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Abstract

In this paper, we employ the localization technique in frequency space developed
by Tao in [31] to investigate the quantitative estimates for the MHD equations. With
the help of quantitative Carleman inequalities given by Tao in [31] and the pigeonhole
principle, we establish the quantitative regularity for the critical L3 norm bounded
solutions which enables us explicitly quantify the blow-up behavior in terms of L3 norm
near a potential first-time singularity. Some technical innovations, such as introducing
the corrector function, are required due to the fact that the scales are inconsistent
between the magnetic field and the vorticity field.

Key words : Blow-up rate; Quantitative analysis; Carleman inequalities; Critical
space; Pigeonhole principle.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classifications : 35B44, 35B65, 35Q30, 76D03.

Contents

1 Introduction and main results 2
1.1 Research progress of 3D incompressible Navier-Stokes equations . . . . . . . 2
1.2 Formulation of main results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6
1.3 New ingredients of the proof . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
1.4 Notations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9
1.5 Plan of the paper . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

2 Preliminaries 12
2.1 Multiplier theorem, some basic estimates of the heat operator and the quan-

titative Carleman inequality . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12
2.2 Quantitative version of ǫ-regularity for MHD sysstem . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15

3 The Proof of the Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 17

4 An upper bound estimate of N0 23
4.1 Bounded total speed estimate . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23
4.2 Epochs of estimation and annuli of estimation for v and H . . . . . . . . . 26
4.3 Frequency bubbles of concentration . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32
4.4 The proof of Proposition 1.1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40

5 Appendix A. Proof the Lemma 2.8 52

References 58

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2411.11419v1


1 Introduction and main results

The purpose of this article is to study the explicit quantification of the blow-up rate
with respect to time of the critical norm near a potential singularity for the Magneto-
Hydrodynamics (MHD for short) equations, which is a branch of continuum mechanics that
examines the flow of electrically conducting fluids under the influence of magnetic fields.
Due to its numerous practical applications, such as magnetic separation and targeted deliv-
ery of drugs or radioisotopes via magnetic guidance, research on magnetohydrodynamics has
attracted widespread attention. The movement of conductive fluids (such as liquid metal
mercury, liquid sodium, and plasma) in a magnetic field is a result of the coupling of these
two fundamental forces. Firstly, fluid motion generates an electric current that modifies the
existing magnetic field. Secondly, the interaction between the current and the magnetic field
produces a mechanical force in the fluid, accelerating it in a direction perpendicular to both
the magnetic field and the current. Therefore, in mathematical physics, the MHD equations
are derived by coupling the Navier-Stokes equations from fluid mechanics with Maxwell’s
equations from electromagnetic fields. For more physical background on the MHD equation,
we refer the interested readers to the reference [1, 8, 10]. In three-dimensional space, the
incompressible MHD equations on (0,∞) × R3 can be expressed as:





∂tv −∆v + (v · ∇)v +∇Π = (H · ∇)H,

∂tH −∆H + (v · ∇)H − (H · ∇)v = 0,

div v = 0, divH = 0,

(1.1)

where v : (0,∞)×R3 → R3, H : (0,∞)×R3 → R3, Π , π+ |H|2
2 , and π : (0,∞)×R3 → R

correspond to the velocity field, magnetic field and pressure of the fluid, respectively. We
note that, in the case H ≡ 0, (1.1) reduces to the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation
(NSE for short)

{
∂tv + (u · ∇)v −∆v +∇π = 0, in (0,∞)× R3

div v = 0,
(1.2)

which has a simple form but rich mathematical structure. The above equation (1.1)1 can
be interpreted as the NSE (1.2) perturbed by an external force term (H · ∇)H, which is
controlled by the linear equation (1.1)2. Therefore, before describing our contribution, we
first find it instructive to review the research progress on the singular solutions of Navier-
Stokes equation (1.2).

1.1 Research progress of 3D incompressible Navier-Stokes equations

The research on singular solutions to the incompressible NSE (1.2) in R3 can be traced back
to Leray’s pioneering work in [21]. In [21], Leray used the principle of extremal values for
integral equations to prove that if the existence interval of a smooth solution v is a finite
interval (0, T ), where the first blow-up time of the solution is t = T , then it must exhibit
the following blow-up behavior:

‖v(t)‖Lp
x(R3) ≥

c(p)

(T − t)
1
2
(1− 3

p
)
, p ∈ (3,∞], (1.3)
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with some c(p) depending only on p. However, it, for the critical case p = 3, is extremely
complicated. In fact, the qualitative analysis about the L3(R3) norm of potential singularity
solutions at the maximum existence time T has been a well-known open problem for a long
time, where the time T is finite, i.e. whether

lim sup
t→T

‖v(t)‖L3
x(R

3) = ∞ (1.4)

holds true or equivalently whether

v ∈ L∞(0, T ;L3(R3)) ⇒ v is regular at t = T. (1.5)

One of the important reasons for the complexity of this situation is that the so-called concen-
trated compaction phenomenon might happen, that is, the condition u ∈ L∞(0, T ;L3(R3))
does not guarantee the fact that for any ε > 0, there exists Ω ⊂ R3 makes ‖u‖L∞(0,T ;L3(Ω)) <
ε. As a result of this phenomenon, one cannot directly prove (1.4) or (1.5) is true by ex-
ploiting the usual regularity estimate of heat operator (for example the Lp-Lq estimate).
Until 2003, Escauriaza, Seregin and Šverák in their celebrated paper [11] suppressed the
concentration by using the rescaling procedure and a backward uniqueness for parabolic
operators and showed (1.4) is true. Precisely, the authors in [11] assumed that (1.4) is not
valid and then obtained a blow-up sequence via using Navier-Stokes rescaling1. By using
compactness techniques, they showed that the blow-up sequence converges to a nontrivial
solution of the system (1.2), often referred to as the limiting solution which satisfies the
differential inequality corresponding to the heat operator due to Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg
type spatial localization technique [4]. Then, by employing the well-known Carleman in-
equality and the backward uniqueness of parabolic operators, they proved that the limiting
solution must be zero. This is a contradiction. Throughout this proof, the localization
technique in physical space and the Carleman inequality for parabolic operators play an
important roles. Subsequently, the results of [11] were extended to various critical space,
and the specific details can be found in [3, 13] and related references. It is worth noting
that the results mentioned in [11, 13], and [3] are qualitative and their proofs are derived
by contradiction and compactness arguments.

It is natural to ask: for critical cases, is there a quantitative description of the singularity
behavior of solutions similar to (1.3)? In a recent celebrated paper [31], Tao developed a
localization technique in frequency space and a quantitative version of the Carleman inequal-
ity from which he, by combining the pigeonhole principle, derived a explicit quantitative
estimate for solutions of the NSE (1.2) belonging to the critical space L∞(0, T ;L3(R3)). As
a result of this quantitative estimate, Tao showed in [31] that if a finite energy solution v
(with Schwartz class initial data) that first loses smoothness at T∗ > 0 then

lim sup
t→T−

∗

‖v(t)‖L3
x(R

3)

(log log log( 1
T∗−t))

c
= +∞. (1.6)

with some small enough constant c > 0.

1if (v, π) is the solution of the system (1.2), then for any λ > 0 the functions

v
λ(t, x) , λv(λ2

t, λx), π
λ(t, x) , λ

2
π(λ2

t, λx)

is also a solution of the system (1.2).
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To illuminate the motivations of this paper in detail, we sketch Tao’s strategy as follows
(see Section 6 in [31] for details). Assume that u is a classical solution to the NSE (1.2) in
(0, T ]× R3 satisfies

‖v‖L∞
t L3

x((0,T )×R3) ≤ A,

with some sufficiently large absolute constant A > C0 ≫ 1, and there exists a universal
constant ε0 such that if the frequency is satisfied N ≥ N∗ we have

N−1‖PNv‖L∞
t L∞

x ([T
2
,T ]×R3) < ε0,

then ‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x ([ 7
8
T,T ]×R3) can be estimated explicitly in terms of A and N∗. Thus, the key

to the problem is to find an upper bound on N∗. Employing the localization technique in
frequency space and the quantitative version of the Carleman inequality, Tao showed in [31]
N∗ ≃ exp(exp(exp(AC7

0 ))) whose proof is divided into three steps:
1) Backward frequency bubbling.
Suppose ‖v‖L∞

t L3
x([t0−T,t0]×R3) ≤ A is such that N−1

0 |PN0v(x0, t0)| > A−C0 . Then for any

n ∈ N, there exists Nn > 0 and (tn, xn) ∈ (t0 − T, tn−1)×R3 such that

N−1
n |PNnv(xn, tn)| > A−C0 ,

with
xn = x0 +O((t0 − tn)

1
2 ), Nn ∼ |t0 − tn|−

1
2 .

2) The vorticity lower bound converted to a lower bound on the velocity.

• Transfer of concentration in Fourier space to physical space. The previous step and
‖v‖L∞

t L3
x((0,T )×R3) ≤ A imply that for some small scales S > 0 and IS ⊂ [t0 − S, t0 −

A
−O(1)
3 S] such that

∫

|x−x0|≤A
O(1)
4 S

1
2

|∇ × v(t′, x)|2 dx ≥ A
−O(1)
3 S− 1

2 for all t′ ∈ IS (1.7)

called as an enstrophy-type lower bound, where Aj , ACj
0 for all j ∈ Z+ and Aj+1 =

AC0
j .

• Large-scale propagation of concentration. Using quantitative versions of the Carleman
inequalities which requires the “epochs of regularity”, Tao showed that the enstrophy-

type lower bound (1.7) can be transferred from small scales {x : |x− x0| ≤ A
O(1)
4 S

1
2 }

to large scale, i.e., for any t′ ∈ IS and S′ = A−O(1)S, one has

∫

R<|x−x0|≤2R
|∇ × v(t′, x)|2 dx & exp(−O(A3

5R
3/S′)(S′)−

1
2 (1.8)

with any R ≥ A5S
1/2.

• Forward-in-time propagation of concentration. With the help of the quantitative Car-
leman inequalities, one can propagate the lower bound on IS×{x : R < |x−x0| ≤ 2R}
forward in time until one returns to original time t0, which finally leads to

∫

RS<|x−x0|<R′
S

|v(t0, x)|3 dx ≥ exp(− exp(A
O(1)
6 )). (1.9)

4



3) Conclusion : summing scales to bound TN2

0
.

Letting S vary for certain permissible scale, the annuli in (1.9) become disjoint. The sum of
(1.9) over such disjoint permissible annuli is bounded above by ‖v(t0, x)‖L3(R3). This gives
the desired bounded on N0, i.e.

TN2
0 . exp(exp(exp(A

O(1)
6 ))),

which implies that N∗ ≃ exp(exp(exp(AC7
0 ))). This, along with the classical energy method,

yields

‖v(t, x)‖L∞(R3) ≤ exp(exp(exp(AC7
0 )))t−

1
2 , 0 < t ≤ T.

Finally, assume by contradiction that (1.6) fails and take A = (log log log( 1
T∗−t))

c, one
derives a contradiction by using the Prodi-Serrin-Ladyshenskaya criterion (see [20, 26, 30]).
By now, a series of generalizations of Tao’s work were promoted by Barkr, Prange [2],
Palasek [23, 24], and Hu et al. [17]. Combining the local-in-space smoothing techniques
(near the initial time) established by Jia and Šverák [18] with the quantitative Carleman
inequality obtained by Tao [31], Barker and Prange in [2] investigate the behavior of critical
norms near a potential singularity to the solutions of (1.2) with Type I bound ‖v‖

L∞
t L3,∞

x
≤

M . Namely, if T ∗ is a first blow-up time and (0, T ∗) is a singular point, then

‖v‖L3(BR(0)) ≥ CM log
( 1

T ∗ − t

)
, R = O(T ∗ − t−

1
2 ).

What’s more, this blow-up rate is optimal for a class of potential non-zero backward dis-
cretely self-similar solutions. In addition, they quantified the result of Seregin [28], which
say that if v is a smooth finite-energy solution to the system (1.2) on (−1, 0) × R3 with

lim sup
n

‖v(·, tn)‖L3(R3) < ∞ and tn ↑ 0,

then for j ≫ 1

‖v‖
L∞

(
R3×

(
tj+1

4
,0
)) = O

( 1√−tj+1

)
.

In [23], Palasek proved that if the solution of (1.2) satisfies the critical bound

‖r1−
3
q v‖L∞

t Lq
x
≤ A,

with r =
√

x21 + x22, and v, q fall into one of two case:

either q ∈ (3,+∞), or v is axisymmetric and q ∈ (2, 3], 2

then the blow-up rate (1.6) can be improved to

lim sup
t→T−

∗

‖r1−
3
q v(t)‖Lq

x(R3)

(log log( 1
T∗−t))

c
= +∞

for some constant c ∈ (0,+∞). Since then, Palasek [24] got the quantitative regularity for
solutions v ∈ L∞

t Ld
x to the system (1.2) for case d ≥ 4, which gives a quantification of the

2The condition that v is an axisymmetric solution can actually be relaxed to its equivalence with another
axisymmetric function. In other words, there exists an axisymmetric function f : R × R

3 → [0,∞) and
C > 0 such that C−1f ≤ |v| ≤ Cf .
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qualitative result obtained by Dong and Du [9]. Very recently, Hu et al. [17] studied the
quantitative regularity and blow-up criterion of the classical solution to the NSE (1.2) in

Ḃ
−1+ 3

p
p,∞ (R3) (3 < p < ∞). Due to the low regularity in Ḃ

−1+ 3
p

p,∞ (R3), some new ideas are given
to fix the related blocks in [17]. For more details in this direct, refer to [2, 17, 23, 24] and
their references. Additionally, whether the blow-up rate (1.6) for this problem is optimal
and whether the results can be extended to other critical spaces such as the Lorentz space
L3,∞(R3) remain open problems.

1.2 Formulation of main results

In this paper, as an attempt to understand Tao’s idea in [31], we investigate quantitative
estimates for MHD equations. It is well-known [29] that the system (1.1) admits a local
strong solution and a global energy weak solution for any given Schwartz class initial data.
As in NSE (1.2), the question of the regularity and uniqueness of weak solutions is still
open. For convenience, we sketch the research on the regularity criteria for solutions of
the MHD system. The Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin-type criteria to the MHD equations in
terms of both the velocity field v and the magnetic field H is established by Wu in [32, 33],
which says: if the solution (v,H) of the MHD equation satisfies

∫ T

0
(‖v‖2L∞(R3) + ‖H‖2L∞(R3)) dt < ∞,

then (v,H) is smooth on [0, T ]. Subsequently, people via some numerical experiments find
that the velocity field should play a more important role than the magnetic field in the
regularity theory of solutions, see for example [25]. In fact, He and Xin [15] and Zhou
[35] have presented some regularity criteria to the MHD equations in terms of the velocity
field only. Subsequently, Chen, Miao, and Zhang [6, 7] extended and improved upon the
results of [15] and [35]. Additionally, Cao and Wu [5] explored the scenario where the
integrability condition is solely imposed on the directional derivative of the velocity field.
They demonstrated that if the directional derivative of v, denoted as ∂x3v, satisfies the
integrability condition

∂x3v ∈ Lp(0, T ;Lq(R3)),
2

p
+

3

q
= 1, q ∈ (3,∞),

then (v,H) is regular in R3 × (0, T ]. For more details on the regularity criteria of weak
solutions of (1.1), we refer the reader to [14, 16, 34] and the references therein. For the limit
case L∞(0, T ;L3(R3)), Mahalov, Nicolaenko and Shikin in [22] considered the qualitative
regularity of solution to (1.1) and showed that

• Suppose (v,H, π) is a classical solution to MHD equations whose maximal time of
existence T∗ is finite. Then

lim sup
t→T−

∗

‖(v,H)(t)‖L3
x(R

3) = +∞. (1.10)

Inspired by the breakthrough work of Tao [31], we quantify (1.10). Let us now state our
first theorem

6



Theorem 1.1. Let (v,H) : [−1, 1] × R3 → R3 × R3, π : [−1, 1] × R3 → R be a classical
solution to the MHD equations with

‖(v,H)‖L∞
t L3

x([−1,1]×R3) ≤ A (1.11)

for some A > C0 ≫ 1. Then, for j = 0, 1, the following quantitative estimates hold

|∇j
x(v,H)(t, x)| ≤ exp exp exp(AC8

0 ),

|∇j
x(ω, J)(t, x)| ≤ exp exp exp(AC8

0 ),
(1.12)

whenever 7
8 ≤ t ≤ 1, x ∈ R3.

Remark 1.1. In fact, the above quantitative estimates are valid for any j ≥ 0 by using
Lemma 2.8.

Theorem 1.1, along with MHD equations version of Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin criteria,
gives the following quantitative blow-up criterion.

Theorem 1.2. Let (v,H) : [−1, 1) × R3 → R3 × R3, π : [−1, 1) × R3 → R be a classical
solution to the MHD equations which blows up at t = 1. Then

lim sup
t→1−

‖(v,H)(t)‖L3
x(R

3)

(log log log( 1
1−t))

c
= +∞,

for some constant c ∈ (0,+∞).

1.3 New ingredients of the proof

To obtain the quantitative estimates (1.12), we, by using the same argument as [31], need
to establish the upper bound for N0

3. To gain the upper bound of N0, the core of the
proof is to derive enstrophy-type lower bounds for the corrector function Wc(t, x) which is
defined below, the key ingredient is the quantitative Carleman inequalities. To exploit the
quantitative Carleman inequality, we have to establish the related differential inequality. To
this end, we need to derive the quantitative L∞ estimates for u,∇u,∇H, etc. However, to
establish the related differential inequality, we have to overcome blocks arose by inconsistent
scales between the magnetic field H and the vorticity w.

For convenience, we first introduce the equations satisfied by ∇×v(t, x) and ∇×H(t, x),
denoted by ω(t, x) and J(t, x) respectively. Now taking the curl on both sides of (1.1)1 and
(1.1)2, one has

{
∂tω −∆ω + (v · ∇)ω − (ω · ∇)v − (H · ∇)J + (J · ∇)H = 0,

∂tJ −∆J + (v · ∇)J − (H · ∇)ω − (J · ∇)v + (ω · ∇)H = 2R(v,H)
(1.13)

with

R(v,H) =



∂3v · ∂2H − ∂2v · ∂3H
∂1v · ∂3H − ∂3v · ∂1H
∂2v · ∂1H − ∂1v · ∂2H


 .

3Under the scale-invariant assumption (1.11), if N−1‖PN (v,H)‖L∞

t
(0,1;L∞

x
(R3)) < A−C fails for N = N0,

what is an upper bound for N0?

7



This system can be viewed as a heat system with variable coefficients (in which the lower
order coefficients v, H, ∇v, ∇H depend on the velocity field and magnetic field). However,
it is impossible that the pair (ω, J) satisfies the following differential inequality

∣∣∣(∂t −∆)(ω, J)
∣∣∣ ≤ C−1

carlT̃
−1|(ω, J)| + C

− 1
2

carlT̃
− 1

2 |∇(ω, J)|,

due to the additional term R(v,H). Thus, we can not directly use system (1.13) to derive
the analogous lower bound (1.9). To fixed this problem, we introduce W = (H,ω, ∂xk

H),
where ∂xk

H , Hxk
, (k = 1, 2, 3) satisfies

∂tHxk
−∆Hxk

= (Hxk
· ∇)v + (H · ∇)vxk

− (vxk
· ∇)H − (v · ∇)Hxk

. (1.14)

With the help of epochs of estimate and annuli of regularity for v and H, we can obtain

|(∂t −∆)W | ≤
(
C−1
carlT̃

−1 + C
− 3

2
carlT̃

− 3
2

)
|W |+

(
C−1
carlT̃

−1 + C
− 1

2
carlT̃

− 1
2

)
|∇W |

≤ C
− 3

2
carlT̃

− 3
2 |W |+ C−1

carlT̃
−1|∇W |, (1.15)

due to the fact that the scale of time T̃ is small. On the other hand, we notice that the
MHD system (1.1), as the NSE (1.2), is invariant with respect to the following rescaling

(vλ(x, t), πλ(x, t),Hλ(x, t)) := (λv(λx, λ2t), λ2π(λx, λ2t), λH(λx, λ2t))

This scale-invariance property enable us to assign a “dimension” to the following quantities

T̃− 1
2 has dimension − 1; ∂t (or ∂2

x) has dimension − 2.

