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LIFESPAN ESTIMATES FOR 2-DIMENSIONAL SEMILINEAR
WAVE EQUATIONS IN ASYMPTOTICALLY EUCLIDEAN
EXTERIOR DOMAINS

NING-AN LAI, MENGYUN LIU*, KYOUHEI WAKASA, AND CHENGBO WANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study the initial boundary value problem for
two-dimensional semilinear wave equations with small data, in asymptotically
Euclidean exterior domains. We prove that if 1 < p < p.(2), the problem ad-
mits almost the same upper bound of the lifespan as that of the corresponding
Cauchy problem, only with a small loss for 1 < p < 2. It is interesting to see
that the logarithmic increase of the harmonic function in 2-D has no influence
to the estimate of the upper bound of the lifespan for 2 < p < pe(2). One of
the novelties is that we can deal with the problem with flat metric and gen-
eral obstacles (bounded and simply connected), and it will be reduced to the
corresponding problem with compact perturbation of the flat metric outside a
ball.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we are interested in the investigation of the blow-up part of the
analogs of the Strauss conjecture in two dimensional asymptotically Euclidean ex-
terior domain (2, g). We assume 92 is a smooth Jordan curve. By asymptotically
Fuclidean exterior domain, we mean that it is a submanifold of the asymptotically
Euclidean space (R?, g). For simplicity, we assume 2 = R?\ By for some R > 0, see
however, Lemma 1.6.

Recall that, for (R?, g), the metric g is assumed to be of the form

(1.1) g=01+02,

where g; is a spherically symmetric, long range perturbation of the flat metric gy,
and go is a short range perturbation. With possibly changing the choice of R, we
could write g1, in terms of the polar coordinates x = r(cos 6, sin 0) € Q, as follows

(1.2) g1 = K2(r)dr? 4+ r2d6? |
where df? is the standard metric on the unit circle S', and
(13) |8;H(K_ 1)|§<T>7m7p17m2051725

for some given constant p; € (0,1]. Here and in what follows, (z) = /1 + |x|?, and
we use ASB (A 2 B) to stand for A < CB (A > CB) where the constant C' may
change from line to line. Concerning go, we have

2
g = gjr(x)de! da® = Z gir(x)dz? dz® | go = go jn(x)da? dzt
k=1

where we have used the convention that Latin indices j, k range from 1 to 2 and the
Einstein summation convention for repeated upper and lower indices. Furthermore,
we assume go satisfies

(1.4) V2251 = O((r)=»~1P1) 8| < 2,

for some p2 > 1. By these assumptions, it is clear that there exists a constant
do € (0,1) such that

(1.5) Jolél* < 7" (2)&;&n < 851 |€[*, Y, € € R?, K (r) € (d0,1/00)

where (¢’%(z)) denotes the inverse of (g;x(z)).

With these preparations in hand, we may write out our problem explicitly, that
is, initial boundary value problem of semilinear wave equations with small initial
data posed on asymptotically Euclidean manifolds (€2, g) with g satisfies (1.1)-(1.4)

up — Agu = |ulP, t >0, z € Q,
(1.6) u(0,z) = eugp(x), ur(0,2) = euq(x), z € Q,
u(t,z) =0, t>0, z€ ),

where, Ay = V79; is the standard Laplace-Beltrami operator, ¢ > 0 is a small
parameter. Concerning the initial data, we assume

(1-7) (Uovul) € H&(Q) X LQ(Q)a Supp(uovul) C Bpr, sug,u1 > 0,u9 #Z 0,u1 #Z 0,

for some Ry > R.
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Such kind of problem is the generalization of the Strauss conjecture (see [34]):
the following Cauchy problem of semilinear wave equation with small initial data
with sufficient regularity and sufficient decay at infinity
{Utt ~ Au=[uf?, (t,) € (0,T) x R",

(18) uw(0,z) = eup(x), u(0,2) = euy(x), z € R",

admits a critical exponent p.(n)(n > 2), which means that if 1 < p < p.(n) then
problem (1.8) has no global solution in general, whereas the solution exists globally
in time if p > p.(n) and 0 < £ < 1. Here p.(n) is the positive root of the quadratic
equation

(1.9) (n—1)p?>—-(n+1)p-2=0.

This conjecture has been essentially verified, we list all of the corresponding results
in the following table (one can also find it in [35]):

[ n [1<p<pc(n)] p = pc(n) | pc(n) <p<1+4/(n—-1) |
2 Glassey [7] Schaeffer [28 Glassey [8]
3 John [12] Schaeffer [28 John [12]

Yordanov-Zhang [42],
Zhou [45], indep.

If there is no global solution, then it is interesting to estimate the time when
the solution blows up, i.e., the lifespan. The results have been established for two
cases: (I) subcritical power (1 < p < p.(n)); (II) critical power (p = p.(n)). For
the former case, we now know that there exist two positive constants ¢ and C' such
that the lifespan satisfies for n > 2 and max(1,2/(n — 1)) < p < pc(n)

>4 | Sideris [29] Georgiev-Lindblad-Sogge [5]

—2p(p—1) —2p(p—1)

(110) ce v(n.p) ST(&—) < Ce @,

where y(n,p) = 2+ (n+ 1)p — (n — 1)p*> > 0. We may read the facts from the
following table:

| n || Lower bound | Upper bound |
2 Zhou [46] Zhou [46]
3 Lindblad [21] Lindblad [21]
>4 || Lai-Zhou [14] | Takamura [35]

For relatively small power in dimension 2, we have richer results. For (n,p) = (2,2),
Lindblad [21] obtained the following result

3 1ir(1)1+ a(e)'T(e) >0, if [po ui(x)de #0,
e—
3 lim £T'(e) >0, if [ u1(z)dz =0,

e—0t

(1.11)

where a(e) denotes a number satisfying
a’c?log(1l +a) = 1.

