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Abstract

We prove the low Mach number limit of non-isentropic ideal magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) equations
with general initial data in the half-space whose boundary satisfies the perfectly conducting wall condition.
By observing a special structure contributed by Lorentz force in vorticity analysis, we establish uniform
estimates in suitable anisotropic Sobolev spaces with weights of Mach number determined by the number
of material derivatives. We also observe that the entropy has the enhanced regularity in the direction of
the magnetic field. These two observations help us get rid of the loss of derivatives and weights of Mach
number in vorticity analysis caused by the simultaneous appearance of entropy, general initial data and the
magnetic field, which is one of the major difficulties that do not appear in Euler equations or the isentropic
problems. By utilizing the technique of Alinhac good unknowns, the anti-symmetric structure is preserved
in the tangential estimates for the system differenetiated by high-order material derivatives.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the scaled non-isentropic compressible ideal magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) equa-
tions

Dip+p(V-u)=0 in [0, T] X Q,
pDu=B-VB-VP, P:=e?p+3B* in[0,T]XQ,
DB=B-Vu—-B(V -u) in [0,7] x Q, (1.1)
V-B=0 in [0,7] x Q,
DS =0 in [0, 7] x Q,

describing the motion of a compressible conducting fluid in an electro-magnetic field. Here we set Q =
Rﬁ :={xeR?: x; >0} ford = 2,3 with boundary X := {x; = 0}. V := (dy,--- ,02)T is the standard spatial
derivative. D, := 0,+u-V is the material derivative. The fluid velocity, the magnetic field, the fluid density, the
fluid pressure and the entropy are denoted by u = (uy, - - - ,ug)', B=(By, -+, BT, p, p and S respectively.
Note that the last equation of (1.1) is derived from the equation of total energy and Gibbs relation. Defined as
the ratio of characteristic fluid velocity to the sound speed, the Mach number ¢ is a dimensionless parameter
that measures the compressibility of the fluid. Throughout this manuscript, Einstein’s summation convention
is adopted and repeated indices range from 1 to d.
We assume the fluid density p = p(p, S) > 0 to be a given smooth function of p and S which satisfies

0> po >0, %>0, in Q, (1.2)

for some positive constant gy. For instance, we have ideal fluids p(p,S) = p'/7e /Y with y > 1 for a
polytropic gas. These two conditions also guarantee the hyperbolicity of system (1.1).
The initial and boundary conditions of system (1.1) are

(p’ u, B’S)|t=0 = (pO, uo, BO, SO) in [0’ T] X Q, (13)
ug =0, B;=0 on[0,T]xZ, (1.4)

where the boundary condition for i, is the slip boundary condition, and the boundary condition for B; shows
that X is a perfectly conducting wall. The meaning of the second condition is that the plasma is closed off
from the outside world by a perfectly conducting wall. As stated in [8, Chapter 4.6], this model is appropriate
for the study of equilibrium, waves and instabilities of confined plasma as used in thermonuclear research
and is also served as the simplest, the most relevant model to describe confined plasmas. Such configurations
refer to tokamaks.

Remark 1.1. The conditions V- B = 0in Q and B; = 0 on X are both constraints for initial data so that the
MHD system is not over-determined. One can show that they propagate within the lifespan of the solution.
Using the theory of hyperbolic system with charateristic boundary conditions [26], one can show that the
correct number of boundary conditions is 1. So, By|s = 0 has to be an initial constraint.

To make the initial-boundary-value problem (1.1)-(1.4) solvable, we need to require the initial data sat-
isfying the compatibility conditions up to certain order. For m € N, we define the m-th order compatibility
conditions to be

Byli—o = 0 and &uglio =0 onX, 0<j<m. (1.5)

It should be noted that (1.5) indicates 6{ Bgli=o on X for 0 < j < m and we refer to Trakhinin [36, Section 4.1]
for the proof.

Leta := /%Z—';. Since Z—'; > 0 implies a(p,S) > 0, in view of D,S = 0, the first equation of (1.1) is

equivalent to
aDip+V-u=0. (1.6)



Thus the compressible MHD system is now reformulated as follows

aDip+V-u=0 in [0,T] x Q,

pDu=B-VB-VP, P:=c?p+iB? in[0,T]xQ,

D,B=B-Vu—B(V-u) in[0,T] x Q,

V-B=0 in[0,T] x Q, (1.7)
DS =0 in [0,T] x Q,

a=a(p,S$)>0, p=pp,S)>0 in[0,7] x Q.

ug=B;=0 on[0,T]xXZ,

(p,u, B, $)li=0 = (po, uo, Bo, So) on {t = 0} x Q.

When considering the incompressible limit, that is, when & > 0 is sufficiently small, it is more convenient
to symmetrize the compressible MHD system by using the transformation p = 1 + &g, yielding

1.1 An overview of previous results

ath+s_lV-u=0 in[0,T] x Q,

pDu+e'Vg+ VB -B-VB=0 in[0,T]xQ,

D:B=B-Vu—-B(V-u in [0,T] X Q,

V-B=0 Tn[O,T]xQ, (1.8)
DS =0 in[0,T] x Q,

a=a(eq,S)>0, p=peq,5)>0 in [0, T] x Q.

ug=B;=0 on[0,T] X Z,

(g, 4, B, $ =0 = (o, o, Bo, So) on {1 =0} x Q.

As is well-known in fluid dynamics, see for example in Majda’s book [22, Chapter 2.4], we can formally
derive the incompressible fluid equations from the compressible ones, which corresponds to passing to the
limit in certain dimensionless form as the Mach number goes to zero. In particular, for inviscid fluids, taking
low Mach number limit is a singular limit process of a hyperbolic system with large parameter, for example
the coefficients 7! in (1.8). To study such singular limit, we shall classify the initial data to be two types.

e Well-prepared initial data: V - uy = O(&r), Vgqo = O(&") for k > 1. In such case, the compressible
data is exactly a slight perturbation of a given incompressible data. Uniform estimates in low Mach
regime immedately give the strong convergence thanks to the uniform boundedness of first-order time

derivatives.

e General initial data: V - ug = O(1), Vgo = O(1). In such case, the compressible data includes a large
perturbation which is actually a highly oscillatory acoustic wave that propagates with a speed of O(1/¢g).
One has to filter such acoustic wave and find suitable function spaces for the strong convergence.

The low Mach number limit of Euler equations in R?, T¢ or a fixed domain has been studied extensively.

Initial data

Isentropic Euler

Non-isentropic Euler

Well-prepared

Klainerman-Majda [17, 18]
Ebin [7]

Schochet [27, 28]

General

Ukai [39], Asano [3], Isozaki [12], Iguchi [11],
Schochet [29], Secchi [33]

Meétivier-Schochet [23, 24]
Alazard [1]

Table 1: The existing literatures for the low Mach number limit of Euler equations.

The study of singular limits in MHD are much less developed than that of Euler equations due to the strong
coupling among the fluids, sound waves and magnetic fields, and there are still many unsolved problems since
Majda raised open problems in this area in [22, pp. 71-72]. For ideal MHD in the whole space, the study of
low Mach number limit was established by Jiang, the first author and Li [13] and we also refer to Cheng, the
first author and Schochet [5, 6] for the multi-scale singular limits in low Mach number and Alfvén number

regime.



However, the singular limits of ideal MHD system in a domain with boundaries become much more
subtle. Under the perfectly conducting wall condition (B - N = 0 on the boundary), Ohno-Shirota [25]
proved that the linearized problem near a non-zero magnetic field is ill-posed in standard Sobolev spaces.
The well-posedness results are referred to Yanagisawa-Matsumura [41] and Secchi [30, 31, 32, 34] under the
setting of anisotropic Sobolev spaces, which were first introduced by Chen [4]. In contrast, the corresponding
incompressible problem is still well-posed in standard Sobolev spaces, see for example [9]. The low Mach
number limit for this problem was first proved by the first and the second authors [16] in the case of isentropic
general data and non-isentropic well-prepared data. In [16], a suitable closed subspace of standard Sobolev
space, introduced by Secchi [31], is used, but more restrictive constraints for the boundary value of initial
data are required

% (us, B3)ls = 0, 33 (p,ur, uz, B1, B2, S)s =0, k=0,1,-- ,LT_J,

whose physical interpretation is still unclear. We also refer to a very recent result by Secchi [35] in which
he proved the incompressible limit for the isentropic problem with general initial data by using another
anisotropic Sobolev spaces defined in [34]. By observing a key structure, the second and the third authors
[37] prove the incompressible limit for the non-isentropic problem with well-prepared initial data, and the
function spaces that we used are exactly the same as the ones for their well-posedness, that is, the anisotropic
Sobolev norms converge to an energy functional defined in standard Sobolev spaces. The framework of [37]
is also generalized to the study of free-boundary problems [43, 44] by the third author. But none of the
existing works applies to the case of non-isentropic problems with general initial data.

We also remark that the direction of the magnetic field is crucially important for the study of ideal MHD
in a domain with boundaries even if one only studies the local existence. For example, when the magnetic
field is not tangential to the boundary, one can use the transversality of the magnetic field to compensate the
loss of normal derivative and we refer to [40] for the local existence in standard Sobolev spaces. See also the
results about the singular limits in [15] by the first author, Schochet, Xu and [14] by Jiang, the first author
and Xu.

The aim of this paper is to rigorously justify the singular limit in low Mach number regime for ideal MHD
with the perfectly conducting wall condition in the non-isentropic case with general initial data. The frame-
work in this paper can cover the existing works and does not require extra boundary constraints as in [16].
The proof is based on the combination of several key observations and techniques: a special structure in vor-
ticity analysis that illustrates the “mismatch” between the anisotropic norms and the standard Sobolev norms,
enhanced regularity of the entropy in the direction of the magnetic field, the usage of material derivative D;
instead of d; when defining the energy functional and the application of “modified Alinhac good unknowns”
to overcome the difficulty brought by the anisotropy of the function spaces.

1.2 Anisotropic Sobolev spaces

Before stating our results, we should first define the anisotropic Sobolev space H.'(Q2) for m € N and Q =
R = {x € RY : x; > 0}, which was first introduced by Shuxing Chen [4]. Let w = w(x,) be a cutoff function'
on [0, +o0) defined by w(xy) = 4. Then we define H"(Q) for m € N* as follows

T4x4°

d-1
H!'(Q):={f¢€ LZ(Q)’(wad)%la;“ -85 f € LH(Q), VYa with Z @+ 20+ @z <my,
J=1

equipped with the norm

2 y i 12
Wy = D @)™ 85 95 f1f g (1.9)
Zf;]] aj+2aq+ag <m
For any multi-index a := (ag, a1, - - , @g, @g41) € N2, we define
d-1
0% := 8" (wd3) 19" -3, (a) := Zaj + 20 + age1,
Jj=0

IThe choice of w(xy) is not unique. We just need w(xy) vanishes on X, comparable to the distance function near £ and comparable
to 1 far away from X.



and define the space-time anisotropic Sobolev norm || - ||,,,.. to be

W i= D 10 iy = D 107 1R - (1.10)
(@)<m ay<m
We also denote the interior Sobolev norm to be ||f]ls := || f(¢, -)llzs) for any function f(¢, x) on [0, T] X Q
and denote the boundary Sobolev norm to be |f|; := |f(%, -)|us(x) for any function f(¢, x) on [0, T] X X.
From now on, we assume the dimension to be d = 3, thatis, Q = Ri ={xeR¥:x3>0and X = {x3 = O}
The 2D case follow in the same manner as the 3D case up to a slight modification in vorticity analysis and
we refer the details to [37, Section 3.5] and no longer discuss it in this paper.

