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1 Introduction

Assume Q C R? is a C?~ smooth bounded domain and Q7 = Q x (0,7). In
this paper we investigate the boundary regularity of solutions to the principal
system of magnetohydrodynamics (the MHD equations):

v+ (v-Vo—Av+Vp=rot Hx H .

¢ ( ) dive = Op } mn QT7 (1)
OH + rotrot H = rot(v x H .
t divH = 0 ( )} i Qr. @)

Here unknowns are the velocity field v : Q7 — R3, pressure p : Q7 — R, and the
magnetic field H : Qr — R3. We impose on v and H the boundary conditions:

vaaxo,r) =0, Hylaaxo,r) =0, (rot H)-|aaxo,r) =0, (3)

Here by v we denote the outer normal to 02 and H, = H - v, (rtotH), =
rot H — v(rot H - v). We introduce the following definition:

Definition: Assume I' C 9. The functions (v, H,p) are called a boundary
suitable weak solution to the system (1), (2) near I'r =T x (0,7) if

1) v € Laoo(Qr) N W, (Qr) N WIS (Qr),
H € Lo oo(Qr) N W, °(Qr),

2) peLy(Qr)NWy's(Qr),

3) divv=0, divH =0 a.e. in Qr,

4) v|sa =0, Hylaon =0 in the sense of traces,
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5) for any w € L2(f2) the functions

t— [ v(z,t) w(z) de and t— | H(z,t) w(z) de
/ /

are continuous,
6) (v, H) satisfy the following integral identities: for any ¢ € [0, T]

[ v(z,t)-n(x,t) de— [ vo(z) - n(x,0) do +
Q Q

t
I (—v-atn+(vU—v®v+H®H):vn—(p+§|H|2)divn) dzdt = 0,

for all n € Wi'(Q;) such that nloax . = 0,
2
[ H(z,t) -¥(x,t) de — [ Ho(z) - (z,0) de +
, @ Q
+ [f (—H-8t1/1—|—rotH~rot1/)—(v ><H)~rot1/1) dzdt =0,
00

for all ¢ € W' (Qq) such that 1, ]sax (0, = 0
2

7) For every zo = (wo,t9) € I'r such that Qg(zo) x (to — R?,t9) C Qr and
for any ¢ € C§°(Br(wo) % (to — R?,to]) such that %‘aﬂ = 0 the following
“local energy inequality near I'p” holds:

sup [ §(|v|2 + |H|2) dr +
t€(to—R2,t0) Qg (o)

to
+2 J f C(IVv|2+|rotH|2) drdt <
to—R2 Qr(z0o)

to
< [ (|v|2 + |H|2)(at< + AQ) dadt +
to—R2 QR(:E())

to (4)
+ ] (wP+2p)v- V¢ dedt +
to—R2 QR(:E())
to
-2 f f (H®H):V2Cdxdt+
to—R?2 QR(IQ)
to
+2 [ [ (vx H)(V( x H) dzdt
to—R2 QR(:E())
We remark also that the following identity holds
to
[ (vx H) (V¢ x H) dedt =
to—R2 QR(IU)
to to
= f f (U-VC)|H|2 drdt — f f (v- H)(H - V() daxdt
to—Rz QR(w(J) tU—RZ QR(LE())



Here L, ;(Qr) is the anisotropic Lebesgue space equipped with the norm

vian= ([ ([ 1swor ) a)”,

and we use the following notation for the functional spaces:

1]

Wl (Qr) = Li(0, T; W) = { u € Lyy(Qr) : Vu € Loi(Qr) },
Wsz,’zl(QT) ={ue Wsly’lO(QT) : Vu, O € L ) (Qr) },
WHQ) = {ue WHQ) : uloo =0},

and the following notation for the norms:

o @y = il @m + IV ellz, @)

lellwz @y = lellwio@p + 1V7ull @) + 10culle. @r)s

Denote B(xg,r) the open ball in R? of radius 7 centered at zo and denote
by Bt (zo,r) the half-ball {z € B(zg,r) | 3 > 0}. For zp = (xo,t0) denote
Q(20,7) = B(zo,7) X (to — 12, t0), QF (20,7) = BT (20,7) X (tg — r%,t0). In this
paper we shall use the abbreviations: B(r) = B(0,7), BT(r) = BT(0,r) etc,
B = B(1), B* = B(1) etc.

