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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 (∂2

t −∆)vI = QI(∂tv,∇xv) (1 ≤ I ≤ M ) in the exterior domain

with Dirichlet boundary condition, it is shown that the small data smooth solution v = (v1, · · ·, vM )
exists globally when the cubic nonlinearities QI(∂tv,∇xv) = O(|∂tv|

3 + |∇xv|
3) satisfy the null

condition. We now focus on the global Dirichelt boundary value problem of 2-D wave maps equation

with the form �uI =

M
∑

J,K,L=1

CIJKLu
JQ0(u

K , uL) (1 ≤ I ≤ M) and Q0(f, g) = ∂tf∂tg −

2
∑

j=1

∂jf∂jg in exterior domain. By establishing some crucial classes of pointwise spacetime decay

estimates for the small data solution u = (u1, · · ·, uM ) 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 =
(v1, . . . , vM ) : R×(R2 \O) → M. Assume that η is the standard Minkowski metric on R

1+2 which

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

R×(R2 \O)
〈ηαβ∂αv, ∂βv〉gdtdx, where O ⊂ R

2 is a compact obstacle. A 2-D wave map u = (u1, . . . , uM )

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

tions of uI (1 ≤ I ≤ M) can be written as

�uI =
2

∑

J,K=1

ΓI
JK(u)

(

∂tu
J∂tu

K −
2

∑

L=1

∂xL
uJ∂xL

uK
)

, (1.1)

where ΓI
JK(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 ΓI
JK(u) under Riemann normal coordinates, (1.1) is essentially equivalent

to

�uI =

M
∑

J,K,L=1

CIJKLu
JQ0(u

K , uL), (1.2)

where Q0(f, g) = ∂tf∂tg −
2

∑

j=1

∂jf∂jg and CIJKL are constants.

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


























�uI = F I(u, ∂u, ∂2u) =
M
∑

J,K,L=1

∑

Q∈{Q0,Qαβ}

CIJKLu
JQ(uK , uL), (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞)×K,

u(t, x) = 0, (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞) × ∂K,

(u, ∂tu)(0, x) = (εu0, εu1)(x), x ∈ K,
(1.3)

where x = (x1, x2), ∂ = (∂0, ∂1, ∂2) = (∂t, ∂x1
, ∂x2

), u = (u1, · · ·, uM ), Qαβ(f, g) = ∂αf∂βg −
∂βf∂αg for α, β = 0, 1, 2, K = R

2 \O, the obstacle O ⊂ R
2 contains the origin and is star-shaped, and

the boundary ∂K = ∂O is smooth. In addition, ui = (u1i , · · ·, u
M
i ) for i = 0, 1, (u0, u1) ∈ C∞(K) and

supp(u0, u1) ⊂ {x ∈ K : |x| ≤ M0} with some fixed constant M0 > 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 (u0, u1) 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 ε0 > 0 such that for ε ≤ ε0 and

‖u0‖H2N+1(K) + ‖u1‖H2N (K) ≤ 1, (1.4)

problem (1.3) admits a global solution u ∈
2N+1
⋂

j=0
Cj([0,∞),H2N+1−j(K)). Moreover, there is a con-

stant C > 0 such that
∑

|a|≤N

|∂Zau| ≤ Cε〈x〉−1/2〈t− |x|〉−1, (1.5a)

∑

|a|≤N

2
∑

i=1

|∂̄iZ
au| ≤ Cε〈x〉−1/2〈t+ |x|〉0.001−1, (1.5b)

∑

|a|≤2N−29

|Zau| ≤ Cε〈t+ |x|〉0.001−1/2, (1.5c)

where Z = {∂,Ω} with Ω = x1∂2 − x2∂1, 〈x〉 =
√

1 + |x|2, ∂̄i =
xi

|x|∂t + ∂i (i = 1, 2) are the good

derivatives (tangent to the outgoing light cone |x| = t). In addition, the following time decay estimate of

local energy holds
∑

|a|≤2N−27

‖∂au‖L2(KR) ≤ CRε(1 + t)−1, (1.6)

where R > 1 is any fixed constant, KR = K∩{x : |x| ≤ R} and CR > 0 is a constant depending on R.

Remark 1.1. Consider the following nonlinear wave equation system

�uI =
M
∑

J,K,L=1

2
∑

α,β=0

Qαβ
IJKLu

J∂αu
K∂βu

L, (1.7)

where the null condition satisfies

2
∑

α,β=0

Qαβ
IJKLξαξβ ≡ 0 for any (ξ0, ξ1, ξ2) ∈ {±1} × S and I, J,K,L = 1, · · · ,M . (1.8)

In terms of [20], one knows from (1.8) that there are some constants C0
IJKL and Cαβ

IJKL such that

M
∑

J,K,L=1

2
∑

α,β=0

Qαβ
IJKLu

J∂αu
K∂βu

L =

M
∑

J,K,L=1

C0
IJKLu

JQ0(u
K , uL) +

M
∑

J,K,L=1

∑

0≤α<β≤2

Cαβ
IJKLu

JQαβ(u
K , uL).

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

�uI =

M
∑

J,K=1

∑

|a|,|b|≤1

Cab
IJKQ0(∂

auJ , ∂buK) +

M
∑

J,K,L=1

∑

|a|,|b|≤1

∑

Q∈{Q0,Qαβ}

Cab
IJKLu

JQ(∂auK , ∂buL)

+
M
∑

J,K,L=1

{

2
∑

α,β,γ,δ=0

Qαβγδ
IJKL∂

2
αβu

J∂γu
K∂δu

L +
2

∑

α,β,γ=0

Sαβγ
IJKL∂αu

J∂βu
K∂γu

L
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+

2
∑

α,β,γ,δ,µ,ν=0

Fαβγδµν
IJKL ∂2

αβu
J∂2

γδu
K∂2

µνu
L +

2
∑

α,β,γ,δ,µ=0

Fαβγδµ
IJKL ∂2

αβu
J∂2

γδu
K∂µu

L
}

, (1.9)

where Cab
IJK , Cab

IJKL, Q
αβγδ
IJKL, S

αβγ
IJKL, F

αβγδµν
IJKL and Fαβγδµ

IJKL 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 (u0, u1) 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 Jku = {∂α
xu : 0 ≤ |α| ≤ k} and ∂k

t u(0, x) = Fk(Jku0, Jk−1u1) (0 ≤ k ≤ 2N ),

where Fk depends on the nonlinear forms in (1.3), Jku0 and Jk−1u1. The compatibility conditions for

problem (1.3) up to (2N + 1)−order mean that all Fk vanish on ∂K for 0 ≤ k ≤ 2N .

