arXiv:2408.14123v1 [math.AP] 26 Aug 2024

Global uniform regularity for the 3D incompressible MHD equations with slip boundary condition near an equilibrium

Jincheng Gao^{1 ∗}, Jiahong Wu^{2 †}, Zheng-an Yao^{1 ‡} and Xuan Yin^{1 §} 1School of Mathematics, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510275, China 2Department of Mathematics University of Notre Dame, Notre Dame 46556, USA

Abstract

This paper solves the global conormal regularity problem for the three-dimensional incompressible MHD equations with slip boundary condition near a background magnetic field. Motivated by applications in geophysics, the MHD system considered here is anisotropic with small vertical dissipation and small horizontal magnetic diffusion. By exploiting the enhanced dissipation due to the background magnetic field and introducing three layers of energy functionals, we are able to establish global-in-time uniform bounds that are independent of vertical viscosity and horizontal resistivity. These global conormal regularity estimates allow us to pass to the limit and obtain the convergence to the MHD system with no vertical dissipation and horizontal magnetic diffusion. In the special case of the 3D incompressible Navier-Stokes, explicit long-time rates are also extracted in the zero vertical viscosity limit. This result complements the important work of Xiao and Xin [69, 70].

Keywords: MHD equations, Navier-Stokes equations, vanishing viscosity limit, global stability

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Difficulties and outline of our approach 6

3 Global-in-time uniform estimate 7 3.1 Estimate of tangential derivative . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 3.2 Estimate of normal derivative . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 3.3 Estimate of horizontal dissipation of magnetic field . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28

4 Asymptotic behavior of global solution 33 4.1 Decay rate of global solution . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 4.2 Convergence rate of global solution . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41

Appendix A Some useful Sobolev inequalities 42

Appendix B Proof of some claimed estimate 45

References 58

∗Email: gaojch5@mail.sysu.edu.cn †Email: jwu29@nd.edu ‡Email: mcsyao@mail.sysu.edu.cn §Corresponding author. Email: yinx29@mail2.sysu.edu.cn

1 Introduction

The magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) equations play a significant role in the study of many phenomena in geophysics, astrophysics, cosmology and engineering. They reflect the basic physics laws governing the motion of electrically conducting fluids such as plasmas, liquid metals and electrolytes. The fluid velocity obeys the Naiver-Stokes equations with Lorentz forcing while the magnetic field satisfies the Maxwell’s equations of electromagnetism [6, 20, 52]. Mathematically the coupling and interaction in the MHD systems leads to much richer structures such as various wave phenomena than those in the Navier-Stokes counterparts.

This paper focuses on the following 3D incompressible MHD equations with anisotropic dissipation

∂_tu^ε + u^ε · ∇u^ε − Δ_hu^ε + ∇p^ε = ε∂^2_3 u^ε + b^ε · ∇b^ε in R^3_+ , ∇ · u^ε = 0 in R^3_+ , ∂_tb^ε + u^ε · ∇b^ε − ∂^2_3 b^ε = εΔ_hb^ε + b^ε · ∇u^ε in R^3_+ , ∇ · b^ε = 0 in R^3_+ .

(1.1)

where R^3_+ = {(x_1, x_2, x_3) ∈ R × R × R_+ }, and u, p and b represent the velocity, total pressure and magnetic field, respectively. For notational convenience, we write

Δ_h = ∂^2_1 + ∂^2_2 , ∂_h = (∂_1, ∂_2).

(1.1) is supplemented with the slip boundary condition

(u^ε_3, ∂_3u^ε_h, b^ε_3, ∂_3b^ε_h)|_{x3=0} = 0. (1.2)

(1.1) models the reconnecting plasmas (see, e.g., [19, 18]) and the turbulent diffusion of rotating fluids in Ekman layers (see [50, Chapter 4]).

Formally, as the parameter ε → 0^+, (1.1) tends to the following system

∂_tu^0 + u^0 · ∇u^0 − Δ_hu^0 + ∇p^0 = b^0 · ∇b^0 in R^3_+ , ∇ · u^0 = 0 in R^3_+ , ∂_tb^0 + u^0 · ∇b^0 − ∂^2_3 b^0 = b^0 · ∇u^0 in R^3_+ , ∇ · b^0 = 0 in R^3_+ ,

(1.3)

together with the boundary condition

(u^0_3, b^0_3, ∂_3b^0_h)|_{x3 =0} = 0. (1.4)

If the initial data is a small perturbation near the steady solution given by a background magnetic field, Wu and Zhu [68] successfully established the global stability of MHD equation (1.3) in the threedimensional whole space R^3 . The goal of this paper is to rigorously establish that the global solution of system (1.1) converges to the one of system (1.3) as the parameter ε tends to zero. This is an interesting but extremely challenging problem involving vanishing viscosity limit and global stability with only partial dissipation.

The vanishing viscosity limit of the incompressible Navier-Stokes is one of most fundamental problems in fluid mechanics. This inviscid limit in the whole space case has been examined by many authors, see, for instance, [14, 15, 38, 43, 16, 17]. However, in the presence of physical boundary, the problem becomes much more complicated due to the possible appearance of boundary layer. On the one hand, for incompressible Navier-Stokes equation with no-slip boundary condition, the vanishing viscosity limit is one of the major open problems due to the possible appearance of boundary layer. A list of significant results on the Prandtl’s boundary layer have been obtained, for instance, [55, 56, 42, 29, 28, 72, 1, 73, 74, 35, 48, 63, 45, 40, 27, 13, 39, 22]. On the other hand, for the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation with Navier-slip boundary condition, considerable progress has also been made. Indeed, for some special types of Navier boundary conditions, the main part of the boundary layer vanishes and, as a consequence, uniform bounds and uniform existence time (independent of viscosity) can be established (see, e.g., [4, 5, 69]). However, as pointed in [34], uniform regularity estimates in Sobolev spaces are not expected for general curved boundaries. Masmoudi and Rousset [44] successfully established uniform estimates in conormal Sobolev spaces for the 3D general smooth domains with the Navier-slip boundary conditions. The convergence of the viscous solutions to the inviscid ones is then obtained by a compactness argument. Furthermore, based on these uniform estimates, [70, 26] provided some better convergence rates. We briefly recall the vanishing viscosity limits of the viscous MHD equation. For the 3D viscous MHD system in certain bounded domains with slip boundary conditions, Xiao, Xin and Wu [71] established the uniform Sobolev regularity and specified the convergence rate from the viscous solution to the inviscid one. Later, Meng and Wang [46] derived uniform estimates on strong solutions to the incompressible MHD system with a slip boundary condition in a conormal Sobolev space with viscosity weight. This uniform estimate implies that the solution of the viscous MHD system converges strongly to a solution of the ideal MHD system from a compactness argument. Motivated by [44, 46], we will establish the uniform estimates of global solution of the viscous system (1.1) under the conormal Sobolev space framework.

There have been substantial recent developments on the stability and decay of the 3D anisotropic incompressible Navier-Stokes and MHD equations. The Navier-Stokes and the MHD equations with anisotropic viscous dissipation arise in the modeling of the reconnecting plasmas (see, e.g., [19, 18]) and the turbulent diffusion of rotating fluids in Ekman layers (see [50, Chapter 4]). For the incompressible Navier-Stoke equation with only horizontal dissipation, the well-posedness and stability results can be found in many references such as [11, 12, 33, 47]. However, the stability for the 3D Navier-Stokes equations with only one directional dissipation remains an open problem (see, e.g., [68]). On the other hand, there are considerable progress on the stability of the background magnetic field for the ideal MHD equations and the MHD equations with kinematic dissipation and no magnetic diffusion. The nonlinear stability for the ideal MHD equations can be found in [3, 9, 30, 49, 64]. The stability problem for the MHD equations without magnetic diffusion was first investigated in [41]. The stability has now been obtained by several mathematicians by various methods (see, e.g., [21, 31, 41, 49, 53, 54, 61, 66, 67]). More recent stability and global regularity results can be found in [10, 23, 24, 25, 32, 37, 65] and the references therein. In particular, Wu and Zhu [68] successfully obtained the global stability for the MHD equation with mixed partial dissipation and magnetic diffusion (1.3) under small perturbations near a background magnetic field. We note that the vertical diffusion may be relevant when the resistivity of electrically conducting fluids such as certain plasmas and liquid mental is anisotropic and only in the vertical direction (see [51]). Motivated by [68], to establish the global-in-time uniform bound for the system (1.3) on half space R^3_+ , we require the initial data be of small perturbation near the steady solution given by a background magnetic field.

Clearly, a special solution of (1.1) and (1.3) is given by the zero velocity field and the background magnetic field b^{(0)} = (1, 0, 0). The perturbation (u, B) around this equilibrium with B = b − b^{(0)} satisfies

∂_tu^ε + u^ε · ∇u^ε − Δ_hu^ε + ∇p^ε = ε∂^2_3 u^ε + B^ε · ∇B^ε + ∂_1B^ε in R^3_+ , ∇ · u^ε = 0 in R^3_+ , ∂_tB^ε + u^ε · ∇B^ε − ∂^2_3 B^ε = εΔ_hB^ε + B^ε · ∇u^ε + ∂_1u^ε in R^3_+ , ∇ · B^ε = 0 in R^3_+ , u^ε_3 = 0, ∂_3u^ε_h = 0, B^ε_3 = 0, ∂_3B^ε_h = 0 on R^2 × {x_3 = 0}.

(1.5)

This paper aims at the uniform stability problem on the perturbation (u, B). Equivalently, we obtain a small data global well-posedness result for (1.5) with the initial condition

u(0, x) = u_0(x), B(0, x) = B_0(x). (1.6)

Formally, as ε → 0^+, the equation (1.5) will tend to the following system

∂_tu^0 + u^0 · ∇u^0 − Δ_hu^0 + ∇p^0 = B^0 · ∇B^0 + ∂_1B^0 in R^3_+ , ∇ · u^0 = 0 in R^3_+ , ∂_tB^0 + u^0 · ∇B^0 − ∂^2_3 B^0 = B^0 · ∇u^0 + ∂_1u^0 in R^3_+ , ∇ · B^0 = 0 in R^3_+ , u^0_3 = 0, B^0_3 = 0, ∂_3B^0_h = 0 on R^2 × {x_3 = 0}.

(1.7)

To give a precise account of our main results, we define

H^m_{tan}(R^3_+ )^{def}= {f ∈ L^2(R^3_+ ) | ∂^k_hf ∈ L^2(R^3_+ ), ∀k ≤ m}.

To define the Sobolev conormal spaces, we consider (Z_k)_{1≤k≤3}, a finite set of generators of vector fields tangent to the boundary R^2 × {x_3 = 0}, with Z_k = ∂_k, k = 1, 2 and Z_3 = φ(x_3)∂_3, where φ(x_3) is any smooth bounded function such that φ(0) = 0, φ^′(0) ≠ 0 and φ(x_3) > 0 for every x_3 > 0 (for example, φ(x_3) = x_3(1 + x_3)^{−1} fits). We set

H^m_{co}(R^3_+ )^{def}= {f ∈ L^2(R^3_+ ) | Z^αf ∈ L^2(R^3_+ ), ∀|α| ≤ m},

where Z^{α def}= Z^{α1}_1 Z^{α2}_2 Z^{α3}_3 . We also use the following notations, for every m ∈ N: ‖f‖^2_Hm_{tan}^{def}= ∑ k≤m ‖∂^k_hf‖^2_L2 , ‖f‖^2_Hm_{co}^{def}= ∑ 0≤|α|≤m ‖Z^αf‖^2_L2 . Finally, we also define the operator Λ^s_h, s ∈ R by

Λ^s_hf(x_h)^{def}= ∫ R^2 |ξ_h|^sf̂(ξ_h)e^{2πixh ·ξh} dξ_h, where x_h = (x_1, x_2), ξ_h = (ξ_1, ξ_2) and f̂ is the Fourier transform of f in R^2 . Now, we state our first result about the global-in-time uniform estimate as follows.

Theorem 1.1. For every integer m ≥ 3, we consider (1.5) with the initial data (u_0, B_0) ∈ H^m_{co} (R^3_+ ) satisfying ∇ · u_0 = ∇ · B_0 = 0 and (∂_3u_0, ∂_3B_0) ∈ H^{m−1}_{co} (R^3_+ ). Then, there exists a small constant δ_0 > 0 such that, if ‖(u_0, B_0)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3u_0, ∂_3B_0)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ≤ δ_0,

the equation (1.5) has a unique global solution (u^ε, B^ε) satisfying

‖(u^ε, B^ε)(t)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3u^ε, ∂_3B^ε)(t)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} + ∫_t 0 ( ‖(∂_hu^ε, ∂_3B^ε)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_h∂_3u^ε, ∂^2_3 B^ε)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ) dτ + ε ∫_t 0 ( ‖(∂_3u^ε, ∂_hB^ε)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂^2_3 u^ε, ∂_h∂_3B^ε_h)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ) dτ + ∫_t 0 ‖∂_1B^ε(τ)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} dτ ≤ Cδ_0 (1.8)

for a constant C > 0 and all t > 0. Furthermore, let (u^0, B^0) be the global solution of system (1.7) supplemented with the same initial data (u_0, B_0) as system (1.5). Then, it holds

(u^ε, B^ε) → (u^0, B^0) strongly in L^∞(0, t; H^{m−1,co}_{loc} (R^3_+ )),

for any t > 0.

Theorem 1.1 states that the global solution (u^ε, B^ε) of system (1.5) converges to the solution (u^0, B^0), which is the global solution of (1.7) under the same background magnetic field and small initial data assumptions, as the parameter ε tends to zero. One natural question is to establish the specific convergence rate between two global solutions. Since the two global solutions both tend to the the equilibrium state as the time tends to infinity, the acceptable convergence rate should decrease with respect to time. This is an interesting and tricky problem.

We are able to obtain the convergence rate when the magnetic field vanishes, namely the Navier- Stokes case. More precisely, we consider

∂_tu^ε + u^ε · ∇u^ε − Δ_hu^ε + ∇p^ε = ε∂^2_3 u^ε in R^3_+ , ∇ · u^ε = 0 in R^3_+ , u^ε_3 = 0, ∂_3u^ε_h = 0 on R^2 × {x_3 = 0}, u^ε|_{t=0} = u_0, in R^3_+ .

(1.9)

As ε → 0^+, then (u^ε, ∇p^ε) converges to the solution (u^0, ∇p^0) satisfying

∂_tu^0 + u^0 · ∇u^0 − Δ_hu^0 + ∇p^0 = 0 in R^3_+ , ∇ · u^0 = 0 in R^3_+ u^0_3 = 0 on R^2 × {x_3 = 0}, u^0|_{t=0} = u_0 in R^3_+ .

(1.10)

Our second result establishes the global-in-time uniform estimates and the convergence rate for anisotropic incompressible Navier-Stokes equations (1.9).

Theorem 1.2. For every integer m ≥ 3, we consider (1.9) with the initial data u_0 ∈ H^m_{co} (R^3_+ ) satisfying ∇ · u_0 = 0 and ∂_3u_0 ∈ H^{m−1}_{co} (R^3_+ ). Then, there exists a small constant δ_1 > 0 such that, if

‖u_0‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_3u_0‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ≤ δ_1, (1.11)

the equation (1.9) has a unique global classical solution u^ε satisfying

‖u^ε(t)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_3u^ε(t)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} + ∫_t 0 ( ‖∂_hu^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_h∂_3u^ε‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ) dτ + ε ∫_t 0 ( ‖∂_3u^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂^2_3 u^ε‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ) dτ ≤ C_1δ_1 (1.12)

for all t > 0. Furthermore, for any s ∈

(_{13} 14 , 1 ) , if there exists a small constant δ_2 > 0 such that

‖Λ^{−s}_h u_0‖^2_L2 + ‖Λ^{−s}_h ∂_3u_0‖^2_L2 ≤ δ_2, (1.13)

then the global solution u^ε satisfies the time decay estimate

‖u^ε(t)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_3u^ε(t)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ≤ C_2(1 + t)^{−s} (1.14)

for all t > 0. If u^0 is the global solution of system (1.10) supplemented with initial data u_0 satisfying (1.11) and (1.13), then ‖u^0(t)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_3u^0(t)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ≤ C_3(1 + t)^{−s} (1.15)

for all t > 0. Furthermore, for any t > 0, the difference u^ε − u^0 will obey the estimate

‖(u^ε − u^0)(t)‖^2_L2 ≤ C_4ε^{12} (1 + t)^{− s4} , (1.16)

with the positive constants C_i(i = 1, 2, 3, 4) above independent of time and parameter ε.

Remark 1.3. Due to the lack of the vertical dissipation in anisotropic incompressible Navier-Stokes (1.10), the classical Fourier splitting method can not help us establish time decay rate directly. Thus, due to analysis of spectrum of linear system and energy estimate of nonlinear system, the optimal decay rate of anisotropic incompressible Navier-Stokes with only horizontal dissipation in three-dimensional whole space can be established [36]. As a byproduct of Theorem 1.2, we establish optimal time decay rate for the anisotropic incompressible Navier-Stokes (1.10) in three-dimensional half space. The advantage of this time decay rate is that the higher order tangential derivatives of velocity obey the same time decay rate as the lower one. On the other hand, due to the estimates (1.14), (1.15), (1.16) and anisotropic Sobolev inequality (A.7), it holds ‖(u^ε − u^0)(t)‖_L∞ ≤ Cε^{116} (1 + t)^{− 1532 s},

where the constant C > 0 independent of time and parameter ε.

Remark 1.4. The 3D Navier-Stokes equations with full dissipation have small data global well-posedness while the 3D incompressible Euler equations are ill-posed and have norm inflation in any C^k or Sobolev space H^k, with any positive integer k, see [7, 8]. However, the global-in-time well-posedness of anisotropic incompressible Navier-Stokes with only one directional dissipation is still an open problem. Therefore it may be necessary to require the equation (1.10) has horizontal dissipation.

Throughout this paper, we use symbol A ≲ B for A ≤ CB where C > 0 is a constant which may change from line to line and independent of ε for 0 < ε < 1. The symbol A ∼ B implies that A ≲ B and B ≲ A. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we explain the difficulties and our approach to establish the global uniform estimate and time decay rate estimate for the system (1.5) and (1.9) respectively. In Section 3, we establish the global uniform estimate for system (1.5) under the condition of small initial data. In Section 4, we will establish the time decay rate for the system (1.9) under the addition condition (1.13). This decay rate provides us a specific convergence rate for the solution of 3D incompressible Navier-Stokes equations as the vertical viscosity tends to zero. Finally, we introduce some useful inequalities in Appendix A and provide the detailed proofs for the claimed technical estimates in Appendix B.

2 Difficulties and outline of our approach

In this section, we will explain the main difficulties of proving Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 as well as our strategies for overcoming them.

Step 1: Analysis of global well-posedness independent of ε. Compared with the globalin-time estimate for system (1.3) in [68], the uniform estimate (1.8) can only include one order vertical derivative since our estimates should be independent of parameter ε. First of all, we apply the anisotropic Sobolev inequality to establish the estimate of tangential derivative of velocity and magnetic field. Due to the lack of the vertical dissipation and the horizontal magnetic diffusion, we can not apply the anisotropic Sobolev inequality to deal with the two difficult terms ∫ R^3_+

∂_1u^ε_1|∂^m_2 B^ε|^2dx and ∫ R^3_+

∂_1u^ε_3|∂^m_2 B^ε|^2dx. (2.1)

Thus, we replace ∂_1u^ε_1 and ∂_1u^ε_3 via the equation of B^ε in (1.5)_3, i.e.,

∂_1u^ε = ∂_tB^ε + u^ε · ∇B^ε − εΔ_hB^ε − ∂^2_3 B^ε − B^ε · ∇u^ε. (2.2)

Due to the special structure (i.e., the appearance of term ∂_1u^ε) in (1.5)_3 or (2.2), we apply this equation to give the bound of difficult term (2.1). Secondly, we will establish estimate for the vertical derivative of velocity. With the help of the divergence-free condition, we only need to establish the estimate for (∂_3u^ε_h, ∂_3B^ε_h). On the one hand, as we deal with the difficult term ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^2×[0,1) Z^βu^ε_3 · Z^γ ∂_3ω^{uε}_h · Z^αω^{uε}_h dx

in (3.45), one should apply the boundary condition of u^ε_3, divergence-free condition and anisotropic Sobolev inequality to control this term by the quantity ‖ω^{uε}_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} ‖∂_hu^ε‖_Hm_{co} ‖∂_hω^{uε}_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} (see (3.47) and (3.48) in detail). On the other hand, similar to (2.1), we will apply the equation (2.2) to control the term ∫ R^3_+ ∂1u1|Z

αω^{Bε}_1 |^2dx. Finally, in order to close the estimate, we need to establish the dissipative estimate ‖∂_1B^ε(τ)‖^2_{Hm−1co} . Thus, we apply the dissipative structure of magnetic field ∂_1B^ε in Eq.(1.5)_1. Then, we need to use the Eq.(1.5)_3 again to give the control of time derivative term ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∫ R^3_+ Z^αu · Z^α∂_1∂_tBdx

in (3.73). Therefore, we can use bootstrapping argument and these inequalities to prove Theorem 1.1.

Step 2: Analysis of asymptotic behavior with respect to time. Let u^ε and u^0 be the global solution of systems (1.9) and (1.10) with the same initial data assumptions (1.11) and (1.13) respectively.

Then, we are devoted to establishing the specific convergence rate with respect to parameter ε and time. By energy method, one can establish the following estimate

‖(u^ε − u^0)(t)‖^2_L2 ≲ ε exp { ∫_t 0 ‖∂_3∂_hu^0‖_L2 ‖∇u^0‖_L2 dτ }

× ∫_t 0 ‖∂_3u^ε‖_L2 ‖∂_3(u^ε − u^0)‖_L2 exp { − ∫_τ 0 ‖∂_3∂_hu^0‖_L2 ‖∇u^0‖_L2 dς } dτ. (2.3)

If one hopes to obtain uniform bound (with respect to time) for the quantity u^ε − u^0, we should not only establish suitable uniform (with respect to time) bound for the quantity ∫_t 0 ‖∂_3∂_hu^0‖_L2 ‖∇u^0‖_L2 dτ but also provide some time decay estimates for the global solution u^ε and u^0 respectively. Due to the degeneracy of dissipative term ∂^2_3 u^ε, the classical Fourier splitting method can not help us establish time decay rate directly. Thus, from the differential inequality d dt ( ‖u^ε‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^{uε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + ( ‖∂_hu^ε‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^{uε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + ε ( ‖∂_3u^ε‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_3ω^{uε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) ≤ 0, (2.4) one can apply the interpolation inequality (e.g. ‖f‖^2_Hm_{tan} ≲ ‖Λ^{−s}f‖^{21+s}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hf‖^{2s1+s}_Hm_{tan} ) to obtain d dt ( ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + C^{− 1s}_0 ( ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )_{1+} 1_s ≤ 0, (2.5)

if one has the uniform bound ‖Λ^{−s}u^ε‖^2_{L2} + ‖Λ^{−s}ω^{uε}_h ‖^2_{L2} ≤ C_0. The differential inequality (2.5) yields the time decay rate ‖u^ε(t)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^{uε}_h (t)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ≲ C_0(1 + t)^{−s}, (2.6)

where the index s ∈

(_{13} 14 , 1 ) . Similarly, one can apply this method again to establish the time decay estimate for u^0 as follows:

‖u^0(t)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^{u0}_h (t)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ≲ C_0(1 + t)^{−s}. (2.7)

However, the decay rates (2.6)-(2.7) are still not enough to obtain uniform bound for the quantity ε ∫_t 0 ‖∂_3u^ε‖_L2 ‖∂_3(u^ε − u^0)‖_L2 dτ. Fortunately, we can apply the classical Fourier Splitting method to obtain suitable time integral for the degeneracy term √ ε ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^σ ‖∂_3u‖^2_Hm_{tan} dτ ≲ 1, where the parameter

σ^{def}= s−^{14s−13}_{6(2−s)} . Finally, we will establish the important uniform bound of quantity ‖(Λ^{−s}u^ε, Λ^{−s}ω^{uε}_h )‖^2_{L2} . The most tricky problem is to deal with the difficult term ∫ R^3_+ Λ −s h (u · ∇ω^u_h ) · Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h dx as we establish the

uniform estimate for ‖Λ^{−s}ω^{uε}_h ‖_L2 . By using the uniform estimate (1.12), conormal version interpolation inequality (A.5) and some time integral of dissipative term, one can establish the uniform estimate of ∫ R^3_+ Λ −s h (u · ∇ω^u_h ) · Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h dx (see estimates (4.16) and (4.19) in detail).

