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ENERGY AND CROSS-HELICITY CONSERVATION FOR THE
THREE-DIMENSIONAL IDEAL MHD EQUATIONS IN BOUNDED
DOMAIN

YI WANG AND BIJUN ZUO

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove the energy and cross-helicity conservation of weak solutions
to the three-dimensional ideal MHD equations in bounded domain under the interior Besov
regularity conditions which are exactly same as the three-dimensional periodic domain case in
[2], and the boundedness and the Besov-type continuity for both the velocity and magnetic
fields near the boundary, which seem crucial for the bounded domain case due to the boundary
effect. Note that the Besov-type continuity condition near the boundary is consistent with the
interior Besov regularity, which is a new condition we proposed in the present paper.

1. INTRODUCTION

Energy conservation is an important issue for weak solutions to both the Euler and the MHD
equations. For the incompressible Euler equations, there are many literatures on the energy con-
servation since the celebrated Onsager’s conjecture proposed by Onsager [11] in 1949. Motivated
by the laws of turbulence, Onsager first conjectured that there exists a threshold regularity of
the weak solutions beyond which the energy is conserved. More precisely, he guessed that for
any weak solution to the 3D Euler equations belonging to the Holder space C'*, the energy is
conserved provided that exponent o > %, and for any a < %, there exists a weak solution which
dissipates the energy. Then Eyink [9] proved that the energy conservation holds true for any
weak solution in a subset solution space C&¥ C C'* with C¥ being the space of functions satisfying
the Fourier property >, ,q [k®[[0(k)| < co. Later on, Constantin, E and Titi [6] proved the On-
sager’s conjecture for the energy conservation under the Besov regularity BS ., with C“ C Bf
for the weak solutions to 3D Euler equations in periodic domain. Then Duchon and Robert
[8] proved that the local energy equality holds in the sense of distributions provided that the
velocity satisfies integration condition [, [u(z+y,t) —u(z)*dz < C(t)|ylo(|y|), Yy € T%, where
C'is an integrable function on [0, 7] and o(a) tends to 0 with a. In 2008, Cheskidov, Constantin,
Friedlander and Shvydkoy [5] further sharpened the previous results by using the well-known
Littlewood-paley decomposition.

Note that all of the above results are concerned with the Euler flow in the whole space or
periodic domain without boundary. For the 3D incompressible Euler equations in bounded
domain, the Onsager’s conjecture for the energy conservation was proved by Bardos and Titi [I]
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recently under the Holder continuity conditions up to the boundary. Then Drivas and Nguyen
[7] proved the energy conservation by requiring not only the interior Besov regularity, but also
the boundedness and the wall-continuity near the boundary for weak solution.

For the case of the incompressible and inhomogeneous Euler equations with the transport
of the fluid density and the incompressible or compressible Navier-Stokes equations with the
viscosity, the energy conservation was proved by Yu [14], [I5], [16], Chen and Yu [3], and Chen,
Liang, Wang and Xu [4].

In the present paper, we are concerned with the energy and cross-helicity conservation for
the weak solution to the three-dimensional ideal magneto-hydrodynamics (MHD) equations in
bounded domain, which reads

du+(u-Vju—(b-V)b+ Vr =0,
(1.1) b+ (u-V)b—(b-V)u=0,
V-u=0, V-b=0,

in Qp :=Q x [0,7T),

with the Dirichlet boundary condition
(1.2) u-nlpgn =b- -nlsn =0.

Here the spatial variable z € Q C R? with Q being a bounded domain with C? boundary
0 and the normal direction n, the time variable ¢ € [0,T) with any fixed 7' > 0, and u =
u(z,t) : Qr — R3 represents the fluid velocity, b = b(z,t) : Q7 — R? is the magnetic field, and
T=p-+ %\blz : Qr — R is the magnetic pressure, with p = p(x,t) being the fluid pressure.

Then the conserved quantities for the total energy £(t) and the cross-helicity H(t) considered
in the present paper are defined by

(1.3) Et) = /Q a(z, )2 + b(x, £) | da,

(1.4) H(t) = /Qu(:n,t) -b(z,t)dz.

