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LOCAL MARTINGALE SOLUTIONS AND PATHWISE UNIQUENESS FOR THE
THREE-DIMENSIONAL STOCHASTIC INVISCID PRIMITIVE EQUATIONS

RUIMENG HU AND QUYUAN LIN*

ABSTRACT. We study the stochastic effect on the three-dimensional inviscid primitive equations (PEs,
also called the hydrostatic Euler equations). Specifically, we consider a larger class of noises than mul-
tiplicative noises, and work in the analytic function space due to the ill-posedness in Sobolev spaces of
PEs without horizontal viscosity. Under proper conditions, we prove the local existence of martingale
solutions and pathwise uniqueness. By adding vertical viscosity, i.e., considering the hydrostatic Navier-
Stokes equations, we can relax the restriction on initial conditions to be only analytic in the horizontal
variables with Sobolev regularity in the vertical variable, and allow the transport noise in the vertical di-
rection. We establish the local existence of martingale solutions and pathwise uniqueness, and show that
the solutions become analytic in the vertical variable instantaneously as ¢ > 0 and the vertical analytic
radius increases as long as the solutions exist.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the following three-dimensional stochastic primitive equations (PEs), which
serves as one of the fundamental models in geophysical fluid dynamics,

dV + (V-VV +wd,V — v, AV — 1.0,V + foVL + Vp + f)dt = o(V)dW, (1.1a)
d.p=0, (1.1b)
V-V +o,w=0, (1.1c)

where the horizontal velocity field V' = (u,v), the vertical velocity w, and the pressure p are the unknown
quantities. The non-negative constants v, and v, are horizontal and vertical viscosities, and we denote by
V = (0:,0y) and A = 0,y + 0yy. The parameter fo € R stands for the speed and direction of rotation
in the Coriolis force, and V* = (—v,u). The term o(V)dW represents the external forcing term driven
by white noise, and f is the other external force. The three-dimensional (3D) viscous PEs are derived by
performing a formal asymptotic limit of the small aspect ratio (the ratio of the depth or the height to the
horizontal length scale) from the Rayleigh-Bénard (Boussinesq) system. This limit is justified rigorously
in [21[36,37]. Notice that we have omitted the coupling with the temperature and salinity in (II)) to focus
our attention towards difficulties arising from the ill-posedness in Sobolev spaces when v, = 0 [41].
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To address the well-posedness of ([T in the inviscid case, i.e., v, = v, = 0, one needs to overcome
the following difficulties. We shall also discuss some key issues of our work below and explain how the
restrictions can be relaxed when considering only vertical viscosity.

(i) The first difficulty is that, even in the deterministic case, the PEs with v, = 0 is ill-posed in
Sobolev spaces and Gevrey class of order s > 1. For this reason, one has to work in the analytic
function space. To the best of our knowledge, very little work has been done for stochastic partial
differential equations in the analytic function space, as most of the results work in the classical
Sobolev spaces.

(ii) Unlike the stochastic PEs with v, > 0 where the global existence of solutions can be proven,
we can only show the local existence of martingale solutions. The main reason is that, in the
deterministic case, the solutions to the PEs with v, = 0 are unknown to exist globally when
v, > 0, and have been shown to form singularity in finite time when v, = 0 [7,[1329,46].

(iii) Compared to the viscosity which can give “strong dissipation” by providing one gain in the
derivative, the analytic framework only gives “weak dissipation” by providing one-half gain in
the derivative. Therefore, we can not consider transport noise in any direction for the inviscid
case, which requires one gain in the derivative. When we consider the vertical viscosity in (L),
we can allow the existence of vertical transport noise. On the other hand, thanks to the “weak
dissipation” effect from the analytic framework, one can consider the noises in a class that is
larger than multiplicative noises; see Remark 2 for more details.

(iv) In [6L[15,42] where v, > 0, the existence of both martingale solutions (weak solution in the
stochastic sense) and pathwise solutions (strong solution in the stochastic sense) has been shown.
The authors first showed the existence of martingale solutions and the pathwise uniqueness to
a modified system, then used a Yamada-Watanabe type argument (see [I5, Proposition 2.2] or
[26]) and applied a suitable stopping time to establish the existence of pathwise solutions to the
original system. In fact, the “strong dissipation” from the horizontal viscosity can help control
the nonlinear estimates. In contrast, the “weak dissipation” from the analytic framework is not
strong enough to provide the same control on the nonlinear estimates in our case. Consequently,
we are only able to show the pathwise uniqueness to the original system, but not to the modified
system. This prevents us from showing the existence of pathwise solutions; see Propositions
and and Remark [6] for more details.

(v) For the inviscid PEs, the initial condition needs to be analytic in all directions, and the analytic
radii of the solutions in all variables shrink. In terms of the case with vertical viscosity, the initial
condition only needs to be analytic in the horizontal variables with Sobolev regularity in the z
variable. Moreover, the solutions become analytic in z variable instantaneous when ¢ > 0, and
the analytic radius in the z variable increases with time as long as the solutions exist (see (L0])).
This result is parallel to the deterministic case [38], and is due to the effect of vertical viscosity.

System (1) is usually studied under some physical boundary conditions. For example, one considers
the physical domain to be T? x [0, H] and

V is periodic in (z,y) with period 1, (0:V,w)|:=0,u = 0. (1.2)
Here the condition on 0,V vanishes when v, = 0.
In this paper, instead of T? x [0, H], we consider the domain to be T3, and
V is periodic in (z,y, z) with period 1, V is even in z and w is odd in z. (1.3)

Observe that the space of periodic functions with such symmetry condition is invariant under the dynamics

of system (II). If H = 3, a solution to system (L) in T® subject to (I3) restricted on the horizontal

channel T? x [0, H] is a solution to system (1)) subject to the physical boundary conditions (I.Z). The
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same simplification has been done in [2I]. Working in T3 allows us to use Fourier analysis, and makes the
mathematical presentation simpler and more elegant.

Main results. The following two theorems are the main results of this paper, which concern the local
existence of martingale solutions and pathwise uniqueness of the 3D stochastic hydrostatic Euler equations
[3) and 3D stochastic hydrostatic Navier-Stokes equations (Z12)).

Theorem 1.1 (Stochastic hydrostatic Euler). Suppose that uo satisfies 210) with constant M > 0. Let
p>M, >0, andr > g be fized. Assume and that the noise o and the external force f satisfy 2.2
and (23), respectively. Then there exist a time T, a function 7(t), and a stopping time 1), defined in (B8],
B), and B30, respectively, such that there exists a local martingale solution (S, W,V,n AT) to system
@3) in the sense of Definition[Z1l Moreover, system [29) also has pathwise uniqueness.

With the help of the vertical viscosity in the stochastic hydrostatic Navier-Stokes equations, we can relax
the restriction on initial conditions to be only analytic in the horizontal variables with Sobolev regularity
in the vertical variable, and show similar local existence of martingale solutions and pathwise uniqueness
in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Stochastic hydrostatic Navier-Stokes). Suppose that p satisfies (2ZI3)) with constant M >
0. Let p> M, 79 > 0, and r > g be fixed, and let y9 = 0. Assume and that the noise o and the external
force f satisfy 24) and (X)), respectively. Then there exist a time T, functions 7(t) and v(t), and a
stopping time n, defined in (E8), [E8), and (EI0), respectively, such that there exists a local martingale
solution (S,W,V,n AT) to system (212 in the sense of Definition[Z2 Moreover, system [2I2) also has
pathwise uniqueness.

Related literature. For the deterministic case, the global well-posedness of strong solutions to the 3D
PEs with full viscosity was first established in [I2], and later in [28[31,34]. In [8,@,10], the authors
showed the global well-posedness of strong solutions to the 3D PEs with only horizontal viscosity. When
v, = 0, the inviscid PEs (i.e., v, = 0) are called the hydrostatic Euler equations, and with only vertical
viscosity (i.e., v, > 0) are called the hydrostatic Navier-Stokes equations. It has been shown that the
PEs with v, = 0 are linearly ill-posed in any Sobolev spaces and Gevrey class of order s > 1 [41] (see
also [27,29]). With only vertical viscosity, to overcome the ill-posedness, one can consider additional
weak dissipation [I1], assume Gevrey regularity with some convex condition [20], or take the initial data
to be analytic in the horizontal direction and only Sobolev in the vertical direction without any special
structure [38[40]. For the inviscid case, the ill-posedness can be overcomed by assuming either some special
structures (local Rayleigh condition) on the initial data or real analyticity in all directions for general initial
data [4,5,21125,[32,33,[39]. While the strong solutions to the PEs with the horizontal viscosity v, > 0
exist globally in time, it has been shown that smooth solutions to the inviscid PEs can develop singularity
in finite time [7,[13,29,[46]. Whether the smooth solutions to the PEs with only vertical viscosity exist
globally or blow up in finite time still remains open.

On the other hand, stochastic factors in primitive equations are essential in studying geophysical fluid
dynamics. For example, introducing white noise terms to the system could account for numerical and
empirical uncertainties. It can also provide probabilistic predictions, which is a range of possible scenarios
associated with their likelihoods. Along this direction, the stochastic PEs with full viscosity were studied
by [22/[23] in the 2D case, and by [6L[I5,16,123] in the 3D case. In the recent work [6], the global well-
posedness of strong solutions (strong in both PDE and stochastic sense) was established with multiplicative
and transport noise, under smallness assumption on the transport noise. The global existence of solutions
is based on the deterministic result. With only horizontal viscosity, global existence and uniqueness of
strong solutions have been established in [42], where the noise can be transported but only in the horizontal
direction, and the global existence of solutions is also based on the deterministic result. The two situations
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above (v, > 0) allow the classical Sobolev framework as the PEs with horizontal viscosity are well-posed
in Sobolev spaces in the deterministic case.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section Bl we introduce the functional settings, the
notations, the assumptions, and some preliminary results that will be used throughout the paper. In
Section Bl we analyze the stochastic hydrostatic Euler equations (i.e., the inviscid case with v, = v, =0
in (1)), and prove Theorem [Tl Section M focuses on the stochastic hydrostatic Navier-Stokes equations
(i.e., the vertically viscous case with v, = 0 and v, > 0 in (1)) where we prove Theorem We make
conclusive remarks in Section [Bl and provide the detailed nonlinear estimates in the appendix.

2. PRELIMINARIES

The universal constant C appears in the paper may change from line to line. We shall use subscripts to
indicate the dependence of C' on other parameters, e.g., C,. means that the constant C' depends only on r.