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

{

�u = Q(∂u, ∂2u), (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞) ×R
n,

(u, ∂tu)(0, x) = (εu0, εu1)(x), x ∈ R
n,

(1.10)

where (u0, u1)(x) ∈ C∞
0 (Rn), ε > 0 is sufficiently small, and the nonlinearity Q(∂u, ∂2u) = O(|∂u|2+

|∂2u|2) is at least quadratic in (∂u, ∂2u), 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 R
1+n (n ≥ 2). For examples, when the

initial data (u, ∂tu)(0, x) is small in the homogeneous Besov space Ḃ2,1
n/2(R

n)× Ḃ2,1
n/2−1(R

n), the author

in [37, 38] has proved the global solution of (1.1) in C([0,∞), Ḃ2,1
n/2(R

n)) ∩ C1([0,∞), Ḃ2,1
n/2−1(R

n));

when (u, ∂tu)(0, x) is small in the critical Sobolev space Ḣn/2(Rn)× Ḣn/2−1(Rn), the global solution

of (1.1) in C([0,∞), Ḣn/2(Rn)) ∩ C1([0,∞), Ḣn/2−1(Rn)) is established in [35, 36].

Remark 1.6. For the 2-D semilinear wave equations �u = Q(∂u) with the cubic nonlinearity Q(∂u) =
O(|∂u|3) 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) with η = 0, ρ = 1 in [22]) play

crucial roles:

|w| ≤ C sup
(s,y)∈[0,t]×R

2

〈s〉1/2|g(s, y)| (1.11)

and

〈x〉1/2〈t− |x|〉|∂w| ≤ C ln(2 + t+ |x|)
∑

|b|≤1

sup
(s,y)∈[0,t]×R

2

〈s〉|∂bg(s, y)|, (1.12)

where w solves the 2-D linear wave equation �w = g(t, x) with (w, ∂tw)|t=0 = (0, 0). Due to the

lack of time decay of w in (1.11) and the appearance of the large factor ln(2 + t + |x|) 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])

(ln(2 + t))−1/2
(

‖〈x〉−1/2∂v‖L2
tL

2
x([0,t]×R

3) + ‖〈x〉−3/2v‖L2
tL

2
x([0,t]×R

3)

)

. ‖∂v(0, x)‖L2(R3) +

∫ t

0
‖�v(s, x)‖L2(R3)ds,

(1.13)

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)-(1.5c) 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










�u = Q(∂u, ∂2u), (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞)×K,

(u, ∂tu)(0, x) = (εu0, εu1)(x), x ∈ K,

The Dirichlet or Neumann boundary condition of u on ∂K,

(1.14)

where the nonlinearity Q(∂u, ∂2u) = O(|∂u|2 + |∂2u|2) is at least quadratic in (∂u, ∂2u).
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 �u = Q(∂u), if the cubic term Q(∂u) = O(|∂u|3)
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 �u = Q(∂u)
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 Q0−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 �u = F (u, ∂u, ∂2u)
with the nonlinearity F (u, ∂u, ∂2u) depending on both u 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, ∂u, ∂2u) excluding the u2−type nonlinearity, the 4-D

quasilinear wave equation systems admit global small data smooth solutions (see [28]).
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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 Q0−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 = (u1, . . . , 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)-(1.5c) and (1.6), we will establish the following

weaker estimates (see Lemmas 4.1-4.4)

∑

|a|≤2N−33

|∂Zau| ≤ Cε〈x〉−1/2〈t− |x|〉−1(1 + t)29ε2 , ε2 := 10−3,

∑

|a|≤2N−17

2
∑

i=1

|∂̄iZ
au| ≤ Cε〈x〉−1/2〈t+ |x|〉10ε2−1, |x| ≥ 1 + t/2,

∑

|a|≤2N−15

|Zau| ≤ Cε〈t+ |x|〉7ε2−1/2〈t− |x|〉−ε2 ,

∑

|a|≤2N−13

‖∂au‖L2(KR) ≤ CRε(1 + t)5ε2−1.

(1.15)

Secondly, in terms of (1.15), we derive the crucial estimates (1.5a)-(1.5c) 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
2 \O, KR := K ∩ {|x| ≤ R}, where R > 1 is a fixed constant which may be changed in

different places.

• For the convenience and without loss of generality, ∂K ⊂ {x : c0 < |x| < 1/2} is assumed, where

c0 > 0 is some positive constant.

• The cutoff function χ[a,b](s) ∈ C∞(R) with 0 < a < b, 0 ≤ χ[a,b](s) ≤ 1 and

χ[a,b](s) =

{

0, |x| ≤ a,

1, |x| ≥ b.

• 〈x〉 :=
√

1 + |x|2.

• N0 := {0, 1, 2, · · · }.

• ∂0 := ∂t, ∂1 := ∂x1
, ∂2 := ∂x2

, ∂x := ∇x = (∂1, ∂2), ∂ := (∂t, ∂1, ∂2).
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• For |x| > 0, define ∂̄i := ∂i +
xi

|x|∂t (i = 1, 2) and ∂̄ = (∂̄1, ∂̄2).

• Ω := Ω12 := x1∂2 − x2∂1, Z = {Z1, Z2, Z3, Z4} := {∂t, ∂1, ∂2,Ω}, Z̃ := χ[1/2,1](x)Z .

• ∂a
x := ∂a1

1 ∂a2
2 for a ∈ N

2
0, ∂a := ∂a1

t ∂a2
1 ∂a3

2 for a ∈ N
3
0 and Za := Za1

1 Za2
2 Za3

2 Za4
4 for a ∈ N

4
0.

• For the quantities f, g ≥ 0, f . g or g & f denotes f ≤ Cg for a generic constant C > 0
independent of ε. In addition, f ≈ g means f . g and g . f .

• |∂̄f | :=
√

|∂̄1f |2 + |∂̄2f |2.

• Wµ,ν(t, x) = 〈t+ |x|〉µ(min{〈x〉, 〈t − |x|〉})ν for µ, ν ∈ R.

• For vector valued function u = (u1, · · · , uM ), ‖u‖ :=
√

‖u1‖2 + · · ·+ ‖uM‖2 with norm ‖ · ‖ =
| · |, ‖ · ‖L2(K), ‖ · ‖L2(KR), ‖ · ‖Hk(K).

