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NON-UNIQUE SOLUTIONS FOR ELECTRON MHD
MIMI DAI

ABSTRACT. We consider the electron magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) equation on the 3D torus
T3. For a given smooth vector field H with zero mean and zero divergence, we can construct
a weak solution B to the electron MHD in the space L] WP for appropriate (7,p) such that
B is arbitrarily close to H in this space. The parameters v and p depend on the resistivity.
As a consequence, non-uniqueness of weak solutions is obtained for the electron MHD with
hyper-resistivity. In particular, non-Leray-Hopf solutions can be constructed. As a byproduct,
we also show the existence of weak solutions to the electron MHD without resistivity.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the electron magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) equation with a general hyper-resistive

term on T3
Bi+Vx ((VxB)xB)=—-(-A)"B (1.1)

for @ > 1. Note for initial data By satisfying V- By = 0, the solution of (L.I)) preserves the Gauss
law, i.e. V- B = 0 for all the time. When o = 1, (1)) is the physically relevant important
model in plasma physics which describes the motion of magnetic field while the background
ion flow motion is slow. The nonlinear term in () is deemed to capture the rapid magnetic
reconnection phenomena due to the Hall effect. For more physics background regarding this
model, we refer the reader to the book [I]. Our study of (II]) for general o > 1 stems from
purely mathematical interests.

This paper concerns constructing weak solutions for the electron MHD. We start with the
definition of a weak solution.

Definition 1.1. Let Dr be the space of test functions ¢ € C®(T? x R) satisfying divp = 0
and ¢ = 0 for t > T. Given By € L?(T?) with divBy = 0 in the weak sense, a vector field
B e L?(T2 x [0,T]) is said to be a weak solution of (1)) with initial data By if B(t) is weakly
divergence-free for a.e. t € [0,7], and

T
By(z) - p(z,0)dz = —/ B (0p— (—A)%0+ B-V(V x ¢)) dxdt (1.2)
T3 0 T3
for any ¢ € Dr.
In the weak formulation (.2]) we used the fact that
V x ((VxB)x B)=V xdiv(B® B)

for divergence free vector field B.
Formally we have the energy identity for (L)

B +2 [ 1-8)2Bs)Rads = [BO:
0
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by noticing the cancellation

Vx((VxB)xB)-Bd:nz/ (VxB)xB)-(VxB)dr=0

T3 T3

for a smooth vector field B. Thus we can adapt the notion of Leray-Hopf solution for (1)) as
follows.

Definition 1.2. A weak solution B of (I1]) is called Leray-Hopf type of weak solution if B €
Cw([0,T]; L*(T?)) n L2(0,T; H*(T?)) and the energy inequality

B +2 [ 1202 B s < 1BO)E:
holds for ¢ € [0, 7.
In the physically relevant case o = 1, the Leray-Hopf space for (L)) is
Cu([0, T1; L*(T%)) ~ L*(0, T H'(T?))

which is the same as for the Navier-Stokes equation.
The electron MHD has the natural scaling in the sense that if B(z,t) is a solution with initial
data By(z), the rescaled magnetic field

By = A2*72B(\z, A%°t)

is also a solution associated with the rescaled initial data By(Az). Invariant functional spaces
under such scaling include the Sobolev spaces L;W;} * with 7, s satisfying

2 3
—a+—=2a—1, 1<r,s<o0.
T S

The two ending point critical cases of r = o0 and s = o0 are respectively
1’ 3 2
LW, 2= LR twhe, (1.3)

It was shown in [4, [I5] that a solution to (II) in the space LTW,"* with the Ladyzhenskaya-
Prodi-Serrin (LPS) type of condition

2
7a+§<2a—1, for s e (3,00] (1.4)

is regular and hence unique. We note that compared to the LPS spaces Lj Wa* with r, s satisfying
(T4), the Leray-Hopf space LL2 n L?HS has much lower regularity.

We shall adapt the convex integration method to construct weak solutions for the electron
MHD. As a consequence, non-uniqueness of weak solutions is obtained in the hyper-resistive
case.

1.1. Main results.

Theorem 1.3. Let H be a smooth zero-mean vector field on T3 x [0, T] with div H = 0. Then
for any e, > 0, there exists a weak solution B of (I1) with initial data H(z,0) and spatial
zero-mean such that

(i) in the case of a € [1,2],
4
Be L)Wh*, ~< 3 and

1B~ Hlpyz + B~ Hl e <o
2



(ii) 4n the case of a € [1,3),

T

6 7
Be LYWL for {p< 5 ace(l 4[
(6%

and
1B = Hlpypa + B~ H| joyyin < s

Non-uniqueness of weak solutions can be derived from this theorem in the case a > %, which
corresponds to the critical and subcritical regime of the equation.

Corollary 1.4. Let a € [%, 2] and v < %. The following statements hold:

(i) For any weak solution B of {I1), there exists another weak solution B € L;YW:}’OO of
(1) with the same initial data.
(ii) There exist a weak solution B € L;YWQ}’OO which is not a Leray-Hopf solution.
(iii) For every divergence-free initial data in L2, there are infinitely many weak solutions in

BeL)W;™”.
3

Corollary 1.5. Let a € [%,3) and p < 5= . The following statements hold:

(i) For any weak solution B of {I.1), there exists another weak solution B € LPWaP of
(I1) with the same initial data.
(ii) There exist a weak solution B € L;YW%’OO which is not a Leray-Hopf solution.
(iii) For every divergence-free initial data in L2, there are infinitely many weak solutions in
Be LPW,?.
Remark 1.6. The result of Corollary [[.4]is sharp when «e = 2, since the critical scaling % = %
and the weak solution B belongs to L;YW% ® for v < %. The result of Corollary is sharp for
all v e [%,3) in view of (L3).
Remark 1.7. Following the techniques of [2| [7], the solutions in Theorem [[.3] Corollary [I.4]
and Corollary can be made smooth almost everywhere in time. As done in [I1} [12], one can
also obtain non-uniqueness for the electron MHD (L)) in spaces L;YWQ} P for a larger range of
~,p than what is covered in Theorem [[.3l We do not pursue in these directions in the current
paper.

The electron MHD ([LI]) without the term (—A)*B is referred the ideal or non-resistive
electron MHD. Since the Hall term in (II]) is more singular than the nonlinear term of the
Euler equation, it was known to be challenging to show existence of weak solutions for the ideal
electron MHD in general. Nevertheless, our construction of weak solutions through the convex

integration approach does not depend on the resistivity. Therefore we are able to construct weak
solutions for the ideal electron MHD.

