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LARGE DATA GLOBAL EXISTENCE FOR COUPLED

MASSIVE-MASSLESS WAVE-TYPE SYSTEMS

YUAN CAI, SHIJIE DONG, KUIJIE LI, AND JINGYA ZHAO

Abstract. We consider 3D Klein-Gordon-Zakharov (KGZ) and Dirac-Klein-
Gordon (DKG) systems, where a common feature is that there exist both
massless and massive fields in each system. We establish global existence and
asymptotic behavior for both systems with a class of large data. More precisely,
in the KGZ system, we allow the massless field to be large, while in the DKG
system we allow the massive field to be large.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Model problems and main results. We are interested in coupled massive-
massless wave-type equations arising frommathematical physics, and more precisely
the Klein-Gordon–Zakharov(KGZ)model and the Dirac–Klein-Gordon(DKG)model.
The models are of both hyperbolic and dispersive types, and have been actively
studied in the past few decades; see for instance [37, 39, 27, 12, 3, 5, 10, 22, 44, 4,
16, 13] and the references therein. In particular, we aim to investigate the global
existence as well as asymptotic behavior for these models with some classes of large
data.

• Model I: Klein-Gordon–Zakharov equations with a large massless field in R1+3.
The KGZ system models the interaction between Langmuir waves and ion sound
waves in plasma; see [48, 11]. The model equations for the KGZ system read

{
−�E + E = −nE,

−�n = ∆|E|2,
(1.1)

where E : R+ ×R
3 → R

3 and n : R+ ×R
3 → R. The initial data are prescribed at

t = t0 = 0

(E, ∂tE, n, ∂tn) (t0) = (E0, E1, n0, n1) . (1.2)

In (1.1), ∆ = ∂2x1
+ ∂2x2

+ ∂2x3
denotes the Laplace operator, and � = −∂2t + ∆

denotes the d’Alembert operator. The size of (n0, n1) is allowed to be large in a
sense to be specified later.
There exist several small data results concerning the KGZ model in various space-
time dimensions; see for instance [37, 27, 15, 12]. In this paper, we investigate the
KGZ system in the large data setting.
Our main results on the KGZ system are as follows.

Theorem 1.1 (Global existence for KGZ with a large massless field I). Consider
the KGZ equations (1.1) and let N ≥ 10 be an integer. For any K0 > 1, there
exists an ǫ0 > 0, which depends on K0 exponentially, such that for all initial data
satisfying the conditions

∑

0≤i≤10
0≤i+j≤N

‖〈x〉i∇i+jn0‖+
∑

0≤i≤9
0≤i+j≤N−1

‖〈x〉i+1∇i+jn1‖ < K0,

∑

0≤i≤N+1

‖〈x〉12∇iE0‖+
∑

0≤i≤N

‖〈x〉12∇iE1‖ < ǫ ≤ ǫ0,

(1.3)

where ‖ · ‖ denotes the L2
x norm, the Cauchy problem (1.1)–(1.2) admits a global

solution (E, n), which decays as

|E(t, x)| ≤ Cǫ1/2〈t+ |x|〉−
3
2 , |n(t, x)| ≤ CK0〈t+ |x|〉−1〈t− |x|〉−

1
2 , (1.4)

for some constant C. In addition, the solution (E, n) scatters linearly.

Theorem 1.2 (Global existence for KGZ with a large massless field II). Consider
the KGZ equations (1.1), let N ≥ 10 be an integer, and let CKS be the constant in
the Klainerman-Sobolev inequality stated in (2.7). For any K0 > 1, there exists an
ǫ0 > 0, which depends on K0 polynomially, such that for all initial data satisfying
the conditions∑

0≤i≤10
0≤i+j≤N

‖〈x〉i∇i+jn0‖+
∑

0≤i≤9
0≤i+j≤N−1

‖〈x〉i+1∇i+jn1‖ < K0,

∑

0≤i≤N+1

‖〈x〉12∇iE0‖+
∑

0≤i≤N

‖〈x〉12∇iE1‖ < ǫ ≤ ǫ0,

(1.5)
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and additionally

n0 ≥ 0, n1 ≥ |∇n0|,

2∑

i=0

∥∥〈x〉i∇i+2n0

∥∥+
2∑

i=0

∥∥〈x〉i∇i+1n1

∥∥ ≤
1

712 × 174× C3
KSK

2
0

,
(1.6)

the Cauchy problem (1.1)–(1.2) admits a global solution (E, n), which decays as

|E(t, x)| ≤ Cǫ1/2〈t+ |x|〉−
3
2 , |n(t, x)| ≤ CK0〈t+ |x|〉−1〈t− |x|〉−

1
2 , (1.7)

for some constant C. In addition, the solution (E, n) scatters linearly.

Remark 1.3. In Theorems 1.1–1.2, we prove global existence for the KGZ system
with a large wave field and a small Klein-Gordon(KG) field. We reformulate (1.1)–
(1.2) to be





−�E + E = −n0E −∆n1E,

−�n0 = 0,

−�n1 = |E|2,

(1.8)

with initial data
(
E, ∂tE, n

0, ∂tn
0, n1, ∂tn

1
)
(t0) = (E0, E1, n0, n1, 0, 0) . (1.9)

We notice that (E = 0, n = n0) is a non-zero solution to the KGZ system (1.1).
Thus Theorems 1.1–1.2 can also be regarded as stability results for the KGZ system
around nontrivial large solutions (E = 0, n = n0) (as a contrast, we call (E = 0, n =
0) a trivial solution to the KGZ system).

Remark 1.4. In Theorems 1.1–1.2 the wave field can be arbitrarily large of size
K0 > 1, but the smallness requirement on the KG field of size ǫ depends on K0.
The dependence of ǫ on K0 is also of interest to us. Under the assumptions in (1.3),
we prove global existence for the KGZ system in Theorem 1.1 with ǫ0 depending on

K0 exponentially, and more precisely ǫ0 . K
− 3

4
(N+1)

0 exp(−K2
0 ). If we additionally

assume (1.6) in Theorem 1.2, then the dependence of ǫ0 on K0 can be reduced to

be polynomially, and which reads ǫ0 . K
− 3

4
N−48

0 .

Remark 1.5. We rewrite (1.1)
{

−�E + (1 + n)E = 0,

−�n = ∆|E|2.
(1.10)

In this way, we regard the component E to satisfy a Klein-Gordon equation with
varying mass 1 + n. Interestingly, the mass 1 + n is allowed to be negative/zero in
some spacetime domains/points since we allow the field n to be large, e.g. we set
n0(x) = −2 for |x| ≤ 1. Of course, the varying mass 1 + n will be close to 1 when
time t is large thanks to the decay property of the wave field n.

Remark 1.6. In the proof, we rely on the decay property of the fields n,E. It
is well-known that solutions to wave equations or Klein-Gordon equations decay
faster in higher dimensional spacetime. Therefore, our proof also applies to higher
dimensional cases, i.e., R1+d with d ≥ 4.

Remark 1.7. The constant appearing in the upper bound of (1.6) is due to some
technical reasons and is not optimal; see Section 4. This is not the focus of the
paper and we will not discuss further.



4 Y. CAI, S. DONG, K. LI, AND J. ZHAO

• Model II: Dirac–Klein-Gordon equations with a large massive field in R1+3.
The DKG system, a basic model in particle physics, describes interactions between
a scalar field and a Dirac field. The model equations read

{
− iγµ∂µψ = vψ,

−�v + v = ψ∗γ0ψ,
(1.11)

where ψ(t, x) : R+ × R3 → C4 denotes the Dirac field and v(t, x) : R+ × R3 → R

denotes scalar field. The initial data are prescribed at t = t0 = 0

(ψ, v, ∂tv) (t0) = (ψ0, v0, v1) , (1.12)

and the size of (v0, v1) is allowed to be large in a sense to be specified later. In
(1.11),

{
γ0, γ1, γ2, γ3

}
represent the Dirac matrices and satisfy the identities

{γµ, γν} := γµγν + γνγµ = −2ηµνI4, (γµ)∗ = −ηµνγ
ν , (1.13)

in whichA∗ is the conjugate transpose of the matrixA, I4 is the 4×4 identity matrix,
and η = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) denotes the Minkowski metric in R1+3. We mention that
Einstein summation convention over repeated indices is adopted throughout the
article.

Theorem 1.8 (Global existence for DKG with a large massive field). Consider
the DKG equations (1.11) and let N ≥ 13 be an integer. For any K0 > 1, there
exists an ǫ0 > 0, which depends on K0 polynomially, such that for all initial data
satisfying the conditions

∑

|I|≤N+1

‖〈x〉N+2∇Iv0‖+
∑

|I|≤N

‖〈x〉N+1∇Iv1‖ ≤ K0, (1.14)

∑

|I|≤N

‖〈x〉N+1∇Iψ0‖ ≤ ǫ < ǫ0, (1.15)

the Cauchy problem (1.11)–(1.12) admits a global solution (ψ, v), which decays as

|v(t, x)| ≤ CK0〈t+ |x|〉−
3
2 , |ψ(t, x)| ≤ Cǫ1/2〈t+ |x|〉−1, (1.16)

for some constant C. Moreover, the solution (v, ψ) scatters linearly.

Remark 1.9. In Theorem 1.8, we illustrate global existence for a DKG system
with a large KG field and a small Dirac field. We reformulate (1.11)–(1.12) to be





− iγµ∂µψ = V 0ψ + V 1ψ,

−�V 0 + V 0 = 0,

−�V 1 + V 1 = ψ∗γ0ψ,

(1.17)

with initial data
(
ψ, V 0, ∂tV

0, V 1, ∂tV
1
)
(t0) = (ψ0, v0, v1, 0, 0) . (1.18)

We note (ψ = 0, v = V 0) is a non-zero solution to the DKG system (1.11). There-
fore, Theorem 1.8 provides a stability result for the DKG system around nontrivial
large solutions (ψ = 0, v = V 0) (as a contrast, we call (ψ = 0, v = 0) a trivial
solution to the DKG system).

Remark 1.10. In Theorem 1.8, the size of ǫ0 depends polynomially with respect
to K0, and more precisely, we have

ǫ0 . K−6N2

0 ;

see (5.138) in Section 5.
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Remark 1.11. In Theorem 1.8, we require quite high weights on the initial data,
which can be improved using the argument treating Theorems 1.1–1.2. The main
reason why we choose high weight here is to make the proof neater.

Remark 1.12. In Theorem 1.8, we treat the Dirac-Klein-Gordon system in the
case of a massless Dirac field and a massive Klein-Gordon field. In fact, our proof
also applies to the case where both Dirac and Klein-Gordon fields are massive (i.e.,
replacing −iγµ∂µψ with −iγµ∂µψ + ψ in (1.11)).
We can also treat higher dimensional cases, i.e., R1+d with d ≥ 4.

1.2. Brief discussion on related results. The study of nonlinear wave-type
equations has been an active research field for decades. The foundational works of
Christodoulou [8] and Klainerman [28, 29] on massless wave equations, along with
Klainerman [30] and Shatah [41] on massive Klein-Gordon equations, have signifi-
cantly contributed to the field. Inspired by these pioneering efforts, researchers have
focused on establishing global existence with pointwise decay results for coupled
massless-massive wave-type equations with small data, encompassing both physi-
cal models and those of mathematical interest. In this context, the first notable
results were achieved by Bachelot [3] on certain Dirac-Klein-Gordon equations and
by Georgiev [20] on a coupled wave-Klein-Gordon system. We will not provide an
exhaustive list but only recall part of the literatures: the Maxwell-Dirac model by
Georgiev [19], the KGZ model by Ozawa-Tsutaya-Tsutsumi [37], the Maxwell-KG
model by Psarelli [40] and Klainerman-Wang-Yang [32], the Einstein-KG model by
LeFloch-Ma [33], Wang [43], and Ionescu-Pausader [25, 26], the Kaluza-Klein model
by Huneau-Stingo-Wyatt [24], among others. Without smallness assumptions on
the data, less is known.
In the remarkable works [32] by Klainerman-Wang-Yang and [17] by Fang-Wang-
Yang, the authors established global existence with pointwise decay for the Maxwell-
KG equations with a large Maxwell field and a small KG field. Our work in the
present paper is motivated by these results. Other large data global existence results
for wave-type equations include but not limited to: a class of spherically symmetric
data with large bounded variation norms on Einstein-scalar model by Luk-Oh-Yang
[36] (see also [35]); short pulse type large data, introduced by Christodoulou [9], on
null wave equations by Miao-Pei-Yu [34]; global dynamics of Maxwell-KG by Yang
[46], Yang-Yu [47] and Yang-Mills-Higgs by Wei-Yang-Yu [45] with large data; a
class of data with large L2 norm (dispersed large data) on the cubic Dirac model by
Dong-Li-Zhao [14]; global existence for 2D Dirac-Klein-Gordon system with large
data by Grünrock-Pecher [21].

1.3. Key strategies and ideas. We will rely on Klainerman’s vector-field method
to prove the main theorems. In addition to the difficulty caused by the fact that
the systems are not consistent with the scaling vector field L0 = t∂t + xa∂a, the
primary difficulties include the insufficient decay rates of the solutions (e.g. the
massless wave-type components decay at t−1 or an even worse rate t−3/4 due to the
use of Sobolev inequality (2.10)) and the presence of the large data. Therefore, to
prove large data global existence results, we need to balance the decay rates and
the largeness of the fields.
We first discuss the Klein-Gordon-Zakharov equations (1.1). In this case, we allow
the wave component n to be large, while the Klein-Gordon field E needs to be
small. In the equation of E, the nonlinearity −nE contains an undifferentiated
wave component. Recall that in the natural energy of wave equations, only the
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differentiated solution appears, i.e.,
∫

R3

|∂n|2 dx.

Thus, it is generally more difficult to estimate wave components without any partial
derivatives, and consequently it is hard to bound the term −nE. To address this
problem, we use the reformulation (1.8) used in [27] by Katayama to decompose
n = n0+∆n1, in which n0 is a free wave that can be easily estimated and n1 is the
solution to a wave equation. Specifically,

−�n0 = 0, n0(0, x) = n0, ∂tn
0(0, x) = n1,

−�n1 = |E|2, n1(0, x) = 0, ∂tn
1(0, x) = 0.

Our bootstrap assumption is imposed on the ghost weight energy and the L∞ norm
of E which are expected to be small(of order ǫ) due to the restriction on the initial
data. To refine the ghost weight energy of Klein-Gordon solution E, we observe

Egst,1(t, E) . Egst,1(0, E) +

∫ t

0

∫

R3

|(n0E +∆n1E)∂tE| dxds. (1.19)

Since n0 is a linear wave solution with large initial data, its size is large. Therefore,
the problematic term in the above estimate is
∫ t

0

∫

R3

|n0E∂tE| dxds . Cη

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δn0‖2L∞‖∂tE‖2ds+ ηEgst,1(t, E)

. Cη

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δn0‖2L∞Egst,1(s, E)ds+ ηEgst,1(t, E),

where η can be chosen to be sufficiently small. Given the equation of n1, we can
expect the size of n1 to be of order ǫ2. Thus, we can roughly estimate

Egst,1(t, E) . Egst,1(0, E) + smaller term(order ǫ2)

+

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δn0‖2L∞Egst,1(s, E) ds.

Then Gronwall inequality implies

Egst,1(t, E) . (Egst,1(0, E) + smaller term(order ǫ2)) exp

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δn0‖2L∞ds,

which makes it possible to improve the bootstrap assumption. In Theorem 1.1,
the dependence of ǫ0 on K0 is exponential due to the application of the Gronwall
inequality. To relax the dependence of ǫ0 on K0 to a polynomial one, we need to
rely on more detailed information about the solution and a modified version of the
ghost weight energy estimate, and we thus need to impose further restrictions on
the initial data (n0, n1). In this case, the weighted energy of E takes the following
formula

1

2

∫

R3

eq
(
|∂E|2 + |E|2 + n0|E|2

)
dx(t)

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

R3

eq

(
n0|E|2

〈r − s〉1+2δ
+
( 1

〈r − s〉1+2δ
− ∂tn

0
)
|E|2 +

3∑

a=1

|GaE|2

〈r − s〉1+2δ

)
dxds

=
1

2

∫

R3

eq
(
|∂E|2 + |E|2 + n0|E|2

)
dx(0)−

∫ t

0

∫

R3

eq(∆n1E)∂tEdxds.

Our observation is that if

n0 ≥ 0,
1

〈r − s〉1+2δ
− ∂tn

0 ≥ 0, (1.20)
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then we have

Egst,1(t, E) . Egst,1(0, E) + ‖n0‖L∞‖E0‖
2 +

∫ t

0

∫

R3

|(∆n1E)∂tE| dxds.

Compared with (1.19), the problematic term n0E∂tE disappears, allowing us to
establish a polynomial dependence between ǫ0 and K0. Motivated by this, we
identify a sufficient condition (1.6) to ensure the validity of (1.20).
Next, we consider the Dirac-Klein-Gordon system (1.11). In this case, we take the
initial data of the massive Klein-Gordon component to be large, while the data of
the massless scalar field remain small. Heuristically, we expect the size of the data
to be preserved as the system evolves, provided the smallness condition plays the
dominant role.
Since our proof of global existence result is based on a continuity argument, the
first difficulty is to establish appropriate bootstrap assumptions that can be refined.
For this purpose, let us first observe the ghost energy estimate of Dirac equation
(the definition of ED can be found in Section 2), for |I| ≥ 1,

ED(t, Γ̂Iψ) . ED(0, Γ̂Iψ) +

∫ t

0

‖(Γ̂Iψ)∗γ0Γ̂I(vψ)− (Γ̂I(vψ))∗γ0Γ̂Iψ‖L1 ds

. ED(0, Γ̂Iψ) +
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|
|I2|<|I|

∫ t

0

∥∥(ΓI1v)(Γ̂Iψ)∗γ0Γ̂I2ψ
∥∥
L1 ds.

One can note that there is a cancellation at the top order derivative of ψ and thus

producing a lower order term Γ̂I2ψ with |I2| < |I|, which motivates us to introduce
a bound depending on index I so that there is room to improve the estimate, and
more precisely, we set one of the assumptions as

E
1
2

D(t, Γ̂Iψ) ≤ C1ǫ
1−δ|I|. (1.21)

We point that the following version ghost energy estimate for Dirac equation has
been extensively used in [13, 16],

ED(t, Γ̂Iψ) . ED(0, Γ̂Iψ) +

∫ t

0

‖(Γ̂Iψ)∗γ0Γ̂I(vψ)‖L1 ds.

In the present article, the aforementioned cancellation property plays a key role,
especially in obtaining the polynomial dependence between ǫ0 and K0.
Another difficulty lies in the slow decay of the nonlinearities. We want to handle
this issue by applying the ghost energy estimate, and in this way, an extra t − r
decay for Dirac field ψ is required (see Lemmas 2.13, 2.17). Note that the global

Sobolev inequality (2.10) only provides a slow 〈t + r〉−
3
4 decay rate. In order to

gain the 〈t − r〉 decay for ψ, we adopt an idea due to Bournaveas [5], introducing
a wave solution Ψ which solves

−�Ψ = vψ. (1.22)

By setting appropriate initial data for Ψ, we can derive iγµ∂µΨ = ψ. Then 〈t− r〉
decay can be obtained by using the following inequality

|ψ| . |∂Ψ| . 〈t− r〉−1
(
|L0Ψ|+ |ΓΨ|

)
. (1.23)

To achieve our goal, it suffices to establish the decay of L0Ψ and ΓΨ. We aim
to bound the conformal energy of Ψ and then apply the Sobolev inequality to
deduce the pointwise decay. However, severe difficulties arise due to the slow decay
of the nonlinearity in (1.22). To address this problem, we perform a nonlinear

transformation by introducing another unknown Ψ̃ := Ψ + vψ, which satisfies a
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wave equation with improved nonlinearities (quadratic null terms and cubic terms),
i.e.

−�Ψ̃ = (ψ∗γ0ψ)ψ + iγµv∂µ(vψ) + 2Q0(v, ψ). (1.24)

Compared with (1.22), the nonlinearities in (1.24) exhibit faster decay, making it

possible to obtain a good bound on the conformal energy of Ψ̃. In fact, a significant
portion of Section 5 focuses on establishing an appropriate bound for the conformal

energy of Ψ̃. This includes carefully handling the quadratic null term Q0(v, ψ),
where we utilize techniques such as dividing the integration domain, exploiting the
extra 〈t − r〉 decay for ∂ψ (see Lemma 2.18) inside the light cone and using the
additional decay of the Klein-Gordon solution(see Lemma 2.16).

1.4. Some open problems. In the course of proving Theorems 1.1, 1.2, and 1.8,
several problems remain unknown to us, which are listed below.

• What is the best constant in Klainerman-Sobolev inequality (2.7)? Determining
this constant would allow us to state Theorem 1.2 more concretely.

• Can one prove the Sobolev inequality

|u(t, x)| . 〈t+ r〉−1
∑

|I|≤3

‖ΓIu(t, x)‖, (1.25)

whereas in (2.10) the decay factor is 〈t + r〉−3/4? If this stronger inequality could
be established, many proofs would be simplified.

• Can one prove a similar global existence result as in Theorem 1.8, allowing the
massless Dirac field to be large in a certain sense, specifically, belonging to the
dispersed large data set (large in L2 but small when hit with derivatives) considered
in [14]? If so, this would mean that both fields are permitted to be large.

