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SCATTERING FOR CRITICAL RADIAL NEUMANN WAVES
OUTSIDE A BALL

THOMAS DUYCKAERTS AND DAVID LAFONTAINE

ABSTRACT. We show that the solutions of the three-dimensional critical defo-
cusing nonlinear wave equation with Neumann boundary conditions outside a
ball and radial initial data scatter. This is to our knowledge the first result of
scattering for a nonlinear wave equation with Neumann boundary conditions.
Our proof uses the scheme of concentration-compactness/rigidity introduced
by Kenig and Merle, extending it to our setup, together with the so-called
channels of energy method to rule out compact-flow solutions. We also obtain,
for the focusing equation, the same exact scattering/blow-up dichotomy below
the energy of the ground-state as in R3.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This work concerns the energy-critical wave equation outside an obstacle of R3
with Neumann boundary condition:

(1.1) Ofu— Au+w® =0, inQ
(1.2) Byu=0, indQ
(13) ﬁ[tzo = (uo,ul) € Hl(Q) X L2(Q),

where Q = R3\ K, K is a compact subset of R® with smooth boundary, d,u is the
normal derivative of u on the boundary 0 of Q, @ denotes (u, d;u), and ¢ € {£1}.
In our main result we will treat the case where K is the unit ball of R? and the
initial data (ug,u1) is assumed to be radial.
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The equation (1.1), (1.2), (1.3) is locally well-posed (see [BP09]). The energy
1 1
E@t) == | |Vult,z)Pde+ = [ |0wu(t,z)|*dx + i/ uS(t, x)dx
2 Ja 2 Ja 6 Ja

is conserved. When ¢ = 1 (defocusing case), the energy yields a uniform bound of
the norm of the solution in H' x L? and solutions are expected to be global and
to scatter to linear solutions (see definition below). When ¢ = —1 (focusing case),
one can easily construct, using the differential equation " = u® and finite-speed of
propagation, solutions with initial data in H* x L? that blow up in finite time.

We first consider the defocusing case ¢« = 1. When there is no obstacle (2 =
R?), global existence was obtained for smooth radial data by Struwe [Str88], and
extended to smooth non-radial data by Grillakis [Gri90]. Global existence for data
in the energy space was then proved by Shatah and Struwe [SS94|. Bahouri and
Shatah [BS98] have shown that any solution u to the defocusing equation scatters
to a linear solution, i.e. there exists a solution uy, of the free wave equation

(1.4) Ofur, — Aug, =0
on R x R3 such that

Jim [17(8) = T 0) 2 =0,

The scattering is proved as a consequence of the fact that the LS norm of the
solution goes to 0, which is obtained by multipliers techniques involving integration
by parts on the wave cone {|z| < |t|}.

The equation (1.1) with Dirichlet boundary condition:

(1.5) U = 0, ﬁrt:() = (UQ,ul) S H& (Q) X LQ(Q),

where H} (Q) = {f € H'(Q), fiaa = 0}, was studied in several articles. The global
well-posedness is proved in [BLP08]. The local well-posedness follows from a local-
in-time Strichartz estimate, which is a direct consequence of a spectral projector
estimate of Smith and Sogge [SS07]. The global well-posedness is obtained by the
same arguments as in the case without obstacle, observing that the boundary term
appearing in the integration by parts can be dealt with a commutator estimate.

The asymptotic behaviour of equations (1.1) and (1.4) with Dirichlet boundary
conditions (1.5) is not known in general, and depends on geometrical assumptions
on the obstacle. When K is non-trapping, for the linear equation (1.4), [MRS77]
proved the exponential decay of the local energy in odd dimensions, polynomial in
even dimensions, for compactly supported initial data. A related estimate is the
integrability of the local energy, introduced in [Bur03]

(1.6) | Ocus xOsu) |2, 1 x 22y Sx (o, wi) || gy 2

where y is an arbitrary smooth compactly supported function. In odd space di-
mensions, the exponential decay of the local energy was first used by [SS00] to show
global-in-time Strichartz estimates. This result was then extended independently to
all space dimensions by [Bur03] and [Met04]. The general argument of Burq [Bur03]
shows that (1.6), together with the local-in-time Strichartz estimates, imply global
Strichartz estimates. When the obstacle K is moreover assumed to be star-shaped,
the same computation as in the article of Bahouri and Shatah [BS98| yields that
any solution scatter to a linear solution. The only difference with the case without
obstacle is that boundary terms appear in the integration by parts. The key point
is that when 2 is star-shaped and u satisfies Dirichlet boundary conditions, these
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boundary terms come with a good sign, so that the proof is still valid in this case.
This argument can be extended to illuminated obstacles, that are generalisations
of star-shaped obstacles, as done in [AS13, AS14] adapting the multiplier so that
the boundary term as the right sign, and in [Laf17] showing that it decays to zero.
However, the case of a general non-trapping obstacle seems at the moment out of
hand due to the rigidity of the Morawetz multiplier arguments used for now.

Much less is known in the case of Neumann boundary conditions. Note that these
boundary conditions are more challenging than the Dirichlet boundary conditions,
as they do not make sense in the energy space. Also, the strong Huygens principle
is lost in this case (see Proposition 2.4 below).

Local-in-time Strichartz inequalities for the linear wave equation with Neumann
boundary condition were obtained by Blair, Smith and Sogge [BSS09], and global
existence for equation (1.1)-(1.2) with ¢« = 1 by Burq and Planchon [BP09]. Ex-
ponential decay of the local energy in the three-dimensional case was shown by
[Mor75]. Combined with the local-in-time Strichartz estimates [BSS09], this should
lead to global in time Strichartz estimates by the arguments of [SS00]. We give a
direct proof of (1.6) (see Proposition 2.6) when the obstacle is the unit ball and
the solution is radial, which implies global Strichartz estimates by the main result
of [Bur03].

The asymptotic behaviour of the solutions of the nonlinear equation (1.1)-(1.3)
was to our knowledge not previously investigated. Assuming the global Strichartz
estimates for the linear wave equation, the proof of scattering in [BS98] does not
work anymore since the boundary terms appearing in the integration by parts do
not seem to have any specific signs and cannot be controlled.

The main result of this article is that the scattering to a linear solution holds for
the defocusing wave equation with Neumann boundary conditions, when K is the
unit ball of R® and (ug,u1) is radially symmetric. We thus consider the equation

(1.7) O2u—Au+u® =0, inR3\ B(0,1)
(1.8) Oru=0, forr=1
(1.9) Ujt=0 = (uo,u1) € H(B°),

where B(0,1) is the unit ball of R and H(B¢) is the space of radial functions in
(H' x L?) (R?\ B(0,1)), and the corresponding lincar wave equation:

(1.10) Q2up, — Aup =0, inR3\ B(0,1).
with the boundary condition (1.8).

Theorem 1.1. Let u be a solution of (1.7) with Neumann boundary condition (1.8)
and initial data (1.9). Then u is global and there exists a solution ur of (1.10),
(1.8), with initial data in H(B®), such that

Jim[[7(0) = @ ()l sy = 0.

Our proof uses and extends the by now standard compactness/rigidity scheme
introduced by Kenig and Merle in [KMO06], [KMO08] to study the focusing energy-
critical Schrédinger and wave equations on RY. The compactness step consists in
constructing, in a contradiction argument, a global nonzero solution u. of (1.7),
(1.8) such that

{t.(t), t € R}



SCATTERING FOR CRITICAL RADIAL NEUMANN WAVES OUTSIDE A BALL 4

has compact closure in H. The essential tool of this construction is a profile de-
composition (in the spirit of the one introduced by Bahouri and Gérard [BG99] on
the whole space), describing the defect of compactness of the Strichartz inequality
llurllLsr,pr0y S [[(wo, u1)|l3 for solutions of (1.10), (1.8). We construct this pro-
file decomposition, which is new for the wave equation with Neumann boundary
conditions, in Section 4. In this decomposition, the linear wave equation on the
whole space appears as a limiting equation for dilating profiles, as shown in Section
3. The knowledge of the fact that any solution of the defocusing equation on the
whole space scatters is essential to rule out these profiles and obtain the critical
solution ., constructed in Section 5.

The second step of the proof (the rigidity argument), carried out in Section 6
consists in ruling out the existence of the critical solution. Since no monotonicity
formula is available due to the Neumann boundary condition, we use the channels
of energy method introduced in [DKM11], [DKM13] to classify solutions of the
focusing energy-critical wave equation on R3. Using this method, we prove that u.
must be independent of time, a contradiction with the well-known fact that there
is no stationary solution of (1.7) with boundary conditions (1.8) in H'. This idea
was first used in the context of the supercritical wave equation in [DKM12].

Our method also gives scattering for solutions of the focusing wave equation:

(1.11) O*u— Au—u® =0, inR*\ B(0,1),

with Neumann boundary condition (1.8) below a natural energy threshold. Let W

be the ground state of the equation on R3:
W= (1+]z2/3)""""

and recall that W is (up to scaling and sign change), the unique radial, stationary
solution of —AW = W5 |[Poh65, GNN81]. Denote by &gs(W,0) the energy of the
solution (W,0) on the whole space R3:

1 1
Egs(W,0) := 5 /R |[VW|? — . we.

Then we have the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let u be a solution of (1.11), (1.8) with initial data (1.9). Assume
& (ug,u1) < &gs(W,0), / |Vug(z)[2dr < / VW (2)|*dz.
R3\B(0,1) R?
Then u is global,
vt e R, / |Vu(t, z)|*de < / VW (2)|*dz,
R3\B(0,1) R3

and u scatters to a linear solution.

Finally, we have exactly the same dichotomy as in R3 for the solutions below the
energy threshold &gs (W, 0), indeed, with the same proof as in [KMO08], one obtains:

Theorem 1.3. Let u be a solution of (1.11), (1.8) with initial data (1.9). Assume
& (o, ur) < Ens (W,0), / Vuo|?dz > / VIV 2de.
RS\ B(0,1) RS

Then u blows up in finite time.
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Noting that by variational arguments (see Proposition 7.1), using that W is a
maximizer to the critical Sobolev inequilality on R3, one cannot have & (ug,u;) <
Srs(W,0) and f{|w|>1} [Vug|* = [za [VW[?, we see that Theorems 1.2 and 1.3
describe all solutions of (1.11), (1.8) such that &(ug,u1) < &rs(W,0). Let us
also mention that Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 cannot be generalized to non-symmetric
solutions or other domains than the exterior of a ball, see Subsection 7.4.

We finally give a few more references related to this problem. The study of the
linear wave equation outside an obstacle was initiated by Morawetz in [Mor61], and
considered in the 60’s and 70’s by Lax and Phillips, Morawetz, Ralston and Strauss,
and many other contributors: for an extensive discussion, see for example [MRS77]
and references therein.

For resolvent estimates in general non-trapping geometries, leading in particular
to (1.6), see [Bur02] and references therein. For a general discussion about local
energy decay estimates, one can look at the recent paper [BB18].

