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THE GLASSEY CONJECTURE ON ASYMPTOTICALLY FLAT
MANIFOLDS

CHENGBO WANG

ABSTRACT. We verify the 3-dimensional Glassey conjecture on asymptotically
flat manifolds (R'*3, g), where the metric g is certain small space-time pertur-
bation of the flat metric, as well as the nontrapping asymptotically Euclidean
manifolds. Moreover, for radial asymptotically flat manifolds (R'*™, g) with
n > 3, we verify the Glassey conjecture in the radial case. High dimensional
wave equations with higher regularity are also discussed. The main idea is
to exploit local energy and KSS estimates with variable coefficients, together
with the weighted Sobolev estimates including trace estimates.

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this article is to study the long time existence of solutions for
the Cauchy problem of the nonlinear wave equations of the type

Ou = e1|ug|? + 2| Vyul?

on certain asymptotically flat manifolds, with small initial data.

In the 1980’s, Glassey made a conjecture that the critical exponent p for the
problem, posed on the Minkowski space-time, to admit global solutions with small,
smooth initial data with compact support is

2
pe=1+4_——

in [6] (see also Schaeffer [21], Rammaha [20]), where n is the spatial dimension. The
conjecture was verified for dimension n = 2, 3 for general data (Hidano and Tsutaya
[8] and Tzvetkov [29] independently, as well as the radial case in Sideris [22] for
n = 3). For higher dimension n > 4, when ¢; = 0 and ¢; > 0, the blow up results
(together with an explicit upper bound of the lifespan) for p < p. were obtained in
Zhou [32] (see also Zhou and Han [33] for problems with time-independent compact
metric perturbation). Recently, for the radial data, the existence results with sharp
lifespan for any p € (1,1 + 2/(n — 2)) was proved in Hidano, Yokoyama and the
author [10] (see also Fang and the author [5] for the critical case n = 2 and p = 3),
which particularly proved the Glassey conjecture in the radial case.

In this paper, we prove analogs of the results on the Glassey conjecture of [§],
[29] and [10], on certain asymptotically flat manifolds. One of the main ingredients
in the proof is the local energy estimates with variable coefficients of Metcalfe and
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Sogge [16] and Hidano, Yokoyama and the author [9]. The local energy estimates
first appeared in Morawetz [19] and subsequently in many works, see e.g. [27, 14, 23,
12, 26, 11, 16] and references therein. Such estimates are known to be fairly robust
and variants for metric perturbations were proved ine.g. [3, 1, 16,17, 2, 24,9, 10, 15]
and references therein. Another key ingredient is the weighted Sobolev estimates,
including the trace estimates. Together with the local energy estimates, such kind
of estimates have been proved to be very useful, see e.g. [13, 12, 16, 7, 4, 15].

Let us begin with the space-time manifolds we will work on. As usual, we use
(2%, 21, J2™) = (t,x) to denote points in R**" and 9, = 9/0x® as partial
derivatives, with the abbreviations d = (9y, 01, - ,0n) = (0, V). We consider the
asymptotically flat Lorentzian manifolds (R'*", g) with

9= gop(t, ) dz® dz’ = Z Gop(t, ) dz® dz’.
a,B=0

Here, we have used the convention that Greek indices «, 3, v range from 0 to n and
Latin indices 4, j, k from 1 to n. We will also use a, b, ¢ to denote multi-indices.
Moreover, the Einstein summation convention will be performed over repeated in-
dices.

We will consider two types of manifolds. The first one is small, time-dependent,
asymptotically flat perturbation of the Minkowski metric. More precisely, with
Euclidean radius r = /|z|2, we assume gop € C°(R'™) and, for some fixed
p1 >0, p2>1and 6 <1,

(H1) g=m+g(t,r)+g2(t, x),

where (mqg) = Diag(l,—1,-1,---,—1) is the standard Minkowski metric, (z) =
V14 |z)?

(Hll) |8gmgiﬁaﬁ|§a5<x>i‘a‘ipia7; = 15 27/’ = min(ﬂl, P2 — 1)5 P1 < P2,

and moreover, we assume the first perturbation g; is radial. By radial metric,
we mean that, when writing out the metric g, with go = 0, in polar coordinates
(t,z) = (t,rw) with w € S"~1, we have

m~+ g1(t,r) = goo(t, r)dt2 + 2§01 (¢, r)dtdr + g11 (¢, T)dr2 + gaa(t, T)r2dw2 .

In this form, the assumption (H1.1) for g1 on asymptotically flatness is equivalent
to the following requirement

(H1.2) 10f 2 (goo — 1, g11 + 1, g2 + 1, §o1)| S, 0 () ~lal=r.
An example of such metric can be

Jap = Map + 6(x)"" + 6¢(t/{x))(z)""

with ¢ € C§°(R). Here, and in what follows, we use ASB to stand for A < CB
where the constant C' may change from line to line. When ¢ > 0 is small enough,
it is clear that the metric g is a nontrapping perturbation. Notice that the form of
the metrics mimic to that in Tataru [28] and Metcalfe, Tataru and Tohaneanu [18],
and g1 could be long range perturbation. Also, the metric models the black hole
metrics occurring in mathematical relativity, near spatial infinity. For example,
for large enough radius r, Schwarzschild metric is radial metric (H1) with p; = 1,
and Kerr metric is a metric (H1) with p; = 1 and p2 = 2. The separation of the
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radial part from the general non-radial metric is crucial in many problems, see e.g.
[28, 18, 15].

We will also consider nontrapping asymptotically Euclidean manifolds. That is,
we assume that
(H2) g =m+ g1(r) + g2(x), g is nontrapping,

where we suppose g; and g are of the form g;dz? dz®,

(H2.1) Vg3 k| S () 7191771 i = 1,2, p = min(p1, p2 — 1), p1 < p2

and as (H1.2), we assume the first perturbation g; is radial.
With |g| = (—1)" det(gap), the d’Alembertian operator associated with g is given

by
-1
0o =Vl 0a9°"\/18]0s.

where (g#(t,z)) denotes the inverse matrix of (gas(t, x)).
Let n > 3, p > 1, we consider initial value problems for the following nonlinear

wave equations,
(1.1) { Oyt = 335 Ga(1)|0aul” = Fy(u), @ €R”
w(0,z) = f(z), 0u(0,z) = g(z) ,
for given smooth functions a,, as well as the radial problems (with g2 = 0)
(12) { D=l s ¥ = Gy = <3
u(0,2) = f(z),0u(0,2) = g(z) ,
for constants ¢y, co. We will study the long time existence of such problems with
small enough initial data, according to certain norm.

