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Abstract

We consider the system of elastic waves with critical space dependent damping V (x). We
study the Cauchy problem for this model in the 2-dimensional Euclidean space R2, and we
obtain faster decay rates of the total energy as time goes to infinity. In the 2-D case we
do not have any suitable Hardy type inequality, so generally one has no idea to establish
optimal energy decay. We develope a special type of multiplier method combined with some
estimates brought by the 2-D Newton potential belonging to the usual Laplacian −∆, not the
operator −a2∆− (b2−a2)∇div itself. The property of finite speed propagation is important
to get results for this system.

1 Introduction

We consider the following dissipative system of elastic waves under effects of a Stokes damping
term with variable spatial coefficient as follows:

utt − a2∆u− (b2 − a2)∇div u+ V (x)ut = 0, (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)×R2, (1.1)

u(0, x) = u0(x), ut(0, x) = u1(x), x ∈ R2, (1.2)

where V (x) > 0 is a damped bounded coefficient specified later, and the Lamé coefficients a > 0
and b > 0 satisfy 0 < a2 < b2. The vector valued initial data shall be chosen as uj ∈ (C∞

0 (R2))2

(j = 0, 1), and so a unique existence of smooth (classical) vector valued solution u(t, x) ∈ R2

to problem (1.1)-(1.2) can be guaranteed by the standard Semigroup theory combined with the
regularity argument (see Ikawa [10]). Furthermore, one has the energy identity

Eu(t) +

∫ t

0

∫

R2

V (x)|us(s, x)|
2dxds= Eu(0), (1.3)
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where

Eu(t) :=
1

2

∫

R2

(

|ut(t, x)|
2 + a2|∇u(t, x)|2 + (b2 − a2)(div u(t, x))2

)

dx

represents the total energy with respect to the equation (1.1).

Notation.For the vector u = (u1, u2) ∈ R2 (uj ∈ R, (j = 1, 2)), we set |u| := (|u1|
2+ |u2|

2)1/2.
We set |∇u|2 := |∇u1|

2 + |∇u2|
2 for the function u(x) := (u1(x), u2(x))

T , where (p, q)T repre-

sents a transposed vector of (p, q). ∆u := (∆u(1),∆u(2))T , ut := (u
(1)
t , u

(2)
t )T , and ∇u · ∇v :=

∇u(1) · ∇v(1) +∇u(2) · ∇v(2) for u := (u(1), u(2))T and v := (v(1), v(2))T .

On the real valued potential V (x), one assumes that V (x) is bounded, sufficently smooth in
R2, and there exist a positive constants V0 > 0 such that

0 <
V0

1 + |x|
≤ V (x) ≤ ‖V ‖L∞ < +∞, x ∈ R2. (1.4)

That is, one considers the critical damping coefficient case. Additionally, for a technical reason
we impose a rather stronger hypothesis on the initial data:

suppu0 ∪ suppu1 ⊂ {|x| ≤ L} (1.5)

for some constant L > 0. By this assumption the corresponding solution u(t, x) to problem
(1.1)-(1.2) satisfies the finite propagation speed property:

u(t, x) = 0 |x| > bt+ L. (1.6)

Incidentally, the coefficient b corresponds to the speed of P-wave, and the coefficient a is the
velocity of S-wave.

First, let’s get some background on the issue.
For scalar-valued wave equations with a = b, that is,

utt − a2∆u+ V (x)ut = 0,

when the friction coefficient is V (x) ∼ |x|−α (|x| → ∞) is well studied, and in this case α = 1
is said to be critical damping, α < 1 is effective damping, and α > 1 is non-effective friction,
and the problems of identifying the best decay rate of total/local energy together with non-
decay property have been well studied through their corresponding initial value problems in
the whole space or exterior mixed problems. It should be noted, however, that in the case of
two-dimensional space, the treatment of such problems is somewhat difficult to solve because of
the inadequacy of good inequalities such as Hardy-type inequalities. These references include
[14, 22] for α = 1, [17] for α > 1, [24, 25] for α < 1, and the references therein. While,
in [19, 11, 7, 1] the authors studied the energy decay problem in the case where the friction
coefficient may be degenerate but truly floating in the spatial distance, that is, V (x) ≥ 0 for all
x ∈ Rn, and V (x) ≥ V0 > 0 for x ∈ Rn satisfying |x| ≥ L for large L ≫ 1.