The focusing nonlinear wave equation with a superquintic nonlinearity outside
the unit ball of R? with Dirichlet boundary conditions was considered in [DY19].

The nonlinear Schrédinger equation outside a non-trapping obstacle with Dirich-
let boundary conditions was first considered in [BGT04]. The scattering for the
three-dimensional defocusing cubic Schrédinger equation outside a star-shaped ob-
stacle was shown by Planchon and Vega [PV09], and by the same authors [PV12] for
the analogous equation in two space dimensions. The energy-critical case outside
a strictly convex obstacle in dimension three was treated in [KVZ16]. A scattering
result for a nonlinear Schrédinger equation in a model case of weakly trapping ge-
ometry can be found in [Laf19]. To our knowledge, there is no work on the nonlinear
Schrodinger equation outside an obstacle with Neumann boundary conditions.

Notations. We will use the following notations:

e If u is a function of time and space, @ is understood to be (u, d;u).

e Conversely, if @ € H(B°), u is understood to be the first component of .

e B(0, R) is the ball centered in 0 of radius R, B = B(0,1), B¢ := R3\ B(0,1)
is the domain we are interested in.

e Sps and Sy are the linear flow of the wave equation respectively in R?
and in B with Neumann boundary condition. If (ug,u1) is the initial data
we will denote by Sy (t)(uo,u1) or (Sn(uo,u1))(t) the solution of (1.10),
(1.8), (1.9) at time ¢, and (Sn(uo,u1))(t,7) the solution at time ¢, location
x = |r|. We use similar notations for Sgs, and the flows . and s
defined below. The arrowed versions gRs and Sy denote the flows together
with their first temporal derivative.

o Yrs and .Y are the corresponding nonlinear flows for the defocusing energy
critical wave equation (1.1).

e We will make the following convention: if (ug,u;) € H(R3), Sn(t)(uo,u1)
and .Zn (t)(uo, u1) will denote the flows applied to the restriction of (ug,u1)
to B°.

e Throughout the paper, we often deal with solutions of linear and nonlinear
equations both in B¢ with Neumann boundary conditions and in R3. In
such situations, the letter u has been chosen for the Neumann solutions,
whereas v stands for R3 solutions.

e [PL%:= LP(R, L1(B)).
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e H'(B°) is the space of radial functions f € LS(B°) such that |Vf| €
L?(B°).
e 7 (B¢) is the space of radial functions in H'(B¢) x L?(B¢).
e Finally, #(R3) is the space of radial functions in H!(R3) x L?(R?).
2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. The functional setting.
Definition 2.1. We define the extension operator P from H'(B¢) to H}

rad(RB) by
Pu(r) := {U(T) rz1,

u(l) r<1,

which is well-defined since by the radial Sobolev embedding, for u € H'(B¢), the
function r — wu(r) is continuous on [1,00). Similarly, we define the extension
operator P from H to H(R?) by

(f(r),g(r)) r=1,

PUf9)(r) = {(f(l),O) r<l.

Let us recall that:

Lemma 2.2. Foru € H'(B®) we have

(2.1) /100 u(r)?dr < 4/100 o' (r)*ridr,

in particular, for any compact K C B®

(2.2) lullexy S lull g
Moreover
(2.3) [w(D)| < lull g2 pey-

Proof. Integrating by parts, we get

(2.4) 2/100 ru(r)u (r)dr = — /100 u(r)?dr —u(1)2.

Note that the integration by parts is justified by approximating u by smooth com-
pactly supported functions. Thus

/100 u(r)?dr < —2/100 ru(r)u’ (r)dr,

and (2.1) follows by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. The estimate (2.2) follows im-
mediately. Bounding the left-hand side of (2.4) by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
and using (2.1), we obtain (2.3). O

Remark 2.3. With the same proof, one can generalize (2.3) to [u(r)| < [[ull g1 (pe)-
This implies readily that a radial solution of the defocusing critical wave equation
with Neumann boundary condition (1.7), (1.8) is uniformly bounded, thus global
(giving a short proof of the result of [BP09] in the radial case). Similarly, any radial
solution of the focusing equation (1.11), (1.8) that is bounded in H(B¢), is global.
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2.2. Linear estimates. In the present radial case, we can derive an explicit for-
mula for the linear flow:

Proposition 2.4 (The linear group). For any (ug,u1) € H(B°), we have, for
almost everyr > 1 andt € R, and for everyr > 1 and t € R if we have additionally
(’U,O,’U,l) e Cl x C9:

(25) (S (o, )) (0,7) = - (o r = 1) + o (r + 1))
where, denoting (o, 1) := (rug,ruy), for s > 1,

(26) pi(s) = 560(5) ~ 5 [ Gioddo

(27) o) = 3006+ 5 [ o

and, for s € (—o0, 1]
(2.8)

o) = [ TG +aloNdn - 36— -3 [ Gl + e,
(2.9)

ool = [ G~ GloNdo - 30z 45 [ Gl +e o)

Moreover, for f € LY(R, L?>(R3, B°)) radial, we have, fort >0 andr —t < 1

(2.10)
t 1—r+t 2—r4t—7
/0 (S’N(O,f(T))) (t—m7,7)dr = %/0 ' (/ ' " 26 £ (1, 0) do
+ /:J;;TT of(r,0) da) dr + —/1 o /T’”:r: ) do dr.

Proof. Observe that, arguing by density, it suffices to consider smooth (ug, u1), for
which 0, (Sn (uo, u1))(1,t) = 0 for all t # 0. Let us denote ((t,r) = rSn(uo, u1)(t, 7).
Then ( is solution of the one dimensional problem

(2.11) 97C—02¢ =0,

(2.12) ¢ — Crrzl =0 Vt#0,

(2.13) Cri=0 = (rug,Tuq).

By (2.11), {(r) = ¢4+ (r — t) + p_(r + t). The boundary condition (2.12) gives
(2.14) Ve, oL (1=t + ¢ (1+1) = (1—t) +p_(1+1),

and the initial condition (2.13) gives (2.6) and (2.7). Then, integrating (2.14) for
t > 0 gives (2.8), and integrating it for ¢ < 0 gives (2.9). The identity (2.10) is then
a straightforward computation. O

As a first consequence of Proposition 2.4, we prove that any radial solution of the
linear wave equation on B¢ with Neumann boundary conditions is asymptotically
close to a solution of the linear wave equation on R®.
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Proposition 2.5. Let (ug,u1) € H(B). Then

1
(2.15) lim ||—Sn(t)(uo, u1) =0
t— o0 |;[;| LQ(BC)
and there exists (vo,v1) € H(R?) such that
(2.16) Jim H§N(t)(u0,u1) — S (1) (o, ”1>HH<Bc> —0
Proof.

Step 1. We first prove (2.15). By a straightforward density argument and the
conservation of the energy, we can assume that (up,u1) is smooth and compactly
supported. We let ¢ and ¢_ be as in Proposition 2.4, and

~ 1 “+00 ~ 1 “+o0o
pr) =5 [ G e =p--3 [ e
By (2.5),
1
(2.17) (Sn (w0, un)) (t7) = — (@4 (r = 1) + ¢ (r +1))
We claim that there exists C' > 0 (depending on u) such that
(2.18) [P+ (s)| + @~ (s)] < Cellscc,

Note that (2.17) and (2.18) imply easily (2.15). Using that o, ¢/, and ¢; are bounded
and compactly supported, the bound of @ in (2.18) follows from the fact that if
s>1,

7 1 1 [T
P+(5) = 5G(s) + 5 Gi(o) do
and if s < 1,
— s s+o—2 /1 1 1 e s—1
Pl = [ TGO+ GloNdr — w2 -+ 5 [ Glo)do+eTIG)
1 2—s
The proof of the bound of @_ in (2.17) is very similar and we omit it.

Step 2. We next prove that there exists (vg,v1) € H(R?) such that (2.16) holds.

We recall (see e.g. [DKM19, Theorem 2.1]) that for any G € L?(R), there exists a

radial solution v(t) = Sgs(t)(vo,v1) of the linear wave equation on R? such that
—+o0

(2.19) lim Irw(t,r) — G(r —t)|* dr = 0,
t—o0 0
o0 9
(2.20) lim [rorv(t,r) + G(r —t)|" dr = 0.
t—o00 0

Denote by u(t,r) = (Sn(uo,u1)) (t,7). Let ¢4 (s) be as in Proposition 2.4. We will
prove that ¢/, € L*(R) and that
—+oo

. 2

(2.21) tli)rgo 1 |ropu(t,r) + ¢ (r — )| dr =0,
. oo , 2

(2.22) tli)rgo 1 |ropu(t,r) — ¢ (r —t)|" dr = 0.

Letting (vo,v1) be such that (2.19) and (2.20) are satisfied with G = —¢/, we see
that (2.21) and (2.22) imply the desired conclusion (2.16).
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By the definition of ¢, we have

/ (S) — %C(/)(S) - %Cl(s) ifs>1
o —1G2—8) — a2 —s) +elug(l)  ifs <1,

where (Co,¢1) = (rug,ru1). Since ¢ and (; are in L?([1,+0c0)), we obtain that
¢!, € L?(R). The same proof yields that ¢’ € L*(R). By Proposition 2.4,

Opu(t,r) =

S|

(= (r=t)+ ¢ (r+1)),
and thus
+o0 +oo
/ [ropu(t,r) + ¢/ (r —t)|?dr = / |’ (t +r)|dr - 0.
1 1 T o0

Similarly
Oru(t,r) =

S =

1
(¢l =)+ +0) — Luten),
and thus, using (2.15),

—+o0 —+o0
|<p’_(t+r)|2dr+2/ lu(t, )| dr
1

— 0.

r—00

—+oo
/ [ropu(t,r) — ¢/ (r —t)|Pdr < 2/
1 1
This concludes the proof.

An other consequence of Proposition 2.4 is the local decay of energy:

Proposition 2.6 (Local energy decay). Let x € C°. For any (ug,u1) € H(B®)

| Oxu, xOru)[ L2r,20(Be)) Sx I1(w0s w13 (Be)-

where u = Sy (ug, u1).

Proof. Let ((t,r) := ru(t,r) and R > 0 be arbitrary. Note that

R R
/ 72 (00u)? +u? + (00)%) dr <p / (0,0 + € + (B0)?) dr,
1 1

thus, to obtain the proposition, it is sufficient to show that

oo R
e [ [ @0+ 002) drit S ol ey +
To this purpose, observe that, by conservation of energy
R—-1 /R
) [ 00+ 002 drde S ol gy + s
—R+

where we used (2.2) to bound the u? term. Thus, it suffices to bound the integrals
Jisp_y and [,__p.,. We will deal with the first one, the proof of the bound for
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the second one being similar. Thus, let us suppose that ¢ > R — 1. In particular,
t >r —1, so ¢ writes, by Proposition 2.4, for such t’s, for all r € [1, R]:

r+t

2—r+t
e =[G G5 [ oo

—r+t

+ %Co(’l‘ +1) — %CO(Q —r )+ e (D).

