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FINITE-PARAMETER FEEDBACK STABILIZATION OF ORIGINAL
BURGERS’ EQUATIONS AND BURGERS’ EQUATION WITH
NONLOCAL NONLINEARITIES

S. GUMUS AND V. K. KALANTAROV

ABSTRACT. We study the problem of global exponential stabilization of original Burgers’
equations and the Burgers’ equation with nonlocal nonlinearities by controllers depending
on finitely many parameters. It is shown that solutions of the controlled equations are
steering a concrete solution of the non-controlled system as t — oo with an exponential
rate.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the initial boundary value problems for the original Burgers’ equations (OBE)
o —Uv — vd*v + 200, =0, x€(0,1), t>0, (1.1)
1
Ult)— R+vU(t) = —/ vidx, t >0, (1.2)
0
U}w:(] - U’x:l - 0’ U(O) - UO’ U}tzo = o, (13)

and the initial boundary value problem for the viscous Burgers’ equation with nonlocal
nonlinearity (BNN) which is closely related to the system (LL1I), (L2]) via U’ =0

1
O — v0?v + 200,v — Ru + k:v/ v’dr =h, € (0,1), t>0, (1.4)
0

U‘xzo = U}le =0, ,U‘t:O = Yo- (1.5)

Here, the constants R > 0 and v > 0 are pressure and kinematic viscosity coefficients,
respectively. Burgers introduced the system (ILI)), (L2) as a mathematical model of
fluid motion under the action of a constant pressure drop in a straight channel between
parallel walls, [5], and later studied the stabilization of the stationary solutions of this
system in detail, [6]. There is a number of papers devoted to the mathematical analysis
of Burgers’ original model of turbulence. The problems of existence and uniqueness of
solutions, and the stability of constant solution of the initial boundary value problems
for the system (LII), (L2) are studied in [12], [I3] and the asymptotic stability of the
laminar stationary solution of the initial boundary value problem for this system under
homogeneous Dirichlet’s boundary conditions are proved in [I8]. In [I0], it is shown
that the backward in time asymptotic behavior of the solutions to the initial boundary
value problem for the system (1)), (L2]) include complete orbits which grow with an
exponential rate as ¢ — oo and orbits that blow up in a finite time. In [I5] the author
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proved the existence of an exponential attractor of the semigroup generated by the initial
boundary value problem for the system (ILIl), (IL2), gave an estimate for the dimension
of the attractor and showed that the dimension of the attractor grew in proportion to
VvRv~'. This indicates that the system becomes more unstable as this number grows.
The existence of inertial manifolds for Burgers’ original mathematical model system of
turbulence is investigated in the paper [20].

It is the article [14], where the Burgers’ equation with nonlocal nonlinearity (T4,
which is a simplification of the system (LI)-(L2), first appeared. Later the asymptotic
behavior and the global existence of solutions of the equation (L4) in case of k < 0,
namely unstable Burgers’ equation with nonlocal term was studied in [I1]. The authors
showed that the solutions blow up in a finite time under certain conditions on the initial
data. Our goal is to study the problem of stabilization of solutions by feedback controllers
involving finite-dimensional controllers of the problem (LII)-(L3) and the problem (4],
3).

There is a vast literature on feedback stabilization and long time behavior of solutions
of the viscous Burgers’ equation

v — v2v + vdv = h, (1.6)

and some of its modifications. Some of this literature include the results on stability of
stationary states and existence of finite-dimensional attractors for semigroups generated
by initial boundary value problems for this equation, [30], [8], [29] , [30]; the studies
regarding the problem of local stabilization for the viscous Burgers equation, [7], [27],
[3] and the results concerning global stabilization of the viscous Burgers’ equation using
nonlinear Neumann and Dirichlet boundary control laws, [2], [25], [24], [16], [17], [28].
In this paper, we proved global exponential stabilization of solutions of (I.T), (I.2]) and
global exponential stabilization with a prescribed exponential rate of solutions to (L4])
by feedback controllers involving finitely many Fourier modes and finitely many volume
elements. Our study is mainly inspired by the recent results on feedback stabilization by
finite-dimensional controllers of nonlinear dissipative PDEs obtained in [I], [4], [9], [21],

22, [26].

