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A LOCAL-IN-TIME THEORY FOR SINGULAR SDES WITH APPLICATIONS TO
FLUID MODELS WITH TRANSPORT NOISE

DIEGO ALONSO-ORAN, CHRISTIAN ROHDE, AND HAO TANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we establish a local theory, i.e., existence, uniqueness and blow-up criterion,
for a general family of singular SDEs in some Hilbert space. The key requirement is an approximation
property that allows us to embed the singular drift and diffusion mappings into a hierarchy of regular
mappings that are invariant with respect to the Hilbert space and enjoy a cancellation property.

Various nonlinear models in fluid dynamics with transport noise belong to this type of singular SDEs.
With a cancellation estimate for generalized Lie derivative operators, we can construct such regular
approximations for cases involving the Lie derivative operators, or more generally, differential operators
of order one with suitable coefficients. In particular, we apply the abstract theory to achieve novel
local-in-time results for the stochastic two-component Camassa—Holm (CH) system and for the stochastic
Cérdoba-Cérdoba-Fontelos (CCF) model.

1. INTRODUCTION
Let X, Y and Z be three separable Hilbert spaces such that
Xcycz (1.1)

We consider the initial value problem for a stochastic differential equation (SDE) with unknown process
X =X(t), t >0, given by

dX = (b(t,X) + g(t, X)) dt +h(t, X)dW, X(0)= X, € X. (1.2)

In (1.2), W denotes a cylindrical Wiener process defined on some separable Hilbert space U. The drift
is given by the sum of the mappings b : [0,00) x X — X and g : [0,00) x X — Z. The operator
h:]0,00) x X — L3(U;Y) stands for the diffusion coefficient with £5(U;Y) being the space of Hilbert-
Schmidt operators from U to ). We call (1.2) a singular initial value problem because g and h map X to
the larger spaces Z and ), i.e. they are not invariant in X. We refer to Sections 2.1, 2.2 for the precise
setting.

For the entirely regular case X = Y = Z, it is well-known that (local) Lipschitz conditions on b(t, ) +
g(t,-) and h(t,-) ensure that (1.2) admits unique (local) pathwise solution in X". If additional monotonicity
properties on the coefficients are imposed, then the It6 formula for Gelfand-triple Hilbert spaces can be
exploited to assure global existence and continuity of solutions, cf. [42, 48, 46, 50] and the references
therein. Notably this covers also the case when the Hilbert spaces form a Gelfand triple.

In this work, we focus on the singular case which appears in particular for ideal fluid models. Indeed,
when we consider particular examples in Sobolev spaces X = H?, if g(¢, X) and h(t, X) involve VX in a
nonlinear way, or more generally, general Lie-type derivatives of X (see our examples (3.7) and (3.11) in the
second part of the paper), then g(¢, X) and h(t, X') can not be expected to be in X = H*, either. Likewise,
the concept of monotonicity fails to apply as it relies on self-embedding drift and diffusion mappings.
Working with the abstract framework in (1.2) entails another difficulty as compared to the regular or the
Gelfand-triple case: the It6 formula is no longer available. To highlight the latter difficulty, let us recall
the classical It6 formula for a Gelfand triplet V' — H < V* where H is a separable Hilbert space with
inner product (-,-) and H* is its dual; V is a Banach space such that the embedding V < H is dense.
Then the following result is classical, see [46, Theorem 1.3.1] or [50, Theorem 4.2.5].
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Assume that U is a continuous V*-valued stochastic process given by

U(t):U(O)+/O g(s)ds—i—/o G(s)dW(s), te0,T],

where G € L? (Q x [0,T]; Lo(U; H)) and g € L?(Q x [0,T]; V*) are both progressively measur-
able and U(0) € L?(%; H) is Fo-measurable. If U € L?(Q x [0,T]; V), then U is an H-valued
continuous stochastic process and the Ité formula

TNz = 1100)% +2/0 v-(8(s), U(s))y ds

+2 [ (Gl oW, U(s / 1G )12, oy s (1.3)

holds true P — a.s. for all t € [0,T].

Notice that (1.3) is applicable for U(0) € H, U € L*(Qx [0,T];V), g € L*(Q x [0,T];V*) and
G € L*(Qx[0,T); L2(U; H)). However, if G is singular (not invariant in H), then G € Ly(U; H) is
ambiguous. Besides, even though g is allowed to be less regular, (1.3) requires U(t) to be more regular
than U(0), i.e., U € V < H 3 U(0). In many cases (for example, stochastic ideal fluid models), we do not
know that this holds true. Hence, (1.3) is not applicable in singular cases, and then the time continuity of
the solution cannot be obtained directly.

The first major goal of this paper is to establish a local-in-time theory for (1.2) generalizing classical
results for e.g. the completely regular case X = ) = Z. The second goal of this work is to show that the
abstract theory for (1.2) can be used to establish new results for ideal fluid systems with noise.

(1) To achieve the first goal we fix in Section 2.2 the precise assumptions on the regular drift b and in
particular on the singular drift g and diffusion & (see Assumption (A)). Then we provide our main
results for (1.2), including the existence, uniqueness, time regularity, and a result characterizing the
possible blow-up of pathwise solutions (see Theorem 2.1). The key requirements for the proof are
the assumption on the existence of appropriate Lipschitz-continuous and monotone regularizations
for the singular mappings. This allows us to exploit Ito-like formulas as above.

(2) With the abstract framework at hand, for a large number of nonlinear SPDE models, we are able
to construct such regular approximation schemes by using convolution operators and establishing
a cancellation property for generalized Lie derivatives (cf. Lemma A.5). To set the stage, in
Section 3, we consider two models governing ideal flows with particularly interesting stochastic
perturbation, namely

e the two-component Camassa-Holm (CH) system with transport noise [39], see (3.4) below,

e a nonlinear transport equation with non-local velocity, referred to the Coérdoba-Cérdoba-

Fontelos (CCF) model [19], with transport noise, see (3.10) below.

In both cases, we obtain a local-tin-time theory in the sense of the abstract-framework Theorem
2.1. These results for both models are new up to our knowledge and can be found in Section 3.2.
Finally, we will explain in Section 3.5 how our abstract framework and the regular approximation
schemes can be applied to a broader class of fluid dynamics equations including the surface quasi-
geostrophic (SQG) equation with transport noise.

2. AN ABSTRACT FRAMEWORK FOR A CLASS OF SINGULAR SDESs

2.1. Notations and definitions. To begin with, we introduce some notations. We consider a probability
space (9, F,P), where P is a probability measure on @ and F is a o-algebra. We endow the probability
space (€2, F,P) with an increasing filtration {F%};>0, which is a right-continuous filtration on (€2, F) such
that {Fp} contains all the P-negligible subsets. For some separable Hilbert space U with a complete
orthonormal basis {e; };en the noise W in (1.2) is a cylindrical Wiener process, i.e., it is defined by

(o]
W = ZWkek ]P’fa.s, (2.1)
k=1
where {W}, }x>1 is a sequence of mutually independent standard 1-D Brownian motions. To guarantee the
convergence of the above formal summation, we consider a larger separable Hilbert space Uy such that the
canonical injection U < Uy is Hilbert—Schmidt. Therefore, for any T' > 0, we have, cf. [25, 34, 43],

W e C([0,T],Uy) P—a.s.
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Note that the choice of the auxiliary Hilbert spaces U and Uy is not crucial for our analysis. Thus we let
U and Uy be arbitrary but fixed in the sequel.

For some time ¢ > 0, the family o{z1(7),-- ,2n(7)}r¢[0,4 stands for the completion of the union o-algebra
generated by (x1(7), -+ ,x,(7)) for 7 € [0,¢]. EY stands for the mathematical expectation of a random
variable Y with respect to P. From now on S = (Q, F,P, {F; }+>0, W) is called a stochastic basis.

For any Hilbert space H the inner product is denoted by (-,-)g. Furthermore, the space Lo(U;H) con-
tains all Hilbert-Schmidt operators Z : U — H with finte norm [|Z||Z, g = 252 [ Zexllf As in
[11, Theorem 2.3.1], we see that for an H-valued progressively measurable stochastic process Z with
Z e L* (L2 ([0,00); £2(U; H))), one can define the It6 stochastic integral

loc
t oo t
/ ZdW:Z/ Zex AW
0 k=1 0

Most notably for the analysis here, if Z € L5(U;H) and W is given as above, we have the Burkholder-
Davis-Gundy (BDG) inequality

t P T H]
E( sup / Z aw <CE / 12112, dt | p>1,
te[0,1] |1Jo H 0 ’
or in terms of the coefficients,
o] t p T o0 %
E < sup Z/ Zey AW, ) < CE </ > 1 Zexl dt) , p>1.
t€[0,7] ||;,—=; J0 H 0 k=

Let X be a separable Banach space. B(X) denotes the Borel sets of X and £(X) stands for the collection
of Borel probability measures on (X, B(X)). We denote &, (X) the family of probability measures in Z(X)
with finite moment of order r € [1,00), i.e., Z,(X) = {u: [; |||k u(dz) < oo} . For two Banach spaces X
and Y, X — Y means that X is embedded continuously into Y, and X << Y means that the embedding
is compact.

For some set F/, 1g denotes the indicator function on FE.

Next, let us make precise two different notions of solutions in the Hilbert space X from (1.1) for the
Cauchy problem (1.2).

Definition 2.1 (Martingale solutions). Let ug € P(X). A triple (S,X,7) is said to be a martingale
solution to (1.2) if

(1) 8§ = (Q, F,P,{Fi}1>0, W) is a stochastic basis and T is a stopping time with respect to {Fi}i>o0;
(2) X(-AT): Q2 x[0,00) = X is an Fy-progressively measurable process such that it is continuous in
Z, uo(-) =P{Xo € -} for all - € B(X) and for every ¢t > 0,

X(tAT)—Xo = /OMT (b(t', X (&) +g(t', X (")) dt’ + /OW h(t', X)) dW P — a.s. (2.2)

In (2.2), [({b(t', X (t')) + g(t', X(t'))} dt’ is the Bochner integral on Z and [, h(t', X (t')) AW is
a continuous local martingale on Y.
(3) If T = 00 P — a.s., then we say that the martingale solution is global.

The stronger concept of pathwise solutions is provided in

Definition 2.2 (Pathwise solutions). Let S = (Q, F, P, {Fi}1>0, W) be a fized stochastic basis. Let Xo be
an X -valued Fo-measurable random variable. A local pathwise solution to (1.2) is a pair (X, T), where T is
a stopping time satisfying P{T > 0} =1 and X : Q x [0,7] — X is an F;-progressively measurable process
satisfying (2.2) and X(- A7) € C ([0,00); X) almost surely.

It follows from Definition 2.1 that, if a martingale solution exists, then (2.2) implies that

/MT (b(t', X (") +g(t', X(t'))) dt’ + /MT h(t', X (t")dW (2.3)

takes values in X, even though ¢g and h are not invariant in X. Moreover, Definition 2.2 implies that if a
pathwise solution exists, then (2.3) is continuous in time in X.
To study the possible blow-up of the solutions, we need the following concept of maximal solutions.
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Definition 2.3 (Maximal solutions). Let S = (Q, F,P,{F}i>0, W) be a fized stochastic basis. Let Xg
be an X-valued Fo-measurable random variable. (X,7*) is called a mazimal pathwise solution to (1.2) if
there is an increasing sequence T, — 7* such that for any n € N, (X, 1,) is a pathwise solution satisfying

sup || X|x >n a.e on {77 < oo}
tE[OaTn]

Particularly, if 7% = oo almost surely, then such a solution is called global.

2.2. Assumptions and main results. To study the existence of martingale and pathwise solutions, we
need the following assumptions on the three separable Hilbert spaces X, ), Z from (1.1) and on the
coefficients b, g and h in (1.2). Recall that {e;};en is a complete orthonormal basis of U.

Assumption (A). The Hilbert spaces satisfy the embedding relation X — Y << Z and the coefficients
b:[0,00) x X = X, g:[0,00) x X = Z and h: [0,00) x X — L2(U;Y) are continuous in both variables.
Let V be a Banach space satisfying Z < V.

There are non-decreasing locally bounded functions f(-),k(-),q(-) € C([0,+0);[0,+00)) such that the
following conditions hold true.

