arXiv:2404.18051v1 [math.AP] 28 Apr 2024

LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE 3D STATIONARY MHD AND HALL-MHD EQUATIONS WITH NON-ZERO CONSTANT VECTORS AT INFINITY

WENDONG WANG AND GUOXU YANG

Abstract. In this paper, we investigate Liouville type theorems for the threedimensional steady-state MHD or Hall-MHD system under some asymptotic assumptions at infinity. Firstly, for the Hall-MHD system we obtain that u and B are constant vectors for any fluid viscosity, magnetic resistivity or Hall-coefficient when the magnetic field B tends to a non-zero constant vector at infinity while the velocity field u tends to 0. Secondly, it also follows that u and B are constant for the Hall-MHD system when the velocity field tends to a constant vector at infinity while the magnetic field tends to 0 without any assumptions on viscosity, magnetic resistivity or Hall-coefficient. One main difficulty lies in the Hall term, and we obtain the L^p estimates of a generalized Oseen system with some supercritical terms via Lizorkin’s theory and prove that the operator is stable by exploring Kato’s stability theorem. Moreover, some similar results for the degenerate fluid viscosity or magnetic resistivity for the MHD system are also obtained, which is independent of interest.

Keywords: Liouville type theorems; MHD system; Hall-MHD system; D-solutions 2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 35Q30, 35Q10, 76D05.

1. Introduction

Consider the following general stationary MHD & Hall-MHD system in R^3 : −κΔu + u · ∇u + ∇p = B · ∇B, −νΔB + u · ∇B − B · ∇u = α∇ × ((∇ × B) × B), div u = 0, div B = 0,

(1.1)

where u = (u_1, u_2, u_3) is the velocity field of the fluid flows, B = (B_1, B_2, B_3) is the magnetic field, and p is the pressure of the flows. In addition, κ > 0, ν > 0, and α ≥ 0 are given parameters denoting the fluid viscosity, the magnetic resistivity, and the Hall-coefficient, respectively. When α = 0, the system (1.1) is reduced to the MHD system, which describes the steady state of the magnetic properties of electrically conducting fluids, including plasmas, liquid metals, etc; for the physical background we refer to Schnack [36] and the references therein. When α > 0, this system governs the dynamics plasma flows of strong shear magnetic fields as in the solar flares, and

Date: April 30, 2024. 1

2 WENDONG WANG AND GUOXU YANG

has many important applications in the astrophysics (for example, see Chae-Degond- Liu [8]). For more physical backgrounds of the Hall-MHD equations, we refer the readers to [2, 18, 38] and the references therein.

In this paper, we focus on the Liouville-type properties of the system (1.1), which is motivated by the development of Navier-Stokes equations. When α = 0 and B ≡ 0, (1.1) is reduced to the Navier-Stokes system and a very challenging open question is whether there exists a nontrivial solution when the Dirichlet integral ∫ R^3 |∇u| 2dx is finite, which dates back to Leray’s celebrated paper [28] and is explicitly written in Galdi’s book ([20], Remark X. 9.4; see also Tsai’s book [39]). The Liouville type problem without any other assumptions is widely open. Galdi proved the above Liouville type theorem by assuming u ∈ L^92 (R^3 ) in [20]. Chae [6] showed the condition △u ∈ L^65 (R^3 ) is sufficient for the vanishing property of u by exploring the maximum principle of the head pressure. Chae-Wolf [10] gave an improvement of logarithmic form for Galdi’s result by assuming that ∫ R^3 |u| 9 2 {ln(2 +^1_{|u|} )}^{−1}dx < ∞. Seregin obtained the conditional criterion u ∈ BMO^{−1}(R^3 ) in [33]. For more references on conditional Liouville properties or Liouville properties on special domains, we refer to [3, 5, 7, 11, 24, 27, 34, 35] and the references therein. Relatively speaking, the two-dimensional case is easier because the vorticity of the 2D Navier-Stokes equations satisfies a nice elliptic equation, to which the maximum principle applies. For example, Gilbarg-Weinberger [21] obtained Liouville type theorem provided the Dirichlet energy is finite. As a different type of Liouville property for the 2D Navier-Stokes equations, Koch-Nadirashvili-Seregin-Sverak [25] showed that any bounded solution is a trivial solution as a byproduct of their results on the non-stationary case (see also [4] for the unbounded velocity).

However, for the MHD system, the situation is quite different. Due to the lack of maximum principle, there is not much progress in the study of MHD equation. For the 2D MHD equations, Liouville type theorems were proved by assuming the smallness of the norm of the magnetic field in [40], and De Nitti et al. [15] removed the smallness assumption. For the 3D MHD equations, Chae-Weng [9] proved that if the smooth solution satisfies D-condition ( ∫ R^3 (|∇u| 2 + |∇B|^2) dx < ∞) and u ∈ L^3(R^3 ), then the solutions (u, B) is identically zero. In [37], Schulz proved that if the smooth solution (u, B) of the stationary MHD equations is in L^6(R^3 ) and u, B ∈ BMO^{−1}(R^3 ) then it is identically zero. Chae-Wolf [12] showed that L^6 mean oscillations of the potential function of the velocity and magnetic field have certain linear growth by using the technique of [11]. Recently, Li-Pan [30] proved two forms of Liouville theorems for D-solutions, one is the case where u → (1, 0, 0) and B → 0 for any viscosity and magnetic resistivity; another case is u → 0 and B → (−1, 0, 0) by taking the same viscosity and magnetic resistivity. For more references, we refer to [16, 29] and the references therein.

As said in [8]: “Hall-MHD is believed to be an essential feature in the problem of magnetic reconnection. Magnetic reconnection corresponds to changes in the topology

LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE MHD AND HALL-MHD SYSTEMS 3

of magnetic field lines which are ubiquitously observed in space.” It’s interesting to investigate the mathematical theory of Hall-MHD system. Mathematical derivations of Hall-MHD equations from either two-fluids or kinetic models can be found in [1] and the first existence result of global weak solutions is given in [8]. The Liouville type problem of the Hall-MHD equations (1.1) is started by Chae-Degond-Liu in [8], where they proved that if a smooth solution (u, B) ∈ L^∞(R^3 ) ∩ L^92 (R^3 ) and satisfying the D-condition, then u = B = 0, which was improved in [43] by removing the bounded-ness condition. Chae-Weng [9] proved that if u ∈ L^3(R^3 ) and with the D-condition for the equations (1.1), then u = B = 0. Chen-Li-Wang improved this result by only assuming u ∈ BMO^{−1}(R^3 ) and B ∈ L^{6,∞}(R^3 ) in [13] via L^q estimates of stationary Stokes system. Recently, Cho-Neustupa-Yang [14] established some new Liouville-type theorems for weak solutions under some conditions on the growth of certain Lebesgue norms of the velocity and the magnetic field. For more references, we refer to [12, 42] and the references therein.

Motivated by the mathematical theory of the Oseen system in [20] and the progress of the MHD equation in [30], we will focus on studying the Liouville properties of the Hall-MHD system.

One of our main results is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let (u, B) be a smooth solution to the Hall-MHD equations (1.1) satisfying the finite Dirichlet integral (or D-condition) ∫ R^3 ( |∇u|^2 + |∇B|^2 ) dx < ∞, (1.2) and the asymptotic behavior at infinity u(x) → u_∞, B(x) → B_∞, uniformly as |x| → ∞, where u_∞ = 0 and B_∞ = (−1, 0, 0). Then it follows that (u, B) ≡ (u_∞, B_∞) provided that α‖∇B‖_L∞_{(R}3_) < ∞.

Remark 1.2. (i) Finn [17] and Ladyzhenskaya [26] showed that any D-solution of Navier-Stokes equations in a 3D exterior domain converges to a prescribed constant vector u_∞ at infinity. It’s more difficult in 2D and Korobkov-Pileckas-Russo proved this result in [23]. Moreover, the derivatives of the velocity and the pressure also converge to the constant in 3D, for example seeing Theorem X.5.1 in [20]. Hence the condition of ‖∇B‖_L∞_{(R}3_) < ∞ seems to be natural.

(ii)The above theorem shows that the Liouville type theorems hold for (1.1) without any assumptions on viscosity, magnetic resistivity or the Hall-coefficient. One main difficulty lies in the Hall term ∇ × ((∇ × B) × B) = B · ∇(∇ × B) − (∇ × B) · ∇B, which shares the same order as the main term of the Laplacian operator. One of our observations is combining the Laplace operator and B · ∇(∇ × B) as the main terms, and the other term of (∇ × B) · ∇B as the perturbation term.

4 WENDONG WANG AND GUOXU YANG

When the Hall-coefficient α = 0, we immediately obtain the following corollary. Corollary 1.3. Let (u, B) be a smooth solution to the MHD system with α = 0 in (1.1) satisfying the D-condition (1.2) and u(x) → u_∞, B(x) → B_∞, uniformly as |x| → ∞, where u_∞, B_∞ ∈ R^3 are two constant vectors. Then (u, B) ≡ (u_∞, B_∞) follows if u_∞ = 0, B_∞ ≠ 0.

Remark 1.4. The above result improved (ii) of Theorem 1.1 in [30], where the velocity viscosity is equal to the magnetic resistivity, i.e. κ = ν. One can assume B_∞ = (−1, 0, 0), since the MHD system is invariant under the orthogonal coordinate transform.

Moreover, when u(x) → u_∞ ≠ 0, we have the following conclusion. Theorem 1.5. Let (u, B) be a smooth solution to the Hall-MHD equations (1.1) satisfying the D-condition (1.2) and u(x) → u_∞, B(x) → B_∞, uniformly as |x| → ∞, where u_∞ = (1, 0, 0) and B_∞ = 0. Then (u, B) ≡ (u_∞, B_∞) follows if α‖∇B‖_L∞_{(R}3_) < ∞. Remark 1.6. Especially, when α = 0, the above theorem implies the result (i) of Theorem 1.1 in [30]. To deal with Hall-term, it seems that ‖∇B‖_L∞_{(R}3_) < ∞ is necessary. In fact, one can replace ‖∇B‖_L∞_{(R}3_) < ∞ by ‖∇B‖_L 12_{5 (R3 )} < ∞ by careful computation. Then, we have ‖(∇ × B) · ∇B‖_L 6_{5 (R3 )} < ∞. See (3.24) and (4.8) for more details. It’s interesting whether the condition of ‖∇B‖_L∞_{(R}3_) < ∞ or ‖∇B‖_L 12_{5 (R3 )} < ∞ can be removed if α ≠ 0.

Furthermore, we consider the Liouville type theorems for the following stationary MHD system in R^3 with degenerate viscosity or resistivity in different directions: −Δ_κu + u · ∇u + ∇p = B · ∇B, −Δ_ν B + u · ∇B − B · ∇u = 0, div u = 0, div B = 0,

(1.3)

where

Δ_κ := κ_1∂^2_{x1} + κ_2∂^2_{x2} + κ_3∂^2_{x3} , Δ_ν := ν_1∂^2_{x1} + ν_2∂^2_{x2} + ν_3∂^2_{x3} (1.4) with κ_1, ν_1 ≥ 0 and κ_2, κ_3, ν_2, ν_3 > 0.

