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Abstract: In this paper, we study the regularity of weak solution to the incom-
pressible magnetohydrodynamic equations. We obtain some sufficient condi-
tions for regularity of weak solutions to the magnetohydrodynamic equations,
which is similar to that of incompressible Navier-Stokes equations. Moreover,
our results demonstrate that the velocity field of the fluid plays a more dom-
inant role than the magnetic field does on the regularity of solution to the

magneto-hydrodynamic equations.
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1 Introduction

We consider the viscous incompressible magneto-hydrodynamics (MHD) equations
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Here u,p, B are non-dimensional qualities corresponding to the velocity of the fluid, its
pressure and the magnetic field, respectively. f(x,t) represents a non-dimensional vol-
ume density force. The non-dimensional number Re is the Reynolds number, Rm is the
magnetic Reynolds and S = M?2/(ReRm) with M being the Hartman number.

In this paper, we will discuss two classes of sufficient conditions which guarantee the
weak solutions are regular. At first, we will present some results about the relationship
between the regularity for weak solution to the MHD equations and the smoothness of the
direction of vorticity for large vorticity field. Secondly, we will show the smoothness of
solutions to the MHD equations when the velocity field u belongs to LP(0, T; L4(R3)) with
1/p+3/2¢q < 1/2 for ¢ > 3. In general, it is not known whether the smooth solution of
the Cauchy problem exists for all time, for given sufficient smooth, divergence free initial
data. Duvaut and Lions [8] constructed a class of global weak solutions, similar to the
Leray-Hopf weak solutions to the three dimensional Navier-Stokes equations. But the
strong solution is only local, in general. For the two dimensional case, the smoothness
of solutions have been shown. And same results hold in the case of three dimensional
case under the assumption that (u,B) belongs to L°°(0,T; H'(R3)). For details, see
Sermange & Teman [12]. As pointed out by Constantin and Fefferman [4] in the case of
incompressible Navier-Stokes equations, the main difference between the two dimensional
and three dimensional cases can be well understood by considering the dynamics of the
fluid vorticity. In the two dimensional case, the vorticity field is perpendicular to the plane
of motion and its magnitude is uniformly bounded, while in the three dimensional case,
there exists a stretching mechanism for the vorticity magnitude which is nonlinear and
potentially capable of producing finite time singularities. At the same time, Constantin
and Fefferman showed that the solution is smooth, if the direction of vorticity is sufficiently
well behaved in the region of high vorticity magnitude, i.e., they obtained the smoothness
of solution if the direction field £ of the vorticity w(z,t) satisfies that

€(@) = W) < [x —yl/p (1.2)

for some positive constant p when |w(x,t)| > Q and |w(y,t)| > Q for some Q > 0. Similar
results were given in [5] for three dimensional incompressible Euler equations and for
quasi-geostrophic active scalar equation in [6][7].

The first purpose of this paper is to discuss the important role of the smoothness of
direction of vorticity in the region of the large vorticity in the regularity theory for the
incompressible magnetohydrodynamics equations. Comparing with the incompressible
Navier-Stokes equations, a important characteristic of the magneto-hydrodynamics is the
induction effect. This effect brings about the coupling of the magnetic field and the

velocity field. As a result of the inclusion of the magnetic field, the equation of magneto-



hydrodynamics are considerably more complicated than those of ordinary hydrodynamics.
This first resulting difficulty is that, there is no global L!— estimate about the vorticities;
The second, that is the key new difficulties come from the appearance of the strong coupled
terms of vorticities of the velocity u and magnetic field B. We use the fine estimate of
singular integral to overcome the difficulties resulting from the lack of the L!'—estimate
of the vorticity. Furthermore, some integral formulas are deduced for the coupling terms.
By a careful of the kernels of these integrals, we show that the solution is smooth, if the
vorticity field w™ (x,t) of velocity field u satisfies the following estimate: there exist three

positive constants K, p, 2, such that
wt (@ +y, 0)/|wt (@ +y,0)] —wh (2, 6) /|w (@ +y,0)|| < Ky['/? (1.3)

when |y| < p and |wT(z,t)] > Q for some positive constants Kp, and w.