Before stating our results, let us give some more notations. At first, the vector
fields to be used will be labeled as

Y =1, Yomen,2) = (V,Q)
with rotational vector fields
Qij :xiaj—xjai,1§i<j§n .

For fixed T' > 0, the space-time norm L%L? is simply L{([0,77], L7 (R™)). In the
case of T = oo, we use L{L" to denote L{([0,0), L. (R™)). As usual, we use |- || g,
to denote the energy norm of order m > 0,

(1.3) lule = llull gy = 10ullpgrz s lullp, = D 1Y ule -
la|<m

We will use || - [|Lg to denote the (strong) local energy norm

(1.4) lullLe = ||ullg + H8u||l;1/z(L%L§) + ||r71u||l;1/z(L§L§),

where we write
lligay = (8 (@)ult, 2)) iz ),

for a partition of unity subordinate to the dyadic (spatial) annuli, >, ¢3(x) = 1.
The local energy includes the energy norm and could control the KSS norm, see
Lemma 3.4. On the basis of the local energy norm, we can similarly define ||u| .z, ,
and the dual norm LE* = [1/?L2L2.

In proving the radial Glassey conjecture, we need to obtain stronger control on
the local information, in contrast to the local energy norm (1.4). For this purpose,
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we introduce a modified local energy norm, mimicking that occurred in Hidano and
Yokoyama [11] (see also [9]),

(15) s = |25 ) o + loullpzrz

e

LLZ LLZ

with © € (0,1/2) and g/ > u to be specified. On the basis of E\E, we can similarly
define

lullzs, = > IVulle, [IFlgg = Ir 27 ) Fllrage -
la|<m
Here, we do not use the vector field €2, since we will only apply such norms in the
radial problems.
We can now state our main results. The first result is about the problem (1.1)
with general data, which verifies the 3-dimensional Glassey conjecture on asymp-
totically flat manifolds and nontrapping asymptotically Euclidean manifolds.

Theorem 1.1. Consider the problem (1.1) on the manifold (R'T3 g) satisfying
(H1) or (H2) with p = min(p1,p2 — 1) > 0. Let p > 2, there exist small positive
constants g and gy, such that the Cauchy problem with 6 < dy has a unique global
solution u € C([0,00); H3(R?)) N C1([0,00); H2(R3)) when the initial data satisfy

(1.6) Z 10Y “u(0)|| 2rsy = € < €0, [|u(0)|lL2ms) < 00 .

la[<2

~

Moreover, it satisfies ||ullLe, S¢.

As a byproduct, provided that the nonlinearity is sufficient smooth, we can
also deal with the case p > 2 and n > 3, which generalizes the works for p = 2
on asymptotically Euclidean manifolds (H2) (with g = 0) in Bony and Héafner
[2], Sogge and the author [24]. For small asymptotically flat manifolds (H1) (with
g1 = 0) and p = 2, the almost global existence and global existence for the solutions
was essentially proved even for the quasilinear problems, in Yu and the author [31].
Notice also that we have improved the condition on the regularity. For simplicity,
we only consider the case of constant coefficients (aq(u) = aq).

Theorem 1.2. Letn >3, p > 2, m = [242], p > m or p € N and F,(u) smooth
in Ou (e.g. p=2 and Fy(u) = |0ul?, p = 3 and F,(u) = |0u|*0yu). Consider the
problem (1.1) with an(u) = as on the manifold (R'T" g) satisfying (H1) or (H2)
with p = min(p1, p2 — 1) > 0. Then there exist small positive constants 9 and d,
such that for any data

(1.7) > 1Y w(0)]| 2@y = £ < g0, [[u(0)]|2(@n) < o0,

jal<m
the Cauchy problem with § < 8o has a unique global solution u € C([0, Ty); H™ 1 (R™))N
CL([0,T,); H™(R™)) with ||u||1E,, Se. Here T, = oo, except for the case n =3 and

p =2, where T\, = exp(c/e) for some constant ¢ > 0.

Turning to the problem (1.2) with radial data, we can prove the long time ex-
istence of the radial solutions, in spirit of [10]. To simplify the exposition, we will
only prove a weaker version of the global existence theorem, comparing that in
[10]. Tt is not hard to see that our proof could be adapted to prove the same set of
Theorems 1.1-1.3 (with n > 3) in [10], by noticing Lemma 3.8 and using

Az = [[0Vu(0)]| 2gny + 6[0u(0)] 2 -
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We leave the details to the reader.

We shall use H[7; to denote the space of spherically symmetric functions in
the usual Sobolev space H™. We have the following global existence theorem for
p > p. and n > 3, which can be viewed as a positive solution for the radial Glassey
conjecture in the setting of asymptotically flat manifolds.

Theorem 1.3. Letn >3 and 1+ 2/(n—1) <p <1+ 2/(n—2). Consider the
problem (1.2) with initial data (f,g) € H2 4 x HL ;, posed on the manifold (R*™™, g)

satisfying (H1) with go = 0 and p > 0. Then there exist constants €g,d0 > 0, such
that if

0u(0)|| g1 =€ <eg, 0 <o,

then we have a unique global solution u to (1.2) satisfying

u € C([0,00); Ha (R™)) N C([0,00); Hipg (R™))

rad

1 n-—-2 p—1

lullzg,Seon=5-——-1, '=—F.

In Theorem 1.3, the technical restriction p < 1+ 2/(n — 2) is partly due to
the regularity, since we are assuming H? regularity of the data, while the critical
scaling regularity for the problem is s, = n/24+1—1/(p—1), and s. < 2 if and only
if p<1+2/(n—2). We could expect to obtain more general results if we relax
the regularity assumption. However, we could not expect to completely overcome
this difficulty just by increasing the regularity, due to the limited regularity of the
nonlinearity (noticing that 1 +2/(n —2) < 2 for n > 4 and so |z|'+2/("=2) ¢ C?),
Because of this, current technology can only be adapted for some specific situations.