Theorem 1.7. Let (u, B) be a smooth solution to the MHD equations (1.3)-(1.4) satisfying the D-condition (1.2) and u(x) → u_∞, B(x) → B_∞, uniformly as |x| → ∞,

LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE MHD AND HALL-MHD SYSTEMS 5

where u_∞, B_∞ ∈ R^3 are two constant vectors. Then (u, B) ≡ (u_∞, B_∞) follows if one of the following conditions holds: (i) u_∞ = (1, 0, 0), B_∞ = 0 with κ_1, ν_1 ≥ 0;

(ii) u_∞ = 0, B_∞ = (−1, 0, 0) with κ_1ν_1 > 0 or κ_1 = ν_1 = 0.

Remark 1.8. Note that when κ_1 + κ_2 + κ_3 > 0 and ν_1 + ν_2 + ν_3 > 0, it follows that u = B ≡ 0 if B ∈ L^6(R^3 ) and u ∈ L^3(R^3 ) (see Theorem 1.5, [13]). Here it seems difficult to prove the Liouville theorem by only assuming that one of the second-order derivatives does not vanish. When all κ_i = ν_j = 0 for i, j = 1, 2, 3, it is similar to the three-dimensional Euler equations. It is impossible to deduce that u is vanishing from the bounded-ness of L^q norm. For example, we can refer to the counterexample belonging to C^∞_0 (R^3 ) in [19].

This paper is organized as follows: some notations and some necessary lemmas are presented in Sect.2; The Liouville type theorem on the Hall-MHD system with B_∞ ≠ 0 is obtained in Sect.3, where we give the detailed proof of Theorem 1.1; Theorem 1.5 is proved in Sect.4 on the Hall-MHD system with u_∞ ≠ 0; Sect.5 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.7 on the degenerate MHD system.

Throughout this paper, C (c_1, c_2, . . . , c_n) denotes a positive constant depending on c_1, c_2, . . . c_n which may be different from line to line. We denote A^′ ≤ CB^′ by A^′ ≲ B^′.

2. Preliminaries

First we introduce some notations. Denote by B_r (x_0) := {x ∈ R^3 : |x − x_0| < r} and B_r := B_r(0). Denote by ∇^γ := ∂^{γ1}_{x1} ∂^{γ2}_{x2} ∂^{γ3}_{x3} , where γ = (γ_1, γ_2, γ_3), γ_1, γ_2, γ_3 ∈ N ∪ {0}, ∂_i =^∂_{∂xi} and |γ| = γ_1 + γ_2 + γ_3. We denote L^p(Ω) by the usual Lebesgue space with the norm

‖f‖_Lp_{(Ω)} := (∫ Ω |f(x)|^pdx )_{1/p} , 1 ≤ p < ∞, ess sup x∈Ω |f(x)|, p = ∞, where Ω ⊂ R^3 , 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. W^{k,p}(Ω) and Ẇ^{k,p}(Ω) are defined as follows:

‖f‖_W k,p_{(Ω)} := ∑ 0≤|γ|≤k ‖∇^γ f‖_Lp_{(Ω)} ,

‖f‖˙_W k,p_{(Ω)} := ∑ |γ|=k ‖∇^γ f‖_Lp_{(Ω)} ,

respectively. C^∞(Ω) denotes the space of smooth functions on Ω. S (R^n ) denotes the space of rapid decreasing smooth functions on R^n . P_n stands for the space of polynomials in R^3 with their degree no bigger than n.

We introduce the following multiplier theorem by Lizorkin (see [31], [32], or Section VII.4 in [20]), which plays an important role in the proof of the main theorems.

6 WENDONG WANG AND GUOXU YANG

Theorem 2.1 (Lizorkin). Let Φ : R^n → C be continuous together with the derivative ∂^nΦ ∂ξ_1 . . . ∂ξ_n and all preceding derivatives for |ξ_i| > 0, i = 1, . . . , n. Then, if for some β ∈ [0, 1) and M > 0 |ξ_1|^{κ1+β} · . . . · |ξ_n|^{κn+β} | | | ∂^κΦ ∂ξ^{κ1}_1 . . . ∂ξ^{κn}_n | | | ≤ M, (2.1) where κ_i is zero or one and κ = ∑_n i=1 κ_i = 0, 1, . . . n, the integral transform T u = 1 (2π)^{n/2} ∫ R^n e^{ix·ξ}Φ(ξ)^u(ξ)dξ, u ∈ S (R^n ) defines a bounded linear operator from L^q (R^n ) into L^r (R^n ) , 1 < q < ∞, 1/r = 1/q − β, and we have ‖T u‖_Lr_{(R}n_) ≤ C(q, β, M)‖u‖_Lq_{(R}n_). In order to deal with the perturbation system of the generalized Oseen system, we introduce the definition of the relative bounded-ness and Kato’s stability theorem of bounded invertibility [22].

Definition 2.2. Let T and A be operators with the same domain space X (but not necessarily with the same range space) such that D(T ) ⊂ D(A) and ‖Au‖ ≤ a‖u‖ + b‖T u‖, u ∈ D(T ), (2.2) where a, b are nonnegative constants. Then we shall say that A is relatively bounded with respect to T or simply T -bounded.

Theorem 2.3 (Kato). Assume X and Y are Banach spaces. Let T and A be operators from X to Y. Let T^{−1} exist and belong to B(Y, X ) (B(Y, X ) is the set of all bounded operators on Y to X and so that T is closed). Let A be T -bounded, with the constants a, b in (2.2) satisfying the inequality a ‖ ‖T^{−1} ‖ ‖ + b < 1. Then S = T + A is closed and invertible, and ‖ ‖S^{−1} ‖ ‖ ≤ ‖T^{−1}‖ 1 − a ‖T^{−1}‖ − b . (2.3)

3. Hall-MHD system with B_∞ ≠ 0: Proof of Theorem 1.1

Consider the 3D stationary generalized Oseen system with some special critical terms in R^3 as follows:

∂_{x1} w_1 + ∇p − μ_1Δw_1 − μ_2Δw_2 − α^′∂_{x1} (∇ × (w_1 − w_2)) = f_1, −∂_{x1} w_2 + ∇p − μ_1Δw_2 − μ_2Δw_1 − α^′∂_{x1} (∇ × (w_2 − w_1)) = f_2, ∇ · w_1 = g. (3.1)

LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE MHD AND HALL-MHD SYSTEMS 7

Applying Theorem 2.1, we derive a type of L^q estimate for the above mixed Oseen system of (3.1).

Lemma 3.1 (L^q estimate for generalized Oseen system). Let f_1, f_2 ∈ L^q (R^3 ) , g ∈ W^{1,q} (R^3 ) with 1 < q < 2 and r =

(_1

q −^1_2 )_{−1} . Moreover, μ_1, μ_2 and α^′ are constants satisfying μ_1 > 0 and μ_1 > |μ_2|. Then there exists a unique solution (w_1, w_2, p) ∈ ( Ẇ 2,q (R3 ) ∩ Lr (R3 ) )_6 × ( Ẇ 1,q (R3 ) /P_0 (R3 ) ) of the system (3.1) such that ‖( ∇^2w_1, ∇^2w_2 )‖ L^q (R^3 ) + ‖(w1, w2)‖L^r (R^3 ) + ‖∇p‖L^q (R^3 )

≤ C(q, μ_1, μ_2) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) . (3.2)

Proof. By performing a Fourier transform on the system of (3.1), we obtain that (μ_1|ξ|^2 + iξ_1)ŵ_1 + μ_2|ξ|^2ŵ_2 + α^′ξ_1ξ × (ŵ_1 − ŵ_2) + iξp̂ = f̂_1, (μ_1|ξ|^2 − iξ_1)ŵ_2 + μ_2|ξ|^2ŵ_1 − α^′ξ_1ξ × (ŵ_1 − ŵ_2) + iξp̂ = f̂_2, iξ · ŵ_1 = ĝ. (3.3)

Taking iξ on the both sides of (3.3)_1 and (3.3)_2 as the vector inner product, we get { (μ_1|ξ|^2 + iξ_1)ĝ + μ_2|ξ|^2iξ · ŵ_2 − |ξ|^2p̂ = iξ · f̂_1, (μ_1|ξ|^2 − iξ_1)iξ · ŵ_2 + μ_2|ξ|^2ĝ − |ξ|^2p̂ = iξ · f̂_2,

(3.4)

which implies

p̂ = 1 (μ_1 − μ_2)|ξ|^2 − iξ_1 { [ (μ^2_1 − μ^2)|ξ|^4 + ξ^2_1 ] ĝ |ξ|^2 − (μ_1|ξ|^2 − iξ_1) iξ · f̂_1 |ξ|^2 + μ_2iξ · f̂_2 } . (3.5) Next we focus on solving the system of (3.3). For simplicity, denote A_1 := μ_1|ξ|^2 + iξ_1, A_2 := μ_1|ξ|^2 − iξ_1, C_1 := α^′ξ_1ξ; F_1 := f̂_1 − iξp̂, F_2 := f̂_2 − iξp̂, E := μ_2|ξ|^2. (3.6) Taking the sum of (3.3)_1 and (3.3)_2 , we get

ŵ_2 = −

(A_1 + E) A_2 + E ŵ_1 +

F_1 + F_2 A_2 + E

. (3.7)

By substituting (3.7) into (3.3)_1, we get (A_1A_2 − E^2)ŵ_1 + (A_1 + A_2 + 2E)C_1 × ŵ_1 = A_2F_1 − EF_2 + C_1 × (F_1 + F_2) := G. (3.8) Noting that C_1 := α^′ξ_1ξ and −|ξ|^2ŵ_1 = iξĝ + ξ × (ξ × ŵ_1), (3.9) by taking cross product on the both sides of (3.8) by ξ it follows that (A_1A_2 −E^2)ξ×ŵ_1 −(A_1 +A_2 +2E)α^′ξ_1|ξ|^2ŵ_1 = ξ×G+iα^′ξ_1(A_1 +A_2 +2E)ξĝ. (3.10)

8 WENDONG WANG AND GUOXU YANG

Combining (3.8) and (3.10), ŵ_1 can be represented as

ŵ_1 =

G(A_1A_2 − E^2) − α^′ξ_1Q(A_1 + A_2 + 2E) (A_1A_2 − E^2)^2 + (A_1 + A_2 + 2E)^2α^{′2}ξ^2_1 |ξ|^2 , where

Q = ξ × G + iα^′ξ_1(A_1 + A_2 + 2E)ξĝ.