1.5. Organization. The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we pre-
pare some preliminaries, including notation, various energy estimates for wave-type
equations, commutator estimates, Sobolev type inequalities, etc. In Sections 3 and
4, we prove large data global existence for the KGZ system in Theorems 1.1 and
1.2, respectively. Finally, we present the proof of large data global existence for the
DKG system in Theorem 1.8 in Section 5.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notation and conventions. Our problem is in (1+3) dimensional spacetime
R1+3. A spacetime point in R1+3 is represented by (t, x) = (x0, x1, x2, x3), and its

spatial radius is denoted by r = |x| =
√
x21 + x22 + x23. Set ωa = xa

r for a = 1, 2, 3

and x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ R3. We denote spacetime indices by Greek letters {α, β, . . . }
and spatial indices by Roman indices {a, b, . . . }. Unless otherwise stated, we will
always adopt the Einstein summation convention for repeated upper and lower
indices.
Following Klainerman [28], we introduce the following vector fields

(1) Translations: ∂α = ∂xα
, for α = 0, 1, 2, 3.

(2) Rotations: Ωab = xa∂b − xb∂a, for 1 ≤ a < b ≤ 3.
(3) Scaling vector field: L0 = t∂t + xa∂a.
(4) Lorentz boosts: La = t∂a + xa∂t, for a = 1, 2, 3.

To treat Dirac equations, we also introduce the modified rotations and Lorentz
boosts introduced by Bachelot [3]

Ω̂ab = Ωab −
1

2
γaγb and L̂a = La −

1

2
γ0γa.
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For convenience, we denote

Ω̂ = (Ω̂12, Ω̂13, Ω̂23), L̂ = (L̂1, L̂2, L̂3).

We define the following four ordered sets of vector fields,

Γ = (Γ1, . . . ,Γ10) = (∂,Ω, L) , Γ̂ =
(
Γ̂1, . . . , Γ̂10

)
=
(
∂, Ω̂, L̂

)
,

Z = (Z1, . . . , Z11) = (L0, ∂,Ω, L) , Ẑ =
(
Ẑ1, . . . , Ẑ11

)
=
(
L0, ∂, Ω̂, L̂

)
,

where

∂ = (∂0, ∂1, ∂2, ∂3) = (∂t,∇), Ω = (Ω12,Ω13,Ω23), L = (L1, L2, L3).

Moreover, for all multi-index I = (I1, . . . , I10) ∈ N10, I ′ = (I ′1, . . . , I
′
11) ∈ N11, we

denote

ΓI =

10∏

k=1

ΓIk
k , Γ̂I =

10∏

k=1

Γ̂Ik
k , ZI′

=

11∏

k=1

Z
I′
k

k , ẐI′

=

11∏

k=1

Ẑ
I′
k

k .

Also, for any R-valued, or vector-valued function f , we have

|Γf | =

(
10∑

k=1

|Γkf |
2

) 1
2

,
∣∣Γ̂f
∣∣ =

(
10∑

k=1

∣∣Γ̂kf
∣∣2
) 1

2

,

|Zf | =

(
11∑

k=1

|Zkf |
2

) 1
2

,
∣∣Ẑf

∣∣ =
(

11∑

k=1

∣∣Ẑkf
∣∣2
) 1

2

.

Additionally, we will use the good derivatives

Ga = ∂a + ωa∂t, for a = 1, 2, 3.

Following Dong-Wyatt [16], we introduce the following notation in order to explain
the hidden structure of the nonlinear term of (1.11): for all φ = φ(t, x) : R1+3 → C4,
we set

[φ]+ (t, x) := φ(t, x) + ωaγ
0γaφ(t, x),

[φ]− (t, x) := φ(t, x)− ωaγ
0γaφ(t, x).

(2.1)

We also need to introduce a suitable cut-off C1 function χ : R → R such that

χ′ ≥ 0 and χ =

{
0, for x ≤ 1,

1, for x ≥ 2.
(2.2)

Let {ζk}
∞
k=0 be a Littlewood-Paley partition of unity, i.e.,

1 =

∞∑

k=0

ζk(ρ), ρ ≥ 0, ζk ∈ C∞
0 (R) , ζk ≥ 0 for all k ≥ 0,

and

supp ζ0 ∩ [0,∞) = [0, 2], supp ζk ⊂
[
2k−1, 2k+1

]
for all k ≥ 1.

Finally, we use Japanese bracket to reprensent 〈p〉 = (1+ |p|2)
1
2 for p being a scalar

or a vector and ‖ · ‖ denotes the L2 norm. We write A . B to indicate A ≤ C0B
with C0 a universal constant. We use [ρ] to represent the largest integer that is not
bigger than ρ ∈ R.
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2.2. Estimates. In this subsection, we review some preliminary estimates related

to vector fields and commutators. First, from the definitions of Γ and Γ̂, we can
easily see that the differences between them are constant matrices. Then there hold

∑

|I|≤K

∣∣Γ̂If
∣∣ .

∑

|I|≤K

∣∣ΓIf
∣∣ .

∑

|I|≤K

∣∣Γ̂If
∣∣, (2.3)

∑

|I|≤K

∣∣∂Γ̂If
∣∣ .

∑

|I|≤K

∣∣∂ΓIf
∣∣ .

∑

|I|≤K

∣∣∂Γ̂If
∣∣, (2.4)

for any smooth R-valued or vector-valued function f and K ∈ N+.
Second, we recall some significant estimates on commutators. Denote the commu-
tator by [A,B] = AB −BA. One can refer to [42] for more details.

Lemma 2.1 ([42, 3]). For any k = 1, · · · , 10, the following estimates hold.

(i) [−�,Γk] = 0, [−�, L0] = −2�,

(ii) [−iγµ∂µ, Γ̂k] = 0, [−iγµ∂µ, L0] = −iγµ∂µ.

Lemma 2.2 ([42]). For any smooth function u = u(t, x), we have

3∑

α=0

∣∣[∂α,ΓI ]u
∣∣+
∣∣[L0,Γ

I ]u
∣∣ .

∑

|J|<|I|

3∑

β=0

|∂βΓ
Ju|. (2.5)

The following lemma gives us an estimate for ∂u, which provides an extra 〈t− r〉−1

decay.

Lemma 2.3 ([2, 42]). Let u = u(t, x) be any smooth function. Then we have

〈t+ r〉
3∑

a=1

|Gau|+ 〈t− r〉|∂u| . |L0u|+ |Γu|. (2.6)

Next, we state the following Sobolev inequalities.

Lemma 2.4. Let u = u(t, x) be a sufficiently regular function that vanishes when
|x| is large. Then the following estimates hold.

(i) Klainerman-Sobolev inequality. We have

|u(t, x)| . 〈t+ r〉−1〈t− r〉−
1
2

∑

|I|≤2

‖ZIu(t, x)‖. (2.7)

(ii) Standard Sobolev inequality. We have

|u(t, x)| . 〈r〉−1
∑

k≤1,|J|≤2

‖∂krΩ
Ju(t, x)‖, (2.8)

where ∂r :=
∑3

a=1 ωa∂a denotes the derivative with respect to the radial
direction.

(iii) Estimate inside of a cone. For r ≤ t
2 , we have

|u(t, x)| . 〈t〉−
3
4

∑

|I|≤3

‖ΓIu(t, x)‖. (2.9)

(iv) Global Sobolev inequality. We have

|u(t, x)| . 〈t+ r〉−
3
4

∑

|I|≤3

‖ΓIu(t, x)‖. (2.10)

Proof. For Klainerman-Sobolev inequality (2.7), one can refer to Theorem 1.3 in
[42] for details of the proof. For (2.8) and (2.9), one can refer to [29, Proposi-
tion 1] and [18, Lemma 2.4], respectively. The inequality (2.10) follows from (2.8)
and (2.9). �
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To proceed, we introduce a special version of Klainerman-Sobolev inequality in [29],
which can lead to a better decay in time without using the scaling vector field. The
drawback is that more information on time interval [0, 2t] is needed so as to derive
the decay at time t.

Lemma 2.5 ([29]). Let u(t, x) : R1+3 → R be a nice function with sufficient decay
at space infinity, then we have

|u(t, x)| . 〈t+ |x|〉−1 sup
0≤s≤2t,|I|≤3

‖ΓIu(s)‖. (2.11)

We also recall the following estimates related to the null form Q0(u, v) := ∂tu∂tv−
∇u · ∇v.

Lemma 2.6. For any smooth C-valued or C4-valued functions f and g, the follow-
ing estimates hold.

(i) Estimate of Q0(f, g). We have

|Q0(f, g)| . 〈t+ r〉−1 (|L0f |+ |Γf |) |Γg| . (2.12)

(ii) Estimate of Q0(f, g) in the interior region. We have

|Q0(f, g)| .
〈t− r〉

〈t+ r〉
|∂f ||∂g|+ 〈t〉−1|Γf ||Γg|, for r ≤ 3t+ 3. (2.13)

Recall that, from [23, 42], for any multi-index I ∈ N10, we also have

ΓIQ0(f, g) =
∑

I1+I2=I

Q0

(
ΓI1f,ΓI2g

)
. (2.14)

Lemma 2.7 ([15, 13]). For any multi-index I ∈ N
10, smooth R-valued function f1

and C4-valued function f2, we have
∣∣Γ̂I(f1f2)

∣∣ .
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|

∣∣ΓI1f1
∣∣ ∣∣Γ̂I2f2

∣∣, (2.15)

∣∣[Γ̂I(f1f2)
]
−

∣∣ .
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|

∣∣ΓI1f1
∣∣ ∣∣[Γ̂I2f2

]
−

∣∣. (2.16)

Finally, we recall the Gronwall inequality for later use.

Lemma 2.8 (Gronwall inequality). Let ξ(t) be a nonnegative function that satisfies
the integral inequality

ξ(t) ≤ c+

∫ t

t0

a(s)ξ(s)ds,

where c ≥ 0 is a constant and a(t) is a continuous nonnegative function for t ≥ t0.
Then we have

ξ(t) ≤ c exp

(∫ t

t0

a(s)ds

)
.

2.3. Estimates for the 3D linear wave equation. In this subsection, we recall
some technical estimates for the 3D linear wave equation. First, we introduce a
sufficient condition to guarantee the solution to the 3D homogeneous wave equation
to have a positive sign.

Lemma 2.9. Let u = u(t, x) be the solution to the Cauchy problem
{

−�u(t, x) = 0,

(u, ∂tu)|t=t0 = (u0, u1).
(2.17)

Then if u0 ≥ 0, u1 ≥ |∇u0|, we have u(t, x) ≥ 0.
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Proof. Recall that

ũ(t, x) =
∂

∂t

(
1

4πt

∫

|y−x|=t

ũ0(y)dSy

)
+

1

4πt

∫

|y−x|=t

ũ1(y)dSy,

is the solution to the 3D linear homogeneous wave equation
{

−�ũ(t, x) = 0,

(ũ, ∂tũ)|t=0 = (ũ0, ũ1),

where dSy is the area element of the sphere |y − x| = t.
Then we get

ũ(t, x) =
∂

∂t

(
t

4π

∫

|ξ|=1

ũ0(x+ tξ)dωξ

)
+

t

4π

∫

|ξ|=1

ũ1(x+ tξ)dωξ

=
1

4π

∫

|ξ|=1

ũ0(x + tξ)dωξ +
t

4π

∫

|ξ|=1

∇ũ0(x+ tξ) · ξdωξ

+
t

4π

∫

|ξ|=1

ũ1(x+ tξ)dωξ,

where dωξ is the area element of the unit sphere S2, and ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, ξ3).
Thus, the solution to (2.17) is

u(t, x) =
∂

∂t

(
t− t0
4π

∫

|ξ|=1

u0(x+ (t− t0)ξ)dωξ

)
+
t− t0
4π

∫

|ξ|=1

u1(x + (t− t0)ξ)dωξ

=
1

4π

∫

|ξ|=1

u0(x+ (t− t0)ξ)dωξ +
t− t0
4π

∫

|ξ|=1

∇u0(x+ (t− t0)ξ) · ξdωξ

+
t− t0
4π

∫

|ξ|=1

u1(x+ (t− t0)ξ)dωξ.

Therefore, when u0 ≥ 0, u1 ≥ |∇u0|, we deduce u(t, x) ≥ 0 from the above formula.
�

Lemma 2.10. Let u = u(t, x) be the solution to the Cauchy problem
{

−�u(t, x) = 0,

(u, ∂tu)|t=t0 = (u0, u1).

Then we have the following L2 estimate

‖u(t, x)‖ . ‖u0‖+ ‖u1‖L1 + ‖u1‖,

in which we recall that ‖ · ‖ denotes the L2 norm.

Next, we recall some energy estimates for the 3D linear wave equation. Before that,
we introduce the natural energy and conformal energy for the 3D wave equation

E(t, u) =

∫

R3

(|∂tu|
2 + |∂1u|

2 + |∂2u|
2 + |∂3u|

2)dx,

Econ(t, u) =

∫

R3

(|L0u|
2 + u2 +

∑

1≤a<b≤3

|Ωabu|
2 +

∑

a=1,2,3

|Lau|
2)dx.

Lemma 2.11. Let u = u(t, x) be the solution to the Cauchy problem
{

−�u(t, x) = G(t, x),

(u, ∂tu)|t=t0 = (u0, u1),

with G(t, x) a sufficiently regular function. Then the following estimates hold.
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(i) [42] Standard energy estimate. We have

E
1
2 (t, u) . E

1
2 (t0, u) +

∫ t

t0

‖G(s, x)‖ds. (2.18)

(ii) [2] Conformal energy estimate. We have

E
1
2
con(t, u) . E

1
2
con(t0, u) +

∫ t

t0

‖〈s+ r〉G(s, x)‖ ds. (2.19)

Finally, we introduce the extra decay for Hessian of the 3D linear wave equation.

Lemma 2.12. Suppose that u = u(t, x) satisfies the wave equation

−�u(t, x) = G(t, x).

Then we have

|∂∂u| .
t

〈t− r〉
|G|+

1

〈t− r〉

∑

|J|≤1

|∂ΓJu|, for r ≤ 2t. (2.20)

Proof. Case I. Let t ∈ [0, 1]. Then

|∂∂u| .
∑

|J|≤1

|∂ΓJu| .
t

〈t− r〉
|G|+

1

〈t− r〉

∑

|J|≤1

|∂ΓJu|, for r ≤ 2t.

Case II. Let t ∈ (1,∞). According to the definition of vector fields, we can deduce

−�u =
(t+ r)(t − r)

t2
∂t∂tu−

3∑

a=1

(
1

t
∂aLau−

xa
t2
∂tLau+

xa
t2
∂au

)
+

3

t
∂tu.

Combining this formula with the equation, we have

|∂t∂tu| .
t2

〈t+ r〉〈t − r〉
|G|+

1

〈t− r〉

∑

|J|≤1

|∂ΓJu|. (2.21)

Based on La = xa∂t + t∂a, we can obtain

∂a∂tu =
1

t
∂tLau−

1

t
∂au−

xa
t
∂t∂tu. (2.22)

By (2.21) and (2.22), we get

|∂a∂tu| .
t2

〈t+ r〉〈t − r〉
|G|+

1

〈t− r〉

∑

|J|≤1

|∂ΓJu|, for r ≤ 2t.

Similarly, we have

∂a∂bu =
1

t
∂aLbu−

1

t
δab∂tu−

xb
t2
∂tLau+

xb
t2
∂au+

xaxb
t2

∂t∂tu,

which implies

|∂a∂bu| .
t2

〈t+ r〉〈t − r〉
|G|+

1

〈t− r〉

∑

|J|≤1

|∂ΓJu|, for r ≤ 2t.

Therefore, the proof of (2.20) is completed. �
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2.4. Estimates for the 3D linear Klein-Gordon equation. In this subsection,
we recall some estimates for the 3D linear Klein-Gordon equation, including ghost
weight energy estimates and pointwise estimates.
First, we introduce the ghost weight energy estimate for the 3D linear Klein-Gordon
equation.

Lemma 2.13. Suppose that u(t, x) is the solution to the Cauchy problem

{
−�u+ u = G(t, x),

(u, ∂tu)|t=t0 = (u0, u1).

Then for all δ > 0, the following estimates are true.

(i) Ghost energy estimate.

Egst,1(t, u) .δ Egst,1(t0, u) +

∫ t

t0

∫

R3

|G(s, x)∂tu| dxds, (2.23)

E
1
2

gst,1(t, u) .δ E
1
2

gst,1(t0, u) +

∫ t

t0

‖G(s, x)‖ ds, (2.24)

in which

Egst,1(t, u) =

∫

R3

(
|∂u|2 + |u|2

)
dx+

∫ t

t0

∫

R3

|u|2

〈s− r〉1+2δ
dxds

+

3∑

a=1

∫ t

t0

∫

R3

|Gau|2

〈s− r〉1+2δ
dxds.

(ii) Energy estimate on an exterior region. It holds

‖〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t)u(t, x)‖+ ‖〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t)∂u(t, x)‖

. ‖〈r〉u0(x)‖H1
x

+ ‖〈r〉u1(x)‖ +

∫ t

0

‖〈r − s〉χ(r − 2s)G(s, x)‖ ds.
(2.25)

Proof. Multiplying the equation by eq∂tu, we can obtain

1

2
∂t
(
eq
(
|∂u|2 + u2

))
− ∂a (eq∂tu∂au)

+
eq

2〈r − t〉1+2δ

(
3∑

a=1

|Gau|
2 + u2

)
= eq∂tuG,

(2.26)

with

q(r, t) =

∫ r−t

−∞

〈s〉−1−2δds, δ > 0.

Then integrating with respect to x and t, we get (2.23). Using (2.26), one can also
obtain (2.24). Finally, for the proof of (2.25), one can refer to [13]. �

Second, we present the following pointwise estimate proved by Georgiev in [18,
Theorem 1].

Proposition 2.14. Suppose that u(t, x) is the solution to the Cauchy problem

{
−�u+ u = G(t, x),

(u, ∂tu)|t=t0 = (u0, u1).
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Then we have

〈t+ r〉
3
2 |u(t, x)| .

∞∑

k=0

∑

|I|≤5

‖〈r〉
3
2 ζk(r)Γ

Iu(t0, x)‖

+

∞∑

k=0

∑

|I|≤4

max
t0≤s≤t

ζk(s)‖〈s+ r〉ΓIG(s, x)‖.

(2.27)

Next, we give a corollary of Proposition 2.14.

Corollary 2.15. [13] With the same settings as Proposition 2.14, let δ0 > 0 and
assume ∑

|I|≤4

max
t0≤s≤t

sδ0‖〈s+ r〉ΓIG(s, x)‖ ≤ CG. (2.28)

Then we have the following estimate

〈t+ r〉
3
2 |u(t, x)| .

CG

1− 2−δ0
+
∑

|I|≤5

‖〈r〉
3
2 log(2 + r)ΓIu(t0, x)‖. (2.29)

Finally, we recall the extra weighted estimate for the 3D linear Klein-Gordon equa-
tion.

Lemma 2.16. [31] Suppose that u(t, x) satisfies the equation

−�u+ u = G(t, x).

Then we have ∣∣∣∣
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
u

∣∣∣∣ .
∑

|J|≤1

|∂ΓJu|+
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
|G|. (2.30)

Proof. Case I. Let r ≥ 2t. From the equation of u, we can easily calculate that

|u| . |�u|+ |G| .
〈t− r〉

〈t+ r〉

∑

|J|≤1

|∂ΓJu|+ |G|. (2.31)

Case II. Let r ≤ 2t. By the definition of vector fields, we have

−�u =
(t+ r)(t − r)

t2
∂t∂tu−

3∑

a=1

(
1

t
∂aLau−

xa
t2
∂tLau+

xa
t2
∂au

)
+

3

t
∂tu,

which implies

|�u| .
〈t− r〉

〈t+ r〉

∑

|J|≤1

|∂ΓJu|.

Then using again the equation of u, we can deduce

|u| . |�u|+ |G| .
〈t− r〉

〈t+ r〉

∑

|J|≤1

|∂ΓJu|+ |G|. (2.32)

We see that (2.30) follows from (2.31) and (2.32). �

2.5. Estimates for the 3D linear Dirac equation. In this subsection, we
present some estimates related to the Dirac equation, including the ghost weight
energy estimates and extra decay inside the light cone. We first recall the weighted
energy estimates for the Dirac equation, which are inspired by Alinhac’s ghost
weight method. Such estimates have been proved in [13]. For convenience, we
denote

ED(t, φ) =

∫

R3

|φ(t, x)|2dx+

∫ t

0

∫

R3

|[φ]−|2

〈s− r〉1+2δ
dxds

where δ > 0 is a small constant.
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Lemma 2.17. Let φ = φ(t, x) be the solution to the Cauchy problem of linear Dirac
equation

−iγµ∂µφ = F, φ(0, x) = φ0(x), (2.33)

then the following estimates are true.

(i) Ghost weight estimate. It holds

ED(t, φ) .

∫

R3

|φ0(x)|
2dx+

∫ t

0

∫

R3

∣∣φ∗γ0F (s, x) − F ∗γ0φ(s, x)
∣∣ dxds. (2.34)

(ii) Energy estimate on an exterior region. It holds

‖〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t)φ(t, x)‖2

. ‖〈r〉φ0(x)‖
2
+

∫ t

0

∫

R3

〈r − s〉2χ(r − 2s)2|φ∗γ0F − F ∗γ0φ| dxds.
(2.35)

Proof. We omit the details and one can refer to [13] for the proof. �

We will use the following extra decay in 〈t − r〉 for Dirac field φ inside the cone,
which was proved in [16] in the two dimensional case.

