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Abstract

In this paper, we prove the a priori estimates in Sobolev spaces for the free-boundary compressible inviscid
magnetohydrodynamics equations with magnetic diffusion under the Rayleigh-Taylor physical sign condition.
Our energy estimates are uniform in the sound speed. As aresult, we can prove the convergence of solutions of
the free-boundary compressible resistive MHD equations to the solution of the free-boundary incompressible
resistive MHD equations, i.e., the incompressible limit. The key observation is that the magnetic diffusion
together with elliptic estimates directly controls the Lorentz force, magnetic field and pressure wave simulta-
neously.
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1 Introduction
In this paper, we consider the 3D resistive magnetohydrodynamics(MHD) equations

p(Ou+u-du)=B-0B-0(p+3B*  inD;

0o +div (pu) =0 in D; 1)
OB+u-0B—AAB=B-0u— Bdivu, inD; '
divB=0 in D,

describing the motion of a compressible conducting fluid in an electro-magnetic field with magnetic diffusion,
A > 0 is the magnetic diffusivity constant. D = Ug<r{t} X D, and D, C R3 is the domain occupied by the
conducting fluid whose boundary 09, moves with the velocity of the fluid. d = (9;,0,,03) is the standard
spatial derivative and div X := 9;X* is the standard divergence for any vector field X. Throughout this paper,
Xk = kX, for any vector field X, i.e., we use Einstein summation notation. The fluid velocity u = (u;, uz, us),
the magnetic field B = (B, By, B3), the fluid density p, the pressure p and the domain D C [0, T'] X R3 are to be
determined. Here we note that the fluid pressure p = p(p) is assumed to be a given strictly increasing smooth
function of the density p.

Given a simply-connected bounded domain 9y c R? homeomorphic to the unit ball in R® and the initial
data ug, po and By satisfying the constraints div By = 0, we want to find a set D, the vector field u, the magnetic
field B, and the density p solving (1.1) satisfying the initial conditions:

Do ={x:0,x) € D}, (u,B,p)= (up,Bo,pp), 1in {0} X Dy. (1.2)

Remark. Note that the divergence-free constraint on B is only required for initial data. Such condition auto-
matically holds for any positive time provided that it holds initially. In fact, one can get the heat equation of
div B by

D,(div B) — AAdiv B = —(div B)(div u).

We will prove div u € H? and thus in L*. Then standard energy estimate yields div B = 0 provided it holds
initially.

We also require the following conditions on the free boundary 0D = Ug<<r{t} X 0D;:

O+ u-0)|sp € T(OD)
p=0 on 9D, (1.3)
B=0 on 0D,

where N is the exterior unit normal to 0D;.

The first condition of (1.3) means that the boundary moves with the velocity of the fluid. We will use the
notation D; = 0, + u - d throughout the rest of this paper, and D; is called the material derivative. The second
condition in (1.3) means that outside the fluid region 9 is the vacuum. Since p = p(p) and plsp = 0, we know
the fluid density also has to be a constant pp > 0 on the boundary. We assume gy > 0, corresponding to the case
of liquid as opposed to a gas. Hence

o) =0, p'(p) >0, forp > po, (1.4)

where we further assume py = 1 for simplicity.

Before we explain the third boundary condition B = 0 on 09, it is necessary to introduce its original
physical model. In fact, the free-boundary problem originates from the plasma-vacuum model: The plasma is
confined in a vacuum in which there is another magnetic field B. It is formulated as follows (see also chapter 4
of [15] for the detailed formulation): Suppose that the free-interface between the plasma region Q. (¢) and the
vacuum region Q_(7) is I'(¥) which moves with the plasma. Then it requires that (1.1) holds in the plasma region
Q. (1) and the following equations hold for the magnetic field B in vacuum Q_(7):

curl B=0, divB=0. (1.5)



On the interface I'(?), it is required that there is no jump for the pressure or the normal component of magnetic
fields:
B-N=B-N, (1.6)

where N is the exterior unit normal to I'(#). Note that for ideal MHD (i.e. 4 = 0) the normal continuity
B-N = B- N on I'(f) should not be an imposed boundary condition, otherwise the ideal MHD system is
over-determined as a hyperbolic system. Instead, this is a direct result of propagation of the initial boundary
condition By - N = By - N. See also Hao-Luo [20] for details.

Now we are able to explain the third boundary condition B = 0 on 99D, (and also in the vacuum). In the
ideal case (4 = 0), this condition can also be considered as the propagation from initial data, otherwise the ideal
MHD (hyperbolic) system is over-determined if we set B = 0 on 9D, to be an imposed constraint. However, for
resistive MHD (4 > 0), this condition no longer can be propagated from the initial data because the magentic
diffusivity makes the plasma no longer a perfect conductor. Instead, it should be considered as an imposed
constraint, which makes sense for a parabolic equation as opposed to the ideal case (hyperbolic system), and
thus adding such a constraint will not make the system over-determined. Besides, this condition also yields
that the physical energy is conserved when A4 = 0 and thus the energy is non-increasing for resistive MHD (see
Section 1.3 for detailed proof).

Hence, the boundary conditions (1.3) is the case that the outside magnetic field B vanishes in vacuum region
in the classical plasma-vacuum model plus the imposed condition B = 0 on the boundary. In other words, the
model we discuss in this paper is an isolated plasma liquid confined in a vacuum region.

1.1 Free-boundary compressible resistive MHD equations

The free-boundary resistive compressible MHD system considered in this paper is

pDwu = B-0B—0(p + 3B in D;

Do+ pdivu =0 in D; 1.7
D,B—AAB=B-0u—-Bdivy, inD; '
divB=0 in D,

together with the initial conditions (1.2) and the boundary conditions (1.3). As for the pressure p, we impose
the following natural conditions on p’(p) for some fixed constant ¢ :

o™ (p)l < co, and c;'lo'(P)I™ < [ (p)] < col’(P)I™, for 1 <m < 6. (1.8)

To make the initial-boundary value problem (1.7), (1.2) and (1.3) solvable, the initial data has to satisfy
certain compatibility conditions on the boundary. In fact, the continuity equation implies that div v|ypp = O
and thus we have to require polap, = 0 and div vglsp, = 0. Also the boundary condition B = 0 requires that
Bylap, = 0. Furthermore, we define the k-th(k > 0) order compatibility condition as follows:

D! plap, =0, D!Blsp, =0 attimer=0 Y0 < j < k. (1.9)

Let N be the exterior unit normal vector to d9D;. We will prove the a priori bounds for (1.7), (1.2) and (1.3)
in Sobolev spaces under the Rayleigh-Taylor physical sign condition

— VNP > ¢ >0 onddD;, (1.10)

where Vy := N'§;, € > 0is a constant, and P := p + %|B|2 is the total pressure. This physical sign condition
says that the total pressure is higher in the interior than that on the boundary. When B = 0, i.e., in the case of the
free-boundary compressible Euler’s equations, the system will be illposed without this physical sign condition
(See Ebin [14] for counterexamples). For the free-boundary MHD equations, (1.10) plays the same role as
the Rayleigh-Taylor sign condition for the free-boundary Euler’s equations, which was pointed out in Hao-Luo
[20]. Moreover, Hao-Luo [21] proved that the free-boundary problem of 2D incompressible MHD equations is
illposed when (1.10) fails.



1.2 History and background

The study of the motion of fluid has a long history. In particular, the free-boundary problem of inviscid
fluid has blossomed over the past decades. Most of the results are focusing on the incompressible cases.
The first breakthrough is the wellposeness of incompressible irrotational water wave problem solved in Wu’s
work [54, 55, 56, 57]. For the general incompressible problem with nonzero vorticity, Christodoulou-Lindblad
[6] first obtained the energy bound under the Rayleigh-Taylor sign condition from a geometric perspective.
Then Lindblad [30] proved the local wellposedness(LWP) with Nash-Moser iteration and Coutand-Shkoller [9]
proved the local wellposedness by tangential smoothing which avoided using Nash-Moser iteration. See also
Ambrose-Masmoudi [2], Shatah-Zeng [43, 44, 45], Zhang-Zhang [60] and Alazard-Burq-Zuily [1].

For the free-boundary compressible Euler equations in the case of a liquid, Lindblad [31] proved the LWP in
the case of a liquid by using Nash-Moser iteration. Later on, Lindblad-Luo [32] generalized the method in [6] to
compressible Euler in the case of a liquid and Ginsberg-Lindblad-Luo [16] proved the local wellposedness for
the motion of compressible self-gravitating liquid. As for the incompressible limit, Lindblad-Luo [32] proved
the incompressible limit in Sobolev norms for the free-boundary problem and the nonzero surface tension case
was done by Disconzi-Luo [13]. In the case of a gas, we refer to [12, 11, 23, 36] and references therein.

However, the theory of the free-boundary MHD equations are much less developed, and nearly all of the
available results are focusing on the incompressible case. Actually, MHD equations are quite different from
Euler’s equations. The strong coupling between the velocity and the magnetic fields in MHD equations often
produce extra difficulty. One key difference is the irrotationality assumption for Euler equations no longer hold
for MHD. Hao-Luo [20] generalized the method developed by Christodoulou-Lindblad [6] to incompressible
ideal MHD, to get the a priori bounds under the physical sign condition (1.10) and then Hao [19] generalized
it to the plasma-vacuum model with nonvanishing magnetic field in vacuum. For the wellposedness result,
Sun-Wang-Zhang [46, 47] proved the local wellposedness for the current-vortex sheet and plasma-vacuum
model for incompressible MHD respectively under the non-colinearity condition |B x B| > ¢y > 0'. Lee
[27, 28] proved the LWP of the 3D free-boundary viscous-resistive MHD equations with infinite and finite
depth respectively. See also Padula-Solonnikov [38]. In Lee [28], a local unique solution was obtained for
the free-boundary ideal incompressible MHD equations by passing to vanishing viscosity-resistivity limit. By
using tangential smoothing, Gu-Wang [17] proved the LWP of the incompressible MHD equations under the
physical sign condition (1.10). Hao-Luo [22] proved the LWP of linearized incompressible MHD equations
under the physical sign condition by generalizing Lindblad [29]. The author joint with C. Luo [34] proved a
low regularity estimate. In the case of nonzero surface tension, the author joint with C. Luo [35] first proved
the a priori estimates for the incompressible ideal MHD, which is the first step to establish the local existence.
Besides, Chen-Ding [4] obtained the inviscid limit for the free-boundary ideal incompressible MHD with or
without surface tension. Wang-Xin [53] proved the global well-posedness of incompressible inviscid-resistive
MHD. Guo-Ni-Zeng [18] proved the decay rate of the solutions to viscous-resistive incompressible MHD.

The structure of free-boundary compressible MHD equations is much more delicate than both incompress-
ible MHD equations and compressible Euler’s equations due to the extra coupling of the magnetic fields and
sound wave. Compared with free-boundary incompressible MHD equations, the top order derivative of the
pressure p and curl B loses control in the free-boundary compressible MHD equations. This does not appear in
the incompressible case thanks to div # = 0. On the other hand, compared with compressible Euler’s equations,
the presence of the magnetic field B in the pressure term V(p + %|B|2) destroys the control of the wave equation
of p which is obtained by taking divergence of the first equation in (1.7). This crucial difficulty does not appear
in the study of the free-boundary compressible Euler’s equations, of which the corresponding wave equation
only contains lower order terms.

We first review the results in fixed-domain problems in compressible ideal MHD which is a quasilinear
symmetric hyperbolic system with characteristic boundary conditions. Due the the failure of div-curl control
mentioned above, even the linearized equation has a loss of normal derivative. Indeed, Ohon-Shirota [37] con-
structed an explicit counterexample to prove the ill-posedness in H!(l > 2) for the linearized compressible MHD
system. Instead, one may have to consider using anisotropic Sobolev spaces H!' which was first introduced
by Chen Shuxing [5] to solve the hyperbolic system with characteristic boundary conditions. Yanagisawa-
Matsumura [58] proved the LWP for the fixed domain problem and Secchi [41, 40] proved a refined result of no

The non-collinearity condition gives extra 1/2-order enhanced regularity of the free surface than Rayleigh-Taylor sign condition



regularity loss in anisotropic Sobolev space H}'(m > 16). As for the incompressible limit, Jiang-Ju-Li [24, 25]
got the results for the weak solution in the whole space R3, but no higher order energy control.

As for the free-boundary problem, Chen-Wang [3] and Trakhinin [49] proved the existence of the current-
vortex sheet for 3D compressible MHD. The only LWP results of the free-boundary problem of the plasma-
vacuum model for compressible ideal MHD are Secchi-Trakhinin [42] and Trakhinin [51] under the non-
colinearity condition. To the best of our knowledge, there is NO available result on the free-boundary prob-
lem of compressible MHD equations under the physical sign condition (1.10) before the presence of the first
version? of this manuscript. Very recently, Trakhinin-Wang [52] proved the LWP of compressible ideal MHD
under Rayleigh-Taylor sign condition by using Nash-Moser. The author [59] proved the LWP of compressible
resistive MHD under Rayleigh-Taylor sign condition as a continuation of the presenting manuscript.

In this paper, we obtain the a priori estimates and incompressible limit for the free-boundary problem of
compressible MHD equations with magnetic diffusion from a geometric point of view introduce by Christodoulou-
Lindblad [6]. Our energy bound is also uniform in the sound speed ¢ := +/p’(p) and thus implies the incom-
pressible limit. We will discuss the details in Section 1.4 and Section 1.5.

1.3 Energy conservation/dissipation and higher order energy
Energy conservation/dissipation

First we would like to explain the energy conservation for compressible ideal MHD and the energy dissipation
for the compressible resistive MHD, mentioned in the introduction.
In fact, for the ideal compressible MHD, if we set Q(p) = flp p(R)/RZdR, then we use (1.7) to get

Z(lfp|u|2dx+ f|B|2dx+pr(p)dx)

1
=fpu~D,udx+f B-D,de+pr,Q(p)dx+§fpD,(l/p)|B|2dx
D,
t t t t (1'11)

=fu-(B-aB)dx—fu-anx+fB-(B-au)dx— |BP*div u dx
13 1 1 DI

D, 1 D,
+f P(p)—tpdx——f 2 \BP dx
D, p 2Jp, P

Integrating by part in the first term in the last equality, this term will cancel with fD B-(B-0u) dxbecause the
boundary term and the other interior term vanishes due to B = 0 and div B = 0 respectively. Also we integrate
by parts in the second term and then use the continuity equation to get

D 1
—fu-apdxzfpdivudx— (u-N)Pdsz—fp—’de— |BI*div udx
, , oD, P 2 Jp,

=0

Dy (1.12)

1
= f p——dx+ | |BPdivudx—= | |BPdivudx
) ,0 DI 2 DI

D 1 (D
=—fp—’pdx+ |B|2divudx+—f 2P \BP dx
DI p DI 2 ’a p

Summing up (1.11) and (1.12), one can get the energy conservation for the free-boundary ideal compressible

MHD:
jt(lfplulzdx+ leIzdx+pr(p)dx) (1.13)

Also one can see this energy conservation coincides with the analogue for the free-boundary compressible
Euler’s equations in Lindblad-Luo [32].

2The first version of the presenting manuscript was announced on November 10, 2019



For the resistive compressible MHD as stated in (1.7), there will be one extra dissipation term, and one can
integrate by part to get the energy dissipation.

d (1 , 1 , f
— = d — B|“d d
dt(zfamm x+2fﬂ| R+ [ o0 x)

(1.14)
=0+/1f B-Adez—/lf |0B|?> dx < 0.
D, D,

Higher order energy

Now we introduce “Q-tensor” to define the higher order energies. Let Q be a positive definite quadratic form Q
on (0, r)-tensors, which is the inner product of the tangential components when restricted on the boundary, i.e.,

O(a, B) = (Ila, 11B) on 0D, (1.15)
where the projection of a (0, r)-tensor to the boundary is defined by
(e, =¥ -+ vla),.;. wherey! =& — NN/, (1.16)
and N is the unit outer normal to 09;. To be more specific, we define
O@,B) =q"" g ai ... Bj, ) (1.17)

q" = 61U —n(d*N'N’, d(x) = dist(x,0D,), N' =-679,d.

Here 7 is a smooth cut-off function satisfying 0 < n(d) < 1, and n(d) = 1 when d < dy/4; n(d) = 0 when
d > dy/2, where d is a fixed numer smaller than the injective radius ¢ of the normal exponential map, defined
to be the largest number ¢y such that thet map:

0D, X (—lp, lp) — {x : dist(x, 0Dy) < 1o}, (1.18)
given by
(X, L) x=Xx+ LN(X)
is an injection.
We propose the higher order energies to be
Eoi= ) Ege+ Ko+ W2y + HYy, andE) = ) Ey. (1.19)
s+k=r r<r
Here for s > 1 ) |
Ex(t) = 5 f pQ(3°D¥u, 8 Dru) dx + 3 f Q(°D'B,3*D'B) dx

t

1 ' , ,
+- f PP 5 D p, 3 D py dx (1.20)
2Jp, P

1 ‘ ,
+ = Q(3°D¥P,o* DFP)v dS,
2 Joop,

with v := (=VyP)"! and

1 ’ r 1 r 1 /( ) r
Eo, (1) = f@ P (D[P dx + 3 f@ DB dx + f@ ‘%wtmzdx, (1.21)

and
K, = f pl0" curl uf? + 10" 'curl B dx, (1.22)
Dy



1 ’ r r—
W, = 5 (' DDl + 1IN PV plizo,) (1.23)
and
2 ! r 2 A r—1 2
HX(1) = |D!B(t, x)|* dx| dt + 3 (22 B||L2(D/). (1.24)
0 D,

Here H? is the r-th order energy of the heat equation of B
DB — AAB = B - 0u — Bdiv u, (1.25)

and W, is the r-th order energy of the wave equation of p

0/ (P)D}p — Ap = B*ABy +w, (1.26)
where
w= (p (2) —p”(p)) (Dip)* + M&p ((B - 8B;) — 8;P) + pdju* Oxu’ — 8' By B’ + |0BI*. (1.27)
p p

This wave equation is derived by taking divergence in the first equation of MHD system (1.7).

Remark. We note that the weight function in (1.21) and (1.23) is necessary for passing to the incompressible
limit, otherwise there will be no control of D; p uniform in the sound speed ¢ := /p’(p). When B = 0, our
energy is exactly the energy functional for the free-boundary compressible Euler’s equation in Lindblad-Luo
[32].

