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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:

�ψ = 0 : on R
3+1 (1.1)

Given the asymptotic form of the solution,

ψ(t, x) ∼ F0(r − t, ω)

r
, r = |x|, ω =

x

|x| , (1.2)
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we wish to prescribe data in terms of its radiation field F0. For the construction of a
backward solution we will assume that F0 decays along null infinity, in the sense that for
some 1/2 < γ < 1, and some N ≥ 4:

‖F0‖2N,γ−1/2 :=
∑

|α|+k≤N

∫

R

∫

S2

∣∣(〈 q〉∂q)k∂αωF0(q, ω)
∣∣2〈q〉2γ−1 dS(ω)dq <∞ (1.3)

where throughout this paper 〈q〉 =
√
1 + |q|2.

In this setting we then have:

Theorem 1.1. Given F0 such that (1.3) holds for some 1/2 < γ < 1, and N = 3 + k, for
some k ∈ N, the wave equation (1.1) has a unique solution with radiation field F0 as in (1.2)
which for any 1 ≤ s < γ + 1/2 satisfies

‖ψ(t, ·)‖k,s−1 :=
∑

|I|≤k
‖〈t− r〉s−1(ZIψ)(t, ·)‖L2(R3) . ‖F0‖3+k,γ−1/2 .

Here ZI is any combination of |I| ≤ k of the commuting vector fields Z, i.e. translations ∂t,
∂i, rotations x

i∂j − xj∂i, boosts x
i∂t + t∂i, and the scaling vector field t∂t + xi∂i.

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 ψ, γ and F0 be as in as in Theorem 1.1. Then for any γ′ < γ we have

|ZIψ(t, x)| . ‖F0‖5+|I|,γ−1/2

〈 t+ r〉〈 t− r〉γ′
.

Following a brief discussion of the relation of the above theorem to the forward problem in
Section 1.1, we continue our discussion of the results for semilinear wave equations satisfying
the (weak) null condition in Section 1.2.

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 1.4.

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 Hörmander [20].

1.1 Relation to the forward problem

As already mentioned, to capture the decay of the the radiation field F0, we assume that
(1.3) holds for some 1/2 < γ < 1, and N ≥ 4, which implies by a Sobolev inequality that
for N ′ = N − 3,

‖F0‖N ′,∞,γ :=
∑

|α|+k≤N ′

sup
q∈R

sup
ω∈S2

∣∣(〈 q〉∂q)k∂αωF0(q, ω)
∣∣〈q〉γ <∞ . (1.4)
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So at a pointwise level the assumption means that the radiation field decays like |F0| .
1/〈q〉γ, and |F ′

0| . 1/〈q〉γ+1, etc. for some γ > 1/2.
Recall that solutions to the Cauchy problem for (1.1) with smooth compactly supported

data at t = 0 satisfy

|∂αZIψ| ≤ Cα,I

〈t+ r〉〈t− 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 γ = 1. However, energy methods
combined with the Klainerman-Sobolev inequality only give forward asymptotics with γ =
1/2; see for instance Remark following Proposition 6.5.1 in [20]. Our Theorem 1.1 shows
that energy methods can be used in the backwards problem to cover the range 1/2 < γ < 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

∫
|∂φ|2(t, x)w(|x| − t)dx

is decreasing in t for any weight w(q) ≥ 0, which in increasing towards the exterior, w′(q) ≥ 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 + |q|)γ for any γ > 0 when q < 0. We have included the
analogue of these weighted estimates for the backwards problem in Section 2.1, and use them
to prove global existence backwards for the wave equation with null condition in Section 5.
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 1.3. Since in the scattering problem the radiation field is given,
we may subtract the known leading order term in (1.2) and essentially assume fast interior
decay. In other words, the weighted estimate of Theorem 1.3 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 1.4 we will see that a suitable simplified semilinear model of Einstein’s equations
in wave coordinates with a similar weak null structure is

�ψ = Q(∂ψ, ∂ϕ), �ϕ =
(
∂tψ

)2
.
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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 (1.1) is treated in Section 4.
Here we are given scattering data in the form of a radiation field F0(q, ω), and the solution

ψ is constructed by taking the data for ψ when t = T to be the restriction of the following
approximate solution at t = T , and then taking T → ∞. The approximate solution ψ0 is
defined in terms of the radiation field F0, and is supported in the wave zone, away from the
origin,

ψ0(t, x) :=
F0(r − t, ω)

r
χ
( 〈 t−r〉

r

)
, r = |x| , ω =

x

|x| , (1.5)

where χ is a smooth decreasing function with suppχ ⊂ [0, 1/4].
In fact, for (1.1) as well as for the equations (1.8), and (1.9) below, we use a second order

approximate solution,

ψ01 := ψ0 + ψ1 ψ1 :=
F1(r − t, ω)

r2
χ
( 〈 t−r〉

r

)
, (1.6)

where F1 is determined by solving an ODE in q, i.e. along null infinity, whose precise form
depends on the equation. For example, for (1.1) this reads

2∂qF1(q, ω) = △ωF0(q, ω) , F1(0, ω) = 0 . (1.7)

The main results are Theorem 1.1 above, and Proposition 4.8 below, which includes
precise estimates for the remainder, which decays faster, namely

|ZI(ψ − ψ01)| .
‖F0‖5+|I|,γ−1/2

〈t+ r〉〈t〉γ .

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 t < r.

Remark 1.1. Note that the solutions arising from this data have the property that F1 = 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 r−1 — 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 Fi, i ∈ N, can be found. Asymptotic expansions
of forward solutions to the wave equation have also been studied in [6].
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1.2.2 Classical null condition model

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

�φ = Q(∂φ, ∂φ) . (1.8)

We present two scattering constructions for this model:

First, in Section 5 we show the existence of a global solution to (1.8) which scatters
to a given linear solution. More precisely, here the asymptotic data is given in the form
φ ∼ φ0 as t → ∞ of a given solution to the homogeneous equation �φ0 = 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 2.1, 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 6.

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:

�ψ = Q(∂ψ, ∂φ) �φ = Q̃(∂ψ, ∂φ) . (1.9)

The main result here is Proposition 6.1, which is proven under the following smallness
assumption on the scattering data for ψ ∼ F0(r − t, ω)/r and φ ∼ G0(r − t, ω)/r:

‖F0‖N,γ−1/2 + ‖G0‖N,γ−1/2 < ε (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 F0, G0, satisfying (1.10) for some 1/2 < γ < 1, and N ≥ 6, and for
ε > 0 sufficiently small, the system of wave equations (1.9) satisfying the null condition has
a global solution (ψ, φ) with radiation fields F0, G0, respectively, and the property that for
all 1 ≤ s < 1/2 + γ, and k ≤ N − 6,

‖ψ(t, ·)‖k+1,s−1 + ‖φ(t, ·)‖k+1,s−1 . ‖F0‖k+6,γ−1/2 + ‖G0‖k+6,γ−1/2 .

Here the solutions are also constructed with the help of an approximate solution of the
form (1.6), where in contrast to (1.7) F1, and G1 now satisfy the nonlinear ODEs:

2∂qF1(q, ω)= △ωF0(q, ω)−Q0(F0, F
′
0, ∂ωF0, G0, G

′
0, ∂ωG0), F1(0, ω) = 0

2∂qG1(q, ω)= △ωG0(q, ω)− Q̃0(F0, F
′
0, ∂ωF0, G0, G

′
0, ∂ωG0) , G1(0, ω) = 0

where Q0, Q̃0 are bilinear forms in the radiation fields F0, and G0, and its first derivatives.

1.2.3 Weak null condition model

The weak null condition model we consider is

�ψ = Q(∂ψ, ∂ψ)

�ϕ =
(
∂tψ

)2
. (1.12a)
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In Section 7 we approach the scattering problem for this system as follows: While ψ
has a radiation field F0, we prescribe a radiation field for ϕ only after subtracting a suitable
approximate solution which picks up the source term. In fact, we first define Ψ0 to be the
solution of

�Ψ0 = (ψ′
0)

2, where ψ′
0 = −F

′
0(r − t, ω)

r
χ
(
〈 t−r〉

r

)
, (1.13)

with vanishing data at t = −∞.
The main result for this system is given in Proposition 7.1, which establishes the

existence of a solution of the form (ψ = v + ψ01 + ψe, ϕ = w + Ψ0 + ϕ01) (where ψ01 and
ϕ01 are approximate solutions associated to radiation fields Fi, and Gi, i = 0, 1) and decay
results for the remainder terms v, and w. In Section 7 we thus estimate also the equation
(1.12a) for ϕ in the same norms that we use for ψ.

Finally, from [25, 26] we have a formula for the solution to (1.13),

Ψ0 = Φ2[n] , n(q, ω) = F ′
0(q, ω)

2 ,

Φ2[n](t, rω) =

∫ ∞

r−t

1

4π

∫

S2

n(q, σ)χ
( 〈 q 〉

ρ

)2
dS(σ)dq

t− r + q + r
(
1− 〈ω, σ〉

) ,

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

|Φ2[n](t, rω)| . 1

2r
ln
(〈 t+ r〉
〈 t− r〉

)
.

Remark 1.3. These asymptotics — which in addition to the asymptotic behaviour (1.2)
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 2.2:

Theorem 1.3. Let t1 ≤ t2, then for s ≥ 1

‖φ(t1, ·)‖1,+,s−1 . ‖φ(t2, ·)‖1,+,s−1 +

∫ t2

t1

‖〈t+ r〉s�φ(t, ·)‖L2
x
dt

provided that limr→∞ supω∈S2 r
s+1/2|φ(t, rω)| = 0. Here

‖φ(t, ·)‖21,+,s−1 :=∫

R3

〈 t+ r〉2s
(∣∣(∂t+ ∂r)(rφ)

∣∣2+ |∇/ (rφ)|2
)
+ 〈 t−r〉2s

(∣∣(∂t−∂r)(rφ)
∣∣2+ φ2+

(rφ)2

〈 t−r〉2
) dx
r2

is a norm such that

‖φ(t, ·)‖1,s−1 :=
∑

|I|≤1
‖〈t− r〉s−1(ZIφ)(t, ·)‖L2 . ‖φ(t, ·)‖1,+,s−1 .
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If s = 1 this reduces to the classical conformal Morawetz estimate which holds in both
the forward direction t1 > t2 (with the boundaries of integration switched) and the backward
direction t1 < t2. We remark that in the forward direction t1 > t2 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 t1 < t2, and applied to the remainder v of a solution ψ = ψ0 + v,
where ψ0 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− r〉 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 (t, x∗), where m denotes the
Minkowski metric, satisfy asymptotically the semilinear system

�∗ hµν = Fµν(m)(∂h, ∂h) (1.14)

where �∗ is a constant coefficient wave operator in (t, x∗) coordinates, and Fµν(m)(∂h, ∂h)
is a sum of classical null forms which we denote by Qµν(∂h, ∂h) and P (∂h, ∂h) where

P (D,E) = D α
α E

β
β /4−DαβEαβ/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, 8]. 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 (1.14) has a weak null structure in a null frame
(L, L;E1, E2) and reduces to

�hµν ∼ LµLνPS(∂qh, ∂qh) ,

where PS(D,E) = −D̂ABÊAB/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

gij|t=0 = (1 +Mr−1) δij + o(r−1−γ), ∂tgij|t=0 = o(r−2−γ), 0 < γ < 1, M > 0, (1.15)

it was shown that asymptotically the metric is given by g = m+ h, where h satisfies

hµν(t, rω) ∼
Hµν(r

∗− t, ω)

〈t+ r〉 +
Kµν

( 〈t+r∗〉
〈r∗−t〉

, ω, r∗− t
)

〈t+ r〉 , r∗∼ r +M ln r, ω=
x

|x| . (1.16)
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In other words for some components hµν has a radiation field Hµν which is concentrated
close to the outgoing light cones, and Kµν 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∗, ω)| . (1+ |q∗|)−γ′

, γ′ < γ , (1.17)

|K(s, ω, q)| . ln s

What is particularly important is the additional decay of H in (1.17). Here γ′ is any number
less than γ in the asymptotic flatness condition (1.15). 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 (1.17) and we want to prove that there is a solution to Einstein’s equations
with the given asymptotics (1.16) which initially satisfy the asymptotic flatness condition
(1.15) for any γ < γ′. 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 F0 takes its name from Friedlander who in a series of papers [15, 16, 17, 18]
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 Sá
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

Ks = 〈t+ r〉s(∂t + ∂r) + 〈t− r〉s(∂t − ∂r) , (1.18)

which is a generalisation of the classical conformal Morawetz vectorfield:

K = (t+ r)2
(
∂t + ∂r

)
+ (t− r)2

(
∂t − ∂r

)
. (1.19)
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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 (1.19) avoid weights in t. In fact the rp-
weighted estimates are derived in the wave zone from multipliers of the form rp(∂t + ∂r).
For extensions of this method, and the resulting hierarchy of estimates see [34, 32] as well
as [2, 3]. In the context of this paper the weights in 〈t− r〉 in (1.18) are essential, and not
dropped from (1.19).

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 [21]. 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 (1.19) of the form r(∂t + ∂r), (r − t)(∂t − ∂r) 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

�φ = F (2.1)

using the energy momentum tensor

Tµν [φ] = ∂µφ ∂νφ− 1

2
mµν ∂

αφ∂αφ .

For any given t2 > t1, R > (t2 − t1) let us denote by

D =
⋃

t1≤τ≤t2

ΣR+(τ−t2)
τ

where ΣR
τ = {(t, x) : t = τ, |x| ≤ R+}. Note that ∂D = Σ

R−(t2−t1)
t1 ∪ ΣR

t2
∪ CR, where

CR = {(t, x) : t− |x| = t2 −R, t1 < t < t2} is a (truncated) outgoing null hypersurface. D is
the backward domain of dependence of a ball of radius R in t = t2, see Fig. 1.
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t = t2

t = t1

Σ
R
t2

CR

Figure 1: Depiction of domain D.

In the following we will also denote by

|∂φ|2 :=(∂tφ)
2 + |∇φ|2 ,

|∂φ|2 :=(∂tφ+ ∂rφ)
2 + |∇/φ|2 , |∇/φ|2 := |∇φ|2 −

∣∣ x
|x| · ∇φ

∣∣2 .

Thus ∂ denotes the derivatives tangential to the lightcone.

Proposition 2.1. Let φ be a solution to (2.1) on D. Then

∫

ΣR
t2

|∂φ|2w(q) dx+
∫

D

2F∂tφw(q) dxdt+

∫

D

|∂φ|2w′(q) dxdt

=

∫

Σ
R−(t2−t1)
t1

|∂φ|2w(q) dx+
∫ t2

t1

∫

∂Σ
R−(t2−t)
t

|∂φ|2w(q) dSdt

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

Proof. Set W = w(q)∂t where w is only a function of q = r − t, and

Jµ = TµνW
ν

then
∇µJµ = F (Wφ) + Tµνπ

µν

where

πµν =
1

2
LWmµν

It makes sense to write this out in a null frame (L = ∂t + ∂r, L= ∂t − ∂r, eA : A = 1, 2)

Tµνπ
µν = 2mLLmLLT (L, L)π(L, L) +mLLmLLT (L, L)π(L, L)

where we used that the only non-vanishing components of the deformation tensor of W are

π(L, L) =
1

2
(Lw)m(∂t, L) = ∂qw,

π(L, L) = (Lw)m(∂t, L) = 2∂qw.
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Thus

Tµνπ
µν =

1

2
(∂qw)|∇/φ|2 +

1

2
(∂qw)(Lφ)

2 .

Finally the boundary terms are

T (W, ∂t) = w(q)T (∂t, ∂t) =
1

2
w(q)

(
(∂tφ)

2 + |∇φ|2
)
,

T (W,L) = w(q)T (∂t, L) =
1

2
w(q)

(
(Lφ)2 + |∇/φ|2

)

and thus we obtain by Stokes theorem

∫

D

F (Wφ) +
1

2
(∂qw)|∇/φ|2 +

1

2
(∂qw)(Lφ)

2 dxdt =

=

∫

D

∇µJµ dxdt =

∫

D

d∗J =

∫

∂D

∗J =

∫

Σ
R−(t2−t1)
t2

J0 −
∫

ΣR
t1

J0 +

∫

CR

∗J

= −
∫

ΣR
t2

T (W, ∂t) +

∫

Σ
R−(t2−t1)
t1

T (W, ∂t) +

∫ t2

t1

∫

S2

T (W,L) dµγ̊dt,

which completes the proof.

The following two corollaries correspond to different choices of the function w.

Corollary 2.2. Let R > 0, t2 > t1, and φ be a solution to (2.1) on D. Then for all µ > 0,

‖∂φ‖
L2(Σ

R−(t2−t1)
t1

)
+
(∫

D

|∂φ|2 µ dxdt/4

(1 + |q|)1+2µ

)1/2
+
(
sup
R′≤R

∫

CR′

|∂φ|2 dSdt
)1/2

. ‖∂φ‖L2(ΣR
t2
) +

∫ t2

t1

‖F‖
L2(Σ

R+(t−t2)
t )

dt.

