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Abstract

In the paper [H. Kubo, Global existence for exterior problems of semilinear wave equations
with the null condition in 2D, Evol. Equ. Control Theory 2 (2013), no. 2, 319-335], for the 2-D
semilinear wave equation system (92 — A)v! = Q¥ (9,v, V,v) (1 < I < M) in the exterior domain
with Dirichlet boundary condition, it is shown that the small data smooth solution v = (v, - - - v™M)
exists globally when the cubic nonlinearities Q' (0;v, V,v) = O(|0v|® + |V,v|?) satisfy the null
condition. We now focus on the global Dirichelt boundary value problem of 2-D wave maps equation

M
with the form Ou’ = > Cryxpu’Qo(u,u”) (1 < I < M) and Qo(f.g9) = 0:fdig —

J,K,L=1
2

Z 0; f0;g in exterior domain. By establishing some crucial classes of pointwise spacetime decay

j=1
estimates for the small data solution u = (u!,- - -,u™) and its derivatives, the global existence of u

is shown.
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1 Introduction

Let (M, g) be a M-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold without boundary and the map v =

(', ..., oM) : R x(R*\O) — M. Assume that 7 is the standard Minkowski metric on R'*2 which

can be represented by the matrix diag(—1, 1, 1) in rectangular coordinates. Define the functional L(v) =

/ (NP 9,0, Dgv) ,dtdr, where O C R? is a compact obstacle. A 2-D wave map u = (u', ..., uM)
R x(R2\O)

is the critical point of the functional L(v). When the local coordinates on M are introduced, the equa-

tions of u! (1 < I < M) can be written as

2
= > Thg(w) (9w’ o Za w8, ul (L.1)

JK=1

where F5 5 (u)’s are the Christoffel symbols of the metric g. For more detailed derivation of the wave
maps equation (1.1), one can see Chapter 2 of [31]. With respect to the small data solution u, through
taking the Taylor expansion on Fg i (1) under Riemann normal coordinates, (1.1) is essentially equivalent
to

M
> Crkrw’Qo(u ul), (1.2)

JK,L=1

2
where Qo(f,g) = 0rfOrg — Z 0;f0jg and Cf s 1, are constants.
j=1
Instead of (1.2), we now study the following initial boundary value problem (which is abbreviated as
IBVP) of the more general nonlinear wave equation system

M
Ou! = FI(u, du, 8*u) = Z Z Crixrpu’ Qu ub), (t,x) € (0,400) x K,
J K, L=1Q0€{Q0,Qap}
u(t,z) =0, (t,x) € (0,+00) x OK,
(u, 0pu)(0,x) = (eug, eur)(z), x ek,

(1.3)
where x = (z1,x2), 0 = (0p,01,02) = (04, Ouy,0s,), U = (ul,- - -, uM), Qap(f,9) = 0afOsg —
08 f0ag for o, 8 =0,1,2, K = R?\ O, the obstacle @ C R? contains the origin and is star-shaped, and
the boundary 9K = 90 is smooth. In addition, u; = (u},- - -, u) fori = 0,1, (ug,u1) € C*(K) and
supp(ug,u1) C {x € K : |z] < My} with some fixed constant My > 1. Obviously, (1.2) is a special
case of the equation system in (1.3). Our main result is
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Theorem 1.1. Suppose that (ug,uy) satisfies the compatibility conditions up to (2N + 1)—order (N >
42) with respect to the initial boundary values of (1.3). Then there is an £y > 0 such that for € < g and

ol grav+ ey + lur |l v ey < 1, (1.4)
2N+1 :
problem (1.3) admits a global solution u € (| C7([0,00), H*N*1=J(K)). Moreover, there is a con-
j=0
stant C' > 0 such that
> 10z < Cefx) V2 (t —|a|) ", (1.52)
la|<N
2
3D 1020 < Cefa) VAt + )0, (1.5b)
la|<N i=1
> 2% < Celt+ |z)000 12, (1.5¢)
la|<2N—29
where Z = {0,Q} with Q = 210 — 1201, (x) = /1 + 2], 0; = (9t + 0; (i = 1,2) are the good

derivatives (tangent to the outgoing light cone \x! = t). In addition, the followmg time decay estimate of
local energy holds

> 10%ullragen) < Cre(l+18)7 (1.6)
|a|<2N—-27

where R > 1 is any fixed constant, Kr = KN {x : |x| < R} and Cr > 0 is a constant depending on R.

Remark 1.1. Consider the following nonlinear wave equation system
M

Ou! = Z Z QUKLuJ&luKﬁguL, (1.7)
J,K,L=1 a,3=0

where the null condition satisfies

2
> QY k1€l =0 forany (§0,61.6) € {£1} x Sand I, J, K, L =1,--- M. (1.8)
a,3=0

In terms of [20], one knows from (1.8) that there are some constants C’? K1, and C’?JB K1, Such that

Z Z Q7 pu Do Ogut = Z Clyrpu’ Qo™ ul) Z > O ru? Qap(u, ub).

JK,L=1 a,=0 JK,L=1 JK,L=10<a<B<2

Therefore, problem (1.3) is equivalent to (1.7) with (1.8) and the corresponding initial boundary value
conditions.

Remark 1.2. Collecting the arguments in this paper and in [13], Theorem 1.1 can be extended into the
following initial boundary value problem of the fully nonlinear wave equation system

M
Z Z Cfh e Qo(0"u”, 0"u™) Z Z Z Ch g pu’ Q0" ™, 0u")

JK=1al, |b|<1 JKL:l\a| [b|<1 Qe{Q0,Qap}

Ly { S QR o gt S S 0
J,K,L=1 ,67,5 0 a,8,7=0
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Y E R i R N F R 2 Ot (19)
a,B3,7,6,p,v=0 a,B3,7,6,p=0

where C% YK cob YKL Qﬁ;fL, ?‘f}? . Fr JB géL” Y and FIO‘JB I?L” are constants, and the related null condi-

tions and symmetric conditions hold as in problem (1.1) and Remark 1.2 of [13].

