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Scattering for the Equivariant U(1) Problem

Nishanth Gudapati

Abstract

Extending our previous works on the Cauchy problem for the 2+1 equiv-

ariant Einstein-wave map system, we prove that the linear part dominates the

nonlinear part of the wave maps equation coupled to the full set of the Ein-

stein equations, for small data. A key ingredient in the proof is a nonlinear

Morawetz estimate for the fully coupled equivariant Einstein-wave maps.

The 2 + 1 dimensional Einstein-wave map system occurs naturally in the

3 + 1 vacuum Einstein equations of general relativity.

Keywords. Critical Wave Maps, U(1) Einstein equations

1 2+1 Equivariant Einstein-Wave Map System

The aim of this work is to complete the task undertaken in [8], on the scatter-

ing of the Cauchy problem of 2 + 1 equivariant wave maps coupled to Einstein’s

equations for general relativity. Let (M, g) be a 2+1 dimensional, globally hyper-

bolic, regular, Lorentzian spacetime what is foliated by 2 dimensional Rieman-

nian hypersurfaces (Σ, q) such that the group SO(2) acts through isometries with

a nonempty fixed point set Γ. The fixed point set Γ forms a timelike boundary

of the quotient M/SO(2). In this setting, suppose (M, g) can be represented in

double null coordinates (ξ, η, θ) as
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g = −e2Zdξdη + r2dθ2 (1.1)

where Z = Z(ξ, η) and r = r(ξ, η) are functions only of (ξ, η), θ ∈ [0, 2π) is the

parameter corresponding to SO(2) action on (Σ, q), r(ξ, η) ∈ [0,∞) is the radius

of the area of group orbits of SO(2) so that the curve {r = 0} corresponds to the

points on Γ. ξ and η are the outgoing and incoming null coordinates respectively,

such that

ξ = η, ∂ξr +
1

2
= 0, ∂ηr −

1

2
= 0, on Γ. (1.2)

Now consider the 2+1 dimensional equivariant Einstein-wave map system

Eµν =Tµν (1.3a)

�g(u)u =
k2fu(u)f(u)

r2
, (1.3b)

where E is the Einstein tensor of (M, g)

E : = Rµν −
1

2
gµνRg,

with the Ricci tensor R and the scalar curvature Rg respectively.

U : (M, g) → (N, h)

is an equivariant wave map, where the target (N, h) is a surface of revolution such

that

f(0) = 0, f ′(0) = 1 and

∫ u

0

f(s)ds→ ∞ as u → ∞ (1.4)

with the odd and smooth generating function f. The equivariant ansatz U =

(u, kθ), where u is independent of the angular variable θ, reduces the wave maps

equation

�g U
i + (h)Γijk(U)g

µν∂µU
j∂νU

k = 0
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to

�gu =
k2fu(u)f(u)

r2
, (1.5)

as it is well known. The wave maps equation has an associated energy-momentum

tensor given by

Tµν : = 〈∂µU, ∂νU〉h(U) −
1

2
gµν〈∂σU, ∂σU〉h(U). (1.6)

In the double null coordinate system introduced above, the Ricci tensor R of

(M, g) is

Rξξ =r
−1(2Zξrξ − rξξ),

Rξη =− (2Zξη + r−1rξη),

Rηη =r
−1(2Zηrη − rηη),

Rθθ =4r e−2Zrξη,

Rξθ =0 and

Rηθ =0.

The scalar curvature is

Rg = 8e−2Z
(

∂ξ∂ηZ + r−1rξη
)

,

we have the Einstein tensor and energy-momentum tensor as

Eξξ =r
−1(2∂ξZ ∂ξr − ∂2ξ r),

Eξη =r
−1∂ξ∂η r,

Eηη =r
−1(2∂ηZ∂ηr − ∂2ηr),

Eθθ =− 4r2 e−2Z∂ξ∂ηZ,

Eξθ =0 and

Eηθ =0
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Furthermore,

L = −4e−2Z∂ξu∂ηu+
f 2(u)

r2

The components of Tµν are

Tξξ =∂ξu ∂ξu,

Tηη =∂ηu ∂ηu,

Tξη =
e2Z

4

f 2(u)

r2
,

Tθθ =
r2

2
e−2Z

(

4∂ηu∂ξu+ e2Z
f 2(u)

r2

)

.

Suppose we introduce coordinates

T =
ξ + η

2
, R =

ξ − η

2

we can construct the ‘retarded time’ coordinates (η, R, θ) such that the metric g

of M can be expressed as

g = −e2Z(η,R)dη2 − 2e2Z(η,R)dη dR + r2(η, R)dθ2. (1.7)

Let us now calculate the relevant quantities in the retarded-time coordinates:

Ricci tensor R

Rηη =r
−1
(

r∂2RZ − ∂Rr∂RZ + 2∂ηZ∂ηr − 2r∂2ηRZ − ∂2ηr)
)

,

RηR =r−1
(

∂RZ∂Rr + r∂2RZ − 2r∂2ηRZ − ∂2ηRr
)

,

RRR =r−1
(

2∂RZ∂Rr − ∂2r
)

,

Rθθ =re
−2Z(−∂2Rr + 2∂2ηRr),

Rηθ =0 and

RRθ =0.

The scalar curvature can be represented as

Rg = −r−12e−2Z(r∂2RZ + ∂2Rr − 2r∂2ηRZ − 2∂2ηR r) (1.8)
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Consequently, the Einstein tensor E is given by

Eηη =− r−1(−∂RZ∂Rr + ∂2Rr − ∂2Rηr)

− r−1
(

∂ηr∂RZ + ∂RZ∂ηr − 2∂ηZ∂ηr − ∂2ηRr + ∂2ηr
)

, (1.9a)

EηR =− r−1
(

−∂RZ∂Rr + ∂2Rr − ∂2ηRr
)

, (1.9b)

ERR =r−1
(

2∂RZ∂Rr − ∂2Rr
)

, (1.9c)

Eθθ =e
−2Zr2

(

∂2RZ − 2∂2ηRZ
)

, (1.9d)

ERθ =0 and (1.9e)

Eηθ =0. (1.9f)

The energy-momentum tensor T is given by

Tµν : = 〈∂µU, ∂νU〉h −
1

2
gµνL. (1.10)

L =hijg
µν∂µU

i∂νU
j

=− e2Z(∂ηu)
2 − 2e−2Z∂ηu ∂Ru+

f 2(u)

r2
(1.11)

Tηη =
1

2

(

(∂ηu)
2 − 2∂ηu∂Ru+ e2Z

f 2(u)

r2

)

, (1.12a)

TηR =
1

2

(

−(∂ηu)
2 +

f 2(u)

r2

)

, (1.12b)

TRR =(∂Ru)
2, (1.12c)

Tθθ =
r2

2
e−2Z

(

(∂ηu)
2 + 2∂ηu∂Ru+ e2Z

f 2(u)

r2

)

. (1.12d)

If we introduce a time coordinate function T : = η + R, we can represent the

metric g also in terms of (T,R, θ) coordinates

ds2 = e2Z(T,R)(−dT 2 + dR2) + r2(T,R)dθ2.



6 Nishanth Gudapati

The Ricci tensor in (T,R, θ) is

RTT =r−1
(

∂RZ∂Rr + r∂2RZ + ∂TZ∂T r − r∂2TZ − ∂2T r
)

, (1.13)

RTR =r−1
(

∂Rr∂TZ + ∂RZ∂T r − ∂2TRr
)

, (1.14)

RRR =− r−1
(

−∂RZ∂Rr + r∂2RZ + ∂2Rr − ∂TZ∂T r − r∂2TZ
)

, (1.15)

Rθθ =re
−2Z

(

−∂2T r + ∂2Rr
)

, (1.16)

RTθ =0 and (1.17)

RRθ =0. (1.18)

The scalar curvature is given by

Rg = −2r−1e−2Z
(

r(−∂2TZ + ∂2RZ) + (−∂2T r + ∂2Rr)
)

The Einstein tensor

ETT =r−1
(

∂RZ∂Rr + ∂2Rr − ∂TZ∂T r
)

, (1.19)

ETR =r−1
(

∂Rr∂TZ + ∂RZ∂T r − ∂2TRr
)

, (1.20)

ERR =r−1
(

∂RZ∂Rr + ∂TZ∂T r − ∂2T r
)

, (1.21)

Eθθ =r
2 e−2Z

(

−∂2TZ + ∂2RZ
)

, (1.22)

ETθ =0 and (1.23)

ERθ =0. (1.24)

Furthermore, we have

L = −e−2Z(∂Tu)
2 + e−2Z(∂Ru)

2 +
f 2(u)

r2
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Thus,

TTT =
1

2

(

(∂Tu)
2 + (∂Ru)

2 + e2Z
f 2(u)

r2

)

, (1.25)

TTR =(∂Tu∂Ru), (1.26)

TRR =
1

2

(

(∂Tu)
2 + (∂Ru)

2 − e2Z
f 2(u)

r2

)

, (1.27)

Tθθ =
1

2
r2
(

−e−2Z(∂Tu)
2 + e−2Z(∂Ru)

2 +
f 2(u)

r2

)

(1.28)

Initial Value Problem

We shall set up the initial value problem at a T = 0 Cauchy hypersurface (Σ0, q0).