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, Zau satisfies

�ZauI =

M
∑

J,K,L=1

CIJKLZ
a(uJQ(uK , uL))

=
∑

b+c+d≤a

M
∑

J,K,L=1

∑

Q∈{Q0,Qαβ}

Cabcd
IJKLZ

buJQ(ZcuK , ZduL),

(2.1)

where Cabcd
IJKL are constants.

Proof. One can see Lemma 6.6.5 in [11].

Lemma 2.2 (Null condition structure property). For any smooth functions f and g, it holds that

∑

Q∈{Q0,Qαβ}

|Q(f, g)| . |∂̄f ||∂g|+ |∂f ||∂̄g|. (2.2)

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

here.

Lemma 2.3 (Elliptic estimate, Lemma 3.2 of [22] or Lemma 3.1 of [23]). Let w ∈ Hj(K) and w|K = 0
with integer j ≥ 2. Then for any fixed constant R > 1 and multi-index a ∈ N

2 with 2 ≤ |a| ≤ j, one has

‖∂a
xw‖L2(K) . ‖∆w‖H|a|−2(K) + ‖w‖H|a|−1(KR+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 R+ × R
2, it

holds that
∥

∥

∥

f

〈t− |x|〉

∥

∥

∥

L2(R2)
. ‖∇xf‖L2(R2), (2.4)

provided that suppx f ⊂ {|x| ≤ t+M0}.

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

〈x〉1/2|f(x)| .
∑

|a|≤2

‖Zaf‖L2(K). (2.5)

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 K = R
2 \O. Let w

be the solution of the IBVP











�w = F (t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)×K,

w|∂K = 0,

(w, ∂tw)(0, x) = (w0, w1)(x), x ∈ K,

where (w0, w1) has compact support and suppx F (t, x) ⊂ {|x| ≤ t +M0}. Then one has that for any

µ, ν ∈ (0, 1/2) and R > 1,

〈t〉‖w‖L∞(KR) . ‖(w0, w1)‖H2(K) +
∑

|a|≤1

sup
s∈[0,t]

〈s〉‖∂aF (s, ·)‖L2(K3)

+
∑

|a|≤1

sup
y∈K

|∂aF (0, y)| +
∑

|a|≤2

sup
(s,y)∈[0,t]×K

〈y〉1/2W3/2+µ,1+ν(s, y)|∂
aF (s, y)|

(2.6)

and

〈t〉

ln2(2 + t)
‖∂tw‖L∞(KR) . ‖(w0, w1)‖H3(K) +

∑

|a|≤2

sup
s∈[0,t]

〈s〉‖∂aF (s, ·)‖L2(K3)

+
∑

|a|≤2

sup
y∈K

|∂aF (0, y)| +
∑

|a|≤3

sup
(s,y)∈[0,t]×K

〈y〉1/2W1,1(s, y)|Z
aF (s, y)|.

(2.7)

In addition, for µ, ν ∈ (0, 1/2),

〈t〉‖∂tw‖L∞(KR) . ‖(w0, w1)‖H3(K) +
∑

|a|≤2

sup
s∈[0,t]

〈s〉‖∂aF (s, ·)‖L2(K3)

+
∑

|a|≤2

sup
y∈K

|∂aF (0, y)| +
∑

|a|≤3

sup
(s,y)∈[0,t]×K

〈y〉1/2W1+µ+ν,1(s, y)|Z
aF (s, y)|.

(2.8)
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Lemma 2.7 (Lemma 4.2 of [13]). Suppose that the obstacle O is star-shaped and K = R
2 \O. Let w

solve










�w = F (t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)×K,

w|∂K = 0,

(w, ∂tw)(0, x) = (w0, w1)(x), x ∈ K,

where (w0, w1) has compact support and suppx F (t, x) ⊂ {|x| ≤ t +M0}. Then it holds that for any

µ, ν ∈ (0, 1/2),

〈t+ |x|〉1/2〈t− |x|〉µ

ln2(2 + t+ |x|)
|w|

. ‖(w0, w1)‖H5(K) +
∑

|a|≤4

sup
y∈K

|∂aF (0, y)| +
∑

|a|≤4

sup
s∈[0,t]

〈s〉1/2+µ‖∂aF (s, ·)‖L2(K4)

+
∑

|a|≤5

sup
(s,y)∈[0,t]×(R2 \K2)

〈y〉1/2W1+µ,1+ν(s, y)|∂
aF (s, y)|

(2.9)

and

〈x〉1/2〈t− |x|〉|∂w|

. ‖(w0, w1)‖H9(K) +
∑

|a|≤9

sup
y∈K

|∂aF (0, y)| +
∑

|a|≤8

sup
s∈[0,t]

〈s〉‖∂aF (s, ·)‖L2(K4)

+
∑

|a|≤9

sup
(s,y)∈[0,t]×(R2 \K2)

〈y〉1/2W3/2+µ,1+ν(s, y)|Z
aF (s, y)|.

(2.10)

2.3 Bootstrap assumptions

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

|a|≤N

|∂Zau| ≤ ε1〈x〉
−1/2〈t− |x|〉−1, (2.11)

∑

|a|≤N

|∂̄Zau| ≤ ε1〈x〉
−1/2〈t+ |x|〉ε2−1, (2.12)

∑

|a|≤N

|Zau| ≤ ε1〈t+ |x|〉ε2−1/2, (2.13)

where ε2 := 10−3 and ε1 ∈ (ε, 1) will be determined later.

Note that due to supp(u0, u1) ⊂ {x : |x| ≤ M0}, the solution u of problem (1.3) is supported in

{x ∈ K : |x| ≤ t+M0}.

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 C0 such that
∑

j≤2N

‖∂∂j
t u‖L2(K) . ε(1 + t)C0ε1 , (3.1)
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where ε1 > 0 is small enough. Especially, one has

∑

j≤2N

‖∂∂j
t u‖L2(K) . ε(1 + t)ε2 , (3.2)

where and below ε2 = 10−3.

Proof. Multiplying (2.1) by eq∂tZ
auI with the ghost weight q = q(|x| − t) and q′(s) = 〈s〉−1.1 derives

1

2
∂t[e

q(|∂tZ
auI |2 + |∇ZauI |2)]− div(eq∂tZ

auI∇ZauI) +
eq

2〈t− |x|〉1.1
|∂̄ZauI |2

=
∑

b+c+d≤a

M
∑

J,K,L=1

Cabcd
IJKLe

q∂tZ
auIZbuJQ(ZcuK , ZduL),

(3.3)

where and below the summation
∑

Q∈{Q0,Qαβ}

is omitted for convenience.

