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GLOBAL SOLVABILTY FOR NONLINEAR WAVE
EQUATIONS WITH SINGULAR POTENTIAL

VLADIMIR GEORGIEV AND HIDEO KUBO

Abstract. In this work we study the global existence for 3d semi-
linear wave equation with non-negative potential satisfying generic
decay assumptions. In the supercritical case p > 1 +

√
2 we es-

tablish the small data global existence result. The approach is
based on appropriate conformal energy estimate in combination
with Hardy inequality for conformal energy on space - like sur-
faces.

1. Introduction

In this article we study global solvabilty for the Cauchy problem to
the power-type nonlinear wave equations with the potential:

(1.1)
(∂2

t −∆+ V (|x|))u = b|u|p−1u, for (t, x) ∈ [0, T )× R
3,

u(0, x) = f(x), (∂tu)(0, x) = g(x) for x ∈ R
3.

Here we shall assume that the potential V is of the form

(1.2) V (r) =
χ(r)

r2
,

where χ(r) ∈ C([0,∞)) ∩ C1((0,∞)) is a non - increasing bounded
function satisfying

(1.3) χ(r) ≥ c >
3

4
.
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The assumption (1.3) guarantees that the operator

A = −∆+ V,

can be extended as an essentially self - adjoint operator (using the
result of Simon in [18]). It is easy to see that V (r) ∈ C1(0,∞) and
satisfies the property

(1.4) rV ′(r) + 2V (r) ≤ 0, ∀r > 0.

The potentials satisfying (1.4) satisfy also

(1.5) V (r) ≥ c

r2
, r ∈ (0,∞).

In particular V (r) = a/r2, i.e. inverse square potential with a > 0
satisfies (1.4) with equality in the place of inequality.
In this work we shall assume b ∈ R, p > 1, and u(t, x) is a real-valued

unknown function. If we use the Friedrich’s extension of the operator
−∆ restricted to C∞

0 (R3 \ 0), then it is well known that we have the
following property of the domain D(

√
AF ), where AF is the Friedrichs

extension of −∆ restricted to C∞
0 (R3 \ 0)

(1.6) D(
√

AF ) ⊂ H1(R3).

In fact, introducing the quadratic form

q(u, v) := (
√
−∆u,

√
−∆v)L2(R3) + (V u, v)L2(R3)

on C∞
0 (R3 \ 0) and using the Hardy inequality

(1.7) (r−2u, u)L2(R3) ≤ 4(−∆u, u)L2(R3),

one can see that any Cauchy sequence uj (with respect to q) of functions
in C∞

0 (R3 \ 0) is a Cauchy sequence in H1 so we have (1.6).

q(u, v) := (
√
−∆u,

√
−∆v)L2(R3) + (V u, v)L2(R3)

is well defined on H1(R3) and this space coincides with the closure of
C∞

0 (R3 \ 0) functions with respect to the norm generated by q.
We are interestead in the existence of strong solutions for (1.1), that

is, we look for a solution of (1.1) in the class

u ∈ C2([0, T ) : L2(R3)) ∩ C([0, T ) : D(A))

with T > 0.
Then we may associate (1.1) with the following integral equation:

(1.8) u(t) = (cos t
√
A)f +

sin t
√
A√

A
g +

∫ t

0

sin(t− τ)
√
A√

A
F (u(τ))dτ

with F (u(t)) = b|u(t)|p−1u(t).
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When V ≡ 0, the problem (1.1) has been well studied. It was shown
in [6] that if p > 1 +

√
2, then the problem admits a unique global

solution for sufficiently small initial data, and that if 1 < p < 1 +
√
2,

then the classical solution blows up in finite time, even though we have
small initial data. In the critical case p = 1 +

√
2, the latter blow -

up behavior occur due to [16]. The blow up result for subcritical case
in higher dimensional case is due to Sideris [17] . The critical case is
studied in [22] , where blow up result is obtained (see [23], [10], [13]).
The global existence for supercritical case in the case of dimension
n ≥ 3 is obtained in [5] (see also [8], [9],[20], [3] ).
On the other hand, the case of V 6≡ 0 is less studied. When V is

non - negative and satisfies |V (x)| . (1 + |x|)−2−δ for large values of
x with some δ > 0, the blow-up result was obtained by [21] provided
1 < p < 1 +

√
2 (see also [19] for the case of negative potential).

In the case of smooth compactly supported potential the supercritical
case was studied in [4], for the case of sign - changing potential related
results can be found in [7]. In [1] it was shown among other things that
if p ≥ 3, V (x) = a|x|−2, a > −1/4, then the small amplitude solution
exists globally in time (see also [15]). Recently, this result is extended
by [2] to the case p > 1+

√
2, provided that the solution has rotational

invariance (see also [14]). We note that in these works the higher space
dimensional case are also handled.
The global existence result is complementary to the blow - up and life

- span results obtained in [12]. In order to reach the critical exponent
1 +

√
2, we need to obtain suitable decay away from the light cone.

However, we have no good representation formula, because we deal
with the potential which is not exactly the inverse-square potential.
For this reason, we make use of the framework given by Lai [11].
We denote B(k) := {x ∈ R3| |x| ≤ k}.

Theorem 1.1. Assume (f, g) ∈ D(A)×D(A
1
2 ) satisfy supp f , supp g ⊂

B(1). Suppose that V is a non-negative function that satisfies (1.4) and
(1.5). Set

(1.9) η :=

2∑

j=0

‖A 2−j
2 f‖L2(R3) +

2∑

j=1

‖A 2−j
2 g‖L2(R3).

