2306.11471v1 [math.AP] 20 Jun 2023

arXiv

On the critical regularity of nonlinearities for semilinear classical
wave equations

Wenhui Chen*! and Michael Reissig'?

!School of Mathematics and Information Science, Guangzhou University, 510006 Guangzhou,
China
2Institute of Applied Analysis, Faculty of Mathematics and Computer Science, Technical
University Bergakademie Freiberg, 09596 Freiberg, Germany

Abstract

In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem for semilinear classical wave equations
wee — Au = [u?s ™ p(ful)

with the Strauss exponent ps(n) and a modulus of continuity u = p(7), which provides an additional regularity
of nonlinearities in v = 0 comparing with the power nonlinearity |u|? s We obtain a sharp condition on x as
a threshold between global (in time) existence of small data radial solutions by deriving polynomial-logarithmic
type weighted L° LY estimates, and blow-up of solutions in finite time even for small data by applying iteration
methods with slicing procedure. These results imply the critical regularity of source nonlinearities for semilinear
classical wave equations.
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Introduction

Y

In the last forty years, the Cauchy problem for semilinear classical wave equations with power
nonlinearity, namely,

uy — Au = |ul?, reR" t>0,

U(O,ZL’) = UO(ZL'), ut(o, :L') = Ul(l’), r € R™, (11)

with p > 1, has been deeply studied by the mathematical community. For example, the questions on
global (in time) existence of solutions, blow-up of solutions in finite time and sharp lifespan estimates
of solutions were of interest. In particular, the critical exponent for the semilinear Cauchy problem
(1.1) is given by the so-called Strauss exponent pg(n), which was proposed by Walter A. Strauss in
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[23]. Nowadays, the correctness of the Strauss exponent is well-known. The Strauss exponent pg(n)
is the positive root of the quadratic equation

(n—1)p*—(n+1)p—-2=0 (1.2)
for n > 2, that is,

- n+1+vn2+10n -7
B 2(n —1)

ps(n) : when n > 2,

and we put pg(1) := +00. On one hand, for blow-up results when 1 < p < pg(n), we refer interested
readers to the classical papers [12, 13, 8, 22, 21, 11, 26, 27] and the new proofs proposed in [25, 10].
On the other hand, concerning global (in time) existence results when p > pg(n), we refer to
[12, 9, 19, 7, 24] and references therein. Summarizing these known results, in the scale of power
nonlinearities {|u|},=1, the critical exponent p = pg(n) for semilinear classical wave equations (1.1)
has been found, to be the threshold condition between global (in time) existence of solutions and
blow-up of local (in time) solutions with small initial data.

Nevertheless, to determine the critical nonlinearity or the critical regularity of nonlinearities, it
seems too rough to restrict the consideration of semilinear wave equations (1.1) to the scale of power
nonlinearities {|u|’},~1. The question of the critical regularity of nonlinearities for semilinear classi-
cal wave equations is completely open as far as the authors know. For this reason, our contribution
of this paper is to give an answer to this question for a class of modulus of continuity. Furthermore,
we will suggest a candidate for the general critical nonlinearity via our derived results.

In this manuscript, we consider the following Cauchy problem for semilinear classical wave equa-
tions with modulus of continuity in the nonlinearity:

(1.3)

Ut — AU = |u|ps(n)’u(‘u‘)7 S an t> 07
u(0,z) = up(x), u(0,2) =ui(x), x€R",

for n > 2 (due to ps(1) = 4+00), where pg(n) stands for the Strauss exponent, and p = u(7) is
a modulus of continuity. To be specific, a function p : [0, +00) — [0, +00) is called a modulus of
continuity, if x is a continuous, concave and increasing function satisfying p(0) = 0. The additional
term of modulus of continuity provides an additional regularity of the nonlinear term in u =
0 in the Cauchy problem (1.3) comparing with the power nonlinearity |u|?$(™. Note that the
critical nonlinearity has been studied recently in semilinear classical damped wave equations [6]
and the corresponding weakly coupled systems [5]. Nevertheless, due to the lack of crucial damping
mechanisms, the study of the semilinear Cauchy problem (1.3) is not a generalization of those of
[6, 5], e.g. the usual test function methods and the Matsumura type LP — L? estimates do not work
for our model (1.3).

The main purpose of this paper is to derive the critical regularity of nonlinearities for the semilin-
ear Cauchy problem (1.3), namely, the threshold condition for modulus of continuity p. First of all,
by applying iteration methods with slicing procedure (motivated by [1, 25]) for a new weighted func-
tional, which contains a local (in time) solution and a modulus of continuity, under some conditions



of initial data, we will prove a blow-up result in Section 3 when

1 psl(n)
li log —
dimgu(7) ( og T) € [c1, +o0)]

with a suitably large constant ¢; > 1. Next, we will study the three dimensional Cauchy problem
(1.3) with modulus of continuity satisfying

1
lim p(r )<log %) )

T—0F
in the radial case. By developing polynomial-logarithmic type weighted Ly°L>° estimates via refined
analysis in the (¢,r)-plane, we will demonstrate global (in time) existence of small data radial
solution in Section 4. The typical example is that for a modulus of continuity u = u(7r) with
1(0) = 0 which satisfies

1 -
w(r) =¢ <log —> with ¢ > 1, when 7 € (0, 7). (1.4)
T

Our results of this paper ensure that the critical regularity of nonlinearities |u[Ps® ;i (|u|) in semi-
linear classical wave equations with the modulus of continuity satisfying (1.4) is described by the
threshold ~+ = ]#(3). Namely, global (in time) existence of solutions holds when ~ > ]ﬁ@) and
blow-up of solutions holds when 0 < v < ﬁ(g). Other examples will be shown in Section 2. To
end this paper, we will give a conjecture for general conditions of the critical nonlinearity for the

semilinear Cauchy problem (1.3) as final remarks in Section 5.

Notation: Firstly, ¢ and C' denote some positive constants, which may be changed from line to
line. We write f < ¢ if there exists a positive constant C' such that f < Cg. The relation f ~ ¢
holds if and only if ¢ < f < ¢g. Moreover, Br(0) denotes the ball around the origin with radius R.
We denote (y) := 3 + |y| for any y € R throughout this manuscript.

2 Main results

Before stating our blow-up result, we firstly introduce the notion of energy solutions to the
Cauchy problem (1.3) that we are going to use later.

Definition 2.1. Let ug € H' and vy € L?. We say that u = u(t,x) is an energy solution to the
semilinear Cauchy problem (1.3) on [0,T) if

uwee(0,T), H)Ne [0,T),L*) such that |ulPS™pu(|u|) € Li ([0,T) x R™)
fulfills the next integral relation:
t
/ wilt, 2)é(t, x)dz + / / Vu(s,x) - V(s,x) — (s, 2)¢ (5, ) ) duds
Rn n

—/ ui(x)p(0, x) d:l?+/ / (s, 2)|Ps™ (|u(s,:c)|)q5(s,x)dxds (2.1)
for any ¢ € 65°(]0,T) x R™) and any t € [0,T).



Theorem 2.1. Let us consider a modulus of continuity p = u(7) with p(0) = 0 satisfying

1\ 7500
lim p(7) (1og;) T . G € [e1, +00) (2.2)

T—0t

1
with a suitably large constant ¢; > 1. We assume that the function g : 7 € R — g(7) := 7[u(|7])]?s™
is convex on R. Let ug € H* and u; € L* be non-negative, non-trivial and compactly supported
functions with supports contained in Br(0) for some R > 0. Let

we B(0,T), H') NG ([0,T), L) such that [u]")pu(Jul) € LL([0,T) x R")
be an energy solution to the semilinear Cauchy problem (1.3) on [0,T) for n > 2 according to
Definition 2.1. Then, the energy solution u blows up in finite time.

