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ALMOST-SURE SCATTERING FOR THE RADIAL ENERGY-CRITICAL
NONLINEAR WAVE EQUATION IN THREE DIMENSIONS

BJOERN BRINGMANN

We study the Cauchy problem for the radial energy-critical nonlinear wave equation in three dimensions.
Our main result proves almost-sure scattering for radial initial data below the energy space. In order
to preserve the spherical symmetry of the initial data, we construct a radial randomization that is based
on annular Fourier multipliers. We then use a refined radial Strichartz estimate to prove probabilistic
Strichartz estimates for the random linear evolution. The main new ingredient in the analysis of the
nonlinear evolution is an interaction flux estimate between the linear and nonlinear components of the
solution. We then control the energy of the nonlinear component by a triple bootstrap argument involving

the energy, the Morawetz term, and the interaction flux estimate.
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1. Introduction

We consider the defocusing nonlinear wave equation (NLW) in three dimensions

{—8;tu+Au =u’, (t,x) e RxR3,

u(0,x) = f(x) € HE(R?), 9,u(0,x) = g(x) € HE1(R?).

The flow of nonlinear wave equation (1) conserves the energy

EQu] () := /R3 LV, )2 + Lot x)2 + Lu(r x)® dx.
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Since the scaling-symmetry u(z, x) — 1. (¢, x) = A=Y 2u(t /A, x /) of (1) leaves the energy invariant,
we call (1) energy critical. Using Sobolev embedding, it follows that the energy of the initial data is finite
if and only if (f, g) € H; (R3) x L2(R3). Therefore, we refer to H; (R3) x L2(R3) as the energy space.

If the initial data has finite energy, the nonlinear wave equation (1) is now well-understood. In a series
of seminal papers by several authors [Bahouri and Gérard 1999; Grillakis 1990; 1992; Rauch 1981; Shatah
and Struwe 1993; 1994; Strauss 1968; Struwe 1988; Tao 2006b], it was proven that solutions to (1) exist
globally, obey global space-time bounds, and scatter as ¢t — +00. In contrast, the equation is ill-posed
if the initial data only lies in H3(R3) x HS~!1(R?) for some 0 < s < 1. For instance, it has been shown
in [Christ et al. 2003] that solutions to (1) exhibit norm-inflation with respect to the H} x H ﬁ_l—norm.
Consequently, this shows that we cannot construct local solutions of (1) with initial data in HS x H3™!
by a contraction mapping argument.

In recent years, there has been much interest in determining whether bad behavior such as norm
inflation is generic or only occurs for exceptional initial data. To answer this question, multiple authors
have studied solutions to dispersive equations with randomized initial data. In the following discussion,
we will focus on the Wiener randomization, and we refer the reader to the introduction of [Pocovnicu
2017], as well as [Bourgain 1994; 1996; Burq and Tzvetkov 2008a; 2008b; Nahmod et al. 2012; Thomann
and Tzvetkov 2010].

Let us first recall the definition of the Wiener randomization from [Bényi et al. 2015b; Lithrmann
and Mendelson 2014]. We denote by Q = [—% %)d the unit cube centered at the origin. The family of
translates {Q — k }; <z« forms a partition of R? (see Figure 1). By convolving the indicator function X0
with a smooth and compactly supported kernel, we can construct a function ¢ € C° (R%) such that

Iy =1 Vlparne =0, and - )0 yE—k) =1,
He kezd
Then, any function f € L2 (R%) can be decomposed in frequency space as

fE& =Y vE-kfE.
kezd
If {gk }xeza 1s a family of independent standard complex-valued Gaussians, the Wiener randomization fp;
of f defined as
M© =) a@yE =k [ ©.
kezd

Thus, fy is a random linear combination of functions whose Fourier transform is supported in unit-scale
cubes. The Wiener randomization has been used to prove almost-sure local and global well-posedness of
nonlinear wave equations below the scaling-critical regularity. Lithrmann and Mendelson [2014; 2016]
proved the almost-sure global well-posedness of energy-subcritical nonlinear wave equations in R3. The
first probabilistic result on the energy-critical NLW was obtained in [Pocovnicu 2017], which treated the
dimensions d = 4, 5. This method was extended in [Oh and Pocovnicu 2016] to the three-dimensional
case. In addition to nonlinear wave equations, the Wiener randomization has also been applied to nonlinear
Schrodinger equations (NLS). Bényi, Oh, and Pocovnicu [Bényi et al. 2015a; 2015b; 2019] proved the
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Figure 1. In the left image, we display a partition of R4 into unit-scale cubes, which
forms the basis of the Wiener randomization. In the right image, we display a partition
of R¥ into annuli, which forms the basis of the radial randomization.

almost-sure local well-posedness of the cubic NLS in R?. This method was then extended in [Brereton
2019] to the quintic NLS in RY. In [Oh et al. 2017], the authors proved the almost-sure global well-
posedness of the energy-critical NLS in dimensions d = 5, 6. However, the global well-posedness results
above do not give any information on the asymptotic behavior of the solutions.

In contrast, Dodson, Lithrmann, and Mendelson [Dodson et al. 2017; 2019] proved almost-sure
scattering for the energy-critical NLW. Their result holds in dimension d = 4 and requires that the
original initial data (before the randomization) is spherically symmetric. The main idea is to control the
energy-increment of the nonlinear component of u by a bootstrap argument involving both the energy and
a Morawetz term. The spherical symmetry is needed since the Morawetz estimate is centered around the
origin. However, the Wiener randomization breaks the spherical symmetry, so that f}; is no longer radial.
This method was subsequently extended to the energy-critical NLS in dimension d = 4 in [Dodson et al.
2019; Killip et al. 2019].

In this work, we introduce a radial randomization that preserves the spherical symmetry of the initial
data. To this end, let us first define a family of annular Fourier multipliers.

Definition 1.1 (annular multiplier). Let f € L2 (R%), a >0, and § € (0, 1). Then, we define the operator
Ag 5 by setting
Aas (€)= Xia,(+8)a) ([§]12) 1 (§). 3)

In addition, for any 0 < a; < az < oo, we also define the operator A[,, 4,) by setting

Alar am /€)= X(ar.an (IEl12) £ (€).

Instead of partitioning R into unit-scale cubes, the idea of the radial randomization is to decompose
R into thin annuli (see Figure 1).

Definition 1.2 (radial randomization). Fix a parameter y >0 and let {gx }7-_, be a sequence of independent

2

“d R%), we define its radial symmetrization by

standard real-valued Gaussians. For any f € L

L) =" W) Ay, et 1yr) f(X). )

k=0
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There exist two natural choices of y: choosing y = 1 leads to annuli of unit width, whereas choosing
y = 1/d leads to annuli of approximately unit volume.

We now make a few remarks on the properties of f“. First, since the Fourier transform of f% is
radial, it follows that ¢ is radial. Using the same argument as for the Wiener randomization [Oh
2017, Lemma 43], it is easy to see that the radial randomization does not improve the regularity of f.
More precisely, if s € R is such that f ¢ HS(R?), then f© ¢ HS(R?) almost surely. In light of
the unboundedness of the ball-multiplier, see [Chanillo 1984; Fefferman 1971], it is much harder to
prove L?-improving properties for the radial randomization than for the Wiener randomization. The
probabilistic Strichartz estimates for the random linear evolution exp(%i¢|V|) f¢ will be derived from
a refined (deterministic) radial Strichartz estimate. In contrast to the Wiener randomization, the radial
randomization does not lead to a probabilistic gain of integrability in every nonsharp admissible Strichartz
space. Thus, we see a relationship between the geometric structure of the linear evolution and the effects
of the randomization, which was also discussed in [Chanillo et al. 2017].

Let us now formulate the main result of this work. In the following, we restrict the discussion to
the dimension d = 3. Let (f, g) € Hrsad(R3) X Hrsagl (R?) be the given (deterministic) initial data. For
technical reasons, we split the randomized initial data ( f¢, g) into low- and high-frequency components.
For the high-frequency component, we let
sin(¢|V])

VI

be the random and rough linear evolution. Next, we decompose the solution u of the energy-critical

FO(t,x) = cos(t|V]) P~gs [ (x) + P68 (x) &)

NLW into the linear component F'¢ and a nonlinear component v; i.e., ¥ = F® 4 v. Then, the nonlinear
component solves the initial value problem

—010 4+ Av = (v + F?)>,

6
v(0,x) = P f®, 0/v(0,x) = P_y68“. ©)

Note that the initial data in (6) almost surely lies in the energy-space H 1(R3) x L2(R3). The above
decomposition into a linear and nonlinear part is often called the Da Prato—Debussche trick [2002]. In the
following, we analyze the solution v of the forced equation (6). Since u = F® + v, any statement about
v can easily be translated into a statement about u.

Theorem 1.3 (almost-sure scattering). Let (f, g) € Hrsad(l]@) X Hrsagl(ﬂ@), let 0 <y <1, and let
1

max(l — 12y

O) < 8 < 1. Then, almost surely there exists a global solution v of (6) such that
ve COHIRXRHNLILIORXR3), 9,0 e COLZ(RxRY).

Furthermore, there exist scattering states (voi, vit) € H; (R3) x L2(R3) such that, if w* (1) are the
solutions to the linear wave equation with initial data (va*L, vft), we have

@) =wF @) 30(0) = 3w O 1 ayx 2y = 0 ast — Foo.

We remark that the restriction on s and the range for y are not optimal; see, e.g., Lemma 7.3 and
Remark 8.5. For any (ug,u1) € Hrgd([R:*) X erad([R3), we can also replace the initial data in (6) by
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(o + Pops f®,u1 + P—p6g®). This implies the stability of the scattering mechanism of (1) under
random radial perturbations.

By using the deterministic theory and a perturbation theorem, the proof of Theorem 1.3 reduces to
an a priori energy bound on v; see [Bényi et al. 2015a; Dodson et al. 2017; Pocovnicu 2017]. We will
discuss this reduction in Section 5. For now, let us simply state the a priori energy bound as a separate
theorem.

