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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 [I} [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, 7] x R3:

(1.1)

Ou +diviu @ u) — Au+ Vp = (V x B) x B, dive = 0,
B+V x((VxB)xB)—Vx(uxB)=AB, divB=0.

Here, u(t, z) and B(t, z) are the fluid velocity and magnetic field, and p is the pressure. The
equations (LI]) 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 V x ((V x
B) x 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 £ and magnetic
field B. Here the magnetic field B satisfies Ampere’s law:

j=VxDB, (1.2)
where j is the current density, while the electric field E satisfies Faraday’s law:
BtB =-VxFE. (13)

If n. and n; are the number densities of ions and electrons, we have

NiM;U; + NeMele

P = NiMG + NeMe, U=
N;My; + NeMe

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

Jj=enc(u—ue), (1.4)

where —en, is the electron charge density. The electrons and ions momentum equations
have the following form:

NeMe(Optie + Ue - Ve) = =Vpe — M — nee(E + ue X B), (1.5)
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nim;(Oyu; + u; - Vu;) = =Vp; + M +n;Ze(E + u; X B), (1.6)
where Z is the average charge of the ions, p; and p. are the pressures of ions and electrons,
M = —neerj denotes the momentum loss of electrons per unit volume during the collision

and k represents the resistivity. Since the left-hand side of (LX) is very small compared
to the left-hand side of (IL6l), by putting the left-hand side of (3] equal to zero, we can
get the following approximation:

E=kj+

Vf—w%xB. (1.7)

e

Combining (L2), (L3)), (L4) and (L), we can formally derive the second equation of (L))

when en. =1 and k =1 (see [0, 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+0E=V xB

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 [I}, [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 (ILI) (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 [I] with parameters ¢ and ~:

€2 (Optte + div (e @ ue) — Ate) + Vpe = —a?(E + ue x B) — B(ue — u;), divue = 0,
Opu; + div(u; @ u;) — Au; + Vp; = o?(E +u; x B) — B(u; — ue), divu; = 0,
VOE -V x B=—j,
OHB+V x E=0, divB = 0,
Jj= %(ul — Ue),

(1.8)

where 0 < €2 < 1 denotes the mass ratio of the electron to the ion, o denotes the ratio
of the electric energy to the thermal energy, 8 stands for the relaxation frequency of the
electron and ion velocities due to collisions. 7 denotes the ratio of the charge current scale
to the electron or ion current scales. v > 0 is the ratio of the fluid velocity to the speed
of light.

Next, we will give a formal asymptotic analysis of equations (L8). For fixed ~, setting
o’n = 1, and letting u; = u, p = p; + pe, and € — 0, we can formally get the following
incompressible Navier-Stokes-Maxwell system with generalized Ohm’s law:

H(E +ux B) = fnj+Vpe=jxB, divj=0,
Ou+diviu®@u) —Au+ Vp=jx B, divu=0,

1.9
YV2O,E -~V x B = —j, (19)
OB+ V x E =0, divB =0,
which enjoys the formal energy conservation law:
1d 9 _
5o (Il +1BIZ; + WEIR, ) + IVl + 6713 =0 (110

Furthermore, letting v — 0, and then cancelling out the terms E and j, the Hall-
MHD system (LI]) (a dimensionless version) is obtained formally. We know that for any
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initial data (u’, B®) € L?(R3) such that divu’ = 0, there exists a global weak solution
(u, B) € L®(Ry, L*(R3)) N L*(Ry, HY(R?)) to the system () (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

Ou+diviu®@u) — Au=—-Vp+jx B, divu=0,
OE —V x B=—j, j=0(E+uxB), (1.11)
0B+ V xE=0, divB =0,

where ¢ > 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 x 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 (CLII)) in two dimensions with any large initial data (ug, Fo, Bg) € L? x
H? s > 0. Later, Ibrahim-Keraani [25] established the global existence of strong solutions

to (LII)) for the small initial data (ug, Eg, By) € 321/12 x H'/? in three dimensions, and the
initial data (uo, Eo, Bo) € B%l X L12Og in two dimensions. These results are extended in [22]

to small initial data (ug, Eo, By) € H'/? in three dimensions, and (ug, Fo, By) € L? x L .
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 (ug, Ey) lies in the energy space, and that the initial magnetic field By is
sufficient small in H*(R?) with s € [%, 3). For the initial data without any restriction,
they also built up the global existence of weak solutions to (LII)) in R2. 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 (LII).

