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AN IMPROVED LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREM FOR BELTRAMI FLOWS

NA WANG AND ZHIBING ZHANG

Abstract. In this note, we improved the Liouville type theorem for the Beltrami flows. Two
different methods are used to prove it, one is the monotonicity method, and another is proof by
contradiction. The conditions that we proposed on Beltrami flows are significantly weaker than
previously known conditions.

1. Introduction

Beltrami flow on three dimensional whole space is described by the system
{

curlu× u = 0 in R
3,

divu = 0 in R
3,

(1.1)

where u = (u1, u2, u3) is a three dimensional vector field. Since curlu × u = (u · ∇)u −
∇|u|2/2, each Beltrami flow gives a special solution to the stationary Euler system. We
refer the reader to [1] for the basic properties of Beltrami flows and to [7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12]
for some recent results. Here we mention that the Beltrami flows are also called force-free
magnetic fields in magnetohydrodynamics since the term curlu × u models the Lorentz
force when u represents the magnetic field, see [5, 6, 18].

In [8] and [14], the authors independently constructed Beltrami flows which satisfy
curlu = λu in R

3 for nonzero constant λ and fall off as |u(x)| < C/|x| at infinity. In
particular, they are in Lp(R3) for all p > 3. By transforming the Beltrami flow into a
suitable tensor form, N. Nadirashvili [15] proved a Liouville type theorem for C1 smooth
Beltrami flows under the condition either u ∈ Lp(R3), p ∈ [2, 3] or |u(x)| = o(|x|−1) as
|x| → +∞. Subsequently, D. Chae and P. Constantin [3] investigated Beltrami solutions
of the stationary Euler equations and gave a new and elementary proof to a similar
result which partially covers the result of N. Nadirashvili. Later, D. Chae and J. Wolf
[4] studied weak Beltrami flows, succeeded in covering all cases and got some significant
improvements. Before showing their results, we need to introduce their notations of
the normal part uN and the tangential part uT of a vector field u, which are defined
respectively as follows:

uN =

(

u ·
x

|x|

)

x

|x|
, uT =

x

|x|
×

(

u×
x

|x|

)

= u− uN .

Specifically, they proved that if there exists a sequence Rk → +∞ such that
∫

∂BRk
(0)

|uT |
2dS → 0 as k → +∞,
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then the Beltrami flow must be trivial. As immediate consequences, Liouville type theo-
rem holds under one of the following condtions:

(i) |uT | = o(|x|−1) as |x| → +∞,

(ii) uT ∈ Lp(R3,R3), p ∈ [2, 3],

(iii) |uT |
2/|x|α ∈ L1(R3), α ∈ (−∞, 1].

(1.2)

Inspired by the assumptions that appear in Liouville type theorems for the stationary
Navier-Stokes equations in [16] and for elliptic equation of divergence form in [2], and the
work of D. Chae and J. Wolf [4], we establish Liouville type results for Beltrami flows
under some similar assumptions. Surprisingly, we find that our assumptions are weaker
than previous conditions for Beltrami flows.

We say u is a weak solution to (1.1) if u ∈ W
1,3/2
loc (R3,R3) satisfies (1.1) locally in the

sense of almost everywhere. Here we mention that curlu× u belongs to L1
loc(R

3,R3).
Now we state our Liouville type results as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let u be a weak solution to (1.1). If one of the following conditions holds:

(a) lim
R→+∞

1

R3−p

∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

|uT |
pdx = 0, p ∈ [2, 3],

(b) lim
R→+∞

1

lnR

∫

BR(0)\B1(0)

|uT |
2

|x|
dx = 0,

(c) lim
R→+∞

1

ln1−β R

∫

BR(0)\Be(0)

|uT |
2

|x| lnβ |x|
dx = 0, β ∈ (−∞, 1),

(d) lim
R→+∞

1

ln lnR

∫

BR(0)\Be(0)

|uT |
2

|x| ln |x|
dx = 0,

(1.3)

then u ≡ 0.