If 1 +
√
2 < p < 3, then there exists η0 > 0 such that for any η ∈

(0, η0) there exists a unique strong solution of (1.1) in [0,∞) satisfing
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supp u(t, ·) ⊂ B(1 + t) and

2∑

j=0

‖A 2−j
2 u(t)‖L2(R3) +

2∑

j=1

‖A 2−j
2 ∂tu(t)‖L2(R3) . η

for t ∈ [0,∞).

In the section 2, we prepare a couple of inequalities which are valid
for general functions. Those estimates are simple generalization of [11]
for any dimensions larger than 3. We give a new characterization of the
domain of the Friedrics extension, especially (3.9) in the section 3. This
estimate is crucial in proving the local existence result (see Theorem 5.1
below). In the section 4, we derive a weighted L2-estimate for strong
solutions to the wave equation with the singular potential by using the
same multiplier as in [11]. In the section 5, we give a proof of Theorem
1.1, by showing a blowup criterion and a suitable apriori estimate.

2. Preliminaries

First of all, we prepare the following estimate, in order to prove
Proposition 2.2.

Lemma 2.1. Let n ≥ 2, s 6= 1 and k > 0. If φ ∈ C1(Rn) satisfies

suppφ ⊂ B(k), then we have

‖(1 + k − r)(s−2)/2φ‖L2(Rn)

. ‖(1 + k − r)s/2∂rφ‖L2(Rn) + ‖(1 + k − r)s/2
φ

r
‖L2(Rn),

as long as the right hand side is finite. Here the implicit constant is

independent of k.

Proof. It follows that

‖(1 + k − r)(s−2)/2φ‖2L2(Rn)

=
1

s− 1

∫

Sn−1

dSω

∫ k

0

(1 + k − r)s−1∂r((φ(rω))
2rn−1)dr

≤ 2

s− 1
‖(1 + k − r)s/2∂rφ‖L2(Rn)‖(1 + k − r)(s−2)/2φ‖L2(Rn)

+
n− 1

s− 1
‖(1 + k − r)s/2

φ

r
‖L2(Rn)‖(1 + k − r)(s−2)/2φ‖L2(Rn),

which leads to the conclusion. �
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Proposition 2.1. Let n ≥ 2, s 6= 1 and k ≥ 1. If φ ∈ C1(Rn) satisfies
suppφ ⊂ B(k), then we have

‖r(n−2)/2(1 + k + r)1/2(1 + k − r)(s−1)/2φ(rω)‖L∞

r L2(Sn−1)

. ‖(1 + k − r)s/2∂rφ‖L2(Rn) + ‖(1 + k − r)s/2
φ

r
‖L2(Rn)

Here the implicit constant is independent of k.

Proof. Let x ∈ Rn. First, suppose 0 ≤ 2r ≤ 1 + k, so that 1 + k + r is
equivalent to 1 + k − r. Then, it suffices to show

rn−2(1 + k − r)s‖φ(rω)‖2L2(Sn−1)

. ‖(1 + k − r)s/2∂rφ‖2L2(Rn) + ‖(1 + k − r)s/2
φ

r
‖2L2(Rn).

Rewriting the left hand side, we see that it equals to

−
∫ k

r

∂λ(λ
n−2(1 + k − λ)s‖φ(λω)‖2L2(Sn−1))dλ

≤ s

∫ ∞

0

λn−2(1 + k − λ)s−1‖φ(λω)‖2L2(Sn−1)dλ

+ 2

∫ ∞

0

λn−2(1 + k − λ)s
(∫

Sn−1

φ(λω)∂rφ(λω)dSω

)

dλ

. ‖(1 + k − r)s/2
φ

r
‖L2(Rn)‖(1 + k − r)(s−2)/2φ‖L2(Rn)

+ ‖(1 + k − r)s/2
φ

r
‖L2(Rn)‖(1 + k − r)s/2∂rφ‖L2(Rn).

Using Lemma 2.1 in order to bound the first term, we obtain the desired
estimate.
Next, suppose 1+k ≤ 2r, so that 1+k+r is equivalent to r. Similarly

to the previous case, we have

rn−1(1 + k − r)s−1‖φ(rω)‖2L2(Sn−1)

= −
∫ k

r

∂λ(λ
n−1(1 + k − λ)s−1‖φ(λω)‖2L2(Sn−1))dλ

≤ (s− 1)‖(1 + k − r)(s−2)/2φ‖2L2(Rn)

+ 2‖(1 + k − r)s/2∂rφ‖L2(Rn)‖(1 + k − r)(s−2)/2φ‖L2(Rn),

which yields the desire estimate. �

Next we introduce the following analogous estimate to the Hardy
inequality.
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Lemma 2.2. Let s ≥ 0 and k ≥ 1. If φ ∈ C1(R3) satisfies suppφ ⊂
B(k), then we have

‖(1 + k − r)s/2
φ

r
‖L2(R3) ≤ 2‖(1 + k − r)s/2(∂rφ+

φ

r
)‖L2(R3),(2.1)

‖(1 + k − r)s/2 ∂rφ‖L2(R3) ≤ ‖(1 + k − r)s/2(∂rφ+
φ

r
)‖L2(R3).(2.2)

Proof. First we prove (2.1). It follows that
∫ ∞

0

(1 + k − r)sφ2dr

=s

∫ ∞

0

(1 + k − r)s−1φ2rdr − 2

∫ ∞

0

(1 + k − r)sφ ∂rφ rdr

≥− 2

∫ ∞

0

(1 + k − r)sφ (∂rφ+
φ

r
) rdr + 2

∫ ∞

0

(1 + k − r)sφ2dr,

since s ≥ 0. Therefore, we have
∫ ∞

0

∫

s2
(1 + k − r)sφ2dSωdr ≤ 2

∫ ∞

0

∫

S2

(1 + k − r)sφ (∂rφ+
φ

r
) rdSωdr,

which leads to (2.1) by the Schwarz inequality.
Next we prove (2.2) It follows that
∫ ∞