There have been many research results for the Hall-MHD equations. Acheritogaray-
Degond-Frouvelle-Liu [I] 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 [§] 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?. Dumas-Sueur [I8] 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 [I6] 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 B7, 38, 41l 42] and the references therein for the well-
posedness results and the regularity criteria of the generalized Hall-MHD equations.

Compared to the system (II]), there are very little researches have been done on (LJ]).
The existence of weak solutions to (IL9) in energy space seems very challenging for lacking
of weak stability of the Lorentz force j x 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 (L9). In the present paper, we impose the hypothesis of existence
of the global and finite energy weak solutions to system ([L.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 < CB.
(2) The Fourier transform is defined by

FHE) = F§) = —— [ e f@yn

and its inverse is defined by
1

(2m)2

(3) For every p € [1,00], we denote the norm in the Lebesgue space LP by ||-|| 5.

(4) For any normed space X, we employ the notation LP (]0,7], X) to denote the space
of functions f such that for almost all t € (0,T"), f(t) € X and || f(¢)||x € LP(0,T).
We simply denote the notation L? ([0,7],X) by L}.X.

(5) The homogeneous Sobolev space H*(R?), for any s € R, as the subspace of tem-
pered distributions whose Fourier transform is locally integrable endowed with the

norm )
A 2 2
1. = ([ e ae)"

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

“Lg(x) = g(x) := et .
Flg(@) = g(a) [, e atere

Theorem 1.1. Let s € (%, 1) be fized. For any vy > 0, we assume that (u”, E7, BY) is the
global and finite energy weak solution to the incompressible Navier-Stokes-Mazwell system
with generalized Ohm’s law (L9) for some uniformly bounded initial data

(UO"/,EO"/,BO’Y) c <HS % (L2)2) (R?’) ’
with divu® = divB® = 0, and suppose that the initial data converges weakly in H® x (L2)2,
as v — 0, to some quantity

(u*, B, B%) € (B° x (L%)?) (R?),

with divu® = divB? = 0. Besides, we also assume that

uY € L2HYTS are uniformly bounded, (1.12)
and that for any 6 > 0,
limsup|[j1];,2 =0, (1.13)
A/‘)O t,xz,loc

where

B=F" <X{|£|z¢>(%)}fﬂ) , B(7) =55
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Then, takingy — 0, up to extraction of a subsequence, (u”, BY) converges weakly to a global
and finite energy weak solution (u, B) of the Hall-MHD equations [ILI) (a dimensionless
version) with initial data (u®, B®).

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
(C3) 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 ux B and div(u®u). Thus, in order to prove the asymptotic limit of (L3]) rigorously,
it is sufficient to establish the convergence of the Lorentz force j7 x BY towards j x 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 B”, which is based on the spectral properties
of Maxwell operator. Unfortunately, it seems hopeless to prove that the operator

_ﬁrgiﬁ V%VX
—Vx 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

. d_ 1 _Id
B2y? VX and [ B2 VX
-2 V % 0 —Vx 0 ’
both of them can be the infinitesimal generator of some contraction semi-group. However,
the analysis of the frequencies of BY seems difficult since the tricky term B7 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

_67?72 %VX
—%Vx 0

(see (2.4)) in Section[2]), since the term B” in the right-hand side will vanish after integrating
by parts (see (B12]) in Section [B]). 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 2l we establish spectral analysis
of linear Maxwell system in ([L9) and two useful lemmas. We provide a rigorous proof of
Theorem [[LT] in Section

2. SPECTRAL ANALYSIS

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

Gl = PYLQ—%)VXB—FWP(atU—FdIVCLl—AU—%Gg),

— (1 _ — _1
Gy = 7:L)VXE_(1,y>atB, @.1)
Gs:=ux B,
Gy :=u® u,

where P is the Leray projector onto divergence-free vector fields. Clearly, the Maxwell’s
system in (L9) can be rewritten as

