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Weak-strong uniqueness in weighted L? spaces
and weak suitable solutions in local Morrey
spaces for the MHD equations

Pedro Gabriel Ferndndez-Dalgo*!, Oscar Jarrin

Abstract

We consider here the magneto-hydrodynamics (MHD) equations
on the whole space. For the 3D case, in the setting of the weighted
L? spaces we obtain a weak-strong uniqueness criterion provided that
the velocity field and the magnetic field belong to a fairly general
multipliers space. On the other hand, we study the local and global
existence of weak suitable solutions for intermittent initial data, which
is characterized through a local Morrey space. This large initial data
space was also exhibit in a contemporary work [4] in the context of 3D
Navier-Stokes equations. Finally, we make a discussion on the local
and global existence problem in the 2D case.
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1 Introduction

In a recent work [10], P. G. Fernandez-Dalgo & P.G. Lemarié-Rieusset ob-
tained new energy controls for the homogeneous and incompressible Navier-
Stokes (NS) equations, which allowed them to develop a theory to con-
struct weak solutions for initial data uy belonging to the weighted space
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L}, (R?) = L*(w,dx), where 0 < v < 2 and w, () := (1 + |z])~7. Moreover,
this method also gives a new proof of the existence of discretely self-similar
solutions.

Due to the structural similarity between the (NS) equations and the
magneto-hydrodynamics equations (see equations (MHD) below) it is quite
natural to extend those recent results obtained for the (NS) equations to the
more general setting of the coupled magneto-hydrodynamics system which
writes down as follows:

(( u=Au—(u-V (b-V)b—-Vp+V.F,

(b-V)u—Vq+V-G,
(MHD)

\

Here the fluid velocity u : [0, +o00) x R* — R3, the fluid magnetic field
b : [0,+00) x R® — R3 the fluid pressure p : [0,+00) x R* — R and the
term ¢ : [0,4+00) x R® — R (which appears in physical models consider-
ing Maxwell’s displacement currents [1], [22]) are the unknowns. On the
other hand, the data of the problem are given by the fluid velocity at ¢ = 0:
uy : R3 — R3; the magnetic field at t = 0, by : R® — R3; and the tensors
F = (Fij)i<ijs, G = (Giglicijzs (where Fyj, Gy ¢ [0,+00) x R® — R)
whose divergences: V-F, V-G, represent volume forces applied to the fluids.

In the setting of this coupled system, in a previous work [§], we adapted
the energy controls given in [10] for the (NS) equations to the (MHD) equa-
tions and this approach allowed us to establish the existence of discretely
self-similar solutions for discretely self-similar initial data belonging to L? ;
and moreover, the existence of global suitable weak solutions when the initial
data ug, by belong to the weighted spaces Liw (R3), for 0 < v < 2, and the
tensor forces I, G belong to the space L*((0, +00), L7, (R?)). For all the de-
tails see Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 in [8]. In this paper, we continue with the

research program started in [8] for the (MHD) equations in two directions.

1.1 Weak-strong uniqueness in the weighted L? spaces

It is well-known that uniqueness of weak suitable solutions remains an out-
standing open problem and in this sense the research community has attired
the attention to look for supplementary assumptions in order to ensure the



uniqueness of weak solutions. This kind of results are well-known as weak-
strong uniqueness theorems. In our first result, we complement the study
of the (MHD) equations in the framework of the weighted L? spaces with a
weak-strong uniqueness theorem. This result, is obtained in the setting of a
multiplier space X we shall introduce as follows: for a time 0 < T" < 400 fix,
let us denote Er the energy space of the time-dependent vector fields v such
that v belongs to L*>°((0,7"), L?) and moreover Vv belongs to L*((0,T'), L?).
This space is doted by its usual norm

T
IVIZ, = sup [v(t, )% + / I9v(s, ) |Zads.
0<t<T 0

Then, we define X7 the space of pointwise multipliers on (0,7) x R3 from
Er to L*((0,T), L?), which is a Banach space with the norm:

lullz, = sup (vl om).L2)-
Vlpp <1

)

Moreover, we define Xg? the space of multipliers u € Xt such that for every

to € [0,T) we have

tim {1 g,10) (O)u(?, )| = 0.

tlﬂto

The multiplier space Xgpo) gives us a natural and general framework to

prove a weak-strong uniqueness criterion. More precisely, based on the clas-
sical Prodi-Serrin’s type condition [20, 21] (for the (NS) equations) and con-
sidering the new energy controls on the (MHD) equations in the weighted
spaces we have our first main result.

Theorem 1 (Weak-strong uniqueness) Let 0 < v < 2. Let 0 < T <
+o0o. Let ug, by € quw (R3) be divergence-free vector fields, and moreover,
consider forcing tensors F(t,x) = (F;;(t,x)) € LQ((O,T),LfUW) and

G(t,z) = (G, (t,x)) € L2((0,T),Lfvw).

1<i,j<3

1<i,5<3

Let (u, b,p,q) and (@, b, p, q) two solutions of the problem (MHD) such
that :

o u b, ut b belong to the space L>((0,7), Li}w) and Vu, Vi, Vb, Vb be-
long to L*((0,T), quw)

o the mapst € [0,T) — (u,b)(t,.) andt € [0,T) — (@, b)(L,.) are weakly

continuous from [0,T) to L7, (R?), and are strongly continuous att = 0
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lim [|(u(t, ) — uo, b(t,.) — bo)|[rz_ =0,

t—0

and

lim ||(@(t,.) — uo, b(t,.) — b0)||Lgu7 =0.

t—0

e there exist non-negative locally finite measures i and v on (0,T) x R3

such that

2 b2 2 b2 2 b2
o) (T o - we - v (104 1 )

+V-([(u-b)+4q)b)+u-(V-F)+b-(V-G)—p,
(1)

and

@l + |b|? w2 + | b2 y . a? b2
L e L >—|Vu|2—\vw2—v-([%+%+p1u)

+V-([(@-b)+qb+u- (V-F)+b-(V-G)—v.
(2)

If u, b e X(TO) and if the products w- d;u and b-9,b are well defined as distri-
butions then we have (u, b,p,q) = (@, b, p, q).

Some comments are in order. P.G. Lemarié-Rieusset used the space XFEFO )

to prove a weak-strong uniqueness criterion of weak Leray solutions (see the
Theorem 12.4, page 359 of the book [18]). Thus, we improve here this result
to the more general setting of the weighted spaces.

Let us observe some examples, where we have the embedding £ C XFEFO )
for the following scale-invariant spaces E. For a proof of these embeddings
see the Proposition 12.2, page 361 of [1§]. First, for 2 < p < +o00 such that
2/p+3/q = 1, the classical Prodi-Serrin criterion [20), 21] considers the space
E = L*([0,T], L%(R3)). This result was improved by P.G. Lemarié-Rieusset
to next general spaces: in [16] it is considered E = Lr([0,T], M(H?/4 —
L?)), where M(H3/9 — L?) denotes the pointwise multiplier space from
H34(R?) to L*(R?). Thereafter, in [I7] the multiplier space M(H>9 —
L?) is substituted by an homogeneous Morrey space and we have E =
LP([0,T], M*9(R%)). On the other hand, W. Von Wahl considers in [23]
the space £ = C([0,T], L*>(R?)) and thereafter, this result was generalized by
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P.G Lemarié-Rieusset in [16] to the space E = C([0,T],V}), where the space
V! is defined as the closure of the space L*(R?) in the multiplier spaces from

H'(R®) to L*(R?) denoted as M(H' — L?).

Finally, we may observe that we also need the assumption that u - d;u
and b - §;b are well-defined in the distributional sense, which essentially is a
technical requirement due to the general setting of the space X(TO) in which
we state this result. However, in some particular cases this assumption is not
longer required. For example, this is the case of the space LP((0,T), L9) C
ng) (with 2/p+3/q=1and 2 < p < +00) where the products above are well
defined. To illustrate quickly this fact, let us focus on the term u - Vp. We
remark first that Vi € L7 ((0,T), qu;C) where z% =1- %, i =1- %. Indeed,

le’f % = 1% —é and % = é — %, by interpolation we find that ,/w-u, /wyf) €
LP((0,T), L%). Then, for a test function p € D'(R?), using the continuity of
the Riesz transforms, and moreover, assuming that F = 0 (only for the sake

of simplicity) we have

1oVDll o o < Collwy V|| o o < Cp Z [w, O (wit;) + ak(l;il;j)HLP’LQ’

gk
< C(lIVwyt] porall/arVal| 2z + || /@bl pora | /@y Vbl 2r2).
Thus, if u € LP((0,T), L?) then we have u-Vp € L, ([0,T] x R3).

loc

1.2 Weak suitable solutions for intermittent initial data

For the (NS) equations, in a recently paper [4] written by Bradshaw, Tsai
& Kukavika, the main theorem on global existence given in [10] by P.G.
Fernandez-Dalgo & P.G. Lemarié-Rieusset is improved with respect to the
initial data. We relaz the method developed in [10] to enlarge the initial
data space and thus we generalize the previous works to the framework of
the (MHD) equations. More precisely, following some ideas of [2] (for the
(NS) equations) we define local Morrey-type space Bo(R?) C L% _(R3) as the
Banach space of all functions v € L2 . such that :

|ull%, = sup R_Z/ lul? dz < +o0.
R21 lz|<R

Moreover, we define the time-space version of the local Morrey-type space:
ByL?(0,T), as the Banach space defined as the space of all functions u €
L2 ((0,T) x R?) such that

T
||u||232L2(0,T) = sup R_Q/ / |u|* dt do < +o0.
R>1 lz|<R J0
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In this framework, our second main result reads as follows:

Theorem 2 (Local and global weak suitable solutions) Let 0 < T <
+00. Let ug, by € By(R?) be divergence-free vector fields. Let F and G be
tensors belonging to BoL*(0,T). Then, there exists a time 0 < Ty < T such
that the system (MHD) has a solution (u, b, p, q) which satisfies :

e u, b belong to L>((0,Tp), By) and Vu, Vb belong to BoL*(0,Ty).

o The pressure p and the term q are related to u, b, F and G by:

p= Z RiRj(uiu; — bibj — Fij) and q= — Z RiR;(Gij),

1<i,j<3 1<i,j<3

where R; = \/% denotes the Riesz transform.

e Themapt € [0,T) — (u(t,-), u(t,-)) is x-weakly continuous from [0,T")
to By(R3), and for all compact set K C R we have:

lim || (u(t, -) — o, b(t, -) — bo) || 2(x) = 0.

t—0

e The solution (u, b,p,q) is suitable : there exists a non-negative locally
finite measure i on (0,T) x R® such that:
|l + b
2

ul? + |b|?
a1

ul? bl|?
5 ) — |Vuf> = |[Vb]? -V - ([%Jr%er]u)

4V ([(u-b)+¢b) +u (V-F)+b-(V-G)—

Oh(

In particular we have the global control on the solution: for all 0 <t < T,

max{ || (u, b) (1) |5, [V (v, b) 3,12 (0.m) }
t
< Cll(uo, bo) |5, + Cll(F, G) |5, 120 + C/O (e, B) ()11, + Il (w, b)(5) 5, ds.
(3)

o Finally, if the data verify:
lim RQ/ lug(z)|* + |bo(2)|* dx = 0,
le|<R

and .
lim R_Q/ / |F(t,2)|* + |G(t, z)|* dw ds = 0,
0 |z|<R

then (u, b, p,q) is a global weak solution.
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Remark 1.1 A vector field u denotes the vector (uy, us, us) and for a tensor
F = (F,;) we use V - F to denote the vector (> ,0;F;1,Y ., 0iF;2, Y, 0iF;3).
Moreover, as V - b= 0 then we can write (b-V)u=V - (b® u).

It is worth to make the following comments on this result. Remark first
that we prove a global control on the solutions (B)) which is not exhibited in
[4]. This new control is also valid for the (NS) equations (takingb = 0, by = 0
and G = 0 in the (MHD) system). On the other hand, it is interesting to
note that the main difference between this result and our previous work [§]
is that, in the more general setting of the space By(R?), the control on the
pressure p and the term ¢ is a little more technical, and so the method seems
not to be adaptable to study the existence of self-similar solutions of equa-
tions (MHD) as done in Theorem 2 in [§].

