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Abstract. We make some remarks on the linear wave equation concerning
the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions, satisfaction of the energy equa-

tion, growth properties of solutions, the passage from bounded to unbounded

domains, and reconciliation of different representations of solutions.

1. Introduction

Let Ω ⊂ Rn be open with boundary ∂Ω. In this paper we consider the linear
wave equation

utt = ∆u, (1.1)

for u = u(x, t), x ∈ Ω, t ⩾ 0, with boundary condition

u|∂Ω = 0, (1.2)

(interpreted appropriately if Ω is unbounded) and initial conditions

u(x, 0) = u0(x), ut(x, 0) = v0(x), (1.3)

where u0 ∈ H1
0 (Ω), v0 ∈ L2(Ω). Our aim is to make some remarks which are hard

to find in the literature, although largely implicit in it, concerning the existence
and uniqueness of weak solutions to (1.1)-(1.3), satisfaction of the energy equation

1

2

∫
Ω

(
|∇u(x, t)|2 + ut(x, t)

2
)
dx =

1

2

∫
Ω

(
|∇u0(x)|2 + v0(x)

2
)
dx, (1.4)

growth properties of solutions, the passage from bounded to unbounded domains,
and the reconciliation of different representations of solutions. Although these
remarks are perhaps original only in various details, it is hoped that readers may
find their combination useful.

If Ω is bounded, perhaps the easiest method for proving existence and uniqueness
is to represent u as a Fourier expansion in the eigenfunctions ωj ∈ H1

0 (Ω) of −∆,
with corresponding real eigenvalues λj > 0, in terms of which

u(x, t) =

∞∑
j=1

(
u0j cos(

√
λjt) + v0j

sin(
√
λjt)√
λj

)
ωj , (1.5)

where u0j = (u0, ωj), v0j = (v0, ωj) and (·, ·) denotes the inner product in L2(Ω).
In the case Ω = Rn the solution can be given explicitly in terms of the Fourier

transforms û0, v̂0 of the initial data as

u(x, t) =
1

(2π)n/2

∫
Rn

(
û0(ξ) cos(|ξ|t) + v̂0(ξ)

sin(|ξ|t)
|ξ|

)
eix·ξ dξ. (1.6)
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2 JOHN M. BALL

Alternatively one can use Poisson’s method of spherical means (see, for example,
[21]), which in the case n = 3 leads to Kirchhoff’s solution

u(x, t) =
1

4πt

∫
S(x,t)

v0(y) dSy +
∂

∂t

(
1

4πt

∫
S(x,t)

u0(y) dSy

)
, (1.7)

where S(x, t) = {y ∈ R3 : |y−x| = t} and Sy is the usual (n−1)-dimensional surface
measure. Yet another method is to represent the solution as a superposition of plane
waves via the Radon transform [14, 23].

For Ω a general (possibly unbounded) open set these methods do not apply, and
a natural approach that we review in Section 2 is via the Hille-Yosida theorem.
In Section 3 we discuss the growth in time of the L2 norm of solutions when Ω is
unbounded. In order to make the connection with weak solutions in the sense of
distributions, and thus to establish uniqueness of weak solutions, it is convenient
to calculate the adjoint of the wave operator, which we do in Section 4. We show
that the adjoint is injective and that there are no nontrivial linear constants of
motion. The use of the phase space H = H1

0 (Ω) × L2(Ω) for unbounded domains
Ω is motivated by taking a limit of the semiflows corresponding to an increasing
sequence of bounded open sets Ωj with union Ω (Theorem 9).

It is not completely obvious how to reconcile the different representations of
solutions described above. We explore this for Kirchhoff’s solution in Section 5,
showing that the derivation of Kirchhoff’s solution implies smoothing properties
under the taking of averages over spheres and balls that are familiar in harmonic
analysis. We illustrate the related harmonic analysis methods by showing (Theorem
10) that if B = B(0, 1) denotes the unit ball in Rn then for f ∈ L2(Rn) and t > 0
the average

Nt(f)(x) =

∫
B

f(x+ tz) dz (1.8)

belongs to H
n+1
2 (Rn).

2. Existence and uniqueness via the Hille-Yosida theorem

Let H = H1
0 (Ω)× L2(Ω). H is a Hilbert space with inner product

⟨
(
u
v

)
,

(
p
q

)
⟩ =

∫
Ω

(up+∇u · ∇p+ vq) dx.

We briefly review how, for a general (possibly unbounded) domain Ω ⊂ Rn, it can
be proved using the Hille-Yosida theorem that (1.1)-(1.3) generates a semiflow on
H, and that the energy equation (1.4) holds. For equivalent treatments see [1,
Chapter 7], [9, Chapter IV], both using cosine families, and for the case of bounded
domains [8, p444]. We write (1.1) in the form

ẇ = Aw, (2.1)

where v = ut, w =

(
u
v

)
and

A =

(
0 1
∆ 0

)
. (2.2)
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We regard A as an unbounded linear operator on H with domain

D(A) = {
(
u
v

)
∈ H : ∆u ∈ L2(Ω), v ∈ H1

0 (Ω)}. (2.3)

Then D(A) is dense in H and it is easily checked that A : D(A) → H is closed. We
apply the following special case of the Hille-Yosida theorem (see, for example, [25,
Corollary 3.8], [8, p441]):

Theorem 1. A closed densely defined linear operator A on a real Banach space X
is the generator of a C0-semigroup {T (t)}t⩾0 satisfying for some ω ∈ R

∥T (t)∥ ⩽ eωt, t ⩾ 0,

if and only if (ω,∞) ⊂ ρ(A) and ∥Rλ∥ ⩽ 1
λ−ω for λ > ω.