Theorem 1.8. Consider the non-resistive electron MHD,
B+ V x((VxB)xB)=0,
V-B=0.
Let H be a smooth zero-mean vector field on T3 x [0,T] with div H = 0. Then for any e+ > 0,

there exists a weak solution B of the non-resistive electron MHD with initial data H(x,0) and
spatial zero-mean such that either one of the following statements holds:

(i)

4
Be L)Wh*, ~< 3 and

1B~ Hlppz + B~ Hl e < s
3



Be LPWhP p<§, and

1B~ Hlpgz + 1B~ Hl o < e

1.2. Relevant previous work. The unique solvability for supercritical equations is a challeng-
ing problem in general. The convex integration approach has been proven a robust machinery to
construct non-unique weak solutions. In the case of pure hydrodynamics, Buckmaster and Vicol
[3] first showed non-unique weak solutions for the Navier-Stokes equation (NSE) in C’?Hf for
0 < B8 « 1. The regularity of the solutions has a certain gap with the Leray-Hopf space and the
Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin space for the NSE. Taking advantage of the temporal intermittency,
Cheskidov and Luo [6] [7] were able to construct weak solutions for the NSE in spaces that touch
the LPS borderline. Inspired by the ideas of [7], Giri and Radu [10] designed a convex integration
scheme involving two steps of (temporal and spatial) perturbations and resolved the Onsager
conjecture for the 2D Euler equation. Li, Qu, Zeng and Zheng [12] extended the techniques of
[6, [7] to hyper-dissipative NSE where non-uniqueness was obtained in a class of Sobolev spaces.
The result of [I12] was further optimized in [I1I] by Gorini. Non-uniqueness in spaces near the
LPS line was obtained for the classical MHD by Li, Zeng and Zheng [13]. For the full MHD with
Hall effect, the author [§] constructed non-unique weak solutions in CYL2 n L? H} (the space of
Leray-Hopf), although the solutions are not known to satisfy the energy inequality.

The rest of the paper is devoted to proving the main results stated in Subsection [L11

2. THE MAIN INDUCTIVE PROPOSITION AND HEURISTIC ANALYSIS

2.1. The relaxed system. Let A be the zero-mean magnetic vector potential satisfying B =
V x A and the Coulomb gauge condition V - A = 0. Note that

Vx(VxB)xB)=VxV-(B®B).
The electron MHD equation (II]) can thus be recasted in term of A as
A+ V- (BR®B)+ VP =—(-A)YA,
B =V x A, (2.1)
V-A=0

for a pressure function P.
We consider the relaxed system of (Z1]) in the form

WA+ V- (BRB)+VP=—(—A)A+ VR,
B =V x A, (2.2)
V-A=0

where R is a symmetric traceless tensor. Exploiting the convex integration scheme, we construct
solutions iteratively to the approximating systems

0Ag+V - (By®By) + VP = — (~A)*A, + V- Ry,
B, =V x A, (2.3)
V-A4,=0
for g e N.



2.2. Iteration statement. For large constants a,b > 0, define the spatial frequency at ¢-th
level as
Ag = Qﬂ[a(bq)L qg=0
and the amplitude parameter as
5y =2, q=2 (2.4)

where 5 > 0 (rather small) quantifies the regularity of the constructed solutions. The amplitude
do and 1 will be chosen appropriately in the construction later on. The large constants a and
b and small B are chosen such that 0 < b3 < ﬁ. By convention, we adapt the symbol < to
denote an estimate of < up to a constant multiple in the rest of the paper.

We shall construct solutions (A, By, }ofq) of (2.3]) iteratively with frequency support near A,

that satisfy the following inductive assumptions,

|Aqll Lo < 25, (2.5)
Ball s < A5, (2.6)
HRqHLg,x < Ogt1- (2.7)

For a time interval I < [0,7] and a constant € > 0, denote by N¢(I) the e-neighborhood of I as
Ne(I)={te[0,T]:|t—s|<e for some se I}
Proposition 2.1 (Main iteration). Let
LiWS™, v <4, for ae[l,2],
LIWP = S LEWe™, p<§, for ac[L]),
L?OWml’p, p< %, for ae [%,3).
There exist large enough constants a,b > 0, sufficiently small B >0 and a large constant M > 0

such that the following statement holds: Assume (Aq, By, Rq) is a solution of (Z:3) that satisfies

(2.3)-(27). There exists another solution (Ag41, Bq+1,éq+1) of (23) satisfying (2.3)-(2-7) with
q replaced by q + 1. Moreover, we have

1
|Bg+1 = Byllrz, < Mog., (2.8)

1
| Bg+1 — Bq”Ltng < 0419 (2.9)

1
| Bg+1 — BII”L;szlvP < 5q2+27 (2.10)
Suppt(AqulanJrlaéqul) - N5% (SUPPt(Aq,Bq’éq))- (2.11)
q+2

2.3. Heuristics. Denote by vy11 and wy41 the perturbations for A, and B, respectively, i.e.
Agi1 = Ag + vg41, Bgy1 = By + wg1.
The triplet (Ag41, Bg+1, Rg+1) with a new stress error R4 solves (2.3]) at the (¢ + 1)-th level.
Straightforward algebra shows that the new stress error satisfies
V- Rgp1 = Oge1 + (—A) %41 + V- (B @ wgy1 + wet1 @ By)
+ V- (w1 @ wgy1 + Ry) + VP,
The terms in the first line of the right hand side of (2.12]) are called linear errors, while the first

term on the second line will produce oscillation error. The purpose of the perturbation wg1 is
to reduce the previous error term R, such that the resulted oscillation error from

V- (wgs1 @ wg1 + Ry)
5
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is very small. Through the iteration, we expect to have the limit R, — 0 in L} L. and hence
wy — 0 in L?L? as ¢ — . Thus, in the same time, we need to control the linear errors in the
space L L. (in order to pass to a limit in the weak formulation as ¢ — o0). More specifically,
we expect to have

RO lpiry « 1,
IR(=A8)% g1l Lz « 1, (2.13)
IR div(Bg @ wg+1 + wg1 ® Byl pipy « 1

where R denotes the inverse operator of div. Without diving into detail, we point out that the
term div(B; ® wg+1 + wg+1 ® By) is a minor error compared to other linear errors. Hence we
focus on the first two inequalities of ([2.13]) in the following analysis.