Although E, only contains the tangential components, it actually allows us to control all the components by
the Hodge type decomposition )
[0X]| < 10X] + |div X]| + |curl X].

The curl part can be controlled by K,, while the divergence of u can be controlled via the wave equation (1.26)
of p through the continuity equation D,p = pdiv u and p = p(p). The energy of heat equation helps us to close
the control of the wave equation, because the right hand side of (1.27) contains a higher order term of B which
is out of control without the magentic resistivity term. The details will be discussed in Section 1.5.

The boundary term in (1.20) and the choice of v are constructed to exactly cancel a boundary term coming
from integration by part in the interior. Besides, the tangential projection in the bundary term is necessary to
make it be a lower order term. Indeed, since P = p + %IBI2 = 0 on the boundary and so is [10P = OP, one has

9P = 06~ P).

The physical sign condition (1.10) implies [VyP| > & which allows us to control the regularity of the free
boundary, i.e., the second fundamental form 6:

ar—=2pn2 —1 "’ pl2
100020 S & B+ ), 10 Pl
r'<r—1

from
[IO"P = (0 20)VyP + O P) + 08 30).

We will use the following notations throughout the rest of this paper:
o Ifllsx = 10° D fllz,»
* |flsk = 10°Df flz oo,

One can reduce the estimates of Q-tensor and curl terms to the control of || - |[s4 - lls4+1 and | - [sx norms
of u, B, p with s + k < r, which can be further reduced to the control of wave and heat equations by elliptic
estimates Proposition 3.2. Finally, we close the energy bound by controlling wave and heat equation. More
detailed strategy will be discussed in Section 1.5.



1.4 Main results

e A priori estimates
The first result in this paper is the a priori bound of the free-boundary compressible resistive MHD system
1.7).

Theorem 1.1. Suppose 0 < r < 4. Let (u, B, p) be a solution® to the free-boundary MHD system (1.7)
together with the initial-boundary conditions (uo, Bo, po) € H*(Dy) x H>(Dy) x H*(Dy), (1.2), (1.3) and
compatibility conditions (1.9) up to 6-th order*. E, be defined as in (1.19). Then the following energy
bound holds for 7 > 0 :

T
EX(T) = E(0) Sk.Mcovol D, 1 /e, 1 LE:, f P(E; (D)) dt (1.28)
0
for some polynomial # with positive co-efficients under the a priori assumptions

1
|9| +— <K on an,
I
—VNyP > € >0 on 09D,
1<|pl<M in D,
Z 10°D¥ pl + |0°DFB| + 10°Dkul < M in D,

s+k<2

(1.29)

i

Remark. In the a priori assumptions (1.29), the first bound gives us the control of the geometry of the free
boundary 09;: The bound for 6 actually gives the bound for the curvature of 9D;; the lower bound for the
injective radius ¢( of the exponential map characterizes how far away the surface is from self-intersection.
All these a priori assumed quantites are controlled in Lemma 8.1.

Remark. In (1.28), one can apply the nonlinear Gronwall-type inequality introduced in Tao [48] to
conclude that, there exists a positive time 7'(co, K, E(0), E;(0), vol ) > 0, then any solution of (1.7) in
t € [0, T] satisfies

sup EX(1) Si174 2E7(0).

0<i<T
See also Proposition 8.3. Our a priori bound depends on 1/4. Hence, we cannot get the vanishing-
resistivity limit by letting 4 — 0. The necessity of magnetic diffusion is discussed in Section 1.5.
Therefore we can assume the magnetic diffusion constant 4 = 1 without loss of generality to discuss
the incompressible limit.

e Incompressible limit

From Theorem 1.1, one can use Gronwall-type argument to see our energy E,(f) is bounded by the initial
data as long as the a priori quantities are bounded in L™ norm. In fact, this energy bound remains valid
uniformly as the sound speed ¢ := p’(p) goes to infinity. We define k := P'(p)lp=1 to parametrize the
sound speed. Under this setting, we denote the fluid velocity, density, the magnetic field and the pressure
by uy, px, By and p, respectively in (1.7). We also assume the following holds for a fixed constant cg

o (Pl < co, and ¢ o (pII" < oI (] < color(pl™, for1<m <6,
and as k — oo,
o(p) = 1,

which can be considered to be passing to the incompressible limit. The result is stated as follows (See
also Theorem 8.7).

3The local well-posedness of this problem is established very recently by the author [59].
4The reason for requiring 6-th order is that D? p appears in the higher order wave equations.



Theorem 1.2. Let vy, By be two divergence free vector fields with Bylsp, = 0 such that its corrsponding
pressure go defined by

1 . 4
A(qo + §|BO|2) = ~(@wdvy) + (DiBy)(OkBy). polan, =0,
satisfies the Rayleigh-Taylor physical sign condition

> € > 0.
aD(]

1
~Vn (610 + §|Bo|2)

Let (v, B, g) be the solution to the incompressible resistive MHD equations with data (vg, By), i.e.,

Dyv=B-0B-d(q+ 3B inD;

divv=20 in D;

Q,B—AB:B-@V, %nD; (1.30)
divB=0 in D,

4, Blap, =0

v, B)li=o = (vo, Bo).

Furthermore, let (i, By, px) be the solution to the compressible resistive MHD equations (1.7) with den-
sity function p,(p) with initial data (u ., Bo, po) satisfying the compatibility condition up to (r + 1)-th
order (see (1.9)) as well as the physical sign condition in (1.10). If we have po, — po = B8 (8 is the con-
stant density in the incompressible case, WLOG set 8 = 1) and up, — vp such that E7 (0) is uniformly
bounded in «, then one has

(s B, p) = (v, B, B).

O

Remark. The energy bounds are uniform with respect to the sound speed because it does not depend on
the lower bound of any p,(:") (p) which converges to 0 as k — co. Also we note that, in our energy (1.19),
only the highest order time derivative together with 4D} p is assigned with the weight function p’(p) or
v’ (p), This together with Sobolev embedding theorem yields that the a priori quantities in (1.29) also
have L™ bounds uniform in « up to a fixed time, and thus the convergence of solutions to compressible
MHD to incompressible MHD then follows.

Remark. The density of the compressible system converges to the incompressible counterpart as the
sound speed goes to infinity, but the pressure does not have analogous convergence. Instead, it should be
the enthalpy h(p) := flp PT(V)dr that converges to the pressure of incompressible system. See also [32].

Existence of the initial data satifying the compatibility conditions

In Section 9, we prove that for every given divergence-free vector fields vy and By with Bylsp, = O,
there exists initial data (uo, Bo, po«) satisfying the compatibility conditions (1.9) when « is sufficiently
large, and also converges in our energy norm to the incompressible data as k — oo. Therefore, the
incompressible limit exists.

Theorem 1.3. Let (vo, By, qo) be the initial data for the incompressible resistive MHD equations defined
in (1.30) with vy € H> and By € H°, Bolap, = 0. Then there exists initial data (uo«, Bo, po) satisfying

the compatibility condition (1.9) up to 6-th order such that (¢, 0o.«) C—> (vo,p) as k — oo, and E;,(0) is
uniformly bounded in «.



1.5 TIllustration on Strategies and Difficulties

In this part, we would like to introduce our basic strategies in our proof. In particular, we will point out the
essential difficulty of ideal compressible MHD, and thus the necessity of magnetic resitivity in this paper. We
generalize the method in Lindblad-Luo [32], but our model is very different from the free-boundary compress-
ible Euler’s equations due to the presence of B, the strong coupling among B and u, p and the presence of
magnetic diffusion. Therefore, new ideas are needed to avoid the essential difficulty by utilizing the magnetic
diffusion in a suitable way. These also tell the crucial difference between compressible MHD equations and
Euler equations/incompressible MHD equations.

Difficulty in ideal compressible MHD and necessity of magnetic diffusion
The magnetic diffusion is necessary in our proof. We illustrate this by showing the difficulties in the study
of compressible ideal MHD.

¢ Difference from the free-boundary compressible Euler’s equations: (r + 1)-th order wave equation
is out of control

The highest order energy E4 (i.e. r = 4) contains the 5-th order energy W52 of wave equations of p, which
also appears in the energy of compressible Euler’s equation (see Lindblad-Luo [32]). To bound D?p and
0D} p, we need to take D} on both sides of (1.26) and study the 5-th order wave equation

o' (p)D’p — AD*p=B-AD/B+---, (1.31)

where the omitted terms are all of < 5 derivatives (see (6.6)). The control of this wave equation requires
the L? norm of AD{}B. But for compressible ideal MHD, B only satifies a transport equation and thus one
cannot expect to enhance the regularity of B. This difficulty does not appear in the control of the free-
boundary compressible Euler’s equations, of which the corresponding wave equation (1.31) only contains
< 5-th order terms on the right hand side (see Lindblad-Luo [32], Section 4).

However, if we add magnetic diffusion on B, i.e., the equation of B is modified to be

DB - AAB = B 0u—Bdivu = B-9u+ BZE D,p, 1> 0isa constant,
0
and thus ,
5 4 4 o'(p) 5
DB-AD'B=B-Diu+ B2 LD+ ... (1.32)
0

then we can plug (1.32) into (1.31) to exactly eliminate the problematic term B - AD;‘B in (1.31). The
detailed computation is shown in Section 7.

¢ Difference from both compressible Euler and incompressible MHD: curl B loses control

Another crucial difference is that the control of curl B also contains a higher order term ||’%64D, Pllzzo,)
which also requires the energy estimates of 5-th order wave equation after using elliptic estimates Proposi-
tion 3.2. This difficulty does not appear in the case of incompressible MHD (see Hao-Luo [20], Gu-Wang
[17]) due to div u = O for incompressible MHD. Indeed, if there is no magnetic diffusion, i.e., for com-
pressible ideal MHD, one has

d d
EIQ = L | pld*curl ul® + |8°curl BI* dx

= f & curl (pDyu) - curl udx + f &curl (D,B) - #curl Bdx + - - -
' : (1.33)
= & curl (B-9B) - *curl udx — &curl (OP)-&curl udx
D, D,

+ f &curl (B - du) - #curl Bdx + f &curl (B@D,p)-a%urwd“---
/ p

1
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The first term on the third line will cancel the first term on the fourth line after integration by parts, up
to some commutators that can be controlled. However, the last term requires the bound of @64&1)
which is out of control. Such derivative loss is from normal derivative (div-curl decomposition reduces
the normal derivatives to div and curl) and necessarily appears in compressible ideal MHD due to the
coupling between magnetic field and sound wave. One can recall the derivation of energy conservation
that the term —3 fD |B’div u is cancelled by part of — fD u - VP. But taking the curl eliminates the

counterpart of — fD u - VP before such cancellation is produced because of curl VP = 0. On the other
hand, if we taking tangent1al derivatives instead of curl, then analogous cancellation is still preserved.

Remark. Secchi [41, 40] proved the LWP for the fixed-domain problem without loss of regularity in
H7'(m > 16), but these results are quite difficult to be applied to free-boundary problems because the free
surface introduces extra derivative loss in anisotropic Sobolev spaces. So far, there is no available result
proving the energy estimates without loss of regularity for the free-boundary compressible ideal MHD
system.

Strategy of energy estimates

Our proof of the a priori bounds can be mainly divided into several steps: Q-tensor and curl estimates,
boundary tensor estimates, interior and boundary elliptic estimates and the control of wave and heat equations.
Important steps and illustrations are pointed out as follows, as well as in the summarizing diagram (1.35).

e Key observation: Magnetic diffusion together with elliptic estimates directly controls the Lorentz
force

After introducing magnetic diffusion, we should not seek for cancellation to eliminate the higher order
terms which are exactly the space-time derivatives of (B - 0)B in Q-tensor and curl estimates. Notice
that (B - d)B vanishes on the boundary, one can apply the elliptic estimates Proposition 3.2 and then plug
the heat equation of B to reduce to one order lower. For example, one can first reduce l6*(B - 0)Bll2 o,
to ||A((B - d)B)|l20. Then plugging AAB = D,B — (B - d)div u + Bdiv u into ||A((B - d)B)||»,0 to further
reduce to the control of 4-th order derivatives. This observation is quite crucial to the whole proof: In
fact ||0°B|| 2o, 1s out of control even if we use the magnetic diffusion, because the elliptic estimate of

=3

& B requires the bound of |V 6|z~p,) which is impossible to be bounded. Our proof shows that the
higher order spatial derivatives of B must fall on the Lorentz force (B - d)B so that we avoid the difficulty
mentioned above.

e Boundary energies

In the control of boundary energies, we will get

Q(d°DfP,3*DN(D,P) — 8;PO°D¥u’ — v 'N;d*DFu'ydS + - - - (1.34)
oD,
So we choose v to be —(VyP)~! in order to exactly cancel the leading order term on the boundary. Hence,
the boundary control will be reduced to [T10° D P|;2(5p,) and [TI8* DX P29, which can be controlled
by tensor estimates Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.4. This step also illustrates the importance of
Rayleigh-Taylor sign condition in the free-boundary problem.

e Control of W2 + H> for r < r: Bound all terms with < r derivatives by E;

After using elliptic estimates and tensor estimates, the control of all the terms with < r derivatives together
with the tangential projection terms has been reduced to the control of W2 + H? for #’ < r. Direct
computation in Section 6 shows that E together with [|0°>ADS* Bl|2(p,), 105~ *AD*! pliz2(p,). The latter

terms will be controlled by Wr2+1 + HfJrl as stated below.

e Control of W? | + H?

r+l1
As mentioned above, one can reduce all the estimates to the control of wave equation of p and the
heat equation of B. With magnetic diffusion, one can simplified AD*B to the terms with 1 lower order

11



derivatives, and thus we can seek for the control of wave equation. In fact, the RHS of k-th order heat
equation contains D¥p as well as other k-th derivative of p, and the RHS of k-th order wave equation
contains k-th derivative of p. Therefore we can try to find a common control for Werr1 + Herr1 by the time
integral of itself plus other terms in \/E7j . The detailed computation are shown in Section 7.

Our basic idea and process to close the energy estimates is briefly summarized in the following diagram.

N

reduced to W2

E,

E‘v,k + Kr

s—2 k+1 s—2 k+1
reduced to reduced to 0 ADt B, 0 ADt P
elliplicT controlled by (1.35)
~

k k+1

lleell -0, [1Bll10 Il lses I+ ls 41 Of B, p, *D;(B - dB) 116° Dy

\LC"iPﬁC reduced to teffsor estimate

div-curl T16° Dk B, T19° Dk+1p —lemsorestimate -

elliptic ro ! r

~ \L
E; > Closed

Diagram (1.35): Illustration on our basic idea and process to do the a priori estimates.

Incompressible limit

Our a priori estimate in Proposition 8.2 is uniform in the sound speed because it does not depend on the
lower bound of p’(p) which converges to 0 as the sound speed goes to infinity. We remark here that the choice
of weight function in (1.19) comes from the control of 5-th order wave equation

) 1
0 (p)Dep — Ap = EAIBI2 +een,

whose L?-control should be established by multiplying o’ (p)D; p instead of D; p. Otherwise the LHS only gives
the energy term || \/p’(p)Df pllo but RHS needs the control of ||Dr5 Pllo-

Outline of this paper

This paper is organised as follows: Section 2 and Section 3 are preliminaries on Lagrangian coordinates,
elliptic estimates and tensor estimates. In Section 4 we reduce the O-tensor estimates and curl estimates to the
control of ||-||s x norm of u, B, p and higher order interior terms together with the boundary term (1.34). Then in
Section 5 we use elliptic estimates to reduce the estimates further to the control of heat/wave equations, which
is done for < 4-th order in Section 6 and for 5-th order in Section 7. Finally, in Section 8.2 we summarize all
of the estimates to obtain the a priori bound which is also uniform in the sound speed, and then construct the
initial data satisfying the compatibility conditions to obtain the incompressible limit in Section 9. One can also
understand our idea and basic process of the energy control through the above diagram (1.35).

2 Preliminaries on Lagrangian coordinates

In this section, we are going to introduce Lagrangian coordinates which reduces the free-boundary problem
in R” to an equivalent problem in a fixed domain with metric evolving as time goes. To be specific, let Q2 be

12



the unit ball in R”, and let fy : Q — Dy be a diffeomorphism. Then the Lagrangian coordinate (¢, y) where
x = x(t,y) = f(y) are given by solving

d
d—f=u<r,x<t,y», X0,y) = foly), yeQ. @.1)

The boundary becomes fixed in the new coordinate, and we introduce the notation

0

+uk 9 (2.2)

e
X=constant ox

0
D=2
"ot

y=constant ot
to be the material derivative and

Y
Tox T Oxi gy’

Due to (2.2), we can also consider the material derivative D, as the time derivative by slightly abuse of termi-
nology.

Sometimes it is convenient to work in the Eulerian coordinate (¢, x), and sometimes it is easier to work in
the Lagrangian coordinate (#,y). In the Lagrangian coordinate the partial derivative 9, = D, has more direct
significance than it in the Eulerian frame. However, this is not true for spatial derivatives d;. Instead, the
“suitable” spatial derivative to characterize the motion of the fluid is the covariant differentiation with respect
to the metric g.(t,y) = 6;; g)x % assigned to Q.

Here we mention that covariant derivative is not involved in our imposed energy function. Instead, we use
the standard Eulerian spatial derivatives. We will work mostly in the Lagrangian coordinate in this paper. How-

ever, our statements are coordinate independent.

The Euclidean metric §;; in O, induces a metric

Ox' ox/

X o 2.3
faya ayb ( )

gah(t, )’) =6
in Q for each fixed . We will denote covariant differentiation in the y,-coordinate by V,, @ = 1,--- ,n, and
the differentiation in the x;-coordinate by 9;, i = 1, - -- , n. Here, we use the convention that differentiation with
respect to Eulerian coordinates is denoted by letters i, j, k, [ and with respect to Lagrangian coordinate is denoted
by a,b,c,d.
The regularity of the boundary is measured by that of the normal: Let N* to be the unit normal to 0, ie.e,
ga;,N“N” =1,andlet N, = ga;,N” denote the unit conormal, g“”NaN,, = 1. The induced metric y on the tangent
space to the boundary 7' (0Q) extended to be 0 on the orthogonal complement in 7(Q) is given by

Yab = 8ab = NaNp, ¥ = g°8"'yea = g = N°N".
The orthogonal projection of an (0, 7) tensor S onto the boundary is given by
(LS )ay 0, = Yai * VarS by
where y2 = gy, = 6% — N,N’. In particular, the covariant differentiation on the boundary Vis given by
VS =TIVS.