For 1 < p < 2 and n = 2, due to the results in Takamura [35] and Imai et al. [11],
we have

(1.12)

_ 2p(p—1) 2p(p—1)
Yy

™5 < T(e) < Ce 57, if [ ur(z)de # 0,
ce” zn <T(e) < Ce @ | if [pnui(z)dz =0.
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For the critical case (p = p.(n)), the lifespan is much longer and has the form:

(1.13) exp(cePP™D) < T'(e) < exp(Ce™PP~1),
We have the following table:
| n || Lower bound | Upper bound |
2 Zhou [46] Zhou [46]
3 Zhou [47] Zhou [47]
i - <
>4 Llndbl.ad Sogg.e (23] for n <8 Takamura-Wakasa [36]
or radial solution

As waves propagate to infinity of the space, hence besides the Cauchy problem
in the whole space, it is also interesting to consider the corresponding obstacle
problem, i.e., the initial boundary value problem in exterior domain. Due to the
difficulty caused by the boundary, such kind of problem has not been well under-
stood, particularly for the global existence in high dimensions (n > 5). Anyway,
we have the following results of global existence vs blow-up:

| n || 1<p< pc(n) | p= pc(n) | p > pc(n) |
2 Li-Wang [19] Lai-Zhou [17] Smith-Sogge-Wang [31]
3 || Zhou-Han [48] Lai-Zhou [15] Hidano et al [9]

4 || Zhou-Han [48] | Sobajima-Wakasa [32] g;zzjle?l& r[gﬁz)roved by
Lai-Zhou [16],
> 5| Zhou-Han [48] | reproved by
Sobajima-Wakasa [32]
Just like the Cauchy problem, it is meaningful to study the lifespan for the blow-
up exponent. We expect the same estimate as that of the Cauchy problem, regard-
less of the boundary obstacle, at least when the obstacle is nontrapping. Denoting
the expected sharp lower bound and upper bound by “L” and “U” respectively, we
have the following known results:

p = 2, Metcalfe-Sogge [26],
reproved by Wang [41]

L] L<p <pe(n) | P =pe(n) |
9 L:7? L:7?
U : This work U : This work

L : Yu [43] (T(e) > exp(ceV?)),

L : Du-Zhou [4](p = 2), Improved by Wang [41]

Yu [43] 2 <p < 1+V?2)

,2\/5
s Wang [41](2 < p < 1+ /2) (T(E.) > exp(ce )
U : Zhou-Han [48) U : Lai-Zhou [15],
reproved by Sobajima-Wakasa [32]
L2 L : Zha-Zhou [44]
4 o reproved by Wang [41]
U : Zhou-Han [48] U :Sobajima-Wakasa [32]
L:7?
L:?
=5 U : Lai-Zhou [16],

U : Zhou-Han [48] reproved by Sobajima-Wakasa [32]

We also have to mention the generalization of problem (1.8) from Euclidean space to
other manifold, such as asymptotically Euclidean manifolds (see [27], [33], [39] and
references therein), and black hole spacetime (see [1], [20], [22], [25] and references
therein). One can find a detailed description of such kind of generalization in a
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recent survey paper [40]. Another direction is to consider the initial boundary
value problem in exterior domain with big initial data (see [18], [30] and references
therein).

Before stating our results, we shall make a hypothesis.
Hypothesis: There exists Ao € (0,1/(2R)), such that for any A € (0, \g), we could
find a solution ¢, solving

(1.14) Agpr = N0y ,2 €Q, drloa =0,
which enjoys the following uniform estimates (independent of \)
Inr/R —1
(1) frn~ g BEVT rEA
<7"/\>’1/2e>‘ Jr K(T)dr r> )\717

for any A € (0, \o).

Theorem 1.1. Let p € (1,p.(2)] and assume (H). Consider the problem (1.6)
with initial data (1.7), posed on asymptotically Fuclidean exterior domain (£2,g)
satisfying (1.1)-(1.4). Then we have the following

(1) There exists a unique weak solution u(t,x) € CtHi N CLL? to the initial
boundary value problem (1.6) on [0,T(g)) x Q, where T'(¢) denotes the lifes-
pan, i.e., the mazximal time of existence.

(2) There exist constants C,eq > 0 independent of € such that for any e €
(0,€0), we have

exp (C’E*p(pfl)) ; p =Dpc(2),
(1.15) T(e) <{ e 7homae, 2 <p<pe(2),

Ce™tn(e=1)-1/G=P) 1 <p<2.

Remark 1.2. Comparing with the upper bounds with that of the corresponding
Cauchy problem, we see that we have the same upper bounds of the lifespan, when
2 < p < pe(2) (with log loss for the 1 < p < 2). It will be interesting to determine
the sharp estimate of the lifespan. We expect that our upper bound is sharp, at least
when the obstacle is nontrapping and 2 < p < p.(2).

The local well-posed result follows from a standard energy argument. For the
upper bound of lifespan estimates, it relies on the so-called test function method.
For the subcritical case, we have to show the proper asymptotic behaviors of two
test functions, that is, (1.17) for ¢¢ and (H) for ¢, with some fixed A1 € (0, Ao).
However, for the critical case, we need to use a family of test function ¢, with A
varying in (0, Ao), to construct another test function b, with more subtle asymptotic
behavior as stated in (4.8) and (4.9) below. Concerning ¢g, we have

Lemma 1.3. Let (Q,g) be an asymptotically Fuclidean exterior domain satisfying
(1.1)-(1.4). Then there exists a solution ¢q to

(116) Ag¢0:07x697 ¢0|8Q:0
satisfying
(1.17) ¢o(x) ~Inr/R .

