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Summary. Recent results for ideal compressible current-vortex sheets (tangential
MHD discontinuities) are surveyed. A sufficient condition for the weak stability of
planar current-vortex sheets is first found for a general case of the unperturbed
flow. In astrophysics, this condition can be interpreted as the sufficient condition for
the macroscopic stability of the heliopause. The crucial role in finding this stability
condition is played by a new symmetric form of the MHD equations. The linear
variable coefficients problem for nonplanar current-vortex sheets is studied as well.
The fact that the Kreiss-Lopatinski condition is satisfied only in a weak sense yields
losses of derivatives in a priori estimates. We prove an a priori tame estimate that is
a necessary step to show the local-in-time existence of “stable” current-vortex sheet
solutions to the nonlinear equations of ideal compressible MHD by a suitable Nash-
Moser-type iteration scheme. Since the tangential discontinuity is characteristic, the
functional setting is provided by the anisotropic weighted Sobolev spaces Hm

∗ .

1 Introduction

We consider the system of ideal compressible magnetohydrodynamics (MHD):

∂tρ + div (ρv) = 0,

∂t(ρv) + div (ρv ⊗ v −H⊗H) +∇q = 0,

∂tH−∇× (v×H) = 0,

∂t

(
ρe + (|H|2/2)

)
+ div

(
(ρe + p)v + H×(v×H)

)
= 0,

(1)

where ρ, v, H, and p are the density, the fluid velocity, the magnetic field,
and the pressure respectively, q = p + (|H|2/2) is the total pressure, e =
E + (|v|2/2). With a state equation of medium, E = E(ρ, S), (1) is a closed
system, where S is the entropy obeying the Gibbs relation. As the unknown we
can fix, for example, the vector U = (p,v,H, S). System (1) is supplemented
by the divergent constraint

div H = 0 (2)
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on the initial data U(0,x) = U0(x), x = (x1, x2, x3).
Let Γ (t) = {x1 − f(t,y) = 0} be a smooth hypersurface in R × R3

(y = (x2, x3) are tangential coordinates). We assume that Γ (t) is a surface of
tangential discontinuity [3, 4] (current-vortex sheet) for solutions of the MHD
system (1). This is the type of contact discontinuities for which the MHD
Rankine-Hugoniot conditions are satisfied in the following way:

∂tf = v±N , H±
N = 0, [q] = 0, (3)

where HN = (H,N), vN = (v,N), [g] = g+ − g−, g± := g(t, f(t,y) ± 0,y),
and N = (1,−∂2f,−∂3f) is the space normal vector to Γ (t). The tangential
components of the velocity and the magnetic field may undergo any jump on
Γ (t). It is worth noting that (2) as well as the boundary conditions H±

N = 0
can be regarded as the restrictions only on the initial data

f(0,y) = f0(y), y ∈ R2; U(0,x) = U0(x) , x ∈ Ω±(0), (4)

where Ω±(t) = {x1 ≷ f(t,y)}.
Our final goal is to find conditions on the initial data (4) providing the

existence of current-vortex sheet solutions to the MHD system, i.e., the ex-
istence of a solution (U, f) of the free boundary value problem (1), (3), (4),
where U is smooth in the domains Ω±(t). Because of the general properties
of hyperbolic conservation laws it is natural to expect only the local-in-time
existence of current-vortex sheet solutions. Therefore, the question on the
nonlinear Lyapunov’s stability of an ideal current-vortex sheet has no sense.
At the same time, the study of the linearized stability of current-vortex sheets
is not only a necessary step to prove local-in-time existence but also is of in-
dependent interest in connection with various astrophysical applications. In
particular, the ideal compressible current-vortex sheet is used for modeling
the heliopause, which is caused by the interaction of the supersonic solar wind
plasma with the local interstellar medium (in some sense, the heliopause is the
boundary of the solar system). The model of heliopause was suggested in [2],
and the heliopause is in fact a current-vortex sheet separating the interstellar
plasma compressed at the bow shock from the solar wind plasma compressed
at the termination shock wave. Note that in December 2004 the spacecraft
Voyager 1 has crossed the termination shock at the distance of 93 AU from
the Sun.