(A1) Forall (t,X) € [0,00) x X, we have
16(t, X) |2 < k(S (IX0) XL (2.4)
and for all N € N,
I[b(t, X) —b(t, Y[l x

it ! } < q(N)k(?). (2.5)
XLV <N { KX Y

Besides, for any bounded sequence {X.} C X such that X. = X in Z,
nl;ngo Ib(t, Xe) — b(t, X)||z =0, t > 0. (2.6)
(As) Fore € (0,1) and N > 1 there exist progressively measurable maps
ge 1 [0,00) X X = X, he:[0,00) x X — Lo(U; X)
and constants C. ny > 0 such that for all t > 0 the bounds

sup {llge(® X)llz + llg(t, )z + lIhe(t, X cowiyy + 1t Xl oy} < a(N)E(E),  (2.7)
56(011)7HX”XSN

sup  {lg=(t, X) |l + [he(t, X) || coquixy } < Ce k1), (2.8)
IX[ <N
and
llg=(t, X) — ge(t, Y)||x IIha(t,X)—ha(t,Y)H@(w))}
sup 1 ( + : < Cnk(t) (2.9)
|X||x7|Y||xSN{ e [X —Yx X - Y|~ c

hold. Moreover, for any bounded sequence {X.} C X such that X — X in Z and for any t > 0,

we have
i [ 000 900, X000 =0 Vo€ 2 (2.10)
and
Tim [t X.) — At X)) £30.2) = 0. (.11)

Here z(-,-)z+ denotes the dual pairing in Z.
(A3) Let g- and he as in (As). For alln > 1 and (t,X) € [0,00) X X, we have

Z |(he(t, X)ea, X) p* < (S (IX[10) IX 1% (2.12)

and

2 (ge(t, X), X) s + e (t, X2, 20y < E@OF (X)X (2.13)



SINGULAR SDES WITH APPLICATIONS 5

(Ay) For anyt >0 and N > 1, we have

sup {1{X#Y} ”b(t’fX) — by(ﬁ’ZY)HZ +} < q(N)k(t) (2.14)

XN 1Y e <N

and

2(g(t, X) —g(t,Y), X = Y)_ + ||h(t, X) — h(t,Y)|% ..
sup {um} SRR ||X)ZY|”;( : ":““*Z’}Squwk(t). (215)

XN 1Y [ <N

(As) The embedding X — Z is dense, and there is a family of continuous linear operators {T. : Z —
X}ee(o,1) such that

IT.X e < [Xlle. lm [TX - X[x=0 (X €a) (2.16)
and for allt >0, N > 1

sup 2 (Teg(t, X), TeX) o + | Teh(t, XN 2y ) < a(N)A(E), (2.17)
56(011)7HX”X§N

sup D (Teh(t, X)es, ToX) o |* < q(N)E(2) (2.18)
e€(0,1), [ X[[x<N ;=7
hold.
(As) There is a family of continuous linear operators {Q. : Z — X}.c(o,1) such that (2.16) with Q.
replacing T. and

SZ%E)Z (Qehlt, X)ei, Q- X) p|* < k() F(IX W) X 13 1Q:=X 1%, (2.19)
eclb) =1
sup 2 (Qeg(t, X), Qe X) o + 1Qh(t, X)|7, v,y < KOS IX V) XI5 (2:20)

hold true for t > 0.

Note that for the singular mappings the constants C. y in Assumption (A) are non-decreasing in N
for € fixed and explode for ¢ — 0 with IV fixed. Then we can state our main results for the initial value
problem (1.2).

Theorem 2.1. Considering (1.2), we have the following results.

(i) Let Assumptions (A1)-(As) hold. Then, for any po € P2(X), (1.2) has a local martingale solution
(8, X,7) in the sense of Definition 2.1.

(ii) Let S = (U, F, P, {Fi}t>0, W) be a fized stochastic basis. If Assumptions (A1)-(As) hold, then
for any Fo-measurable random variable Xo € L?(2; X), (1.2) has a local unique pathwise solution
(X, 7), in the sense of Definition 2.2 such that

X(-AT)€L*(20([0,00); X)) . (2.21)

(iii) Let (X, 7*) be the maximal solution to (1.2), in the sense of Definition 2.3, under (A1)-(As). If
additionally (Ag) holds true, then the blow-up occurs in X as well as V), i.e.

Ltimsup, .+ [ X[ x=o0c} = Lflimsup, , « [X[v=cc} P —as. (2.22)

Remark 2.1. We first remark that the singular terms g and h are in general not monotone in the sense
of [49, 50]. So, the well-known approximation scheme under a Gelfand triple developed for quasi-linear
SPDEs does not work for the present model. Motivated by [51], we will employ a regularization argument
to overcome this difficulty. Let us give some explanations on Assumption (A) that makes precise the
required regularization procedure.

e The condition (A;) provides the local Lipschitz continuity for the regular drift coefficient b(t, X)
and bounds its growth. Assumption (As) requires the local Lipschitz continuity on the approxima-
tions g. and h. of the singular terms g and h, which together with (A1) will ensure local-in-time
existence for some approximate problem. In Section 3.1 we will show how to construct such
approximations using mollifiers.
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(A3) can be viewed as a renormalization type condition in the following sense. Formally speaking,
even though g and h are not invariant with respect to X’ (hence (g(t, X), X)x and ||A(t, X)|| 2, wv;x)
may be infinite), we require that (g(t, X), X)x + ||2(t, X)| £, (v;x) can be controlled. In fact, (A3)
specifies this relationship for g. and h. such that (g(t, X), X)x and ||h<(t, X)| £, u;x) make sense.
e Since g and h are singular, we need (A4) on the joint space Z to guarantee pathwise uniqueness.
e As explained in the introduction, we can not use the It6 formula (1.3) to obtain the time continuity
of the solution directly. This is why we need to assume (Ajs) and (Ag) to establish time continuity
and blow-up criterion, respectively. (Ag) is stronger than (As) because we need both, the validity of
the It6 formula and the growth condition. However, the dense embedding X < Z is not necessary
for deriving the blow-up criterion. Moreover, in applications, usually one can take T, = Q..
e In view of Assumption (A), it is worthwhile noticing that the regular drift b will not be used to
control the singular terms, i.e. our result covers the case b = 0, where both the drift and diffusion

in (1.2) are singular. However, we assume that the problem (1.2) has a regular part to cover more
ideal fluid models.

Remark 2.2. We remark that in [26], an abstract fluid model involving a Stokes operator (viscous term)
and a regular noise coefficient is studied. Here, we are able to deal with ideal fluid models without viscosity
and noise of transport type. Moreover, in [26], the martingale solution exists under the condition that the
initial measure has finite moment of order r > 8 (See [26, Theorem 6.1]). In the present work, we only
require 1 = 2, i.e., fig € Po(X) in (i) in Theorem 2.1.

Remark 2.3. We also remark that when the noise coefficient h(t, X) is as regular as the solution X and
the singularity of (1.2) only arises in g, namely b : [0,00) X X — X, h : [0,00) x X — Lo(U; X) and
g:[0,00) Xx X = Z, one can also obtain a local theory as in Theorem 2.1 even under weaker conditions as
in Assumption (A).

2.3. Proof of (i) in Theorem 2.1. For the sake of clarity, we split the proof into the following subsections.

2.3.1. Approximation scheme and uniform estimates. For pg € (X)), we first fix a stochastic basis S
and a random variable X such that the distribution law of Xy is p9. For any R > 1, we let xgr(z) :
[0,00) — [0, 1] be a C*°-function such that xr(z) =1 for z € [0, R] and xr(xz) = 0 for 2 > 2R. Then we
consider a cut-off version of (1.2) given by

AX = X% (1X[lv) Bt X) + g(t. X)] dt + xa ([ X[lv)h(t, X) dW,

X(0) = X (2.23)

We have not posed any structural properties like monotonicity on the singular mappings g, h that ensure
the existence of solutions for (2.23). Therefore we employ the regular approximations g. and h. from
Assumption (A) which leads us to the regular approximative version

dX = Hy (t, X) dt + Hyo(t, X) AW,
Hl,e(ta X) = XQR(HXHV) (b(th) + gE(ta X)) )

H2,s(ta X) = XR(HXHV)hE(t’ X)v
X(0) = Xo.

(2.24)

For (2.24) we can obtain the following global existence result.

Lemma 2.1. For g € Po(X), we fix a stochastic basis S and a Fo-measurable random variable Xo such
that the distribution of Xq is ug. Let R > 1 be fized.

For each € € (0,1), the problem (2.24) has a global solution X.. Moreover, for any sequence {&y }nen and
for any T > 0, we have that

Ve, (1) =P{(Xc,, W) €} (2.25)
defines a tight sequence in & (C([0,T]; Z) x C([0,T];Uy)).

Proof. From (A1), (Ag), it is easy to see that for each n > 1, Hy (¢, X') and Hs - (t, X) are locally Lipschitz
in X € X. Moreover, the growth of |[Hy (-, X)|lx and [[H2c(-, X)||z,;x) is controlled by the continuous
function k(). Therefore, for each € € (0,1), there is a stopping time 7 > 0 almost surely such that the
problem (2.24) has a unique solution X. € L? (;C([0,72); X)), see [48] or [42, Theorem 5.1.1]. Next, we
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prove that the solution is actually a global solution. Using the It6 formula in X for the regular mappings
ge, he, we find

A XellF =2 xr(I1Xellv) (he(t, Xo)er, Xe)p AW + 2x5 (| Xellv) (bt Xe), X2) o dt
k=1

+ QX%(”XE”V) (ge(t, Xe), Xe) x dt + X%%(HX8||V) ([ he (2, XE)H%Q(U;X) dt
00 4

=3 JipdWi+ ) Jidt (2.26)
k=1 i=2

For any T' > 0, we integrate (2.26), take a supremum for ¢ € [0, 7] and then use the BDG inequality, (A1)
and (A3) to find a constant C'= Cg > 0 depending on R such that

T o0 % T T
E sup | X3 - E|Xo|3 SE / SO dt +/ |J2|dt+/ s+ Ja] dt
€[0T 0 = 0 0

1
2

<E ( [ OGO P 1 dt)

T
+ /0 kOXR (I Xellv) f (1 Xe )| X[l dt

T T
gcRE(sup]|Xa|i / k<t>|Xa|%(dt> +Cr [ KON
0 0

tel0,T
1 2 ’ 2
<3E sup Xl Ca [ KOE sup X
te[0,T 0 t’€[0,t]
Via Gronwall’s inequality, we arrive at the e-independent bound

sup E sup [ Xc(8)[|% < C(R, Xo,T). (2.27)
e€(0,1) t€[0,T]

Since T' > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily, we see in particular that X, is a global solution for each € € (0,1).
Moreover, the bound (2.27) implies that the stopping times

Ty =inf{t >0: sup || Xc||x >N}, N>1, €€ (0,1) (2.28)
t'€0,t]
satisfy
C(R, Xo, T
P(ri <T) <P (t s[%%] 1 Xl > N) < % (2.29)
€10,

Now we turn to prove the tightness result on the Borel measure in (2.25). For any given ¢ € (0, 1), we get
that

E sup (1A [ Xe(t2) — Xe(t1)]|2)
[t1,t2]C[0,T],ta—t1 <8

SE( sup (LA X:(t2) _Xa(t1)|2)1{'rf\,<T}>
[t1,t2]C[0,T],t2—t1 <5
+E< sup (L[| Xc(t2) _XE(t1)||Z)1{77V>T}>
[t1,t2]C[0,T],ta—t1<d
<P{ry < T}+E< sup (LA [[Xc(t2) Xs(tl)lz)l{T;zT}>
[t1,62]C[0,TATE ], t2a—11 <6
C(Ra X07 T)
R R sup (1A 1L g 21y Xe(t2) = Lgrgomy Xe(t1)ll2) (2.30)
[t1,t2]C[0,TATS],ta—t1 <8

holds. Note that we used the e-independent bound (2.29) for the last inequality. To estimate the expec-
tation term in (2.30) we utilize the approximative problem (2.24) directly. We start with the drift term
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Hi .. On account of (2.28), (A1) and (A,) and the BDG inequality, there are a non-decreasing, locally

bounded function a(-) € C ([0, 400); [0,+00)) and a constant C' > 0 independent of € such that we have
to

IE‘/ Ve >y Hi (), Xo () At/

t1

zZ

Slta—t|E  sup | Hic(t Xe(t)] 2

te[0,TATE]
<Clt - tlIEt S (R (IXellv) RO FUX Xl + x5 (1 Xellv) llge(Xo)ll 2)
€10, TN
SCE(T)|tz = t1|E sup (f(CN)N +q(N)) < Ca(N)k(T)[t2 — t]. (2.31)
te[0,T]