Here a C0-semigroup {T (t)}t⩾0 is a family of bounded linear operators T (t) : X →
X satisfying (i) T (0) =identity, (ii) T (s + t) = T (s)T (t) for all s, t ⩾ 0 and (iii)
t 7→ T (t)p is continuous from [0,∞) → X for all p ∈ X. The resolvent set ρ(A) is
the set of λ such that λ1−A : D(A) → X is one-to-one and onto, and for λ ∈ ρ(A)
the resolvent operator Rλ : X → X is defined by Rλw = (λ1−A)−1w.

Theorem 2. Let A be given by (2.2),(2.3). Then A is the generator of a C0-
semigroup {T (t)}t⩾0 on H, and the energy equation

E(T (t)p) = E(p), t ⩾ 0 (2.4)

is satisfied for all p =

(
u0
v0

)
∈ H, where

E(w) :=
1

2

∫
Ω

(|∇u(x)|2 + v(x)2) dx. (2.5)

Proof. We first show that (0,∞) ⊂ ρ(A). Thus we need to prove that for any

λ > 0 and f ∈ H1
0 (Ω), g ∈ L2(Ω) there exists a unique solution

(
u
v

)
∈ H with

∆u ∈ L2(Ω), v ∈ H1
0 (Ω) to

λu− v = f, (2.6)

λv −∆u = g. (2.7)

Since v = λu − f we just need to show that there is a unique solution u ∈ H1
0 (Ω)

to

−∆u+ λ2u− (λf + g) = 0. (2.8)

The existence follows by minimization of the functional

I(u) =

∫
Ω

(
1

2
|∇u|2 + λ2

2
u2 − (λf + g)u

)
dx (2.9)

over H1
0 (Ω) via the direct method of the calculus of variations and showing that the

minimizer satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation, and the uniqueness follows since
the difference z of two solutions to (2.8) satisfies

∫
Ω
(z2 + |∇z|2) dx = 0. To prove

the resolvent estimate, note that Rλ

(
f
g

)
=

(
u
v

)
, and thus taking the inner



4 JOHN M. BALL

product in H of (2.6), (2.7) with

(
u
v

)
we obtain

λ

∫
Ω

(u2 + |∇u|2 + v2) dx = (v, u) +

∫
Ω

(fu+∇f · ∇u+ gv) dx, (2.10)

where (·, ·) denotes the inner product in L2(Ω). But (v, u) ⩽
1

2

∫
Ω

(u2 + |∇u|2 +

v2) dx, and hence

(λ− 1

2
)

∫
Ω

(u2 + |∇u|2 + v2) dx ⩽
∫
Ω

(f,∇f, g) · (u,∇u, v) dx, (2.11)

from which the estimate

∥Rλ∥ ⩽
1

λ− 1
2

for λ >
1

2
(2.12)

follows.
It remains to prove that the energy equation (2.4) holds, this not being immedi-

ately obvious since the formal derivation of it via multiplication of (1.1) by ut and
integration is not valid for u0 ∈ H1

0 (Ω), v0 ∈ L2(Ω). To this end we note that

E(w) :=
1

2

∫
Ω

(|∇u(x)|2 + v(x)2) dx (2.13)

is a C1 function of w =

(
u
v

)
∈ H, and that if w ∈ D(A) then

E′(w)(Aw) =

∫
Ω

(∇u · ∇v + v ·∆u) dx = 0. (2.14)

But by a well-known result for linear semigroups (see, for example, [25, Theorem
2.4]), the map t 7→ T (t)p is C1 for p ∈ D(A) with derivative AT (t)p. Thus if
p ∈ D(A) then t 7→ E(T (t)p) is C1 with derivative E′(T (t)p)(AT (t)p) = 0. Hence
E(T (t)p) = E(p) for all t ⩾ 0, p ∈ D(A), and thus, since D(A) is dense in H and
E and T (t) are continuous, also for p ∈ X . □

Remark 1. An alternative approach to proving existence, involving much the same
calculations, is to apply the Lumer-Phillips theorem (see e.g. [25, Theorem 4.3])
by showing that the operator −A+ λ1 is maximal monotone for λ > 1

2 .

Remark 2. The fact that the time reversibility of (1.1) implies that A generates a
group {T (t)}t∈R of bounded linear operators can be proved either by checking that
−A generates a C0-semigroup or by verifying that

T (−t) :=
(

1 0
0 −1

)
T (t)

(
1 0
0 −1

)
(2.15)

satisfies T (−t)T (t) = 1 by calculating d
dt (T (−t)T (t)p) = 0 for p ∈ D(A).

Remark 3. Using [25, Theorem 2.4] we also have the regularity result (see [1, The-
orem 7.2]) that if u0 ∈ H1

0 (Ω), ∆u0 ∈ L2(Ω) and u1 ∈ H1
0 (Ω) then utt = ∆u ∈

C([0,∞);L2(Ω)), ut ∈ C([0,∞);H1
0 (Ω)).
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Remark 4. Note that if

(
u0
v0

)
∈ H then, since

(
u0
0

)
= A

(
0
u0

)
,

T (t)

(
u0
v0

)
= T (t)

(
0
v0

)
+AT (t)

(
0
u0

)
, (2.16)

so that the semigroup is determined by its action on initial data with first compo-
nent zero (for the same observation for more general hyperbolic equations see [20,
p15]). Said differently, the solution u with initial data u(x, 0) = u0(x), ut(x, 0) = 0
is given by u = ht, where h is the (strong) solution of the wave equation with initial
data h(x, 0) = 0, ht(x, 0) = u0(x).