0

∫

S2

(1 + k − r)s(∂rφ+
φ

r
)2r2dSωdr

=

∫ ∞

0

∫

S2

(1 + k − r)s(∂rφ)
2r2dSωdr

+

∫ ∞

0

∫

S2

(1 + k − r)s∂r(φ
2) rdSωdr +

∫ ∞

0

∫

S2

(1 + k − r)sφ2dSωdr

=

∫ ∞

0

∫

S2

(1 + k − r)s(∂rφ)
2r2dSωdr

+ s

∫

S2

(∫ ∞

0

(1 + k − r)s−1φ2rdr

)

dSω,

which implies the desired estimate, because s ≥ 0. �

3. Representation of the domain of the Friedrichs

extension

Our starting point is to introduce the operator A0 = −∆+ χ(r)
r2

with
domain D(A0) = C∞

0 (R3 \ 0). In the case when the assumption (1.3) is
satisfied, i.e.

(3.1) χ(r) ≥ c >
3

4
.
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the important result of Simon in [18] states that A0 is essentially
self-adjoint. As (unique) self - adjoint extension we can choose the
Friedrichs extension AF of A0.
In fact, introducing the quadratic form

q(u, v) := (
√
−∆u,

√
−∆v)L2(R3) + (V u, v)L2(R3)

on C∞
0 (R3 \ 0) and using the Hardy inequality

(3.2) (r−2u, u)L2(R3) ≤ 4(−∆u, u)L2(R3),

one can see that any Cauchy sequence uj (with respect to q) of functions
in C∞

0 (R3 \ 0) is a Cauchy sequence in H1 so we have

(3.3) D(q) ⊂ H1(R3),

where the domain D(q) is completion of C∞
0 (R3 \ 0) with respect to q.

The domain D(q) is simply

(3.4) D(q) = H1(R3).

To verify this it is sufficient to show that any C∞
0 (R3) function f(x)

can be approximated in H1(R3) by functions in C∞
0 (R3 \ 0). For the

purpose we define ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (R3) such that

ϕ(x) =

{
1 if |x| ≤ 1
0 if |x| ≥ 2.

Now we can construct easily the needed approximating sequence

fk(x) = (1− ϕ(kx))f(x) ∈ C∞
0 (R3 \ 0), k ∈ N.

Indeed, we have the pointwise estimates

|fk(x)− f(x)| . |ϕ(kx)|, |∇fk(x)−∇f(x)| . k|(∇ϕ)(kx)|+ |ϕ(kx)|
and use the fact that

‖ϕ(kx)‖L2(R3) + k‖(∇ϕ)(kx)‖L2(R3) → 0

as k → ∞.
Recall that the Friedrichs extension AF has domain

(3.5) D(AF ) = {f ∈ D(q), g ∈ D(q) → q(f, g) is bounded in L2} .
More precisely, the L2 boundedness means that for fixed f ∈ D(q) we
have

|g(f, g)| ≤ Cf‖g‖L2(R3).

Then the Riesz representation theorem implies that AFf is well defined,
since

q(f, g) = (AFf, g)L2
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and the Friedrichs theorem guarantees that AF is non negative self -
adjoint operator with

D(
√

AF ) = D(q).

The above observations lead to the following well -known conclusion.

Lemma 3.1. The operator A0 = −∆+ χ(r)
r2

with χ(r) ≥ c > −1/4 and

with domain D(A0) = C∞
0 (R3 \ 0) has a Friedrichs extension AF , such

that

i): we have

D(
√

AF ) = D(q) = H1(R3);

ii): for u ∈ D(
√
AF ) we have

(3.6) ‖
√

AF u‖L2(R3) ∼ ‖∇u‖L2(R3).

Our next step is to give appropriate characterizations of the domains
D(AF ) in the case when c > 3/4. In this case, the result of Simon [18]
guarantees that AF coincides with the graph closure A0 of A0, i.e.

Definition 1. A function u ∈ L2 belongs to D(A0) if and only if there

exists a sequence {uk}k∈N in C∞
0 (R3 \ 0) and a function g ∈ L2 so that

(3.7)
lim
k→∞

‖uk − u‖L2 = 0,

lim
k→∞

‖A0(uk)− g‖L2 = 0.

We shall give now simple characterization of the unique symmetric

closure A0 of the operator A0 = −∆ + χ(r)
r2

with domain D(A0) =
C∞

0 (R3 \ 0) in the case

(3.8) inf χ = c >
3

4
.

Lemma 3.2. Assume (3.8) is fulfilled. Then we have

a):
D(A0) = D(AF ) = {u ∈ H2(R3); u(0) = 0},

b): for u ∈ D(A0) we have

(3.9) ‖∆u‖L2(R3) . ‖AFu‖L2(R3).

Proof. Take sequence {uk}k∈N in C∞
0 (R3 \ 0) and set

gk = −∆uk +
χ(r)uk

r2
.