For simplicity, write

ŵ_1 [ (A_1A_2 − E^2)^2 + (A_1 + A_2 + 2E)^2α^{′2}ξ^2_1 |ξ|^2 ] = I_1 + I_2 + I_3,

where

I_1 = G(A_1A_2 − E^2)

= (A_1A_2 − E^2) [ A_2f̂_1 − Ef̂_2 + (E − A_2)iξp̂ + C_1 × (f̂_1 + f̂_2) ] , I_2 = −α^′ξ_1(A_1 + A_2 + 2E)ξ × G

= −α^′ξ_1(A_1 + A_2 + 2E) { A_2ξ × f̂_1 − Eξ × f̂_2 + α^′ξ_1ξ × [ ξ × (f̂_1 + f̂_2) ]} , I_3 = −α^{′2}ξ^2_1 (A_1 + A_2 + 2E)^2iξĝ,

by recalling (3.6) and (3.8). Furthermore, using (3.5) , (3.6) and (3.8) we have

ŵ_1 {[ (μ^2_1 − μ^2)|ξ|^4 + ξ^2_1

]_2

+ 4(μ_1 + μ_2)^2(α^′)^2ξ^2_1 |ξ|^6 }

= [ (μ^2_1 − μ^2)|ξ|^4 + ξ^2_1 ] (μ_1|ξ|^2 − iξ_1) ( I − ξ ⊗ ξ |ξ|^2 ) f̂_1 + [ (μ^2_1 − μ^2)|ξ|^4 + ξ^2_1 ] μ_2|ξ|^2 ( ξ ⊗ ξ |ξ|^2 − I_3 ) f̂_2 −α^′ξ_1 [ (μ_1 + μ_2)|ξ|^2 − iξ_1 ] ( (μ_1 + μ_2)|ξ|^2 − iξ_1 ) ξ × f̂_1 +α^′ξ_1[(μ_1 + μ_2)|ξ|^2 − iξ_1] ( (μ_1 + μ_2)|ξ|^2 + iξ_1 ) ξ × f̂_2 −2(μ_1 + μ_2)(α^′)^2ξ^2_1 |ξ|^2ξ × [ξ × (f̂_1 + f̂_2)] − iξĝ |ξ|^2 {[ (μ^2_1 − μ^2)|ξ|^4 + ξ^2_1

]_2

+ 4(μ_1 + μ_2)^2(α^′)^2ξ^2_1 |ξ|^6 }

:= Φ_1f̂_1 + Φ_2f̂_2 + Φ_3f̂_1 + Φ_4f̂_2 + Φ_5(f̂_1 + f̂_2) + Φ_6ĝ. (3.11) Let Φ_0 := {[ (μ^2_1 − μ^2)|ξ|^4 + ξ^2_1

]_2

+ 4(μ_1 + μ_2)^2(α^′)^2ξ^2_1 |ξ|^6 } , (3.12)

and to prove the assertion (3.2), we estimate Φ_1, · · · , Φ_6, respectively.

LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE MHD AND HALL-MHD SYSTEMS 9

Estimates of Φ_1. Note that

Φ_1 Φ_0 = [ (μ^2_1 − μ^2)|ξ|^4 + ξ^2_1 ] (μ_1|ξ|^2 − iξ_1)(I −^{ξ⊗ξ}_{|ξ|2} ) [ (μ^2_1 − μ^2)|ξ|^4 + ξ^2_1

]_2

+ 4(μ_1 + μ_2)^2(α^′)^2ξ^2_1 |ξ|^6 . For all ξ ∈ {ξ ∈ R^3 : |ξ_i| > 0, i = 1, 2, 3}, Young’s inequality yields

|ξ_1|^{1/2} |ξ_2|^{1/2} |ξ_3|^{1/2} | | | Φ_1 Φ_0 | | | ≤ C | | | | |ξ_1|^{1/2} |ξ_2|^{1/2} |ξ_3|^{1/2} μ_1|ξ|^2 + iξ_1 · [ (μ^2_1 − μ^2)|ξ|^4 + ξ^2_1 ] (μ^2_1|ξ|^4 + ξ^2_1 ) [ (μ^2_1 − μ^2)|ξ|^4 + ξ^2_1

]_2

+ 4(μ_1 + μ_2)^2(α^′)^2ξ^2_1 |ξ|^6 | | | | ≤ C |ξ_1| + ξ^2 + ξ^2_3 √ ξ^2_1 + μ^2_1|ξ|^4

≤ C(μ_1, μ_2),

and for i, j = 1, 2, 3, there also holds | | |ξ^iξ^j Φ_1 Φ_0 | | | ≤ C(μ^1, μ^2).

Moreover, it is immediately seen that

|ξ_1|^{κ̂1+ 12} |ξ_2|^{κ̂2+ 12} |ξ_3|^{κ̂3+ 12} | | | ∂^κ ′ (Φ_1/Φ_0) ∂ξ^{κ̂1}_1 ∂ξ^{κ̂2}_2 ∂ξ^{κ̂3}_3 | | | ≤ C(μ_1, μ_2), and |ξ_1|^{κ̂1} |ξ_2|^{κ̂2} |ξ_3|^{κ̂3} | | | | ∂^{κ′} (ξ_iξ_jΦ_1/Φ_0) ∂ξ^{κ̂1}_1 ∂ξ^{κ̂2}_2 ∂ξ^{κ̂3}_3 | | | | ≤ C(μ^1, μ^2),

for some κ̂_i is zero or one, κ^′ =

∑_3

i=1 κ̂_i = 0, 1, 2, 3.

The similar arguments also hold for Φ_2, · · · , Φ_5. Estimates of Φ_6. Notice that 1 |ξ|^2 iξĝ = 1 |ξ|^2 + iξ_1 iξĝ − ξξ_1 |ξ|^2 1 |ξ|^2 + iξ_1 ĝ. (3.13)

Writing

Φ_{61} = 1 |ξ|^2 + iξ_1

, Φ_{62} = −ξ_1ξ |ξ|^2(|ξ|^2 + iξ_1) , then for Φ_{61} and Φ_{62}, (2.1) still holds for β =^1_2 or β = 0.

Concluding the estimates of Φ_1, · · · , Φ_6, using Theorem 2.1 we have ‖ ‖∇^2w_1 ‖ ‖_{Lq (R3)} + ‖w_1‖_{Lr (R3 )} ≤ C(q, μ_1, μ_2) ( ‖(f_1, f_2)‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) . (3.14)

10 WENDONG WANG AND GUOXU YANG

Estimates of pressure. For iξp̂, recall (3.5) and using (3.13) we have

iξp̂ = 1 (μ_1 − μ_2)|ξ|^2 − iξ_1 { (μ_1|ξ|^2 − iξ_1) ξ ⊗ ξ · f̂_1 |ξ|^2 − μ_2ξ ⊗ ξ · f̂_2 }

+ 1 (μ_1 − μ_2)|ξ|^2 − iξ_1 { [ (μ^2_1 − μ^2)|ξ|^4 + ξ^2_1 ] iξĝ |ξ|^2 }

= Φ_{71} · f̂_1 + Φ_{72} · f̂_2 + Φ_{73}iξĝ + Φ_{74}ĝ, (3.15)

where

Φ_{71} = μ_1|ξ|^2 − iξ_1 (μ_1 − μ_2)|ξ|^2 − iξ_1 ξ ⊗ ξ |ξ|^2 , Φ_{72} = −μ_2ξ ⊗ ξ (μ_1 − μ_2)|ξ|^2 − iξ_1 ,

Φ_{73} =

(μ^2_1 − μ^2)|ξ|^4 + ξ^2_1 (μ_1 − μ_2)|ξ|^2 − iξ_1 1 |ξ|^2 + iξ_1

, Φ_{74} =

(μ^2_1 − μ^2)|ξ|^4 + ξ^2_1 (μ_1 − μ_2)|ξ|^2 − iξ_1 −ξ_1ξ |ξ|^2(|ξ|^2 + iξ_1) , which satisfy (2.1) with β = 0. Hence, using Theorem 2.1 again, we get

‖∇p‖_Lq_{(R}3_) ≤ C(q, μ_1, μ_2) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) . (3.16)

Estimates of w_2. Recalling (3.7) and (3.6) we get

ŵ_2 = −

(μ_1 + μ_2)|ξ|^2 + iξ_1 (μ_1 + μ_2)|ξ|^2 − iξ_1 ŵ_1 + f̂_1 + f̂_2 − 2iξp̂ (μ_1 + μ_2)|ξ|^2 − iξ_1

. (3.17)

Using (3.11), (3.13) and (3.15), ŵ_2 is the sum of the following terms multiplying the corresponding f̂_1, f̂_2, ĝ, iξĝ:

(μ_1 + μ_2)|ξ|^2 + iξ_1 (μ_1 + μ_2)|ξ|^2 − iξ_1

Φ_k Φ_0 , k = 1, · · · , 5; (μ_1 + μ_2)|ξ|^2 + iξ_1 (μ_1 + μ_2)|ξ|^2 − iξ_1

Φ_{6k}, k = 1, 2; 1 (μ_1 + μ_2)|ξ|^2 − iξ_1 , 1 (μ_1 + μ_2)|ξ|^2 − iξ_1

Φ_{7k}, k = 1, 2, 3, 4,

which satisfy (2.1) of Theorem 2.1 with β =^1_2 or β = 0. Thus we also get the estimate of w_2 in (3.2). The proof is complete. □ Lemma 3.2. Assume that 1 < q < 2, f_1, f_2 ∈ L^q (R^3 ), g ∈ W^{1,q} (R^3 ), M ∈ (L^2 (R^3 ))^{6×6} and b ∈ L^∞(R^3 ). Let μ_1, μ_2 and α^′ be constants satisfying μ_1 > 0 and

LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE MHD AND HALL-MHD SYSTEMS 11

μ_1 > |μ_2|. Moreover, (w_1, w_2, p) satisfies the following perturbation Oseen system:

−μ_1Δ ( w_1 w_2 ) + ∂_{x1} ( w_1 −w_2 ) − b · ∇ ( ∇ × (w_1 − w_2) ∇ × (w_2 − w_1) )

−μ_2Δ ( w_2 w_1 ) + M ( w_1 w_2 )

−α^′∂_{x1} ( ∇ × (w_1 − w_2) ∇ × (w_2 − w_1) ) + ( ∇p ∇p ) = ( f_1 f_2 ) , ∇ · w_1 = g.