Set Za = ∂j
t with j = |a|. Integrating (3.3) over [0, t] × K by use of the boundary condition

∂l
tu|∂K = 0 for any integer l ≥ 0 and summing up I from 1 to M yield

‖∂Zau(t)‖2L2(K) +

∫ t

0

∫

K

|∂̄Zau(s, x)|2

〈s− |x|〉1.1
dxds

. ‖∂Zau(0)‖2L2(K) +
∑

b+c+d≤a

∫ t

0

∫

K
|∂tZ

au|Ibcddxds,
(3.4)

where

Ibcd :=

M
∑

K,L=1

|Zbu||Q(ZcuK , ZduL)|. (3.5)

Note that although Za = ∂j
t is taken in Ibcd, one can analogously treat Ibcd for Z ∈ {∂t, ∂1, ∂2,Ω}. It

follows from (2.2) that

Ibcd . |Zbu||∂̄Zcu||∂Zdu|+ |Zbu||∂Zcu||∂̄Zdu|. (3.6)

When |b| ≥ N + 1, Zbu = ∂tZ
b′u with |b′| = |b| − 1 and |c|, |d| ≤ N hold. Thus, it is deduced from

(2.11), (2.12) and (3.6) that

∑

b+c+d≤a,
|b|≥N

∫

K
|∂tZ

au|Ibcddx . ε1(1 + s)−1.9
∑

|b′|≤|a|

‖∂Zb′u(s)‖2L2(K). (3.7)

With respect to the first term on the right hand side of (3.6), when |b| ≤ N and |c| ≤ N , by (2.12) and

(2.13), we have

∑

b+c+d≤a,
|b|,|c|≤N

∫

K
|∂tZ

au||Zbu||∂̄Zcu||∂Zdu|dx . ε1(1 + s)−1.4
∑

|d|≤|a|

‖∂Zdu(s)‖2L2(K); (3.8)
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when |b| ≤ N and |c| ≥ N , one has |d| ≤ N , and then it follows from (2.11), (2.13) and the Young

inequality that

∑

b+c+d≤a,
|b|≤N,|c|≥N

∫ ∫

K
|∂tZ

au||Zbu||∂̄Zcu||∂Zdu|dxds

. ε1

∫ t

0

‖∂Zau(s)‖2L2(K)ds

(1 + s)1.8
+ ε1

∑

|c|≤|a|

∫ t

0

∫

K

|∂̄Zcu(s, x)|2

〈s− |x|〉1.1
dxds.

(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

∑

|a|≤2N

{

‖∂Zau(t)‖2L2(K) +

∫ t

0

∫

K

|∂̄Zau(s, x)|2

〈s− |x|〉1.1
dxds

}

. ε2 + ε1
∑

|a|≤2N

{

∫ t

0

‖∂Zau(s)‖2L2(K)ds

(1 + s)1.4
+

∫ t

0

∫

K

|∂̄Zau(s, x)|2

〈s − |x|〉1.1
dxds

}

.

Therefore, by Za = ∂j
t , it holds that for sufficiently small ε1 > 0,

∑

j≤2N

‖∂∂j
t u(t)‖

2
L2(K) . ε2 +

∑

j≤2N

ε1

∫ t

0

‖∂∂j
t u(s)‖

2
L2(K)ds

(1 + s)1.4
.

This, together with the Gronwall’s lemma, yields (3.1) and (3.2).

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

∑

|a|≤2N

‖∂∂au‖L2(K) . ε1(1 + t)ε2 . (3.10)

Proof. Set Ej(t) :=

2N−j
∑

k=0

M
∑

I=1

‖∂∂k
t u

I(t)‖Hj(K) with 0 ≤ j ≤ 2N . Then for j ≥ 1, one has

Ej(t) .

2N−j
∑

k=0

M
∑

I=1

[‖∂∂k
t u

I(t)‖L2(K) +
∑

1≤|a|≤j

(‖∂t∂
k
t ∂

a
xu

I(t)‖L2(K) + ‖∂x∂
k
t ∂

a
xu

I(t)‖L2(K))]

. E0(t) + Ej−1(t) +

2N−j
∑

k=0

M
∑

I=1

∑

2≤|a|≤j+1

‖∂k
t ∂

a
xu

I(t)‖L2(K),

(3.11)

where we have used

2N−j
∑

k=0

∑

1≤|a|≤j

‖∂t∂
k
t ∂

a
xu

I(t)‖L2(K) .

2N−j
∑

k=0

∑

|a′|≤j−1

‖∂x∂
k+1
t ∂a′

x uI(t)‖L2(K) . Ej−1(t).
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For the last term in (3.11), it follows from (2.3) that

‖∂k
t ∂

a
xu

I‖L2(K) . ‖∆x∂
k
t u

I‖H|a|−2(K) + ‖∂k
t u

I‖H|a|−1(KR+1)

. ‖∂k+2
t uI‖H|a|−2(K) + ‖∂k

t �uI‖H|a|−2(K) + ‖∂k
t u

I‖L2(KR+1)

+
∑

1≤|b|≤|a|−1≤j

‖∂k
t ∂

b
xu

I‖L2(KR+1),

(3.12)

where the fact of ∆ = ∂2
t −� is utilized. In addition, by (1.3) and (2.13) with |a|+k ≤ 2N +1 we have

‖∂k
t �uI‖H|a|−2(K) .

∑

l≤k

M
∑

J=1

ε1‖∂∂
l
tu

J‖H|a|−2(K) . ε1Ej−1(t). (3.13)

Substituting (3.12)-(3.13) into (3.11) together with (2.13) and (3.2) yields

Ej(t) . E0(t) + Ej−1(t) +

M
∑

I=1

‖uI‖L2(KR+1) . ε(1 + t)ε2 + Ej−1(t) + ε1.

This implies (3.10).