That is to say the scales (or dimension) of T̃−1 and ∂t (or ∂2
x) are equivalent. However,

to exploit the quantitative version of the Carleman inequality, the dimensions of left and
right sides of the differential inequality (2.5) (or (2.6)) must be consistent since the scale
of time is small. Obviously, the scales of left and right sides of the differential inequality
(1.15) are inconsistent. Thus we can not directly use quantitative Carleman inequalities
for W to derive desired lower bound estimates. To overcome this block, some technical
innovations are required. Precisely, we perform a translation and scaling transformation to
W by setting

vλ(t, x) = λv(t′1 − λ2t, x∗ + λx), Hλ(t, x) = λH(t′1 − λ2t, x∗ + λx),

and

(vλ,Hλ)xk
(t, x) = λ2(vyk ,Hyk)(t

′
1−λ2t, x∗+λx), (ωλ, Jλ)(t, x) = λ2(ω, J)(t′1−λ2t, x∗+λx),

where λ =
√

T̃ , y = x∗ + λx and (t, x) ∈ [0, 1] × R3. It is clear that (vλ,Hλ, (Hλ)xk
) is also

a solution of (1.1), (1.14), and Wλ , (Hλ, ωλ, (Hλ)x1 , (Hλ)x2 , (Hλ)x3) fulfills the following
differential inequality

|∂tWλ +∆Wλ| ≤
1

4
|Wλ|+

1

2
|∇Wλ| on [0, 1] × Ω. (1.16)

Here the space domain Ω is R3 or the given annulus, see Section 4 for more details. The
advantage of the differential inequality (1.16) is that the scale of time is normalised, and
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so the quantitative Carleman inequality is valid for Wλ. However, notices that Wλ(x, t) 6=
λ2W (y, t′1−λ2t) since scales are inconsistent between the magnetic field H and the vorticity
w, one can not derive the analogous enstrophy-type lower bound (1.8) for Wλ, which is the
second main block of the paper. The idea, fixing this difficulty, is now to introduce a
corrector function Wc(t, x) defined by

Wc(t, x) = T−1
3 |H(t, x)|2 + |ω(t, x)|2 +

3∑

i=1

|Hxi(t, x)|2

with A2
4N

−2
0 ≤ T3 ≤ A−1

4 . Using the quantitative Carleman inequality to Wλ and the pi-
geonhole principle, we, scaling back to the original variables, finally derive the exponentially
small yet significant enstrophy-type lower bound for the corrector function Wc(t, x) at the
final moment of time t0:

∫

5R̃≤|x|≤ 3A6R̃
10

Wc(t0, x) dx & e−eA
8
6T

− 1
2

3 ,

with A6T
1
2
3 ≤ R̃ ≤ eA

7
6T

1
2
3 . Finally, the pigeonhole principle and Hölder’s inequality enable

us convert the lower bound of Wc(t0, x) to the lower bound on (v(t0, x),H(t0, x)), i.e.,

∫

B(x̃,r̃)
|v(t0, x)|3 dx+

∫

B(x̃,r̃)
|H(t0, x)|3 dx & e−9eA

11
6 ,

where 5R̃ ≤ |x̃| ≤ 3A6R̃
10 and r̃ = e−eA

11
6 T

1
2
3 . The above lower bound finally leads to the the

upper bound for N0. Precisely,

Proposition 1.1. Let (v,H, π) : [−1, 1]×R3 → R3×R3×R be a classical solution of (1.1)
satisfying

‖(v,H)‖L∞
t L3

x([−1,1]×R3) ≤ A. (1.17)

Suppose that there exists (t0, x0) ∈ [0, 1] × R3 and N0 > A4 such that

|PN0(v,H)(t0, x0)| ≥ A−1
1 N0.

Then

N0 ≤ ee
e
A12
6

.

1.4 Notations

1. we denote ∂t =
∂
∂t , ∂i =

∂
∂xi

, ∂ij =
∂2

∂xixj
and adapt the notation

∇m (or Dm) = ∂m1
x1

∂m2
x2

∂m3
x3

with m1 +m2 +m3 = m.

2. Let u, v be two vector fields, we define second order tensor product

u⊗ v = (uivj)1≤i,j≤3

and v ·∇u = vi ·∂iu. Throughout the paper, we use Einstein’s convention for the sum
on repeated indices.
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3. The notation X = O(Y ) means X . Y , i.e., there exists a positive constant C such
that |X| ≤ CY . We also use the notation X .j Y , which means that |X| ≤ CjY for
some Cj > 0 depending only j.

4. The usual parabolic cylinder is defined as

Qr(a, s) , {(x, t) : |x− a| < r, s− r2 < t < s}.

If x0 ∈ R3 and R > 0, we use BR(x0) to denote the ball B(x0, R) = {x ∈ R3 :
|x− x0| ≤ R}.

5. We use the mixed Lebesgue norms

‖v‖Lq
tL

r
x(I×Ω) ,

(∫

I
‖v(t)‖qLr

x(Ω) dt

)1/q

where

‖v(t)‖Lr
x(Ω) ,

(∫

Ω
|v(t, x)|r dx

)1/r

with the usual modifications when q = ∞ or r = ∞. Here Ω ⊂ R3 is a domain and
I ⊂ R is a interval. If Ω is a bounded domain, we denote C0,α(Ω), 0 < α ≤ 1, by the
space of all uniformly α-Hölder continuous functions on Ω, i.e. functions f : Ω → R

for which there exists the constant C > 0 such that

|f(x)− f(y)| ≤ C|x− y|α, for every x, y ∈ Ω.

The space C0,α(Ω) of α-Hölder continuous functions on Ω with norm

‖f‖C0,α(Ω) , sup
x∈Ω

|f(x)|+ sup
x,y∈Ω

|f(x)− f(y)|
|x− y|α

is a Banach space. The space Ck(Ω), of all k-times continuously differentiable func-
tions with derivatives up to order k continuous on Ω is a Banach space when equipped
with the norm

‖f‖Ck(Ω) ,
∑

|α|≤k

‖∇αf‖C0(Ω).

Ck,α(Ω), 0 < α ≤ 1, consists of all functions f ∈ Ck(Ω) for which all the kth
derivatives are Hölder continuous with exponent α, i.e. ∂γf ∈ C0,α(Ω) for every
multi-index γ with |γ| = k.

6. Given a Schwartz function f : R3 → R, we define the Fourier transform

f̂(ξ) ,
∫

R3

f(x)e−2πiξ·x dx
(
or F(f)(ξ) ,

∫

R3

f(x)e−2πiξ·x dx
)
,

and then for any N > 0 we define the Littlewood-Paley projection P≤N by the formula

P̂≤Nf(ξ) , ϕ(
ξ

N
)f̂(ξ)

10



where ϕ : R3 → R is a fixed bump function supported on B(0, 1) that equals 1 on
B(0, 12). We also define the companion Littlewood-Paley projections

PN , P≤N − P≤N
2
, P>N , I− P≤N , P̃N , P≤2N − P≤N

4

where I denotes the identity operator; thus for instance

P≤Nf =
∞∑

k=0

P2−kNf, P>Nf =
∞∑

k=1

P2kNf

for Schwartz f . Also we have
PN = PN P̃N .

These operators can also be applied to vector-valued Schwartz functions by working
component by component. These operators commute with other Fourier multipliers
such as the Laplacian ∆ and its inverse ∆−1, partial derivatives ∂i, heat propagators
et∆, and the Leray projection

P , −∇×∆−1∇×

to divergence-free vector fields. It is important to emphasize that if N ′ ∼ N ′′ << N ,
then

P̃N (P≤N ′vP≤N ′′v) = 0. (1.18)

In fact,

F
[
P̃N (P≤N ′vP≤N ′′v)

]
(ξ)

= F
[
P̃N (P≤N ′viP≤N ′′vj)

]

=
[
ϕ(

ξ

2N ′ )− ϕ(
4ξ

N ′′ )
]
F
(
P≤N ′viP≤N ′′vj

)

=
[
ϕ(

ξ

2N
)− ϕ(

4ξ

N
)
] ∫

R3

[F(P≤N ′vi)](ξ − η)[F(P≤N ′′vj)](η) dη

=
[
ϕ(

ξ

2N
)− ϕ(

4ξ

N
)
] ∫

R3

[
ϕ
(ξ − η

N ′

)
F(vi)

][
ϕ
( η

N ′′

)
F(vj)

]
dη

= Ψ1 ·Ψ2,

with

Ψ1(ξ) , ϕ(
ξ

2N
)− ϕ(

4ξ

N
), Ψ2(ξ) ,

∫

R3

[
ϕ
(ξ − η

N ′

)
F(vi)

][
ϕ
( η

N ′′

)
F(vj)

]
dη.

It is clear that
suppΨ1(ξ) ∩ suppΨ2(ξ) = ∅

due to N ′ ∼ N ′′ << N . This leads to (1.18).
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1.5 Plan of the paper

In Section 2, we discuss the various tools used in this paper, such as the multiplier theorem,
basic estimates of heat operator, the the quantitative ǫ-regularity for higher order derivative,
the quantitative Carleman inequality, etc. Section 3 presents the proof of the main results
of this paper. Section 4 derives the upper bound of N0 under the L3 critical bounds of
(v,H) which is the core of this paper. In particular:

• In Section 4.1, we present the basic estimates, which are built upon the breakthrough
work by Tao [31].

• In Section 4.2, we introduce new methods for proving the epoch regularity estimates
of v and H and the annuli regularity estimates, both of which are crucial for proving
the main results in Section 4.

• In Section 4.3, we construct a sequence of frequency bubbles, which are essential for
proving the upper bound of N0.

• In Section 4.4, we devote to the proof of Proposition 1.1. The core of the proof is
that we transform the lower bound of Wc into that of v and H. Notice that unlike
Tao’s method, which relies on the treatment of the vorticity equation, the direct
application of Tao’s method to convert the concentration compactness of ω and J
into that of v and H is no longer valid due to the influence of R(v,H) in (1.13)2.
To solve this problem, we consider the equation of ∇H and make use of the scaling
invariant property of the system (1.1) to fix the blocks due to the fact that scales are
inconsistent between the magnetic field H and the vorticity w.

In the final Appendix 5, we primarily devote to the proof of Lemma 2.8.

2 Preliminaries

Due to the localized technique in frequency space adopted in this paper, the multiplier
theorem and the heat kernel estimate below will play an important role in this paper. We,
for their proofs, refer the interested reader to [31].

2.1 Multiplier theorem, some basic estimates of the heat operator and

the quantitative Carleman inequality

Lemma 2.1. [31][Multiplier theorem] Let N > 0, and let m : R3 → C be a smooth function
supported on B(0, N) that obeys the bounds

|∇jm(ξ)| ≤ MN−j

for all 0 ≤ j ≤ 100 and some positive constants M . Let Tm denote the associated Fourier
multiplier, i.e.

T̂mf(ξ) , m(ξ)f(ξ).

Then one has
‖Tmf‖Lq(R3) . MN

3
p
− 3

q ‖f‖Lp(R3)
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whenever 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞ and f : R3 → R is a Schwartz function. In particular, if Ω ⊂ R3

is an open subset of R3, A ≥ 1, and

Ω A
N

, {x ∈ R
3 : dist(x,Ω) <

A

N
},

then we have

‖Tmf‖Lq1 (Ω) . MN
3
p1

− 3
q1 ‖f‖Lp1 (Ω A

N
) +A−50M |Ω|

1
q1

− 1
q2 N

3
p2

− 3
q2 ‖f‖Lp2 (R3) (2.1)

whenever 1 ≤ p1 ≤ q1 ≤ ∞ and 1 ≤ p2 ≤ q2 ≤ ∞ are such that q2 ≥ q1, and |Ω| denotes
the volume of Ω. Thus for instance, we have the Bernstein inequalities

‖∇jf‖Lq(R3) .j N
j+ 3

p
− 3

q ‖f‖Lp(R3) (2.2)

whenever 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞, j ≥ 0, and f is a Schwartz function whose Fourier transform is
supported on B(0, N), and from this, we drive

‖PNet∆∇jf‖Lq(R3) .j exp(−N2t/20)N
j+ 3

p
− 3

q ‖f‖Lp(R3), (2.3)

for any t > 0. Summing this, we obtain the standard heat kernel bounds

‖et∆∇jf‖Lq(R3) .j t
− j

2
− 3

2p
+ 3

2q ‖f‖Lp(R3). (2.4)

In the process of proving Lemma 2.8, the Lemmas 2.2-2.4 below are important tools.
The proof of Lemma 2.2-2.4 are presented on page 397 of [27], and we omitted it’s proof.

Lemma 2.2. [27] Assume that l, l′, r, r′ satisfy either
{
1 ≤ l ≤ r ≤ ∞, 1 < l′ ≤ r′ < ∞,
n
l +

2
l′ ≤ n

r + 2
r′ + 2,

or
{
1 ≤ l ≤ r ≤ ∞, 1 < l′ ≤ r′ = ∞,
n
l +

2
l′ <

n
r + 2

r′ + 2.

Then for any T ∈ (0,∞), there exists c = c(n, l, l′, r, r′) such that

‖(∂t −∆)−1f‖
Lr′
t Lr

x((−T,0]×R3)
≤ c‖f‖

Ll′
t Ll

x((−T,0]×R3)
.

Lemma 2.3. [27] Assume that m, m′, r, r′ satisfy either
{
1 ≤ m ≤ r ≤ ∞, 1 < m′ ≤ r′ < ∞,
n
m + 2

m′ ≤ n
r + 2

r′ + 1,

or
{
1 ≤ m ≤ r ≤ ∞, 1 < m′ ≤ r′ = ∞,
n
m + 2

m′ <
n
r + 2

r′ + 1.

Then for any T ∈ (0,∞), there exists c = c(n, m, m′, r, r′) such that

‖(∂t −∆)−1∇f‖
Lr′
t Lr

x((−T,0]×R3)
≤ c‖f‖

Lm′
t Lm

x ((−T,0]×R3)
.
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Lemma 2.4. [27] (i) Let f, g ∈ L∞
t L∞

x ((−T, 0] × R3) and T ∈ (0,∞), then

‖(∂t −∆)−1(∇f + g)‖L∞
t C0,α

x ((−T,0]×R3)

≤ c(‖f‖L∞
t L∞

x ((−T,0]×R3) + ‖g‖L∞
t L∞

x ((−T,0]×R3))

for any 0 < α < 1.
(ii) Let f, g ∈ L∞

t Ck,α
x ((−T, 0]× R3) with k = 0, 1, 2, · · · , then

‖(∂t −∆)−1(∇f + g)‖L∞
t Ck+1

x ((−T,0]×R3)

≤ c(‖f‖
L∞
t Ck,α

x ((−T,0]×R3)
+ ‖g‖

L∞
t Ck,α

x ((−T,0]×R3)
)

for any 0 < α < 1.

Lemmas 2.5-2.6 are the quantitative Carleman inequalities defined respectively on the
circle and the sphere which play a key role in derivation of upper bound of N0. Here, we
don’t plan to provide their proof due to limited the length of paper. we refer the interesting
reader to [31] (see Section 4).

Lemma 2.5. [31](First Carleman inequality) Let Ccarl ∈ [1,∞), T ∈ [1,∞), and 0 < r− <
r+, where Ccarl is called Carleman’s constant. Let A denote the space-time annulus

A , {(t, x) ∈ R× R
3 : t ∈ [0, T ]; r− ≤ |x| ≤ r+}.

Let U : A → R3 be a smooth function and such that U satisfies the differential inequality

|∂tU +∆U | ≤ C−1
carlT

−1|U |+ C
− 1

2
carlT

− 1
2 |∇U | on A. (2.5)

Assume the inequality

r2− ≥ 4CcarlT.

Then one has the following bound

∫ T
4

0

∫

10r−≤|x|≤ r+
2

T−1|U |2 + |∇U |2 dxdt

. C2
carle

− r−r+
4CcarlT

[ ∫ ∫

A
e

2|x|2

CcarlT

(
T−1|U(t, x)|2 + |∇U(t, x)|2

)
dxdt

+ e
2r2+

CcarlT

∫

r−≤|x|≤r+

|U(0, x)|2 dx
]
.

Lemma 2.6. [31](Second Carleman inequality) Let Ccarl ∈ [1,∞), T ∈ [1,∞), r > 0, and
we define the cylindrical region

C , {(t, x) ∈ R× R
3 : t ∈ [0, T ]; |x| ≤ r}.

Let U : A → R3 be a smooth function and such that U satisfies the differential inequality

|∂tU +∆U | ≤ C−1
carlT

−1|U |+C
− 1

2
carlT

− 1
2 |∇U | on C. (2.6)
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Assume

r2 ≥ 4000T.

Then, for any 0 < t1 ≤ t0 <
T

10000 one has the bound

∫ 2t0

t0

∫

|x|≤ r
2

(T−1|U |2 + |∇U |2)e−
|x|2

4t dxdt

. e
− r2

500t0

∫ T

0

∫

|x|≤r
T−1|U(t, x)|2 + |∇U(t, x)|2 dxdt

+
( t0
t1

) 3
2
(
et0
t1

)
Cr2

t0

∫

|x|≤r
|U(0, x)|2e−

|x|2

4t1 dx.

2.2 Quantitative version of ǫ-regularity for MHD sysstem

This subsection mainly devote to the quantitative estimates for for the higher-order deriva-
tives of (v,H) (see the Corollary 2.1 for more details), which are key ingredients in the
proof of Proposition 4.3 regarding the annuli of estimation for (v,H). First, we present the
following Lemma 2.7 which can be obtained directly by using the Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg
type iteration, and we will not elaborate on its proof here, and refer the interested reader
to page 291 of [27].

Lemma 2.7. [27] There exist absolute constants ε∗ > 0 and C > 0 such that if (v,H,Π) is
a suitable weak solution of the MHD equations (1.1) on Q1(0, 0) and for some ε < ε∗

∫

Q1(0,0)

|v|3 + |H|3 + |Π| 32 dxds ≤ ε,

then
‖v‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) ≤ Cε

1
3 . (2.7)

Moreover, the following qualitative estimate holds for any positive integer k,

max
z∈Q 1

8
(0,0)

|∇k(v,H)(z)| ≤ Ck. (2.8)

In fact, the quantitative estimate (2.7) is valid for (∇kv,∇kH) for any k > 0 by taking
advantage of the following lemma, i.e., the above Ck in (2.8) can be quantified.

Lemma 2.8. Let (v,H,Π) be a distributional solution to the MHD equation (1.1) in
Q 1

2
(0, 0). Furthermore, suppose v, H ∈ L∞(Q 1

2
(0, 0)), ω, J ∈ L2(Q 1

2
(0, 0)) with

‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) < 1. (2.9)

Then

‖∇k(v,H)‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
8
(0,0))

≤ C ′
k

(
‖v‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0))

+ ‖ω‖L2
tL

2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0))

)
.

(2.10)

for any integer k ≥ 0. Here Ck ∈ (0,∞) is a universal constant.
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Remark 2.1. The quantitative version of Barker-Prange’s result for Navier-Stokes system
was presented in [2] without proof. Here, for completeness, we give a full proof in Appendix
5 by exploiting the localisation procedure and Lq-Lp estimates of the heat operator which
is different from the Serrin’s procedure and of independent interest. However, compared
with Barker-Prange’s result, our quantitative estimates are improved by using the velocity
field v in place of vorticity field ω in the left-hand side of (2.10). On the other hand, our
quantitative result extend Barker-Prange’s estimate from j = 1, 2 to any j ≥ 1.

Combining Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8, we immediately derive the following corollary which is
a core result of this subsection.

Corollary 2.1. There exist absolute constants ε′∗ ∈ (0, 1) such that if (v,H,Π) is a suitable
weak solution of the MHD equations (1.1) on Q1(0, 0) and for some ε′ < ε′∗

∫

Q1(0,0)
|v|3 + |H|3 + |Π| 32 dxds ≤ ε′,

then for any positive integer k > 0

‖∇kv‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
8
(0,0)) + ‖∇kH‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

8
(0,0)) ≤ C ′

k(ε
′)

1
3

for some universal constant C ′
k > 0.

Proof. First, by Lemma 2.7 we can conclude that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) ≤ C(ε′)

1
3 . (2.11)

This, along with the following interpolation inequality and (2.11)

‖h‖
W 1,2

x (B 1
2
(0))

≤ C‖h‖
1
2

L2
x(B 1

2
(0))

‖h‖
1
2

W 2,2
x (B 1

2
(0))

, for all h ∈ W 2,2
x (B 1

2
(0)),

yields

‖∇(v,H)‖L2
tL

2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) ≤ C‖(v,H)‖

1
2

L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0))‖(v,H)‖

1
2

L2
tW

2,2
x (Q 1

2
(0,0))

≤ C(ε′)
1
3 ,

which implies (2.9) is holds. Together with Lemma 2.8, we derive that for any any positive
integer k > 0

‖∇k(v,H)‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
8
(0,0))

≤ C ′
k(‖v‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)))

≤ C ′
k(ε

′)
1
3 ,

which finishes the proof of Corollary 2.1.
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3 The Proof of the Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. Firstly, by using
the upper bound estimate of N0 which proof will be postponed to the Section 4, and the
energy method we will prove the Theorem 1.1. Secondly, with the help of the quantitative
estimates of Theorem 1.1, we finish the proof of the Theorem 1.2

Proof of Theorem 1.1. First we note that, due to the Proposition 1.1,

‖PN (v,H)‖L∞
t L∞

x ([ 1
2
,1]×R3) ≤ A−1

1 N (3.1)

whenever N ≥ N∗ with
N∗ , exp(exp(exp(AC7

0 ))).