Example 2.1. The hypothesis (2.2) and the supposed property for the function g = g() of Theorem
2.1 hold for the following functions pn = u(7) on a small interval [0, 79| with 0 < 79 < 1:

« 1(0) =0 and p(t) = (log 2)™7 with 0 < vy < ——

ps(n)’
e 1(0) =0 and pu(1) = ¢;(log %)_@ with ¢; > 1;
e 1(0) =0 and (1) = (log %)_ﬁ(logk )Y with v > 0 and k > 2, here log" denotes the iterated
logarithm (k times application).

Note that the modulus of continuity in the last cases can be continued to T € [0, +00) in such a way
that = (1) is a continuous, concave and increasing function, for example, a smooth and concave
continuation function with ©(0) =0 such that

a(log 1)™ when T € (0, 3],
(1) = § strictly increasing when T € [3,3],
a(logT)? when T € [3,400),

with a suitably large constant ¢; > 1 and 0 < v < —1 5- A counterexample for the condition (2.2)

ps(n
in Theorem 2.1 is p(t) = 7 with v > 0. This is not surprising due to the global (in time) existence

results [12, 9, 19, 7, 24] for the semilinear classical wave equations (1.1) with power nonlinearity
|u|Ps(m)tv,

Remark 2.1. Concerning the semilinear wave equation (1.1) with the critical exponent p = ps(n),
by taking the additional term of modulus of continuity p(|u|) fulfilling (2.2) in the nonlinearity,
Theorem 2.1 shows that the energy solutions still blow up in finite time.

To indicate the sharpness of the condition (2.2), we next study the three dimensional semilinear
Cauchy problem (1.3) with a modulus of continuity satisfying (2.4). Before showing our result,
taking r = |z/, let us introduce a definition of radial solutions to our aim model in three dimensions,
namely,

2

Ut — Upp — —Up = |u|pS(3):u(|u|)a r > O> t> 0,
T

U(O,T) = uO(T)v ut(ovr) = ul(r)7 r>0.

(2.3)



Definition 2.2. The function uw = u(t,r) is called a global (in time) mild solution to the semilinear
Cauchy problem (2.3) if u € B([0,+00) x Ry) carrying its initial data, and satisfying the following
integral equality:

u(t, ) = Bolt, ) *(ry uo(r) + Eu(t, ) %y ur (1) + /Ot Gt —s,7) %0 [|uls, )P p(lu(s,r)])] ds.

In the above, €y = €y(t,r) and €, = €1(t,r) are the fundamental solutions to the corresponding
linear Cauchy problem to (2.3) with vanishing right-hand side.

We turn to the global (in time) existence of radial solutions in the subsequent theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Let us consider a modulus of continuity p = (1) with 1(0) = 0 satisfying

1 Psl(S)
tim () (log =)™ =0, (24)
furthermore,
1\ 75® 1\ !
wu(T) (log —> < (log log —) when T € (0, 7). (2.5)
T T

Let ug € 62 and u; € B} be radial. Then, there exists 0 < g9 < 1 such that for any € € (0,¢),
if up = et and u; = euq, then the semilinear Cauchy problem (1.3) for n = 3 admits a uniquely
determined global (in time) small data radial solution in the sense of Definition 2.2 such that u €
G([0, +00) x R3).

Remark 2.2. Since the assumption (2.5) implies (2.4) as T — 0%, one may drop the condition (2.4)
directly. Nevertheless, to emphasize the importance of the essential condition (2.4) for the global
(in time) existence result, we retain this condition. We conjecture that the logarithmic type decay
condition (2.5) is a technical restriction.

Example 2.2. The hypotheses (2.4) and (2.5) hold for the following functions pu = p(7) on a small
interval [0, 1] with 0 < 79 < 1:

pu(r) =
w(1) = [log(1 + 7)]” with v € (0,1];
) =

« 1(0

= 77 with v € (0, 1];

0 and p(r) = (log 1)™7 with v > 5(3)

1(0) = 0 and p(r) = (log )% (loglog 1)7 with v < —1;

1(0) = 0 and pu(r) = (log 1) 7 (loglog 1)~ (log" 1) with v < 0 and k > 3.

Remark 2.3. By assuming additionally decay properties for initial data with respect to the radial
behavior, we also can derive some pointwise decay estimates for the global (in time) radial solutions.
More details will be given in Corollary 4.1 and in our proof in Section 4.



Remark 2.4. The key tool to prove Theorem 2.2 is to derive polynomial-logarithmic type weighted
L L estimates. Concerning higher dimensional cases, one may recall more general representa-
tions of radial solutions to the linear wave equation associated with polynomial type weighted L7°L°
estimates (see [14, 16] for odd dimensions and [17] for even dimensions). Furthermore, by set-
ting suitable logarithmic factors to be the additional part of weighted functions, one may derive
some weighted L{° L estimates to get a global (in time) existence result for higher dimensions n,
nevertheless, this purpose is beyond the scope of this manuscript.

Remark 2.5. Let us summarize the given results in Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. We recall the typical
modulus of continuity proposed in Examples 2.1 and 2.2. In the consideration of semilinear wave
equations (1.3) for n = 3 with the modulus of continuity satisfying (1.4), we may conclude that the
critical regularity of nonlinearities is described by the threshold v = Fl(i%)' This is one of the main
contributions of this paper and it answers the open question proposed in the introduction.

Remark 2.6. Motivated by the global (in time) existence condition (2.4) as well as the blow-up
condition (2.2), one may introduce the following possible quantity:

: 1\ 75t
0 < G 1= Tim p(r) (o5 =)™, (2.6)

to describe the critical reqularity of nonlinearities for semilinear wave equations (1.3). The blow-up
phenomenon occurs when Csy € [¢;, +00] in Theorem 2.1 and the global (in time) existence result
holds when Csi,, = 0 in Theorem 2.2. Ezplanations more in detail will be provided in Section 5.

3 Blow-up of energy solutions

This section is organized as follows. In Subsection 3.1, we will introduce a test function, and
derive sharp estimates for it in L'(Bg.¢(0)). Then, thanks to some estimates for auxiliary functions,
the iteration frame and lower bound estimates for a time-dependent functional will be established
in Subsections 3.2 and 3.3, respectively. Finally, in Subsection 3.4, we will demonstrate the lower
bound of this functional blows up in finite time by using iteration methods with slicing procedure.

3.1 Preliminaries and auxiliary functions

Let us set a non-negative parameter
n—1 1
q:= — for n > 2. 3.1
RO (3.1)

Next, we recall the following pair of auxiliary functions from [25]:

£t 2) = /0 0 oM cosh(At)®(Az) AT, (3.2)
o inh(\(t —
no(t, s, 2) = /0 e—A<R+t>W@(M)Aqu, (3.3)



where )\ is a fixed positive parameter and the test function ® = ®(z) defined by

O:xeR" — O(x) := / e"“do,, for n > 2

sn—1
was introduced by [26]. The test function ® is positive, smooth, and satisfies A® = ¢ with
O(r) ~ |:):|_an16|$| as x| — +oo. (3.4)
By introducing the function with separate variables
U(t,z):=e " P(x),
it is the solution to the free wave equation ¥, — AW = 0 and has the next property.

Lemma 3.1. The test function fulfills the sharp estimates

/ U(t,2)de ~ (R +1)
Br++(0)

n—1
2

foranyt>0 andn > 2.