3 Global-in-time uniform estimate

This section provides the proof of Theorem 1.1. We use the notations ω^{uε def}= ∇ × u^ε and ω^{Bε def}= ∇ × B^ε. Furthermore, for some vector field v = (v_1, v_2, v_3), we denote v_h = (v_1, v_2). For every m ≥ 3, we introduce the following energy functionals

E_1(t)^{def}= sup_{0≤τ ≤t} ‖(u^ε, B^ε)(τ)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖(∂_hu^ε, ∂_3B^ε)(τ)‖^2_Hm_{tan} dτ + 2ε ∫_t 0 ‖(∂_3u^ε, ∂_hB^ε)(τ)‖^2_Hm_{tan} dτ, E_2(t)^{def}= sup_{0≤τ ≤t} ‖(ω^{uε}_h , ω^{Bε}_h )(τ)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖(∂_hω^{uε}_h , ∂_3ω^{Bε}_h )(τ)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} dτ + 2ε ∫_t 0 ‖(∂_3ω^{uε}_h , ∂_hω^{Bε}_h )(τ)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} dτ, E(t)^{def}= E_1(t) + E_2(t), G(t)^{def}= ∫_t 0 ‖∂_1B^ε(τ)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} dτ. Proof of Theorem 1.1. First of all, similar to the result in [46], one can establish the uniform (with respect to ε) local-in-time existence and uniqueness for system (1.5). Thus, we will extend the local-in-time solution to be global one under the small condition of initial data. Since we will use bootstrapping argument to give the proof if the initial data satisfies some small initial condition, it is convenient to assume the energy E(t) ≤ 1. Thus, we claim that we can establish the following energy inequalities:

E_1(t) ≲ E(0) + E(0)^{32} + E(t)^{32} + G(t)^{32} (3.1) E_2(t) ≲ E(0) + E(0)^{32} + E(t)^{32} + G(t)^{32} (3.2) and G(t) ≲ E(0) + E(t) + E(t)^{32} + G(t)^{32} . (3.3)

By (3.1)–(3.3), we obtain

E(t) + G(t) ≲ E(0) + E(0)^{32} + E(t)^{32} + G(t)^{32} ,

or, for some pure constants C_1 and C_2, we obtain E(t) + G(t) ≤ C_1 ( E(0) + E(0)^{32} ) + C_2 ( E(t)^{32} + G(t)^{32} ) . (3.4)

To use the bootstrapping argument(see, e.g., [62]), we assume E(t) + G(t) ≤ 1 4C^2_2

. (3.5)

We then show that (3.4) allows us to conclude that E(t)+G(t) actually admits a smaller bound by taking the initial data E(0) small enough. Actually, if (3.5) holds, (3.4) implies E(t) + G(t) ≤ C_1 ( E(0) + E(0)^{32} ) + C_2 √ E(t) + G(t) ( E(t) + G(t) ) ≤ C_1 ( E(0) + E(0)^{32} ) + 1 2 ( E(t) + G(t) ) or E(t) + G(t) ≤ 2C_1 ( E(0) + E(0)^{32} ) . (3.6)

Hence, if E(0) is small enough such that

2C_1 ( E(0) + E(0)^{32} ) < 1 4C^2_2

, (3.7) then E(t) + G(t) actually admits a smaller bound in (3.6) than the one in the ansatz (3.5). The bootstrapping argument then assesses that (3.6) holds for all time when E(0) satisfies (3.7). Let us define the norm

X(t)^{def}= ‖(u^ε, B^ε)(t)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3u^ε, ∂_3B^ε)(t)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} + ∫_t 0 ( ‖(∂_hu^ε, ∂_3B^ε)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_h∂_3u^ε, ∂^2_3 B^ε)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ) dτ + ε ∫_t 0 ( ‖(∂_3u^ε, ∂_hB^ε)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂^2_3 u^ε, ∂_h∂_3B^ε_h)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ) dτ, then it is easy to check that X(t) is equivalent to E(t). In other words, there exist two constant C_∗ and C^∗ such that C_∗E(t) ≤ X(t) ≤ C^∗E(t), (3.8) which can be proved in (B.8) in Appendix B. Therefore, the combination of estimate (3.6), initial data condition (3.7) and equivalent norm (3.8) complete the proof of estimate (1.8) in Theorem 1.1. Finally, due to the Eq.(1.5)_1, Eq.(1.5)_3 and estimate (1.8), it is easy to check that ∫_t 0 (‖∂_τ u^ε‖^2_Hm−1_{co} + ‖∂_τ B^ε‖^2_Hm−1_{co} )dτ ≤ C_1, (3.9)

with the positive constant C_1 independent of time t and parameter ε. On the other hand, the estimate (1.8) gives directly sup 0≤τ ≤t ‖(u^ε, B^ε)(τ)‖^2_Hm_{co} + sup_{0≤τ ≤t}‖∇(u^ε, B^ε)(τ)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ≤ Cδ_0. (3.10)

Therefore, the estimates (3.9), (3.10) and strong compactness argument (see [59, Lemma 4]) yield directly

(u^ε, B^ε) → (u^0, B^0) strongly in L^∞(0, t; H^{m−1,co}_{loc} (R^3_+ )),

for any t > 0. Therefore, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

3.1 Estimate of tangential derivative

In this section, we will give the proof for estimate (3.1). For notational convenience, we drop the superscript ε throughout this section. First of all, the equations (1.5) and ∇ · u = ∇ · B = 0 imply the L^2-energy estimate as follows: d dt ‖(u, B)(t)‖^2_L2 + 2‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_L2 + 2ε‖(∂_3u, ∂_hB)‖^2_L2 = 0. (3.11)

Now we turn to the H^m_{tan}-energy estimate of (u, B). For every m ≥ 3, applying ∂^m_h to (1.5) and dotting by (∂^m_h u, ∂^m_h B), we obtain 1 2 d dt ‖(∂^m_h u, ∂^m_h B)‖^2_L2 + ‖(∂_h∂^m_h u, ∂_3∂^m_h B)‖^2_L2 + ε‖(∂_3∂^m_h u, ∂_h∂^m_h B)‖^2_L2 = − 2∑ i=1 ∫ R^3_+ [∂^m_i , u · ∇]u · ∂^m_i udx + 2∑ i=1 ∫ R^3_+ [∂^m_i , B · ∇]B · ∂^m_i udx

− 2∑ i=1 ∫ R^3_+ [∂^m_i , u · ∇]B · ∂^m_i Bdx + 2∑ i=1 ∫ R^3_+ [∂^m_i , B · ∇]u · ∂^m_i Bdx def = I_1 + I_2 + I_3 + I_4.

(3.12)

Due to the basic fact [∂^m_i , u · ∇] u = ∂^m_i (u · ∇u) − u · ∇∂^m_i u = ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ}∂^k_i u · ∂^ℓ_i ∇u, we use Lemma A.1 and ∇ · u = 0 to obtain

I_1 = − 2∑ i=1 ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+ ∂^k_i u · ∂^ℓ_i ∇u · ∂^m_i udx

= − 2∑ i=1 ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+ ∂^k_i u_h · ∂^ℓ_i ∂_hu · ∂^m_i udx − 2∑ i=1 ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_i u_3∂^ℓ_i ∂_3u · ∂^m_i udx

≲ ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 ‖∂^k_hu_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂^k_h u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^ℓ_h∂_hu‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^ℓ_h∂_hu‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^m_h u‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^m_h u‖^{12}_{L2}

+ ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 ‖∂^k_hu_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^k_h u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^ℓ_h∂_3u‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂^ℓ_h∂_3u‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^m_h u‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^m_h u‖^{12}_{L2}

≲ ‖u‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖^{32}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_h∂_3u‖^{12}_{Hm−1tan} + ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3u‖^{12}_{Hm−1tan} ‖∂_hu‖^{32}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_h∂_3u‖^{12}_{Hm−1tan} ≲ ‖u‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖^{32}_Hm_{tan} (‖∂_h∂_hu‖_Hm−1_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )^{12} + ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} (‖∂_hu‖_Hm−1_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h‖_Hm−1_{tan} )^{12} ‖∂_hu‖^{32}_Hm_{tan} (‖∂_h∂_hu‖_Hm−1_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )^{12} ≲ ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} (‖u‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h‖_Hm−1_{tan} )^{12} ‖∂_hu‖^{32}_Hm_{tan} (‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )^{12} ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ).

(3.13)

Similarly, it is easy to check that I_2 ≲ ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖B‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖^{32}_Hm_{tan} + ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_1B‖^{12}_{Hm−1tan} ≲ ‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). (3.14)

Now, let us deal with the difficult term I_3 due to the disappearance of dissipative structure of magnetic field in the x_2 direction. Thus, one splits the term I_3 into three terms as follows:

I_3 = − 2∑ i=1 ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+ ∂^k_i u · ∂^ℓ_i ∇B · ∂^m_i Bdx

= − 2∑ i=1 ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+ ∂^k_i u_1∂^ℓ_i ∂_1B · ∂^m_i Bdx − 2∑ i=1 ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_i u_2∂^ℓ_i ∂_2B · ∂^m_i Bdx

− 2∑ i=1 ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_i u_3∂^ℓ_i ∂_3B · ∂^m_i Bdx def = I_{3,1} + I_{3,2} + I_{3,3}.

By Lemma A.1, we obtain

I_{3,1} = − ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_i u_1∂^ℓ_i ∂_1B · ∂^m_i Bdx + 2∑ i=1 ∫ R^3_+ ∂^m_i u_1∂_1B · ∂^m_i Bdx

≲ ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0 ‖∂^k_hu_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂^k_h u_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^k_hu_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂^k_hu_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^ℓ_h∂_1B‖_L2 ‖∂^m_h B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_h B‖^{12}_{L2}

+ ‖∂^m_h u_1‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂^m_h u_1‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_hB‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_hB‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^m_h B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_h B‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_1B‖^{12}_{Hm−1tan} ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖_Hm−1_{tan} ).

(3.15)

The estimate of I_{3,3} is easy since I_{3,3} involves dissipation term ∂_3B. Thus, by Lemma A.1, we obtain

I_{3,3} ≲ ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 ‖∂^k_hu_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂^k_h u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^ℓ_h∂_3B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^ℓ_h∂_3B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^m_h B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_h B‖^{12}_{L2}

≲ ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖B‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖^{32}_Hm_{tan} ≲ ‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} ‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} . (3.16)

Due to the disappearance of dissipative structure of magnetic field in the x_2 direction, we should deal with I_{3,2} term carefully.

I_{3,2} = − 2∑ i=1 ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0,ℓ≠m−1 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_i u_2∂^ℓ_i ∂_2B · ∂^m_i Bdx

− 2∑ i=1 ∫ R^3_+ ∂_iu_2∂^{m−1}_i ∂_2B · ∂^m_i Bdx − 2∑ i=1 ∫ R^3_+ ∂^m_i u_2∂_2B · ∂^m_i Bdx def = I_{3,2,1} + I_{3,2,2} + I_{3,2,3}.

By Lemma A.1, it holds I_{3,2,1} ≲ 2∑ i=1 ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0,ℓ≠m−1 C_{k,ℓ}‖∂^k_hu_2‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^k_hu_2‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^ℓ_h∂_2B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂^ℓ_h∂_2B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^m_h B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_h B‖^{12}_{L2}

≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^{32}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_1B‖^{12}_{Hm−1tan} ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ), (3.17) and I_{3,2,3} ≲ ‖∂^m_h u_2‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^m_h u_2‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^m_h B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_h B‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_1B‖^{12}_{Hm−1tan} ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). (3.18)

Due to the dissipation structure of magnetic field in the x_1 and x_3 direction, we apply the divergence-free condition to control the difficult term ∫ R^3_+ ∂2u2|∂ m 2 B|^2dx. Thus, we have I_{3,2,2} = ∫ R^3_+

∂_1u_2∂^{m−1}_1 ∂_2B · ∂^m_1 Bdx + ∫ R^3_+

∂_2u_2|∂^m_2 B|^2dx = ∫ R^3_+

∂_1u_2∂^{m−1}_1 ∂_2B · ∂^m_1 Bdx − ∫ R^3_+

∂_1u_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx − ∫ R^3_+

∂_3u_3|∂^m_2 B|^2dx def = I_{3,2,2,1} + I_{3,2,2,2} + I_{3,2,2,3}.

By Lemma A.1, we obtain

I_{3,2,2,1} ≲ ‖∂_1u_2‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_1u_2‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_1u_2‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_1u_2‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^{m−1}_1 ∂_2B‖_L2 ‖∂^m_1 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_1 B‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} . (3.19) Similarly, by integration by parts and Lemma A.1, it holds I_{3,2,2,3} = 2 ∫ R^3_+

u_3∂^m_2 B · ∂_3∂^m_2 Bdx ≲ ‖u_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1u_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2u_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2u_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖_L2 ≲ ‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} ‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} . (3.20)

By using the appearance of special term ∂_1u in (1.5)_3, we can establish the following estimate I_{3,2,2,2} ≲ − d dt ∫ R^3_+ B_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + (‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ), (3.21)

which can be proved in (B.9) in Appendix B. The combination of estimates (3.19), (3.20) and (3.21) yields directly I_{3,2,2} ≲ − d dt ∫ R^3_+ B_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ), which, together with estimates (3.17) and (3.18), yields directly I_{3,2} ≲ − d dt ∫ R^3_+ B_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). (3.22)

Summarizing the estimates of I_{3,1} through I_{3,3} in (3.15), (3.16) and (3.22), we have I_3 ≲ − d dt ∫ R^3_+ B_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(ω^u_h, ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). (3.23)

Finally, let us deal with the term I_4. Similar to the term I_3, we should deal with term I_4 carefully since magnetic field only has the dissipation structure in the x_1 and x_3 direction.

I_4 = 2∑ i=1 ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+ ∂^k_i B · ∂^ℓ_i ∇u · ∂^m_i Bdx

= ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_1 B · ∂^ℓ_1∇u · ∂^m_1 Bdx + ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+ ∂^k_2 B · ∂^ℓ_2∇u · ∂^m_2 Bdx def = I_{4,1} + I_{4,2}.

(3.24)

The first term I_{4,1} has the following decomposition:

I_{4,1} = ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,γ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_1 B_h · ∂^ℓ_1∂_hu · ∂^m_1 Bdx + ∫ R^3_+ ∂^m_1 B_h · ∂_hu · ∂^m_1 Bdx

+ ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_1 B_3∂^ℓ_1∂_3u_h · ∂^m_1 B_hdx + ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_1 B_3∂^ℓ_1∂_3u_3∂^m_1 B_3dx def = I_{4,1,1} + I_{4,1,2} + I_{4,1,3} + I_{4,1,4}.

With the help of Lemma A.1, one can bound I_{4,1,1} and I_{4,1,2} as follows I_{4,1,1} ≲ ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,γ≠0 ‖∂^k_1 B_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂^k_1 B_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^ℓ_1∂_hu‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^ℓ_1∂_hu‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^m_1 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_1 B‖^{12}_{L2}

≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^{32}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_1B‖^{12}_{Hm−1tan} ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ), and I_{4,1,2} ≲ ‖∂^m_1 B_h‖_L2 ‖∂_hu‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_hu‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_hu‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_hu‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_1 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_1 B‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖u‖^{14}_Hm_{tan} ‖B‖^{34}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖^{34}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_1B‖^{34}_{Hm−1tan} ≲ ‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). Similarly, it is easy to check that

I_{4,1,3} = ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_1 B_3∂^ℓ_1∂_3u_h · ∂^m_1 B_hdx + ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_1 B_3∂_3u_h · ∂^m_1 B_hdx

≲ (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ), and I_{4,1,4} = − ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,γ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_1 B_3∂^ℓ_1(∂_h · u_h)∂^m_1 B_3dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂_3u_3|∂^m_1 B_3|^2dx

≲‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). Summarizing the bounds for I_{4,1,1} through I_{4,1,4}, we obtain I_{4,1} ≲ (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). (3.25)

Finally, let us deal with the difficult term I_{4,2}. Indeed, it is easy to check that

I_{4,2} = ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_2 B_1∂^ℓ_2∂_1u · ∂^m_2 Bdx + ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_2 B_2∂^ℓ_2∂_2u · ∂^m_2 Bdx

+ ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_2 B_3∂^ℓ_2∂_3u · ∂^m_2 Bdx def = I_{4,2,1} + I_{4,2,2} + I_{4,2,3}.

With the help of Lemma A.1 and ∇ · B = 0, it is easy to check that I_{4,2,2} ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ), (3.26) and I_{4,2,3} ≲ ‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} ‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} . (3.27) It is easy to check that

I_{4,2,1} = ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_2 B_1∂^ℓ_2∂_1u_1∂^m_2 B_1dx + ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_2 B_1∂^ℓ_2∂_1u_2∂^m_2 B_2dx

+ ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_2 B_1∂^ℓ_2∂_1u_3∂^m_2 B_3dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1∂_1u_3∂^m_2 B_3dx def = I_{4,2,1,1} + I_{4,2,1,2} + I_{4,2,1,3} + I_{4,2,1,4}.

Applying the estimate of term I_{3,2,2,2} in (3.21), we have

I_{4,2,1,1} = ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_2 B_1∂^ℓ_2∂_1u_1∂^m_2 B_1dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1∂_1u_1∂^m_2 B_1dx

≲ ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0 ‖∂^k_2 B_1‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂^k_2 B_1‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^ℓ_2∂_1u_1‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^ℓ_2∂_1u_1‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B_1‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B_1‖^{12}_{L2} + I_{3,2,2,2}

≲ − d dt ∫ R^3_+ B_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + (‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ), With the help of Lemma A.1 and ∇ · B = 0, it is easy to check that

I_{4,2,1,2} = ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_2 B_1∂^ℓ_2∂_1u_2∂^m_2 B_2dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1∂_1u_2∂^m_2 B_2dx

≲ ∑ k+ℓ=m, k≠0,ℓ≠0 ‖∂^k_2 B_1‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂^k_2 B_1‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^ℓ_2∂_1u_2‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^ℓ_2∂_1u_2‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B_2‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B_2‖^{12}_{L2}

+ ‖∂^m_2 B_1‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B_1‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1u_2‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_1u_2‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2u_2‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_1u_2‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B_2‖_L2 ≲ ‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ), and I_{4,2,1,3} ≲ ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0 ‖∂^k_2 B_1‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂^k_2 B_1‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^ℓ_2∂_1u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^ℓ_2∂_1u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B_3‖^{12}_{L2}

≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). Since magnetic field only has the dissipation structure in the x_1 and x_3 direction, the control of term I_{4,2,1,4} is somewhat complicated. It is easy to check that I_{4,2,1,4} ≲ d dt ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1B_3∂^m_2 B_3dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ),

(3.28)

where the proof in detail can be found in (B.18) in Appendix B. Summarizing the bounds for I_{4,2,1,1} and I_{4,2,1,4}, we obtain the bound for I_{4,2,1} as follows I_{4,2,1} ≲ d dt ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1B_3∂^m_2 B_3dx − d dt ∫ R^3_+ B_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ), which, together with estimates (3.26) and (3.27), yields directly

I_{4,2} ≲ d dt ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1B_3∂^m_2 B_3dx − d dt ∫ R^3_+ B_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ).

(3.29)

Substituting the estimates (3.25) and (3.29) into (3.24), it holds

I_4 ≲ d dt ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1B_3∂^m_2 B_3dx − d dt ∫ R^3_+ B_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ).

(3.30)

Integrating (3.12) in time, we obtain

E_1(t) ≲ E_1(0) + ∫_t 0 (I_1(τ) + I_2(τ) + I_3(τ) + I_4(τ)) dτ. (3.31)

Applying the estimates (3.13) and (3.14), then it holds ∫_t 0 I_1(τ)dτ ≲ sup_{0≤τ ≤t}(‖u(τ)‖_Hm_{tan} +‖ω^u_h(τ)‖_Hm−1_{tan} ) ∫_t 0 (‖∂_hu(τ)‖^2_Hm_{tan} +‖∂_hω^u_h (τ)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )dτ ≲ E(t)^{32} , (3.32) and ∫_t 0 I_2(τ)dτ ≲ sup_{0≤τ ≤t} ‖(u, B)(τ)‖_Hm_{tan} ∫_t 0 (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)(τ)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B(τ)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )dτ ≲ E(t)^{32} + G(t)^{32} . (3.33)

Similarly, due to the estimates (3.23) (3.30), we have ∫_t 0 I_3(τ)dτ + ∫_t 0 I_4(τ)dτ ≲ E(0)^{32} + E(t)^{32} + G(t)^{32} , (3.34)

where, by Lemma A.1 and (B.10), we have used the following fact | | | | | ∫_t 0 d dτ ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1B_3∂^m_2 B_3dxdτ | | | | | + | | | | | ∫_t 0 d dτ ∫ R^3_+ B_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dxdτ | | | | | ≲‖B(t)‖_L∞ ‖∂^m_2 B(t)‖^2_L2 + ‖B(0)‖_L∞ ‖∂^m_2 B(0)‖^2_L2 ≲(‖B(t)‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h (t)‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖B(t)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + (‖B(0)‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h (0)‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖B(0)‖^2_Hm_{tan} ≲E(t)^{32} + E(0)^{32} .

Substituting the estimates (3.32)-(3.34) into (3.31), then we have

E_1(t) ≲ E_1(0) + E(0)^{32} + E(t)^{32} + G(t)^{32} .

Therefore, we complete the proof of estimate (3.1).

3.2 Estimate of normal derivative

In this subsection, we will give the proof for estimate (3.2). For notational convenience, we drop the superscript ε throughout this section. Applying ∇× differential operator to (1.5)_1 and (1.5)_3 respectively, we obtain { ∂_tω^u_h + u · ∇ω^u_h − Δ_hω^u_h − ε∂^2_3 ω^u_h = B · ∇ω^B_h + ω^u · ∇u_h − ω^B · ∇B_h + ∂_1ω^B_h in R^3_+ , ∂_tω^B_h + u · ∇ω^B_h − εΔ_hω^B_h − ∂^2_3 ω^B_h = B · ∇ω^u_h − u · ∇ω^B_h − A(u, B) + ∂_1ω^u_h in R^3_+ , (3.35)

with the boundary condition

ω^u_h = 0, ω^B_h = 0 on R^2 × {x_3 = 0}.

Here the function A(u, B) is defined by A(u, B)^{def}= ( ∂_2B · ∇u_3 − ∂_3B · ∇u_2 − ∂_2u · ∇B_3 + ∂_3u · ∇B_2 ∂_3B · ∇u_1 − ∂_1B · ∇u_3 − ∂_3u · ∇B_1 + ∂_1u · ∇B_3 ) . (3.36)

The L^2-estimate of (ω^u_h , ω^B_h ) implies that 1 2 d dt ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖^2_L2 + ‖(∂_hw^u_h , ∂_3w^B_h )‖^2_L2 + ε‖(∂_3w^u_h , ∂_hw^B_h )‖^2_L2 = ∫ R^3_+ B · ∇ω^B_h · w^u_h dx + ∫ R^3_+ ω^u · ∇u_h · w^u_h dx − ∫ R^3_+ ω^B · ∇B_h · w^u_h dx + ∫ R^3_+ A(u, B) · ω^B_h dx + ∫ R^3_+ B · ∇ω^u_h · ω^B_h dx def = II_1 + II_2 + II_3 + II_4 + II_5,

(3.37)

where we have used the basic fact ∫ R^3_+

ω^u_h · ∂_1ω^B_h dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂_1ω^u_h · ω^B_h dx = 0.

We split II_1 into the following terms:

II_1 = ∫ R^3_+

B_1∂_1ω^B_h · ω^u_h dx + ∫ R^3_+

B_2∂_2ω^B_h · ω^u_h dx + ∫ R^3_+

B_3∂_3ω^B_h · ω^u_h dx^{def}= II_{1,1} + II_{1,2} + II_{1,3}.

