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DERIVATION OF THE HALL-MHD EQUATIONS FROM THE

NAVIER-STOKES-MAXWELL EQUATIONS

YI PENG, HUAQIAO WANG, AND QIUJU XU

Abstract. By using a set of scaling limits, the authors in [1, 36] proposed a framework
of deriving the Hall-MHD equations from the two-fluids Euler-Maxwell equations for
electrons and ions. In this paper, we derive the Hall-MHD equations from the Navier-
Stokes-Maxwell equations with generalized Ohm’s law in a mathematically rigorous way
via the spectral analysis and energy methods.

1. Introduction

The Hall-MHD equations have the following form in [0, T ]× R
3:

{

∂tu+ div(u⊗ u)−∆u+∇p = (∇×B)×B, divu = 0,

∂tB +∇× ((∇×B)×B)−∇× (u×B) = ∆B, divB = 0.
(1.1)

Here, u(t, x) and B(t, x) are the fluid velocity and magnetic field, and p is the pressure. The
equations (1.1) have been studied in physics for a long time and have many applications
in the field of physics such as earth generators, etc. In general, the Hall term ∇× ((∇×
B) × B) does not affect the properties of the magnetohydrodynamic equations. Under
strong magnetic field or when the plasma density is relatively small, such as the magnetic
field reconnection in space plasmas [21, 24], star formation [4, 40], geo-dynamo [31] and
so on, the Hall effect can not be ignored. Lighthill [29] first studied the Hall effects and
physically derived the Hall terms. Next, we sketch the formal derivation in [29]. Since the
fluids are composed of charged particles, their flow generates electric field E and magnetic
field B. Here the magnetic field B satisfies Ampere’s law:

j = ∇×B, (1.2)

where j is the current density, while the electric field E satisfies Faraday’s law:

∂tB = −∇× E. (1.3)

If ne and ni are the number densities of ions and electrons, we have

ρ = nimi + neme, u =
nimiui + nemeue

nimi + neme
,

where mi, me are the masses of ion and electron, ui and ue denote the velocities, ρ stands
for the charge density. Since mi is much larger than me (more than 1800 times), u is very
close to ui, j can be approximated as

j = ene(u− ue), (1.4)

where −ene is the electron charge density. The electrons and ions momentum equations
have the following form:

neme(∂tue + ue · ∇ue) = −∇pe −M − nee(E + ue ×B), (1.5)
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nimi(∂tui + ui · ∇ui) = −∇pi +M + niZe(E + ui ×B), (1.6)

where Z is the average charge of the ions, pi and pe are the pressures of ions and electrons,
M = −neeκj denotes the momentum loss of electrons per unit volume during the collision
and κ represents the resistivity. Since the left-hand side of (1.5) is very small compared
to the left-hand side of (1.6), by putting the left-hand side of (1.5) equal to zero, we can
get the following approximation:

E = κj +
∇pe

nee
− ue ×B. (1.7)

Combining (1.2), (1.3), (1.4) and (1.7), we can formally derive the second equation of (1.1)
when ene = 1 and κ = 1 (see [6, 29] and the references therein for more details).

However, the above formal derivation about Hall term may not be satisfactory. Since,
in general, Ampere’s law with Maxwell’s correction

j + ∂tE = ∇×B

is required in electromagnetic effects.
Notice that from the two-phase flow model or dynamic model, the Hall-MHD system

is derived through the two-layer scale limit (scaling limits) in reference [1, 36]. However,
in these literature, only a framework is provided and rigorous mathematical proof is not
given. In this paper, we want to rigorously derive Hall-MHD system (1.1) (a dimension-
less version) from the incompressible Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations with generalized
Ohm’s law, which takes into account the full electromagnetic phenomenon described by
the Maxwell system. We first consider the following scaled two-fluid incompressible Navier-
Stokes-Maxwell system stemming from [1] with parameters ε and γ:






























ε2 (∂tue + div (ue ⊗ ue)−∆ue) +∇pe = −α2(E + ue ×B)− β(ue − ui), divue = 0,

∂tui + div(ui ⊗ ui)−∆ui +∇pi = α2(E + ui ×B)− β(ui − ue), divui = 0,

γ2∂tE −∇×B = −j,

∂tB +∇×E = 0, divB = 0,

j = 1
η (ui − ue),

(1.8)
where 0 < ε2 ≪ 1 denotes the mass ratio of the electron to the ion, α denotes the ratio
of the electric energy to the thermal energy, β stands for the relaxation frequency of the
electron and ion velocities due to collisions. η denotes the ratio of the charge current scale
to the electron or ion current scales. γ > 0 is the ratio of the fluid velocity to the speed
of light.

Next, we will give a formal asymptotic analysis of equations (1.8). For fixed γ, setting
α2η = 1, and letting ui = u, p = pi + pe, and ε → 0, we can formally get the following
incompressible Navier-Stokes-Maxwell system with generalized Ohm’s law:



















1
η (E + u×B)− βηj +∇pe = j ×B, divj = 0,

∂tu+ div(u⊗ u)−∆u+∇p = j ×B, divu = 0,

γ2∂tE −∇×B = −j,

∂tB +∇×E = 0, divB = 0,

(1.9)

which enjoys the formal energy conservation law:

1

2

d

dt

(

‖u‖2L2
x
+ ‖B‖2L2

x
+ ‖γE‖2L2

x

)

+ ‖∇u‖2L2
x
+ βη2‖j‖2L2

x
= 0. (1.10)

Furthermore, letting γ → 0, and then cancelling out the terms E and j, the Hall-
MHD system (1.1) (a dimensionless version) is obtained formally. We know that for any
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initial data (u0, B0) ∈ L2(R3) such that divu0 = 0, there exists a global weak solution
(u,B) ∈ L∞(R+, L

2(R3))
⋂

L2(R+,H
1(R3)) to the system (1.1) (for example, see [7]).

Now, we begin to introduce the research history of the above systems. For the following
Navier-Stokes-Maxwell system with ideal Ohm’s law











∂tu+ div(u⊗ u)−∆u = −∇p+ j ×B, divu = 0,

∂tE −∇×B = −j, j = σ(E + u×B),

∂tB +∇× E = 0, divB = 0,

(1.11)

where σ > 0 is the electrical conductivity of the fluid, the existence of global and finite
energy weak solutions remains an interesting open problem, in both the dimensions d =
2, 3, for lack of compactness in the magnetic field B, which prevents taking limits in the
Lorentz force j ×B. However, existence results are available when more regularity on the
initial data is imposed. Masmoudi [30] built up the global existence and uniqueness of the
strong solutions to (1.11) in two dimensions with any large initial data (u0, E0, B0) ∈ L2×
Hs, s > 0. Later, Ibrahim-Keraani [25] established the global existence of strong solutions

to (1.11) for the small initial data (u0, E0, B0) ∈ Ḃ
1/2
2,1 ×H1/2 in three dimensions, and the

initial data (u0, E0, B0) ∈ Ḃ0
2,1×L2

log in two dimensions. These results are extended in [22]

to small initial data (u0, E0, B0) ∈ H1/2 in three dimensions, and (u0, E0, B0) ∈ L2 ×L2
log

in two dimensions by applying fixed point arguments. Recently, Arsénio-Gallagher [2]
studied global existence of weak solutions in largest possible functional spaces based on a
new maximal estimate on the heat equation in Besov spaces, under the hypothesis that
the initial data (u0, E0) lies in the energy space, and that the initial magnetic field B0 is
sufficient small in Hs(R3) with s ∈

[

1
2 ,

3
2

)

. For the initial data without any restriction,

they also built up the global existence of weak solutions to (1.11) in R
2. In particular, the

result in two-dimensional space improves the asymptotic limit established in [3] and the
global well-posedness result obtained in [30]. See also [26, 23] and the references therein
for more well-posedness results of the system (1.11).

