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THE STOCHASTIC PRIMITIVE EQUATIONS WITH
NON-ISOTHERMAL TURBULENT PRESSURE

ANTONIO AGRESTI, MATTHIAS HIEBER, AMRU HUSSEIN, AND MARTIN SAAL

ABSTRACT. In this paper we introduce and study the primitive equations with non—isothermal
turbulent pressure and transport noise. They are derived from the Navier—Stokes equations
by employing stochastic versions of the Boussinesq and the hydrostatic approximations. The
temperature dependence of the turbulent pressure can be seen as a consequence of an additive
noise acting on the small vertical dynamics. For such model we prove global well-posedness in
H' where the noise is considered in both the It6 and Stratonovich formulations. Compared to
previous variants of the primitive equations, the one considered here present a more intricate
coupling between the velocity field and the temperature. The corresponding analysis is seriously
more involved than in the deterministic setting. Finally, the continuous dependence on the initial
data and the energy estimates proven here are new, even in the case of isothermal turbulent

pressure.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we introduce and study the stochastic primitive equation with non-isothermal
turbulent pressure and transport noise. The primitive equations are one of the fundamental
models for geophysical flows used to describe oceanic and atmospheric dynamics. They are derived
from the Navier-Stokes equations in domains where the vertical scale is much smaller than the
horizontal scale by the small aspect ratio limit. Additional information for the various versions
of the deterministic primitive equations can be found, e.g. in [Ped87, Val06]. The introduction of
additive and multiplicative noise into models for geophysical flows can be used on the one hand to
account for numerical and empirical uncertainties and errors and on the other hand as subgrid-scale
parameterizations for data assimilation, and ensemble prediction as described in the review articles
[Del04, FOB*14, Pall9]. The primitive equations with non—isothermal turbulent pressure present
a more intricate interplay between the velocity field and the temperature which leads to serious
mathematical complications compared to the deterministic situation, see e.g. [CT07, HH20]. The
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same difficulties also appear when comparing previous stochastic perturbations of the primitive
equations (see e.g. [AHHS22, BS21, DGHT11, DGHTZ12] and the references therein) with the
one considered here. A discussion of these difficulties can be found in Subsection 1.1 below.
The presence of the temperature in the balance for the turbulent pressure can be thought of
as the large scale effect of thermal fluctuations acting on the small vertical dynamics. From
a modeling point of view, a non-isothermal turbulent pressure may provide a new perspective
on the contribution of the temperature on geophysical flows ruled by primitive equations. For
instance, our hope is that the model introduced in the current paper can be used in the study
of the influence of thermal fluctuations on oceanic streams. As in [AHHS22], we also consider
dynamics driven by transport noise. Such type of noise was first introduced by R.H. Kraichanan
in the study of turbulent flows [Kra68, Kra94] and it has been widely studied in the context of
Navier-Stokes equations for turbulent flows, see [MR01, MR04, HLN21] for a physical justification
and also [BCF91, BCF92, MR05, Fla08, HLN19, AV21b] and the references therein for related
mathematical results. Let us stress that the difficulties arising from the non—isothermal turbulent
pressure are still present in absence of transport noise, see Subsection 1.1 for details.

The primitive equations with non—isothermal turbulent pressure in the domain O = T?x (—h,0),
where h > 0, are given by the following system:

dv — Avdt = [—VHP— (’U~VH)’U—U)83’U—|—FU} dt

1.1a ~
n>1
(1.1b) 40 — Addt = [— (v V)0 — wds + Fg} i+ [(wn V)0 + Gg,n} s,
n>1
(1.1c) B3P + 1 = 0,
(1.1d) 93P, + 0,0 = 0,
(1.1e) divgv + 03w = 0,
(1.1f) v(-,0) =vo,  6(-,0) = bo.

Here &, 0, and ¢, = (¢%)?:1a¢n = ( {;)?:1 are assigned maps. Moreover v = (v¥)7_, : [0,00) x
2 x O — R? denotes the horizontal component of the unknown velocity field v = (v,w) and
w: [0,00) X 2 x O — R the vertical one, P : [0,00) x 2 x O — R denote the unknown pressure,
B, : [0,00) x2xO — R the components of the unknown turbulent pressure and 8 : [0, 00) xQx O —
R the unknown temperature. Finally, (87" : t > 0),>1 is a sequence of standard independent
Brownian motions on a given filtered probability space and (F,, Fy, Gy n, Ggn) are given maps
possibly depending on (v, 8, Vv, V) describing deterministic and stochastic forces as well as taking
into account lower order effects like the Coriolis force. For the unexplained notation we refer to
Subsection 1.5 below.

The problem (1.1) is supplemented with the following boundary conditions

(1.2a) d3v(-, —h) = 830(-,0) =0 on T?
(1.2b) D30(-,—h) = 330(-,0) + af(-,0) =0 on T,
where a € R is given and

(1.3) w(-,—h) = w(-,0) =0 on T?

Actually, in our main results we consider a generalization of the system in (1.1), see (3.1) in
the main text. Moreover, our arguments also cover the case where the boundary conditions (1.2)
are replaced by periodic ones. We refer to Remark 3.13 for further comments.

The aim of this paper is to show the global well-posedness in the strong setting (both analytically
and probabilistically) of the system (1.1)—(1.3), see Theorems 3.6 and 3.7. In such results the noise
is understood in the Ito—sense. In Section 8 we also discuss the case of Stratonovich noise. In
stochastic fluid mechanics, and in particular for geophysical flows, the Stratonovich formulation
of the noise is relevant, and it is seen as a more realistic model compare than the It one, see e.g.
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[BF20, HL84, FOB*14, Wen14, FP22, DP22, MRO1, MR04]. From an analytic point of view, the
Stratonovich noise is not more difficult than the It6 one and, at least formally, one can covert the
Stratonovich formulation in the It6 one up to consider some additional corrective terms. We refer
to Theorem 8.2 for the global well-posedness of (1.1) with Stratonovich noise and in the strong
setting.

For the readers convenience, we state here a simplified version of the Theorems 3.6 and 3.7.
Below we write ¢/ def (AL)n>1, Y7 def (V3 n>1, o™ def (Y5™)p>1 and Ry def (0, 00).
Theorem 1.1 (Simplified version). Let r be constant, (op)n>1 € €2, GF, = Ggn =0, Fy =0,
and let F, = ko(v?, —vl) for ko € R be the Coriolis force. For all n > 1 let the maps

Gy thn: Ry x Ax O =R and ~,: Ry x Q x T? — R?*?
be & @ B-measurable, and let for some § > 0 and all j € {1,2,3}, £,;m € {1,2} be
¢ € LO(Ry x Q4 HYY(0; %)) and +5™ € L®(Ry x Q; L¥F(T2; £%)).

Suppose that (¢J,,17) are independent of x5 for j € {1,2}. Furthermore, assume that there exists
v € (0,2) such that, a.s. for allt € Ry, x € O and £ € R3 the parabolicity conditions

, 2 _ 2
S(Y atog) <vieP and S (Y whta)g) <vief
n>1  1<j<3 n>1  1<j<3
hold. Then for each vy € L%, (;HY(O)) and 6y € LY, (; H'(0)) the following hold:
(1) There exists a unique global strong solution (v,0) to (1.1)-(1.3) satisfying
(v,0) € Lic([0, 00); HR (O) x HE(0)) N C([0,00); H'(O) x H'(0)) a.s.

(2) For all T € (0,00) and all v > e,
1+ Eflvollz +Ell6oll

T
P swp ol + [ [o@)ede> )
0

t€[0,T) log log log(v) ,
g 1+ Elvo|l 31 + Ellfo]| 71
P(sup o(t)|2 +/ 0t2dt27>§T - =
s 0@+ | 10l o e

(3) The assignment (vg,00) — (v,0) is continuous in probability in the sense of Theorem 3.7.

For the definition of & @ %B-measurable, Logo (©; X), and the notation for the function spaces

see Subsections 1.5 and 3.1. In the above, we have not specified the unknowns w, P and f’n as
they are uniquely determined by v and 6 due to the divergence free condition and the hydrostatic
Helmholtz projection. For comments on the relation between the regularity of the transport noise
consider in this paper and Krainchan’s noise, we refer to [AHHS22, Section 1].

Physical motivations for the independence of (¢7%,17) on z3 for j € {1,2} are discussed in
Remarks 2.2 and 2.3. In a nutshell, the small aspect ratio limit (i.e. the hydrostatic approximation
[FGH™20, LT19]) shows that the primitive equations can be derived by taking the limit as € |
0 of the Navier-Stokes equations on a thin domain T? x (—&,0) (see Figure 1), and therefore
the variability in the vertical direction of the coefficients disappear in the limit and hence the
independence of (¢, 1) on x5 for j € {1,2} is justified. In particular, the situation for geophysical
flows is different from usual turbulence models concerning Navier-Stokes equations [BE12, Tab02].

The logarithmic bounds of Theorem 1.1(2) seem rather weak. However, compared to the esti-
mates in the deterministic setting (see e.g. [CT07]), even in absence of noise, it seems not possible
to obtain in (2) more than a loglog—decay due to three applications of Grownall’s inequality.
Moreover, it seems not clear how to improve the estimates in (2) without enforcing regularity
assumptions on the noise. We refer to the text below Theorem 3.6 and to Remark 3.10 for
more details. The bounds in Theorem 1.1(2) remind us the estimates obtained in [GHKVZ14,
Theorem 4.2], where the authors proved logarithmic moment bounds in H2(Q) under additional
assumptions on the noise. In particular, in [GHKVZ14], it is not possible to consider gradient
or transport type noises (in particular, this forces o,, = 0, cf. Subsection 1.1 below). However,
it seems that there is no direct relation between the estimates of (2) and the above mentioned
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estimate of [GHKVZ14]. In [GHKVZ14] the authors used logarithmic moment bounds to prove
existence of ergodic invariant measures in H!(0O). The extension of such result to the system (1.1)
goes beyond the scope of this manuscript. Finally, let us mention that the continuous dependence
on the initial data in (3) readily implies the Feller property for (1.1) which is a first step in the
proof of existence of invariant ergodic measures, and it is based on the energy estimates in (2).
We refer to Remark 3.8 for more details on the Feller property.

1.1. Novelties and description of the main difficulty. Compare to the results in [AHHS22],
the major novelty of the current work is the presence of o,, # 0. Here we explain the main analytic
difficulty behind this fact. For simplicity, as in Theorem 1.1, in this subsection we assume that
(0n)n>1 € £2 is constant. Note that (1.1d) yields, for all (zy,x3) € O (here and below zy € T2
and x3 € (h,0) denote the horizontal and vertical variables, respectively) and t € R,

3
Pn(t,J?H,szg) :ﬁn(t7xH) +Un/ 0(t7xH7<) dg
—h

where p,, depends only on zy € T? (typically referred as turbulent surface pressure). Using the
above identity in (1.1a), the following gradient noise term appears in the v—dynamics:

(1.4) Yo f h Va(t, 2, C) AC AP,

n>1

where Vi = (01,02). In particular, as maximal L?-regularity estimates show (see e.g. [AHHS22,
Proposition 6.8] or Lemma 4.1), to obtain a-priori L¥°(H}) N L?(H2)-bounds for v (and hence
global existence for (1.1)), one needs L{°(H2)-bounds for §. This is dramatically different from the
case of isothermal turbulent pressure (i.e. o, = 0), where it is sufficient to show L{°(H})-bounds
for 6 to obtain L°(HL)NL?(H2)-estimates for v (see [AHHS22, Section 5]). Since L{°(H!)-bounds
for 6 follow from standard energy estimates, the proof of global existence in the case o, = 0 is
essentially independent of the §—dynamics from an analytic point of view, cf. [AHHS22, Section
5]. This is not the case for (1.1) with o, # 0 where the coupling between the evolution of v and
the one of 6 is more subtle and v cannot be decoupled from 6 in the L°(HL) N L7 (H?2)-estimates.
Let us remark that these difficulties are also present in absence of transport noise in (1.1a)—(1.1b),
i.e. ¢, = Y, =0.

Before going further let us mention some further differences with [AHHS22]. The energy esti-
mates and the continuous dependence on the initial data of Theorem 1.1(2)—(3) were not contained
in [AHHS22] and are based on the use of a recent stochastic Grownall’s lemma proven in [AV22a,
Appendix A]. Finally, due to the presence of the term (1.4) in the v—dynamics (1.1a), we cannot
allow for a strong—weak setting as in [AHHS22, Section 3], i.e. considering (1.1a) in the strong set-
ting (in the sense of Sobolev spaces) and (1.1b) in the weak analytic one. Hence we only consider
the strong setting, i.e. both (1.1a) and (1.1b) are understood in the strong sense.

To conclude, let us anticipate that in Theorems 3.6 and 3.7 we can even allow (o,,),>1 to depend
on (t,w,zy), but not on x3. The physical relevance of the xz-independence of o, is discussed in
Remark 2.1. As for the z3-independence of ¢J ,vJ for j € {1,2} in Theorem 1.1, the justification
is via the hydrostatic approximation.

1.2. On the physical derivations. Besides the symmetry of the relations (1.1c)—(1.1d), to moti-
vate the presence of non—isothermal balance (1.1d), in Section 2 we provide two physical derivations
of (1.1). In both derivations the condition (1.1d) appears naturally. Following the strategy used
in the deterministic framework we derive (1.1) by employing suitable stochastic variants of the
Boussinesq and the hydrostatic approximations. In both cases the main ideas are in the Boussi-
nesq approximation. In fluid dynamics, the Boussinesq approximation is employed in the study of
buoyancy-driven flows (also referred as natural convection) and it is typical a good approximation
in the context of oceanic flows. Roughly speaking, the idea behind the Boussinesq approximation
is that, in a natural convection regime, the role of the compressibility is negligible in the inertial
and in the convection terms, but not in the gravity term. More precisely, in the compressible
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Navier—Stokes equations one assumes
(1.5) (p—po) (Owu — (u-V)u) =0

for some reference density pg. In our first approach to derive (1.1), borrowing some ideas from
stochastic climate modeling (see e.g. [MTVEOQ1]), we replace LHS(1.5) by a noisy term:

(1.6) (p = po) (O — (u- V)u) = Y [(p = po)kn — VPu] B

n>1

Here k,, € R? is given and Vﬁn is the turbulent pressure which makes the modeling assumption
on the RHS(1.6) compatible with the divergence free condition of (v, w), i.e. (1.1e).

At least formally, the RHS(1.6) has zero expectation (if we interpret the noise in the Ito for-
mulation). Hence, the approximation in (1.6) is consistent with (1.5) when considering expected
values and can be seen as a refinement of the usual Boussinesq approximation. Employing the
approximation (1.6) and the hydrostatic approximation used in the deterministic case (see e.g.
[AGO1, FGHT20, LT19]) one obtains (1.1) where o,, = —Ak3 for some A € R, where k2 is the
third component of k,, € R3. We refer to Subsection 2.2 for more details.

Our second derivation of (1.1) is based on a two-scale interpretation of the primitive equations.
Indeed, as the small aspect ratio limit suggests, in the context of primitive equations the horizontal
and the vertical directions can be thought of as small and large scales, respectively. Hence, as
usual in the literature (see e.g. [FP20, DP22, MTVE(01, BE12]), it is physically reasonable to
consider an additive noise (per unit of mass) on the small scale dynamics. Eventually, such choice
and a further variant of the Boussinesq and hydrostatic approximations lead to the system (1.1).
Details on this approach can be found in Subsection 2.3.

1.3. Comments on the literature. Here we collect further references to the literature on prim-
itive equations. Since the literature is extensive, we restrict to literature particularly relevant to
this work, referring to the references in the cited works for a more extensive and complete overview.

In the deterministic setting, the primitive equations were first studied by J.L. Lions, R. Teman
and S. Wang in a series of articles [LTW92a, LTW92b, LTW93]. There, the authors proved
existence of global Leray—Hopf type solutions for initial data vy € L?(O). As for the Navier—Stokes
equations, the uniqueness of such solutions is still open. Under additional regularity assumptions
uniqueness holds, see [Jul7]. In the deterministic setting, a breakthrough result has been proven
independently by C. Cao and E.S. Titi [CT07] and R.M. Kobelkov [Kob07] where they proved the
global well-posedness in H' for the primitive equations via L°(HL) N L?(H2) a-priori estimates.
See also [KZ07] for other boundary conditions. The results of [CT07, Kob07] have been extended
to the LP—setting by the second author and T. Kashiwabara in [HK16]. Further results can be
found in [GGHT20b, GGH"20a, GGHT21]. See also [HH20] for an overview.

Stochastic versions of the primitive equations have been studied by several authors. Global
well-posedness for pathwise strong solutions has been established for multiplicative white noise
in time by A. Debussche, N. Glatt-Holtz and R. Temam in [DGHT11] and the same authors
with M. Ziane in [DGHTZ12]. There, the authors used a Galerkin approach to first show the
existence of martingale solutions, and then strong existence is deduced via pathwise uniqueness
and a Yamada-Watanabe type result. The global existences of solutions is then shown by energy
estimates where the noise is seen as a perturbation of the linear system. The drawback of this
approach is that it needs some smoothness for the noise which for instance excludes the case of
gradient or transport noises. Z. Brzezniak and J. Slavik in [BS21] employed a similar approach to
show local and global existence existence for the primitive equations with small transport noise.
The stochastic perturbation of the primitive equations considered in [BS21] is such that it does
not act directly on the pressure when turning to the question of global existence. This allows
the authors of [BS21] to overcome some of the difficulties arose in [DGHT11, DGHTZ12]. In
[AHHS22], by combining energy estimates and the functional analytic setting of [AV22b, AV22c]
we were able to overcome such drawbacks in presence of gradient noise and transport type noises.
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1.4. Strategy and overview. Asin [AHHS22], we take another point of view on stochastic prim-
itive equations like (1.1) compared to [BS21, DGHT11, DGHTZ12]. More precisely, we interpret
the transport and gradient noise terms as a part of the linearized system. Hence we only need
to impose conditions guaranteeing that this linearization is parabolic. Such conditions are known
to be optimal in the parabolic setting. With this perspective, the local existence and blow-up
criterion of Theorem 3.4 follow easily from the theory of critical spaces for stochastic evolution
equations developed by the M.C. Veraar and the first author in [AV22b, AV22c].

Once obtained local existence and blow—up criteria from the abstract setting of [AV22b, AV22¢],
we turn our attention to global well-posedness, that is the main point of the present manuscript.
Here we follow the arguments of [CT07], where the main authors shows a—priori estimates for v
as a by-product of several concatenated estimates. In [CTO07], the core of the argument is an
intermediate estimate involving the barotropic and baroclinic modes given by

0
EZ][_hv(-,C)dC and v=v-—7,

respectively. Note that this is also the path also used in our previous work [AHHS22]. However, in
[CT07, AHHS22], the temperature acts in the v-equations only as a lower order term and therefore
it does not play any role in the estimates involving (7, V), see the discussed below Theorem 1.1. The
presence of 6 in (1.1d) (and hence the term (1.4) in the v—dynamics) creates several additional
terms in the estimates for (7,v) which cannot be treated as lower—order. Such terms will be
described extensively at the beginning of Section 6. In particular, we need to estimate (T,7)
and 6 jointly exploiting some further (subtle) cancellations appearing in the energy balances. In
our derivation of the energy estimates for (v,v), here and in [AHHS22], we follow the simplified
approach due to T. Kashiwabara and the second author in [HK16] (also used in [HH20]). There, for
instance, the LS-estimates proven in [CT07] are replaced by the (apparently) weaker L*-estimates.
The paper is organized as follows.

e Section 2: Physical derivations of (1.1).

e Section 3: Statements of the local and global well-posedness results of (1.1) in H'.
Section 4: Proof of the main results of Section 3 taken for granted the energy estimates
of Proposition 4.2.

Section 5: Basic energy estimates for (v, ).

Section 6: Proof of the crucial intermediate estimate involving (v,v) and other unknowns.
Section 7: Proof of the energy estimates of Proposition 4.2.

Section 8: Global well-posedness for (1.1) with noise in Stratonovich form.

1.5. Notation. Here we collect the main notation which will be used through the paper. C
denotes a constant which may change from line to line and depends only on the parameters
introduced in our main assumption, namely Assumption 3.1 below.

For any integer £k > 1, s € (0,00) and p € (1,00), LP(O;R¥) = (LP(0))* denotes the usual
Lebesgue space and H*?(O;RF) the corresponding Sobolev space. In the paper we also use the

common abbreviation H*(O;RF) f 7 $2(O0;R¥). Appropriate function spaces of divergence free

the velocity fields will be introduced in Subsection 3.1 and are denote by H*(O) or L*(O). Function
spaces which take also into accounts the boundary conditions (1.2) are defined in (3.14)—(3.15).

Since O = T? x (—h,0), we employ the natural splitting x — (a1, x3) where zy € T?, 23 €
(=h,0) and the subscript H stands for horizontal. Similarly, we set

divg = 01 + 82, Vu= (81,82), and Ay =divgVy.

Similarly, for a vector y = (y/ );’:1 € R3? we write yg = (¢/ )?:1 for its horizontal component. In
the same spirit, we also set

1<5<2 1<5<3

(v- Vi) = Y W0, (W V)OS wiose.

1<5<2 1<5<3
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We also employ the following usual notation for the vertical average:
£, ac L, ac

If no confusion seems likely, we write L2, H*, H* L2(¢?) and H*(¢?) instead of L?(O;R™),
HE(O;R™), HF(0), L*(0; 2(N;R™)) and H*(O; (2(N; R™)) for some m > 1 etc.

Finally, we collect the main probabilistic notation. Through the paper we fix a filtered proba-
bility space (£2, A, (%)i>0, P) and we let E[/] def Jo - dP. Moreover, (™) = (87 : t > 0) denotes
a sequence of standard Brownian motion on the above mentioned probability space. We will de-
note by By2 the ¢2-cylindrical Brownian motion uniquely induced by the sequence (83,,),>1 (see
e.g. [AV22b, Example 2.12]). A stopping time 7 : Q — [0,00] is a measurable map such that
{r <t} € % for all t > 0. For a stopping time 7, we let [0, 7] x 2 e {(t,w) : 0 < 7(w) <t} and
use analogous definitions for [0,7) x  etc. By &2 and % we denote the progressive and the Borel

o-algebra, respectively. Moreover, we say that a map ® : Ry x Q x R™ — R is & ® B-measurable
if ®is & ® B(0) ® Z(R™)-measurable.