1.3 Main results

Now, we establish a local-in-time estimate that is uniform in Mach number & for general initial data.

Theorem 1.1 (Uniform-in-¢ estimate). Let £ > 0 be fixed. Let (go, o, Bo, So) € H3(Q) x H¥(Q) x H}(Q) x
H°(Q) be the initial data of (1.8) satisfying the compatibility conditions (1.5) up to 7-th order and

EO)<M (1.11)

for some M > 0 independent of . Then there exists T > 0 depending only on M, such that the solution to
(1.8) satisfies the energy estimate

sup E(r) < P(E(0)), (1.12)
t€[0,T]

where P(---) is a generic polynomial in its arguments, and the energy E(t) is defined to be

4
E()= ) Esul0),
=0

4-1 (1.13)

Eva(t) = Y (€D *¥(q.u. B.S.p”'B-VS);_,_,.-
k=0
Remark 1.2 (Relations with anisotropic Sobolev space). The energy functional E(¢) above is considered as
a variant of || - |s » norm at time 7 > 0. In fact, the slip boundary condition implies that D, must be a tangential
derivative on the boundary X, and so the “anisotropic order” of ||DI;+21 fllack—r 1s at most (k+20)+2x(4—-k-1) =
8 — k < 8. The Mach number weights are determined according to the number of material derivatives such
that the energy estimate for the above “modified || ||s . norm” is uniform in £ > 0. In particular, the first-order
time derivatives of u, g are not bounded uniformly in &, which corresponds to the case of general initial data.

Remark 1.3 (Well-posedness and regularity). For the initial data given in Theorem 1.1, the local well-
posedness of (1.8) in H¥(Q) for a fixed € > 0 has been proven in [32, Theorem 2.1°] or [37, Theorem 1.1],
where the latter one also gives the uniform-in-g estimates for well-prepared initial data. We assume the initial
data belong to H3(Q) instead of H3(Q) only because we must guarantee the initial energy E(0) < co. There
is no loss of regularity in the energy estimates. We choose H3(Q) — H*(Q) (instead of H>(Q) as in Euler
equations or elastodynamics [38]) because there are lots of terms in vorticity analysis of compressible ideal
MHD that requires the L* boundedness of the second-order derivatives.

Remark 1.4 (Enhanced regularity of the entropy). We assume Sy € H(Q) (actually H(Q)) because we
need the H3(Q)-regularity of the directional derivative (o' B - V)S to control the vorticity instead of the full
H?(Q) regularity. In fact, this enhanced “directional” regularity of S can be propagated from its initial data
as we observe that D, commutes with (o~' B - V). We refer to Section 3.2 for the proof.

The next main theorem concerns the low Mach number limit. We consider the inhomogeneous MHD
equations together with a transport equation satisfied by (u°, BY, r, $°):
00’ +u® - Vu®) = B - VB + V(r + §|B°?) =0 in[0,T]xQ,
0;B° +u®- VB - B°. v’ =0 in[0,T]x Q,
8,S°+u®-vS°=0 in[0,T]xQ, (1.14)
V-u'=V-B"=0 in [0,T] x Q,
ungg):O on [0, T] x X.



Theorem 1.2 (The low Mach number limit). Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1.1, we assume that
(uo, Bo, So) — (u), B),S0) in H*(Q) as & — 0 with V- B) = 0in Q and u), = B), = 0 on X, and that
there exist positive constants Ny and o such that S satisfies

IS o(x0)| < Nolx[™'=7,  [VS ()] < Nolx|>77. (1.15)
Then it holds that
(q,u,B,S) —(0,u’, B, 8% weakly-* in L™([0, T]; H*(€)) and strongly in L*([0, T; H;".°(Q))

for 6 > 0. (u®, B, %) e C([0, T]; H*()) solves (1.14) with initial data (1°, B®, S %)|,=0 = (wo, Bg, Sg), that is,
the incompressible MHD system together with a transport equation of S°, where wy € H*(Q) is determined
by

woals =0, V-wg =0, VX (00, Swo) = V x (0(0, S ug). (1.16)

Here o satisfies the transport equation
8o+ u’-Vo=0, gl =p(0,S}).

The function r satisfying Vzr € C([0, T]; H*(Q)) represents the fluid pressure for incompressible MHD system
(1.14). In the case of d = 2, V X (p(0, Sg)wo) = V x (p(0, Sg)ug) should be replaced by V* - (o(0, Sg)wo) =
v+ - (p(0, Sg)ug) with V+ = (=8,,01)".

Remark 1.5 (Boundedness issue of the domain). In the proof of the Theorem 1.1, the uniform estimates
can be established regardless of the boundedness of the domain. However, in the proof of the Theorem 1.2,
the unboundedness of the domain, for example assuming € to be the half-space or the exterior of a compact
smooth domain in RY, is necessary due to the (global) dispersion property for the wave equation. The strong
convergence in time can be obtained by proving local energy decay via the defect measure technique [23, 1].
The entropy decay condition (1.15) is also needed due to Hormander [10, Theorem 17.2.8] used in the proof
of strong convergence.

1.4 Organization of the paper

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss the main difficulties and briefly introduce our
strategies to tackle the problem. Then Section 3 is devoted to the proof of uniform estimates in Mach number.
The strong convergence to the inhomogeneous MHD system is established in Section 4 by using the technique
of microlocal defect measure as in [23, 1].

List of Notations

o (L¥-norm) || - lloo == Il - llz=(@)s |+ loo 2= 11 - Mz () -

e (Interior Sobolev norm) || - ||s: We denote ||f||s := || (¢, -)llz#s) for any function f(z,y) on [0, T] X Q.

e (Boundary Sobolev norm) | - |;: We denote |f|; := |f(%, -)|usx) for any function f(z,y) on [0, T] X Z.

o (Polynomials) P(: - -) denotes a generic polynomial in its arguments with non-negative coefficients.

o (Commutators) [T, f1g = T(fg) — f(Tg), [f.Tlg = —IT, flg where T is a differential operator and f, g
are functions.

o (Equality modulo lower order terms) A L B means A = B modulo lower order terms.

2 Difficulties and strategies

Before going to the detailed proofs, we briefly discuss the main difficulties in this problem and our strategies
to overcome these difficulties. In particular, we focus on the difficulties that do not appear in neither of Euler
equations, isentropic MHD equations or the case of well-prepared initial data.

The system of compressible ideal MHD with the perfectly conducting wall conditions is a first-order hy-
perbolic system with characteristic boundary conditions of constant multiplicity, for which there is a potential
of normal derivative loss. This also happens for Euler equations and elastodynamics inside a rigid wall with



the slip boundary condition, but the vorticity for those two equations can be controlled in standard Sobolev
spaces (see Schochet [28] and the third author [42]), which could compensate the loss of normal derivative.
However, for compressible ideal MHD, one encounters a loss of normal derivative in vorticity analysis caused
by the simultaneous appearance of compressibility and the magnetic field. That is exactly one has to use the
anisotropic Sobolev spaces to prove the local existence.

2.1 Motivation to define E(7): a special structure in vorticity analysis

We are inspired by a special structure of Lorentz force in vorticity analysis to define the energy functional
E(?) asin (1.13). Let us take the estimate of ||V x u||§ in the control of IIMIIZ for example.

2.1.1 Substitution of the coefficient

In the case of non-isentropic problem with general initial data, one has to replace the coefficient p(eq, S) by
po = p(0, ) to derive the evolution equation of the vorticity and the current, namely,

_ _ 1
Di(pou) — po(p™'B-V)B = -V(e g + 5|B|2> +

— ——
curl-free =0(s)

- B 1
PR "q+ = IBP),
ol 2

as stated in Métivier-Schochet [23]. Or else, there must be terms like d*p(V X D,u) whose coefficient 0%p =
0(&)0%q+0(1)9*S is O(1) size and so this term is not uniformly bounded. The advantage of such substituiton
is that the unbounded terms are avoided and the extra-generated term has small coefficient and its leading-
order part is curl-free. Then it is easy to reproduce the control of VX (u, B) from that of V X (pou, pg B) because
po only depends on S whose estimate is straightforward.

2.1.2 A weighted anisotropic structure contributed by the Lorentz force

In the analysis of ||V x (pou)||2, we must encounter a fifth-order term
K = - f &V x (poB) - 3°V x (pop ' BV - u) dx,
Q

which is uncontrollable in the setting of H*. But if we insert the continuity equation V-u = —gaD,q, commute
Vx with D; and insert the momentum equation —Vg = &(pD,u + B X (V X B)), we can see that

&V X (pop~ ' BV - u) = —*ap™' B x [B x D8’V x (poB))] + &2 ppaB x (8> D?u) + low-order terms.

On the right side, the first term contributes to an energy term — %% fg ap~'|eB x (0*V x (poB))|* dx that gives
the regularity of the Lorentz force, while the second term exhibits a “weighted” anisotropic structure that
indicates us to trade one normal derivative (in the curl operator V) for the second-order tangential derivative
£2D?. As & — 0, this anisotropic part converges to 0, and so the incompressible problem can be studied in

standard Sobolev spaces. For details, we refer to Section 3.4.1.

2.1.3 The whole reduction procedures

Apart from the vorticity estimates, we also need to consider the divergence estimates. The continuity equation
indicates us to trade one normal derivative in V - u for one tangential derivative €D,q. Then for the pressure g,
we can always invoke the momentum equation —Vq = &(pD,u + B X (V X B)) to convert a spatial derivative to
&D,u and the estimate of current V X B until there is no spatial derivative falling on ¢ and no spatial derivative
falling on u. The full details are referred to Section 3.4.2.

It should be remarked that all tangential derivatives generated in the above reduction procedures are
material derivatives, and that explains why we write D; instead of d, when defining E(¢). In Section 2.3,
we will see using D, instead of 0, is necessary for the non-isentropic problem with general initial data, as
opposed to the case of well-prepared data or the isentropic problem in [16, 37, 35].



We conclude the reduction scheme in the following two diagrams

(e, B)lls —<— |(eD)2(w, B)lls —25 [[(eD)* (u, B)ll, —25 [|(eD)0 (s B)li —225 [|(eD,)® (u, B)lly

[

lleDyqll3 leD)*qll> lIeD)*qlln leD)qllo
\l/div reduction \l/div reduction \l/div reduction \l/div reduction
(eD,)*-estimate (eD,)’-estimate (eD,)%-estimate (eD,)"-estimate (eD,)3-estimate

T |
closed

Diagram 1: the reduction scheme for the curl part.

In the above diagram, the “div reduction” refers to the reduction procedure for divergence and pressure in the
previous paragraph. It can also be presented as the diagram below (we take / = 0 for example).

