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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 L® 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.
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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, &, 10]. In three-dimensional space, the
incompressible MHD equations on (0,00) x R3 can be expressed as:

Ow—Av+ (v-V)o+VII = (H -V)H,
OH—AH+ (v-V)H —(H -V)v =0, (1.1)
dive =0, divH =0,

where v : (0,00) x R — R3, H : (0,00) x R — R3 T2 7+ W2 and 71 (0,00) x R? 5 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)

O+ (u-V)v—Av+Vr=0, in (0,00) x R3 (1.2)
dive =0, '

which has a simple form but rich mathematical structure. The above equation (1.1); can
be interpreted as the NSE (1.2) perturbed by an external force term (H - V)H, which is
controlled by the linear equation (1.1),. 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 R? 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 (0,7"), where the first blow-up time of the solution is ¢ = T, then it must exhibit
the following blow-up behavior:

[0 L2 2y = p € (3,09, (1.3)



with some ¢(p) depending only on p. However, it, for the critical case p = 3, is extremely
complicated. In fact, the qualitative analysis about the L3(R?) norm of potential singularity
solutions at the maximum existence time 71" has been a well-known open problem for a long
time, where the time T is finite, i.e. whether

limsup [[v(t)(| 23 (r3) = o0 (1.4)

t—T

holds true or equivalently whether
v e L®(0,T; L3(R%)) = 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(R?))
does not guarantee the fact that for any e > 0, there exists Q C R? makes lull oo 0,713 (02)) <
€. 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-L9 estimate).
Until 2003, Escauriaza, Seregin and Sverdk 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 rescaling'. 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 [1]. 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

v(t :
lim sup o)l 23 (m3)

= +o00. (1.6)
T (logloglog(ﬁ))c

with some small enough constant ¢ > 0.

Yif (v,7) is the solution of the system (1.2), then for any A > 0 the functions

VMt ) A MWt Ax), Tt z) 2 Nr(A\Pt )

is also a solution of the system (1.2).



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 wu is a classical solution to the NSE (1.2) in
(0,T] x R3 satisfies

[vllzee L3 (0,1 xR3) < A,
with some sufficiently large absolute constant A > Cjy > 1, and there exists a universal
constant gg such that if the frequency is satisfied N > N* we have

-1
N7PN Ol e pee (1 773y < 05

then HUHL?OLOO([ZTT]XRg) can be estimated explicitly in terms of A and N*. Thus, the key
T il

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(AC0))) whose proof is divided into three steps:

1) Backward frequency bubbling.

Suppose [|v||zee 13 (jto—T,10]xr3) < A is such that Ny Y Pwyv(zo,to)| > A=C0. Then for any
n € N, there exists N,, > 0 and (t,,z,) € (to — T, t,_1) x R3 such that

Nn_1|PNnU(33mtn)| > A_CO,

with ) .
l‘n:l‘0+0((t0—tn)§), Ny ~ |t0_tn|_§-
2) The vorticity lower bound converted to a lower bound on the velocity.

e Transfer of concentration in Fourier space to physical space. The previous step and
[vllzee L3 ((0,r)xr8) < A imply that for some small scales S > 0 and Ig C [to — S,to —

A3°W 8] such that

N

/ oD} IV xo(t',2))? dz > Ago(l)S_ for all ' € Ig (1.7)
|z—xo| <A S2

called as an enstrophy-type lower bound, where A; 2 ACS for all JEZ and Ajiq =
A%,
J

e 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 {z : |x — z¢| < A4O(1)S %}
to large scale, i.e., for any t' € Ig and S’ = A=9(1 S, one has

/ IV x ot ) de > exp(—O(ARP /) (S') (1.8)
R<|z—x0|<2R

with any R > A5S1/2.

e Forward-in-time propagation of concentration. With the help of the quantitative Car-
leman inequalities, one can propagate the lower bound on Igx {z : R < |x —x¢| < 2R}
forward in time until one returns to original time ¢y, which finally leads to

/ [o(te, 2)[? dz > exp(— exp(AZDV)). (1.9)
Rs<|z—zo|<RY
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3) Conclusion : summing scales to bound TN3.

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(to, )| 13 ®s)- This gives
the desired bounded on Ny, i.e.

TNZ < exp(exp(exp(AS™M))),

which implies that N* ~ exp(exp(exp(A0))). This, along with the classical energy method,
yields
1
|v(t, )| Loo 3y < exp(exp(exp(ACg)))t_i, 0<t<T.

Finally, assume by contradiction that (1.6) fails and take A = (logloglog(-1=))¢, one

Te—t
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 Sverdk [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]|; o 8.0 <
t T

M. Namely, if T* is a first blow-up time and (0,7*) is a singular point, then

R=0(T" —t"2).

1
[0l £3(Br(0)) = Cw log (ﬁ)

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) x R? with

limsup [[v(-, tn) || £3(r3) < 0o and ¢, 1 0,

n
then for j > 1

ol 0(—=—)

v ” =0(——).

Lo (B2 (31.0) ) V=lj+1
In [23], Palasek proved that if the solution of (1.2) satisfies the critical bound
1—-3
[r" ][ oo pa < A,
with r = /22 + 22, and v, ¢ fall into one of two case:
either ¢ € (3, +00), or v is axisymmetric and ¢ € (2, 3],

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

1-3
. 10(t)[| g (ms)
lim sup =

t—Ty (log log(ﬁ))c

I

for some constant ¢ € (0,+00). Since then, Palasek [21] got the quantitative regularity for
solutions v € LXLY 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 x R® — [0,00) and
C > 0 such that C™f < |v| < Cf.



qualitative result obtained by Dong and Du [J]. Very recently, Hu et al. [17] studied the

quantitative regularity and blow-up criterion of the classical solution to the NSE (1.2) in
3

B 7 (B?) (3 < ity in Byoe ” (R® i i
0,00 p < 00). Due to the low regularity in By, o " (R?), 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 (o1 e ) + I ) E < o,

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 [0, 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 0, v, satisfies the
integrability condition

Dpyv € LP(0,T; LY(R3)),

+-=1, qe€(3,00),

TN
| w

then (v, H) is regular in R? x (0,7]. 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(R?)), Mahalov, Nicolaenko and Shikin in [22] considered the qualitative
regularity of solution to (1.1) and showed that

e Suppose (v, H,7) is a classical solution to MHD equations whose maximal time of
existence T, is finite. Then

limsup ||(v, H)(t)|| 13 ®s) = +o0. (1.10)
t—T,
Inspired by the breakthrough work of Tao [31], we quantify (1.10). Let us now state our

first theorem



Theorem 1.1. Let (v, H) : [-1,1] x R? — R3 x R3, 7 : [-1,1] x R — R be a classical
solution to the MHD equations with

[(v, H)| oo L3 (~1,1xr3) < A (1.11)
for some A > Cy > 1. Then, for j = 0,1, the following quantitative estimates hold

|V (v, H)(t,z)| < expexpexp(ACg), (1.12)
|V (w, J)(t,z)| < expexp exp(ACg), '

x
whenever % <t<1, xeR3.
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) x R® = R3 x R3, 7 : [-1,1) x R® = R be a classical
solution to the MHD equations which blows up att = 1. Then

CH)(t
imeup 1O Ol _

t—»1- (loglog log(ﬁ))C

for some constant ¢ € (0,+00).

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 Ny?. To gain the upper bound of Ny, the core of the
proof is to derive enstrophy-type lower bounds for the corrector function W,(t, z) 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, Vu, VH, 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 xv(t,z) and V x H(t, ),
denoted by w(t,z) and J(t,z) respectively. Now taking the curl on both sides of (1.1), and
(1.1),, one has

Ow—Aw+ (v-Vw— (w-V)v—(H-V)J+(J-V)H =0, (1.13)
OJ—AJ+(v-V)J—(H -V)w—(J-V)vo+ (w-V)H =2R(v,H) '

with

8321 . 82H — 6221 . 83H
R(’U,H) = 81U'83H—83U-81H
8221 . 81H — 6121 . 82H

3Under the scale-invariant assumption (1.11), if N™'|| Py (v, H)|lLge 0,1:000 m3)) < A€ fails for N = Ny,
what is an upper bound for Ny?



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

~ _1
(0 — A)(w, )| < CLT (w, )|+ C 4T 2|V (w, ),

carl

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,w, 0, H),
where 0,, H = H,,, (k=1, 2, 3) satisfies

OiHy, — AH,, = (Hy, -V)v+ (H -V)vg, — (vg, - V)H — (v-V)Hy, . (1.14)

With the help of epochs of estimate and annuli of regularity for v and H, we can obtain
~1 -1 —3 -3 -1 -1 ~3 51
|(at B A)W| < <CcarlT + CcarlT 2)|I/V| + (CcarlT + CcarlT 2) |VW|

_3 - ~
<C 2T 2|W|+C_ LT VW], (1.15)

carl carl

due to the fact that the scale of time T 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

(oa(z,t), mx(z, 1), Hy(2,1)) := (Aw(Az, A2), N2 (Ax, A2t), \H (Az, \°t))
This scale-invariance property enable us to assign a “dimension” to the following quantities
T~2 has dimension — 1; 9 (or 9%) has dimension — 2.

That is to say the scales (or dimension) of 7! and 9, (or 02) 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

oa(t, ) = o(t) — Nt 2, + Ax),  Hy(t,z) = NH(t) — N2t 2. + \z),
and

(U)n H)\)ka (t7 l‘) = \? (Uyk > Hyk)(tll_)‘2t7 l‘*+)\$), (CU)\, J)\)(tv $) = )\2(0.1, J) (ﬂl _)‘2t7 l‘*+)\$),

where \ = ﬁ,y =2, + Az and (¢,z) € [0,1] x R3. It is clear that (vy, Hy, (H))z,) is also
a solution of (1.1), (1.14), and Wy = (Hx,wx, (H))z,, (H)) g, (H))z,) fulfills the following
differential inequality

1 1
|OW + AW, | < Z|W)‘| + §|VW)\| on [0,1] x Q. (1.16)

Here the space domain € is R? 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



so the quantitative Carleman inequality is valid for W). However, notices that Wy (z,t) #
N2W (y, th— A\?t) 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 W), which is the
second main block of the paper. The idea, fixing this difficulty, is now to introduce a
corrector function W, (t,z) defined by

3
We(t, ) = Ty [H(t, ) + |w(t, o) + D | Hai (¢, 7))
i=1

with A421N0_ 2y < Azl. Using the quantitative Carleman inequality to W) 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 W, (¢, x) at the
final moment of time ¢g:

_Af 1
/~ g We(to,z) do 2 e ¢ °T5 2,
SR |z|< -

10

FR 1
with AT < R < eAgT?f. Finally, the pigeonhole principle and Hoélder’s inequality enable
us convert the lower bound of W.(tg,x) to the lower bound on (v(tg,x), H(to,x)), i.e.,

11
/ ‘U(to,gj)’3 dz —|—/ ’H(to,a})’3 dz > e_geAG 7
B(fﬁi") T

B ‘,Ei.’)

~ ~ 11 1
where 5R < || < ?“?—SR and 7 = e T . The above lower bound finally leads to the the
upper bound for Ny. Precisely,

Proposition 1.1. Let (v, H,m) : [-1,1] x R? — R3 x R3 x R be a classical solution of (1.1)
satisfying
|’(U7H)HL§°L3([—1,1]xR3) <A (1.17)

Suppose that there exists (ty,xo) € [0,1] x R? and Ny > Ay such that
| P (v, H) (to, w0)| > A7 No.

Then

12
eA6

Nogee

1.4 Notations

1. we denote &, = 2,8; = 2 0ij = % and adapt the notation

iLj
v (OI‘ D™) = 8;?1 (9;22(9;23 with mi + mo + m3 = m.
2. Let u,v be two vector fields, we define second order tensor product
u®v = (uivj)i<ij<3

and v-Vu = v; - Jju. Throughout the paper, we use Einstein’s convention for the sum
on repeated indices.



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 <; Y, which means that |X| < C;Y for
some C; > 0 depending only j.

4. The usual parabolic cylinder is defined as
Qr(a,s) 2 {(z,t) : |lx—a| <7, s—r><t<s}

If o € R® and R > 0, we use Bgr(xg) to denote the ball B(xg, R) = {z € R3 :
|z —xo| < R}

5. We use the mixed Lebesgue norms

R 1/q
vllLazr(rxa) = (/I Hv(t)Hq;(Q) dt>

)L @) = (/Q lv(t,z)|" da:) Lr

with the usual modifications when ¢ = oo or r = co. Here Q C R? is a domain and
I C R is a interval. If Q is a bounded domain, we denote C%%(Q), 0 < a < 1, by the
space of all uniformly a-Hélder continuous functions on €2, i.e. functions f: Q — R
for which there exists the constant C' > 0 such that

where

(@) = f@)| < Cla—yl, for every z,y€ Q.
The space C%%(Q) of a-Holder continuous functions on  with norm

|f(x) = f(W)

A
a@) —Ssup |f(x)| + sup
£l o o) = sup| £ ()] Py

e z,y€Q

is a Banach space. The space C*(Q), of all k-times continuously differentiable func-
tions with derivatives up to order k£ continuous on 2 is a Banach space when equipped

with the norm
fllorey 2 D IV Flloo@):
|| <k

Ck(Q)), 0 < a < 1, consists of all functions f € C¥(Q) for which all the kth
derivatives are Holder continuous with exponent «, i.e. 97f € C%¥(Q) for every
multi-index v with |y| = k.

