2. 0O
Proof of Proposition[2.] Recall that we have chosen f(v) = (v)?*, s > 1 to obtain (2.7]).
Therefore by Lemma 210 (—70,€) < 0, and thus
t2
By ool + Filtnt) < Byt + [ [+ X(r0)Dodudr
t1 Zt

18



Moreover,

/Et %(X(T@)D(zﬁdx < </Zt<t + T>2S(L(T¢))2i—f)l/2||<t Y06 sy

dz\ V2
# ([ =2 @ea) S ) e - 1D6lhas < B0+ 1) Dolhorsy.

In Proposition we also control the zeroth order term which we obtain by a weighted
Hardy inequality.

Lemma 2.11. Let f > 0 be an even twice differentiable function on R, such that f'(v) >0
forv >0, and f*(v) < Cf"(v)f(v). Then

[t —r)ptde S / [f(t +7) (L(r¢)) + f(t—r) (L(rgb)) } + / |f|6? 72 dw.
= = TR
Proof. With ¢ = r¢ we have

f” r)¢*de = / 8 f(t —r)’drdw

R
/f” r)idr = — /fr[f(t—r)]zp?dr——f(t—mb? /f (t — 7)2dr

W i wdwft_wzdr

)|W*(R
By the assumption on f, namely f’(q)?/f(q) < Cf"(q), it follows that

<[f(t—R

[ 7= et <1t - R+ [t
and hence

mig 2 I 42,2 _ 2d_x
[enees [ ifietass [ i o0

By assumption f is even and increasing on R, , hence f(t+7) > f(t —r) and

%/Zﬁ[f(t—i—r)(L(r(é)) + f(t—r) L(r¢ / ft—7)(0:(r¢)) —x O

Lemma 2.12. We have
[t-re S s [ a-nrrgans [ -no002s
St r St St r
provided limp_, o SUPyxr (t — r)25re? = 0.
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Proof. We have ¢* = 2¢0,(r¢) — 0,(r¢?) and hence

R R .
/0<t—r>28¢2dr= / 2t — r)60.(ro) + (B,(t = 1Y*)rePdr — (¢ —r)*rg?[].

By assumption the boundary term vanishes, and after integrating over the sphere we obtain
by Cauchy-Schwarz that

| [a=raasar
/ / )" 6dS (w)dr) 12 / / ))2+<t—r>28_2(r¢)2d5(w)dr)1/2

where we used that |0, (t — r)?*| < 2s(t — r)?*~!. This proves the Lemma. O

Proof of Proposition[2.3. Thus to infer the estimate (26) when R — oo, it remains to
control the zeroth order term. Note that with our choice of f, f"(v) > 2s(v)?*72, and
|f(v)| < 2s{v)**~1. Hence by Lemma. 2.11]

o= s By + [ 6=t

oxF

Furthermore, in the limit R — oo, the boundary term vanishes by assumption, and by
Lemma 2.12]

/ (t — r)23¢2d—f < / (t —ry*2¢%dx + / (t — r>2s(0r(r¢))2—2.
oM r e oM r
Here the last term is also controlled by E3(t), as R — oo, as demonstrated in the last step
of the proof of Lemma 2.T1l This shows the first estimate of the Proposition.

Finally let us turn to the bound (2.5). The estimate is obviously true for |I| = 0. For
|I| =1 we have Z € {0, 0;, 2, S, Q; }. Since

(t+ 1), + 0,)(ro)|* + (t — )| (9, — 0,)(r¢)|” =
(at(m)) 2(0,(r¢))” + 2(tdy(rd) + r0,(r))* + 2(ros(re) + 10, (rg))”
and with S = t0; +r0,, S = r0; +t0,, and € > 0,

2 (56’ + %(ﬁ(ms))2 + 6%+ @%ﬁgﬁ >

r
14+ (B —eHt2—2tr+ (4 —e)r?
2

> 2(1 — 26)(59) + 2(1 — 2€)(S¢)? + ¢?

we can infer, with some € < 1/2, that
N2 > 25—2 a A 2 d
A e e O CON S
+ / (t —r)*—2 [(Sgb)z + (§¢)2 + qﬂ + (t 4 7)? 2 Z(Qijqa)de
RS

1<j
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and thus the inequality holds for time-translations, scalings, and rotations,

ot M v 2 D It =7)"(Ze) ()

Ze{0:,5,;}

Given that Z = 0, = (0;,0,)0, + Y,

[it=r@e)a s [ {007+ 7ol o
the estimate also holds for translations Z = 9;. Similarly we can express the boosts as
Qoi = t0; +2'0, = %(t@, + r8t> +tY; = x?lﬁ + tY;
and conclude in view of the above that the inequality also holds for Z = ;.

This proves (Z3)) for |I| = 1, and thus the Proposition. O

3 Decay estimates

In this section we prove a number of weighted Klainerman Sobolev inequalities which yield
pointwise estimates from bounds on generalised conformal energies.

3.1 Classical decay estimates

A standard application of the Klainerman Sobolev inequality is the improved pointwise
bound on the tangential derivatives to the outgoing cone.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose v(t,-) € C°(%;) such that v(t,x) — 0 as |z| — oco. Then

1
0| < X > 02| sy
~Y /2 t Y
(t+r)(t— =2
1 1
v < m ZH@Z |2 and |0v] < m ZH@Z vl -

[7]<2 |7]<3

Proof. The first is the standard Klainerman-Sobolev inequality. The second inequality then
follows from

lu(t, rw)| < / |0v(t, sw)|ds < Cg Z||aZIU||L2(Et)

[]<2

/OO ds
. (T4+t+s) 1+t —s|)/?

Cs
< (eSO Y 02"l -
1<

For the last recall that |Jv| gains a weight in ¢ + r in the sense that we have the pointwise
inequality |Ov| < (¢t +7)~! 2= |Z%v|. Since by the first inequality |Zv| < (t + r)|0v] <
(t —r)~Y2 = 0 as r — oo on each ¥, we can apply the second inequality also to Zv, and
conclude that

|Z1 v\ CCys
ov| <C < oz! . 0
| U| Iz:l t+ ’l" = t‘l‘ >3/2 |§<:3|| UHLZ(E:&
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When we construct a solution from data on X7, and take T" — oo, we cannot a priori
assume that the solution is compactly supported on all ;, t < T. A variant of the above
proof applies even if the solution is compactly supported only on 7.

Lemma 3.2. Let T > 0 and ¢ € C®(R3*™Y), and assume that ¢ is compactly supported on
Yo, while for allt < T

> 102 0lermy < €

Then for allt <T
C

{®)

Proof. We integrate from the point (¢,rw) along the outward directed line

sup [0¢] <
3¢

3
2

YA A=+ N (r+o0Mw)

for some ¢ > 1, until it hits ¢ = T'; then for || =1,

216t < 121616 - 0) + 02600l

%0 odX 1
< S (1+t)/2
= CCS/O (Tt QTN+ —t+ - De > “Sargr
and therefore 1710 1
— (%
< —F— < ' -
1<) Ty < COar T a T

3.2 Decay estimates from the conformal energy

Finally we show a weighted version of the Klainerman Sobolev inequality that is adapted to
the energy introduced in Section 2.2

Lemma 3.3. Let v(t,-) € C°(R?) such that |v(t,z)| — 0 as |z| — co. Then for s > 1
N LD DN [ B 2 B! I

Proof. The case s = 1 this is the standard Klainerman Sobolev inequality. For s > 1, let us

then apply this inequality to the function (t — 7)*~1v:

4+ r)t— )2t —r) o < Z 1Z7((t = 7)*~"0) (&, )2

[]<2

Since
Z(t =) < (s = D=2 =) S (=)

and hence |Z1(t —r)*=1 < (t —r)*7L, for |I] < 2, the statement of the Lemma follows. [
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3.3 Weighted interior decay estimates using energies on light cones
Another way to get improved interior decay from infinity is to use energies on light cones.
Lemma 3.4. Suppose that v = 0,v =0 when t = t5. Then

1/2
210 12 (1 )| < //82 (13 (=2 o) VdeHZ/E 02" v P dx )

|71<3

We first give the estimate at the origin. Once we have an estimate for v at the origin
we can integrate the derivative from the origin and estimate the derivative using a weighted
Klainerman Sobolev inequality as in [31] to get the better decay estimate everywhere in the
interior, which proves the above Lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that v = 0w =0 fort =1y, ty > q_. Then

A2 12l + g rw)| S 3 / / BT 'Ydet) (3.1)
r+q— 82 -

[11<2

1/2
0l (e, 0)] £ ( / / (BSol*+ (- r)?|00f?) w2dsdr) (3.2)
1/2
¢ [ o(r+q )| S Y / / (1027 (t—r)2\ZJDu\2)wldet> . (3.3)
J]<3
Proof. Since w” = (14 ¢_)'*27 on %, %, it is enough to prove it for v = —1/2. We will be
using the identity

b b
/ Oe(EV)[2dé + aV (a)? = / V|2 E2de + bV (b)?, (3.4)

obtained from expanding the derivative and integrating by parts. Applying this identity to
V(&) = v(§ +q-,&w), with b = t, — g_ where V vanishes and @ = r, and using Sobolev’s
inequality on the sphere gives

rsup v(r + q_,rw) <Z//2q}0§§2] (€4 q- fw‘&ngdS w),
S2

2
weS 171]<2

which proves ([B.1]). Let
V() 1= (0 + 0)(r0) (€ + 4, €w).