For the diffusion operator Hs . and the stochastic integral, the bound (2.28), (A2) and the BDG inequality
imply

to
E (H/ Lire sy Hoe(t, Xc(t)dW
t1

<E sup
tyE[t1,t2]

to
<CE (/ ||1{7—1€\72T}H2,€(t/7X€(tl>|%2(U;Z)d7—>
t1

<Otz —t]*E sup  (q(N)k(t))

te[0,TATE]

< Ca(N)k(T)|ts — t1]2. (2.33)

) (2.32)

)

1
2

T
/ l{Tlg\,zT}HZE(t/aXE(t/))dW

t1

Combining the estimates (2.31), (2.32), for any ¢ € (0, 1), one has

E sup [1re >y Xe(te) = Lire >y Xe(t1)l 2
[t1,t2]C[0,TATE ] ta—t1 <6
ta
<CE sup / ]_{7.5 >T}H1,a(t/,XE(t/)) dt’
[t1,t2] C[0,TATE ] ta—t1 <5 || /1y N= =z
to
+CE sup / Lirg >ryHo (8, X)) AW
[t1,t2] 0, TATE ] t2—t1 <6 ||/ 1y - z
< Ca(N)k(T)s%.
Therefore, returning to (2.30), the last estimate implies that for all 6 € (0, 1),
C(R, Xy, T 1
B s (AIX) - Xtz < uf { SRR 4 camrat |
[t1,t2]C[0,T] ta—t1 <6 Nz21 N
Because a(+) is non-decreasing, we have
lim sup E sup | Xc(t2) — Xc(t1)]| 2z = 0.
0=0cg(0,1)  [t1,t2]C[0,T],ta—t1 <6
Thus, we obtain that, for any § > 0, the limit
lim sup P sup I Xc(t2) = Xe(t1)]|z>d | =0 (2.34)
0=0ee(0,1)  \[t1,t2]C[0,T],ta—t1 <6

holds. Since X << Z, for each t > 0, P(X.(t) € -) is tight in Z(Z). This together with (2.34) means for
any vanishing sequence {e, }nen that (cf. [34, Theorem 3.17])

pre, (1) =P{Xc, €}

is a tight sequence in & (C([0,T]; Z)). On the other hand, since W stays unchanged, v, defined in (2.25)
is also tight. g
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2.3.2. Stochastic compactness. On the basis of Lemma 2.1 and the weak stochastic compactness theory we
can now characterize the convergence of the sequence {X.} obtaining global-in-time results.

Lemma 2.2. Let R > 1, T > 0. The sequence {v.,} defined in Lemma 2.1 has a weakly convergent
subsequence, still denoted by {ve}, with limit measure v. There is a probability space (Q,]?, ﬁ’) on which

there is a sequence of random variables ()A(/E, VAV/E) and a pair ()?, 17\;) such that we have

]P{()Z,WE) € } = va(-),s ﬁ{(f(,W) € } = (), (2.35)
and

X. > X inC([0,T);2) and W-.— W in C([0,T);Uy) P— a.s. (2.36)
Moreover, fort € [0,T], the following results hold.

(i) W is a cylindrical Wiener process with respect to Ff = o {Xg(T), );\75(7‘)} 0l
T€(0,t

(ii) W is a cylindrical Wiener process with respect to Fy = o {5((7), )7\//(7)} o0
T€[0,t

(iii) On (ﬁ,}:, P, {.,7-:;5} ), P — a.s. we have

t>0

Xe(t) = X(0) = / W(IXe ) [B(t', X2) + g.(¢', X0 at’ + / xr(IXelv)he(t', Xo)dWe. (2.37)

Proof. The existence of the sequence ()A(;, VAV;) satisfying (2.36) is a consequence of Lemma 2.1 and Theo-
rems A.6 and A.7. Besides, [11, Theorem 2.1.35 and Corollary 2.1.36] imply that V/\78 and W are cylindrical
Wiener processes relative to Ff = o{ X.(7), W- (T)}TG[O 1 and F; = O’{X(T),W(T)}TE[O i
As in [9, page 282] or [11, Theorem 2.9.1] one can find that ()A(;,VAV/E) relative to {fg}m satisfies (2.37)
P— a.s. 0

respectively.

2.3.3. Concluding the proof of (i) in Theorem 2.1. To begin with, we notice that the embedding X — Z
is continuous, which means there exist continuous maps m,, : Z — X, m > 1 such that

Immallx < llallx, lim [moele = ol @€ 2.
where ||z]|x = oo if © ¢ X. This, together with (2.27), (2.35) and Fatou’s lemma, yields

E sup |X||% < liminfE sup ||mmX]|%
te[0,T] M=o ¢c[0,T)

< liminf lim inf E sup ||7Tm5(vs||2x

m—oo e—0 te[0,T)
< liminfliminfE sup || X.||% < C(R, Xo,T). (2.38)
m—o0 e—0 tE[O,T]

Using (2.36), (2.38), X — V, (As) and Lemma A.8 (up to further subsequence) in (2.37), we obtain that
¢ N o t _ o
/ Xe(IX|v)he(t, Xo) aW. =22 [ xr(1X|v)A(t, X)dW in L*(0,T; Z) P—a.s.
0 0
As before, it follows from (2.36), (2.38), X < V and (A,) that for any t € [0,7] and ¢ € Z*,
t
[ xR Iv) (b6 Telo)) = 0o, K5 + 9205, Kel) — 905, K (s)).6)__ds %0, P - as.
0
Therefore we derive that for all ¢ € Z* and dt ® P-— a.s.,
Z<X(t)’¢>z* a 2<X(0)’¢>
t t
= [0 (06,6 a5, Kelo) s ([ xr(I)nte, ) 0.0
0 Z = z\Jo

Z*

Z*
Due to (2.38), (A1) and (As), we see that t — fot XR(||)~(||y)h(t’, X (') dW is a local continuous martingale
on Y C Z, and that ¢t — fg X%(sz”v) {b(t’, X)) +g(t, )?(t'))} dt’ is a continuous process on Z as well.
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Hence, we obtain that X is a global martingale solution to (2.23). Moreover, (2.36) and (2.38) imply that
XelL? (Q; L>(0,T; X)NC([0,T]; Z)) holds. Define

F = inf{t >0: | X0y > R} ,

then we see that (g, )?, ?) is a local martingale solution to (1.2), where S = ((NZ,}N', @, {fﬁ}tzo, VNV) with
{-/f;} =0 {5((7), )7\//(7)} . We have finished the proof.
t>0 T7€[0,t]

2.4. Proof of (ii) in Theorem 2.1. To obtain a pathwise solution to (1.2), we will use (i) in Theorem
2.1 and the Gyodngy-Krylov Lemma, cf. Lemma A.9. The proof can naturally be broken down into several
subsections.

2.4.1. Pathwise uniqueness of the cut-off problem. We first state the following result which indicates that
for L°>°(Q)-initial values, the solution map is time locally Lipschitz in the less regular space Z.

Lemma 2.3. Let § = (Q, F, P, {Fi}1>0, W) be a fized stochastic basis and let (A4) hold. Let M >
0 be a constant. Assume that Xy and Yy are two X-valued Fo-measurable random wvariables satisfying
1 Xollx, |Yollx < M almost surely.

Let (S, X,71) and (S,Y, 2) be two local pathwise solutions to (1.2) such that X (0) = Xo, Y(0) = Yy almost
surely, and X (- A1), Y (- A1) € L2 (Q;C([0,00); X)) fori=1,2.

Then, for any T > 0, there exists a constant C(M,T) > 0 such that

E sup [|X(t)-Y(®)|Z < C(M, TE[Xo — YollZ. (2.39)
tG[O,ng’Y]
In (2.39) we used
Tx =if{t>0: | X(t)||x>M+2}AT, 74 =inf{t>0:|Y(t)|x >M+2}AT, (2.40)

and T)TCY =1L ATE.
Proof. Let Z = X — Y. Then Z satisfies the stochastic differential equation
+2(9(t,X) = g(t,Y), Z) 2 dt + ||h(t, X) = h(t, X)|Z, 0,z dt.
By (A1), (Ay), Itd’s formula (which holds true on the entire space Z), and the BDG inequality, we find
for some C > 0 depending on b, g, h the estimate
E sup [Z(t)|Z -E[Z(0)|%
tG[O,T;;’y]

1
2

T;;,Y T)T(,Y
SOE(/O |h(t,x>—h<t,Y>||i2<U,Z>||Z|%dt) {E / o(M + k(1)) Z(1) |2 dt

: ,
+Cg(M + 2)/ FOE  sup 203 dt
0 t'e

[077—5(,)/]

T;,Y
SCq(MJr?)E( sup HZ||22'/ kQ(t)|Z||22dt>
0

tE[O,T;"y]

1 T
B wp 21z conT) / E sup  [Z(t)]%dt.
0

te[0,7% 4] t'€[0,7% ]
If we apply Gronwall’s inequality to the estimate above, we get (2.39). O
Lemma 2.4. Let § = (0, F,P,{Fi}i>0, W) be a fized stochastic basis and let (A4) hold. Let Xy be an
X -valued Fo-measurable random variable satisfying E| Xo||3 < oo. If (S, X1,71) and (S, X2, 72) are two
local pathwise solutions to (1.2) satisfying X;(- A ;) € L?(£;C([0,00); X)) for i = 1,2 and P{X1(0) =
XQ(O) = Xo} = 1, then
P{Xl =X,, Vte [0,7‘1 /\TQ]} =1.

Proof. We first assume that || Xo|lx < M P — a.s. for some deterministic M > 0. For any K > 2M and
T > 0, we define

mh o =inf {t >0 | X1(t)||lx + | Xo(t)||x > K} AT.



SINGULAR SDES WITH APPLICATIONS 11

Then one can repeat all steps in the proof of (2.39) by using 7/~ instead of 7‘),1;7)/ to find

E sup [X:i(t) - X2(t)|Z < C(K,T)E[X1(0) — X2(0)[Z = 0.

tG[O,'rg]
It is easy to see that

P{liminf 7> > 1 Ao AT} = 1. (2.41)
K—o0

Sending K — oo, using the monotone convergence theorem and (2.41) with noticing 7' > 0 is arbitrary,
we obtain the desired result for X being almost surely bounded.

It remains to remove this restriction. Motivated by [35, 36], for general X-valued Fy-measurable initial
data such that E|| X3 < oo holds, we define Qx = {k — 1 < || Xo||lx < k}, k£ > 1. Then we see that
QN =0 for k #K, and |~ Q is a set of full measure. Consider

Xo(w) = ZXO(w,x)lk,1§|‘X0||X<k =: ZXO,k(W) P—a.s.
k>1 k>1
Notice that
]_Qle(t/\Tl) — 1QkX(0)

tATL tAT tATL
1Q,c/O b(t’,Xl)dt’Jrle/O g(t/,Xl)dt’Jrle/O h(t, X1)dW

t/\lgk‘rl t/\lgk‘rl t/\lgk‘rl
:/ 1ka(t’,X1)dt'+/ 1ng(t’,X1)dt’+/ 1, h(t', X1)dW.
0 0 0

Due to 1o, F'(t, X1) = F(t,10,X1) — 1gc F(t,0) for F' € {b,g,h}, and (A1), (Az) we get [[b(t,0)]|x,
llg(t,0)|lz, [[A(t,0)[ z,;y) < oo. Then we can proceed with

]_Qle(t A\ ]_Qle) — X07k
t/\lngl t/\lgk‘ﬁ t/\leTl

:/ b(t',lgle)dt'Jr/ g(t’,lgk_Xl)dt’+/ h(t', 1, X1)dW P —a.s.,
0 0 0

which means that (1o, X1,1q,71) is a solution to (1.2) with initial data X . Similarly, (1q, X2, 1, 72) is
also a solution to (1.2) with initial data X ;. Altogether we obtain 1o, X1 = 1, X2 on [0,1q, 71 A 1, 7]
almost surely. Because X; =), X;1q, and 7; = >, - 7;1q, almost surely for i = 1,2, Q" Q =0
for k # k" and [y~ Q is a set of full measure, we have

P{Xl =X,Vte [O,Tl /\TQ]} > P{ Uk>1 Qk} =1,
which completes the proof. O

For the cut-off problem (2.23), we also have pathwise uniqueness. Indeed, since Z < V), the additional
terms coming from the cut-off function yr(-) can be handled by the mean value theorem as

Ixr([X1llv) = xr([Xallv)| < Ol X1 = Xallv < C|IX1 — Xa -
Then one can modify the proof of Lemma 2.4 in a straightforward way to get

Lemma 2.5. Let T > 0 and S = (Q, F,P,{Fi}1>0, W) be a fized stochastic basis. Let (A4) hold and let
Xo be an X-valued Fo-measurable random variable satisfying E|| X% < oc.