Further div-curl

;

Es(1)
curl 7]
/cuﬂ/]\ N

[ICet, B)lla lleD:(u, B)ll3 leD)*(u, B2 D)’ (u, B)I lleD)* (u, B)llo

[ G o] Zmed o Tsedd o) el |

eq eq €q cq together

liglls lleDglls leD)*qll> leD)*qlh lieD)*qllo
\l/langemial
closed

Diagram 2: the reduction scheme for the divergence part in E4(?).
Here “eq” means invoking the momentum equation and “div’ means invoking the continuity equation.
Now, we can explain why we define E(¢) to be

4 4-1

>3 leny g, B.5.p7B-VS)|;_,,
=0 0

o~

=~
1l

Let ! € {0, 1,2, 3} be the number of times that we do the vorticity estimates. After such / times of reduction
for ||u, Blls, we have at most 4 — [ normal derivatives left, but we also obtain (£D;)* falling on each variable.
This step corresponds to the first row of Diagram 1 and the (D;)*-part in the energy functional. Then for
each fixed / € {0, 1, 2, 3}, Diagram 2 is parallel to the study of Euler equations, that is, one trades one spatial
derivative for one €Dy in the divergence part. Finally, we only need to control the estimates of full material
derivatives which are purely tangential derivatives and this step is analyzed in Section 3.3.

2.2 Enhanced “directional” regularity of the entropy

One may notice that we require the directional derivative (0~'B - V)S has the same regularity as the other
variables. This is in general incorrect for a first-order hyperbolic system, but it can really be achieved for
compressible ideal MHD as long as we assume the initial data of (0~! B-V)S has the corresponding regularity.
This fact is easy to prove, as we observe that D; commutes with (o~' B-V) which then leads to D;((p™' B-V)S) =
0 and the desired enhanced regularity. In fact, this is even easier to be observed if we study the free-boundary
MHD in Lagrangian coordinates, e.g., [19], in which the material derivative becomes 9; and (p’lB - V)
becomes time-independent!

Such enhanced directional regularity is necessary to control the vorticity and the current. For example, in
the analysis of ||V X (oou)||3, we must encounter the following two terms

- f &*V x ((o™'B - Ypo)B) - 8°V X (pou) dx - f &*V x ((o™'B - Ypo)u) - 8°V X (poB) dx,
Q - Q -



in which the underlined terms essentially require the H* regularity of (0='B - V)S. Such difficulty never
appears in the study of Euler equations, isentropic problems, or non-isentropic problems with well-prepared
initial data. On the other hand, our observation exactly resolves this issue. Similar argument also applies to
the recent work by the second author and the third author [38] about neo-Hookean elastodynamics.

2.3 Usage of material derivatives and ‘“modified”’ Alinhac good unknowns

Now, we turn to explain why we shall use the variable-coefficient derivative D, instead of the simpler one 9,
to define E(7). In fact, this is due to the unboundedness of the first-order time derivatives in the case of general
initial data. If we decompose the material derivative D; into 0;, tangential spatial derivative d = 9, or d, and
the co-normal part w(x3)d3, then we must separately do the tangential estimates for 7 = 4,, 5, w(x3)d3 as in
the case of well-prepared data [37]. However, this will again produce singular terms such as ((35)8,0)(Dtu)
and we cannot substitute p by pg as in the vorticity control. To overcome this difficulty, we must ensure every
tangential derivative to be the material derivative D, such that we could completely eliminate the O(1)-size
terms 7 “p = O(e)T “q + O(1)T*S by using DS = 0.

Under our setting, a new difficulty appears, that is, D, does not commute with the V. In Lemma A.3,
we compute the concrete form of [d, D¥]f and find that each term in this commutator must be a monomial
of ((9D{ /) and (OD]"u) for some j,m € Z. What’s more difficult is that the top-order commutator, namely
[, D3], contains (D] u)(0f) and 8(du)(dD] f) whose L*(€2) norms cannot be directly controlled when § =
03. To overcome this difficulty, we adopt the idea of Alinhac good unknowns [2], which reveals that the
essential leading-order part in D39, is not simply ;D% f but actually the 9; derivative of the Alinhac good
unknowns (denoted by F®)

D?@i f#+ 65D§ f+ L*(Q)-controllable terms — Dfai f= A;F® + L*(Q)-controllable terms.

In other words, the core idea of using Alinhac good unknowns is to rewrite the uncontrollable terms to
be the form d;(L?-controllable) terms and merge the terms in the parenthesis into the leading-order term,
such that the covariance of the system is still preserved after being differentiated by variable-coefficient
derivatives. In view of the singular limit problems, this step is used to preserve the anti-symmetric structure
Eo(U)0,U + & 'VU = f for the differentiated system.

Under the setting of standard Sobolev spaces, F® is defined to be D¥f — D7u - V£, see for example [9].
Under the setting of anisotropic Sobolev spaces, the third author [19] observed that the merged terms must
be modified according as the variable f. After careful and delicate calculations, the “modified” Alinhac good
unknowns used in this paper are (see also [19, Section 5.5])

US = D8, —9D7u - Vu;,  Q%:=D8g—Dlu-Vy, §:=q+ §|B|2.

Such difference is due to the fact that we must preserve the divergence structure for the velocity but there is
no such structure for the pressure. We refer the details to Section 3.3.

3 Uniform energy estimates
This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1, which will be split into several parts: L? estimates,

entropy estimates, tangential estimates for material derivatives and the reduction of normal derivatives via
div-curl analysis.

3.1 [? estimate

First, we establish L?-energy estimate for (1.8).

Proposition 3.1. We define the L? energy Ey(t) by

1
Ey(t) := 3 f aq2 +,o|u|2 +|BP + S?dx.
Q



Then it satisfies

dEy(®)

S PED). (3.1)

Invoking the momentum equation and integrate by parts, we have:

1d

2 2 2 2
- — + +|BI"+S-d
o Qaq plul” + |B| X

=% L(ﬁ,a +V- (am))q2 +V- u(IBI2 + Sz) dx—&! L V- (qu)dx
+L(B-VB)~M+(B'VM)'de—L%V|B|2~u+(B'B)V~udx
=% fg (ed,aD,q + aV - u)g* + V - u(|B* + $?) dx, (3.2)
which give the desired energy estimate. This also implies that

(g, u, B, S)Il; < E4(0)+f P(E4(7)) dr. (3.3)
0

3.2 Enhanced regularity of the entropy

We now verify that the directional derivative p~' B-V commutes with the material derivative D;. This property
leads to the enhanced regularity of the entropy in the direction of the magnetic field.

Proposition 3.2. Let (¢, u, B, S) be a solution to system (1.8), then the following equality holds:
[p™'B-V,D,] = 0. (3.4)
Proof. By using equations of p and B, we have that
Di(p™'B)) = p 'D,B; + BiD,;p™!
= pfl(B -Vu; — B;V - u) —psz,'D,p
= pfl(B -Vu; — B;V - u) +ple,'V - u
=p 'B-Vu;, i=1,---,d. (3.5)

For any function f € C([0, T]; H*) N C'([0, T]; H"), we have that

M&

Dip™ BV = ) (007 Bidif) + usd (o™ Bidk))

=

<.
I
—_

M&

(07" Bio(@.f +u;0,f) + 8i(p™ BOOKSf — p~' Bidiu;d,f + ;0,0 BL)Okf)

k,j=1

<.
1]

d
="' B-V)D,f + Y (Do B) = p' B- Vu)dif = (0" B VD f. (3.6)
k=1

O

Since D;S = 0 and D;(p™'B - VS) = 0, we can easily prove the estimates for (S,p™'B - VS). The proof
does not involve any boundary term because we do not integrate by parts, so we omit the details.

Corollary 3.3. The entropy S in (1.8) satisfies the following estimates:

d 4
—Z ”(8D Y2, p'B- VS)||4 . < PEQ)). (3.7)
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3.3 Tangential energy estimates

In this section, we will derive the energy estimates for tangential derivatives of solutions. It is more convenient
to use the following equations derived from (1.8):

aD,j—gaB-DB+¢&'V-u=0 in [0, T] X Q,
pDu+e'Vg-B-VB=0 in[0,T] x Q,
D,B—-B-Vu—-egaB(D,g—€eB-D,B)=0 in [0, T] x Q, 3.8)
V-B=0 in [0, T] x Q, '
DS =0 in [0, 7] x Q,
a=a(sq—YBl?/2,8)>0, p=pj—-&’BP/2,8)>0 in[0,T]xQ,
where § = g + £|B|?/2 is the total pressure.
Proposition 3.4. It holds that
Z s1[10p] [(eD) (g, u. B||;, < P(E0)) + E(2) j; P(E(1))dr. (3.9)
=1 TElo;

The proof of this proposition is divided into two parts: When 1 < k < 7, one can prove the tangential
estimates by straightforward calculations; when k = 8, the anisotropy of the function spaces leads to potential
loss of regularity in the commutator [V, D?] as the terms having the form VD! f (f = u, g) must appear.

3.3.1 Low-order estimates for < 7 material derivatives

For 1 <k <7, we take D’; to the equations (3.8) to obtain that
aD"'g — eaB-D¥'B + 7'V - Dru = R’;,
pDu+ &7'VDf g — B- VDB = RE, (3.10)
D'B— B-VDfu — eaB(D¥'g - B - D' B) = R%,

where

R = [a, DXID, — elaB, D! - DB + £7'[9;, D¥u,

R4 = [p, DX)Du + £7'[V, D¥lg - [B - V, DB,

RE = — [B- V., DFlu — £[aB, DXIDy + £*[aBB;, DD, B;.
Multiplying (3.10) by e D¥(g, u, B), integrating over Q and integrating by parts, one sees that

2

k
e d .
5 f (a|qu — B-D'BP + p|Druf® + |DfB|2) dx
Q
2k
== ((a,a +V - (au)|Dg - B-DBP + V- u|D§B|2) dx
Q

- f a(eD;B - DB)(D¥g — B - DFB)dx
Q

+ &% f ((B-V)D'B) - D*u + (B - V)D¥u) - D*Bdx
Q

v [ (DhR+ Dhu- R+ DB RY) dr
Q

=G1+Gr+G3+ G, (3.11)

where the equation d,0 + V - (pu) = 0 and the boundary condition u3 = B3 = 0 on X are used. We now have
to control each term on the right-hand side of (3.11). Since a is smooth funtions of £g and S, we employ the
Sobolev inequality to deduce that

10:allee = lledgpdiq — dsp(u - V)Sleo < P(E(D)),

11



IV - (@)lleo + IV - ulleo < P(ED)).
Thus, it is easy to find that G; can be bounded from above by
1G11 < 10:a + V - (aw)lllls“ (DG = B - DiB)IIG + IV - ullolls* DY BlG < P(E()). (3.12)
Similarly, we control G, as follows:
G2l < lleD:Bllolls* Df Bllolie* (DS — B - DfB)llo < P(E(1)). (3.13)

For Gs, integrating by parts and using the boundary conditions u3 = B3 = Oon X and V- B = 0, one
obtains that

Gy = &% f —((B-V)D*u) - D*B + (B - V)Dfu) - D¥Bdx = 0. (3.14)
Q

Recall that Lemma A.3 indicates that the highest-order terms in the commutator NV, Df] f have the form

of either ("1 0D*u)(£df) or (edu)(e*"1dD*! f) whose L*(Q) norms can be directly controlled by P(E(?))

thanks to k < 7. By standard product estimates, it is straightforward to see that the L?-norm of terms in G4
can be controlled by P(E(?)), i.e.