By Lemma A.1, we have

II_{1,1} = ∫ R^3_+

B_1∂_1ω^B_1 ω^u_1 dx + ∫ R^3_+

B_1∂_1ω^B_2 ω^u_2 dx = ∫ R^3_+

B_1∂^2_{12}B_3ω^u_1 dx − ∫ R^3_+

B_1∂^2_{13}B_2ω^u_1 dx + ∫ R^3_+

B_1∂^2_{13}B_1ω^u_2 dx − ∫ R^3_+

B_1∂^2_1 B_3ω^u_2 dx ≲ ‖B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^2_{12}B_3‖_L2 ‖ω^u_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2ω^u_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^2_{13}B_2‖_L2 ‖ω^u_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2ω^u_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^2_{13}B_1‖_L2 ‖ω^u_2 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2ω^u_2 ‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^2_1 B_3‖_L2 ‖ω^u_2 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2ω^u_2 ‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖B‖^{12}_{H1co} ‖ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3B‖^{32}_{H1co} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖B‖^{12}_{H1co} ‖ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_{H1co} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1B‖_H1_{co} ≲ (‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). Similarly, using integration by parts, ∇ · B = 0 and Lemma A.1, we have II_{1,2} = ∫ R^3_+

B_2∂_2ω^B_1 ω^u_1 dx + ∫ R^3_+

B_2∂_2ω^B_2 ω^u_2 dx = ∫ R^3_+

B_2∂^2_2 B_3ω^u_1 dx − ∫ R^3_+

B_2∂^2_{23}B_2ω^u_1 dx + ∫ R^3_+

B_2∂^2_{23}B_1ω^u_2 dx − ∫ R^3_+

B_2∂^2_{12}B_3ω^u_2 dx = ∫ R^3_+

∂_1B_1ω^u_1 ∂_2B_3dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂_3B_3ω^u_1 ∂_2B_3dx − ∫ R^3_+

B_2∂_2ω^u_1 ∂_2B_3dx − ∫ R^3_+

B_2∂^2_{23}B_2ω^u_1 dx + ∫ R^3_+

B_2∂^2_{23}B_1ω^u_2 dx − ∫ R^3_+

B_2∂^2_{12}B_3ω^u_2 dx ≲(‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), and II_{1,3} ≲ ‖B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖_L2 ‖ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖B‖^{12}_{H1co} ‖ω^u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_{H1co} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖_L2 ≲ (‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ).

Summarizing the bounds for II_{1,1}, II_{1,2} and II_{1,3}, we obtain II_1 ≲ (‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). (3.38) Similarly, it is easy to check that II_2 ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), II_3 ≲ (‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), II_4 ≲ (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ).

(3.39)

Using integration by parts and Lemma A.1, we have II_5 = ∫ R^3_+ B_h · ∂_hω^u_h · ω^B_h dx + ∫ R^3_+

B_3∂_3ω^u_h · ω^B_h dx = ∫ R^3_+ B_h · ∂_hω^u_h · ω^B_h dx − ∫ R^3_+

∂_3B_3ω^u_h · ω^B_h dx − ∫ R^3_+

B_3ω^u_h · ∂_3ω^B_h dx

≲‖B_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2B_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2B_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖‖ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖∂_3B_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3B_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖_L2 ≲‖B‖^{12}_{H1co} ‖ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_L2 ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1B‖^{12}_{H1co}

+ ‖ω^u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3B‖_H1_{co} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖B‖^{12}_{H1co} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_{H1co} ‖ω^u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ≲(‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ).

(3.40)

Substituting the estimates (3.38), (3.39) and (3.40) into (3.37), we have 1 2 d dt ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖^2_L2 + ‖(∂_hw^u_h , ∂_3w^B_h )‖^2_L2 + ε‖(∂_3w^u_h , ∂_hw^B_h )‖^2_L2 ≲(‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ).

(3.41)

Next, we turn to the higher order of energy estimates for (ω^u_h , ω^B_h ). For every m ≥ 3, applying Z^α (1 ≤ |α| ≤ m − 1) to (3.35)_1 and (3.35)_2, we obtain ∂_tZ^αω^u_h + u · ∇Z^αω^u_h − Δ_hZ^αω^u_h − ε∂^2_3 Z^αω^u_h = −[Z^α, u · ∇]ω^u_h + ε[Z^α, ∂^2_3 ]ω^u_h + Z^α(B · ∇ω^B_h + ω^u · ∇u_h − ω^B · ∇B_h + ∂_1ω^B_h ) and ∂_tZ^αω^B_h + u · ∇Z^αω^B_h − εΔ_hZ^αω^B_h − ∂^2_3 Z^αω^B_h = −[Z^α, u · ∇]ω^B_h + [Z^α, ∂^2_3 ]ω^B_h + Z^α(A(u, B) + B · ∇ω^u_h + ∂_1ω^u_h ).

Multiplying the above equation by Z^αω^u_h and Z^αω^B_h respectively and integrating over R^3_+ , we obtain 1 2 d dt ‖(Z^αω^u_h , Z^αω^B_h )‖^2_L2 + ‖(∂_hZ^αω^u_h , ∂_3Z^αω^B_h )‖^2_L2 + ε‖(∂_3Z^αω^u_h , ∂_hZ^αω^B_h )‖^2_L2 = − ∫ R^3_+ [Z^α, u · ∇]ω^u_h · Z^αω^u_h dx + ε ∫ R^3_+

[Z^α, ∂^2_3 ]ω^u_h · Z^αω^u_h dx + ∫ R^3_+ Z^α(B · ∇ω^B_h ) · Z^αω^u_h dx + ∫ R^3_+ Z^α(ω^u · ∇u_h) · Z^αω^u_h dx − ∫ R^3_+ Z^α(ω^B · ∇B_h) · Z^αω^u_h dx − ∫ R^3_+ [Z^α, u · ∇]ω^B_h · Z^αω^B_h dx + ∫ R^3_+

[Z^α, ∂^2_3 ]ω^B_h · Z^αω^B_h dx + ∫ R^3_+ Z^αA(u, B) · Z^αω^B_h dx + ∫ R^3_+ Z^α(B · ∇ω^u_h ) · Z^αω^B_h dx def = III_1 + III_2 + III_3 + III_4 + III_5 + III_6 + III_7 + III_8 + III_9,

(3.42)

where we have used the basic fact ∫ R^3_+

Z^αω^u_h · ∂_1Z^αω^B_h dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂_1Z^αω^u_h · Z^αω^B_h dx = 0.

In the sequence, we will give the estimate from III_1 to III_9. Deal with the term III_1. Obviously, it holds

III_1 = ∫ R^3_+

u_3[Z^α, ∂_3]ω^u_h · Z^αω^u_h dx + ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+ Z^β u · Z^γ ∇ω^u_h · Z^αω^u_h dx^{def}= III_{1,1} + III_{1,2}.

Obviously, the term III_{1,1} vanishes if α_3 = 0. Hence we only consider the case of α_3 ≥ 1. It is clear that [Z_3, ∂_3]f = Z_3∂_3f − ∂_3Z_3f = φ∂^2_3 f − ∂_3(φ∂_3f) = φ∂^2_3 f − φ^′∂_3f − φ∂^2_3 f = −φ^′∂_3f, and [Z^2_3 , ∂_3]f = Z^2_3 (∂_3f) − ∂_3Z^2_3 f = Z_3(Z_3∂_3f) − ∂_3Z^2_3 f = Z_3(∂_3Z_3f − φ^′∂_3f) − ∂_3Z^2_3 f

= Z_3∂_3(Z_3f) − Z_3(φ^′∂_3f) − ∂_3Z^2_3 f = ∂_3Z_3(Z_3f) − φ^′∂_3(Z_3f) − Z_3φ^′∂_3f − φ^′Z_3∂_3f − ∂_3Z^2_3 f = −φ^′∂_3Z_3f − Z_3φ^′∂_3f − φ^′(∂_3Z_3f − φ^′∂_3f) = −2φ^′∂_3Z_3f − Z_3φ^′∂_3f − (φ^′)^2∂_3f.

By repeating the above steps, it is easy to check that

[Z^{α3}_3 , ∂_3]f = α_3−1∑

k=0 C_{k,α3} (φ^′)∂_3Z^k_3 f, ∀α_3 ≥ 1,

where C_{k,α3} (φ^′) are some harmless functions composed by Z^i_3(φ^′)^j with i + j ≤ k, j ≥ 1. Furthermore, one can easily obtain

|Z^i_3(φ^′)^j | ≲ 1 x_3 + 1 , ∀x_3 ∈ R_+ , ∀i ∈ N, ∀j ∈ N^∗ , which also implies that Z^i_3(φ^′)^j is bounded for every x_3 ∈ R_+ , i ∈ N and j ∈ N^∗ . Thus, we have |C_{k,α3} (φ^′)| ≲ 1 x_3 + 1 = 1 x_3 φ, ∀x_3 ∈ R_+ , ∀k ∈ N. This fact implies directly III_{1,1} ≲ α_3 −1∑

k=0 ∫ R^3_+ 1 x_3 φ · x_3‖∂_3u_3‖_L∞_{x3} |∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α2}_2 ∂_3Z^k_3 ω^u_h ||Z^αω^u_h |dx

≲ α_3 −1∑

k=0 ∫ R^3_+

‖∂_3u_3‖_L∞_{x3} |∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α2}_2 Z^{k+1}_3 ω^u_h ||Z^αω^u_h |dx

≲ α_3 −1∑

k=0 ‖∂_3u_3‖_L2_{x1 L}2_{x2 L}∞_{x3} ‖∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α2}_2 Z^{k+1}_3 ω^u_h ‖_L2_{x1 L}∞_{x2 L}2_{x3} ‖Z^αω^u_h ‖_L∞_{x1 L}2_{x2 L}2_{x3}

≲ α_3 −1∑

k=0 ‖∂_3u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂_3u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α2}_2 Z^{k+1}_3 ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α2}_2 Z^{k+1}_3 ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^αω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} (‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). (3.43) Here, the notation ‖f‖_L2_{x3 L}2_{x2 L}∞_{x1} represents the L^∞-norm in the x_1 variable, followed by the L^2-norm in x_2 and the L^2-norm in x_3. On the other hand, let us deal with III_{1,2} term. III_{1,2} = ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+ Z^βu_h · Z^γ ∂_hω^u_h · Z^αω^u_h dx + ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^βu_3 · Z^γ ∂_3ω^u_h · Z^αω^u_h dx def = III_{1,2,1} + III_{1,2,2}.

Integrating by parts and applying Lemma A.1, it holds III_{1,2,1} = − ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+ Z^β (∂_h · u_h)Z^γ ω^u_h · Z^αω^u_h dx − ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+ Z^β u_h · ∂_hZ^αω^u_h · Z^γ ω^u_h dx

≲ ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 ‖Z^β∂_hu_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^β∂_hu_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^γ ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^γ ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^αω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2}

+ ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 ‖Z^βu_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^βu_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^β u_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2Z^βu_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_hZ^αω^u_h ‖_L2 ‖Z^γω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^γ ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2}

≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). (3.44) It should be pointed out that the estimate of term III_{1,2,2} is somewhat complicated. Thus, we decompose this term into two component as follows: III_{1,2,2} = ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^2×[1,+∞)

Z^βu_3 · Z^γ ∂_3ω^u_h · Z^αω^u_h dx

+ ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^2×[0,1)

Z^β u_3 · Z^γ ∂_3ω^u_h · Z^αω^u_h dx def = III_{1,2,2,1} + III_{1,2,2,2}.

(3.45)

Obviously, φ ≥ 1 in [1, +∞) holds, and hence, we have |φZ^γ ∂_3ω^u_h | ≲ γ_3∑

k=0 |∂^{γ1}_1 ∂^{γ2}_2 Z^{k+1}_3 ω^u_h | ≲ ∑ |~γ|≤m−1 |Z^{~γ} ω^u_h |, which implies one can bound the term III_{1,1,2,1} as follows III_{1,2,2,1} ≲ ∑ β+γ=α β≠0

∫ R^2×[1,+∞) |Z^β u_3||φZ^γ ∂_3ω^u_h ||Z^αω^u_h |dx

≲ ∑ 0<|β|≤m−1 |~γ|≤m−1 ‖Z^βu_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^βu_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^{~γ}ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^{~γ} ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^αω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2}

≲ ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{co} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} .

(3.46)

On the other hand, due to the basic fact x_3 ≤ 2φ(x_3) in [0, 1) and u_3 vanishes on the boundary, we have III_{1,2,2,2} ≲ ∑ β+γ=α β≠0

∫ R^2×[0,1)

x_3‖∂_3Z^β u_3‖_L∞_{x3} |Z^γ ∂_3ω^u_h ||Z^αω^u_h |dx

≲ ∑ 0<|β|≤m−1 |~γ|≤m−1

∫ R^3_+ ‖∂_3Z^βu_3‖_L∞_{x3} |Z^{~γ} ω^u_h ||Z^αω^u_h |dx

≲ ∑ 0<|β|≤m−1 |~γ|≤m−1 ‖∂_3Z^β u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂_3Z^β u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^{~γ} ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^{~γ} ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^αω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2}

≲ ‖ω^u_h‖_Hm−1_{co} ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{co} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} ,

(3.47) where we have used the fact that ∫ R^3_+ ‖∂_3Z^βu_3‖_L∞_{x3} |Z^{~γ} ω^u_h ||Z^αω^u_h |dx ≲ ∫ R^2

‖∂_3Z^βu_3‖_L∞_{x3} ‖Z^{~γ} ω^u_h ‖_L2_{x3} ‖Z^αω^u_h ‖_L2_{x3} dx_h ≲ ∫ R ‖ ‖ ‖‖Z^αω^u_h ‖_L2_{x3} ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞x2} ‖ ‖ ‖‖∂3Z^βu3‖L∞_{x3} ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2x2} ‖Z^{~γ} ω^u_h ‖_L2_{x3,x2} dx1 ≲ ‖ ‖ ‖‖∂3Z^β u3‖L∞_{x3} ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2x2,x1} ‖ ‖ ‖‖Z^{~γ} ω^u_h ‖L∞_{x1} ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2x3,x2} ‖ ‖ ‖‖Z^αω^u_h ‖L∞_{x2} ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2x3,x1} ≲‖∂_3Z^β u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂_3Z^β u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^{~γ} ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^{~γ} ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^αω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} .

(3.48)

Thus, the combination of estimates (3.46) and (3.47) gives directly III_{1,2,2} ≲ ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{co} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} , which, together with estimate (3.44), yields directly

III_{1,2} ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). (3.49)

Combining the estimates (3.43) and (3.49), we obtain

III_1 ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). (3.50)

Deal with the term III_2. The term III_2 vanishes if α_3 = 0. Hence we only consider the case of

α_3 ≥ 1. Obviously, it holds III_2 = ε α_3−1∑

k=0 ∫ R^3_+

∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α2}_2 ( C_{k,α3} (φ^′)Z^k_3 ∂_3ω^u_h + ~C_{k,α3} (φ^′)∂^2_3 Z^k_3 ω^u_h ) · Z^αω^u_h dx^{def}= III_{2,1} + III_{2,2},

where C_{k,α3} (φ^′) and ~C_{k,α3} (φ^′) denote the harmless functions depending on derivatives of φ. The Cauchy

inequality implies III_{2,1} ≲ ε α_3−1∑

k=0 ‖∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α2}_2 Z^k_3 ∂_3ω^u_h ‖_L2 ‖Z^αω^u_h ‖_L2 ≲ ε‖∂_3ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−2_{co} ,

where we have used the fact α_3 ≥ 1. Integration by parts and Lemma A.1 yield that III_{2,2} = −ε α_3−1∑

k=0 ∫ R^3_+

~C^′_{k,α3} (φ^′)∂_3∂^α1_1 ∂^α2_2 Z^k_3 ω^u_h · Z^αω^u_h dx

− ε α_3−1∑

k=0 ∫ R^3_+

~C_{k,α3} (φ^′)∂_3∂^α1_1 ∂^α2_2 Z^k_3 ω^u_h · ∂_3Z^αω^u_h dx

≲ ε α_3−1∑

k=0 ‖∂_3∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α2}_2 Z^k_3 ω^u_h ‖_L2 ‖Z^αω^u_h ‖_L2 + ε

α_3 −1∑

k=0 ‖∂_3∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α2}_2 Z^k_3 ω^u_h ‖_L2 ‖∂_3Z^αω^u_h ‖_L2 ≲ ε‖∂_3ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−2_{co} + ε‖∂_3ω^u_h ‖_Hm−2_{co} ‖∂_3ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} . Thus, we have

III_2 ≲ ε‖∂_3ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−2_{co} + ε‖∂_3ω^u_h ‖_Hm−2_{co} ‖∂_3ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} . (3.51)

Deal with the term III_3 − III_5. The application of Lemma A.1 yields directly

III_3 = ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^β B_h · Z^γ ∂_hω^B_h · Z^αω^u_h dx + ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^βB_3Z^ℓ∂_3ω^B_h · Z^αω^u_h dx

= ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^β ∂_3B_3 · Z^γ ω^B_h · Z^αω^u_h dx − ∑ β+γ=α γ≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+ Z^β B_h · ∂_hZ^αω^u_h · Z^γ ω^B_h dx

− ∫ R^3_+ Z^αB_h · ∂_hZ^αω^u_h · ω^B_h dx + ∫ R^3_+

B_3Z^α∂_3ω^B_h · Z^αω^u_h dx + ∑ β+γ=α γ≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^βB_3Z^γ ∂_3ω^B_h · Z^αω^u_h dx

≲(‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hw^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ).

(3.52)

Similarly, it is easy to check that III_4 ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), III_5 ≲ (‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ).

(3.53)

Deal with the term III_6. We have the following splitting: III_6 = − ∑ β+γ=α γ≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^βu_3Z^γ ∂_3ω^B_h · Z^αω^B_h dx − ∑ β+γ=α γ≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+ Z^β u_h · Z^γ ∂_hω^B_h · Z^αω^B_h dx def = III_{6,1} + III_{6,2}. The application of Lemma A.1 yields directly III_{6,1} ≲ ∑ β+γ=α γ≠0 ‖Z^βu_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^βu_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^γ∂_3ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^γ ∂_3ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2}

≲ ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} ‖∂_hu‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^{32}_{Hm−1co} . (3.54)

Next, we turn to estimate III_{6,2}. Since magnetic field only has the dissipation structure in the x_1 and x_3 direction, we classify the value of β and discuss below.

If β_3 ≠ 0, then α_3 ≠ 0. Hence, we obtain III_{6,2} ≲ ∑ β+γ=α γ≠0 ‖Z^βu_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^β u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^γ∂_hω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^γ ∂_hω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2}

≲ ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖B‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖∂_hu‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^{32}_{Hm−1co} .

If β_1 ≠ 0, then α_1 ≠ 0. Hence, we obtain III_{6,2} = − ∑ β+γ=α β≠0,γ≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+ Z^β u_h · Z^γ ∂_hω^B_h · Z^αω^B_h dx − ∫ R^3_+ Z^αu_h · ∂_hω^B_h · Z^αω^B_h dx

≲ ∑ β+γ=α β≠0,γ≠0 ‖Z^βu_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^βu_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^β u_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2Z^βu_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^γ∂_hω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^γ ∂_hω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_h ‖_L2

+ ‖Z^αu_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^αu_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_hω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_hω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} ‖∂_hu‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} ‖∂_1ω^B_h ‖_Hm−2_{co} ≲ ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} ‖∂_hu‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} (‖∂_3B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_1B‖_Hm−1_{co} ) ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} , (3.55) where we have used the fact that ‖Z^αω^B_h ‖_L2 ≲ ‖∂_1ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} since α_1 ≠ 0 in this case.

If β_2 ≠ 0, then α_2 ≠ 0. Then, we have the decomposition III_{6,2} = − ∫ R^3_+ Z^αu_h · ∂_hω^B_h · Z^αω^B_h dx − ∑ β+γ=α β≠0,γ≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+ Z^β u_h · Z^γ ∂_hω^B_h · Z^αω^B_h dx

= − ∫ R^3_+ Z^αu_h · ∂_hω^B_h · Z^αω^B_h dx − ∑ β+γ=α β≠0,γ≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^β u_1Z^γ ∂_1ω^B_h · Z^αω^B_h dx

− ∑ β+γ=α β≠0,γ≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^β u_2Z^γ ∂_2ω^B_2 Z^αω^B_2 dx − ∫ R^3_+

∂_2u_2|Z^αω^B_1 |^2dx

− ∑ β+γ=α β≠0,γ≠0,|γ|≠m−2 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^βu_2Z^γ ∂_2ω^B_1 Z^αω^B_1 dx

def = III_{6,2,1} + III_{6,2,2} + III_{6,2,3} + III_{6,2,4} + III_{6,2,5}. With the help of Lemma A.1, it is easy to check that III_{6,2,1} ≲‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), III_{6,2,2} ≲(‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), III_{6,2,3} ≲(‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), III_{6,2,5} ≲‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). (3.56)

Since magnetic field has the dissipation structure in the x_1 and x_3 direction, we apply the divergence-free condition to obtain III_{6,2,4} = ∫ R^3_+

∂_3u_3|Z^αω^B_1 |^2dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂_1u_1|Z^αω^B_1 |^2dx^{def}= III_{6,2,4,1} + III_{6,2,4,2}.

Integration by parts and applying Lemma A.1, it holds III_{6,2,4,1} = −2 ∫ R^3_+

u_3Z^αω^B_1 ∂_3Z^αω^B_1 dx

≲ ‖u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_h ‖_L2 ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). (3.57)

The bound for III_{6,2,4,2} is as follows III_{6,2,4,2} ≲ d dt ∫ R^3_+ B_1|Z^αω^B_1 |^2dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )‖(∂_hB, ∂_hω^B_h )‖^2_Hm_{co} + (‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ) + (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ),

(3.58)

where the proof in detail can be found in (B.30) in Appendix B. The combination of estimates (3.57) and (3.58) yields directly III_{6,2,4} ≲ d dt ∫ R^3_+

B_1|Z^αω^B_1 |^2dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_hω^B_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ) + (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ) + (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), which, together with estimates (3.56) and (3.54), gives directly III_6 ≲ d dt ∫ R^3_+

B_1|Z^αω^B_1 |^2dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_hω^B_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ) + (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h, ω^B_h )‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ) + (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h, ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ).

(3.59)

Deal with the term III_7. Indeed, the term III_7 vanishes if α_3 = 0. Thus, we only consider the case of α_3 ≥ 1. Similar to the term III_2, it is easy to check that III_7 ≲ ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^2_Hm−2_{co} + ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖_Hm−2_{co} ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} . (3.60) Deal with the term III_8. Due to the definition of A(u, B) in (3.36), we have III_8^{def}= ∫ R^3_+

Z^α (∂_2B · ∇u_3 − ∂_3B · ∇u_2 − ∂_2u · ∇B_3 + ∂_3u · ∇B_2) Z^αω^B_1 dx + ∫ R^3_+

Z^α (∂_3B · ∇u_1 − ∂_1B · ∇u_3 − ∂_3u · ∇B_1 + ∂_1u · ∇B_3) Z^αω^B_1 dx def = III_{8,1} + III_{8,2} + III_{8,3} + III_{8,4} + III_{8,5} + III_{8,6} + III_{8,7} + III_{8,8}.

Due to the dissipative structure of magnetic field, the estimate of III_{8,1} is somewhat complicated. Thus, we decompose III_{8,1} as follows III_{8,1} = ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^β∂_2B_2Z^γ ∂_2u_3Z^αω^B_1 dx + ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^β ∂_2B_3Z^γ ∂_3u_3Z^αω^B_1 dx + ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^β∂_2B_1Z^γ ∂_1u_3Z^αω^B_1 dx def = III_{8,1,1} + III_{8,1,2} + III_{8,1,3}.