Remark 1.3. Note that the compatibility conditions of (ug,wy) in Theorem 1.1 are necessary in order to
find smooth solution u of (1.3). For readers’ convenience, we now give the illustrations on the compati-
bility conditions: Set Jyu = {0%u : 0 < |a| < k} and OFu(0,2) = Fy(Jyug, Jp_1u1) (0 < k < 2N),
where F}. depends on the nonlinear forms in (1.3), Jyug and Ji_1ui. The compatibility conditions for
problem (1.3) up to (2N + 1)—order mean that all Fy, vanish on OK for 0 < k < 2N.

Remark 1.4. For the Cauchy problem of the nonlinear wave equations

(u, Ou)(0, ) = (gup, eur)(z), r e R", (1.10)

{Du = Q(du, 0*u), (t,x) € (0,400) x R",
where (ug,u1)(z) € C§°(R™), & > 0 is sufficiently small, and the nonlinearity Q(0u, 0*u) = O(|0u|? +
|02u|?) is at least quadratic in (Ou,d?*u), so far there have been extensive and systematical results
on the global existence or blowup of smooth solutions. For examples, when n > 4, (1.10) admits a
global small data smooth solution (see [11, 19,21,25]); when n = 2,3 and the related null conditions
hold, the global existence of u has been established in [2] and [5, 20], respectively; otherwise, when
n = 2,3 and the null conditions are violated, the solution u can blow up in finite time (see [1, 3, 10]). In
addition, for the global existence or blowup of small data smooth solutions to the initial value problems
of nonlinear wave equation systems, there have been also a lot of results, one can be referred to the
recent papers [6], [7], [24], [33] and so on.

Remark 1.5. It is pointed out that there have been remarkable results for the global existence of low reg-
ularity solutions to the n-dimensional wave maps system (1.1) in RH" ( n > 2). For examples, when the

initial data (u, Oyu)(0, z) is small in the homogeneous Besov space Bn o (R™) x Bi /12 L (R™), the author

in [37, 38] has proved the global solution of (1.1) in C(]0, 00), Bi/lz( ™)) N C([0, 00), BZ’/lz_l(R"));
when (u, 0yu)(0,z) is small in the critical Sobolev space H"2(R™) x H"?>~Y(R™), the global solution
of (1.1) in C([0,00), H"?(R™)) N C([0, o00), H™2~1(R™)) is established in [35, 36].

Remark 1.6. For the 2-D semilinear wave equations Cu = Q(0u) with the cubic nonlinearity Q(0u) =
O(|0ul?) satisfying the null condition, the author in [22] has established the global existence of small
data smooth solution u for the exterior problem with both Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions.
In [22], the following estimates (see (4.2) with m = 0 in [23] and (57) withn = 0,p = 1 in [22]) play
crucial roles:
wl<C sup (s)2]g(s, )| (1.11)
(5,9)€[0,¢] xIR?

and

()2t — |z])|w| < Cln(2 + ¢ + |z|) Z sup  (8)|8%g(s, )], (1.12)
<1 (5,9)€[0,t] xR?

where w solves the 2-D linear wave equation Dw = ¢(t,z) with (w,0yw)|i=o = (0,0). Due to the
lack of time decay of w in (1.11) and the appearance of the large factor In(2 + t + |z|) in (1.12), the
method in [22] can not be applied to our problem (1.3) since the cubic nonlinearity in (1.3) contains
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the solution u itself. Thanks to some improved estimates in our previous paper [13], we can show the
crucial spacetime decay estimate (1.5c) in Theorem 1.1, which is one of the key points to solve the global
exterior domain problem (1.3).

Remark 1.7. Based on the following “KSS estimate” for 3-D wave equation (see [17, Prop 2.1] or
(1.7)-(1.8) on Page 190 of [30])

(2 + )72 () ™200] 213 (0. + 1820l 212 (0.1

t (1.13)
S 1000,y + [ [T0(s.2) gz s,

the authors in [17]- [18] obtain the almost global existence of small data solution to 3-D quasilinear
wave equation in exterior domain with Dirichlet boundary condition. Note that the proof of the KSS
estimate heavily relies on the strong Huygens principle. However, the strong Huygens principle does not
hold in two space dimensions. Meanwhile, it is also pointed out that the multiplier used in [30] and [34]
fails when n = 2 (see [9, Page 485]). We will establish the pointwise estimates (1.5a)-(1.5¢) in Theorem
1.1 together with the energy estimates instead of the KSS estimates to study the global solution problem

of (1.3).

We now give some reviews on the small data solution problem of second order wave equations in the
exterior domains. Let u solve

Ou = Q(du, 0u), (t,x) € (0,+00) x K,
(u, Opu)(0,x) = (eup, euy ) (x), x ek, (1.14)

The Dirichlet or Neumann boundary condition of w on 9K,

where the nonlinearity Q(Ju, 8%u) = O(|0u|? + |0%u|?) is at least quadratic in (Qu, 0?u).

When n > 6, the authors in [32] show that (1.14) has a global smooth small solution u under
the Dirichlet boundary value condition. When n = 3 and the related null condition holds, the global
existence of small solution to the Dirichlet boundary problem has been studied in [8, 15, 16]. When
n = 3 and the null condition fails, by making use of the well-known “KSS estimate” (see [17, Prop
2.1]), the authors in [17, 18] obtain the almost global small data solution for the Dirichlet boundary
problem of the semilinear and quasilinear wave equations, respectively. In addition, when n = 3, for the
non-trapping obstacles and non-diagonal systems involving multiple wave speeds, the global existence
of small solutions with Dirichlet boundary condition has been established in [29]. With respect to the
Neumann boundary value problem in (1.14), the global small solution or almost global solution are
obtained for n = 3 in [26] or [39], respectively.

When n = 2, for the semilinear wave equations Cu = Q(du), if the cubic term Q(du) = O(|0ul?)
satisfies the null condition, the author in [22] has proved the global existence of small data smooth solu-
tions for the exterior problems with both Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions; if Ou = Q(du)
does not fulfill the null condition, the almost global existence has been shown in [14,23]. Recently,for
n = 2 and the quasilinear wave equation with quadratic ()o—type null form, in [13] we have established
the global existence of small solution when the Dirichlet boundary condition is imposed.

