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LOCAL EXISTENCE FOR THE NON-RESISTIVE

HALL-MAGNETO-HYDRODYNAMICS SYSTEM

MIMI DAI

Abstract. Local in time existence of smooth solution is established for the in-
compressible inviscid (and viscous) non-resistive Hall-magneto-hydrodynamics
system in Hs(Rn) with s > 2 + n

2
, n = 2, 3. As a consequence, it removes

a major assumption on the local existence of solutions in the work of Chae
and Weng [7], where the authors constructed smooth initial data such that the

solution, if exists, blows up at finite time in Hs(R3) for s > 7

2
.
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1. Introduction

We consider the incompressible non-resistive Hall-magneto-hydrodynamics (Hall-
MHD) system:

ut + u · ∇u − b · ∇b+∇p− ν∆u = 0,

bt + u · ∇b− b · ∇u+∇× ((∇× b)× b) = 0,

∇ · u = 0,

(1.1)

for (x, t) ∈ R
n × [0,∞), n ≥ 2, with the initial conditions

(1.2) u(x, 0) = u0(x), b(x, 0) = b0(x), ∇ · u0 = ∇ · b0 = 0,

where u, p and b represent the fluid velocity, pressure and the magnetic field, re-
spectively. One can observe that, if initially ∇ · b0 = 0, the magnetic field b will
remain divergence free, see [4]. The Hall term ∇× ((∇× b)× b) characterizes the
feature of magnetic reconnection when the magnetic shear is large, which is the
major cause of the investigation here. For physical background of the magnetic
reconnection and the Hall-MHD model, we refer the readers to [13, 16, 18] and
references therein. Mathematical aspects of this model can be found in, just to
name a few, [1, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11].

This paper concerns the local in time existence of strong solutions to (1.1) with
ν ≥ 0 in Sobolev spaces. Below is the main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let ν ≥ 0. Assume (u0, b0) ∈ (Hs(Rn))
2

with s > 2 + n
2 and

∇ · u0 = ∇ · b0 = 0. There exists a time T = T (‖u0‖Hs , ‖b0‖Hs) > 0 and a unique
solution (u, b) of (1.1) on [0, T ] such that

(u, b) ∈ (C([0, T ];Hs(Rn)))2 .

Remark 1.2. Notice that standard bootstrap arguments imply that any solution

of (1.1) in space (C([0, T ];Hs(Rn)))
2

with s > 2 + n
2 is indeed smooth.

1
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The principal contribution is that our result removes a major assumption of the
conditional singularity formation result by Chae and Weng [7]. In [7], the authors
constructed smooth initial data in Hs(R3) with s > 7

2 , such that if there is a local in
time smooth solution (u, b) to the 3D Hall-MHD system (1.1) emanating from this
data, then the Hs(R3) norm of the solution blows up in finite time. The authors
specified that it seems difficult to show the local in time existence of smooth solution
to (1.1) due to the Hall term. Thus, they could not rule out the possibility that
(1.1) is locally ill-posed. Nevertheless, Theorem 1.1 here provides an affirmative
answer that there exists a strong solution in Hs(R3) with s > 7

2 for a short time
starting from initial data in the same space. In view of Remark 1.2 the strong
solution obtained in Theorem 1.1 is actually smooth.

In addition, our result advances on the study of the local well-posedness problem
for the Hall-MHD system. In particular, in [6], the authors considered the inviscid
Hall-MHD system with fractional magnetic diffusion:

ut + u · ∇u− b · ∇b+∇p = 0,

bt + u · ∇b − b · ∇u+∇× ((∇× b)× b) + (−∆)αb = 0,

∇ · u = 0, ∇ · b = 0,

(1.3)

for x ∈ R
n, n ≥ 2. They showed that if α > 1

2 and the initial data (u0, b0)

is in (Hs(Rn))
2

with s > 1 + n
2 , there exists a unique solution (u, b) of (1.3) in

(L∞([0, T ];Hs))
2
∩
(

C([0, T ];Hs′)
)2

for any s′ < s and some time T > 0. This

result improved earlier work in [3, 4], where local existence of strong solutions was
obtained only for α ≥ 1. In spite of that fact, the magnetic field diffusion cannot

be taken weaker than (−∆)
1
2 b in [6]. Accordingly, by means of this, Theorem 1.1

improves all the aforementioned results since there is no diffusion in the magnetic
field equation and the fluid viscosity ν is allowed to be zero in (1.1).

Finally, we explain briefly the strategy adopted to establish Theorem 1.1. As
indicated above, the main difficulty lies in handling the Hall term in the absence of
magnetic diffusion. Notice that, formally, (1.1) admits the basic energy law,

1

2

d

dt

(

‖u(t)‖22 + ‖b(t)‖22
)

+ ν‖∇u(t)‖22 = 0,

which is the same as for the magneto-hydrodynamics system, i.e., (1.1) without the
Hall term. Thus, for smooth solutions the Hall effect does not dissipate energy.
Inspired by this fact, to overcome the obstacles caused by the Hall term, we need
to fully exploit cancellations as a result of the special topological arrangement of
the magnetic field lines. To take advantage of harmonic analysis techniques, we will
use Littlewood-Paley decomposition. The task is to uncover cancellations in cer-
tain frequency shells after “chopping" the system into many sub-systems. Roughly
speaking, Bony’s paraproduct will be employed to decompose the flux integrals;
various commutators will be introduced to estimate the troublesome terms; and
cancellations will be discovered on the level of decomposed shells. Indeed, the com-
mutator estimates and cancellations discussed in Section 2 are the cornerstone to
achieve a priori estimate in Section 3, which is a fundamental step in the proof of
local existence of strong solutions to (1.1) in Section 4.

We conclude this section by remarking that our analysis gives an alternative
proof of the local existence of the non-resistive MHD system by Fefferman et al.
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in [12], that is, (1.1) without the Hall term has a unique local strong solution in

(Hs(Rn))2 with s > n
2 , see Remark 3.2 in Section 3.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notation. It is convenient to denote by A . B an estimate of the form
A ≤ CB with some absolute constant C, and by A ∼ B an estimate of the form
C1B ≤ A ≤ C2B with some absolute constants C1, C2. The norm ‖ · ‖Lp in space
Lp is simplified to ‖ · ‖p; and (·, ·) stands for the L2-inner product.