There have been many research results for the Hall-MHD equations. Acheritogaray-
Degond-Frouvelle-Liu [1] proposed a framework of deriving the Hall-MHD equations from
the two-fluids Euler-Maxwell system for electrons and ions (see also [36]) and proved the
global existence of weak solutions in the periodic domain. Chae-Degond-Liu [7] obtained
the global existence of weak solutions and the local well-posedness of classical solutions in
the three-dimensional whole space. They also established the blow-up criterion and the
global existence of classical solutions for small initial data. Later, Chae-Lee [8] generalized
the results of [7]. Chae-Wolf [12] investigated the partial regularity of the weak solutions
of the three-dimensional Hall-MHD equations on the plane and obtained that the space-
time Hausdorff dimension of the set of possible singularities for a weak solution is at most
2. Chae-Schonbek [9] established the optimal time decay rate of weak solutions in the
three-dimensional whole space. Chae-Weng [12] considered the singularity formation for
the Hall-MHD equations without resistivity in R

3. Dumas-Sueur [18] investigated energy
conservation of weak solutions to the three-dimensional Hall-MHD equations. Dai [13]
established the regularity criterion of the 3D incompressible resistive viscous Hall-MHD
equations. Benvenutti-Ferreira [5] considered the stability of global large strong solutions.
Very recently, Dai [14] obtained the non-uniqueness of the Leray-Hopf weak solution by
using the convex integration scheme. For more results on the Hall-MHD equations, see
[17, 19, 34, 39]. For the generalized Hall-MHD equations, Dai-Liu [16] established the local
well-posedness in the Besov space. Chae-Wan-Wu [10] obtained the local well-posedness
of the smooth solution of the Hall-MHD equations with fractional magnetic diffusion. We
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refer the readers to [15, 27, 32, 37, 38, 41, 42] and the references therein for the well-
posedness results and the regularity criteria of the generalized Hall-MHD equations.

Compared to the system (1.11), there are very little researches have been done on (1.9).
The existence of weak solutions to (1.9) in energy space seems very challenging for lacking
of weak stability of the Lorentz force j×B included both in generalized Ohm’s law and the
momentum conservation equation, which also reflects the difficulties we encounter in the
asymptotic analysis of (1.9). In the present paper, we impose the hypothesis of existence
of the global and finite energy weak solutions to system (1.9).

Before starting the main result of this paper, let us first introduce the notations and
conventions used throughout this paper.

Notations:

(1) For any positive A and B, we use the notation A . B to mean that there exists a
positive constant C such that A 6 CB.

(2) The Fourier transform is defined by

Ff(ξ) = f̂(ξ) :=
1

(2π)
3

2

∫

R3

e−ix·ξf(x)dx,

and its inverse is defined by

F−1g(x) = ǧ(x) :=
1

(2π)
3

2

∫

R3

eix·ξg(ξ)dξ.

(3) For every p ∈ [1,∞], we denote the norm in the Lebesgue space Lp by ‖·‖Lp .
(4) For any normed space X, we employ the notation Lp ([0, T ],X) to denote the space

of functions f such that for almost all t ∈ (0, T ), f(t) ∈ X and ‖f(t)‖X ∈ Lp(0, T ).
We simply denote the notation Lp ([0, T ],X) by L

p
TX.

(5) The homogeneous Sobolev space Ḣs(R3), for any s ∈ R, as the subspace of tem-
pered distributions whose Fourier transform is locally integrable endowed with the
norm

‖f‖Ḣs =

(∫

R3

|ξ|2s
∣

∣

∣f̂(ξ)
∣

∣

∣

2
dξ

)
1

2

.

Now, we are ready to state our main result in this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let s ∈
(

1
2 , 1
)

be fixed. For any γ > 0, we assume that (uγ , Eγ , Bγ) is the
global and finite energy weak solution to the incompressible Navier-Stokes-Maxwell system
with generalized Ohm’s law (1.9) for some uniformly bounded initial data

(

u0γ , E0γ , B0γ
)

∈
(

Hs ×
(

L2
)2
)

(

R
3
)

,

with divu0γ = divB0γ = 0, and suppose that the initial data converges weakly in Hs×
(

L2
)2
,

as γ → 0, to some quantity
(

u0, E0, B0
)

∈
(

Hs ×
(

L2
)2
)

(

R
3
)

,

with divu0 = divB0 = 0. Besides, we also assume that

uγ ∈ L2
t Ḣ

1+s
x are uniformly bounded, (1.12)

and that for any δ > 0,

lim sup
γ→0

‖jγ≫‖L2
t,x,loc

= 0, (1.13)

where

j
γ
≫ = F−1

(

χ{|ξ|≥φ(γ
δ )}Fjγ

)

, φ(γ) = γ
2

2s−3 .



DERIVATION OF HALL-MHD EQUATIONS 5

Then, taking γ → 0, up to extraction of a subsequence, (uγ , Bγ) converges weakly to a global
and finite energy weak solution (u,B) of the Hall-MHD equations (1.1) (a dimensionless
version) with initial data (u0, B0).

Now, we sketch the strategy of proving this theorem and point out some of the main
difficult and techniques involved in the process. The convergence of the linear terms in
(1.9) is easy to handle with thanks to the formal energy conservation law. Furthermore,
the dissipation on u is clearly sufficient to establish the weak stability of the nonlinear
terms u×B and div(u⊗u). Thus, in order to prove the asymptotic limit of (1.9) rigorously,
it is sufficient to establish the convergence of the Lorentz force jγ ×Bγ towards j ×B, in
the sense of distribution. To this end, inspired by [3], we will take a careful analysis of
the frequency distribution of magnetic field Bγ , which is based on the spectral properties
of Maxwell operator. Unfortunately, it seems hopeless to prove that the operator

(

− Id

βη2γ2
1
γ2∇×

−∇× 0

)

is the infinitesimal generator of some contraction semi-group, which means that applying
Duhamel’s formula may be impossible. Moreover, the modified antisymmetric operators

(

− Id

βη2γ2
1
γ2∇×

− 1
γ2∇× 0

)

and

(

− Id

βη2γ2 ∇×
−∇× 0

)

,

both of them can be the infinitesimal generator of some contraction semi-group. However,
the analysis of the frequencies of Bγ seems difficult since the tricky term Bγ in the right-
hand side can’t be canceled out according to the Duhamel’s formula. Luckily, the same
problem doesn’t trouble us when we choose the modified antisymmetric operator as

(

− Id

βη2γ2
1
γ∇×

− 1
γ∇× 0

)

(see (2.4) in Section 2), since the term Bγ in the right-hand side will vanish after integrating
by parts (see (3.12) in Section 3). Furthermore, the systems we are dealing with are more
complex and require more sophisticated analysis and energy estimates.