On the flip side, when considering the energy decay problem of the relevant problem (1.1)-
(1.2) of elastic waves, there does not seem to be much prior research on the case with a friction
term V (x) that depends only on spatial variables. The main ones include [3] and [4]. For the
scattering and/or local energy decay results to the damped and/or undamped elastic waves, one
can refer the reader to [2, 21, 15, 16, 6]. Incidentally, topics such as the behavior of elastic wave
solutions that incorporate different types of friction effects (e.g., structural friction) and energy
decay are also studied in detail in [5, 20, 23, 26] and the references therein. By the way, the
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best energy decay results for Eq. (1.1) in the two-dimensional exterior domain are published in
[9], but it should be noted that since [9] uses Hardy’s inequality, it is an exterior domain-only
result (with minor modifications), and the treatment of the case of the entire two-dimensional
space is completely unresolved.

Here we aim to identify the precise rate of decay of the total energy of elastic waves that
incorporate critical friction in two spatial dimensions with relatively few useful tools and, there-
fore, somewhat more difficult to handle. To this end, we further modify the useful method due
to [13], which modifies the Morawetz method [18], to derive the essential inequalities at the core
of the discussion. The important part is that it reduces to the estimate of the solution h(x) of
the two-dimensional (vector-valued) Poisson equation such as

−∆h(x) = u1(x) + V (x)u0(x).

Our main result reads as follows. As a result, unlike the 2-D exterior domain problem with
the Dirichlet null boundary condition such as [9], a log t-growth correction is needed for the
decay rate. This would be a phenomenon unique to the whole space unlike the exterior domain
case.

Theorem 1.1 Assume that the bounded function V ∈ C∞(R2) satisfies (1.4) and u0 ∈ (C∞
0 (R2))2

and u1 ∈ (C∞
0 (R2))2 satisfies (1.5) for some L > 0. Then, the smooth solution u(t, x) to problem

(1.1)-(1.2) satisfies
Eu(t) = O(t−2 log t) (t → ∞),

in the case when V0 > 2b,

Eu(t) = O(t−
V0

b
+δ log t) (t → ∞),

for any small δ > 0 in case of b < V0 ≤ 2b.

Remark 1.1 Similar results would be obtained if the regularity conditions for V (x) or initial
values uj (j = 0, 1) were relaxed further. What is important is the fact that new results are
obtained even under such “typical” conditions as is assumed in the first stage. The generalization
of regularity is left to the reader’s interest. Of course, the condition of compact support for the
initial value cannot be removed.

The proof of this theorem will be done in the next sections. As a byproduct of the proof
of the main result (see Remark 2.2), we obtain the best estimate rating from the following top.
This is also unprecedented in elastic waves, so it is noted.

Theorem 1.2 Assume that V (x) = 0, and u0 ∈ (C∞
0 (R2))2 and u1 ∈ (C∞

0 (R2))2 satisfies (1.5)
for some L > 0. Then, the smooth solution u(t, x) to problem (1.1)-(1.2) with V (x) = 0 satisfies

∫

R2

|u(t, x)|2dx ≤ C
(

‖u0‖
2
L2 + ‖u1‖

2
L∞ + ‖u1‖

2
L1 log(2L+ bt)

)

, (t ≫ 1)

with some universal constant C > 0.

Remark 1.2 The above growth order appears to be the best in two dimensions when compared
to the best growth estimate in logarithmic order for linear waves (i.e., a = b) obtained in [12].
Of course, there is still the unsolved problem of obtaining an growth estimate of logarithmic
order from below for elastic waves.
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2 Main Estimates

To get the first fundamental estimates we use the multiplier f(t)ut + g(t)u, where u = u(t, x)
is the vector valued solution of (1.1)–(1.2), and the smooth positive functions f(t) and g(t) will
be specified later. Then one obtains

Lemma 2.1
∫

R2

[

utt − a2∆u− (b2 − a2)∇div u+ V (x)ut
]

·
[

f(t)ut + g(t)u
]

dx =
d

dt
e(t) + F (t) = 0, (2.1)

for t ∈ (0,∞), where x · y denotes the usual inner product between two vectors x ∈ R2 and
y ∈ R2,

e(t) =

∫

R2

[f(t)

2

[

|ut|
2 + a2|∇u|2 + (b2 − a2)(div u)2

]

+ g(t)u · ut +
[

V (x)g − gt
] |u|2

2

]

dx, (2.2)

and

F (t) =

∫

R2

[

−
f(t)

2

[

|ut|
2 + a2|∇u|2 + (b2 − a2)(div u)2

]

+
[

gtt − gtV (x)
] |u|2

2

+f(t)V (x)
|ut|

2

2
+

[

g(t)
[

a2|∇u|2 + (b2 − a2)(div u)2 − |ut|
2
]

]

dx. (2.3)

The proof of this lemma is simple and is similar to the same identity for the wave equation
developed in [14] and [9, Lemma 2.1] (see also [4] for elastic waves).