Note that the total energy £(¢) in (L3]) include the fluid kinetic energy and the magnetic energy,
and the cross-helicity H(t) in (L4]) measures the degree of the linkage of the vortex and the
magnetic flux tubes within the flow from a geometric point of view (see [13]).

For the ideal MHD equations ([L1]), Caflisch, Klapper and Steele [2] proved the energy con-
servation in a periodic domain with no boundary effect by extending the results [6] to the ideal
MHD equations in a straightforward manner. Then Kang and Lee [10] proved the energy and
cross-helicity conservation in the whole space by the Littlewood-paley decomposition as in [5].
Later on, Yu [17] improved the previous results by exploring the special structure of the nonlinear
terms in the ideal MHD equations.

A natural question then is when the energy and cross-helicity conservation hold true for the
3D ideal MHD equations (I in bounded domain. Compared with the incompressible Euler
equations, the ideal MHD equations have higher nonlinearity due to the couplings of the fluid
velocity and the magnetic field. Moreover, quite different from the whole space or periodic
domain case, another new difficulty here is how to control the velocity u, the magnetic field
b, the magnetic pressure m and their couplings near the physical boundary. To overcome these
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difficulties, besides the interior Besov regularity on u and b, which is same as the 3D periodic
domain case in [2], the boundedness and the Besov-type continuity near the boundary are also
crucial for the energy and cross-helicity conservation of the 3D ideal MHD equations (1)) in
bounded domain. Note that the boundedness of (u, b, ) near the boundary is motivated by
[7] for the energy conservation of the incompressible Euler equations in bounded domain and
the Besov-type continuity condition near the boundary here seems consistent with the interior
Besov regularity, which is a new condition we proposed in the present paper.

2. MAIN RESULT

We first introduce some notations and terminologies which will be used throughout this paper.
For the bounded domain Q C R3, we define the following distance function for z € Q

= inf —
d(z) = inf o=yl
and the following subdomains
(2.1) Qo:={ze€Q|dx) <e}, QO :=0Q\Q,

where Q. denotes the closure of . in the usual Euclidean topology. Since 9 is C2, there exists
a constant hy > 0 which may depend on 2 satisfying (cf. [12])

(i) d € C' ()

(i7) for any x € Qp,, there exists a unique point m(z) € 09 such that
(2.2) d(z) = |z —m(z)],  Vd(z)=—n(m(z)).

Let I, h be two positive parameters with 0 < [ < h (In fact, we choose | = 1—% in the following),
and define 7, ; : R — R to be a smooth function with compact support satisfying

= {8 S

The cut-off function 65, ; : 2 — R is defined by
(2.4) Oni(x) == np(d(x)).
It is easy to check that ||m;, ;(2)]| Lo (r) < C . supp Oy C Q" and supp VO C O \ Qpy.
Let ¢ € C°(R?) be a non-negative radial function satisfying supp ¢ C {x € R? | |z| < 1} and
Jgs #(x)dx = 1. For any f € L} (9), we define its mollification f!(x) with respect to I by

loc

5 f@= ()@= [ Sy = [ Sy eed,
yl<
where ¢'(z) = l%gb(%) is the standard scaling function.
We then give the definition of Besov space. For 1 < p < oo, 0 < a < 1, the Besov space
By () is defined by

RO BIlR) = {F € L) Sl + sup 11T erania o

< oo}
ly>0 |yl ’
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where Q+ {y} := {z € R®|z = 2 +y, 2 € Q} with any y # 0 means the translation of the domain
Q) according to y.
Next, we recall the definition of the weak solution to the ideal MHD equations.