We note that V is invariantly defined since the projection and V are. The second fundamental form of the
boundary, denoted by 6, is given by 6, = (ﬁN )ap, and the mean curvature of the boundary o = trf = 80,

It is now important to compute time derivative of the metric D,g, the normal D,;N, as well as the time
derivative of corresponding measures.
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Lemma 2.1. Let x = fi(y) = x(¢,y) be the change of variable given by

d
d—j=u<r,x<r,y>>, X0,y = foy), yeQ, 24)

and g(2,y) = 6,-‘,?7’,‘; gT)fﬁ to be the induced metric. In addition, we let v, = gu» — NuNj, where N, = ga» N is the
co-normal to 9Q. Now we set

9 i
u(t,y) = uy(t, x)—x, u' = g%y, (2.5)
oy
dyig : The volume unit with respect to the metric g, (2.6)
du, : The surface area unit with respect to the metric y. 2.7

Then the following result holds

D:gap = Vaup + Vyug, (2.8)
Dig” = —g*g"' Digea, (2.9)
D;N, = —%NQ(D,g"")NCNd, (2.10)
D,du, = div u duy, (2.11)
D,du, = (ocu- N)du,. (2.12)

Proof. We only briefly state the sketch of the proof. Actually these results all come from direct computation, of
which the details can be found in [32], Section 2.
The fact that D; commutes with d, together with D,x(¢,y) = u(z, y) yields that

ox! _ Ou; Oxk Ou;
Y Y

and thus

D Z (ﬁxi (9xi) OxF Ou; X' N Oxt 9x* du; Vo 4V
b= — | oy y Ug.
t8ab i ! Ay dy? Aye dxk ayb Ay dyb dxk b b

(2.9) follows from 0 = D,(g%gp.) = D(8)gse + 8D, gpe, and (2.11) follows since in local coordinate
we have du, = /detgdy and D,detg = (det 2)8*D,gu» = 2detgdiv u. To prove (2.10), we choose the local

foliation f so that 9Q = {y : f(y) = 0} and f < 0 in Q, then
atlf

Na Sy ———
Vngacfadf
and (2.10) follows from direct computation.
Now, (2.10) together with du, = \/% dS (y) implies D;du, = div u + %(D,g"d)NCNd, where dS (y) is the

Euclidean surface measure.
To prove (2.12), one first uses div u = 8%’D,gu/2 together with (2.8) and (2.9) to obtain

1 1
Dtd,uy = EgabDrgab _ E(Drgab)NaNb — abvaub-

And finally (2.12) holds since YV, u, = YV o(Nyu - N) + y**V i1, and YV .11, = div ulyq = 0. O

3 Elliptic estimates on a bounded domain with a moving boundary
In this section, we are going to introduce the elliptic estimates and tensor estimates of tangential projections

which will be used repeatedly in the remaining part of this paper. All the results in this section will be stated in
a coordinate-independent way.
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Throughout this section, Q is a bounded domain in R” with n > 2. V denotes the covariant derivative with
respect to the metric g;; in Q, and V denotes the covariant differentiation on dQ with respect to the induced
metric y;; = g;j — N;N;. In this section (and only), Q denotes a general domain with smooth boundary. In
addition, we assume the normal vector N to 9Q is extended to a vector field in the interior of Q satisfying
gijN'N’ < 1 by the same way as in Lemma A.1.

3.1 Elliptic estimates

Definition 3.1. (Differentiations) Let u : Q C R" — R” be a smooth vector field, and B = Bi = Vjuy be
the (0, r)-tensor defined based on u, where V; = V; ---V; and I = (i1, ,i,) is the set of indices. Define
diVIBk = V,’ﬁi = V'divu and Curl,B = V,’ﬁj - Vj,Bi = V'curl Uij.

Definition 3.2. (Norms) Suppose |I| = |J| = r, g"/ = g'J1 ... g and y!/ =yt ... yiJr For any (0, r) tensors
a, B, we define (@, B) = g"a;B; and |a| = (@, @). If (1IB); = y;B, is the projection, then (T, TIB) = y" a;B,.

Also we define 1
Pl = [ 18P dus)
Q

3
1Bl2200) = (f IBI* dﬂ‘y) ,
00

1

1Blr200) = (f ;s duy) )
a0

Now we introduce the following Hodge’s decomposition theorem, which is crucial in the control of full
spatial derivatives of u and B.

Theorem 3.1. (Hodge’s Decomposition Theorem) Let 8 be defined in Definition 3.1. Suppose |6] + I%I <K,
where 6 is the second fundamental form of JQ and ¢ is the injective radius defined in (1.18), then

IVBP < gy ViBrViBs; + Idiv B + lcurl B> 3.1)
f VB dug < f (N'NI gy IV BV By + Idiv B + [eurl B2 + K2|BI) dug. (3.2)
Q Q
Proof. See [6] (Lemma 5.5) for details. ]

Proposition 3.2. (Interior/boudnary elliptic estimates) Let ¢ : Q — R be a smooth function. Suppose that
18] + I%I < K, then we have, for any r > 2 and § > O,

Vgl + IV qlza0) Sxvoa D TV gl + . IV Aqle@), (3.3)
s<r s<r—1
IV qll2 + 1V qli20) Skvolo 52 IV gli20) + 67" Z (IV°Aqll2q)- (3.4)
s<r s<r-2

where we have applied the convention that A <, , B means A < Cp,,B.

Proof. See [6] (Proposition 5.8) for details. ]

3.2 Estimates of tangential projections

The projection of the tensor ITV*D¥P appears in the boundary part of our imposed energy (1.19) as well as the
elliptic estimates as in Proposition 3.2. It is crucial to compensate the possible loss of regularity with the help
of tensor estimates below.

Actually, one may simply observe that: If ¢ = 0 on 0, then ITV?q only contains the first order derivatives
of ¢ and all components of the second fundamental form. Specifically, one has

V2q = V'g + 6Vng, (3.5)
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where the tangential component ﬁzq = 0 on the boundary.
Furthermore, (3.5) gives the following control:

MV2ql260) < 10l=60)Ingl200)- (3.6)
To prove (3.5), first invoking the components of the projection operator y{ = 5{ — N;N/, then one has
YV = =VAViNN') = =4 0uN' = YN, = —60,;N',

and thus — .
Viviqg=v;v;Viev; Virq

=YYy, ViV g+ ¥yl (VY )V g
=Y ¥! VeV - 60,Vnq.
In general, the higher order projection formula is of the form
Vg = 0)Vyg+ 0 'q)+0F 0),
which yields the following generalisation of (3.6). Its detailed proof can be found in [6].

Proposition 3.3. (Tensor estimate of tangential projections) Suppose that |6] + I%I < K, and for g = 0 on 09,
then form = 0, 1

r—1

r o 2 r—
NV gl20) sk 1V 0)Vndlie + ) IV dlze0), (3.7)
=1
=
+ (6200 + Z [V 0112 50))( Z IV'ql200), (3.8)
0<I<r-2-m 0<I<r-2+m

where the second line drops for 0 < r < 4.

Proof. See [6] (Proposition 5.9). O

3.3 Estimate for the second fundamental form on the boundary

The estimate on the second fundamental form 6 is a direct result of Proposition 3.3 with ¢ = P together with the
Rayleigh-Taylor sign condition, e.g., [VyP| > =VyP > g > 0.

Proposition 3.4. (6 estimate) > Assume that 0 < r < 4. Suppose that |6] + I%I < K, and the Taylor sign condition
[VNP| = € > 0 holds, then

r—1

—r=2 _s
IV Ol2p0) Ski TIV"Plr290) + Z V7™ P2y (3.9)

s=1

i

Remark. We point ou that the estimates of 6 suggests that the boundary regularity is in fact controlled by the
boundary [* -norm of P, with a loss of 2 derivatives.
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4 Energy estimates

4.1 Tangential (Q-tensor) estimates when s > 1

In this section, we will show the estimates of Ey, i.e., the estimates of Q-tensors and curl , when s > 1. We
will work under the Eulerian coordiantes so that we need not worry about the Christoffel symbols. We use the
notation

o |Ifllsk = 10°D¥ fllz2(p,)s
® |flsk = 10°DX fli2am,)-

We start with the velocity field.

1d

3T pQ(0* Dk, &° Druydx = f PO Dru, 8* D uydx + f pQ(* Dku, [D,, 31D u)dx
D, D,

1

R

= f pQO(8°Dfu, & Dy (pDu))dx + f pQ(0°Du, [p,0* Df1Du)dx +R, wn
D, D, .

Ry

f pQ(&*Dru, 3*DX(B - dB))dx - f pQ(&* Dkl 8* DF0;P)dx + Ry + R,

t

L +L+Ri+Rs,

where we use the first equation of MHD system (1.7).
The estimates (A.1)-(A.4) together with a priori assumptions imply the following inequalities, of which the
proof can be found in Section 3 of [6].

ID:iq"| < M, 109") <M+ K, |ou-Nl~@pa <K+ M,

_ 1
IDVlo@e) = ID(=YNnP) io@ey S 1+ W

and
ij im,_ jn 1
Dy" = =2y"y/ (EDtgmn)- 4.2)

Now we have
I Sgm ullsill(B - 0)Blls. 4.3)

For I,, we first commute d; with 3°D¥, then integrate 9; by parts, and finally try to construct the Q-tensor of
p by using the continuity equation.

h=-| Q(@* D', 60° D P)dx — f Q(°Dyu', & ([0;, D;1P))
R3
(4.4)
=, Q(d°DEdiv u, 3° D P)dx + L Q(8°([8;, DX1u), 0° DF P)dx — B Q(0°DfP,N;3° Dfu')dS +R3
Ry R;

Plugging P = p + %IBI2 and the continuity equation into the first term, we can get the Q-tensor of p.
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5 Q(d°DEdiv u, &° Dt P)dx

p (p)

[ 00Dl oDl - [ 0@ DI a'Dlpas

Q(P (P)aADka, (TDk( |B|2))d f pf)p) Q(° D p, 8° Dk pdx
D,

Dy

I

Dk, p (p) o'(p) 4.5)

015D}, "L\, 0Dl 1B - f 019D 21D, 5D pyd

Dy

Rs Rs

1d
=121———f PP *Dp, & D p)dx + Rs + Rq
D,

- - }(OP)Q(ééDfp, 0" 0aDtpydx+ 3 [ 00w Dl Dl d.
D,

R7 R8
Also we have
L1 Sk 10" (p)* DE plirzco, 1Bl s k- (4.6)

Next we control the other terms in Ej ;. Since |D;q"/| < M in the interior and on the boundary ¢/ = v/, and
by (4.2) D,y is tangential, one has

d1

- 8*DfP, & DF PyvdS
dt2 (991 Q( ! ! )V

= Q(d°DfP, D,3* D PyvdS
0D,

4.7
R;
1
+ EQ(a“D’;P, &*D*P)D,v — (ou - N)Q(8° DX P, 8* DX Pyvds .
0D,

Ry
For the QO-tensor estimates of the magnetic field B, one should not plug the third equation in (1.7) here,
otherwise AAB will appear and produce higher order terms on the boundary which cannot be controlled. Instead,
we directly use ||B||s+1 to control the O-tensor, and then reduce it to the control of the parabolic equation of B
in Section 5.

sk sk
2dth(6DBaDB)dx

Q(0°D{B,&°D;*' B) dx
D, 4.8)

+ [ o@D DB [ P01 DIEIDE
D, D,

: 13 +R10 +R11,

where
I3 <km |IBllsillBlls k+1- 4.9

We point out that, Ry, R7, Ry, R19 and the boundary terms R7, R} vanish if s = 0, in the case of which we can
drop the Q-tensor notation because there is no spatial derivative. Therefore we have

= 2 s lulloal(B - 0)Blles + 110/ ()3 DY* pllizco Bl + IBlLalBlls s
4 s+k=r,s>1 (410)

+R +---+R I +R] +R>.
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4.2 Energy estimates of full time derivatives

When there is no spatial derivative, we need to add weight +/p’(p) in u, i.e.

1 ’ I I ’ A
Eo,,zz(f op (p)|D,u|2dx+f |D,B|2dx+f wlD,plzdx).
D, D, . P

When computing %Eo,,, there will be some terms that D; falls on the weight function, but these terms can all be

controlled by Ey, because [0 (p)| < co /p’(p). Therefore one can get a similar estimate as above:

d
—Eor sk | Vo' ()DHull 20, I(B - 3)Bllo.a + llo" (p)OD? pll2cp, I1Bllo.a + 1Bllo.allBllo.s

+Ry+ -+ Rg+Rg +Ry.

4.3 Curl estimates
Similarly as above, one has

1d
27y, pleurl & 'uf? + |curl &' B dx

= f curl & 'u - curl 8 (oD,u) dx + f curl @ 'B-curl @ 'D,Bdx+R\» +--- + Rs

1 1

I

=f curla’—lu-curla’—l(B-aB)dHf curl @ 'u -0 'curl (OP) dx +Is + Rin + - + Rys,
=0

t t

Is

where the remainder terms R, - - - , Rjs5 are defined by:
Ry = L peurl @ 'u - [Dy, curl & udx
Ry3 = f@ curl @ 'B - [Dy, curl 0" "B dx
Ry = fD pD,(1/p»|curl &' B dx

Ris5 := f curl 3 'u - [p, curl &' 1Du dx.

t

1, and I5 can also be similarly proceeded as I; and I3:

Ly S IBlollBllry,  Is <kom llullioll(B - 0)Bllrp.

Combining all the estimates above, we now have:

d ’ A
yr [ > Eg+K ] Sk ullsll(B - )Bllse + 110" ()3 Dr*! plirz o, IBllsuk + I1BllsllBlls.cs1

s+k=r

+Ri+---+Ris+R] +R;.

Therefore the Q-tensor and curl estimates are all reduced to the higher order terms (/y,--- , Is, R}, R

4.11)

(4.12)

(4.13)

(4.14)

5) and

the remainders. Next step we will control all the remainders by ||ul|..0, ||plls.x and ||B|s .. The reduction of those

higher order terms will be shown in Section 5.
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4.4 The precise form of commutators between D,’s and spatial derivatives

Here we present the precise form of commutators which will be used repeatedly in the control of remainders.
(4.15), (4.16), (4.18) are the same as in (4.5)-(4.7) in Lindblad-Luo [32]. (4.17) is a direct consequence of
Leibniz rule and (4.16).

r—1 r—1
(D0 =) &'[D, 010" = > ~C, (@ uyd, (4.15)
s=0 s=0
where |
1+s \~qr—s _ 1+s k s
(@ uy0 )i = = ZS] @, W@, .
Tges,
S, is the r-symmetric group.
[0, D] = Z ¢1,1, (D" u)(AD) + Z dy,...; (@D u) - - - (D" u)@OD™). (4.16)
L+lh=k-1 L+ +l,=k—n+1,n>3
[Df,B- 0] = Z c/DBla,D] + Z cl(D{/BHDI, 8. (4.17)
j=0 j=1

(D}~ A = (D}'u) - (8° D)
+ > di,(ODFw)- - (@D}u) - (AD}'w) - (ODP)
Li+-+l,=r-n,n>3
+ > e.;,(@0DPu)-@D}u) - (3*D)'u) - DP) (4.18)
L +-+l,=r-n,n>3
> fues(@Dfuw)- - @D}u) - @D]u) - (@ DP),

li++l,=r—n,n>3

4.5 Remainder and commutator estimates

1. Boundary term R} + R}

Recall that v = (-9P/ON)™", so v"!N; = 6;P. Therefore, R} + R}, becomes
R, +R; = f pQ(8*DXP, D,6*DFP + (8,P)(°Dru))vds.
oD,

When s = 0 or 1, R + R} vanishes because D, and 16" = 0 are both tangential derivatives of the moving
boundary dD; on which P = 0. For s > 2, the simplification is exactly the same as (5.14)-(5.15) in Lindblad-
Luo [32]:

r=2
s=rk=0: TI(D,0"P+ (0;P)0"u’) = I0"D,P + Z A TT(@™ w0 P)
m=0
2<s<r: (DA DFP + (8;P)(0°Diu’)) = IH* D' P + T1((8;P)(9° D ur')) (4.19)
s—1
+ > dy, (@™ w0 " DEP).
m=0

Remark. In the last term on the first line, the summation is taken from O to r — 2 instead of » — 1 because I10" P
is cancelled by the commutator. This is essential for our estimate: One cannot control I10"u on the boundary
because u # 0 on 9D, causes loss of regularity. However, |H6SD’,‘u| 12(oo,) can be controlled when k > 1 since
we can use the first equation of (1.7) to reduce this term to [[16**!D¥1 B| 1259,y and [16** ' DXL pl;2(p,), Which
can be controlled by the elliptic estimates.
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Hence, by Holder’s inequality we have

R} + R Skm Z (|H3‘YDIEP|L2(6@/)(|H3‘YD£‘HP|L2(6D/)

k+s=r,s>2

+ IT@PYO D) opy + ) |H((a'"“u)fa*‘""DanLz(aD,))) (4.20)

0<m<s-1

+ 110" Pl (N DiPlrgpy + . (@™ w0 ™" P)lzop,).

0<m<r-2

2. Interior terms R + - - - + R;5

We are going to control all the remainders R; - - - , Rys5. For simplicity we only show the details for top order
case, i.e. s + k = 4. For the lower order cases, we only list the result and omit the proof.

(DR, = fo, pQ(8*D¥u, [D,, 8*1D*u) dx.

Since |
s+
[D,, 1D = = )" 119" ™g " Dfu,
m=0
we know

o 5 >2t Ry Sgom lullsillulls e + Mlells=1,6)3
o s=1, k=3 Ry sgumllullf 5
e s=0,k=4:R, =0.

(2Q)R, = f@ Q(8*Dku, [p, 3°DX1Du) dx.
Let D be D; or 0, then the commutator can be written as

4 4
lp. DD = " CiD'pD*'Du =" D" (0 (p)Dp)D* Dy
=1 I=1
Therefore we have:

o 5=4,k=0: Ry Skamcovore lllaolpllag + lualls 1 + llllo,):
o s=3,k=1: Ry Skmevor lullz1(lpllas +11pllso + llellsy + lullso + lulloz + llulli2);
o s=2,k=2: Ry Sgmepvole Ul 2(pllaz + lIpllan + llullos + lleelli 3 + lleelli 2 + lleello2 + lleell2,1);
o s=1,k=3: Ry Skmemare lulli 3l (P)OD; pliao, + Iplla + llull s + llullos + llulli 2);

e s=0, k=4:wehave

Ry = f o' (p)D}u - [p, DY1Du dx
D

Sueo VP (DD ull2 0 (I VP (P)D} ull 20,y + 1V (P)D} ull 2,
+ IV (D} plliz, + 1V (DD} pllz,)-

Note that the constant in the equality depends on vol Q2 because we use Poincaré’s inequality on p.