3. Growth of L2 norm as t→ ∞.

Theorem 2 gives the extra information that ∥u(·, t)∥2 ⩽ et/2∥p∥H , where ∥ · ∥2
denotes the norm in L2(Ω). However we have the better estimate

∥u(·, t)∥22 ⩽ ∥u0∥22 + 2(u0, v0)t+ 2E(u0, v0)t
2, (3.1)

where E(u0, v0) :=
1
2

∫
Ω
(|∇u0|2 + |v0|2) dx. This follows from the energy equation

(2.4) by integrating the identity d
dt (ut, u) = ∥ut∥22 − ∥∇u∥22 to deduce that

(u, ut)(t) = (u0, v0) +

∫ t

0

(∥ut(·, τ)∥22 − ∥∇u(·, τ)∥22) dτ,

= (u0, v0) + 2E(u0, v0)t− 2

∫ t

0

∥∇u(·, τ)∥22 dτ, (3.2)

and hence

∥u(·, t)∥22 = ∥u0∥22 + 2(u0, v0)t+ 2E(u0, v0)t
2 − 4

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

∥∇u(·, τ)∥22 dτ ds. (3.3)

The identity (3.2) follows straightforwardly for p ∈ D(A), and then for an arbitrary
p ∈ H via approximation of p by a sequence p(j) ∈ D(A).

If Ω is bounded then the energy equation (2.4) and Poincaré inequality imply that
∥u(·, t)∥2 is bounded, but for unbounded Ω it is possible that ∥u(·, t)∥L2(Ω) → ∞
as t→ ∞. For example, in the case Ω = Rn with u0 = 0 we have that

û(ξ, t) = v̂0(ξ)
sin(|ξ|t)

|ξ|
.

For ε > 0 and r = |ξ| let

v̂0(ξ) =

{
r−

n
2 +ε, r ∈ [0, 1),

0, r ⩾ 1.
(3.4)

Then ∫
Rn

|v̂0|2dξ = ωn

∫ 1

0

r−1+2εdr <∞,
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where ωn = Hn−1(Sn−1), so that v0 ∈ L2(Rn) and is real and radially symmetric
(because the Fourier transform of a radially symmetric function is radially sym-
metric – see, for example, [30, Corollary 1.2]). But

∥û∥2L2(Rn) = ωn

∫ 1

0

r2ε−3 sin2(rt) dr

= t2(1−ε)ωn

∫ t

0

s2ε−1

(
sin s

s

)2

ds,

so that by Plancherel’s theorem limt→∞ ∥u(·, t)∥2tε−1 = Cε > 0. (It does not seem
simple to construct such an example for any dimension n with v0 having compact
support.)

Note, however, that for Ω = Rn we always have

lim
t→∞

t−1∥u(·, t)∥2 = 0. (3.5)

This follows from Plancherel’s theorem since

t−2∥û(·, t)∥22 ⩽ 2

∫
Rn

(
|û0|2

cos2(|ξ|t)
t2

+ |v̂0|2
sin2(|ξ|t)
|ξ|2t2

)
dξ, (3.6)

which tends to zero as t → ∞ by dominated convergence as sin τ
τ is bounded. For

general Ω, we see from (3.2) that (3.5) implies Cesaro equipartition of energy (see
[11, p116ff] for related results), i.e.

lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

∥ut(·, τ)∥22 dτ = lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

∥∇u(·, τ)∥22 dτ = E(u0, v0). (3.7)

In fact, for Ω = Rn, n = 1, 2, estimates in [19] show that blow-up of the L2 norm
as t → ∞ occurs under the additional hypotheses

∫
Rn(1 + |x|)|v0(x)| dx < ∞ and∫

Rn v0 dx ̸= 0. In the case n = 1 the blow-up for v0 ∈ L1(R) with
∫
R v0 dx ̸= 0

follows easily from d’Alembert’s formula

u(x, t) =
1

2

(
u0(x+ t) + u0(x− t) +

∫ x+t

x−t

v0(z) dz

)
, (3.8)

since if v0 ∈ L1(R) with
∫
R v

+
0 dx ̸=

∫
R v

−
0 dx then by Fatou’s Lemma

∞ =

∫
R
lim
t→∞

(∫ x+t

x−t

v0(z) dz

)2

dx

⩽ lim inf
t→∞

∥2u(·, t)− u0(·+ t)− u0(· − t)∥22

⩽ 8
(
∥u0∥22 + lim

t→∞
∥u(·, t)∥22

)
.

If, on the other hand, v0 ∈ L1(R) and
∫
R v0 dx = 0 then it can happen either that

∥u(·, t)∥2 remains bounded as t → ∞, or that limt→∞ ∥u(·, t)∥2 = ∞. For the first
case one can take v0 = 0, and for the second take v0 odd with

v0(x) =

{
0, x ∈ [0, 1],
x−α, x ∈ (1,∞),
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with 1 < α < 3
2 . Then v0 ∈ L1(R) ∩ L2(R) with

∫
R v0 dx = 0, and (without loss of

generality taking u0 = 0)

4∥u(·, t)∥22 =

∫
R

(∫ x+t

x−t

v0(s) ds

)2

dx

⩾
∫ ∞

t+1

(∫ x+t

x−t

s−αds

)2

dx =

∫ ∞

t+1

(
(x+ t)1−α − (x− t)1−α

1− α

)2

dx

= t3−2α

∫ ∞

1+ 1
t

(
(1 + y)1−α − (y − 1)1−α

1− α

)2

dy ⩾ Ct3−2α

for t ⩾ 1 and some constant C > 0.
For any n the set of v0 ∈ L2(Rn) such that ∥u(·, t)∥2 is bounded as t → ∞ is

dense in L2(Rn). Indeed if v̂0 = 0 in some neighbourhood B(0, ε) of 0, then

∥û(·, t)∥22 ⩽ 2

(
∥û0∥22 + ε−2

∫
|ξ|>ε

|v̂0|2dξ

)
⩽ C <∞ (3.9)

for all t ⩾ 0. The linear subspace of such functions is dense in L2(Rn), since
otherwise there would be some nonzero θ ∈ L2(Rn) with (θ, v0) = 0 whenever

v̂0 ∈ C∞
0 (Rn \ B(0, ε)) for some ε > 0. But by Plancherel’s theorem this implies

that (θ̂, v̂0) = 0 for all such v̂0, so that θ̂(ξ) = 0 for |ξ| > ε and any ε > 0, thus