Theorem 1.4. Let n > 4 be even numbers and p > n/2. Consider the problem
(1.2), posed on the manifold (R**t", g) satisfying (H1) with g2 = 0 and p > 0. When
(u(0), Dyu(0)) € HZT 5 g2

rad rad 7
10w(0) || grn/2 = & < 1,[|0u(0)[| L <1
and § < 1, we have global existence and uniqueness of the radial solutions for (1.2)
in C([0, 00); Hn/d2+1) N CH([0, 0); Hn/2) with the property

re rad
u 1 n—1{p-1) -1
> lulppse =, = DEZD L

la|<n/2

In addition, forn =5 and p € [2,3), we have a similar result in C([0,00); HS ;) N
C'([0,00); H2 ), for small H2  x H? | data (without the boundedness assumption

on 9u(0)), with j1= 33 and 1 = 3(p— 1).

Remark 1. Comparing Theorems 1.3, 1.4 and 1.2 applied to radial solutions, we
see that we could prove global existence of radial solutions for p > 14 2/(n — 1),
except the case p € [5/3,2) forn=5and p € [1 +2/(n—2),[(n+1)/2]) for n > 6.
As we have mentioned, it is mainly due to the limited regularity of the nonlinearity.
It will be interesting to fill this gap. By exploiting Strichartz estimates, one may
shrink the gap further. However, it seems that the known Strichartz estimates for
Oy have more restriction on the assumption of the metric than (H1) (for example,
an additional requirement |g;(¢,7)|<ér* for some p > 0 may be required, see e.g.
Metcalfe and Tataru [17] and references therein).
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Remark 2. One may ask if we can prove similar results as Theorem 1.3 on nontrap-
ping asymptotically Euclidean manifolds, as in [2], [24] and [30] for other related
problems. However, it seems to us that the current available local energy estimates
are not enough to control all of the required local information.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we give several Sobolev
type estimates, including the trace estimates. In Section 3, we give various forms
of the local energy estimates and KSS estimates for [y satistying (H1) or (H2),
together with the higher order estimates. The remaining sections are devoted to
the proof of the Theorems.

2. SOBOLEV-TYPE ESTIMATES

In this section, we give several Sobolev type estimates, including the trace esti-
mates. At first, let us recall the trace estimates (see (1.3), (1.7) in Fang and the
author [4] and references therein)

Lemma 2.1 (Trace estimates). Letn > 2 and 1/2 < s <n/2, then
(2.1) 12wl pe 2 S llull e 1D 2 ull oo ra Sl
in particular, for radial functions,

(2.2) 1275 () = 2 e S

s .
H!‘dd

We will also need the following variant of the Sobolev embeddings.

Lemma 2.2. Let n > 2. For any m € R and k > n/2 — n/q with q € [2,0), we

have
(2.3) () (=D DE ooy S 1) ™Y “ul| L2y
la|<k
Moreover, we have
(2.4) () D2HEy| oem) S Z [(r)™Y “ul| 2(@ny
la|<[(n+2)/2]

where [k] stands for the integer part of k.

Proof. We employ a similar proof of related estimates as in Lemma 3.1 of
Lindblad, Metcalfe, Sogge, Tohaneanu and the author [15]. For ¢ < oo, by Sobolev’s
lemma H* C L9 on R x S"~!, we have for each j > 0 the uniform bounds

J+2 1 J+3
/ / [v|? dwdr "< / / Y *v|? dwdr)
§n—1 I I k j §n—1

[0ll 22 regeraay S 37 TREETYD N1V 2 e gra-
lal <k

Hence,

Or more generally, for any m € R,

[Pt DO Do || o e ray S D IP™Y 0l zrers ja)-

la| <k



GLASSEY CONJECTURE ON MANIFOLDS 7

The factor j~(»~1(1/2-1/9) on the right comes from the fact that the volume element
for R™ is 7"~ tdrdw. Recalling that the Sobolev’s lemma on R™ also gives us

||<7“>m+("_1)(1/2_1/Q)UHLg(re[o,l]) S Z [[(r)™Y “vl| L2 (refo,2))-
lal<k

The above two inequalities together imply (2.3) if we [9-sum over j > 0 using the
Minkowski integral inequality. A direct modification of the proof yields the case
q = 00, (2.4), which completes the proof. ]

In the last section, we will also need the weighted Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev
inequalities (Stein and Weiss [25]). Here, we just record a particular case which we
will use.

Lemma 2.3. Letn > 2. For any k € (0,n) and o € (—n/2,n/2 — k), we have

—a— —a k
(2.5) 7= ul| 2@y SlIr =V =Aul| 2y -
In particular, when k = 2l with l € Z4, we have
(2.6) 7= ul| L2 ) Sl (= A) ull L2y -

3. LOCAL ENERGY ESTIMATES

In this section, we collect the required local energy estimates for [y, together
with the higher order estimates.

3.1. Local energy estimates.

3.1.1. Asymptotically flat manifolds.

Lemma 3.1. Let n > 3 and consider the linear problem Ugu = F' on the manifold
(RY**7 q) satisfying (H1) with p = min(p1, po—1) > 0. Then there exists a constant
0o, such that for any § < &g, we have the following local energy estimates,

(3.1) lullLeSNOuO)zz + 1 FllLptrire -

This result was essentially proved in Section 2 of [9] and [16], see also Lemma
3.2 of [10] and [31]. Here, let us record one version of the local energy estimates,
which are consequences of the classical positive commutator method (also known
as Friedrichs’ abc method).

Lemma 3.2. Let f = f(r) be any fived differential function. For any solution
u € C™([0,T], C§°(R™)) to the equation

(3.2) (02 — A4 hoB(t, £)0,0p)u = F
in St = [0,T] x R™ with h*? = hbe, Y 0<a.f<n |h*B| < 1/2 and n > 3, we have

(3.3) QMM:/lﬁ(&+2§%u@ﬁ—/‘wmjmg,
St T n

St
where P° = f(m + h)%dsu (ar + n2—_rl) U,

2=l WP 0+ o =1 (£)e,
r

(3.4) Qo +f

2 2 4
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and

Q = Q0+<

!
garhaﬁ + %ha6> Daudsu — fO,WP0,udgu — hiﬂg Piudsu

. -1 , !
—wihP 10, udpu — nT (wihl'@ (i) + i(’%h””) udpu
r r
with w; = ' /r, Giu = Oju — w;Opu, |Vu|* = |Vul? — [0,ul?.