Piecewise constant solutions of (1) satisfying (3) on a planar discontinu-
ity are a simplest case of current-vortex sheet solutions. In astrophysics the
linear stability of a planar compressible current-vortex sheet is usually inter-
preted as the macroscopic stability of the heliopause. One can show that for
the constant coefficients linearized problem for planar current-vortex sheets
the uniform Kreiss-Lopatinski condition is never satisfied [13]. That is, pla-
nar current-vortex sheets can be only neutrally (weakly) stable or violently
unstable. In the 1960–90’s, in a number of works motivated by astrophysical
applications (see [10] and references therein) the linear stability of planar com-
pressible current-vortex sheets was examined by the normal modes analysis.
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But, because of insuperable technical difficulties neither stability nor insta-
bility conditions were found for a general case of the unperturbed flow. We
propose an alternative energy method that has first enabled one to find a
sufficient condition [13] for the weak stability of compressible current-vortex
sheets. For the most general case when for the unperturbed flow [v] 6= 0 and
H+ ×H− 6= 0 this condition reads

|[v]| < | sin(ϕ+ − ϕ−)|min

{
c+c+

A

| sinϕ−|
√

(c+)2 + (c+
A)2

,

c−c−A

| sinϕ+|
√

(c−)2 + (c−A)2

}
,

(5)

where c and cA = |H|/√ρ are the sound velocity and the Alfvén velocity
respectively (for the unperturbed flow), ϕ+ (ϕ−) is the angle between the
vector H+ (H−) and the jump [v].

Thus, our goal is to prove the local-in-time existence of current-vortex
sheet solutions to the MHD system (1), provided that the initial data (4)
satisfy the stability condition (5) together with all the other necessary con-
ditions (hyperbolicity condition, compatibility conditions, etc.). The basic a
priori estimate for the linearized variable coefficients problem for nonplanar
current-vortex sheets was obtained in [13]. Since the Kreiss-Lopatinski con-
dition is satisfied only in a weak sense there appears a loss of derivatives
phenomena. In this paper we present an a priori tame estimate that can be
used to achieve nonlinear local-in-time existence by Nash-Moser iterations.1

Note that recently the Nash-Moser method was successfully used in [5] for
2D compressible vortex sheets. In our case there is an additional principal
difficulty in comparison with compressible vortex sheets. The point is that
in MHD the loss of control on normal derivatives cannot be compensated as
it was done in [5] for vortex sheets by estimating missing normal derivatives
through a vorticity-type linearized equation. Therefore, the natural functional
setting is provided by the anisotropic weighted Sobolev spaces Hm

∗ (see, e.g.,
[11, 12]).

2 A secondary generalized Friedrichs symmetrizer for
the compressible MHD equations

The crucial role in obtaining the stability condition (5) and proving the a pri-
ori estimate for the linearized problem associated to (1), (3), (4) (see Sect. 3,
4) is played by a new symmetric form [13] of the MHD equations. Using the
linear analog of this symmetrization makes the linearized constant coefficients

1The work towards the proof of nonlinear local-in-time existence by Nash-Moser
iterations has been recently finished [15].
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boundary conditions conservative. The hyperbolicity condition for the corre-
sponding linearized interior equations gives us the sufficient stability condition
(5).

Let us first consider a general situation. Consider a system of N conser-
vation laws (t > 0, x ∈ Rn)

∂tP0(U) +
n∑

j=1

∂jPj(U) = 0,

which is rewritten as the quasilinear system

B0(U)∂tU +
n∑

j=1

Bj(U)∂jU = 0, (6)

where Pα = (Pα
1 , . . . ,Pα

N ), U(t,x) = (u1, . . . , uN ), Bα = (∂Pα/∂U). Using
an additional (and usually a priori known) conservation law

∂tΦ
0(U) + div Φ(U) = 0 (Φ = (Φ1, . . . , Φn)),

we can perform Godunov’s symmetrization [6]: U → Q = ∂Φ0/∂P0. At the
same time, it gives us the Friedrichs symmetrizer S = (∂Q/∂U)T. That is,
multiplying (6) from the left by the matrix S we get the symmetric system

A0(U)∂tU +
n∑

j=1

Aj(U)∂jU = 0, (7)

with Aα = SBα = AT
α.

The situation is a little bit different if system (6) is supplemented by a set
of K divergent constrains

div Ψ j(U) = 0, j = 1,K (Ψ j = (Ψ1
j , . . . , Ψn

j ))

(e.g., for the MHD system (1) we have the sole divergent constraint (2)). In
this case we have to introduce a generalized Friedrichs symmetrizer that can be
found from the modified Godunov’s symmetrization [7]. Such a symmetrizer
is now the set S = (S,R1, . . . ,RK) containing the same matrix S as above
and the vectors Rj determined from the relations

Rj = S
∂rj

∂Q
, dΦk = (Q, dPj) +

K∑
j=1

rj dΨk
j , k = 1, n.