If (8, X41,T) and (S, X2, T) are two solutions, on the same basis S, of (2.23) such that P{X;(0) = X2(0) =
Xo} =1 and X; € L>(;C([0,T); X)) for i = 1,2, then

P{X, =X,V te0,T]}=1.

2.4.2. Pathwise solution to the cut-off problem. Now we prove the existence and uniqueness of a pathwise
solution to (2.23). To be more precise, we are going to show the following result.

Lemma 2.6. Let S = (Q, F,P,{F;}+>0,W) be a fized stochastic basis. Let Xo € L?(Q;X) be an Fo-
measurable random variable.
If Assumptions (A1)-(As) hold, then (2.23) has a unique global pathwise solution X which satisfies for
any T >0

X € L2 (Q;C([0,T); X)) (2.42)
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Proof. Uniqueness is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.5. The proof of the other assertions is divided into
two steps.

Step 1: Existence. Let S = (Q, F,P,{Fi}+>0, W) be given and let X, be the global pathwise solution
to (2.24). We define sequences of measures v, .2 and fi.a) o2 as

Ve() 2(2) () =P {(Xg(l) , XE(Z)) IS } on C([O, T]; Z) X C([O, T]; Z),
and
te e (1) = P{(X., Xe, W) € -} on C([0,T]; Z) x C([0,T7; Z) x C([0, TT; Uo).
Let {1/621),8;2) }keN be an arbitrary subsequence of {1/6(1),8(2) }neN such that gl(vl), gl(f) — 0 as k — oo. With
minor modifications in the proof of Lemma 2.1, the tightness of {1/8(1) e }k u can be obtained. Similar
E %k c

to Lemma 2.2, one can find a probability space (ﬁ, F , ﬁ’) on which there is a sequence of random variables

(Xg(l) , X€<2> , ,V\\//k) and a random variable (K, X, 17\7) such that
k k

<X8<1>,X8<2>,va) — (L X, W) in C([0,T]; 2) x C([0,T); 2) x C([0,T];Ug) P — a.s.
k k

k—o0
Then, v.a) .2 converges weakly to a measure v on C([0,77; Z) x C([0,T7]; Z) defined by
v() =P{(X,X)e-}.
Going along the lines as in Section 2.3.3, we see that both (§ , X, T) and (§ X, T) are martingale solutions
to (2.23) such that X, X € L? (Q; L>(0,T; X) N C([0,T); Z)). Moreover, since X(0) = X, for all n, we
have that X (0) = X (0) almost surely in Q. Then we use Lemma 2.5 to see
v({(X.X) €C(0,T; 2) x C([0,T); 2), X =X }) = 1.

Lemma A.9 implies that the original sequence {X.} defined on the initial probability space (€, F,P) has
a subsequence (still labeled in the same way) satisfying

X. = X in C([0,T]; 2) (2.43)
for some X in C([0,T7]; Z). Similar to (2.38), we have
E sup ||X[|% < liminfE sup [|m.X|%
te[0,T) Mmoo e[0T

< liminf liminfE sup |7, X ||%
m—o0 e—0 tE[O,T]

< liminfliminfE sup || X||3 < C(R, Xo,T). (2.44)
m—oo  e—0 te[0,T)

Therefore X € L? (Q; L>=(0,T;X) N C([0,T]; Z)). Since for each n, X, is {F:}+>0 progressive measurable,
so is X. Using (2.43) and the embedding Z < V), we obtain a global pathwise solution to (2.23).

Step 2: Time continuity. As X € L?(Q; L>(0,T;X)NC([0,T]; Z)), now we only need to prove that
X (t) is continuous in X. Since X — Z is dense, we see that X is weakly continuous in X (cf. [56, page
263, Lemma 1.4]). Tt suffices to prove the continuity of [0,7] 3 ¢ — || X (¢)||x. The difficulty here is that
the problem (1.2) is singular, i.e., g(¢, X ) is only a Z-valued process and h(t, X) is only an £2(U; Y)-valued
process, hence the products (g(¢, X ), X) , and (h(t, X)e;, X ), might not exist and the classical It6 formula
in the Hilbert space X’ (see [25, Theorem 4.32] or [34, Theorem 2.10]) can not be used directly here. At
this point the regularization operator T. from (As) is invoked to consider the It6 formula for | T.X |3
instead. Then we have

AT X % = 2xR(IX |v) (Teh(t, X) AW, T.X) o + 233 (IX 1v) (T2b(t, X), T2X) , dt
F 21X IY) (Teg(t, X)X )yt 31X 0) [Tt X)|1, e d. (2.45)

By (2.44),
=mf{t>0:[|X||x >N} 200as N 00 P—a.s. (2.46)
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Thus, we only need to prove the continuity up to time 7y AT for each N > 1. Using (As), (A1) and the
bound xr (|| X|lv) < 1, we have for [to, %] C [0,T] with ¢; — o < 1 the estimate

E[(IT.X (0 Am)ll% = IT-X (82 ATa)I3) "] SOV Dl = ]2
Using Fatou’s lemma, we arrive at
E[(IX (L Al = IX (2 A 7a)]%) "] < COVD)I - tal?,
which together with Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem ensures the continuity of ¢ — || X (¢t A 7n)||x- O
With Lemma 2.6 at hand, we are in the position to finish the proof of (ii) in Theorem 2.1.

2.4.3. Concluding the proof of (ii) in Theorem 2.1. Similar to Lemma 2.4, for Xo(w,z) € L?(2; X), we let
Q) = {k* 1< HXOHX < k}, k> 1.
Since E[|Xp[|3 < oo, we have 1 = 37, -, 1o, P — a.s., which means that
Xo(w) = ZXO(Waz)lk—1§|\XU||X<k = ZXO,k(W) P—a.s.
E>1 k>1

On account of Lemma 2.6, we let X}, r be the global pathwise solution to the cut-off problem (2.23) with
initial value Xo  and cut-off function xg(-). Define

Tk,r = inf {t >0 sup || Xp ()% > 1 Xor]% + 2} : (2.47)
t’€0,t]

Since X}, g is continuous in time (cf. Lemma 2.6), for any R > 0, we have P{r;, p > 0, Vk > 1} = 1. Now
we let R = Ry, be discrete and then denote (X, ) = (X gy, kR, )- If R > k? 42, then P{7;, > 0, Vk >
1} =1 and
P{IIXkllS < 1 Xkl% < [ Xokll3 +2 < B, ¥Vt e [0,7], VE>1} =1,
which means
P{xr,.([Xelv) =1, vt € [0, 7], VE =1} =1.

Therefore (X, 7) is the pathwise solution to (1.2) with initial value Xo 5. As has been shown in Lemma
2.4, 1g, X}, also solves (1.2) with initial value X¢ ; on [0, 1o, 7%]. Then uniqueness means Xj = 1o, Xj on
[0,1q, k] P — a.s. Therefore we infer from P{Uk21 Qr} =1 that the pair

<X =) Lo Xp T=) 1sszk>

k>1 k>1

is a pathwise solution to (1.2) corresponding to the initial condition Xy. Since for each k, X}, is continuous
in time (cf. Lemma 2.6), so is X. Then we have

sup [ X7 =Y Lior<ixolv<k Sup [ XkllEe <Y Lioacyxofeak (IXowllfe +2) < 20| Xoll7. +4.
te[0,7] >1 te[0,7x] 1
Taking expectation gives rise to (2.21) and we have finished the proof of (ii) in Theorem 2.1.
2.5. Proof of (iii) in Theorem 2.1. To complete the proof of Theorem 2.1, it suffices to prove the
blow-up criterion (2.22) when additionally(Ag) holds true. To show it, we define

Tim i=nf {t >0 | X(@t)|[|x >m}, 7o :=nf{t>0:|X®)|v>1}, mleN,
where inf ) = co. Denote 11 = n}gnoo Ti,m and 7 = llgg) To,;. Then, (2.22) is just a direct consequence of
the statement

=7 P—a.s. (2.48)

Hence it suffices to prove (2.48). Because X < V), it is obvious that 71 < 75 P — a.s. Therefore, the proof
reduces further to checking only 71 > 79 P — a.s. We first notice that for all M,[ € N,

{ sup | X(0)||x < oo} = U { sup |1 X(t)]|x < m} C U {ro g ANM <71}

tE[O,TQ’l/\M] meN tE[O,Tz,L/\]\/f] meN
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Because
U {rog AM <7} C{m2i AM <1},
meN
as long as
P sup IXOllx <o | =1, VM,leN, (2.49)
te[0,12, 1 AM]

we have P (12 A M < 1) =1 for all M,l €N, and

]P)(TQ STl)]P)<ﬂ {Tgyl §T1}> :]P) ﬂ {7’211/\M§7'1} = 1

leN M,lEN

As a result, it remains to prove (2.49). However, as mentioned before, we can not directly apply the It6
formula to || X||% to get control of E[| X (t)||%. As in (2.45), but now with Q., we use It6 formula for
|Q-X]|%, apply the BDG inequality, (A1) and (Ag) to find constants C; > 0 and Cy = Ca(l) > 0 such
that

E sup HQEXH/QY _EHQEXOH%(
tE[O,Tg,L/\M]
1

T2, ANM T2, ANM
SClE(/O k(t)f(IIXllv)IXIiIIQaXllidt> L OE / KO£ (1) 1 X 1% dt

1
2

T2 AM T ANM
<GE( s 1Q.XI / FOIXIdt ) + OE / k()] X% dt
te 0 0

O,Tgwl/\M]

M
<IE swp QX[+ G / EOE  sup [ X(E)]% dt.
0

tE[O,Tz,L/\]\/f] t'E[O,t/\Tz,L]

N =

This, together with (Ag), yields

M
E  sup  [|Q.X|2 < 2E|Xo| +Cs / KOs X[
0 t'e

t€[0,72,1AM)] 0,tAT2,1]

Since the right hand side of the inequality above does not depend on ¢, and since Q. satisfies (2.16), we
can send € — 0 to find

M
E sup  [X|% < 2E| X0l + G / KOE  sup [ X(E)]% dt.
0

te[0,70,AM]| t'€[0,tAT2,1]

Then Gronwall’s inequality shows that for each I, M € N,

M
E  sup ||X(t)||2X < QEHXOHQX eXp{Cg/ k(t) dt} < 00,
0

te[0,m2 1 AM]

which gives (2.49). We conclude the proof of (iii) in Theorem 2.1.

3. APPLICATIONS TO NONLINEAR IDEAL FLUID MODELS WITH TRANSPORT NOISE

3.1. Stochastic advection by Lie transport in fluid dynamics. Starting with the pioneering works
[29, 31] for linear scalar transport equations, many achievements have been made in recent years for sto-
chastic fluid equations with noise of transport type. Transport-type noise refers to noise depending linearly
on the gradient of the solution. In [38], stochastic equations governing the dynamics of some ideal fluid
regimes have been derived by employing a novel variational principle for stochastic Lagrangian particle
dynamics. Later, the same stochastic evolution equations were rediscovered in [21] using a multi-scale
decomposition of the deterministic Lagrangian flow map into a slow large-scale mean, and a rapidly fluctu-
ating small-scale map. In [38], the extension of geometric mechanics to include stochasticity in nonlinear
fluid theories was accomplished by using Hamilton’s variational principle. This extension motivates us to
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study stochastic Lagrangian fluid trajectories, denoted as X;(x,t), arising from the stochastic Eulerian
vector field with a noise in the Stratonovich sense, i.e.,

M
AXy(2,1) = u(z,t)dt + »_ &(x) o AW (3.1)
k=1

In (3.1) u(z,t) means the drift velocity, {Wjy = Wi(t)}r=1,2,....p is a family of standard 1-D indepen-
dent Brownian motions, and M can be determined via the amount of variance required from a principal
component analysis, or via empirical orthogonal function analysis.

Deriving continuum-scale equations taking into account noise as in (3.1) is known as the Stochastic
Advection by Lie Transport (SALT) approach, see [20] and the references therein. The SALT approach
combines stochasticity in the velocity of the fluid material loop in Kelvin’s circulation theorem with
ensemble forecasting and meets the important challenge of incorporating stochastic parameterisation at
the fundamental level, see for example [10, 47, 57].

Many subsequent investigations of the properties of the equations of fluid dynamics with the SALT
modification have appeared in the literature recently. For example, local existence in Sobolev spaces and a
Beale-Kato-Majda type blow-up criterion were derived in [22, 32] for the incompressible 3-D SALT Euler
equations. For the 2-D version, global existence of solutions has been shown in [23]. In [2], the authors
provide a local existence result for the incompressible 2-D SALT Boussinesq equations. For a simpler but
still nonlinear equation as the SALT Burgers equation, we refer to [3, 30].