Remark 1.4. It will be clear from the proof that the first two upper bounds in
(1.15) hold for non-negative data with either ug or uy nontrivial. While, for the
last upper bound, we need only to assume non-negative data with uy # 0.
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Noting that Theorem 1.1 holds under the hypothesis (H). Let us review some
cases where the assumption (H) is valid. It is well known for the Euclidean space
(R2,go), where ¢ could be given by the spherical average of e**

oa(x) :/ N dw ~ (rA}fl/QeM ,
Sl

see Yordanov-Zhang [42]. When g3 is an exponential perturbation, that is, there
exists a > 0 so that

(1.18) IV g3j| + |g3.j| e SR K

the corresponding estimate for (R2,g; + g3) is recently obtained for g = g; + g3
by Liu-Wang [24], while the case g = go + g3 was obtained by Wakasa-Yordanov
in [38]. Based on these results, we could verify the hypothesis (H), in the case of
g = g1 + g3, and thus obtain the following

Theorem 1.5. Let g = g1 + g3. Then the hypothesis (H) holds and we have the
same results as that in Theorem 1.1.

In the above, we have considered exclusively on the asymptotically Euclidean
exterior domains to disk. It is natural to ask what happens for the general asymp-
totically Euclidean exterior domains (D, g). It turns out that, when 9D is a smooth
Jordan curve, the general problem could be reduced to the case of disk exterior.
Actually, with the help of the Riemann mapping theorem and a cut-off argument,
we could prove the following

Lemma 1.6. Let D C R? be exterior domain to a smooth Jordan curve 0D. Then
there exists a diffeomorphism mapping preserving the boundary

(1.19) A:D—R*\Bg,
for some R > 0, which is an identity map for r > 1.

With the help of this lemma, we could translate the problem (1.6) in the domain
(D, g), into the corresponding problem for (€2, ), by change of variables with the
new unknown function w(z) = u(A~*(z)) : @ — R. Thus, whenever we have (H)
for (€2, g), the lifespan estimates (1.15) apply for (D, g).

In particular, the result applies for any exterior domains to smooth Jordan
curves.

More precisely, let X C R? be a domain interior to a smooth Jordan curve,
(that is, K is a nonempty, open, bounded, smooth, simply connected domain), we
consider the following nonlinear wave equations with obstacle K

uy — Au = |uP, t >0, x € D=R*\K,
(1.20) u(0,z) = eup(x), u(0,2) = eus(x), = € D,

ulox =0 .
With the help of the transform w(z) = u(A7(z)) : @ — R, we need only to
consider the corresponding problem for (€2, gp). Thanks to Lemma 1.6, go is a

compact perturbation of gg, which allows us to apply Theorem 1.5 to obtain the
following result.

Theorem 1.7. Let K C R? be nonempty bounded smooth simply connected domain.
Consider (1.20) with initial data (1.7). Then we have the same lifespan estimates
(1.15) for energy solutions.
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Remark 1.8. When the spatial dimension is not greater than 4, all of the previ-
ous blow-up results and lifespan estimates for exterior problem with critical power
heavily rely on the assumption that the obstacle is a ball (see [15], [17], [32]), under
which they can construct some special test functions explicitly. In contrast, our
results hold for very general obstacle in 2-D.

Outline. Our paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we sketch the proof
of local well-posedness for the energy solutions, by a standard energy argument. In
particular, it shows the finite speed of propagation (2.5), for the solution. In Section
3, we prove the existence of test function ¢y, Lemma 1.3, for the Dirichlet problem
of the Laplace equation on (£2,g). With the help of ¢y, as well as the hypothesis
(H), in Section 4, we present the proof of Theorem 1.1. In Section 5, we show that
the hypothesis (H) holds, at least when the metric g is exponential perturbation of
a spherically symmetric, long range asymptotically Euclidean metric g = g1 + gs.
At last, in Section 6, with the help of the Riemann mapping theorem, we prove
Lemma 1.6, which enables us to reduce the problems with general obstacles to the
problem exterior to a disk (keeping the metric near the spatial infinity).

2. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS

Before going to the proof of blow-up results, we first show the local well-posedness
for problem (1.6), based on energy estimates. By multiplying the equation in (1.6)
with Jyu, we get the energy estimate

1d .
(2.1) __/ (uf + 9" (2)uz,us, ) dVy :/ |ulPudVy,
2 dt Q ’ Q

where dV; = \/de is the volume form with respect to the metric. Due
to the assumption of ¢*(z) in (1.5), this implies

(2:2) |Qull Lo L2 10,17y x ) S € + TllulP| Loo L2 (j0,1) x2)-

On the other hand, it is easy to get

(2:3) lull L 20,1y <) S Nlwoll2(@) + Tlluell Lo r2(j0,17)x0)

Se(1+T) + Tl Lo L2 (o,1)x)-

It then follows by combining (2.2) and (2.3) that

(2.4) [ull oo o,y xe) S €1+ T) + (T + T2)|[|uf?|| Lo L2 (10,7 x2)-
Recalling that
HY(Q) — L*(Q), 1 < p < o0,
with the help of all these estimates, a standard contraction mapping argument
yields the desired local well-posed result.

In particular, as the solution is obtained through iteration, we see that the
solution enjoys the finite speed of propagation:

(2.5) supp u(t) C {er:/RTK(T)dTSt—i-Rl} = Di(t) C {x:rs t+R2},

do

for any data satisfying (1.7), where Ry > R; = f}fo K(r)dr > 0.
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3. TEST FUNCTION FOR THE DIRICHLET PROBLEM

In this section, we consider the Laplace equation posed on the asymptotically
Euclidean exterior domain (€2, g), that is, Lemma 1.3.
We observe that, for the purpose of the lemma, we need only to prove the
following weaker estimate
do(x) ~Inr, r>1.
Actually, by the strong maximum principle, we know that ¢g(x) is positive every-
where in 2. Moreover, by Hopf’s lemma, we have

67‘¢0(T7 9)|7'_)R+ >0 )
which gives us that
oo(r,0) ~r—R~1Inr/R,
for any R < r<1.
3.1. Kelvin transformation. At first, inspired by the classical Kelvin transform,

we use the spatial inversion to introduce the conformal compactization. More specif-
ically, we introduce new coordinate in the B;,z\{0} for Q2

(3.1) ®(z) = ¢o(|z|x) = ¢o(z*) ,x € By/r\{0} .