The initial data of geometric part of the 2 + 1 Einstein-wave map system con-

sists of a Riemannian 2-manifold (Σ, q) and a symmetric 2-tensor k0. The Ein-

stein’s equations for general relativity are an overdetermined system, thus to for-

mulate an initial value problem the following constraint equations are imposed on

(Σ0, q0, k0)

Rq + tr(k0)
2 − ‖k0‖2q =2e (1.29a)

∇(q0)a(k0)
a
b −∇(q0)b(k0)

a
a =m, (1.29b)

where e and m are the energy and momentum densities respectively. It follows

from a standard result that there exists a unique (upto an isometry) smooth, glob-

ally hyperbolic, future development (M, g, U) of the initial data (Σ) [4]. Subse-

quently, k is the second fundamental form of the embedding Σ →֒ M and if N is

the unit normal of Σ →֒ M the above system is

E(N ,N ) = T(N ,N ) (1.30a)

E(N , e1) = T(N , e1) (1.30b)

and

e =
1

2

(

∥

∥

∥
N (U)

∥

∥

∥

2

h
+
∥

∥S(U)
∥

∥

∥

2

h
+
∥

∥

∥

1

r
∂θ(U)

∥

∥

∥

2

h

)

(1.31a)

m =N (U) · S(U) (1.31b)
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with N : = e−Z∂T and S : = e−Z∂R.

The initial data of the wave maps equation are

U0 : (Σ, q) → (N, h) (1.32a)

U1 : (Σ, q) → TU0
(N, h) (1.32b)

Therefore the 5-tuple (Σ, q,K, U0, U1) that satisfies the constraint equations con-

stitutes the initial data of the Einstein-wave map system. For our convenience, we

introduce the following quantities on the initial Cauchy surface

u|Σ0
= u0, ∂Tu|Σ0

= u1, (1.33a)

Z|Σ0
= Z0, ∂TZ|Σ0

= Z1, (1.33b)

r|Σ0
= r0, ∂T r|Σ0

= r1. (1.33c)

with r1|Γ = 0 and ∂Rr0|Γ = 1.

Remark 1.1. Define a function v such that u = Rv, then the following results

hold

1. v satisfies the 4+1 wave equation:

4+1� v = F (v) on R
4+1

v0 = v(0, x) and v1 = ∂T v(0, x) on R
4

}

(1.34)

with

F (v) =

(

e2Z − 1 +

(

r

R
∂ηr +

1

2

)

−
(

r

R
∂ξr −

1

2

))

v

r2

+ 2∂ξv∂η log(
r

R
) + 2∂ηv∂ξ log(

r

R
) + e2Z

R2

r2
v3ζ(Rv) (1.35)

2. If we define E0 : =
∫

Σ0
T(N ,N ) µ̄q =

∫

Σ0
e µ̄q, the energy of v satisfies

the estimate

E0 ≥‖u0‖2Ḣ1(R2)
+ ‖u1‖2L2(R2) (1.36)

≥‖v0‖2Ḣ1(R4)
+ ‖v1‖2L2(R4). (1.37)
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The results follow from the Hardy’s inequality and assumptions on the target man-

ifold (see [8]).

In the following, we shall define the notion of asymptotic flatness of the 2-

metric (Σ, q)

Definition 1.2 (Asymptotic flatness and AV-mass). Suppose (Σ, q, k) is a Rieman-

nian 2-metric, then it is called asymptotically flat if

1. for some compact set Ω, ∃ a global diffeomorphism Σ \ Ω → R
2 \ B1(0)

2. The (Σ, q, k) admits the asymptotic expansion

q =ρ−mAV (δab +O(ρ−1))

k =O(ρ−2), tr(k) = O(ρmAV −3)

and the energy momentum tensor

Tµν =O(ρmAV −3) (1.38)

in the asymptotic region, where δab is the Euclidean metric and ρ = |x|. We

define the quantity mAV as the Ashtekar-Varadarajan mass of the Cauchy

hypersurface (Σ, q, k) [3].

Recall the form of the 2-metric

q = e2ZdR2 + r2dθ2, (1.39)

then a calculation shows that mAV is given by

mAV = 2(1− e−Z̃∞), (Σ, q) (1.40)

where

e2Z̃∞ : = lim
R→∞

e2Z̃ = lim
R→∞

e2Z
(

∂r

∂R

)−2

, on (Σ, q). (1.41)

Furthermore, let us define the mass aspect function, that is closely related to

the Hawking mass in 3+1 dimensional spacetimes

m = 1 + 4e−2Z∂ξr∂ηr, (1.42)
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Review of Known Results

To put our results into context let first us review the results for the 2+1 equivariant

Einstein-wave map system and the the literature on critical wave maps shall be

discussed later. For the initial data described in the previous section, we have the

following global existence result from [1], which also holds without the smallness

restriction of the initial data in view of a non-concentration of energy argument

[10].

Theorem 1.3 (Global regularity of equivariant Einstein-wave maps). Let E0 < ǫ2

for ǫ sufficiently small and let (M, g, u) be the maximal Cauchy development of

an asymptotically flat, compactly supported, regular Cauchy data set for the 2+1

equivariant Einstein-wave map problem (1.3) with target (N, h) satisfying
∫ s

0

f(s′)ds′ → ∞ for s→ ∞. (1.43)

Then (M, g, u) is regular and causally geodesically complete.

The results in [11, 1, 8] and the current work are part of the larger program to

understand the global behaviour of the 3 + 1 Einstein equations with one trans-

lational U(1) symmetry. In global existence proof of [1], it was proved that, in

future development of the initial data of the 2+1 equivariant Einstein-wave map

system, the trapped surfaces cannot form. In particular, it was proved that

Theorem 1.4 (No trapped surfaces; Theorem 3.1 in [1]). Suppose (M, g, U) is

the regular, globally hyperbolic maximal development of the 2+1 equivariant

Einstein-wave map system, define Q : =M \ U(1) and

R : = {p ∈ Q such that ∂ξr > 0, ∂ηr < 0} (1.44)

then,

1. Q = R

2. q ∈ Q,

0 ≤ m(q) < m∞ < 1 (1.45)

where m∞ is the spatial asymptotic limit of m on (Σ, q, k).
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Consider the system of coupled nonlinear wave equations occurring in the 2+1

Einstein-equivariant wave map system:

−∂2TZ + ∂2RZ =− e2Z
f 2(u)

8r2
− 1

8

(

− (∂Tu)
2 + (∂Ru)

2
)

(1.46a)

−∂2T r + ∂2Rr =rκ(∂Tu+ ∂Ru)
2 (1.46b)

�g(u)u =
f(u)fu(u)

r2
. (1.46c)

In a previous work, we have established scattering for the following partially cou-

pled Einstein-wave map equations, classified as Problems I and II below.

Problem I

Consider a function v such that
4+1� v = F (v) on R

4+1

v0 = v(0, x) and v1 = ∂T v(0, x) on R
4

}

(1.47)

with

F (v) =

(

e2Z − 1 +

(

r

R
∂ηr +

1

2

)

−
(

r

R
∂ξr −

1

2

))

v

r2
+ e2Z

R2

r2
v3ζ(Rv)

Problem II

Suppose the function v is such that

4+1� v = F (v) on R
4+1

v0 = v(0, x) and v1 = ∂T v(0, x) on R
4

}

(1.48)

where

F (v) =

(

1

r
∂ηr +

1

2R

)

∂ξv +

(

1

r
∂ξr −

1

2R

)

∂ηv

+

((

r

R
∂ηr +

1

2

)

−
(

r

R
∂ξr −

1

2

))

v

r2

+
R2

r2
v3ζ(Rv) (1.49)

and v is coupled to Einstein’s equations (1.3) with u = Rv.We were able to prove

scattering for both Problems I and II:
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Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 2.11 and Theorem 3.2 in [8]). Suppose v is a global

solution of the partially linearized wave maps equations (1.47) or (1.48), with the

energy E0 < ǫ2, then v scatters forward and backward in time

The coupling of the wave maps equation with the Einstein’s equations intro-

duces nonlocality into the problem, which causes significant difficulties in closing

the estimates at critical regularity. It may be noted that the equations in Prob-

lem I and II are partially linearized approximations of the equation (1.46c), where

they correspond to the linearization of the equation (1.46b) and equation (1.46a)

respectively, which in turn correspond to partial decoupling of the wave maps

equation (1.46c). The methods employed in the wave maps equation are based on

a optimal control of the Morawetz and Strichartz estimates that allow us to con-

trol the bootrap estimates at critical regularity. The nonlinear terms in the wave

map equations in Problem I and II involve all the terms of the fully coupled wave

maps equation, but in view of the nonlinear theory the equivalent results carry

forward. In this work we are able to prove scattering for the fully coupled wave

maps equation:

4+1� v = F (v) on R
4+1

v0 = v(0, x) and v1 = ∂Tv(0, x) on R
4

}

(1.50)

F (v) =

(

e2Z − 1 + (
r

R
∂ηr +

1

2
)− (

r

R
∂ξr −

1

2
)

)

v

r2

+ 2∂ξv∂η log
r

R
+ 2∂ηv∂ξ log(

r

R
) + e2Z

R2

r2
v3ζ(Rv) (1.51)

Theorem 1.6. Suppose E0 < ǫ2, for ǫ sufficiently small and (M, g, U) is a global

solution of the 2+1 equivariant Einstein-wave map system, then v scatters back-

ward and forward in time in the energy topology

In the proof of the above scattering theorem, we use the following nonlinear

Morawetz estimate:

Theorem 1.7 (Nonlinear Morawetz estimate). Suppose (M, g, U) is a globally
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regular solution of the 2+1 Einstein-equivariant wave map system, then

∫

R4+1

v2

R3
µ̄ǧ ≤ ‖v0‖2Ḣ1(R4)

+ ‖v1‖2L2(R4). (1.52)

where µ̄ǧ is the volume form of the 4 + 1 Minkowski space (R4+1, ǧ), with

ǧ = −dT 2 + dR2 +R2dωS3. (1.53)

Subsequently, using the scattering result for v, we obtain scattering for the

fully coupled equivarant wave maps:

Theorem 1.8 (Temporal Scattering). Let E0 < ǫ2 for ǫ sufficiently small and

let (M, g, u) be the maximal geodesically complete Cauchy development of an

asymptotically flat, compactly supported, regular Cauchy data set for the 2 + 1

equivariant Einstein-wave map problem (1.3) with target (N, h) satisfying

∫ s

0

f(s′)ds′ → ∞ when s→ ∞. (1.54)

Then the maximal development (M, g, U) is such that U converges to a linearized

system of (1.3b) as T → ∞ along future pointing the timelike curves.