In the following, we will use the classical energy method to derive the desired result. How-
ever, the solution (v,H) don’t belong to the energy function space. To fix this difficult, we
split v = vl + vn, H = H l +Hn on [12 , 1]× R3, where

vl(t) , e(t+1)∆v(−1, x), H l(t) , e(t+1)∆H(−1, x).

This, along with (1.17) and (2.4) yields

‖∇j(vl,H l)‖L∞
t Lp

x([− 1
2
,1]×R3) .j A, (3.2)

for any 3 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and j ≥ 0. Now let us denote the nonlinear component by vn ,
v − vl,Hn , H −H l, and similarly split ω = ωl + ωn, J = J l + Jn. For convenience, we
introduce the nonlinear enstrophy

E(t) ,
1

2

∫

R3

|ωn(t, x)|2 + |Jn(t, x)|2 dx (3.3)

for t ∈ [12 , 1]. From the equation (1.13) and integration by parts we have

d

dt
E(t) = −Y1(t) + Y2(t) + Y3(t) + Y4(t) + Y5(t) + Y6(t),

where

Y1(t) =

∫

R3

|∇ωn(t, x)|2 + |∇Jn(t, x)|2 dx

Y2(t) =

∫

R3

ωn · (H · ∇)J l dx+

∫

R3

Jn · (H · ∇)ωl dx

−
∫

R3

ωn · (v · ∇)ωl dx−
∫

R3

Jn · (v · ∇)J l dx

Y3(t) =

∫

R3

ωn · (ωn · ∇)vl dx+

∫

R3

Jn · (Jn · ∇)vl dx

+ 2

∫

R3

T (vn,H l) · Jn dx−
∫

R3

ωn · (Jn · ∇)H l dx

−
∫

R3

Jn · (ωn · ∇)H l dx

Y4(t) =

∫

R3

ωn · (ωl · ∇)vn dx+

∫

R3

Jn · (J l · ∇)vn dx
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+ 2

∫

R3

T (vl,Hn) · Jn dx−
∫

R3

ωn · (J l · ∇)Hn dx

−
∫

R3

Jn · (ωl · ∇)Hn dx

Y5(t) =

∫

R3

ωn · (ωl · ∇)vl dx+

∫

R3

Jn · (J l · ∇)vl dx

+ 2

∫

R3

T (vl,H l) · Jn dx−
∫

R3

ωn · (J l · ∇)H l dx

−
∫

R3

Jn · (ωl · ∇)H l dx

Y6(t) =

∫

R3

ωn · (ωn · ∇)vn dx+

∫

R3

Jn · (Jn · ∇)vn dx

+ 2

∫

R3

T (vn,Hn) · Jn dx−
∫

R3

ωn · (Jn · ∇)Hn dx

−
∫

R3

Jn · (ωn · ∇)Hn dx

First, it is clear that from Hölder inequality, (3.2), (1.17)

|Y2(t)| ≤ ‖ωn‖L2(R3)‖H‖L3(R3)‖∇J l‖L6(R3) + ‖Jn‖L2(R3)‖H‖L3(R3)‖∇ωl‖L6(R3)

+ ‖ωn‖L2(R3)‖v‖L3(R3)‖∇ωl‖L6(R3) + ‖Jn‖L2(R3)‖v‖L3(R3)‖∇vl‖L6(R3)

. A2(‖ωn‖L2(R3) + ‖Jn‖L2(R3)) . A2
E

1
2 (t) . A4 + E(t).

(3.4)

Similarly, one has

|Y3(t)|+ |Y4(t)| ≤ A(‖ωn‖2L2(R3) + ‖Jn‖2L2(R3)) = AE(t) (3.5)

and

|Y5(t)| ≤ A2(‖ωn‖L2(R3) + ‖Jn‖L2(R3)) . A2
E

1
2 (t) ≤ A4 + E(t) (3.6)

To estimate nonlinear term Y6(t), more work needs to be done. Indeed, by applying a
Littlewood-Paley decomposition to Y6(t), we find that

Y6(t) =
∑

N1,N2,N3

{∫

R3

PN1ω
n · PN2ω

n · ∇PN3v
n dx

+

∫

R3

PN1J
n · PN2J

n · ∇PN3v
n dx+ 2

∫

R3

T (PN1v
n, PN2H

n) · PN3J
n dx

−
∫

R3

PN1ω
n · PN2J

n · ∇PN3H
n dx−

∫

R3

PN1J
n · PN2ω

n · ∇PN3H
n dx

}

,
5∑

i=1

Ii,

First, we consider I1. Notices that by using Plancherel’s theorem

I1 =

∫

R3

F
[
(
∑

N1

PN1ω
n) · (

∑

N2

PN2ω
n)
]
(ξ) · F(

∑

N3

PN3∇vn)(ξ) dξ

18



=

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
∑

N1

Ψ3ω̂n)(η)(
∑

N2

Ψ4ω̂n)(ξ − ζ)(
∑

N3

Ψ5∇̂vn)(ξ)dηdξ

where

Ψ3 = ϕ(
η

N1
)− ϕ(

2η

N1
), Ψ4 = ϕ(

ξ − ζ

N2
)− ϕ(

2ξ − 2ζ

N2
), Ψ5 = ϕ(

ξ

N3
)− ϕ(

2ξ

N3
).

thus, the low-low interaction is vanish, i.e., I1 , I1,1 + I1,2 + I1,3, where

I1,1 =
∑

N1∼N2

∑

N3.N1∼N2

∫

R3

PN1ω
n · (PN2ω

n · ∇)PN3v
n dx

I1,2 =
∑

N1∼N3

∑

N2.N1∼N3

∫

R3

PN1ω
n · (PN2ω

n · ∇)PN3v
n dx

I1,3 =
∑

N2∼N3

∑

N1.N2∼N3

∫

R3

PN1ω
n · (PN2ω

n · ∇)PN3v
n dx.

To consider I1,1, we first note that from (2.2), (1.17), (3.1),

∑

N3.N1

‖PN3∇vn‖L∞
x (R3) ≤

( ∑

N∗≤N3.N1

+
∑

N3≤N∗

)
‖PN3∇vn‖L∞

x (R3)

≤
∑

N∗≤N3.N1

A−1
1 N2

3 +
∑

N3≤N∗

AN2
3

. A−1
1 N2

1 +AN2
∗ .

This implies

I1,1 . A−1
1

∑

N1

N2
1 ‖PN1ω

n‖2L2
x(R

3) +AN2
∗
∑

N1

‖PN1ω
n‖2L2

x(R
3).

Similarly,

I1,2 . A−1
1

∑

N3

N2
3 ‖PN3ω

n‖2L2
x(R

3) +AN2
∗
∑

N3

‖PN3ω
n‖2L2

x(R
3)

and

I1,3 . A−1
1

∑

N2

N2
2 ‖PN2ω

n‖2L2
x(R

3) +AN2
∗
∑

N2

‖PN2ω
n‖2L2

x(R
3).

Thus, we finally derive

I1 . A−1
1

∑

N

N2‖PNωn‖2L2
x(R

3) +AN2
∗
∑

N

‖PNωn‖2L2
x(R

3).

By the similar calculation as above, one has

I2, I3 . A−1
1

∑

N

N2‖PNJn‖2L2
x(R

3) +AN2
∗
∑

N

‖PNJn‖2L2
x(R

3),
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and

I4, I5 . A−1
1

∑

N

N2(‖PNωn‖2L2
x(R

3) + ‖PNJn‖2L2
x(R

3))

+AN2
∗
∑

N

(‖PNωn‖2L2
x(R

3) + ‖PN1J
n‖2L2

x(R
3)).

Combined with the above estimates, one finally obtains

Y6(t) . A−1
1

∑

N

N2(‖PNωn‖2L2
x(R

3) + ‖PNJn‖2L2
x(R

3))

+AN2
∗
∑

N

(‖PNωn‖2L2
x(R

3) + ‖PNJn‖2L2
x(R

3)).

On the other hand, from Plancherel’s theorem we also have

Y1(t) ∼
∑

N1

N2
1 (‖PN1ω

n‖2L2
x(R

3) + ‖PN1J
n‖2L2

x(R
3)),

E(t) ∼
∑

N1

(‖PN1ω
n‖2L2

x(R
3) + ‖PN1J

n‖2L2
x(R

3)),

and hence
Y6(t) . A−1

1 Y1(t) +AN2
∗E(t).

This, along with (3.4)-(3.6), yields

d

dt
E(t) + Y1(t) . AN2

∗E(t) +A4. (3.7)

By the aid of Gronwall’s inequality, one further derives for any 1
2 ≤ s ≤ τ ≤ 1

E(τ) . eAN2
∗ (τ−s)

E(s) +A4

∫ τ

s
eAN2

∗ (τ−θ)dθ.

Thus, if 0 < τ − s ≤ A−1N−2
∗ one has

E(τ) . E(s) +A4. (3.8)

Now we further claim that
∫ 1

− 1
2

∫

R3

(|∇vn|2 + |∇Hn|2) dxdt . A4. (3.9)

Notices that the nonlinear pair (vn,Hn) fulfills

∂tv
n = ∆vn − div(v ⊗ v −H ⊗H)−∇Π, (3.10)

∂tH
n = ∆Hn + (v · ∇)H − (H · ∇)v. (3.11)

Multiplying (3.10), (3.11) by vn and Hn, respectively, and integrating with respect to x
over R3, we conclude that

1

2

d

dt

∫

R3

(|vn|2 + |Hn|2) dx+

∫

R3

(|∇vn|2 + |∇Hn|2) dx

=

∫

R3

(∇vn) : (v ⊗ v) dx+

∫

R3

[(H · ∇)v − (v · ∇)H] ·Hn − (∇vn) : (H ⊗H) dx

, I6 + I7.
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As before, we denote the nonlinear component by vn , v − vl and Hn , H − H l which
fulfil by using (1.17), (3.2)

‖(vn,Hn)‖L∞
t L3

x([− 1
2
,1]×R3) . A.

It is clear that by a simple calculation

I6 =

∫

R3

(∇vn) : (v ⊗ v) dx

=

∫

R3

(∇vn) : (vl ⊗ v + vn ⊗ vl) dx

≤1

2

∫

R3

|∇vn|2 dx+ C‖vl‖2L6
x(R

3)‖v‖2L3
x(R

3) + C‖vn‖2L3
x(R

3)‖vl‖2L6
x(R

3)

≤1

2

∫

R3

|∇vn|2 dx+ CA4.

Here we have used the fact
∫

R3

(∇vn) : (vn ⊗ vn) dx =

∫

R3

(∂iv
n
j )v

n
i v

n
j dx = 0,

due to divvn = 0. Similarly,

I7 ≤
1

2

∫

R3

|∇Hn|2 dx+ CA4.

From this, we immediately derive the desired estimate (3.9). Thus, from (3.9), we also have

∫ 3
4

3
4
−A−1N−2

∗

E(t) dt ≤
∫ 1

1
2

E(t) dt . A4,

and hence by the pigeonhole principle, there is at least one time t1 ∈ (34 −A−1N−2
∗ , 34) with

E(t1) . A5N2
∗ . Together with (3.8), we conclude that

E(t2) . E(t1) +A4 . A5N2
∗ . N3

∗ , for all t2 ∈ [t1, t1 +A−1N−2
∗ ],

E(t3) . E(t1 +A−1N−2
∗ ) +A4 . A5N2

∗ . N3
∗ , for all t3 ∈ [t1 +A−1N−2

∗ , t1 + 2A−1N−2
∗ ],

· · ·
E(tn) . E(1−A−1N−2

∗ ) +A4 . A5N2
∗ . N3

∗ , for all tn ∈ [1−A−1N−2
∗ , 1].

Through this iterative process, we can get E(t) . N3
∗ for all 3

4 ≤ t ≤ 1, which, along with
(3.7), yields

∫ 1

3
4

Y1(t) dt =

∫ 1

3
4

∫

R3

|∇ωn(t, x)|2 + |∇Jn(t, x)|2 dx dt . N3
∗ .

This further implies

∫ 1

3
4

∫

R3

|∇2v(t, x)|2 + |∇2Hn(t, x)|2 dx dt . N3
∗ (3.12)
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Here, we have used the fact

‖∇vn‖L2(R3) = ‖ωn‖L2(R3), ‖∇Hn‖L2(R3) = ‖Jn‖L2(R3),

due to div vn = divHn = 0. Iterating the estimate (3.12) (The detailed iterative process is
given in Proposition 4.2 below), we finally derive

|(v,H)(t, x)|, |∇(v,H)(t, x)|, |∇2(v,H)(t, x)| . N30
∗

on [78 , 1]× R3. This concludes Theorem 1.1.

Remark 3.1. In contrast to the proof of Proposition 1.1, we use the enstrophy-type quantity
(3.3) to derive the desired result, instead of the quantity

∫

R3

|ωn(t, x)|2 + |∇Hn(t, x)|2 dx. (3.13)

The main reason is that
∫

R3

(H · ∇)Jn · ωn dx+

∫

R3

(H · ∇)ωn · Jn dx = 0.

However, if we use the quantity (3.13), we have to deal with the term

∫

R3

(H · ∇)Jn · ωn dx+

∫

R3

(H · ∇)vnxk
·Hn

xk
dx 6= 0,

which is estimated as follows

∣∣∣
∫

R3

(H · ∇)Jn · ωn dx+

∫

R3

(H · ∇)vnxk
·Hn

xk
dx

∣∣∣

≤ ‖H‖L3(R3)‖∇ωn‖L2(R3)‖∇Hn
xk
‖L2(R3) . AY1(t).

Hence, (3.7) fails, which disable us to prove Theorem 1.1 with the help of the Gronwall’s
inequality and bootstrap technique.

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 1.2. The key ingredient of the proof is the
quantitative estimates (1.12) of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let c > 0 be a sufficiently small constant, and suppose for contra-
diction that

lim sup
t→1−

‖(v,H)(t)‖L3
x(R

3)

[log log log( 1
1−t)]

c
< +∞

Thus, for some constant M > 1, we know that there exists 0 < δ < exp{− exp exp(M
1
c )}

such that

‖(v,H)(t)‖L3
x(R

3) ≤ M [log log log(
1

1− t
)]c, t ∈ [1− δ, 1)

Applying Theorem 1.1, for c small enough (for example we can choose that 2cC8
0 < 1).

Then, we obtain

‖(v,H)(t)‖L∞
x (R3) . exp

{
exp

[
exp

(
MC8

0 · [log log log( 1

1− t
)]cC

8
0

)]}
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. exp
{
exp

[
exp

(
[log log log(

1

1− t
)]2cC

8
0

)]}

. exp
{
exp

[
exp

(1
2
[log log log(

1

1− t
)]
)]}

. exp
{
exp

[
exp

(
log log log(

1

1− t
)

1
10

)]}

. (
1

1− t
)

1
10 ,

where we used the inequality as follows

log log log(
1

1− t
)

1
10 = log log

( 1

10
log(

1

1− t
)
)

= log
[
log

1

10
+ log log(

1

1− t
)
]

> log
(1
2
log log(

1

1− t
)
)

= log
1

2
+ log log log(

1

1− t
)

>
1

2
log log log(

1

1− t
)

In particular, v and H are bounded in L2
tL

∞
x ((1 − δ, 1) × R3), contradicting the classical

blow-up criterion [32, 33]. This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

4 An upper bound estimate of N0

In this section, we will prove Proposition 1.1, which provides an upper bound estimate for
N0, in four steps. Firstly, in section 4.1, we provided an estimate of the bounded total
velocity, which is necessary for proving the construction of frequency bubbles in section 4.3.
Secondly, in section 4.2, we proved that the epochs of estimation and annuli of estimation
for v and H, both of which are crucial for proving the main results in this section. Finally,
in section 4.4, we provided an upper bound estimate for N0, which constitutes the proof of
Proposition 1.1.

4.1 Bounded total speed estimate

In this section, we consider the bounded total speed estimate for MHD system, which is
crucial for obtaining the epochs regularity and annuli regularity estimates of (v,H), as well
as for the construction of frequency bubbles. Let us emphasize that our strategy is due to
Foias, Guillopé and Temam in [12], which is much more direct and simpler compared with
Tao’s argument in [31]

Proposition 4.1. Let v,H, π,A obey the hypotheses of Proposition 1.1. Then for any
interval I ⊂ [0, 1], we have

‖(v,H)‖L1
tL

∞
x (I×R3) . A4|I| 12 . (4.1)

Proof. We will use the energy method to derive the desired result. First, we assume I =
[0, 1]. Together with the pigeonhole principle, and the estimate (3.9), ensures that there
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exists t0 ∈ [−1
2 ,−1

4 ], such that
∫

R3

|∇vn(t0)|2 + |∇Hn(t0)|2 dx . A4. (4.2)

To conclude the proof, we need to show

∫ 1

t0

‖∆(vn,Hn)‖2L2
x(R

3)(
A2 + ‖∇vn‖2

L2
x(R

3)
+ ‖∇Hn‖2

L2
x(R

3)

)2 dt . A4. (4.3)

We suppose this estimate is valid at the moment. Then from this and multiply inequality,
one has
∫ 1

0
‖vn‖L∞

x (R3) + ‖Hn‖L∞
x (R3) dt

.
∫ 1

0
‖∇vn‖

1
2

L2
x(R

3)
‖∆vn‖

1
2

L2
x(R

3)
+ ‖∇Hn‖

1
2

L2
x(R

3)
‖∆Hn‖

1
2

L2
x(R

3)
dt

.
∫ 1

0

(
A2 + ‖∇vn‖2L2

x(R
3) + ‖∇Hn‖2L2

x(R
3)

) 1
4
(
‖∆vn‖

1
2

L2
x(R

3)
+ ‖∆Hn‖

1
2

L2
x(R

3)

)
dt

.
∫ 1

0
A2 + ‖∇vn‖2L2

x(R
3) + ‖∇Hn‖2L2

x(R
3) dt+

∫ 1

0

‖∆vn‖2L2
x(R

3) + ‖∆Hn‖2L2
x(R

3)(
A2 + ‖∇vn‖2

L2
x(R

3)
+ ‖∇Hn‖2

L2
x(R

3)

)2 dt

. A4.

Together with (3.2), we finally get

‖v‖L1
tL

∞
x ([0,1]×R3) . A4, ‖H‖L1

tL
∞
x ([0,1]×R3) . A4. (4.4)

Now we remain to show (4.3). Indeed, multiplying (3.10), (3.11) by ∆vn, ∆Hn, respectively,
one concludes that

1

2

d

dt

∫

R3

|∇(vn,Hn)|2dx+

∫

R3

|∆(vn,Hn)|2 dx

=

∫

R3

(v · ∇)v ·∆vn dx+

∫

R3

(v · ∇)H ·∆Hn dx

−
∫

R3

(H · ∇)H ·∆vn dx−
∫

R3

(H · ∇)v ·∆Hn dx

=

∫

R3

(vn · ∇)vn ·∆vn dx+

∫

R3

(vn · ∇)vl ·∆vn dx+

∫

R3

(vl · ∇)vn ·∆vn dx

+

∫

R3

(vl · ∇)vl ·∆vn dx+

∫

R3

(vn · ∇)Hn ·∆Hn dx+

∫

R3

(vn · ∇)H l ·∆Hn dx

+

∫

R3

(vl · ∇)Hn ·∆Hn dx+

∫

R3

(vl · ∇)H l ·∆Hn dx−
∫

R3

(Hn · ∇)Hn ·∆vn dx

−
∫

R3

(Hn · ∇)H l ·∆vn dx−
∫

R3

(H l · ∇)Hn ·∆vn dx−
∫

R3

(H l · ∇)vl ·∆vn dx

−
∫

R3

(Hn · ∇)vn ·∆Hn dx−
∫

R3

(Hn · ∇)vl ·∆Hn dx−
∫

R3

(H l · ∇)vn ·∆Hn dx

−
∫

R3

(H l · ∇)vl ·∆Hn dx ,
16∑

i=1

Ki, (4.5)
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where according to Hölder’s inequality, Young’s inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality
and (3.2), we can give the estimates of Ki (i = 1, 2, . . . , 16) as follows

|K1| ≤ ‖vn‖L6(R3)‖∇vn‖L3(R3)‖∆vn‖L2(R3) ≤ ‖vn‖
3
2

L6(R3)
‖∆vn‖

3
2

L2(R3)

≤ 1

18
‖∆vn‖2L2(R3) + C‖∇vn‖6L2(R3),

|K2| ≤ ‖∇vl‖L3(R3)‖vn‖L6(R3)‖∆vn‖L2(R3) ≤
1

18
‖∆vn‖2L2(R3) + C‖∇vl‖2L3(R3)‖∇vn‖2L2(R3)

≤ 1

18
‖∆vn‖2L2(R3) + CA2‖∇vn‖2L2(R3).