Let ds® = gjp(z*)deda** = hjj(z)dalda*, where z = 1w, gjp(z*) = O +
f(@*)wjwr, + g2,k (x*) and f(z*) = K?(2*) — 1. By (1.3)-(1.4), we have

(3.2) f(@®) = O(|™), 92,55 («") = O(|2[**), p1 € (0,1],p2 > 1,

asx — 0. As _ _ _
Or* 5k — 2wk

oxk 72 ’
we get
B 7153'1'23'1'_*511@ 2, ,,hjk

() = (07 — 207t ga () (0% — 2wlu) 1= T2

where
hig(z) = (67" — 2wiw?) gi (27) (6" — 2wlw?)

(3.3) =0 + f(2")wjwk + 92,1 (z*) (07" — ijwi)(é“C — 2wlwk) )
Then we obtain
(3.4) Agdo(x™) = Aj@(x) = rALD(z) .
In particular, if we have g = g1, there is hg such that
(3.5) Ag, d(x*) =1 Ap, ®o(2) , hojr(x) = 0k + f (2" )wjws -

3.2. Test function for g;. Considering
Ngp=0,2€Q; ¢=0,2¢€ 00,

it is easy to find a spherically symmetric solution

(3.6) o(r) = /R K(5) 4g m% ,

S

as

(3.7) Ay, =K Y10, K 10, +r720; .
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By (3.5), we have

(3.5 Bo(o) o) o) = [ Eas

satisfying

(39) {AhO(I)O =0 , T € BI/R\{O}7

@0:0,:56831/3.

3.3. Proof of Lemma 1.3. By (3.1)-(3.4), we are reduced to finding a solution in
the region By, \{0}

(3.10) {A,@:o .z € By/g\{0},

(I):O,,TeaBl/R

satisfying ®(z) ~ In % near r = 0. Let u(z) = ®(2) — ®o(z), it remains to construct
a solution u € L*(By,p\{0}), due to the fact that &y ~ In(1/r) near r = 0.
Concerning u, it satisfies

Apu = (Ap, — Ap)®o ,x € B1/r\{0},
u=0,r€0dByr,

and we would like to view it as the Dirichlet problem in the ball By g.

For that purpose, we set h;x(0) = d;x so that it is continuous in By g, in view
of (3.2)-(3.3). Moreover, we claim that
(3.11) (Ap — Apy)®o = O(rP272) |

which could be written in the form 01 F' for some F = O(r*>~1) € L>=(By ). With
the help of the claim, by standard elliptic existence theorems, there is a unique
solution u € H (Bi/r). In addition, as the equation is of divergence form,

95 (|n[Y2h7* dpu) = |h|V2 (A — Apy)Po = 01 F

with F' € L°°(By/g), an application of Meyer’s theorem (see, e.g., Taylor [37,
Chapter 14, Proposition 12.2]) gives us u € Wl’q(Bl/R) for some ¢ > 2, which in
turn gives us the desired result v € L>(Byg).

We are left to give the proof of the claim (3.11). By calculation, we have

(An=Lny) o = (W* =ht*)D;08 Do+ (|1 =720, (1|2 1% )=[ho| =105 (|ho '/ *hE* )| Ox o .
By (3.8) and (1.3), we get
8j<I>0 = O(Tﬁl),ajakq)o = O(’I”72) .
Similarly, by (1.3)-(1.4), (3.3) and (3.5), we have
V2 (b = hogi)| + V2 (B = 1g")| + [P (k] = [hol)| = OG> ~171), |5 = 0,1 .
In summary, it is easy to see that

(A — Aho)‘I)oLSZ Z |V°‘gék(x*)||vﬁf1)o| =02,
gk 1<]B]<2, o +] 8] =2

which completes the proof.



10 NING-AN LAI, MENGYUN LIU*, KYOUHEI WAKASA, AND CHENGBO WANG

3.4. An integral estimate. With ¢y and its asymptotic behavior, together with
(H) for ¢y, we will need the following

Lemma 3.1. Let A\ € (0, o), then we have

’

__1 ’ / 1 P
(3.12) /Q Kt )¢0 PlemPMIgh dVy < (In(t + 1)) 1 (t4 1) F,
n 1; s)ds<t+R;

where p’ = p%l and the implicit constant may depend on 1.

Proof. Let us begin with the region with r < )\1_1, in that case, by (1.17) and the

1 ’
first estimate in (H), we have ¢, p’lQSZ;ISQSQ(T)(QSO(Al_l))*ﬁSln(r/R) and the
integral is controlled by

/ ¢0(T)e_p/’\1trdr < e P Mt
R<r<A;?

For the remained case r > )\1_1, we could use (1.17) and the second estimate in
(H). Thus we have
_ 1 , , "Nt —p/ gt
by " TeP Xltqs’;ldVgg/ e~ 2 rdr<e e (t—l—l)2 ,
T‘St-‘rRz

/{rz,\ll}m{fg K(s)ds< 1y
and

1 ’ ’

p—1 ,—p A1t 4P
/t+R1 » ¢0 € d))\l dVB
< [p K(s)ds<t+Ry

(3-13) < (In(t + 1))*&/ o—P atHp' A\ [, K(S)ds</\1T>1—%/dT
< 1K (s)ds<t+Ry

<(n(t+1) 771 (t+1) %,
In summary, we obtain (3.12). O
4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this section, we are devoted to the proof for Theorem 1.1, under the assump-
tion (H).