We would like to point out that, both conceptually and technically, the wave

map fields (and their conjugate momenta) is the dominant field that represents the

true dynamical degrees of freedom of the 2 + 1 dimensional Einstein-wave map

system.

The key ingredient in the proof is the non-linear Morawetz estimate (1.52)

for the fully coupled Einstein-wave map system. An analogous result holds for

the partially coupled equivariant Einstein-wave system (1.48) (Problem II), but

(1.52) now holds for the fully coupled system. Likewise,a similar result holds for

scattering backwards in time. It may be noted that a canonical notion of energy

for the Einstein equations is defined relative to a chosen reference background.

However, in view of the Remark 1.1, in this work use we use a weaker notion of

mass-energy that nevertheless gives scattering and sharp asymptotics relative to

the same reference background.
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In view of the fact that the Jacobians of the transition functions between the

(T,R, θ), double-null and retarded-time coordinates are constants, the scattering

result of Theorem 1.8 can be adapted to establish equivalent results along the

η = const. in the asymptotic region.

Corollary 1.9. Suppose (M, g, U) is the regular, globally hyperbolic, causally

geodesically complete maximal development of the asymptotically flat initial data

(Σ, q, k, U) with u compactly supported, then u admits the decay rate

|u| ≤ c(1 + ξ)−1/2(1 + η)−1/2 (1.55)

in the temporal asymptotic region (T → ∞) and

u = O(R−1/2) (1.56)

as R → ∞ in the η = const. hypersurfaces.

Let us now discuss a few salient points about the 2+1 dimensional equivariant

Einstein-wave map system.

Metric functions

The wave map U and its conjugate momentum form the dynamical degrees of

freedom of the system and drive the dynamics of the whole system. However, in

our quest to understand the asymptotic geometry of the maximal future develop-

ment (M, g, U) of the system, the form of the Einstein tensor poses obstacles. For

instance, consider the equation

1+1�w = ex on R
1+1

w(0, x) = 0 and ∂Tw(0, x) = 0 on R

}

(1.57)

The energy of w in the equation (1.57) goes out of control asymptotically as

T → ∞ even though we start with ‘small’ initial data. Thus we are motivated

to analyze the asymptotic behaviour separately for metric functions to rule out

such behaviour. As per our analysis, we expect that, as the maximal develop-

ment (M, g, U) attains its scattaring state near temporal infinity, it converges to

the Minkowski space. In other words, as the maximal development attains its
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scattaring state near temporal infinity, the geometric mass (Ashtekar-Varadarajan)

converges to zero. This topic, with the together the behaviour of the curvature,

merits a dedicated discussion and shall be addressed in a separate work.

Sharp Asymptotics

We would like to remark that the scattering methods have an advantage in the

characterization of the asymptotic geometry of the initial value problem of the

system as the decay rate so obtained is sharp compared to the energy methods in

2+1 dimensions:

1. The asymptotic decay rate obtained is sharp

|u| ≤ c(1 + ξ)−1/2(1 + η)−1/2 in R
2+1, (1.58)

in view of the fact that the geometric mass and spatial asymptotics are conserved

globally, including the region where the system (M, g, U) attains its scattering

state.

The small data problem and the target

We would also like to remark that our scattering result reaffirms the intuition the

curvature of the target manifold (N, h) does not play a decisive role in the scatter-

ing in the small data context.

In the above, we mentioned several results for the 2+1 equivariant Einstein-

wave system which hold in the asymptotic limits. In the context of Einstein’s

equations, an important aim of the initial value formulation is the characterization

of the asymptotic geometry of the future development of the system. In a classic

1964 work, Penrose had formulated a notion of conformal infinity in the context

of Einstein’s equations for general relativity. From a PDE perspective, the work

of Penrose gave a crucial answer for the question of what it means for solutions

of the Einstein equations to exist ‘globally’. Following the definition of Penrose,

the conformal infinity of in our context is defined as follows:

Definition 1.10. A 2+1 Lorentzian manifold (M, g) is admits a conformal null

infinity if ∃ a 2+1 Lorentzian manifold (M, g) with boundary I such that
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• ∃ a diffeomorphism M\ I → M

• ∃ a smooth function Ω on (M, g), g = Ω2g in the interior of M such that

Ω = 0 on I and ∇νΩ 6= 0 at I

Minkowski Spacetime R
2+1

In our problem, the Minkowski spacetime R
2+1 plays an important role as an ex-

ample of a spacetime that admits a conformal completion. Consider the Minkowski

metric

ds2 = −dη2 − dηdR +R2dθ2 (1.59)

in the retarded-time coordinates (η, R, θ). Suppose we introduce the function ρ =
1
r

and define the unphysical metric with Ω = ρ then R
2+1 admits a conformal

infinity at ρ = 0. In this work we shall be interested in the geometry and behaviour

of fields near the future null infinity, so this choice of the conformal factor to

construct null infinity suffices. Likewise, the 4+1 dimensional Minkowski space

admits a conformal null infinity similarly.

Wave maps from R
2+1 with symmetry have been studied in a series of land-

mark papers of Christodoulou-Tahvildar-Zadeh and Shatah [7, 6, 18, 17], where

global regularity and asymptotics of initial value problems of equivariant and

spherically symmetric wave maps were studied (see also[9]).

In [12] the Einstein-scalar wave system without symmetry was studied and

stability of Minkowski space in exponential time (
√
t
−1
) was established. The

techniques in [12] were inspired from [16] which provided a simpler proof of the

seminal and classic work on stability of Minkowski space [5]. The asymptotic

behaviour of perturbations of the 3+1 Minkowski space in harmonic coordinates

is studied in [15].

In a pioneering and influential series of works [21], global behaviour of wave

maps in multiple dimensions and regularity levels has been studied. Local and

global well-posedness of wave maps at various regularity levels are studied in

[23, 22, 24]. Global regularity for small data for critical wave maps U : R2+1 →
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H
2 was proved in [13]. In a voluminous work [14], the important question of

concentration compactness for wave maps U : R
2+1 → H

2 was thoroughly set-

tled. Likewise, scattering for large data for critical wave maps with more general

targets was settled in [19][20].

Notation

A wave operator n+1� without a metric subscript refers to a flat-space wave op-

erator in n + 1 dimensions. We shall use the Einstein summation convention

throughout.

2 Asymptotics of a partially linearized Equivariant

wave map system

As we already remarked, in a previous work we have proved the scattering for the

following problem

4+1� v = F (v) on R
4+1

v0 = v(0, x) and v1 = ∂T v(0, x) on R
4

}

(2.1)

with

F (v) =

(

e2Z − 1 +

(

r

R
∂ηr +

1

2

)

−
(

r

R
∂ξr −

1

2

))

v

r2
+ e2Z

R2

r2
v3ζ(Rv)

and coupled to the Einstein’s equations (1.3a) with u = Rv. If we consider the

special case of r ≡ R, we have the partial decoupling of system, resulting in the

partially linearized wave maps equation

4+1�v = (e2Z − 1)
v2

R2
+ e2Zζ(rv)v3 (2.2)

It follows from the scattering theorem that for data that is sufficiently decaying at

ι0, ‖u‖L∞ = O(T−1) in the temporal asymptotic region. Let us now consider the

partially linearized system in the Bondi (‘retarded time’) coordinates (η, R, θ)

g = −e2Z(η,R)dη2 − 2e2Z(η,R)dηdR+ R2dθ2 (2.3)
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with the usual behaviour on the axis and θ ∈ [0, 2π) :

Z = 0, ∂RZ = 0, on Γ.