Multiplying (6) from the left by the matrix S and adding to the result the
sum

∑K
j=1 Rj div Ψ j(U) we come to the symmetric system (7).

Note that for the MHD system (1) we do not need to proceed in this way
because it can be trivially symmetrized by rewriting it in the nonconservative
form
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1
ρc2

dp

dt
+ div v = 0 , ρ

dv
dt

− (H,∇H) +∇q = 0 ,

dH
dt

− (H,∇)v + Hdiv v = 0 ,
dS

dt
= 0,

(8)

where constraint (1) was taken into account, d/dt = ∂t + (v,∇), and c is the
sound speed. System (8) is written in the symmetric form (7) for the vector
U = (p,v,H, S). The hyperbolicity condition is A0 > 0, i.e.,

ρ > 0 , c2 > 0 . (9)

Suppose now that for system (6) there exists a generalized Friedrichs sym-
metrizer S1 different from the basic symmetrizer

S0 =

((
∂Q
∂U

)T

,

(
∂Q
∂U

)T
∂r1

∂Q
, . . . ,

(
∂Q
∂U

)T
∂rK

∂Q

)

(we exclude the uninteresting case when S1 = const S0). Then, the symmetriz-
er S2 such that S1 = S2 ◦S0 is a secondary generalized Friedrichs symmetrizer
for the symmetric system (7). Indeed, system (7) was already symmetric, but
the result of the application of the secondary symmetrizer S2 is again a sym-
metric system. It is quite natural that the hyperbolicity condition for the
resulting symmetric system can be more restrictive than that for system (7).

For the symmetric MHD system (8) a secondary generalized Friedrichs
symmetrizer was proposed in [13] and has the form S2 = (S̃,R), with

S̃ =



1
λH1

ρc2

λH2

ρc2

λH3

ρc2 0 0 0 0

λH1ρ 1 0 0 −ρλ 0 0 0
λH2ρ 0 1 0 0 −ρλ 0 0
λH3ρ 0 0 1 0 0 −ρλ 0

0 −λ 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 −λ 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 −λ 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1


, R = −λ



1
0
0
0

H1

H2

H3

0


,

and the function λ = λ(U) is arbitrary. Applying S2 to system (8), we get the
symmetric system

A0(U)∂tU +
3∑

j=1

Aj(U)∂jU = 0 (10)

(= S̃A0∂tU +
3∑

j=1

S̃Aj∂jU + R divH),

where
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A0 = S̃A0 =



1
ρc2

λH1

c2

λH2

c2

λH3

c2 0 0 0 0

λH1

c2 ρ 0 0 −ρλ 0 0 0

λH2

c2 0 ρ 0 0 −ρλ 0 0

λH3

c2 0 0 ρ 0 0 −ρλ 0

0 −ρλ 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 −ρλ 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 −ρλ 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1



;

for the concrete form of the matrices Ak we refer to [13]. Note that system
(10) coincides with (8) if λ = 0. The symmetric system (10) is hyperbolic if
A0 > 0 (this also guarantees that det S̃ 6= 0). Direct calculations show that the
last condition is satisfied if inequalities (9) hold together with the additional
requirement

ρλ2 <
1

1 + (c2
A/c2)

. (11)

Of course, the hyperbolicity condition for system (10) is much more restrictive
than the usual natural assumptions (9). It should be also noted that condition
(11) guarantees the equivalence of systems (8) and (10) on smooth solutions
provided that λ(U) is a smooth function of U, and the analogous assertion
can also be proved for current-vortex sheet solutions.

The new symmetric form (10) for the MHD equations was guessed by
considering the magnetoacoustics system and using for it a “compressible”
counterpart of the so-called cross-helicity integral d/dt

(∫
R3(v,H) dx

)
= 0

taking place for incompressible MHD. This gives a new conserved integral for
the linearized constant coefficient MHD equations and, respectively, a concrete
form of the matrix A0, etc.