Thus, we have, fort > R—1and 1 <r <R

2 2

(2.95) (0,C(t, 1)) + (DC)* + 2
e ([ T e + aonas) + ([ Tit“é(") +Glo))do )

HQ@ -T2 G+ G )+ G2+ 1)
+672t<0(1)2.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

(/IMH e” " (¢o(o) + Cl(a))da)

< (/j’ut eatdo—> (/12r+t e (¢ (o) +<l(0))2d0_>

2—r+t
<n / (G (0)? + C1(0)?)do,
1

2

and therefore,

2

L e o s o) ds

oo R 2—r+t
< o—t /1 2 2
~R /Rl/l /1 e” (¢ ()" + Ci(0)7) dodrdt

<n / "G (0)? + 1 (0))) Lyeasy dodt
1

R—-1
_ /1 N /R T ozanadt) (G(0) + o) )do
< [7([ e Gor + oo

—2
S |G + G0 S ol ey +

where we used (2.1) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain the last bound.
As f;j:ﬂ do Sp 1, the term coming from the second term in the first line (2.25) is
handled in the same way. Moreover,

oo R R froo 00
| [ Gemrstparae= [ [ Gomrentir <R [ G S luoli

R—-1 R—-1
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and all the terms of the second line of (2.25) are dealt with similarly. Finally, the
remark that, by Lemma (2.3),

Go(1)* = uo(1)* < lluollF e

permits to handle the term coming from the third line of (2.25). We just showed
that

/ / (0,07 + (91)* + ¢ drdt S luollZ ey + a3

Dealing with the part f__oo in the same way and using (2.24), the estimate (2.23)
on ¢, and hence the proposition, follow. ([

The integrability of the local energy allows us to obtain the following crucial
global Strichartz estimates for the Neumann flow:

Proposition 2.7 (Strichartz estimates for the Neumann flow). For any couple
(p. q) verifying
1 3 1 3 2
(2.26) —4+-==, —4+-<1, 2<p<o0, g<oo,
P 9 2 p g
there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for all (ug,u1) € H(B) and all f €
LYR, L2 ,(r > 1)), if u verifies
02u— Ayu = f, in B,
Opu =0 on 0B(0,1),
tiji—o = (uo, u1),

then, for all T >0
lull Lo (=17, L9(r>1)) SE<7(H(u07u1)HH<Bc>+-HfHlefthLL%rzln)-

Proof. The main result of [Bur03] shows that the local energy decay of Proposition
2.6 combined with local in time Strichartz estimates implies global in time ones.
Such local estimates where shown by [BSS09] for the above range of couples (p, q),
hence the proposition follows. (I

Let us also recall the Strichartz estimates in R3:

Proposition 2.8 (Strichartz estimates in R3, [GV87, GV95], [LS95], [KT98|). For
any couple (p, q) verifying

1 3 1 1
9.27 Sy 2
(320 p g 2 p
there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for all (ug,u1) € H(R?) and dll f €
LY(R, L3(R3)), if v verifies

+-< 2<p<oo, gq<oo,

=
l\3|’—‘

O2v — Av = f,
Tpe=0 = (vo,v1),

then, for all T >0

vl Lo (=117, L9 R3)) < C(Il(vo, v1)|| sy + ”f”Ll([fT,T],L?(]R?')))-
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Remark 2.9. Observe the loss in the range of admissibles couples (2.26) in Proposi-
tion 2.7 compared to the free case (2.27). This is because we used the local-in-time
Strichartz estimates of [BSS09]|, valid in a general geometrical setup. It is likely
that the above Strichartz estimates, outside a ball, could be extended to the full
range of couples (2.27), using for the local-in-time estimates a construction similar
to the one done by [SS95] for Dirichlet boundary conditions. However, the range
of exponents (2.26) is sufficient for our analysis and we don’t pursue this question
here.

As a last consequence of the explicit formula for the linear group given by Propo-
sition 2.4, we have

Lemma 2.10. Let (ug,u1) € (C* x C°) NH(B®). Then
(1) we have
S’N(-)(uo,ul) € CO(R X BC) N Cl({tﬂ: r £ 1}),
with
87" (SN(U()vul))(lvt) =0 WVt 7£ Oa
(2) if in addition f € L*(R, L*(B¢)) is radial and continuous and u is defined
by
¢
u(®)i= Sy(t)(uo,wr) + | Sw(t = 7)(0. (7)) dr,
0
then u € CO(R x B )N CY({t+r # 1}) and
du(l,t) =0 Vit £0.
Proof. The explicit formulas (2.5), (2.6), (2.7), (2.8), (2.9) give the first part of the

lemma, and (2.10) then gives the second part for ¢t > 0. The case t < 0 is given by
a similar computation. ([

2.3. Perturbative theory.

Definition 2.11. We say that a solution u of the nonlinear wave equation (1.7),
with Neumann boundary conditions (1.8) scatters in the future when there exists a
solution uy, of the linear wave equation (1.10) with Neumann boundary conditions
(1.8) such that

Jim [at) = an )l pe = 0-
We define similarly scattering in the past. We say that the solution scatters when
it scatters both in the future and in the past.

In a classical way, we have
Proposition 2.12. Let (ug,u1) € H(BC) and u(t) = N (t)(uo, u1).
(2.28) u € LP ([0, +00), L") = u scatters in the future.

A similar property holds in the past. Moreover, there exists ¢g > 0 such that, for
any (uo, u1) € H(B°),

(229) ”(anul)H’H(BC) <€ = yN(~)(uO,U1) S LSLIO,

and N (-)(ug,u1) scatters. And, for any (ug,u1) € H(BC), there exists a solution
U* € LRy, L) of (1.7)-(1.8) such that

(2.30) 1T%(t) — Sn (t) (wo, ur)||3(ey — 0, as t — oo.
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Sketch of proof. Observe that (5,10) is Strichartz-admissible in the sense of Propo-
sition 2.7. The properties (2.28) and (2.29) are then classical consequences of the
global in time Strichartz estimates. Finally, (2.30) can be proved by a fixed point
argument using the Strichartz estimates. ([

In addition,

Proposition 2.13 (Perturbation). For any M > 0, there exists (M) > 0 such
that, for any 0 < € < (M), and all (ug,u1), (G, %) € H(BC), e € L'L? and
u € L3LY0 verifying
spo < M, HSN()((UOaul) - (ﬂovﬂl))||L5Lm <€ ||e||LlL2 <,
if u, @ are solutions of

Ofu — Ayu = —u® in B(0,1), 97— Ayt =—@’ +e in B(0,1)°,

[[ul

=0 = (uo,u1), {1e—o = (i, 1),
Opu =0 on 0B(0,1), O =0 on 8B(0,1),
then @ € L°L'Y and we have
||’LL — ’l]| 5[0 5 €.

In addition, the same statement holds for the corresponding equations in R3.

Proof. The proof is classical and similar to Proposition 4.7 of [FXC11] , we give it
for completeness. Let us denote w = v — u. Then w is solution of

8t2w—ANw:—u5—|—ﬁ5—e, w[t:(): (uo,ul)—(ﬂo,ﬂl).

Let T > 0. By the Strichartz inequality for the Neumann flow (Proposition 2.7)
applied to w, we get, with an implicit constant independent of T’

lu— il s —rrypi0 S |a® — U5||L1(—T,T)L2 +leflzize
+ 158 () ((uo, u1) = (@0, @1))] s 10
S Mlw = al(jul* + [u = al) | i —rmyz2) + lell iz
+ 155 () ((uo, u1) = (@0, @1))| s 10

T
<o( [ tu=allunlullbo + o= als 00

+ lellprre + 1S () (a0, ur) = (o, @) s1 )
We apply the Gronwall-type lemma of [FXC11, Lemma 8.1], with
¢ = lu—a|p0, y=5, f=Cllultw, B=1,
0= O(lu— gm0+ el + 1) (o ur) = (o, i) o).
We obtain, for all T > 0
= -z 20y < (llellzrze + [Sn () (o) = (o, ) e
+ |lu— ﬁ||5L5((—T,T),L10)) x ®(CM™),

where ®(s) = 2I'(3 + 25s), I being the Gamma function. Let Cy; := 6®(CM*?) and
e(M) > 0 be sufficiently small so that, for any € < (M)

0% < ie €< l/Cif.
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Then, given T' > 0 so that [|u — || zs(—71,1),210) < Care, we have

|l — ﬂ||L5((7T,T),L10) < @(CM4) (26 + 02/165) ,
and thus |ju — @l|ps(—7,7),10) < 3®(CM*)e < $Cre. It easily follows that we
can make T' goes to infinity, thus ||u — @/ 15, z10) < $Care and the lemma follows.

The same proof works for the problem in R?® using the corresponding Strichartz
estimates. O

3. COMPARISON BETWEEN NEUMANN AND R3® EVOLUTIONS FOR DILATING
PROFILES

Let us introduce the following notation for the scaling associated to the equation

Definition 3.1. For A > 0, o) denotes the rescaling on Hl(R3), given by

1 :
=577 (3)
and on H(R?) given by

it skt () o (3))

The aim of this section is to show that a dilating profile (A — 00) does not see
the obstacle, in the sense that for such profiles, the associated Neumann and R?
evolutions are asymptoticaly the same.

Lemma 3.2 (Comparison of linear evolutions for dilating profiles). Let ¢ € H(R?),
f e LY(R,L?(R3)) be radial, (\,)n>1 a sequence of positive real numbers such that
An — +00, (tn)n>1 a sequence of times, v be the solution in the sense of Duhamel

of
RZv—Av=f inR>

Upt=0 = b,
and v, = ox,v. Finally, let f, == 25 f(52, &) and u, be the solution in the
N: n ' 2n

sense of Duhamel of
8t2un — Auy, = fr, in B,
Orun =0 forr=1,

Unlt=—t,, = Unlt=—t,-

Then, as n goes to infinity

(3.1) sup [[un(t) = va(t)|ln(e) — 0,
teR

and

(3.2) Hun — Un||L5L10 — 0.

Proof. Observe that, by interpolation, it suffices to obtain (3.1): indeed, if (3.1)
holds, by Sobolev embedding we have ||u, — vp||pors — 0, and then (3.2) fol-
lows by Hoélder inequality, Minkowski inequality, Strichartz estimates for both flows
(Propositions 2.7 and and 2.8) and conservation of energy. Moreover, arguing by
density, we can assume that z/; and f are smooth and compactly supported. We
will argue in three steps:
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(1) t, =0¥nand f =0,
(2) t, =0 Vn and ¢ =0,
(3) general case.

Step 1: t, =0 and f = 0. We have, using the equations satisfied by u,, and v,
d /1 1

3.3 _(_ n — Un 2 o 8 n — Un 2)

()dtz/BCW(” U)|+2/Bc|t(“ vn)|

= - 67‘(”71 - Un)at(un - Un) = arvnat(un - Un)
oB¢ oB¢
= 410, vy (t, 1) 0 (un, — vy) (L, 1).