6. Given a Schwartz function f : R® — R, we define the Fourier transform
fer2 [ s@eeda (or FU)E & [ Sa)e da),
R3 R3

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

P F(©) 2 () (6)

10



where ¢ : R — R is a fixed bump function supported on B(0,1) that equals 1 on
B(0, %) We also define the companion Littlewood-Paley projections

Py £ Poy — P§%7 Pon 21— P<y, Py 2 Poon — PS%

where I denotes the identity operator; thus for instance

Penf=Y Pyanfi Ponf=)Y Puyf

k=0 k=1
for Schwartz f. Also we have

Py = PyPy.

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 A and its inverse A™!, partial derivatives 0;, heat propagators
et®, and the Leray projection

P2 _VxAlUx

to divergence-free vector fields. It is important to emphasize that if N’ ~ N” << N,
then

Py (PP ymv) = 0, (1.18)
In fact,
F|Pu(PevPen)] ()

= F | Pu(PanrviPeyivj)|

= :¢(2§,) - w(;—i)}f@swvz‘%wvj)

= [elai) — 9] [ IF(Penmlle = nlF(Peyr)l(n) dy

= [etgi) — o] L[5 7 ] [e(5) 7] an

-,
with

162 plo5) — el @2 [ [o(S5)Fw)] [e(5m) )] an

It is clear that

supp¥ (&) Nsupp¥q(§) = @
due to N’ ~ N” << N. This leads to (1.18).

11



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 e-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 Ny under the L3 critical bounds of
(v, H) which is the core of this paper. In particular:

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

e 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.

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

e 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 W, 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 w and J
into that of v and H is no longer valid due to the influence of R(v, H) in (1.13),.
To solve this problem, we consider the equation of VH 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. U [Multiplier theorem] Let N > 0, and let m : R? — C be a smooth function
supported on B(0,N) that obeys the bounds

IVim(¢)] < MN™

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

Then one has .
[T fllpamsy S MNP e[| fll o (rs)

12



whenever 1 < p < q< oo and f:R3> = R is a Schwartz function. In particular, if Q C R3

is an open subset of R3, A > 1, and
A 3. A
Qa ={z e R’ :dist(z,Q) < N}’

A
N

(2.1)

then we have
3_3 B 1_1 _ 3_3
T fllon @) S MNP fllLoa y) + AT M|QpS "% N2 7% | £l oo (g
N

whenever 1 < p; < g1 <00 and 1 < py < g2 < 00 are such that g2 > q1, and || denotes
the volume of Q). Thus for instance, we have the Bernstein inequalities

IV f”Lq(R3) S; N ”f”LP(]R3) (2.2)

whenever 1 <p < q< o0, j >0, and f is a Schwartz function whose Fourier transform is

supported on B(0,N), and from this, we drive
(2.3)

. L33
|Pn eV £l pagrsy Sj exp(—N2t/20)N7 T2 74| £l o),

for any t > 0. Summing this, we obtain the standard heat kernel bounds
(2.4)

, _i_3.3
HetAV]fHLq(R% it £l 2 (m3)-

In the process of proving Lemma 2.8, the Lemmas 2.2-2.4 below are important tools
], and we omitted it’s proof.

The proof of Lemma 2.2-2.4 are presented on page 397 of |

Lemma 2.2. P71 Assume that I, U, r, 1’ satisfy either
1<i<r<oo, 1<l <7 < oo,
it
or
1<1<r<oo, 1<l <7 = o0,
{%+%<%+%+2

Then for any T € (0,00), there exists ¢ = c¢(n, 1, U'; r, r') such that

-1
”(at - A) f”L{’LQ((—T,O]xR% < chHLi’LQ((—T70}><R3)‘

Lemma 2.3. U7 Assume that m, m’, r, v’ satisfy either
{ 1<m <7 < oo,

o

N

m<r<oo
PR

<
+ 5 <2y
m’ = r

Iz =

or
1<m <7 = o0,

1<m<r<oo,
Doy 2ong 24

m
Then for any T € (0,00), there exists ¢ = c(n, m, m', r, ') such that

~1
10 = M)V Ly 1 —moxesy < Al L -mop ey

13



Lemma 2.4. 71 (i) Let f,g € LPLX((—T,0] x R?) and T € (0,00), then
(0 — A)_l(vf + g)‘|Lt°°C'2’a((—T,O]><R3)
< (|| fllpse oo ((—10)xr3) + 191l oo Loo (=T,0)xR3))

for any 0 < o < 1.
(i) Let f,g € L°CE*((—T,0] x R3) with k = 0,1,2,---, then

10, — ANV f+ 9)||L;>oc;§+1((_T,0}xR3)
< C(|’f”L§<>0§'“((—T,O]XR3) + ”gHLt""Cﬁ'“((—T,O]XW))
for any 0 < a < 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 Ny. 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. U1 (First Carleman inequality) Let Cogr € [1,00), T € [1,00), and 0 < r_ <
r1, where Cegry is called Carleman’s constant. Let A denote the space-time annulus

AL {(t,z) eERxR*: £ €[0,T];r_ < 2| <ry}.

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

OU + AU < C-L TN U| + C2T VU] on A (2.5)

carl carl

Assume the inequality
r2 > 4C 0 T.

Then one has the following bound

T
/4 / T-HUR + |VU|? dadt
0 Jior_<lz|<E

Ccarle 4CcarlT // eccarlT( llU(t f]}')’2 + ‘VU(t x)‘ > dwdt
2'r+

+em/ (0, 2)[? dx}.
r—<|z|<ry

Lemma 2.6. [ ](Second Carleman inequality) Let Ceqpy € [1,00), T € [1,00), r > 0, and
we define the cylindrical region

CL{(t,x) eRxR3:te[0,T];|z| <r}.

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

U + AU| < O T HU|+ mﬁlT“|VU| on C. (2.6)

14



Assume
r2 > 40007

Then, for any 0 < t; <ty < % one has the bound
2to ‘1‘2
/ / (T UR + |VUPR)e 5 dedt
to Jlal<z

'r2 T
sem [ 1 U + VU o) dede
0 Jlz|<r

2
\

to\s ety Cr’ =2
+ <t_0)2(et_0) fo / U0, z)%e” 41 da.
/ot jal<r

2.2 Quantitative version of e-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. "l There exist absolute constants e, > 0 and C' > 0 such that if (v, H,1I) is
a suitable weak solution of the MHD equations (1.1) on Q1(0,0) and for some & < &,

/ (o + |HP + || dads < e,

Q1(0,0)
then )
HUHL;"’Lgo(Q%(O,O)) + ”H”L;’OLgO(Q%(O,O)) < Ces. (2.7)
Moreover, the following qualitative estimate holds for any positive integer k,
max |V, H)(2)| < C}. 2.8
L [T )0 < (28)

In fact, the quantitative estimate (2.7) is valid for (V¥v, VFH) for any k > 0 by taking
advantage of the following lemma, i.e., the above C} in (2.8) can be quantified.
Lemma 2.8. Let (v,H,II) be a distributional solution to the MHD equation (1.1) in
Q%(0,0). Furthermore, suppose v, H € L>(Q1(0,0)), w,J € L%(Q1(0,0)) with

1 1
2 2

||U||L§’°Lg°(Q%(O,O)) + | H | 2o 2 (@ 0,0)) + HwHLfL%(Q%(0,0)) + ||J||L§L3(Q%(o,o)) <1l (29

1
2

Then
IV* (v, H)||L§’°Lg°(Q%(0,O))

< CIQ(H”HL;OL;O(Q%(O,O)) + ||H||L§’°Lg°(Q%(O,O)) (2.10)
+ HWHLng(Q (0,0) t HJHLEL%(Q%(O,O))>'

1
2
for any integer k > 0. Here Cy € (0,00) 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 L9-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 w 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 €', € (0,1) such that if (v, H,1I) is a suitable
weak solution of the MHD equations (1.1) on Q1(0,0) and for some &' < &,

/ o 4 [H + 113 dads < '
Q1(0,0

then for any positive integer k > 0

=

||VkUHLt°°L§°(Q%(O,O)) + ||VkHHLt°°Lg°(Q%(O,O)) < Ci(€)

for some universal constant C}, > 0.

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

1
||U||L§’°Lg°(Q%(O,O)) + 1 H| 2o £, (0,0)) < C(€)3. (2.11)

1
2

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

1 1
5 3 22
1ol 2y 0y < Ol L 0 12l ) T all 1€ W (B

[NIES

yields

1 1 1
196 )220, 000 < OV 120 00y 1O D 200, 0y < O

NI

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

|’Vk(U=H)”L;>°Lg°(Q%(070))
< CI/c(HU‘|L§°Lg°(Q%(O,O)) + ||H||L§°Lg°(Q%(O,O)) + HWHLng(Q%(O,O)) + HJHLng(Q%(O,O)))
1
< Ci(e)s,

which finishes the proof of Corollary 2.1. U
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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 Ny 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,
1P (0, H) e oo 3,08y < ALV (3.1)

whenever N > N, with ;
N, £ exp(exp(exp(A©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 =o' + 0, H = H' + H" on [%, 1] x R3, where

ol(t) £ etTDAy(=1,2), HY(t) £ HVAH(-1,2).
This, along with (1.17) and (2.4) yields

”w(vl,Hl)HLgoLg( 11w <5 A, (3.2)

for any 3 < p < oo and j > 0. Now let us denote the nonlinear component by v" =
v—ol, H" & H — H', and similarly split w = w! + w™, J = J' + J". For convenience, we
introduce the nonlinear enstrophy

E(t) 2 %/R W, 2)|? + | )2 da (3.3)

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

SE(t) = ~Ya(0) + Ya(t) + Yalt) + Ya(t) + Ys(0) + Yo(t),

where
Yi(t) = / VWt o)+ VI ) da
R3
Yo t) :/ W (H-V)J! dx+/ J"(H - V) dz
R3 R3
—/ W (v- V)W dx—/ JV(v-V)J dz
R3 R3
Ys(t) = / W (W V)l de+ [ T (V! de
R3 R3
+2/ T@" HY - J" d:v—/ W (J"-V)H dz
R3 R3

—/ J (W V)H dz
R3

Yu(t) = /RS W - (W V)" dz + - Jr(JH V)t de
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+2/ T HY) - J” d:z:—/ W (JU-VYH dz
R3 R3
— [ Jv (W V)H" dx

R3

Y5(t) = /ng"-(wl-V)vl da:—F/R3 J(JE- V)l d

+2/ T HY - Jm dx—/ W (JH-V)H dz
R3 R3
— [ g (- V)H dz

R3

Yeo(t) = /ng"-(w"'V)fu" da:—k/R3 Jr(J V)" de

+2/ T(W", H")  J" dx—/ W' (J"-V)H" da
R3 R3

— [ Jr (W V)H" d
R3

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

Y2 (t)] < HwnHL2(R3)HHHLS(RS)HVJl”Lﬁ(RS) + ”Jn|’L2(R3)|’H”L3(R3)”V"‘)lHL6(R3)
+ o™ L2 sy 0]l 2o o) V@ Lo ray + 1™ L2 sy 10l 2o ra) V0| 2o sy
S AP(lw™ r2@s) + 1™ r2@e) S APE3 (1) S A* + E(t).