On the other hand, when n = 4, for the initial boundary value problem of Cu = F(u, du, 0*u)
with the nonlinearity F'(u,du,d%*u) depending on both w itself and its derivatives, the authors in [40]
prove the almost global existence of small data solutions to the 4-D quasilinear wave equations outside
of a star-shaped obstacle. In particular, for F'(u, du, 9*u) excluding the u?—type nonlinearity, the 4-D
quasilinear wave equation systems admit global small data smooth solutions (see [28]).



To the best of our knowledge, so far there are no global existence results on the small data smooth
solutions of 2-D wave maps equations in exterior domains.

Let us give some comments on the proof of Theorem 1.1. Note that for the 2-D quasilinear wave
equation with the quadratic (Qo—type null form in the exterior domain, through looking for some good
unknowns to transform such a quadratically quasilinear wave equation into certain manageable cubic
nonlinear form and by deriving some crucial pointwise estimates for the initial boundary value problem
of 2-D linear wave equations in exterior domain, we have established the global existence of small data
solution in [13]. However, since the wave maps equation in (1.2) includes the vector valued unknown
function u = (u', ..., uM), it seems that the good unknowns introduced in [13] for the scalar quasilinear
wave equation are not applicable for problems (1.2) and (1.3). To overcome this difficulty, based on some
precise estimates on the solution of the 2-D linear wave equation in [13], we firstly make use of the ghost
weight energy method (the ghost weight is firstly introduced in [2]) together with the Hardy inequality
and elliptic estimates to drive some rough pointwise estimates (see details in Sections 3.1 and 3.2 below).
More concretely, instead of the precise estimates (1.5a)-(1.5¢) and (1.6), we will establish the following

weaker estimates (see Lemmas 4.1-4.4)

> 10Z%] < Cela) VPt — Ja) ML+ )P, gy =107,
la|<2N—33

2
ST S 10:20] < Cele) T2+ )0 2] > 14-¢/2,
la|<2N—17 i=1 (1.15)
ST 2% < Celt + [a) V2t — |y,
la|<2N—15

Z ”8auHL2(KR) < Cpre(l+ t)582_1.
la|<2N—13

Secondly, in terms of (1.15), we derive the crucial estimates (1.5a)-(1.5¢) and (1.6) by some more delicate
energy methods (see Lemmas 4.5-4.8). Subsequently, the proof of Theorem 1.1 is completed by the
continuity argument.

Notations:

« K:=R?\O, Kg := KN {|z| < R}, where R > 1 is a fixed constant which may be changed in
different places.

For the convenience and without loss of generality, 0K C {x : ¢y < |z| < 1/2} is assumed, where
co > 0 is some positive constant.

The cutoff function x4 (s) € C*°(R) with 0 < a < b, 0 < x[q4(s) < 1 and

0, [|z[<aq,
X[a,b](s) - {

1, |z| > b.

o (z) = /14 |z|%
e No:={0,1,2,--- }.
® 80 = ag, 81 = 8901, 82 = 8902, 890 = Vm = (61,62), 8 = (at,al,ag).



s For |z| > 0, define 0; := 0; + %Ot (i=1,2)and 0 = (01, D).
© Q= Qg =210y — 2201, Z = {Z1, Zo, Z3, Zu} 1= {0y, 01,02, Q}, Z = X1 /0.1 () Z.
« 02 := 99105 for a € N2, 0% := 0/ 02 95% for a € N and Z¢ := Z" Z$2 753 Z{* for a € Ny,

* For the quantities f,g > 0, f < gorg 2 f denotes f < Cg for a generic constant C' > 0
independent of ¢. In addition, f ~ g means f < gand g < f.

0f] == o fI2+ |02f|2

* Wyo(t, ) = (t + |z])*(min{(z), (t — |z[)})" for p,v € R.

» For vector valued function u = (ul, -+ juM), ||ul| == /|Jul]]2 + - + [[uM]]2 with norm || - || =
Ll zegeys e Nzzaerys | ek )

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, some preliminaries and the bootstrap assumptions
are given. The required energy estimates are achieved by the ghost weight technique and the Hardy in-
equality in Section 3. In Section 4, some rough pointwise estimates established in Section 3 are improved
and further the bootstrap assumptions are shown. From this, the proof of Theorem 1.1 can be completed.

2 Preliminaries and bootstrap assumptions

2.1 Null condition, Hardy inequality, elliptic estimate and Sobolev embedding

Lemma 2.1. Let u be a smooth solution of (1.3). Then for any multi-index a, Zu satisfies

M
0z = > CryxpZ®(u’ Q™ uh))
J,K,L=1

o (2.1)
DD S SRNC T P!
b+c+d§a J,K,LII QG{QO7QO‘B}
where C}”S‘}C{l 1, are constants.
Proof. One can see Lemma 6.6.5 in [11]. O
Lemma 2.2 (Null condition structure property). For any smooth functions f and g, it holds that
Y lQf9)l S101110g] +[0£10g]- (2.2)

QG{QO7QO£B}

Proof. Since the proof is analogous to that in Section 9.1 of [4] and [12, Lemma 2.2], we omit the details
here. [l

Lemma 2.3 (Elliptic estimate, Lemma 3.2 of [22] or Lemma 3.1 of [23]). Let w € H’(K) and w|x = 0
with integer j > 2. Then for any fixed constant R > 1 and multi-index a € N? with 2 < la| < j, one has

107wl L2y S 1AW grai-2gcy + 1wl priai-1 (1, 1) - (2.3)
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Lemma 2.4 (Hardy inequality, Lemma 1.2 of [27]). For any smooth function f(t,x) on Ry x R?, it
holds that
=

{t = |=[)

provided that supp, f C {|z| <t + My}.

fo”LQ(R%? (2.4)

e S
(R%)

Lemma 2.5 (Sobolev embedding, Lemma 3.1 of [22] or Lemma 3.6 of [23]). Given any function f(x) €
C2(K), one has that for all v € K,

@) 21 @) S0 N2 Fllzaic (2.5)
la|<2
2.2 Two key lemmas

We now list two important lemmas established in [13].