To have the limit solution in the aimed space LZVVI1 P we naturally impose

Denote by large constants A and 7 the spatial oscillation frequency and temporal oscillation
frequency respectively of the perturbations wgyy1 and vg41. We assume a full dimension of
temporal concentration and (3— D) dimension of spatial concentration, with D being the spatial
intermittency dimension (cf. [5] for a mathematical definition of intermittency dimension). Note
the temporal intermittency dimension is 0. Under such setting, the scaling analysis shows

_ _ L9 1. 1.3
HRathJrlHLtlL}c ~ A lTHUQ-'rlHL%L}c ~A 27'qu+1HL§L}C ~ AP rrTA 20 D)H’quHL%Lga
_ 9 1. _1l(g_
HR(—A)%qHHLgL; ~ A% 2qu4-1HLt1L}c ~ AT a0 D)qu+1HL§L§7

1.1 (1_1y3_p
[wgrl yyae ~ 72 TAETDET gy .
Thus to fulfill (2.13]) and (2.I4]), we should have
AAOD) <

7aN2072-503-D) < (2.15)
T2y
Let 7 = A" for some n > 0. The conditions of (2.I5]) become
)\%n—2—%(3—D) <1,

)\—%n+2o¢—2—%(3—D) <1

~ I

which are satisfied provided
1 1
—§n+2a—2—§(3—D) <0, (2.16)

The first two inequalities of (2.186]) imply
da—7T+D<n<T7-D. (2.17)

Starting from here, we distinguish the discussions of the two ending point cases LZW% * and
LWL,



Case L;YWQ} ®. Letting p = o0 in the last inequality of ([2.16)) gives

- 2
YS T p-
E=
Combining with (217, we have
2
YS %5 p
1+ 228
which indicates + approaches the possible maximum value % when the spatial intermittency

dimension D approaches 3, corresponding to no spatial concentration.

Following (Z1I7), we also get « < £ —iD <2if D = 3.

In this ending point case of L Wa ®_ the time integrability is low. Hence the solution is
rough in time and (relatively) regular in space variable. In another words, the solution is more
intermittent in time and less intermittent in space. Thus it is viable to use Mikado flows as
building blocks. This guides our choice of building blocks in Subsection A1l

Case L¥W,P. Taking v = o0 in the last inequality of (2.I6) we obtain
- 2

P< gy

1+ 375

which implies that we need to choose a minimal intermittency dimension D > 0 to maximize p.
Note when D = 0, it follows from (2.I7]) that n > 4a — 7. Since n > 0, we have the two subcases

2 _ 23=D) 7
p<1+:?jp2_ = a€[l, 1),
D T T D
p< 14 2a—T+D+2 20—1° € [275_5)

The direct consequence is that, for D = 0,

6 7
p<g, OéE[].Z
ac|

Therefore, for the ending point case of LPW,? where the spatial integrability (of VB) is
low, the spatial intermittency D of the solution should be close to 0 in order to maximize the
integrability p. For this purpose, the classical Mikado flows are not ideal to serve as building
blocks. Instead, intermittent jets (first introduced in [2]) are more suitable in terms of achieving
the desirable intermittency dimension for the building blocks. The basic building blocks of
intermittent jets are pipe flows with possibly different length scales in different directions. The
stationary pipe flows are not stationary solutions of the electron MHD (similar in the situation
of the Euler equation). However, the evolutionary pipe flows moving in a particular direction
are approximate solutions of the electron MHD. Detailed construction of the intermittent jets
is introduced in Subsection [5.11

3. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS
3.1. Proof of Theorem [I.3l At the initial step, take By = E, and the magnetic vector
potential Ay with zero-mean, V x Ag = By and V- Ag = 0. We define
5 . . 1
Ry = R(atAo + (—A)OCA(] + le(B(]@Bo)), Py = —§|B0|2.

Since Ay is zero-mean, (Ag, By, Ry) satisfies (2.3) at the initial level. Choosing a,b large enough
and suitable &y, d; can guarantee that (2.35]), (2.6) and (2.7) are satisfied for ¢ = 0.
7



Applying Proposition 2.Iliteratively produces a sequence of approximating solutions (A4, By, Ry)
satisfying (2.5)-(@II). In particular, it follows that {B,} is a Cauchy sequence in L7, n Lj L2 N
L]WaP. Therefore, the sequence has a limit vector field B e L}, n L{L% LIWa?, ie.

B, — B as q— .

In view of the time cut-off function g € C([0,T]) used in the building blocks in Subsection [4.1]
it is clear that all the perturbations wg41 vanish at time ¢ = 0 which implies By(z,0) = B(z,0)
for all ¢ > 0. Hence B(z,0) = B(x,0).

We claim that B is a weak solution of (LI]). Indeed, for any test function ¢ € Dy we have

/Tg Ba(,0) - / /TS (Op — (—A)* + By - V(V x ¢)) dadt

—/0 /1r3 R, : Vodxdt.

Thanks to 27), we know R, — 0 in L, as ¢ — o0. Hence

T
//Rq:chdxdtﬁO as q — 0.
0 JT3

The convergence B, — B in L2 guarantees

(3.1)

/ / (Opp — (—A)%0 + By - V(V x @) dxdt
T3

a/ B (dip — (~A)Y o+ B-V(V x @) dedt, q— .
T3

Taking ¢ — oo in ([B.I]) shows that B is a weak solution of (L.TI).
In the end, we show that B is close to B in LIL2 ~n L)Wa?. Applying (Z9) and (ZI0) yields

|B = Bllpizz + B = Bl 2y1r
0

< HBqH B ”Lng + HBqul Bq”L"le»P
t t T
=0

S

It completes the proof of Theorem [I.3]

“Q It

~

3.2. Proof of Corollary 1.4l We first show the item (i) and item (ii). As in the assumption, B
is a weak solution of (L.T]). If B is not a Leray-Hopf solution, there exists a Leray-Hopf solution
B to (L)) with initial data B(x,0) = B(x,0). Thus B is a different solution. Since the equation
(T is critical for a = % and subcritical for o > %, the solution B is smooth and unique in
Yyx71,00
LWz ™.
If B is a Leray-Hopf solution, due to the aforementioned reason, B is smooth on (0,7"]. Let
H:[iT,T] — T3 — R3 be a smooth zero-mean vector field with div H = 0. Moreover,
B=H, on [=T, =71,
. 4 (3:2)
| B — HHL“/(%T,T;Wl @) Z 1.
8



For the smooth vector field H, applying Theorem [[3] gives a weak solution B to (LI} on
[37,T] x T? such that

HB - HHL"“%T,T;WLOO) < E* < 1 (33)

We define the vector field B on [0,T] as

B, telo,i1]
B, te[3T,T]

which is apparently a weak solution of (LII), since B and H coincide on [T, 2T + €] for a small
constant € > 0. Appealing to (3.2]) and (3.3]) we have

HB - BHL“/(%T,T;WLOO) = HB - HHLV(%T,T;WLOO) - HH - BHL“/(%T,T;WLOO) >1—e,>0.

Hence the weak solution B is distinct from the Leray-Hopf solution B. This justifies the first
and second conclusions of Corollary .4

Regarding conclusion (iii), let By € L2 be an initial data with div By = 0. There is a Leray-
Hopf solution B to (LI) with the initial data By. Again, B is smooth on (0,7]. A similar
analysis as above can give infinitely many weak solutions of (IIl) with the same initial data
By. Indeed, for any j € N, let H; : [0,T] — T3 — R? be a smooth zero-mean vector field with
div H; = 0 such that

E, on [0, %T],
B8y 8 pr 34

HEHL"/(%T,T;WLOO)
Applying Theorem [[3] for each H;, we obtain a weak solution B; to (ILI)) on [0, 7] satisfying
|Bj — Hj|l 07wy < &5 < 1.
It is easy to see B; # B on [0,T1], since
1B~ Bilprmravisy = 1B = Hilpaumann sy — 1Hs = Byl sgigavioe) > 5 — 2 > 0.