2.1. Functional settings. Let = := (z,z) = (z1,22,2) € T3, where =’ and z represent the horizontal
and vertical variables, respectively, and T? denotes the three-dimensional torus with unit length. Denote
by

1= Wl = ( [ 17(@) Pz,

associated with the inner product (f,g) = [ f(x)g(x)dx for f,g € L*(T?). For a function f € L*(T?),
let fk be its Fourier coefficient such that

fl@) = fee®® fo= [ e ®Tf(x)d.
k:G;fo * * /Ta

For r > 0, we define the following Sobolev H” norm and H” semi-norm
1
3

Il s= (30 @ IRPAE) S = (X R IAE)

ke2nZ3 ke2nZ3

and we refer to [I] for more details about Sobolev spaces.

The divergence-free condition (IId) and the oddness of w in z imply that

1
/ V- V(z', 2)dz =0.
0

Moreover, we consider V' even in the z variable. That is, V € Dy where

1
Dy := {f € L*(T?) :/ V. f(z',z)dz =0, f is even in z}
0

2.1.1. Inviscid case. Let 7(t) > 0 represent the radius of analyticity, and let A = \/—(A + 9,.) and 74
be defined by, in terms of the Fourier coefficients,

AN = |kl fis (WA, = T OIf ke 2778,

In this paper, the argument of 7(t) is frequently omitted if no confusion arises. Then for 7,7 > 0, A" f and
e f are given by
Arfi= 30 k[ et e f = S e etk
ke2nZ3 ke2nZ3
For r > 0, we define a family of normed spaces, parameterized by 7 > 0,

DT,T = {f € DO : ||f||7'77” < OO}’
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where the equipped norm is

[l = e e = (D2 (1 IR R fuf2)

ke2nZ3

and the corresponding semi-norm is

JATem A gl = e e = (D0 IR )

ke2nZ3

It is easy to see that
AT FIZ + ILAI2 < AIFIZ, - < 20147 FIP + 11 F11). (2.1)
Notice that when 7 = 0, one has Dy, = H" N Dy.

Remark 1. The space of analytic functions is defined as (¢f. [35])
G(T%) = | Dro

>0

which is a special case of the Gevrey class [I7,[19,35]. Since inviscid PEs are ill-posed in Sobolev spaces
and in the Gevrey class G*® of order s > 1 [27,29,41], we shall focus on the Gevrey class of order s = 1,
which is the space of analytic function.

2.1.2. Vertically viscous case. For the vertically viscous case, we consider V' € D, . , s where

Drvs = {1 € Do, Il < 0}

The equipped norm is defined by

Nl=

/ A
[V S (LR Rs) 2RI 12
k’'e2nZ2 k3€2nZ

where we denote by
k=(K\ks),  fx=fwn = / etk e —ikaz £ () 1) da'dz.
T3

Here 7 > 0 and v > 0 represent the horizontal and vertical radius of analyticity, respectively. Notice that
when 7 = v =0, Dy,os = HL N HSNDy. For k = (k' k3) € 2m(Z* x Z), 7,7 > 0, let A, = V=A,
A, = /=0, and e"4*¢74= be defined by, in terms of the Fourier coefficients,
(Anf)k =K |fer  (Aof)i = |kslfi, (€7 Anerds g = e lerlhsl fy
Then for 7,7,7r,s > 0, one has
Zf — Z |k/|rfkeik:~m7 Azf — Z |k3|sfkeik:-ar;7 e‘rAhe’YAzf = Z 6T|k"e’y\k3|fkeik-z'
ke2nz3 ke2nz3 ke2nZ3

In particular, we are interested in the case when s = r. Notice that when 7 = v = 0 one has Dy, 0, =
Dy,» = H" N'Dy. Moreover, we have

£+ A7 e 112 < | F17 0 e < 200 F17 + [|ATeT 427 £12).

TTY,T —

2.2. Assumptions on noise and force terms.



6 R. HU AND Q. LIN

2.2.1. Inviscid case. For the inviscid case, for any 7 > 0 and r > 0, let o : Dr,r+% — Lo(%, D), and
assume that the noise o satisfies the growth conditions and the Lipschitz continuity:

loW sz, < C(L+IVIZ,,3),
lo(V) = o (V)i p,.,) < CIV =VF|2 V.V#eD, 1.

1
T,r+3’

(2.2)

where Lo(X,Y) denotes the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from X to Y and we defer the precise
definition of % to Section 2.3

For the force f, with 79 > 0 and r > g, we assume that
f € L*0,00; Dyy.r). (2.3)
2.2.2. Vertically viscous case. For the vertically viscous case, for any 7 > 0, v > 0, and » > 0, let

0 :Drrii g1 = L2(%,Dryyr), and assume that the noise o satisfies the growth condition and the
Lipschitz continuity:

2 2 2 2
lo) i,y SCHIVIE gy ) F VI gy i
lo(V) - a(v#)l\%2<a//,pm+%w+l) SOW =VHIZ i+ =VFE L (2.4)

V.V#e IDT,TJr%y’Y,TJrl’

with § small enough depending on v,, as indicated in Lemma (.1l and Proposition

For the force f, with 79 > 0, v* > “2%, and r > %, we assume that
f € L*0,00; Dry s 1) (2.5)

Notice that f has large enough analytic radius in z, which will allow the growth of analytic radius in z for
the solutions.

Remark 2. The assumptions on the noise for the inviscid case allow a class of noise that is larger than
the set of the multiplicative noises, but does not contain the transport noise. On the other hand, the
assumptions for the vertically viscous case allow the transport noise in the vertical direction. In general,
if the system has the viscosity in some directions, then the transport noise in that direction is allowed
since the viscosity can control the loss of the derivative. See, for example, [6] where the transport noise in
all spatial directions is allowed since they consider full viscosity, and [42] where the authors consider the
transport noise only in the horizontal direction since they only have horizontal viscosity. In our inviscid
case, it is therefore natural to exclude transport noise. However, thanks to the framework of analytic
functions, we are allowed to consider a class of noise larger than the set of multiplicative noises.

2.3. Stochastic preliminaries. Let S = (2, F,F,P) be a stochastic basis with filtration F = (F),~,-
Let % be a separable Hilbert space and let W be an F-adapted cylindrical Wiener process with reproducing
kernel Hilbert space % on S. Let {e;}72 ; be an orthonormal basis of %, then W may be formally written
as W = 21?;1 exW*, where WF are independent 1D Wiener processes on S.

Let X be another separable Hilbert space and denote by L2(%,X) the collection of Hilber-Schmidt
operators from % into X. Given a predictable process ® € L2 (Q; L?(0,T; Ly (%, X))), one may define
the stochastic integral with respect to the cylindrical Wiener process by

T e e} T
/(I)dW:Z/ ey, AW,
0 k=1 /0
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Note that the integral can also be extended to ® with fo @7, (,x) At < 00, P-almost surely, and we
refer readers to [I4], Section 4] for more details.

Let us also recall the definitions of Sobolev spaces with fractional time derivative, see e.g. [44]. Let X
be a separable Hilbert space and let ¢ > 0, p > 1 and « € (0,1). We define

W""p(O,t;X):{ueLpOtX |// |u| |1+apX drds<oo}
s—r

and equip it with the norm

|u(s) X
oy = | Wlslds + [ [ OO g

In the sequel, we shall repeated use two versions of the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality. For ® €
L? (Q; L?(0,T; Ly (%,X))), one has

+ r T r/2
E sup / <C.E (/ 1207, x) dt) : (2.6)
tel0,T] /o X 0
Moreover, if p > 2 and ® € LP (Q; LP (0,T; Ly (%, X))), then
: P T
E / O W <c¢p / el7, (x4t (2.7)
0 Wer (0,T3X)

for aw € [0,1/2). For proofs, see, for instance, [30] and [I8, Lemma 2.1].

2.4. Notion of solution. In this paper, we only consider martingale solutions (i.e., weak solutions in the
stochastic sense), and adapt the definition from [6l15].

2.4.1. Inviscid case. First, we consider the following inviscid version of system (LTI,

dV 4+ (V -VV +wd,V + foV* + Vp+ f)dt = o(V)dW, (2.82)
8.p =0, (2.8b)
V-V+0w=0, (2.8¢)
V(0) = Vb. (2.8d)
From the system above, one can write P(x’) = p(z’, z) and w = — foz V-V (x',Z)dz. Denoting by
Q) =g ( [V ) b, Flg) = fog* + P+ 1.
0
we can rewrite (2.8)) as
dV + [Q(V,V) + F(V)]dt = o(V)dW, (2.9a)
V(0) = Vb. (2.9b)

We consider the initial data to be given by a Borel measure g on D, , such that for some M > 0,
to ({V € Dry s [Vlzg,r = M}) = 0. (2.10)
In particular, this implies that for any p > 1,

LWl duo(v) < <. 2.11)

TO,T
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Remark 3. The assumption on the initial condition (2I0]) is to guarantee the stopping time (B.30]) appearing
in Corollary 3.5 to be positive almost surely. One could also follow the strategy in [6L[15] to weaken such
assumption by considering an additional linear differential equation in the modified system (B.I). In order
to simplify our presentation and focus on the difficulties discussed in Section 1, we take the assumption

I0) in our paper.

Definition 2.1. Let r > 3, T > 0, 7(t) > 0 for t € [0,T], and let po satisfy 2ZI0) with some constant
M > 0. Assume that o and [ satisfy 22) and 23)), respectively. We call a quadruple (S,W,V,n A T)
a local martingale solution if S = (Q, F,F,P) is a stochastic basis, W is an F-adapted cylindrical Wiener
process with reproducing kernel Hilbert space % , 1 is an F-stopping time and V (- An) : @x [0,T] = Doy »
is a progressively measurable process such that n > 0 P-a.s.,

V(An e (5C(0,T),Drn,)) s LoV € L2 (L2 (0.T5D, 01z ) )

the law of V(0) is o and V satisfies the following equality in Dy for all t € [0, T

V(t/\n)+/0An Q. V)—i—F(V)]ds:V(O)—i—/OAno(V)dW.

2.4.2. Vertically viscous case. For the vertically viscous version of system (III), we consider

dv + [Q(V, VY+ F(V) - VZBZZV] dt = o(V)dW, (2.12a)
V(0) =, (2.12b)

We consider the initial data to be given by a Borel measure 1o on D4, r0,» such that for some M > 0,
po ({V € Dry 0.5 [Vllro im0 = M}) = 0. (2.13)

In particular, this implies that for any p > 1,
L[ WV i) < o (2.14)
Dry,r,0,r

Definition 2.2. Letr > 3, T >0, 7(t),y(t) > 0 for t € [0,T], and let po satisfy @I3) with some constant
M > 0. Assume that o and f satisfy (Z4) and (ZX), respectively. We call a quadruple (S,W,V,n AT)
a local martingale solution if S = (Q, F,F,P) is a stochastic basis, W is an F-adapted cylindrical Wiener
process with reproducing kernel Hilbert space %, n is an F-stopping time and V (-An) : Q x [0,T] —
Dr(t),r(t),r 18 a progressively measurable process such that n > 0 P-a.s.,

14 ( A 77) € L2 (Q7 c ([Oa T]v D‘r(t),r,’y(t),r)) P
]l{oyn](')ATV S L2 (Q, L2 (O7T;DT(t),%,’y(t),l)) 5
the law of V(0) is up and V satisfies the following equality in Dy for all t € [0,T]

V(tAn) + /Om [QV,V) + F(V) = 1.0..V]ds = V(0) + /Omn o (V) dW.