The rest of the paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we establish spectral analysis
of linear Maxwell system in (1.9) and two useful lemmas. We provide a rigorous proof of
Theorem 1.1 in Section 3.

2. Spectral analysis

Now, let’s move on to the detailed spectral analysis on the Maxwell operator. Define






















G1 :=
(

1
γ2 − 1

γ

)

∇×B + 1
βη2γ2P

(

∂tu+ divG4 −∆u− 1
ηG3

)

,

G2 :=
(

1
γ − 1

)

∇× E =
(

1− 1
γ

)

∂tB,

G3 := u×B,

G4 := u⊗ u,

(2.1)

where P is the Leray projector onto divergence-free vector fields. Clearly, the Maxwell’s
system in (1.9) can be rewritten as











∂tE = − 1
βη2γ2E + 1

γ∇×B +G1,

∂tB = 1
γ∇× E +G2,

divB = 0,

(2.2)
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or, equivalently,

∂t

(

E

B

)

= A

(

E

B

)

+

(

G1

G2

)

, (2.3)

where Maxwell’s operator A is given by

A :=

(

− Id

βη2γ2
1
γ∇×

− 1
γ∇× 0

)

. (2.4)

More precisely, define

X :=
{

(E,B) ∈
(

L2
(

R
3
))2

: divB = 0
}

,

D (A) :=
{

(E,B) ∈ X : (PE,B) ∈
(

H1
(

R
3
))2
}

⊂ X,

then one can verify that the unbounded linear operator A : D(A) → X is closed and
that D(A) is dense in X. Moreover, for any λ > 0, a direct computation shows that the
operator

λId−A : D(A) → X

is bijective and that
∥

∥

∥
(λId−A)−1

∥

∥

∥
6 1

λ . In view of the Hille-Yosida theorem, there exists

a contraction semigroup denoted by
{

etA
}

t>0
with A being the infinitesimal generator

of it. Therefore, for any initial data (E0, B0) ∈ D(A) and any inhomogeneous term
(G1, G2) ∈ C1 ((R+) ,X) , the solution to (2.3) can be given by Duhamel’s formula:

(

E

B

)

= etA
(

E0

B0

)

+

∫ t

0
e(t−τ)A

(

G1

G2

)

(τ)dτ. (2.5)

Moreover, the Duhamel’s formula (2.5) remains well-defined provided (G1, G2) ∈ L1 (0, T,X) ,
(

E0, B0
)

∈ X. In fact, e(t−τ)A

(

G1

G2

)

(τ) is strongly measurable, since it is weakly mea-

surable for any t > 0, and L2
(

R
3
)

is separable. Notice that

τ →
∥

∥

∥

∥

e(t−τ)A

(

G1

G2

)

(τ)

∥

∥

∥

∥

X

is integrable, therefore

e(t−τ)A

(

G1

G2

)

(τ)

is Bochner integrable. Furthermore, one can easily verify that (2.5) is a weak solution of
(2.3) through approximation arguments in this setting.

In order to conduct a spectral analysis of A, taking the Fourier transform on (2.5), we
get

∂t

(

Ê

B̂

)

= Â(ξ)

(

Ê

B̂

)

+

(

Ĝ1

Ĝ2

)

, (2.6)

where

Â(ξ) =

(

− Id

βη2γ2
1
γ iξ×

− 1
γ iξ× 0

)

.

More precisely, for every ξ ∈ R
3 \ {0}, following [3], we define the 5-dimensional vector

subspace of C3 × C
3 as:

E(ξ) :=
{

(e, b) ∈ C
3 × C

3 : ξ · b = 0
}

,

then Â(ξ) : E(ξ) → E(ξ) is a linear finite-dimensional operator.
Now, we are ready to give a detailed analysis on the properties of the semigroup.
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Lemma 2.1. For any ξ ∈ R
3 \ {0}, such that |ξ| 6= 1

2βη2γ , there are three different

eigenvalues of Â(ξ) denoted by λ0 = − 1
βη2γ2 , λ+(ξ), λ−(ξ) with

λ±(ξ) =
−1±

√

1− 4β2η4γ2|ξ|2
2βη2γ2

. (2.7)

Additionally, the basis of the subspace E(ξ) can be made up by eigenvectors, which means

Â(ξ) is diagonalizable, moreover, the eigenspaces corresponding to λ0, λ+(ξ) and λ−(ξ)
are respectively given by

E0(ξ) = span

{(

ξ

0

)}

,

E+(ξ) =
{(

e

− i
γλ+

ξ × e

)

∈ C
3 × C

3 : e ∈ C
3, ξ · e = 0

}

=

{( − i
γλ−

ξ × b

b

)

∈ C
3 × C

3 : b ∈ C
3, ξ · b = 0

}

, (2.8)

E−(ξ) =
{(

e

− i
γλ−

ξ × e

)

∈ C
3 × C

3 : e ∈ C
3, ξ · e = 0

}

=

{( − i
γλ+

ξ × b

b

)

∈ C
3 × C

3 : b ∈ C
3, ξ · b = 0

}

. (2.9)

For any ξ ∈ R
3 \ {0} with |ξ| = 1

2βη2γ
, there are two different eigenvalues of Â(ξ) denoted

by λ0 = − 1
βη2γ2 , λ1 = − 1

2βη2γ2 , and the corresponding eigenspaces are respectively given

by

E0(ξ) = span

{(

ξ

0

)}

,

E1(ξ) =
{(

e

− i
λ1γ

ξ × e

)

∈ C
3 ×C

3 : e ∈ C
3, ξ · e = 0

}

=

{(

− i
λ1γ

ξ × b

b

)

∈ C
3 × C

3 : b ∈ C
3, ξ · b = 0

}

. (2.10)

In this case, Â(ξ) is not diagonalizable.

Proof. Suppose

λ

(

e

b

)

= Â(ξ)

(

e

b

)

,

where λ and

(

e

b

)

are eigenvalue and eigenvector of Â(ξ), respectively. Then we have

{

(

λ+ 1
βη2γ2

)

e = i
γ ξ × b,

λb = − i
γ ξ × e.

(2.11)

Firstly, e 6= 0, otherwise b = 0. Notice that ξ · b = 0, then b = 0 and ξ × e = 0 provided
λ = − 1

βη2γ2 . Thus λ = − 1
βη2γ2 is an eigenvalue of Â(ξ) with the corresponding eigenspace

given by E0(ξ) = span

{(

ξ

0

)}

.
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Now, setting λ 6= − 1
βη2γ2 , multiplying (2.11) by ξ, we have

ξ · e = 0, βη2γ2λ2 + λ+ βη2ξ2 = 0,

whose roots λ+(ξ) and λ−(ξ) are exactly given by (2.7).
While |ξ| = 1

2βη2γ
, λ+(ξ) = λ−(ξ) = − 1

2βη2γ2 and the corresponding eigenspace E1(ξ) is
defined by (2.10), then one can verify that the operator Â(ξ) is not diagonalizable in this
condition.