We will also be using
(26 + q)0:Vi (€) = (200, + 0,)(rSv) + (t = r)r(Qv — 172 A0) ) (€ + ¢-, &w),  (3.5)

which follows using the identity

(t + T)(at + ar)(at + ar)(rv) = (at + ar)((t + T)(at + ar)(rv)) - 2(81& + 8,,)(7’1))
= (0, +0y) (25 —2—(t—=7)(0 — 87’)) (rv) = 2(0: + 0, )(rSv) — (t —7)(0; +0,)(0; — 0;)(rv) .
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Let 1
o(t,r) = 47r/ v(t, rw) dS(w),

denote the spherical mean. We have
J— tZ_Q— J—
g 0) =7l 0) = To0) = [ oV e
0

Hence using (3.5) and the fact that the tangential Laplacian integrates to 0 over the sphere

d§
28+ q-

e, 0) = /Otz—Q/SZ (2(@ +0,)(rSv) + (t — r)rDv) (g-+ & Ew) dS(w)

Using Cauchy-Schwarz we get

C t2=q- 2 1/2
[v(g—,0)] < J?(/o /S2 ’(2(& + 9,)(rSv) + (t — r)rDv) (- +¢, 5&})’ dS(w)d£>

To deal with (0; + 0,)(rSv) we use the identity (3.4]). This proves (3:2]). The proof of (B.3)
is a variation of the above. We have

(8;+0,) (r'v) (g+r,rw) = / t2<_2q(8t+ar)(TSQIU)ﬂL(t_T)T(DQIU_T_QA“’QIU)) (4-+¢.8w) 2£df q-

Proceeding as above we get

sup | (9, + 0,) () (q—+ 7, rw)|

wes?

< CS( [ Tewsansomsierr@ara.00) w6 e acase)
<2 r

The first two terms are dealt with as above. To deal with last term we write

= kQZ —ikQ Qz
b = 0 — wi, = Lk = T o e

r t

to express the tangential Laplacian as follows:

—6Y (@)t Qo 090,02, _ 2w Qi 87

A = 7"_2Aw:5ij5i5j: ; = +75i90j-
Hence
Z// ((t = r)rB0) (- + & éw) | de dS(w
|1]<2
to—q—
<Z// \aZJ (q-+ &, Ew)|"€2dg dS(w) // | Z70(q_+ €, €w)|de dS(w).
|7]<3
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Here the second term is bounded by a constant times the first. In fact it follows from (B.4])

b b
/med§§4/|@VP€%44mdm?

We have hence proven that

sup |(9; + 8,) () (q-+ r,rw) | < Z // |8Z v+ (t—r)? |ZJDU|2) szlSdt)l/2

2
weS |7]<3

Then we use the mean value theorem to estimate v in terms of (9; 4+ 9,)(rv). 0O

4 Scattering and weighted energies for the homogeneous solution

In this section we want to solve the linear homogeneous wave equation [y = 0 from infinity

with “asymptotic data” given in the form
Fo(r—t Mye(r —t
r

r

P~

Here Fj is the Friedlander radiation field, and 1. is an ezxact solution picking up the “mass
term” in the exterior, where x.(s) = 1, for s > 2, and x.(s) = 0 for s < 1 is a smooth
function []

The main assumption is that for some 1/2 <y < 1:

FolBoye = 3 / 0 Fog.w) @) dS(W)dg < C (4.2)

|a|+k<N

which ensures suitable pointwise decay of the radiation field in ¢ = r — t. In fact, we have
Lemma [A.1] below. The main result of this section, yielding the existence of a scattering
solution with the prescribed radiation field, is Theorem [L.Il stated in the Introduction.
Here we will work with an approximate solution that goes one term further in the “asymp-
totic expansion”
wNEW;LM+E“ﬂ“”+wa (4.3)
in fact for this to be a “good approximation” we will require Fj to satisfy an ODE.
We will construct a scattering solution by considering a sequence of solutions 7 with
prescribed data when ¢ = T"induced by the following approzimate solution which is supported
in the wave zone, away from the origin,

Yo = FO(T_taw)X(qu)), (4.4)

r

where x is a smooth decreasing function such that x(s) = 1, when s < 1/8 and x(s) = 0,
when s > 1/4. More precisely, we set 1 = 11 + 1. + vy, where )y is the second order
approximation

F(r—t,w)

r2

Yor = Yo + Y1, Y1 = X(”;”) : (4.5)

1n particular, 1. is not supported in {r < 14t} N {t > 0}; see also Lemma [6.2] below.
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and vp satisfies Oup = —[bg; (as T — o0) and has trivial data at ¢ = 7. We then show
that as T' — oo, the limit 1) = limp_,,, 7 exists in the norms introduced in (2.2)).

Also let F/(q,w) = 0,F;(q,w) and

E'(r—t,w o
vi= (’l“l-i-i )X(<tr >)=Z:Ovl’ (4.6)

Lemma 4.1. Let Fy(q,w) satisfy ([@2). Then for N' < N —3

1Follvr oo = ) supsup |[((9)8,) 05 Fo(g,w)|(q)" < C. (4.7)

la|+k<n IER wes?

Proof. Consider the case N’ = 0. First we show that the there is a sequence ¢, — oo such
that 37, <y Js |05 Fol?(g), w)dS < C(gj)=*" — oo. Indeed, since (£.2)) holds with R replaced
by Irx = [qk, qx+1], Where gxi1 = 2qx, this follows from the mean value theorem. Then for
p = 27 — 1, using the Sobolev inequality on S2,

q;
LRSS / 10,08 Fyldq + ()2

laj<27 4
< » ST A VIR P
S(X @ t@aoiyda)’ (| wm)” S @7 1Bl
| <2 1
which proves the inequality because (p +1)/2 = 7. 0O

4.1 The asymptotics of the approximate solutions

Let us quantify the error by which the approximations vy and g fail to be solutions of the
homogeneous wave equation.

Lemma 4.2. We have

(t=r)
|ZID(wo)I,€M > (@) 05 Fo(q.w))|, (4.8)

3
<t + ’l“> k+|a| <2+ (1)

(t=r)
| Z(O(tho + 1) — (Dutho/r? — 201 /r))| < X5) > (0)"'|((0)0y) 0 Fi(q,w)| -

t+r)4
{ ) || -+k<2+1],i=0,1

Proof. Consider first the case |I| = 0. We have

1 - 2 =T -
Lo = FAWFO(T — t,w)x(<t >) — ;FO/(T - t,w)X’(—<t >)—<t )

r r r2
1

- LR =)0 - o) (v (152) 452),
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where F{(¢,w) = 0,Fo(q,w). Recall that 1y is supported in (¢t —r) < /4, hence t ~ r in the
support of the r.h.s above, and the first estimate follows. Moreover

Do+ 1) = 5 AR — ) (52) x(15)

2F) _tv —r —r F _tu / - —r
_ o(r W)X/((t >)<t ) O(TT W)(ar_gt)<x(<t >)<t >)

2F(r — t,w)
_ 5

r r2 r r?

,

ANF(r—tw . 2F/(r —t, N (t—r
" 1(7"4 )X(<tr >)_ [ (r W)X/(<tr >)(tr3>

r r
Fi(r — t,w —r —r -r
——1( , )(ar’_at)<xl((tr >)<tr3>+X((tr >)Ti2>
and note A Fr_ o
Do /r* = 20 fr = =22 Ay (150 (4.9)

Since (1 — t) ~ (¢t + r) in the support of x'((t —r)/r) the second estimate follows.
The general case |I| > 1 is straightforward. To prove for example (Z.8) in the case |I| = 1,
observe first that for Z = Q) = 2'0; — 270; we have

QijyFolq,w) = w50 Fy — W If O Fy, | Fo(q,w)] < |0 Fol
where IT} = 65 — w'w’, and w = z/|z]; c.f. [6.6). Moreover, for Z = S = t0, 4 rd, we have
SEy(r—t,w) = (r—1t)0,Fo(r —t,w), |SFy| < {(q)0,Fp.
The estimate then follows from the formula above for [lyy. O
To get a second order approximation for the homogeneous equation we choose Fj so that
2F/(q,w)= N, Fy(q,w), Fi(0,w)=0. (4.10)
In particular, this ODE allows us to estimate F} in terms of Fj:

Lemma 4.3. Suppose Fy satisfies ([@I0), with || Follny-1/2 + [[FollNee,y < 00, for some
N>2 and1/2 <~ < 1. Then

[Pl v—2y-3/2 S [ Follvy-1/2,  and || Fil[N—2,007-1 S |1 Fol V00

P’I"OOf. We first show HF1||07’Y—3/2 SJ ||F0H2,’Y—1/2' For ¢ > 0 > g set

s = [ [ wtadag

then 0 < —f"(q) = ()7, f'(q) S (@)%, f@) S (@, and f'(9)* S (=f"(2))f(q)- We

write

a1 L a1
/ / F2(g,)(~ ) @)asdg = — [ fFzas|” 42 / PR FlASdq
0 S2 S2 0

SZ
and note that
q1
0< / f'Fde’ S 1 Foll2,00 < 00
S2 0
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because F7(0) = 0 and

q
Fi(g)] < / R Fyldg < | Follzsen (@)
0

This also shows that || F}|ocor—1 S || F0ll2,00,4- Moreover

q1 q1 q1
/ f'FlF{deqs\// / FE(—f”)deq\/ | rerasa
0 S2 0 S2 0 S2

and therefore
/ / F2(q,w){(g)>3dSdq < / / F*(g)»~1dSdq
S2 S2

as desired. Similarly for ¢; < 0. O

In view of the energy estimates in Section 2.2 we need to control (g + ¢1) with the
relevant weights in L2. Here the choice ({.I0) is essential.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose Iy satisfies [A10), with || Fo||nqy—1/2 < 00, for some N > 4, 1/2 <
v < 1. Then we have, for all s >0, |I| < N — 4,

| Follatiry—1/2

1t +7)°O(Z" (o + 1))t )2 S W

Proof. Recall that by (£9) with our choice of Fy, A /r?—21; /r = 0. Hence by Lemma[4.2]
we have