By a similarly calculation, one has

|K3|+ |K6|+ |K7|+ |K10|+ |K11|+ |K14|+ |K15|

≤ 3

18
‖∆vn‖2L2(R3) +

2

9
‖∆Hn‖2L2(R3) + CA2(‖∇vn‖2L2(R3) + ‖∇Hn‖2L2(R3)),

|K4|+ |K8|+ |K12|+ |K16| ≤
2

9

(
‖∆Hn‖2L2(R3) + ‖∆vn‖2L2(R3)

)
+ CA4,

and

|K5|+ |K9|+ |K13| ≤
1

6

(
‖∆Hn‖2L2(R3) + ‖∆vn‖2L2(R3)

)
+C(‖∇vn‖6L2(R3) + ‖∇Hn‖6L2(R3)).

Substituting the estimate of Ki (i = 1, 2, . . . , 16) into (4.5), we get

d

dt

(
‖∇vn‖2L2

x(R
3) + ‖∇Hn‖2L2

x(R
3)

)
+ ‖∆vn‖2L2

x(R
3) + ‖∆Hn‖2L2

x(R
3)

. ‖∇vn‖6L2
x(R

3) + ‖∇Hn‖6L2
x(R

3) +A2(‖∇vn‖2L2
x(R

3) + ‖∇Hn‖2L2
x(R

3)) +A4

.
(
‖∇vn‖2L2

x(R
3) + ‖∇Hn‖2L2

x(R
3) +A2

)3
,

this implies that

d

dt

[
− (A2 + ‖∇vn‖2L2

x(R
3) + ‖∇Hn‖2L2

x(R
3))

−1
]
+

‖∆vn‖2L2
x(R

3) + ‖∆Hn‖2L2
x(R

3)(
A2 + ‖∇vn‖2

L2
x(R

3)
+ ‖∇Hn‖2

L2
x(R

3)

)2

. A2 + ‖∇vn‖2L2
x(R

3) + ‖∇Hn‖2L2
x(R

3). (4.6)

Integrating with respect to t over [t0, 1] for (4.6) and using (3.9), (4.2), we can obtain

∫ 1

t0

‖∆(vn,Hn)‖2L2
x(R

3)(
A2 + ‖∇vn‖2

L2
x(R

3)
+ ‖∇Hn‖2

L2
x(R

3)

)2 dt

.
∫ 1

t0

A2 + ‖∇vn‖2L2
x(R

3) + ‖∇Hn‖2L2
x(R

3) dt+
‖∇vn(t0)‖2L2

x(R
3) + ‖∇Hn(t0)‖2L2

x(R
3)

A4
. A4.

which is the desired estimate (4.3).
Secondly, if I = [t1, t2] ⊂⊂ [0, 1], we can invoke the scaling and translation argument to

derive the desired result. In fact, we take

vλ(t, x) , λv(λ2t+ t1, λx), Hλ(t, x) , λH(λ2t+ t1, λx), (4.7)
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with λ =
√
t2 − t1, then (vλ,Hλ) is also a classical solution of (1.1) in

[
− 1+t1

t2−t1
, 1−t1
t2−t1

]
×R3

with [−1, 1] ⊂
[
− 1+t1

t2−t1
, 1−t1
t2−t1

]
. Notices that ‖(vλ,Hλ)‖L∞

t L3
x
= ‖(v,H)‖L∞

t L3
x
≤ A, then by

(4.4), we have
‖(vλ,Hλ)‖L1

tL
∞
x ([0,1]×R3) . A4,

from which one has

‖(v,H)‖L1
tL

∞
x (I×R3) =

√
t2 − t1‖(vλ,Hλ)‖L1

tL
∞
x ([0,1]×R3) . A4|I| 12 , (4.8)

for any interval I ⊂ [0, 1].

4.2 Epochs of estimation and annuli of estimation for v and H

The role of this section in the paper is crucial, particularly in the estimation of the upper
bound for N0 using quantitative versions of the Carleman inequality. Here, the standard
argument, such as the bootstrap technique, is employed.

Proposition 4.2. Let v, π,H,A obey the hypotheses of Proposition 1.1. For any interval
I ⊂ [0, 1], there is a subinterval I ′ ⊂ I with |I ′| & A−8|I| such that

‖∇j(v,H)‖L∞
t L∞

x (I′×R3) . A35|I|− j+1
2 for j = 0, 1, 2.

Proof. Firstly, we assume I = [0, 1]. Taking the gradient of (3.10), (3.11), then taking the
inner product with ∇vn and ∇Hn respectively, we conclude that

d

dt

[1
2

∫

R3

(|∇vn|2 +
∫

R3

|∇Hn|2) dx
]
+

∫

R3

(|∇2vn|2 + |∇2Hn|2) dx

=

∫

R3

div(v ⊗ v −H ⊗H) ·∆vn dx+

∫

R3

[
(v · ∇)H − (H · ∇)v

]
·∆Hn dx , I8 + I9.

The estimates for I8 as follows

I8 =

∫

R3

div(v ⊗ v −H ⊗H) ·∆vn dx

≤1

2
‖∇2vn‖2L2

x(R
3) +C‖div(v ⊗ v)‖2L2

x(R
3) + C‖div(H ⊗H)‖2L2

x(R
3)

≤1

2
‖∇2vn‖2L2

x(R
3) +C‖v‖2L6

x(R
3)‖∇v‖2L3

x(R
3) + C‖H‖2L6

x(R
3)‖∇H‖2L3

x(R
3)

≤1

2
‖∇2vn‖2L2

x(R
3) +C

(
A2 + ‖vn‖2L6

x(R
3)

)(
A2 + ‖∇vn‖2L3

x(R
3)

)

+ C
(
A2 + ‖Hn‖2L6

x(R
3)

)(
A2 + ‖∇Hn‖2L3

x(R
3)

)

≤1

2
‖∇2vn‖2L2

x(R
3) +C

(
A2 + E1(t)

)(
A2 + E

1
2
1 (t)‖∇2vn‖L2

x(R
3)

)

+ C
(
A2 + E2(t)

)(
A2 + E

1
2
2 (t)‖∇2Hn‖L2

x(R
3)

)

≤5

8
‖∇2vn‖2L2

x(R
3) +

1

8
‖∇2Hn‖2L2

x(R
3) +C

[
A4 +A4E(t) + E(t)3

]
, (4.9)

where

E(t) , E1(t) + E2(t) =
1

2

∫

R3

|∇vn(t, x)|2 + |∇Hn(t, x)|2 dx, t ∈ [0, 1].
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Similarly, we also have

I9 ≤
5

8
‖∇2Hn‖2L2

x(R
3) +

1

8
‖∇2vn‖2L2

x(R
3) + C

[
A4 +A4E(t) + E(t)3

]
(4.10)

From (4.9) and (4.10), for any t ∈ [0, 1] we have

d

dt
E(t) +

(
‖∇2vn‖2L2

x(R
3) + ‖∇2Hn‖2L2

x(R
3)

)
≤ C

[
A4 +A4E(t) + E(t)3

]
. (4.11)

On the other hand, by the pigeonhole principle and (3.9), we can find a time t1 ∈ [0, 12 ] such
that E(t1) . A4. Now we define

t∗ = sup{ t | sup
t1≤s≤t

|E(s)| ≤ CA4},

then from (4.11), we know that for any t ∈ [t1, t
∗]

E(t) ≤ E(t1) +C

∫ t∗

t1

A4 +A4E(t) + E(t)2 dt

≤ A4 + CA12(t∗ − t1) ≤ CA4,

from which we can show that t∗ = t1 + cA−8 and c > 0 is a small absolute constant. Thus,

E(t) ≤ CA4 for t ∈ [t1, t1 + cA−8]. (4.12)

For simplicity, we set τ(s) , t1 + scA−8, inserting (4.12) back into (4.11) one has

d

dt
E(t) +

(
‖∇2vn‖2L2

x(R
3) + ‖∇2Hn‖2L2

x(R
3)

)
. A12 for t ∈ [τ(0), τ(1)],

and hence by the fundamental theorem of calculus

∫ τ(1)

τ(0)

∫

R3

(|∇2vn|2 + |∇2Hn|2) dxdt . A4. (4.13)

This, along with Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

‖vn‖L∞
x (R3) . ‖∇vn‖

1
2

L2
x(R

3)
‖∇2vn‖

1
2

L2
x(R

3)
, ‖Hn‖L∞

x (R3) . ‖∇Hn‖
1
2

L2
x(R

3)
‖∇2Hn‖

1
2

L2
x(R

3)
,

the Hölder’s inequality, (4.12), yields

‖(vn,Hn)‖L4
tL

∞
x ([τ(0),τ(1)]×R3) . A2.

Hence by (3.2), we have
‖(v,H)‖L4

tL
∞
x ([τ(0),τ(1)]×R3) . A2. (4.14)

Furthermore, from Sobolev embedding and (4.13) one has

‖(∇vn,∇Hn)‖L2
tL

6
x([τ(0),τ(1)]×R3) . A2,

which, along with (3.2) yields that

‖(∇v,∇H)‖L2
tL

6
x([τ(0),τ(1)]×R3) . A2. (4.15)
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These are subcritical regularity estimates which can be further improved through iterative
methods.
Step 1. ”Bootstrap” estimate (4.14): from L4

tL
∞
x to L∞

t L∞
x . In fact, from (1.17) that

‖(v,H)(t)‖L∞
x (R3) . ‖e(t−τ(0))∆(v,H)(τ(0))‖L∞

x (R3)

+

∫ t

τ(0)
‖e(t−t′)∆{Pdiv(H ⊗H − v ⊗ v),∇× (v ×H)}(t′)‖L∞

x (R3) dt
′

. A(t− τ(0))−
1
2 +

∫ t

τ(0)
(t− t′)−

1
2 (‖v(t)‖2L∞

x (R3) + ‖H(t)‖2L∞
x (R3)) dt

′.

This, together with (4.14) and Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality inequality, yields

‖(v,H)‖L8
tL

∞
x ([τ(0.1),τ(1)]×R3) . A4. (4.16)

Repeating the above argument, we now also see for t ∈ [τ(0.2), τ(1)] that

‖(v,H)(t)‖L∞
x (R3) . A(t− τ(0.1))−

1
2 +

∫ t

τ(0.1)
(t− t′)−

1
2 (‖v(t)‖2L∞

x (R3) + ‖H(t)‖2L∞
x (R3)) dt

′,

which, along with (4.16) and the Hölder’s inequality, leads to

‖(v,H)‖L∞
t L∞

x ([τ(0.2),τ(1)]×R3) . A8. (4.17)

Step 2.”Bootstrap” estimate (4.15): from L2
tL

6
x to L∞

t L∞
x . Notices that for t ∈ [τ(0.3), τ(1)]

one has

(∇v,∇H)(t) = e(t−τ(0.2))∆∇(v,H)(τ(0.2))

+

∫ t

τ(0.2)
e(t−t′)∆∇{Pdiv(H ⊗H − v ⊗ v),∇× (v ×H)}(t′) dt′. (4.18)

From (1.17) and (2.4), we have

‖(∇v,∇H)(t)‖L∞
x (R3) . A(t− τ(0.2))−1

+

∫ t

τ(0.2)
(t− t′)−

3
4

(
‖div(v ⊗ v)‖L6

x(R
3) + ‖div(H ⊗H)‖L6

x(R
3)

)
dt′

+

∫ t

τ(0.2)
(t− t′)−

3
4

(
‖v · ∇H‖L6

x(R
3) + ‖H · ∇v‖L6

x(R
3)

)
dt′,

where from (4.15), (4.17) and Hölder’s inequality one has

∥∥∥{div(v ⊗ v),div(H ⊗H), v · ∇H,H · ∇v}
∥∥∥
L2
tL

6
x([τ(0.2),τ(1)]×R3)

. A10,

Thus, combining with (4.18) and the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, it is concluded
that

‖(∇v,∇H)‖L4
tL

∞
x ([τ(0.3),τ(1)]×R3) . A10. (4.19)

Therefore, from (4.17), (4.19) and Hölder’s inequality, we can get

∥∥∥{div(v ⊗ v),div(H ⊗H), v · ∇H,H · ∇v}
∥∥∥
L4
tL

∞
x ([τ(0.3),τ(1)]×R3)

. A18. (4.20)
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Furthermore, for any t ∈ [τ(0.4), τ(1)] we can obtain

‖(∇v,∇H)(t)‖L∞
x (R3) . A(t− τ(0.3))−1

+

∫ t

τ(0.3)
(t− t′)−

1
2

(
‖div(v ⊗ v)‖L∞

x (R3) + ‖div(H ⊗H)‖L∞
x (R3)

)
dt′

+

∫ t

τ(0.3)
(t− t′)−

1
2

(
‖v · ∇H)‖L∞

x (R3) + ‖H · ∇v‖L∞
x (R3)

)
dt′,

and hence by (4.20) we have

‖(∇v,∇H)‖L∞
t L∞

x ([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3) . A18. (4.21)

In order to estimates ∇2v and ∇2H, we introduce a cut-off function Ξ(t) ∈ C∞
c ([0, τ(1)])

such that 0 ≤ Ξ ≤ 1 and

Ξ(t) =





1, t ∈ [τ(0.5), τ(1)],

smooth, t ∈ (τ(0.4), τ(0.5)),

0, t ∈ [0, τ(0.4)].

Thus we set S(t, x) , Ξ(t)ω(t, x), M(t, x) , Ξ(t)J(t, x) which, respectively, fulfill in
(τ(0.4), τ(1)) × R3

{
∂tS −∆S = ω∂tΞ + (S · ∇)v + (H · ∇)M − (v · ∇)S + (M · ∇)H,
S(τ(0.4), x) = 0,

and
{

∂tM −∆M = J∂tΞ + (H · ∇)S + (M · ∇)v − (v · ∇)M + (S · ∇)H + 2ΞR(v,H),
M(τ(0.4), x) = 0.

By using the maximal regularity Theorem of parabolic equations (see the page 117 of [27]),
we can obtain

‖∂tS‖L2
tL

6
x([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3) + ‖∇2S‖L2

tL
6
x([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3)

. A8
(
‖∇M‖L2

tL
6
x([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3) + ‖∇S‖L2

tL
6
x([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3)

)
+A20

. A8
[(∫ τ(1)

τ(0.4)
‖M‖

4
3

L∞
x (R3)

‖∇2M‖
2
3

L6
x(R

3)
dt
)1

2
+

(∫ τ(1)

τ(0.4)
‖S‖

4
3

L∞
x (R3)

‖∇2S‖
2
3

L6
x(R

3)
dt
)1

2
]
+A20

. A8(τ(1) − τ(0.4))
1
3

[
‖J‖

2
3

L∞
t L∞

x ([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3)
‖∇2M‖

1
3

L2
tL

6
x([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3)

+ ‖ω‖
2
3

L∞
t L∞

x ([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3)
‖∇2S‖

1
3

L2
tL

6
x([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3)

]

. A18
(
‖∇2M‖

1
3

L2
tL

6
x([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3)

+ ‖∇2S‖
1
3

L2
tL

6
x([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3)

)
+A20

≤ 1

3

(
‖∇2M‖L2

tL
6
x([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3) + ‖∇2S‖L2

tL
6
x([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3)

)
+ CA27. (4.22)

Similarly, we have

‖∂tM‖L2
tL

6
x([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3) + ‖∇2M‖L2

tL
6
x([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3)
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≤ 1

3

(
‖∇2M‖L2

tL
6
x([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3) + ‖∇2S‖L2

tL
6
x([τ(0.4),τ(1)]×R3)

)
+ CA27,

which combining with (4.22), we have

‖∇2ω‖L2
tL

6
x([τ(0.5),τ(1)]×R3) + ‖∇2J‖L2

tL
6
x([τ(0.5),τ(1)]×R3) . A27,

which, along with the Biot-Savart law and the Calderón-Zygmund estimates (see the page
380 of [27]), yields

‖(∇2u,∇2H)‖L2
tL

6
x([τ(0.5),τ(1)]×R3) = ‖(∇2(−∆)−1∇× (ω, J)‖L2

tL
6
x([τ(0.5),τ(1)]×R3)

.
( ∫ τ(1)

τ(0.5)
‖∇(ω, J)‖2L6

x(R
3) dt

) 1
2

.
( ∫ τ(1)

τ(0.5)
‖(ω, J)‖

4
3

L∞
x (R3)

‖∇2(ω, J)‖
2
3

L6
x(R

3)
dt
) 1

2

. A19, (4.23)

Now, taking the gradient of (4.18), we use Duhamel’s principle again for t ∈ [τ(0.6), τ(1)]
that

‖(∇2v,∇2H)(t)‖L∞
x (R3) . A18(t− τ(0.5))−

1
2 +

∫ t

τ(0.5)
(t− t′)−

3
4 (F,G)(t′) dt′,

where
F (t) = ‖∂kHi∂iHj +Hi∂ikHj − ∂kvi∂ivj − vi∂ikvj‖L6

x(R
3),

G(t) = ‖∂kHi∂ivj +Hi∂ikvj − ∂kvi∂iHj − vi∂ikHj‖L6
x(R

3).

By estimates (4.17), (4.21) and (4.23), we have

‖∂kHi∂iHj +Hi∂ikHj − ∂kvi∂ivj − vi∂ikvj‖L2
tL

6
x([τ(0.5),τ(1)]×R3) . A27,

‖∂kHi∂ivj +Hi∂ikvj − ∂kvi∂iHj − vi∂ikHj‖L2
tL

6
x([τ(0.5),τ(1)]×R3) . A27.

Repeat the proof process in (4.19), we have

‖(∇2v,∇2H)(t)‖L4
tL

∞
x ([τ(0.6),τ(1)]×R3) . A27,

and then
‖(∇2v,∇2H)(t)‖L∞

t L∞
x ([τ(0.7),τ(1)]×R3) . A35.

Finally, if I = [t̃1, t̃2] ⊂⊂ [0, 1], we can borrow the scaling and translation transformation
(4.7) and follow almost verbatim the proof of (4.8) to derive the desired result. Here, we
omit its details.

To invoke the Lemma 2.6, we had to prove the annuli of estimates for v and H. It is
worth noting that, compared to the approach using covering theories in Tao [31], we, as
in [2], provided a simple and direct proof from a new perspective by using the ε-regularity
method.
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Proposition 4.3. Let (v,H, p) : [−1, 1] × R3 → R3 × R3 × R be a classical solution of
(1.1) satisfying (1.17). There exist a absolute constant ε′∗ ∈ (0, 14 ] such that if 0 < T ′ ≤ 1

64 ,
R0 ≥ 1 and

µ′ = − log ε′∗
logA

.

Then there exists a scale

16R0

√
T ′ ≤ R̃ ≤ 16e2µ

′Aµ′+2
R0

√
T ′,

such that on the region

Ω := {(t, x) ∈ [−T ′, 0] ×R
3 : R̃ ≤ |x| ≤ Aµ′

4
R̃},

we have

‖∇j(v,H)‖L∞
t L∞

x (Ω) . A−µ′

3 (T ′)−
j+1
2 for j = 0, 1, 2.

Proof. Fix any R0 ≥ 1, we can from (1.17) and Calderón-Zygund inequality obtain

∞∑

k=0

∫ 0

−1

∫

(Aµ′ )kR0≤|x|≤(Aµ′)k+1R0

|v|3 + |H|3 + |Π| 32 dxdt ≤ A.

By the pigeonhole principle, there exists k0 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , ⌈Aµ′+1⌉} such that

∫ 0

−1

∫

(Aµ′ )k0R0≤|x|≤(Aµ′)k0+1R0

|v|3 + |H|3 + |Π| 32 dxdt ≤ A−µ′
.