We have the following equations from (1.9) and (1.12),

R−1∂ηZ =
1

2

(

(∂ηu)
2 − 2∂ηu∂Ru+ e2Z

f 2(u)

r2

)

(2.4)

R−1∂RZ =
1

2
(∂Ru)

2 (2.5)

Proposition 2.1. Suppose the partially linearized wave maps equation admits the

asymptotic expansions ([2], also compare with the rate (1.58))

u(η, R) =f0(η)R
−1/2 +

∞
∑

n=1

fn(η)R
n (2.6)

∂ηu(η, R) =ḟ0(η)R
−1/2 +

∞
∑

n=1

ḟ1R
n (2.7)

∂Ru(η, R) =− f ′
0(η)R

−3/2 +
∞
∑

n=1

f ′
1(η)R

n−1 (2.8)

in the asymptotic region (R → ∞) of η = const. hypersurfaces then

1. Z = O(1), as R → ∞ along η = const. hypersurfaces

2. Z → 0 asymptotically along the timelike curves inside the future null cones

Proof. 1. follows directly from the integration of (2.4).

2. Consider a curve with the parameter τ such that τ = η + (1 − λ)R, for

λ > 1, we have

∂τZ = R

(

(∂τu)
2 + (

1

2(1− λ)
+

2

1− λ
+

1

(1− λ)2
)(∂Ru)

2 − 2∂τu∂Ru+ e2Z
f 2(u)

R2

)

,

(2.9)

now integrating (2.9) in view of the fall of rates gives the result as R → ∞
for fixed λ.
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In order to obtain equivalent results of Proposition 2.1 for the fully coupled

equivariant Einstein-wave map system we turn to the double null coordinates

(ξ, η, θ). In addition, we shall give a proof without the use of asymptotic expan-

sions and analyticity.

Consider the asymptotic behaviour of the metric (Σ, q)

qab = R−mAV (dR2 +R2dθ2)

In view of the asymptotic fall-off conditions along the η = c lines we shall prove

the mass-loss formula. Consider the T = c slices of the system, then the Hamilto-

nian constraint E(N ,N ) = T (N ,N ), N = e−Z∂T can be calculated from (??),

as

R−1eZ∂RZ =
1

2

(

(∂Tu)
2 + (∂Ru)

2 + e2Z
f 2(u)

R2

)

eZ (2.10)

If

E(U) =

∫

Σ0

(∂Tu)
2 + (∂Ru)

2 + e2Z
f 2(u)

R2
µ̄q (2.11)

πmAV = 2π(1− eZ∞) = E(U) (2.12)

where Z∞ : = limR→∞ Z on (Σ, q). Now then, we have the following

Remark 2.2 (Mass loss). Suppose u, ∂Ru and ∂ηu admit the asymptotic ex-

pansions as in Proposition 2.1, and Z(η, R) is a globally regular solution with

|e2Z − 1| ≤ c(E0) then we have the following mass loss formula

eZ(η,R) =
(

1− mAV

2

)

−
∫ η

∞

f 2
0 (η)µ̄η (2.13)

which follows from the integration of (2.4) and noting that lim
η→−∞

lim
R→∞

Z =

Z∞. In the case of the fully coupled 2+1 equivariant Einstein-wave map system we

shall prove the scattering of the system, but the quantitiative aspects asymptotic

geometry are encoded in the rate at which the maximal development (M, g, U)

of the system converges to its scattering state. A characterization of this rate and

its close connection with the asymptotics of the Weyl tensor of the original 3 + 1

metric shall be the subject of a subsequent article.
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3 Scattering for 2+1 Equivariant Einstein Wave Map

System

Recall the 2+1 dimensional equivarant Einstein-wave system:

Eµν =Tµν , on (M, g) (3.1)

�g(u)u =
fu(u)f(u)

r2
(3.2)

for the initial data (Σ0, q0, K0, u0, u1).Now consider the following nonlinear second-

order hyperbolic partial differential equation (n 6= 1):

Lψ = N(ψ) on (M, g)
ψ(0, x) = ψ0 and ∂Tψ(0, x) = ψ1 on (Σ, q)

}

(3.3)

where L is a linear operator and N is the nonlinearity. We say that the wave equa-

tion (3.6) exhibits temporal scattering if there exits a solution of a corresponding

linearized equation ψS and an energy topology Eψ such that

LψS = 0 on (M, g)
ψS(0, x) = (ψS)0 and ∂Tψ(0, x) = (ψS)1 on (Σ, q)

}

(3.4)

and

‖ψ − ψS‖Eψ → 0, as T → ∞, (3.5)

where ((ψS)0, (ψS)1) are the ‘induced’ initial data of (3.7). As we already re-

marked, we shall recast the wave maps equation as a 4+1 dimensional wave equa-

tion,

4+1� v = F (v) on R
4+1

v(0, x) = ψ0 and ∂T v(0, x) = v1 on R
4

}

(3.6)

where v is coupled to the 2+1 Einstein’s equations with u = Rv.

Following our previous definition, the equation (3.6) scatters in time if there

exists a vS such that

4+1� vS = 0 on R
4+1

vS(0, x) = (vS)0 and ∂Tv(0, x) = (vS)1 on R
4

}

(3.7)
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‖v − vS‖Ev → 0 as T → ∞ (3.8)

where (vS)0 and (vS)1 are the scattering data

(vS)0 =F−1

(

v̂0 −
∫ ∞

0

sin
√
∆s√
∆

F̂ (s)ds

)

(3.9)

(vS)1 =F−1

(

v̂1 −
∫ ∞

0

cos(
√
∆s)F̂ (s)ds

)

(3.10)

and the energy topology of the problem (3.6) is Ḣ(R4)×L2(R4).We shall use the

scattering theory for v to make a scattering statement for (3.3) for u. Likewise, if

we consider a 1D wave equation

1+1�w = g(w) on (M, g)
wΓ = w0 and ∂RwΓ = w1 on Γ

}

(3.11)

Suppose Sw(τ)(w0, w1) is the evolution operator for the wave equation where

τ is the evolution parameter. In this work we shall set up the initial value problem

also on the axis Γ and study the scattering for this asymptotics. In this case, we

say that the solution for (3.11) if there exists a solution wS corresponding to the

linearization of (3.11) with respect to the full 2+1 equivariant Einstein-wave map

system, such that

‖w − wS‖L∞ → 0, as τ → ∞. (3.12)

Lemma 3.1. Suppose Z is a solution of the wave equation,

1+1�Z =
f 2(u)

r2
− ∂ξu∂ηu (3.13)

then Z satisfies:

Z(T,R) =c1

∫ R

0

v2(s, T +R− s)sds+ c2

∫ R

0

v2(s, T − R + s)sds

+ c3R
2v2(R, T ) + c4

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R+s)

v2dsdT ′ + c5

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R+s)

F (v)vs2dsdT ′.

(3.14)

for some constants ci, i = 1 · · ·5.



22 Nishanth Gudapati

Proof. Now since u = Rv, by the product rule

− 1

2
(∂ηu)(∂ξu) = −1

2
R2(∂ηv)(∂ξv)−

1

2
R(∂ηv)v −

1

2
R(∂ξv)v −

1

2
v2. (3.15)

Making a change of variables,

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R−s)

s(∂ηv)vdtds =
1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ ξ

T−R

(ξ − η)(∂ηv)vdηdξ

=
1

4

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ ξ

T−R

(ξ − η)∂η(v
2)dηdξ. (3.16)

Integrating by parts,

=
1

4

∫ T+R

T−R

(ξ− (T −R))v2(T −R, ξ)dξ− 1

4

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ ξ

T−R

v2(η, ξ)dηdξ. (3.17)

By a similar calculation,

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R−s)

s(∂ξv)vdtds =
1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ − η)(∂ξv)vdξdη

=
1

4

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ − η)∂ξ(v
2)dξdη (3.18)

=
1

4

∫ T+R

T−R

(T +R− η)v2(η, T +R)dη

− 1

4

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

v2(η, ξ)dξdη. (3.19)

Next, integrating by parts,

1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ−η)2(∂ξv)(∂ηv)dξdη =
1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

(T+R−η)2v(∂ηv)(T+R, η)dη
(3.20)
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−1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ−η)2v(∂ξηv)dξdη−
∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ−η)v(∂ηv)dξdη. (3.21)

Now by a change of variables,

1

4

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ − η)v(∂ηv)dξdη = (3.105). (3.22)

Also, integrating by parts,

1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

(T +R− η)2v(∂ηv)(T +R, η)dη

= −1

4
(2R)2v2(T +R, T − R) +

1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

(T +R− η)v2(T +R, η)dη.

(3.23)

Finally, by (??),

−1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ − η)2v(∂ξηv)dξdη =
3

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ − η)v(∂Rv)dξdη

−1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ − η)2vF (v)dξdη.

(3.24)

Now, making a change of variables,

3

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ − η)v(∂Rv)dξdη =
3

2

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R+s)

v(∂sv)sdsdT
′. (3.25)

Integrating by parts,

=
3

4

∫ R

0

v2(s, T +R− s)sds+
3

4

∫ T

T−R

v2(s, T − R + s)sds

− 3

2

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R+s)

v2dsdT ′. (3.26)
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Therefore we have

Z = c1

∫ R

0

v2(s, T +R− s)sds+ c2

∫ R

0

v2(s, T − R + s)sds

+c3R
2v2(R, T ) + c4

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R+s)

v2dsdT ′ + c5

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R+s)

F (v)vs2dsdT ′.