Lemma 2.18. Suppose φ = φ(t, x) is the solution to the equation

−iγµ∂µφ(t, x) = F (t, x), (2.36)

then we have

|∂φ| .
1

〈t− r〉

(∣∣Γ̂φ
∣∣+ |φ|

)
+

t

〈t− r〉
|F |, r ≤ 3t+ 3. (2.37)

Proof. For t ∈ [0, 1], we can see

|∂φ| .
∣∣Γ̂φ
∣∣ . 1

〈t− r〉

∣∣Γ̂φ
∣∣ + t

〈t− r〉
|F |, for r ≤ 3t+ 3. (2.38)

Let t ∈ (1,∞), using ∂a = t−1La − (xa/t)∂t, we can rewrite (2.36) as

i
(
γ0 −

xa
t
γa
)
∂tφ = −iγa

La

t
φ− F.

Multiplying −i
(
γ0 − xa

t γ
a
)
to the above identity and using (1.13), we get

(t− r)(t + r)

t2
∂tφ = −

(
γ0 −

xa
t
γa
)
γb
Lb

t
φ+ i

(
γ0 −

xa
t
γa
)
F,

This yields

|∂tφ| .
1

〈t− r〉

∣∣Γφ
∣∣+ t

〈t− r〉
|F |, for r ≤ 3t+ 3. (2.39)

Since ∂a = t−1La − (xa/t)∂t, we immediately have

|∂aφ| .
1

t
|Laφ|+ |∂tφ| .

1

〈t− r〉

∣∣Γφ
∣∣+ t

〈t− r〉
|F |, for r ≤ 3t+ 3. (2.40)

Noticing that the difference between Γ and Γ̂ is a constant matrix, the desired result
then follows. �
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2.6. Hidden structures within the Dirac–Klein-Gordon system. Let (ψ, v)
be the solution to the Cauchy problem (1.11) with data (1.12). In order to gain
extra 〈t − r〉 decay for the Dirac solution ψ, we adopt an idea due to Bournaveas
[5] and introduce a wave solution Ψ such that

{
−�Ψ = vψ,

Ψ|t=0 = 0, ∂tΨ|t=0 = −iγ0ψ0,
(2.41)

from which one can derive that

iγµ∂µΨ = ψ. (2.42)

Lemma 2.19. Let Ψ satisfy (2.42), then for any multi-index I, we have

[Γ̂Iψ]− = i(I − ωbγ
0γb)γaGaΓ̂

IΨ, (2.43)

where ωb = xb/r and Ga = ∂a + ωa∂t denotes the good derivative.

Proof. By (2.42), we can rewrite ψ as

Γ̂Iψ = iγ0∂tΓ̂
IΨ+ iγa∂aΓ̂

IΨ = iγaGaΓ̂
IΨ+ i(γ0 − ωaγ

a)∂tΓ̂
IΨ. (2.44)

Recall that [ψ]− = ψ − ωbγ
0γbψ, one can derive

[Γ̂Iψ]− = (I − ωbγ
0γb)Γ̂Iψ

= i(I − ωbγ
0γb)γaGaΓ̂

IΨ+ i(I − ωbγ
0γb)(γ0 − ωaγ

a)∂tΓ̂
IΨ

= i(I − ωbγ
0γb)γaGaΓ̂

IΨ+ i(γ0 − ωaγ
a + ωbγ

b + ωaωbγ
0γbγa)∂tΓ̂

IΨ

= i(I − ωbγ
0γb)γaGaΓ̂

IΨ, (2.45)

in which we use (2.44) and (1.13). The proof is done. �

Roughly speaking, we have ψ ∼ ∂Ψ, by employing the following decay estimate,
one can obtain the desired 〈t− r〉 decay.
As a consequence of (2.42) and Lemma 2.3, one can see

|ψ(t, x)| . |∂Ψ| . 〈t− r〉−1
(
|L0Ψ|+ |ΓΨ|

)
. (2.46)

This motivates us to study the conformal energy for the wave solution Ψ. However,
the nonlinearity in (2.41) decays slowly, which makes it difficult to get a good
bound on L0Ψ. To treat this problem, we perform a nonlinear transform, which is
formulated as a lemma.

Lemma 2.20. Let (ψ, v) be the solution to the Cauchy problem (1.11)-(1.12) and

Ψ solve the wave equation (2.41). We denote Ψ̃ = Ψ + vψ, then one can obtain

−�Ψ̃ = (ψ∗γ0ψ)ψ + iγµv∂µ(vψ) + 2Q0(v, ψ), (2.47)

where we recall that Q0(v, ψ) = ∂tv∂tψ −∇v · ∇ψ.

At the end of this part, we recall a hidden structure for the nonlinear term ψ∗γ0ψ;
see for instance [13].

Lemma 2.21. Let Φ1 and Φ2 be two C4-valued functions on R1+3, then we have

Φ∗
1γ

0Φ2 =
1

4

(
[Φ1]

∗
−γ

0[Φ2]− + [Φ1]
∗
−γ

0[Φ2]+ + [Φ1]
∗
+γ

0[Φ2]−
)
. (2.48)

Lemma 2.22. For any multi-index I ∈ N10, and any smooth C4-valued functions
Φ1 and Φ2, we have

∣∣ΓI
(
Φ∗

1γ
0Φ2

)∣∣ .
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|

∣∣(Γ̂I1Φ1

)∗
γ0
(
Γ̂I2Φ2

)∣∣. (2.49)
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2.7. Criteria for scattering. In this subsection, we introduce some lemmas which
indicate linearly scattering of solutions to wave-type equations.

Lemma 2.23. Suppose that u(t, x) is the solution to the Cauchy problem
{

−�u(t, x) = G(t, x),

(u, ∂tu)|t=t0 = (u0, u1).

Suppose that ∫ +∞

t0

‖G(τ, x)‖Ḣs−1dτ < +∞,

then there exist a pair (u+0 , u
+
1 ) ∈ Ḣs(R3)× Ḣs−1(R3) and a constant C such that

‖(u, ∂tu)
T − SW (t− t0)(u

+
0 , u

+
1 )

T ‖Ḣs×Ḣs−1 ≤ C

∫ +∞

t

‖G(τ, x)‖Ḣs−1dτ.

In particular,

lim
t→+∞

‖(u, ∂tu)
T − SW (t− t0)(u

+
0 , u

+
1 )

T ‖Ḣs×Ḣs−1 = 0.

In the above, SW (t) is denoted by
(

cos(t|∇|) |∇|−1 sin(t|∇|)
−|∇| sin(t|∇|) cos(t|∇|)

)
.

Here, the operators mean that
(
|∇|−1f

)
(x) = F−1

(
|ξ|−1f̂(ξ)

)
(x),

(cos(t|∇|)f) (x) = F−1
(
cos(t|ξ|)f̂ (ξ)

)
(x),

and other operators are defined similarly.
In addition, SW (t− t0)(u

+
0 , u

+
1 )

T solves

−�u = 0, (u, ∂tu)|t=t0 = (u+0 , u
+
1 ).

Lemma 2.24. Suppose that u(t, x) is the solution to the Cauchy problem
{

−�u+ u = G(t, x),

(u, ∂tu)|t=t0 = (u0, u1).

Then if ∫ +∞

t0

‖G(τ, x)‖Hs−1dτ < +∞,

there exist a pair (u+0 , u
+
1 ) ∈ Hs(R3)×Hs−1(R3) and a constant C such that

‖(u, ∂tu)
T − SKG(t− t0)(u

+
0 , u

+
1 )

T ‖Hs×Hs−1 ≤ C

∫ +∞

t

‖G(τ, x)‖Hs−1dτ.

In particular,

lim
t→+∞

‖(u, ∂tu)
T − SKG(t− t0)(u

+
0 , u

+
1 )

T ‖Hs×Hs−1 = 0.

In the above, SKG(t) is denoted by
(

cos(t〈∇〉) 〈∇〉−1 sin(t〈∇〉)
−〈∇〉 sin(t〈∇〉) cos(t〈∇〉)

)
.

Here, the operators mean that
(
〈∇〉−1f

)
(x) = F−1

(
〈ξ〉−1f̂(ξ)

)
(x),

(cos(t〈∇〉)f) (x) = F−1
(
cos(t〈ξ〉)f̂ (ξ)

)
(x),
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and other operators are defined similarly.
In addition, SKG(t− t0)(u

+
0 , u

+
1 )

T solves

−�u+ u = 0, (u, ∂tu)|t=t0 = (u+0 , u
+
1 ).

Lemma 2.25. Let s ∈ N and φ be the solution to the following Dirac equation

−iγµ∂µφ = F, φ(t0, x) = φ0. (2.50)

Suppose that F satisfies
∫ ∞

t0

‖F (τ)‖Hs dτ <∞. (2.51)

Then φ scatters linearly, more precisely, there exists some φ+ ∈ Hs, such that

‖φ− e−i(t−t0)Dφ+‖Hs .

∫ ∞

t

‖F (τ)‖Hsdτ, (2.52)

where D = −iγ0γa∂a. Additionally, e−i(t−t0)Dφ+ solves the linear Dirac equation

−iγµ∂µφ = 0, φ(t0, x) = φ+.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

3.1. Bootstrap assumption. From now on, we shall set the initial time t = t0 =
0. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 10. Fix 0 < δ ≪ 1. To prove Theorem 1.1, we introduce
the following bootstrap assumption of E: for C1 ≫ 1 and 0 < ǫ ≪ C−1

1 to be
chosen later,



E
1
2

gst,1(t,Γ
I∂JE) ≤ C

1+(|I|+|J|)δ
1 ǫ, for |I| ≤ 10, |I|+ |J | ≤ N,

sup
x∈R3

〈t+ r〉
3
2 |ΓI∂JE(t, x)| ≤ C

1+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ, for |I| ≤ 5, |I|+ |J | ≤ N − 5.

(3.1)

For all initial data ( ~E0, ~n0) satisfying (1.3), we set

T ∗( ~E0, ~n0) = sup {t ∈ [0,+∞) : E satisfies (3.1) on [0, t]} .

Note that we denote the initial data (E0, E1, n0, n1) by ( ~E0, ~n0) for simplicity of
notation.
The following proposition, which establishes global existence of the system (1.1)–
(1.2), is part of Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 3.1. For all initial data ( ~E0, ~n0) satisfying the conditions (1.3) in

Theorem 1.1, we have T ∗( ~E0, ~n0) = +∞.

3.2. Key estimates. In this subsection, we establish some estimates on solution
(E, n0, n1) that will be used in the proof of Proposition 3.1. From now on, the
implied constants in . do not depend on the constants C1 and ǫ appearing in the
bootstrap assumption (3.1).
Based on Lemma 2.1 and (1.8), for any I ∈ N10, J ∈ N4, we see that

−�ΓI∂JE + ΓI∂JE = −ΓI∂J(n0E +∆n1E), (3.2)

−�ΓI∂Jn0 = 0, (3.3)

−�ΓI∂Jn1 = ΓI∂J |E|2. (3.4)

First, we introduce estimates of the solution n0 to the homogeneous wave equation
in (1.8).

Lemma 3.2 (Estimates of n0). We have the following estimates.

(i) L2 estimate of ΓI∂Jn0. For |I| ≤ 10, |I|+ |J | ≤ N , we have

‖ΓI∂Jn0‖ . K0. (3.5)
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(ii) Pointwise decay estimate of ΓI∂Jn0. For |I| ≤ 8, |I|+ |J | ≤ N−2, we have

|ΓI∂Jn0| . 〈t+ r〉−1〈t− r〉−
1
2K0. (3.6)

Proof. Proof of (i). Let |I| ≤ 10, |I|+|J | ≤ N . If |I| = |J | = 0, from the definition
of the conformal energy, we have

‖n0‖ . E
1
2
con(t, n

0) . E
1
2
con(0, n

0).

If |J | = 0, 1 ≤ |I| ≤ 10, from the definition of natural energy and conformal energy,
we have

‖ΓIn0‖ .
∑

|K|=|I|−1

(E
1
2
con(t,Γ

Kn0) + E
1
2 (t,ΓKn0))

.
∑

|K|=|I|−1

(E
1
2
con(0,Γ

Kn0) + E
1
2 (0,ΓKn0)).

If 0 ≤ |I| ≤ 10, |J | ≥ 1, |I|+ |J | ≤ N, we have

‖ΓI∂Jn0‖ .
∑

|K1|≤|I|,|K2|=|J|−1

‖∂ΓK1∂K2n0‖

.
∑

|K1|≤|I|,|K2|=|J|−1

E
1
2 (t,ΓK1∂K2n0)

.
∑

|K1|≤|I|,|K2|=|J|−1

E
1
2 (0,ΓK1∂K2n0).

Then the condition in (1.3) implies (3.5).
Proof of (ii). Using the Klainerman-Sobolev inequality (2.7), for |I| ≤ 8, |I|+|J | ≤
N − 2, we can deduce

|ΓI∂Jn0| . 〈t+ r〉−1〈t− r〉−
1
2

∑

|K|≤2

‖ZKΓI∂Jn0‖.

Similarly, we can get (3.6). �

Second, we introduce some energy estimates of the solution n1 to the nonhomoge-
neous wave equation in (1.8), including standard energy estimates and conformal
energy estimates.

Lemma 3.3. Let |I| ≤ 10, |I| + |J | ≤ N. For all t ∈ [0, T ∗( ~E0, ~n0)), we have the
following estimates.

(i) Standard energy estimate of ΓI∂Jn1. We have

E
1
2 (t,ΓI∂Jn1) . ǫ2K

max{[ |I|+|J|−1

2
],0}

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ2, (3.7)

in which [a] denotes the maximal integer less than or equal to a.
(ii) Standard energy estimate of ∂ΓI∂Jn1. We have

E
1
2 (t, ∂ΓI∂Jn1) . ǫ2K

[ |I|+|J|
2

]
0 + C

2+(|I|+|J|+14)δ
1 ǫ2. (3.8)

(iii) Conformal energy estimate of ΓI∂Jn1. We have

E
1
2
con(t,Γ

I∂Jn1) . ǫ2K
max{[ |I|+|J|−1

2
],0}

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ2〈t〉

1
2 . (3.9)
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Proof. Proof of (i). Using (1.3), (2.18), (3.1) and (3.4), for |I| ≤ 10, |I| + |J | ≤
N,N ≥ 10, we can get

E
1
2 (t,ΓI∂Jn1) . E

1
2 (0,ΓI∂Jn1) +

∫ t

0

‖ΓI∂J |E|2‖ds

. ǫ2K
max{[ |I|+|J|−1

2
],0}

0 +
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤10,|I1|+|J1|≤N
|I2|≤5,|I2|+|J2|≤N−5

∫ t

0

‖ΓI1∂J1E‖‖ΓI2∂J2E‖L∞ds

. ǫ2K
max{[ |I|+|J|−1

2
],0}

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ2,

which means (3.7).
Proof of (ii). Similar to (i), for |I| ≤ 10, |I|+ |J | ≤ N,N ≥ 10, we can deduce

E
1
2 (t, ∂ΓI∂Jn1) . E

1
2 (0, ∂ΓI∂Jn1) +

∫ t

0

‖∂ΓI∂J |E|2‖ds

. ǫ2K
[ |I|+|J|

2
]

0 +
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤10,|I1|+|J1|≤N
|I2|≤5,|I2|+|J2|≤N−5

∫ t

0

‖∂ΓI1∂J1E‖‖ΓI2∂J2E‖L∞ds

+
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤5,|I1|+|J1|≤N−6
|I2|≤10,|I2|+|J2|≤N

∫ t

0

‖∂ΓI1∂J1E‖L∞‖ΓI2∂J2E‖ds

. ǫ2K
[ |I|+|J|

2
]

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+14)δ
1 ǫ2,

which implies (3.8).
Proof of (iii). Based on (1.3), (2.19), (3.1) and (3.4), for |I| ≤ 10, |I| + |J | ≤
N,N ≥ 10, we have

E
1
2
con(t,Γ

I∂Jn1) . E
1
2
con(0,Γ

I∂Jn1) +

∫ t

0

‖〈s+ r〉ΓI∂J |E|2‖ds

. ǫ2K
max{[

|I|+|J|−1

2
],0}

0 +
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤10,|I1|+|J1|≤N
|I2|≤5,|I2|+|J2|≤N−5

∫ t

0

‖ΓI1∂J1E‖‖〈s+ r〉ΓI2∂J2E‖L∞ds

. ǫ2K
max{[ |I|+|J|−1

2
],0}

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ2〈t〉

1
2 ,

which yields (3.9). �

Third, we also deduce the extra decay estimates for Hessian of ΓI∂Jn1 in the
following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Let |I| ≤ 5, |I|+ |J | ≤ N − 5. For all t ∈ [0, T ∗( ~E0, ~n0)), we have the
following estimates on ∂∂ΓI∂Jn1.

(i) Let r ≤ t
2 . There holds

|∂∂ΓI∂Jn1| . 〈t+ r〉−
3
4 〈t− r〉−1

(
ǫ2K

[ |I|+|J|+3

2
]

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+26)δ
1 ǫ2

)
. (3.10)

(ii) Let r ≥ 2t. There holds

|∂∂ΓI∂Jn1| . 〈t+ r〉−
3
2

(
ǫ2K

[ |I|+|J|+3

2
]

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+17)δ
1 ǫ2

)
. (3.11)
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(iii) Let t
2 ≤ r ≤ 2t. There holds

|∂∂ΓI∂Jn1| . 〈t+ r〉−1〈t− r〉−1

(
ǫ2K

[ |I|+|J|+3

2
]

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+26)δ
1 ǫ2

)
. (3.12)

(iv) There holds

|∂∂ΓI∂Jn1| . 〈t+ r〉−1〈t− r〉−
1
2

(
ǫ2K

[ |I|+|J|+3

2
]

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+26)δ
1 ǫ2

)
. (3.13)

Proof. Proof of (i). Let |I| ≤ 5, |I|+ |J | ≤ N − 5 with N ≥ 10. Since r ≤ t
2 ≤ 2t,

from Lemma 2.12 and inequalities (2.5), (2.10), (3.1), (3.7), we have

|∂∂ΓI∂Jn1| .
t

〈t− r〉

∣∣ΓI∂J |E|2
∣∣+ 1

〈t− r〉

∑

|K|≤1

|∂ΓKΓI∂Jn1|

.
t

〈t− r〉

∑

I1+I2=I
J1+J2=J

|ΓI1∂J1E||ΓI2∂J2E|+ 〈t+ r〉−
3
4 〈t− r〉−1

∑

|K|≤4

‖∂ΓKΓI∂Jn1‖

. 〈t+ r〉−
3
4 〈t− r〉−1

(
ǫ2K

[ |I|+|J|+3

2
]

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+26)δ
1 ǫ2

)
.

Proof of (ii). Let r ≥ 2t and |I| ≤ 5, |I|+|J | ≤ N−5 with N ≥ 10. By (2.5), (2.6),
(2.8), (3.7), (3.9), we deduce

|∂∂ΓI∂Jn1| .
1

〈t− r〉


∣∣L0∂Γ

I∂Jn1
∣∣ +

∑

|K|=1

∣∣ΓK∂ΓI∂Jn1
∣∣



. 〈t+ r〉−2
∑

|K|≤|I|+3

∥∥L0Γ
K∂∂Jn1

∥∥

+ 〈t+ r〉−2




∑

|K|≤|I|+2

‖∂∂ΓK∂Jn1‖+
∑

|K|≤|I|+4

∥∥∂ΓK∂Jn1
∥∥



. 〈t+ r〉−
3
2

(
ǫ2K

[ |I|+|J|+3

2
]

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+17)δ
1 ǫ2

)
.

Proof of (iii). Let t
2 ≤ r ≤ 2t and |I| ≤ 5, |I|+ |J | ≤ N − 5 with N ≥ 10. Based

on Lemma 2.12 and inequalities (2.5), (2.8), (3.1), (3.7), we have

|∂∂ΓI∂Jn1| .
t

〈t− r〉

∣∣ΓI∂J |E|2
∣∣+ 1

〈t− r〉

∑

|K|≤1

|∂ΓKΓI∂Jn1|

.
t

〈t− r〉

∑

I1+I2=I
J1+J2=J

|ΓI1∂J1E||ΓI2∂J2E|+ 〈t+ r〉−1〈t− r〉−1
∑

|K|≤4

‖∂ΓKΓI∂Jn1‖

. 〈t+ r〉−1〈t− r〉−1

(
ǫ2K

[ |I|+|J|+3

2
]

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+26)δ
1 ǫ2

)
.

Proof of (iv). When r ≤ t
2 or r ≥ 2t, 〈t + r〉 ∼ 〈t − r〉. Thus from the above

results, we have (3.13).
The proof is done. �

Next, we give another pointwise estimate of ΓI∂JE.

Lemma 3.5. For all t ∈ [0, T ∗( ~E0, ~n0)) and |I| ≤ 5, |I|+ |J | ≤ N − 5, we have

|ΓI∂JE| . 〈t+ r〉−
9
8C

1+(|I|+|J|+8)δ
1 ǫ. (3.14)
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Proof. For |I| ≤ 5, |I|+ |J | ≤ N − 5, from (2.10) and (3.1), we get

|ΓI∂JE| .〈t+ r〉−
3
4C

1+(|I|+|J|+3)δ
1 ǫ,

|ΓI∂JE| .〈t+ r〉−
3
2C

1+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ.

By interpolating the above inequalities, we obtain (3.14). �

Then, we deduce the lower-order pointwise estimate of ΓI∂JE.