Proof. By using integration by parts, we arrive at

R+t e —1 R+t n—
e_t/ CFelde = (R4 1) el = 1 5 e_t/ CFelde < (R4 1)
0 0
Shrinking the domain of integration to [t, R + t|, one notices
R+t n—1 R+t n—1 2 n+1 n+1 n—1
- T etd >/ Td=—"—((R+t) 2 =tz )2 (R+1t)z.
e [T [T = = ((R+1) ) 2 (R+1)

Therefore, the previous sharp estimates imply

n—1

n— R+t n—
/ U(t, z)dr ~ / |x\_Tle|m|_tdx ~ e_t/ "7 eCd¢ ~ (R+1)>
Br+(0) Bry(0) 0

because of (3.4). The proof is completed. O

Additionally, some useful estimates of £, and 7, are stated in the following lemma, whose proof
can be found in [25, Lemma 3.1]. Note that our setting of ¢ fulfills all assumptions in Lemma 3.2.
Moreover, we recall the notation (y) = 3 + |y|.

Lemma 3.2. There exists A\g > 0 such that the following properties hold for n > 2:
(i) if ¢ > =1, |z| < R and t > 0, then

(i) if ¢ > =1, |x| K R+ s and t > s > 0, then

Mgty ,2) = By (t) "' ()7



(iii) if ¢ > 252, || < R+t and t > 0, then
Mgt tx) < Bolt) ™ (t — [af) T

Here, Ag and By, with k = 0,1,2, are positive constants depending only on g, q and R.

To end this subsection, we include the following generalized version of Jensen’s inequality [20],
whose proof also has been shown in [6, Lemma §].

Lemma 3.3. Let g = g(7) be a convex function on R. Let a = a(x) be defined and non-negative
almost everywhere on §2, such that a is positive in a set of positive measure. Then, it holds

Jov(x)a(z)dx Jog((z))a(zr)dr
< I a(@)ds >< I a(@)de

for all non-negative functions v = v(x) provided that all the integral terms are meaningful.

3.2 Construction of an iteration frame

In order to prove Theorem 2.1, we are going to use an iteration argument to derive lower
bound estimates for the weighted space average of a local (in time) solution containing modulus of
continuity. For this reason, we first derive a nonlinear integral inequality to get an iteration frame.

Proposition 3.1. Let uyg € H' and u; € L* be non-negative, non-trivial and compactly supported
functions with supports contained in Br(0) for some R > 0. Let u be an enerqy solution to the
semilinear Cauchy problem (1.3) on [0,T") according to Definition 2.1. Then, the following integral
identity holds:

/nu(t,x)nq(t,t,x)dx —/ up(2)&,(t, x dz—l—t/ ur()n,(t, 0, x)dx
+/ (t—s) / u(s, )5 (Ju(s, @) )yt 5, 2)dads  (3.5)

for any t € (0,T), where & and n, are defined in (3.2) and (3.3), respectively.

Proof. From finite propagation speed for solutions of wave equations, u(¢,-) has compact support
contained in By, (0) for any ¢ > 0. Therefore, we may employ (2.1) for a non-compactly supported
test function. We now define the test function
sinh(A(t — s))

3 .
As @ is an eigenfunction of the Laplacian and y(t, s; ) solves (92 — A?)y(t, s; A\) = 0 with the end-
points y(t,t; A) = 0 and y,(t, t; A) = —1, the function v solves the free wave equation s — Ay =0
and satisfies

Y =1(s,2) = y(t,s; \)@(\x) with y(t,s; ) :=

Y(t,x) =0, (0, ) = A" sinh(\)®(Ax),
Vs(t, x) = —P(Ax), 1s(0,2) = — cosh(At)D(\x).



Applying the test function ¢ in (2.1) with an integration by parts once more, we may derive

/n u(t, x)®(A\r)dr = cosh()\t)/ uo(x)®(A\x)dzr + tw /Rn uy(x)®(A\x)dz
+/ smh (_;)S)) /Rn |u(s,:E)|p3(")u(|u(s,:E)|)(I>()\at)dxds.

Multiplying both sides of the last equality by e A\ integrating the resultant with respect to

A over [0, Ao] and applying Tonelli’s theorem, we complete the derivation of (3.5). O

Hereafter until the end of this section, we shall assume that ug, u; satisfy the assumptions from
Theorem 2.1. Let u be an energy solution to the semilinear Cauchy problem (1.3) on [0, 7). Inspired
by the modulus of continuity in its nonlinearity, let us introduce the time-dependent functional

) = [ ult.x) [ttt 2)]) |7 (1, £, )

with the parameter ¢ defined in (3.1). Moreover, it follows immediately the non-negativity of the
functional for any ¢t > 0 by

U > [ ult oyt t,)dr nf [l 2)])] 57 >0, (3.6)

where we employed as a direct consequence [pn u(t, z)n,(t,t, x)dz > 0 from (3.5), with the help of
non-negative data and non-negative nonlinearity:.

A further step is to derive some estimates involving U (¢) both in the left- and right-hand sides,
which will establish an iteration frame. According to (3.5) and non-negativity of initial data, we
may claim

[ ut o tade > [ =s) [ fuls, 0P p(luts, o) (s, 0)deds. (37)
Using Holder’s inequality, we arrive at

1
1 ! (n Pfg(”)
\ o (s, 5, 2)P5
U(s) < ( [, a0l On(juts,a) oyt s.0)de) =7 | [ BT g

[1,(t, 5, 7)]750

Remark that ps(n) denotes Hélder s conjugate of pg(n). With the aid of the properties (ii) and (iii)
in Lemma 3.2 (both ¢ > %2 and ¢ > —1 are always fulfilled), we obtain

pg(n) 's(n) (n)
/ [174(s, va)] s dz < (1) Z§<n>< >5§(n)q__ps(")/ (s — |I|>(%_q)p%(")da?
BR+‘5 R+s

Py (n)

[mq(t; 5, )]s

plg(n)

S (@) ()T [ (s faf) e
BR+S

Pg(n)  pl(n)

S ()7t (5)7s™ log(s),



due to our choice of ¢ in (3.1) and

Ps(nq) -1 nglpg(n)jLn_ = psgni <n;1 _pstn) N nglps(n>+<n_ 1)( (n) - 1)
= | (M = st~ 1) 1] = 5
Note that log(s) > log3 > 0. Plugging the previous estimates in (3.7), it leads to
[ttt tn)de 2, [ (6 (s ( [ el dx) ds
- ° T [ (8, 2)] 7500
t 5)[ps(n)
> <t)‘1/0 (t - g@)*%ds. (3.8)

Moreover, thanks to the support condition of u(t,-), let us apply Lemma 3.3 with Q = Bg.(0),
a =mn,(tt,z), v=u(t,z) and the convex function g = g(7) = T[u(|7|)]@ from our assumption
in Theorem 2.1 to deduce
<IBRH(O) U(tx)nq(t’t,l’)dx) - U(t)
g fBR+t(O) Uq(t,tﬂ)dl" h fBR+t(O) Uq(t,t,l')dl'7

in other words,

w(t, x)n,(t, t, z)dr <
/BMO) (t, 2)mq(t 1, 7)

n,(t,t, z)dx g < U) ) . (3.9)

JBan ny(t, t, z)dz
Note that the function g = g(7) is strictly monotonic from the monotonically increasing property
of = u(|r]). After combining (3.8) and (3.9) it follows

1 t Y (5)]Ps(m) Ut
<t>_1/ (t— s S>—1 [ (8)] (n)_l s 5 g—l ( ( ) ) )
fBR+t(0) Mg (t; 1, )z 0 (log(s))"* fBR+t(0) nq(t,t, z)dz
The action of the mapping g on both sides of the last estimate yields

! L U
°"<t>Z/BRH<o>"q“’t’”“")d”[fmomqu,t,x)dﬁ” fe=at Wd]

Ly [ U]

27 [ t=9)s) gl
1 0

-1 t d pg(n)
Xl“<ubm4mnxttxﬁw“> [= s EEQ;?HEHT%>] |

Employing the non-negativity of U(t) stated in (3.6) as well as
n R+ n—
L mttadr @7 [ o -0

Bpr++(0) 0

_1 R+t n1 1
ST [ -0 ETA < oy T (3.10)

Bpr++(0)

10



from Lemma 3.2, in conclusion, we obtain the iteration frame
1 [%(3)]p5(n)
(1og ()"
1
_ni_ 1ot B [Gu(s)]ps(n) )]Ps(n)
X Cy(t) 2 pst(t 1/ t—s){s) ' ——"———ds 3.11
(e 7 - s o RO (3.11)

for any t > 0, with positive constants Cy and Cf.