Theorem 1.4 (a priori energy bound). Let (f,g) € Hrsad(lR3) X Hrsagl([R3), let 0 <y <1, and let
1

max(l — 12y

time interval of existence I. Then, we have that almost surely

O) < § < 1. Assume that almost surely there exists a solution v of (6) with some maximal

sup E[v](t) < oo. (7
tel

We now sketch the idea behind the proof of the a priori energy bound, which relies on a bootstrap argu-
ment. Let us fix a time interval I = [a, b] C R. We want to bound the energy increment E[v](b)— E[v](a)
by the maximal energy £ of v on /. We will see that the main error term in the energy increment is given by

/I/R3 F®v*3,vdx dr. (8)

In the following discussion, we argue heuristically and ignore all other error terms. Using a Littlewood—
Paley decomposition, we may assume that the linear evolution F® is localized to frequency ~ N. In
dimension d = 4, Dodson, Lithrmann and Mendelson [Dodson et al. 2017] used the Morawetz estimate
to control the energy increment. Following their idea, we may assume under a bootstrap hypothesis that

NE

1
-1 6
15174000 upny S

After directly applying the Morawetz estimate to (8), the best possible bound is ~ (E 1/ S4E 12 L E7/S,
However, this cannot prevent the finite-time blowup of the energy. Following [Oh and Pocovnicu 2016],
we move the time derivative onto the linear evolution F§;. First, we write d; F§; = |V|F®, where F v is
a different solution to the linear wave equation. After neglecting boundary terms, we heuristically rewrite
the main error term as

/I/R%(a,Fﬁ)Udedz=/I/R%(|V|F’;;)v5dxdz~[IA%(|V|iﬁﬁ)v4(|V|iv)dxdt. 9)

By using the Morawetz term and the energy, we estimate

9 1
2 2
z¢ (xan IVl

3 1 ~ _1
SIxIFIVIZFylla poo sy X To 0]l L®L2(IxR3)

‘/[ (VIR F (v 3oy dxar
1 JR3

SUXIFIVIE FE N L3 poo g xmn-
In this bound, the power of £ allows us to use a Gronwall-type argument. However, even for smooth and
localized initial data, the linear evolution |V['/2 F& only decays like (1+]¢[)~" and is morally supported
near the light cone |x| = |¢|. Thus, the norm || |x|3/4|V|1/2ﬁ1‘\}) ||L;1L5.CO(I><R3) diverges logarithmically as
the time interval / increases. Since the energy yields better decay for Vv than for v itself, the logarithmic
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divergence cannot be avoided by placing fewer derivatives on v. Consequently, this argument does not
yield global bounds on the energy of v.

To overcome the logarithmic divergence, we introduce two additional ingredients. First, since the
radial randomization preserves the spherical symmetry of the initial data, the linear evolution |V| 12F v is
spherically symmetric. Using this, we can decompose the linear evolution into an incoming and outgoing
wave; i.e.,

1 1 1~ 1~
IVI2Fy = M(Wm[IVIZF,?’](t + XD+ Woull VIZ E21( — |x))).

Second, we use a flux estimate to control the integral of the potential v® on shifted light cones by
the energy. We now combine both of these tools by integrating the profiles |Wi,[|V|'/ 2F~,§"]|2(r) and
|Woul| VY 2ﬁ,§”] |2() against the flux estimate on ¢ % |x| = . Under a bootstrap hypothesis, we obtain
the interaction flux estimate

1l ~ 1 ~
[ [PV PP axdr 5 (WY1 FRYOIZ g + IWaull VI FLNON )6
=< ||(f;\})’g%)“i'l)l/2xl-'1;l/2g'

We have not seen this estimate in the previous literature. It is reminiscent of the interaction Morawetz
estimate for the NLS [Colliander et al. 2004], but it controls an interaction between the linear and
nonlinear evolution rather than the interaction of the nonlinear evolution with itself. We believe that
similar interaction estimates may be of interest beyond this work. Using the interaction flux estimate, we
bound

|V|%F'N)v4(|V|%u) dx dr

JEEE FN||L8/3LOO(, o 11 <|V|2FN>w||L6 s T80 o 19002

S IIIXISIVIZFNII [0)2 gN)II £.

L33 L% (1 xR3) HY?xHV?

From the probabilistic Strichartz estimates, we will see that the seminorm of F scales like H; 34 H ; /4

and has a probabilistic gain of W—derlvatlves. Thus, we expect the regularity restriction

2 (5 1 1.1 _q_ 1
s>3(3-g)t32=1-1p

Outline. In Section 2, we review basic facts from harmonic analysis. In Sections 3 and 4, we study
solutions to the radial linear wave equation. First, we prove a refined radial Strichartz estimate which is
based on [Sterbenz 2005]. As a consequence, we obtain probabilistic Strichartz estimates for the radial
randomization. Then, we discuss the in/out decomposition mentioned above in detail. In Sections 5 and 6,
we study solutions to the forced nonlinear wave equation (6). We prove an almost energy conservation
law and an approximate Morawetz estimate. Here, we also introduce the novel interaction flux estimate
between the linear and nonlinear evolution. In Sections 7 and 8, we set up a bootstrap argument to bound
the energy and estimate the error terms. Finally, we prove the main theorem in Section 9.
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2. Notation and preliminaries

In this section, we introduce the notation that will be used throughout the rest of this paper. We also recall
some basic results from harmonic analysis and prove certain auxiliary lemmas.

If A and B are two nonnegative quantities, we write A < B if there exists an absolute constant
C >0suchthat A < CB. We write A~ Bif A < B and B < A. For a vector x € R4, we write

x| := (Zf‘;l x?) 12 We define the Fourier transform of a Schwartz function f by setting

f@):= 14 / exp(—ix§) f(x)dx.
2m)2 /R4

We denote by J,(x) the Bessel functions of the first kind. Recall that for a spherically symmetric
function f we have

FO =167 [ ua(eln ot o

With a slight abuse of notation, we identify a spherically symmetric function f : R4 — R with a function

2A. Littlewood—Paley theory and Sobolev embeddings. We start this section by defining the Littlewood-
Paley operators Py,. Let ¢ € C° (R%) be a nonnegative radial bump function such that ¢| B(0,1) =1 and
Pra\B(o,2) = 0. We set W1 (§) = ¢ () and, for a dyadic L > 1, we set

_ (& §
w6 =0(;)-o(5; )
Then, we define the Littlewood—Paley operators Py, by
PLTE) = VL@ (®).

To simplify the notation, we also write f7 := P, f.

Lemma 2.1 (Bernstein estimate). For any 1 < py < p, < oo and s > 0, we have the Bernstein inequalities

d _d
forall L> 1, 1L 22 ay S L7 P2 1Ll 21 ays
forall L>1, [[IVI** fLll 21 gay ~ LN Ll 21 gy
forall L > 1, IV fLllp 21 gay ~ LISLl 21 (gay-

Lemma 2.2 (square-function estimate, see [Muscalu and Schlag 2013, Theorem 8.3]). Let 1 < p < oo.
Then, we have for all f € LE(R?) that

1y ~dp 12262 @y (10)

For notational convenience, we use a different function to define a dyadic decomposition in physical
space. As before, we let y € C° (R%) be a nonnegative, radial bump function such that y|p,1) = 1 and



1018 BJOERN BRINGMANN

X|ra\ B(0,2) = 0. We also assume that y is radially nonincreasing. We set y1 := y, and for any dyadic

o (x) = x(?) —x(27x)-

Thus, the family { s} s>1defines a partition of unity adapted to dyadic annuli. Furthermore, we let y; be

J > 1, we set

a slightly fattened version of y;.

Lemma 2.3 (mismatch estimate). Let L, J, K € 2No_ Fyrthermore, we assume that the separation
condition J /K + K/J > 23 holds. Then, we have for all 1 <r < oo that

X7 PLxx |l @ey—Lr@ey S (LIK)™  forall M > 0. (11)
We follow the argument in [Dodson et al. 2019, Lemma 5.10], which treats the case L = 1.

Proof. Let f € L;(Rd) be arbitrary. Let ¢ be a suitable bump function on the annulus |x| ~ 1. Using the
separation condition, it holds that

1o Pt f ) = 1L [ LG =) f ) dy

=LY [ L= a7 KO =)k () S0 dy.
From Young’s inequality, it follows that

s PLxk f g ey < ILYB(Lx)(max(J. K) ') L1 ey | |z we)-

Next, we estimate

1LY W(Lx)p (max(J. K) " x)[| 1 = LY / |0 (Lx)|¢(max(J, K) 'x)dx
Rd

=/ |0 (x)|p(L" max(J, K) " x) dx
R4

f |0 (x)| dx <pr (L max(J, K))™. O
|x|~L max(J,K)

Lemma 2.4 (Bernstein-type estimate). Let L € 2N, 1 < p < 0o, and a > 0. Then, we have

1)~ Prf Nl e@ay S L7HI) TV fllpegay + LD ™7 fllLe @y (12)
By iterating this inequality, we could further decrease the weight in the term || (x)™*~! f|| L2

Proof. The proof is based on a dyadic decomposition, the localized kernel estimate (11), and the standard
Bernstein estimate. We have

o0
—«a p —ap D
) PLfnLg(Rd)sJ} I;J %7 PLI N p )
>

o0 i ?
5ZaJ_“”II)(JPL)?Jf”Z;(Rd)"‘ZJ_ap( > ||XJPLXKf||L§(Rd)) - (3
= J>1 K:KAJ
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We now estimate the first summand in (13). Using the Bernstein estimate, we have

oo oo
DI PN PLAr SN pay < D T PIPLIS SN p gy
J>1 J>1 ’

o0
S TPV O
J>1

00 o0
< Z J_apL_p”)?JVf”ifg(Rd) + Z J—OtPL—P”V()?J)f”Zg(Rd)
J>1 Jz1

00 o0
S 2T W gy + 22T TP W gy
LTIV SN gy + LT SN -

Thus, it remains to estimate the second summand in (13). Using (11) and choosing M > 0 large, we have

0 V4
ZJ—“P( ) ||xJPLXKf||L;;(Rd))

J>1 K:KAJ

00 p
<y J_“p( > (JKL>—(M+°‘+“||sz||L§(Rd>)

J>1 K:KAJ
o] p

< L~ (MtetDp §° J—(M+2a+1)l7(z K—M) ||(x)_"‘_1f||i§(Rd)
J>1 k=1

<L S 12 .

In Section 8B, we will use a Littlewood—Paley decomposition in an error term coming from the Morawetz
estimate. To control this error, we will need the following estimate for the Morawetz weight x /|x|.