Using radial coordinates r = |x|, ω = x/|x| we rewrite the above rela-
tion as equation

−r−2∂r(r
2∂r)uk −

1

r2
∆S2uk +

χ(r)uk

r2
= gk.
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We multiply this equation by uk(rω) and integrate over r ∈ (0,∞),
ω ∈ S2 using the measure drdω

(3.10)







∫ ∞

0

∫

S2

|∂ruk(rω)|2dωdr−
∫ ∞

0

∫

S2

|uk(rω)|2
r2

dωdr+

+

∫ ∞

0

∫

S2

|∇ωuk(rω)|2
r2

dωdr+

+

∫ ∞

0

∫

S2

χ(r)|uk(rω)|2
r2

dωdr =

∫ ∞

0

∫

S2

gk(rω)uk(rω)dωdr,

where in the integration by parts we have used the fact that u(rω) = 0
for r close to 0. Using the Hardy inequality

∫ ∞

0

|∂rf(r)|2dr ≥
1

4

∫ ∞

0

|f(r)|2
r2

dr

valid when f(r) is C1 function on (0,∞) with compact support in
(0,∞) we see that the left side of (3.10) can be estimated from below
by

(

c− 3

4

)∫ ∞

0

∫

S2

|uk(rω)|2
r2

dωdr.

We can bound the right side (3.10) from above by using Cauchy in-
equality by

‖gk‖L2(R3)

(∫ ∞

0

∫

S2

|uk(rω)|2
r2

dωdr

)1/2

.

Hence we have the estimate
(

c− 3

4

)(∫ ∞

0

∫

S2

|uk(rω)|2
r2

dωdr

)1/2

≤ ‖gk‖L2(R3).

Therefore, we get

(3.11)

(

c− 3

4

)∥
∥
∥
∥

uk

| · |2
∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(R3)

≤ ‖gk‖L2(R3).

This estimate is valid replacing uk by uk − um so using the fact that
gk is a Cauchy sequence in L2(R3), we see that uk(x)/|x|2 is a Cauchy
sequence in L2(R3) so u/|x|2 ∈ L2(R3) and from the equation

(3.12) −∆u+
χ(r)u

r2
= g

we deduce u ∈ H2(R3). In this case u(0) is well defined and must be 0
since ∥

∥
∥
∥

u

| · |2
∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(R3)

< ∞.
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In conclusion, we have established that

D(A0) = D(AF ) ⊆ {u ∈ H2(R3); u(0) = 0}
and (taking the limit k → ∞ in (3.11))

(3.13)

(

c− 3

4

)∥
∥
∥
∥

u

| · |2
∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(R3

≤ ‖g‖L2(R3)

for any u ∈ D(A0).
The opposite inclusion easily follows from Hardy inequality. This

completes the proof of a). The proof of b) follows directly from (3.13)
and the equation (3.12).
This completes the proof. �

4. Weighted energy estimates

We plan to prove a weighted L2 - estimate of conformal type. In
principle the conformal type estimate can be derived using appropriate
multipliers for the linear wave equation

(4.1) ∂2
t u−∆u+ V u = F,

assuming F ∈ L1((0,∞);L2(R3)) are supported in {|x| ≤ t + 1} for
any t ≥ 0.
We use spherical harmonics Y k

ℓ , k ∈ Z, |k| ≤ ℓ on the sphere S2 that
are solutions to the equation

−∆S2Y k
ℓ = λℓY

k
ℓ , λℓ = ℓ(1 + ℓ), ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · · .

Using radial coordinates r = |x|, ω = x/r and the expansions of u, F

(4.2)







u(t, x) =

∞∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑

k=−ℓ

uk
ℓ (t, r)

r
Y k
ℓ (ω),

F (t, x) =

∞∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑

k=−ℓ

F k
ℓ (t, r)

r
Y k
ℓ (ω),

one can extend uk
ℓ (t, r), F

k
ℓ (t, r) as odd functions on r ∈ R and rewrite

(4.1) as

(4.3) (∂2
t − ∂2

r )u
k
ℓ (t, r) +

(

V (r) +
λℓ

r2

)

(uk
ℓ ) = F k

ℓ (t, r).

It is clear that r2V (r) = χ(r) can be extended as even function on
R.
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To simplify the notations we shall omit the indices k, ℓ so we shall
consider the 1D equation

(4.4) (∂2
t − ∂2

r )u(t, r) +

(

V (r) +
λ

r2

)

u(t, r) = F (t, r).

Using the notations

∇± = ∂t ± ∂r, τ± = 2 + t± r,

we can rewrite (4.4) as

(4.5) ∇+∇−u(t, r) +

(

V (r) +
λ

r2

)

u(t, r) = F (t, r).

We use as a multiplier

M(u) := τ s+∇+u+ τ s−∇−u.

Lemma 4.1. Let s ≥ 0 and T > 0. For u ∈ C2([0, T )× (R3 \ 0)), we
have

(4.6)
M(u)

[

∂2
t u− ∂2

ru+

(

V (r) +
λ

r2

)

u

]

=

=
1

2
(∂t + ∂r)X+u+

1

2
(∂t − ∂r)X−u+R|u|2

where we put

(4.7)

X∓(u) =
1

2
τ s±|∇±u|2 +

τ s∓
2

(

V (r) +
λ

r2

)

|u|2,

R(r, t) = −(τ s+ − τ s−)

2r
(rV ′(r) + 2V (r)) +

ρV

r
+

ρλ

r3
,

with

(4.8) ρ(t, r) = τ s+ − τ s− − s(rτ s−1
+ + rτ s−1

− ).

Proof. Using the commutator relations

[∇+,∇−] = 0, [∇−, τ+] = [∇+, τ−] = 0,

as well as the relations

∇+τ
a
+ = 2aτa−1

+ ,∇−τ
a
− = 2aτa−1

− ,

we arrive at

M(u)F = ∇+

(
1

2
τ s−|∇−u|2

)

+∇−

(
1

2
τ s+|∇+u|2

)

+

+
τ s+
2

(

V (r) +
λ

r2

)

∇+|u|2 +
τ s−
2

(

V (r) +
λ

r2

)

∇−|u|2,
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where F represents the left-hand side of (4.5). Since

X∓(u) =
1

2
τ s±|∇±u|2 +

τ s∓
2

(

V (r) +
λ

r2

)

|u|2,

we obtain

M(u)F = ∇+X+(u) +∇−X−(u) +R|u|2,
where

R = −∇−

(
τ s−
2

(

V (r) +
λ

r2

))

−∇+

(
τ s+
2

(

V (r) +
λ

r2

))

= −(sτ s−1
− + sτ s−1

+ )

(

V (r) +
λ

r2

)

+
(τ s− − τ s+)

2

(

V ′(r)− 2λ

r3

)

=

= −(τ s+ − τ s−)

2r
(rV ′(r) + 2V (r)) +

ρV

r
+

ρλ

r3
.

