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A STABILITY RESULT FOR THE STOKES-BOUSSINESQ
EQUATIONS IN INFINITE 3D CHANNELS

MARTA LEWICKA AND MOHAMMADREZA RAOOFI

ABSTRACT. We consider the Stokes-Boussinesq (and the stationary Na-
vier-Stokes-Boussinesq) equations in a slanted, i.e. not aligned with the
gravity’s direction, 3d channel and with an arbitrary Rayleigh number.
For the front-like initial data and under the no-slip boundary condition
for the flow and no-flux boundary condition for the reactant temper-
ature, we derive uniform estimates on the burning rate and the flow
velocity, which can be interpreted as stability results for the laminar
front.

1. INTRODUCTION AND THE MAIN RESULTS

The Boussinesq system for a reactive flow is a model describing flame
propagation in a gravitationally stratified medium [13]. It consists of the
reaction-advection-diffusion equation for the reactant temperature 6 (nor-
malised so that 0 < 6 < 1) and the Navier-Stokes equations for the evolution
of the incompressible flow u. The variables u and 6 are coupled through the
advection velocity in the reaction equation, and through the force term in
the fluid equation. After passing to nondimensional variables [2], the sim-
plified Stokes-Boussinesq system takes the form:

(1.1) O +u-VO— A0 = f(0),
(1.2) u — vAu+ Vp = 6p,
(1.3) divu = 0.

Here, v > 0 is the Prandt]l number (inversely proportional to the Reynolds
number), while the reaction rate is given by a nonnegative, nonlinear func-
tion f(#) of ignition type. That is, f is Lipschitz continuous, and there is a
threshold temperature 0 < 9y < 1 such that:
(1.4)

f(@) =0 for § <Ygand 6 > 1, f(@) >0 on (Jp,1), f'(1) <o.

The vector g = pg corresponds to the non-dimensional gravity § scaled
by the Rayleigh number p, and we assume that g is non-parallel to the
unbounded direction of the 3d channel D, which amounts to studying the
system (1.1) - (1.3) in:

D= (-00,0) x Q={(z,2); z € R, T €Q},
1
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with:
p-e3#0.

The crossection €2 is a sufficiently regular, connected and bounded domain
in R?. For the solutions to (1.1) - (1.3), we impose the Neumann condition
in 0, and the no-slip (Dirichlet) boundary condition in u:

00

— =0 and wuw=0o0nadD.
on

(1.5)

The classical result by Kanel [7, 1] states that there exists the unique
speed ¢y (necessarily positive) and a (necessarily decreasing) traveling wave
profile & : R — [0, 1], satisfying:

—cp® — " = f(®), P(-c0)=1, &(+00)=0.

We call ¢y and ® the laminar speed and laminar front, and to fix the ideas,
we let ®(0) = ¥g. Then O(z,t) = ®(x—cpt) is the unique (up to translations)
traveling-wave solution to:

(1.6) 0 — 0. = f(0), 0(z,0) = 6p(x)

joining the two equilibria 1 and 0. Moreover, if the initial data 6y(z) differs
from the Heaviside function H(z) by a compactly supported error, then
there exists a shift xy such that, for the solution # to (1.6) there holds:

He(‘at) - <1>(. + cot + iﬂo)HLoo(R) —0 ast— 0.
Our purpose is to reproduce this result for the problem (1.1) - (1.3), (1.5).

Following [3] and [2], we define the bulk burning rate B(t) and the Nusselt
number N (t) by:

- B(t) = |—g12|/Df(9) dz di, B(t) = %/0 B(s) ds
N(t) = ﬁ/[) |VO|? dz dz, N(t) = %/0 N(s) ds,

and the average flow U(t) by

(18) 0 =1 [ lutes)l ds.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that the initial temperature 0y(x,z) € [0, 1] is such
that Oy(x, &) — H(z) is compactly supported in D. Let ug € WH2(D) and
let (0,u,p) be a global solution of (1.1) - (1.3), (1.5) with: 0(-,0) = 0y and
u(+,0) = ug. Then, there exists a constant Cq, depending only on €, such
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that as t — +oo:

(1.9) co — Cq <§ + ,0_2> —0(1) < B(t) < ¢g + Cq (g + %) +0(1),
2
(1.10) N(@) < <OQ§ + %0+095—2> +o(1),

(1.11)  T(t) < Cq (g + £_Z> +o(1).