Remark 1.2. Since |x|α and Rα can be controlled by each other for x ∈ B2R(0)\BR(0),
we see that the condition

lim
R→+∞

1

R

∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

|uT |
2dx = 0

is equivalent to the condition

lim
R→+∞

1

R1−α

∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

|uT |
2

|x|α
dx = 0, α ∈ (−∞, 0) ∪ (0, 1].

Remark 1.3. By a simple calculation, it’s not difficult to check that the condition (i) in
(1.2) can be viewed as a special case of anyone in (1.3). Obviously, the condition (ii) in

(1.2) is stronger than the condition (a), and the condition (iii) in (1.2) is stronger than

the conditions (a) and (b). In our setting, the following cases
∫

R3

|uT |
pdx = +∞ and

∫

R3

|uT |
2

|x|α
dx = +∞

are allowed to happen.
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Remark 1.4. For the non-trivial smooth Beltrami flow u constructed in [8] or [14], there
exist two positive constants C1 and C2 such that

(1) lim
R→+∞

1

R

∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

|uT |
2dx = C1,

(2) lim
R→+∞

1

lnR

∫

BR(0)\B1(0)

|uT |
2

|x|
dx = C2.

In fact, since |u(x)| ≤ C/|x| for some positive constant C, by (2.2) we have
∫

BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx =

1

2

∫

∂BR(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dS ≤ 2πC2,

which follows that

1

R

∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

|uN |
2dx ≤ 2

∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx → 0 as R → +∞, (1.4)

1

lnR

∫

BR(0)\B1(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx ≤

1

lnR

∫

BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx → 0 as R → +∞. (1.5)

On other hand, by a direct calculation, we find that the functions E1(R) and E2(R) given
in Proposition 2.3 are bounded. Considering that E1(R) and E2(R) are monotonic, it

implies immediately that

lim
R→+∞

E1(R) and lim
R→+∞

E2(R) exist. (1.6)

Combining (1.4), (1.5), (1.6) and Theorem 1.1, we see (1) and (2) hold.

Remark 1.5. Ericksen [13] proved that a smooth unit vector field u satisfying curlu = u

must be equal to (cosx3, sin x3, 0) in an appropriate coordinate system. For more details

on this interesting fact, see also [17]. For this special solution or unit constant vector

solution to Beltrami flow, we have

(1) lim
R→+∞

1

R

∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

|uT |
2dx = +∞,

(2) lim
R→+∞

1

lnR

∫

BR(0)\B1(0)

|uT |
2

|x|
dx = +∞.

Indeed, by (2.2) we observe that
∫

∂BR(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dS =
1

R

∫

BR(0)

|u|2dx =
4

3
πR2.

Hence, it holds that

1

R

∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

|uT |
2dx ≥ E1(R) =

1

R

∫ 2R

R

∫

∂Br(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dSdr =
28

9
πR2,

1

lnR

∫

BR(0)\B1(0)

|uT |
2

|x|
dx ≥ E2(R) =

1

lnR

∫ R

1

∫

∂Br(0)

|uT |
2 − |uN |

2

r
dSdr =

2π(R2 − 1)

3 lnR
.
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2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Before proving our main results, we need two elementary but useful lemmas. They play
a key role in the proof of the main theorem. The first lemma comes from [19, Lemma
3.2]. In the original version, α ≥ 0 and u ∈ H1(D,R3). It is not difficult to check that
this lemma still holds for α < 0 and W 1,q(D,R3) functions, where q ≥ 3/2. Here, the
range of q ≥ 3/2 is used to guarantee curlu × u ∈ L1(D,R3), u divu ∈ L1(D,R3) and
u ∈ L2(∂D,R3).