We now claim that, for large n

1
(3.4) |0vvn (t, 1)] + |[Orvn(t,1)] < )\—%ﬂ[—c,\n,c,\n]v
1 —ltl
(35) 0pun(t, D] € — + .
A2 AR

where the constant C' > 0 and the implicit constants depend on . Observe that
integrating (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5) give (3.1).
Let us first show (3.4). Observe that
1 t z
n ta = 1 N N D
where v 1= Sgs(t)ih. As ¢ € C°, ¥ is bounded in any Sobolev space H° (R3) x
H°~Y(R3) for o > 1. As a consequence,

(3.6) Beon(t )] + D (1, 1] S -
An

Furthermore, by the strong Huygens principle, v is supported in {|t| <|z|+C },
and thus

(3.7) v (t,1) =0 for [t] > 1+ CA,.

Together with (3.6), (3.7) gives (3.4).
We now show (3.5). By Proposition 2.4, we have for ¢t > 0

(3.8) Orun(t,1) = ¢y u(1 =) + ¢ 1 (1+),
where, denoting 1/7 = (Yo, 1)
' L s s
(39) foale) =5 (S + 79))
and
, Ir1, 2—5 1 ,2—s
(3.10) myn(s)——g(gw by )
1 s st+o—2 1 0 10 0 5—11 1
e A GO G et vl

This last identity (3.10) with (3.8) and (3.9) gives (3.5) for ¢ > 0. The argument
for ¢ <0 is similar and Step 1 follows.
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Step 2: t, =0 and 1/7 = 0. As in the first step, we have
d /1 1
3.11 —(— V(u, —v 2—|——/ O (Uy — v 2)
1) (5 [ V=B g [ o= o)

= 4w0, v, (t, 1) 0 (ur, — vy)(t, 1).
Let us show that

1

(3.12) [Oron (&, D] + [0r vt DI S = Loy
1 2

(3.13) |Orun(t, 1) S —t°,
A2

which, together with (3.11), implies (3.1).
We first show (3.12). We have

vp(t,z) = iv(

1
i
-

where v := Sgs(t)1. As 9pv and 9,v are bounded,

t x
)\_nvx)a

(3.14) |(9t’vn(t, 1)| + |arvn(t7 1)| S iﬁ
A2

.

In addition, as we assumed f to be compactly supported in time and space,
v (t,1) =0 for || > 14+ CA,,
which, with (3.14), gives (3.12).
In order to prove (3.13), we will need
Claim. Let f € C°(R x B°) be radial and bounded:
Y(t,z) € R x B, |f(t,z)| < M,
and w be the solution of
O*w—Aw = f in B,
Orw=0 forr=1,
Wi—o = 0.
Then we have
V(t,z) € R x B, |w(t,z)| < %Mtz.

To obtain (3.13) from the claim, we apply it to w := d;u,,, observing that as u, is a
regular solution, dyu, is in C°(R, D(—Ay)), and thus satisfies Neumann boundary
conditions. Let us now prove the claim to achieve the proof of Step 2. Let

1
z(t,r) = §Mt2 —w(t,r).

By the formulas of Proposition 2.4, we see that if uy is positive for ¢ > 0, then
so is Sy (0,u1)(t,r). Thus, by the Duhamel formula, as (02 — A)z > 0, we have
z > 0 for t > 0, from which we obtain w < %Mt2 for t > 0. Counsidering Z(,7) :=
TMt* + w(t,r), we obtain as well —w < 2M¢t? for t > 0. The negative times are
obtained in a similar fashion.
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Step 3: general case. By the two first steps, we obtain the case ¢, = 0. Now,
let w,, be solution of the Neumann problem with initial condition at t =0

Bfwn — Aw, = f, in B,
Orwy =0 forr=1,

Wy =0 = Un|t=0-

By the case t,, = 0, we have, as n — oo

(3.15) sup [|wy — vnllp ey — 0,
teR

and in particular, as by definition w,(—t,) = v, (—t5)
(3.16) lwn (=tn) = un(—tn)ll#(Bey — 0.

From (3.16), as w, — u,, is solution of the homogeneous linear wave equation with
Neumann boundary conditions in B¢, it follows from conservation of energy that

(3.17) ilellg l|wn — unHH(BC) = [lwn(~tn) — un(_tn)HH(BC) — 0.
The result (3.1) follows from (3.15) and (3.17). O

The following lemma will play a key role in the comparison between the R? and
Neumann dynamics in the nonlinear profile decomposition introduced in section 5
(see in particular (5.9)).

Lemma 3.3 (Comparison of nonlinear evolutions for dilating profiles).

Let V € L5(R, L°(R3)) be a solution of the critical defocusing nonlinear wave
equation in R3, (i.e. (1.1) with @ =R3 and 1 = 1), (A\n)n a sequence of positive real
numbers such that \, — 400, and (t,), € RY. We denote

1 t—t, x - [ —t,
W(ta) = sV () = et ==
bottn) = 5v (52 50) = e (7(52))

and let Uy, be the solution of the nonlinear Neumann problem

0?U, — AU, + U2 =0 in B,
oUp,=0 forr=1,

—

Un [t=0 = Vn 1t=0-
Then

lim sup ||Uy || s 10 < 00,
neN

and, as n — 0o

Sup Hﬁn(t) - Vn(t)HH(Bc) + 1Un = VallLspro — 0.
teR

Remark 3.4. The conclusion of the proposition implies

- - [ —t . o [ —t
lim HyRs (H)or, (v (—")) — Fn()or, (v (—”» H _o.
n—00 An An (B
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Proof. Observe that, by energy estimates, it suffices to show ||U,, — Vy,|| 5,10 — 0.

Let Z,, be the solution of the nonlinear Neumann problem
0f 2y — NZ, + V2 =0 in B,
0pZy =0 forr=1,
Z, lt=0 = ﬁn[t:O-
By Lemma 3.2 applied to Z,(- + t,,) and V(- + t,,), we get
(3.18) 1Zn — Vallzspio — 0.
Let T' > 0 and observe that
0} Zn —Up) + A(Z, — U,) =UZ —V? in B,

0r(Z,—-U,) =0 forr=1,

Zo— Opmo =0,
and therefore, we have, by the global Strichartz estimates for the Neumann flow

(Proposition 2.7), together with Holder and Minkowski inequalities, with an implicit
constant which is independent of T > 0

(319) 1 Zn — Unllps—rrypio SNUS = V2l nr(—rmyr2

T
S [ (VA OIllUnlt) = Va @)z + U0 = Va0 0]
-T

T
s/;Mmemam—W@hwwa@—m@mdﬁ+%@x
where we decomposed U, (t) =V, (t) = Uy (t) — Zn(t) + Zn(t) — Vi, (t) in the last line,
and

T
En(T) = /T ”Vn(t) - Zn(t)HilU + ”Vn(t)”%m”Vn(t) - Zn(t)HLm dt.

By Hélder inequality and (3.18)
(3.20)

€n = 2};1% en(T) < ||V — Zﬂ”if’(R,LlO) + ||V||%5(R,L10(R3))||Vn = Zn||L3(r,L10) — 0.

By (3.19), we have, with an implicit constant independent of T

T
(321) [|Zn = Unllzs(-r,m)10 S/ VOl 210 Z0(t) = Un(®)l| 10 dt
-7
+éep + 120 — Un”if’(—T,T)LlO'

Now, [[Va|[4,0 € L (R) and 1Vallzaoll 3 gy = VI Zs 10~ Thus we get, by (3.21),
using the Gronwall-type lemma of [FXC11, Lemma 8.1], for all T' > 0, with C > 0
independent of T > 0:

(3.22) 1 Zn — Uyl

s~y < C(en, + 120 — Unllgs(_rmypo)-

Let € > 0 be small enough so that 2Ce® < 1¢, and n large enough so that €, < €°.
From (3.22), it follows that if 7" is such that ||Z, — Uy||z5(—7,7yr10 < €, we have

1
1Zn = UnllLs—r.myp10 < 2€
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We can therefore send 7T to infinity to obtain:
||Zn — Un||L5(R,L10) — 0,

and the lemma follows using (3.18). O

4. LINEAR PROFILE DECOMPOSITION

We recall that by convention, if (ug,u1) € H(R?), Sn(t)(uo,u1) (respectively
N (t)(ug, u1)) denotes the flow of the linear (respectively nonlinear) wave equation
with Neumann boundary condition applied to the restriction of (ug,u1) to B¢. The
aim of this section is to show

Proposition 4.1 (Linear profile decomposition). Let (ggn)nzl be a bounded se-
quence in H(B¢). Then, up to a subsequence, there exists sequences of real pa-
rameters (tjn)jn>1, (Ajn)jn>1 and a sequence (7)1 of elements of H(R3) such
that

(4.1) itk = nﬂlfoo [tyn = thonl + ’10g /)\ZZ = +00,
there exists a partition (Jeomp, Jair) of N such that
(4.2) J € Jeomp = Vn, Ajp =1,
(4.3) J€Jag = Ajn 2 400,
moreover
(4.4) Vi, tjm/Ajn — oo orVn, t;, =0,
and, for all J > 1,
J

(4.5) G =D Sn(—tjn)or, o7+,

j=1
where the remainder enjoys the decay
(4.6) lim limsup || Sy ()@ || zsz10 = 0.

J—=400 notoo

In addition, this decomposition verifies the Pythagorean expansion,

(4.7)

VI, Nbnlusey = Y, 187 13mey + D 19715y + 5155 +on(1),
JE€J comp JE€EJ i
1<5<J 1<5<J

as well as the L5 version of it:
J .
48) VI lgallfe =D ISn(=tsn)on, P lge + llwplZe +on(1).
j=1

Recall from (2.1) the definition of the extension operator P. Proposition 4.1 will
be a consequence of:
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Lemma 4.2. Let (f,)n>1 be a bounded sequence in H'(BC) such that for all se-
quence of real numbers (A\p)n>1 verifying
hr{n/\” =400 or Vn, \, =1,
we have, as n goes to infinity
AP(f)Ane) = 0 in HY(R®).
Then, up to a subsequence, as n goes to infinity

[1fn

Proof. As (P(fy))n>1 is a bounded sequence in HY ;(R?), we may apply the elliptic
profile decomposition of [Gér98|, and up to a subsequence

LG(BC) — O

J
1 .
P(fa) =Y 7% (—) +wy,
with

lim limsup ||w; ||s = 0.
J—=+00 nstoo

Remark that
©; = weak lim A;/fp(fn)()\j,n-) in H'(R?).
n—00 ’
Thus, for all j such that liminf, A;, > 0, we have ¢; = 0 by hypothesis. Indeed
in this case, extracting subsequences, we can assume that A;, has a limit A €
(0,00) U {+00}. If this limit is finite, we may furthermore assume, rescaling ; if

necessary, that A;, =1 for all n.
On the other hand, if j is such that A;, — 0, observe that
n—oo

1
AP () Nne) = A2 fa(1) on {r < A]—n}
By Lemma 2.2,
IS L fallgn e

which is bounded independently of n, and we deduce that )\Jl/f P(fn)(An-) goes to
zero as n goes to infinity, uniformly on every compact of R3, and thus in the sense
of distributions as well. By the uniqueness of the limit, we conclude that ¢; = 0.
Therefore ¢; = 0 for all j and the lemma follows. O

Before showing Proposition 4.1, let us observe that

Lemma 4.3. Let (ﬁ")n be a sequence in H(R3). For j = 1,2, let (N\jn)n €
(RN, (tjn)n € RY be such that

(4.9) nh_)ngo Ajn =400 or Vn, A\j, =1
Then
(1) If

A,n
AM,Vn, [trn — tan] + llog%\ <M,
2,n

then, up to a subsequence, weakly in H(R?)

