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Existence of axially symmetric weak solutions to steady MHD
with non-homogeneous boundary conditions

Shangkun Weng∗

September 24, 2018

Abstract

We establish the existence of axially symmetric weak solutions to steady incompressible mag-
netohydrodynamicswith non-homogeneousboundary conditions. The key issue is the Bernoulli’s
law for the total head pressureΦ = 1

2(|u|2+ |h|2)+ p to a special class of solutions to the inviscid,
non-resistive MHD system, where the magnetic field only contains the swirl component.
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1 Introduction and main results

Let Ω ⊂ R3 be an axially symmetric domain withC2-smooth boundary∂Ω =
⋃N

j=0 Γ j consisting of
N + 1 disjoint componentsΓ j ; i.e.,

Ω = Ω0 \ (∪N
j=1Ω j), Ω j ⊂ Ω0, j = 1, · · · ,N, (1.1)

whereΓ j = ∂Ω j. Consider the steady magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) equations inΩ:



(u · ∇)u + ∇p = (h · ∇)h + ∆u + ∇ × f, ∀x ∈ Ω,
(u · ∇)h − (h · ∇)u = ∆h + ∇ × g, ∀x ∈ Ω,
div u = div h = 0, ∀x ∈ Ω,
u = a, h = b on∂Ω.

(1.2)

For the existence of weak solutions to (1.2), the following compatibility conditions are necessary:

N∑

j=0

F j ≔

N∑

j=0

∫

Γ j

a · nds= 0, (1.3)

N∑

j=0

G j ≔

N∑

j=0

∫

Γ j

b · nds= 0, (1.4)

wheren is the outward unit vector to the boundary∂Ω.
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If the magnetic fieldh is absent, then (1.2) is reduced to the famous steady Navier-Stokes equa-
tions



(u · ∇)u + ∇p = ∆u + ∇ × f, ∀x ∈ Ω,
div u = 0,

u = a on∂Ω.

(1.5)

Leray [21] made fundamental contributions to the existencetheory and showed the existence of a
weak solutionu ∈W1,2(Ω) to (1.5) under the stronger assumptions

F j =

∫

Γ j

a · ndS = 0, j = 0, 1, · · · ,N. (1.6)

Leray provided two different methods for the existence results in [21]. The first onereduced the
nonhomogeneous case to homogeneous case by using the solenoidal extension of boundary valuea
intoΩ, which was successively completed and clarified in [6, 11, 20]). The second one is based on a
clever contradiction argument, which was used in [1, 2, 12, 25]. However, the problem that whether
(1.5), (1.3) admit a solution or not is open for long times andusually referred asLeray’s problem
in literatures. For sufficiently small fluxesF j , one can also obtain the existence of weak solutions
[2, 6, 7, 9, 10, 12, 18, 25]. The existence was also known with certain symmetric restrictions on the
domain and the boundary data and the forcing term (see [1, 8, 14, 22, 23, 24]). Recently, Korobkov,
Pileckas and Russo have made important breakthrough in a series of papers [13, 15, 16, 17] on the
existence theory without any restrictions on the fluxes. First, in [13] they obtained the existence for a
plane domainΩ with two connected components of the boundary assuming onlythe inflow condition
on the external component. The new ingredients of analysis in [13] are the weak one-sided maximum
principle for the total head pressureΦ = 1

2 |u|2 + p obtained by the Bernoulli’s law for weak solutions
to the Euler equations and a divergence form representationof Φ. The Bernoulli’s law is based on the
Morse-Sard theorem developed in [3]. The spatial axially symmetric case was investigated in [15],
where the existence was established without any restrictions on the fluxes, if all componentsΓ j of ∂Ω
intersect the axis of symmetry.

In [16], Korobkov, Pileckas and Russo finally established the existence of weak solutionsu ∈
H1(Ω) to the steady Navier-Stokes with boundary valuesa ∈W3/2,2(∂Ω) and the force∇× f ∈ H1(Ω)
in 2-D bounded domain or 3-D axially symmetric domain withC2-smooth boundary, assuming only
the total fluxes are zero. By the Morse-Sard theorem proved in[3], almost all level sets of the stream
functionψ are finite unions ofC1 curves. Based on the clear understanding of the level sets ofψ and
Φ, they can construct appropriate integration domains (bounded by smooth level lines) and estimate
the upper bound of theL2 of ∇Φ. On the other hand, the length of each of these level lines is bounded
from below and the coarea formula implies a lower bound for the L1 norm of∇Φ, from which they
can derive a contradiction. In the proof given in [16],the Bernoulli’s lawfor the Euler equations plays
an essential role.

In this paper, we adapt their idea in [16] to the steady MHD equations. More precisely, we will
establish the existence of axially symmetric weak solutions u(x) = ur (r, z)er + uθ(r, z)eθ + uz(r, z)ez

andh(x) = hθ(r, z)eθ to (1.2) with nonhomogeneous boundary values in axially symmetric domains
with C2 smooth boundary. We introduce some notations. LetOx1,Ox2,Ox3 be coordinate axes inR3

andθ = arctan(x2/x1), r = (x2
1 + x2

2)1/2, z = x3 be cylindrical coordinates. Denote byvθ, vr , vz the
projections of the vectorv on the axesθ, r, z. A function f is said to beaxially symmetricif it does not
depend onθ. A vector-valued functionh = (hr , hθ, hz) is calledaxially symmetricif hr , hθ andhz do
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not depend onθ. A vector-valued functionh′ = (hr , hθ, hz) is calledaxially symmetric with no swirl
if hθ = 0 while hr andhz do not depend onθ.

We need to use the following symmetry assumptions.

(SO) Ω ⊂ R3 is a bounded domain withC2 boundary andOx3 is a symmetry axis ofΩ.

(AS) The assumptions (SO) are fulfilled and both the boundary valuea ∈ W3/2,2(∂Ω) and∇ × f ∈
W1,2(Ω) are axially symmetric.

(ASwR) The assumptions (SO) are fulfilled and both the boundary valuea ∈W3/2,2(∂Ω) and∇× f ∈
W1,2(Ω) are axially symmetric without rotation.

(ASoS) The assumptions (SO) are fulfilled and both the boundary valueb ∈W3/2,2(∂Ω) and∇ × g ∈
W1,2(Ω) are axially symmetric with only swirl component.

We will use standard notation for Sobolev spaces:Wk,q(Ω),Wk,q
0 (Ω),Wα,q(∂Ω), whereα ∈ (0, 1), k ∈

N0, q ∈ [1,∞]. Denote byH(Ω) the subspace of all solenoidal vector fields fromW1,2
0 (Ω) equipped

with the norm‖u‖H(Ω) = ‖∇u‖L2(Ω). Denote byLq
AS(Ω) (Lq

AS wR(Ω)) the space of all axially sym-
metric vector-valued functions (without rotation) inLq(Ω). Similarly define the spacesLq

AS oS(Ω),

HAS(Ω),HAS wR(Ω),Hq
AS oS(Ω), W1,2

AS(Ω),W1,2
AS wR(Ω),W1,2

AS oS(Ω), W3/2,2
AS (∂Ω),W3/2,2

AS wR(∂Ω),W3/2,2
AS oS(∂Ω)

etc. We denote byH1 the one-dimensional Hausdorff measure, i.e.,H1(F) = lim t→0+H1
t (F), where

H1
t (F) = inf

{ ∞∑

i=1

diamFi : diamFi ≤ t, F ⊂
∞⋃

i=1

Fi

}
.

The main result of this paper is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Assume thatΩ ⊂ R3 is a bounded axially symmetric domain of type (1.1) with C2-
smooth boundary∂Ω. If (∇ × f,∇ × g) ∈ HAS(Ω) × HAS oS(Ω), (a, b) ∈ W3/2,2

AS (∂Ω) × W3/2,2
AS oS(∂Ω)

anda satisfy the compatibility condition (1.3), then (1.2) admits at least one weak axially symmetric
solution (u, h) ∈ HAS(Ω) × HAS oS(Ω). Moreover, if∇ × f ∈ HAS wR(Ω) and a ∈ W3/2,2

AS wR(∂Ω) are
axially symmetric with no swirl, then (1.2) admits at least one weak axially symmetric solution with
(u, h) ∈ HAS wR(Ω) × HAS oS(Ω).