(3)Rs = - [, Q@°Dju',3([9;, D{1P)) dx.
Recall (4.16) the highest order terms in the commutator [3, D’,‘] f are (6D’;’1u)(6 f) and (614)(6D’,"1 f). Hence
we can get the following estimates up to lower order terms:
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e s=4 k=0: R;=0;

e s=3,k=1: Rs Spuvoa llulz1lxllso + llulzo0 + [|pllao + [1Bllao);

o s=2,k=2: Rs Syvora llullalullz1 + llulla; +11pls0 + 1Bllso0 + llullzo + 1pll3,1 + 11Bll3,1);
e s=1,k=3: Rs Smuvora llull3(lellz + llullz; +1Ipll2z + 11Bll22 + [1pll21 + [1Bll2,1);

e s =0, k =4: We have
R~ [ oDl 10D 1Pds
e INP' DUl 0, (IO’ (PIVD; plizio, + 1Bllis + 1Bllaz + lIplba + 1Blla + lIpll.).
@) Ry = [, 00(19;, D1u), & D{P) dx.

The commutator term is exactly of the same form as Rz except we replace P by u’. We list the result here
and omit the proof.

e s=4 k=0: Ry =0;
o s=3,k=1: Ry Sxmvora (lullao + llullz0)lplls,1 + IBll3,1);

o s=2,k=2: Ry Sgmvora (lullz1 + llullz0)Ipll22 + 1Bll2,2);

s=1,k=3: Ry Sxmvora (lullz + llull2, )Pz + 1Bll13);
e s =0, k =4: We have

Ry = f 0 (P8, D{Tu' - D} P dx <prey (lully 3 + Nulli 20" (P)D; pllzzo,) + 11Bllo.4)-

Remark. As we can see, the control of R4 when s = 0 illustrates that the weight function is necessary: If we
remove the weight function, then ||D Plli2) has no control, i.e., either wave equation or Eg4 cannot control this
term.

(5) Rs = - [, (19°D}, “21D,p, & DL(31BP)) dx.
Let D be D; or 0, then the commutator can be written as

[a D, p;”)}D, ZQD’(’O (p))D4 'Dyp ZD’('O;”))D“ 'D,p.

Therefore we can find that every term is assigned at least 4/p’(p) weight. We have
o s>2: RS SK,M,(,‘.VOIQ ”p”x,k”B”S,k;

e s=1,k=3: Rs Skmeovora | Vo' (PIVD; pliz o, IBll 3.

e 5 =0,k =4 :The weighted estimate is

RS — _f pl(p) [D4 p(p)
; P

Smeo (0" (PID? Plizio,y + 110" (P)D; pllzzo,)IBllo.a-

1
Dip -D?<—|B|2> dx

(6) Ro = = [, Q(10°D}, 2 1Dip, 9°Dip) do.
Similarly as Rs, we have:

® 522 Rs Skmaaia IPI2
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e s=1,k=3:
R Skmcovora 1V0' (P)D} pllzoy IV (DD} pllzco, + 1V’ (DVD} pliao,) S Ea.

e s=0, k=4

®) [ e P 0)
Ro== | 221D Dp- Dipdx Sue ING DDl

(7) Ry = = [, “20" D} p,[8°, Di1D)p) dx.

. P
Since
s+1

[D,,6"1Dfp = = > €119 """ Df p,
m=0
we know

e s=4,k=0: R7 Sxmeovor llllao + llullzo + lIpllao;

o s=3,k=1: Ry Skmeovora llullso + Iplls.1;

o s=2,k=2: Ry Skmcpvol IIPl22;

o s=1,k=3: Ry Skmepmora IV PVD: plizy;:

e s=0,k=4: R;=0.

®) Ry = § [, PDAEE)Q@* DEp, 3 Dl p) dx < 1N DI DEpIR, ) S Eske
)Ry = [}, Q@ D{P.O’DEP)Dv dS.

e s<1: Rg=0Dbecause D,,I10 € 7 (0D;) and P = 0 on 9D;;

® s>2: Ry Skm Es.

(10) Ryo = f@ Q(6*D*B, [D,, 8°1D*B) dx.
The control of R is the same as R; except replacing u by B. Therefore we have:

e s=4,k=0: Rio Sgmeovol [Bllao(lullao + llullzo + 11Blla0);
o s=3,k=1: Rio Skmcovol IBll3,1(llullzo + lIBll3,1);

® 5<2: Rio Skmavaia IIBIE,.

(ID) Ry = fD/ pD,(1/p)Q(0°Df B, 0°DfB) dx <, Egu.
(12) Ry3, -+, Ry5 : The control of Ry,, R;3, Ry5 are the same as R, Ry, R, respectively when s = 4, k = 0,
and R4 < K4. So we have:

2
Riz + -+ Ri5 Skmeovole Ka + (lullao + llullzo + [1Bllao + lpllao)”.

Before summarising the estimates, we would like to reduce the estimates of |||, 4 to that of B and p by using
the first equation in (1.7), because we are going to use elliptic estimates for B and p in order to further reduce
to control of the wave equation of p and the heat equation of B.

We prove the following estimates for GSD’;M when 1 < k < r— 1, while |lullo, = [IDfull;2@) < Eo4 and
[leell.0 will be controlled later by div-curl estimates.
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Lemma 4.1. For s + k = 4, one has the following bounds:

lleell3,1 Sk.pco 1Bllao + lIPllao,
lleell22 Skpeo 1BlI3,1 + P31 + 11Bllso + lIplls0 + lllls 0,
llull13 Skpe, 1Bll22 + lIpllzz + 1Bll2,1 + lIpll2, + 1Bll3,0 + lIpll3,0-

While for s + k = r < 4, the result becomes ||ullsx <are, IBlls+1,k-1 + 1Plls+14-1-

Proof. For simplicity, we only prove it for s + k = 4. The proof is quite straightforward by the first equation in
(1.7). We have

1
&*Dru = 9*D! (E(B -0B—dp - (0B) - B))

1
== (B -9 DFB 4+ 9t D! p) + commutators,
P

The main term can be easily controlled by C(M)(||Bl|s+1.k-1 + |[Plls+1.4-1) by Holder’s inequality.

e 5 =3, k = 1: In this case the commutator term is 213:1 0*(1/p)0* (B - B — OP) which can be controlled
by ||Blls,0 and ||plla o by Poincaré’s inequality.
When k > 2. The highest order terms in the commutators consist of 8*([D¥~!, 4]B), 0*([D*!, d]p) and
[6°Df~,81(1/p).

e s =2, k =2: From the specific representation of [D;, ] = (Ju) 9, ee know the highest order commutator
terms are 0%(0u*0p) and 0*(Ou-dB) which can be bounded by ||Bll3.0 + ||pll3.0 + llull3.0-

e s =1, k= 3: Similarly as above, one can get the commutator terms bounded by ||Bll2.; + l|pll2.1 + llull2.1-
Then apply the same method to ||u||>,; to derived the result.

mi
Combining all the estimates above, we get
d
— E; + K.
(X Eaex
s+k=4
SM,C(],VUIQ Z Ex,k + K4
s+k=4
+llplsy +11pliso + I1Blls,1 + 1Bl + lulls 0)(Iplls + 1Bl 3)
2
+ [ D IBli+ > Pl + NP POD; Pl + 1IN0 (DI Pl
s+k=4 s+k=4,5>2
+ Z (IBlls+1 41 + IPlls+1.4-1) 1B - 8)Blls
sk=tkz1 4.21)
+ " 1Bl (1Bllker + ' ()3 DF Pl
s+k=4

+ (lullao + 1|1Bllao)II(B - 8)Bllao + [IBllaoll Bllax

+ Z (|H63D1;P|L2(az>,)(|H65Df+lP|L2(az>,)

s+k=42<5<3

@R Dy + Y @ w50 "D Pl )

O<m<s—1

+ |H34P|Lz(m)(|Ha4D,P|Lz(6D,) + Z |H((a'"+'u)fa“mp)mm).

0<m<2
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Similar estimate holds for s + k = r < 3.

%(Z Eg+ K,]

s+k=r

SMeovol @ Z Es; + K,

s+k=r

2
+[Z||B||S,k+ 3 Wl +liplha + i p’(p)D:anz(m)

s+k=r s+k=r,5>2

2
4.22
+[ DBl Y ||p||s,k+||«/p'<p>aD?p||Lz<D,>] @22

s+k=4,5>1 s+k=r,s>2

£y (|HaSDfP|Lz(m)(|H6SD,“1P|Lz(m)

s+k=r,s>2 k+s=r,s>2

+@PYO D Ngny + ., @ 050 " D)o,

0O<m<s—1

+ 1100 Plizapy (0 DiPlizapy + Y, @™ ufd ™" P)lizap, )

O<m<r-2

S Control of interior and boundary terms of top order
Now we come back to use Lagrangian coordinate. With a little abuse of terminology, we still define

o |Ifllsk = IV* D fll2 s
o |flsk = IV°DE fli2ay-

As stated in Section 2, our proof is coordinate-independent.
We are going to use elliptic estimates in Section 3 to reduce the interior terms in (4.21) and (4.22).

5.1 Div-curl estimates: Full spatial derivatives of « and B

By the Hodge’s decomposition inequality, we have

N _ 1
lllro < lleelloo + ldiv Vel 2 + llcurl V7~ ull 2 + Ef pQ(0"u,0"u)dx.
Dy

sVK++Er

and
. _ _ 1
IBll0 < IBlloo + Il div V"' Bl ;2 + llcurl V"' Bll2q) + 3 f@, Q(0'B,0"B)dx.

=0
<VE+\Eo
Now we use div u = —@D,p to control ||div V”1u||Lz(Q):
div V'"lu = V"l div u = —v'! ('MD,])) = PP grip - [VH, @} Dip.
P P P
Hence,
Idiv V' ull2 @) Sa 1VE (V™' Dipllay + Ipll-10  VE—1 + Ipllr-10-
and thus

llull-o + 1Bll-o <m VEo + VE, + VE—1 + Ipll—10. (5.1)
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5.2 Elliptic estimates: Control of ||B||,; and ||pl|;.«

In this part we try to control ||B]|sx and ||p|lsx by using the elliptic estimates in Section 3. The only exception
is ||pll1 3 because it has no weight function /p’(p) and thus it cannot be bounded, independently of the lower
bound of p’(p) (this lower bound goes to 0 when passing to the incompressible limit), by the terms in our
proposed energy (1.19). This term will be controlled by W5 after using Poincaré’s inequality. For simplicity we
only consider the top order case: s + k = 4.

When s > 2

e s=4,k=0:

By the elliptic estimates, we know Yé > 0, we have

4 ; 1 j
Ipllao == IIV'pllz) Skmvola 52 TV pli2oqy + 6 Z IV/Apllr2q)-
s<4 Jj<2

Using the boundary tensor estimates, we have

s—1

. —s5—2
MIV*plr2ea) Skvoio [V Ol2aa)|Vaplis@o) + Z IV pli2ay-
=1

Using trace lemma and the estimates of ||B||49, we can control the second fundamental form as follows:

3

—

IV 0l200) Sk1/6 TV Pl2g0) + Z IV Pl12 00 52)
=1 :

<kmi/e VEo + VEs + VE3 + Iplao.

By trace lemma and Sobolev embedding, one has |Vy pli~@aa) Svoi lIplls,o. Combining with the estimate
above, one can pick a suitably small 6 > 0 such that 6 3}, [ITV*pl;25q) is absorbed by LHS of (5.2), i.e.,

IPllso Skmsoretie AJE;+ D IV ADl2q)- (5.3)

<2
e s=3k=1:
Similarly as above, we first use the elliptic estimates to get Vo > 0

IBll31 = IV D:Bll2 ) Sk.mvore STV DBli2gaa) + 67" Z IV/AD,Bl|;2 ()
<1

2
SKMyolQ O [|V9|L4((9§2)|VNDtB|L4(6Q) + Z |VlDtB|L2(ﬁQ)]
=1

+67' > IVIAD Bl

<l

wl/2 1/2 wl/2 1/2
Stcarsotn O[O0 (VN DBl o (V01122 VDB

2
+ 2 V'DBligey) + 67 Y IV/AD Bllza,
=1 <1

where we use the Sobolev interpolation Theorem A.8 in the last step.
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By tensor estimates, one can get

2
IV6l1250) Sk1/e VP20, + Z IV'Pli2a0)
=1 5.4

SkM /e AJE5 +1Pl0-

Therefore, using Sobolev trace lemma, (5.2), (5.3), (5.4) and Poincaré’s inequality one has

12
1BI3.1 S&a1/e0v010 5[ VE;+ ||Vpr||Lz<g>] 1B - { VE; + D IV/Apligy + 1Bl

j<1 <2

+0lBlls 1 + 67" " IV/AD;Bll2q.
j<1

If we choose 6 > 0 to be suitbaly small, then ¢||B||3,; will be absorbed to LHSof the last inequality,and

thus we have
12
* i 1/2
IBIs.1 S& .1/ v0 2 6{ VE + ) ||Vpr||Lz<g)] 18Il

<1

X [JE:; + D IVl + ||B||3,1] (5-5)

<

> IV/ADBll2(c

J=1
for sufficiently small 6 > 0.

Replace B by p in (5.5), we can get the estimates of ||p||3;:

Iplls1 Skam1/e ol 6[ VE;+ ) ||Vpr||Lz<Q>] Iplly; - [,/E:; + D IV Al + il

j<1 j<2 ] (5.6)
+ D IVIAD plp )

<1
for sufficiently small 6 > 0.
s=2,k=2:
Similarly as above, one can get the following estimates by elliptic estimate:
IBll22 = IV* D¢ Bl @) Skpore STIV2D; Bl + 67 IAD; Bl
SK.MyolQ O (|9|L”°(BQ)|VND?B|L2((9§2) + |VDrzB|L2(aQ))
+ 6" IAD? Bl 20
SKMvoi@ Ol1Bll2 + 5 IAD] Bll2(c,

where the last step we use the a priori assumption |0] < K and Sobolev trace lemmma. Now choosing
6 > 0 suitably small so that the 6-term can be absorbed by LHS, one gets

I1Bll2 Skmvole IAD? Bllz2q)- (5.7

Also one can get
P2 Skamvor IAD? pllz2 - (5.8)
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When s <1

We already know ||Bllp.4 = IIDj‘BIILz(Q) isapartof 4/Ep4 and ||Bl|;3 = ||VD?B||L2(Q) is a part of the parabolic equa-
tion energy Hy. From (4.21) and (4.22) we know there must be a weight function +/p’(p) or p’(p) multiplying
on D}p as long as D} p appears, and thus can also be controlled by either /Eg4 or W.

The only term we need to do extra work is ||p||; 3, because in our imposed energy function, all the terms that
can control VD?p contain a weight function p’(p) or +/p’(p). Hence, one cannot get the uniform control with

respect to the sound speed ¢ := +/p’(p) as it goes to infinity when passing to the incompressible limit.
To avoid this problem, we use Poincaré’s inequality to get

3 213
[Iplli3 = IVD; pllizqy Svole IV D] plirzy = lIpll2,3.

In other words, we make it to be a higher order term of the form ||p||, ¢+ (recall s+ & = 4), which can be reduced
to the control of 5-th order wave equation. We will deal with these terms in the next section.

5.3 Elliptic estimates: Reduction of higher order terms

So far, what remained to be controlled are of the form |[(B - V)Bl|s lIPllsx+1, ||Blls.k+1, tangential projections
[TIVS D¥* ! Pl 1250 and the wave equation of p coupled with the parabolic equation of B when s + k = 4. In this
section, we will reduce all the control of ||p|lsx+1, ||Bllsx+1 and IHVJDf“PI 1250 to that of wave equation and
parabolic equation.

First we would like to control those interior higher order terms. In fact we cannot control these terms directly.
Instead, we need to control [[(B - V)Blls. 1Bllsxs1 = 1D;Bll,x together with [Bl,x + Bl s1 Iplls o1 = 1Dl
together with |p|s—; x+1 if s > 2, so that we can use Young’s inequality to absorb the higher order terms. While
for s < 1, weight functions must appear as long as all these terms containing p appear in the previous estimates.

e s=4 k=0:We consider

IV*((B - V)B)llr2 + IV DiBli2oy + IV* Bz + 1V DBl g

Since (B - V)B = 0 on 0Q, by elliptic estimates, we have ¥¢ > 0:
IV*(B - V)B)liz@) + IV DiBllizo) + IV*Blizaey + V> DiBlia)
SKMyolQ 5(|HV4(B “V)Blr20) + |HVD?B|L2(BQ))

+67! Z (||V1A(B VB2 + ||VjADfB”L2<Q>)
=2

—
SK.MyolQ 5(|V Olr200)(IVN(B - VB)|250) + [VND:Blr=50))

3
+ 2 V(B VB)lizan, + V' DiBlizn |
=1

+67' " (IV/AB - VB)l2@) + IV/ADBllz)
<2

Using Sobolev trace lemma and Poincaré’s inequality, we know

3
V(B - VB)|1=@0) + IVND:Bli=@q) + Z IVi(B - VB)|2a0) + IV'DiBlr2p0)
=1

Skmvola IVH(B - VB2 + IV D,Bll2 ) + IV Bl2@aa) + IV DBl gq),

and thus these J-terms can be absorbed by LHS of last inequality if we choose a suitably small 6 > 0 ,i.e.,
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IV*((B - V)B)llr2@ + IV*DBli2) + IV*Blizay + V2D Bli2g)

SKM1 /a0l Q 5[ VE;+ ||V‘iAP||L2<Q)] (IV*(B - V)B)li2@) + IV* DiBlip@)

<2 (5.9)
estimates of WZ{J\LZ(OQ)
+ > (IVAB - VB)llz@ + IV/AD; Bl -
j<2
holds for sufficiently small 6 > 0.
One can mimic the steps above to get a similar estimate on ||plls,; + |pl3.1:
IV*Dipll2 ) + IV Diplize
(5.10)

IV*Dpllz + D IV/ADpllzzcay.
Jj<2

SK.MyolQ 5[ VEI + Z VAPl

j<2
holds for sufficiently small 6 > 0.