Definition 2.1. We call the triple (u, b, 7) a weak solution to the ideal MHD equations (L)) if
(i). (u,b) € L¥((0, T); L*(92)) x L=((0,T); L*(Q)), 7 € Ly (0, T3 Ly, (2)):
(ii). for any ® € C°(2 x (0,7);R3), it holds that

T
(2.7) / /(u-@ti’—l—u@u:V@—b@b:Vi’—l—ﬂv-(I’)d:Edt:O,
0o Ja
and
T
(2.8) / /(b-3t<I>—|—b®u:V<I>—u®b:Vq))dxdt:();
0o Jo
(797). for any ¢ € C2°(2), it holds that
(2.9) / u-Vedr = / b - Vedzr =0,
Q Q
a.e. t € (0,7).

(iv). the boundary condition (L.2)) holds in some weak sense.
Now we state our main result.

Theorem 2.1. Let (u,b,m) be a weak solution to the 3D ideal MHD equations (L1)) in Qr in
the sense of Definition [2.1. Assume that

(1). (Interior Besov regularity) for any I' CC Q, there exist oy, € (0,1) such that
(2.10) ue L0,T; B3, (), b e L*(0,T; B2, (I)),

(ii). (Boundedness near the boundary) there exists a o9 > 0 such that
(2.11) u,b e L3(0,T; L%(Qy,)), m € L¥2(0,T; L®(Qy,)),

(iii). (Besov-type continuity near the boundary) u and b satisfy the following Besov-type conti-
nuity near the boundary

(2.12) sup [u(z) - n(m())ll L2 @)

e L3(0,7),
h>0 he ( )

(2.13) sup [b(z) - n(m(2))ll s (0,

sup o € L°(0,7),
>

then both the total enegy E(t) and the cross-helicity H(t) are constants a.e. in (0,T) provided

that both the exponents a; and ag in (210), Z12) and (2I3) satisfty

1 1
g > —.

“a =3 3
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Remark 1. The interior Besov regularity condition in (7) is exactly same as the one in [2] for the
3D ideal MHD equations in periodic domain. The boundedness of (u,b,7) in (i7) is motivated
by [7] for the incompressible Euler equations in bounded domain, and the Besov-type continuity
in (7i7) is a new condition we proposed in the present paper for the energy and cross-helicity
conservation for the 3D ideal MHD equations in bounded domain, which is consistent with the
interior Besov regularity condition in ().

Remark 2. Theorem [2.1] still holds true if we replace the condition (iii) by the following wall-
normal continuity condition (i4i)" near the boundary motivated by [7] for the incompressible
Euler equations in bounded domain:

(#3). limp_o sup |u(z,t) - n(m(z))| = 0 in L3(0,T),
zeQy

limp_yo sup |b(z,t) -n(m(z))| = 0 in L3(0,T),
zEQy

(2.14)

Note that the two conditions (7ii) and (iii)" are independent each other, that is, the condition
(#4i)" can not be derived from the condition (i7i) and vice versa.

Remark 3. If we assume that u € L3((0,7); C**(Q2)),b € L3((0,7);C*2(Q)) and u - n‘ag =
b- n‘ aq = 0, as in Bardos and Titi [1] for the incompressible Euler equations, then the condition
(2), (i1), (i17) are satisfied obviously, thus the energy and cross-helicity conservation hold true.

Remark 4. The Besov-type continuity condition (ii7) can be viewed as u and b satisfy the

Dirichlet boundary condition in some weak sense. In particular, if u,b € C(2) additionally,
then the condition (#77) implies u - n|89 =b- n‘ag =0 in (2.
3. PROOF oF THEOREM [2.1]

In this section, we give the detailed proof of our main result Theorem 2.1l Hereafter, C is a
generic positive constants independent of [ and h. First we need two useful lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let o € (0,1),k € ZT and f € Bg‘fioo(Q), then the following estimates hold true

(3.1) S 1) = 1 =@y < CEIlL gt
y‘gl 3,00

(32) 1f = Flls@ry < Ol ot

(33) 10" Fllis@nry < CI7MIFl e ot

Proof. For the whole space case R3, the estimates (3.1)-(3-3) can be found in [6]. Here the proof
for bounded domain case is similar. In fact, by the definition of Besov spaces, we have