Lemma 2.5. Let L > 1 and let d > 2. Then, we have

)1 Lixl

Proof. Let j =1,...,d. It holds that
PL(ﬁ)‘:Ld/ B(Ly) LY dy‘
|x| R

[x =l
=1 [ B (P8 -]
" =l Il

(= fx =y ) = vy ]
< Ld/ B(Ly)) |2 J
y x—ylix]

dy

~ Iyl
dy 5[ W(y)|m———dy
| Rd |Lx —y]

|yl
|x —y

<14 / B(Ly)|
IRd
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Using the rapid decay of U, the estimate then follows by splitting the integral into the regions |y| < %L |x],
[y[~ L|x], and |y = 2L|x|. O

In addition to the standard Sobolev embedding, we will also rely on the following weighted Sobolev
embedding for radial functions.

Proposition 2.6 (radial Sobolev embedding, see [De Népoli and Drelichman 2016, Remark 2.1] and
[De Napoli et al. 2011]). Letd > 1, 0<s <d, 1 < p < 00,

d d 1 1 11 —B—
a<—, B>-——, oz—,Bz(d—l)(———), and —=—+m.
b4 q q p q P d
If p < q < 00, then the inequality
x1? flle < NxI®IVE£liLe (15)

holds for all radially symmetric f. If ¢ = 00, the result holds provided that

a—ﬂ>(d—1)(l—l).
q p

2B. Calderon—Zygmund theory. In order to use weighted estimates, we introduce some basic Calder6n—
Zygmund theory.

Definition 2.7 [Stein 1993, Section V]. Let w € L! (R%) be nonnegative. For 1 < p < oo, we say that

loc
w satisfies the A,-condition if

(i [wa) (i[5 < 16
sup | — [ wdy)|— [ w y 00.
B=B,(x)\|B| /B |B| JB

The following well-known criterion for power weights can be proven by a simple computation.

Lemma 2.8 [Stein 1993, Section V.6]. Let w = |x|* and let 1 < p < co. Then w satisfies the Ap-condition
if and only if
—d<a<d(p-1).

The following proposition is a consequence of Theorem 7.21 and the proof of Theorem 8.2 in [Muscalu
and Schlag 2013]. We also refer the reader to [Stein 1993, p. 205].

Proposition 2.9 (Mikhlin-multiplier theorem). Let m : R4 \{0} — C be a smooth function. Assume that
m satisfies for any multi-index y of length |y| < d + 2

10”m(£)] < Blg| V.

Let m(V /i) be the associated Fourier multiplier and let 1 < p < oo. For any Ap-weight w, there exists a
constant C, depending only on d, p, and the supremum in (16), such that

Im(V/ i) fllLr@wary < CBIf ILrwaxy forall f € SRY).

Remark 2.10. We will apply Proposition 2.9 to the Riesz multipliers m; (§) =§&; /|£| and to the Littlewood—
Paley multipliers Wy (§).
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3. Probabilistic Strichartz estimates

In this section, we derive probabilistic Strichartz estimates for the radial randomization. For the Wiener
randomization, there exist two different methods for proving probabilistic Strichartz estimates.

The first method relies on Bernstein-type inequalities for the multipliers f — (V/i —k) f. After
using Khintchine’s inequality to decouple the individual atoms of the randomization, the LZ-improving
properties of the multiplier are used to move from a space LY LE" into a space LZ LE". Then, one applies
the usual Strichartz estimate to control the evolution in L? L2*, which depends more favorably on the
regularity of the initial data. For example, this method has been used in [Bényi et al. 2015a; 2015b; 2019;
Oh et al. 2017; Killip et al. 2019; Lithrmann and Mendelson 2014].

The second method relies on refined Strichartz inequalities. Here, the frequency localization is used
explicitly to derive improved Strichartz estimates. To mention one example, the refined Strichartz
estimate in [Klainerman and Tataru 1999] is based on a new L }C — L{°-dispersive decay estimate. In the
probabilistic context, this approach was first used in [Dodson et al. 2017].

For the radial randomization, the multipliers are of the form f + A, s f. In a celebrated paper,
Fefferman [1971] proved that the annular Fourier multipliers in dimension d > 2 are bounded on L7 if
and only if p = 2. However, if we restrict to radial functions, then the annular Fourier multipliers are
bounded on L? for all 2d/(d + 1) < p <2d/(d — 1); see [Chanillo 1984]. Using Young’s inequality,
it is also possible to prove L1 — L% bounds for p > 2d/(d + 1). From interpolation and duality, one
can then obtain the strong-type diagram for the annular Fourier-multipliers on radial functions. However,
the dependence of the operator norm on the normalized width § is rather complicated, and the resulting
Strichartz estimates are nonoptimal. Instead of using the Bernstein-based method, we therefore prove a
new refined Strichartz estimate for radial initial data. As in previous works, we can then use Khintchine’s
inequality to obtain probabilistic Strichartz estimates.

Proposition 3.1 (refined radial Strichartz estimate). Let f € erad R%). Let 0 < § < 1 and assume that

there exists an interval 1 C [%, 2] such that |I| < § and supp f CH{&:||&ll2 € I}. Then, we have

. 1__ 1
|||X|a exp(:l:l”vl)f”L?Lfg(Rx[Rd) 5a,q,p52 min(p.q) ”f”L%(Rd) (17)
as long as
d 1 1 1 .
4 g <(d—1 ———)—— if2<q,p < oo, (18)
» ( )(2 2) "4 if2<q.p
1 1 .
——<a<(d—1)———) if g =00, 2< p <o, (19)
(2 )/
d—1 1 .
O§a<——a if2<q<o00, p=o00, (20)
OSaS% if g=p=oo. 2D

The estimates of Proposition 3.1 can be visualized using a “Strichartz game room”; see Figure 2.
Proposition 3.1 is a refinement of [Jiang et al. 2012, Theorem 1.5] and [Sterbenz 2005, Proposition 1.2],
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-1

Figure 2. We display the weighted radial Strichartz estimate from Proposition 3.1 in
d = 3. The true endpoint estimates correspond to either green spheres or black lines,
whereas the false endpoint estimates correspond to either red spheres or red lines. The

black sphere at (%, %, O) serves as a visual aid.

and we follow their argument closely. We remark that the corresponding Strichartz estimate for non-
frequency-localized functions [Jiang et al. 2012, Theorem 1.5] may fail for some of the endpoints
above.

Proof. By time-reflection symmetry, it suffices to treat the operator exp(i¢|V|). Recall that we denote
by J, the Bessel functions of the first kind. For any radial function f € erad([Rd), we identify f with a
function f :Rso — R. Then, it holds that

exp(it|V]) f(r) = r_d2_2[0 eXp(itp)J%(rp)fA(p)p% dp. (22)

Inserting the known asymptotics for Bessel functions, see [Jiang et al. 2012], we may estimate

de1 2w n
(14075 [ expli £ o) 4y (007 (0) 8. @3)

Here, ¢(1/4,4) 1s a smooth cutoff-function that equals 1 on [% 2] and is supported on [% 4], and m(r; p)

is a smooth function that satisfies |8{,m(r; p)| <; 1forall j > 0. Since supp f € [% 2], we may write

2 R
f(p)= I;Ck exp(ikp), where ¢ = % /0 exp(—ikp) f (p) dp. (24)

Inserting (24) into (23), we have to bound

d—1 2r
S0 e [ explitr K)om0y g (0) . 2s)

kez 0

Integrating by parts 2M times, we have

2n
| explite £ ks 009y 4y (0)dp| Sar (141t 4 k)M,
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Therefore, we obtain
[1x|% exp@t|VD fllLe@ay S 11 +7)" G T A k)M kllLrel maox2)
SHA+0" T T A+ i+ k)™ kllLper @aoxzy:  (20)

where we have used Holder’s inequality in the k-variable. Since

+M>—l if 2 <p<oo,
p p

and o« > 0 if p = oo, we obtain for sufficiently large M that

A+ T e T A e+ k)™Ml p@egy S A+ KD T |+ k2T

min(p.q)

From the embedding £, E and Minkowski’s integral inequality, we obtain

1% exp(i V1) S Nl o Lo oy S 1L+ 1+ DT + k[T Ck”L"Z”(RxZ)
R S—— a_i_i
SNA+ e+ kDT e+ k[T Chellgminer.> L4 7)

5 ”Ck”e?iﬂ(l’-‘l)(z)- (27)

From Plancherel’s theorem and the support condition on f , we have

2w
2 _ 1 202 d o 2
el ) = 3 [ 17O a0~ 17123 gy

Furthermore, since supp f is contained in an interval of size < §, we have

el = 5t [ 1F@1dp 58417 1136y

Then (17) follows from (27) and Holder’s inequality. O

Remark 3.2. We note that there is no §-gain for ¢ = 2. For instance, this follows from a nonstationary
phase argument by choosing f as the inverse Fourier transform of x[; 145](|§]). As a consequence, we
obtain no probabilistic gain for Strichartz estimates with parameter ¢ = 2; see Lemma 3.4. This indicates
that the spherical symmetry imposes restrictions on the randomized linear evolutions. We therefore view
the radial randomization as a modest step towards probabilistic treatments of the geometric equations
discussed in [Chanillo et al. 2017].

Corollary 3.3. Let f € de(le) and Ay s as in (3) witha ~ N. If a, p, and q satisfy (18)—(21), then

d 1

d_o1_d 1_
x1% exp(£it|V)Ag,s fllpapp S N2"5a7r§2 e Aas.f 2 (28)

Proof. For any g € er d(R”l) we have

Aasg) = (44 5(2(5))) V).
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From scaling and (17), it then follows that
o +it|VNA < N%—a_é_%g%—m
[x[® exp(£it|V) Aas fllLapr < DN fllgz2-
Finally, replacing f by A, s f above, we arrive at (28). d
Lemma 3.4 (probabilistic Strichartz estimates). Let f € Hrsad([R{d ) with

d 1 d 1/1 1
2770y 2 mmn) (29)

where y is as in Definition 1.1. Let @ and 2 < p,q < oo satisfy (18). Then, we have forall 1 <o < 00
that

Ix]* exp(£it| VD) fll g 1910 Spaas VoIl @s- (30)

Proof. We prove (30) only for 0 > max(p, ¢q). The general case then follows by Holder in the w-variable.
From the square-function estimate (Lemma 2.2), Minkowski’s integral inequality, Khintchine’s inequality,
and Corollary 3.3, it follows that

11 exp(Eit191) £l g 1910 < NxI® expCEIVD £2 g 107
< llxl* eXp(iiﬂva]iID”e%VL;?L;’Lg,
<V lxl* expCEit VDA Sz 110
< Vel exp(Eit[ V) Ax Sz, 21910

=VolN*fyllgz 2
= Vol f s

We remark that f7 is only localized to frequencies < 1, so that the inhomogeneous Sobolev norm above
is necessary. O

Lemma 3.5 (probabilistic L$°-Strichartz estimates). Let fy € erad(lR3) and let f§; be its radial random-

ization. Then, we have
3 . 3.1
113 exp(Eit V1) £ 573 00 S VN fivl 2.