@E:—W#E+%VXB+Gh
9B =1V x E + Gy, (2.2)

divB =0,
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o(5)-2(5)+(%)

where Maxwell’s operator A is given by
Id 1
———=¢_ 2Vx
A = B’y . 2.4
< —1vx 0 (2:4)

X = {(B,B) € (L* (R*)" : divB = 0},

or, equivalently,

More precisely, define

D(A) = {(E,B) € X:(PE,B) € (H' (R3))2} C 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 A > 0, a direct computation shows that the
operator

AMId—A:DA)— X
is bijective and that H (Ald—A)™* H < % In view of the Hille-Yosida theorem, there exists

a contraction semigroup denoted by {etA} >0 With A being the infinitesimal generator

of it. Therefore, for any initial data (EY, B’) € D(A) and any inhomogeneous term
(G1,Ga) € CH((RT), X), the solution to (Z3) can be given by Duhamel’s formula:

( b > oA ( gﬁ ) 4 /0 A ( g; ) (r)dr. (2.5)

Moreover, the Duhamel’s formula (Z3]) remains well-defined provided (G4, Gg) € L' (0,T, X) ,
(EO, BO) € X. In fact, et-7)A < gl ) (7) is strongly measurable, since it is weakly mea-
2

surable for any ¢t > 0, and L? (R?’) is separable. Notice that

(t—’T‘)A ( Gl ) ( ) H
e T
G ) 7|,

L(1-T)A ( & ) ()

is Bochner integrable. Furthermore, one can easily verify that (ZI]) is a weak solution of
[23)) through approximation arguments in this setting.
In order to conduct a spectral analysis of A, taking the Fourier transform on (2.1, we

o(5)-0(3)+(2)

. —Ad - Liex
A(§):< Bn*y 70 )

— %ig X
More precisely, for every & € R3\ {0}, following [3], we define the 5-dimensional vector
subspace of C3 x C? as:

T =

is integrable, therefore

where

EE) ={(e,b) eC*x C*: ¢ - b =0},

then A(€) : E(€) — £(€) 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 & € R3\ {0}, such that |£] # ﬁ, there are three different
eigenvalues of A(€) denoted by \g = _Wlw?’ At (€), A_(&) with

14+ \/1 — 43212 ¢
28m*? '
Additionally, the basis of the subspace E(§) can be made up by eigenvectors, which means

(2.7)

As(§) =

A(&) is diagonalizable, moreover, the eigenspaces corresponding to \g, A+ (§) and A_(§)

are respectively given by
.. ;
o(&) =span{ ()1,

>€(C3><(C3:e€(C3, E-e=0

0=1( & i
{( mf >GC3XC3:66C3,§-b:0}, (2.8)
6=1( - }

>€C3XC3:e€C3, E-e=0

“//\ { X e
{< W >e<c3x<c3:bec3, g-b:o}. (2.9)
For any &€ € R3\ {0} with |¢] = m, there are two different eigenvalues of A(€) denoted
by Ao = —W, AL = —25"%72, and the corresponding eigenspaces are respectively given
by
o ¢
o(&) =span{ (5 ) 1.
e
&E1(8) = i eEC3xC3:ecC? €-e=0
0 ={( _exe ) et £
:{<_WbXb>ec3x<c3:bec3, g-b:o}. (2.10)

In this case, A(€) is not diagonalizable.

