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Abstract
In this paper we investigate the rigidity property of a wave component coupled in a wave-
Klein-Gordon system. We prove that when the radiation field of the wave component vanishes
at the null infinity, the initial data of this component also vanish, therefor there is no wave
in the whole spacetime.

1 Introduction

In the present work we establish a rigidity result of the following Cauchy problenﬂ of a wave-
Klein-Gordon system in R!*3:

Ou = B*?9,udsv,

1.1
(1.1) Ov + o = Po‘ﬂuaaagv

with the small localized regular initial data imposed on {t = 2}:
(1.2) u(2,2) = uo(x), Qu(2,z) =ui(z), v(2,2)=wvo(x), v (2,2)=uv1(x).

Here B*? P8 are constant-coefficient quadratic forms, ¢ is a constant, ¢ > 0, and u, and vy
(¢ =0,1) are supported in the unit disc {|z| < 1} with sufficient regularity. The term “rigidity”
means that, when we cannot detect the wave at the null infinity via a radiation field, there is no
wave in the whole of spacetime.

We firstly revisit the global well-posedness result and show the existence of the Friedlander
radiation field of the wave component:

(1.3) R, (ppyw) := 1i>m (rogu)(r 4+ p,rw)

in the regime of the small amplitude global regular solution, see also [3 [13]. More precisely, we
will firstly prove the following result:

Theorem 1.1 (Global well-posedness and existence of Friedlander radiation field). Consider the
Cauchy problem associate to ([[Ll) with the initial data ([[2). There exists a positive constant
g0 > 0 and an integer N > 9 (both determined by the system) such that when € < g9 and

(1.4) |00l g~ sy + lutll v msy < &,
||’U0||HN+1(R3) + ||'U1||HN(]R3) <eg,

the associate local solution is in fact well-defined in {t > 2}. In this case, the Friedlander radiation
field Ry, associate to u is well defined.
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Remark 1.2. The regularity condition N > 9 is far from optimal. In fact a more careful applica-
tion of the method presented later can make an improvement to N > 7. But in order to concentrate
on the rigidity result, we will not make efforts in this direction.

Then we prove the rigidity, that is, given the initial data sufficiently small and R, (¢, w) = 0,
the wave component vanishes identically. More precisely,

Theorem 1.3 (Rigidity for small amplitude regular solution). Let (u,v) be the global solution to
the Cauchy problem (LI)-(L2). There exists a positive constant €1 > 0, determined by the system,
such that if € < €1 and Ry, =0, then ug = uy = 0.

Remark 1.4. One may observe that when u = 0, the system reduces to the free-linear Klein-
Gordon equation. Thus the vanishing radiation field can only eliminate the wave component.

The rigidity property is important for many PDE systems from physics because people believe
that when there is no radiation towards the infinity (in certain sens), there should be no wave in
the whole spacetime. In this direction there are plenty of researches. On electromagnetic (Maxwell
equations) fields this dates back to at least [2I] and for gravitational field (Einstein equations)
[22]. In the mathematical literature, this research is sometimes called the problem of unique
continuation form infinity. This was initiated in [16] and followed in [9, [I0]. See also more recent
works on linear /nonlinear wave equations [I} 2, [19], on Dirac equations [13], and in plasma physics
[14], and so on.

In the present paper, we investigate the rigidity property of the wave component coupled in
a wave-Klein-Gordon system. We have chosen ([I]) as a simple model for this stating step. In
mixed quadratic terms coupled in the wave equation was extensively studied in many context such
as [0, [7) T1]. The nonlinear coupling in the Klein-Gordon equation is the typical quasi-linear term
included in the wave-Klein-Gordon model introduced and studied in [18] [12] [4].

The mechanism relies on an enforced energy estimate on wave component, which is carried
out by applying the conformal-killing (with respect to the Minkowski metric) multiplier Su =
(t0¢ + rOy)u. This energy (denoted by E; in the coming sections) is stronger than the standard
energy and provides strong decay rate on all components of V; ,u except one bad direction (this
can be L = 9y — 0, or 0, = (¢%/r)0s. In the present paper we take 9; as the bad direction). Then
combined with an ODE-based argument along a group of time-like hyperbolas together, one can
establish an decay rate on V; ,u by integrating form the null infinity. This decay rate, as we call
it “excessive decay”, is even faster than the generic linear wave decay. This leads to the fact that
the standard energy (obtained by the multiplier d;u) of the wave component tends to zero at a
polynomial rate. Then an argument based on the energy identity and Gronwall’s inequality shows
that the initial standard energy vanishes, and we conclude by the desired result.

2 Some basic facts of hyperboloidal framework

2.1 Frames and vector fields

Let (t,x) € R'*3 with 2 € R3. Denote by r = \/|21[? + [22]2 + [23]2. We work in the light-cone
K :={r <t—1} C R'™3. Furthermore, we introduce

He:={(t,2) e R"P|t = /52 + 712}, Hgp s :=KN {,/sg +z[2 <t <y /82 + |z|2},
0K = {t = o] + 1}, 0Kjsye = 0K O {33+ o <t < /o3 + o},

F® = (Moo NK) UK 54,6,

and

We recall the following nations introduced in [I7]:

8= 0, 8, := o = (29/t)0; + Da.



The transition matrices between this frame and the natural frame {9, } are:

1 0 0O 1 0 0O
1 1
g | '/t 1.0 0 8. —z'/t 1 0 0
(21) &, = 22/t 0 1 0 |’ Vo= —22/t 0 1 0
2?3/t 0 0 1 -3/t 0 0 1
with

Do =D005, 00 =00y
The vector field (derivatives) 0, are tangent to the hyperboloid Hs. We call them hyperbolic

derivatives.
Let T = T*%9, ® 0 be a two tensor defined in X or its subset. Then T can be written with

{9, }:
T=T9,©0, with T°°=7""131),.

2.2 High-order derivatives
In the region X, we introduce the following Lorentzian boosts:
L,=2; +t0,, a=1,2,3
and the following notation of high-order derivatives: let I, J be multi-indices taking values in
{0,1,2,3} and {1, 2, 3} respectively,
I'=(i1,d9, yim), J=(j1,72, s Jn)-

We define
'L =0;,0i, -+ 03, Lj L, -+ Ly,

to be an (m + n)—order derivative.
Let Z be a family of vector fields. 2 = {Z;|i =0,1,---,6} with

Zo=0y, Z1=01, Zy=0, IL3=03, Zy=1L, Zs=Ly Zsg=Ls,

A high-order derivative of order N on 2 with milti-index I = (i1,42,--- ,in), 3; € {0,1,---,6} is
defined as

28 =7, Ziy - Zi .
A high-order derivative Z7 is said to be of type (a,b), if it contains at most a partial derivatives
and b Lorentzian boosts. We then introduce the following notation:

Ipe = {I|I is of type (a,b) with a+b < p,b < k}

so ZT with I € Jp.i stands for a high-order derivatives composed by boosts and partial derivative.
Its order is smaller or equal to p and it contains at most k£ boosts. We define

. K .
ulpk == e |2 ul, ulp == onax |ulp, ks
|au|p7k = mo?,x |6au|p,ka |6u|p = Or%l]?%(p |6u|p,kv
o I N I
22) 0™ ulp,k = |III|13)7$7/|8 ulp,k, 0™ ulp = o?z?%(p |07 ulp,k,
|$U|p,k = maX{|Qau|p,k}v |$U|p = Ogll?%(p |$u|p,k7
|a$u|p,k = maX{|Qa5au|p7k, |aaQau|p7k}a |5$u|p ‘= Inax |a$u|p,ka
a,o 0<k<p
|DDulp 1. = max{|0,dyulp.r}, |DPul, = ex |Ddulp k.

In the above expressions the max is taken for a € {0,1,2,3} and a,b € {1,2,3}. These quantities
will be applied in order to control varies of high-order derivatives in the following discussion. Our
first task is to bound them by energy densities. These results will be stated after the introduction
of the standard and scaling energy inequalities in the following two sections.