I = Pl =1 | 60 = 5 = 9dylirany
Y=
(3.4) < s I7C) = 76~ Dy < 17O = IC =Dt b
<Oy, oty
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1D* f sty = | /| DW= 0l
Y=

—k— Y
= | \<zl ¥ 3D’;¢(—)f(a:—y)dyHLS(thz)
ly

(3.5) = / Kll "Dy )(f(x—y)—f(fﬂ))dyHLS(thl)

< sup 11 —) = Ol [ Doy
AR

ly|<l

a—k
<O ety

where in (3.3 we used Minkowski’s inequality and the fact fly\ < l_k_?’D]gqu(%)dy = 0. O

Lemma 3.2. Let w : Q x [0,T) — R? be a vector field satisfying w € L*(0,T; B§ (Q')) for
any Q' CC Q and

(3.6) sup [w(z,t) - n(m(x))l L3,

h>0 ha G L3(07 T)7
>

then

(3.7) le(x, ) veh,l(

<cr (1 he ).
L3(0,T5L3(Q\Qn 1)) ( HW‘|L3(07T;B§,OO<Q%>)+ >

Proof. For any = € Qj, \ Q5,—;, by the definition of the cut-off function 6 ;(x), one has

(3.8) Von(x) = =1, (d(@)) n (m(z)) .
By using the Minkowski inequality, we obtain

le(az,t) . VHM‘

L3(0,T;L3 (2 \2n—1))

¢ (y)w(z —y,t) -1, (d(z)) n (m(z)) dy

H i<t L3(0,T5L3(Q\ Q1))

< N (A ey <Hw<w,t> () 230,722\

(3.9) + ¢ W)l (W(z —y,t) = w(x,1)) -0 (m(z)) HLS(O,T;LS(Qh\th))dy)

ly|<i

<cr! ( [w(@,t) - n(m(x)ll Ls 0,032 1)

—y,t) — w(z,t
+\Sz/1|l§”W(x y,t) — wiz, )||L3(O’T;L3(Qgﬁmg+{y})))>

1 « “
<l <l “W“La(o,T;ng(Q%))+h )

Thus Lemma is proved. O
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Now we are ready to prove Theorem [Z.1] by the following five steps.
Step 1. Given z € !, choosing the test functions ®(y,t) = (qﬁl(m —y)x(t), 0,0)t,

(0, ¢ (z — y)x(t),O)t, and (0,0, o (x — y)x(t))t with x(t) € C§° ((0,T)) in [27) and (28] respec-
tively, we obtain for ¢ = 1,2, 3,

/Ot/guiqﬁl(x — )X’ (t)dydt + /Ot /Q mo (3yj oz — y)) (B dydt

(3.10) ; t
_ /0 /Qbibj <5yj¢l(x — y)) x (t)dydt + /0 /Qﬂ- (3yi¢l(x _ y)) (t)dydt = 0.

and

(3.11) /Ot/gbiqbl(:n —y)x'(t)dydt + /Ot /Q biu, <ayj¢z($ _ y)) \()dydt

R /ot /Q uiby (0,6 (x — ) ) x(t)dydt = 0.

By the definition of mollification, it is easy to get

(3.12) /Ot uly/(t)dt — /Ot div(u @ u)'x(t)dt + /Ot div(b @ b)! x(t)dt — /Ot Valx(t)dt =0,

and

"By - t v u) t iv(u ! =
(3.13) /Obx(t)dt /Od (b® )X(t)dt+/0 div(u ® b)'x(t)dt = 0.