Proof. Let us choose w = w0, where

w0(q) =

{
1 + (1 + q)−2µ, q > 0,

2 + 2µ
∫ 0

q
(1 + |s|)−1−2µds, q < 0,

then 1 ≤ w0(q) ≤ 3, and in both cases

w′
0(q) = −2µ(1 + |q|)−1−2µ

Note also that since D lies to the future of CR, we have q < R − t2.
Therefore by Prop. 2.1 we obtain

∫

Σ
R−(t2−t1)
t1

1

2
w0(q)|∂φ|2dx+

∫

CR

1

2
w0(R− t2)|∂φ|2dSdt+

∫

D

µ

4

|∂φ|2
(1 + |q|)1+2µ

dxdt

≤
∫

ΣR
t2

1

2
w0(q)|∂φ|2dx+

∫

D

Fw0(q)∂tφ dxdt.
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Also by the standard energy estimate (corresponding to choosing w ≡ 1 in Prop. 2.1)

∣∣∣
∫

D

F∂tφ dxdt
∣∣∣ ≤

∫ t2

t1

‖∂tφ‖L2(Σ
R+(t−t2)
t )

‖F‖
L2(Σ

R+(t−t2)
t )

dt

≤ C
(
‖∂φ‖L2(ΣR

t2
) +

∫ t2

t1

‖F‖
L2(Σ

R+(t−t2)
t )

dt
)2

.

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.

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

Σi
t =

{
(t, x) ∈ Σt : |x| ≤ t

}
, Σe

t = Σt \ Σi
t,

Di =
{
(t, x) ∈ D : |x| ≤ t

}
, De = D \ Di.

Corollary 2.3. For any µ ≥ 0 and γ ≥ −1
2
, we have

∫

Σt1

|∂φ|2wγ
−dx+

µ

2

∫

De

|∂φ|2
(1+ |q|)1+2µ

dxdt +
1+ 2γ

4

∫

Di

(1+ q−)
2γ |∂φ|2dxdt

+ sup
R′≤R

∫

CR′

|∂φ|2wγ
−dSdt ≤

∫

Σt2

|∂φ|2wγ
−dx+ 2

∫

D

F∂tφw
γ
−dxdt

where wγ
− = (1 + q−)

1+2γ, q− := −min{q, 0}.

Proof. For µ ≥ 0 and γ ≥ −1
2
let

w(q) =

{
1 + (1 + |q|)−2µ, q > 0,

1 + (1 + |q|)1+2γ, q < 0,

in which case

w′(q) =

{
−2µ(1 + |q|)−1−2µ, q > 0,

−(1+ 2γ)(1 + |q|)2γ, q < 0.

We obtain

∫

Σe
t1

|∂φ|2dx+
∫

Σi
t1

|∂φ|2w(q)dx+
∫

Di

1+ 2γ

4
(1+ |q|)2γ|∂φ|2 dxdt +

∫

De

|∂φ|2µ/2
(1 + |q|)1+2µ

dxdt

≤
∫

Σi
t2

w(q)|∂φ|2dx+ 2

∫

Σe
t2

|∂φ|2dx+ 2

∫

D

Fw(q)∂tφ dxdt

which implies the statement of the Corollary.

Remark 2.1. The choice of w(q) is inferred from the forward problem with the role of the
exterior q > 0 and the interior q < 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 φ after
subtraction of an approximate solution.

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

‖φ(t1, ·)‖k,s−1 :=
∑

|I|≤k
‖〈t− r〉s−1(ZIφ)(t1, ·)‖L2(R3) (k ∈ N, s ≥ 1) (2.2)

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 Σt,

Es
R[φ](t) =

1

2

∫

ΣR
t

〈t+r〉2s|(∂t+∂r)(rφ)|2+
(
〈t+r〉2s+〈t−r〉2s

)
|∇/ (rφ)|2+〈t−r〉2s|(∂t−∂r)(rφ)|2

dx

r2

(2.3)
and the corresponding flux through the cones CR:

F s
R(t1, t2) =

1

2

∫ t2

t1

∫

∂Σ
R−(t2−t)
t

〈t+ r〉2s|(∂t + ∂r)(rφ)|2 + 〈t− r〉2s|∇/ (rφ)|2dS(ω)dt. (2.4)

We also denote by Es(t) = limR→∞Es
R(t), and

Es
(k)[φ](t) :=

∑

|I|≤k

Es[ZIφ](t) .

Proposition 2.4 (Fractional Morawetz estimate from infinity). Let t1 ≤ t2, then for s ≥ 1

Es(t1)
1/2 + sup

R
F s
R(t1, t2)

1/2 . Es(t2)
1/2 +

∫ t2

t1

‖〈t+ r〉s�φ(t, ·)‖L2
x
dt .

Moreover we have the interior estimate

Es
R−(t2−t1)

(t1)
1/2 + F s

R(t1, t2)
1/2 . Es

R(t2)
1/2 +

∫ t2

t1

‖〈t+ r〉s�φ(t, ·)‖
L2
x

(
Σ

R−(t2−t)
t

)dt

and the exterior estimate

Es

R3\Σ
R−(t2−t1)
t

(t1)
1/2 . F s

R(t1, t2)
1/2+Es

R3\ΣR
t
(t2)

1/2+

∫ t2

t1

‖〈t+r〉s�φ(t, ·)‖
L2
x

(
R3\Σ

R−(t2−t)
t

)dt.

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 limR→∞ sup∂ΣR
t1
rs+1/2|φ| = 0. Then we have

‖φ(t, ·)‖1,s−1 . ‖φ(t, ·)‖1,+,s−1 , (2.5)
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‖φ(t, ·)‖1,+,s−1 . Es(t)1/2, (2.6)

where

‖φ(t, ·)‖21,+,s−1 :=∫

R3

〈 t+ r〉2s
(∣∣(∂t+ ∂r)(rφ)

∣∣2+ |∇/ (rφ)|2
)
+ 〈 t−r〉2s

(∣∣(∂t−∂r)(rφ)
∣∣2+ φ2+

(rφ)2

〈 t−r〉2
) dx
r2
.

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. For s ≥ 1 let Es
R, and F

s
R be defined by (2.3), and (2.4) respectively. Then

for t1 ≤ t2

Es
R−(t2−t1)

(t1) + F s
R(t1, t2) = Es

R(t2) +

∫ t2

t1

∫

Σ
R−(t2−t)
t

r−1X(rφ)�φ− r∂rΩ|∇/ φ|2dxdt (2.7)

where X = 〈t+ r〉2s(∂t + ∂r) + 〈t− r〉2s(∂t − ∂r) and Ω = (〈t+ r〉2s − 〈t− r〉2s)/r.

For the proof, we consider a more general class of energy identities associated to the
following multipliers X , and functions f ∈ C3(R):

X = L+ + L− , L± = f(t± r)(∂t ± ∂r) , ∂r = ωi∂i . (2.8)

The classical conformal Morawetz vectorfield corresponds to the choice f(v) = v2, while for
the fractional Morawetz estimates we will choose

f(v) =
1

a
(1 + v2)a/2 , a ≥ 2 . (2.9)

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

Tαβ = φαφβ −
1

2
mαβm

µνφµφν , φα = ∂αφ, ∂αT
α
β = (�φ)φβ, T α

α = −mαβφαφβ,

where � = mαβ∂α∂β . Then for any vector field X ,

∂αP
α= (∂αT

α
β)X

β+
1

2
T αβ(X)παβ , where Pα= TαβX

β and (X)παβ = ∂αXβ + ∂βXα

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

(X)παβ
2

T αβ=
(f(t+ r)−f(t−r)

r
− f ′(t + r)− f ′(t− r)

)
|∇/ φ|2 − f(t+ r)−f(t−r)

r
mµνφµφν
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Proof. With L = ∂t + ∂r and L = ∂t − ∂r we compute

(L+)παβ = f(t+ r)
(
∂αLβ + ∂βLα

)
− f ′(t+ r)(LαLβ + LβLα)

(L−)παβ = f(t− r)
(
∂αLβ + ∂βLα

)
− f ′(t− r)(LαLβ + LβLα)

where we used that Lα = −Lα. Moreover, recall thatmαβ = −
(
LαLβ+LαLβ

)
/2+m/ αβ , where

m/ αβφαφβ = (δij − ωiωj)φiφj = |∇/ φ|2 is the angular gradient. Furthermore ∂0Lβ = ∂βL0 = 0
and ∂iLj = ∂iωj = (δij − ωiωj)/r = m/ ij/r. Hence ∂αLβ = m/ αβ and

(L±)παβ
2

= ±f(t± r)

r
m/ αβ − f ′(t± r)(m/ αβ −mαβ).

Here

(m/ αβ −mαβ)T
αβ =

(LαLβ + LβLα)

2
T αβ = |∇/ φ|2.

It follows that

(L±)παβ
2

T αβ =
(
± f(t± r)

r
− f ′(t± r)

)
|∇/ φ|2 ∓ f(t± r)

r
mµνφµφν

which proves the lemma.

We can rewrite the identity of the previous Lemma as

(X)παβ
2

T αβ= (−r∂rΩ)|∇/ φ|2 − Ωmµνφµφν , where Ω(t, r) =
f(t+ r)− f(t−r)

r
(2.10)

and thus
∂αP

α = (�φ)Xαφα − r(∂rΩ)|∇/ φ|2 − Ωmµνφµφν .

Moreover, observe that �Ω = 0, and hence

∂αP̃
α =

(
Ωφ+Xαφα

)
�φ+ (−r∂rΩ)|∇/ φ|2, where P̃α = Pα + Ωφ φα − 1

2
φ2Ωα. (2.11)

Also note that Xr = f(t+ r)− f(t− r), hence (Ω +Xα∂α)φ = r−1Xα∂α(rφ).

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

Lemma 2.8. Let the current P̃α be defined by (2.11), where X is chosen as in (2.8), and Ω
defined by (2.10), then we have

∂αP̃α = r−1X(rφ)�φ− r∂rΩ|∇/ φ|2.

Let us now turn to the flux terms

P̃α∂
α
t = T (X, ∂t) + Ωφ∂tφ− 1

2
φ2∂tΩ,

P̃αL
α = T (X,L) + ΩφLφ− 1

2
φ2LΩ.
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Lemma 2.9. Let C+
R the outgoing null hypersurface from ∂ΣR

t1 , truncated at t = t2, then for

any differentiable function f , we have with X, Ω and P̃ as defined above:

1

2

∫

ΣR
t1

[
f(t+ r)

(
L(rφ)

)2
+ f(t− r)

(
L(rφ)

)2
+
(
f(t+ r) + f(t− r)

)
r2|∇/ φ|2

]dx
r2

+

∫

C+
R

[
f(t+ r)(L(rφ))2 + f(t− r)r2|∇/ φ|2

]r2dωdv
r2

=

=

∫

ΣR
t1

P̃ · ∂tdx+
∫

C+
R

∗P̃ +
1

2

∫

S2

r
(
f(t− r) + f(t+ r)

)
φ2dω|t=t2,r=R+(t2−t1).

Proof. First ∂t = (L+ L)/2, and with X = f(t+ r)L+ f(t− r)L we have

T (X,L) = f(t+ r)(Lφ)2 + f(t− r)|∇/φ|2

T (X,L) = f(t+ r)|∇/ φ|2 + f(t− r)(Lφ)2

T (X, ∂t) =
1

2
f(t+ r)(Lφ)2 +

1

2

(
f(t+ r) + f(t− r)

)
|∇/ φ|2 + 1

2
f(t− r)(Lφ)2.

Secondly note that

Ω∂tφ =
f(t+ r)− f(t− r)

r
∂tφ =

f(t+ r)

r
Lφ− f(t− r)

r
Lφ− f(t+ r) + f(t− r)

r
∂rφ.

Now on one hand

−
∫

ΣR
t

f(t+ r) + f(t− r)

r
φ ∂rφ dx = −1

2

∫

ΣR
t

r
(
f(t+ r) + f(t− r)

)
∂rφ

2dωdr

=
1

2

∫

ΣR
t

[1
r

(
f ′(t+r)−f ′(t−r)

)
+
f(t+r)+f(t−r)

r2

]
φ2dx−1

2

∫

ΣR
t

∂r
(
r
(
f(t+r)+f(t−r)

)
φ2
)
dωdr

and on the other hand

∂tΩ =
f ′(t + r)− f ′(t− r)

r
.

Therefore
∫

ΣR
t1

P̃α∂
α
t +

1

2

∫

ΣR
t

∂r

(
r
(
f(t+ r) + f(t− r)

)
φ2
)
dωdr

=
1

2

∫

ΣR
t

1

r2

[
f(t+ r)(rLφ)2 + f(t− r)(rLφ)2 +

(
f(t+ r) + f(t− r)

)
r2|∇/ φ|2

+ 2f(t+ r)rφLφ− 2f(t− r)rφLφ+
(
f(t+ r) + f(t− r)

)
φ2
]
dx

=
1

2

∫

ΣR
t

1

r2

[
f(t+ r)

(
rLφ+ φ

)2
+ f(t− r)

(
rLφ− φ

)2
+
(
f(t + r) + f(t− r)

)
r2|∇/ φ|2

]

which proves the formula:

1

2

∫

ΣR
t

[
f(t+ r)

(
L(rφ)

)2
+ f(t− r)

(
L(rφ)

)2
+
(
f(t+ r) + f(t− r)

)
r2|∇/ φ|2

]dx
r2

=

∫

ΣR
t

P̃ · ∂tdx+
1

2

∫

∂ΣR
t

r
(
f(t+ r) + f(t− r)

)
φ2dω. (2.12)
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Regarding the null flux, we proceed similarly by writing

ΩLφ =
2f(t+ r)

r
Lφ− f(t+ r) + f(t− r)

r
Lφ

and integrating by parts, on the null hypersurface CR truncated by t = t2, and t = t1,

− 1

2

∫

CR

f(t+ r) + f(t− r)

r
L(φ2) = −1

2

∫ v2

v1

f(2v) + f(2u)

r
∂v(φ

2) r2dωdv

= −1

2

∫

S2

r
(
f(t− r) + f(t+ r)

)
φ2dω

∣∣∣
v2

v1
+

1

2

∫

CR

[f(t+ r) + f(t− r)

r2
+

2f ′(t+ r)

r

]
φ2

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

LΩ =
2f ′(t + r)

r
− f(t+ r)− f(t− r)

r2

we obtain

∫

CR

∗P̃ =

∫ v2

v1

P̃ ·L r2dωdv =
∫ v2

v1

(
f(t+r)(Lφ)2+f(t−r)|∇/φ|2+2f(t+r)

r
φLφ+

f(t+r)

r2
φ2
)
r2dωdv

− 1

2

∫

S2

r
(
f(t− r) + f(t+ r)

)
φ2dω

∣∣∣
v2

v1

which proves the identity:

∫ v2

v1

[
f(t+ r)(L(rφ))2 + f(t− r)r2|∇/ φ|2

]
dωdv =

∫

CR

∗P̃ +
1

2

∫

S2

r
(
f(t− r) + f(t+ r)

)
φ2dω

∣∣∣
v2

v1
.

(2.13)
Adding the formulas (2.12) and (2.13) we see that the boundary terms at ∂ΣR

t1
exactly

cancel, and we obtain the statement of the Lemma.

We can now prove the identity (2.7).

Proof of Proposition 2.6. By Stokes theorem applied to the 1-form P̃ on the domain D we
have ∫

ΣR
t2

P̃ · ∂tdx+
∫ t2

t1

∫

Σ
R−(t2−t)
t

∂αP̃αdxdt =

∫

Σ
R−(t2−t1)
t1

P̃ · ∂tdx+
∫

CR

∗P̃ .

A formula for the divergence of P̃ is given in Lemma 2.8. 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 ∂ΣR

t2
cancel.

If we set f(v) = 〈v〉2s, s ≥ 1 as in (2.9) with a = 2s the statement of the proposition
follows.

To prove Proposition 2.4 we exploit that with our choice of f the “bulk” has the correct
sign for the backward problem.
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Lemma 2.10. Suppose that f is a function such that

f ′′′(v) + f ′′′(−v) ≥ 0, and f ′′′(v) ≥ 0, for v ≥ 0. (2.14)

Then for t ≥ 0 and r ≥ 0

1

r

(
f(t+ r)− f(t− r)

)
−
(
f ′(t+ r) + f ′(t− r)

)
≤ 0. (2.15)

In particular, this condition (2.14) is true for f(v) = (1 + v2)a/2, if a ≥ 2.

Proof. We have

f(t+ r)− f(t− r) =

∫ t+r

t−r

f ′(v) dv = (v − t)f ′(v)
∣∣∣
t+r

t−r
−
∫ t+r

t−r

(v − t)f ′′(v) dv

and it follows that

1

r

(
f(t+ r)− f(t− r)

)
−

(
f ′(t+ r) + f ′(t− r)

)
= −1

r

∫ t+r

t−r

(v − t)f ′′(v) dv.