3 The energy estimate with scaling multiplier on hyper-
boloids

3.1 Differential identities

We recall the following energy estimate (see for example the applications on Maxwell equations in
23, 8]).Let K; := td; + 2%0,. We firstly write the following differential identities in R

1 n
KiulOu = 58,5 (tazo |0au|? + 2$b0bu6tu)

1
— 58,1 (2t6tu8au + 220y udu + x| 0pu|? — Z |8bu|2)

b
(ol — 3 o).

b
ulOu = 0y (udu) — O (udyu) (|0tu|2 Z |Opul )

This leads to the divergence form:

(Kyu+ (n— 1)u/2)0u

1
=20 (t 3 10aul® + 22°0pudsu + (n — 1)u8tu)

a=0

- %8,1 (Qtatuaau + 220 ud,u + x| 0pu|* — x° ; |Opul? + (n — l)uaau).

(3.1)

3.2 Energy density

For simplicity of expression, we write (3.1)) into the following form
(Kiu+ (n —1)u/2)0u = Div# [u]
with
290u] =t Z |0aul? + 22°0udsu + (n — 1)udsu,

a=0
—24,%(u) :=2tDyudau + 22°Opudau + x| Opul® — ° Z |0yu)® + (n — 1)udyu.
b

In order to do energy estimate on hyperboloids, we need to regard firstly the energy density
Y1 [v] - (1, —x%/t), which is written as

2eq[u] :=t(1+ (r/t)*)|0wul® +t(1 — (r/t)? Z |0gu|? 4+ 2t 2 Oqul? + 42" Osud,u

n—1
+

’LLKl’U,.

It can be written as

1 t 52 —1
(3.2) efu] = 2—t|K1u|2 + §|(xa/r)Qau|2 + 5 > Ir T Qapul® + uKyu

a<b

where Qqp := %0, — 2°9,. When n = 1 the last two terms disappear and when n = 2 we denote
by © = Qy2. Then in order to guarantee the positivity, we establish the following Hardy type
inequality:



Lemma 3.1. Let u be a compactly supported, sufficiently regular function defined on R™. Then
for a<mn,

—a 2 —«
(3.3) ||T /2UHL2(RTL) < — ||7“1 /25Tu||L2(Rn)

where v = /Y, |x%]? and 9, := (x/r)0,

Remark 3.2. If we take o = 2, B3) leads to

Il gy < s 1Byl e
which is known as the classical Hardy’s inequality for n > 3. In the present work we will apply the
case « =1 and n > 2.
Proof. Remark the following identity
u? 1

2u
2 —« a /..« 2 .a «@
— P) — B, _
u’r — o (2 /1Y) — (uzr ) —

(™) 0gu

Integrate the above identity in the domain {r > e} and apply Stokes’ formula (u is compactly
supported), we obtain

1 2
/ u?r~%de = / Do (WPzr™*)dz — / u(z®r=*)0qu dx
r>e n—=0a /> n—a />
1 5 _ 2 _
= u?(xr=) - (—a®/r)do — u(z®r~)0qu dx
r=e r>e

n—«oa n—«o

where do = "~ dw,,_ is the volume form of {r = ¢} while dw, 1 is that of the unit n — 1 sphere.
Then we obtain

_ _ 2 _
/ u’r O‘cla::/ ur" % dw, q — u(z®r=*)dyu dz.
r>e r=e n—o r>e

Let € — 0, we obtain

HT_O‘/Q < — ||r_a/2u|\Lz(Rn)Hrl_a/QaTuHLQ(Rn)

2
“||%2(Rn) / P 2y % 2P ude < —

n—a«
This leads to the desired result. |
Return to our energy density. Let us fix
ug(z) = u(\/m, )
being the restriction of u on Hs.

Then O,us(z) = (2%/r)Q,u(t, x) with s = vt? — r2. Then by [B3) with o =1,

/ t|(m“/r)Qau|2dac:/ (t—r)|(m“/r)Qau|2dx+/ |r1_1/28Tus|2dac
RTL

s s

2
> [ =l muis+ O

(n—1)? 1,2
(t —7)|(z/r)d,ul? do + 2 r T utde
9{3 4 ¥

s

(3.4)

2 (n—1)° —1_ —1),.2
(t —r)|[(x*/r)0,ul do + 2L (r~t =t Hude
s 4 s

-1
+ — i 1 ) / t~ ldx.



Combine this bound with ([B.2), we obtain
(3.5)

Er(s,u) = /g{ e1[u]de

2
_S ~1/2,-1 2 1 9 t , n—1
,3§)||t r QabU||L2(HS)+/g.CSQ_t|K1U| +§|(z /m)0,ul” + 57 uK udx
1 _ 1 a
22 IO 2 sl o,y + 5l = )2 )2l oo,
a<b
1 _ (n—1)2) st —r\1/2 |2
(¢ ~1)u/2)%d 7“( ) ‘ .
+2/st (Kiu+ (n—1u/2)"de + 1 p u o)

So we conclude by the following result:

Lemma 3.3. Let u be sufficiently reqular function defined in Xy, s, and vanishes near 9X. Then
e when n > 2, the following quantities are bounded by CEq (s, u)1/2:

1t~ 2 (K + (0= 1)u/2) | 22e3c),
1(s/0 20 ull2aeys s/t 20aull 2.y, s/t 2l L2se,)-

e when n =1, the following quantities are bounded by CEq (s, u)1/2:

(3.7) [t 2Kyl ey, 18720,ull 2 ac, -

Proof. The case n = 1 is direct from ([3.2). For the case n > 2, we take (3] and observe that,
due to the fact 1 <t —r < = in X,

tfr)1/2 ’
u

—1/2,]| < H
Is/0¢ 2ull0c,y < ©| (=

L2(3¢.)
This shows the bound on u. For the same reason, we obtain
(s/ 082 (2 /r)qull 2 3c.y < CII(E =) (2% /r)Dqull p2(oc,)
Recall the bound on Qu and the following identity
Do 18ul? = @ /r)dul’ + Y |r Qupul?,
a=1 a<b

we obtain the bound on 9, u.
Finally, for 0,u, we only need to control dyu because d,u = 9,u — (x*/t)0u where 9, u is
already bounded. For dyu, we remark the following identity:

(3.8) t1/2(s/t)30pu = (s/t)t™YV?(Kiu+ (n—1)u/2) — (s/t)rt =/ ?(z* /T)Qau—%(n— 1)(s/t)t ™ ?u.

The L? norm of right-hand-side is bounded by CE; (s, u)'/2, O
In (B.8) neither v nor d,u enjoys satisfactory bound. So we need the following technical result.

Lemma 3.4. Letu be a Cy function defined in K, 5,1 and vanishes near 0K. Then for s € [so, 51]
andn > 1,

(3.9) [t 20| L2aey < 1t 2ullL2gac,,) +/ s By (s, u) /s’

S0



Proof. We recall the bound B6) on (Kiu + (n — 1)u/2) and write it in the following form:
(3.10) ||tin/2K1 (t(nil)/Qu)HL%g{s) < CEl(S, u)

On the other hand, let w be a function defined in X[y, ,,;, sufficiently regular and let

w(s\/1+|z|2,sz) _ /t)"/2 ’
APy Y (Vi)

Then one has the following relations:

v(s,x) =

(811) [[o(s, Y zan) = s/ *wll 20y, Buv(s,x) = s>~ (72K yw)

(s\/ 1+\z\2,sz) ’
Then we calculate

d ) d
250 Mz2ny = 2l Hp2n) T l10(s, )l L2 @n).

On the other hand

d 2 d 2 /
—_— . ny — — s d = 2 s as s d
(s, ) = 7 / (s:0)de =2 | ols,0)0.0(s,2)da

This leads to
d
2l[o(s, Mr2@ny -llv(s, )l zz@ny < 2o (s, )l L2y 195005, )| 2 (ny
thus

d
2500 M2y < 10s0(s, )Lz @n).-

We concentrate on the right-hand-side:

12 _.n-2 —n/2 2
Jo:0(s. gy =52 [ Kl e

=52 /Rn ‘tin/2K1w|2(\/rlx2lyx)dx - 572”15771/2[(11"”%2(9(5)'

Then we obtain

s1
(3.12) ||’U(81,-)||L2(]Rn) S ||'U(SO;')||L2(]R”') +/ S_1||t_n/2K1’w||L2(g.cs)dS

S0

Now we take w = ¢t("=1/2u. Then ||lu(s,-)||r2(sc.) = [t71?ullz2(3c.). Substitute these relations
together with (BI0) into (BI2]), we obtain the desired result.