Getting back to the (NS) equations, the global existence and uniqueness
of solutions for the 2D case with initial data uy € By(R?) was an open prob-
lem proposed by A. Basson in [2]. In Appendix [A] we make a discussion on
problematic arising on the local and global existence for the 2D case, and
moreover, we give a sketch of the proof of a result analogous to Theorem
in dimension 2.

Organization of the paper. In Section [2] we state some useful tools
on the weighted spaces and the local Morrey spaces. Then, in Section [3] we
give a proof of the weak-strong uniqueness criterion stated in Theorem [Il
Section M is devoted to some a priori estimates and stability results on the
(MHD) equations. In Section Bl we use these a priori results to prove the
local and global existence of weak suitable solutions stated in Theorem
Finally, Appendix [Alis devoted to treat the 2D case.

2 The weighted spaces and local Morrey spaces

In order to understand how Theorem [2 generalizes the results obtained by
[10], in this section we state some previous results on the weighted spaces
and the local Morrey spaces. We state these results in the general space R?.

Definition 2.1 Let v > 0 and 1 < p < +oco. We denote B?(R?) the Banach
space of all functions u € LY (RY) such that :

1 1/p
ullgr = sup | — u(x)P dx < +o00.
ol = (5 [ )



Moreover, for 0 <T < +o0, BYLP(0,T) is the Banach space of all functions
u C (LVLP)16c([0,T] x RY) such that

HuHBpLP(OT —sup (R“f/ /OR (t, )] ) dx dt < +00.

In what follows, we will denote B?(R?) = B? and Bj = Bs.

Also, the space Bfw is defined as the subspace of all functions u € BY

such that .

o o
A g g M =0

and similar, B,’Y’,OLP(O, T) is the subspace of all functions u € BrLP (0,T) such
that
lim —/ / u(t, x)|P dzdt = 0.

The following result shows how B? is strongly lied with the weighted
spaces Lf, = LP(w, dz) (where w, = (1 + |2|)™7) considered in [8] and [10].

Lemma 2.1 Consider v > 0 and let v < § < +o00. We have the continuous
embedding
Ly, CBY,CByClLy.

Moreover, for all 0 < T < 400 we have:
LP((0,T), Lﬁw) C B,’;OLP(O,T) C B,’;LP(O,T) - Lp((O,T),LfU(S).

Proof. Only the embedding LP((0,7), L%, ) C BY LP(0,T') is not proved in
[9] and we prove it. Let A > 1 and n € N, let u,(t,x) = u(t, \"x). We have:

) st =sup? " [0 [ P dsd
u(t, x)|P dx dt = sup // u(t, \"x)|P dx dt
)\ R \x\<,\nR r>1 R lz|<R

—\(d=mn ||Un||BPLP(0T) < O\Ed=n ||un||Lpr <C/ /|u S, ) |x|) dz dt,

and we conclude by dominated convergence. o

Thereafter, we have the following result involving the interpolation theory
of Banach spaces:



Theorem 3 ([9]) The space B can be obtained by interpolation: for all
0 <7y <d < oo we have BY =[LP, Ly, |7 oo; and the norms || - ||pr and

| - ”[LP,L{;,(S]%M are equivalents.

This theorem has a useful corollary and in order to state it we recall first the
following result on the Muckenhoupt weights (see [11] for a definition).

Lemma 2.2 (Muckenhoupt weights, [10]) If 0 < 6 < d and 1 < p <
+00. Then, ws(x) = (1 + |x|)~° belongs to the Muckenhoupt class A,(R).
Moreover we have:

e The Riesz transforms R; are bounded on LY, [|R;flls < Cpsllfll1z

w»y

e The Hardy—Littlewood mazimal function operator is bounded on L7, -

1M lg. < Cosll g, -

w»y

With this lemma at hand, the next important corollary of Theorem [3
follows:

Corollary 2.1 I[f0<d <d and 1 < p < +o00, then we have:
o The Riesz transforms R; are bounded on B : ||R;f|pr < Cpsl fllpe

e The Hardy-Littlewood mazimal function operator is bounded on BY :

[IMllp < Cosll fllsp-

Proof. Remark that Theorem [ implies B = [L?, L{’%] 5 o, for some
0 < g < d. So, we conclude directly by Lemma 2.2 ’ o

To close this section, let us recall the following useful Sobolev embedding
for the weighted spaces. For a proof, see the Lemma 3 of [10].

Lemma 2.3 Lety > 0. Let f € L2, such that Vf € L2 then f € LS, and
Y Y Y

1fllzs,, < Cs(llfllea, + 1V Fllzz,)- (4)

3 Weak-strong uniqueness in weighted spaces

We start by the following characterization of the pressure terms that we shall
need later to prove our result on the weak-strong uniqueness.



3.1 Remark on the pressure terms

We may observe that the recent results and their proofs given in [9], about
the characterization of the pressure term in the (NS) equations can be im-
mediately adapted to the framework of the coupled (MHD) system. Here,
we adapt the proof of the main result in [9] to the (MHD) system.

Proposition 3.1 Let d € {2,3} be the spatial dimension. Let 0 < T < 4o0.
Let F,G be tensors F(t,x) = (F;;(t,2)),; ;<0 Gt,x) = (Gij(t, 7)1 <4
such that F,G belongs to L*((0,T), L}UdH(Rd)). Let (u, b,S,R) be a solution
of the following problem

([ Qu=Au—-V- - (u®u)+V -(b®b -S+V-F,
Ob=Ab—V - (u®b)+V-(bdu) —R+V-G,
V-u=0, V-b=0 VAR=0 VAS=0,
u(0,2) = ug(x), Vb0,z) = by(x),

\

such that : u, b belong to L*((0,T), L2 (RY)), R, S belong to D'((0, T)xRY),

Wa+1
limy o w(t,.) = uo in D'(R?) and also lim;_,o b(t,.) = by . Moreover, let
¢ € D(RY) be an arbitrary test function such that p(x) = 1 on a neighborhood
of the origin. We define the function

;4o = (1 —)0:0;Gy,

where G4 denotes the fundamental solution of the operator —A.

Then, there exist two functions f(t),g(t) € L*((0,T)) such that
S=Vp,+0g and R=Vgq,+0f

with
Po =Y _(90i0;Ga) * (wiu; — bib; — Fy ;)
1,7
3 / (igepl — ) — By o)) (tst; — biby — Fiy)(t) dy
1,5
and

Gp = Z(@@@Gd) * (—Gij)

i.j
£ 30 [@isala =) = Bl (~Gylt.1) dy
2%
Moreover, the following facts hold:
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e Vp,,Vq, do not depend on the choice of ¢ : if we change ¢ in 1), then
we have

polt, 1) —py(t,7) = Z / o) =By () (st by — Foy ) (£, ) dy

and

to(t,7) = ault2) = 3 [ @5(=0) = o)) (~Giglt, 1)

o Vp, is the unique solution of the Poisson problem
Aw=-V(V- (V- (u@u—bo b—-T))

with

lim e?w=01inD
)
T—+00

and Vq, is the unique solution of the Poisson problem
Aw=-V(V-(V-(-G))

with

lim e™®w=0inD.
T—+00

e IfF belongs to L'((0,T), L, (R)) and u, b belong to L*((0,T), L2, (R?)),
then g =0 and Vp, = Vpy, where we hav

Po = Z(@@Z@Gd)*(u,u]—blb]—F +Z 8 8 Gd (uiuj—bibj—Fm).

0]

e IfG belongs to L*((0,T), L, (R?)) and if w, b belong to L*((0,T), L2, (R?)),
then f =0 and Vg, = Vqo, where

=Y (pi0;Ga) % (=Gij) + Y (1 = )80 Ga) * (=Giy).

i3 (2]

'Remark that actually py does not depend on ¢ and could have been defined as
po = (0:0,Ga) * (s + bid; — Fiy).

4,J
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Proof. First, we take the divergence operator in the equation
du=Au—-V-(u®u)+V-(b®b)—-S+V-F,
and since we have div(u) = div(b) = 0, then we obtain the identity
= (0305 (ugu; + bib;) + 0,0;F; ;) = V - S =0,
i,J

hence we have

~AS=V (Z 9;0;(uzu; — bibj — Fm‘)> '

0]

Following the same computations for the second equation in the system above
we also get the identity

~AR =V (Z aiaj(—G,,j)> :

4,J

On the other hand, let us set the functions h;; = uu; — bib; — F; ;, and
Qo = (1 —¢)0;0;G4. Then, by Proposition 3 in [9] we can define the
functions p, and g, as follows:

Pp = Z(w@'ade) whij+ Y /(@im(x —y) = Pijo(—y))hi;(y)dy,
i,J i,J

and

o = Y (005Ga) + (~Gig) + 3 [ @5 = 1) = Bugo (=) (~Gis) )y
r "

Taking the gradient operator in these expressions we write

Vp, =V (Z(m-ajc;d) x hm) +V (Z(g — )0,0;Gq) * hm) = U, +Us,

i3 2

and

Vg, =V (Z@@@-Gd) x <_Gw)> +V (Z(u — 0)0,0;Glq) * <_Gi,j)>
Vit
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Now, let us set S = S— Vp, and R=R- Vq,. We remark first that we have
the identities A(Vp,) = AS and A(Vg,) = AR, hence we obtain AS = 0
and AR = 0 and conclude that S, R are harmonic in D'(R%). Now, we will
prove that S and R belong to the space &'(R%). For this, let a € D(R) be
such that a(t) = 0 for all |t| > &, and moreover, let 3 € D(R?). Then,
denoting by * = *;, the convolution in the temporal and spatial variables,
fort € (e,T — ¢) we write

S(t)*m(a ®pP)=(ux*x(—0a® L +a® AS)
(—u®u+b®b—i—IF)-*(a@Vﬁ))(t,~)

—Z V(08:0;Ga) * (a @ B)))(t,-) — (U2 * (@ @ B))(¢, -),

and

R(t)*tvw(a ®pP)=(bx*x(—0a® L+ a®AS)
(—u®b+b®u+G)~*(a®Vﬁ))(ta')

- Z V(90,0;Ga)  (a @ B)))(L, ) = (V2 x (a @ B))(L, ).

At this point, we may apply the Proposition 1 in [9] to conclude that S (a®
B)(t,.) and R* (a® B)(t,.) belong to the space Ly,, | (R4). As a consequence

of this fact we have S % (a ® B)(,.), R* (a ® B)(t,.) € S'(R?) and recalling
that they are harmonic we get that S * (a ® 8)(t,.) and R * (o ® B)(t,.) are
polynomials. But, as these functions belong to L}Udﬂ (R?) they are constants
functions.

Now, if we assume that F belongs to L'((0,7), L}, (R?)) and moreover
u,b belong to L((0,7), L2 (R?)), then we find that the polynomial S x
(v @ B)(t,.) belongs to L}, (R?), and thus it is equals to 0. Similarly, by
the assumption that G belongs to L'((0,T), L;, (R?)) and u,b belong to
L*((0,T), L2, (RY)), we get that the corresponding polynomial Rx(a®p)(t,.)

is equals to O So we can use the identity approx1mat10n O = 5140‘( )B(%)

and taking the limit when € — 0, we obtain that S and R are constants in the
spatial variable. Thus, we have S = Vp,, +a(t), where a(t) = 0 under the as-
sumptions F € L'((0,T), L, (RY)) and u,b € L*((0,T), L2 (R?)), and R =
Vg, + b(t) where b(t) = 0 under the assumptions G € L'((0,7T), L}, (R%))
and u,b € L*((0,7), L2, (R?)).

