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LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE STATIONARY HALL-MHD

EQUATIONS IN LOCAL MORREY SPACES

ZHOUYU LI1 AND YIFAN SU2

Abstract. This paper is concerned with the Liouville type theorems for the 3D stationary
incompressible Hall-MHD equations. We establish that under some sufficient conditions in
local Morrey spaces, solutions of the stationary Hall-MHD equations are identically zero.
In particular, we also prove Liouville type results for the stationary incompressible MHD
equations on R

3. Our theorems extend and generalize the classical results for the stationary
incompressible Navier-Stokes equations.
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1. Introduction

We are concerned in this paper with the following stationary incompressible Hall-MHD
equations on the whole space R

3:

(1.1)











−∆u+ div(u⊗ u) +∇Π− curlB×B = 0,

−∆B+ curl(B× u) + curl(curlB×B) = 0,

divu = divB = 0.

Here x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ R
3 is the space variable. The unknown functions u, B and Π

denote the velocity field, the magnetic field and the pressure, respectively. The Hall term
curl(curlB×B) is derived from the Ohm’s law and describes deviation from charge neutrality
between the electrons and the ions. Hall term plays an important role in understanding the
magnetic reconnection phenomena in plasmas, neutron stars, star formation, etc. For more
physical explanations, see [1, 10, 12, 21].

The main purpose of this paper is to study Liouville type problem for the system (1.1),
which is inspired by the development of Navier-Stokes equations. If B = 0, the system (1.1)
reduces to the stationary incompressible Navier-Stokes equations. A very challenging open
question is when the Dirichlet integral

∫

R3

|∇u|2 dx < +∞,

whether there exist a nontrivial solution. This uniqueness problem, or equivalently the Li-
ouville type problem originated from Leray’s paper [16], and has been studied extensively
recently. The most well-known one is due to Galdi (see [11], Remark X. 9.4, pp.729), which
proved that if the smooth solution u satisfies

u ∈ L
9

2 (R3),
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then u = 0. The key to the proof is essentially based on the following local estimate (also
called the Caccioppoli type inequality):

∫

|x|≤R
|∇u|2 dx ≤ C‖u‖3

L
9
2 (R≤|x|≤2R)

+ CR− 1

3 ‖u‖2
L

9
2 (R≤|x|≤2R)

+C‖u‖
L

9
2 (R≤|x|≤2R)

‖Π‖
L

9
4 (R≤|x|≤2R)

for all R > 1 and a constant C independent of R. Later, Chae and Wolf in [5] obtained a
logarithmic improvement to Galdi’s result under the assumption

∫

R3

|u|
9

2

{

log

(

2 +
1

|u|

)}−1

dx <∞.

Seregin in [23] established that u ∈ L6(R3)∩BMO−1(R3) leads to the Liouville type theorem.

The result of Galdi was also extended to the setting of Lorentz space L
9

2
,∞(R3) by Kozono

et al. in [15] and a certain kind of local Lorentz type space by Seregin and Wang in [24].
Moreover, the authors in [6, 13, 14] proved the Liouville type results in a more general setting
of Morrey spaces and some kind of local Morrey spaces.

However, the Liouville type problem for MHD type system is quite different due to the
lack of maximum principle. For the case of MHD equations, Chae and Weng in [3] proved
that the smooth solution (u,B) = 0 under the condition

(u,B) ∈ L3(R3) and (∇u,∇B) ∈ L2(R3).

Schulz in [22] showed if (u,B) ∈ L6(R3) ∩ BMO−1(R3), then (u,B) = 0. For the case of
Hall-MHD equations, in the famous paper [2], Chae, et al. proved that if (u,B) is a smooth
solution of (1.1) such that

∫

R3

|∇u|2 + |∇B|2 dx <∞ and (u,B) ∈ L∞(R3) ∩ L
9

2 (R3),

then (u,B) = 0. Recently, the first author and Niu in [20] extend the result of Chae, et al.

in [2] to the Lorentz space L
9

2
,∞(R3). For more interesting Liouville type results about MHD

and Hall-MHD equations, we refer to [4, 7, 18, 19, 25] and the references therein.
Here we consider the Liouville type theorems for the stationary incompressible Hall-MHD

equations (1.1). Motivated by [6, 14, 15], we investigate some Liouville type theorems pro-
vided the velocity and magnetic field belongs to a fairly general functional setting, that is,
some local Morrey spaces. It is a natural way to extend the space widely and improve the
previous results.