(3.18)

There exists a small constant ε_0 > 0 such that if

‖M‖_L2_{(R}3_) + ‖b‖_L∞_{(R}3_) < ε_0,

then there exists a unique (w_1, w_2, p) ∈ ( Ẇ 2,q (R3 ) ∩ Lr (R3 ) )_6 × ( Ẇ 1,q (R3 ) /P_0 (R3 ) ) solves (3.18) such that ‖( ∇^2w_1, ∇^2w_2 )‖ L^q (R^3) + ‖(w1, w2)‖L^r(R^3) + ‖∇p‖L^q (R^3 )

≤ C (q, μ_1, μ_2, ε_0) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) , (3.19)

where r =

(_1

q −^1_2 )_{−1} . Proof. We denote the Banach spaces

X := ( Ẇ^{2,q} (R^3 ) ∩ L^r (R^3 )

)_6 × Ẇ^{1,q} ( R^3 ) /P_0 ( R^3 ) , Y := ( L^q ( R^3 ))_6 × W^{1,q} ( R^3 ) , with norms ‖(v, B, p)‖_X := ‖ ‖(∇^2v, ∇^2B) ‖ ‖_{Lq (R3)} + ‖(v, B)‖_{Lr(R3 )} + ‖∇p‖_{Lq (R3)}, ‖(f_1, f_2, g)‖_Y := ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_),

respectively. Thanks to Lemma 3.1, the operator K which is defined by K : X → Y w_1 w_2 p → −μ_1Δw_1 + ∂_{x1} w_1 − μ_2Δw_2 + ∇p − α^′∂_{x1} (∇ × (w_1 − w_2)) −μ_1Δw_2 − ∂_{x1} w_2 − μ_2Δw_1 + ∇p − α^′∂_{x1} (∇ × (w_2 − w_1)) ∇ · w_1 ,

admits a bounded inverse operator K^{−1} and there exists a constant C_2 = C(q, μ_1, μ_2) such that ‖ ‖(∇^2w_1, ∇^2w_2) ‖ ‖_{Lq (R3 )} + ‖(w_1, w_2)‖_{Lr (R3 )} + ‖∇p‖_{Lq (R3)} ≤ C_2‖K(w_1, w_2, p)‖_Y .

12 WENDONG WANG AND GUOXU YANG

Note that the operator H : X → Y, which is defined by

H(w_1, w_2, p) = ([ M ( w_1 w_2 )] , 0 ) − ([ b · ∇ ( ∇ × (w_1 − w_2) ∇ × (w_2 − w_1) )] , 0 )

satisfies

‖H(w_1, w_2, p)‖_Y ≤ C_2(‖M‖_L2_{(R}3_) + ‖b‖_L∞_{(R}3_))‖K(w_1, w_2, p)‖_Y . Choosing ε_0 = (C_2 + 1)^{−1}, it follows that C_2(‖M‖_L2_{(R}3_) + ‖b‖_L∞_{(R}3_)) < 1.

Then Theorem 2.3 yields if ‖M‖_L2_{(R}3_) + ‖b‖_L∞_{(R}3_) < ε_0, the operator K + H admits a bounded inverse. Then, the estimate (3.19) holds automatically by the formula (2.3). □

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Without loss of generality, let α = 1. Denoting η := B − B_∞, one derives u · ∇u + ∂_{x1} η + ∇p − η · ∇η − κΔu = 0, u · ∇η + ∂_{x1} u − η · ∇u − νΔη = ∇ × ((∇ × B) × B), ∇ · u = 0, ∇ · η = 0. (3.20)

As in [41], we introduce the Elsässer variables: w_1 = u + η; w_2 = u − η.

Denote μ_1 =^1_2 (κ + ν), μ_2 =^1_2 (κ − ν), then w_1 and w_2 satisfy the following system w_2 · ∇w_1 + ∂_{x1} w_1 + ∇p − μ_1Δw_1 − μ_2Δw_2 = ∇ × ((∇ × B) × B), w_1 · ∇w_2 − ∂_{x1} w_2 + ∇p − μ_1Δw_2 − μ_2Δw_1 = −∇ × ((∇ × B) × B), ∇ · w_1 = 0, ∇ · w_2 = 0, ∫ R^3 |∇w1| 2 dx < +∞, ∫ R^3 |∇w2| 2 dx < +∞. (3.21)

Next we will prove u = η ≡ 0, which is divided into three steps.

Step I: the estimate of pressure. Acting the divergence operator on (3.20)_1, we have p = 3∑ i,j=1 − 1 △ ∂_i∂_j (u_iu_j − η_iη_j ) = 3∑ i,j=1 R_iR_j (u_iu_j − η_iη_j) ,

where R_i =^{∂i√}_{−Δ} denotes the i-th Riesz transform. By the continuity of the operator R_i on Lebesgue space L^ℓ (R^3 ) for 2 < ℓ < +∞, we have ‖p‖_L ℓ_{2 (R3 )} ≤ C‖(u, η)‖^2_Lℓ_{(R}3_).

Due to the Sobolev imbedding, ‖u‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖η‖_L6_{(R}3_) ≤ C ( ‖∇u‖_L2_{(R}3_) + ‖∇η‖_L2_{(R}3_) ) < ∞, ‖w_1‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖w_2‖_L6_{(R}3_) ≤ C ( ‖∇w_1‖_L2_{(R}3_) + ‖∇w_2‖_L2_{(R}3_) ) < ∞,

LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE MHD AND HALL-MHD SYSTEMS 13

and we have ‖u‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖η‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖p‖_L3_{(R}3_) < ∞.

Step II: L^3 estimate of w_1 and w_2. Define a cut-off function ψ ∈ C^∞ (R^3 ) such that ψ(x) = ψ(|x|) = { 1, if |x| > 2M, 0, if |x| < M, (3.22) and 0 ≤ ψ(x) ≤ 1, x ∈ B_{2M} \ B_M . Multiplying ψ on the both sides of (3.21)_{1,2,3}, it follows that ∂_{x1} ( ψw_1 −ψw_2 ) + ( 0 (∇w_1)^T χ_Bc_M (∇w_2)^T χ_Bc_M 0 ) · ( ψw_1 ψw_2 )

−μ_1Δ ( ψw_1 ψw_2 ) + ( ∇(ψp) ∇(ψp) ) − μ_2Δ ( ψw_2 ψw_1 )

− 1 2 χ_Bc_M η · ∇ ( ∇ × (ψw_1 − ψw_2) ∇ × (ψw_2 − ψw_1) )

+ 1 2 ∂_{x1} ( ∇ × (ψw_1 − ψw_2) ∇ × (ψw_2 − ψw_1) ) = ( G_1(ψ) G_2(ψ) ) , ∇ · (ψw_1) = ∇ψ · w_1,

(3.23)

where

G_1(ψ) = −2μ_1∇ψ · ∇w_1 − μ_1(Δψ)w_1 + w_1∂_{x1} ψ + (∇ψ)p − 2μ_2∇ψ · ∇w_2 − μ_2(Δψ)w_2 + ∂_{x1} ψ∇ × η + ∂_{x1} (∇ψ × η) − (η · ∇ψ)∇ × η − η · ∇(∇ψ × η) − ψ(∇ × B) · ∇B and G_2(ψ) = −2μ_1∇ψ · ∇w_2 − μ_1(Δψ)w_2 − w_2∂_{x1} ψ + (∇ψ)p − 2μ_2∇ψ · ∇w_1 − μ_2(Δψ)w_1 − ∂_{x1} ψ∇ × η − ∂_{x1} (∇ψ × η) + (η · ∇ψ)∇ × η + η · ∇(∇ψ × η) + ψ(∇ × B) · ∇B. Note that

‖G_1(ψ)‖_L 6_{5 (R3)} ≤C(μ_1, μ_2) [ ‖∇ψ‖_L3_{(R}3_)‖∇w_1‖_L2_{(R}3_) + ‖Δψ‖_L 3_{2 (R3 )}‖w_1‖_L6_{(R}3_) ]

+ C(μ_1, μ_2) [ ‖∂_{x1} ψ‖_L 3_{2 (R3 )} ‖w_1‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖∇ψ‖_L2_{(R}3_)‖p‖_L3_{(R}3_) ]

+ C(μ_1, μ_2) [ ‖∇ψ‖_L3_{(R}3_)‖∇w_2‖_L2_{(R}3_) + ‖Δψ‖_L 3_{2 (R3 )}‖w_2‖_L6_{(R}3_) ]

+ C(μ_1, μ_2) [ ‖∇ψ‖_L3_{(R}3_)‖∇η‖_L2_{(R}3_) + ‖Δψ‖_L 3_{2 (R3 )}‖η‖_L6_{(R}3_) ]

+ C(μ_1, μ_2) [ ‖∇ψ‖_L6_{(R}3_)‖∇η‖_L2_{(R}3_)‖η‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖Δψ‖_L2_{(R}3_)‖η‖^2_L6_{(R}3_) ]

+ C(μ_1, μ_2)‖ψ‖_L∞_{(R}3_)‖∇B‖^{13}_{L∞(R3 )}‖∇B‖^{53}_{L2(R3 )} < C(μ_1, μ_2, M), (3.24)

14 WENDONG WANG AND GUOXU YANG

and similarly ‖G_2(ψ)‖_L 6_{5 (R3)} ≤ C(μ_1, μ_2, M).

Also,

‖∇ψ · w_1‖_{W 1,} 6_{5 (R3 )} ≤‖∇ψ‖_L 3_{2 (R3 )}‖w_1‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖ ∇^2ψ ‖ L^32 (R^3) ‖w1‖L^6(R^3 )

+ ‖∇ψ‖_L3_{(R}3_)‖∇w_1‖_L2_{(R}3_) ≤C(M) < ∞. Let ε_0 as in Lemma 3.2, by the finite Dirichlet energy and the uniform convergence of η at infinity, there exists an M > 0 such that

‖∇w_1‖_L2_{(B}c_{M )} + ‖∇w_2‖_L2_{(B}c_{M )} + ‖ 1 2 η‖_L∞_{(B}c_{M )} < ε_0.

Then applying Lemma 3.2 to the system (3.23), choosing q =^6_5 and α^′ = −^1_2 , we have ψw_1, ψw_2 ∈ L^3 (R^3 ). It follows that

‖u‖_L3_{(R}3_) + ‖η‖_L3_{(R}3_) + ‖p‖_L 3_{2 (R3 )} < ∞, (3.25)

since w_1 and w_2 are smooth.

Step III: vanishing of u and η. Choose a cut-off function φ ∈ C^∞_c (R^3 ) such that φ(x) = φ(|x|) = { 1, if |x| < 1; 0, if |x| > 2, and 0 ≤ φ(x) ≤ 1 for any 1 ≤ |x| ≤ 2. Then for any R > 0, denote

φ_R(x) := φ ( |x| R ) . (3.26)

Multiplying (3.20)_1 by uφ_R, (3.20)_2 by ηφ_R and integrating over R^3 , we have ∫ R^3 φ_R ( κ|∇u|^2 + ν|∇η|^2 ) dx = 1 2 ∫ R^3 Δφ_R ( κ|u|^2 + ν|η|^2 ) dx + ∫ R^3 (η · u) ∂_{x1} φ_Rdx + ∫ R^3 pu · ∇φ_Rdx + 1 2 ∫ R^3 [( |u|^2 + |η|^2 ) u − 2(η · u)η ] · ∇φ_Rdx − ∫ R^3 (∇ × η) × η · (η × ∇φ_R)dx − ∫ R^3 (∇ × η) × B_∞ · (η × ∇φ_R)dx := 6∑ i=1 I_i,

LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE MHD AND HALL-MHD SYSTEMS 15

where we used∫ ∇ × F · Gϕdx = ∫ ∇ × G · F ϕdx + ∫ G × F · ∇ϕdx = ∫ ∇ × G · F ϕdx − ∫ F · (G × ∇ϕ)dx, where F, G ∈ R^3 and ϕ is a cut-off function.