We remark now that as the functions a and b above do not depend the
spatial variable then we may take a function 3 € D(R?) such that [ fdzr =1
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and write a = a *, 5. Thus, for ¢y a Lebesgue point of the functions ¢ —
la(t, ) 22 (weyrdey and t = [|b(t, ) || 2(wy, 1 do), We get the identities

a(t) = 9y (uy,*S—uxf+ / uxAf—(u@u—beb—F)-*V—p,xV3ds) = 9,9,

to

and

t

b(t) = 6t(bt0*5—b*5—|—/ bxAf—(u®@b—beu—G)-*VE—q,xVEds) = 0, f.
to

Here, we observe that as we have 0,0,9 = 0;a = 0 and 0;¢(0,.) = 0, then we

find that g depends only on temporal variable. Moreover, the expression of

g given above proves that g € L*((0,7)). Using the same argument we also

get f € LN((0,T)).

3.2 Proof of Theorem [

By the characterization of the pressure terms given above (with the dimension
d = 3), we know that p and ¢ can be taken as follows, let us choose ¢ € D(IR?)
such that p(x) = 1 on a neighborhood of the origin and let us denote h; ; =
wiu; — bib; — F;;, and ©; ;, = (1 — )0;0;G35, then we can take

D= Z(@@'@'Gs) * hij + Z /(‘I)i,j,ga(x —y) — Pijp(—y))hij(y)dy,
i3 (2]

and

¢ = (90:0,G3) * (=Gij) + Y /(cbim(x —y) — Pijo(—y))(=Gij)(y)dy.
1,) Y}

In fact, let us emphasize that we can characterize the pressure terms in a
almost general context only using the Riesz transforms, we refer to [7] for
more details. However, the general characterization given in the Proposition
B.1lis very useful to study the (MHD) equations with initial data in By (see
Appendix).

For instance, as ,/w,u, /w,b € L*((0,T),L*) and ,/w,Vu, /0, Vb €
L*((0,T), L?), we obtain by interpolation that w-u;u; and w,b;b; belongs to

LALb with % +% = % Taking r € <1,min{%,% ), and a € R satisfying

%4—% = 3, we get that

RiR;(uing), RiR;(bib;) € L((0,T), Ly, (RY)),

w
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and by the continuity of the Riesz transforms on Lfv7 (R3) we have
RZ‘R]'FZ'J, RZ"R,J'GZ‘J S L2((0, T), L%Uﬂ{ (Rd))

Indeed, the following estimate holds: taking b given by 2 + 2 = 3

write

, We can

H RiR;(uiuj)

La((0,T),Ly,., (R3))

< C,YTHU'U]‘HLd ((0,1), 'rr (R3))

<Oy |lyw UzHLoo (0,7),L2(R3)) H\/ “J”La( 0,7),L}(R3))
1~
va Cy HuHLoo ((0,7),L2, (R3))

(/ (o)l e+ (9006, o) 5)

Thus, as the Riesz transforms are well-defined for all the terms composing
the pressure terms, we have necessarily the identities

Z RiRj(Uiuj - bibj - Fi,j)a (6)

1<i,j<3

and

=V < > RiRj(—Gi,j)> :

1<i,j<3

The same identities hold true for the pressure terms p and q.

Now, let v=u—nu, W:b—E), a=p—pandb=q—q. We remark first
that by the characterization of the terms ¢ and ¢ we have ¢ = ¢ and then
b= 0. So, we will prove the identities v =0, w =0 and a = 0.

Using the identity

A L e bl

= —u-u—b-b, (7)
2 2 2
we write
V> +wl*, . Jul® 4 b]? % + [b|?

—uatﬁ—ﬁ&gu—b&gf)—f)atb

15



Recall that by assumption the terms u - 9, and b - 9,b are well-defined as
distributions so it remains to must verify that the terms u-0;u and b- O;b are
also well-defined in the distributional sense. For this we have the following
technical lemma.

Lemma 3.1 Within the framework of Theoremll, as we have u, b € Xr then
we get w- Oyu € L, ([0,T] x R®) and b- d;b € L}, ([0,T] x R?).

loc loc

Proof. We shall verify that we have u-d,u € L}, ([0, T] xR?). The treatment

loc
for the other term b - 9, follows the same lines.

As we have u=Au—(u-V)u+ (b-V)b—Vp+ V- F, then we for-

mally write
u-gu=u-Au—u-((u-Vju)+u-((b-V)b)—ua-Vp+u-(V-F), (9)

where we must prove that each term in the right side belong to L} ([0, T] x

loc
R3). Since all the terms are treated in a similar way it is enough to detail

the computations for the terms - ((u-V)u) and - Vp. Let 0 <t < T and
let » € D(R?) be an arbitrary test function. For the function ¢ given, we set
1 € D(R3) such that 0 < <1 and ¢ = 1 on supp(y).

For the term @ - ((u- V)u), since div(u) =0 then (u-V)u=V - (u®u)
and we have

/Ot/%i-((u-V)u) dv ds = ;j/;/%pﬂiaj(ujui)dxds
- Z/Ot/ﬂpﬂiaj(wujui)dxds,

hence we can write

/Ot/wﬁ-((u-V)u)da:ds

t
SC/O IV (ew)llzzllv (@l ds < [IV(e®)usllu ® (Vioywllzzes - 4
<Cyr(lyVwyall ez + [/, Val| 22 [ullx, | oyal 2, ds
<Cyr(lvVwyallerz + [lv/wyVallzLz)
X [ullx (Il v/wyall ez + |/w, Va2 2) < +o0.

t
<cy / lpitall 1 110; () s s
1,5
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We study now the term - Vp. Recall first that by Proposition 2.1 of [8] we
have

=V ( Z RiR;(uju; — bib; — Fm’))

1<i,j<3
(ZRRuu] ) <ZRR M>
1<4,5<3 1<4,5<3
=Vp1 + Vps.

The term u - Vp, is easily estimated by the hypothesis on the tensor F and
the computations above. Thereafter, for the term Vp;, following the same
estimates performed in (I0), and using the fact that R;R; is a bounded
operator in the space L?, we find

pu-Vprdzds

<Cyr(llvwyallgerz + (1w, Val gz2)

< (lallser (Ilv/wyull e s + 1y, Vall g212)
Hbllxr ([[vwsbllgers + 11w, Vbl 212)) < +oc.

Once all the terms in (§]) are well-defined as distributions, by the locally
energy balances (1) and (2]) we have

o (I ey = AR g o
—V~<[g+%+ 4 >+V ([(u-b)+gb)+u-(V-F)+b-(V-G)

~12 bl2 B ~ 12 bl2
+A(7|“| ;' | ) —|Val* — |[Vb]* - V- ([%+%+ﬁ]ﬁ)

+ V- ([(@-B) +Jb) + - (V-F) + b- (V- ©)

—u-u—u-du—>b-0b—Db-0b,

17



which can be rewritten as:

v[? + wf?
2

uf* + [bf?
2

[af* + [bf*

o )

)+ pu+rv=A(

—|Vul]? — |Vb> = |[Va]? = Vb —u-da—a-du—b-9b—b-ob
@

—V-([g—Fngp]u)—V~<[g+g+ﬁ]ﬁ>

+ V- ([(u-b)+¢b) + V- ([(u-b) +gb)
+u-(V-F)+b-(V-G)+a-(V-F)+b-(V-G).

Now, we use (7)) to treat the terms (1) and (2), and thus we obtain

v+ [w]? v[* + [w]”

5 ) Vv [? = [Vw/?
—(Bu—Au)-u— (Qa—An)-u—(b—Ab)-b—(§b—Ab)-b

J/
-~

®3)

—V-([g+g+p]u)—v- <[$+$+ﬁ]ﬁ>

Oh( )+ +v=A(

+ V- ([(u-b)+¢b) + V- ([(u-b)+qb)
+u-(V-F)+b-(V-G)+1-(V-F)+b-(V-G).

Thereafter, to study the term (3) we use the fact that (u, b, p, ¢) and (@, b, p, )
are two solutions of the equations (MHD). Then we find

v|2 + |wl?
| ‘ | ‘ )—|VV|2—|VW|2

—+
<
=
<4
T
I
=2
4
o
T <=
(.
T T
a4
£ Z
T o

18



We will verify that each term in the right side can be written as a sum of
terms of the form

V- ((x-y)z)

where at least two elements of {x,y,z} belong to {v,w}, or terms of the
form

(x-V)y) -z

where y € {v,w} and at least one element of {x,z} belongs to {u,b}. As
we will see this fact permit to use the hypothesis u, b € Xt to obtain a good
control and use the Gronwall inequality.

We start by studying the terms (4) and (5). For the term (4), remark
that we can write
(u-V)u)-a+((u-V)a)-u
=((u-V)v)-a+((u-V)u)-a—((a-V)v)-u+ ((a-V)u)-u

=V (%ungﬁ) —((@-V)v)-ru—((u-V)v)- v+ ((u-V)v)-u

_ @ o uf v
—V<2u+2u 5 u + ((v-V)v) - u,

hence we obtain

v-(u+u) [v|?

(4):—V~< 5 v+ 2u)—|—((v-V)v)-u

In a similar way, for the term (5), observe that we have

(- V)b) - b+ ((u- V)b) - ~ ~
=—((@-V)W) b+ ((@-V)b)-b+((u-V)w)-b+((u-V)b)-b
bJ*

=V <7u+gu> —((@-V)w) b+ ((u-V)w)-b

lopl!

and thus we obtain

(5)=-V- (W‘(b+6)v+ |W|2u) +((v-V)w)-b

2 2
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With these identities on the terms (4) and (5) we have

v|? + |wl|? v|2 + |w|?
8t(7| | 2| |)+u+u:A(7| | 2| |)—|Vv\2—|VW|2
' N 2
—V~(V (112+u)v—|—|‘;| u)—l—((v-V)v)-u

wo(b+h) |wp
—V~< 5 v+ u>+((V~V)W)~b

+V - ((u-b)b) = ((b-V)b) -u—((b-V)b)-u

+V - (@ B)b) = (b V)it) - b= ((b- V)u) - b,

-V - (av),
where, it remains to treat the terms (6) and (7). As
V-((u-b)b) + V- ((a- b)b)
=V - ((u-w)w)+ V- ((u-w)b) + V- ((u-b)b)
+V-((v-D)w) = V- ((v-b)b)+ V- ((u-b)b)
=V ((u-w)w) + V- ((v-b)w)+ V- ((u-b)b) + V- ((@- b)b)

we have
6)+ (7) =V - (u-w)w)+ V- ((v-b)w)+ V- ((u-b)b) + V- ((- b)b)
—((b-V)b)-u—((b-V)b)-a—((b-V)a)-b—((b-V)u)
=V - ((u-w)w) + V- ((v-b)w)
+((b-Vu)-b)+((b-Vb)-u)+((b-Vaa)-b)+ ((b-Vb)- @)
—((b-V)b)-u—((b-V)b)-a—((b-V)a)-b—((b-V)u)-b
=V - ((u-w)W)+ V- ((v-b)w) + V- ((v-w)b)
—(w-V)w)-u—((w-V)v)-b

20



Thus, by this identity we are able to write

My = A gy g
-V (V'(112+u)v—|— |‘;| u) +((v-V)v)-u
v (W(2+b) |V;|2u> +((v-V)w)-b

-V - (av),
which can be rewritten as
2 2
&(WH Vv + |[VwW|* + p+ v
2 2 . ~ . I 2 2
a1 )_v_<v (ut@)  wo(bib) . |vf+|w] u)
2 2 2 2
N +- .
+V- ((v~5)w+(u-w)w+(v~w)b>
R +- 9
—((w-V)w))-u—((w-V)v))-b+((v-V)v)-u+((v-V)w)-b
As

-V - (av).
(11)

We will apply (II]) to a suitable test function which we shall define as follows.
First, we consider a function a4, ;, which converges almost everywhere to
L) when 7 — 0 and such that a4, is the difference between two
identity approximations, the first one in t;, and the second one in t;. For
this, let a € C*(R) be a non-decreasing function which is equal to 0 on

(—00, 3) and equal to 1 on (1,400). For 0 <n < min(%,T —t;) we set

t—to t—t
) — af
n n

Thereafter, we consider a non-negative function ¢ € D(R?®) which is equal to
1 for |x] <1 and to 0 for |z| > 2 and we set

Or(1) = ¢(%). (13)

)- (12)

A to,t1 (t) - a(



1
(1++/€2+[z[2)0
that ) o.s(t)dr(2)w, (x) belongs to D((0, T)xR?) and a, 4 5(£)dr(2)w, (x) >
0. Thus, using the local energy balance (II]) with this particular test function
we obtain

v|? + |w 2
_ //%&amovtlgb}%ww dx ds + //(|VV|2 + |VW|2) Q10,11 QRW~ cdx ds

S B Z // 8Z(V 'V + W - W) amto,tl (w%EainR + ¢Raiw’y,e) de‘ dS

Finally, for € > 0 we define the function w, . = . We may observe

-> //(Al + As)i Ayt (W, 0:9R + PROW, ) dx ds

+ // Az a1 1, ORW~c dx dS
+ Z //(av)i Qto .1 (W, 0iOR + GROW,, ) dx ds.