The second purpose of this paper is to show the smoothness of weak solutions in
LP(0,T; L4(R3)). Many authors have studied the regularity for weak solutions of the
Navier-Stokes equations as long as any one of following three conditions hold:

1) u € LP(0,T; LY(R?)) for 1/p+3/2¢ < 1/2 and ¢ > 3,

2) u e ([0, T]; L3 (%)),

3) Vu € L0, T; LP(R?)) for 1/a+3/28 =1 with 1 < a < 2.

See [13],[9], [14] and [2]. It must be noticed that case 3) can not be included into
case 1) and case 2). Moreover, the borderline case o = 2 is significant. It shows that
L2(0,T; WH3(R3)) is a regularity class. This can not be deduced from 1) and 2), since
W13(R3) can not be imbedded into L>°(R?). In this paper, we also show that one of 1)-3)
is sufficient condition for regularity of the solution to MHD equations. As pointed out by
H. Beirao da Veiga, 3) shows that the loss of regularity in time turns out to be balanced
by some additional regularity in space.

It should be noted that the condition (1.3) is somewhat stronger than condition (1.2),
while the conditions for our second results are the same as those for the Navier-Stokes
equations. However, it is worthy to emphasize that there are no assumptions on the
magnetic field B. In other word, our results demonstrate that the magnetic field plays
less dominant role than the velocity field does in the regularity theory of solutions to the
magneto-hydrodynamics equations. In a certain sense, our results are consistent with the
recent numerical simulations of Politano et in [11]. Furthermore, observations of space and
laboratory plasmas alike reveal that the magnetic field of the plasma tends to self-organize
through a turbulent phase of relaxation into a simple spiral contiguration [10]. Thus,
an incompressible three dimensional magneto-hydrodynamics equations should exhibits
a greater degree of regularity than does an ordinary incompressible three dimensional

Navier-Stokes equation, in some sense. However, we can not show this here.



Finally, it will follow easily from our proofs that for the three dimensional incompress-
ible Navier-Stokes equations, the Holder continuity of the direction of the vorticity with
exponent 1/2, in the high vorticity magnitude region and a ball of every point with fixed

radius, is sufficient to ensure the regularity of the solution.

2 Mathematical Preliminaries

Let w™(x,t) = curl u(wz,t), w™(z,t) = curl B(z,t). Then the vorticity equations for the

three dimensional incompressible magneto-hydrodynamics equation can be written
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Here 9; denote 0/0x; for i = 1,2, 3.
Let Cgfa(R?’) denote the set of all C° real vector-valued functions ¢ = (¢1, ¢2, ¢3) with
compact support in R3, such that divg = 0. Let H and V be the closure of C’gf’a(R?’) in
L*(R3) and H'(R3) respectively. And let | - ||, denote the norm in LP(R3) for 1 < p < oo.

If the initial data (ug, By) belong to H and f € L?(0,00; V"), it is well known that there
exists a global weak solution (u, B) in L>(0,00; H) N L? (0,00;V), which satisfies the

loc

energy inequality
ool + SIBOIE +2 [ (A Vu)E + e IVB(6)IB)ds
2 2 0 Re Rm
t
< ol + S Bol} +2 | (uls). £(5))ds (22)

for any t > 0 (Cf. [8]). If (uo, Bo) € V and f € L%*(0,00; L?>(R3)), then there exists a

unique solution (u, B), such that
u, B € L®(0,T*; V)N L*(0,T*; H*(R?)) (2.3)

for some T > 0. According to the regularity result obtained in [12], v and B are sufficient

smooth, if (ug, Bg) and f are sufficient smooth.



By the Biot-Savart law, the velocity field and the magnetic field can be expressed in

terms of their vorticities respectively as follows:

w(a, t) = —ﬁ V(é) « wt (e + )dy,
' 4 (2.4)
B(xz,t) = i V(g) X w (x+ 2)dz.

As in [4], the gradient matrix can be decomposed as the strain matrix and the antisym-

metric parts

Vu(z,t) = S*(x, ) + %w(m,t) ‘-
: (2.5)
VB(z,t) =5 (z,t) + §w_(x,t) X -,

with
S*(z,t) = %(Vu(a:,t)—l—(Vu(x,t))T), S~ (z,t) = %(VB(x,t)+(VB(a:,t))T). (2.6)

The following two integral equations were obtained in [4]
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where the matrixes
(2.8)

578 (5 xw) + ([ x w) @ 9)
with § = y/|y|, I is the identity matrix and the tensor product simply denotes the matrix
(9®79)ij = 9:y;. Moreover, the matrix o is symmetric, traceless and has zero mean on the
unit sphere. The matrix M is also traceless and symmetric; Its mean on the unit sphere
is zero when the second variable w is held fixed and M is viewed as a function of § alone.
The property with zero mean on the unit sphere is very important to deduce the necessary
estimates about the coupling terms.