(5)-50(3)

where A and < Z > are eigenvalue and eigenvector of A(§), respectively. Then we have

Proof. Suppose

1 i
(A+Bm)e_7§xb, 1)
Ab = ——§ X e.
Firstly, e #£ 0, otherwise b = 0. Notice that £-b =0, then b = 0 and £ x e = 0 provided
A= Thus A = — === is an eigenvalue of A(£ ) with the corresponding eigenspace

an an

given by &(€) = span { ( g > } .
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Now, setting \ # _Wlwﬂ’ multiplying (ZI1]) by &, we have

£-e=0, By’ + X+ Bn’€® =0,
whose roots )\+(§ ) and A_(§) are exactly glven by (7).
While [¢| = 2677 ~ AL () =2_(§ = 25"2 > and the corresponding eigenspace &£1(&) is

defined by (2I0)), then one can verify that the operator A(£) is not diagonalizable in this
condition.
Next, setting |£| # ﬁ, A1 (€) and A_(§) are different. The corresponding eigenspaces

E.(&) and E_(€) are given by (ZR) and ([ZJ), respectively. Therefore, A(€) is diagonaliz-
able in this case. Furthermore, these eigenspaces are not orthogonal to each other since
the operator A (&) is not symmetric. We complete the proof of Lemma 211 O

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that 1 < K < 2 is a fived constant. For any & € R3\ {0}, A\+(¢)
are the eigenvalues of A(§) defined by (1), then we have the following estimates.

1 1
—2680°|€]* < A+ (6) < —BnPlEl%, G SA-O < —gpay
moreover, if |£] < %,
A= () ‘ K ‘ A+ (§) ‘ 2002
ERCE ol R il P o L
A p——
NP _ o
A+ ()] = [A-(&] = o R(AL(§) =R(A-(§) = 2B
moreover, if || > ﬁ,
‘ A+ (8) '< K ‘ 1 '< K v
A(©) =A@ T 2VKZ 1" |A-(§) = A (&)| T 2vKZ-1l¢
Proof. We first consider the case || < ﬁ Note that
() = L V1 4522ER —48°n* ¢
2607 2622 (1+ /T~ 4B 2IET)

—2Bn’[¢]
1+ /1= 482n"2[¢2
then we have —261%¢|2 < A (€) < —Bn?|€|2. The similar estimate on A\_(§) is trivial.
Furthermore, one has

‘ A-(§) ‘: 1+ /1 — 48222 < 1 K
A-(©) =A@ 21— 4B 22 /1 - 48212 SURET
' A+ (§) ‘ _ 11— 4822
A—(§) = A+(8) 2/1 — 43217 2[¢ 2
2674y

VI= 285 (14 /1= 450 7[€P)
S YIER
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provided [£] < W
Next, focusing on the case [£| > ﬁ, writing
As(6) = 5y (<1 +iV/AR IR 1)
261m7y? ’
we get
i 1
A== ==, ROAL&))=RA_(§)) = ——55—-
A+ ()] = [A-(8)] S (A(8)) = R(A-(€)) S
Furthermore, assuming [£| > %, one has
‘ A£(6) ‘ _ B+ el _ 1 . K
A =2 (O] A2l —1 v RN - T o/KZ -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 (L9)) based on the spectral analysis estab-
lished in Section 2

Here, we consider a family of global and finite energy weak solutions (u”, E7, BY) to
(L9) with uniformly bounded initial data:

(u”, B, B?) € L*(R?) x L*(R?) x L*(R%).

Recall that the formal energy conservation law (LI0) implies that the following uniform
bounds of the weak solutions (u”, E7, BY):

u' € LPLZNL{H), (B",vE") € L°L2, j7 € L7,.
Therefore, up to extraction of subsequences, we have the following weak convergences as
v—0:

(u”, B, B") — (u% E°,B") in L2,
(', BY) =* (u,B) in L°L,
j7 = jin L7,

From the Faraday’s equation in (L9]), we know that

E7 = —9;A7, where V x A" = B” and divA” = 0,

which implies E7 enjoys some kind of uniform weak bound. Thus, the weak stability of
linear terms in (L9) is deduced. Furthermore, combining the generalized Ohm’s law and
the momentum conservation equation in ([L9]), we find that

dpu” is uniformly bounded in L?, . H, . (3.1)

t,loc

By virtue of the Sobolev embedding and the regularity hypothesis (L.I2]), «” is uniformly
bounded in

LELENLIH NLIHM c LPL2N LIS N LILY,
then a routine application of classical compactness result by Aubin and Lions [35] implies
that u is relatively compact in the strong topology of Lf 2loc- Inserting the bounds on B7,
we have

