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ABSTRACT. In this paper we derive a new type of pointwise decay estimates for solu-
tions to the Cauchy problem for the wave equation in 2D, in the sense that one can
diminish the weight in the time variable for the forcing term if it is compactly sup-
ported in the spatial variables. As an application of the estimate, we also establish an
improved decay estimate for the solution to the exterior problem in 2D.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we derive a new type of pointwise decay estimates for solutions to the
following Cauchy problem for the wave equation:

(1.1) (0} — Ayv = g(t,x), (t,x) € (0,T) x R?
(1.2) v(0,7) = vo(z), (0)(0,7) = v1(z), z€R?,

where u = u(t, z) is an unknown function, A = 9 + 95, 9, = 8y = 9/0t, and 9; = 9/dx;
(j = 1,2). In addition, we assume that vy and v; are smooth functions on R?, and
that g is a smooth function on [0, T) x R%. As is well known, different kind if pointwise
estimates has been used for treating nonlinear wave equations. This approach goes back
to the seminal work of John [5].

On the other hand, the point of the present study is to understand how we can
feel influence coming from such an assumption on the forcing term g(¢) that for each
fixed t € [0,T), its support is contained in a ball with a fixed radius centered at the
origin. This question is closely related to the exterior problem (see the section 4 below
for details). But our pointwise estimate (1.3) itself is of interest, because it tells us
that if the forcing term is compactly supported in the spatial variables, then one can
diminish the weight in the time variable for the forcing term, compared with the standard
pointwise decay estimate (2.4) below (see also Remark 1 in the below of Proposition
3.2).
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Theorem 1.1. Leta >0 and1 < v < 3/2. Ifsuppg(t, ) C {z € R?| |z| < a} for any
t €10,T), then we have

(t + la)* (min{(z) , ¢ — ) })" " o(t, )]

(1.3) , o
< Csup ()2 > 5wl + ) | +C sup ()" g(s,y)],

yeR? laf<1 (s,9)€[0,t) xR2

where C' is a constant, and (z) = /1 + |z|2.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section we collect basic notations and
recall known pointwise estimates for the problem (1.1)-(1.2). In the section 3 we give a
proof of Theorem 1.1 in a slightly generalized form. The section 4 is devoted to establish
an improved decay estimate for the exterior problem as an application of Theorem 1.1.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. Let us start with some standard notation.

e We put (y) := /1 + |y|? for y € R? with d € N.

e Let A= A(y) and B = B(y) be two positive functions of some variable y, such as
y = (t,z) or y = x, on suitable domains. We write A < B if there exists a positive
constant C' such that A(y) < CB(y) for all y in the intersection of the domains of
A and B.

e The norm || - ||z without any other index stands for | - || L« (r2).

e For a time-space depending function u satisfying u(t,-) € X for 0 < ¢t < T with
a Banach space X, we put [|ul|pex := supg<;r [|[u(t, -)[|x. For the brevity of the
description, we sometimes use the expression ||h(s, y)| s> with dummy variables
(s,y) for a function A on [0,¢) x R? which means supy ., |[(s, )| r~-

e B, stands for an open ball with radius r centered at the origin of R2.

Following Klainerman [10], we introduce the vector fields I' = (I'y, ..., I'3):
F():ao:at, Fj:6j (j:1,2), F32012:$162—$281.
We put 0 = (0p, 01, 02), and [ = (Vz,012). The standard multi-index notation will be
used for these sets of vector fields, such as 0% = 05°0{" 05* with a = (ap, aq, ) and

I7"=10---I'P with v = (70, ..., 73)-
For simplicity, we set

(2.1) ot )m =D IT%(t,2)]

|a|<m

for a real-valued smooth function (¢, ) and a non-negative integer m.
Denoting [A, B] :== AB — BA, we have

(2.2) [[;,07 —A]=0, i=0,1,2,3,

and also for ¢,7 = 0,1,2, 3, we have [I';,I';] = Zi:o cfj I, with suitable constants cfj
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2.2. Decay estimates for the Cauchy problem. In this subsection we recall known
decay estimates for the solution of the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2). We denote by
So[th, g](t, z) the solution to this problem with @y = (vg,v;) € (C*°(R?))? decaying
rapidly at spatial infinity. Let Ko[th](t,z) and Lo[g](t,x) be the solutions with g = 0
and v = (0,0), respectively.