1 . 1—-L
I1x]¥ exp(Eit|V]) £l g 1310 S VON' " | fivll 2

Remark 3.6. Since p = oo, we can no longer use the usual combination of Minkowski’s integral
inequality and Khintchine’s inequality. We resolve this by using a radial Sobolev embedding.

Proof. Let 1 < p < oo be a sufficiently large exponent. Using Proposition 2.6 and Lemma 3.4, we have
for all p <o < oo that

3 ) 3 ) 3 3_1
HxI® exp(£it|VD SN NI g 1573 0 S l1xI3 exp(Eit|VDIVIZ [l g 1530 S VONITE | a2
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Note that, due to scaling, the parameter p does not appear in the final estimate. Similarly, we have
1 . 1 . 3 1—-L
lxl¥ exp(it V) £l 14100 < X% exp(itVDIVIZ f@ll0 1410 < VN || fivll 2. O

Lemma 3.7 (probabilistic L°-Strichartz estimates). Let f € L2 (R?) and let § > 0. Then, we have for
all1 <o <ocoandall N € 2% that

_ 1
lexp(£it|VI) /il g roors S VON'"3 | fwll g2, (31)
1 . _1=5
I1x12 exp(it|V]) [ g Loorse S5 VON' =2 || full 2. (32)

Remark 3.8. Since ¢ = oo, we can no longer use the same combination of Minkowski’s integral inequality
and Khintchine’s inequality as in the proof of Lemma 3.4. The same problem was encountered in previous
works using the Wiener randomization. In [Oh and Pocovnicu 2016, Proposition 3.3], a chaining-type
method was used to bound L$°-norms on compact time intervals. In [Killip et al. 2019, Proposition 2.10],
the authors obtain global control on an L{°-norm via the fundamental theorem of calculus. Here we
present a slight modification of their argument. An alternative approach consists of using a fractional
Sobolev embedding in time [Dodson et al. 2019].

Proof. Let 1 < g < oo be sufficiently large and assume that o > g. We fix 1o, 11 € R. By the fundamental
theorem of calculus, it holds that

lexp(it1| V) f¥ll s < [lexp(ito|V]) /¥ ll L6 +/ 10: (exp(i|V]) S s dt

[to’tl]

< llexp(ito| V) f§ e + N : ]||CXP(il|V|)fzf7||Lgdl
10,11

1
7

< Nexplito] VD) £l s + NGt —10)7 | exp(elV1)f21 19 16 )

By taking the ¢-th power of this inequality and integrating over g € [t; — N1, #; + N 1], we obtain
| expra V)£ 19 S N1 expIVD 120 6 oy
Taking the supremum in #; and using Lemma 3.4, it follows that
. 1 . _L
lexp(it[V1) /2l g poors < N7l expltIVD £l 10 1918 Gy < VON' " fvll2-

Using the radial Sobolev embedding (Proposition 2.6), Proposition 2.9, and the same argument as before,
we obtain

1 . 1 . 3
I1x12 exp(£it|V]) /5 | g Loorse S IIx12 exp(£it|VI)IVI7 [ g poora

1.3 01 :
< Nata||x]|2 exp(it|V) f§ llLg rare

This completes the proof of the second estimate. O



1026 BJOERN BRINGMANN

out

in out in /{ut
\

?

7

Figure 3. We display the in/out-decomposition for radial solutions of the linear wave
equation in d = 3. The blue lines correspond to incoming waves and the red lines
correspond to outgoing waves. The incoming wave will be reflected at the origin and
transformed into an outgoing wave.

4. An in/out decomposition

In this section, we describe a decomposition of solutions to the linear wave equation into incoming and
outgoing components (see Figure 3). This decomposition relies heavily on the spherical symmetry of
the initial data. The in/out-decomposition can be derived in physical space by using spherical means;
see, e.g., [Sogge 1995]. However, for our purposes it is more convenient to derive the decomposition in
frequency space. A similar method has been used for the mass-critical NLS in [Killip et al. 2009].

Let f € Lfad([R3) be spherically symmetric. Using the explicit expression

J%(x) =4/ % sin(x),

cos(t|V]) f(r) = r— /0 cos((p)Jy (ro) f (0)o? dp

see [Bell 1968], it follows that

V21 [ costm sintrp) f o1 ap
-1 /0 (sin((¢ + r)p) —sin((t — r)p) £ (0)p d.
By defining
Wilhl(e) = = fo sin(xp)(p)p do. (33)

it follows that

cos(t|V]) £ = T (WLF1(t +7) = Wl £l = 7).
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Next, let us derive the corresponding decomposition for the operator sin(¢|V|)/|V|. Let g € H “L(R3) be
spherically symmetric. Then,

ey = [T sintepr sy oot ap
= /2! / sin(tp) sin(r)(p) dp
=L / (cos((t = r)p) — cos((t + 1)p)(p) dp.
By defining
W.[h](x) = \/Lz_n /0 ” cos(zp)h(p)pdp,
it follows that
% TH=Welp 18t + 1) + Welp ™8t - 1)).

Thus, the solution F of the linear wave equation with initial data (£, g) € L? d R3)x H- rad 1(R3) is given
by

Fit,x) = 1 (WL +7) = Welp™ 81 + 1) = WAL F1 =) + Welp™ 21 = 7).

Definition 4.1 (in/out-decomposition). Let ( f, g) € Lml R3) x H rad 1(R3) and let F be the corresponding

solution to the linear wave equation. Then, we define

Wil F1(z) = Wi [f1(x) = Welp ™' 8)(),
WoulF1(r) = =W;[F1(x) + We[p™" ] (x).
As a consequence, we have

F(t,x) = ( Wil F1(t + 1) 4+ WoulF1(t —1)). (34)

Even though W,[F] equals —W,y[F] we introduced two different notations to serve as a visual aid.
This also allows us to safely leave out the arguments 7 + r and ¢ — r in subsequent computations.
From Plancherel’s theorem, it follows that

IWshl (D)l L2 @) + IWelAlll2 @) < 10711 22 R-)- (35)
As a consequence, we have
Wl IO 2.y + 1 Woudl FYO 2 < 1 12 ooy + 181 o1 oy (36)

In the analysis of the Morawetz error term (see Section 8B), we will need to control an interaction
between V F and the nonlinear part v. However, the individual components of V F are not radial. To
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overcome this technical problem, we write
Xj
Ox, F(t,x)=—=0,F(t,r)
: r
Xj Xj
= — L (Woul 1t = 1)+ Wl F1(t 4 1) + 5 (~@cWoul FI)( = 1) + @ Wl F(E +1).
After a short calculation, we see that
W[ f1(t) = Welpf1(x) and 8 We[p™'&l(x) = —W;[g](x).
Then, we define
Win[F1(0) := Welo.f1(0) + W5 [€1(0). (37)
Wou v [F1(x) = Welp f1(0) + W8] (0). (38)
Using these definitions, it follows that
Xj Xj
axj F(tvx) = _r_ZF(Z’ x) + r_z(Wout,V[F](l —}’) + I/Vin,V[F](t + 7‘)) (39)
Using the same argument as above, we have
| Wour [FI 2 gy + W0 [FIO N 2 @y < 17 171 sy + 182 oy

Lemma 4.2. Let f € L2 (R3) be such that

rad
supp(f) C (€ : |£] € [a, (1 + &)al}.

Then, we have for all 2 < g < oo that

11
IWs[ 1O Le @y + IWelf 1@ Le @ < @) | fll 2 w3y (40)
Proof. Using Holder’s inequality, we have

(1+8)a

IWs[f 1@ + [We [ f1(0)] S/ IfA(p)IpdpS(aS)é(/o IfA(p)Izpzd,O)2 =(a5)%||f||L%(R3)'

a

This proves (40) for ¢ = co. Together with (35), the general case follows by interpolation. O

Lemma 4.2 is the analog of the square-function estimate [Dodson et al. 2017, Lemma 2.2] for the
Wiener randomization. However, since f is radial, it is much easier to prove.

Corollary 4.3 (improved integrability for the in/out decomposition). Let f € erad([R3). Then, we have
forall 2 < q < oo that

WL e Lo+ IWel f21@ g 2o < NG| ]2 -



ALMOST-SURE SCATTERING FOR THE RADIAL ENERGY-CRITICAL NONLINEAR WAVE EQUATION 1029

Proof. As in Section 3, we restrict to the case ¢ <o < co. Using a combination of Khintchine’s inequality,
Minkowski’s integral inequality, and Lemma 4.2, we have

IWs /N1 g e < IWs[fF1©@Le g
S Vol Ws[Ak N1 a2
= Vol Ws[Ak fN1(D) g2 Lo
SNG4 fylig 2
NGy

The same argument also works for W[ /2](). i

Remark 4.4. For y = 1, Corollary 4.3 shows that Ws[/¥](7) € [ 2<j<c0 L%(R) almost surely for all
f e Hrgj' (R3). This holds because the radial randomization is similar to a Wiener randomization of the

function f(r)r.

5. Local well-posedness and conditional scattering

Recall that the forced nonlinear wave equation is given by

—0v+Av=(@w+F)°, (t.x)eRxR3,

i 41
v(to,x)zvoeH)%([l@), Btv(to,x)zvleLi(R3). “h

In this section, it is not important that F' solves a linear wave equation. However, this will be essential in
Sections 6-9.

Lemma 5.1 (local well-posedness). Let (vg, v1) € H}(R*)x L2(R3) and assume that F € L? L10(RxR3).
Then, there exists a maximal time interval of existence I and a corresponding unique solution v of (41)
satisfying

(v,0v) € (COHLI xR N LT LT xR)) x CPL2(I x R?).

t,loc
Moreover, if both the initial data (vg, v1) and the forcing term F are radial, then v is also radial.

The proof consists of a standard application of Strichartz estimates, and we omit the details. We refer
the reader to [Dodson et al. 2017, Lemma 3.1] and [Pocovnicu 2017, Theorem 1.1] for related results. In
[Pocovnicu 2017] the stability theory for energy-critical equations was used to reduce to the proof of
almost-sure global well-posedness to an a priori energy bound. Similar methods have also been used in
[Bényi et al. 2015a; Dodson et al. 2017; 2019; Killip et al. 2019; Oh and Pocovnicu 2016].