Similarly, one has
Y (6)] + [YaOl < A" B gay + 1722 ) = AE(2)
and

1
Y5(t)] < A% (lw" || 2o + 17" |2 (rs)) S A’E2(t) < A" +E(t)

(3.6)

To estimate nonlinear term Yg(t), more work needs to be done. Indeed, by applying a

Littlewood-Paley decomposition to Yg(t), we find that

Yo(t) = Z {/ Pn,w" - Py,w" - VP, 0" dx
N1,N2,N3 RS

+ PNljn . PNZJn . VPN3’Un dx + 2/ T(Pvan,PNan) . PN3Jn dz

R3 R3

—/ Plen'PNQJn'VPN3Hn dx—/ PNlJ"~PN2w"-VPN3H" dx}
R3 R3

AL

Ii7

Mo

=1

First, we consider I;. Notices that by using Plancherel’s theorem
B [ F[8 Paw™) - (2 P (€) - (3 PraT0m)(6) dé
N1 N2 N3
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= [ [ S wm o wde - O e T dnde
R3 JR3 N Na N3

where

Ty o2y, wy = g

Ty = (L) —
3 (’D(Nl w5,

thus, the low-low interaction is vanish, i.e., I; = Iii + 12 + I 3, where
hi= 3 3 [ P (s V)P do
Ni~Na N3<Ni~Np VB

Lo = E E Py,w™ - (Py,w™ - V) Py,o™ dz
N1~N3 No<SNi~N3

I Y
R

No~N3 N1 <Na~N3

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

Z ”PNgv'U"HL;O([E@)S( Z + Z )HPN3VU"HL20(R3)

N3<N; N.<N3<N;  N3<N.
< > AT'NG+ > AN
N.<N3<N; N3< Ny

< AT'NE 4 ANZ.
This implies

Ly SATYY D NP P 7o ey + ANZ Y 1P |72 rs)-

N1 Nl
Similarly,
Iy S AT Z N??”PNgwnH%g(W) + AN? Z HPN3wn”2L%(R3)
N3 N3
and

Ly SATYY N3N Prpe 7o sy + ANZ Y Py |72 sy-
No Na

Thus, we finally derive

I 5 Al_l ZN2”PNOJTL”2L%(R3) + ANE Z ”Pan”2L§(R3)
N N

By the similar calculation as above, one has

L, I3 SAT'Y NPy I | Ja ey + ANZY 1PN T [ 72 gsy:
N N

19



and

L, Is S A ZNz(HPanH%g(R% + ”PNJn”QLg(RB))
N

+ AN? Z(”PNWHH%g(H@) + 1Py T 122 )
N

Combined with the above estimates, one finally obtains

Yo(t) S AT Y N2 (| Py |72 gs) + 1PV T 172 3))
N

+ AND Y (1P (172 sy + 1PN T (172 gs))-
N

On the other hand, from Plancherel’s theorem we also have
Yi(t) ~ D NP(1Pn, 0" l[72 sy + 1Py T (172 sy )
N1

E(t) ~ > (1Pw,w" 172 oy + 1wy T [172 o)
Ny

and hence
Yo(t) € A7'Yi(t) + ANZE(1).
This, along with (3.4)-(3.6), yields
d
EE@+Yﬂﬂ§A@@m+A€ (3.7)
By the aid of Gronwall’s inequality, one further derives for any % <s<7<1
E(r) < N9 (s) + A / AN =0 qg,

s

Thus, if 0 < 7 — s < A~'N-2 one has

E(r) < E(s) + A% (3.8)
Now we further claim that
/_1% /}Ra(wy? 4+ [VH"?) dadt < A (3.9)
Notices that the nonlinear pair (v, H™) fulfills
" = Av" —diviv®@v— H® H) — VII, (3.10)
OH" =AH" 4+ (v-V)H — (H - V). (3.11)

Multiplying (3.10), (3.11) by v™ and H™, respectively, and integrating with respect to x
over R3, we conclude that

1d

——/ (o™ + [H™]?) dx—l—/ (V"2 + |VH"?) dz
2dt Jgs R3

:/ (Vv"):(v@v)dx—i—/ (H-V)v—(v-V)H]-H" — (Vv") : (H® H) dx
R3 R3

2 Is + I.
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As before, we denote the nonlinear component by v = v — v* and H® & H — H' which

fulfil by using (1.17), (3.2)

| (v", Hn)HLgoLg([_%,l}xRa) S A

It is clear that by a simple calculation
Is :/ (V") : (v®@w) dz
R3
=/ (Vo) : (W' @ v+ 0" @) d
R3
1 n n
§§/ V"2 dz + Cl[v' | Fs sy 101175 mey + Cllo™ 17 ey 10176 oy
R3
1
g—/ |Vo"|? dz 4+ CAY
2 R3
Here we have used the fact

/ (Vo) : (v" @ 0") da = / (O )viv dx =0,
- s 10 j
due to divo™ = 0. Similarly,

1
I; < —/ \VH"|? dz + C A%
2 Jps

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

3

2 1
/4 E(t) dt < / E(t) dt < A%,
f-ATIN 3

and hence by the pigeonhole principle, there is at least one time t; € (% —ATIN2, %) with
E(t;) < APN2. Together with (3.8), we conclude that

E(ty) S E(t)) + A* S ASN2 < N3, for all ty € [ty,t1 + AIN 2],
E(ts) SE(t + ATIN72) + AV S ASNZ2 S N3, forall tz €[t + ATIN72 ) + 2471 N2,

~

E(t,) SE(1 - AT'N72) + A* S ASN2Z SN2, forallt, € [1— ATIN2 1)

Through this iterative process, we can get E(t) < N2 for all % <t <1, which, along with
(3.7), yields

1 1
/3\5{1(t) dt:/3 / VW (4, @) + [V ()2 de dt < N,
Ed B R3
4

4

This further implies

1
A /RS \V20(t,z)]* + |VEH"(t,2)|* dz dt < N2 (3.12)
1
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Here, we have used the fact
VU |2 sy = lw"llz2®s),  IVH" |23y = [|J" || L2 (ms),

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

(v, H)(t,2)], [V(0, H)(t,2)], [V2(v, H)(t,2)| S N
on [%, 1] x R3. This concludes Theorem 1.1. O

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

/R ()P IVH 6 0)f? da (3.13)

The main reason is that

/ (H-V)J"-w" dx—i—/ (H-V)w"-J" dz =0.
R3 R3

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

/RS(H-V)J”-w" dz + /RS(H V) HT dx £ 0,

which is estimated as follows
‘/ (H-V)J" - " d:z:—i—/ (H-V) - H? dz
R3 R3
< H |33 |V |2 w3 |VHy, |23y S AY1(2).

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 ¢ > 0 be a sufficiently small constant, and suppose for contra-

diction that
. I[(v, H) ()| 3 r3)
lim sup T
t1- [logloglog(1=)]°

Thus, for some constant M > 1, we know that there exists 0 < § < exp{— expexp(M %)}
such that

1
[[(v, H) ()| L3 (m3) < M log loglog(l—_t)]c, te[l—41)

Applying Theorem 1.1, for ¢ small enough (for example we can choose that 2cC§3 < 1).
Then, we obtain

[0, H) () Lge m3) < exp { exp [exp (Mcg - [logloglog(%)]ccg)} }
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S exp { exp [exp (g log log(—— )2 |
S exp{ exp [exp (%[log log log(%)D]}
< exp { exp [ exp (logloglog(lit)%)”

< (),

where we used the inequality as follows

1 1 1 1
;)1 = loglog <1—010g(—)>

log log 1
og loglog(7 T3

1 1
= log [log 0 + log log(m)}

1 1
1

1
= log = + log log log(——
og 5 + logloglog(:—)

1 1
> 3 log log log(m)
In particular, v and H are bounded in L?L°((1 — 4,1) x R3), contradicting the classical
blow-up criterion [32, 33]. This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.2. O

4 An upper bound estimate of N,

In this section, we will prove Proposition 1.1, which provides an upper bound estimate for
Ny, 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 Ny, 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,w, A obey the hypotheses of Proposition 1.1. Then for any
interval I C [0,1], we have

1
(v, H)ll 3 poe rxmsy S AMI)2. (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 to € [~%, —1], such that
Q@WM%Wmeumgﬁ. (4.2)
To conclude the proof, we need to show

! INCRRL
/ LE®) S dt < AL (4.3)
o (A2 4 IV, oy + IVH? 2550

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

1
|1 ey + N e
1 1 1 1 1
5/0 ||VUHHE%(R3)HAvnHzg(Ra) + ||VH"HE%(R3)HAH"HZ%(]W) dt

1 1 1 1
~ /0 (42 + 190" B oy + IVH™ 23 ms) ) * (180712 gy + IAH | 25 s )
||AUHHL2 (R3) + |AH" HL2(R3

1 1
S | A 190 gy + IVH" Bygesy dt+ [ ; di

(42 + 19012, oy + IVH 12 55, )
< A%
Together with (3.2), we finally get
0/l 21 oo,y xr3) S A% IH 1 Lo (o, xrey S AL (4.4)

Now we remain to show (4.3). Indeed, multiplying (3.10), (3.11) by Av™, AH™, respectively,
one concludes that

1d yV(U",H")y2dx+/ IA(™, H™)|? dz
2dt R3 R3
:/ (v-V)v-Av" d:E—I—/ (v-V)H - AH" dz
R3 R3
/ (H-V)H - Av" dx —/ (H-V)v-AH" dx
R3 R3
= [ ("- V)" Av" dz +/ (0" - V)l - Av™ da +/ (' - V)" - Av™ da
R3 R3 R3
+/ (W' V)l - A" da +/ (v"-V)H" - AH" d$+/ (" - V)H'- AH" dz
R3 R3 R3

+/ (W' - V)H" - AH" dx+/
R3

(W' VYH'- AH" dz —/ (H™-V)H" - Av"™ dz
R3

R3

(H™ - V)H'- Av" dx—/ (H' - V)H" - Av" dx—/ (H' - V)l - Av™ dx
R3 R3

(H" - V)" - AH" d:E—/ (H"-V)o' - AH" d:E—/ (H'-V)o" - AH" dz
R3 R3
16

o Hl' l'AHn A K; 4.

[t A a2 3 K (4.5)

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

3 3
(K| < [[0" || o sy IV 0" || L3 ra) | A" || L2 3y < 0" (|6 sy [AV" [ 72 gy
1 n n
< EHAU [72@s) + ClIVO™ 22 (gs),s
n n 1 n n
| Ka| < (V0! |l 23 oy 10" || oo o) | A0 | L2 sy < T5llAv 72y + CIVO 23 ) [ V0™ [ 22 sy
1 n n
< gllAv 72 re) + CAZ VO™ |22 gs)-

By a similarly calculation, one has
|Ks| + [Ko| + [K7| + |Kio| + [ K11| + [ K1a| + | K15
3 n 2 n n n
< gllAv 72 sy + gIAH [F2(gsy + CAX (V" F2 gy + IVH" [[2(gs)):
Kl + 1] + 1ol + Krel < o (1A Bagusy + 1807 Bages) ) + €AY,
and
Kol + 1ol + [Kisl < 5 (IAH 2y + 180" o) + CUT [Sagas) + VA" 2 e
Substituting the estimate of K; (i =1,2,...,16) into (4.5), we get
d n n n n
E(HVU 72 gy + IVH H%g(RB)) + 1AV 72 sy + [ AH (|72 ey
S IV G2 @y + IVH™ 22 msy + AP (V0" 172 ey + IVH" |72 (gs)) + A*
< (190" B sy + IV sy + 42)°
S~ VUL @) + Lz T4 )
this implies that

| Av™ ||L2 (R3) + ||AH"||L2(R3

d . n _
| = (A IV ey + IVH Gy ™| + ’
(A2 + IV0" 1 oy + IVE 1 )

S A+ [V o sy + IVH" |72 (s (4.6)

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

! ||A(’U"7H")||%2(R3)
/t i

o (A2 419023 ) + IVHO 2 g

V0™ (t0) 12 sy + IV H™ (t0) 17 ey
A4

/ A2 4 90 23 g + [V H 2 sy e+ )< At
to

which is the desired estimate (4.3).

Secondly, if I = [t1,t2] CC [0,1], we can invoke the scaling and translation argument to
derive the desired result. In fact, we take

VMt ) 2 A+t \x),  Ht,z) 2 AXH(\2t+t1, Ax), (4.7)
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- to—t1? to—t1

with A = /T3 — 1, then (v*, H) is also a classical solution of (1.1) in |—AHL 1=h ] x R3

with [~1,1] C [_tgtg , ;2—_311]. Notices that [|(v*, HY)|| oo 13 = ||(v, H)|| o < A, then by
(4.4), we have
A A
(0™, H) | 13 e (0,1 xR3) < A,

from which one has

1
(v, H)[| 1 oo (rxmsy = V2 — tlH(U/\7H/\)|’Lngo oxrs) S ANz, (4.8)

for any interval I C [0,1]. O

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 Ny using quantitative versions of the Carleman inequality. Here, the standard
argument, such as the bootstrap technique, is employed.

Proposition 4.2. Let v, 7, H, A obey the hypotheses of Proposition 1.1. For any interval
I C [0,1], there is a subinterval I' C I with |I'| 2 A78|I| such that

; it .
”V](%H)”L;”Lgo(I/xRB)§A35m = 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 Vo™ and VH™ respectively, we conclude that

d 1 n n n n
&[5/ (Vv \2+/ VH"[?) da] +/ (V20" + [V2H" ) dz
R3 R3 R3

= div(v@v—H@H)-Av"d:zH—/

[(v V)H — (H - V)v] CAH" dz 2 Ig + I,
R3 R3

The estimates for Ig as follows
Is=[ divivev—-H®H) - Av" dz
R3
Lys . .
§§||V2U 72 rey + Clldiv(v @ v) |72 (gay + Clldiv(H @ H)|72 ga)
1 n
§§||V2U 72 g2y + Cllvll s sy IVOll 7 sy + CIH s oy I VH 1 5 sy
1 n n n
S§|’V2U 172 rey + C<A2 + v H%Q(RS)) <A2 + [[Vv ”%g(RS))
+ C<A2 + ||HnH%2(R3)) <A2 + ||VHnH%g(R3))
<1 2, n|2 A2 A2 % 2. n
<SIV2 23 m + C (A% + Bi(®)) (A2 + B DIV 1225 )
1
+ (A2 + Bo(®)) (A% + B3 ()| V2H" | 3s5))
5 n 1 n
Sg”VzU 122 @) + g”VzH 172 sy + C[A4 + AYE(t) + 5@)3}7 (4.9)
where

E0 & B0+ Baft) = 5 [ 90 (0a)f + [V (o) da, e 01
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Similarly, we also have
5 n 1 n
Iy <gIVH gy + 5l V20" 17 ey + C[A4 +ALE®) + 5(t)3] (4.10)

From (4.9) and (4.10), for any ¢ € [0, 1] we have

d

ZE(M)+ (Hv%nuig & + IV2H"||%, (Rg)) <C [A4 +AtE() + 5(t)3] . (4.11)