2 Main Results

Our work deals with the sufficient conditions of local regularity of suitable weak
solutions to the MHD system near the plane part of the boundary. In [9] the
following results were obtained.

Theorem 2.1. There exists an absolute constant €, > 0 with the following
property. Assume (v, H,p) is a boundary suitable weak solution in Qr and
assume zg = (xo,to) € 0 x (0,T) is such that xo belongs to the plane part of
0. If there exists ro > 0 such that Q% (29,79) C QT and

1

= [ (PP bl s <
0

Q*(zo0,70)
then the functions v and H are Hélder continuous on Q% (zo, 2).

Theorem 2.2. For any K > 0 there exists eo(K) > 0 with the following prop-
erty. Assume (v, H,p) is a boundary suitable weak solution in Qr and assume
20 = (xo,t0) € 0N x (0,T) is such that o belongs to the plane part of O0. If

1 1/2
1imsup(; / \VH|? dxdt) < K (5)

r—0
Q(zo,7)



and

S| =

1/2
/ Vo]? d:z:dt) < e, (6)
Q(zo0,7)

then there exists p, > 0 such that the functions v and H are Holder continuous
on the closure of Q% (20, px)-

lim sup (

r—0

Let us explain the main differences between these theorems. The statement
of the theorem 2.1 contains smallness conditions on the three functionals, but
these conditions have to hold only for one value of cylinder radius. In theorem
2.2 we have conditions for all sufficiently small values of radius, but smallness
condition (6) is imposed only on the velocity v.

To describe more conditions of local regularity we will need the following
notations

1/2

E(r) = ( L[ |Vo)? dedt ) ,
QT (r)

1/2

[ |vH]? d:vdt) ,
QF(r)

Br) = (4

1/2
A(r) = (% sup [ v dy) ,
te(—r2,0) B+(r)
1 2 Y
Al (r) = (; sup J |H]| dy) ,

Qt(r)

F,(r) = (1, [ |H| dxdt)l/q
J

Qt(r) 2/3
D)= (% [ Ip—[plsel*? dydt)
Q*(B) L
1.3 2/3
Dy(r) =R3~% \Vpl* dy)” T dt)
(1 (1 wa) o)

C(r) = Cs(r), F(r) = F3(r), D.(r) = Do (r).

Note that the equations (1), (2), as well as the functionals (7) and the state-
ments of the previous theorems are invariant under the scaling transformations

Uy, 8) = pu(py + x0, p*s + to),
H,(y,s) = pH(py + o, ps + to), (8)
po(y,s) = p°plpy + x0, p*s + to).
We use the approach which was originally developed in [4] for the Navier-
Stokes equations (and later it was used also in [2]). According to this approach

the regularity of solutions follows if one of the functionals (7) is bounded uni-
formly with respect to r and additionally one of these functionals is small only



for a single sufficiently small value of the radius. Our goal is to obtain the same
result for the solutions to the MHD system.

The main result of our work is the following theorem, that is a kind of
“interpolation” of theorems 2.1 and 2.2.

Theorem 2.3. For arbitrary K > 0 there is a constant €1(K) > 0 with the
following property. Assumw (v, H,p) is a suitable weak solution to the MHD
system in Qr and zo = (xo,tp) € 0N x (0,T) where xg belongs to the plane part
of 00). If
limsup( iz / lv|® dadt )1/3 + ( ig / |H|? dxdt )1/2 < K (9)
r—0 T T
QF (z0,7) Q* (20,7)

and one of the following conditions holds

1 1/2
liminf( - / |Vo|? dadt ) < €1,
T

r—0
QT (z0,7)
I 'f(l / ||2ddt)l/2<
(G, [ opFe)T<an
Bt (zg,r)
o 1 3 1/3
hmlnf( - [v]® dzdt ) < €1,
r—0 r
QT (z0,r)

then there exists p, > 0 such that the functions v and H are Holder continuous
on the closure of Q% (20, px)-

Note that it is possible to prove a lot of analogues of theorem 2.3. Generally
the proof consist of two steps. The first step is the proof of boundedness of
energy functionals (7). Usually to do this it is sufficient to have boundedness
condition for one functional depending on v and for another one depending on H.
In our work this step is carried out in Section 4. Also we will use some estimates
for the magnetic field H, that can be obtained if we consider equation (2) as
the heat equation with lower order terms depending on v. This inequalities are
proved in Section 3.