2.2. Littlewood-Paley decomposition. The core techniques adopted in this pa-
per are based on the Littlewood-Paley decomposition theory, which is recalled
briefly in the following. For more detailed descriptions on this theory we refer
the readers to the books [2] and [14].

A nonnegative radial function χ ∈ C∞
0 (Rn) is chosen such that

χ(ξ) =

{

1, for |ξ| ≤ 3
4

0, for |ξ| ≥ 1.

Let λq = 2q for integers q. Next we define a sequence of bump functions,

ϕ(ξ) = χ(
ξ

2
)− χ(ξ), ϕq(ξ) =

{

ϕ(λ−1
q ξ) for q ≥ 0,

χ(ξ) for q = −1.

The Fourier transform and inverse Fourier transform are denoted by F and F−1,
respectively. For a tempered distribution vector field u we define the Littlewood-
Paley projection

h = F−1ϕ, h̃ = F−1χ,

uq := ∆qu = F−1(ϕ(λ−1
q ξ)Fu) = λn

q

∫

h(λqy)u(x− y)dy, for q ≥ 0,

u−1 = F−1(χ(ξ)Fu) =

∫

h̃(y)u(x− y)dy.

By the Littlewood-Paley theory, the identity

u =
∞
∑

q=−1

uq

holds in the sense of distribution, which indicates that the sequence of the smooth
functions ϕq forms a dyadic partition of the unit. It is handy to denote the various
summation terms by short symbols,

u≤Q =

Q
∑

q=−1

uq, u(Q,N ] =
N
∑

p=Q+1

up, ũq =
∑

|p−q|≤1

up.

Note that we can identify the norm of Sobolev space Ḣs by

‖u‖Ḣs ∼

(

∞
∑

q=−1

λ2s
q ‖uq‖

2
2

)1/2

, s ∈ R.

We recall Bernstein’s inequality satisfied by the dyadic blocks uq.
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Lemma 2.1. (See [15].) Let n be the space dimension and r ≥ s ≥ 1. Then for all
tempered distributions u, we have

(2.4) ‖uq‖r . λ
n( 1

s
− 1

r
)

q ‖uq‖s.

2.3. Bony’s paraproduct and commutators. We choose the following version
of Bony’s paraproduct out of many flexible formulations,

∆q(u · ∇v) =
∑

|q−p|≤2

∆q(u≤p−2 · ∇vp) +
∑

|q−p|≤2

∆q(up · ∇v≤p−2)

+
∑

p≥q−2

∆q(ũp · ∇vp),
(2.5)

which will be used constantly to decompose the nonlinear terms in energy estimate.
In order to have the flexibility to move derivatives, we introduce a commutator as

(2.6) [∆q, u≤p−2 · ∇]vp = ∆q(u≤p−2 · ∇vp)− u≤p−2 · ∇∆qvp.

Lemma 2.2. The following estimate holds, for any 1 < r < ∞

‖[∆q, u≤p−2 · ∇]vp‖r . ‖∇u≤p−2‖∞‖vp‖r.

To treat the Hall term, two more commutators are defined for vector valued
functions F and G,

(2.7) [∆q, F ×∇×]G = ∆q(F × (∇×G)) − F × (∇×Gq),

(2.8) [∆q,∇× F×]G = ∆q(∇× F ×G)−∇× F ×Gq,

which are crucial to reveal certain cancellations as well as move derivatives. They
satisfy the estimates below.

Lemma 2.3. Assume ∇ · F = 0 and F , G vanish at large |x| ∈ R
3. For any

1 < r < ∞, we have

‖[∆q, F ×∇×]G‖r . ‖∇F‖∞‖G‖r;

‖[∆q,∇× F×]G‖r . ‖∇F‖∞‖G‖r.

Proof: The first inequality was obtained in [9]. We only prove the second one
here. It follows from the definition of ∆q and (2.8) that

[∆q,∇× F×]G =∆q(∇× F ×G)−∇× F ×Gq

=

∫

R3

h(λq(x− y))∇× (F (y)− F (x)) ×G(y) dy.

Applying Young’s inequality gives

‖[∆q, F ×∇×]G‖r .‖∇F‖∞‖G‖r

∫

R3

|h(λq(x− y))| dy

.‖∇F‖∞‖G‖r.

�
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Lemma 2.4. Assume the vector valued functions F , G and H vanish at large
|x| ∈ R

3. For any 1 < r1, r2 < ∞ with 1
r1

+ 1
r2

= 1, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R3

[∆q, F ×∇×]G · ∇ ×H dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ‖∇2F‖∞‖G‖r1‖H‖r2;

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R3

[∆q,∇× F×]G · ∇ ×H dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ‖∇2F‖∞‖G‖r1‖H‖r2.

Proof: Again, we only need to show the second inequality, for the first one was
proved in [9]. The definition of ∆q along with (2.8) indicates that

∫

R3

[∆q,∇× F×]G · ∇ ×H dx

=

∫

R3

∫

R3

h(λq(x− y))∇x × (F (y)− F (x)) ×G(y) · ∇x ×H(x) dy dx

=−

∫

R3

∫

R3

λ3
q∇xh(λq(x− y))∇x × (F (y)− F (x)) ×G(y) ·H(x) dy dx

−

∫

R3

∫

R3

h(λq(x− y))∇x ×∇x × (F (y)− F (x)) ×G(y) ·H(x) dy dx

≡J1 + J2.

Thus, Young’s inequality leads to

|J1| ≤

∫

R3

∫

R3

λ3
q |∇xh(λq(x− y))∇x × (F (y)− F (x)) ×G(y)| dy|H(x)| dx

.

∫

R3

∫

R3

λ3
q |x− y| |∇xh(λq(x− y))| |G(y)|

|∇x × (F (y)− F (x))|

|x− y|
dy|H(x)| dx

.‖∇2F‖∞‖G‖r1‖H‖r2

∫

R3

λ3
q |x− y| |∇xh(λq(x− y))| dy

.‖∇2F‖∞‖G‖r1‖H‖r2

with 1
r1

+ 1
r2

= 1, and also

|J2| ≤

∫

R3

∫

R3

|h(λq(x− y))∇x ×∇x × (F (y)− F (x))×G(y)| dy|H(x)| dx

.‖∇2F‖∞‖G‖r1‖H‖r2

∫

R3

|h(λq(x − y))| dy

.‖∇2F‖∞‖G‖r1‖H‖r2.