In this inequality, we take the limit when n — 0. By the dominated conver-
gence theorem we obtain (when the limit in the left side is well-defined)

. |V‘2 + |W‘2 n 2 2
_ 11712(1) — 04ty 10 4, QRW~ c d ds + (IVv|]® + |VW|%) ¢rw., dxds
to

t1
<= Z /to /8i(v VAW W) (wy, Didr + PrOW, ) dx ds
7 ) ,
_ Z/ /(A1 + As)i (W, 0;¢0r + ¢rO;W, ) dr ds + / /A3 PRrW  dz: ds
i Yo to

t1
+ Z / /(av)i (Wy,0;0R + GROW ) d ds.
i i
Now, if ¢y and t; are Lebesgue points of the measurable function

Are®) = [ (v(t.2) + [w(t.0)P)on(a), ) da,

and moreover, as we have

2 2 1
_//mat&n,a,sqb}?w%e dr ds = _5/81504777@7314&5(8) dS,

then we obtain

] v|? + |wl|? 1
lim — / / %31504"@73(@311}%6 dz ds = §<AR,e<t1) - AR7€<tO))'

n—0
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Thereafter, the continuity at 0 of v and w permit to let ¢, go to 0 and thus

we replace ty by 0 in this inequality. Moreover, if we let ¢; go to ¢, where

t € (0,7), then by the weak continuity we obtain Ag (t) < lign i?f Apg(t1),
1—

so we may as well replace ¢; by ¢. Thus, for every t € (0,7) we have

t,-))? t,-)|? "
/‘V< ) )‘ ;|W( ) )| ¢Rw775dx+/ /(|VV|2+ |VW|2) gbRw%edde
to

t
<= Z /0 / (v v+ w-w) (W, 0;0r + PrOW, () du ds

t
- Z / /(Al + Ay); (w«/,saiﬁbR + ¢R(9iw%e) dx ds
- Jo

t t
+ / / Aswy dxds + Z / /(av)i (W, 0i0R + PROW., () dx ds.
0 —Jo

In this inequality, we take now limit when R — +o0, and moreover, the limit
when € — 0 to obtain:

. 2 . 2 t
/Mt’ : +2|W(t’ : wwdﬂf*/ /<WV\2+|Vw|2)wwdxds
0

¢ ¢
S—/ /V(V-V+W-W)'vw7dl‘d8—/ /(A1+A2)-Vw7dxds
0 0 B

t t
+/ /Angd:pder/ /aV-wadde.
0 0
L Iy

Iy
At this point, in the following technical lemmas we estimate the terms I, I,
and 3. To make the notation more convenient we write

/(\v|2+\w\2)w7da: = ||/, (v, w)||72, /(‘VV‘Q—HVW‘Q)U},de = ||/, V (v, w)]3z,

and then we have

t 1 t
Lemma 3.2 |[;| < C,Y/ /W~ (v, w)(s, ) |72 ds + 1/ /W0, V (v, w)(s, -)||72 ds.
0 0

Proof. We observe first that we have |Vw,| < Cws., and then we get

t
‘[1| S Cm// /‘Al —|—A2‘U)3/27d.’17d8.
0
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We observe moreover that each term in the expression A; + Ay writes down
as the product of three vectors: (x-y)z where at least two vectors belong
to {v,w} and the third one belongs to {u, b, u, B} So, we will estimate the
generic expression (X -y)z, where, without loss of generality we may assume
that x,z € {v,w} and y € {u,b,ﬁ,f)}. Remark that for § > 0 (which we
will set later), by the Holder inequalities and the Young inequalities we have

[ 16 ¥yaluaymda < [ (1) 2y

<l ll/wyz] colly/wyyllze < 67\ /wsx| s + ol /wyz] Lol /iy lZs -
(@)

Moreover, by the interpolation inequalities and the Young inequalities we
have

lv/wsx|[7s < 672 /wyx[7 + 6°|l/wsx | 7s,
hence we can write

(@) < 0%l y/wsx|7s + dlly/wsx|lLs + 6]l /wszlls | anyllze = ().

At this point, we use the Sobolev embedding () to estimate the terms
/5% (|36 and || /wsz]]3s and we obtain

(b) < 62 /wsx Lz + o ([l anx|Lz + [/, Vx[L2)
+0(llvwszllz + 1y, Va2l yllze.

Now, by the previous estimate we get
(b) <67° [l (v, w)lZ2 + O (lly/ws (v, W)lIZ + [/, V (v, w)l[72)
8w + Vv i) (s Vel )

We observe that we can set the parameter § small enough such that it veri-

fies max [5, 0 < sup ||,/wq/y||%z)} < 1/64, and by the previous estimate we
0<s<T

finally get
1
/I(X Y)zlws e < Cylly/ws (v, w)l[2: + = VeV (v, w7z,
hence, integrating in the temporal variable we have the desired estimate. W

To estimate the term I, we use the information u,b € Xr and we have
the following result.
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Lemma 3.3 Assume that u, b € Xp. Then, for all 0 <t <T we have
t
1l <Clull s IV w0)6) [+ [ 1T (o w)(s, s )
t
+ Ol sup Va0 w5, s+ [ IV (0 w05, [ ds)

Proof. We observe that each term in the expression As writes down as
3

Z x(0;2;)y;, where, without loss of generality we way assume that {x,z}
ij=1

belong to {v,w} and y € {u,b}. Then, to estimate each term, by the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities (in the spatial and temporal variables) we write

t t 1/2
/0 s 1V ly (s, )l ds < ( / I ixllyl(s, )2 ds)

<( I ival(s, I is) "

Thereafter, in order to estimate the first term in the right side, by definition
of the multiplier space X7, and moreover, by definition of the energy space
Er we can write

t t 1/2
| s 192l s ds < e /s ( [ vl ds)
t
<Clyll (H\/_waHQET ; / Iz Val(s, 12 ds) |

hence we get the desired estimate. ]

Finally, for the term I3 we have:

t 1 t
Lemma 3.4 |I3] < C/ |/ (v, w) (s, -)|[32 ds + 1/ /05 V (v, w)(s,-)||72 ds.
0 0

Proof. Remark first that by the characterization of the pressure terms p and

p given in (@) we have p — p = Z RiR;(wiu; — @;uj; — b;bj + b;b;), where, as
.3

v=u—1uand w = b — b then we can write

UUj — Uiy — blbj + blb] = ViU, + ﬂﬂ}j — wjbj — blw]

25



Then, as we have |Vw,| < C’vw% .» by the Holder inequalities we can write

/@[ o

6
5

| Is] <C; ||wy (Z RiR;(uivg — ity — bibj + Bigﬂ')>
i

L

<0, ||w, (Z RiRj(viuj + Uivy — wib; — ?)iwj)>

i7j

| v/wy vl Le
L

<Oy ([lws (Jul + [NV g + llwy (1] + [BYIWI ] )|/ 2o
<G llvwy(luf + [a| 2z [[v/ws v | sl /wyv | e

+ Oyl (1] + B 2 | /@y w || s/ v | 1o
<O Vv [ pslly/wyv [ sl /s ([uf + )] .

+ Oyl sl /@ w || sl /i ([b] + [b])]| 2

= (a).

Now, for 6 > 0 we use first the Young inequalities, and thereafter, we use the
Sobolev embedding () to estimate the terms ||,/w,v| s and ||\/ww || 6.
Thus we get

(@) <C107Hlywyv [[7s + Cyolly/anvigsllv/ws (Jul + )22
+ Cy0 7w w [ + Coll /vl sl v/ws (o] + b)) 72
<Co |y v |72 + Coo(ly/wavllze + [l y/as | VvlliZ2)

+ O3l + VTl ( sup vl + @z
+ O w4 Collyamwl + | Twli)
+ €3l + 1oz (s Ivan(b]+ (bl )

Hence, setting the parameter ¢ small enough such it verifies:

max [6,5 ( sup |/ (ul + |ﬁ|>||p) 5 ( sup ||y/a@(b] + |B|>||Lz)] <14,
0<s<T 0<s<T

we have the desired estimate. [ ]

Thus, for 0 < tg < t; < T if we suppose that v.=w = 0 on [0, o], we
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have for all ¢ € [to, 1]
2 1 ! 2

vaw)t) e, +5 [ IV w) [ ds

0

t
<c / (v, w)(s) |3 ds
t
T Oyl (p v w)(s) i, s+ [ 190v.w)(s) H%gwd5>

t
+ Cl[1 bl ( sup (v, w)(s) 13+ / IV(v, w)(s) ||%1207d5) .

0<s<ty
Thus, we can take the supreme on [0, ¢;] to obtain

1M
sup [[(vow)(t) [, +5 [ 19 0vow) 3 ds
0

0<t<ty

t1
<C [ 1w I, ds

t1
+ O oyl ( sup (v, w)(s) [, + / IV (v, w)(s) ||%z,wd5)

0<s<t1

t1
+ Ol o bl xr ( sup (v, w)(s) [, + / I9(v,w)(s) H%gwds) .

0<s<t1

We set the quantity

) = s WO +5 [ Vw0 g, ds.

0<t<t:

Then, let Ty € (to,T') such that for ¢; € (to,Ty) the quantities ||1, ) ullx,
and |1 .+,) bl x, are small enough. Thus, for all t, < ¢, < T} we find:

f(ty) < C’/O 1 f(s)ds.

We conclude by the Gronwall’s lemma that (u, b, p, ¢) = (@, b, p, §) on [to, Tp].
Finally, as o € [0,7) is arbitrary then we have the identities (u,b,p,q) =
(a,b,p,q) on [0,T). o
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4 Some results for the (M HD*) system

Our main theorem bases on the two following results for the equations:
( u=Au— (v-V)u+(c-V)b—-Vp+ V. F,
Ob=Ab—(v-V)b+(c-V)u-Vqg+ V-G,
V-u=0,V-b=0,

u(0,-) = ug, b(0,-) = by.

\

In this system, we shall consider two cases for the functions (v, c):

(MHD")

e when we will consider the (MHD) equations we take (v,c) = (u,b).

e when we will consider the regularized (MHD) equations we take (v, c) =
(ux*6.,bx6,), where, for 0 < e < 1 and for a fixed, non-negative and
radially non increasing test function § € D(R?) which is equals to 0 for
|z| > 1 and [6dz = 1; we define 0.(z) = 50(z/e).

4.1 A priori estimates

Theorem 4 Let 0 < T < +o0. Let uy, by € By be a divergence-free vector
fields and let F,G be tensors such that F,G € ByL*(0,T). Moreover, let
(u, b,p,q) be a solution of the problem (M HD*).

We suppose that:
e u, b belongs to L=((0,T), By) and Vu, Vb belongs to BoL*(0,T).

o The pressure p and the term q are related to u, b, F and G by
P = Z RiRj(’l}in—Cibj—F’iJ) cmd q = Z RiRj(vibj—cjui—Gij).