Acknowledgements. The first author thanks Umberto Pappalettera for helpful suggestions on Sec-
tion 2 and for bringing to his attention the reference [MTVEO1]. The first author is grateful to
Marco Romito for helpful comments related to Remarks 2.1 and 2.2.

2. PHYSICAL DERIVATIONS

In this section we derive the primitive equations with non—isothermal turbulent pressure (1.1).
In the deterministic framework, the primitive equations are derived from the compressible Navier—
Stokes equations by means of the Boussinsesq and hydrostatic approzimations. In the current
section, following the same path, we propose two derivations of (1.1) both based on suitable
stochastic variants of these approximations. In the first derivation, given in Subsections 2.1—
2.2, we motivate the noise leading to the non—isothermal turbulence balance (1.1e) by borrowing
ideas from stochastic climate modeling (see e.g. [MTVEO1, AFP21] and the reference therein). In
the second one, worked out in Subsection 2.3, we derive (1.1) by looking at the Navier—Stokes
equations as a two—scale system, where large and small scales are given by the horizontal and
vertical ones, respectively; see Figure 1. As explained in Subsection 1.1 (see the text around
(1.4)), the presence of € in the balance (1.1d) gives rise to a gradient type noise for the unknown
f;thC in the equations for the horizontal part of the velocity field v. Hence, the two—scale
viewpoint is somehow in accordance with the results obtained in [FP22, DP22] where an additive
noise on the small scale dynamics give rise to a transport (or gradient) noise on the large scale
dynamics. For exposition convenience, in the first derivation in Subsections 2.1-2.2, we do not
consider transport noise in order to emphasize the natural appearance of the non-isothermal
turbulent balance (1.1d). The former is included in the second derivation in Subsection 2.3. Let
us anticipate that the derivations below also naturally lead to z3-independence of (o, @7, 1) for
j € {1,2} used in our global well-posedness results of Theorems 1.1 and 3.6, see Remarks 2.1-2.2.

Finally, we mention that the primitive equations are often formulated by also adding an equation
for the salinity. We do not consider this here, as the equation for the salinity has the same structure
of the one for 6 and it does not provide any new mathematical difficulty (see e.g. [HHK16] and
the reference therein).

2.1. Stochastic Boussinesq approximation. In fluid dynamics, the BOUSSINESQ APPROXI-
MATION is employed in the study of buoyancy-driven flows (also referred as natural convection).
As already mentioned in Subsection 1.2, the idea behind the Boussinesq approximation is that,
in a natural convection regime, the role of the compressibility is negligible in the inertial and in
the convection terms, but not in the gravity term. Next we propose an extension of such ap-
proximation in the context of stochastic Navier-Stokes equations. Let us consider the stochastic
compressible anisotropic Navier-Stokes equations on the e-dependent domain

def

0. = T? x (—¢,0)
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FIGURE 1. A particle subject to random forces in the thin domain O, = T? x (—¢,0).

where € > 0 is a small parameter which measures the small vertical direction, see Figure 1; hence
the velocity field u : Ry x Q x O, — R? and the density p: Ry x 2 x O. — R, satisfy, on O,

(2.1a) pOyu + p(u - V)u = —VP + ppAgu + e203u + pV(divu) + gp,
(2.1b) Op +div(pu) =0,

where g = (0,0, —g) and p, pu denotes the gravity and the dynamic viscosities, respectively. The
anisotropic behavior of the viscosity in (2.1) is in accordance with physical observations of oceanic
flows, see e.g. [HH20, Subsection 1.2.3].

Let pp > 0 be a reference density, e.g. the density of the fluid in standard conditions. The
STOCHASTIC BOUSSINESQ APPROXIMATION consists in performing the following approximations:

(a) Consider p & py in (2.1b), and therefore divu = 0.
(b) Approximate all the terms in (2.1a) which contains p with a noise, expect for the buoyancy
term gp. More precisely, in (2.1a), we use the following approximation

(2.2) (p—p0) (P — (u-V)u) = > [(p = pokne — VEu] By,

n>1

where 3" are standard independent Brownian motions and k, . € R? are given for n > 1.

Recall that, in the deterministic setting, the Boussinesq approximation consists in assuming
(a) and considering (p — po) (Su — (u- V)u) =~ 0, see e.g. [HH20, Subsection 1.2.2]. The reason
not to approximate the gravity term pg is that, experimentally, in buoyancy driven flows, such
term is the most relevant in the dynamics and there is no natural approximation for it. At least
formally, the RHS(2.2) has zero expected value (if we interpret the noise in the Itd formulation),
cf. [MTVEO1, Assumption (A.4)]. Hence, the modeling assumption on the RHS(2.2) is consistent
with the usual Boussinesq approximation when one considers expectations and can be seen as a
refinement of the latter. The presence of the turbulent pressure P, on the RHS(2.2) is necessary
to obtain compatibility with the divergence free condition divu = 0, see (a) in the above list.

To some extend, the approximation in (b) follows the philosophy of stochastic climate modeling,
where there are certain unresolved variables (in our case p — pg) and the main assumption is that
the nonlinear interactions among unrsolved variables can be represented stochastically. Such
approximation has two basic advantages. Firstly, the noise keeps track of the approximations
done in the balances ruling the dynamics, and secondly, the corresponding model has a reasonable
complexity (both mathematically and computationally). We refer to [MTVEO1, AFP21] and the
references therein for more details on stochastic climate models.
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Using the stochastic Boussinesq approximation of (a)—(b) in (2.1) we obtain, on O,

2 P
du = {I/HAHU + iagu _vr (u-V)u+ gﬁ} dt
(2.30) Po Po ~Po
.3a 5
- VP,
+ Z |:p PO kn,e - dﬁgl7
n>1 Po Po
(2.3b) divu = 0,

where, as usual, vy def pi/po denotes the viscosity while ky, - = (eknu, k), knu € R? and k3 € R
are given. The anisotropic behavior of &, reflects the anisotropic viscosity in (2.3a).

To remove the dependence on p in (2.3), we use a state equation p = p(). As standard in the
context of primitive equations, we assume that 6 — p(0) is linear, i.e.

(2.4) p = po+ A6 — o)

where A € R and 0y denote a parameter to be determine experimentally and a reference tempera-
ture, respectively. To close the problem consisting of (2.1) and (2.4), we need an equation for 6.
By using the thermal balancing with constant density, one obtains, on O,

(2.5) 0:0 = kpAub + 62(9%0 — (u-V)0.

In the above, as in (2.1), we use anisotropic conductivity. In the sequel, to simplify the presenta-
tion, we let

(2.6) vn=po=A=1 and 6y =0.

The general case can be obtained similarly (note that (2.5) is also satisfied by 6 — 6, for all 6 € R).
2.2. Stochastic hydrostatic approximation. Roughly speaking, the HYDROSTATIC APPROX-
IMATION consists in neglecting several terms in the dynamics for the vertical component of the

velocity field. From a mathematical point of view, we would like to take the limit as € | 0 in
(2.3)-(2.5). To this end, it is convenient to rescale the vertical variable z3 in order to obtain a

problem on the fixed domain O <ef 0y = T? x (—1,0). Moreover, to accomodate the anisotropic
behavior of viscosity and conductivity in (2.3) and (2.5), we let

u= (v,w) where v € R? and w € R.

In other words, v and w are the horizontal and the vertical parts of the velocity field u, respectively.
Let € > 0 and consider the rescaled quantities: For ¢ € [0,00), zg € T? and z3 € (—1,0),

ve(t, ) def u(t, xy,exs), we (t, x) def 5_1w(t, TH,ET3),
(2.7) 0.(t,2) < e0(t, xy, ex3),
P.(t,x) def P(t,xuy,exs), ]Bs,n(t, x) def ]Bn(t, ZTH,ET3).

The choice of the rescaling is the one used in the deterministic setting and it reflects the natural
size of the corresponding quantity, see e.g. [FGH'20, LT19] and [PZ22] for the rescaling of 6.

Note that (ve, we, Ps, P., 6;) are defined on the fixed domain O = T2 x (—1,0). From (2.3)-(2.5),
we infer that, on O,

(2.82) dv. = |Anve + 83v. = VP = (ue - Vv | dt+ > [0k — Vil | 87,

n>1

d(szws) = [52 (Ast + agws — (ue - V)ws) — 3P — g0, + 5g] dt

(28b) + Z [_ a?)ﬁs,n + kfzee] d/va
n>1
(2.8¢) df. = [Af. — (ue - V)0.] dt,
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The STOCHASTIC HYDROSTATIC APPROXIMATION consists in taking the formal limit as € | 0 in
(2.8) and assuming that the quantities in (v., P-, P-,6.) converge and
(2.9) lim e?w, = 0, and lim &2 (AHw6 + 3§w5 — (ue - V)ws) =0.

e—0 e—0
We refer to [Ped87] for physical reasons for the approximation to hold. Let us remind that the
limits (2.9) are justified in the deterministic setting, see e.g. [LT19, FGH'20].

Assume that the hydrostatic approximation holds and denote by (v, P, ]5, 0) the limit as € | 0 of
(ve, P-, P.,0.). By (2.8a) and (2.8b), one sees that (v, §) solve (1.1a) and (1.1b) where Gyn =0knn
and F, = Fy = Gy, = 0. While, using (2.9) and (2.8b), one obtains (1.1c) and (1.1d) with
k = g and o, = —k>, respectively. Therefore (1.1) follows from (2.8) by means of the stochastic
hydrostatic approximation.

Remark 2.1 (x3-independency of 0,,). In our main result, i.e. Theorem 3.6, we assume that o,
depends on (t,w,ry) € Ry x Q x T2, cf. Assumption 3.5 below. Here we discuss how the x3-
independence arises naturally from the stochastic hydrostatic approximation. Indeed, let us as-
sume that k, is a map on Ry x Q x O, for some gy > 0. From a modeling point of view,
it is reasonable to assume that k,, is continuous in x € O,,. Then repeating the argument in
(2.3)-(2.7) leading to the stochastic primitive equations (1.1), one obtains in (2.8b) the stochastic
perturbation is of the form Y-, -, [ — 83ﬁ5,n(t, x) + k3 (t, vy, ex3)0-(t, )] dB;". In particular, if the
stochastic hydrostatic approximation (2.9) holds, then the limiting balance (1.1d) is satisfied with
on(t,w, o) = —k3(t,w, 21,0) (here we used the continuity of k,,). A similar situation arises if we
also assume A\ in (2.4) is (¢,w, z)-dependent instead of (2.6).

Let us conclude this remark by noticing that if one considers k,, such that k3 = k2 (t, w, vy, e~ ta3),
then the stochastic hydrostatic approximation eventually lead to x3-dependent o,’s. However, to
the authors’ opinion, the latter choice does not seem physically relevant. Indeed, in the spirit of
Boussinesq approximations, one wants to obtain a reduced model from the Navier-Stokes equa-
tions by neglecting detailed information about the vertical dynamics and this is in contrast with
the rescaling of the vertical direction, which increases the effect of the vertical dynamics on the
limiting SPDEs as lim. ¢ |3 (¢, 1,6 ") ca(0,e) = 0o for all & > 0. To the authors’ knowledge,
in the literature there is no derivation of the primitive equations with z3-dependent coefficients
and therefore we cannot compare our situation with known results.

We conclude this remark by highlighting that in Section 6 we show that the x3-independence of
o, allows us to obtain a meaningful splitting of the stochastic primitive equations (1.1) in terms
of the barotropic and baroclinic modes, whose relevance is commented in Remark 2.2 below.

2.3. A related derivation and the two—scale viewpoint. In this section we give another
derivation of (1.1) still based on the Boussinesq and hydrostatic approximation. Here the main
starting point is a two—scale interpretation of the Navier—Stokes equations for the velocity field
u = (v,w) € R? x R on the thin domain O.. Indeed, as Figure 1 suggests, the primitive equations
can be seen as a two-scale system where the large scale dynamics is the horizontal component
of the velocity field, i.e. v, and the small dynamics is the vertical component, i.e. w. Since w is
somehow a small scale, from a physical point of view it is natural to consider additive noise on
this component, see e.g. [AFP21, DP22, FP20, FP22, MTVEO01].

To make this rigorous, as a starting point, assume that u : Ry x Q x O, — R3 and the density
p: Ry xQ x O, = Ry satisfy, on O,

pdu = {,uHAHu +&202u + pV(divu) — VP — p(u - V)u + gp] dt

(2.10a) _|_Z |: nH - Vi) u+ed3 33u—VPn+kn (p )} dsy,

n>1
(2.10b) Op + div(pu) = 0.
A derivation of (2.10) is given, for instance, in [MRO1, MRO4]. In the latter works, transport noise

is a consequence of a stochastic dynamics at the level of fluid particles, see [MRO04, eq. (2.4)]. Here,
as above, (8"),>1 is a sequence of standard independent Brownian motions on some probability
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space, g is the gravity vector, um, v are the dynamic viscosities and ®, i € R?, ®3 € R are given.
In (2.10a) we used anisotropic viscosity as in (2.1), which is in accordance with measurements
in oceanic flows. The anisotropic behavior of the transport noise reflects the different order of
the leading differential operators in the deterministic and the stochastic terms. The latter fact is
actually a consequence of the different (time) scaling of the Brownian noise dgj* and the time dt,
see e.g. [AV21b, Subsection 1.1] for a discussion. Finally, k,(p) is a given function of the density
p. Results on compressible Navier—Stokes equations can be found in [BFH20, BFH21, BFHM19)
and the references therein.

Next we add a structural assumption on ky c(p) = (kneu(p), k3 .(p)), where k, o u(p) € R?
and k3 _(p) € R. More precisely, we assume that

(2.11) kneu(p) = EnH (ep), where EnH : Ry — R is a given nonlinearity,
(2.12) k3 (p) = k2 p where k2 € R.

The condition (2.12) tells us that on the vertical component w is acting an additive noise per unit
of mass. As mentioned above, this is in accordance with the two—scale interpretation of (2.10) in
the thin domain O,. The condition (2.11) is somehow technical and it is motivated by the scaling
argument as in (2.7) which will be used below. However, let us stress that, for our purpose the
crucial assumption is (2.12).

Now following the scheme of Subsections 2.1-2.2, one can derive (1.1) from (2.10) and the
structural assumptions (2.11)—(2.12) performing the following steps:

e (STOCHASTIC BOUSSINESQ APPROX. II). Assume that the density is constant (i.e. p & po)
in all terms in (2.10) expect in the buoyancy term gp and its stochastic counterpart k, (p).

e (HEAT BALANCE AND STATE EQUATION II). The heat balance shows that the temperature
0 evolves accordingly to the equations

(2.13) df = [kuAnb + 2050 — (u- V)] dt + Y [(Vpu - Vu)0 + e¥5056] dBy,

n>1

where (¥,,),>1 is a sequence of vector fields. Finally, as a state equation p = p(6), use the
linear map p = A0 where A\ € R.

e (STOCHASTIC HYDROSTATIC APPROX. II). The hydrostatic approximation can be per-
formed as in Subsection 2.2, where one also needs to add in (2.9) the requirement

(2.14) lim e2[(®n - V)w.] = 0.

Let us stress that, in the deterministic setting [LT19, FGH"20], one can even prove that

(2.9) holds and 2 Aw, 0. Hence, it seems that (2.14) is no more demanding than the
requirements in (2.9).

We conclude this subsection by admitting that there is no direct relation between the above
derivation with the two—scale arguments in [FP22, DP22, MTVEO1]. It would be interesting to
study which contribution(s) need to be consider in the small scale equation of [DP22, Subsection
7.3] to obtain the non-isothermal balance for P, of (1.1d) for the effective dynamics.

Remark 2.2 (z3-independence of transport noise). Arguing as in Remark 2.1, if one assumes that
@, iy and @3 are maps on Ry x Q x O, for some 9 > 0 which are continuous in z € O, then
the stochastic hydrostatic approximation (i.e. (2.9) and (2.14) both hold) leads to the transport
noise coefficients ¢, (t,w, 1) = (P, u(t,w, zn,0), P2 (t,w, vy, 0)) in (1.1a). Let us remark that the
continuity of ®,, in z € O, is satisfied in the physical relevant case of the Kraichnan noise (see e.g.
the discussion below [MRO5, eq. (1.3)]). Therefore the x3-independence condition of Assumption
3.5 is in accordance with the physical derivation.

As in Remark 2.1, the zs-independence of ¢,, arises if and only if one rescales also the vertical
variable by €~!. As in the latter remark, to the authors’ opinion, on the one hand this seems
unreasonable for the horizontal part of ®,,, i.e. ®,, y. On the other hand, rescaling of ®3 might
be physically relevant as in (2.10a) we are weakening the strength of the contribution ®2dzv via
the multiplication by e. Thus, if one assumes ®3 = ®3(¢t,w, zy,e '23), then this leads to an
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r3-dependent ¢3 = ®3. The latter situation is also covered by our results as in Assumption 3.5
no condition on the vertical component of ¢ is enforced.

As it follows from Section 6, the x3-independence of ¢,, 1 is necessary for the stochastic primitive
equations (1.1) to behave well under the decomposition into barotropic and baroclinic modes, i.e.
v=T+v with o = f_oh v(+,¢) d¢. The latter is very important from in physics and in particular
for the study of oceanic dynamics, see e.g. [CH19, DHC'95, HAS97, OL07, SB99, YTLR17].

We conclude by noticing that the above arguments holds with (®,,, ¢, ) replaced by (U, ¥y,)
which appear in the temperature balance (2.13) in case V¥,, is z-dependent.

Remark 2.3 (Two-dimensional turbulence). The 2d nature of the transport noise for stochastic
primitive equations arose in the above introduced stochastic hydrostatic approximation (cf. Re-
mark 2.2) is in accordance with physical measurements of turbulent flows in the ocean, which are
(approximately) two dimensional, see e.g. [BE12, Car01, Rhi73, Tab02, YO88].

3. LOCAL AND GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS

In this section we state our main results on local and global well-posedness for (1.1). Actually,
we will consider the following generalization of (1.1):

dv — Avdt = [— ViP — (v Vip)v — wdsv + Fy(-,v,0, Vo, V6) + 0. 5| dt

(3’18‘) —+ Z |:(¢n . V)U — VHISn + Gv,n('ava 0)} dﬁ?’

n>1

40 — AGdt = { — (v Vu)f — wds0 + Fy(-,v,0, Vo, W)} dt

(3.10) £ 3 [ 900+ Gonl0,0)] a7,

n>1

~ def 2 i,k D ' ?
(3.1c) d,p = (ZZ% [0; Py +aj/han(.,<)9(.,o dC])k:17
n>1j=1 B

(3.1d) 03P + kb + (m-V)§ =0,
(3.1e) 93P, + 0,0 =0,

(3.1f) divgv + 93w = 0,

(3.1g) v(+,0) = vo, 0(-,0) = 0o,

where the above equations hold on @ = T? x (—h,0). In (3.1c), with fih on(,0)0(-,¢)d¢ we
understand the mapping « +— [} 0y (2u, ()0(wu, ¢) d¢ where z = (zn,23) € O with zy € T? and
x3 € (—h,0). A similar notation will be also employed in the sequel if no confusion seems likely.
There are two additional terms in (3.1) compared to (1.1). Firstly, (3.1a) contains the additional
term 0,p defined in (3.1c) which takes into account the effect of the hydrostatic turbulent pressure
Dr, (defined in (3.6) below) on the deterministic dynamics of v, i.e. (3.1a). A similar term was also
considered in [AHHS22]. Secondly in (3.1e) there is an additional transport type term (7 - V)0
which is also due to the effect of the turbulent pressure. Both terms d,p and (- V)6 are motivated
by the Stratonovich formulation of (3.1) and we refer to Section 8 for further discussion. Let us
mention that the term (7 - V)6 gives rise to the same mathematical difficulties of 7,0 in (3.1e),
and therefore the problem (3.1a) is as (analytically) difficult as (1.1). Finally let us note that,
comparing (1.1) and (3.1), the terms (Fy,, Fp, Gy.n, Go.n) are (v, §)—dependent nonlinearities.
The system (3.1) is complemented with the following boundary conditions on T?:

(3.2a) d3v(-,—h) = d3v(-,0) =0,
(3.2b) 030(-, —h) = 030(-,0) + ab(-,0) = 0,
(3.2¢) w(-,—h) = w(-,0) =0,
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where « € R is a given constant. As mentioned in Section 1, the results below are also true in
case (3.2a)—(3.2b) are replaced by periodic boundary conditions, see Remark 3.13. This section is
organized as follows:

e In Subsection 3.1 we reformulate (1.1) as a stochastic evolution equations for the unknown
(v,0). To this end, we introduce the hydrostatic Helmholtz projection and appropriate
function spaces of divergence free vector fields.

e In Subsection 3.2 we collect the main assumptions and definitions. In particular we provide
a rigorous definition of solutions to (1.1) using It6 calculus.

e In Subsection 3.3 we state local and global well-posedness results for (1.1).

3.1. Hydrostatic Helmholtz projection and reformulation of (3.1). Let us begin by intro-
ducing the Helmholtz projection on the horizontal variables zy € T? which will be denoted by Py.

Let f € L?(O;R?) and denoted by Qu f Lef VnV; € L?(T? R?) where Uy € H'(T?) is the unique
solution to

ApV¥y =divyf onT?  and /\pfdz:o.
T2

Then the Helmholtz projection on T2 is given by

Puf < f—Quf, for fe L*(T%R?).

It is easy to see that Py € Z(L?(T? R?)) and it is an orthogonal projection. The hydrostatic
Helmholtz projection on O will be denote by P and it defined as, for all f € L?(O;R?) (recall that

fi)h ¢ = %f—oh'dg)
0 def
(33) Of =Qulf f.04] ad  Pr-or

One can check that P € £ (L?(O;R?)), it is an orthogonal projection and divy fEh(]P’fC, ()d¢=0
in 2'(T?) for all f € L?(O;R?). Let

L2(0) = {f e L}(O;R?) : divH(/_Ohf(-,g) dg) —0on T2},

be endowed with the norm || f||r2(0) def I fll L2(0;r2) and for all k > 1 we set

def def
HF(0) = H"(O;R?) NL*(0), | fllex o) = Iflaxom2)-

As above, for A € {12, H*}, we write A instead of A(Q), if no confusion seems likely.