Let us define R′ , Aµ′k0R0, then

R0 ≤ R′ ≤ e2µ
′Aµ′+2

R0,

and
∫ 0

−1

∫

R′≤|x|≤Aµ′R′

|v|3 + |H|3 + |Π| 32 dxdt ≤ A−µ′
.

which implies

sup
x′∈Γ

∫ 0

−1

∫

B1(x′)
|v|3 + |H|3 + |Π| 32 dxdt ≤ A−µ′

= ε′∗.

with
Γ , {x : R′ + 1 ≤ |x| ≤ Aµ′

R′ − 1}.
Here, ε′∗ is defined in Corollary 2.1. Then, by applying Corollary 2.1, one has for j = 0, 1, 2

sup
x′∈Γ

‖∇j(v,H)‖L∞(Q 1
8
(x′,0)) ≤ C ′

jA
−µ′

3

which also implies

‖∇j(v,H)‖L∞(Γ×[− 1
64

,0]) ≤ C ′
jA

−µ′

3 . (4.24)
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Now to conclude the proof, we take a scaling transformation

(vλ
′
,Hλ′

)(t, x) , λ′(v,H)(λ′2t, λ′x) j = 0, 1, 2,

with λ′ = 8
√
T ′, which is also the classical solution of (1.1) in [− 1

64T ′ ,
1

64T ′ ] × R3 with
[−1, 1] ⊂ [− 1

64T ′ ,
1

64T ′ ]. Then from (4.24), one has for j = 0, 1, 2

‖∇j(v,H)‖
L∞
t L∞

x ([−T ′,0]×(B(0,A
µ′

4
R̃)\B(0,R̃))

=
1

(λ′)j+1
‖∇j(vλ

′
,Hλ′

)‖
L∞
t L∞

x ([− 1
64

,0]×(B(0,A
µ′

2
R′)\B(0,2R′))

. A−µ′

3 (T ′)−
j+1
2

with R̃ = 16
√
T ′R′. Here

{x : 2R′ ≤ |x| ≤ Aµ′

2
R′} ⊂ Γ,

due to

Aµ′
R′ − 1 ≥ Aµ′

2
R′ ≥ 2R′ ≥ R′ + 1.

4.3 Frequency bubbles of concentration

Proposition 4.4. Let (v,H, π) : [−1, 1]×R3 → R3×R3×R be a classical solution of (1.1)
satisfying (1.17). If there exists (t1, x1) ∈ [0, 1] × R3

|PN1(v,H)(t1, x1)| ≥ A−1
1 N1

with N1 ≥ A3. Then there exists (t2, x2) ∈ [−1, t1]×R3 and N2 ∈ [A−1
2 N1, A2N1] such that

A−1
3 N−2

1 ≤ t1 − t2 ≤ A3N
−2
1 , |x2 − x1| ≤ A4N

−1
1

and
|PN2(v,H)(t2, x2)| ≥ A−1

1 N2.

Proof. First, Let us define (vN1 ,HN1)(t, x) = N−1
1 (v,H)

(
t

N2
1
, x
N1

)
which is a solution of

(1.1) in (−N2
1 , N

2
1 )× R3. Notices that by a simple calculation,

P1(vN1 ,HN1)(t, x) = N−1
1 PN1(v,H)

( t

N2
1

,
x

N1

)
,

which implies that

|P1(vN1 ,HN1)(x1, t1)| ≥ A−1
1 . (4.25)

Due to translation invariance, we also assume (x1, t1) = (0, 0). In the following, we consider
(vN1 ,HN1) in (−N2

1 , N
2
1 )×R3 which still denoted by (v,H) for simplicity. Now, assume for

contradiction that the claim fails, then for all A−1
2 ≤ N ≤ A2, we have

‖PN (v,H)‖L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3,−A−1
3 ]×B(0,A4))

≤ A−1
1 N. (4.26)
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Now we claim that the estimate (4.26) is valid in [−A3, 0]×B(0, A4). To do this, we apply
PN to both sides of (1.1) and find that by (1.17) and (2.2)

‖PN∆(v,H)‖L∞
x (R3) . N3‖(v,H)‖L3

x(R
3) . AN3,

On the other hand, using Hölder inequality, one derives

‖v ⊗ v −H ⊗H‖
L
3/2
x (R3)

. ‖v‖2L3
x(R

3) + ‖H‖2L3
x(R

3) . A2,

‖v ×H‖
L
3/2
x (R3)

. ‖v‖L3
x(R

3)‖H‖L3
x(R

3) . A2.

This, together Lemma 2.1, yields

‖PNP div(v ⊗ v −H ⊗H)‖L∞
x (R3) . N3‖v ⊗ v −H ⊗H‖

L
3/2
x (R3)

. A2N3,

‖PN∇× (v ×H)‖L∞
x (R3) . N3‖v ×H‖

L
3/2
x (R3)

. A2N3,

from which one further obtains

‖∂tPN (v,H)‖L∞
t L∞

x ([−A−1
3 ,0]×R3) . ‖PN∆(v,H)‖L∞

t L∞
x ([−A−1

3 ,0]×R3)

+ ‖PNP div(v ⊗ v −H ⊗H)‖L∞
t L∞

x ([−A−1
3 ,0]×R3)

+ ‖PN∇× (v ×H)‖L∞
t L∞

x ([−A−1
3 ,0]×R3)

. A2N3.

(4.27)

Therefore, it is clear that for any t ∈ [−A−1
3 , 0]

‖PNv(·, t)‖L∞
x (B(0,A4)) ≤

∣∣∣‖PNv(·, t)‖L∞
x (B(0,A4)) − ‖PNv(·,−A−1

3 )‖L∞
x (B(0,A4))

∣∣∣+A−1
1 N

=
∣∣∣
∫ t

−A−1
3

∂s‖PNv(·, s)‖L∞
x (B(0,A4)) ds

∣∣∣+A−1
1 N

≤ A−1
3 ‖∂tPNv‖L∞

t L∞
x ([−A−1

3 ,0]×R3) +A−1
1 N

≤ A−1
3 A2N3 +A−1

1 N . A−1
1 N.

Similarly,
‖PN2H‖L∞

t L∞
x ([−A−1

3 ,0]×B(0,A4))
. A−1

1 N.

The above calculation, along with (4.26), yields

‖PN (v,H)‖L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3,0]×B(0,A4)) . A−1
1 N, A−1

2 ≤ N ≤ A2. (4.28)

In the following, we split our proof into four steps for the clarity.

Step 1. The L∞
t L

3
2
x estimates of PN (v,H) for N ≥ A−1

2 .
For t ∈ [−A3, 0], using Duhamel’s formula, (1.1) and Hölder inequality, it follows that

‖PN (v,H)(·, t)‖
L

3
2
x (B(0,A4))

≤ ‖e(t+2A3)∆PN (v,H)(−2A3)‖
L

3
2
x (B(0,A4))

+

∫ t

−2A3

‖e(t−t′)∆PN{Pdiv(v ⊗ v −H ⊗H),∇× (v ×H)}(t′)‖
L

3
2
x (R3)

dt′

. AA4e
−N2(t+2A3)

20 +

∫ t

−2A3

e−
N2(t−t′)

20 N
(
‖v‖L3

x(R
3) + ‖H‖L3

x(R
3)

)
dt′

. AA4e
−N2A3

20 +A2N−1 . A2N−1.

(4.29)
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Step 2. The L∞
t L1

x estimates of PN (v,H) for A
− 1

2
2 ≤ N ≤ A3A40

4 .
For t ∈ [−A3

2 , 0], from (2.3) and (1.17) we can obtain

‖PNv(t)‖
L1
x(B(0,

5A4
8

))
≤ ‖e(t+A3)∆PNv(−A3)‖L1

x(B(0,
5A4
8

))

+

∫ t

−A3

‖PNe(t−t′)∆
Pdiv[P̃N (v ⊗ v −H ⊗H)](t′)‖

L1
x(B(0,

5A4
8

))
dt′

. AA2
4e

−N2A3
40 +

∫ t

−A3

Ne−
N2(t−t′)

20

(
‖P̃N (v ⊗ v −H ⊗H)‖

L1
x(B(0,

3A4
4

)

+A−50
4 A4‖P̃N (v ⊗ v −H ⊗H)‖

L
3
2
x (R3)

)
dt′

. A3N−2 +N−1
(
‖P̃N (v ⊗ v)‖

L∞
t L1

x([−A3,0]×B(0,
3A4
4

))

+ ‖P̃N (H ⊗H)‖
L∞
t L1

x([−A3,0]×B(0,
3A4
4

))

)
+A−40

4 N−1. (4.30)

In order to estimate the L∞
t L1

x([−A3, 0]×B(0, 3A4
4 )) for P̃N (v ⊗ v,H ⊗H), we can write

P̃N (v ⊗ v) = P̃N (P> N
100

v ⊗ v) + P̃N (P≤ N
100

v ⊗ P> N
100

v),

where we have used the fact that (1.18). From (2.1), (1.17), (4.29) and Hölder inequality,
we have

‖P̃N (P> N
100

v ⊗ v, P≤ N
100

v ⊗ P> N
100

v)‖
L∞
t L1

x([−A3,0]×B(0,
3A4
4

))

. ‖(P> N
100

v ⊗ v, P≤ N
100

v ⊗ P> N
100

v)‖L∞
t L1

x([−A3,0]×B(0,A4))

+A−50
4 A4‖(P> N

100
v ⊗ v, P≤ N

100
v ⊗ P> N

100
v)‖

L∞
t L

3
2
x ([−A3,0]×R3)

. A
∑

N ′> N
100

‖PN ′v‖
L∞
t L

3
2
x ([−A3,0]×B(0,A4))

+ ‖P≤ N
100

v‖L∞
t L3

x([−A3,0]×B(0,A4))‖P> N
100

v‖
L∞
t L

3
2
x ([−A3,0]×B(0,A4))

+A−50
4 A4A

2

. A3
∑

N ′> N
100

N ′−1
+A3N−1 +A−40

4 . A3N−1 +A−40
4 .

We thus have

‖P̃N (v ⊗ v)‖
L∞
t L1

x([−A3,0]×B(0,
3A4
4

))
. A3N−1 +A−40

4 .

Repeat the calculation process, obviously we can get

‖P̃N (H ⊗H)‖
L∞
t L1

x([−A3,0]×B(0,
3A4
4

))
. A3N−1 +A−40

4 .

Combining with (4.30), we have the estimate

‖PNv‖
L∞
t L1

x([−A3,0]×B(0,
5A4
8

))
. A3N−2 +A−40

4 N−1 . A3N−2
(4.31)

due to A
− 1

2
2 ≤ N ≤ A3A40

4 . Similarly,

‖PNH‖
L∞
t L1

x([−A3,0]×B(0,
5A4
8

))
. A3N−2 +A−40

4 N−1 . A3N−2. (4.32)
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for A
− 1

2
2 ≤ N ≤ A3A40

4 .

Step 3. The L∞
t L2

x estimates of PN (v,H) for A
− 1

3
2 ≤ N ≤ A

1
3
2 .

By using Duhamel’s formula, (1.1) and the triangle inequality as before, for any t ∈ [−A3
3 , 0]

we have

‖PNv(t)‖
L2
x(B(0,

A4
4
))
≤ ‖e(t+

A3
2
)∆PNv(−A3

2
)‖

L2
x(B(0,

A4
4
))

+

∫ t

−A3
2

‖PNe(t−t′)∆
Pdiv[P̃N (v ⊗ v −H ⊗H)](t′)‖

L2
x(B(0,

A4
4
))
dt′

. AA
1
2
4 e

−N2A3
120 +N

1
2

(
‖P̃N (v ⊗ v)‖

L∞
t L1

x([−
A3
2
,0]×B(0,

A4
3
))

+ ‖P̃N (H ⊗H)‖
L∞
t L1

x([−
A3
2
,0]×B(0,

A4
3
))

)
+A−40

4 . (4.33)

In order to estimate ‖P̃N (v ⊗ v)‖
L∞
t L1

x([−
A3
2
,0]×B(0,

A4
3
))
, we split

P̃N (v(t′)⊗ v(t′))

=
∑

N ′∼N ′′.N

P̃N (PN ′v(t′)⊗ PN ′′v(t′)) +
∑

N ′.N ′′∼N

P̃N (PN ′v(t′)⊗ PN ′′v(t′))

+
∑

N
′′.N

′∼N

P̃N (PN ′v(t′)⊗ PN ′′v(t′)) +
∑

N.N ′∼N
′′

P̃N (PN ′v(t′)⊗ PN ′′v(t′)).

Here
∑

N ′∼N
′′.N P̃N (PN ′v(t′)⊗PN

′′v(t′)), called by the “low-low” term, disappears due to

(1.18). Then, we use the triangle inequality, Hölder inequality, (2.1), and (4.28)-(4.32) to
deduce

‖P̃N (v ⊗ v)‖
L∞
t L1

x([−
A3
2
,0]×B(0,

A4
3
))

.
∑

N ′.N ′′∼N

‖PN ′v ⊗ PN
′′v‖

L∞
t L1

x([−
A3
2
,0]×B(0,

A4
2
))

+
∑

N.N ′∼N ′′

‖PN ′v ⊗ PN
′′ v‖

L∞
t L1

x([−
A3
2
,0]×B(0,

A4
2
))
+A−40

4

.
( ∑

N ′≤A−1
2

+
∑

A−1
2 ≤N ′.N

)
‖PN ′v‖

L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3
2
,0]×B(0,

A4
2
))
‖PNv‖

L∞
t L1

x([−
A3
2
,0]×B(0,

A4
2
))

+
∑

N.N ′≤A2

‖PN ′v‖
L∞
t L1

x([−
A3
2
,0]×B(0,

A4
2
))
‖PN ′v‖

L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3
2
,0]×B(0,

A4
2
))

+
∑

N ′≥A2

‖PN ′v‖
3
2

L∞
t L

3
2
x ([−A3

2
,0]×B(0,

A4
2
))
‖PN ′v‖

1
2

L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3
2
,0]×B(0,

A4
2
))
+A−40

4

.
∑

N ′≤A−1
2

AN ′A3N−2 +
∑

A−1
2 ≤N ′.N

A−1
1 N ′A3N−2

+
∑

N.N ′≤A2

A3(N ′)−2A−1
1 N ′ +

∑

N ′≥A2

(A2(N ′)−1)
3
2 (AN ′)

1
2 +A−40

4

. A4A−1
2 N−2 +A−1

1 A3N−1 +A4A−1
2 +A−40

4 . (4.34)
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Similarly, we also have

‖P̃N (H ⊗H)‖
L∞
t L1

x([−
A3
2
,0]×B(0,

A4
3
))
. A4A−1

2 N−2 +A−1
1 A3N−1 +A4A−1

2 +A−40
4 ,

which, along with (4.33) and (4.34), yields

‖PNv‖
L∞
t L2

x([−
A3
3
,0]×B(0,

A4
4
))
. A3A−1

1 N− 1
2 .

Similarly,

‖PNH‖
L∞
t L2

x([−
A3
3
,0]×B(0,

A4
4
))
. A3A−1

1 N− 1
2 .

Step 4. End of the proof.
First, using the hypothesis (4.25) and Duhamel’s formula, one has

A−1
1 ≤ |P1(v,H)(0, 0)|

≤ |e
A3
4
∆P1(v,H)(−A3

4
, 0)|

+

∫ 0

−A3
4

|e−t′∆P1P̃1{Pdiv[(v ⊗ v −H ⊗H)],∇× (v ×H)}(t′, 0)| dt′

. Ae−
A3
80 +

∫ 0

−A3
4

e
t′

20

(
‖P̃1(v ⊗ v −H ⊗H, v ×H)‖

L∞
x (B(0,

A4
8
))
+A−50

4 A2
)
dt′

≤ 1

2
A−1

1 + C

∫ 0

−A3
4

e
t′

20

(
‖P̃1(v ⊗ v)‖

L∞
x (B(0,

A4
8
))

+ ‖P̃1(H ⊗H)‖
L∞
x (B(0,

A4
8
))
+ ‖P̃1(v ×H)‖

L∞
x (B(0,

A4
8
))

)
dt′. (4.35)

To conclude the proof, we need to consider ‖P̃1(v ⊗ v)‖
L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3
4
,0]×B(0,

A4
8
))
, ‖P̃1(H ⊗

H)‖
L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3
4
,0]×B(0,

A4
8
))
and ‖P̃1(v ×H)‖

L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3
4
,0]×B(0,

A4
8
))
, respectively. Indeed,

‖P̃1(v ⊗ v)‖
L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3
4
,0]×B(0,

A4
8
))

.
∑

N ′.N
′′∼1

‖PN ′v ⊗ PN ′′v‖
L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3
4
,0]×B(0,

A4
4
))

+
∑

1.N ′∼N
′′≤A

1
3
2

‖PN ′v ⊗ PN ′′v‖
L∞
t L1

x([−
A3
4
,0]×B(0,

A4
4
))

+
∑

N ′∼N
′′≥A

1
3
2

‖PN ′v ⊗ PN ′′ v‖
L∞
t L1

x([−
A3
4
,0]×B(0,

A4
4
))
+A−40

4

.
∑

A−1
2 ≤N ′.N

′′∼1

‖PN ′v‖
L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3
4
,0]×B(0,

A4
4
))
‖PN ′′ v‖

L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3
4
,0]×B(0,

A4
4
))

+
∑

N ′≤A−1
2 , N

′′∼1

‖PN ′v‖
L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3
4
,0]×B(0,

A4
4
))
‖PN ′′ v‖

L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3
4
,0]×B(0,

A4
4
))

+
∑

1.N ′∼N ′′≤A
1
3
2

‖PN ′v‖
L∞
t L2

x([−
A3
4
,0]×B(0,

A4
4
))
‖PN ′′ v‖

L∞
t L2

x([−
A3
4
,0]×B(0,

A4
4
))
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+
∑

A
1
3
2 ≤N ′∼N

′′

‖PN ′v‖
3
2

L∞
t L

3
2
x ([−A3

4
,0]×B(0,

A4
4
))
‖PN ′′ v‖

1
2

L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3
4
,0]×B(0,

A4
4
))
+A−40

4

.
∑

A−1
2 ≤N ′.N

′′∼1

(A−1
1 N ′)(A−1

1 N
′′
) +

∑

N ′≤A−1
2 , N

′′∼1

(AN ′)(AN
′′
)

+
∑

1.N ′∼N ′′≤A
1
3
2

[
A3A−1

1 (N ′)−
1
2

]2
+

∑

A
1
3
2 ≤N ′∼N ′′

[A2(N ′)−1]
3
2 (AN ′)

1
2 +A−40

4

. A−2
1 +A2A−1

2 +A6A−2
1 +A

7
2A

− 1
3

2 +A−40
4 . A6A−2

1 .

Similarly, we have

‖P̃1(H ⊗H)‖
L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3
4
,0]×B(0,

A4
8
))
+ ‖P̃1(v ×H)‖

L∞
t L∞

x ([−A3
4
,0]×B(0,

A4
8
))
. A6A−2

1 .

Putting the above estimate into (4.35) we get

A−1
1 . A6A−2

1

which derives a contradiction. That is there exist (t̃, x̃) ∈ [−A3,−A−1
3 ] × B(0, A4) and

Ñ ∈ [A−1
2 , A2] such that

|PÑ (vN1 ,HN1)(t̃, x̃)| ≥ A−1
1 Ñ .

On the other hand,

N1PÑ
(vN1 ,HN1)(t̃, x̃) = P

Ñ
(v,H)(

t̃

N2
1

,
x̃

N1
)

= N3
1

∫

Ñ
4
≤|ξ|≤Ñ

e2πix̃·ξ[ϕ(
ξ

Ñ
)− ϕ(

2ξ

Ñ
)](v̂, Ĥ)(

t̃

N2
1

, N1ξ) dξ

=

∫
N1Ñ

4
≤|ξ′|≤N1Ñ

e
2πi x̃

N1
·ξ′
[ϕ(

ξ′

N1Ñ
)− ϕ(

2ξ′

N1Ñ
)](v̂, Ĥ)(

t̃

N2
1

, ξ′) dξ′

= PN1Ñ
(v,H)(t2, x2),

with (t2, x2) = ( t̃
N2

1
, x̃
N1

) ∈ [−A3N
−2
1 ,−A−1

3 N−2
1 ]×B(0, A4N

−1
1 ). Therefore,

|PN2(v,H)(t2, x2)| ≥ A−1
1 N2.

with N2 = N1Ñ ∈ [A−1
2 N1, A2N1]. This, along with the translation invariance of system

(1.1), concludes the proof.

Corollary 4.1. Let (v,H, p) : [−1, 1] × R3 → R3 × R3 × R be a classical solution of (1.1)
satisfying (1.17) and N0 > A4. For t0 = 1, if there exists x0 ∈ R3 such that

|PN0(v,H)(t0, x0)| ≥ A−1
1 N0.

Then for every A4N
−2
0 ≤ T1 ≤ A−1

4 , there exist

(t1, x1) ∈ [t0 − T1, t0 −A−3
3 T1]×B(x0, A

2
4T

1
2
1 ),
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and

A−1
3 T

− 1
2

1 ≤ N1 ≤ A
1
2
3 T

− 1
2

1 ,

such that
|PN1(v,H)(t1, x1)| ≥ A−1

1 N1.

Proof. By iteratively applying Proposition 4.4, we may find a sequence

(t0, x0), (t1, x1), . . . , (tn, xn) ∈ [−1, 1] × R
3,

and N0, N1, . . . , Nn > 0 for some n ≥ 1, with the properties

|PNi(v,H)(ti, xi)| ≥ A−1
1 Ni (4.36)

A−1
2 Ni−1 ≤ Ni ≤ A2Ni−1, (4.37)

A−1
3 N−2

i−1 ≤ ti−1 − ti ≤ A3N
−2
i−1, (4.38)

|xi − xi−1| ≤ A4N
−1
i−1, (4.39)

for all i = 1, 2, . . . , n. Firstly, we claim the above iterations n < ∞. Indeed, since (v,H) is
a classical solution of (1.1), one has

A−1
1 Ni ≤ |PNi(v,H)(ti, xi)| ≤ ‖(v,H)‖L∞

t L∞
x ([−1,1]×R3) , L < ∞,

which, together with (4.38), implies

ti−1 − ti ≥ A−1
3 A−2

1 L−2.

This leads us to infer
n ≤ 2A3A

2
1L

2 < ∞.