2.5. Compactness theorem. We recall the following compactness result which are needed for our results.
For proofs see [43], Theorem 5] and [I8, Theorem 2.1}, respectively.

Lemma 2.3. a) (Aubin-Lions-Simon Lemma). Let Xo C X C X; be Banach spaces such that the
embedding Xo —— X is compact and the embedding X — Xi is continuous. Let p € (1,00) and
a € (0,1). Then the following embedding is compact

LP(0,t; X2) NW®P(0,4 X1) —— LP(0, ¢ X).
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b) Let Xo C X be Banach spaces such that Xo is reflexive and the embedding Xo —<— X is compact.
Let o« € (0,1] and p € (1,00) be such that ap > 1. Then the following embedding is compact

WeP(0,t; Xa) =< C([0,1], X).

3. THE INVISCID CASE

In this section, we focus on system (2.9)). In order to deal with the nonlinear terms in the energy
estimates, we use the strategy introduced in [6L[I542] and consider the following modified system

AV + [0,(IV - )QV, V) + F(V)]dt = o(V)dW, (3.1a)
V(0) = Vp, (3.1b)

where p > M is a fixed constant with M appearing in the condition (ZI0), and the function 8,(z) € C*(R)
is a non-increasing cut-off function such that

]].[, ] S GP(IE) S ]]-[—p,p]' (32)

(NS}
[S]}S)

P

The main goal of this section is to prove Theorem [Tl For this purpose, we fix p > M, 79 > 0 and
r > g through this section. In Sections Bl and B.2] we first work on a Galerkin approximation system
of the modified system (B]) and derive some necessary energy estimates. In Section B3] by Prokhorov’s
Theorem and Skorokhod Theorem, the existence of local martingale solution to the modified system (B.1I)
is established. By defining a suitable stopping time, we show the existence of local martingale solutions
to the original system (2.9). Finally, in Section 3.4 we establish the pathwise uniqueness to the original
system (Z9), which completes the proof of Theorem [T

3.1. Galerkin scheme. We employ the Galerkin approximation procedure. For k € 27Z3, let

b B V2eiFreitkar2) cog(ksz) if ks # 0,
k = Pki,ka,ks -— et(k1z1+kox2) if ks =0,

and
&= {¢ € LQ(TS) | d) = Z ak(bka A—ky,—ko,ks = azl,k2,k37 Z |a’k|2 < OO},
ke2nZ3 ke2nZ3

where a* denotes the complex conjugate of a. Notice that £ is a closed subspace of L?(T?), and consists
of real-valued functions which are even in z variable. For any n € N, denote by

Eni={S € L(T) [ 0= Y arbh: aobykaks = Gl iy b}

|k|<n

the finite-dimensional subspaces of €. For any function f € L?(T3), denote by
fui= [ r@die)da,

and write P,f := Z\k\gn fror for n € N. Then P, is the orthogonal projections from L2(T?) to &,.
Moreover, one has the following Poincaré inequality:

1 1
=P = Y 152 < 2 5 WlIAE = 210 - Posi2,. 53)
|k|>n |k|>n

Denote by
Qnlg,h) == PaQ(g,h), Fn(g) = PaF(g), on:= Pyo.
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For each n € N, we consider the following Galerkin approximation of system ([BI)) at order n as:
dv, + [9p(||Vn||T7T)Qn(Vn, Vo) + Fn(Vn)} dt = 0, (Vy)dW, (3.4a)
Vo (0) = P, Vo =: (Vi)o. (3.4b)
Since all the terms in system ([B.4) are locally Lipschitz, the local existence and uniqueness of the solution
V,, is a standard result.

For some function 7(¢) to be determined later, with initial condition denote by 79, i.e., 7(0) = 79, we
define U,, = e™4V,,, and therefore, V;, = e~ 74U,,. Since dU,, = 7 AU, dt+e"4dV},, system (B.4) is equivalent
to

AU + [0,(|Unllo,r)e™* Qu(e ™ Un, e774U,) + €™ F, (e77U,) — AU, |dt = e o, (e 774U, )dW, (3.5a)
Un(0) = ™4 (Vp)o = Py (e™4Vp) , (3.5b)

and U,, = ™4V, is the solution to system (B.H).

3.2. Energy estimates. Now we establish the main estimates needed to pass to the limit in the Galerkin
system ([B4) (and equivalently, system (B3)).

Lemma 3.1. Let 70 >0, p > 2, and r > g be fized. Suppose that Vo € LP(; Dy .r) is an Fo-measurable
random variable. Suppose that o and f satisfy 22) and (Z3)), respectively. Let V,, be the solution to
system (B4). Then there exist a decreasing function 7(t) defined in B1) and a constant T defined in (B3.8))
such that the following hold:

6) spE[ sup [Vallz, + 7 A7 AV, P24 eV, [Fds] < Cy(1+ EIVo I, e T
neN s€[0,T)

(ii) For v €[0,1/2), [, e a,(V,,)dW is bounded in LP (; WP(0,T; Dy 1)) ;
(iii) If moreover p > 4, then €™V, — fo e 0, (V) dW s bounded in L? (Q; W1’2(O,T;DO)T_1))) )

Proof. Applying the finite dimensional It6 formula to ([34al) produces, for p > 2,
AVl = = pO,(IVallr ) Va7~ @n (Virs Vi), Vi Yt = p| Vil [P~ (Fo (Vi) Vi pelt

P - p(p—2 2 -
Lo (Vo IVl 2t + P2 0, () V)2 Vi
4 (V). Vi) Va2

:=Ardt + Aoxdt + Aszdt + Axdt + AsdW.

Thanks to the periodic boundary condition, integration by parts gives A; = 0. By integration by parts,
thanks to the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, Young’s inequality, and (23], one obtains that

t t t
[ ads < [ oV |(Ea ). Vilds = [ oVl v fas
0 0 0

t B 1 t
< / PIVallP2(IF11? + [[Vall?)ds < = sup [[Va|[? + Cp (1 +/ ||Vn||pd5) :
0 4 scl0,1) 0

. . . L .
From the assumptions [2.2) with r =7 =0, i.e., ||O’(Vn)||%2(%7po) < C(1+ [|[Vu|]? + ||A2V,||?), using the
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Young’s inequality yields that

t t t
APMHMWSQAG+WW+MWWWHH%§@AGHMMM&
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Finally, the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, together with the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, Young’s
inequality, and the property of o in (2.2) lead to

1
2

s t
B sup | [ asd| < GE( [ ValPe D lon(Vidliaca o)
sefo,4] ' Jo 0

t 1
<GE( [ VP + [Vl + 43V )
0

<

|

t
B sup [Vl + GE [ (1 Va2, )ds.
s€[0,t] 0

Next, for the seminorm ||A"e™V,,||, applying the finite dimensional It6 formula yields, for p > 2,
| AT AV, ||P — pi||ATeTAV,||P72]| AT 2 AV, [|2dt
= - pop(HVn”T,T)”ATETAVH||p72<AT€TAQn(an Vn)a ATETAVn>dt
— p||ATe™ AV, P2 (ATeT A, (V,), ATeTAV, dt
p r T r T —
+ §||A e AUn(Vn)HQLZ(%,DO)HA eV, [P 2dt

-2
- LpQ L 4rem 0, (V,), AT AV, )P A7 A [
+p(ATeT 0, (Vo) ATeT AV )| ATeT AV, [P~ 2dW

:=B1dt + Badt + Bsdt + Bydt + BsdW.

For the nonlinear terms By, Lemma [A.T] and properties of the cut-off function 6, imply that

ds

t
[ Bl = 01all e ATV, P2 (AT 4Qu Vi, Vi), A7V,
0
t
< Con [ OVl IVall A7V P2 A AV, s
0

t
< Cr,p/ PIIATET AV, P2 AT 2™V, | P ds.
0

Thanks to the periodic boundary condition, using integration by parts, the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,
Young’s inequality, and (2.3]), one obtains

t t
/ Bads < / p||ATeTAvn||P*2\<AreTAFn(vn),A’“eTAvn>‘ds
0 0

ds

t
:/ p||AT€TAVn||p_2‘<AT€TAf, AreTAVn>
0
! 1
<G, (14 [ Wil ds) +1 sup |4ty P
0 ’ 4 se0,1]
From (2:2), we know that ||ATeTAU(Vn)||%2(%1DO) < C(l + |[Vall* + ||1¢1T"’%¢2”‘Vn||2>7 and thus

t t
/ | Bs| + |Balds < CP/ (L4 [[Vall* + A7 274V, *) | A7e™ 4V, [P 2ds
0 0

t
< [ G+ IVl + AV 2 AT e Y, s
0
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Finally, using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, Young’s inequality,
and the property of o in ([2.2]), we deduce that

1
E suopt]}/ BsdW | <C,E / A7 Vo 20D 0w (Va) | ... )
s€|l

=

T T - T 1 T
<Gy ( / AT AV, PO D1+ [V + 474V, 2))

;_A

t
<7E sup A7V, [P + R / (L4 Vallg, + A7V P72 AT 2 T4V ) ds
s€[0,t] 0

Combining the estimates of A; to A5 and By to Bs, thanks to (Z)), one obtains that
t 1
B sup Va2, +E [ A€V, [P 2at ey, s
s€[0,t] ’ 0

<E SI[lp](2||V Wl 4 2 ATV, )8 +1E/ |7 AV, [P AT 3 eV, | 2ds
se(0,t

<C, (E sup [|[Vo||? +E Sup |A"e™ AV, ||P +]E/ |A"e™ AV, |P~2|| A2 eTAV, | 2ds (3.6)
s€[0,t] s€[0,t

<Cy(# + Crplp + 1))1@/ ||ATeTAVn||”*2||AT+%efAvn||st
0

+ GE[1+ [ (Vaolz,.» + /Ot(1+||vn||f;,r)ds]

Here we have added the term E fg |ATeT AV, |[P~2|| AT+ 2eT AV, ||2ds on both hand sides in order to get the
corresponding regularity. Let the deterministic function 7(t) satisfy