Next we reformulate (3.1) as a stochastic evolution equation on L2(O) x L?(0O) for the unknown
(v,0). As usual in the context of primitive equation we start by integrating the conditions (3.1d)-
(3.1f) and we obtain, a.e. on Ry x Q and for all (zg,23) € T? x (—h,0) = O,

(3.4) w(,z)=— /“: divyo(:, zn, ¢) d¢,

(35)  P(z)=p(am) - /

—h

(20, QBC, @0, €) + (W@, €) - VB o, 2) ) dC,
(36> ﬁn(,.ﬁ) = 5n<7xH) - /h Un(',$H7C)9<',$H,C)dC7
To obtain (3.4) we also used w(-,—h) = 0 by (3.2¢). Note that w(-,0) = 0 is equivalent to

0
(3.7) /41 divio(-,¢)dC =0  on T2

Moreover, let us stress that the pressures (p,p,) are independent of the vertical direction z3 €
(—h,0). For this reason, in the physical literature, the latter are often referred as surface pressures.
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Hence, the system (3.1a)—(3.1b) can be equivalently rewritten as:

dv — Avdt = [— (v-Vu)v —w(v)03v — Vup + 04Dn

5.50) 9 [ [KCOBC0 + (.0 V)0 0)] dC+ Py (0,6, V0, 96)  at

+ 3 [(@n- D0 = Vi + Y [

n>1 —h

(00 OO, ) AC + Gon(0,0)] BT,

49 — A0 dt = [— (v V)0 — w(v)dsv + Fy(v, 0, Vv, va)] dt
8b
(3 8 ) + Z [(l/}n : V)G + Gﬂ,n(va 0):| dﬂ?a

n>1

on O, where

(3.9) w(v) &~ / 'h divigo(-, ¢) dC.

Next applying the hydrostatic Helmholtz proje?ct P on (3.8a), we obtain
dv — Avdt = (]P’[ — (v-Vu)v —w(v)dsv + 87]3,1}

(3.10) B[V [ [K(.086.0 + (70 Q) D)C.O] 4 + Fif0,60.90,90)] ) e

+ P [ ' U+VH/h(0n<-7<)9(-,c>)d<+Gv,n(v,9)}dﬁf.

n>1

In (3.10) we used that PAv = Av by (3.2a) and (3.7). Note that in the stochastic part of the
above, the operator P cannot be (in general) removed. In particular, we have

Vi = Q[(6n Vv + Vit [ (00,08, )) AL + Gon(0:0)].

—h
Q( G)dnf
A similar relation holds for Vygp. Using the above identity and (3.6), we get
. N2
(3.11) o= (Y Y krewoy)
n>11<;5<2 -
P'y (v e)def

where (Q(v,0))? denotes the j-th coordinate of the vector Q(v,6). Therefore, we prove that the
system (3.8) is equivalent to following system of SPDEs on O:

dv — Avdt = (]P’[ — (v-Vu)v —w(v)d5v — Py (v,0)

(3.12a) +Vu /_.h [5(, 00, ¢) + (7(,¢) - V)O(-, ()] A + Fy (v, 6, V, ve)D dt
+ 3P [(60 W+ Vi | (0 086.0) 4+ Gune.0)] 457
49 — A0 dt = [ — (v- V)0 — w(v)dsv + Fy(v, 0, Vo, ve)} dt
(3.12b)
+ 3 [ V)0 + Gon(w,0)] d5y

The above problem is complemented with the following boundary conditions on T?:
(313&) 331)(', —h) = ({93’0('70) = 0,
(3.13b) 030(-, —h) = 950(-,0) + af(-,0) = 0,
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where @ € R is a given constant. Note that (3.12a) yields (3.7) in case fEh divgug(+,¢)d¢ =0
where vg is the initial condition of v, see (3.1g).

3.2. Main assumptions and definitions. We begin by listing the main assumptions of this
section. Below we employ the notation introduced in Subsection 1.5.

Assumption 3.1. There exist M,§ > 0 for which the following hold.
(1) For all j € {1,2,3} and n > 1, the mappings
Il ok, w0 Ry x Qx O = R are P ®@ B-measurable.
(2) (Parabolicity) There exists v € (0,2) such that, a.s. for allt € R, x € O, £ € R,
S (Y atng) <vie? and (Y wia)g) < v
n>1l 1<j5<3 n>l 1<5<3

(3) (Regularity) a.s. for allt € Ry, j, k € {1,2,3} and ¢,m € {1,2},

(5 00 7) N i)

n>1
(e s+ I vt 7)™

1™ (¢, Nnz1lls+s 02y < M.
(4) a.s. for allt e Ry, i € {1,2} and j € {1,2,3},

b

L3+5(0)

b

<
3+ (O)

15t ) Loo (r2522 (=n,0)) + [10ik(t, )| 246 (12,02 (= y0)) < M,
””j(t’ M poe (r2;02(=n,0y) + Haﬂj(ta ')||L2+‘5(T2;L2(*h,0)) <M.

(5) Seto e (on)n>1- Then a.s. for allt € Ry and i,j € {1,2},

o (t, Lo o2y + 1050 (¢, )| L2+s (T2, L2 (~n0,e2))

+ ||ai2,jg(t7 M r2+s 202 (—h0,2)) < M.
(6) For alln > 1, the following mappings are P @ %B-measurable:
Fy RexOxOXxRIXREXRIZXR - R?,  Fp:RyxQxOxR6xR3xR?xR— R,

Gom Ry xQx OxR*xR— R?, Gon R xQxOxR*xR—R.

Set

Go ™ (Gon)nz1  and  Gp ™ (Go)nz1.

(7) (Global Lipschitz nonlinearities) a.s.
Fﬂ("o) € L%OC(RJr X O;Rz)ﬂ Fg(,O) € L%OC(R+ X O)
GU('7 O) € LIQOC(RJF; Hl(oa €Q(N7 R2)))a GG('7 O) € leoc(R-‘r; H1(07 62))

Moreover, there exists K > 1 such that, for all u € {v,0}, a.e. on Ry x Q x O and for all
v,y €ERZ2 Y, Y €R®, 2,2 €R and Z,7Z' € R3,

\Fu(,y,2,Y,2) = Fu(y 2 Y Z) | < K(ly — | + ]2 — 2]
+|Y =Y'|+|Z-Z")),
1Gu(5y,2) = Gul, 9, 2 )lle2 + IVaGul 9, 2) = VaGu( ', ) lee < K(ly =o' + 2 = 2]),
IVyGulsy,2) = VyGu(, 9, 2)lee + IV2Gult 9, 2) = VaGu( 9, 2)[lee < K.
Remark 3.2. Below we collect some observations on Assumption 3.1.

e The Sobolev embedding H'39(0; 2) — C"(O; £2) for n = 325 € (0,1) and (3) yield

(%, (£, ) nz1llenosezy + 1 WLE )nztllonouzy S M as. forall t € Ry.
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e As in [AHHS22, Remark 3.2(c)], (2) is equivalent with the usual stochastic parabolicity
and therefore (2) is optimal in the parabolic setting.

e The globally Lipschitz assumption (7) can be weaken still keeping true the results of this
manuscript. We refer to Remark 3.12 for more details.

Next we define L2-strong solutions to (3.1)-(3.2). Motivated by the reformulation of (3.1)
performed in Subsection 3.1, we consider the equivalent system (3.12) for the unknown (v, 8) while
the unknown (P, ﬁmw) are determinate uniquely by (v,#). Taking into account the boundary
conditions (3.13) and the divergence free condition (3.7) for the velocity v, we introduce the
following spaces:

(3.14) H2 (0) & {v € H2(O;R%) NL2(O) : 850(-, —h) = d50(-,0) = 0 on 11‘2},

(3.15) H2(0) % {9 € H2(O) : 850(-,0) + ab(-,0) = D30(-, —h) = 0 on T2}.

Note that the boundary conditions (3.13) are included in the above spaces. Hence, the spaces H?
and HE{ serve as regularity spaces for the unknowns v and 6, respectively.
Finally, we denote by By the £2-cylindrical Brownian motion induced by (8"),>1, i.e.

(3.16) B (f defz £)dar  where f = (fa)ns1 € L*(Ry;0?).
n>1

Definition 3.3 (L?-local, maximal and global strong solutions). Let Assumption 3.1 be satisfied.
Let T be a stopping time with values in [0, 00]. Consider two stochastic processes

v:[0,7) x Q — HE(O) and 0:[0,7) x Q — HE(0).

o We say that ((v,0),7) is called an L*-local strong solution to (3.1)—(3.2) if there ezists a
sequence of stopping time (i )k>1 for which the following hold:
— 7 <7 as. forallk>1 and limg_,oo T = T a.5.
— For all k > 1, the process 1|9 7,](v,0) is progressively measurable.
— a.s. we have (v,0) € L*(0,7,; HZ(O) x HZ(O)) and

(v-Va)v +w(v)dsv + Fy(v,0,Vv,V0) + P, (-,v,0) € L?
(v Vu)0 +w(v)ds0 + Fp(v,0,Vv, V) € L
(Gon(©,0))nz1 € L*(0,7; H' (O; £2(N; R?))),
(Gon(v,0))n>1 € L*(0, 75 H(O; £2)).
— The following equality holds a.s. for allk > 1 and t € [0, 7]:

o0 o= [ (3064 B[ [ TulaC.080.0)+ (x.0) - D0 ac

— (v-Va)v —w()dsv + Fy(v,0,Vv, V) + P, (-, v, H)D ds

0, 7; L*(O;R?)),

(317) O Tka ( ))a

AA/_\/.\

+ [ (tomB[(60 - I+ [ V(000 )+ G (00)] ) dBias)

0(t) — 0o = /t [AH — (v V)0 — w(v)d30 + Fy(v,0, Vo, vo)} ds
0

+ /Ot (1[O,Tk] (4 - V)0 + Gon (v, 9)])7121 dBy2(s).

In the following, we say that (Ty)k>1 ts a localizing sequence for (v, T).
o An L?-local strong solution ((v,0),7) to (3.1)~(3.2) is said to be a (unique) L?*~maximal
strong solution to (3.1)—(3.2) if for any other local solution ((v',0"),7') we have
<7 as and (v,0)=(0',0") ae on0,7") x Q.

o An L?-maximal strong solution ((v,0),7) to (3.1)~(3.2) is called an L*-global strong
solution if 7 = 00 a.s. In such a case, we write (v,0) instead of ((v,80), 7).
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Note that L?-maximal strong solution are unique in the class of L?>~local strong solutions due to
the above definition. By (3.17), the deterministic integrals and the stochastic integrals in the above
definition are well-defined as an L?—valued Bochner and H'-valued Ité integrals, respectively.

3.3. Main results. To economize the notation, through this manuscript we let

(3.18) HYHY(0)x H(O) and V¥ HZ(0)x H(0).

Below H and V plays the role of the trace and regularity space for (3.1)—(3.2), respectively.
We begin by stating a local existence result for (3.1)—(3.2).

Theorem 3.4 (Local existence and blow-up criterion). Let Assumption 3.1 be satisfied. Let
(vo,60) € LY, (% H). Then (3.1)~(3.2) has a (unique) L?~mazimal strong solution ((v,),7) such
that

7>0as and (v,0)€ L3 ([0,7);V)NC([0,7); H) a.s.
Finally, for all T € (0, c0),

(3.19) P(T <T, sup [w(6),006)]|%, +/ [(w(6), 007, dt < oo) —0.
tel0,T 0
The proof of Theorem 3.4 follows as in [AHHS22] where we checked the applicability of the ab-
stract results of [AV22b, AV22¢]. A Sketch of the proof of Theorem 3.4 will be given in Subsection
4.1. The statement (3.19) will be referred as blow-up criterion as it shows that explosion 7 = oo
can only happen if either (v,0) ¢ C([0,7]; H) or (v,0) ¢ L*(0,7;V) for some 7 < oo. Let us note
that, since (v,0) € V a.e. on [0,7) x €, the blow-up criterion (3.19) is equivalent to

P(r<t swp [l + [o0)] + / (e + 19 32] at < o) = 0.

Let us turn now our attention to existence of global solutions to (3.1)—(3.2). In contrast to the
local existence result of Theorem 3.4, the global existence is much more involved. In particular,
in addition to Assumption 3.1 we will also need the following assumptions.

Assumption 3.5. a.s. and for alln > 1, v = (vg,x3) € T? x (—h,0) =0, t € Ry, j, k € {1,2}
& (t,x), i(tx), v2F(t x), 7 (t,x) and o,(t,z) are independent of xs.

We do not know if any of the above hypotheses can be removed in general. Note that there
are no additional assumptions on (¢2,3). However, in case of isothermal turbulent pressure, the
conditions on 17 in Assumption 3.5 can be removed (see [AHHS22, Sections 3 and 6] and Remark
3.10 below). The physical relevance of the x3-independence of (¢7, 14, 0,,) is discussed in Remarks
2.1, 2.2 and 2.3. While, for ('y%’kﬂrj ), in the important case they are related to the Stratonovich
formulation of the primitive equations (see Section 8), the x3-independence comes from the one
of (¢7, 43, 0,) (cf. formula (8.7) in Section 8).

We are ready to state the main results of this paper. For notational convenience we set
(320 E(0) LN F(t 02 + [1Fo(t -, 0)llzz + Gl O)llizs ) + [ Golt, - 0) s e2)-

Note that = € L?(0,T) a.s. for all T < oo by Assumption 3.1(7).

Theorem 3.6 (Global existence and energy estimates). Let Assumptions 3.1 and 3.5 be satisfied.
Let (vo,00) € L% (4 H). Then there exists a (unique) L?-global strong solution ((v,0),7) to
(3.1)—(3.2) such that

(v,60) € L .([0,00); V) N C([0,00); H) a.s.

Finally, for all T € (0,00) there exists Cp > 0, independent of (vo,80), such that, for all v > e°,

T
Etes[lépﬂ lo()I1Z + E/O [l dt < Cr(1+ElvollZ> + Ellfol|Z> + EIZ720.1)):

T
Etes[lépﬂ 10Nz + E/O 107 dt < Cr(1+ ElvollZ> + E[l6ollZ> + EIZ|T20.1)):



18 AGRESTI, HIEBER, HUSSEIN, AND SAAL

(1 +Elvoll g + El6oll3n +ElIENT20.1))
log log log(y)

(1 +Elvollz: + El6oll 7 + ElENT20.1))
log loglog(7y) ’

T
P( sup oo+ [ lol6)le =) < Cr

te[0,T]

T
P( s 100+ [ 100l 29) < O

tel0,T

)

The tail estimates for the r.v. sup, \\v||%1;+|\v||if(H2) and sup, ||t9HHl +||9||L2(H2 are rather weak.
However it seems not possible to improve the estimates as they come from three applications of
the Gronwall lemma. Each of them costs a log-factor. The same also appears in the deterministic
case where one obtains estimates with exponentially increasing constants in the size of the data
(see e.g. [CTO7]). The estimates of Theorem 3.6 can be (slightly) improved in case of isothermal
turbulent pressure, see Remark 3.10 below.

Theorem 3.6 and the following result show that the problem (3.1)—(3.2) is globally well-posed.
Recall that &, — ¢ in probability in Y provided lim, o P(||, — &|ly > ¢) =0 for all ¢ > 0.

Theorem 3.7 (Continuous dependence on the initial data). Let Assumptions 3.1 and 3.5 be
satisfied. Suppose that ((von,00.n))n>1 C Lf)% (Q2; H) is a sequence of initial data converging in
probability in H to some (vg,0p). Let (vy,,0,) and (v,0) be the L?-global strong solutions to (3.1)—
(3.2) with initial data (von,0on) and (ve,0), respectively. Then, for all T € (0,00),

(U, 0n) = (v,0) asn — oo in probability in C([0,T); H) N L*(0,T;V).

The proof of Theorems 3.6 and 3.7 will be given in Subsections 4.2 and 4.3, respectively. Both
results essentially depend on the energy estimate of Proposition 4.2. The proof of the latter will
be the major scope of our work and to its proof are devoted Sections 5, 6 and 7. Finally, in Section
8 we discuss the case of Stratonovich noise.

We conclude this section with several remarks related to Theorems 3.6 and 3.7.

Remark 3.8 (Feller property). Let (v,,0¢) be the global strong solution to (3.1)-(3.2) provided by
Theorem 3.6 with initial data (n,£) € H. For all t > 0, set

[Se)(n,€) © Elp(vy(t),0¢(t))] for all (1,6) € H and ¢ € C(H;R).

Theorem 3.7 in particular implies that S; maps continuously C'(H;R) into itself. This is often
referred as Feller property. In particular, our results extend [GHKVZ14, Theorem 1.5]. In spirit

f [GHKVZ14], it would be interesting to study the existence and/or uniqueness of invariant
measures. However, this goes beyond the scope of this paper.

Remark 3.9 (Q-localization of energy estimates). The energy estimates in Theorem 3.6 also implies
tail probability estimates for non—integrable data by using localization arguments. To see this let

(vo,00) € LY L H). Fix 6 > 0 and set (v((J ),985)) def 141 (vo,00) 1 <6} (V0, 00). Let (v®,09) be
the global strong solution to (3.1)—(3.2) with initial data (Uoé) 6’( )) provided by Theorem 3.6.
Then by [AV22b, Theorem 4.7(4)] we have (v(® 6®)) = (v,0) a.e. on Ry x {[|(vo,00)|zr < 6}
Hence, for all v,§ > 1,

T
P( sup ot + [ ool e = 9)

€[0T
T
<P swp [P O + [ 10Ol dt = 2. vo: o)l < &) + ([0, 60)] 1 > )
te€[0,T 0
14+26* + E|E|72 g, 12
log log log(7y)

where in the last inequality we applied the third estimate of Theorem 3.6. For instance, we may
choose § = loglogloglog(7y) and the above estimate shows that the tail of the r.v. sup, [[v[|; +

T + P([[(vo, o)l r > 6),

Hv(t)||2L§( fr2) converges to 0 as y — oo with an explicit rate. A similar argument also holds for the

other estimates in Theorem 3.6. For the first two one also applies the Chebyshev inequality.
A similar argument also works if one only knows that = € L?(0,7T) a.s. for all T < co.
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Remark 3.10 (Improved energy estimates in case of isothermal turbulent pressure). The tail esti-
mates of Theorem 3.6 are new even in case of isothermal turbulent pressure ¢, = 0 and © = 0,
as considered in [AHHS22]. However, following the proofs in [AHHS22] and the one presented
here, one sees that the tail estimates of Theorem 3.6 can be improved in the setting considered
in [AHHS22]. Indeed, as shown in [AHHS22], the tail estimate for sup, [|0]|3. + || \9||V0|||13(L2) of
Lemma 5.1 are not needed as a starting point. Hence, following the arguments in [AHHS22]zand

using the stochastic Grownall lemma of [AV22a, Lemma A.1] as in the present paper, one sees that
the logloglog(vy) decay of the tail estimates in Theorem 3.6 can be improved to a loglog(y)-one.

Remark 3.11 (Non homogeneous viscosity/conductivity). Arguing as in [AHHS22, Section 7], one
can check that Theorems 3.6 and 3.7 extends to the case of inhomogeneous viscosity and/or
conductivity. More precisely, we may replace the terms Av and A# in (3.1a)-(3.1b) by

(3.21) ]P’[ Z ay? 07 v + Z bﬁ@kv} and Z a;’j@%jﬁ—i— Z bioRl, respectively.

1<i,5<3 1<k<3 1<i,5<3 1<k<3

The above situation arises in the case of noise in the Stratonovich formulation of (3.1)—(3.2), see
Section 8. We may also consider 0—th order terms in (3.21). However, as they are not needed in
Section 8, we do not consider such terms here. We leave the details to the interested reader.

The local existence result of Theorem 3.4 extends to such situation under suitable assumptions
on (ay, by, ag,bp). More precisely, in addition to Assumption 3.1(1), (3)—(7) and Assumption 3.5,
one assumes that:

o (Measurability) a%7, b ag” bf i Ry x Q x O — R are & @ %(O) measurable.

v oY YvY

e (Parabolicity) There exists v > 0 such that, a.e. on Ry x 2 x O and all £ € R3,
i 1 i i 1 i
S (o =3 D hon)ag z el and Y0 (- 5 2w ) = vigl

1<4,5<3 n>1 1<4,5<3 n>1
e (Regularity) There exist M,d > 0 such that, a.e. on Ry x €,

||(LvHH1.3+6(O;]Rd><d) + ||CL(9||H1,3+5(O;Rd><d) + Hbv||L3+5((’);]Rd) + ||b0||L3+6(O;Rd) < M.
e as. forallt e Ry, oy € T? and R € {v,0},

||a§%7j(t7 ‘ O)||H%+5(T2) = ||a‘;7j(t, y 7h)”H%+5(T2) S M

We refer to [AHHS22, Assumption 7.4 and Remark 7.6] for a discussion on the above conditions.
Similarly, as in [AHHS22, Section 7], the global well-posedness result of Theorems 3.6 and 3.7
also extend to the case of inhomogeneous viscosity and/or conductivity by also assuming that:
e For all i, € {1,2}, the maps (af;j,ag’j, bl bg) are independent of x3. a.s. for all ¢t € Ry,
ry € T? and R € {v, 0},

3,j 3,j
ay’ (t,zn,0) = ay’ (t, 2, —h) = 0.
Note that the condition on a‘;’%’j |72 x {—h,0} is stronger than the one needed for local existence.

Remark 3.12 (Weakening the assumptions on the nonlinearities). Assumption 3.1(6)—(7) can be
generalized still keeping true (a subset of) Theorems 3.4 and 3.6-3.7. More precisely:

(a) Theorem 3.4 holds if Assumptions 3.1(6)—(7) are replaced by [AV22c, (HF)-(HG)] with X, =
L*(0) x L*(0) and X; = H%(0) x HZ(0). In particular, instead of the global Lipschitz
condition we may require the locally Lipschitz condition (4.14) below.

(b) Theorems 3.6-3.7 still hold if Assumptions 3.1(6)—(7) are replaced by the conditions in (a)
and a (sub-linear) condition: There exists = € L°((0,T) x Q) for all T < oo such that, for all
(v',0") € V and a.e. on Ry x

”Fu('?vlvelvvvlvve/)”LZ + ||Gu(',’l)/,91)||Hl([2)
SE+ Vg + 10 |72,  for u € {v,0}.
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Remark 3.13 (Periodic boundary conditions in all directions). The contents of Theorems 3.6 and
3.7 also hold in case the boundary conditions (3.2) are replaced by periodic ones. The proofs
remain essentially unchanged up to substitute O with T2 and neglecting in the computations the
contributions coming from the boundary conditions.