The above result shows that the solution of the initial-boundary problem
for (1.1) - (1.3), with small p/v propagates with finite speed close to the
laminar front speed. Also, note that if we replace # with the laminar front
®, then a simple integration of (1.6) gives: B(t) = cg. This corresponds with
the estimates in Theorem 1.1 when p = 0, i.e. the system (1.1) - (1.3) turns
out to be a regular perturbation of the reaction—diffusion equation.

Our next result states that with front-like initial data, the solution to the
studied system stays front-like:

Theorem 1.2. With the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.1, we have:
(1.12)

(I)<£E—Cot+$0—|—U()t+090\/_>—7<9( )

_ C
§<I><x—cot—x0+U(t)t+CQ,o\/%) + 220

Vit

with appropriate xo > 0 and Cq,o depending on Q, f and the initial data 0.

vVt >> 1,

Finally, we have:

Theorem 1.3. The results in Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 remain valid
in either of the following cases:

(i) the channel D = (—o0,+00) x [0, A] is 2-dimensional

(ii) the flow equation (1.2) is replaced by the stationary Navier-Stokes:

—vAu+u-Vu+ Vp =46g,

and the crossection ) is sufficiently “thin”, i.e it satisfies the same
type of condition as in [10]:

\/7 P Ql/2c C 2 d 1/2
5 1/\/_| | p| Cpw + |g-(0,2)|]° dz < 1.

Existence of traveling fronts for the Navier-Stokes-Boussinesq system in
infinite channels has been the subject of research during recent years [3, 2,
11, 5, 8, 10]. Of interest has been also an understanding of the regulariz-
ing and mixing effect of convection [6, 4]. In [3] and [2], the solutions of
the system with front-like datum in a 2d strip have been considered and
uniform estimates for the full Navier-Stokes-Boussinesq system have been
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obtained for the stress-free boundary conditions on w. In this paper we gen-
eralize these results to dimension 3 and the more physically relevant no-slip
boundary conditions. The analysis follows [2] closely; it first seeks bounds
for N and B using the parabolic equation (1.1). Where our argument di-
verges from that of [2] is in finding an estimate for ||u||. In [2], this has
been done using Poincaré’s inequality for vorticity, based on the assumption
that the vorticity vanishes at the boundary, and using the rather simple
form of the vorticity equation in dimension two. In the present case, we rely
on the almost-uniform Xie bound in Lemma 2.2.

Acknowledgments. M.L. was partially supported by the NSF grants
DMS-0707275 and DMS-0846996, and by the Polish MN grant N N201
547438. M.R. was partially supported by the IPM grant no 90350025.

2. AUXILIARY RESULTS

Our first result is a technical lemma, which extends Lemma 4.3 in [2],
proved there for 2d channels (see also [4]). Here we prove a similar result in
dimension 3, showing that diffusion in a tube behaves like 1d heat equation.

Lemma 2.1. Let u € WH2(D,R3) with div u = 0 be a given solenoidal
flow satisfying u = 0 on 0D. Let ¢ be the solution to the advection-diffusion
equation:

pr+u-Vo—Ap=0 for (z,2) €D andt >0

(2.1) g?(:p z,t)=0 for (z,%) € D

¢(x,2,0) = ¢o(x, T).
Then there exists a constant Cq depending only on Q (in particular inde-
pendent of u and ¢g) such that, for all sufficiently large t, there holds:

”(b( )HOO—\/_H¢0|’L1(D vt >> 1.

Proof. 1. We first prove a Nash-type inequality, valid for solutions of (2.1):

|’¢(7t)H(22
loC N7+ loC, Ol o )11
To simplify the notation, in what follows we suppress the dependence on ¢
and write ¢ instead of qb(-, t), etc.
Define ¢(x) = |512‘ Jo @z, %) dZ and let k(z, &) = ¢(x, &) — ¢(x), so that
¢ =1+ kand fQ x,Z) dz = 0 for every x € R. Notice that, by Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality:

2
23 Il =100 [ (foas) ars [ [ 6P = 1ol

Vt.