In the following, we deduce the integral representations for coupling terms. For this
purpose, let T'(B,u) = (T1(B,u), T>(B,u), T5(B,u)). Differentiating the Biot-Savart law



(2.4), one can obtain that

8% - Pv/va w(x + 2)dz

here the property of zero mean of o on unit sphere has been used. Note that

o1
0z; " |z|

with e; the unit vector along the z;—axis. Then

) = (—e; +322)/ |22 = v;

Tl(B,u) = 82B . 8311, — agB . 82’LL

:—PV/ va X w (T + 2) - 83u—v3><w_(a:+z)'62u)dz

(
PV / (83u X vy — Ogu X v3> “(x+ 2)dz

( dz

(-

Vui - w™ (z+ 2) + 3(2205u X 2 — 2300u X 2) - w™ (x + z)> EE
z

——PV/

= —PV / Vui - w™ (z+ 2) + 3(2205u — 2300u) - (2 X w™ (x + z)) dz
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Similarly,

dz

1
TQ(B,U) = —PV/ ( - VUQ . w*(a: + Z) + 3(2’381U - é’lagu) . (2 X w*(:c + Z>)W

4

1 d
Ts3(B,u) = EP.V./ ( —Vug-w™ (x4 2) + 3(2102u — 2201u) - (2 x w™ (x + z)) Z—’Z

Thus,
T(B,u) w (z,t) = %P.V./ ( —w (x+2z,t)- Vu-w (z,t)
7r

+3(w (z,t) X 2) - Vu-(Zxw (x+ 2 t)) dz (2.9)

2>
n (2.9), the vectors at the right hand side of matrix Vu are viewed as column vector.
Applying representations (2.5)-(2.7), it follows that

T(B’“)'w_(xvt):—ﬁp-v./@)(33+z,t)-8+(x,t)-w(x,t))|j—|z

_SLP_V. /Det(w(x,t),w(m 2 t),wH(z, ) |d’z3
—|—47TPV/ (w,t) x 2)- St (z,t)- (2 x w (z + 2, t))) |j|23
+8?;TPV /( wt(x,t))Det(2,w™ (z,t),w (z + 2,t)) |d|23 (2.10)
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where Det denotes the determinant of the matrix whose columns are the three column

vectors in the bracket.

3 The Main Result

In this section, we intend to present our main results. Our major assumption about the

vorticity wt(z,t) of the velocity field u(x,t) is .

Assumption A. There exist three positive constants K, p and £ such that
W (@ +y,t) —w (2, 6)] < Klw* (@ +y,0)||y] > (3.1)

holds if both |y| < p and |w* (z,t)| > Q for any t € [0,T].
Under this assumption on w™(z,t), one can show the following a priori estimate.
Theorem 1.  Let ug,By € V and f € L*(0,T; L*>(R3)). Assume that (u, B) is a

smooth solution of MHD equations (1.1) on some interval [0, T] with 0 < T < co. Then
if the Assumption A holds on [0,T], one has

wh,w™ € L=(0,T; L*(RY)), (3.2)
Vw', Vw™ € L?(0,T; L*(R?)) (3.3)

Moreover, fort € [0,T],
ot @18 + Sl OI3-+ [ ((1/RIVat () + (5/Rm) [T (s)13) ds
’ T
< (It O + Sl 1 + [ 17(5)as)ec (3.4

with Ag = (Y2 + (K + p=2))(|luo |3 + S| Boll3 + fOT | f(s)|lvds) and C is an absolute

constant.