Integrating by parts once more we see that

1

r

(
f(t+ r)− f(t− r)

)
−
(
f ′(t+ r) + f ′(t− r)

)
=

∫ t+r

t−r

(v − t)2 − r2

2r
f ′′′(v) dv.

Since (v − t)2 − r2 ≤ 0, when t− r ≤ v ≤ t+ r, (2.15) follows directly if t ≥ r. When t ≤ r
we divide the domain of integration up into two parts. In the region [r− t, t+ 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

t−r

(v− t)2− r2

2r
f ′′′(v) dv =

∫ r−t

0

(v− t)2− r2

2r
f ′′′(v) +

(−v− t)2− r2

2r
f ′′′(−v) dv

=

∫ r−t

0

(−v − t)2− r2

2r

(
f ′′′(v) + f ′′′(−v)

)
− 2tv

r
f ′′′(v) dv ≤ 0.

If f(v)=(1+ v2)a/2/a then f ′(v)=v(1+ v2)a/2−1, f ′′(v)=(1+ v2)a/2−1+ (1+ v2)a/2−2v2(a− 2)
and f ′′′(v) = (a − 2)3v(1 + v2)a/2−2+ (1 + v2)a/2−3(a − 2)(a − 4)v3. Taking out a common
factor we get f ′′′(v) = (a− 2)v(1 + v2)a/2−3

(
3(1 + v2) + (a− 4)v2

)
. Hence

f ′′′(v) = (a− 2)v(1 + v2)a/2−3
(
(a− 1)v2 + 3

)
≥ 0, if v ≥ 0 and a ≥ 2.

If f(−v)=f(v) then f ′′′(−v)=−f ′′′(v) so (2.14) hold for f(v)=(1+ v2)a/2/a, if a≥2.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. Recall that we have chosen f(v) = 〈v〉2s, s ≥ 1 to obtain (2.7).
Therefore by Lemma 2.10 (−r∂rΩ) ≤ 0, and thus

Es
R−(t2−t1)

(t1) + F s
R(t1, t2) ≤ Es

R(t2) +

∫ t2

t1

∫

Σ
R−(t2−t)
t

r−1X(rφ)�φdxdt.
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Moreover,

∫

Σt

1

r

(
X(rφ)

)
�φdx ≤

(∫

Σt

〈t+ r〉2s
(
L(rφ)

)2dx
r2

)1/2

‖〈t+ r〉s�φ‖L2(Σt)

+

(∫

Σt

〈t− r〉2s
(
L(rφ)

)2dx
r2

)1/2

‖〈t− r〉�φ‖L2(Σt) ≤ Es
R(t)

1/2‖〈t+ r〉s�φ‖L2(Σt).

In Proposition 2.5 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
for v ≥ 0, and f ′2(v) ≤ Cf ′′(v)f(v). Then

∫

ΣR
t

f ′′(t− r)φ2dx .

∫

ΣR
t

[
f(t+ r)

(
L(rφ)

)2
+ f(t− r)

(
L(rφ)

)2]dx
r2

+

∫

∂ΣR
t

|f ′|φ2 r2dω.

Proof. With ψ = rφ we have

∫

ΣR
t

f ′′(t− r)φ2dx =

∫ R

0

∫

S2

f ′′(t− r)ψ2drdω

and

∫ R

0

f ′′(t− r)ψ2dr = −
∫ R

0

d

dr

[
f ′(t− r)

]
ψ2dr = −f ′(t− r)ψ2

∣∣∣
R

r=0
+

∫ R

0

f ′(t− r)2ψψrdr

≤ |f ′(t− R)|ψ2(R) +

√∫ R

0

f ′(t− r)2

f(t− r)
ψ2dr

√∫ R

0

f(t− r)ψ2
rdr.

By the assumption on f , namely f ′(q)2/f(q) ≤ Cf ′′(q), it follows that

∫ R

0

f ′′(t− r)ψ2dr . |f ′(t− R)|ψ2(R) +

∫ R

0

f(t− r)ψ2
rdr

and hence
∫

ΣR
t

f ′′(t− r)φ2dx .

∫

∂ΣR
t

|f ′|φ2 r2dω +

∫

ΣR
t

f(t− r)(∂r(rφ))
2dx

r2
.

By assumption f is even and increasing on R+, hence f(t+ r) ≥ f(t− r) and

1

2

∫

ΣR
t

[
f(t+ r)

(
L(rφ)

)2
+ f(t− r)

(
L(rφ)

)2]dx
r2

≥
∫

ΣR
t

f(t− r)
(
∂r(rφ)

)2dx
r2
.

Lemma 2.12. We have
∫

Σt

〈t− r〉2sφ2dx

r2
.

∫

Σt

〈t− r〉2s−2φ2dx+

∫

Σt

〈t− r〉2s(∂r(rφ))2
dx

r2
.

provided limR→∞ sup∂ΣR
t
〈t− r〉2srφ2 = 0.
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Proof. We have φ2 = 2φ∂r(rφ)− ∂r(rφ
2) and hence

∫ R

0

〈t− r〉2sφ2dr =

∫ R

0

2〈t− r〉2sφ∂r(rφ) + (∂r〈t− r〉2s)rφ2dr − 〈t− r〉2srφ2
∣∣R
0
.

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

∫ ∞

0

∫

S2

〈t− r〉2sφ2dS(ω)dr

.
(∫ ∫

〈t− r〉2sφ2dS(ω)dr
)1/2(∫ ∫

〈t− r〉2s
(
∂r(rφ)

)2
+ 〈t− r〉2s−2(rφ)2dS(ω)dr

)1/2

where we used that |∂r〈t− r〉2s| ≤ 2s〈t− r〉2s−1. This proves the Lemma.

Proof of Proposition 2.5. Thus to infer the estimate (2.6) when R → ∞, it remains to
control the zeroth order term. Note that with our choice of f , f ′′(v) ≥ 2s〈v〉2s−2, and
|f ′(v)| ≤ 2s〈v〉2s−1. Hence by Lemma. 2.11

∫

ΣR
t

〈t− r〉2s−2φ2dx . Es
R(t) +

∫

∂ΣR
t

φ2 〈t− r〉2s−1r2dω.

Furthermore, in the limit R → ∞, the boundary term vanishes by assumption, and by
Lemma 2.12:

∫

Σt

〈t− r〉2sφ2dx

r2
.

∫

Σt

〈t− r〉2s−2φ2dx+

∫

Σt

〈t− r〉2s(∂r(rφ))2
dx

r2
.

Here the last term is also controlled by Es
R(t), as R → ∞, as demonstrated in the last step

of the proof of Lemma 2.11. 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 ∈ {∂t, ∂i,Ωij , S,Ω0i}. Since

〈t+ r〉2
∣∣(∂t + ∂r)(rφ)

∣∣2 + 〈t− r〉2
∣∣(∂t − ∂r)(rφ)

∣∣2 =
= 2

(
∂t(rφ)

)2
+ 2

(
∂r(rφ)

)2
+ 2

(
t∂t(rφ) + r∂r(rφ)

)2
+ 2

(
r∂t(rφ) + t∂r(rφ)

)2

and with S = t∂t + r∂r, S = r∂t + t∂r, and ǫ > 0,

2

r2
(
S(rφ)

)2
+

2

r2
(
S(rφ)

)2
+ φ2 +

〈t− r〉2
r2

φ2 ≥

≥ 2(1− 2ǫ)(Sφ)2 + 2(1− 2ǫ)(Sφ)2 +
1 + (3− ǫ−1)t2 − 2tr + (4− ǫ−1)r2

r2
φ2

we can infer, with some ǫ < 1/2, that

‖φ(t, ·)‖21,+,s−1 &

∫

R3

〈t− r〉2s−2
[
(∂tφ)

2 + (∂rφ)
2
]
dx

+

∫

R3

〈t− r〉2s−2
[(
Sφ

)2
+
(
Sφ

)2
+ φ2

]
+ 〈t+ r〉2s−2

∑

i<j

(
Ωijφ

)2
dx

20



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

‖φ(t, ·)‖21,+,s−1 &
∑

Z∈{∂t,S,Ωij}

‖〈t− r〉s−1(Zφ)(t, ·)‖2

Given that Z = ∂i = 〈∂i, ∂r〉∂r +∇/ i,∫
〈t− r〉2s−2

(
∂iφ

)2
dx .

∫
〈t− r〉2s−2

{
(∂rφ)

2 + |∇/φ|2
}
dx

the estimate also holds for translations Z = ∂i. Similarly we can express the boosts as

Ω0i = t∂i + xi∂t =
xi

r

(
t∂r + r∂t

)
+ t∇/i =

xi

r
S + t∇/i

and conclude in view of the above that the inequality also holds for Z = Ω0i.
This proves (2.5) for |I| = 1, and thus the Proposition.

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∞(Σt) such that v(t, x) → 0 as |x| → ∞. Then

|∂v| . 1

〈t+ r〉〈t− r〉1/2
∑

|I|≤2

‖∂ZIv‖L2(Σt) ,

|v| . 1

〈t+ r〉1/2
∑

|I|≤2

‖∂ZIv‖L2(Σt) , and |∂v| . 1

〈t+ r〉3/2
∑

|I|≤3

‖∂ZIv‖L2(Σt) .

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

|v(t, rω)| ≤
∫ ∞

r

|∂v(t, sω)|ds ≤ CS

∑

|I|≤2

‖∂ZIv‖L2(Σt)

∫ ∞

r

ds

(1 + t+ s)(1 + |t− s|)1/2

≤ CS

(1 + t+ r)1/2

∑

|I|≤2

‖∂ZIv‖L2(Σt) .

For the last recall that |∂v| gains a weight in t + r in the sense that we have the pointwise
inequality |∂v| . 〈t + r〉−1

∑
|I|=1 |ZIv|. Since by the first inequality |Zv| . 〈t + r〉|∂v| .

〈t − r〉−1/2 → 0 as r → ∞ on each Σt, we can apply the second inequality also to Zv, and
conclude that

|∂v| ≤ C
∑

|I|=1

|ZIv|
〈t+ r〉 ≤ CCS

〈t + r〉3/2
∑

|I|≤3

‖∂ZIv‖L2(Σt) .
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When we construct a solution from data on ΣT , and take T → ∞, we cannot a priori
assume that the solution is compactly supported on all Σt, t ≤ T . A variant of the above
proof applies even if the solution is compactly supported only on ΣT .

Lemma 3.2. Let T > 0 and φ ∈ C∞(R3+1), and assume that φ is compactly supported on
ΣT , while for all t ≤ T ∑

|I|≤3
‖∂ZIφ‖L2(Σt) ≤ C

Then for all t ≤ T

sup
Σt

|∂φ| . C

〈t〉 3
2

Proof. We integrate from the point (t, rω) along the outward directed line

γ(λ) : λ 7→ (t+ λ, (r + σλ)ω)

for some σ > 1, until it hits t = T ; then for |I| = 1,

|ZIφ(t, rω)| ≤ |ZIφ|(γ(T − t)) +

∫ T−t

0

σ|∂ZIφ(γ(λ))|dλ

≤ CCS

∫ ∞

0

σdλ

(1 + t+ r + (1 + σ)λ)(1 + |r − t + (σ − 1)λ|)1/2 . CCS
1

(1 + t)1/2

and therefore

|∂φ| ≤ C
∑

|I|=1

|ZIv|
1 + t+ r

≤ CCS
1

(1 + t+ r)(1 + t)1/2
.

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∞(R3) such that |v(t, x)| → 0 as |x| → ∞. Then for s ≥ 1

〈t+ r〉〈t− r〉s−1/2|v| .
∑

|I|≤2
‖〈t− r〉s−1ZIv(t, ·)‖L2(R3).

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− r〉s−1v:

〈t+ r〉〈t− r〉1/2〈t− r〉s−1|v| .
∑

|I|≤2
‖ZI

(
〈t− r〉s−1v

)
(t, ·)‖L2(R3).

Since
Z〈t− r〉s−1 ≤ (s− 1)〈t− r〉s−2|Z(t− r)| . 〈t− r〉s−1

and hence |ZI〈t− r〉s−1| . 〈t− r〉s−1, 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 = ∂tv = 0 when t = t2. Then

t
1/2
1 |wγ

−|1/2|v(t1, x)| .
(∫ t2

t1

∫

∂Σ
t−t1
t

(|∂Sv|2+(t−r)2|�v|2)wγ
−dSdt+

∑

|I|≤3

∫

Σt1

|∂ZIv|2wγ
−dx

)1/2
.

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 = ∂tv = 0 for t = t2, t2 > q−. Then

r1/2|wγ
−|1/2|v(r + q−, rω)| .

∑

|I|≤2

(∫ t2

r+q−

∫

∂Σ
t−q−
t

|∂ΩIv|2wγ
−dSdt

)1/2
, (3.1)

q
1/2
− |wγ

−|1/2|v(q−, 0)| .
(∫ t2

q−

∫

∂Σ
t−q−
t

(|∂Sv|2+ (t− r)2|�v|2)wγ
−dSdt

)1/2
, (3.2)

q
1/2
− |wγ

−|1/2|v(r+q−, rω)| .
∑

|J |≤3

( ∫ t2

q−

∫

∂Σ
t−q−
t

(|∂ZJv|2+ (t−r)2|ZJ�v|2)wγ
−dSdt

)1/2
. (3.3)

Proof. Since wγ
−= (1+ q−)

1+2γ on ∂Σ
t−q−
t , it is enough to prove it for γ = −1/2. We will be

using the identity

∫ b

a

|∂ξ(ξV )|2 dξ + aV (a)2 =

∫ b

a

|∂ξV |2 ξ2dξ + bV (b)2, (3.4)

obtained from expanding the derivative and integrating by parts. Applying this identity to
V (ξ) = v

(
ξ + q−, ξω

)
, with b = t2 − q− where V vanishes and a = r, and using Sobolev’s

inequality on the sphere gives

r sup
ω∈S2

v(r + q−, rω)
2 ≤

∑

|I|≤2

∫

S2

∫ t2−q−

r

∣∣∂ξΩIv(ξ + q−, ξω)
∣∣2 ξ2dξ dS(ω),

which proves (3.1). Let
V+(ξ) := (∂t + ∂r)(rv)

(
ξ + q−, ξω

)
.

We will also be using

(2ξ + q−)∂ξV+(ξ) = (2(∂t + ∂r)(rSv) + (t− r)r
(
� v − r−2△ωv

)
)(ξ + q−, ξω), (3.5)

which follows using the identity

(t+ r)(∂t + ∂r)(∂t + ∂r)(rv) = (∂t + ∂r)
(
(t+ r)(∂t + ∂r)(rv)

)
− 2(∂t + ∂r)(rv)

= (∂t+∂r)
(
2S−2− (t− r)(∂t −∂r)

)
(rv) = 2(∂t+∂r)(rS v)− (t− r)(∂t +∂r)(∂t−∂r)(rv) .
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Let

v(t, r) =
1

4π

∫

S2

v(t, rω) dS(ω),

denote the spherical mean. We have

v(q−, 0) = v(q−, 0) = V +(0) =

∫ t2−q−

0

∂ξV + dξ.

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

v(q−, 0) =

∫ t2−q−

0

∫

S2
(2(∂t + ∂r)(rSv) + (t− r)r�v)

(
q−+ ξ, ξω

)
dS(ω)

dξ

2ξ+ q−
.

Using Cauchy-Schwarz we get

|v(q−, 0)| ≤
C

√
q−

(∫ t2−q−

0

∫

S2
|(2(∂t + ∂r)(rSv) + (t− r)r�v)

(
q−+ ξ, ξω

)|2 dS(ω)dξ
)1/2

.

To deal with (∂t + ∂r)(rSv) we use the identity (3.4). This proves (3.2). The proof of (3.3)
is a variation of the above. We have

(∂t+∂r)(rΩ
Iv)

(
q−+r, rω

)
=

∫ t2−q−

r
(2(∂t+∂r)(rSΩIv)+(t−r)r

(
�ΩIv−r−2△ωΩ

Iv
)
)
(
q−+ξ, ξω

) dξ

2ξ+q−
.

Proceeding as above we get

sup
ω∈S2

∣∣(∂t + ∂r)(rv)
(
q−+ r, rω

)∣∣

≤ C
√
q−

∑

|I|≤2

(∫

S2

∫ t2−q−

r
|(2(∂t+∂r)(rSΩIv)+(t−r)r

(
�ΩIv−r−2△ωΩ

Iv
)
)
(
q−+ξ, ξω

)|2dξ dS(ω)
)1/2

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

∂̄i = ∂i − ωi∂r =
ωkΩik

r
=

−ωiω
kΩ0k + Ω0i

t
.

to express the tangential Laplacian as follows:

△ := r−2△ω = δij∂i∂j =
−δij(∂iωj)ω

kΩ0k + δij∂iΩ0j

t
= −2ωk

t

Ω0k

r
+
δij

t
∂iΩ0j .