Remark1.2. In the case thatb = bθ(r, z)eθ, (1.4) holds automatically sinceeθ · n ≡ 0 on∂Ω.

For the stationary MHD equations (1.2), we can define the total head pressureΦ = 1
2(|u|2+|h|2)+p.

Suppose (u, h, p) are a smooth solution to the inviscid, non-resistive MHD system, then we only have

(u · ∇)Φ = (h · ∇)(u · h). (1.7)

So even in the two-dimensional case, the right side is not zero in general. In particular, the level
sets of the stream functionψ andΦ do not coincide with each other, the Bernoulli’s law is lost.
However, if we further restrict ourself to the axially symmetric MHD case with the special solution
form u(x) = ur (r, z)er + uθ(r, z)eθ + uz(r, z)ez andh(x) = hθ(r, z)eθ, then (h · ∇)(u · h) = hθ

r ∂θ(u · h) ≡ 0
andthe Bernoulli’s lawholds

(u · ∇)Φ = 0. (1.8)

This has been observed in our previous paper [4], where we have used this to prove some Liouville
type theorems for the steady MHD equations. Here we will adapt the methods developed in [16] to
establish the existence of axially weak weak solutions to (1.2).
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This paper is organised as follows. We first prepare some preliminaries to reduce the existence
problem to some uniform estimates needed in Lemma 2.6 and 2.7. Then in Section 3.1, we first run
the Leray’sreductio ad absurdumargument for the steady MHD equations. The Bernoulli’s law for
the inviscid, nonresistive MHD equations is obtained in Section 3.2. Finally, we adapt the methods
developed in [16] to the steady MHD equation to obtain a contradiction.

2 Preliminaries

The following lemmas concern the existence of solenoidal extensions of boundary values.

Lemma 2.1. (i) If a ∈W3/2,2
AS (∂Ω) and (1.3) holds, then there exists an axially symmetric solenoidal

extensionA ∈W2,2(Ω) of a with the estimate

‖A‖W2,2
AS(Ω) ≤ c‖a‖W3/2,2

AS (∂Ω). (2.1)

Moreover, if conditions (ASwR) is prescribed, thenA can be chosen to have zero swirl compo-
nent.

(ii) If b ∈W3/2,2
AS oS(∂Ω) , then there exists a unique vector fieldH ∈W2,2

AS oS(Ω) such that

∆H = 0 in Ω, div H = 0 in Ω, H = b on∂Ω. (2.2)

We also have the estimate

‖H‖W2,2
AS oS(Ω) ≤ c‖b‖W3/2,2

AS oS(∂Ω). (2.3)

Proof. The conclusion (i) has been proved in [15]. (ii) Letb ∈W3/2,2
AS oS(∂Ω). Then there exists a unique

vector fieldF ∈W2,2(∂Ω) to the Laplace equation

∆F = 0 inΩ, F = b on∂Ω. (2.4)

By similar arguments as in Lemma 2.2 in [15], we can chooseF to be axially symmetric. By the
standard formulas for∆ in cylindrical coordinate system, one has forF = (Fr , Fθ, Fz)

∆F = (∆2 −
1
r2

)Frer + (∆2 −
1
r2

)Fθeθ + (∆2Fz)ez = 0, (2.5)

where∆2 = (∂2
r +

1
r ∂r +∂

2
z). TakeH = Fθeθ. ThenH ∈W2,2

AS oS(Ω) and it follows easily from (2.5) that

∆H = 0.

Sinceb ∈W3/2,2
AS oS(∂Ω), we still haveH = b on∂Ω, thereforeH = F by uniqueness. That is,Fr = Fz ≡

0, which implies that

div H = div F = ∂rFr +
1
r

Fr + ∂zFz = 0

�

Remark2.2. The statement and proof of (ii) were suggested by one of the referees. The author would
like to thank him for the important improvement.
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Given a functionF ∈ Lq(Ω) with q ≥ 6/5, consider the continuous linear functionalH(Ω) ∋ η 7→∫
Ω

F · ηdx. By the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a uniquefunctionG ∈ H(Ω) with
∫

Ω

F · ηdx=
∫

Ω

∇η · ∇Gdx= 〈G, η〉H(Ω) ∀η ∈ H(Ω).

PutG = T0F. Evidently,T0 is a continuous linear operator fromLq(Ω) to H(Ω). The following
lemmas are easily verified.

Lemma 2.3. The operator T0 : L3/2(Ω)→ H(Ω) has the following symmetry properties:

∀F ∈ L3/2
AS(Ω) T0F ∈ HAS(Ω),

∀F ∈ L3/2
AS wR(Ω) T0F ∈ HAS wR(Ω),

∀F ∈ L3/2
AS oS(Ω) T0F ∈ HAS oS(Ω).

(2.6)

Lemma 2.4. The following inclusions are valid:

∀u, v ∈ HAS(Ω) (u · ∇)v ∈ L3/2
AS(Ω),

∀u, v ∈ HAS wR(Ω) (u · ∇)v ∈ L3/2
AS wR(Ω),

∀u ∈ HAS(Ω), v ∈ HAS oS(Ω) (u · ∇)v − (v · ∇)u ∈ L3/2
AS oS(Ω),

∀u, v ∈ HAS oS(Ω), (u · ∇)v ∈ L3/2
AS wR(Ω).

(2.7)

Supposea ∈ W3/2,2(∂Ω) and also the conditions (1.3) and (AS) (or (ASwR)) are fulfilled, then
we can find a weak axially symmetric solutionU ∈ W2,2(Ω) to the Stokes problem in the sense that
U − A ∈ H(Ω) ∩W2,2(Ω) and the following formula is satisfied byU:

∫

Ω

∇U · ∇ηdx=
∫

Ω

(∇ × f) · ηdx, ∀η ∈ H(Ω).

Moreover,

‖U‖W2,2(Ω) ≤ c(‖a‖W3/2,2(∂Ω) + ‖∇ × f‖L2(Ω)).

Putw = u − U andk = h −H. Then the problem (1.2) is equivalent to


−∆w + (U · ∇)w + (w · ∇)w + (w · ∇)U = −∇p− (U · ∇)U

+(H · ∇)k + (k · ∇)k + (k · ∇)H + (H · ∇)H, in Ω,

−∆k + (U · ∇)k + (w · ∇)k + (w · ∇)H − (k · ∇)U − (k · ∇)w − (H · ∇)w = 0

−(U · ∇)H + (H · ∇)U + ∇ × g, in Ω,

div w = div k = 0 in Ω,

w = k = 0 on∂Ω.

(2.8)

By a weak solutionto the problem (1.2) we understand functions (u, h) such thatw = u − U ∈
H(Ω), k = h −H ∈ H(Ω) and for anyη ∈ H(Ω), ζ ∈W1,2

0 (Ω)

〈w, η〉H(Ω) = −
∫
Ω

(U · ∇)U · ηdx−
∫
Ω

(U · ∇)w · ηdx−
∫
Ω

(w · ∇)w · ηdx
−

∫
Ω

(w · ∇)U · ηdx+
∫
Ω

(H · ∇)k · ηdx+
∫
Ω

(k · ∇)k · ηdx
+

∫
Ω

(k · ∇)H · ηdx+
∫
Ω

(H · ∇)H · ηdx,
〈k, ζ〉H(Ω) = −

∫
Ω

(U · ∇)H · ζdx−
∫
Ω

(U · ∇)k · ζdx−
∫
Ω

(w · ∇)k · ζdx
−

∫
Ω

(w · ∇)H · ζdx+
∫
Ω

(k · ∇)U · ζdx+
∫
Ω

(k · ∇)w · ζ
+

∫
Ω

(H · ∇)w · ζdx+
∫
Ω

(H · ∇)U · ζdx+
∫
Ω

(∇ × g) · ζdx.