T(t) =70 — Crp(p+ 1)t, (3.7)
and define the time
T0
T=—"—. 3.8
2, (p 1) (38)

Observe that 7(t) > 0 and 7+ C, ,(p+ 1) = 0 for ¢ € [0, 7], and therefore (3.6]) gives
¢ 1
B sup Vi, + [ 47V 2y, ]
s€[0,1] ’ 0
t
<GE[L+ V]2, / (14 Va2, )ds].
0
Thanks to the Gronwall inequality [24, Lemma 5.3], for p > 2 and ¢t = T, one has

T, (3.9)

7o, 7‘)

B[ s IVl / |47V, P2 AT e AV, Pds] < Cy(1+ B[V 2
se
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For part (ii), the fractional Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality 27), (Z2]), and the estimate (B3
produce
P

T
]E S CP]E/O ||6TAU" (Vn) ||1[)/2(q/,D0,T71) dS

T
/ 14 Va2, ds| < oo.
0

Finally for (iii), from B4al) (or (335al), for t € [0, T, one has

/ e o, (V) dW
0

Weas,p (O,T;,D(),T7 1)

< C,E

t
eTAV, () — / e o, (V) dW
0

t
=€V, (0) — / 0,(1Vallrr )€™ Qn(Vin, Vi) 4+ €74, (V;,) — 7 ATV, ds.
0

Then by Lemma [A3 and r > %, the Minkowski inequality, and Young’s inequality, from the properties of
o, F', and the cut-off function 6,, we have

. 2
E|le™V, — / e o, (V) dW
0 W1.2(0,7;Do,r—
oo (3.10)
<OT o p.pr B |1+ Vo3, + sup IIVn(t)II?-,TJr/ ||f||3,rd81 < 00,
t€[0,T) 0

where the pressure gradient disappears since VP is orthogonal to the space Dy ,_1. Note that p > 4 is
required due to applying the estimate (3.39) to the term sup |[|V,,(¢)[|7, in BI0). O
te[0,T

Remark 4. The energy estimates in Lemma [31] hold up to a finite time T defined in (B:)). Due to this
fact, the martingale solutions to the modified system (B.]), constructed below in Proposition 3.4l can only
exist on [0,T] (see Proposition B3 and B.4], below). Alternatively, one can replace the cut-off function 6,
by 0,; ) in the modified system (3.I), where 7(t) is the radius of analyticity, then energy estimates similar
to Lemma [3.1] will hold for the new modified system with 6,, () for any time ¢ > 0. Moreover, based on
this, the martingale solutions to this new modified system will exist globally in time. Nevertheless, the
solution to the original one will still be local after applying a stopping time (see Corollary B.3]).

Corollary 3.2. With the same assumptions as in Lemmal3dl Let 7(t) and T be defined in (B1) and (B3],
respectively. Suppose that U, = e™AV,, is the solution to system (B.5), and we denote by Uy = e™AVj.
Then

3 T s — T 5
() supE| sup U+ o 14°UnlP=2)4 U, |2ds| < (14 E|TolIE, )
ne s€|0,

(i) For o €[0,1/2), [, €™, (e7 AU, )dW is bounded in LP (Q; W*P(0,T;Do,r—1));
(iii) If moreover p > 4, then U, — fo e o, (e TAU,)dW is bounded in L? (Q; wWt2(0,T; DO,T,l)).

3.3. Local existence of martingale solutions. In this subsection, we establish the existence of the
martingale solutions to system (2.9]). First, we need to construct the local martingale solutions to the
modified system (BI). For this purpose, we follow similar procedures as in [6}[I5]. However, since our
spaces D (y),, are changing with time, in order to use Aubin-Lions Lemma [2.3] one needs to work with U,
instead of V,, since U, lives in classical Sobolev spaces.

Given an initial distribution pg satisfying (2Z.I1]) for some p > 4 (which is implied by (2I0)), for some
stochastic basis S = (Q, F,F,P), let Uy = e™4V, be an Fy-measurable Dy ,-valued random variable with
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law po. For fixed p > M, let U, be the solutions to the approximating system (3.5) with U, (0) = P,Up
on the stochastic basis §. Define
Xu =L (O,T;Do)r)QC([O,T];DO)T_%) B :C([OaT]a%O)a X =y x Aw,
where T is defined in ([8.8). Notice that here Dy, and ’DO)P% are independent of time. Let uf;, py and
u™ be laws of U, W and (U, W) on Xy, Xw and X, respectively, in other words
po()=P{Une-}), ww()=P{We-}), u"=pugepuy. (3.11)

The proof of the existence of the local martingale solutions to the modified system (@I will be shown
once we prove the following two propositions, which are following [I5] Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 7.1]
or [6l Proposition 3.2 and Proposition 3.3].

Proposition 3.3. Let pg be a probability measure on Dy, satisfying
[ 1018 o) < o0 (3.12)
Do,r

withp > 4 and let (4"),>1 be the measures defined in II). Then there exists a probability space (Q, F,P),
a subsequence ny — 0o as k — 0o and a sequence of X-valued random variables (U, , Wh, ) such that

(i) (Un,, Wn,) converges in X to (U, W) € X almost surely,
(il) Wy, is a cylindrical Wiener process with reproducing kernel Hilbert space % adapted to the filtra-
tion (.7-',5"’“)20, where (]:tnk)tzo is the completion of o(Wh,, ,Up,;0 < s <t),
(iti) for t € [0,T], each pair (U,,, Wy,) satisfies the equation
dUnk + [ep(HUnk ”077‘)67—AQ"k (e_TAUnk ) e_TAUnk) + eTAFnk (e_TAUnk) - 7LAUVM] dt
= e o, (77U, ) dW,,

where 7 and T are defined in B1) and [BJ)), respectively.

(3.13)

Remark 5. In [6, Proposition 3.2], the authors required a condition similar to (8I2) with p > 8. The
reason is that the estimate (3.10) in [6] requires such a higher integrability condition. The estimation
therein corresponds to ([B.I0) in our derivation, which only requires p > 4.

Proof. For part (i), with Lemmas[2Z3]and B] one has the tightness of {¢" },>1 in X following the argument
in [I5, Lemma 4.1] with the spaces D(A), V, H, and V' therein being replaced by DQH%, Do.r» Dor-1,
and Dow_%. Thus {§"},>1 is weakly compact by Prokhorov’s theorem. Then, the first assertion follows

immediately by the Skorokhod Theorem, see, e.g., [I4, Theorem 2.4].
Parts (ii) and (iii) follow from the proof in [6 Proposition 3.2]; see also [3, Section 4.3.4].
|

Proposition 3.4. For 7(t) and T defined in B0) and BS), respectively, let (U, , Wy, ) be a sequence of
X -valued random variables on a probability space (Q, F,P) such that

(i) (Un,, Wn,) = (U, W) in the topology of X P-almost surely, that is,
Up, — U in L2 (0,T;Dy..) N C ([O,T] ,DO,T,%) , W, = W in C([0,T): %),

(ii) W, is a cylindrical Wiener process with reproducing kernel Hilbert space % adapted to the filtra-
tion (Fy™* ), that contains o(Why,,Uy,;0 < s < 1),

(i) each pair (U, , Wy, ) satisfies (B13).
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Let
- . - .
Voo, =€ 70Uy, V=eT"U, (3.14)

and let F; be the completion of (W (s),V(s),0 < s <t) and S = (Q, F, (F;)i>0,P). Then (S,W,V,T) is
a local martingale solution to the modified system @&I) on the time interval [0,T]. Moreover, V satisfies

Ve (90 (0.T D)), AT OV OAT P e (01 0,7)) . (315)

Proof. First, due to the relation (B:I4)) and the assumpstion (iii), one has

dv”lk + [HP(HVHHT,T)Qﬂk (Vnk 3 Vnk) + Fo (Vnk)] dt = op, (Vnk)dek

Therefore, for any ¢ € Dy and t € [0,T], one has

. (3.16)
= <Vnk (0)7¢> +/0 <Unk (Vnk)7¢>dek
From assumption (i), we deduce that
Vo — Vin L2 (0,T; D, yy,) N C ([O,T] ,DT(W_%) P—as. (3.17)
Similarly as in [I5, Section 7.1], by Corollary B2 and (8I4)), one can establish that
¥, 2(0O.7172 . oo .
Vel (Q,L (0.7 Dy 1) N L (O,T,DT(t)W)),
Vi, — V in L2 (Q L? (O,T;DT(t))H%)) , (3.18)
Vi, =V in L2 (Q L>(0,T; DT(t)W)) .
Moreover, from Lemma [B.1] with p > 2, one has the following uniform integrability for f/nk:
sup ( A ||vnk||2,rds> < Crsupf sup [[Va |12, < oo. (3.19)
keN 0 keN  te€[0,T]
The Vitali Convergence Theorem, together with (317) and ([B19), implies that
Vi, — Vin L? (Q L2(0, T;DT(,&M)) . (3.20)

Consequently, a further subsequence, still denoted by ffnk with a slightly abuse of notation, converges a.a.
n (0,T) x Q:

Voo =V in D, for a.a. (t,w) € (0,T) x €. (3.21)
Convergence of the linear terms: The convergence of the initial condition is straightforward by (B1T):

<f/nk (0),¢> - <f/(0),¢> - <f/0,¢>. (3.22)
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For any ¢ € [0,T], thanks to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (23), we know that

| /ot (P (V) = F(V), 6)ds|

:‘ /Ot <f0(f/nt VY £ (P VP~ VP)+ (P, f — f),¢>ds‘

+]/Ot (1.6 = 0)ds|

T T
éCMWﬂAHKi—VHM&+ﬂM@¢ﬂMA 1 llds

ol (527

T 3
<Cprlloll </0 IV = VP2 dS) + Crl|Pnyé = 9ll.

Therefore, by B.21I]) and the property of P,,, for a.a. € (0, T) x Q

/Ot< Fr (V) ds—>/ : (3.23)

Convergence of the nonlinear terms: For ¢ € [0, T], one has

[ (0o (s P = 0171 )Q(7. 7))

| [ (001 (@ (T ) = Qi (7.7). )

| [ (17017 7). Py~ o)

| [ {OTal) = 0,17 1) Q7. 7). )

For the term I, by the Hold@r inequality and the Sobolev inequality, together with ([B21), one obtains
that for a.a. (t,w) € (0,T) x Q,

= Il +12+13

T
B < Ol [ 1Q(aw. Vo) = QU7 7)) ds
. 0
_cAn@mm—ﬁ%mmwmﬁﬁ%—wws
T
SCA|MM—WMMMMMTWVMQ

r . Ny RS
sc<A|mm—W$J <A|WM@MWW@J S0,

For the term I3, by the Holder inequality and the Sobolev inequality, we have

T
bsowmg/n&m—wwam
0

for a.a. (t,w) € (0,T) x Q. For the term I3, thanks to ([21)) and since 6, is smooth, one has
Op(IVa i) = Oo(IV 1 7.r), (3.24)
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for a.a. (t,w) € (0,T) x Q. Using BIY) yields
]E/OT ‘<(9p(||‘7nkllf,r) —0,(IV[[+) Q(V, V) >‘dt < OIE/ 17125l 6lldt < oo,
The dominated convergence theorem together with ([3:24]) yield that
IE/OT Lydt < CTE/OT ‘<(e,,(||17nk||7,r) — 0,V [l Q(V, 7)) >‘dt—> 0.