G4 < P(E(1)). (3.15)

Substituting the estimates for G| - G4 into (3.11), we obtain that
d . 2
5 |6 Df@.u. B[, < P(E@), 1<k<T. (3.16)

By the definition of ¢, it is easy to verify that

lle*Dkqll? < P(E(0)) + f P(E(t))dr, 1<k<T. (3.17)
0

3.3.2 Estimates of 8 material derivatives

Now we consider the estimates of the rest of highest order tangential derivatives D¥. In such case, the
commutator £3[V, D¥]f contains the terms (¢’dD]u)(edf) and (g0u)(’dD] f) in which the dD](-) part is
not controllable in Z*(Q). Such possible loss of regularity is completely caused by the anisotropy of the
function spaces, as the 0 may be a normal derivative which is considered to be second-order. To overcome
this difficulty, we shall introduce the “modified Alinhac good unknowns” in [19, Section 5.5] by the third
author. To be more precise, let

Q* = D% - D]u;0,g, U® = D¥u—9D]uiou, (3.18)

respectively be the Alinhac good unknowns of g and u. Therefore, by Lemma A.3 and Proposition 3.2, we
have that

D!V = VQP - 8Vu;0,D] g - 784, (3.19)
D?V -u=V- D?M -V (DZu,ﬁ,u) - 86ju,»6,<Dr7uj - Z?I/lj
=V-U* +80,(V-w)D/u; - Zju,, (3.20)
D}(B-VB) = D}(pxp~'B-VB) = [D},pl(p”'B- VB) + (B - V)(D} B), (3:21)
D¥B-Vu)=D3(pxp'B-Vu) = [D,pl(0™'B- Vu) + B- VU® + 9(B - V)(D]u;0;u), (3.22)

where Z¢ = (Z",Z’z‘,Z’g)T represents the low-order terms in the commutator and its precise definition is
recorded in Lemma A.3. We take D,8 to the equations (3.8) to obtain that

aD,Q® — eaB - D?B +elv.ud = Rz,
pD, U + £7'VQ® — (B - V)(D?!B) = &7 '8Vu;0,D] g + R, (3.23)
D)B - B-VU® — aB(D,Q® — £B- D)B) = —=9(B - V)(D] u;dju) + RS,

12



where
R, = [a, D{1Dyg — aD(D]u;0,3) — €laB, D}] - DB + & (Zju; — 891V - w)D]u,),

RE = [p, Df1Du — 9pD,(D]widu) + €' 284 - [D¥, pl(p™' B - VB),
R% = — D}, pl(o™" B - Vu) — e[aB, DY1D,g + eaBD(D]u;0:) + €*[aBB;, D¥1D,B;.
Multiplying (3.10) by £'°(Q8, U3, D¥B), integrating over Q and integrating by parts, one can see that

g'%d 8 8 n12 812 8 2
T Q(a|Q — B- D{BP” + p|U*( + D} BP) dx

= ‘9—; fg ((a,a +V - (au)|Q® -~ B- DB + V- u|D§B|2) dx
- fg a(eD;B - DB)(Q® - B- D®B)dx
+g'0 fg (B-V)D¥B)- U + (B-V)U®) - D®Bdx
616 fg (QURS + US - &S + DIB - &5 DUB) dx
+8g1 fg U® - Vu; 0,D] gdx
—9gl6 fg (B - V)(D!uidu) - D¥Bdx

=G+ G+ G+ G+ G5 + G (3.24)

Since the estimates for G; (i = 1,2, 3,4) can be obtained using methods similar those in (3.12) — (3.15), we
omit the details of the proof and directly present the following conclusions:

G5=0, G| +G,+G, <PE®D).

Next, we control the terms G and G which cannotbe directly controlled by P(E(#)) due to the appearance
of dD!. By invoking the momentum equation

-&'V§ = pDu—B- VB,

and the magnetic field equation
D:(p"'B)=p'B-Vu,

G5 is rewritten as follows:

G5 =8e" f U® - Vu; D]9;g dx +8&" f U® - Vu,; [0, D]1g dx
Q Q

—
'_g51

=8¢0 f U® - Vu; D/(B - VB;)dx —8¢'® f U® - Vu; D] (oDyu;) dx +G5,
Q Q

=8!0 f U® - Vu; (B- V)(D!B;) dx +8¢'® f U® . Vu; [D],pl(o™' B - VB)) dx +G5, + G5, (3.25)
Q Q

=G5

Then we integrate by parts in (B - V), insert the concrete for of the Alinhac good unknown U8, use D,(0™'B) =
(0'B-Vyuand [D;,(p"'B- V)] = 0to get

G = —8¢° f (B V)(DPu; — 9D] w0y /)3 ju; D] B; dx —8&'° f US(B - V)(;u;)D] B; dx
Q Q

=G5y

13



+ G5 + G5 + G5
= - 8gl° f pD} (o' B+ Vu)du;D] Bidx + 72¢'° f pD] (0™ B - Vuy)0gu 0 ju; D] Bidx
Q Q

4
+72¢16 fg (B - V)(8yj)D]ud ju; D] Bidx + Z G,
=1

—
'_g55

5
= — 8! f d;u; DY(o™' B;) D] Bdx + 72¢' f pOxu;0u; DY (o™ BOD] Bidx + )" Gl (3.26)
Q Q =1

=G5

We then integrate D, by parts to get

d
gg = —8816&Lajuin(pilBj)DzBidx

—G
=G5

6
+8¢! f ;u; DS (o™ B;) DY B,dx + 8¢'° f D,(@u) Di(p™ B)) D] Bidx+ )" G,.
Q Q =1

—
'_g57

By utilizing standard product estimates, it is straightforward to check that

7
> Gy < P(E®),
=1
and

4 t
f Gl (r)dr = — (8516 f du:D(p™'B ,-)DZB,-dx) '0
0 Q
< P(E(0)) + nlle* DY (o™ B + €110 juill|le” D] Bill;
< P(E(0)) + nlle* D (o' B)II§ + *lul3lle’ D] BI§, 1< 1/2.

(3.27)

(3.28)

(3.29)

The last term is controlled with the help of Jensen’s inequality and the Reynolds transport formula (Lemma

A2)
ull3||s”D]B|[;

< Null3 (52 ||’ D] B(O, .)||f) + fo ||eD))® B(x, .)||(2) dT)
< Ellul3E(0) + E4(D) fo P (E;(7)) dr.
sE7(0>(ez||uo||§+ fo ||eDfu(r,-)||§dr)+E4(r) fo P(E5(1)) dr

t

< P(E(0)) + f P (Ey(7)) d7 + E4(t)f P (E7(7)) dr.
0 0

Also the term ||88D§(p‘lB)||(2) can be converted to ||.98D§B||(2) plus controllable terms

1e°D7 (o™ Bl < lle° D7 Bllg + P(E(0)) + E(r) fo P(E(7) dr.

(3.30)

In fact, the leading-order term in £8[ D%, p!1B is (eD,)8(0™")B. Since D,(p™!) = =p~2D,p = —paeD,q (recall
D,S = 0) produces one more £ weight, we can move this extra weight to B and control this term similarly as

that of /lu? ||¢” D] B][;.
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Therefore, g; is controlled as following:

! !
fo Gi(v)dr < nlle* DI + P(E(0)) + E(D) j; P(E(T))dr, n<1/2. (3.31)
Similarly, one obtains that

G, = —9'° f pD!(0™'B - Vu;)du - D} Bdx — 9&'° f (B~ V)@u)D]u; + [p, D]1(p™" B - Vu)du) - Df Bdx
Q Q

IA

—9glt f pD¥ (0™ B)du - D¥Bdx + P(E(1)) < P(E(1)). (3.32)
Q
Substituting the estimates for G - G; into (3.24), we obtain that
!
lle*(Q®, U®, DYB)5 < nlle® DY BII; + P(E(0)) + E(1) f P(E(7))dr. (3.33)
0

The control of (Q¥, U®) immediately leads to the control of (D%q, D¥u). For example, we have

le*D¥qll < 113QP G + 11(e” D] u)(edg)II;

!
< 1le Q¥ + lle” D] ull} (ueqon% + f lleDg(r, I3 dr)
0

< P(E(0) + f P(E())dz,
0

where we note that the control of &’ D] u is also used in the above inequality. Similar estimate also holds for
u, so we conclude that

lle*Df (g, u, B)Il§ < nlls® D} BII§ + P(E(0)) + E(t)j; P(E())dr, V€ (0, %)- (3.34)

Choosing n > 0 suitably small such that the n-term is absorbed by the left side, we obtain that the desired
estimates and the proof of Proposition 3.4 is completed.

3.4 Reduction of normal derivatives

This part is devoted to the reduction of normal derivatives. Invoking Lemma A.1, we obtain the following
reduction for E4(¢):

D) ully_ < IED) ully + IV X (eD)*ull3_y. + IV - (eD) ull3_;
< ED)*ull§ + 1ED)Y X ull3_y + D)V - ull3_,
+ (D", VXTull3_; + Il(eD)*, V-1ull3_o (3.35)
(eD)*Bll3_ < D) BI + 11V X (eD)*Bll5_ + IV - (¢D)*BI3_,
< D) B + I(sD)'V x BI3_,
+ I[(eDy)*, VXIBI5_; + ll(eD), V1Bl (3.36)

where the boundary part l(eD)*u - N |§.5—k vanishes thanks to the slip condition u3|sy = 0. Similarly, for
Es5(1), E¢(t) and E7(f), we have for 1 </ <3 and 0 < k <3 — [ that

k420 12 k420 12 k+21 2 k+21 2
IEeD) ully_—y S WD) ully + (D) V X ull3__; + I(eD)V - ull3_;

+ D), VxTull3_,_, + I(eD) 2, V-1ull3_, s (3.37)
D) BI;_,_; < IeDY* BIE + l(eD)* 'V x BIS_,_,
+leD)+*, VXIBI5_,_, + (D) V1BIG_, - (3.38)

In view of the above inequalities, the L* norms ||(D;)***u||} have been controlled in Proposition 3.4. In what
follows, we control the divergence part together with the pressure ¢ in Section 3.4.2, the estimates of voriticty
and current in Section 3.4.1. The commutators in (3.35)-(3.38) can be directly controlled and their estimates
are recorded at the end of this section and are proved in Lemma A.4. Do note that these commutators are not
under any time integrals, and so we cannot merely control them by P(E(¢)) as in Section 3.3.
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3.4.1 Estimates of vorticity and current

We start with the control of vorticity ||(eD,)***'V x “”;/ﬁl and current ||(eD,)**2V x B||§7,H forO << 3and
0 < k <3 —[. We first prove the following estimates.

Lemma 3.5. Define po(S) := p(0,S). Then under the assumption of Theorem 1.1, for each [ € {0, 1,2, 3}

and 0 < k <3 -/, we have

% (||(gD,)k+2’V % (o1, + 1DV x (poB)|[,_,_, + [[eB x (D 21V x (poB))”z_k_l)

[
<P [Z E4+k<r>] + Eauir (0. (339)

k=0

Remark 3.1. It should be noted that the loss of Mach number weights occurs if we analyze the curl part via
the evolution equation of vorticity V X u, because the spatial derivative of p is still of O(1) size with respect
to the Mach number € and D,u has O(1/¢) size. Motivated by [23], we rewrite the curl part as

Vxu=py' (VX (pou) = Vpo X u), VX B=p5'(Vx(poB) = Vpo X B), po:=p(0,S). (3.40)

In Lemma 3.9, we reproduce the estimates for V X # and V x B by combining the above equality and Lemma
3.5. The advantange of this substitution is that pg commutes with D, and so we no longer have the singular
term. In fact, the momentum equation pD;u + £ 'Vg + B x (V x B) = 0 can be written as

Di(pou) = pop™'B-VB = —V(s™'q + |B/2) + ‘%V(s”q +1B/2). (3.41)

There exists a smooth function g such that

4
B = eg(eq.S), Y WD) gl < PED).
k=0

First, we take Vx in (3.41) to get the evolution equation
D,(V X (pou)) = V x (pop’lB . VB) = [u-V,Vx](pou) + Vg x V(g + €B*/2), (3.42)
where we notice that the right side only contains first-order derivatives and does not lose £ weights.