Hence

∑

|I|≤2

∫

S2

∫ t2−q−

r
|((t− r)r△ΩIv

)(
q−+ ξ, ξω

)|2dξ dS(ω)

.
∑

|J |≤3

∫

S2

∫ t2−q−

r

∣∣∂ZJv(q−+ ξ, ξω)
∣∣2ξ2dξ dS(ω) +

∫

S2

∫ t2−q−

r

∣∣ZJv(q−+ ξ, ξω)
∣∣2dξ dS(ω).
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Here the second term is bounded by a constant times the first. In fact it follows from (3.4)
∫ b

a

|V |2 dξ ≤ 4

∫ b

a

|∂ξV |2 ξ2dξ + 2bV (b)2.

We have hence proven that

sup
ω∈S2

∣∣(∂t + ∂r)(rv)
(
q−+ r, rω

)∣∣ .
∑

|J |≤3

(∫ t2

r

∫

∂Σ
t−q−
t

(|∂ZJv|2+ (t−r)2|ZJ�v|2)wγ
−dSdt

)1/2
.

Then we use the mean value theorem to estimate v in terms of (∂t + ∂r)(rv).

4 Scattering and weighted energies for the homogeneous solution

In this section we want to solve the linear homogeneous wave equation �ψ = 0 from infinity
with “asymptotic data” given in the form

ψ ∼ F0(r − t, ω)

r
+ ψe, where ψe =

Mχe(r − t)

r
, ω = x/|x|. (4.1)

Here F0 is the Friedlander radiation field, and ψe is an exact solution picking up the “mass
term” in the exterior, where χe(s) = 1, for s ≥ 2, and χe(s) = 0 for s ≤ 1 is a smooth
function.1

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

‖F0‖2N,γ−1/2 :=
∑

|α|+k≤N

∫

R

∫

S2

∣∣(〈 q〉∂q)k∂αωF0(q, ω)
∣∣2〈q〉2γ−1 dS(ω)dq ≤ C (4.2)

which ensures suitable pointwise decay of the radiation field in q = r − t. In fact, we have
Lemma 4.1 below. The main result of this section, yielding the existence of a scattering
solution with the prescribed radiation field, is Theorem 1.1 stated in the Introduction.

Here we will work with an approximate solution that goes one term further in the “asymp-
totic expansion”

ψ ∼ F0(r−t, ω)
r

+
F1(r−t, ω)

r2
+ ψe ; (4.3)

in fact for this to be a “good approximation” we will require F1 to satisfy an ODE.
We will construct a scattering solution by considering a sequence of solutions ψT with

prescribed data when t = T induced by the following approximate solution which is supported
in the wave zone, away from the origin,

ψ0 =
F0(r − t, ω)

r
χ
( 〈 t−r〉

r

)
, (4.4)

where χ is a smooth decreasing function such that χ(s) = 1, when s ≤ 1/8 and χ(s) = 0,
when s ≥ 1/4. More precisely, we set ψT = ψ01 + ψe + vT , where ψ01 is the second order
approximation

ψ01 := ψ0 + ψ1, ψ1 =
F1(r−t, ω)

r2
χ
( 〈 t−r〉

r

)
. (4.5)

1In particular, ψe is not supported in {r ≤ 1 + t} ∩ {t ≥ 0}; see also Lemma 6.2 below.
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and vT satisfies �vT = −�ψ01 (as T → ∞) and has trivial data at t = T . We then show
that as T → ∞, the limit ψ = limT→∞ ψT exists in the norms introduced in (2.2).

Also let F ′
i (q, ω) = ∂qFi(q, ω) and

ψ′
i =

F ′
i (r−t, ω)
r1+i

χ
( 〈 t−r〉

r

)
, i = 0, 1 . (4.6)

Lemma 4.1. Let F0(q, ω) satisfy (4.2). Then for N ′ ≤ N − 3

‖F0‖N ′,∞,γ :=
∑

|α|+k≤N ′

sup
q∈R

sup
ω∈S2

∣∣(〈 q〉∂q)k∂αωF0(q, ω)
∣∣〈q〉γ ≤ C . (4.7)

Proof. Consider the case N ′ = 0. First we show that the there is a sequence q′i → ∞ such
that

∑
|α|≤2

∫
S2
|∂αωF0|2(q′i, ω)dS ≤ C〈q′i〉−2γ → ∞. Indeed, since (4.2) holds with R replaced

by Ik = [qk, qk+1], where qk+1 = 2qk, this follows from the mean value theorem. Then for
p = 2γ − 1, using the Sobolev inequality on S2,

|F0(q, ω)| .
∑

|α|≤2

∫ q′i

q

|∂q∂αωF0|dq + 〈q′i〉−2γ

.
(∑

|α|≤2

∫

R

〈q〉p(〈q〉∂q∂αωF0)
2dq

) 1
2
(∫ ∞

q

dq

〈q〉2+p

) 1
2
. 〈q〉−p−1

2 ‖F0‖3,γ−1/2

which proves the inequality because (p+ 1)/2 = γ.

4.1 The asymptotics of the approximate solutions

Let us quantify the error by which the approximations ψ0 and ψ01 fail to be solutions of the
homogeneous wave equation.

Lemma 4.2. We have

|ZI�(ψ0)| .
χ
(
〈 t−r〉
2r

)

〈 t+ r〉3
∑

k+|α|≤2+|I|

∣∣(〈 q〉∂q)k∂αωF0(q, ω)
∣∣ , (4.8)

|ZI
(
�(ψ0 + ψ1)− (△ωψ0/r

2 − 2ψ′
1/r)

)
| . χ

(
〈 t−r〉
2r

)

〈 t+ r〉4
∑

|α|+k≤2+|I|, i=0,1

〈 q〉1−i
∣∣(〈 q〉∂q)k∂αωFi(q, ω)

∣∣ .

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

�ψ0 =
1

r3
△ωF0(r − t, ω)χ

( 〈 t−r〉
r

)
− 2

r
F ′
0 (r − t, ω)χ′

( 〈 t−r〉
r

) 〈 t−r〉
r2

− 1

r
F0(r − t, ω)(∂r − ∂t)

(
χ′
( 〈 t−r〉

r

) 〈 t−r〉
r2

)
,
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where F ′
0 (q, ω) = ∂qF0(q, ω). Recall that ψ0 is supported in 〈t− r〉 ≤ r/4, hence t ∼ r in the

support of the r.h.s above, and the first estimate follows. Moreover

�(ψ0 + ψ1) =
1

r3
△ωF0(r − t, ω)χ

(
〈 t−r〉

r

)
− 2F ′

1(r − t, ω)

r3
χ
(
〈 t−r〉

r

)

− 2F ′
0 (r − t, ω)

r
χ′
( 〈 t−r〉

r

) 〈 t−r〉
r2

− F0(r − t, ω)

r
(∂r − ∂t)

(
χ′
( 〈 t−r〉

r

) 〈 t−r〉
r2

)

+
△ωF1(r − t, ω)

r4
χ
( 〈 t−r〉

r

)
− 2F ′

1 (r − t, ω)

r
χ′
( 〈 t−r〉

r

) 〈 t−r〉
r3

− F1(r − t, ω)

r
(∂r − ∂t)

(
χ′
(
〈 t−r〉

r

)
〈 t−r〉
r3

+ χ
(
〈 t−r〉

r

)
1
r2

)
.

and note

△ωψ0/r
2 − 2ψ′

1/r =
△ωF0 − 2F ′

1

r3
χ
( 〈 t−r〉

r

)
. (4.9)

Since 〈r − t〉 ∼ 〈t+ r〉 in the support of χ′
(
〈 t− r〉/r

)
the second estimate follows.

The general case |I| ≥ 1 is straightforward. To prove for example (4.8) in the case |I| = 1,
observe first that for Z = Ω(ij) = xi∂j − xj∂i we have

Ω(ij)F0(q, ω) = ωiΠk
j∂ωkF0 − ωjΠk

i ∂ωkF0 , |ΩijF0(q, ω)| ≤ |∂ωF0| ,

where Πi
j = δij − ωiωj, and ω = x/|x|; c.f. (6.6). Moreover, for Z = S = t∂t + r∂r we have

SF0(r − t, ω) = (r − t)∂qF0(r − t, ω) , |SF0| ≤ 〈q〉∂qF0 .

The estimate then follows from the formula above for �ψ0.

To get a second order approximation for the homogeneous equation we choose F1 so that

2F ′
1 (q, ω)= △ωF0(q, ω), F1(0, ω) = 0. (4.10)

In particular, this ODE allows us to estimate F1 in terms of F0:

Lemma 4.3. Suppose F1 satisfies (4.10), with ‖F0‖N,γ−1/2 + ‖F0‖N,∞,γ < ∞, for some
N ≥ 2, and 1/2 < γ < 1. Then

‖F1‖N−2,γ−3/2 . ‖F0‖N,γ−1/2, and ‖F1‖N−2,∞,γ−1 . ‖F0‖N,∞,γ.

Proof. We first show ‖F1‖0,γ−3/2 . ‖F0‖2,γ−1/2. For q ≥ 0 > q0 set

f(q) =

∫ q

q0

∫ ∞

q′
〈q′′〉2γ−3dq′′dq′

then 0 ≤ −f ′′(q) = 〈q〉2γ−3, f ′(q) . 〈q〉2γ−2, f(q) . 〈q〉2γ−1, and f ′(q)2 . (−f ′′(q))f(q). We
write ∫ q1

0

∫

S2

F 2
1 (q, ω)(−f ′′)(q)dSdq = −

∫

S2

f ′F 2
1 dS

∣∣∣
q1

0
+ 2

∫ q1

0

∫

S2

f ′F1F
′
1dSdq

and note that

0 ≤
∫

S2

f ′F 2
1 dS

∣∣∣
q1

0
. ‖F0‖2,∞,γ <∞
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because F1(0) = 0 and

|F1(q)| ≤
∫ q

0

|∂2ωF0|dq ≤ ‖F0‖2,∞,γ〈q〉1−γ .

This also shows that ‖F1‖0,∞,γ−1 . ‖F0‖2,∞,γ. Moreover

∫ q1

0

∫

S2

f ′F1F
′
1dSdq .

√∫ q1

0

∫

S2

F 2
1 (−f ′′)dSdq

√∫ q1

0

∫

S2

F ′
1
2fdSdq

and therefore ∫ q1

0

∫

S2

F 2
1 (q, ω)〈q〉2γ−3dSdq .

∫ q1

0

∫

S2

F ′
1
2〈q〉2γ−1dSdq

as desired. Similarly for q1 ≤ 0.

In view of the energy estimates in Section 2.2, we need to control �(ψ0 + ψ1) with the
relevant weights in L2

x. Here the choice (4.10) is essential.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose F1 satisfies (4.10), with ‖F0‖N,γ−1/2 < ∞, for some N ≥ 4, 1/2 <
γ < 1. Then we have, for all s ≥ 0, |I| ≤ N − 4,

‖〈t+ r〉s�(ZI(ψ0 + ψ1))(t, ·)‖L2
x
.

‖F0‖4+|I|,γ−1/2

〈 t〉3/2+γ−s
.

Proof. Recall that by (4.9) with our choice of F1, △ωψ0/r
2−2ψ′

1/r = 0. Hence by Lemma 4.2
we have

‖〈t+ r〉sZI�(ψ0 + ψ1)(t, ·)‖2L2
x
.

∫
〈t+ r〉2s

(χ
( 〈 t−r〉

2r

)

〈 t+ r〉4
)2

×

×
∑

|α|+k|≤2+|I|

(
〈 q〉2

∣∣(〈 q〉∂q)k∂αωF0(q, ω)
∣∣2 +

∣∣(〈 q〉∂q)k∂αωF1(q, ω)
∣∣2
)
dx .

Moreover, in polar coordinates,

‖〈t+ r〉sZI�(ψ0 + ψ1)(t, ·)‖2L2
x
.

∫ R

0

∫

S2

r2〈 t− r〉3−2γ

〈 t+ r〉8−2s
χ
( 〈 t−r〉

2r

)
×

×
∑

|α|+k|≤2+|I|

(
〈 q〉2γ−1

∣∣(〈 q〉∂q)k∂αωF0(q, ω)
∣∣2 + 〈 q〉2γ−3

∣∣(〈 q〉∂q)k∂αωF1(q, ω)
∣∣2
)
dS(ω)dr

and we have by Lemma 4.3:

‖〈t+ r〉sZI�(ψ0 + ψ1)(t, ·)‖2L2
x
.

‖F0‖22+|I|,γ−1/2

〈 t〉3+2γ−2s
+

‖F1‖22+|I|,γ−3/2

〈 t〉3+2γ−2s
.

‖F0‖24+|I|,γ−1/2

〈 t〉3+2γ−2s
.

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

Lemma 4.5. For all s < γ + 1/2, 1/2 < γ < 1, we have the following estimate for k ≥ 1,
provided F1 satisfies (4.10):

Es
(k−1)[ψ0 + ψ1](t) . ‖F0‖23+k,γ−1/2 Es

(k−1)[ψe] .M2

Proof. We prove the case k = 1. First we check, using Lemma 6.2, that Es[ψ0] . ‖F0‖21,γ−1/2,

and similarly, by Lemma 4.3, Es[ψ1] . ‖F1‖21,γ−3/2 . ‖F0‖23,γ−1/2. Also E
s[ψe] .M2.
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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 F1 satisfies (4.10).

A sequence of linear solutions �ψT = 0, with ψT = vT + ψ01 + ψe is obtained if we set

�vT = −�(ψ0 + ψ1).

Recall that �ψe = 0. However, in view of Lemma 5.4 we set

�vT = −χ(t/T )�(ψ0 + ψ1). (4.11)

and assume that vT has trivial initial data at t = T .

Proposition 4.6. Let vT be a solution to (4.11) with trivial data at t = T , and ‖F0‖N,γ−1/2 <
∞ for some N ≥ 6, and 1/2 < γ < 1. Then for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T ,

‖∂(ZIvT )(t, ·)‖L2
x
.

‖F0‖4+|I|,γ−1/2

〈 t〉1/2+γ
(|I| ≤ N − 4)

|ZIvT (t, x)| .
‖F0‖6+|I|,γ−1/2

〈 t+ r〉1/2〈 t〉1/2+γ
(|I| ≤ N − 6)

where the constants are independent of T . Moreover for ψT = vT + ψ01 + ψe we have

‖∂(ZIψT )(t, ·)‖L2
x
. ‖F0‖4+|I|,γ−1/2 .

In the following we will use the standard notation ‖v(t, ·)‖2 = ‖v(t, ·)‖L2
x
= ‖v‖L2(Σt) for

the L2 norm.

Proof. Since vT satisfies (4.11) and has vanishing data at t = T , the standard energy estimate
implies

‖∂vT (t, ·)‖2 .
∫ T

t

‖�vT (t, ·)‖2dt .
‖F0‖4,γ−1/2

〈 t〉1/2+γ
.

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 = T also vanish for the higher order

energy estimates:

‖∂ZIvT (t, ·)‖2 .
∫ T

t

‖�ZIvT (t, ·)‖2dt

Moreover by Lemma 5.3,

‖�ZIvT ‖L2(Σt) .
∑

|J |≤|I|

‖ZJ�ψ01‖L2(Σt)

where we have used that ψ01 is supported in the wave zone. Hence in view of Lemma 4.4,

‖∂(ZIvT )(t, ·)‖2 .
‖F0‖4+|I|,γ−1/2

〈 t〉1/2+γ
.
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Moreover by Lemma 3.1,

|ZIvT (t, x)| .
1

〈 t+ r〉1/2
∑

|J |≤2+|I|

‖∂(ZJvT )‖L2(Σt) .
‖F0‖6+|I|,γ−1/2

〈 t+ r〉1/2〈 t〉1/2+γ
.

To obtain the bound on ψT , we can apply the same argument to ψ0 +ψ1 +ψe in place of
vT . The energy of the approximate solutions on t = T does not vanish, but are estimated in
Lemma 4.7 below.

Lemma 4.7. The approximate solutions have finite energy,

‖∂ZI(ψ0 + ψ1 + ψe)‖L2(Σt) . ‖F0‖3+|I|,γ−1/2 +M

Proof. We show the case |I| = 0. Given ψ0 we can easily compute Lψ0, Lψ0, and ∇/ψ0, and
find that

‖∂ψ0‖2 ≤
∫

R

∫

S2

(
(Lψ0)

2 + (Lψ0)
2 + |∇/ψ0|2

)
r2drdS

.

∫

R

∫

S2

∑

k+|α|≤1

|(〈q〉∂q)k∂αωF0|2〈q〉−2dqdS . ‖F0‖21,−1

and similarly for ψ1, ‖∂ψ1‖ . ‖F1‖1,−2 . ‖F0‖3,−1, and finally also ‖∂ψe‖ .M .