Analogously, one notices that Bj # Bj for j # j'. We finish the proof of the second conclusion
of the corollary.

3.3. Proof of Corollary A minor modification of the analysis of Subsection B.2] can
provide a proof for Corollary

3.4. Proof of Theorem [I.8l Theorem[I.8can be proved exactly the same way as in Subsection
Bl The only modification is that, when applying Proposition 2.1} we take into account the
Remark and Remark [5.31

4. PROOF OF THE ITERATION PROPOSITION OF CASE I: BOARDER LINE SPACE LZWQ}’OO

Given a solution (A, By, R,) of (2.3)), we need to construct another solution (Aq11, Bgt1, Rg+1)
such that the estimates (2.35)-(2.7]) are satisfied with ¢ replaced by ¢ + 1, and (2.8)-(210) hold
as well. The crucial point is to construct appropriate perturbations for A, and B, as in all the
convex integration schemes in the literature. The heuristic analysis in Subsection 2.3] provides
conceptual guidelines in the construction of the perturbations.

9



4.1. Building blocks. As discussed in the heuristic analysis in Subsection [2.3] the concentrated
Mikado flows (c.f. [7, [O]) serve as our spatial building blocks in this case. We choose the
spatial concentration parameter r = )\Z}H for a constant n; < 0 to be determined later. The
concentration will occur in a 2D plane orthogonal to the Mikado flow. Thus we choose ® : R? —

R to be a smooth cut-off function with support on the ball B;(0) satisfying

1

- AP, —
qb ’ 47'('2 R2

*(x) dx = 1.
We periodize the rescaled functions
_ x _
or(x) =7 1¢(;)7 o, () = r'P(5)

and use the same notations for the periodized functions which are viewed as periodic functions
on T2.

Let A and the orthonormal bases {k, ki, k2} be from the geometric Lemma [AJl We denote
the integer Nj € N such that

€T
T

{Npk, Naky, Nako} © NoS? A Z3

and M the geometric constant satisfying

> hwlloss, aa) < M.
keA

We are ready to define the concentrated Mikado flows as
Wiy == Or(Ngr1TNak1 - (x — pr), Agy17Naks - (x — p))k, ke A
where the points pj, € R? are chosen such that
supp Wy o supp Wiy # &, if k # K.
To ease notation, we write
by = Pr(Agr17Naks - (¢ — pr), Agr17Naka - (x — pr)),
Dy = Pr(Ngr17Naky - (2 — pi), Agr17Nakz - (z — pg))-

We observe
W(k) =V xV x W(Ck)

with W(Ck) = ﬁgfb(k)k‘. We further note
divWy =0, div(Wpy @ W) = 0.
Lemma 4.1. For N € N and p € [1, 0] we have
IV byl + 195 @yl < o~ AN,
IV W lzg + X a [V VWG ez < oA
with implicit constants dependent of Nx and independent of r and \g41.

We point out that the choice of Mikado flows above is standard and similar to that of the
Navier-Stokes equations. Thus we refer the reader to [7] for a proof of the lemma.

To take advantage of temporal intermittency, we adapt the temporal building blocks intro-
duced in [7]. We choose the temporal concentration parameter 7 and oscillation parameter o
as

T=Nin 0=
10



where ny > 0 is to be fixed later and € > 0 is a sufficiently small constant. Following the
construction in [7], we take g € CZ([0,T]) as a cut-off function such that

T
][ g2 (t)dt = 1.
0

We periodize the rescaled function
1
g-(t) = T2g(7t)

and treat it as a periodic function on [0,7"]. We also define

hT(t):/O(gz(s)—nds, Le[0,7].

We further denote
9 (1) = gr(at), b (t) = hr(ot).

It is easy to verify

o0 hiry) = gfy — L. (4.1)
Lemma 4.2. [7] The estimate

M M_M+5—2+

10" 9y y < o™ 7772

holds with an implicit constant independent of T and o. The function h(;) satisfies

Hh(r) HCt <L

4.2. Cutoff functions. In order to apply the Geometry Lemma [A.T] we introduce a cutoff for
the stress error R,. Let x : R3 x R? — R* be a smooth function which is increasing with respect

to |x| and satisfies
(2) 1, 0<|z| <1,
€T =
* 2, |z > 2.

Define
p = 2x(Ry).
One can verify that

Id — % € Byjp(Id), V (z,t) € T3 x [0, 7).

With the aim to reduce the stress error R, by invoking Geometric Lemma [A.T] we define the
amplitude functions

1 R,(x,t)
t) = t Id — 4= keA. 4.2
Lemma 4.3. For ke A and N > 0 we have
1
lawllzz, < 05415

la k) Hcg}’z < L

The proof is trivial by noticing that p is smooth and has the scaling of R,.
11



4.3. Perturbations of magnetic and potential fields. We are ready to define the principal
perturbation for the vector potential

W= 20V x (a9 W) (4.3)
keA

and the corresponding perturbation for the magnetic field

V x fugH = Z V x V x (a(k)g(T)W(Ck))

keA
= Z 09 Wiy + Z 9(r) (Va( g X (Vx Wiy +V x (Vag,) x W(Ck))) (4.4)
keA keA

Wai1 T Whi1-
It is clear that
We also need to include a temporal corrector in the perturbation of the magnetic vector potential
as

keA
in order to cancel the high temporal oscillation in the interactions. Here Py denotes the

Helmholtz-Leray projection operator,
Py (u) = u+ V(=A) "t divu.

Obviously we have V - vg., = 0. Moreover, this vector potential corrector does not yield a
perturbation in the magnetic field thanks to V x vg,; = 0. Indeed, the projector Py commutes
with curl by noticing

V x (Py(u)) =V xu+V xV(=A)tdivu =V x u

and
Py(V xu) =V xu.

Hence
V x PyP g (h(T) ]fr Wiy @ Wiy dxvafk)> =PuP.o <h(T) ]fr Wiy @ Wiy dzV % Va%k)> = 0.
In the end, we define the total perturbations of the magnetic field and its vector potential as
Wqr1 = Wy T Woy1, Vg+1 = Vgoq + Vgyr- (4.6)
Note wg41 =V X vg41.