1<i,j<3 1<i,j<3

e The mapt € [0,T) — u(t,-) is x-weakly continuous from [0,T) to By,
and for all compact set K C R3 we have:

lim | (u(t, -) — w0, bi(t, ) = bo)|[r2() = 0,

e The solution (u, b,p,q) is suitable : there exists a non-negative locally
finite measure i on (0,T) x R® such that

at(7|U| ;L‘b| ):A(i‘u‘ ;|b‘ ) — |[Vu|* — |[Vb]* - V- <(%+%)v+pu)
+V-((u-b)c+gb)+u-(V-F)+b-(V-G)— p.
(14)
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Then, exists a constant C' > 1, which does not depend on T, and not on uy,
by u, b, F, G nor e, such that:

e We have the following control on [0,T):
max{ || (w, b)(t) |5, IV (w. &), 1200}

t
< Cll(uo, bo)l5, + CI(EF, G) |5, 12(0) + C/O (. B)(5)[I5, + [l (s, b)(5) 5, ds.

(15)
o Moreover, if Ty < T s small enough:
C (1411 (w0, b0) I, + |F. G0y ) To < 1.
then the following control respect to the data holds:
S max{ | (w, b)(t, )5, |V (, b)lI5,r200 )

<C (1 + [ (uo, o) I, + II(F, G)||232L2(0,To>) :

Proof. In this proof, we will focus only in the case (v,c) = (ux6.,b * 0.)
(the case (v,c) = (u,b) can be treated in a similar way).

We start by proving the global control ([I5]). The idea is to apply the
energy balance (I4]) to a suitable test function. Let 0 < ¢ty < t; < T. We
consider a function a4, which converges almost everywhere to 1y, ;) and
such that d,ay, 4+, is the difference between two identity approximations, the
first one in ¢y and the second one in ¢;. For this, we take a non-decreasing
function a € C*(R) which is equals to 0 on (—oo, 1) and is equals to 1 on
(1,+00). Then, for 0 < n < min(2, T — ¢;) we set the function

t—to t—t
) — af
n n

).

A to,ty (t) = Oé(

On the other hand, we consider a non-negative function ¢ € D(R?) which is
equals to 1 for |z| < 1/2 and is equals to 0 for |z| > 1; and for R > 1 we set

Pr(z) = (). (17)

Thus, by the energy balance (I4) applied to test function oy, 4, @r, We
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can write
|u|2 |b|2 2 2
— 7 8tant0tl¢3dxds+ |Vul® + |Vb|* a4, ¢rdx ds
2 b2
< / / M%m Aoy da ds

|ll|2 ||0|2
_'_Z —+— Uj +puz]ant0t18¢3da¢d$

+ Z //[(u -b)e; + qbi]@n,to,tla@¢3 dx ds
=1
- Z <// F jujon 0.6, 0i0R dx ds + // F} 0y gy 1, Or dz ds)

1<i,5<3

— //Gub antotﬁ(de:cdS—i-/ G j0ibj oo, Or dx ds),

1<4,5<3

and taking the limit when 7 goes to 0, by the dominated convergence theorem
we obtain (when the limit in the left side is well-defined):

. ‘U‘Z |b|2 2 2
_7171_%/ T+—8tant0tl¢3dxds+/ /|Vu\ + |Vb|* ¢rdx ds
t1 2 2
g/ /mem
to 2
3 t 2 2
! b
i=1 vto
3 t1
+Z/ /[(u-b)ci+qbi]@-¢3dmd$
t1
/ / uj@-(dea:ds—l—/ /E7jain (deSL’dS)
1<,5<3
/ /G”b 8¢Rd:pd$+/ /G,jab prdxds).
1<4,5<3

We define now the quantity

Antt) = [(ult. o) + bt 2))on(a) da
hence, if ¢y and ¢; are Lebesgue points of Ag(t) and moreover, due to the
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fact that
ul? bl2 1
—//(% + u)&t@n to,1 PR A ds = _5/815&7771507151‘43(8) ds,

we have

. Iul2 \bP
lim — 5+ 5 )0 drdrds = (AR(tl) — Ar(to))-

n—0
Then, since gZ)R is a support compact function we can let {5 go to 0 and
thus we can replace ty by 0 in this inequality. Moreover, if we let ¢; go to t,
then by the x-weak continuity we have Ag(t) < limy, ; Ar(t1), and thus we
may replace t; by ¢t € (0,7). In this way, for every ¢t € (0,7T") we can write:

Jut, 2)l" + 'b(t’x)% dx+/t/<|Vu\2 £ |Vb[?) dndsdz

2

+Z// '“'Zﬁvl + puoson de ds

¥ Z / [ b+ aboron o s

/ [ Funidiondrds + / [ s ondzas)
//G”bﬁgdexder//G”ab b i ds).

In this inequality, we still need to estimate the terms in the right-hand side.
For the second term, as R > 1 we write

(18)

1<4,5<3

1<4,5<3

C
77 [ (laf* +[b)Adrd < @/B (lu]* + [bl*) dz < C(|[ull, + [Ib]5,)-
(0,R)
The third and fourth terms are estimates as follows. We consider first the
expressions where the pressure terms p and ¢ do not appear. Using the
Holder inequalities and the Sobolev embeddings we have:

u- b
Z / 0900mdr < a1z 0 o D], 32 sy 10 * Bellzoc300.80 [V B
C o 13/4 1/4 3/4 5/4
= EHUHLQ(BOR)H 26508 P 250,71 1P| L6 150, R01))
C 3/ 3/4
< (0, 10 o0,y U B
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where we have denoted the quantities

1/2 1/2
U= (/ |¢23Vu\2d:€) + (/ |U|2dﬂf)
le|<2R
1/2 1/2
2l <2(R+1)

Thus, we can write (by the Young’s inequalities for products with 1 = % +
1,15

s+t o)

8 T8 TSR

3
% Z/ (uéb) (bi * 0c)0ioR da

i=1

and

lul|2((0.R bl 220, U B
SC( }(%( )))3/4( (B(0,R)) )3/4( )1/4( )5/4

R R’ ‘R

C
<l b, + Cl B, + 5 [ 10arTul + [dansy VP da
where Cjy > 0 is an arbitrarily small constant.

Now, in order to estimate the expressions where the pressure terms p and

q appear, we need the following technical lemma which will be proved at the
end of this section.

Lemma 4.1 Within the hypothesis of Theorem [, the terms p and q belong
Lfo/f . Moreover, there exist an arbitrarily small constant Cy > 0 and a con-

stant C' > 0, which do not depend on T, u, b, uy, by, F, G nor €; such that
for all R > 1 and for all 0 <t < T we have:

1 <Lt
ﬁZ/O /(Pui+qbz‘) 0;prdsdx
=1
t
<C|I(F,G)|%,2000 +C/O 1(u, B)(5)]1%, + || (w, B)(5)]1%,

Co t
+ Ji2 //0 lasriny Vul> + |pairin V| du.

Finally, the fifth and sixth terms (which involve the tensor forces F and G)
are easily estimate as follows. We will write down only the estimates for F
since the estimates for G are completely similar:
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1
2 Z // F; j(0u;)prdxds

1<4,5<3

Co (!
<C”FHBQL2(015 ﬁ/o /|| R|Vu\2d:cds,
x| <

and

% > //F”uﬁ ¢r) dz ds

1<4,5<3

<ClFl 0+ [ o)l ds

where Cy > 0 always denote a small enough constant.

Once we dispose of all these estimates, we are able to write

lu(t, )| |b(t$)|
/< >

¢Rdaz+/ / (IVul? + [Vb[2) ¢p ds da

u(0, z)|? bO )’
</<\ OOF 4 DD e+ IOy ds

w/ 1w, b (s, )13, + 1w, b)(s, )5, ds
+ﬁ// a4 VUl® + |[@osr11) V| da,
0

where the desired energy control (I5) follows. To finish this proof, the esti-
mate (6] follows directly from (I5]) and the Lemma 3.1 in [§] (see the proof
of Corollary 3.3, page 17, for all the details). o

Proof of Lemma [4.1l As in the proof of the theorem above, we will
consider only the case (v,c) = (u* 6., b x 6.). Moreover, we will focus only

on the expression which involves the pressure p, since the computations for
the other expression, where the term ¢ appears, are completely similar.

Wewrlte—Z/ /m|<R lpug|| Okpr| drds < 332/ /m|<R |pug| dx ds,

and recalling that P = 1cijes RiR ((wi* 0 )u;j — (b * 9 — F};), the last
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expression allow us to write

dxd
RQZ [ [ sl duond s
3
_R3 Z/ /x<R|uk Z RiR;((u; * 6:)u;)| dx ds

i,j=1
3
Z/ / g YRR (b * 0:)b; — Fi )| da ds,
|z|<R ij=1

and since we have the same information on u and b it is enough to study the
last term above. For R > 1 we define the following expressions:

P11 = Z RiRj<]1\y|<5R<ee * bi)bj)a b2 = — Z RiRj(11|y\25R(96 * bi)bj>7
i3 (2]

and

ZRR (Ly\<srFij), pa= ZRR (Ly>5rF5;),

i, i,

and then, by the Young’s inequalities (for products), we have

3
73 Z/ /|<R|uk > RiR;((bi * 0.)b; — Fy ;)| da ds
|z i,j=1

< [P o + bl + Il + e ds,
|z|<R

where we will study each term separately.

To study p;, by the continuity of R; on L3 (R3), since the test function 6.
verifies [ 6.(x)dx =1 and supp(f.) C B(0,1) and moreover, by the Fubini’s
theorem we can write
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/ \p1\3/2d3: < C/ \p1\3/2d3: < C/ |(113<5r(0c * b) ® b)|3/2d:c
lo|<R

</ [Liet<sn(fe ) 3d‘”) ( / [1)y/<srbl? d:c)m
C </|x|35R /x—z|§19€<l’ ~ z)\b(z)\3dzdaz) (/ ‘<]1y|<51«zb)\3dx) 1/2
¢ </Im|§5R /Z§5R+1 Oc(z — z)|b(z)l3dzd:c) " (/ |<1|y<5Rb)|3dx) 1/2

< C/ b|? dz.
|z|<5R+1

With this estimate at hand, we see that

IN

IN

[P <o [ P bpan
|z|<R |z| <5R+1

and using the Sobolev embedding we write

C
= luf’ de < — HUH
R® Jizi<sr4

3/2
][22 ( 1 /|<z$ R Vu|2dx) 1/2+ (—1 / |u|2d:c) "
< , 2(5R+1
R3/2 L2(B(0,5R+1)) R2 (5R+1) R? Jp<a(5m41)

Co
< Cllully, + Colulfs, + 33 [ 6xsmsn Ve,

3/2
L2(B(0,5R+1)

3/2

T s 541

where Cy > 0 is a arbitrarily small constant. Similar bounds works for b.
We study now the term p,. Remark first that there exist a constant C' > 0

(which does not depend on R > 1) such that for all [z| < R and all |y| > bR,
the kernel K; ; of the operator R;R; verifies |K; j(z — y)| < m ‘3 (see [11] for
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a proof) and then we write:

(/ng \p2\3/2d;1:) :
S CZJ </MSR </ Kij (@ = ) 1(0c * 0:) ()b (y) | Ly =5r dy) " dx) h

1 3/2 2/3
<C / (/ 510 *b)®b|dy) dx
|z|<R ly|>5R |?/|

1
< CR? /| sonl WK@& *b) @ b|dy
Yy

1/2
< 032( 3|9 *b|2dy) (/ |b|2dy)
ly|>5R |y| ly|>5R [y
1/2
< CRQ( 0.(y — 2)|b(2)| dzdy) ( = [b] dy)
[yl>5R |y| jy—zl<1 WI=5R \y\

/2 1/2
< CR? (/ J R XURSIE) dzdy) (/ L) dy)
[y >5R \z\>5R 112 wisse Y3

< CR? / 3|b|2dz
|z|>5R—1 |2|
With this estimate, and the fact that By(R?) C L2 (R?), we finally obtain

C 52 1 ) 3/2 ,
7 ), el <O | ) < Clbl,
CARS

It remains to estimate the terms ps and p,4 which involve the tensor F. For
ps3, using the continuity of the Riesz transform R; on L2, we obtain directly:

c [ ) C t ) ,
ﬁfo /ng el s = RS ;/0 /|ac|<5R [FislPdwds < ClIF 5,200,
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For the term p4, remark first that we have

12 ) 1/2
(/ |p4|2d:p) C< Z (/ (/ K, ;(z — y)F; ] dy) dx)
lz|<R lz|<R \J|y|>5R
) 1/2
<C / (/ F; dy) dx
; ( |z|<R \y|>5R |y|3| i

S CZR?)/Q/
i3

i 4| dy,
ly|>5R |?/|3 J

and then, for 0 < § < 1, and by the Holder inequalities we can write:

//KR‘M d”““d“CZ/ (/ ERPIE |F”\d:c)2ds

<C / /7|Fi7»|2d:pds
2.}, | wpE
1 ¢ )
302/7(1+|x|)2+5/0 IF,;|* ds dz
7/7]

< COlIFII%, 20,0 -

The lemma is proven. o

4.2 A stability result

Theorem 5 Let 0 < T < +o0. Let ug,, by, be divergence-free vector fields
such that (U, bo,) € By. Let F,, and G,, be tensors such that (F,,G,) €
ByL*(0,T). Let (w, by, pngn) be a solution of the (M HD*) problem:

( Oyu, = Au, — (v, - V)u, + (¢, - V)b, — Vp, + V- F,,
ob, = Ab, — (v, - V)b, + (¢, - V)u,, — Vg, + V- Gy,
V-u,=0, V-b,=0,

©,(0, ) = o, bu(0,) = bon.