4.1. Subcritical case. Let n(t) € C°°([0,00)) be a decreasing function satisfying

1
f’ n*(t) = n()xp/2.1 ()
and
nr(t) =n(t/T),np(t) =n"@t/T), T € (1,T(e)).
As uw € CyH} N C}IL? is the energy solution to (1.6), we have finite speed of

propagation (2.5) and u € CZH~! based on the equation. Using n%p/ (t)po(x) as a
test function, where ¢g(z) is the test function in Lemma 1.3, we obtain

{ul?, n2 ()go(2))g
= (e — Agu, 12 (t)o ()

= %«utvn%pl(bo(x»g — (u, 0 do(x))g) + (u, Og (127 (t) o (2)) )
d 2

= (wnm do(a))g — (u, 0 Go(@))a) + (s D2 ()60 @)
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where Oy = 92 — Ay, (u,v)y denotes the dual relation between distribution u and

test function v, which agrees with [, u(z)v(x)\/det(gji(x))dz = [, u(z)v(x)dVy for
usual functions u,v. Integrating over [0, T'], and observing that nr(T') = 9ynr(0) =
o (T) = 0, we get

T T
(4.1) / / |u|PraP qSodngt—i—a/ w1 dodV :/ /uafn? podVydt .
0 Q Q 0 Q

Noting that

Oyt =2p'(2p' — L) 2 (0umr)* + 2007~ (OFnr),

since (0;n7)?,|02nr| < CT~2 for some C > 0, and 1y < 1, then we have
o2 = O 2 ).

Thus we obtain
T /
/ / ud?n? podVydt
o Ja
a1

T , % T , P
C ( / / |u|PraP ¢odngt> ( / / T2 ¢odngt>
0o Jo Z JDi(¢)

, 1 [T ,
< CT"* T+ / / |ulPr dodVydt,
0 Q

IN

where we have used Holder’s inequality, (1.17) and Young’s inequality. Plugging it
to (4.1), we know that

T
(4.2) € / w1 (z)podVy + / [u|Pn2P godVydt < CT> 2" InT.
Q 0 Q

This inequality implies the lifespan estimate for 1 < p < 2 in (1.15). Actually, from
the last inequality we conclude that 732 InT > ¢ for any T € (1,7T(¢)), which
gives us, for 1 < p < 3,

(4.3) T(e)< (e  In(e~1))P=D/G=p)

But, comparing to the one

_ 2p(p—1)

(4.4) T(e)S e 2307

which we will get for 1 < p < p.(2), the lifespan estimate (4.3) is better than (4.4)
only for 1 < p < 2.
To proceed, we introduce another test function

’

2p’ 2
ni b(t,x) =0 e Mgy, (x)
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to get

T
/ / P2 (¢, ) dVdt
0 Q
T

_ / (gt — Dgu, 22 (8, 7)) g,
0

’ ’ T ’
= ({0l — (w0 it )|+ [ Ol v )t

- . /Q (Mto(@) + ua (2)) b, (2)dV

T T
+ / / wpd2n2? dVydt + 2 / / w(Dema? ) (D) dVydt,
0 Q 0 Q

which yields

T
[ (o) + @) o, @dve + [ [ P e o (@)avids
(45) Q 0 Q

T
= [ [ weion, @@k~ 2xi00 Vit
0 Q
Noticing that
O = 200 = O~ (7)™ %) |

As above, by combining Holder’s inequality and (3.12), the right hand side of (4.5)
is controlled by

T
e [ [l P72y e o, @)V
0

_ « '_9 1 -1 _
@) <SCT )™ 65 lleaqorixen 160" Ox |l Uy a1 )

1

p

, T
<CT T ) ( / [ul? () ¢0dngt>
0 Ja
We then conclude from (4.5), (4.6) and (4.2) that
T
(4.7) ePT* 2 InTS / / |ul? (75)?P dodVydt<S T2 InT |
0o Ja

which gives us the desired lifespan estimate (4.4) for 1 < p < p.(2).

4.2. Critical case. For the lifespan estimate of the critical power, we need one
more lemma, which is similar to Lemma 4.2 in [13]. For completeness, we give a
proof.

Lemma 4.1. Let ¢ >0, A\; € (0, \o) and

A1
bit) = [ e Mor@lan
0

then we have
(1) by(t,x) satisfies following identities

Dubg(t, ) = —bgsr(t,2),  O7bg(t, ) = byra(t, x) = Agby(t, x) -
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(2) For z € Dy(t), we have
(t+ Ry)~1 if0<q<3,

(48) bq(t’x)s{ (t+R)H (t+ R+ 1- [7E(s)ds) ™" ifq> 1.

and

o %
~ ln(t —|— Rl)

Proof. The first part is trivial. Concerning (4.9), let d; < min(doR1/Ra, A1 R1),
such that tf}%l < ‘5—11 < A1, then for any A < 5=, we have r < (t + R2)/do <
(t+ R1)/61 < A7t for z € D;(t), so that we could apply (H) and (1.17) to obtain

51

T $o(@) _
b (t > At q—1
Q( 7$) N/ e IH(AR)_]‘)\ dA

(4.9) by(t, ) (t+ Ry)™9, Vg > 0.

S5
3T RY)

o1
¢0($) /t+R1 67>\<t+R1))\q71d}\

~n(t + Ry) 2(+1R1)

¢o() _ /51 9pg-1 o() -
>0 (¢ a 0 tdp > (¢ 7,
~1n(t+R1)( RO, e ~ ln(t—i—Rl)( + )

2

Turning to the upper bound, (4.8), we know from (H) that
A1
(4.10) be(t, )< / e ANEFR) A SR K(s)ds (\py =3 \a—1 ) |
0
If [ K(s) < S we get

A(t+R1)

)\1 o0
(4.11) bq(t,x)g/ e” 2z ATHAS (t—i—Rl)_q/ e NN (H4 Ry) L
0 0

For the case Y/ < [} K(s) < t+ Ry, we have r ~ t+ Ry. If ¢ < 1/2, the estimate
for (4.10) becomes

)\1 1 o0 1
ba(t)% [ O+ B IS R [ () e g (0 )
0 0

It remains to consider the case ¢ > % and r ~ t + Ry, for which we have

N[

A
by(t,x) < (t+Ri)” / e MR~ K0 032y
0

T %*q [es}
< (t+Ri)2 <t+R1 +1 —/ K(s)ds> / e N2 g\
R 0
L T %—q
S (t+Ri)" 2 (t+R1 +1 —/ K(s)ds>
R
This completes the proof of (4.8). O