For the convenience of expression, we introduce

Fi(s,u;s80) := Eq1(s,u) + E1(s0,u) —|—/ s "By (s, u)ds’.

S0

Here we remark that for a fixed s, ||t_1/2u||Lz(chO) < C(So)”(S/t)t_1/2’u||L2(g.(jSO). Then for some
other component, we can also establish better bounds via F1 (s, u; so):

Corollary 3.5. Let u be a C' function defined in Kiso,s1] and vanishes near 0X. Then the
following quantities are bounded by CF1(s,u;s0):

(3.13) [[t"2(2"/r)dqullizocys NP Kaullraise,ys  II(s/0*8 2 0aulli2ocy, 187 %ull 2o,

Here C is a constant determined by n.



Proof. Let us recall [B.2)) in the following form:

1 t s> n—1
= — K 2 o “ ? o5 719 ’ K
erfu] = Kruf® + 2 1(2%/r)0,ul +2tz<:b|r wul® + 5= uKu
1 2 2 2 t a 2, 8 -1 2
=7 (1Kl + (n = Dukyu+ (1/4)(n = 1)*u®) + S| /r),ul* + 5 Y 1r™ Qapul
a<b
o 2
_(n=1)7 o
8t
1 t ’ U’
:2—t(K1u +(n—1)u/2)* + §|(96“/7*)Qau|2 + ;_t Z Ir~ ! Qapul® — %u%

a<b

Integrate the above identity, we obtain

1. 1 a
E;(s,u) :gllt YV2(Kiu+ (n— Du/2)1Z29c,) + 5Ht1/2(:c /m)8qul|725¢.

(n—1)?

1 _
+3 D G/t Qapu 2 a0,y — 3

a<b

The last term is bounded by CFi(s,u;s¢). Then the bound on (x*/r)d,u is established. Then
we rewrite (B.8) in the following form

Ht_1/2u|‘%2(}cs).

Y2 (s /1) 0u =tV (Kyu + (n — 1)u/2) — rt =22 /r)d,u — %(n — 1)t 2.

The right-hand-side is bounded by Fi(s, u;sp). Then the bound on d;u is established. For 0,u,
we only need to recall that O,u = 9,u — (z%/t)0u. O

3.3 Energy estimate
Now we are ready to make the conclusion.
Theorem 3.6. Let u be a C? function defined in Kiso,s1] and sufficiently reqular. Then

(3.14) E1(s,u)"/? < Ey(so,u)"/? + c/ 5/1/2H(s’/t)l/QDuHLz(g{S/)ds/

50
where Eq(s,u) := fﬂfs e1[u]dx. Furthermore,
e when n > 2, the following quantities and bounded by CEq (s, u)1/2:

(3.15) s/t 20,ullL2ae,ys (s/6)* 8 20null, N[(s/6)t ™ 2ullp2(ac,)
while the following quantity:
(3.16) I(s/D*8 2 0aullr2ocys N2 (3 r)qullpaae,ys 1 2ullp2oc,),
is bounded by CF1(s,u; sg) with

Fi(s,u;50) := B1(s0,u)/? + By (s,u)/? + / s By (s, u)'/2ds.

50

e when n =1, the following quantities are bounded by CE(s, u)1/2:
(3.17) [t 2 Krullz2ac,ys (1820, ull L2 gsc,)
while the following quantities are bounded by CFq(s,u;s0):
(3.18) I(s/t)° 2Bl L2ac,)s 187 %ull 2 oc,)-

The above constant C' is determined by n.



Proof. For [B.I4), we integrate B.I)) in X[, s and apply Stokes formula. Classical calculation
leads us to

Ei(s,u) — Eq(so,u) :/x (Kju+ (n — Du/2)0udzdt

[50,5]
:// (v (0= Du/2)0u (s'/0)dads'.

Differentiate the above identity with respect to s, we obtain

%El(s,u) = /}C (s/t)(Kiu+ (n — 1)u/2)0u d.

s

Then apply the bounds in (B.6) and [B.7) for the case n =1 and n > 2,
d _
B (s, )"/ B s, )% < (/)20 o |2 v+ (= /2l 2o

which leads to J
EEl(s,u)l/Q < OsY2||(s/8)Y20ul L2 ¢ac.-

Integrate the above inequality, we obtain ([B.14).
For the bounds on the terms in lists (3.8), (316) and BI7T), we only need to recall Lemma B3]
and Corollary O

4 Sharp decay estimate on Klein-Gordon equation

Form this section we fix n = 3. We also apply A < B for A < CB with C an irrelevant constant.

4.1 Objective

In this section we recall and reformulate the technique introduced in [I5] and applied in [5] com-
bined with normal form method. The main observation is that, based on the hyperbolic decom-
position of wave operator, one can reduce Klein-Gordon equation into an ODE (more precisely,
a harmonic oscillator). Then the techniques on ODE will be applied in order to obtain decay
estimates which are more “robust” in the sens that it can undertake considerable perturbations.

4.2 Differential identity

Proposition 4.1. Let v be a sufficiently reqular solution to
(4.1) 9°P0,05v + (1 + P =f

in Mg, s, and vanishing near 0K. g% = m®P 4 HP is a sufficiently regular metric defined in
Ha,s,)- We denote by H := (s/t)"2H" and suppose that

(12) A <1/2, [Hlps <172
P, f are sufficiently regular functions defined in Hpa 5, with |P| < 1/2, [P, < C. Then

83/2f

4.3 £2(s3/2 214+ P — H)s¥?y = $3/28
(43) (%20) & {1+ P — H)s¥/%0 = 285[0] + T

where L = (s/t)0, + (x*/s)0, and
(4.4)
s*/21Sa[0TL70]| S 57V 2 olpez + (s/0) 7 sV 2 H||Ovlpar + | HIPl[vlp, |+ <p, [T <k,

S0+ H) flpw S 1o



Proof. We first recall the hyperbolic parameterization (s, x) of X.

s =/t — |z|2, 2z =a"

The associate the natural frame is

8o =0y = (s/t)0y, Ba =0, = (x°/t)d; + a.

It is evident that [0, d5] = 0.
Then we preform the following calculation:
(4.5) Ov + (1 + P)v + (s/t) " 2H"0,0,0 = f — H(dw) + H*(s/t) " Ls™(r/t) >0
where 5
H(0ov)= Y H*0,05u+ H*P0, (X5 )0p0.
(,3)#(0,0)
Then we recall the following hyperbolic decomposition of D’Alembert operator:
2%

S

_ _ _ 3 _
D =0 — —UgU.
(4.6) v =0,050 + =—030,v ; Daduv + =050

Then combine (@H]) and (£6]), we obtain:

2x®

(14 (s/t)"2H")8,8,0 + 22 8,5,0 + g@sv + (14 Pl

S

=f — H(00v) + H™(s/t) " s~ (r/1)*0v + > 8ubav

then, denote by H = (s/t)"2H",

)
2x®

S

A1+ P
1+ H

= Sl[H,P,’U] + L

4.7 9,0 _
( ) 55551) + 1+H

8,800 + 20,0 +
S
where 930 5
—(1_ -1 (255 5 25
Sy[H, P,v] =(1— (1+ H) )( - asaav+sasv)
Y1+ H) (goo(s/t)*lsfl(r/tfatv — H(000) + Y 5,15,11)).

Now remark the following identity:

2;6 050qv + gésv = 5s732(D, + (2/5)0a) (s %v) —

Then combined with ([ET) and denote by £ := 0, + (2%/s)0,, we obtain (@3] with

a,.b a
%’ - - 3x® - 3
=2 0, O0pv — oy O, — —=.

55551) + 152

So[H, P,v] =5 2(2*20,0pv + 32°9,, + 3v/4) + S1[H, P, )
=5 2(2°2"0,0pv + 32°9, + 3v/4) + (1 — (L + H) ™' — (1 + P)"'H)c*(1 + P)v

_ 2xrt _ _ 2 _
+ (1= (U + )7 (50,000 + Z0w0)

() (ﬂOO(s/trls*l(r/t)?atv — H(000) + Y 5az§av).