Notation and inequalities. Throughout this paper we will use the following notations:

The inner product in L*(0, 1) is denoted by (-, -) and the corresponding norm by ||-||. The
d?

eigenfunctions of the Sturm-Liouville operator — 7= under the homogeneous Dirichlet’s or
periodic boundary conditions corresponding to eigenvalues Ay, Ao, - -+, A\, - -+ are denoted
by W1, W2y ==+ Wy~ -

In what follows the nonlinear terms appearing in the calculations are estimated by using
the following inequalities:

e Young’s inequality: For each a,b > 0 and € > 0

p 1 v 1 1
abgea——i-——, where p,q > 0 and — + - = 1. (1.7)
p  €rgq P q

e Poincaré inequality

lul® < APHRNP, Ve Hy, (1.8)
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and the inequality

o0

Yl wg)P < AP Yu € H, (1.9)
k=N+1

where ), is the n’th eigenvalue of the operator —% under the homogeneous
Dirichlet’s boundary conditions.
e The 1D Gagliardo-Nirenberg (GN) inequality

|20y < Bllull ' [u®]1*, Vu € H?(0,1) N H(0,1), (1.10)

where p > 2. m =1, 2,
[ J

<a<l, a:<%+j—%>m_l.

J
m

Lemma 1.1 (See [1]). Assume that ¢ € H*(0,1). Then the following inequalities
hold true

N

k=1

where h = %, Jp = [(k — 1)%,1{:%), fork=1,2,..N—1, Jy = [%,1], XJ, 1S
the characteristic function of the interval Jy, and
1

O = oAl B o(z)dz.

2. STABILIZATION OF ORIGINAL BURGERS’ EQUATIONS BY CONTROLLERS DEPENDING
ON FOURIER MODES

In this section we show that strong solutions of the following feedback system

N
0,0 = U + vOo — 200,0 — p Y (0 — v, wp)wy, x € (0,1), (2.1)
k=1
U'(t) = R—vU(t) —~||?7(1t)||2,~ (2.2)
U)pg = 6}93:1 =0, U(0) = Uy, z~]‘t:() = Uo(z).

are approaching as ¢ — oo the strong solution of the problem (L.I))-(3]) with an expo-
nential rate.

A strong solution of the problem (LI)-(L2) is a pair of functions [v, U] such that

v e L>(0,T; H(0,1)) N L*(0,T; H*(0,1)), U € C*(0,T) and the equation (LT is sat-
isfied in L? sense. A strong solution of (Z2)-(Z3)) is defined similarly. We would like
to note that the proof of existence and uniqueness of the problems can be done by the
standard Galerkin method employing the estimates obtained below (see, e.g., [12]).
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Let z:= % —v and W := U — U. Then [z, W] is a solution of the system

Oz = Uz + Wu +vd%z — 200,z + 20,0) — Z(z, W)Wy, (2.4)
W(t) = =W (@) = [9@IF + oI, (2.5)
Z‘x:O = Z}mzl = O, W(O) = U(] - Uo, Z‘t:O = ’(70 — . (26)

Multiplying ([Z35) with W and (2.4) by z in L*(0,1) and then adding the obtained equa-
tions, we get

2 pr [H O + W] + v 0:20 17 + vW (O = U@)[=(0)]?

— 1Y)~ W(H)(=,8) + (2(8), 8,0(t) — 20,0(1). (2.7)

We estimate the last two terms on the right-hand side of (2.7), by applying Young’s
inequality (L) and the GN inequality ||z]|zs < B]2]|*/4]|0.2/ /4

W)z D) < AW @F + 5 IOl (23)

|(2%(), 8:0(t) — 20,0(1))| < [|2(t)]|7 (||(9 o)l + 2[00 (8)]])
< ZH@M( )* + V 3553 (10:0(1)]| + 20100 (@) )P =112 (2.9)
Utilizing the estimates (2.8) and (2.9) in (Iﬂ), we obtain

O+ W]+ 2WOP + 210,201 <~ 3 1z we)
k=1

N | —
Q.|Q‘

+ (10601 + 1501 + 736 (1000 + 2100 ) 10l (2:10)

We need to show that the terms |[v(t)|[, |U(#)], |U@)], o), [|18:0(2)|| and [|0,v(t)]|| are
bounded. Multiplying (L2) by U and (L)) by v in L?*(0,1) and then adding the obtained
relations we get:

1d
2t |
Thanks to the Poincaré inequality, we obtain

o) + [U()P) + U@ + vlam(@)? = RUG) < o R+ 20 ()

o) + [UOF] + U0 + o)) < 272,

where dy = v min{1,2\;}. The last inequality implies that

2

R
0@ + TP < (el + [Tofle™" + (1 - e~t)
0
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Hence, there exists a number 77 > 0 such that

2R?
lo@®)|]? + |U®)? < My := i vt > Th. (2.11)

To get the estimate for ||0,v(¢)||? first we multiply (III) by —d%v in L?*(0,1)
1
5 dt”a v)[* = U001 + vl|oze ()] +/ (Op(t))’dz = 0. (2.12)
0

Employing the GN inequality [[(9,v)]zs < Bl|vl|[|020]# and Young’s inequality (T7)

with € = ;’,p—g,weget

| / (@a0(t))de| < TN + 84y 7727 o t) (2.13)
On the other hand :
TOov(O1* < (U100 @) [10z0(0)]] < ZH@%UW + %\U(t)|2||v(t)||2- (2.14)
Thus from (2.12)) together with the estimates (2.I3)) and (2.14) it follows that
%H@cv(t)ﬂz + A u()]* < %|U(1f)|2||v(1f)||2 + BT Jo(1)[]. (2.15)
Since |[v(t)||?, |U|?(t) < My, Vt > T (recall (ZI1)), then there exists T, > 0 such that
|0,0()|> < My, Vt>T. (2.16)

In order to get bounds for |U(t)| and ||5(t)||, we multiply the equation ([22) by U and
(Z1) by © in L?(0,1) and then add the resulting relations:

S (IR + TOP] + 1T + vl = ROG)

2 dt
N N
k=1 k=1

By using Young’s and Poincaré inequalities and the estimate (2I1]), we obtain the in-
equality

N
1dr,. - Vo~ n
5 (10O + U + S1T0F + vllo)]? < + 5> (v wy)?
2dt 2 4 —
R2
<o ZMl, =t (2.17)
Integrating (Z17T), we get
- ~ - ~ e (— 1 [R? ,u
I + O < (B IP + 1R+ - (S 2an). )
where dy = v min{1, 2\, }. Hence, there exists T3 > T such that
R2

15()]12 + |U(t)]> < My = ot Pan, v > (2.19)
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Next, we multiply the equation ([ZI)) by —0%0 in L?(0, 1) and after simple manipulations
obtain:

5 dtl|8 O = U@l + vloZo(t)|” +/ (0:0(t))*dar

N N
= _’MZ)\k(ﬁ’ka +,uZ)\k(17,wk (% wk
k=1 k=1

Employing the inequalities (2.13)), (2.14]) we obtain the analog of the inequality (2.15) for
v

rﬁlt

N
E ’ka

k=1

Do) + Mgl < LU@PI@IE + 8472 o) + 2 a,u(r)
hence, by (2.11]), (2.16) and ([Z19) we deduce that
10,5(t)||* < My, Vt>Ty>Ts. (2.20)
By using the estimates (Z10]), (Z19) and 220), we infer from (2I0) the inequality

2 2 v 5 | BV 2
=S O + WP+ 2O + 22 0.2

N
< Ms||=()IP = p ) |z wi) P, VE = T,

where T5 := max{Ty, T, T3, T} and
M; = \/M:g—'—%Mgz—i‘ zu‘%ﬁ8/3(\/ﬁ4+2\/ﬁ2)4/3. (2.21)
Assume that p and N are large enough such that
M; < p, and AL, Ms < % (2.22)
By using these assumptions, the inequality (L9) and the Poincaré inequality, we get
d 2 2 2 2
= ZOF + WOF] + v W@ + Al <0, Vi =T, (2.23)
From the last inequality we get
2O + W @) < (TP + [W(T5)[P)e =), vt > T,
where dy = ymin{1, A\;}. So we have proved the following

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that the conditions [222) are satisfied. Then there exists
to > 0 such that for all t > ty the following inequality holds true

Hf)(t) - U(t)H? + |0(t) — U(t)|2 < (||U(t0) _ {)(to)H? + |U(t0) _ U(t0)|2)6_d2(t_t0),

where dy = vmin{1, A\ }.
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Multiplication of ([Z4]) by —d?z gives

1d

5 710021 + V022" = W (D) (0,01, 02) + U 0r2]?