This completes the proof. �

Remark 4.1. It is easy to show that

(4.9) ρ(r, t) ≥ 0, ∀r ∈ [0, t+ 1], ∀s ∈ [1, 2].

Indeed, we have the relation

ρ(r, t) = (2 + t)sf

(
r

2 + t

)

,

where

f(x) := (1 + x)s − sx(1 + x)s−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=φ(x)

−
(
(1− x)s + sx(1− x)s−1

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

φ(−x)

.

Note that the derivative of f is

s(1− s)x((1 + x)s−2 − (1− x)s−2)

and it is positive for x ∈ (0, 1). Hence f(x) ≥ f(0) = 0.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that V is a non-negative function that sat-

isfies (1.4) and (1.5). Let 1 < s < 2 and 0 < δ < s − 1. We assume

that F ∈ C([0, T ) : L2(R3)) satisfies suppF (t, ·) ⊂ B(1 + t) and that u
is the strong solution to

(4.10)
(∂2

t + A)u = F (t, x) for (t, x) ∈ [0, T )× R
3,

u(0, x) = f(x), (∂tu)(0, x) = g(x) for x ∈ R
3
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satisfying supp u(t, ·) ⊂ B(1 + t). Then, for t ∈ [0, T ), we have

(4.11)

‖(2 + t− r)s/2∇t,ru(t)‖L2(R)

+
3∑

j=1

∥
∥
∥
∥
(2 + t− r)s/2

|Rju(t)|
r

∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(R3)

+

∥
∥
∥
∥
(2 + t− r)s/2

u(t)

r

∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(R3)

≤ Cδ(‖g‖L2(R3) + ‖∇f‖L2(R3)

+ ‖(2 + t + r)s/2(2 + t− r)(1+δ)/2F‖L2([0,T )×R3)).

Proof. Using radial coordinates r = |x|, ω = x/r and the expansions
(4.2) of u, F, f, g in spherical harmonics, we reduce the proof to the
following estimate for uk

ℓ

(4.12)







‖(2 + t− r)s/2∇t,ru
k
ℓ (t)‖L2(R)+

+ ℓ

∥
∥
∥
∥
(2 + t− r)s/2

uk
ℓ (t)

r

∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(R)

≤

≤ Cδ(‖gkℓ ‖L2(R) + ‖∇fk
ℓ ‖L2(R)

+ ‖(2 + t + r)s/2(2 + t− r)(1+δ)/2F k
ℓ ‖L2([0,T )×R)).

Here and below uk
ℓ are solutions to the 1D semilinear wave equation of

type (4.5), i.e.

(4.13) (∂2
t − ∂2

r )u
k
ℓ (t, r) +

(

V (r) +
λℓ

r2

)

uk
ℓ (t, r) = F k

ℓ (t, r)

with initial data fk
ℓ , g

k
ℓ .

To arrive at (4.11) it is sufficient to take into account the Hardy type
estimates (2.1) and see that (4.12) implies (4.11).
Then the identity (4.6) suggests to integrate the expression

1

2
(∂t + ∂r)X+u

k
ℓ +

1

2
(∂t − ∂r)X−u

k
ℓ +R|uk

ℓ |2

in the right side of (4.6) over appropriate space time domain. To
explain more clearly the domain of integration we take T > 1 and
then choose two positive parameters α, β satisfying the relations

(4.14) 2T + 1 > α, α > β > −1,
α + β

2
> T.

First, we consider the case

(4.15) 2T + 1 > α, α > β > 1,
α + β

2
> T.
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In this case the domain for (α, β) is represented by the hexagon hex(α, β, T ) =
ABCDEF on Figure 1.
Applying the Gauss - Green formula for the integral of (4.6) over the

hexagon, we find
∫∫

hex(α,β,T )

M(uk
ℓ )F

k
ℓ = E−(β, T )+

E+(α, T ) + E0(α, β, T ) +

∫∫

hex(α,β,T )

R|uk
ℓ |2 −

1

2

∫

EF

X+u
k
ℓ +X−u

k
ℓ ,

where

E−(β, T ) =
1√
2

∫

AB(β,T )

X−u
k
ℓ , E+(α, T ) =

1√
2

∫

CD(β,T )

X+u
k
ℓ

E0(α, β, T ) =
1

2

∫

BC(α,β,T )

X+u
k
ℓ +X−u

k
ℓ

Of special interests are the segments AB,BC,CD parameterized as
follows:

AB(β) : r = ρ, t = ρ+ β, ρ ∈ [−β + 1

2
, T − β],

BC(α, β) : r = ρ, t = T, ρ ∈ [T − β, α− T ],

CD(α) : r = ρ, t = α− ρ, ρ ∈
[

α− T,
α + 1

2

]

We have the following estimates

Figure 1. Domain of integration for β > 1.

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

EF

X+u
k
ℓ +X−u

k
ℓ

∣
∣
∣
∣
. ‖gkℓ ‖2L2(R) + ‖∇fk

ℓ ‖2L2(R)
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and
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫∫

hex(α,β,T )

M(uk
ℓ )F

k
ℓ

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤

∫ T

0

∫

R

∣
∣M(uk

ℓ )F
k
ℓ

∣
∣ drdt.