(2.9)
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By the Riesz representation theorem, for any

(
w
k

)
∈ H(Ω)×H(Ω) there exists a unique element

T

(
w
k

)
=

(
T1

(
w
k

)
,T2

(
w
k

) )T
∈ H(Ω)×H(Ω) such that the right-hand sides of (2.9) are equivalent

to
〈
T1

(
w
k

)
, η

〉

H(Ω)
and

〈
T2

(
w
k

)
, ζ

〉

H(Ω)
for all η ∈ H(Ω), ζ ∈W1,2

0 (Ω), respectively. Obviously,T

is a nonlinear operator fromH(Ω) × H(Ω) to H(Ω) × H(Ω).

Lemma 2.5. The operatorT : H(Ω) × H(Ω) → H(Ω) × H(Ω) is compact. Moreover,T has the
following symmetry properties:

∀
(

w
k

)
∈ HAS(Ω) × HAS oS(Ω), T1

(
w
k

)
∈ HAS(Ω),

∀
(

w
k

)
∈ HAS wR(Ω) × HAS oS(Ω), T1

(
w
k

)
∈ HAS wR(Ω),

∀
(

w
k

)
∈ HAS(Ω) × HAS oS(Ω), T2

(
w
k

)
∈ HAS oS(Ω).

(2.10)

Proof. The compactness can be proved in a standard way as shown in [20] and (2.10) follows from
Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.4. �

Hence (2.9) is equivalent to the operator equation

(
w
k

)
= T

(
w
k

)
(2.11)

in the spaceH(Ω)×H(Ω). Thus, we can apply the Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem to the compact
operatorsT|HAS(Ω)×HAS oS(Ω) andT|HAS wR(Ω)×HAS oS(Ω). Then the following statements hold.

Lemma 2.6. Let conditions (AS)-(ASoS), (1.3)-(1.4) be fulfilled. Suppose all possible solutions(
w
k

)
to the equation

(
w
k

)
= λT

(
w
k

)
with λ ∈ [0, 1]are uniformly bounded in H(Ω)×H(Ω). Then

problem (1.2) admits at least one weak axially symmetric solution (u, h) ∈ HAS(Ω) × HAS oS(Ω).

Lemma 2.7. Let conditions (ASwR)-(ASoS), (1.3)-(1.4) be fulfilled. Suppose all possible solutions(
w
k

)
to the equation

(
w
k

)
= λT

(
w
k

)
with λ ∈ [0, 1] are uniformly bounded in H(Ω)×H(Ω). Then

problem (1.2) admits at least one weak axially symmetric solution (u, h) ∈ HAS wR(Ω) × HAS oS(Ω).

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

3.1 The reductio ad absurdumargument by Leray

We apply thereductio ad absurdumargument of Leray [21] to the stationary MHD equations. To
prove the existence of a weak solution to the MHD system (1.2), by Lemma 2.6 and 2.7 it is sufficient
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to show that the weak solutions (w, k) satisfying for any (η, ζ) ∈ H(Ω) ×W1,2
0 (Ω)

〈w, η〉H(Ω) = −λ
∫
Ω

(U · ∇)U · ηdx− λ
∫
Ω

(U · ∇)w · ηdx− λ
∫
Ω

(w · ∇)w · ηdx
−λ

∫
Ω

(w · ∇)U · ηdx+ λ
∫
Ω

(H · ∇)k · ηdx+ λ
∫
Ω

(k · ∇)k · ηdx
+λ

∫
Ω

(k · ∇)H · ηdx+ λ
∫
Ω

(H · ∇)H · ηdx,
〈k, ζ〉H(Ω) = −λ

∫
Ω

(U · ∇)H · ζdx− λ
∫
Ω

(U · ∇)k · ζdx− λ
∫
Ω

(w · ∇)k · ζdx
−λ

∫
Ω

(w · ∇)H · ζdx+ λ
∫
Ω

(k · ∇)U · ζdx+ λ
∫
Ω

(k · ∇)w · ζ
+λ

∫
Ω

(H · ∇)w · ζdxλ +
∫
Ω

(H · ∇)U · ζdx− λ
∫
Ω
∇H · ∇ζdx+ λ

∫
Ω

(∇ × g) · ζdx,

(3.1)

are uniformly bounded inH(Ω) × H(Ω) with respect toλ ∈ [0, 1]. Assume that this is false. Then
there exist sequences{λn}n∈N ⊂ [0, 1] and {ŵn, k̂n}n∈N ∈ H(Ω) × H(Ω) such that for any (η, ζ) ∈
H(Ω) ×W1,2

0 (Ω)

∫
Ω
∇ŵn · ∇ηdx− λn

∫
Ω

((ŵn + U) · ∇)η · ŵndx− λn

∫
Ω

(ŵn · ∇)η · Udx
+λn

∫
Ω

((̂kn +H) · ∇)η · k̂ndx+ λn

∫
Ω

(̂kn · ∇)η ·Hdx
= λn

∫
Ω

(U · ∇)η · Udx− λn

∫
Ω

(H · ∇)η ·Hdx,
(3.2)

∫
Ω
∇k̂n · ∇ζdx− λn

∫
Ω

((ŵn + U) · ∇)ζ · k̂ndx− λn

∫
Ω

(ŵn · ∇)ζ ·Hdx

+λn

∫
Ω

((̂kn +H) · ∇)ζ · ŵndx+ λn

∫
Ω

(̂kn · ∇)ζ · Udx
= λn

∫
Ω

((U · ∇)ζ) ·Hdx− λn

∫
Ω

(H · ∇)ζ ·Udx− λn

∫
Ω
∇H · ∇ζdx+ λn

∫
Ω

(∇ × g) · ζdx
(3.3)

and

lim
n→∞

λn = λ0 ∈ [0, 1], lim
n→∞

J2
n = lim

n→∞
(‖ŵn‖2H(Ω) + ‖̂kn‖2H(Ω)) = ∞. (3.4)

Denotewn = J−1
n ŵn, kn = J−1

n k̂n. Since‖wn‖2H(Ω) + ‖kn‖2H(Ω) = 1, there exists a subsequence
{wnl , knl } converging weakly inH(Ω) to vector fieldsw, k ∈ H(Ω). Because of the compact embed-
ding

H(Ω) 7→ Lr (Ω) ∀r ∈ [1, 6),

the subsequence{wnl , knl } converges strongly inLr(Ω). Replacingζ in (3.3) by J−2
n ζ, and letting

n→ ∞, we obtain

λ0

∫

Ω

[(w · ∇)k − (k · ∇)w] · ζdx= 0. (3.5)

Takingη = J−2
n ŵn, ζ = J−2

n k̂n in (3.2)-(3.3) and adding the above two identities, we get
∫
Ω
|∇wn|2 + |∇kn|2dx= λn

∫
Ω

[(wn · ∇)wn − (kn·)kn] · Udx− λn

∫
Ω

[(wn · ∇)kn − (kn · ∇)wn] ·Hdx
+J−1

n λn

∫
Ω

[(U · ∇)wn · U − (H · ∇)wn ·H + (U · ∇)kn ·H − (H · ∇)kn · U]dx
−J−1

n λn

∫
Ω

[(∇ × g) · kn + ∇H · ∇kn]dx
(3.6)

Therefore, passing to a limit asnl → ∞ in equality (3.6) and using (3.5) we obtain

1 = λ0

∫

Ω

[(w · ∇)w − (k · ∇)k] · Udx. (3.7)
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This impliesλ0 ∈ (0, 1]. Let us return to the integral identity (3.2). Consider the functional

Rn(η) =

∫

Ω

∇ŵn · ∇ηdx− λn

∫

Ω

((ŵn + U) · ∇)η · ŵndx− λn

∫

Ω

(ŵn · ∇)η · Udx

+λn

∫

Ω

((̂kn +H) · ∇)η · k̂ndx+ λn

∫

Ω

(̂kn · ∇)η ·Hdx− λn

∫

Ω

(U · ∇)η · Udx

+λn

∫

Ω

(H · ∇)η ·Hdx ∀η ∈W1,2
0 (Ω).