Secondly, we prove tn < 1−T1 for any T1 ∈ [A4N
−2
0 , A−1

4 ]. In fact, we notice by Proposition
4.4 that if the iteration (4.36)-(4.39) stops, either Nn < A3 or tn is close to −1. If Nn < A3,
then by (4.38), (4.37)

tn−1 − tn ≥ A−1
3 N−2

n−1 ≥ A−1
3 A−2

2 N−2
n > A−3

3 A−2
2 .

This implies

tn < 1−A−3
3 A−2

2 < 1−A−1
4 ≤ 1− T1 ≤ 1−A4N

−2
0 < t1,

due to tn−1 < 1. On the other hand, if tn ∈ [−1, 0), it is clear that

tn < 0 < 1−A−1
4 ≤ 1− T1 ≤ 1−A4N

−2
0 < 1−A3N

−2
0 < t1,

i.e., tn < 1− T1 < t1. Now, we define

m = max{0 ≤ i < n | ti ≥ 1− T1},

then 1 ≤ m ≤ n− 1 (n ≥ 2) and tm+1 < 1− T1. Next, we split our proof into two steps.

Step 1. For any T1 ∈ [A4N
−2
0 , A−1

4 ], there exists some 1 ≤ i ≤ m such that

A−1
3 T

− 1
2

1 ≤ Ni . A
1
2
3 T

− 1
2

1 , 1− T1 ≤ ti . 1−A−3
3 T1 (4.40)
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In fact, from (4.38),

T1 < 1− tm+1 =

m+1∑

i=1

(ti−1 − ti) ≤
m∑

i=0

A3N
−2
i .

this, together with the pigeonhole principle, shows that there exists some i ∈ {0, 1 . . . ,m}
such that

N−1
i ≥ 1

m+ 1
A

− 1
2

3 T
1
2
1 . (4.41)

If the above inequality is valid for i = 0, then

A4A
−1
3 T1 . A4N

−2
0 ≤ T1,

which derives a contradiction. Thus (4.41) is valid only for some 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Finally, (4.41),
along with (4.38) and (4.37), implies

T1 ≥ 1− ti ≥ ti−1 − ti ≥ A−1
3 N−2

i−1 ≥ A−1
3 A−2

2 N−2
i ≥ A−2

3 N−2
i & A−3

3 T1.

This, together with (4.41), leads to (4.40).
Step 2. Let i be given by Step 1, then

|xi − x0| . A2
4T

1
2
1 . (4.42)

In fact, from (4.39) it is clear that

|xi − x0| ≤
i∑

k=1

|xk − xk−1| ≤ A4

i∑

k=1

N−1
k−1. (4.43)

To conclude the proof, we have to estimate
∑i

k=1N
−1
k−1. First, we notices that from (4.27)

we have for all t ∈ [ti −A−1
3 N−2

i , ti] (i ∈ {0, 1 . . . ,m− 1})

‖PNi(v,H)(ti)‖L∞
x (R3) − ‖PNi(v,H)(t)‖L∞

x (R3)

≤
∥∥∥
∫ ti

t
∂sPNi(v,H)(s) ds

∥∥∥
L∞
x (R3)

≤ (ti − t)‖∂tPNi(v,H)‖L∞
t L∞

x ([0,1]×R3)

≤ A−2
3 A2Ni.

This, together with (4.36), yields

‖PNi(v,H)(t)‖L∞
x (R3) & A−1

1 Ni.

Besides, applying (4.1) and (4.36), we conclude that

m−1∑

i=0

∫ ti

ti−A−1
3 N−2

i

A−1
1 Ni dt .

m−1∑

i=0

∫ ti

ti−A−1
3 N−2

i

‖PNi(v,H)‖L∞
x (R3) dt

. ‖(v,H)‖L1
tL

∞
x ([1−T1,1]×R3)

. A4T
1
2
1 ,
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and thus

m−1∑

i=0

N−1
i . A2

3T
1
2
1 . (4.44)

Here we have used the fact

m−1⋃

i=1

[ti −A−1
3 N−2

i , ti] ⊂ [1− T1, 1],

and
(ti −A−1

3 N−2
i , ti) ∩ (tj −A−1

3 N−2
j , tj) = ∅ for 0 ≤ i 6= j ≤ m− 1.

If i ≤ m− 1, then we immediately derive (4.42) from (4.43) and (4.44). Now, if i = m, we

notice from (4.40) that Ni . A3T
1
2
1 , then we can extend the sum (4.44) to the final index

m. Thus, (4.42) is still valid. This completes the proof.

4.4 The proof of Proposition 1.1

The proof of Proposition 1.1. Thanks to translation invariance, we assume (t0, x0) = (0, 0).
By Corollary 4.1, we can know that for any A4N

−2
0 ≤ T1 ≤ A−1

4 , there exists

(t1, x1) ∈ [−T1,−A−3
3 T1]×B(0, A2

4T
1
2
1 ),

and

A−1
3 T

− 1
2

1 ≤ N1 ≤ A
1
2
3 T

− 1
2

1 , (4.45)

such that
|PN1(v,H)(t1, x1)| ≥ A−1

1 N1.

The rest of the proof is divided into five steps.
Step 1. Transfer of concentration in Fourier space to physical space. The purpose of this
step is to prove the following estimate:

∫

B(0,A4
4T

1
2
1 )

|ω(t, x)|2 + |∇H(t, x)|2 + T−1
1 |H(t, x)|2 dx ≥ C∗A

17
2
4 T

− 1
2

1 . (4.46)

for all t ∈ I ′′. Here, I ′′ ⊂⊂ [t1, t1 + A−2
1 N−2

1 ] ∩ [−T1,−A−3
3 T1] is defined below. From the

Biot-Savart law
PN1v(t1, x1) = (−∆)−1PN1∇× P̃N1ω(t1, x1),

and hence by (2.1), (2.2), (1.17) we have

A−1
1 N1 ≤‖PN1(v,H)(t1, x)‖L∞(B(x1,

A1
2N1

))

≤C∗N
−1
1 ‖P̃N1(ω,∇H)(t1)‖L∞(B(x1,

A1
N1

))
+ C∗A

−50
1 N−1

1 ‖P̃N1(ω,∇H)(t1)‖L∞(R3)

≤C∗N
−1
1 ‖P̃N1(ω,∇H)(t1)‖L∞(B(x1,

A1
N1

))
+ C∗AA

−50
1 N1

≤C∗N
−1
1 ‖P̃N1(ω,∇H)(t1)‖L∞(B(x1,

A1
N1

))
+

1

2
A−1

1 N1.
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Here and in the follow, C∗ > 0 is a constant and independent of A1, N1 , which may vary
from line to line. Similarly, we also have

A−1
1 N1 ≤‖PN1 P̃N1H(t1, x)‖L∞(B(x1,

A1
2N1

))

≤C∗‖P̃N1H(t1)‖L∞(B(x1,
A1
N1

))
+ C∗A

−50
1 AN1

≤C∗‖P̃N1H(t1)‖L∞(B(x1,
A1
N1

))
+

1

2
A−1

1 N1.

Thus, for some x′1, x
′
2 ∈ B(x1,

A1
N1

) ⊂ B(0, A
5
2
4 T

1
2
1 ) one has

|P̃N1(ω(t1, x
′
1),∇H(t1, x

′
1))| ≥ C∗A

−1
1 N2

1 ; |P̃N1H(t1, x
′
2)| ≥ C∗A

−1
1 N1.

Notices that by using (2.2), (1.17) and (4.27), it follows that for any (t, x) ∈ [−1, 1]× R3

|∇P̃N1(ω,∇H)| ≤ C∗AN
3
1 ; |∇P̃N1H| ≤ C∗AN

2
1

and
|∂tP̃N1(ω,∇H)| ≤ C∗A

2N4
1 ; |∂tP̃N1H| ≤ C∗A

2N3
1 .

Then, for any (t, x) ∈ [t1, t1 +A−2
1 N−2

1 ]×B(x′1, A
−2
1 N−1

1 ), we have

C∗A
−1
1 N2

1 − |P̃N1(ω,∇H)(t, x)| ≤ |P̃N1(ω,∇H)(t1, x
′
1)| − |P̃N1(ω,∇H)(t, x)|

≤ |∇P̃N1(ω,∇H)||x− x′1|+ |∂tP̃N1(ω,∇H)||t − t1|
≤ C∗AN

3
1A

−2
1 N−1

1 + C∗A
2N4

1A
−2
1 N−2

1

≤ C∗
2
A−1

1 N2
1 .

This implies that on [t1, t1 +A−2
1 N−2

1 ]×B(x′1, A
−2
1 N−1

1 )

|P̃N1(ω,∇H)| ≥ C∗
2
A−1

1 N2
1 .

From this and (4.45), one has for t ∈ [t1, t1 +A−2
1 N−2

1 ]

∫

B(0,A3
4T

1
2
1 )

|P̃N1(ω,∇H)(t, x)|2 dx ≥ C∗A
17
2
4 T

− 1
2

1 , (4.47)

due to B(x′1, A
−2
1 N−1

1 ) ⊂ B(0, A3
4T

1
2
1 ). Similarly, one also has

|P̃N1H(t, x)| ≥ C∗
2
A−1

1 N1,

for any (t, x) ∈ [t1, t1 +A−2
1 N−2

1 ]×B(x′2, A
−2
1 N−1

1 ), and further derives with help of (4.45)

∫

B(0,A3
4T

1
2
1 )

|P̃N1H(t, x)|2 dx ≥ C∗A
17
2
4 T

1
2
1 , t ∈ [t1, t1 +A−2

1 N−2
1 ].

On the other hand, Proposition 4.2 implies that there is an interval

I ′ ⊂ I = [t1, t1 +A−2
1 N−2

1 ] ∩ [−T1,−A−3
3 T1] ⊂ [−1, 0],
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with |I ′| = A−8|I| such that for every (t, x) ∈ I ′ × R3

‖∇j(v,H)(t, x)‖L∞
t L∞

x (I′×R3) ≤ C∗A
35|I|− j+1

2 for j = 0, 1, 2. (4.48)

Now we take

|I ′′| = 1

64C2∗A70
|I ′|,

and derive by (4.48)

‖∇j(v,H)(t, x)‖L∞
t L∞

x (I′′×R3) ≤ C∗A
35−4(j+1)|I ′|− j+1

2

= C∗A
35−4(j+1)(64C2

∗A
70)−

j+1
2 |I ′′|− j+1

2

≤ 1

8j+1
|I ′′|− j+1

2 for j = 0, 1, 2.

(4.49)

Finally, by (2.1), (4.47) and (4.49) we have for any t ∈ I ′′

C
1
2∗ A

17
4
4 T

− 1
4

1 ≤ ‖P̃N1(ω,∇H)(t, ·)‖
L2
x(B(0,A3

4T
1
2
1 ))

≤ C∗‖(ω,∇H)‖
L2
x(B(0,A4

4T
1
2
1 ))

+ C∗A
−50
4

(
A3

4T
1
2
1

) 3
2‖(ω,∇H)(t, x)‖L∞

x (R3)

≤ C∗‖(ω,∇H)‖
L2
x(B(0,A4

4T
1
2
1 ))

+ C∗A
−40
4

(
A3

4T
1
2
1

) 3
2
T−1
1

≤ C∗‖(ω,∇H)‖
L2
x(B(0,A4

4T
1
2
1 ))

+
C

1
2∗
2

A
17
4
4 T

− 1
4

1 ,

C
1
2∗ A

17
4
4 T

1
4
1 ≤ ‖P̃N1H‖

L2
x(B(0,A3

4T
1
2
1 ))

≤ C∗‖H‖
L2
x(B(0,A4

4T
1
2
1 ))

+C∗A
−50
4

(
A3

4T
1
2
1

) 3
2 ‖H‖L∞

x (R3)

≤ C∗‖H‖
L2
x(B(0,A4

4T
1
2
1 ))

+C∗A
−40
4

(
A3

4T
1
2
1

) 3
2
T
− 1

2
1

≤ C∗‖H‖
L2
x(B(0,A4

4T
1
2
1 ))

+
C

1
2∗
2

A
17
4
4 T

1
4
1 .

Combining the above calculations, we obtain the desired estimate (4.46). The following
step use the Carleman inequality to transfer the concentration (4.46) from the small scales

B(0, A4
4T

1
2
1 ) to large scales.

Step 2. Large-scale propagation of concentration by using second Carleman inequality.
The goal of this step to prove the following claim:

∫ −A−1
4 T1

−T1

∫

B(0,2R)\B(0,R
2
)
|ω|2 + |∇H|2 + T−1

2 |H|2 dydτ ≥ C∗A
7
4T

1
2
1 e

−A4
5R

2

T1 . (4.50)

for all A4N
−2
0 ≤ T1 ≤ A−1

4 , R ≥ A5T
1
2
1 . Denote by I ′′ , [t′1 − T2, t

′
1] for convenience, and

introduce a new 15-component vector W = (H,ω,Hx1 ,Hx2 ,Hx3), where Hxk
(k = 1, 2, 3)

satisfy the system

∂tHxk
−∆Hxk

= (Hxk
· ∇)v + (H · ∇)vxk

− (vxk
· ∇)H − (v · ∇)Hxk

. (4.51)
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To obtain the desired result, we take the following scaling transformations

(vλ,Hλ)(t, x) = λ(v,H)(t′1 − λ2t, x∗ + λx), (ωλ, Jλ)(t, x) = λ2(ω, J)(t′1 − λ2t, x∗ + λx),

((vλ)xk
, (Hλ)xk

)(t, x) = λ2(v(x∗+λx)k ,H(x∗+λx)k)(t
′
1 − λ2t, x∗ + λx),

with λ =
√
T2. It is clear that (vλ,Hλ) is also a solution of system (1.1) in [0, 1]×R3, and,

by (1.1)2, (1.13)1, (4.51) and (4.49), fulfils

|∂tHλ +∆Hλ| ≤|∇Hλ||vλ|+ ||Hλ|∇vλ| ≤
1

8
|∇Hλ|+

1

64
|Hλ|,

|∂tωλ +∆ωλ| ≤|∇ωλ||vλ|+ |ωλ||∇vλ|+ |∇Jλ||Hλ|+ |Jλ||∇Hλ|

≤1

8
|∇ωλ|+

1

64
|ωλ|+

1

512
|Hλ|+

1

64
|∇Hλ|,

|∂t(Hλ)xk
+∆(Hλ)xk

| ≤|∇vλ||(Hλ)xk
|+ |Hλ||∇(vλ)xk

|+ |∇Hλ||(vλ)xk
|+ |vλ||∇(Hλ)xk

|

≤ 1

64
|(Hλ)xk

|+ 1

512
|Hλ|+

1

64
|∇Hλ|+

1

64
|∇(Hλ)xk

|,

i.e.,

|∂tWλ +∆Wλ| ≤
1

4
|Wλ|+

1

2
|∇Wλ| on [0, 1] × R

3.

withWλ(t, x) , (Hλ, ωλ, (Hλ)x1 , (Hλ)x2 , (Hλ)x3). Therefore (2.6) is satisfied with Ccarl = 4.

We now apply Lemma 2.6 on the slab [0, 1]×B(0, r) with r , A5|x∗|√
T2

, |x∗| ≥ A5T
1
2
1 , t0 , 1

20000 ,

and t1 , A−4
5 , to concluded that

∫ 1
10000

1
20000

∫

|x|≤ r
2

(
|Wλ(t, x)|2 + |∇Wλ(t, x)|2

)
e−

|x|2

4t dxdt

≤ C∗e
− 40A5|x∗|

2

T2

∫ 1

0

∫

|x|≤r

(
|Wλ(t, x)|2 + |∇Wλ(t, x)|2

)
dxdt

+ C∗A
6
5

(
A4

5e

20000

) 20000C∗A2
5|x∗|

2

T2
∫

|x|≤r
|Wλ(0, x)|2e−

A4
5|x|

2

4 dx. (4.52)

Let y = x∗ + λx and τ = t′1 − λ2t, then (4.52) can be rewritten as

Z1 ,
∫ t′1−

T2
20000

t′1−
T2

10000

∫

B(x∗,
A5|x∗|

2
)

[
(T2)

− 3
2 |H(τ, y)|2 + (T2)

− 1
2 |ω(τ, y)|2

+ (T2)
− 1

2 |Hyk(τ, y)|2
]
e
− |y−x∗|

2

4(t′
1
−τ) dydτ

≤ C∗e
− 40A2

5|x∗|
2

T2 X1 + C∗A
6
5

(
A4

5e

20000

) 20000C∗A2
5|x∗|

2

T2

Y1

≤ C∗e
− 40A2

5|x∗|
2

T2 X1 + C∗e
A

5
2
5 |x∗|

2

T2 Y1, (4.53)

where

X1 ,

∫ t′1

t′1−T2

∫

B(x∗,A5|x∗|)

[
T
− 1

2
2

(
T−1
2 |H(τ, y)|2 + |ω(τ, y)|2 + |Hyk(τ, y)|2

)
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+ (T2)
− 1

2 |∇H(τ, y)|2 + (T2)
1
2 |∇ω(τ, y)|2 + (T2)

1
2 |∇Hyk(τ, y)|2

]
dydτ

Y1 ,

∫

B(x∗,A5|x∗|)

[
(T2)

− 1
2 |H(t′1, y)|2 + (T2)

1
2 |ω(t′1, y)|2 + (T2)

1
2 |Hyk(t

′
1, y)|2

]
e
−A4

5|y−x∗|
2

4T2 dy.

First, from (4.46)

Z1 ≥ (T2)
− 1

2

∫ t′1−
T2

20000

t′1−
T2

10000

∫

B(x∗,2|x∗|)

[
|ω(τ, y)|2 + |∇H(τ, y)|2 + T−1

2 |H(τ, y)|2
]
e
− |y−x∗|

2

4(t′1−τ) dydτ

≥ (T2)
− 1

2 e
− 10000|x∗|2

T2

∫ t′1−
T2

20000

t′1−
T2

10000

∫

B(0,A4
4T

1
2
1 )

[
|ω(τ, y)|2 + |∇H(τ, y)|2 + T−1

2 |H(τ, y)|2
]
dy

≥ T
− 1

2
2 · T2

20000
· C∗A

17
2
4 T

− 1
2

1 e
− 10000|x∗|2

T2 ≥ C∗A
8
4e

− 10000|x∗|2

T2 ,

secondly, by (4.49)

C∗e
− 40A2

5|x∗|
2

T2 X1 ≤ C∗e
− 40|A5x∗|

2

T2

( |A5x∗|√
T2

)3

≤ C∗A8
4

2
e
− 10000|x∗|2

T2 .

Therefore, by (4.53) and (4.49), we conclude that Y1 ≥ C∗A8
4e

−A3
5|x∗|

2

T2 , and then

C∗A
8
4e

−A3
5|x∗|

2

T2

≤
∫

B(x∗,A5|x∗|)
|W̃ (t′1, y)|e

−A4
5|y−x∗|

2

4T2 dy

≤
∫

B(x∗,
|x∗|
2

)
|W̃ (t′1, y)| dy +

∫

B(x∗,A5|x∗|)\B(x∗,
|x∗|
2

)
|W̃ (t′1, y)|e

−A4
5|y−x∗|

2

4T2 dy

≤
∫

B(x∗,
|x∗|
2

)
|W̃ (t′1, y)| dy + C∗

(A2
5|x∗|2
T2

) 3
2
e
−A4

5|x∗|
2

16T2

≤ T
1
2
2

∫

B(x∗,
|x∗|
2

)
|ω(t′1, y)|2 + |∇H(t′1, y)|2 + T−1

2 |H(t′1, y)|2| dy +
1

2
C∗A

8
4e

−A3
5|x∗|

2

T2 ,

with

|W̃ (t′1, y)| , T
1
2
2 (|ω(t′1, y)|2 + |∇H(t′1, y)|2 + T−1

2 |H(t′1, y)|2).

Thus,

∫

B(x∗,
|x∗|
2

)
|ω(t′1, y)|2 + |∇H(t′1, y)|2 + T−1

2 |H(t′1, y)|2 dy ≥ C∗
2
A8

4e
−A3

5|x∗|
2

T2 T
− 1

2
2 . (4.54)

Now for any τ ∈ [t′1 − T2
8 , t

′
1], repeating the above procedure verbatim with t′1, I

′′ replaced
by τ, [t′1 − T2, τ ], respectively, we can also derive the estimate (4.54). Denote by |x∗| = R,
one has for any τ ∈ [t′1 − T2

8 , t
′
1]

∫

B(0,2R)\B(0,R
2
)
|ω(τ, y)|2 + |∇H(τ, y)|2 + T−1

2 |H(τ, y)|2 dy ≥ C∗
2
A8

4T
− 1

2
2 e

−A3
5|x∗|

2

T2 (4.55)
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due to

B(x∗,
|x∗|
2

) ⊂ B(0, 2R)\B(0,
R

2
).

On the other hand, since [t′1 − T2, t
′
1] ⊂ [−T1,−A−3

3 T1], we have

−T1 ≤ −T1 + T2 ≤ t′1 ≤ −A−3
3 T1 ≤ −A−1

4 T1.

Then, by integrating (4.55) respect to τ on [−T1,−A−1
4 T1], we finally conclude (4.50).