Lemma 2.6 (Lemma 4.1 of [13]). Suppose that the obstacle O is star-shaped and KK = R*\O. Let w
be the solution of the IBVP

Ow = F(t, ), (t,x) € (0,00) x K,
wlox =0,
(w, Qw)(0,z) = (wg,wr)(z), =€K,

where (wq,w1) has compact support and supp, F(t,z) C {|x| < t + My}. Then one has that for any
w,v € (0,1/2) and R > 1,

() |wll oo ey S Nl (wos wi)llmzgey + D sup (s)0°F (s, ) L2 o)

|a\<18€[0t]
(2.6)
+ Z sup [0“F(0,y)| + Z sup PP Ws a4 14 (5,9)|0F (5, 9)]
|<1y€IC laj<2 (¢ ,y)E[Ot]XIC
and
gl ey S o o)l + 3 sup ()0°F(s, ]
1n2(2+t) tWI|Loo(KR) 0, W1) |l F3(K) E[Opt] v MIL2(K3)
Jal<2® 2.7)
+ Z sup [0°F(0,9)[+ > sup () Wia(s, )| Z2°F(s,y)l.
In addition, for j,v € (0,1/2),
O NOrwl| Lo (kz) S M[(wo, wi) a3 ey + Z sup (s)[|0"F (s, ) 22(xcy)
la ‘<2s€[0 t]
(2.8)

+ > sup0“FO,9)[ + > sup () PWiipga(s,9)|Z°F (s, y)).
\a|<2y ex la|<3 (s,9)€[0,4]x K
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Lemma 2.7 (Lemma 4.2 of [13]). Suppose that the obstacle O is star-shaped and KK = R*\O. Let w

solve
Ow = F(t, ), (t,x) € (0,00) x K,

wlox =0,
(w, Ow)(0,z) = (wo, w1)(z), =z €K,
where (wg, w1 ) has compact support and supp,, F(t,z) C {|x| <t + My}. Then it holds that for any
w,v € (0,1/2),
¢+ |22t — |al)»
In?(2 4+t + |z|)

|wl

S o wn)lusgey + 3 supld"FO.9) + 3 sup ()20 F(s, ey (29
lal<4V<* jal<4 °<0/1
—+ Z sup <y>1/2W1+u,1+V(37y)‘aaF(‘S?y)‘

la|<5 (s,9)€[0,¢] x (R* \K2)
and
(@) 2t — |z)|ow]

< (wo, w)llgage) + Y sup [0°F(0,9)] + Y sup (s)[|0°F (s, )|l r2 ey
laj <o Y<K jaj<s 5€[0:4] (2.10)

+ Z sup <y>1/2w3/2+,u,1+u(87y)|ZaF(Say)|'
la|<9 (5,y)€[0,t] X (R* \K2)

2.3 Bootstrap assumptions

We make the following bootstrap assumptions for the solution u of problem (1.3):

> 10Z%u| < ey (x) VPt - |z)) 7, (2.11)
lal<N
> 102%) < ex (@) P+ ), (2.12)
la|<N
> Z%) < et + )72, (2.13)
lal<N

where &5 := 1073 and &1 € (&, 1) will be determined later.
Note that due to supp(ug,u1) C {z : || < My}, the solution u of problem (1.3) is supported in
{r e:|z| <t+ My}

3 Energy estimates

3.1 Energy estimates on the derivatives of solution

Lemma 3.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let u be the solution of (1.3) and suppose that
(2.11)-(2.13) hold. Then there is a positive constant Cy such that

> 1100 ull g2y < (1 + )P, 3.1
J<2N
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where €1 > 0 is small enough. Especially, one has

Z 100 ul| 2(xc) S e(1 +1)°2, (3.2)
J<2N

where and below £5 = 1073,
Proof. Multiplying (2.1) by €20, Z%u! with the ghost weight ¢ = q(|x| — t) and ¢'(s) = (s)~ ! derives

eq

1
- q a, 12 a, 112\1 _ 7; q a, I a, I s
2615[6 (|0 Z%u" |* + |VZ%" |7)] — div(e?0, Zu'V Zu" ) + 20— |$|>11|

5Zaul|2
M (3.3)

= Z Z C8bed 10, 2%u! Z0u? Q(ZulS | 7L,

b+c+d<a J,K,L=1

where and below the summation Z is omitted for convenience.
0e{Q0,Qas}
Set 7% = th with j = |a|. Integrating (3.3) over [0,¢] x K by use of the boundary condition
dlu|gxc = 0 for any integer I > 0 and summing up I from 1 to M yield

¢ 07%u(s, x)|?
AZ%(t)? —I—/ |—’dazds
| ( )||L2(IC) o Je (5 — |zt

; (3.4)
SN02°w0) 2200y + Y / / |8, Z%u| 7" dxds,
btctd<a’0 7K
where
M
7= N [ Z0]|Q(Zu", Z2N ). (3.5)

K,L=1

Note that although Z¢ = &/ is taken in Z%*¢, one can analogously treat Z%? for Z € {0;, 01,9, Q}. Tt
follows from (2.2) that

T4 < | Zbu||0Z°u||0 2% + | Z°u||0Zu)||0 Z%|. (3.6)

When |[b| > N + 1, Z% = 8, 2% u with || = |b] — 1 and |¢|, |d| < N hold. Thus, it is deduced from
(2.11), (2.12) and (3.6) that

> 0:Zu| T e S er(149)7 Y (1027 u(s)l1 0 (3.7)
b-i-“c)‘-l;d]%a, K b/ |<|al

With respect to the first term on the right hand side of (3.6), when |b| < N and |¢| < N, by (2.12) and
(2.13), we have

> [ azeiz oz oz s S e+ 97 S 02 ey G

b+ct+d<a, |d|<]|al
|bl,lc] <N
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when |b] < N and |¢|] > N, one has |d| < N, and then it follows from (2.11), (2.13) and the Young
inequality that