Hence, we have the estimate

(4.16)







E−(β, T ) + E+(α, T ) + E0(α, β, T ) +

∫∫

hex(α,β,T )

R|uk
ℓ |2 .

. ‖gkℓ ‖2L2(R) + ‖∇fk
ℓ ‖2L2(R) +

∫ T

0

∫

R

∣
∣M(uk

ℓ )F
k
ℓ

∣
∣ drdt

Using (4.7), we deduce the following estimates

(4.17)







E−(β, T ) ≥
∫

AB(β,T )

(2 + t + r)s(∂tu+ ∂ru)
2,

E+(α, T ) ≥
∫

CD(α,T )

(2 + t− r)s(∂tu− ∂ru)
2,

E0(α, β, T ) ≥
∫

BC(α,β,T )

(2 + t− r)s
(

(∇t,ru)
2 + ℓ2

|u|2
r2

)

.

The multiplier

M(u) := τ s+∇+u+ τ s−∇−u

can be substituted in the right side of (4.16) so we get
∫ T

0

∫

R

∣
∣
∣τ

s/2
+ ∇+u

k
ℓ τ

s/2
+ F k

ℓ

∣
∣
∣ drdt =

∫ 2T+1

−1

dβ

∫

AB(β,T )

∣
∣
∣τ

s/2
+ ∇+u

k
ℓ τ

s/2
+ F k

ℓ

∣
∣
∣ .

.

∫ 2T+1

−1

dβE−(β, T )
1/2

(∫

AB(β,T )

τ s+|F k
ℓ |2

)1/2

.

. sup
−1<β<2T+1

E−(β, T )
1/2

(∫ 2T+1

−1

dβ

∫

AB(β,T )

(1 + β)sτ s−|F k
ℓ |2

)1/2

=

= sup
−1<β<2T+1

E+(β, T )
1/2

∥
∥
∥τ

s/2
+ τ

s/2
− F k

ℓ

∥
∥
∥
L2((0,T )×R)

.

In a similar way we get
∫ T

0

∫

R

∣
∣
∣τ

s/2
− ∇−u

k
ℓ τ

s/2
− F k

ℓ

∣
∣
∣ drdt .

. sup
−1<α<2T+1

E−(α, T )
1/2

∥
∥
∥τ

s/2
+ τ

s/2
− F k

ℓ

∥
∥
∥
L2((0,T )×R)

.
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Turning back to (4.16) we get

(4.18)







E−(β, T ) + E+(α, T ) + E0(α, β, T ) +

∫∫

hex(α,β,T )

R|uk
ℓ |2 .

. ‖gkℓ ‖2L2(R) + ‖∇fk
ℓ ‖2L2(R) +

∥
∥
∥τ

s/2
+ τ

s/2
− F k

ℓ

∥
∥
∥

2

L2((0,T )×R)

This estimate and the lower bounds (4.17) imply (4.12) and complete
the proof.
In the case −1 < β < 1 we have pentagon pen(α, β, T ) = ABCDE

on Figure 2 and we follow the same argument and deduce

(4.19)







E−(β, T ) + E+(α, T ) + E0(α, β, T ) +

∫∫

pen(α,β,T )

R|uk
ℓ |2 .

. ‖gkℓ ‖2L2(R) + ‖∇fk
ℓ ‖2L2(R) +

∥
∥
∥τ

s/2
+ τ

s/2
− F k

ℓ

∥
∥
∥

2

L2((0,T )×R)

Figure 2. Domain of integration for β ∈ (−1, 1)

�

Corollary 4.2. Let s ∈ (1, 2), θ ∈ [0, 1] and q ∈ [2,∞]. Define σ ∈
[2,∞], κ ∈ [2, q] by

1

σ
=

θ

2
+

1− θ

∞ ,
1

κ
=

θ

q
+

1− θ

2
.

Then, under the assumptions of Proposition 3.2, we have

(4.20)
‖r(1−3θ)/2(2 + t + r)(1−θ)/2(2 + t− r)(s−1+θ)/2u(t, rω)‖Lσ

rL
κ(S2)

. ‖g‖L2(R3) + ‖∇f‖L2(R3)

+ ‖(2 + t+ r)s/2(2 + t− r)(1+δ)/2F‖L2([0,T ]×R3)
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for t ∈ [0, T ). Here and in what follows, for σ ∈ [1,∞), q ∈ [1,∞], we
denote

‖f‖Lσ
rL

q(S2) :=

(∫ ∞

0

‖f(rω)‖σLq(S2)r
2dr

)1/σ

.

Proof. For q ∈ [2,∞) and φ ∈ H1(S2), we have

‖φ‖Lq(S2) . ‖φ‖H1(S2) ∼
∑

|α|≤1

‖Rαφ‖L2(S2)

by the Sobolev embedding theorem. Therefore, (4.11) implies

(4.21)

‖r−1(2 + t− r)s/2u(t, rω)‖L2
rL

q(S2)

. ‖g‖L2(R3) + ‖∇f‖L2(R3)

+ ‖(2 + t + r)s/2(2 + t− r)(1+δ)/2F‖L2([0,T ]×R3)

for t ∈ [0, T ). Combining (4.11) and Proposition 2.1 with n = 3, we
get

(4.22)

‖r1/2(2 + t + r)1/2(2 + t− r)(s−1)/2u(t, rω)‖L∞

r L2(S2)

. ‖g‖L2(R3) + ‖∇f‖L2(R3)

+ ‖(2 + t+ r)s/2(2 + t− r)(1+δ)/2F‖L2([0,T ]×R3)

for t ∈ [0, T ). The interpolation between (4.21) and (4.22) yields the
desired estimate. �

5. Proof of Theorem 1.1

We introduce the following function space XT in which we shall look
for the solution to (1.1):

XT := {v ∈
1⋂

j=0

Cj([0, T ] : D(A
2−j
2 ))| ‖v‖XT

< ∞, supp v(t, ·) ⊂ B(1 + t)},

where we set

(5.1) ‖v‖XT
:= sup

t∈[0,T ]

{
2∑

j=0

‖A 2−j
2 v(t)‖L2(R3) +

2∑

j=1

‖A 2−j
2 ∂tv(t)‖L2(R3)}.