U > Coft) ™ [ (6= 5)(s)

3.3 Derivation of a first lower bound estimate

By applying (3.7) and the property (ii) in Lemma 3.2, we may arrive at

/ Cut, @)yt 2)da 2 (1) /0 "t s)(s)~ /R u(s, )P pju(s, x))dads.

An application of Holder’s inequality gives

ps(n)

[ s, ) ot 2)1)] T (s, ) da

prg(n)

, plg(n)
/Rn |U(s,x)|ps(")ﬂ(|u(5>9”)|)dx </BR+S(0) e, g:)|ps(")d95> S
S0 [ Jus, )P (s, ) )
Rn

where we employed the next inequality (e.g. the proof was shown in [26, 18] by using an integration
by parts):

N

< (R + )

/ T (s, ) [PsMdx < (R 4 5) D (1-3760m)
Br4s(0)
That is to say

/ u(t7x>nq(t7t7 Z’)d{l}'

207 [t -9

due to the fact that

“o= =0 (25 1) - (R - st - 1) = -1

ps(n)

/n u(s, x) [u(|u(s,x)|)}@\ﬂ(s,z)dx ds, (3.12)

2 ps(n) 2 2
Let us apply Lemma 3.3 again with g(7) = T[u(|7'\)]?1<"> and o = V(s, ) to arrive at

IBR+S(O) U(S, LIZ‘)\I](S, J,’)dl‘
I .0 Y (s, 2)dx

[ttt 2)) P s, ) > [

BR+S(O)

U(s,z)dz g ( ) . (3.13)

11



A further step of integration by parts to (2.1) shows
[ wt)eta)de — [ ult,x)ot,w)de
Rn Rn
= —/ uo(x) (0, x d:)s—l—/ up(x)p(0, x da:—/ / u(s,x (gbss(s x) — Ag(s, a:))d:)sds
+/ / u(s, z)|Ps™ (|u(s,x)|)¢(s,x)dzxds.

Again, since u is supported in a forward cone, we may apply the definition of energy solutions
even though the test function is not compactly supported. Taking as test function ¢ = ¢(t, ) the
function W = W(t, z), it holds

e u(t, )V (t, z)dr + 2 - u(t, )V (t, z)dr > /n (uo(:v) + ul(:v))(I)(x)dat

due to the non-negativity of nonlinearity and ¥, = AW. By multiplying ¢* on both sides of the
last inequality, we can find

1 1
/ ult, 2)W(t2)de > 5 (1+e7) / o) @(x)dz + 5 (1— ™) / () (z)da.
From our assumption on initial data, one gets
/ u(s, z)W(s,z)dxr 2 1, (3.14)
BR+5(0)

where the unexpressed multiplicative constant may depend on ug as well as u;. With the aid of
Lemma 3.1 and (3.14), we are able to estimate from (3.13) and (3.12) that

/n u(t, z)ny(t, t, z)dz

' ps(n) [ u(s, x)V(s, z)dx ps(n)
>t (t—s)(s)! U(s,z)dz ‘ ( B0 : ) ds
L e I G e e
t n—1)p n—1 n
2007 [t =) (Rt 5) TE g (ColR+ 97 ) ds
0
t n—1
27 [ (=) u (CoR+5)T) ds
with a positive constant Cy. According to (3.9), we derive
_ t B _n—1 — cu(t)
7 (t=8)(s) tu (Co(R+5)""2 )ds < t,t,xr)dx 1( )
7 =) (CulR+ 9T ds S [ mttta)de g7 e

12



Furthermore, recalling the increasing property of u and shrinking the interval of integration [0, ¢]
to [1,¢] for ¢ > 1, one obtains

1 [ 1 _no1
Ut) 2 ) ng(t, t,z)dz g (fBR+t(0) L) (t) /0 (t—s)(s)"'p (C’g(R +5) 2 ) ds)
> (1) (Co(R+ 1)) /j(t _ 8)(s)"\ds

' lﬂ <fB ©) ”ql(t t x)dx<t>—1u (Co(R+1)~57) /lt(t - s)<s>‘1ds>]m.

Taking account of

<t>—1/1t(t—s)<s>—ldsz<t> /1t_3 /logsds

1t
> [ logsds 21 ()
~ 3t Jaty3 CB3As < 0B 3
for any t >

, and recalling (3.10), we may derive the lower bound estimate

Ut) 2 log (%) (CalR +077) [ (20077

with a positive constant Cj.

55 log <%> (02(R+t) = 1))}m

Our assumption (2.2) shows that there is a suitably large constant ¢; > 1 such that the next
estimate holds:

1\ 7500
wu(7) (log —> s % for 0 <7< K1
Let us choose a large constant tg >

(3.15)

1 such that for any ¢t > 3t0, the following inequalities hold (later

we will take ¢y to be suitably large):

Co < To(R+1)"T,

(3.16)
n—1 D) 2t n—1 n_1l_ 750
@055 (" )ps log (5) = ("% =0 (R0 "7 5 log (7 (R +0)) |77

Note that the second inequality in the above (it will be used for reducing the argument) can be
guaranteed since

(t>n21+f’s<") (R+1t) 2 P5(m {log (C’ "R+ t)ﬂ Pt [log(R + t)]@ < log (ﬁ)

for large time ¢ since pg(n) > 1. According to our assumption (2.2) for t >

R — 2 n—1
rs™) Jog (g) (6’2 (R+t)" = )

> e (eColt) ™77 [log (5 (R 4+ 6)°7)] 7 10g (1)

> <02(R+t)—”71—@) .

3150, it follows

2y
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Summarizing, we deduce the following first lower bound estimate:

(3.17)

for any ¢t > %to with a large parameter ty > 1, with a positive constant M, independent of ¢;. Here,
€g > 0 is a sufficiently small constant. We have to underline that such a small ¢y does not bring any
influence on the blow-up condition.

3.4 Iteration procedure and blow-up phenomenon: Proof of Theorem 2.1

Up to now, we have determined among other things the iteration frame (3.11) for the functional
U(t) and the first lower bound estimate (3.17) containing a logarithmic factor and a factor depending
on the given modulus of continuity. In this part, we are going to prove a sequence of lower bound
estimates for U(t) by applying the so-called slicing procedure, which has been introduced in [1].

Let us choose the sequence {£;};en, with ¢; := 2 —27U+D Our goal is to derive the sequence of
lower bound estimates for the functional U(t) as follows:

)| [ (catrer st .