Remark. When k > 0, the estimates of ||(B - V)B||;x can be reduced to that of ||B||s+1x plus ||Blls+14-1
together with ||ul|s+1 k-1, while the latter two terms have been controlled above.

V'DXB-V)B = (B-V)V*DiB + V* [D’;, B- V] B+[V*,B-V]D'B,

in which the commutator terms consist of < 4 derivatives of B or ¥ multiplying the a priori quantities by
Leibniz rule and (4.17). One has

I(B - V)Bllsk S IBlls+1.4 + (IBlls+1.4-1 + ltlls14-1) -
Therefore, it suffices to consider ||B||;+1 in the rest of this part.

e s = 3, k = 1 : Using elliptic estimates, tensor estimates for the tangential projection and Sobolev
interpolation Theorem A.8, we get: Vo > 0,

392 292
IV°D; Bllz2q) + IV"D; Blr2 g0

2
LtV 2 12 -1 j 2
sK,M,Vom5[|ve|L4<ag)|vND,Blmm+Z|V D}Bliagey |+ 67" " IV/AD? Bll2(q
=1 j<1

2

wl/2 2pil/2 v l/2 2 nl/2 12

SKMvol© 6{|v0| sl VDT B VAL IVNDPBIL o+ > VDY Bl
=1

+o7! Z IV/AD? Bl
j<1
Using Sobolev trace lemma and Poincaré’s inequality, it holds that

2
IVn D7 Blii o) + Z IV'D?Bl1250) Svola IV D?Bll2 ) + IV2D?Bl2a0)-
=1

Hence, one can choose a suitably small delta 6 > O to abosrb these 6-terms to LHS. Combining with the
estimates of 6 (5.2) and (5.4), we have

”V3thB”L2(Q) + |V2D,«ZB|L2((9§2)

12
SKM.1/epvol Q 5{ VE; + Z ”VjAP”LZ(Q)) |B|i/22 . { vEI + Z IV/Apliz2) + 1Bloz G.11)

<1 j=<2

+ > IVAD} Bl2q,

j<1
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for sufficiently small 6 > 0. Similarly we have the same type estimate on p:

32 22
[IV°D; plli2y + IV°D; plizgey

172
SKM.1/epvol Q 5[ VES Z ||VjAP||L2(Q)] |I7|i,/22 . [ VE; + Z IV/Aplizz ) + Ipb2 (5.12)

<1 j<2

+ D IVIAD? plp ),

j<1
holds for sufficiently small 6 > 0.

e s=2,k=2:Since |f] < K is part of the a priori assumption, then one can mimic the proof above to get

Yo >0 - 5
IV°D; Bllr2 ) + IVD; Blzany

SKMvol Q 5(|9|L°°(6Q)|VND?B|L2(69) + |VD,33|L2(69)) + 6 JAD} Bl 20
Skmyora 61IV2D; Bz + IVD; Blany) + 6~ IIAD; Bll2@).-
Choosing ¢ > 0 suitably small to absorb the -term, one gets
IV2D; Bl + IVD; Bliagny Skmvora IAD] Bll2q), (5.13)
as well as the version of p

IV2D} pliz2y + IVD} pliz o) Skmvoia IAD; pllz ). (5.14)

e 5 < 1 : From the previous estimates, we know such terms must appear together with a weight func-
tion /p’(p) or p’(p) (e.g., see (4.21)). Therefore they can be directly controlled by the imposed energy
function:

0’ (P)V D! pllzcy + 1V (P)D] pllizy + IVDE Bl Sey VEs- (5.15)

For DfB, it only appears once in the term ||B]|o 4/|Bllo,5 in (4.21). We can control its time integral because
it is still a part of Ey4:

T
0

T T
1
5 2 4 2
<6 [ IDIBOI g di+ 5 [ IDIBOIE g d
1
= 6HZ(T) + %HZ(T),
where one can pick ¢ > O sufficiently small to absorb this term in the final estimates of E,.

Apart from the tangential projection terms, we have reduced all the other terms in (4.21) to the control
of [[VS2AD!Bll;2q IV ADE plirzay, IIVS2ADS Bl 12y and [V 2ADM pllj2(q) for s > 2, which will be
controlled through the 4th and 5th order wave equation of p and the parabolic equation of B. Those tangential
projections will be bounded after we control r-th order wave equation.

6 Estimates of wave and heat equation of < 4 order
In this section we are going to give a common control for Wr2+1 + HfJrl , which is the only thing left to close the a
priori bound. We will first control the energy of 3rd and 4th order wave/heat equation in order to bound interior
terms and tangential projections by E7.

Recall the heat equation of B is

DB—AAB=B-Vu—Bdivu=8-u+B"P
e

D;p. (6.1)
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Taking divergence of the first equation of MHD system (1.7), then commuting V; with pD,, one has
1 .
pDdiv u — V(B*V;B) + A (E|B|2) = —Ap + [pD,, Vi) u'.

Plugging the continuity equation, div B = 0 and Dp = p’(p)Dp (D = V or D) into the last equation, one
gets the wave equation of p:

Joj (p)D p—Ap = B*ABi +w, (6.2)
where
- (’% - p”(p)) (Dp)? + 2 ;p D) G o (B-VB) = ViP) + pVidVai — VBV,B +|VBE.  (6.3)

Remark. The derivation of (6.3) is: The first term (@ - p"(p)) (D,p)?* comes from D,div u = D,(—’%D,p).
The second and the third term come from [pD;, V;] u'. The term V! B;V;B' comes from V,;(B*V;B;) and div B =
0. The last term appears because A (%|B|2) =B-AB+|VBJ~.

6.1 Higher order equations: Reduction of V*2AD**!p and V*2AD**'B

Now we are going to derive the higher order heat/wave equation. Taking D¥ on the heat equation, one gets

DB — JADYB = A[D¥, A1B + (B~ V)Dhu + B D piot
Jo
+ (DK, B-Vu £ (p)} Dp (6.4)

i 7
=. hk+1 + Byt + Mgy,

where
k., = AID}, AlB,

. k P'(P) i

his1 = (B- V)Dfu + B—— ) —D;"'p, 6.5)

fisr = DX, B~ Viu +| Dk, BE (p)] Dip.

Similarly, taking D on the wave equation, one gets
0/ (p)DX?p — AD¥p = [D¥, Alp + BD*AB + [DF, B'1AB, ©6)
+ DI;W + Wit 1, .
where

et = > P (p)(D]' p)--- (D} p). 6.7)

i+t =k+2, 1<i<k+1

Recall from (6.1) and (6.4) that D’,‘AB = A’l(D’,‘“B — st — hgs1). We can rewrite the (k + 1)-th order wave
equation as
O/ (P)DE2p — ADFp = Wit + Wit + Wiy, (6.8)
where . ;
Wil = DtW + [Dp A]P,

Wi+1 defined as above, 6.9)

’
_ . (p)
wl, =" (B-DF"' B~ By — BTy + DX, B'A(D,B, - (B-V)u,—B,ppp D).

From the precise form of the commutators (4.18), we know all the terms onthe RHS of (6.5) and (6.9) are
of < k + 1 derivatives.
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6.2 Energy estimates for W; and H;: Reduced to the a priori quantities

We first give the control for 3¢ order wave/heat equation. This can give us the control of |AD; pll;2(q), IAD;Bll12q)
and |[VAp|l;2(q), [IVABI|;2q) which helps us close the estimates for the terms with 3 derivatives, i.e., [|ull3,0, [|Pll3,0, [IPl2,1
and [|B|l2,1.

Let k = 2 in (6.4) and (6.8), and then we have

AD,B = A" (D?B - hy — hy — h3),

¢ (6.10)
VAB = 1"'V(D,B - (B- LAV
P
as well as
AD '( )D Wi — wy — W,
tP =P P p—wW, 2 2~ ©.11)
VAp = V(o' (p)D?p — w1 - Wi — Wp).
Therefore one has
IAD,Bll2) < 27" (1D} Bll2y — alliz i) — 2ll2g) — 1A3ll2 ).
IVABIlz2) $m A (IVD;Bllp2) + IIV(B - VB)lIz2) + I0"(P)VD:pllrz o) 6.12)

IAD, pllz2) < 0 (DD} plizy + Iwallizy + IW2lliz2@) + Wil
IVAPllr2 ) < llo” (P)VD Pl + IVwillz) + (VW12 + ||VW llz2@)-

We notice that all the terms except ||o’(p)D; pl| 2 and [|p’ (»)VD?p| 12« on the RHS of (6.12) are of < 2
derivatives and thus are our a priori assumed quantities. Therefore, we have

1 1
IAD:Bllzz) + IVABll2 @) + AD:pliz) + VAPl @) Smey 71+ W) < 2 (1 + E3). (6.13)

Combining with the results in the last section, we actually have that

DU Wpllok+ - Bl + N PIVD:plizy + o' (DD} plizey Skmeosoianjia 1+ (B3 (6.14)
s+k=3,5>2 s+k=3
6.3 Energy estimates for W, and H,: Close the estimates for 4-th order derivatives

The computation in the previous section shows that we need to bound

2
. —
D IVIAD] plizzy + IIV/AD] Bllz
J=0

by \/EZ in order to give a common control for those terms with < 4 derivatives, i.e., ||u||.0, ||Bllsx and ||pl|x for
s+ k=4, s > 2. The proof is almost the same as Section 6.2.
Let k = 3 in (6.4) and (6.8), and then we have
AD?B = 2"Y(D}B — hy — s — ),
VAD,B = I"'V(D?B — hy — hy — hd),
P'(p)

(6.15)
VZAB = A"'V*(D,B- (B-

as well as 5 |
AD;p =p (P)Dtp Wi — w3 — W3,

VAD,p = V(p'(p)D}p — wj — wa =), (6.16)
V2Ap = V(o' (p)D?p — wi —wi — ).
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Again, one can notice that all the terms except [|o’(p)D?pl| 12 and ||p’(p)VDf Pllz2(q) on the RHS of (6.15)
and (6.16) are of < 3 derivatives and thus can be bounded by (6.14). Therefore, we have

IAD} Bll;2q) + IVAD:Bll2q) + IV ABllz2) + IAD] plliziy + IVAD, pllzy + IV Apliz)
Sueo 1D Pl + VD] plizy + IV2D? pliaqy + (terms of < 3 derivatives) 6.17)

1
Siey 701+ yED.

Now, (6.13) and (6.17) help us to bound the second fundamental form 620 on the boundary and thus all the
interior terms ||B||s ., ||plls.:

e Control of 6:
Combining (5.2), (5.3) and (6.17), one gets

) —
IV Ol200) + VO @) Sk1/a176 1+ {JEy- (6.18)

e Control of interior terms:
Summing up (5.1), (5.3), (5.5), (5.6), (5.7), (5.8), then using (6.17) and (6.18), we have

ldlso + > WBllok+ > Ipllsk + NP/ PIVD; pllzcay + 10/ (9D} plizzcey

s+k=4 s+k=4,5>2
SkMapso e te 1 O ESC D lplli+ 1Bl + 6 B3 \JE; + \E;
s+k=4,5>2

6.19
+IAD? Blz(q + IVAD; Blizq + V*ABl 20 (©19)

+[IAD? pliz2y + IVAD, pllz2 oy + IV2APl2

SKMcovol Q,1/e,1/ 0 4/ E5( Z lPllsk + NIBlls) + (1 + (JE3) \E}-

s+k=4,5>2

By using Young’s inequality and choosing a sufficiently small 6 > O such that the J-term can be absorbed
to LHS of (6.19), one has

ldlso + " WBlx+ D lpllsx + INDPIVD; Pl + o' (P)D} plizzca

s+k=4 s+k=4,5>2 (6 20)
SKM,covol Q,1/6,1/2 (1 + 1/E’3‘) VE;.

With the help of (6.20), one can repeat the steps above for one more time to derive the control of [|V*D*(B -
VB)|lr2, IV DX Bl| 120y and [[VSDE! pll 2y for s > 2. In fact, summing up (5.9), (5.10), (5.11), (5.12), (5.13),
(5.14), then combining (6.20), we can get the following bounds for the higher order interior terms after choosing
a sufficiently small 6 > 0 in those previous estimates to absorb the 6-terms to LHS

D Wplleiert + 1Bllgicrt + 1B - VBllgk + 1Blict o + Ple-t e
s+k=4,5>2

N =2 p ot 1 5=2 A k1
SK M,covol Q1 /e, 1/ (1 + \/E4) vEI + Z IVS"2ADS* " Bllr2qy + IV 72AD plliz).-
sHh= 532

6.21)
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6.4 Control of tangential projections
We still need to control the tangential projection terms which appears in (4.21)
> IV DE Pl (IT9°DE Pl + TV PXV* D iy
s+k=r,s>2

s—1

+ 3 M V" DEP) 3oy 6.22)

m=0

r=2
+ IV Pl 0V D Plizoay + ) V™ 00" Plzany |

m=0

For simplicity we still only give the details for the top order case r = 4. Lower order cases are similar and easier.
First we control the term |HVSD’;+1P| 1200 for s > 2. We have

s—1
. —s-2
V" DE Pliaagy <k IV 0CVNDE P)lizagy + Y 1V'DE Plizgag.
=1

The second term is a part of |Pls—jk+1 < |Pls—1.4+1 + |Bls—14+1 Which has been controlled before, while the
first term is bounded in the same way as the previous sections.
The remaining work is to bound the following terms for s + k = 4,5 > 2 :

s=1 2
ITH(V;P)Y(V* Df) 0y, ) | IV V" DEPlaay, ) (Y™ w04 Pl 2.
m=0

m=0
. Z:;l‘:lo [TI((VY"™* L)V~ DE P)| 1250, for k > 0
— 5 =3, k=1 : We use Sobolev interpolation Theorem A.8 to get

I(VieV> D P)l 2 a6y + ITU(VZuEV2DiP)| 2 gy + TV VDL P2 a0

3 2 1/2 21172 2 1/2 2 1172
SK,M |V Dl‘Ple(ﬁQ) + |V Dl‘PlLZ(aQ)|V ulLZ((')Q)|V Dl‘PlHl((')Q)|V ulHl((')Q)

+ |V3M|L2(a§2)
SK,M,VOIQ,I/EU (1 + ﬂE;)z JEZ
— 5 =k =2 : Again, we use Sobolev interpolation to get
IT(VuV2D?P)| 1260 + T(V2uV DEP)| 250

212 2 pil/2 2 1172 2p1/2 2 1/2
SK,M |V Dt P|L2(3Q) + |VDt P|L2(39)|V ulLZ(aQ)|VDf P|H1(6Q)|V M|H1(3Q)

SK,M,VOIQ,I/SQ (1 + ﬂE;)z ﬂEZ

o 32 o M((V™ Uy V4" P)| 2 50-

To bound this term, one needs the following lemma:

Lemma 6.1. Let S, T be two tensors, then it holds that
II(S~T) = II(S ) TI(T) + II(S*N)RII(N-T),

where ® denotes the symmetric tensor product which is defind similarly as the symmetric dot product.

Proof. This is a straightforward result of g% = y® + N“N®. O
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The three terms in this sum are
(V) V* Pl 12 + MV Uy V2 Pl + TV uyV2P)l 1200,
which by Lemma 6.1 can be bounded by

IVl 00 [TV * Pli2aay + TV ulr200) TV Pl a0
+ [TIN - Vil 90y ITIN'V?V Pl 12502y + ITINYV2V jud] 1250 TINV 'V ;P 1 2 (6.23)
+ [TIV2u] 450y TIV2 Pl () + ITINY V'V jut] 145y ITIN V2V Pl -

The first and the second line of (6.23) can be controlled by +/Ej times the quantities in the a priori
assumptions. The terms in the last line can be bounded by using tensor interpolation in Theorem A.9.

The result is ) 5 ) 5
|HV M|L4((9Q)|HV P|L4(Q) + |HNIVVJM|L4(6Q)|HNJV VJP|L4(Q)

j 4
Skm (Vilrsq) + Z [V 200V Plr2eo)
<2
2 j 3
+ (IV°Plr~0) + Z VI P20V ul 260

<3

—2 .
+ (10lz=@0) + IV Olr=60)(|Vulr~@a) + Z IV7ul250)
=2

(6.24)

X (|V2P|Lm(ag) + Z |VjP|L2(ﬁQ))

<3
*
SKMyolQ 1/ 1+ Ej.

° |H(V,’P)(VJD;(MI')|L2((:)Q) for k > O:

For this term, we can mimic the proof of Lemma 4.1, i.e., use the first equation of the MHD system (1.7)
to reduce the estimates of V‘VD’,‘u to that of |B|s 4, |pls» [4l—1,0- This term has the following control:

IN(V:PY(V? Dyt 20 Sm 1Blao + 1plaos (6.25)

and
ITI(V;P)(V2 D) 200y <um 1Blaa + Iplay + Blso + Iplao + llullao, (6.26)

where these terms again have been bounded in the previous sections.
O

Now we have reduced all the estimates (except Ws and Hs) to the control of [V "2AD**! B[ 12, and [[V*2ADM p| 12 g
for s > 2, s + k = 4. Considering

Er= ) Ege+ Ko+ W2, + H

r+1°
s+k=r

or from the diagram (1.35) we can assert that all the difficulties have been reduced to the control of Wr2+1 +H?

r+l1°
We will do this in the next section to complete all the a priori estimates.

7 Energy estimates for Ws and Hs: The last step to close the energy
bound

In this section we will give control of |[VS2AD ! B|| 2y and ||V 2ADM p||;2q) for s > 2, s + k = 4 together
with W52 + H52 to complete all the estimates under the a priori assumptions.
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Again, from the heat/wave equations (6.4) and (6.8), one has
AD}B = A" (D!B — hy — hy — ),
VAD?B = A7'V(D; B — h3 — hy — h?), (7.1)
V2AD,B = A"'VX(D?B - hy — hy — hd);
as well as
AD}p = p'(p)D; p — Wy — wa = Wa,
VAD?p = V(o' (p)D}p — wi — w3 — 3), (7.2)
V2AD,p = V(o' (p)D,p w2 — Wy —Wn).