ﬁn -0 = 0;21n73(§N(t1,n — t2,n)U)\1,nﬁn) — 0.
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(2) If
|t1,n - t2,n|
)\1,77,

then, for all ¥ € H(R3), up to a subsequence, weakly in H(R?):
ﬁ(gN(tlyn — t2,n)0')\1,n1/7) — 0.

Proof. Let us show the first point. Up to the extraction of a subsequence, we have

+‘10gf\\1—’"] — +00,

2.n

-1
O.)\Z,n

tl,n — tg)n — T E R,
and additionally
either (A1 n, A2n) — (400, 400), or ¥n, (A1 n, A2n) = (1,1).

In the first situation, Lemma 3.2 allows us to replace Sy by Sgs, for which the
result is known. In the second situation, we have, for any test function £ € H(B¢),

o5 P(Sn(tan — trm)on, &) — P(Sy(—7)€)

strongly in H(B¢), and the first point follows.

Let us now deal with the second point. We are in one of the three following
situations:

(Z) )\Ln — 00,

(ZZ) )\Qm — 00, VTL, )\Ln =1and IM > 0, |t17n - t21n| < M,

(#1) VYn, M, =1 and |t1, — to,| — .

In the situation (7), we can use again Lemma 3.2 to replace Sy by Sgs, and the
result follows. .

In the situation (4), up to a subsequence, P(Sn (t1,n —t2,n)0n, ,,¢) is converging
strongly in H(R?)

P(SN(tin —tan)ox, ,90) — &

By a density argument, we can assume that { is smooth and compactly supported.
Then, by definition of the scaling o

Vr#£0, oy} &(r) —0

and the result follows.
In the situation (#ii), we use this time Proposition 2.5 to compare the solution
to a solution in R3, for which the result is known. O

We are now in position to prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. We will first construct the profiles and the parameters by
induction, so that the expansion (4.5) holds together with the orthogonality of the
parameters (4.1), (4.2), (4.3), and the Pythagorean expansion (4.7), (4.8). Then,
we will show the decay of the remainder (4.6).

For & = (@), a bounded sequence in H(B¢), let us denote by A(&) the set of
all ¢ € H(R3) such that there exist an extraction {nj}, and sequences (A, ) €
(0,00)N and (t,, )r € RY, with

lim A\,, =00 or VEk, Ay, =1,

k—o0

¥ = weak lim (U;jkﬁ(gN(tnk)d'nk)) in H(R3).

k—o00
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We denote

(4.10) (@) = sup [[¢]p e,
peA(d)

and observe that, by definition of P and 1/7

(4.11) [0l 3msy = 1]l 2(pey if ¥ is associated with A, = 1.

Extraction of the first profile. If n(((ﬂn)nzl) = 0, then the decomposition
holds. Otherwise, there exists ' € H(R3) and (A1 ,)n>1 € RN, (t1,)n>1 € RY
with Ay, = 400 or Vn, A1, =1, such that, up to an extraction

(4.12) P = weaklimoy ! P(Sn(tin)dn) in H(R?),

n—o0o 1,n

and
1 o
3M((Un)nz1) < 19 12w

Let us denote
(4.13) W= G — Sn(—tin)on,, O

Observe that, if ¢1.,/A1 n, has a finite limit 7; , we can harmlessly assume that
t1n, =0 for all n. Indeed, if A;,, =1 for all n, we see by (4.12) that

S(a ) R
P (Sn(-7)(8")) = weaklim P ().
If A1, — 400, we have, by (4.12) and Lemma 3.2,
7,/;1 = weak lim a/(fn (gRs (tln)ggn) = weak lim (gRs (t1,n//\1,n)0;11n qgn)

n—r oo n—r oo

= weak lim (gRS (71 )U;ll,n 5") :

n—oo

In both cases, we see that we can assume t; , = 0 by modifying the limiting profile
.
Now, we have, by the definition of @} (4.13) and the weak convergence (4.12)

(114) (Sx(-t)on, )

= <U,\M¢j, 73(§N(t1,n)¢_5’n)—0,\1,n@>

= <0A1,n1/71, Sy (t1,n)bn — U’\l’"Jl>H(BC)

= (P05, BiSiu(ta)in) )

H(R3) H(R3)
— 0 as n goes to infinity,
and therefore,
(4.15) I6nlFymey = 1SN (=t1n)on . ¥ 3y pe) + lwnllFy ey + on(1).
But, by conservation of energy
(4.16) IS8 (—t1,0) 000 0 3ume)y = o ¥ 3y pe)-

Now, remark that, if A; ,, — oo, then, as n goes to infinity, we have

lox ' FeB0.1)) — O
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and thus, as oy, , is an isometry on H(R?),
o 3 (me) = lon, " 1 3ums) + on (1)
(4.17) = ||J1||;(R3) +on(1) if Ay, — o0,

and thus, combining (4.17) with (4.15) and (4.16), the decomposition (4.5) with
Pythagorean expansion (4.7) holds at rank J = 1.

Let us now show the L% Pythagorean expansion (4.8).
First case: t1,, =0. Let

fn =

J16nl" = los, 611 = |,
and observe that, as for any z,w € R
|2+ w]® — [21° = w]®| S [zl[w](|2]* + |w]*),

we have, by (4.13)

f" 5 / ‘Ukl,n¢1| |wrlz| 9n, Gn ‘= |0'>\11n1/11‘4 + |w,11|4.

On the other hand, by Sobolev embedding, conservation of energy and scale invari-
ance
L L W L e
||0>\1,n¢ ||L6 ~ U)\l,nw H(Be) Ukl,nz/] H(RS) ’}-L(R?’)’
Together with (4.13) and Sobolev embedding, it follows that sup,, ||gn| /2 < o0,
and we get, by Holder inequality

119 g5 ([ o Puip)’

1 1
< ([ oo P1aal)’ = ([ 1Pl ail)’s
R3 R3 m

where @} = P, — aAl,nz/jl extends the definition of ! to R3 in the present

case t1,, = 0. Now, observe that by (4.12) and (4.13), UA?,LJ;}I — 0 weakly in
H(R3). By Rellich theorem, for any compact K C R3, Tr W} strongly converges
to 0 in LY(K). It follows that |U>\f,iw711|3 converges strongly to 0 in L*3(K). By
Sobolev embedding, |U>\f,i wk|? is bounded in L?(IR?), thus has a weakly convergent
subsequence in L?(R3). By uniqueness of the limit in the sense of distributions,

this weak limit is zero and (4.8) follows from (4.18).
Second case: t1 /A1, — £00. In this case, we have

1S3 (=t /D)8 e — 0,

which can be proved easily from the corresponding property for the free flow Sgs,
and Proposition 2.5. The L Pythagorean expansion (4.8) follows immediately.
Extraction of the subsequent profiles. Let us show how to extract the
second profile, the extraction of the J’th from the J — 1’th being the same for
arbitrary J > 2. If n(@%) = 0, then we are done, otherwise, there exists 92 € H(R?)
and (A2,n)n>1 € (Rj)N, (t2.n)n>1 € RY with Ag,, — +00 or Ao, = 1, such that

n

(4.19) §? = weak lim 0;21n73(§N(f2,n)7~Ul) in H(R3),
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and )

5((@)n>1) < 192 134 e).
We take
(4.20) W2 =0 — Sy (—tan)on,, b

=ty — Sn(—ton)onen? — Sn(—t1n)on, 0"
Let us first show the orthogonality condition (4.1). Denoting
L= U;ll’n'ﬁ (gN(tl,n)tU}L> = 0A P (SN(tl n)un) O\t ’PU,\1 nwl
we have, by (4.12) and (4.13)
7L — 0 weakly in H(R?),
and in addition, by (4.19)

0; P(SN(t2 n—t n)UM n n) d’ # 0,

therefore, by Lemma 4.3, the orthogonality condition (4.1) for (4, k) = (1, 2) follows.
To show the Pythagorean expansion (4.7), using the arguments of the case J = 1,
it suffices to show that the newly arising mixed term goes to zero, namely that

(Sn(—t2,0) 00, 0% Sn(—t1 )00 . D ) 3oy — 0 .

n—roo

Noting that the left-hand side of the previous line equals

(W2, U,\21 P(Sn (tom — tlyn)O')\l,n/lEl)>H(Bc)7

the result follows by the orthogonality condition together with Lemma 4.3.
Finally, (4.19) and (4.20) imply by the exact same arguments as in the extraction
of the first profile that

lwnllEs = IS8 (=tzn)on,, 021 2s + Wi lGe + 0n(1),

from which the LS Pythagorean expansion (4.8) follows using the decomposition
proved at the previous rank, which readed

. 116
6alls = || S (=trmon . 9|,

Labeling. We define Jgig and Jeomp as follows: if A;, = 1 for all n, then
J € Jeomp, Otherwise, j € Jaig.
Decay of the remainder. In order to obtain (4.6), it suffices to show that
(4.21) lim limsup ||Sx ()@ || peeps = 0.
+

J—=+00 p

+ w7 + 0n (D).

Indeed, if (4.21) holds, Strichartz estimates of Proposition 2.7 together with Holder
inequality, conservation of energy, and the fact that, by the Pythagorean expansion
(4.7),

V.J, limsup [0 [|3(pey < limsup [|én|l2(5e)»
n—-+oo n—-+o0o
yields (4.6).
Let us show (4.21). To this purpose, observe that, by the Pythagorean expansion
(4.7),
J J

vJ, Z 197 3oy + Z 197 130y < lim>S}lP 16nll3:(5e),

Jj=1, j€Jcomp Jj=1, jeJais
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and thus both series in j are convergent. Because, by (4.11), the profiles are con-
structed in such a way that

n((@)p>1) < 2 ij”H(Rs) if j € Jar,
T Ul ey i 5 € Jeomps § # 0O
it follows that

(4.22) n((w;{)nzl) =0

Arguing by contradiction, the L>LS decay of Sy (-)w; follows by Lemma 4.2: in-

deed, if the decay of the remainder (4.21) does not hold, by a diagonal argument,

there exists ¢y > 0 and sequences Ji — +00, np — +00, and ¢y such that
n((@0)) =0 and Vk, ||Sy(t)

Nk k

Z €0.
LS(B¢<)

Using Lemma 4.2, it follows that there exists @/7 € H(R?), 15 # 0, and a sequence
()\k)k with
lilgn)\k =ocoorVk, \p =1

such that, after extraction
o P(Sn ()it ) = &
weakly in H(R?). This contradicts the definition (4.10) of  and ends the proof of
the proposition. (I
5. CONSTRUCTION OF A COMPACT FLOW SOLUTION
Let us define the critical energy E. by
(51)  E.:=sup{E >0, VieH(B), &(i)<E = Sn()ie€L’L"},

where, for @ € H(B¢), & is as before the conserved energy

6
Ls-

IS U 1
£(@) = 3 lllipe + 5l
Observe that E. > 0 by Proposition 2.12. The aim of this section is to show

Theorem 5.1. If E. < 400, then there exists i, € H(B®), U, # 0, such that the
nonlinear flow { S (t)d., t € R} has a compact closure in H(B°).