> / / 10, Z%u|| Z°u) |0 Z°u||0 Z%|dxds

b+c+d<a,
[b|<N,|c|>N

¢ HaZ“u(S)H%z(,qu b 10Zu(s, x)|?
< == =l
o [ e ra X ) e

le|<lal

(3.9)

With respect to the second term on the right hand side of (3.6), we can obtain the same estimates as in
(3.8) and (3.9). Collecting (3.4)-(3.9) with all |a| < 2N leads to

> {10750l / / 2L i)

la|<2N

107 ul C o 10Z0u(s, @)
Ok 02 u(s, z)]
< - v
e +e Z / 1_|_S 14 —I—/O = dazds}.

la|]<2N

Therefore, by Z¢ = 81{ , it holds that for sufficiently small £; > 0,

t |08 u( ds
S 1000l S5+ X e [ i
s)
J<2N J<2N
This, together with the Gronwall’s lemma, yields (3.1) and (3.2). [l

Lemma 3.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let u be the solution of (1.3) and suppose that
(2.11)-(2.13) hold. Then we have

> 100"l r2 gy S ex(1+ 1), (3.10)
la|<2N
2N—j M
Proof. Set E;( Z |0Fu! ()Nl 3 sy With 0 < j < 2N. Then for j > 1, one has
k=0 I=1
2N—j M
Yoo Ol 2oy + Y- (lodfagu’ ()| 2 ) + 10007 05’ (1) 12(x) )]
k=0 I=1 1<]a|<j 1
2N—j M G.11)

SEWM) + B+ ) Y Y 10r0 (Olz ),

k=0 I=12<]|a|<j+1

where we have used

2N —j 2N —j

> oo Dllrzgey S D> Y 10008 u (1) 2y S Ejma(8).

k=0 1<[a|<j k=0 |a’|<j—1
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For the last term in (3.11), it follows from (2.3) that
10056 (|2 ey S N1 A2OFu! || piar-2icy + 1086 | piar—1 i, 1)
S HafHUIHH\aH(K) + Hafmulﬂmaw(;@ + HanIHB(/CRH)

1<[b|<[a|-1<j

(3.12)

where the fact of A = 83 — O s utilized. In addition, by (1.3) and (2.13) with |a| + k < 2N + 1 we have
M
105D || gpiar-2y S D €1ll00fu” | piar-2 () S €1Ej-1 (). (3.13)

1<k J=1

Substituting (3.12)-(3.13) into (3.11) together with (2.13) and (3.2) yields
M
Bj(t) S Eo(t) + Eja(t) + > llu'lr2gep, .y S e(L+6)7 + Bj_1(t) + 1.
=1
This implies (3.10). O

3.2 [Energy estimates on the vector field derivatives of solution

Lemma 3.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let u be the solution of (1.3) and suppose that
(2.11)-(2.13) hold. Then one has

> 10Z2% ey S er(1+ 1) (3.14)
la|<2N—1

Proof. Analogous to (3.4), we have

b 0Z%(s, )2
AZ%u(t)|)? +/ ‘—’dwds
oz u®la + | [ T

t (3.15)
S +|BY + Z / / |0y Z%u| T dxds,
btetrd<a”0 K
where
Mt
B = Z/ / v(z) - V24l (s, )0, 2% (s, z)dods (3.16)
with v(z) = (vi(z),2(x)) being the unit outer normal of the boundary K and do being the curve
measure on OXC. By K C Ky and the trace theorem, one has
! b b
55 30 [0 = xn@)od o) 1 = X200l 2o
b <|al
t
Y /0 (1 = x[1,2 ()00 ull371 () ds (3.17)

[b|<lal

t
= Z / ”aabuH%z(Kz)ds < g%(l + ,5)2624-17
bl<[al+1 70
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where (3.10) is used.
When || < N in Zbed given by (3.5), analogously to the estimates of (3.8) and (3.9), we have

a bed < |a
> //|az |z dxds 512// 8_|$| dds

b+c+d<a, [b|<]a|
bl<N (3.18)

t |0Z°u(s L2(,C)ds

+€1Z/ (14 s)t4

|b|<|al

Next, we turn to the estimate of Z*? with [b| > N +1. In this case, |¢|, |d] < N hold. Dueto Z € {0, Q},
then for any function f,

1Zf1'S ()|0f]. (3.19)

2l 2]
Denote X(H—Q) = X[1/3,1/2](t+—9

Z ”IdeHLQIC < Z E2<t>52—1H \Zbu‘ ‘
" : (@) {t — Jal) llz2cc

). It follows from (2.4), (2.11), (2.12), (3.5) and (3.19) that

b+ctd<a, 1<|b|<[a|
b|>N+1
D e e e
1<|bl<]al (t = lal) llezce?) () N2 (3.20)
SAO=CY 102l + >0 07 R12° )
[b]<]al 1<[b|<al
S Z €1 ()2 72)102%l| 12 (i) -
[b<]al
Collecting (3.15)-(3.20) with all |a| < 2N — 1 implies that
07 %u(
> {1020l + [ [ ) gk o
la|<2N—1 .
Y / yaza [0Z%u(s, 2)F g . > 1927 u(s) 72 g B
_ 11 ras &1 14 )
|a\<2N 1 (s ’95\ la|<2N—1"0 (1+5)
which yields (3.14). O

3.3 Decay estimates of the local energy and improved energy estimates

To improve (3.14), one requires a better estimate on the boundary term (3.17). To this end, we first
derive the precise time decay estimates of the local energy for problem (1.3) by the spacetime pointwise
estimate and the elliptic estimate. We now treat the local energy ||ul| 72 (k) by utilizing (2.6).