Lemma 4.4. For ye [1,], ne (1,00) and 0 < N < 8, we have

IV wg ey < )\ﬁlr%flT%fi (4.7)
VNSl < A;V;fr%*%%*%, (4.8)
VN s < A e, (4.9)

a Vel S0t (4.10)

with implicit constants depending only on N, ~ and n. Moreover, the estimate

1
lwgillzzre + lwgaillzre < 1Rql7y (4.11)

holds.
12



We postpone the proof of this lemma to Subsection 5.1, as this one is a special case of Lemma
0.2l

4.4. New stress tensor. Define
Aq—l—l = Aq + Vg+1, Bq+1 = Bq + Wgt1-

Let R4 be the new stress error such that (Ag41, Bgt1, Rg+1) solves system (2.3]) at the (¢g+1)-th
level. Thus we have

V- Rq+1 VPq+1 = 8tvq+1 A'Uq+1 +V- (Bq ® Wq41 + Wq41 ® Bq)
+ V- (wgg @iy + Bg) + 0wy
::V'Rlin+v'Rosc+v'Rcor

(4.12)

where Rjin, Rosc and Reor denote the linear error, oscillation error and corrector error respectively.
We further analyze the oscillation term and reveal the crucial cancellations as follows

V- (wg iy ®wgyy + Ry) + Orvgys

-V Za(k][ Wiy @ Wiy dz + V- Ry

keA
+V. Z —1) W(k) ® W(k) dx + 6tv;+1
keA T3
+ Vo 3 a9t Pro (Wi ® W)
keA
=:01+ 0y + Os.

By virtue of the definition of a() in ([£2)), applying the Geometric Lemma [A.Tland the normal-
ization property of ¢ to the first line yields

R,
O1 =V Py Id——)k®k+v R,
kel
=V (pld— R,) + V- R,
= Vp.

Exploiting the definition of v§, ; in (&3] we have

02 = Z (9(27_) - 1) s W(k) ® W(k) dea%k)
keA

71 Z ]PH]P;&O <(9th(7. ][ W ®W( )dea( )>

keA

-1 Z ]PJH]P);&O <h(7— ][ W ®W dﬂj@tVa( )>
keA

= =0 ) PuPyo <h(T ][ Wiy ® Wik dedrVag, )>
keA

where we used (&T)). Applying the fact V - (W) ® W(y)) = 0 gives us

O3 = D VajygtnPro (Wi ® W) -
keA
13



Summarizing the analysis above we obtain

V- Rosc = - 0'71 Z ]P’H]P);go (h(T) ]ﬁ*?’ W(k) ® W(k) dxatVa%k)>
keA

+ 3 Va9t Pro (Wi ® W)
keA

where we shift Vp into the pressure term.
Let R be the inverse divergence operator. We can choose

Ry, = ’R(?t’l)q_,’_l RAUQ+1 + RV - (Bq Q Wgr1 + wgr1 ® Bq),

Rose = 3, RPuP 10 (9 Pro( (W ® W) Vafy)))
keA

o1 S RPyP4q <h(T ][ Wik ® Wiy, dady Va, )> (4.13)
keA

= Rosc,l + Rosc,27
Reor = RPEV - (Wi 1 @ wer1 + wf;H ®wg, 1)

and

Rq+1 = Rlin + Rosc,l + Rosc,2 + Rcor- (414)

4.5. Estimates of the new stress error. We start with the estimates for the linear errors.
Note RV x is a Calder6n-Zygmund operator. In view of the definition (5.3]) of vf; +1, applying
Lemma [A.2] Holder’s inequality, and estimates from Lemma 1] Lemma and Lemma 4.3]
we obtain

|owvgillpirn < Z IRV x (Gram) 9(r) W)l L Ln
keA

+ 2 IRV x (agy0ug(ry Wiyl 11 22
keA

S Z lak ||ct1@ lge 2 Wiy lle, Lo
kel

+ 3 lag o 10| 2 W ey 2
keA

12 3, 9 1 21,9
ST A Ry AL
Similarly, by Lemma [A.2] Lemma 4] and the inductive assumption we have

—1 —
HR(—A)QUSJAHL%LQ S [\ p+1HL1L" <7 ara A2

IR(=A)*v il ey S VP ogelpipn S 07
and
IR div(Bg ® wg+1 + Wg+1 ® By)| 111 <[Bg ® wgs1 + wg1 @ By 117
<l Byllzz, lwgsilprzn

5 1 2_
S A7 2T
14



Applying Holder’s inequality, Lemma and Lemma [£3] to the oscillation errors in (£.13)),
we obtain

IR 2 LIV P oo, e (W) ® W)V ) ey
keA
< > lgen H%g@hfl IVaglc,. lw) Hingn
keA ‘
< )\ 17"7 3,

and

2/\

[Rosealzzn < 07t 3 Iallee (logo e IVawley, + law2; )
keA

-1

A

o
We estimate the corrector error using the estimates from Lemma [4.4]

”RcorHL,}LZ Sllwgir ® wein + w§+1 ® w;+1HL,}L2
<lwgilzzez (lwhaliz + vl
2 1 2 -1
< )\qﬂr <7"7 + Aar" >

2
—1 £_9
< )‘q+17qn

4.6. Choice of parameters. To ensure the iterative scheme moving forward, we need to guar-

antee (2.7), (29) and (2.10), i.e.
1 1
HRq+1HLgL;’ < Og+2, qu+1HL,}Lg < 07io H%HHL;W;W < O4o

Thus, collecting the estimates in Subsection to be applied to (dI4]), we impose

20-2 | \5 —1 2
C'<a7'2rn )\q+1+T Spne )\q+1 + AT 2T

+)\qj}1r777 + )\qulrfl + 071> < 42,
S (4.15)
CT72 < 0749,

2 1 S
2y 11 1
Cre "72 3 Ag41 < 0749

for some constant C' > 0. Recall

__ \n2 _ 2e — 72b5
= Agr1 0= >‘q+17 Og+2 = >‘q+1 :
15

r=\" T

q+1°



The conditions in (£.I5]) will be satisfied provided

2 1
(——1)n1+§n2+2€—2<—2bﬂ,
n

2 1
(——1)n1—§n2~|—2a—2<—2bﬁ,
n

2 1
5/b + (5 - 1)711 - 577,2 < —2b0,
—n;—1<— Qbﬁ,
2
(5 —3)np —1 < —2b8,
—2e < — 2bB,

1
—5h2 < - b3,

2 1 1
(]—?—1)n1+(§—§)n2+1<—b6.

Since 1 can be chosen as close as to 1, we take 7 = 1 in the conditions for brevity and hence
obtain

1
n1+§n2+2€—2<—2bﬂ,

1
n1—§n2+2a—2<—2bﬁ,

5/b +ny — %TLQ < —2bp,

—ny—1<—2bB, (4.16)
—2e < — 2bB,
1
—5n2 <= bB,

2 1 1
(]—?—1)n1+(§—§)n2+1<—b6.