Next, setting |ξ| 6= 1
2βη2γ

, λ+(ξ) and λ−(ξ) are different. The corresponding eigenspaces

E+(ξ) and E−(ξ) are given by (2.8) and (2.9), respectively. Therefore, Â(ξ) is diagonaliz-
able in this case. Furthermore, these eigenspaces are not orthogonal to each other since
the operator Â(ξ) is not symmetric. We complete the proof of Lemma 2.1. �

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that 1 < K < 2 is a fixed constant. For any ξ ∈ R
3 \ {0}, λ±(ξ)

are the eigenvalues of Â(ξ) defined by (2.7), then we have the following estimates.
If |ξ| 6 1

2βη2γ
,

−2βη2|ξ|2 6 λ+(ξ) 6 −βη2|ξ|2, − 1

βη2γ2
6 λ−(ξ) 6 − 1

2βη2γ2
,

moreover, if |ξ| 6 1
2Kβη2γ

,
∣

∣

∣

∣

λ−(ξ)
λ−(ξ)− λ+(ξ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6
K√

K2 − 1
,

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ+(ξ)

λ−(ξ)− λ+(ξ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

. γ2|ξ|2.

If |ξ| > 1
2βη2γ

,

|λ+(ξ)| = |λ−(ξ)| =
|ξ|
γ
, ℜ (λ+(ξ)) = ℜ (λ−(ξ)) = − 1

2βη2γ2
,

moreover, if |ξ| > K
2βη2γ

,
∣

∣

∣

∣

λ±(ξ)
λ−(ξ)− λ+(ξ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6
K

2
√
K2 − 1

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

λ−(ξ)− λ+(ξ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6
K

2
√
K2 − 1

γ

|ξ| .

Proof. We first consider the case |ξ| 6 1
2βη2γ

. Note that

λ+(ξ) =
−1 +

√

1− 4β2η4γ2|ξ|2
2βη2γ2

=
−4β2η4γ2|ξ|2

2βη2γ2
(

1 +
√

1− 4β2η4γ2|ξ|2
)

=
−2βη2|ξ|2

1 +
√

1− 4β2η4γ2|ξ|2
,

then we have −2βη2|ξ|2 6 λ+(ξ) 6 −βη2|ξ|2. The similar estimate on λ−(ξ) is trivial.
Furthermore, one has

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ−(ξ)
λ−(ξ)− λ+(ξ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
1 +

√

1− 4β2η4γ2|ξ|2
2
√

1− 4β2η4γ2|ξ|2
6

1
√

1− 4β2η4γ2|ξ|2
6

K√
K2 − 1

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ+(ξ)

λ−(ξ)− λ+(ξ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
1−

√

1− 4β2η4γ2|ξ|2
2
√

1− 4β2η4γ2|ξ|2

=
2β2η4γ2|ξ|2

√

1− 4β2η4γ2|ξ|2
(

1 +
√

1− 4β2η4γ2|ξ|2
)

. γ2|ξ|2,
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provided |ξ| 6 1
2Kβη2γ .

Next, focusing on the case |ξ| > 1
2βη2γ

, writing

λ±(ξ) =
1

2βη2γ2

(

−1± i
√

4β2η4γ2|ξ|2 − 1
)

,

we get

|λ+(ξ)| = |λ−(ξ)| =
|ξ|
γ
, ℜ (λ+(ξ)) = ℜ (λ−(ξ)) = − 1

2βη2γ2
.

Furthermore, assuming |ξ| > K
2βη2γ

, one has
∣

∣

∣

∣

λ±(ξ)
λ−(ξ)− λ+(ξ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
βη2γ2

√

4β2η4γ2|ξ|2 − 1

|ξ|
γ

=
1

√

4− 1
β2η4γ2|ξ|2

6
K

2
√
K2 − 1

,

and the last estimate is followed. �

3. Proof of the main result

In this section, we study the asymptotic limit of the incompressible Naiver-Stokes-
Maxwell system with generalized Ohm’s law (1.9) based on the spectral analysis estab-
lished in Section 2.

Here, we consider a family of global and finite energy weak solutions (uγ , Eγ , Bγ) to
(1.9) with uniformly bounded initial data:

(

u0γ , E0γ , B0γ
)

∈ L2(R3)× L2(R3)× L2(R3).

Recall that the formal energy conservation law (1.10) implies that the following uniform
bounds of the weak solutions (uγ , Eγ , Bγ):

uγ ∈ L∞
t L2

x ∩ L2
t Ḣ

1
x, (B

γ , γEγ) ∈ L∞
t L2

x, j
γ ∈ L2

t,x.

Therefore, up to extraction of subsequences, we have the following weak convergences as
γ → 0 :

(

u0γ , E0γ , B0γ
)

⇀
(

u0, E0, B0
)

in L2
x,

(uγ , Bγ) ⇀∗ (u,B) in L∞
t L2

x,

jγ ⇀ j in L2
t,x.

From the Faraday’s equation in (1.9), we know that

Eγ = −∂tA
γ , where ∇×Aγ = Bγ and divAγ = 0,

which implies Eγ enjoys some kind of uniform weak bound. Thus, the weak stability of
linear terms in (1.9) is deduced. Furthermore, combining the generalized Ohm’s law and
the momentum conservation equation in (1.9), we find that

∂tu
γ is uniformly bounded in L2

t,locH
−3
x . (3.1)

By virtue of the Sobolev embedding and the regularity hypothesis (1.12), uγ is uniformly
bounded in

L∞
t L2

x ∩ L2
t Ḣ

1
x ∩ L2

t Ḣ
1+s
x ⊂ L∞

t L2
x ∩ L2

tL
6
x ∩ L2

tL
∞
x ,

then a routine application of classical compactness result by Aubin and Lions [35] implies
that u is relatively compact in the strong topology of L2

t,x,loc. Inserting the bounds on Bγ ,
we have

uγ ×Bγ ∈ L2
tL

2
x, uγ ⊗ uγ ∈ L2

tL
2
x, ∇ (uγ ⊗ uγ) ∈ L2

tL
3

3−s
x , (3.2)
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whence,

G
γ
3 := uγ ×Bγ ⇀ G3 := u×B in L2

t,x,

G
γ
4 := uγ ⊗ uγ ⇀ G4 := u⊗ u in L2

t,x. (3.3)

From the Faraday’s law, one has

∂tB
γ = ∇×G

γ
3 − βη2∇× jγ − η∇× (jγ ×Bγ) ,

then Bγ is relatively compact in C([0, T ],H−1) through standard compactness arguments.
Therefore, taking the weak limit in the Faraday’s law, one obtains that B ∈ L∞

t L2
x solves

∂tB = βη2∆B +∇×G3 − η∇× (∂tu+ divG4 −∆u)

with the initial data B0 ∈ L2
x. Finally, we have from Duhamel’s principle that:

B = eβη
2∆tB0 +

∫ t

0
eβη

2∆(t−τ) [∇×G3 − η∇× (∂τu+ divG4 −∆u)] dτ,

then, after taking Fourier transformation, we have

B̂ = e−βη2|ξ|2tB̂0 +

∫ t

0
e−βη2|ξ|2(t−τ)

[

iξ × Ĝ3 − ηiξ ×
(

∂τ û+ iξ · Ĝ4 + |ξ|2u
)]

dτ. (3.4)