Proof. If E, < +00, let 4 be a minimising sequence for E,, in the sense that
(5.2) (@) > B, lim &(iy) = E., In()iy ¢ LPL'Y.
n—00
Translating u, = .y (-)@} in time if necessary, we may assume
(5.3) nh_)rI;O ||un||L5((07+00)1L10) = nlLII;O ||un||L5((,m70)1L10) = +00,

where by convention ||tn || 15 ((—o0,0),210) = +00 if up ¢ L5 ((—00,0), L'?), and simi-
lary for L? ((0,00), L'%). As @ is bounded in H(B¢), we can, up to a subsequence,
decompose it into profiles according to Proposition 4.1:

J
(54) 'Eg - Z SN(_tj;n)O—)\j,nwj + 'LU,;{
j=1



SCATTERING FOR CRITICAL RADIAL NEUMANN WAVES OUTSIDE A BALL 26

To each profile (7, (Ajn)n>1, (tj.n)n>1) We associate a family of nonlinear Neumann
profiles (Ug)nzl, and additionally, for j € Jaig, a free nonlinear profile V7 and its
rescaled family (V7),>1, in the following way:

o If j € Joomp i€ A, =1, let U7 be the only solution of the critical
nonlinear wave equation with Neumann boundary conditions (1.7)—(1.8),
given by Proposition 2.12 such that

5.5 lim ’ﬁj ) = Sn(=tin HJ’H —0,
(5.5) (~tim) = Sn (=t P

n—o0
and we set
(5.6) Ul(t) == U (t —tjn).
Notice that, if —t;., — +oo, U’/ € L*(Ry, L'°(B®)) by construction.
o If j € Jaim, i.e. \j, — 00, by Lemma 3.2,

-

SN(—tjﬁn)O')\j,ni/;j — gRs (_tj,n)o')\j,nd_;j = 0

H(B®)

Furthermore, denoting by V7 (t) := Sgs(t)1 (t), we have

lim
n— o0

. 1 (t—ti, T
Srs(t = tjn)ox; ¥ = ,\1/2VL] ( . —>

Nim A
i Jn g

We define the free nonlinear profile V7 as the unique solution of the critical
nonlinear wave equation on R?® such that if ¢;,, = 0 for all n, V7 (0) = ¢7

and if limy, oo —tjn/Ajn = £00, limy_ 1o HVJ(t) — Vg(t)"H(BC) =0. In
other terms:
; It N VIt ) —
(5.7) nEIfOOHV (=tjn/Ajn) VL( tin/Njn) H(Be) 0.

Furthermore, we set

. 1 ot —t;

Vi) = VI (),
AE

and we then define the associated family of nonlinear Neumann profiles as
. o L=t
(5.8) Ut) = n () (V1) = #n(t) (am (v (—J))> .
7,n
Observe that, as a solution of a defocusing nonlinear wave equation in R?,

for which the scattering is well known, we have V7 € L5L'°(R?). Further-
more, as U7 (0) = VJ(0), Lemma 3.3 (used with ,, = t;,,) yields

Vi € Jais, SUPHU%”L"’(R,LI“(BC)) < 09,
n
and

(5.9) Vi € Jait, sup‘
t

V2O T4, 0+ IVE = Udlgse =2 0
t7r n—oo

H(Be

Let us assume from now on, by contradiction, that the decomposition (5.4) has
strictly more than one non trivial profile, i.e

(5.10) J>1.
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Then, by the Pythagorean expansion (4.7) together with its L® version (4.8)

Vj € Jeomp, limsup & (S’N(—tjm)@/_ﬁ) < E..

n—oo

Hence, by (5.5), £(U7) < Ec, and U’ € L>L'°(B¢) by the definition of the critical
energy. Summing up, we have

(5.11)  Vj € Jeomp, U? € L>(R, L*(B®)); Vj € Jaig, V7 € L>(R, L'°(B°)).

Let u,, := #Nuy. We will show the following nonlinear profile decomposition:

Proposition 5.2. We have

(5.12) VI, un(t) = > UL(t) + R)(t)
1<5;<5J
RIS SRETIRY 0}
J€Jcomp JE€Jaigy
1<5<J 1<5<J
where
n— o0

To this purpose, let

J

(5.13) i)=Y Ul + 2,
j=1

where

(5.14) 2/ (t) == Sn(t)w],

verifies, by the decay of the remainder of the linear profile decomposition

(5.15) hm limsup ||z || Ls10 = 0.

X n—oo

Observe that @; is solution in B¢ of the following nonlinear wave equation with
Neumann boundary conditions:

J

(5.16) (0F — ANy + (4)° =5, with e == (;)° = > _(U3)°.
j=1
Let us show
Lemma 5.3. We have
(5.17) hm limsup |le || 12 =0,
—00 n—oo
and
(5.18) @lmg = @+ a7 lim limsup || Sy ()a7l|zss0 = 0.
X n—oo
Proof. We will first show (5.17). We have
J

(5.19) lenl S5 Y (TNUS + 120 + 120 Y Ui

1<j#k<T j=1
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Let us begin with the mixed terms |UJ|*|UF|. We start with the case j,k € Jaig.
Notice that
TN | < VEIVEL+ UV = UR) + VIV, = UR T,
thus we get, by Holder inequality

(5.20) |\U3|*Uk oo 1V = U s o

+ ||V7{||L5L10 HVf - USH;LID :

e < VAPVl e + (10

On the one hand, as VJ and V¥ are rescaled solutions of the defocusing critical
nonlinear wave equation in R? associated with orthogonal parameters, it is well
known that, as n goes to infinity (see for example [BG99])

(5.21) V1MV,
On the other hand, as

g1z — 0.

sup [[U3 [ s o + [Vl o0 < 001
it follows from (5.9) that
(5.22) 1T s 200 1V = UR L s o + 1Vl s o 1V = UR [l 20 — 0
as n goes to infinity, and thus (5.20) combined with (5.21) and (5.22) gives
(5.23) [zt uy

|HL1L2 — 0, for j,k € Jaig-

Let us now assume that j € Jeomp and k € Jgig. We have, in a same way as before

4
L5110

5:24)  UINOR e < NUZFIVEN e + (102

On the one hand, we already saw that for k € Jqig

Ve = Uall o oo -

(5.25) U250 oo 1V2E = Ukl o oo 52, 0

On the other hand, by Holder inequality and change of variables

NOZVE 2 < U3 10 IVEUE o os

=2 o \/%(/ (/TZlUj(t—tj,n,x)sw(%7 Ain>5 dw>1/zdt>z/s
- HUJ'H‘;LN\/)\;]CT(/(A>1Uj(3,y)5Vk(S+t§:’; tk’ﬂ’)\zn)5dy)1/2d8)2/5'

As the above expression is uniformly continuous in V* € L°L'’, we can assume
that V* is contiuous and compactly supported. Then we get

(5.26) U1V

1
|HL1L2 S \/TT —0
and thus by (5.24), (5.25) and (5.26)

(5.27) NUIHUEI 112 — O, for j € Jeomp, k € Jaisr.

In a similar fashion we obtain

(5.28) NUZMUR| 12 — 0, for k € Jeomp, J € Jaitr-



SCATTERING FOR CRITICAL RADIAL NEUMANN WAVES OUTSIDE A BALL 29

To conclude with the mixed term |UJ|*|UF|, let us deal with the case j,k € Jeomp-
Then

529 N0 = [ ([ 06t 04 b))
r>1

By orthogonality of the parameters,
(5.30) |tjn — thn| — 400,

but, by change of variable s = ¢ — t; , we obtain from (5.29)

"|U£|4|U§|"L1L2 - / (/>1Uj(8,$)8Uk(S+tj,n _tk,na$)2 dw)1/2ds.

Again, as this expression is uniformly continuous in (U7,U*) € L°L', we may
assume that both are continuous and compactly supported. But for such functions,
the above expression vanishes for n large enough by (5.30). Thus we have

(5.31) NUHUEI| 122 — O, for 4,k € Jeomp-

We dealt with all the cases (5.23), (5.27), (5.28), (5.31) and shown that

(5.32) v YD UL UE — 0.
1<j k< Lipe
Finally, by the decay of the remainder (5.15),
. . . . 5
(5.33) Jhﬁn;o hgljolip H|z;{|5HL1L2 = Jhﬁn;o hrrlnsolip Hz,{HLSLw =0,

and moreover, by Minkowski and Hélder inequalities

3 S < el SN0 e
j=1 LiL j=1
By (5.15),
J
(5.35) }Ln;oligsolip‘ 1B Z U7t . =0.

j=1

Combining (5.32), (5.33), (5.34) and (5.35), we thus proved the L' L? decay of the
error term e, that is (5.17).

Let us now show (5.18). We have, by the definition of @; (5.13), of the remainder
(5.14) and of the modified profiles (5.8), (5.6)

7 7 35 ( —tinm "
(5.36) ip(0) = S T (ta) + Z T (Vj(m» + ]
JE€Jcomp J€Jaisr ’
Jj<J J<J
As a consequence of the definition (5.5) of U7 for j € Jeomp, we have, in H(B¢), as
n goes to infinity

—

(5.37) Vi € Jeompy U’ (—tjn) = Sn(—t;n)0’ + o0n(1).
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Let us deal now with the first component of the diffusive profiles, the derivative
component being handled in the same fashion. For j € Jqig, by the definition (5.7),
this first component verifies, in H"

"y Lo (Zhin -
y g o j pn
(5.38) o, (V ( N )> VM ( Ajin ’Aﬂ*")
Jn

Ut .
_—AWVL]< J: —)+0n(1)—SN(—tj7n)a)\j’n1/)3 +on(1),

3
i Ajn - Ajn
:

where at the last line we have used Lemma 3.2. This last expansion (5.38), to-
gether with the similar one for the derivative component and (5.37), (5.36), the
linear profile decomposition (5.4) and the Strichartz estimates for the Neumann
flow (Proposition 2.7) gives (5.18), and ends the proof of the lemma. O

The proof of the nonlinear profile decomposition follows:

Proof of Proposition 5.2. By (5.16) together with (5.17) and (5.18), the perturba-
tive result of Proposition 2.13 gives, together with (5.15)
with

lim limsup || R!|| ;510 = 0.