We first prove the case when k = 0. Indeed, the cases for k = 1,2, 3 follow in the same manner and the
analysis will be recorded in Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.8.

Lemma 3.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, we have
3
d k 2 k 2 k 2
> 2 (IEDYV X ool + 1DV X (oBIE. + [[6B x (D) V x (ouB))|, ) < P(Ea) + Esto

ya dr

(3.43)
Proof. We first treat the case k = 0. Taking 4° in (3.42), we get

D8V x (pou)) — &V x (pople . VB) = & (RHS of (3.42)) + [u- V,3°1(V x (pou)), (3.44)
2='R1

where the order of derivatives on the right side does not exceed 4. We start with the estimates of vorticity by

1d f 10V x (pou)|* dx = f (8,0°V X (pou)) - 3°V x (pou) dx
2dt Jq Q
= f D,V x (pou) - 3>V x (pou) dx — f(u -V x (pou) - 8>V x (pou) dx. (3.45)
Q Q
=1,
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Then invoking (3.44) gives us
f D8V X (pou) - °V X (pou) dx
Q

= fa3V><(pople-VB)-63V><(p0u)dx+fR1 -8V X (pou) dx
Q Q

Z:IZ

= f (07 (B- V)&V x (poB)) - &V X (pou) dx + I
Q

+ f (0°(V(o™' B)) X 0ilpoB)) + [°,p™' B~ VIV X (poB)) - 8°V X (pout) dx
Q

Z:I3

- f &V x ((p*IB : Vpo)B) -8V x (pou) dx. (3.46)
Q

Z=I4
Integrating by parts in [ (p‘l(B -V)PV x (poB)) - 0V X (pou) dx, we obtain
f (07 (B- V)&V x (poB)) - 8V X (pou) dx
Q
i _ f 3V X (poB) - 8*V x (™' B - V)(pou)) dx
Q

- f (@Y X (poB)) - (Ip™' B+ V. 8*1V x (pou) — &*(V(p™" B) x di(pou)) + V - (0™ BYF*V x (pou)) dx
Q

Z=]5

=— f(a3v X (poB)) - 8°V X (pop !B - Vu)dx + I's
Q

- f 0’V x (poB) - 8V x ((p™' B+ Vpo)u) dx. (3.47)
Q

Z=I(,

Inserting the evolution equation of B to substitute B - Vu, we get
- f((ﬁv X (poB)) - 8°V X (pop™'B - Vu) dx
Q

=— f &V x (poB) - °V x (pop~ ' D,B) dx — f &V x (poB) - 3°V x (pop~ ' BV - u) dx
Q Q

1d 1
=——— | p Y0’V x (0oB)P dx += f(D,,<f1 +p 'V - w)8*V x (poB)* dx
2dt Jq 2 Ja

=17

- f &V x (poB) - (V x (10", p™' D1(poB)) + Vo~ x 8,5 (poB) + V(o™ u)3i (0o B)) dx
Q

2=Ig

+ f &V x (poB) - 8°V x (gpop~'aBD,q) dx. (3.48)
Q

=K

Based on the concrete forms of the commutators in Lemma A.3, a straightforward product estimate for 7 ;
(j=1,2,3,5,7) gives us

T +1,+ 135+ 15+ 17 < P(E4Q). (3.49)
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In 74 and 7, we find that there are fourth-order derivatives falling on p !B - Vpy. Since py = p(0,S) only
depends on S, we can use the enhanced “directional” regularity of S (Corollary 3.3) to control such terms

T4+ I < P(E4(D)). (3.50)

For the terms in 7g, there exhibits a time derivative without € weight. In fact, this time derivative can be
replaced with spatial derivatives by using the equations for the magnetic field and entropy. For example, we
obtain that

IV % (18*. 0™ Di1(oo B)llo
< 18,07 3:(poB)lls + 119;(0™ u) 3o B)lls
S l(edgo™'0jq + Dsp™'0;S) - (04 BOS + podiB)lls + P(Ea(1)
S lloyBdsp™'8;S (- V)3 +lloodsp™" 8;S (—u - VB + B - Vu — BV - u)lls + P(E4(1))
< P(E4(), (3.5
which leads to
T3 < P(E4(2)). (3.52)
The crucial term is K in which the highest-order term has 5-th order derivative and thus cannot be con-
trolled by E4(f). We first pick up the highest-order part in K:
&V x (spop™' aBDiq) = £9°(VD1q) X (pop™ ' aB) + Dg¥ X (pop~'aB))
=~ gpop” ' aB x (°VD,q) &8, pop™ aB] X (VDig) + £ (DigV X (pop™"'aB)),
2='R2

where straightforward calculation shows that ||R;|lp < P(E4(f)). For the fifth-order part, the vector identity
(B-V)B - %V|B|2 = —B % (V x B) motivates us to rewrite the momentum equation as

pDu+Bx (VX B)=-g'Vq.
So, we commute D, with V and plug this equation into —gppp~'aB x (3°VD,q) to get

— gpop”'aB X (°VD,q)
= —epop” aBx (0°D,Vq) —epop™' aB x (8°(Vu;0,9)
Z=R3
= &2 pop~'aB x 3D, (pDu) + £*pop~'aB x #*D(B x (V x B)) + R3
= &”poaB x (8*D?u) + *p~'aB x D;(B x 8*(V x (pyB)))
=%
2 -1 3 3 3 3
+&’pop”"'aB X ([6° Dy, p1Du + [°, D)V x B) + D, ([8°, B x (V x B)) + Dy ([po. 8°V] X B)) +Rs, (3.53)

Z=R4

where [|R3 + Ryllo < P(E4(f)) can be proved by using the concrete forms of commutators because the order
of derivatives does not exceed 4. It should be noted that the time derivative in D, ([63, Bx](V x B)) does not
lead to any loss of & weights because there is already an ¢ factor in R3. Similar argument also applies to the
control of R4. Now, we analyze the contribution of K in the integral K, presented as below

f & a8V X (poB)) - (B x D, (B X 8V x (poB))) dx. (3.54)
Q

We setu = B,v =D, (B x 3V x (poB)) and w = 3°(V X (poB)) in the vector identity (uXV)-w = —(UX W) -V
to get

f &2p~'a(8°V X (pB)) - (B x D, (B X 0°V X (poB))) dx
Q

18



&p™'aD; (B x (8°V x (poB))) - (B x (3°V x (pyB))) dx

-

=-3% &p'a|B x 8’V x (poB))I2 dx + % fsz(pflav u+Di(p~"a))|B x (9°V x (poB))|2 dx.
Q Q

Z=R5
(3.55)

The term Rs is directly controlled by P(E4(?)). Therefore, we get the uniform control for K by using both E4
and E5:

1d
K+33 fg &% a|B x &V x (poB)|” dx < 1Bl (P(E(1) + IpoaBllle® Diulls) < PIE(D) + Es(0),
(3.56)

which gives us the energy estimate for the case of k = 0
d
5 (19 % Goowll5 + IV X (poB)I; + lleB X (VX (0oB)IR) < P(E(0) + Es(1). (3.57)

Similarly, we can prove the same conclusion for *D¥ with k + |a| = 3 by replacing 8> with %(eD,).
Indeed, the highest order of derivatives in the above commutators does not exceed 4-th order, and there is no
loss of Mach number weight because none of the above steps creates negative power of Mach number. The
fifth-order term can also be analyzed in the same way:

gpop~aB x (8%(eD,)*VD,q) A —poaB x 8*(eDY**u — €2p~'aB x D, (B X (8%(eD,)*V x (poB))) ,

where the L? norms of the omitted lower-order terms are controlled by P(E4(t)). The contribution of the last

term in the above equality is again the energy term —%d% fQ &pla |B X (0%(eD,)FV x B)|2 dx if we replace

0* above by 0%(eD;)*. Hence, we obtain the following estimates for vorticity and current in E4(z)

d

3 2
kZ:;‘ - (”(eD,)kV x (oo, + DAY x (oB)|[-_, + HeB x ((eD)V x B)”H) < P(E4(t)) + Es(0).

(3.58)
(]

Next, we turn to prove Lemma 3.5 for 1 < < 3. The proof is parallel to Lemma 3.6 and we mostly focus
on the case of [ = 1.

Lemma 3.7. It holds that

2
> & (lepo 29 x tonoll, + 6D 2% x (poBE, + e x (D9 x Gum)[_)

s 2k (3.59)
< P(E4(1), Es(1)) + Eo(2).
Proof. For the case of k = 0, we take 0%*(eD;)? in (3.42) to get
Dy(8*(eD,’'V X (pou)) ~ 6*(eD,Y’V  (pop™ B - VB)
=3*(eD,)*(RHS of (3.42)) + [u - V, 8*1((eD,)*V x (pour)). (3.60)

=R]

Now, standard L>-type estimate yields that

1d
3T fg 16*(£D,)*V x (pou)|* dx
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= f (8,0*(eD,)*V x (pou)) - 8*(D;)*V x (pou) dx
Q

= f D,8*(eD,)*V X (pou) - 8*(eD;)*V % (pou) dx — f (u - V)3*(eD,)®V x (pou) - 8*(£D,)*V x (pou) dx.
Q Q

=TI
(3.61)

Then invoking (3.60) give us the following
f D,0*(eD,)*V X (pou) - 0*(£D,)*V x (pou) dx
Q

= f 8 (eD,)*V x (pople . VB) - 8%(eDy)*V X (pou) dx + f R} - 9*(eD;)*V X (pou) dx
Q Q

=1

= f 0*(eD,)*V x (pou) - *(eD))* ((0™' B+ V)V x (poB)) dx
Q

- f 0*(eD,)*V x (pou) - 6*(D,)*V X ((p™' B - Vpo) B) dx
Q

=14

+ f 0*(eD,)*V X (pou) - 6*(eD)* (Vo™ B)) X 0:(poB)) dx +1}
Q

=1

= f 3*(eD)*V x (pou) - (p~' B - V)(0*(eD,)*V X (poB)) dx
Q

+ f 0%(eD,)*V X (pou) - [8°, p™' B - VI((eD))*V X (poB)) dx
Q

=1

4
+ f 0*(eD))*V x (pou) - 6> ([(eDy)*,p™' B - VIV X (poB)) dx + Z 7, (3.62)
Q =

=0

where we have used the fact [p™'B -V, D;] = 0. Then we integrate B - V by parts and invoke the evolution
equation of B to get

f O*(eD)*V x (pou) - [(0™' B+ V)(@*(eD,)*V % (poB))| dx

Q

=- f F(eD)’V X (00B) - [0%(eD)*V x (0" B~ V)(pou))| dx
Q

- f 0*(eDY’V x (poB) - (Ip™' B+ V,6°1((eD))*V X (poB)) — 8*(eDy)* (V(p™' Bi) x dilpou)) ) dx
Q

=1

- f & (eD)*V X (poB) - 8 ([p_lB -V, (eD,)?]V x (pou)) dx
Q

=0

- f & (D) X (poB) - (V - (p"'B)8*(eD,)*V x (pou)) dx
Q

=1

=- f 3*(eD,)*V x (poB) - 3*(eD,)*V X (pop™ ' B - Vu)dx + I + I},
Q
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- f 0*(eD))*V X (poB) - 6*(D,)’V x ((0™' B - Vpo)u) dx,
Q

::I;
=5 [ PEDrTx @B aves (67T s Dp ) |ED) T x o
Q Q

=1

- f (DY X (poB) - P (D, (V™' X ,(poB) + Vip~ ) X (poB)) dx
Q

=1

- f 3*(eD,)*V x (poB) - [0*(eDy)*, p' DIV X (poB) dx
Q

=T,

+ f 3*(eD)V x (poB) - 3 (eD,)*V X (gpop~'aBD,q) dx (3.63)
Q

=K’
A straightforward product estimate for J /1 (1 <£j<10) gives us

10
Z T, < P(E4(D), E5(D)), (3.64)
j=1

where the control of 77 and 77, again requires the enhanced regularity of S in the direction of B/p as shown
in Corollary 3.3.