On the other hand, by the pigeonhole principle and (3.9), we can find a time ¢; € [0, %] such

that £(t1) < A%. Now we define

£ —sup{ ¢ | sup [E(s)] < CAY},

t1<s<

then from (4.11), we know that for any t € [t1,t*]
Et)<E&(t)+C tt* Aty A+ E@)* dt
< A+ CA”(;* — 1) < CA%,
from which we can show that t* = t; + cA™® and ¢ > 0 is a small absolute constant. Thus,

E(t) < CAY for te[ty,t;+cAY). (4.12)

For simplicity, we set 7(s) £ t; + scA™8, inserting (4.12) back into (4.11) one has

d

FrdORs (HVQU"HQLg(W) + HV2H"HQL3(R3)> SA? for te [r(0),7(1)],

and hence by the fundamental theorem of calculus

)
/ (V20" 2 + [V2H" ) dadt < A%, (4.13)
7(0) R3

This, along with Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

1 1 1 1
ol es) < IV 22 oy IV sy I sy S IV H | E g IV 22 g

the Holder’s inequality, (4.12), yields
1™ ") £ £ (1m0 r) 2y S A%

Hence by (3.2), we have
(0, Bl 3 1oe (17 0y, (1)) 3 S A% (4.14)

Furthermore, from Sobolev embedding and (4.13) one has

(V0" VH™)[ 2 18 (1r (0), - (1)) xB3) S A2,

which, along with (3.2) yields that
(Yo, VH)|| 22 6 (17 (0), - (1) xR2) S A (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 L}L® to L{°LX. In fact, from (1.17) that

(v, H)(t) oo 3y < ™72 (v, H)(7(0))]| 1o (ro)
t
+ / =AM Pdiv(H @ H —v @),V x (v x H)}')|| oo m3y
7(0)
_1 t _1
SAC—rO) [ @Ol + IO ) O
This, together with (4.14) and Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality inequality, yields
10 B 28 Lo (1 (0.1),r (1) xR3) S A (4.16)
Repeating the above argument, we now also see for ¢ € [7(0.2),7(1)] that
_1 t _1
1w H) ) Lo ms) S At = 7(0-1))7 + /(0 1)(t )72 ()| Foe rey + H ()1 0 mey) dE',
which, along with (4.16) and the Holder’s inequality, leads to
10, H) | 2o 120 (r (0.2), (1)) xR2) S A®. (4.17)

Step 2.”Bootstrap” estimate (4.15): from L7LS to L° L. Notices that for t € [7(0.3), 7(1)]
one has

(Vo, VH)(t) = e 7O2DAY (v, H)(7(0.2))

t
N / AYPAiv(H @ H — v @),V x (vx H)}(H) dt'.  (4.18)
(0.2)

From (1.17) and (2.4), we have
1(Vo, VH)(t)l| oo (o) S A(t = 7(0.2)) 7"

t
+ / (t =) (lldiv(v @ 0) | g (rey + ldiv(H @ H)| pgees) ) ¥
7(0.2)

t
[ =) (o P H asguy + - Vol o,
7(0.2)

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

< AlO

~ )

H{dlv v®v),div(H ® H),v-VH,H - Vv}‘

L2L8([7(0.2),7(1)] xR3)

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

(Yo, VH)|| 1 Lo (r0.3) - (1) xR2) S AT (4.19)
Therefore, from (4.17), (4.19) and Holder’s inequality, we can get

|{div(v @ ), div(H @ H),0- VH,H - Vol <A, (4.20)

~

LELe([7(0.3),7(1)]xR3)
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Furthermore, for any ¢ € [7(0.4),7(1)] we can obtain

(Y0, VH) (1) oo 3y S At —7(0.3)) 7"

~

t
+/ (t—t’)_%<\|div(v®v)||Lgo(R3) —|—||div(H®H)||Lgo(R3)) dt’
7(0.3)

t

_1

[ = (o VIl + 1 - Vol 4,
7(0.3)

and hence by (4.20) we have
1(Vv, VH)|| Lo Lo (jr(0.4),m (1)) xR?) S A™S. (4.21)

In order to estimates V2v and V2H, we introduce a cut-off function Z(t) € C°([0,7(1)])
such that 0 <= <1 and

1, € [7(0.5), 7(1)],
Z(t) =  smooth, t € (7(0.4),7(0.5)),
0, t € [0,7(0.4)].

Thus we set S(t,z) £ Z(t)w(t,x), M(t,z) = Z(t)J(t,z) which, respectively, fulfill in
(7(0.4),7(1)) x R3

S —AS=whE+ (S-Vv+(H-VIM —(v-V)S+ (M- -V)H
{ S(r(0.4),z) = 0,

and

{ M — AM = JOZ + (H - V)S + (M - Vv — (v- V)M + (S - V)H + 2ER(v, H),
M(r(0.4),2) = 0.

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

19651 12 18 (1 (0.4), (1) x®2) + V2512226 ((r (0.4 (1)) xR)
<A (HVM||L3L2([T(0.4),T(1)}xRS) + ||VS||L2L2([T(O.4),T(1)]XR3)) + A%

5A8[</Zm

1021 e g | V2D chf)é 4 (/T(l) 117 s ) V%S 2 ) )] + A%
7(0.4) ‘ ’ 7(0.4) g =
S A0 = 7O (171 13 00,089 VM 3 0000
+ ”w‘éfol/%o([‘f(o-@f(l)}XR3)Hszngszg([T(O-‘l)vT(l)]XR3)}
N A18<”V2MH§2L6( [7(0.4),7(1)] xR3) T ||V2S||§2L6( T(o.4),7(1)]xR3)) + A%
(HV M| 216 (fr(0.),7 (1)) x&%) + V2SI 2218 (17 0.9), T(l)}xRS)) + CAY. (4.22)
Similarly, we have

196 M || 2 16 (17 (0.4 (1)) &) + V2 M £2 16 ([ (0.4),m (1)) x5
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1
<3 <||VzMHLng([T(OA),T(l)]><R3) + ||V2S||Lng([T(OA),T(l)]XR3)) + CAY,
which combining with (4.22), we have

V20| 2.8 ((r 0.5y (1) xR2) + V2T 2228 (17 (0.5) (1)) %) S A7,

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

1(V?u, V2 )l 22 6 (1 0.5) () x3) = (V2 (=A) IV X (@0, )| 1226 (1r(0.5),7 (1)) xR2)

7(1) 1
< 2 2
<(/ o 7 D) @)

N

S (/T(l) Iit J)H% IV%( J)H% d)
~Y w? o0 w? t
(0.5) L (B3) LS (R3)
< A, (4.23)

Now, taking the gradient of (4.18), we use Duhamel’s principle again for ¢ € [7(0.6), 7(1)]
that

i t
1(V20, VP H) () || oo (rey S A (t — 7(0.5)) 72 + / (t—t)"1(F,G)(t') dt’,
7(0.5)

where
F(t) = |0xHi0;Hj + H;0, Hj — Oxvi0ivj — vi0ixvj|l L6 m3),

G(t) = |0 HiOv; + HiOyv; — Opvi0iHj — 0O Hj || Lo (m3).-
By estimates (4.17), (4.21) and (4.23), we have
|0k HiO; Hj + HiOje Hj — Okvi0ivj — vi0iwvjll 26 ((r(0.5),r (1)) xR3) AT,
||6kH182v3 + Hi&-kvj — akvi&-Hj — UiaikHj||L%L2([T(O.5),T(1)}><R3) S A27.

Repeat the proof process in (4.19), we have

1(V20, V2H) ()| 2 oo (7 0.6y (1)) %) S A7,

and then
1(V20, VZH)(t)]| Lo 2o (jr (0.7),m (1)) xR2) S A%

Finally, if I = [t;,t3] CC [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. O

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 e-regularity
method.
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Proposition 4.3. Let (v,H,p) : [-1,1] x R? = R3 x R3 x R be a classical solution of
(1.1) satisfying (1.17). There exist a absolute constant €, € (0, 1] such that if 0 < T’ < 6i4,
Ro>1 and
. loge,
log A’

Then there exists a scale
16RoVT < R < 16e2 A" P RyVT,

such that on the region

’

~ AY -
Q:={(t,r) € [-T,0] xR¥: R < |z| < TR}’
we have ,
] j+1
IV (0, H)|| o poe() S A7 (T) 2 for j=0,1,2.

Proof. Fix any Ry > 1, we can from (1.17) and Calderén-Zygund inequality obtain

o 0
Z/ / o® 4+ | HIP + 113 dadt < A,
k=0 —1(

Ak Ro<al <(A¥ )41 Ro

By the pigeonhole principle, there exists ko € {0,1,..., [A**1]} such that

0

/ / WP+ | HJP + [T1]% dadt < A~

1
(A )40 Ro<[a] (AR Y0+ Ry

Let us define R’ £ A#'Fo Ry, then
Ry < R <A Ry,

and

0
/ / o® 4+ | HJP + 113 dadt < A
-1 JR <|z|<AW R/

which implies
0
sup/ / P + [H|? + |T|2 dedt < A = €.
z'el’ J -1 J Byi(z')
with
Fr£{z:R+1<|z|<A*R —1}.
Here, €/ is defined in Corollary 2.1. Then, by applying Corollary 2.1, one has for j = 0,1, 2

sup ||V (v, H) | oo (@, (or.0)) < CjA™T
z'el’ B

which also implies

||Vj(UaH)||Loo(rX[_L o) < CrA™T. (4.24)

64 J
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Now to conclude the proof, we take a scaling transformation

i

(N, HY)(t,2) £ N (v, H)(XN?t,Nz) j=0,1,2,

with N = 8T, which is also the classical solution of (1.1) in [— 77+ 5i7) < R® with
[-1,1] C [— 641T,, 64T,] Then from (4.24), one has for j =0, 1,2

J /
”v (U7H)”LOOLgo([—T,,mX(B(O,%ﬁ)\B(O,E))
1 )\l )\/
()\,)]HHV( H )”L?"L%’([ L 0]x(B(0, A R)\B(0,2R"))
< A5 ()

with R = 16v/T'R’. Here

’

AM
{II}‘ : 2R, S |ZE| S TR/} C F,

due to

’

AMR —1> A?R’ >92R >R +1.

4.3 Frequency bubbles of concentration

Proposition 4.4. Let (v, H,m) : [-1,1] x R? — R3 x R3 x R be a classical solution of (1.1)
satisfying (1.17). If there exists (t1,x1) € [0,1] x R3

| Py, (v, H) (81, 1)| > AT N
with N1 > Asz. Then there exists (to, x2) € [—1,t1] x R3 and N € [A2_1N1,A2N1] such that
Ag1N1_2§t1—t2§A3N1_2, |:E2—3§‘1| §A4N1_1

and
| Pn, (v, H)(t2, 22)| > AT' Ny

Proof. First, Let us define (vy,, Hy,)(t,z) = Nj (v, H)( = > which is a solution of

A
(1.1) in (—=NZ, NZ) x R3. Notices that by a simple calculatlon,

_ t x
Pl(UNNHNl)(tv:E) = Nl 1PN1(U7H)<F127 E))

which implies that
|Pi(vn,, Hiy ) (21, 80)| > A (4.25)
Due to translation invariance, we also assume (z1,¢;) = (0,0). In the following, we consider

(vny, Hyy) in (= N2, N?) x R? which still denoted by (v, H) for simplicity. Now, assume for
contradiction that the claim fails, then for all A, 1< N < Ay, we have

1P (v, H)”LgOLgo([—Ag,—Agl]xB(o,A4)) S Al_lN' (4.26)
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Now we claim that the estimate (4.26) is valid in [—Ag, 0] x B(0, A4). To do this, we apply
Py to both sides of (1.1) and find that by (1.17) and (2.2)

PN A, H) || poe msy S NP(I(v, H) |12 me) S AN?,
On the other hand, using Holder inequality, one derives

lv®@v—H® H 325 S V11 ey + I1H 173 ms) S A%,

[o > H 32 ) S lolles @) 1 H 23 rsy S A

(R3
This, together Lemma 2.1, yields

1PN div(v ® v — H @ H)|zoe) S NP[lv @ v — H® H| 52 ) S AN,

)

IPNY x (0% H)ll e ry S NP0 x Hl s ) S APN?,

from which one further obtains
19 P (v, H)| g0 oo (- a5t o<y S 1PN A, H) oo oo - a5 01 xm3)
+ ”PNV X (U X H)”L?LgO([—Agl,o]xRS)
< AN,
Therefore, it is clear that for any ¢ € [~Az ", 0]
PN (s )| Lo (B(0,44)) < ‘||PNU("t)HL§°(B(O,A4)) — |1 Pyv(-, A5 | e (B0,40) | + AT'N
t
| [ 2Pz moany ds| + 47N
—a3

< A§1HatPN”HLtOOLgo([—Agl,O]xRB) +AT'N
< AFTAIN? + ATIN S AT
Similarly,
128 o e (-t 01 B0,40)) S AT V-
The above calculation, along with (4.26), yields

1Px (0, H)|| Lo 20 (= 4,0 BO0,A0)) S AT N, A7' < N < Ay, (4.28)