3 Linear stability of planar current-vortex sheets

To reduce the free boundary value problem (1), (3), (4) to that in fixed do-
mains we make, as usual (see, e.g., [8]), the change of variables in R × R3 :
t̃ = t , x̃1 = x1 − f(t,y) , ỹ = y . Then, Ũ(t̃, x̃) := U(t,x) is a smooth vector-
function for x̃ ∈ R3

± , and problem (1), (3), (4) is reduced to the following
problem (we omit tildes to simplify the notation):

L(U,∇t,yf)U = 0 in [0, T ]× (R3
+ ∪ R3

−), (12)

v±N = ft , H±
N = 0 , [q] = 0 on [0, T ]× {x1 = 0} × R2, (13)
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U|t=0 = U0 in R3
+ ∪ R3

−, f |t=0 = f0 in R2. (14)

Here
L = A0(U)∂t + Aν(U,F)∂1 + A2(U)∂2 + A3(U)∂3;

Aν = A1(U)− ftA0(U)− fx2A2(U)− fx3A3(U) is the boundary matrix,

Since the boundary matrix Aν is singular at x1 = 0 (see [13]), compressible
current-vortex sheets are characteristic discontinuities.

Let (Û(t,x), f̂(t,y)) be a given vector-function, where Û = (p̂, v̂, Ĥ, Ŝ) is
supposed to be smooth for x ∈ R3

±. Then the linearization of (12)–(14) results
in a variable coefficients problem for determining small perturbations (δU, δf)
(below we drop δ). The interior equations for this problem contain first-order
terms for f . To avoid this difficulty we make the change of unknowns (see [1])

Ū = U− fÛx1 . (15)

In terms of the “good unknown” (15) (below we omit bars) and after drop-
ping the zero-order term f∂1{L(Û,∇t,yf)Û} in the interior equations (as was
recommended in [1]) we get the following linear problem

L(Û,∇t,yf̂)U + ĈU = f in [0, T ]× (R3
+ ∪ R3

−), (16)

ft + v̂+
2 fx2 + v̂+

3 fx3 − (v̂N)+x1
f − v+

N

ft + v̂−2 fx2 + v̂−3 fx3 − (v̂N)−x1
f − v−N

Ĥ+
2 fx2 + Ĥ+

3 fx3 − (ĤN)+x1
f −H+

N

Ĥ−
2 fx2 + Ĥ−

3 fx3 − (ĤN)−x1
f −H−

N

[q] + f [q̂x1 ]


= g if x1 = 0 . (17)

Here vN = (v, N̂) , (v̂N)±x1
= (v̂N)x1 |x1=±0 , q = p + (Ĥ,H) , etc.; N̂ =

(1,−f̂x2 ,−f̂x2); the matrix Ĉ depends on Û, Ût,∇Û,∇t,yf̂ and can be explic-
itly written out (see [13]). We introduced the source terms f(t,x) = f±(t,x)
for x ∈ Rn

± and g(t,y) to make the interior equations and the boundary condi-
tions inhomogeneous because this is needed to attack the nonlinear problem.
Note that if we make suitable assumptions for f , then we can prove that the
third and the fourth boundary conditions in (17) with zero source terms as
well as the divergent constraint ∂1HN + ∂2H2 + ∂3H3 = 0 are just the restric-
tions on the initial data for problem (16), (17). This is necessary to have a
correct number of boundary conditions (the property of maximality) and to
use the divergent constraint for getting a priori estimates for problem (16),
(17).2

2It follows from the divergent constraint that HN is one of the “noncharacteristic”
unknowns. The other ones are q and vN. If we however omit zero-order terms for f
in (17) (that is actually inadmissible if we want to use a priori estimates for Nash-
Moser iterations), then the divergent constraint just gives us an additional regularity
for HN but we do not really need it for getting a priori estimates.
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Let us first freeze the coefficients in (16), (17), omit zero-order terms,
and consider the case of homogeneous interior equations and boundary con-
ditions. Then we have the problem that is the result of the linearization of
(12), (13) with respect to the piecewise constant solution Û = Û± for x1 ≷ 0
for the planar current-vortex sheet x1 = 0 (without loss of generality we take
f̂ = 0). Since the constant coefficients linearized problem for compressible
current-vortex sheets is of independent interest in connection with astrophys-
ical applications mentioned in Sect. 1, we do not introduce in it artificial source
terms. At the same time, the a priori estimates proved in [13] for this prob-
lem (see just below) can be easily generalized to the case of inhomogeneous
problem.

We can show that current-vortex sheets cannot be uniformly stable [13].

Lemma 1. For the constant coefficients linearized problem for planar current-
vortex sheets (see (16), (17) with frozen coefficients), the uniform Kreiss-
Lopatinski condition is never satisfied.