Applying ∇ · B = 0 condition and Lemma A.1, it is easy to obtain III_{8,1,1} = − ∑ β+γ=α γ≠0 C_{β,γ} C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^β∂_1B_1Z^γ ∂_2u_3Z^αω^B_1 dx − ∫ R^3_+

Z^α∂_1B_1∂_2u_3Z^αω^B_1 dx

− ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^β∂_3B_3Z^γ ∂_2u_3Z^αω^B_1 dx ≲ ∑ β+γ=α γ≠0 C_{β,γ} ‖Z^β∂_1B_1‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^β∂_1B_1‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^γ ∂_2u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^γ ∂_2u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2}

+ ‖Z^α∂_1B_1‖_L2 ‖∂_2u_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2u_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_2u_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_2u_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} + ∑ β+γ=α ‖Z^β∂_3B_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^β ∂_3B_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^γ ∂_2u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^γ ∂_2u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} ‖∂_hu‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} ‖∂_1B‖_Hm−1_{co} + ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖ω^B_h ‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} ‖∂_hu‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_1B, ∂_3ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). (3.61) Due to the dissipative structure of magnetic field, we use integration by parts and Lemma A.1 to obtain III_{8,1,2} = ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^β∂_2B_3∂_3 ( Z^γ u_3 +

γ_3 −1∑

k=0 C_{k,γ3} (φ^′)∂^{γ1}_1 ∂^{γ2}_2 Z^k_3 u_3 ) Z^αω^B_1 dx

= − ∑ β+γ=α ∫ R^3_+

∂_3Z^β∂_2B_3Z^γ u_3Z^αω^B_1 dx − ∑ β+γ=α ∫ R^3_+

Z^β∂_2B_3Z^γ u_3∂_3Z^αω^B_1 dx

− ∑ β+γ=α γ_3−1∑

k=0 ∫ R^3_+

C^′_{k,γ3} (φ^′)Z^β∂_2B_3∂^{γ1}_1 ∂^{γ2}_2 Z^k_3 u_3Z^αω^B_1 dx

− ∑ β+γ=α γ_3−1∑

k=0 ∫ R^3_+

C_{k,γ3} (φ^′)∂_3Z^β ∂_2B_3∂^{γ1}_1 ∂^{γ2}_2 Z^k_3 u_3Z^αω^B_1 dx

− ∑ β+γ=α γ_3−1∑

k=0 ∫ R^3_+

C_{k,γ3} (φ^′)Z^β∂_2B_3∂^{γ1}_1 ∂^{γ2}_2 Z^k_3 u_3∂_3Z^αω^B_1 dx ≲(‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ).

(3.62)

Using (1.5)_2 and Lemma A.1, we have III_{8,1,3} = ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^β∂_2B_1Z^γ ∂_1u_3Z^α(∂_2B_3 − ∂_3B_2)dx

= ∑ β+γ=α β≠0,γ≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^β ∂_2B_1Z^γ ∂_1u_3Z^α∂_2B_3dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂_2B_1Z^α∂_1u_3Z^α∂_2B_3dx

+ ∫ R^3_+

Z^α∂_2B_1∂_1u_3Z^α∂_2B_3dx − ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^β∂_2B_1Z^γ ∂_1u_3Z^α∂_3B_2dx

≲ d dt ∫ R^3_+ Z^α∂_2B_1B_3Z^α∂_2B_3dx + ε‖(B, ω^B_h )‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_3B, ∂_hu)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ).

(3.63)

Here we apply (1.5)_2 to rewrite the difficult term as follows ∫ R^3_+

Z^α∂_2B_1∂_1u_3Z^α∂_2B_3dx = ∫ R^3_+

Z^α∂_2B_1(∂_tB_3 + u · ∇B_3 − ∂^2_3 B_3 − εΔ_hB_3 − B · ∇u_3)Z^α∂_2B_3dx,

and obtain similar estimate as (3.28). Therefore, the combination of estimates (3.61), (3.62) and (3.63) yields directly III_{8,1} ≲ d dt ∫ R^3_+ Z^α∂_2B_1B_3Z^α∂_2B_3dx + ε‖(B, ω^B_h )‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_3B, ∂_hu)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_1B, ∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). (3.64)

With the help of Lemma A.1, it is easy to check that III_{8,2} ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), III_{8,4} ≲ (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), III_{8,5} ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), III_{8,6} ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), III_{8,7} ≲ (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ).

(3.65)

Now, we deal with the III_{8,4} term. III_{8,4} = ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^β ∂_3u_h · Z^γ ∂_hB_2Z^αω^B_1 dx + ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^β∂_3u_3Z^γ ∂_3B_2Z^αω^B_1 dx def = III_{8,4,1} + III_{8,4,2}. Due to the dissipative structure of magnetic field, we apply integration by parts and Lemma A.1 to obtain III_{8,4,1} = ∑ β+γ=α ∫ R^3_+ ( ∂_3Z^βu_h + β_3−1∑

k=0 C_{k,β3} (φ^′)∂^{β1}_1 ∂^{β2}_2 ∂_3Z^k_3 u_h ) · Z^γ ∂_hB_2Z^αω^B_1 dx

= − ∑ β+γ=α ∫ R^3_+

Z^β u_h · ∂_3Z^γ ∂_hB_2Z^αω^B_1 dx − ∑ β+γ=α ∫ R^3_+

Z^βu_h · Z^γ ∂_hB_2∂_3Z^αω^B_1 dx

− ∑ β+γ=α β_3−1∑

k=0 ∫ R^3_+

C^′_{k,β3} (φ^′)∂^{β1}_1 ∂^{β2}_2 Z^k_3 u_h · Z^γ ∂_hB_2Z^αω^B_1 dx

− ∑ β+γ=α β_3−1∑

k=0 ∫ R^3_+

C^′_{k,β3} (φ^′)∂^{β1}_1 ∂^{β2}_2 Z^k_3 u_h · ∂_3Z^γ ∂_hB_2Z^αω^B_1 dx

− ∑ β+γ=α β_3−1∑

k=0 ∫ R^3_+

C^′_{k,β3} (φ^′)∂^{β1}_1 ∂^{β2}_2 Z^k_3 u_h · Z^γ ∂_hB_2∂_3Z^αω^B_1 dx ≲(‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), and III_{8,4,2} ≲ ∑ β+γ=α ‖Z^β∂_3u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^β∂_3u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^γ ∂_3B_2‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^γ ∂_3B_2‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ).

Therefore, we have the estimate III_{8,4,} ≲ (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). (3.66) Finally, let us deal with III_{8,8}. III_{8,8} = ∑ β+γ=α ∫ R^3_+

Z^β∂_1u_1Z^γ ∂_1B_3Z^αω^B_2 dx + ∑ β+γ=α ∫ R^3_+

Z^β∂_1u_2Z^γ ∂_2B_3Z^αω^B_2 dx

+ ∑ β+γ=α ∫ R^3_+

Z^β∂_1u_3Z^γ ∂_3B_3Z^αω^B_2 dx def = III_{8,8,1} + III_{8,8,2} + III_{8,8,3}. The help of Lemma A.1 yields directly III_{8,8,1} ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), III_{8,8,3} ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). (3.67)

Recalling the definition of w^B_2 and applying the Lemma A.1, it holds III_{8,8,2} = ∑ β+γ=α ∫ R^3_+

Z^β∂_1u_2Z^γ ∂_2B_3Z^α∂_3B_1dx − ∑ β+γ=α ∫ R^3_+

Z^β∂_1u_2Z^γ ∂_2B_3Z^α∂_1B_3dx ≲‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{co} (‖(∂_1u, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). (3.68)

The combination of estimates (3.67) and (3.68) yields III_{8,8} ≲ (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). (3.69) Then, the combination of estimates (3.64), (3.65), (3.66) and (3.69) gives directly III_8 ≲ d dt ∫ R^3_+ Z^α∂_2B_1B_3Z^α∂_2B_3dx + ε‖(B, ω^B_h )‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖(ω^u_h, ω^B_h )‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_3B, ∂_hu)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_1B, ∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). (3.70)

Deal with the term III_9. We have the following splitting:

III_9 = ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+ Z^βB_h · Z^γ ∂_hω^u_h · Z^αω^B_h dx + ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^βB_3Z^γ ∂_3ω^u_h · Z^αω^B_h dx def = III_{9,1} + III_{9,2}. Using Lemma A.1, it is easy to obtain III_{9,1} = ∑ β+γ=α γ≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+ Z^βB_h · Z^γ ∂_hω^u_h · Z^αω^B_h dx + ∫ R^3_+ Z^αB_h · ∂_hω^u_h · Z^αω^B_h dx

≲ ∑ β+γ=α γ≠0 ‖Z^βB_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^βB_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^βB_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2Z^βB_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^γ∂_hω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^γ ∂_hω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_h ‖_L2

+ ‖Z^αB_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^αB_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_hω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ (‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} .

We use integration by parts and Lemma A.1 to obtain III_{9,2} = ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^βB_3 ( ∂_3Z^γ ω^u_h + γ_3−1∑

k=0 C_{k,γ3 −1}(φ^′)∂_3∂^{γ1}_1 ∂^{γ2}_2 Z^k_3 ω^u_h ) · Z^αω^B_h dx = − ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

∂_3Z^βB_3Z^γ ω^u_h · Z^αω^B_h dx − ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^β B_3Z^γ ω^u_h · ∂_3Z^αω^B_h dx

− ∑ β+γ=α γ_3 −1∑

k=0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

C_{k,γ3 −1}(φ^′)∂_3Z^β B_3∂^{γ1}_1 ∂^{γ2}_2 Z^k_3 ω^u_h · Z^αω^B_h dx

− ∑ β+γ=α γ_3 −1∑

k=0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

C^′_{k,γ3 −1}(φ^′)Z^βB_3∂^{γ1}_1 ∂^{γ2}_2 Z^k_3 ω^u_h · Z^αω^B_h dx

− ∑ β+γ=α γ_3 −1∑

k=0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

C_{k,γ3 −1}(φ^′)Z^βB_3∂^{γ1}_1 ∂^{γ2}_2 Z^k_3 ω^u_h · ∂_3Z^αω^B_h dx ≲ ∑ β+γ=α ‖∂_3Z^βB_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3Z^βB_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^γ ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^γ ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} + ∑ β+γ=α ‖Z^βB_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^βB_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^βB_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3Z^β B_3‖^{14}_{L2} × ‖Z^γ ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^γ ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_h ‖_L2 + ∑ β+γ=α γ_3 −1∑

k=0 ‖∂_3Z^β B_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3Z^βB_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^{γ1}_1 ∂^{γ2}_2 Z^k_3 ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^{γ1}_1 ∂^{γ2}_2 Z^k_3 ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} × ‖Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} + ∑ β+γ=α γ_3 −1∑

k=0 ‖Z^βB_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^βB_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^{γ1}_1 ∂^{γ2}_2 Z^k_3 ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^{γ1}_1 ∂^{γ2}_2 Z^k_3 ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} × ‖Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} + ∑ β+γ=α γ_3 −1∑

k=0 ‖Z^βB_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^βB_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^βB_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3Z^β B_3‖^{14}_{L2}

× ‖∂^{γ1}_1 ∂^{γ2}_2 Z^k_3 ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^{γ1}_1 ∂^{γ2}_2 Z^k_3 ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_h ‖_L2 ≲ (‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h, ω^B_h )‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ).

Combining the estimates of terms III_{9,1} and III_{9,2}, it holds III_9 ≲ (‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). (3.71) Integrating (3.37) and (3.42) in time and inserting all the estimates presented above for II_1 through II_5 and III_1 through III_9, we obtain (3.1) after using equivalent norms in (B.6) and (B.8). This concludes the proof of (3.2).

3.3 Estimate of horizontal dissipation of magnetic field

This section aims to prove (3.3), that is G(t) ≲ E(0) + E(t) + E(t)^{32} + G(t)^{32} .

For notational convenience, we drop the superscript ε throughout this section. We use (1.5)_1 to write ∂_1B = ∂_tu + u · ∇u − Δ_hu + ∇p − ε∂^2_3 u − B · ∇B. Hence, for every m ≥ 3, we have

‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{co} = ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∫ R^3_+ Z^α ( ∂_tu + u · ∇u − Δ_hu + ∇p − ε∂^2_3 u − B · ∇B ) · Z^α∂_1Bdx def = IV_1 + IV_2 + IV_3 + IV_4 + IV_5 + IV_6.

(3.72)

Deal with IV_1 term. Using (1.5)_3, it is easy to check that IV_1 = ∑ |α|≤m−1 d dt ∫ R^3_+ Z^αu · Z^α∂_1Bdx − ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∫ R^3_+ Z^αu · Z^α∂_1∂_tBdx

= ∑ |α|≤m−1 d dt ∫ R^3_+ Z^αu · Z^α∂_1Bdx

− ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∫ R^3_+

Z^αu · Z^α∂_1(−u · ∇B + ∂^2_3 B + εΔ_hB + B · ∇u + ∂_1u)dx def = IV_{1,1} + IV_{1,2} + IV_{1,3} + IV_{1,4} + IV_{1,5} + IV_{1,6}.

(3.73)

Applying Lemma A.1, it is easy to check that

IV_{1,2} = − ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+ Z^βu_h · Z^γ ∂_hB · ∂_1Z^αudx

− ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^βu_3Z^γ ∂_3B · ∂_1Z^αudx ≲ ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α ‖Z^βu_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^β u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_hZ^γ B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂_hZ^γ B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^α∂_1u‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^α∂_1u‖^{12}_{L2} + ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α ‖Z^βu_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^βu_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^γ∂_3B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^γ ∂_3B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^α∂_1u‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^α∂_1u‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{co} ‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} , (3.74) and IV_{1,5} = ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+ Z^β B_h · Z^γ ∂_hu · ∂_1Z^αudx

+ ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^βB_3 · Z^γ ∂_3u · ∂_1Z^αudx ≲ ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α ‖Z^βB‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^βB‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^γ ∂_hu‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^γ ∂_hu‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^α∂_1u‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^α∂_1u‖^{12}_{L2} + ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α ‖Z^βB_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^β B_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^γ∂_3u‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^γ ∂_3u‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^α∂_1u‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^α∂_1u‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). (3.75)

Using Cauchy’s inequality and integration by parts, it is easy to check that IV_{1,3} = ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∫ R^3_+

∂_1Z^αu_h · Z^α∂^2_3 B_hdx + ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∫ R^3_+

∂_1Z^αu_3Z^α∂^2_3 B_3dx

≲ ‖∂_1Z^αu_h‖_L2 ‖Z^α∂^2_3 B_h‖_L2 + ‖∂_1Z^αu_3‖_L2 ‖Z^α∂^2_3 B_3‖_L2 ≲ ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{co} ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} + ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{co} ‖∂_3B‖_Hm_{co} , IV_{1,4} = −ε ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∫ R^3_+ ∂_1∂_hZ^αu · ∂_hZ^αBdx ≲ ε‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{co} ‖∂_hB‖_Hm_{co} ,

IV_{1,6} = ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∫ R^3_+ ∂_1Z^αu · Z^α∂_1udx ≲ ‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{co} .

(3.76)

Then combination of estimates (3.74), (3.75) and (3.76) yields directly IV_1 ≲ ∑ |α|≤m−1 d dt ∫ R^3_+

Z^αu · Z^α∂_1Bdx + (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} + ε‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{co} ) + (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). Deal with terms IV_2, IV_3 and IV_5. We also use Lemma A.1 to obtain

IV_2 = ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+ Z^βu · Z^γ ∇u · Z^α∂_1Bdx ≲ ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α ‖Z^βu‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^βu‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^γ ∇u‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^γ ∇u‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^α∂_1B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^α∂_1B‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖∂_hu‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖∇u‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} ‖∂_h∇u‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} ‖∂_1B‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ≲ ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖_Hm_{co} (‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} )(‖∂_hu‖^{12}_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} )‖∂_1B‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), IV_3 ≲ ∑ |α|≤m−1 ‖Z^αΔ_hu‖_L2 ‖Z^α∂_1B‖_L2 ≲ ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{co} ‖∂_1B‖_Hm−1_{co} ,

IV_5 = −ε ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∫ R^3_+

∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α2}_2 (_{α3 −1} ∑ k=0 C_{k,α3} (φ^′)∂_3Z^k_3 ∂_3u + ∂_3Z^{α3}_3 ∂_3u ) · Z^α∂_1Bdx

= ε ∑ |α|≤m−1 α_3−1∑

k=0 ∫ R^3_+

C^′_{k,α3} (φ^′)∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α2}_2 Z^k_3 ∂_3u · Z^α∂_1Bdx

+ ε ∑ |α|≤m−1 α_3 −1∑

k=0 ∫ R^3_+

C_{k,α3} (φ^′)∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α2}_2 Z^k_3 ∂_3u · ∂_3Z^α∂_1Bdx

+ ε ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∫ R^3_+

Z^α∂_3u · ∂_3Z^α∂_1Bdx ≲ ε‖∂_3u‖_Hm−2_{co} ‖∂_1B‖_Hm−1_{co} + ε‖∂_3u‖_Hm−1_{co} ‖∂_3B‖_Hm_{co} . Deal with terms IV_4. Using Hölder inequality, we have IV_4 ≲ ‖∇p‖_Hm−1_{co} ‖∂_1B‖_Hm−1_{co} . (3.77) In order to bound the pressure p, we take divergence operator to (1.5)_1 and obtain the equation Δp = ∇ · (B · ∇B − u · ∇u) in R^3_+ , which, together with estimate (A.12) in Lemma A.2, yields directly ‖∇p‖_Hm−1_{co} ≲ ‖B · ∇B‖_Hm−1_{co} + ‖u · ∇u‖_Hm−1_{co} + ‖∇ · (B · ∇B)‖_Hm−2_{co} + ‖∇ · (u · ∇u)‖_Hm−2_{co} def = IV_{4,1} + IV_{4,2} + IV_{4,3} + IV_{4,4}.

Using Lemma A.1, it is easy to check that IV_{4,1} ≲ ∑ |α|≤m−1 ( ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 ‖Z^βB_h · Z^γ ∂_hB‖^2_L2 + ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 ‖Z^βB_3Z^γ ∂_3B‖^2_L2

+ ‖B_h · Z^α∂_hB‖^2_L2 + ‖B_3Z^α∂_3B‖^2_L2 )

≲ ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 ‖Z^βB_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^βB_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^βB_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_3Z^βB_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^γ ∂_hB‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^γ ∂_hB‖^{12}_{L2}

+ ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 ‖Z^βB_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^βB_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^βB_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3Z^β B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^γ ∂_3B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^γ ∂_3B‖^{12}_{L2}

+ ∑ |α|≤m−1 ‖B_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2B_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2B_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^α∂_hB‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^α∂_hB‖^{12}_{L2} + ∑ |α|≤m−1 ‖B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^α∂_3B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^α∂_3B‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{co} (‖∂_3B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_1B‖_Hm−1_{co} ) + ‖B‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖∂_3B‖^{32}_Hm_{co} . (3.78) Similarly, it is easy to check that

IV_{4,3} ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{co} (‖∂_3B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_1B‖_Hm−1_{co} ) + ‖B‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖∂_3B‖^{32}_Hm_{co} . (3.79)

Applying the divergence free condition ∇ · u = 0 and Lemma A.1, it is easy to check that IV_{4,2} ≲ ∑ |α|≤m−1 ( ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 ‖Z^βu · Z^γ ∇u‖^2_L2 + ‖u · Z^α∇u‖_L2 )

≲ ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 ‖Z^βu_h · Z^γ ∂_hu‖^2_L2 + ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α β≠0 ‖Z^βu_3Z^γ ∂_3u‖^2_L2

+ ∑ |α|≤m−1 ‖u_h · Z^α∂_hu‖_L2 + ∑ |α|≤m−1 ‖u_3Z^α∂_3u‖_L2 ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} ),

(3.80)

and IV_{4,4} ≲ ∑ |α|≤m−2 ∑ β+γ=α (_2∑ i,j=1 ‖Z^β∂_iu_j Z^γ ∂_j u_i‖^2_L2 + 2∑ i=1 ‖Z^β∂_iu_3Z^γ ∂_3u_i‖^2_L2 )

+ ∑ |α|≤m−2 ∑ β+γ=α (_2∑ j=1 ‖Z^β∂_3u_j Z^γ ∂_j u_3‖^2_L2 + ‖Z^β∂_3u_3Z^γ ∂_3u_3‖^2_L2 )

≲‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_hu‖^{32}_Hm_{co} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} + ‖ω^u_h‖_Hm−1_{co} ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{co} .

(3.81)

The combination of estimates (3.78), (3.79), (3.80) and (3.81), it holds ‖∇p‖_Hm−1_{co} ≲(‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖_Hm−1_{co} ) + ‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_hu‖^{32}_Hm_{co} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} + ‖B‖^{12}_Hm_{co} ‖∂_3B‖^{32}_Hm_{co} , which, together with (3.77), yields directly IV_4 ≲ (‖(u, B)‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^u_h‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). Deal with terms IV_6. We have the splitting: IV_6 = − ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α β≠0,γ≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+ Z^βB · Z^γ ∇B · Z^α∂_1Bdx

+ ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∫ R^3_+ Z^αB · ∇B · Z^α∂_1Bdx + ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∫ R^3_+ B · Z^α∇B · Z^α∂_1Bdx def = IV_{6,1} + IV_{6,2} + IV_{6,3}.

Using Lemma A.1, we have IV_{6,1} = − ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α β≠0,γ≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+ Z^βB_h · Z^γ ∂_hB · Z^α∂_1Bdx

− ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α β≠0,γ≠0 C_{β,γ} ∫ R^3_+

Z^βB_3Z^γ ∂_3B · Z^α∂_1Bdx

≲ ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α β≠0,γ≠0 ‖Z^βB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^βB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2Z^βB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2Z^β B‖^{14}_{L2}

× ‖Z^γ∂_hB‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^γ ∂_hB‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^α∂_1B‖_L2 + ∑ |α|≤m−1 ∑ β+γ=α β≠0,γ≠0 ‖Z^βB_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^βB_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^βB_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3Z^βB_3‖^{14}_{L2}

× ‖Z^γ ∂_3B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^γ ∂_3B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^α∂_1B‖_L2 ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{co} (‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). Similarly, it is easy to check that IV_{6,2}, IV_{6,3} ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{co} (‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). Thus, combining the estimates of IV_{6,1} through IV_{6,3}, we obtain IV_6 ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{co} (‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ). Integrating (3.72) in time, invoking the bound for IV_1 through IV_6 and applying equivalent norms (B.6) and (B.7) to the time integrals, we obtain (3.3). Here, we give some details. Indeed, we have ∫_t 0 IV_1(τ)dτ ≲ E(0) + E(t) + E(t)^{32} , where we have used the following fact ∑ |α|≤m−1 | | | ∫_t 0 d dτ ∫ R^3_+ Z^αu(τ, x) · Z^α∂_1B(τ, x)dxdτ | | |

≤ ∑ |α|≤m−1 ‖Z^αu(t)‖_L2 ‖Z^α∂_1B(t)‖_L2 + ∑ |α|≤m−1 ‖Z^αu(0)‖_L2 ‖Z^α∂_1B(0)‖_L2 ≤ ‖u(t)‖_Hm_{co} ‖B(t)‖_Hm_{co} + ‖u(0)‖_Hm_{co} ‖B(0)‖_Hm_{co} ≤ E(t) + E(0). The integrals of IV_3 and IV_5 are slightly different. Indeed, we have ∫_t 0 IV_3(τ)dτ ≤ E(t)^{12} G(t)^{12} ≤ 1 4 G(t) + CE(t), ∫_t 0 IV_5(τ)dτ ≲ E(t)^{12} G(t)^{12} + E(t)^{12} E(t)^{12} ≤ 1 4 G(t) + CE(t), and ∫_t 0 (IV_2(τ) + IV_4(τ) + IV_6(τ))dτ ≲ E(t)^{32} + G(t)^{32} .

Combining all the bounds above gives G(t) ≤ 1 2 G(t) + CE(0) + CE(t) + CE(t)^{32} + CG(t)^{32} .

This completes the proof of (3.3).

4 Asymptotic behavior of global solution

In this section, we will provide some convergence rate for the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation. First of all, based on the global-in-time uniform estimate (1.8) in Theorem 1.1, one can establish the estimate (1.12) under the small initial data condition (1.11). Thus, our target here is to establish the decay rate estimate of global solution for the anisotropic Navier-Stokes equation. This time decay rate will play an important role in the convergence rate of global solution with respect to ε. Secondly, we will establish the asymptotic behavior with respect to parameter ε and time t. In this section, we will provide some convergence rate for the following incompressible Navier-Stokes equation

∂_tu^ε + u^ε · ∇u^ε − Δ_hu^ε + ∇p^ε = ε∂^2_3 u^ε in R^3_+ , ∇ · u^ε = 0 in R^3_+ , u^ε_3 = 0, ∂_3u^ε_h = 0 on R^2 × {x_3 = 0}, u^ε|_{t=0} = u_0 in R^3_+ .