An outline of this paper is as follows: we state our main results in Section 2. In Section
3, we collect some elementary facts, which will be used later. In Section 4, we obtain a
characterization of the pressure term for the Hall-MHD equations. Section 5 is devoted to
obtaining the Caccioppoli type inequalities, which are essential for achieving our results. In
Section 6, the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2 are given.

2. Statement of the results

Before stating the main theorems, we first recall the definitions of Morrey spaces and local
Morrey spaces. For 1 < p < r < +∞, the homogeneous Morrey space Ṁp,r(R3) is the set of
all f ∈ Lp

loc(R
3) such that

‖f‖Ṁp,r = sup
R>0,x0∈R3

R
3

r

(

R−3

∫

B(x0,R)
|f(x)|p dx

) 1

p

< +∞,(2.1)

where B(x0, R) is a ball of radius R centered at x0. Here the term R
3

r characterizes the

decaying of the averaged quantity
(

R−3
∫

B(x0,R) |f(x)|
p dx

)
1

p
when R is large. The spaces
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satisfy the following embedding relation

Lr(R3) →֒ Lr,q(R3) →֒ Ṁp,r, 1 < p < r ≤ q ≤ +∞,

where the space Lr,q(R3) is the Lorentz space.
The local Morrey spaces describe the averaged decaying of functions in a more general

setting. Let γ ≥ 0 and 1 < p < +∞ , the local Morrey space Mp
γ (R3) is the set of functions

f ∈ Lp
loc(R

3) such that

‖f‖Mp
γ
= sup

R≥1

(

R−γ

∫

B(0,R)
|f(x)|p dx

)
1

p

< +∞.(2.2)

It is easy to verify that Mp
γ (R3) is a Banach space under the norm ‖ · ‖Mp

γ
. Remark that

the parameter γ describes the behavior of the quantity
(

∫

B(0,R) |f(x)|
p dx

)
1

p
when R is large.

Furthermore, the spaces satisfy the continuous embedding

Mp
γ1(R

3) →֒Mp
γ2(R

3), γ1 ≤ γ2.

We emphasize that for 1 < p < r < +∞, taking the parameter γ such that 3(1 − p/r) < γ,
then

Ṁp,r(R3) =Mp
3(1−p/r)(R

3) →֒Mp
γ (R

3).

Hence, in this sense local Morrey space Mp
γ (R3) can be regarded as a generalization of homo-

geneous Morrey space Ṁp,r(R3). For more references about the Morrey spaces and the local
Morrey spaces, see [8, 17].

Finally, we define the space Mp
γ,0(R

3) as the subspace of all functions f ∈ Mp
γ (R3) such

that

lim
R→+∞

(

R−γ

∫

R
2
≤|x|≤R

|f(x)|p dx

) 1

p

= 0.

To simplify the notations, we denote

η = η(p, γ) =
γ

p
+

2

3
−

3

p
,

BR = {x ∈ R
3 : |x| ≤ R} and CR = {x ∈ R

3 : R ≤ |x| ≤ 2R}. We state the first result of this
paper as follows:
Theorem 1. Suppose that (u,B) is a smooth solution to (1.1) with ∇B ∈ L2(R3) and
(u,B) ∈Mp

γ (R3) for 0 < γ < 3 ≤ p < +∞.
(i) If η(p, γ) < 0, then u = B = 0 on R

3.
(ii) If η(p, γ) = 0, and if moreover

‖u‖3Mp
γ (R3) + ‖u‖Mp

γ (R3)‖B‖2Mp
γ (R3) ≤ δ‖(∇u,∇B)‖2L2(R3)(2.3)

for some 0 < δ < 1/C0, then u = B = 0 on R
3.

(iii) If η(p, γ) > 0, and if moreover

lim
R→+∞

R3η(p,γ)

(

(R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p + (R−γ

∫

CR

|B|p dx)
1

p

)

= 0,(2.4)

then u = B = 0 on R
3.

On the other hand, in the framework of a slightly smaller space Mp
γ,0(R

3), we do not need

any additional assumption similar to (2.3). Specifically, this idea can be stated as follows.
Theorem 2. Suppose that (u,B) is a smooth solution to (1.1) with ∇B ∈ L2(R3), u ∈
Mp

γ,0(R
3) and B ∈ Mp

γ (R3) for 0 < γ < 3 ≤ p < +∞. If (p, γ) is such that η(p, γ) = 0, then

u = B = 0 on R
3.
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It should be noted that in Theorems 1 and 2 we always set the parameters 0 < γ < 3 ≤
p < +∞. Since our methods deeply rely on the Cacciopoli type inequalities, for more details
see Propositions 5.1 and 5.2 below, we need the condition 3 ≤ p < +∞. In addition, in
order to obtain the estimate for the pressure term, we need to use the Calderón-Zygmund
inequality in the spaces Mp

γ (R3), that is, point (i) of Lemma 3.2, so the condition 0 < γ < 3
is required.