As one can see from the wave equation (6.6), the estimates of V*"2AD**!p can be converted to that of
Vs=2(p'(p)D¥3p) and VS2AD! !B, ie., p'(p)D?p, Ao (p)VD?p , V2D?p, V3D?p (this one appears in some
commutators) and V*~>AD*! B plus the other terms with < 4 derivatives. On one hand, p’(p)D}p and +/p’(p)VD?p
is a part of W5, while V2D3 p and V3D?p can again be simplified to p’(p)D; p and VD! p after using elliptic esti-
mate and invoking wave equation. The energy W5 will be controlled together with Hs. On the other hand, from
(7.1), one finds that V*">AD¥*1 B can be reduced to V*~2D¥*2B plus other terms with < 4 derivatives. In other
words, V*"2ADM1 B can all be reduced to the estimates of 4-derivative terms computed in the previous sections.
Therefore, all the difficulties are further reduced to seek a common control of W5 and Hs by those terms
with < 4 derivatives.

Heat equation
(6.4) gives us the 5-th order heat equation for B is
D;B — AAD}B = hs + hs + h?. (7.3)

Multiplying D7 B on both sides of (7.3), integrating in y € €, then integrating by part to eliminiate the
Laplacian, we get

Ad
f|D§B|21dy+——f|VD;‘B|Zde
a 2dt Jo
=f(h5+izs+h§)-DfB demfVD;‘B.([D,,V]D;‘B)de—AfVD;‘B-DfBVde.
Q Q Q

Then we integrate the last identity in time ¢ € [0, T] for some 7 > 0 and the use Holder’s inequality, Young’s
inequality to get: Vo > 0,

T
1d
H%(T)—H%(O):f f|DfB|21dydt+——fWD;‘BFde
; ; 0o Ja 2dt Jo

f f(h5 +hs+hd)-D}BJdy+ ﬂf VD!B[D,VID!BJ dy—A | VD!B-D;BVJdy|dt
S——— Q
=Vu'VD}B
(7.4)

S 112 7 1
Sm 11D} Bl 0 7120 (||h5||L2([0,T];L2(Q)) + Asll2qo. 7.2 + ”h5”L2([O,T];L2(Q)))
T
2 5 4
+ f H5(t) dt + 1D} Bll2go,r1:020) IV Dy Bll2qo,r22 )
0

T T T
1 -
<6 [ NDF By drt g [ WhslEgy + sl + g+ [ HE0
0 0 0

Choosing a suitably small 6 > O such that the first term in the last step can be absorbed by LHS of (7.4),and
thus we have

T T
H(T) - H3(0) S f 251172 + Was2 g + ST ) dE + f Hi (1 dr. (7.5)
0 0

Now we are going to control ||As]2(q), ||h§|| 12y and (17| 12y The first two terms are 5-th order terms.
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e Control of [|s]|;2(c:

We have

hs = (DX, B- V]u+ [D, B’%]Dtp

4 :
= > CiDBV.Du+ D! (B’O (P)
- p
m=1

) D)™"p + D} BY([D}", Vilu),

where all the terms with > 3 derivgtives are ||ully 3, [lell1.2, |Bllo.4, ||Bllo.3, ||p’(p)Dfp||Lz(Q) and || \/p'(p)D?pIILz(Q).
Hence we have the estimates for /5 that

hsllz < (1+ (JED*. (7.6)
Before coming to control ||h§||Lz(Q) and ||hs||z2(q), we need the following lemma to convert the terms
containing 5 derivatives of u to that of p and B by using the first equation of the MHD system (1.7).
Lemma 7.1. We have the following estimates for u:
IVD}ullz) S 1Bl + lIpllas + 1 + Ej,
and

IAD; ullp2) Sm IIVAD; Bll2y + IVAD} pliz) + 1 + Ej.

Proof. The proof is almost the same as Lemma 4.1. From the first equation of (1.7), (4.16) and (4.18),
one has

1 1
VD!u = VD? (—((B -VB)-Vp—(VB)- B)) = (B .VD!B - VZD?p)
Y Y
+ (terms of < 4 derivatives)
<Sm 1Blla3 + lIpllos + 1 + Ej.
Similar proof holds for AD}u, so we omit the details. m]
e Control of [|A2]|;20):
Recall we have
't =D}, AIB
= C((AD}u)(VB) + (Vv)(V*D; B))

2 2
+ Z c/(ADlu)(VDY'B) + Z d(V¥'u)(V*DIB) + L.O.T.,
=0 =0

where L.O.T means the terms with < 3 derivatives in the commutator.

Therefore one has the bound
173120y Sm A(IAD ull20) + VD] Bl + 1 + E;)
<u A(IVAD] Bl + IVAD; pllz ) + 92D} Blip2) + 1+ E3) (7.7)
<kmvoie A (IVAD} Bl + IVAD] pll2 ) + IAD] Bl + 1 + E3),
where in the second step we use Lemma 7.1, and in the last step we use (5.13).

e Control of [|As];2q):
This step also needs Lemma 7.1 to convert VD}u to V2D}p and V2D?B. We have

hs = (B- VD + BZ L ps
o

, " 7.8
= Ilhsllzay Saeo V2D Bl + V2D plly + Il (0D pllzy + 1+ E; (7:8)

SkMaool@ IAD} Bliz) + IAD? plliz i) + Ws + 1 + Ej.
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Combining (7.5), (7.6), (7.7) and (7.8), we have the bound for Hs:

T
H3(T) — H3(0) Sk.mvoloc f H3() + W2(t) + P(E;(t) dt
(7.9)
f IV2D} BW)I72 0, + IV D; p0)lI7a ) + IVAD; B[} ) + IVAD; pDli7 g dt

From (7.1) and (7.2), one can reduce the 5-th order terms in (7.9) to < 4-th order terms. Therefore we are
able to use £} and Ws to bound Hs

H3(T) - H3(0)
KMol f " HE )+ WA + PELD) dr
+ (1 + %) fo (1D BN g + O g + WO gy + s g
+ IV DB, g + VA0 gy + VRO gy + VA0 g ) 710)
f ' (1) PO g + I3 Dy + IO g+ IO
HINF DD PO gy + 17050 g + VWA gy + ITH5 D)
KMol fo 20 + W20) + (1 + %)P(Ei(t)) d.

Wave equation

Let k = 4 in (6.8) and we can get the 5-th order wave equation:
Joj (p)D p— ADtp Ws + Ws +w5 (7.11)
Multiplying p’(p)D> p on both sides of (7.11), then integrating by parts to eliminate Laplacian term, one has
2 ( [ W DI, + 1P VD;‘puz) Wi
= fg P/ (p)ws + s +w)D]p J dy + f O (PVD}p - (1D, VID{p) J dy - f p'(p)VD;p- VI D}pdy
+ [ Vi wn-voipDipay

Note that [D;, V]D, p= VuWDj‘p and |[p” (p)| <e p'(p)?, so one has the following estimates for Ws after
integrating in time variable in ¢ € [0, T'].

W2(T) — W2(0)
T
i f sl + 1l + Il )l (DDl i + [ INTDIVDE PO g

(7.12)
f 1 PIDS POzl NP DIV D p(0)lizc d

T
- ! 5 2
SMico f (wsllz@) + IWWsllz@) + Wsllz)lle’ (P)D; plliz) dt + f W5 () dt.
0 0

Now we are going to bound wgl, ws and ws.
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Control of ws:

From (6.9), we know

Ws= > 0" (D] p)- (D) p)

I+ +iy =0, 1<i <5

=p"(PDDp+ D i (PND;p) -+ (D p).

i+, =6, 1<ix<4

Since [0 (p)| <S¢, p'(p)™, one has the energy bound for Vs
Wslli2) Same, Ws + 1 + Ej. (7.13)

Control of w?:

From (6.9) we know

wi=B-D;B-B-hs—B-hs
4 :
+y CLDB- (Df"B — D*(B - Vyu - D! (B'%D,p) )
=1

We notice that the second line only contains < 4 derivatives of u, B, p, and thus controlled by E}. Com-
bining this with (7.6) and (7.8), one has

T
f f P/ (Pws(OD; p(1) J dydt
SK.Mcovol @ f 1D} B(t)ll 2’ (P)D; pliz2 o dt +f Ws(t)(1 + Ej (1)) dt

+ znp’(p)Dfp(r)an(Q) (IV>D} BO)llz2) + VD] p0)ll2cy + 0" (D)D; pD)ll2(y ) dlt

By elliptic estimate (5.13), we know ||V2D;7’B|| 2@ can be bounded by ||AD;7’B|| 12(q) Which can again be
reduced to 4-th order terms by using (7.1). Hence the above estimates can be rewritten to be

T
[ [ pomionton sayar

T
SK Mol Q.o l6H§(T)+( +—4M+ ﬂ) f Wz(t)dt+(1+ 1) f Ei(t)dt (7.14)
0

+ = f o' (P)D; (D)l 2 IV D] p(0)ll 2 dt
for any 6 > 0.
Again, by the elliptic estimate (5.14) and (7.2), one has

5 -
IV2D; pllrz) S IAD; plizzy < llo’' (2D} pllziy + Iwillz@y + Wallz) + Iwallz

< 4 derivatives

and thus
IV2D; pliz) Skaeovoia 0/ (P)D; Pl + (1 + )(1 + E}).

Combining this with (7.14), one can bound wg as follows

f [ omdonip sayar
(7.15)

1 T
<K Mol Quco /16H2(T)+(1+m+/1)f Wz(t)dt+(1+ )f E;(f)dt.
0

for any 6 > 0.
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e Control of ws:

Recall from (6.3) and (6.9) that we have
ws = Dfw + [D}, Alp

= i (‘% —p”(p)) (Dip)’ + ‘%Vip(z% -VB) = ViP) + pVutVuud = VBV + VB

+[D}, Alp

=2 M_ ’” 5 4 4 3 23 (716)
=2\, (p)| D} pDyp + 2pV D} iV u + (VD B)(VB) + (ADu)(Vp) + (Vu)(V2D; p)

- @(bep VP +Vp-VD'P—(VD'P)-(B-V)B—VP-(B- V)D;‘B)
o

+ X5,

where X5 consists of:

— commutators produced when taking D? on w;

— all the terms in [Df, Alp except (ADfu)(Vp) + (Vu)(VZD? p), i.e., all the terms with < 4 derivatives
in [Df, Alp.

From the commutator (4.18), the precise formula of X5 is:

2 2
Xs = )" clAD)(VD}'p) + 3 di(V u)(V2D)p)
1=0 1=0

+ Z cty-1,(VDBu) - - - (VD" u)(AD" u)(VDE p)

ly+--+l,=5-n,n>3

+ Z dy,...,(VD" ) - - - (VDI u)(V2 D' u) (VD" p)

L+-+l,=5-n,n>3
+ Z ey, (VDR u) - - (VD" u)(VD' u)(V2DE p)
Li+-+1,=5-n,n>3

+ [Dé‘, % - p"(p)] (Dip)? - [Dé‘, %} ((Vp)- (VP - (B-V)B)) 74D

/ 4 3
D) (D4 V1p) - (VP - (B-V)B) - ﬁ% > CUDIVip)(Df(B-V)B)

=1

+ [}, pI(VuVu) + 2p([D*, V1uyVu + A" [D, V1B - (B - V)u + BE 'f)p )Dp)

AB

3
+ Z C(DIVBy(D!'VB).
=1

One has
1 .
1X5l22(0) Sk Micovol @ (1 + ;) (1+E)), (7.18)

because all these terms are of < 4 derivatives and thus controlled by Ej.

Combining (7.16), (7.18), together with Lemma 7.1(control of u), (5.11), (5.12), (5.13) and (5.14)(elliptic
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estimates for B and p), one can finally get the estimates on ws:
Y
f f P (p)D}p - ws J dydt
0 Q
T T
e f W20y di + f PE() di
0 0
T
+ f ||p’(p)Dfp(t)||Lz<g)(||VD:‘B(r)||Lz<m +IV2D} B(0)ll20) + IV D3 p(0)ll 20 (7.19)
0
+ IV DBz + IV DF )z ) do
T
<Kol f W2() + PAEL () di + H2(1) di.
0
Summing (7.13), (7.15) and (7.19), one gets the estimates on Ws:
T
W2(T) = W2(0) Skmepvol0,1/a OHZ(T) + f WZ(t) + P(E;(D) dt + Hi (1) dt, (7.20)
0

for any 6 > 0.

Summing up (7.10) and , then picking 6 > O suitably small such that 5H52(T) can be absorbed by LHS of
(7.10), we finally get the common control of W2 + HZ by

T
WA(T) + HA(T) = W2(0) — H3(0) Sk.Mconol,1/e0,1/2 f W2(t) + H3() + P(E; (1)) dt. (7.21)
0

Therefore we can bound Ws and Hs by Ej and initial data in ¢ € [0, T'] for sufficiently small T > 0.

O
8 Summary of the estimates and the incompressible limit
Summing up (4.21), (4.22) and (7.21), we get
T
ET) = EXO) Staamsaniann | PED)ds (8.1)

under the a priori assumptions

1
|9| +— <K on an,
L

—VNyP > € >0 on 09D,
1<lp| <M in D,

Z 16°D¥ pl| + |0°DFB| + 10°Dkul < M in D,.

s+k<2

Hence, it suffices to recover the bounds of these a priori quantites so that our a priori estimates can be completed.

8.1 Justification of the a priori assumptions

The following lemma gives control of these a priori quantities.
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Lemma 8.1. Define &(f) := [(VyP(t, )"} 1=@0)- Then there exist continuous functions G such that

D IV DEplli=y + IV D Blli=(c + IV D lli=qy + 0110y + 1€/ (1)
1<s+k<2 (8'2)

< G(K,co,Eo, - , E4,v0l Q)

Proof. By Sobolev embedding, one has

D IV Dt plliscy + IV Df Bl + IV° Dfulliecoy
1<s+k<2
2

i+ yk i+ Yk i+ Yk
<k 0 DIV Drulliay + IV DE Bl + 197 Dl plipa).
s+k<2 j=0

As a result of our previous estimates, the bound for #, B, p in (8.2) holds.
By the definition of &, one has |[V2P| > [[IV2P| = |VyP||f| > &!16]. Finally,

d _ _
EK—VNPU, N @) < (=YNP({, ) llim(ag)lvNDtP(ta =0

implies the bound of &'(¢). |

8.2 [Energy estimates

Now we can close all the a priori estimates with the help of Lemma 8.1.

Proposition 8.2. There exists a positive continuous function 7, such that: If 0 < 7' < 7 (co, K, E(0), Ej;(O), vol Q),
then any solution of (1.7) in ¢ € [0, T'] satisfies the following bounds for some polynomial  with positive coef-

ficients:
E;(1) <172 2E5(0),

E(1) $1/1 28(0), (8.3)
8an(t, WZ°Z" ~ gan(0,)Z°Z",

and there exists some fixed > 0 such that the following bounds hold

IN(x(t, 7)) = N(x(0, )| < 17, ¥y € 09,
|x(7,y) = x(0O, )| S 7m, YyeQ,
ox(t,y)  0x(0,5)
ay oy

(8.4)

<n, VyeoQ.

Proof. From (8.1) and Lemma 8.1, one has

!
E2(0) = E2(0) Suv ke ol 00 f P(EL(s)) ds,
0

where P is a polynomial with positive coefficients. The the Gronwall’s inequality in [48] yields the bound
of E} provided that 7 (co, K, E(0), E;(0), vol Q) > 0 is sufficently small. Therefore the estimates for &(#) is a
straightforward result from (8.2) and the bounds for Ej.

In addition, we get from E}(7) <174 P(E;(0)) that all the a priori quantities can be controlled by their intial
dataforr € [0,T]:

DIV DEp(t, e + IV DB, iy + IV Dfutt, Yo + 100, oo

1<s+k<2

AP > IVEDEP(O, sy + IV DEB(O, ey + IV DEu(0, iz + 1000, lrscaey |.

1<s+k<2
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Besides, one can also bound the L*(Q) norm of u, B, p by their initial data. This follows directly from (1.7).
8ar(t,)ZZP ~ gu(0,y)Z°ZP holds because D,g ~ Vu. Furthermore, this inequality together with

1 ,
DiNy = =3 Na(Dig“'NeNy)
implies
IN(x(2,5)) = N(x(0, )] < 1, ¥y € 0Q.
Finally, the definition of Lagrangian coordiantes D,x(t,y) = u(t, x(¢,y)) yields that
Ix(@,y) = x(0, )l s 1, Yy eQ,

ax(t,5) _ 0x(0,5)
dy dy

<sn, VyeoQ.

Before we end the proof of Proposition 8.2, we have to make sure that the constants of Sobolev embedding
inequalities can be controlled. In fact, these constants depend on Ky := Lal which can be chosen to be only
dependent on the inital conditions. This result (see the following lemma) has been proved in Lemma 3.6 in
Christodoulou-Lindblad [6]:

Lemma 8.3. Let 0 < 7 <2 be a fixed number, and define /; = /;(n) to be the largest number such that
IN(x1) = NGl <n
whenever |X] — x;| < [} and X1, X € D;. Suppose also |6] < Kj. Then the injective radius satisfies

t > min{l + 1/2, 1/Ko}, 1 > min{2t, 5/Ko}.

Actually, Lemma 8.3 shows that ¢y and /; are comparable if the free surface is regular.
Corollary 8.4. Fix n > 0 sufficently small. Let 7 be in Proposition 8.2. Choose /; > 0 such that
IN(x(0, y1)) = N(x(0, y2))| < /2
holds whenever |x(0, y;) — x(0, y2)| < 2[;. Then for ¢t < 77, one has
IN(x(#, y1)) = N(x(2, y2))l < 11
whenever [x(¢, y1) — x(t, y2)| < L.
Proof. See Lemma 5.11 in Lindblad-Luo [32]. O

Remark. As shown above, our a priori estimates depend on 1/4 and thus there is no “vanishing-resistivity
limit”. In the rest of this paper, we will suppose 4 = 1 for simplicity.

8.3 Incompressible limit

Now we are able to prove that the energy estimates for compressible resistive MHD equations are actually
uniform in sound speed. In physics the sound speed is defined by

c(t,x) := \/p’(p).
We assume {p,(p)} is parametrized by x € R* such that p;(p)|,-1 = k Therefore one has

o — 1 as k — oo, (8.5)
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and for some fixed constant cg and Ym < 6

o™ (p)| < co and [p{"(p)| < colo(p)I. (8.6)

From now on, we set the magnetic diffusion constant 4 = 1 because our previous estimates in Proposition
8.2 deny the possibility of getting vanishing resistivity limit. The previous computation still implies the energy
estimates in Proposition 8.2 are uniform in «.