(4.1)

As ε → 0^+, then (u^ε, ∇p^ε) will converge to the solution (u^0, ∇p^0) satisfying

∂_tu^0 + u^0 · ∇u^0 − Δ_hu^0 + ∇p^0 = 0 in R^3_+ , ∇ · u^0 = 0 in R^3_+ , u^0_3 = 0 on R^2 × {x_3 = 0}, u^0|_{t=0} = u_0 in R^3_+ .

(4.2)

Then, we will establish uniform (with respect to ε) decay rate for the global solution of system (4.1).

4.1 Decay rate of global solution

For notational convenience, we drop the superscript ε throughout this section. Let us define σ^{def}= s − 14s − 13 6(2 − s) and s ∈ ( 13 14 , 1 ) . (4.3)

For any small positive constant δ > 0, let us assume

(1 + t)^s ( ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^σ ( ‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) dτ ≤ δ, (4.4) for all t ∈ (0, T ]. Then, we will establish some energy estimates under the assumption (4.4). Lemma 4.1. Under the assumptions of (4.3) and (4.4), the global solution of system (4.1) will obey

‖Λ^{−s}_h u(t)‖^2_L2 + ∫_t 0 ‖∂_hΛ^{−s}_h u‖^2_L2 dτ + ε ∫_t 0 ‖∂_3Λ^{−s}_h u‖^2_L2 dτ ≤ 2‖Λ^{−s}_h u_0‖^2_L2 + C_{s,σ} δ^2, (4.5)

where C_{s,σ} is a constant independent of time. Proof. From the equation (4.1), it holds 1 2 d dt ‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_hΛ^{−s}_h u‖^2_L2 + ε‖∂_3Λ^{−s}_h u‖^2_L2 = ∫ R^3_+ Λ^{−s}_h (u · ∇u) · Λ^{−s}_h udx. (4.6) Using Hölder’s inequality, inequality (A.13) in Lemma A.3 and inequality (A.6) in Lemma A.1, we have ∫ R^3_+ Λ^{−s}_h (u · ∇u) · Λ^{−s}_h udx

≲ ∫_{+∞} 0 ( ‖u_h∂_hu‖_L 1_{12 + s2 (R2)} + ‖u_3∂_3u‖_L 1_{12 + s2 (R2)} ) ‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖_L2_{(R}2_)dx_3 ≲ ∫_{+∞} 0 ‖u_h‖_L 2_{s (R2)}‖∂_hu‖_L2_{(R}2_)‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖_L2_{(R}2_)dx_3 + ∫_{+∞} 0 ‖u_3‖_L 2_{s (R2)}‖∂_3u‖_L2_{(R}2_)‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖_L2_{(R}2_)dx_3 ≲ ‖ ‖‖u_h‖_{L∞(R+)} ‖ ‖_{L 2s (R2)} ‖∂_hu‖_{L2} ‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖_{L2} + ‖ ‖‖u_3‖_{L∞(R+)} ‖ ‖_{L 2s (R2)} ‖∂_3u‖_{L2} ‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖_{L2}

≲ (‖u_h‖_L2 ‖∂_2u_h‖_L2 + ‖∂_1u_h‖_L2 ‖∂_{12}u_h‖_L2 )^{1−s2} ‖u_h‖^{2s−12}_{L2} ‖∂_3u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_hu‖_L2 ‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖_L2 + (‖u_3‖_L2 ‖∂_2u_3‖_L2 + ‖∂_1u_3‖_L2 ‖∂_{12}u_3‖_L2 )^{1−s2} ‖u_3‖^{2s−12}_{L2} ‖∂_3u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3u‖_L2 ‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖_L2 ≲ ‖(u_h, ∂_1u_h, ∂_3u_h)‖^{1+s2}_{L2} ‖∂_hu‖^{3−s2}_{H1tan} ‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖_L2 + ‖(u_3, ∂_1u_3, ∂_3u)‖^{2+s2}_{L2} ‖∂_hu‖^{2−s2}_{H1tan} ‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖_L2 .

(4.7)

Substituting the estimate (4.7) into (4.6) and integrating over [0, t], we have 1 2 ‖Λ^{−s}_h u(t)‖^2_L2 + ∫_t 0 ‖∂_hΛ^{−s}_h u‖^2_L2 dτ + ε ∫_t 0 ‖∂_3Λ^{−s}_h u‖^2_L2 dτ ≲ 1 2 ‖Λ^{−s}_h u_0‖^2_L2 + sup_t ‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖_L2 ∫_t 0 ‖(u_h, ∂_1u_h, ∂_3u_h)‖^{1+s2}_{L2} ‖∂_hu‖^{3−s2}_{H1tan} dτ + sup_t ‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖_L2 ∫_t 0 ‖(u_3, ∂_1u_3, ∂_3u)‖^{2+s2}_{L2} ‖∂_hu‖^{2−s2}_{H1tan} dτ.

(4.8)

Using the estimate (4.4) and Hölder’s inequality, we have ∫_t 0 ‖(u_h, ∂_1u_h, ∂_3u_h)‖^{1+s2}_{L2} ‖∂_hu‖^{3−s2}_{H1tan} dτ

≤ {∫_t 0 ‖(u_h, ∂_1u_h, ∂_3u_h)‖^2_L2 (1 + τ)^{− 3−s1+s σ} dτ

}^{1+s}_4 {∫_t 0 ‖∂_hu‖^2_H1_{tan} (1 + τ)^σ dτ

}^{3−s}_4

≲ δ {∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{−s− 3−s1+s σ} dτ }^{1+s}_4 ≲ C_{s,σ} δ,

(4.9)

and ∫_t 0 ‖(u_3, ∂_1u_3, ∂_3u)‖^{2+s2}_{L2} ‖∂_hu‖^{2−s2}_{H1tan} dτ

≲ {∫_t 0 ‖(u_3, ∂_1u_3, ∂_3u)‖^2_L2 (1 + τ)^{− 2−s2+s σ} dτ

}^{2+s}_4 {∫_t 0 ‖∂_hu‖^2_H1_{tan} (1 + τ)^σ dτ

}^{2−s}_4

≲ δ {∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{−s− 2−s2+s σ} dτ }^{2+s}_4 ≲ C_{s,σ} δ.

(4.10)

Substituting the estimates (4.8) and (4.10) into (4.7) and using the Cauchy’s inequality, it holds

‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖^2_L2 + ∫_t 0 ‖∂_hΛ^{−s}_h u‖^2_L2 dτ + ε ∫_t 0 ‖∂_3Λ^{−s}_h u‖^2_L2 dτ ≤ 2‖Λ^{−s}_h u_0‖^2_L2 + C_{s,σ} δ^2. (4.11) Therefore, we complete the proof of this lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Under the assumptions of (4.3) and (4.4), the global solution of system (4.1) will obey

‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 + ∫_t 0 ‖∂_hΛ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 dτ +ε ∫_t 0 ‖∂_3Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 dτ ≤ 2(‖Λ^{−s}_h (ω^u_h )|_{t=0}‖^2_L2 +E(0)^2)+C_{s,σ} δ^2, (4.12) where C_{s,σ} is a constant independent of time.

Proof. Taking vorticity operator to the equation (4.1), then it holds 1 2 d dt ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_hΛ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 + ε‖∂_3Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 = ∫ R^3_+ Λ^{−s}_h (w^u · ∇u_h) · Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h dx − ∫ R^3_+ Λ^{−s}_h (u · ∇ω^u_h ) · Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h dx. (4.13)

The Hölder’s inequality and (A.13) in Lemma A.3 yield directly ∫ R^3_+ Λ^{−s}_h (u · ∇ω^u_h ) · Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h dx

≲ ∫_{+∞} 0 ( ‖u_h∂_hω^u_h ‖_L 1_{12 + s2 (R2)} + ‖u_3∂_3ω^u_h ‖_L 1_{12 + s2 (R2)} ) ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2_{(R}2_)dx_3.

(4.14)

Obviously, it holds ∫_{+∞} 0 ‖u_h∂_hω^u_h ‖_L 1_{12 + s2 (R2)}‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2_{(R}2_)dx_3 ≲ ∫_{+∞} 0 ‖u_h‖_L 2_{s (R2)}‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_L2_{(R}2_)‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2_{(R}2_)dx_3 ≲ ‖ ‖‖u_h‖_{L∞(R+)} ‖ ‖_{L 2s} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_{L2} ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_{L2}

≲ (‖u_h‖_L2 ‖∂_2u_h‖_L2 + ‖∂_1u_h‖_L2 ‖∂_{12}u_h‖_L2 )^{1−s2} ‖u_h‖^{2s−12}_{L2} ‖∂_3u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_L2 ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2 ≲ ‖(u_h, ∂_1u_h, ∂_3u_h)‖^{1+s2}_{L2} ‖(∂_2u_h, ∂_{12}u_h, ∂_hω^u_h )‖^{3−s2}_{L2} ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2 .

(4.15)

Now, let us deal with the difficult term ∫_{+∞} 0 ‖u_3∂_3ω^u_h ‖_L 1_{12 + s2 (R2)}‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2_{(R}2_)dx_3. Indeed, it is easy to

check that u_3∂_3ω^u_h = u_3∂_3ω^u_h χ(x_3) + u_3∂_3ω^u_h (1 − χ(x_3)) = ∫_{x3} 0 ∂_3u_3dξ∂_3ω^u_h χ(x_3) + φ^{−1}u_3φ∂_3ω^u_h (1 − χ(x_3)),

which yields directly |u_3∂_3ω^u_h | ≲ ‖∂_3u_3‖_L∞_{(R+)}|Z_3ω^u_h | + |u_3||Z_3ω^u_h |.

Here χ(x_3) is a smooth cutoff function supported near the boundary x_3 = 0. Then, this decomposition yields directly ∫_{+∞} 0 ‖u_3∂_3ω^u_h ‖_L 1_{12 + s2 (R2)}‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2_{(R}2_)dx_3 ≲ ∫_{+∞} 0 (‖ ‖‖∂_3u_3‖_{L∞(R+)} ‖ ‖_{L 2s (R2)} + ‖ ‖‖u_3‖_{L∞(R+)} ‖ ‖_{L 2s (R2)} ) ‖Z_3ω^u_h ‖_L2_{(R}2_)‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2_{(R}2_)dx_3 ≲ (‖ ‖‖∂_3u_3‖_{L∞(R+)} ‖ ‖_{L 2s (R2)} + ‖ ‖‖u_3‖_{L∞(R+)} ‖ ‖_{L 2s (R2)} ) ‖Z_3ω^u_h ‖_L2 ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2 ≲ (‖ ‖‖∂_3u_3‖_{L∞(R+)} ‖ ‖_{L 2s (R2)} + ‖ ‖‖u_3‖_{L∞(R+)} ‖ ‖_{L 2s (R2)} ) ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2 × ( ‖ω^u_h‖_L2 + ‖ω^u_h‖^{34}_{L2} ‖Z^3_3 ω^u_h ‖^{14}_{L2} + ‖ω^u_h ‖^{23}_{L2} ‖Z^3_3 ω^u_h ‖^{13}_{L2} )

≲ ‖(ω^u_h , Z^3_3 ω^u_h )‖^{13}_{L2} ( ‖∂_hu_h‖^{12}_{H2tan} ‖∂_h∂_3u_h‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖u_3‖^{s2}_{H1tan} ‖∂_hu‖^{2−s2}_{H1tan} ) ‖ω^u_h ‖^{23}_{L2} ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2 ,

(4.16)

where we have used the estimate ‖ ‖‖∂_3u_3‖_{L∞(R+)} ‖ ‖_{L 2s (R2)} + ‖ ‖‖u_3‖_{L∞(R+)} ‖ ‖_{L 2s (R2)} ≲ (‖∂_3u_3‖_L2 ‖∂_2∂_3u_3‖_L2 + ‖∂_1∂_3u_3‖_L2 ‖∂_{12}∂_3u_3‖_L2 )^{1−s2} ‖∂_3u_3‖^{2s−12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂_3u_3‖^{12}_{L2}

+ (‖u_3‖_L2 ‖∂_2u_3‖_L2 + ‖∂_1u_3‖_L2 ‖∂_{12}u_3‖_L2 )^{1−s2} ‖u_3‖^{2s−12}_{L2} ‖∂_3u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖∂_hu_h‖^{12}_{H2tan} ‖∂_h∂_3u_h‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖u_3‖^{s2}_{H1tan} ‖∂_hu‖^{2−s2}_{H1tan} . Substituting estimates (4.15) and (4.16) into (4.14), we have ∫ R^3_+ Λ^{−s}_h (u · ∇ω^u_h ) · Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h dx ≲ ‖(u_h, ∂_1u_h, ∂_3u_h)‖^{1+s2}_{L2} ‖(∂_2u_h, ∂_{12}u_h, ∂_hω^u_h )‖^{3−s2}_{L2} ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2

+ ‖(ω^u_h , Z^3_3 ω^u_h )‖^{13}_{L2} (‖∂_hu_h‖^{12}_{H2tan} ‖∂_h∂_3u_h‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖u_3‖^{s2}_{H1tan} ‖∂_hu‖^{2−s2}_{H1tan} )‖ω^u_h ‖^{23}_{L2} ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2 .

(4.17)

Similarly, it holds ∫ R^3_+

Λ^{−s}_h (w^u · ∇u_h) · Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h dx ≲ ∫_{+∞} 0 (‖ω^u_h · ∂_hu_h‖_L 1_{12 + s2 (R2)} + ‖ω^u_3 ∂_3u_h‖_L 1_{12 + s2 (R2)})‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2_{(R}2_)dx_3

≲ (‖∂_hu_h‖_L2 ‖∂_2∂_hu_h‖_L2 + ‖∂_1∂_hu_h‖_L2 ‖∂_{12}∂_hu_h‖_L2 )^{1−s2}

× ‖∂_hu_h‖^{2s−12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂_hu_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖ω^u_h‖_L2 ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2

+ (‖ω^u_3 ‖_L2 ‖∂_2ω^u_3 ‖_L2 + ‖∂_1ω^u_3 ‖_L2 ‖∂_{12}ω^u_3 ‖_L2 )^{1−s2}

× ‖ω^u_3 ‖^{2s−12}_{L2} ‖∂_3ω^u_3 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3u_h‖_L2 ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2

≲ ‖(∂_hu_h, ∂^2_hu_h, ∂^3_hu_h, ∂_3∂_hu_h)‖_L2 ‖(ω^u_h , ∂_3u_h)‖_L2 ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2 .

(4.18)

Substituting the estimates (4.17) and (4.18) into (4.13), we have 1 2 d dt ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_hΛ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 + ε‖∂_3Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2

≲ ‖(ω^u_h , Z^3_3 ω^u_h )‖^{13}_{L2} ( ‖∂_hu_h‖^{12}_{H2tan} ‖∂_h∂_3u_h‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖u_3‖^{s2}_{H1tan} ‖∂_hu‖^{2−s2}_{H1tan} ) ‖ω^u_h ‖^{23}_{L2} ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2

+ ‖(u_h, ∂_1u_h, ∂_3u_h)‖^{1+s2}_{L2} ‖(∂_2u_h, ∂_{12}u_h, ∂_hω^u_h )‖^{3−s2}_{L2} ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2 + ‖(∂_hu_h, ∂^2_hu_h, ∂^3_hu_h, ∂_3∂_hu_h)‖_L2 ‖(ω^u_h , ∂_3u_h)‖_L2 ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2 ,

which, integrating over [0, t], yields directly 1 2 ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h (t)‖^2_L2 + ∫_t 0 ‖∂_hΛ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 dτ + ε ∫_t 0 ‖∂_3Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 dτ ≲ 1 2 ‖Λ^{−s}_h (ω^u_h )|_{t=0}‖^2_L2 + 1 4 sup_t ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 + { ∫_t 0 ‖(u_h, ∂_1u_h, ∂_3u_h)‖^{1+s2}_{L2} ‖(∂_2u_h, ∂_{12}u_h, ∂_hω^u_h )‖^{3−s2}_{L2} dτ

}_2

+ { ∫_t 0 ‖(∂_hu_h, ∂^2_hu_h, ∂^3_hu_h, ∂_3∂_hu_h)‖_L2 ‖(ω^u_h , ∂_3u_h)‖_L2 dτ

}_2

+ sup_t ‖(ω^u_h , Z^3_3 ω^u_h )‖^{23}_{L2} { ∫_t 0 (‖∂_hu_h‖^{12}_{H2tan} ‖∂_h∂_3u_h‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖u_3‖^{s2}_{H1tan} ‖∂_hu‖^{2−s2}_{H1tan} )‖ω^u_h ‖^{23}_{L2} dτ

}_2 .

(4.19)

Using the assumption (4.4), it is easy to check that ∫_t 0 ‖(u_h, ∂_1u_h, ∂_3u_h)‖^{1+s2}_{L2} ‖(∂_2u_h, ∂_{12}u_h, ∂_hω^u_h )‖^{3−s2}_{L2} dτ ≲ { ∫_t 0 ‖(u_h, ∂_1u_h, ∂_3u_h)‖^2_L2 (1 + τ)^{− 3−s1+s σ}dτ

} 1+s_4 { ∫_t 0 ‖(∂_2u_h, ∂_{12}u_h, ∂_hω^u_h )‖^2_L2 (1 + τ)^σ dτ } 3−s_4

≲ δ { ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{−s− 3−s1+s σ} dτ } 1+s_4 ≤ δC_{s,σ} ,

(4.20)

and ∫_t 0 ‖(∂_hu_h, ∂^2_hu_h, ∂^3_hu_h, ∂_3∂_hu_h)‖_L2 ‖(ω^u_h , ∂_3u_h)‖_L2 dτ ≲ { ∫_t 0 ‖(∂_hu_h, ∂^2_hu_h, ∂^3_hu_h, ∂_3∂_hu_h)‖^2_L2 (1 + τ)^σ dτ

} 1_2 { ∫_t 0 ‖(ω^u_h , ∂_3u_h)‖^2_L2 (1 + τ)^{−σ} dτ

} 1_2

≲ δ { ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{−s−σ} dτ } 1_2 ≤ δC_{s,σ} . (4.21)

Similarly, it holds ∫_t 0 ‖∂_hu_h‖^{12}_{H2tan} ‖∂_h∂_3u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖ω^u_h‖^{23}_{L2} dτ ≲ { ∫_t 0 ‖∂_hu_h‖_H2_{tan} ‖∂_h∂_3u_h‖_L2 (1 + τ)^σ dτ

} 1_2 { ∫_t 0 ‖ω^u_h‖^{43}_{L2} (1 + τ)^{−σ} dτ

} 1_2

≲ δ^{56} { ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{− 23 s−σ} dτ

} 1_2 ≤ δ^{56} C_{s,σ} , (4.22) and ∫_t 0 ‖u_3‖^{s2}_{H1tan} ‖∂_hu‖^{2−s2}_{H1tan} ‖ω^u_h‖^{23}_{L2} dτ ≲ { ∫_t 0 ‖(u_3, ∂_hu_3, ω^u_h )‖

2(3s+4) 3(s+2)

L^2 (1 + τ) −^{2−s}_{2+s} σdτ } 2+s_4 { ∫_t 0 ‖∂_hu‖^2_H1_{tan} (1 + τ)^σ dτ } 2−s_4

≲ δ^{56} { ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{− 3s+43(s+2) s− 2−s2+s σ} dτ

} 2+s_4

≲ δ^{56} { ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{−6s−136(s+2)} dτ

} 2+s_4 ≤ δ^{56} C_{s,σ} ,

(4.23)

where s ∈ (^{13}_{14} , 1) and σ = s −^{14s−13}_{6(2−s)} . Substituting estimates (4.20), (4.21), (4.22) and (4.23) into (4.19), it holds

‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 + ∫_t 0 ‖∂_hΛ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 dτ + ε ∫_t 0 ‖∂_3Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 dτ ≤ 2 ( ‖Λ^{−s}_h (ω^u_h )|_{t=0}‖^2_L2 + E(0)^2 ) + C_{s,σ} δ^2. Therefore, we complete the proof of this lemma.

Now, it is already to establish the decay rate estimate for the global solution of system (4.1).

Lemma 4.3. Under the assumptions of (4.3) and (4.4), the global solution of system (4.1) will obey

(1 + t)^s ( ‖u(t)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h(t)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) ≤ CC_0, (4.24)

where the constant C_0^{def}= ‖Λ^{−s}_h u_0‖^2_{L2} + ‖Λ^{−s}_h (ω^u_h )|_{t=0}‖^2_{L2} + E(0) + C_{s,σ} δ^2.

Proof. Due to the system (4.1), it is easy to establish the following differential inequality: d dt ( ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + ( ‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + ε ( ‖∂_3u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_3ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) ≤ 0, (4.25)

which can be proved in (B.45) in Appendix B. Using the interpolation inequality, we have for s ∈ (0, 1), ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} ≲ ‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖^{21+s}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖^{2s1+s}_Hm_{tan} ≲ ( ‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖_L2 + ‖u‖_Hm_{tan} ) 2_{1+s} ‖∂_hu‖^{2s1+s}_Hm_{tan} , (4.26) and ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ≲ ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^{21+s}_{Hm−1tan} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^{2s1+s}_{Hm−1tan} ≲ ( ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2 + ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} ) 2_{1+s} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^{2s1+s}_{Hm−1tan} . (4.27) The combination of estimates (4.5), (4.12) and Theorem 1.1 yields directly

‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖^2_L2 + ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 + ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan}

≲ ‖Λ^{−s}_h u_0‖^2_L2 + ‖Λ^{−s}_h (ω^u_h )|_{t=0}‖^2_L2 + E(0) + C_sδ^{2 def}= C_0,

(4.28)

Substituting estimate (4.28) into (4.26) and (4.27), then we have ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ≲ C^{11+s}_0 ( ‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) s_{1+s} , which, together with the differential inequality (4.25), yields directly d dt ( ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + C^{− 1s}_0 ( ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )_{1+} 1_s ≤ 0.

Then, we can obtain the decay estimate ‖u(t)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h (t)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ≲ C_0(1 + t)^{−s}, or equivalently (1 + t)^s ( ‖u(t)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h(t)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) ≤ CC_0. Therefore, we complete the proof of this lemma.

Finally, we will establish the time integral of viscous part of velocity with suitable weight. This will help us control the term in estimate (4.40).

Lemma 4.4. Under the assumptions of (4.3) and (4.4), the global solution of system (4.1) will obey

(1 + t)^σ ( ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^σ ( ‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) dτ + ε ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^σ ( ‖∂_3u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_3ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) dτ ≤ C_{s,σ} C_0 + δ 8 , (4.29)

where the constant C_0 is defined in Lemma 4.3.

Proof. For any suitable function f, let us define the sphere as follows (cf.[57, 58]): S(t)^{def}= { ξ_h ∈ R^2 | | | |ξ^h| ≤ ( R 1 + t

) 1_2 } , then we have

‖∂_hf‖^2_L2_{(R}2_) ≥ ∫ R^2/S(t) |ξ_h|^2|f̂|^2dξ_h ≥ R 1 + t ∫ R^2 |f̂|^2dξ_h − R 1 + t ∫ S(t) |f̂|^2dξ_h ≥ R 1 + t ∫ R^2 |f̂|^2dξ_h − ( R 1 + t

)_{1+σ} ∫ S(t) |ξ_h|^{−2σ}|f̂|^2dξ_h ≥ R 1 + t ∫ R^2 |f̂|^2dξ_h − ( R 1 + t

)_{1+σ} ∫

R^2 |ξ_h|^{−2σ} |f̂|^2dξ_h. Here the constant R will be defined later. Then, we have the following important relation

‖∂_hf‖^2_L2_{(R}3_{+)} ≥ R 1 + t

‖f‖^2_L2_{(R}3_{+)} − ( R 1 + t )_{1+σ} ‖Λ^{−σ}_h f‖^2_L2_{(R}3_{+)}. (4.30)

With the help of relation (4.30), it is easy to obtain the following estimate ‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ≥ R 1 + t ( ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) − ( R 1 + t

)_{1+σ} ( ‖Λ^{−σ}_h u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖Λ^{−σ}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) . (4.31)

Substituting the estimate (4.31) into (4.25), then we have d dt ( ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + R 2(1 + t) ( ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )

+ 1 2 ( ‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + ε ( ‖∂_3u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_3ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )

≤ 1 2 ( R 1 + t

)_{1+σ} ( ‖Λ^{−σ}_h u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖Λ^{−σ}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )

≲ ( R 1 + t

)_{1+σ} (

‖Λ^{−s}_h u‖^{2σs}_{L2} ‖u‖^{2(1− σs )}_{L2} + ‖Λ^{−s}_h ω^u_h ‖^{2σs}_{L2} ‖ω^u_h‖^{2(1− σs )}_{L2} + ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )

≲ C^{σs}_0 δ^{1− σs} ( R 1 + t )_{1+σ} (1 + t)^{−(s−σ)} ≲ C^{σs}_0 δ^{1− σs} R^{1+σ}(1 + t)^{−(1+s)}.