(19)

\

which verifies the same hypothesis of Theorem [4).

If (ug ., boy) is strongly convergent to (U o, bo o) i B, and if the se-
quence (F,,, G,,) is strongly convergent to (Fu,, Gs) in BoL?*(0,T); then there
exists (Uso, Doy Poo, §oo) and an increasing sequence (ng)gen with values in N
such that:
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o (uy,, by,) converges *~weakly to (s, beo) in L>((0,T), Ba), (Vtty,, Vby,)
converges weakly to (Vue,, Vby) in BoL*(0,T).

o (u,,, b, ) converges strongly to (Us, bso) in LE_([0,T) x R3).

o For2 < vy < 5/2, the sequence (pn,, qn, ) converges weakly to (Poo, o)
in L3((O,T),L6/;) +L2((0,7), L2).

Moreover, (Uso, boo, Doo, §oo) @S a Solution of the problem (M HD*):

[ OUse = AU — (Uso * V) Uso + (boo - V)boo — Vpoo + V - Fy,
Orboe = Absy — (Uoo - V)b + (b - V)Uoo — Voo + V - G,
V-t =0, Vb =0,

0. = o, B0, = o

and verifies all the hypothesis of Theorem [4].

(20)

Proof. We will verify that the sequence (u,,b,) satisfy the hypothesis of
the Rellich lemma (see Lemma 6 in [10]). Remark first that: since for
2 < v we have that u,, b, is bounded in L>((0,7), By) C LOO((O,T),LfUW)
and moreover, since we have that Vu,, Vb, is bounded in ByL?(0,T) C
L*((0,T), Li}w), then for all ¢ € D(R?) we have that (pu,, ¢b,,) are bounded
in L2((0,T), H'). On the other hand, for the pressure p,, and the term ¢, we
write p, = pp1 + Dn2 With

3 3 3

pml:ZZRR Upilnj — Cnibnj)s  Dn2= — ZZ Foij)
i=1 j=1 =1 j=1

and we write g, = gn1 + @n2 With

in—ZZRR Unl n,J anunj Qn2 = — ZRR nzg
1 j=1

=1 j=1 =

From now on we fix v € (2, g), and using the interpolation inequalities and

the continuity of the Riesz transforms in the Lebesgue weighted spaces we
get that the sequence (p, 1, ¢s.1) is bounded in L3((0,T), wa) Indeed, for

the term p,; recall that by Lemma [2.2] we have that for 0 < v < 5/2 the
weight wg, /5 belongs to the Muckenhoupt class A,(R?) (with 1 < p < +00)
and then we can write:

3 1
1D RR (it )yl pors < ([ (0 ® wa)wn o5 < v/ a2l /oyl s

4,J

3 1
< vyl g (lvayul 2 + [l yo; Val| z2)2.
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The term g, is estimated in a similar way. Moreover we have that the
sequence and (py2, gn2) is bounded in L?((0,7), L?UV). With these informa-
tion, by equation (I9) we obtain that (¢d,u,,pd;b,) are bounded in the
space L2L% + L2W=16/5 12~ < L2((0,T), H2). Thus, we can apply
the Rellich lemma and there exists an increasing sequence (ny)gen in N, and
there exist a couple of functions (u, bs) such that (u,,,b,,) converges
strongly t0 (U, boo) in L2 ([0,T) x R?). We also have that (v,,,cp,) =
([0,T) x R?).

(Vi * Oc,,, . % 0, ) converges strongly to (Use, beo) in Li,

As (u,,b ) are bounded in L>*((0,T), L2, ) and (Vu,, Vb,) are bounded
in L2((0,7), L? ), we have that (u,,, by, ) converges *-weakly to (U, boo)
in L>=((0,7), L), and (Vu,,, Vb, ) converges weakly to (Vil,, Vby) in

L*((0,T), ww)' Moreover, by the Sobolev embeddings and the interpola-
tion inequalities we have that (u,,,b,, ) converges weakly to (U, bs) in
L3((0,T),L3 ). Also (vy,, ¢y, ) = (v, * Ocy, s Cny, * 95%) converges weakly

W3y /2
t0 (Uso, boo) in L3((0,T), Lf’ﬂ s ) since it is bounded in L3((0,7), Lf’ﬂs /2) In
particular, we may observe that the terms vy, ;un, j, Cn,.ibn,.j, Uny,ibn,,; and

Cny iU, j are weakly convergent in (L5/°L5/%),,. and thus in D'((0,T) x R3).

As those terms are bounded in L3((0,7), LY 2 ), they are weakly conver-
5
gent in L3((0,7T), Ly® ); and defining po = Poo1 + Poo,2 With

Wey
5
3 3
Poo,1 = § E RiRj<Uoo,iuoo,j - Coo,iboo,j)v § § R R ooz]
i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

and Goo = (Qoo,1 + 0,2 with

3

3
Goo,1 = Z Z R’LR] ('Uoo,iboo,j - Coo,iuoo,j)a Z R R oo 1]

i=1 j=1 =1 j=1

we obtain that (pn,1,¢n,1) are weakly convergent in L?’((O,T),L?U/%) to

(Poo1s @oo1), and moreover, we get that (p,, 2,qn,2) is strongly convergent
in L*((0,7), L) t0 (Poo2s doo,2)- S0, we have that (Use, Poo, Poos @) Verify
the three first equations in the system (M HD*) in D'((0,T) x R3).

It remains to verify the conditions at the time ¢ = 0. Remark that
(O, Oibyy) are locally in L2H 2, and then (u., by ) have representatives
such that ¢ — (us(t,.), bso(t,.)) is continuous from [0, 7)) to D'(R3) (hence
*-weakly continuous from [0,7") to By) and moreover, they coincide with
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U (0, .) +f0t Oy ds and b (0, .) +f(f 9ibso ds. Thus, in D'((0,T) x R?), we
have that

ng—-+0o0o ng—-+0o

t t
U (0,.) + / O ds =Us = lim u,, = lim wu, o+ / oy, ds
0 0

t
= U0 +/ Oy, ds,
0

which implies that u.(0,.) = U . Similar we have the identity b (0,.) =
booo. We conclude that (Us, Poo, Poos o) 1s a solution of the (M HD*) equa-
tions.

Our next task is to verify the local energy balance. We define the quantity
w, |* + by, [? |, [* 4 [bn, | [u,, [* | by,
Ay, =— ol T2l ARl P Bl g ((Bul oy Bulyy

Remark that by the information on (u,,b,) and by interpolation we have
(u,,b,) are bounded in L'*/3((0,T), LW? ) and then (u,,,b,,) are locally

W5~ /3
bounded in Li 08 12973 and locally strongly convergent in LZL2. So, (u,,,by,)
converges strongly in (L?L3),,.. Moreover, by Lemma 1] we have that
(Pny» Gn,, ) are locally bounded in Lf/ 2132 Thus the quantity A,, converges
in the distributional sense to

uoo2+b002 u002+b002 uOOQ bOOQ
Aw:_t(| "+ |)+A(| "+ \)_v.<(| - \)VOO)

2 2 2 2
+ Uy (V-Fy)+ by (V-Gy).
Moreover, recall that by hypothesis of this theorem there exist p,, a non-
negative locally finite measure on (0,7") x R? such that

[, [* + [bn, * [, [* + [bo, [*
2 2

u, > |b, |?

+V- ((unk ' bnk)cnk) + Up,, - (v ' Fnk) + bnk ' (v ' Gnk) = Hny,-

Then, by definition of A,, we can write A,, = |Vu,,|*+|Vby,,|* + tin,, and
thus we have A, = 11111 IV, |* + |Vby, |? + fin, -
Np—>100

at( ) - |vunk|2 - |Vbnk|2

) = A(
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Now, let ® € D((0,T) x R?) be a non-negative function. As v®(Vu,, +
Vb, ) is weakly convergent to v/®(Vuy, + Vby,) in L2L?, we have

// Ay o®drds = lim // A, ®dxds > limsup //(|Vunk|2 + |Vb,, [*)® dz ds
N —>+00 ng —+00

> //(|Vuoo|2 + |Vboo|*)® dx ds.

Thus, there exists a non-negative locally finite measure po, on (0,7) x R3
such that Ay = ([Vus|? + |Vbso|?) + peo, and then we obtain the desired
local energy balance:

[Uoo|* + [boc | [Uo|* + [boc |

L N B e
v (<|u;o|2 N |b;O|2)Voo> V- (patind) — V- (gaboc)

+ V(U * boo)Coo) t U - (V- Fy) + b - (V-G_) — oo

In order to finish this proof, it remains to prove the convergence to the initial
data (g, boso). Once we dispose of this local energy equality, as in (31))
we can write:

[ (t, 2)* + [bn (t, 7)

2 t
| ¢Rdx+/0 /<|Vun|2 T VbuP) b dads

2
24 1b 2 t 2 4 |p. |2
S/ |llo7n(ZL‘)| +| 07n(ZL‘)| (deSL’—i—/ /MA(dede
2 0 2
3.t 2 b.|2
+Z/ /[<|u;| + | ;| )Un,i_'_pnun,i]ai(bl% dx ds
i=1 70

3 ¢
- Z/Ov /[(un ’ bn>cn,i + ann,z]az(bR dx ds
i=1
t t
_ Z (/ /Fn,mun,j@igbR d[L‘ d$+/ /Fn7,~7j8iun7j ¢R d[L‘ dS)
0 0

1<i,j<3

t t
— Z (/ /Gn,i,jbn,j8i¢R dx d8+/ /Gmm@bm ¢R dx dS)
0 0

1<i,j<3
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Then we have:

Uy, t,fl? 2"‘ bnk t,fl? 2 !
Rl DBy grs [* (a2 + 19002 s

2 2 t 2 2
S/\uo<:c>| —g\bo<x>| gdeﬂ/ /Wmm“
0

3
+) t [(|u°°|2+|b°°|2)v  + Poolloo,i]O0p dx ds
— J, 9 9 00,1 Poocloo,i)OiPR

lim sup
ng—r—+o00

3 t
+ Z/O /[(uoo : boo)coo,i + qooboovi]@gbR dx ds
=1
¢ t
_ Z (/ /Foo,i,juoo,jai(b]{ dl’dS—i—/ /Foom@-uoo,j ¢R dl’dS)
0 0

1<i,5<3

t t
— Z (/ /Goo,i,jbow@i(b]g dxds —|—/ /Goo,i,j@-bood» (bR dzx dS)
0 0

1<i,5<3

Recalling that u,, = ug,, + fot diu,, ds, we may observe that u,, (¢,.)

converges to Uy (t,.) in D'(R?), hence, it converges weakly in L (R?) and

we can write:

t,z)[? t,z)|?
/7|u°°(2’x)| ¢Rdx§limsup/7|unk(2’x)| ordx.

ng—-+00

Moreover, this weakly convergence gives

t 2 t 2
/ /M(ﬁlgdxdsghmsup/ /W(ﬁ]gdl’d&
0 0

ng—-+o0o

and we have the same estimates for b,,. In this way we get

t,x2)]? + |ba(t, 2)|? !
e ¢Rd“/ /<\Vuoo\2+|v1ow|2> onduds
0

2 b 2 ¢ 002 b002
S/|U1(J(5U)| + [bo(2)] <Z5Rd:c+/ /%Aqbﬁfdxds
0

2

3
+) t [(|uoo|2 + |b°°|2)v + Poollooi]0iOr dz ds
— |, 2 2 00,1 Poocloo,i|OiPR
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3 t
+ Z/O /[(uoo : boo>coo,i + qooboo,l-]@-qu dx ds
=1
t t
_ Z (/ /Foo,i,juoo,jai(b]{ dl’dS—i—/ /Foo7i7jal-uoo7j (bR dl’dS)
0 0

1<i,j<3

t t
- > / / Gooijboo j0iR d: ds + / / Goo.ijOibo; Ordr ds).
0 0

1<i,j<3

Finally, letting ¢ go to 0, we have:

lim sup | (oo, boo) (1, ) [ Z26(ayin) < 110,00 D00} 1126 (0100
ﬁ

On the other hand, by weakly convergence we also have
1(00.00: 0,00 729 )ty < HIINE | (W, D) (E: )72 91

Thus we have the strong convergence to initial data in the Hilbert space

L?(¢r(z)dz).