In the following, we split our proof into four steps for the clarity.
3

Step 1. The L{°L2 estimates of Py(v, H) for N > A;'.
For t € [~ A3, 0], using Duhamel’s formula, (1.1) and Hélder inequality, it follows that
P, H)(-,t
Py Gy
< (t+2A3)AP H)(—2A
< [Py (o, T -240)]

t
+ /—2A3 [et)A Py {Pdiv(v @ v — H @ H),V x (v x H)}(t’)HLz% - dt'  (4.29)

_ N2(t+243) t _ N2t /
b [ ()
—2A3
N2 g

< AAge 0 + AN < AN
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_1
Step 2. The L°L. estimates of Py (v, H) for A, 2 < N < A3AL.
For t € [—%,0], from (2.3) and (1.17) we can obtain

HPNU( )”Ll B(O 5A4 < “e(t+A3)APNU( )”Ll(B( 5A4))

t ~
—i—/A | Py e APdiv[Py (v @ v — H @ H))(t )HLl(B( 344y) dt’
—A3
2 t 2044t
< AAZe TR 4 Ne ™ got)<||PN(v®v—H®H)||L1(B sy
—As
—50 D _ /
+A7OA Py(v® v — He H)| %(RS)) dt
S AN+ N (1P (0 ) e gy -ty oo, 240
AP (H @ Bl 1 - a0 50 3A4))) + AN, (4.30)

In order to estimate the L{°LL([—As3,0] x B(0, 244)) for Py(v® v, H® H), we can write

ﬁN(U®U) PN(P NU@U)+PN( <NU®P N V),

100

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

||PN(P>%’U®U,P NU@P NU)HLOOLI( [~ A3,0] x B( 3A4))

SIP y v @, Pex v ® P N )| gL (- 45,0/ % B(0,A4))
50
+A A4H(P N VR, P< N U®P>WN0U)”LOOL2 ([ A3 0] xE?)
<A || Pn-
NZ | NUHLwL? ([-A3,0]x B(0,A4))
/>_

100

P - P A—50A A2
+ |l < [l Loo 13 (1- 45,0/ B(0,44)) | > ||L§°L§([—A3,O}><B(O,A4)) + A7 A

§A3 Z Nl—1+A3N— +AZ4O,§A3N—1—|—AZ4O.

/

We thus have
I1Px(ve | e 13- 5,010 B0, 241 )) S AN 4 AL
Repeat the calculation process, obviously we can get
1P (H @ El e 11 (a0 B sagy) S ANt 4+ A%
Combining with (4.30), we have the estimate
[Py vll

L5 L (= A3, 0] x B(0,544)) = ANT2 4+ ATONTE S APNT? (4.31)

_1
due to Ay 2 < N < A3A%0. Similarly,

3aT—2 —40 A7—1 3aT—2
HPNHHL;’"L:}C([—A:),,O]XB(O,M%)) SANTT+ A4 N7 S AN (4.32)
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_1
for 4,2 <N < A?’Aio.
_1 1
Step 3. The L°L2 estimates of Py (v, H) for Ay ® < N < AJ.
By using Duhamel’s formula, (1.1) and the triangle inequality as before, for any ¢ € [—%, 0]
we have

As

HPNU(t)”Lg(B(Q < ”e t+ )AP ’U( )”L%(B(O,%))

t
+/ | Pye ") APdiv[Py (v @ v — H @ H)|(t) dt’
Az

2

S N2A3 1 ~
< AAZe "t 4 N <HPN(’U ® v

”L%(B(o,%»

)”L?L;([—%mw(o,%»

+ || Py(H @ H)|| ) + A, (4.33)

A A
LgeLL([—52,0]x B(0, %))

In order to estimate ||Py(v @ v) we split

A A
”L?"Li([—7370}xB(0774))’

Py (v(t) @ v(t))
= Z ﬁN(PN/’U(t,) ®PN//’U(75,)) + Z ﬁN(PN/’U(t,) ®PNHU(t/))

N'~N"<N N'<SN"~N
+ Y Pn(Pyv() @ Pyv()+ Y Pn(Pyu(t') @ Pynu(t)).
N"<N'~N N<N'~N"

Here Y i on7<n Py (Pyv(t) ® Pyro(t')), called by the “low-low” term, disappears due to
(1.18). Then, we use the triangle inequality, Holder inequality, (2.1), and (4.28)-(4.32) to
deduce

HﬁN(U ® U)HLooLl([_ﬂ 0] x B(0, ﬂ))

S Y 1PN ® Pyrvll ey s g 4y,
N’<N”NN
+ Z ”PN’U®P Ul e 3 1 A2 g 0,40 + AT

NSN/~

5( Z + Z )”PN’””L?L%([—%O}xB(O%))”PN””L?L;([—%O}xB(o,%»
N'<A7'  AF'<SN'SN

T Pl oo Ay PPNl e e 81 0o, A1)

NSN/'<Ag
+ |Poll® IPvoll?, gy, + ALY
Néz L°°L2([ ,O]XB(O,%)) L L ([ TSyO]XB(OyT4))

S > AN'AANTP4+ ) A['N'APNT?
N'<AG? AFI<SN'SN
+ Y AW)TATIN YD (AV) Y (ANY)E 4 ALY
NSN/'<Ag N'>Ag
SAMAFINTZ L ATTASN T 4 A%AST + A7 (4.34)
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Similarly, we also have

|Px(H @ H)| e 1 - A3 g 0,40y S AMAZ N7 4 ATTASNTE 4 ATAGT + AT,

which, along with (4.33) and (4.34), yields
3 4—1r7—2
1PNVl e - 43 oo, Ay S ATAT N
Similarly,

1Al
||PNH||LOOL2 A3,0]><B(O,%)) /SASAI 1N Z.
Step 4. End of the proof.

First, using the hypothesis (4.25) and Duhamel’s formula, one has

ATt < |Py(v, H)(0,0)]
As

< e APy (v, H)(— 1

—>0)]

0 ~
+ / K le”"AP P {Pdiv](v®@v—H® H)],V x (vx H)}t,0)| dt’
a3

T a

<@y [ (1P HeHuvxH AT A%)ar
< Ae” w0 + _ge%(“ 1(v®@v—H®H,v X )HLOO(B( ))—|— >
4
1A
5 +C 620 HPl(U@U)”LgO(B(O,AT‘*))
/
+|P(H e H)HL?(B(O%)) 1P (0 % H)l| o 0 20 )2 (4.35)
To conclude the proof, we need to consider ||P(v ® U)||L°°L°o([ 43 0 B0, A8 ||151(H ®
H)”L?LgO([—%,O}xB(O,%)) and || Py (v x H)”L?LgO([ A3 0 5(0,44)) respectlvely Indeed
HPI(U ®U)||LooLoo (- 73 ,0]x B(0, 7))
S 2 I1Pvwe Pyl s gppo s
N'SN"~1
2 IR @ Pl s g )

1
1SN/ ~N"<A3
—40
+ g Pniv @ Pryiv||; o A Ay + A
12w Nl e 1 -2 00,4y T A

1
N'~N">A3

S0 IPwlle e o, Ay 1PNl oo e - 49 a1 0,4
AFTSN'SN" ~1

+ 2 1PNl e pee - 42 01 30, 40 ) 1PNl Lo oo (- 42 g1 (0, 40)
N/<A7Y, N"~1

T Z ”PN’U”LOOH — 23 0]xB(0,44)) 12 HUHL"OLQ —43 0]xB(0,44))
1§N’~N"§A23
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3
E 2
+ ”PN,UHLOO 3 As Ay

1
[ Prrol|2 +AA:4O
1 . t Lf([—T@]XB(O,T))
AZ<N'~N

A A
L L ([-52,01xB(0,51))

AN
(]

ATN)ATIN) + Y (AN)(AN)

AFTSN'SN"~1 N/'<A7Y, N'~1
172 3 1
+ Y [aren ] Y )T RAN)E A
15N'~N”§A2fl>‘ A;i‘ <N'~N"

_1
SATE 4 APA; 4+ ASATT 4 A2 AT + ATY0 < ABAR
Similarly, we have

D D 6 4—2
1P © HDll e 1o 43 010, 40)) T IF1 0 X Dl 1o 23 00,40y = A™AL

Putting the above estimate into (4.35) we get
-1 6 4—2
Al S A4

which derives a contradiction. That is there exist (£,7) € [~As, —A3'] x B(0, A4) and
N € [A51, Ay] such that

Py (ony, Hny ) (5, 7)) > ATIN,

On the other hand,

~ t T
NPy (omy H) (5:8) = P (v ) (5 30)
= N} iz, L) _ (K@, iN d
o o)~ N0 g )
22! 5/ 25, ~ 17 t / /
= _ N1 —_— ) — ~ ,H ) d
/¥g|§'|szv1ﬁe o)~ P N ) . €) e
:PNlﬁ(’U7H)(t27$2)a

with (t2,z2) = (Nig, Nil) € [~A3N; 2, —A; N2 x B(0, AyN; ). Therefore,
1
|PN2 (U,H)(t2,$2)| > A1_1N2‘

with Ny = N{N € [AS 1N1,A2N1]. This, along with the translation invariance of system
(1.1), concludes the proof. O

Corollary 4.1. Let (v, H,p) : [-1,1] x R3 = R3 x R3 x R be a classical solution of (1.1)
satisfying (1.17) and No > A4. For tog = 1, if there exists xo € R® such that

’PNO (U, H)(to, 1’0)‘ Z Al_lNO.

Then for every A4N0_2 <T < AZl, there exist
1
(t1,71) € [to — Th,to — A5 Th] x B(xo, ATY),
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and

Nl

— 1 1
AFIT 2 <Ny < AT 2,

such that
| P, (v, H)(t1, 1) > AT Ny

Proof. By iteratively applying Proposition 4.4, we may find a sequence
(t07x0)7 (t17x1)7 ceey (tnaxn) € [_17 1] X R37

and Ny, N1,..., N, > 0 for some n > 1, with the properties

‘PNi (U, H)(ti, a:,)] Z Al_lNZ (436)
AFIN;_1 < N; < AoN; 4, (4.37)
AFINT2 <t —t; < A3N72, (4.38)
|z — @im1| < AgNE, (4.39)
for all i = 1,2,...,n. Firstly, we claim the above iterations n < co. Indeed, since (v, H) is

a classical solution of (1.1), one has
ATING < (P, (o, )t < 1|0, E)l| e s ) 2 L < o0,
which, together with (4.38), implies
tig —t; > A7TATELTR

This leads us to infer
n < 2434317 < co.

Secondly, we prove t,, < 1T for any T} € [A4Ny 2, AZl]. In fact, we notice by Proposition
4.4 that if the iteration (4.36)-(4.39) stops, either N,, < As or t, is close to —1. If N,, < A3,
then by (4.38), (4.37)

tno1—tn > A3TN2 > AZTASEN,? > A3 A2
This implies
th <1—A33A;2 <1 - AP <1-T) <1 - ANy < ty,
due to t,—1 < 1. On the other hand, if ¢,, € [—1,0), it is clear that
th <0<1—A7'<1-Ty <1—A4N;2<1—A3N;2 < ty,
ie., t, <1—1T; <t;. Now, we define
m=max{0<i<n|t;,>1-T1},

then 1 <m <n—1 (n>2) and t,,+1 < 1 —Tj. Next, we split our proof into two steps.

Step 1. For any T € [A4N0_2,Agl], there exists some 1 <1 < m such that

N
(SIS

— i _
AFYT 2 <Ny SAIT 2, 1-Th <t; <1—A43°T (4.40)
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In fact, from (4.38),

m+1 m
Ty <1—tpp= Z(ti—l —t;) < ZA;),NZ._Q.
=1 i=0

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

-1
Niw = m—l—lA3

N
N

TZ. (4.41)
If the above inequality is valid for ¢ = 0, then
AATI T S AYNG2 < Ty,

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

T'">1—-t>2t1—1> AglN;_% > A§1A2_2Ni_2 > A3_2Ni_2 2 A???)Tl'

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

1
|z — mo| S AFT?. (4.42)
In fact, from (4.39) it is clear that
x; — o] <Zyg;k—g;k 1 <A4ZNk L. (4.43)
k=1

To conclude the proof, we have to estimate >;_, N, *,. First, we notices that from (4.27)
we have for all ¢ € [t; — A7 "N, % t;] (i € {0,1...,m — 1})

1P (v, H) () || Lo (r3) — 1P (v, H) (1) oo (o)

< H/ O0sPn; (v, H)( dSHL o ()

< (ti = OO P, (v, H) || oo Loo (0,1 xR3)
< AF2ARN;.