This is essentially coming from multiplying f(r) (9, + "Q—_Tl) u to the wave equa-
tion and a tedious calculation of integration by parts. See e.g. [16] P200 (5.4).
Similar to the energy estimates, Lemma 3.2 is robust enough for us to obtain many
interesting and useful estimates, particularly local energy and KSS estimates.

Typically, f is chosen to be differential functions satisfying
(3.5) fr2f>rf'(r) 20,-A(f/r) 2 0,
which ensure that Q¢ is positive semidefinite. In literatures, the typical choices
including f =1 [19], 1 — (3 +7)7° (§ > 0) [27], 7/(R + ) [26, 16], (r/(R + r))?*
(€ (0,1/2), [9, 10]). |

With the help of Lemma 3.2 with f; = r/(2? + ) and j > 0, and the classical
energy estimates, we can give the proof of Lemma 3.1.

At first, we notice that

(3.6) Og = 0+ (¢*° — m*?)8,05 + 110 ,

here, and in what follows, we use r,, to denote functions such that
|0 7 (8, )| < Cad(r)=P=m=lal

Then the equation Ugu = F' is equivalent to

(3.7) Ou + (9%° — m*?)0,0pu = F —r0u=G .

With f; = r/(R+r) and R > 1, through a direct calculation, it is easy to check
from (3.4) that Qo is comparable to

R R+r R+r |u|?
3.8) ——— ||9yul® + [Opul? 241 -3 :
B8) e |10 + 10+ T+ (14 -3y )
By restricting the integral region to {r < R}, we get
1 2
/ = (|6u|2 + M) dzdt< Qodxdt .
spofr<ry 1t rR Sr

Together with Hardy’s inequality and a cutoff argument® for the part {r < 1}, i.e.,

lu/rll2(r<ry < llQ(r)u/rllLz SIV(S(r)u)|lz Sllullpza<r<oy + 10Ul L2 (r<2)s
for some smooth cutoff function ¢, we see that
lul|7zSsup [ Qodadt .
R>1Js,

Recalling (H1.1) and (3.12), we could control the error terms [(Q — Qo)dxdt by
||lull? ; (independent of R > 1), which yields

ull2 5< sup / Qdadt |
Rr>1Jsy

1The author learned this simple but clever argument from Jason Metcalfe.
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for small enough 4.
Applying Lemma 3.2 and the standard energy inequality to the equation (3.7),
we could now obtain

(3.9) lull LeSOwO) 2 + Gl Lz 4 e~ -
Since p > 0, we know that
[710ul|Le-So|ull e -

This completes the proof of (3.1), in view of (3.9) and smallness of 4.

3.1.2. Nontrapping asymptotically Euclidean manifolds.

Lemma 3.3. Let n > 3 and consider the linear problem Ugu = F' on the manifold
(RY**7 . q) satisfying (H2) with p = min(py,p2 — 1) > 0. Then for any positive
constant p > 0, we have the following local energy estimates,

(3.10) ull Sl 0u0) ez + 1P 1y sy g

Proof. Tt is essentially proved in Sogge and the author [24], where the authors
used a cutoff argument to prove KSS estimates based on a weaker version of the
local energy estimates of Bony and Héfner [2], which states that for any pu > 0,

(311) Hau”lgl/Q*“L%Lg + ”u”l;?’/Q*“L%Lgrg#”au(O)HLfE + ||FHL%L§+Z;/2+“L$L§ :

We need only to adapt that proof and notice that we could apply Lemma 3.1 for
the part near spatial infinity. We leave the details to the reader. Here, it may be
interesting to point out that, such an argument could yield (3.10) for any u > 0
from (3.11) with certain po > 0. [ |

Remark 3. As is clear from the proof, we do not need the radial assumption for g1,
in Lemmas 3.1, 3.3 and 3.6. The radial assumption will be required, however, for
the higher order estimates in Lemma 3.5, 3.7.

3.1.3. KSS estimates. To prove almost global or long time existence, one may ex-
ploit the KSS estimates (see e.g. [12, 16]). It is known that the KSS estimates
are essentially contained in the local energy estimates (for |x| < 2+ T') and energy
estimates (for |z| > 2 4 T'), for which we record as the following lemma. One may
consult [16] for the proof.

Lemma 3.4. For any p1 > 0, po € [0,1/2), there are positive constants Cy,, C,,
and C, independent of T > 0, such that

(3'12) ||au”l;1/27“1(L2TL§) + Hr_lu”lglmﬂ‘l(L%Lg) < Cm HUHLE([O,T]XR") )

(313) ||8u|\l;1/2(L2TL§) + ||T‘71’U/||l271/2(L%‘L§) S C(ln(2 + T))I/QHU|‘LE([07T]XRn) N

(3.14) Haqu;M(L%Lg) + HT71U||12*“2(L2TL§) <02+ T)1/27#HUHLE([O,T]x]R”) .
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3.1.4. higher order estimates.