Note that the fifth condition of (£16) implies € > bf3. As discussed in the heuristic analysis in
Subsection 2.3 we do not need much spatial intermittency (corresponding to spatial concentra-
tion). Hence we choose n; = —3¢. We also take large enough b > 0. For the first two conditions
of ([@.I6]) to be compatible, we impose o < 2+2¢—2b3. In the end, we take no = (44+2e—4bB)—eq
with arbitrarily small ¢y > 0 such that the first six conditions of (416 are all valid.

Taking p = o0 in the last inequality of (4.10]) yields

11 1+3€+bﬂil+ 14+ 3+ 003 >§
2 no 2 (4+2e—4bB) —eo 4
. ey . 1 20—1
for sufficiently small € > b3 > 0. Recall the critical space with p = o0 corresponds to 5= S -

We observe that
20— 1 B 3 f _ 9
5~ 1 or o =2.

Hence we note that the scheme gives non-unique weak solutions in the boarder line space L;’I/V:,:;l >
for v < % for the hyper-resistive equation (L) with o = 2.

To summarize, with the new stress error R,y defined through (4.13)-(£.14]) and appealing to
(#12), it is apparent that the triplet (Ag+1, Bg+1, Rg+1) is a solution of ([2.3) at the (¢ + 1)-th
level. The estimate (28] follows from (4.I1]) and the inductive assumption (27). In Subsection
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[4.6] the analysis shows that the estimates (2.9]) and (2.10]) are satisfied under appropriate choice
of parameters; it also proves (2.7]) with ¢ replaced by (¢ + 1). The estimate (2.6) (and ([2.35))
with ¢ replaced by (¢ + 1) is obvious by noticing that

1Bosilliznz < |Balipmz + lwgalipms < A+ 20,072 < A5,
Regarding (2.11]), we have
supp; (Ag+1, Bg+1, éqﬂ) - SUPpt(Aq’Bq’éq) U supp;(wg+1)
< supp,(Ag, By, Ry) U (Unea supp; agy))
c SUPpt(Aq’Bq’éq) v Néé (suppy éq)

a+2

Ny (supp(Ag, By, By))

q+2

The proof of Proposition Z1]in the case of LZW; ® for v < % and « € [1,2] is complete.
Remark 4.5. If we consider the electron MHD (ILT]) without resistivity (—A)®B, the condition

1
n1—§n2+2a—2<—2bﬂ

from (AI6]) is not needed. Without considering this condition, the rest analysis remains the
same except that we do not impose a < 2 + 2¢ — 2b anymore.

5. PROOF OF THE ITERATION PROPOSITION OF CASE II: BOARDER LINE SPACE L?W;}’p

5.1. Building blocks. In this case, we need to construct solutions in L?W; P where spatial
integrability is weaker, the analysis in Subsection [2.3] suggests adapting intermittent jets as our
building blocks. Beside the concentration in the orthogonal plane of a direction k € A, we also
need to introduce concentration and temporal oscillation in the parallel direction of k. Let ¢
and p denote the concentration in the direction of k& and temporal oscillation respectively. We
choose a smooth and mean-zero function ¥ : R — R satisfying

1
—/¢2(x) dr =1, suppy < [-1,1]. (5.1)
2T R
As before, we periodize the rescaled function
1 T
Yele) = CH(3)
and treat it as a periodic function on T. Denote

¢(k) (a;, t) = ”(bg()\q_HTNA(k - X+ ,ut)).
We then define the intermittent jets as

Wiy (@,t) = Yrydi)k, ke (5.2)
with ¢y from Section @ We also define

1
Wiy = VP k-
(k) )‘2+1N/2x (k) * (k)

We observe N
V xV x W(ck) = W(k) + W(k)

with
1

) 2
>‘q+1NA

17



It is obvious that
diV(W(k) + W(k)) = 0.

Lemma 5.1. For N,M € N and p € [1,00] we have
N M
HvNaiww(k)HCtLg < g%_% ()\q-glr> <)\q+€17",u> 7

14 = . 2911 Agprrp\ M
VY Wil + 11V 0 Wl + Ml VYW leaz < 78707l (22172

14

with implicit constants dependent of Ny and independent of v, £, 1 and Ag41.

The proof of the lemma is standard and thus omitted.
We define the temporal building blocks g(;), h(;) and amplitude functions a() as in Section
a

5.2. Perturbations of magnetic and potential fields. As before we first define the principal
perturbation for the vector potential

W= 2 V x (a)9(m) W) (5.3)
keA

and the associated perturbation for the magnetic field

VXl = Z V XV x (a9 Wiky)

keA
=D 4w W
keA (5’4)
+ Z g(.r) <Va(k) X (V X W(Ck)) + V x (Va(k) X W(ck)) + a(k)W(k))
keA

Again it is obvious that

Beside the temporal corrector for the magnetic vector potential

?)g+1 = —0'_1 Z PH]P)#O h(T) ][ W(k) ® W(k) da:Va%k)
keA T

introduced in Section M to cancel a high temporal oscillation in the interactions, we need to add
one more temporal corrector to reduce the term containing div(W(k) ® W(k)) which does not
vanish for the W, defined in (52). In particular, we define the second temporal corrector as

Vi = =17t Y PaPg <a%k)g(27)w(2k)¢%k)k> : (5.5)
kel

It follows that

O + 3, Bao (0ol div Wy ® W)
keA

= ,LFIVA*I div Z P_.o0 (a%k)ga)lb%k)ﬁk)k’) (5.6)
keA

— 17t Y Pro (@1lafy g% 0 Gk ) -
keA
18



Naturally we define one more corrector
q+1 V X ’U

for the magnetic field.
In summary, the total perturbations of the magnetic field and its vector potential are defined
as

¢ ¢

Wg1 = Wo i1 + Woyy + Weyr, Vgr1 = Vgyq + Vgqn + Vgyr- (5.7)

It is clear to see V x vy ; = 0 and hence wg41 = V X vgy1. We then define the new magnetic
field and its vector potential as

Bq+1 = Bq + Wyt 1, Aq—l—l = Aq + Vg+1-
Lemma 5.2. For ye[1,0], n€ (1,00) and 0 < N < 8, the estimates

2 11 1 1
Hvag+1HL'YLZ < )‘«]1\£r17’7’_1€7’_57§ 7 (5-8)

3 1 1
e wai1lzyz <)\+17‘"€’7 272, (5.9

t —1yN+1 2-2,2-1_1-1
”V wq+1||LZLZ Sp )\q+1 raln
2 1 1 1
N, p N—1 2-1,1-1 1-1
Hv Uq—i—lHLZLZ $)‘q—l-l n fn 272 v,
N, .c -1
IVPvgiilryn <o,
2 1 1
Nt SI\N 22,k 12
VP vgallypn € = Agyarn e
hold with implicit constants depending only on N, v and 7.
Proof. By Holder’s inequality, Lemma [4.2] Lemma [£.3] and Lemma [5.1] we have

VYl <20 2 lawlomlam o IV Wl o
keA N1+N2=N »

< Z 7 WAN217“27 Lyn—2
N1+N2=N
<A
Similarly, it follows from (5.3)), Lemma [£.2] Lemma [£3] and Lemma [5.T] that

VN g <D, ), lag o 96127 VYW L1
keA N1+No=N+1 .