Proposition 5.2 [Dodson et al. 2017, Theorem 1.3]. Suppose (vo,v1) € H}(R?) x L2(R?) and F €
L? L}CO (RxR3). Let v(t) be a solution (41) and let I be its maximal time interval of existence. Further-
more, we assume that v satisfies the a priori bound

M :=sup E[v](t) < oc. (42)
tel
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Then v is a global solution, it obeys the global space-time bound

”v”LfL}CO(RxW) <C(M, ”F”L?L}(O(quqp)) < 09,
and it scatters as t — +oo.

Theorem 1.3 in [Dodson et al. 2017] is stated for the energy-critical NLW in d = 4. However, the same
argument also yields Proposition 5.2. We point out that the proof crucially relies on the deterministic
theory for the energy-critical NLW [Bahouri and Gérard 1999; Tao 2006b].

6. Almost energy conservation and decay estimates

In this section, we prove new estimates for the solution to the forced NLW

—0v+Av=(@+F)°, (t.x)eRxR3,

i 43
v(to, x) = vo € HL(R3), 9,v(to, x) = v1 € L2(R3). )

In contrast to Section 5, we now assume that F is a solution to the linear wave equation. Recall that the
stress-energy tensor of the energy-critical NLW is given by

00._ 1 2 2y, 1.6
T = 5((8[1)) +|VU| )+€U s
T/0:=—9,v dx;, v,
ik . 1 2y, 1 6
T/% = 8ij 8ka - Zgjk(—a” + A)(U ) + §8ka .
In the above tensor, we have j, k = 1,2, 3. If v solves the energy-critical NLW (1), then the stress-energy
tensor is divergence-free. This leads to energy conservation, momentum conservation, and several decay
estimates, such as Morawetz estimates, flux estimates, or potential energy decay; see [Sogge 1995; Tao
2006a]. If v solves the forced nonlinear wave equation (43), then the stress-energy tensor is no longer
divergence-free. However, the error terms in the divergence are of lower order, so we can still hope for

almost conservation laws and some decay estimates. More precisely, with A" := (v + F)> — v, it follows
from a standard computation that

8:T% + 85, T = —\ 9,v, )
0 T70 405, T/H = N ;0 = 30, (M), )

For our purposes, the most important quantity measuring the size and regularity of v is its energy
E[](t) = / Vo2 + 118,02 + Lv|® dx.
For future use, we also define the local energy as
e[v](?) ::/ %|Vv|2+%|8tv|2+%|v|6dx.
Ix|<l¢

Next, we determine the error terms in the almost energy conservation law.
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Proposition 6.1 (energy increment). Let I = [a, b] be a time interval and v : I x R3> — R be a solution
to the forced nonlinear wave equation (43). Then, we have

|E[v](b) — E[v](a)]

<P lasny w0 B0+ [ [ @ernsaral+ [ [ FRGE+ R ol axar. do
! tel 1 JRr3 1JR3

The first summand on the right-hand side of (46) has a lower power in the energy. After placing the
random linear evolution in L?OL)GC (R x R3), it can easily be controlled via a bootstrap argument. The
second summand is the main error term in this almost energy conservation law, and we will control it
in Section 8A. Finally, the third summand in (46) only includes lower-order error terms, and they are
controlled in Section 8D.

The idea to integrate by parts in the energy increment has previously been used in [Dodson et al. 2019;
Killip et al. 2019; Oh and Pocovnicu 2016].

Proof. From the divergence formula (44), it follows that
d _d [ oo
th[v](t)—d[ /RST (t,x)dx

=— Natvdx
R3

=—5/ Fv*d;vdx— | (10F?v3+10F3v2+5F*v+F>)d;vdx.
R3 R3

3
// Fv*9,vdxdr
I1JR

The second summand in (47) is already acceptable; thus, we now turn to the first summand. Using
integration by parts, we have

// Fv*d;vdxdt| = // Fd;(v’)dxdr
1JR3 1JR3

5 s X
< /I/R33z(F)v dx dt +/R3|F|(b,x)|v| (b,x)dx—i-/R3|F|(a,x)|v| (a,x)dx

Integrating in time, we obtain

|E[v](0) = E[v](@)] S

+ [ [IFPAFI+ Dol axarn @
I JR-

5

5
< / 3 (F)v>dxdt FIF Nl oo 16 (1 xm3y sup E[v] (1) 6.
1JR3 ! tel

Thus, the contribution of the first summand in (47) is also acceptable. O

By contracting the stress-energy tensor against different vector fields, one sees that solutions to the
energy-critical NLW obey a range of decay estimates. One of the most important decay estimates in
the study of dispersive equations is the Morawetz estimate, and it has been used to prove almost-sure
scattering in [Dodson et al. 2017; 2019; Killip et al. 2019]. For the reader’s convenience, we recall a
classical Morawetz identity.
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Lemma 6.2 (Morawetz identity). Let I = [a, b] be a given time interval, and let v : I x R> — R be a
solution of (43). Then, we have the Morawetz identity

// —dxdr+n/|v|2(z,0)dz+// |Vangv|? dx dt
R3 |X| I JR3

b
—/ N— Vvdxdr — // —Nvdxdl (48)
t=a I |x RS |x|

Here, Vanov := Vv — (x/|x|) - Vv denotes the angular component of the gradient of v.

= ;v — ol Vv—413,vdx
R x| |x|

The lemma follows along a line of standard computations using (44) and (45); see, e.g., [Tao 2006a].
We now rewrite the error terms in (48) more explicitly in terms of F, and group similar terms together.

Proposition 6.3 (Morawetz estimate). Let I = [a, b] be a given time interval, and let v : I x R3 > R be
a solution of (43). Then, we have the Morawetz estimate

/ —dxdt<supE[v (t)—l—‘// —V (F)v° dx dt (49)
R3 | R3

tel

// —|F|(|v|5+|F| )dxdt+// |F|2(|F|—i-|v|)3(|| ||+|Vv|)dxdt (50)
R3 R3

The second summand in (49) is the main error term in this estimate, and we will control it in Section 8B.

In contrast, the error terms in (50) are easier to control, and they will be handled in Section 8D.

Proof. To prove the proposition, we have to control the terms on the right-hand side of (48). First, using
Hardy’s inequality, we have

b
X v
/ ;v —-Vv—4—0d;vdx
RS x| x| t=a
v
< ||3tv(t)||L0°L2 IxR3 ||Vv||LooL2 IxR3 +||atv(t)||L°°L2 IxR3) || 77
1 (I xXR3) 1 (I xXR3) 1 (I xXR3) |x| LIOOL%C(IXR3)

< sup E[v](1).
tel

Thus, the contribution is acceptable. Second, we have

/ /\/— Vv dx dt
I

|x5 //R3 v m Vo dx dr| +
//RsFm V(v°)dx dt| +
[ [ ( ) dxdr| +
//Wm V(F)v® dxdr| +

/[ [FI2(F| + o) Vo] dx dr
I JR3

A

f/ |FIP(F| + o) Vo] dx dr

A

// [FR(F|+ [v)*| Vo] dx dr

// —|v|5d dt+//3|F|2(|F|+|v|)3|Vv|dxdt.
R

A
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4 t=|x|

9 4

Figure 4. This figure displays the quantities involved in the forward flux estimate. The
local energy at times ¢t = a, b is the integral of the energy density over the red regions.
The flux is the integral of v® over the blue region in space-time. Using the stress-energy
tensor, we can control the flux by the increment of the local energy.

Thus, the contribution is acceptable. Finally, we have

// —|F|(|F|+|v|) |v|dxdr<// —|F|(|F|+|v|>5dxdz 0

In contrast to the case d = 4 as in [Dodson et al. 2017; 2019], the energy and the Morawetz term
are not strong enough to control the main error terms. In addition, we will rely on the following flux

—/\/v dx dr
R3 | x|

estimates on light cones.

Lemma 6.4 (forward flux estimate). Let v be a solution of (43) on a compact time interval I = [a,b] C
[0, 00). Then, we have

%/ vo(t,x)do(t, x) §e[v](b)—e[v](a)+/ d;v((v+ F)’ —v°)dxdr. (5D
|x|=t,tel |x|<t,tel

Remark 6.5. The flux estimate is a monotonicity formula based on the increment of the local energy.
See Figure 4. The term on the left-hand side of (51) describes the inflow of potential energy through the
light cone.

Proof. We have

%e[v](r):/|| %|Vv|2+%|8,v|2+%|v|6d0(t,x)+/| 3, VoVv + 3,0 d,v + v° 9;v dx
x|=t

x|<t

=/ gvm?+gmvﬁ—mvaﬁ+%menJ0+/ ;0000 — Av +v°)dx
|x|=t

|x|<t
2/ é|v|6da(t,x)+/ dv(—(v + F)° +v°) dx.
Ix|=t |x|<t
Integrating over ¢ € I, we arrive at (51). (|
The estimate (51) by itself is not useful. Indeed, it only controls the size of v on a lower-dimensional

surface in space-time. We will now use time-translation invariance to integrate it against a weight
w € LL(R).
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Figure 5. We display the idea behind the interaction flux estimate. By using the time-
translation invariance of the equation, we can control v® on the blue region of each shifted
light cone. Then, we integrate the forward flux estimate against a weight w depending
only on the shift 7. Since the outgoing component Wy [|V|Fx]( — |x|) is constant on
forward light cones, we choose w = |Wou[| V| Fn]|2.

Proposition 6.6 (forward interaction flux estimate). Let v be a solution to the forced NLW (43) on a
compact time interval I = [a, b] C [0, 00). Also, let w € LL(R) be nonnegative. Then, we have

— 6
/I/R3w(t |x)|v]®(#, x) dx dt

5
S lwlipr @y sup E[]@) + llwll L1 @1 Fll oo 6 (7 xm3) suE;E[v](t)6 (52)
te te
t—|x|
+ // (/ w(r)dr) 9; (F)v° dx dt| + f/ w(t — |x|)Fv> dx dt| (53)
I JR3\J—-00 1 JR3
+||w||L%(R)/I/RS|F|2(|F|+|v|)3|8,v|dxdt. (54)

In order to control the energy, we essentially choose w as the outgoing component of the linear wave F'
(see Section 7 and Figure 5).

The terms in (52) correspond to boundary terms, and they can easily be controlled by a bootstrap
argument. The main error terms are in (53), and they will be controlled in Section 8C. In contrast, the
errors in (54) are of lower order, and they will be controlled in Section 8D.