3.1.1. The two-component CH system with transport noise. The Camassa-Holm (CH) equation
Wt — Ugpt + 3UUE = 2UpUpy + Ulgps (3.2)

was proposed independently by Fokas and Fuchssteiner in [33] and by Camassa and Holm in [14]. In [33],
it was proposed to consider some completely integrable generalizations of the Korteweg-de-Vries equation
with bi-Hamiltonian structures, and in [14], it was derived to describe the unidirectional propagation of
shallow water waves over a flat bottom. Solutions of equation (3.2) exhibit the wave-breaking phenomenon,
i.e., smooth global existence may fail [16, 17]. Global conservative solutions to the CH equation (3.2) were
obtained in [12, 40]. Different stochastic versions of the CH equation have been studied including additive
noise [15] and multiplicative noise [1, 52, 53, 54]. Following the approach in [38], the corresponding
stochastic version of the CH equation with transport noise was introduced in [8, 24]. Transforming the
equation into a partial differential equation with random coefficients, the well-posedness of the stochastic
CH equation with some special transport noise has been studied in [1]. We can extend this result to a far
more complex system: the stochastic two-component CH system which has been derived in [39], i.e.,

dm + (m0, + 0. m) dx: + ndyndt = 0,
dn + (ndxt)z =0, (3.3)
m=1u— Ugy.

In (3.3) w is the fluid velocity and 1 denotes the depth of the flow. As in (3.1), the noise structure in (3.3)
is

M
dx; = ult, ) dt + Y & (x) o AWy
k=1
The functions &1, ..., &y represent spatial velocity-velocity correlations up to order M.

Note that the system (3.3) reduces to the scalar CH equation from [1] if we put 7 to be zero. Here we
consider M = oo and rewrite (3.3) as

dm + [(mu)y + nny) dt + Z Le,mo dWy, =0,
k=1

dn + (nu), dt + Z Leomo dWy, = 0.
k=1

The differential operator L¢ is given by
ﬁgk = 8I§k + ékam (3.5)
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We use the notation Lg¢, since it coincides with the Lie derivative operator acting on one-forms. However,
our analysis is valid for general linear differential operators with suitable coefficients.
Calculating the cross-variation term in the general transformation formula

/OtfodW:/Otde—i—%(f,W>t,

we obtain the corresponding It6 formulation of (3.4), given by

1 o0 ) o0
dm + [(mu)e +1ng] dt — 5 ;Eikmdt == LemdWy,

=t (3.6)

1 o ) oo
dn + (qu), dt — 5;5&7@: —;c&ndm.

Note that the operator Egk in (3.6) is the second-order operator
Egkf = [’fk (‘ka f) = glgang + 3§kam§kazf + (gkagzgk =+ (azgk)2)f

In this paper, we will consider (3.6) on the periodic torus T = R/277Z in terms of the unknowns (u,n).

Therefore, for any real number s, we define D® = (I — A)*/? as D/S\f(k) = (14 |k[2)*/2f (k). Then we apply
(1-902%,)"1 = D72 to (3.6) and consider for (u,n) the nonlocal Cauchy problem

1

d
u + 5

Uiy 4+ O, D2 (

1 1
2, 2 2 -2 2 2 -2 2
Wit 2" ) - §D ;_1 gD u| dt=-D ,;_1 Le¢, D*u dWy,

1N, > (3.7)
dn + (unz + nuy) dt — §;E£kn dt = —Zﬁgknde,

k=1
(u(0),1(0)) = (uo,n0)-

Here we remark that in (3.7), f = D72g = (I — 92,)"'g means f = G x g, where G is the Green function
of the Helmholtz operator (I — 92,) and * stands for the convolution. The local theory for (3.7) is stated
in Theorem 3.1 below.

3.1.2. The CCF model with transport noise. As the second application of the abstract framework, we
will consider a stochastic transport equation with non-local velocity on the periodic torus T. In the
deterministic case, it reads

0: + (HO)0, =0, (3.8)
where H is the periodic Hilbert transform defined by
1 2 x—t
(Hf)(z) = 2. PV ; f (%) cot (T) dt. (3.9)

Equation (3.8) was proposed by Cérdoba, Cérdoba and Fontelos in [19] to consider advective transport
with non-local velocity. It is deeply connected to the 2-D SQG equation and hence with the 3-D Euler
equations (cf. [6] and the references therein). Notice that, if we replace the non-local Hilbert transform
by the identity operator we recover the classical Burgers equation. In [19], the breakdown of classical
solutions to (3.8) for a generic class of smooth initial data was discovered.

To the best of our knowledge, the stochastic counterpart of the CCF model (3.8) has not been studied yet.
In this paper, we will consider the stochastic CCF model with transport noise, i.e.,

0 + (10) 0,0 dt + Y Le, 00 AWy =0, (3.10)
k=1

where {W), = Wi (t)}ken is a sequence of standard 1-D independent Brownian motions and L, is given
as in (3.5). Using the corresponding It6 formulation, we are led to the Cauchy problem

1 oo o
Ao+ (HO)O,0 dt — = L£260 dt=—> L¢ 0dWy,
(+6) 2; € ; GV (3.11)

0(0) = 0.
A local theory for (3.11) is stated in Theorem 3.2 below.
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3.2. Notations, assumptions and main results. To state the main results for (3.7) and (3.11), we
introduce some function spaces. For d € N and 1 < p < oo we denote by LP(T? R) the standard
Lebesgue space of measurable p-integrable R-valued functions with domain T¢ = (R/27Z)¢ and by
L>(T% R) the space of essentially bounded functions. Particularly, L?(T¢;R) is equipped with the in-
ner product (f,g)r2 = [ra f - gda, where g denotes the complex conjugate of g. The Fourier trans-

form and inverse Fourier transform of f(z) € L?(T¢R) are defined by f(«f) = Jpa f(x)e7 "¢ dz and
f(z) = ﬁ Y kezd F(k)el™*  respectively. Recalling that for any s € R, D/‘S\f(k:) = (1 + |[k[2)*/2f(k), we

define the Sobolev space H* on T? with values in R as

HY(T%R) = 4 f € LATER) ¢ (|3 pagy = 3 [DTF(R)E < 400
kezd

For u = (uj)1<j<n: T? — R", we define HUH%S(W;RH) =D H“J’H%s(w;m- For the sake of simplicity,
we omit the parentheses in the above notations from now on if there is no ambiguity. Similarly, for two
spaces H*' and H®? (s1,s2 > 0) and (f,g) € H® x H*2, we define ||(f,9) |31 o2 = |f |52 + 19l 52 -
The commutator for two operators P, @ is denoted by [P, Q] := PQ — QP. The space of linear operators
from U to some separable Hilbert space X is denoted by £(U; X).

To obtain a local theory for (3.7) and (3.11), we have to impose natural regularity assumptions on
{&(z) }ren to give a reasonable meaning to the stochastic integral and to show certain estimates. For this
reason, we make the following assumption:

Assumption (B). >,y [|&k]lzs < 0o for any s > 0.

Remark 3.1. It follows from Assumption (B) that there is a C' > 0 such that for all f € H*? with
5> %, we have

S lLei fllgge < ClUflggern and D> L2 f]|ye < C U llggess -

k=1 k=1
Besides, we do not require that {&x}ren is an orthogonal system.

The main results for (3.7) and (3.11) are the following:

Theorem 3.1. Let s > L and S = (Q,F,P,{F;}1>0, W) be a stochastic basis fived in advance. Let

Assumption (B) hold. If (ug,mo) € L*(Q; H® x H*™1) is an Fo-measurable random variable, then (3.7)
has a local unique pathwise solution ((u,n),T) such that

(u,m)(- A7) € L? (Q;C ([0,00); H® x H*71)) . (3.12)
Moreover, the mazimal solution ((u,n), ) to (3.7) satisfies

—oo} P—a.s.

1g,. =1y,
{limsup,_, o 1(w,) ()|l g5 rs—1=00} {limsup, _, -« [|(u,m) () llyy1,00 1,00

Theorem 3.2. Let s > I and S = (0, F,P,{Fi}1>0,W) be a stochastic basis fived in advance. Let

Assumption (B) hold. If 6y € L*(2; H®) is an Fo-measurable random variable, then (3.11) has a local
unique pathwise solution (0, T) such that

O(- A7) € L?(Q;C ([0,00); H®)). (3.13)
Moreover, the mazimal solution (0,7*) to (3.11) satisfies
Ltimsup, - [10(t) | s==00) = L{limsup, , 1« 102 (t) | oo +[[(HO) (1) oo =00} P — @5 (3.14)

Remark 3.2. We require s > 11/2 in Theorem 3.1. This is because, if (u,n) € H® x H*~! then
(—%D_2 Soney L2, D2u, =550 Egkn) € H"2 x H*73. As one can see |(Wtg,u) .| + [(Une,n) go-r| <
| (w, )|l wice cwrroe || (w, ) || e o go—1- To apply Theorem 2.1 to (3.7) with X = H*® x H*~!, we have to
verify (2.15) with using Lemma A.5. Therefore s —4 > 2, which means s > 11/2. Similarly, s > 7/2 is
needed in Theorem 3.2.

As mentioned before, the scalar stochastic CH equation with transport noise has been analyzed in [1] with
a completely different approach. The authors obtain the local existence of pathwise solutions in a less
regular space but without a blow-up criterion. We note that our approach can be also applied to this
equation to give local existence, uniqueness and the blow-up criterion.
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Remark 3.3. Notice that in the deterministic case, one can use the estimate
[HOz ]|z S (1+ |0z log (e + 10zl 7r1) + [0l 2) (3.15)
to improve the blow-up criterion (3.14) into (cf. [27])
limsup [|0(t) ]| g= = 00 <= limsup ||0,(t)]| L~ = .
t—T* t—sT*
To achieve this in the stochastic setting, we have an essential difficulty in closing the H*-estimate. That

is, one has to split the expectation E||H0||L<]0]|%.. If we use (3.15), so far we have not known how to
close the estimate for E||0]|%., where E [(1 + ||0, = log (e + ||0z || zr1) + |0z £2) [|0]| =] is involved.

3.3. The stochastic two-component CH system: Proof of Theorem 3.1. Now we consider (3.7) on
the periodic torus T, and we will apply the abstract framework developed in Section 2 to obtain Theorem
3.1. To put (3.7) into the abstract framework, we define

1 1
X = wn), Glun) = 0,072 (Gul 4+ 5 )
and we set
90.X) = g(X) = (“uus+ EDEYR, L2, D —une + 55, L) (3.16)
Rt X) = hHNX) = (=D %L¢D%u,—Len), keN.

Now we recall that U is a fixed separable Hilbert space and {e; };en is a complete orthonormal basis of U
such that the cylindrical Wiener process W is defined as in (2.1). Then we define h(X) € L£(U; H* x H*™1)
such that

h(X)(er) = h¥*(X) = (=D 2L¢, D*u, —Le,m), k€N, (3.17)

Altogether we can rewrite the problem (3.7) as

{dX = (b(X) + g(X)) dt + h(X) dW, (3.18)

X(0) = Xo = (uo,10)-

In order to prove Theorem 3.1 by applying Theorem 2.1, we need to check that Assumption (A) is
satisfied. To ease notation, we define

X® = H® x H¥* (3.19)
and make the following choice for the spaces XY C Y C Z and Z C V,

X=X =X Z=Xx°"2 YV =Wh® x Wh>, (3.20)

3.3.1. Estimates on nonlinear terms. In this preparatory part, some basic Sobolev estimates to deal with
b, g, h from (3.16), (3.17) are introduced.