In order to handle the nonlinear term F (u(t)) = b|u(t)|p−1u(t), we
prepare the following estimates.

Lemma 5.1. Let 1 < p < 3. For u, v ∈ XT and t ∈ [0, T ], we have

(5.2) ‖F (u(t))− F (v(t))‖L2(R3) . (‖u‖p−1
XT

+ ‖v‖p−1
XT

)‖u− v‖XT
,

(5.3) ‖A 1
2 (F (u(t))− F (v(t)))‖L2(R3) . (‖u‖p−1

XT
+ ‖v‖p−1

XT
)‖u− v‖XT

.
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Proof. It follows that

‖F (u(t))− F (v(t))‖L2(R3)

.(‖u(t)‖p−1
L2p(R3) + ‖v(t)‖p−1

L2p(R3))‖(u− v)(t)‖L2p(R3).

By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have

‖ϕ‖L2p(R3) . ‖ϕ‖1−γ
L2(R3)‖∇ϕ‖γL2(R3) . ‖ϕ‖L2(R3) + ‖∇ϕ‖L2(R3),

where we put γ = 3(p− 1)/(2p) ∈ (0, 1) for 1 < p < 3. Therefore, we
get (5.2) by (3.6).
Noting that

‖∇(F (u(t))− F (v(t)))‖L2(R3)

.‖u(t)‖p−1
L2p(R3)‖∇(u− v)(t)‖L2p(R3)

+ ‖∇v(t)‖L2p(R3)(‖u(t)‖p−2
L2p(R3) + ‖v(t)‖p−2

L2p(R3))‖(u− v)(t)‖L2p(R3)

and

‖∇ϕ‖L2p(R3) .

3∑

j=1

‖∂jϕ‖L2p(R3) .

3∑

j=1

(‖∂jϕ‖L2(R3) + ‖∇∂jϕ‖L2(R3))

.‖∇ϕ‖L2(R3) + ‖∆ϕ‖L2(R3) . ‖A 1
2ϕ‖L2(R3) + ‖Aϕ‖L2(R3),

we obtain (5.3) by (3.6) and (3.9). This completes the proof. �

For a given (f, g) ∈ D(A)×D(A
1
2 ) satisfying supp f , supp g ⊂ B(1),

we define a sequence by

(5.4)

um+1(t) =u0(t) +

∫ t

0

sin(t− τ)
√
A√

A
F (um(τ))dτ (m = 0, 1, . . . ),

u0 =(cos t
√
A)f +

sin t
√
A√

A
g.

Theorem 5.1. Let 1 < p < 3. Assume (f, g) ∈ D(A)×D(A
1
2 ) satisfies

supp f , supp g ⊂ B(1). Set

(5.5) η :=

2∑

j=0

‖A 2−j
2 f‖L2(R3) +

2∑

j=1

‖A 2−j
2 g‖L2(R3).

Then there exists T = T (η) > 0 such that (1.1) admits a unique strong

solution u(t) in XT .

Moreover, if T∗ is the supremum over all such T , then T∗ = ∞ or

‖u(t)‖L2p(R3) 6∈ L∞([0, T∗)).
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Proof. Due to (5.2) and (5.3), the existence and uniqueness follow from
the standard argument.
In order to prove the blow-up criterion, by assuming T∗ < ∞ and

there exists a constant M such that supt∈[0,T∗) ‖u(t)‖L2p(R3) ≤ M , we
shall derive a contradiction. In the following, we always assume t ∈
[0, T∗). In view of the proof of (5.2) and (5.3) as v = 0, we get

‖F (u(t))‖L2(R3) + ‖A 1
2F (u(t))‖L2(R3) . ‖u(t)‖p−1

L2p(R3)E(t),

where we set

E(t) :=

2∑

j=0

‖A 2−j
2 u(t)‖L2(R3) +

2∑

j=1

‖A 2−j
2 ∂tu(t)‖L2(R3).

Thus, using the integral equation for the solution:

u(t) = u0(t) +

∫ t

0

sin(t− τ)
√
A√

A
F (u(τ))dτ

we obatin

E(t) ≤ C0(1 + T∗)η + C1(1 + T∗)

∫ t

0

Mp−1E(τ)dτ

with some universal constants C0, C1. By the Gronwall inequality, we
get

E(t) ≤ C0(1 + T∗)η exp(C1M
p−1(1 + T∗)T∗),

which implies supt∈[0,T∗)E(t) < ∞. Therefore, we can extend u(t) at

t = T∗ so that (u(T∗), (∂tu)(T∗)) ∈ D(A)×D(A
1
2 ). But this means that

the local solution u(t) can be extended as a solution of (1.1) beyond
T∗. This contradcts the definition of T∗ and finishes the proof. �

In order to prove the global existence, we assume p > 1+
√
2, Then,

since p2 − 2p − 1 > 0 for p > 1 +
√
2, we can choose δ > 0 so small

that p2 − 2p − 1 > pδ/2. For such δ, we shall take θ ∈ (0, 1) so that
p2θ < (p + 1)(p − 2) and 2pθ < δ. We define σ = 2/θ and take
κ ∈ (2,∞). Now, we introduce the following quanity:

‖|v‖|XT
= sup

t∈[0,T ]

{‖w(t)v(t)‖Lσ
rL

κ(S2) +

3∑

j=1

‖w(t)Rjv(t)‖Lσ
rL

κ(S2)}.

where the weight function w = w(t, r) is defined by

w(t, r) := r(1−3θ)/2τ
(1−θ)/2
+ τ

(s−1+θ)/2
− , s = 1 + (2/p).