4. PROOF OF THEOREMS 3.4, 3.6 AND 3.7
Through this section we let H = H!'(O) x H'(0) and V = H%(0) x H3(0), cf. (3.18).

4.1. Proof of Theorem 3.4. The proof of Theorem 3.4 follows as in [AHHS22, Section 6.4] by
using the results of [AV22b, AV22¢] (see [AHHS22, Section 5.1] for a similar situation).
We begin by reformulating (3.1)—(3.2) as a stochastic evolution equation on the Banach space

1 L2(0) x L*(O) for the unknown U & (v,0):
du + A(')Udt = F('7 U) dt + [(Bn()U + G, U))nZl] dBy2 (t)7
&1 U(0) = (vo, o),

where (A, B, F,G) are given below and By is as in (3.16). Before describing (4, B, F,G), we
introduce some more notation. Firstly, for a weakly differentiable map f, we set

[T f(x) v /l: flzm,¢)d¢, for z = (wg,z3) € T? x (—h,0).

Moreover, set

Py e(v,0) def (Z ’YZ;’CQ{(G% -V)v+Vy / (gn(.7 O)o(-, C)) dg}j)i ’

=1

n>1 —h
'yGUH (Z Z ’YkaQ vnvo)] >k v
n>11<5<2

Note that P, 4(v,8) + Py.q(v,8) = Py(v,0), where P, is as in (3.11).
We can now make explicit the terms in (4.1):

def [Av —P[T (k0 + (7 - V)0) + Py (-, v,0)]
(12) AL o ¢ ] ,

o def :P[(¢n-V)v+.7(0n9)] N et
(43) Bn(vU) - I (wnv)e :| ) B(vU)*(Bn(7U))n21,

def [P[(v - Vu)v+w(v) - 93v + Fy(-,v,0,Vv,V0) + Py (-, v,0)]
(44) F(7U) - (UVH)9+’[U(’U)839+F9(,U,9) )

def P[Gv,n('ayaa)]
(4.5) G(,U) = | Gon(-v,0) }

where w(v) is as in (3.9).

By virtue of Definition 3.3, one can see see that ((v,6),7) is a L>-maximal (resp. L?-local)
strong solution to (3.1)-(3.2) if and only if (U, 7) where U % (v,6) is an L2-maximal (resp. L%~
local) solution to (4.1) in the sense of [AV22b, Definition 4.4] (see also [AV22c¢, Remark 5.6] and
Lemma 4.1 below).

Now Theorem 3.4 can be prove as [AHHS22, Theorem 6.4]. To avoid repetitions, below we only
give a sketch of the proof of the maximal L2?-regularity for the linearized system of (3.1)-(3.2)
which is the main ingredient to apply the results of [AV22b, AV22¢] (see [AHHS22, Proposition

e &, (%, H) where %

6.8] for the case of isothermal turbulent pressure). Below we set H((?) =
denotes the class of Hilbert-Schmidt operators.

Lemma 4.1 (Stochastic maximal L*-regularity). Let Assumption 3.1(1)—(4) be satisfied. Fiz
€ (0,00) and let T be a stopping time with values in [0,T]. Let

fel%((0,7) x [ L2 x L?)  and g€ L%((0,7) x Q; H(£?)).
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Then there exists a unique U € L%,((0,7) x Q; V) such that, a.s. for all t € [0,T],

(4.6) U(t) = /0 (A(s)U(s) + f(s))ds + /0 (Br(8)U(8) 4+ gn(8))n dBg2(s).

Moreover, there exists C > 0, independent of (f,g), such that for all U € L%,((0,7) x Q;V)
satisfying (4.6) one has U € C([0,7]; H) a.s. and

E||U||%‘([0,T];H) + E”UH%Z(O,T;V) < C(E”JCH%Z(O,T;UxLZ) + EHUH%Q(O,T;H(P)))'

Combining the above result with [AV22b, Proposition 3.9], in (4.6) we can also allow non—trivial
initial data from the space L7, (€ H).

Proof of Lemma 4.1 — Sketch. The proof is similar to the one of [AHHS22, Proposition 6.8] and
therefore we only give a sketch of the proof. As in [AHHS22] we consider only the case v = 0 as
one can check that the term P, 4(v, 8) is lower order, and therefore [AV21a, Theorem 3.2] applies.

As in [AHHS22], we used the the method of continuity of [AV22c, Proposition 3.13 and Remark
3.14]. Hence, for A € [0,1], consider, on O,

do = Avdt = [, + AT (60 + (x - V)0)]

T + 3 ARl 9] + T(020) + ] 457
n>1
(4.7b) 46— A9t = fydt+ 3 [(6n - V)0 + go,n] 57,
n>1

0
(4.7¢) / divgo(-,¢)d¢ =0,

—h
(4.7d) v(-,0) =0, and 6(,0)=0.

The above problem is complemented with the boundary conditions (3.13).

The above linear problem (4.7) coincides with (4.6) in case A = 1 (recall that we are assuming
~v = 0). By the above mentioned method of continuity, it is enough to show a—priori estimates for
L?-strong solutions of (4.7) (i.e. (v,0) € L*((0,7) x Q; V) N L*(Q; C([0,7]; H))) with constants
independent of X. More precisely, by [AV22c, Proposition 3.13 and Remark 3.14], it is enough to
show that, for all L2-strong solutions (v,6) to (4.7),

(4.8) E||9||2L2(0,T;H2) + E||UH2L2(0,T;H2) S E||f9||%2(o,T;L2) + E||90|\%2(O,T;H1(e2))
+ E||fv||%2(0,7';L2) + E”gUH%Z(O,T;Hl(Ez))’

with an the implicit constant that is independent of A. To this end, as in the proof of [AHHS22,
Proposition 6.8], the idea is to use the triangular structure of the system (4.7), i.e. the velocity
v does not appear in the equation for the temperature (4.7b). Therefore, one can first obtain an
estimate for 6 and then use it in estimating v.

We begin by estimating 6. As in [AHHS22, Proposition 6.8] (see also Step 1 in the proof of
[AHHS22, Proposition 4.1]) an application of the It6 formula to § — [|V6||3., an integration by
part and Assumption 3.1(2) yield

(4.9) E01172(0.r.52) S EllfollZ2(0,r:22) + Ellgoll72 (0,71 (22))
where the implicit constant is independent of A € [0, 1] and we set H!((?) def HY(0O;0?).
The same argument also applies to v. Since v solves (4.7a), we have
(4.10) E||U||2L2(0,T;H2) S EvaH%?(o,r;Lz) + E||9v||%2(o,T;H1(e2))
+E(T (000))n=1l72(0,r:0 22
+E|T (k0 + (7 V)O) 720,722

where the implicit constant is independent of A € [0, 1].
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By (4.9)-(4.10), to obtain (4.8), it remains to show that, for all p € H?,
(4.11) (T (en@)nz1llmr ey + 1T (k)2 + [T (- V)@)lL2 Sar 1@l a2,

where M is as in Assumption 3.1. For brevity, we only provide some details for the estimate of

(T (0n@))n>1llm1(e2). The other follow similarly by using Assumption 3.1(4) instead of 3.1(5).

Let r € (1,00) be such that * + ﬁ = %, where § > 0 is as in Assumption 3.1. To estimate

(T (0n))n>1ll a1 (e2), firstly, note that,

oozl < | ([ 1o12a) ([ wuelac)”]

[ roetta) (o) "]

< lollpeo (22 (—n,0:e2)) 1@l

L2(T?)

L2(T2)

+ ol g2+ (12,02 (—h0i2)) 19Nl Lr (12;22 (< 1,0))
S Wellmznon < el
where in (i) we used H'(T?; L?(—h,0)) < L"(T?; L?(—h,0)) and Assumption 3.1(5). The estimate
of [[(VT(0np))n>1ll12(e2) is similar, where one also uses that d3J (0,¢) = Vu(onyp),
H? < L*>® and H? < L*(T?* H?*(—h,0)) — L*(T?% L>=(—h,0)),
by Sobolev embeddings. This completes the proof of (4.11) and the claim of Lemma 4.1 follows. O

4.2. Proof of Theorem 3.6. As commented below the statements of Theorems 3.6 and 3.7, the
following result is the key ingredient in their proofs. Recall that E is defined in (3.20).

Proposition 4.2 (Energy estimate for maximal solutions). Let Assumptions 3.1 and 3.5 be sat-
isfied. Let T € (0,00). Assume that (vo,0) € L, (;H' x H'). Let ((v,0),7) be the L*> ~mazximal
strong solution to (3.1)—(3.2) provided by Theorem 3.4. Then

TAT

(4.12) sup [J|lv(s)[l7 + 10(s)]1 7] +/ [lo()I72 + 10(s)[1F2] ds < 00 a.s.
s€[0,7AT) 0

Moreover, there exists Cr > 0, independent of (vo,0), such that, for all v > e°,

TAT
E s lo@)lz2 + E/O lo(®)]7 dt < Cr(1+E|E[Z2 0.1 + EllvollZ> + El6ol|72),
te|0,TA

TAT
E sup 161172 + E/O 1017 dt < Cr(1 +E|ElI22(0,7) + EllvollZ2 + Ellboll72),
te|0,7TA

(1 +E|E720,7) + Ellvoll g + Ell6o]l7:)

TAT
P(_swp ol + [ (Ol =) <Cr
0

S€[0,7AT) logloglog(y) ’
TAT (1+E|E[F 2.7 + Ellvoll 3 + Ell6ol|3:)
P( su 9t2+/ 0t2dt2>§0 ©.1)
te[O,-rF/)\T)H ()] ) 16(8)]172 v T loglogog(1)

The proof of Proposition 4.2 is postponed to Section 7 and Sections 5-6 are preparatory to
its proof. In this section we show that Theorems 3.6 and 3.7 follows from Proposition 4.2. More
precisely, Theorem 3.6 follows from the blow-up criteria of Theorem 3.4 and (4.12), see e.g. the
proof of [AHHS22, Theorem 3.7] for a similar situation. For the reader’s convenience, we provide
some details. The estimates of Proposition 4.2 will be used to prove Theorem 3.7.

Proof of Theorem 3.6. By localization of solutions to stochastic evolution equations (see [AV22c,
Proposition 4.13]), it is enough to consider (vg, 6y) € L>(Q;H! x H'). Hence, for all T € (0, ),

P(r<?) = P(r <1, s w060} + | ool ar) Lo
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where in (i) we used Theorem 3.4. Since T' € (0, 00) is arbitrary, the above yields 7 = oo a.s.
The estimates in Theorem 3.6 follows from the one in Proposition 4.2 with 7 = co. O

4.3. Proof of Theorem 3.7. To prove Theorem 3.7 we argue as in [AV22a]. As in the proof of
Theorem 3.7 readily follows from the following result.

Proposition 4.3. Let Assumptions 3.1 and 3.5 be satisfied. Fiz T € (0,00) and (vg, 0o), (v, 6) €
L%, (% H). Let (v,0) and (v',0") be the L*~global strong solution to (3.1)~(3.2) provided provided
by Theorem 3.6 with initial data (vo,00) and (1)0790) respectively. Then there erxist mappings
P, N :[0,00) = [0,00), independent of (vo,8), (v§,0;), such that, for all R,e > 0,

(vo, 60) — (v5, 00) 17

+N(R)(1+BIZ 0 1) + Bl )1+ Bl b0,

P(”(Ua o) — (UI7 el)HC([O,T};H)ﬂLQ(O,T V) )

and lim N(R)=0.

R—o0
Proof. To economize the notation, here we adopt the one used in Subsection 4.1 for the proof of
Theorem 3.4. In particular (4, B, F,G) are as in (4.2)—(4.5) and U = (v, ). Similarly U = (v, ),
U =@,0), Vo=1L2x L? H({?) = e o, (¢2, H) etc. Moreover, for notational convenience, we set

v, & Vo, V]e for € (0,1) (complex interpolation).

Note that V3o = H. Since V < H? x H? and Vy < L? x L?, we have Vg — H® x H°.
Next note that the difference U, def U — U’ solves
dU, — AU, dt = (F(U) — F(U"))dt + [BU. + (G(U) — G(U"))] dBe,
{ U.(0) = Uy — UY.

Fix T € (0,00). By Lemma 4.1 and [AV22b, Proposition 3.9 and 3.12] there exists Cy > 0,
independent of Uy, U], such that for all stopping times (1,£) such that 0 <n < ¢ <T as.

(4.13) E sup [|Ui(s)llF +EIU(5)l[72(p.ev) < CoBIU)II

SE[mﬁ]
+ CoE||F(U) = FU)720.1:v0) + CoEIGU) = GU 720,151 (2)) -

Next we estimate the nonlinearities (F,G). The arguments in [AHHS22, Theorem 3.4] show the
existence of m > 1, (p;)L, such that, for all U,U" € Xi,

(4.14) 1EU) = FW)lv, +11GU) = GU)luee) S > WU, + U1 )IU = Ul

1<j<m

2(211’) pj_) € (%,1) and the implicit constant is independent of U,U’. Note that, by
J

standard interpolation arguments, for 6; = 28; — 1 € (0,1), we have

where f5; =

=05 10;
lzllv,, < el llzlly,  forallzeV.
Hence, for all z,2’ € V and n > 0,

(1-06; 0,
21V, Nl llvs, < A el ol Pl Bl

< C (15 v N2l + nll2’llv

where in (i) we used the Young’s inequality with exponents (1%%, %) and that fiegjj = 1 since
B; = 2(21':’;?). Combining the above estimate with (4.14) we have, for all n > 0 and z,2’ € V,
J

1EC, )~ F v + GG, ) = G, a!)lagen
< (X el + 015 0 )l = o/ la) + mlle - v

1<j<m
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Choosing n = 4C —, the above inequality and (4.13) yield, for some ¢y > 0 independent of Uy, Uy,

(4.15) E sup U+ ()11 +E/ UL ds < coE[|U.(n)[|%
s€n,

2.7 2.7
vk [ S IO +10E101) 10 s

1<j<m

M

Note that M € L'(0,T) a.s. since U, U’ € C([0,T]; H) N L*(0,T;V) a.s. By the tail estimates
of Theorem 3.6, there exists a mapping N : [0,00) — [0,00), independent of Uy, U], such that
limp 0o N(R) =0 and for all R > 1

T
@16) P [ Mds>R) < NE+BIE s, + Bl 00l + Bl 0l
The conclusion follows from (4.15)—(4.16) and the Gronwall lemma in [AV22a, Lemma A.1]. O

Proof of Theorem 3.7. Due to Proposition 4.3, the proof of Theorem 3.7 follows verbatim from
the one of [AV22a, Theorem 3.8]. O
5. BASIC ESTIMATES

The aim of this section is to prove the following result. Recall that H is defined in (3.18).

Lemma 5.1. Let Assumptions 3.1 and 3.5 be satisfied. Let T € (0,00). Assume that (vo,6) €
L, (S H). Let ((v,0),7) be the L?~maximal strong solution to (3.1)~(3.2) provided by Theorem
3.4. Then, for all v > 1,

TAT
E sup [o(s)]7- +E/ [o(s)[7: ds Sr 1+ Ellvoll72 + Ell6ol|72 + ElE(72(0,7);
s€[0,7AT) 0

TAT
E sup [|6(s)]Z- +E/0 10()[17r2 ds S 1+ EllvollZ> + Ell6o]72 + E=l72 (0,7,

s€[0,7AT)

1+ Ellvoll3: + Elldoll3: + ElIE|3
P( sup [0(s)][ts > 7) Sr & =

s€[0,7AT) log( )
TAT 1+ El||vwl|2, + Ell6o||%. + E|Z|2
p( / / 0121902 dzds > ) <r Ieollzz + Bl + B liaor)
0 @) log(7)

where the implicit constants in the above estimates are independent of (v, 0p).

The first two inequalities are standard energy estimates and coincide with the first two estimates
in Proposition 4.2. The last two estimates are rather weak and does not give any information on
moments of the r.v. sup,ci -a7) 10(s)]|1. and fTAT Jo |01?1V0|* dzds. However, it seems not

possible to improve them in general. Note that f, |V|9|2‘2 dz = [, |0]*|VO|* dz. Combining the

Sobolev embedding H!(O) < L%(0), standard interpolation inequality and the last two estimates

of Lemma 5.1 we get, for all n € [0,1] and p def ﬁ, q def %,

1+ Eljvo72 + Ell6ol|7: +E[E]72( 0y

log(v)

As in Lemma 5.1, the implicit constant in (5.1) is independent of (v, 6p).
The energy estimate of Lemma 5.1 and of Proposition 4.2 are based on certain cancellations of
the nonlinearities in (3.1). We formulate the one needed in current work in the following.

(5.1) P (10l e (0,7 aT;19(0)) =) ST

Lemma 5.2 (Cancellations). Assume that u = (u¥)3_, € C=(O;R3) satisfies
ud(,—h) =u3(,0) =0 onT? and divu=0 on O.



PRIMITIVE EQUATIONS WITH NON-ISOTHERMAL TURBULENT PRESSURE 25
Then, for all integers r > 2 and all f € C°(O;R3), g € C=(0),
L1 e gl + [ g1 (0 9)f)d =0

To prove Lemma 5.1 we use the above with ¢ = 1. However, in the proof of Proposition 4.2 we
also need the case f,g # 1. To check the smoothness assumptions, we will use that (u, f,g) are
Sobolev maps and the density of smooth functions in Sobolev spaces.

5.1. Proof of Lemmas 5.1-5.2. We first prove Lemma 5.2 and afterwards Lemma 5.1.

Proof of Lemma 5.2. Integrating by parts, we have
- 1 T T
[ 17w Dglde = 1 [ 1f7we9)[g7] de
o rJo
(1) 1 — r (#1) T pr—2
=~ | IfIdiv(ug")dz = — [ g"[f["7f - [(u-V)f]dz
rJo o

where in (i) we used divu = 0 and in (i7) that u®(-, —h) = u®(-,0) = 0 on T2. O

Before going into the proof of Lemma 5.1, let us recall the boundedness of the trace operator
on the boundary 00 = T? x {h,0} (see e.g. [Tay11, Proposition 1.6, Chapter 4]),

(5.2) HY?7(0) 5 f e flr2qnoy € H'(T? x {—h,0}) for all r > 0.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. The first two estimates of Lemma 5.1 can be proven as in [AHHS22, Lemma
5.2] with minor modifications. To avoid repetitions we omit the details. To prove the third
estimate in Lemma 5.1 we employ the stochastic Grownall lemma [AV22a, Lemma A.1]. To this
end we need a localization argument. Through this proof we fix T' € (0, 00). For each j > 1, let

def .
Tj = inf {t €0,7) : |lv@)| g + ||v||L2(07t;H2)

(5.3) )
1022 + 101l 20,600y + 1=l 22(0,6:02) = 5} AT,

where inf @ % 7 and Z is as (3.20). Note that (7;);>1 is a localizing sequence for (v,7 AT). In
particular lim;_,o, 7; = 7 A T. Moreover, by Definition 3.3 and (5.3) we have, uniformly in 2 and
for all j > 1 (recall that (H, V) are as in (3.18))

(5.4) (v,0) € C([0,7;]; H) N L*(0,75V) a.s.

Fix j > 1 and let (n,&) be stopping times such that 0 < n < ¢ < 7; a.s. We claim that there
existence ¢y > 1 independent of (4,7, &, vg, 0p) such that

13
B[ sup [6()]4.] +E/ / 1012 VO[2 dads
(5.5) t€[n.€] n JO

13
< co(1+ BI0m)]|:) + coF / N(s)(1+ 0(s)][%4) ds
n

where N, ¢(t) 4 |v(&)]|32 + |6(£)[1%,: + Z(t). To economize the notation, for all j > 1, we set

B sp ool [ [ 1oveP da.
0 (@)

t€[0,7;]

Suppose for a moment that (5.5) holds. Then, by [AV22a, Lemma A.1], we have for all R,y > 1,

4 ™ R
P(E 2 7) £ e (1 Baol) + P( [ N(s)ds = )
Y 0 Co

IN

4c C _
7064C°R(1 + E|6o]|74) + Ef(l +Elfvol|72 +E[6o] 72 + ElEl720,1))

4c¢ c -
(et + 5 )+ BlloollLe + Bll6o]Ls + BIEIE0,r)-

IN
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Now choosing R = 460 log(log(:)) > ﬁ log(~y) for 7 large, we have for some Cy > 0 (depending
only on ¢g),
1+ Eljvo[l 24 +E[l6oll7: +EIEN720.1)

log(7) '

Since Cy(cp) is independent of (j, vg, 8p), the last estimate in Lemma 5.1 follows by letting j — oo
in the previous estimate.
Hence it remains to prove (5.5). To this end, we set

P(E; > 7) < Co

f@ dﬁf ]-[0 T)XQFQ( v,@,Vv,VG) and go.n dgf l[O,T)XQGS,n('avaoavv7va)'

Note that, by Assumption 3.1(7) and (3.20), a.s. for all t € Ry,
(5.6) [fo@lzz + llge @2y ST +ZE+[[o(@)][ar + [10(8) |-

Applying the It&’s formula to 6 — ||0]|7. (using and a standard approximation argument, see e.g.
[AHHS22, Step 3 of Lemma 5.3]) we have, a.s. for all ¢ € [0, 7],

t
(5.7) ||9”’5(t)||‘£4+12/ / 1,,.40%| V0P dads
|w<nﬁ+-§j‘/1mgmx>ds+wu>
1<5<3
where Iy 1(t) é —a [z 0(-,0)|* dan,
19,2()(154/ 0% fo da, I s(t def 122/ 02| (¢ - V)0 + go.n|? d,
n>1
de“lZ/ iy [ 0% V)0 + 0, dod?
n>1

and we used the cancellation
[ 1w V)6 + w(e)nt) do =0,
1)

which follows from Lemma 5.2 with g = 1, f =0, u = (v, w(v)) and a standard density argument.
For exposition convenience, the remain part of the proof is split into several steps.
Step 1: There exists ¢; independent of (4,7, &, vo,00) such that

¢ ¢
E/ 162|V6|? dzds < c1(1+E||90||§4)+c1E/ N(s)(1+1|6(s)]|14) ds
n n

where N is as below (5.5). We begin by estimating Iy 1. Let € > 0 be decided later. Note that,
by (5.2) and interpolation, we have, a.e. on [0,7) x Q,

Ipa = 16, 0)1172 < el VIO2[|72 + Ccll6]| 74
< 5/ 1012 V0|* dx + C-[|0]| 74
o
Next we estimate Iy o:

‘192 3/2

= [[161%| 1

1 foll 2
3/4

swm@Wme+mem)nmm

S 1613l foll 2 + 1012721161161 25111 ol 2

<|wumnmp+emwvmmﬁ+oHW”“WM”s
< |10V, + Ce(1 + | foll22) (1 + [16]]34)
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where in (i) we used the interpolation inequality |||z < ||§||1L/22||C||11L1/12 for ¢ € HY(O) and in (i)
the Young’s inequality with exponents (%, %)
It remains to estimate Ip 3. By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we have, a.e. on [0,7) x €,

1ol <6049 Y [ [ 0160902z +-C. [ 0gnalar]
n>1 o ]

§6(1+8)u/ 92\V9|2dx+052/ 0|ge|* dz
o O

n>1

where in the last step we used Assumption 3.1(2). We now estimate the last term appearing in
the above estimate:

2
(58) | [ 6Planal? da] < 10130000121, S 6
n>1

where in the last estimate we used the Sobolev embedding H!(O; ¢?) — L5(0; ).
Taking ¢t = T in (5.7) and afterwards the expected values, the previous estimates show that

§ 13 13
12E/ 02|V6|2 dads < (6u(1+5)+25)E/ |9|2\V9|2dxds+CEE/ N(s)(1+ [6]|) ds.
n n n

Here we have also used that E[M(T)] = E[M(0)] = 0. Recall that v < 2. Thus the claim of this
step follows by choosing ¢ so that (6v(1 + ) 4 2¢) < 12 in the above estimate.
Step 2: There exists co > 0, independent of (§,m,&,v0,00), such that

1
E| sup [M(s)l] < 5B sup [6(s)[£s] + a1+ EJ6o£1)
s€[0,T7] s€[n,€]

§
+02E/ N(s)(1+ 0(s)]|%0) ds.

The Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality yields:

B[ sup [M(s)] §E[/€Z(/O9|3|(1/1n'V)6’+99,n|dx)2d5}1/2.
N p>1

s€[0,T]

The Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, a.e. on [0,7) X €,

S ([ 1881 930+ g0nldz)” < 101 [ [ 107 3 1+ 900 + 0,0 da]

n>1 n>1
S 1015 [ 1019012 + o) ]

where in the last estimate we used boundedness of (¥,,),>1, cf. Remark 3.2.
Hence, the Young inequality yields

o] s o] B s o5) ([ [ 00907+ i zas)

s€[0,T) s€[n,&]

1 13
< 2B sup 10(s)]14:] +C’E/ / 1612 (19612 + lgsl1%) drds.
s€([n,€] n JO

The claim of Step 2 follows by combining the previous estimate with Step 1 and (5.8).

Step 3: Proof of (5.5). Taking E[SUPte[o,T] | - |] on both sides of (5.7) the claim follows by
repeating the estimates for (197]»)?:1 performed in Step 1 and using the estimate for M of Step
2. Note that the term 3E[sup,c(, ¢ [0(s)[[34] can be absorbed on the LHS of the corresponding
estimate since 07¢ = 0((- vV n) A £). O
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6. THE MAIN INTERMEDIATE ESTIMATE

The aim of this section is to obtain the following key estimate for the L?-maximal strong
solution to (3.1)—(3.2), which is the main ingredient in the proof of Proposition 4.2. As in [AHHS22,
Subsection 5.2], inspired by the seminal work of C. Cao and E.S. Titi [CT07], the main estimate
involves the barotropic and baroclinic modes, i.e.

0

(6.1) v éf][ v(+,¢)d¢ and ¥y -
—h

Lemma 6.1 (Main intermediate estimate). Let Assumptions 3.1 and 3.5 be satisfied. Fiz T €

(0,00). Assume that (vo,0) € LY, (Q;H' x H'). Let ((v,0),7) be the L* ~mazimal strong solution

to (3.1)—~(3.2) provided by Theorem 3.4. For all s € [0,7) set
def |~ _
X5 = 18(3) 2a 0y + 1008 Iz (z2) + 1050(5) 1220y + 1858(5) 1220

[5(5)] 175 (s) |

def
Y, =

2
_ 2 2
pocoy I aes) +105005) i o)

+ 03500, + |[FNTOGN |

£2(0)’
Then there exists Cr > 0, independent of (vo, 6p), such that, for all v > e,

/TATY ds > ) < 1t E|Z[l720.7) + Ellvoll + Ell6o] 72
S
0 ST log log(7)

The proof of the above result requires several steps which are spread over this section. The
proof of Lemma 6.1 will be given in Subsection 6.12.

Lemma 6.1 can be seen as an extension of [AHHS22, Lemma 5.3] to the case of non-isothermal
turbulent pressure. Note that the estimate of the tail probability (6.2) was not given in [AHHS22].
In case of isothermal turbulent pressure (i.e. o, = 0 and 7 = 0), the decay factor (loglog(y))~!
on RHS(6.2) can be replaced by (log(7y)) ™, cf. Remark 3.10 for a similar situation.

As in [AHHS22], to prove the above main estimate we follow the approach of second named
author and T. Kashiwabara in [HK16]. There the main idea was to prove three estimates separately
for the variables 7,v and d3v. Afterwards, one multiplies these estimates with suitable constants
and summing them up, one obtains a closed estimate (cf. [AHHS22, Lemma 5.3]). Since in
[AHHS22] we were concerned with the case of isothermal turbulent pressure, we were able to
follow the strategy of [HK16] as the temperature € played only a minor role in the estimates (see
the discussion in Subsection 1.1). Indeed, in case of isothermal turbulent pressure, the energy
bound for sup, ||9H%2 + HGH%?(LZ) in Lemma 5.1 already gives enough information on 6 to obtain

(6.2) P( sup X, +
s€[0,7AT)

global well-posedness, see the proof of [AHHS22, Theorem 3.7]. However, this is not true in case
of non—isothermal turbulent pressure. Indeed, if o, # 0, then the term

(63) Pl [ Vo000 ac] s

appearing in (3.8a) cannot be controlled via Lemma 5.1 in the strong setting, cf. Lemma 4.1. In
other words, the action of 6 through the term (6.3) in the v-equation is not lower order. Hence,
in contrast to [AHHS22], we need to consider the equations for v and 6 jointly. This gives rise
to some new terms in the equations for T and v which we are going to describe. To explain the
new quantities arising in the estimates, let us follow the argument in [AHHS22, Lemma 5.3] and
therefore we first look at the estimate for v. Taking the averaging operator - = fi)h -d¢ in (3.8a),
one sees that the the following term appears

64 [ Va0 0)dc= (o) [ g

0(-¢)d<) = ~Va(on()0().
—h

where we used that o,,’s are zs3—independent by Assumption 3.5 and we set

R 0
(6.5) i f 000
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Remark 6.2 (Physical interpretation of 5) Recall that 6 is proportional to p, cf. (2.4) and (2.6).
Hence the ratio /0 is equal to the center of gravity in the vertical direction.

To repeat the argument of [AHHS22, Step 1 of Lemma 5.3], by stochastic maximal L?-regularity
(cf. Lemma 4.1), to obtain L{°(HL) N L?(H2)—estimates for v, we need L?(H})-estimates for
g. However, the latter estimate does not follow from Lemma 5.1. Thus we need an additional
argument to obtain the required L?(H})-estimates for 0. To obtain the latter estimate we take
weighted average operator -~ = fi)h ¢ d¢ in (3.8b) and the following term appears

(6.6) w(v)50 = fohw(v)agewg
9_ ][0 (@) 0, €) = divirw (-, )6(-, )¢ ) d¢
@) f / divyo(-, €) d§)9 - divHv(-,C)e(-,C)C} d¢

_ ]{h[ divao(-, / (- €) d€) -+ divie(, )6(, )¢ d¢.

where in (i) we use an integration by parts and [w(v)](-, —h) = [w(v)](-,0) = 0, in (i) (3.9) and
fi)h divgv d¢ = 0. Therefore, to obtain L?(H?!)-estimates for § we need to bound the products

(6.7) HIH\ |V5|Hi2((o,7)xo) and H|/ o

Such quantities can be estimated by applying the It6 formula to the functionals

((o T)><(9)

@,0) > |10, and (5,9)HH|/_'}19(.,4)

respectively. For details, we refer to Subsections 6.8 and 6.9. The first and second quantity in
(6.7) also arises in the estimate for v. Fortunately, compared to [AHHS22, Lemma 5.3], no further
terms appears in the estimate for d3v see Subsection 6.5. Finally, as it will turn out, to bound the
quantities in (6.7), we need an estimate also for the quantities

| \ | | ,
”\0||[th9d<}‘Lz((w)w) and “|[h0d§| |[th9dc|‘

L2((0,7)x0)
respectively. To bound the above terms we apply the It6 formula to the functionals

0 H|9\ | [h 0(¢) dC’H;(O) and 6+ H /_.h 0 dCH;(O)

After that, Lemma 6.1 follows by multiplying each estimate with a suitable constant and summing
them up, see [AHHS22, Step 4 of Lemma 5.3] for a similar situation.
To economize the notation, below, for (t,w) € Ry x Q, xy € T? and z3 € (—h,0), we let

T3
(6.8) Ot w, a1, ) < / 0(t,w, 2, ¢) dC.
—h

Next we give overview of this section.

e Subsection 6.1: Equations for the new quantities (7, v, (3)
Subsection 6.2: Set-up of the proof of Lemma 6.1.
Subsection 6.3: Estimate for sup, [[0]|z: and [0l 12 p2.

Subsection 6.4: Estimate for sup, ||§HH; and ||§||L§H§
Subsection 6.5: Estimate for sup, [|03v||r2 and [|03v| 251 -
Subsection 6.6: Estimate for sup, [|030]|z2: and ||839||L2H1
Subsection 6.7: Estimate for sup, ||v]|zs and |||UHV1J|||L2L2
Subsection 6.8: Estimate for [|[0]|V0]|| 2.2 and H|‘9||VU|||L$L§-
Subsection 6.9: Estimate for [||©[|V0][[ 212 and [|[0[|VO]|L2L2.
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e Subsection 6.10: Estimate for [|[0][VO||pzL2.
e Subsection 6.11: Estimate for |||@HVG)HL2L2
e Subsection 6.12: Lemma 6.1 obtained by multlplying with suitable constants the estimates
of Subsections 6.3-6.11 and then summing them up.
In following subsections, the assumptions of Lemma 6.1 are in force. In particular, ((v,#),7) is
the L?>-maximal strong solution to (3.1)—(3.2) provided by Theorem 3.4, see Definition 3.3.

6.1. System of SPDEs for the unknown (7, v, 5) By Definition 3.3 and Assumptions 3.1 and
(3.5), ((v,0),7) is an L?-local strong solution to (cf. Definition 3.3)

dv = (AU +P[— (v Vi)v — w(0)030 + L 40 + Pry (v, 0) + fv}) dt

(6.9a) .
+;P[¢n- v+o—n/ V(.. dC+gv,n] aar,
(6.9) 40 = [A0 — (v V)0 — w(©)3s0 + fo] At + > [(bn - V)0 + go,0] 487,

69¢)  v(-0)=v0, 6(-0) = 6. )

where, for n > 1, Q as in Subsection 1.5 and on [0,7) x Q, we set

(6.100) Loot ™ (mu-9) [ Vub(.0dC+ [ 7,0)0aTu0C. O,
—h —h
(&) ). ' ‘7
(6.10b) Pro(e8) Y 3 i (00w Vvt on [ ustoad])’
n>11<j<2 —h
(6~10C) Gu,n dﬁf Gv n( v, 0) + (VHUTL) / h 9(’ <) de Gv déf (gvm)nzla
(6'10d) 99,n dﬁf Gy n( v, 9)7 9o d;f (ge,n)nzlv
fo = R0 0.V0.V8) 4 | V(00,0 dg
(6.10e) ,
+ Z > A (@Qlgenlys
n>11<5<2
(6.10f) fo ¥ Fy(-,v,0,Vv,V0).
Finally, let us recall that (6.9) is complemented with the following boundary conditions:
(6.11a) d3v(-, —h) = 830(-,0) =0 on T?
(6.11b) 030(-, —h) = 9360(-,0) + ad(-,0) =0 on T?

Note that to derive (6.9) we used that o, and 7 = (7%, 72) are x3-independent by Assumption 3.5
and [~, 0;7%(-,¢)030(-,¢) d¢ = 9;7%0 by (6.11b). As above, here (-)/ denotes the j-th coordinate
of the corresponding vector. L?-local strong solutions to (6.9) can be defined as in Definition 3.3,
we omit the details for brevity.

The logic behind the definition (6.10) is that the quantities in (6.10e)—(6.10d) are lower—order
in the sense that they can be estimated (in strong L?-norms) due to the standard energy estimates
of Lemma 5.1 and Assumption 3.1(7) (cf. (6.17)—(6.18) below). This is not the case for the linear
operators in (v, §) appearing (6.10b), due to our (relatively) weak regularity assumptions on (v, 7)
in Assumption 3.1. Tt is easy to see that, under additional assumption on (v, ), also the quantities
n (6.10a)—(6.10b) can by the energy estimates in Lemma 5.1. However, it would be unnatural
to enforce the regularity assumptions on (v,7) as they will appear naturally when dealing with
Stratonovich formulation of (3.1), see Section 8.

Next we derive SPDEs for the unknown (7, v, @\) We begin by considering 7 = f v(-,¢)d¢. To
this end, let us recall that Py denotes the Helmholtz projection acting on the horizontal variable
rp € T? where x = (zg,73) € O, see Subsection 1.5. Since Pv = Pyw, applying the vertical
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average - = fi)h -d¢ in (6.9a) and using Assumption 3.5, (v,7) is a L*-local strong solution the
following problem on TZ2:

4o = (Auv + Py | = (8- V)5 = F(@) = (- Vi) Vid

(6.12a) —erﬁH?W(v,e)D at
+ 3 Pu[ (9 Vi) + G050 — 03 Vil + G| 487
n>1
(6.12b) F@) Y@ Vi) + o(diveo),
0
(6.12¢) (-, 0) =7y ][ vo(+, ) d¢,
—h

where ¢, u e (L, #2). To obtain (6.12a) we also used (6.4),

(v-Va)v+w(v)dsv = (V- Vu)T+ (V- Vi)v + (divg?) v

which follows from © = 0 and an integration by parts, and P, 4(v,0) = P, 4(v,0) which follows
from the z3-independent of 7/** (see Assumption 3.5) and the fact that Q[] = Qg[7] is z3-
independent as well (see (3.3)). Here, as above, by L?~local strong solution to (6.12) we understand
that (7, 7) solves (6.12) in its natural integral form, cf. Definition 3.3. Note that divigTy = 0 since
vo € H. Hence, by (6.12a),

(6.13) divgs = 0 a.e. on [0,7) x Q x T?.
Next, we derive a system of SPDEs for v. To this end, we apply the deviation from the vertical
average operator - = - — - in (6.9). Note that Pf — Pf = f — f for all f € L?(O;R?) by (3.3).

Using (6.4), one sees that (v,7) is a L?-local strong solution to

47 = [M — (V- V) — w(v)d57 + E(T,7)

(6.14&) +£7r779+(7TH VH)VHé\ﬁ-ﬁV\HQ‘F]};} dt
+ 37 (60 V)T = G350 + Tl + Gun | 4B
n>1
(6.14D) E@,0) Y (T - Vu)v— (- Vi) + F@),
(6.14c) 7.0 % o*n( / Vi d¢ — vHé),
—h
(6.14d) 3(-,0) = T < vy — .
where F is as in (6.12b) and we used that dsv = d3v. By (6.11a) we also have
(6.15) d3v(-, —h) = O3v(-,0) =0 on T

Before going further, let us note that, by (6.13) we have
w(v) =w(®) ae. on[0,7)xQxO.

The previous identity will be often used in the following without further mentioning it.
Finally, we consider 6. By taking the weighted average operator = = fEh -¢d¢ in the second

equation of (6.9), we have that (57 7) is an L?-local strong solution to

df = [AHﬁ— @ Vi) — (0- Vi)d — R(v,0) + fa} dt

+ 37 [(Wnin - V)0 + 03050 + G| 487

n>1

(6.16a)

0
(6.16b) R(v,0) ‘Lef][ [— O divy + edivHac} ac,
h
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(6.16¢) 4+ h0(-,0) — 6(-, =),
(6.16d) 6(-,0) =8, < ’ 0o(-, ¢) ¢dC.

J—h
where we used that 1}, 12 are z3-independent by Assumption 3.5, the identity (6.6) and

820 = h=1[0(-,0) — 0(-,—h)] on T2, since  50(-, —h) = 0 on T2.

6.2. Preparation of the proof of Lemma 6.1. In this subsection we prepare the proof of
Lemma 6.1. To this end, let (fy, fo,gv,90) be as in (6.10c)-(6.10f). As remarked below (6.10),
such terms can be estimated by using Lemma 5.1. More precisely, let

def
Ly = [+ [lo()[[72 + 10(0)]174]

(6.17) L (o ONZ + 1oL + o1z e2) + 9011 62))
2
+ (@ + 10®)15e + |+ 10ONIVODI[ )]
By (3.20), Assumptions 3.1(3)—(7) and (3.5) (see also (6.20)—(6.21) below), there exists K > 1
independent of (v, p) such that, a.s. for all ¢ € [0, 7),
= 2

Le < KL+ oz + 10@)1174) (1 + E0)* + @7 + 101176 + (|1 + 0@ VO] .2)-
Hence, by the Chebyshev inequality, Lemma 5.1 and (5.1) with 7 = 1/2, we have

AT =2 4 4
(6.18) P(/ Lyds>7) Sr Lt BlEleo.r) + Bllvolliy + B0l v 1,
0 log(7)
where the implicit constant on RHS(6.18) is independent of (v, o).

We are ready to set-up the proof of Lemma 6.1. Fix T' € (0, 00) and let (7;);>1 be as in (5.3).
Recall that lim;_,o 75 = 7 AT a.s. and (5.4) holds. Let (X;,Y;) and L; be as in Lemma 6.1 and
(6.17), respectively. Finally fix two stopping times (7,£) such that 0 < 7 < ¢ < 7; a.s. for some
j > 1. The aim of this section is to prove the existence of ¢y > 1 independent of (j,7,&,vo, 6p)
such that

~ £ ~
B[ s (54 100 eey)] +B [0+ 100 e
€ln, n

(6.19) < co(1+ E[X,) + El0(n) 74 + EI00)I[: (1))

13
o / Lo(1+ X, +]|6(s)[[24) ds.
n

The presence of [|0]|1, on the RHS(6.19) will prove convenient later, cf. the last comments in
Subsection 6.8.8. However, this terms do not create additional problems as they have been already
estimated in Lemma 5.1.

Next we show the sufficiency of (6.19) for Lemma 6.1 to hold. Let X X, + 16()||74 By
adding the estimates (5.5) and (6.19), we can apply the stochastic Gronwall lemma of [AV22a,
Lemma A.1] with (X,Y] f, ¢o) replaced by (X',Y, L,2¢). Since X; < X7, the previous mentioned
Grownall lemma implies, for all R,y > 1,

TAT

TNAT;
i 8 R
P( sup X+ / stszv)sﬂegcoRuw[Xo]+E||eo||‘z4>+P(/ Lyds> )
te|

0,7AT;] 0 0 0 Co

880 c O —_
< (768 oF 4 @) (1+E|El720.7) + Ellvoll 7 + Ell6oll31)

where in the last step we used (6.18) and E[Xo] + E|[|6o[7: < 14 E|vol|%: + E||6o]|3:. Choosing

~

R = %log(%) for v > 1 large and letting j — oo, one can readily check that the above

estimate yields (6.2).
The remaining part of this section is devoted to the proof of (6.19) where (7, £) are two stopping
times such that 0 < n < & < 7; a.s. for some j > 1 and T € (0,00) is also fixed. The proof of
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(6.19) requires a long preparation which will be the scope of Subsections 6.3-6.11. The proof of
(6.19) is postponed to Subsection 6.12. Before starting into the proof of the estimates, we collect
some facts which will be used frequently. Firstly, by Assumption 3.1(5) and 3.5 as well as the
Sobolev embedding H'2+9(T?; £2) < L>(T%; £?) we have, a.s. for all t € Ry,

(6.20) 1050 (t, )| e (r2,02) Sars 1 for all j € {1,2} and k € {0, 1},
(6.21) |77 (t, )| poe (72) Sme 1 for all j € {1,2}.
Secondly, we recall the following standard interpolation inequalities:
1/2 1/2
(6.22) I llzacry S A1 oty 12 ey for f € H'(T?),
(6.23) 1150 S IAIE20 17142 o), for f € H'(0).
To prove (6.19) we also use (small) parameters ¢;,d; € (0,00), where ¢ € {1,...,9}, which will

be used to absorb energy terms on the LHS of the corresponding estimate. The parameter §; is
chosen in the i—th subsection among Subsections 6.3-6.11 and the ¢;’s are chosen in Subsection
6.12. Finally, to economize the notation, we do not display the dependence of the constants on 7'

6.3. Estimate for sup, ||9||g: and [[9]|p252. In this subsection we prove that

€
B[ s [50) o) + B | Il ds < 3 (14 BIF o
n

ten,

3 13
(6.24) +E/ LS\|5||§,1(T2)C13+E/ HWHWH!;dHE/ V50|72 ds
n n n

13 &
+E/ ||va39|\2Lst+E/ ||9\|§{2<T2)ds),
n n

where C is a constant independent of (7,7, &, vo, o).
The estimate (6.24) follows as the one in [AHHS22, Lemma 5.3, Step 1] with minor modifi-

cations. The only additional term comes from the presence of anVH§ in the stochastic part of
(6.12a). To estimate the latter, note that (recall that (M,d) are as in Assumption 3.1),

£ . I
E / 1Ll ds Sars B / 101122z ds
n
& (6.21)
B / 730Vl 2 ds s B / IV056]12. ds,
n
£ (6.20)
/ (0 oD [2s ey ds Sarn B / 10112272, ds.
n

Using the above, the estimate (6.24) follows from as the one in [AHHS22, Lemma 5.3, Step 1]
adding also the term E fi(||9||§{2(1r2) + ||[V850]2,) ds on the RHS of the corresponding estimate.