1t +7)°Z"0(wbo + 1) (¢, )72 S /(H'T)z ((t(+r>z)

Y (<q>2\(< 0)0,) 0% Fo(q,w)[* + |({0)0,) 2 Fi (g, )\2)01;1;.

o +E[<2+[I]

Moreover, in polar coordinates,

I+ 280+l 5 [ [ T ()
Y <(q27_1} (00, 0 Fola, )| + (@)% ({0)0,) 0 Fi(g,)[" ) dS (w)dr

|| +k|<2+]1|
and we have by Lemma A3}

eI o o NFollynyape | B gn, e o IFolin, e
[t +7) (Yo + 1) () I72 ()3+2r-2s (f)3+m=2s > ()32

Below we will also need an estimate on the conformal flux of the approximate solutions.

Lemma 4.5. For all s <y +1/2, 1/2 <~ < 1, we have the following estimate for k > 1,
provided Fy satisfies (EI0):
By [o + 1)) SNFol3ikqmre Ejgonltel M

Proof. We prove the case k = 1. First we check, usmg Lemmal6.2] that F*[¢] < || Fol)? 1/
and similarly, by Lemma A3 E*[1)] < ”FlHM 32 S ||F0||3n—1/2‘ Also E*[¢.] < M2 O
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4.2 Energy bounds for the linear homogeneous scattering problem

Let us prove an energy bound using the second order asymptotics (4.3]). Here we always
assume that Fy satisfies (L.I0).
A sequence of linear solutions yr = 0, with ¥ = vy + 11 + . is obtained if we set

Do = —0O(tho + ¢1).
Recall that (i, = 0. However, in view of Lemma [5.4] we set
Dor = =x(¢/T)0(%o + ¢1). (4.11)
and assume that vy has trivial initial data at t =T

Proposition 4.6. Let vy be a solution to (A.I1)) with trivial data att =T, and || Fy||ny-1/2 <
oo for some N > 6, and 1/2 <~y < 1. Then for all0 <t < T,

| Follatir 12

10(Z vr) ()12 S T (I| < N —4)
I | Foll6-+(71,7—1/2
| Z or(t, 2)| S ETATLES (1| < N —6)

where the constants are independent of T'. Moreover for ¥r = vy + g1 + Y. we have

10(Z" ) (¢, ez S 1Follaing-1s2-

In the following we will use the standard notation ||v(¢,-)||2 = [[v(t,-)||2 = [|v]|L2(x,) for
the L? norm.

Proof. Since vy satisfies ({.I1]) and has vanishing data at ¢t = T, the standard energy estimate
implies

g | Folla5-1/2
Jowrt. )l 5 [ IBere,llade S i,

where in the last step we have applied Lemma [4.4] with s = 0, and |I| = 0.
In view of Lemma [5.4] the boundary terms at ¢ = T also vanish for the higher order
energy estimates:

T
02" vr(t, S [ 102" une. )
t

Moreover by Lemma [5.3]

I0Z"%r |2y S D 112700 llz2s,)
|JI<|1|

where we have used that 1, is supported in the wave zone. Hence in view of Lemma [4.4],

| Follatir14-1/2

lo(Z vr)(t, )2 < (11725
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Moreover by Lemma [3.1]

1 [ Foll6+1r15-1/2
|ZMvr(t )l S s 10(Z7vr)ll 225 S : :
(t+r)t/? J|<22;z B )21

To obtain the bound on 7, we can apply the same argument to vy + 11 + 1. in place of
vr. The energy of the approximate solutions on ¢t = T" does not vanish, but are estimated in
Lemma [4.7] below. H

Lemma 4.7. The approximate solutions have finite energy,

10Z" (o + 1 + ¥e) | 2¢20) S N Follsiry—1/2 + M

Proof. We show the case |I| = 0. Given 1)y we can easily compute Lig, Itby, and Yibg, and
find that

|0¢0||2 // [2/;0 L@Do) +|V¢0|2)7’2d7’d5
/ /S 0,502 Fol?(q) dgdS S IIFo]2

k+|a\<1
and similarly for ¢y, |01 S ||Filli—2 S || Folls,—1, and finally also ||0.|| S M. O

Remark 4.1. Note that there is a loss of derivatives in Prop.[{.6: To show that the solution
has finite energy at t = 0, we need several derivatives of Fy in L.

For the homogeneous wave equation, in Sobolev spaces without weights — namely in the
case v = 1/2 — it is known that this loss of derivatives can be avoided. In fact, Friedlander
proved in [18] that the map Z which associates to initial data (Yo, Y1) for the wave equation
the function

[, 90))(g,0) = lim (rO)(r — g, )

where ¢ is the solution to (LI)) with ¥(0,-) = 1o, 0:0(0, ) = 1)1, is a bijective isometry from
energy space H = H'(R?) x L*(R?) to L*(R x S?).

In particular, it is shown in [I8] (Lemma 8.12) that given F}(q,w) € CP(R x S?) of
compact support in q, there exists a unique solution ¢ € C®(R3) to (L)) with radiation
field Fy(q,w fq (F{) (¢, w)dq’, and moreover

IV (0, ) lz2g@s) + 1000(0, )l 2esy = [[Foll2exs2) -
Furthermore there there exists a map . : L*(R x §?) — H such that Z o # is the identity
on L*(R x S§?), and % o X is the identity on H.
4.3 Weighted conformal energy bounds for the homogenous scattering

problem

As in the previous section we consider a sequence ¥ = v+ (1 + 11), where vr is a solution
to the equation

Dor = —X(t/T)D(do + 1) (4.12)

30



with trivial data on ¢t = T, which yields a solution ¢ = limp_, ¥r to the homogeneous
equation [l = 0, as shown in Section (4.4l

Instead of using the standard energy estimate, we now apply the results of Section
and derive weighted energy bounds using the second order asymptotics of Section .1l

Proposition 4.8. Suppose vr is a solution to ([AI2)) with trivial initial data att =T. As
above 1y + 1y is an approzimate solution of the form (AH), where Fy satisfies (£10), and
| Fol|ny—1/2 < 00, for some N > 5. If 1 < s <~y +1/2, then for all 0 <t < T, uniformly in
T >0,

102t ) k-1 S 1F0lls+ky-1/2 5 (4.13)
| Fol|345.-1/2
Jor(t, ks—1 S <t>1/—2+1_s/ ;

for all k < N — 3, and for |I| < N =5,

| Foll5+11,y-1/2
(4 ) (t—r)p-172
| F0l|5+(717-1/2
<t + ’/’) <t>1/2+'y—s<t _ 7’)5_1/2 ’

|2 (t,2)| + 12" (dho + ) (8, 2)| <

|2 (t,2)] S

Proof. First recall Proposition 2.5, which gives us a bound on

oz (t, Mis—1 S Efpy)[or]"?

in terms of the higher order conformal energies. Now by Proposition 2.4 we have for s > 1,

T
Ef yylvr]'(8) S By lor] (T + ) / [t +r)*0(Z or) (¢, ) || 24t
1]<k—1""

Note here also that for any fixed ¢ the boundary condition in Prop. 2.4] is verified: Since
Ovr = 0 when r > 2t, and since we pose vanishing data for v at t = T it follows by
finite speed of propagation that the solution v vanishes when r > 27 + (T' — t). Similarly
O(Z'vp) = 0 when r > 2t, and it follows from Lemma [5.4] that the initial data for Z1vp
vanishes for r > 2t, on ¢t = T. Furthermore by Lemma [£.4] we have

’ s I 4 ||F0H4+k—1,'y—1/2
> [t 4+ 7)°0(Z or) (8, ) || p2dt < Ol dt
t t

1I|<k—1 (4.14)

1Follsskn-172 .
5 MT‘F:YY_S/’ lf s < 7+ ]./2

With regard to the exponent we have 3/2 4+ v — s < 2 because v < 1, and for this estimate
s > 0. However, for the integral to be finite we need 3/2+~ — s > 1, which gives the stated
restriction s < 1/2+ . For the conformal Morawetz estimate above we required s > 1, and
thus all conditions can be verified in view of v > 1/2.
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Let us return to the boundary term at ¢ = T" above. From the definition (2.3)) it follows,
c.f. also Lemma 212 that E[vr|(T) < [(t + r)?*|0v|*dx|i—r, and hence by Lemma [5.74]
EG [vp](T) = 0. Therefore we have shown (4.13), and the pointwise bound for vy follows
from Lemma 3.3}

_ p\s=1/2) 71 < _ As—1r2J )
(¢4 )=y Z o S50 G =T 2 e ) e

We can also apply Prop. directly to the function g + 11, and obtain in view of
Lemma [4.5]

(0 +21)(t o1 S Biomny [0 +91]72(t) S | Folla4n-1/2
and we infer the pointwise bound again by Lemma [3.3] O

4.4 Existence and uniqueness of the limit as 7" tends to infinity

Let us discuss the proof that the sequence ¥ constructed in Section 4.3 converges as T" — oo.
Let Ty > T; and for ¢ = 1,2 let ¢; = 1, = o1 + Ve + v7,, Where v; = vp, solves (L12) with
vanishing data at ¢t = T}, for ¢ = 1,2. We need to show that the difference v = vy — vy tend
to 0 as T > T} — oo in the norms we used above. Since

Ov = (x(t/T1) — x(t/T2)) Oipoy
and v = vy at T} we have for ¢t < T}, with a constant independent of T,
T1
[v(t, ks S Byl (1) + Y / 1t + 7)°0Z 4oy || dt
1|<k—17T1/8

and that this tends to zero as T} — oo is precisely what we have proven above.
For uniqueness of the limit, assume Fy = 0. Then by @I3), |[r(t, ) |lks—1 S | Follstrr—1/2 =
0, and so

[0t ks < (@) = Yr(E)lks—1 =0 (T 00).
5 The classical null condition model
The first nonlinear model is an equation satisfying the classical null condition
06 = Q(96,06) (5.1)
for which we give asymptotic data in the form of a solution to the homogeneous equation:
¢~ g, where Lgpy = 0.