(1) > Myox(t) ™ o

lajto
for t > {5ty with a suitably large constant ¢y > 1, where {M;};en,, {a;}jeng, {0 }ien, and {o;}jen,
are sequences of non-negative real numbers that we shall determine recursively throughout the
iteration procedure. From the first lower bound estimate (3.17), we may choose with j = 0 the
parameters

1

ag:=1, by:=0, 09g: =1+ ——.
ps(n)

(3.19)

We are going to prove the validity of (3.18) for any j € Ny by using an inductive argument. As we
have already shown the validity of the basic case (3.17), it remains to prove the inductive step. Let
us assume that (3.18) holds for j > 1, our purpose is to demonstrate it for j + 1.

First of all, via the lower bound estimate (3.18), we know

[ )]s
(log ()"

Mps(’n) 1 t t — S |:10g (52 to):|ajps(n) C R a1 ( )—50 o'jps(’n) d
= M; )y~ i o
e /o (s) (log(s) s T¥5ips0) ACAT | ;

0 [t =)

t t _ ajps(")
x/ i [log( i )] ds
lajto S £2jt0
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for t > 059ty, where we shrank the interval of integration [0, t] to [(2;t0, t] so that (s) = 3+|s| < 3s
for any s > {y;ty. By employing integration by parts, we may derive

to ajps(n) ajps(n)+1
/ % log (-2 ds / e ds
lojtg S ggjt(] a]ps —|— 1 27 ¢ ggjto

L2542

1 0y " ajps(n)+1
> 1———] ) [lo
3(aps(n) +1) < €2j+2> i l ¢ <€2j+2to>]

for t > ly;. oty S0 that loity < +2¢t. For this reason, the last relation for ¢ > f9; 9ty implies
7+ J loji2 !
immediately

N 1) iy
07" [t =s)0s) ooy

Ps(n)o—(25+3) a;jps(n)+1
> M;=2 > (1Og<t>)—(ps(N)—l)—bjps(N) [log< t )1 '
3£2j+2(ajpg(n) + 1) £2j+2t0

n—1 1 ajps(n)
p (C2(R+t)_T_W_EO)] o (3.20)

Plugging (3.18) into the iteration frame (3.11), we arrive after taking into consideration (3.20)

Cy2~(25+3) AgPsm) " ajps(n)+1
UL > J log(t))~ (Ps(m)=1)=b;ps(n [10 < )]
(®) 3laj1a(a;ps(n) + 1)( 8(t) s {2420

n—1 1 ajps(n) 1
u(Cy(r+ 1) w7 g, (1)) 321
I

at

where we introduce
S S W o [fu(s)]ps(n) )
F,(t) =p | Cy 2 ps() —5)(s) —————ds
0= u(cite 7 [ e= BB

and estimate

C12—(2j+3)Mps(n) i
Fu (t) > p < :

1
t _T_W 10 t _(ps(n)_l)_bjps(n)
3lyjo(ajps(n) + 1)< ) (log(t))

n1 1 \19Ps() ¢ a;ps(n)+1
,U(C2(R—l—t) 2 s 0)} log ‘
laj4ato

Taking a suitably large ¢y such that for ¢ > ¢y 5t¢, recalling the conclusion (3.15) from our assump-
tion (2.2) and the condition (3.16), then the following inequality holds:

(gl)ojps Clcv 12 (29+3)MPS( n) ¢ ajps(n)+1

lo
3laj2(a;ps(n) +1) [ s <£2g+2t0>]

> ()T T (R4 1) log 0y log (5 (R + 1) T T )

X

(3.22)
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for a fixed j, because the polynomial decay factor (R-+t)~ plays from the point of decay a dominant
role in comparison with all logarithmic factors on the right-hand side of the last inequality. Later,
we will verify the last inequality (3.22) uniformly for all j > 1 by choosing suitable parameters
a;,bj,0; and estimating M;. According to the last lower bounds estimates, it provides

Ju(t) = p (CQ(R + t)‘T‘Wlw‘EO> (3.23)

for t > 519ty with a suitably large ¢, > 1. Summarizing the above estimates (3.21) as well as
(3.23), we claim the lower bound estimate

Co2- (2j+3) yPs () " ajps(n)
UL > J log(t))~(Ps(m)=1)=b;ps(n llo < )1
() 3lojya(a;ps(n) + 1)( 5{f)) B\ lyat

n— J'pS(n)-‘r;n
(Call 077 )|

X

for t > ly;49to. In other words, we have proved (3.18) for j + 1 provided that
Cy2~(2+3)

ps(n)

M
3lyja(aps(n) +1) 7

Mj+1 =

1
ajy1:=1+a;ps(n), bjt1:=ps(n)—1+0bjps(n), o041 := o (m) + ojps(n).

By using recursively the relations and the initial exponents (3.19), we deduce

ps(n) 1 J
a; = ——"—pt(n) — ——, b; =p(n)—1,
o = 7]9 n) — . 3.24
1= 2st) =17 Gl = Dps) 32
Due to the facts that ¢5; < 2 and a; < o (rf)) p‘ (n), the lower bound of M, can be estimated by
2—(2j+1) " _ "
Y — MP5™) > €y lapg(n)]~ M

J 362)(1 -+ aj_lps(n))

with the constant C, := % > 0, which depends on n but is independent of j. Applying the
logarithmic function to both sides of the last inequality and using iteratively the resulting inequality,

we may obtain

log M; > ps(n)log M;_1 — jlog[dps(n)] + log Cy

> -+ > ph(n) log Mo — (JX_:(J' - k)p'é(n)) log[4ps(n (Z ps(n ) log C4
k=0
i (10 _ ps(n)log[4ps(n)] log C,4
> i) (g vy~ A )
Jlps(n) — 1] + ps(n) ~ logCy
+ ps(n) — 11 log[4ps(n)] peln) — 1

16



where we used the identities

j-1 1 (pti—p i1 P—1
| — k)pt = —j | and b=
k;(J )p p_1<p_1 J) kZ:%p P

Let us define j; = j1(ps(n)) as the smallest non-negative integer such that

. logCy  ps(n)
N2 oaltpsm)] ~ psm) — 1

We may estimate

(n)log[4ps(n)] log Cy
[ps(n) —1]2 ps(n) —1

log M; > p]S(n) <log My — ps ) = p@(n) log C (3.25)

carrying the positive constant

___pg(n) ﬁ
C5 = MO[4pS(n)] [ps(n)—1]2 CIS " ,

which depends on n but is independent of j.
Let us now prove the inequality (3.22) uniformly for all j > 1. Due to the choices of parameters
a;,b;,0;, we may estimate

1 n—

(1)"% 75 (R4 1) T (g e

el
0
s laj4ato

< C(R + t)~(log(t)psM=2+bips(m)tai—aps(n)
< C(R+ 1) (log(t)) "7,

X {log (C’z_l(R + t)nTlJr@ﬂO)

Moreover, from the lower bound of M; in (3.25), we know

c\oips(n) —19—(25+3) PS(”) paln pj+1(n)
(5)” C1C;5 2 M; > — < - {(ﬂ)psfi))lcs} S
3lsj2(ajps(n) +1) (Pt (n) — 1) L2

Y

where C'is a positive constant independent of j. Note that Cs only depends on My, Co, ps(n) but
it is independent of ¢;. Taking a suitably large constant ¢;, in the last two inequalities, we notice

pg(n)

C c Pf? (n) )
T+l 1o [(_l) e C5] > C(R+t)"“(log(t)) " Trsm

(ps™ (n) = 2

for any j > 1. Thus, we verified (3.22) uniformly for all j > 1.
Consequently, recalling the sequence of estimates (3.18) associated with (3.24), (3.25) and (o, < 2,
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the lower bound estimate of U(t) can be presented as follows:

| ( t )]%2(3)‘1”@(")‘—1)5@)1
(0]
&\ 21,

U(t) > oxp (ph(n) log Cs) (log(r)) 7%

1 1 € (()) ( ) (ps( )*1 )ps(n)
_n—-:_ _ . _ pg(n 115’ pg(n)—1)pg(n
X ILL<02(R+1E) 2 ps(n) O>

o ps(n)
t psnfl a1 1 Ll
exp{ §(n)log | Cs(1og(6)) ™" [log (5= )| ™ [ (Coth -+ 777 ) |20 ”
0
AR P TN I O ORI
< log{f) {log <§)} o {U <02(R+t) RO Oﬂ (s (n)=ps (n)
0

for t > 2ty and any j > j;. There exists a constant Cg > 0 such that for ¢t > t; with a suitably large
constant tq, it holds

Moreover, concerning suitably large t > t,, the following estimates hold:

t _n=1l__1 .
log(t) = log(3 + 1) < 2log(Ct), log(2t0> 2—tolog(06t) (Cot)™ T 7 < 7.