The following decay estimate for solutions of the homogeneous wave equation follows
from Proposition 2.1 with k = v—(1/2) > 0 in [15]. Indeed, one can reduce the estimate
to the case m = 0, thanks to (2.2).

Lemma 2.1. Let 1 < v < 3/2 and m be a non-negative integer. For vy = (vg,v1) €
(C*°(R?))? we have

() (= |2l)” ™ [ Koli) (t )| m
(2:3) S Borasmmliol = Y 10l + 3 (1)

Iy|<k+1 lvI<k
for (t,z) € [0,T) x R2.

The following lemma is concerned with the inhomogeneous wave equation. For the
proof, see [13, Lemma 3.4], also Di Flaviano [1].

Lemma 2.2. Let1 <v < 3/2, kK > 1, and m is a non-negative integer. If g is a smooth
function on [0,T) x R?, then we have

(24) (t+ |22 (¢ = |2))" ™" [ Lolg](t, ) |m
SO Y2 (s ) (min{(Jyl) , (s — [y ) TPg(s,9) | Lo

[B|<m

for (t,z) € [0,T) x R2.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this section we shall prove the following pointwise decay estimate which is involved
with the generalized derivatives I"’s. This kind of generalization of Theorem 1.1 would
be useful, when we wish to study the nonlinear wave equations.

Theorem 3.1. Leta > 0,1 <wv < 3/2 and m be a non-negative integer. Ifsupp g(t,-) C
B, for any t € [0,T), then we have

(t+ )2 (min{ (J) , (¢ = |2))})" " |SolG0, 9] (E, )
(3-1) < Borypymliol + > 1(s) 207 g(s, )| oo

laj<m

In order to prove (3.1), it suffices to consider the solution of the inhomogeneous wave
equation, in view of (2.3).
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Proposition 3.2. Under the same assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have

(¢ + ) (min{ (J2]), (¢ = |2))})" " | Lolg)(t, 2)
(3.2) S S s 208 (s, y)| o

la|<m
Remark 1. Let us compare (3.2) with (2.4). It is clear that (2.4) implies

(t + J2[) ! (min{(J2[) , (¢ = |2])})" " Lolg] (¢, 2)|m
(3.3) S T g(s,y) | e

~Y

|a|<m

In particular, if supp g(s,-) C B,, then the right hand side is evaluated by

> ()7 0%g(s, )l -

la|<m

Therefore, (3.2) is actually different from (2.4) in the sense that one can diminish the
weight on the forcing term with respect to the time variable as long as the forcing term
is compactly supported in the spatial variable.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. It follows from (2.2) and the uniqueness for the classical solution
that

(3.4) Z%Lolg] = LolZ%g] + Ko[(da,Ya)l, | <m,

where we put ¢, () = (Z%Lo[g])(0,z), ¥o(z) = (0:Z2%Lo[g])(0,x). From the equation
(1.1) we get

dal(r) = > Cs(Z2°9)(0,2), valz)= > Ch(Z°)(0,)
18]<|er| -2 18I<|al-1
with suitable constants Cs, Cj;. Therefore, by (2.3) with 1 < v < 3/2, we get

¢+ 22 (¢ = )" Kol (da, v))E S D) 102 (Z2%9)(0)]] 2

|a|<m—1

S )P0 g (s, ) || Lo,

|a|<m

because of the assumption on g. Hence, from (3.4) we see that it is enough to show

(3:5) (¢ + )2 (min{(r), (¢ = )} Lolgl(t, 2)] S 1{s)" ™2 g (s, 9) |l e
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Let x4 be the characteristic function for a set A. Then, following the opening of the
section 4 in [11], we get

|Lolgl(t, )| SI(s)"~ VP g(s, y)ll oL

t—s+r
X (/ ds/ Ws) WD K (£ — 5)dA
[t—s— 7"\
(t—r)+
(3.6) —1—/ ds/ X[o,a](/\)<8>_(”_(1/2))K2(/\,r,t—s)d)\)
0 0

with 7 = |z|. Here we denoted

92 t
Ki(\rt) ==V Mdp, t—r|<A<t+r,
Q [A—r| 12 —p

2 Ar hi\
Ko\, t) = =V Mdp,0<)\<t—r
0 A—r| /12— p?

with h(\, p,7) = (p* — (A —7)2)"Y2((A+7)%2 = p?)71/2, and they are estimated as follows:
VA