Remark 4.1. Note that there is a loss of derivatives in Prop. 4.6: To show that the solution
has finite energy at t = 0, we need several derivatives of F0 in L2.

For the homogeneous wave equation, in Sobolev spaces without weights — namely in the
case γ = 1/2 — it is known that this loss of derivatives can be avoided. In fact, Friedlander
proved in [18] that the map R which associates to initial data (ψ0, ψ1) for the wave equation
the function

[R(ψ0, ψ1)](q, ω) = lim
r→∞

(r∂tψ)(r − q, rω)

where ψ is the solution to (1.1) with ψ(0, ·) = ψ0, ∂tψ(0, ·) = ψ1, is a bijective isometry from
energy space H = Ḣ1(R3)× L2(R3) to L2(R× S2).

In particular, it is shown in [18] (Lemma 3.12) that given F ′
0(q, ω) ∈ C∞

0 (R × S2) of
compact support in q, there exists a unique solution ψ ∈ C∞(R3+1) to (1.1) with radiation
field F0(q, ω) =

∫ q

−∞
(F ′

0)(q
′, ω)dq′, and moreover

‖∇ψ(0, ·)‖L2(R3) + ‖∂tψ(0, ·)‖L2(R3) = ‖F ′
0‖L2(R×S2) .

Furthermore there there exists a map I : L2(R× S
2) → H such that R ◦ I is the identity

on L2(R× S2), and I ◦ R 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 ψT = vT +(ψ0 + ψ1), where vT is a solution
to the equation

�vT = −χ(t/T )�(ψ0 + ψ1) (4.12)
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with trivial data on t = T , which yields a solution ψ = limT→∞ ψT to the homogeneous
equation �ψ = 0, as shown in Section 4.4.

Instead of using the standard energy estimate, we now apply the results of Section 2.2
and derive weighted energy bounds using the second order asymptotics of Section 4.1.

Proposition 4.8. Suppose vT is a solution to (4.12) with trivial initial data at t = T . As
above ψ0 + ψ1 is an approximate solution of the form (4.5), where F1 satisfies (4.10), and
‖F0‖N,γ−1/2 <∞, for some N ≥ 5. If 1 < s < γ + 1/2, then for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T , uniformly in
T > 0,

‖ψT (t, ·)‖k,s−1 . ‖F0‖3+k,γ−1/2 , (4.13)

‖vT (t, ·)‖k,s−1 .
‖F0‖3+k,γ−1/2

〈 t〉1/2+γ−s
,

for all k ≤ N − 3, and for |I| ≤ N − 5,

|ZIψT (t, x)|+ |ZI(ψ0 + ψ1)(t, x)| .
‖F0‖5+|I|,γ−1/2

〈 t+ r〉〈 t− r〉s−1/2
,

|ZIvT (t, x)| .
‖F0‖5+|I|,γ−1/2

〈t+ r〉〈t〉1/2+γ−s〈t− r〉s−1/2
.

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

‖vT (t, ·)‖k,s−1 . Es
(k−1)[vT ]

1/2

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

Es
(k−1)[vT ]

1/2(t) . Es
(k−1)[vT ]

1/2(T ) +
∑

|I|≤k−1

∫ T

t

‖〈t+ r〉s�(ZIvT )(t, ·)‖L2
x
dt.

Note here also that for any fixed t the boundary condition in Prop. 2.4 is verified: Since
�vT = 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 > 2T + (T − t). Similarly
�(ZIvT ) = 0 when r > 2t, and it follows from Lemma 5.4 that the initial data for ZIvT
vanishes for r > 2t, on t = T . Furthermore by Lemma 4.4 we have

∑

|I|≤k−1

∫ T

t

‖〈t+ r〉s�(ZIvT )(t, ·)‖L2
x
dt ≤

∫ T

t

‖F0‖4+k−1,γ−1/2

〈 t〉3/2+γ−s
dt

.
‖F0‖3+k,γ−1/2

〈 t〉1/2+γ−s
, if s < γ + 1/2.

(4.14)

With regard to the exponent we have 3/2 + γ − s < 2 because γ < 1, and for this estimate
s ≥ 0. However, for the integral to be finite we need 3/2+ γ − s > 1, which gives the stated
restriction s < 1/2 + γ. For the conformal Morawetz estimate above we required s > 1, and
thus all conditions can be verified in view of γ > 1/2.
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Let us return to the boundary term at t = T above. From the definition (2.3) it follows,
c.f. also Lemma 2.12, that Es[vT ](T ) .

∫
〈t + r〉2s|∂v|2dx|t=T , and hence by Lemma 5.4,

Es
(k−1)[vT ](T ) = 0. Therefore we have shown (4.13), and the pointwise bound for vT follows

from Lemma 3.3:

〈t+ r〉〈t− r〉s−1/2|ZIvT | .
∑

|J |≤2+|I|
‖〈t− r〉s−1ZJvT (t, ·)‖L2.

We can also apply Prop. 2.5 directly to the function ψ0 + ψ1, and obtain in view of
Lemma 4.5

‖(ψ0 + ψ1)(t, ·)‖k,s−1 . Es
(k−1)[ψ0 + ψ1]

1/2(t) . ‖F0‖3+k,γ−1/2

and we infer the pointwise bound again by Lemma 3.3.

4.4 Existence and uniqueness of the limit as T tends to infinity

Let us discuss the proof that the sequence ψT constructed in Section 4.3 converges as T → ∞.
Let T2 > T1 and for i = 1, 2 let ψi = ψTi

= ψ01 + ψe + vTi
, where vi = vTi

solves (4.12) with
vanishing data at t = Ti, for i = 1, 2. We need to show that the difference v = v2 − v1 tend
to 0 as T2 > T1 → ∞ in the norms we used above. Since

�v =
(
χ(t/T1)− χ(t/T2)

)
�ψ01

and v = v2 at T1 we have for t < T1, with a constant independent of T1,

‖v(t, ·)‖k,s−1 . Es
(k−1)[v2]

1/2(T1) +
∑

|I|≤k−1

∫ T1

T1/8

‖〈t+ r〉s�ZIψ01‖dt ,

and that this tends to zero as T1 → ∞ is precisely what we have proven above.
For uniqueness of the limit, assume F0 = 0. Then by (4.13), ‖ψT (t, ·)‖k,s−1 . ‖F0‖3+k,γ−1/2 =

0, and so
‖ψ(t, ·)‖k,s−1 ≤ ‖ψ(t, ·)− ψT (t·)‖k,s−1 → 0 (T → ∞) .

5 The classical null condition model

The first nonlinear model is an equation satisfying the classical null condition

�φ = Q(∂φ, ∂φ) (5.1)

for which we give asymptotic data in the form of a solution to the homogeneous equation:

φ ∼ φ0 , where �φ0 = 0 .

In other words, for a given linear solution φ0 we will find a solution to (5.1) with the
same asymptotics. To do this we take φ to be of the form φ = φ0 + v where the difference
v = φ− φ0 satisfies

�v = Q(∂(v + φ0), ∂(v + φ0)) = Q(∂v, ∂v) +Q(∂v, ∂φ0) +Q(∂φ0, ∂v) +Q(∂φ0, ∂φ0) .
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We then consider a sequence of solutions vT corresponding to trivial data for v at t = T ,
of the equation

�vT = χ(t/T )Q(∂(φ0 + vT ), ∂(φ0 + vT )) (5.2)

where χ is a smooth decreasing cutoff function sich that χ(s) = 1 for 0 ≤ s ≤ 1/8 and
χ(s) = 0 for s ≥ 1/4, and we obtain the solution φ as the limit of φT = φ0 + vT as T → ∞.

Proposition 5.1. Let ε > 0, and φ0 be a solution to the homogeneous equation �φ0 = 0
with compact support at t = 0, such that for k = 7,

Dk :=
∑

|I|≤k
‖∂ZIφ0‖L2(R3) < ε .

Then for sufficiently small ε > 0, and any 0 < µ < 1/2− ε, there exists a unique solution φ
to (5.1) of the form φ = φ0 + v where

∑

|I|≤5

‖∂ZIv(t, ·)‖L2(R3) .
ε

〈 t〉1/2−µ
(t ≥ 0) .

First note that the higher order equations for vT are

�ZIvT =
∑

|J |+|K|≤|I|

cIJK Z
J(χ( t

T
))FK (5.3)

where cIJK are constants and FK = ZKQ(∂φT , ∂φT ) satisfies the following property:

Lemma 5.2.

|FI | .
∑

|J |+|K|≤|I|

(
|∂ZJvT |

(
|∂ZKvT |+ |∂ZKφ0|

)
+ |∂ZJφ0|

(
|∂ZKφ0|+ |∂ZKvT |

))
.

Proof. This follows from standard properties of null forms, namely that if Q is a null from
then ZQ(∂φ, ∂v) = Q(∂Zφ, ∂v)+Q(∂φ, ∂Zv)+ Q̃(∂φ, ∂v) where Q̃ is another null form, and
that for all null forms we have the pointwise bound: |Q(∂φ, ∂v)| . |∂φ||∂v|+ |∂φ||∂v|.

Moreover since we take φ0 to be compactly supported on t = 0, FI vanishes for |x| & 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 |x| . T , ∣∣ZIχ( t
T
)
∣∣ . χ( t

2T
) .

Proof. The only vectorfields for which Zχ(t/T ) does not vanish are scalings, boosts, and
time translations. For Z = t∂t + xi∂i we have Zχ = (t/T )χ′, and for Z = xi∂t + t∂i,
Zχ = (xi/T )χ′, and in general |ZIχ| . 1 for (t + |x|)/T . 1. Note that χ(t/2T ) = 1 in the
support of χ(k)(t/T ).

The reason we have introduced the cutoff is to ensure that not only vT but also ZIvT has
trivial data at t = T . To see this we estimate the boundary terms pointwise using that vT
satisfies an equation:
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Lemma 5.4. Let vT satisfy the equation −�vT = g and have trivial initial data on t = T .
Then

|∂(ZvT )| . 〈t+ r〉|g| : on t = T .

Moreover if g vanishes identically for t > T/2, the ∂(ZIvT ) = 0 for all |I| ≥ 0 at t = T .

Proof. Let us first consider the more general situation:

−�u = f2

u|t=T = f0 ∂tu|t=T = f1

We compute ∂(Zu) at t = T for all vectorfields Z = ∂t, ∂i,Ωij ,Ω0j , S:

∂t(∂tu) =−�u+∆u = f2 +∆f0

∂i(∂tu) =∂if1

Here and below we use the equation satisfied by u to eliminate second time derivatives of u.
For all tangential derivatives to t = T we use that u = f0 and ∂tu = f1 are known on t = T .

∂t(Ωiju) =Ωijf1

∂k(Ωiju) =δ
i
k∂jf0 + δjk∂if0 + Ωij∂kf0

Moreover

∂t(Ω0ju) =∂jf0 + t∂jf1 + xj
(
f2 +∆f0

)

∂i(Ω0ju) =t∂j∂if0 + δji f1 + xj∂if1

and

∂t(Su) =f1 + t(f2 +∆f0) + xj∂jf1

∂i(Su) =t∂if1 + ∂if0 + xj∂j∂if0

We can apply this formula to vT which corresponds to the case f0 = f1 = 0, and f2 = g.
This immediately yields for some constants cβ:

∂(Zv) =
∑

|β|≤1

cβx
βg

and in particular
|∂(Zv)| . 〈t+ r〉|g| .

Now consider the case that g = 0 vanishes identically for t > T/2. Then by the commu-
tation properties of the vectorfields �ZIvT = 0 at t = T for all |I| ≥ 1, and we can apply
the above to u = ZIvT and proceed by induction on |I| = k ≥ 1 to show u has trivial initial
data at t = T . Indeed if u = ZIvT has trivial data at t = T for |I| = k, then since �u = 0
the above implies ∂(Zu) = 0 at t = T hence ZIvT has trivial data for |I| = k + 1.
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We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. We set
φT = φ0 + vT

where φ0 is a given linear solution and vT is a solution to (5.2) with trivial data at t = T .
Therefore by Corollary 2.2 applied to φ0, we have that for all t < T ,

∑

|I|≤5

‖∂ZIφ0‖L2(Σt) +
∑

|I|≤5

(∫ T

t

∫

R3

µ

4

|∂ZIφ0|2
(1+ |q|)1+2µ

dtdx
)1/2

≤
∑

|I|≤5

‖∂ZIφ0‖L2(ΣT )

and similarly applied vT we have, for any µ > 0,

∑

|I|≤5

‖∂ZIvT ‖L2(Σt) +
∑

|I|≤5

(∫ T

t

∫

R3

µ

4

|∂ZIvT |2
(1+ |q|)1+2µ

dxdt
)1/2

≤

≤ C
(∑

|I|≤5

‖∂ZIvT‖L2(ΣT ) +
∑

|I|≤5

∫ T

t

‖�ZIvT‖L2(Σt)

)

The boundary term for ZIvT at t = T vanishes by Lemma 5.4.
For the estimate of the bulk term note that the right hand side of (5.3) is compactly

supported: Since the initial data for φ0 is compactly supported at t = 0, the support of
φ0 is contained in |x| & t. Moreover vT has trivial data at t = T , hence vT satisfies
|�vT | ≤ |Q(∂vT , ∂vT )| for |x| & T and thus vanishes for |x| & 2T , for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T .
Therefore by Lemma 5.3 we have

‖�ZIvT (t, ·)‖2 .
∑

|K|≤|I|

‖FK(t, ·)‖2 .

which we will estimate below using Lemma 5.2.

Bootstrap assumption: Now assume that for some δ ≥ 0,

∑

|I|≤5

‖∂ZIvT‖L2(Σt) +
∑

|I|≤5

(∫ T

t

∫

R3

µ

4

|∂ZIvT |2
(1+ |q|)1+2µ

dt′dx
)1/2

≤ ε

〈t〉δ . (∗)

This is evidently true at t = T where the left hand side vanishes. We will show that (∗)
holds for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T , provided 0 ≤ δ < 1/2 − µ, and ε > 0 is sufficiently small. In the
remainder of the proof we will drop the subscript in vT for ease of notation.

From the Klainerman-Sobolev inequality it then follows that

〈 t−r〉1/2
∑

|I|≤3

|∂ZIv| ≤ εCS

〈 t+ r〉〈t〉δ

and by Lemma 3.2 ∑

|I|≤1

|∂ZIv| ≤ CSε

〈t〉3/2+δ
.
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Spacetime terms: Consider the first string of terms for FI in Lemma 5.2:
∑

|J |+|K|≤5

‖|∂ZJv||∂ZKv|‖L2(Σt) ≤
∑

|J |≤3,|K|≤5

‖|∂ZJv||∂ZKv|‖L2(Σt) +
∑

|J |≤5,|K|≤1

‖|∂ZJv||∂ZKv|‖L2(Σt).

We will estimate these terms given the improved decay rates of ∂v, over ∂v, first in the L∞,
then in the L2-sense, as expressed in Corollary 2.2 and Lemma 3.2 above.

Firstly, using the L∞ estimate,

∑

|I|≤5,|J |≤1

∫ T

t

‖|∂ZIv||∂ZJv|‖L2(Σt′)
dt′ ≤

∑

|I|≤5,|J |≤1

∫ T

t

‖∂ZJv‖L∞(Σt′ )
‖∂ZIv‖L2(Σt′ )

dt′

≤
∑

|I|≤5

∫ T

t

CSε

〈t′〉3/2+δ
‖∂ZIv‖L2(Σt′ )

dt′ ≤ CSε
2

∫ ∞

t

1

〈t′〉3/2+2δ
dt′ ≤ ε2CS

〈t〉1/2+2δ
.

Secondly, using the L2 estimate,

∑

|I|≤3,|J |≤5

∫ T

t

‖|∂ZIv||∂ZJv|‖L2(Σt′)
dt′ ≤

∑

|I|≤3,|J |≤5

∫ T

t

(∫

R3

|∂ZIv|2|∂ZJv|2dx
)1/2

dt′

≤
∑

|I|≤3,|J |≤5

∫ T

t

sup
R3

[
(1 + (|x| − t′))1/2+µ|∂ZIv|

](∫

R3

|∂ZJv|2
(1 + ||x| − t′|)1+2µ

dx
)1/2

dt′

≤
∑

|I|≤3

(∫ T

t

[
sup
R3

(1+(|x|− t′))1/2+µ|∂ZIv|
]2
dt′

)1/2 ∑

|J |≤5

(∫ T

t

∫

R3

|∂ZJv|2
(1 + ||x| − t′|)1+2µ

dxdt′
)1/2

≤ 2εCS√
µ

(∫ ∞

t

1

〈t′〉2+2δ−2µ
dt′

)1/2 ε

〈t〉δ ≤ 2√
µ(1 + 2δ − 2µ)

ε2CS

〈t〉1/2+2δ−µ
.