Lemma 3.5. Let n > 3 and consider the linear problem Ugu = I on the manifold
(RY**7 g) satisfying (H1) or (H2), with p = min(p1,pa — 1) > 0. Then for small
enough 6 (in the case of (H1)), and for any positive constant p > 0, we have the
following higher order local energy estimates,

(315)  fulesS 3 10V w2 + 1Y Fl e reon s -

la|<k

Proof. The estimates for the asymptotically Euclidean manifolds are essentially
contained in [2, 24], based on Lemma 3.3. Here, we give only the proof for the
asymptotically flat manifolds (H1), in a manner similar to that of [2, 24], by induc-
tion. In this case, let us prove a stronger result

(3.16) lullee, S D 10V u(0)l|zz + 1Y Fllrize 4 e -
la|<k

At first, Lemma 3.1 tells us that it is true for £ = 0. Assuming it is true for some
m > 0, then since Ogu = F and (H1), we have

(3.17) OgYu = [0y, Y|u+YF = 1M 0%u+rdu+YF = roVu+rdu+YF+r F |

where we have used the facts that 9?u = Au + rgdVu + F + roF and the radial
part of the metric has no effect in the commutator with rotational vector fields €.
Applying (3.16) to Yu with & = m and noticing (3.17), we see that ||Yu||Lg,, can
be controlled by

S D (oY Yu(0,-)lee + Y OYull iz 4 p-)

la|<m

S Z (10Y *Yu(0,-)[[z2 + [[Y*(r10Vu + r20u + Y F + 11 F)|[ L1124 L)
la|<m

S U0V u(0, )2 + 1Y Flloiresre) + Y, IV (r10Vu+rs0u)||is- -
la]<m-+1 la|<k—1

Recall that
Y4 (r10Vu) = 1Y *Vu + Z r0Y u
1b/<lal
Y (ro0u) = rodY *u + Z redY |
[b]<]|a|

since p > 0, it is easy to see that

S Y rioVu+ raou) e S Y Im0Y uliee <o > 1Y ullie

la]<m la|<m+1 la|<m+1

which completes the proof of (3.16), for small enough 4. [ ]
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3.2. Local energy estimates, version 2. In this subsection, for asymptotically
flat manifolds, we will prove another version of the local energy estimates, which
gives better control on the local part.

Lemma 3.6 (Local energy estimates). Let n > 3 and consider the linear problem
Ogu = F on the manifold (R, g) satisfying (H1) with p = min(p1, p2 — 1) > 0.
Then for any p € (0,1/2), p/ — p € (0, p/2], and small enough 6 > 0,

(3.18) el <1000, 2z + [Dgull 2 5

Proof. This result has essentially been proved in Lemma 2.2 of [9], using mul-
tipliers with f; = /(27 +r) (j > 1) and fo = (r/(1 +7))* (u € (0,1/2)). Here,
we use a single multiplier? to give an alternative proof of the required local energy
estimates.

The proof proceeds as that of Lemma 3.1 and we need only to point out the
differences here. For p € (0,1/2), ¢/ > p, we set

(3.19) Fr) = (317~)2# (1—(3+7°) 2 m) ,

Through a direct calculation, it is easy to check from (3.4) that Qg is comparable
to
(3.20)

P2 ) (Dl + 10l + ()20 Tl 4 (1 (n = 3)(r) 20 )2

which controls the integrand in the local energy norm. Applying Lemma 3.2 and
the standard energy inequality to the equation (3.7), we obtain

(3:21) lullzz<l0w(O) 2 + Gl ey 5

Since 24’ < p + 2u, we have

[[71.0ul]

LE"~
and this completes the proof of (3.18), for small enough . ]

To prove the radial Glassey conjecture, we need to obtain higher order local
energy estimates involving the vector fields.

Lemma 3.7. Under the same assumption of Lemma 3.6, we have the higher order
local energy estimates for solutions to Ugu = F' with order m > 0:

(3.22) lullzz, <C > (10V°u(©,) 2z + IVFll 2 75) -
la]<m
In addition, we have
(3.23) Yo 10%ullzg <€ Y (100%u(0, )z + 10 F Il 1y s 75) -
la]<m la]<m

The proof is basically the same as that of Lemma 3.5 and we omit the details
here.

2The idea of constructing one multiplier is inspired by the discussion with Hans Lindblad when
the author was working on [15].
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3.2.1. Higher order local energy estimates. Here, we record an alternative higher
order local energy estimates, which shall be sufficient for us to adapt the current
proof to obtain the same set of Theorems in [10], for n > 3.

Lemma 3.8. Under the same assumption of Lemma 3.6, we have the higher order
local energy estimates for solutions to Ogu = F':

(3.24) IVul zzSI0Vu(0, )iz + IVFl gz + IrFllggs + redeull g5 -

In particular, letting ||ullg, = [IVullg + dl|lul|g and LE,, ZE; by similar fashion,
we have

(3.25) lullzz, SNOVL(0, )l Lz + 6[10u(0, )|z + [ Fllzz; -

Proof. Since Ogu = F and (H1), we have

(3.26) OgVu = [y, Vlu+VF = 10*u+r20u+VF = rdVu+rdu+VE+r F |

where we have used the fact that 0?u = Au + rgdVu + F + roF. Notice that
[[ri0Vu 4+ roVu|| 72+ < C5HVU||Z‘E ,

LE
we see that, by applying Lemma 3.6,

IVullzz < 10V(O, )z + 10Vl 75

~

S N0Vu(0,)llez +6lIVullzz + IVFll gz + I Fligg: + lr2dvul gz

~

which gives us (3.24). For (3.25), since [|ro0sul|7+ < C6||ul 5, we need only to
combine (3.18) with (3.24). [ |

4. GLASSEY CONJECTURE WITH DIMENSION 3

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.1, mainly based on Lemmas 2.2 and 3.5,
for given f and g such that (1.6) is satisfied.
As usual, we shall use iteration to give the proof. We set ug = 0 and recursively
define ugy1 be the solution to the linear equation
Dguk+1 = Fp(uk)a ’U,(O, :E) = f(x)v 815“(07 :E) = g(I)

Boundedness: By the smallness condition (1.6) on the data, it follows from
Lemma 3.5 that there is a universal constant C so that

(4.1) lurllLe, < Cie, JurallLe, < Cre+Cr Y IV Fy(ug)ll e
la|<2

We shall argue inductively to prove that

(42) uk+1llLe, < 2Che.

By the above, it suffices to show

(4.3) SV Bl <<
la|<2

for any u with |ul|Lg, < 2C1e < 1.
Notice that there exist smooth functions b;, 1 < i <5, such that

YE2F,(u) = by(w)|ou|P Y S20u 4 by(u)|0uP~2(YS0u)?
+b3(u) [ OulP Y uY =1 0u + by(u)|0ulPY uY u 4 bs(u)|0ulPY u .
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By Lemma 2.2,

u
(4.4 ouIE 1y,
(r)
Moreover, since u(0) € L2 and dyu € L L2
ensures that

(4.5) lu®)llzz < ClIVullLz + ClIVZullz2 < Cllullz, -

we have u(t) € L2 for any ¢, which

T

Here, the constant C' is independent of the L? norm of u(¢). By the boundedness
of u, smoothness of b; and (4.4), we see that

YV=2F, (u) [<[0ulP (Y =20u] + [Y=2ul/{r)) + 0ul"2[Y =1 0ul* .