Lemma 3.6. For all t ∈ [0, T ∗( ~E0, ~n0)), we have
∑

|I|+|J|≤1

〈t+ r〉
5
4 |ΓI∂JE| . ǫK3

0 + C1+5δ
1 ǫK0, (3.15)

where C2+27δ
1 ǫ2 < 1.

Proof. First, for |I| + |J | ≤ 1, based on the Hölder inequality, estimates in (3.1),
(3.6), we have

∑

|K|≤4

‖〈t+ r〉ΓKΓI∂J(n0E)‖ .
∑

|K|≤|I|+4

‖〈t+ r〉ΓK∂J(n0E)‖

.
∑

|K|≤|I|+4
K1+K2=K
J1+J2=J

‖〈t+ r〉ΓK1∂J1n0‖L∞‖ΓK2∂J2E‖

. C
1+(|I|+|J|+4)δ
1 ǫK0 . C1+5δ

1 ǫK0,

(3.16)

where we use the fact |I|+ |J | ≤ 1.
Based on the Hölder inequality, estimates in (2.5), (3.1), (3.6) and (3.8), we have

∑

|K|≤4

‖〈t+ r〉ΓKΓI∂J(∆n1E)‖ .
∑

|K|≤|I|+4

‖〈t+ r〉ΓK∂J(∆n1E)‖

.
∑

|K|≤|I|+4
K1+K2=K
J1+J2=J

‖ΓK1∂J1∆n1‖‖〈t+ r〉ΓK2∂J2E‖L∞

.
∑

|K|≤|I|+4
|K1|+|K2|≤|K|

J1+J2=J

‖∂∂ΓK1∂J1n1‖‖〈t+ r〉ΓK2∂J2E‖L∞

. C
1+(|I|+|J|+17)δ
1 ǫ3K

[
|I|+|J|+4

2
]

0 + C
3+(|I|+|J|+31)δ
1 ǫ3

. C1+18δ
1 ǫ3K2

0 + C1+5δ
1 ǫ . ǫK2

0 + C1+5δ
1 ǫ,

(3.17)

where we use the fact |I|+ |J | ≤ 1 and choose C1 and ǫ such that C2+27δ
1 ǫ2 < 1.

Recall N ≥ 10 and from Proposition 2.14, Corollary 2.15 and (1.3), for |I|+ |J | ≤ 1,
we have

〈t+ r〉
3
2 |ΓI∂JE| .

∞∑

k=0

∑

|K|≤5

∥∥∥〈r〉 3
2 ζk(r)Γ

KΓI∂JE(0, x)
∥∥∥

+

∞∑

k=0

∑

|K|≤4

max
0≤s≤t

ζk(s)‖〈s+ r〉ΓKΓI∂J(n0E +∆n1E)‖

.
∑

|K|≤5

∥∥〈r〉2ΓKΓI∂JE(0, x)
∥∥+ CE

∞∑

k=0

max
0≤s≤t

ζk(s)

〈s〉
1
4

〈s〉
1
4

. ǫK3
0 +

CE

1− 2−
1
4

〈t〉
1
4 ,



24 Y. CAI, S. DONG, K. LI, AND J. ZHAO

where CE = C1+5δ
1 ǫK0 + ǫK2

0 .
The proof of (3.15) is done. �

Also, we give the following weighted L2 estimate for ΓI∂JE.

Lemma 3.7. For all t ∈ [0, T ∗( ~E0, ~n0)), |I| ≤ 9, |I|+ |J | ≤ N − 1, we have

∥∥∥∥
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
ΓI∂JE

∥∥∥∥ . C
1+(|I|+|J|+8)δ
1 ǫK0 + C

1+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ3K

[ |I|+|J|+3

2
]

0 ,

where C2+19δ
1 ǫ2 < 1.

Proof. Let |I| ≤ 9, |I| + |J | ≤ N − 1, with N ≥ 10. First, from Lemma 3.2,
inequalities (3.1), (3.14) and the Hölder inequality, we have

∥∥∥∥
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
ΓI∂J(n0E)

∥∥∥∥ .
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤9,|I1|+|J1|≤N−1
|I2|≤5,|I2|+|J2|≤N−5

‖ΓI1∂J1n0‖

∥∥∥∥
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
ΓI2∂J2E

∥∥∥∥
L∞

+
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤8,|I1|+|J1|≤N−2
|I2|≤9,|I2|+|J2|≤N−1

∥∥∥∥
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
ΓI1∂J1n0

∥∥∥∥
L∞

‖ΓI2∂J2E‖

. C
1+(|I|+|J|+8)δ
1 ǫK0.

(3.18)
Second, based on Lemma 3.4, inequalities (2.5), (3.1), (3.8) and the Hölder inequal-
ity, we get

∥∥∥∥
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
ΓI∂J(∆n1E)

∥∥∥∥

.
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤9,|I1|+|J1|≤N−1
|I2|≤5,|I2|+|J2|≤N−5

‖ΓI1∂J1∆n1‖

∥∥∥∥
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
ΓI2∂J2E

∥∥∥∥
L∞

+
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤5,|I1|+|J1|≤N−5
|I2|≤9,|I2|+|J2|≤N−1

∥∥∥∥
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
ΓI1∂J1∆n1

∥∥∥∥
L∞

‖ΓI2∂J2E‖

.
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|
|I1|+|J1|≤N−1

|I2|≤5,|I2|+|J2|≤N−5

‖∂∂ΓI1∂J1n1‖

∥∥∥∥
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
ΓI2∂J2E

∥∥∥∥
L∞

+
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|
|I1|≤5,|I1|+|J1|≤N−5

|I2|+|J2|≤N−1

∥∥∥∥
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
∂∂ΓI1∂J1n1

∥∥∥∥
L∞

‖ΓI2∂J2E‖

. C
1+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ3K

[ |I|+|J|+3

2
]

0 + C
3+(|I|+|J|+27)δ
1 ǫ3

. C
1+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ3K

[ |I|+|J|+3

2
]

0 + C
1+(|I|+|J|+8)δ
1 ǫ,

(3.19)

where we use C2+19δ
1 ǫ2 < 1.
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Last, from Lemma 2.16, (3.1) and the above inequalities, we obtain
∥∥∥∥
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
ΓI∂JE

∥∥∥∥ .
∑

|K|≤1

‖∂ΓKΓI∂JE‖+

∥∥∥∥
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
ΓI∂J(n0E +∆n1E)

∥∥∥∥

. C
1+(|I|+|J|+8)δ
1 ǫK0 + C

1+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ3K

[ |I|+|J|+3

2
]

0 .

Thus the proof is completed. �

Finally, we deduce the following weighted L2 estimate of the nonlinear term in (3.2).

Lemma 3.8. For all t ∈ [0, T ∗( ~E0, ~n0)), |I| ≤ 9, |I|+ |J | ≤ N − 1, we have

‖〈t+ r〉ΓI∂J(n0E +∆n1E)‖

. 〈t〉−
1
8

(
C

1+(|I|+|J|+8)δ
1 ǫK2

0 + C
3+(|I|+|J|+39)δ
1 ǫ3K

[ |I|+|J|+6

2
]

0

)
,

(3.20)

where C2+19δ
1 ǫ2 < 1.

Proof. Let |I| ≤ 9, |I|+ |J | ≤ N − 1 with N ≥ 10. First, from Lemmas 3.2, 3.5, 3.7
and the Hölder inequality, we have

‖〈t+ r〉ΓI∂J(n0E)‖

.
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤9,|I1|+|J1|≤N−1
|I2|≤5,|I2|+|J2|≤N−5

‖ΓI1∂J1n0‖‖〈t+ r〉ΓI2∂J2E‖L∞

+
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤8,|I1|+|J1|≤N−2
|I2|≤9,|I2|+|J2|≤N−1

‖〈t− r〉ΓI1∂J1n0‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
ΓI2∂J2E

∥∥∥∥

.〈t〉−
1
8

(
C

1+(|I|+|J|+8)δ
1 ǫK2

0 + C
1+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ3K

[ |I|+|J|+5

2
]

0

)
,

where we use C2+19δ
1 ǫ2 < 1.

Second, from Lemmas 3.4, 3.7, inequalities (2.5), (3.1), (3.8) and the Hölder in-
equality, we obtain

‖〈t+ r〉ΓI∂J(∆n1E)‖

.
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤9,|I1|+|J1|≤N−1
|I2|≤5,|I2|+|J2|≤N−5

‖ΓI1∂J1∆n1‖‖〈t+ r〉ΓI2∂J2E‖L∞

+
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤5,|I1|+|J1|≤N−5
|I2|≤9,|I2|+|J2|≤N−1

‖〈t− r〉ΓI1∂J1∆n1‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
ΓI2∂J2E

∥∥∥∥

.
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|,J1+J2=J
|I2|≤5,|I2|+|J2|≤N−5

‖∂∂ΓI1∂J1n1‖‖〈t+ r〉ΓI2∂J2E‖L∞

+
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤5,|I1|+|J1|≤N−5

‖〈t− r〉∂∂ΓI1∂J1n1‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
ΓI2∂J2E

∥∥∥∥

.〈t〉−
1
2C

3+(|I|+|J|+39)δ
1 ǫ3K

[ |I|+|J|+6

2
]

0 ,

where we use C2+19δ
1 ǫ2 < 1.

We see that (3.20) follows from the above two inequalities. �
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3.3. Proof of Proposition 3.1. In this subsection, we will complete the proof of
Proposition 3.1 by improving all the estimates of E in (3.1).

Proof of Proposition 3.1. For any initial data ( ~E0, ~n0) satisfying the conditions (1.3),
we consider the corresponding solution (E, n0, n1) of (1.8). From the conditions (1.3),
we observe that

E
1
2

gst,1(0,Γ
I∂JE) . ǫK

[ |I|+|J|+1

2
]

0 , for |I| ≤ 10, |I|+ |J | ≤ N,

‖〈r〉2ΓI∂JE(0, x)‖ . ǫK
[ |I|+|J|

2
]

0 , for |I| ≤ 10, |I|+ |J | ≤ N.

(3.21)

Step 1. Closing the estimate in Egst,1(t,ΓI∂JE). For |I| ≤ 10, |I| + |J | ≤ N ,
N ≥ 10, using the Hölder inequality, Lemma 2.13 and (3.21), we have

Egst,1(t,Γ
I∂JE) . Egst,1(0,Γ

I∂JE) +

∫ t

0

∫

R3

∣∣ΓI∂J(n0E +∆n1E)∂tΓ
I∂JE

∣∣dxds

. ǫ2K
|I|+|J|+1
0 + S1 + S2,

(3.22)
where

S1 =

∫ t

0

‖ΓI∂J(n0E)‖‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds,

S2 =

∫ t

0

‖ΓI∂J(∆n1E)‖‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds.

To estimate S1, we consider four scenarios. First, if |I| = |J | = 0, based on (3.1), (3.6),
Hölder inequality and Cauchy inequality, we deduce

S1 .

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δn0‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ ‖∂tE‖ds

. C−1
2 Egst,1(t, E) + C2

∫ t

0

〈s〉−2+2δK2
0Egst,1(s, E)ds,

(3.23)

in which C2 is a constant to be chosen later.
Second, if |I| ≤ 8, 1 ≤ |I|+ |J | ≤ N − 2,

S1 .
∑

I1+I2=I
J1+J2=J

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δΓI1∂J1n0‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
ΓI2∂J2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ ‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖L2ds

.
∑

|I2|+|J2|≤|I|+|J|

C−1
2

∫ t

0

∥∥∥∥
ΓI2∂J2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥
2

ds

+
∑

|I1|+|J1|≤|I|+|J|

C2

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δΓI1∂J1n0‖2L∞‖∂tΓ

I∂JE‖2ds

. C−1
2 Egst,1(t,Γ

I∂JE) + C−1
2 C

2+2(|I|+|J|−1)δ
1 ǫ2

+ C2

∫ t

0

〈s〉−2+2δK2
0Egst,1(s,Γ

I∂JE)ds,

(3.24)

in which C2 is a constant to be chosen later.
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Next, if |I| = 9 or |I| = 10, and |I| ≤ |I|+ |J | ≤ max{|I|, N − 2}, we obtain

S1 .
∑

|I1|≤|I|
|I1|+|J1|≤max{|I|,N−2}

|I2|+|J2|≤1

∫ t

0

‖ΓI1∂J1n0‖‖ΓI2∂J2E‖L∞‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds

+
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤8,|I1|+|J1|≤N−2

|I2|≤|I|
|I2|+|J2|≤max{|I|,N−2}

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δΓI1∂J1n0‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
ΓI2∂J2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ ‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds

. S1
1 + S2

1 .

(3.25)
By Lemmas 3.2, 3.6 and (3.1), we have

S1
1 .

∑

|I2|+|J2|≤1

∫ t

0

C
1+(|I|+|J|)δ
1 ǫK0‖Γ

I2∂J2E‖L∞ds

. C
1+(|I|+|J|)δ
1 ǫ2K4

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+5)δ
1 ǫ2K2

0

. C
2+(|I|+|J|+5)δ
1 ǫ2K4

0

. C
2+(2|I|+2|J|−4)δ
1 ǫ2K4

0 ,

(3.26)

where we use the fact |I|+ |J | ≥ 9 in the last step.
Using again Cauchy inequality, Lemma 3.2 and (3.1), we get

S2
1 .

∑

|I2|+|J2|≤|I|+|J|

C−1
2

∫ t

0

∥∥∥∥
ΓI2∂J2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥
2

ds

+
∑

|I1|≤8
|I1|+|J1|≤N−2

C2

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δΓI1∂J1n0‖2L∞‖∂tΓ

I∂JE‖2ds

. C−1
2 Egst,1(t,Γ

I∂JE) + C−1
2 C

2+2(|I|+|J|−1)δ
1 ǫ2

+ C2

∫ t

0

〈s〉−2+2δK2
0Egst,1(s,Γ

I∂JE)ds,

(3.27)

in which C2 is a constant to be chosen later.
Finally, let |I| ≤ 10 and max{N − 1, |I|} ≤ |I|+ |J | ≤ N.

S1 .
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤10,|I1|+|J1|≤N

|I2|+|J2|≤1

∫ t

0

‖ΓI1∂J1n0‖‖ΓI2∂J2E‖L∞‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds

+
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤8,|I1|+|J1|≤N−2
|I2|≤10,|I2|+|J2|≤N

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δΓI1∂J1n0‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
ΓI2∂J2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ ‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds

. S3
1 + S4

1 .

(3.28)
Similarly to S1

1 , we have

S3
1 .

∑

|I2|+|J2|≤1

∫ t

0

C
1+(|I|+|J|)δ
1 ǫK0‖Γ

I2∂J2E‖L∞ds

. C
2+(2|I|+2|J|−4)δ
1 ǫ2K4

0 .

(3.29)
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Using again Cauchy inequality, Lemma 3.2 and (3.1), we get

S4
1 .

∑

|I2|+|J2|≤|I|+|J|

C−1
2

∫ t

0

∥∥∥∥
ΓI2∂J2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥
2

ds

+
∑

|I1|≤8
|I1|+|J1|≤N−2

C2

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δΓI1∂J1n0‖2L∞‖∂tΓ

I∂JE‖2ds

. C−1
2 Egst,1(t,Γ

I∂JE) + C−1
2 C

2+2(|I|+|J|−1)δ
1 ǫ2

+ C2

∫ t

0

〈s〉−2+2δK2
0Egst,1(s,Γ

I∂JE)ds,

(3.30)

in which C2 is a constant to be chosen later.
Thus, the above inequalities imply

S1 . C
2+(2|I|+2|J|−4)δ
1 ǫ2K4

0 + C−1
2 Egst,1(t,Γ

I∂JE)

+ C−1
2 C

2+2(|I|+|J|−1)δ
1 ǫ2 + C2

∫ t

0

〈s〉−2+2δK2
0Egst,1(s,Γ

I∂JE)ds.
(3.31)

Now we estimate S2. For |I| ≤ 10, |I| + |J | ≤ N , based on Hölder inequality, we
infer

S2 .
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤10,|I1|+|J1|≤N
|I2|≤5,|I2|+|J2|≤N−5

∫ t

0

‖ΓI1∂J1∆n1‖‖ΓI2∂J2E‖L∞‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds

+
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|+|J1|≤4

|I2|≤10,|I2|+|J2|≤N

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δΓI1∂J1∆n1‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
ΓI2∂J2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ ‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds

. S1
2 + S2

2 .

By inequalities (2.5), (3.1), (3.8), we deduce

S1
2 .

∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|
J1+J2=J

|I2|≤5,|I2|+|J2|≤N−5

∫ t

0

‖∂∂ΓI1∂J1n1‖‖ΓI2∂J2E‖L∞‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds

. C
2+(2|I|+2|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ4K

[ |I|+|J|
2

]
0 + C

4+(2|I|+2|J|+27)δ
1 ǫ4

. C
4+(2|I|+2|J|+27)δ
1 ǫ4K

[ |I|+|J|
2

]
0 .

(3.32)

By Cauchy inequality, Lemma 3.4 and inequalities (2.5), (3.1), we deduce

S2
2 .

∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|
J1+J2=J

|I1|+|J1|≤4

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ∂∂ΓI1∂J1n1‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
ΓI2∂J2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ ‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds

. C−1
2

∑

|I2|+|J2|≤|I|+|J|

∫ t

0

∥∥∥∥
ΓI2∂J2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥
2

ds

+ C2

∑

|I1|+|J1|≤4

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ∂∂ΓI1∂J1n1‖2L∞‖∂tΓ

I∂JE‖2ds

. C−1
2 C

2+2(|I|+|J|−1)δ
1 ǫ2 + C−1

2 Egst,1(t,Γ
I∂JE) + C2C

6+(2|I|+2|J|+60)δ
1 ǫ6K7

0 .

(3.33)
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From the above two inequalities, we obtain

S2 . C
4+(2|I|+2|J|+27)δ
1 ǫ4K

[ |I|+|J|
2

]
0 + C−1

2 C
2+2(|I|+|J|−1)δ
1 ǫ2

+ C−1
2 Egst,1(t,Γ

I∂JE) + C2C
6+(2|I|+2|J|+60)δ
1 ǫ6K7

0 .
(3.34)

Therefore, for any multi-index I ∈ N10, J ∈ N4, |I| ≤ 10, |I| + |J | ≤ N,N ≥ 10,
from inequalities (3.22), (3.31), (3.34), we get

Egst,1(t,Γ
I∂JE) . C−1

2 Egst,1(t,Γ
I∂JE) + C3

+ C2

∫ t

0

〈s〉−2+2δK2
0Egst,1(s,Γ

I∂JE)ds,
(3.35)

where

C3 = ǫ2K
|I|+|J|+1
0 + C−1

2 C
2+2(|I|+|J|−1)δ
1 ǫ2 + C

2+(2|I|+2|J|−4)δ
1 ǫ2K4

0

+ C
4+(2|I|+2|J|+27)δ
1 ǫ4K

[ |I|+|J|
2

]
0 + C2C

6+(2|I|+2|J|+60)δ
1 ǫ6K7

0 .

Additionally, we take C−1
2 small enough such that the implicit constant C0 in .

times C−1
2 is 1

2 , that is C2 = 2C0. We can get further

Egst,1(t,Γ
I∂JE) ≤

1

2
Egst,1(t,Γ

I∂JE) + C0C3

+ 2C2
0

∫ t

0

〈s〉−2+2δK2
0Egst,1(s,Γ

I∂JE)ds.

Finally, using Gronwall inequality in Lemma 2.8, we obtain

Egst,1(t,Γ
I∂JE) ≤ 2C0C3 exp

(
4C2

0K
2
0

)
≤

1

4
C

2+2(|I|+|J|)δ
1 ǫ2, (3.36)

where we take C1 and ǫ satisfying

C2
1 > 40C0K

N+1
0 exp

(
4C2

0K
2
0

)
,

Cδ
1 > 20 exp

(
4C2

0K
2
0

)
,

C3+33δ
1 ǫ2 < 1.

This strictly improves the estimate of Egst,1(t,ΓI∂JE) in (3.1).

Step 2. Closing the estimate of ΓI∂JE. For |I| ≤ 5, |I| + |J | ≤ N − 5, by
Lemma 3.8, we deduce

∑

|K|≤4

‖〈t+ r〉ΓKΓI∂J(n0E +∆n1E)‖

.
∑

|I|≤|K|≤|I|+4

‖〈t+ r〉ΓK∂J(n0E +∆n1E)‖

. 〈t〉−
1
8

(
C

1+(|I|+|J|+12)δ
1 ǫK2

0 + C
3+(|I|+|J|+43)δ
1 ǫ3K

[ |I|+|J|+10

2
]

0

)
.

(3.37)

Then based on the above inequality, Corollary 2.15 and (3.21), we obtain

〈t+ r〉
3
2 |ΓI∂JE| . ǫK

[ |I|+|J|+5

2
]

0 + C
1+(|I|+|J|+12)δ
1 ǫK2

0

+ C
3+(|I|+|J|+43)δ
1 ǫ3K

[ |I|+|J|+10

2
]

0 .