Thus, in order to establish the asymptotic limit of the Navier-Stokes-Maxwell system
(1.9), there only remains to establish the weak stability of the Lorentz force jγ×Bγ , which
will follow from a careful combination of frequency analysis onBγ and the hypothesis (1.13)

on the very high frequencies of j. Therefore, we decompose the initial data (Ê0γ , B̂0γ) ∈ X

and the inhomogeneous terms (Ĝγ
1 , Ĝ

γ
2) ∈ L1(0, T,X) based on the spectral analysis in

Section 2.
Applying Lemma 2.1, for almost every ξ ∈ R

3, one has
(

Ê0γ

B̂0γ

)

=

(

Ê0γ ·ξ
|ξ|2 ξ

0

)

+

( − i
γλ−

ξ × b0γ

b0γ

)

+

(

e0γ

− i
γλ−

ξ × e0γ

)

, (3.5)

or, equivalently,
{

se0γ = Ê0γ + i
γλ−

ξ × B̂0γ ,

sb0γ = B̂0γ + i
γλ−

ξ × Ê0γ ,
(3.6)

where s = λ−(ξ)−λ+(ξ)
λ−(ξ) , ξ · e0γ = ξ · b0γ = 0. Therefore, according to Lemma 2.2, we get

∣

∣se0γ
∣

∣ 6
∣

∣

∣Ê0γ
∣

∣

∣+
∣

∣

∣B̂0γ
∣

∣

∣ ,
∣

∣sb0γ
∣

∣ 6
∣

∣

∣Ê0γ
∣

∣

∣+
∣

∣

∣B̂0γ
∣

∣

∣ . (3.7)

Similarly, define






Ĝ
γ
1 := 1

γ2

{

(1− γ) iξ × B̂γ + 1
βη

[

∂tû
γ + iξ · Ĝγ

4 + |ξ|2ûγ − 1
η Ĝ

γ
3

]}

,

Ĝ
γ
2 :=

(

1− 1
γ

)

∂tB̂
γ ,

(3.8)

and then applying Lemma 2.1, one has
(

Ĝ
γ
1

Ĝ
γ
2

)

=

(

Ĝγ
1
·ξ

|ξ|2 ξ

0

)

+

( − i
γλ−

ξ × bγ

bγ

)

+

(

eγ

− i
γλ−

ξ × eγ

)

, (3.9)

for almost every ξ ∈ R
3, or, equivalently,

{

seγ = Ĝ
γ
1 +

i
γλ−

ξ × Ĝ
γ
2 ,

sbγ = Ĝ
γ
2 +

i
γλ−

ξ × Ĝ
γ
1 ,

(3.10)
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where ξ · eγ = ξ · bγ = 0. Hence, from Lemma 2.2, we obtain

|seγ | 6
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
1

∣

∣

∣+
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
2

∣

∣

∣ , |sbγ | 6
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
1

∣

∣

∣+
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
2

∣

∣

∣ . (3.11)

Letting the operator etÂ acts on (3.5) and on (3.9) respectively, combining Lemma 2.1,
then we have

etÂ
(

Ê0γ

B̂0γ

)

= e
− 1

βη2γ2

(

Ê0·ξ
|ξ|2 ξ

0

)

+ etλ+

( − i
γλ−

ξ × b0γ

b0γ

)

+ etλ−

(

e0γ

− i
γλ−

ξ × e0γ

)

,

and

etÂ
(

Ĝ
γ
1

Ĝ
γ
2

)

= e
− 1

βη2γ2

(

Ĝγ
1
·ξ

|ξ|2 ξ

0

)

+ etλ+

( − i
γλ−

ξ × bγ

bγ

)

+ etλ−

(

eγ

− i
γλ−

ξ × eγ

)

.

Substituting them into (2.5) implies that

B̂γ = etλ+b0γ − i

γλ−
etλ−ξ × e0γ +

∫ t

0
e(t−τ)λ+bγ − i

γλ−
e(t−τ)λ−ξ × eγdτ.

Notice that

− i

γλ−
ξ × e0γ = B̂0γ − b0γ ,

− i

γλ−
ξ × eγ = Ĝ

γ
2 − bγ ,

sbγ = Ĝ
γ
2 +

i

γλ−
ξ × Ĝ

γ
1 ,

one has

B̂γ = etλ−B̂0γ +
(

etλ+ − etλ−

)

b0γ +

∫ t

0

(

e(t−τ)λ+ − e(t−τ)λ−

)

bγ + e(t−τ)λ−Ĝ
γ
2dτ

= etλ−B̂0γ +
(

etλ+ − etλ−

)

b0γ +

∫ t

0

[

λ−
λ− − λ+

e(t−τ)λ+ − λ+

λ− − λ+
e(t−τ)λ−

]

Ĝ
γ
2dτ

+
i

γ(λ− − λ+)

∫ t

0

(

e(t−τ)λ+ − e(t−τ)λ−

)

ξ × Ĝ
γ
1dτ.

Combining (3.8) and integrating by parts in t yields that

B̂γ = γetλ−B̂0γ + γ(etλ+ − etλ−)b0γ +
1− γ

λ− − λ+

(

λ−e
tλ+ − λ+e

tλ−

)

B̂0γ

+
i

βηγ2(λ−−λ+)

∫ t

0

(

e(t−τ)λ+−e(t−τ)λ−

)

ξ ×
(

∂τ û
γ + iξ · Ĝγ

4 + |ξ|2ûγ − 1

η
Ĝ

γ
3

)

dτ,

(3.12)

where the term B̂γ in the right-hand side vanishes. In order to cancel out the term ∂tû
γ ,

we integrate by parts in t again to get

B̂γ = γetλ−B̂0γ +
1− γ

λ− − λ+

(

λ−e
tλ+ − λ+e

tλ−

)

B̂0γ

+ γ
(

etλ+ − etλ−

)

b0γ − i

βηγ2 (λ−−λ+)

(

etλ+−etλ−

)

ξ × û0γ

− i

βηγ2(λ−−λ+)

∫ t

0
(λ−e

(t−τ)λ−−λ+e
(t−τ)λ+)ξ × ûγdτ
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+
i

βηγ2(λ− − λ+)

∫ t

0

(

e(t−τ)λ+ − e(t−τ)λ−

)

ξ ×
(

iξ · Ĝγ
4 + |ξ|2ûγ − 1

η
Ĝ

γ
3

)

dτ.

(3.13)

Recall that we want to establish the convergence of Lorentz force jγ ×Bγ towards j ×B,
in the sense of distribution. To this end, we strengthen the convergence of Bγ towards B,
which can be given by (3.4). Whence, motivated by [3], we decompose Bγ into five parts

Bγ = B
γ
≪ +B

γ
< +Bγ

∼ +B
γ
> +B

γ
≫,

where

B
γ
≪ = F−1

(

χ{06|ξ|6R}B̂
γ
)

,

B
γ
< = F−1

(

χ{

R<|ξ|6 1

2Kβη2γ

}B̂γ

)

,

Bγ
∼ = F−1

(

χ{

1

2Kβη2γ
<|ξ|6 K

2βη2γ

}B̂γ

)

,

B
γ
> = F−1

(

χ{

K

2βη2γ
<|ξ|6φ(γ

δ )
}B̂γ

)

,

B
γ
≫ = F−1

(

χ{|ξ|>φ(γ
δ )}B̂

γ
)

,

for some fixed constant 1 < K < 2, which will be determined later, for any large radius
0 < R < 1

2Kβη2γ
and for some small parameter δ > 0. Hence, for any ϕ ∈ C∞

c

(

R
+ × R

3
)