The first term can be dealt with as follows, by (4.4), Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 3.4
with 1 = (p —2)/2,

[oul"= ([Y=20ul + Y =2ul /() 1 12

Y=

S 1 oulEZ e 1(r) P 20u]| L2 oo I (r) =D/ <|Y<23 |+ | = >u|> lzzr2

S i, -

Similarly, for the second term, we get

HoulP Y =1 ouPll e S 1(rOulf2 < ll(r) P~ 22Y =107, 4

S Nl 2l )~ P22 RY S20u3,
< IIUIlLE2 :

In conclusion, we see that there exists a constant C'y such that

(4.6) DIV F )iz < Collullfp, < Ca(2C1e)? <&

la|<2

for ¢ < gp with
OQ(ZCl)pEg S 1.

This finishes the proof of (4.3) and so is the uniform boundedness (4.2).
Convergence of the sequence {uy}: Notice that

Fy(u Zaa (|0u|? — |0|P) + |0v|P (an (1) — aa(v)) .
Let g9 > 0 be such that 2C4e9 < 1. Since a,, are smooth functions, it is clear from
(4.5), (4.2) that
|aa(u) — aa(v)|Slu — v, aa(u)|S1, Vu,v € {uk}.

Based on this observation, (4.4) and the fact p > 2, together with Lemma 2.2 and
Lemma 3.4 with g1 = (p — 2)/2, we see that

[1Fp(u) = Fp o)Ly 22

I(10ul +10v)P~H(|0(w = v)| + |u = vl /()| i 2

(IKroull Lo e + )0l g o)~

() 2= P=220u| a e + [1(r) /207D 200] 2 e ) Ju — vl

< (lullze, + lollze.)" " u = vllze

S
S
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that is, there exists a constant C3 such that for any u,v € {u},

[ Fp(u) = Fp()llpiz2 < Ca(llullpm, + [vllom)?  u—vlle < lu—vle/(2C1) ,

1
lursr = welle < Cill Fp(ur) = Fp(ur—1)lliyrz < 5llue — un-1llze
provided that € < ey with
20103(401)10—188_1 S 1.

Together with the uniform boundedness (4.2), we find an unique global solution
w € L H3 N LipH? with ||ul| g, < 2Cie.

Regularity of the solution: To complete the proof, it remains to prove the regu-
larity of the solution u € CtH*NC} H?. Since L H? N LipsH*> C CtH?>NCLH?, it
suffices to prove Ou € CyH?. For any t; > to > 0, we set w be the solution to the
homogeneous wave equation

Dgw = Oa w(to) = U(to), 8tw(t0) = 8tu(t0) )
and so
Og(u —w) = Fy(u), (u—w)(to) = 0,0 (u —w)(to) =0,
It is well-known that w € C;H* N C} H2. Now, by Lemma 3.5,
[u(ti) —uto)lle. < [ult) —w(t)|e, + [[w(ts) — u(to)| e

< D IR i onizz) +olts — to) -

la]<2
Since Y*Fy(u) € Li L7 (see (4.6)), it is clear that [|[Y*Fy, (u) 13 (j19,0,]:22) = 0(t1 —t0)
and so is ||u(t1) — u(to)|| gy, which completes the proof of the regularity.

5. HIGH DIMENSIONAL WAVE EQUATIONS

In this section, for high dimensional wave equations, we will prove Theorem 1.2,
based on Lemmas 2.2 and 3.5, for given f and g such that (1.7) is satisfied.

We will proceed as in Section 4 to give the proof and we give only the proof of
the uniform boundedness of the iteration series uy.

Based on (4.1), we shall argue inductively to prove that

(5.1) luks1llLe,, <2Cie,

for which it suffices to show
(5.2) S IV R W)l <e,
la|<m

for any u with |lul|g,, <2Cie <1.
We are assuming a,(u) = aq, and so |[Y="F,(u)| is controlled by terms of the
following form

j
(5.3) |Ou|PITE_, |V 0u| ,1 < a; < a1, Zai <m.

i=1
Here, we have abused the notation a; with the order |a;|. We will consider two
cases separately: 1) j <1, 2) j > 2.
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Case 1), j < 1. In this case, by Lemma 2.2, we see that
NoulP =Y ="dul 1z < ()" 20ully () 2 DDAy o o
x|[{r >_(n_1)(p_1)/4ygmau||Lng
< Y= aullR, | (DD Ay Sy,

Case 2) j > 2. Since a; > 1 and > a; < m, we get a; € [1,[n/2]] and
ci=m—a; €[1,[n/2]].
Fix ¢; € (0,¢;), such that

(5.4) Zez_ SG-D+) i

Notice that it is possible since

——]—1 —I—ch— —(—-1 —|—m]—Zal_]—1

We can define p; € (2, 00) through

1 1
Here, we notice that (5.4) ensures that Y 1/p; = 1/2.
Now, we set d; = (n — 1)(p — j)/(24) + (n — 1)(1/2 — 1/p;) for i < j, and
= —>7"1d;. Then

dj — (n=1)(p—35)/(2) = (n =1)(1/2=1/pj) = —=(n = 1)(p - 1)/2 .

Applying Lemma 2.2 and Hélder’s inequality, we could control |||Ou|P~7 nglyai Oul[ 12
as follows

)>0.

MI:

IN

||<r> n—1) /23U||LaoLoo 3,'*12||<r>di*("*1)(1”*j)/(2j)Y“i8u||L?oL5i

ol e I L M
x||(r) = (=D =)/ @)+ -De=D/Ayasgy|| ,

S VSOl T () 02 0y

><||<’I”>(n 1)(1/2— 1/17]'—1)_("_1)(17_1)/4}/%'*18u||L2 Pj_1

x| <,«>(n71)(1/271/pj)*(nfl)(pfl)/4yaj 3u||L?LZ].