The main interest of our results is based on the fact that we use a fairly general framework
to solve the Liouville type problem. Indeed, we know that if η(p, γ) ≤ 0, then for 3 < r < 9

2
and 3 ≤ p < r, we have the embeddings

Lr(R3) →֒ Lr,∞(R3) →֒ Ṁp,r(R3) →֒Mp
δ (R

3) →֒Mp
γ,0(R

3),

involving the Lebesgue, Lorentz, Morrey and local Morrey spaces. Here, the parameter δ
satisfies 3(1− p/r) < δ < γ. In particular, for the values γ = 1 and p = 3, and for r = 9

2 and
9
2 < q < +∞, we also have the embeddings

L
9

2 (R3) →֒ L
9

2
,q(R3) →֒M3

1,0(R
3).

Notice that when γ = 1 and p = 3, we have η(3, 1) = 0. For more references about the
inclusion relationship of local Morrey spaces, we recommend [9, 14]. With the above facts in
hand, we now give several remarks.

(i).Our results improve the result of Chae, et al. in [2], and the result of [20] is extended
to the local Morrey spaces.

(ii).When removing the Hall term curl(curlB × B), the system (1.1) reduces to the sta-
tionary incompressible MHD system. In this case, we do not need the assumption condition
∇B ∈ L2(R3), because of the fact that this condition is only used in dealing with the Hall
term, for more details see (5.5) below. Hence we also obtain two new results for incom-
pressible MHD system, which generalize the related result given in [19] to the local Morrey
spaces.

(iii).When B = 0, the system (1.1) reduces to the stationary incompressible Navier-Stokes
system. Clearly, our results generalize the corresponding results of Galdi [11] and Jarŕın [14].

3. Preliminaries

For the convenience of readers, we will summarize some elementary facts about the local
Morrey spaces and the weighted Lebesgue spaces.

Let us recall the definition of the weighted Lebesgue spaces. For γ ≥ 0 and 1 < p < +∞, we
consider the weight ωγ(x) =

1
(1+|x|)γ , then the weighted Lebesgue spaces Lp

ωγ(R
3) is defined

as Lp
ωγ (R

3) = Lp(ωγ dx). It should be stressed that by using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
we have the following continuous embedding:

Lp
ωγ
(R3) →֒ L

p
2
ωγ (R

3)(3.1)

for 9
4 < γ < 3.

In order to study the characterization of the pressure term for the general Hall-MHD
equations, we introduce a time-space version of the local Morrey spaces. Let γ > 0 and
1 < p < +∞. We define the space Mp

γLp(0, T ) as the set of functions f ∈ Lp
loc([0, T ] × R

3)
such that

‖f‖Mp
γLp(0,T ) = sup

R≥1

(

R−γ

∫ T

0

∫

B(0,R)
|f(x, t)|p dxdt

)
1

p

< +∞.
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Furthermore, we define the space Mp
γ,0L

p(0, T ) as the set of functions f ∈ Mp
γLp(0, T ) such

that

lim
R→+∞

(

R−γ

∫ T

0

∫

R
2
≤|x|≤R

|f(x)|p dxdt

) 1

p

= 0.

For details see Section 7 of [8]. Finally, we give two useful lemmas.

Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 2.1 of [9]). Assume 0 ≤ γ < δ, 1 < p < +∞ and 0 < T < +∞. Then

the following inclusion relationships are true:

(i) Lp
ωγ (R

3) →֒Mp
γ,0(R

3) →֒Mp
γ (R3) →֒ Lp

ωδ(R
3);

(ii) Lp([0, T ];Lp
ωγ (R

3)) →֒Mp
γ,0L

p(0, T ) →֒Mp
γLp(0, T ) →֒ Lp([0, T ];Lp

ωδ
(R3)).

Lemma 3.2 (Lemma 2.2 and Corollary 2.1 of [9]). Assume 0 < γ < 3 and 1 < p < +∞.

Then there hold

(i) ‖∇2(−∆)−1f‖Mp
γ (R3) ≤ C(p, γ)‖f‖Mp

γ (R3);

(ii) ‖Mf‖Mp
γ (R3) ≤ C(p, γ)‖f‖Mp

γ (R3), where M is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function

operator;

(iii) The points (i) and (ii) also hold for the weighted Lebesgue spaces Lp
ωγ (R

3).