3
W x BY e L2L2, v @u) € LIL2, V(W ®@u’) e LILE S, (3.2)
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whence,

Gl =u"xB" —~Gs:=uxB in Lim,

G =u"®u =Gy :=u®u in Lim. (3.3)
From the Faraday’s law, one has
BT =V x G — Bn*V x j7 —nV x (j7 x BY),

then B is relatively compact in C([0,T], H ') through standard compactness arguments.
Therefore, taking the weak limit in the Faraday’s law, one obtains that B € L{°L?2 solves

OB = Bn*AB +V x G3 — 1V x (Opu + divGy — Au)
with the initial data B € L2. Finally, we have from Duhamel’s principle that:

t
B = P2t B0 +/ P A=) [V x Gg —nV x (0;u + divGy — Au)] dr,
0

then, after taking Fourier transformation, we have

t
B = e PrIEPtRO 4 / =B IEP(t=T) [ig x G — i€ x (aTa i Gyt \g[%ﬂ dr. (3.4)
0

Thus, in order to establish the asymptotic limit of the Navier-Stokes-Maxwell system
(L)), there only remains to establish the weak stability of the Lorentz force j7 x BY, which
will follow from a careful combination of frequency analysis on B” and the hypothesis (L.I3))
on the very high frequencies of j. Therefore, we decompose the initial data (EAO'Y, EOV) eX
and the inhomogeneous terms (G’?,@;) € LY(0,7,X) based on the spectral analysis in
Section 21

Applying Lemma 1], for almost every & € R3, one has

B\ ((Bmte | (e
(BU:(% () (e ) o9

or, equivalently,

8607 — EAO’Y _|_ L X BO’Y’
{ At (3.6)

sb® = BOY 4 &% E™,

where s = %@;(07 €% = ¢. b9 = 0. Therefore, according to Lemma 2], we get

s < [B0| 4 [B7], [s60] < | 7] + B0 (3.7)
Similarly, define

G = & {1 y)iex B+ 4 [ +ie - & + e - 163) ).

¢y=(1-1)ab, (3.8)

and then applying Lemma 2], one has

s (7 — e x b Y
()-(F) (7)o (o) 0

for almost every & € R3, or, equivalently,

{Se'}/ = é,ly + ’y)l;,g X G,Qy,

s’ = Gy + —¢ x G,

(3.10)
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where £ - €7 = £ - b7 = 0. Hence, from Lemma 22] we obtain

|se’| < |G

n ‘G;

,ydﬂyg‘é¥‘+‘égw (3.11)

Letting the operator e’ acts on (B3] and on (3.3) respectively, combining Lemma 2.1]
then we have

. F0v 1 E0-£§ __i & x pov e
tA _ 2.2 2 tA A tA_ .
e ( BO'Y ) =e Bn%y < |§6 + et Y bO'Y +e _,Y)\L_é. % eO’y )

and

el 1 Glg e by v
tA Gl . 822 =& tA )\_§ X tA_ €
e <G;’>_e By < €] )—i—e*( “fb,y +e —Wf\_fxew .

Substituting them into (23] implies that

. t .

BY = ePrpr - eP-¢ x e + / by e(th)A‘f x eldr.
YA~ 0 YA~

Notice that

_%’5 w7 = BOv _ 07,
YA

1 ~
_')/Té. X 67 :G’QY —bfy,
~ 1 ~
sb’ =G + ’V\——S x G7,
one has

t
BY — B0 4 (etA+ _ etA_) b0 +/0 <e(t77—))\+ _ e(t*T))“> BT 4 (=N Gldr

— B0 4 (etA+ _ etA_) b0 4 ! A p(t=T)A4 _ Ay =T | AV dr
0 LA =y A=Ay 2

- t
+ ;/ (e(’FT))‘Jr - e(t*TV‘—) £ x Gldr.
YA- = A1) Jo

Combining ([3.8)) and integrating by parts in ¢ yields that

N A 1-— N
BY = ’)/BM_ BOfy + 7(6t>\+ _ et)\_)bOPy + T _Zur ()\,et)‘+ _ >\+6t)\_> BOfy