(3.27)

Consider the radial wave equation,

4+1�v = F (v), on (R4+1, ǧ) (3.28)

and the energy-momentum tensor that arises directly from the variational principle

of (3.28)

Ťµν : = ∇µv∇νv −
1

2
ǧµν∇σv∇σv − ǧµνF̃ (v), µ, ν, σ = 0, 1 · · ·4. (3.29)

where F̃ (v) is the primitive of F with respect to v. The divergence of Ť is given

by

∇νŤµν =(∂ν∂µv)∂νv + ∂µv
4+1�v − 1

2
ǧµν∂

ν(∂σv∂σv)− ǧµν∂
νF̃ (v)

=∂µv(
4+1�v)− ǧµν∂

νF̃ (v) (3.30)

Consider the vector field X such that its momentum is given by

JX = Ť(X) = Ť νµX
µ (3.31)

so that, after relabeling the indices for convenience, we have the identity

∇νJ
ν
X =

1

2
(X)πµν Ť

µν + Xµ∇νŤµν . (3.32)

Define ě and m̌ such that

ě + F̃ (v) = Ť (∂T , ∂T ), m̌ : = Ť (∂T , ∂R). (3.33)
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Now consider a Morawetz multiplier vector X : = F(R)∂R so that the correspond-

ing momentum is given by

JX = Ť(X)

=F(R)
(

− m̌∂T + (ě+ F̃ (v))∂R
)

(3.34)

and its divergence

∇νJ
ν
X =

1

2
Ťµν (X)πµν + Xµ∂µv(

4+1�v)− Xµǧµν∂
νF̃ (v), (3.35)

where the non-zero terms of deformation tensor

(X)πµν : = ǧσν∂µX
σ + ǧσµ∂νX

σ + Xσ∂σǧµν

are given by

(X)πRR = 2gRR∂RF(R),
(X)πθθ =

2

R
gθθF(R),

(X)πφφ =
2

R
gφφF(R),

(X)πψψ =
2

R
gψψF(R).

Consequently a calculation shows that (3.35) can be represented as

∇νJ
ν
X =

(

−6F(R)

R
Ľ+ ě ∂RF(R)

)

+ F(R)∂RvF (v)− F(R)∂RF̃ (v) (3.36)

Now define the following lower-order momentum vector

Jν1 [v] : = κv∇νv − 1

2
v2∇νκ+ F̃ (v)Xν. (3.37)

Its divergence is

∇νJ
ν
1 =κv4+1�v + κ∇νv∇νv + v∇νv∇νκ− (�κ)

v2

2
− v∇νκ∇νv + Xν∂νF̃ (v) + F̃ (v)∇νX

ν

=κv4+1�v + κ∇νv∇νv − (�κ)
v2

2
+ Xν∂νF̃ (v) + F̃ (v)∇νX

ν

=κv4+1�v + 2κ Ľ − (�κ)
v2

2
+ Xν∂νF̃ (v) + F̃ (v)∇νX

ν . (3.38)
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In addition, consider a timelike multiplier vector field T = ∂T such that the corre-

sponding current is

JT : =Ť (T)

=(−ě− F̃ (v))∂T + m̌∂R (3.39)

the divergence

∇νJ
ν
T =

1

2
(T)πµν Ť

µν + (T)µ∇νŤµν

=∂T vF (v) + ∂T F̃ (v) (3.40)

in view of (T)πµν ≡ 0. Likewise, if we define a lower-order momentum vector

field

Jν2 : =F̃ (v)Tν

then

∇νJ
ν
2 =Tν∂νF̃ (v) + F̃ (v)∇νT

ν . (3.41)

Consider the volume 3−form of (M, g) :

µ̄g =
1

2
re2Zdη ∧ dξ ∧ dθ (3.42)

Define the 2− forms µ̄ξ and µ̄η such that

dξ ∧ µ̄ξ : =µ̄g (3.43)

dη ∧ µ̄η : =µ̄g (3.44)

so that we have

µ̄ξ =− 1

2
re2Z(dη ∧ dθ) (3.45)

µ̄η =
1

2
re2Z(dξ ∧ dθ) (3.46)



Scattering for Einstein-wave maps 27

explicitly. Suppose ~v is smooth vector field defined on (M, g) then the flux

through the η = c and ξ = c null hypersurfaces are

Flux+(~v) : =

∫

{η=c}

dη(~v) µ̄η (3.47)

Flux−(~v) : =

∫

{ξ=c}

dξ(~v) µ̄ξ (3.48)

respectively. Now having fixed the orientation, let us now give the equivalent def-

initions for the corresponding 4+1 Minkowski metric (R4+1, ǧ) that are consistant

with the original spacetime (M, g) :

µ̌ǧ =
1

2

√

−ǧ dη ∧ dξ ∧ dωS3. (3.49)

Define µ̌η and µ̌ξ such that,

dξ ∧ µ̌ξ : =µ̌ǧ (3.50)

dη ∧ µ̌η : =µ̌ǧ, (3.51)

and for a smooth vector field P in (R4+1, ǧ) the fluxes through η = c and ξ = c

hypersurfaces are

Flux+(P ) : =

∫

{η=c}

dη(P ) µ̄η (3.52)

Flux−(P ) : =

∫

{ξ=c}

dξ(P ) µ̄ξ. (3.53)

If we consider the vector field JT , we have

Flux+(JT ) =

∫

{η=c}

−(ě + F̃ (v) + m̌)µ̌η (3.54a)

Flux−(JT ) =

∫

{ξ=c}

−(ě + F̃ (v)− m̌)µ̌ξ (3.54b)

Flux+(J2) =

∫

{η=c}

(F̃ (v))µ̌η (3.54c)

Flux−(J2) =

∫

{ξ=c}

−(F̃ (v))µ̌ξ (3.54d)
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Lemma 3.2. Suppose (M, g, U) is a globally regular solution of the initial value

problem of the Einstein-equivariant wave map system with E0 < ǫ2, for ǫ suffi-

ciently small, we have

Flux+(J) ≥ 0, (3.55a)

Flux−(J) ≤ 0, (3.55b)

where J : = JT + J2.

Theorem 3.3 (Nonlinear Morawetz Estimate). Suppose v is a globally regular

solution of the equation

4+1� v = F (v) on R
4+1

v0 = v(0, x) and v1 = ∂Tv(0, x) on R
4

}

(3.56)

where

F (v) : =

(

e2Z − 1 +

(

r

R
∂ηr +

1

2

)

−
(

r

R
∂ξr −

1

2

))

v

r2
+ 2∂ξv∂η log

( r

R

)

+ 2∂ηv∂ξ log
( r

R

)

+ e2Z
R2

r2
v3ζ(Rv) (3.57)

with Z and r coupled as in (1.3), then

∫

R4+1

v2

|x|3 µ̄ǧ ≤ ‖v0‖2Ḣ1(R4)
+ ‖v1‖2L2(R4). (3.58)

Proof. To prove the result, we shall use the Morawetz multiplier method we in-

troduced above. Consider the multiplier X such that, F(R) = 1
3
, we have

JX =
1

3
(−m̌∂T + (ě+ F̃ (v))∂R) (3.59)

and

∇νJ
ν
X =− 2

R
Ľ+

1

3
∂RvF (v)− Xµǧµν∂

ν F̃ (v). (3.60)
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Likewise, if we consider the choice of κ = 1
R

, then

4+1�κ =− 1

R3
(3.61)

Jκ =−
(

1

R
v∂Tv

)

∂T +

(

1

R
v∂Rv +

v

R2
+ XRF̃ (v)

)

∂R (3.62)

∇νJ
ν
κ =

2

R
Ľ+

1

R
vF (v) +

1

2

v2

R3
+ Xν∂νF̃ (v) (3.63)

Subsequently, if we consider the sum vector Jν : = JνX + Jνκ , then we have

∇νJ
ν =∇νJ

ν
X +∇νJ

ν
κ

=
1

2

v2

R3
+

1

3
∂RvF (v) +

1

R
vF (v) (3.64)

We have the following identity from the Stokes theorem, for Σ̌0 and Σ̌T ,

1

2

∫

v2

R3
µ̄ǧ =

∫

∇νJ
ν
S µ̄ǧ =

∫

Σ̌0

〈∂T , JS〉µ̄q̌ −
∫

Σ̌T

〈∂T , JS〉µ̄q̌ (3.65)

If we consider the boundary terms on Σ̌0 and Σ̌T

ǧµνJ
µ
S (∂T )

ν = ǧµνJ
µ
X(∂T )

ν + ǧµνJ
µ
1 (∂T )

ν (3.66)

where

ǧµνJ
µ
X(∂T )

ν = ǧTTJ
T
X (∂T )

T = F(R)m̌ (3.67)

and

ǧµνJ
µ
1 (∂T )

ν = ǧTTJ
T
1 (∂T )

T = − 1

|x|v ∂T v (3.68)

it follows from the dominant energy condition and Hardy’s inequality that

∫

Σ̌0

〈∂T , JS〉µ̄q̌,
∫

Σ̌T

〈∂T , JS〉µ̄q̌ ≤ ‖v0‖2Ḣ1(R4)
+ ‖v1‖2L2(R4). (3.69)
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Thus,

∫

R4+1

v2

R3
µ̄ǧ ≤ E(v) +

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∫

F (v)vR2dRdT
∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣

∣

∫ ∫

F (v)vRR
3dRdT

∣

∣

∣
.