Lemma 2.1. Let D be a bounded C1 domain in R
3 and ν denote the unit outer normal

on the boundary ∂D. Assume that 0 /∈ D. Let u ∈ W 1,q(D,R3), where q ≥ 3/2. Then it

holds that
∫

D

curlu× u ·
x

|x|α
+

(

u ·
x

|x|α

)

divu dx

=

∫

D

1

|x|α

(

1− α

2
|u|2 + α|uN |

2

)

dx+

∫

∂D

(

u ·
x

|x|α

)

(u · ν)−
|u|2

2

(

x

|x|α
· ν

)

dS

=

∫

D

1

|x|α

(

1− α

2
|u|2 + α|uN |

2

)

dx+

∫

∂D

|u|2

2

(

x

|x|α
· ν

)

−

(

u×
x

|x|α

)

· (u× ν)dS,

where α is a real number.

The second lemma can be regarded as a corollary of the first one. D. Chae and J. Wolf
[4] established similar results for weak Beltrami flows. Since the lower local integrability
condition proposed on u, they obtained a weaker formula

∫

BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx ≤

1

2R

∫

BR(0)

|u|2dx =
1

2

∫

∂BR(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dS.

Lemma 2.2. Assume α ≤ 1. Let u be a weak solution to (1.1). Then for any R > 0 it

holds that

α− 1

2

∫

BR(0)

|u|2

|x|α
dx+

R

2

∫

∂BR(0)

|u|2

|x|α
dS = α

∫

BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|α
dx+R

∫

∂BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|α
dS. (2.1)

Moreover, if α = 1, then for any R > 0 it holds that
∫

BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx =

1

R2

∫

BR(0)

|x||uT |
2dx =

1

2R

∫

BR(0)

|u|2dx

=
1

2

∫

∂BR(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dS.

(2.2)

Proof. Let η be a smooth function satisfying

0 ≤ η ≤ 1 in R
3, η = 1 in BR(0), η = 0 outside BR+1(0).

Since u ∈ W
1,3/2
loc (R3,R3), by Sobolev embedding and Hölder inequality we have

|u|2 ∈ L1
loc(R

3), ∇|u|2 = 2(u1∇u1 + u2∇u2 + u3∇u3) ∈ L1
loc(R

3,R3).
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Hence, |u|2η ∈ W 1,1
0 (BR+1(0)). Using Hardy inequality, it follows that

∥

∥

∥

∥

|u|2

|x|

∥

∥

∥

∥

L1(BR(0))

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

|u|2η

|x|

∥

∥

∥

∥

L1(BR+1(0))

≤
1

2

∥

∥∇(|u|2η)
∥

∥

L1(BR+1(0))
,

which guarantees |u|2/|x|α ∈ L1
loc(R

3), α ≤ 1.

Let 0 < r < R < +∞. Set D = BR(0)\Br(0) in Lemma 2.1, then we get
∫

BR(0)\Br(0)

1

|x|α

(

1− α

2
|u|2 + α|uN |

2

)

dx

=−

∫

∂BR(0)∪∂Br(0)

(

u ·
x

|x|α

)

(u · ν)−
|u|2

2

(

x

|x|α
· ν

)

dS.

(2.3)

Then we rewrite (2.3) in the following form:
∫

BR(0)

1

|x|α

(

1− α

2
|u|2 + α|uN |

2

)

dx+R

∫

∂BR(0)

1

|x|α

(

|uN |
2 −

|u|2

2

)

dS

=

∫

Br(0)

1

|x|α

(

1− α

2
|u|2 + α|uN |

2

)

dx+ r

∫

∂Br(0)

1

|x|α

(

|uN |
2 −

|u|2

2

)

dS.

For simplicity, we denote the above equality by I1(R) = I2(r)+ rI3(r), and then integrate
this equality with respect to r from 0 to t, where t > 0. Hence, we obtain

|I1(R)| ≤
1

t

∫ t

0

|I2(r)|dr +

∫ t

0

|I3(r)|dr

≤
3|α|+ 1

2

∫

Bt(0)

|u|2

|x|α
dx+

3

2

∫

Bt(0)

|u|2

|x|α
dx.