Multiplying the equality (3.12) by 0 ,u! and BI3) by 0,,b', and then summing the resulted
equalities together and integrating over Q! with respect to x, we derive

(3.14) /Ot </Ql O MQ dx) X (t)dt + /Ot (/Ql Oni ‘bl‘de> X ()dt + /Ot I(H)x(t)dt =0,

where
(3.15)

I(t) = — / div(u®u)’ - <9h,lul) dr + | div(b®b)!- <9h7lul) da
Ql

l

div(u@b) - (60" do - /Q vl (6n,u') de

S~ 5

- /Q (div(b ® u)’ - <9h7lbl) dx +
= I (t) + Io(t) + Is(t) + Lu(t) + Is(t

~—

First we claim that

1 2 2 l 2 2
(3.16) / eh,l(u( d:z:—>/|u| dz, / eh,l‘b‘ dm—>/ Ib|2dz,
Ql Q Q! Q
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in L1(0,T) as I — 0. In fact,

T

/ / 9hz /|11| dz|d
o o

T l 2d
(3.17) S/0 /Qleh”‘u‘ d /Qle’“l‘u’ v

T
+/ / \ulzdx—/ lu|?dz| dt
o [Ja 0

=J1+ Jo+ Js.

For Jy(t), we have
T
Jl / /th‘ ‘ d.’L’—/ th\u] dz|d
(3.18) / / ‘ lu?
Qh—l1
([ [
0 Qh/2

1/2 T
u' + u‘ dxdt) < / /
0 Qh/2
On the one hand, we have

T 9 1/2 T 9 1/2
(/ / ul+u‘ dxdt) < </ / 2 (‘ul‘ +yu\2> da:dt)
0 Qh/2 0 Qh/2
T 1/2
< </ / 4]u\2dazdt> < 0.
0o Ja

On the other hand, by using the dominant convergence theorem, we have

(3.20) ( /0 ' /Q y

Substituting ([3.19) and (3.20) into (BI8]), one has

Ji — 0, asl — 0.

T
dt:/ / (61 — Dluldz| dt
0 Qp

T
§2/ / lu’dzdt — 0, as 1 — 0.
o Ja,

dt

T
dt—l—/
0

/Hhﬂu\zda:—/ lul*dz
Ql Ql

dxdt

5 1/2
ul — u‘ da:dt) .

(3.19)

5 1/2
u — u‘ dxdt) — 0, asl — 0.

For Ja(t), recalhng that | = E? we have

/0h7l|u|2d$—/ lu|?dz
ol Q!

(3.21)

For J3(t), we have

T
(3.22) / / |u|2d:17—/ lu|?dx
0 Ql Q

T
dt = / / lu’dzdt — 0, as 1 — 0.
0 Q
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Therefore, to conclude the proof of Theorem 2.1] it is sufficient to prove that
(3.23) I(t) = 0inL'(0,T), as | — 0.
Step 2. In this step, we deal with I;(t) = — le div(u@u)!- (Hh,lul) dx. Using the divergence-

free property of u', we can decompose the nonlinear term I (¢) into two parts

L(t)=— /Ql div(u @ u)’ - (thu > dx = /Ql (u@u) Vv <6h,lul> dx

(3.24) = /Ql (ul ® ul) :V <0h7lul) dx + /Ql <(u @u) — (ul ® ul)) 1V <0h7lul) dz
=111 (t) + I12(t).
For I11(t), integrating by parts, we have

I (t) = /Ql (ul & ul> 'V <9h,1ul) dr = /Ql uéué@mj <9h,lué) dx
2 (Ui)z
_ /Q (1)l (0, B0+ /Q o,
’ (u)’ ()
(3.25) B /Qz (uﬁ) ug(axjeh,l)dx - /Ql(axjeh,l)ué‘de - /Ql On (890]“]) 5 dr
1 (U§)2
= [, Onsns) 45
— l Vo |ul|2d
- /Q;L\th (u ' h’l> 2 -

For I15(t), we have
(3.26)

La(t / / u(x —y,t) — u(gj,t)) ® (u(z —y,t) —u(x,t)) dy : (ul & VHhJ)d:n
Qp\Qp—1 J|yI<l

/ / :E - Y t) - u($7 t)) ® (u(:E - Y t) - u($7 t))dy : (eh,lvul)dﬂj
Qh=t J|y|<I
- / (u(z,t) —u'(z,t) @ (u(z,t) —ul(z,1) : (W' @ Vby)dx