For M € [2,T] C [2,T(¢)), we set

Vippbon) = [ (/ /| |u|P<t,w)bqa,w)(nz:(t»?p'dvgdt) o~do,
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p

. Then from (4.9) and (4.7), we know that

dy r . 29’
Mo :/O /Q|u|qu(nM)2P dVydt
(4.12)

M ¢0 20’
> |u|P ——=M " ()" dVydt
/M/Q/Q )T
1_1
Serp by

3 p
—ePpfE 2t
mM

have

where we used the fact that p = p.(2). On the other hand, as in (4.10) in [13], we

|
= &‘”

/ (n(s))Qp/sfldstgdt
0 max(ﬁ,%)
T , 1 T ,
g/ /qu|u|p(77(t/M))2p/l s’ldstgdt§2/ /Qnﬁg bgluPdVydt .
0 1 0

As (07 — Ag)by = 0, we get

T - T
YOS [ (ol va)edt = [
0

(0fu — Aqu, bqnﬁ)/)gdt
0
=— <5/ u1(x)bg (0, z)dVy —I—E/ uo(a:)qurl(O,x)dVg)
(4.13) ot &
+/ / u(9} — A
o Jao

g o) (bary )dVqdt

T
< / / u(zatbqam?;; +b,0
0 Q

2 2p

By ) dVadt = I + Iy,
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By (4.8) and (4.9), we know that

M

b P lbp 1dth
u Jpys q+1

2

</M/ e

< by "1 b) L rdrdt
M Dy (t) ol

2
5/ / <1nt+R1)) TRy
piy \ Inr/R t+Ri+1— [, K(s)ds

5/ (ln(t+R1))Pll(t+R1)%‘ﬁ/ r(In(r/R))” T drdt

s t+ R
1‘2/[ fR K(s)dsSP+T1

M L t+Ry
4 / (t+ Ry)2 7D / (t+ Ry +1—5)"'dsdt
M t+R1

2

<MW InM = M TInM ,

then I, Iy can be estimated as

p—1

1
T P M P
nhsMmt (/ /|U|pbq(777w)2p,dvgdt> (/ / by " lb§+idV dt)
o Ja D (t)
< (mM)7T (/ /|u|pb : 2P'dvgdt>
p—1

T » M v
P P
LS M2 / /|u|pbanp dVgdt / / bedVydt
0 Jo M Dt
. =1
-2 / / |u|pbq77Mp dVydt / / (t + Ry) ™ Yrdrdt
j K(s Yds<t+Ri
</ /|u|pbanp dv, dt)

In summary, recalling (4.12), we obtain

N

Bl M|

and

T
My'(0) = [ [ byt aVids 2 Qg ) YD) MY Z 2P
0o Jo
for any M € [2,T] C [2,T(g)). Let M =T, we see that
(4.14) YP(T) < CT (log TP ' Y'(T), e?< TY'(T) |
for any T € [2,T(e)). With the help of (4.14), the desired lifespan estimate
T(e) < exp(ce PP~Y)

for p = p.(2) follows directly from the following lemma with p; = ps = p.(2) and
0 = ¢eP.
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Lemma 4.2. (Lemma 3.10 in [10]) Let2 < to <T,0 < ¢ € C1([to,T)). Assume

that
d < Kqtg/ T

d(t)Pr < Kot(logt)P2~1¢/(t), t e (to,T)

with §, K1, K9 > 0 and p1,p2 > 1. If po < p1+1, then there exist positive constants
do and Ks(independent of §) such that

(416) T< exp (Kgéfplp*l;zl#rl)

when 0 < 0 < dg.

5. TEST FUNCTION Ay, 44,Px = A2,

In this section, we consider the generalized eigenvalue problem of the Laplacian
operator on (£, g), Theorem 1.5, when the metric g is an exponential perturbation
of the spherically symmetric, long range asymptotically Euclidean metric g;.

5.1. Spherically symmetric case. CLet us begin with the spherically symmetric
case, considering (1.14) with Q@ = Br and g = g1:

Ag,px = N2pr,z €Q; ¢y =0,2 € 0N .
If we look at the corresponding problem on R?

Ag hy = Nhy, 2 €R* hy=1,r=\"",

it is known from Liu-Wang [24] that there exists a small positive constant Ay such
that

ha(r) ~ (rA) " 2eX r EG)ds gy e (0, ),) .
By comparing the desired solution with hy, we shall prove that there exists ¢, such
that

(5.1) dx < ha, x> hy — ha(R),
¢o(r) ., Inr/R -1
o e o
hy ~ <T)\>71/26)\IR K(s)ds r> /\71,

for A € (0, min(1/(2R), A2)).

Lemma 5.1. Let n = 2. Then for any A € (0,\s), the following boundary value
problem

Ag,0a(z) = N’¢a(2), = € Br',
5.3 =0
(53 @), =0

oa(x) — hy(z) = 0, |z] — o0
admits a spherically symmetric solution satisfying

(5.4) 0 < ha(r) — ha(R) < ¢a(z) < ha(r), © € B, .
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Proof. Firstly we consider the following boundary value problem
AQI%)\(I) = )\2%(17), x € Bg,
. 5 ——h@)|
(55) @), =-m@|,,

R
dr(z) = 0, |z| = oo.
By standard variational argument with functional I[u] = fBRC (N2|ul>+¢1* V,;uV, u)dVy,,
we see that there admits a unique solution ¢y (z) € H(Bg') N C*(Bg"). Let
() = O () + ha(2),

then ¢, () satisfies the boundary value problem (5.3).
It remains to prove

éx(z) € [~ha(R),0], = € Bg" .
For any Cy > 0, by (5.5), we know that
— Ag, (Ba(@) = Co) + A2 (6a(@) = Cy) = =X2Co < 0, @ € B,
(3=, ~ e =60 ,, <0
or(z) — Co = —Cy < 0, || = oo.
By maximum principle, we have
(;NS,\(:E) ~Cy <0, z € Br,
for any Cy > 0, which means
5,\(96) <0, z € Br'.
Similarly, it is clear that
— A, (Ba(@) + ha(R)) + 22 (6a(2) + ha(R)) = N*ha(R) > 0, @ € B,
o ha(R
(B i),
gb)\(x) + h)\(R) — h)\(R) > 0, |{E| — 00.