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
∑

|a|≤2N−1

‖∂Zau‖L2(K) . ε1(1 + t)ε2+1/2. (3.14)

Proof. Analogous to (3.4), we have

‖∂Zau(t)‖2L2(K) +

∫ t

0

∫

K

|∂̄Zau(s, x)|2

〈s− |x|〉1.1
dxds

. ε2 + |Ba|+
∑

b+c+d≤a

∫ t

0

∫

K
|∂tZ

au|Ibcddxds,
(3.15)

where

Ba :=

M
∑

I=1

∫ t

0

∫

∂K
ν(x) · ∇ZauI(s, x)∂tZ

auI(s, x)dσds (3.16)

with ν(x) = (ν1(x), ν2(x)) being the unit outer normal of the boundary K and dσ being the curve

measure on ∂K. By ∂K ⊂ K1 and the trace theorem, one has

|Ba| .
∑

|b|≤|a|

∫ t

0
‖(1− χ[1,2](x))∂t∂

bu‖L2(∂K)‖(1− χ[1,2](x))∂x∂
bu‖L2(∂K)ds

.
∑

|b|≤|a|

∫ t

0
‖(1− χ[1,2](x))∂∂

bu‖2H1(K)ds

.
∑

|b|≤|a|+1

∫ t

0
‖∂∂bu‖2L2(K2)

ds . ε21(1 + t)2ε2+1,

(3.17)
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where (3.10) is used.

When |b| ≤ N in Ibcd given by (3.5), analogously to the estimates of (3.8) and (3.9), we have

∑

b+c+d≤a,
|b|≤N

∫ t

0

∫

K
|∂tZ

au|Ibcddxds . ε1
∑

|b|≤|a|

∫ t

0

∫

K

|∂̄Zbu(s, x)|2

〈s − |x|〉1.1
dxds

+ ε1
∑

|b|≤|a|

∫ t

0

‖∂Zbu(s)‖2L2(K)ds

(1 + s)1.4
.

(3.18)

Next, we turn to the estimate of Ibcd with |b| ≥ N+1. In this case, |c|, |d| ≤ N hold. Due to Z ∈ {∂,Ω},

then for any function f ,

|Zf | . 〈x〉|∂f |. (3.19)

Denote χ̃(
|x|

t+ 9
) := χ[1/3,1/2](

|x|

t+ 9
). It follows from (2.4), (2.11), (2.12), (3.5) and (3.19) that

∑

b+c+d≤a,
|b|≥N+1

‖Ibcd‖L2(K) .
∑

1≤|b|≤|a|

ε21〈t〉
ε2−1

∥

∥

∥

|Zbu|

〈x〉〈t − |x|〉

∥

∥

∥

L2(K)

.
∑

1≤|b|≤|a|

ε21〈t〉
ε2−2

(
∥

∥

∥

χ̃|Zbu|

〈t− |x|〉

∥

∥

∥

L2(R2)
+
∥

∥

∥

(1− χ̃)|Zbu|

〈x〉

∥

∥

∥

L2(K)

)

. ε21〈t〉
ε2−2(

∑

|b|≤|a|

‖∂Zbu‖L2(K) +
∑

1≤|b|≤|a|

〈t〉−1
∥

∥

∥
χ̃′|Zbu|

∥

∥

∥

L2(K)
)

.
∑

|b|≤|a|

ε21〈t〉
ε2−2‖∂Zbu‖L2(K).

(3.20)

Collecting (3.15)-(3.20) with all |a| ≤ 2N − 1 implies that

∑

|a|≤2N−1

{

‖∂Zau(t)‖2L2(K) +

∫ t

0

∫

K

|∂̄Zau(s, x)|2

〈s− |x|〉1.1
dxds

}

. ε2 + ε21(1 + t)2ε2+1

+ ε1
∑

|a|≤2N−1

∫ t

0

∫

K

|∂̄Zau(s, x)|2

〈s− |x|〉1.1
dxds + ε1

∑

|a|≤2N−1

∫ t

0

‖∂Zau(s)‖2L2(K)ds

(1 + s)1.4
,

which yields (3.14).

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 ‖u‖L2(KR) 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

‖u‖L∞(KR) . (ε+ ε21)(1 + t)−1. (3.21)
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Proof. Applying (2.6) with µ = ν = ε2 to (1.3) yields

〈t〉‖u‖L∞(KR) . ε+
∑

J,K,L=1··· ,M,
|a|≤1

sup
s∈[0,t]

〈s〉‖∂a(uJQ(uK , uL))(s, ·)‖L2(K3)

+
∑

J,K,L=1··· ,M,
|a|≤2

sup
(s,y)∈[0,t]×K

〈y〉1/2W3/2+ε2,1+ε2(s, y)|∂
a(uJQ(uK , uL))(s, y)|,

(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

∑

|a|≤2

|∂a(uJQ(uK , uL))(s, y)| . ε31〈y〉
−1〈s− |y|〉−1〈s+ |y|〉2ε2−3/2.

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

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

∑

j≤2N−6

‖∂t∂
j
t u‖L2(KR) . (ε+ ε21)(1 + t)2ε2−1/2 ln2(2 + t). (3.23)

Proof. Applying (2.7) to (2.1) with Za = ∂j
t , j ≤ 2N − 6 and (1.4) leads to

〈t〉

ln2(2 + t)

∑

j≤2N−6

‖∂t∂
j
t u‖L∞(KR) . ε+

∑

J,K,L=1··· ,M,
|a|≤2N−4

sup
s∈[0,t]

〈s〉‖∂a(uJQ(uK , uL))(s, ·)‖L2(K3)

+
∑

|a|≤3

∑

J,K,L=1··· ,M,
j≤2N−6

sup
(s,y)∈[0,t]×K

〈y〉1/2W1,1(s, y)|Z
a∂j

t (u
JQ(uK , uL))(s, y)|.

(3.24)

By (2.5) and (3.14), we can get

∑

|a|≤2N−3

|∂Zau(t, x)| . ε1〈x〉
−1/2(1 + t)ε2+1/2. (3.25)

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

∑

|a|≤3

∑

j≤2N−6

|Za∂j
t (u

JQ(uK , uL))(s, y)| .
∑

|b|≤3

∑

k+|b|+|c|+|d|≤2N−6

|∂k
t Z

bu||∂Zcu||∂Zdu|

. ε31〈s+ |y|〉ε2−1/2〈y〉−1(1 + s)ε2+1/2〈s− |y|〉−1 + ε31〈y〉
−3/2(1 + s)ε2+1/2〈s− |y|〉−2.