Since |u|2/|x|α ∈ L1
loc(R

3), letting t → 0+ we have I1(R) = 0, which gives (2.1).
If α = 1, by (2.1) we get

∫

BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx+R

∫

∂BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dS =

∫

∂BR(0)

|u|2

2
dS. (2.4)

Consequently, we can obtain the following equality (in the sense of weak derivative)

d

dR

(

R

∫

BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx

)

=
d

dR

(
∫

BR(0)

|u|2

2
dx

)

,

which implies

R

∫

BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx =

1

2

∫

BR(0)

|u|2dx.

We rewrite (2.4) as the following form
∫

BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx+

R

2

∫

∂BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dS =

1

2

∫

∂BR(0)

|uT |
2dS.

Then multiplying both sides of the above equality by 2R, we obtain

2R

∫

BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx+R2

∫

∂BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dS =

∫

∂BR(0)

|x||uT |
2dS.
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Immediately, we have the following equality between two weak derivatives

d

dR

(

R2

∫

BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx

)

=
d

dR

(
∫

BR(0)

|x||uT |
2dx

)

.

Therefore, it follows that

R2

∫

BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx =

∫

BR(0)

|x||uT |
2dx.

�

In view of (2.2), we see that the quantities

1

R2

∫

BR(0)

|x||uT |
2dx,

1

R

∫

BR(0)

|u|2dx,

∫

∂BR(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dS

are non-decreasing in R. Actually, we find more monotonic quantities, which play an
important role in the proof of Liouville type theorem.

Proposition 2.3. Let u be a weak solution to (1.1). Then the quantities

E1(R) =
1

R

∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dx (R > 0),

E2(R) =
1

lnR

∫

BR(0)\B1(0)

|uT |
2 − |uN |

2

|x|
dx (R > 1),

E3(R) =
1

ln1−β R

∫

BR(0)\Be(0)

|uT |
2 − |uN |

2

|x| lnβ |x|
dx (R > e), β ∈ (−∞, 1),

E4(R) =
1

ln lnR

∫

BR(0)\Be(0)

|uT |
2 − |uN |

2

|x| ln |x|
dx (R > e)

are non-decreasing in R.

Proof. By a direct calculation and using (2.2), we obtain

dE1(R)

dR
=

2

R

∫

∂B2R(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dS −
1

R

∫

∂BR(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dS

−
1

R2

∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dx

=
1

R2

[
∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

|u|2dx−

∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dx

]

=
2

R2

∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

|uN |
2dx ≥ 0.

Clearly, E1(R) is non-decreasing in R.
After a direct calculation, we have

dE2(R)

dR
=

1

(lnR)2

(

lnR

R

∫

∂BR(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dS −
1

R

∫

BR(0)\B1(0)

|uT |
2 − |uN |

2

|x|
dx

)

.
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Owing to the monotonicity of
∫

∂Br(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dS,

it holds that
∫

BR(0)\B1(0)

|uT |
2 − |uN |

2

|x|
dx =

∫ R

1

∫

∂Br(0)

|uT |
2 − |uN |

2

r
dSdr

≤ lnR

∫

∂BR(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dS,

which implies

dE2(R)

dR
≥ 0.

Therefore E2(R) is also non-decreasing in R.
Similarly to the proof with respect to E2(R), we can derive that

dE3(R)

dR
≥

1

(ln1−β R)2
ln1−β R

R lnβ R

∫

∂BR(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dS

−
1

(ln1−β R)2
1− β

R lnβ R

∫

BR(0)\Be(0)

|uT |
2 − |uN |

2

|x| lnβ |x|
dx

≥
1

(ln1−β R)2
1

R lnβ R

∫

∂BR(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dS

≥ 0,

and
dE4(R)

dR
≥

1

(ln lnR)2
ln lnR

R lnR

∫

∂BR(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dS

−
1

(ln lnR)2
1

R lnR

∫

BR(0)\Be(0)

|uT |
2 − |uN |

2

|x| ln |x|
dx

≥ 0.