θ̂ = 0 and hence θ = 0, a contradiction.
As shown by Brodsky [7] (see also [27]), in the case when v̂0

|ξ| ∈ L2(Rn) (equiva-

lently (−∆)−
1
2 v0 ∈ L2(Rn)) it follows from (1.6) and the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma

that

lim
t→∞

∥u(·, t)∥22 =
1

2

(
∥u0∥22 +

∫
Rn

|v̂0|2

|ξ|2
dξ

)
. (3.10)

For general u0, v0 it is not clear to the author whether there can be a solution
with ∥u(·, t)∥2 unbounded but not tending to infinity as t → ∞. This seems to
depend delicately on the behaviour of v̂0(ξ) as |ξ| → 0.

,

4. The adjoint of the wave operator and weak solutions

In order to show that T (t)p in Theorem 2 is the unique weak solution, appropri-
ately defined, of (1.1) we first recall the definition and properties (see e.g. [10]) of
the adjoint A∗ of a closed densely defined linear operator A on a real Banach space
X with dual space X∗. Let D(A∗) be the set of those v ∈ X∗ for which there exists
v∗ ∈ X∗ such that

⟨w, v∗⟩ = ⟨Aw, v⟩ for all w ∈ D(A).

Since D(A) is dense, v∗ is unique. Then A∗ : D(A∗) → X∗ is the linear operator
defined on X∗ by A∗v = v∗, so that

⟨w,A∗v⟩ = ⟨Aw, v⟩ for all w ∈ D(A).

A∗ is closed, and if X is reflexive then D(A∗) is dense in X∗.

Definition 4.1. Let τ > 0. A function w : [0,∞) → X is a weak solution of
ẇ = Aw on [0,∞) if
(i) w : [0,∞) → X is weakly continuous,
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(ii) for every z ∈ D(A∗) the function t 7→ ⟨w(t), z⟩ is continuously differentiable on
[0,∞) and

d

dt
⟨w(t), z⟩ = ⟨w(t), A∗z⟩, t ⩾ 0.

Remark 5. This is weaker than the definition in [3] of a weak solution in that we
do not assume that w : [0,∞) → X is (strongly) continuous.

We will use the following uniqueness result.

Theorem 3. Let A generate the C0-semigroup {T (t)}t⩾0 of bounded linear oper-
ators on X. Then for any p ∈ X, w(t) := T (t)p is the unique weak solution of
ẇ = Aw on [0,∞) satisfying w(0) = p.

Proof. We first show that w(t) = T (t)p is a weak solution. Let pj ∈ D(A) with
pj → p in X. Then for t ⩾ 0 and z ∈ D(A∗) we have that

⟨T (t)pj , z⟩ = ⟨pj , z⟩+
∫ t

0

⟨AT (s)pj , z⟩ds

= ⟨pj , z⟩+
∫ t

0

⟨T (s)pj , A∗z⟩ds, (4.1)

and passing to the limit j → ∞ using the continuity of T (t) and the boundedness
of ∥T (s)pj∥ on [0, t] we get

⟨T (t)p, z⟩ = ⟨p, z⟩+
∫ t

0

⟨T (s)p,A∗z⟩ds, (4.2)

from which (ii) follows.
To prove the uniqueness, suppose that there are two weak solutions w, w̃ with

initial data p, and let W = w − w̃. Then W : [0,∞) → X is weakly continuous,
hence strongly measurable and bounded in norm on compact subsets of [0,∞) [16,
pp 59,75,84]. In particular W is (Bochner) integrable on [0, t] for any t > 0. Hence,
for any z ∈ D(A∗),

⟨W (t), z⟩ =
∫ t

0

⟨W (s), A∗z⟩ds = ⟨
∫ t

0

W (s) ds,A∗z⟩. (4.3)

Integrating (4.3) with respect to t we have that

⟨
∫ t

0

W (s) ds, z⟩ = ⟨
∫ t

0

∫ s

0

W (τ) dτ ds,A∗z⟩ (4.4)

for all z ∈ D(A∗), so that by a lemma in [3] (see also [10, p127])
∫ t

0

∫ s

0
W (τ) dτ ds ∈

D(A) and ∫ t

0

W (s) ds = A

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

W (τ) dτ ds, t ⩾ 0. (4.5)

Hence r(t) :=
∫ t

0

∫ s

0
W (τ) dτ is differentiable in t and solves ṙ(t) = Ar(t) with

r(0) = 0, so that by a well-known result (see e.g. [22, p483], [25, Chapter 4], [26,

Theorem 35.2]) r(t) = 0. Hence also
∫ t

0
W (s) ds = 0, thus

∫ t

0
⟨W (s) ds, z⟩ = 0 for

any z ∈ X∗. Differentiating with respect to t and using the continuity of ⟨W (s), z⟩
we have that ⟨W (t), z⟩ = 0 for all t ⩾ 0 and z. Hence W = 0 and w = w̃. □
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Remark 6. This result is given for X a Hilbert space in [2, Corollary 4.8.1]. We
note that the theorem [2, Theorem 4.8.3] of which it is a corollary appears to omit
the hypothesis that w is weakly continuous, and its proof requires some consequent
adjustment.