- We now concentrate on thp boundsfon the bounq of Sy. Firstly we need to control (1 4+
H)y'1-Q+H)and1 - H— (1+ H)~'. When |H| <1/2,

(1+H) = i(—ﬁ)k, 1-(+H) "=~ i(—ﬁ)k, 1-H-(1+H)'=- i(—f{)k.
k=0 k=1 k=2

10



When |H (/5 < 1/2, one may differentiate the above identities term by term. Then we obtain

|(1 +H>_1|p <1, (1 JrH>|p N |H|pv for p > 1,
(4-8) |1 - (1 + H)illp §|g|pa
1—H—(1+H) Y, SIH[ Hlipy2-

Equipped with the above bounds, it is direct to see the following bound on S3[H, P, v]:
|So[H, P,o" L70]| S 572 [vlpra + (s/t) " sTHH||00[psr + | H[|Pllv]p, I +]T] <p, |J| <k

In the same manner, -
|53/2(1 + H)71f|p,k N 53/2|f|p,k-

The we established the desired bound. O

4.3 The estimate
We firstly recall an ODE result.

Lemma 4.2. Let v be a C? function defined on [so, s1] and satisfies the ODE
v"(s) + (1 +gq(s)v(s) = f(s)

with q, f sufficiently reqular functions defined on [so, s1] and |q| < 1/2. Then

(4.9) [0/ ()] + clv(s)] < [v"(s0)] + clu(so)] + Cc™ / [F()] + 14 ()0 (s)] ds'.

Then we establish the following estimate.

Proposition 4.3. Let v be a sufficiently reqular solution to [@I)) with (£2). Then when so > 2,
(4.10)

s 83/2
S (16v(s)] + [v(s)]) S s5/% sup (|Lu(s)] + [v(s)]) +c_1/ s*285[H, P,v] + 1 IJ;) dX
g.fgx[‘;xt Ao + Ye,x(N)
et / LU - P)(s*2L0 + (3/2)s20)|  d»
Ao e,z (N)
with
s3—1
50, 0< |z|/t < g 1
(4.11) Ao =
t -
TN <,
t—r sg+1

Remark 4.4. It is important to remark that when |x|/t > 2+1’ Vt,2(Xo) € Kisg,51]- Due to the
fact that v vanishes near 0K, one has the following bound “near light cone”

3/2 L + < _1/ )\3/2’5 H P + - f dA
572 (1Lv(s)] + |v(s)]) S e N 2 g 1+ H) Y,z (A)
(4.12) s
+Cil/ L(H*P)(53/2£/’U+(3/2)51/2’0) d\
o 'Yt,r()‘)

with Ao = |/ HL ~ (t/s).

11



Remark 4.5. Recall that Lv = Osv + (2/5)0,v = (s/t)0v + s~ (2% /t)Lov. Remark that O,v =
t~1Lov — (2%/t)0yv Then
(4.13) (5/1)|0av| < |Lv] + 5 Holy 1.
Proof. We need to write [@3]) into the an ODE from. Let
Yt,x - [50751] Hj{[so,sl]v
A = (At/s, Az /s).

We firstly remark that there exists a s1 > Ao > so, such that v ,(Ao) € U{is‘;it. The explicit value
of Ao is given by ({I1)). Now let

Wi o(N) = %20 = M20(\t/s, Az/s), then wj;,(A) = L(s*%0)|

'Yt,m(>\) 'Yt,m()\).

Then ([@3)) is written as
83/2f

(4.14) Wiy (V) + (1 + P = Hweo(A) = 8251[0]] )+ 1oH

Yea(N)

By Lemma B2 with w; , = v, (H — P)|

3/2
= qand $*251[0]] + T

o = f, we obtain the

Yt,x
following estimate:
A 53/2f
|wi o (M) + clwr (V)] [Lwra(Ao)] + clwrz(Xo)| + C/ 281 [v] + = ’
’ Ao 1+ H v (V)
(4.15) N
+ c/ L(H — P)(s* Lo+ (3/2)s %) dN
Xo Ye,a ()
where we remark that
—r(3/2 _ 1/2 3/2
wy ,(N) =L(s / U)‘%m(/\) = (3/2)s"/ U‘%m(/\) + 53/ LU‘%@(A)'
Then in [@IH) we fix A\ = s, the desired result is established. O

5 Other technical tools

5.1 Standard energy estimate

We recall the following standard energy defined on hyperboloids. They are obtained by applying
the multiplier d,u on Ou + c2u.

Eo (s, u) := /:}c ((8tu)2 + Z(@au)2 + 2(z%/t)Orudyu + 02u2)dac

s

(5.1) = /:}c (((S/t)atU)Q + Z(QGU)Q + c2u2) dx

= /:}c <(QJ_U)2 + Z ((s/t)0au)” + Z (t_lQabu)Q + c2u2> dz,

a<b

and, for ¢*?0,0su + c*u = f with g = HY + maB,

Eo,g.c(s,u) :/ g% 0ul* — (22° /1) g™ Ogudyu + *u? da
(5.2) I
=Eo..(s,u) —|—/ H|0pu)? — (22 /t) H* Oyudyu de.

s

We state the following standard energy estimate for quasi-linear wave / Klein-Gordon equation
on hyperboloids. A detailed proof can be found in [17].
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Proposition 5.1. 1. For every C? function u which is defined in the region Ki2,s) and vanishes
near 0K, one has for all s > 2

(5.3) Eo(s,u)'/? < Bo(2,u)'/? +/ |0l L2 (3¢, ds'-
2

2. Let v be a C? solution to the Klein-Gordon equation on a curved space time
gaﬁaaagv + v =f,

defined the region Ky 4 and vanishes near 0X. Suppose that HeB = ¢*B — m*B satisfies the
following two conditions (for some constant kK > 1 and some function M ):

(5.4a) n_QEoﬁgﬁc(s,v) < Eop.(s,v) < /-@QEO,g,C(s, v),

1
5.4b $/t) (00 H*POwdgv — =0, H*P9qvdsv ) dz| < M(s)Eg..(s,v 1/2,
B 9 B ;
:}Cs

Then, the evolution of the hyperboloidal energy is controlled (for all s > 2) by
(5.5) Eo.o(5,0)"/2 < 12By +(2,0)/2 + ,ﬁ/ (1711 z2cae,.) + M(s) ) ds.
2

5.2 Controlling high-order derivatives and Sobolev decay

For the convenience of discussion, we introduce the following high-order energies:

Efi(s,u)i= Y Eoels,0' L), Ef*(s,u) = Y Eofs,0'L7u),
[T1+171<p [T]4+]J|<p
[TI<k [J|<k

B (s,u)i= Y Eoels,0'L7u), B (s,u)i= Y Eols,0'L7u),
TI41TI<N IIH1TI<N

Ef’k(s,u):: Z Ei(s,0'L7u), EN(s,u):= Z Ei(s,0'L7u),
1+ <p [T|+]J|<N
171<k

Ff’k(s,u;so) = Z F(s,0"L7u; s0), FY (s,u;50) := Z Fi(s,0"L7u; s0).
i< [I|+[J|<N

We firstly recall the bounds with standard energy established in [I7] (see [20] for a brief proof):

(5.6) (s/)0ulprllL2cac,) + 1Pulprll 2cac,) + lelulprlz2c,) < CEEE(s,u)'/?,
(5.7) I8108ulp—1,6-1ll223¢.) + [H1PPulp—1,1—1ll L2(3c,) < CEG R (s,u)/2,
(5.8)

(/66> 210ulpell o< o0y + 82 1Bulpill e e + Nlet® 2 lulpill o3¢, < CEGL 42 (s,u)' /2,

(5.9)  lst?*10Bulp-1-1]l Lo,y + 82 1BPulp-r -1l L= (0c.) < CEGL T (s,u)/2.

Then we establish parallel bounds with E; energies:

Lemma 5.2. Let u be a sufficiently reqular function defined in Hy, s1. Then

(5.10) 1(s/8)t"2|Dulpkll 2o,

1(s/8)*6/2|8ulp k| 2 (3¢, ),

1(s/O0t = ulp.gll2ac.)



are bounded by C(p)EY* (s, u)'/2 with C determined by p, and

(5.11) 1(s/O)* 6 /210ulp kll 2 se,y 1 2 ulpnllzzoeys 182 1Bulp-10-1ll 2200,
are bounded by C(p)F?" (s, u; 50)"/2.