Consequently, E3(R) and E4(R) are also non-decreasing in R. �

Now we are ready to prove our main results.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Firstly, we point out that the case p = 2 of (a) is essential, since
the case p ∈ (2, 3] can be converted into the case p = 2 by Hölder inequality. In fact, for
any p > 2 we have

1

R

∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

|uT |
2dx ≤

1

R

(
∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

|uT |
pdx

)
2

p
(
∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

dx

)1− 2

p

≤

(

28π

3

)1− 2

p
(

1

R3−p

∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

|uT |
pdx

)
2

p

.
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So it is sufficient to deal with the special case p = 2 of (a) when we prove (a). Assume it
holds that

lim
R→+∞

1

R

∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

|uT |
2dx = 0.

From (2.2), we see that E1(R) are nonnegative. Since

0 ≤ E1(R) ≤
1

R

∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

|uT |
2dx,

we obtain

lim
R→+∞

E1(R) = 0.

By Proposition 2.3, we have E1(R) = 0 for any R > 0. Immediately, it follows that
∫

B2R(0)\BR(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dx = 0.

Thanks to the nonnegativity of
∫

∂Br(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dS,

we get
∫

∂Br(0)

(|uT |
2 − |uN |

2)dS = 0 for any r ∈ (R, 2R).

Substituting it into (2.2), we get u ≡ 0.
Similarly, we can derive the rest cases (b), (c) and (d).

�

Another Proof of Theorem 1.1. We first prove case (a). We claim that uN ≡ 0. If not,
then we can choose R0 sufficiently large such that

∫

BR0
(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx = θ > 0. (2.5)

Using (2.2) and applying Hölder inequality, we find that

∫

BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx ≤

1

2

∫

∂BR(0)

|uT |
2dS ≤

1

2
(4πR2)1−

2

p

(
∫

∂BR(0)

|uT |
pdS

)
2

p

.

Thus it follows that

(2θ)
p

2

Rp−2
≤ (4π)

p

2
−1

∫

∂BR(0)

|uT |
pdS for all R ≥ R0. (2.6)

Integrating the above inequality with respect to R from R1 to 2R1, where R1 > R0, we
obtain

C(p)(2θ)
p

2R1
3−p ≤ (4π)

p

2
−1

∫

B2R1
(0)\BR1

(0)

|uT |
pdx,
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where C(p) = (23−p − 1)/(3− p) if p ∈ [2, 3), C(p) = ln 2 if p = 3. Then we get

C(p)(2θ)
p

2 ≤ (4π)
p

2
−1 1

R1
3−p

∫

B2R1
(0)\BR1

(0)

|uT |
pdx → 0 as R1 → +∞.

Therefore θ ≤ 0, which is a contradiction. So uN ≡ 0. Substituting it into (2.2), we get
u ≡ 0.

Next we prove case (b), (c) and (d). We claim that uN ≡ 0. If not, then (2.5) holds.
Using (2.2) and (2.5), we get

θ

R
≤

1

R

∫

BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx ≤

1

2

∫

∂BR(0)

|uT |
2

|x|
dS,

θ

R lnβ R
≤

1

R lnβ R

∫

BR(0)

|uN |
2

|x|
dx ≤

1

2

∫

∂BR(0)

|uT |
2

|x| lnβ |x|
dS,

where R ≥ R0. Let R0 < R1. Integrating the above inequalities with respect to R from
R0 to R1, respectively, it follows that

θ(lnR1 − lnR0) ≤
1

2

∫

BR1
(0)\BR0

(0)

|uT |
2

|x|
dx,

θ
(

ln1−β R1 − ln1−β R0

)

1− β
≤

1

2

∫

BR1
(0)\BR0

(0)

|uT |
2

|x| lnβ |x|
dx, if β < 1,

θ (ln lnR1 − ln lnR0) ≤
1

2

∫

BR1
(0)\BR0

(0)

|uT |
2

|x| ln |x|
dx, if β = 1.