Proposition 8.5. Forz € [0, T], r < 4, the following estimates hold for all «:

Er,k(t) - Er,K(O) SK,I/SQ,M,CQ,VOID/,E

*
r=1x

f P(E; (s))ds, (8.7)
0

for some polynomial # with positive coefficients(the upper bound is uniform in «), provided the following a
priori assumptions together with the imposed conditions on p,(p) hold:

1
6 + — < K on 0Q,
to

-VyPi>€ >0 on 0Q,
I<l|ol =M in Q,
Z 10° D pul + 10°DB,| +10°Diud < M in Q.

S+k<2

(8.8)

O

Mimicing the proof of Proposition 8.2, one can get the following estimates uniform in « from Proposition
8.5:

Theorem 8.6. There exists a positive continuous function 7, such that: If 0 < T < 7 (co, K, 1/ &, EiK(O), vol ),
then any solution of (1.7) in ¢ € [0, T] satisfies the following bounds for some polynomial # with positive
coefficients:

E, (1) 5 2E; ,(0), 8.9

provided the Rayleigh-Taylor physical sign condition
-VyPi =€ >0 on 9Q
holds.
]

Given a sequence of initial data (uo«, Bo, po.), if E}, ,(0) are uniformly bounded in «, then a straightforward
result of Theorem 8.6 is that the corresponding solution (u, By, px) converges in C%([0,T]; Q).

Theorem 8.7. Let vy, By be two divergence free vector fields with By|sp, = 0 such that its corrsponding pressure
qo defined by

1 . .
A (qo + §|Bo|2) = —(Opvsovh) + (0:BE)(OkBL). polan, = 0,

satisfies the Rayleigh-Taylor physical sign condition

> € > 0.
Dy

1
-V (qo + §|30|2)
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Let (v, B, g) be the solution to the incompressible resistive MHD equations with data (vg, Byp), i.e.,

Dyv=B-0B-d(g+3B* inD;

divv=20 in D;

P,B—AB:B-@V, %nD; (8.10)
divB=0 in D,

g, Blap, = 0

v, B)li=0 = (vo, Bo).

Furthermore, let (i, By, o) be the solution to the compressible resistive MHD equations (1.7) with density
function p,(p) with initial data (ug, Bo, pox) satisfying the compatibility condition up to 5-th order as well as
the physical sign condition in (8.8).

If we have p, — po = 1 and up, — vp such that EZ,K(O) is uniformly bounded in «, then one has

(e, B, p) = (v, B, 1) in C*([0, T1; Q).

Proof. By Sobolev embedding, the C? norm of u,, By, P« can be bounded by Eik(t):

el o,r1:0) + IBillczqo.ri) + lokllc2 o,

2
s+j yk 2 s+j yk 2 s+j yk 2
sk 3 D IVHD R o) + IV DB o) + IV Dl
s+k<2 j=0

< E} (1) < 2E; (0).

Hence this together with energy estimates in Theorem 8.6 yields the uniform boundedness of the C? norm of
Uy, By, pc. Besides, using Morrey’s embedding theorem, the uniform boundedness of

2
s+j yk 2 s+j yk 2 s+j yk 2
> VD R ) + IV DEBAR ) + IV Dp, 2
s+k<2 j=0

implies that
V' D*u,, V' D*B,, V' Dp, € C*3(Q).

This Holder continuity implies the equi-continuity of u,, By, ok in C 2([0, T]; Q). Therefore, Arzela-Ascoli theo-
rem gives a convergent subsequence (we still call it {(uy, B, o) }«)-

Finally, as k — co, we have (u, By, px) = (v, B, 1) because now the wave equation (for compressible MHD)
converges to the elliptic equation (for incompressible MHD) and the term B,div u, will vanish when k = oo,
i.e., the equation of B, for compressible MHD converges to that of B for incompressible MHD. This is actually
a direct consequence of the uniform boundedness of ||o«llc2(j0.71.0)- O

9 Construction of the initial data satisfying the compatibility conditions

Now we are going to the last step of passing to the incompressible limit: Given an initial data (vo, By) for
the incompressible resistive MHD system, we construct a sequence of initial datum of compressible resistive
MHD system {(ug ., Box, Pox)}ker+ » depending on the sound speed «, that satisfies the compatibility conditions
of wave and heat equations and converges to (vo, By, 1) as k = o0. Once we can do this, then by Theorem 8.7,
the incompressible limit exists for this sequence. From now on, we assume for simplicity® that

i) = k(pe = 1), i pe=1+ L%
K

5The proof in general case can be similarly proceeded. See Luo [33].
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9.1 Construction of the initial data
Review of compatibility conditions

Consider the compressible resistive MHD equations in Lagrangian coordinates

(1+2)Du=B-VB-V(p+iB?) inQ

LDp+divu=0 inQ;
Ptk

DB~ AAB = B-Vu+ B-=Dp, inQ;
divB=0 in Q,

with boundary conditions
Plaa =0, Blag = 0.

and initial data
Ul=0 = uo, pli=0 = po, Bli=o = Bo, depending on «.

In order for the initial data to be compatiable with the boundary condition, we need
poloa = 0, Boloa = 0.

Also we need div uplpg = 0 to guarentee the compatibility condition D;plso = 0 when ¢ = 0.
B satisfies the following heat equation

D:B—AB~ B-Vu+«'D,pB, 9.1)

while p satisfies the following wave equation after taking divergence of the first equation of the compressible
MHD system
k'D?p — Ap ~B - AB + (Vu)*(Vu) + (VB)(VB)
+ k7 (Dip)* = IVpP + (Vp)(VB)B)
~—B-DB+ (B-Vu)- B+ (Vu)(Vu) + (VB)(VB)
+ k" \(BPDip + (Dyp)* = IVpl* + (Vp)(VB)B).

9.2)

The compatibility condition for wave/heat equation requires that D,B|so = 0 and D,2 Plao = 0 at time ¢ = 0.

Therefore we must have
A()p() + (6u0)7(6u0) + (630)(630) =0 on 69,

9.3)
ABy =0 ondQ,

where A is the Laplacian with respect to the smooth metric at t = 0 on 9Q, and 9; = 9y*/dx; - /3y is a smooth
differential operator at ¢ = 0.
Similarly, if we take more time derivative to get higher order wave/heat equations

«'DB = AD*'B + T}
K 'DFp = ADp + S

for some function 7%, S , then we need to guarentee that Df Plaa =0, DfBIgQ = 0 at = 0 by requiring

ABk,l + Tklt:O =0 onoQ.
Apk,l + Sklt:O =0 on Q.

Here py := D¥pli—o and By := D*Bl,—o.
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Constructing the initial data

Now we construct the initial data py, By which satisfies the compatibility conditions up to order N.
Suppose vy and By are given divergence-free vector field. We still choose By as the initial data for compress-
ible equations. Now we define

uyg =vo + 6(;5 9.4)
Then the continuity equation requires that
Ao ~ ="' p1, ©.5)
and we will choose boundary condition such as
Vndloa = 0. 9.6)

Moreover, taking D, on (9.1) and (9.2) repeatedly, we should require that

AoBy ~ Bis1 — By - dug — k' (ps1Bo + p1By) + Gr(uo, Bo, po. B1, p1. -+ , Bt Pi1)

Aopi ~ K 'ps2 + Bo - Bis1 + By - By + (0Bo)(0By) + Fi(uo, Bo, po, B1, p1,-++ , Bi-1, pr—1)
— k' (IBoPprst + 1 - Prsr + Bo - Bi- p1+ pa - pr = (9p)(@po)) ©.7)
— k' (Bi(0B0)(0po) + Bo(dBi)(Dpo) + Bo(dBo)(Dpr)).

and Bilosa =0, pilao =0, k=0,1,---,N.

Here F, Gy, are functions of ug, Bo, po, B, 1, - - » Bk-1, px—1 and their spatial derivatives. If we prescrib By.1, By+2, DN+1> PN+2
ro be any functions vanishing on 0Q, e.g.,

Byi1,Byi2 =0, pyit, pye2 =0, (9.8)
then (9.4), (9.5), (9.6), (9.7) together with (9.8) give a system of

(uo0, po, B1, p1,-* » By, PN Bn+1, DN+1, Bhs2, Ph+2)

such that the data of compressible equation up, — vo as k — oo. Since the system (9.4)-(9.8) is an elliptic
system and p is totally determined by p, so we only need to give a priori bound uniform in « as k — oo which
will directly imply the existence of such data and thus complete our proof.

9.2 A priori bounds and the existence of the initial data

Our energy estimates in Theorem 8.6 requires the compatibility conditions up to order 5, i.e.,
Piloo =0, Bilon =0, YO <k <5. 9.9)

This can be achieved by solving the following elliptic system for 0 < k < 3.

Uy = vy + (9¢ in Q
Ap = —k"'p; in Q and Vyglosa = 0
ABy = By, — By - Oug — Kﬁl(pkHB() + PlBk) + Gy in Q and Bylgq =0
Apx = k' prs2 + Bo - Bt + By - B+ (OBo)(0By) + Fi (9.10)
— k' (|BoPpis1 + p1 - Pre1 + Bo - Bi- p1 + p2 - pr — (Opi)(0po))
— k" (Bk(0B0)(8po) + Bo(dBi)(dpo) + Bo(dBo)(pr)) in Q and piloo = 0
ps=ps=0,Bys=Bs=0 in Q.
Here
F() = (6u0)7((9u0), G() =0. (911)
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F1 = ¢1(0uo)® + ca5(0%u0)(po) + Cau(Ouo)(OBo)(0Bo) + k™' o g, Bo(Ouo)(0Bo)(po)s
G = o (0"up)(0"Bo) + c1(0up)(Oup)By. 1 <e,Bu<2,a+f=a+pu=3.
For k = 2, 3, one has

Fe= )l g i@ u0) - (@)@ py) -~ (" py,)

al"'amlgl'
ViV 21 e (HYm 1 i
O @7 H0) - (@ ug) (D By,) -+ (6B,
1 VY

+K 1@ 1ug) - (@ uo) @ py) - - (0P py, )@ By,) -+ (87 By,),

Y R )
&y BBl 4,

where

zm:a’i+znl(ﬁj+’yj')=k+2
i=1 j=1
iai+zl:(,uh+vh)=k+2
i=1 h=1

m’ n 4
Dlap+ DB Y+ D W+ i) = k2.
=1 j=1 h=1

l<ai<k 1<Bj+y;j<k+1, 8,21, 0<y;<k-1, 1<m+n<k+2.
U+ v <k+1, 1<y <k, O0<Lvy<k—-1, 1<m+I1<k+2.
l<aj<k 1<Bj+yj+u,+v, <k+2, 1<B,<k0<y),v,<k-1, 0<u, <Kk,

1<m +n +1 <k+3.

and
Ge=cl™ o s (@ u0) - (8 ug) ' By,) - (9 By,)
k@M H0) - (@ U0)(@ By,) -+ (0 By,
where

ia’i‘}‘zn:(ﬂj‘i"y]') =k+2
i=1 j=1

iai+zl:(yh+vh) =k+1
i=1 h=1

1<ai<k 1<Bj+vy;j<k+1,B;=21, 0<y;<k-1, 1 <m+n<k+2.
v <k, 1<u, <k, 0<vy<k-1, 1<m +I1<k+2.

9.12)

(9.13)

(9.14)

9.15)

9.16)

This is an elliptic system. To show the existence of a solution to (9.9), one only needs to give the a priori
bound uniform in « for this system which directly implies the existence. We impose vy € H> and By € H®. For

0 < k < 3, we define

mi = Pl s + IBellsscys Mo = D mi+ luolls-
k

We will repeatedly use elliptic estimates.

e Estimates on ug

We have
-1
llewollezs < |Ivolls + 110Bllas < Wvollgs + & |l pollge

e Control of Fy, G
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The precise form of F; and Gy are the same as Fy in Section 7.1 of Lindblad-Luo [32] up to some lower
order terms. Therefore we only list the result and refer readers to that paper for details:

1F2llgr + G2l < Pluollas, 1Bollgs, l1p1llez, |1Billa2)

(9.18)
IF3llz2 @) + 1G3llr2) < Pluollas, [1Bollas, [1p1lles, 1Billzs, |p2llm2, |1 Ballg2).
Reduce all the diffuculty to [|B2|l;2(q) and [|B3ll2(q)-
Using elliptic estimates and Poincaré’s inequality, one has
lpolles < & (lpallas + Ipollzs + P11l + I1pollzzsl1Bollzs1Bol ) + Pllluol . 1Bollzs)
IBillg+ < IBallge + I1Billelolls + Gl + & (1Boll2 Ip2llee + I1B1lleelpille) 9.19)

~1
IPilles s & Alpsllee + lpillsllpolles + Ip2llmzllpillae + pilles | Bollyz | Bollys
+11polles 1 Billes | Bolle2) + [1F 2 + 1Bl 1ABollg2 + 11Bollg2[|AB1 |l + 11B1lls 1| Bol -

As we can see, we reduce the estimates of ||po|lgs +1|B1llg+ +||p1llg+ to || Ballg2, lower order terms of py, By,
initial data and «~'m,. For those lower order terms, one can repeat the elliptic estimates above to reduce
these terms to further lower order until these terms are only assigned by L?>-norm.

The elliptic estimates for By and p; when k > 2 are listed as follows:

IB2llgs < 1Bl + 1Ballg lluolls + 1G]l
-1
+ & (1Bollzllpsllen + 1Billg2llp2lla + 1B2llgllpillg2),

Ipalles < &~ Aipallsllpolls + Ipsliatplla + 1p2lla21Bollz 1Bollas + polles 1Bolls 1Ball2)
+ B2l [|ABollg2 + | Bollp2 |ABall + [1Ballg2 1 Bollgs + [1F2 115 (9.20)

-1
B3l < |1Bsllz2lluollers + 11G3llr2 + &~ (Bollgzllpsllzz + IBilleellpsllez + 11Bsllz2 Ml llz2)

-1 2
lpsllez < & lpslle2llpollss + pslle1Bolles + lp3lle2lBollzs + llpolls1Bol e l1Bsll2)
+1F3llz2 + [1Bsllr2[1ABollg2 + [1Bollp2lluolls 11B3ll .2

Summing up (9.19) and (9.20), we can find that ||pg||gs-«, ||Bk||gs-+ are bounded by lower order terms of
themselves together with initial data and «~'m,. These lower order terms can be repeatedly reduced to
further lower order until being assigned with L? norm. In other words, after repeatedly using elliptic
estimates, one actually can get the estiamtes of the following form:

5
Z my < & me + Plluolls, 1Bolls, Ipollz) + PCIBollzss luoll )1 Ball> + 1Bsllz2)- 9:21)
k=1

Reduction to By:

It remains to deal with ||B;||;2 + ||B3]l;2. We can use the heat equation of B again to reduce it to By. The
advantage is that By is a prescribed data with given regularity instead of those py, B; whose control relies
on the equations. In fact, we have

B; = AB, + By - up + x~! terms + lower order terms containing By, By, po, Uo,

and
By = AB| + B; - up + «~ ! terms + lower order terms containing By, uy.

Then ||B||;2 + ||B3ll;2 can be bounded by ||B) ||y« together with initial data and k" 'm,. In other words, we
can re-write the energy estimates to be

m. < & m + Pllluollgs 11Bolls) + PUIBolls s luolls» 1Bl - 9:22)
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Finally we have
B, = ABy + By - Oug + K_lB()pl

which is derived by (9.1), and thus

-1
1Bille+ < 1Bollzs + 1BollgIvollgs + &~ #(m.).

Therefore, we get the energy estimates uniform in « as follows
m. < &' Pm.) + P1Bolls, volls)- 9.23)

Let k — oo, and we finally get the uniform a priori bound for the elliptic system (9.9). Therefore we
complete the construction of initial data satisfying the compatibility conditions of wave/heat equations.

9.3 Uniform enegry bounds, convergence of data and Rayleigh-Taylor physical sign
condition

Now we are able to show that Ey4 ,(0) in Theorem 8.6 is uniformly bounded regardless of «. In fact

4
D f 000" i 8" Pi) + Q9" Biy ' B dx < ) IIpelyes + I1Blye < m.
Q k=0

s+k<4 =

and by the Sobolev trace lemma together with P = p + %IBIZ,

4
> f P00 Py, 9P dx S ) lIpellscs + IBulls i < m..
Q

s+k=4 ~0 k=0
Additionally, we can mimic the proof of Lemma (4.1) to prove that
Z fPOQ(asDI;uh:O, aXDI;IAr:O) dx < m,.
krs<4 VO

Since p4 = ps = 0 and B4 = Bs = 0, we have

Z W2(0) + H2(0) < m..
k<5

Summing up these bounds, we know Ej  (0) is bounded uniformly in « as xk — co.
To achieve the incompressible limit, the very last thing is to verify the uniform convergence of the initial
data we constructed above and the Rayleigh-Taylor sign condition, as k — oco. Actually,

-1
o = vollus < N0@llas < & llp1llas,

and thus by Sobolev embedding H> < C? in a bounded domain of R3, we actually prove ug, — vo in C?
because ||p; «|lz+ has uniform upper bound independent of «.
As for the Rayleigh-Taylor physical sign condition, we can assume it holds when ¢ = 0, i.e.,

1
Vv (po + E|Bo|2) < - <0 ondDy. (9.24)

Due to Lemma (8.1), it can be perturbed in a small time interval [0, T'].
Now, given any data for the incompressible resistive MHD equations (vg, Bp) such that the corresponding
pressure term ¢ satisfies

1
-Vy (qa + §|Bo|2) > € >0,
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our initial data py,, will also satisfy (9.24) when ! is sufficiently small. In fact, we have
Apow ~ (D0, )(@tto.0) + (DBo)(@Bo) + K~ pas

which implies
A(pox — qo) ~ (Ouo,)(0°¢) + (0°¢)* + k' pa.

The standard elliptic estimate yields the convergence. Hence, the incompressible limit of compressible resistive
MHD equations is achieved.