�

3. A priori estimate

The intuitive idea in regard to the local existence of (1.1) in Hs with s > 2 + n
2

comes from a priori estimate satisfied by smooth solutions in this space. Indeed,
we prove

Theorem 3.1. Let (u0, b0) ∈ (Hs(Rn))2 with s > 2+ n
2 and (u, b) be a smooth solu-

tion of (1.1) starting from the data (u0, b0). There exists a time T = T (‖u0‖Hs , ‖b0‖Hs) >
0, such that, for every t ∈ [0, T ] we have

‖u(t)‖2Hs + ‖b(t)‖2Hs ≤ C
(

‖u0‖
2
Hs + ‖b0‖

2
Hs

)

,
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where the constant C depends on T , ‖u0‖Hs , and ‖b0‖Hs , but not on ν.

Proof: Multiplying the first equation of (1.1) by λ2s
q ∆2

qu and the second one by

λ2s
q ∆2

qb, and adding up for all q ≥ −1 gives us

1

2

d

dt

∑

q≥−1

(

λ2s
q ‖uq‖

2
2 + λ2s

q ‖bq‖
2
2

)

+ ν
∑

q≥−1

λ2s+2
q ‖uq‖

2
2

≤I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5,

(3.9)

with

I1 =−
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(u · ∇u) · uq dx, I2 =
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(b · ∇b) · uq dx,

I3 =−
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(u · ∇b) · bq dx, I4 =
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(b · ∇u) · bq dx,

I5 =
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q((∇× b)× b) · ∇ × bq dx.

As known for smooth solutions, the energy flux
∫

(u · ∇u) ·u dx,
∫

(u · ∇b) · b dx and
∫

((∇×b)×b)·∇×b dx all vanish; while the combination
∫

(b·∇b)·u dx+
∫

(b·∇u)·b dx
is zero. Accordingly, we expect to see cancellations within each of the three terms,
I1, I3 and I5; in contrast, we have to combine I2 and I4 to explore cancellations.
With the tool of commutators and motivation of cancellations, estimates of I1, I3
and I2 + I4 are rather straightforward; however, estimate of I5 is more subtle and
requires more effort.

In view of Bony’s paraproduct (2.5), I1 can be decomposed as

I1 =−
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(u≤p−2 · ∇up) · uq dx

−
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(up · ∇u≤p−2) · uq dx

−
∑

q≥−1

∑

p≥q−2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(up · ∇ũp) · uq dx

=I11 + I12 + I13;

and then by commutator (2.6), I11 can be expressed as

I11 =−
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

[∆q, u≤p−2 · ∇]up · uq dx

−
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

(u≤q−2 · ∇∆qup) · uq dx

−
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

((u≤p−2 − u≤q−2) · ∇∆qup) · uq dx

=I111 + I112 + I113.

The fact
∑

|p−q|≤2 ∆qup = uq and ∇ · u≤q−2 = 0 asserts I112 = 0 after taking the

action of integration by parts on the integral.
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It follows from Hölder’s inequality and the commutator estimate in Lemma 2.2
that

|I111| ≤
∑

q≥−1

∑

|p−q|≤2

λ2s
q ‖∇u≤p−2‖∞‖up‖2‖uq‖2

.‖∇u‖∞
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖uq‖

2
2.

While I113 is simple,

|I113| ≤
∑

q≥−1

∑

|p−q|≤2

λ2s
q ‖u≤p−2 − u≤q−2‖2‖∇up‖∞‖uq‖2

.‖∇u‖∞
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖uq‖

2
2.

Likewise I12 and I13 can be dealt with as I111 and I113, respectively. Combining
the estimates and analysis above yields

(3.10) |I1| . ‖∇u‖∞
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖uq‖

2
2.

We treat I3 in the same spirit. Thus, without getting into details, it comes to

(3.11) |I3| . ‖∇b‖∞
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q (‖uq‖

2
2 + ‖bq‖

2
2).

We pause to mention that there is alternative way to estimate I111 and other non-
zero terms in I1 provided that ν > 0. For instance, we utilize the diffusion of
velocity to handle I111,

|I111| ≤
∑

q≥−1

∑

|p−q|≤2

λ2s
q ‖∇u≤p−2‖∞‖up‖2‖uq‖2

≤
∑

q≥−1

∑

|p−q|≤2

λ2s
q ‖up‖2‖uq‖2

∑

p′≤p−2

λp′‖up′‖∞

.‖u‖∞
∑

q≥−1

∑

|p−q|≤2

λ2s
q λp‖up‖2‖uq‖2

.‖u‖∞
∑

q≥−1

∑

|p−q|≤2

λ2s+1
q ‖uq‖

2
2

≤
1

8
ν
∑

q≥−1

λ2s+2
q ‖uq‖

2
2 +

C

ν
‖u‖2∞

∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖uq‖

2
2

for an absolute constant C, where we observed that
∑

p′≤p−2 λp′ ∼ λp. Thus, in
the case ν > 0, we have

(3.12) |I1| ≤
1

8
ν
∑

q≥−1

λ2s+2
q ‖uq‖

2
2 +

C

ν
‖u‖2∞

∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖uq‖

2
2.
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In analogy with the decomposition for I1, we reformulate I2 and I4 as follows

I2 =
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(b≤p−2 · ∇bp) · uq dx

+
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(bp · ∇b≤p−2) · uq dx

+
∑

q≥−1

∑

p≥q−2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(bp · ∇b̃p) · uq dx

=I21 + I22 + I23,

with

I21 =
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

[∆q, b≤p−2 · ∇]bp · uq dx

+
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

(b≤q−2 · ∇∆qbp) · uq dx

+
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

((b≤p−2 − b≤q−2) · ∇∆qbp) · uq dx

=I211 + I212 + I213;

and

I4 =
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(b≤p−2 · ∇up) · bq dx

+
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(bp · ∇u≤p−2) · bq dx

+
∑

q≥−1

∑

p≥q−2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(b̃p · ∇up) · bq dx

=I41 + I42 + I43,

with

I41 =
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

[∆q, b≤p−2 · ∇]up · bq dx

+
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

(b≤q−2 · ∇∆qup) · bq dx

+
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

((b≤p−2 − b≤q−2) · ∇∆qup) · bq dx

=I411 + I412 + I413.
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Before estimating the sub-terms, we extract I212 and I412, and add them up, which
leads to

I212 + I412 =
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

(b≤q−2 · ∇∆qbp) · uq dx

+
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

(b≤q−2 · ∇∆qup) · bq dx

=
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q

∫

R3

(b≤q−2 · ∇bq) · uq dx+
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q

∫

R3

(b≤q−2 · ∇uq) · bq dx

=0.