(3.70)

Therefore, to prove the theorem it suffices to absorb the last two terms in the right

hand side of (3.70) into the left hand side of (3.70). The term

∫

R4+1

F (v)v

|x| µ̄ǧ (3.71)

is easier. Making a change of variables,

∫

R

∫

R

F (v)vR2dRdT =
1

4

∫

R

∫

R

F (v(ξ, η))v(ξ, η)(ξ − η)2dξdη. (3.72)

Now since
∣

∣

∣

R

r
− 1
∣

∣

∣
, |∂ηr −

1

2
|, |∂ξr +

1

2
| ≤ ǫ(E(v)),

where ǫ(E(v)) ց 0 as E ց 0, the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

∫

R

∫

R

∣

∣

∣
∂ηr −

1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
∂ξv(ξ, η)

∣

∣

∣
|v(ξ, η)||ξ − η|dξdη

≤
∫

R

∫

R

∣

∣

∣
∂ηr −

1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
∂ξv(ξ, η)

∣

∣

∣

2

|ξ − η|2dξdη +
∫

R

∫

R

∣

∣

∣
∂ηr −

1

2

∣

∣

∣
|v(ξ, η)|2dξdη.

(3.73)

Now again by a change of variables

∫

R

∫

R

∣

∣

∣
∂ηr −

1

2

∣

∣

∣
|v(ξ, η)|2dξdη ≤ ǫ(E(v))

∫

R

∫

R

|v(R, T )|2dRdT. (3.74)

It is also straightforward to show that

∫

R

∫

R

∣

∣

∣
∂ηr −

1

2

∣

∣

∣
|∂ξv(ξ, η)|2dξdη

≤
(
∫

R

(sup
ξ

| 1

|ξ − η| |∂ηr −
1

2
(ξ, η)|)dη

)

· sup
η

(
∫

|ξ − η|3|∂ξv(ξ, η)|2dξ
)

.

(3.75)
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By energy bounds on the boundary of a light cone, since |ξ − η| = R,

∫

R

|ξ − η|3|∂ξv(ξ, η)|2dξ ≤ E(v). (3.76)

Also by the fundamental theorem of calculus, the fact that ∂ηr
∣

∣

∣

R=0
= 1

2
, and

|∂ξ∂ηr| ≤ R|v|2,

sup
ξ

1

|ξ − η|
∣

∣

∣
(∂ηr −

1

2
)(ξ, η)

∣

∣

∣
≤
∫

R

|v(ξ, η)|2dη. (3.77)

Therefore,

(3.73) ≤ E(v)

∫

R

∫

R

|v(ξ, η)|2dξdη. (3.78)

By a similar calculation,

∫

R

∫

R

1

R

∣

∣

∣
∂ξr +

1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
∂ηv(R, T )

∣

∣

∣
|v(R, T )|R2dRdT

≤ E(v)

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT + ǫ(E(v))

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT. (3.79)

Also, since |Z| ≤ ǫ(E(v)),

∫

R

∫

R

(

e2Z − 1 + ∂ηr +
1

2
− (∂ξr −

1

2
)

)

v(R, T )2

R2
R2dRdT

≤ ǫ(E(v))

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT. (3.80)

Therefore, combining (3.74), (3.78), and (3.80),

(3.132) ≤ E(v)

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT + ǫ(E(v))

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT. (3.81)

The bulk term

∫

R

F (v)∂Rv µ̄ǧ (3.82)
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is more difficult to control. Several components of this term are essentially the

same as in (3.132). Indeed, as in (3.76) - (3.78),

∫

R4+1

1

R

∣

∣

∣
∂ηr −

1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
∂ξv(R, T )

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
∂Rv(R, T )

∣

∣

∣
µ̄ǧ ≤ E(v)

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT,

(3.83)

and

∫

R4+1

1

R

∣

∣

∣
∂ξr +

1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
∂ηv(R, T )

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
∂Rv(R, T )

∣

∣

∣
µ̄ǧ ≤ E(v)

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT.

(3.84)

Also,

∫

R4+1

∣

∣

∣
∂ηr +

1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

v(R, T )

R2

∣

∣

∣
|vR(R, T )|µ̄ǧ

≤
∫

R4+1

1

R

∣

∣

∣
∂ηr +

1

2

∣

∣

∣
vR(R, T )

2µ̄ǧ +

∫

R

∫

R

∣

∣

∣
∂ηr +

1

2

∣

∣

∣
v(R, T )2dRdT

≤ E(v)

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT + ǫ(E(v))

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT, (3.85)

and

∫

R4+1

∣

∣

∣
∂ξr −

1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

v(R, T )

R2

∣

∣

∣
|vR(R, T )|µ̄ǧ

≤ E(v)

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT + ǫ(E(v))

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT. (3.86)

It remains to compute

∫

R4+1

(e2Z − 1)
v(R, T )

R2
vR(R, T )µ̄ǧ, (3.87)

and

∫

R4+1

e2Z
R2

r2
v(R, T )3ζ(Rv)vR(R, T )µ̄ǧ. (3.88)
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Making a power series expansion,

e2Z = 1 + 2Z + 2Z2 +
4

3
Z3 + ... (3.89)

because |Z| ≤ ǫ(E(v)) it suffices to consider only 1+2Z. The other terms follow

in a similar manner. In view of Lemma 3.1, to estimate

2

∫ ∫

Z(R, T )
v(R, T )

R2
vR(R, T )R

3dRdT, (3.90)

we shall split Z(R, T ) = Z1(R, T )+Z2(R, T ), where Z1(R, T ) has good integral

properties and Z2(R, T ) has a radial derivative with good integral properties. By

equation (7d),

∂2ξηZ = −1

2
(∂ηu)(∂ξu)−

e2Z

8

f 2(u)

r2
. (3.91)

Then by Duhamel’s principle and the fact that Z = ZR = 0 on R = 0,

Z(R, T ) =

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R−s)

(∂2ξηZ)(s, t)dtds. (3.92)

Now the term

−
∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R−s)

e2Z

8

f 2(sv)

r2
dsdt = Z

(1)
2 (R, T ) (3.93)

may be safely placed in Z2. Indeed, integrating by parts,

∫

R

∫

R

Z
(1)
2 (R, T )v(R, T )vR(R, T )RdRdT (3.94)

= −1

2

∫

R

∫

R

Z
(1)
2 (R, T )v(R, T )2dRdT − 1

2

∫

R

∫

R

∂R(Z
(1)
2 (R, T ))v(R, T )2RdRdT.

(3.95)

Since |Z(1)
2 (R, T )| .

∫ ∫

v(r, t)2drdt,

1

2

∫ ∫

Z
(1)
2 v(R, T )2dRdT ≤

(
∫ ∫

v(R′, T ′)2dR′dT ′

)2

. (3.96)
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Meanwhile, we can directly compute

−∂R(
∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R−s)

e2Z

8

f 2(sv)

r2
dsdT ′) = −

∫ R

0

e2Z

8

f 2(sv)

r2
(s, T + (R− s))ds

−
∫ R

0

e2Z

8

f 2(sv)

r2
(s, T − (R− s))ds.

(3.97)

Since |Z| is small,

sup
R

∫ R

0

e2Z

8

f 2(sv)

r2
(s, T + (R− s))ds ≤

∫

v2(η, ξ = R + T )dη, (3.98)

and

sup
R

∫ R

0

e2Z

8

f 2(sv)

r2
(s, T − (R + s))ds .

∫

v2(η = T − R, ξ)dξ. (3.99)

Then since Hardy’s inequality implies

∫ ∞

0

v2(s, T +R− s)sds ≤ E(v), (3.100)

and

∫ ∞

0

v2(s, T −R + s)sds ≤ E(v), (3.101)

so therefore,

− 1

2

∫

R

∫

R

∂R(Z
(1)
2 (R, T ))v(R, T )2RdRdT ≤ E(v)

∫

R

∫

R

v2(R, T )dRdT.

(3.102)

Now by the product rule, u = Rv,

− 1

2
(∂ξu)(∂ηu) =

1

2
v2 +

1

2
Rv(∂ηv)−

1

2
Rv(∂ξv)−

1

2
R2(∂ξv)(∂ηv). (3.103)
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Similar to (3.93),

Z
(2)
2 (R, T ) = −1

2

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R−s)

v2(s, t)drdt, (3.104)

and can be analyzed in a manner similar to (3.94) - (3.102). Next, making a

change of variables,

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R−s)

s(∂ηv)vdtds =
1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ ξ

T−R

(ξ − η)(∂ηv)vdηdξ

=
1

4

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ ξ

T−R

(ξ − η)∂η(v
2)dηdξ. (3.105)

Integrating by parts,

=
1

4

∫ T+R

T−R

(ξ − (T − R))v2(T − R, ξ)dξ − 1

4

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ ξ

T−R

v2(η, ξ)dηdξ

=
1

4

∫ R

0

s · v2(s, (T −R) + s)ds+
1

4

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R−s)

sv2(s, t)dtds

= Z
(1)
1 (R, T ) + Z

(3)
2 (R, T ). (3.106)

The contribution of Z
(3)
2 (R, T ) may again be estimated as in (3.94) - (3.102).