The second step is the proof of regularity condition when all of functionals
(7) are bounded and one of functionals on v is small for a single sufficiently
small value of r. This result can be found in Section 5.

3 Estimates of Solutions to the Heat Equation

In this section we study solutions of the heat equations with the lower order
terms:

OH — AH = divlv@ H— H®wv) in Q7.
U|m3:0 = 07
H3|13:0 =0, Ha.,3|z3:0 =0, a=1,2.



Namely, we assume the functions (v, H) possess the following properties:

v, He W, (Q"),

11
V|gg=0 =0, Hslzs—0 =0 in the sense of traces, (11)

for any n € C§°(Q;R3) such that n3]z,—0 = 0 the following integral identity
holds

/(—H-@tn+VH:V77) dedt = —/G:Vnd:vdt, (12)
Qt Qt
here G = v® H — H® v, and

dive =0, divH =0 ae. in Q7. (13)

Lemma 3.1. Assume that conditions (11) — (13) hold. Then for any0 <r <1
and 0 < 0 <1 the following estimate holds

Fy(0r) < c0*Fy(r) + 073 C(r) A, (r). (14)

Proof. Denote by v* and H* the extensions of functions v and H from Q™ onto

Q. Fix arbitrary r € (0,1) and let ¢ € C*°(Q) be a cut off function such that
¢=1onQ(r) and supp¢ C B x (—1,0]. Denote II = R3 x (—1,0) and denote
by G the function which coincides with G* on Q(%) and additionally possesses
the following properties: G € Wll’O(H) NnL 18 6 (ID), G is compactly supported in
II, and R

1Glg ) < €lGollzg y@i5n < cllGlizg @5 (15)

We decompose H* as R ~
H* =H +H,

where H is a solution of the Cauchy problem for the heat equation

{ oH—AH = divG in I, (16)

ﬁ|t:71 = Oa

defined by the formula H =T xdivG = —VI % G, where T is the fundamental
solution of the heat operator. The function H satisfies the homogeneous heat
equation

OWH—-AH=0 in Q). (17)

Take arbitrary 6 € (0,4). We estimate || H||,(q+ () in the following way

IH | o+ ory < 1H pa@or) < 1HlLa@or) + 1HlLaqor),  (18)

For HH||L2(Q(9T)) we have

IN

IHllz.0eer) < € I1Hzo@e5))- (19)



As H satisfies (17) by local estimate of the maximum of H via its Ly-norm we
obtain } o
[Hl Lo ory) < €02 [HlLyQez) <

5 * ;
< ¢ 02 (1H ooy + 1H [ La@ez))

So, we need to estimate ||I§THL2(Q(%)). As singular integrals are bounded on
the anisotropic Lesbegue space L, (see, for example, [8]) for the convolution
h =T % G we obtain the estimate

(20)

|‘B|‘W§’I2(Q(r)) < CHGHLQQ(H)-
On the other hand, from the 3D— parabolic imbedding theorem (see [1])

3 2 3 2
Wil (@) = W@, as 1- <g+7—1—9—a> 20,

forp:q:2ands:g,l:2andforﬁ:—Vﬁweobtain
1 a0y < CHGHL%Q(H)-

(Note that the constant c¢ in this inequality does not depend on r). Taking into
account (15) we arrive at

1|0y < ¢ NGy @+ 50 (21)

From the definition of G we obtain

=

0

||G|\L%2(Q+(g)) <c / HU®H||2L%(B+(T/2)) dt | <
—7‘2/4

0
< (/ 1013 g+ |1 HI13,5+ydt | < (22)
'I"2

NG

1
2

0
3
< Hllse0 ) / Il2 iyt | < PECE)AL().
T‘2

Combining inequalities (20)-(22) we will get the statement of lemma.
(]
Using interpolation inequality (24) for C'(r) in the right hand side (14), we
will obtain inequality (14) in another form

Corollary 3.1. Assume that conditions (11) — (13) hold. Then for any 0 <
r<1and0 <0 <1 the following estimate holds

Fy(0r) < c0*Fy(r) + b2 E2 (r) Az (r) A, (r). (23)



4 Boundedness of energy functionals

In this section we derive estimates of energy functionals which allow us to ob-
tain uniform boundedness (with respect to the radius) of all functionals (7) if
boundedness of some of them is known.