Indeed, the second equality above is justified by the fact
∑

|p−q|≤2 ∆qbp = bq and
∑

|p−q|≤2 ∆qup = uq; the last equality follows from ∇ · (b≤q−2) = 0 and integration

by parts.
It is effortless to handle the rest terms in I2 + I4. We only show the estimate of

one term, for instance I211, by a routine use of Hölder’s inequality,

|I211| ≤
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q ‖∇b≤p−2‖∞‖bp‖2‖uq‖2

.‖∇b‖∞
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖2‖uq‖2

.‖∇b‖∞
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q (‖uq‖

2
2 + ‖bq‖

2
2).

It then follows from the previous discussion that

(3.13) |I2 + I4| . (‖∇b‖∞ + ‖∇u‖∞)
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q (‖uq‖

2
2 + ‖bq‖

2
2).

It remains to estimate I5. The same strategy allows us to first decompose it to,
by Bony’s paraproduct

I5 =
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(b≤p−2 × (∇× bp)) · ∇ × bq dx

+
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(bp × (∇× b≤p−2)) · ∇ × bq dx

+
∑

q≥−1

∑

p≥q−2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(bp × (∇× b̃p)) · ∇ × bq dx

=I51 + I52 + I53;
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and then rewrite I51 as, by adopting commutator (2.7),

I51 =
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

[∆q, b≤p−2 ×∇×]bp · ∇ × bq dx

+
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q

∫

R3

b≤q−2 × (∇× bq) · ∇ × bq dx

+
∑

q≥−1

∑

|p−q|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

(b≤p−2 − b≤q−2)× (∇× (bp)q) · ∇ × bq dx

=I511 + I512 + I513,

where the fact
∑

|p−q|≤2 ∆qbp = bq is used again.

One can see I512 = 0 by the obvious cross product property. Another two terms
in I51 are simple. By the commutator estimate in Lemma 2.4, we infer

|I511| .
∑

q≥−1

∑

|p−q|≤2

λ2s
q ‖∇2b≤p−2‖∞‖bp‖2‖bq‖2

.‖∇2b‖∞
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖

2
2;

and by Hölder’s inequality,

|I513| ≤
∑

q≥−1

∑

|p−q|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

|(b≤p−2 − b≤q−2)× (∇× (bp)q) · ∇ × bq| dx

.
∑

q≥−1

∑

|p−q|≤2

λ2s
q ‖∇bq‖∞‖b≤p−2 − b≤q−2‖2‖∇bp‖2

.
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖∇2bq‖∞‖bq‖2‖bq‖2

.‖∇2b‖∞
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖

2
2.

We illustrate that I52 is a bad term by a heuristic comparison with other simple
terms. As a matter of fact, in I52 one derivative is on high frequency quantity, i.e.
∇× bq; and one derivative is on a sum of low frequency quantities, i.e. ∇× b≤p−2;
as a contrast, say in I511, two derivatives are moved to low frequency part b≤p−2 by
virtue of the commutator. To break the barrier, we need to exploit a cancellation
which is not obvious based on the current formulation. Therefore, we deconstruct
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I52 by applying commutator (2.8),

I52 =
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∆q(∇× b≤p−2 × bp) · ∇ × bq dx

=
∑

q≥−1

∑

|q−p|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

[∆q,∇× b≤p−2×]bp · ∇ × bq dx

+
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∇× b≤q−2 × bq · ∇ × bq dx

+
∑

q≥−1

∑

|p−q|≤2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∇× (b≤p−2 − b≤q−2)× (bp)q · ∇ × bq dx

=I521 + I522 + I523.

Among the three terms, I522 is the worst one; applying the second commutator
estimate in Lemma 2.4, I521 can be estimated as I511; while I523 share the same
estimate as I513.

We focus on I522. Applying integration by parts, the identity

(3.14) ∇× (A×B) = [(B · ∇)A− (∇ ·A)B] − [(A · ∇)B − (∇ · B)A],

and the fact that ∇ · bq = 0, we can write

I522 =
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q

∫

R3

∇× (∇× b≤q−2 × bq) · bq dx

=
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q

∫

R3

[(bq · ∇)∇× b≤q−2 − (∇ · ∇× b≤q−2)bq] · bq dx

−
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q

∫

R3

(∇× b≤q−2 · ∇)bq · bq dx.

Since ∇ · (∇× b≤q−2) = 0, integration by parts in the last integral gives

∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q

∫

R3

(∇× b≤q−2 · ∇)bq · bq dx = 0.

Therefore, I522 turns out to be simple now, and can be estimated as (see the estimate
for I511)

|I522| ≤
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q

∫

R3

|[(bq · ∇)∇× b≤q−2 − (∇ · ∇ × b≤q−2)bq] · bq| dx

.
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖∇2b≤q−2‖∞‖bq‖

2
2

.‖∇2b‖∞
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖

2
2.
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To estimate I53, we use Hölder’s and Bernstein’s inequalities to obtain

|I53| ≤
∑

q≥−1

∑

p≥q−2

λ2s
q

∫

R3

|∆q(bp ×∇× b̃p) · ∇ × bq| dx

.
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖∇bq‖∞

∑

p≥q−3

‖bp‖2‖∇b̃p‖2

.
∑

q≥−1

λ
2s+1+ n

2
q ‖bq‖2

∑

p≥q−3

λp‖bp‖
2
2

.
∑

q≥−1

λs
q‖bq‖2λ

2+n
2
−s

q

∑

p≥q−3

λ2s
p ‖bp‖

2
2λ

2s−1
q−p ,

and then continue with Young’s and Jensen’s inequalities

|I53| .
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖

2
2 +

∑

q≥−1

λ
2(2+n

2
−s)

q





∑

p≥q−3

λ2s
p ‖bp‖

2
2λ

2s−1
q−p





2

.
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖

2
2 +

∑

q≥−1

λ
2(2+n

2
−s)

q

∑

p≥q−3

λ4s
p ‖bp‖

4
2

.
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖

2
2 +

∑

p≥−1

λ4s
p ‖bp‖

4
2

∑

−1≤q≤p+3

λ
2(2+n

2
−s)

q

.
∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖

2
2 +





∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖

2
2





2

,

provided that s > 2 + n
2 .