In other words, for a given linear solution ¢q we will find a solution to (B.I]) with the
same asymptotics. To do this we take ¢ to be of the form ¢ = ¢y + v where the difference
v = ¢ — @q satisfies

v = Q(O(v + ¢0), (v + ¢p)) = Q(Jv, dv) + Q(Jv, D) + Q(Idg, Iv) + Q(Idg, Dy) -
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We then consider a sequence of solutions vy corresponding to trivial data for v att =T,
of the equation

Do = x(t/T)Q(0(do + vr), d(¢o + vr)) (5.2)

where x is a smooth decreasing cutoff function sich that x(s) = 1 for 0 < s < 1/8 and
X(s) =0 for s > 1/4, and we obtain the solution ¢ as the limit of ¢r = ¢g + vy as T — oo.

Proposition 5.1. Let € > 0, and ¢g be a solution to the homogeneous equation gy = 0
with compact support at t =0, such that for k =17,

Dk = Z‘I‘<k||azl¢0||L2(R3) < €.

Then for sufficiently small € > 0, and any 0 < pu < 1/2 — ¢, there exists a unique solution ¢
to (B1) of the form ¢ = ¢g + v where
€

Y0z u(t, lems) S G (t=0).

1]<5

First note that the higher order equations for vy are

OZ'r = Y 27 (x(%))Fx (5.3)
[T+ K<)

where ¢/ are constants and Fx = ZXQ(0¢r, Opr) satisfies the following property:

Lemma 5.2.

Fl s Y (10270rl (1025 vr| + (025 60]) + 027 60| (192" g0 + 92" vr]) ).
KIS

Proof. This follows from standard properties of null forms, namely that if @ is a null from
then ZQ(9¢, 0v) = Q(0Z¢,dv) +Q(0¢, 0Zv) + Q(Ip, dv) where Q is another null form, and
that for all null forms we have the pointwise bound: |Q(9¢,0v)| < |0¢||0v| + |0¢||0v]. O

Moreover since we take ¢y to be compactly supported on ¢t = 0, F vanishes for || = T.
Thus in the support of the right hand side of (5.3]) the Z-derivatives of the cutoff are bounded:

Lemma 5.3. For |z| ST,
1Z'x($)] £ x(57) -

Proof. The only vectorfields for which Zx(¢/T) does not vanish are scalings, boosts, and
time translations. For Z = td; + 2'0; we have Zx = (t/T)X’, and for Z = z'0; + t0;,
Zx = (2'/T)x/, and in general |Zx| <1 for (t + |z|)/T < 1. Note that x(¢/2T) = 1 in the
support of x*)(¢/T).

U

The reason we have introduced the cutoff is to ensure that not only vy but also ZZvy has
trivial data at t = T'. To see this we estimate the boundary terms pointwise using that vy
satisfies an equation:
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Lemma 5.4. Let vy satisfy the equation —Cvr = g and have trivial initial data on t =T
Then
|0(Zvr)| S (t+1)]g] cont=T.

Moreover if g vanishes identically for t > T/2, the (Z'vr) =0 for all [I| >0 att =T.
Proof. Let us first consider the more general situation:
—Uu = fy
uler = fo  Owuli=r = fi
We compute 0(Zu) at t = T for all vectorfields Z = 0, 0;, 5, Qo;, S:

&g(atU) =—[u + Au = f2 + Afo
ai(atu) =0; 1

Here and below we use the equation satisfied by u to eliminate second time derivatives of w.
For all tangential derivatives to ¢t = T" we use that u = fy and dyu = f; are known on t =T.

at(Qiju) :Qijfl
Ok (Qy5u) :5liajf0 + 07.0: fo + 0k fo

Moreover

O (Qoju) =0, fo +t0; f1 + 27 (f + Afo)
0;(Qoju) =t0;0; fo + 8! f1 + 270, fy

and

0i(Su) =fr +t(fo + Afo) +270; /1
0,(Su) :t&fl + &fo + :L"jﬁj@,-fo

We can apply this formula to vz which corresponds to the case fy = fi =0, and f; = g.
This immediately yields for some constants cga:

and in particular
0(Zv)| < (t+1)lgl-

Now consider the case that g = 0 vanishes identically for ¢ > T'/2. Then by the commu-
tation properties of the vectorfields O0Z7vy = 0 at t = T for all |I| > 1, and we can apply
the above to u = Z'vy and proceed by induction on |I| = k > 1 to show u has trivial initial
data at t = T. Indeed if u = Z1vy has trivial data at t = T for |I| = k, then since Ou = 0
the above implies d(Zu) = 0 at ¢t = T hence Z'vr has trivial data for |I| = k + 1.

0
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We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Proposition[5.1. We set
ér = ¢o + vr

where ¢g is a given linear solution and vr is a solution to (5.2)) with trivial data at t = T.
Therefore by Corollary applied to ¢g, we have that for all t < T,

VAN 12
> 102" dollizmy + D / / 1|+ 7l 2|+2udtd$> < 1102 ¢ollz(er)

|11<5 |[11<5 [11<5

and similarly applied vy we have, for any u > 0,

‘aZIUTP 1/2
< O(Znaz rliss + 3 [ 107l

[11<5 111<5

The boundary term for Z/vy at t = T vanishes by Lemma [5.4

For the estimate of the bulk term note that the right hand side of (53] is compactly
supported: Since the initial data for ¢q is compactly supported at t = 0, the support of
¢o is contained in |r| 2 t. Moreover vy has trivial data at ¢ = T, hence vy satisfies
|Ovr| < |Q(Ovr, Ovr)| for |z| 2 T and thus vanishes for |z| 2 27, for all 0 < t < T.
Therefore by Lemma [5.3] we have

I0Z%vr(t, )2 S D I1Fk(t, )2

[KI<|1]

which we will estimate below using Lemma

Bootstrap assumption: Now assume that for some 6 > 0,

|0ZIUT|2 1/2 g
Szt + ([ [ Sdrmae) g o

[11<5 |11<5

This is evidently true at ¢ = T where the left hand side vanishes. We will show that (&)
holds for all 0 <t < T, provided 0 < § < 1/2 — u, and ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small. In the
remainder of the proof we will drop the subscript in vy for ease of notation.

From the Klainerman-Sobolev inequality it then follows that

eCy
(t—r)t/? Z 02| < ——2—
2 (t ) 1)
and by Lemma 3.2]
Cge
D 102" < s

171<1
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Spacetime terms: Consider the first string of terms for F; in Lemma 5.2

> 0z70)|0Z%v]l2sy < Y N0Z7010Z% 0|2y + > 1102701025 ]| 2(s,)-

T+ K|<5 |7 <8,[K|<5 |7 <5, K|<1

We will estimate these terms given the improved decay rates of Jv, over dv, first in the L,
then in the L%-sense, as expressed in Corollary and Lemma above.
Firstly, using the L* estimate,

3 / 110Z1][B270] |yt < 3 / 1827 ] e |02 0] 25,1

11]<5,]71<1 11|<5,|J|<1

= Z/ {t") 3/2+5||0Z U||L2(Et’)dt < Cse /t (t/>3/2+25dt = (t)1/2+26°

|11<5

Secondly, using the L? estimate,

_ 1/2
/|||azfv||asz|||L2 ' <y / |8Zlv|2|8ZJv|2dx) dt’
|1]<3,]J|<5 |1]<3,]J|<5
1027 v]|? 2
< sup 1—|— (|| — ))1/2+“|8ZIU|] (/ dx) dt
P o T T~
T a7J,,2
0Z"v| 1/2
< ( / sup(1+ (|z VE 9z )] dt’ / / | dxdt’)
21, bup (el =) 102"] |Z o (L Jfe] 0

2:Cg (/ 1 dt’) /2 € < 2 e2Cyq
=i \), @Eem (00 = /(1 + 20 — 2p0) () /220

Now we proceed similarly for the other terms in F;. Indeed, for the purely linear terms,
the above estimates formally apply if we replace v by ¢y, and set 6 = 0. This yields:

C
/t D 102 60l102 ol dt < vy D 102" dollace,y,

[1|+]J]<5 |1|1<5
Similarly,
eCg
3 / 102" 6ol D2l izt < 75 D102 buls,
\T|+]J|<5 11|<5
and
eCg
) / 10241152 ol < iy S 102"l
|+IJ1<5 |7]1<5

In conclusion,

cc 2
S [ Wit < oo (s Y 10 e (54)

11|<5 11|<5
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Therefore, we have shown that

‘aZIUT|2 1/2
Stozterluy + ([ [ e e)

[11<5 [11<5

ccC
S Z/ [ F7|| 22 (mpdt < <>1/2s“< + ZH@Z ¢0||L2(2T) )

|11<5 [11<5

which recovers the bootstrap assumption (&), provided 0 < § < 1/2 — p, and

€ 2
CCS(W + Z ’|8ZI¢0’|L2(ET)> S 400582 <eg,
171<5

which can be achieved by choosing ¢ < (4CCg)™?