Theorem 2. a) Letug, Bo €V and f € L?(0,T; L>(R3)). Assume that (u, B) is a
smooth solution of MHD equations (1.1) on some interval [0,T] with 0 < T < co. Assume
that one of the following two conditions holds

1) u € LP(0,T; LYR3)) for 1/p+3/2q =1/2 and q > 3,

2) w e (0, T); I3(RY),
then
u € L0, T; H(R?)) N L?(0, T; H*(R?)). (3.5)
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T
< Co(IVull+ IVBulB) +C [ 1113ds (36)

3
holds for any t € [0,T]. Here D?> = Z 0;0; and Cy is a constant depending on
ij=1
fOT llu(s)||yds in case 1) and ||u||%([O7T};L3(R3))T in the case 2) respectively.
b) Let ug, By € LP(R®) for some 3 > 3. If Vu € L*(0,T; L?(R?)) for 1/a+3/23 =1
with 1 < a < 2, then

w, BeL®0,T;L°R%); |ulT Vu, |B|"T VB e L2(0,T;L3(R?)).

Moreover,

-1 3 _o —1 t —2
a1+ 18013 + 257 [l Tuts)as + 25 i1 v s s

T a
< C(I1Boll3, lluoll3, el 17157
(3.7)
for any t € [0,T].

Employing the above a priori estimates, one can show that

Theorem 3. Let ug, By € V and f € L*(0,T; L>(R3)). Suppose that (u, B) is the
weak solution of MHD equations (1.1) on [0,T). If w(x,t) satisfies the assumption A on
[0,T], then

wh,w™ € L0, T; LA(R?)), Vw",Vw™ € L*(0,T; L*(R?)) (3.8)
Moreover,
et (113 + Sllw(6)13 + / ((1/RIV (5)]13 + (S/Rm)|| Ve~ (s)3) ds
T
< C(Jw ()3 + Slw(0) 3 + /0 £ (5)I13dis ) e (3.9)

with Ag = (QY2 + (K + p~/2)2)(||uol|3 + S| Bol|3 + fOT | £(s)|lv:ds) and C is an absolute
constant. Therefore (u, B) is the unique strong solution to the MHD equations on [0,T].

Theorem 4. Let ug,By € V and f € L*(0,T; L*(R?)). Assume that (u, B) is a
weak solution of MHD equations (1.1) on some interval [0,T] with 0 < T < co. Assume

that one of the following two conditions holds



1) u € LP(0,T; LY(R3)) for 1/p+3/2q =1/2 and q > 3,
2) u € C([0, T); L3(R?)),
then
u € L0, T; HY(R?)) N L*(0, T; H*(R?)). (3.10)

Moreover,
IVuI + SIVBOIE + [ (pelDu)IB + o |1D°B(S)13)ds
2 > Jo \Re >" Rm 2
T
< oIV uall + [V Bal) + € [ 171Bas (3.11)

hold for any t € [0, T]. Here Cy is a constant depending on fOT lu(s)||hds in case 1) and
||u|%([07T];L3(R3))T in the case 2) respectively.

b) Let ug, By € LP(R®) for some 3 > 3. If Vu € L*(0,T; L?(R?)) for 1/a+3/23 =1
with 1 < a < 2, then

w, BeL®0,T;L°R%); |u"z Vu, |B|"= VB e L2(0,T;L3(R%)).

Moreover,

t t
o)1+ 1B+ 252 [l 5 Tute)ias + 252 [161° v (o) s
< C(IBoll}, Nuoll3, elo 1¥¥37)

(3.12)
for any t € [0,T).
Remarks:
1. If ug, By and f are sufficiently smooth, then the strong solution (u, B) are sufficient
smooth, by the regularity results in [12].
2. Constantin and Fefferman showed the smoothness of solutions to the three dimen-

sional incompressible Navier-Stokes equations under the assumption that

w(z, ) /|w(z, )] —w(y,t)/|w(y, ]| <[z —yl/p

if both |w(z,t)| > Q and |w(y, t)| > Q for some positive constants €2 and p. In view of our
estimate below, it is obvious that, in order to obtain their regularity result, it is sufficient

to assume that
lw(z,t)/|w(z, t)| — w(y,t)/|Jw(y, | < |z —y[*?/p

holds if both |w(x,t)] > Q, |w(y,t)] > Q and |z — y| < ¢ for some positive constants €2, p
and o.



3. A regularity result was obtained in [15] and [3] for inviscid MHD equation in R3

under the assumption that

T
/0 () oo + [l (5) lsc]ds < .

But here, in order to obtain the regularity for viscous MHD equations, we only need to
assume that w™ (x,t) satisfy Assumption A.