Lemma 3.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let u be the solution of (1.3) and suppose that
(2.11)-(2.13) hold. Then

ull oo ey S e+ +1)7" (3.21)
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Proof. Applying (2.6) with y = v = €9 to (1.3) yields

Ol Se+ D, sup ()]0*(w! Q™ u)) (s, ) L2y
JK,L=1--- M, s€[0,t]
la|<1

+ Z sup (y>1/2W3/2+52,1+52(87y)|aa(UJQ(UK,UL))(S,Z/)L
JK,L=1-- M, (s,y)€[0,t]x K
la|<2

(3.22)

where the initial data condition (1.4) is used. It follows from (2.2), (2.11), (2.12), (2.13) and N > 42
that

S 107 (! QU ub)) (s, )| S 2Hy) s — lyl) s+ lyl) P2,
la| <2

This, together with (3.22), yields (3.21). O

Lemma 3.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let u be the solution of (1.3) and suppose that
(2.11)-(2.13) hold. Then we have

S° 100 ulligen < (6 + D)+ 022222+ 1), (3.23)
J<2N—6

Proof. Applying (2.7) to (2.1) with Z¢ = Gg, 7 < 2N — 6 and (1.4) leads to

t .
S adlulieey St S sup ()0 QG ub)) (5, s

2
In*(2+1) , 5% JK, L=1-- M, $€[0:1]
la|<2N—4
+y Y sup (1) PWri(s, )| 2°0] (u” Q(u* uh)) (s, y).
la|<3 J,K,L=1-- M, (S¥)E€[0,L]xK
T j<2N-6

(3.24)

By (2.5) and (3.14), we can get
> j0Z%u(t,x)| S erfa) AL+ 1), (3.25)

la|]<2N—-3

Then it follows from (2.11), (2.13) and (3.25) that

Do D 120w QN w5 y) £ D >, 1otz ulozeul|0z%l

la|<3j<2N—6 |b| <3 k+|b|+|c|+|d|<2N -6 (3.26)
Seds+ )= V2 ) T A+ 8)P T2 s — Jyl) T+ ) TP+ 5)= T2 (s — Jy) R

Substituting (3.26) into (3.24) yields

> 0 ull e geny S (6 +D) A+ 1727 %2+ 1),
j<2N—6

which completes the proof of (3.23). U
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Lemma 3.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let u be the solution of (1.3) and suppose that
(2.11)-(2.13) hold. Then one has

> 0 ulliren S (4 )+ 1 G.27)
la|<2N—6
Proof. For j = 0,1,2,--- ;2N — 6, set El"C ZZH@ PN =6=ay 1|, 2(Kp,,)- Note that for
k<j I=1

j<2N -8, 9N O=I — 8§8§N_8_j. Then applying (2.3) to (1 — X[R+j7R+j+1})8fuI leads to

Eloc N ZZH&QN . ](1 ~ X[R+j, R+J+1])3tu HL?(/C

k<j I=1
M
ke, I
SO D IAQ = Xipas,rege1)OFu | pran—s—s )
k<j I=1
+ZZH X[R+4, R+J+1})8tu | Fr2v—7-3 (i)
k<jI=1 (3.28)
M
e !
SO DA = Xresrr ) A sy + D E{*()
k<j I=1 j+1<I<2N—6
M M
ke, I 42, 1
N Z Z 156 ”HQN’s’j(/CRﬂ‘H) + ZZ 10 u ”HQN’s’j(’CRﬂ‘H)
k<j I=1 E<j I=1
+ Y BT,
j+1<I<2N—6

where the fact of A = 8t2 — O is applied. It follows from (1.3), (2.11), (2.13) and (3.10) that for

S N00F ! | gev-s-s ) S ETA+ )T (3.29)
k<j

Substituting (3.29) into (3.28) yields that for j < 2N — 8,

B S0+ > B, (3.30)
jH+1<I<2N—6

Next we estimate F1%¢_-(t). Note that

(EX%_7(1)* S Z ZZIIa (1 = X(re2N-7,R+2N—6))OF U ]H%z(;c)- (3.3D

k<2N-T71=1 I=1

Denote X := 1— X[ry2N—7,rR+2N—¢]- It follows from the integration by parts together with the boundary
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condition in (1.3) that
2
Z 105[(1 = X{r12N—7,R12N—6)) O u'] ”2L2(IC)
=1
2
_ / S oi[x0Ful s (R0 u ] dw — / LOFul A (O ) da
et K
:—/ ;z?afuI(AafuI)dx—/ )Z(A)Z)\@fuf\zdx—2/ XOFuI VX - Vokul do (3.32)
K K K
:—/ Xzafulaf+2uldaz+/ X2Ofulﬂﬁfuld:ﬂ—/ XAY) [0k ul 2da
K K K
—/ div(){V){\@fullz)dx—i—/ div(XVY)|0Fu! |2da
K K

I N- _
S (BY%_6(1)” + 1107 5UIH2L2(,CR+2N) +ef(1+1)72

where we have used k¥ < 2N — 7, A = 9? — [J and the estimate of (J0Fu! like (3.29). On the other
hand, by (3.21) and (3.23), one has that

M
BN _6(t) S Z Z\|5t]ul||L2(/cR+2N)

j<2N-5I=1
M . (3.33)
S 190 2oy + 0 2060 )
I=1 j<2N-6
<(e+e)A+0)2 2224+t + (e + )1+ 1)L
Therefore, (3.27) can be achieved by (3.23), (3.30), (3.31), (3.32) and (3.33). O

Lemma 3.7. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let u be the solution of (1.3) and suppose that
(2.11)-(2.13) hold. Then

> 10Z%l o) S er(1+ 1), (3.34)
la|]<2N—8

Proof. The proof of (3.34) is similar to that of (3.14) with a better estimate than (3.17) for the boundary
term B¢ defined in (3.16). In fact, by applying the same argument as in (3.17) and utilizing (3.27), one
has

t
SIS Y 100 ds 54 [ ratlas g 0 639)
0

t
la|<2N—8 |b|<|a|+1<2N—7 0

Substituting (3.35) into (3.15) instead of (3.17) yields (3.34). [

4 Improved pointwise estimates and proof of Theorem 1.1

4.1 Decay estimates on the good derivatives of solution

It is pointed out that the estimate (2.13) of Z%u will play an essential role in the decay estimates of the
good derivatives (2.12). For this purpose, we firstly improve the decay estimate of the local energy (3.27)
in Section 3.3 by utilizing (3.34) instead of (3.14).
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Lemma 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let u be the solution of (1.3) and suppose that
(2.11)-(2.13) hold. Then we have