By Hölder’s inequality, we have |I_1| ≲ R^{−1} ( ‖u‖^2_L3_{(B2R\BR)} + ‖η‖^2_L3_{(B2R\BR)} ) , |I_2| ≲ ‖u‖_L3_{(B2R\BR)}‖η‖_L3_{(B2R\BR)}, |I_3| ≲ R^{−1}‖p‖_L 3_{2 (B2R\BR)}‖u‖_L3_{(B2R\BR)}, |I_4| ≲ R^{−1} ( ‖u‖^3_L3_{(B2R\BR)} + ‖η‖^3_L3_{(B2R\BR)} ) , |I_5| ≲ R^{− 12} ‖η‖^2_L6_{(B2R\BR)}‖∇η‖_L2_{(B2R\BR)}, |I_6| ≲ ‖η‖_L6_{(B2R\BR)}‖∇η‖_L2_{(B2R\BR)}. Hence, letting R → ∞ we get ∫ R^3 ( κ|∇u|^2 + ν|∇η|^2 ) dx = 0. It follows that u and η are constants. By u, η ∈ L^3 (R^3 ), we have u = η ≡ 0 for all x ∈ R^3 . The proof is complete. □

4. Hall-MHD system with u_∞ ≠ 0: Proof of Theorem 1.5 Next consider the 3D degenerate Oseen system in R^3 : −Δ_κv + ∂_{x1} v + ∇p = f_1, −Δ_ν B + ∂_{x1} B = f_2, ∇ · v = g, (4.1)

where κ_1, ν_1 ≥ 0, κ_2, κ_3, ν_2, ν_3 > 0.

Lemma 4.1 (L^q estimate for degenerate Oseen system). Let f_1, f_2 ∈ L^q (R^3 ) , g ∈ W^{1,q} (R^3 ) with 1 < q < 2 and r =

(_1 q −^1_2 )_{−1} . Then we have the following results:

(i) when κ_1ν_1 = 0, there exists a unique solution (v, B, p) ∈ ( L^r ( R^3 ))_6 × ( Ẇ^{1,q} (R^3 ) /P_0 (R^3 ) ) of the system (4.1) such that

‖(v, B)‖_Lr_{(R}3_) + ‖∇p‖_Lq_{(R}3_)

≤ C(q, κ_1, κ_2, κ_3, ν_2, ν_3) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) .

16 WENDONG WANG AND GUOXU YANG

(ii) when κ_1ν_1 ≠ 0, there exists a unique solution (v, B, p) ∈ ( Ẇ^{2,q} (R^3 ) ∩ L^r (R^3 )

)_6 × ( Ẇ^{1,q} (R^3 ) /P_0 (R^3 ) ) of the system (4.1) such that ‖( ∇^2v, ∇^2B )‖ L^q (R^3 ) + ‖(v, B)‖L^r(R^3) + ‖∇p‖L^q (R^3)

≤ C(q, κ_1, κ_2, κ_3, ν_1, ν_2, ν_3) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) . Proof. Applying the Fourier transform on the system of (4.1), we obtain that (κ_1ξ^2_1 + κ_2ξ^2 + κ_3ξ^2_3 + iξ_1)v̂(ξ) + iξp̂(ξ) = f̂_1(ξ), (ν_1ξ^2_1 + ν_2ξ^2 + ν_3ξ^2_3 + iξ_1)B̂(ξ) = f̂_2(ξ), iξ · v̂ = ĝ(ξ). Direct calculation shows

v̂(ξ) = ( κ_1ξ^2_1 + κ_2ξ^2 + κ_3ξ^2_3 + iξ_1 )_{−1} ( I_3 − ξ ⊗ ξ |ξ|^2 ) · f̂_1(ξ) − iξĝ(ξ) |ξ|^2 , B̂(ξ) = (ν_1ξ^2_1 + ν_2ξ^2 + ν_3ξ^2_3 + iξ_1)^{−1} f̂_2(ξ), p̂(ξ) = − iξ · f̂_1(ξ) |ξ|^2 + iξ_1ĝ(ξ) |ξ|^2 + κ_1ξ^2_1 + κ_2ξ^2 + κ_3ξ^2_3 |ξ|^2 ĝ(ξ). (i) For κ_1ν_1 = 0, first we consider Φ_κ(ξ) := (κ_1ξ^2_1 + κ_2ξ^2 + κ_3ξ^2_3 + iξ_1)^{−1} and Φ_ν (ξ) := (ν_1ξ^2_1 + ν_2ξ^2 + ν_3ξ^2_3 + iξ_1)^{−1}, which satisfy the conditions in Theorem 2.1 with β =^1_2 . In fact,

|ξ_1|^{1/2} |ξ_2|^{1/2} |ξ_3|^{1/2} |Φ_κ(ξ)| ≤

(|ξ_1| + ξ^2 + ξ^2_3 ) √ ξ^2_1 + (κ_2ξ^2 + κ_3ξ^2_3 )^2

≤ C(κ_2, κ_3),

and Φ_ν (ξ) is similar. Second, for the term of −^{iξĝ(ξ)}_{|ξ|2} , it is similar as the estimates in (3.13). Hence, by Theorem 2.1 we get

‖(v, B)‖_Lr_{(R}3_) ≤ C(q, κ_2, κ_3, ν_2, ν_3) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) . (4.2)

Finally, for the pressure iξp̂, we get iξp̂(ξ) = ξ ⊗ ξ · f̂_1(ξ) |ξ|^2 − ξ_1ξĝ(ξ) |ξ|^2 + κ_1ξ^2_1 + κ_2ξ^2 + κ_3ξ^2_3 |ξ|^2 iξĝ(ξ), which implies

‖∇p‖_Lq_{(R}3_) ≤ C(q, κ_1, κ_2, κ_3) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) . (4.3)

(ii) For κ_1ν_1 ≠ 0, it’s similar as in [30]. In fact, the estimates of (4.2) and (4.3) still hold as in Step I. Moreover, ξ_iξ_jΦ_κ(ξ) and ξ_iξ_j Φ_ν (ξ) satisfy the condition in Theorem 2.1 with β = 0. The proof is complete. □

LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE MHD AND HALL-MHD SYSTEMS 17

Lemma 4.2. Assume the same conditions of q, f_1, f_2, g, M and b in Lemma 3.2. Let κ, ν > 0, and (v, B, p) satisfies the generalized Oseen system: −Δ ( κv νB ) + ∂_{x1} ( v B ) + M ( v B ) + ( ∇p 0 ) + ( 0 b · ∇(∇ × B) ) = ( f_1 f_2 ) , ∇ · v = g. (4.4) Then there exists a small constant ε_0 > 0 such that if

‖M‖_L2_{(R}3_) + ‖b‖_L∞_{(R}3_) < ε_0,

then there exists a unique (v, B, p) ∈ ( Ẇ 2,q (R3 ) ∩ Lr (R3 ) )_6 × ( Ẇ 1,q (R3 ) /P_0 (R3 ) ) solves (4.4) such that ‖ ‖(∇^2v, ∇^2B) ‖ ‖_{Lq (R3 )} + ‖(v, B)‖_{Lr(R3)} + ‖∇p‖_{Lq (R3)} ≤ C (κ, ν, q, ε_0) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) , (4.5)

where r =

(_1

q −^1_2 )_{−1} . Proof. Thanks to Lemma 4.1(taking κ = κ_1 = κ_2 = κ_3 and ν = ν_1 = ν_2 = ν_3), the proof of Lemma 4.2 is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2 and we omit it. □

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Without loss of generality, let α = 1. Denoting v := u − u_∞, it follows that v · ∇v + ∂_{x1} v + ∇p − B · ∇B − κΔv = 0, v · ∇B + ∂_{x1} B − B · ∇v − νΔB = ∇ × ((∇ × B) × B), ∇ · v = 0, ∇ · B = 0. (4.6)

In the same way as in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we get

‖v‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖B‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖p‖_L3_{(R}3_) < ∞.

As Theorem 1.1, we will estimate L^3 norm of v and B and prove they are vanishing.

Step I. L^3 norm of v and B. Multiplying ψ, defined in (3.22), on the both sides of (4.6), it follows that ∂_{x1} ( ψv ψB ) + ( (∇v)^T χ_Bc_M , −(∇B)^T χ_Bc_M (∇B)^T χ^c_Bc_M , −(∇v)^T χ_Bc_M ) · ( ψv ψB )

−Δ ( κψv νψB ) + ( ∇(ψp) 0 )

+ ( 0 (−B)χ_Bc_M · ∇(∇ × ψB) ) = ( F_1(ψ) F_2(ψ) ) , ∇ · (ψv) = ∇ψ · v,

(4.7)

18 WENDONG WANG AND GUOXU YANG

where F_1(ψ) = −2κ∇ψ · ∇v − κ(Δψ)v + v∂_{x1} ψ + (∇ψ)p, F_2(ψ) = −2ν∇ψ · ∇B − ν(Δψ)B + B∂_{x1} ψ − (B · ∇)ψ(∇ × B) − B · ∇(∇ψ × B) − ψ(∇ × B) · ∇B. Note that

‖F_1(ψ)‖_L 6_{5 (R3 )} ≤C(κ) ( ‖∇ψ‖_L3_{(R}3_)‖∇v‖_L2_{(R}3_) + ‖Δψ‖_L 3_{2 (R3 )}‖v‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖∂_{x1} ψ‖_L 3_{2 (R3 )} ‖v‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖∇ψ‖_L2_{(R}3_)‖p‖_L3_{(R}3_) ) ≤C(κ, M) < ∞,

‖F_2(ψ)‖_L 6_{5 (R3)} ≤ C(ν) ( ‖∇ψ‖_L3_{(R}3_)‖∇B‖_L2_{(R}3_) + ‖Δψ‖_L 3_{2 (R3)}‖B‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖∂_{x1} ψ‖_L 3_{2 (R3 )} ‖B‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖B‖_L6_{(R}3_)‖∇ψ‖_L6_{(R}3_)‖∇B‖_L2_{(R}3_) + ‖B‖^2_L6_{(R}3_)‖Δψ‖_L2_{(R}3_) + ‖ψ‖_L∞_{(R}3_)‖∇B‖^{13}_{L∞(R3 )}‖∇B‖^{53}_{L2(R3 )} ) ≤ C(ν, M) < ∞, (4.8) where we used ‖B · ∇(∇ψ × B)‖_L 6_{5 (R3)} ≤ (∫ R^3

|B|^{125} |Δψ|^{65} dx

) 5_6 + (∫ R^3 |B|^{65} |∇ψ|^{65} |∇B|^{65} dx ) 5_6 . Moreover,

‖∇ψ · v‖_{W 1,} 6_{5 (R3)} ≤‖∇ψ‖_L 3_{2 (R3)}‖v‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖ ∇^2ψ ‖ L^32 (R^3 ) ‖v‖L^6(R^3)

+ ‖∇ψ‖_L3_{(R}3_)‖∇v‖_L2_{(R}3_) ≤C(M) < ∞. Let ε_0 as in Lemma 4.2, there exists an M > 0 such that 2‖∇v‖_L2_{(B}c_{M )} + 2‖∇B‖_L2_{(B}c_{M )} + ‖B‖_L∞_{(B}c_{M )} < ε_0.