Furthermore,
(5.12) 1G5/t |Pulp il L= acy,  1(s/8)*|0ulprllLo(oc,)

are bounded by C(p)EXT>"2 (s u; s0) and
(5.13) I(s/t)*|0ulpllLacsey, Il kllzze,),  1€21@ulp—1h-1llz2(sc,)

are bounded by C(p)FYT 2 (s u; s0).

Proof. These are established in the same manner. We only need to recall the following inequality
established in [I7](see [20] for a brief proof)):

Oulp <C Y 10a0"L7ul,  |(s/)0ulpr < C(s/t) > [0a0"L7ul,

I11+1J]1<p III+1J]<p
[J]<k. o |J|<k.o

(5.14)

(5.15) Dulp <C > 10,0'L7ul+Ct™ > |0a0"Lu| < Ct M ulpia kg
[T|+]|J<p,a [T <k,
[JI<k o< ||+ J|<p—1

Then regarding B.10) and (BI6) together with the definition of high-order energies, the bounds
on L? norms are direct. For the bounds on L> norms, we need to recall the following Klainermain-
Sobolev type inequality on hyperboloids:

2t x)| <C Y 10 L ulrae,), () € Hs
|11+ <2

where u is a C? function defined in X, ,,) vanishes near light-cone X = {r =t — 1}. Then we
regard for example for K € J, ;. and [, j € R,6

ST 'L ((s/ 0 ZR0u) < C YT (/) 050" L ul.
[1]+]7]<2 127|417 | <p+2
[ I/ <k+2,8
This leads to s|Z5d,u(t, z)| < CELT?F+2 (5, 4)1/2. Here we have applied the relations
|07 L7 (s/t)| < C(s/t), |9'L7t] < Ctr]

in K. This can be proved easily by induction on |I| and |J| (see [20] for a detailed proof). O

5.3 Sharp decay estimate on wave equation

We recall the following bound based on Kirchhoft’s formula. See [I8] for a detailed proof.
Proposition 5.3. Let u be a C? solution to the following Cauchy problem

(5.16) Ou=f, u?2z)=0wu(2z)=0.

with
|f] < Crlqp<i—1yt > (t —r)~ 1 HH

for some constant Cp >0 and 0 < p, |v| < 1/2. Then Then

CCpp |71t —r)r—vt =t 0<v<1/2
(5.17) |u(t,:v)|§{ i (=) ’ v<1/2,

CCru Y| 1t —r) Mt 177, —-1/2<v <0.
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6 Global existence

6.1 Bootstrap assumption and direct consequences

Bootstrap assumptions. Regarding the local theory, we can propagate the local solution to
the initial hyperboloid Hy = {t = V4 4+ r2} given that e sufficiently small. Further, the restriction
of the local solution satisfies the following energy estimate:

(6.1) EY(2,u)'/? +4E{ (2,v)'/? < Coe

where Cj is a constant determined by the system, N and |ue| gn+1-¢(gsy, [[vell gv+1-¢(msy. Then
we follow the standard bootstrap argument. Suppose that on each time interval [2, s1] one has

(6.2) EY (s,u)/? + 4B (s,0)"/? < C1e5’.
with C; > Cp and 0 < § < 1/20. If we can show that on the same interval the following improved
energy estimates hold:

1
(6.3) EY (s, u)'/? + 4Eé\fc(s, v)/? < 501555.

Then by the standard bootstrap argument, we conclude that the local solution extends to time
infinity. Furthermore, ([@2)) is valid globally in tome.

From now on the constant C' may depend on the coefficients of the system, i.e., P*?, B*? R
and 51

Sobolev bounds. We apply Lemma together with the bootstrap assumptions (6.2]). For
wave component:

(6.4a) [Ou|y—2 < CChes™ 219, |Pu| N o < CClzs(s/t)s_2+5,

(6.4b) lu|y_o < CCre(s/t)s 0, |Pu|n_3 < CCre(s/t)?s™ 2.

For Klein-Gordon component:

(6.5a) |0v|n o < CCLe(s/t) /2573210 |Pu|n_o < CCre(s/t)>/2s73/2+9,

650)  [olns + [uln—s < COLe(s/D257250 [uly_y < CCre(s /)22,

6.2 Uniform standard energy bound of wave component and related
Sobolev decay

We establish the following uniform standard energy bound on wave component:

(6.6) EY (s,u)'/? < Coe + C(C1e)? < CChe.
The above estimate leads to the following results: by (5.8]), we obtain
(6.7) |Ou|y_3 < CChe(s/t)/2s73/2,

(6.8) luln_3 < CCe(s/t)>/?s™1/2,

The proof of (G.0)) relies on Proposition 51l bound (G.3]). In fact we only need to bound Du.
Recall the Sobolev bounds (G.50),

0uln—1llz2@e) <C D 10ulp, [00]p, ] 223,
p1+p2=N

<CChes™/249|(s/1)210ulw 1350,y + CCres™ > [0ul 112 oc
SC(015)2S_3/2+26-

Now substitute this bound into ([&3]) and remark that C; > Cp, (64) is established.

(6.9)
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7 Sharp decay bounds

This section is devoted to the following sharp decay bounds.

UN—g < 0016 s/t S_H_CCIE, ul < CCl€t_1,

|ul

(7.1) [v|n_4 < CCLe(s/t)P/2720573/2+CCre [u|v_a0 < CChe(s/t)>/220573/2
|0v| N4 < CCe(s/t)3/?720573/24CChe |0v| v _a0 < CChe(s/t)>/?20573/2,

7.1 Sharp bounds on Klein-Gordon component

Direct bounds. In this subsection we will apply Proposition [£.3] on
(7.2) 00 L7 v — P*Pud,050" L7 v + 20" L7v = [0T LY, P*Puda05]v

and obtain sharp bounds on |0v|, ; and |v|p k.
Firstly, we remark that, following the notation of Proposition 3]

H = (s/t)"2P"u, P=0.

Then recall 6.8)), |H| < CCie < 1/2. Furthermore, (6.41) leads to |H|y_2 < 1/2. Thus {@2) is
guaranteed.
Furthermore, also by (6.41),

(7.3) |H|n_o < Clu|y_o < CCie(s/t)s ™12,

Then thanks to the first bound of (4] and following the notation of Proposition 3] (with P =0
in the notation therein),

(7.4) s3/2|S5[H, P,o' L7v]| < C(Che)?(s/t)3/ 25722 |I|+|J| < N —4.

Then we turn to the last term in right-hand-side of ([@I0). Remark that H 0 —fg aﬁgggo =
H —2(2%/t)H™ 4 (%2’ /t?)H®. Then L(H") = 0. Furthermore, £(s/t) = 0. This is because
L(z*/t) = 0. Then Sobolev bounds ([6.4a) and (6.4L0) show that

|L((1+ H)™Y)| < CCre(s/t) 2 ((s/t)|0ul + (t/s)|Pul) < CCre(s/t) " s>,
Then thanks to the fact that t'/2 < s in X,
(7.5) |L((1+H)™Y)(s*2L0"L7v + 520" L7v)| < C(Cre)*(s/t)*?s >0, |I| +]J| < N — 4.

Bounds on commutators. Then we turn to the most critical term in (.2]). We firstly remark
the following decomposition.

(7.6) [0 L7, 8a03]v] < 1000]p-1.4-1 < 100]p,k—1-

When k = 0, this commutator disappears. To prove (Z.0]), we recall the following basic commuta-
tion relation:
L7, 0uJu="Y_ T05L"u
[771<|J1,8
where Fig/ are constants determined by «, J. This can be showed by an induction on |J|. Then

apply this relation twice on [L7, 8,03]v, then () is obtained. Then for |I| 4 |J| < N — 4 and
I =k,

(0L, P*Pudadplv| <|ul|0dv|y s k1 +C Y |Lulk, 1000|514,
k1 +ko=k
+C Z |au|P1—1,k1|aaU|P27k2'

p1tpe=N-—4
ky+ko=k

(7.7)
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The first two terms in right-hand-side disappear when k& = 0. The last term disappears when
k = N — 4. For the simplicity of expression, we introduce:

Aj(s) := sup {tlu|x}, Bgi(s):= sup {(s/t)_5/2+25s3/2((s/t)|av|N_47k + |v|N_4,k)}.