Step 3. Forward propagation of concentration via first Carleman inequality. The goal
of this step and Step 4 below is to prove the following estimate

∫

5R̃≤|x|≤ 3A6R̃
10

T−1
3 |H(0, θ)|2 + |ω(0, θ)|2 + |Hθk(0, θ)|2 dθ ≥ C∗e

−eA
10
6 T

− 1
2

3 (4.56)

for all
A2

4N
−2
0 ≤ T3 ≤ A−1

4 .

Notices that by Proposition 4.3, there exist absolute constants ε′∗ = 1
4A6

6
, R0 = A6

16 and

µ′ = log(4A6
6)

logA such that on the cylindrical annulus

Ω :=
{
(t, x) ∈ [−T3, 0]× R

3 : R̃ ≤ |x| ≤ A6
6R̃

}
,

one has the estimates

‖∇j(v,H)(t, x)‖L∞
t L∞

x (Ω) ≤ C∗A
−2
6 T

− j+1
2

3 for j = 0, 1, 2, (4.57)

with

A6T
1
2
3 ≤ R̃ ≤ eA

7
6T

1
2
3 . (4.58)

As Step 1, we take a transformation

(vµ,Hµ)(t, x) = µ(v,H)(−µ2t, µx), (ωµ, Jµ)(t, x) = µ2(ω, J)(−µ2t, µx),

((vµ)xk
, (Hµ)xk

)(t, x) = µ2(vµxk
,Hµxk

)(−µ2t, µx), µ =
√

T3.

It is clear that vµ,Hµ is a solution of system (1.1) in [0, 1] × R3 such that by (4.57)

|∂tHµ +∆Hµ| ≤ |∇Hµ||vµ|+ ||Hµ|∇vµ| ≤ C∗A
−2
6 (|∇Hµ|+ |Hµ|);

|∂tωµ +∆ωµ| ≤ |∇ωµ||vµ|+ |ωµ||∇vµ|+ |∇Jµ||Hµ|+ |Jµ||∇Hµ|
≤ C∗A

−2
6 (|∇ωµ|+ |ωµ|+ |Hµ|+ |∇Hµ|);

and

|∂t(Hµ)xk
+∆(Hµ)xk

| ≤ |∇vµ||(Hµ)xk
|+ |Hµ||∇(vµ)xk

|+ |∇Hµ||(vµ)xk
|+ |vµ||∇(Hµ)xk

|
≤ C∗A

−2
6 (|(Hµ)xk

|+ |Hµ|+ |∇Hµ|+ |∇(Hµ)xk
|),

for (t, x) ∈ [0, 1] ×
(
B(0, A6R̃

10
√
T3
)\B(0, 10R̃√

T3
)
)
. That is

|∂tWµ +∆Wµ| ≤ C∗A
−1
6 |∇Wµ|+ C2

∗A
−2
6 |Wµ|
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with
Wµ(t, x) , (Hµ, ωµ, (Hµ)x1 , (Hµ)x2 , (Hµ)x3).

We now apply Lemma 2.5 on the slab [0, 1
A2

]× (B(0, r+)\B(0, r−)) with Ccarl = A2, r− ,
10R̃√
T3
, r+ , A6R̃

10
√
T3
, to conclude that

∫ 1
4A2

0

∫

100R̃√
T3

≤|x|≤ A6R̃

20
√

T3

|Wµ(t, x)|2 + |∇Wµ(t, x)|2 dxdt

≤ C∗A
2
2e

−A6R̃
2

4T3

(∫ 1
A2

0

∫

10R̃√
T3

≤|x|≤ A6R̃

10
√

T3

e2|x|
2 (

A2|Wµ(t, x)|2 + |∇Wµ(t, x)|2
)
dxdt

+ e
A2
6R̃

2

50T3

∫

10R̃√
T3

≤|x|≤ A6R̃

10
√

T3

|Wµ(0, x)|2 dx
)
. (4.59)

Let z = µx and s = −µ2t, then (4.59) can be rewritten as

Z2 ,
∫ 0

− T3
4A2

∫

100R̃≤|z|≤A6R̃
20

T−1
3 |H(s, z)|2 + |ω(s, z)|2 + |Hzk(s, z)|2 dzds

≤ C∗A
3
2e

−A6R̃
2

4T3 X2 + C∗e
eA

9
6T3Y2, (4.60)

where

X2 ,

∫ 0

− T3
A2

∫

10R̃≤|z|≤A6R̃
10

e
2|z|2

T3

(
T−1
3 |H(s, z)|2 + |ω(s, z)|2

+ |Hzk(s, z)|2 + |∇H(s, z)|2 + T3|∇ω(s, z)|2 + T3|∇Hzk(s, z)|2
)
dzds,

Y2 ,

∫

10R̃≤|z|≤A6R̃
10

T−1
3 |H(0, z)|2 + |ω(0, z)|2 + |Hzk(0, z)|2 dz.

From (4.50) with R = 200R̃ and T̃1 =
T3
4A2

, we have

Z2 ≥
1

4
A−1

2

∫ 0

−T̃1

∫

R
2
≤|z|≤A6R

4000

T̃−1
1 |H(s, z)|2 + |ω(s, z)|2 + |Hzk(s, z)|2 dzds

≥ 1

4
A−1

2

∫ −A−1
4 T̃1

−T̃1

∫

B(0,2R)\B(0,R
2
)
T̃−1
1 |H(s, z)|2 + |ω(s, z)|2 + |Hzk(s, z)|2 dzds

≥ C∗
4
A−1

2 A7
4T̃

1
2
1 e

−A4
5R

2

T̃1 ≥ C∗T
1
2
3 e

−A
1
2
6

R̃2

T3 .

This together with (4.60) yields

C∗T
1
2
3 e

−A
1
2
6

R̃2

T3 ≤ C∗A
3
2e

−A6R̃
2

4T3 X2 + C∗e
eA

9
6T3Y2.

Thus we either have

X2 ≥ C∗e
A

1
2
6 R̃2

T3 T
1
2
3 , (4.61)
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or

Y2 ≥ C∗e
−eA

10
6 T

− 1
2

3 . (4.62)

It is clear that (4.62) implies our desired estimate (4.56). Therefore, we only consider the
case that the bounded (4.61) holds which can be rewritten as

C∗e
A

1
2
6 R̃2

T3 T
1
2
3 ≤

⌈log2
A6
200

⌉∑

k=0

∫ 0

− T3
A2

∫

(10R̃)·2k≤|z|≤(10R̃)·2k+1

e
2|z|2

T3

(
T−1
3 |H(s, z)|2 + |ω(s, z)|2

+ |Hzk(s, z)|2 + |∇H(s, z)|2 + T3|∇ω(s, z)|2 + T3|∇Hzk(s, z)|2
)
dzds,

From the pigeonhole principle, there exists k0 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , ⌈log2 A6
200⌉} and 10R̃ ≤ R̃1 =

10R̃ · 2k0 ≤ A6R̃
10 such that

∫ 0

− T3
A2

∫

R̃1≤|z|≤2R̃1

e
2|z|2

T3

(
T−1
3 |H(s, z)|2 + |ω(s, z)|2

+ |Hzk(s, z)|2 + |∇H(s, z)|2 + T3|∇ω(s, z)|2 + T3|∇Hzk(s, z)|2
)
dzds,

≥ C∗
⌈log2 A6

200⌉
T

1
2
3 e

A
1
2
6

R̃2

T3 ≥ C∗T
1
2
3 e

A
− 3

2
6

R̃2
1

T3 ,

due to R̃ ≥ 10R̃1
A6

. From this, we immediately derive

∫ 0

− T3
A2

∫

R̃1≤|x|≤2R̃1

(
T−1
3 |H(s, z)|2 + |ω(s, z)|2 + |Hzk(s, z)|2 + |∇H(s, z)|2

+ T3|∇ω(s, z)|2 + T3|∇Hzk(s, z)|2
)
dzds ≥ C∗T

1
2
3 e

− 10R̃2
1

T3 , (4.63)

because of e
2|z|2

T3 ≤ e
8R̃2

1
T3 . On the other hand, from (4.57)

∫ 0

−T3e
−

20R̃2
1

T3

∫

R̃1≤|x|≤2R̃1

(
T−1
3 |H(s, z)|2 + |ω(s, z)|2 + |Hzk(s, z)|2 + |∇H(s, z)|2

+ T3|∇ω(s, z)|2 + T3|∇Hzk(s, z)|2
)
dzds

≤ C∗A
−2
6

(R̃2
1

T3

) 3
2
T

1
2
3 e

− 20R̃2
1

T3 ≤ 1

2
C∗T

1
2
3 e

− 10R̃2
1

T3 .

Hence, from (4.63)

1

2
C∗T

1
2
3 e

− 10R̃2
1

T3

≤
∫ −T3e

−
20R̃2

1
T3

− T3
A2

∫

R̃1≤|x|≤2R̃1

(
T−1
3 |H(s, z)|2 + |ω(s, z)|2 + |Hzk(s, z)|2

+ |∇H(s, z)|2 + T3|∇ω(s, z)|2 + T3|∇Hzk(s, z)|2
)
dzds
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≤
⌈log2(A2

−1e

20R̃2
1

T3 )−1⌉∑

λ=0

∫ −[T3e
−

20R̃2
1

T3 ]·2λ

−[T3e
−

20R̃2
1

T3 ]·2λ+1

∫

R̃1≤|x|≤2R̃1

(
T−1
3 |H(s, z)|2

+ |ω(s, z)|2 + |Hzk(s, z)|2 + |∇H(s, z)|2 + T3|∇ω(s, z)|2 + T3|∇Hzk(s, z)|2
)
dzds.

by a further application of the pigeonhole principle, there exists λ0 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , ⌈log2(A−1
2 e

20R̃2
1

T3 )−

1⌉} and a locate time scale t3 = e
− 20R̃2

1
T3 T3 · 2λ0 such that

e
−20R̃2

1
T3 T3 ≤ t3 ≤

T3

A2
, (4.64)

then
∫ −t3

−2t3

∫

R̃1≤|x|≤2R̃1

(
T−1
3 |H(s, z)|2 + |ω(s, z)|2 + |Hzk(s, z)|2 + |∇H(s, z)|2

+ T3|∇ω(s, z)|2 + T3|∇Hzk(s, z)|2
)
dzds ≥ C∗T

1
2
3 e

− 15R̃2
1

T3 .

We cover the annulus B(0, 2R̃1)\B(0, R̃1) with

C∗
8R̃3

1 − R̃3
1

t
3
2
3

≤ 7C∗
R̃3

1

T
3
2
3

e
30R̃2

1
T3 ≤ 7C∗e

31R̃2
1

T3 ,

balls of radius t
1
2
3 and apply the pigeonhole principle to find that there exists x3 ∈ {x : R̃1 ≤

|x| ≤ 2R̃1} such that

∫ −t3

−2t3

∫

B(x3,t
1
2
3 )

T−1
3 |H|2 + |ω|2 + |∇H|2 + T3

(
|∇ω|2 + |∇Hzk |2

)
dzds ≥ C∗T

1
2
3 e

− 46R̃2
1

T3 .

(4.65)

In the Step 4 below, we continue to apply the Carleman inequality to transfer the above
low bound to the time 0.

Step 4. The concentration continues to propagate on a large-scale by using second
Carleman inequality. In this step, we will continue to use the second Carleman inequality
to derive (4.56) if the case (4.61) holds. As Step 1, we take a transformation

(vν ,Hν)(t, x) = ν(v,H)(−ν2t, x3 + νx), (ων , Jν)(t, x) = ν2(ω, J)(−ν2t, x3 + νx),

((vν)xk
, (Hν)xk

)(t, x) = ν2(v(x3+νx)k ,H(x3+νx)k)(−ν2t, x3 + νx), ν =
√
20000t3.

It is clear that vν ,Hν is a solution of system 1.1 in [0, 1] × R3. Notice that due to (4.64) ,
one has

[−ν2, 0] = [−20000t3, 0] ⊂ [−20000T3

A2
, 0] ⊂ [−T3, 0],

νr =
A

1
4
2 R̃1

√
20000t3√
T3

≤ A
1
4
2

√
20000R̃1

A
1
2
2

≤ R̃1

2
≤ |x3|

2
, with r ,

A
1
4
2 R̃1√
T3

,
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B(x3, νr) ⊂ B(x3,
|x3|
2

) ⊂
{R̃1

2
≤ |y| ≤ 3R̃1

}
⊂

{
5R̃ ≤ |y| ≤ 3A6R̃

10

}
⊂

{
R̃ ≤ |y| ≤ A6

6R̃
}
,

which implies

‖∇j(vν ,Hν)(t, x)‖L∞
t L∞

x ([0,1]×B(0,r))

= νj+1‖∇j(v,H)(s, y)‖L∞
s L∞

y (([−ν2,0]×B(x3,νr))

≤ νj+1‖∇j(v,H)(s, y)‖L∞
s L∞

y (Ω) ≤ C∗A
−2
6 A

− j+1
2

2 , j = 0, 1, 2.

Thus, we have

|∂tHν +∆Hν | ≤ |∇Hν ||vν |+ ||Hν |∇vν | ≤ C∗A
−2
6 A

− 1
2

2 (|∇Hν |+ |Hν |);

|∂tων +∆ων| ≤ |∇ων ||vµ|+ |ων ||∇vν |+ |∇Jν ||Hν |+ |Jν ||∇Hν |

≤ C∗A
−2
6 A

− 1
2

2 (|∇ων |+ |ων |+ |Hν |+ |∇Hν |);
and

|∂t(Hν)xk
+∆(Hν)xk

| ≤ |∇vν ||(Hν)xk
|+ |Hν ||∇(vν)xk

|+ |∇Hν ||(vν)xk
|+ |vν ||∇(Hν)xk

|

≤ C∗A
−2
6 A

− 1
2

2 (|(Hν)xk
|+ |Hν |+ |∇Hν |+ |∇(Hν)xk

|),

for (t, x) ∈ [0, 1] ×B(0, r). That is

|∂tWν +∆Wν | ≤ C∗A
−1
6 A

− 1
4

2 |∇Wµ|+ C2
∗A

−2
6 A

− 1
2

2 |Wµ|,

with
Wν(t, x) , (Hν , ων , (Hv)x1 , (Hν)x2 , (Hν)x3).

We now apply Lemma 2.6 on the slab [0, 1] × B(0, r) with Ccarl = 1, t0 = t1 = 1
20000 , to

conclude that

∫ 1
10000

1
20000

∫

|x|≤ r
2

[
|Wν(t, x)|2 + |∇Wν(t, x)|2

]
e−

|x|2

4t dxdt

≤ C∗e
− 40A

1
2
2 R̃2

1
T3

∫ 1

0

∫

|x|≤r

[
|Wν(t, x)|2 + |∇Wν(t, x)|2

]
dxdt

+ C∗e
A2R̃

2
1

T3

∫

|x|≤r
|Wν(0, x)|2e−5000|x|2 dx.

Scaling back to the original variables leads to (i.e.,θ = x3 + νx and σ = −ν2t)

Z3 ,
∫ −t3

−2t3

∫

B(x3,t
1
2
3 )

(
t−1
3 |H(σ, θ)|2 + |ω(σ, θ)|2 + |Hθk(σ, θ)|2

+ |∇H(σ, θ)|2 + t3|∇ω(σ, θ)|2 + t3|∇Hθk(σ, θ)|2
)
e

|θ−x3|
2

4σ dθdσ

≤ C∗
(
e
− 40A

1
2
2

R̃2
1

T3 X3 + t3e
A2R̃

2
1

T3 Y3

)
, (4.66)

49



where we have used the fact due to (4.58)

νr

2
=

√
20000t3A

1
4
2 R̃1

2
√
T3

≥ 10
√
20000A

1
4
2 R̃

2
√
T3

t
1
2
3 ≥ 5

√
20000A6A

1
4
2 t

1
2
3 ≥ t

1
2
3 .

Here

X3 ,
∫ 0

−20000t3

∫

B(x3,
|x3|
2

)
t−1
3 |H(σ, θ)|2 + |ω(σ, θ)|2 + |Hθk(σ, θ)|2

+ |∇H(σ, θ)|2 + t3|∇ω(σ, θ)|2 + t3|∇Hθk(σ, θ)|2 dθdσ,

Y3 ,
∫

B(x3,
|x3|
2

)

(
t−1
3 |H(0, θ)|2 + |ω(0, θ)|2 + |Hθk(0, θ)|2

)
e
− |θ−x3|

2

4t3 dθ.

From (4.64) and (4.65), one has

Z3 ≥
∫ −t3

−2t3

∫

B(x3,t
1
2
3 )

(
A2T

−1
3 |H(σ, θ)|2 + |ω(σ, θ)|2 + |Hθk(σ, θ)|2

+ |∇H(σ, θ)|2 + T3e
− 20R̃2

1
T3

(
|∇ω(σ, θ)|2 + |∇Hθk(σ, θ)|2

)
e

|θ−x3|
2

4σ dθdσ

≥ e−
1
8 e

− 20R̃2
1

T3

∫ −t3

−2t3

∫

B(x3,t
1
2
3 )

T−1
3 |H|2 + |ω|2 + |∇H|2 + T3

(
|∇ω|2 + |∇Hzk |2

)
dθdσ

≥ C∗T
1
2
3 e

− 66R̃2
1

T3 . (4.67)

From (4.57) and (4.64) we have

C∗e
− 40A

1
2
2

R̃2
1

T3 X3 ≤ C∗T
1
2
3

( |x3|2
T3

) 3
2
e
− 40A

1
2
2

R̃2
1

T3 e
20R̃2

1
T3 ≤ C∗

2
e
− 66R̃2

1
T3 T

1
2
3 ,

which along with (4.66) and (4.67), yields

Y3 ≥
C∗
2
t−1
3 T

1
2
3 e

− 66R̃2
1

T3 e
−A2R̃

2
1

T3 ≥ C∗T
− 1

2
3 e

−A
3
2
2 R̃2

1
T3 .

Denote by
Wc(0, θ) = T−1

3 |H(0, θ)|2 + |ω(0, θ)|2 + |Hθk(0, θ)|2,
we have by using (4.64)

e
20R̃2

1
T3

∫

5R̃≤|θ|≤ 3A6R̃

10

Wc(0, θ) dθ ≥ Y3 ≥ C∗T
− 1

2
3 e

−A
3
2
2 R̃2

1
T3 .

This, together with 10A6T
1/2
3 ≤ R̃1 ≤ eA6A6T

1/2
3

10 , implies (4.56).

Step 5. Conclusion: summing of scales to derive the upper bound for N0. First, we

note that the volume of the annulus {x : 5R̃ ≤ |x| ≤ 3A6R̃
10 } is bounded by T

3
2
3 ee

A8
6 by

(4.58), which enables us find a point x̃ ∈ (B(0, 3A6R̃
10 )\B(0, 5R̃)) such that

T
− 1

2
3 |H(0, x̃)|+ |ω(0, x̃)|+ |Hθk(0, x̃)| & e−eA

11
6 T−1

3
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due to the pigeonhole principle and (4.56). This, together with (4.57), yields

T
− 1

2
3

∣∣∣
∫

R3

H(0, x̃− r̃y)ξ(y)dy
∣∣∣ ≥ T

− 1
2

3

∣∣∣
∫

R3

H(0, x̃)ξ(y)dy
∣∣∣

− T
− 1

2
3

∣∣∣
∫

R3

(H(0, x̃)−H(0, x̃− r̃y))ξ(y)dy
∣∣∣

& T
− 1

2
3 |H(0, x̃)| − e−eA

11
6 A−2

6 T−1
3 , (4.68)

∣∣∣
∫

R3

ω(0, x̃ − r̃y)η(y)dy
∣∣∣ ≥

∣∣∣
∫

R3

ω(0, x̃)η(y)dy
∣∣∣

−
∣∣∣
∫

R3

(ω(0, x̃)− ω(0, x̃ − r̃y))η(y)dy
∣∣∣

& |ω(0, x̃)| − e−eA
11
6 A−2

6 T−1
3 , (4.69)

∣∣∣
∫

R3

Hθk(0, x̃ − r̃y)ϕ(y)dy
∣∣∣ ≥

∣∣∣
∫

R3

Hθk(0, x̃)ϕ(y)dy
∣∣∣

−
∣∣∣
∫

R3

(Hθk(0, x̃)−Hθk(0, x̃− r̃y))ϕ(y)dy
∣∣∣

& |Hθk(0, x̃)| − e−eA
11
6 A−2

6 T−1
3 (4.70)

with r̃ = e−eA
11
6 T

1
2
3 . Here, the bump function Φ = (ξ, η, ϕ) is smooth in R3 with compact

support such that Φ ≡ 1 on B(0, 1), and ξ, η, ϕ are the 3-component vector, respectively.
By adding (4.68)-(4.70) and integrating by parts, we conclude that

e−2eA
11
6 T

− 1
2

3 .
∣∣∣
∫

R3

H(0, x̃− r̃y)ξ(y) dy
∣∣∣+

∣∣∣
∫

R3

v(0, x̃ − r̃y)∇× η(y) dy
∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣
∫

R3

H(0, x̃ − r̃y)∂yiϕi(y) dy
∣∣∣,

and hence by Hölder’s inequality

e−9eA
11
6 .