6.4. Estimate for sup, Hé\”Hi and ||§||L§H§ . The aim of this subsection is to prove the following
estimate: '

£
E[ sup 100 om] + B [ 180 ds
te[n,g] n

R ¢ R 3 _ 2
(6.25) g02(1+E||9(n)||§,l(T2)ds+E/ LS(1+H9||§{1(T2))ds+E/ [@ival| , as
n n

3 2 3 2 3
+E/ [Iwaal| ds+E/ [Ivatel] ds+E/ 19563 ds),
n L2 n L2 n

where C5 is a constant independent of (j,7,&, v, 6p) and Ly is as in (6.17).
As in Subsection 6.3, the proof of (6.25) follows the line of [AHHS22, Lemma 5.3, Step 1].

Recall that 8 satisfies (6.16). Next, let us denote by SMR3(0,T") the set of couple of operators
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having maximal L?-regularity on a time interval (0,7") on given spaces (X, X1), see Lemma 4.1
and [AV22b, Section 3] for the notation and examples. By repeating the arguments in Lemma
4.1, one sees that (—Am, (Vo1 - V)n>1) € SMRS(0,T) with Xo = L*(T?) and X; = H*(T?) (see
also [AV21a] for the LP-setting). Thus, by [AV22b, Proposition 3.10] and (6.16), there exists C
independent of (j,7,&,vg, 0p) such that

(6:26)  E[ sup [0(0)l31zn)] +E / 18(8) 322y ds < C BN 3 oy + Y T
ten, €] 1<5<5
where
def ¢ = — a2 ~ def 3 . ~12
IR / |G VBlI2s s, ds, iR / 1@ )12 s, ds,
n n
def o, [© ) S def ¢ 2 2
LEE IR (v, 0)[172 12y ds, Iy = E [ (51 72m2) + 190l 7 (r2e2)) ds
n

5 —
Lag / | (630500113 ) ds.

Let us estimate each term separately. Note that
. =R 13 ~ 2 2 2
L+T; % E/ (lzvell| , + [enval] , +|{1enval ,)as
" L2 L2 L2

Moreover, applying (6.22) twice,
~ 3 ~
B <B [ ol VO ds
n
§ ~ ~
S E/ %1l 2 (r2) 12| 22 (02 [10]] £ (72) 0| 722 (72 A

G Wl 0 ey 5+ 5 [ 1003

where C is as in (6.26), and Cj is a constant independent of (vg, 0o, 7,¢, 7). Finally, from (5.2)
and Remark 3.2, we have

~ 3 . 3 13
I, < E/ Lsds and Is <y E/ L,ds —|—E/ IVO50]| L2 ds.
n n n

Putting together the previous estimate, one sees that there exists a constant Co independent of
(vo,00,1m,&,j) for which (6.25) holds.

6.5. Estimate for sup, [|0sv][z2 and ||O5v[[2p1. The aim of this subsection is to prove the
following estimate: For all e3 € (0, c0),

4
E[ sup [s0(®li] + B [ 190003 ds
n

t€[n.€]

(6:27) <0y Blagls + 8 [ w1, as)
n £

3 13
+C’37€3E/ LS(1+\|53U\|§2)(13+53E/ 195 V02 ds,
n n

where C3,C5., are constants independent of (j,7,&,v0,6p) and Cs is also independent of e3.
Finally, Lg is as in (6.17).

As before, here we follow the arguments Step 2 of [AHHS22, Lemma 5.3] with minor modifica-
tions. For notational convenience, as in the previous mentioned reference, we set vs def O3v. The
estimate (6.27) follows almost verbatim as in [AHHS22, Lemma 5.3, Step 2] up to considering
the additional term coming from L, 6dt and Y, -, 0 [, VuO(-,¢)d(dS} in (6.9a) in the Ito
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formula for v +— ||@3v[|2,. Let us begin by noticing that, the o, ~contribution does not provide
any additional problem as (recall that o, is z3—independent by Assumption 3.5)

2
SE //‘as /vHo )dd]| dzdssE/ ||v9||§2ds,§E/ L.ds.
n

n>1 n

To estimate the contribution of £ .6 d¢, note that, in the It6 formula for v — ||@3v[|%, it gives
rise to the term E ff R ds where

RY / P(L 0]050s da.
o
Recall that 93P f = 03 f by (3.3). Integrating by parts and using (6.11a), we have

R:—/ Vul(mu - Vi)b) ~1)3d:177/ T3V 030 - v3 de .
@] o

def def
Ri= Ry=

Note that, integrating by parts in the horizontal variables, for all g > 0,
. (6.21) ) )
‘R1| = ‘/ [(WH . VH)Q]leva dl“ < 50HV113HL2 + CEOHVQ”LQ'
1)

To estimate Ry note that 73 € HY2T9(T2; L2(—h,0)) < L>°(T?; L?(—h,0)) uniformly in R, x
by Assumption 3.1(4). Since H"(O) < L?(T?; H"(—h,0)) < L*(T?% L>(—h,0)) for all r € (3, 1),
by interpolation, one sees that

|Ro| < e3]| V30|72 + 5] Vosl|72 + Cs, ey llvs 2

By using the above estimates for R and choosing ¢3 small enough (independently on (4,7, £, vo, 6o, €3)),
one can check that the arguments in Step 2 of [AHHS22, Lemma 5.3] yield the estimate (6.27).

6.6. Estimate for sup, ||050(|z2 and [|030] ;251 In this subsection we prove that:

€
E[ sup 0a0(0)1:] +E | 0s01Fs ds < Cu(t + Blous(m3 + Elo(r)L:)
n

(6.28) ten 4]

e (E/gL (1+ [0 9|2f)ds+E/£H|9||V5H2 ds)
4 ) s 3V L2 ) L2 )

where C(T4) are constants independent of (3,7, £, vg,0p).

Here the idea is to apply the Itd formula to (see the proof of [AHHS22, Proposition 6.8] for a
similar situation)

def
0 — Fo(0 ) = 1030122 + |00, 0)[[ 2 (g2).-

For notational convenience, we set 05 % 9,0 and 0"’5 def 03((-Vn) AE). Combining a standard ap-
proximation argument (cf. the proof of [AHHS22, Proposmon 6.8]), the It6 formula, the boundary
conditions (6.11b) and integrating by parts, one can check that, a.s. for all ¢ € [0,T7,

(6.29) 165 () 172 + allo™ (2, -, 0) |72 = 103(m) |22 + ll6(n, -, 0)|[7
t
+2/ L E(s)ds + Z / med;(s)ds + M(t)
1<5<3

where E % /. o A00503 dx gives the energy contribution and

[1 dﬁf 2/ f08363 d.’}j, Ig déf —2/ [(’U . VH>9 + w(v)839]8393 d.CC,
O

B ([ foultwn - 908+ 0ug0. |

n>1

dx
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)
T2

dEf QZ/ 1[71 3 / 83[@/% V)0 } + 8399,71)093 dx

n>1

’ 2

03[0 (-, 0) - V), 0)] + Dagiy (-, 0) | dow ),

4 [ (@alt0a(-,0) - VIO 0]+ g (-,0)) (-, 0) dr) BT
(@]

One can readily check that, for all 64 > 0 and a.e. on [, £] X Q,

£ £
(6.30) | g54/ 17652 ds+054/ 1fo12 ds.
n n

In the following we need a slight improvement of (5.2), in particular to bound the boundary
terms in (6.29). To this end, note that, the 1d Sobolev embeddings ensures that |f(zm,0)| <
If (zr, M /24 (—p oy for all zg € T? for all » > 0, with implicit constant independent of .
Hence, by integrating over xg € T2, we have

(6.31) 1Ol 2y S |2 = 1 @, s noy|

L2(T2)

In particular the second term on the LHS(6.29) is lower order compared to [|02°°(t)|| > and we do
not need to estimate it further. The same also applies for the second term on the RHS(6.29) for
which we can use that (6.31) implies ||0(7, -, 0)|z2(r2) S |0(n)]|z2 + [|030(n)][ 2.

The estimates of the remaining terms are worked out in the following subsections. The proof of
(6.28) is given in Subsection 6.6.4 below. In the following 4,94 € (0,00) are positive parameters
which will be chosen in Subsections 6.12 and 6.6.4, repsectively.

6.6.1. Estimate of E. Since § € HZ, by standard approximation argument we may assume that
0 € C3(0) and satisfies (6.11b). Note that, integrating by parts,

E:a/ (AG(-,0))8(-,0) dxH+/ Ab305 da
T2 O
:a/ (AG(-,0))0(-,0) days + [ Ds05(-,0)85(-,0) dfo/ V652 dz
T2 T2 O
(G'Sb)a/ (A6(-,0))8(-,0) dzyy —043/ |9(-,0)|2dzH7/ IV65)2 da.
T2 T2 O

def def
€o = €1 =

The last term on the RHS of the previous equality gives rise to the second term on the LHS(6.28).
To conclude, we show that (eg, e1) are lower-order compared to such term, i.e. for all € > 0

(6.32) leol + lex| < el VOs[7 + Cclfs]17--

Note that (5.2) already implies that e; is lower order. To estimate e, note that, by (6.11b) and
integrating by parts,

(6.33) / V(- 0)[2 das — o / 10(-, 02 das.
Due to (5.2), it is clear that the second term on RHS(6.33) is lower order. The same also holds for

the first term as one can readily check by applying (6.31) and a standard interpolation argument.

6.6.2. Estimate of I. For notational convenience, as above, we set u def (v,w(v)). Note that,

integrating by parts and using (6.11b), we have, a.e. on Q x [n, ],

12:/TQ(U(-,O)-VH)G(-,O)G(-,O)dxH—/[(u3~V)0}03dx—/[(u-V)Hg]f)gdx

o o
= / (v(-,0) - Vi)0(-,0)0(-,0) dey —/ [(us - V)0]03 dx
T2 0

def , def
= L=

bo
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where the last equality follows from Lemma 5.2 and an approximation argument. Next we rewrite
I),. To this end, note that uz = (v3, —divgv). Hence, using an integration by parts and divug = 0,
we have, a.e. on [, &] x £,

I = _/1r2 divgo(-,0)0(-,0)05(-,0) deg — /O 0](ug - V)03 dz

(6'1:1b)a/ divHv(-,0)|9(~,0)\2dxH—/ 0l(us - V)0s] da .
'H‘Q (@)

def
1o 1€
by = 12 =

Finally, since divgv = divgv and v3 = vz, we have, a.e. on [, £] x €,

=-3 / W 0(0,05) da + / (divid) 0 (9s8s) da.
(@) (@]

1<5<2
Therefore, by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we have, for all 64 > 0 and a.e. on [, £] x €,

| < /O V11611V 85| da < 4] V03125 + Ca ||| V71161

It remains to estimate the boundary terms (bg,b1). Recall that L is as in (6.17). We claim that,
a.e. on [n,&] x

(6.34) [bo| + [b1| < L.
We prove the latter fact for by, for the bj—term the proof is analogue. To this end, note that

|b0| ~ ’A2(v(’0> ' VH)[9(70)2] dog| < ”v('VO)HH%(Tz;Rz)HVHQ('?0)2||H7%(T2;R2)

(5.2)
< GO [P 7 TIPS Py 2 P

Since 60212, S 16|74 + [1|0]|VO]||22, we have |by| < L as desired. Thus (6.34) is proved.

6.6.3. Estimate of I3. The Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, (5.2) and standard interpolation argu-
ments show that, a.e. on [1,£] x €,

[I3] < (1+54)Z/O|(1/Jn'V)93|2d9?+064/02 (IVYnl?103]> + [V go.n?) dz

n>1 n>1
< v(l+04) /O VO3 da + Cs, (Il () nz1llmrsvs@) 1031 + 1V g0l 31 e2))

where in the last inequality we used Assumption 3.1(2) and r € (1,6) satisfies ﬁ +1i=1
Recall that [|(¢n)n>1| gr1.5+5(2) < M, by Assumption 3.1(3). Since H?(O) < L"(0) for some
6 € (0,1), by standard interpolation theory, we have a.e. on [n, ] x

] < (1 +280) [ (982 do+ Coy (106l + 90l
(@]
6.6.4. Estimate of the martingale M and proof of (6.28). Taking expectations in (6.29) witht = T,

choosing ¢4 > 0 sufficiently small (independently of (4,7, £, vo,80)), and using that E[M(T)] = 0,
one has

3
(6.39 E [ V82 ds < ci(1+ BIos(nI32)
n

e ¢ ,
+C4(E/ H|Vv||0|||L2ds+E/ Lo(L+[15]3) ds),
n n

where ¢4 is a constant independent of (4,7, &, vo, 0o).
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Arguing as in Step 2 of Lemma 5.1, the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Assumption
3.1(3) readily yield, for some C > 0 independent of (j,n, &, vo, 6),

1 13
E[ sup 3] < JB[ sup [6a(5)3a] +CB [ (IV0IE: + 161 + lguls o)) ds
te[n,€] s€(n,€] n

(6.35) 1 ) )
< 5B s 10a(s) ] + CO+ Bla3e)
s€[n,

3
12
+ CE/ V316112 + £o(1 + 116532 ds
n
Now (6.28) follows by taking E[sup,cp, ¢ | - [] in (6.29) and using the above estimates.

6.7. Estimate for sup, ||[0],4 and ||[3]|V7| ||L2L2 . In this subsection we prove the following esti-
x t e
mate: For all g5 € (0, 00),

E[ sup [[5(t)]4:] +E / 5

2
[#IV5|[, ds < Cs. (1 + EJ5)[14)
ten,€] L

13 2 £
(6.36) +C5E/ H|5||VH@|HL2ds+C5765E/ Ly(1+|[3]4.) ds
n n

13 ~
e / (1050]1%: + 1911%2) ds,
n

where Cj5,Cs ., are constants independent of (j,7,&,v0,6p) and Cs is also independent of 5.
Finally, Ly is as in (6.17).

As in Subsections 6.3 and 6.5, here we can follow the proof of [AHHS22, Lemma 5.3, Step 4].
More precisely, following [AHHS22] we apply the It6 formula to ¥ — ||0]|7.. Comparing (6.12)

with [AHHS22, eq. (5.23)], we have the following additional terms (£, 60 + Zﬂ,,ﬁf F@?V\HF)) ds
and ) -, T,0dB;. Here, we content ourself to provide a suitable estimate for the It6 corrections
related to the 7,—term when applying the It6 formula to v — [|0]|74, i.e., the term

3
(6.37) E / / S (02170 dads.
n JO >
The contributions related to the terms in the deterministic part can be estimated similarly, noticing

that, by (6.10a), L 0 = (7 - Vu)©O + Ry where

0
Ry < [ 00V 0( 014G

To estimate the quantity in (6.37), note that, a.e. on Q x [0,7),

> [emora < ([ aeor] [ ool [ e a)

n>1
< / [0]2|VuO|? dx + / |5\2|VH§|2 dx.
o o
The second term on the RHS of the previous can be further estimated as follows:
Il e < 15 97

< 1911741011y 2.4 (2
(6.22) N N
S 101211601 1 r2) 161l 122 2y

Sn UL 012 10 2 z2) < 5110172 (p2) + Ce LIPN L4,
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where L is as in (6.17). With the above estimates available, one can check that the estimate
[AHHS22, eq. (5.54)] extends to (6.14) and one gets (6.36).

6.8. Estimate for |[[0][V0|| 2.2 and [[|0]|V0]||f2z2. The aim of this subsection is to prove the
following estimate: For all g € (0, 00),

3 2 3 2
(6.38) E/ [l , ds+E/ [101931)[ , ds < Co.cq (1 + BN + BITm)IL)
n n

13
< OB / Le(1+ [l + [6]144) ds
n

3
~ ~112 _ N
+ EGE/ |:H|’U|2‘V’U|HL2 + ||’IJH12112(']1~2) + ||9H%{2('1T2) + ||83V’U||%2 + H63V9||%2:| ds
n

£
+ C6E/ 1611V0][|;. s
n

where Cg,Cs, are constants independent of (j,7,&,v0,6p) and Cg is also independent of eg.
Finally, L is as in (6.17).

To prove (6.38), we apply the It formula to the functional (v,60) — H|T)||0|Hi2 To this end,
recall that v and 6 satisfy the SPDEs (6.14) and (6.9b), respectively. Moreover, we let

<oV ng) and v (v A

Applying the It formula to (v,6) — H\9|2|”17|2H2L2 we have, a.s. for all t € Ry,

(6.39) [107€ ()27 @)12]) 2, = (1012 a(m) 2 |2
t
+ Z / 1.602,(s) ds + N,
1<5<a?0

where N is a L'(Q)-martingale, such that E[N;] =0 for all 0 <t < T, and

% / (625 - AT + [720A0) da,
(@)

T %o / (0°7- (fo + F(@)) + [01°0 o) d,

(@)
I3 2 [ 025 (00 -+ (ra - Vi)l + 7005 Va0 dads
(@)

gy —2/ %0 (- Vi)7] du,
o
Js dgfz/ D214 - V)8 + go..)? da,
n>1 o
Jo d;f/ 1017 (dn - V)T — 63050 + T (0) + grol? da,
o

def

5223 [ 0106900+ g0, (60 - V) = 52050 + To0) + g o

n>1

and we used that, a.e. on [0,7) x Q,
/ (15P0[( - V)6 + 1075 - [(@ - Var)3] ) da =0,
o

/O (i5P0[@- v)0) + 1075 - (@ V)2 ) de = 0,

where & = (U, w(?v)) and w(?) is as in (3.9). The above follows from Lemma 5.2, (6.13) and a
standard approximation argument. Let us remark that the application of the Itd formula in (6.39)
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requires an approximation argument similar to the one used in Step 3 of [AHHS22, Lemma 5.3].
To avoid repetitions, we omit the details.
7

For the reader’s convenience, we collect the estimates of (J;){_, in the following subsections.

The proof of (6.38) will be given in Subsection 6.8.8. Below &g, dg € (0, 00) are positive parameters
which will be chosen in Subsections 6.12 and 6.8.8, repsectively.

6.8.1. Estimate of Jy. Integrating by parts and using the boundary conditions (3.2), we have

/G%-Aadx:—/ 0*|Vo)Pde —2 > /eaiajaiajedx
O (@] O

1<i,j<3
and

/ |'17|29A9 dz = -« /2 |§(~,:CH,0)|2|9(~,:UH,0)|2 dzg
o T

f/ BPVOPdr -2 ) /eﬁiaﬁajedx.
(@] (@]

1<i,j<3

By the boundedness of the trace operator (5.2), for any r € (%, 1),
~ ~ ~an2(1—=7) |~ r
/T [0 2, 0) P10 2m, 0 dew <, [[58]15,- <0 10172 26113,
S 0138 (1613 + [ [9ePlofdo+ [ (98P ds)
@] o
< Cr5[100]72 +56</ |V'17|2|0|2dx+/ |v|2|V9|2dx>
@] @]

< Crss (101174 + 16124) +56(/ |V5|2|0|2dx+/ |'17|2\V0|2dx).
o o

By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

3 ’/ eaiaﬁ‘ajedx)g%/ |'17|2|V'17|2dx+056/ 10]2|V6)? da.
O O O

1<4,5<3

Summarizing the previous estimates, we have, a.e. on [0,7) x €,
i < —(2—56)(/ 02\V5|2dx—|—/ 5P 1v0[2 d)
o O
o [ TPIVIP A+ Cogig (L + [Tl + ]20)
O

where we have also used that [, |0*|V0|*ds < L by (6.17).
6.8.2. Estimate of Jo. Let us write Jy = Jo 1 + Jo2 where

o dzefQ/ 6% (fo + F(@))dz and  Jos défz/ 520 f, da.
(@] O

To estimate such terms, observe that

(6.23)
(6.40) 130 = 11 < BRI (NP2 + o))
o _ Y2
ol 2 P ]

Thus, since || F(@)||r2 < |||5||V17|||L2 due to (6.12b), we have, a.e. on [n,&] x €,
ol S 1620 ol e (1ol 22 + I F@)z2)
~ ~n1/21 1~ 1~ 111/4 ~) [
S 10135 (17010 + 1B IV A1) (1ollez + [1911931]] )

~ ~1112 ~
< e[5> + Cegll fullZ + CealOllZs (1 + [[71174)

where in the last step we applied the Young inequality twice.
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Similarly, we can estimate J; 2. Indeed, a.e. on [n,&] x Q,

| T2.2] S foll 2 1171 s 10]] e
= [l foll 2171126 10| o

~ ~ 112 ~
< 6| BlIVO[| 2 + CeollfollZ2 + Ceg (1 + 101176) (1 + [T 14),

where in the last step we applied the Young’s inequality twice again.
6.8.3. Estimate of J3. Let us decompose J3 as J3 = J3 1 + J3 2 + J3 3 where
.]3 1 = 925 [(WH . VH)VH@] dJJ,
Joa ™ [ 05 ([ #%.00:9u8( ¢ dC) do
—h
Jay & / 627 - (my - Vi)Vl dz,
o
def 2~ 39 o 9
J3,4 = 0°v - 83VH9 dz.
o
We begin by looking at Js ;. Integrating by parts, we have, a.e. on [, ] x €,
s g/ V] 62 3] |Vi©)] dr
o
+/ 0] |VE0| |7 |[VaO| dz +/ 02| Vio| |[VuO| dz.
o o
By Cauchy—Schwartz inequality and Assumption 3.1(4),
T 56(/ 32762 de +/ 312732 de)
o o
+Cay [ 1BPIVHOP do + Csy(1+6]50)(1 + T10)
o

Similarly, one can readily check that, a.e. on [n, ] x Q,

3 |J3,j\g56(/0|m2|v9|2dx+/om?\vaﬁdx)

2<j<4

+e6(105VOlIZz + 10sV0llZs + 10132 12)) + Cop.eo (L + 10116) (1 + [17]]74)-

6.8.4. Estimate of J4. The Holder inequality and the embedding H* < LS yield, a.e. on [n, ] x Q,

[al S 162 [ all 01| 2 [ Vel 2o re)

SNONZe 1Bl l1T] 2 r2) < e6llTlF> + Cea 1Ol 70 1PN 74

6.8.5. Estimate of J5. We begin by noticing that, for all ¢g € (0,00) and a.e. on [0,7) x Q,

Js

(4) "

2 (u+56)/ |U|2‘V9|2d33+056/ 16]|g0% da
(@) O

(i) _

< v+ b) /O [B2IV[ A + o, 101124196 131 e

where in (i) we used Assumption 3.1(2) and in (i) that H*(¢2) — L*(¢?).
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6.8.6. Estimate of Js. To begin, note that, a.e. on [0,7) X £,

o < v+30) [ 107V do
(@]
2 2 2 21739 .12
+ oy (1013l sy + 101701, + 3 [ 102370008 ).
n>1

Next we estimate the last term on the RHS of the previous inequality. To this end, note that
|¢3 D3v]? is r3—independent. Therefore,

S [ 10P D P do S 1013y S 900 e

n>1 n>1

S 0172 n0;n0y [(@3030) a1 [l L2 (r2i2) [ (D2 030) 1 [l 1 (2102

(@)

S N0 Zallvll s (vl + [V 050]| 2)

< Ceg (L+ 1011 24) (1 + [[0]1 ) + 26/ VOsv] 72,
where in (i) we used (6.22), the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and ¢?(L?) = L?(¢?). Finally, (i)
follows from (¢ )n>1|l £ (r2) Sar 1 as commented in Remark 3.2.