VA—s+r+tV/A+s+r—t

for0<s<t,t—s—r|<A<t—s+r, and

Kl()"rut - S) S

A
Ky(\rt—s) < VA
Vi—r—XA—sVt+r+A—s

for 0 < s <t,0< XA <t—s—r. Indeed, these estimates follow from the proofs of
(4.18) and (4.22) in [11], because v/X is simply evaluated by /o when o > 3, which is
equivalent to s > 0, in their proofs (notice that Kj(A,s,r,t) and Ks(A, s, r,t) in [11] are
actually equal to Ki(A\,r,t — s) and Ko(\,7,t — s)). Thus we have

|Lolg](t, )] S (Iu(t,7) + Lo(t, ) [{s) =P (s, 9) | geroe,
where we put

t—s+r A\ —(v—(1/2))
(3.7) () /ds/ 0./ (M) 5) d,
=

s—r] \/)\—8+r—|—t\/)\+s+r—t

t—s—r " A (v—(1/2))
(3.8) Lt,r) = / ds/ Xoa (M) (s)” dx.
0 0 Vit—r—A—sVt+r+A—s

Therefore, in order to prove (3.5), we have only to show
(4 r) 2 — )Y
(t+ )72 (min{(r), (¢t —r)}) "7V,

(3.9) Li(t,r)

N
(3.10) L(t,r) <
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First we estimate I1(r,t). Since I = 0if r —t > a, we may assume t —r > —a. Notice
that if A > |(t—r) —s| and A < a, then (s) is equivalent to (t — r) and A—s+r—+t > 2r.
Therefore from (3.7) we have

_ (v—(1/2)) t—s+r A
(3.11) nitr <& /ds/ 0dN
\tsMVA+S+T—

To proceed further, we divide the argument into four cases.
L. |t—r|<aand 0 <r < a: It follows that

t—s+r
1(t,r) < / ds /
VF \tsMVA+S+T—
Since t < |t — r| + r < 2a in this case, the above estimate yields (3.9).
2. |t —r| <aand r > a: We change the order of the integration to obtain

(t—r)+
Vit £ [
0

At—r 1

ds
At—r VAF s+ —1

At—r 1
/ d)\/ ds < 1.
t—r)+ \/)\"‘S"—?“—

Since 4r > 2r + a+ (t —r) = r +t 4 a in this case, this estimate implies (3.9).
3.t—r>aand 0 <r < a: It follows from (3.11) that

At—r
(t —ry = WALt r) <— t/dA/
Vr A+trv)\+8+7“—

At+r 1
/ d\ / ds <1
Mt—r VAF+s+1r—t

Since t > r 4+ a > 2r in this case, (¢t — r) is equivalent to (t + ), so that the above
estimate yields (3.9).
4.t —r >aand r > a: From (3.11) we have

At—r
(t —r)yr =D (2 () /w/ ds <1,
At— rv)\—l—s—l—r—

which yields (3.9). Indeed, if ¢ > 2r, then (t —r) is equivalent to (t + 7). On
the other hand, if ¢ < 2r, then (r) is equivalent to (¢ + r). Therefore, the above
estimate is enough to conclude that the desired one holds.

Next we estimate I(r,t). We may assume t — r > 0, and we divide the argument into
three cases.

1.0<t—r<d4aand 0 <r < a: It follows (3.8) that

t—r t—s—r 1
Ly(t,r ,S/ ds d\
2( ) 0 0 \/t—T—/\—S\/X
Thus we get (3.10).
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2. 0 <t —r <4a and r > a: Changing the order of the integration, we get

t—r —At—r 1
Iy(t,r </ d)\/ ds.
2(t:7) 2 0 0 Vi—r—A—sVt+r+A—s
Sincet+r+A—s>2r+2\X>2rfor A\ >0and s < —-\A+t —r, we obtain