Existence and uniqueness of the limit: To define v = limy_,, v consider two solutions
v; = vy, to (B2) with trivial data at ¢t = T, ¢ = 1,2, T > T;. The difference w = vy — vy
satisfies the equation

Ow = x(t/T1) (Q(I¢o, dw)+Q(Iw, D)) +(x(t/To) —x(t/T1)) Q((po+0v2), (do+v2)) (5.5)
We have by the energy estimate that for ¢t < 77,

T
[Ow(t,)]l2 < ||(9w(T17)||2+/ 1Bw(t, -)[|2dt’
t

and since v; has trivial data at ¢t = T}, we have precisely shown above that
18w (Ty, )| = |0vs(Th, - o S DE(Ty) /24

Now consider the second term in the estimate for |[Ow(t,-)||, namely the integral of
|Tw(t,-)||. For the first term in (55) we use the pointwise decay of the linear solution,
|0¢o| < Do(t)™! to infer that

T T D5
/ IX(#/T2) (@00, 0w) + Q(Dw, do) ot < / Ds \dw(t, )2t

{t')
The second term in (5.5) is only supported when ¢ > 7 /8 (and ¢t < T5/4) and thus using
the spacetime estimate established in (£.4]), which holds for v,:

T
/ 1Q(D(do + v2), D(do + v2))||2dt’ < D2(Ty)~1/2H#
T1/8
Similarly, for the higher orders

0Z'w = Z il 27 (x(t)T1)) 25 (Q(¢y, Ow) + Q(dw, D))

[+ K|<[1]

+ 3 HZ (X Te) = X(H/T1)) Z5QO( b0 + v2), (o + v2))

|+ K[<|{]
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we note that in the first term the vectorfields falling on the cutoff do not produce any weights
by Lemma [5.3], and we take the linear solution in L>, |0Z1¢y| < Dy, for |I| < 5. Moreover
the second term is only supported for ¢ > T} /8, and controlled in L} L2 by (5.4) up to |I] < 5.
Finally by Lemma 5.4 we have ||0Z1w(Ty,)|| = ||0Z1vo(Th, )| < DHT)~Y2+n,

In the above estimates the constants are independent of 77, and T5. In view of the small
data assumption D7 < & < 1 we have therefore shown that E(t) = > <5 10Z1w(t, )2
satisfies

T
E(t) < e(Ty)~V/* +/ SE(rdr (t<T),
. T
and thus we conclude by Gronwall’s inequality that
E(t) < (Ty/t)fe(T) V1 5 0as Ty —» oo if e +p < 1/2.

Morover the limit is unique, for if ¢g = 0 then by &) ||0Zvr(t,-)||2 = 0, so [|0Z1¢(t, )| <
1027 (¢ — 1) (t,)||2 = 0 as T — oo, for all |I| < 5. 0

6 The classical null condition model revisited

In Section Bl we considered a scalar equation satisfying the classical null condition. We now
revisit the null condition model using the approximate solutions introduced in Section [ for
the following system:

Oy = Q(9, 99) (6.1a)
O¢ = Q(, 99) (6.1b)

The main result of this Section is the following more refined version of Theorem [I.2] stated
in the Introduction:

Proposition 6.1. Let Fy(q,w), Go(q,w), and M, N > 0 be given such that for some n > 5,
k>0,1/2<~vy<1,and0<e<1/2+7,

Dy = [[Follntk+15-172 + M + [|Gollntks1y-12 + N <€

Then for e > 0 sufficiently small there exists a unique solution (¥ = p1e + v, ¢ = ¢o1e + )
of the system (1)) for t > 0, where o1, and ¢o1. are second order approximate solutions
associated to the radiation fields Fy, Gy, and masses M, N. In fact, Yo1e, Pore are given
by (64) and ([G35), where Fy, and Gy satisfy the equations (612a)), (6.12DL), respectively.
Moreover, u, v satisfy

€

10Z%u(t, )| + 102 u(t, )| S o (I < k) (6.2)
ot Moo+t Moo S s O<s<1/247) (63
and in particular for k > 1,
1Z00| + | 27| < m (I|<k-1).

As in Sections [ [ we construct the scattering solutions as limit of a sequence (i =
Yo1e + U1, O = Po1e + ur) as T — oo, where (¢, ¢r) are solutions to the system (G.II) with
trivial initial data for vy, and up, at t =1T.
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6.1 Asymptotics for derivatives and the exterior mass term

Given a solution 1 to the linear equation (i) = 0, the derivatives 0;1, 0;1) are themselves
solutions of the wave equation and have a radiation field. The asymptotics of the time
derivative are, c.f. (&),

at¢ - _FO(T’;t,W)

—¢é= Qﬁé:MX/e(T—t)/T,
where Fj(q,w) = 0,Fo(q,w), and x.(s) is supported only for 1 < s < 2. The corresponding
formula to the next order, c.f. (LX), is
8151/} ~ _Fé(r—t,w)_ Fi’(r—t,w) . ¢é
r

r2

This already motivates the definition of the following approximate solutions; recall here
also the form of the linear expansions (4.4), (4.3):

Yoe = Yo + Ye, Ve 1= V) + UL, (6.4)
Yote 1= Yo + 1 + Y, Yore = Yo + ¢y + ¢,

where as in (L) above, we define

F/(r—t,w) —r
W = mEe Y (£12) (6.5)

and x is a smooth function such that x(s) =1 for s < 1/8, and x(s) =0 for s > 1/4, as in
Section 4l Note these expressions include the mass term in the exterior v,.

The formulas for the asymptotics of the spatial derivatives are slightly more involved but
are obtained simply by differentiating (4.3)):

Fi(r—t FE(r—t,w)—Fy(r—t 2k (r—t e\
aﬂb’\/( O(T >w)+ 1(’/“ aw) . O(T aw)_ 1(T3 >w)+wé_¢_>wz
T T rs /o
4 awiFQ(’l;—t,W)_'_ 8W¢F1(7;—t,w)’
r r
where F/(q,w) = 0,F;(q,w), 0 F(q,w) = (6] — w'w’)d,, F(q,w), and we used that
) 0 — Wl
0,(F(g.)) = 8y (F(t e /[a])) = ~Fl.)e + " (@, F)(g.u):  (66)

note in particular that Q;F(q,w) = w0 F — w0, F.
For simplicity in notation we will denote 0, simply by 0,,;. Moreover

0.3 %oe = O.uio, Ouithore = Opitbor = Ouitho + Ouin, (6.7)
and we summarize our choice for the approximate solutions for the derivatives in
¢616,0 = —%167 wé}le,i = Wiwéne - Wi(¢0e+ 2¢n1) /1 + Oithor /7. (6.8)

In this section we will frequently use that the following comparisons hold in the support
of the cut-off functions:
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Lemma 6.2. In the support of x({t —r)/r) it holds r=' < (t —r)7%, and r~' < {(t+7)7!
Moreover in the support of X' ({t — r)/r) we have in addition that r < (t —r). Finally, in
the support of x.(r —t) we have r=' < (t + 7y~ < (t — )71, and the support of X.(r —t) is
contained in the support of x({t —r)/r) fort 2 1.

Lemma 6.3. We have

0wt — e S LEEN (o) Rot) + [Frla, ) (69)
a'P0le Ole, | ~ <t—|—7”>3 q o\q,w 1.q,w . .
Moreover
{t—=r)
el < 25 )i{ > <Q>_i|((Q>8q)k35Fi(q,W)|+M]
e | 2
|B]+k<1
and (<t >)
I 1)) |
oz £ g | T o REGa ] e
|B]+E<1+|I|

Proof. We have

Fo(r— Fi(r— t—r t—r
0yt + s+ 100) =~ + 0} )+ (), FOZLON ey s

fra2 r ryr °

The bound (6.9)) in the case a = 0 then follows from Lemmal[6.2l Similarly, forav =7 =1,2,3,

Fo(r—t,w) HK(r—t,w N () ()2
@wme—%le,i:—( o )+ i ( ))X/(<tr>)<t )+ (t—7)

w .
r 72 (t—r)r?