> 0%ullregen S e+ A+ )5 (4.1)
la|<2N-13

Proof. The proof procedure is similar to that in Section 3.3 except deriving a better estimate than (3.26).
At first, combining (2.5) and (3.34) leads to

> 102%| S er{x) TP+ 1) (4.2)
|a|<2N—10

With the estimate (4.2) instead of (3.25), the estimate (3.26) can be improved into

Yo 1209w QM ")) (s, ) S s [y A y) T+ 92 (s — [yl

la|<3j<2N—13

which yields
> o ullregen S (e 4D+ T In®(2+ 1),
j<2N—13
Therefore, (4.1) can be obtained. O

Lemma 4.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let u be the solution of (1.3) and suppose that
(2.11)-(2.13) hold. Then

> 2% S e+ )+ [l — o)) (4.3)
la|<2N—15

Proof. Set

Z = Xpye0(x)Z (4.4)

and Z%! |5 = 0. Applying (2.9) to 0Z%! = OZ%! + 0(Z% — Z%)u! for |a| < 2N — 15 and
U= v = gg yields

(t + o) /2t — |a)=
In%(2 +t + |z|)
Se+ Z s1[10pt](s>1/2+52(||8bm(2“ — Z%u (s, ey + [oP0Z ! (s, Mr2cy)

b <4 5€10;

+ ) sup W) PWitep 142, (5,9)[0° 02 (5,y)],
b]<5 (s,9)€[0,t] x (R? \K2)

| Zu' (t, z)]

4.5)

where we have used the facts of supp, (Z* — Z%)u! C {|z| <1} and Z = Z for || > 1. For the second
line of (4.5), it follows from (2.1), (2.13) and (3.27) that for |a| < 2N — 15,

sup (s)"/272(|0°0(Z% — Z)u' (s, )| 220c,) + 10" 02 (s, )| 2c,) S (6 + 1)1+ 1)
Ib|<d s€[0,t]
(4.6)
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Next, we treat the third line of (4.5). From (2.1) and (2.2), one has

o) p0zed!| < > | Z%u||0Zu)|0Z%). (4.7)

la|<2N 15 |b|<5 |b]+|c|+|d|<2N—10

When |b| < N holds on the right hand side of (4.7), then by (2.11), (2.13) and (4.2), we arrive at

> | Z%u||0Z¢u||0Z | < > | Z%u||0Z¢u)|0Z%)
b|+|c|+|d|<2N 10, b|+|c|+|d|<2N—-10,
||\|‘b\‘§\7v ||\|Ib\|§\N 4.8)

Sebs + )2y s — )
When |b| > N + 1, it can be deduced from (2.11), (2.12), (3.19) and (4.2) that

> |2°ul|02°ul|0Z %] S € (y) ™2 (s + yl) ' (s — [y )" (4.9)

|b|+|c|+|d|<2N—10,
[b|>N+1

Collecting (4.5)-(4.9) leads to
Yo 1z (@) S e+ D)t )V — |z)
la|<2N—15

This, together with (4.1), R > 1, (4.4) and the Sobolev embedding, yields (4.3). O

Lemma 4.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let u be the solution of (1.3) and suppose that
(2.11)-(2.13) hold. Then one has that for |x| > 1+ t/2,

S 10Z%) S (e + €7t + Jaf) 102732, (4.10)
la|<2N—17
Proof. Firstly, recall (6.20) and (6.22) in [13] (see also Section 4.6 in [22]) that
= I xI9 = xI9 I
81:7a+—r—29, 82:784_"‘?9, T:‘Z",

0. (r?w)(t, r%) — 0, (r?w) (0, (r + 1)

= /t{(r +t—8)Y20w+ (r+t — )32 (w/4 4+ Q2w)}(s, (r +t — s)|x—|)ds.
0 x

X

‘x,) 4.11)

By choosing w = Z%! with la| < 2N — 17 in (4.11), it follows from (2.1), (2.11), (4.2) and (4.3) that
for ly| > 1+ s/2,

B2 (s,9)| S (s + [yl) 272 (1 + 8)%2(y) 7 (s — ly) 71 (4.12)

Substituting (1.4), (4.3) and (4.12) into (4.11) yields that for |z| > 1 + ¢/2,

t
0 (122 (1, 2)] S )™ 4 X + £)102 / (L+|r+t—2s)) " =2ds
0

t
+ (6+€%)(T+t>7€2_1/2/ (r+t—s)"%ds “.13)
0

S (e +eD)(t+ [a]) !0,
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which leads to
0 Z°u"| S v 2|0 (r P 20T (¢ @) 4+ 1 20 (8 @)
S(e+eD)(t+ |z)102732,

This, together with (4.3) and (4.11), derives (4.10). [

4.2 Crucial pointwise estimates

Lemma 4.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let u be the solution of (1.3) and suppose that
(2.11)-(2.13) hold. Then

> 10Z%) S (e + ) ()T — Jal) 1+ 1) (4.14)
la|<2N—-33
Proof. At first, we show that

S 10Z%| S (e + D))V — fal) T (L4 g et (4.15)
|a|<2N—24

Applying (2.10) to Z%! for |a| < 2N — 24 and j = v = & yields

()2t — |a])|0 2]

Se+ Y sup ()(10°0(Z% — 2% (s, )l 20, + 10°02%u (5, ) | 2 ic,))
|b|<g €[0:t] (4.16)

+ Z sup <Z/>1/2W3/2+52,1+52(8,y)|ZbDZaUI(87y)|,
16]<9 (5:9)€[0,t] x (R \K2)

where we have used (1.4). It follows from (2.1) and (4.1) that for |a| < 2N — 24,

|b|<8 S€1

On the other hand, collecting (2.1), (2.11), (4.2) and (4.3) leads to

S > 120z (s,y)] £ > | Z%u||0Zu||0Z %)

la|<2N—24 |b|<9 |bl+|c|+|d|<2N—15 (4.18)
Sel(s+ Y™ 2 (14 9)*2(y) " s — Jyl) T,

Substituting (4.17) and (4.18) into (4.16) shows that

Z |aZa’LLI(t,:E)| < (6 + 6%)<3§‘>_1/2<t _ |ZL'|>_1(1 + t)11€2+1/2.
la|<2N—24

This, together with (4.1), yields (4.15).
Next, we prove (4.14) by use of (4.15). By applying (2.10) to Z%u! again for |a| < 2N — 33, we
start to improve the estimate (4.18).
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In the region |y| < 1+ s/2, from (2.1), (2.11), (4.3) and (4.15), one has