5 Proof of Theorem

5.1 Local in time existence

Following the ideas of [§], for the function ¢g(z) = ¢(%) given in (I7), and the
Leray’s projector P, we define ug p = P(¢ruo), bor = P(¢prbo), Fr = ¢rF,

Gr = ¢rG; and we consider the approximated problem (MHDpg.):

( atuR,E - AuR,E - ((uR,E * 05) ' v)uR,e + ((bR,E * 06) : V)bR,e - va,E + V. FRa
atbR,e = AbR,e — ((uR,e * 96) : v)bR,e + ((bR,e * 96) : v)uR,e - VQR,E + V : GR7
V'UR7€:0, V~bR,€:O,

ur(0,°) = ugr, br(0,) = bgr.

\

By the Appendix in [§] (see the page 35) we know that ( MHDg,) has a
unique solution (ug., br.) in L>2((0, 4+00), L*)NL*((0, +00), H'), and more-
over, this solution belongs to C([0, +0c), L?) and it fulfills the hypothesis of
the Theorem [l Applying this result (for the case (v,c) = (ux* 6., b *6,))
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for every time 7j small enough:

2
C (1+ 100 Bo.)3, + 1(Fre, Grolizoy) To < 1.
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we have the controls:

sup | (a0, < O (141000 B0, + | (Fac, Gl lzzomy)
>U>10

and
IV(ure, br)llb,20m < C (1 + I(ao,7, bo.r) |5, + |(Fr., GR,e)||Zé2L2(o,TO)> :

Then, in the setting of Theorem Bl we set (ugn,,bon) = (U g, bo.r,)
F, =Fg,, G, = Gg, and (u,,b,) = (Ug,..,, br,..,); and letting R, — +oo
and €, — 0 we find a local solution of the (MHD) equations which verifies
the desired properties stated in Theorem [2

5.2 Global in time existence
Let A > 1. For n € N we consider the (MHD) equations with initial value
(Wo,n; bo,n) = (A"up(A™:), A"bo(A™)),
and the forcing tensors
(Fr, Gp) = (AF(A?, A™), A2 G (A2, A™)).
Then, by the local in time existence proved above, there exists a solution

(Vp,cn) on (0,7},), with

2
C (14 Vo com) 3, + 1(Fs Go)ly 201y ) T = 1.

Remark also that by the well-known scaling properties of the (MHD) equa-
tions we have

(Va(t, 1), cn(t, 7)) = (N1, (A*"t, \'z), \'b,, (A", \"x)),
where (u,,b,,) is a solution of the (MHD) on (0, \*"T},) associated with the

initial data (ug, bg) and then forcing tensors F and G.

At this point, we need the following simple remark which will be proved
at the end of this section.

Remark 5.1 If uy, by € By and F,G € By oL*(0,+00), then for all X > 1
we have:
)\n

lim = +00.
oo 1+ || (V0,05 €on) 13, + I|(Frn, Gi)ll3, 12
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Thus, for fixed A > 1, we have lim,,_, ., A>*T}, = +00. Then, for T' > 0, let
nr such that for all n > ngp, A*"T,, > T, then (u,,b,) is a solution of the
(MHD) equations on (0, 7).

We set now (w, (¢, x),d,(t, 7)) = (A\"Tu, (A\2"Tt, \"Tx), \"Tb,, (A\?"Tt, \"Tx)),
where we observe that for n > ny the couple (w,,, d,) is a solution of (MHD)
equations on (0, \"?"7T) with initial value (Vg n,., Cony) and forcing tensor
(F,.,,G,,). But, since we have A=2"7T < T,, ., then we obtain

T

2
c (1 + H(VOmTa CO,nT)H%%g + H(FnTa G”T)||2BQL2(O7)\_2"TT)> AT <1,
and thus, by Theorem [l we are able to write:

sup || (Wi, do) (8, )72 < COHNV0nr5 Com) I, I (Frs G ) 3, 120 a-207 1))
0<t<A~2nTT v

and

||V(Wn, dn) ||QBQL2(O7)\_2"TT) < C(1+H (VO,nTa CO,nT) ||QBQ+|| (FnTa GnT) ||QBQL2(O7)\_2"TT))'

From these estimates we get the following uniforms controls for u, and b,,:
1w, i) (D115, = A" (1, ba) (A8, )| 55,.

and
||V(Wn, dn)||QBQL2(O7)\_2"TT) >A"T ||V(lln, bn)HZBgLQ(O,T)'

In order to finish this proof, observe that we have controlled uniformly u,, b,,
and Vu,, Vb, on (0,7T) for n > ny. Then, we may apply Theorem [l to ob-
tain a solution on (0,7"). As T' > 0 is an arbitrary time, we can use a diagonal
argument to obtain a solution u,b on (0, 4+00). Finally, the control for the
solution (u, b, p, q) on (0,400) is given by Theorem [l o

Proof of Remark 5.1l It is enough to detail the computations for the
functions ug, and F, since the computations for by, and G, follows the

same lines.

It is straightforward to see that we have

Vol 1 / 2 1 / 2
——= —sup —— AN'ug(N'x)|* dr = sup ——— ug(x)|* der,
A" Rzli A" R2 a|<R | 0( )| RZII) ()\nR)2 B[ <ARR | 0( )|

45



and

1 1
lim sup ———= u 2dr = lim —/ ug(z)|? dz = 0.
i s e [ e = i @)

Moreover, remark that we have:

||Fn||2B2L2(0+ ) 1 oo
) —su NF(NE, A2)|? dx ds
oL sy [ RO )

1 +OO/ )
=sup ——— F(t,x)|" dx,
>1 (A"R)? /0 |x|§)\"R| (t,2)]

and

+00 1 +oo
lim sup — / F(t, z) 2drds = lim / / F(t,z)|? dzds = 0.
P—+o0 R>1:12' R |z|<R ‘ R—+o00 R2 0 |z|<R | ( )‘

A The 2D case

In this appendix we make a discussion on the 2D case which is more delicate
to treat. In comparison to the 3D case, the Leray projector is not bounded on
the space By(IR?), and for this reason one must be careful in the handling of
the pressure term in dimension 2. We indicate here how to treat the pressure
and moreover, we give a sketch of the proof of the local and global existence
of weak suitable solutions of the (MHD) system. It is worth remark that for
the (NS) equations, A. Basson obtained in his Ph. D. thesis [2] the local
existence of weak solutions for with initial data in Bo(R?). Thus, our main
contribution is the study of global weak solutions in the generalized setting
of the (MHD) system which contains the (NS) as a particular case.

Let us start recalling the Basson’s idea to handle the pressure term in
dimension 2. The main point consists in giving a useful decomposition for
the pressure. For this we shall fix some notation. First, we denote R the
vector field of the Riesz transforms and we shall write H;; the kernel of
the operator R;R; and we denote H = (H, ;). On the other hand, let ¢ €
D(R?) be a non negative function supported on B(0,2) such that ¢ = 1 on
B(0,1). For the function ¢ given, and for k& € N, we define the functions
Ur(z) = (277 12) — p(27%x) and i = p(27%32) — (275 22). Hence we
have, 1 (x) = 1 for all 2871 < |z| < 2843 and moreover, we have

sup(xx) C {z € R?: 2872 < || < 2FH1},
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and
sup(¢yy) C {r € R?: 2F < |z| < 2821

Then, for a index-family A that we shall set conveniently later, let (u,)aea
and (by)aca be two families of time dependent vector fields defined on
[0,7) x R?, and let (Fu)aca, (Ga)aca be two families of tensors defined
on [0,T) x R?. For a € A we denote

Ay =u,®u, —b,®b, —F,, (21)

and then we define the terms p, 1, Vpa,2, ¢a,1 and Vg, 2 as follows:

Pag = P(/8)R @ R(p(Aa)) + D xiR ® R(¢e(Aa)), (22)
Vpa2 =VI[(1 = ¢(z/8))R @ R(¢(Aq))]
— (23)

+ 3 V(1= xk)R @ R(ti(Aa))].
k=1

and

+o0
Go1 = P(@/8ROR(p(=Ga)) + D kR ® R(Ue(=Ga)),  (24)
k=1

Va2 =V[(1 = ¢(2/8))R © R(p(=Ga))]

+00
+ 3 V(1 - R © R (~E,))L )
k=1

Now, let us explain the general idea to study the local and global existence
of solutions in the 2D case. First, we will consider a (MHD)-type system
of approximated solutions (u,, by, pn, ¢,) where the key point is to split the
terms p, and ¢, as the expressions above. Thereafter, using a local energy
balance we will obtain a uniform bound on the approximated solutions. Fi-
nally, passing to the limit we will able to get a solution (u,b,p,q) of the
(MHD) system. Following these ideas we have the next result.

Theorem 6 (Local and global weak suitable solutions) Let 0 < T <
+o00. Let ug, by € Bo(R?) be divergence-free vector fields. Let F and G be
tensors belonging to BoL*(0,T). Then, there exists a time 0 < Ty < T such
that the system (MHD) has a solution (u, b, p, q) which satisfies :

e u, b belong to L=((0,Ty), By) and Vu, Vb belong to BoL*(0,Ty).
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o The pressure p and the term q are related to u, b, F and G as follows.
Let ¢ € D(R?) be a test function such that $(x) =1 on a neighborhood
of the origin. We define

D = (1 —$)0,0,G>.

where Gy = 5= ln(|71|) is the fundamental solution of the operator —A
(we have —AGy = dy). Then p and q can be defined by :

st x) =D ($0,0;Ga) % (uiu; — bib; — Fij)(t,x)

+30 [@isata =) = Do) it ustey) - 29

—bi(t,y)b;(t,y) — Fij(t,y)) dy,

and

a5(t,x) = Y (20:0,G5) % (=Gij)(t, x)

" (27)
£ 3 [@uiie =) = @il (~Gust.0)) dy.

e Themapt € [0,T) — (u(t,), u(t,-)) is x-weakly continuous from [0,T")
to By(R?), and for all compact set K C R? we have:

lim || (u(t, -) — o, b(t, -) — bo) || 2(x) = 0.

t—0

e The solution (u, b, p,q) is suitable : there exists a non-negative locally
finite measure i on (0,T) x R? such that:

2 b2 2 b2
:A(L‘ ;' | ) — |[Vul? — |[Vb]* - V- ([%—l—%—l—p]u)

vV ([(u-b)+qb) +u- (V-F)+b-(V-G)—

2_'_ b2
L

In particular we have the global control on the solution: for all 0 <t < Tj,
max{||(u, b)(t)||5,. IV (w, b5, 2001}

! (28)
< Cll(uo, bo)l[, + CI(F, G)lI5, 1200 + C/O L+ | (w. B)(s)| 5, ds.
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o Finally, if the data verify:
lim RQ/ lug ()| + |bo(2)|* dx = 0,
|| <R

and

400
lim R_Z/ / |F(t,2)|* + |G(t, z)|* dw dt = 0,
0 |lz|<R

then (u, b, p,q) is a global weak solution.