[2.5] Hp2,4)

Substitute the Sobolev bounds into the third term in right-hand-side of (1) and taking the above
notation, we arrive at

S/2([01 L7, PoPud,dgu] <C(s/t)7/2 251 AgBy_y + C(s/) /22571 S Ay By,
(7.8) 1<k <k
T O(Cre)?(s 1)/

where we emphasize that the the first terms in right-hand-side disappear when k = 0.

Sharp bound on v. Now we apply Proposition I3 on (Z2) with (Z4), (C3) and (CF). We
obtain

s3/2 ((s/t)|L81LJU(s)| + |61L‘]’U(S)|)

<% sup (|Lo(s)| + [v(s)]) +C’(Cls)2(s/t)3/2/ A2+ )
gt Mo

C(s/t)7/?=20 / S

AL A (VB (WA + C(s/)7/22 3 / 1AL, (V)By_ ks ()X
Ao

1<k:1<k

C(s/t)7/2_2‘5(/ ATAGNB (N + Y / 1A, (A Bk_kl()\)d)\)

1<k <k
CCOE; 0 < |:C|/t < 3/57

c(C £)3/2 g1 H20
TGN 3/5 < |z|/t < 1.

Now remark that when |z|/t < 3/5, one has 4/5 < s/t < 1. Furthermore, when |z|/t > 3/5,
Ao = (/HE ~ (s/t)71. Then recall that Cy < Cf,
$2/2((s/0)|£0" L7 v(s)| + |07 L7 v(s)]) < CCre(s /)22
+O(s/t)7/2*25(/ A AGNBi (VA +Y / “1A; (A Bk_kl()\)d)\)

1<k <k

where we emphasize that the last term disappears when k = 0. Now recall ([{I3]) and obtain:

(7.9)  By(s) gCC’1€+C’(s/t)(/ AT AG(N)Bro1 (VdA +Y / 1AL (A Bk,kl(A)dA).

1<k <k

When k£ = 0, we obtain

(7.10) Bo(s) < CCie & (s/t)|0v] + |v] < CCre(s/t)>/220573/2,

7.2 Sharp bounds on wave component and conclusion

Bounds on u. We firstly establish the following bound
(7.11) Aj(s) < CCie+ CCeBy(s),
where Ay, By are defined as in the last subsection. This is by applying Proposition (.3 on

OL7u = L7 (B*?9,udsv).
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For this purpose, we decompose L7 u as following:
LJU = wi{qit + w.s]ourv with leiut - 05 atu}iJnit(27 :C) = atLJu(27 SC), wi{qit(2a ZL') - L.]u(2a :L')
Then

(7.12) Ow,

sour

(2,z) =0.

sour

= L7 (B 0,udv), wlu(2,7) = dyw
It is clear that

|Dw?,

sour

| < CCLes™ 9 (5/1)3/2120573/2B,,(5) < CCLet™>/27%/2(1 — r)~1+39/2B, (s).
Now we apply Proposition 5.3l in 3|, ) and obtain

sup {t|w;]0ur|} < CClEBk(S)
FHiz,4]

Also remark that dywil;, (2, x), wil;, (2,2) are compactly supported C? functions. Then wil;, <

CCoet~t. Then (1) is established.

Induction and conclusion. Now we write (C9) and (I together. This forms a system of
inequalities. We firstly remark that by fixing k£ = 0 in (ZI1)) and recalling (10,

(713) Ao(S) + Bo(S) < CCie.
Then by induction and Gronwall’s inequality, we conclude that
(7.14) An_4(s) + Bn_a(s) < CC1esCe,

This concludes (7).

8 Improvement of energy bounds and conclusion

8.1 Bounds on source terms

We are going to apply Theorem 3.6l and Proposition 5.l For the wave component we differentiate
the wave equation of (LI]) with respect to 9/ L7 with |I| + |J| < N, |J| < k:

(8.1) 00" L7u = o' L7 (B*?9,udsv).

Then we need to bound ||(s/t)*/20! L7 (B*#0,udsv)| 12 (3c.)- In fact based on (6.5L) and Lemmal5.2,
we can prove that

(8.2) 2|1 (s/t)?|0ul w il L2 (ac,) < CCres™ (B (s, )2 + B (s,0)1/2).
This is because, recalling (81]),

|DU|NJ€ <C Z |au|}71,k1|av|?2,k2'

p1tpe=N
k1+ko=k

When p; < N — 3, we apply (G1) and obtain
1(5/8)"/210ulpy 1 [0V iz | 22000,y < CCLEs™ || (5/8)]00]w el 12(30,) = CCres™ B (s,0) '/,
and, when p; > N — 2 which implies po <2 < N — 6, we apply (1)) written in the following form

(8.3) 100v| 6.1 < CCLe(s/1)*2s71HCCE |90u| N 6.0 < CCres™3/2,
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together with Lemma 5.2}
1(s/0)"2|0ulpy s 001 ks | 230y < CCres™ 2O (5/0)* | Ouln 1 1206, < C(Cre)s™* B (s, )"/,

On the other hand, for Klein-Gordon equation, we recall (7). For the last term in right-hand-
side we only need the Sobolev decay and it is bounded as

1Nk 1/2 2 —2426
1—1,k1 2,k2 || L = y .
110ulp, 1,8, 1000]py ks || L2(3¢,) < C(Cre)s™ Eq [ (s,0) /7 + C(Cre)s

For the rest terms, we need the sharp decay (ZII). For the second term in right-hand-side of (T,
remark that ko + k1 = k and k; > 1, then ky < k — 1. Provided that N > 9,

[ Lk, ~11000]py ks || L2 (3¢,
<[I(s/t)s™ 1000 N k-1l L2(sc.)
+ (/)2 272732 || L2 gac,y + 1I(8/8)%/ 225732 0y || 2o,
<CCies HOOET T (5, 0)2 4+ CCres™ | (s/) 2 (/) |ulil| 2o,
+ CC16571+C16||(S/t)lims (S/t)t71/2|u|k71,k—1||L2(g{3)
<CCies "B} (s,u)'/? + CCes OO (B (s,0)Y2 + EYV 7 (s,u) ),

where for the last inequality we have applied the estimate
(/60 2 lulpgll2(3e.) < CEBE (s,u)'/?

guaranteed by Lemma The first term in right-hand-side of (7)) is bounded in the same
manner, we omit the detail. Then we conclude that

(8.4) 'L, Po‘ﬁuaaag]vHLz(g{S) <CChes™t (Ein(s, u)1/2 + Eé\ff(s, v)1/2)
- + CClas_HCClE(EiV’k*l(s, u)1/2 + Eé\{gkfl(s, 0)1/2).

We emphasize that the last term in RHS does not exist when k£ = 0.

8.2 Energy estimates

For wave equation, we apply directly Theorem together with (82]) and obtain:

(8.5) ENF(s,u)? <ENF(s0,u)/? + CCls/ s'_l(Ef[’k(s', u)t/? ¢ Eé\f’ck(s', v)t?)ds.
S0

For the Klein-Gordon component, we need to guarantee (54). We firstly recall (5:2)) and the
Sobolev decay (6.8]) implies

(Bo.g.o(s,0) — Eo o(s,v)| < c/ \H|[0v]? d < cclg/ (s/4)2]00[2 da < CC1eBo o, v)1/2.
Hs

Hs

Taking C'Cye < 3/4, we obtain (54a) with x = 2. Furthermore, with the notation of Proposition
5WI

‘ [}{ (s/t) (8aHaﬁ8tv85v — %&H”‘ﬂaavagv) dx

S/ (s/t)|H||0v|* < CCres "B .(s,v),

s

that is,

(8.6) M(s) = CCres ' Eq (s, v)"/2.
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Then we apply Proposition [5.1] and obtain

Eé\’[’ck(s, v)1/? §4Eé\f’ck(so,v)1/2 + CCls/ s’_l(Ei\[’k(s,u)l/2 + Eé\ff(s’,v)lm)ds'
(8.7) 2

+ 0015/2 5'71+CCIE(E¥’k71(S,u)1/2 + Eé\f’ckfl(s', v)1/2)ds'.