For t > max{2ty,t1, 2}, the lower bound of the functional can be controlled by

x log(t) [log (2%()” s [,u (C’g(R + t)_%_@_ﬁo)]_wswWS(”) : (3.26)

Recalling our assumption (2.2) it follows that there exists a positive, continuous function x = k(1)
such that

R
pg(n)

lim k(7) € [, +o0] and p(r) = (log %) K(T). (3.27)

T—0t

When ¢ > max{2tg, t1,t5}, the crucial part in (3.26) is expressed by

nel_ 1 (n) _ -1 nel_ 1 (n)
e o A= (5 ) (o)
2 ps(n)

and the lower bound estimate turns into

18



with a suitable constant C7 > 0 independent of j. Let us take account of the property (3.27) of
k = k(7), namely,

/<;(7')>% when 0<7<«1

with a suitably large constant ¢; > 2(100/Cy)lPs(M=1/ps(m) "where C; only depends on My, Cy, ps(n),
n and is independent of j. Then for large time ¢ > max{2t, 1, %2}, we find that in the last estimate

prg(n) pg(n)

log [C7[H(T)]Ps(n_)_1:| > log {07(@/2)5% > 1

n—1

for 0 < 7= (Cst)” Z 7s™ ° <« 1. Finally, taking the limit as j — +oc in the above estimate the
lower bound for U(t) blows up in finite time. This completes the proof of Theorem 2.1. O

4 Global (in time) existence of radial solutions in three dimensions

Firstly, by introducing a polynomial-logarithmic type weighted Banach space, we will prepare
uniform bounded L*° estimates of the radial solution to the three dimensional free wave equation
in Subsection 4.1. Then, the philosophy of the proof for Theorem 2.2 and its key tool will be stated
in Subsection 4.2. We will demonstrate the global (in time) existence result in Subsection 4.3 by
applying a refined analysis in the (¢, 7)-plane to estimate the nonlinear terms.

4.1 Preliminary and weighted L;°L° estimates for the linearized model

As preparations for studying nonlinear models, we will state some polynomial-logarithmic type
weighted LY°L2° estimates for the linear wave equation in the radial case. Let us first extend initial
data ug(r) and uy(r) by even reflections, namely,

uo(—7) = up(r) and wuy(—r) =wuy(r) for r <O0.

Note that our assumptions 1y € 62 and ug radially symmetric ensure ujy(0) = 0. Due to our interest
of radial solutions and the application of even reflections, we may rewrite the semilinear Cauchy
problem (1.3) in three dimensions as

2

U — Uppr — =ty = [u|PSPp(ul), reER, t>0,
r

u(0,7) =uo(r), w(0,r) =w(r), rekR.

(4.1)

Now we turn our focus to the linear model with vanishing right-hand side and the same initial
data as those of (4.1), namely,

2
Vgt — Upp — =0 = 0, reR, t>0,
r

v(0,7) =ug(r), v(0,7)=wuy(r), reR.

(4.2)
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Let us recall ug € B2 as well as u; € €. According to the well-known d’Alembert’s formula, the
solution to the linear Cauchy problem (4.2) can be represented as follows:

1 1
v(t,r) = % (/_lHuo(t+ra)da> +/_1 H,, (t+ro)do

L (¢ ryuglt + 1) — (t = Yot =) + = [ Ha,(0)dp, (4.3)

or T Jt—r

where we denoted
Hy,(p) := guj(p) with j =0, 1.

Its proof is standard by taking the new variable rv(t,r) and the representation of solution for the
one dimensional free wave equation.

Motivated by the papers [2, 15, 4], we are able to derive some decay estimates in some weighted
L Lg° spaces for radial solutions of the linear Cauchy problem (4.2). In order to overcome some
difficulties from the influence of modulus of continuity when we consider the nonlinear model (4.1),
we will include an additional logarithmic type weighted function in the solution space. To be specific,
we introduce the Banach space

X, = {v € 6([0,400) x R): wiseveninr and |v|x, < —l—oo}

with a polynomial-logarithmic type weighted norm

o] x, = o (w(( = [r)) G+ [Pl = 1) olt,r)]) with k=14 ps(3)

Here, the new weighted factor is defined by
w(T) := (log T)ﬁ for any 7> 3. (4.4)
Then, we have the next result for bounded estimates in the Banach space X,..

Proposition 4.1. Let ug € od,, N 62 and v, € B, NG with k > 1. Then, the following estimate
holds:

[ollx. S llwolla, + [lurllos.s
where the Banach spaces for initial data are defined as follows:
d, = {h € ®': his an even function and ||h||g, < —l—oo},
B, = {h € G : h is an even function and ||h||g, < +oo},
carrying the corresponding norms
[blla, := sup (w(()(r) (1) +sup (w((r) ()R ()]),
Ills, = sup (w({r)) ) ()]

In the above, we used the property to be even for the functions (r) and |h(r)|, |/ ()| so that we just
need to consider r > 0 in these norms.
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Proof. By using the definitions of ||ug||q, and ||ui]|g,,,, respectively, we may estimate

[Huy(0)] S [w({p)] ™ o) o]l
[Hyy (p)] S Tuo(p)| + (o) g ()] < [w({p))] ™ o)~ [luso]lt,
[Huy(p)] < [w({(p)] ™ o) " lunles,...

Let us employ the triangle inequality to observe
(t—Irl) =3+t —|rl| <3+ [t£r] = (t£7). (4.5)
According to the solution formula (4.3), one may derive

1 t+|r \
(8.1 < o7 (1Huolt + 1)1+ 1t =) + o [

7]

< ﬂ([w«t + )]+ [W(@ — )] 7Nt — r>1—5> (||uoy|mn + Hulu%m)

1 t+|r|

—_

(o)) (o) " dp (lluola,. + ||u1||%ﬂ)

7| Je—r|

1 1 K t+|r K
(| L e R o dp) (lutolla, + )

because of k > 1, where we used the relation (4.5). Let us separate our next consideration into two
situations with respect to the interplay between t and |r|.

o When ¢ > 2|r|, since the integrand takes its maximum for p =t — |r| and (¢t + |r|) = (t — |r]),
thanks to the representation (4.3), we may estimate

w({t = rD)E+ ) — )™ ot )l
< w({E = [r)CE+ e —

7]
S w({t = [+ [t = [ HL (O] + lluallss,

S lwolla, + luallgsss

lrl)
=y 1

[ Huo (E +7) = Huo (8 = 7)| +

where we employed the mean value theorem with ¢ € (t — r,t + 1), (4.5) and
1Hy, (O] S [w(ET™HE)  luollas, S Tw((t = eIt = [r[) " llwo]lat.-

o When ¢ < 2|r|, we have some further discussions.