Collecting all the estimates for sub-items of I5 leads to

(3.15) |I5| .
(

‖∇2b‖∞ + 1
)

∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖

2
2 +





∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖

2
2





2

.

Combining (3.9)–(3.11), (3.13), and (3.15), there exist absolute constants C1, C2

and C3 such that

d

dt

(

‖u‖2
Ḣs + ‖b‖2

Ḣs

)

+ 2ν
∑

q≥−1

λ2s+2
q ‖uq‖

2
2

≤C1 (‖∇u‖∞ + ‖∇b‖∞)





∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖uq‖

2
2 +

∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖

2
2





+ C2(‖∇
2b‖∞ + 1)

∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖

2
2 + C3





∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖

2
2





2

(3.16)
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which holds for all ν ≥ 0; and by (3.12) and similar strategy for I2, I3, I4, we have

d

dt

(

‖u‖2
Ḣs + ‖b‖2

Ḣs

)

+ ν
∑

q≥−1

λ2s+2
q ‖uq‖

2
2

≤C1

(

‖u‖2∞ + ‖b‖2∞
)





∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖uq‖

2
2 +

∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖

2
2





+ C2(‖∇
2b‖∞ + 1)

∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖

2
2 + C3





∑

q≥−1

λ2s
q ‖bq‖

2
2





2

(3.17)

only for ν > 0.
To continue, the following embeddings are recalled

‖u‖∞ . ‖u‖Hs , ‖b‖∞ . ‖b‖Hs for s >
n

2
;

‖∇u‖∞ . ‖u‖Hs , ‖∇b‖∞ . ‖b‖Hs for s > 1 +
n

2
;

‖∇2b‖∞ . ‖b‖Hs for s > 2 +
n

2
.

(3.18)

We focus on the more general case ν ≥ 0. Inserting (3.18) into (3.16) yields, for
some absolute constants C′

1, C
′
2 and C

d

dt

(

‖u‖2Hs + ‖b‖2Hs

)

+ 2ν‖u‖2Hs+1

≤C′
1 (‖u‖Hs + ‖b‖Hs + 1)

(

‖u‖2Hs + ‖b‖2Hs

)

+ C′
2‖b‖

4
Hs

≤C
(

‖u‖2Hs + ‖b‖2Hs

)

+ C
(

‖u‖2Hs + ‖b‖2Hs

)2
.

(3.19)

Solving the ordinary differential inequality (3.19), it is not hard to obtain that for
an absolute constant C

(3.20) ‖u(t)‖2Hs + ‖b(t)‖2Hs ≤

(

‖u0‖
2
Hs + ‖b0‖

2
Hs

)

eCt

1 + ‖u0‖2Hs + ‖b0‖2Hs − (‖u0‖2Hs + ‖b0‖2Hs) eCt
,

for 0 ≤ t < 1
C log

1+‖u0‖
2
Hs+‖b0‖

2
Hs

‖u0‖2
Hs+‖b0‖2

Hs
, which completes the proof.

�

We end this section with a discussion on the assumption of the index s.

Remark 3.2. The condition s > 2 + n
2 is only required to deal with I5; instead,

in the case ν = 0, condition s > 1 + n
2 is sufficient to guarantee that the estimates

for all of Ik with k = 1, ..., 4 go through, by virtue of (3.16) and (3.18); while in the
case of ν > 0, a weaker condition s > n

2 is enough to deal with the rest four terms,
in view of (3.17) and (3.18).

4. Local-in-time existence of solutions

Now we turn our attention to the proof of Theorem 1.1 which will be divided
into several steps. Having obtained suitable a priori estimates, the strategy to
show the local existence of solutions to (1.1) with ν ≥ 0 is rather standard (see
e.g., Chap. 3.2 of [17]). More precisely, we first consider a regularized system
of equations for which we can apply the Picard theorem to, and establish global
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existence of solutions. Second, we justify that the family of regularized solutions
forms a Cauchy sequence in C([0, T ];L2(R3))2 and converges to a pair of functions
(u, b) which is indeed a solution to (1.1).

4.1. Existence of solutions to the regularized equations. We start with in-
troducing a mollifer Jǫ which will be used to regularize the equations. For any
radial function ρ satisfying

ρ(|x|) ∈ C∞
0 (Rn), ρ ≥ 0,

∫

Rn

ρ dx = 1,

we define the operator Jǫ for any ǫ > 0 on Lp(Rn), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

(Jǫv)(x) = ǫ−n

∫

Rn

ρ

(

x− y

ǫ

)

v(y) dy.

Lemma 4.1. [17] Let Jǫ be the mollifier defined above. Then Jǫv ∈ C∞ and
(i) for all v ∈ C0(Rn), Jǫv converges to v uniformly on any compact set Ω ⊂ R

n

as ǫ → 0, and

‖Jǫv‖∞ ≤ ‖v‖∞;

(ii) Jǫ commutates with distribution derivatives,

DβJǫv = JǫD
βv;

(iii) for all u ∈ Lp(Rn), v ∈ Lq(Rn) with 1
p + 1

q = 1,

∫

Rn

(Jǫu)v dx =

∫

Rn

u(Jǫv) dx;

(iv) for all v ∈ Hs(Rn), Jǫv converges to v in Hs as ǫ → 0, and

‖Jǫv − v‖Hs−1 ≤ Cǫ‖v‖Hs ;

(v) for all v ∈ Hs(Rn), k ∈ Z
+ ∪ {0}, and ǫ > 0,

‖Jǫv‖Hs+k ≤ Cs,kǫ
−k‖v‖Hs , ‖JǫD

kv‖∞ ≤ Ckǫ
−n/2−k‖v‖2.