Now, by rewriting F (t), one can get

F (t) =
1

2

∫

R2

(

[

2V (x)f − ft − 2g
]

|ut|
2 + (2g − ft)

[

a2|∇u|2 + (b2 − a2)(div u)2
]

)

dx

+
1

2

∫

R2

(gtt − V (x)gt)|u|
2dx. (2.4)

Next we set
Ω(t)={x ∈ R2 : |x| ≤ L+ bt}

defined for t ≥ 0, and let us consider the solution in this region Ω(t) because of the property of
finite speed of propagation (1.6).

The lemmas below give important inequalities.

Lemma 2.2 Let f(t) and g(t) be smooth functions satisfying
(i) 2fV (x)− ft − 2g ≥ 0, x ∈ Ω(t),
(ii) 2g − ft ≥ 0
for all t ≥ t0 ≥ 0 with some fixed t0 ≥ 0. Let u(t, x) be the smooth solution to problem (1.1)–
(1.2). Then the following estimate holds for all t ≥ t0 ≥ 0:

d

dt

[

f(t)Eu(t)+g(t)

∫

R2

u·utdx
]

≤
1

2

∫

R2

[

V (x)gt−gtt
]

|u|2dx+
d

dt

∫

R2

[

gt−V (x)g
] |u|2

2
dx, (2.5)

where Eu(t) is given by (1.3).

The proof of this lemma follows by using the assumptions (i) and (ii) of Lemma 2.2, (2.4) and
identity (2.1).
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Lemma 2.3 In addition to the conditions (i) and (ii) of Lemma 2.2 assumed for f(t) and g(t),
let us suppose the following assumptions:
(iii)−gtt ≤

C1

1+t ,
(iv) gt(t) ≤ C2,
(v) gt − V (x)g ≤ C3, x ∈ R2,
for t ≥ t0 ≥ 0, where C1, C2 and C3 are positive constants. Then there exists a constant
C(t0) > 0 depending on t0 > 0 such that

f(t)Eu(t) + g(t)

∫

R2

(u · ut)dx ≤ C(t0) +
C3

2

∫

R2

|u(t, x)|2dx+
C2

2

∫ t

t0

∫

R2

V (x)|u(s, x)|2dxds

+
C1

2V0

∫ t

t0

∫

R2

V0

1 + s
|u(s, x)|2dxds (t ≥ t0), (2.6)

where V0 > 0 is the constant defined in (1.4).
Proof. Integrating both sides of (2.5) over [t0, t] and using the conditions (iii), (iv) and (v), the
unique solution u = u(t, x) of (1.1)–(1.2) satisfies the following inequalities:

f(t)Eu(t) + g(t)

∫

R2

(u · ut)dx ≤ f(t0)Eu(t0) + g(t0)

∫

R2

(u(t0) · ut(t0)) dx+
C3

2

∫

R2

|u(t, x)|2dx

−
1

2

∫

R2

[

gt(t0)− V (x)g(t0)
]

|u(t0, x)|dx +
C2

2

∫ t

t0

∫

R2

V (x)|u(s, x)|2dxds

+
C1

2

∫ t

t0

∫

R2

1

1 + s
|u(s, x)|2dxds

≤ f(t0)Eu(t0) + g(t0)

∫

R2

∣

∣

(

u(t0) · ut(t0)
)
∣

∣ dx+
1

2

∫

R2

∣

∣

[

gt(t0)− V (x)g(t0)
]
∣

∣ |u(t0, x)|dx

+
C3

2

∫

R2

|u(t, x)|2dx+
C2

2

∫ t

t0

∫

R2

V (x)|u(s, x)|2dxds

+
C1

2V0

∫ t

t0

∫

R2

V0

1 + s
|u(s, x)|2dxds

with V0 > 0 defined in (1.4) . If we set

C(t0) := f(t0)Eu(t0) + g(t0)