Lemma 3.1. Let s > 5/2. Then b is reqular in X and for X = (u,n) € X*, Y = (v,p) € X%, we have

(X [2ee S XWX |-
16(X) = b(¥)l2es S (1X[|es + Y] e) 12X = Y

Proof. Since 9,(1 — 92,)~! is a bounded map from H* to H*1, the first estimate follows from
163 = 16 (s Fre + lluanlFyes
Sl? +ad + 0l s + NuallZoc 97— + Nuallza— 0l 2o
S lullfyr. e llullzs + Il o il + Tl [l - + e lnl7

S oe oo s ) e e
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Using the fact that H*~! is an algebra, we can infer that
15(X) = b(Y) |3
SIG(u,n) = G, p)[[Fe + lluan — vapl Fa-s
Sl =0+l — o+ 0 = PPl + llua( = p) + plus — vo) [ 7
Sllu+ vl llu = vllFs + 1+ pllz-alln = ol + lullzelln = pllF—s + lolFr—llu — o[l
S (e o + 10, D Frs o) 1w = 0,0 = p) oo

which gives the second estimate. (|

Lemma 3.2. Let Assumption (B) hold true and s > 7/2. If X = (u,n) € X*, then g : X* — X*~2 and
h: X% — Lo(U; X571) obey

(X2 S 141X 13-
and
IR cosae-1) S N1 X |-

Proof. Using H*=3 — L, we derive
2

2 2 12
uuz—l—QD ;E D=u

—un, + = ZE
S Mulllye + D2y + Il Nl + [l

2
2 2
S (Ll + Il )

which implies the first estimate. Similarly, from the definition of /& in (3.17), and the definition of L¢ in
(3.5), one has

Do InX)er]Fn =
k=1

S

g% =

Hs—2 Hs—3

NE

(107226, D%l + el =)

k=1

M8

2 2
(e D%ull s + WCetle2) S ealee + nles,

>
Il

1

which gives the second estimate. |
Lemma 3.3. Let s > 4, X = (u,n) € X* and Y = (v,p) € X*. Then we have
2(9(t, X) = g(t,Y), X = Y)yua + [P, X) = At V)| 7, 2002y S (L4 [ X [Ze + 1Y [17) [1X = Y[ 3o
Proof. Recalling (3.16) and (3.17), we have
2 (g(X) - g(Y)a X — Y)XS*Q + Hh(ta X) - h(ta Y)”QLQ(U;XS*Q)
=2(v0; — Uy, U — V) prs—2 + 2(0pp — UNw, ) — P)[rs—3
+ <D2 Z ngDQ(u —v),u — U) + Z “2Le, D*(u —v), D" Le, D* (u — v))HS,2
Hs—2

k=1

+ (Zﬁgk(n—ﬂ)an—ﬂ> + ) (Ley (1= p) Ley (1= p)) ge-a

k=1 k=1

6
i=1

Because H°~2 — W1 we can use Lemma A.4 and integration by parts to arrive at
|| < ‘ D5_2v(u — V) g, D5_2(u — U))LQ‘ + ’(DS_Q(U — V) Uy, D5_2(u — U))LQ‘
2
S 72,0)(u = 0)a || o Ml = vll o2 + luall g [l = 0] 7oz

S ol gge + lull o) llu = vl 7
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Similarly, we have
L] < |( DH’ (n—p)z,DH(n—p |+ (D72 (= v)ne, D2 (0 = p) L. |
S D20l = p)e| 2 I = pIIHs s 172l e s [l = 0ll goes 10 = pll o

2
S Hvlle 0= Plgzaa A Il lle =0l 7ea + g = pllge—a -

Therefore,
2 2 2
L+ || S (H77||Hs—1 + vl + ||U||Hs) [w = ollgge—2 + (L4 [0l go) 7 = pll s
S QHIXNZ: + 1Y 13) [1X = V[Fe.
Observe that D¥72D~2 = D*~%. Since s — 4 > 3/2, we can invoke Lemma A.5 to obtain
I3+ 1y

(DS 4 Z E D*(u—v) ), D*~D?(u — v)) + (D¥*Le, D*(u — v), D¥™*L¢, D*(u — v)) >
L2 k=1
SID?(u~ U)IIHH < llu—vlF.—.
In the same way, we have
Is + I
(D‘s ’ Z Lg.(n—p), D" (n - P)> + ) (DL (n—p), D°2Le (= p)) 12
L2 k=1
Slin— p||HS*3'
Collecting the above estimates, we obtain the desired result. g

3.3.2. Proof of Theorem 8.1. Now we will prove that all the requirements in Assumption (A) hold true.
We first fix regular mappings g. and h. using the mollification operators from (A.1) and (A.2) in the
Appendix A by

R [
g-(X) = <JE[J5uJ€uz] + 5JSD 2 Zﬁ?szjsu, —J.[Joudn,] + EJS Z L3, J€n> : (3.21)
k=1 k=1
Let
hE(X) = (=J.D2Le, D* Jou, —J.Le, Jon) - (3.22)
Similar to (3.17), here we define h.(X) € £(U; X'®) such that
he(X)(ex) = hF(X), keN. (3.23)

We choose functions k(-) =1, f(-) = C(1+-), ¢(-) = C(1 +- 5) for some C' > 1 large enough depending
only on b, g, h. Finally we let T. = Q. = J., where J. is given in (A.2).

Let s > 11/2. Obviously, X — Y << Z < V. Then Lemma 3.1 shows b : X* — X* and Lemma 3.2
implies g : X* — X2 and h: X* — L2(U; X*~1). Hence the stochastic integral in (3.18) is a well defined
X*~1valued local martingale. It is straightforward to verify that all of them are continuous in X € X’®.

Checking (A;): Lemma 3.1 implies (A4).

Checking (A3): By the construction of g.(-) and h.(-), (A.4), Lemma 3.2 and Assumption (B), it is
easy to check that (As) is satisfied.

Checking (A3): We first verify (2.12). By (3.22) and (A.6), we have

(h5(X), X)), = (—JeD?Le, D*Jeu,u) . + (—JeLey Jenn) s
— (D72Le, D*Jeu, Jow) . — (Ley Jen, Jen) o
= — (D" 2L, D*Jou, D°*D? Jou) , — (D* ' Lo, Jen, D° "V en) |,
Let v = D?J.u. From the definition of the operator L¢ in (3.5), we have
(DS_Qﬁgkv, DS_QU) 12 = (DS_2 (V0. &) ,Ds_2v)L2 + (D5_2 (0:vE) , DS_QU)
= ([D°72,0]02&, D> 20) ., + (VD" 20,8, D°"?0) |,
+ ([D5_2,§k]8zv,Ds_2v)L2 + (kas_28zv,Ds_21))

L2

Lz-
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By Lemma A.4, H5=2 < W1 and integration by parts, we arrive at

(ID°2,0]008k, D°720) 5 + (0D°20uk, D*20) 1o S0l 2|8kl 1o
and

([DS*Q,@C]@IU,DSfQU)L2 + («EkDﬁQ@ZU,DS*Q )L2 S HUHHs 2 || €k || -2
Combining the above estimates and using (A.7), we have that

(D* 2L, D*Jou, D¥?D?*Jeu) , S vl Fe 21kl e < llullze

Ellars

Similarly,
(D* ™ Ly Jen, D71 en) 1o S el Fpe-a nllms < 0l 3 16l e

Therefore, by using (3.22), (3.23), Assumption (B) and (A.7), we conclude that
2 _ — 2
Z| X)&k, X Z\ (R, X) 17 S D 1&klFre (lulldre + InllF—)” < ClUX | %,
k=1

which yields (2.12).
Now we prove (2.13). For all X = (u,n) € X®, we have

(
( (X)), X) pe + [P (N7, 0,20
(J [Jeudeuz], u) ms _Q(Ja[*]au*]anm]an)HS*l

+ <DSJ§D2 ZﬁngQJgu,Dsu> +Y (D*J.D?Le, D*Jou, D*J.D 2L, D Jou)
k=1 L2 k=1

+<Dsﬁé§jﬁakmDs%O + > (DML, Jon, DYV Ley Jon)
L2

k=1 k=1
6
~yE
i=1
It follows from (A.5), (A.7), Lemma A.4 and integration by parts that
|Br| = 2[([D?, Jeu)Jeug, D* Jew) 1o + (JeuD® Jeug, D> Jew) po| S Jlua| poo|ull -
and
|EBy| =2 |([D*71, Jeu]Jene, D°7VJn) , 4 (JeuD* ' Jene, D571 n) |
S (luell e + nallze) (luls + lnllF.-1) -
By (A.5), (A.6) and the fact that D*=2 = D*D ™2, we obtain
Es + By
— (DSQJE chkD%u,D”JgD?Jgu) + Y (D" JLe, D* Jou, D2 Le, D* o)
k=1 L2 k=1
Since P = D°72J, € OPS?TOQ (cf. Lemma A.1), we apply Lemma A.5 to arrive at
2
Es+ Ey S ||D* T e < Cllull,.
where we have used (A.7) in the last inequality. Similarly,
Es + Eg

= (DSIJE Z ng Jen, DSlJEJ‘En) + Z (DFIJEE&C Jen, DS?IJEK& Jan) L2
k=1 L2 k=1

<C|lTenllFre—r < CllnllFe—-
Combining the above estimates, we arrive at

2(9e(X), X) o + e Zywiae) S U+ ltallzoe + [nellze) (lullzre + [nlF-r) < FOX )X 1%,
which implies (2.13) with k(t) =
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Checking (Ay4): It is clear that X = X® is dense in Z = X*~2. Since s — 2 > g,
follows directly from Lemma 3.1. Applying Lemma 3.3 yields (2.15).
Checking (As): Recall that J. = (1 —e2A)~!. Due to (A.7) and T. = Q. = J., (As) is a direct
consequence of (Ag), which will be checked below.
Checking (Ag): It is easy to prove (2.16) and we omit the details here. Then we notice that
2(Teg(X), ToX) e + HTeh(X)H?:Q(IU;XS)

== 2(T€[uum], TEU)HS -2 (Ts[unz], TEU)HS*I

inequality (2.14)

+ (DSTEDQ Z Li D?u, DSTEu> + Z (D*T.D~?L¢, D*u, D*T.D~*L¢, D*u)
L2 k=1

k=1
o] > o
+ (Ds—lTs S, DHTﬂ) + Y (D T Lgn, D T L) = ) Ri
=1 L2 k=1 =t

For the first term we have that
|Ri| =2 (DT [uuy] , D°Teu), |
<2|([D%, u] ug, D*T2u) , , + ([Te, ] D*ug, D*Teu) > + (uD*Tetiy, D¥Teut) |
Tl + Cllugl| o | Teull-,

< COllugl Lo llulla

where we have used Lemmas A.3 and A.4, integration by parts, embedding H*~! — W1 (A.6) and
(A.7). Similarly, we can show that

|Ry| =2 |(D*~'Tx [un,] , D¥~'Ttn) ., |
=2|([D* " u] e, D°'T20) , + ([Te,u] D e, D7), + (uD Ty, D Min) |
<C (ugll o 10l zrs -2 | Tenll o+ nell oo ull s |1 Tenl| o) + Cllug || oo | Tenl -

Slual Lo [0l zrs=1 [ Ten gra—1 4 12 | oo Jull zs | Tenl zo-1-
Using Lemma A.5 yields
Rs+ Ry = <D52TE Z Li D?u, D52T5D2u> +Y (=D*T.Le, D*u, —D**T.Le, D), ,
k=1 L2 k=1

SID?ully— < lullfe-

and analogously

Rs+ Rg = (D“Tg Zﬁfkn,DSWw) + > (D7 TLgn, DM Len) o S 0l e
k=1 L2 k=1

Gathering together the above estimates and noticing (A.7), we get
2 (Teg(X), TeX) oo + I T-R(X) |2 (0,200
S A+ lluallzee + lInallze) (lullzs + Inllz—) < FOXIV)IX %,

which gives (2.20). We are just left to show (2.19) to conclude the proof of Theorem 3.1. To this end, we
recall (3.16) and consider

— (Tehi(X), Te X) s

(T.D*2Le, D*u, T.D*u) , , + (T-D*" "' Le,n, T-D* ')
= (P1£5kD2u,P1D2u)L2 + (PQ;C&U,PQU)[E
(TLD*u, P1D?u)  , + (Le, PLD?u, P1D?u) |,
+ (T2n, Pan) > + (L& Pan, Pan) 1z
i=1
where Py 1= T.D*"% € OPS;]°, Po := T.D*"' € OPS{ ! (cf. Lemma A.1), and T1 = [P1,L¢,], T2 =
[P2, Le¢,]. Using integration by parts, (3.5) and (A.5), we have that

2 2
ol + Vsl S 198ell o ([P1Dull70 + IP2nll3e) S 106kl o ITX -

L2
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Using (A.6) and (A.5), we have
J3 = (T2, Pan) 2
(D*~'Leyn, D> MT2n) ,, — (Le, D* ' Ten, D* M) |,
(D°71&0um, D71 T20) o 4 (D° " '00u&h, D7 T72n) o — (Lo, D° ' Ty, D° "' Tun)
[D¥71 &) Oun, D¥7'T20) 1o + (T D* 100, D~ Tiny)
+ (D* 1008y, D> T20) 1 — (Le, D~ ey, D~ Tin)

I
M-

1

.
Il

On account of H5~1 < W1 and integration by parts, it holds that

(K3 S m028k | == | Tenll a1 < N|€kllaze nll zra=r [ Ten | o1,
and
2
(Ka| S 11028kl oo 1Tenllgge-1 S 1028kl oo 10l pre=2 (| Teml] pre—1.
Then we apply Lemma A.4 to K7 to find
(K| S 1€k gs 10l = I Tenll s

For K5, we use Lemma A.3 and integration by parts to derive
|K2| 5 ‘ ([Taa gk] azDs_177, Ds_lTan) ‘ + ’ (gkamDs_lTan; Ds_lTan) ‘ 5 ||aac€kHLoo ||77||H5*1 ||T877HH5*1-
Therefore,
[ T3] = [(T2n, Pan) 2| S 1€kl 1

The form Jy = (71 D?u, PyD?u)
have

g | Tenl g

;2 can be handled in the same way using H°~* < W">°. Hence we

[ Jsl = [(TLfs Puf) ol S Wekllas s —2 I Te fll s> S W€kl s Nl e | Tew]| e

Now we summarize the above estimates, and use (3.17) and Assumption (B) to arrive at

D NTh(X)er, TeX) ool S D ekl I1X 7 |1 TeX e < CIX 31T X N5 (3.24)
k=1 k=1

Hence we obtain inequality (2.19) and complete the proof.