(3.38)

Finally, we can choose C1 and ǫ satisfying

C2
1 > 40C0K

N+1
0 exp

(
4C2

0K
2
0

)
,

Cδ
1 > 20 exp

(
4C2

0K
2
0

)
,

C3+33δ
1 ǫ2 < 1,



30 Y. CAI, S. DONG, K. LI, AND J. ZHAO

such that

〈t+ r〉
3
2 |ΓI∂JE| ≤

1

2
C

1+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ,

which strictly improves the estimate of ΓI∂JE in (3.1). Note that C0 is the implicit
constant in ..
In conclusion, the proof of Proposition 3.1 is completed. Besides, estimates in (1.4)
follow from (3.1), (3.6), (3.13). �

3.4. End of the proof of Theorem 1.1. To complete the proof of Theorem 1.1,
we need to show that the solution (E, n) scatters linearly. By Lemmas 2.23, 2.24,
we only need to bound

∫ +∞

0

‖nE‖HN (R3)ds and

∫ +∞

0

∥∥∆|E|2
∥∥
ḢN−1(R3)

ds.

Step 1. Boundedness of
∫ +∞

0
‖nE‖HN (R3)ds.

From the definition n = n0 +∆n1 and the Hölder inequality, we deduce

‖nE‖HN (R3) .
∑

|I|≤N

(
‖∇I(n0E)‖+ ‖∇I(∆n1E)‖

)

. S3 + S4 + S5 + S6,

(3.39)

where
S3 =

∑

I1+I2=I
|I1|≤N

|I2|≤N−5

‖∇I1n0‖‖∇I2E‖L∞ ,

S4 =
∑

I1+I2=I
|I1|≤N−2
|I2|≤N

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ∇I1n0‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
∇I2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ ,

S5 =
∑

I1+I2=I
|I1|≤N

|I2|≤N−5

‖∇I1∆n1‖‖∇I2E‖L∞ ,

S6 =
∑

I1+I2=I
|I1|≤N−5
|I2|≤N

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ∇I1∆n1‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
∇I2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ .

(3.40)

Based on estimates in (3.1) and (3.5), we have

S3 . C
1+(N+8)δ
1 ǫK0〈s〉

− 3
2 . (3.41)

Thanks to the Cauchy inequality, we get

S4 .
∑

|I1|≤N−2

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ∇I1n0‖2L∞ +

∑

|I2|≤N

∥∥∥∥
∇I2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥
2

. K2
0 〈s〉

−2+2δ +
∑

|I2|≤N

∥∥∥∥
∇I2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥
2

,

(3.42)

where we use (3.6) in the last step.
Based on the estimates in (3.1), (3.8), we obtain

S5 .
∑

|I1|≤N,|I2|≤N−5

‖∂∂∇I1n1‖‖∇I2E‖L∞

. (ǫ2K
[N
2
]

0 + C
2+(N+14)δ
1 ǫ2)C

1+(N+8)δ
1 ǫ〈s〉−

3
2 .

(3.43)
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Using again the Cauchy inequality, from Lemma 3.4 we get

S6 .
∑

|I1|≤N−5

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ∂∂∇I1n1‖2L∞ +

∑

|I2|≤N

∥∥∥∥
∇I2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥
2

.
(
ǫ2K

[N−2

2
]

0 + C
2+(N+21)δ
1 ǫ2

)2
〈s〉−

3
2 +

∑

|I2|≤N

∥∥∥∥
∇I2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥
2

.

(3.44)

Therefore, we deduce
∫ +∞

0

‖nE‖HN (R3)ds . K2
0 + C

1+(N+8)δ
1 ǫK0 + C

3+(2N+22)δ
1 ǫ2.

Step 2. Boundedness of
∫ +∞

0
‖∆|E|2‖ḢN−1(R3)ds.

By the Hölder inequality and estimates in (3.1), we observe that
∥∥∆|E|2

∥∥
ḢN−1(R3)

.
∑

|I|=N−1

(
‖∇I(∆E · E)‖+ ‖∇I(∇E · ∇E)‖

)

. S7 + S8 + S9,

(3.45)

where

S7 =
∑

I1+I2=I
|I1|≤N−1,|I2|≤N−5

‖∇I1∆E‖‖∇I2E‖L∞ . C
2+(N+13)δ
1 ǫ2〈s〉−

3
2 ,

S8 =
∑

I1+I2=I
|I1|≤N−7,|I2|≤N−1

‖∇I1∆E‖L∞‖∇I2E‖ . C
2+(N+13)δ
1 ǫ2〈s〉−

3
2 ,

S9 =
∑

I1+I2=I
|I1|≤N−1,|I2|≤N−6

‖∇I1∇E‖‖∇I2∇E‖L∞ . C
2+(N+13)δ
1 ǫ2〈s〉−

3
2 .

Therefore, we obtain
∫ +∞

0

‖∆|E|2‖ḢN−1(R3)ds . C
2+(N+13)δ
1 ǫ2.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is completed.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.2

4.1. Bootstrap assumption. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 10. Fix 0 < δ ≪ 1. To prove
Theorem 1.2, we introduce the following bootstrap assumption of E: for C1 ≫ 1
and 0 < ǫ≪ C−1

1 to be chosen later,




E
1
2

gst,1(t,Γ
I∂JE) ≤ C

1+(|I|+|J|)δ
1 ǫ, for |I| ≤ 10, |I|+ |J | ≤ N,

sup
x∈R3

〈t+ r〉
3
2 |ΓI∂JE(t, x)| ≤ C

1+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ, for |I| ≤ 5, |I|+ |J | ≤ N − 5.

(4.1)

For all initial data ( ~E0, ~n0) satisfying (1.5) and (1.6), we set

T ∗( ~E0, ~n0) = sup {t ∈ [0,+∞) : E satisfies (4.1) on [0, t]} .

Note that we denote (E0, E1, n0, n1) by ( ~E0, ~n0).
In this section, we will first prove the following proposition, which is part of Theo-
rem 1.2.

Proposition 4.1. For all initial data ( ~E0, ~n0) satisfying the conditions (1.5) and

(1.6) in Theorem 1.2, we have T ∗( ~E0, ~n0) = +∞.
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4.2. Key estimates. In this subsection, we establish some estimates on solution
(E, n0, n1) and the nonlinear term in (3.2) that will be used in the proof of Proposi-
tion 4.1. From now on, the implied constants in . do not depend on the constants
C1 and ǫ appearing in the bootstrap assumption (4.1).
First, we give estimates of the solution n0 to the homogeneous wave equation
in (1.8).

Lemma 4.2 (Estimates of n0). We have the following estimates.

(i) L2 estimate of ΓI∂Jn0. For |I| ≤ 10, |I|+ |J | ≤ N , we have

‖ΓI∂Jn0‖ . K0. (4.2)

(ii) Pointwise decay estimate of ΓI∂Jn0. For |I| ≤ 8, |I|+ |J | ≤ N−2, we have

|ΓI∂Jn0| . 〈t+ r〉−1〈t− r〉−
1
2K0. (4.3)

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 3.2, and we omit it. �

Second, we introduce some energy estimates of the solution n1 to the nonhomoge-
neous wave equation in (1.8), including standard energy estimates and conformal
energy estimates.

Lemma 4.3. Let |I| ≤ 10, |I| + |J | ≤ N. For all t ∈ [0, T ∗( ~E0, ~n0)), we have the
following estimates.

(i) Standard energy estimate of ΓI∂Jn1. We have

E
1
2 (t,ΓI∂Jn1) . ǫ2K

max{[ |I|+|J|−1

2
],0}

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ2. (4.4)

(ii) Standard energy estimate of ∂ΓI∂Jn1. We have

E
1
2 (t, ∂ΓI∂Jn1) . ǫ2K

[ |I|+|J|
2

]
0 + C

2+(|I|+|J|+14)δ
1 ǫ2. (4.5)

(iii) Conformal energy estimate of ΓI∂Jn1. We have

E
1
2
con(t,Γ

I∂Jn1) . ǫ2K
max{[

|I|+|J|−1

2
],0}

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ2〈t〉

1
2 . (4.6)

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 3.3, and we omit it. �

Third, we also deduce the extra decay estimates for Hessian of ΓI∂Jn1 in the
following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let |I| ≤ 5, |I|+ |J | ≤ N − 5. For all t ∈ [0, T ∗( ~E0, ~n0)), we have the
following estimates on ∂∂ΓI∂Jn1.

(i) Let r ≤ t
2 . We have

|∂∂ΓI∂Jn1| . 〈t+ r〉−
3
4 〈t− r〉−1

(
ǫ2K

[
|I|+|J|+3

2
]

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+26)δ
1 ǫ2

)
. (4.7)

(ii) Let r ≥ 2t. We have

|∂∂ΓI∂Jn1| . 〈t+ r〉−
3
2

(
ǫ2K

[ |I|+|J|+3

2
]

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+17)δ
1 ǫ2

)
. (4.8)

(iii) Let t
2 ≤ r ≤ 2t. We have

|∂∂ΓI∂Jn1| . 〈t+ r〉−1〈t− r〉−1

(
ǫ2K

[ |I|+|J|+3

2
]

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+26)δ
1 ǫ2

)
. (4.9)

(iv) We have

|∂∂ΓI∂Jn1| . 〈t+ r〉−1〈t− r〉−
1
2

(
ǫ2K

[ |I|+|J|+3

2
]

0 + C
2+(|I|+|J|+26)δ
1 ǫ2

)
. (4.10)

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 3.4, and we omit it. �
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Next, we give another pointwise estimate of ΓI∂JE.

Lemma 4.5. For all t ∈ [0, T ∗( ~E0, ~n0)), |I| ≤ 5, |I|+ |J | ≤ N − 5, we have

|ΓI∂JE| . 〈t+ r〉−
9
8C

1+(|I|+|J|+8)δ
1 ǫ. (4.11)

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 3.5, and we omit it. �

The following lemma is a lower-order pointwise decay estimate for ΓI∂JE.

Lemma 4.6. For all t ∈ [0, T ∗( ~E0, ~n0)), we have

∑

|I|+|J|≤1

〈t+ r〉
5
4 |ΓI∂JE| . ǫK3

0 + C1+5δ
1 ǫK0, (4.12)

where C2+27δ
1 ǫ2 < 1.

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 3.6, and we omit it. �

Also, we give the following weighted L2 estimate for ΓI∂JE.

Lemma 4.7. Let |I| ≤ 9, |I|+ |J | ≤ N − 1. For all t ∈ [0, T ∗( ~E0, ~n0)), we have the
following weighted L2 estimate on ΓI∂JE.
∥∥∥∥
〈t+ r〉

〈t− r〉
ΓI∂JE

∥∥∥∥ . C
1+(|I|+|J|+8)δ
1 ǫK0 + C

1+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ3K

[ |I|+|J|+3

2
]

0 , (4.13)

where C2+19δ
1 ǫ2 < 1.

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 3.7, and we omit it. �

Finally, we deduce the following weighted L2 estimate of the nonlinear term in (3.2).

Lemma 4.8. For |I| ≤ 9, |I|+ |J | ≤ N − 1, and all t ∈ [0, T ∗( ~E0, ~n0)), we have

‖〈t+ r〉ΓI∂J(n0E +∆n1E)‖

. 〈t〉−
1
8

(
C

1+(|I|+|J|+8)δ
1 ǫK2

0 + C
3+(|I|+|J|+39)δ
1 ǫ3K

[
|I|+|J|+6

2
]

0

)
,

(4.14)

where C2+19δ
1 ǫ2 < 1.

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 3.8, and we omit it. �

4.3. Proof of Proposition 4.1. In this subsection, we will complete the proof of
Proposition 4.1 by improving all the estimates of E in (4.1).

Proof of Proposition 4.1. For any initial data ( ~E0, ~n0) satisfying the conditions (1.5)
and (1.6), we consider the corresponding solution (E, n0, n1) of (1.8). From the ini-
tial conditions (1.5), we observe that

E
1
2

gst,1(0,Γ
I∂JE) . ǫK

[ |I|+|J|+1

2
]

0 , for |I| ≤ 10, |I|+ |J | ≤ N,

‖〈r〉2ΓI∂JE(0, x)‖ . ǫK
[ |I|+|J|

2
]

0 , for |I| ≤ 10, |I|+ |J | ≤ N.

(4.15)

Step 1. Closing the estimate in Egst,1(t,ΓI∂JE). Let |I| ≤ 10, |I|+ |J | ≤ N with
N ≥ 10.
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First, if |I| = |J | = 0, multiplying the equation (3.2) by eq∂tE and integrating with
respect to x and t, we can obtain

1

2

∫

R3

eq
(
|∂E|2 + |E|2 + n0|E|2

)
dx(t)

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

R3

eq

(
|E|2

〈r − s〉1+2δ
+

n0|E|2

〈r − s〉1+2δ
+

3∑

a=1

|GaE|2

〈r − s〉1+2δ
− ∂tn

0|E|2

)
dxds

=
1

2

∫

R3

eq
(
|∂E|2 + |E|2 + n0|E|2

)
dx(0)−

∫ t

0

∫

R3

eq(∆n1E)∂tEdxds.

(4.16)
By (2.7) and (1.5), we deduce

|∂tn
0| ≤ CKS〈t+ r〉−1〈t− r〉−

1
2

∑

|K|≤2

‖ZK∂tn
0‖

≤ 71CKSK0〈t+ r〉−1〈t− r〉−
1
2 .

(4.17)

Similarly, we have
∑

1≤a≤3

|∂a∂tn
0| ≤ CKS〈t+ r〉−1〈t− r〉−

1
2

∑

1≤a≤3

∑

|K|≤2

‖ZK∂a∂tn
0‖

≤
174

712 × 174C2
KSK

2
0

〈t+ r〉−1〈t− r〉−
1
2 .

Then, we can get another estimate on ∂tn
0 in the following

|∂tn
0| ≤

∫ +∞

0

|∂r∂tn
0|dρ ≤

∑

1≤a≤3

∫ +∞

0

|∂a∂tn
0|dρ

≤
1

712C2
KSK

2
0

〈t+ r〉−
3
8 .

(4.18)

By interpolating inequalities (4.17) and (4.18), we obtain

|∂tn
0| ≤ 〈t+ r〉−

1
8
+2δ〈t− r〉−1−2δ < 〈t− r〉−1−2δ. (4.19)

Moreover, by Lemma 2.9 and (1.6), we see n0 ≥ 0. Thus, from the definition of
Egst,1(t, E) and the above inequalities, we have

Egst,1(t, E) . Egst,1(0, E) + ‖n0(0, x)‖L∞‖E(0, x)‖2

+

∫ t

0

‖∆n1E∂tE‖L1ds.

Based on Hölder inequality and estimates in Lemma 4.4 and (4.1), we obtain
∫ t

0

‖∆n1E∂tE‖L1ds .

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ∆n1‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ ‖∂tE‖ds

. C1ǫ

(∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ∆n1‖2L∞ds

) 1
2

(∫ t

0

∥∥∥∥
E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥
2

ds

) 1
2

. C2
1ǫ

4K0 + C4+26δ
1 ǫ4.

Finally, by (1.5), (4.15) and the above inequalities, we conclude

Egst,1(t, E) . ǫ2 + ǫ2K0 + C2
1 ǫ

4K0 + C4+26δ
1 ǫ4 ≤

1

4
C2

1 ǫ
2, (4.20)

where we take K0 ≪ C2
1 and C2+26δ

1 ǫ2 ≪ 1.
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If |I| ≤ 10, 1 ≤ |I| + |J | ≤ N, multiplying the equation (3.2) by eq∂tΓ
I∂JE and

integrating with respect to x and t, we can obtain

1

2

∫

R3

eq
(
|∂ΓI∂JE|2 + |ΓI∂JE|2 + n0|ΓI∂JE|2

)
dx(t)

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

R3

eq

(
|ΓI∂JE|2

〈r − s〉1+2δ
+
n0|ΓI∂JE|2

〈r − s〉1+2δ
+

3∑

a=1

|GaΓ
I∂JE|2

〈r − s〉1+2δ

)
dxds

=
1

2

∫

R3

eq
(
|∂ΓI∂JE|2 + |ΓI∂JE|2 + n0|ΓI∂JE|2

)
dx(0)

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

R3

eq∂tn
0|ΓI∂JE|2dxds−

∫ t

0

∫

R3

eqΓI∂J (∆n1E)∂tΓ
I∂JEdxds

−
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I2|+|J2|<|I|+|J|

∫ t

0

∫

R3

eqΓI1∂J1n0ΓI2∂J2E∂tΓ
I∂JEdxds.

(4.21)

Thanks to Lemma 2.9 and (1.5), we see n0 ≥ 0. Thus from the definition of
Egst,1(t,ΓI∂JE) and the above identity, we have

Egst,1(t,Γ
I∂JE) . Egst,1(0,Γ

I∂JE) + ‖n0(0, x)‖L∞‖ΓI∂JE(0, x)‖2

+

∫ t

0

∫

R3

|∂tn
0||ΓI∂JE|2dxds

+
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I2|+|J2|<|I|+|J|

∫ t

0

∫

R3

|ΓI1∂J1n0||ΓI2∂J2E||∂tΓ
I∂JE|dxds

+
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J

∫ t

0

∫

R3

|ΓI1∂J1∆n1||ΓI2∂J2E||∂tΓ
I∂JE|dxds

. R1 +R2 +R3 +R4 +R5.

(4.22)
Estimates (4.15) and (4.3) yield

R1 +R2 . ǫ2K
|I|+|J|+1
0 . (4.23)

Now we estimate R3 in (4.22). If 1 ≤ |I|+ |J | ≤ N , we have

|ΓI∂JE| . 〈t+ r〉
∑

|I′|+|J′|<|I|+|J|

|∂ΓI′

∂J
′

E|.
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Based on the above inequality, we get

R3 .

∫ t

0

∫

R3

|〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ∂tn

0||ΓI∂JE|
1
3 |ΓI∂JE|

2
3

∣∣∣∣
ΓI∂JE

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∣∣∣∣ dxds

.
∑

|I′|+|J′|
<|I|+|J|

∫ t

0

∫

R3

|〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ〈s+ r〉

1
3 ∂tn

0||∂ΓI′

∂J
′

E|
1
3 |ΓI∂JE|

2
3

∣∣∣∣
ΓI∂JE

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∣∣∣∣ dxds

.
∑

|I′|+|J′|
<|I|+|J|

∫ t

0

∥∥∥〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ〈s+ r〉

1
3 ∂tn

0
∥∥∥
L∞

‖∂ΓI′

∂J
′

E‖
1
3 ‖ΓI∂JE‖

2
3

∥∥∥∥
ΓI∂JE

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ ds

. C
1+(|I|+|J|− 1

3
)δ

1 ǫK0

(∫ t

0

〈s〉−
4
3
+2δds

) 1
2

(∫ t

0

∥∥∥∥
ΓI∂JE

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥
2

ds

) 1
2

. C
2+(2|I|+2|J|− 1

3
)δ

1 ǫ2K0,

(4.24)
in which we use the Hölder inequality and estimates in (4.1), (4.3).
For R4, we first consider the case where |I| ≤ 8, 1 ≤ |I|+ |J | ≤ N − 2. Employing
again the Hölder inequality and estimates in (4.1), (4.3), we can deduce

R4 .
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I2|+|J2|<|I|+|J|

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δΓI1∂J1n0‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
ΓI2∂J2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ ‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds

. C
1+(|I|+|J|)δ
1 ǫK0

(∫ t

0

〈s〉−2+2δds

) 1
2 ∑

|I2|+|J2|<|I|+|J|

(∫ t

0

∥∥∥∥
ΓI2∂J2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥
2

ds

) 1
2

. C
2+(2|I|+2|J|−1)δ
1 ǫ2K0.

Now let us deal with the case that |I| = 9, 10, and |I| ≤ |I|+ |J | ≤ max{|I|, N−2}.
From Lemmas 4.2, 4.6 and estimates in (4.1), we have

R4 .
∑

|I1|≤|I|
|I1|+|J1|≤max{|I|,N−2}

|I2|+|J2|≤1

∫ t

0

‖ΓI1∂J1n0‖‖ΓI2∂J2E‖L∞‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds

+
∑

|I1|≤8
|I1|+|J1|≤N−2

|I2|≤|I|
|I2|+|J2|<|I|+|J|

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δΓI1∂J1n0‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
ΓI2∂J2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ ‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds

.
∑

|I2|+|J2|≤1

∫ t

0

K0C
1+(|I|+|J|)δ
1 ǫ‖ΓI2∂J2E‖L∞ds+ C

2+(2|I|+2|J|−1)δ
1 ǫ2K0

. C
2+(2|I|+2|J|−4)δ
1 ǫ2K4

0 + C
2+(2|I|+2|J|−1)δ
1 ǫ2K0,

where the Hölder inequality and |I|+ |J | ≥ 9 are used.
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Let |I| ≤ 10,max{N − 1, |I|} ≤ |I|+ |J | ≤ N. From Lemmas 4.2, 4.6 and estimates
in (4.1), we have

R4 .
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤10,|I1|+|J1|≤N

|I2|+|J2|≤1

∫ t

0

‖ΓI1∂J1n0‖‖ΓI2∂J2E‖L∞‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds

+
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤8

|I1|+|J1|≤N−2
|I2|≤10

|I2|+|J2|<|I|+|J|

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δΓI1∂J1n0‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
ΓI2∂J2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ ‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds

.
∑

|I2|+|J2|≤1

∫ t

0

K0C
1+(|I|+|J|)δ
1 ǫ‖ΓI2∂J2E‖L∞ds+ C

2+(2|I|+2|J|−1)δ
1 ǫ2K0

. C
2+(2|I|+2|J|−4)δ
1 ǫ2K4

0 + C
2+(2|I|+2|J|−1)δ
1 ǫ2K0,

where we use the fact |I|+ |J | ≥ 9 in the last step.
Hence, from the above three estimates, we conclude that

R4 . C
2+(2|I|+2|J|−4)δ
1 ǫ2K4

0 + C
2+(2|I|+2|J|−1)δ
1 ǫ2K0. (4.25)

Let |I| ≤ 10, 1 ≤ |I|+ |J | ≤ N . By the Hölder inequality and (2.5), we obtain

R5 .
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|≤10,|I1|+|J1|≤N
|I2|≤5,|I2|+|J2|≤N−5

∫ t

0

‖ΓI1∂J1∆n1‖‖ΓI2∂J2E‖L∞‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds

+
∑

I1+I2=I,J1+J2=J
|I1|+|J1|≤4

|I2|≤10,|I2|+|J2|≤N

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δΓI1∂J1∆n1‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
ΓI2∂J2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ ‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds

. R1
5 +R2

5,

where

R1
5 .

∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|
|J1|+|J2|≤|J|

|I1|≤10,|I1|+|J1|≤N
|I2|+|J2|≤N−5

∫ t

0

‖∂∂ΓI1∂J1n1‖‖ΓI2∂J2E‖L∞‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds,

R2
5 .

∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|
|J1|+|J2|≤|J|
|I1|+|J1|≤4

|I2|≤10,|I2|+|J2|≤N

∫ t

0

‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ∂∂ΓI1∂J1n1‖L∞

∥∥∥∥
ΓI2∂J2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ ‖∂tΓ
I∂JE‖ds.

By estimates in (4.1), (4.5), we see that

R1
5 . C

2+(2|I|+2|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ4K

[ |I|+|J|
2

]
0 + C

4+(2|I|+2|J|+27)δ
1 ǫ4.
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According to Lemma 4.4 and (4.1), we observe that

R2
5 .

∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|
|J1|+|J2|≤|J|
|I1|+|J1|≤4

C
1+(|I|+|J|)δ
1 ǫ

(
ǫ2K

[
|I1|+|J1|+3

2
]

0 + C
2+(|I1|+|J1|+26)δ
1 ǫ2

)

·

(∫ t

0

〈s〉−
3
2ds

) 1
2

(∫ t

0

∥∥∥∥
ΓI2∂J2E

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥
2

ds

) 1
2

. C
2+2(|I|+|J|)δ
1 ǫ4K3

0 + C
4+(2|I|+2|J|+26)δ
1 ǫ4.

From the above estimates, we deduce

R5 . C
2+(2|I|+2|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ4K

[ |I|+|J|
2

]
0 + C

2+2(|I|+|J|)δ
1 ǫ4K3

0 + C
4+(2|I|+2|J|+27)δ
1 ǫ4.

(4.26)
Then by estimates in (4.22), (4.23), (4.24), (4.25), (4.26), we obtain

Egst,1(t,Γ
I∂JE) . ǫ2K

|I|+|J|+1
0 + C

2+(2|I|+2|J|− 1
3
)δ

1 ǫ2K0

+ C
2+(2|I|+2|J|−4)δ
1 ǫ2K4

0 + C
2+(2|I|+2|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ4K

[ |I|+|J|
2

]
0

+ C
2+2(|I|+|J|)δ
1 ǫ4K3

0 + C
4+(2|I|+2|J|+27)δ
1 ǫ4.

Finally, we take C1 and ǫ satisfying

C2
1 ≫ KN+1

0 ,

C
1
3
δ

1 ≫ K0,

C3+31δ
1 ǫ2 ≪ 1,

which imply

Egst,1(t,Γ
I∂JE) ≤

1

4
C

2+2(|I|+|J|)δ
1 ǫ2.

This strictly improves the estimate of Egst,1(t,ΓI∂JE) in (4.1).

Step 2. Closing the estimate of ΓI∂JE. Let |I| ≤ 5, |I| + |J | ≤ N − 5. By
Lemma 4.8, we conclude

∑

|K|≤4

‖〈t+ r〉ΓKΓI∂J(n0E +∆n1E)‖

.
∑

|I|≤|K|≤|I|+4

‖〈t+ r〉ΓK∂J(n0E +∆n1E)‖

. 〈t〉−
1
8

(
C

1+(|I|+|J|+12)δ
1 ǫK2

0 + C
3+(|I|+|J|+43)δ
1 ǫ3K

[ |I|+|J|+10

2
]

0

)
.

(4.27)

By Corollary 2.15 and (4.15), we have

〈t+ r〉
3
2 |ΓI∂JE| . ǫK

[ |I|+|J|+5

2
]

0 + C
1+(|I|+|J|+12)δ
1 ǫK2

0

+ C
3+(|I|+|J|+43)δ
1 ǫ3K

[ |I|+|J|+10

2
]

0 .

(4.28)

Finally, we take C1 and ǫ satisfying

C2
1 ≫ KN+1

0 ,

C
1
3
δ

1 ≫ K0,

C3+31δ
1 ǫ2 ≪ 1,

which imply

〈t+ r〉
3
2 |ΓI∂JE| ≤

1

2
C

1+(|I|+|J|+13)δ
1 ǫ.
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This strictly improves the estimate of ΓI∂JE in (4.1).
In conclusion, the proof of Proposition 4.1 is completed. Besides, estimates in (1.7)
follow from (4.1), (4.3), (4.10).
Moreover, the solution (E, n) in Theorem 1.2 scatters linearly; see Section 3.4 for
details. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is done. �

5. Proof of Theorem 1.8

In this section, we prove global stability result of Dirac-Klein-Gordon system via a
continuity argument. Recall that in (1.17), we rewrite the Klein-Gordon solution v
in (1.17) as v = V 0 + V 1, where V 0 solves the linear Klein-Gordon equation

−�V 0 + V 0 = 0, V 0(0, x) = v0, ∂tV
0(0, x) = v1, (5.1)

and V 1 solves the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation

−�V 1 + V 1 = ψ∗γ0ψ, V 1(0, x) = 0, ∂tV
1(0, x) = 0. (5.2)

In this way, the Dirac-Klein-Gordon system (1.11) can be reformulated as




−iγµ∂µψ = (V 0 + V 1)ψ,

−�V 0 + V 0 = 0,

−�V 1 + V 1 = ψ∗γ0ψ.

(5.3)

The prescribed initial data at t = 0 is

(ψ, V 0, ∂tV
0, V 1, ∂tV

1)|t=0 = (ψ0, v0, v1, 0, 0), (5.4)

where ψ0, v0, v1 is defined in (1.12).

5.1. Bootstrap setting and auxiliary estimates. Let N ∈ N be a large integer
and 0 < δ < 1 be a sufficiently small number. In the high regularity setting, the
Cauchy problem (5.3)-(5.4) is locally well-posed and there exists some T > 0 and
constant C1 > 0, such that for 0 < t < T , we have the following estimates:





E
1
2

D(t, Γ̂Iψ) ≤ C1ǫ
1−δ|I|, |I| ≤ N,

E
1
2

gst,1(t,Γ
IV 1) ≤ C1ǫ

2(1−Nδ), |I| ≤ N,

‖〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t)Γ̂Iψ‖ ≤ C1ǫ
1−δ|I|, |I| ≤ N,

‖〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t)ΓIv‖ ≤ C1K0, |I| ≤ N,

(5.5)

and 



|Γ̂Iψ(t, x)| ≤ C1ǫ
1−δ(|I|+5)〈t+ r〉−

3
4
+δ〈t− r〉−1, |I| ≤ N − 5,

|[Γ̂Iψ]−| ≤ C1ǫ
1−δ(|I|+5)〈t+ r〉−

7
4
+δ, |I| ≤ N − 5,

|ΓIV 1(t, x)| ≤ C1ǫ
(1−δN)2〈t+ r〉−

3
2 , |I| ≤ N − 7.

(5.6)

We remind one that v = V 0 + V 1 and the definition of [ψ]− is given in (2.1). Let

T ∗ = sup{T > 0|The estimates in (5.5) and (5.6) hold for all 0 < t < T }. (5.7)

To prove Theorem 1.8, it suffices to show T ∗ = ∞. In view of the method of
continuity, the maximal existence time T ∗ can not be finite if we refine all the
estimates in (5.5) and (5.6). To proceed, we present several estimates as a direct
consequence of the bootstrap assumption.

Proposition 5.1. Let (1.14) hold, then there exists some constant C, such that

E
1
2

gst,1(t,Γ
IV 0) ≤ CK0, |I| ≤ N, (5.8)

|ΓIV 0(t, x)| ≤ CK0〈t+ r〉−
3
2 , |I| ≤ N − 5. (5.9)
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Proof. First fix |I| ≤ N . Noting that

−�ΓIV 0 + ΓIV 0 = 0. (5.10)

Then we apply the energy estimate (2.24) to derive

E
1
2

gst,1(t,Γ
IV 0) . E

1
2

gst,1(0,Γ
IV 0) . K0. (5.11)

This yields (5.8). Next, we take |I| ≤ N − 5. One can apply Corollary 2.15 to
deduce

〈t+ r〉
3
2 |ΓIV 0(t, x)| .

∑

|J|≤5

‖〈x〉
3
2 log(2 + |x|)ΓJΓIV 0(0, x)‖ . K0. (5.12)

This implies the desired result. The proof is completed. �

In (5.5) and (5.6), we first select C1 > C, where C is given in Proposition 5.1, then
by bootstrap assumption (5.5), (5.6) and Proposition 5.1, we can get the following
conclusions.

Corollary 5.2. For all 0 < t < T ∗, we have the following estimates.

‖Γ̂Iψ‖+
( ∫ t

0

∥∥∥∥
[Γ̂Iψ]−

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥
2

ds
) 1

2

. C1ǫ
1−δ|I|, ∀ |I| ≤ N,

‖∂ΓIv(t)‖ + ‖ΓIv(t)‖+
( ∫ t

0

∥∥∥∥
ΓIv

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥
2

ds
) 1

2

. C1K0, ∀ |I| ≤ N.

Corollary 5.3. For all 0 < t < T ∗, we have the following estimates.

|Γ̂Iψ(t, x)| . C1ǫ
1−δ(|I|+3)〈t+ r〉−

3
4 , ∀ |I| ≤ N − 3, (5.13)

|ΓIv(t, x)| . C1K0〈t+ r〉−
3
4 , |I| ≤ N − 3, (5.14)

|ΓIv(t, x)| . C1K0〈t+ r〉−
3
2 , |I| ≤ N − 7. (5.15)

Proof. To show (5.13), it suffices to apply (5.5), (2.10) and the relation between Γ̂
and Γ. For (5.14), noting that v = V 0 + V 1, one can also apply the decay estimate
(2.10) in Lemma 2.4 to get the desired result. Finally, (5.15) can be derived by
combining the estimates of V 0 and V 1 in (5.6). The proof is completed. �

Next, we deduce the decay results away from the light cone, which follow from the
weighted L2 estimates. For convenience, we denote

Dint = {(t, x) ∈ [0, T ∗)× R
3 : r ≤ 3t+ 3}, (5.16)

Dext = {(t, x) ∈ [0, T ∗)× R
3 : r ≥ 2t+ 3}. (5.17)

Corollary 5.4. Let the bootstrap assumption (5.5)-(5.6) hold. Then for all 0 <
t < T ∗, we have

|Γ̂Iψ1Dext
| . C1ǫ

1−δ(|I|+3)〈t+ r〉−2, ∀ |I| ≤ N − 3, (5.18)

|ΓIv1Dext
| . C1K0〈t+ r〉−2, ∀ |I| ≤ N − 3. (5.19)

Proof. In view of (2.8),

|〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t− 1)Γ̂Iψ| . r−1
∑

k≤1,|J|≤2

∥∥∂krΩJ
(
〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t− 1)Γ̂Iψ

)∥∥

. r−1
∑

|J|≤2

‖〈r − t〉(χ+ χ′)(r − 2t− 1)ΩJ Γ̂Iψ‖

+ r−1
∑

k≤1,|J|≤2

‖〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t− 1)∂krΩ
J Γ̂Iψ‖. (5.20)
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Noticing that χ(r − 2t) = 1 in the region r ≥ 2t+ 2 and estimates in (5.5), we can
have

|〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t− 1)Γ̂Iψ| . r−1
∑

k≤1,|J|≤2

‖〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t)∂krΩ
J Γ̂Iψ‖

. r−1C1ǫ
1−δ(|I|+3). (5.21)

Given that r ∼ 〈t+ r〉 ∼ 〈t− r〉 in the domain Dext, we have

|Γ̂Iψ1Dext
| . C1ǫ

1−δ(|I|+3)〈t+ r〉−2. (5.22)

This yields (5.18). The proof of (5.19) can be handled similarly and we omit the
details. �

5.2. Conformal energy bounds for Ψ̃. Following from Lemma 2.20 and (2.41),

we know Ψ̃ = Ψ+ vψ and Ψ̃ solves

{
−�Ψ̃ = (ψ∗γ0ψ)ψ + iγµv∂µ(vψ) + 2Q0(v, ψ).

Ψ̃|t=0 = v0ψ0, ∂tΨ̃|t=0 = −iγ0ψ0 + v1ψ0 + v0(−γ
0γa∂aψ0 + iγ0v0ψ0),

(5.23)

where we recall ψ|t=0 = ψ0 and (v, ∂tv)|t=0 = (v0, v1). In this section, we aim

at obtaining some proper bounds on conformal energy of Ψ̃ and its lower order
derivatives. For this purpose, we first treat the quadratic null term Q0(v, ψ).

Proposition 5.5. Suppose that the bootstrap assumption (5.5)-(5.6) hold and N ≥
13. Then for |I| ≤ N − 2 and 0 ≤ t < T ∗, we have

∫ t

0

‖〈s+ r〉ΓIQ0(v, ψ)‖ ds . C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1), (5.24)

provided C1ǫ < 1 and 0 < δ < 1
N+2 .

Proof. Let |I| ≤ N − 2. We can compute

‖〈s+ r〉ΓIQ0(v, ψ)‖ ≤ ‖〈s+ r〉ΓIQ0(v, ψ)1Dint
‖

+ ‖〈s+ r〉ΓIQ0(v, ψ)1Dext
‖ ≤ A+B. (5.25)

Now we apply (2.14) and (2.13) to get

A .
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|

‖〈s+ r〉Q0(Γ
I1v,ΓI2ψ)1Dint

‖

.
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|

‖〈s− r〉(∂ΓI1v)∂ΓI2ψ1Dint
‖

+
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|

‖(ΓΓI1v)ΓΓI2ψ1Dint
‖ . A1 +A2. (5.26)

Case 1. 6 ≤ |I| ≤ N − 2. We have

A1 .
∑

|I1|≤5
|I2|≤|I|

‖∂ΓI1v‖L∞‖〈s− r〉∂ΓI2ψ1Dint
‖ (5.27)

+
∑

|I2|≤|I|−6
|I1|≤|I|

∥∥(∂ΓI1v)〈s− r〉∂ΓI2ψ1Dint

∥∥ . A1
1 +A2

1. (5.28)
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Thanks to (2.4), (5.15) and Lemma 2.18, one can deduce that

A1
1 . C1K0〈s〉

− 3
2

∑

|I2|≤|I|

‖〈s− r〉∂Γ̂I2ψ1Dint
‖

. C1K0〈s〉
− 3

2

∑

|I2|≤|I|

( ∑

|J|≤1

‖Γ̂J Γ̂I2ψ‖+ s‖Γ̂I2(vψ)‖
)
. (5.29)

By Lemma 2.7 and Corollary 5.3, we have
∑

|I2|≤|I|

‖Γ̂I2(vψ)‖ .
∑

|K1|≤|I|,|K2|≤|I|−2

‖ΓK1v‖‖Γ̂K2ψ‖L∞ (5.30)

+
∑

|K2|≤|I|,|K1|≤|I|−2

‖ΓK1v‖L∞‖Γ̂K2ψ‖

. C2
1K0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
3
4 . (5.31)

One can then insert the above bounds into (5.29) and use Corollary 5.2 to get

A1
1 . C2

1K0ǫ
1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−

3
2 + C3

1K
2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
5
4

. C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
5
4 . (5.32)

Regarding A2
1, we first note that

|∂ΓI1v1Dint
| .

〈s− r〉

〈s+ r〉

∑

|J|≤1

|∂ΓJ∂ΓI1v|+ |∂ΓI1(ψ∗γ0ψ)|, (5.33)

|〈s− r〉∂ΓI2ψ1Dint
| .

∑

|J|≤1

|Γ̂J Γ̂I2ψ|+ s|Γ̂I2(vψ)|. (5.34)

Following from (5.33) and Corollary 5.2, we see

A2
1 .

∑

|I2|≤|I|−6,|I1|≤|I|

C1K0〈s〉
−1‖〈s− r〉2∂ΓI2ψ1Dint

‖L∞

+
∑

|I1|≤|I|,|I2|≤|I|−6

‖∂ΓI1(ψ∗γ0ψ)〈s− r〉∂ΓI2ψ1Dint
‖. (5.35)

By (5.34), (5.6), (5.14) and |I2| ≤ |I| − 6, we find

‖〈s− r〉2∂ΓI2ψ1Dint
‖L∞ .

∑

|J|≤1

‖〈s− r〉Γ̂J Γ̂I2ψ‖L∞ + ‖〈s− r〉sΓ̂I2 (vψ)‖L∞

. C1ǫ
1−δ(|I2|+1+5)〈s〉−

3
4
+δ + C2

1K0ǫ
1−δ(|I2|+5)〈s〉−

1
2
+δ

. C2
1K0ǫ

1−δ(|I2|+6)〈s〉−
1
2
+δ. (5.36)

On the one hand,
∑

|I1|≤|I|

‖∂ΓI1(ψ∗γ0ψ)‖ .
∑

|J1|+|J2|≤|I|+1

‖Γ̂J1ψΓ̂J2ψ‖ . C2
1 ǫ

2−δ(|I|+4)〈s〉−
3
4 , (5.37)

in which we use Corollaries 5.2 and 5.3. On the other hand, by (5.34) and |I2| ≤
|I| − 3 ≤ N − 4, we have

‖〈s− r〉∂ΓI2ψ1Dint
‖L∞ .

∑

|J|≤1

‖Γ̂J Γ̂I2ψ‖L∞ + ‖sΓ̂I2(vψ)‖L∞

. C1ǫ
1−δ(|I2|+4)〈s〉−

3
4 + C2

1K0ǫ
1−δ(|I2|+3)〈s〉−

1
2

. C2
1K0ǫ

1−δ(|I2|+4)〈s〉−
1
2 . (5.38)



LARGE DATA GLOBAL EXISTENCE FOR WAVE SYSTEMS 43

Gathering the estimates in (5.37) and (5.38), one can get
∑

|I1|≤|I|,|I2|≤|I|−6

‖∂ΓI1(ψ∗γ0ψ)〈s− r〉∂ΓI2ψ1Dint
‖

.
∑

|I1|≤|I|,|I2|≤|I|−3

‖∂ΓI1(ψ∗γ0ψ)‖‖〈s− r〉∂ΓI2ψ1Dint
‖L∞

. C4
1K0ǫ

2−δ(|I|+4)ǫ1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
5
4 . (5.39)

Owing to bounds in (5.36) and (5.39), we obtain

A2
1 . C3

1K
2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
3
2
+δ + C4

1K0ǫ
2−δ(|I|+4)ǫ1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−

5
4 (5.40)

. C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
5
4 , (5.41)

where we choose ǫ small enough such that C1ǫ < 1 and 0 < δ < 1/(N + 2).
Collecting the estimates of A1

1 and A2
1, one can find

A1 . C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
5
4 . (5.42)

Next, we turn to the estimate of A2. Indeed,

A2 .
∑

|I1|≤|I|−6,|I2|≤|I|

‖ΓΓI1v‖L∞‖Γ̂Γ̂I2ψ‖

+
∑

|I2|≤|I|−6,|I1|≤|I|

‖(ΓΓI1v)Γ̂Γ̂I2ψ1Dint
‖. (5.43)

According to (2.30),

|ΓΓI1v1Dint
| .