(3.26)

Substituting (3.26) into (3.24) yields

∑

j≤2N−6

‖∂t∂
j
t u‖L∞(KR) . (ε+ ε31)(1 + t)2ε2−1/2 ln2(2 + t),

which completes the proof of (3.23).
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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

∑

|a|≤2N−6

‖∂au‖L2(KR) . (ε+ ε21)(1 + t)3ε2−1/2. (3.27)

Proof. For j = 0, 1, 2, · · · , 2N − 6, set Eloc
j (t) :=

∑

k≤j

M
∑

I=1

‖∂k
t ∂

2N−6−j
x uI‖L2(KR+j). Note that for

j ≤ 2N − 8, ∂2N−6−j
x = ∂2

x∂
2N−8−j
x . Then applying (2.3) to (1− χ[R+j,R+j+1])∂

k
t u

I leads to

Eloc
j (t) .

∑

k≤j

M
∑

I=1

‖∂2N−6−j
x (1− χ[R+j,R+j+1])∂

k
t u

I‖L2(K)

.
∑

k≤j

M
∑

I=1

‖∆(1− χ[R+j,R+j+1])∂
k
t u

I‖H2N−8−j (K)

+
∑

k≤j

M
∑

I=1

‖(1− χ[R+j,R+j+1])∂
k
t u

I‖H2N−7−j (K)

.
∑

k≤j

M
∑

I=1

‖(1 − χ[R+j,R+j+1])∆∂k
t u

I‖H2N−8−j (K) +
∑

j+1≤l≤2N−6

Eloc
l (t)

.
∑

k≤j

M
∑

I=1

‖�∂k
t u

I‖H2N−8−j (KR+j+1) +
∑

k≤j

M
∑

I=1

‖∂k+2
t uI‖H2N−8−j (KR+j+1)

+
∑

j+1≤l≤2N−6

Eloc
l (t),

(3.28)

where the fact of ∆ = ∂2
t − � is applied. It follows from (1.3), (2.11), (2.13) and (3.10) that for

j ≤ 2N − 8,
∑

k≤j

‖�∂k
t u

I‖H2N−8−j (KR+j+1) . ε21(1 + t)−1.4. (3.29)

Substituting (3.29) into (3.28) yields that for j ≤ 2N − 8,

Eloc
j (t) . ε21(1 + t)−1 +

∑

j+1≤l≤2N−6

Eloc
l (t). (3.30)

Next we estimate Eloc
2N−7(t). Note that

(Eloc
2N−7(t))

2 .
∑

k≤2N−7

2
∑

i=1

M
∑

I=1

‖∂i[(1− χ[R+2N−7,R+2N−6])∂
k
t u

I ]‖2L2(K). (3.31)

Denote χ̃ := 1−χ[R+2N−7,R+2N−6]. It follows from the integration by parts together with the boundary
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condition in (1.3) that

2
∑

i=1

‖∂i[(1− χ[R+2N−7,R+2N−6])∂
k
t u

I ]‖2L2(K)

=

∫

K

2
∑

i=1

∂i[χ̃∂
k
t u

I∂i(χ̃∂
k
t u

I)]dx−

∫

K
χ̃∂k

t u
I∆(χ̃∂k

t u
I)dx

= −

∫

K
χ̃2∂k

t u
I(∆∂k

t u
I)dx−

∫

K
χ̃(∆χ̃)|∂k

t u
I |2dx− 2

∫

K
χ̃∂k

t u
I∇χ̃ · ∇∂k

t u
Idx

= −

∫

K
χ̃2∂k

t u
I∂k+2

t uIdx+

∫

K
χ̃2∂k

t u
I�∂k

t u
Idx−

∫

K
χ̃(∆χ̃)|∂k

t u
I |2dx

−

∫

K
div(χ̃∇χ̃|∂k

t u
I |2)dx+

∫

K
div(χ̃∇χ̃)|∂k

t u
I |2dx

. (Eloc
2N−6(t))

2 + ‖∂2N−5
t uI‖2L2(KR+2N ) + ε41(1 + t)−2,

(3.32)

where we have used k ≤ 2N − 7, ∆ = ∂2
t − � and the estimate of �∂k

t u
I like (3.29). On the other

hand, by (3.21) and (3.23), one has that

Eloc
2N−6(t) .

∑

j≤2N−5

M
∑

I=1

‖∂j
t u

I‖L2(KR+2N )

.

M
∑

I=1

(

∑

j≤2N−6

‖∂t∂
j
tu

I‖L2(KR+2N ) + ‖uI‖L2(KR+2N )

)

. (ε+ ε21)(1 + t)ε2−1/2 ln2(2 + t) + (ε+ ε21)(1 + t)−1.

(3.33)

Therefore, (3.27) can be achieved by (3.23), (3.30), (3.31), (3.32) and (3.33).

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
∑

|a|≤2N−8

‖∂Zau‖L2(K) . ε1(1 + t)3ε2 . (3.34)

Proof. The proof of (3.34) is similar to that of (3.14) with a better estimate than (3.17) for the boundary

term Ba defined in (3.16). In fact, by applying the same argument as in (3.17) and utilizing (3.27), one

has

∑

|a|≤2N−8

|Ba| .
∑

|b|≤|a|+1≤2N−7

∫ t

0
‖∂∂bu(s)‖2L2(K2)

ds . ε21

∫ t

0
(1+s)6ε2−1ds . ε21(1+ t)6ε2 . (3.35)

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 Zau 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

∑

|a|≤2N−13

‖∂au‖L2(KR) . (ε+ ε21)(1 + t)5ε2−1. (4.1)

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

∑

|a|≤2N−10

|∂Zau| . ε1〈x〉
−1/2(1 + t)3ε2 . (4.2)

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

∑

|a|≤3

∑

j≤2N−13

|Za∂j
t (u

JQ(uK , uL))(s, y)| . ε31〈s+ |y|〉ε2−1/2〈y〉−1(1 + s)3ε2〈s− |y|〉−1,

which yields
∑

j≤2N−13

‖∂t∂
j
t u‖L2(KR) . (ε+ ε21)(1 + t)4ε2−1 ln2(2 + t).

Therefore, (4.1) can be obtained.