For K", we shall control 6>(eD,)*V x (gpop™'aBD,q). We have

9*(eD,)*V x (spop_laBth)
= — gpop~aB x (8*(eD,)*VD.q) —&[0*(eD,)?, pop~'aB] X (VD,q) + £8*(eD;)*(D;qV x (pop~'aB))

=Ry
= — pop_'aB x (8*(eD,)*Vq) —epop 'aB x (62(8D,)2(Vuj6jq)) +R)
=R,
= pop~'aB x 8*(eD,)*(spDyu) + pop~'aB x 0*(eD,)*(eB x (V X B)) + +R,, + R,
= poaB x (8*(eD,)*u) + €2p~'aB x DB x 8*(eD;)*(V X (pyB)))
=K
+&*pop'aB x ([aZD;‘, pIDu + [6%, D,(D?V x B) + D, ([621),2, B] X (V X B)) +D, ([po, 62D,2V><]B))

=R,

+ R, + R,
Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 3.6, we have
IR + Ry + Rillo < P(E(1), Es(1)).

The analysis of K] is also parallel to the analysis of K.

f (62(3D,)2V X (poB)) : (82,071613 X Dy(B x 8*(eD,)*(V X (poB)))) dx
Q

1d 1
=- >4 | &a |Bx 8(eD)?V x (poB)[ dx + 3 f (p™'aV - u+ Dy(p™"w) |Bx 82DV X (0oB)| dx
Q Q
1d
<-o% &’p'a|B x 0*(eD,)*V x (pOB)|2 dx + P(E4(), E5(1)), (3.65)
Q
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and thus
K + %% f &p ' a|B x (DY x (poB)| dx < P(E4(0)ll(eD))*ulls + P(Ea(t), Es(1). (3.66)
Q

So we obtain the vorticity estimates for k = 0

d
S (leD?w x ol + @DV x (B + [loB X (DY X (oBI]} ) < P(Es(@), Es(o) + Eo(o).

(3.67)
For k = 1,2, we get the following estimates in the same way as in the proof of Lemma 3.6
d 2 2 2
5 (||(eDf>"+2V x (pow)||,_, + [P 2V x (0o B)||,_, + [[eB x ((£D)***V x (,OOB))||2_k)
< P(E4(1), Es(1)) + E(1). (3.68)
The proof of Lemma 3.7 is completed. O

For the case [ = 2,3, we can also obtain the desired estimates by mimicing the proof of Lemma 3.6 and
Lemma 3.7.

Lemma 3.8. It holds that

Z % (”(SD’)IMV x (oo +lD Y x (ooB)|[1_, + “83 x (D) x (,OOB))“?—k)
k=0,1

< P(E4(1), Es(1), Eg(0) + E7(D), (3.69)

d
= (||(5D,)6V x (po)[s + DV x (poB)[; + |68 x D)V x (poB))H(z))
< P(E4(1), Es(1), E6(1), E7(1)) + Es(2). (3.70)

Summarizing Lemma 3.6-Lemma 3.8, we complete the proof of Lemma 3.5. We now need to recover the
estimates for V X u and V X B from the control in Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 3.9 (Estimates of vorticity and current). For 0 </ <3 and 0 < k < 3 -/, the following estimates for
the voricity and the current hold uniformly in &:

D)9 xulf;,, + D2V x B, ,

< P(E(0)) + P(E()) j(: PE@) dr+ " (IleD) 2 ul}_,, , +IED) 2 BB, ). (3.71)

ko<k
Ipsl
Proof. Tt suffices to prove the estimates for u and the same argument applies to B. For fixed k, [ € Z satisfying
0<I<3and0<k<3-1 wehave
V x 1= py" (V% (pou) = Voo X u), Vx B =pg' (Vx(poB) - Vpo x B),
and thus

(eD)F 2V x u = (D, [pal (V X (pou) — Vo X u)]
K2
= pal(th)kﬂl (V x (pou)) _’061 Z( ; )(8Dr)jVPO X (SDr)k+21—ju
=0
2o
= 0" (@D (7 x (oo) = 5" ) ( j )([(SDr)’ ,Vlpo) x (D) u

j=0
where we use the fact D;pp = 0. The first term is controlled by using Lemma 3.5 and Corollary 3.3

! t !
llog" (eD) 2 (V x (pou))”;kil < P{Z Est ,-(0)] + fo P[Z Ey, ,-(r)] + Eq4p41(7) dr. (3.72)
j=0

Jj=0
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The second term is controlled by using the conclusion of Lemma A.4

(1D, 9100) x (e

< P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) f PE(@)dr+ " D) 20ulf, . (3.73)
0 Ko<k

(]

Remark 3.2. The estimate (3.71) in this proposition is not the final version that we use to close the uniform
energy estimates for E(¢) because || - |[3_x—; norm still contains normal derivatives of # and B. The good thing
is that the remaining terms to be controlled, namely the last term in (3.71), only belong to H/(€) and the
number of € weights remains the same as before. At the end of this section, we will repeatedly apply the
div-curl analysis to these terms such that they can finally be controlled by P(E(0)) + fot P(E(7))dr.

3.4.2 Reduction of pressure and divergence

We show how to reduce the control of the pressure to that of the velocity and magnetic field when there is at
least one spatial derivative on the fluid pressure g. This follows from using the momentum equation

-Vq = epD;u+ eB X (V X B) (3.74)
and the continuity equation and the divergence constraint
V-u=-gaD,q, V-B=0. (3.75)

These two equations show that a spatial derivative of g is reduced to a material derivative of u and the curl
part of B and the divergence of velocity is converted to the material derivative of g.
For the differentiated version, we aim to prove the following reduction

Lemma 3.10. Let k,/ be integers satisfying 0 </ <3 and 0 < k < 3 — [. Then we have

eD) ¥ qll3_,_, < llo(eD)  ull3_,_, + lleB x (eD)*(V x B)I3_,_, (3.76)
+ P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) f P(E(1)) dr,
0
IV - (eD)*ull3_,_; < llaeD) 1 qll3_,_, + P(E(0)) + P(E(t)) f P(E(7))dr, (3.77)
0
IV - (eD)**'BI3_,_, < P(E(0)) + P(E(t)) f P(E(7))dr. (3.78)
0

Proof. We start with the reduction of Vgq.
eD) ' qll;_,_; < WD) gl + leD) 'V all5_,_, + I(eD), Vigl3_i_ss (3.79)

where the first term on the right side has been controlled in Proposition 3.4. This inequality together with
(3.35)-(3.38) shows that we shall control the following terms

o lI(eD)***'Vyqlii_,_, and (eD)*V - ull3_, ;-
o IeD)**, VIfI;_,_, for f =u,B,q.

For the commutator part, it is summarized in Lemma A.4 and we just record the result here
!
2
(16, (D)1 f]|;_,_, < P(E(0)) + P(E(D)) f P(E(1)) dr. (3.80)
0
Next, we control ||(th)k+2’Vq||§7kfl and ||(eD,)***V - u”%—k—l' Invoking the equations (3.74)-(3.75), we get

(eD) ¥V - ull3_,_, = lI(eD)* (aeD,g)ll3_,_; < lla(eD)* qll3__, + (D), aleDgll_,_,,  (3.81)
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where the last term can be directly controlled and we postpone the analysis to Section 3.4.3. For the pressure
gradient, we have

—(eD)?!'Vg = (D) (peDu + B x (V X B))
= p(eD) 24y + eB x (D) *(V x B)
+ [(eD)? pl(eDyu) + [(eD,)*, eBx](V x B),
and so
(€D 'Vl < oD ull3_,_, + lleB X (eD)**'(V X B3, (3.82)
+1ILEDY ™, pl(eDu)ll3__, + (eD) ', eBXI(V X B3,
In Section 3.4.3, we will prove that these commutators terms can be directly controlled

Il(eD)*, aleDigll_,_, + IleD)*, pleDuw)l3_,_; + lI(eD)*, eBX1(V X B)I3_,_,
< P(E(0)) + P(E(t)) f P(E(7))dr. (3.83)
0

Therefore, we conclude that the reduction of pressure and divergence actually converts a spatial derivative to
a material derivative (¢D;) and lower-order curl estimate that has been analyzed in Section 3.4.1. We get

(eD)*qll3__, < lloeD)  ull3__, + lleB x (eD)*(V x B3, (3.84)

+ P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) f P(E(1)) dr,
0
IV - (eD)*ull3_,_; < lla(eD) 1 qll3_,_, + P(E(0)) + P(E(t)) fo P(E(7))dr,

IV - (eD)**™'BI3_,_, < P(E(0)) + P(E(t)) f P(E(7))dr. (3.85)
0

The proof is completed. O

Remark 3.3. Lemma 3.10 shows that we can reduce a spatial derivative on g to (¢D;u) and V X B (which is
analyzed in Lemma 3.9) plus controllable terms; and reduce the divergence part to (¢D,q) plus controllable
terms. Therefore, every time we do such reduction, we actually trade one spatial derivative for one material
derivative together with an & weight. Repeatedly, we end this reduction procedure until there is no spatial
derivatives falling on u, B, g, in which case we finally needs to the estimates of full material derivatives which
have been analyzed in Proposition 3.4.

3.4.3 Estimates of commutators

The end of this part is devoted to the control of commutator terms arising from (3.35)-(3.38). We record the
results here and refer to the proofs in Lemma A.4 and A.5S.

Lemma 3.11. Let k, [ be integers satisfying 0 </ < 3 and 0 < k < 3 — [. Then the following estimates hold
s
2 2
[eD) 2, V-1, B)|[;_, _, + ||[eD)**, VX1(u, B)|[;_,_, S P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) f P(E(T))dr  (3.86)
0
2 2 2
(D), aleDugl[;_,_, + lleD)™ . p)eDw),_,_, + |[(eD)***, eBx1(V x B)|[;_,_, (3.87)

< P(E(0) + P(E(1)) f P(E(7)) dr.
0

3.5 Closing the uniform estimates

Now we can turn to prove Theorem 1.1, that is, the uniform-in-& control of
4-1

EQ) = 24: ”(aD Y (u,B.q.5. ("' B- V)S)H4 .
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Control of the entropy. The control of entropy and its directional derivative (0~' B - V)S are established in
Corollary 3.3, that is,

d
5 €D (S, (07 B- WIS, < P(EG). (3.88)

Control of the velocity u, the magnetic field B and the pressure g. This part is divided into several steps.