Obviously,Rk(η) is a linear functional and

|Rn(η)| ≤ c(‖(ŵn, k̂n)‖H(Ω) + ‖(ŵn, k̂n)‖2H(Ω) + ‖(a, b)‖2W3/2,2(∂Ω) + ‖f‖
2
W1,2

0 (Ω)
)‖η‖H(Ω)

with constantc independent ofn. It follows from (3.2) that

Rn(η) = 0 ∀η ∈ H(Ω).

Therefore, there exists an axially symmetric function ˆpn ∈ L̂2(Ω) = {q ∈ L2(Ω) :
∫
Ω

q(x)dx = 0} such
that

Rn(η) =
∫

Ω

p̂ndiv ηdx ∀η ∈W1,2
0 (Ω)

and

‖p̂n‖L2(Ω) ≤ c(‖(ŵn, k̂n)‖H(Ω) + ‖(ŵn, k̂n)‖2H(Ω) + ‖(a, b)‖2W3/2,2(∂Ω) + ‖f‖
2
W1,2

0 (Ω)
). (3.8)

The pair (̂wn, k̂n, p̂n) satisfies the integral identity
∫

Ω

∇ŵn · ∇ηdx− λn

∫

Ω

((ŵn + U) · ∇)η · ŵndx− λn

∫

Ω

(ŵn · ∇)η · Udx

+λn

∫

Ω

((̂kn +H) · ∇)η · k̂ndx+ λn

∫

Ω

(̂kn · ∇)η ·Hdx+ λn

∫

Ω

(H · ∇)η ·Hdx (3.9)

−λn

∫

Ω

(U · ∇)η · Udx=
∫

Ω

p̂ndiv ηdx, ∀η ∈W1,2
0 (Ω).

Let ûn = ŵn + U, ĥn = k̂n +H. Then identity (3.9) reduces to
∫

Ω

∇ûn · ∇ηdx−
∫

Ω

p̂ndiv ηdx= −λn

∫

Ω

(̂un · ∇)̂un · ηdx

+λn

∫

Ω

(̂hn · ∇)̂hn · ηdx+ λn

∫

Ω

(∇ × f) · ηdx, ∀η ∈W1,2
0 (Ω).

Thus (̂un, ĥn, p̂n) might be considered as a weak solution to the Stokes problem



−∆ûn + ∇p̂n = −λn(̂un · ∇)̂un + λn(̂hn · ∇)̂hn + λn∇ × f ≔ Fn in Ω,

−∆ĥn = −λn(̂un · ∇)̂hn + λn(̂hn · ∇)̂un + ∇ × g ≔ Hn in Ω,

div ûn = div ĥn = 0 in Ω,

ûn = a, ĥn = b on∂Ω.
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Obviously,Fn,Hn ∈ L3/2(Ω) and

‖Fn‖L3/2(Ω) ≤ c‖(̂un · ∇)̂un‖L3/2(Ω) + c‖(̂hn · ∇)̂hn‖L3/2(Ω) + ‖∇ × f‖L3/2(Ω)

≤ c‖̂un‖L6(Ω)‖∇ûn‖L2(Ω) + c‖̂hn‖L6(Ω)‖∇ĥn‖L2(Ω) + ‖f‖W1,2
0 (Ω)

≤ c(‖ŵn‖2H(Ω) + ‖̂kn‖2H(Ω) + ‖a‖2W1/2,2(∂Ω) + ‖b‖
2
W1/2,2(∂Ω)) + ‖f‖W1,2

0 (Ω),

‖Hn‖L3/2(Ω) ≤ c‖(̂un · ∇)̂hn‖L3/2(Ω) + c‖(̂hn · ∇)̂un‖L3/2(Ω) + ‖∇ × g‖L3/2(Ω)

≤ c(‖ŵn‖2H(Ω) + ‖̂kn‖2H(Ω) + ‖a‖2W1/2,2(∂Ω) + ‖b‖
2
W1/2,2(∂Ω)) + ‖g‖W1,2

0 (Ω),

wherec is independent ofn. By the well-known regularity results for the Stokes system(see Theorem
IV.6.1 in [10]), we havêun, ĥn ∈W2,3/2(Ω), p̂n ∈W1,3/2(Ω), and also the estimate

‖̂un‖W2,3/2(Ω) + ‖p̂n‖W1,3/2(Ω) ≤ c(‖Fn‖L3/2(Ω) + ‖a‖W3/2,2(∂Ω))
≤ c(‖ŵn‖2H(Ω) + ‖̂kn‖2H(Ω) + ‖(a, b)‖2

W3/2,2(∂Ω)
+ ‖(a, b)‖W3/2,2(∂Ω) + ‖f‖W1,2

0 (Ω)),
(3.10)

‖̂hn‖W2,3/2(Ω) ≤ c(‖Hn‖L3/2(Ω) + ‖b‖W3/2,2(∂Ω))
≤ c(‖ŵn‖2H(Ω) + ‖̂kn‖2H(Ω) + ‖(a, b)‖2

W3/2,2(∂Ω)
+ ‖(a, b)‖W3/2,2(∂Ω) + ‖g‖W1,2

0 (Ω)).
(3.11)

Denoteun = J−1
n ûn, hn = J−1

n ĥn andpn = λ
−1
n J−2

n p̂n. Then

−νn∆un + (un · ∇)un + ∇pn = (hn · ∇)hn + ∇ × fn, in Ω,
−νn∆hn + (un · ∇)hn − (hn · ∇)un = ∇ × gn, in Ω,
div un = div hn = 0, in Ω,
un = an, hn = bn, on∂Ω,

(3.12)

whereνn = λ
−1
n J−1

n , fn = J−2
n f, gn = J−2

n g andan = J−1
n a, bn = J−1

n b.
It follows from (3.10) that

‖pn‖W1,3/2(Ω) ≤ const.

Hence, from the sequence{pnl } we can extract a subsequence, still denoted by{pnl }, which converges
weakly inW1,3/2(Ω) to some functionp ∈ W1,3/2(Ω). Letϕ ∈ C∞0 (Ω). Takingη = J−2

n ϕ in (3.9) and
letting nl → ∞, we get

− λ0

∫

Ω

(w · ∇)ϕ · wdx+ λ0

∫

Ω

(k · ∇)ϕ · kdx= λ0

∫

Ω

pdiv ϕdx ∀ϕ ∈ C∞0 (Ω).

Integrating by parts in the last equality, we derive

λ0

∫

Ω

[(w · ∇)w − (k · ∇)k] · ϕdx= −λ0

∫

Ω

∇p · ϕdx ∀ϕ ∈ C∞0 (Ω). (3.13)

Hence, the pair (w, k, p) satisfies, for almost allx ∈ Ω, the inviscid, nonresistive MHD equations


(w · ∇)w + ∇p = (k · ∇)k, in Ω,

(w · ∇)k − (k · ∇)w = 0, in Ω,

div w = div k = 0, in Ω,

w = k = 0, on∂Ω.

(3.14)

We summarize the above results as follows.
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Lemma 3.1. Assume thatΩ ⊂ R3 is a bounded axially symmetric domain of type (1.1) with C2-
smooth boundary∂Ω, (∇ × f,∇ × g) ∈ W1,2

AS(Ω) ×W1,2
AS oS(Ω), (a, b) ∈ W3/2,2

AS (∂Ω) ×W3/2,2
AS oS(∂Ω) are

axially symmetric, anda andb satisfy conditions (1.3)-(1.4). If the assertion of Theorem 1.1 is false,
then there existw, k, p with the following properties:

(IMHD-AX) The axially symmetric functions(w, k) ∈ HAS(Ω) × HAS oS(Ω), p ∈ W1,3/2
AS (Ω) satisfy

the invisicd nonresistive MHD system (3.14) and (3.7).