To remember that the weight w in (53) should be integrated over (—oo, ¢ — | x|], note that the contribution
of the error d,(F)v°> should be weighted less as t — —oo and |x| — oo.

Proof. By time-translation invariance and Lemma 6.4, we obtain for any 7 € R that
11,6
/ glv°(, x)do(z, x)
|x|=t—1,tel

5/ Vo2 + 110,01 + £ v|®dx
|x|<b—t

t=b

—/ 1IVo2 + 10,0 + £[v|®dx +f 3:v((v + F)® —v%)dx dt
|x|<a—t t=a |x|<t—t1,tel

< 2sup E[v](t)+/|| . d:v((v+ F)° —v°)dx dr. (55)
x|<t—t,t€

tel
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Integrating (55) against the function w(t), we obtain

l// w(t — |x])|v(t, x)|® dx dr
6 I JR3
1

_ 1 6
_ 6//|x|=t_rw(r)|v| (t,x)do(t, x) dt

< 2||w||L%(R) sup E[v](?) + [/ w(z) 3, v(t)((v+ F)> —v°)dx dt de
tel

|x|<t—t,tel

// w(r)Fv* 9;vdx dr de
R J|x|<t—rt,tel

< wll 1 gy sup E[](0) +
tel

The first and third summand in the last line of (56) are acceptable contributions. Thus, we turn to the
second summand in the last line of (56). Using integration by parts, we have

/I /|x|§t—r,tel w(®)Fv* d;vdx dr dv
/1 /uw (/_:"" w(z) df)F 3;(v°) dx dt
/R3 (/_Hxl w(7) dr)FUS dx _ [W ([_:xl (%) dr)FUS dic _
t—|x| w(t)dr ) d;(F)v° dx dt | + w(t — |x|)Fv® dx dr

L oy |
[I /R3 (/—:x| w(®) df) 3 (F)v° dx dt

+‘// w(t—|x|)Fv5dxdt‘. O
1 JR3

By replacing the forward light-cones in the derivation of Proposition 6.6 by backward light-cones, one
easily derives the following proposition.

5

_|_

oo
_|_

5
< “w”L.l[(IR)”F”L?OL?((IXR?’) SUII)E[U]U)G +
te

Proposition 6.7 (backward interaction flux estimate). Let v be a solution of (43) on a compact time
interval 1 = [a,b] C [0, 00). Also, let w € L1(R) be nonnegative. Then, we have

// w(t + |x])|v|®(z, x) dx dr (57)
1 JR3

5
S 1l oy 90 ETIO) + 0l 3y 1 o1y S0P EDICO)E
te te

/1 /R% (/t:x| w(®) df) 3:(F)v® dx di

+ ”w”L%(R)/I[W |F|2(|F| + |v])?|9;v]| dx dt.

+ +

// w(t + |x|)Fv® dx de| (58)
1 JR3
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To remember that the weight w in (58) should be integrated over [t + | x|, 00), note that the contribution
of the error 9, (F)v> should be weighted less as ¢, |x| — oco.

7. Bootstrap argument

In this section, we introduce the quantities in the bootstrap argument to control the energy. For a given
time interval I C R, we define the energy

Er :=sup E[v](t) = sup/R

1 1 ;%(3tv(t,x))2+%|Vv(l,x)|2+%lv(f,x)|6dx (59)
te te

and the Morawetz term

_1
Ap = llx|"sv]| (60)

6

L8 (IxR3)’
Before we can define the interaction flux term, we need to introduce some further notation. Let F be a
solution to the linear wave equation with initial data F|;=o = fo € L2 ,(R®) and 0, F|,=0 = go € H_} (R).
As in the definition of F® in (5) , we assume that P_,s fo = P-;5g0 = 0. We recall from (6) that the
low-frequency component of ( /¢, g%) will be treated as the initial data of the nonlinear component v.
In order to use Littlewood—Paley theory in the spatial variables, it is convenient to introduce a second

solution F to the linear wave equation. A short computation shows that

i \Y4
9 F = |V|(cos<r|V|>|V|—1g+ %(—Mﬂ).
Then,
- 1 \VJ
F :=cos<z|V|>|V|—1g+%(—Wm 61)

satisfies d; F = |V|F and has initial data F|;—o = |V|"'g € L2 (R?) and 8, F |;=o = —|V| f € H_} (R?).

rad
After localizing in frequency space, we write

- 1 ~ ~
IVIFn (. x) = M(Wout[lvlFN](t — 1)+ WallVIFN]( +1)). (62)

In the bootstrap argument, we want to apply the interaction flux estimate to the Littlewood—Paley pieces
Pgv of v. In order to deal with the operators Pk, we need to slightly modify the weights. Unfortunately,
we cannot use the Hardy—Littlewood maximal function, since it is unbounded in L. Instead, we define
for each K € 2V the operator

Sgw = K(Kt) 2% w. (63)

Definition 7.1 (interaction flux term). Let ( fo, go) € L2 ,(R3?) x Hr;dl (R3) and assume that P_ys fo =

rad

P_5sg0 = 0. Let F be the solution of the linear wave equation with data ( fo, go), let F be as in (61), let
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v be a solution to (43), and let / € R. For * € {out, in}, we define

—_L _ 1
Froo= ) (N7 4 N7242) sup Jlws kv (= xS0t 056 /) (64)
NZI Ke2Z t.x
—_L _ 1
+ D (NTEFE L N sup wev k@ IXDSOE D gy (69)
NZI Ke2Z t.x
1
=+ ”W*[F](t - |x|)3v”164?x(1XR3)’ (66)

where wx gk, N = SK(|W*[|V|fN]|2) and wx v, k. N = Sk (|Wx v[Fn]|?); see Section 4. For notational
convenience, we also set
Fr = -FI,out +F1,in-

In the following definition, we introduce two auxiliary norms on F' that will be used in the rest of this
paper.
Definition 7.2 (Y; and Z-norms). Let (fo,go) € L% ,(R3) x Hr;d1 (R3) and assume that P_ys fo =

rad

P_5sg0 = 0. Let F be the solution of the linear wave equation with data ( fo. go)., let F be as in (61),
and let / C R. Then, we define

. 34 l4s 3~
IElyry = IN— 2728 xS IVIEN | 8/3 873 1 oo g xm3)

~it okt 2 22 |
+||N v | x| V| N||e§v/(3—25)L§/(3_25>L§/5(2Nx1xR3)

—148 _1 —148 2 ~
+[|N 719 x| IVIFN g, 518 @vxrxryy TN * IXPBIVIEN 12012012 vxr xm3y
1 _1 2
FxI* Fllpapoorxmny T E s L1oaxmsy T Flips rxms)y X1 Flizz (rxms)-
Furthermore, we also define

—1 195 — ~
IFllz:= > Y I T2 NTEYWLVIENIl 12 oixe
«€{out,in} pe{2,4,24}

_1 _
+ ) Yo NN IRLN T W GEN]ll e iy
x€f{out,in} pe{2,4,24}

5 1
+ 2 > AIWlFllle @ +IN [X12 FN Qg1 Loo Lo @vxmxr®y T I (| oo L6 mxm3)-
xef{out,in} pe{2,4,24}

We remark that || F'||y, is divisible in space-time. More precisely, let n > 0 be given and assume that
| Flly@w) < oc. Then, there exists a finite number J = J(n, || F||y(®)) and a partition of R into finitely

many intervals /1, ..., Iy suchthat [|[F|;, <npforall j =1,...,J.
Lemma 7.3 (almost-sure finiteness of ¥ and Z-norms). Let (f, g) € H (R*)x H37'(R3), let0 <y <1,
let s > max(O, 1— ﬁ) and let F® be as in (5). If § = 48(s, y) > 0 is chosen sufficiently small, we have

[Flyw) <oo and |[F®|z <oo a.s.
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Proof. In the following, we assume that § = §(y, s) > 0 is sufficiently small. In the computations below,
we have N > 2° and (¢, x) € R x R3. For o > %, it follows from Minkowski’s integral inequality and
Lemma 3.5 that

o ok o IR R 345 +8 2 vl
INT3F 28IV FRll g gy oo < IN T2 P 18191 PR 30 500

-1 +$
SN/E”N 2yt (fN’gN)HK%‘%(L%XHX_I)
SVl ) pgxms-
In particular, we have

3 1 3 ~
—345 48, 3
|N~3t 23y |x|8|V|FI(<’)”£§\{3L§/3L§° <00
almost surely. A similar argument for the remaining terms in the ¥g-norm leads to the regularity restrictions

1 11 5 1 3 11 5
_12}/’1 3y’ 2 12;/’1_5’1_10;/’1 3y’ 2 12)/)’

s > max(1

which have been listed in the same order as the terms in the definition of || F“||y,. Next, we estimate
| F*||z. Using Corollary 4.3, the terms involving || Wx[|V|Fn]| ;> lead to the restriction

s > max((l — %)(% — ﬁ), O) +max(1 — ﬁ, O).

Since 0 < y <1, this leads to s > max(l — ﬁ, 0). Using Lemma 3.7, the fourth and fifth summand in

the Z-norm lead to the restriction

s> max (1 —5;,1—55). O

In this paper, the condition y < 1 is only used in the proof of Lemma 7.3. By changing the restriction
on s, we could also treat a slightly larger range of parameters y.

8. Control of error terms

In this section, we estimate the error terms in Propositions 6.1, 6.3, and 6.6. Before we begin with our
main estimates we prove an auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 8.1. Let w € LL(R) be nonnegative. Let K € 2N be arbitrary, and let Sk be defined by
Sgw = K(Kp) ™2 % w.