_N3/2
AR Ul
NG

which implies (3.10).
3. t —r > 4a: It follows from (3.8) that

Att—r < >—(u—(1/2))
(3.12) o(t,7) / d)\/ ds

A2 1(t—r) \/75—7“— —sVt+r+A—s

A27 L (t—r) (s >_(u—(1/2))
/d)\/ ds
Vi—r—XA—sVt+r+A—s

= Di(t,r) + La(t,r).
First we shall show
(3.13) La(t,r) < E+r) 2 min{(r), (t —r)})~ 7.
Since —A + 274t —r) > 47t —r) for A < a and t — r > 4a, we have

t =y~ (tr) /d)\/ e ! ds.
A2-1(t—r) Vi—r—A—sVt+r+X—s

When t < 2r and r > a, we have only show
(3.14) Ly(t,r) < r’l/z(t — r)’(”’”.
Sincet+r+AX—s>2r4+2\>2rfors < —-A+t—rand A > 0, we have

At—r 1

t—r)y =21t ) /dA/ ds
= 2 N\/_ AM2-l(t—r) VI—T =X =35

S,

which implies (3.14). When ¢ > 2r and r > a, we have only show
(3.15) La(t,r) S 7“7(”71)@ - 7">71/2'

For simplicity, we put § = v — 1. Since 1 < v < 3/2, we have 0 < 0 < 1/2. It

follows that

1 a
t =V () < / £, \) d\
< T) 2,1( ,T) ~ (27")0 0 J( T ) ’
where we set
—A+t—r 1
J(t,r,N) :/ g s
—A+2-1(t—r) Vi—r—XA—s (t+r+X— s)( /2)—
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For A > 0 we have
—At+t—r
(3.16) J(tr ) < / (b= 7 —A—8)"ds < (t— 1)’
A2 (=)

Thus we get (3.15). When 0 < r < a, we have only show
(3.17) La(t,r) S (t—r)~2
By (3.16) we have
t—r) 20 (tr) S / ' L e Ay dN < (- ),
o (21)°

which yields (3.17). From (3.14), (3.15), and (3.17), we obtain (3.13).
Next we consider Iyo. Sincet—r—A—s > (t—r)/2and t+r+A—s > (t+71)/2
for s < —A+271(¢t —r) and A\ > 0, we get

12’2(t7 ’I“) <

1 a 271 (t—r)

P Y

t+ryt—r 0 0
+ —v+(3/2)

S Ry VRS
VEtr/E—r
Combining this estimate with (3.13), we find (3.10).

Thus the proof of (3.2) is complete. O

§)~w=(1/2) g

4. ON THE EXTERIOR PROBLEM FOR THE WAVE EQUATION

As an application of Theorem 3.1, we examine the pointwise decay estimate for the
exterior problem in this section.

Let Q be an unbounded domain in R? with compact and smooth boundary 99.
We put O := R?\ Q, which is called an obstacle and is assumed to be non-empty.
Throughout this section we shall assume 0 € O so that we have |z| > ¢, for = € Q with
some positive constant ¢;. We shall also assume that @ C B;. Thus a function v = v(x)
on ) vanishing for |z| < 1 can be naturally regarded as a function on R?.

Given T" > 0, we consider the mixed problem for the wave equation :

(4.1) (0} — A)u = f(t,z), (t,z) € (0,T) x Q,
(4.2) u(t,z) =0, (t,x) € (0,T) x 09,
(4.3) u(0,z) = ug(x), (Opu)(0,x) = uy(z), z € Q.

We assume ug, u; € C°(Q), namely, they are smooth functions on Q vanishing outside
some ball. On the other hand, f € C*([0,T) x Q) is assumed to satisfy f(¢,-) € C5°(Q)
for any fixed ¢ € [0,7). In order to obtain a smooth solution to (4.1)-(4.3), we need the
compatibility condition to infinite order, i.e., u;(z) vanishes on 02 for any non-negative
integer j, where u;(z) is determined by

(4.4) uj(2) = Auya(2) + (22N)(0,2), j>2.
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We denote by X(7T') the set of all such data = = (ug,us, f) = (dy, f). For = we
denote by S[Z](¢,x) the solution of the mixed problem (4.1)-(4.3). Besides, we set
K1io] = S[(o; 0)] and Lf] = S[(0,0, /)]

Then we have the following decay estimates.