(MHD-AX) There exist a sequence of axially symmetric functionsun ∈ W1,2
AS(Ω), hn ∈ W1,2

AS oS(Ω),

pn ∈ W1,3/2
AS (Ω) and numbersνn → 0+, λn → λ0 ∈ (0, 1] such that the norms‖un‖W1,2(Ω) +

‖hn‖W1,2(Ω) and‖pn‖W1,3/2(Ω) are uniformly bounded, the pair(un, hn, pn) satisfies (3.12), and

‖∇un‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇hn‖L2(Ω) → 1,
un ⇀ w, hn ⇀ k in W1,2(Ω), pn ⇀ p in W1,3/2(Ω).

(3.15)

Moreover,(un, hn) ∈W3,2
loc (Ω) and pn ∈W2,2

loc(Ω).

Assume that

Γ j ∩Ox3 , ∅, j = 0, · · · ,M′,
Γ j ∩Ox3 = ∅, j = M′ + 1, · · · ,N.

Let P+ = {(0, x2, x3) : x2 > 0, x3 ∈ R}, D = Ω ∩ P+. Obviously, onP+ the coordinatesx2, x3

coincide with the coordinatesr, z. For a setA ⊂ R3, put Ă ≔ A ∩ P+, and forB ⊂ P+, denote byB̃
the set inR3 obtained by rotation ofB around theOz-axis. Then

(S1) D is a bounded plane domain with Lipschitz boundary. Moreover, Γ̆ j is a connected set for every
j = 0, · · · ,N. In other words,{Γ̆ j : j = 0, · · · ,N} coincides with the family of all connected
components of the setP+ ∩ ∂D.

Hencew, k andp satisfy the following system in the plan domainD:


wr∂rwr + wz∂zwr −
w2
θ

r + ∂r p = − k2
θ

r ,

wr∂rwθ + wz∂zwθ +
wr wθ

r = 0,

wr∂rwz+ wz∂zwz+ ∂zp = 0,

wr∂rkθ + wz∂zkθ − wr kθ
r = 0,

∂r(rwr ) + ∂z(rwz) = 0.

(3.16)

These equations are satisfied for almost allx ∈ D and

w(x) = k(x) = 0 forH1-almost allx ∈ P+ ∩ ∂D. (3.17)

We have the following integral estimates:w, k ∈W1,2
loc (D),

∫

D
(|∇w(r, z)|2 + |∇k(r, z)|2)rdrdz < ∞ (3.18)

and, by the Sobolev embedding theorem for three-dimensional domains,w, k ∈ L6(Ω), i.e.,
∫

D
(|w(r, z)|6 + |k(r, z)|6)rdrdz < ∞. (3.19)
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Also, the condition∇p ∈ L3/2(Ω) can be written as
∫

D
|∇p(r, z)|3/2rdrdz < ∞. (3.20)

Denote byΦ = p+ |w|
2

2 +
|k|2
2 the total head pressure corresponding to the solution (w, k, p). Obviously,

∫

D
r |∇Φ(r, z)|3/2drdz< ∞. (3.21)

Hence

Φ ∈W1,3/2(Dǫ) ∀ǫ > 0. (3.22)

We also have the importantBernoulli’s law: for almost allx ∈ D

(wr∂r + wz∂z)Φ = 0. (3.23)

3.2 Some results on Inviscid MHD equations.

Sincew, k satisfy (3.14), thenw = k ≡ 0 on∂Ω and∇p ∈ L3/2(Ω), then one can follow [1] and [12]
to prove the following statement.

Lemma 3.2. If (IMHD-AX) are satisfied, then

∀ j ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,N} ∃p j ∈ R : p(x) ≡ p j forH2-almost all x∈ Γ j . (3.24)

In particular, by axial symmetry,

p(x) ≡ p j forH1-almost all x∈ Γ̆ j. (3.25)

We need a weak version of Bernoulli’s law for a Sobolev solution (w, k, p) to the inviscid MHD
equations (3.16).

From the last equality in (3.16) and from (3.18) it follows that there exists a stream function
ψ ∈W2,2

loc (D) such that

∂ψ

∂r
= −rwz,

∂ψ

∂z
= rwr . (3.26)

Fix a point x∗ ∈ D. For ǫ > 0, denote byDǫ the connected component ofD ∩ {(r, z) : r > ǫ}
containingx∗. Since

ψ ∈W2,2(Dǫ ) ∀ǫ > 0, (3.27)

by Sobolev embedding theorem,ψ ∈ C(Dǫ). Henceψ is continuous at points ofD\Oz = D\ {(0, z) :
z ∈ R}. By the definition ofψ andw = k ≡ 0 on∂Ω, we see that all the boundary components are
level sets ofψ.

Lemma 3.3. If (IMHD-AX) are satisfied, then there exist constantsξ0, · · · , ξN ∈ R such thatψ(x) ≡
ξ j on each curvĕΓ j, j = 0, · · · ,N.
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Proof. In virtue of (3.17) and (3.26), we have∇ψ(x) = 0 forH1-almost allx ∈ ∂D \ Oz. Then the
Morse-Sard property (see [3]) implies that

for any connected set C⊂ ∂D \Oz, ∃α = α(C) ∈ R : ψ(x) ≡ α ∀x ∈ C.

Hence sincĕΓ j are connected, the lemma follows.
�

By the properties of Sobolev functionsw, k, ψ,Φ (see [5]), we get the following

Lemma 3.4. If conditions (IMHD-AX) hold, then there exists a set Aw ⊂ D such that

(i) H1(Aw) = 0.

(ii) For all x = (r, z) ∈ D \ Aw,

lim
ρ→0

?
Bρ(x)
|w(y) − w(x)|2dy= lim

ρ→0

?
Bρ(x)
|k(y) − k(x)|2dy= lim

ρ→0

?
Bρ(x)
|Φ(y) − Φ(x)|2dy= 0;

moreover, the functionψ is differentiable at x, and

∇ψ(x) = (−rwz(x), rwr (x)).

(iii) For every ǫ > 0, there exists a set U⊂ R2 withH1
∞(U) < ǫ,Aw ⊂ U, and such that the functions

w, k,Φ are continuous onD \ (U ∪Oz).

Then one can mimic the proof in [15] to establish the following weak version ofBernoulli’s law.

Lemma 3.5. (Bernoulli’s Law). Let conditions (IMHD-AX) be valid, and let Aw be a set from Lemma
3.4. For any compact connected set K⊂ D \Oz, the following property holds: if

ψ|K = const, (3.28)

then

Φ(x1) = Φ(x2) for all x1, x2 ∈ K \ Aw. (3.29)

In particular, we can denote byΦ(K) the uniform constantc ∈ R such thatΦ(x) = c for all
x ∈ K \ Aw, for any compact setK ⊂ D \ Oz with ψK = const. Moreover,Φ has some continuity
properties whenK approaches the singularity axisOz.

Lemma 3.6. Assume that conditions (IMHD-AX) are satisfied. Let Ki be a sequence of compact sets
with the following properties: Ki ⊂ D \ Oz, ψ|Ki = const, andlim

i→∞
inf

(r,z)∈Ki

r = 0, lim inf
i→∞

sup
(r,z)∈Ki

r > 0.

ThenΦ(Ki)→ p0 as i→ ∞.

Lemma 3.7. If conditions (IMHD-AX) are satisfied, then p0 = · · · = pM′ , where pj are the constants
from Lemma 3.2.

Heuristically, one can imagine that the axisOz is an “almost” stream line, by Lemma 3.5, all
the boundary components that intersects with the symmetry axis should share the same total head
pressureΦ, which immediately implies Lemma 3.7. Since the proof of Lemmas 3.2-3.7 are quite
similar to the proofs in [15], we omit the details.
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3.3 Obtaining a contradiction.