For the second estimate recall the support of the cutoff functions from Lemma We
have

"I M
|7/’01eo| = [to1e] S X ><|F/| + {(q >_1|F1’|> + ()Xl -

(r+t){q
x| \Fo|+<q>_1|l”’1|+|3wiFo\+<(1>‘1\(9UJ2'F1|jL el M
(t+r) (q) (t+7)(q)

For the higher order version note in particular that

(r+

—~
~

|,l7b616,7;| S |'l/)(l)le| +

ZE(r—tw)|S Y (00 03F].

k+|al=1
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6.2 Estimates for bilinear forms of the approximate solution

Consider approximate solutions g, = g + Y1 + Ve, and ¢g1e = Qo + 1 + @e, associated to
the radiation fields F;, and G;, and mass M, and N, respectively; c.f. (64]). Recall also the
norms ({2), ([£71) on the radiation fields introduced in Section [l

Lemma 6.4. Let B be a bilinear form. Then

H <t + T>S‘B(a¢o1e, 8¢016) - B(wélev (béle)‘(tv ')HLZ(Et) 5
1 1
S > (||F;'||0,—1/2—i(||Gj||1,oo7—j +N) + (1l 100, + M)||Gj||o,—1/2—j) :

1,7=0

Proof. Since B is bilinear, B(&, () = B*P¢,(s for some coefficients B*?| we have

B(a¢01ea agbOle) - B(,lvbélw ¢0/15) = Baﬁ (aocw01eaﬁ¢01e - ,lvb(/)le,agbz)le,ﬁ)
S |Baﬁ‘ ‘&ﬂbom - w(/)le,a}‘85¢016| + |Baﬁ‘ ‘wéle,a‘ ‘aﬁ¢016 - ¢616,B‘
and thus the following inequality follows from Lemma

| B(9o1e, Odore) — B(We, dore)| S }X >} [Z |E|’(Z|Gj‘+|8“Gj|+<Q>|Gjl|+N>

(t+r)* L5 o\ 5 (g)7
G; | E5 1+ 10,551+ (q) | |
+Zo:1| |<Z (q)7 : +M)}

Therefore

1t +7)*| B(D¥ore, Dore) - B(wsle,%le)\ (t,- Hiz@g =

S 2//8 Z ) HIE (Z YT ()9, 926, + N*)dgdS(w)

=0 |B]+1<1
1 1 .
+ <t>5—25// UZ@) 2‘Gi|2(z - Z |((q 35F\2+M2>dqd5( )
R/ M s j= |B|+1<1
1
1
S 7755 20 (G ey + NNEI 1jomi+ (N e+ MG 110).

,j=0

O

The bilinear forms Q(0Y, d¢) appearing in (6.1) satisfy the null condition. Recall that
all classical null forms Q(¢', ¢') are linear combinations of

Qus(¥',¢") = Vodh — Vsde (@ #B),  Quo(¥'9") =m 5.

For ¢’ = 1y, as defined in (6.4]) we view ¢’ as vector with components 1!, = 11, as defined
in ([6.8)). For the following algebraic identities note that by (6.6])

Qij = Ilaxj — Ijaxi = w,-@wj — W Qui .
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Lemma 6.5. Let (Y41.)a = Yoiear 00 ($h1c)a = Pore.0- Then
z]¢01

et 2 i et 2
Qij (¢6167¢0/16) - (1/}016 1/}0 _',; 1/}1) - ]wOI ((bOle (bo —l: ¢1)
8 szI &uj ¢01 - 8wi¢01 8wj 7WbOI
+ 2
r
j 1
on (w(l)lw ¢6le) :% (w(l)le(gb()e_l_ 2¢1) - ¢616(¢0€+ 2¢1)) + ; (w(l)leawj ¢01 - ¢(;1@8wj ¢01> )

—_

QOO (¢6167 (b(gle) = - (wé]le(qb(]e—'_ 2¢1) + ¢616(¢06+ 2%))
+ ﬁ((¢06+2¢1)(¢06+2¢1) + 670,001 Di 1)

3

Proof. By direct calculation using the expressions in (6.8]). O

Motivated by these formulas, let us define

ng (¢0e7 %ea 0o, Poe, ¢(;e7 aw%e = ;( OGQz‘jﬁbo - %EQU%) (6.11&)
1
ng (w()ea ¢6e> 8ww067 ¢Oea ¢6ea aw¢06 = ;( Oe (w] ¢Oe + 8wj ¢0> - ¢6e(wj w()e + awwoo()llb)
1 1
ng (¢Oeu %67 8w¢067 (bOeu ¢6e7 aw¢06> = _; (¢6e¢06 + ¢O/e¢06) + ﬁwegbe (611C>

Note that only the leading order approximation is taken into account in Q°, while all lower
order terms in () are estimated as follows:

Lemma 6.6. We have for all p,v =0,1,2,3,
H <t + T>8 ‘Quu('@bélw ¢/015) - ng('@DOea ,lvbée? &ﬂﬂoe, ¢Oea ¢(§e> 8w¢06) } (t> ) HL%(E,&)
1
S 0 > <’|Fz'||1,—1/2—z‘(||Gj’|1,oo,—j +N) + (I Fill,co—i + M) HGJHL—l/z—j)-

i,5=0,1

Proof. Consider the component ;= v = 0. We have
Qoo = @ == 04 (9ne +201) = ~ 64 (o +20) = ~ (Y201 + 6 200)
+ %((¢Oe+2¢l)(¢06+2¢1) + 670,001 Dui 1) — %,@DEQSE
and in view of (A1), (G.6), (6.7), and and Lemma [6.2]
| Qoo (V105 Pore) — Qoo (Yoes Yo Duthioe: Poes Bler Outboe)| S

S PERS (0 5 iwoozna ) (- ¥ o)

a+k<1 a+k<1
=3 1(@0)00) lg,w)|
k<1

PRy 5 o S oG s+ ¥ Y @

§=0,1 k<1 i=0,1
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The statement of the Lemma then follows as in the proof of Lemma
Similarly, for the components p =1, v = j;i,7 = 1,2, 3,

zg e 2 2] e 2
Qy— QY = ¢1 (¢ — Yo ﬂ; wl) ¢1 (6000 Po 47: ¢1)
z ¢0 / ¢Oe+ 2¢1 2 ¢0 / ¢Oe+ 2¢1
; I (2
+ 8wi¢01 &uj ¢01 - awi ¢01 &uj ¢01

r2

and we proceed as above to obtain

X —j k o
Qi — QY| N<t+r>4 Py |8ij\(2 C Y (@) + M)

1= k+|al<1
T 42 (Y @7 Y (@) G+ N)
i=0,1 j=0,1 k+]al<1

Finally, in the case p =0,v =75 =1,2,3,

1
Qo; — Q; = (V] (wjdoe + 2wjd1 + 0uPo1) — b1 (withoe+ 2wty + Buthor))
1
+ (10016 (2w;j 1 + i 1) — P (2wjt1 + Dithn))

and thus
X 0,) 0% F i
-G < [ %( > @7 E()a) G, + N)
I+|a|<1 j=0,1
la|+k<1
0 G -
v 3 WIBECLCS™ (o) asa)F + m)]
I+]al<1 1=0,1
la|+k<1
and the statement follows. O

6.3 The second order asymptotics for a system satisfying the classical null
condition

In Section [4.I]we have imposed an equation on the radiation field of the approximate solution
to obtain a good second order approximation; c.f. (£I0) and Lemma L4
Similarly here we want to find F; and G; such that modulo terms of order O(r=%)

|:|,lvb01e ~ Q(aw()lea a¢016)7 |:|¢Ole ~ @(a¢01ea a¢01@)~

Let us set

2F/ (q,w)= AN, Fo(q,w) — Q°(Fy, F), 0, Fy, Go, Gy, 0.,Go),  Fi(0,w) =0  (6.12a)
2G1(q,w)= NuGolq,w) — Q°(Fy, FY, 0, Fy, Go, G, 0,Go),  G1(0,w) =0 (6.12b)
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where Q¥ as a bilinear form in the radiation fields Fj,, and Gy is defined in complete analogy

to (6.11al), (6.110), (6.11d):

Qol(Fo, Go) = (Fjx + ML) QGo — (Gox + NXL) Qi Fy (6.134)
QOJ(FO, Go) ( oX + MXE) (%’GOX +wiNXe + 0, GOX)
— (Gox + Nx.) (wiFox + w;Mxe + 0. Fox) (6.13b)

Qy(Fo, Go) = — (Fox + M) (Gox + Nxe) — (Gox + Nx) (Fo + Mx.)  (6.13¢)

The following proposition shows that vgie, @1 with Fi, G, thus defined are indeed a
good approximate solution to the system, in the weighted L? norm required by the conformal
energy estimate:

Proposition 6.7. Suppose that Fy and G satisfy (6.12al), (6.12b). Then

|t +7)*|DOhore — Q(ore, Dore)| (t, )HLE + [[{t + 7)°|Oore — Q(MWore, dore)| (t, )HLE S

1
< (1y3/2s '21 <MN + | Eill2y=1/2-i (1 + N + |G5l1,009—5)
7/7‘7: b

1G5 lar1/25 (14 M+ [ Fill1con3) ).

Proof. Since with our choice of Fy, and Gy,

Bt/ = 204 = Q" (Fo, Gox(452)
Bunlr? =264 /r = 5@ (R, Gox(457)

we get by Lemma (4.2,

[Dvo1e — Q0(¢0e7 Poe) | 5}%@0(170, Go)x — Q0(¢0e7 Poe)|

X 1—1 k na
f 2 (0709 R
|a|+k<2,i=0,1
where .
0 0
50 (B Go)x = Q' (Woes duo)| S 5z MV
and hence
||<t—|—7”> ‘D¢016 QO ¢067¢Oe)‘( )HL2
M2N2 —1-2i o 2
t_l_fra 3— 2s+2'y/ 5 3 2’y Z <q> ! 2+2ﬁ/‘(<q>aq)k8wﬂ(q’w)‘ ]dqu(w>
S la|+k<2,i=0,1
S CE D DY LT
i=0,1
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Furthermore by Lemma and Lemma [6.6] we conclude that

||<t + T>S}D¢Ole - Q(a,@Z)Olea a¢016)“|L§ SH(t + 7’>S}D¢01e - QO(wOEa ¢06)“|L§
+ ||<t + 7’>S}QO(¢0@ ¢Oe) - Q(w(/)le’ gbé)le)}”[/%
+ || <t + T>S}Q(w(/)16’ ¢616) - Q(a¢01ea agbOle)
1

S s DL <||Fz'||1,—1/2—i(||Gj||1,oo,—j +N) + ([|Fill100,-i + M)||Gj||1,—1/2—j)

~ 5/2—s
(1) / i,j=0,1

1
+ [{y3/3=5 (MN + Z ||E||2,’y—1/2—i)

i=0,1
which implies the statement of the Proposition because 1/2 < v < 1.