Denote the Leray projection operator by P which projects functions to divergence-
free functions and commutates with derivatives and Jǫ. System (1.1) can be ap-
proximated by the following regularized system

ut =− PJǫ[(Jǫu) · ∇(Jǫu)] + PJǫ[(Jǫb) · ∇(Jǫb)] + νJ 2
ǫ ∆u

bt =− PJǫ[(Jǫu) · ∇(Jǫb)] + PJǫ[(Jǫb) · ∇(Jǫu)]

− PJǫ[∇× (∇× Jǫb× Jǫb)],

(4.21)

for which we denote the right hand side by

Fǫ(u, b) =− PJǫ[(Jǫu) · ∇(Jǫu)] + PJǫ[(Jǫb) · ∇(Jǫb)] + νJ 2
ǫ ∆u

Gǫ(u, b) =− PJǫ[(Jǫu) · ∇(Jǫb)] + PJǫ[(Jǫb) · ∇(Jǫu)]

− PJǫ[∇× (∇× Jǫb× Jǫb)].
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Theorem 4.2. For any given initial data (u0, b0) ∈ (Hm)2, m ≥ 0, with ∇ · u0 =
0 and ∇ · b0 = 0, and for any ǫ > 0 there exists a unique solution (uǫ, bǫ) ∈
(

C1([0,∞);Hm)
)2

to (4.21), which satisfies

sup
0≤t<∞

(‖uǫ(t)‖22 + ‖bǫ(t)‖22) ≤ ‖u0‖
2
2 + ‖b0‖

2
2.

Proof: The two equations in (4.21) can be treated as autonomous ODEs. By
Picard theorem, if Fǫ and Gǫ are (locally) Lipschitz continuous on Hm(Rn), there
exists a unique solution to (4.21) in C1([0,∞);Hm). We only verify that the Hall
term is Lipschitz continuous, since for the other terms it is rather standard. Assume
b1, b2 ∈ Hm(Rn), then we have

‖Jǫ[∇× (∇× Jǫb1 × Jǫb1)]− Jǫ[∇× (∇× Jǫb2 × Jǫb2)]‖Hm

≤‖Jǫ[∇× (∇× Jǫb1 × Jǫ(b1 − b2))]‖Hm + ‖Jǫ[∇× (∇× Jǫ(b1 − b2)× Jǫb2)]‖Hm

.‖Jǫb1‖∞‖Jǫ(b1 − b2)‖Hm+2 + ‖Jǫb1‖Hm+2‖Jǫ(b1 − b2)‖∞

+ ‖Jǫb2‖∞‖Jǫ(b1 − b2)‖Hm+2 + ‖Jǫb2‖Hm+2‖Jǫ(b1 − b2)‖∞

.ǫ−n/2−2(‖b1‖2 + ‖b2‖2)‖b1 − b2‖Hm

≤C(‖b1‖2, ‖b2‖2, ǫ, n)‖b1 − b2‖Hm

where estimates (i) and (v) in Lemma 4.1 were used.
To show that (4.21) admits the basic energy law, multiplying the first equation

in (4.21) by u and the second one by b, integrating and applying (iii) in Lemma 4.1
yields

1

2

d

dt

∫

Rn

|u|2 + |b|2 dx+

∫

Rn

ν|Jǫ∇u|2 dx

=−

∫

Rn

(Jǫu · ∇)Jǫu · Jǫu dx+

∫

Rn

(Jǫb · ∇)Jǫb · Jǫu dx

−

∫

Rn

(Jǫu · ∇)Jǫb · Jǫb dx+

∫

Rn

(Jǫb · ∇)Jǫu · Jǫb dx

−

∫

Rn

∇× (∇× Jǫb× Jǫb) · Jǫb dx.

Since ∇ · Jǫu = Jǫ(∇ · u) = 0, and ∇ · Jǫb = 0, applying integration by parts, we
have

∫

Rn

(Jǫu · ∇)Jǫu · Jǫu dx = 0,

∫

Rn

(Jǫu · ∇)Jǫb · Jǫb dx = 0,

∫

Rn

(Jǫb · ∇)Jǫb · Jǫu dx+

∫

Rn

(Jǫb · ∇)Jǫu · Jǫb dx

=

∫

Rn

(Jǫb · ∇)Jǫb · Jǫu dx−

∫

Rn

(Jǫb · ∇)Jǫb · Jǫu dx

=0.

Also, integrating by parts on the last term yields
∫

Rn

∇× (∇× Jǫb× Jǫb) · Jǫb dx =

∫

Rn

∇× Jǫb × Jǫb · ∇ × Jǫb dx = 0.

Thus, we obtain the energy identity

1

2

d

dt

∫

Rn

|u|2 + |b|2 dx+

∫

Rn

ν|Jǫ∇u|2 dx = 0.
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Therefore, for any solution (uǫ, bǫ) of (4.21) with ν ≥ 0, the basic energy law holds

sup
0≤t<∞

(‖uǫ(t)‖22 + ‖bǫ(t)‖22) ≤ ‖u0‖
2
2 + ‖b0‖

2
2.

�

4.2. Convergence of the regularized solutions.

Theorem 4.3. Given any initial data (u0, b0) ∈ (Hs)
2

with s > 2+n/2, ∇·u0 = 0
and ∇ · b0 = 0, the following statements hold:
(i) There exists a time T = T (‖u0‖Hs , ‖b0‖Hs) such that for any ν ≥ 0 a subse-
quence of the approximating solutions (uǫ, bǫ) of (4.21) converges to a limit (u, b) ∈
(

L∞([0, T ];Hs(R3)) ∩ Cw([0, T ];H
s(R3))

)2
.

(ii) The approximating solutions (uǫ, bǫ) and the limit (u, b) satisfy the higher-order
energy estimates

sup
0≤t≤T

(

‖uǫ‖2Hs + ‖bǫ‖2Hs

)

≤ C(s, T, ‖u0‖Hs , ‖b0‖Hs)
(

‖u0‖
2
Hs + ‖b0‖

2
Hs

)

,

sup
0≤t≤T

(

‖u‖2Hs + ‖b‖2Hs

)

≤ C(s, T, ‖u0‖Hs , ‖b0‖Hs)
(

‖u0‖
2
Hs + ‖b0‖

2
Hs

)

.
(4.22)

(iii) The limit (u, b) is a classical solution to (1.1) on [0, T ].