Thinning the sequence if necessary, we conclude that I3 — 0 for a.a. (t,w) € (0,7) x Q. Combining the
estimates of I to I, for a.a. (t,w) € (0,T) x €,

[ 000k (T T+ ForFan)s)ts = [ (0,1 )@ 7) + PP 0. (325

Convergence of the stochastic terms: Using (2.2) and the Poincaré inequality [B3.3]), we have
o (Vi) = o (V) L2 (0,750 (2 Do)
<C (||0(‘7nk) — o201 10 Do)y + 11 — Pnk)a(f/nk)||%2(0,T;L2(%,Do))>

_C(Wnk Va0, 4y + o0 s riacr o, »)

~ - 1 -
<C <||Vnk - V”%P(O,T;DO,%) + n_k /0 1+ ||Vnk||(2J,1 dt) .

Therefore, with Lemma Bl and the convergence result (B17) we have
On, (Vi) = (V) in L?(0,T; Ly (%, Dy)) , P — a.s..

In particular, this implies the convergence in probability in L2 (0,T; Ly (%, D)) . Thanks to [I5, Lemma
2.1], from item (i), we obtain that

/ e (Vo) AW, — / V)dw, (3.26)
0
in probability in L2 (0,7T;Dg). Thanks to Lemma B and 2.2, for p > 2, we get
T ~ 2
k| [ (V)lacw iy ds| < CospE |14 sup Vo ] <o (321
keN 0 keN tel0,T

(.27 together with (2.6) and the Vitali convergence theorem yield that the convergence (3.26) occurs in
the space L?(Q; L? (0,T;Dy)). Then for any R C 2 x [0, T] measurable, one has

klin;oE/(JTXR (/Ot (0, (V). ¢>dek> dt_E/OTXR (/Ot <a(f/),¢>dw> dt.

This implies that for a.a. (t,w) € [0,T] x Q,
t
/O <0nk( Vi), ¢>dek —>/ ¢>dW (3.28)

Applying the convergences (321)), (3:222), (3:23)), B25)) and (32]) to (BIG), we infer that for all ¢ € Dy
and for a.a. (t,w) € [0,T] x £,

(70.6) + [ (807 1@ 7+ F(P).0)ds = (70.6) + [ (o(7).6)av.
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Therefore (S,W,V,T) is a local martingale solution to the modified system (B.)).

Proof of the regularity ([B.I5): The proof of continuity of V in time in the space D (1), follows similarly
as in [I5, Section 7.3]. For completeness, we highlight the main steps. By the property of o in (22 and
the regularity of V' ([318), we have

o(V) € L? (Q;L2 (0,7; Ly (%,DT@M))) .
Therefore, the solution to o R
Az = o(VYdW,  Z(0) = Vo,
satisfies y ~
ZeL? (Q; c ([0, T];DT(t),T)) nL? (Q; L2 (0, T DT(t)H%)) . (3.29)
Defining V = V — Z, by (3Ia) we have P-almost surely
&V OV V) + F(V) =0,  V(0)=0.
Thanks ([3.I8) and Lemma [A.3]
0V 1l )QV, V) and P(V) € L2 (8 12 (0,75 D, )y ) )
and thus p p
LAr S T)AY AT, T(DA D Y - Ar+1 ,7(t)AY) 2(0.712 .y
ZATETOAY = ATeTOAZY AT OAY € 12 (G517 (0,17 ) )
ATeTWAY ¢ 12 (Q;L2 (O,T;Doé)) ,
where Df , is the dual space of Dy 1. Since Dy 1 C Dy = Dy C Dy 4, by the Lions-Magenes Lemma
’2 ’ ’ ’2
(e.g., 5, Lemma 1.2, Chapter 3]), we infer that A7e” AV ¢ L2 (Q, C ([0, T] ;DO)>. Similarly, one can
show that V € L? (Q, C ([0,T] ;’D0)>, and thus V € L? (©;C ([0,T]; D-(1),»)). This together with (3.29)
imply that V e L2 (Q; C ([O, T] ;DT(t))T)). The second part of ([B.I5) follows directly from (B.I8]). |

Corollary 3.5. Suppose that po satisfy ZI0) with constant M > 0. Let p > M, and let (S,W,V,T) be
the local martingale solution to the modified system B.1)) given in Proposition[34] Let

=inf {t> 0] |V]r, > £} (3.30)
Then (S,W,V,n AT) is a local martingale solution to the problem (ZJ). Moreover,
V(A €L (BC(0.T,Drns)) s Lol A 3T QAT |24 OAT |72 € LY (@ L (0.7)) -

3.4. Pathwise uniqueness. In this section, we establish the pathwise uniqueness for the original system
23). The following proposition is similar to [I5, Proposition 5.1] and [6, Proposition 3.5]. However, in
their results the uniqueness of martingales solutions to the corresponding modified equations is proven,
while in our case, due to the different nonlinear estimates, only the uniqueness to the original system is
obtained.

Proposition 3.6. Let 7(t) and T defined as in B1) and B8], respectively. Suppose that o and f satisfy
@2) and 23), respectively. Let S = (Q,f, (]:t)tzo ,P) and W be fized. Suppose that there exist two

local martingale solutions (S, W, Vl,T) and (S, W, VQ,T) to the modified system [B.Il). Correspondingly,
(S,V[/,Vl,nl /\T) and (S,VV,VQ,ng /\T) are the two local martingale solutions to the original system
@9). Denote Qg = {V'(0)=V?(0)} CQ, and n=mn1 Anz. Then

P ({1a, (VI(tAn) —V2(tAn) =0 forallt €[0,T]}) = 1.
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Proof. Let R=V! —V? and R = 1q,R. Let n" be the stopping time defined by

t 2
nn = inf {t >0: / Z ||VZ||72_7T + ||AT+%6TAVZ'H2 ds > TL} 7
0 =1

where the function 7(¢) is defined in (31). Notice that both 7(t) and the existence time T defined in ([B.8])

are independent of the initial data, thus both V! and V2 are defined on the same interval [0,7]. Since

Vo € LP (Q; Dyy,») with p > 4, from the estimates in Lemma B.1] we deduce that lim n™ > T P-a.s. and
n—oo

therefore it suffices to show that
E  sup |R(s)|Z, =0,

s€[0,nAn"AL]
for all t € (0,7] and n € N such that " < T. Subtracting the equation of V2 from the one of V! one has
dR+ [Q(VE, VY = Q(VE V) + foRT+ V(P — P?)] dt = [o(V') — o(V?)] dW,
R(0) = V1(0) — V*(0).
Fix n € N and let n,, m be stopping times such that 0 < n, <, <nAn™ AT. We now calculate
E sup [IR|* <E|R(n.)[

Se[ﬁamb]
U3 _ u3 _ _
n QE/ 1g, <Q(V1, V) —Q(V2,V?), R> ds‘ + 2E/ <fORl + 1o, V(P! — P?), R>‘ ds
a Na
s _ U
28 sw | [ (o (o) = o02) R)aw| 48 [ 10, o(V) = o0 a0,
Se{navnb] a MNa
=E|R(na)||* + A1 + A2 + A3 + A4 (3.31)

where the It6’s Lemma, integrating in time and taking supremums, multiplying by 1o, and taking the
expected value have been successively applied.

For Aj, thanks to the the Holder inequality and the Sobolev inequality:

v _ _ _ o _
A1 < 2K / (QURV!) +Q(V2 R), R)| ds < CE / IV o2 + 1V2llo2) 1Rl 2ds.
Na a

Since (R*+, R) = 0 and (1o, V(P! — P?), R) = 0, one has A = 0. Regarding A3, the Burkholder-Davis-
Gundy inequality (2], the Lipschitz continuity of in o ([Z2]), and the Young inequality give

o B /2 4 B o
43 < CE ( [ 1allo) = o)1 o o | RIP ds) < 3B sw ||+ CE [ s
a 5€[Naymy a
Finally, the integral A, is estimated using the Lipschitz continuity of ¢ in (Z2]). We get
M
Ay < OIE/ ||R||(2)7% ds.

a

For the higher order part, thanks to (3.18)), one is allowed to take inner product of dA"e™ R with
ATe™ R and follow a similar derivation of (B.31) to get

E sup ||A’”eTAR||2g]E||ATeT(’7a)AR(17a)||2+2]E/ AT emA Rl 2ds

SE€[Na,Mp) a

1 2E /nn 1g, <A’” (eTAQ(Vl, vh - Qv VQ)) : A%”‘R> ds
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uy
+2E/
m.

a

<f0ATe7'ARL + 1, A"e™ V(P — P?), ATeTAR>‘ ds

+2E sup
S€[Na ]

b
+E / Loy [o(VY) = o(V2)|2, 0y ., ds
n,

/S ]190<Are”‘ (a(vl) - a(v2)) , ATeTAR>dW}

a

_ o _
=E||R(n.)||* + 2]E/ #||A"t2e" A R||2ds + By + Bo + Bs + Ba.

a

Similar to A; — A4, by applying Lemma [A Tl and since 7, < 1, one obtains that

U _ _ —
1 < ALQR, VY +Q(V2R) ), A"e™R)| ds
B <2E/ ’<A’I"e7' ( ( 1) ( 2 )) A" TA >’
Na

Ty _ m 2 . B B
<CE / pll A3 eTAR|2ds + C,E / S AT AVI|R] | A2 TR ds (3.32)
a MNa =1

uy 1 _ m 2 1 . =
< CT]E/ (p+ VA2 R|Pds + C,E [ YA 2™ V2 ||R|2 , ds.

o Na =1

Since (foA"e™ R, ATe™R) = 0 and (1o, A"e™AV (P! — P2?), A"e"™ R) = 0, one has By = 0. Regarding
Bs, the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality (2.0]), the Lipschitz continuity of ¢ in (2.2), and the Young
inequality give

- B 1/2
By <CE ( [ 100V = V)R, o, AT A R ds>

a

1 _ M B
<3E sw ||ATeTAR||2+O]E/ IRIZ, + | A7} e AR ds.