Remark 7. It is natural to conjecture that for a closed densely defined operator
A the existence of a unique weak solution w(t) = S(t)p satisfying w(0) = p for
each initial data p ∈ X implies that A generates a C0-semigroup {T (t)}t⩾0 and
that S(t) = T (t). This would be a generalization of the result in [3] to the case
when weak solutions are only required to be weakly continuous in t. A crucial step
would be to show that each linear map S(t) is continuous, which was proved in [3]
using the closed graph theorem. However, to generalize this step would seem to
require a closed graph theorem for a linear map from X to the space C([0, T ];Xw),
the space of weakly continuous maps from [0, T ] to X with the compact open
topology. Although there are many generalizations of the closed graph theorem to
maps between topological vector spaces (see e.g. [18]), the author was unable to
find one which applies to this case.

Thus we need to calculate the adjoint of the wave operator (2.2) on the Hilbert
space H = H1

0 (Ω)× L2(Ω).

Lemma 4. The Laplace operator ∆ with D(∆) = {u ∈ H1
0 (Ω) : ∆u ∈ L2(Ω)} is

self-adjoint on L2(Ω).

Proof. This is proved in [1, Example 7.2.1]. Alternatively, one can first note that if
v ∈ H1

0 (Ω) there exists a sequence φ(j) ∈ C∞
0 (Ω) with φ(j) → v in H1(Ω), so that

if u ∈ D(∆) we have that

(−∆u, v) = lim
j→∞

(−∆u, φ(j)) = lim
j→∞

(∇u,∇φ(j)) = (∇u,∇v),

and hence (−∆u, v) = (u,−∆v) for u, v ∈ D(∆). Hence −∆ is symmetric. As in
the proof of Theorem 2, for any z ∈ L2(Ω) there exists a unique u ∈ D(∆) satisfying
−∆u + u = z. Hence −∆ is also maximal monotone, so that the self-adjointness
follows from [6, Proposition 7.6]. □

For θ ∈ L2(Ω) denote by (1−∆)−1θ the unique solution u ∈ D(∆) of −∆u+u = θ.

Theorem 5. The adjoint of the wave operator A is given by

A∗ =

(
0 (1−∆)−1 − 1

1−∆ 0

)
,

with

D(A∗) = {
(
χ
ψ

)
∈ H : ∆χ ∈ L2(Ω), ψ ∈ H1

0 (Ω)}.

Proof. By the definition of A∗ we have that

(
χ
ψ

)
∈ D(A∗) and A∗

(
χ
ψ

)
=(

p
q

)
if and only if

(
χ
ψ

)
∈ H and

⟨
(
u
v

)
,

(
p
q

)
⟩ = ⟨

(
v
∆u

)
,

(
χ
ψ

)
⟩ for all

(
u
v

)
∈ D(A), (4.6)
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that is ∫
Ω

(pu+∇p · ∇u+ qv) dx =

∫
Ω

(χv +∇χ · ∇v + ψ∆u) dx (4.7)

for all u, v ∈ H1
0 (Ω) with ∆u ∈ L2(Ω). (4.7) is equivalent to the two equations∫
Ω

(χv +∇χ · ∇v) dx =

∫
Ω

qv dx for all v ∈ H1
0 (Ω), (4.8)∫

Ω

(pu+∇p · ∇u) dx =

∫
Ω

ψ∆u dx for all u ∈ D(∆). (4.9)

But (4.8) says that q = (1−∆)χ, while (4.9) can be written as∫
Ω

pu dx =

∫
Ω

(p+ ψ)∆u dx for all u ∈ D(∆), (4.10)

so that, by Lemma 4, p+ ψ ∈ D(∆) and ∆(p+ ψ) = p, from which it follows that
p = [(1−∆)−1 − 1]ψ. □

Remark 8. For a bounded domain Ω one can use the equivalent inner product
((u, v)) =

∫
Ω
∇u ·∇v dx on H1

0 (Ω), when the adjoint takes the simpler form (see [5,

Lemma 3.1]) A∗ = −
(

0 1
∆ 0

)
.

By Definition 4.1, w =

(
u
v

)
is a weak solution of the wave equation ẇ =

Aw on [0,∞) if and only if w : [0,∞) → H is weakly continuous, and, for any

z =

(
χ
ψ

)
∈ D(A∗), the function t 7→ ⟨w(t), z⟩ is continuously differentiable with

derivative

d

dt
⟨w(t), z⟩ = ⟨w(t), A∗z⟩, t ⩾ 0. (4.11)

Equivalently, for t ⩾ 0,

d

dt

∫
Ω

(uχ+∇u · ∇χ+ vψ) dx =

∫
Ω

(up+∇u · ∇p+ vq) dx, (4.12)

where ∆(p+ ψ) = p and q = χ−∆χ, or

d

dt

∫
Ω

uq dx =

∫
Ω

vq dx for all q ∈ L2(Ω), (4.13)

d

dt

∫
Ω

vψ dx = −
∫
Ω

∇u · ∇ψ dx for all ψ ∈ H1
0 (Ω), (4.14)

since for any q ∈ L2(Ω) there exists a unique solution χ ∈ H1
0 (Ω) to χ −∆χ = q.

But it is easily checked that (4.13) holds if and only if u is weakly differentiable
with respect to t with ut(·, t) = v(·, t) for all t ⩾ 0, that is∫ ∞

0

φ′(t)u(·, t) dt = −
∫ ∞

0

φ(t)v(·, t) dt for all φ ∈ C∞
0 (0,∞). (4.15)

Then (4.14) becomes

d

dt

∫
Ω

utψ dx = −
∫
Ω

∇u · ∇ψ dx for all ψ ∈ H1
0 (Ω), t ⩾ 0. (4.16)
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Hence w is a weak solution if and only if u : [0,∞) → H1
0 (Ω), v : [0,∞) → L2(Ω)

are weakly continuous, v = ut, and (4.16) holds. In particular weak solutions in
this sense are unique.