>opzlsyls Y |Zullozeulozhl
la|<2N—24 |b]+|c|+|d|<2N—24 4.19)

< M T (1 4 )2 ) s )2,
In the region |y| > 1 + s/2, it can be concluded from (2.1), (2.2), (4.3), (4.10) and (4.15) that

Soozsyls Y. |Zullozeulozty
la|<2N—24 |b]+|c|+|d|<2N —24 (4.20)

< el ) TR 4 ) 2 () T s )i

Collecting (4.19) and (4.20) yields

SO s ) Wy 1an(5,9) | 2020 (s, y)] S 3141,
|la| <2N—33 [b|<9 (5,5)€[0,£]x (R*\K2)

This, together with (4.1) and (4.17), implies (4.14). O

Lemma 4.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let u be the solution of (1.3) and suppose that
(2.11)-(2.13) hold. Then we have

> 10%ullpagen S+ @+ 4.21)
la|<2N—27

Proof. Applying (2.8) to 8gu1 together with 7 < 2N — 27, u = v = €9, (1.4), (2.1) and (4.1) leads to
that for B > 1,

(t) Z ||8t8gu1\|Loo(,ch)

J<2N—27

B (4.22)
Se+ei+ Y, sup ()P Witae, 1 (s, 9)[0Z2%(s, y)].
la|]<2N—24 (s,9)€[0,t] x K
Substituting (4.19) and (4.20) into (4.22) yields
> ol ullpegen,) S (e+eh) @+ (4.23)

j<2N-—27

Therefore, (4.21) can be achieved by the same method as in Section 3.3 together with (3.21) and (4.23).
O

Lemma 4.6 (Improvement of (2.11)). Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let u be the solution of
(1.3) and suppose that (2.11)-(2.13) hold. Then

> 10Z%) S (e + ) )2 — ) (4.24)
|a|<2N—42
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Proof. Utilizing (2.10) to Z%! for |a| < 2N — 42 and yu = v = e, yields

()2t — |a])| 02 u"|

Se+ Y sup ()(10°0(Z% — 2% (s, )2y + 10°02% (5, ) | 2 ic,))
b <8 5€[01 (4.25)

+ > sup W) P Wansey 116, (5,9)| 2020 (s, )],
16]<9 (5,9)€[0,t] x (R* \K2)

where we have used (1.4). By (4.21), one obtains that for |a| < 2N — 42,

S sup ($)(10°0(2% — 24! (5, ) 2csy + 107020 (5, ) 20c,) S & + €3

2 Lo (4.26)

With (4.14) instead of (4.15), (4.19) and (4.20) can be improved to that in the region |y| < 1+ s/2

> Dzsyls Y. [Zulozeuljozt
la|<2N—-33 |b]+|c|+|d|<2N —33 4.27)

S ells + )AL+ 92 () s — ) TP

in the region |y| > 1+ s/2,

>opztlsyls Y [Zullozeulpz’y
la|<2N—33 |b]+|c|+|d|<2N—33 (4.28)

S (s 4 lyl) TR 4 9)P2 () T2 (s — [y )T
Collecting (4.25)-(4.28) with (4.21) leads to (4.24). 0

Lemma 4.7 (Improvement of (2.13)). Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let u be the solution of
(1.3) and suppose that (2.11)-(2.13) hold. Then

> 2%l S (e +eD(E+ |z (4.29)
la|<2N—29

Proof. Utilizing (2.9) to Z%u! for la| < 2N — 29, u = v = &9 with (1.4) and (4.1) yields
(t + [2])' /2 (t — |2])=2
In*(2 + ¢ + |z])

Setei+ ) sup W) P Wi yac,1(5,9)[0°0Z%u" (s, y)].
6] <5 (5,9)€[0,t] x (R? \K2)

|2 (¢, 2)|

This, together with (4.1), (4.19) and (4.20), implies (4.29). O

Lemma 4.8 (Improvement of (2.12)). Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let u be the solution of
(1.3) and suppose that (2.11)-(2.13) hold. Then

S 10Z%| S (e + D)) VA + [al) (4.30)
la|<2N—42
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Proof. In the region |z| < 1+41/2, (4.24) leads to (4.30). The proof of (4.30) in the region |z| > 1+¢/2
is similar to that of (4.10) with a better estimate than (4.12). Indeed, it holds that

o0z (s, ) Sed(s + W) y) N s = [yl
|la|<2N—42

where (4.24) and (4.29) are used. Therefore, (4.13) can be also improved to

t
04 (P2 2901y (8, 2)] < e(a) L + X + )2 / (14 |r 4t — 25])2ds
0

t
+(s+s%)(r+t)€2—1/2/ (r+t—s)"%2ds
0

< (e +ef)ft + |zl
Together with (4.11), this yields (4.30). [

4.3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Collecting (4.24), (4.29) and (4.30), we know that there is a constant C; > 1 such
that

Yo 10Z%u] < Ci(e+ed) (@)t~ J2]) 7,

la|<2N—42

> 192 < Cie+ D)) At + o),
la|<2N—42

> 120 < Cale + D)+l
la|<2N—29

By choosing 1 = 4C1e,e9 = @, then for N > 42, (2.11)-(2.13) can be improved to
1

3" 102%) < D)Vt~ |2y,

la|<N 2
> 102 < )+ [al)
la|<N
9
D7 120 < e+ [al)
la|l<N

Together with the local existence of classical solution to the initial boundary value problem of the hyper-
2N+1 _
bolic equation, this yields that problem (1.3) admits a global solution v € [\ C([0, 00), H*NT1=7(K)).
=0

j =
Furthermore, (1.5a)-(1.5¢) and (1.6) can be obtained by (4.21), (4.24), (4.29) and (4.30), respectively. [
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