Taking the sum of ([87) and (&3], we obtain (taking so = 2 and apply (6.1]))

(8.8) Ex(s) < Coe + CCla/ s T By (s')ds' + CCla/ §THOVEOEE, (s)ds'
2 2

with By (s) := BN *(s,u)Y/2 + Eé\ff(s, v)1/2. The last term in right-hand-side does not exist when
k = 0. Then by Gronwall’s inequalitywe obtain

Eo(s) < Coe + CC1esCC1e < CCuesCVae,
Substitute this again into (8] for the case k = 0, we obtain
Eiv’o(s, u)'/? + Eé\i’:o(s, v)Y? < Cpe + 0(015)3/250\/0715.
Then by induction and Gronwall’s inequality,
Ex(s) < Coe + 0(016)3/250‘/0_15.
This implies
(8.9) EY (s,u)Y/? + AEQ (s, 0)/2 < 5Che + C(Cre)3/2sCV0e,

Now we fix C; > 10C, and

Cy —10Cy\
(8.10) e<§?/CCy, e< (173/20) ’
200,
then
1 rorr i
(8.11) EY (s,u)!/? +4Eé\fc(s,v)1/2 < 501550 Cre < 501555,

which closes the bootstrap argument which guarantees the global existence.

9 Energy bounds on time-constant hyperplane

The bootstrap argument only gives the energy bounds on hyperboloids. In this section we show
that the associate energies defined on time-constant hyperplane can be bonded by the hyper-
boloidal energies. This is done in [I7] when we construct the initial data. Here we give a brief
review.

For the convenience of discussion, we introduce

Df =K N {to <t < +rH)Y?}, D =KN{(si +r?)? <t <to}

with s, = v/2t9 — 1. We remark that Dz; is the sub-region of K bounded by one time-constant
hyperplane and the hyperboloid on it, D, is the the sub-region of X bounded by one hyperboloid
Hs,, and a time-constant hyperplane determined by the circle 9K N 3, . We also introduce the
standard energy defined on hyperplane:

E(U)D,g,c(t5 u) = / (9%10wul® — g*°0uudpu + u?) (¢, -) dz.
R3
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When the metric is flat, we simplify the notation as E .(f,u) and when ¢ = 0, we write EJ (¢, u).
Consider the standard energy multiplier d;u acting on g*#9,0su + c?u, we obtain

1
atu(gaﬁaaaﬁu + c*u) :§6t (g00|8,5u|2 — g9, udpu + c2u2) + 04 (g“'ﬁ@tuagu)

1
— ago‘ﬂatuaﬂu + §6tgo‘ﬂ6au8ﬂu.

+

Integrate the above divergence form in Dy,

1
Eo g.c(t,u) — Egigjc(t, u) = /{D+ oy f dzdt + /D+ (8aga58tu85u — §0tga56au85u) dxdt
t

t

The right-hand-side is bounded as follows.

‘/w atufdzdt‘ S/w |atuf|dxdzsg/D+ X |8tuf|dzdt:/ \Oyuf| dwdt.
t t tu ;

[st,t]

This leads to .
’/ 8tufdxdt’ < C/ Eo.c(s, u)"?(| f||5c.ds
DF st

In the same manner,
1 ¢
‘ / (&lgaﬁatu@gu — iatgaﬁaauﬁgu) dxdt‘ < / M (3)Eo,c(s, u)l/st,
’D:r St
where M (s) is defined in Proposition 5]l This leads to

t
(9.1) ‘Eoygyc(t, u) — Egigyc(t, u)‘ < C’/ (M(s) + ||f||L2(£}fS))EO,c(5; u)l/QdS.

St

Return to the case of system ([LI). For the wave equation, we consider (8I)). In this case
M(s) =0 and f is bounded by (6.9) which is integrable. Then

(9.2) E] (t,0"L7u) < Eo(t,0" L7u) + C(C1e)® < CChe.

10 The Friedlander radiation field and rigidity

10.1 Decomposition of the D’Alembert operator

In this section we will firstly show that the Friedlander radiation fined is well defined for the wave
component u. Furthermore, we will prove that when R, (1, w) = 0, one must has £ = 0, provided
that e sufficiently small.

For the first problem, we rely on the decay estimate by integration along time-like hyperbolas
(see [20]). Here for the convenience of application we give a modified version.

We first recall the following decomposition established in [20] for wave operator in R!*":

Ou =(t — r)fﬁtfo‘((s/t)Qﬁt + (2xa/t)Qa)((t — T)ﬁtaatu) + Pna,p(t, T)0ru
(10.1) N9 9w

—a=a
a

where
Priap(tr) = ((n— ) = (- D)(r/1)” = B(t — )i )i

In order to keep py,q,p positive, one needs:

n—1
a <

<n-—a.
<"5= B<n-a
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In the present case we have n = 3 and we fix & = 1, § = 0. Then ([0 is written as

(10.2) J(tou) + P (tou) = S¥[u] + A" [u]
with "
J:=0+ t2+—xr28a,
t? 282
P(t,r) = tQJr—TQP(f,T) =t 22
w t3|:|U w t3 Za QaQau
= e A= =T

Let (to, 20) € K and y(-; to, 2o) be the integral curve of J with v(to; to, o) = (to, o). As mentioned
in (20,

v(t;to, x0) = (VQ(t;tO,SCO))a:O,LM,
(10.3)

7 (tito,xo) =t, Y (tito, 20) = (25/r0) ( t + ZC% - —cO> :
Or equivalently, along ~(-; to, zo),

t2 _7.2

r

(10.4)

= Cp.

These are time-like hyperbolas. Before we go further, we remark the following basic results which
can be checked directly.

Lemma 10.1. Let v(-;to,x0) be an integral curve of § = 0 + @—ﬁ&a with (tg,z0) € K with
ro #0. Then
e the quantity (r/t) is strictly increasing along y(+; to, xo) with respect to t.

e let ¢y = tor_—UT“ Then

tl_iglo(t - T)|7(T;to,zo) = CO/Qa
ie., (T, (r— c0/2)(:c8/7"0)) is one of the asymptote of v(7;to,x0). Furthermore,
. 1
(10.5) lim T(T|7(T;t0,mo) —(r— c0/2)) = gcg.

T—>00

e For each v(-;t,x):
- when ¢ < 8/3, there exists a unique (to, o) € 0K such that y(to;t, x) = (to, x0);
- when co > 8/3, there exists a unique (to,xo) € Ha N{r <t — 1} such that y(to;t,x) = (to,x0).

10.2 Existence of the Friedlander radiation field

Let us denote by Uy (1) := t@tu‘ Then ([I0.2) leads to

y(Tit,z)”

(10.6) Uf 2(7) + Pro(T)Upa (1) = (S*[u] + A [u])|

y(rit,a)
Here P; o (7) := Ply(rit,2)-
Then by integrating the above ODE, we have, for (¢,z) € Ho,
T T T
(10.7) Upo(T) = Upp(t)e Jv Por(mdn 4 / (S°[u] + A )| () e I Pom Dy,
] it

Then we establish the following result.
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Lemma 10.2. Let (u,v) be the global solution to (LI). Then limp_ oo Uy o(T) exists for each
(t,x) € K. Furthermore,

. i <
(10.8) TBTOO |U.(T)] < CChe

where Cye is the global energy bounds of the global solution established by the bootstrap argument.
Proof. We rely on (67), (1) and (I0.7). Remark that

10,0,u| < Ct™2|uly < CCret™T,
|0ud| < C(Cre)?s™2T0(s/t)>/ 2720573/ < O(Che)? (s /t)>/ 272057 7/2F0,

Then we obtain
(10.9) |S¥[u] + A% [u]| < CCret=2+°,
Thus for Tob > T, > T,
Usa(T2) = Uy (T1)] <™ I Pra |1, ()] (1 — 7 S Fros (0

T .
(10.10) +/t Sl + Aul ., (1= e 5 Pesin) g
T>
B RO
T

vy(7s5t,x)

The last term is bounded by CC1eT~ 4, For the first two terms, we remark that

2 22 2(r/t) s* o, 9
Os Pt =3mE 7 —gmaey SO0/

2

Recalling ([I0.4]), one has, for fixed ¢y = £r ,

T

0<1l—e" 52 P (n)dn <1- ecconl.
Thus for Tob > T, > T,
(10.11) 0<1—e Jof Pratmdn oy CeoT™"

This bound together with (I0.9) leads us to the fact that |U; ,(T2) — Uy »(T1)| — 0 provided that
T — co. Thus the limit limy_o U; (T') exists.