Then, we have for allv € L} (R3) that

loc
[R PR ()i — |+l dx 5 fR @ISk~ Ixl) el de 67

Proof. We prove (67) by interpolation. The L.°° — L°° estimate is trivial. Thus, it suffices to prove the
L' — L! estimate

[ 1rvetue—lhas < [ o@iSxwe -l + 1wl @)



ALMOST-SURE SCATTERING FOR THE RADIAL ENERGY-CRITICAL NONLINEAR WAVE EQUATION 1039

Let W € {¢, ¥} be as in the definition of the Littlewood—Paley projection. Then,
[ Peveotoe—thax < [ [ wOIKIBEE = )t - sy dx
R3 rR3 JR3
= [ ol(x* [ 1Kt =yt =1x) as) ay.
R3 R3
Hence, it remains to establish the pointwise bound
K3 [ 1B G =)ot = 1xDdx 5 (Sicxw)e = )+l

Now, the main task consists of converting the left-hand side into a one-dimensional integral. Using an
integral formula from [Sogge 1995, p. 8], we have

K3/ |¢(K<y—x))|w(r—|x|>dx=K3/ B (K w(r — |y —x) d
[R3 R3

§K3/()w|li(Kr)|([ = w(t_|y_x|)d0'(t,x)) dr
=K3 /O°°|\f'(Kr)|(/y_x|=r w(t—|x|)d0(t,x)) dr

3 [y|+r
=K[O B (Kr )'W Wl ppdpar

Ayl plyl+r
|y|[ f PIBK P w(t — p)lpl dodr

r+lyl
/ / riW(Kr)w(t —p)pdpdr. (69)
T a e

Let us now estimate the first summand in the last line of (69). We have
aly| plyl+r  _ K3 péylper
|y|/ / ABKP (= plpldpdr = [ [ BEDwE=1y1=ply1+ Pl dpdr
—r

alyl pr
sK3/O /r|\v(1<r>|w<z—|y|—p)dpdr
—r

<1<3/ ([| |¢<Kr>|rdr)w<r—|y|—p)dp

sK/ (/Klp|w(r)|rdr)w(z—|y|—p)dp

SK/_ (Klpl) 2w —|y| - p)dp

= (Sxw)(r—|yD.
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Thus, it remains to estimate the second integral in the last line of (69). We have

r+lyl ryl
/ / r|\I/(Kr)|w(t—p)pdpdr<—/ / P2 (Kr)|w(t —p)dpdr
Il Jai Sy Iyl 4yl Jr—1y|

|y| LSRR / B (Kl dr

1 -
< L Jwl / 5 (r)|r2 dr
Pt f)

<Ly O
S ||Wrt .
y| L;(R)

Corollary 8.2 (frequency-localized interaction flux estimate). Let F be as in Definition 7.2 and let
v: I x R?® = R be a solution of (43). Then, we have

1 ~ 1
sup [||x[3(|V|Fn)3 Pl
Ke2N

%o gy STV TN GF L FIZ AN (70)

Remark 8.3. The flux estimate yields much better integrability in the spatial variable x than the Morawetz
estimate. To see this, note that (70) cannot be controlled by the Morawetz term. For instance, one might
try to estimate

IXIV1EN 02 sy S X3 IVIEN los, ey 18002 e

Even for smooth and compactly supported initial data, |V|Fy only decays like ~ (1 + |¢])~! and is
morally supported around the light cone |x| = |z|. Thus, the term |||x| 3 |V|Fy ”Loo (IxRr3) grows like
~ (1 +1¢])Y/2 as I increases.

Proof. Using the in/out-decomposition and Lemma 8.1, it follows that

1 ~ 1
I3 (VI Fn)3 Proll?

LS (IxR3)
<N Wl VIENDS PRV (f sy + IWll VWD S Pl g
ISk (Woull VIENIP) 0I5 gy + N Woul I VIENIP L IXIT00NSe 7
ISk AWallVIENIPI S (e + IWllVIENI 1L X006 7
< min(N &~ 2 N22)(Fp + | F|ZAD).
By taking the supremum over K € 2V, we arrive at (70). O

8A. Energy increment. In this section, we control the main error term in the energy increment.

Proposition 8.4 (main error term in energy increment). Let F be as in Definition 7.2 and let v: I xR3 — R
be a solution of (43). Then, it holds that

'/1 /Rquﬁ)dexdz

1 L1 2
S(F1+FIZADCAPEMFI, . (71)
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Remark 8.5. Instead of using F 11 /6

Then, |||X|3/8|V|FN||L8/3Loo(lsz) changes into a (nonendpomt) term ||]x|'/4~ |V|FN||L4 L (I xR3)-

The probabilistic gain should then increase from % v 07 derlvatlves which should lead to the
%, 0). For expository purposes, we do not present this argument here.

to overcome the logarithmic divergence, we could also just use F7j.

restriction s > max (1 —

Proof. Using a Littlewood—Paley decomposition, we write

U:ZPKU and F = Z I*:N.

K>1 N>26
'f/ (|V|F)v> dxdr| <
IJR3

> > // (|V|FN)1_[PK vdx dt
N>26 K1=K>>+>Ks5>1 Jj=1
N>26 K1>K>>->K5>1

/1 /[R3(|V|FN)JU1 Pk, vdxdt|.
K12274N

Thus,

Note that, for all summands above, we have K1 > 1. Using Proposition 2.9 and Corollary 8.2, it follows that

'// (|V|FN)1_[PK v dx dr

j=1
4
- 1 ~ 1 1
< N3 |V|FN||L§/3L§O(,XR3)|||x|3(|V|FN)3PstuLgx(,XRe) [T GPK,angxms)
j= 2
3_g_ 1 2 18 1 2 11
N3G PG NS T (F + IFIZADS AP K, 2
1-s
N \2 _ 2 1 L1
:(E) KTPNFI, (Fr + | FIZADC AP E} .
Using that K; 2 N and K7, ..., K5 > 1, we obtain (71) after summing. O

8B. Morawetz estimate. In this section, we control the main error term in the Morawetz estimate. The
main new difficulty is the weight x /|x|.

Proposition 8.6 (main error term in Morawetz estimate). Let F' be as in Definition 7.2 and let v be a
solution of (43). Then,

s 1

1_4
<(f1+||F||zA1)6A Togp 2IIFIIY +||F||Y1-A6

00

Vi (F)v® dx dt

R3 |x|

Proof. As before, we use a Littlewood—Paley decomposition and write

5
P ( )-Vx(F ) Pg;vdxdt|.
Z [/R3 L N jl:[l K

N>25 L>1,K1>- >K >1
max(L,K1)>2" 4N

LV (F)Sdxde] <
Rr3 |X]
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Case 1: Ky > L. From the conditions K; > 274N and N > 22, it follows that K; > 1. Thus, we can
place Pk, v in L°L2(I x R?). Using (39), we estimate

5
P (ﬁ) Va(Fn) [] Prvdxde
3 X :
j=1

R
5
1 2
=[[|r ( ) (W [Fw]l + Wany [F ]|)3|vxFN|31'[|PK.v|dxdr
R3 |x| |x|3 i=1
[ ] ( ) |FN|*|vxFN|31'[|PKv|dxdz )
R3 |x] x|3 e
To control the first term in the right-hand side above, we estimate
5
1 2
[ |7 (|x|) |1<|Womv[FN]|+|Wmv[ 10419 Fwl3 [T 1Pk, vl dx de
R ,
J=1

1 1
(1Wou, 9 TN PRVl Lo 1y + 1 Win 9 [FI Prsvllze (gmsy)

()

LS. (IxR3)
4
T =6 Pr, vl
K;VIILS (IxRr3)
J=2
%
M Pl N N [ N 28639 23y
The first factor is estimated by
X X
‘ PL( ) < |— <.
X1/ es, (rxm3y ~ IHX T Loo mxm3)

Using Lemma 8.1 and arguing as in the proof of Corollary 8.2, we estimate the second factor by
1 1
| Wou VLN Prsvllzs (rmy + I1Wn v [FIS Prsvllo )

1 1
S 1Sk (Wou g IFNIP 01 g iy + ISk (Win 9 FIP 0l 1y
_1
I Wow NI gy + I LF I ) I 0y
1 8
SN S (F + | FIGADS,

From Proposition 2.9, we have

_1 1 1
I|x] 6PK,~U||L?’X(1XR3) < llx] GUHL?X(IX[}@) = AIG.

Furthermore, since K; > 1, we have

1
—1 5
||PK1U||L<;°L§(1><R3) SKyEr
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Finally, applying Proposition 2.9 to the Riesz multipliers, we have

Il1x

F _ 3
N||L§/(3 28)(I <R )Li/‘s(lxﬂ@)

3428 3 3__1 58
S x5 OOl 520,28 gy SN2 2 | Flly,.

Putting everything together, it follows that

J ol

5
1 2
|1<|Woutv[FN]|+|Wmv[ 1)3|VeFn|3 [ P, vl dxde

j=1
N\ B+3 43
< K, Kl (Fr+IFI1ZADs AP g ”F”YI'

8

Using the decay K 1_8 in the highest frequency, we may sum N, L, K1, ..., Ks.
Next, we estimate the second term in the right-hand side of (72). We have

S G

|1 |FN|7|VxFN|3 l_[ | Pk ; v|dx dt
j=

X 1 l15
PL(M) (IXR3)1‘[|||x| il I Pl PRI
j=2
|||X|2FN||Loo (IxR3)|||x| VxFN||L8/(3 28)L2/5(I><R3)

_ _lys 348 1_ 2 1
|1|FN|*|V FN|%1"[|PK vldrdr S NP3 2T 4it o) IFI3IFI

Arguing as above, together with || |x|(1+8)/2FN lLes, (rxmsy = N™ TS| Flz, we get
1
N2 3.5 1.5 2 1
s(x) kA ir i,

//R% (IXI)

Summing over the appropriate range, this contribution is acceptable.

Case 2: L > K;. Consequently, we have L > 274N > 1. Using Lemma 2.5, it follows that

(| |)‘<(L'x') 1
5

<L~ // —|v (Fn)| [ P&, vldx dt

Jj=1

5
-1 —1 —1
< L7l 9 Ewlls . [T M6 Pr,vlo
j=1

<(T) LA

Using the decay L~% in the highest frequency, we may sum N, L, K1, ..., Ks. O

This yields

3PL(| I) Vs (FN)l_[PK v dx dt

R
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8C. Interaction flux estimate. In this section, we control the main error terms in the interaction flux
estimate. The main difficulty is the weight f el w(t)dz. First, we recall a radial Sobolev embedding.

Lemma 8.7. Foranyv € LY°H ad([ X [R{3), we have

1
sup |12 Pxvllzoe rxa ~||v|| IV v|| < sup Efv]()*.
KeaN L% (IXR7) LPL(IXR3) LPLR3UXRY) ~ 7]

Proof. Let r € R~¢o. Then, we have
o0
(Pgv)*(t,r) :4/ (Pgv)3(t, p) (3, Pgv)(t, p)dp
r

o0
<d4r2 f |(Pxv)*(2, )| 13, Pro(t, p)lo* dp
r
< 4r I Pro(t ) g oy IV PrV(E D)2 o)
<4 Dl ) IVVE D) 2 @o):

The first inequality then follows by taking the supremum in r and ¢. The second inequality follows from
the definition of E[v]. O

Proposition 8.8 (first main error term in interaction flux estimate). Let w € L1(R) N L13(R) be a
nonnegative weight. Let F be as in Definition 7.2 and let v : I x R*> — R be a solution of (43). Then, it
holds that

t—|x|
R%(/ wdr)(|V|F)v dx dt

The same argument also controls the main error term in the backward interaction flux estimate.