Theorem 4.1. Let 1 <v < 3/2, k > 1, and k be a non-negative integer. Assume that
O s star-shaped, and = = (ty, f) € X(T'). Then we have

(¢ + )2 (min{(z) , ¢ a))})" S @)l

(45) SAvsgraalio] + Y oY Wols, )T F(5,9) sy
|6]<k+3
for (t,x) € [0,T) x Q. Here we put
(4.6) Wow(s,y) = (s + [y])” (min{([yl), (s — ly[)})",
Apiluow] = D I T ol + D 1) Tl e
ly|<k+1 1<k

Our proof of the theorem is based on the cut-off method used in Shibata and Tsutsumi
[19], where the nonlinear problem was handled when the space dimension is greater than
3 (see also [2, 3], [4], [6], [8, 9], [12], [16], [17], [18], and the references cited therein).
Because the decaying rate of the solution to the wave equation is weaker and weaker as
the space dimension is lower and lower, in our previous works [7, 13, 14] which treat the
two-dimensional case, we could not obtain such a decay estimate of the solution itself
as above. But, thanks to (3.2), we succeed to derive the same decay estimate as in the
boundaryless case. The estimate (4.5) will be used in the forthcoming papers concerning
the nonlinear wave equation in the exterior domain.

4.1. Decomposition of solutions. For a > 0, we denote by 1, a smooth radially
symmetric function on R? satisfying

= <
(47) Yo (z) =0, |z| <a,
Yo(z) =1, |z[Za+ 1.
Besides, for a > 1 we set
Q. =QNB,.

Since O C By, we see that Q, # () for any a > 1. Then we have the following decompo-
sition (for the proof, we refer to [19], [12, Lemma 3.1]).

Lemma 4.2. Fiza > 1. Let = = (ug,u1, f) € X(T). Assume that
supp f(t,) C Qv and  suppug C Qy, suppuy C Q,

holds for any t € (0,T). Then we have
4

(4.8) S[EIt, x) = ta(2)So[t2E](t, 2) + Z Si[E(t, z),

=1
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where

(4.9) S1[E](t ) = (1 — thoa(®)) L[ [tPa, —A]So[¥2.E]](E, 2),
(4.10) Sa[E](t, ) = —Lo[ [¢h2a, —A]L[ [tha, —A]So[¢02E]J(¢, @),
(4.11) S3[Z](t, x) = (1 — ¥3a(2)) S[(1 — thoa)E](, 7),

(4.12) Su[E](t, ) = —Lo[ [¥h3a, —AIS[(1 — ¢24) ] (2, ).

4.2. Proof of Theorem 4.1. For a > 1, we denote by X,(7T) the set of all (ug,uq, f) €
X(T) satistying

uo(z) = uy(z) = f(t,x) =0 for || > aand t € [0,T).
It is useful to prepare the following lemma for the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Lemma 4.3. Let O be star-shaped. Leta, b>1,0<p<1,1<v <3/2, k>1, and
m be a non-negative integer.

(i) Let x be a smooth function on R? satisfying supp x C By. If 2 = (o, f) € X.(T),
then we have

(4.13) (@) IXSENE, ) |m
S Aol + D 1(5)°0° (s, 9)l| e o)

Bl<m+1
for (t,z) € [0,T) x Q.

(ii) Let g be a smooth function on [0,T) x R? and satisfy supp g(t,-) C B, \ By for any
t €10,T). Then we have

(t + )2 (min{(|e]) , (¢ — [«[)})" " |Lo[g)(t, 2)|m
(4.14) <SS s 0207 (s, )| e )

|Bl<m

for (t,x) €[0,T) x Q.

(iii) Let vy and g be smooth functions on R* and on [0,T) x R?, respectively. If ty(x) =
g(t,z) =0 for any (t,z) € [0,T) x By, then

<t>"*<l/2>\so[<ﬁo g)](t )|
(4.15) S Avrypmltol + Y 1) 2 Wowls, ) T9(s, 9) o

|8]<m
for (t,z) €[0,T) x Q.