(4.32)

Choosing R^{def}= 2σ in (4.32) and multiplying the resulting inequality by (1 + t)^σ , we have d dt [(1 + t)^σ (‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )] + 1 2 (1 + t)^σ (‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )

+ ε(1 + t)^σ (‖∂_3u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_3ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) ≤ C_σ C^{σs}_0 δ^{1− σs} (1 + t)^{−(1+s−σ)},

which, integrating over [0, t], yields directly

(1 + t)^σ (‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^σ (‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )dτ + ε ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^σ (‖∂_3u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_3ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )dτ

≤ E(0) + C_σ C^{σs}_0 δ^{1− σs} ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{−(1+s−σ)}dτ ≤ C_{s,σ} C_0 + δ 8 . Therefore, we complete the proof of this lemma.

Closed energy estimate. Under the assumptions of (4.3) and (4.4), the estimates (4.24) and (4.29) yield (1 + t)^s(‖u(t)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h(t)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) ≤ CC_0, (4.33) and ε ∫_t 0 (1+τ)^σ (‖∂_3u‖^2_Hm_{tan} +‖∂_3ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )dτ + ∫_t 0 (1+τ)^σ (‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} +‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )dτ ≤ C_{s,σ} C_0+ δ 8 , (4.34)

where C_0 = ‖Λ^{−s}_h u_0‖^2_{L2} + ‖Λ^{−s}_h (ω^u_h )|_{t=0}‖^2_{L2} + E(0) + C_{s,σ} δ^2 (C_0 is defined in Lemma 4.3). Then, the combination of estimates (4.33) and (4.34) yields directly

(1 + t)^s(‖u(t)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h (t)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^σ (‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )dτ + ε ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^σ (‖∂_3u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_3ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )dτ

≤ C_{s,σ} (‖Λ^{−s}_h u_0‖^2_L2 + ‖Λ^{−s}_h (ω^u_h )|_{t=0}‖^2_L2 + E(0)) + C_{s,σ} δ^2 + δ 8 . (4.35)

Now we choose the small constant δ^{def}= 4C_{s,σ} (‖Λ^{−s}_h u_0‖^2_{L2} + ‖Λ^{−s}_h (ω^u_h )|_{t=0}‖^2_{L2} + E(0)) ≤ min{1,^1_{8Cs,σ} }, then we have

(1 + t)^s(‖u(t)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h (t)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^σ (‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )dτ + ε ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^σ (‖∂_3u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_3ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )dτ

≤ C_{s,σ} (‖Λ^{−s}_h u_0‖^2_L2 + ‖Λ^{−s}_h (ω^u_h )|_{t=0}‖^2_L2 + E(0)) + δ 4 ≤ 2C_{s,σ}(‖Λ^{−s}_h u_0‖^2_L2 + ‖Λ^{−s}_h (ω^u_h )|_{t=0}‖^2_L2 + E(0)) = δ 2 .

(4.36)

The combination of estimates (4.4) and (4.36) will help us to establish the closed estimate. Thus, we establish the time decay rate estimate (1.14) for the system (1.9). Similarly, one can establish similar times decay estimate (1.15) for the system (1.10). Therefore, we complete the proof of estimates (1.14) and (1.15) in Theorem 1.2.

4.2 Convergence rate of global solution

In this subsection, we will establish the asymptotic behavior for the quantity u^ε − u^0 with respect to ε and time t. Since the estimate (4.36) is independent of ε, one can take the same method to establish decay rate for the global solution of system (4.2) as follows:

(1 + t)^s(‖u^0(t)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^{u0}_h (t)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^σ (‖∂_hu^0‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^{u0}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )dτ

≤ 2C_{s,σ} (‖Λ^{−s}_h u_0‖^2_L2 + ‖Λ^{−s}_h (ω^u_h )|_{t=0}‖^2_L2 + E(0)),

(4.37)

where ω^{u0}_h is defined by ω^{u0}_h^{def}= (∂_2u^0_3 − ∂_3u^0_2, ∂_3u^0_1 − ∂_1u^0_3). Let us define (ū, p̄)^{def}= (u^ε − u^0, p^ε − p^0), then (ū, p̄) will satisfy the system

∂_tū − Δ_hū + ∇p̄ = ε∂^2_3 u^ε − u^ε · ∇ū − ū · ∇u^0 in R^3_+ , ∇ · ū = 0 in R^3_+ , ū_3 = 0 on R^2 × {x_3 = 0}, ū|_{t=0} = 0 in R^3_+ .

(4.38)

Now, we are already to establish the L^2-estimate for the quantity ū. Lemma 4.5. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.2, then it holds

‖ū‖_L2 ≤ C_{s,σ} (‖Λ^{−s}_h u_0‖^2_L2 + ‖Λ^{−s}_h (ω^u_h )|_{t=0}‖^2_L2 + E(0))ε^{12} (1 + t)^{− s4} , (4.39)

where the constant C_{s,σ} is independent of ε and time t.

Proof. Multiplying the equation (4.38)_1 by ū and integrating by part, it holds 1 2 d dt ‖ū‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_hū‖^2_L2 = − ∫ R^3_+ (ū · ∇)u^0 · ūdx − ε ∫ R^3_+ ∂_3u^ε · ∂_3ūdx. Using the Hölder’s and Cauchy’s inequalities, we have | | | ∫ R^3_+ (ū · ∇)u^0 · ūdx | | | ≲ ‖ū^h‖ 1 2 L^2 ‖∂1ūh‖ 1 2 L^2 ‖∂hu 0‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂_hu^0‖^{12}_{L2} ‖ū‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2ū‖^{12}_{L2}

+ ‖ū_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3ū_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3u^0‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3u^0‖^{12}_{L2} ‖ū‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2ū‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ 1 2 ‖∂_hū_h‖^2_L2 + (‖∂_3∂_hu^0‖_L2 ‖∂_hu^0‖_L2 + ‖∂_3u^0‖_L2 ‖∂_1∂_3u^0‖_L2 )‖ū‖^2_L2 .

Therefore, it holds d dt ‖ū‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_hū‖^2_L2 ≲ ‖∂_3∂_hu^0‖_L2 ‖∇u^0‖_L2 ‖ū‖^2_L2 + ε‖∂_3u^ε‖_L2 ‖∂_3ū‖_L2 ,

which, together with Grönwall’s inequality, yields directly

‖ū‖^2_L2 ≲ ε exp { ∫_t 0 ‖∂_3∂_hu^0‖_L2 ‖∇u^0‖_L2 dτ }

× ∫_t 0 ‖∂_3u^ε‖_L2 ‖∂_3ū‖_L2 exp { − ∫_τ 0 ‖∂_3∂_hu^0‖_L2 ‖∇u^0‖_L2 dς } dτ ≲ C_{s,σ} ε ∫_t 0 ‖∂_3u^ε‖_L2 ‖∂_3ū‖_L2 dτ, (4.40)

where we have used the following estimate in the last inequality ∫_t 0 ‖∂_3∂_hu^0‖_L2 ‖∇u^0‖_L2 dτ ≤ { ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^σ ‖∂_3∂_hu^0‖^2_L2 dτ

} 1_2 { ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{−σ} ‖∇u^0‖^2_L2 dτ

} 1_2

≲ C_∗ { ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{−σ−s}dτ } 1_2 ≲ C_∗C_{s,σ} . Here one uses the decay estimate (4.37) and the constant C_∗^{def}= ‖Λ^{−s}_h u_0‖^2_{L2} + ‖Λ^{−s}_h (ω^u_h )|_{t=0}‖^2_{L2} + E(0). Thus, we have ‖ū‖^2_L2 ≤ C_{s,σ} ε ( sup 0≤τ ≤t ‖∂_3ū‖_L2

) 1_2 ∫_t 0 ‖∂_3u^ε‖_L2 ‖∂_3ū‖^{12}_{L2} dτ

≤ C_{s,σ} ε^{12} ( sup 0≤τ ≤t ‖∂_3ū‖_L2

) 1_2 { ε ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^σ ‖∂_3u^ε‖^2_L2 dτ

}^1_2 {∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{−σ} ‖∂_3ū‖_L2 dτ

}^1_2

≤ C_{s,σ} C_∗ε^{12} (1 + t)^{− s4} {∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{−(σ+ s2 )}dτ

}^1_2

≤ C_{s,σ} C_∗ε^{12} (1 + t)^{− s4} [(1 + t)^{1−(σ+ s2 )} − 1]^{12} ,

which yields directly ‖ū‖^2_L2 ≤ C_{s,σ} C_∗ε^{12} (1 + t)^{− s4} .

Therefore, we complete the proof of this lemma.

Acknowledgements Jincheng Gao was partially supported by National Key Research and Development Program of China (2021YFA1002100), Guangdong Basic and Applied Basic Research Foundation (2022A1515011798, 2021B1515310003) and Guangzhou Science and Technology Progamme (2024A04J6410). Jiahong Wu was partially supported by the National Science Foundation of the United States (DMS 2104682, DMS 2309748). Zheng-an Yao was partially supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (12126609) and National Key Research and Development Program of China (2021YFA1002100).

A Some useful Sobolev inequalities

First of all, we will introduce the anisotropic Sobolev inequality used frequently in Sections 3 and 4.

Lemma A.1. For different numbers i, j, k ∈ {1, 2, 3}, the following inequalities hold when the right-hand side are all bounded: ∫ R^3_+

|fgh|dx ≲ ‖f‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1f‖^{12}_{L2} ‖g‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2g‖^{12}_{L2} ‖h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3h‖^{12}_{L2} , (A.1) ∫ R^3_+

|fgh|dx ≲ ‖f‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_if‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_j f‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_i∂_j f‖^{14}_{L2} ‖g‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_kg‖^{12}_{L2} ‖h‖_L2 , (A.2)

‖fg‖_L2 ≲ ‖f‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_if‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_j f‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_i∂_j f‖^{14}_{L2} ‖g‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_kg‖^{12}_{L2} , (A.3)

‖f‖_L∞ ≲ ‖f‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3f‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖∂_hf‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_h∂_3f‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖∂^2_hf‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^2_h∂_3f‖^{12}_{L2} , (A.4)

‖Z_3f‖_L2 ≲ ‖f‖_L2 + ‖f‖^{34}_{L2} ‖Z^3_3 f‖^{14}_{L2} + ‖f‖^{23}_{L2} ‖Z^3_3 f‖^{13}_{L2} . (A.5) ‖ ‖‖f‖_{L∞(R+)} ‖ ‖_{L 2s (R2)} ≲ (‖f‖_{L2} ‖∂_2f‖_{L2} + ‖∂_1f‖_{L2} ‖∂_{12}f‖_{L2} )^{1−s}2 ‖f‖^{2s−1}2_{L2} ‖∂_3f‖^12_{L2} . (A.6)

Proof. We first introduce the following 1D interpolation inequality: ‖f‖_L∞_{(R+)} ≤ √ 2‖f‖^{12}_{L2(R+)}‖f^′‖^{12}_{L2(R+)}, ∀f ∈ H^1(R_+ ).

We also introduce the Minkowski’s inequality (see, e.g., [2]), for every 1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ ∞, ‖ ‖‖f‖_{Lqy(Rk)} ‖ ‖_{Lpy (Rℓ)} ≤ ‖ ‖‖f‖_{Lpy(Rℓ)} ‖ ‖_{Lqy (Rk)}, where f = f(x, y) with x ∈ R^ℓ and y ∈ R^k is a measurable function in R^ℓ × R^k . Therefore, one can follow the idea in [68, Lemma 1.2] to establish the inequalities (A.1)-(A.3) in Lemma A.1. On the other hand, obviously, we have

‖f‖_L∞_{(R}3_{+)} ≲ ‖ ‖‖f‖_{L∞x1x2} ‖ ‖^12_{L2x3} ‖ ‖‖∂_3f‖_{L∞x1x2} ‖ ‖^12_{L2x3}

≲‖f‖^{18}_{L2} ‖∂_1f‖^{18}_{L2} ‖∂_2f‖^{18}_{L2} ‖∂_{12}f‖^{18}_{L2} ‖∂_3f‖^{18}_{L2} ‖∂_{13}f‖^{18}_{L2} ‖∂_{23}f‖^{18}_{L2} ‖∂_{123}f‖^{18}_{L2} ,

(A.7)

which implies the inequality (A.4) directly. Finally, let us give the proof of inequality (A.5). Indeed, integrating by part, it holds

‖Z_3f‖^2_L2 = − ∫ R^3_+

(φ^′Z_3f + Z^2_3 f)fdx ≲ ‖Z_3f‖_L2 ‖f‖_L2 + ‖Z^2_3 f‖_L2 ‖f‖_L2 ,

which yields directly ‖Z_3f‖_L2 ≲ ‖f‖_L2 + ‖f‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^2_3 f‖^{12}_{L2} . (A.8) Applying estimate (A.8) twice, it is easy to check that

‖Z^2_3 f‖_L2 ≲ ‖Z_3f‖_L2 + ‖Z_3f‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^3_3 f‖^{12}_{L2}

≲ ‖f‖_L2 + ‖f‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^2_3 f‖^{12}_{L2} + ( ‖f‖_L2 + ‖f‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^2_3 f‖^{12}_{L2}

) 1_2 ‖Z^3_3 f‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ 1 2 ‖Z^2_3 f‖_L2 + ‖f‖_L2 + ‖f‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^3_3 f‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖f‖^{13}_{L2} ‖Z^3_3 f‖^{23}_{L2} ,

which implies directly

‖Z^2_3 f‖_L2 ≲ ‖f‖_L2 + ‖f‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^3_3 f‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖f‖^{13}_{L2} ‖Z^3_3 f‖^{23}_{L2} . (A.9)

Then, the combination of estimates (A.8) and (A.9) yields directly ‖Z_3f‖_L2 ≲ ‖f‖_L2 + ‖f‖^{12}_{L2} { ‖f‖_L2 + ‖f‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^3_3 f‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖f‖^{13}_{L2} ‖Z^3_3 f‖^{23}_{L2}

} 1_2

≲ ‖f‖_L2 + ‖f‖^{34}_{L2} ‖Z^3_3 f‖^{14}_{L2} + ‖f‖^{23}_{L2} ‖Z^3_3 f‖^{13}_{L2} , which yields the estimate (A.5). Finally, let us establish the estimate (A.6). Indeed, it holds ‖ ‖f‖_L∞_{(R+)} ‖ 2_s L^2s (R^2) ≲ ‖ ‖‖f‖^{12}_L2_{(R+)}‖∂3f‖^{12}_L2_{(R+)} ‖ ‖ 2 s L^2s (R^2) ≲ ‖∂_3f‖^{1s}_{L2} ‖ ‖f‖_L2_{(R+)} ‖ 1_s L^{22s−1} (R^2)

, (A.10)

and ‖ ‖‖f‖_{L2(R+)} ‖ ‖^{22s−1} L^{22s−1} (R^2) ≲ ‖ ‖‖f‖_{L∞(R2)} ‖ ‖^{4−4s2s−1}_{L2(R+)} ‖f‖^2_{L2} ≲ ( ‖f‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2f‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖∂_1f‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_{12}f‖^{12}_{L2} )^{4−4s}_{2s−1} ‖f‖^2_L2 . (A.11)

The combination of estimates (A.10) and (A.11) gives ‖ ‖‖f‖_{L∞(R+)} ‖ ‖_{L 2s (R2)} ≲ ‖∂_3f‖^12_{L2} ‖ ‖‖f‖_{L2(R+)} ‖ ‖^12_{L 22s−1 (R2)}

≲ (‖f‖_L2 ‖∂_2f‖_L2 + ‖∂_1f‖_L2 ‖∂_{12}f‖_L2 )^{1−s2} ‖f‖^{2s−12}_{L2} ‖∂_3f‖^{12}_{L2} . Therefore, we complete the proof of this lemma.

First, we will state two elementary inequalities without proof (i.e., Lemmas A.2 and A.3 below), one can refer to [44, Lemma 11] and [60, Theorem 1] respectively. Lemma A.2 ([44]). Consider the system ∂_tu − εΔu + ∇p = F, ∇ · u = 0, in R^3_+ , with the Navier boundary condition u_3 = 0, ∂_3u_h = 2αu_h, x_3 = 0, where F is some given source term. For m ≥ 2, it holds ‖∇p‖_Hm−1_{co} ≲ ‖F ‖_Hm−1_{co} + ‖∇ · F ‖_Hm−2_{co} + ε|α|‖∇u_h‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} ‖u_h‖^{12}_{Hm−1co} . In this paper, we only consider the boundary condition (1.2) for the case of α = 0. Thus, under the assumption of boundary condition (1.2), we have the estimate of pressure as follows ‖∇p‖_Hm−1_{co} ≲ ‖F ‖_Hm−1_{co} + ‖∇ · F ‖_Hm−2_{co} . (A.12) Next, we introduce the The Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality in [60, pp. 119, Theorem 1] as follow. Lemma A.3. Let 0 < α < 2, 1 < p < q < ∞,^1_q +^α_2 =^1_p , then ‖Λ^{−α}f‖_Lq ≲ ‖f‖_Lp . (A.13) In this paper, taking q = 2 in (A.13), then p =^1_{12 + α2} =^2_{1+α} should satisfy the condition

1 < p = 2 1 + α < 2. This implies the index α ∈ (0, 1).

B Proof of some claimed estimate

In this section, we will give proof for the claimed estimates (3.8), (3.21), (3.28), (3.58) and (4.25). Proof of equivalent norm (3.8). Due to the divergence-free condition and definition of vorticity, we have ∂_3u^ε_1 = ∂_3u^ε_1 − ∂_1u^ε_3 + ∂_1u^ε_3 = ω^{uε}_1 + ∂_1u^ε_3, ∂_3u^ε_2 = ∂_3u^ε_2 − ∂_2u^ε_3 + ∂_2u^ε_3 = −ω^{uε}_2 + ∂_2u^ε_3, ∂_3u^ε_3 = −∂_1u^ε_1 − ∂_2u^ε_2.

Then, it is easy to check that ‖u^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_3u^ε‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ∼ ‖u^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^{uε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} . (B.1) On the other hand, it is easy to check that ‖u^ε‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖w^{uε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ∼ ‖u^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖w^{uε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} . (B.2) Obviously, in order to establish the relation (B.2), it is only need to establish the relation ‖u^ε(t)‖^2_Hm_{co} ≲ ‖u^ε‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖w^{uε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} . (B.3) Indeed, let us recall the definition of norm ‖u‖^2_Hm_{co} = ∑ 0≤|α|≤m ‖Z α_1

1 Z^{α2}_2 Z^{α3}_3 u‖^2_{L2} . We will give the proof of estimate (B.3) by induction. Case α_3 = 0: the norm relation (B.3) obviously holds. Case α_3 = 1: one applies the divergence-free condition to obtain ∑ 0≤|α_1+α_2 |≤m−1 ‖Z^{α1}_1 Z^{α2}_2 Z_3u‖^2_L2 ≤ ∑ 0≤|α_1 +α_2|≤m−1 (‖Z^{α1}_1 Z^{α2}_2 Z_3u_h‖^2_L2 + ‖Z^{α1}_1 Z^{α2}_2 φ(∇_h · u_h)‖^2_L2 ) ≤ ∑ 0≤|α_1 +α_2|≤m−1 (‖Z^{α1}_1 Z^{α2}_2 w^u_h ‖^2_L2 + ‖Z^{α1}_1 Z^{α2}_2 ∂_hu_3‖^2_L2 + ‖Z^{α1}_1 Z^{α2}_2 φ(∇_h · u_h)‖^2_L2 ) ≤ ‖w^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} + ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} .

(B.4)

Now, let us suppose α_3 = k ≥ 1. It holds ∑ 0≤|α_1+α_2|≤m−k ‖Z^{α1}_1 Z^{α2}_2 Z^k_3 u‖^2_L2 ≤ ‖w^u_h‖^2_Hm−1_{co} + ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} . (B.5)

Let us give the proof for α_3 = k + 1. It is easy to check that ∑ 0≤|α_1+α_2 |≤m−(k+1) ‖Z^{α1}_1 Z^{α2}_2 Z^{k+1}_3 u‖^2_L2 ≤ ∑ 0≤|α_1+α_2 |≤m−(k+1) (‖Z^{α1}_1 Z^{α2}_2 Z^k_3 (φ∂_3u_h)‖^2_L2 + ‖Z^{α1}_1 Z^{α2}_2 Z^k_3 (φ∇_h · u_h)‖^2_L2 ) ≤ ∑ 0≤|α_1+α_2 |≤m−(k+1) (‖Z^{α1}_1 Z^{α2}_2 Z^k_3 (φw^u_h )‖^2_L2 + Z^{α1}_1 Z^{α2}_2 Z^k_3 (φ∂_hu_3)‖^2_L2 + ‖Z^{α1}_1 Z^{α2}_2 Z^k_3 (φ∇_h · u_h)‖^2_L2 ) ≲‖w^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} + ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} , where we have used the assumption (B.5) in the last inequality. Then, with the help of induction, we complete the proof of estimate (B.3). Then, the combination of equivalent estimates (B.1) and (B.2) yields directly ‖u^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_3u^ε‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ∼ ‖u^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^{uε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ∼ ‖u^ε‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖w^{uε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} . (B.6)

Similar to the estimate (B.6), it is easy to check that ‖B^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_3B^ε‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ∼ ‖B^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^{Bε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ∼ ‖B^ε‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖w^{Bε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} , ‖∂_hu^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_3∂_hu^ε‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ∼ ‖∂_hu^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_hω^{uε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ∼ ‖∂_hu^ε‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^{uε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} , ‖∂_3B^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂^2_3 B^ε‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ∼ ‖∂_3B^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_3ω^{Bε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ∼ ‖∂_3B^ε‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_3w^{Bε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} , ‖∂_3u^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂^2_3 u^ε‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ∼ ‖∂_3u^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_3ω^{uε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ∼ ‖∂_3u^ε‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_3w^{uε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} , ‖∂_hB^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_3∂_hB^ε‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ∼ ‖∂_hB^ε‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_hω^{Bε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ∼ ‖∂_hB^ε‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hw^{Bε}_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} .

(B.7)

Then, the combination of estimates (B.6) and (B.7) yield directly E(t) ∼ X(t). (B.8) Therefore, we complete the proof of claimed estimate (3.8). Proof of (3.21). Using (1.5)_3, it holds

I_{3,2,2,2} = − ∫ R^3_+

∂_1u_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx = − ∫ R^3_+

(∂_tB_1 + u · ∇B_1 − ∂^2_3 B_1 − εΔ_hB_1 − B · ∇u_1)|∂^m_2 B|^2dx def = J_{1,1} + J_{1,2} + J_{1,3} + J_{1,4} + J_{1,5}.

(B.9)

First of all, let us deal with the difficult term J_{1,1}. Using (1.5)_3 again, it holds J_{1,1} = − d dt ∫ R^3_+

B_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx − 2 ∫ R^3_+

B_1∂^m_2 ∂_tB · ∂^m_2 Bdx = − d dt ∫ R^3_+

B_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx − 2 ∫ R^3_+

B_1∂^m_2 (−u · ∇B + ∂^2_3 B + εΔ_hB + B · ∇u + ∂_1u) · ∂^m_2 Bdx def = J_{1,1,1} + J_{1,1,2} + J_{1,1,3} + J_{1,1,4} + J_{1,1,5} + J_{1,1,6}.