Remark 9. For the case Ω = Rn it is possible to prove uniqueness of weak solutions
for u0, v0 merely distributions using properties of the fundamental solution of the
wave equation (see [31, Theorem 13.1]).

Next we give some further properties of A,A∗ from which we deduce the absence
of nontrivial linear conserved quantities.

Lemma 6.
(i) ∆D(∆) is dense in L2(Ω).
(ii) R(A) = {Az : z ∈ D(A)} is dense in H.
(iii) A∗ : D(A∗) → H = H∗ is one-to-one.

Proof. (i). Suppose that
∫
Ω
z∆u dx = 0 for some z ∈ L2(Ω) and all u ∈ D(∆). By

Lemma 4, z ∈ D(∆) and ∆z = 0. Choosing u = z we thus have
∫
Ω
|∇z|2dx = 0

and so ∇z = 0 in Ω. Hence z = 0 (for example because the extension z̃ of z by zero
belongs to H1

0 (Rn) and ∇z̃ = 0, so that z̃ is constant and thus zero).

(ii) If not there would exist a nonzero

(
χ
ψ

)
∈ H with ⟨

(
χ
ψ

)
, A

(
u
v

)
⟩ = 0

for all

(
u
v

)
∈ D(A), that is∫

Ω

(χv +∇χ · ∇v + ψ∆u) dx = 0 (4.17)

for all u, v ∈ H1
0 (Ω) with ∆u ∈ L2(Ω). Taking first u = 0 and v = χ we get that

χ = 0. Then ψ = 0 by (i).

(iii) Now suppose A∗
(
χ
ψ

)
= 0, for some

(
χ
ψ

)
∈ D(A∗). Then

⟨
(
u
v

)
, A∗

(
χ
ψ

)
⟩ = 0

for all

(
u
v

)
∈ D(A), so that by (ii) χ = ψ = 0. Hence A∗ is one-to-one. □

Theorem 7. There is no nontrivial linear constant of motion for (2.1), that is
there is no nonzero z ∈ H such that ⟨T (t)p, z⟩ = ⟨p, z⟩ for all t ⩾ 0 and p ∈ D(A).

Proof. If ⟨T (t)p, z⟩ were constant in t for all p ∈ D(A) then

0 =
d

dt
⟨T (t)p, z⟩

∣∣∣∣
t=0

= ⟨Ap, z⟩

for all p ∈ D(A), so that z = 0 by Lemma 6 (ii). □

Finally in this section we motivate the use of the phase spaceH = H1
0 (Ω)×L2(Ω)

for an unbounded domain Ω ⊂ Rn. To this end we assume that Ω =
⋃∞

j=1 Ωj is the

union of an increasing (Ωj ⊂ Ωj+1) sequence of bounded open sets Ωj ⊂ Rn. In
Theorem 9 below we show that the semiflow {T (t)}t⩾0 on H for the wave equation
is the limit of the corresponding semiflows {Tj(t)}t⩾0 for the wave equation on Ωj

with phase space Hj = H1
0 (Ωj)× L2(Ωj). We use the following lemma, which is a

slight generalization of [4, Lemma 5.12].
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Lemma 8. Let X be a reflexive Banach space, T > 0, and w(j) : [0, T ] → X satisfy
(i) ∥w(j)(t)∥X ⩽M <∞ for all j = 1, 2, . . . and t ∈ [0, T ],
(ii) there is a dense subset E of X∗ such that for any v ∈ E the functions t 7→
⟨w(j), v⟩ are equicontinuous on [0, T ] for j sufficiently large, that is given ε > 0,
there exists δ(v) > 0 and J(v) such that

|⟨w(j)(t), v⟩ − ⟨w(j)(s), v⟩| < ε for |s− t| ⩽ δ(v), j ⩾ J(v). (4.18)

Then there exists a weakly continuous w : [0, T ] → X and a subsequence w(jk) of
w(j) converging uniformly to w in the weak topology, i.e. for any sequence sk → s
in [0, T ] we have w(jk)(sk)⇀ w(s) in X.

Proof. By (i) and a diagonal argument we can extract a subsequence w(jk) such
that w(jk)(τ) converges weakly to a limit for any rational τ ∈ [0, T ]. We claim that
w(jk)(t) converges weakly to a limit w(t) for any t ∈ [0, T ]. This follows provided
⟨w(jk)(t), v⟩ is a Cauchy sequence for any v ∈ X∗, since then by (i) the limit is a
bounded linear functional of v, so that since X is reflexive it defines an element of
X∗∗ = X. To prove this, let ε > 0 and choose ṽ ∈ E with ∥ṽ − v∥X∗ < ε

2M , and
then a rational τ ∈ [0, T ] with |τ − t| ⩽ δ(ṽ). Then for k, l sufficiently large we have
by (i) and (4.18) that

|⟨w(jk)(t)− w(jl)(t), v⟩| ⩽ |⟨w(jk)(t)− w(jl)(t), ṽ⟩|+ ε

⩽ |⟨w(jk)(τ)− w(jl)(τ), ṽ⟩|+ 3ε ⩽ 4ε,

as required. Similar arguments then show that w is weakly continuous and that
w(jk)(sk)⇀ w(s) if sk → s. □

For a function f ∈ Hj set

f̄(x) =

{
f(x), x ∈ Ωj

0, x ∈ Ω \ Ωj .
(4.19)

Note that if f ∈ Hj then f̄ ∈ H.

Theorem 9. Let pj ∈ Hj and p̄j → p in H. Then Tj(t)pj → T (t)p in H uniformly
on compact subsets of [0,∞).