The upper bound is established in the same manner. We only need to substitute (I0.9) into
([I07), and integrate the inequality from (g, z). O

Now we are ready to establish the first main result of this section.

Proposition 10.3. Let (u,v) be the solution to (L)) with (L2) holds for sufficient small . The
Friedlander radiation field is well-defined. Furthermore,

(10.12) lim U o(T) = Ru, (c0/2,2/7)

T—o0

t2—r?

T

with ¢y =

Proof. We make the following calculation:

(t0u) |y (rst.0) — (1O (7 (r—co/2) (/)
=T (0l (rit,0) = Ot(r,(r—co/2) (/7)) T (€0/2)00t (7 (r—co/2) a/r)-
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Now recall (I0.H), the first term in the right-hand side of the above identity is bounded by

C sup {|00ul|}
{t="7}NnK

which converges to zero when 7 — oo. The last term is bounded by

C sup {|Oul},
{t=7}NK

thus also converges to zero. Then

Jim (U (T) = GO,y oy ay) = O
Then recall Lemma [[0.2] we conclude by the desired result. O

10.3 Excessive decay estimate

We firstly establish the following result.

Lemma 10.4. Let (u,v) be the global solution to (LI)-(T2) with smallness conditions (L.
Suppose that there exists n < 1 such that in {r > nt} N X,

10.13 Orul < CCqet 1/2 0571
tU] > 1

(10.14) lim (s*Eo(s,u)) =0, V0<o <G4.

sS——+00

Proof. We remark that by (G.45),
(10.15) Daul® < C(C12)%(s/t)15™ % < C(Cre)Ps™ (14 (r/5)*) ",

where (1)) (the first one) and ([8I0) are applied. Thus

/ 10, ul*dx §C(C’15)25*4+25/ i (14 (r/s))) 202 dr

Hs 0

52

SC(C&E)QS*HM /00(1 + (7’/5)2)72+6d(7’/5)
0
<C(Che)?s™ 1429,

Thus we remark that

Eo(s,u) = / (s/0210f? + 3 10,ulde
:}C a

:/ +/ (5/t)?|0pul*dx + Z/ |0, u|>dx
Hsn{rnt} Hsn{r>nt} o 7 s
=EJ(s,u) + B (s,u) + Z/ |0, uldx
a Hs
<EM(s,u) + E&(s,u) + C(Cre)?s 10,
For E’*(s,u), remark that (s/t)?> > 1 —n? > 0. Thus by (6.4al),

(s/t)?|0sul* < C(Cre)*(1 — 772)715251574 < C(Cre)*(1 - 772)71374”5(1 + (7“/3)2)_2.
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Then similar to the term |9,u|?, one obtains
Eirt(s,u) < C(C1e)?(1 —n?)~ts™ 1120,
Now for E§*(s, u), we recall (I0.13),

(s/6)2(0ul? < C(Che)?s ™20 (1 4 (r/s)2) />,

Then

2
B (s.0) <C(Cres 2 | e
H.n{r>nt} (1 + (T/S) ) /24

<C(Cre)?s™® /000(1 +(r/s)?) 712 0d(r /s)
SC(Cls)Qs_%.

So we conclude that

(10.16) lim Eq(s,u) = 0.

S§—00

O

Then we establish the decay rate(T0.13).

Lemma 10.5. Let (u,v) be the global solution to (LI)-(L2) with smallness conditions (4.
Suppose further that the Fiedlander radiation field associate to w vanishes at the null infinity.
Then

(10.17) |Opu(t, z)| < CCret2T9,
Proof. We mark that

2 t* —r?
P(t,r)=>_" L

t2+r2 1
When evaluating along v(-;¢, x), the last factor is constant (due to (I0.4)). Then
(10.18) 0< Po(r) SC(2 /(A +1)72 2=t —r2

Now we write (I0.7) into the following form

T Py o (n)d
y(q—;t,z)eft 't (1) Mdr

T
(10.19) Uy o(T)ede PO mdn — 17(¢ 2)(t) + / (5"u] + A" [u]) |
t
For the left-hand side, we recall (I0I8) and obtain
exp (/ P(t, z)(n)dn) < exp (C(SQ/T)(t_l — 'r_l))
t

Thus
(1020) Thm |Ut1z(T)|effT P(t,z)(n)dn < Cesz/tr Thm |Ut,:n(T)| _ CGSZ/tT:Rut (82/27", 35/7’)
—00 —0

For the right-hand side of (I0.I9), we remark that (I0.9) and (I0I]) lead to
T +oo
/ (Sl + AY[ul) |,y x)eff Pra(mdn g SCCle/ 72O ST Pea(nydn g
t Y t

SCC’1652/”51€_1+5.

Then by taking the limit 7" — 400 for both sides of (I0.19]), we obtain

(10.21) topu(t, z)| < CCree® /=140 4 Ces™ /"R, (52 /2r, /7).

Then if Ry, (s*/2r,z/r) = 0, we obtain, for r/t sufficiently close to one

(10.22) Opu(t, z)| < CCre® /Tet=240,

When (r/t) > 1 —n with 5 < 1, one has e* /™ is uniformly bounded. Then (ILI7) is established.

O
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10.4 The rigidity result

We are now ready to establish the rigidity result.

Proof of Theorem[L3 Recalling that by the standard energy identity,
Eo(s1,u) = Eo(2,u) + /281 /:}c (s/t)0ruTudxds
Then by (6.5D]) which holds for all s > 2,
(10.23) Eo(2,u) — Eo(s,u) < 0015/51 53/ 0B (s, u)ds.
2
On the other hand, also by the standard energy estimate,

51 S1
Eo(s1,u)'/? < E0(2,u)1/2+0/ (5/t)|Oudv|? dzds < E0(2,u)1/2+001€/ s/ OE (5, u) /2 ds.
2 2
By Gronwall’s inequality,
(10.24) Eo(s,u)/? < CEo(2,u)?, Vs >2

where C' is a universal constant, provided that § < 1/4. Then we consider (I0.24) and (I023])
together, and obtain,
Eo(2,u) < CEq(s,u)

provided that Cie is sufficiently small. Then we apply Lemma [I0.4] together with Lemma [I0.5]
and obtain

(10.25) Eo(2,u) = 0,

which also leads to, regarding (I0.24]), Eo(s,u) =0 for s > 2. Thus u =0 in Kj3 4.
To show that wug,u; vanish on {t = 2}, we will prove that EJ(2,u) = 0. To see this ,we firstly

remark that
Ej (5/2,u) = 0.

That is because {t = 5/2} N K C K2 4o0), in which u vanishes identically. On the other hand,
classical energy estimate on time-constant slices leads to, thanks to (650,

t
E7(2,u) — EJ (t.u) < CCye /2 /]R IR ()

and .
EJ(t.)'/? < Bf (2,02 + C [ /B (r, )"
2

Then by exactly the same calculation made for the hyperboloidal energy, we obtain
(10.26) Ep(2,u) ~ EJ (t,u).

Thus , taking t = 5/2, we obtain the desired result. O

A Proof of Lemma

We write the ODE into system

()5 ) (0)-(4)
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[ ci/1+gq 0 . .
Let Q = ( 0 —ciy/TT g ), the above system is diagonalized as

and
. ) -1 1
P=P(s) = ( —ciy/1+q(s) ciy/1+q(s) ) pl(s) = | 2V f
1 ! 2eiy/14a(s) 2

When |q| < 1/2, |P(s)] £ (1+¢) and [P71(s)] S 1+ ¢t on [sg,51]. Now write (A into the
following form

(PYVY +QP'V)=P'F+(P 1V

where we remark that

—1y/ _ o (@Aci) M1+ q(9) 72 (s)v'(9) 1| 2eiy/14a(s)
weve) = (G e ) 7= | e

Recall that @ is diagonalized with pure imaginary elements. Then
(A.2) [PTH(V(s) = V(s0))| < Cc_l/ [F(s)]+1d'(s)v'(s) | ds”.
50

where C is a universal constant. This guarantees ([£9).
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