Using Lemma A.1 repeatedly, it is easy to check that J_{1,1,2} = ∑ k+ℓ=m,k≠0,ℓ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

B_1∂^k_2 u_h · ∂^ℓ_2∂_hB · ∂^m_2 Bdx

+ ∑ k+ℓ=m,k≠0,ℓ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

B_1∂^k_2 u_3∂^ℓ_2∂_3B · ∂^m_2 Bdx + ∫ R^3_+

B_1∂^m_2 u_h · ∂_hB · ∂^m_2 Bdx + ∫ R^3_+

B_1∂^m_2 u_3∂_3B · ∂^m_2 Bdx + ∫ R^3_+

B_1u_h · ∂^m_2 ∂_hB · ∂^m_2 Bdx + ∫ R^3_+

B_1u_3∂^m_2 ∂_3B · ∂^m_2 Bdx ≲ ‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ).

By integration by parts, we have

J_{1,1,3} =2 ∫ R^3_+

∂_3B_1∂_3∂^m_2 B · ∂^m_2 Bdx + 2 ∫ R^3_+

B_1|∂_3∂^m_2 B|^2dx =2 ∫ R^3_+

(ω^B_2 + ∂_1B_3)∂_3∂^m_2 B · ∂^m_2 Bdx + 2 ∫ R^3_+

B_1|∂_3∂^m_2 B|^2dx ≲‖ω^B_2 ‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1ω^B_2 ‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2ω^B_2 ‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2ω^B_2 ‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 ∂_3B‖_L2 + ‖∂_1B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_1B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_1B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_1B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 ∂_3B‖_L2 + ‖B‖_L∞ ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖^2_L2 ≲(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ), where we have used the estimate in the last second inequality ‖B‖_L∞ ≲ ‖B‖^{12}_{H2tan} (‖∂_3B_h‖^{12}_{H2tan} + ‖∂_3B_3‖^{12}_{H2tan} ) ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} . (B.10) Similarly, it is easy to check that J_{1,1,4} = −ε ∫ R^3_+

∂_hB_1 · ∂_h∂^m_2 B · ∂^m_2 Bdx − ε ∫ R^3_+

B_1|∂_h∂^m_2 B|^2dx ≲ ε‖∂_hB_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_hB_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_hB_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_hB_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_h∂^m_2 B‖_L2 ‖∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} + ε‖B_1‖_L∞ ‖∂_h∂^m_2 B‖^2_L2 ≲ ε‖B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hB‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_1B‖^{12}_{H2tan} + ε(‖B‖_H3_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_H2_{tan} )‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} ≲ ε(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} . We split J_{1,1,5} into J_{1,1,5} = ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

B_1∂^k_2 B · ∂^ℓ_2∇u · ∂^m_2 Bdx

+ ∫ R^3_+

B_1B_h · ∂^m_2 ∂_hu · ∂^m_2 Bdx + ∫ R^3_+

B_1B_3∂^m_2 ∂_3u · ∂^m_2 Bdx def = J_{1,1,5,1} + J_{1,1,5,2} + J_{1,1,5,3}.

Integration by parts and Lemma A.1 to obtain J_{1,1,5,1} ≲ ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0 C_{k,ℓ}‖B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^k_hB‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^k_hB‖^{12}_{L2}

× ‖∂^ℓ_h∇u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂^ℓ_h∇u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^ℓ_h∇u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂^ℓ_h∇u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖B‖^2_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖B‖^2_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} ≲ ‖B‖^2_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ),

(B.11)

and J_{1,1,5,2} ≲ ‖B_1B_h∂^m_2 B‖_L2 ‖∂^m_2 ∂_hu‖_L2

≲‖B_1B_h‖^{14}_{L2}‖∂_1(B_1B_h)‖^{14}_{L2}‖∂_2(B_1B_h)‖^{14}_{L2}‖∂_1∂_2(B_1B_h)‖^{14}_{L2}‖∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2}‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2}‖∂^m_2 ∂_hu‖_L2 .

(B.12)

Now we focus on the first four terms in the right-hand side of (B.12). Using Lemma A.1, it is easy to check that

‖B_1B‖_L2 ≲ ‖B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖B‖^{32}_{H2tan} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_{H1tan} , (B.13) and similarly, we also have ‖∂_h(B_1B)‖_L2 ≲ ‖B‖^{32}_{H2tan} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_{H1tan} , (B.14) and ‖∂_1∂_2(B_1B)‖_L2 ≲ ‖B‖^{32}_{H3tan} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_{H2tan} . (B.15) Inserting (B.13)–(B.15) into (B.12), we obtain J_{1,1,5,2} ≲ ‖B‖^2_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖_Hm_{tan} ≲ ‖B‖^2_Hm_{tan} ‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} . (B.16) Furthermore, similar to the estimate (B.16), we can obtain

J_{1,1,5,3} = − ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 u · ∂_3(B_1B_3∂^m_2 B)dx = − ∫ R^3_+

∂_3B_1B_3∂^m_2 u · ∂^m_2 Bdx − ∫ R^3_+

B_1∂_3B_3∂^m_2 u · ∂^m_2 Bdx − ∫ R^3_+

B_1B_3∂^m_2 u · ∂_3∂^m_2 Bdx ≲‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} ‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} . (B.17)

Thus, the combination of estimates (B.11), (B.16) and (B.17) yields directly J_{1,1,5} ≲ ‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). Finally, we use Lemma A.1 to obtain J_{1,1,6} ≲ ‖B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2B_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_h ∂_1u‖_L2 ‖∂^m_h B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_h B‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_1B‖^{12}_{Hm−1tan} ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). Combining the estimates of J_{1,1,2} through J_{1,1,6}, we obtain J_{1,1} ≲ − d dt ∫ R^3_+ B_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + (‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + ‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). Finally, let us deal with the terms from J_{1,2} to J_{1,5}. The Lemma A.1 yields directly J_{1,2} = − ∫ R^3_+

u_h · ∂_hB_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx − ∫ R^3_+

u_3∂_3B_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx

≲ ‖u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2u‖^{14}_{L2}

× ‖∂_hB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_hB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_hB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_hB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B‖_L2 ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖_L2 + ‖u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2u‖^{14}_{L2} × ‖∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B‖_L2 ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖_L2 ≲ ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖B‖^{32}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_1B‖^{12}_{Hm−1tan} + ‖u‖_Hm_{tan} ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{tan} ≲ ‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ).

Similarly, integration by parts and Lemma A.1 yields that J_{1,3} = − ∫ R^3_+

∂_3B_1∂_3|∂^m_2 B|^2dx = −2 ∫ R^3_+

(ω^B_2 + ∂_1B_3)∂^m_2 B · ∂_3∂^m_2 Bdx

≲‖ω^B_2 ‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1ω^B_2 ‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2ω^B_2 ‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2ω^B_2 ‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B‖ + ‖∂_1B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_1B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_1B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_1B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B‖_L2 ≲(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ), J_{1,4} = − 2ε ∫ R^3_+

∂_hB_1 · ∂_h∂^m_2 B · ∂^m_2 Bdx

≲ε‖∂_hB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_hB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_hB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_hB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_h∂^m_2 B‖_L2 ‖∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ε‖B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hB‖^{32}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ≲ε‖B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{tan} , and J_{1,5} = ∫ R^3_+

B_h · ∂_hu_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx + ∫ R^3_+

B_3∂_3u_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx

≲‖B_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2B_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2B_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_hu_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_hu_1‖^{14}_{L2} × ‖∂_2∂_hu_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_hu_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B‖_L2 ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖_L2 + ‖B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3u_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3u_1‖^{14}_{L2} × ‖∂_2∂_3u_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_3u_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B‖_L2 ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖_L2 ≲(‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). Therefore, the estimates of J_{1,1} through J_{1,5} give I_{3,2,2,2} ≲ − d dt ∫ R^3_+ B_1|∂^m_2 B|^2dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + (‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). The proof of (3.21) is completed.

Proof of claimed estimate (3.28). Due to (1.5)_2, we have

I_{4,2,1,4} = ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1(∂_tB_3 + u · ∇B_3 − ∂^2_3 B_3 − εΔ_hB_3 − B · ∇B_3)∂^m_2 B_3dx def = J_{2,1} + J_{2,2} + J_{2,3} + J_{2,4} + J_{2,5}.

(B.18)

First of all, let us deal with the difficult term J_{2,1}. Obviously, it holds

J_{2,1} = d dt ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1B_3∂^m_2 B_3dx − ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 ∂_tB_1B_3∂^m_2 B_3dx − ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1B_3∂^m_2 ∂_tB_3dx def = J_{2,1,1} + J_{2,1,2} + J_{2,1,3}.

Using the Eq.(1.5)_3, we have J_{2,1,2} = ∫ R^3_+ ( u · ∇∂^m_2 B_1 − ∂^2_3 ∂^m_2 B_1 − εΔ_h∂^m_2 B_1 − B · ∇∂^m_2 u_1 + [∂^m_2 , u · ∇]B_1 − [∂^m_2 , B · ∇]u_1 − ∂_1∂^m_2 u_1 ) B_3∂^m_2 B_3dx def = K_{1,1} + K_{1,2} + K_{1,3} + K_{1,4} + K_{1,5} + K_{1,6} + K_{1,7}, and J_{2,1,3} = ∫ R^3_+ ( u · ∇∂^m_2 B_3 − ∂^2_3 ∂^m_2 B_3 − εΔ_h∂^m_2 B_3 − B · ∇∂^m_2 u_3 + [∂^m_2 , u · ∇]B_3 − [∂^m_2 , B · ∇]u_3 − ∂_1∂^m_2 u_3 ) B_3∂^m_2 B_3dx def = K_{2,1} + K_{2,2} + K_{2,3} + K_{2,4} + K_{2,5} + K_{2,6} + K_{2,7}.

After integrating by part and using Lemma A.1, it is easy to check that K_{1,1} + K_{2,1} = − ∫ R^3_+

u_h · ∂_hB_3∂^m_2 B_1∂^m_2 B_3dx − ∫ R^3_+

u_3∂_3B_3∂^m_2 B_1∂^m_2 B_3dx ≲ ‖u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_hB_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_hB_h‖^{14}_{L2} × ‖∂_2∂_hB_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_hB_h‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B‖_L2 ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖_L2 ≲ ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖B‖^{32}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_1B‖^{12}_{Hm−1tan} ≲ ‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ).

(B.19)

Similarly, it is easy to check that K_{1,2} + K_{2,2} =2 ∫ R^3_+

B_3∂_3∂^m_2 B_1∂_3∂^m_2 B_3dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂_3B_3∂_3∂^m_2 B_1∂^m_2 B_3dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂_3B_3∂^m_2 B_1∂_3∂^m_2 B_3dx ≲(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{tan} , (B.20)

and K_{1,3} + K_{2,3} =2ε ∫ R^3_+

∂_h∂^m_2 B_1 · ∂_h∂^m_2 B_3B_3dx + ε ∫ R^3_+

∂_h∂^m_2 B_1 · ∂_hB_3∂^m_2 B_3dx + ε ∫ R^3_+

∂_h∂^m_2 B_3 · ∂_hB_3∂^m_2 B_1dx ≲ε(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{tan} . (B.21)

Obviously, it holds K_{1,4} + K_{2,4} = − ∫ R^3_+

B_h · ∂_h∂^m_2 u_1∂^m_2 B_3B_3dx − ∫ R^3_+

B_h · ∂_h∂^m_2 u_3∂^m_2 B_1B_3dx − ∫ R^3_+

B_3∂_3∂^m_2 u_1∂^m_2 B_3B_3dx − ∫ R^3_+

B_3∂_3∂^m_2 u_3∂^m_2 B_1B_3dx def = L_1 + L_2 + L_3 + L_4.

Using Lemma A.1 and estimates (B.13)–(B.15), it holds

L_1 + L_2 ≲ ‖B_h∂^m_2 B_3B_3‖_L2 ‖∂_h∂^m_2 u‖_L2 + ‖B_h∂^m_2 B_1B_3‖_L2 ‖∂_h∂^m_2 u‖_L2 ≲ ‖B_hB_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1(B_hB_3)‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2(B_hB_3)‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2(B_hB_3)‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{tan} ≲ ‖B‖^2_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖_Hm_{tan} ≲ ‖B‖^2_Hm_{tan} ‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} . (B.22) By integration by parts and Lemma A.1 repeatedly, it is easy to check that

L_3 + L_4 = ∫ R^3_+

∂_3B_3∂^m_2 B_3B_3∂^m_2 u_1dx + ∫ R^3_+

B_3∂_3∂^m_2 B_3B_3∂^m_2 u_1dx + ∫ R^3_+

B_3∂^m_2 B_3∂_3B_3∂^m_2 u_1dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂_3B_3∂^m_2 B_1B_3∂^m_2 u_3dx + ∫ R^3_+

B_3∂_3∂^m_2 B_1B_3∂^m_2 u_3dx + ∫ R^3_+

B_3∂^m_2 B_1∂_3B_3∂^m_2 u_3dx ≲ ‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} ‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} . (B.23) Thus, the combination of estimates (B.22) and (B.23) gives directly K_{1,4} + K_{2,4} ≲ ‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} ‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} . (B.24) Similarly, we have the following splitting:

K_{1,5} = ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_2 u_h · ∂^ℓ_2∂_hB_1∂^m_2 B_3B_3dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 u_h · ∂_hB_1∂^m_2 B_3B_3dx

+ ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_2 u_3∂^ℓ_2∂_3B_1∂^m_2 B_3B_3dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 u_3∂_3B_1∂^m_2 B_3B_3dx,

(B.25)

and K_{2,5} = ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_2 u_h · ∂^ℓ_2∂_hB_3∂^m_2 B_1B_3dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 u_h · ∂_hB_3∂^m_2 B_1B_3dx

+ ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^k_2 u_3∂^ℓ_2∂_3B_3∂^m_2 B_1B_3dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 u_3∂_3B_3∂^m_2 B_1B_3dx.

(B.26)

Due to the equalities (B.23) and (B.25), we use Lemma A.1 repeatedly to obtain K_{1,5} + K_{2,5} ≲ ‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). (B.27) Similarly, it is easy to check that

K_{1,6} = ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_3B_3∂^k_2 B_h · ∂^ℓ_2∂_hu_1dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_3B_3∂^m_2 B_h · ∂_hu_1dx

+ ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_3B_3∂^k_2 B_3∂^ℓ_2∂_3u_1dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_3B_3∂^m_2 B_3∂_3u_1dx,

and K_{2,6} = ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1B_3∂^k_2 B_h · ∂^ℓ_2∂_hu_3dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1B_3∂^m_2 B_h · ∂_hu_3dx

+ ∑ k+ℓ=m k≠0,ℓ≠0 C_{k,ℓ} ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1B_3∂^k_2 B_3∂^ℓ_2∂_3u_3dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1B_3∂^m_2 B_3∂_3u_3dx.

Thus, it is easy to obtain the following estimate

K_{1,6} + K_{2,6} ≲ (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). (B.28) Finally, the Lemma A.1 immediately gives

K_{1,7} + K_{2,7} ≲ ‖∂_h∂^m_2 u‖_L2 ‖∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B‖^{12}_{L2} ‖B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2B‖^{14}_{L2} ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_1B‖^{12}_{Hm−1tan} ≲ ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). (B.29)

The combination of estimates (B.19), (B.20), (B.21), (B.24), (B.27), (B.28) and (B.29) gives directly J_{2,1} ≲ d dt ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1B_3∂^m_2 B_3dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ).

Using Lemma A.1 and ∇ · B = 0, it is easy to check

J_{2,2} = ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1u_h · ∂_hB_3∂^m_2 B_3dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1u_3∂_3B_3∂^m_2 B_3dx ≲ ‖u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_hB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_hB‖^{14}_{L2}

× ‖∂_2∂_hB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_hB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B_3‖_L2 ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B_3‖_L2 + ‖u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} × ‖∂_2∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂^m_2 B_3‖_L2 ‖∂_3∂^m_2 B_3‖_L2 ≲ ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖B‖^{32}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hu‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_1B‖^{12}_{Hm−1tan} + ‖u‖_Hm_{tan} ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{tan} ≲ ‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). Similarly, integrating by part and using Lemma A.1 repeatedly, it is easy to check that J_{2,3} = − ∫ R^3_+

∂_3∂^m_2 B_1∂_3B_3∂^m_2 B_3dx − ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1∂_3B_3∂_3∂^m_2 B_3dx = ∫ R^3_+

∂_3∂^m_2 B_1(∂_h · B_h)∂^m_2 B_3dx − ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1(∂_h · B_h)∂_3∂^m_2 B_3dx ≲ ‖B‖^2_Hm_{tan} (‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ), J_{2,4} = ε ∫ R^3_+

∂_h∂^m_2 B_1 · ∂_hB_3∂^m_2 B_3dx + ε ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1∂_hB_3 · ∂_h∂^m_2 B_3dx ≲ ε‖B‖_Hm_{tan} ‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} (‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ), J_{2,5} = − ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1B_h · ∂_hB_3∂^m_2 B_3dx − ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1B_3∂_3B_3∂^m_2 B_3dx ≲ ‖B‖^2_Hm_{tan} (‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ).

Summarizing the bounds for J_{2,1} through J_{2,5}, we have I_{4,2,1,4} ≲ d dt ∫ R^3_+

∂^m_2 B_1B_3∂^m_2 B_3dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_hB‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖B‖_Hm_{tan} (‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_1B‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ).

The proof of (3.28) is completed.

Proof of (3.58). Applying the equation (1.5)_2, we can rewrite the term III_{6,2,4,2} as follows III_{6,2,4,2} = ∫ R^3_+

(∂_tB_1 + u · ∇B_1 − ∂^2_3 B_1 − εΔ_hB_1 − B · ∇u_1)|Z^αω^B_1 |^2dx def = J_{3,1} + J_{3,2} + J_{3,3} + J_{3,4} + J_{3,5}.

(B.30)

By using the Eq.(3.35)_2, we have

J_{3,1} = d dt ∫ R^3_+

B_1|Z^αω^B_1 |^2dx − 2 ∫ R^3_+

B_1Z^αω^B_1 Z^α∂_tω^B_1 dx = d dt ∫ R^3_+

B_1|Z^αω^B_1 |^2dx − 2 ∫ R^3_+

B_1Z^αω^B_1 Z^α(∂^2_3 ω^B_1 + εΔ_hω^B_1 + u · ∇ω^B_1 + A(u, B)_1 + B · ∇ω^B_1 + ∂_1ω^u_1 )dx def = J_{3,1,1} + J_{3,1,2} + J_{3,1,3} + J_{3,1,4} + J_{3,1,5} + J_{3,1,6} + J_{3,1,7}.

Integrating by parts and using Lemma A.1 and estimate (B.10) to obtain J_{3,1,2} = −2 ∫ R^3_+

B_1Z^αω^B_1 ∂_3Z^α∂_3ω^B_1 dx − 2 α_3−1∑

k=0 ∫ R^3_+

C_{k,α3} (φ^′)B_1Z^αω^B_1 ∂_3∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α1}_1 Z^k_3 ∂_3ω^B_1 dx = 2 ∫ R^3_+

∂_3B_1Z^αω^B_1 Z^α∂_3ω^B_1 dx + 2 ∫ R^3_+

B_1∂_3Z^αω^B_1 Z^α∂_3ω^B_1 dx

+ 2 α_3−1∑

k=0 {∫ R^3_+

C^′_{k,α3} (φ^′)B_1Z^αω^B_1 ∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α1}_1 Z^k_3 ∂_3ω^B_1 dx + ∫ R^3_+

C_{k,α3} (φ^′)∂_3B_1Z^αω^B_1 ∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α1}_1 Z^k_3 ∂_3ω^B_1 dx }

+ 2 α_3−1∑

k=0 ∫ R^3_+

C_{k,α3} (φ^′)B_1∂_3Z^αω^B_1 ∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α1}_1 Z^k_3 ∂_3ω^B_1 dx ≲ ‖∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖Z^α∂_3ω^B_h ‖_L2 + ‖B‖_L∞ ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_h ‖_L2 ‖Z^α∂_3ω^B_h ‖_L2 + α_3 −1∑

k=0 ‖B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α1}_1 Z^k_3 ∂_3ω^B_1 ‖_L2

+ α_3 −1∑

k=0 ‖∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α1}_1 Z^k_3 ∂_3ω^B_1 ‖_L2

+ α_3 −1∑

k=0 ‖B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_1 ‖_L2 ‖∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α1}_1 Z^k_3 ∂_3ω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^{α1}_1 ∂^{α1}_1 Z^k_3 ∂_3ω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ (‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ).

Similarly, it is easy to check that

J_{3,1,3} = 2ε ∫ R^3_+

Z^αω^B_1 ∂_hB_1 · Z^α∂_hω^B_1 dx + 2ε ∫ R^3_+

B_1|Z^α∂_hω^B_1 |^2dx ≲ ε(‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )‖∂_hω^B_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} + (‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} , J_{3,1,4} = −2 ∑ β+γ=α β≠0

∫ R^3_+

B_1Z^αω^B_1 Z^β u_h · Z^γ ∂_hω^B_1 dx − ∫ R^3_+

B_1u_h · ∂_h|Z^αω^B_1 |^2dx

− 2 ∑ β+γ=α ∫ R^3_+

B_1Z^αω^B_1 Z^β u_3Z^γ ∂_3ω^B_1 dx ≲ (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), J_{3,1,5} = −2 ∫ R^3_+

B_1Z^αω^B_1 Z^α(∂_2B · ∇u_3 − ∂_3B · ∇u_2 − ∂_2u · ∇B_3 + ∂_3u · ∇B_2)dx ≲ (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), J_{3,1,6} = −2 ∑ β+γ=α ∫ R^3_+

B_1Z^αω^B_1 Z^βB_h · Z^γ ∂_hω^B_1 dx − 2 ∑ β+γ=α ∫ R^3_+

B_1Z^αω^B_1 Z^βB_3Z^γ ∂_3ω^B_1 dx

= −2 ∑ β+γ=α β≠0,γ≠0

∫ R^3_+

B_1Z^αω^B_1 Z^β B_h · Z^γ ∂_hω^B_1 dx

− 2 ∫ R^3_+

B_1Z^αω^B_1 B_h · Z^α∂_hω^B_1 dx − 2 ∫ R^3_+

B_1Z^αω^B_1 Z^αB_h · ∂_hω^B_1 dx − 2 ∑ β+γ=α γ≠0

∫ R^3_+

B_1Z^αω^B_1 Z^βB_3Z^γ ∂_3ω^B_1 dx − 2 ∫ R^3_+

B_1Z^αω^B_1 B_3Z^α∂_3ω^B_1 dx

≲ (‖B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), J_{3,1,7} ≲ ‖B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1Z^αω^u_1 ‖_L2 ≲ (‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} . Combining the bounds for J_{3,1,2} through J_{3,1,7}, we obtain J_{3,1} ≲ d dt ∫ R^3_+ B_1|Z^αω^B_1 |^2dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )‖∂_hω^B_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} + (‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ) + (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ).

Using Lemma A.1, we obtain J_{3,2} = ∫ R^3_+

u_h · ∂_hB_1|Z^αω^B_1 |^2dx + ∫ R^3_+

u_3∂_3B_1|Z^αω^B_1 |^2dx ≲ ‖u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_hB‖^{14}_{L2}

× ‖∂_1∂_hB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_hB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_hB‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_h ‖_L2 ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_h ‖_L2 + ‖u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2u‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} × ‖∂_2∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_3B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_h ‖_L2 ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_h ‖_L2 ≲ (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ).