This, together with (4.36), yields
1P, (v, H) () g0 2y 2 AT Ni.
Besides, applying (4.1) and (4.36), we conclude that

t m—1 .
_1 ' < Z
/t SN2 A Nidi S i= /ti—AglNz |’PNi(U’H)|’LgO(R3) dt

i

m—1

1=
S s H)| 22 ge (—m1,1xR3)
< AhT,
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and thus
m—1 1
> NS ATE (4.44)
i=0

Here we have used the fact

m—1
Ut — A5'N;72 6] € (1 - Ty, 1],
=1

and
(ti— Ag'N72t) N (t;— AF'N2 ) =@ for 0<i#j<m-—L

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

notice from (4.40) that N; < A3T?, then we can extend the sum (4.44) to the final index
m. Thus, (4.42) is still valid. This completes the proof. O

4.4 The proof of Proposition 1.1

The proof of Proposition 1.1. Thanks to translation invariance, we assume (to, o) = (0,0).
By Corollary 4.1, we can know that for any A4V, 2T < AZI, there exists

1
(t17$1) € [_Tlv —A:;?)Tl] X B(07A421T12)7

and

Nl
Wrol—

— 1
AT <Ny < AZT P (4.45)

such that
| Py, (v, H) (81, 1) > AN

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:

17 1
w22+ [VH(E2)|? + Ty H(E 2))? de > CLAS T 2. (4.46)
B(0,A3T?)

for all t € I". Here, I" CC [t1,t1 + A72N; %] N [Ty, —A33Ty] is defined below. From the
Biot-Savart law _
Pva(tl,azl) = (—A)_lPva X Ple(tl,xl),

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

1 <
Al M —HPN1 (U’H)(tl’x)HLOO(B(xl,;‘Tll))

<C.N{ || Py, (w, VH) (t1) + CLATONT | Py, (w, VH) (01) | oo us)

”Lw(B(wl,f;—;))

<C.N7 Y| Py, (w, VH)(t1) + CLAAT N,

”Lw(Bmx;—;))

~ 1
< -1 I
<C.N, HPNl(w’VH)(tl)HLOO(B(xl,%)) + 2A1 Ny.
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Here and in the follow, C, > 0 is a constant and independent of Ay, N7 , which may vary
from line to line. Similarly, we also have

ATINy <||Py, Py, H (b, x D) oo (Bar, A1)
1

D —50
SC*”PNlH(tl)”LOO(B(wl,z—i)) +C*A1 ANl

~ 1 B
<C.||Pn, H(t1)ll + §A1 N

(B(w1,54))

’_‘mh_-

5
Thus, for some 2}, 2}, € B(x1, 4 &) C B(0, A} T7) one has
"ﬁNl (w(th x/l)v VH(th x/l))’ > C*Al_lleﬂ ’ﬁNlH(tlv xl2)‘ > C(*Al_ljvl‘
Notices that by using (2.2), (1.17) and (4.27), it follows that for any (¢,z) € [~1,1] x R?
IV Py, (w, VH)| < C,AN};  |VPy, H| < C,AN?

and
0, Py, (w, VH)| < CLA’N};  |0,Py,H| < C,A’N?.

Then, for any (t,2) € [t1,t1 + A72N[?] x B(z}, AT2N; 1), we have

CLAT'NT — | Py, (w, VH)(t,7)| < | Py, (w, VH)(t1,2Y)| — | Py, (w, VH) (2, )|
< |V Py, (w, VH)||& — 2| + |0, Py, (w0, VH)||t = t]
< CLANP AN + CLAPNFATEN?

< %A;le.

This implies that on [t1,#; + A72N; %] x B(z), AT2N; 1)
5 Cs y—1p2
P,V )| > S ATINE

From this and (4.45), one has for t € [t;,t1 + A72N; ]

~ 7 1
/ . |Py, (w, VH)(t,2)* dz > CLAZ T, °, (4.47)
B(0,A3T?)

1

due to B(z}, AT2N; ') € B(0, A3T}?). Similarly, one also has
_ .
‘PNlH(tPZ')‘ > 7A1 Ny,

for any (t,2) € [t1,t1 + AT2N; 2] x B(zh, AT2N; 1), and further derives with help of (4.45)

- 1
/ \Pa H(E D)2 dz > CLAZTE, te[t,t+ AN2),
B(0,A3T2)

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

I'cI=[ti,t1 + AN N [-Th, —A3°Th) € [-1,0],
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with |I'| = A=8|I| such that for every (¢,z) € I’ x R3

IV (0, H)(t, )| oo 1o (1 xr2) < Ca AP for j=0,1,2 (4.48)
Now we take 1
/A !
|| = W\[ B
and derive by (4.48)
it
IV (v, H) (t, 2)|| o 10 (17 ¢y < Co AP 40TV ’
= O AP0 (6402 AT | | (4.49)
1
< gl - for j=0,1,2.

Finally, by (2.1), (4.47) and (4.49) we have for any ¢t € I”

17

AT

*pol=
S

C < || Py (w, VH) (2, )|

o~

L2(B0,A3TE))

MICA?

< Oyl|(w, VH)|| + C, A

1
LZ(B(O A4T < i 2) (U VH)(t x)HLOO RS
T 4T

M\H
~
mlw

<Clwva| ,
Lz (B(O,A4T1

< C*Il(w’VH)”L%(B(txAiTl%)) T

CZA4T < Py, H
i< P, HL2 (BoAT)

< Gy 50 agrdyy

1\ 2 1
< C.|H C, AT <A3T§)2T_§
<Gl ||L%<B(0,A3T§>>+ BN

< Ci||H]|

_l’_

2BOATE) | 2
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

1
B(0, A1T?) 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:

4 p2
1 A5R

Ay T1
/ /B<o 2RN\B(0, 2 w? + [VH]* + Ty ' H|? dydr > CLAJTPe” 71 . (4.50)

1
for all AyN;? < Ty < A;',R > AsT?. Denote by I"” £ [t} — Ty, t;] for convenience, and
introduce a new 15-component vector W = (H,w, Hy,, Hy,, Hy,), where Hy, (k=1, 2, 3)
satisfy the system

OiHy, — AH,, = (Hy, -V)v+ (H -V)vg, — (vg, - V)H — (v-V)H,, . (4.51)
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To obtain the desired result, we take the following scaling transformations
(U)n H)\)(t7 l‘) = )‘(U7 H)(t/l - )‘2t7 Ty + )\l‘), (W)\, J)\)(tv $) = >‘2(W7 J)(t/l - )‘2t7 Ty + )‘$)7

((U)\)wm (H)\)wk)(tv $) = )‘2(U(x*+)\x)kv H(x*-i—)\x)k)(t/l - )‘2t7 Ty + )‘$)7

with A = /T5. It is clear that (vy, H)) is also a solution of system (1.1) in [0,1] x R3, and,
by (1.1),, (1.13),, (4.51) and (4.49), fulfils

|0 Hy) + AH)| <|VHy||va| + || Hx|Vvy| < ’VH)\’—F 4‘H)\‘,
|0k + Awy | <[Vwy|[|oa| + |W>\||VU>\| + |VJA||HA| + [IA|[VH,|

1 1
<z -
< \vay+64ywA\+512\HAy+ 4\VHA\,

0c(H\) ), + A(HN) x| <!V’UAH(HA)xk\ + \HAHV(UA):%\ + [VH[(vA)zy,| + [vAlV (H )z, |

1
(H)ay | + 5 sl + 2 [V + o 9,

_64 512

i.e.,
1 1 3
‘@W)\ + AW)\‘ < Z‘W)\‘ + §‘VW)\‘ on [0, 1] x R°.

with Wy (t,z) 2 (Hx,wx, (H))zys (H))zgs (H))zs). Therefore (2.6) is satisfied w1th Ccarl =4.
We now apply Lemma 2.6 on the slab [0, 1] x B(0,r) with r £ A\5/|m—*| |xy| > A5T12 T

20000 *
and t; £ Ay 4. to concluded that

10000 2 _ﬂ
/ / (Wa(t, 2) + VWt 2)[2) e 5 dadt

20000 ‘< 5

40A \:v*\
<Ce / / (WAt 2)2 + [VWa(t, 2)|?) dadt
lz|<r

200000+ A2 |z |2
A} :C\Q

T 4
> i W0, z)[2e™ 1 da. (4.52)

|z|<r

Ale
*Aﬁ 5
O <20000

Let y = x4 + Az and 7 =t} — A\?t, then (4.52) can be rewritten as

t— 20000
ze [0 ] (@) H ) + (1) Hl(r.)P
#) Bz, 2sle=l)

I
1710000

ly—x|?

+(T2) 2 | Hy (ryy)P]e "G dydr

200000 A2 |z« |2
4042 |z« |2 Y

_ A} T
< C,e T Xl + C*Ag < 5¢ ) ’ Yl

< C.e Ty Xl +Che T2 Yl, (453)

where

t, 1
xe '] @ )P + elr )+ 1y, (7))
t/ —T5 {E*,A5|.’E*
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1 1
(1) 3 VH () + (1) [Veo(ry) + (12) 3V Hy, ()] dydr

Adly—ax)?

1 —_—
" = /B( Asl]) [(Tg)_%‘H(tll,y)P + (T2)§’W(t/17y)’2 + (Tg) ’Hy (tl, y)| ]e Ty dy.

First, from (4.46)

_ly—=«|?

t/
@) [ 2””/ (o) + [VH ) + T3 | Hry)P]e @ dyar
th— B(x*,2\x*|)

10000

10000[z4 |2 [t m
zmrww/ [ el v HG) P T )R] dy
t, 10000 (0 A4T 2 )

1 10000|z« |2 10000]z « |2

T 171 1000002 _
2 CLAZT e’ T2 >C A% T

120000
secondly, by (4.49)

m\»—t

> T,

9

40A2 |z 4|2 10| A5z« |? A 3 C. A8 _10000|zs |
— 5 e el s Riall M 5,’1’ _ T
C.e T Xy < Che Ta | a < e Ty
Ty 2
A3z |?

Therefore, by (4.53) and (4.49), we conclude that Y; > CyA%e” ~ %, and then

Adlax|?
CASe™ ™ T2
_ AR ly—ax)?
S/ (W(t,y)le ™ dy
B(z«,As|x«|)
N _ Ay
</ W%w%@ﬁ/ Wt y)le ™ dy
Bz, 1220 Bz, As|a)\ Bz, 221
N 2 3 Ad |y
< W (#1,9)| dy+C*(M>26_ e
B(x*,%)

Adlax|?

1 1 _
<Ty /B( W)Iw(t’l,y)l2+IVH(t’l,y)IQ+T51IH(t’1,y)l2| dy+§C*Aie T2
Tx

b
with

— 1
(Wt 9)| = T3 (|w(t, 9)1* + [VH(EL )P + Ty H (8, 9)?).
Thus,

Az 1

C* 5
L(“¢WMW+wmmw%Jﬁmme@zgﬁe7&%% (454)

Now for any 7 € [t) — %, t1], repeating the above procedure verbatim with ¢}, I” replaced
by 7, [t} — T, 7], respectively, we can also derive the estimate (4.54). Denote by |z.| = R
one has for any 7 € [t; — 22, #]

1 ARlzx?

\wnwF+WH@wP+EﬂvaWdyz%M$§%‘Tb (4.55)

/B(o,zR)\B(o, R)
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due to
||

R
) C B(0.2R)\B(0,5).

B(x,
On the other hand, since [t} — Ty, t;] C [~T1, —A3>T1], we have
Ty < -T1+ Ty <t < —A37°T < —A'Th.

Then, by integrating (4.55) respect to 7 on [~Ty, —A;'T], 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

10 _1
T H(0,6)% + |w(0,0)| + | He, (0,6)[> d6 > Cue™* T, 2 (4.56)
5I§<|m|<3A6R *

SITI= 70

for all
AING2 <Ty < Aph
Notices that by Proposition 4.3, there exist absolute constants &/ = ﬁ, Ry = ‘f—g and
6

6

o= lolgo(;lis) such that on the cylindrical annulus

0= {(t.) € [-T5,0) x B : R < o] < AZR}.

one has the estimates
j+1

IV (0, H)(t, ) || oo oo () < Cudg Ty 2 for j=0,1,2, (4.57)

with ) )
AeT? < R < eMT2. (4.58)

As Step 1, we take a transformation
(Uw Hu)(t’ z) = p(v, H)(—,uZt, p), (Wua Ju)(tv T) = /‘2((*’, J)(_N%, p),
((Uﬂ)mlw (Hﬂ)wk)(tv T) = /‘2(1}#%7]{#%)(_#275, px), p=+/Ts.

It is clear that v, H, is a solution of system (1.1) in [0,1] x R? such that by (4.57)
|0 Hy, + AH,| < [VHy||ou| + [[Hu Vo] < CLAG(IV Hy| + [Hp);

10wy, + Awy| < |Vwpllvu| + [wul Vo] + VIl Hyl + [T, VH,|
< CuAg (IVwp| + |wp| + [Hp| + [V H);

and

|0c(Hp)ay, + A(H )z, | < [Voul|(Hpe, | + [HlIV (0w | + [V Hl[(0p)e, | + [0plIV (Hy)a, |
< CeAg*(I(Hp )y | + [Hyl + |V Hy| + [V (Hy)z, ]),
AgR 10R :
for (t,x) € [0,1] x (B(O, mﬁﬁ)\B(O, ﬁ)> That is

0 W,, + AW,,| < CLAGH VW, | + C2AG2|W,,|

45



with
Wy(t, x) = (H s wpy (Hp )y s (Hp) g (Hp)as)-

We now apply Lemma 2.5 on the slab [0, A%] x (B(0,74)\B(0,7_)) with Cpqpy = Az, r_ =

10k 2 AR 44 conclude that

\/77 - 10\/77
1
4Aq 2 2
/ / _ _ Wt x)|* + VW, (t,x)|” dadt
0 m0R<||7233§_
< C.A3e” 4T3 / /mR e2lel (Ao|W,(t, 2)|* + VW, (t, 2)?) dadt
Ve Ll
T / ) IW,(0, 2) 2 da;). (4.59)
Mﬂ |< AgR
Vs SIS g
Let z = ux and s = —p?t, then (4.59) can be rewritten as

Zy & / / Ty H(s, 2) | + |w(s, 2)|* + | Ha, (s, 2)* dzds
-1 00R<|2|< A6

Ag R?