4. characterization of the pressure term

In this section, we aim at establishing a characterization of the pressure term for the
following time-dependent Hall-MHD equations:

(4.1)



















∂tu−∆u+ div(u⊗ u) +∇Π− curlB×B = 0, (t, x) ∈ R
+ × R

3,

∂tB−∆B+ curl(B× u) + curl(curlB×B) = 0, (t, x) ∈ R
+ ×R

3,

divu = divB = 0, (t, x) ∈ R
+ × R

3,

(u,B)|t=0 = (u0, B0), x ∈ R
3.

More precisely, we show that the pressure Π is always related to the velocity field u and
the magnetic field B in the general setting of the time-space local Morrey spaces. It should
be noted that the following proposition has an independent interest when seeking for very
general frameworks in which the pressure is related to the other unknowns in the system
(4.1).

Proposition 4.1. Assume that (u,B,Π) is a solution of the system (4.1) with Π ∈ D′([0, T ]×
R
3) and (u,B) ∈ Mp

γLp(0, T ) for 0 < γ < 3, 2 < p < +∞. Then the term ∇Π is given by

the formula

∇Π = ∇





3
∑

i,j=1

(−∆)−1∂i∂j(uiuj −BiBj)−
|B|2

2



 .

Proof. Motivated by the method in [14], we first define P given by the expression

(4.2) P =
3
∑

i,j=1

(−∆)−1∂i∂j(uiuj −BiBj)−
|B|2

2
.

Noting (u,B) ∈Mp
γLp(0, T ) for 0 < γ < 3

2 , we apply point (ii) of Lemma 3.1 to get (u,B) ∈

Lp([0, T ];Lp
ωδ
(R3)), which gives (u ⊗ u,B ⊗ B, |B|2

2 ) ∈ L
p
2 ([0, T ];L

p
2
ωδ
(R3)). Thus, by point

(iii) of Lemma 3.2, one has P ∈ L
p
2 ([0, T ];L

p
2
ωδ (R

3)) for 9
4 < δ < 3.

Next, we will show that ∇Π − ∇P = 0, where Π is the pressure term in (4.1). Let
ε > 0 (small enough) and ψ(x) ∈ C∞

0 (R3). Let α(t) ∈ C∞
0 (R) be a function such that for

|t| > ε, α(t) = 0. We see that for all t ∈ (ε, T − ε), (αψ) ∗ ∇Π ∈ D′((ε, T − ε) × R
3) and

(αψ) ∗ ∇P ∈ D′((ε, T − ε)× R
3). Then, we define Aε(t) given by

Aε(t) = (αψ) ∗ ∇Π(·, t)− (αψ) ∗ ∇P (·, t).
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We claim that Aε(t) ∈ S ′(R3). Indeed, we get by using the vector identity curlB × B =

−∇ |B|2

2 + (B · ∇)B and the system (4.1) that

∇Π = −∂tu+∆u− div(u⊗ u)− div(B⊗B−
1

2
|B|2I).

Here I is the identical matrix. Thus,

Aε(t) =
[(

− (∂tα)ψ + α∆ψ
)

∗ u
]

(·, t)−
[

(α ∗ ∇ψ) ∗ (u⊗ u)
]

(·, t)

−
[

(α ∗ ∇ψ) ∗ (B⊗B−
1

2
|B|2I)

]

(·, t) −
[

(α∇ψ) ∗ P
]

(·, t).
(4.3)

We successively prove that each term on the right hand side of (4.3) belongs to the space

L
p
2
ωδ
(R3) for 9

4 < δ < 3. For the first term of the right in (4.3), since for ψ ∈ C∞
0 (R3)

and a test function f , we have the pointwise estimate |(ψ ∗ f)(x)| ≤ C(ϕ)Mf (x), where M
denotes the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function operator. Then, using point (iii) of Lemma
3.2 implies convolution with test functions is a bounded operator on Lp

ωδ
(R3). Noting that

u ∈ Lp([0, T ];Lp
ωδ
(R3)), we get

[(

− (∂tα)ψ +α∆ψ
)

∗u
]

(·, t) ∈ Lp
ωδ
(R3), which together with

the embedding (3.1) gives
[(

− (∂tα)ψ + α∆ψ
)

∗ u
]

(·, t) ∈ L
p
2
ωδ
(R3) for 9

4 < δ < 3.