N
+ 2(00,2 + 20,v,0%2) — 1 Z Me(z,wp)?. (2.24)

Employing the Young inequality and the Sobolev inequality ||¢]|?« < col|0.¢||* we get
2 (00,2 + 200, 032)| < 2[[0l|< | Ox2 1022 + 2/|2 L 100 [ 07 2]
< 25 10,511 + 0,512 10517 + LNl (225)
and
W()@0r.0,2)| < LW+ o 10,5]10,]°
Utilizing last two inequalities in (2.24]) we obtain

- 1, = 4¢?
2, 2012 < 2 2 | 1 2 | 4 <12 2 2
2dt”a z||* + H3 2| < SIW(E)IF + [|U\ + 2V||8mv|| +— ([10:0]]7 + [10=017) | 1022]I.

(2.26)

v
2
Finally adding to (2.206)) the inequality ([2.23)):

d il 2 2 2 v 2 2, Y22
1 |10 4 IelP + WO | + SIW R+ Al + Sl

e 4¢3 1 9 al 9
S |:7M4 (7 + Z)MQ + \V M3:| HﬁchH - /J,Z Ak(z,wk) y Vi Z T5 (227)

Due to the inequality (L9) we have

N
10.2]]* = Z)\k z,wy)? Z M (2, wg)? < Z z,w)? 4+ A 1022
k=N+1 k=1
Thus ([Z27) implies
d |1 2 2 2 v 2 2
DA ozl 4 20+ W] + 2w o + awlz)

N
+ (5= AQ0) 12222 < =(n = Qo) Y- Aulzwn)?, (228)
k=1

where

4uck

4¢? 1
Qo = y My + ( 0 5)M2 + +/ Ms. (2.29)

Suppose that
v
= Qo= 0, AFhQo < T (2.30)



8 FINITE-PARAMETER FEEDBACK STABILIZATION OF ORIGINAL BURGERS’ EQUATIONS

Then from (2.28) we obtain

d |1 1
2 |10 el + WO + 0o | J10usIP 4 P+ IWCOF] <0, e 7

which implies that Vt > Tx
1 1 (T
SOOI + L + WO < |JI0AT)IP + ()2 + W] e, (231

where ap = Y min{1,4}. Thus we proved the following

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that the conditions ([2.30) are satisfied with Qo defined in (2.29).
Then ||0,0(t) — Opv(t)||* + |U(t) — U(t)|* = 0 with an exponential rate as t — oo.

3. VIiscous BURGERS’ EQUATION WITH NONLOCAL NONLINEARITY

In this section, we study the problem of stabilization of BNN (Il4]), where
h € L*(R*; L*(0,1)) is a given source term, v > 0, k > 0 and R > 0 are given numbers.
Utilizing the inequalities

v 1 1
<V 2 2 2 4, 1 o
(o) < Sl + bl Rl < kol + 4 72

we obtain from the first energy equality

ld 2 2 2 4
5 7z PO+ V|00 @ = Rlo @) + kllv@)]" = (b, v),

the inequality

d 2 2 1 2 1 2
— < el )
ZI@OIF + Al < 3R+ 5= [Ih()]

2k
From this inequality we get the estimate

2 2 vt R e 2
OI" = o — | |[n(7)]]?d
IO < lnlPe™ + 5 [ ) P
which implies that

where Hy depends only on Hy := [ [|h(t)]|%dt.
Next, we multiply (L4) by —9%v in L?(0, 1) and obtain
1d !
5 g 10=0l” + vIlozol” + /0 (Osv)*dz — R||0xv||* + Kl|v]*|0xv]|* = —(h, D). (3.2)

Here, we again use Young'’s inequality ((IL7) to obtain:

v 2R? v 2
R||0,v* < R|v[[|03v] < gllﬁivll2 + TIIUIIQ, |(h, D2v)| < gll@fvll2 + ;IIhIIQ- (3.3)

Employing the GN inequality and Young’s inequality (I7) with e = 2, p = £ we get

| [ @ntaa] < Jlezoolf + 5247720 Juto)] (3.4)
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Utilizing the inequality (B.4)), two inequalities in (B.3]) and the Poincaré inequality, we get
from (B.2)
4R?

d 4 9 —
00O + A0 < RO + —= O] + AR o ()],
Due to ([BJ) from this inequality we get the estimate
||a§5v(t)||2 S H2a \V/t 2 T2a (35)

where Hy depends only on Hy and H;.
Let us obtain estimates for solutions of the controlled system