Finally we control the higher order radiation fields in terms of Fy, Gg:

Lemma 6.8. Suppose that Fy and Gy satisfy (€12al), (6.120). Then

[Filln=27-3/2 + [|G1llN—2y-3/2 S [[Follna-1/2 + |Gollny—1/2
(||F0||N+1,v—1/2 + M) (||G0||N+1,v—1/2 + N)

[P N=2007-1 T |Gl N-200 -1 S [ FollN.007 + [|Goll N00y
+ (|1 B0l n=1,00,7 + M) ([|Gol|n-1,00,y + N)

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma E.3] we have

1Fillos—372 S 1F lo—1/2 S | Foll2n—1/2 + [|Q°(Fo, Go)lloy—1/2 -

In view of (6.13al), (6.13b)), and (6.13d) we have

1Q00(Fo, Go)lloy—1/2 SIGoll1,00.0 ([ Foll1,y—3/2 + M) + [ Foll1,00.0 (|Goll 1,432 + N)
1Q0; (Fo, Go)llos-1/2 S(1Gollieeo + N) (1 Foll1 372 + M)

+ (||Fo||1,oo,o + M) (||GO||1,'y—3/2 + N)
105 (Fo, Go)llos—1/2 S(I1Gollosc0 + N) (1 Foll1,1-372 + M)

+ ([Follo,000 + M) (1Goll1h—3/2 + N)

and using Lemma [A.1],

[ Follo.00.0 S 1F0llocory S I1F0ll35-172  1Gollo.co0 S 1Gollsr—1/2-

Moreover as in the proof of Lemma [£.3]

1Fllocor-1 S I1Elloson S IFoll2.000 + 1Q° (Fo, Go)lloccny
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and again in view of (€.13al), (6.13b)), and (6.13d) we have

|Qollocors SNGollvc.o (| Follr.ocn—1 + M) + [ Follvcco (| Golli.ocn—1 + N)
1Q8illocer S(IGoll1.000 + N) (| Follvocq—1 + M)

+ (HFOHl,oo,O + M) (||G0||17oo,v—1 + N)
1Q% 0,001 S(1Gollo.e.0 + N) (1Foll1, 001 + M)

+ (1 Eolloson + M) (| Goll1,00-1 + N) .

This proves the Lemma in the case N = 2. Higher order estimates follow by commuting the
equations (6.12al), (6.12h). O

6.4 Estimates for norms of bilinear forms

Lemma 6.9. Let B be a bilinear form. Then for 0 < s < 3/2,
[t +7)*B(0v, dw)(t,-)| 1, < <t>s_1zmé2llf92]v(t, Mz llow(t, )z

Proof. By the Klainerman Sobolev inequality we have

(t+r)° I —1 I
S < . < S .
(t+7)°|0v] < TR E ‘I‘QH@Z v(t, )HL% < (1) E ‘I‘QH@Z v(t, )HL% O

There is an improvement for the null forms that we however do not need to use for the
asymptotic expansion at this order.

Lemma 6.10. Let Q(0v, 0w) be a null form. Then for any s > 1,

[{t +7)°Q(0v, dw)(t, )| ,» < <t>5‘22|1|§3||<t =) Z0(t ) || 0w(E, )l s
+ <t>8_22|1|§2”azlv(t’ ')HLEEZ\JlﬁlH@ =) 2wt lzz-

Proof. We have |Q(dv, 0w)| S | dvl|0w|+| dv]|0w| S (t+r)~" 37, 512, (127 v]|0w]+|00]|Z7w]).
The statement then follows from Lemma 3.3 O

6.5 Energy estimates for a system satisfying the classical null condition

Let us return to the system (6.1al)-(6.1D), which we can recast as a system for v = ¥ — gy,
and u = ¢ — Ppre:
(v = Q(0v, 0u) + Q(Iv, Ogo1e) + Q(0pore, Ou) + Q(Ioie, Odore) — Dtbore, (6.14a)
Ou = Q(dv, 0u) + Q(Iv, Ipo1e) + Q(Io1e, Ou) + Q(Io1e, Opoie) — Opore.  (6.14b)
Indeed for any bilinear form B, we see that
B(awa a¢) :B(a¢01e> 8¢Ole)
+ B(0Y — Oote, 0¢ + Oore) /2 + B(OY + Opie, 0 — Odore) /2
=B(0o1e, O¢o1e) + B(OY — Ooie, 0 — Doie)
+ B(0o1e, 09 — Odore) + B(OY — Ovoie, Odote)-
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Consider the right hand sides of (6.14al), (6.14b). We will use Proposition [6.7] to estimate
the last two terms, where it is essential that (11, Po1e) are good approximations, and that
@ and @ have null structure. However, to estimate the remaining terms we do not need the
null structure of ) and will appeal to Lemma which holds for any bilinear form.

Lemma 6.11. We have

(¢ + r)°Q(v, ddore ) (¢, || + ||t + 1)*Q(Abore, Du) (2, )| S

S ((Zneuguw)nm( i+ (3 Wi+ a1,

i=0,1

Proof. First note that from Lemma [6.3] in particular (6.10), it follows that

102" bore(t, M S D g, -1-i + M (6.15)
i=0,1
and hence by Lemma [6.9]
[ +7)"Q(@oe, D)t )| ST N0Z e 8, )|[19u(t, )]
<) H(Z |Fils i+ M) Jou(t, |
i=0,1
Similarly for the term Q(0v, Opoie)- O

6.6 Proof of Proposition

The above already provides all the necessary estimates for the stated scattering result for
systems satisfying the null condition, and we now put these elements together to give a
formal proof of Prop.

Instead of taking vy, and ur directly to be solutions to (6.14al), (6.14h), with trivial data
vp = upr = Oywr = Oyur = 0 at t = T, we introduce an additional cutoff in time to ensure
that also Z'up, and Z'vp have trivial initial data at t = T

Lur = X(%)(Q(avﬂ Our) + Q(vr, 0gore) + Q(Io1e, Qur) + Q(Iore, Odore) — D¢01e)7
%

Our = x( )(@(87]7“7 Our) + @(80% Odore) + @(8%16, Our) + @(31%167 Odore) — D%le)-

6.6.1 Energy estimates

Similarly to the proof of Prop. 5.1l we will assume the following a priori estimate, which we
first verify for ¢t =T, and then establish by a continuity argument in ¢ < T"
For some 6 > 0, and Cy > 0,

C,
N 02 vr(t, | + 107 ur(t, )| < 7. (6.17)
|I]<5 <t>6
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At t =T the left hand side vanishes for |I| = 0, and also for |I| > 1 by Lemma [5.4l
First consider the case |I| = 0. We use the energy identity,

B(t) = |0vr(t, )| + |9ur(t, )] < / 1Dl + | Dz de

and observe that the first term in (6.14al), (6.14D)), can be estimated using the a priori bound
and Lemma [6.9]

[{t +7)°Q(Ovr, dur)(t. )| S Coe (8)*~'~°||Qur(t, )|

For the second and third term we apply Lemma [6.11] and for the last two terms Prop. [6.7}
in the case s = 0 the above then implies

fourte, ) + 10w 5 [ LD (Joure, 1+ oure, 1) + D Par 61s)

where the scattering data D := Dy, is given by

Dp:=)Y_ (||ﬂ||3+k,w—1/2—z'+ [ Fill 14,000 T M+ Gil[348,5-1/2- + ||Gj||1+k,oo7v—j+N> -
i=0,1

Note that by Lemma B8, and Lemma EI, D < Do(1 + Dy). In view of the smallness
assumption on the data Dy < €, we then arrive at

t) < C’/T ME(T)dT + e , (6.19)

t1/2+y
which yields by Gronwall — namely by setting F'(t ft (Co+ 1)er 1 E(r)dr, and differen-
tiating t*F(t), where a = C(Cy + 1)e — the estlmate

Ce
(Co+1)Ce
B(t) < ({9 4 1>W , (6.20)

which improves (617) with Cy chosen sufficiently large, and ¢ > 0 sufficiently small.
In fact, as in the proof of Prop. [8, we can apply the conformal energy estimate of
Prop. 2.4 to obtain:

lor(t, ) ls—1 + [lur(E, )Huuﬁ/t [t +7)° Do (t, I + [1¢E+7)°Dur(t, ) [|de

and as above, but now with 0 < s < v+ 1/2, we use Lemma [6.9] Lemma [6.11], and Prop. 6.7
to infer that

[N Do+ 1+ D, S

£

W (6.21)

~Y

< / T(Coa(t’)‘5 + DYV E{) + () (D + D*)dt’ <
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where in the last step we have used (G.20)).
Let us now turn to the higher orders, namely the case 1 < || < 5. ZTug satisfies