Now we proceed similarly for the other terms in FI . Indeed, for the purely linear terms,
the above estimates formally apply if we replace v by φ0, and set δ = 0. This yields:

∫ T

t

∑

|I|+|J |≤5

‖|∂ZIφ0||∂ZJφ0|‖L2(Σt′)
dt′ ≤ CS

〈t〉1/2−µ

∑

|I|≤5

‖∂ZIφ0‖2L2(ΣT ).

Similarly,

∑

|I|+|J |≤5

∫ T

t

‖|∂ZIφ0||∂ZJv|‖L2(Σt′ )
dt′ ≤ εCS

〈t〉1/2+δ−µ

∑

|I|≤5

‖∂ZIφ0‖L2(ΣT ),

and ∑

|I|+|J |≤5

∫ T

t

‖|∂ZIv||∂ZJφ0|‖L2(Σt′ )
dt′ ≤ εCS

〈t〉1/2+δ−µ

∑

|I|≤5

‖∂ZIφ0‖L2(ΣT ).

In conclusion,

∑

|I|≤5

∫ T

t

‖FI‖L2(Σt′)
dt′ ≤ CCS

〈t〉1/2−µ

( ε

〈t〉δ +
∑

|I|≤5

‖∂ZIφ0‖L2(ΣT )

)2

. (5.4)
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Therefore, we have shown that

∑

|I|≤5

‖∂ZIvT ‖L2(Σt) +
∑

|I|≤5

(∫ T

t

∫

R3

µ

4

|∂ZIvT |2
(1 + |q|)1+2µ

dxdt
)1/2

.
∑

|I|≤5

∫ T

t

‖FI‖L2(Σt)dt ≤
CCS

〈t〉1/2−µ

( ε

〈t〉δ +
∑

|I|≤5

‖∂ZIφ0‖L2(ΣT )

)2

,

which recovers the bootstrap assumption (∗), provided 0 ≤ δ < 1/2− µ, and

CCS

( ε

〈t〉δ +
∑

|I|≤5

‖∂ZIφ0‖L2(ΣT )

)2

≤ 4CCSε
2 < ε ,

which can be achieved by choosing ε < (4CCS)
−1.

Existence and uniqueness of the limit: To define v = limT→∞ vT consider two solutions
vi = vTi

to (5.2) with trivial data at t = Ti, i = 1, 2, T2 > T1. The difference w = v1 − v2
satisfies the equation

�w = χ(t/T1)
(
Q(∂φ0, ∂w)+Q(∂w, ∂φ0)

)
+
(
χ(t/T2)−χ(t/T1)

)
Q(∂(φ0+v2), ∂(φ0+v2)

)
(5.5)

We have by the energy estimate that for t < T1,

‖∂w(t, ·)‖2 . ‖∂w(T1, ·)‖2 +
∫ T1

t

‖�w(t′, ·)‖2dt′

and since v1 has trivial data at t = T1, we have precisely shown above that

‖∂w(T1, ·)‖ = ‖∂v2(T1, ·)‖2 . D2
5〈T1〉−1/2+µ

Now consider the second term in the estimate for ‖∂w(t, ·)‖, namely the integral of
‖�w(t, ·)‖. For the first term in (5.5) we use the pointwise decay of the linear solution,
|∂φ0| . D2〈t〉−1 to infer that

∫ T1

t

‖χ(t′/T1)
(
Q(∂φ0, ∂w) +Q(∂w, ∂φ0)‖2dt′ .

∫ T1

t

D5

〈t′〉‖∂w(t
′, ·)‖2dt′

The second term in (5.5) is only supported when t > T1/8 (and t < T2/4) and thus using
the spacetime estimate established in (5.4), which holds for v2:

∫ T1

T1/8

‖Q(∂(φ0 + v2), ∂(φ0 + v2))‖2dt′ . D2
5〈T1〉−1/2+µ

Similarly, for the higher orders

�ZIw =
∑

|J |+|K|≤|I|

cIJK Z
J(χ(t/T1))Z

K
(
Q(∂φ0, ∂w) +Q(∂w, ∂φ0)

)

+
∑

|J |+|K|≤|I|

cIJK Z
J
(
χ(t/T2)− χ(t/T1)

)
ZKQ(∂(φ0 + v2), ∂(φ0 + v2)

)
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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∞, |∂ZIφ0| . D7, for |I| ≤ 5. Moreover
the second term is only supported for t > T1/8, and controlled in L1

tL
2
x by (5.4) up to |I| ≤ 5.

Finally by Lemma 5.4 we have ‖∂ZIw(T1, ·)‖ = ‖∂ZIv2(T1, ·)‖2 . D2
5〈T 〉−1/2+µ.

In the above estimates the constants are independent of T1, and T2. In view of the small
data assumption D7 . ε < 1 we have therefore shown that E(t) =

∑
|I|≤5 ‖∂ZIw(t, ·)‖2

satisfies

E(t) ≤ ε〈T1〉−1/2+µ +

∫ T1

t

ε

τ
E(τ)dτ (t < T1) ,

and thus we conclude by Grönwall’s inequality that

E(t) ≤ (T1/t)
εε〈T1〉−1/2+µ → 0 as T1 → ∞ if ε+ µ < 1/2 .

Morover the limit is unique, for if φ0 = 0 then by (∗) ‖∂ZIvT (t, ·)‖2 = 0, so ‖∂ZIφ(t, ·)‖2 ≤
‖∂ZI(φ− φT )(t, ·)‖2 → 0 as T → ∞, for all |I| ≤ 5.

6 The classical null condition model revisited

In Section 5 we considered a scalar equation satisfying the classical null condition. We now
revisit the null condition model using the approximate solutions introduced in Section 4, for
the following system:

�ψ = Q(∂ψ, ∂φ) (6.1a)

�φ = Q̃(∂ψ, ∂φ) (6.1b)

The main result of this Section is the following more refined version of Theorem 1.2 stated
in the Introduction:

Proposition 6.1. Let F0(q, ω), G0(q, ω), and M,N > 0 be given such that for some n ≥ 5,
k ≥ 0, 1/2 < γ < 1, and 0 < ε < 1/2 + γ,

Dk := ‖F0‖n+k+1,γ−1/2 +M + ‖G0‖n+k+1,γ−1/2 +N < ε .

Then for ε > 0 sufficiently small there exists a unique solution (ψ = ψ01e + v, φ = φ01e + u)
of the system (6.1) for t ≥ 0, where ψ01e, and φ01e are second order approximate solutions
associated to the radiation fields F0, G0, and masses M , N . In fact, ψ01e, φ01e are given
by (6.4) and (6.5), where F1, and G1 satisfy the equations (6.12a), (6.12b), respectively.
Moreover, u, v satisfy

‖∂ZIv(t, ·)‖+ ‖∂ZIu(t, ·)‖ .
ε

〈 t〉1/2+γ
(|I| ≤ k) (6.2)

‖v(t, ·)‖1+k,s−1 + ‖u(t, ·)‖1+k,s−1 .
ε

〈t〉1/2+γ−s
(0 < s < 1/2 + γ) (6.3)

and in particular for k ≥ 1,

|ZIv|+ |ZIu| . ε

〈t+ r〉〈t〉γ (|I| ≤ k − 1) .

As in Sections 5, 4 we construct the scattering solutions as limit of a sequence (ψT =
ψ01e + vT , φT = φ01e + uT ) as T → ∞, where (ψT , φT ) are solutions to the system (6.1) with
trivial initial data for vT , and uT , at t = T .
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6.1 Asymptotics for derivatives and the exterior mass term

Given a solution ψ to the linear equation �ψ = 0, the derivatives ∂tψ, ∂iψ are themselves
solutions of the wave equation and have a radiation field. The asymptotics of the time
derivative are, c.f. (4.1),

∂tψ ∼ −F
′
0(r − t, ω)

r
− ψ′

e, ψ′
e =Mχ′

e(r − t)/r ,

where F ′
0(q, ω) = ∂qF0(q, ω), and χ

′
e(s) is supported only for 1 ≤ s ≤ 2. The corresponding

formula to the next order, c.f. (4.5), is

∂tψ ∼ −F
′
0(r−t, ω)

r
− F ′

1 (r−t, ω)
r2

− ψ′
e.

This already motivates the definition of the following approximate solutions ; recall here
also the form of the linear expansions (4.4), (4.5):

ψ0e := ψ0 + ψe, ψ′
0e := ψ′

0 + ψ′
e, (6.4)

ψ01e := ψ0 + ψ1 + ψe, ψ′
01e := ψ′

0 + ψ′
1 + ψ′

e,

where as in (4.6) above, we define

ψ ′
i :=

F ′
i (r−t, ω)
r1+i

χ
( 〈t−r〉

r

)
(6.5)

and χ is a smooth function such that χ(s) = 1 for s ≤ 1/8, and χ(s) = 0 for s ≥ 1/4, as in
Section 4. Note these expressions include the mass term in the exterior ψe.

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

∂iψ ∼
(F ′

0(r−t, ω)
r

+
F ′
1 (r−t, ω)−F0(r−t, ω)

r2
− 2F1(r−t, ω)

r3
+ ψ′

e −
ψe

r

)
ωi

+
∂ωiF0(r−t, ω)

r2
+
∂ωiF1(r−t, ω)

r3
,

where F ′
i (q, ω) = ∂qFi(q, ω), ∂ωiF (q, ω) = (δji − ωiωj)∂ωjF (q, ω), and we used that

∂j
(
F (q, ω)

)
= ∂j

(
F (t− |x|, x/|x|)

)
= −F ′(q, ω)ωj +

δij − ωiωj

r
(∂ωiF )(q, ω) ; (6.6)

note in particular that ΩijF (q, ω) = ωi∂ωjF − ωj∂ωiF .
For simplicity in notation we will denote ∂ωi simply by ∂ωi . Moreover

∂ωjψ0e = ∂ωjψ0, ∂ωjψ01e = ∂ωjψ01 = ∂ωjψ0 + ∂ωjψ1, (6.7)

and we summarize our choice for the approximate solutions for the derivatives in

ψ′
01e, 0 := −ψ′

01e, ψ′
01e, i = ωiψ′

01e − ωi(ψ0e+ 2ψ1)/r + ∂ωiψ01/r. (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 χ(〈t − r〉/r) it holds r−1 . 〈t − r〉−1, and r−1 . 〈t + r〉−1.
Moreover in the support of χ′(〈t − r〉/r) we have in addition that r . 〈t − r〉. Finally, in
the support of χe(r− t) we have r−1 . 〈t+ r〉−1 . 〈t− r〉−1, and the support of χ′

e(r− t) is
contained in the support of χ(〈t− r〉/r) for t & 1.

Lemma 6.3. We have

∣∣∂αψ01e − ψ′
01e, α

∣∣ .
∣∣χ′

( 〈 t−r〉
r

)∣∣
〈 t+ r〉3

(
〈 q〉

∣∣F0(q, ω)
∣∣+

∣∣F1(q, ω)
∣∣). (6.9)

Moreover

|ψ′
01e,α| .

χ( 〈t−r〉
r

)

〈t+ r〉
1

〈q〉

[ ∑

i=0,1
|β|+k≤1

〈q〉−i|(〈q〉∂q)k∂βωFi(q, ω)|+M

]

and
∣∣∂ZIψ01e

∣∣ . χ( 〈t−r〉
r

)

〈t+ r〉
1

〈q〉

[ ∑

i=0,1
|β|+k≤1+|I|

〈q〉−i|(〈q〉∂q)k∂βωFi(q, ω)|+M

]
(6.10)

Proof. We have

∂t(ψ0 + ψ1 + ψe) = −(ψ′
0 + ψ′

1 + ψ′
e) +

(F0(r−t, ω)
r

+
F1(r−t, ω)

r2

)
χ ′
( 〈 t−r〉

r

)
t−r

〈 t−r〉r
.

The bound (6.9) in the case α = 0 then follows from Lemma 6.2. Similarly, for α = i = 1, 2, 3,

∂iψ01e − ψ′
01e,i = −

(F0(r−t, ω)
r

+
F1(r−t, ω)

r2

)
χ ′
( 〈 t−r〉

r

) (t−r)+〈t−r〉2

〈t−r〉r2
ωi .

For the second estimate recall the support of the cutoff functions from Lemma 6.2. We
have

|ψ′
01e,0| = |ψ′

01e| .
|χ|

〈r + t〉
(
|F ′

0|+ 〈q〉−1|F ′
1|
)
+

〈q〉|χ′
e|

〈r + t〉
M

〈q〉

|ψ′
01e, i| ≤ |ψ′

01e|+
|χ|

〈t+ r〉
|F0|+ 〈q〉−1|F1|+ |∂ωiF0|+ 〈q〉−1|∂ωiF1|

〈q〉 +
|χe|

〈t + r〉
M

〈q〉 .

For the higher order version note in particular that

|ZFi(r − t, ω)| .
∑

k+|α|=1

|(〈q〉∂q)k∂αωFi| .
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6.2 Estimates for bilinear forms of the approximate solution

Consider approximate solutions ψ01e = ψ0 + ψ1 + ψe, and φ01e = φ0 + φ1 + φe, associated to
the radiation fields Fi, and Gi, and mass M , and N , respectively; c.f. (6.4). Recall also the
norms (4.2), (4.7) on the radiation fields introduced in Section 4.

Lemma 6.4. Let B be a bilinear form. Then

∥∥〈t+ r〉s
∣∣B(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e)−B(ψ′

01e, φ
′
01e)

∣∣(t, ·)
∥∥
L2(Σt)

.

.
1

〈t〉5/2−s

1∑

i,j=0

(
‖Fi‖0,−1/2−i

(
‖Gj‖1,∞,−j +N

)
+
(
‖Fi‖1,∞,−i +M

)
‖Gj‖0,−1/2−j

)
.

Proof. Since B is bilinear, B(ξ, ζ) = Bαβξαζβ for some coefficients Bαβ, we have

B(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e)−B(ψ′
01e, φ

′
01e) = Bαβ

(
∂αψ01e∂βφ01e − ψ′

01e,αφ
′
01e,β

)

≤ |Bαβ|
∣∣∂αψ01e − ψ′

01e,α

∣∣|∂βφ01e|+ |Bαβ||ψ′
01e,α|

∣∣∂βφ01e − φ′
01e,β

∣∣

and thus the following inequality follows from Lemma 6.3:

|B(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e)− B(ψ′
01e, φ

′
01e)| .

∣∣χ
( 〈q〉

r

)∣∣
〈 t+r〉4

[∑

i=0,1

|Fi|
〈q〉i

(∑

j=0,1

|Gj|+|∂ωGj|+〈q〉|G ′
j |

〈q〉j +N
)

+
∑

i=0,1

|Gi|
〈q〉i

(∑

j=0,1

|Fj |+|∂ωFj |+〈q〉|F ′
j |

〈q〉j +M
)]

Therefore
∥∥〈t+ r〉s

∣∣B(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e)−B(ψ′
01e, φ

′
01e)

∣∣(t, ·)
∥∥2

L2(Σt)
.

.
1

〈t〉5−2s

∫

R

∫

S2

1

〈q〉

1∑

i=0

〈q〉−2i|Fi|2
( 1∑

j=0

〈q〉−2j
∑

|β|+l≤1

|(〈q〉∂q)l∂βωGj |2 +N2
)
dqdS(ω)

+
1

〈t〉5−2s

∫

R

∫

S2

1

〈q〉

1∑

i=0

〈q〉−2i|Gi|2
( 1∑

j=0

〈q〉−2j
∑

|β|+l≤1

|(〈q〉∂q)l∂βωFj|2 +M2
)
dqdS(ω)

.
1

〈t〉5−2s

1∑

i,j=0

((
‖Gj‖21,∞,−j +N2

)
‖Fi‖20,−1/2−i +

(
‖Fi‖21,∞,−i +M2

)
‖Gj‖20,−1/2−j

)
.

The bilinear forms Q(∂ψ, ∂φ) appearing in (6.1) satisfy the null condition. Recall that
all classical null forms Q(ψ′, φ′) are linear combinations of

Qαβ(ψ
′, φ ′) = ψ′

αφ
′
β − ψ′

βφ
′
α (α 6= β) , Q00(ψ

′, φ ′) = mαβψ′
αφ

′
β .

For ψ′ = ψ′
01e as defined in (6.4) we view ψ′ as vector with components ψ′

α = ψ01e,α as defined
in (6.8). For the following algebraic identities note that by (6.6)

Ωij := xi∂xj − xj∂xi = ωi∂ωj − ωj ∂ωi .
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Lemma 6.5. Let (ψ′
01e)α = ψ′

01e,α, and (φ′
01e)α = φ′

01e,α. Then

Qij(ψ
′
01e, φ

′
01e) =

Ωijφ01

r

(
ψ′
01e−

ψ0e+ 2ψ1

r

)
− Ωijψ01

r

(
φ ′
01e−

φ0e+ 2φ1

r

)

+
∂ωi
ψ01 ∂ωj φ01 − ∂ωi

φ01 ∂ωj ψ01

r2

Q0j(ψ
′
01e, φ

′
01e) =

ωj

r

(
ψ′
01e(φ0e+ 2φ1)− φ ′

01e(ψ0e+ 2ψ1)
)
+

1

r

(
ψ′
01e∂ωjφ01 − φ ′

01e∂ωjψ01

)
,

Q00(ψ
′
01e, φ

′
01e) =− 1

r

(
ψ′
01e(φ0e+ 2φ1) + φ ′

01e(ψ0e+ 2ψ1)
)

+
1

r2
(
(ψ0e+2ψ1)(φ0e+2φ1) + δij∂ωiψ01 ∂ωjφ01

)
.