Qp\Qp—

- /th (u($vt) - ul(gj,t)) ® (u(ﬂf,t) — ul(:E,t)) : (HhJVul)d;E
= Ru1(t) + Ria(t) + Rus(t) + Rua(t),

where we have used the following commutator equality

(fo)(z,t) = fl(z,t)g (z,t) + &' (y) (f(@—y,t) — f(z.1) (g(z — y,t) — g(x,t)) dy
(3.27) yl<t

~ (f@) = @) (s - g @)
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Using the fact that supp8y; C Q"= and supp VO, C Qp \ Qp—;, we then divide the terms in
the right hand of (8.20]) into two parts: the interior terms containing the cut-off function 6y
and the boundary terms containing the gradient of the cut-off function V@ ;. In fact, Ria(t)
and Ri4(t) are the interior terms, while I11(t), R11(t) and Ry3(t) are the boundary terms. We
then estimate them one by one.

For the interior term Ri2(t), by using (8.2]) and Fubini’s theorem, we have
(3.28)

/OT |Ri2(t)|dt
- [ B o (y)(u(z —y,t) —u(z,t) @ (u(z —y,t) —u(z,t))dy) : (6,Vu') de
0 |Jah-t Myl

<C ‘Sl|12 lu(z —y,t) — u(:p,t)||i3(0’T;L3(Qh,l)) Hvul‘
y|<

< P u)?

dt

L3(0,T;L3(Qh—1))

ho_ -
2

3(0,T;B5 5, (22))

Similarly,
/OT |R14(t)|dt = /OT /th <u(:17,t) - ul(x,t)) ® (u(x,t) - ul(:zt,t)) : <9h,qul> dx|dt
(3.29) <C Hu(:z:,t) — ul(x,t)‘ ’ - H ul‘ -
L3(0,T;L3(Qh~1)) L3(0,T;L3(Qh1))

<ol
L3(0,T;B3 L, (22))

Then we estimate the boundary terms I3 (¢), R11(¢t) and Rj3(t). Using Lemma and the
Hoélder inequality,

T
/ |111(t)|dt
0

T 112
:/ / <u1~V9hl) |11| dx
(3.30) 0 [/ 2

<C Hul(az,t) . VGh,l‘

dt

2

_1
), 9\ Qpy|' 3

|
u
L3(0,T;L3 (2 \2n—1)) H L3(0,T5L°° (Qp\ Qg

_1 a «
<O (Il e i ) Pl
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Similarly,
T
| Rl
0 |
~ 1L (] dwta .0~ ) © (e - 1) - u)dy)
0 Qp\Qp—y ly|<!
!
: ® VO, ) dzx|dt
(3.31) <u h’l> x'
_ 1
<crt sup e =y, ) = u(@, 1)l oz @0 10\ Q]2
_ _ t l
sup [u(e = 3:8) = o rvonn- |9 smianion o)
.
<Cr™ 5HUHLS(QT;B;LO(Qg))HUH%3(0,T;L°°(Q%))7
and
T
| ustoar
0
T
:/ / (u(z,t) —ul(z,t) @ (u(z,t) — ul(z,t)) : (0' @ VO,;)dx| dt
0 Qp\Qn
(3.32) <1 o 1-1
<Cl Hu(az,t) u (m,t)‘ O L () |\ Q| 3
Hu(x,t) —ul(x,t)‘ . Hul‘ .
L3(07T7L3(Qh\ﬂh7l)) L3(07T7Loo(ﬂh\9h7l))
a1
=™ 3HuHL?’(O,T;B;})O(Q%))HHH%S(QT;L"O(Q%))'
Combining the estimates (3.28)-([332) together, if a; > %, we obtain
T
(3.33) / L ()|dt = 0, asl — 0.
0
Step 3. We then deal with the term I3(¢).
— ; l l _ l. l
L(t) = div(b @ u)! - (eh,lb ) dz = / (bou):V <9h,lb ) dz
ol o
(3.34) _ / (b'@u'): v (05,0") do + / (bew - (b'@u)): v (6,b')d
Ql Ql