SE[Ma,mb] o

Finally, the integral By is estimated using the Lipschitz continuity of ¢ in (22). Therefore,

b _ _
By < OIE/ IR|Z, + | ATt 2e™AR||2ds.

a

Collecting the estimates of A; to A4 and By to By gives

7(Ma
S€[Na M) o

Mo 2 . . _
+oE [ (1 +> (V2 + ||AT+%eTAVZ||2)> IRI2, ds.
i=1

a

_ _ m L
E sup [R(s)ll3s),, <CEIR(a)l3,), + CE/ (74 Cr(p+ 1)) A2 R[> ds
(3.33)

By taking the constant C.., appearing in the definition of 7 in (3.1) large enough so that C,., > C, where
C, appearing in [333)), one obtains that 7 + C, (p+1) < 0. With this and (833) one can apply the
stochastic Gronwall Lemma (see [24, Lemma 5.3]) to conclude the proof. O

Remark 6. Unlike [6L15.42] where the authors were able to show the strong uniqueness of the martingale
solutions to the modified system, we are only able to show it for the original system. The reason is that
we need the help of stopping times to control the terms ||A"e™ V|| in (332). With stopping times, we
are considering the solutions to the original system instead of the modified system. The essential reason
behind this is that the horizontal viscosity can help control the nonlinear estimates in [6,I5L[42], while the
dissipation from analytic framework is not strong enough to provide the same control in our case.



STOCHASTIC PRIMITIVE EQUATIONS 21

4. THE VERTICALLY VIiscoUs CASE

In this section, we study system ([2I2]), i.e., the stochastic PEs with vertical viscosity. For some fixed
p > M with M appearing in the condition (2.I3]), and the cut-off function 6, defined in ([B:2), we consider
the following modified system

AV + 10, IV lrrny,r) QUV, V) + F(V) — 1,0, V] dt = o(V)dW, (4.1a)
V(0) = Vo, (4.1b)
where the functions 7(t) and ~(t) in ||V||;r~,- Will be determined later. Following the same setup as in

Section B for each n € N, we consider the following Galerkin approximation of system (@I at order n
as:

an + [0P (”V’n«HT,T,’Y,T) Qn(vn; Vn) + F’n.(vn) - Vzazzvn] dt - Un(Vn)dW, (423,)
Vo (0) = PuVp == (Vin)o. (4.2b)

Define U, = e™4re¥4=V,,, and therefore, V,, = e "4re™74:U,. Since dU, = (FALU, + YA U,)dt +
eTAner4:qV,,  system (2] is equivalent to

dUn —+ 9 Un or eTAhe’YAan efTAh,ef'YAzUn,e*‘l’Ahef’yAzUn
P >

+ e B (e TANe T A — 7 ALU, — AALU, — 120,.Uy, | dt (4.3a)
= ez, (e TAReT I, ) AW, (4.3b)
U, (0) = e™4rV,(0), (4.3¢c)

and U, = e™ne¥4=V, is the solution to system (&3)). Notice that initially the analytic radius in z is
70 = 0, thus e04: = 1.

This section aims to provide results that are parallel to the inviscid case summarized in Theorem
For this purpose, we fix p > M, 79 > 0, v =0, and r > % through this section. In Section 4]l we establish
the energy estimates of the Galerkin systems (£2) and (@3). Section 1.2 will focus on the local existence
martingale solutions and pathwise uniqueness to the original system (2Z.12]), where we only highlight some
necessary details as most of the proofs are similar to the inviscid case given in Sections 3.3l and 3.4l This
will complete the proof of Theorem

4.1. Energy estimates. We establish the main estimates needed to pass to the limit in the Galerkin
system ([42)) (and equivalently, system (£3))). Recall that when 7=~ =0 and r = s, Do r.0,s = Do.r-

Lemma 4.1. Let 19 > 0,7% =0, p > 2, and r > g be fized. Suppose that Vo € LP(; Dy, r0.r) be an
Fo-measurable random variable. Assume that o satisfies (2Z4) with ¢ satisfying @A), and let f satisfies
@3). Let V,, be the solutions of system ([E2). Then there exist functions 7(t) and v(t) defined in (A0,

and a constant T defined in (&) such that the following hold:

T
(Z) E[ts[lél?l“] ||Vn||£,r,’y,r + /0 VZ”ATeTAheVAZ Vn||p_2||8zvn||72',r,'y,rds
€10,

To,7,0,7

T 1
+/ ||ATeTAheVAZVn||p_2||AZATeTA’LeVAZVn||2d5] < Cp(1+E||Vo|? )eCPT.
0

(ii) Let o € [0,1/2). Then [, e"*ne =0, (V,)dW is bounded in LP (; W*P(0,T;Dg,r—1)) ;
(iii) If moreover p > 4, eTAre¥ A=V, — fo e AnevAzg, (V) dW is bounded in L? (Q; W2(0,T; DO,T,l))) .
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Remark 7. Different from the inviscid case where the radius of analyticity is shrinking on all variables,
from (6] below, one will see that the radius of analyticity in the z variable starts from 0 and is increasing
thanks to the vertically viscousity.
Proof. For ||V,||, by applying the finite dimensional It6 formula to (£2Zal), for p > 2, one has
dl|[Vall” + pVZ||Aan||2||Vn||p72
=~ POy (IVallriry) IVallP~2(Qu Vi, Vi), Vi)t = pl| Vil P72 (F (Vi) Vi )t
p - pp—2) 2 -
+ 5”Un(Vn)”%Q(%,DO)HVn”p dt + T<0n(vn)vvn> ||Vn||p tdt
+ {00 Vi), V) | Vi [P~ 2dW
::Aldt + A2dt + Agdt + A4dt + A5dW
For ||ATe74ne74=V/, ||, applying the finite dimensional It6 formula gives, for p > 2,
d||ATeTAr YAV, ||P 4 pu, || ATeT ARV A2V, ||PT2|| AT AeT A e A2 V|12
— p(F]| ATemAr YAV, |2 A7 AT AR 1A |12
1
+ 4[| ATeTAn ey A=V ||P=2|| A2 ATeTA’IeVAZVn||2)dt
= — 00, ([[Vallr ) [|A7€7An YAV, P72 ( AT A0 A Q,, (Vi Vi), ATeTA”e'VAan>dt
- p||ATeTA’L A= Vn||p72<ATeTAh'e'YAZ F.(V,.), ATeTAn 1Az Vn>dt

p r_T p r_T 2 —
+ §||A e AheVA Un(Vn)H%g(%,DO)HA e Ah€’YA Van 2dt

-2
+ Lp2 ) <ATeTAh67AZ on(Vy), ATemArer A= Vn>2||ATeTAhe”AZ Vol[P~*dt

+ p(ATeT AT g, (V,), ATeTAn e A, ) | ATeT AR Y ARV, P2 AW
Z:Bldt + Bgdt + Bgdt + B4dt + B5dW

By integration by parts and due to the boundary condition and incompressible condition, A; = 0. For the
nonlinear term Bi, Lemma[A.2] Young’s inequality and the property of cut-off function 6, together give

|B1] <Cprby ([[Vallzir.r) ||AT€TA’L€7AZ Vn||p_2
3 oar TA A 2 3 oAr TA A
% (IValleirrl AF AT AV 2 4 [Vl 0Vl rl| A7 AT 4042V

1
<Cpra. (14 p?) | ATeT A0 AV, P72 A7 ATemAn e 4|2 4 B2 = A% ARV P20 Vi1 e

For A, and By, by integration by parts, thanks to the periodic boundary condition, the Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality, and Young’s inequality, and noticing that y(T) = =T < %79 < v* from ([2.5), (£G), and (£J),
one obtains that

) ds

/|A2|+|Bz|d5<c / Vil

<Are‘rAheVAzf, ArerAhe’YAan>‘ + ’<f, Vn>
< [ VA (1112 + IVl )

t
Z ( sup |V, ||P + sup ||A"e TARYAY ||P> +C, (1 +/ ||Vn||£m,wds) .
0

s€[0,t] s€[0,t]



STOCHASTIC PRIMITIVE EQUATIONS 23

From the assumptions on o in (24)), we know that

|Ae™ e 2 (V)17 27 o)

||0(Vn)||%2(azz Do) T |
SO+ Vall2 o + [ AF AT AR AV, ) 4 820V 12, o1
Therefore, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
|As| + [A4| + |Bs| + |B4|
<Cp(L+ Va2 + | A} AT AR AV |12 4 6210,V 12,1y ) AT €T AR T AV P2
<O+ VallZ ) + CollATeT A0 AV, 772 (|| A7 A7 40 AV, |2 4 620V 2, )

Finally, thanks to the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, from the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, Young’s
inequality, and the property of in o (2.4]), we deduce that

E sup
s€[0,t]

/SA5+B5dW‘

(S

<G ([ AT (14 Va2, + AR AT SOV, )

1
4 (IE sup ||Vu||P +E sup ||A"e™ A=V, ||p>

s€[0,t] s€[0,¢]
t
+cpE/ (1 WVl + A7 €A AV, 772 (AT ATET A0 A |2 4 620V 12, ) ) ds.
0
Notice that since |k3|® < |k3|® for 0 < a < b and k3 € Z, one has
AT A P2,V S 2 AT A A AT Ay 2

Combining all estimates above produces

t
E sup [[Vo|P +E Sup |A"em et A=V, ||p+E/ S| AT AV P20 V02, s
s€[0,t] s€l0,t
1
+E / A7 e™An 1A, P2 AR A7 AR 1AV | P
0
t
<E sup ||[V,|P +E sup |ATemAre A=V, ||p+E/ pu.||ATeTAr YA P72 AL ATeT AR e AR, || 2ds
s€[0,1] s€(0,t
1
+E / AT An YAV, [P AR AT Ar VA5V, | 2ds
0
t 1
<pE / S| ATeTARIAY, P2 A2 AT AR VAR Y, | 2ds
0

t 1
+p(f‘+ Cp,?‘,l/z (p2 + 1))E/ ”Are'rAhevAzVn||p—2||A}§LAreTAheVAzV||2d5

t
+B [ (Bt ) A eV PR 0TL R,

L\:JI}—l

¢
<]E sup ||[Vo|? +E Sup || Arem AR AV, ||P> +C E/ (1+ ||Vn||§m%r) ds.
s€[0,t] s€(0,t
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Under the assumption that

52 < Pz 45
~ 8C,’ (4.5)
by taking .