(2.2) HV¢(‘J)”2L2(D) > Cq
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Similarly:
(2.4) 1920y < @ll2py, 191y < N8l
1Ellze < 2[|llzz,  [[VElz2 <20Vl HkHLl < 2H¢HL1-
Let ¢ R — C be the Fourier transform of v, i.e. ¢ fR e 2miws (g,

By Plancherel’s identity, we have:
(2.5) 1072y = 191172 Ry 19172 @y = l127miw) |72 gy-

For a given positive m, we now write:

2 _ n 2 n 2
146122 gy = /m () dw + /|w|>m|w<w>| e
1
< ol 3y + / W[(w)[? dw

< 2m||9|| 71 gy + WW 172wy

where the estimate of the first term follows by: [¢)(w)| < ||| £1(p), While to
estimate the second term we used (2.5).

Setting m = ||¢’ ||2/3 ||¢||212(/§ we obtain:

1
lllZam) < (3 + DU0N75TR ¥ 1750,
which implies:
1 4/3 2/3
[llZao) < (g + DI ) lsll 7

Now, by Cauchy-Schwarz 1nequality, the Sobolev embedding W12(D) —
L*(D), and the Poincare-Wirtinger inequality on €, if follows that:

1132y < IEIZS oy 6113ty < CallklI 5 5 VRS-
Therefore, by (2. 3) and (2.4):
161172y < 201132y + 20kl F2(p)

<cg(u¢u4/3 IVG15% 5y + 19117405 IV 61750 ) -

We now argue as in [2]. Since y := HV(bHLQ satisfies: ay? +by —c > 0
: : . —b+vb%2+dac __ 2c

glth appropriate a,b,c > 0, then: y > o = Vi > \/b2+ ot
ence:

1/2
196135 > o3 (81155 + o155 Iol32)

which gives:

-1
IVeliZe = Calllize (lelz: + Il lIlze) "
yielding exactly (2.2).
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2. Recall now that:
(2.6) 1oy < lldollr(py

Indeed, the L! norm of a solution to (2.1) is conserved when the initial
data is positive. In the general case one can write ¢g = gbar — ¢y where
qﬁa' and ¢, are positive, with disjoint supports. Solving (2.1) for each, one
obtains the inequality (2.6). Further, integrating (2.1) against ¢ and using
incompressibility of 4 and the boundary condition, it follows that:

d
(2.7) &HQSII%z = —2|[V¢|7..
In view of (2.2), (2.6), (2.7) we now obtain:
5
dH(b”LQ S CQ : ||¢HL2 y
d l[@oll7: + ll@ollrll¢ll7

which, after integrating in time, gives:

I¢oll7: . ligollrs
(2.8) t < Cq < + .

1617 ol
Call o = H<;5|]L2/|]¢0HL1 From (2.8) it follows that 3+1 < CQ . The function
o — 537 Is increasing and it converges to 0 as a — 0. Let B be the unique
solutlon to ﬁf—j_l = %, so that a < 8. Now, for ¢ — oo clearly TQ — 0,
hence also § — 0 and %4 < ﬁ?il = % Consequently, 5 < g—/ﬁ and we
arrive at:

Cao
ol L2 < m”‘bOHLl Vi >> 1.

3. We now argue as in [2]. Let P; be the solution operator for (2.1). Thus
far, we have showed that:

Cao
1 Pellpisre < ) Vi >> 1.

Now if P/ is the adjoint operator, then P; is the solution operator to (2.1),
with u replaced by —u. Therefore the above argument works again:

. Co
||Pt HL1—>L2 S m \V/t >> 1

Finally, we conclude the lemma:

P2t 1 poe < N Pellpr—r2 || Pell 2o

Co
= 1Pellprm 2 |Pf o2 < ) Vit >> 1.

We now present a lemma taken from [10]:
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Lemma 2.2. Let g € L*(D). There exists a constant Cq, depending only
on the crossection Q, such that for any solenoidal flow u € W22 N W01’2(D)
satisfying:

—vAu+Vp =g, divu=01in D,
there holds:

\/5 1/2
[ulloe < = IVl i Il

We remark that the proof of (2.9) relies on Xie’s estimate [12]:

1/2

(2.9) | ) + CallVull2(p)-

ulloo < \/—HA ull 15ty I Vull g

valid for v € W22(D) N VVO1 (D), and on a commutator estimate [9]:
1
I(PA = APJulRa(oy < (3 +¢) 1800y + Col Vo

where P is the Helmholz projection onto the space of solenoidal vector fields.
The interest in the inequality (2.9) lies in the independence of the constant

V2

T at the term involving g. Indeed, this was the key argument allowing to

prove [10] existence of traveling waves for the full Navier-Stokes-Boussinesq
system in 3d channels, satisfying appropriate “thinness” condition on the
crossection 2. The same argument is needed to obtain the uniform bounds
for the stationary Navier-Stokes-Boussinesq system in Theorem 1.3 (ii).