In order to make use of the estimate of conformal type, we prepare the
following lemma.
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Lemma 5.2. Assume 1 +
√
2 < p < 3. Let δ, θ, σ, κ and s be as in

the above. Then, for u ∈ XT satisfying ‖|v‖|XT
< ∞, we have

(5.6)
‖τ s/2+ τ

(1+δ)/2
− F (u)‖L2

TL
2(R3) +

3∑

j=1

‖τ s/2+ τ
(1+δ)/2
− RjF (u)‖L2

TL
2(R3)

. ‖|v‖|pXT
.

Proof. Since κ > 2, we have

‖φ‖L∞(S2) . ‖φ‖W 1,κ(S2) ∼ ‖φ‖Lκ(S2) +

3∑

j=1

‖Rjφ‖Lκ(S2),

by the Sobolev inequality. Therefore, we can deduce

‖F (u(t, r))‖L2(S2) +

3∑

j=1

‖RjF (u(t, r))‖L2(S2) . ‖u(t, r)‖pW 1,κ(S2).

Thus, noting that (σ/2p)−1 + (1/(1− pθ))−1 = 1, we get

(5.7)
‖τ s/2+ τ

(1+δ)/2
− F (u(t))‖L2(R3) +

3∑

j=1

‖τ s/2+ τ
(1+δ)/2
− RjF (u(t))‖L2(R3)

. ‖w(t)u(t)‖pLσ
rW

1,κ(S2)(J(t))
(1−pθ)/2,

where we set

J(t) :=

∫ t+1

0

(τ s+τ
1+δ
− (w(t, r))−2p)

1
1−pθ r2dr

=

∫ t+1

0

r2−
p(1−3θ)
1−pθ τ

s−p(1−θ)
1−pθ

+ τ
1+δ−p(s−1+θ)

1−pθ

− dr.

Since

s− p(1− θ) = 1 + (2/p)− p+ pθ = (−(p + 1)(p− 2) + p2θ)/p < 0,

1 + δ − p(s− 1 + θ) = −1 + δ − pθ,

we have

J(t) . (2 + t)
1+(2/p)−p+pθ

1−pθ

∫ t+1

0

r2−
p(1−3θ)
1−pθ (2 + t− r)−

1−δ+pθ
1−pθ dr.

Noting that

3− p(1− 3θ)

1− pθ
> 0 if p < 3 and 1− 1− δ + pθ

1− pθ
> 0 if 2pθ < δ,
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we see that the above r-integral is bounded by

(2 + t)−
1−δ+pθ
1−pθ

∫ (t/2)+1

0

r2−
p(1−3θ)
1−pθ dr

+ (2 + t)2−
p(1−3θ)
1−pθ

∫ t+1

(t/2)+1

(2 + t− r)−
1−δ+pθ
1−pθ dr . (2 + t)

2+δ−pθ−p
1−pθ .

Thus we get (J(t))1−pθ . (2 + t)3+(2/p)−2p+δ. Now, it follows from (5.7)
that

‖τ s/2+ τ
(1+δ)/2
− F (u)‖L2

TL
2(R3) +

3∑

j=1

‖τ s/2+ τ
(1+δ)/2
− RjF (u)‖L2

TL2(R3)

. ‖|v‖|pXT

(∫ T

0

(2 + t)3+(2/p)−2p+δdt

)1/2

. ‖|v‖|pXT
,

because 4+ (2/p)−2p+ δ < 0 by the choice of δ under the assumption
p > 1 +

√
2. Hence (5.6) holds. This completes the proof. �

End of the proof of Theorem 1.1: By the blow-up criterion given in
Theorem 5.1, we only need to derive a uniform bound of ‖u(t)‖L2p(R3)

with respect to t ∈ [0, T∗).
Let 0 < T < T∗. Seeing the proof of (5.6), we find

‖u(t)‖L2p(R3) ≤ ‖τ s/2+ τ
(1+δ)/2
− |u(t)|p‖1/pL2(R3)

. ‖w(t)u(t)‖Lσ
rW

1,κ(S2)(J(t))
(1−pθ)/(2p) . ‖|u‖|pXT

, t ∈ [0, T ].

Therefore, it suffices to get a uniform bound of ‖|u‖|XT
with respect

to T ∈ [0, T∗). Since u satisfies (4.10) with F = F (u), applying the
rotational vector fields Rj to the equation, and using (4.20) and (5.6),
we obtain

‖w(t)u(t)‖Lσ
rL

κ(S2) +

3∑

j=1

‖w(t)Rju(t)‖Lσ
rL

κ(S2) ≤ C0η + C1‖|u‖|pXT

for t ∈ [0, T ), because ‖Rjg‖L2(R3) + ‖∇Rjf‖L2(R3) . η by the assump-
tion that the supports of f and g are compactly supported. Thus we
get

‖|v‖|XT
≤ C0η + C1‖|u‖|pXT

for any T ∈ [0, T∗). This means that there exists η0 > 0 such that if
0 < η < η0, then ‖|u‖|XT

≤ 2C0η holds for T ∈ [0, T∗), because p > 1.
Hence the proof of Theorem 1.1 is completed. �
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