For the second and third terms of the right in (4.3), since u ⊗ u ∈ L
p
2 ([0, T ];L

p
2

ωδ
(R3))

and (B ⊗ B, |B|2

2 ) ∈ L
p
2 ([0, T ];L

p
2
ωδ
(R3)), we have

[

(α ∗ ∇ψ) ∗ (u ⊗ u)
]

(·, t) ∈ L
p
2
ωδ
(R3) and

[

(α ∗ ∇ψ) ∗ (B⊗B− 1
2 |B|2I)

]

(·, t) ∈ L
p
2
ωδ
(R3). Here we have used the fact convolution with

test functions is a bounded operator on the space L
p
2
ωδ(R

3).

For the fourth term of the right in (4.3), noting P ∈ L
p
2 ([0, T ];L

p
2
ωδ
(R3)), we have

[

(α∇ψ)∗

P
]

(·, t) ∈ L
p
2 ([0, T ];L

p
2

ωδ
(R3)).

Hence, we have Aε(t) ∈ L
p
2
ωδ
(R3), and then Aε(t) ∈ S ′(R3). In addition, taking the

divergence of the first equation in (4.1), we obtain from div ∂tu = div∆u = 0 that

∆Π = −

3
∑

i,j=1

∂i∂j(uiuj −BiBj)−∆
|B|2

2
,

which implies ∆(Π − P ) = 0. Then we have ∆Aε(t) = 0 and Aε(t) is a polynomial from

Aε(t) ∈ S ′(R3). Noticing Aε(t) ∈ L
p
2
ωδ
(R3), one has Aε(t) = 0. Moreover, we use the

approximation of the identity 1
ε4
α
(

t
ε

)

ψ
(

x
ε

)

to write

∇(Π− P )(·, t) = lim
ε→0

Aε(t) = 0.

The proof is completed. �

5. Caccioppoli type inequalities

In this section, we derive the Caccioppoli type inequalities, which are the key to our proof.
Let us first give the estimate in the framework of Lebesgue spaces.

Proposition 5.1. Let (u,B) be a smooth solution to (1.1). For 3 ≤ p < +∞, if (u,B) ∈
Lp
loc(R

3) and ∇B ∈ L2(R3), then we have
∫

BR

|∇u|2 dx+

∫

BR

| curlB|2 dx

≤ CR
1− 6

p ‖u‖2Lp(CR) + CR
1− 6

p ‖B‖2Lp(CR) + CR
2− 9

p ‖u‖3Lp(CR) + CR− 1

2 ‖∇B‖3L2(CR)

+ CR2− 9

p ‖u‖Lp(CR)‖B‖2Lp(CR) + CR2− 9

p ‖u‖Lp(CR)‖Π‖
2

L
p
2 (CR)

,

(5.1)

where the constant C is independent of R ≥ 1.
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Proof. First, we introduce the following cut-off function: let ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (R3) be a nonincreasing

radial function such that

ϕ(|x|) =











1, if |x| < 1,

[0, 1], if 1 ≤ |x| ≤ 2,

0, if |x| > 2.

Define ϕR(x) = ϕ( |x|R ) for each given R. Then the function ϕR(x) satisfies

‖∇kϕR‖L∞ ≤ CR−k

for k = 0, 1, 2 with some positive constant C.
Taking the L2- inner product of the u equation of (1.1) with uϕ2

R and integrating by parts
over R3, we obtain

∫

R3

|∇u|2ϕ2
R dx = −2

∫

R3

ϕR∇u : (u⊗∇ϕR) dx−

∫

R3

(u · ∇)u · uϕ2
R dx

−

∫

R3

∇Π · uϕ2
R dx+

∫

R3

curlB×B · uϕ2
R dx.

(5.2)

Similarly, taking the L2- inner product of the B equation of (1.1) with Bϕ2
R and integrating

by parts over R3, we have
∫

R3

| curlB|2ϕ2
R dx = −2

∫

R3

ϕR curlB · (∇ϕR ×B) dx−

∫

R3

(B× u) · (ϕ2
R curlB) dx

− 2

∫

R3

ϕR(B× u) · (∇ϕR ×B) dx − 2

∫

R3

ϕR(curlB×B) · (∇ϕR ×B) dx,

(5.3)

where we have used the fact ∆B = ∇ divB− curl(curlB).
Combining (5.2) and (5.3), it gives

∫

R3

|∇u|2ϕ2
R dx+

∫

R3

| curlB|2ϕ2
R dx

= −2

∫

R3

ϕR∇u : (u⊗∇ϕR) dx−

∫

R3

(u · ∇)u · uϕ2
R dx

− 2

∫

R3

ϕR curlB · (∇ϕR ×B) dx− 2

∫

R3

ϕR(B× u) · (∇ϕR ×B) dx

− 2

∫

R3

ϕR(curlB×B) · (∇ϕR ×B) dx−

∫

R3

∇Π · uϕ2
R dx

=
6
∑

i=1

Ii.