— If |r| < 1, since (t — |r|) = (t + |r|) = 3 and the compact (¢,r)-zone, then we get

Wt = rDE+ D = )™ o, r)] < Hluolla, + utlls,

whose approach is the same as the one for t > 2|r|.
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— If |r| > 1, since (t + |r]) < 3(r) and |r| = (r), then we get
w((t = e+ )t = Ir))* o (t, )]
5 ((t + |7’|> + <t + |T|> <t - |,r|>n—1 /H—T’(p)_ndp) (HUOHQM + ||U1||95N+1)

7| 7| t—Ir]

< (04 S (- = e ) ) (laa, + )

S lluolla + Nl s,

because of Kk > 1.
In other words, we arrive at

lw((t = )Gt + [Py (E = )< u(t,r) S lluollat, + e,

HL“’([O,J,-oo)XR)

which completes our proof. O

4.2 Philosophy of our approach

By Duhamel’s principle, the solution to the inhomogeneous linear Cauchy problem with F' =
F(t,r) as a source term and vanishing data is given by

ts+7"
V() = // Hpls](t — s + ro)dods = ~ // p)dpds
t

with Hp[s](p) :== 5F(s,p). Concerning the semilinear Cauchy problem (4.1), inspired by the last
representation, we introduce

ts+7"
= // s|(t — s+ ro)dods = — // p)dpds
t

with the nonlinear term
P
H,[s](p) := Glus, )@ p(Jus, p)])-

In view of Duhamel’s principle as well as the above setting, we expect that if we find u € X,
with x > 1 such that

u(t,r) = v(t,r) + Lu(t,r)
=5 ([t o)+ [ it roar - [0 s s,

then u = u(t,r) is a solution of the Cauchy problem (4.1). Note that v € X, when x > 1 for the
linear Cauchy problem (4.2) via Proposition 4.1 and initial data ug, u; with compact support. In
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order to prove Theorem 2.2, in the subsequent part, we will demonstrate the following two crucial
inequalities:

1Lulx, S [lul%®, (4.6)
3
L — Ll x, S llu—allx, (JulE™ + alig® ™), (4.7)

for any u, @ € X,, under some conditions for the modulus of continuity. Let us recall ug = cugy and
uy = euy. Combining (4.6) with Proposition 4.1, we immediately claim

3)
lv+ Lullx, <& (ITolla, + [l ) + [[ull3E. (4.8)

Providing that we take a small parameter 0 < € < gy < 1 and compactly supported initial data,
we combine (4.8) and (4.7) to claim that there exists a global (in time) small data radial solution
u € X, by using Banach’s fixed point theorem.

From the condition (2.4), there exists a positive and continuous function k¥ = £(7) such that

() = (log %)‘W R(r) and lim &(r) = 0. (4.9)

T—0t

Furthermore, the condition (2.5) means that the above function r satisfies the next additional
condition:

1
R(7)log log; <1 when 7 € (0, 7). (4.10)

Before starting our proof, let us introduce a crucial lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let us consider a modulus of continuity u = u(t) with u(0) = 0 satisfying the
conditions (2.4) and (2.5). Let us recall the weighted factor via (4.4). Then, the integral

7€) = [ Lltm O (€4 myto s (ol ey ) 75 )

—1él
fulfills the following estimate:

1(€) < (€)log((€)) 77 (loglog(€)) & (=0(€) ™) -

Proof. To begin with, let us split /(£) into two parts

HGESE

|
(/5 / é) W5 (e 1) () (50[W(<7l>)]_1<§>_1<7})_ﬁ) .

€]

EAad

()] + ) () (oeo((n))] 46 )7 ) iy,

RN

Nl

For the first integral, we use the asymptotic behaviors (§) ~ (n + &) ~ (n — &) when 7 € [—u u]

23



to deduce
lel

[ ) og(N] e (20() ™ (n) 75 log((n)] 7= )

€]

(©n (=0(6)) [ tm) " flog((n)] ey
(&) log (€))7 (log log (£)) & (=0(€) ™) (4.11)

=~
o
NN
%

i

A

where we used the condition (4.9) and the increasing property with [(n) log( <n>)]_ﬁ < 1.
Let us turn to the first part of [5(¢), which is denoted by o1 (€). When & > 0, due to n € [5,¢],
the equivalences (n + &) = (n) = (£) hold. It leads to

Ba(€) 5 (©og((€)) 1 (s0l€) ™7 [log ()] 75 )
< (©llog((€N)) 77T & (20(9) ™).

because [(£) log((& ))]_Psl(3) < 1. When £ < 0, the equivalences (n — &) =~ (&) ~ (n) are valid for
n € [=& —5]. Then, one deduces

_£

£1() 5 o (€] ™6) " (=ue) ™ hog((€)] 75 ) [ *(~¢ —m)a
< (€)log (€))7 & (=0(6) ).

The above two estimates are stronger than the estimate (4.11). Repeating the same procedure as
those for I;(£), by symmetry we are able to get

L) S () llog ()] ™75 & (=0(6) ).

Summarizing the above derived estimates, we complete the proof of this lemma. O

4.3 Some estimates for solutions to nonlinear models: Proof of Theorem 2.2

Let us consider u € X,.. From the definition of the Banach space X, with x > 1, we obtain

[uCs, )P pa(fu(s, p)I) < Lol = [PNI7=C (s + [ol) 7 — [ol) 7= a2
X ([w((s - |p|>>r (s + |p|>- (s - |p|>-<“-1>||u||xﬁ)
< [w({s = 1o s + [pl) 7O s — [y =P 2

X i (eo[w(<s — o] N s+ |p]) " (s — |p|) =Y ) ’

where we assumed ||u||x, < go for some gy > 0 sufficiently small.
With the aim of proving (4.6), we just need to show

w((t — e+ [Pt — ) Lut )] S [lul 5
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Because Lu is even in r, we may restrict ourselves to non-negative values of . Concerning r > 0,

applying the definition of Lu, we get

t— s—l—r
|Lu(t,r)| < // p)|dpds
t

t— s—l—r
S LT ol = 1o s + Ly s — st

X;t(éoBU(<8-— o~ s + 1pl) s = [pl) =) dpds /5

=:Io(t,r)

for the case t > r. In the case t < r, we can slightly modify the representation formulate for Lu.

Precisely, being H,[s|(p) an odd function with respect to p, one notices

r—(t—s)
J._.,_, Hulslo)do=0.

The additivity of the integral regions shows

(t—s) r
/ / (p)dpds.
(t—s)

As a consequence, when t < r, we may replace Iy(t,r) by

_ —ps(3) (k—1)ps(3)
ey i= [ [ el = 1o s + 1o s~ ol
XMQ%W«&—MDTW&HMYW&%MY“*UWH&
All in all, we already derived

P (6 ) ul%E® when ¢ >,
r ot ) Jul%® when ¢ <7,

|[Lu(t,r)| S {

for any r > 0.

Estimates for Iy(t,r) with ¢t > r. Since |t — s —r| <t — s+ r (we are working with r >

the even function with respect to p of the integrand in Iy(t,r) so that

() <2 [ [T (ot gm0 s — p) IO (s — )] 75

ax{0,t—s—r}
x i (golw((s = p)] (s + p) (s — p) " V) dpds.
We now perform the change of two variables

§+m §—n
. .