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

Motivated by these formulas, let us define

Q0
ij(ψ0e, ψ

′
0e, ∂ωψ0e, φ0e, φ

′
0e, ∂ωφ0e) :=

1

r

(
ψ′
0eΩijφ0 − φ′

0eΩijψ0

)
(6.11a)

Q0
0j(ψ0e, ψ

′
0e, ∂ωψ0e, φ0e, φ

′
0e, ∂ωφ0e) :=

1

r

(
ψ′
0e

(
ωj φ0e + ∂ωjφ0

)
− φ ′

0e(ωj ψ0e + ∂ωjψ0)
)

(6.11b)

Q0
00(ψ0e, ψ

′
0e, ∂ωψ0e, φ0e, φ

′
0e, ∂ωφ0e) := −1

r

(
ψ ′
0eφ0e + φ ′

0eψ0e

)
+

1

r2
ψeφe (6.11c)

Note that only the leading order approximation is taken into account in Q0, while all lower
order terms in Q are estimated as follows:

Lemma 6.6. We have for all µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3,

∥∥〈t+ r〉s
∣∣Qµν(ψ

′
01e, φ

′
01e)−Q0

µν(ψ0e, ψ
′
0e, ∂ωψ0e, φ0e, φ

′
0e, ∂ωφ0e)

∣∣(t, ·)
∥∥
L2
x(Σt)

.
1

〈 t〉5/2−s

∑

i,j=0,1

(
‖Fi‖1,−1/2−i

(
‖Gj‖1,∞,−j +N

)
+
(
‖Fi‖1,∞,−i +M

)
‖Gj‖1,−1/2−j

)
.

Proof. Consider the component µ = ν = 0. We have

Q00 −Q0
00 =− 1

r
ψ′
1

(
φ0e + 2φ1)−

1

r
φ′
1

(
ψ0e + 2ψ1

)
− 1

r

(
ψ′
01e2φ1 + φ′

01e2ψ1

)

+
1

r2
(
(ψ0e+2ψ1)(φ0e+2φ1) + δij∂ωiψ01 ∂ωjφ01

)
− 1

r2
ψeφe

and in view of (4.5), (6.6), (6.7), and and Lemma 6.2, 6.3:

∣∣Q00(ψ
′
01e, φ

′
01e)−Q0

00(ψ0e, ψ
′
0e, ∂ωψ0e, φ0e, φ

′
0e, ∂ωφ0e)

∣∣ .

.

∣∣χ
( 〈q〉

r

)∣∣
〈 t+ r〉4

1∑

i,j=0

(
〈q〉−i

∑

α+k≤1

|(〈q〉∂q)k∂αωFi(q, ω)|
)(

〈q〉−j
∑

α+k≤1

|(〈q〉∂q)k∂αωGj(q, ω)|
)

+

∣∣χ
( 〈q〉

r

)
χe

∣∣
〈 t+ r〉4

[
M

∑

j=0,1

〈q〉−j
∑

k≤1

|(〈q〉∂q)kGj(q, ω)|+N
∑

i=0,1

〈q〉−i
∑

k≤1

|(〈q〉∂q)kFi(q, ω)|
]
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The statement of the Lemma then follows as in the proof of Lemma 6.4.
Similarly, for the components µ = i, ν = j; i, j = 1, 2, 3,

Qij −Q0
ij =

Ωijφ1

r

(
ψ′
01e−

ψ0e+ 2ψ1

r

)
− Ωijψ1

r

(
φ ′
01e−

φ0e+ 2φ1

r

)

+
Ωijφ0

r

(
ψ′
1−

ψ0e+ 2ψ1

r

)
− Ωijψ0

r

(
φ ′
1−

φ0e+ 2φ1

r

)

+
∂ωi
ψ01 ∂ωj φ01 − ∂ωi

φ01 ∂ωj ψ01

r2

and we proceed as above to obtain

|Qij −Q0
ij | .

χ

〈t+ r〉4
∑

j=0,1

〈q〉−j|∂ωGj|
(∑

i=0,1

〈q〉−i
∑

k+|α|≤1

(〈q〉∂q)k∂αωFi +M
)

+
χ

〈t+ r〉4
∑

i=0,1

〈q〉−i|∂ωFj |
(∑

j=0,1

〈q〉−j
∑

k+|α|≤1

(〈q〉∂q)k∂αωGj +N
)

Finally, in the case µ = 0, ν = j = 1, 2, 3,

Q0j −Q0
0j =

1

r

(
ψ′
1(ωjφ0e+ 2ωjφ1 + ∂ωφ01)− φ ′

1(ωjψ0e+ 2ωjψ1 + ∂ωψ01)
)

+
1

r

(
ψ′
01e(2ωjφ1 + ∂ωjφ1)− φ ′

01e(2ωjψ1 + ∂ωjψ1)
)

and thus

|Q0j −Q0
0j | .

χ

〈t+ r〉4
[ ∑

l+|α|≤1

|(〈q〉∂q)l∂αωF1|
〈q〉

( ∑

j=0,1
|α|+k≤1

〈q〉−j∂αω(〈q〉∂q)kGj +N
)

+
∑

l+|α|≤1

|(〈q〉∂q)l∂αωG1|
〈q〉

( ∑

i=0,1
|α|+k≤1

〈q〉−i∂αω(〈q〉∂q)kFi +M
)]

and the statement follows.

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

condition

In Section 4.1 we have imposed an equation on the radiation field of the approximate solution
to obtain a good second order approximation; c.f. (4.10) and Lemma 4.4.

Similarly here we want to find F1 and G1 such that modulo terms of order O(r−4)

�ψ01e ∼ Q(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e), �φ01e ∼ Q̃(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e).

Let us set

2F ′
1 (q, ω)= △ωF0(q, ω)−Q0(F0, F

′
0, ∂ωF0, G0, G

′
0, ∂ωG0), F1(0, ω) = 0 (6.12a)

2G ′
1(q, ω)= △ωG0(q, ω)− Q̃0(F0, F

′
0, ∂ωF0, G0, G

′
0, ∂ωG0) , G1(0, ω) = 0 (6.12b)
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where Q0 as a bilinear form in the radiation fields F0, and G0 is defined in complete analogy
to (6.11a), (6.11b), (6.11c):

Q0
00(F0, G0) :=

(
F ′
0χ+Mχ′

e

)
ΩijG0 −

(
G′

0χ+Nχ′
e

)
ΩijF0 (6.13a)

Q0
0j(F0, G0) :=

(
F ′
0χ+Mχ′

e

)(
ωjG0χ+ ωjNχe + ∂ωjG0χ

)

−
(
G′

0χ+Nχ′
e

)(
ωjF0χ+ ωjMχe + ∂ωjF0χ

)
(6.13b)

Q0
ij(F0, G0) :=−

(
F ′
0χ+Mχ′

e

)(
G0χ+Nχe

)
−

(
G′

0χ+Nχ′
e

)(
F0 +Mχe

)
(6.13c)

The following proposition shows that ψ01e, φ01e with F1, G1, thus defined are indeed a
good approximate solution to the system, in the weighted L2 norm required by the conformal
energy estimate:

Proposition 6.7. Suppose that F1 and G1 satisfy (6.12a), (6.12b). Then

∥∥〈t+ r〉s
∣∣�ψ01e −Q(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e)

∣∣(t, ·)
∥∥
L2
x
+
∥∥〈t+ r〉s

∣∣�φ01e − Q̃(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e)
∣∣(t, ·)

∥∥
L2
x
.

.
1

〈 t〉3/2+γ−s

∑

i,j=0,1

(
MN + ‖Fi‖2,γ−1/2−i

(
1 +N + ‖Gj‖1,∞,γ−j

)

+ ‖Gj‖2,γ−1/2−j

(
1 +M + ‖Fi‖1,∞,γ−i

))
.

Proof. Since with our choice of F1, and G1,

△ωψ0/r
2 − 2ψ′

1/r =
1

r3
Q0(F0, G0)χ

( 〈t−r〉
r

)

△ωφ0/r
2 − 2φ′

1/r =
1

r3
Q̃0(F0, G0)χ

( 〈t−r〉
r

)

we get by Lemma 4.2,

|�ψ01e −Q0(ψ0e, φ0e)| .
∣∣ 1
r3
Q0(F0, G0)χ−Q0(ψ0e, φ0e)|

+
χ

〈 t+ r〉4
∑

|α|+k≤2, i=0,1

〈 q〉1−i
∣∣(〈 q〉∂q)k∂αωFi(q, ω)

∣∣ .

where ∣∣ 1
r3
Q0(F0, G0)χ−Q0(ψ0e, φ0e)| .

1

〈t+ r〉4MNχe

and hence

‖〈t+ r〉s|�ψ01e −Q0(ψ0e, φ0e)|(t, ·)‖2L2
x
.

.
1

〈t+ r〉3−2s+2γ

∫

R

∫

S2

[M2N2

〈q〉3−2γ
+

∑

|α|+k≤2, i=0,1

〈 q〉−1−2i+2γ
∣∣(〈 q〉∂q)k∂αωFi(q, ω)

∣∣2
]
dqdS(ω)

. 〈t+ r〉−3+2s−2γ
(
M2N2 +

∑

i=0,1

‖Fi‖22,γ−1/2−i

)
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Furthermore by Lemma 6.4 and Lemma 6.6 we conclude that

‖〈t+ r〉s
∣∣�ψ01e −Q(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e)

∣∣‖L2
x
≤‖〈t+ r〉s

∣∣�ψ01e −Q0(ψ0e, φ0e)
∣∣‖L2

x

+ ‖〈t+ r〉s
∣∣Q0(ψ0e, φ0e)−Q(ψ′

01e, φ
′
01e)

∣∣‖L2
x

+ ‖〈t+ r〉s
∣∣Q(ψ′

01e, φ
′
01e)−Q(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e)

∣∣‖L2
x

.
1

〈 t〉5/2−s

∑

i,j=0,1

(
‖Fi‖1,−1/2−i

(
‖Gj‖1,∞,−j +N

)
+
(
‖Fi‖1,∞,−i +M

)
‖Gj‖1,−1/2−j

)

+
1

〈t〉3/2−s+γ

(
MN +

∑

i=0,1

‖Fi‖2,γ−1/2−i

)

which implies the statement of the Proposition because 1/2 < γ < 1.

Finally we control the higher order radiation fields in terms of F0, G0:

Lemma 6.8. Suppose that F1 and G1 satisfy (6.12a), (6.12b). Then

‖F1‖N−2,γ−3/2 + ‖G1‖N−2,γ−3/2 . ‖F0‖N,γ−1/2 + ‖G0‖N,γ−1/2

+
(
‖F0‖N+1,γ−1/2 +M

)(
‖G0‖N+1,γ−1/2 +N

)

‖F1‖N−2,∞,γ−1 + ‖G1‖N−2,∞,γ−1 . ‖F0‖N,∞,γ + ‖G0‖N,∞,γ

+
(
‖F0‖N−1,∞,γ +M

)(
‖G0‖N−1,∞,γ +N

)

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 4.3 we have

‖F1‖0,γ−3/2 . ‖F ′
1‖0,γ−1/2 . ‖F0‖2,γ−1/2 + ‖Q0(F0, G0)‖0,γ−1/2 .

In view of (6.13a), (6.13b), and (6.13c) we have

‖Q0
00(F0, G0)‖0,γ−1/2 .‖G0‖1,∞,0

(
‖F0‖1,γ−3/2 +M

)
+ ‖F0‖1,∞,0

(
‖G0‖1,γ−3/2 +N

)

‖Q0
0j(F0, G0)‖0,γ−1/2 .

(
‖G0‖1,∞,0 +N

)(
‖F0‖1,γ−3/2 +M

)

+
(
‖F0‖1,∞,0 +M

)(
‖G0‖1,γ−3/2 +N

)

‖Q0
ij(F0, G0)‖0,γ−1/2 .

(
‖G0‖0,∞,0 +N

)(
‖F0‖1,γ−3/2 +M

)

+
(
‖F0‖0,∞,0 +M

)(
‖G0‖1,γ−3/2 +N

)

and using Lemma 4.1,

‖F0‖0,∞,0 . ‖F0‖0,∞,γ . ‖F0‖3,γ−1/2 ‖G0‖0,∞,0 . ‖G0‖3,γ−1/2 .

Moreover as in the proof of Lemma 4.3,

‖F1‖0,∞,γ−1 . ‖F ′
1‖0,∞,γ . ‖F0‖2,∞,γ + ‖Q0(F0, G0)‖0,∞,γ
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and again in view of (6.13a), (6.13b), and (6.13c) we have

‖Q0
00‖0,∞,γ .‖G0‖1,∞,0

(
‖F0‖1,∞,γ−1 +M

)
+ ‖F0‖1,∞,0

(
‖G0‖1,∞,γ−1 +N

)

‖Q0
0j‖0,∞,γ .

(
‖G0‖1,∞,0 +N

)(
‖F0‖1,∞,γ−1 +M

)

+
(
‖F0‖1,∞,0 +M

)(
‖G0‖1,∞,γ−1 +N

)

‖Q0
ij‖0,∞,γ .

(
‖G0‖0,∞,0 +N

)(
‖F0‖1,∞,γ−1 +M

)

+
(
‖F0‖0,∞,0 +M

)(
‖G0‖1,∞,γ−1 +N

)
.

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

6.4 Estimates for norms of bilinear forms

Lemma 6.9. Let B be a bilinear form. Then for 0 ≤ s ≤ 3/2,
∥∥〈t + r〉sB(∂v, ∂w)(t, ·)

∥∥
L2
x

. 〈t〉s−1
∑

|I|≤2
‖∂ZIv(t, ·)

∥∥
L2
x

‖∂w(t, ·)‖L2
x
.

Proof. By the Klainerman Sobolev inequality we have

〈t+ r〉s|∂v| . 〈t+ r〉s
〈t+ r〉〈t− r〉1/2

∑
|I|≤2

‖∂ZIv(t, ·)
∥∥
L2
x

. 〈t〉s−1
∑

|I|≤2
‖∂ZIv(t, ·)

∥∥
L2
x

.

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(∂v, ∂w) be a null form. Then for any s ≥ 1,

∥∥〈t+ r〉sQ(∂v, ∂w)(t, ·)
∥∥
L2
x

. 〈t〉s−2
∑

|I|≤3
‖〈t− r〉s−1ZIv(t, ·)

∥∥
L2
x

‖∂w(t, ·)‖L2
x

+ 〈t〉s−2
∑

|I|≤2
‖∂ZIv(t, ·)

∥∥
L2
x

∑
|J |≤1

‖〈t− r〉s−1ZJw(t, ·)‖L2
x
.

Proof. We have |Q(∂v, ∂w)| . | ∂v||∂w|+| ∂v||∂w| . 〈t+r〉−1
∑

|J |=1

(
|ZJv||∂w|+|∂v||ZJw|

)
.

The statement then follows from Lemma 3.3.

6.5 Energy estimates for a system satisfying the classical null condition

Let us return to the system (6.1a)-(6.1b), which we can recast as a system for v = ψ − ψ01e

and u = φ− φ01e:

�v = Q(∂v, ∂u) +Q(∂v, ∂φ01e) +Q(∂ψ01e, ∂u) +Q(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e)−�ψ01e, (6.14a)

�u = Q̃(∂v, ∂u) + Q̃(∂v, ∂φ01e) + Q̃(∂ψ01e, ∂u) + Q̃(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e)−�φ01e. (6.14b)

Indeed for any bilinear form B, we see that

B(∂ψ, ∂φ) =B(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e)

+B(∂ψ − ∂ψ01e, ∂φ + ∂φ01e)/2 +B(∂ψ + ∂ψ01e, ∂φ − ∂φ01e)/2

=B(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e) +B(∂ψ − ∂ψ01e, ∂φ− ∂φ01e)

+B(∂ψ01e, ∂φ− ∂φ01e) +B(∂ψ − ∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e).
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Consider the right hand sides of (6.14a), (6.14b). We will use Proposition 6.7 to estimate
the last two terms, where it is essential that (ψ01e, φ01e) are good approximations, and that

Q and Q̃ have null structure. However, to estimate the remaining terms we do not need the
null structure of Q and will appeal to Lemma 6.9 which holds for any bilinear form.

Lemma 6.11. We have

∥∥〈t+ r〉sQ(∂v, ∂φ01e)(t, ·)
∥∥+

∥∥〈t+ r〉sQ(∂ψ01e, ∂u)(t, ·)
∥∥ .