Then applying Lemma 4.2 to the system (4.7), choosing q =^6_5 , one derives ψv, ψB ∈ L^3 (R^3 ). It follows that ‖v‖_L3_{(R}3_) + ‖B‖_L3_{(R}3_) + ‖p‖_L 3_{2 (R3 )} < ∞.

LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE MHD AND HALL-MHD SYSTEMS 19

Step II. Vanishing of v and B. Multiplying (4.6)_1 by vφ_R, (4.6)_2 by Bφ_R, and integrating over R^3 imply ∫ R^3 φ_R ( κ|∇v|^2 + ν|∇B|^2 ) dx = 1 2 ∫ R^3 Δφ_R ( κ|v|^2 + ν|B|^2 ) dx + 1 2 ∫ R^3 ( |v|^2 + |B|^2 ) ∂_{x1} φ_Rdx + ∫ R^3 pv · ∇φ_Rdx + 1 2 ∫ R^3 [( |v|^2 + |B|^2 ) v − 2(B · v)B ] · ∇φ_Rdx − ∫ R^3 (∇ × B) × B · (B × ∇φ_R)dx := 5∑ i=1 I_i, where these items are estimated as follows: |I_1| ≲ R^{−1} ( ‖v‖^2_L3_{(B2R\BR)} + ‖B‖^2_L3_{(B2R\BR)} ) , |I_2| ≲ ‖v‖^2_L3_{(B2R\BR)} + ‖B‖^2_L3_{(B2R\BR)}, |I_3| ≲ R^{−1}‖p‖_L 3_{2 (B2R\BR)}‖v‖_L3_{(B2R\BR)}, |I_4| ≲ R^{−1} ( ‖v‖^3_L3_{(B2R\BR)} + ‖B‖^3_L3_{(B2R\BR)} ) , |I_5| ≲ R^{− 12} ‖∇B‖_L2_{(B2R\BR)}‖B‖^2_L6_{(B2R\BR)}, which imply v = B ≡ 0 for all x ∈ R^3 by letting R → ∞. The proof is complete. □

5. Degenerate MHD system: Proof of Theorem 1.7

Consider the 3D degenerate Oseen system with some special critical terms in R^3 as follows:

∂_{x1} w_1 + ∇p − (^1_2 Δ_κ +^1_2 Δ_ν )w_1 − (^1_2 Δ_κ −^1_2 Δ_ν )w_2 = f_1, −∂_{x1} w_2 + ∇p − (^1_2 Δ_κ +^1_2 Δ_ν )w_2 − (^1_2 Δ_κ −^1_2 Δ_ν )w_1 = f_2, ∇ · w_1 = g, (5.1)

where Δ_κ and Δ_ν as defined in (1.4). Applying Theorem 2.1, we derive a type of L^q estimate for the above degenerate Oseen system of (5.1).

Lemma 5.1 (L^q estimate for degenerate Oseen system). Let f_1, f_2 ∈ L^q (R^3 ) , g ∈

W^{1,q} (R^3 ) with 1 < q < 2 and r =

(_1 q −^1_2 )_{−1} . Then we have the following results:

(i) when κ_1 = ν_1 = 0, there exists a unique solution (w_1, w_2, p) ∈ (L^r (R^3 ))^6 × ( Ẇ 1,q (R3 ) /P_0 (R3 ) ) of the system (5.1) such that

‖(w_1, w_2)‖_Lr_{(R}3_) + ‖∇p‖_Lq_{(R}3_)

20 WENDONG WANG AND GUOXU YANG

≤ C(q, κ_2, κ_3, ν_2, ν_3) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) . (5.2)

(ii) when κ_1 > 0 and ν_1 > 0, there exists a unique solution

(w_1, w_2, p) ∈ ( Ẇ^{2,q} (R^3 ) ∩ L^r (R^3 )

)_6 × ( Ẇ^{1,q} (R^3 ) /P_0 (R^3 ) ) of the system (5.1) such that ‖ ‖(∇^2w_1, ∇^2w_2) ‖ ‖_{Lq (R3 )} + ‖(w_1, w_2)‖_{Lr (R3 )} + ‖∇p‖_{Lq (R3)}

≤ C(q, κ_1, κ_2, κ_3, ν_1, ν_2, ν_3) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) . (5.3)

Proof. Denoting κ̂ = ( √ κ_1, √ κ_2, √ κ_3) and ν̂ = ( √ ν_1, √ ν_2, √ ν_3), performing a Fourier transform on the system of (5.1), we obtain that

(^1_2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 +^1_2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 + iξ_1)ŵ_1 + (^1_2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 −^1_2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2)ŵ_2 + iξp̂ = f̂_1, (^1_2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 +^1_2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 − iξ_1)ŵ_2 + (^1_2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 −^1_2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2)ŵ_1 + iξp̂ = f̂_2, iξ · ŵ_1 = ĝ. (5.4)

Taking iξ on the both sides of (5.4)_1 and (5.4)_2 as the vector inner product, we get { (^1_2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 +^1_2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 + iξ_1)ĝ + (^1_2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 −^1_2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2)iξ · ŵ_2 − |ξ|^2p̂ = iξ · f̂_1, (^1_2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 +^1_2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 − iξ_1)iξ · ŵ_2 + (^1_2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 −^1_2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2)ĝ − |ξ|^2p̂ = iξ · f̂_2,

(5.5)

which implies

p̂ = 1 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 − iξ_1 { ( |κ̂ · ξ|^2|ν̂ · ξ|^2 + ξ^2_1 ) ĝ |ξ|^2 − ( 1 2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 + 1 2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 − iξ_1) iξ · f̂_1 |ξ|^2 +( 1 2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 − 1 2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2) iξ · f̂_2 |ξ|^2 } . (5.6) By substituting (5.6) into (5.4), we get

ŵ_1 = 1 2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 +^1_2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 − iξ_1 |κ̂ · ξ|^2|ν̂ · ξ|^2 + ξ^2_1 ( id − ξ ⊗ ξ |ξ|^2 ) f̂_1 (5.7) + 1 2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 −^1_2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2|ν̂ · ξ|^2 + ξ^2_1 ( ξ ⊗ ξ |ξ|^2 − id ) f̂_2 − iξĝ |ξ|^2 ,

ŵ_2 = |ν̂ · ξ|^2 + iξ_1 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 − iξ_1 ŵ_1 − f̂_1 − f̂_2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 − iξ_1 (5.8) = ( − 1 2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 −^1_2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2|ν̂ · ξ|^2 + ξ^2_1 ) f̂_1 − ( |ν̂ · ξ|^2 + iξ_1 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 − iξ_1 1 2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 +^1_2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 − iξ_1

|κ̂ · ξ|^2|ν̂ · ξ|^2 + ξ^2_1 ξ ⊗ ξ· |ξ|^2 ) f̂_1

LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE MHD AND HALL-MHD SYSTEMS 21 + (_1

2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 +^1_2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 + iξ

|κ̂ · ξ|^2|ν̂ · ξ|^2 + ξ^2_1 ) f̂_2 + ( |ν̂ · ξ|^2 + iξ_1 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 − iξ_1 1 2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 −^1_2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2|ν̂ · ξ|^2 + ξ^2_1 ξ ⊗ ξ· |ξ|^2 ) f̂_2 − |ν̂ · ξ|^2 + iξ_1 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 − iξ_1 iξĝ |ξ|^2 . (i) For κ_1 = ν_1 = 0, first we consider

Φ^1_{κ,ν} (ξ) := κ_2ξ^2 + κ_3ξ^2_3 (κ_2ξ^2 + κ_3ξ^2_3 )(ν_2ξ^2 + ν_3ξ^2_3 ) + ξ^2_1 , Φ^2_{κ,ν} (ξ) := ν_2ξ^2 + ν_3ξ^2_3 (κ_2ξ^2 + κ_3ξ^2_3 )(ν_2ξ^2 + ν_3ξ^2_3 ) + ξ^2_1 and Φ^3_{κ,ν} (ξ) := iξ_1 (κ_2ξ^2 + κ_3ξ^2_3 )(ν_2ξ^2 + ν_3ξ^2_3 ) + ξ^2_1 , which satisfy the conditions in Theorem 2.1 with β =^1_2 . In fact,

|ξ_1|^{1/2} |ξ_2|^{1/2} |ξ_3|^{1/2} |Φ^1_{κ,ν}(ξ)|

≤ C(κ_2, κ_3) ξ^2_1 + ξ^4_2 + ξ^4_3 (κ_2ξ^2 + κ_3ξ^2_3 )(ν_2ξ^2 + ν_3ξ^2_3 ) + ξ^2_1

≤ C(κ_2, κ_3, ν_2, ν_3),

and Φ^2_{κ,ν} (ξ), Φ^3_{κ,ν} (ξ) are similar. Second, for the term of −^{iξĝ(ξ)}_{|ξ|2} , it is similar as in (3.13). Hence, by Theorem 2.1, we get

‖(w_1, w_2)‖_Lr_{(R}3_) ≤ C(q, κ_2, κ_3, ν_2, ν_3) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) . (5.9)

Finally, for the pressure iξp̂, we get iξp̂ = 1 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 − iξ_1 { ( |κ̂ · ξ|^2|ν̂ · ξ|^2 + ξ^2_1 ) iξĝ |ξ|^2 + ( 1 2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 + 1 2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2 − iξ_1) ξ ⊗ ξ · f̂_1 |ξ|^2 −( 1 2 |κ̂ · ξ|^2 − 1 2 |ν̂ · ξ|^2) ξ ⊗ ξ · f̂_2 |ξ|^2 } , which implies

‖∇p‖_Lq_{(R}3_) ≤ C(q, κ_2, κ_3, ν_2, ν_3) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) . (5.10)

(ii) For κ_1, ν_1 > 0, first we consider

Φ^4_{κ,ν} (ξ) := κ_1ξ^2_1 + κ_2ξ^2 + κ_3ξ^2_3 (κ_1ξ^2_1 + κ_2ξ^2 + κ_3ξ^2_3 )(ν_1ξ^2_1 + ν_2ξ^2 + ν_3ξ^2_3 ) + ξ^2_1 , Φ^5_{κ,ν} (ξ) := ν_1ξ^2_1 + ν_2ξ^2 + ν_3ξ^2_3 (κ_1ξ^2_1 + κ_2ξ^2 + κ_3ξ^2_3 )(ν_1ξ^2_1 + ν_2ξ^2 + ν_3ξ^2_3 ) + ξ^2_1