. t
? (t—m) Ay _ (t—T)A= Y e Y 2w_l Y

+—6m2(A—A+)/o <e ¢ >£>< (aTu +ig- Gl + 1€ nG3 dr,
(3.12)

where the term B7 in the right-hand side vanishes. In order to cancel out the term 9,47,
we integrate by parts in t again to get

BY = ve*-B% 4 7>\1 _z\ <)\_et)‘+ — )\+et>‘—> BY
- — At

+y <et)\+ _ et/\,> b0y _ e (}\i__)\+) <et)\+ _et>\,> € x 4%

- t
- m/o (Afe(tiT)A_ —)ure(t*T))‘* )5 X ﬂfydT
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. t
¢ (t=TAs _ (=T e O e Lo
+ﬁ77’)’2()\— _)\+)/0 (e e )§>< <2§ G+ [€*u 77G3 dr.
(3.13)

Recall that we want to establish the convergence of Lorentz force j7 x B? towards j X B,
in the sense of distribution. To this end, we strengthen the convergence of B” towards B,
which can be given by ([B8.4]). Whence, motivated by [3], we decompose B” into five parts

BY=DBl + Bl +BY+ Bl + B,

where
BL=F" (X{0<\s\<R}BV> ’
Bl = F! <X{R<|g|\2m > }Bv>’
BY =F1 <X{2K6n%<|§|\23n W}Bv)’
Bl = <X{W <lél<e( Z)}Bw)’

B =7 (Xebo(3}B")

for some ﬁxed constant 1 < K < 2, which will be determined later, for any large radius
0<R< and for some small parameter 6 > 0. Hence, for any ¢ € C° (R+ X R3),
we have

/R+ RS(j”’xB”’—ij)-gpdtdm
X

ZKB 2K B2y

:/ j’Yx(Bz<—B<<)-SDdtdx+/ i x (B« — B) - ¢ dtda
R+ xR3 S
+/ (jv—j)XB-QDdtdx%—/ jVX(BZ_{'BZ‘FBl)-gpdtdx
R+ xR3 S
+/ (7 x BL) - ¢ dtdz. 3.1
R+ xR3
Firstly, we handle with the last term in (BI4]), which can be recast as
7 % BY)Y . o dtde = y 1 < Ev) oy
\/]R+><]R3 (] X >>) 2 X A+XR3] x F X{‘§‘>¢(%)} © T
/R+><R3 JtxF <X{|£|>¢(-})} o dtdx
p— "Y ny
/ngs X{jel>o(x N (779) x BY didz

_ /ngs (7¢)s x BY dtde,

where
)5 =7 (Yiema(3} 7 079))
Noted that for any § > 0 and ¢ € C° (RT x R?)

. 2 . .
1G70)s N2z, = /R+><R3 (7)) 37 dtda
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= /RWRB (17¢)s Je dtdx

S H (7). HL?MOC )

1.2

|l = H}"_l < /R ) J’”(y)so(y)e‘iy'fdyX{s>¢(%)}) :

| (L (@) (3) fevtain)

Letting v — 0 in the above equality, and applying the assumption (LI3]) on the very high
frequencies of j7, we have

L2

t,x,loc

lim sup ||(j7g0)>>HiQ < limsup H(j7)>>HL2 = 0. (3.15)
7*)0 t,z 7*)0 t,xz,loc

Now, we deal with the term B — B«. For any small h > 0, applying Lemma and

the estimates ([B.7)) and (BI1), we find from (BI2]) that
[BL(t+h) - BLW)
1 R R
Se (‘7307‘ + 77| + 21 ‘BOWD X{o<|¢|<R}
_ 2 2 ~
+ e PrIE e (‘me + ‘BOWD X{o<|¢|<R}
T —snle? 2, szt
+/ {e—ﬁn & (t—T)h|§| 4 e 280772 }
0
(Iel10-a71 + 161 |G| + 1 a1 + T |63]) xoigremdr
+/ X[0,5] (V) <e*ﬁ"2|5|2”+e_WU)
0

(1el10-a71 +1¢]? |G| +1¢P 1a71+1¢l |G3]) (¢ + b = o)xqoeieremde.