6.8.7. Estimate of J;. By Chauchy—Schwartz inequality, we have

il <203 [ [3F](6n - )7 - G0 + Tal6) + gl do
o

n>1

0, Y /O 10(thn - V)0 + g0l de

n>1

< 66/ (BRIVH2 + [Vl + [52VO[?) dx
O

2 -
+ Gy (1161196112, + 1512490 2 oy + 10190 s )
where in the last inequality we used that [|(¢%)n>1| £ (e2) Sar 1.

6.8.8. Proof of (6.38). Recall that v < 2 by Assumption 3.1(2). Due to the estimates of Subsection

6.8.1-6.8.7 with ¢ sufficiently small and independent of (j,7, £, vo, 6p), the claimed estimate follows

by taking ¢t = T and the expected value on both sides of (6.39) as well as by using E[Np] = 0.
Note that, in contrast to the previous subsections, we do not take E[supte[oﬂ |-|] on both sides

of (6.39). This would eventually give us an estimate for E[sup o()]10(t)]]|%,]. However,
& t€n.€ L

this already follows from the L{°(L2)-estimates for v and @ proven in Subsection 6.7 and Lemma
5.1, respectively.

6.9. Estimate for |||®\|V§|HL2L2 and |||5||VH®|HL2L2. The aim of this subsection is to prove
the following estimate: For all e7 € (0, 00),

13 2 13
(6.41) E/ H|@||w|H ds+E/
n L2 n
€ _ 2 £ _ 2 IS
+57(E/ | @i1ve 2ds+E/ Il 2ds+E/ 18132 s
n L n L n

3 2 13 13
+57(E/ w3 ds+E/ V0502 ds+E/ V0501132 ds)
n L2 n n
13

2
3lIVaOl| , ds < Crey (L+EN0m)]fs + BT

4 B / Lo(1+ |3l + [60]1%2) ds
n
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3 2
+c7,57E/ llelvuel|  as,
n L2

where C7,Cr ., are constants independent of (j,7,&,vo,6p) and C7 is also independent of e7.
Finally, L is as in (6.17).
Here the idea is to apply the It6 formula to the functional

(6.42) @.0)~ [l /_'he <|‘

£2(0)

Recall that © = ffh 0(-,¢)d¢, see (6.8). In the following result we show cancellation properties
involving convective term, which will be useful in the application of such formula.

Lemma 6.3 (Cancellation). Let v € C*®(O;R?) and set w(v) = — [, divgv(-,¢)d¢, u =
(v,w(v)). Then, for all § € C>~(0),

/092 (w- Vo dx+/|v|@ [ (u-V)GdQ)dx

/|v| 0 / (v- VH)GdC—(%VH)@—i-/‘ divHvadg] da

(6.43)

where © = [*, 6(-,¢) d¢, see (6.8).
The key point is that in the RHS(6.43) the vertical component w(v) of u does not appear.
Proof of Lemma 6.3. Since [w(v)](-, —h) = 0 on T?,

/‘ w(v)agﬁdC:w(v)G—i—/' divgv 6d¢
_h _h
= 050 — di 6d
w(v)0s /_h ivgv 6d¢
=(u-V)O - (v'VH)®+/ divygv 0 d¢.
—h

Hence (6.43) follows by using that [, [[v[*©(u-V)O+|0[?v- (u-V)v] dz =0, cf. Lemma 5.2. O

Next we apply the the It6’s formula to the functional in (6.42). As in Subsection 6.8, a standard
approximation argument shows that

(6.44) o™ @) 2™, = [lomPem? ;-
+ Z / n&]KQJ dS+M
1<5<7

where N is a L'(Q)-martingale, such that E[N;] = 0 for all 0 < ¢ < T, and
def

K, =2 0%y - AT + [v]*© | Ae( ¢)d¢) de,
A )

def/‘ ‘2 / 7. VH)9dC—@'VH)@+/. divHﬂedC} dz
—h

Ky /O (6% (fu + F @) + 720 / o0 dc) d

K, difQ/ @2~ Lme+(m VH)9+7TI353V\H€> dzds

Ly / 0% - [(7- Vir)7] da
Ko d“Z LEP([ 1600 9166,0) + g0 (,0)] a€) " do

n>1
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def -39 .. — 2
K7 \®| (@ - V)V = 62,030 + Ta(0) + gno|” da,

Kq dif22 Lo([ 1091060+ (0] )

n>1

- [(pn - V)T — ¢3,050 + Tn(0) + gne] da,
where we used Lemma 6.3 with (v, #) replaced by (v,0), and by Lemma 5.2,

/O [@25- [(@~VHm+|5\2@<[h(@.vH)9dc)} de
_ / 0% - (T Vi)7] + 7207 - Vi)© dz = 0.

As before, we collect the estimates of (K ); ; in the following subsections. The estimates of

Below ¢,¢0 € (0,00) are positive parameters which will be chosen in Subsections 6.12 and 6.8.8,
repsectively.

6.9.1. Estimate of K. Integrating by parts, we have, a.e. on [n,¢] x Q,

/@AU vdx——2/®2|Vv|2dx—2 Z /@8@1}3803@6

1<4,5<3
and by (6.11b),

/|v| o [ 8-, ¢) d¢ dz:/ |a;|2@AH@dx+/ 5120040 du

:_2/ 0*|VeO de -2 ) /@VH@ VHWN]dx—i—/ [0]°0030 dx.

1<5<3

Hence, a.e. on [n,£] x Q,
Ki < —2/ (©2|V3[2 + [6?|VyO) dx
(@)
+57/ (B[22 + 95 V6P?) da
(@)
([ OVHOP Azt (L 0150)(1 + [T12)).
O
6.9.2. Estimate of Ko. We write Ko = Ko 1 + Ko 2 + K2 3 where
K™ [ e [ @ viodc) s,
O —h
e s
O
K déf/ |a7|2@(/ divi@ 0.d¢) d.
O —h
Note that, a.e. on [n,&] x Q,
| [ e[ @ vwedc) de| u |l 1]l G- Vil
~ 2 ~ 2
< er||[[0IVO||| 7> + Ce, |10 || s 1161176

(4) _ 2 e 112 ~
< er||BIIVO|[» + er|[I]IV]| > + Cer (1 + [16]170) 1D 74
where in (i) we used (6.40). With similar arguments, we have

Koz < eq||[0]|VeOl||22 + &2 || |51 V3]||2 + Cer (1 + 18] 461524,
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Ko < &7 ||IVal10]||20 + e ||[011V3]]|22 + Cer (14 0]/ 461524

Putting together the estimates of (K3 ;)3_,, one sees that E f: K5 ds is bounded by the RHS(6.41).

6.9.3. Proof of (6.41). One can readily check that the terms (E fng K;ds)%_, appearing in (6.41)
can be estimated by the RHS(6.41) by sligthty modifying the arguments of Subsection 6.8. Now
(6.41) follows the estimates of (E fnf K; ds)8_, by taking the expected value in (6.44).

6.10. Estimate for || 10]|VuO| Hi?H . The aim of this subsection is to prove the following estimate:
For all eg € (0, 00),

3 2
645 B [ [lo1vuel], ds < Cuey 0+ BIOGIL)
n

3
+ B [ LlL+ 01+ [P11E:) ds
n

¢
+€8(E/
n

where Cg, Cs o, are constants independent of (j,7, &, vo,60) and Cs is also independent of e7. As
above, L is as in (6.17).

As before, to prove the main estimate, the idea is to apply the Itd6 formula to a particular
function. Here we employ the following

(6.46) 9H/O\9|2|/_'h9(-,<)dg|2dx.

The proof of (6.45) essentially follows the line of Subsections 6.8 and 6.9 with the exception of
using the functional (6.46) instead of the one used there. Here we content ourself in estimating
the term appearing in the corresponding It6 formula involving the convection term, i.e.

2 3 2 £ 2
o2 vl ds+E/ IGEE ds+E/ [Ivaeel] as),
L2 n L2 n L2

def

QL (@29(6~V)9+02@([h[(ﬂ-V)@] ac) ) da.

(@]

Here, as above, & = (v, w(?)). Note that the analogue term with « replaced by w = (v, 0) vanishes
due to Lemma 5.2. Repeating the argument in Lemma 6.3, we have

Q:/O|9|2@(/;h(5‘VH)9dCf(5~VH)®+/VhdivH56’dC) dz.

Hence
Q < es(I[vPIVollZ= + 11013 VuOlllZz + IIV16]1172) + Ce 1017 1O]]|7--

It remains to estimate the last term in the previous inequality. Note that, using the Holder
inequality with exponents (3,6), we have

Her*1elliz: < 10lzsl©l117s <n 101%s-
Since [|6]|3s < L by (6.17), one sees that Ef: Q ds can be estimated by the RHS(6.45).

6.11. Estimate for ||©[|Vu®©|[|L212. The aim of this subsection is to prove the following esti-
mate: For all eg € (0, 00),

3 2
(6.47) E/ H|®||VH@|HL2 ds < Coc, (L+ E[0(n)|14)
n

13
+@@§/mu+wm+wmms
n

13 2 13 2 13 2
+59(E/ H|’17|2|V9|HL2ds+E/ H|5|2|VH9|HL2ds+E/ [ivrial]| , as)
n n n
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where Cy,Cy ., are constants independent of (j,7,&,vo,6p) and Cy is also independent of eg.
Finally, Ls is as in (6.17).

Here we apply the It6 formula to the functional 6 — H ffh 0(-,¢) dCH;. As in Subsection 6.10,
we content ourself to estimate the term coming from the convective term:

Qo d:ef/ @3(/‘ (@ V)0dC) da
O —h
=/(9@3[([h(%-V)edg) —(5~VH)@+/4hdivH59dC} da.

where the last equality follows from the argument of Lemma 6.3. Hence, as in the previous
subsection, one can readily check that E fng Qo ds can be estimated by the RHS(6.47).

6.12. Proof of Lemma 6.1. Here we conclude the proof of Lemma 6.1 using the estimates
proven in Subsections 6.3-6.11. As explained in Subsection 6.2, it remains to prove (6.19) with ¢
is independent of (4,7, &, vg, p). Now the idea is to multiply the estimates of Subsections 6.3-6.11
by suitable positive constants («;)?_; and then sum up the resulting estimates. Then we choose
a;’s such that the latter estimate is equivalent to (6.19).

To highlight the core of the argument we denote the quantities appearing in the estimates of
Subsections 6.3-6.11 as follows:

3
=% Y [ e [ ol as
n

1<i<9

défE/5 161132 ds, d=efE/’E 1V50]|2. ds,

n n

defE/£ [V56]3 ds, defEf
n n

@ [ (el o, )on. B2 [ (Jprsaoi, « orve?)o

defE/:H|o||vH@|H; ds, @‘ME/: H|®\|VH@|H; ds,

3
def Y def Y
SE [ L1+ X+ O s, £ 1+ BX + B0 57 + BN L
n

where X; is as in Lemma 6.1. Comparing the estimates of Subsections 6.3—6.11 and (6.19), one
sees that the energy terms |i|for ¢ € {1,...,9} are the one we would like to adsorb.

It will be proved conveniently later to derive a consequence of (6.41) and (6.47). Indeed, we
would like to have a constant in front of the last term on RHS(6.41) which does not blow-up as
e7 J 0. To this end, using the estimate (6.47) with g = £7/(2(C7,, V1)) in (6.41) with e7 replaced
by €7/2, we get

(6.48) (7] <er(2]+[3]+[4]+[5]+[6]+[7]) + ¢4 .. (1]+[L]),

where C7 . is a constant independent of (j,7,£,vo, 0o).
In the following we apply the estimates of Subsections 6.3-6.7 and 6.10-6.11 as well as (6.48)
with

2
[0]|Vol||  ds,
L2

g;=¢ € (0,00) for all ¢ € {1,...,9}
where ¢ is chosen below. Let (C; ., Ci)J_, be the constants introduced in Subsections 6.3-6.7 and
6.10-6.11 and set
def ‘ / def .
Coe = 1§?§13§¢7 CieVC;. and Cp IS?%ZZﬁ#? C;.
As before, the constants C ., Cy are independent of (3, 7,&, v, 6p) and Cjy is also independent of
€. With the above setting and notation, the estimates of Subsections 6.3-6.7 and 6.10-6.11 as well
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as (6.48) imply:

E [ e I[5(s) ||i,1: +[1]< co(B]+[5) + Coc(I]+[L]) + [x] consequence of (6.24)
ELE% ||§(s)||§,1: +[2] < Co(a]+[6]+[7) + Co(I]+[L]) + x| consequence of (6.26)
E [ s 1850 (s) ||i{ +[3]< cf5]+ Coc(I]+[L)) + =] consequence of (6.27)
E| sup [[2:6(5) 17 +[4] < €8]+ Co. (T]+ [L]) + =], consequence of (6.28)
E[ sup [[i(s)]}:] +[5] < Co7]+ Co. (1] +[L) + 7] consequence of (6.36)

s€[m,¢]

[6] < Co[8]+ Co-(1]+[L]) +*], consequence of (6.38)
< Co () +[L]) +x) consequence of (6.48)
< C’(),E( + ) + ¢ %], consequence of (6.45)
[9]< C’o,s( + ) + ] consequence of (6.47)

In the above estimates, ¢ € (0,00) is a free parameter which will be fixed later. Multiplying the
above estimates by «; € [1,00) and then summing them up, we have:

(6.49) E{ sup Xs} + Z efi]< Cg,sa(Jr) + o] * ],

s€[n.¢] 1<i<9

where we used the definition of X; in Lemma 6.1 and we set o % D 1<i<g Qis

c] = aq, Cy = O,

c3 = az — Coay, ey = ag — Coag,

cs = a5 — Co(aq + as), ce = o — Co(aa + aa),
cr = ar — Copaz + as), cg = ag — Coag,

Cg = (Qg.

Note that the terms | | can be absorbed on the RHS(6.49) as |i | < j for all 1 < < 9.

Next we show that there exists a choice of («;)?_; such that ¢; = 1. To see this, one can split
the argument in several steps as follow:

e Choose vy = ap =1 and ag = 1.

Choose a3 = ay = Cy + 1.
Choose a5 = ag = Co(Cp +2) + 1.
Choose a7 = 00(042 + 065) + 1 and ag = Chag + 1.
With the above choice we have ¢; = 1 and minj<;<gc; > 1. Thus (6.49) yields (6.19) choosing
e = (2Cpa)~ ! and recalling that Cy is independent of (4,7, &, v, 0p).

7. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.2

To prove Proposition 4.2 we collect some useful facts. Let X;,Y; be as in Lemma 6.1. For
notational convenience, we set

def def
Xy = 14 Jlo(s)ll72 + 10(s)]72 + X, and Vs = 1+ [Jo(s) |3+ [10(s) |72 + Y

By Lemmas 5.1 and 6.1, we have, for some constant ¢y r independent of (v, p), for all v > 1,

TAT 1+ E||=|2 + El|vo||4: + E||6oll%,4
(7.1) P( sup Xs+/ Vs ds 27) SCo,T( 1222 0.7)) ol 60l .
s€[0,7AT) 0 IOg IOg(fY)
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Proof of Proposition 4.2. Let (7;);>1 be as in (5.3). As above the estimate is reduced to an
application of the stochastic Gronwall lemma [AV22a, Lemma A.1]. To simplify the notation we
write U = (v,0) and (A, B, F,G) are as in (4.2)-(4.5). Recall that H = H' x H' and V = H% x H3.
We claim that there exists Cy > 0 independent of (vg,8p) such that, for all j > 1 and all stopping
times (7, §) satisfying 0 <n < ¢ <y,

13
(7.2) Estmﬂ%+E/HWM@®
s€[n,€] n

3

< Co[t+ UGG +E [0+ a2+ U] ds]

n

Step 1: Sufficiency of (7.2). Recall that lim;_,o 7 = 7 AT a.s. by (5.3) and U € C([0,7); H)N

L% ([0,7); V) a.s. (recall that (H,V) are as in (3.18)). The stochastic Gronwall lemma [AV22a,
Lemma A.1], (7.1) and the fact that ¢y is independent of (j, Uy) ensure that, for all R,y > 1,

TA\T
P s UGN+ [ UG ds=1)
s€[0,7AT) 0

c c
< (TTeCTR + M) (1+ B[], .12 + EllUGlI%).
Here ¢p is a constant which depends only on (co, ¢o,7). Choosing R = R(v) = é log(
large, one obtain the estimates claimed in Proposition 4.2.

Step 2: Proof of (7.2). Reasoning as in the proof of Proposition 4.3, by Lemma 4.1 and [AV22b,
Proposition 3.9] there exists Cy > 0, independent of Uy, U], such that for all stopping times (7, &)
satisfying 0 <7 < ¢ < T a.s. one has

y
log v

) for

13 6
(73) E sup (UG +B [ UGN ds < Go[BUmIE + 3 1),
s€[n.&] n j=1
where
def ¢ 2 def ¢ 2
L =E/[ |(v-Va)v|i:ds, Iy =E [ [w(v)dsvl7.ds,
n n
def ¢ 2 def ¢ 2
I3 = E/ (v V)87 ds, I, = E/ |lw(v)0s0)||72 ds,
n n
def ¢ 2 def ¢ 2
JARC / 1By (0,0, Vo, VO)|2. ds, I E/ 1Fo (-, 0,0, Vo, VO)||2s ds,
n n
def ¢ 2 def ¢ 2
I = E ”Gv('auve)”Hl(E?) ds, Is = E HGG(',vve)”Hl(ﬁ)ds'
n n

By Assumption 3.1(7) and (3.20) (or, more generally, the condition in Remark 3.12(b)), we have

2:%Sﬂ+ﬂ@@mm+mM@mnm+EWﬁmmmﬂ
5<5<8

13
<14 BIER o +E/ Y. ds.
n

To estimate the remaining terms, let us recall the following useful estimate:

1/2 1/2
(7.4) w(®)[| o (—noszacr2y) Sh 0llz2(—nonacy S vl ol

where the last inequality follows from (6.22). The terms I; and Iy can be estimated as in the
proof of [AHHS22, Proposition 5.1]. The arguments given there shows:

1 £ £
(7.5) hth< o E/ o(s)]%2 ds+C1E/ (14 X2)Vo(1 + [[o(s)[21) ds
0 n n
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where Cy > 1 is as in (7.3) and C is independent of (j,7,&, vg, 6p). However, the above estimate
can also be obtained by (slightly) modifying the argument below where we estimate I3 and 4.
To estimate I3, note that, Is < 2(I3 1 + I52) where

def ¢ — 2 def ¢ ~ 2
L, 9B / @ Vil ds and Lo B [ Va0l ds
n

since v = T + . Note that I35 < Efn5 H|5\|V€|H2L2 ds < Efn§ Vs ds and
a2 s o @ S 2
Lo SB[ 109003 s S B] [ 1) 9003 ds
n 7
13 ) (i) 13
SB[ [ X0 ds] £ B 210 000) i

ggE/ 16(s ||H2ds+CE/ X2(10(s)[| 7 ds,

where in (i) we used the Sobolev embedding H! < L% and in (ii) (6.23). Here C' depends only
on Cy. In particular C is independent of (j,7,&, vg, 0o).
Finally we estimate Iy. The Holder inequality, (6.22) and (7.4) yield

3
Iy < E/ [w () 200 (—y0;z8(72)) 105011 T2, 0,24(72y) ds
n
3
S E/ ol vl 211030 L2 (| 050]| g1 ds

< /||U\|H2d5+02 /wsnv( i s

Hence, for some Cs is independent of (4,7, &, v, 60),

13+14<—E/ (lo(s)12= + 10()132) ds
(7.6)

+02E/ (14 A2)D,(1+ [0(s) 2+ 110() [3) ds.
7
Using the estimates (7.5)-(7.6) in (7.3), one gets (7.2) as desired. O

8. STRATONOVICH FORMULATION

In this section we analyze the case of primitive equations (1.1) where the noise in understood
in the Stratonovich formulation. More precisely, following the reformulation of (1.1) as (3.8) with
~v=m =0 (see also (3.10)), here we consider

dv — Avdt = IP[ — (v Vi)v — w(v)dsv
(8.1a) —Vu [h(ﬂ(~,<)9(~,4))d<+Fv(v,9,Vv,vo)] dt

+ 3 B[00 Vot [ Vo080l oasy

n>1

(8.1b) 40— AGdt = [(v V)0 — w(v)d50 + Fy(v,0, Vo, ve)} dt+ 3" (4 - V)8 0 By
n>1

(8.1c) v(+,0) = v, 6(-,0) = by,

on O ¥ T x (—h,0), where o and P denote the Stratonovich integration and the hydrostatic
Helmholtz projection see e.g. [Gar09] and Subsection 3.1, respectively. As in the previous sections,
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the above problem is complemented with the following boundary conditions
(8.2a) d3v(-, —h) = B3v(-,0) =0 on T?
(8.2b) 030(-,—h) = 030(-,0) + af(-,0) =0 on T.

For the sake of simplicity, in contrast to the previous parts of this manuscript, in (8.1)—(8.2) we
do not consider lower order terms in the stochastic perturbation keeping only the transport and
gradient type terms which are the most relevant from an application point of view. We refer to
[BF20, MRO1, MR04] and Section 2 for physical motivations of the transport noise terms and for
the o,—term, respectively. Last but not least, lower order terms are mathematically easier to deal
with. We the details to the interested reader.