Proof: We consider (ii) first. Indeed, applying the analysis in Section 3 to
the regularized system (4.21), we obtain that the first estimate in (4.22) holds for
s > 2 + n/2 and a certain time T > 0. Notice that the estimate is independent
of ǫ, and thus the second estimate in (4.22) holds as well after taking the limit
ǫ → 0. Moreover, by virtue of (3.19), one can infer uǫ ∈ L2(0, T ;Hs+1) and
u ∈ L2(0, T ;Hs+1). It then follows from the first equation of (4.21) that

‖uǫ
t‖Hs−1 ≤‖Jǫ[(Jǫu) · ∇(Jǫu)]‖Hs−1 + ‖Jǫ[(Jǫb) · ∇(Jǫb)]‖Hs−1

+ ν‖J 2
ǫ ∆uǫ‖Hs−1

≤C‖Jǫu
ǫ‖2Hs + C‖Jǫb

ǫ‖2Hs + Cν‖Jǫu
ǫ‖Hs+1

≤C‖uǫ‖2Hs + C‖bǫ‖2Hs + Cν‖uǫ‖Hs+1 .

Combining with uǫ ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs), bǫ ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs) and uǫ ∈ L2(0, T ;Hs+1), we
deduce that uǫ

t ∈ L2(0, T ;Hs−1) and hence ut ∈ L2(0, T ;Hs−1). Then the fact of
u ∈ L2(0, T ;Hs+1) and ut ∈ L2(0, T ;Hs−1) indicates

(4.23) u ∈ C([0, T ];Hs).

To show the convergence in (i), we first justify that the sequence of approximating
solutions {(uǫ, bǫ)} is a Cauchy sequence in L2 × L2. That is,

‖(uǫ, bǫ)− (uǫ′ , bǫ
′

)‖2 → 0, as ǫ, ǫ′ → 0.

The flux from the four nonlinear terms uǫ · ∇uǫ, bǫ · ∇bǫ, uǫ · ∇bǫ, and bǫ · ∇uǫ

can be handled in an analogous way as for the Euler and Navier-Stokes equations,
see Chapter 3 of [17]. Whence, we only show the estimate for the Hall term in the
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following
∫

R3

[(∇× ((∇× bǫ)× bǫ))− (∇× ((∇× bǫ
′

)× bǫ
′

))] · (bǫ − bǫ
′

) dx

=

∫

R3

[∇× ((∇× (bǫ − bǫ
′

))× bǫ))] · (bǫ − bǫ
′

) dx

+

∫

R3

[∇× ((∇× bǫ)× (bǫ − bǫ
′

)))] · (bǫ − bǫ
′

) dx.

(4.24)

The first integral on the right hand side vanishes. By identity (3.14), the second
one can be written as

∫

R3

[∇× ((∇× bǫ)× (bǫ − bǫ
′

)))] · (bǫ − bǫ
′

) dx

=

∫

R3

[(bǫ − bǫ
′

) · ∇(∇× bǫ)] · (bǫ − bǫ
′

) dx

−

∫

R3

[∇× bǫ · ∇(bǫ − bǫ
′

)] · (bǫ − bǫ
′

) dx.

Since ∇ · (∇× bǫ) = 0, the second integral on the right hand side of the equation
above vanishes as well. Therefore, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R3

[(∇× ((∇× bǫ)× bǫ))− (∇× ((∇× bǫ
′

)× bǫ
′

))] · (bǫ − bǫ
′

) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R3

[(bǫ − bǫ
′

) · ∇(∇× bǫ)] · (bǫ − bǫ
′

) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

.‖∇2bǫ‖∞‖bǫ − bǫ
′

‖22

.‖bǫ‖Hs‖bǫ − bǫ
′

‖22,

for s > 2 + n
2 . As a consequence, we conclude

1

2

d

dt

(

‖uǫ − uǫ′‖22 + ‖bǫ − bǫ
′

‖22

)

+ ν‖∇(uǫ − uǫ′)‖22

≤C (‖uǫ‖Hs + ‖bǫ‖Hs)
(

‖uǫ − uǫ′‖22 + ‖bǫ − bǫ
′

‖22

)

≤C(T, s, ‖uǫ
0‖Hs , ‖bǫ0‖Hs)

(

‖uǫ − uǫ′‖22 + ‖bǫ − bǫ
′

‖22

)

.

(4.25)

Notice that, for the sake of brevity, we omitted the mollifiers Jǫ and Jǫ′ in (4.24);
otherwise, there would be small terms of the order of ǫ and ǫ′ on the right hand
side of (4.25).

Recall that uǫ(0) = uǫ′(0) and bǫ(0) = bǫ
′

(0), by means of Grönwall’s inequality

applied to (4.25), we deduce {(uǫ, bǫ)} is a Cauchy sequence in
(

C([0, T ];L2(Rn))
)2

.
Therefore, we have the strong convergence

(4.26) uǫ → u, bǫ → b, in C([0, T ];L2(Rn)).

Next we show the strong convergence in the high norm C([0, T ];Hs(Rn)). By
Sobolev’s inequality we have that for all v ∈ Hs(Rn), 0 < s′ < s, there exists a
constant Cs such that

‖u‖Hs′ ≤ Cs‖v‖
1− s′

s

2 ‖u‖
s′

s

Hs .
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Thus, for s > s′ > 2 + n
2 ,

sup
0≤t≤T

‖bǫ − b‖Hs′ ≤Cs‖b
ǫ − b‖

1− s′

s

2 ‖bǫ − b‖
s′

s

Hs

≤Cs‖b
ǫ − b‖

1− s′

s

2

(

‖bǫ‖
s′

s

Hs + ‖b‖
s′

s

Hs

)

.

Since ‖bǫ‖Hs and ‖b‖Hs are bounded for s > 2 + n
2 , the last inequality combining

(4.26) yields that

(4.27) lim
ǫ→0

‖bǫ(t)− b(t)‖Hs′ = 0, for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T, s > s′ > 2 +
n

2
.

That is, {bǫ} converges strongly to b in C([0, T ];Hs′) for s′ > 2+ n
2 . It then follows

that for any ϕ ∈ H−s′ ,

(4.28)

∫

Rn

bǫ(x, t)ϕ(x) dx →

∫

Rn

b(x, t)ϕ(x) dx uniformly on [0, T ].