::I3l(t) + 132(75).
Similar as Step 2, we have

112
(3.35) I (t) = — / (ul : veh,l> de,
Qp\Qn—1 2

11
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and
(3.36)

Lot /Qh\gh l /y|<l b(z —y,t) — b(z,t)) @ (u(z — y,t) —u(z,t)) dy : (b' @ Vo,)dx
+/ / ¢l(y) (b(x —y,t) = b(x7t)) ® (u(w —y,t) — u(ﬂfat))dy : (eh,lVbl)dx
Qn=t Jy|<i
—/ (b(a:,t) — bl(a:,t)) ® (u(a:,t) — ul(x,t)) : (bl ® VQhJ)dg;
Qp\Qp—g
B /th (b(‘rvt) - bl(x7t)) ® (U-(x,t) — ul(a;,t)) : (HhJVbl)dx'

Due to the fact that the fluid velocity u and the magnetic field b are required to satisfy similar
conditions in Theorem [2.1], we have the following estimates

T -1 « [}
(3'37) /0 ]Igl(t)\dt < (Ol s <l 1”uHL3(0,T;B§,LO(Q%)) +h 1> ”bH%B(O,T;LOO(Q%))y

and

bl

T
< a1+2a2—1
/0 [I32(t)|dt <C [l [u] L3(0,T5BS2_(22))

L3(0,T;B3 Q?
(3.38) (OT85.00(¥2)

Tl G T PR ) 1

Thus, from the estimates 337) and B38), if a1, as > 1, we have

T
(3.39) / s(D)|dt — 0, asl — 0.
0

Step 4. For the terms I5(t) and I4(t), we can not prove that I5(t) or I4(t) vanishes seperately.

Fortunately, we are able to show I5(t) + I4(t) — 0 in L*(0,T), which is also crucial in our proof.
For I(t), we have

L(t)= | div(b@b) - (eh,lul> de = — / (bab):V <0h7lul) dz
Ql Q!

(3.40) _ /Ql (bz o bl) - <9h,lul) e /Ql <(b 2 b) — (bz @ bz)) LV <9h,lul) dz

=191 (t) + Ia(t).

After some calculations, we have

(3.41) Iny(t) = —/Qh\ﬂhl <bl . ul) <bl . vehl) dr — /th <bl @bl) : (eh,lvul> dr,
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and
(3.42)

It /Qh\Q; y /y|<l b(z —y,t) — b(z,t)) @ (b(xz —y,t) — b(z,t)) dy : (ul ® Vo) dx
/Qh Lyl (bl x -y t) (x t)) ® (b(x - y,t) - b(x,t))dy . (QhJVul)dx
+/ (b(z,t) — bl(z,t)) @ (b(z,t) — b'(z,1)) : (u' ® Vo) dx
Qp\Qn—1

+/ (b(z,t) — b'(2,t)) ® (b(z,t) — bl(z,t)) : (04, Vu')dz.
Qh—1
For I4(t), we have

L) = | diviueb)- (eh,lbl> de = — / (u@b) :V <0hvlbl) dz
Ql Q!

(3.43) _ /Ql (uz o bl) - <9h,lbl) e /Ql <(u 2 b) — (uz - bz)) .V (eh,lbl) dz

=141 (t) + Iya(2).

Similarly, we have

(3.44) In(t) = —/Qh\ﬂhl (bl . ul) (bl . vehl) dr — /th <ul @bl) : (ehNbl) dr,

and
(3.45)

Lot /Qh\g} | /y|<l u(z —y,t) —u(z,t)) @ (b(z —y,t) — b(z,t))dy : (b' @ V8y,)dzx
/Qh < ¢l u(z — y,t) — u(a:,t)) ® (b(x — y,t) — b(x,t))dy . (Qh,lVbl)dx
/ (u(z,t) —ul(z,t)) ® (b(z,t) — b'(z,1)) : (b' ® Vb)) dx
Qp\Qn