(5.4)

In what follows, we estimate each term on the right-hand side of (5.4) separately. For I1,
it can be deduced from the integration by parts that

I1 =

∫

R3

u · div(u⊗∇(ϕ2
R)) dx

=

∫

R3

u · (∇u · ∇(ϕ2
R) + u∆(ϕ2

R)) dx

=
1

2

∫

R3

|u|2∆(ϕ2
R) dx

=

∫

R3

|u|2(ϕR∆ϕR + |∇ϕR|
2) dx.



8 Z. LI AND Y. SU

Applying the Hölder inequality implies

|I1| ≤

∫

CR

|u|2(|ϕR∆ϕR|+ |∇ϕR|
2) dx

≤ CR−2‖|u|2‖
L

p
2 (CR)

‖1‖
L

p
p−2 (CR)

≤ CR
1− 6

p ‖u‖2Lp(CR).

For I2, using integration by parts, we obtain from divu = 0 that

I2 = −

∫

R3

(u · ∇)u · (uϕ2
R) dx = −

1

2

∫

R3

u · ∇|u|2ϕ2
R dx

=
1

2

∫

R3

|u|2 div(uϕ2
R) dx =

∫

R3

|u|2u · (ϕR∇ϕR) dx.

Thus,

|I2| ≤

∫

CR

|u|2|u||ϕR∇ϕR| dx

≤ CR−1‖|u|2‖
L

p
2 (CR)

‖u‖Lp(CR)‖1‖
L

p
p−3 (CR)

≤ CR
2− 9

p ‖u‖3Lp(CR).

For I3, using Young’s inequality, we get

|I3| ≤

∫

CR

|ϕR curlB||B||∇ϕR| dx

≤ CR−1‖ϕR curlB‖L2(CR)‖B‖Lp(CR)‖1‖
L

2p
p−2 (CR)

≤ CR
1

2
− 3

p ‖ϕR curlB‖L2(CR)‖B‖Lp(CR)

≤
1

2
‖ϕR curlB‖2L2(CR) + CR

1− 6

p ‖B‖2Lp(CR).

Again, applying the Hölder inequality gives

|I4| ≤ CR−1

∫

CR

|B|2|u| dx

≤ CR−1‖|B|2‖
L

p
2 (CR)

‖u‖Lp(CR)‖1‖
L

p
p−3 (CR)

≤ CR
2− 9

p ‖B‖2Lp(CR)‖u‖Lp(CR).

For I5, using the embedding Ḣ1(R3) →֒ L6(R3) implies

|I5| ≤ CR−1

∫

CR

|ϕR curlB||B|2 dx

≤ CR−1‖ curlB‖L2(CR)‖|B|2‖L3(CR)‖1‖L6(CR)

≤ CR− 1

2‖∇B‖L2(CR)‖B‖2L6(CR)

≤ CR− 1

2‖∇B‖3L2 .

(5.5)

Finally, for I6, using integration by parts and the fact divu = 0, we get

I6 =

∫

R3

Πdiv(uϕ2
R) dx

=

∫

R3

Πdivuϕ2
R dx+ 2

∫

R3

ϕRΠu · ∇ϕR dx

= 2

∫

R3

ϕRΠu · ∇ϕR dx.



LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE STATIONARY HALL-MHD EQUATIONS 9

Then,

|I6| ≤ CR−1

∫

CR

|Π||u| dx

≤ CR−1‖Π‖
L

p
2 (CR)

‖u‖Lp(CR)‖1‖
L

p
p−3 (CR)

≤ CR2− 9

p ‖Π‖
L

p
2 (CR)

‖u‖Lp(CR).

Consequently, substituting the estimates Ii for i = 1, 2, ..., 6 into (5.4), we deduce that

∫

BR

|∇u|2 dx+
1

2

∫

BR

| curlB|2 dx

≤ CR
1− 6

p ‖u‖2Lp(CR) + CR
1− 6

p ‖B‖2Lp(CR) + CR
2− 9

p ‖u‖3Lp(CR) + CR
2− 9

p ‖u‖Lp(CR)‖B‖2Lp(CR)

+ CR− 1

2 ‖∇B‖3L2(CR) + CR2− 9

p ‖u‖Lp(CR)‖Π‖L
p
2 (CR)

for all R ≥ 1 and the constant C independent of R. This completes the proof of Proposition
5.1. �

Next, in the framework of local Morrey spaces, the Caccioppoli type estimate is stated as
follows:

Proposition 5.2. Let (u,B) be a smooth solution to (1.1). For 0 < γ < 3 ≤ p < +∞, if

(u,B) ∈Mp
γ (R3) and ∇B ∈ L2(R3), then we have

∫

BR

|∇u|2 dx+

∫

BR

| curlB|2 dx

≤ CR3η(R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
3

p + CR− 1

3R2η(R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
2

p + CR− 1

2‖∇B‖3L2(CR)

+ CR3η(R−γ

∫

CR

|B|p dx)
2

p (R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p + CR− 1

3R2η(R−γ

∫

CR

|B|p dx)
2

p

+ CR3η(R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p (‖u‖2Mp
γ (R3) + ‖B‖2Mp

γ (R3)),

(5.6)

where the constant C is independent of R ≥ 1.

Proof. Using Proposition 4.1, we know that ∇Π = ∇P , where P is given in (4.2). Thus, we
consider the system (1.1) with the term ∇P instead of the term ∇Π. Since (u,B) ∈Mp

γ (R3),
one has (u,B) ∈ Lp

loc(R
3). Then we obtain from Proposition 5.1 that for 3 ≤ p < +∞,

∫

BR

|∇u|2 dx+

∫

BR

| curlB|2 dx

≤ CR1− 6

p ‖u‖2Lp(CR) + CR1− 6

p ‖B‖2Lp(CR) + CR2− 9

p ‖u‖3Lp(CR) + CR− 1

2 ‖∇B‖3L2(CR)

+ CR2− 9

p ‖u‖Lp(CR)‖B‖2Lp(CR) + CR2− 9

p ‖u‖Lp(CR)‖P‖
2

L
p
2 (CR)

.

(5.7)

A direct computation gives

R
2− 9

p ‖u‖3Lp(CR) = R
− 2

p
γ
R

2

p
γ+2− 9

p (

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
2

p (

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p

= R
3

p
γ+2− 9

p (R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
2

p (R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p .
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Similarly, we obtain

R
1− 6

p ‖u‖2Lp(CR) +R
1− 6

p ‖B‖2Lp(CR)

= R− 1

3
− 2

p
γR

2

p
γ+ 4

3
− 6

p (

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
2

p +R− 1

3
− 2

p
γR

2

p
γ+ 4

3
− 6

p (

∫

CR

|B|p dx)
2

p

= R− 1

3R
2

p
γ+ 4

3
− 6

p (R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
2

p +R− 1

3R
2

p
γ+ 4

3
− 6

p (R−γ

∫

CR

|B|p dx)
2

p

and

R2− 9

p ‖B‖2Lp(CR)‖u‖Lp(CR) = R
2

p
γ+2− 9

p (R−γ

∫

CR

|B|p dx)
2

p (

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p

= R
3

p
γ+2− 9

p (R−γ

∫

CR

|B|p dx)
2

p (R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p .

Finally, we are in a position to estimate R2− 9

p ‖u‖Lp(CR)‖P‖
2

L
p
2 (CR)

. Noticing that the term

P is defined through u and B in (4.2), we deduce from point (i) of Lemma 3.2 that for all
0 < γ < 3 ≤ p < +∞,

‖P‖
M

p
2
γ (R3)

≤ C(p, γ)(‖u‖2Mp
γ (R3) + ‖B‖2Mp

γ (R3)).

Moreover, recalling the definition of ‖ · ‖Mp
γ (R3), see (2.2), we get

R2− 9

p ‖P‖
L

p
2 (CR)

‖u‖Lp(CR) = R
3

p
γ+2− 9

p (R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p (R−γ

∫

CR

|P |
p
2 dx)

2

p

≤ R
3

p
γ+2− 9

p (R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p ‖P‖
M

p
2
γ (R3)

≤ CR
3

p
γ+2− 9

p (R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p (‖u‖2Mp
γ (R3) + ‖B‖2Mp

γ (R3)).

Inserting all the above estimates into (5.7), we complete the proof of Proposition 5.2. �

6. The Proofs of Theorems

With the help of Proposition 5.2, we can now complete the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2.
For simplicity, we denote

D1 : = R3η(R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
3

p +R− 1

3R2η(R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
2

p +R− 1

2 ‖∇B‖3L2(CR)

+R3η(R−γ

∫

CR

|B|p dx)
2

p (R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p +R− 1

3R2η(R−γ

∫

CR

|B|p dx)
2

p

+R3η(R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p (‖u‖2Mp
γ (R3) + ‖B‖2Mp

γ (R3)).