(6.22)
Ozvr= Y HZNDE+ Y 2032 (Qore, Odoie) — Do)
||+ K <] |+ K[<|{]
OZ%ur = Z C%ZKX(%)ﬁJ"‘ Z C%(JZK(X(%»ZJ(@((%#OI@8¢01e)_D¢Ole>
||+ K <] |+ K[<|{]

where, c.f. Lemma [5.2]

Fr= 3 Q507" vr, 02 ur) + Q1 (027vr, 025 6010) + Q1yc(02 ine, 07  ur)|

IJI+IK|<[1]

and analogously for ﬁj.; (QF ) are null forms, but for the following estimates their null
structure is not necessary). From Lemma [6.9] Lemma [6.11] (see also (6.15])), and the a priori
bound (6.I7) we have

e+ ) Fillz + 116+ 70" Fillzz S (0 (Cos(®) ™+ Dawin) 3 (1027vr| + 1027 ur )
[JI<1]
and by Prop. :

S e+ 702 (e = Q00 D601)) 0., P2

|J1<|1]

Therefore we can apply the conformal energy estimate of Prop. 2.4] to (6.22)), which in the
case s = ( gives the analogue of (6.1]]), hence (6.19) holds for Ey(t), kK < 5, where

Ex(t) =Y 102" or(t, e+ Y 102" ur(t, )2 (6.23)

<k [1|<k

This proves (6.17) as shown in (6.19) and (6.20), and hence ([6.2]) follows. Moreover (6.3))
follows as in (6.2]) with the above bounds.

6.6.2 Existence and uniqueness of the limit

For the existence of the limit (v = limy_,o v, u = limp_,o ur) we proceed as in the proof
of Prop. i1l Consider the differences (wy; = vy, — vp,, wy = up, — up,) for Ty > T, which
satisfy a system of the form

Owy =x(t/T1) (Q(dwr, ddore + Our) + Q(Iva + Oore, dws)) — (x(t/T2) — x(t/T1)) vy

Ows =x(t/T1) (Q(Ow1, Odore + Our) + Q(Ovs + IMbore, Ows)) — (x(t/T2) — x(¢/T1))Cusy
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Since (wy,wy) = (—vg, —usy) at t = 17, and the energies (6.23) for (v, us) are known to be
bounded by (T})~'/277 at t = T} < Ty, the energy inequality gives

T
B =)0+ [ B, B0 = 3 02wt )
t —
nes

which by Gronwall yields E(Tp) < e(Ty) V2 7(T/Tp)F — 0 as Ty — oo, if € < 1/2+ 7.
Therefore the limits ¢ = lim¥7, and ¢ = lim ¢ exist, and are unique because if Fy =

Go=0, M =N =0, then [, -)[| + lo(¢, )| < [|(¥ — )&, )| + [[(¢ — ¢7)(t, )| = 0 as
T — oo.

7 A simple system satisfying the weak null condition

Let us first consider the following system of wave equations with weak null structure:

[y = Q(O, 0) (7.1a)
Op = (). (7.1b)

We will first construct a scattering solution to the system (1)) in the following manner:
As in Section [6] we have a solution to (Z.Ial) with a given radiation field Fy. Inserting the
corresponding approximate solution in (Z.ID), we will define an auxillary solution ¥ to the
inhomogeneous problem in Section [}, and show that ¢ — ¥ has a radiation field Gy.

7.1 Auxiliary forward solution

We prescribe an asymptotic expansion to second order for (7.Ial) as in Section [6]

w ~ ¢016

constructed from radiation fields Fy, F}, satisfying (£.2]).
Now we define gy, to be the forward solution (¢ > ¢y) of

Do = (Y1) (7:2)
\Il016|t=t0 = at\]:l(]le|t=to = O
where ty < 0 is simply chosen so that t = t; does not intersect the support of the approximate

solution vy,.. Here 1g,, o = =9, as in the previous section, see in particular (6.5) and (6.5).
We will see below that

O(p — Yore) = (at@b)z - (,lvb(;le,o)z

is decaying sufficiently fast, and ¢ — Wq;, approaches a solution to the linear wave equation
and has a radiation field Gy. Hence we can prescribe an asymptotic expansion for (Z.1D) of
the form

© — Yore ~ Qo1
where, as before, the radiation fields Gg, G for ¢ satisfy the decay assumption (4.2)).
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7.2 Weighted energy bounds for the weak null system

Proposition 7.1. Let Fy, Gy be radiation fields, M > 0, and let 1/2 < v < 1. Then there
exists a solution (¥ = v + o1 + Ve, ¢ = W+ Vo1 + @o1) to the system (1), where 1y is
an approximate solution as in Section [0, and pg; is an approximate homogeneous solution

[@5). Moreover Wy, is defined in ([2l).
Then for any s < v+ 1/2, and k > 1 such that the right hand side is finite,

H 0Hk+7y 1/2+M2+ HGOHkJr?w 1/2
||w( )Hk)s 1 N <t>1/2+,y s Y

||F0|||2I|+97'y 1/2+M + ||G0|||I|+5«/ 1/2

1 ZMw(t,z)| [t ) (E— )i

Moreover for v the conclusions of Proposition [6.1] hold true.

We only give the proof for k = 1 since higher £ > 1 follow in the same way.
For any solution ¢ = w + Yoy, + o1 to (1), and ¥ = v + 1hg; + . to ([TIal), we have

Ow = U — UW¥q1e — Loy :(at¢)2 - (@%16)2 + ((at¢01e)2 - (¢616)2) — Upor

7.3
:((atv)z + 28t¢0168tv) + ((@%16)2 - (%1@)2) — Uepor (7:3)
Considering the terms on the right hand side, note first that by Lemma [6.4]
1
Gt +7)° [ (Otbone)” = (1) *| (8 )| S D .Z (||Fi||1,oo,7_z~ + M) 15 llo-1/2-5-

4,7=0,1

Moreover by Lemma [£.4] c.f. (d.14]), we have the homogeneous estimate for the last term
on the r.h.s. of (7.3)),
1Goll45-1/2

||<t—|—7”> DSOOI( )HL2 ~ <t>3/2+.y_5 :

Furthermore for the first term on the r.h.s. of (3] we can apply Lemma to infer that

| (t4r)* ((00)*+]Osbor Opv] ) (¢, HL2 S (loz'v(t HL2+y|aZf¢016 HLQ) [0v(t, )| 2.

<2

For the solution to (7Ial), with ¢ = v + 1)1 we can now appeal directly to the results of
Section [6] see Prop. [6.1], and also Prop. 2.5 and Lemma [4.5] to obtain that

ST (1027 o(t, ) + 102 et ) SD - D= || Follsyrje + M
|7]<2
and hence
D2
M S T

[ +7)° ((9r0)* + |0 O] ) (¢,

In conclusion,

T ||F0||§ 10T ||G0||4,«/—1/2 + M? )
/t [t +)* 1Bt || ,dt o /<t>1/2+7_s , if 0<s<1/2+7.
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Now consider a sequence of solutions wr to (.3]) with trivial data at ¢ = 7. Then it
follows by Proposition 2.4 that

|Gollay—1/2 + D* .
lwr(, st S <t>’{/zﬂ_s ,if 1<s<y+1/2,

and from the energy identity,

1Gollay—1/2 + D?

’|8wT(t7 )H 5 <t>1/2+7

This implies the existence of the limit ¢ = lim o7, o7 = wr + Yo1. + o1 as in Section
Finally as in the linear case we get by Lemma [3.3] the pointwise decay estimates.

7.3 Existence of the limit as T — oo

We can reduce the argument to the linear homogeneous case as in Section 4.4l First in view
of Section [0l the limit of v and hence 7 exist as T' — oo, where T is the time when data for
vy vanish. Then one lets 1 be the fixed limiting solution and with v given solve the equation
for ¢ with data for ¢ at T” and hence data for w vanishing at 7”. As in previous section let
T > T] and let ¢; and w; be the corresponding solutions and let w = ws — w;. Then again
w = wy when t =T and Ow = 0. The rest of the argument is identical to Section .4l

7.4 Asymptotics of the forward solution with sources

In this section we discuss estimates and formulas for the auxiliary solution of ([.2]).
For k = 2,3,4 let ®[n] be the solution of

_OBH ] (t, rw) = nlr — )y ()2

T

with vanishing data at —oo, where we assume that for some a > 0

Il vioen =3 ey [ 500 1(@)8) Tl )l (g < €.

R weS?

Lemma 7.2. For |I| < N

<t+7“>) [72]l5,1.00,0

IFx2 1
2190l S 5 ()

r

and for k = 3,4

I gk w 1 [7lv,1,00,0
e s O I T

Proof. The proof follows by first taking the supremum over the angles and then using the
formula for the fundamental solution in the radial case as in the proof of Lemma 9 in [26]. O
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Moreover, we recall from [25] 26] the formula for the solution

J(t,rw) ([tmpém—r+q+fa {w, »

where

1 (t+r+qt—r+q
2t—r+q—|—r(1—<w,a))'

Similar expressions can be derived for ®3[n], and ®*[n):

L4y ds(o)
(¢, L dg,
) /rt47r/s2 t—r+q We+r+q) 1

and
t —r+q+r(l—(w,o
|(t, rw) / / n(q,o ( ( w >) dS(o)dg.
AT Jge t—r+q) (t+7r+q)?
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