Now,

Z
(1)
1 (R, T ) =

1

4

∫ R

0

s · v2(s, (T − R) + s)ds ≤ R

∫

η=T−R

v2(ξ, η)dξ. (3.107)

Then by (3.76) and (3.100),

∫

R

∫

R

vR(R, T )v(R, T )RZ
(1)
1 (R, T )dRdT

≤
∫ ∫

vR(ξ, η)R
2v(ξ, η)(

∫

v2(ξ, η = T − R)dξ)dξdη ≤ E(v)

∫

R

∫

R

v2(R, T )dRdT.

(3.108)
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By a similar calculation,

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R−s)

s(∂ξv)vdT
′ds =

1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ − η)(∂ξv)vdξdη (3.109)

=
1

4

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ − η)∂ξ(v
2)dξdη

=
1

4

∫ T+R

T−R

(T +R− η)v2(η, ξ = T +R)dη − 1

4

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

v2(η, ξ)dξdη.

(3.110)

Then set

Z
(2)
1 (R, T ) =

1

4

∫ T+R

T−R

(T +R− η)v2(η, ξ = T +R)dη (3.111)

and

Z
(4)
2 (R, T ) = −1

4

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

v2(η, ξ)dξdη = −1

4

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R−s)

v2(s, T ′)dT ′ds.

(3.112)

It only remains to compute

1

2

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T+(R−s)

s2(∂ξv(s, T
′))(∂ηv(s, T

′))dsdT ′ =
1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ−η)2(∂ξv)(∂ηv)dξdη.
(3.113)

Integrating by parts,

1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ−η)2(∂ξv)(∂ηv)dξdη =
1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

(T+R−η)2v(∂ηv)(T+R, η)dη
(3.114)

−
∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ − η)v(∂ηv)dξdη −
1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ − η)2v(∂ξηv)dξdη.

(3.115)
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By the Cauchy - Schwartz inequality,

1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

(T +R− η)2v(∂ηv)(T +R, η)dη = Z
(3)
2 (R, T )

=
1

2

∫ R

0

s2v(s, T +R− s)(∂ηv(s, T +R − s))ds

≤ R1/2

2

(
∫

s3(∂ηv)
2(ξ = T +R, η)dη

)1/2(∫

v(ξ = T +R, η)2dη

)1/2

.

(3.116)

Again by (3.76) and (3.100),

∫

R

∫

R

Z
(3)
2 (R, T )vR(R, T )v(R, T )RdRdT ≤ 1

2

∫

R

∫

R

(ξ − η)3/2vR(ξ, η)v(ξ, η)

≤ E(v)

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT. (3.117)

Also observe that

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ − η)v(∂ηv)dξdη = (3.105), (3.118)

and may be computed in exactly the same manner, splitting into Z
(4)
2 +Z

(5)
1 . Now

∂2ξηv = (∂TT − ∂RR)v. (3.119)

Then

−1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ − η)2v(∂ξηv)dξdη =
3

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ − η)v(∂Rv)dξdη

−1

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ − η)2vF (v)dξdη.

(3.120)

Now, making a change of variables,
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3

2

∫ T+R

T−R

∫ T+R

η

(ξ − η)v(∂Rv)dξdη =
3

2

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R+s)

v(∂sv)sdsdt, (3.121)

and so integrating by parts,

=
3

4

∫ R

0

v2(s, T +R− s)sds+
3

4

∫ R

0

v2(s, T − R + s)sds

−3

2

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R+s)

v2(s, T ′)dsdT ′ = Z
(5)
2 (R, T ) + Z

(6)
1 (R, T ).

(3.122)

Next split F (v) = F1(v) + F2(v) with

F1(v) =
1

R
(∂ηr −

1

2
)(∂ξv) +

1

R
(∂ξr +

1

2
)(∂ηv),

F2(v) = (e2Z − 1 + ∂ηr +
1

2
− (∂ξr −

1

2
))
v

R2
+ e2Z

R2

r2
v3ζ(Rv).

(3.123)

By the radial Sobolev embedding theorem, the boundedness of ζ(Rv), and

∣

∣

∣
∂ξr +

1

2

∣

∣

∣
,
∣

∣

∣
∂ηr −

1

2

∣

∣

∣
and |Z| ≤ ǫ(E(v)),

then

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R+s)

F2(v)vs
2dsdT ′ ≤ ǫ(E(v))

∫

R

∫

R

v2(R, T )dRdT. (3.124)

Next, integrating by parts,

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R−s)

s(∂ηr −
1

2
)v(∂ξv)dsdT

′, (3.125)

may be computed in a way that is very similar to (3.109), the only additional term

is a term of the form

− 1

2

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R−s)

s(∂ξηr)v
2dsdT ′. (3.126)
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Now since |∂ξηr| ≤ ǫ(E(v))
r

, this term may be bounded by

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R−s)

v2(s, T ′)dsdT ′. (3.127)

A similar computation may be made for

∫ R

0

∫ T+(R−s)

T−(R−s)

s(∂ξr −
1

2
)v(∂ηv)dsdT

′. (3.128)

Thus,

(3.87) . ǫ(E(v))

∫ ∫

v(R, T )2dRdT. (3.129)

Many of the computations in (3.87) may also be used to estimate (3.88). Expand-

ing ζ(z) for |z| ≤ ǫ, by the radial Sobolev embedding theorem which implies

R|v(R, T )| ≤ ǫ(E(v)),

ζ(Rv) = c0 + c1(Rv) + c2(Rv)
2 + ... (3.130)

cj

∫

R

∫

R

R2+j

r2
v3+j(R, T )vR(R, T )R

3dRdT =
c0

4 + j

∫

R

∫

R

R5+j

r2
∂R(v(R, T )

4+j)dRdT

= −(5 + j)cj
4 + j

∫

R

∫

R

R4+j

r2
v(R, T )4+jdRdT − cj

2

∫

R

∫

R

R5+j

r3
(∂Rr)v(R, T )

4+jdRdT.

(3.131)

Therefore,

∫

R

∫

R

R2

r2
v(R, T )3vR(R, T )R

3dRdT . ǫ(E(v))

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT. (3.132)

Next, we estimate

cj

∫

R

∫

R

R2+j

r2
Z(R, T )v3+j(R, T )vR(R, T )R

3dRdT. (3.133)

Again splitting Z(R, T ) = Z1(R, T ) + Z2(R, T ),
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c0
4 + j

∫

R

∫

R

R5+j

r2
Z1(R, T )v(R, T )

3+j∂Rv(R, T )dRdT

=
c0

4 + j

∫

R

∫

R

R5+j

r2
Z1(R, T )∂R(v(R, T )

4+j)dRdT

= −(5 + j)cj
4 + j

∫

R

∫

R

R4+j

r2
Z1(R, T )v(R, T )

4+jdRdT

−cj
2

∫

R

∫

R

R5+j

r3
Z1(R, T )(∂Rr)v(R, T )

4+jdRdT

− cj
4 + j

∫

R

∫

R

R5+j

r2
(∂RZ1(R, T ))v(R, T )

4+jdRdT.

(3.134)

Then by the radial Sobolev embedding theorem, properties of r, and the analysis

of (3.90) implies that

(3.134) ≤ ǫ(E(v))

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT. (3.135)

The radial Sobolev embedding theorem, properties of r, and the analysis of (3.90)

also implies that

c0
4 + j

∫

R

∫

R

R5+j

r2
Z2(R, T )v(R, T )

3+j∂Rv(R, T )dRdT ≤ ǫ(E(v))

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT.

(3.136)

Therefore, we have now proved

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT ≤ E(v) + ǫ(E(v))

∫

R

∫

R

v(R, T )2dRdT. (3.137)

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.3. �

Theorem 3.4. If v is a global solution of (1.50) for E0 < ǫ2, then

v(T, x) → v̄(T, x) + o(1) (3.138)
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where v̄ is a solution of linearized (1.46c)

4+1�v = 0− ∂2T v̄ + ∂2Rv̄ +
3

R
∂Rv̄ = 0 (3.139)

which in turn is equivalent to linearized (1.46c)

−∂2T ū+ ∂2Rū+
1

R
∂Rū−

1

R2
ū = 0 (3.140)

Proof. Consider a large time T0 and let v = v̄+vS , such that v̄ and vS are solutions

of

4+1� v̄ = F (v) on R
4+1

v̄0 = v̄(T0, x) = 0 and v̄1 = ∂T v̄(T0, x) = 0 on R
4

}

(3.141)

where the forcing term

F (v) : =

(

e2Z − 1 +

(

r

R
∂ηr +

1

2

)

−
(

r

R
∂ξr −

1

2

))

v

r2
+ 2∂ξv∂η log

( r

R

)

+ 2∂ηv∂ξ log
( r

R

)

+ e2Z
R2

r2
v3ζ(Rv) (3.142)

and

4+1� vS = 0 on R
4+1

(vS)0 = v(T0, x) and (vS)1 = ∂Tv(T0, x) on R
4

}

(3.143)

so that v(T ) = v̄(T ) + S(T − T0)(v0, v1)

where S(T )(v0, v1) is the linear evolution operator of the wave equation (3.143).