Observe that one can prove a group of estimates that are the consequences
of Holder inequality, embedding theorem and interpolation inequality.

Cir) < AXMEr),  F) < A@E M+ 24
D(r) < eDq(r), D;(r) < eDs(r), Vs > 1. (25)
First of all we will prove the decay estimate for the pressure

Lemma 4.1. If v,p, H are the suitable weak solution near the boundary to the
MHD equations in Q*. Then for any 0 < r <1 0 < 0 < 1 the following
estimate holds

\m

12 (0r) < cb” ( (r) + E(r)) +

Ju
-

D
) 26
(0) (B()A (1)CH (1) + B.(1) A2 (nF* (1)) 2

Proof. To obtain (26) we apply the method developed in [3], [5], see also [6].
Denote II,, = R3 x (—r2,0). We fixr € (0,1] and 6 € (0, §) and define a function
g : ILF — R3 by the formula

B rot Hx H— (v-V)v, in QT(r),
s = { 0 in 117\ Q* (1)

Then we decompose v and p as
v =9+ ’Du p = ﬁ""ﬁu

where (9,p) is a solution of the Stokes initial boundary value problem in a
half-space

00 —AD+ VD = g, in I,
divo =0 r
Ol4=0 = 0, 0]zy—0 = 0,

and (0,p) is a solution of the homogeneous Stokes system in Q(r):

atﬁ—Af)-i-Vﬁ:O, . +
{ dive =0 i QT(r),

D] zg=0 = 0.

For Vp and Vp the following estimates hold (see [5], see also [7]):

IVBllLL, 5@+t —IIVUH Ly 3(Q+(r) <
11°2 11’2 (27)
( |H x rot H||y,,

12 3(
11°2

@ty + - V)olle g o @+ )



Qe ) (28)

To estimate the right hand side of (27) we will use Holder and interpolation
inequalities

aror < c0° (119l 4@y + IVl 4@
11°2 11°2

VoL,

12 3(
11°2

[(v-V)vlls2 5 =
2
0 3
3. 38
/ (0 9ol [ 1) <
1 (29)
6
< |[Vels / IollSpde | <190l / loligolgar | <
< [Vl f[ol3 ol
Term ||H X rot H||L12 5 (Q+(n) can be estimated similarly.
The right hand side of (28) can be estimated as follows
19l 4 @ron + 198y @ron <
< e (IVellagry + VPl 1 @+ (30)
#1190y yiaron + 199l 4000 )
1172 1172
Combining inequalities (27)-(30) we will get the statement of lemma.
(]

Theorem 4.1. Let v,p, H are the suitable weak solution near the boundary to
the MHD equations in Q+ and

C(R)+ F(R)<M, 0<R<1.

If we consider the following functional

o

18

=1
[SEN

(r),

L(r) = A%(r) + B*(r) + A%2(r) + E2(r) + D

-
o

then the following estimate will hold

L(r)y < C(M)(r*L(1) +1).

Proof. From local energy inequality we obtain

L(0r) < ¢ (C3(20r) + F3(20r) + C*(26r) 4+ C(260r)D(20r)+

((m) .

o

5

C?(20r)F3(20r) + C(20r) F3 (20r) +

“\m ¥l

1



Now we will estimate every term in the right hand side. Our goal is to prove
the following estimate

L(Or) < =L(r)+ C(M). (31)

N~

Then we can use a standard iteration procedure (see [4]) and obtain the state-
ment of the theorem.

Estimates for the first three terms are obvious. To estimate the 4th term we
use Young inequality and inequality (25)

C(20r)D(20r) < ¢ (D: (20r) + M25) .