Thus
|Breem-Brof,,
t,loc™¢g
Syl (HEO7 + 57| )+h e g2 (1B + | B|) xqosier<ry
L2 L2 L2 L? Lz
2412 ~ A - A
+h’ He—Bn SR NEP 1ova| + |1t |G|+ 1€l |u”|+|§l3}G§H ,  X{0<|¢I<R}
Lt Lt,loc L%
1y N A . A
+||e 7| (|£||8tu7|+|§|2‘GZ +|£|3|u”|+I£|\G§D><{o<m<m\ s o
Lt Lt,locL£
A 2142 ~ A ~ g
[l o], Jlelloar iR |G| +ieP i+ lel |G|, xioie<n
h oc
1 4 ~ A > g
e o)), (o i |65] +1efia el 63]) xosigem], .

< (2 RR) (B + 1B ) + () (B0l gys + B 7l g2 y)

2 2 '
Lt,loch>

+(h+77) <R2 HGZX{0<\§\<R}HL2 LﬁRHégX{ogmlgR}‘
tlocte
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By virtue of the uniform estimates of G3 and G} in B3) and [|0u||;2 z-» in &), and
t,loc™ T

applying Plancherel’s theorem, we obtain
limsupsup ||BL(t+h) — BL(t)|;2 ;2=0,
h—0 ~ t,loc™¢
whence, utilizing Riesz-Fréchet-Kolmogorov compactness criterion (for more details, see
[43]), the relative compactness of BL in the strong topology of L? s1oc can be deduced,

that is,
Bl — B« in thloc, (3.16)

where Bo = F~! (X{OSKKR}B> .
Next, we handle with the term B!. Employing Lemma 22 and the estimates ([3.7) and

B11), from BI3]), we find that
5|

< (e G—Wt) CE ‘BO’Y‘ + e x ) X elel iy

2K62 }

N N I tri (t—T —Bn2|€|2(t—
e T BOV‘JF/ L im0 L2860 | (e 5 d
Y 0 72 ’5‘ ’5 ’X{R<|£|<2Kﬁ 5 } T
t
2 2 A A
+/ e IR (162 |G +1ef 1) + kel 63]) x dr.
0 | | 4 | | | | | | 3 {R<|§|<2K[3n’y}
Then, one has
e
L?loch
<l (o)
N‘ e 12 + +‘§ U | X{R<|£|<2Kﬁ2 } 12
2 —Br?|¢|*t x Y
+H‘§’ He Ll 1€ > @ HL?,I X{R<\5\<2Kﬁn 7} L2
+ L e e
— |le n<y u X
72 t {R<‘§‘ 2K5n “/} Lf’loch
a.21e12 A ~ A
T [fe-smrer 67|+ 1eP i+l |G|  X{neiie st )
2K Bn2y L2
3
1
< — (|Ilg™ BY )
1 PRg YRS LiETPSRRIIERY iy (SR TSP |
t,loc™¢
+ e W& i
' * {R<|£|\2Kﬁn W} L2 3 {R<|£|<2K*B"“’} L?,loch

= (1225 + HBOVHB) & (WHHS + g, i)
1

NG, mi+§wmwmg

R
< (1 4 18%) + i (1 L+ 170
R

5—S Y _ Y
UG, o+ 216, e
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In view of the uniform bounds ([B:2)) of G} and G}, we conclude that

limsup |BY| > .2 < R2 % (3.17)
’YHO t,Joc™¢g
Thirdly, we deal with the term BY. Clearly, (813 can be recast as
~ 1 _ et(A_fA_F)
BY = |: tA— 1— t)\+:| BO’y At tA4 bO’y
ve' = + (I —7)e +yA_te IS WE s
1 — etA==2Ay) 1 1 — etA==24)
+ (1= )Apte™ — =B - te*+ & xa”
L ) WS WS VLTS W ¥
j (=) (A-=A+) _ 1
i e
- A= @Y 4 Ay (t — 1)t Exuvdr
e R T
1 /t B 1 — et=T)(A==A4) o 14
— | =7t & x (i€ G+ €20 — =GY ) dr.
g Sy 7 (t= 7)== As) itk n?
For fixed 1 < K < @, using the complex mean value theorem (see [33]), we can infer that
Nl el PR L
tA-=A4) |~