= (~ha(@) +ha(R)| =0,

R OBRr

By maximum principle, we have
ox(z) + ha(R) > 0, = € By,
and this completes the proof of Lemma 5.1. O
With the help of Lemma 5.1, we get
(5.6) da(@) 2= ha(r),
for any r > A~! with A < min(\g, (2R)71).

Lemma 5.2. Let ¢y () be the function in Lemma 5.1 and 0 < A < min(\g, (2R)71).
Then we have

(5.7) ox(z) ~ %, VR<r<A L
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Proof. Let § > 0 to be determined and

$o(x)

BE =050

hk(x) - ¢)\(CL'),
then, by (3.7),

— Ag, F\ + N Fy\(z) = -2 drha(z)dr¢o < 0, © € Br ,

5
K2(r)In(A—1)

Fy(z) =0, |z| =R,

Fy(z) =6 — ¢x(x) <0, |z =271,
when § > 0 is sufficiently small such that ¢y (z) > § = dhy(r) for r = A71, in view
of (5.6). By the maximum principle, one obtain

¢o(x) ¢o() , Inr/R 1
>4  YR<r <AL,
do(A71) do(A71) T In(AR)!

for some 0’ > 0, which yields the desired lower bound.
On the other hand, let

Fx(z) <0,0x(x) =6 ha(z) = 6hx(0)

O
Ga(z) = da(x) — Wo_l),
then

®o

<0, z € B_c,
Po(A 1) r

— Ay, Gy + NG\ (7) = —\?

Gi(z) =0, |z| =R,

Ga(z) = pa(z) =1 <0, || =171,

which gives us G (z) < 0. O
5.2. Derivative estimates. For future reference, we need to obtain more infor-

mation concerning the behavior of ¢y. At first, we claim that we have the following
derivative estimates

(5.8)  0roa(r) < DoN(r = R)oa(r) ,|070(r)| < DoA?a(r) ,\Vr > R
for some constant Dy independent of A € (0,1/(2R)].
As ¢, is radial, by (1.2) and (3.7), we have
Agl(bk = KﬁlT?lar(KilTard))\) ,
and so
(5.9) On(K1r0,05) = N2 Kro).
As ¢, is increasing, we get
" 1
K™ 'rd,¢x < / NTEpx(T)dr < EXZ(T2 — R?*)||K ||~ oa(r) ,
R
that is, 9,05 < || K|[|2A2(r — R)oa(r).
For the second order derivative of ¢y, by (5.9), we have
1 K’ C
10205 = [N K?¢x — (; - f)aréf)ﬂ <N K205 + 7&@ < Ao
for some C' > 0 due to (1.3).



LIFESPAN FOR SEMILINEAR WAVE EQUATIONS IN 2-D EXTERIOR DOMAINS 19

5.3. Test function Ay, 44, P\ = A\2®,. Turning to the exponential perturbation
of the spherically symmetric asymptotically Euclidean metric, we consider the fol-
lowing problem

Agi1gs®r = NPy, 2 €Q; &) =0, €09 .
We would like to obtain similar bounds as that for g;.

Lemma 5.3. There exists A3 > 0 such that for any A € (0,\3), we can construct
a solution @y such that

$o(r) < AH
5.10 By~ oy~ PO , e
( ) A N { By ~ <T/\>—1/26)\IRK(S)ds r> AL

5.4. Proof of Lemma 5.3. As in [24, Lemma 3.1], see also Wakasa-Yordanov [38,
Lemma 2.2|, we introduce ¢ = ¢ — @y where Ay, ¢y = A2¢. Then we are reduced
to prove existence of ¢ and show smallness of ||9)|| .

In fact, ¢ satisfies

(5.11)  Agth = Ag(pr — Dy) = N2y — N2y — (Ag, — Ag)pr = A2 — Woy
and ¥|gp, = 0. We claim that, for any A € (0, min(«/2,1/(2R), \2)),
(5.12) WérllLaSA?, ¥ g € [1,00] .
Actually, we have
Wox = (0" = o™)0;000x + o1 0;(91"*01") — 971/%0;(9" 20" Ok on
By (5.8) and (1.18) with A < min(a/2,1/(2R), A2), it is easy to see that
WorlSY D IV VoA (r)eA ) R KT\ ()= 500
gk 1<[B]<2

which gives us (5.12).

Standard elliptic theory ensures that there exists a unique weak Hg solution 1
to (5.11), which satisfies v € H? N C*. To show the smallness of ||¢)| L, we first
take the (natural) inner product of (5.11) with ¢ to get

_<Ag7/)a 7/}>g + /\2 <7/}a 7/}>g = _<W¢>\a 7/)>g .
Thus by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and uniform elliptic condition (1.5) we have
Soll VI3 + A2 6l2 < A2
which yields
[z S 1, IVl S A

In view of the equation, we obtain
[Ag¥llze SN
As ¢ € H>N HY, we get from [6, Theorem 9.11-13] that

IV*%lle < 19l + 1Al 2 ST

Applying the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (for the exterior domain, see, e.g.,
[2]), we get

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
(5:13) [0S I 1VRIE S A2, 199l s S IVRIA7IV 2060 A2

2
L2 ~
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By Sobolev embedding, we obtain
(5.14) [llze Slellzs + Vel < A2

Notice that ¢y tends to zero as r — R, the estimate (5.14) is not good enough
to be controlled by ¢, near the boundary. For that purpose, we observe that, in
view of the equations, (5.12) and (5.13), we have

[Ag¥llLeS A? .
As ¢ € W24 N W, we get from [6, Theorem 9.11-13] that
V2l s SIllws + [Agtbllzs S A2 .