Proof. We denote by Aj the infinitesimal generator of Tj(t), that is

Aj =

(
0 1
∆j 0

)
, (4.20)

with

D(Aj) = {
(
u
v

)
∈ H : ∆ju ∈ L2(Ωj), v ∈ H1

0 (Ωj)},

where ∆j = ∆ with domain D(∆j) = {u ∈ H1
0 (Ωj) : ∆u ∈ L2(Ωj)}. Then by

Theorem 5 we have that

A∗
j =

(
0 (1−∆j)

−1 − 1
1−∆j 0

)
,

with

D(A∗
j ) = {

(
χ
ψ

)
∈ Xj : ∆χ ∈ L2(Ωj), ψ ∈ H1

0 (Ωj)}.
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By Theorem 3 we have that

⟨Tj(t)pj , v⟩ = ⟨pj , v⟩+
∫ t

0

⟨Tj(s)pj , A∗
jv⟩ds (4.21)

for all t ⩾ 0 and v ∈ D(A∗
j ). Furthermore, if T > 0 there exists M > 0 such that

∥Tj(t)pj∥H = ∥Tj(t)pj∥Hj
⩽M for all t ∈ [0, T ], (4.22)

this following from the energy equation (2.4) and the estimate (3.1). Let E =

{
(
χ
ψ

)
: χ, ψ ∈ C∞

0 (Ω)}, which is a dense subset of H∗ = H. Given any v ∈ E

we have that v ∈ D(A∗
j ) for large enough j. Thus from (4.21), (4.22) we have that

for v ∈ E and large enough j

|⟨Tj(t)pj , v⟩ − ⟨Tj(s)pj , v⟩| ⩽ C|t− s|, for s, t ∈ [0, T ], (4.23)

where C = C(v) is a constant, and ⟨Tj(t)pj , v⟩ = ⟨Tj(t)pj , v⟩ for each t. Hence

w(j)(t) := Tj(t)pj satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 8 for any T > 0 and so

there is a subsequence w(jk) and a weakly continuous w : [0,∞) → H such that
w(jk) converges uniformly to w on compact subsets of [0,∞) in the weak topology.

Writing pj =

(
u0j
v0j

)
, Tj(t)pj =

(
uj(·, t)
vj(·, t)

)
, we have from (4.13), (4.14) that

for any q, ψ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω) and t ⩾ 0, and for k sufficiently large to ensure supp q ⊂

Ωjk , suppψ ⊂ Ωjk ,∫
Ω

ujk(x, t)q(x) dx =

∫
Ω

u0jk(x)q(x) dx+

∫ t

0

∫
Ω

vjk(x, s)q(x) dx ds, (4.24)∫
Ω

vjk(x, t)ψ(x) dx =

∫
Ω

v0jk(x)ψ(x) dx−
∫ t

0

∫
Ω

∇ujk(x, s) · ∇ψ(x) dx ds. (4.25)

Passing to the limit k → ∞ and setting w(t) =

(
u(·, t)
v(·, t)

)
, p =

(
u0
v0

)
, we get

that ∫
Ω

u(x, t)q(x) dx =

∫
Ω

u0(x)q(x) dx+

∫ t

0

∫
Ω

v(x, s)q(x) dx ds, (4.26)∫
Ω

v(x, t)ψ(x) dx =

∫
Ω

v0(x)ψ(x) dx−
∫ t

0

∫
Ω

∇u(x, s) · ∇ψ(x) dx ds. (4.27)

By approximation (4.26), (4.27) hold for all q ∈ L2(Ω), ψ ∈ H1
0 (Ω), so that w is

a weak solution on [0,∞) with w(0) = p. Hence, by Theorem 3, w(t) = T (t)p.
The uniqueness also implies by a standard argument that the whole sequence w(j)

converges, so that if sj → s in [0,∞) then Tj(sj)pj ⇀ T (s)p in H. Since by the
energy equation, for all t ⩾ 0∫

Ω

(
|∇uj(x, t)|2 + |vj(x, t)|2

)
dx =

∫
Ω

(
|∇u0j |2 + |v0j |2

)
dx

→
∫
Ω

(
|∇u0|2 + |v0|2

)
dx =

∫
Ω

(
|∇u(x, t)|2 + |v(x, t)|2

)
dx, (4.28)

we have that ∇uj(·, sj) → ∇u(·, s) strongly in L2(Ω)n and vj(·, sj) → v(·, s)
strongly in L2(Ω). From (3.3) we deduce that also uj(·, sj) → u(·, s) strongly

in L2(Ω) and hence Tj(sj)pj → T (s)p strongly in X as claimed. □
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Remark 10. See [12] for a discussion on solving the wave equation in Rn in a
different energy space.

5. Kirchhoff’s formula and smoothing via averaging

We return to Kirchhoff’s formula for a C2 solution of the wave equation for n = 3
and initial data u(·, 0) = u0, ut(·, 0) = v0, namely

u(x, t) =
1

4πt

∫
S(x,t)

v0(y) dSy +
∂

∂t

(
1

4πt

∫
S(x,t)

u0(y) dSy

)
. (5.1)

For simplicity, and bearing in mind Remark 4, we suppose that u0 = 0, so that

u(x, t) =
1

4πt

∫
S(x,t)

v0(y) dSy

=
t

4π

∫
S2

v0(x+ tz) dSz (5.2)

Hence, formally we also have

ut(x, t) =
1

t
u(x, t) +

t

4π

∫
S2

∇v0(x+ tz) · z dSz

=
1

t
u(x, t) +

t2

4π
∆x

∫
B

v0(x+ tz) dz, (5.3)

where B = B(0, 1).
The representations (5.2), (5.3) are at first sight puzzling, because in view of

Theorem 2 we expect them to be meaningful when we just have v0 ∈ L2(Ω). How-
ever they can be understood because of the smoothing properties of averaging over
spheres and balls that are well known in harmonic analysis. Indeed Stein [28] proved
in particular that if we define the spherical mean