∫

R2

∣

∣

(

u(t0) · ut(t0)
)
∣

∣ dx+
1

2

∫

R2

∣

∣

[

gt(t0)− V (x)g(t0)
]
∣

∣ |u(t0, x)|dx,

(2.7)
the desired estimate can be derived. �

Let us choose two functions f(t) and g(t) such as

f(t) = (1 + t)2, g(t) = 1 + t (2.8)

for the case V0 > 2b, and in the case b < V0 ≤ 2b

f(t) = (1 + t)
V0

b
−δ, g(t) =

V0 − bδ

2b
(1 + t)

V0

b
−1−δ (2.9)

with arbitrarily fixed δ > 0.
Now we are in a position to prepare the next lemma (see [9, Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3]).

Lemma 2.4 Let f(t) and g(t) defined by in (2.8) or (2.9). Then, the conditions (i)–(v) in
Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3 hold on the region Ω(t) for t ≥ t0 ≫ 1.
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The proof of this lemma is similar to the same one developed in previous works [14] and /or
[9], so we shall omit its proof. Incidentally, in order to prove Lemma 2.4 one must take t0 > 0
sufficiently large as was discussed in [9], there the condition (1.4) was also used.

The consequence of Lemma 2.4 and estimate (2.6), for large t0 > 0 is that

f(t)Eu(t) + g(t)

∫

R2

(u(t, x) · ut(t, x))dx ≤ C(t0) +
C2

2

∫ t

t0

∫

R2

V (x)|u(s, x)|2dxds (2.10)

+
C3

2

∫

R2

|u(t, x)|2dx+
C1

2V0

∫ t

t0

∫

R2

V0

1 + s
|u(s, x)|2dxds.

In the sequel we need to estimate the last integral in the above estimate. For the 2-D
case, since the Hardy type inequality never holds, we need to use a new idea to obtain such
an estimate. This part is a main contribution throughout this paper. For that, we rely on the
estimate for the 2-D Newton potential. We use the idea due to [14], at this moment, to estimate
the quantities indicated in the right hand side of (2.10). For this, we set (see [13] for its origin
of this idea)

v(t, x) :=

∫ t

0
u(s, x)ds, (2.11)

for the solution u(t, x). Then, in terms of the new function v(t, x) we find that

vtt − a2∆v − (b2 − a2)∇div v + V (x)vt = u1(x) + V (x)u0(x), (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)×R2, (2.12)

v(0, x) = 0, vt(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ R2. (2.13)

By developing the energy estimate to problem (2.12)-(2.13) one has the energy identity:

1

2

∫

R2

|vt(t, x)|
2dx+

a2

2

∫

R2

|∇v(t, x)|2dx+
(b2 − a2)

2

∫

R2

(div v(t, x))2dx

+

∫ t

0

∫

R2

V (x)|vs(s, x)|
2dxds =

1

2

∫

R2

|u0(x)|
2dx+

∫

R2

(u1(x) + V (x)u0(x)) · v(t, x)dx. (2.14)

In order to estimate the last term of (2.14) we define a vector valued function h(x) by

h(x) := −
1

2π

∫

R2

(log |x− y|)(u1(y) + V (y)u0(y))dy. (2.15)

Incidentally, if we write h(x) = (h1(x), h2(x))T , and uj(x) = (u1j (x), u
2
j (x))

T for x ∈ R2 and
(j = 0, 1), (2.15) means

hk(x) := −
1

2π

∫

R2

(log |x− y|)(uk1(y) + V (y)uk0(y))dy (k = 1, 2).

It is known (see e.g., Evans [8, page 23, Theorem 1]) from the regularity on the initial data that
h ∈ C2(R2,R2) and the function h(x) satisfies

−∆h(x) = u1(x) + V (x)u0(x) (x ∈ R2) (2.16)

in the classical sense. Then, we get the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5 The function h(x) defined in (2.15) satisfies

|x||∇h(x)| ≤ C‖u1 + V (·)u0‖L1

for |x| ≥ 2L, where C > 0 is a constant.
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Proof of Lemma 2.5. Since it is sufficient to check each component individually of the vector-
valued solution h(x) and the initial data, it is enough to check h(x) as a real-valued function
together with initial data from the beginning.