∫

B(x̃,r̃)
|(v,H)(0, x)|3 dx .

∫

5R̃−r̃≤|x|≤ 3A6R̃
10

+r̃
|(v,H)(0, x)|3 dx

.
∫

T
1
2
3 ≤|x|≤(eA7T3)

1
2

|(v,H)(0, x)|3 dx.

for all A2
4N

−2
0 ≤ T3 ≤ A−1

4 . Summing over a set of such scales T3 increasing geometrically
at ratio eA7 , we conclude that

A−1
7 log(A−3

4 N2
0 )e

−9eA
11
6

.
( ∫

A4N
−1
0 ≤|x|≤e

A7
2 A4N

−1
0

+ · · ·+
∫

e
A7
2 ·(m−1)A4N

−1
0 ≤|x|≤e

A7
2 A

− 1
2

4

)
|(v,H)(0, x)|3 dx

.

⌈log(A−3
4 N2

0 )⌉∑

m=0

∫

e
A7
2 ·mA4N

−1
0 ≤|x|≤e

A7
2 ·(m+1)A4N

−1
0

|(v,H)(0, x)|3 dx.

.

∫

R3

|(v,H)(0, x)|3 dx . A,
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which finally leads to

N2
0 ≤ ee

e
A12
6

.

Remark 4.1. The triply exponential nature of the bounds in Proposition 1.1 can be ex-
plained as follows. The first exponential factor originates from Proposition 4.3, which helps
identify an appropriate spatial scale R̃. The second exponential factor is derived from the
quantitative Carleman inequalities. Finally, the third exponential factor results from the
need to identify a sufficient number of disjoint spatial scales to contradict (1.17).

5 Appendix A. Proof the Lemma 2.8

The following lemma plays a key role in the proof of Lemma 2.8.

Lemma A.1. Let B = B1(0) ⊂ R3, B′ = B1−δ(0) with 0 < δ < 1. Let v ∈ L2(B) be
divergence-free and ω , ∇× v. Then, for k = 1, 2, . . . we have

‖Dkv‖Lp(B′) ≤ c(‖Dk−1ω‖Lp(B) + ‖v‖L2(B) + ‖ω‖Lp(B))

and

‖Dkv‖C0,α(B′) ≤ c(‖Dk−1ω‖C0,α(B) + ‖v‖L2(B)) (A.1)

with 1 < p < ∞, 0 < α < 1. Here c denotes the generic constant depending only on δ, p
and α.

The proof this lemma is standard which is well-known consequence of the classical
Lp- and Cα-estimates for the Laplace equation. However, since we cannot find it in the
literature, we give a full proof for reader’s convenience.

The proof of Lemma A.1. we first notice that ∆v = −∇ × ω due to div v = 0. To derive
the desired result, we set τ be a smooth cut-off function that equals 1 in B′ ⊂⊂ B and
vanishes outside B, and then

Dkv = Dk−1(−∆)−1∂xi(∇× (ωτ)) +DkA,

where A is harmonic on B′. From the elliptic regularity for harmonic functions and
Calderón-Zygmund inequality, we have:

Case 1. 1 < p < 3.

‖DkA‖L∞(B′) ≤ c‖A‖L1(B′′) ≤ c(‖(−∆)−1(∇× (ωτ))‖L1(B′′) + ‖v‖L1(B′′))

≤ c(‖(−∆)−1(∇× (ωτ))‖Lp∗ (R3) + ‖v‖L2(B))

≤ c(‖∇(−∆)−1(∇× (ωτ))‖Lp(R3) + ‖v‖L2(B))

≤ c(‖ω‖Lp(B) + ‖v‖L2(B)),

where p∗ = 3p
3−p > 1, B′ ⊂⊂ B′′ ⊂⊂ B.

Case 2. 1 < p̃ < 3 ≤ p < ∞.

‖DkA‖L∞(B′) ≤ c‖A‖L1(B′′) ≤ c(‖(−∆)−1(∇× (ωτ))‖Lp̃∗ (B′′) + ‖v‖L1(B′′))
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≤ c(‖(−∆)−1(∇× (ωτ))‖Lp̃∗ (R3) + ‖v‖L2(B))

≤ c(‖∇(−∆)−1(∇× (ωτ))‖Lp̃(R3) + ‖v‖L2(B))

≤ c(‖ω‖Lp(B) + ‖v‖L2(B))

where p̃∗ = 3p̃
3−p̃ > 1. This, along with the Calderón-Zygmund inequality, yields

‖Dkv‖Lp(B′) ≤ c(‖Dk−1ω‖Lp(B) + ‖v‖L2(B) + ‖ω‖Lp(B)).

which is a desired result. Now we turn to the proof of (A.1). In fact,

‖DkA‖C0,α(B′) ≤ ‖DkA‖C1(B′) ≤ c‖Dk+1A‖L∞(B′) ≤ c‖A‖L1(B′′)

≤ c(‖ω‖Lp(B) + ‖v‖L2(B)) ≤ c(‖ω‖L∞(B) + ‖v‖L2(B)).

This, together with the classical Schauder estimate (for example, see [19])

‖(−∆)−1∂xi(∇× (ωτ))‖C0,α(R3) ≤ C‖ωτ‖C0,α(R3)

derives

‖Dkv‖C0,α(B′) ≤ ‖Dk(−∆)−1(∇× (ωτ))‖C0,α(B′) + ‖DkA‖C0,α(B′)

≤ c(‖Dk−1ω‖C0,α(B) + ‖v‖L2(B))

which completes the proof of Lemma A.1.

The proof of Lemma 2.8. In order to obtain the desired result, we consider equation (1.13)1,
(4.51) as a heat equation with force term

(ω · ∇)v − (J · ∇)H − (v · ∇)ω + (H · ∇)J,

and
(Hxk

· ∇)v + (H · ∇)vxk
− (vxk

· ∇)H − (v · ∇)Hxk
,

respectively, which has some known regularity. Smoothing properties of the heat operator
enable us to improve the regularity of ω and ∇H.

Step 1. Localisation. To derive the L∞
t L∞

x interior estimates of ω and∇H, we introduce
a cutoff function χ1(t, x) ∈ C∞

c (R4) such that 0 ≤ χ1(t, x) ≤ 1,

χ1(t, x) =

{
1, (t, x) ∈ Q 5

12
(0, 0),

0, (t, x) ∈ R4\Q 11
24
(0, 0).

By a simple calculation, we see that the χωi satisfies

(∂t −∆)(χ1ωi)

= ∂t(χ1ωi)− ∂jj(χ1ωi)

= ωi∂tχ1 + χ1∂tωi − (ωi∂jjχ1 + ∂jχ1∂jωi)− (∂jχ1∂jωi + χ1∂jjωi)

= χ1(∂tωi − ∂jjωi) + (∂tχ1 − ∂jjχ1)ωi − 2∂jχ1∂jωi

= χ1(ωj∂jvi +Hj∂jJi − vj∂jωi − Jj∂jHi) + ωi∂tχ1 + ωi∂jjχ1 − 2∂j

(
ωi∂jχ1

)

= ∂j

(
χ1ωjvi − χ1ωivj

)
+ ∂j

[
χ1(HjJi −HiJj)

]
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− ∂jχ1

(
ωivj + JjHi − ωjvi − JiHj

)
+ (∂tχ1 +∆χ1)ωi − 2∂j(∂jχ1ωi)

, F
(1)
i , (A.2)

and χ1(Hxk
)i fulfills

(∂t −∆)(χ1(Hxk
)i) = ∂j

(
χ1(Hxk

)jvi − χ1(Hxk
)ivj

)
+ ∂j

[
χ1(Hj(vxk

)i −Hi(vxk
)j)

]

− ∂jχ1

[
Hi(vxk

)j + (Hxk
)ivj − (vxk

)iHj − vi(Hxk
)j

]

+ (∂tχ1 +∆χ1)(Hxk
)i − 2∂j(∂jχ1(Hxk

)i)

, G
(1)
i , (A.3)

where ωi, (Hxk
)i are the ith component of ω,Hxk

, respectively. By the uniqueness of the
solution to the the heat operator (see the page 393 of [27])), one has

(χ1ωi, χ1(Hxk
)i) = (∂t −∆)−1(F

(1)
i , G

(1)
i ).

Step 2. Bootstrapping arguments: from L2 to L∞. First, by using the Lemma 2.2-2.3
and (2.9), it is clear that

‖(∂t −∆)−1F
(1)
i ‖L3

tL
3
x(R

4)

. ‖χ1ωjvi − χ1ωivj‖L2
tL

2
x(Q 11

24
(0,0)) + ‖χ1HjJi − χ1HiJj‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 11

24
(0,0))

+ ‖(∂jχ1)(ωivj + JjHi − ωjvi − JiHj)‖L2
tL

2
x(Q 11

24
(0,0)) + ‖(∂tχ1 +∆χ1)ωi‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 11

24
(0,0))

. ‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)),

similarly,

‖(∂t −∆)−1G
(1)
i ‖L3

tL
3
x(R

4)

. ‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)).

Here the Lemma A.1 has been used in the last inequality. Then, one has

‖(ωi, (Hxk
)i)‖L3

tL
3
x(Q 5

12
(0,0))

≤ ‖(χ1ωi, χ1(Hxk
)i)‖L3

tL
3
x(R

4)

. ‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)).

Running the localisation argument above again, we take a cutoff function χ2(t, x) ∈ C∞
c (R4)

such that 0 ≤ χ2(t, x) ≤ 1,

χ2(t, x) =

{
1, (t, x) ∈ Q 1

3
(0, 0),

0, (t, x) ∈ R4\Q 3
8
(0, 0),

then

‖(∂t −∆)−1F
(2)
i ‖L6

tL
6
x(R

4)
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. ‖χ2ωjvi − χ2ωivj‖L3
tL

3
x(Q 3

8
(0,0)) + ‖χ2HjJi − χ2HiJj‖L3

tL
3
x(Q 3

8
(0,0))

+ ‖(∂jχ2)(ωivj + JjHi − ωjvi − JiHj)‖L3
tL

3
x(Q 3

8
(0,0)) + ‖(∂tχ2 +∆χ2)ωi‖L3

tL
3
x(Q 3

8
(0,0))

. ‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)),

Similarly, by using Lemma 2.2-2.3, Lemma A.1 and (2.9), we get

‖(∂t −∆)−1G
(2)
i ‖L6

tL
6
x(R

4)

. ‖∇H‖L3
tL

3
x(Q 5

12
(0,0)) + ‖∇v‖L3

tL
3
x(Q 3

8
(0,0))

. ‖∇H‖L3
tL

3
x(Q 5

12
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L3(Q 5

12
(0,0)) + ‖v‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 5

12
(0,0))

. ‖v‖L∞(Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)).

We use Lemma 2.2 again to derive that

‖(ωi, (Hxk
)i)‖L6

tL
6
x(Q 1

3
(0,0))

≤ ‖(χ2ωi, χ2(Hxk
)i)‖L6

tL
6
x(R

4)

. ‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)).

Now, to finish our proof of this step, we take χ3(t, x) ∈ C∞
c (R4) such that 0 ≤ χ3(t, x) ≤ 1,

χ3(t, x) =

{
1, (t, x) ∈ Q 1

4
(0, 0),

0, (t, x) ∈ R4\Q 7
24
(0, 0),

then

‖(∂t −∆)−1F
(3)
i ‖L∞

t L∞
x (R4)

. ‖χ3ωjvi − χ3ωivj‖L6
tL

6
x(Q 7

24
(0,0)) + ‖χ3HjJi − χ3HiJj‖L6

tL
6
x(Q 7

24
(0,0))

+ ‖(∂jχ3)(ωivj + JjHi − ωjvi − JiHj)‖L6
tL

6
x(Q 7

24
(0,0))

+ ‖(∂tχ3 +∆χ3)ωi‖L6
tL

6
x(Q 7

24
(0,0)) + ‖(∂jχ3)ωi‖L6

tL
6
x(Q 7

24
(0,0))

. ‖ω‖L6
tL

6
x(Q 1

3
(0,0)) + ‖∇H‖L6

tL
6
x(Q 1

3
(0,0))

. ‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)),

and we used Lemma A.1, this suggests that

‖(∂t −∆)−1G
(3)
i ‖L∞

t L∞
x (R4)

. ‖∇H‖L6
tL

6
x(Q 7

24
(0,0)) + ‖∇v‖L6

tL
6
x(Q 7

24
(0,0))

. ‖∇H‖L6
tL

6
x(Q 1

3
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L6

tL
6
x(Q 1

3
(0,0)) + ‖v‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

3
(0,0))

. ‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)).

Together with Lemma 2.2, we can obtain

‖(ωi, (Hxk
)i)‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

4
(0,0))
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≤ ‖(χ3ωi, χ3(Hxk
)i)‖L∞

t L∞
x (R4)

. ‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)). (A.4)

Step 3. From L∞ to C1. Let us apply these results to equation (A.2) and (A.3), which we
rewrites as

(∂t −∆)(η1ωi) = ∂jf1 + g1,

and

(∂t −∆)(η2(Hxk
)i) = ∂jf2 + g2,

where η1(t, x), η2(t, x) ∈ C∞
c (R4) satisfies 0 ≤ η1, η2 ≤ 1 with

η1 =




1, (t, x) ∈ Q 1

4
−[ 1

23
(1− 1

2
)](0, 0),

0, (t, x) ∈ R4\Q 1
4
(0, 0),

η2 =




1, (t, x) ∈ Q 1

4
−[ 1

23
(1− 1

23
)](0, 0),

0, (t, x) ∈ R4\Q 1
4
−[ 1

23
(1− 1

22
)](0, 0),

and

f1 = η1ωjvi − η1ωivj + η1HjJi − η1HiJj − 2(∂jη1)ωi,

f2 = η2(Hxk
)jvi − η2(Hxk

)ivj + η2Hj(vxk
)i − η2Hi(vxk

)j)− 2(∂jη2)(Hxk
)i,

g1 = ∂jη1

(
ωivj + JjHi − ωjvi − JiHj

)
+ (∂tη1 +∆η1)ωi

g2 = ∂jη2

[
Hi(vxk

)j + (Hxk
)ivj − (vxk

)iHj − vi(Hxk
)j

]
+ (∂tη2 +∆η2)(Hxk

)i.

Based on the result of the Step 2, we know that v, H, ω, ∇H ∈ L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
4
(0, 0)). This,

along with the Lemma 2.4, (2.9) and (A.4), yields for any 0 < α < 1,

‖ω‖
L∞
t C0,α

x (Q 1
4−[ 1

23
(1− 1

2 )]
(0,0))

. ‖f1‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
4
(0,0)) + ‖g1‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

4
(0,0))

. ‖ω‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
4
(0,0)) + ‖∇H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

4
(0,0))

. ‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)).

By using Lemma A.1 again, one has

‖∇v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
4−[ 1

23
(1− 1

22
)]
(0,0))

. ‖∇v‖L∞
t C0,α

x (Q 1
4−[ 1

23
(1− 1

22
)]
(0,0))

. ‖ω‖L∞
t C0,α

x (Q 1
4−[ 1

23
(1− 1

2 )]
(0,0)) + ‖v‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0))

. ‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)).

On the other hand, Lemma 2.4 gives

‖∇H‖L∞
t C0,α

x (Q 1
4−[ 1

23
(1− 1

23
)]
(0,0))
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. ‖f2‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
4−[ 1

23
(1− 1

22
)]
(0,0)) + ‖g2‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

4−[ 1
23

(1− 1
22

)]
(0,0))

. ‖∇H‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
4−[ 1

23
(1− 1

22
)]
(0,0)) + ‖∇v‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

4−[ 1
23

(1− 1
22

)]
(0,0))

. ‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)).

Step 4. Conclusion by induction. We conclude the proof by induction on k in this step.
Now, let’s assume that the following estimates hold up to the m-order derivative, i.e. for
any 2 ≤ k ≤ m

‖∇k(v,H)‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
4−[ 1

23
(1− 1

26k−6
)]
(0,0))

. ‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)). (A.5)

We will prove the following estimates

‖∇m+1(v,H)‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
4−[ 1

23
(1− 1

26m
)]
(0,0))

. ‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)).

By using (A.5), we can obtain

‖∇m−1(ωi, (Hxk
)i)‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

4−[ 1
23

(1− 1
26m−6 )]

(0,0))

. ‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)).

Next, according to the calculation process of equation (A.2)-(A.3), we get

(∂t −∆)(ϕ1∂
m−1
xr

ωi) = ∂jF1 +G1,

and

(∂t −∆)[ϕ2∂
m−1
xr

(Hxk
)i] = ∂jF2 +G2,

where ϕ1(t, x), ϕ2(t, x) ∈ C∞
c (R4) satisfies 0 ≤ ϕ1, ϕ2 ≤ 1 with

ϕ1(t, x) =




1, (t, x) ∈ Q 1

4
−[ 1

23
(1− 1

26m−5 )]
(0, 0),

0, (t, x) ∈ R4\Q 1
4
−[ 1

23
(1− 1

26m−6 )]
(0, 0),

ϕ2(t, x) =




1, (t, x) ∈ Q 1

4
−[ 1

23
(1− 1

26m−3 )]
(0, 0),

0, (t, x) ∈ R4\Q 1
4
−[ 1

23
(1− 1

26m−4 )]
(0, 0),

and

F1 =
m−1∑

s=0

(
m− 1

s

)[
ϕ1(∂

s
xr
ωj)(∂

m−1−s
xr

vi) + ϕ1(∂
s
xr
Hj)(∂

m−1−s
xr

Ji)

− ϕ1(∂
s
xr
vj)(∂

m−1−s
xr

ωi)− ϕ1(∂
s
xr
Jj)(∂

m−1−s
xr

Hi)
]
− 2(∂jϕ1)(∂

m−1
xr

ωi),
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F2 =

m−1∑

s=0

(
m− 1

s

)[
ϕ2∂

s
xr
(Hxk

)j(∂
m−1−s
xr

vi) + ϕ2(∂
s
xr
Hj)∂

m−1−s
xr

(vxk
)i

− ϕ2∂
s
xr
(vxk

)j(∂
m−1−s
xr

Hi)− ϕ2(∂
s
xr
vj)∂

m−1−s
xr

(Hxk
)i

]
− 2(∂jϕ2)(∂

m−1
xr

(Hxk
)i),

G1 = ∂jϕ1

[m−1∑

s=0

(
m− 1

s

)(
∂s
xr
ωj∂

m−1−s
xr

vi + ∂s
xr
Hj∂

m−1−s
xr

Ji − ∂s
xr
vj∂

m−1−s
xr

ωi

− ∂s
xr
Jj∂

m−1−s
xr

Hi

)]
+ (∂tϕ1 +∆ϕ1)(∂

m−1
xr

ωi)

G2 = ∂jϕ2

[m−1∑

s=0

(
m− 1

s

)(
∂s
xr
(Hxk

)j∂
m−1−s
xr

vi + ∂s
xr
Hj∂

m−1−s
xr

(vxk
)i

− ∂s
xr
(vxk

)j∂
m−1−s
xr

Hi − ∂s
xr
vj∂

m−1−s
xr

(Hxk
)i

)]
+ (∂tϕ2 +∆ϕ2)[∂

m−1
xr

(Hxk
)i].

Then, following the process of the Step 3 of the above proof, we can obtain

the estimate ‖∇m−1(ωi, (Hxk
)i)‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

4−[ 1
23

(1− 1
26m−6 )]

(0,0))

(1)
=⇒ the estimate ‖∇m−1ω‖L∞

t C0,α
x (Q 1

4−[ 1
23

(1− 1
26m−5 )]

(0,0))

(2)
=⇒ the estimate ‖∇mv‖L∞

t C0,α
x (Q 1

4−[ 1
23

(1− 1
26m−4 )]

(0,0))

(3)
=⇒ the estimate ‖∇mH‖L∞

t C0,α
x (Q 1

4−[ 1
23

(1− 1
26m−3 )]

(0,0))

(4)
=⇒ the estimate ‖(∇mω,∇m+1H)‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

4−[ 1
23

(1− 1
26m−2 )]

(0,0))

(5)
=⇒ the estimate ‖∇mω‖

L∞
t C0,α

x (Q 1
4−[ 1

23
(1− 1

26m−1 )]
(0,0))

(6)
=⇒ the estimate ‖∇m+1v‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

4−[ 1
23

(1− 1
26m

)]
(0,0)) .

Notices that

1

4
−
( 1

24
+

1

25
+ · · ·+ 1

26m+3

)
=

1

4
− [

1

23
(1− 1

26m
)] =

1

8
+

1

26m+3
>

1

8
,

which, along with Lemma 2.8, leads to that for any m ≥ 0

‖∇m(v,H)‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
8
(0,0))

. ‖v‖L∞
t L∞

x (Q 1
2
(0,0)) + ‖H‖L∞

t L∞
x (Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖ω‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)) + ‖J‖L2

tL
2
x(Q 1

2
(0,0)).

This concludes the proof of Lemma 2.8.
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