Proof. One can find the proof of (4.13) in [13, Lemma 4.1]. Since supp g(t,-) C B, \ B1 C
,, we get (4.14) from (3.2).
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Finally we prove (4.15) by using (2.3) and (2.4) with (4.6). It follows that
{t + !$|>1/2< — |2y |So[0, 9]¢, %) |m

SBurapmmlBo] + D 1) W, )T (s, ) | e
|8]<m
for (t,z) € [0,T)xR2. Observe that (t — |z|) is equivalent to (t) when x € Q. Therefore
we get (4.15). This completes the proof. O

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. According to Lemma 4.2 with a = 1, we can write
4
(4.16) SEI(L2) = tr(@)So[:Z)(t2) + 3 SiElt2)
i=1

for (t,x) € [0,T) x 2, where 1), is defined by (4.7) and S;[Z] for 1 < i < 4 are defined
by (4.9)—(4.12) with a = 1. It is easy to check that

(4.17) Y0, =AJR(E, ) = h(t, 2) Atba() + 2V, h(t, 7) - Vo Pa(2)
for (t,z) € [0,T) x Q, a > 1 and any smooth function h. Note that this identity implies
(418) (07 0, [waa _A]h) < Xa+1 (T)

because supp V¢, U supp Ay, C Byi1 \ B,.
Let 1/2 < v < 3/2 and k > 1 in the following. Applying (2.3) and (2.4), we have

(t+ )2 (= )" [ So[taZ] (¢, )
By ltatio] + > 1) W5, )T (8 f) (5, 9) || e s

[0]<k
SAveypaliio] + Y My W (s, 9)T° (s, 9) | gs
|0]<k
so that
(t+ L) (= Je)" ™ 1 (2)SoloZ) (1, )
(4.19) A aymaliio] + 5 Y2 Wae(s, )T £ (5, 9) | e

o<k
Next we estimate S1[=] and S3[=]. Using (4.13) and then (4.17), we get

)~ 2IS [E] (@t @)
> [0 (fn, = ALSo[w2EZ]) (5, 9) | o e )

|8|<k+1

S D ) P00 S0 BN (s, )| e e (@)

|8|<k+2
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Since (12Z)(t,x) = 0 if || < 2, we can use (4.15) to obtain
)~ V2SIENE, @)l

(4.20) SAut1/2) k2 [W2tio] + Z 1yl * W, (s, DI (s, 9) s
1Bl <k+2

for (t,2) € [0,T) x Q.
Because (1 — )= € X3(T) for = € X(T), it follows from (4.11) and (4.13) that
{6y =P85 (=] (t, )

(4.21) SAokslio] + Y () D07 £ (s, y)l| ge e (o)
18| <k+1

for (t,z) € [0,T) x Q.
By using the trivial inequality (s)*~(/2 < |y[/2W,, .(s,y) in [0,T) x 3, from (4.20)
and (4.21) we see that
)~V (SiENE ) + [S3[E](E 2)]e)

(4.22) SAv+(1/2) per2[lio] + Z Hy[ /2 W, (s, )P £ (s, ey
|BI<k+2

Moreover, noting that S;[Z] and S3[Z] are supported on Qy, we can replace the weight
on the left hand side as follows:

(t+ |2)'2 (= 1) (ISUEIE )+ IS3(E](E 2)n)

(4.23) §Au+(1/2),k+2[ﬁo]+ Z H|y|1/2WV,;-;(S,y)Fﬁf(Say)HL;x’Lg;u
|B|<k+2

Finally we consider S3[Z] and S4[=]. Setting ¢;[=] = (07 — A)S;[E] for j = 2,4, and
recalling (4.10), (4.12), and the definition of Ly, we have

—[h2, —=AJL[ [1h1, —A]So[t2E]],
—[t3, —ALS[(1 — 2)Z].

92[=]
94[=]

[1

Having in mind (4.17) we can say that g and g4 have the same structures as S; and Sj,
but they contain one more derivative. Therefore, arguing similarly to the derivation of
(4.22), we arrive at

)"~ (|92t )k + 194 [EN(E ) )

(4.24) SAyvmasslio] + Y MM Wow(s, )T £ (5, 9) ez
|8|<k+3
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Since S;[Z] = Lo|g;] for j = 2,4, and gy, g4 are supported on By \ Bs, we are in a
position to apply (4.14) and we get

(t -+ |2) " (min{(|e]) , (¢ = )} (1S2[E] (¢, 2)| + [S4[E](t, 2)])

(425) SAvraessldol + D Myl Wow(s, )T f (s, 9) | neres
|B<k+3

Now (4.5) follows from (4.19), (4.23) and (4.25). This completes the proof. O
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