—i—/ (u(z,t) —ul(z,t)) ® (b(z,t) — bl(z,t)) : (65, Vb')dz.
Qh—l1
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As mentioned before, due to the terms th,l (bl ® bl) : (Hhleul) dz in (3:41) and th,l (ul ® bl) :
(65, Vb!) dz in (B.44)), we can not prove that I (t) or I (t) vanishes as [ — 0 seperately. How-
ever, adding them together, we obtain

I (t) + In ()
_ A A A !
- /Ql (b'@b'): v (60 do /Ql (W @b'): 7 (0h,b') do
111 l Il l
_ Lyl Ldr — Lyl !
(3.46) /Q ulb) (0, 0.0) b /Q O] (axj bz) dx
- _ Lyl Ldy — L Lyl
—_9 /Q BB} (O, Ol /Q b0, <ub> dw
=—2 [ (0, 0n)uldz + / (Ox, On,0)biulblda
Ql Ql
=— b' - V) (u'-b') de.
L (69 (v
By using Lemma and Holder’s inequality, we obtain from (3.46])
T
/ |To1 (t) + Iy (t)|dt
0

T
_ /0 /Q . (b V01 (u' - b!) da

< CIb" - VOl s 0.7: 300 10 30,7505 (@000 1)

dt

(3.47)

_1
681 23 (0.7, () | 0 \ Q] 73
_1 a @
S Cl 3 ”uHL3(0,T;L°°(QQh))”bHL3(0,T;L°°(QQh)) <l 2”bHL3(0 T'B?Q (Q%)) + h 2) °

For the term I53(t) and I4o(t), we have

T T
/0|I22(t)|dt,/0 |142(t)|dt

(348)  <C [za1+2a2—1\|u|| b2

L3(0,T;B;%;O(Q%)) L3(0,T;B§V%O(Q%))
_1 a a
S <l 2Hb”L3(O,T§B§iO(Q%)) +h 2) [lall 25 0,725 () 1P| 23 (0,7 L0 (221))

Combining the estimates (347) and (3:48) together, if o, ap > 3, we have

T
(3.49) / Lo(t) + La(D)|dt — 0, asl — 0.
0
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Step 5. We estimate the pressure term I5(t). Using the divergence-free property of u', we
can rewrite the pressure term as

I5(t) = — vl Gh,luldx = —/ On (@Eiwl) uﬁd:p = / (02,0n.1) Wluﬁda:
Q! Q! Q!

= /Qh\th t <ul . V9h7l> dx.

Using the condition (i7) in Theorem 2.1l we deduce

T T
/ |I5(t)|dt = / / rhu! - Vo), de
0 0 Qp\Qn

(3.51) chﬂl(

(3.50)

dt

Q) \ Q|15
s @man_ gy | St

L3/2(0,T:Lo° (2\ 1)) Hul ’ veh’l‘

_1
éc’l 3 HT(HLS/Q(QT;LOO(QQh)) <lal‘|u||L3(07T;Bgloo(Q%)) + hOé1> — 07 aSl — 07

provided that aq > %
To conclude the proof of energy conservation, it suffices to combine Steps 2-5 together to get

T
(3.52) / 1(#)]dt — 0, asl— 0,
0

provided that oy, ag > %

Now we prove the cross-helicity conservation. Multiplying the equality BI2]) by Hh,lbl and
BI13) by HhJul, and then summing the resulted equalities together and integrating over Q! with
respect to x, we have

(3.53) /0 t ( /Q l O, u’ - bldaz> X (t)dt + /0 t K(t)x(t)dt =0,

where
K(t)=— [ div(u®@u) -0,bldz+ [ div(b®@b) -6, bdx
(3.54) o o
— / di’l)(b & U.)l . Hh,luldx +/ di’U(U. & b)l . Hh,luldx — / Vﬂ'l . <9h7lbl) dx.
Q! Ql Ol
Similar to the proof of energy conservation, our main task here is to prove that
(3.55) K(t) =0, inLY(0,T), asl — 0.
Since estimates for each term in ([B.54]) are analogous to that in I(¢), we omit them here. [
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