1. When k + [ = 4, there is no normal derivative in || - |ls—x—; norm. The control of this part is recorded in
Proposition 3.4 by using the technique of modified Alinhac good unknowns.

2. When k + [ < 3, recall that (3.35)-(3.38) show that the norms ||(D,)***(u, B)||42HH are reduced to the
control of ||(eD,)*?(V x u, V x B)||§_k_l and |[(eD,)*?(V - u)||§_k_l. The commutators generated in this
process can be directly controlled as shown in Lemma 3.11.

3. For the curl part, we first show in Lemma 3.5 that

d
= (||(gD,)’<+2’V x (ow[r_,_, + D)V x (0oB_, _, + ”gB x ((eD)*'V x (poB))“z_k_l) < P(E(1)).
(3.89)

Then we remove the coefficient py to reproduce the desired curl estimates

e v xulfy_,_, + D)V x B[},

< P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) fo PE@)dr+ " (D) 2oull}, , + D) BIE ., ),  (3.90)

ko<k
lpsl

which are recorded in Lemma 3.9.
4. For the divergence part, we combine the momentum equation and the continuity equation to reduce Vg
to eD,u and €V X B and reduce V - u to €D,q:

eD) ¥ qll3_i_; < llo(eD)  ull3_,_, + lleB x (eD)*(V x B)I5_,_, (3.91)
+ P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) f P(E(7)) dr,
0
IV - (D) ull3__, < la(eD)* ' qll3_,_, + P(E(0)) + P(E(t)) f P(E(7))dr,
0

IV - (D) Bl < P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) f P(E()) d. (3.92)
0

as recorded in Lemma 3.10.

5. It should be noted that the extra terms generated on the right side of curl estimates are of lower order.
If ko + lp = 3, then again we can control such terms by the tangential estimates in Proposition 3.4. If
ko + Iy < 3, then we again apply the above div-curl analysis to such terms to reduce one more spatial
derivative.

6. We repeat step 3 and 4 until there is no spatial derivatives falling on u, B, g, and all remaining terms are
u, B, q differentiated by (¢D,)’ for some j which are again controlled in Proposition 3.4:

8

Z s%p] €D (g, u, B)||f) < P(E(0)) + E(t) fo P(E())dr. (3.93)
= 7€[0,f

The above argument gives the following uniform-in-¢ estimates:

E(t) < P(E0)) + P(E(t))f P(E(T))dr (3.94)
0

where E(?) is defined by (1.13). Since the right side of the energy inequality does not rely on &, we can use
Gronwall-type argument to prove that there exists some 7" > 0 independent of & such that

sup E(t) < P(E(0)). (3.95)
t€[0,T]

Theorem 1.1 is proven.
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4 The limit to the incompressible inhomogeneous MHD system

The last section is devoted to the proof of strong convergence to the incompressible inhomogeneous MHD
system (1.14).

4.1 The strong convergence of vorticity, magnetic field and entropy

The uniform bounds imply that, up to a subsequence, we have

(q,u, B,S) — (¢°,u®, B®, §°) weakly-* in L*([0, T]; H*(Q)), 4.1
(B,S) — (B, 8 strongly in C([0, T1; H;-2(Q)), 4.2)
V X (po(S)u) = V X (po(S “)u°) strongly in C([0, T]; Hy *()), 4.3)

with po(S) = p(0, §). Similarly, we use ao(S) to denote a(0, S'). Here we note that the strong convergence of
the vorticity is due to the uniform boundness of D,V X (pou) which satisfies

Dy(V X (pou)) = V X (pople . VB) +[u-V, VX](pou) + Vg X V(g + £BI*/2),

where g(£q,S) = (gp)~'(p — po) is bounded uniformly in &.

4.2 The strong convergence of pressure and divergence

We first prove that the expected limit functions satisfy ¢° = 0 and V - u® = 0. The first and second equation
of (1.8) are written to be
E(gq,S)D,U + & 'LU = J, (4.4)

_[a(eq,S) 0 _ (0 V. g _ 0
E(eq,S) = 0 p(sq,S)Is)’ L—(V o)’ U_(u)’ J_(Bx(VxB))'

First notice that

with

eE(eq,S)0;U + LU = €E(eq,S)u- VU — &J. 4.5)
Using the uniform bounds and E(eq, S) — Eo(S) = O(g), we obtain
eEy(S)0,U + LU = &f, 4.6)

where Eo(S) = E(0,S5) and {f}¢-0 is a bounded family in C([0, T']; H3(Q)). Passing to the weak limit shows
that qu =0and V- u°=0. Since qo e L°([0,T]; H*(Q)) and Q = Rﬁ, we infer qo =0.

Proposition 4.1. It holds that
q —0 strongly in Lz([O TI; 1005(9)) “@.7
V - u —0 strongly in L*([0, T]; H>°(Q)). (4.8)

loc

This theorem is a slight variant of [1, Prop. 3.1]. For the reader’s convenience, we outline the proof
detailed in [1] and skip some technical details that are identical to [1, Prop. 3.1].

Proof. Step 1: Wave-packet transform of the variable-coefficient system. One first extends the functions

tor € R by
A [4) _ [x=q
U= (u) =x.U = (X”) 4.9)

where y, € C7((0, T)) be a family of functions such that (1) = 1 fort € [¢'/?, T—&'/?] and ||ed x| < 272,
and choose extensions § of S, supportedin¢ € [-1, T+1], uniformly bounded in C(R; H*(Q)), and converging
to $%in C(R; H‘LC‘;(Q)). According to (4.6), U satisfies

£EN(S8)0,U + LU = &f, (4.10)
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where {f}s-0 is a bounded family in C(R; H3(Q)).
The above extension to ¢ € R is necessary, as we want to apply the wave-packet transform to the variable
t. Given € > 0, we define the following wave packet transform:

Wev(t, 7, x) = 2r°) V4734 f === ey o 3, 4.11)
R

where v e C'(R x Q) N L2 (R x Q), Wy € C'(RZ, x Q) N LA(R?, x Q) and W* extends as an isometry from
2R x Q) to L2(R2, X Q).
Now, system (4.10) can be written in thﬁ X Q as

itEy(S)(WeD) + LW D) = F?, (4.12)
where
F? =sWef + [Eo(S), Wl(€0,)U + Eo(S)GtWeU — We(£0,0))
= (F§, F§) € (R} s H'(Q) X L*(R; s (H'(Q)").

Following the arguments in [1, Lemma 3.3], one shows that

F? - 0in L*(R>; H'(Q)) as € — 0. (4.13)

1,77

Step 2: Strong convergence of g via the techniques of microlocal defect measures. Now we turn to
prove the convergence of g. Since W¥¢ is an isometry, it suffices to prove the strong convergence of W*g in
certain function spaces on Rir x Q. We define

Po(t,7,V)() i= ap(S)T*() + V - (05 (§)V()), (4.14)
P, 7, V)() := ap(§)T*() + V - (0, (SOV()), (4.15)
©° := (1 - A)(W°g) € L*(R}. X Q). (4.16)

It should be noted that P? is actually the wave-packet transform of the wave operator 0082(3%(')+V'(,06 L$HV().
From (4.12), we can compute that

Po(t,7, V)(W?G) = —itF% + V - (05 (8) FY). 4.17)

Since this is a boundary-value problem, we shall decompose W#g into its interior part and boundary part.
Following [1], we define

Weg = (1 - Ay)"'O° + N(FF - N), (4.18)
where © := (1 — A)(W?3) and (1 — Ay)~! is defined by
f=(0-Ay)""gifandonlyif (1 —A)f = ginQ, and dyf = 0on X;
and M is defined by
h =MN(g) if and only if (1 — A)h = 01in Q, and dyh = g on X.

It should be noted that (1 —Ay)~! is a bounded linear operator from L*(Q) to H*(€2) and 9 is a bounded linear
operator from H2 (%) to HX(Q).

To prove the strong convergence of ®, which is now only a uniformly bounded family in L>(R? x Q), we
need the following two lemmas.

Lemma 4.2 (Métivier-Schochet [23, Lemma 4.3]). For all uniformly bounded family {®¢} L*(R**Y), there
is a subsequence such that there exists a finite non-negative Borel measure u on R? and M € L'(R?, L., 0]
such that for all ® € Co(R?; K),

f (©0°,0%), drdr 2% f Tr(d(t, TYM(t, T)u( dt, dr).
R? R2?

Here K (L, resp.) denotes the set of compact operators (non-negative self-adjoint trace class operators,
resp.) on L2(Q).
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Lemma 4.3 (Métivier-Schochet [23, Lemma 5.1]). The operator P°(¢,7, V)(1 — Ay)~' = 0 is a 1-1 mapping
for any (t,7) € R?, that is,

kerp2 o) (P'(t, 7, V)(1 = Ay) ") =0, Y(t,7) e R? (4.19)

Remark 4.1. We note that the first lemma give the description of “the lacking of compactness in L*>”. For
the second lemma, its proof (see [23, Lemma 5.1]) requires the entropy decay condition (1.15) and the
unboundedness of the domain Q.

Let M(t, T) be the trace-class operator and u be the microlocal defect measure obtained in Lemma 4.2 by
inserting ®° defined in (4.18). Then we can prove

M(t,7)=0 p-ae., (4.20)

whose details can be found in [38, Corollary 4.4]. Therefore, for the uniformly bounded family {®°} defined
in (4.18), we actually prove that

f (@0°,0%),: drdr =25 0
RZ

holds for any ® € Co(R?; K) where K denotes the set of compact operators on L*(Q).
We now set O(t,7) = ¢(t, T)K*K for ¢ € Co(R?) and K € K in the above convergence result to get

@K®° - 0in L* (R} X Q) 4.21)

holds for any K € K and ¢ € Co(R?). Following the arguments in [1, (3.23)-(3.24)], we prove this conver-
gence holds for ¢(t,7) = 1, i.e. for any K € K,

K®° - 0in L*(R}, X Q). (4.22)

Recall that, by the definition of ® = (I — A)(W#g), W* is an isometry from L*(R, X Q) to L*(R7, X Q), and
W? commutes with K(1 — A). So (4.22) implies that for any K € K,

K = A)j — 0in 2R x Q). (4.23)
Given that g is bounded in L*>(R; H*(Q)), the convergence (4.23) implies
g — 0in LA(R; H:2(Q). (4.24)

Since the limit is 0, the convergence holds without passing a subsequence. We end up with

q — 0in L*([0, T1; H:2(Q)). (4.25)
Similarly, from (4.12), we can prove
80,q — 0in L*([0, T1; H 2 (), (4.26)
which leads to
V.u=-aD,q — 0in L*([0, T]; H;:2(Q)). (4.27)
O

4.3 The strong convergence to the limit system

We continue our proof of Theorem 1.2. Recall that # be the projection onto H, and Q = Iz — P, where
H, ={ue Q) : fg u-Vo, Vo € H'(Q)} and G, = (V¢ : ¥ € H'(Q)} give the orthogonal decomposition
L*(Q) = H, ®G,.