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

∑

|a|≤2N−15

|Zau| . (ε+ ε21)〈t+ |x|〉7ε2−1/2〈t− |x|〉−ε2 . (4.3)

Proof. Set

Z̃ := χ[1/2,1](x)Z (4.4)

and Z̃auI |∂K = 0. Applying (2.9) to �Z̃auI = �ZauI + �(Z̃a − Za)uI for |a| ≤ 2N − 15 and

µ = ν = ε2 yields

〈t+ |x|〉1/2〈t− |x|〉ε2

ln2(2 + t+ |x|)
|Z̃auI(t, x)|

. ε+
∑

|b|≤4

sup
s∈[0,t]

〈s〉1/2+ε2(‖∂b�(Z̃a − Za)uI(s, ·)‖L2(K4) + ‖∂b�ZauI(s, ·)‖L2(K4))

+
∑

|b|≤5

sup
(s,y)∈[0,t]×(R2 \K2)

〈y〉1/2W1+ε2,1+ε2(s, y)|∂
b�ZauI(s, y)|,

(4.5)

where we have used the facts of suppx(Z̃
a−Za)uI ⊂ {|x| ≤ 1} and Z̃ = Z for |x| ≥ 1. For the second

line of (4.5), it follows from (2.1), (2.13) and (3.27) that for |a| ≤ 2N − 15,

∑

|b|≤4

sup
s∈[0,t]

〈s〉1/2+ε2(‖∂b�(Z̃a − Za)uI(s, ·)‖L2(K4) + ‖∂b�ZauI(s, ·)‖L2(K4)) . (ε+ ε21)(1 + t)4ε2 .

(4.6)
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Next, we treat the third line of (4.5). From (2.1) and (2.2), one has
∑

|a|≤2N−15

∑

|b|≤5

|∂b�ZauI | .
∑

|b|+|c|+|d|≤2N−10

|Zbu||∂̄Zcu||∂Zdu|. (4.7)

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

∑

|b|+|c|+|d|≤2N−10,
|b|≤N

|Zbu||∂̄Zcu||∂Zdu| .
∑

|b|+|c|+|d|≤2N−10,
|b|≤N

|Zbu||∂Zcu||∂Zdu|

. ε31〈s+ |y|〉4ε2−1/2〈y〉−1〈s− |y|〉−1.

(4.8)

When |b| ≥ N + 1, it can be deduced from (2.11), (2.12), (3.19) and (4.2) that

∑

|b|+|c|+|d|≤2N−10,
|b|≥N+1

|Zbu||∂̄Zcu||∂Zdu| . ε31〈y〉
−1/2〈s+ |y|〉4ε2−1〈s− |y|〉−1. (4.9)

Collecting (4.5)-(4.9) leads to

∑

|a|≤2N−15

|Z̃auI(t, x)| . (ε+ ε21)〈t+ |x|〉7ε2−1/2〈t− |x〉−ε2 .

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

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,

∑

|a|≤2N−17

|∂̄Zau| . (ε+ ε21)〈t+ |x|〉10ε2−3/2. (4.10)

Proof. Firstly, recall (6.20) and (6.22) in [13] (see also Section 4.6 in [22]) that

∂̄1 =
x1
r
∂+ −

x2
r2

Ω, ∂̄2 =
x2
r
∂+ +

x1
r2

Ω, r = |x|,

∂+(r
1/2w)(t, r

x

|x|
)− ∂+(r

1/2w)(0, (r + t)
x

|x|
)

=

∫ t

0
{(r + t− s)1/2�w + (r + t− s)−3/2(w/4 + Ω2w)}(s, (r + t− s)

x

|x|
)ds.

(4.11)

By choosing w = ZauI with |a| ≤ 2N − 17 in (4.11), it follows from (2.1), (2.11), (4.2) and (4.3) that

for |y| ≥ 1 + s/2,

|�ZauI(s, y)| . ε31〈s+ |y|〉7ε2−1/2(1 + s)3ε2〈y〉−1〈s− |y|〉−1−ε2 . (4.12)

Substituting (1.4), (4.3) and (4.12) into (4.11) yields that for |x| ≥ 1 + t/2,

|∂+(r
1/2ZauI)(t, x)| . ε〈x〉−1 + ε31(r + t)10ε2−1

∫ t

0
(1 + |r + t− 2s|)−1−ε2ds

+ (ε+ ε21)(r + t)7ε2−1/2

∫ t

0
(r + t− s)−3/2ds

. (ε+ ε21)〈t+ |x|〉10ε2−1,

(4.13)
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which leads to

|∂+Z
auI | . r−1/2|∂+(r

1/2ZauI)(t, x)| + r−1|ZauI(t, x)|

. (ε+ ε21)〈t+ |x|〉10ε2−3/2.

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

∑

|a|≤2N−33

|∂Zau| . (ε+ ε21)〈x〉
−1/2〈t− |x|〉−1(1 + t)29ε2 . (4.14)

Proof. At first, we show that

∑

|a|≤2N−24

|∂Zau| . (ε+ ε21)〈x〉
−1/2〈t− |x|〉−1(1 + t)11ε2+1/2. (4.15)

Applying (2.10) to Z̃auI for |a| ≤ 2N − 24 and µ = ν = ε2 yields

〈x〉1/2〈t− |x|〉|∂Z̃auI |

. ε+
∑

|b|≤8

sup
s∈[0,t]

〈s〉(‖∂b�(Z̃a − Za)uI(s, ·)‖L2(K4) + ‖∂b�ZauI(s, ·)‖L2(K4))

+
∑

|b|≤9

sup
(s,y)∈[0,t]×(R2 \K2)

〈y〉1/2W3/2+ε2,1+ε2(s, y)|Z
b�ZauI(s, y)|,

(4.16)

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

∑

|b|≤8

sup
s∈[0,t]

〈s〉(‖∂b�(Z̃a −Za)uI(s, ·)‖L2(K4) + ‖∂b�ZauI(s, ·)‖L2(K4)) . (ε+ ε21)(1+ t)5ε2 . (4.17)

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

∑

|a|≤2N−24

∑

|b|≤9

|Zb�ZauI(s, y)| .
∑

|b|+|c|+|d|≤2N−15

|Zbu||∂Zcu||∂Zdu|

. ε31〈s+ |y|〉7ε2−1/2(1 + s)3ε2〈y〉−1〈s− |y|〉−1−ε2 .

(4.18)

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

∑

|a|≤2N−24

|∂Z̃auI(t, x)| . (ε+ ε21)〈x〉
−1/2〈t− |x|〉−1(1 + t)11ε2+1/2.

This, together with (4.1), yields (4.15).

Next, we prove (4.14) by use of (4.15). By applying (2.10) to Z̃auI 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

∑

|a|≤2N−24

|�ZauI(s, y)| .
∑

|b|+|c|+|d|≤2N−24

|Zbu||∂Zcu||∂Zdu|

. ε31〈s+ |y|〉7ε2−1/2(1 + s)11ε2+1/2〈y〉−1〈s− |y|〉−2−ε2 .