Mt(f)(x) =

∫
S2

f(x+ tz) dSz, (5.4)

then there is a constant C > 0, independent of t, such that

∥Mt(f)∥2 ⩽ C∥f∥2 (5.5)

for all f ∈ C∞
0 (R3) and t > 0. Approximating v0 in L2(R3) by functions f (j) ∈

C∞
0 (R3) and applying (5.5) with f = f (j)− f (k) we find that Mt(f

(j)) is a Cauchy
sequence in L2(R3), so that the integral in (5.2) can be defined for each t as an
element of L2(R3). Furthermore we can estimate derivatives of Mt(f), as is done
in [32]. Thus we find that

∥ ∂

∂xi
Mt(f)∥2 ⩽ C1t

−1∥f∥2 (5.6)

for some constant C1 and i = 1, 2, 3. In [32] it is also shown that for B = {x ∈ R3 :
|x| < 1} the ball average

Nt(f)(x) :=

∫
B

f(x+ tz) dz, (5.7)

satisfies the estimates

∥Nt(f)∥2 ⩽ C2∥f∥2, ∥
∂

∂xi
Nt(f)∥2 ⩽ C2t

−1∥f∥2, ∥∆Nt(f)∥2 ⩽ C2t
−2∥f∥2, (5.8)

for some constant C2.
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In fact the derivation of Kirchhoff’s solution combined with Theorem 2 gives an
alternative proof of the estimates (5.5),(5.6),(5.8). It suffices to take φ(j) ∈ C∞

0 (Rn)

with φ(j) → v0 in L
2(R3). Then the solution u(j) with u(j)(·, 0) = 0, u

(j)
t (·, 0) = φ(j)

is smooth and given by

u(j)(x, t) =
1

4πt

∫
S(x,t)

φ(j)(y) dSy, (5.9)

and satisfies

u
(j)
t (x, t) =

1

t
u(j)(x, t) +

t2

4π
∆x

∫
B

φ(j)(x+ tx) dz. (5.10)

By Theorem 2 we have that u(j) → u in C([0, τ ];H1
0 (R3)) and u

(j)
t → ut in

C([0, τ ];L2(R3)) for any τ > 0, where u is the unique weak solution with ini-
tial data u(·, 0) = 0, ut(·, 0) = v0 , and thus is given by (5.2). Hence, setting
f = v0, we obtain (5.5) from (3.1), and (5.6) from (2.4). The first estimate in (5.8)
is immediate since

∥Nt(f)∥22 ⩽
∫
B

(∫
B

12dz

∫
R3

f(x+ tz)2dz

)
dx.

By (5.10), (3.1), (2.4) we have that t2∥∆Nt(φ
(j))∥2 ⩽ M < ∞, from which we get

the third estimate. The middle estimate then follows using the relation (g,∆g) =
−∥∇g∥22.

As an illustration of the harmonic analysis methods used to derive estimates
such as (5.5),(5.6),(5.8) we prove the following result.

Theorem 10. Let f ∈ L2(Rn). Then for B = {x ∈ Rn : |x| < 1} the average
Nt(f) defined for t > 0 by

Nt(f)(x) =

∫
B

f(x+ tz) dz (5.11)

belongs to H
n+1
2 := H

n+1
2 (Rn) with

∥Nt(f)∥
H

n+1
2

⩽ Cmax(1, t−
n+1
2 )∥f∥2, (5.12)

for some constant C > 0 independent of t.

Proof. We use the fact (see [13, p175], [24, pp 605-606], [29, p 338]) that the Fourier
transform χ̂B of the characteristic function χB of the unit ball B satisfies

χ̂B(ξ) ⩽ Cn(1 + |ξ|)−
n+1
2 (5.13)

for some positive constant Cn. We note that h := N1(f) satisfies h(x) = (χB∗f)(x),
so that ĥ(ξ) = (2π)

n
2 χ̂B(ξ)f̂(ξ), and thus by (5.13)

(1 + |ξ|
n+1
2 )|ĥ(ξ)| ⩽ C|f̂(ξ)|. (5.14)

Hence ∥h∥
H

n+1
2

= ∥(1 + |ξ|n+1
2 )ĥ∥2 ⩽ C∥f̂∥2 = C∥f∥2, and hence (5.12) holds for

t = 1.
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Set ft(x) = f(tx). SinceNt(f)(tx) = N1(ft)(x) we have N̂t(f)(ξ) = tnN̂1(ft)(tξ),
so that by (5.14)

(1 + |ξ|
n+1
2 )|N̂t(f)|(ξ) ⩽ C

(
1 + |ξ|n+1

2

1 + |tξ|n+1
2

)
tn|f̂t(tξ)|

⩽ Cmax(1, t−
n+1
2 )|f̂(ξ)|, (5.15)

giving (5.12) for any t. □

Remark 11. Because of results of Hlawka [17], Herz [15] the same result holds if
B is replaced by a bounded convex set C ⊂ Rn with sufficiently smooth boundary
having everywhere positive Gaussian curvature. However if B is replaced by the

cube Q = (−1, 1)n then NQ
1 (f)(x) :=

∫
Q
f(x+z) dz has less regularity than N1(f).

In fact

χ̂Q(ξ) =
1

(2π)
n
2

∫
Q

e−iξ·x dx

=
2n

(2π)
n
2

n∏
j=1

sin ξj
ξj

.

Hence if α ⩾ 0 then (1 + |ξ|α)χ̂Q(ξ) ∈ L∞(Rn) iff α ⩽ 1. Hence NQ
1 (f) ∈ H1(Rn)

but in general NQ
1 (f) ̸∈ Hα(Rn) for α > 1.
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