T(t) = =Cpru. (p2 + 1)¢, and v(t) = guzt, (4.6)

one can rewrite (L) as

1 t
3 <E sup [[Vo|[” +E sup, |ATeTAre A=V, ||p> +E/ v || ATeT A AV, P20, V213, ods
s€[0,t] s€[0,t

+E/ IIATeTAhe”Aan||P—2||A,%ATeTAheWAan||2ds (4.7)
0

scp<1+E/ (4 Vil ) 5 )

Now define the time T by
70

L — 48
2y P 4 1) )
then one observes that 7(7') = % and 7(t) > 0 for t € [0, T]. Based on (1), we have for ¢ € [0, 77,
t
B sup [Vall o+ E [ 0|4V 20V s
s€[0,t]
+E / |ATeT AR YAV, P72 AZ AT eT AR VAV, | 2ds (4.9)
0
t
<c, (1+]E / (14 Val2, ) ds).
0
Thanks to the Gronwall inequality [24] Lemma 5.3], for p > 2 and ¢t = T', one has
T
S L e A e L A ERE
te[0,7] 0 (4.10)
/ HAr TAhe'YAzV ”p 2||A ATe TAhe’YAzV ||2dsj| Cp < (1 +E||V0||7—0 TOT)eCpT.

0
Regarding part (ii), we apply the fractional Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality (2.7), (2.4), and the
estimate ([@I0) to obtain
/ eTAne g (V) dW
0

p

E

We(0,T;Do,r—1)

T
SCPE/O ™€ 00 (Vi) 1%, a7 54,1y 05 < Ci o

T
/ 1 + ”Van,nmr d8‘| < o0.
0

For part (iii), from (@2al) (or (£3L)), for ¢ € [0, 7], one has
t
eTAne AV () —/ eTAne g (V) dW
0

t
=eT™0Ar Y, (0) — /0 {GP(HVH||7-,T,,,T)67Ah'e"Az Qn(Vi, Vy) 4+ €™ F (V3 — 1,420, V,

— FApeT A AV, — WAzeTA’leVAZ Vn} ds.
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Then, with Lemma [A4] and r > 2, the Minkowski inequality, and Young’s inequality, and the properties

of o, F' and the cut-off function 6,, we have

. 2

E||e™Aner 4=V, — / eTAne g (V) dW
0

W1.2(0,7;Do,r—1) (4.11)

SCT,fo,p,pszIE

T
1+ ||V0H30,T,0,’r’ + ts[%lt’,)l"] HVn”ir,’y,r +/0 HfHZo,r,'y(T),r + ||aZVnH72',r,'y,r ds| < o0,
€0,

where the pressure gradient disappears since VP is orthogonal to the space Dy ,_1. Again, we require a
higher moment p > 4 here due to applying item (i) to ||V, [, in @II). 0

Corollary 4.2. With the same assumptions as in Lemma[3 1l Let 7(t) and (t) be defined in ([@6]), and
let T be defined in ([ES8). Suppose that U, = e™4re¥4=V,, be the solutions of system ([@3), and we denote
by Uy = ™AV Then

T
() E[ sup [0, + [ w0200, 15, ds
t€[0,T] 0
T 1
+ [ 1AV RIAL AT Pds] < Co(1 -+ BT e
0

(it) For o € [0,1/2), [, eTAre =g, (e7TAre™ YA, YAW is bounded in LP (Q; WP(0,T;Dor—1));

(iii) If p > 4, U, — fo eTArer Az g, (e7TAre YA, \dW is bounded in L? (Q; W1’2(O,T;Dom,1))) .
4.2. Local existence of martingale solution and pathwise uniqueness. This section follows similar
to Sections[B3 and [34] once energy estimates are obtained above. Thus we give detail only when necessary.

Recall that when 7 =y =0 and r = s, Do r0,s = Do,». Given an initial distribution o satisfying ([2.14)
for some p > 4 (which is implied by (ZI3)), for some stochastic basis S = (Q, F,F,P), let Uy = ™41V}
be an Fy-measurable Dy ,-valued random variable with law po. With the same settings as in Section [3.3]
we have the following two propositions similar to Proposition [3.3] and Proposition [3.4]

Proposition 4.3. Let pg be a probability measure on Dy, satisfying
[ 1018 o) < oo
Do,r

with p > 4 and let (u™),>1 be the measures defined in (3IT). Then there exists a probability space (Q, F,P),
a subsequence ni — 0o as k — 0o and a sequence of X -valued random variables (U, , Wy, ) such that

(i) (Un,, Wy, ) converges in X to (U, W) € X almost surely,
(ii) W, is a cylindrical Wiener process with reproducing kernel Hilbert space % adapted to the filtra-
tion (Fy™*),so, where (Fy'* ), is the completion of o(Wy,,Un,;s < t),
(iii) for t € [0,T], each pair (U,,, W, ) satisfies the equation
dUnk + [HP(HUnk' Oyr)eTAheVAz an (e_TAhe_’YAZ Unk ) e_TAhe_VAz Unk)
+ eTAhe"YAan,c (e_TA’le_”Az Unk) — %Ahﬁnk — WAZUM — uzazzUnk} dt (4.12)
zeTAheWAzonk (e_TAhe_WAZ Unk)dVVnk,

where T and 7y are defined in [@G) and T is defined in (LS.

The proof of Proposition [£.3]is almost identical to that of Proposition B.3] so we omit the details.
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Proposition 4.4. For 7(t),~(t) defined in @&B) and T defined in @I), let (U,,, Wh,) be a sequence of
X-valued random variables on a probability space (0, F,P) such that

(i) (Un,,Wn,) — (U, W) in the topology of X, P-almost surely, that is,

Up, — U in L?(0,T;Dy,.) N C ([O,T] ,DO)T_%> W, — W oin C([0,T]: %),

(ii) Wy, is a cylindrical Wiener process with reproducing kernel Hilbert space % adapted to the filtra-
tion (Fy"™),sq that contains c(W,,, Uy, ;s < t),
(iii) each pair (U,,, Wy, ) satisfies [@ID).
Let

Vo, = eiTA”'ef'VAzUnk, V= eiTA”'ef'VAzU,

and let F; be the completion of (W (s),V(s),0 < s <t) and S = (Q, F, (F;)i>0,P). Then (S,W,V,T) is
a local martingale solution to the modified system (&I on the time interval [0,T]. Moreover, the solution
V satisfies

V S L2 (Q7 C ([07 T]7 D‘r(t),r,’y(t),r)) P

(”A%bATET(t)Ahe’Y(t)AZV”Q + ||AZATeT(t)Ahe'v(t)Az‘7||2) ||ATeT(t)Ahe’Y(t)Az‘~/||p72 et (Q;Ll (O,T)) )
(4.13)

Skecth of proof. The proof of (S, W,V,T) being a local martingale solution to the modified system (€]
is very similar to the proof in Proposition 3.4l Heuristically, the main differences between the inviscid
case and the vertically viscous case are on the equipped norm and the additional vertical viscosity term.
The difference on the norm is that in the viscous case the horizontal and vertical radii of analyticity are
different. However, from Lemma [Tl we see this will not give any trouble. The convergence of the vertical
viscosity term is straightforward thanks to the regularity of the solution.

We will only provide a detailed proof of [.I3). By the growth condition of o assumed in (2.4) and the
regularity of V' from Lemma [£1] we have
o(V) e L2 (Q L2(0,T; Ly (%,DT(t)ym(t)m))) .

Therefore, the solution to

dZ —1v,0..Z =o(V)dW,  Z(0) ="V,
satisfies

Z e L2 (Q; C ([0, T; DT(t)M(t),T)) . ATeMnerAig e 2 (Q L2 (O,T;DO N 071)) : (4.14)

IR

Similar to (3I8), we have the following regularity for V:
Vel? (Q L (O,T;Df(t)ﬂm(t)yr)) L AT AL 2 (Q L2 (o, T:D, 0,1)) . (4.15)

IR

Defining V =V — Z, by (#Ial) we have P-almost surely
AV 4+ 0|V )rrmr)QV, V) + F(V) = 1,0,.V =0,  V(0) =0.

Notice that

%Are‘r(t)Ah,e’Y(t)AzV _ ATeT(t)Ahe’Y(t)AZ%V + 7 A, ATeT DA (DAY | ;YAZATeT(t)Ahe'v(t)Azf/7
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thanks to ([EI4), (@I5), and Lemma [A4] for arbitrary ¢ € Dy 1 o4, one has
13,0,

<iAreT<t>Ahev<t>sz, ¢> €12 (Q;L2 (o,T)) .

dt
Therefore,
d r 7(t)A t)A, Y7 2 (A 2 /
ZAT OO0y e L (Q;L (O,T;DOV%M)),
where Dy ,  is the dual space of Dy 1 ¢ . Since Dy 1, C Do =Dy C D), ,, by the Lions-Magenes
,3,0, 13,0, 1350, ,3,0,

Lemma, see, e.g., [45, Lemma 1.2, Chapter 3], we infer that A7e™MAre1(MA=Y ¢ [2 (Q, C ([0, T] ;’D0)>.
Similarly, one can show that V € L2 (Q;C([O,T] ;DO)), and thus V € L? (Q;C ([O,T] ;DT(t))T77(t)7T)).
This together with @I4) imply that V € L2 (Q;C’ ([O,T] ;DT(t))T77(t)7T)). The second part of (£I3)
follows directly from (@I5).

O

Corollary 4.5. Suppose that po satisfy ZI3) with constant M > 0. Let p > M, and let (S,W,V,T) be
the local martingale solution to system (@I given in Proposition [{-4]. Let

1 = inf {t > 0| [Vllrrnr > g} , (4.16)
Then (5~', W, V,nA T) is a local martingale solution to the problem [212)). Moreover,
V(- Am) € L* (.C ([0, T), Drioy.rnoyr))
Lo,y (||A,%ATeT(t)A”e'y(t)Azf/||2 + ||AZATeT(t)A"e'V(t)Az\7||2)

x || AreT®An YDA P2 ¢ [} (Q;Ll (o,T)) .

Finally, we state the pathwise uniqueness for the original system (Z12)).

Proposition 4.6. Let 7(t),v(t) and T defined as in (£8) and @S, respectively. Suppose that o and
[ satisfy (Z4) and (Z3]), respectively, with ¢ satisfying a similar smallness condition as [@A). Let S =

(Q,]:, (]:t)tzo ,IE”) and W be fized. Suppose that there exist two local martingale solutions (S, VV,V17T)
and (S, W, V2, T) to the modified system (@I). Correspondingly, (S, W, Vi A T) and (S, W, V2 A T)
are the two local martingale solutions to the original system 212)). Denote Qo = {V'(0) = V?(0)} C Q,
and n=m Ans. Then

P ({1a, (VI(tAn) —V2(tAn) =0 forallt €[0,T]}) = 1.

The proof is very similar to that of Proposition 3.6, and thus we omit it.