〈s− r〉

〈s+ r〉

∑

|J|≤1

|∂ΓJΓΓI1v|+
∣∣ΓΓI1(ψ∗γ0ψ)

∣∣. (5.44)

Then one can compute

‖(ΓΓI1v)Γ̂Γ̂I2ψ1Dint
‖ . 〈s〉−1

∑

|J|≤1

‖∂ΓJΓΓI1v‖‖〈s− r〉Γ̂Γ̂I2ψ1Dint
‖L∞

+ ‖ΓΓI1(ψ∗γ0ψ)Γ̂Γ̂I2ψ‖

. C1K0〈s〉
−1‖〈s− r〉Γ̂Γ̂I2ψ1Dint

‖L∞

+
∑

|J|≤|I1|+1

‖Γ̂J(ψ∗γ0ψ)‖‖Γ̂Γ̂I2ψ‖L∞ . (5.45)

By the estimates in (5.6), Corollaries 5.2 and 5.3, we get
∑

|I2|≤|I|−6,|I1|≤|I|

‖(ΓΓI1v)Γ̂Γ̂I2ψ1Dint
‖

. C2
1K0ǫ

1−δ|I|〈s〉−
7
4
+δ +

∑

|I2|≤|I|−6,|I1|≤|I|

C3
1ǫ

2−δ(|I1|+4)ǫ1−δ(|I2|+4)〈s〉−
3
2

. C2
1K0ǫ

1−δ|I|〈s〉−
3
2 , (5.46)

in which we use the fact C1ǫ < 1 and 0 < δ < 1/(N + 2). Applying the estimates
(5.15), Corollary 5.2 and (5.46), we get

A2 . C2
1K0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
3
2 . (5.47)

Gathering the bounds of A1 and A2, and using (5.26), one can see

A . C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
5
4 . (5.48)
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Concerning the estimate of B, we have

B .
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|

∥∥〈s+ r〉
(
∂ΓI1v

)
∂Γ̂I2ψ1Dext

∥∥

.
∑

|I1|≤|I|−3,|I2|≤|I|

‖∂ΓI1v1Dext
‖L∞‖〈s− r〉∂Γ̂I2ψ1Dext

‖

+
∑

|I2|≤|I|−3,|I1|≤|I|

‖〈s− r〉∂ΓI1v1Dext
‖‖∂Γ̂I2ψ1Dext

‖L∞ , (5.49)

in which we use the fact |I| − 2 ≤ N − 3 and 〈s + r〉 ∼ 〈s− r〉 in the region Dext.
Recall the definition of the cut-off function χ, one can deduce

‖〈s− r〉∂Γ̂I2ψ1Dext
‖ . ‖〈s− r〉χ(r − 2s)∂Γ̂I2ψ‖, (5.50)

‖〈s− r〉∂ΓI1v1Dext
‖ . ‖〈s− r〉χ(r − 2s)∂ΓI1v‖. (5.51)

As a consequence, by estimates in (5.5) and (5.6), Corollary 5.4, we can show

B . C2
1K0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−2. (5.52)

By adding the bounds of A and B, we arrive

‖〈s+ r〉ΓIQ0(v, ψ)‖ . C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
5
4 + C2

1K0ǫ
1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−2

. C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
5
4 . (5.53)

Case 2. Let |I| ≤ 5. The main point is that one can always take L∞ of Klein-
Gordon solution v. Recall (5.25) and (5.26), one can see

A1 .
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|

‖∂ΓI1v‖L∞‖〈s− r〉∂Γ̂I2ψ1Dint
‖. (5.54)

Due to Lemma 2.18 and Corollaries 5.2 and 5.3,
∥∥〈s− r〉∂Γ̂I2ψ1Dint

∥∥ . ‖Γ̂Γ̂I2ψ‖+ ‖sΓ̂I2(vψ)‖

. C1ǫ
1−δ(|I2|+1) + C2

1K0ǫ
1−δ|I2|〈s〉−

1
2 . (5.55)

Consequently,

A1 . C1K0〈s〉
− 3

2 (C1ǫ
1−δ(|I|+1) + C2

1K0ǫ
1−δ|I|〈s〉−

1
2 )

. C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
3
2 . (5.56)

On the other hand,

A2 .
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|

‖ΓΓI1v‖L∞‖Γ̂Γ̂I2ψ‖

. C2
1K0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
3
2 . (5.57)

Combining the bounds of A1 and A2, we obtain

A . C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
3
2 . (5.58)

With regard to the estimate of B, one can find

B .
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|

∥∥〈s+ r〉
(
∂ΓI1v

)
∂Γ̂I2ψ1Dext

∥∥

.
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|

‖∂ΓI1v1Dext
‖L∞‖〈r − s〉χ(r − 2s)∂Γ̂I2ψ‖

. C2
1K0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−2. (5.59)
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Adding the estimates of A and B, we get

‖〈s+ r〉ΓIQ0(v, ψ)‖ . C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
3
2 . (5.60)

In summary, for |I| ≤ N − 2, collecting the estimates (5.53) and (5.60), we finally
obtain

‖〈s+ r〉ΓIQ0(v, ψ)‖ . C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
5
4 . (5.61)

Hence,
∫ t

0

‖〈s+ r〉ΓIQ0(v, ψ)‖ds . C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1). (5.62)

This immediately yields the desired result. The proof is done. �

Proposition 5.6. Suppose that the bootstrap assumption (5.5)-(5.6) hold and N ≥
13. Then for |I| ≤ N − 2 and 0 ≤ t < T ∗, we have

∫ t

0

∥∥〈s+ r〉ΓI
[
(ψ∗γ0ψ)ψ

]∥∥ ds . C3
1 ǫ

1−δ|I|〈t〉δ, (5.63)

provided 0 < ǫ < 1, 0 < δ < 1
N+2 .

Proof. Let |I| ≤ N − 2. First, by (2.3), one can see
∥∥〈s+ r〉ΓI

[
(ψ∗γ0ψ)ψ

]∥∥ .
∑

|J|≤|I|

‖〈s+ r〉Γ̂J
[
(ψ∗γ0ψ)ψ

]
‖

.
∑

|J1|+|J2|≤|I|

∥∥〈s+ r〉Γ̂J1(ψ∗γ0ψ)Γ̂J2ψ
∥∥

.
∑

|K1|+|K2|+|K3|≤|I|

‖〈s+ r〉[Γ̂K1ψ]−Γ̂
K2ψΓ̂K3ψ‖ := R.

Furthermore,

R .
∑

|K1|,|K2|≤N−7,|K3|≤|I|
|K1|+|K2|+|K3|≤|I|

‖〈s+ r〉[Γ̂K1ψ]−‖L∞‖Γ̂K2ψ‖L∞‖Γ̂K3ψ‖

+
∑

|K2|,|K3|≤N−7,|K1|≤|I|
|K1|+|K2|+|K3|≤|I|

∥∥∥∥
[Γ̂K1ψ]−

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ〈s+ r〉

1
2 Γ̂K2ψ‖L∞‖〈s+ r〉

1
2 Γ̂K3ψ‖L∞

. C3
1 ǫ

2−δ(N+6)ǫ1−δ|I|〈s〉−
3
2
+δ + C2

1ǫ
2−δ(N+6)〈s〉−

1
2
+δ

∑

|K1|≤|I|

∥∥∥∥
[Γ̂K1ψ]−

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥,

in which (5.5), (5.6), (5.13) are used to get the last inequality. Hence, one can show
∫ t

0

∥∥〈s+ r〉ΓI
[
(ψ∗γ0ψ)ψ

]∥∥ds . C3
1 ǫ

2−δ(N+6)ǫ1−δ|I|

+ C3
1ǫ

2−δ(N+6)ǫ1−δ|I|
(∫ t

0

〈s〉−1+2δds
) 1

2

. C3
1 ǫ

1−δ|I|〈t〉δ, (5.64)

where we used the assumption (5.5), 0 < ǫ < 1 and 0 < δ < 1/(N + 2). The proof
is completed. �

Proposition 5.7. Suppose that the bootstrap assumption (5.5)-(5.6) hold and N ≥
13. Then for |I| ≤ N − 2 and 0 ≤ t < T ∗, we have

∫ t

0

∥∥〈s+ r〉ΓI
(
iγµv∂µ(vψ)

)∥∥ ds . C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1). (5.65)
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Proof. Fix |I| ≤ N−2. Following from Leibniz rule and Lemma 2.7, one can obtain
∥∥〈s+ r〉ΓI

(
iγµv∂µ(vψ)

)∥∥ .
∑

|I1|+|I2|+|I3|≤|I|

∥∥〈s+ r〉ΓI1vΓI2∂vΓ̂I3ψ
∥∥

+
∑

|I1|+|I2|+|I3|≤|I|

∥∥〈s+ r〉ΓI1vΓI2vΓ̂I3∂ψ
∥∥ := R1 +R2.

Next, we bound R1 and R2 separately.
Case 1. 6 ≤ |I| ≤ N − 2. One can find

R1 .
∑

|I2|,|I1|≤5,|I3|≤|I|

‖〈s+ r〉ΓI1v‖L∞‖ΓI2∂v‖L∞‖Γ̂I3ψ‖

+
∑

|I1|,|I3|≤|I|−5,|I2|≤|I|+1

‖ΓI2v‖‖〈s+ r〉ΓI1v‖L∞‖Γ̂I3ψ‖L∞ .

Thanks to Corollaries 5.2, 5.3 and |I| − 6 ≤ N − 8, we can further bound R1 as

R1 . C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ|I|〈s〉−2 + C3
1K

2
0 〈s〉

− 5
4

∑

|I3|≤|I|−5

ǫ1−δ(|I3|+3)

. C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ|I|〈s〉−
5
4 . (5.66)

Concerning the estimate of R2, one can have

R2 .
∑

|I3|≤|I|
|I1|,|I2|≤5

‖Γ̂I3∂ψ‖‖〈s+ r〉ΓI1v‖L∞‖ΓI2v‖L∞

+
∑

|I1|≤|I|
|I2|,|I3|≤|I|−5

‖Γ̂I3∂ψ‖L∞‖〈s+ r〉ΓI2v‖L∞‖ΓI1v‖

. C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−2 + C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|−1)〈s〉−
5
4

. C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
5
4 . (5.67)

Gathering the estimates of R1 and R2, we get
∥∥〈s+ r〉ΓI

(
iγµv∂µ(vψ)

)∥∥ . C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
5
4 . (5.68)

Case 2. |I| ≤ 5. In this case, we can always take L∞ norm of Klein-Gordon
solution v. Indeed, one can see

R1 .
∑

|I3|≤|I|,|I2|+|I1|≤|I|

‖〈s+ r〉ΓI1v‖L∞‖ΓI2∂v‖L∞‖Γ̂I3ψ‖

. C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ|I|〈s〉−2. (5.69)

While for R2, we have

R2 .
∑

|I3|≤|I|
|I1|+|I2|≤|I|

‖Γ̂I3∂ψ‖‖〈s+ r〉ΓI1v‖L∞‖ΓI2v‖L∞

. C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−2. (5.70)

The estimates in (5.69) and (5.70) then lead to
∥∥〈s+ r〉ΓI

(
iγµv∂µ(vψ)

)∥∥ . C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−2. (5.71)

In summary, for |I| ≤ N − 2, it follows from (5.68) and (5.71) that
∥∥〈s+ r〉ΓI

(
iγµv∂µ(vψ)

)∥∥ . C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈s〉−
5
4 , (5.72)
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which immediately yields
∫ t

0

∥∥〈s+ r〉ΓI
(
iγµv∂µ(vψ)

)∥∥ds . C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1). (5.73)

The proof is done. �

With Propositions 5.5-5.7 at hand, we can now present the conformal energy esti-

mates for Ψ̃.

Proposition 5.8. Suppose that the bootstrap assumption (5.5)-(5.6) hold and N ≥
13. Then for |I| ≤ N − 2 and 0 ≤ t < T ∗, we have

E1/2(t,ΓIΨ̃) + E1/2
con(t,Γ

IΨ̃) . ǫKN
0 + C3

1K
2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈t〉δ, (5.74)

E1/2(t,ΓIΨ) + E1/2
con(t,Γ

IΨ) . ǫKN
0 + C3

1K
2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈t〉δ, (5.75)

provided C1ǫ < 1, 0 < δ < 1
N+2 .

Proof. Fix |I| ≤ N − 2. We first treat (5.74). Recall that Ψ̃ is the solution to the
Cauchy problem (5.23), we rely on Lemma 2.11 to obtain

E1/2(t,ΓIΨ̃) + E1/2
con(t,Γ

IΨ̃)

. E1/2
con(0,Γ

IΨ̃) + E1/2(0,ΓIΨ̃)

+

∫ t

0

∥∥〈s+ r〉ΓI
(
(ψ∗γ0ψ)ψ + iγµv∂µ(vψ) +Q0(v, ψ)

)∥∥ ds

. ǫKN
0 + C3

1K
2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈t〉δ, (5.76)

in which we have used the assumption (1.15),(1.14) and Propositions 5.5-5.7.
Next, we show (5.75). Recall that

Ψ̃ = Ψ + vψ. (5.77)

By a direct computation, one can get

‖ΓI(vψ)‖+ ‖∂ΓI(vψ)‖+ ‖L0Γ
I(vψ)‖ +

∑

1≤a≤3

‖LaΓ
I(vψ)‖+

∑

1≤a<b≤3

‖ΩabΓ
I(vψ)‖

. ‖ΓI(vψ)‖ +
∑

|J|≤|I|

‖〈t+ r〉∂Γ̂J (vψ)‖. (5.78)

Case 1. 6 ≤ |I| ≤ N − 2. By Corollaries 5.2 and 5.3, we have

‖ΓI(vψ)‖ .
∑

|I1|≤|I|
|I2|≤|I|−3

‖ΓI1v‖‖Γ̂I2ψ‖L∞ +
∑

|I2|≤|I|
|I1|≤|I|−3

‖ΓI1v‖L∞‖Γ̂I2ψ‖

. C2
1K0ǫ

1−δ|I|. (5.79)

In order to bound ‖〈t+ r〉∂Γ̂J (vψ)‖, we use Lemma 2.7 to obtain
∑

|J|≤|I|

‖〈t+ r〉∂Γ̂J (vψ)‖ .
∑

|J1|+|J2|≤|I|+1

‖〈t+ r〉ΓJ1vΓ̂J2ψ‖

.
∑

|J1|≤6
|J2|≤|I|+1

‖〈t+ r〉ΓJ1v‖L∞‖Γ̂J2ψ‖

+
∑

|J2|≤|I|−5
|J1|≤|I|+1

‖〈t+ r〉ΓJ1vΓ̂J2ψ‖ := A1 +A2. (5.80)

Due to estimates in Corollaries 5.2 and 5.3, one can see

A1 . C2
1K0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1). (5.81)
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On the other hand, by (2.30),

|ΓJ1v| .
〈t− r〉

〈t+ r〉

∑

|J|≤1

|∂ΓJΓJ1v|+ |ΓJ1(ψ∗γ0ψ)|. (5.82)

Inserting (5.82) into A2, one can show

A2 .
∑

|J2|≤|I|−5
|J1|≤|I|+2

‖∂ΓJ1v‖‖〈t− r〉Γ̂J2ψ‖L∞

+
∑

|J2|≤|I|−5
|J1|≤|I|+1

‖〈t+ r〉
1
2ΓJ1(ψ∗γ0ψ)‖‖〈t+ r〉

1
2 Γ̂J2ψ‖L∞

. C2
1K0ǫ

1−δ|I| +
∑

|J2
1 |≤|I|−3,|J2|≤|I|−5

|J1
1 |≤|I|+1

‖Γ̂J1
1ψ‖‖〈t+ r〉

1
2 Γ̂J2

1ψ‖L∞‖〈t+ r〉
1
2 Γ̂J2ψ‖L∞

. C2
1K0ǫ

1−δ|I| + C3
1 ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)ǫ2−2δ|I| . C3
1K0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1). (5.83)

Adding the estimates of A1 and A2, we find

‖〈t+ r〉∂Γ̂I(vψ)‖ . C3
1K0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1). (5.84)

Case 2. |I| ≤ 5. As before, we can always take L∞ norm on Klein-Gordon com-
ponent v. Let us treat ‖ΓI(vψ)‖, by Corollaries 5.2 and 5.3, one can see

‖ΓI(vψ)‖ .
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|

‖ΓI1v‖L∞‖Γ̂I2ψ‖

. C2
1K0ǫ

1−δ|I|. (5.85)

As to ‖〈t+ r〉∂Γ̂I(vψ)‖, similarly we have

‖〈t+ r〉∂Γ̂I(vψ)‖ .
∑

|J1|+|J2|≤|I|+1

‖〈t+ r〉ΓJ1v‖L∞‖Γ̂J2ψ‖

. C2
1K0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1). (5.86)

In summary, for any |I| ≤ N − 2, it follows from (5.78), (5.79), (5.84) and (5.85),
(5.86) that

‖ΓI(vψ)‖+ ‖∂ΓI(vψ)‖+ ‖L0Γ
I(vψ)‖ +

∑

1≤a≤3

‖LaΓ
I(vψ)‖+

∑

1≤a<b≤3

‖ΩabΓ
I(vψ)‖

. C3
1K0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1). (5.87)

As a consequence,

E1/2(t,ΓIΨ) + E1/2
con(t,Γ

IΨ)

. E1/2
con(t,Γ

IΨ̃) + ‖ΓI(vψ)‖ + ‖L0Γ
I(vψ)‖ + ‖∂ΓI(vψ)‖

+ E1/2(t,ΓIΨ̃) +

3∑

a=1

‖LaΓ
I(vψ)‖+

∑

1≤a<b≤3

‖ΩabΓ
I(vψ)‖

. ǫKN
0 + C3

1K
2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+1)〈t〉δ. (5.88)

The proof is complete. �

Based on the energy estimates, we can derive the pointwise estimates.

Corollary 5.9. Suppose that the bootstrap assumption (5.5)-(5.6) hold and N ≥ 13.
Let |I| ≤ N − 5 and 0 ≤ t < T ∗, we have

|L0Γ
IΨ|+ |ΓΓIΨ| . (ǫKN

0 + C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+4))〈t+ r〉−
3
4
+δ, (5.89)
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provided C1ǫ < 1, 0 < δ < 1
N+2 .

Proof. By (2.10) and commutator estimates in Lemma 2.2, one can get

|L0Γ
IΨ| . 〈t+ r〉−

3
4

∑

|J|≤3

‖ΓJL0Γ
IΨ‖

. 〈t+ r〉−
3
4

∑

|J|≤3

(
‖L0Γ

JΓIΨ‖+ ‖ΓJΓIΨ‖
)

. (ǫKN
0 + C3

1K
2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+4))〈t+ r〉−
3
4
+δ, (5.90)

where we use (5.75) in the last inequality. One can treat ΓΓIΨ similarly and the
details are omitted. The proof is done. �

5.3. Refined estimates for Dirac solution ψ. In this subsection, we first apply
the pointwise decay for Ψ to establish corresponding decay for ψ. Then we use the
L2 bounds and pointwise estimates to close the energy estimates for Dirac solution.
Following (2.42), we have

iγµ∂µΓ̂
IΨ = Γ̂Iψ. (5.91)

Fix |I| ≤ N − 5, (5.91) and Corollary 5.9 can imply

|Γ̂Iψ(t, x)| . |∂Γ̂IΨ| .
∑

|J|≤|I|

|∂ΓJΨ|

.
∑

|J|≤|I|

〈t− r〉−1
(
|L0Γ

JΨ|+ |ΓΓJΨ|
)

. (ǫKN
0 + C3

1K
2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+4))〈t+ r〉−
3
4
+δ〈t− r〉−1. (5.92)

On the other hand, applying Lemma 2.19 and (2.6), we have

|[Γ̂Iψ]−| .
3∑

a=1

|GaΓ̂
IΨ| . 〈t+ r〉−1

∑

|J|≤|I|

(
|L0Γ

JΨ|+ |ΓΓJΨ|
)

. (ǫKN
0 + C3

1K
2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+4))〈t+ r〉−
7
4
+δ. (5.93)

Now we summarize the above results as a proposition.

Proposition 5.10. Suppose that the bootstrap assumption (5.5)-(5.6) hold, N ≥ 13
and |I| ≤ N − 5, then for all 0 ≤ t < T ∗, we have

|Γ̂Iψ(t, x)| ≤ C(ǫKN
0 + C3

1K
2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+4))〈t+ r〉−
3
4
+δ〈t− r〉−1, (5.94)

|[Γ̂Iψ]−(t, x)| ≤ C(ǫKN
0 + C3

1K
2
0ǫ

1−δ(|I|+4))〈t+ r〉−
7
4
+δ, (5.95)

where C1ǫ < 1, 0 < δ < 1
N+2 and C is some constant independent of ǫ and K0.

Next, we refine the energy estimates for ψ; the following conclusion holds.