A

IY="0ull] 2, TEZE Y =" 0ul e 2

x||(r)~ (DD /4y<m8u||L2L2

S Y SToul s 1) e Y S0 2,
In summary, we have proved that

1Y =" Fy (u)l| g 2 SIY =" 0ul|f 2 | (r) =D E=DAY <" gu| 2, .

When p > 1+ 2/(n—1), by Lemma 3.4 with gy = (n —1)(p —1)/4—1/2 > 0, it
is controlled by |[ull;z and so is (5.2), with small enough e. For the remaining
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situation, that is n = 3 and p = 2, we have (n—1)(p —2)/4 = 1/2, and we get from
(3.13) in Lemma 3.4 that
Y ="Fp ()l 112 Sn(2 + D)uli g,

which yields (5.2), for T' < exp(c/e) with small enough ¢ and c.

6. RADIAL GLASSEY CONJECTURE

In this section, we give the proof for Theorem 1.3, by using Lemma 2.1 and
Lemma 3.7.
We set ug = 0 and recursively define ug41 to be the solution to the linear equation

(6.1) Ogupt1 = c1|Opur|P + co|Vug|? = Gp(ur), u(0,z) = f,0u(0,z) = g.
As in Section 5, we give only the proof of the uniform boundedness of the iteration
series uy, with respect to LE1, which could be reduced to the proof of

(6.2) lullzs, <2Cie = [|Gp(u)llzp: <€

by Lemma 3.7 with m = 1.

Recall from (2.2) in Lemma 2.1 with s = 1, we have for radial functions u (see
e.g. [10] Lemma 2.4),

(6.3) [P =22 () 2 0ul| oo S22 (1) 2 0w oo 12 SV Oul| 2
So
1Gp ()l < [Pt/ 2 () = G (w) | Lo

|72 1 () | OulP VS Qu| e e

<
< ||T(n72)/2<r>1/23u||1£%i||,«1/27uf(n72)(p*1)/2<T>u/f(pfl)/2v§13u||L2L2
<

el e,
provided that 1/2 —pu—(n—2)(p—1)/2> -1/24pu, 1/2—p—(n—2)(p—1)/2+
W—(p—1)/2 < -1/24 p— ', which is true if we set
1 n-2 p—1
= _ -1 = -
p=g - =1, u 1
Then by choosing ¢ > 0 small enough, we get (6.2), and so is Theorem 1.3.

7. GLOBAL EXISTENCE FOR RADIAL DATA

In this section, we give the proof for Theorem 1.4, filling some gap between
Theorem 1.2 and 1.3, by using Lemma 2.1, Lemma 3.7, as well as Lemma 2.2, 2.3.

7.1. Dimension n = 5. At first, let us give the proof for n =5 and p € [2,3). We
give only the proof of the uniform boundedness here, which, by (3.23), amounts to
the proof of

(7.1) IV=20u(0) ]|z < e = 0=20u(0)r2<e

<e

3

(7.2) 10=2ull 75.<e = 105Gy (w)ll gz 4 1112

for radial functions and small enough ¢.
For (7.1), we observe from the equation that

|0=20u(0)|<IV=20u(0)] + |0u(0)[P~ | VELOu(0)] + [0u(0)?P T .
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Since p € [2,3), by Sobolev embeddings H' ¢ L?> N L'*/3 and H? ¢ L?> N LY, we
see that
10=20u(0)|| L2 <[ V=20u(0) ]| 2 + [|[V=20u(0) ||} + [ V=20u(0) |75

which completes the proof of (7.1).
Recall from Lemma 2.2 with £ = 1, that

[ <7">(nfl)/nUHLgn/<n—2>§||yglu||Lg7
from which, together with (2.2) with s = 1, and Hélder’s inequality, yields
(7.3) ||7'1/4<7'>3/4U||L¢Lg§||Y§1U||L§7n =35.

Here, we introduced the mixed-norm L?L? with respect to the polar coordinates

T =rw,wecsS!
) 1/p
ez = [ Ul tar)

with obvious modification for p = oco. A cutoff argument gives us that for any
mi, me € R, we have

(7.4) [Pt/ )32 | s Sl )™ Y S e ™ () 2 2,0 = 5.
Actually, introducing a radial cutoff function ¢ € C§°(R™) with ¢ = 1 for |z]| < 2
and ¢ = 0 for |z| > 3, and applying (7.3), we get
I gl e S ol
S Z [Y“(r™ ¢u)||L2(r<3)
la|<1

S ™ ey + P Y ull 2

and for j > 1,

1/4+m1 3/4+TTL2 =M1 +mo 1/4 3/4
I (r) j [l 7%(r)

ullpagr1<r<it2)

' Ullz2(i<r<i+s) -
gy Yt
jal<1

ullLagricr<irz) S
N

The above two inequalities together imply (7.4) if we [*-sum over j > 0.
Also, by Lemma 2.1 with s = 2, we have for radial functions u (see e.g. [10]
Lemma 2.4),

(7.5) /2 r)> 2 0ul L S 2 (r)* 2 Oul| oo 12 S| VE20ul p2m = 5

There are two kinds of typical terms in 952G, (u), i.e., |Qu|P~10=20u and |Ou|P~2|0%u|?.
The first term can be dealt with as follows, by (7.5),

|||3u|p_13§28u”LE*
||T1/2<T>3/26u”1£}31[,00||T1/2_M<T>M/(T1/2<T>3/2)_(p_1)ag26u”LfL§

<
S IVl ) T 9=20u 2
<

LeL?

||8S2u||gv ’
LE
if

(7.6) p=0B-p/4py —p=p-3/2.
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Similarly, for the second term, by (7.5), we get
|||<9U|”_2|52U|2||L1L2

lrt/2 )22 0ull o llr = 2 () 22 AU 2,

AR A

||VS28U||12302L3||7"7 p72)/4 (r) 2= /482u||L§L§ :