1_1 2 1_1
< Z T2 7)\]\2127*’7 Lm—2
N1+N2—N+1
1 1
N-1.5-lyp—3.57%
$)\q+1 7”7 €n .

Applying Lemma .2, Lemma .3 and Lemma [5.1] to wj; as defined in (5.4)) yields

Hv wq+1HL7L’7 < Z Z Ha(k) HctNé Hg(T)HLZ
keA N1+No= '

- (HvNZW(; s + 19 Wiy sz + 19 Wi I o)

A

1 1 1 2 1 1
> (AT e e A e T e e e T e, )
N1+N2=N

19



For vz +1 defined in (B.5), we have from Lemma 4.2] Lemma (4.3, Lemma (4.1l and Lemma [5.1]

N - N N. Ns g
V¥l S pt Z l9t 2 Z IV adsy lcnu IV Y200 o, a1V 2 60 ey
kel N1+N2+N3=N
Na+N.
S Yol Y AN e 12, I 1,
keA N1+ Na+N3=N

2 o 1
Suo 1 1= 7)\N AT 65_17

~

and
V \V4 - 2 9,11
I wa1+1HLZLg < )\q+1H NU;—&-lHLZL;’ S 11 w)\NJrllrn In~ ",

The estimate (5.12]) follows immediately from the definition of vg,; and the estimates from
Lemma [4.2] and Lemma [4.3]
O

5.3. New stress tensor. The new stress error R, such that (Ag41, Bgt1, Rgt1) solves system
23) at the (g + 1)-th level satisfies

V-Rgt1 — VP = (9tvg+1 + (=A) g1 + V- (By ® wgs1 + wgr1 ® By)
+ Ve (wh ®@wh ) + Ry) + 0wy + Orvhin
+ V- (Wi + whyy) Qg +wh ) ® (wiyy +wpyy))
=:V - Rin+ V- Rosc + V- Reor
Exploiting the cancellations in the oscillation term gives

-V Za(k][ Wiy @ Wiy dz + V- Ry
kel

+V. Z -1) W(k) ® W(k) dx + 6tv;+1
keA T8

+ Vo ) a5 Pro (Wi @ W) + 0104
keA
=:01+ 0y + Os.

Similar analysis as in Section [ gives

O = pr

02 = Z ]P)H]P’#o <h(7. ][ W(k ®W( )dxatVa( )>
keA

In view of the definition of v}, in (5.5) and (5.6) we obtain

(93 = Z Va%k)g(%_)[@;ﬁo (W(k) ® W(k)) + Z a%k)g(%_)[[p;ﬁo div (W(k) ® W(k)) + 8tvé+1

kel keA
= > Vgt Pro Wiy ® W) + 1 ' VAT div ) Pod, (“?k>9?r>¢<2k>¢%k>k>
keA keA
—p Y Pag (at(aé)g(i))w(?k)ﬁk)k) :
kel

20



Note that O; and the second term in O3 are in gradient form and can be put in the pressure
term VP, 1. Therefore we have

V- Rosc == 0'_1 Z ]P’H]P);go (h(r) ]'[]TB W(k) ® W(k) dm&tVa%k)>
keA

+ 2, VahygtnPro (Wi ® DN FYCICA AT
keA keA

It follows that we can choose

Riin = R@tvé’ﬂ + R(—A)O‘vqﬂ + RV - (Bq Q@ Wyt1 + Wg1 &® Bq),

R Z ,R’]P)H]P)¢0 ( (2T)P¢O(<W(k) ® W(k))va%k)))
keA

— 0'*1 ];XRPHP?&Q (h(.r) ]'[]I*B W(k) ® W(k) dx&tVa%k)>
€

s Z RPuP_.g (&s( (096 0 Pl )
keA

= Rosc,l + Rosc,2 + Rosc,3a
Reor = RPV - ((U’ZH + wz+1) @ wg+1 + w§+1 ® (w¢§+1 + wz+1))
and

Rqul = Rlin + Rosc,l + Rosc,2 + Rosc,3 + Rcor-

5.4. Estimates of the new stress error. Appealing to (5.3]), the first linear error is estimated
by using Lemma [A.2] Lemma [£2] Lemma 43| and Lemma [5.1]

0evgiallpen < 25 IRV * (Guagy g W)y + 25 IRV X (ag0ugr) Wil 112

keA keA
+ IRV X (a9 @W iy 122
keA
< Y lawles oW les + 3 lalon. 1o o 1Wey Lo,z
keA ' keA
+ 3 law low. g 1 10V Gy e, 1
keA

12 2_q,1_1 Ag+1T
ST 2rn 1671 2)\ 21+0'T2’r’77 15" 2>\ 21~|-T 27"’7 Loz 2, 2 q+€ a

1 Ag+1T
§7'757”7 Lon~ 2)\qf1< +07’+%’u>.

Similarly we have, by using the definitions of v” 41 and Uf] 41

q+17
2
IR(=2)8 1 lapn < VP 8 gy S 77 3m0 e~ 2

IR(=A)*vgillpien < ||Vt Vgrilion <o~ n

2_9
IR(=A)% q+1HL1L" <V 2ot t+1HL1L" S Lrn 5’7 Agif-
21



Applying Lemma [A22] the inductive assumption (2.6]) and Lemma [5.2] we obtain

|RP div(Bg ® wgt1 + we+1 @ By)| 11y
$[Bg @ w1 + w1 ® Byl pipn

<[ Bgllee, lwg+lpizn
2 1 1 2 1_3 2 1
S )\2 (T_%T‘Tl_lf’;_i + T_%TEEE_E + )\q+1lu—1,,,,5—2€5—1> )

Applying Lemma, and Lemma [£.3] the oscillation errors are estimated as

IR 2LV P oo, e (W) ® W)Wy ) ey
keA
<> g 172 Agrir IV a@w el o7 2o 1w 175 20
ke ! !
22,11
< Aqﬂr R4

1
S AL e

A

[Rosezliiry < 0 Y Iyl (oo Vagley, + laglZ; )
keA '

O'_l,

A

and

|Rose.slzizn € n™" ) IRPaPLg <at<a%k)g(2r))w(2k)¢%k)k> lzicn

keA

S Z 0e( a(k )HLlc,H”‘/’ k) leyrn
keA

<) (nata%k) lowa gtz + ladylea12t Iy ) 163 ol e,
keA

< p” (1+07’) 251

where we used the fact ¢ and ¢ depend on different components of x.
In the end, applying Lemma we have the estimate for the corrector error,

| Reor |l L3 zn Sll(wgi1 + wh 1) ® Wi + wp g ® (wgyq + wz+1)HLt1L2
t D
< (HwZHLEL:fWW + qu+1H ng%> (qu+1HLfL% + qu+1HL§L%>