< C A3 T Xy e T3Y2, 4.60
2€

where

‘2
X / / TS T1H322+w322
Sl L (257 1H (5, ) + (s, 2)
+ |sz(8,z)|2 + |VH(s,z)|2 + T3|V(,u(s,z)|2 +T3|Vsz(s,z)|2) dzds,

Y, é/ T H(0, 2) + |w(0, 2)[2 + |H., (0, )] d=.
10R<|2|<A6%
From (4.50) with R = 200R and T} = 4A , we have

1
Ly > — / / 1_1|H(s,z)|2 + |<,u(8,z)|2 + |sz(8,z)|2 dzds
4 Ty J B<|z|< AsE

AgR
2000

1 A T1 -
St T H (s, 2)[2 + (s, 2)F + [Hey 5, )2 deds
B(0,2R)\B(0, &

1
452 =
C., A%R 1 AZR?

~1 757 i _
> —A AITZe T > C T¢e T

This together with (4.60) yields

1
1 AZR? AgR?

C.T7e” T < CAde” 115 Xy + Ce® S 1Ys.

Thus we either have )
A2 R2?

Xo>Che T TZ, (4.61)

(SIS
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or
10

Yy > C’*e_eA6 Tg_

N

(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

A7 R? [log, 2001

20212
CeT3T2< / / e I3 T1H322+w322
Z —B 10R)-2k<|2|<(10R)-2k+1 ( 3 Hs2) i, 2)
+ |Hz, (s, z)l2 + |VH(s, 2)* 4 T3|Vw(s, 2)|* + T5|VH., (s, Z)|2> dzds,

From the pigeonhole principle, there exists kg € {0,1,..., [log, 200]} and 10R < Ry =
10R - 2ko < Af—OR such that

/ / T (T H (s, P + (s, )
R1<| |<2R1

+ |sz(8, )P+ |VH(s, 2)]* + T3|Vw(s, 2)|* + T3]V He, (s, Z)|2> dzds,

1 3

C. , AZR? | ag 2R
T e s >C,T2e T3

3 «d3 )

~ [log 200—|

due to R > 1?4}:1. From this, we immediately derive

0
/ /~ ~ (Tg_llH(s,z)\2 + |w(s, z)]2 + |H, (s, z)]2 + |VH (s, z)]2
~ 5 JRi<|z|<2Ry

B2
10RY

1 _10R}
+ T3|Vw(s, 2)|* + T3]Vsz(s,z)\2) dzds > C\T57e 75, (4.63)

222 8RT
because of e 3 < e 75 . On the other hand, from (4.57)

0
[ [ (TR el ) (5,2 [V )P
Ri<|z|<2R;

—Tze 13

+ T3|Vw(s, 2)|* + T3|VH,, (s, z)]z) dzds

P23 1 20R 1 10R?
<CAP(B) g w < ompe
Ty 2
Hence, from (4.63)
1 1 10R}
§C*T32€ T3
20R?
e T3
o R B € O s RN A
-5 Ri<|e|<2R,

+ |VH (s, 2)|* 4+ T3|Vw(s, 2)|* + T3]Vsz(s,z)\2) dzds
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20R2

20R2
[logy (A2 te [T36 T3 1.9)
< 2022 <T‘1\H(s, 2)2
Z / Tge’T—a 22+ /ﬁz1<|x|<2f{1 s
+ |w(s, z)]2 + |H,, (5,2)]* + |VH(s,2)|* + T3|Vw(s, 2)|* + T3]Vsz(s,z)\2> dzds.
20R?
by a further application of the pigeonhole principle, there exists Ag € {0,1,. .., [logy (A5 le s )—
20R?
17} and a locate time scale t3 = e 73 Ty -2 such that
—20R3 Ty
e B3 Ty3<t3 <= (464)

Ay’
then

—t3
Lo (T AR + bt 2 + o 27+ V(5,2
2t3 JR1<|z|<2R;

15R?

1 _15R]
+ T3|Vw(s, 2)|? +T3|Vsz(s,z)|2> dzds > C\T7e 75 .

We cover the annulus B(0,2R;)\B(0, Ry) with

8R3 3 ~3 30R3 31R%
2 <70, Bl <70 T
£2 T;

1 ~
balls of radius t; and apply the pigeonhole principle to find that there exists z3 € {x : Ry <
|z| < 2R;} such that

—t3 1 _46R}
/ / T HP + o + (VHP 4+ T3 (|90 + [VH., ) dzds > C.TFe T
2t3 z3,t2
(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

(vy, H))(t,z) = v(v, H)(—v*t, 23 + vx), (W, J,)(t,x) = v (w, J)(—1>t, x5 + vI),

((v)ay, (Hy)a, ) (t,2) = V2(U(x3+,/x)k, H(x3+,,x)k)(—y2t,a:3 +vx), v =+/20000ts.

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

200001T:
[=2,0] = [~200003,0] € [~=—=—,0] € [~T5,0},
2
1. 1 ~ ~ 1
1 / 1./ 1
r — A2 R1 20000t3 < A2 20000R1 S R1 S |l‘3| with 7 é A2 R1

VT = Aé 2



B(as, vr) C Bz, ‘“—25’”) c {% <yl < 3&1} - {5& <yl < 10~} c {E <yl < Agé},

which implies

IV (v, Hy ) (8, 2) || oo Loc ([0,1]% B(0,))
= VY|V (0, H) (8, 9) | Lo Leo ((-v2.0] % Blars o)

J+1

<V V0, B)(5,9) |z gy < Codg?A; 7, G=0,1,2

Thus, we have

1

|0:H, + AH,| < |VH, |jvy| + |[Hy)| Vv, | < O*Ang;§(|VHV| + |Hy);

O + D] < [V llog] + V0| + [V, || + ][V H,)
< CLAFAG (V| + w] + [HL| + V)
and
O (H )y + A | < IVl iy | 4 VIV (00 | + [V H (00 )| + [0 1V (Y|
< CA2AT 2 ((Hy )| + [Ho| + [V Hy | + [V (H, ), ),

for (t,z) € [0,1] x B(0,r). That is

_1 _1
|0,W, + AW, | < CLAG Ay 1 IVW,| + C2AG% A, 2 (W],
with
Wu(ty l‘) £ (Hua Wy, (H’U)IE17 (Hy)m2, (Hz/)mg)-

We now apply Lemma 2.6 on the slab [0,1] x B(0,r) with Ceery = 1, to = t1 = m, to
conclude that

1

/10000 /
5 |z|<

20000

z 2
[|W,,(t,:1:)|2 n |va(t,;n)|2]e—% dedt

1

2 72

1042 R?
T3

1
<Coem / / (Wt )2 + (VW (2, 2) ] da
0 Jlz|<r

AR}

+Cie T3 / |W,,(0, :E)|2€_5000|x|2 dz.
|z|<r
Scaling back to the original variables leads to (i.e.,f = 23 + vz and o = —1/?t)

—t3
z2 [ (GO + lwlo,6)F + Ha (0,0
—2t3 B({Eg,tg)

10—

- 2
+[VH(0,0) + t3]Ve(0, 0) * + t3| V Ho, (0, 0) ) e “ d0do

1
2 j2 72
1043 R? AgR2

§C’*<e_ T3 X3 +tse T Yg) (4.66)
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where we have used the fact due to (4.58)

1 1
Z Z
vr_ V20000 Ay Ity 10V20000A3 R s o /a0000 46 Ad 2 > £3.

2 2713 - 2\/T3

Here
0
2 [ [ EUH@OR + (o, 6)? + Hy 0P
20000¢5 J B(x, 23]
+|VH(0,0)|* + t3|Vw(a,0)|* + t3|V Hp, (0,0)|* dfdo,

3 5 / <t51| (0.0)[* + [w(0,0)]* + |H9k(0,9)|2>6_T do.
lz3|
B(x3,~5)
From (4.64) and (4.65), one has

—t3
Zz [ (AT HE0)F + (o0 + Ho (0.0
x3,t

2t3 ’ {? )
20R?

+VH(0,0) + Tse” T (|Vw(o,0) + \VHgk(a,e)P)e‘ i

EE-UIC A —1{ 772 2 2 2 2
> ehe T / / T HP + W + [VHP + T3 (|9 + VA, ) dodo
2t3 B(xg,tg)
1 66R;

> O, TFe” T (4.67)

From (4.57) and (4.64) we have

_40A2% R} |2 3| 3 _40A2% R2 20R? _66R7 1
Cie T3 X3<CT3<T3 ) e T eTs gie s T3,
which along with (4.66) and (4.67), yields
C 1 66R?  AgR? 1 AQ% R}

Yy > T*tngfe_T—se_ s > 0Ty e T3
Denote by
We(0,0) = T ' [H (0, 0)[ + [w(0, 0)[* + [ Hp, (0,0) %,
we have by using (4.64)
3
20R? 1 AZR?

e T3 W.(0,0) df > Y3 > C’*T?)_Ee_ T3

sR<|g|< A6l

~ A 1/2
This, together with 1046T;/* < By < <2280 implies (4.56).

Step 5. Conclusion: summing of scales to derive the upper bound for Ny. Flrst we
note that the volume of the annulus {z : 5R < |z] < ?’AGR} is bounded by T2 5 by
(4.58), which enables us find a point z € (B(0, 3‘?SR)\B(0, 5R)) such that




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

1

12| [ 0. - Fyew)ay| > 73

H(0,2)¢(y)dy

RS

[, r0.5) = 103 = F)eay

R3
_1
2

— Ty

> Ty HO,5) — e AZ2T (4.68)
| [ o0z -]z | [ wo.amwa
- ( /R3 (w(0,2) = w(0, & — 7’y))n(y)dy(
> [w(0,7)] — =" A2, (4.69)
| [ Ho.0.5 = Fetias] = | [ Ha 0,051
=] [0, 0.8) = 10, 0.3 = 7))ty

11
> |Hy, (0,7)] — e~ AZ2T; ! (4.70)

111
with 7 = ¢ T} . Here, the bump function ® = (£, 7, ) is smooth in R3 with compact
support such that ® =1 on B(0,1), and £, 7, ¢ are the 3-component vector, respectively.
By adding (4.68)-(4.70) and integrating by parts, we conclude that

_oeAgt . —1 .~ .~
o—2e'6 Ty ? S‘A@H(O,x—ry)f(y) dy‘—l—‘/R?)v(O,x—ry)Vxn(y) dy

| ] HO.2 = T)oueity) dy

9

and hence by Holder’s inequality

11
6_96A6 /S |(,U7li)(07x)|3 dx /S = |(,U7li)(07x)|3 dx
=4 3AgR
B(%,7) 5R—7<|z| <647

10
< / ) o, H)(0, ) da.
T2 <|z|<(eA7T3)2

for all AZN; 24Ty < AZl. Summing over a set of such scales T3 increasing geometrically
at ratio e7, we conclude that

A7V log(ATPN)e 9
7 log(A;"Ng)e

5( / doot / )\(U,H)(o,x)\?’ da

Aq Aq Ay 1
A4Ng ' <|z[<e 2 AgNg ! e M AN <|z[<e 2 Ay 2

Mog(A;*N3)|

< Z / (v, H)(0,z)? da.

m=0 Ag
2

. _ A, _
e 2 ™ALN, < |z|<e™2 (m+1)A4NO 1

5/ (0, H)(0,2) do < A,
RS

o1



which finally leads to
NG < e
O

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 R. 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 = B;(0) C R?, B’ = B;_5(0) with 0 < § < 1. Let v € L*(B) be
divergence-free and w =V x v. Then, for k=1,2,... we have

ID*0| Loy < c(ID* 'l po(sy + Wl 22(5) + llwll 2o (5))
and
D"l o gy < e(|D*wllcoa(p) + Ivll2(m)) (A1)

with 1 < p < o0, 0 < a < 1. Here ¢ denotes the generic constant depending only on 6, p
and «.

The proof this lemma is standard which is well-known consequence of the classical
LP- and C'%*-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 Av = —V x w due to dive = 0. To derive
the desired result, we set 7 be a smooth cut-off function that equals 1 in B’ CC B and
vanishes outside B, and then

DFy = D*Y(—=A)719,,(V x (wr)) + D* A,

where A is harmonic on B’. From the elliptic regularity for harmonic functions and
Calderon-Zygmund inequality, we have:
Case 1. 1<p<3.

ID* All oo () < ellAll sy < e(l(=A) MY x (W)l sy + [0l L)
< e([[(=A)"HY X (@)l o ey + vl 22(m))
< c(IV(=A)"HV x (W)l owsy + 10l £25))

< c([lwllze) + IvllL2(B));

where p* = #& > 1, B’ CC B" CC B.
Case 2. 1<p<3<p<oo.