N
Opu — vd2u + 2udyu — Ru + kllul|?u = —p > (u — v, wi)wy, + h,

k=1 (3.6)
U =u =0, u = Uy.
=0 r=1 t=0
Multiplication of (B8] by u in L?(0,1) gives:
ld 2 2 2 4 M - 2
5 g [ + v :u(®)” = Rllu@)[” + Klu(®)]" < 12<”=wk) + (hu).  (3.7)

B
Il

1
By using the inequalities

k k 1
[(hyw)| < flull” + ||h||2 Slull®+ 57 + —||h||2, Rlull® < Sllull*+ -7 (38)
we obtain from (B.7)

1d 9 9 _ M 5 1 5 1 9
)P + o) < Bl + 2B+ 0+ B (39)
We deduce from ([B.9) that
u(t)|| < Hs, ¥t > Ts, (3.10)

where Hj depends on Hy, Hy, R and k. Next, we multiply (3.6) by —0%u in L?*(0,1)

5 dt L o) + vlou) + / (Ozu)*dr — R Opu(t)|* + Kllu(®) || 0-u(t) |

0

= =i ) Mkl we) 4 Y M, wi) (u,wy) — (b, Pu). (3.11)

k=1 k=1
Thanks to the inequalities B34) and B3] employed for the term d?u and the inequality

,ulZ)\kvwk)(u wk <MZ)\kuwk Z)\kvwk ,

k=1 k=1
B10) implies

ol + Z Rl < BTl + ARl + 4l + X o0

Integrating the last inequality we obtain the next bound for solutions of the problem
10,u(t)||* < Hy, Wt > Ty, (3.12)
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Finally, we consider the system

N
Oz — V022 + 220,u + 200,z — Rz + k||ul|*u — k||v]|*v = —p 3 (2, wy)wy, (313)
k=1 :

z

=0, z

r=1

=z
=0

= Up — Yo,
x=0

where z = u — v. Multiplying the equation (BI3) by z in L?(0, 1) and taking into account
(lullu = flv[*v, u = v) > 0, we get

N
2dt|l 2P+ vl|0p2]? + 2(2%, Opu) — (2, 8p0) = R|I2)1* = = ) (z,wp). (3.14)

Then we estimate the third and fourth terms on the left hand side of (B.14):
3 1
(2%, 0:0)] < |l2llZalldavll < B2)l2l|2(10:2]12 [0 ]l
v 3 4 _1 4
< Dol + B RO, (315)
and similarly
2 v 2 3 41 4

21(2% Ozu)| < 102" + 2 (28) 3075 ||| Opulls. (3.16)

Thus due to ([B.3) and ([B.I2) there exists 75 > T, such that
(2%, 8z0)] +2|(2%, Q)| < gH@acZH2 +Allz])?, V> T,

where

3

Ay = Z@ﬁ)é‘ﬂffj/?’ + Z(ﬁ)%zf%sz/?’. (3.17)

Employing the last inequality we get from (B.14]) that
d
ZlzOIF +v2:2@)1 = 2(A0 + B)I=(0)]” = —MZ ERTINE (3.18)

Next, we multiply (BIR) by e with o = £ — )‘1” and rewrite the obtained relation in the
form

N
1) + V2O — (0 + 240 + 2R)e™ [2(E)|P = —2e” Y (2, w)”.

k=1

it ¢
We rewrite the last equality in the following form
d N
7 (=) + ' l|002()]* + 21— (o + 240 + 2R)]e”™ Y (=, wn)?
k=1

— (04240 + 2R)e” Z (z,w)?=0. (3.19)
k=N+1
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Since > (z,wi)? < Ay [|0x2(2)||%, we can choose N so large that
k=N-+1
5 > (0 + 240+ 2R)A\y.,, and p> %+R+A0,
and deduce from ([BI9) the inequality
d ag ag
- (™ l=z017) + —etH8 2t <0, Yt =ty > T, (3.20)

which implies that ||z(t)[|? < e=¢E=%)||2(to)||%.
So the following proposition holds true

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that & > % 1s an arbitrary number, N and p are so large
that \ .
14 _ 1V 1V
§>)\N{H(£—7+2AQ+2R), n > f—T—FR—i‘Ao,

where Ag is defined in (BIT). Then each strong solution of the problem ([B.0)) is approach-
ing the strong solution of the problem (L4),([L5) with an ezponential rate e~ in L*(0, 1)
sense.