22 WENDONG WANG AND GUOXU YANG and Φ^6_{κ,ν} (ξ) := iξ_1 (κ_1ξ^2_1 + κ_2ξ^2 + κ_3ξ^2_3 )(ν_1ξ^2_1 + ν_2ξ^2 + ν_3ξ^2_3 ) + ξ^2_1 which satisfy the conditions in Theorem 2.1 with β =^1_2 . Second, for the term of −^{iξĝ(ξ)}_{|ξ|2} , it is similar as in (3.13). Hence, we get

‖(w_1, w_2)‖_Lr_{(R}3_) ≤ C(q, κ_1, κ_2, κ_3, ν_1, ν_2, ν_3) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) . Finally, for the pressure iξp̂, we get

‖∇p‖_Lq_{(R}3_) ≤ C(q, κ_1, κ_2, κ_3, ν_1, ν_2, ν_3) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) . Moreover, ξ_iξ_jΦ^4_{κ,ν} (ξ), ξ_iξ_jΦ^5_{κ,ν} (ξ) and ξ_iξ_jΦ^6_{κ,ν} (ξ) satisfy the conditions of Theorem 2.1 with β = 0. The proof is complete. □

Lemma 5.2. Assume the same conditions of q, f_1, f_2, g, M as in Lemma 3.2. In addition, let κ_1, ν_1 ≥ 0, κ_2, κ_3, ν_2, ν_3 > 0. Let (v, B, p) satisfy the following perturbation degenerate Oseen system: − ( Δ_κv Δ_ν B ) + ∂_{x1} ( v B ) + M ( v B ) + ( ∇p 0 ) = ( f_1 f_2 ) , ∇ · v = g. (5.11)

Then, we have the following results:

(i) when κ_1ν_1 = 0, there exists a small constant ε_1 > 0 such that if

‖M‖_L2_{(R}3_) < ε_1,

there exists a unique solution (v, B, p) ∈ (L^r (R^3 ))^6 × ( Ẇ 1,q (R3 ) /P_0 (R3 ) ) of (5.11) such that

‖(v, B)‖_Lr_{(R}3_) + ‖∇p‖_Lq_{(R}3_)

≤ C(q, ε_1, κ_1, κ_2, κ_3, ν_2, ν_3) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) , (ii) when κ_1ν_1 ≠ 0, there exists a small constant ε_2 > 0 such that if

‖M‖_L2_{(R}3_) < ε_2,

there exists a unique solution (v, B, p) ∈ ( Ẇ^{2,q} (R^3 ) ∩ L^r (R^3 )

)_6 × ( Ẇ^{1,q} (R^3 ) /P_0 (R^3 ) ) of (5.11) such that ‖ ‖(∇^2v, ∇^2B) ‖ ‖_{Lq (R3 )} + ‖(v, B)‖_{Lr(R3 )} + ‖∇p‖_{Lq (R3 )} ≤ C(q, ε_2, κ_1, κ_2, κ_3, ν_1, ν_2, ν_3) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) ,

LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE MHD AND HALL-MHD SYSTEMS 23

where r =

(_1

q −^1_2 )_{−1} . Proof. Thanks to Lemma 4.1, the proof of Lemma 5.2 is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2 and we omit it. □

Lemma 5.3. Assume the same conditions of q, f_1, f_2, g, M in Lemma 3.2. In addition, κ_1, ν_1 ≥ 0, κ_2, κ_3, ν_2, ν_3 > 0. (w_1, w_2, p) satisfies the following perturbation degenerate Oseen system: −( 1 2 Δ_κ + 1 2 Δ_ν ) ( w_1 w_2 ) − ( 1 2 Δ_κ − 1 2 Δ_ν ) ( w_1 w_2 )

+∂_{x1} ( w_1 −w_2 ) + M ( w_1 w_2 ) + ( ∇p ∇p ) = ( f_1 f_2 ) , ∇ · v = g. (5.12)

Then, we have the following results:

(i) when κ_1 = ν_1 = 0, there exists a small constant ε_1 > 0 such that if

‖M‖_L2_{(R}3_) < ε_1,

there exists a unique solution (w_1, w_2, p) ∈ (L^r (R^3 ))^6× ( Ẇ 1,q (R3 ) /P_0 (R3 ) ) of (5.12) such that

‖(w_1, w_2)‖_Lr_{(R}3_) + ‖∇p‖_Lq_{(R}3_)

≤ C(q, ε_1, κ_2, κ_3, ν_2, ν_3) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) , (ii) when κ_1ν_1 ≠ 0, there exists a small constant ε_2 > 0 such that if

‖M‖_L2_{(R}3_) < ε_2,

there exists a unique solution

(w_1, w_2, p) ∈ ( Ẇ^{2,q} (R^3 ) ∩ L^r (R^3 )

)_6 × ( Ẇ^{1,q} (R^3 ) /P_0 (R^3 ) )

of (5.12) such that ‖ ‖(∇^2w_1, ∇^2w_2) ‖ ‖_{Lq (R3 )} + ‖(w_1, w_2)‖_{Lr(R3 )} + ‖∇p‖_{Lq (R3 )}

≤ C(q, ε_2, κ_1, κ_2, κ_3, ν_1, ν_2, ν_3) ( ‖f_1‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖f_2‖_Lq_{(R}3_) + ‖g‖_W 1,q_{(R}3_) ) , where r =

(_1

q −^1_2 )_{−1} . Proof. Thanks to Lemma 5.1, the proof of Lemma 5.3 is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2 and we omit it. □

24 WENDONG WANG AND GUOXU YANG

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Case I. u_∞ = (1, 0, 0), B_∞ = 0. Denoting v := u − u_∞, it follows from (1.3) that v · ∇v + ∂_{x1} v + ∇p − B · ∇B − Δ_κv = 0, v · ∇B + ∂_{x1} B − B · ∇v − Δ_ν B = 0, ∇ · v = 0, ∇ · B = 0. (5.13)

Multiplying ψ, defined in (3.22), on the both sides of (5.13), it follows that ∂_{x1} ( ψv ψB ) + ( (∇v)χ_Bc_M , −(∇B)χ_Bc_M (∇B)χ_Bc_M , −(∇v)χ_Bc_M ) · ( ψv ψB )

− ( Δ_κψv Δ_ν ψB ) + ( ∇(ψp) 0 ) = ( F^′_1(ψ) F^′_2(ψ) ) , ∇ · (ψv) = ∇ψ · v, (5.14)

where F^′_1(ψ) = −2∇_κψ · ∇_κv − (Δ_κψ)v + v∂_{x1} ψ + (∇ψ)p, F^′_2(ψ) = −2∇_ν ψ · ∇_ν B − (Δ_ν ψ)B + B∂_{x1} ψ

and ∇_κ := ( √ κ_1∂_{x1} , √ κ_2∂_{x2} , √ κ_3∂_{x3} ), ∇_ν := ( √ ν_1∂_{x1} , √ ν_2∂_{x2} , √ ν_3∂_{x3} ). In the same way as the proof of Theorem 1.1, one can find

‖F^′_1(ψ)‖_L 6_{5 (R3)} + ‖F^′_2(ψ)‖_L 6_{5 (R3 )} + ‖∇ψ · v‖_{W 1,} 6_{5 (R3 )} < ∞.

Let ε_1, ε_2 as in Lemma 5.2, and by the D-condition, there exists an M > 0 such that

2‖∇v‖_L2_{(B}c_{M )} + 2‖∇B‖_L2_{(B}c_{M )} < min{ε_1, ε_2}.

Then it follows from Lemma 5.2 and the smoothness of solutions that

‖v‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖B‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖v‖_L3_{(R}3_) + ‖B‖_L3_{(R}3_) + ‖p‖_L3_{(R}3_) + ‖p‖_L 3_{2 (R3)} < ∞. (5.15)

Multiply (5.13)_1 by vφ_R, (5.13)_2 by Bφ_R and we have ∫ R^3 φ_R ( |∇_κv|^2 + |∇_ν B|^2 ) dx = 1 2 ∫ R^3 ( |v|^2Δ_κφ_R + |B|^2Δ_ν φ_R ) dx + 1 2 ∫ R^3 ( |v|^2 + |B|^2 ) ∂_{x1} φ_Rdx + ∫ R^3 pv · ∇φ_Rdx + 1 2 ∫ R^3 [( |v|^2 + |B|^2 ) v − 2(B · v)B ] · ∇φ_Rdx := 4∑ i=1 I_i.

LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE MHD AND HALL-MHD SYSTEMS 25

By Hölder’s inequality, |I_1| ≲ R^{−1} ( ‖v‖^2_L3_{(B2R\BR)} + ‖B‖^2_L3_{(B2R\BR)} ) , |I_2| ≲ ‖v‖^2_L3_{(B2R\BR)} + ‖B‖^2_L3_{(B2R\BR)}, |I_3| ≲ R^{−1}‖p‖_L 3_{2 (B2R\BR)}‖v‖_L3_{(B2R\BR)}, |I_4| ≲ R^{−1} ( ‖v‖^3_L3_{(B2R\BR)} + ‖B‖^3_L3_{(B2R\BR)} ) . Let R → ∞, we find ∫ R^3 ( |∇_κv|^2 + |∇_ν B|^2 ) dx = 0, which implies the following results: (i)when κ_1ν_1 ≠ 0, v ≡ v(x_1) and B ≡ B(x_1); (ii)when κ_1 > 0 and ν_1 = 0, v ≡ v(x_1) and B ≡ 0; (iii)when κ_1 = 0 and ν_1 > 0, v ≡ 0 and B ≡ B(x_1); (iv)when κ_1 = ν_1 ≡ 0, v = B ≡ 0.

Due to (5.15), for any κ_1 ≥ 0, ν_1 ≥ 0, it immediately follows that v ≡ 0 and B ≡ 0.