First of all, note that under the assumption |x| ≥ 2L we can get

|x− y| ≥ |x| − L ≥ L, |x| − L ≥
1

2
|x|

for y ∈ R2 satisfying |y| ≤ L. After simple elementary computations on (2.15) and the compact
support assumption on the initial data uj (j = 0, 1) one can get the estimate

|∇h(x)| ≤
1

2π

∫

R2

|u1(y) + V (y)u0(y)|

|x− y|
dy

=
1

2π

∫

|y|≤L

|u1(y) + V (y)u0(y)|

|x− y|
dy ≤

1

2π

1

|x| − L

∫

R2

|u1(y) + V (y)u0(y)|dy

≤
1

π

1

|x|
‖u1 + V (·)u0‖L1 , |x| ≥ 2L,

which implies the desired estimate with a constant C := 1
π . Final desired estimates for the

vector-valued h(x) can be easily derived with some universal constant C > 0.
�

Lemma 2.6 For any ε > 0 there exists a constant Cε > 0 such that
∫

R2

|(u1(x) + V (x)u0(x)) · v(t, x)|dx ≤ Cε

∫

|x|≤2L+bt
|∇h(x)|2dx+ ε

∫

R2

|∇v(t, x)|2dx (t ≥ 0).

Remark 2.1 If we use the original idea due to Morawetz [18], we must solve more complicated
equation

−a2∆h(x)− (b2 − a2)∇div h(x) = u1(x) + V (x)u0(x),

and must treat the following function v(t, x) with its auxiliary function h(x) in place of (2.11):

v(t, x) := h(x) +

∫ t

0
u(s, x)dx.

However, in our new idea it suffices to solve the simple Poisson equation

−∆h(x) = u1(x) + V (x)u0(x),

and we just treat (2.11).

Proof of Lemma 2.6 It follows from the finite speed of propagation property for v(t, x), (2.16)
and the integration by parts that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

(u1(x) + V (x)u0(x)) · v(t, x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

|x|≤2L+bt
(u1(x) + V (x)u0(x)) · v(t, x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−

∫

|x|≤2L+bt
∆h(x) · v(t, x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

|x|≤2L+bt
∇h(x) · ∇v(t, x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2

∫

|x|≤2L+bt
|∇h(x)||∇v(t, x)|dx

7



≤ Cε

∫

|x|≤2L+bt
|∇h(x)|2dx+ ε

∫

|x|≤2L+bt
|∇v(t, x)|2dx

≤ Cε

∫

|x|≤2L+bt
|∇h(x)|2dx+ ε

∫

R2

|∇v(t, x)|2dx (2.17)

with some parameter ε > 0 and a constant Cε > 0 depending only on ε > 0, where one has just
used the facts that v(t, x) = 0, and |∇h(x)| < +∞ for |x| = 2L+ bt for the boundary integral.
Note that

∫

|x|≤2L+bt
|∇h(x)|2dx < +∞

for each t ≥ 0 because of h ∈ C2(R2,R2). These arguments imply the desired estimate.
�

Let us estimate the first term of the right hand side of Lemma 2.6 by using Lemma 2.5. For
this purpose we set

Ih :=

∫

|x|≤2L
|∇h(x)|2dx. (2.18)

First, we see that
∫

|x|≤2L+bt
|∇h(x)|2dx = Ih +

∫

2L≤|x|≤2L+bt
|∇h(x)|2dx. (2.19)

Thus, by using polar coordinates from Lemma 2.5 it follows that
∫

2L≤|x|≤2L+bt
|∇h(x)|2dx ≤ C2‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L1

∫

2L≤|x|≤2L+bt

1

|x|2
dx

= 2πC2‖u1 + V (·)u0‖
2
L1

∫ 2L+bt

2L

r

r2
dr = 2πC2‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L1 (log(2L+ bt)− log(2L))

≤ 2πC2‖u1 + V (·)u0‖
2
L1 log(2L+ bt) (t ≥ 0). (2.20)

Therefore, by (2.19) and (2.20) one has arrived at the crucial estimate:

Lemma 2.7 It holds that
∫

|x|≤2L+bt
|∇h(x)|2dx ≤ Ih + 2πC2‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L1 log(2L+ bt) (t ≥ 0).

Finally, let us estimate Ih in terms of the initial velocity u1 + V (·)u0. Note that generally it
holds that

∫

R2

|∇h(x)|2dx = +∞.