4. Serrin [13], Giga [9], wolf von Wahl[14] etc obtained the regularity of solutions to
the Navier-Stokes equations in the case of 1)-3) in Theorem 3. It is worthy to point out
that the case 3) is a natural extension of 1)-2). Moreover, the borderline case o = 2 is
significant. It follows from Theorem 3 that u and B are regular if Vu € L?(0,T; L3(R?)).
This can not be implied by case 1) and 2), since W13(R?) can not be imbedded into
L>(R3).

The proof of the Theorem 3.  Since ug, By € V and f € L?(0,T; L*(R3)), then the
weak solution (u, B) is strong and unique on [0,7}] for some T} < T. By the a priori
estimate in Theorem 1, together with the assumption A, it follows that estimate (3.9)
is valid on [0,77], which is independent of T7. Thus, the strong solution (u, B) satisfies
estimate (3.9) as long as w' (z, t) satisfies the Assumption A. By the standard continuation
argument, the strong solution can be extended to [0, 7). |

The proof of Theorem 4 is completely same with that of Theorem 3. We omit it here.

4 A Priori Estimate 1

In this section, we will give the a priori estimate and complete the proof of Theorem 1.
So we assume that the solution (u, B) is sufficient smooth on [0, T.

For this purpose, we multiply the first equation of (2.1) by w™, the second equation of
(2.1) by Sw™, then add the resulting equations to obtain that

Ll OIF + Sl O + 2= T ()1 + |0~ (113
_ 2/<w+(m,t)~Vu(ac,t) cwt(a,t) + Sw (2,1) - V(e £) - w (2, 1)
— Sw™(z,t) - VB(z,t) - wt(z,t) — Swt(z,t) - VB(z,t) - w™ (z,t)
Y2ST(B,u) - w (x,0) + F - w+(a:,t)) dz (4.1)

Let ¢(r) be a smooth cut-off function such that 1 < ¢(r) <1, ¢(r) =1 for 0 <r <1,
and ¢(r) = 0 for r > 2. In the following, we will estimate all the terms on the right hand

10



side of (4.1). By (2.5), the first term at the right hand side can be written as
L = 2/w+(w,t) Vu(z,t) - w(x,t) do
= 2/w+(m,t) ST (x,t) - wt(x,t) do
- 2/¢(|w+(%t)|)(w+(m,t) St t) w2, 1)) do
+2/ (1- ¢(W))(w+(:¢,t> S ) w2, 1) da
By the Calderon-Zygmund estimate and formula (2.7), we have that

157 Iy < Cp)llw™|lp,

(4.2)
157 1lp < Cp)lw I,
for any 1 < p < oo. Then by the Holder and Sobolev inequalities,
t(z,t
Ly =2 /gb(W)(uﬁ(m,t) ST (z,t) - wt(x,t)) da
4/5

< COB|wt[lof|urt 5515 s

< OOVt |37Vt |5

<0 [|Vwt |3 + C(61)Q2 w5 (4.3)

for any d; > 0, where the Young inequality has been used.
Since the mean of M on the unit sphere is zero when the second variable w™ is fixed

and M is viewed as a function of ¢ alone, then its integral vanishes in any ball in this case,
i.e.,

d
PV. M(§, w* (z, 1)) = 0. (4.4)
ly|<p [y
Thus, by formula (2.7) and Assumption A,
F(x,t d
1 -o st <opve [ Mgt @yl
& ly|>p lyl
[wt(z,1)] dy

+PV. /ym, (1- o )) M (G, w* (z + y,1) — w* (2,1))

<Cpt? +K)P~V/Iw+(x +y,1)]

ly3
dy
ly|>/2

11



Therefore, by Calderon-Zygmund estimate, the Holder and Sobolev inequalities, we have

D 2‘/ (z, m))(w*(a;,t) ST (2, t) - wt(x,1)) da:‘
< O+ K) ol ol (1 - o)) 5%y
< O+ K) w3t

<& [|Vwt |3+ C61) (02 + K) w4 (4.5)

Therefore,
I <261V |5+ C(60)[QY7 + (0712 + K)?][[w™ |5, (4.6)

Applying formula (2.5) and (2.7), one may rewrite the second term at the right hand
side of (4.1) as

I, = 2S/w(:c,t) -Vu(z,t) - w (z,t)dx
= 2S/w_(x,t) ST (2, t) - w (x,t)dw
= —PV// g, w (z,t))Det(g, w" (x + y,t),w (ac,t))fyl% dx