On the other hand, by elliptic estimates and the Sobolev imbedding, it
follows directly that:

1
210 Julle < Colulwaen) < Co (IVullz) + 3 ol )

In fact, already this inequality is sufficient for the estimates in case of the
Stokes-Boussinesq system.

We will also need the following result, in the line of Lemma 3.6 from [10]:
Lemma 2.3. For each t, there exists a function h € Wllof(D), such that:

10(-,8)7 = V| L2(py < CapllVO(-,t)|l2(D)>
with Cq depending only on €. In fact:

1/2
(2.11) Co = Cpw + <][ G- (0,2)? di) :
Q

where Cpyw stands for the Poincare- Wirtinger constant of §2.

Proof. Let e, e, e3 be the standard basis for R3. Suppressing the time
variable ¢, we define:

W@, 7) = 5 e /Ox]€0(x,i) dit da + - (O’j)]ée(x 7) di
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Therefore, the following identity concludes the proof of lemma:

0p—Vh= ﬁ(@(az,a?) - ]ée(a;,i*) da?) -0 (0,:%)]@91,(%@) dz ey,

by the Poincare-Wirtinger inequality: |6 — f |20y < Crw|[VO||2(q). W

3. PROOFS OF THE MAIN RESULT

The following lemma has been proven in [2] for the case of 2d channels
and vorticity of the flow u vanishing at D. Exactly the same proof, relying
on the construction of super and sub-solutions to (1.1) is valid also in the
present 3d case. Since the argument uses the estimate in Lemma 2.1, we
partially reproduce it below for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 3.1. There exists a constant Cq o depending on ), f, and on the
wniatial data Oy, such that:

_ 1= _ 1 1
1 N(t) < =B(t t -+ — t 1.
B NO<3BO+T0+Coo(7+7) >
Moreover, there exists xg > 0 and g € L*(R), such that for all sufficiently
large t >> 1:

@ (2 = cot + w0 + U(t)t + CooVE) = Q(w,5,) < 0(x,5,1)
(3.2) -
<o (m —cot —xg —U(t)t — CQ,O\/E) + Q(z,z,1),
where Q) is the solution to:

Qi +u-VQ—-—AQ =0 inD,
3.3 0

on
Proof. We only prove (3.2), since it implies (3.1) as in [2], Lemma 4.2.
Define:

G, 7,8) = @ (= cot + 20 + U(B)t + COVE) = Q(a, 3,8),

where xg,C > 0 are to be determined later, and @ is as in (3.3) with ¢
appropriately chosen.

To prove that 1 is a subsolution, we first need to show the non-positivity
of the following expression:

(3.4)
(W)t +u- Vo — Ahy — f(4)
= <Hu(-,t)”Loo(D) + QQ\/E + ul(az,i*,t)> o’ (m — cot + xg + ﬁ(t)t + C\/Z)
+ /(@) - f(®-Q)
C

< 2—\/E<I>’+f(<1>) - f(®-Q).
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Take ¢ € L'(R) such that 0 < g(x) < a = min (J9/2, (1 —9g)/4). By the
maximum principle we have:

(3.5) 0 <Q(z,z,t) < a.

Let now zg > 0 be such that:

(3.6) Oo(x,z,0) > ®(z + x0) — q(x).

Finally, let C' be large enough so that when ® € (¥9,1 — (1 — ¥)/4) then:
c

C
4 F (D) — f(®— Q) < — || |1 [|QC, )| oo
NG f(®) = £( 62)_2\/z £ N2 Q)| oo ()
C . CalQ|
- ' (s)] + 220 <0,
<o é(s)e(ﬂg}%g%m! (s)] i I Nz llgllzrmy <

where we used Lemma 2.1 to estimate ||Q|loo. On the other hand, for ® €
(0,99) U (1 — (1 —99)/4,1) the nonpositivity of the right hand side in (3.4)
follows directly, via (3.5). Concluding, (3.4) and (3.6) imply the lower bound
in (3.2).