J—00 n—oco
But (5.9) enables us to replace all the U} by V,J for j € Jaig in the definition (5.13)
of 4 and ends the proof of the nonlinear profile decomposition. O

We are now in position to end the proof of the theorem. Indeed, by Proposition
5.2 together with (5.11), u,, isin L5 L for n large enough, and (5.2) is contradicted.
Therefore the assumption (5.10) cannot hold, that is, J = 1: there is only one non-
trivial profile in the decomposition (5.2):

(5.39) @8 = Sn(—t1,0)on " + Ty IS8 ()Tl L5 10 — O

Let us show that it is the time-compact (¢1,, = 0), scaling-compact (A1,, = 1)
one.

As noticed before, as the scattering in the free space R? is well known, we have
VJ € LPL'0 for any j € Jyig. Therefore, if 1 € Jgig, the same proof as before yields
the decomposition:

B 1 1/t—Ttin .
(5.40) unt) = 35V ( . E) + R(t)
1,n ’ ’
with
(5.41) limsup ||Rn||L5L10 = 0,
n— o0

proving that u,, € L°L'°, a contradiction. Thus 1 € Jeomp i.6. A1, = 1.
It remains to eliminate the case ¢ , — £00. Recall that

(5.42) ||un||L5((,0010)L10) — 00, ||un||L5((07+OO)L10) — OQ.

Let us for example assume, by contradiction, that ¢; ,, — +00. This implies

‘SN(' - tl,n)i/jl’

lim
n— oo

L5((—00,0)L10)
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and we obtain, by the small data well-posedness theory, that for large n, u, €
L5((—00,0), L) with
nh—>H;o ||un||L5((,m70)1L10) =0,
contradicting (5.42). The case t1, — —oo is eliminated in the same way.
Therefore, @ writes:

iy =" + W, ||SN ()|l pogi0 — 0.
Notice that, by the Pythagorean expansion (4.7) together with its L5 version (4.8),
&) < E,, and therefore
&) = E.

otherwise, by (5.40) and the definition of E., u, scatters. This implies, by the
Pythagorean expansion again, together with (5.2)

[ || #(Bey — O.
We take . to be this profile:

U = 1/71.
By the conservation of energy, we have & (jN (t)d.) = E. for any t, and the same
argument applied to .

N (tn ) e
for any sequence (tp)n>1 € RY shows that the flow {t € R, YN uc} has a compact
closure in H(B¢). Indeed this sequence satisfies the same assumptions as @., at the
beginning of the proof, and will therefore have a convergent subsequence in H(B¢)
as well. Finally, observe that &(@.) = E. > 0 insures in particular that i, # 0. O

6. RicipIiTY

In this section we prove:

Theorem 6.1. Let (ug,u1) € H(B®), radial, and u(t) = SN (t)(uo,u1) be a so-
lution of the energy critical defocusing wave equation outside the unit ball with
Neumann boundary conditions (1.7)-(1.8)-(1.9). Assume that u is global and that

K = {ﬁ(t), te R}
has compact closure in H(B¢). Then u = 0.
The proof follows the lines of the proof of [DKM13].

6.1. Preliminaries. We will use the following asymptotic energy property for the
wave equation on R3:

Proposition 6.2. Let R > 0. Let (vg,v1) € H(R3) and v = Sgs(vo,v1) be the
solution of the linear wave equation on R3 with initial data (vo,v1). Then

+oo
lim |8tr ro(t,r))? dx —/ (8,(rv0))” + r2v? dr.

t—)ioo R+t] R
We omit the easy proof, which relies on the equation (97 — 82)u(t,r) = 0. We

note that by integration by parts,
+oo

(6.1) /+°° (5t’r(ru0))2 dr + Ru2(R) = / (5t)r(uO))2 2 dr.

R R
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Proposition 6.3. There exists 3 > 0 and a radial, C*> function Z = Z(|z|) on
{x € R3, |z| > 3} such that

(6.2) AZ =277 forr >3

, 1 e,
(6.3) rZ'(r) + |+ 200 - -] < 3
(6.4) Jim 17(r)] = +oc
(6.5) Z'(r) #0 forr > 3.

Proof. The existence of 3 and Z satisfying (6.2), (6.3) and (6.4) is proved in [DY18,
Proposition 4.1] and we omit it.

To prove (6.5), we argue by contradiction. Assume that Z’(R) = 0 for some
R > 3. Multiplying equation (6.2) by Z, integrating by parts for » > R and using
the boundary condition Z’(R) = 0, we obtain

/ |VZ|2d:z:+/ |Z|8 dz = 0.
{lz>R} {lz>R}

This proves that Z(r) = 0 for almost every r > R, contradicting (6.3). O
Remark 6.4. Let £ € R\ {0} and

- 2o2)

Then (6.2), (6.4) and (6.5) hold with Z replaced by Z, and 3 by £?3, and there
exists a constant Cy such that

(6.6)

4

i
zg(r)_;‘ <L

6.2. Proof of Theorem 6.1.

Step 1. Let (ug,u1) € H(BC) be as in Theorem 6.1. Let £ > 0 be a small parameter
to be specified. In all the proof we fix R. > 1 such that

“+oo
(6.7) / ((Oruo)® +uf) rdr <e.
In this step, we prove
“+oo
6.8 VR > R., Oy (ruo))® + r?u? dr < CRul’(R).
0
R

Let R > R.. We define the radial functions vy € H'(R?), v; € L?(R?) as follows:

{(vo,vl)(r) = (uo,u1)(r) ifr>R

(6.9) (vo,v1)(r) = (up(R),0) if r € (0, R).

We let v(t) = Fgs(t)(vo,v1) be the solution to the quintic wave equation on R?
with initial data (vg,v1), and v (r) = Sgrs(vo,v1) be the corresponding solution to
the free wave equation. We note that by final speed of propagation

v(t,r) = u(t,r), r>R+|[t].
By the small data theory, since ¢ is small,

(6.10) sup 15(6) = T2l 11 22 < C (w0, 01) 12 -
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By Proposition 6.2,

+o0 +oo
(6.11) lim / |0 (ror (t,7))|? dr = / (&(ruo))2 +u? dr.
t—+oo R+t] R

By (6.10), and finite speed of propagation

<C </+OO ((0ruo)? + u%)r2dr)5 .

+o0 9
/ ‘Bt,r(rvL(t,r)) — 8t7T(ru(t,r))‘ dr .

R+|t]

Combining with (6.11) and using that by the compactness of the closure of K in
H(B°)
—+oo

lim Oy r(ru(t,m))|? dr =0,
Jim [ st

we deduce

o0 o0 5
/ (B, (rug))* + uddr < C (/ (Oru0)® + ui) r2dr> .
R R

Combining with the integration by parts formula (6.1) and the smallness of e, we

deduce (6.8).

Step 2. In this step we prove that there exists £ € R and C' > 0 such that for large
R,

Y4 C Foo C
(6.12) wi -t < S [T rumans S

First fix R and R’ such that R. < R < R’ < 2R. Letting (o(r) = ruo(r), we have,
using Cauchy-Schwarz, then Step 1
R R 1
©13) 16 -G < [ Bl < VR [ 0GP < G,
R R

Since by the definition (6.7) of R. and the integration by parts formula (6.1) one
has
(6.14)

we deduce from (6.13):

(6.15) G0 (R) = Co(R')| < €%¢o(R).
We apply this inequality between 2R and 2¥*!R for k € N and a fixed R > R..
This yields
[Go ("1 R) = G (2"R)| S €% [Go (2" R)|
and thus
¢o (2"'R)| < (14 C=%)[¢o (2°R)|.
We deduce, by an easy induction:
[Go (2" R)| = (1+C*)FIGo(R)]
Combining with (6.13) we obtain
1

(6.16) (02" R) = (2 R)| £ (14 C=2)™ |G(B) 53575
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Chosing ¢ small, so that (1 + Ce?)® < 4, we see that Y. [(o(2¥R) — (o(2F T R)|
converges, and thus that (5(2*R) has a limit ¢(R) as k — co. Summing (6.16) over
all k£ > kg, we obtain

1 1

(6.17) (0@ R) ~(R)| = f oy (I

(1+c.

for some constant ¢, > 0. Combining with (6.13), we see that
Tim Go(r) = ((R).

and in particular the limit ¢(R) does not depend on R. We will simply denote it
by £. By (6.17) at ko = 1, since (p is bounded

1
(6.15) G(R) ~ €] Sau 7
which yields the first inequality in (6.12).Combining with step 1, we obtain the
second inequality in (6.12).
Step 3. In this step, we assume ¢ = 0 and prove that (ug,u1) = (0,0). Indeed by
(6.15), if R > R, and k € N,
G (2 R)] = (1- 02 [ (2°R)].
Hence by induction on k,
G0 (2°R)| > (1 = C=*)*|Go(R))-

Since by the preceding step and the assumption R = 0, |(o(2¥R)| < 1/2’“R2, we
deduce, chosing e small enough and letting k& — oo that (o(R) = 0. Combining
with (6.8) we deduce

+oo
R>R. = / (0:C0)? +ul(r)dr =0,
R

that is ug(r) and uy(r) are 0 for almost every r > R.. Going back to the definition
of R. we see that we can choose any R, > 1, which concludes this step.

Step 4. We next assume ¢ # 0. Let Z; be as in Remark 6.4. In this step we prove
that (ug — Z¢,u1) has a bounded support. Let f = u — Zy. Then
5

5
O f—Af = = ;i
(6.19) Pf—Af=Di(f) ;(k)zz !

fri=0 = (fo, f1) = (w0 — Z¢, wa),
For € > 0 small, we fix R, > 1 such that

+oo
(6.20) | (000 + 1500 rar < &2

1
+o00 B
(6.21) / / Z0(ryr?dr | dt < 5.
R R+t
Let f1, be the solution of 92 fr, = Afr, with
fHLTtZO = (vafl)a
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where (fo, f1) coincides with (fo, f1) for r > R’ and is defined as in (6.9). Using
(6.19) and the assumptions (6.20) and (6.21) on R., we obtain

©22) s || Ry ey [V (70 = O |, £ o P00,
Let R > R.. Using that by Proposition 6.2,
+oo +o0 N2 »
i ) (ol iz [ ((007) 05 i

and since

lim /+0° (Bt,r (rf(t,r)))2 dr =0,

t—+oo R

we deduce from (6.22)

+o0 +oo
58/ ((BTf0)2 + ff) r2dr > /R ((&(rfo))z + r2f12> dr

R
and thus

(623) ESng(R) 2 / ((6r('f'fo))2 +r2f12) dr.
R
Letting go = rfo, we deduce by Cauchy-Schwarz that for R > R., k € N,

2P R
|90 (2"*'R) — go (2kR)‘ < /k |0rgoldr < & |go(2kR)‘ )
2R

This yields by an easy induction |go(2*R)| > (1 — 054)k lgo(R)|, where C' > 0 is a
constant which is independent of €. Since by Step 2,

c
2FR
(2’“R)2 > |go (2°R) |,
we obtain choosing £ small enough that go(R) = 0 for large R. Combining with
(6.23), we deduce that (fo(r), f1(r)) = 0 a.e. for large R, concluding this step.