Using the cut-off function ¢(|w™(z + y,t)|/f2), one decomposes the last integral into two

parts,

wh(z +vy, d
Iy = —PV// 7, w™ (z,t))Det(y gb(‘ ( —|—y )’) T +y,t),w (x,t))ﬁ dx

+ d
o = 2PV [[ G . )Pet(5, (1 - <w>>w+<x Futhw (@) Y o
Similar to the treatment of I11, Is; can be estimated as
_ _ 4/5
Iy < COY3|lw lof|w™ [lo]lw |15
By Gagliardo-Nirenberg, Sobolev and the Young inequalities, one has

I < 8i[|Vw|[3 + 82w |13 + C(81,82) Q22 (w3 + [[w™ |13)

for any ds > 0. In order to estimate I, we need to use the property of zero mean of o on

unit sphere, i.e.,
[ otut i =0 (4.7)
lyl<p |yl

12



By the representation (2.7), one has that

(1= oDy

1 d
= —PV.[ (1-¢(lwt(@+y.0)0)eE)uwt (@ +y+21) s
Am" " s 12

1 lwh(z+y. 0]\, . dz
+—PV. /z|2p(1 — ¢(T))o—(z)w+(x +y+2,t)s

a7 ||
Using (4.7) and Calderon-Zygmund estimate, one has that

wt(-
10— oDyt < ot + 072 furt

Thus we obtain the estimate of Iy
Iy < Cllw |lzlw™[lell(1 — ¢(Jw™ (-, 6)[))w™ (-, t)ll3
< 0| Vw3 + C(2) (K + p~ /)2 ([[w |3 + [[w™ |[3)-
Consequently,
I < 61|V |5 + 262w |3 + C(61,82) [V + (K + p~ 2] (lw* I3 + [[w”]13).  (4.8)

It follows from (2.5) and (2.7) that the third term at the right hand side of (4.1) can

be written as
Is = —25/[10_(1‘,15) (VB(z,t) -wh (z,t) + wh (z,t) - VB(x,t) - w™ (z,t)] do
= —QS/w(x,t) (VB(z,t) + (VB(z,t)T) - wT (z,t) dx
= —4S/w_(x,t) ST (z,t) - wh(z,t) dz

By (4.2) and (4.7), one has that

w+ . 'U)+ .
15 < Ol ol o (1o eyt s + 10— oDy

— — 4/5 — — —
< OV ||al| V™ ol 13575 + C(K + p~72) |3l V™ o]t |3

< 81Vt |3 + 62V [[5 + C(d1, 62)[2Y2 + (K + p~ 2P| (w13 + [l |3).
(4.9)
Let
Iy = 4S/T(B,u) cw” (z,t) dr.
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Applying representation (2.10) and taking into account of the facts (4.4) and (4.7), we can

deduce in a similar way as for I3 that
Iy < 61| Vw3 + 6|V~ |5+ C(61,62) (2" + (K + p~ 2] (w3 + [w”[13)  (4.10)
Integrating by part, we get, with the help of the Holder and Young inequalities, that
I; = 2|/F cw™(z,t) dl
< 2/ [Vt (z, )] de (4.11)
< 01| Vw3 + ClIfI3-

Substituting above estimates into (4.1) and integrating from 0 to ¢ show that
SN — 12 g )12 S — )12
(o @3 + S~ O1F) + | (o IV0 @I+ Vw3 ds
T
< [w*(0)3 + Sllw ()13 +/0 1£(s)l13ds
¢
(@724 5+ p72) [t ) + o (5)8)ds. (4.12)
0

with §; = 1/(6Re) and d2 = S/(5Rm).
Combining the energy inequality with the fact

lw* @2 = IVu@®ll2,  lw™ ®)ll2 = [VB®)]2,

the one deduces estimate (3.9) from (4.12) by Gronwall inequality. [

5 A Priori Estimate 11

In this section, we will deduce another kind of a priori estimate and prove Theorem 2.
Here we also assume that (u, B) is sufficient smooth on [0, T.