5. CONCLUSIVE REMARKS

We prove the local existence of martingale solutions and pathwise uniqueness for the 3D stochastic
inviscid primitive equations (PEs, or hydrostatic Euler equations), where we consider a larger class of
noises than multiplicative noises, and work in the analytic function space due to the ill-posedness in Sobolev
spaces of PEs without horizontal viscosity. By adding vertical viscosity, we can relax the restriction on
initial conditions to be only analytic in the horizontal variables with Sobolev regularity in the vertical
variable, and allow the transport noise in the vertical direction. Moreover, the solution becomes analytic
in z instantaneously as ¢ > 0 and the analytic radius in z increases as long as the solutions exist. The
global in time existence of solutions is not achieved, as the parallel results in the deterministic case are still
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open in the vertically viscous case, and not true in the inviscid case. The existence of pathwise solutions
still remains open, since the nonlinear estimates in the analytic function space are not as good as the
horizontal viscosity case in Sobolev spaces. We shall leave it as future work.
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APPENDIX A. ESTIMATES OF NONLINEAR TERMS

In this appendix, we provide estimates of nonlinear terms in the analytic function space which has been
used throughout the paper. Recall that Q(f,g) = f- Vg — [;(V - f)(&',2)dZ 0.9, and for r,7,5,7 > 0,

ATfi= Y [kl fre™®, nfi= >0 KR, ASf = (ks fre®®,

ke2nZ3 ke2nz3 ke2nZ3
a ' a
eTAf — E eT(t)|k\fkezk: z, eTAh,e'yAzf — E e7'(t)|k: |e'y(t)|k3\fkezk: 27
ke2nz3 ke2nz3

where k = (K', k3).
The first lemma is used in the inviscid case.

Lemma A.1 ( [2I) Lemmas A.1 and A.3]). For f,g,h € D, ,y1, wherer >2 and T >0, one has
(47e4Q(,g), a7 )| < € (I sl AT AgllI AT b e R 4 gl A7+ e A A7 Eem 4R
Bl AT e A p AT e g ).

The next lemma is used in the vertically viscous case.

Lemma A.2. For f,g,h € D
has

}<AT‘€TAh,e’yAZQ(f7 g)7Are‘rAhe'yAzh>’

<C. Il

1 1
H 1l | A ATeTAne A f[[| A7 ATeT e g |

N Dz y~rt1, wherer > 2, 7,7 >0, and fol V- f(@',z)dz =0, one

1
T +3,7T

1 1 1 1
Af AT An A g ||| AT AT AR 4 gl ]| AF AT 1A F | AR AT A5

7ryor] 7ryor]

1 1
+ CllATe e f (|| Af AT A A g ||| A AT An A + | A, ATET A A g || Af AT An e A

Proof. The proof is similar to [21, Lemma A.1 and Lemma A.3] with some modifications. For completeness,
we present it below but provide only necessary details. First, since Q(f,g) = f - Vg — fOZ(V - [)(2)dz .4,
one has

(arertre=Q(f,9), A7eT e n)|

§‘<AreTAhe'yAz (f . Vg),ATeTAheWAth + ’<AreTAheVAz (/ (V . f)(g)dgazg) 7A7‘eTAheVAzh>’
0
=1 + I>.
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For I, follows almost exactly the proof of [2I, Lemma A.1], we have
1 <G (Il sl A AT =g ||| A7 AT A4
gl | AZ AT An A F|[| A2 AT A2 )

1 1
Bl ol A A7eTAneT A F [ A7 A7 e g)) ).

For I, we use Fourier representation of f, g and H := A"e4re¥4=h, in which we can write

fla)y= > e glx)= Y gee™®, H(z)= > (e VleMalpete,

Jje2wZ3 2nk€eZ? 2nleZs

Since fol V. f(®',z)dz =0, one has f(x) = 3. f;e2(id" @ +ijs=) and
jez®
J3#0

z 1 ~ A 1 ~ YA
/ V- f(:c’, Z)dé _ E : ._j/ . fje27r(1] -x'4ijsz) § : ._j/ . fj627rzg ®
0 jezs  ° jez?

J37#0,5'#0 J3#0,5'#0

Therefore,

I :KATeTAheVAz ( / VDG 3zg> H>’
0
< ‘ <AT€TAhevAz ( Z jigj/ . fje27r(ij/.a:'+ijgz) azg> , H>‘

jez?
J3#0,5'#0
1 ~ Y]
+ ‘<A’I‘6TA;1€’YAZ( Z .—j/ . fje2m_7 - 8zg>,H>‘ = Ioy + Ioo.
jez? Ja

Ja3#0,5'#0

We estimate oo first. For I = (I',13) = (=3 — k', —k3), by using the inequalities
12 < CUK'I2 +U)2), W < Gl + [KI7),

one has

Bo< 30 Coldllkalen e (31 + ke e
j/+k/+ll:0 ‘73
ks+13=0
Jja, k3,4’ #0
k 1 .1, . NIEEE 1 gL 1
< AW 1 1 R R
-/ N 1 |-73|
3 +k'+1'=0
k3s+13=0
Ja k3,3’ #0

+|j/|%|k|r|l/|%W)erlj’\ev\jaler\k’lew|k3\er\l’lew|ls||fj||gk||i”| =: By + By + By + By.
When k' # 0, k3 # 0 and 7 > 2, thanks to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

Bi= S OBl gt e erd evtisl W sl r sl

3’k +1'=0 73l
k3+13=0
Ja,k3,3'#0

29
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=G 30 Wkl ™I gl 3 el e
kez? jez? J3
k' k370 j3,4'#0

X5 + K eg) |78 R sl |

— _1 N / . . ./ . ~
<O 0 KD K Rallgelem e (3 15l e )

[SE

k'c7? k3€Z jezs
(Z 5 )G+ K k)| e 2v|’“3‘|h—<j'+k',k3>|2>
Js#0 |] | j'ez?
1
< oAb are et S WP (5 WK e e )
k' €72 ks€Z
1
X( S0 ST G R k) PreRm TR IR | )
ks €Z j' €72

3 1
< Cy|| A7 AremAner Az g || ||ATeTAhe'yAzh”( Z |k/|2727“) 2

k'€Z?

1
X( Z Z |k/||k|2r|gk|2€2T|k/‘ezV|k3‘>2

k'€Z2 k3€Z

1 1
< Oyl Af ATemAne s f||| A7 ATeT e g || ATeT e A .

For Bs, since r > 2 and ks # 0, thanks to the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

D I 1T T E R L TV AT
j/+k/+l/:O |-]3|
k3s+13=0
Ja,ks,3'#0
<G Y0 Wl ST g gl el
kez? jez? 3]
k' k30 Js,3’#0

x|+ K |2|(§ + K k) [TeT T R MRl B ]

1
—r s | T|K 0120 275 il 7 2
<G D7 (KA K[ lgalem e (3 15 57 )

k'e€Z? k3s€Z JEZ3

1
./ ’ ~ 2
Z 5+ |G+ K )|2re2r\1 +k |€2’Y‘k3||h—(j’+k’,k3)|2)
3’ €n?

1
< Clafare et fl| S (R D[ (3D kg e sl)

k'€ k3 €Z

X ( ST A EG 4 K k) [Prerl R 2kl |ﬁ_<j’+k',k3)|2>
k3€Z j' €72

Nl=

=

< Gl A areT e | af are Al (S0 |k D)
k' €72

Nl=
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1
X( Z Z |k|2r|§k|2e27|k'\e2vlka\>2

k'€Z? ks €Z

1 1
< Crl| A7 ATeT e s f||| ATem A e g ||| AR ATeT e A=

where we have used that |k|'~" < |(k’,£1)]!~" when k3 # 0. For Bs, since r > 2, thanks to the
Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

Bi= Y ool e renid ntsslert¥ ksl ni 310l £ g v
J k=0 ||
ks+13=0
J3:k3,3'#0
=C, Z .L|j’|%eflj’\e'y\jal|fj| Z K| 2 |K|"eT* Telksl| gy |
3 |.73| 3
JEL keZ
J3,3' 70 ks k' 70

<G + K k)| ke ekl |

P75 DDA T / .
<O 30 11 e e (30 K e e )

Nl=

jez? kez3
Ja,J' #0
1
. oy - 3
(30 koG K )P R 0 )
keZ3
1 1 1
<Clajaretatgaaretatn (3 3 I )
3770 370 I3
1
X ( Z |j|2r|fj|2e27|j/‘e%|j3‘> ’
JEZ3

< Gl Are e | AF AremArer A g | AL AT Are A
The estimate of By is similar to that of Bs, and one can get
By < CT||ATeTA”'e'YAZf||||AZATeTAhe'YAzg||||A,% AremAnevAsp)|,
Therefore, we have

1 1 1
Iz <C, || A7 AT f| (|| A A7eT e g || ATeT A AR 4 | AT e A g 4 ATeT M)

1 1
+Cp | ATeT e 4= 7| (HAE AremAne Az g|||| AL AT A e A= b + IIAZATSTA”B”AZQII||AZAT67A"€7AZhII) '
The estimates of Iy follow similarly to those of 2, and the result is the same. Thus,

1 1 1
I <G| A ATemAne A= f| (| A7 AT XA g A7eT 1A h| 4 [ AT €T e A g | A AT AT A )

1 1
+C || ATem AR A f)| (||A,3 Arem e gl AL AT e A h|| + || A AT Are A g ||| A2 ATeTA’Ie"YAZhH) :
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Combining the estimates of I and I yields

<

‘<AT€TAh’6’YAZQ(f, 9)7 Are‘rAh e'yAzh>

Ol AF 471 g A rer vt
gl | AR ATET AR | A ATET AR A |
Bl 4 A7 g A A7 A0
O ATem e g (| AT AT A g | AL AT AR A AT g AT AT e ).
0

The next lemma comes from [19, Lemma 2.1], addressing an important property of the space Dy .

Lemma A.3. If 7 >0 and r > %, then D, is a Banach algebra, and for any f,g € D, ,, we have

||fg||7',r < CTHfHT,THQHT,T-

For the semi-norm, we also have a similar estimate

JAaem ()l < Cr (Ifol + I47e™ 1) (Ig0] + 47 g ).

Similar to Lemma [A.3] one has the follwing lemma concerning the space Dy ;. + ;.

Lemma A.4. If ,v > 0 and r > %, then Dy~ is a Banach algebra, and for any f,g € Dy ~,r, we
have

||fg||f,r,'y,r < CT||f||7'ﬂ“mr||g||7'm’w“'

For the semi-norm, we also have a similar estimate

| Aem e (fg)| < Cp (1fol + 47e™ e 4 11]) (1go] + | A7e™4e7 g1 ).
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