It is important to point out that the integral region of the quantity Ih is localized to |x| ≤ 2L
as is defined in (2.18). Of course, we know that its integral value of Ih is finite because of
h ∈ C2(R2,R2), but we will try to suppress it by a certain quantity of initial velocity from
above.

Thus, it follows from (2.14) and Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7 that

1

2

∫

R2

|vt(t, x)|
2dx+

(

a2

2
− ε

)
∫

R2

|∇v(t, x)|2dx+
(b2 − a2)

2

∫

R2

(div v(t, x))2dx

+

∫ t

0

∫

R2

V (x)|vs(s, x)|
2dxds ≤

1

2

∫

R2

|u0(x)|
2dx+CεIh +2πCεC

2‖u1 + V (·)u0‖
2
L1 log(2L+ bt).

(2.21)
For the quantity Ih one can get the following result.
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Lemma 2.8 It hods that

Ih =

∫

|x|≤2L
|∇h(x)|2dx ≤ CL‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L∞ , (t ≥ 0),

where CL > 0 is a constant depending on L > 0.

Proof.The check here is also initially performed when h(x) and the initial value uj (j = 0, 1) is
a real valued, as follows.

For an arbitrarily fixed x0 ∈ B2L(0), from the definition of h(x) in (2.15) one can easily
arrive at the intermediate estimate:

|∇h(x0)| ≤
1

2π

∫

R2

|u1(y) + V (y)u0(y)|

|x0 − y|
dy =

1

2π

∫

|y|≤L

|u1(y) + V (y)u0(y)|

|x0 − y|
dy

=
1

2π

∫

BL(x0)

|u1(x0 − z) + V (x0 − z)u0(x0 − z)|

|z|
dz

≤
‖u1 + V (·)u0‖L∞

2π

∫

BL(x0)

1

|z|
dz. (2.22)

It should be noticed that in the case of x0 ∈ B2L(0), we have BL(x0) ⊂ B4L(0) sufficiently.
Thus, we get

∫

BL(x0)

1

|z|
dz ≤

∫

B4L(0)

1

|z|
dz = 8πL. (2.23)

Put x0 back into x to get the following by (2.22) and (2.23).

|∇h(x)| ≤ 4L‖u1 + V (·)u0‖L∞ ∀x ∈ B2L(0).

Therefore, one can obtain the desired estimate with some constant CL > 0 depending only on L.
By a simple calculation, the exact same estimate holds for vector-valued h(x) and initial values
uj (j = 0, 1). �

By combining these estimates developed in (2.21) and Lemma 2.8, and by choosing ε > 0
small enough in (2.21), one can arrive at the crucial estimate because of vt = u. Note that at
this stage one must assume a > 0 necessarily.

Proposition 2.1 There exists a constant C > 0 depending on L > 0 such that
∫

R2

|u(t, x)|2dx+

∫ t

0

∫

R2

V (x)|u(s, x)|2dxds

≤ C
(

‖u0‖
2
L2 + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L∞ + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L1 log(2L+ bt)

)

for all t ≥ 0.

Remark 2.2 By the results from [12] for scalar valued wave equation with a = b and V (x) = 0,
it seems that the log-order growth rate obtained in Proposition 2.1 may be optimal in the two
dimensional case. Note that V (x) = 0 case can be admitted at this stage, that is, for the solution
w(t, x) satisfying

wtt − a2∆w − (b2 − a2)∇div w = 0, (t, x) ∈ (0,∞) ×R2, (2.24)

w(0, x) = u0(x), wt(0, x) = u1(x), x ∈ R2, (2.25)

it follows from the proof of Proposition 2.1 that
∫

R2

|w(t, x)|2dx ≤ C
(

‖u0‖
2
L2 + ‖u1‖

2
L∞ + ‖u1‖

2
L1 log(2L+ bt)

)

, (t ≫ 1)

with some constant C > 0. Incidentally, the discussion here is also directly related to the proof
of Theorem 1.2.
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Now, we use the assumption (1.4) (which means V (x) > 0). Indeed, it should be pointed
out that from (1.4) and (1.6) one has

∫ t

t0

∫

R2

V (x)|u(s, x)|2dxds =

∫ t

t0

∫

|x|≤L+bs
V (x)|u(s, x)|2dxds

≥ V0

∫ t

t0

∫

|x|≤L+bs
(1 + |x|)−1|u(s, x)|2dxds ≥ C∗

∫ t

t0

∫

R2

V0

1 + s
|u(s, x)|2dxds, t0 ≫ 1, (2.26)

where

C∗ :=
1

max{(1 + L), b}
.