The upper bound follows by assuring that:
U(,8,8) = @ (2 — ot — 20 — U ()t — OVE) + Q(a, 1)
is a supersolution. Similarly as above, this follows by choosing xg such that:
0o(z,%,0) < &(x — x0) + q(x)

in addition to (3.6), and having C' large enough so that:

C
(¢r)t +u-Vip, — Awr - f(wr) > _2—\/E(I)/ - Hf/||L°°HQ('7t)HL°°(D)

C . ColQ|
> o/(s)| — I e >0,
T2Vt <I>(s)€(1901}121,1(11+190)/2)‘ (5)] Vit £ o< lallzr @) =

when®e(00/2,1—(1—190)/2). [ |

Clearly, Theorem 1.2 follows from (3.2) and Lemma 2.1. We now have:

Lemma 3.2. There exists a constant Cq o depending on ), f, and on the
wniatial data Oy, such that for all sufficiently large t >> 1:

(3.7 Bt) <@+ U0)+ Caa (147 ).
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Proof. Denoting &(t) = U (t)t + Cqov/tand using the bound (3.2), we obtain:
(3.9)

:ﬁ/t/f(e):ﬁ/ot/l)etdxdi’

O(x,z,t) — 0(x,z,0) de dZ
IQIt

Iﬂlt/ Bz — cot — 20— £(1)) + Oz, i 8) — B(a + 10) + Oz, ,0) da di.

By (2.6) and the construction of the corrector @, it follows that:

Co
B10) o [ Q@) + Q.a0) o di < Jlal < S
]Q\t t
Further:
1
Tl /D(P(a; —cot — 29 — £(t)) — P(z + o)
1 C()t-i-x()-i-f(t
= / ®(z — cot — xo — £(8)) — 1)
—:co cot+wo+E(t)
s Ta-e@ra+ | (1 - ®(z + o))
—o
(3.11) +/ ®(x — cot — w0 — &(t))
Cot+m0+§(t

/ a:+xo)—/ O (x + o)
cot+zo+E(t) —x0

cot+mo+£()
1/ | qs — lcot + 220+ £()]

t t

—x0

_ 1 1
<cy+U(t)+Cap <;+%>,

which together with (3.10) proves (3.7). To prove (3.8), similarly as in (3.9)
we note that:

€t Jp

and as in (3.11) we obtain:

ﬁ/pq’(‘f — cot + 30 + £(t)) — Bz — m0) =

|cot — 20 — £(t)]
t

>co—U(t) — Cayp <% +%>

Together with (3.10) the above implies (3.8). |
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Proof of Theorem 1.1.
Multiplying the fluid equation (1.2) by u and integrating over D, one obtains:

d 0>
(3.12) el +vIVulis < Co— ||V ..
Integrating (1.2) against uy gives in turn:

luel72 + T IIVUHLz < Cap?|IVO| 7,

where in both inequalities above we used Lemma 2.3 to “replace” the term
00 by pVE, Taking averages in time, we get:

I 2 P’ 1 2

n [Vullz. dt < CQEN(t) + EHVUOHL%

(3.13) 0

1 [t v
¢ [ llBs de < CapN () + Yol
0
By Lemma 2.2 or (2.10), and Lemma 2.3 it now follows that:
1 P
fulle < o (17l + 2 fulliz + 219011 )

Using (3.13) we obtain:
(3.14)

o) <CQ<< A HVU”L2>1/2 3/ HUth)l/erg N(t))

gcg( VN + |Vl + \fuwonm).

By (3.1) and (3.7) we hence get, for large t >> 1:

_ 1 3= 1 1
N(t) ECO + §U(t) + 097(] (; + W)

1 p 1 1
< = —/ -4+ —.
_2C0+CQV N(t)'i'call(t"‘ﬂ)

where Cy;; depends on €0, f, v, 6y and ug. Consequently:

/1 1 1
( <CQ + —CQ-I-CQ 2+Call Z _t)

1 1 1
< <CQ— +1/5¢ + CQ_> + Cau (— + —> ;
v 2 v t t

and, returning to (3.14):

_ 2 1 1 1
U(t) < Cq (%—ngico—kcﬂg) + Can <;+%>.

In view of Lemma 3.2, Theorem 1.1 is hence proven. |

IN

(3.15)
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Proof of Theorem 1.3.
We only prove the assertion (ii), because the 2d case in (i) follows with
exactly the same calculations as in Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 .