3.4. Stochastic CCF model: Proof of Theorem 3.2. In this section we will apply Theorem 2.1 to
(3.11) with = € T to obtain Theorem 3.2. To that purpose, we set X =6 and

b(t,X) = bX) = 0,
1= .o
gt, X) = g(X) = —(H.0+ 5;%9, (3.25)
RE(t, X) = h¥(X) = —L¢0, keN.
As in (3.17), we define h(X) € L(U; H®) such that
h(X)(er) = h*(X), keN. (3.26)

With the above notations, we reformulate (3.11) in the abstract form, i.e.,

{ dX = (b(X) + g(X)) dt + h(X) dW,

(0=t (3.27)

To prove Theorem 3.2, we would like to invoke Theorem 2.1 to this setting. To do that, we just need
to check the Assumption (A). Now we let r € (3/2,s — 2), and then let

X*=H*andV=H" (3.28)
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3.4.1. Estimates on nonlinear terms. Analogously to Section 3.3.1 we will need the following auxiliary

lemmas.

Lemma 3.4. Let Assumption (B) hold true and s > 5/2. If X = 0 € X%, then g : X* — X2 and

h: X% — Lo(U; X571 such that
lg(X) a2 1+ 11X,
and

IR cosaes—y S I1X 2o

Proof. Using H*=2 < W1, the continuity of the Hilbert transform for s > 0 and Remark 3.1, one can

prove the above estimates directly. We omit the details for exposition clearness.

Lemma 3.5. Let X =0 € X* andY = p € X*. Then we have that for s > 7/2,

O

2(9(t, X) = g(t,Y), X = Y)ua + [P(t, X) = At V)| 7y 200-2) S (L4 [ X5 + 1Y [17) 1K = Y[ Ze—e

Proof. Recalling (3.25) and (3.26), we have
2(9(X) = g(Y), X = Y)guma + [A(t, X) = h(t, V) 2, 0,202

=2((Hp)pz — (H0)0z,0 — p)prs—2 + <Z LZ.(0—p),0— p) + ) (Le, (0= p), Ley (0= p)) g -
HS 2

k=1 k=1

Because H°"2 «— W1, we use Remark 3.1, Lemma A.4, the continuity of the Hilbert transform and

integration by parts to bound the first term as

(Hp)ps — (H0)0:,0 — p)prs—2

S (D2 (Hp)(O = p)oy D*72(0 = p)) | + [(D*72(H(0 — p))02, D*72(0 = p)) 1

SO 2 Hp) (0 — p)a|| 12 110 = pll ez + 105Hpll o 16 = pll 772

+ (D772, 10 = )]0l 2 16 = ol a2 + 10518 = p)| e 16 — pll 77—

2
S ol ge +16115a) 16 = pllga— -

The last two terms can be bounded by invoking Lemma A.5 to obtain

<DS QZE (6 —p), D>%(0 - p)) +> (D 72Le (0= p), D2 Le, (0= p)) 12 S 110 = pll3pe—2

12 k=1

Collecting the above estimates, we obtain the desired result.

O

3.4.2. Proof of Theorem 3.2. To avoid unnecessary repetition, we just sketch the main points of the proof

since it is similar to the proof of Theorem 3.1. Recalling (A.1), we define

1 oo
9e(X) = —J((HJ:0) 0, :0) + 5 I2 Y~ LF, .0

Let
hE(X) = —J.Le, J.0.
Similar to (3.17), we define h.(X) € L(U; X?®) such that
he(X)(ex) = hF(X), keN.

We now prove that all the estimates in Assumption (A) hold true for
X=Xx°Y=X1and Z = X2 where X* and V are given in (3.28),

b, g, h, g- and h. are given in (3.25), (3.29), (3.30) and (3.31), respectively,
k()=1, f(-)=C(+-), q(-) = C(1 + -5) for some C > 1 large enough,

T. = Q. = J., where J. is given in (A.2).

(3.29)

(3.30)

(3.31)
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Let s > 7/2. Obviously, X < Y << Z < V. Moreover, Lemma 3.4 implies g : X® > X*72
and h : X* +— Lo(U; X571). Hence the stochastic integral in (3.27) is a well defined X*~!-valued local
martingale. It is easy to check that g and h are continuous in X € X°.

Checking (A;): Trivial, since b(¢t, X) = 0.

Checking (A3): By the construction of ¢g.(X) and h.(X), (A.4), Lemma 3.4 and Assumption (B),
(Az) is verified.

Checking (Aj3): Since (3.30) enjoys similar estimates as we established for (3.22), the first part (2.12)
can be proved as before. Therefore, we just need to show (2.13). For all X =6 € X'¢, we have

2 (9=(X), X) xe + [1he (X1 2,00y = —

[\~

(D*J.[HJ.00,.J.6], D*6)

< J3Z£§kJ9 D* 9) +Y (D*J.Le, Je0, D* I Le, J0)
k=1 L2 k=1

Invoking Lemma A.5 with P = D*J. € OPS] ; (cf. Lemma A.1), we have that

By + B3 = (DSJE > L2 g0, DSJ€J€9> + Y (D*JeLe, J.0,D° J.Le, J-0) 2
k=1 k=1
< OOl < Clol -

To bound the first term, we notice that H" — W1 then we use Lemma A.4, integration by parts, (A.7)
and (A.8) to find
|E1| =2 |(HJ00,J-D°0,D°J.0), > + 2 ([D*, HJ.0] 0, J-0,D°J.0) -]

< [H0u0 e | DOl 72 + |[D°, HJ:0) O S0 2 | D° 0] o

S 1HO o0l e |1 D T2 + 10.HIO) e | DV 00 do0)| o + (1D HIO] 12 (1020

< 11100 . 1017 -
Combining the above estimates, we arrive at

2 (92(X), X) e 1t Xl 2wy S (4 MO0 )03 < F(IX ) 1X 1

which implies (2.13).
Checking (A4): The dense embedding X = X* — Z = X*~2 and (2.14) is clear. Applying Lemma
3.5, we infer (2.15).
Checking (As): As before, this is a direct consequence of (Ag), which will be shown next.
Checking (Ag): Following the same way as we proved (3.24), we have that for some C' > 1,

T.0%.. (3.32)

Y UTh(O0)k, T20) 1. |* < C[10]7;-
k=1

Hence (2.19) holds. Now we just need to prove (2.20). Indeed,
2(Teg(X), TeX) yo + I TR (X2, w:200)

— — O(T.[H00,), T-0) 5+ + (DsTg Sz, D5T59> + 3 (D*TLe,0, DY T.Le,0)
k=1 L2 k=1

I
M«

R;.

i=1
Using Lemma A.4, (A.8), (A.9), integration by parts, Lemma A.3, and (A.7), we have
|R1| <2|([D°, H0] 0., D°T?0) , , + ([Tz, HO|D*0,, D°T.0) , » + (HOD*T.0,, D*T.0) .|
<Olballp=[10lF- + ClHO L= 16117+ S (10z]lLo + |18z ]| L) 61|

~
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Using Lemma (A.5) with P = D*T. € OPSj ; (cf. Lemma A.1), we have that

Ry + Ry = (DSTE chke,psne) + ) (D*T.Le,0,D°T.Le,0),. S [10]F--
k=1 L2 k=1
Combining the above estimates, we find some C' > 1 such that,

2(Teg(X), T-X) yo + IT-h(X) |2, 20y < CL 102l + [[HO ]| o) 107 - (3.33)

Due to V = H" < W1 and (A.9), (2.20) holds true. Therefore, we can apply Theorem 2.1 to obtain the
existence, uniqueness of pathwise solutions, together with the blow-up criterion

l{lim sup,_, -+ [|0(t)|| gs =00} — l{limsuptﬁﬂ_* [10(t)|| pr =00} P— a.S.,

where r € (3/2,s — 2) is arbitrary. Now we only need to improve the above blow-up criterion to (3.14).
To this end, we proceed as in the proof of (2.22) (cf. (2.48)). For m,l € N, we define

o1m =inf{t 2 0: [[0(t)|[r: = m}, o2 =inf{t > 0:[[0(t)| + [[HO || =1},
where inf ) = co. Denote o1 = limy,—y00 01, and og = limy_, 02;. Now we fix a r € (3/2,s5 — 2). Then
[02(O) || Lo + [[HO[[ Lo < 0@ S 10| 2=

From this, it is obvious that o1 < g9 P — a.s. To prove o1 = 02 P — a.s., we need to prove o1 > 02 P —a.s.
In the same way as we prove (2.48), we only need to prove

P sup  [|0(t)||gs <ocop=1 VN, leN. (3.34)
tE[O,agwl/\N]
It follows from (3.32) and (3.33) that

E  sup ||ITe0%. — E[T00] %
tG[O,O'QYL/\N]

G’QJ/\N
g%:A 10112, I 7-6]12,. dt

021NN
<ce( sup ww;/ 16113 dt
te] 0

0,02,1/\]\/']

1
2

O'ZJ/\N
%OE[: (U4 0allz + [ MO o) 1012 dt

1
2

02,1 AN
+ CZE/ 011%. dt
0

1 M
<zE  sup (726113 +Ol/ E sup  [|0(t)]3. dt,
0 t'e|

te[0,02,;AN] 0,tAo2 ]

where C; = C(1 + 1) for some C' > 1 large enough. Therefore we arrive at

M
E mp|mw%fmmmmsq/ B _sw 00 d
0 t'e

t€[0,02,1AN] 0,tAc2,1]
Hence one can send € — 0 and then use Gronwall’s inequality to derive that for each I, N € N|

E sup [[0t)[lF: < CE[l6o][7- exp (CiN) < o0,

te[0,02,;AN]

which is (3.34). Hence we obtain (3.14) and finish the proof.

3.5. Further examples. Actually, the abstract framework for (1.2) can be applied to show the local
existence theory to a broader class of fluid dynamics equations. For instance, consider the SALT surface
quasi-geostrophic (SQG) equation:

A0 +u- VO dt+ > (& - VO odWy =0, z€T?,
- (3.35)

u=mR",

where R is the Riesz transform in T2, and {W/}en is a sequence of standard 1-D independent Brownian
motions. The deterministic version of (3.35) reduces to the SQG equation describing the dynamics of sharp
fronts between masses of hot and cold air (cf. [18]). The SQG equations have been studied intensively, and
we cannot survey the vast research literature here. However, the stochastic version with transport noise
as in (3.35) has not been studied yet as far as we know.
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To apply Theorem 2.1 to (3.35) to get a local theory, we introduce some notations. For any real number
S

s, A* = (=A)*/? are defined by Asf(k) = |k|*f(k). Then we let
XSHSﬂ{f: fdx()}. (3.36)
11‘2

We notice that with the mean-zero condition, X* is Hilbert space for s > 0 with inner product (f, g)xs =
(Asf, A®g) = and homogeneous Sobolev norm || f||x= = ||A®f|| 2. However, it can be shown that if f € X'*
for s > 0, then, cf. [7],

[flle S W fllaee S 1 f 1o (3.37)

Assumption (C). Foralls > 1, {(x) : T? 5 R*}pen C HN{f € H' : V- f =0} and > oy €k lla= <
.