Sketch of the proof. This proof follows some of the main ideas of [2] and
thus we will only detail its main steps. The key is to obtain a prior: estimates
for the following approximated solutions. Let ¢r as in (7). Then, in [2],
Basson proves that we can take a sequence R, — 400 such that P(¢g,ug)
converges *-weakly to ug and P(¢g, bg) converges *-weakly to by in By. As
in section 0.1l we define ug, = P(ér,u0), bon = P(¢r,bo), Fr, = ¢r,F,
G, = ¢g,G; and we consider the solutions of the approximated problem
(MHD,):

( Ou, = Au,, — (u, - V)u, + (b, V)b, — Vp, + V- F,,
ob, = Ab,, — (u,, - V)b, + (b,, - V)u,, — V¢, + V- G,,,
V-u,=0,V-b, =0,

1, (0,-) = ug,, b,(0,-) = b,

\

which belongs to L>((0, 400), L*(R?))NL((0, +o0), H'(R?)), and moreover,
belongs to C([0, +0), L*(R?)). Now we write Vp, = Vp,1 + Vp, 2, where
the term p, ; is given by (22) and the term Vp,, 5 is defined in (23]). Similarly,
using the expressions (24]) and (25)) we write Vg, = Va1 + V@n2. We need
the following technical lemma.

Lemma A.1 Let F = (F,;)i<ij<2 € L}, be a tensor. Then we have

R E e < € [ PE)
VI~ 3 RR (o)l < € [ 2 d

~ G2 / G(W)F(y)] dy.

and
IVI(L = o(z/8))RiR; (0 Fi )] | oo m2) < C/w(y)lF(y)l dy
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Proof. We will proceed as Proposition 1. 2 in [3]. In dimension 2, the kernel
H satisfies |H(x)| < 2 and |VH(z)| < P |3 Remark that, for all £ € N, by

the localization propertles of the functions ¢ and yy, for |z — y| < 1+|y‘

have (1 — xx)(x)Yx(y) = 0 and Vxg(x)Yr(y) = 0. Then we can write

we

mnxmﬂﬁ@%:/ H,j(x — y)in(y) Foydy,

lo— y|> 1‘Hy\

and moreover

IVI(1 = xx) RiR; (YrF5 )] ()]

V0@ [ ) Pty
+4u—mxw/'lHyvmxx—wmwﬁm@\

<02k/1/1k /wk \F |
/wk w|<w~02%/w \FwMy

On the other hand, by the localization properties of the function ¢ we have
(1 —p(z/8))p(y) =0 and Ve(x/8)p(y) = 0; and the second estimate stated
in this lemma follows the same lines. o

With this lemma at hand, we get back to the expression (2I]) (where we
set @« = (n,1,7) € N x {1,2} x {1,2}) to obtain

IVI(1 = xx)RiR; (kanzj)]HLoo(R?
Ve, + [b,[?) / e[|
dy+C | /——————d
/ a+wy 1+

A~ 2_3k/wk(|un|2+ |bn|2)dy+2_3k/wk|lﬁ‘n|dy.

Then, after summation over k£ and using Hélder inequality in the term with
the forcing tensor, for 2 < 7y < 4 we obtain

u,|? + |b,|? F,|? 1/2
Wpnalli= < [P o ([ BL2) e

(1 + [a])? 1+ ||

hence [|Vpy 2|z~ is uniformly bounded. The same statement holds for g, ».

50



We study now the terms p,; and g, ;. First, let R > 1 fix, and we set
ko € N such that 2k~ < 2R < 2k, Thereafter, for the expression A, given
in (21I)), by the localization properties of the function y, we have:

[ e <0 [ foa/9R 0 RAo(A) ds
|z]<2R |z|<2R

ko+1
+C / kR @ R(¢x(An) [P da

k=1 7 [z[<2R

SC/ p(u, @ u, + b, @ b,)[2da
|z|<2R
ko+1 (30)
+C§:/ﬁ [ (0, ® w, + b, @b,)[*? dx

=1 Y [z[<2R
ko+1

e / GF 2+ O / i 2
k=1
gc/ mﬁ+mﬁm+c/ IF,.[*/2dz.
|z|<25°R |z|<25R

Similarly, for the term g,; we have the estimate:

/ \%ﬁMMgC/ G|/ dx.
lz|<2R |z|<25R

Once we have all these estimates, we are able to establish the global energy
controls (28)) for the approximated solutions (u,, by, pn, ¢,), where, for the
sake of simplicity, we will get rid of the index n and we shall write (u, b, p, q).

In this part of the proof we will proceed as in dimension 3, so we only
detail the main computations. Let 0 < ¢ty < t; < T, we define o, 4, ¢, () as in
(I2) so that a4, converges almost everywhere to 1y, ;) when  — 0 and
Orouy 1y 1, 1s the difference between two identity approximations, the first one
in ¢y and the second one in t;. Moreover, we always define ¢r as in (7).
Thus, we use the local energy balance to write the following estimate:
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//at(%)&mtoil(b]{ dx ds —|—/ |Vu‘2 + |Vb‘2 an,to,tl(bR dx ds

2 b 2
< //%an,to,tlAéRdxds
2 2 2
+ |b
+ Z//(M)Uﬂn,to,n@@%dxds+ //u - Vpordxds
i=1

2
+ Z//(u - b)bicvy 194, 0;0R dx ds + //b -Vqoprdrds
Z // 5, Wiy 10 1, ;@R dx ds — Z // O 00 4o 1 drdx ds

1<4,5<2 1<4,5<2
- > //G,jb Ut Oiprduds — //G”ab 1oy O A ds.
1<4,5<2 1<4,5<2

In each term in this estimate, first we divide by R?. Then we use the estimates
IVorlz~ < ¢/R and ||A¢r|z~ < ¢/R? (where we recall that R > 1).
Finally, for the terms involving the tensor F and G, we apply the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequalities and the Young inequalities with two constants Cy > 0
and C' = C(Cy) > 0, where the first constant Cj is arbitrarily small. Thus
we get:

1 ul? + |b|? 1
[P ondras+ 2 [[(vup+ 96P) ayigondeds

ul? + |b[?lu
_R2 //|| " |u|2 + |b| )Ozn to,t1 dz ds + D3 / ||2¢)0‘U¢0¢1 dx ds
x|<2

|z|<2R

+ o2 // dr(u-Vp+b-Vq)a, ., drds

J

v

(a)

+— / IF | 0.6, d ds + — // |Gty 104, d ds
|z|<2R |z|<2R

" R? //I |<2R(|Vu|2 + VD) g4, du ds.
_ (31)

Now, we need to estimate the term (a). We will only treat the term u - Vp
since the other term b - V¢ follows the same estimates. To control this term
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we use the decomposition Vp = Vp; + Vp, where p; and Vps are always
given by (22)) and (23) respectively. First, as we have div(u) = 0 then we
write

/¢Ru~Vpda::—/plu-V<de:c+/¢Ru~Vp2dx.

On the other hand, we will need the following estimate:by the interpolation
inequalities we have

/<253 [ufdz < [lpsrunlzs < Cllezspull:]|V(pzpu)] L2
< Cllezsrulli + C'llewrulizlesrVul. (32)

Thus, getting back to the previous identity, using the estimates (29) and (30),
and moreover, using the estimate ([B2)), for 2 < vy < 4 and 2 < vy < 10/3,
we obtain

c Vol 1/2
< ﬁ/ (|u|3 + |p1|3/2)dx + C’% (/ ¢R|u|2dx)
lo|<2R

hﬁ+ﬂﬁﬂx+0/—ﬂﬁﬁ—
(14 |=|)?

/gbRu -Vpdz

C
< (
R® Jigj<or

1
R?
dx

o C |F|?
+ E(HHHQBQ + |[bl|,) l¢rull 2 + ﬁH@UH%Q T C/ de

_C s, O 2 o Tl 4 O LR
_ﬁH%mqu+ﬁ”¢25RuHL2H¢25R ullz2 + A+ T

C C’
+ ﬁ”%mb”iz + §||<P25R|0||%2||<P25RV|D||L2

[IF|*

o ) ; , 2 o 9
+__u2+1,2(/ udo +——¢u2w+0/————%ﬂ
R(” I3, + IbllB,) |$|§2R‘ | R2 lorullz (1+ |z|)n

Thus, using this control on the term (a), we get back to estimate (31]) and
we obtain:
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1 ul? + |bl? 1
—// 8,5(M)an,to7tl¢3d:pds+ —2/ (IVul®> + |Vb|?) a1y, 65 dz ds
_m// (Jaf? + [bP)aty 00, ds
|z|<2R
N / lossrulls + @bl )ns ds + C / (lllg, + DI, ). ds
1 C,
+ C/ @’\90251%11”%2%,&),& ds + ﬁg / lpos RV U|F 20010 1, s

1 Co
+C/ﬁ”cp25RbHiQO”7,tO,tl d3+ﬁ/H9025RVb”%2an,to,t1 ds

F 2 + G 2 F 2 + G 2
-+ C/ (1 + %an,toild‘r) ds + C/ %amo’tl dx ds

C
+ ﬁ//<2R |]F|2+ |(G:r| )O[nto t1 d$d$+ —_— /|<2R |vu|2+ |Vb|2) Oémt()’tl d.[L'dS

Now, we let n goes to 0, and moreover, since for ¢y,t; two Lebesgue points

of the function Ag(s) = / lu(s, z)|> + |b(s, 2)|*¢r(z) dz, we have

ul? + |b|? 1
_// %825&777150,151(251% drds = 5 /3t()én,to,t1AR(5) ds,

and

' u 2 + b 2 1
lim — /%&t@n,to,mﬁb}% dxds = §(AR(t1) — Arl(to)),

n—0

then we get

L[ )R+ )P i)l + bl
[ - Jonda

2 2

1 t
+ —/ /(|Vu|2+ Vb ¢R) dx ds
R2 to
t1
< / 1+ Julls, + b, ds

to

+ C”FH2B2L2(t() tl) _'_ CHG”2BQL2(t() tl)

t1
+— / |Vu|? + |Vb|* dz ds.
|z|<25R
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Thereafter, by the continuity at 0 of the map t € [0,T) — (u,b)(t) €
L? (R?), we can let ¢ go to zero. Moreover, by the *-weak continuity of this
map we can let ¢; go to t € (0,7). Thus, for all ¢t € (0,7) we find

2+ b
o [ POR a0+ / /|qu+¢vm>¢R¢c

C(lluolf, + Ibolls,) + C”FHBQLQ(O,t) + ClIGI5, 20,4

t1
e / Lt [lullt, + [bll%, ds
to

C t
+%// (IVul? + |[Vb|?) dz ds.
R? ]y || <25R

In this estimate, we use first the Young inequalities and moreover, we take the
supreme on R > 1 to obtain the global energy control (28)]) for the approxi-
mated solutions. Once we have this global energy control, following the ideas
of A. Basson in [2], and using a slightly modification of Lemma 3.1 in [§], we
will able to obtain a subsequence (u,,, by, , Dn,, ¢n,) Which converges in the
sense of distributions to a local solution (u, b, p, q¢) of the (MHD) system on
[0, To], where

1
L+ ||(uo, bo) I, + [I(F, G) 1%, 120, 400)

T(]%

The pressure terms are given by the expressions Vp = Vp; + Vpo,
with p; = hm 0 Pry1 and Vp, = hm Vpnk 9; and Vg = V¢ + Vg, with

G = khm qn,wl and Vg = khm ank,g Moreover, p; and Vpy satisfy (22)
— 00 —00

and (23) (with u, = u) respectively. Similarly, the terms ¢; and Vg, satisfy
@4) and ([25). Thus, by Proposition Bl (with d = 2) we get that p can
be written as (26]) and ¢ can be written as (27)). Finally, rescaling the local
solution, we can obtain a global solution in the same way as in dimension 3.
See Section for the details. o
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