Thus we have

θ ≤
1

2
·

lnR1

lnR1 − lnR0
·

1

lnR1

∫

BR1
(0)\B1(0)

|uT |
2

|x|
dx,

θ ≤
1

2
·

(1− β) ln1−β R1
(

ln1−β R1 − ln1−β R0

) ·
1

ln1−β R1

∫

BR1
(0)\Be(0)

|uT |
2

|x| lnβ |x|
dx, if β < 1,

θ ≤
1

2
·

ln lnR1

(ln lnR1 − ln lnR0)
·

1

ln lnR1

∫

BR1
(0)\Be(0)

|uT |
2

|x| ln |x|
dx, if β = 1.

Letting R1 → +∞, we get a contradiction for each case. Routinely, we obtain u ≡ 0. �

Remark 2.4. Owing to the monotonicity of

1

R2

∫

BR(0)

|x||uT |
2dx and

1

R

∫

BR(0)

|u|2dx,

(2.5) can be replaced by

if uT 6= 0, then there exists R0 > 0 such that
1

R2
0

∫

BR0
(0)

|x||uT |
2dx = θ > 0, or

if u 6= 0, then there exists R0 > 0 such that
1

R0

∫

BR0
(0)

|u|2dx = θ > 0.
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Remark 2.5. From the above two proofs, we see that the term |uT |
2 in (1.3) can be

replaced by |uT |
2 − |uN |

2.
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the torus and the sphere, Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. (4) 50 (2017), no. 4, 995-1016.
[11] A. Enciso, D. Poyato, J. Soler, Stability results, almost global generalized Beltrami fields and applications

to vortex structures in the Euler equations, Comm. Math. Phys. 360 (2018), no. 1, 197-269.
[12] A. Enciso, A. Luque, D. Peralta-Salas, Beltrami fields with hyperbolic periodic orbits enclosed by knotted

invariant tori, Adv. Math. 373 (2020), 107328, 46 pp.
[13] J.L. Ericksen, General solutions in the hydrostatic theory of liquid crystals, Transactions of the Society

of Rheology, (1) 11 (1967), 5-14.
[14] Z. Lei, F.H. Lin, Y. Zhou, Structure of helicity and global solutions of incompressible Navier-Stokes

equation, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 218 (2015), no. 3, 1417-1430.
[15] N. Nadirashvili, Liouville theorem for Beltrami flow, Geom. Funct. Anal. 24 (2014), no. 3, 916-921.
[16] G. Seregin, Remarks on Liouville type theorems for steady-state Navier-Stokes equations, Algebra i

Analiz 30 (2018), no. 2, 238-248; reprinted in St. Petersburg Math. J. 30 (2019), no. 2, 321-328.
[17] B. Ou, Examinations on a three-dimensional differentiable vector field that equals its own curl, Commun.

Pure Appl. Anal. 2 (2003), no. 2, 251-257.
[18] S.I. Vainshtein, Force-free magnetic fields with constant alpha, Topological aspects of the dynamics of

fluids and plasmas (Santa Barbara, CA, 1991), 177-193, NATO Adv. Sci. Inst. Ser. E Appl. Sci., 218,
Kluwer Acad. Publ., Dordrecht, 1992.

[19] Y. Zeng, Z.B. Zhang, Applications of a formula on Beltrami flow, Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 41 (2018),
no. 10, 3632-3642.

Na Wang: School of Mathematics and Physics, Anhui University of Technology, Ma’anshan

243032, People’s Republic of China;

Email address: wn2241750360@163.com

Zhibing Zhang: School of Mathematics and Physics, Anhui University of Technology, Ma’anshan

243032, People’s Republic of China;

Email address: zhibingzhang29@126.com


	1. Introduction
	2. Proof of Theorem 1.1
	Acknowledgements.

	References