It follows from the triangle inequality that Ē(v̄) ≤ E(v), where

Ē = ‖∂T v̄‖2L2(R4) + ‖∇v̄‖2L2(R4) +
1

2
‖v̄‖4L4(R4) (3.144)

Consider the energy momentum tensor corresponding to the variational principle

of (3.141):

Ť (v̄)µν = ∇µv̄∇ν v̄ −
1

2
ǧµν∇σv∇σv − ǧµνF(v̄) (3.145)

where F̄ (v̄) is the primitive of F (v) with respect to a variation of v̄. Now consider

the vector fields J̄ : = T and J2 : = F̃ (v)Tν and from the Stokes theorem, we

have
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∫

ΣT1

ěµ̄q −
∫

ΣT2

ěµ̄q =

∫

∂TvF (v)µ̄ǧ (3.146)

which corresponds to the instantaneous identity

∂

∂T

(

1

2
〈∂T v̄, ∂T v̄〉+

1

2
〈∇v̄,∇v̄〉

)

= 〈∂T v̄, F (v)〉 (3.147)

where 〈X, Y 〉 =
∫

X · Y µ̄ǧ. Now consider the terms on the right hand side of

(3.147) consecutively,

1. Firstly consider the terms

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

1

R
(∂ηr +

1

2
)∂ξv∂T v̄µ̄ǧ and

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

1

R
(∂ξr −

1

2
)∂ηv∂T v̄µ̄ǧ :

we have
∫

T0

∫

R4

1

R
(∂ηr +

1

2
)∂ξv∂T v̄R

3dRdT (3.148)

=

∫

T0

∫

R4

1

R
(∂ηr +

1

2
)∂ξv∂T v̄R

3dξη (3.149)

≤
∫

η0

(sup
R>0

1

R

∫ R

0

f 2(v)sds)(

∫

(dv)2dξ)dη (3.150)

going back to (T,R, θ)

≤ E(v)

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

v2

R3
µ̄ǧ (3.151)

analogously, we have

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

1

R
(∂ξr −

1

2
)(∂ηv)(∂Tv)µ̄ǧ ≤ E(v)

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

v2

R3
µ̄ǧ (3.152)

2. Next, the terms

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

(∂ηr +
1

2
)
v

R2
∂T v̄µ̄ǧ and

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

(∂ξr −
1

2
)
v

R2
∂T v̄µ̄ǧ
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using Cauchy-Schwarz

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

(∂ηr +
1

2
)
v

R2
∂T v̄µ̄ǧ

≤
∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

1

R
(∂ηr +

1

2
)(∂T v̄)

2µ̄ǧ +

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

1

R3
(∂ηr +

1

2
)v2µ̄ǧ

≤ E(v)

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

v2

R3
µ̄ǧ + ǫ

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

v2

R3
µ̄ǧ (3.153)

likewise, we have

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

(∂ξr −
1

2
)
v

R2
∂T v̄µ̄ǧ ≤ E(v)

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

v2

R3
µ̄ǧ + ǫ

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

v2

R3
µ̄ǧ

3. Controlling the term

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

(e2Z − 1)
v

R2
∂T v̄µ̄ǧ (3.154)

is similar,

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

(e2Z − 1)
v

R2
∂T v̄µ̄ǧ ≤

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

1

R
(e2Z − 1)µ̄ǧ +

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

(e2Z − 1)
v2

R3
µ̄ǧ

≤ E(v)

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

v2

R3
µ̄ǧ + ǫ

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

v2

R3
µ̄ǧ.

(3.155)

In view of the fact that

lim
T→∞

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

v2

R3
µ̄ǧ = 0
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we now have

lim
T0→∞

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

1

R
(∂ηr +

1

2
)∂ξv∂T v̄µ̄ǧ =0 (3.156a)

lim
T0→∞

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

1

R
(∂ξr −

1

2
)∂ηv∂T v̄µ̄ǧ =0 (3.156b)

lim
T0→∞

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

1

R
(∂ηr +

1

2
)
v

R2
∂T v̄µ̄ǧ =0 (3.156c)

lim
T0→∞

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

1

R
(∂ξr −

1

2
)
v

R2
∂T v̄µ̄ǧ =0 (3.156d)

lim
T0→∞

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

(e2Z − 1)
v

R2
∂T v̄µ̄ǧ =0 (3.156e)

from the dominated convergence theorem.

4. Now consider the term
∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

R2

r2
e2Zv3ζ(Rv)∂T v̄µ̄ǧ

again expand out ζ(Rṽ) :

ζ(Rv) = c0 + c1Rv + c2(Rv)
2 + · · · (3.157)

Then the leading order term of

cj

∫ ∞

T0

∫

R4

R2+j

r2
e2Zv3+j∂T v̄µ̄ǧ (3.158)

transforms as

c0

∫

R2

r2
v̄3v̄TR

3µ̄ǧ =

(

−5c0
4

∫

R2

r2
v̄4µ̄ǧ

)

− c0
2

∫

R2

r3
v̄4(∂T r)µ̄ǧ (3.159)

Now by the radial Sobolev embedding theorem, combined with the Morawetz

estimates,

∫

T≥T0

∫

R2

r3
v̄4(∂T r)µ̄ǧ → 0 (3.160)
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as T0 → ∞. Next, using the radial Strichartz estimate

∥

∥

∥
|x|1/2S(t)((vS)0, (vS)1)

∥

∥

∥

L2
tL

∞

x

≤ ‖(vS)0‖Ḣ1 + ‖(vS)1‖L2 , (3.161)

so

∫

T≥T0

∫

R2

r2
v2vS v̄TR

3dRdT ≤
(
∫

T≥T0

∫

v2dRdT

)1/2

· ‖R1/2vS‖L2
T
L∞

x
‖v̄T‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖Rv‖L∞

T,x
.

(3.162)

If

E(v̄(T )) = ‖v̄T‖2L2 + ‖∇v̄(T )‖2L2 +
1

2
‖v̄(T )‖4L4, (3.163)

then the Sobolev embedding theorem implies that for small energy, the RHS

of eq. 3.162

≤ ( sup
T≥T0

E(v̄(T )))1/2E(v)

(
∫

T≥T0

∫

v2dRdT

)1/2

. (3.164)

Also,

∫

T≥T0

∫

R2

r2
v · vS · v̄v̄TR3dRdT ≤

(
∫

T≥T0

∫

v2dRdT

)1/2

· ‖R1/2vS‖L2
T
L∞

x
‖v̄T‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖Rv̄‖L∞

T,x

≤E(v)
(

sup
T≥T0

E(v̄(T ))

)

.

(3.165)

Finally,



46 Nishanth Gudapati

∫

T≥T0

∫

R2

r2
vS v̄

2v̄TR
3dRdT ≤

∥

∥

∥
|x|1/2vS

∥

∥

∥

L2
T
L∞

x

‖vT‖L∞

T
L2
x

·
(
∫

v + (vS)
2dRdT

)1/2

‖|x|v̄‖L∞

T,x

≤E(v)
(

sup
T≥T0

E(v̄)(T )

)

.

(3.166)

Now consider,

cj

∫

T0

∫

R4

R2+j

r2
Z(R, T )v3+j∂T v̄µ̄ǧ (3.167)

Analogously, we have

cj

∫

T0

∫

R4

R2+j

r2
Z(R, T )v3+j∂T v̄µ̄ǧ ≤ c(E0)

∫

v2dRdT (3.168)

We would now like to remark on the decay rates for our scattering problem in

comparison with the decay rates for the linear wave equation.

Remark 3.5. Suppose u : R2+1 → R satisfies the linear wave equation

2+1� v = 0 on R
2+1

u0 = u(0, x) and u1 = ∂Tu(0, x) on R
2

}

(3.169)

such that the smooth initial data (u0, u1) is compactly supported or sufficiently

rapidly decaying, then u admits the decay rate:

|u| ≤ (1 + ξ)−1/2(1 + η)−1/2. (3.170)

This decay rate has to be contrasted with the decay rate from the (standard)

energy estimates:
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‖u‖ ≤ (1 + t)n−1/2(1 + |t− x|)1/2. (3.171)

In the following we shall prove that this decay rate is also also consistent with the

decay rate for the fully coupled 2+1 equivariant Einstein-wave map system.

Corollary 3.6. Suppose (M, g, U) is the smooth, globally hyperbolic, geodesi-

cally complete maximal development of the smooth, asymptotically flat initial data

(Σ0, q0, k0, U0), with U0 compactly supported, then u admits the decay rate

|u| ≤ (1 + ξ)−1/2(1 + η)−1/2 (3.172)

in the temporal asymptotic region (T → ∞) and

|u| ≤ O(R−1/2) (3.173)

as R→ ∞ along the η = const. hypersurfaces.

Proof. Now let us turn to the scattering for our problem, we have

‖v − vS‖ → 0

this implies

‖u− ū‖L∞ → 0, T → ∞, whereū = rv̄.

Note that if v̄ satisfies �v = 0 then ū satisfies

�uS −
uS
R2

= 0. (3.174)

Following [7], if we introduce the following ‘projection’ formulas

u1 = uS cos θ

u2 = uS cos θ (3.175)

so that u = u1 cos θ + u2 sin θ and

2+1�u1 =0, R
2+1 (3.176)

2+1�u2 =0, R
2+1 (3.177)
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If we turn to the 2+1 decay rates, we have

u1 ≤ (1 + ξ)−1/2(1 + η)−1/2

u2 ≤ (1 + ξ)−1/2(1 + η)−1/2 (3.178)

which is view of the previous equations gives

uS ≤ (1 + ξ)−1/2(1 + η)−1/2 (3.179)
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