(4.19)

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

∑

|a|≤2N−24

|�ZauI(s, y)| .
∑

|b|+|c|+|d|≤2N−24

|Zbu||∂̄Zcu||∂Zdu|

. ε31〈s+ |y|〉17ε2−2(1 + s)11ε2+1/2〈y〉−1/2〈s − |y|〉−1−ε2 .

(4.20)

Collecting (4.19) and (4.20) yields

∑

|a|≤2N−33

∑

|b|≤9

sup
(s,y)∈[0,t]×(R2 \K2)

〈y〉1/2W3/2+ε2,1+ε2(s, y)|Z
b�ZauI(s, y)| . ε31(1 + t)29ε2 .

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

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

∑

|a|≤2N−27

‖∂au‖L2(KR) . (ε+ ε21)(1 + t)−1. (4.21)

Proof. Applying (2.8) to ∂j
t u

I together with j ≤ 2N − 27, µ = ν = ε2, (1.4), (2.1) and (4.1) leads to

that for R1 > 1,

〈t〉
∑

j≤2N−27

‖∂t∂
j
t u

I‖L∞(KR1
)

. ε+ ε21 +
∑

|a|≤2N−24

sup
(s,y)∈[0,t]×K

〈y〉1/2W1+2ε2,1(s, y)|�Zau(s, y)|.
(4.22)

Substituting (4.19) and (4.20) into (4.22) yields

∑

j≤2N−27

‖∂t∂
j
t u‖L∞(KR1

) . (ε+ ε21)(1 + t)−1. (4.23)

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

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

∑

|a|≤2N−42

|∂Zau| . (ε+ ε21)〈x〉
−1/2〈t− |x|〉−1. (4.24)
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Proof. Utilizing (2.10) to Z̃auI for |a| ≤ 2N − 42 and µ = ν = ε2 yields

〈x〉1/2〈t− |x|〉|∂Z̃auI |

. ε+
∑

|b|≤8

sup
s∈[0,t]

〈s〉(‖∂b�(Z̃a − Za)uI(s, ·)‖L2(K4) + ‖∂b�ZauI(s, ·)‖L2(K4))

+
∑

|b|≤9

sup
(s,y)∈[0,t]×(R2 \K2)

〈y〉1/2W3/2+ε2,1+ε2(s, y)|Z
b�ZauI(s, y)|,

(4.25)

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

∑

|b|≤8

sup
s∈[0,t]

〈s〉(‖∂b�(Z̃a − Za)uI(s, ·)‖L2(K4) + ‖∂b�ZauI(s, ·)‖L2(K4)) . ε+ ε21. (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

∑

|a|≤2N−33

|�ZauI(s, y)| .
∑

|b|+|c|+|d|≤2N−33

|Zbu||∂Zcu||∂Zdu|

. ε31〈s + |y|〉7ε2−1/2(1 + s)29ε2〈y〉−1〈s− |y|〉−2−ε2 ;

(4.27)

in the region |y| ≥ 1 + s/2,

∑

|a|≤2N−33

|�ZauI(s, y)| .
∑

|b|+|c|+|d|≤2N−33

|Zbu||∂̄Zcu||∂Zdu|

. ε31〈s+ |y|〉17ε2−2(1 + s)29ε2〈y〉−1/2〈s− |y|〉−1−ε2 .

(4.28)

Collecting (4.25)-(4.28) with (4.21) leads to (4.24).

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

∑

|a|≤2N−29

|Zau| . (ε+ ε21)〈t+ |x|〉ε2−1/2. (4.29)

Proof. Utilizing (2.9) to Z̃auI for |a| ≤ 2N − 29, µ = ν = ε2 with (1.4) and (4.1) yields

〈t+ |x|〉1/2〈t− |x|〉ε2

ln2(2 + t+ |x|)
|Z̃auI(t, x)|

. ε+ ε21 +
∑

|b|≤5

sup
(s,y)∈[0,t]×(R2 \K2)

〈y〉1/2W1+2ε2,1(s, y)|∂
b�ZauI(s, y)|.

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

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

∑

|a|≤2N−42

|∂̄Zau| . (ε+ ε21)〈x〉
−1/2〈t+ |x|〉ε2−1. (4.30)
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Proof. In the region |x| ≤ 1+ t/2, (4.24) leads to (4.30). The proof of (4.30) in the region |x| ≥ 1+ t/2
is similar to that of (4.10) with a better estimate than (4.12). Indeed, it holds that

∑

|a|≤2N−42

|�ZauI(s, y)| . ε31〈s+ |y|〉ε2−1/2〈y〉−1〈s− |y|〉−2,

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

|∂+(r
1/2ZauI)(t, x)| . ε〈x〉−1 + ε31(r + t)ε2−1

∫ t

0
(1 + |r + t− 2s|)−2ds

+ (ε+ ε21)(r + t)ε2−1/2

∫ t

0
(r + t− s)−3/2ds

. (ε+ ε21)〈t+ |x|〉ε2−1.

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 C1 ≥ 1 such

that
∑

|a|≤2N−42

|∂Zau| ≤ C1(ε+ ε21)〈x〉
−1/2〈t− |x|〉−1,

∑

|a|≤2N−42

|∂̄Zau| ≤ C1(ε+ ε21)〈x〉
−1/2〈t+ |x|〉ε2−1,

∑

|a|≤2N−29

|Zau| ≤ C1(ε+ ε21)〈t+ |x|〉ε2−1/2.

By choosing ε1 = 4C1ε, ε0 = 1
16C2

1

, then for N ≥ 42, (2.11)-(2.13) can be improved to

∑

|a|≤N

|∂Zau| ≤
ε1
2
〈x〉−1/2〈t− |x|〉−1,

∑

|a|≤N

|∂̄Zau| ≤
ε1
2
〈x〉−1/2〈t+ |x|〉ε2−1,

∑

|a|≤N

|Zau| ≤
ε1
2
〈t+ |x|〉ε2−1/2.

Together with the local existence of classical solution to the initial boundary value problem of the hyper-

bolic equation, this yields that problem (1.3) admits a global solution u ∈
2N+1
⋂

j=0
Cj([0,∞),H2N+1−j(K)).

Furthermore, (1.5a)-(1.5c) and (1.6) can be obtained by (4.21), (4.24), (4.29) and (4.30), respectively.
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