First, we differentiate the first equations of (1.1) about x;, then multiply the resulting
equations by O;u to get

L gl + = Vo2 = — /(@-u V)u- B dz + S/(aiB VB - O da

-f—S/(B-V)@iB-@Z-udx—i—/aif‘aiuda:

14



Similarly,
S I0BI+ Vo B = ~ [Gu-V)B 0B o
Adding (5.1) and Sx (5.2), we obtain, by integration by part, that
9 0wl + SI0:BIR) + 2( - V0wl + | VO BIR)
a2 2 Re 12T Rm w2
= —2/(8,~u -V)u - Oju dx + 25/(@3 -V)B - Oju dx — QS/(aiu -V)B - 0;B dz
+25/(8Z‘B . V)u - 0;B dx + /azf - Oju dx
(5.3)
If u € LP(0,T; LY(R3)) with 1/p+3/2¢ = 1/2 and ¢ > 3, then p = 2¢q/(q — 3). We get,
by the integration by part and the Holder inequality, that
I = |—2/(8¢U‘V)u'8iu dx|
< 2| /(u - V)Oiu - Ou dx| + 2| /(u -V)u - 0;0;u dx|
< Ajullg[Vel 20 [1D?ull>.

By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and Young inequality, I; can be estimated as

I < o ID%ul + Clul | Vul, (54)

Similarly, we can estimate the other terms in (5.3) and obtain that

L = |28/(8iB-V)B-8iu dz|

S 2
< = p
< 1o ID*BI3 + Cllullj| VBI3
I3 :|—2S/ Oiu-VB)-0;B dx|
<-—"_||D’B PIIVB
< 1| D*BI + Clull VB3
I4 = |2S/ (%B . Vu) 81B dl”
S 2
< - p
< 1o ID*BI3 + Cllullj| VBI3
Is = |2/(3f - Oju) dz
< oD%l + CI1B. (55)
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Substituting above estimates into (5.3) and summing ¢ from 0 to 3, one gets that

d 1 S

%(HVUI@ +S||VB3) + EIID%II% + %HD2BH§ < Ollullp([Vull3 + SIVBI3) + ClIf12
(5.6)

which implies that

t
IVt 3+ SIVB@IF < (IVwl}+SIVBlR)exp {C [ futrlgar)

vo [ ze {c [ luigar s 5.7

Thus, we obtain estimate (3.6) in the case of 1).
If u € C([0, T); L3(R3)), then we can decompose u = u'+u? with ||u1\|c([07T];L3(R3)) <e
and [[u?|| oo ((0,1)xr3) < C (€ [ull oo, 17;15 (r3Y)) for any € > 0. Then I; can be estimated as

L o< c/yuup%\vuy do
< OllutlsVulls| D>ulls + Cllu?(|oo | Vull2]| D?ull2
< Ce||D?ull5 + Cllu?||Z ]| Vul)3. (5.8)

Here we have used the Sobolev inequality and Cauchy inequality. The other terms in (5.3)
can be treated as before, so we can obtain an inequality similar to (5.6). Then we deduce
the result by same procedure as before.

Now we consider the case that Vu € L*(0,T; LP(R3)) for 1/a +3/23 = 1 with 1 <
a < 2. We multiply the both sides of the second equation in (1.1), integrate over R® and
get by integration by parts,

B -
BdtHBHg —HIBI * VB3 < [ [B)°|Vuldz < IV ullsll Bl 51 (5.9)
By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality,
3
1BIs 1) < CIBI® 1B VB (5.10)
By the Young’s inequality, we get
mltH 15 + SR H\BI = VB3 < C|[Vul3]BII}. (5.11)
Therefore
BB—1) [* L2 T\ ulledr
B+ 20D 1B VB () [ds < CliBollGelo 1T (5.12)

for any t € [0,77].
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Noting that the projector P commutes with V, we have

1d 8-
el + Bl vl
< / (u-V)u-|uﬁ_2udx—/P(B-V)B-|u]ﬂ_2udx
—2
< IVulls(lull3e gy + 1B syl )
ST,
< OVl (Ilull I1ul = Vull,
2@ ) (B— 2)2(25 3) 52 2(5;2)
+[|1Bll5" |||B|ﬁ VB||2"2||U||g Tl Vel ) (5.13)
Thus 5
Gl + Sl vl
247 26(28-3)

2_ 2_
< C|Vullglullf + ClIVull 3”7 Bl 57

2627846

<|[|B|"2 VB3 ‘””II [ (5.14)

By Gronwall’s inequality and (5.12), we obtain that

BB —-1)

ool + 20 [l 5 wats) s < (1Bl ol e 175 519

for any t € [0, T]. This completes the proof of Theorem 2. |
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