Proposition 5.11. Suppose that the bootstrap assumption (5.5)-(5.6) hold, N ≥ 13
and |I| ≤ N . Then for all 0 ≤ t < T ∗, we have

E
1
2

D(t, Γ̂Iψ) ≤ C(ǫKN
0 + C

3
2

1 K
1
2

0 ǫ
1
2
δǫ1−δ|I|), (5.96)

∥∥〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t)Γ̂Iψ
∥∥ ≤ C(ǫKN

0 + C
3
2

1 K
1
2

0 ǫ
1
2
δǫ1−δ|I|), (5.97)

where C1ǫ < 1, 0 < δ < 1
N+2 and C is some constant independent of ǫ and K0.
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Proof. We first show (5.96). Recall that

−iγµ∂µΓ̂
Iψ = Γ̂I(vψ). (5.98)

By (2.34), we have

ED(t, Γ̂Iψ) . ED(0, Γ̂Iψ) +

∫ t

0

‖(Γ̂Iψ)∗γ0Γ̂I(vψ)− (Γ̂I(vψ))∗γ0Γ̂Iψ‖L1 ds. (5.99)

In case of |I| = 0, one can find

ED(t, ψ) . ED(0, ψ) . ǫ2. (5.100)

Next, we take |I| ≥ 1. Following (5.99) and Lemma 2.7, one can obtain

ED(t, Γ̂Iψ) . ED(0, Γ̂Iψ) +
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|
|I2|<|I|

∫ t

0

∥∥(ΓI1v)(Γ̂Iψ)∗γ0Γ̂I2ψ
∥∥
L1 ds. (5.101)

In case |I| ≥ 7, one can show
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|,|I2|<|I|

∥∥(ΓI1v)(Γ̂Iψ)∗γ0Γ̂I2ψ
∥∥
L1

. ‖Γ̂Iψ‖
∑

|I1|≤6,|I2|<|I|

‖ΓI1v‖L∞‖Γ̂I2ψ‖

+ ‖Γ̂Iψ‖
∑

|I2|≤|I|−7,|I1|≤|I|

∥∥∥∥
ΓI1v

〈r − s〉1/2+δ

∥∥∥∥
∥∥〈s− r〉

1
2
+δΓ̂I2ψ

∥∥
L∞

. C1ǫ
1−δ|I|ǫ1−δ(|I|−1)

(
C2

1K0〈s〉
− 3

2 + C1〈s〉
− 3

4
+δ

∑

|I1|≤|I|

∥∥∥∥
ΓI1v

〈r − s〉1/2+δ

∥∥∥∥
)
,

in which we used the assumption (5.5)-(5.6) and Corollaries 5.2,5.3. Inserting the
above estimate into (5.101), we can derive

ED(t, Γ̂Iψ) . ED(0, Γ̂Iψ) + C3
1K0ǫ

δǫ2(1−δ|I|)

+ C2
1 ǫ

δǫ2(1−δ|I|)
∑

|I1|≤|I|

∫ t

0

〈s〉−
3
4
+δ

∥∥∥∥
ΓI1v

〈r − s〉1/2+δ

∥∥∥∥ ds

. (ǫKN
0 )2 + C3

1K0ǫ
δǫ2(1−δ|I|), (5.102)

where we used (1.15), (1.14) and Corollary 5.2 in the last step.
On the other hand, in case of 1 ≤ |I| ≤ 6, by Corollaries 5.2,5.3, one can have

∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|,|I2|<|I|

∥∥(ΓI1v)(Γ̂Iψ)∗γ0Γ̂I2ψ
∥∥
L1

.
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|,|I2|<|I|

‖Γ̂Iψ‖‖ΓI1v‖L∞‖Γ̂I2ψ‖

. C3
1K0ǫ

1−δ|I|ǫ1−δ(|I|−1)〈s〉−
3
2 . (5.103)

Now inserting (5.103) into (5.101), we get

ED(t, Γ̂Iψ) . (ǫKN
0 )2 + C3

1K0ǫ
δǫ2(1−δ|I|). (5.104)

In any case, taking the square root of (5.102) and (5.104), we can get

E
1
2

D(t, Γ̂Iψ) . ǫKN
0 + C

3
2

1 K
1
2

0 ǫ
1
2
δǫ1−δ|I|. (5.105)
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This yields (5.96).
Next, we treat (5.97). Applying energy estimates (2.35) to Dirac equation (5.98),
one can see

‖〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t)Γ̂Iψ‖2 . ‖〈r〉Γ̂Iψ(0)‖2

+

∫ t

0

∫

R3

〈r − s〉2χ(r − 2s)2|(Γ̂Iψ)∗γ0Γ̂I(vψ)− (Γ̂I(vψ))∗γ0Γ̂Iψ| dxds.

(5.106)

Observing that if |I| = 0, we have

‖〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t)ψ‖ . ‖〈r〉ψ(0)‖ . ǫ. (5.107)

Now we consider |I| ≥ 1. By a direct calculation and (1.15), (1.14), we find

‖〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t)Γ̂Iψ‖2

. (ǫKN
0 )2 +

∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|
|I2|<|I|

∫ t

0

∫

R3

〈r − s〉2χ(r − 2s)2|ΓI1v(Γ̂Iψ)∗γ0Γ̂I2ψ| dxds,

. (ǫKN
0 )2 +

∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|
|I2|<|I|

∫ t

0

‖〈r − s〉χ(r − 2s)Γ̂Iψ‖‖〈r − s〉χ(r − 2s)ΓI1vΓ̂I2ψ‖ ds

. (ǫKN
0 )2 + C1ǫ

1−δ|I|
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|
|I2|<|I|

∫ t

0

‖〈r − s〉χ(r − 2s)ΓI1vΓ̂I2ψ‖ ds, (5.108)

where we used (5.5) in the last inequality. To proceed, we consider two cases.
Case 1. |I| ≥ 7, by (5.5), (5.6) and (5.18), Corollary 5.3, one can see

∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|
|I2|<|I|

‖〈r − s〉χ(r − 2s)ΓI1vΓ̂I2ψ‖

.
∑

|I1|≤6,|I2|<|I|

‖ΓI1v‖L∞‖〈r − s〉χ(r − 2s)Γ̂I2ψ‖

+
∑

|I2|≤|I|−7,|I1|≤|I|

‖1r≥2s+1Γ̂
I2ψ‖L∞‖〈r − s〉χ(r − 2s)ΓI1v‖

. C2
1K0〈s〉

− 3
2 ǫ1−δ(|I|−1) + C2

1K0ǫ
1−δ(|I|−2)〈s〉−

7
4
+δ

. C2
1K0〈s〉

− 3
2 ǫ1−δ(|I|−1), (5.109)

where we used the fact 0 < δ < 1/4.
Case 2. 1 ≤ |I| ≤ 6. Applying (5.5), (5.6) again, we see

∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|
|I2|<|I|

‖〈r − s〉χ(r − 2s)ΓI1vΓ̂I2ψ‖

.
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|,|I2|<|I|

‖ΓI1v‖L∞‖〈r − s〉χ(r − 2s)Γ̂I2ψ‖

. C2
1K0〈s〉

− 3
2 ǫ1−δ(|I|−1). (5.110)

In summary, for any 1 ≤ |I| ≤ N , by (5.108)-(5.110), we have

‖〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t)Γ̂Iψ‖2

. (ǫKN
0 )2 + C3

1K0ǫ
δǫ2(1−δ|I|). (5.111)

The desired result (5.97) then follows by taking the square root of (5.111). �
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5.4. Refined estimates for Klein-Gordon solution v. We recall that v = V 0+
V 1, where V 0 solves

{
−�V 0 + V 0 = 0,

V 0(0, x) = v0, ∂tV
0(0, x) = v1,

(5.112)

and V 1 solves {
−�V 1 + V 1 = ψ∗γ0ψ,

V 1(0, x) = 0, ∂tV
1(0, x) = 0.

(5.113)

Next, we perform weighted energy estimates for V 0 and V 1.

Proposition 5.12. Suppose that the bootstrap assumption (5.5)-(5.6) hold and
N ≥ 13, then for any |I| ≤ N and 0 ≤ t < T ∗, we have

E
1
2

gst,1(t,Γ
IV 1) ≤ C(ǫ2KN

0 + C2
1ǫ

δǫ2(1−δN)), (5.114)

‖〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t)ΓIv‖ ≤ C(K0 + C2
1 ǫ

δǫ2(1−δN)), (5.115)

where C is some constant independent of ǫ and K0 and K0ǫ < 1.

Proof. One can see

−�ΓIV 1 + ΓIV 1 = ΓI(ψ∗γ0ψ). (5.116)

Applying (2.24), we get

E
1
2

gst,1(t,Γ
IV 1) . E

1
2

gst,1(0,Γ
IV 1) +

∫ t

0

‖ΓI(ψ∗γ0ψ)‖ ds. (5.117)

Using Leibniz rule and Lemmas 2.22, 2.21, one can find

‖ΓI(ψ∗γ0ψ)‖ .
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|

‖[Γ̂I1ψ]−Γ̂
I2ψ‖

.
∑

|I1|≤N−6,|I2|≤N

‖[Γ̂I1ψ]−‖L∞‖Γ̂I2ψ‖

+
∑

|I1|≤N,|I2|≤N−6

∥∥∥∥
[Γ̂I1ψ]−

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥‖〈s− r〉
1
2
+δΓ̂I2ψ‖L∞

. C2
1ǫ

δǫ2(1−δN)〈s〉−
7
4
+δ + C1ǫ

δǫ1−δN 〈s〉−
3
4
+δ

∑

|I1|≤N

∥∥∥∥
[Γ̂I1ψ]−

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥,

in which we use (5.5) and (5.6). Inserting the above bound into (5.117), we can get

E
1
2

gst,1(t,Γ
IV 1)

. ǫ2KN
0 + C2

1ǫ
δǫ2(1−δN) + C1ǫ

δǫ1−δN
∑

|I1|≤N

∫ t

0

〈s〉−
3
4
+δ

∥∥∥∥
[Γ̂I1ψ]−

〈s− r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ds

. ǫ2KN
0 + C2

1ǫ
δǫ2(1−δN), (5.118)

where we use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (5.5) to derive the last inequality.
Hence (5.114) is proved.
Finally, we show (5.115). Since

−�ΓIv + ΓIv = ΓI(ψ∗γ0ψ). (5.119)

By (2.25) in Lemma 2.13, one can obtain

‖〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t)ΓIv‖ . ‖〈r〉ΓIv(0, x)‖H1 + ‖〈r〉∂tΓ
Iv(0, x)‖

+

∫ t

0

‖〈r − s〉χ(r − 2s)ΓI(ψ∗γ0ψ)‖ ds. (5.120)
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Noting that

‖〈r − s〉χ(r − 2s)ΓI(ψ∗γ0ψ)‖

.
∑

|I1|≤|I|,|I2|≤N−6

‖〈r − s〉χ(r − 2s)Γ̂I1ψ‖‖Γ̂I2ψ1r≥2s+1‖L∞

. C2
1 ǫ

δǫ2(1−δN)〈s〉−
7
4
+δ. (5.121)

Inserting (5.121) into (5.120) and using initial condition (1.15), (1.14), we get

‖〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t)ΓIv‖ . K0 + C2
1ǫ

δǫ2(1−δN), (5.122)

which implies (5.115). The proof is done. �

In order to close the argument, it suffices to refine the L∞ estimate for V 1. To
begin with, we perform a nonlinear transformation for V 1, which enables us to get
a Klein-Gordon equation with fast decay nonlinearity. Denote

N1(v, ψ) := 2v2ψ∗γ0ψ, N2(ψ
∗, ψ) = −2Q0(ψ

∗, γ0ψ), (5.123)

where Q0(v, w) = ∂tv∂tw −∇v · ∇w represents the standard quadratic null term.

Proposition 5.13. Let v, ψ be the solution to the system (1.11) and V 1 solve
(5.113). Denote

Ṽ 1 = V 1 − ψ∗γ0ψ. (5.124)

Then we have

−�Ṽ 1 + Ṽ 1 = N1(v, ψ) +N2(ψ
∗, ψ), (5.125)

where N1(v, ψ), N2(ψ
∗, ψ) are given by (5.123).

Proof. This follows by a direct computation. Acting iγµ∂µ to both sides of the
Dirac equation

−iγµ∂µψ = vψ, (5.126)

we can obtain

−�ψ = i(∂µv)γ
µψ − v2ψ. (5.127)

On the other hand,

−�Ṽ 1 + Ṽ 1 = (�ψ∗)γ0ψ + ψ∗γ0(�ψ)− 2Q0(ψ
∗, γ0ψ)

= 2v2ψ∗γ0ψ − i∂µv(ψ
∗γ0γµψ − ψ∗(γµ)∗γ0ψ)− 2Q0(ψ

∗, γ0ψ)

= 2v2ψ∗γ0ψ − 2Q0(ψ
∗, γ0ψ), (5.128)

in which we use (1.13). The proof is completed. �

Proposition 5.14. Suppose that the bootstrap assumption (5.5)-(5.6) hold and
N ≥ 13, then for any 0 ≤ t < T ∗, we have

∑

|I|≤N−7

|ΓIV 1(t, x)| ≤ C
(
ǫ2KN

0 + C2
1ǫ

2δǫ2(1−δN)

+ C1ǫ
2(1−δN)(ǫδ(N+2)KN

0 + C3
1K

2
0ǫ

δ)
)
〈t+ r〉−

3
2 , (5.129)

where C1ǫ < 1, 0 < δ < 1
N+2 and C is some constant independent of ǫ and K0.
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Proof. We fix |I| ≤ N−7 and treat Ṽ 1 first. Performing ΓI to both sides of (5.125),
one can get

−�ΓI Ṽ 1 + ΓI Ṽ 1 = ΓIN1(v, ψ) + ΓIN2(ψ
∗, ψ). (5.130)

By Corollaries 5.2, 5.3, we have
∑

|I|≤N

‖〈s+ r〉ΓIN1(v, ψ)‖

.
∑

|I1|≤N
|I2|,|I3|,|I4|≤N−4

‖ΓI1v‖‖〈s+ r〉
1
2ΓI2v‖L∞‖〈s+ r〉

1
2 Γ̂I3ψ‖L∞‖Γ̂I4ψ‖L∞

+
∑

|I1|≤N
|I2|,|I3|,|I4|≤N−4

‖Γ̂I1ψ‖‖〈s+ r〉
1
2 Γ̂I2ψ‖L∞‖〈s+ r〉

1
2ΓI3v‖L∞‖ΓI4v‖L∞ (5.131)

. C4
1K

2
0ǫ

δǫ2(1−δN)〈s〉−
5
4 . (5.132)

Owing to (2.12) and (2.42), one can get
∑

|I|≤N−3

‖〈s+ r〉ΓIN2(ψ
∗, ψ)‖

.
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤N−3

‖(|L0Γ̂
I1ψ|+ |Γ̂Γ̂I1ψ|)Γ̂Γ̂I2ψ‖

.
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤N−3

‖|L0Γ
I1∂Ψ||Γ̂Γ̂I2ψ|‖ +

∑

|I1|≤N−4
|I2|≤N−3

‖Γ̂Γ̂I1ψ‖L∞‖Γ̂Γ̂I2ψ‖

.
∑

|I1|≤N−4
|I2|≤N−3

‖Γ̂Γ̂I1ψ‖L∞‖Γ̂Γ̂I2ψ‖+
∑

|I1|≤N−3
|I2|≤N−6

‖L0Γ
I1∂Ψ‖‖Γ̂Γ̂I2ψ‖L∞

+
∑

|I1|≤N−6
|I2|≤N−3

‖L0Γ
I1∂Ψ‖L∞‖Γ̂Γ̂I2ψ‖

. C2
1 ǫ

2δǫ2(1−δN)〈s〉−
3
4 + C1ǫ

1−δ(N−2)(ǫKN
0 + C3

1K
2
0ǫ

1−δ(N−1))〈s〉−
3
4
+δ, (5.133)

in which we used Corollaries 5.2, 5.3 and (5.75), Corollary 5.9. Now we can apply
Corollary 2.15 to derive

∑

|I|≤N−7

〈t+ r〉
3
2 |ΓI Ṽ 1(t, x)|

.
∑

|J|≤N−2

‖〈x〉
3
2 log(2 + |x|)ΓJ Ṽ 1(0, x)‖ + C2

1ǫ
2δǫ2(1−δN)

+ C1ǫ
1−δ(N−2)(ǫKN

0 + C3
1K

2
0ǫ

1−δ(N+1))

. ǫ2KN
0 + C2

1ǫ
2δǫ2(1−δN) + C1ǫ

2δǫ1−δN (ǫKN
0 + C3

1K
2
0ǫ

1−δ(N+1)). (5.134)

Additionally,
∑

|I|≤N−7

〈t+ r〉
3
2 |ΓI(ψ∗γ0ψ)|

.
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤N−7

〈t+ r〉
3
2 |Γ̂I1ψ||Γ̂I2ψ|

. C2
1ǫ

2(1−δ(N−4)). (5.135)
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Recall that V 1 = Ṽ 1 + ψ∗γ0ψ, we thus obtain

∑

|I|≤N−7

〈t+ r〉
3
2 |ΓIV 1(t, x)|

. ǫ2KN
0 + C2

1 ǫ
2δǫ2(1−δN) + C1ǫ

2(1−δN)(ǫδ(N+2)KN
0 + C3

1K
2
0ǫ

δ). (5.136)

This concludes the proof of (5.129). �

Last, we can refine all of the bootstrap assumption (5.5)-(5.6) by selecting appro-
priate C1 and ǫ, thus concluding the proof of the main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Let C > 1 be the maximal constant appearing in Proposi-
tions 5.10, 5.11, 5.12 and 5.14, we first set C1 by letting

CKN
0 ≤

1

8
C1. (5.137)

Then fix such C1, and choose ǫ0 so small that

CC3
1K

2
0ǫ

δ
0 ≤

1

16
, (5.138)

where we recall K0 > 1, 0 < δ < 1/(N + 2) and N ≥ 13. By making such choices
of C1 and ǫ0, for any 0 ≤ t < T ∗ and ǫ < ǫ0, we get from Propositions 5.10, 5.11,
5.12 and 5.14 that





E
1
2

D(t, Γ̂Iψ) ≤
1

2
C1ǫ

1−δ|I|, |I| ≤ N,

E
1
2

gst,1(t,Γ
IV 1) ≤

1

2
C1ǫ

2(1−Nδ), |I| ≤ N,

‖〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t)Γ̂Iψ‖ ≤
1

2
C1ǫ

1−δ|I|, |I| ≤ N,

‖〈r − t〉χ(r − 2t)ΓIv‖ ≤
1

2
C1K0, |I| ≤ N,

(5.139)

and





|Γ̂Iψ(t, x)| ≤
1

2
C1ǫ

1−δ(|I|+5)〈t+ r〉−
3
4
+δ〈t− r〉−1, |I| ≤ N − 5,

|[Γ̂Iψ]−| ≤
1

2
C1ǫ

1−δ(|I|+5)〈t+ r〉−
7
4
+δ, |I| ≤ N − 5,

|ΓIV 1(t, x)| ≤
1

2
C1ǫ

(1−δN)2〈t+ r〉−
3
2 , |I| ≤ N − 7.

(5.140)

This improves the previous bootstrap assumption (5.5)-(5.6), and consequently we
have T ∗ = ∞. Now we can apply Lemma 2.5 to get

|ψ(t, x)| . 〈t+ |x|〉−1 sup
0≤s≤2t,|I|≤3

‖Γ̂Iψ(s)‖

. 〈t+ |x|〉−1ǫ1−3δ. (5.141)
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To conclude the proof, it suffices to show the linear scattering for the system. For
this purpose, we rely on Lemmas 2.25, 2.24. Indeed, fix |I| ≤ N , one can see
∫ ∞

0

‖∇I(vψ)(τ)‖ dτ .
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|

∫ ∞

0

‖∇I1v∇I2ψ(τ)‖ dτ

.
∑

|I1|≤N−7,|I2|≤N

∫ ∞

0

‖∇I1v‖L∞‖∇I2ψ(τ)‖ dτ

+
∑

|I1|≤N,|I2|≤N−7

∫ ∞

0

∥∥∥∥
∇I1v

〈τ − r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥
∥∥〈τ − r〉

1
2
+δ∇I2ψ

∥∥
L∞dτ

. C2
1K0ǫ

1−δN , (5.142)

where we used (5.5) and (5.6) in the last step. Additionally, we can compute
∫ ∞

0

‖∇I(ψ∗γ0ψ)‖ dτ .
∑

|I1|+|I2|≤|I|

∫ ∞

0

∥∥[∇I1ψ]−∇
I2ψ
∥∥ dτ

.
∑

|I1|≤N−5,|I2|≤|I|

∫ ∞

0

‖[∇I1ψ]−‖L∞‖∇I2ψ‖ dτ

+
∑

|I2|≤N−5,|I1|≤|I|

∫ ∞

0

∥∥∥∥
[∇I1ψ]−

〈τ − r〉
1
2
+δ

∥∥∥∥ ‖〈τ − r〉
1
2
+δ∇I2ψ‖L∞dτ

. C2
1 ǫ

2(1−δN), (5.143)

in which (5.5) and (5.6) are used. Following (5.142) and (5.143), we can assert that
(ψ, v) scatters linearly. The proof is completed. �
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[10] P. D’Ancona, D. Foschi and S. Selberg. Null structure and almost optimal local regularity
for the Dirac-Klein-Gordon system. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 9 (2007), no. 4, 877–899.

[11] R. O. Dendy, Plasma Dynamics, Oxford University Press, 1990.
[12] S. Dong. Asymptotic behavior of the solution to the Klein-Gordon-Zakharov model in dimen-

sion two. Comm. Math. Phys. 384 (2021), no. 1, 587–607.
[13] S. Dong, K. Li, Y. Ma and X. Yuan. Global Behavior of Small Data Solutions for The 2D

Dirac-Klein-Gordon Equations. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.377(2024), no.1, 649–695.
[14] S. Dong, K. Li, and J. Zhao. Cubic Dirac equations with a class of large data. Preprint

arXiv:2312.07880.
[15] S. Dong and Z. Wyatt. Stability of a coupled wave-Klein-Gordon system with quadratic

nonlinearities. J. Differential Equations 269 (2020), no. 9, 7470–7497.



LARGE DATA GLOBAL EXISTENCE FOR WAVE SYSTEMS 57

[16] S. Dong and Z. Wyatt. Hidden structure and sharp asymptotics for the Dirac–Klein-Gordon
system in two space dimensions. Preprint, arXiv: 2105.13780.

[17] A. Fang, Q. Wang, and S. Yang. Global solution for massive Maxwell-Klein-Gordon equations
with large Maxwell field. Ann. PDE 7 (2021), no. 1, Paper No. 3, 69 pp.

[18] V. Georgiev. Decay estimates for the Klein-Gordon equation. Comm. Partial Differential
Equations 17 (1992), no. 7-8, 1111–1139.

[19] V. Georgiev. Small amplitude solutions of the Maxwell-Dirac equations. Indiana Univ. Math.
J. 40 (1991), no. 3, 845–883.

[20] V. Georgiev. Global solution of the system of wave and Klein-Gordon equations. Math. Z.
203 (1990), no. 4, 683–698.

[21] A. Grünrock and H. Pecher. Global solutions for the Dirac-Klein-Gordon system in two space
dimensions. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 35 (2010), no. 1, 89–112.

[22] Z. Guo, K. Nakanishi, and S. Wang. Small energy scattering for the Klein-Gordon-Zakharov
system with radial symmetry. Math. Res. Lett. 21 (2014), no. 4, 733–755.
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