We consider three possible cases.

(a) The maximum ofΦ is attained on the boundary component intersecting the symmetry axis:

p0 = max
j=0,··· ,N

p j = sup
x∈Ω
Φ(x). (3.30)

(b) The maximum ofΦ is attained on a boundary component that does not intersect the symmetry
axis:

p0 < pN = max
j=0,··· ,N

p j = sup
x∈Ω
Φ(x). (3.31)

(c) The maximum ofΦ is not attained on∂Ω:

max
j=0,··· ,N

p j < sup
x∈Ω
Φ(x). (3.32)

3.3.1 The case supx∈ΩΦ(x) = p0.

Adding a constant to the pressurep, we can assume that

p0 = sup
x∈Ω
Φ(x) = 0. (3.33)

Since the identityp0 = p1 = · · · = pN is impossible, we have thatp j < 0 for somej ∈ {M′+1,N}.
Recall that by Lemma 3.7,p0 = p1 = · · · = pM′ = 0. From equation (3.141) we obtain

0 = x · ∇p(x) + x · (w(x) · ∇)w(x) − x · (k(x) · ∇)k(x)
= div [xp(x) + (w(x) · x)w(x) − (k(x) · x)k(x)] − p(x)div x− |w(x)|2 + |k(x)|2
= div [xp(x) + (w(x) · x)w(x) − (k(x) · x)k(x)] − 3Φ(x) + 1

2 |w(x)|2 + 5
2 |k(x)|2.

(3.34)

Integrating it over∂Ω and using (3.33), we derive a contradiction as follows

0 ≥
∫

Ω

[3Φ(x) − 1
2
|w(x)|2 − 5

2
|k(x)|2]dx=

∫

∂Ω

p(x)(x · n)ds=
N∑

j=0

p j

∫

Γ j

(x · n)ds

=

N∑

j=1

p j

∫

Ω j

div xdx= −3
N∑

j=1

p j |Ω j | > 0.

Hence we exclude the first case.

3.3.2 The case p0 < pN = supx∈ΩΦ(x).

We may assume that the maximum value is zero:

p0 < pN = max
j=0,··· ,N

p j = sup
x∈Ω
Φ(x) = 0. (3.35)

Thenp0 = · · · = pM′ < 0.
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Change (if necessary) the numbering of the boundary componentsΓM′+1, · · · , ΓN−1 so that

p j < 0, j = 0, · · · ,M,M ≥ M′, (3.36)

pM+1 = · · · = pN = 0. (3.37)

To remove a neighborhood of the singularity lineOz from our consideration, we taker0 > 0 such
that the open setDǫ = {(r, z) ∈ D : r > ǫ} is connected for everyǫ ≤ r0 (i.e.Dǫ is a domain), and

Γ̆ j ⊂ Dr0 and inf(r,z)∈Γ̆ j
r ≥ 2r0, j = M′ + 1, · · · ,N,

Γ̆ j ∩Dǫ is a connected set and sup(r,z)∈Γ̆ j∩Dǫ
r ≥ 2r0, j = 0, · · · ,M′, ǫ ∈ (0, r0].

(3.38)

Let a setC ⊂ Dǫ separatĕΓi andΓ̆ j inDǫ for some different indexesi, j ∈ {0, · · · ,N}; i.e., Γ̆i∩Dǫ

andΓ̆ j ∩ Dǫ lie in different connected components ofDǫ \C. Obviously, forǫ ∈ (0, r0], there exists
a constantδ(ǫ) > 0 (not depending oni, j,C) such that the uniform estimate sup(r,z)∈C r ≥ δ(ǫ) holds.
Moreover, the functionδ(ǫ) is nondecreasing. In particular,

δ(ǫ) ≥ δ(r0), ǫ ∈ (0, r0]. (3.39)

In the following, we will construct an appropriate integration domain by using the level sets of
Φ andΦn. We need some information concerning the behavior of the limit total head pressureΦ
on stream lines. Following [16] and [19], we introduce some facts of topology. Bycontinuumwe
mean a compact connected set. We understand connectedness in the sense of general topology. A
subset of a topological space is calledan arc if it is homeomorphic to the unit interval [0, 1]. Let
Q = [0, 1] × [0, 1] be a square inR2, and let f be a continuous function onQ. Denote byEt a level
set of the functionf , i.e., Et = {x ∈ Q : f (x) = t}. A connected componentK of the level setEt

containing a pointx0 is a maximal connected subset ofEt containingx0. By T f denote a family of all
connected components of level sets off .

We apply Kronrod’s results to the stream functionψ|Dǫ
, ǫ ∈ (0, r0]. Accordingly, Tψ,ǫ means the

corresponding Kronrod tree for the restrictionψ|Dǫ
. Define the total head pressure on the Kronrod

treeTψ,ǫ as follows. LetK ∈ Tψ,ǫ with diamK > 0. Take anyx ∈ K \ Aw and putΦ(K) = Φ(x). By
the Bernoulli’s Law in Lemma 3.5, the valueΦ(K) is independent of the choicex ∈ K \ Aw. ThenΦ
has the following continuity properties on stream lines.

Lemma 3.8. (See Lemma 3.5 in [16]). Let A, B ∈ Tψ,ǫ , whereǫ ∈ (0, r0], diam A> 0, and diam B>
0. Consider the corresponding arc[A, B] ⊂ Tψ,ǫ joining A to B. Then the restrictionΦ|[A,B] is a
continuous function.

Denote byBǫ0, · · · , BǫN the elements ofTψ,ǫ such thatBǫj ⊃ Γ̆ j∩Dǫ , j = 0, · · · ,M′, andBǫj ⊃ Γ̆ j , j =
M′ + 1, · · · ,N. By construction,Φ(Bǫj ) < 0 for j = 0, · · · ,M, andΦ(Bǫj) = 0 for j = M + 1, · · · ,N.
For r > 0, let Lr be the horizontal straight lineLr = {(r, z) : z ∈ R}. Then similar to Lemma 4.6 in
[16], we can findr∗ ∈ (0, r0] andC j ∈ [Br∗

j , B
r∗
N], j = 0, · · · ,M, such thatΦ(C j) < 0 andC ∩ Lr∗ = ∅

for all C ∈ [C j , B
r∗
N].

We restrict our argument on the domainDr∗ and putTψ = Tψ,r∗ and B j = Br∗
j . Since∂Dr∗ ⊂

B0∪ · · · ∪ BN ∪ Lr∗ and the set{B0, · · · , BN} ⊂ Tψ is finite, we can changeC j (if necessary) such that

∀ j = 0, · · · ,M, C j ∈ [B j , BN], Φ(C j) < 0, (3.40)

C ∩ ∂Dr∗ = ∅ ∀C ∈ [C j , BN). (3.41)
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Observe thatΓ j ∩ Lr∗ , ∅ for j = 0, · · · ,M′. Therefore, if a cycleC ∈ Tψ separatesΓN from Γ0

andC∩ ∂Dr∗ = ∅, thenC separatesΓN from Γ j for all j = 1, · · · ,M′. So we can takeC0 = · · · = CM′

and consider only the Kronrod arcs [CM′ , BN], · · · , [CM, BN]. Recall that a setZ ⊂ Tψ hasT-measure
zero ifH1({ψ(C) : C ∈ Z}) = 0.

Lemma 3.9. For every j= M′, · · · ,M, T-almost all C∈ [C j , BN] are C1-curves homeomorphic to
the circle. Moreover, there exists a subsequenceΦnl such that the sequenceΦnl |C converges toΦ|C
uniformlyΦn|C ⇒ Φ|C on T-almost all cycles C∈ [C j , BN].