Since the linearized problem for current-vortex sheets is a hyperbolic prob-
lem with characteristic boundary, there appears a loss of control on derivatives
in the normal (x1-)direction. Therefore, in the theorem below we use the fol-
lowing “nonsymmetric” Sobolev norm:

‖U(t)‖2
H̃1(R3

+∪R3
−)

=
∑
±

∑
|α|≤1, α1=0

(
‖∂αU(t)‖2L2(R3

±) + ‖∂1Un(t)‖2L2(R3
±)

)
,

where ∂α = ∂α1
1 ∂α2

2 ∂α3
3 , Un = (q, v1,H1) .

Theorem 1. Let Ĥ+ × Ĥ− 6= 0 and either [v̂] = 0 (current-sheet) or (5)
is satisfied for Û. Then, for the constant coefficients linearized problem for
planar current-vortex sheets the Lopatinski condition is satisfied and the a
priori estimates

‖U(t)‖H̃1(R3
+∪R3

−) ≤ C‖U0‖H̃1(R3
+∪R3

−) , (18)

‖f(t)‖H1(R2) ≤ ‖f0‖L2(R2) + C‖U0‖H̃1(R3
+∪R3

−) (19)

hold for any t ∈ [0, T ] , where T > 0 , C = C(T ) = const > 0 .
The case when Ĥ+ × Ĥ− = 0 , Ĥ± × [v̂] = 0 and either

|[v̂]| < max
{
max{γ+, γ−} , 2 min{γ+, γ−}

}
, γ± =

ĉ±ĉ±A√
(ĉ±)2 + (ĉ±A)2

,

or [v̂] = 0 corresponds to the transition to violent instability, and for the
function f(t,x′) we have the weaker estimate

‖f(t)‖L2(R2) ≤ ‖f0‖L2(R2) + C‖U0‖H̃1(R3
+∪R3

−) .
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For the detailed proof of Theorem 1 we refer to [13]. The proof is based
on the use of system (10). For a certain choice of the constants λ± = λ(Û±)
the boundary conditions are dissipative (even conservative). The hyperbolic-
ity condition (11) for the linearized system (10) for x1 ≷ 0 for chosen λ±

gives the sufficient stability condition (5). Note also that the process of get-
ting the a priori estimates (18), (19) can be formalized by introducing the
notations of dissipative p-symmetrizers [14]. In fact, for the constant coeffi-
cients problem the dissipative (but not strictly dissipative [14]) 0-symmetrizer
S =

{
S̃(Û+), S̃(Û−),R(Û+),R(Û−)

}
(cf. (10)) has been constructed.

4 The variable coefficients analysis

The main difficulties in the variable coefficients analysis are connected with
zero-order terms for f in the boundary conditions (17). Moreover, for constant
coefficients we could work in usual Sobolev spaces. In the variable coefficients
analysis we have to require a little bit more regularity for solutions. In fact,
the natural functional setting is provided by the anisotropic weighted Sobolev
spaces Hm

∗ (see [11, 12] and references therein).
The function space Hm

∗ (Ω) (in our case Ω = R3
+∪R3

−) is defined as follows:

Hm
∗ (Ω) :=

{
u ∈ L2(Ω) : | ∂α

∗ ∂k
1u ∈ L2(Ω) if |α|+ 2k ≤ m

}
,

where ∂α
∗ = (σ(x1)∂1)α1∂α2

2 ∂α3
3 , and σ(x1) ∈ C∞(R+) ∩ C∞(R−) is a mono-

tone increasing function for x1 > 0 and monotone decreasing for x1 < 0 such
that σ(x1) = |x1| in a neighborhood of the origin and σ(x1) = 1 for |x1| large
enough. The space Hm

∗ (Ω) is normed by

‖u‖2m,∗ =
∑
±

∑
|α|+2k≤m

‖∂α
∗ ∂k

1u‖2L2(R3
±) .