Then the inequality (5.6) writes the following
∫

BR

|∇u|2 dx+

∫

BR

| curlB|2 dx ≤ CD1.(6.1)

Proof of Theorem 1. Assume that ∇B ∈ L2(R3) and (u,B) ∈Mp
γ (R3) with 0 < γ < 3 ≤ p <

+∞. We divide our proof into three cases.
(i). The case when η(p, γ) < 0. According to the definition of ‖ · ‖Mp

γ (R3), we obtain

D1 ≤ R3η
(

‖u‖2Mp
γ
+ ‖B‖2Mp

γ

)

‖u‖Mp
γ
+R− 1

3R2η
(

‖u‖2Mp
γ
+ ‖B‖2Mp

γ

)

+R− 1

2 ‖∇B‖2L2 .(6.2)

Passing R→ +∞ in (6.1), we see

lim
R→+∞

D1 = 0.
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Thus, it leads to

lim
R→+∞

(

∫

BR

|∇u|2 dx+

∫

BR

| curlB|2 dx) = 0,

which together with Levi’s monotone convergence theorem yields
∫

R3

|∇u|2 dx+

∫

R3

| curlB|2 dx = 0.

Using the fact that

‖∇B‖L2(R3) ≤ C
(

‖divB‖L2(R3) + ‖ curlB‖L2(R3)

)

,

we conclude that ‖(∇u,∇B)‖L2(R3) = 0 and u = B = 0 on R
3 from (u,B) ∈Mp

γ (R3).
(ii). The case when η(p, γ) = 0. Passing R → +∞ in (6.1) and by virtue of (6.2), we

get

lim
R→+∞

D1 ≤ ‖u‖3Mp
γ
+ ‖B‖2Mp

γ
‖u‖Mp

γ
,

and thus
∫

R3

|∇u|2 dx+

∫

R3

| curlB|2 dx ≤ C0

(

‖u‖3Mp
γ
+ ‖B‖2Mp

γ
‖u‖Mp

γ

)

.

It follows from the assumption (2.3) that

‖(∇u,∇B)‖2L2(R3) ≤ C0

(

‖u‖3Mp
γ
+ ‖B‖2Mp

γ
‖u‖Mp

γ

)

≤ C0δ‖(∇u,∇B)‖2L2(R3).

Since 0 < C0δ < 1, we conclude that ‖(∇u,∇B)‖L2(R3) = 0 and u = B = 0 on R
3 .

(iii). The case when η(p, γ) > 0. Here, we see 2η(p, γ) ≤ 6η(p, γ) and 3η(p, γ) ≤ 6η(p, γ).
By direct calculation, we have

R3η(R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
2

p (R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p ≤

[

R3η(R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p

]2

(R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p

and

R− 1

3R2η(R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
2

p ≤ R− 1

3

[

R3η(R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p

]2

.

Similarly, we get

R3η(R−γ

∫

CR

|B|p dx)
2

p (R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p ≤

[

R3η(R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p

]

(R−γ

∫

CR

|B|p dx)
2

p

and

R− 1

3R2η(R−γ

∫

CR

|B|p dx)
2

p ≤ R− 1

3

[

R3η(R−γ

∫

CR

|B|p dx)
1

p

]2

.

Noting the condition (2.4), passing R→ +∞ in (6.1), we deduce
∫

R3

|∇u|2 dx+

∫

R3

| curlB|2 dx = 0.

Hence, we conclude that u = B = 0 on R
3. �

Proof of Theorem 2. Assume that ∇B ∈ L2(R3), u ∈Mp
γ,0(R

3) and B ∈Mp
γ (R3) for 0 < γ <

3 ≤ p < +∞. By the definition of ‖ · ‖Mp
γ (R3), we have

D1 ≤ R3η(‖u‖2Mp
γ
+ ‖B‖2Mp

γ
)(R−γ

∫

CR

|u|p dx)
1

p +R− 1

2 ‖∇B‖3L2

+R− 1

3R2η(‖u‖2Mp
γ
+ ‖B‖2Mp

γ
).

(6.3)
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Considering the assumption η(p, γ) = 0, letting R → +∞ in (6.1), and applying Levi’s
monotone convergence theorem, we have

∫

R3

|∇u|2 dx+

∫

R3

| curlB|2 dx = 0.

Hence, we get the desired identity u = B = 0 on R
3. �
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[8] P. G. Fernández-Dalgo, P. G. Lemarié-Rieusset. Characterisation of the pressure term in the incompress-
ible Navier-Stokes equations on the whole space, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. S, 14 (2021) no. 8,
2917-2931.
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