Another application of the Sobolev embedding gives us
(5.15) IV e SNVl L + IVV LS A2
which, together with the boundary condition ¢ = 0 for r = R, yields
(5.16) 190, 0)l g S N2 (r = R) .

In summary, by (5.14), (5.16) and (5.2) we have obtained
(5.17) [ (r, 0)| S A2 min{l] — B, RES M 260(r) < 6
which gives us the desired estimate (5.10) for » > Rand A < A3 < min(1, A2, @/2,1/(2R)).

6. GENERAL OBSTACLES

In this section, we present the proof of Lemma 1.6, which enables us to reduce
the problems with general obstacles to the problem exterior to a disk.

6.1. Star-shaped obstacles. It turns out that we could construct an explicit
diffeomorphism, when the obstacle IC (the interior of the Jordan curve dD) is star-
shaped. As K is star-shaped, there exists a smooth R : St — R, :

K ={(rcosf,rsinf),r < R(0) € (0,00)} .
At first, we set 05 > 0 such that
R(0) € [262,65, /2] ,

R = 05 and Ry = 6, " Let pu be a decreasing cut-off function such that u = 0 for
r>2and p=1 for r <1. We set

r . R3 r
and introduce
(6.2) A:(r,0) = (f(r,0),0).
Notice that f(R(0),0) = Rs, f(r,0) = r for any r > 2Ry, and
o r | Ry r ,, 1  R(#) — Rs R (2R4)C
O f(r,0) = M(R_AL)W +(1 —H(R—4)) —TH (R_4) RAR(0) € R(H)’1+ i
and so
(6.3) Orf(r,0) € [262,1 + 201, Vr,0 ,

where we have denoted C' = ||p/||r~ and used the fact that p/ = 0 unless r €
[R4,2R4].
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It follows then that the map
A:D — Q:=R?*Bg,
is a smooth diffeomorphism mapping preserving the boundary, which is an identity

map for r > 2Ry.

6.2. General obstacles. Let v be a Jordan curve in R? and D be the unbounded
component of the two components divided by v. Without loss of generality, we
assume 0 € R?\ D. Let

. . 1 A
D:{z;z::z:—l—iy,(x,y)ED}C(C,D:{Z;ZGD}.

Then by the Riemann mapping theorem (see, e.g., [37, Chapter 5, Theorem 4.1]),
there exist R > 0 and (holomorphic) diffeomorphism B preserving the boundary
such that

B:DuU{0} = Byg, B(0)=0, B'(0)=1,
which gives us a diffeomorphism mapping
B:D— Bi/r\{0} .

Let 0 € (0,1) be a small parameter and p(z) be a smooth cut-off function such that
1 =0 when |z] <2 and p = 1 when |z| > 3. Then we define the map

z
(6.4) H(z) = ps(2)B(2) + (1 — ps(2))z, ps(z) = u(3) -
We claim that there exists a small §; > 0 such that
(6.5) H(z): D — Byr\{0}
is a diffeomorphism mapping when § < §;. Thus it is easy to see that
1
(757)

is a desired diffeomorphism mapping. Hence we are reduced to showing the claim
(6.5).

By definition, we have H = B when |z| > 36 and H(2) = z when |z| < 25. So we
need only to consider the case 20 < |z| < 3d. Let B : (x,y) — (F,G), then we have

- F,(0) F,(0 10
& 2660 (G0 &) =0 1)
Let H : (z,y) — (F,G), by definition (6.4) we have
F=x+ps(F-x), G=y+pus(G—y)
and by (6.6), for r = \/m < 44 small enough, we get that
F,=14+0(),F, =0(),G, =0(5),Gy, =14+ 0O(9) .
Then there exists d5 > 0, such that for any 6 < d3, we have H(Bss) C By,r and

13
j(Fv G)(Iay) € (57 5) ) Vr < 463 .
By inverse function theorem and compactness of Bss, , there exists a uniform 1 > 0
such that H is a local diffeomorphism on B, (rg,6p) for any ro € [0,303] and

0o € [0,27]. Thus we are reduced to proving bijection of H.
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We firstly prove the injection. For that purpose, we replace (x,y) by polar
coordinates (r,8) and (F,G) by (R, ¢). Recall that 20, —y0, = 0y and x0, +y0, =
70y, we get

(6.7) w9 =1+0(8),Rg =0(6°),pr =O01), R, =1+ O(8) ,r <45 .

Let T, = H(0B,) (r > 0) be closed curves. With possibly shrinking ds > 0, we
could assume, for some C' > 0,

(6.8) 0()] < Ct, 05 < i .

Then by (6.7) we have ¢y € [3/4,5/4] and thus the winding number of T, about
the origin 0 must be 1, which shows that I',. is diffeomorphic to the unit circle S.
To complete the proof of injection, we need only to show {I'; }o<,<3s are disjoint,
for which it suffices to prove

1)
T, ATy =0, 0<|r—rm| < 2 <<,
2 2
In fact, if T, N Ty, # 0 for some r; # 7o then ¢(r1,01) = (r2,02) for some
01,02. Without loss of generality, we assume 0y > 6;. With 6, = (1 — t)6, + t61,

re = (1 —t)rg + try, by (6.7) and (6.8), we have

d [? 2 dq d
0= | el = /1 e+ o Oudt > (1= C8)(6 — 1) = Clry =),
which yields 3 — 6; < £ 15— < £, that is

(7‘2,6‘2) (S Ba(rl,ﬁl).

This is a contradiction to the diffecomorphism of H on B.(r1,01).
Let T'? denote the inner points of 'y, as I'g = {0} and I'ss = B(9Bss), we see
that I, is increasing about r (I'y, C I'y,, if 71 < r2). As I', depends continuously

on r, then it is clear that we have H(Bss) = I's; = B(Bss). This completes the
proof of (6.5).
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