For solutions of problem (16), (17) we use also the norm

|||U(t)|||2m = |||U(t)|||2m,∗ + |||∂1Un(t)|||2m−1,∗ ,

where |||(·)(t)|||2m,∗ =
∑k

j=0 ‖∂
j
t (·)(t)‖2k−j,∗ ; Un = (q, vN,HN) is the “nonchar-

acteristic” unknown. Here we use the notations from [11].
For the basic state (Û, f̂), we assume that there exists a constant K > 0

such that

‖Û‖W 2
∞(ΩT ) + ‖f̂‖W 3

∞(∂ΩT ) + ‖∂1Û±‖W 2
∞(∂ΩT ) ≤ K ,

where ΩT = [0, T ] × Ω, ∂ΩT = [0, T ] × R2. We also suppose that the basic
state satisfies the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions, the divergent constraint, and
the hyperbolicity condition (9). We are now in a position to formulate the
main result from [13] but unlike [13] we formulate it for the inhomogeneous
problem (f 6= 0, g 6= 0).
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Theorem 2. Let the basic state (Û, f̂) satisfies all the assumptions above. Let
also there exists a positive constant δ such that

inf
∂ΩT

|ĥ+ × ĥ−| ≥ δ > 0 (20)

and the condition
r±(t,y) < b±(t,y) (21)

holds for all t ∈ [0, T ] at each point y ∈ R2 such that û+(t,y) 6= û−(t,y) ,
where

ĥ = (ĤN, Ĥ2, Ĥ3) , û = (v̂N − f̂t, v̂2, v̂3) , r±(t,x) =

√
ρ̂±
(

1 +
(ĉ±A)2

(ĉ±)2

)
,

b±(t,x′) =
|ĥ±| | sin(ϕ+ − ϕ−)|

|[û]| | sinϕ∓|
, cos ϕ±(t,x′) =

([û], ĥ±)

|[û]| |ĥ±|
.

Then, for problem (16), (17) the a priori estimate

|||U(t)|||1 + ‖f‖H1(∂ΩT )

≤ C
{
‖f‖H1(ΩT ) + ‖g‖H2(∂ΩT ) + |||U0|||1 + ‖f0‖H1(R2)

} (22)

holds for any t ∈ [0, T ] . Here C = C(T,K) is a positive constant independent
of the data (U0, f0, f ,g) .

For the detailed proof of Theorem 2 we refer to [13]. Inequality (21) appear-
ing in this theorem is the analogue of the stability condition (5) for variable
coefficients.3

5 The a priori tame estimate

We now just formulate the recent result concerning an a priori tame estimate
for problem (16), (17). We consider the case of zero initial data for this problem
that is usual assumption, and postpone the case of non-zero initial data to the
nonlinear analysis (construction of a so-called approximate solution, etc.).

Following [11], we define the space

L2
T (Hm

∗ ) =
m⋂

k=0

Hk([0, T ],Hm−k
∗ )

equipped with the norm [u]2m,∗,T =
∫ T

0 |||u(t)|||2m,∗dt.

3Unlike [13] we assume that the stability condition for variable coefficients is
satisfied only on the boundary at each point of the nonplanar current-vortex sheet.
This is possible thanks to the use of a kind of cut-off function for λ(U), i.e., roughly
speaking, the hyperbolicity condition (11) can be imposed only on the boundary.
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Theorem 3. Let T > 0 and m is an even number, m ≥ 6. Assume that the
basic state (Û, f̂) ∈ L2

T (Hm+4
∗ (ΩT ))×Hm+4(∂ΩT ) satisfies the hyperbolicity

condition (9), the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions (3), the divergent constraint
div ĥ = 0, the assumption (20), the stability condition (21), and

[Û]10,∗,T + ‖f̂‖H10(∂ΩT ) ≤ K,

where K > 0 is a constant. Assume also that the data (f ,g) ∈ L2
T (Hm

∗ (ΩT ))×
Hm+1(∂ΩT ) vanish in the past. Then there exists a positive constant K0, that
does not depend on m and T , and there exists a constant C = C(K0) > 0 such
that, if K ≤ K0, then there exists a unique solution (U, f) ∈ L2

T (Hm
∗ (ΩT ))×

Hm(∂ΩT ) to problem (16), (17) that vanishes in the past and obeys the fol-
lowing a priori tame estimate for T small enough:

[U]m,∗,T + ‖f‖Hm(∂ΩT ) ≤ CeCT
{

[f ]m,∗,T + ‖g‖Hm+1(∂ΩT )

+
(
[f ]6,∗,T + ‖g‖H7(∂ΩT )

) (
[Û]m+4,∗,T + ‖f̂‖Hm+4(∂ΩT )

)}
.

(23)

The proof of Theorem 3 is based on the use of Moser-type inequalities
following from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality for Hm

∗ presented in [1].4

The tame estimate (23) is the basic tool to prove the local-in-time existence
of “stable” current-vortex sheet solutions to the nonlinear MHD equations by
the Nash-Moser method. The proof has been recently finished [15].
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