for some constant w > 0 depending on K, provided m < €] < % Combining

Lemma [22] estimates (8.7) and (B.I1]), we have

- _ —K+VK2—1 _w N _w N N
‘BZ‘ < (’ye 25n1272t + e 2KBn%42 t + %te '72t> ‘BOV‘ + lte >k (‘BOV‘ + ‘EOVD
Y Y

1
—t Oy
+ e 72 ‘qu |X{2K[3n27<‘£‘ W}

}d’T

<él<

2,671 Y

+_/ |:6 26n2w2( )—}—%(t—T)eiw%( :||£XUW|X{
Y

2K,8n27
+—/ t—71)e ) (lf‘z‘Gw“i“g’g uy’—‘_’éh“GVD X{gm 2 <l€<55,2 }dT.

Thus, we get

|52]
L?ICLQ
_ 2 w
< (e % =+ Ll ) (1B, + 187
< 72 12 L2 L3
L? !
n 1 . — Lt
- e W
")/2 2K6n2'\/<‘£‘ 2612 W} Lg
4 1 T 20247 PTea g %
— lle n2~2 u X
")/2 {2K6n2'~/<|£|\257l W} L2 L2
1 — @t
+ e, (|£|2\G”\+|£| 116G ) g1 et
v 2K57l2 28m 2 L?,locLz

S (17 + 182 ) + 7 (1 gy + 1l )

_1
7’ 2HV01H 3 FIG e, 1
ocH 3
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<70wmm2 i)+ ([0 + Il )

s Y Y
VG, e Gl e

t loc

By virtue of the uniform bounds 3.2 of GJ and G}, we deduce that

hmsupHB HLz 2 =0 (3.18)
=0 ¢

Finally, we deal with the term BZ. Combining Lemma 22} estimates (3.7) and @I,
it follows from (B.I3]) that

‘Bl‘ < 6_2[3—7]12,‘/2t <‘BO’Y‘ + ‘EO'Y‘) le 257] 'Y {UO’Y{ X
~ ~ {

s <lel<e() }

= T( Y d
; /e i KX“’XaMf«wa}T
) . v ) dr.
wig T (16 |6+ e a1+ ) oy
Therefore, we have
BV‘
L?loch
S
S p (HEmHL T oz + 5 871 s gen(z)) LQ)
ney
¢
o L s
> <@ e o
1 o 1
- 267242 GW‘ ! ‘GWD
+7 © H |£|‘ +|§| |u |+ X{25ﬂ27<‘£‘\¢(%)} L?loch
7 (1B s+ 185) +9° (1 + 103,

o (opi Ve,

SWGMWmfwwmma+w%wmmﬁ+wwqmmﬂ)

1
FOIVGYI, g+ e Gz,

t loc

17
gd ¢(E) ° ”uw”Lf’locHﬁs . ”GgHLf,locL3>

tl

whence, in view of the uniform bounds 2] of GJ and G}, one has
hmsup | BL ||L2 2 < 6. (3.19)

Now, we are ready to prove the Weak stability of the Lorentz force j7 x B7. Combining

the estimates (B.13]), B16), BI7), BI]), BI9) and the fact that ;7 — j in L%,a:’ we can
deduce from (BI4]) that

lim sup
y—0

5/ j X (B« —B)- <pdtdx+5+R"5
R+ xR3

Notice that as R — oo,

/R+ RS(j“/xB“/—ij)-gpdtdx
X

B« — B in L7, L2,

t,loc
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by the arbitrariness of R > 0 (large) and ¢ > 0 (small), we have

lim j”xB”-gpdtda::/ j x B - dtdx,
770 JR+ xR3 R+ xR3

which concludes the desired results of Theorem [l O
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