S llwlip (R)”F”Y](]:I+||F||Z~A1)6‘A11264

Nl g2y (7 + I FIZADSER + w2y I F v, Af

Proof. As before, we use Littlewood—Paley theory to decompose into frequency-localized functions. Then,

//R% PL(/tool IWdT)(|V|FN) 1_[ Pk, vdxde|.

it remains to control

2

N>26 L>1 K1> >Ks5>1
max(L,K1)>2"4N

We distinguish several different cases.

Case 1: K1 > L. We have

t—|x| _ 5
2PL(/ wdr)(lVlFN)l_[lPKivdxdt
]:

R- —00
4

t—|x|
PL(/ wdt)
—00
T8 PR vlag il 5P 1P 2y
j=2

I1xI31VIFy 12

1 ~ 1
IX13AVIFN)3 Prsvlize rxes)
L%, (IXR3) '

L33 L% (I1xRr3)
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The first factor is controlled by

t—|x| t—|x|
H P (/ w dr) / wdrt
—Oo0 —Oo0

Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 8.4, this leads to the total contribution

<

N < w1 -
LS. (IXR3) «®

L9, (RxR3

2 1 L1
<l IF L (Fr o+ IFIZADS AP

Case 2: L > K. In this case, the most severe term is the low-frequency scenario K; =--- = K5 = 1.
Then, we can no longer place Pk, v in LS L2 (1 x R®) and therefore lack space-integrability. To resolve
this, we make use of the integrability of w(z — |x|) in time.

Subcase 2(a): L > K1, |x| > 1. Using Proposition 2.9, Corollary 8.2 and Lemma 8.7, we obtain

t—|x| _ 5
// PL(/ LUd‘E)(|V|FN)1_[PKjdedt‘
IJ|x|>1 —00 i=1

t—Ix| 5 L 2
< <x>—2PL( / wdr) [T AVIE) i vl ooy [T Prsvllzss s
—o0 L2 (Ix®3) j_3 ' j=1 ’
s t—|x| 1 1
sv=lwn ([ e (FrHIFIGAn*e;.
—oc0 L? (IxR3)

It remains to control the weighted L%’x—norm. We recall that the kernel of P;, has zero mean. Using
Lemma 2.4 and the boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function M, we obtain

t—|x|
(x)_zPL([ wdt)
—o0 L? (IxR3)

t
— 22 | |wolr) 2 ax
r—|x ’

t
S L) 2w = 6Dl 2 gy + L7673 / WICLUIZRIREY
! t—|x ’“

< L) Pw(e — XDz | (rxmey + L) 2 x| (Mw)( — IXDIlz2 | (rxr3)
< L_l||(X)_zIIL;(Rs)(IIw(f)IILg(R) +IMw )| 2g)
< L ||w||L%([R)-

Putting everything together, it follows that

t—|x| _ 5
f/ PL(/ wdr)(IVIFN)l_[PKjvdxdt
I J|x|>1 —00

N -8 2 Lo3
s(f) L8 wll 2y (Fr + I FIZ AN SEF
Jj=1

Using the decay L~% in the highest frequency, we may sum N, L, K1, ..., Ks.
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Subcase 2(b): L> K7, |x|<1. Near the origin, our strongest tool is the Morawetz estimate. Thus, we write

t—|x| ~ 5
// PL(/ wdr)(|V|FN)1_[PKjvdxdt
I Jix|<1 —00 =1

. t—|x|
|x|e Pr, (/ wdt)
—0o0

t—|x| - 5
le“gll(x)‘lPL(/ Wdr) 212 sy 1 Flly, A -

—0o0

5

2 ~ _1
113191 EN 2 rxmay [ ]2 Prvllig sy
j=1

<

LI2.(Ix{|x|<1})

Using Lemma 2.4, we have

—lx|
(x)_lPL(/_t wdt)

L2 (IxR3)

(x)"tpp (/tt_m wdr)

S L7 T 0 = 6Dl 12 gy + L7

=

L}%C(RXR3)

t
(x)™2 ([ w dr)
t—I|x| L1Z (RxR3)

< L) w0 = 1) 12 sy + L) T M) = 1D 12 ey

= L7 g (vl + IMwl e g)

-1
SL ||w||L%z(R).

Putting everything together, it follows that

t—|x| _ 5
f/ PL(/ wdt)(IVIFN)l_[PKjvdxdt
I Jix|<1 —00 =1

Using the decay L% in the highest frequency, we may sum N, L, Ky, ..., Ks. O

N s
< (Z) L8 wll 2 | Flly, AF.

Proposition 8.9 (second main error term in interaction flux estimate). Let w € L%([RE) N L%Z(R) be a
nonnegative weight. Let F be as in Definition 7.2 and let v : I x R> — R be a solution of (43). Then, it

holds that
'// w(t — |x|) Fv° dx dt
1 JR3

Proof. We follow an easier version of the arguments in the proof of Proposition 8.8. As before, we

1 1 El
Slwlp2@Fréf + IwlpzgllFlly, A7

distinguish the two cases |x| > 1 and |x| < 1. First, we have

// w(t —|x|)Fv® dx dr
I J|x|>1

_ 1 1 1
< Mx72w( = 13D 2 oy IWoul F13 0l s rxmzy + 1 WnlF13 0l s rugay) 112017

1 1
< ”w”L%]:[zg]z-
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Second, we have

5 1 -1 5 2
=P drdr] < D = 1Dl ez 08 11 Pl s

x|<1

5
< Jwll il Flly, Af. O

8D. Lower-order error terms.

Lemma 8.10 (control of lower-order error terms). Let F be as in Definition 7.2 and let v be a solution
of (43). Then, it holds that

1
// |F|5(|8tv|+|| ||+|Vv|)dxdz§||F||§,5,2,
1 1
// |F| |v|3(|a,v|+|| 'l+|Vv|)dxdzs||F||§,A,25,2,
5
s —|F||v|5dxdzs||F||Y,A;,

// LFPdxdr < |FIS,.

Proof. Using Hardy’s inequality, the first inequality follows from

// |F|5(|a,v|+u+|W|)dxdz
1 Jr3 | x|

5 v
- ||F||L§L;0(1xw3) 190 oo r2 (rxms) +

m Lo L2 XH) + ||VU||L§>°L§(I><R3))
1 X

1
SIFIly, & -
A similar argument yields that

)
/I/R3|F|2|v|3(|atv|+ﬁ+|w| e S It FIZy e gy 114011y S0P £

Finally, the third and fourth inequality follow from Holder’s inequality and

_1
1178 Fll s (rony < IF 1y, O
9. Proof of the main theorem

In this section, we collect all previous estimates to prove the a priori energy bound (Theorem 1.4). Using
the conditional scattering result of [Dodson et al. 2017], we finish the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By time-reversal symmetry, it suffices to prove that sup;¢[g o) E£[v](#) < 0o. Let
% > no > 0 be a sufficiently small absolute constant, and let % > n > 0 be sufficiently small depending
on 1. In the following, C = C(|| F||z) > 0 denotes a large positive constant that depends only on || F||z.
By Lemma 7.3 and space-time divisibility, we can choose a finite partition /1, ..., Iy of [0, 00) such that
||F||Y, <nforall j =1,...,J. With a slight abuse of notation, we write &; := &y, Aj := Aj; and
Fj = ]—"1 We also set &y := E[v](O).
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First, we estimate the energy increment. Combining Propositions 6.1 and 8.4, and Lemma 8.10, we have

1

2 e 1 1 1 1
&1 SEHCIFN, | (Froit Ainil FIBSAT &8 4CIFIG, AL, 0 +CIFIS, €.,
<CEi+D)+no€j+1+no(Fj+1+Aj41). (73)

Next, we estimate the Morawetz term. By combining Propositions 6.3 and 8.6, and Lemma 8.10, we have

2 L 248 1.8 5
Aj+1=CE+1+CIFlly, (‘Fj+1+v4j+1”FHZZ)GAJI'il6814+12+C||F||Y1j+1Aj6'+1+C”F”?’IjJrl

<SCEr+D+5(Fjr1+A;11). (74)

Finally, we control the interaction flux term. First, recall that from the definition of || F ||z and the
embedding £; — £,, we have

_Log —
DS ( S (NE LN 2+25)(||W*[lvlFN]||ig+||W*,v[FN]||ig)+||W*[Flllig)
«€{out,in} pe{2,4,24} "N>25
SIFIZ.

We now apply our estimates to each of the terms in (64), (65), and (66) separately. By Young’s inequality,
the estimate ||Skw| ;> <p [[w]|z» holds uniformly in K. Using the control on the main and lower-order
error terms, i.e., Propositions 6.6, 6.7, 8.8, and 8.9 and Lemma 8.10, we obtain

1

2 7 1
Fi+1 < CIF%E+1+ C||F||ZZ||F||§[j+1 (Fj+1 +IFIZA+1) AR €]y
1 L
+CFIZ(Fjr + IFIZAj+1)2€7 4

5 1 1
+CIFIZIF Ny, Ay + CIFIZF; €74

1 1
2 2 3 2 2
+CIFIBIFIG, | (IFI3, ,, +AF )6

<CEjr1+ D+ 3(Fjr1+ Ajt1). (75)

We briefly note that, as long as C > 0 remains independent of 19 and 7, terms such as C || F ||2Z]-"}f1 5} 121

prevent us from placing an 7o in front of 71 + A; 1. Combining (73), (74), and (75), we arrive at
Ej+1 =CE + D) +no€j+1+no(Aj+1 + Fjt1),
Ajr1 +Fjp1 SCEj41+ D)+ 2(Aj11 + Fjt1).
Finally, choosing 7o > 0 sufficiently small depending on C = C(|| F||z), we obtain
Eir1+1=C(E+1D). (76)
By iterating this inequality finitely many times, we obtain

sup Efv](r) = max & <oo. O

t€[0,00) J =15
Proof of Theorem 1.3. Using Lemmas 5.1 and 7.3, it follows that the forced nonlinear wave equation (6) is
almost surely locally well-posed. Then, Theorem 1.3 follows from Theorem 1.4 and Proposition 5.2. [J
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