Step 5. In this step we still assume ¢ # 0 and deduce a contradiction. We let
—+o0
p:lnf{R>C : / ((8Tf0)2+f12)r2d7°=0}
R
and prove that p = max(1,3(?), i.e.that uo(r) = Zy(r) almost everywhere for
r > max(1,30%). If 302 > 1, we deduce

lim_|ug(r)| = +o0,
r—302

a contradiction with the radial Sobolev embedding theorem. If 3/2 < 1, we obtain
uo(r) = Ze(r)

for all » > 1. Translating the solution in time, the same proof yields that for all ¢
in the domain of definition of u,

(6.24) ult,r) = Zi(r),
a contradiction with the Neumann boundary condition, as given by Lemma 2.10.
Note that by finite speed of propagation, the limit ¢ in (6.24) is independent of ¢.
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To prove that p = max(1, 3¢2), we argue by contradiction, assuming p > max(1, 3¢2).
By the preceding step and finite speed of propagation, the essential support of f is
included in {r < p + |¢|}. Thus f is solution of

{8§f = Af = Loy De(f)-

fie=0 = (fo, f1) == (w0 — Ze,u1),
Fix R! € (1, p) such that,

+oo
L7 1050 + 1RGP 2 <2

1
RE

prit :
/ / ZP2(ryrtdr | dt < €.
R \JRr 4t

The same argument as in the preceding step, replacing R. by R/, yields that
(fo, f1) = 0 for almost every r > R/, which contradicts the definition of p. The
proof is complete.

O
We are now in position to conclude

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By contradiction, assume that E., as defined by (5.1), is
finite. Then Theorem 5.1 shows that there exists a solution . to (1.7)-(1.8)-(1.9)
such that {ﬁc(t), te R} has a compact closure in H(B¢), but by Theorem 6.1, such
a solution cannot exist. Thus F, = 400, and by Proposition 2.12, all the solutions
of (1.7)-(1.8)-(1.9) scatter. O

7. FOCUSING CASE

In this section we sketch the proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. Subsection 7.1
is dedicated to the proof of a trapping property for solutions below the energy of
the R3 ground state W that is important in the proof of both of these results.
Subsection 7.2 concerns Theorem 1.2 and Subsection 7.3 Theorem 1.3. Finally, in
Subsection 7.4, we comment on the assumptions of these two theorems, and prove
that the exact analog of Theorem 1.2 is not true when R? \ B(0,1) is replaced by
a more general domain.

7.1. Trapping by the energy. Recall that
1

‘1‘2 %
(1 T T)

is the ground state of the focusing critical wave equation on R3. If (f,g) € H(R?),

we denote by
1 1 1
@mRs(f,g):—/ IVf|2+—/ |g|2——/ 11
2 RS 2 R3 6 RS

Proposition 7.1. Let u be a solution of (1.11) with Neumann boundary condition
(1.8) and initial data (1.9). Let I be its mazimal interval of existence. Assume

W(x) =
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& (ug,u1) < Eps(W,0). Then the sign of [5.|Vu(t)]* — [os [VW|? is independent
of t € I, and there exists 6 > 0 depending only on & (ug,u1) such that

/C Vu(t, 2)2 —/R3 VW () 2da

Proof. For (f,g) € H, we denote by (f,3) := P(f,g), the extension of (f,g) to
H(R3) by (£(1),0), as defined in definition 2.1. Observe that (f, g) verifies

/Rs‘vﬂzz/gc'w and /Rsfﬁz -

/|§I2=/ lg|?,
Rg BC
and

(7.2) s (f, Ez) <&(f9).

Let u satisfy the assumptions of Proposition 7.1. Then by conservation of the
energy and (7.2),

Vtel, &s(a(t),0u(t)) < &(uo,ur) < &gs(W,0).

(7.1) vtel, > 5.

The conclusion of the proposition then follows from the variational properties of
the ground-state W on R3, see e.g. [KM06, Lemma 3.4]. O

7.2. Scattering. Note that by Proposition 7.1 and the radial Sobolev inequal-
ity (see Remark 2.3), any solution of (1.11)-(1.8)-(1.9) that satisfies & (ug,u1) <
Ers(W,0), [5. [Vuol? < [s [VW]? is global.

Using Proposition 7.1, the proof of Theorem 1.2 follows exactly the same lines
as the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Recall that according to [KMOS§], any solution of the quintic focusing wave equa-
tion on R? with initial data (vo,v1) € (H' x L?) (R?) such that

/ |Vo|? < / |V |? and &gs (vo, v1) < s (W, 0)
R3 R3

scatters to a linear solution.
Arguing by contradiction and using the arguments of Sections 3, 4, and 5, we
see that it is sufficient to prove:

Theorem 7.2. Let (ug,u1) € H(B®), radial, and u(t) be a solution of the en-
ergy critical focusing wave equation outside the unit ball with Neumann boundary
conditions (1.11)-(1.8)-(1.9). Assume that u is global and that

K = {ﬁ(t), te R}
has compact closure in H(B). Then u = 0.

Note that it would be sufficient to prove Theorem 7.2 with the additional as-
sumptions & (ug,u1) < &gs(W,0), [5. [Vuol|? < [zs [VW]?, but these assumptions
are not needed to obtain the conclusion of the theorem.

The proof of Theorem 7.2 is the same as the proof of the Theorem 6.1 in Section
6, except that in Steps 4 and 5 the solution Z; of the elliptic equation AZ, = Zg’
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must be replaced by the solution Wy of the elliptic equation —AW, = W}, where

(7.3) W) = 2w (i—f) - KOL

127
4 ar)

so that

14 1

Also, since W (z) is defined for all z € R3, whereas Z,(z) is only defined for r > 3¢2,
we must replace max(1,3¢?) everywhere in these two steps of the proof by 1. The
key point to obtain the contradiction is that 9,W,(1) # 0 for any ¢ # 0, i.e. that
Wy is not a stationary solution of the focusing wave equation on B¢ with Neumann
boundary condition, which can be easily checked on the explicit formula (7.3) .

7.3. Blow-up. Using Proposition 7.1, the proof of Theorem 1.3 is very close to
the proof of its analog on the whole space R3, see Theorem 3.7 and the proof of
Theorem 1.1, (ii) in section 7 of [KMO8|. Let us mention that this argument is
inspired by the work of H.A. Levine [Lev74].

Let us first assume that ug € H'(B¢) = H'(B®) N L*(B°). Using the equa-
tion satisfied by u, one sees that u(t) € L?*(B€) for all ¢ and, denoting y(t) =
Jge w?(t, x)dz, that

y'(t) :2/ udpu, " (t) :2/ u6—2/ |Vu|2+/ (Opu)?.
c BC BC c

Note that we have used the boundary condition d,u;gpe = 0 which implies f Be ulAu =
- ch [Vul?.
Recall that &gs(W,0) = 1 [oo [VW]?. As in the proof of Theorem 3.7 of [KMO08],

one can write, for ¢ in the domain of existence of wu,

y'(t) = —12(5”(u0,u1)+4/ |Vu|2—|—8/ (Ou)?
BC

c

:8/ (8tu)2+4/ IVl —4/ VW2 + 12855 (W, 0) — 128 (uo, 1)
c Be R3

Z 8/ (8tu)2—|—50,

where dp = 128gs(W,0) — 128 (up, u1) > 0 and we have used that by Proposition
7.1, [pe [Vu(t)]? > [os [VW]? for all ¢.

The end of the proof that uw blows up in finite time is exactly as the end of the
proof of Theorem 3.7, p.165 of [KMO08] and we omit it.

To treat the general case ug € H'(B¢) one should use a localized version of
Je u*(t). These bring out new terms in the preceding computation, that can be
controled using finite speed of propagation. We refer to [KMO08, p.205-206] for the
details.

7.4. Comments on the assumptions. Consider the nonlinear focusing wave
equation (1.1) with + = —1, and Neumann boundary condition (1.2) in a gen-
eral open domain € of R3. We claim that the analog of Theorem 1.2 does not hold
in general. Indeed, first consider the case of a half-plane:

Q= {(z1,22,23) € R? ;> 0}.
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Let w be the restriction of W to 2. Then w is a solution of —Aw = w®. Since W is
radial, w satisfies in addition the Neumann boundary condition (1.2). This yields
a non-scattering solution w of (1.1), (1.2) such that

1 . 1
/ [Vwl|* = 5/ VW [?,  &w(0) = §éa]R3(VV7 0),
Q RS

which proves that one cannot generalise Theorem 1.2 in this setting. Similarly, for
¢ > 0, the solution w, of (1.1), (1.2) with initial data ((1+&)w,0) blows up in finite
time by [KMO08|. This solution satisfies

/|v 1“) /RS|VW|2, é”(@U(O))<%£R3(W,O),

which shows that the assumptions & (ug,u1) < &s(W,0), [, |Vuol?* < [z [VW?
is not sufficient to ensure global existence on the half-plane.

We now give a similar example when 2 is an exterior domain. Assume that
) = R?\ K, where K is bounded subset of R? with a smooth boundary 0K =
0f) containing a portion of a plane. Without loss of generality, we can assume
(translating and rescaling ):

{0} x [-1,41]> € 8Q, B(0,1)Nn{z; >0} C Q.

According to [KST09], for all € > 0, there exists a radial solution z of the focusing
critical wave equation on R3, blowing-up in finite time 7" > 0 and such that

1 2

limsup/ Vz(tz)— =W (E) +(0p2(t,x))?de < e, &(2(0)) < EW,0)+e
t—T JR3 t 12

using finite speed of propagation, time translating and rescaling the solution, we

can assume that the support of Z(¢) is included in B(0,1) for all ¢ € [0,T"). The

restriction u of z to 1 > 0 is then a solution of (1.1), (1.2), (1.3) that satisfies

1 1
&g u1) < 280s(W,0) 46, limsup/ |Vu(t)|2+/(8tu(t))2 < _/ VW4 e,
2 t—T Q Q 2 R3

proving that a generalization of Theorem 1.2 is hopeless in this setting also.

In view of this example, we conjecture that Theorem 1.3 cannot be either gen-
eralised to other geometries, and that the radiality assumptions in Theorems 1.2
and 1.3 is also necessary. More precisely, a natural conjecture is that the energy
threshold to ensure energy trapping and a blow-up scattering/dichotomy in the case
of Neumann boundary condition is exactly §&gs(W,0). This is of course the case
when € is a half-plane, since one can then use the result on R? after extending the
solution by symmetry to the whole space.

Acknowledgements. The authors thank Fabrice Planchon for interesting discus-
sions about the problem.
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