In applications the Strotonovich formulation of the noise is often preferred as it is more close
to numerical simulations due to Wong—Zakai type results [Flal1] and to two scale type arguments
[FP22, DP22] than the It6 one.

As common in SPDEs and as in [AHHS22, Section 8], our approach is to view the Stratonovich
noise in (8.1)—(8.2) as an It6 one plus additional correction terms. Therefore, as announced at
the beginning of Section 3, while rephrasing (8.1)—(8.2) in a system of It6 SPDEs, the terms
O0yp and (7 - V)6 in (3.1c)-(3.1d) will appear naturally. The same also applies for inhomogeneous
viscosity and/or conductivity discussed in Remark 3.11. As we will see below, the term (7- V)6 is a
consequence of the Stratonovich formulation and the temperature dependent turbulent pressures,
cf. (8.7). Instead the term 0,p depends only on the presence of the transport noise in (8.1a).

To study (8.1)—(8.2) we need the following assumptions.

Assumption 8.1. There exist M,§ > 0 for which the following hold.
(1) For all j € {1,2,3} and n > 1, the mappings
Il Ky, 0, QxO = R are Fy @ B(O)-measurable.
(2) a.s. for alln > 1, x = (g, z3) € T2 x (—h,0) = O and j,k € {1,2}
&2 (z),7 (x) and o, (x) are independent of xs.

(3) (Regularity) a.s. for all j,k € {1,2,3} and i € {1,2},

. 1/2 . 1/2

) o TN (S 1060 s 2
H(;|¢n| L3+5(0) + 7;1‘ k¢n| L3+6(0) = s

. 1/2 . 1/2

W) o #0602 ) 2
H(T; |¢n| L3+5(0) + 7;| k¢n| L3+6(0) = s

[5CE ) Lo (r2;22(—n,0)) + 10ik(E, )| L2+s(r2,02(—h0)) < M,
[(on(t, ))n>1ll 22+ (m202y < M.
(4) a.s. for alln > 1 and vy € T?,
6" (xn,0) = ¢*(wn, —h) = 0.

Next under Assumption 8.1 we (formally) rewrite (8.1)—(8.2) in the form (3.8) with suitable
(m,7). To this end, let us recall that, for two stochastic processes (X;,Y;), their joint quadratic
variation at time ¢ is denoted by [X,Y];. By (8.1b), at least formally we have [0, 5"]. = fg (W, -
V)6 ds. Moreover, formally from [Kun97, Thereom 2.3.5, p. 60],

t t 1
[ D005z = [ 045+ S0 V05
0 0

t t
(8.3) - /0 (tn - V)OABE + /O Ly0ds.
where
L0 23 (W D) V)

n>1
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SIS (henor0 + wi@0l)o0).

n>11<i,5<3

The reformulation of the Stratonovich noise in (8.1a) is computationally more involved. To shorten
the notation, similar to Subsection 4.1, we set

T (@) vy / " (an, ) dc
“h

where z = (zy,x3) € T? x (—h,0) = O.
Note that by Assumption 8.1(2) and the linearity of 7, at least formally,

/0 B[(6n - V)0 + T (020)] 0 BT = /O P[(6n - V) + T (0a6)] 8"
(8.4) + %P(((bn V), B7:) +%1P’(j(an[9,6”]t)).

c, & Cpdef

Next we formally compute the corrective terms (C,,Cy). We begin by taking a look at Cy. Recall
that [0, 8"]. = fot(wn -V)fds by (8.1b). Hence, formally,

t
¢ = [ P[7(oalwn - V)0 ds.
0
To compute C, we begin by looking at [v, 7];. To this end, note that, by (8.1a), we formally have
t
[v, "] = / ]P’{(Q% Vv + j(U’n@):| ds.
0

To economize the notation, set Vup, = Q[(¢y, - V)v + J(0,0)]. Thus

(8.5) ¢, = / (60 - V)[(n - V)o]) ds
0
+ / B(6n - V)T (00)) ds — / B[(6n - V)Vachn] ds
Cru,ldéf Cuyzdéf

Next we rewrite the terms (Cy.1,C,2) conveniently. Recall that, due to our notation, ¢, u =
((;5,11)?:1 and that (¢, m,0n) are zg-independent by Assumption 8.1(2). Hence
(¢n : V)j(ano) = (¢n,H : VH)j(Gne) + ¢?LVH(UTL0)
=T [0n(Pn1 - Vi)0] + 65 Vi (0n0).

Finally, we consider C, 2. By (3.3) and the fact that p,’s are x3-independent,

P((¢n - V)Vipn] = P{(¢nyi - Vi) Vabn] = — Y P(Vug},)0ibn).

1<i<2

Hence, putting together the previous identity, we have

Pl(@n- V)o-+ T(0,0)] 0d8 = 2[00 V)0t [ uon(. 0000 €)) ac] a7
(8.6) +P[Lgv + Py(v,0)] dt

B[ [ (7.0 V000 dc+ 5 30 6Va(eno)] dr

n>1
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where L4v o %an((bn V) [(¢n - V)v], Py(v,0) is as in (3.11) with G, ,, = 0 and (7, ) given by

S onwl ) forj e {1,2),

n>1

% Z anwi otherwise,

n>1

Therefore (8.3) and (8.6)—(8.7) show that (8.1) can be (formally) rephrased as (3.12) (in the
reformulation of (3.12)) by choosing (m,7) as in (8.7), F, = 23,5, #3Vu(0,0), Fy =0, G, =
G = 0 and the differential operators (Av, Af) replaced by (Av+Lyv, A0+Ly6). As we commented
in Remark 3.11 the case of inhomogeneous viscosity and/or diffusivity fits in our framework. In
particular, the definition of (global) L*-solution to (3.1)—(3.2) given in Definition 3.3 carries over
to (8.1)—(8.2).

Before we formulate the main result of this section. As in (3.18), we let H = H'(O) x H}(O)
and V = H%(0) x HZ(O), where HZ (0) and HZ(O) are defined in (3.14) and (3.15), respectively.

) 1 .
(8.7) i and 7y, = 5(3@%)2;‘:1-

Theorem 8.2 (Global well-posedness — Stratonovich formulation). Let Assumption 8.1 be satis-
fied. Let (vo,00) € L%, (% H). Then (8.1)~(8.2) has a unique global L?~strong solution (v, ) such
that

(v,0) € C((0,00); H) N Lige([0,00); V) as.
Moreover, the following hold:

o The estimates of Theorem 3.6 hold for the global L*-strong solution (v,0) to (8.1)~(8.2).
o The assigment (vo,0o) — (v,0) is continuous in the sense of Theorem 3.7.

Proof. One can readily check that Assumption 8.1 are stronger than Assumptions 3.1 and 3.5.
For instance the parabolicity assumption of Assumption 3.1(2) (see Remark 3.11 for the case of
inhomogeneous viscosity and/or conductivity) are automatically satisfied. Moreover, Assumption
3.5 follows from Assumption 8.1(2) and (8.7). Thus Theorem 8.2 follows from Theorems 3.6-3.7
and Remark 3.11. O

Remark 8.3 (Weakening Assumption 8.1(4) — Local existence for (8.1)). Theorem 3.4 also applies
to the Stratonovich formulation (8.1). In particular, the local existence result of Theorem 3.4 holds
for (8.1) provided Assumption 8.1(1) and (3)—(4). By the first part of Remark 3.11, to extend the
local existence result of Theorem 3.4, the condition in Assumption 8.1(4) can be weakened to the
following: There exist K,n > 0 such that, a.s. for all j € {1,2},

30 0Vod (- 1 3.7hj«—hH1 <K
S0, [

n>1

REFERENCES

[AHHS22]  A. Agresti, M. Hieber, A. Hussein, and M. Saal. The stochastic primitive equations with transport noise
and turbulent pressure. Stochastics and Partial Differential Equations: Analysis and Computations,
pages 1-81, 2022.

[AV21a] A. Agresti and M.C. Veraar. Stochastic maximal L?(L?)-regularity for second order systems with pe-
riodic boundary conditions. arXiv preprint arXiw:2106.01274, 2021. To appear in Annales de I'institut
Henri Poincaré (B) Probability and Statistics.

[AV21D) A. Agresti and M.C. Veraar. Stochastic Navier-Stokes equations for turbulent flows in critical spaces.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2107.03953, 2021.

[AV22a] A. Agresti and M.C. Veraar. The critical variational setting for stochastic evolution equations. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2206.00230, 2022.

[AV22b] A. Agresti and M.C. Veraar. Nonlinear parabolic stochastic evolution equations in critical spaces Part
I. Stochastic maximal regularity and local existence. Nonlinearity, 35(8):4100, 2022.

[AV22c] A. Agresti and M.C. Veraar. Nonlinear parabolic stochastic evolution equations in critical spaces part
1. Journal of Evolution Equations, 22(2):1-96, 2022.

[AFP21] S. Assing, F. Flandoli, and U. Pappalettera. Stochastic model reduction: convergence and applications
to climate equations. J. Evol. Equ., 21(4):3813-3848, 2021.

[AGO1] P. Azérad and F. Guillén. Mathematical justification of the hydrostatic approximation in the primitive

equations of geophysical fluid dynamics. SIAM journal on mathematical analysis, 33(4):847-859, 2001.



[BF20]
[BE12]
[BFH20]
[BFH21]

[BFHM19)

[BCF91]
[BCF92]
[BS21]
[CTO7]

[Car01]
[CH19]

[DGHT11]

[DGHTZ12)

[DP22]
[Del04]
[DHC+95]
[Fla08]

[Flal1]

[FP20]
[FP22]
[FOB*14]
[FGH*20]
[Gar09)
[GGHT20a)]

[GGH*20b)

[GGH™*21]

[GHKVZ14]

[HH20]

[HHK16]

PRIMITIVE EQUATIONS WITH NON-ISOTHERMAL TURBULENT PRESSURE 53

L.A. Bianchi and F. Flandoli. Stochastic Navier-Stokes equations and related models. Milan J. Math.,
88:225-246, 2020.

G. Boffetta and R.E. Ecke. Two-dimensional turbulence. In Annual review of flutd mechanics. Volume
44, 2012, volume 44 of Annu. Rev. Fluid Mech., pages 427-451. Annual Reviews, Palo Alto, CA, 2012.
D. Breit, E. Feireisl, and M. Hofmanova. On the long time behavior of compressible fluid flows excited
by random forcing. arXiv preprint arXiv:2012.07476, 2020.

D. Breit, E. Feireisl, and M. Hofmanova. Stationary solutions in thermodynamics of stochastically
forced fluids. Mathematische Annalen, pages 1-29, 2021.

D. Breit, E. Feireisl, M. Hofmanov4, and B. Maslowski. Stationary solutions to the compressible
Navier-Stokes system driven by stochastic forces. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 174(3-4):981-1032,
2019.

Z. Brzezniak, M. Capinski, and F. Flandoli. Stochastic partial differential equations and turbulence.
Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci., 1(1):41-59, 1991.

Z. Brzezniak, M. Capinski, and F. Flandoli. Stochastic Navier-Stokes equations with multiplicative
noise. Stochastic Anal. Appl., 10(5):523-532, 1992.

Z. Brzezniak and J. Slavik. Well-posedness of the 3D stochastic primitive equations with multiplicative
and transport noise. Journal of Differential Equations, 296:617-676, 09 2021.

C. Cao and E.S. Titi. Global well-posedness of the three-dimensional viscous primitive equations of
large scale ocean and atmosphere dynamics. Ann. of Math. (2), 166(1):245-267, 2007.

X. Carton. Hydrodynamical modeling of oceanic vortices. Surveys in Geophysics, 22(3):179-263, 2001.
N.C. Constantinou and A.M. Hogg. Eddy saturation of the southern ocean: A baroclinic versus
barotropic perspective. Geophysical Research Letters, 46(21):12202-12212, 2019.

A. Debussche, N. Glatt-Holtz, and R. Temam. Local martingale and pathwise solutions for an abstract
fluids model. Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena, 240(14):1123-1144, 2011.

A. Debussche, N. Glatt-Holtz, R. Temam, and M. Ziane. Global existence and regularity for the 3d sto-
chastic primitive equations of the ocean and atmosphere with multiplicative white noise. Nonlinearity,
25(7):2093-2118, jun 2012.

A. Debussche and U. Pappalettera. Second order perturbation theory of two-scale systems in fluid
dynamics. arXiv preprint arXiv:2206.07775, 2022.

T. Delsole. Stochastic models of quasigeostrophic turbulence. Surveys in Geophysics, 25:107-149, 2004.
B.D. Dushaw, B.M. Howe, B.D. Cornuelle, P.F. Worcester, and D.S. Luther. Barotropic and baroclinic
tides in the central north pacific ocean determined from long-range reciprocal acoustic transmissions.
Journal of Physical Oceanography, 25(4):631-647, 1995.

F. Flandoli. An introduction to 3D stochastic fluid dynamics. In SPDE in hydrodynamic: recent
progress and prospects, pages 51-150. Springer, 2008.

F. Flandoli. Random perturbation of PDEs and fluid dynamic models, volume 2015 of Lecture Notes
in Mathematics. Springer, Heidelberg, 2011. Lectures from the 40th Probability Summer School held
in Saint-Flour, 2010, Ecole d’Eté de Probabilités de Saint-Flour. [Saint-Flour Probability Summer
School].

F. Flandoli and U. Pappalettera. Stochastic modelling of small-scale perturbation. Water, 12(10):2950,
2020.

F. Flandoli and U. Pappalettera. From additive to transport noise in 2D fluid dynamics. Stochastics
and Partial Differential Equations: Analysis and Computations, pages 1-41, 2022.

C.L.E. Franzke, T.J. O’Kane, J. Berner, P.D. Williams, and V. Lucarini. Stochastic climate theory
and modeling. WIREs Climate Change, 6(1):63-78, 2014.

K. Furukawa, Y. Giga, M. Hieber, A. Hussein, T. Kashiwabara, and M. Wrona. Rigorous justifica-
tion of the hydrostatic approximation for the primitive equations by scaled Navier-Stokes equations.
Nonlinearity, 33(12):6502-6516, 2020.

C. Gardiner. Stochastic Methods: A Handbook for the Natural and Social Sciences. Springer, 2009.
Y. Giga, M. Gries, M. Hieber, A. Hussein, and T. Kashiwabara. Analyticity of solutions to the primitive
equations. Math. Nachr., 293(2):284-304, 2020.

Y. Giga, M. Gries, M. Hieber, A. Hussein, and T. Kashiwabara. The hydrostatic Stokes semi-
group and well-posedness of the primitive equations on spaces of bounded functions. J. Funct. Anal.,
279(3):108561, 46, 2020.

Y. Giga, M. Gries, M. Hieber, Amru Hussein, and Takahito Kashiwabara. The primitive equations in
the scaling-invariant space L>(L'). J. Evol. Equ., 21(4):4145-4169, 2021.

N. Glatt-Holtz, I. Kukavica, V. Vicol, and M. Ziane. Existence and regularity of invariant measures for
the three dimensional stochastic primitive equations. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 55(5):051504,
2014.

M. Hieber and A. Hussein. An Approach to the Primitive Equations for Oceanic and Atmospheric
Dynamics by Evolution Equations, pages 1-109. Springer International Publishing, Cham, 2020.

M. Hieber, A. Hussein, and T. Kashiwabara. Global strong LP well-posedness of the 3D primitive
equations with heat and salinity diffusion. Journal of Differential Equations, 261(12):6950-6981, 2016.



54

[HK16)
[HdS97]
[HLN19]
[HLN21]
[HL.84]
[Jul7)
[Kob07]
[Kra68]
[Kra94]
[KZ07]
[Kun97]

[LT19]

[LTW92a]
[LTW92b)
[LTW93)
[MTVEO1]
[MRO1]
[MR04]
[MRO5]
[0L07]
[Pal19)]
[Ped87]
[PZ22]
[Rhi73]
[SB99]

[Tab02]
[Tayl11]

[Valo6)

[Wen14]

[YO88]

[YTLR17)

AGRESTI, HIEBER, HUSSEIN, AND SAAL

M. Hieber and T. Kashiwabara. Global strong well-posedness of the three dimensional primitive equa-
tions in LP-spaces. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 221(3):1077-1115, 2016.

R.L. Higdon and R.A. de Szoeke. Barotropic-baroclinic time splitting for ocean circulation modeling.
Journal of Computational Physics, 135(1):30-53, 1997.

M. Hofmanovd, J.-M. Leahy, and T. Nilssen. On the Navier-Stokes equation perturbed by rough
transport noise. J. Evol. Equ., 19(1):203-247, 2019.

M. Hofmanové, J.-M. Leahy, and T. Nilssen. On a rough perturbation of the Navier-Stokes system
and its vorticity formulation. Ann. Appl. Probab., 31(2):736-777, 2021.

W. Horsthemke and R. Lefever. Noise-Induced Transitions, volume 15 of Springer Series in Synerget-
ics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin Heidelberg, 1984.

N. Ju. On H2-solutions and z-weak solutions of the 3D primitive equations. Indiana University Math-
ematics Journal, 66(3):973-996, 2017.

R.M. Kobelkov. Existence of a solution “in the large” for ocean dynamics equations. J. math. fluid
mech., 9:588-610, 2007.

R.H. Kraichnan. Small-scale structure of a scalar field convected by turbulence. The Physics of Fluids,
11(5):945-953, 1968.

R.H. Kraichnan. Anomalous scaling of a randomly advected passive scalar. Physical review letters,
72(7):1016, 1994.

I. Kukavica and M. Ziane. On the regularity of the primitive equations of the ocean. Nonlinearity,
20(12):2739-2753, oct 2007.

H. Kunita. Stochastic flows and stochastic differential equations, volume 24 of Cambridge Studies in
Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1997. Reprint of the 1990 original.
J. Li and E.S. Titi. The primitive equations as the small aspect ratio limit of the Navier—Stokes
equations: Rigorous justification of the hydrostatic approximation. Journal de Mathématiques Pures
et Appliquées, 124:30-58, 2019.

J.L. Lions, R. Temam, and S. Wang. New formulations of the primitive equations of atmosphere and
applications. Nonlinearity, 5(2):237-288, mar 1992.

J.L. Lions, R. Temam, and S. Wang. On the equations of large-scale ocean. Nonlinearity, 5:1007-1053,
09 1992.

J.L. Lions, R. Temam, and S. Wang. Models for the coupled atmosphere and ocean. (CAO LII).
Comput. Mech. Adv., 1:3-119, 1993.

A.J. Majda, I. Timofeyev, and E. Vanden Eijnden. A mathematical framework for stochastic climate
models. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 54(8):891-974, 2001.

R. Mikulevicius and B.L. Rozovskii. On equations of stochastic fluid mechanics. In Stochastics in finite
and infinite dimensions, Trends Math., pages 285-302. Birkhauser Boston, Boston, MA, 2001.

R. Mikulevicius and B.L. Rozovskii. Stochastic Navier—Stokes equations for turbulent flows. STAM
Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 35(5):1250-1310, 2004.

R. Mikulevicius and B.L. Rozovskii. Global La-solutions of stochastic Navier-Stokes equations. Ann.
Probab., 33(1):137-176, 2005.

D. Olbers and K. Lettmann. Barotropic and baroclinic processes in the transport variability of the
antarctic circumpolar current. Ocean Dynamics, 57:559-578, 2007.

T.N. Palmer. Stochastic weather and climate models. Nat. Rev. Phys., 1:463-471, 2019.

J. Pedlosky. Geophysical Fluid Dynamics. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1987.

X. Puand W. Zhou. Rigorous derivation of the full primitive equations by scaled Boussinesq equations.
arXiv preprint arXw:2105.10621, 2022.

P. Rhines. Observations of the energy-containing oceanic eddies, and theoretical models of waves and
turbulence. Boundary-Layer Meteorology, 4:345-360, 1973.

E.V. Stanev and J.-M. Beckers. Barotropic and baroclinic oscillations in strongly stratified ocean
basins: Numerical study of the black sea. Journal of Marine Systems, 19(1-3):65—-112, 1999.

P. Tabeling. Two-dimensional turbulence: a physicist approach. Physics reports, 362(1):1-62, 2002.
M. E. Taylor. Partial differential equations I. Basic theory, volume 115 of Applied Mathematical
Sciences. Springer, New York, second edition, 2011.

G.K. Vallis. Atmospheric and Oceanic Fluid Dynamics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, U.K.,
2006.

M. Weniger. Stochastic Parameterization: A Rigorous Approach to Stochastic Three-Dimensional
Primitive Equations. PhD thesis, Universitat Bonn, 2014. https://bonndoc.ulb.uni-bonn.de/xmlui/
handle/20.500.11811/6058.

H. Yamazaki and T.R. Osborn. Review of oceanic turbulence: implications for biodynamics. Toward
a theory on biological-physical interactions in the world ocean, pages 215-234, 1988.

M.K. Youngs, A.F. Thompson, A. Lazar, and K.J. Richards. Acc meanders, energy transfer, and mixed
barotropic—baroclinic instability. Journal of Physical Oceanography, 47(6):1291-1305, 2017.


https://bonndoc.ulb.uni-bonn.de/xmlui/handle/20.500.11811/6058
https://bonndoc.ulb.uni-bonn.de/xmlui/handle/20.500.11811/6058

PRIMITIVE EQUATIONS WITH NON-ISOTHERMAL TURBULENT PRESSURE 55

INSTITUTE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY AUSTRIA (ISTA), AM Campus 1, 3400 KLOSTERNEUBURG, AUSTRIA

Email address: antonio.agresti92@gmail.com

Current address: Delft Institute of Applied Mathematics, Delft University of Technology, P.O. Box 5031, 2600
GA Delft, The Netherlands

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, TU DARMSTADT, SCHLOSSGARTENSTR. 7, 64289 DARMSTADT, GERMANY
Email address: hieber@mathematik.tu-darmstadt.de

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, TU KAISERSLAUTERN, PAUL-EHRLICH-STRASSE 31, 67663 KAISERSLAUTERN,
GERMANY
Email address: hussein@mathematik.uni-kl.de

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, TU DARMSTADT, SCHLOSSGARTENSTR. 7, 64289 DARMSTADT, GERMANY
Email address: msaal@mathematik.tu-darmstadt.de



	1. Introduction
	2. Physical derivations
	3. Local and global well-posedness
	4. Proof of Theorems 3.4, 3.6 and 3.7
	5. Basic estimates
	6. The main intermediate estimate
	7. Proof of Proposition 4.2 
	8. Stratonovich formulation
	References