Now we are going to prove estimate for Dz (26r). To do this, we will use
inequalities (24) and (26)

D% (297‘) S
< e (D% (r) + E(r)) +¢(6) (E(T)A% (FC3 (1) + B, (r)AZ

* nof=
—~
=3
=
R
—~
=
~
—
IA

<t (D (r) + B()) +e0) (3 ()M + £30)FF (7).

(32)
We use interpolation inequality to estimate F3(r)
R < FhnF o) < e (abo) (B 0 + B ) Fho <
’ (33)

As the result we obtain

2 o 575 k 125 k

D (20r) < c§°L(r) + ¢(0) (L (MR 01 ()M ) :

11
Since the right hand side of the last inequality contain £(r) in the degree smaller
then 1, choosing 6 sufficiently small and using Young inequality we obtain an
estimate (31).

To estimate the last two terms we use (33)

C(r)F2(r) < c (L%(T)M% +L%M%)

and Young inequality. The second term can be estimated in the same maner.
As the result we obtain (31). Next by standard iteration procedure we finish
the prove of the theorem.
O

10



5 Proof of main results

As a first step we obtain theorem 2.1 without smallness condition on a pressure.

Lemma 5.1. For arbitrary M > 0 there is e1(M) > 0, such that if v,p, H are
the suitable weak solution near the boundary to the MHD equations in QT,

A(R) + E(R) + A.(R) + E.(R) + F5(R) + D1z (R) < M, YO<R<1 (34)

and
C(l) + F3(1) <e1, (35)

then the functions v and H are Hélder continuous on Q7 (r.) for some 0 < r, <

1.

Proof. Assume that the statement of the lemma is false. Then there are
sequences of vy, pn, H, of suitable weak solutions in @, such that

C(vn, 1) + F3(Hyp,1) =€, — 0, asn — o0 (36)
and 0 is a singular point. Then by theorem 2.1
C(vn, 1)+ D(pn,r) + F5(Hp,7) > €4 (37)
forall 0 <r < 1.
On the other hand from (26), (34), (36) and the embedding theorem we have
D(pn,r) < cDiz2(pn,7) < cr®M + c(r)M%E,%l. (38)
So we fix 0 < r <1 and pass to the limit by n in (37) and (38)
g« <limsup (C(vy,r) + D(pp,r) + F5(Hy, 1)) =

n—00

= lim sup D(pp,r) < cr*M.

n—r oo

As the result we obtain, that the inequality
gx < cr*M

must be true for arbitrary 0 < r < 1. So we have a contradiction.
O

Theorem 5.1. For arbitrary M > 0 there is eo(M) > 0, such that if v,p, H
are the suitable weak solution near the boundary to the MHD equations in QT
satisfying to (34) and one of the following conditions holds

E(1) < eq, (39)
A1) < &9, (40)
C(1) < &2, (41)
then the functions v and H are Hélder continuous on Q% (r.) for some 0 < r, <

1.

11



Proof. The proof of this theorem is similar to the proof of previous lemma.
We begin from the case (39). Let vy, pp, Hy, are the sequences of suitable weak
solutions to the MHD system, such that (34) holds,

E(v,,1)=¢, >0

as n — 0o, and zg = 0 is a singular point. Then from lemma 5.1 we have

C(vn,r) + F5(vp,7) > &1 (42)
for arbitrary 0 < r < 1.
On the other hand
C(vp,r) < %C(Um 1) < %A%(’Um 1)E%(’Un, 1) =0 (43)
r3 r3

as n — oo and for any fixed 0 < r < 1. From (23) we obtain
lim sup Fo(Hp,r) < er*M. (44)

Next we use interpolation inequality

Fy(Hy,r) < F (Hyo,v)Ffy (Ho, 7). (45)
3

To estimate the second factor in the right hand side of (45) we use (24). So
from (42)-(45) we obtain

1
g1 <limsup (C(vn,7) + F3(vn, 7)) < cr®*M* V0 <r < 3
n—00
and, if we choose r sufficiently small, we will have a contradiction.

Observe, that E(r) and A(r) take part in (23) symmetrically, so the proof
of this theorem in the case (40) is similar to the previous one. In the case of
(41) for obtaining (44) is sufficient to use (14).

O
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