Then we have the following local results for (3.35):

Theorem 3.3. Let s >4, S = (Q, F, P, {F,}1>0, W) be a stochastic basis fized in advance and X° be given
in (3.36). Let Assumption (C) hold true. If 6y € L*(Q; X®) is an Fo-measurable random variable, then
(3.35) has a local unique pathwise solution 0 starting from 0y such that

O(- A7) € L2 (Q;C ([0,00); X¥)) .
Moreover, the mazimal solution (0,7*) to (3.35) satisfies

Lftim sup, 1+ 10(t)] s =00} = L{limsup,_, 1+ [102(8)]| oo +[[(RO) (1) | Lo =00} F — @5

Proof. We only give a very quick sketch. The approximation of (3.35) can be constructed as in the
proof of Theorem 3.2. We only notice that if Assumption (C) is verified and 6y has mean-zero, then the
approximate solution 6. has also mean-zero. Recalling that U is fixed in advance to define (2.1), we take
X=X5Y=X51 Z=x5"2 V=X"with2<r <s—2and T. = Q. = T.. One can basically go along
the lines as in the proof of Theorem 3.2 with using the A®-version of Lemma A.4 (see also in [44, 45]) to
estimate the nonlinear term. For the noise term, after writing it into the It6 form, one can use Lemma
A5 and (3.37) to estimate the corresponding two terms. For the sake of brevity, we omit the details. [

Remark 3.4. If the relation u = R0 in (3.35) is replaced by u = R+ A% with a € [~1,0], (3.35) becomes
a SALT 2-D Euler-a model in vorticity form, which interpolates with the SALT 2-D Euler equations [23]
(a = —1) and the SALT SQG equations (o = 0). If u = R+R46 in (3.35), then (3.35) is the SALT
incompressible porous medium equation, where 6 is now explained as the density of the incompressible
fluid moving through a homogeneous porous domain. For the deterministic incompressible porous medium
equation, we refer to [13]. Both of them with SALT noise Y, (& - V) o dWj have not been studied.
Similar to Theorem 3.1, our general framework (ii) is also applicable to them.

Remark 3.5. It is worthwhile remarking that, a new framework called Lagrangian-Averaged Stochastic
Advection by Lie Transport (LA SALT) has been developed for a class of stochastic partial differential
equations in [4, 28]. For LA SALT the velocity field is randomly transported by white-noise vector fields
as well as by its own average over realizations of this noise. For the even more general distribution-path
dependent case of transport type equations, we refer to [51]. Generally speaking, the distribution of the
solution is a global object on the path space, and it does not exist for explosive stochastic processes whose
paths are killed at the life time. For a local theory of distribution dependent SDEs/SPDEs, we have
to either consider the non-explosive setting or modify the “distribution” by a local notion (for example,
conditional distribution given by solution does not blow up at present time). Here, we focus our attention
to the abstract framework for SPDEs with SALT noise. The general case with LA SALT is left as future
work.
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APPENDIX A. AUXILIARY RESULTS

In this appendix we formulate and prove some estimates employed in the proofs above. We start from
mollifiers which can preserve periodicity. Let j = j(x) be a Schwartz function such that 0 < j(£) <1 for
all ¢ € R? and j(£) =1 for any |¢| < 1. Define for e € (0,1) the mollifier

Jeg(x) := (je x 9)(2), (A1)

where j.(z) = ﬁ Y kezd j(ek)ei*. The following operator .J. is also fundamental for the approximation
and defined by

~ _ -1 ix-

Jeg(w) = (1= 20)lg(x) = Y (1+&%k*) glk)e™™. (A2)
kezd

For any u,v € H®, J. and J. satisfy, cf. [53, 54],

lu = Jeul[rr ~ o(e”™")

, TS, (A.3)
[Jeullar < e ullas, r>s, (A4)
[D*,J.] =[D*,J.] =0, (A.5)
J (A.6)

(Jew,v) 2 = (u, Jov) 2, (Jou,v)r2 = (u, Jov) 2,

and
1 Teullzre. | oullzre < Jlul| e (A7)
From the definition of the Hilbert transform H in (3.9), we have
U)s,7{]::[az,?{]::[Jé,?{]::O, (AHS)
and for any s > 0,
[Hullze < flwll e (A.9)
A pseudo-differential operator P(z, D) on the periodic torus T¢ is an operator given by
1 ix-k 7
P, D)f(2) = g ,2; a(z, k)™ J(k), (A.10)

where P(x, D) belongs to a certain class and a(x, k) is called the symbol of P(x, D). For p,§ € [0,1],
s € R, we define the Hormander class of symbols S5 to be the set of all symbols a : T¢ x Z¢ — C such

that a(-, k) € C°°(T?) for all k € Z? and for all a, 8 € N%, there exists a constant C = C(a, 8) > 0 such
that

AR a(x, k)| < C(k)*~rleltoldl,
where (k) = (1+ k?)/2 and for g : Z¢ — C,

k)= 3 (1)“”<j>g(k+7)

yeENd y<a

is the finite difference operator of order « with step size one in each of the coordinates of the frequency
variable k. In such a case we say the associated operator p(z, D) defined by (A.10) belongs to the class
OPS;(;. Then J. and J. also satisfy

Lemma A.1 ([41, 55)). Let J., J. be defined as in (A.1) and (A.2), then the following properties hold true
(1) J. € OPS; g7, J. € OPSE(Q) for every e € (0,1);

(2) {J:Yocecr and {J.}

(3) If p(z, D) € OPS; g, then p(z, D)J. € OPS; ¢, p(z,D)J. € OPS; ¢ for all e € (0,1);

are bounded subsets of OPS? 0s
0<e<1 ’

(4) 1f p(z, D) € OPS],, then {p(x,D)J:}; ..., C OPS], and {p(m,D)jg}
bounded.

C OPSi, are
0<e<1 ’

We also recall the following commutator estimates for two pseudo-differential operators.

Lemma A.2 ([41, 55]). Let P € OPS} 5 and T € OPS] ; with p,q € R, 0 <3 < p, < 1 then
[P, T] € OPSLE =),
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Lemma A.3 ([54, 51]). Let d > 1 and f,g : T* — R such that g € W% and f € L?. Then for some
C >0,

|79 9] 4]
Now we recall some useful estimates.

Lemma A.4 ([44, 45]). If f,g € H*(W1> with s > 0, then for p,p; € (1,00) with i = 2,3 and
l:%—l—i:p%—i—p%, we have

p
1D, flgllee < CUNV flLea | D gllzes + 1D fll s gl o),

Lo = ClIVyllz=llfllze.

P2

and
1D*(fa)lle < CUIfllze | D*gllLrz + D fllea gl Lra).

Lemma A.5. Let s > % +1, f € H"? be a scalar function, &, be a d-D vector and P € OPS; . Define

Lef =& - Vf+(divg)f.
If Assumption (B) holds, then we have

(PZﬁékf, Pf) + 3 (PLefiPLef)p2 S NF e (A.11)
k=1

L2 k=1
Proof. The essential part of the desired estimate lies in the following result in [2]: Let Q be a first-order
linear operator with smooth coefficients and P € OPS] ;. Then f € H® with s > % + 1 we have that
(PQ*f.Pf) 1+ (POL PO o < (111 -
In particular, if we choose Q = L¢, we have that:
2
(Pﬁgkfa Pf)Lz + (’P,Cgkf’ /P‘Cﬁkf)[ﬁ 5 HfHHS . (A'12)

Since we want to calculate this estimate for 21?;1 Egk, we need to precise the constant of the right hand
side of (A.12). To this end, mimicking the proof of [2] we can rewrite the left hand side of (A.12) as

(PLE.F.PS) o+ (PLe.f PLef) 2 = (Raf, Pf)pa+ (Ruf, Baf)pe + (Pf.ERLS) 1
5 (PLRPI) i+ 3 (PLEPS) 1ot (Ruf.EPS),

6
= Z Iia
=1

where E = divé, € OPSY, Ry = [L¢,, E] € OPSi, R1 = [P, L¢,] and Ry = [Ry, L¢,]. By Lemma A.2,
we have
Ry, Ra, [R1,0.] € OPSiO.
To derive (A.11) we will invoke the following commutator estimates (see [55, (3.6.1) and (3.6.2)]):
e If P € OPS] 5,5 > 0, then there is a C' > 0 such that

1P(gu) = gPullp2 < O (llgllwr.oe l[ellgre—s + 119l gre ull o) - (A.13)
o If Pe OPS}ﬁO, then there is a C' > 0 such that
1P(gu) = gPullr2 < Cligllwroe [l e - (A.14)

For I;, we have that
L] < [[Rafllp2 1P fll > < By LeJf Nl e 111 s
= ([R1, & - VISl L2 + IRy, divee] 1 2) 11l -
= (I[R1, &IV fll L2 + 16k - [Ras VISl g2 + 1Ry, divee] fll o) ([ f1] o
=(La+ha+0s) | fllge
Applying (A.13) with P = Ry, g = &, u = V£, and using H® < WH, we arrive at
1l < N€kllwrce [Vl ger + 18kl s IV F Il oo < Nkl g 111157 -
For the second term, we have
12 = 16k - [R1, VIl Lo < 8kl poe I1R1, VISl L2 < €k s 11l -
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Applying (A.13) with P = Ry, g = div§, and u = f yields
13| < N[ diverllywree 1fllgra—r + [[diver]] g

Hence, we have show that

Pl < W&kllgrers 11 - -

2
(1| < C Ikl o [1f Ve -
Repeat the above procedure as we estimate || Raf||12 = ||[R1, Le, ] f]| > with replacing R; by P, we have

Lo S IR fIZ2 < P Led fl7e = (1P &k - VISl e + I[P, divéa] fll )
= (1P, &IV Fll e + 1€ - [P VIf o + TP, diver] £l =)
13 e o

For the third term, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that F = div§y, € OPS%,O gives rise
to

|I3] = (Pf, ERy ) g2 S P Sl IdivéeRafll 2 < [ldiverll oo [1F -
Similarly,

|I5 +Iﬁ| = ’% (PfaEQPf)Lz + (leaEPf)LZ

<C (Naivew 3 IPFI3 + 1B 1o vl e 1P 2

<C (1ivenll o + Nivenll3 o ) 113 -

For I4, we notice that L¢, € OPSiO. Hence it follows from (A.14) with P = L¢,, g = divé; and u = Pf
that
1] < CIPfll 2 [£es AvEIPF Il o < C I fll g IdivER oo 1 1gro-s < C Ikl o 1LF 17z -

Gathering all the above estimates implies that for some C' > 0,

(Pﬁgkf’ Pf)Lz + (P‘kafa P‘C&f)L2 S C (HngiI”l + HngHHl) Hf”?is .
Using Assumption (B) to the above estimates, we obtain (A.11). O

We conclude this appendix with some useful tools in stochastic analysis.

Lemma A.6 (Prokhorov Theorem, [25]). Let X be a complete and separable metric space. A sequence of
measures {pn} C P(X) is tight if and only if it is relatively compact, i.e., there is a subsequence {jin, }
converging to a probability measure p weakly.

Lemma A.7 (Skorokhod Theorem, [25]). Let X be a complete and separable metric space. For an arbitrary
sequence {un}t C P(X) such that {u,} is tight on (X, B(X)), there exists a subsequence {jn, } converging
weakly to a probability measure pu, and a probability space (Q, F,P) with X-valued Borel measurable random
variables x,, and x, such that p., is the distribution of x,,, p is the distribution of x, and x, 122 r P—a.s.
Lemma A.8 ([11, 26]). Let (2, F,P) be a complete probability space and X be a separable Hilbert space.
Let S, = (Q,f, {ff}tEO,P,Wn) be a sequence of stochastic bases such that for each n > 1, W™ 1is
cylindrical Brownian motion (over U with the canonical embedding U — Uy being Hilbert—Schmidt) with
respect to {F'},;5o- Let Gy be an Fi* predictable process ranging in Lo(U;X). Finally consider S =
(Q, F,P,{F:}+>0,W) and G € L?(0,T; L2(U; X)), which is F; predictable. Suppose that in probability we
have
Wy — W in C([0,T);Up) and G, — G in L?(0,T; L2(U; X)) .
Then ) )
/ GrdW, %/ GAW  in L*(0,T;X) in probability.

0 0
Lemma A.9 (Gyongy-Krylov Lemma, [37]). Let X be a Polish space equipped with the Borel sigma-algebra
B(X). Let {Y;};>0 be a sequence of X-valued random variables. Let

wir(h) =PY; xY,€-) V- e BXxX).

Then {Y;};>0 converges in probability if and only if for every subsequence of {ij, 1, tr>0, there exists a
further subsequence which weakly converges to some p € P(X x X) satisfying

w({(u,v) € Xx X, u=v})=1.
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