Thus, the last term of (2.10) can be absorbed into the quantity

∫ t

t0

∫

R2

V (x)|u(s, x)|2dxds, so

that it follows from (2.10) and Proposition 2.1 that

f(t)Eu(t) + g(t)

∫

R2

(u(t, x) · ut(t, x))dx ≤ C(t0)

+max{
C2

2
,
C3

2
}C

(

‖u0‖
2
L2 + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L∞ + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L1 log(2L+ bt)

)

+
C1C

2V 2
0 C

∗

(

‖u0‖
2
L2 + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L∞ + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L1 log(2L+ bt)

)

(t ≥ t0).

This implies the following lemma.

Lemma 2.9 Undet the assumption as in Theorem 1.1 for t ≥ t0 ≫ 1 it holds that

f(t)Eu(t) + g(t)

∫

R2

(u(t, x) · ut(t, x))dx

≤ C(t0) + C∗∗
(

‖u0‖
2
L2 + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L∞ + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L1 log(2L+ bt)

)

with some universal constant C∗∗ > 0 depending only on V0, L, a and b.

Let us finalize the proof of Theorem 1.1.
Proof of Theorem 1.1 completed.First, by choosing t0 > 0 large enough, it follows from Propo-
sition 2.1 that

∫

R2

|u(t, x)|2dx ≤ C
(

‖u0‖
2
L2 + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L∞ + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L1

)

log(2L+ bt)

for all t ≥ t0. Set

A0 := C
(

‖u0‖
2
L2 + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L∞ + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L1

)

.

Then, from Lemma 2.9 and (1.3) one can get the estimate

f(t)Eu(t) ≤ 2g(t)

(
∫

R2

|u(t, x)|2dx

)1/2

Eu(t)
1/2

+C(t0) + C∗∗
(

‖u0‖
2
L2 + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L∞ + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L1 log(2L+ bt)

)

≤ 2g(t)Eu(t)
1/2A

1/2
0

√

log(2L+ bt) + C(t0)

+C∗∗
(

‖u0‖
2
L2 + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L∞ + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L1 log(2L+ bt)

)
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≤ 2
g(t)

√

f(t)

√

f(t)Eu(t)A
1/2
0

√

log(2L+ bt) + C(t0)

+C∗∗
(

‖u0‖
2
L2 + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L∞ + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L1 log(2L+ bt)

)

≤ 2A0
g(t)2

f(t)
log(2L+ bt) +

1

2
f(t)Eu(t) + C(t0)

+C∗∗
(

‖u0‖
2
L2 + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L∞ + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L1 log(2L+ bt)

)

,

which implies the following estimate:

1

2
f(t)Eu(t) ≤ 2A0

g(t)2

f(t)
log(2L+ bt) + C(t0)

+C∗∗
(

‖u0‖
2
L2 + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L∞ + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L1 log(2L+ bt)

)

,

so that one has the crucial estimate in terms of the functions f(t) and g(t):

Eu(t) ≤ 4A0
g(t)2

f(t)2
log(2L+ bt) + C∗∗ 2

f(t)
‖u0‖

2
L2 +

2C(t0)

f(t)

+C∗∗ 2

f(t)

(

‖u1 + V (·)u0‖
2
L∞ + ‖u1 + V (·)u0‖

2
L1 log(2L+ bt)

)

, (2.27)

for t ≥ t0 ≫ 1.
Based on the estimate (2.27) one can get the desired first estimate

Eu(t) = O(t−2 log t) (t → ∞),

in the case when V0 > 2b, by choosing f(t) = (1+ t)2 and g(t) = 1+ t (see (2.8)). Furthermore,

in case of b < V0 ≤ 2b, by taking f(t) = (1 + t)
V0

b
−δ and g(t) = V0−bδ

2b (1 + t)
V0

b
−1−δ (see (2.9))

one can get the ”decay” estimate

Eu(t) = O(t−
V0

b
+δ log t) (t → ∞)

for small δ > 0. These show the validity of our main theorem. Observe that the choice of
functions f(t) and g(t) depends on the cases under the Lamé coefficient b such that V0 > 2b or
b ≤ V0 ≤ 2b because these conditions are necessary to the proof of Lemma 2.4. �

Remark 2.3 See [4] for results when 0 < V0 ≤ b.
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