Similarly, integration by parts and using Lemma A.1 repeatedly, it is easy to check that J_{3,3} = 2 ∫ R^3_+

∂_3B_1Z^αω^B_1 ∂_3Z^αω^B_1 dx = 2 ∫ R^3_+

(ω^B_2 + ∂_1B_3)Z^αω^B_1 ∂_3Z^αω^B_1 dx

≲ ‖ω^B_2 ‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1ω^B_2 ‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2ω^B_2 ‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2ω^B_2 ‖^{14} ‖Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_1 ‖_L2 + ‖∂_1B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_1B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_1B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_1B_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_1 ‖_L2 ≲ (‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ), J_{3,4} = 2ε ∫ R^3_+

Z^αω^B_1 ∂_hB_1 · ∂_hZ^αω^B_1 dx

≲ ε‖Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_1 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_hB_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_hB_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_hB_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_hB_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_hZ^αω^B_1 ‖_L2 ≲ ε(‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )‖(∂_hB, ∂_hω^B_h )‖^2_Hm_{co} + (‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )‖∂_3ω^B_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{co} , J_{3,5} = − ∫ R^3_+

B_h · ∂_hu_1|Z^αω^B_1 |^2dx − ∫ R^3_+

B_3∂_3u_1|Z^αω^B_1 |^2dx

≲ ‖B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2B‖^{14}_{L2}

× ‖∂_hu‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_hu‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_hu‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_hu‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_1 ‖_L2 ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_1 ‖_L2 + ‖B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2B‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2B‖^{14}_{L2}

× ‖∂_3u_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3u_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂_3u_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_2∂_3u_1‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z^αω^B_1 ‖_L2 ‖∂_3Z^αω^B_1 ‖_L2 ≲ (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h, ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ).

Thus, the combination of the bounds for J_{3,1} through J_{3,5} yields that III_{6,2,4,2} ≲ d dt ∫ R^3_+ B_1|Z^αω^B_1 |^2dx + ε(‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )‖(∂_hB, ∂_hω^B_h )‖^2_Hm_{co} + (‖B‖_Hm_{co} + ‖ω^B_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_3B‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ) + (‖(u, B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(ω^u_h , ω^B_h )‖^2_Hm−1_{co} )(‖(∂_hu, ∂_3B)‖^2_Hm_{co} + ‖(∂_hω^u_h , ∂_3ω^B_h , ∂_1B)‖^2_Hm−1_{co} ).

Therefore, the proof of (3.58) is completed.

Proof of (4.25). Now, let us give the proof of claimed inequality (4.25) as follows d dt (‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + (‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) + ε(‖∂_3u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_3ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ) ≤ 0.

Indeed, from the Eq.(3.11), (3.12) and estimate (3.13), we have 1 2 d dt ‖u‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ε‖∂_3u‖^2_Hm_{tan} ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). (B.31) Furthermore, from the equation (3.35), we have ∂_tω^u_h + u · ∇ω^u_h − Δ_hω^u_h − ε∂^2_3 ω^u_h = ω^u · ∇u_h. (B.32) The L^2-energy estimate of (B.32) gives 1 2 d dt ‖ω^u_h‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_hw^u_h ‖^2_L2 + ε‖∂_3w^u_h ‖^2_L2 = ∫ R^3_+ ω^u · ∇u_h · ω^u_h dx. (B.33)

Lemma A.1 yields that ∫ R^3_+ ω^u · ∇u_h · ω^u_h dx = ∫ R^3_+ ω^u_h · ∂_hu_h · ω^u_h dx + ∫ R^3_+

ω^u_3 ∂_3u_h · ω^u_h dx

≲ ‖ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_hu_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂_hu_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖ω^u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖ω^u_3 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3ω^u_3 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖ω^u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖ω^u_h ‖_L2 ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_L2 ‖∂_hu_h‖^{12}_{L2} (‖∂_h∂_hu_3‖_L2 + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_L2 )^{12} + ‖∂_hu‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} (‖ω^u_h ‖_L2 + ‖∂_hu‖_L2 )^{12} (‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_L2 + ‖∂_h∂_hu‖_L2 )^{12} ‖ω^u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ (‖u‖_H1_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_L2 )(‖∂_hu‖^2_H1_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_L2 ), where we have used the basic fact ω^u_3 = ∂_1u_2 − ∂_2u_1 and ∇ · ω^u = 0. Then, substituting this inequality into (B.33), we have 1 2 d dt ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_hw^u_h ‖^2_L2 + ε‖∂_3w^u_h ‖^2_L2 ≲ (‖u‖_H1_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_L2 )(‖∂_hu‖^2_H1_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_L2 ). (B.34) The equation (B.32) yields directly 1 2 d dt ‖∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 + ‖∂^{m−1}_h ∂_hw^u_h ‖^2_L2 + ε‖∂^{m−1}_h ∂_3w^u_h ‖^2_L2 = − ∫ R^3_+ ∂^{m−1}_h (u · ∇ω^u_h ) · ∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h dx + ∫ R^3_+

∂^{m−1}_h (ω^u · ∇u_h) · ∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h dx^{def}= J_4 + J_5.

(B.35)

By ∇ · u = 0, we split J_4 into the following two terms:

J_4 = − 2∑ i=1 m−1∑ k=1 C^k_{m−1} ∫ R^3_+ ∂^k_i u_h · ∂^{m−1−k} i ∂_hω^u_h · ∂^{m−1}_i ω^u_h dx

− 2∑ i=1 m−1∑ k=1 C^k_{m−1} ∫ R^3_+ ∂^k_i u_3∂^{m−1−k} i ∂_3ω^u_h · ∂^{m−1}_i ω^u_h dx^{def}= J_{4,1} + J_{4,2}.

(B.36)

Using Lemma A.1, we have

J_{4,1} ≲ m−1∑ k=1 ‖∂^k_hu_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^k_h u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^{m−1−k}_h ∂_hω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂^{m−1−k}_h ∂_hω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2}

≲ m−1∑ k=1 ‖u‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} (‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} + ‖∂_hu‖_Hm−1_{tan} )^{12} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h‖_Hm−1_{tan} )‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} . (B.37) We have the following splitting:

J_{4,2} = − 2∑ i=1 m−1∑ k=1 ∫ R^2×(0,1) ∂^k_i u_3∂^{m−1−k} i ∂_3ω^u_h · ∂^{m−1}_i ω^u_h dx

− 2∑ i=1 m−1∑ k=1 ∫ R^2×(1,+∞) ∂^k_i u_3∂^{m−1−k} i ∂_3ω^u_h · ∂^{m−1}_i ω^u_h dx def = J_{4,2,1} + J_{4,2,2}.

(B.38)

For x_3 ∈ (0, 1), x_3 ≤ 2φ. Therefore, making use of the fact u_3 = 0 on the boundary, Lemma A.1 and ∇ · u = 0, we obtain J_{4,2,1} ≤ m−1∑ k=1 ∫ R^2×(0,1) 2 x_3 φ · x_3‖∂_3∂^k_h u_3‖_L∞_{x3} |∂^{m−1−k}_h ∂_3ω^u_h ||∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h |dx

≲ m−1∑ k=2 ∫ R^3_+ ‖∂_3∂^k_h u_3‖_L∞_{x3} |∂^{m−1−k}_h Z_3ω^u_h ||∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h |dx + ∫ R^3_+ ‖∂_3∂_hu_3‖_L∞_{x3} |∂^{m−2}_h Z_3ω^u_h ||∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h |dx

≲ m−1∑ k=2 ‖∂_3∂^k_h u_3‖_L∞_{x3 L}2_{x2 L}2_{x1} ‖∂^{m−1−k}_h Z_3ω^u_h ‖_L2_{x3 L}∞_{x2 L}2_{x1} ‖∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2_{x3 L}2_{x2 L}∞_{x1} + ‖∂_3∂_hu_3‖_L∞_{x3 L}∞_{x2 L}2_{x1} ‖∂^{m−1−k}_h Z_3ω^u_h ‖_L2 ‖∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2_{x3 L}2_{x2 L}∞_{x1} ≲ m−1∑ k=2 ‖∂_3∂^k_h u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂_3∂^k_h u_3‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^{m−1−k}_h Z_3ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^{m−1−k}_h Z_3ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2}

× ‖∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} + ‖∂_3∂_hu_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3∂_hu_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂_3∂_hu_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3∂_3∂_hu_3‖^{14}_{L2} × ‖∂^{m−1−k} h Z_3ω^u_h ‖_L2 ‖∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖∂_hu‖^{12}_Hm_{tan} (‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} + ‖∂_hu‖_Hm_{tan} )^{12} ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} + ‖∂_hu‖^{12}_{H2tan} (‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_H2_{tan} + ‖∂_hu‖_H3_{tan} )^{12} ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} ≲ ‖ω^u_h‖_Hm−1_{co} (‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ).

(B.39)

For x_3 ∈ (1, +∞), φ ≥ 1. Therefore, making use of Lemma A.1, we obtain J_{4,2,2} ≲ m−1∑ k=1 ∫ R^2×(1,+∞) |∂^k_h u_3||φ∂_3∂^{m−1−k} h ω^u_h ||∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h |dx

≲ m−1∑ k=1 ∫ R^3_+ |∂^k_hu_3||Z_3∂^{m−1−k} h ω^u_h ||∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h |dx

≲ m−1∑ k=1 ‖∂^k_hu_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂^k_h u_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^k_hu_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂_3∂^k_hu_3‖^{14}_{L2} ‖Z_3∂^{m−1−k}_h ω^u_h ‖_L2

× ‖∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} (‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ).

(B.40)

Substituting (B.39) and (B.40) into (B.38), we obtain J_{4,2} ≲ ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} (‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). (B.41) Adding (B.37) and (B.41), we have J_4 ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). (B.42)

Using Lemma A.1, we obtain

J_5 = ∫ R^3_+

∂^{m−1}_h (ω^u_h · ∇_hu_h + ω^u_3 ∂_3u_h) · ∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h dx

= 2∑ i=1 m−1∑ k=0 C^k_{m−1} ( ∫ R^3_+ ∂^{m−1−k} i ω^u_h · ∂^k_i ∂_hu_h · ∂^{m−1}_i ω^u_h dx + ∫ R^3_+ ∂^{m−1−k} i ω^u_3 ∂^k_i ∂_3u_h · ∂^{m−1}_i ω^u_h dx )

≲ m−1∑ k=0 ‖∂^{m−1−k} h ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂^{m−1−k}_h ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^k_h∂_hu_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^k_h ∂_hu_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2}

+ m−1∑ k=0 ‖∂^{m−1−k} h ω^u_3 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_3∂^{m−1−k}_h ω^u_3 ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^k_h∂_3u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_1∂^k_h ∂_3u_h‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ‖∂_2∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h ‖^{12}_{L2} ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{tan} )(‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). (B.43) Substituting (B.42) and (B.43) into (B.35), we obtain 1 2 d dt ‖∂^{m−1}_h ω^u_h ‖^2_L2 + ‖∂^{m−1}_h ∂_hw^u_h ‖^2_L2 + ε‖∂^{m−1}_h ∂_3w^u_h ‖^2_L2 ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h ‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). (B.44)

Combination of (B.34) and (B.44) gives 1 2 d dt ‖ω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} + ‖∂_hw^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} + ε‖∂_3w^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ≲ (‖u‖_Hm_{tan} + ‖ω^u_h‖_Hm−1_{co} )(‖∂_hu‖^2_Hm_{tan} + ‖∂_hω^u_h ‖^2_Hm−1_{tan} ). (B.45)

By (1.12), we combine (B.31) and (B.45) and choose δ_1 small enough to arrive (4.25).

References

[1] R. Alexandre, Y.-G. Wang, C.-J. Xu, and T. Yang. Well-posedness of the Prandtl equation in Sobolev spaces. J.

Amer. Math. Soc., 28(3):745–784, 2015.

[2] H. Bahouri, J.-Y. Chemin, and R. Danchin. Fourier analysis and nonlinear partial differential equations, volume 343 of Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences]. Springer, Heidelberg, 2011.

[3] C. Bardos, C. Sulem, and P.-L. Sulem. Longtime dynamics of a conductive fluid in the presence of a strong magnetic field. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 305(1):175–191, 1988.

[4] H. Beirão da Veiga and F. Crispo. Sharp inviscid limit results under Navier type boundary conditions. An L^p theory.

J. Math. Fluid Mech., 12(3):397–411, 2010.

[5] H. Beirão da Veiga and F. Crispo. Concerning the W^{k,p}-inviscid limit for 3-D flows under a slip boundary condition.

J. Math. Fluid Mech., 13(1):117–135, 2011.

[6] D. Biskamp. Nonlinear magnetohydrodynamics, volume 1 of Cambridge Monographs on Plasma Physics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1993.

[7] J. Bourgain and D. Li. Strong ill-posedness of the incompressible Euler equation in borderline Sobolev spaces. Invent.

Math., 201(1):97–157, 2015.

[8] J. Bourgain and D. Li. Strong illposedness of the incompressible Euler equation in integer C^m spaces. Geom. Funct.

Anal., 25(1):1–86, 2015.

[9] Y. Cai and Z. Lei. Global well-posedness of the incompressible magnetohydrodynamics. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 228(3):969–993, 2018.

[10] C. Cao, J. Wu, and B. Yuan. The 2D incompressible magnetohydrodynamics equations with only magnetic diffusion.

SIAM J. Math. Anal., 46(1):588–602, 2014.

[11] J.-Y. Chemin, B. Desjardins, I. Gallagher, and E. Grenier. Mathematical geophysics, volume 32 of Oxford Lecture Series in Mathematics and its Applications. The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2006. An introduction to rotating fluids and the Navier-Stokes equations.

[12] J.-Y. Chemin and P. Zhang. On the global wellposedness to the 3-D incompressible anisotropic Navier-Stokes equations.

Comm. Math. Phys., 272(2):529–566, 2007.

[13] D. Chen, Y. Wang, and Z. Zhang. Well-posedness of the linearized Prandtl equation around a non-monotonic shear flow. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré C Anal. Non Linéaire, 35(4):1119–1142, 2018.

[14] P. Constantin. Note on loss of regularity for solutions of the 3-D incompressible Euler and related equations. Comm.

Math. Phys., 104(2):311–326, 1986.

[15] P. Constantin and C. Foias. Navier-Stokes equations. Chicago Lectures in Mathematics. University of Chicago Press, Chicago, IL, 1988.

[16] P. Constantin and J. Wu. Inviscid limit for vortex patches. Nonlinearity, 8(5):735–742, 1995. [17] P. Constantin and J. Wu. The inviscid limit for non-smooth vorticity. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 45(1):67–81, 1996. [18] I. J. D. Craig and Y. E. Litvinenko. Wave energy dissipation by anisotropic viscosity in magnetic x-points. Astrophysical Journal, 667(2, 1):1235–1242, OCT 1 2007.

[19] I. J. D. Craig and Y. E. Litvinenko. Anisotropic viscous dissipation in three-dimensional magnetic merging solutions.

Astronomy and Astrophysics, 501(2):755–760, JUL 2009.

[20] P. A. Davidson. An introduction to magnetohydrodynamics. Cambridge Texts in Applied Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2001.

[21] W. Deng and P. Zhang. Large time behavior of solutions to 3-D MHD system with initial data near equilibrium. Arch.

Ration. Mech. Anal., 230(3):1017–1102, 2018.

[22] H. Dietert and D. Gérard-Varet. Well-posedness of the Prandtl equations without any structural assumption. Ann.

PDE, 5(1):Paper No. 8, 51, 2019.

[23] B.-Q. Dong, Y. Jia, J. Li, and J. Wu. Global regularity and time decay for the 2D magnetohydrodynamic equations with fractional dissipation and partial magnetic diffusion. J. Math. Fluid Mech., 20(4):1541–1565, 2018.

[24] B.-Q. Dong, J. Li, and J. Wu. Global regularity for the 2D MHD equations with partial hyper-resistivity. Int. Math.

Res. Not. IMRN, (14):4261–4280, 2019.

[25] C. L. Fefferman, D. S. McCormick, J. C. Robinson, and J. L. Rodrigo. Higher order commutator estimates and local existence for the non-resistive MHD equations and related models. J. Funct. Anal., 267(4):1035–1056, 2014.

[26] G.-M. Gie and J. P. Kelliher. Boundary layer analysis of the Navier-Stokes equations with generalized Navier boundary conditions. J. Differential Equations, 253(6):1862–1892, 2012.

[27] E. Grenier, Y. Guo, and T. T. Nguyen. Spectral instability of general symmetric shear flows in a two-dimensional channel. Adv. Math., 292:52–110, 2016.

[28] Y. Guo and S. Iyer. Validity of steady Prandtl layer expansions. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 76(11):3150–3232, 2023. [29] Y. Guo and T. T. Nguyen. Prandtl boundary layer expansions of steady Navier-Stokes flows over a moving plate. Ann.

PDE, 3(1):Paper No. 10, 58, 2017.

[30] L.-B. He, L. Xu, and P. Yu. On global dynamics of three dimensional magnetohydrodynamics: nonlinear stability of Alfvén waves. Ann. PDE, 4(1):Paper No. 5, 105, 2018.

[31] X. Hu and D. Wang. Global existence and large-time behavior of solutions to the three-dimensional equations of compressible magnetohydrodynamic flows. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 197(1):203–238, 2010.

[32] X. Huang and J. Li. Serrin-type blowup criterion for viscous, compressible, and heat conducting Navier-Stokes and magnetohydrodynamic flows. Comm. Math. Phys., 324(1):147–171, 2013.

[33] D. Iftimie. A uniqueness result for the Navier-Stokes equations with vanishing vertical viscosity. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 33(6):1483–1493, 2002.

[34] D. Iftimie and F. Sueur. Viscous boundary layers for the Navier-Stokes equations with the Navier slip conditions.

Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 199(1):145–175, 2011.

[35] M. Ignatova and V. Vicol. Almost global existence for the Prandtl boundary layer equations. Arch. Ration. Mech.

Anal., 220(2):809–848, 2016.

[36] R. Ji, L. Yan, and J. Wu. Optimal decay for the 3D anisotropic Boussinesq equations near the hydrostatic balance.

Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 61(4):Paper No. 136, 34, 2022.

[37] Q. Jiu, D. Niu, J. Wu, X. Xu, and H. Yu. The 2D magnetohydrodynamic equations with magnetic diffusion. Nonlinearity, 28(11):3935–3955, 2015.

[38] T. Kato. Nonstationary flows of viscous and ideal fluids in R^3. J. Functional Analysis, 9:296–305, 1972. [39] I. Kukavica and V. Vicol. On the local existence of analytic solutions to the Prandtl boundary layer equations.

Commun. Math. Sci., 11(1):269–292, 2013.

[40] W.-X. Li and T. Yang. Well-posedness in Gevrey function spaces for the Prandtl equations with non-degenerate critical points. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), 22(3):717–775, 2020.

[41] F. Lin, L. Xu, and P. Zhang. Global small solutions of 2-D incompressible MHD system. J. Differential Equations, 259(10):5440–5485, 2015.

[42] Y. Maekawa. On the inviscid limit problem of the vorticity equations for viscous incompressible flows in the half-plane.

Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 67(7):1045–1128, 2014.

[43] N. Masmoudi. Remarks about the inviscid limit of the Navier-Stokes system. Comm. Math. Phys., 270(3):777–788, 2007.

[44] N. Masmoudi and F. Rousset. Uniform regularity for the Navier-Stokes equation with Navier boundary condition.

Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 203(2):529–575, 2012.

[45] N. Masmoudi and T. K. Wong. Local-in-time existence and uniqueness of solutions to the Prandtl equations by energy methods. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 68(10):1683–1741, 2015.

[46] Y. Meng and Y.-G. Wang. A uniform estimate for the incompressible magneto-hydrodynamics equations with a slip boundary condition. Quart. Appl. Math., 74(1):27–48, 2016.

[47] M. Paicu. Équation periodique de Navier-Stokes sans viscosité dans une direction. Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 30(7-9):1107–1140, 2005.

[48] M. Paicu and P. Zhang. Global existence and the decay of solutions to the Prandtl system with small analytic data.

Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 241(1):403–446, 2021.

[49] R. Pan, Y. Zhou, and Y. Zhu. Global classical solutions of three dimensional viscous MHD system without magnetic diffusion on periodic boxes. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 227(2):637–662, 2018.

[50] J. Pedlosky. Geophysical Fluid Dynamics, Second Edition. Geophysical Fluid Dynamics, Second Edition, 1987.

[51] A. B. Pippard. Magnetoresistance in metals. Magnetoresistance in metals, 1989.

[52] E. Priest and T. Forbes. Magnetic reconnection. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000. MHD theory and applications.

[53] X. Ren, J. Wu, Z. Xiang, and Z. Zhang. Global existence and decay of smooth solution for the 2-D MHD equations without magnetic diffusion. J. Funct. Anal., 267(2):503–541, 2014.

[54] X. Ren, Z. Xiang, and Z. Zhang. Global well-posedness for the 2D MHD equations without magnetic diffusion in a strip domain. Nonlinearity, 29(4):1257–1291, 2016.

[55] M. Sammartino and R. E. Caflisch. Zero viscosity limit for analytic solutions, of the Navier-Stokes equation on a half-space. I. Existence for Euler and Prandtl equations. Comm. Math. Phys., 192(2):433–461, 1998.

[56] M. Sammartino and R. E. Caflisch. Zero viscosity limit for analytic solutions of the Navier-Stokes equation on a half-space. II. Construction of the Navier-Stokes solution. Comm. Math. Phys., 192(2):463–491, 1998.

[57] M. E. Schonbek. L^2 decay for weak solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., 88(3):209– 222, 1985.

[58] M. E. Schonbek. Lower bounds of rates of decay for solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 4(3):423–449, 1991.

[59] J. Simon. Nonhomogeneous viscous incompressible fluids: existence of velocity, density, and pressure. SIAM J. Math.

Anal., 21(5):1093–1117, 1990.

[60] E. M. Stein. Singular integrals and differentiability properties of functions, volume No. 30 of Princeton Mathematical Series. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1970.

[61] Z. Tan and Y. Wang. Global well-posedness of an initial-boundary value problem for viscous non-resistive MHD systems. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 50(1):1432–1470, 2018.

[62] T. Tao. Nonlinear dispersive equations, volume 106 of CBMS Regional Conference Series in Mathematics. Conference Board of the Mathematical Sciences, Washington, DC; by the American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2006. Local and global analysis.

[63] C. Wang, Y. Wang, and P. Zhang. On the global small solution of 2-D Prandtl system with initial data in the optimal Gevrey class. Adv. Math., 440:Paper No. 109517, 69, 2024.

[64] D. Wei and Z. Zhang. Global well-posedness of the MHD equations in a homogeneous magnetic field. Anal. PDE, 10(6):1361–1406, 2017.

[65] J. Wu. The 2D magnetohydrodynamic equations with partial or fractional dissipation. In Lectures on the analysis of nonlinear partial differential equations. Part 5, volume 5 of Morningside Lect. Math., pages 283–332. Int. Press, Somerville, MA, 2018.

[66] J. Wu and Y. Wu. Global small solutions to the compressible 2D magnetohydrodynamic system without magnetic diffusion. Adv. Math., 310:759–888, 2017.

[67] J. Wu, Y. Wu, and X. Xu. Global small solution to the 2D MHD system with a velocity damping term. SIAM J.

Math. Anal., 47(4):2630–2656, 2015.

[68] J. Wu and Y. Zhu. Global solutions of 3D incompressible MHD system with mixed partial dissipation and magnetic diffusion near an equilibrium. Adv. Math., 377:Paper No. 107466, 26, 2021.

[69] Y. Xiao and Z. Xin. On the vanishing viscosity limit for the 3D Navier-Stokes equations with a slip boundary condition.

Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 60(7):1027–1055, 2007.

[70] Y. Xiao and Z. Xin. On the inviscid limit of the 3D Navier-Stokes equations with generalized Navier-slip boundary conditions. Commun. Math. Stat., 1(3):259–279, 2013.

[71] Y. Xiao, Z. Xin, and J. Wu. Vanishing viscosity limit for the 3D magnetohydrodynamic system with a slip boundary condition. J. Funct. Anal., 257(11):3375–3394, 2009.

[72] Z. Xin and L. Zhang. On the global existence of solutions to the Prandtl’s system. Adv. Math., 181(1):88–133, 2004. [73] Z. Xin, L. Zhang, and J. Zhao. Global well-posedness and regularity of weak solutions to the Prandtl’s system. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 56(3):3042–3081, 2024.

[74] P. Zhang and Z. Zhang. Long time well-posedness of Prandtl system with small and analytic initial data. J. Funct.

Anal., 270(7):2591–2615, 2016.