Without loss of generality, we assume that the subsequenceΦnl coincides withΦn. Besides, cycles
satisfying the assertion of Lemma 3.9 will be calledregular cycles. From Lemmas 3.9 and Lemma
3.6 in [16], we can conclude that

H1({Φ(C) : C ∈ [C j , BN] and C is not a regular cycle}) = 0, j = M′, · · · ,M. (3.42)

Settingα = max
j=M′,··· ,M

min
C∈[C j ,BN]

Φ(C), then by (3.40),α < 0. By (3.42), we can find a sequence of

positive valuesti ∈ (0,−α), i ∈ N with ti+1 =
1
2ti , such that the implication

Φ(C) = −ti ⇒ C is a regular cycle

holds for every j = M′, · · · ,M and for all C ∈ [C j , BN]. Consider the natural order on the arc
[C j , BN], namely,C′ < C

′′
if C

′′
is closer toBN thanC′. For j = M′, · · · ,M andi ∈ N, put

A j
i = max{C ∈ [C j , BN] : Φ(C) = −ti}.

Then eachA j
i is a regular cycle andA j

i ⊂ Dr∗ . In particular, for eachi ∈ N, the compact set∪M
j=M′A

j
i

is separated from∂Dr∗ anddist(∪M
j=M′A

j
i , ∂Dr∗) > 0. Then for eachi and for sufficiently smallh > 0,

we have the inclusion{x ∈ Dr∗ : dist(x, Γ̆N) < h} ⊂ Dr∗ \ (∪M
j=M′A

j
i ). Denote byVi the connected

component of the open setDr∗ \ (∪M
j=M′A

j
i ) which encloses the set{x ∈ Dr∗ : dist(x, Γ̆N) < h}. Then

we have

{x ∈ Dr∗ : dist(x, Γ̆N) < h} ∩ ∂Vi = AM′
i ∪ · · · ∪ AM

i .

By the construction, the sequence of domainsVi is decreasing; i.e.Vi ⊃ Vi+1. Hence the sequence of
sets (∂Dr∗) ∩ (∂Vi) is nonincreasing. Every set (∂Dr∗)∩ (∂Vi) consists of several componentsΓ̆l with
l > M. Since there are only finitely many componentsΓl, then we can conclude that for sufficiently
largei, the set (∂Dr∗)∩(∂Vi) is independent ofi. So we can assume that (∂Dr∗)∩(∂Vi) = Γ̆K∪· · ·∪Γ̆N,
whereK ∈ {M + 1, · · · ,N}. Hence,

∂Vi = AM′
i ∪ · · · ∪ AM

i ∪ Γ̆K ∪ · · · ∪ Γ̆N. (3.43)

By Lemma 3.9, we have the uniform convergenceΦn|A j
i
⇒ Φ(A j

i ) asn→ ∞, then for eachi ∈ N
there existsni such that for alln ≥ ni

Φn|A j
i
< −7

8
ti , Φn|A j

i+1
> −5

8
ti ∀ j = M′, · · · ,M.

Then

∀t ∈ [
5
8

ti ,
7
8

ti ] ∀n ≥ ni Φn|A j
i
< −t, Φn|A j

i+1
> −t ∀ j = M′, · · · ,M.



Existence of axially symmetric weak solutions 16

Accordingly, forn ≥ ni andt ∈ [ 5
8ti , 7

8ti ], we can defineW j
in(t) as the connected component of the

open set{x ∈ Vi \ Vi+1 : Φn(x) > −t} with ∂W j
in(t) ⊃ A j

i+1 and put

Win(t) =
M⋃

j=M′
W j

in(t), Sin(t) = (∂Win(t)) ∩ (Vi \ Vi+1).

By construction,Φn ≡ −t on Sin(t) and

∂Win(t) = Sin(t) ∪ AM′
i+1 ∪ · · · ∪ AM

i+1,

and the setSin(t) separatesAM′
i ∪ · · · ∪AM

i from AM′
i+1∪ · · · ∪AM

i+1. SinceΦn ∈W2,2
loc(Ω), by the Morse-

Sard theorem, for almost allt ∈ [ 5
8ti , 7

8ti ], the level setSin(t) consists of finitely manyC1-cycles and
Φn is differentiable in classical sense at every pointx ∈ Sin(t) with ∇Φn(x) , 0. We will say the
valuest ∈ [ 5

8ti , 7
8ti ] having the above property are (n, i)-regular. Therefore,̃Sin(t) is a finite union of

smooth surfaces (tori), and by construction,
∫

S̃in(t)
∇Φn · ndS = −

∫

S̃in(t)
|∇Φn|dS < 0, (3.44)

wheren is the unit outward normal vector to∂W̃in(t).
Forh > 0, denoteΓh = {x ∈ Ω : dist(x, ΓK ∪ · · · ∪ΓN) = h},Ωh = {x ∈ Ω : dist(x, ΓK ∪ · · · ∪ΓN) <

h}. Since the distance function dist(x, ∂Ω) is C1-regular and the norm of its gradient is equal to one in
the neighborhood of∂Ω, there is a constantδ0 > 0 such that for everyh ≤ δ0, the setΓh is a union of
N − K + 1 C1-smooth surfaces homeomorphic to the torus, and

H2(Γh) ≤ c0 ∀h ∈ (0, δ0], (3.45)

where the constantc0 = 3H2(ΓK ∪ · · · ∪ ΓN) is independent ofh.

Lemma 3.10. For any i ∈ N, there exists n(i) ∈ N such that for every n≥ n(i) and for almost all
t ∈ [ 5

8ti , 7
8ti ], the inequality

∫

S̃in(t)
|∇Φn|dS ≤ F t (3.46)

holds with the constantF independent of t, n and i.

Proof. By a direct calculation, (3.16) implies

∇Φ = ∇1
2 |w|2 − (w · ∇)w + ∇1

2 |k|2 + (k · ∇)k
= [∇w − (∇w)T ] · w + [∇k + (∇k)T ] · k. (3.47)

SinceΦ , conston Ṽi, (3.47) implies
∫
Ṽi
|∇w − (∇w)T |2 + |∇k + (∇k)T |2dx > 0 for everyi. Hence,

from the weak convergence∇un ⇀ ∇w and∇hn ⇀ ∇k in L2(Ω) it follows that for anyi ∈ N, there
exist constantsǫi > 0, δi ∈ (0, δ0) andk′i ∈ N such that

Ωδi ∩ Ã j
i = Ωδi ∩ Ã j

i+1 = ∅, j = M′, · · · ,M,
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and for alln ≥ n′i
∫

Ṽi+1\Ωδi

(
|∇un − (∇un)T |2 + |∇hn + (∇hn)T |2

)
dx> ǫi . (3.48)

Fix i ∈ N. We assume thatn ≥ ni . Since we have removed a neighborhood of the singularity line
Oz, we can use the Sobolev embedding theorem in theplanedomainDr∗ . The uniformly bounded-
ness of‖Φn‖W1,3/2(Dr∗ )

imply that the norm‖Φn‖L6(Dr∗ )
and then‖Φn∇Φn‖L6/5(Dr∗ )

are also uniformly
bounded. Finally we have

‖Φn∇Φn‖L6/5(D̃r∗ )
≤ const. (3.49)

Fix a sufficiently smallσ > 0 (the exact value ofσwill be specified below), and take the parameter
δσ ∈ (0, δi ] small enough to satisfy the following conditions:

Ωδσ ∩ Ã j
i = Ωδσ ∩ Ã j

i+1 = ∅, j = M′, · · · ,M, (3.50)∫

Γh

Φ
2
ndS < σ2 ∀h ∈ (0, δσ] ∀n ≥ n′. (3.51)

The last estimate follows from the identityΦ|ΓK∪···∪ΓN ≡ 0, the weak convergenceΦn ⇀ Φ in the
spaceW1,3/2(Ω), and (3.49).

By a direct calculation, (3.12) implies

∇Φn = −νncurl curl un + [∇un − (∇un)T ] · un

+[∇hn + (∇hn)T ] · hn + ∇ × fn.

Then using the Stokes theorem, we obtain
∫

S
∇Φn · ndS =

∫

S

(
[∇un − (∇un)T ] · un

)
· ndS+

∫

S

(
[∇hn + (∇hn)T ] · hn

)
· ndS.