,

we have
∫

R+×R3

(jγ ×Bγ − j ×B) · ϕ dtdx

=

∫

R+×R3

jγ × (Bγ
≪ −B≪) · ϕ dtdx+

∫

R+×R3

jγ × (B≪ −B) · ϕ dtdx

+

∫

R+×R3

(jγ − j)×B · ϕ dtdx+

∫

R+×R3

jγ × (Bγ
< +Bγ

∼ +B
γ
>) · ϕ dtdx

+

∫

R+×R3

(jγ ×B
γ
≫) · ϕ dtdx. (3.14)

Firstly, we handle with the last term in (3.14), which can be recast as
∫

R+×R3

(jγ ×B
γ
≫) · ϕ dtdx =

∫

R+×R3

jγ ×F−1
(

χ{|ξ|>φ(γ
δ )}B̂

γ
)

· ϕ dtdx

=

∫

R+×R3

jγ ×F
(

χ{|ξ|>φ(γ
δ )}B̌

γ
)

· ϕ dtdx

=

∫

R+×R3

χ{|ξ|>φ(γ
δ )}F (jγϕ)× B̌γ dtdx

=

∫

R+×R3

(jγϕ)≫ ×Bγ dtdx,

where

(jγϕ)≫ = F−1
(

χ{|ξ|>φ(γ
δ )}F (jγϕ)

)

.

Noted that for any δ > 0 and ϕ ∈ C∞
c

(

R
+ × R

3
)

∥

∥(jγϕ)≫
∥

∥

2

L2
t,x

=

∫

R+×R3

(

(jγϕ)≫
)

≫ jγϕ dtdx
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=

∫

R+×R3

(jγϕ)≫ jγϕ dtdx

.
∥

∥(jγϕ)≫
∥

∥

L2
t,x,loc

,

and

∥

∥(jγϕ)≫
∥

∥

L2
t,x,loc

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

F−1

(∫

R3

jγ(y)ϕ(y)e−iy·ξdyχ{|ξ|>φ(γ
δ )}
)∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
t,x,loc

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

F−1

(∫

R3

jγ
(

z

|ξ|

)

ϕ

(

z

|ξ|

)

e
−iz·ξ
|ξ|

1

|ξ|dzχ{|ξ|>φ(γ
δ )}
)∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
t,x,loc

.

Letting γ → 0 in the above equality, and applying the assumption (1.13) on the very high
frequencies of jγ , we have

lim sup
γ→0

∥

∥(jγϕ)≫
∥

∥

2

L2
t,x

. lim sup
γ→0

∥

∥(jγ)≫
∥

∥

L2
t,x,loc

= 0. (3.15)

Now, we deal with the term B
γ
≪ −B≪. For any small h > 0, applying Lemma 2.2 and

the estimates (3.7) and (3.11), we find from (3.12) that
∣

∣

∣
B̂

γ
≪(t+ h)− B̂

γ
≪(t)

∣

∣

∣

. e
− 1

2βη2γ2
t
(∣

∣

∣γB̂0γ
∣

∣

∣+
∣

∣γb0γ
∣

∣+ γ2|ξ|2
∣

∣

∣B̂0γ
∣

∣

∣

)

χ{06|ξ|6R}

+ e−βη2|ξ|2th|ξ|2
(

∣

∣γb0γ
∣

∣+
∣

∣

∣B̂0γ
∣

∣

∣

)

χ{06|ξ|6R}

+

∫ t

0

[

e−βη2|ξ|2(t−τ)h|ξ|2 + e
− 1

2βη2γ2
(t−τ)

]

(

|ξ| |∂τ ûγ |+ |ξ|2
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
4

∣

∣

∣+ |ξ|3 |ûγ |+ |ξ|
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
3

∣

∣

∣

)

χ{06|ξ|6R}dτ

+

∫ ∞

0
χ[0,h](v)

(

e−βη2|ξ|2v+e
− 1

2βη2γ2
v
)

(

|ξ| |∂τ ûγ |+|ξ|2
∣

∣

∣
Ĝ

γ
4

∣

∣

∣
+|ξ|3 |ûγ |+|ξ|

∣

∣

∣
Ĝ

γ
3

∣

∣

∣

)

(t+ h− v)χ{06|ξ|6R}dv.

Thus
∥

∥

∥B̂
γ
≪(t+ h)− B̂

γ
≪(t)

∥

∥

∥

L2

t,loc
L2

ξ

. γ
∥

∥

∥
e
− 1

2βη2γ2
t
∥

∥

∥

L2
t

(

∥

∥

∥
Ê0γ

∥

∥

∥

L2
x

+
∥

∥

∥
B̂0γ

∥

∥

∥

L2
x

)

+ h

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥
e−βη2|ξ|2t

∥

∥

∥

L2
t

|ξ|2
(∣

∣

∣
Ê0γ

∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣

∣
B̂0γ

∣

∣

∣

)

χ{06|ξ|6R}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

ξ

+ h

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥e−βη2|ξ|2t
∥

∥

∥

L1

t

∥

∥

∥|ξ|3 |∂tûγ |+ |ξ|4
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
4

∣

∣

∣+|ξ|5 |ûγ |+ |ξ|3
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
3

∣

∣

∣

∥

∥

∥

L2

t,loc

χ{06|ξ|6R}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

ξ

+
∥

∥

∥e
− 1

2βη2γ2
t
∥

∥

∥

L1
t

∥

∥

∥

(

|ξ||∂tûγ |+|ξ|2
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
4

∣

∣

∣+ |ξ|3|ûγ |+ |ξ|
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
3

∣

∣

∣

)

χ{06|ξ|6R}

∥

∥

∥

L2

t,loc
L2

ξ

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥
e−βη2|ξ|2tχ[0,h](t)

∥

∥

∥

L1
t

∥

∥

∥
|ξ||∂tûγ |+|ξ|2

∣

∣

∣
Ĝ

γ
4

∣

∣

∣
+|ξ|3|ûγ |+|ξ|

∣

∣

∣
Ĝ

γ
3

∣

∣

∣

∥

∥

∥

L2

t,loc

χ{06|ξ|6R}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

ξ

+
∥

∥

∥e
− 1

2βη2γ2
t
χ[0,h](t)

∥

∥

∥

L1

t

∥

∥

∥

(

|ξ||∂tûγ |+|ξ|2
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
4

∣

∣

∣+|ξ|3|ûγ |+|ξ|
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
3

∣

∣

∣

)

χ{06|ξ|6R}

∥

∥

∥

L2

t,loc
L2

ξ

.
(

γ2 + hR
)

(

∥

∥E0γ
∥

∥

L2
x

+
∥

∥B0γ
∥

∥

L2
x

)

+
(

h+ γ2
)

(R4 ‖∂tuγ‖L2

t,loc
Ḣ

−3
x

+R2 ‖uγ‖L2

t,loc
Ḣ1

x
)

+
(

h+ γ2
)

(

R2
∥

∥

∥
Ĝ

γ
4χ{06|ξ|6R}

∥

∥

∥

L2

t,loc
L2

ξ

+R
∥

∥

∥
Ĝ

γ
3χ{06|ξ|6R}

∥

∥

∥

L2

t,loc
L2

ξ

)

.
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By virtue of the uniform estimates of Gγ
3 and G

γ
4 in (3.3) and ‖∂tuγ‖L2

t,loc
Ḣ−3

x
in (3.1), and

applying Plancherel’s theorem, we obtain

lim sup
h→0

sup
γ

‖Bγ
≪(t+ h)−B

γ
≪(t)‖L2

t,loc
L2
ξ
= 0,

whence, utilizing Riesz-Fréchet-Kolmogorov compactness criterion (for more details, see
[43]), the relative compactness of Bγ

≪ in the strong topology of L2
t,x,loc can be deduced,

that is,

B
γ
≪ → B≪ in L2

t,x,loc, (3.16)

where B≪ = F−1
(

χ{06|ξ|6R}B̂
)

.