. 〈t〉s−1

((∑

i=0,1

‖Gi‖3,−1−i +N
)
‖∂v(t, ·)‖+

(∑

i=0,1

‖Fi‖3,−1−i +M
)
‖∂u(t, ·)‖

)

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

‖∂ZIψ01e(t, ·)‖ .
∑

i=0,1

‖Fi‖1+|I|,−1−i +M (6.15)

and hence by Lemma 6.9,

∥∥〈t+ r〉sQ(∂ψ01e, ∂u)(t, ·)
∥∥ .〈t〉s−1

∑
|I|≤2

‖∂ZIψ01e(t, ·)
∥∥‖∂u(t, ·)‖

.〈t〉s−1
(∑

i=0,1

‖Fi‖3,−1−i +M
)
‖∂u(t, ·)‖

Similarly for the term Q(∂v, ∂φ01e).

6.6 Proof of Proposition 6.1

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. 6.1.

Instead of taking vT , and uT directly to be solutions to (6.14a), (6.14b), with trivial data
vT = uT = ∂tvT = ∂tuT = 0 at t = T , we introduce an additional cutoff in time to ensure
that also ZIuT , and Z

IvT have trivial initial data at t = T :

�vT = χ( t
T
)
(
Q(∂vT , ∂uT ) +Q(∂vT , ∂φ01e) +Q(∂ψ01e, ∂uT ) +Q(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e)−�ψ01e

)
,

�uT = χ( t
T
)
(
Q̃(∂vT , ∂uT ) + Q̃(∂vT , ∂φ01e) + Q̃(∂ψ01e, ∂uT ) + Q̃(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e)−�φ01e

)
.

6.6.1 Energy estimates

Similarly to the proof of Prop. 5.1 we will assume the following a priori estimate, which we
first verify for t = T , and then establish by a continuity argument in t ≤ T :

For some δ > 0, and C0 > 0,

∑

|I|≤5

‖∂ZIvT (t, ·)‖+ ‖∂ZIuT (t, ·)‖ ≤ C0ε

〈t〉δ . (6.17)
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At t = T the left hand side vanishes for |I| = 0, and also for |I| ≥ 1 by Lemma 5.4.
First consider the case |I| = 0. We use the energy identity,

E(t) := ‖∂vT (t, ·)‖+ ‖∂uT (t, ·)‖ ≤
∫ T

t

‖�vT ‖+ ‖�uT‖dt′

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

∥∥〈t+ r〉sQ(∂vT , ∂uT )(t, ·)
∥∥ . C0ε 〈t〉s−1−δ‖∂uT (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

‖∂vT (t, ·)‖+ ‖∂uT (t, ·)‖ .

∫ T

t

C0ε〈t〉−δ + D̃

〈t〉
(
‖∂vT (t, ·)‖+ ‖∂uT (t, ·)‖

)
+
D̃ + D̃2

〈t〉3/2+γ
dt (6.18)

where the scattering data D̃ := D̃0, is given by

D̃k :=
∑

i=0,1

(
‖Fi‖3+k,γ−1/2−i+‖Fi‖1+k,∞,γ−i+M+‖Gi‖3+k,γ−1/2−i+‖Gj‖1+k,∞,γ−j+N

)
.

Note that by Lemma 6.8, and Lemma 4.1, D̃ . D0(1 + D0). In view of the smallness
assumption on the data D0 < ε, we then arrive at

E(t) ≤ C

∫ T

t

(C0 + 1)ε

τ
E(τ)dτ +

Cε

t1/2+γ
, (6.19)

which yields by Grönwall — namely by setting F (t) =
∫ T

t
(C0 +1)ǫτ−1E(τ)dτ , and differen-

tiating tαF (t), where α = C(C0 + 1)ε — the estimate

E(t) ≤
(

(C0+1)Cε
1/2+γ−α

+ 1
) Cε

〈t〉1/2+γ
, (6.20)

which improves (6.17) with C0 chosen sufficiently large, and ε > 0 sufficiently small.
In fact, as in the proof of Prop. 4.8, we can apply the conformal energy estimate of

Prop. 2.4 to obtain:

‖vT (t, ·)‖1,s−1 + ‖uT (t, ·)‖1,s−1 .

∫ T

t

‖〈t+ r〉s�vT (t, ·)‖+ ‖〈t+ r〉s�uT (t, ·)‖dt ,

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

∫ T

t

‖〈t+ r〉s�vT (t′, ·)‖+ ‖〈t+ r〉s�uT (t′, ·)‖dt′ .

.

∫ T

t

(
C0ε〈t′〉−δ + D̃

)
〈t′〉s−1E(t′) + 〈t′〉s−3/2−γ(D̃ + D̃2

)
dt′ .

ε

〈t〉1/2+γ−s
(6.21)
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where in the last step we have used (6.20).
Let us now turn to the higher orders, namely the case 1 ≤ |I| ≤ 5. ZIvT satisfies

(6.22)

�ZIvT =
∑

|J |+|K|≤|I|

cIJK Z
Kχ( t

T
)FJ +

∑

|J |+|K|≤|I|

cIKJZ
K(χ( t

T
))ZJ

(
Q(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e)−�ψ01e

)

�ZIuT =
∑

|J |+|K|≤|I|

cIJK Z
Kχ( t

T
)F̃J +

∑

|J |+|K|≤|I|

cIKJZ
K(χ( t

T
))ZJ

(
Q̃(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e)−�φ01e

)

where, c.f. Lemma 5.2,

FI =
∑

|J |+|K|≤|I|

[
QI

JK(∂Z
JvT , ∂Z

KuT ) +QI
JK(∂Z

JvT , ∂Z
Kφ01e) +QI

JK(∂Z
Jψ01e, ∂Z

KuT )
]

and analogously for F̃I .; (QI
JK 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 (6.17) we have

‖〈t+ r〉sFI‖L2
x
+ ‖〈t+ r〉sF̃I‖L2

x
. 〈t〉s−1

(
C0ε〈t〉−δ + D̃3+|I|

) ∑

|J |≤|I|

(
‖∂ZJvT‖+ ‖∂ZJuT‖

)

and by Prop. 6.7 :

∑

|J |≤|I|

∥∥〈t+ r〉sZJ
(
�ψ01e −Q(∂ψ01e, ∂φ01e)

)
(t, ·)

∥∥
2
.
D3+|I|(1 +D3+|I|)

〈 t〉3/2+γ−s
.

Therefore we can apply the conformal energy estimate of Prop. 2.4 to (6.22), which in the
case s = 0 gives the analogue of (6.18), hence (6.19) holds for Ek(t), k ≤ 5, where

Ek(t) =
∑

|I|≤k

‖∂ZIvT (t, ·)‖2 +
∑

|I|≤k

‖∂ZIuT (t, ·)‖2 . (6.23)

This proves (6.17) as shown in (6.19) and (6.20), and hence (6.2) follows. Moreover (6.3)
follows as in (6.21) with the above bounds.

6.6.2 Existence and uniqueness of the limit

For the existence of the limit (v = limT→∞ vT , u = limT→∞ uT ) we proceed as in the proof
of Prop. 5.1: Consider the differences (w1 = vT1 − vT2 , w2 = uT1 − uT2) for T2 > T1, which
satisfy a system of the form

�w1 =χ(t/T1)
(
Q(∂w1, ∂φ01e + ∂u1) +Q(∂v2 + ∂ψ01e, ∂w2)

)
− (χ(t/T2)− χ(t/T1))�v2

�w2 =χ(t/T1)
(
Q̃(∂w1, ∂φ01e + ∂u1) + Q̃(∂v2 + ∂ψ01e, ∂w2)

)
− (χ(t/T2)− χ(t/T1))�u2
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Since (w1, w2) = (−v2,−u2) at t = T1, and the energies (6.23) for (v2, u2) are known to be
bounded by 〈T1〉−1/2−γ at t = T1 < T2, the energy inequality gives

E(t) . ε〈T1〉−1/2−γ +

∫ T1

t

ε

τ
E(τ)dτ , E(t) =

∑

i=1,2
|I|≤5

‖∂ZIwi(t, ·)‖2

which by Grönwall yields E(T0) . ε〈T1〉−1/2−γ(T1/T0)
ε → 0 as T1 → ∞, if ε < 1/2 + γ.

Therefore the limits ψ = limψT , and φ = limφT exist, and are unique because if F0 =
G0 = 0, M = N = 0, then ‖ψ(t, ·)‖ + ‖φ(t, ·)‖ ≤ ‖(ψ − ψT )(t, ·)‖ + ‖(φ − φT )(t, ·)‖ → 0 as
T → ∞.

7 A simple system satisfying the weak null condition

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

�ψ = Q(∂ψ, ∂ψ) (7.1a)

�ϕ =
(
∂tψ

)2
. (7.1b)

We will first construct a scattering solution to the system (7.1) in the following manner:
As in Section 6 we have a solution to (7.1a) with a given radiation field F0. Inserting the
corresponding approximate solution in (7.1b), we will define an auxillary solution Ψ to the
inhomogeneous problem in Section 7.1, and show that ϕ−Ψ has a radiation field G0.

7.1 Auxiliary forward solution

We prescribe an asymptotic expansion to second order for (7.1a) as in Section 6,

ψ ∼ ψ01e

constructed from radiation fields F0, F1, satisfying (4.2).
Now we define Ψ01e to be the forward solution (t > t0) of

�Ψ01e = (ψ ′
01e)

2 (7.2)

Ψ01e|t=t0 = ∂tΨ01e|t=t0 = 0

where t0 < 0 is simply chosen so that t = t0 does not intersect the support of the approximate
solution ψ′

01e. Here ψ
′
01e, 0 = −ψ′

01e as in the previous section, see in particular (6.5) and (6.8).
We will see below that

�(ϕ−Ψ01e) = (∂tψ)
2 − (ψ ′

01e, 0)
2

is decaying sufficiently fast, and ϕ−Ψ01e approaches a solution to the linear wave equation
and has a radiation field G0. Hence we can prescribe an asymptotic expansion for (7.1b) of
the form

ϕ−Ψ01e ∼ ϕ01

where, as before, the radiation fields G0, G1 for ϕ01 satisfy the decay assumption (4.2).
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7.2 Weighted energy bounds for the weak null system

Proposition 7.1. Let F0, G0 be radiation fields, M > 0, and let 1/2 < γ < 1. Then there
exists a solution (ψ = v + ψ01 + ψe, ϕ = w + Ψ01e + ϕ01) to the system (7.1), where ψ01 is
an approximate solution as in Section 6, and ϕ01 is an approximate homogeneous solution
(4.5). Moreover Ψ01e is defined in (7.2).

Then for any s < γ + 1/2, and k ≥ 1 such that the right hand side is finite,

‖w(t, ·)‖k,s−1 .
‖F0‖2k+7,γ−1/2 +M2 + ‖G0‖k+3,γ−1/2

〈 t〉1/2+γ−s
,

|ZIw(t, x)| .
‖F0‖2|I|+9,γ−1/2 +M2 + ‖G0‖|I|+5,γ−1/2

〈 t+ r〉〈 t− r〉s−1/2
.

Moreover for v the conclusions of Proposition 6.1 hold true.

We only give the proof for k = 1 since higher k > 1 follow in the same way.
For any solution ϕ = w +Ψ01e + ϕ01 to (7.1b), and ψ = v + ψ01 + ψe to (7.1a), we have

�w = �ϕ−�Ψ01e −�ϕ01 =(∂tψ)
2 − (∂tψ01e)

2 +
(
(∂tψ01e)

2 − (ψ ′
01e)

2
)
−�ϕ01

=
(
(∂tv)

2 + 2∂tψ01e∂tv
)
+
(
(∂tψ01e)

2 − (ψ ′
01e)

2
)
−�ϕ01

(7.3)

Considering the terms on the right hand side, note first that by Lemma 6.4,

∥∥〈t+ r〉s
∣∣(∂tψ01e)

2 − (ψ ′
01e)

2
∣∣(t, ·)

∥∥
L2
x
.

1

〈 t〉3/2+γ−s

∑

i,j=0,1

(
‖Fi‖1,∞,γ−i +M

)
‖Fj‖0,γ−1/2−j .

Moreover by Lemma 4.4, c.f. (4.14), we have the homogeneous estimate for the last term
on the r.h.s. of (7.3),

‖〈t+ r〉s�ϕ01(t, ·)‖L2
x
.

‖G0‖4,γ−1/2

〈 t〉3/2+γ−s
.

Furthermore for the first term on the r.h.s. of (7.3) we can apply Lemma 6.9 to infer that

∥∥〈t+r〉s
(
(∂tv)

2+|∂tψ01∂tv|
)
(t, ·)

∥∥
L2
x

. 〈t〉s−1
∑

|I|≤2

(
‖∂ZIv(t, ·)

∥∥
L2
x

+‖∂ZIψ01e(t, ·)
∥∥
L2
x

)
‖∂v(t, ·)‖L2

x
.

For the solution to (7.1a), with ψ = v+ψ01e 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

∑

|I|≤2

(
‖∂ZIv(t, ·)‖+ ‖∂ZIψ01e(t, ·)‖

)
. D D := ‖F0‖8,γ−1/2 +M

and hence ∥∥〈t+ r〉s
(
(∂tv)

2+ |∂tψ01∂tv|
)
(t, ·)

∥∥
L2
x

.
D2

〈 t〉3/2+γ−s
.

In conclusion,

∫ T

t

∥∥〈t+ r〉s|�w(t, ·)|
∥∥
L2
x
dt .

‖F0‖28,γ−1/2 + ‖G0‖4,γ−1/2 +M2

〈 t〉1/2+γ−s
, if 0 ≤ s < 1/2 + γ.
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Now consider a sequence of solutions wT to (7.3) with trivial data at t = T . Then it
follows by Proposition 2.4 that

‖wT (t, ·)‖1,+,s−1 .
‖G0‖4,γ−1/2 +D2

〈 t〉1/2+γ−s
, if 1 ≤ s < γ + 1/2 ,

and from the energy identity,

‖∂wT (t, ·)‖ .
‖G0‖4,γ−1/2 +D2

〈 t〉1/2+γ
.

This implies the existence of the limit ϕ = limϕT , ϕT = wT +Ψ01e + ϕ01 as in Section 7.3.
Finally as in the linear case we get by Lemma 3.3 the pointwise decay estimates.

7.3 Existence of the limit as T → ∞
We can reduce the argument to the linear homogeneous case as in Section 4.4. First in view
of Section 6 the limit of vT and hence ψT exist as T → ∞, where T is the time when data for
vT vanish. Then one lets ψ be the fixed limiting solution and with ψ given solve the equation
for ϕ with data for ϕ at T ′ and hence data for w vanishing at T ′. As in previous section let
T ′
2 > T ′

1 and let ϕi and wi be the corresponding solutions and let w = w2 − w1. Then again
w = w2 when t = T ′

1 and �w = 0. The rest of the argument is identical to Section 4.4.

7.4 Asymptotics of the forward solution with sources

In this section we discuss estimates and formulas for the auxiliary solution of (7.2).
For k = 2, 3, 4 let Φk[n] be the solution of

−�Φk [n](t, rω) = n(r − t, ω)r−kχ
( 〈 r−t 〉

r

)2
,

with vanishing data at −∞, where we assume that for some a ≥ 0

‖n‖N,1,∞,a =
∑

|α|+k≤N

∫

R

sup
ω∈S2

| (〈q〉∂q)k∂αωn(q, ω)|〈q+〉adq ≤ C.

Lemma 7.2. For |I| ≤ N

|ZIΦ2[n](t, rω)| . 1

2r
ln
(〈 t+ r〉
〈 t− r〉

) ‖n‖N,1,∞,a

〈(r − t)+〉a

and for k = 3, 4

|ZIΦk[n](t, rω)| . 1

〈 t+ r〉〈 t− r〉k−2

‖n‖N,1,∞,a

〈(r − t)+〉a
.

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].
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Moreover, we recall from [25, 26] the formula for the solution

Φ2[n](t, rω) =

∫ ∞

r−t

1

4π

∫

S2

n(q, σ)χ
( 〈 q 〉

ρ

)
dS(σ)dq

t− r + q + r
(
1− 〈ω, σ〉

) ,

where

ρ =
1

2

(t+ r + q)(t− r + q)

t− r + q + r
(
1− 〈ω, σ〉

) .

Similar expressions can be derived for Φ3[n], and Φ4[n]:

Φ3[n](t, rω) =

∫ ∞

r−t

1

4π

∫

S2

n(q, σ)χ
( 〈 q 〉

ρ

)
dS(σ)

(t− r + q)(t+ r + q)
dq,

and

Φ4[n](t, rω) =

∫ ∞

r−t

1

4π

∫

S2

n(q, σ)
χ
( 〈 q 〉

ρ

)(
t− r + q + r

(
1− 〈ω, σ〉

)

(t− r + q)2(t + r + q)2
dS(σ)dq.
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