From the strong convergence results (4.3) and (4.8), we know that

P(po(S ) = Ploo(S)u) in LA([0, T1; H,- 2(Q)), (4.28)

loc
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Qu — Qu° = 0in L*([0, T1; H2(Q)). (4.29)

loc

The previous two properties yields further that:

P(po(S)Pu) — P(po(S)Pu’) in L*([0, T1; HO(Q)), (4.30)

loc

P(po(S)Qu) — P(po(SHQu’) = 0in L*([0, T1; H°(Q)), 4.31)

loc

which, combined with the fact § — S°in C([0, T]; H*-°(Q)), imply that:

loc
Ppo(S P — u°)) = Ploo(S H(u — u®) — Qul)
=P (po(S ) = u°) + (po(S ) = po($))(u = u) = po(SIQu + (po(S°) = po(S )Qu)
— 0in L*([0, T]; H°(Q)).

loc

Consequently, we find that, by noticing po(S°) positive in [0, T] X Q, Pu — Pu’ = u” in L*([0, T]; H}: 2(Q),
which, combined with (4.29), implies that

u — u® in L*([0, T1; H2(Q)). (4.32)

loc

By (4.2) and (4.32), we obtain
p(eq,S) = po(S°) in C([0, T1; H: 2 (Q)),

loc

Vu — Vu® in L2([0, T1; HZ2(Q),

loc
VB — VB in L*([0, T]; H-°(Q)).

loc

Passing to the limit in the equations for S and B, we see that the limits S and B° satisfy
@ +u’-vs®=0, @ +u’-V)B®=B"-Vvi’, V-B’=0
in the sense of distributions. Since p(eq, S) — po(S) = O(e), we have
p(£q, S)Du = (p(eq, S) = po(S)Dsut + 0:(po(S)u) + (u - V)(po(S )u)
= po(S )@ +u’ - V)

in the sense of distributions. Applying the operator # to the momentum equations pDu+&~'Vg+Bx(VXB) =
0 and then taking to the limit, we conclude that

P [po(SON(@, + u® - V) + B x (V x BY)] = 0.

Therefore, (u°, B, S°) € C([0, T]; H*Q)) solves the incompressible MHD equations together with a transport
equation
00’ +u® - Vu®) = B - VB + V(r + §IB°?) =0  in[0,T]XQ,
0B +u’-VB°-B°. vy’ =0 in [0,T] X Q,
V-u'=V-B'=0 in [0,T] x Q, (4.33)
3,S%+u’-vs®=0 in [0, T]x Q,
u)=BY=0 on[0,T] XX,
for a suitable fluid pressure function r satisfying Vrr € C([0, T]; H3(Q)). Here p satisfies 0,0 + u’- Vo =0,
with initial data oy := p(0, S 8). Using the same arguments as in the proof of [23, Theorem 1.5], we find that

@°, B°, §N)izo = (wo, BY, S,
where wy € H*(Q) is determined by
woals =0, V-wy =0, VX (po(SHwo) = V X (po(S ud).

Moreover, the uniqueness of the limit function implies that the convergence holds as € — 0 without restricting
to a subsequence. Theorem 1.2 is then proven.
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A Preliminary lemmas and commutator estimates

In this section, we recall some basic identities and estimates. First, we record the Hodge-type elliptic esti-
mates that are used in the div-curl analysis.

Lemma A.1 (Hodge elliptic estimates). For any sufficiently smooth vector field X € R? and any real number
s > 1, one has
IXIE < IXIG + IV - XI2_, + IV X XIE, + X - N 5. (A.1)

When X € R?, we shall replace V x X by V* - X with V* := (=8,,0,)".

Lemma A.2 (Reynolds transport formula). Under the setting of Theorem 1.1, for each f(z, x) satisfying
f € L*(Q) and D, f € L*(Q), the Reynolds transport formula holds

1d

2 _
33 | piar= fg p(Df)f dx. (A2)

Moreover, for 0 < t < T with T > 0 a given number, we have
s
£, IIG < 11, IIG + f D, f(z, Il dr (A3)
0

Proof. The Reynolds transport formula is proved by direct calculation and using the continuity equation
D,p + pV - u = 0. For the second formula, we use the non-degeneracy of p (1 < p < 1) to compute that

1A IIR < fg L, 0P dx = fg PLF(O, HP dx + fo fg 2p(D,f (7, X)) (7. ) dx dr
< IO, I + fo DL fx, MollF . Mollolle e
< IO, IR + fo 1D £, ol (5 o dr

Using Young’s inequality, ||D, f (7, )0l f (7, )llo < Ol f (7, -)||(% + (46)""\D, f(r, ')||S. Therefore, we get for
i3
sup (6, )G <6 sup [1£(2,Ig + £, )IIG + f D, f(z, )ll§ dr.
0<t<T 0<t<T 0

Pick ¢ > 0 suitably small such that the d-term is absorbed by the left side. Then we get

IF( NG < sup IIF NG < £, IIE + fo 1D, f(z, )| dr.

0<t<T

(]

The next lemma reveals the structure of the commutator between higher-order material derivatives and
spatial derivatives.
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Lemma A.3 ([20, Section 4]). Let [d,D;] = (0u)0, where the symmetric dot product (0u)-0 is define
component-wisely by ((0u)?0); = 0;uy0k. In general, we have

0.0M1= > @D u @D+ Y dy. ;D] u)- - (@D u)@D)

li+h=k-1 l|+---+l,,>zk—n+]
= (0DF'uyd + k(Ou):(@DF")
Iy 153 A Iy I,
+ Z Cll»lz(aDt u)-(aD, )+ Z d]l,...,["(aDt u)--- (6Dt u)(aDt )

Iy +lp=k-1 1)+ +Hp=k-n+1
11.0p>0 nz3

= 0(D}” uidi()) + kdu:d; Dy~ ()
~Diwdid + Y e, @D OD) + Y dy ., (@D (D w)(@D)), (A4

1+l =k-1 I} +-+lp=k-n+1
110y>0 n>3

=7k
where Z* = (Z¥, Z&, Z%)T. Moreover, we have
0,D) 1= > e @dED) Wi @ED)) + D diy.,(80(ED) 1) - (0(eD)" u)(@(eD))")
ll +]2 =k—1 Iy +e+ln jk—nﬂ
= (£0(eD)* 'uyd + k(Bu)(ed(eD,) ")
+ D e n@dED) WA dEDY )+ Y iy, (80ED) W) - (20(eD) u)(@(ED)™).

I+l =k=1 Iy 4+l =k-n+1
11,1>0 n>3

(A.5)

Lemma A.4. Given integers k, [ satisfying 0 </ < 3 and 0 < k < 3 —/, under the setting of Theorem 1.1, we
have that

16, D)1 ][5, < PCEO) + P(E(1)) fo P(E(1))dr, (A.6)

for f =u,B,q,S.

Proof. Here we only present the proof for the most difficult case: / = 3,k = 0 because the number of total
terms in this commutator is greater than any others. Also, we assume f = u without loss of generality. In
view of Lemma A.3, we can see that [d, (€D;)°] f contains the following terms with certain coefficients
e Quadratic: (€8(eD,)’u)(du), (ed(eD,)* u)(d(eDu), (e0(eD,)’u)(0(eD,)u).
e Cubic: (0(eD;)*u)(e0u)(0u), (€0(eD;)>u)(€d(eD;,)u)(du), (0(eD,)*u)(ed(eD;,)*u)(Ou),
(ed(eD,)*u)(£d(eD)u)(@(eDy)u).
e Quartic and more low-order terms.

We notice that, in each monomial, there is exactly one term that does not have an extra & weight, and we
always set the lowest-order factor to be this term. Now we do the product estimates.
The leading-order part is (¢d(eD;)’u)(du). Using Lemma A.2, we get

(£8(eD,)’ w)@u)ll} < 11e° D} ull}|oull2,

!
< & l(eD) w0, I NDul; + 1ul; f D) u(z, I dr,
0

<E4(0) [y P(Er(v) dt
f
< lledulls + D) u(0, It + Ea(D) f P(E7(7))dr
0

Next, we apply Lemma A.2 again to get

; 2
lledu(t, Il < lleu(t, HIl; < (nsuon% + f lleDyu(r, I3 dr)
0
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Then using Jensen’s inequality, we have

lledu(t, )iy < P(E4(0)) + j; P(E4(7)) dr.

The other terms can also be controlled in the same way, as the control of (¢d(eD;)"u) for m > 3 must
generate an &> weight and we can put this weight into the term that does not have extra & weight. What
becomes different is that, the lowest-order term in the monomials might be (0(eD;)u) for j=0,1,2. When
j = 1,2, we shall replace L norm by L% norm and use H' < L°. We take (¢d(eD;)*u)(0(eD;)*u) for an
example. We have

ll(£8(eD,)*u)((eD)* w5 < lle*dD;ull2 10D, ullys < lle* D ull3ll(eDy) ull3

!
< Ell(eD,)*w(0, HI3IIeD,)*ull3 + l(eD,)*ull3 f l(eD)*u(x, -)II3 dr,
0

<E4(1) [} P(Eg(r))dr

< lle(eDy)?ully + 1I(eD,)*u(0, Iy + E4(2) fo P(Eg(1))dr

and then apply the same argument to get

le(eD)Pullt < P(EL(O)) + fo P(Es(r) dr.

We can also apply such method to all the other terms in the commutators. Therefore, we conclude that

16, D115, < PCEO) + P(E®) fo P(E(1))dr, (A7)

for f =u,B,q,S. O

Lemma A.5. Given integers k, [ satisfying 0 </ < 3 and 0 < k < 3 —/, under the setting of Theorem 1.1, we
have that

lieD 2, g1f,_, < PCE©) + P(E®) fo P(E(1)) dr, (A.8)

for (f’ g) = (8th’ a)’ (SDTM’:D)’ (8(V X B)’ B)

Proof. We only consider the estimates for ||[(eD,)k+2’, eBx](V x B)Hi_k_l with k = 0,1 = 3, which is also the
most difficult case, in which it contains the highest number of material derivatives and V X B is a normal
derivative instead of a tangential derivative.

In [(eD,)°, eBX](V x B), the leading-order part gives us two terms (with certain coefficients)

(e°D°B) x (gV x B) and (¢D,B) x (£°D}V x B).
These terms are controlled in the same way as in Lemma A.4. For example, the first term is controlled by
Is°Df B) x (eV x B[ < ls° DY BlgllBI3,

where ||e° D¢ B|3 has been controlled in Proposition 3.4 and Lemma A.2 gives

!
lleBIi3 < lleBoll3 + f lleD,B(z, -)II5 dr.
0

The second term is controlled in a similar manner

2
[eD:B) x (£° D}V x B)|; < lleD:BI3lle° D}V x Bl
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!
< lleD,Bll3 (ezneSva x B(0, II5 + f l(eD)®V x B(x, )3 dr)
0

!
< €2 DBlly + 116’ D}V x B(O, Il + lleD, Bll3 f l(eD)°V x B(z, -)llg d=
0

<Ey(1) ) P(Er (1)) dr

< P(E4(0)) + j; P(E4(7))d7 + P(Es(0)) + E4(2) j; P(Eq(7)) d.

The other terms can be controlled in the same way and we skip the details. O
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