Here, for the last term, we distinguish two cases: 0%u = 90,u and 9%u = V2u. For
the first case, since u is radial, d;u is also radial and Vo;u = £0,0;u. By (7.6) and
(7.4), we have

o2 )
< |l OB A, Ol apars
< eV ORI, Bl g + (T P OO, Bl 21
< ) BTS20 | a [l P A ) P00 20
<2
S 07 ulizg -

For the second case, it is a little more involved, due to the fact that Vu is
nonradial. Anyway, in this case, we observe that |V2u|<|0%u| + |O.ul/r. As a
consequence,

(| (P=2)/4 () =3P 2/4VVu||L4
T L T P Y [ e ( B Gt X1 [P 7Y
S O BTV g - [T DA ) DA |
e (o I 1)/4V§13ru||Lg+||T (p—1)/4- 2<T>73(1071)/43Tu||Lg
< ||r_(1’_1)/4(r>_3(p‘1)/4vﬁ3u||L§ + ||r_(p‘1)/4_1(r>_3(p_1)/4V2u||Li

+||r P /A2 3D /Ay |

< DA >—3(p—1)/4VS3u||L2 e (0 B ol v
Hrm EAA(r) VAT

< |l DA T3 D/AGSSy | 4 ||pm (DAL (T3 D/AG 2y |y

where, in the second to the last inequality, we have used Lemma 2.3 with k = 2. 3
In conclusion, we have proved

[10ul"~10=20ull = + [[|0ulP~?|00ul?|| 11 12 SN0 ul/%

LE LE "’

which completes the proof of (7.2).

7.2. Even Spatial Dimension n > 4. In this subsection, we turn to the proof for
the even spatial dimension n > 4. As before, we give only the proof of

(7.7) IV=""20u(0) 2 < &, [10u(0) L= S1 = |0="/20u(0)]| 12 Se

(7.8) 1057 2ul| 7S = 052G, ()| 5+ < €

for radial functions and small enough ¢.

3The argument used here is inspired by an unpublished work of the author, in collaboration
with Kunio Hidano and Kazuyoshi Yokoyama.
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For (7.7), by equation and a tedious calculation, we can find that
|8“6u(0)|§|6u(0)||“|(P‘1)+1+ Z |au(0)|(\a\—2Iai\)(p—l)—m+11—[;11|Vaiau(0)| )
lail>1,3 lail<|al

The L? norm of the first term on the right is trivial. For the remaining terms, since
Ou(0) is bounded, we need only to control the L? norm of II7%;|V® du(0)|. For this
purpose, we introduce ¢; € [2,0), satisfying

Yo =2 2 s,

% 2 g

which is possible since 3~ |a;| < |a| < n/2. Then by Sobolev embeddings H"/2~ %l

L% and Holder’s inequality, we get
L2, [V Ou(0)|[[2 < I [V Ou(0)]| Lo

S LIV Ou(0)]] gnse-tas

S lo="20u(0)1 7 |

which yields the desired result (7.7).
By Lemma 2.1, we have for radial functions,

(7.9)  lr ) V2 Ou o Sl (r) D2 Oull e 12 SIOU] o2, Ye > 0.
Since Gp,(u) = c1|0ulP + 2| Vul?, |05"/2G,(u)| is controlled by terms of the
following form

(7.10) |OuPIIE_ |0% du| ,1 < a; < aiy1, Zal <n/2.

We will consider two cases separately: 1) j <1

Case 1), j < 1. In this case, with u
1/(2(p—1)). By (7.9), , we have

[[|Ou|P™
| r€(r >(n D/2=egy, H ||T1/2 p—e(p— 1)< % ’—[(n—1)/2—61(p—l)aSn/?auHLzL2

S No="2oult s H3<”/2

IN

Case 2) j > 2. Since a1 > 1 and Y a; < n/2, we get a; € [1,n/2 — 1] and
ci=n/2—a; €[l,n/2—1]€ (0,n/2) .
Fix ¢; € [0,¢;), such that

(7.11) Zal— SG-D+) e

Notice that it is possible since

——]—1+ch— —(7—-1) jg—zaizo.

We can define p; € (2, 00) through
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Here, we notice that (7.11) ensures that > 1/p; = 1/2. Setting ¢ = 1/(2(p — 7)),
we have

n—1-2 4 11
T (== =) =924 .
5 =) G - ) =2
Then, applying Lemma 2.2, (7.9) and Holder’s inequality, we get

OpulP~I1L_, 0% du]

LE"

< ()2 Qup T () D2 g
x |1/ 2= pme(p=) <r>;/—(n—1—26)(13—3‘)/2—25211("—1)(1/2—1/171')5111' oul| ;v
< ||Vsn/23u||1z}j%||,rl/2+u<T>fu’Jr(n*l)(l/?*l/pj)aaj3u||L?L5j

xT1) ||YSciaaiau||L;?°L§

< ||8Sn/2au||1£§olL%||,rl/2+u<T>w’+(nf1)(1/271/pj)8aj8u”L?ij 7

x

where in the last inequality, we have used the fact that |Y*0u|<|VS%0u| for radial
functions. It remains to prove

(7.12) ||T—1/2+u<7a>—u +(n—1)(1/2—1/pj)aajauHL%L?5”39/2””3@ .
In fact, by Lemma 2.2 and 2.3, we know that

=12 ()i =D (/271 /05) s gy |

S VS 2 ) T 0% Ou) | 2
Cj
S M) T 0= Boullpy + Y D0 e ) T 9505 dul 1
k=1 |b|<c;—k
S ) T 05 P oul g + [l ) T 95 | 1
+ Z Z ||T—1/2+u—2l—1 <r>_”'8§“f+b8u||L§
3<2l+1<c; |b|<c;—21
+ Z Z ||T,—1/2-',-u—2l<,r>—;/agaj-i-bau”Lg
2<21<c; [b|<c;—21
S I ER ) T OS2 0ul| s + e A () T 95 2

+ Y DT A AN ) T S o) | 2

3<2+1<e; |b|<c;—21

+ 30 T AN ) 05 ou) | 2

2<2i<c¢;j |b|<c;j—21
S TR T 05 R0l | o + [l () T 05 R s
In summary, we have proved that

10726y () 5 S 0=" 0wl 2 0=/

LE ulzs
which is sufficient to prove (7.8), with small enough e.
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