Now we multiply the equation (BI3) by —d?z and obtain:

1d

S 10.2|1* + 1/||82,z||2 2(z0,u + v0, 2, Q,%z) + R|| 0,22

N
— EJu]?10:2]1* = k(u+v,2)(050,052) — 11 Y Aelz,wp)? (3.21)
k=1
By using the Poincaré inequality we get

(-t 0, 2)(050,8:2)] < A7 (] + ol 12:019221,
and similar to ([2.25) we have

v 4¢?
2[(20,u +v0,z2,032)| < 5“@%2”2 + 70(”8&“2 + [|0z0]1%)[| 02|

Utilizing the last two inequalities in (3.21]) and employing the estimates (B.1]),(3.3]), (310),
[BI2) we obtain

N
N0+ LR < Quloeel — S Az wi? vt > T,
k=1
where

Ac? ! e
Ql = %(H4—|—H3)+R+k>\ 2(H1+H3) H2- (322>

)\11/

Multiplying the last inequality by 2e¢°" with ¢ = £ — 21, and using the same argumenta-

tions when obtaining ([B.20) we get

d
7 (e712.2(O1) + S0, (1)]* <0, VE >ty > T, (3.23)

So we proved
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Theorem 3.2. If the conditions
1 v _
M>Q1+§U, §>>\N1+1(<7+2Q1)

with @y is defined in [B.22) are satisfied, then each solution of the problem (B3.6]) is ap-
proaching the strong solution of the problem (IL4),([LH) with an exponential rate e~ in
H'(0,1) sense.

Remark 3.3. Let us note that similarly we can study the following problem with feedback
controller based on finitely many volume elements for the Burgers equation with nonlocal

nonlinearity (L4 :

O — vO*u + 2ud,u — Ru + kul|ul]* =h — p Z (ax — v)x, (),

(3.24)
U =u =0, u = Ug.
=0 =1 =0
where Ji, x, and ug, 4y, k=1,---, N are defined in Lemma [L.1]
Now, by setting z = u — v, we see that z is a solution of the following problem
N
Orz — V022 + 220,u + 200,z — Rz + kul|ul* — k|jv]]*v = —p Y Zrx, (2),
k=1 (3.25)
z =z =0, z = Uy — Vg,
=0 r=1 =0

Multiplying (8:25]) by z in L?(0,1) and using the inequlity &(u/|u|/* — ||v||*v,u —v) > 0,
we obtain

;i]|z||2 + v)|0p2|* 4+ 2(20,2, 2) + 2(v0pz + 20,v, 2) — R||z(¢)|]?
N
< —p(Y_ zxa (), 2). (3.26)
k=1
Since (20,2,2) =0, 2(20,2,2) + 2(v0pz + 20,v, z) = (2%, 9,v) and
N N N
(3 2 (D7) = (3 T () = 202) = llel < |2 = 3z | Il = ll=I,
k=1 k=1 k=1

utilizing the inequality (LII]) we get from (B.26]) we get

d

Zl=OIF + V8.2 = Rllz@1° < (%, 8w0)| + phl| 02Ol = pll=]*. (3.27)
Utilizing GN inequality and Young’s inequality we have

4

3 1V 4 4 1 4
(2%, 0:2)] < |00l |2]l e < BllOv|||2]12]10:2]|2 < —||5x2||2+§63’/ sl|8.0]5112)1%, (3.28)

v 1
phl| D22 < Z10:2(OI + k7|20 (3.29)
Therefore thanks to the estimate ([3.5) we deduce from (B.27))that
1d 1
SN+ L0eel? < (A= el 4 RO, V=T (330
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where A; :== R + %6%1/_%H23. Next, we multiply [3.30) by e°* with an arbitrary o > 0
and after using the Poincareé inequality, we get

S0 + |3 = 20| ) < (22O 33

If v > %,uth and p > Ay + § then it follows from (B.31)) that,
z(8)]|* < e He)t=0)|12(80) |12, Vit > T,

where ag = %I/)\l. Thus, the following theorem holds true

Theorem 3.4. Assume that N = L and p are large enough so that the conditions

ZAL?
>0+ R+ 531/ SH3 and v\ > vp? N

are satisfied. Then each strong solutwn of the problem [B24) is approaching the solution
of (LA)-(L3) with an arbitrary exponential rate in L?(0,1) sense.
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