Case II. u_∞ = 0, B_∞ = (−1, 0, 0). Denoting η := B − B_∞, it follows from (1.3) that u · ∇u + ∂_{x1} η + ∇p − η · ∇η − Δ_κu = 0, u · ∇η + ∂_{x1} u − η · ∇u − Δ_ν η = 0, ∇ · u = 0, ∇ · η = 0. (5.16)

Hence, taking w_1 = u + η and w_2 = u − η we have

w_2 · ∇w_1 + ∂_{x1} w_1 + ∇p − (^1_2 Δ_κ +^1_2 Δ_ν )w_1 − (^1_2 Δ_κ −^1_2 Δ_ν )w_2 = 0, w_1 · ∇w_2 − ∂_{x1} w_2 + ∇p − (^1_2 Δ_κ +^1_2 Δ_ν )w_2 − (^1_2 Δ_κ −^1_2 Δ_ν )w_1 = 0, ∇ · w_1 = 0, ∇ · w_2 = 0, ∫ R^3 |∇w1| 2 dx < +∞, ∫ R^3 |∇w2| 2 dx < +∞. (5.17)

Multiplying ψ, defined in (3.22), on the both sides of (5.16), it follows that ∂_{x1} ( ψw_1 −ψw_2 ) − ( 1 2 Δ_κ + 1 2 Δ_ν ) ( ψw_1 ψw_2 ) − ( 1 2 Δ_κ − 1 2 Δ_ν ) ( ψw_2 ψw_1 )

+ ( 0 (∇w_1)^T χ_Bc_M (∇w_2)^T χ_Bc_M 0 ) · ( ψw_1 ψw_2 ) + ( ∇(ψp) ∇(ψp) ) = ( G^′_1(ψ) G^′_2(ψ) ) , ∇ · (ψw_1) = ∇ψ · w_1, (5.18)

26 WENDONG WANG AND GUOXU YANG

where

G^′_1(ψ) = − ∇_κψ · ∇_κw_1 − 1 2 (Δ_κψ)w_1 − ∇_ν ψ · ∇_ν w_1 − 1 2 (Δ_ν ψ)w_1 − ∇_κψ · ∇_κw_2 − 1 2 (Δ_κψ)w_2 + ∇_ν ψ · ∇_ν w_2 + 1 2 (Δ_ν ψ)w_2 + w_1∂_{x1} ψ + (∇ψ)p,

G^′_2(ψ) = − ∇_κψ · ∇_κw_2 − 1 2 (Δ_κψ)w_2 − ∇_ν ψ · ∇_ν w_2 − 1 2 (Δ_ν ψ)w_2 − ∇_κψ · ∇_κw_1 − 1 2 (Δ_κψ)w_1 + ∇_ν ψ · ∇_ν w_1 + 1 2 (Δ_ν ψ)w_1 − w_2∂_{x1} ψ + (∇ψ)p, with ‖G^′_1(ψ)‖_L6/5_{(R}3_) + ‖G^′_2(ψ)‖_L6/5_{(R}3_) + ‖∇ψ · w_1‖_W 1,6/5_{(R}3_) < ∞.

Then it follows from Lemma 5.3 and the smoothness of solutions that ‖u‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖η‖_L6_{(R}3_) + ‖u‖_L3_{(R}3_) + ‖η‖_L3_{(R}3_) + ‖p‖_L3_{(R}3_) + ‖p‖_L 3_{2 (R3 )} < ∞.

By the same process as Case I, we get ∫ R^3 ( |∇_κu|^2 + |∇_ν η|^2 ) dx = 0, which implies u = η ≡ 0. The proof is complete. □

Acknowledgments. W. Wang was supported by National Key R&D Program of China (No. 2023YFA1009200), NSFC under grant 12071054, and by Dalian Highlevel Talent Innovation Project (Grant 2020RD09).

References [1] M. Acheritogaray, P. Degond, A. Frouvelle, J.-G. Liu. Kinetic formulation and global existence for the Hall-Magneto-hydrodynamics system. Kinet. Relat. Models 4(2011), 901-918.

[2] S. A. Balbus, C. Terquem. Linear analysis of the Hall effect in protostellar disks.

The Astrophysical Journal(2001), vol. 552, no. 1, p. 235.

[3] J. Bang, C. Gui, Y. Wang, C. Xie. Liouville-type theorems for steady solutions to the Navier-Stokes system in a slab. ArXiv:2205.13259v1.

[4] M. Bildhauer, M. Fuchs, G. Zhang. Liouville-type theorems for steady flows of degenerate power law fluids in the plane. J. Math. Fluid Mech. 15 (2013), no. 3, 583-616.

[5] B. Carrillo, X. Pan, Qi S. Zhang, N. Zhao. Decay and vanishing of some Dsolutions of the Navier-Stokes equations. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 237 (2020), no. 3, 1383-1419.

LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE MHD AND HALL-MHD SYSTEMS 27

[6] D. Chae. Liouville-type theorem for the forced Euler equations and the Navier- Stokes equations. Commun. Math. Phys., 326 (2014) 37-48.

[7] D. Chae. Relative decay conditions on Liouville type theorem for the steady Navier-Stokes system. J. Math. Fluid Mech. 23 (2021), no. 1, Paper No. 21, 6 pp. [8] D. Chae, P. Degond, J.-G. Liu. Well-posedness for Hall-magnetohydrodynamics.

Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré C Anal. Non Linéaire 31 (2014), no. 3, 555–565. [9] D. Chae, S. Weng. Liouville type theorems for the steady axially symmetric Navier-Stokes and Magnetohydrodynamic equations. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 36 (2016) 5267-5285.

[10] D. Chae, J. Wolf. On Liouville type theorems for the steady Navier-Stokes equations in R^3 . J. Differential Equations 261 (2016), no. 10, 5541-5560.

[11] D. Chae, J. Wolf. On Liouville type theorem for the stationary Navier-Stokes equations. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 58 (2019), no. 3, Paper No. 111, 11 pp.

[12] D. Chae, J. Wolf. On Liouville type theorems for the stationary MHD and Hall- MHD systems. J. Differential Equations 295 (2021), 233-248.

[13] X. Chen, S. Li, W. Wang. Remarks on Liouville-type theorems for the steady MHD and Hall-MHD equations. J. Nonlinear Sci. 32 (2022), no. 1, Paper No. 12, 20 pp.

[14] Y. Cho, J. Neustupa, M. Yang. New Liouville type theorems for the stationary Navier-Stokes, MHD, and Hall-MHD equations. Nonlinearity 37 (2024), no. 3, Paper No. 035007, 22 pp.

[15] D. N. Nicola, H. Francis, S. Simon. On Liouville-type theorems for the 2D stationary MHD equations. Nonlinearity 35 (2022), no. 2, 870–888.

[16] H. Fan, M. Wang. The Liouville type theorem for the stationary magnetohydrodynamic equations. J. Math. Phys. 62 (2021), no. 3, Paper No. 031503, 12 pp. [17] R. Finn. On the steady-state solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations. III. Acta Math. 105 (1961), 197–244.

[18] T. Forbes. Magnetic reconnection in solar flares. Geophysical & Astrophysical Fluid Dynamics, 62 (1991), no. 1-4, 15–36.

[19] A.V. Gavrilov. A steady Euler flow with compact support. Geom. Funct. Anal.

29 (2019), no. 1, 190-197.

[20] G. P. Galdi. An introduction to the mathematical theory of the Navier-Stokes equations. Steady-state Problems, Second Edition, Springer, 2011.

[21] D. Gilbarg, H. F. Weinberger. Asymptotic properties of steady plane solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations with bounded Dirichlet integral. Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci. (4) 5 (1978), no. 2, 381-404.

[22] T. Kato. Perturbation theory for linear operators. Reprint of the 1980 edition.

Classics in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1995.

28 WENDONG WANG AND GUOXU YANG

[23] M. V. Korobkov, K. Pileckas, R. Russo. On convergence of arbitrary D-solution of steady Navier-Stokes system in 2D exterior domains. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 233 (2019), no. 1, 385–407.

[24] H. Kozono, Y. Terasawa, Y. Wakasugi. Asymptotic behavior of solutions to elliptic and parabolic equations with unbounded coefficients of the second order in unbounded domains. Math. Ann. 380 (2021), no. 3-4, 1105-1117.

[25] G. Koch, N. Nadirashvili, G. Seregin, V. Sverak. Liouville theorems for the Navier-Stokes equations and applications. Acta Mathematica, 203 (2009), 83- 105.

[26] O. A. Ladyzhenskaya. The mathematical theory of viscous incompressible flow.

Gordon & Breach, 1969.

[27] Z. Lei, X. Ren, Qi S. Zhang. A Liouville theorem for Axi-symmetric Navier- Stokes equations on R^2 × T^1. Math. Ann. 383 (2022), no. 1-2, 415–431.

[28] J. Leray. Étude de diverses équations intégrales non linéaire et de quelques problèmes que pose l’hydrodynamique. J. Math. Pures Appl., 12 (1933), 1-82.

[29] Z. Li, P. Liu, P. Niu. Remarks on Liouville type theorems for the 3D stationary MHD equations. Bull. Korean Math. Soc. 57 (2020), no. 5, 1151-1164.

[30] Z. Li, X. Pan. Liouville theorem of the 3D stationary MHD system: for Dsolutions converging to non-zero constant vectors. NoDEA Nonlinear Differential Equations Appl. 28 (2021), no. 2, Paper No. 12, 14 pp.

[31] P. I. Lizorkin. (L_p,L_q)-multipliers of Fourier integrals. (Russian) Dokl. Akad.

Nauk SSSR 152 (1963), 808–811.

[32] P. I. Lizorkin. Multipliers of Fourier integrals in the spaces L_{p,θ}. (Russian) Trudy Mat. Inst. Steklov. 89 (1967), 231–248.

[33] G. Seregin. Liouville type theorem for stationary Navier-Stokes equations. Nonlinearity, 29 (2016), 2191-2195.

[34] G. Seregin. Remarks on Liouville type theorems for steady-state Navier-Stokes equations. Algebra &Analysis, 30, no.2, pp. 238-248, (2018).

[35] G. Seregin, W. Wang. Sufficient conditions on Liouville type theorems for the 3D steady Navier-Stokes equations. Algebra i Analiz 31 (2019), no. 2, 269-278; reprinted in St. Petersburg Math. J. 31 (2020), no. 2, 387-393.

[36] D. D. Schnack. Lectures in magnetohydrodynamics. With an appendix on extended MHD. Lecture Notes in Physics, 780. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2009.

[37] S. Schulz. Liouville type theorem for the stationary equations of magnetohydrodynamics. Acta Mathematica Scientia, 2019, 39B(2): 491-497.

[38] D. Shalybkov, V. Urpin. The Hall effect and the decay of magnetic fields. Astronomy and Astrophysics, v. 321, p. 685-690, vol. 321, pp. 685–690, 1997.

[39] T.-P. Tsai. Lectures on Navier-Stokes equations. Graduate Studies in Mathematics, 192. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2018.

[40] W. Wang, Y. Wang. Liouville-type theorems for the stationary MHD equations in 2D. Nonlinearity 32 (2019), no. 11, 4483-4505.

LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS FOR THE MHD AND HALL-MHD SYSTEMS 29

[41] D. Wei, Z. Zhang. Global well-posedness of the MHD equations in a homogeneous magnetic field. Anal. PDE 10 (2017), no. 6, 1361–1406.

[42] B. Yuan, Y. Xiao. Liouville-type theorems for the 3D stationary Navier-Stokes, MHD and Hall-MHD equations. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 491 (2020), no. 2, 124343, 10 pp.

[43] Z. Zhang, X. Yang, S. Qiu. Remarks on Liouville type result for the 3D Hall- MHD system. J. Partial Differ. Equ. 28 (2015), no. 3, 286-290.

(Wendong Wang) School of Mathematical Sciences, Dalian University of Technology, Dalian, 116024, China Email address: wendong@dlut.edu.cn

(Guoxu Yang) School of Mathematical Sciences, Dalian University of Technology, Dalian, 116024, China Email address: guoxu dlut@outlook.com