ID* Al o3y < ellAllp sy < e(l(=2)"HV % (@)l 5y + 0]l L2 (51)
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< e(l(=2)"HV x (W)l sy + I0llz2 ()
c(IV(=2)7HV x (W)l ogs) + IVl z2(m)

c(lwllpr sy + lvll2(B))

IN A

where p* = 33?’717 > 1. This, along with the Calderén-Zygmund inequality, yields
ID* 0| Loy < e(ID* " wllto(s) + Wl 12(m) + @l Lr(s))-
which is a desired result. Now we turn to the proof of (A.1). In fact,
|ID*Allcowa(pry < ID*Allcr sy < | DM Al oo 51y < el All 1y
< c(l|wllpes) + Ivll2(m)) < clllwllpoo By + vl L2(B))-

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

[(=2) 7102,V x ()|l co.emsy < Cllwrlcooms)

derives
ID*v]|comy < IDM(=2)"HV x (wr))llgo.m (s + 1D Allco.o )
< (| D" wllcoamy + 0l r2s)
which completes the proof of Lemma A.1. O

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

(w-Vo—(J-V)H — (v-V)w+ (H - V)J,
and
(Hy, - V)v+ (H -V)vg, — (vg, - V)H — (v- V)Hy,,

respectively, which has some known regularity. Smoothing properties of the heat operator
enable us to improve the regularity of w and VH.

Step 1. Localisation. To derive the LY°L2° interior estimates of w and V H, we introduce
a cutoff function y;(t,z) € C°(R?*) such that 0 < x1(¢,2) < 1,

. L, (t,x)EQ%(0,0),
alt,e) = 0, (t,z) € R\Qu(0,0).

24
By a simple calculation, we see that the yw; satisfies
(O — A)(x1wi)
= Or(x1wi) — ;5 (x1wi)
= wiOx1 + X10ww; — (widj;x1 + O5x10jwi) — (05x10jwi + Xx10j;w;)
= Xl(atwi — ajjwi) + (8tX1 — 8ij1)wi — 28]-)(18ij-
= Xl(wjﬁjvi + HjajJi — vjﬁjwi — JjajHi) + wz'at)ﬁ + wiajjxl - 26j (wiajxl)

=0; (ijvi — Xlwwj> + 0; [Xl(HjJi — H;Jj)
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—dix1 (wwj + JiH; — wjv; — JiHj> + (Oex1 + Ax1)wi — 20;(9;x1wi)
2 FY, (A.2)

and x1(Hy, ); fulfills

(@ = 8) 01 (Ha,)i) = 05 (31 (Ha )01 = X1 (H)ivy ) + 05 [xa (B (0, )i — Hi(v);)]
— 01 [Hilve,)j + (Hay)ivs — (o, )iHy — vi( o)
+ (Oex1 + Ax1)(Hay )i — 20;(05x1 (Hay, )i)
2 aqW, (A.3)

where wj, (Hy, ); are the ith component of w, H,,, respectively. By the uniqueness of the
solution to the the heat operator (see the page 393 of [27])), one has

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

1 (1
1@ = &) F g g e
S [awjvi — XlwiijLng(Q%(0,0)) + Ix1H;Ji — XlHiJj”LfL%(Q%(O,O))

+ 105 x1)(wiv; + JjH; — wjvi — JiHj)HL%L%(Q%(O,O)) +[(0x1 + Axa)will 2120 Qyy 00))

X

S HUHLgoLgo(Q%(o,o)) + ”H”L;’OLgO(Q%(O,O)) + Hw”LfL%(Q%(0,0)) + HJHLng(Q%(op))v

similarly,

(0 — A)_ngl)HL§L§(R4)

S Il z@y 00y + 1 @y 00 + 19lliziz@, 00y + 1122020 00

N

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

[ (ws, (Ha,, )i )”L3L3 Q1 (0,0)

< | Oawi, X1 (Hay )i)ll 23 13 (re)
S v

o

N

HL,?OLgO(Q%(O,O)) + ”H”L;’OLgO(Q%(O,O)) + [lwll 22 CHOR HJHL2L2(Q%(O,O))'

Running the localisation argument above again, we take a cutoff function x»(t,r) € C>°(R?)
such that 0 < yao(t,z) <1,

1 (2) €Qi(0,0),
b=, (t,7) € R\Q3(0,0),

then
(9 — A)_IFZ'@) L5 8 (ma)

o4



S lIxewjvi — X2winHL3L§(Q%(O,O)) + Ix2H;Ji — X2HiJj”L§Lg(Q%(o,0))
+ [105x2) (wiv; + JjH; — wjvi — JiHj)HLng(Q%(o,O)) + [[(Oex2 + AXz)wz‘HLng(Q%(o,O))
S HUHL,?°Lg°(Q%(O,O)) + HHHL,?°Lg°(Q%(O,O)) + HWHLELg(Q%(Op)) + HJHL,%Lg(Q%(op))v
Similarly, by using Lemma 2.2-2.3, Lemma A.1 and (2.9), we get
10 = 2)7 G g ey
S HVH|’L§’L§(Q%(O,O)) + ”VU”L;”L;“;(Q%(O,O))
N HVH|’L§’L§(Q_1%(O,O)) + HWHLS(Q%(O,O)) + HUHLng(Q%(o,O))
S ”U”LC’O(Q%(O,O)) + ”H”LC’O(Q%(O,O)) + HwHLng(Q%(o,o)) + HJHLng(Q%(o,o))-
We use Lemma 2.2 again to derive that
[ (ws, (Ha,, )i )”LGLG Q%(O ,0))
< Nl Oxawi, x2(Hz,, )i )HLGLG(R4

S HUHL;’°L§°(Q%(O,O + ”H”L;’OLgO(Q%(O,O)) + HWHLng(Q%(o,O)) + HJHLng(Q%(O,O))'

Now, to finish our proof of this step, we take x3(t,z) € C°(R*) such that 0 < y3(¢,z) < 1,

. L, (t,ZE)EQi(0,0),
X0 =1g, (t.x) € B\Q 1 (0,0),

then
—1 (3
10 = &) EP | o oo ey
S IIxswjvi — X3wivj”L6Lg(Q%(0,0)) + lIxsH;Ji — X3HiJjHLt6L§(Q%(O,O))
+ [(9jx3) (wivj + JjH; — wjv; — JiHj)”L?Lg(Q%(O,O))

+ [ (Dexs + AX?:)wi”LtGLg(Q%(O,O)) + 10x3)will s s (@ (0,0))

7
24
S HW”LQSLQ(Q%(O,O)) + ”VH”LtGLg(Q%(o,O))

S v

HL;X’Lgo(Q%(O,O)) + ”H”L;’OLgO(Q%(O,O)) + lwllrz2r2(0, 00) HJHLng(Q%(O,O)),

N

and we used Lemma A.1, this suggests that
1(0 — A)_le(g)HL;X’LgO(R‘l)
S ||VH||L?L2(Q%{(0,0)) + HVUHL?LQ(QQ%(O,O))
S HVHHL?L?C(Q%(O,O)) + HwHijLg(Q%(0,0)) + HUHL%L%(Q%(O,O))
S ||U||L§°L§°(Q%(O,O)) + ||H||L§’°Lg°(Q%(O,O)) + ||W||L§L3(Q%(o,0)) + HJHLfL%(Q%(O,O))'

Together with Lemma 2.2, we can obtain

| (wis (ka)i)HLgoL?(Q%(O,O))
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< [|(x3wi, XS(ka)i)”L?oLgo(Rz;)

S ”U”L;’OLgO(Q%(O,O)) + | H|| g 5 (@4 0,0)) + HwHLng(Q%(O,O)) 1M 20200, 00y (A4)

[
[

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

(Or — A)(mwi) = 0j f1 + g1,
and
(Or — A)(n2(Hyz,,)i) = 0j f2 + g2,

where n1(t, x), n2(t, 7) € C°(R?) satisfies 0 < 11,72 < 1 with

m = L (t2) € Q11 -1y(0,0), 1y L (t2) € Q11a-1y(0,0),
0, (t,z)e R4\Q%(0,o), 0, (t,z)e R4\Q%_[2%(1_2%)} (0,0),
and

f1 = mwjvi — mwv; +mH;Jy — mHJ; — 2(05m )wi,
f2 = m(Hy, )jvi — m2(Hzy )ivj + noHj(vey, )i — neHi(ve,);) — 2(0jm2) (He, )i,
g1 = 0jm <wivj + JjH; — wjv; — JiHj> + (Opm + Any)w;

g2 = 0jm2 [Hi(vmk)j + (Hyy )ivj — (Vg )i Hj — Ui(Hwk)j] + (O¢m2 + Ang)(Hy, )i

Based on the result of the Step 2, we know that v, H, w, VH € L;’OL?’(Q%(O,O)). This,
along with the Lemma 2.4, (2.9) and (A.4), yields for any 0 < o < 1,

w co e
S Hfl”L;’OL?(Q%(o,o)) + HngLgoLgo(Qi(o,o))

S llwllpsere@, 0,0 + HVHHL?’L;O(Q%(O,O))

1
4
S H’UHL,?OLgo(Q

©0,0) + ”H”L;’OLgO(Q%(O,O)) + lwllr2r2(0, 0,0) HJHLng(Q%(O,O))'

[
[

By using Lemma A.1 again, one has

HVUHL?OL:%O(Q%,[F%Q,E%)]

(0,0))

<
2 2

5 ||w||L§ng’a(Q%7[ 1 (0,0)) + HUHL?"L;"(Q%(O,O))

75 1-3)]

N ||U||L?°L§°(Q%(O,O)) + ||H||L§’°L$°(Q%(O,O)) + ||w||L3Lg(Q%(o,0)) + HJHLfL%(Q%(O,O))'

On the other hand, Lemma 2.4 gives

||VH||L§<>(]2»“(Q%7[51§(17515)](0,0))
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< o0 T oo o0 J oo
S fellzgers @)1z 0-2 @0 T 92l 5o 12 CIRTRNE(Y)
SIVHlLz 1@y g ooy F IVVlerz@y 4oy, 00)
17153 22 4 2
S ||U||L§°Lg°(Q%(O,O)) + ||H||L§°Lg°(Q%(O,O)) + ||w||L§Lg(Q%(o,0)) + HJHLng(Q%(O,O))'

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

IV* (0, H) || oo roo (@, & a- 0,0))
4 k:

S ||U||L§°Lg°(Q%(O,O)) + ||H||L§°Lg°(Q%(O,O)) + HWHLfL%(Q%(O,O)) + 11 202(, 0,0y (A-D)

N

We will prove the following estimates

0,0))

m+1
v (U,H)HL?OLQO(Q%—[%U*Q(%W)](
S vl @00 + M e rr @y 0o + IWlizzrzop 0oy + 1llzzez @) 00)-

N

By using (A.5), we can obtain
V7 (s ()i llge ey 1 sk 0
= ||U||L§°L§°(Q%(O,O)) + ||H||L§’°Lg°(Q%(O,O)) + ||W||L§L§(Q%(0,0)) + HJHLfL%(Q%(O,O))'
Next, according to the calculation process of equation (A.2)-(A.3), we get
(0 — A) (107 w;) = 0;F) + G,
and
(O — A)[%agz._l(Hwk)i] = 0;F» + Go,

where ¢1(t, z), p2(t, ) € C°(R?) satisfies 0 < o1, 02 < 1 with

orta) =4 )€ g (0 0)
’ 4
07 ( ) R \Ql— % 1— 6m 6)}(070)7
ooty = 47 6P € Qg (0.0)
0, (t,z)e€ R4\Qi_[§g(1_%§—4)} (0,0),

and

Il
mmi

m—1 —1-s s m—1—s
(") [z ene + @ mp(on
=0

— 01(05,0,) (571 w) = 1 (93, ) (O U HL) | = 2(0500) (02w,
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m—1

P 3 (7 ) [0, (502000 + a0 7O )
s=0
— 0203 (0, ) (O T Hy) — 2(05, 0))O T (Hay )i | — 2(056p2) (O (Hy )i),
Gy = ajgpl[nf (ms_ 1) (02, oy 0= s + 03, ;0075 = 03, 0,007
s=0
= 08, J00 T T H ) | + G+ A (9 )

m—1

Ga = 0yn[ 3 (" ) (B2, (a0 o 05, H O )

s=0
= 03, (0, )0 O H = 03 030 (e i) | + (Bun + D) 05 (M )i

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

the estimateHVm_l(wu(ka)z‘)HL?Lﬁ(QL 1 (0,0)
1155 (1~ Zom=p )]
U, the estimate | V™ w|| ;oo n0.0
Lt Cz (Ql [7(1 T—)]( ))
) Mthe estimate ||[V"'0|| ; w0 0,0
S Mhe estimate VT H| ;oo 0,0
L@@y e (0:0)
— | the estimate ||[(V™ )”LWL F(Qy_ . e (00)
B Fe estimate | V"w|| ; o ~0,a
Lt Cz (Ql [7(1 T—)]( ))
(6) h . m—+1
=— | the estimate ||V ,UHL?OL%’(Q;,L B 0,0)) |
1155 (01— 56m )]
Notices that
111 1y 1 1 1. 1 1 1
i tEt ) m i Ew) st

which, along with Lemma 2.8, leads to that for any m > 0
V™ (v, H)”L;’OL§°(Q%(O,O))
S HUHL;’OL%’(Q%(O,O)) + ||H||L§°L§;°(Q%(O,O)) + HWHLng(Q%(O,O)) + HJHLng(Q%(O,O))-

This concludes the proof of Lemma 2.8. O
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