A Appendix

List of notations:

e D,: the material derivative D, = 9, + u - 0

0;: partial derivative with respect to Eulerian coordinate x;

e D, € R": the domain occupied by fluid particles at time ¢ in Eulerian coordinate

Q € R": the domain occupied by fluid particles in Lagrangian coordinate
® 0, = a)%: partial derivative with respect to Lagrangian coordinate y,

e V,: covariant derivative with respect to y,

e IIS: projected tensor S on the boundary

e V,d: projected derivative on the boundary

e N: the outward unit normal of the boundary

e 6 = VN: the second fundamental form of the boundary

e o = Tr 0: the mean curvature

Mixed norms
o |Ifllsk = IV D fll2 )
o |flsk = IV°D¥ flizany

A.1 Extension of the normal to the interior and the geodesic normal coordinate

The definition of our energy (1.19) relies on extending the normal to the interior. This can be accomplished
by foliating the domain close to the boundary into the surface that is not self-intersecting. Also we want to
control the evolution of the moving boundary, which can be estimated by the time derivative of the normal in
Lagrangian coordinate. We conclude the above statements by the following two lemmata, whose proof can be
found in [6].

Lemma A.1. let ¢y be the injective radius (1.18), and let d(y) = dist,(y, Q) be the geodesic distance in the
metric g from y to Q. Then the co-normal n = Vd to the set S, = d{y € Q : d(y) = a} satisfies, when d(y) < %
that

V| < 16l=00), (A.1)
|Din| < 1D;glr~(- (A2)
o
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Lemma A.2. let ¢y be the injective radius (1.18),and dj be a fixed number such that % <dy < ‘70 Let np be a
smooth cut-off function satisfying 0 < n(d) < 1, n(d) = 1 when d < b and n(d) = 0 whend > % Then the

4 2
psudo-Riemannian metric y given by
Yab = 8ab — TNalip,
where 7i, = n(d%)VCd satisfies
1
VYL@ < (Blr=@a) + 5) (A.3)
[Dyy(t, )| £ 1Digli=()- (A4)

i

Remark. The above two lemmata show that |[D;n| and |D,y(t, y)| involved in the Q-tensor can be controlled by
the a priori assumptions (1.29), because the behaviour of D,g is almost like Vv by that of (2.8). Therefore, the
time derivative on the coefficients of the Q-tensor only produces lower order terms. In addition, by the first
equation of (1.29), |Vn| and |V7y| are controlled by K, which is essential when proving the elliptic estimates.

A.2 Sobolev inequalities: Embedding, interpolation and trace lemma

The following results are standard in R”, but we need to illustrate how it depends on the geometry of the moving
domain. The coefficients involved in our inequalities depend on K, whose reciprocal is the lower bound for the
injective radius ¢p. The proofs of these lemmata are omitted which can be found in the appendix of [6] and [32].

Sobolev embedding

First we list some Sobolev lemmata in a domain with boundary.

Lemma A.3. (Interior Sobolev inequalities) Suppose % < K and « is a (0, r) tensor, then

s
1
lll, 2, o S5 ) Vil 25 <, (A5)
=0
S
ooy < Y IV'ullizy, 25> n. (A.6)
=0
i

Similarly on 0Q, we have

Lemma A.4. (Boundary Sobolev inequalities)

N
l
n— < — .

el 2 o Sk D Vil 25 <n=1, (A7)
=0
s—1

il <k OV ulpoey + 67 D Vulpany, 25> n—1, (A3)
=0

for any 6 > 0. In addition, for the boundary we can also interpret the norm be given by the inner product
(@, @) = Y a;jay, and the covariant derivative is then given by V.
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Poincaré’s inequalities
Lemma A.S. (Poincaré type inequalities) Let g : Q ¢ R" — R be a smooth and g|so = 0, then
1
||q||L2(Q) < (vol Q) ”VQHLZ(Q)a (A.9)
1
IVgllr2@) < (vol Q)" [|Agllr2 (- (A.10)
Proof. The first inequality is called Faber-Krahns theorem which can be found in [39]. The second inequality
follows from the first and integration by parts. O
Interpolation inequalities

Theorem A.6. (Interior interpolation) Let u be a (0, r) tensor, and suppose ¢; I < K, we have

[ r
. 1-1 . il
DIVl STl oy QI iz K ) (A.11)
=0 LEr@ i
In particular, if k = [,
k Ik r .
DIVl 3 g < Ml iy O IVl K77 (A.12)
j=0 i=0
O

Interpolation on 0Q
We need the following boundary interpolation inequalities to control the boundary part of our energy (1.19).

Theorem A.7. (Boundary interpolation) Let u be a (0, r) tensor, then

!

— _1 — 1
'VZ“|L%@Q) < |u|i s (m)w’mbm). (A.13)
In particular, if k = [,
—k -k — &
V1, % gy < 112700V 2 (A.14)
O

Theorem A.8. (Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality) Let u be a (0, r) tensor, and suppose dQ € R?
and % < K, we have

2
lutl74 a0y Sk U200 ulmi00), (A.15)

where the boundary Sobolev norm ||u]|1 (50 is defined via tangential derivative V.

Proof. See Theorem A.8 in Lindblad-Luo [32] for details. Its proof requires the result of Constantin-Seregin
[7]. m]

Remark. One can also prove a generalized (A.15) of the form
ul7, 00, < Ulpreoltlmen, =4 (A.16)

The next theorem is to delta with the interpolation of tangential projections on the boundary. First, we define
that the projected (0, r), r < t derivative IT"°V’@ has components
(Hvr)il,-»-,i,ai,Jrl,»-»,i/ = ’}/ljll . ’le:V/l e Vj,a'i,Jrl,»-»,i/,

for any (0, #) tensor «. The detailed proof can be found in [6].
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Theorem A.9. (Tensor interpolation) Let a be a (0, f) tensor, r’ = r — 2. Suppose |6] + I%I < K, then we have
fort+s<r
5,09 1-s/r 4 )
|(IT™ VY)CY|L4(E)Q) <k Ialeif,Z))(lV’ @lr290) + (1 + 10l~60))"
r—1

—
“(bl=o0) + IV Oli260) Z |VZQ'|L2(6Q))

e (A.17)
. r—1
+ (1 +10l00) (Bl + 1V Bl2ee)”" > IV'ale.
1=0
In particular,
5,097 X ' —s,007r =5
(T0V)al - (0T 0 gy
r—1
Sk (l2l=@o) + Z V' ellr200)IV" Blizoo
1=0
r-1 _ (A.18)
+ (1Blz=@0) + Z IVBl2@0) IV 2@ + (1 +10l-00)” (Bl + IV 0l2¢a)
=0
r—1 r—1
+ (|olr~a0) + Z IV a2 90 (Bl=@a) + Z IV'Bl200)-
=0 =0
Proof. See [6], section 4. O
Sobolev trace theorem
Theorem A.10. (Trace theorem) Let u be a (0, r) tensor, and assume that |6]7~sq) + % <K. Then
|ulr200) Skrn Z VUl 20 (A.19)
j<1
Proof. Let N’ be the extension of the normal to the interior, then the Green’s identity yields
[Py = [ vy d
Q. Q
Hence, by Lemma A.1 and A.2, (A.19) follows. O

Acknowledgement

The author would like to thank his advisor Professor Hans Lindblad for his guidance in PDE. The author would
also like to thank Professor Chenyun Luo and Professor Chengchun Hao for helpful discussions.

References

[1] Alazard, T., Burq, N. and Zuily, C. (2014). On the Cauchy problem for gravity water waves. Inventiones

mathematicae, 198(1): 71-163.

[2] Ambrose, D. and Masmoudi, N. (2005). The zero surface tension limit of two-dimensional water waves.
Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 58(10): 1287-1315.

[3] Chen, G.-Q and Wang, Y.-G. Existence and stability of compressible current-vortex Sheets in three-
dimensional magnetohydrodynamics. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 187(3): 369-408.

54



[4] Chen, P. and Ding, S. (2019). Inviscid limit for the free-boundary problems of MHD equations with or
without surface tension. arXiv: 1905.13047, preprint.

[5] Chen, S.-X. (1982). Initial boundary value problems for quasilinear symmetric hyperbolic systems with
characteristic boundary. Translated from Chin. Ann. Math. 3(2), 222-232 (1982). Front. Math. China
2(1), 87-102 (2007).

[6] Christodoulou, D. and Lindblad, H. (2000). On the motion of the free surface of a liquid. Communications
on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 53(12): 1536-1602.

[7] Constantin, P. and Seregin, G. (2010). Holder continuity of solutions of 2D Navier-Stokes equations
with singular forcing. Nonlinear partial differential equations and related topics,87-95. Amer. Math. Soc.
Transl. Ser. 2, 229, Adv. Math. Sci., 64, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI.

[8] Coutand, D., Hole, J. and Shkoller, S. (2013). Well-Posedness of the Free-Boundary Compressible 3-D
Euler Equations with Surface Tension and the Zero Surface Tension Limit. SIAM Journal on Mathematical
Analysis, 45(6): 3690-3767.

[9] Coutand, D. and Shkoller, S. (2007). Well-posedness of the free-surface incompressible euler equations
with or without surface tension. Journal of the American Mathematical Society, 20(3): 829-930.

[10] Coutand, D. and Shkoller, S. (2010). A simple proof of well-posedness for the free-surface incompressible
Euler equations. Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems (Series S), 3(3): 429-449.

[11] Coutand, D. and Shkoller, S. (2012). Well-posedness in smooth function spaces for the moving-boundary
three-dimensional compressible Euler equations in physical vacuum. Archive for Rational Mechanics and
Analysis, 206(2): 515-616.

[12] Coutand, D., Lindblad, H., and Shkoller, S. (2007). A priori estimtes for the free-boundary 3D compress-
ible Euler equations in physical vacuum. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 296(2): 559-587.

[13] Disconzi, M. M. and Luo, C. (2019). On the incompressible limit for the compressible free-boundary
Euler equations with surface tension in the case of a liquid. arxiv: 1901.09799, preprint.

[14] Ebin, D. G. (1987). The equations of motion of a perfect fluid with free boundary are not well posed.
Communications in Partial Differential Equations, 12(10): 1175-1201.

[15] Goedbloed, H., Keppens, R., Poedts, Stefaan (2019) Magnetohydrodynamics of Laboratory and Astro-
physical plasmas. Cambridge University Press.

[16] Ginsberg, D., Lindblad, H., Luo, C. (2019) Local well-posedness for the motion of a compressible, self-
gravitating liquid with free surface boundary. arXiv: 1902.08600, preprint.

[17] Gu, X. and Wang, Y. (2019). On the construction of solutions to the free-surface incompressible ideal
magnetohydrodynamic equations. Journal de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées, Vol. 128: 1-41.

[18] Guo, B., Zeng, L. and Ni, G. (2019). Decay rates for the Viscous Incompressible MHD with and without
Surface Tension Computers & Mathematics with Applications, T7(12): 3224-3249.

[19] Hao, C. (2017). On the motion of free interface in ideal incompressible MHD. Archive for Rational
Mechanics and Analysis, Vol. 224(2): 515-553.

[20] Hao, C. and Luo, T. (2014). A priori estimates for free boundary problem of incompressible inviscid
magnetohydrodynamic flows. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 212(3): 805-847.

[21] Hao, C. and Luo, T. (2019). Ill-posedness of free boundary problem of the incompressible ideal MHD.
Communications in Mathematical Physics, to appear.

[22] Hao, C. and Luo, T. (2019). Well-posedness for the linearized free boundary problem of incompressible
ideal magnetohydrodynamics equations. arXiv: 1912.05908, preprint.

[23] Jang, J., Masmoudi, N. (2014). Well-posedness of Compressible Euler Equations in a Physical Vacuum.
Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 68(1): 61-111.

[24] Jiang, S., Ju, Q. and Li, F. (2010). Incompressible limit of the compressible magnetohydrodynamic equa-
tions with vanishing viscosity coefficients. STAM Journal of Mathematical Analysis, Vol 42(6): 2539-2553.

[25] Jiang, S., Ju, Q. and Li, F. (2010). Incompressible limit of the compressible magnetohydrodynamic equa-
tions with periodic boundary conditions. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 297(2): 371-400.

[26] Lannes, D. (2005) Well-posedness of the water-waves equations. Journal of the American Mathematical
Society, 18(3), 605-654.

[27] Lee, D. (2018). Initial value problem for the free boundary magnetohydrodynamics with zero magnetic
boundary condition. Communications in Mathematical Sciences, Vol 16(3): 589-615.

[28] Lee, D. (2017). Uniform estimate of viscous free-boundary magnetohydrodynamics with zero vacuum
magnetic field. STAM Journal of Mathematical Analysis, Vol 49(4): 2710-2789.

[29] Lindblad, H. (2002). Well-posedness for the linearized motion of an incompressible liquid with free surface
boundary. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics. 56(2): 153—-197.

55



[30] Lindblad, H. (2005). Well-posedness for the motion of an incompressible liquid with free surface boundary.
Annals of mathematics, Vol 162(1): 109-194.

[31] Lindblad, H. (2005). Well-posedness for the motion of a compressible liquid with free surface boundary.
Communications in Mathematical Physics, Vol 260(2): 319-392.

[32] Lindblad, H. and Luo, C. (2018). A priori estimates for the compressible euler equations for a liquid with
free surface boundary and the incompressible limit. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics,
Vol 71(7): 1273-1333.

[33] Luo, C. (2018). On the Motion of a Compressible Gravity Water Wave with Vorticity. Annals of PDE,
4(2): 2506-2576.

[34] Luo, C. and Zhang, J. (2019). A regularity result for the incompressible magnetohydrodynamics equations
with free surface boundary. arXiv: 1904.05444, accepted by Nonlinearity.

[35] Luo, C. and Zhang, J. (2019). A priori estimates for the incompressible free-boundary magnetohydrody-
namics equations with surface tension. Accepted by SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis.

[36] Luo, T., Xin, Z. and Zeng, H. (2014). Well-posedness for the motion of physical vacuum of the three-
dimensional compressible Euler equations with or without self-gravitation. Archive for Rational Mechan-
ics and Analysis, 213(3): 763-831.

[37] Ohno, M., Shirota, T. (1998). On the initial-boundary-value problem for the linearized equations of
magnetohydrodynamics. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, Vol. 144: 259-299

[38] Padula, M., Solonnikov, V. A. (2010). On the free boundary problem of magnetohydrodynamics. Zap.
Nauchn. Semin. POMI, 385, 135-186 (2010). J. Math. Sci. (N.Y.) 178 (2011), no. 3, 313-344.

[39] Schoen, R. and Yau, S.-T. (1994). Lectures on differential geometry. International Press, Cambridge, MA,
1994.

[40] Secchi, P. (1995). Well-posednessfor mixed problems for the equations of ideal magneto-hydrodynamics.
Archiv. der. Math. 64 (1995), 237-245.

[41] Secchi, P. (1996). Well-posedness of characteristic symmetric hyperbolic systems. Archive for Rational
Mechanics and Analysis, Vol. 134: 155-197.

[42] Secchi, P. and Trakhinin, Y. (2013). Well-posedness of the plasma—vacuum interface problem. Nonlinear-
ity, 27(1): 105.

[43] Shatah, J. and Zeng, C. (2008a). Geometry and a priori estimates for free boundary problems of the
Euler’s equation. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 61(5): 698—744.

[44] Shatah, J. and Zeng, C. (2008b). A priori estimates for fluid interface problems. Communications on Pure
and Applied Mathematics, 61(6): 848-876.

[45] Shatah, J. and Zeng, C. (2011). Local well-posedness for fluid interface problems. Archive for Rational
Mechanics and Analysis, 199(2): 653-705.

[46] Sun, Y., Wang, W., and Zhang, Z. (2017). Nonlinear Stability of the Current-Vortex Sheet to the Incom-
pressible MHD Equations. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 71(2): 356-403.

[47] Sun, Y., Wang, W., and Zhang, Z. (2019). Well-posedness of the plasma-vacuum interface problem for
ideal incompressible MHD. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 234(1): 81-113.

[48] Tao, T. (2006). Nonlinear dispersive equations: Local and global analysis. Number 106. American
Mathematical Soc.

[49] Trakhinin, Y. (2009). The existence of current-vortex sheets in ideal compressible magnetohydrodynamics.
Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 191(2): 245-310.

[50] Trakhinin, Y. (2009). Local existence for the free boundary problem for nonrelativistic and Relativistic
compressible Euler equations with a vacuum boundary condition. Communications on Pure and Applied
Mathematics, 62(11): 1551-1594.

[51] Trakhinin, Y. (2016). On well-posedness of the plasma-vacuum interface problem: the case of non-elliptic
interface symbol. Communications on Pure and Applied Analysis, 15 (4): 1371-1399.

[52] Trakhinin, Y., Wang, T. (2020). Well-posedness of Free Boundary Problem in Non-relativistic and Rel-
ativistic Ideal Compressible Magnetohydrodynamics. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, to
appear.

[53] V\I;Eng, Y. and Xin, Z. (2020). Global Well-posedness of Free Interface Problems for the incompressible
Inviscid Resistive MHD. arXiv: 2009.11636, preprint.

[54] Wu, S. (1997). Well-posedness in sobolev spaces of the full water wave problem in 2-D. Inventiones
mathematicae, 130(1): 39-72.

[55] Wu, S. (1999). Well-posedness in sobolev spaces of the full water wave problem in 3-D. Journal of the
American Mathematical Society, 12(2): 445-495.

56



[56] Wu, S. (2009). Almost global well-posedness of the 2-D full water wave problem. Inventiones mathemat-
icae, 177(1): 45-135.

[571 Wu, S. (2011). Global well-posedness of the 3-D full water wave problem. Inventiones mathematicae,
184(1): 125-220.

[58] Yanagisawa, T. and Matsumura, A. (1991) The fixed boundary value problems for the equations of ideal
magnetohydrodynamics with a perfectly conducting wall condition. Communications in Mathematical
Physics, 136(1): 119-140.

[59] Zhang.J. (2020). Local Well-posedness of the Free-Boundary Problem in Compressible Resistive Magne-
tohydrodynamics. arxiv: 2012.13931, preprint.

[60] Zhang, P. and Zhang, Z. (2008). On the free boundary problem of three-dimensional incompressible Euler
equations. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 61(7), 877-940.

57



	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries on Lagrangian coordinates
	3 Elliptic estimates on a bounded domain with a moving boundary
	4 Energy estimates
	5 Control of interior and boundary terms of top order
	6 Estimates of wave and heat equation of 4 order
	7 Energy estimates for W5 and H5: The last step to close the energy bound
	8 Summary of the estimates and the incompressible limit
	9 Construction of the initial data satisfying the compatibility conditions
	A Appendix
	References