Now, fix a sufficiently smallǫ > 0. The exact value ofǫ will be specified below. For a given
sufficiently largen ≥ n′, we follow the argument in Lemma 3.8 of [16] to find a numberhn ∈ (0, δσ)
such that the estimates

∣∣∣∣∣
∫

Γhn

∇Φn · ndS
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2

∫

Γhn

(|un| · |∇un| + |hn| · |∇hn|)dS < ǫ, (3.52)

∫

Γhn

(|un|2 + |hn|2)dS ≤ Cǫν
2
n (3.53)

hold, whereCǫ is independent ofn andσ.
Now, for (n, i)-regular valuet ∈ [ 5

8ti , 7
8ti ], consider the domain

Ωihn
(t) = W̃in(t) ∪ (Ṽi+1 \Ωhn

).
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By construction,∂Ωihn
(t) = Γhn

∪ S̃in(t). Also using (3.12), we know

∆Φn = ∆pn + |∇un|2 + |∇hn|2 + un · ∆u + hn · ∆hn

= −div((un · ∇)un) + div((hn · ∇)hn) + |∇un|2 + |∇hn|2 −
1
νn

(
(∇ × fn) · un + (∇ × gn) · hn

)

+
1
νn

(
(un · ∇)

|un|2
2
+ un · ∇pn − un · ((hn · ∇)hn)

)
+

1
νn

(
(un · ∇)

|hn|2
2
− hn · ((hn · ∇)un)

)

= −
3∑

i, j=1

∂iun j∂ juni + |∇un|2 + |∇hn|2 +
3∑

i, j=1

∂ihn j∂ jhni +
1
νn

(un · ∇)Φn

− 1
νn

(hn · ∇)(un · hn) −
1
νn

(
(∇ × fn) · un + (∇ × gn) · hn

)

=
1
νn

div (Φnun) +
1
2
|∇un − (∇un)T |2 + 1

2
|∇hn + (∇hn)T |2

− 1
νn

(
(∇ × fn) · un + (∇ × gn) · hn

)
, (3.54)

where we have used the special structure ofun andhn, so that (hn · ∇)(un · hn) ≡ 0. Integrating the
equation (3.54) over the domainΩihn

(t), we obtain

∫

S̃in

∇Φn · nds+
∫

Γhn

∇Φn · nds

=

∫

Ωihn
(t)

1
2
|∇un − (∇un)T |2 + 1

2
|∇hn + (∇hn)T |2dx− 1

νn

∫

Ωihn
(t)

((∇ × fn) · un + (∇ × gn) · hn) dx

+
1
νn

∫

S̃in

Φnun · nds+
1
νn

∫

Γhn

Φnun · nds

=

∫

Ωihn
(t)

1
2
|∇un − (∇un)T |2 + 1

2
|∇hn + (∇hn)T |2dx− 1

νn

∫

Ωihn
(t)

((∇ × fn) · un + (∇ × gn) · hn) dx

+
1
νn

∫

Γhn

Φnun · nds− tλnF ,

whereF = (FM′ + · · · + FM). In view of (3.52), we can estimate
∫

S̃in

|∇Φn|ds ≤ tF + ǫ + 1
νn

∫

Ωihn
(t)

((∇ × fn) · un + (∇ × gn) · hn) dx

−
∫

Ωihn
(t)

(1
2

∣∣∣∣∣∇un − (∇un)T
∣∣∣∣∣
2

+
1
2

∣∣∣∣∣∇hn + (∇hn)T
∣∣∣∣∣
2)

dx

+
1
νn

( ∫

Γhn

Φ
2
nds

) 1
2
( ∫

Γhn

|un|2ds
) 1

2
, (3.55)

with F = |F |. By definition, 1
νn
‖∇ × fn‖L2(Ω) = λnνn‖∇ × f‖L2(Ω) → 0 asn→∞. Therefore,

∣∣∣∣∣
1
νn

∫

Ωihn
(t)

((∇ × fn) · un + (∇ × gn) · hn) dx
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ǫ
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for sufficiently largen. Using inequalities (3.51) and (3.53) in (3.55), we obtain
∫

S̃in

|∇Φn|ds ≤ tF + 2ǫ + σ
√

Cǫ −
∫

Ωihn
(t)

1
2
|∇un − (∇un)T |2 + 1

2
|∇hn + (∇hn)T |2dx

≤ tF + 2ǫ + σ
√

Cǫ −
∫

Ṽi+1\Ωδi

1
2
|∇un − (∇un)T |2 + 1

2
|∇hn + (∇hn)T |2dx,

whereCǫ is independent ofn andσ. Choosingǫ = 1
6ǫi , σ =

ǫi
3
√

Cǫ
, and a sufficiently largen, from

(3.48) we obtain 2ǫ +σ
√

Cǫ −
∫
Ṽi+1\Ωδi

1
2 |∇un− (∇un)T |2+ 1

2 |∇hn+ (∇hn)T |2dx≤ 0. We have finished

the proof.
�

Now we can derive a contradiction by using the Co-area formula.

Lemma 3.11. Assume thatΩ ⊂ R3 is a bounded domain of type (1.1) with C2-smooth boundary∂Ω,
(∇× f,∇×g) ∈W1,2

AS(Ω)×W1,2
AS oS(Ω), and(a, b) ∈W3/2,2

AS (∂Ω)×W3/2,2
AS oS(∂Ω) satisfies (1.3)-(1.4). Then

assumptions (MHD-AX) and (3.35) lead to a contradiction.

The proof of Lemma 3.11 can be obtained by slightly modifyingthe proof of Lemma 3.9 of
[16], i.e., replacing Hausdorff measureH1 byH2, and the curvesSin(t) by the surfaces̃Sin(t) in the
corresponding integrals and the details are omitted. Therefore, we have excluded the second case.

3.3.3 The case supx∈ΩΦ(x) > maxj=0,··· ,N p j .

Assume that (3.32) is satisfied, and setσ = maxj=0,··· ,N p j . Then we can find a compact connected
setF ⊂ D \ Aw such that diam(F) > 0,ψ|F = const, andΦ(F) > σ. We may assume thatσ < 0 and
Φ(F) = 0. We still need to separateF from ∂D by regular cycles, and take a numberr0 > 0 such
that F ⊂ Dr0, the open setDǫ = {(r, z) ∈ D : r > ǫ} is connected for everyǫ ≤ r0, and conditions
(3.38) are satisfied. Then forǫ ∈ (0, r0], we can consider the behavior ofΦ on the Kronrod trees
Tψ,ǫ corresponding to the restrictionsψ|Dǫ

. Denote byFǫ the element ofTψ,ǫ containingF. Using
the same procedure as previous, we can findr∗ ∈ (0, r0] andC j ∈ [Br∗

j , F
r∗ ], j = 0, · · · ,N, such that

Φ(C j) < 0 andC ∩ Lr∗ = ∅ for all C ∈ [C j , Fr∗ ].
SetTψ = Tψ,r∗ , F

∗
= Fr∗ , andB j = Br∗

j , i.e. B j ∈ Tψ andB j ⊃ Γ̆ j ∩Dr∗ . As above, we can change
C j so that

∀ j = 0, · · · ,N Cj ∈ [B j, F
∗], Φ(C j) < 0,

C ∩ ∂Dr∗ = ∅ ∀C ∈ [C j , F
∗], and C0 = · · · = CM′ .

Similarly, we should construct an appropriate integrationdomain by using the level sets ofΦ and
Φn. Take positive numbersti = 2−i t0, regular cyclesA j

i ∈ [C j , F∗] with Φ(A j
i ) = −ti , and the setSin(t)

with Φn|Sin(t) ≡ −t separatingAM′
i ∪ · · · ∪ AN

i from AM′
i+1 ∪ · · · ∪ AN

i+1, etc. Argued as in Lemma 3.10
and 3.11, we can derive a similar contradiction as before. Therefore, we have finished the proof of
Theorem 1.1.
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