2_q 1_ 1_3 1
S(rv Lom 2+)\q+1ﬂ_1r 3¢ 275>52

5.5. Choice of parameters. It is time to verify (2.7) and (2.8))-(21I0)), i.e

1 1 1
[Roeiliing < 0z gz, <021 Twgerl s <0210 Twgerlpyin < 02,5
22



Thus we require

1 A
Cr™ TR ZAqfl <1+0’T+ M) < Og42,

]
1
Cr3ra Lo~ zA;ﬁl < Jgr2,
Co™' < 0440,
2_
Cp~trm 200~ Ag‘j‘rll < Og42,
1 2 1, 1_1 12 1_3 2_
N (fﬁw Ln=T 4 =g 2+Aq+1m1m 24w ><5q+2,
C<q+1r’7 By~ (1—1—07’) 2~ > dq+2:
2_q1 1_ 2_9 1_3 1 1
0<7~n Loy 2~|—)\q+1,u_1r" 3¢ 275)5;H<5q+2,
1

1 1 1
C <7'_§ +retrTe 4 ,u_l)\q+17‘_1€_5> < 041

777777 2 1_3 1

C (Nurrs ™05 27575 4 A arr 63 27377 4 02, e 20010 < 3
g+17T"? P T 'Y + g+17PLP T+ U q+1rp P q+2
for some constant C' > 0. Recall
o 12 —2bp
r= )‘Z—ll-l’ t= Aqil’ M= )‘q—l-l’ Aqil’ 0= AQi—l’ 6¢1+2 )‘q—l-l

for some constants n1 < ny < 0 and n3,ng4 > 0. Thus the conditions above will be satisfied
provided

1 1
2/m—1)n1 + (1/n— =)ng + —ng + 2 — 2 < — 2bf3,

2 2
3 1
2/mma + (1/n — 5)”2 +n3 —gne— 1< - 205,
1 1
2/m—1)n1+ 1/n— §)n2 — 5t 200 — 2 < —2bf,

(2/n—2)n1+ (1/n—1)ng —n3 + 2a — 1 < — 2b0,

(2/77—1)711+(1/77—%)n2—%n4+5/b<—2bﬂ, (5.14)
(2/n—2n1+ (1/n—1)ng —ng +1+5/b < —2b3,
(2/n—=3)n1+ (1/n—1)ny — 1 < — 2b83,
(2/n—2)n1 + (1/n — )ng —n3 + ng + 26 < — 2b3,

(2/n—Dn1 + (1/n —2)n2 — B < — 2b5,
(2/n—3)n1 + (1/n — g)n2 —ng + %M +1—8<—2b3,
—2e < — 2bB,

ny —ng < — 3,

1 1
—n1—§n2—n3+§n4+1 <_/87 (515)

1 1
—§n4<—ﬁ, nl—n2—§n4<—5, —n1—§n2—n3+1<—ﬁ,
23



2 1 1 1 1
C—Dm+ =g+ (5 —Z)na+1 <05,
b b 7 (5.16)

2 1 1
(==2n+(=—1ng—n3+ (1 ——)ng +2 < —bp.
p p Y

Since n can be chosen as close as to 1, we take = 1 in the first set of conditions (5.I4]) for
brevity and obtain for € > 2b8

1 1
n1+§n2+§n4+25—2<—2bﬁ,

1 1
2n1—§n2+n3—§n4—1<—2bﬁ,

1 1
n1+§n2—§n4+2a—2<—2bﬂ,
—ng + 20— 1 < — 2b3,

1 1
ni + gh2 — 5 +5/b < — 2b0, (5.17)
—n3+ 14 5/b<—2b3,
n—1<— 2b,8,

—ng + ng + 26 < — 200,
ny—ng — f < —2b8,

1 1
—ny— =ng —ng + =g+ 1— B < — 2bp.

2 2
Analyzing the inequalities in (5.I5) and (5.I7), we first choose
ny=—1+2¢ ng=—1+4e. (5.18)

Note that by such choice, we have from Lemma [5.1]

1 (3-8e)(:-1)
S )‘q+1 *r

M

2_q 1_
Wil cyre s e €p
which indicates almost full spatial concentration (extreme intermittency).
With choice (5.I8]), taking v = o0 in (5.16]) gives
3 — 8 - 3— 8¢
S+ ing+bB—4e P 5—n3+ng+b3—8

p< (5.19)
In view of (5.19), to maximize p, we need to choose ng as large as possible and n4 as small as
possible. Since p = )\Z?H and 7 = )\Zj‘;l are respectively the temporal oscillation and concentra-
tion parameters, the above observation says that the constructed solutions are highly oscillatory
in time with minimal temporal concentration. In the case of 1 < o < %, we take

)
ng =5+ 2e, nyg = 10e. (5.20)

One can verify that with ny,ng, n3 and n4 chosen in (5.18]) and (5.20]), all the conditions in (.17
are satisfied. It then follows from (5I9) that p < 2. While in the case o € [£,3 — 6 + b3 — 3)
we choose

ng =2a—1+4+2¢, ng=4a—7+ 10 (5.21)
which together with (5.I8) makes the inequalities of (5.I7) valid. Again, it follows from (5.19)

that
3 — 8¢

<
20—1+e+bp

which indicates for sufficiently small € > 2b3 > 8 > 0 that p <
24

p

3
2c0—1"



The inductive estimates (235)-(2.7) and the rest of the conclusions of Proposition 2] can be
obtained in an analogous way as in the end of Section [l

Remark 5.3. Again, if we consider the electron MHD (ILT]) without resistivity (—A)*B, the
conditions

1 1
n1+§n2—§n4+2a—2<—2bﬂ,

—n3 + 2a — 1 < — 2b8,

from (5.17)) should be removed. In this case, the parameter choices in (5.18)) and (5.20) give the
optimal value of p satisfying (5.19): p < g.

APPENDIX A. TECHNICAL LEMMAS
We recall the geometric lemma introduced by Nash [14].
Lemma A.1. Let Bi(Id) be the ball of radius % centered at the identity in the space of 3 x 3
2

symmetric matrices. There exists a finite set A = S?> " Q3 consisting of vectors k with associated
orthonormal bases {k, k1, ka} and smooth functions () : B1(Id) — R such that
2

R=) yRk®k ReB(d).
keA

The following LP boundedness of Calderén-Zygmund operators will be used for estimates
involving the inverse divergence operator R.

Lemma A.2. Calderdn-Zygmund operators are bounded on the space LP of zero-mean functions
for pe (1,00).
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