Since p, s > 0, we get |n| < €. Furthermore, p € [max{0,t —s —r},t — s+ r| leads to

{=s+p, n=p—s, namely, p=

t—r<s+max{0,t—s—r}<s+p=E&<t+r
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Hence, recalling x := 1+ zﬁ(iﬁ) in the definition of the Banach space X, we may employ Lemma 4.1
to derive

t+r

Io(t.r) S 407 [ Lol + )~ (o)1 HE) R )

t—r

< [T e

t—r
t+r

< [ O log((€)] 7 (loglog(€) 7 (=0(€) ™) de.

t—r

Thus, from the even behavior of Lu with respect to r, taking account of t > r > 0, we may arrive
at

W({t = 1)t +r)(E = )50 |Lut, r)| S w({t — )t +r)(t — )50 Io(t, )] ul[§
< ot ) Jull .
where
Jo(t ) = [log((t — 7)) SLF r><tr— r)7s®
x [ o (€)E (g log(€)) & (w0(€) ) .

Noticing that £¢(¢)™! < 037! < 79 with 0 < g9 < 1, we directly apply (4.10) to derive
 (20(©)7) [loglog (57(6)] S 1. (4.13)
Due to g5 ' > 1, we simplify our aim as

(t + 1)t — r)75®
T

e g (e e

-

Jo(t,r) S [log({t —r))]7®
Next, we will estimate Jy(t, ) precisely in different zones of the (¢, r)-plane.

Zone I:t>2r > 0. For £ € [t —r,t+r], we know the equivalence (§) ~ (t + r). It follows

Jolt ) S (¢ 4775t — )75 [log (¢ + r))] 75 [log({t — )=
S+ PR g1,

since —p%(3) + 2ps(3) + 1 = 0 for three dimensions (see (1.2) with n = 3).

+
Zone II: 0 <r <1 and t < 2r. We own the equivalence (¢t + r) ~ 3 so that
Jo(t,r) < (¢ + 1) 5@ (t — p)17ps®) <

by using the bounds 2 < (t —r) < (t + 7).
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Zone IIT: r > 1 and r <t < 2r. Via the equivalences r =~ (r) ~ (t 4+ r), we are able to conclude

Jo (tv 7") S <t * T> <t — r> Psl(S) /HT <§>1_p5(3)d§ < <t . r>2_p3(3)+1)sl(3)
t

T —r

S

where we applied pg(3) = 1+ v2 > 2.

Summarizing, we have derived the key estimate
1
W((t — )t + )t = r)7s® |Lu(t,r)] S Jolt, ) |Jul P < flufi®

for any t > r

Estimates for Iy(t,7) with ¢t < r. This part just discusses the case for > 1 since the situation
in a compact set t < r < 1 is trivial. As before, we take the change of variables (4.12). According
tos>0and p > r— (t—s), we deduce r —t < n < &, while from s > 0 and |[p—r| <t —sit
follows r —t < & < r +t. For this reason, we find

(1) S [ [ L] )~ (<ol ()] ) T ) e

The relation [r —t,&] C [—&, ] and the application of Lemma 4.1 associated with (4.13) yield

o) S €7 log((€))] 7 (loglog(€)) & (20(6) ) d

1 r+t
< llog({r — )77 [ (e
r—t
< (8= flog((t — ),
due to 2 — ps(3) = 1 — v/2 < 0. Hence,

W({t = PPt + 1)t = )50 | Lu(t, 1) S w({t — )t + )t — )0 To(t, )] |lulli

< EET st
T
3
< Juli®

by the same reason as the one in Zone I1I of estimates for Iy(t,r).
Thus, we may claim

ot — )+ 1y — 1) Lue, r)| S [l (4.14)

L>([0,400)xR) ™

with the weighted factor defined in (4.4) and the conditions (2.4) as well as (2.5). As a by-product,
due to

1 _ _ —1Io(t, hen t
[Lu(t,r) = L, )| S = il (IO + g ){ oitar) b
r

>
ro(t,r) when t <
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one camn prove
ot = )+ 1y = 1)@ (Lu(t, r) — Lagt, r))

~ 3)— 3)—
Sl = allx, (el + Jalie® ™),

HLOO([0,+oo)><[R)

by the same way as those for (4.14).

Summarizing the last statements, we have completed the proof of the desired inequalities (4.6) as
well as (4.7), namely, the proof of Theorem 2.2 is completed. Furthermore, by employing Banach’s
fixed point theorem, with the weighted data, we can get the next global (in time) existence result
with some pointwise decay estimates.

Corollary 4.1. Let us consider a modulus of continuity p = pu(7) with u(0) = 0 fulfilling (2.4) and
(2.5). Let ug € (A, NG?) and u; € (Berr NBY) be radial with k = 1 + zﬁ(?ﬂ' Then, there exists
0 < g9 < 1 such that for any € € (0,e0) fulfilling ||uo||a, + ||u1lles,.., < €0, the semilinear Cauchy
problem (1.3) for n = 3 admits a uniquely determined global (in time) small data radial solution
u € B([0,+00) x R3). Furthermore, the solution fulfills the following pointwise decay estimates:

1 _ __1
Jut, 7)] < Mog((t — [rN] 75 ¢ + [yt = Ir)) "% (lluollu, + uua s )
Here, the data spaces d,. and B, were defined in Proposition 4.1.

Remark 4.1. One of our new tools is the introduction of new weighted data spaces with logarithmic
factors so that we finally can derive polynomial-logarithmic type decay estimates for the global (in
time) radial solutions to the Cauchy problem (4.1) with modulus of continuity from the previous
Corollary 4.1.

5 Final remarks

In this paper, we derived a blow-up result and a global (in time) existence result for semilinear
classical wave equations with a modulus of continuity in the nonlinearity |u|Ps™ u(|ul). Specially,
considering a modulus of continuity g = p(7) with p(0) = 0 carrying the form (1.4) with 0 < 75 < 1,
we described the critical regularity of nonlinearities [u[?S® u(|u|) by the threshold v = zﬁ(i%)‘

According to the general blow-up condition (2.2) and the global (in time) existence result in
Theorem 2.2, we expect that the general threshold is described by the quantity (2.6), i.e

1 Psl(n)
Csie = i <1 —> . 5.1
o = Jim u(r) (log (1)
Let us explain it via three situations concerning the value of Cg, > 0.

e Blow-up of solutions when Cs;, = +00: Due to the proposed condition (2.2) in Theorem
2.1, the validity of the last conjecture from the blow-up viewpoint is already known when

C’Str = +00
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e Blow-up of solutions when Cg;, € (0,+00): Due to the proposed condition (2.2) in Theorem
2.1, we already know the blow-up phenomenon occurs when Cgi, € [¢;, +00) with a suitably
large constant ¢; > 1. Recently, the blow-up result for semilinear classical wave equations with
modulus of continuity in derivative type nonlinearity has been studied by [3]. Considering the
model uy — Au = |u[P¢™ pu(|uy|) with the Glassey exponent pg(n) := 2 for n > 2, the author
of [3] proposes a new blow-up condition even for the completed intermediate case as follows:

1
lim pu(7) (log ;) = Caa € (0, +00].

T—0t

Motivated by the above explanation, we believe the blow-up result still holds in the intermediate
case Csq; € (0, ¢;). However, due to some technical difficulties, the rigorous justification is still
challenging.

« Global (in time) existence of solutions when Cg;, = 0: Due to the proposed condition
(2.4), i.e. Csy =0, and the decay assumption (2.5) in Theorem 2.2, our conjecture is partially
verified from the global (in time) existence perspective.

Lastly, we underline that the validity of our conjecture (5.1) has been verified in the present
manuscript for the semilinear three dimensional Cauchy problem (1.3) with a modulus of conti-
nuity fulfilling 4£(0) = 0 and pu(7) = ¢(log 1)~ with ¢; > 1 when 7 € (0, 79}, because the global (in
time) existence result for v > ]ﬁ@) L

and the blow-up result for 0 < v < 7@ have been rigorously
demonstrated in Theorems 2.2 and 2.1, respectively.
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