Next, we handle with the term B
γ
<. Employing Lemma 2.2 and the estimates (3.7) and

(3.11), from (3.13), we find that
∣

∣

∣
B̂

γ
<

∣

∣

∣

.
(

e−βη2|ξ|2t + e
− 1

2βη2γ2
t
)(

∣

∣γb0γ
∣

∣+
∣

∣

∣
B̂0γ

∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣ξ × û0γ
∣

∣

)

χ{

R<|ξ|6 1

2Kβη2γ

}

+ γe
− 1

2βη2γ2
t
∣

∣

∣
B̂0γ

∣

∣

∣
+

∫ t

0

[

1

γ2
e
− 1

2βη2γ2
(t−τ)

+ |ξ|2e−βη2|ξ|2(t−τ)

]

|ξ × ûγ |χ{

R<|ξ|6 1

2Kβη2γ

}dτ

+

∫ t

0
e−βη2|ξ|2(t−τ)

(

|ξ|2
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
4

∣

∣

∣+|ξ|3 |ûγ |+ |ξ|
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
3

∣

∣

∣

)

χ{

R<|ξ|6 1

2Kβη2γ

}dτ.

Then, one has
∥

∥

∥
B̂

γ
<

∥

∥

∥

L2
t,locL

2
ξ

.

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥
e−βη2|ξ|2t

∥

∥

∥

L2
t

(∣

∣

∣
Ê0γ

∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣

∣
B̂0γ

∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣ξ × û0γ
∣

∣

)

χ{

R<|ξ|6 1

2Kβη2γ

}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
ξ

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

|ξ|2
∥

∥

∥e−βη2|ξ|2t
∥

∥

∥

L1
t

‖ξ × ûγ‖L2
t,loc

χ{

R<|ξ|6 1

2Kβη2γ

}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
ξ

+
1

γ2

∥

∥

∥
e
− t

2βη2γ2

∥

∥

∥

L1
t

∥

∥

∥

∥

ξ × ûγχ{

R<|ξ|6 1

2Kβη2γ

}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
t,locL

2
ξ

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥
e−βη2|ξ|2t

∥

∥

∥

L1
t

∥

∥

∥
|ξ|2

∣

∣

∣
Ĝ

γ
4

∣

∣

∣
+ |ξ|3 |ûγ |+|ξ|

∣

∣

∣
Ĝ

γ
3

∣

∣

∣

∥

∥

∥

L2
t,loc

χ{

R<|ξ|6 1

2Kβη2γ

}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
ξ

.
1

R

(

∥

∥E0γ
∥

∥

L2
x
+
∥

∥B0γ
∥

∥

L2
x

)

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

û0γχ{

R<|ξ|6 1

2Kβη2γ

}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
ξ

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

ξ × ûγχ{

R<|ξ|6 1

2Kβη2γ

}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
t,loc

L2
ξ

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

Ĝ
γ
4χ

{

R<|ξ|6 1

2Kβη2γ

}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
t,loc

L2
ξ

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

|ξ|−1Ĝ
γ
3χ

{

R<|ξ|6 1

2Kβη2γ

}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
t,loc

L2
ξ

.
1

R

(

∥

∥E0γ
∥

∥

L2
x
+
∥

∥B0γ
∥

∥

L2
x

)

+
1

Rs

(

∥

∥u0γ
∥

∥

Ḣs + ‖uγ‖L2
t,locḢ

1+s

)

+R
1

2
−s ‖∇G

γ
4‖L2

t,loc
Ḣs− 3

2
+

1

R
‖Gγ

3‖L2
t,locL

2
ξ

.
1

R

(

∥

∥E0γ
∥

∥

L2
x
+
∥

∥B0γ
∥

∥

L2
x

)

+
1

Rs

(

∥

∥u0γ
∥

∥

Ḣs + ‖uγ‖L2
t,loc

Ḣ1+s

)

+R
1

2
−s ‖∇G

γ
4‖L2

t,loc
L

3
3−s

+
1

R
‖Gγ

3‖L2
t,loc

L2
ξ
.
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In view of the uniform bounds (3.2) of Gγ
3 and G

γ
4 , we conclude that

lim sup
γ→0

‖Bγ
<‖L2

t,loc
L2
ξ
. R

1

2
−s. (3.17)

Thirdly, we deal with the term Bγ
∼. Clearly, (3.13) can be recast as

B̂γ =
[

γetλ− + (1− γ)etλ+

]

B0γ + γλ−te
tλ+

1− et(λ−−λ+)

t(λ− − λ+)
sb0γ

+ (1− γ)λ+te
tλ+

1− et(λ−−λ+)

t(λ− − λ+)
B0γ − 1

βηγ2
tetλ+

1− et(λ−−λ+)

t(λ− − λ+)
ξ × û0γ

− i

βηγ2

∫ t

0
e(t−τ)λ−ξ × ûγ + λ+(t− τ)e(t−τ)λ+

e(t−τ)(λ−−λ+) − 1

(t− τ)(λ− − λ+)
ξ × ûγdτ

+
1

βηγ2

∫ t

0
(t− τ)e(t−τ)λ+

1− e(t−τ)(λ−−λ+)

(t− τ)(λ− − λ+)
ξ ×

(

iξ · Ĝγ
4 + |ξ|2ûγ − 1

η
Ĝ

γ
3

)

dτ.

For fixed 1 < K <
√
5
2 , using the complex mean value theorem (see [33]), we can infer that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

etλ+
1− et(λ−−λ+)

t(λ− − λ+)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ e
− ω

γ2
t

for some constant ω > 0 depending on K, provided 1
2Kβη2γ < |ξ| 6 K

2βη2γ . Combining

Lemma 2.2, estimates (3.7) and (3.11), we have

∣

∣

∣
B̂γ

∼

∣

∣

∣
.

(

γe
− 1

2βη2γ2
t
+ e

−K+

√
K2−1

2Kβη2γ2
t
+

1

γ2
te

− ω

γ2
t

)

∣

∣

∣
B̂0γ

∣

∣

∣
+

1

γ
te

− ω

γ2
t
(∣

∣

∣
B̂0γ

∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣

∣
Ê0γ

∣

∣

∣

)

+
1

γ2
te

− ω

γ2
t ∣
∣ξ × û0γ

∣

∣χ{

1

2Kβη2γ
<|ξ|6 K

2βη2γ

}

+
1

γ2

∫ t

0

[

e
− 1

2βη2γ2
(t−τ)

+
1

γ2
(t− τ)e

− ω

γ2
(t−τ)

]

|ξ × ûγ |χ{

1

2Kβη2γ
<|ξ|6 K

2βη2γ

}dτ

+
1

γ2

∫ t

0
(t− τ)e

− ω

γ2
(t−τ)

(

|ξ|2
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
4

∣

∣

∣+ |ξ|3 |ûγ |+ |ξ|
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
3

∣

∣

∣

)

χ{

1

2Kβη2γ
<|ξ|6 K

2βη2γ

}dτ.