Since H−s′ is dense in H−s for s′ < s, the convergence (4.28) actually holds for
any ϕ ∈ H−s. Thus, we have b ∈ Cw([0, T ];H

s).
The strong convergence in (4.27) is sufficient to justify that the limit (u, b) is a

classical solution to system (1.1) as stated in (iii).
�

4.3. Uniqueness and Continuity.

Theorem 4.4. The limit solution (u, b) obtained in Theorem 4.3 belongs to (C([0, T ];Hs))
2

with s > 2+ n
2 . Moreover, if (u∗, b∗) and (u′, b′) are two solutions in (C([0, T ];Hs))2

with the same initial data (u0, b0), then (u∗, b∗) ≡ (u′, b′).

Proof: We start with uniqueness. Take the difference of the two solutions u =
u∗ − u′ and b = b∗ − b′, which satisfy the equations

ut + u∗ · ∇u− b∗ · ∇b+∇p̃− ν∆u = −u · ∇u′ + b · ∇b′

bt + u∗ · ∇b− b∗ · ∇u+∇× (∇× b∗ × b)

= b · ∇u′ − u · ∇b′ −∇× (∇× b× b′)

∇ · u = 0.

(4.29)

Multiplying the first equation in (4.29) by u and the second one by b, integrating
them over space R

n and time [0, t] yields

1

2

(

‖u(t)‖22 + ‖b(t)‖22
)

+ ν

∫ t

0

‖∇u‖22 dτ

=−

∫ t

0

∫

Rn

(u · ∇)u′ · u dx dτ +

∫ t

0

∫

Rn

(b · ∇)b′ · u dx dτ +

∫ t

0

∫

Rn

(b · ∇)u′ · b dx dτ

−

∫ t

0

∫

Rn

(u · ∇)b′ · b dx−

∫

Rn

∇× (∇× b∗ × b) · b dx dτ

≡K1 +K2 +K3 +K4 +K5,

where we used the fact that
∫

Rn(u
∗ · ∇)u · u dx = 0,

∫

Rn(u
∗ · ∇)b · b dx = 0, and

∫

Rn(b
∗ ·∇)b ·u dx+

∫

Rn(b
∗ ·∇)u ·b dx = 0 hold for (u∗, b∗), (u′, b′) in (C([0, T ];Hs))

2
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with s > 2 + n
2 . We first observe that

|K1 +K2 +K3 +K4| ≤ C

∫ t

0

(‖∇u′‖∞ + ‖∇b′‖∞)
(

‖u(τ)‖22 + ‖b(τ)‖22
)

dτ.

Applying identity (3.14) to K5, it follows that
∫

Rn

∇× (∇× b∗ × b) · b dx

=

∫

Rn

[b · ∇(∇× b∗)] · b dx−

∫

Rn

[∇× b∗ · ∇b] · b dx.

Notice that the second term vanishes due to the fact of ∇ · (∇× b∗) = 0. Thus,

|K5| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

∫

Rn

[b · ∇(∇× b∗)] · b dx dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫ t

0

‖∇2b∗(τ)‖∞‖b(τ)‖22 dτ.

Combining the above estimates, we obtain

‖u(t)‖22 + ‖b(t)‖22 ≤ C

∫ t

0

(‖∇u′‖∞ + ‖∇b′‖∞ + ‖∇2b∗‖∞)
(

‖u(τ)‖22 + ‖b(τ)‖22
)

dτ.

It follows from the integral form of Grönwall’s inequality that

‖u(t)‖22 + ‖b(t)‖22

≤C(‖u(0)‖22 + ‖b(0)‖22) exp

(∫ t

0

(‖∇u′(τ)‖∞ + ‖∇b′(τ)‖∞ + ‖∇2b∗(τ)‖∞) dτ

)

.

Since u(0) = u∗(0)− u′(0) = 0 and b(0) = b∗(0)− b′(0) = 0, it implies u(t) ≡ 0 and
b(t) ≡ 0, which shows the uniqueness.

To prove (u, b) ∈ (C([0, T ];Hs))2, we only need to show that the norm ‖u(t)‖2Hs+

‖b(t)‖2Hs is continuous in time, by the virtue of (u, b) ∈ (Cw([0, T ];H
s))

2
. Denote

φ(t) = ‖u(t)‖2Hs + ‖b(t)‖2Hs , and φǫ(t) = ‖uǫ(t)‖2Hs + ‖bǫ(t)‖2Hs . Notice that in-
equality (3.20) is valid for the approximating solutions (uǫ, bǫ). Due to the fact
that φǫ converge weakly to φ and hence lim supǫ→0φ

ǫ(t) ≥ φ(t) for every fixed t, it
follows that (3.20) is valid for the limit solution (u, b) as well, that is

φ(t) ≤
φ(0)eCt

1 + φ(0)− φ(0)eCt
, for 0 ≤ t <

1

C
log

1 + φ(0)

φ(0)
,

which implies

lim sup
t→0+

φ(t) ≤ φ(0).

On the other hand, we have

lim inf
t→0+

φ(t) ≥ φ(0)

since (u, b) ∈ (Cw([0, T ];H
s))

2
. It then follows that limt→0+ φ(t) = φ(0), which

indicates the strong right continuity at t = 0.
To prove the continuity of φ(t) at time other than the initial time, we divide it

into two cases depending on the value of ν.
Case ν = 0: At an arbitrary time t0 ∈ (0, T ], applying the aforementioned

argument gives that φ(t) is continuous from the right at time t0. By the virtue of
the fact that the inviscid non-resistive Hall-MHD system is time-reversible, φ(t) is
also continuous from the left at time t0. Therefore, φ(t) is continuous on [0, T ].
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Case ν > 0: By the same argument above, φ(t) is still continuous from the

right at an arbitrary time t0 ∈ (0, T ]. In conjunction of (u, b) ∈ (Cw([0, T ];H
s))2,

the solution (u, b) is also continuous from the right at t0. Since the magnetic
equation is non-resistive and hence reversible, b is continuous from the left at t0
as well. Regarding the velocity field u, the estimates u ∈ L2([0, T ];Hs+1) and
ut ∈ L2([0, T ];Hs−1) holds. It follows that u ∈ C([0, T ];Hs), see Evans’ book,
Chap. 5.9, Theorem 4.

Finally, in view of Theorems 4.3 and 4.4, the proof of Theorem 1.1 is complete.
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