For the stationary Navier-Stokes-Boussinesq system, using the Poincaré
inequality and (2.11), we obtain the following counterpart of (3.12):

1/2
P R . .
310) IVulzzoy < 2Co (Cow+ (F17-0.0F az) ) 19011200,

where C'p and Cpyy are, respectively, the Poincaré and the Poincaré-Wirtinger
constants of Q. By Lemma 2.1 and argueing as (3.14), we arrive at:

2
) QO 1/2
00 < 58003 (e + (15002 az) ) N0+ caly/3

while the counterpart of (3.15) in the present case is:
_ 1 1 1
N(t) <= - -+ —

(t) < 2CO+CQ V ()+Cﬂo<t+\/{:>

mQ’P 2 VAT S
+ — i CP Cpw + |g-(0,2)]° dz N(t) vVt >> 1.

It is therefore clear that when the constant in front of N(¢) in the last term
of the right hand side above is smaller than 1, the results of Theorem 1.1
and Theorem 1.2 follow as in the case of the Stokes-Boussinesq system. B

REFERENCES

[1] Henri Berestycki. The influence of advection on the propagation of fronts in reaction-
diffusion equations. Nonlinear PDEs in Condensed Matter and Reactive Flows,
NATO Science Series C, 569, Kluwer, Doordrecht, 2003.

[2] Henri Berestycki, Peter Constantin, and Lenya Ryzhik. Non-planar fronts in Boussi-
nesq reactive flows. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 23(4):407-437, 2006.

[3] Peter Constantin, Alexander Kiselev, and Lenya Ryzhik. Fronts in reactive convec-
tion: bounds, stability, and instability. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 56(12):1781-1804,
2003.

[4] Peter Constantin, Alexander Kiselev, Lenya Ryzhik, and Andrej Zlatos. Diffusion
and mixing in fluid flow. Ann. of Math. (2), 168(2):643-674, 2008.

[5] Peter Constantin, Marta Lewicka, and Lenya Ryzhik. Travelling waves in two-
dimensional reactive Boussinesq systems with no-slip boundary conditions. Non-
linearity, 19(11):2605-2615, 2006.

[6] Peter Constantin, Alexei Novikov, and Lenya Ryzhik. Relaxation in reactive flows.
Geom. Funct. Anal., 18(4):1145-1167, 2008.

[7] Ya.l. Kanel. Certain problems of burning-theory equations, Sov. Math. Dokl. 2, 48-
51, 1961.

[8] Marta Lewicka. Existence of traveling waves in the Stokes-Boussinesq system for
reactive flows. J. Differential Equations, 237(2):343-371, 2007.

[9] Jian-Guo Liu, Jie Liu, and Robert L. Pego. Stability and convergence of effi-
cient Navier-Stokes solvers via a commutator estimate. Comm. Pure Appl. Math.,
60(10):1443-1487, 2007.



STOKES-BOUSSINESQ EQUATION IN A CHANNEL 13

[10] Marta Lewicka and Piotr B. Mucha. On the existence of traveling waves in the 3D
Boussinesq system. Comm. Math. Phys., 292(2):417-429, 2009.

[11] Rozenn Texier-Picard and Vitaly Volpert. Problémes de réaction-diffusion-convection
dans des cylindres non bornés. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math., 333(12):1077—
1082, 2001.

[12] Wenzheng Xie. A sharp pointwise bound for functions with L?-Laplacians on arbi-
trary domains and its applications. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.), 26(2):294-298,
1992.

[13] Ya. B. Zeldovich, G. I. Barenblatt, V. B. Librovich, and G. M. Makhviladze. The
mathematical theory of combustion and explosions. Consultants Bureau [Plenum],
New York, 1985. Translated from the Russian by Donald H. McNeill.

MARTA LEWICKA, UNIVERSITY OF PITTSBURGH, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, 301
THACKERAY HALL, PITTSBURGH, PA 15260, USA

MOHAMMADREZA RAOOFI, ISFAHAN UNIVERSITY OF TECHNOLOGY, ISFAHAN,IRAN AND
SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, INSTITUTE FOR RESEARCH IN FUNDAMENTAL SCIENCES (IPM),
P.O. Box 19395-5746, TEHRAN, IRAN

E-mail address: lewicka@math.pitt.edu, raoofi@cc.iut.ac.ir