Thus, we get
∥

∥

∥B̂γ
∼

∥

∥

∥

L2
t,loc

L2
ξ

.





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

e
−K+

√
K2−1

2Kβη2γ2
t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
t

+
1

γ2

∥

∥

∥
te

− ω

γ2
t
∥

∥

∥

L2
t





(

∥

∥E0γ
∥

∥

L2
x
+
∥

∥B0γ
∥

∥

L2
x

)

+
1

γ2

∥

∥

∥
te

− ω

γ2
t
∥

∥

∥

L2
t

∥

∥

∥

∥

ξ × û0γχ{

1

2Kβη2γ
<|ξ|6 K

2βη2γ

}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
ξ

+
1

γ2

∥

∥

∥e
− 1

2βη2γ2
t
∥

∥

∥

L1
t

∥

∥

∥

∥

ξ × ûγχ{

1

2Kβη2γ
<|ξ|6 K

2βη2γ

}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
t,locL

2
ξ

+
1

γ2

∥

∥

∥
te

− ω

γ2
t
∥

∥

∥

L1
t

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

|ξ|2
∣

∣

∣
Ĝ

γ
4

∣

∣

∣
+ |ξ|3|ûγ |+ |ξ|

∣

∣

∣
Ĝ

γ
3

∣

∣

∣

)

χ{

1

2Kβη2γ
<|ξ|6 K

2βη2γ

}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
t,loc

L2
ξ

. γ
(

∥

∥E0γ
∥

∥

L2
x
+
∥

∥B0γ
∥

∥

L2
x

)

+ γs
(

∥

∥u0γ
∥

∥

Ḣs
x
+ ‖uγ‖L2

t,loc
Ḣ1+s

x

)

+ γs−
1

2 ‖∇G
γ
4‖L2

t,loc
Ḣs− 3

2
+ γ ‖Gγ

3‖L2
t,loc

L2
ξ
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. γ
(

∥

∥E0γ
∥

∥

L2
x
+
∥

∥B0γ
∥

∥

L2
x

)

+ γs
(

∥

∥u0γ
∥

∥

Ḣs
x
+ ‖uγ‖L2

t,locḢ
1+s
x

)

+ γs−
1

2 ‖∇G
γ
4‖L2

t,locL
3

3−s
+ γ ‖Gγ

3‖L2
t,loc

L2
ξ
.

By virtue of the uniform bounds (3.2) of Gγ
3 and G

γ
4 , we deduce that

lim sup
γ→0

‖Bγ
∼‖L2

t,loc
L2
ξ
= 0. (3.18)

Finally, we deal with the term B
γ
>. Combining Lemma 2.2, estimates (3.7) and (3.11),

it follows from (3.13) that
∣

∣

∣B̂
γ
>

∣

∣

∣ . e
− 1

2βη2γ2
t
(∣

∣

∣B̂0γ
∣

∣

∣+
∣

∣

∣Ê0γ
∣

∣

∣

)

+
1

γ
e
− 1

2βη2γ2
t ∣
∣û0γ

∣

∣χ{

K

2βη2γ
<|ξ|6φ(γ

δ )
}

+
1

γ2

∫ t

0
e
− 1

2βη2γ2
(t−τ) |ξ × ûγ |χ{

K

2βη2γ
<|ξ|6φ(γ

δ )
}dτ

+
1

γ|ξ|

∫ t

0
e
− 1

2βη2γ2
(t−τ)

(

|ξ|2
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
4

∣

∣

∣+ |ξ|3 |ûγ |+ |ξ|
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
3

∣

∣

∣

)

χ{

K

2βη2γ
<|ξ|6φ(γ

δ )
}dτ.

Therefore, we have
∥

∥

∥B̂
γ
>

∥

∥

∥

L2
t,loc

L2
ξ

.
∥

∥

∥e
− 1

2βη2γ2
t
∥

∥

∥

L2
t

(

∥

∥E0γ
∥

∥

L2
x
+
∥

∥B0γ
∥

∥

L2
x
+

1

γ

∥

∥

∥

∥

û0γχ{

K

2βη2γ
<|ξ|6φ(γ

δ )
}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
ξ

)

+
1

γ2

∥

∥

∥
e
− 1

2βη2γ2
t
∥

∥

∥

L1
t

∥

∥

∥

∥

ξ × ûγχ{

K

2βη2γ
<|ξ|6φ(γ

δ )
}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
t,loc

L2
ξ

+
1

γ

∥

∥

∥e
− 1

2βη2γ2
t
∥

∥

∥

L1
t

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

|ξ|
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
4

∣

∣

∣+ |ξ|2|ûγ |+
∣

∣

∣Ĝ
γ
3

∣

∣

∣

)

χ{

K

2βη2γ
<|ξ|6φ(γ

δ )
}

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
t,loc

L2
ξ

. γ
(

∥

∥E0γ
∥

∥

L2
x
+
∥

∥B0γ
∥

∥

L2
x

)

+ γs
(

∥

∥u0γ
∥

∥

Ḣs
x
+ ‖uγ‖L2

t,loc
Ḣ1+s

x

)

+ γ

(

φ(
γ

δ
)
3

2
−s ‖∇G

γ
4‖L2

t,loc
Ḣs− 3

2
+ φ(

γ

δ
)1−s ‖uγ‖L2

t,loc
Ḣ1+s

x
+ ‖Gγ

3‖L2
t,locL

2
x

)

. γ
(

∥

∥E0γ
∥

∥

L2
x
+
∥

∥B0γ
∥

∥

L2
x

)

+ γs
(

∥

∥u0γ
∥

∥

Ḣs
x
+ ‖uγ‖L2

t,loc
Ḣ1+s

x

)

+ δ ‖∇G
γ
4‖L2

t,loc
L

3
3−s

+ γ
1

3−2s ‖uγ‖L2
t,loc

Ḣ1+s
x

+ γ ‖Gγ
3‖L2

t,loc
L2
x
,

whence, in view of the uniform bounds (3.2) of Gγ
3 and G

γ
4 , one has

lim sup
γ→0

‖Bγ
<‖L2

t,locL
2
ξ
. δ. (3.19)

Now, we are ready to prove the weak stability of the Lorentz force jγ ×Bγ. Combining
the estimates (3.15), (3.16), (3.17), (3.18), (3.19) and the fact that jγ ⇀ j in L2

t,x, we can
deduce from (3.14) that

lim sup
γ→0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R+×R3

(jγ ×Bγ − j ×B) · ϕ dtdx

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∫

R+×R3

j × (B≪ −B) · ϕ dtdx+ δ +R
1

2
−s

Notice that as R → ∞,
B≪ → B in L2

t,locL
2
x,
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by the arbitrariness of R > 0 (large) and δ > 0 (small), we have

lim
γ→0

∫

R+×R3

jγ ×Bγ · ϕ dtdx =

∫

R+×R3

j ×B · ϕ dtdx,

which concludes the desired results of Theorem 1.1. �
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