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Stochastic Euler-Poincaré reduction for central
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Abstract

This paper explores the application of central extensions of Lie groups
and Lie algebras to derive the viscous quasi-geostrophic (QGS) equations,
with and without Rayleigh friction term, on the torus as critical points
of a stochastic Lagrangian. We begin by introducing central extensions
and proving the integrability of the Roger Lie algebra cocycle ωα, which
is used to model the QGS on the torus. Incorporating stochastic pertur-
bations, we formulate two specific semi-martingales on the central exten-
sion and study the stochastic Euler-Poincaré reduction. Specifically, we
add stochastic perturbations to the g part of the extended Lie algebra
ĝ = g ⋊ωα

R and prove that the resulting critical points of the stochas-
tic right-invariant Lagrangian solve the viscous QGS equation, with and
without Rayleigh friction term.

MSC. Primary 58J65, 22E65; Secondary 70H30, 35Q35, 60H10.
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1 Introduction

Motivation.

Describing viscosity in the Navier-Stokes equations on compact manifolds via a
stochastic variational approach has been studied by Nakagomi et al. [24], Cipri-
ano and Cruzeiro [7], Arnaudon et al. [1], and more recently for incompressible
cases and advected quantities by Chen et al. [5].
In these studies, they considered a generalized derivative in their stochastic La-
grangian. The generalized derivative that measures the changes in the bounded
variation part of a semi-martingale was first introduced by Nelson [25] and has
been used in various works (e.g. [1, 5, 7, 14, 21, 24, 28] and references therein).
This derivative typically generates terms with second derivatives in the evolution
equations, such as the viscosity term in the Navier-Stokes equation.

On the other hand, central extensions can be employed to characterize sev-
eral evolution equations as geodesic equations (see, for example, Chapter 9 of
[23] and [29]).
The quasi-geostrophic equation on the torus was first studied from a geometric
perspective by Zeitlin and Pasmanter [31], and later using central extension by
Vizman [30]. The central extension in the latter setting was responsible for gen-
erating the term that approximates the Coriolis force linearly according to its
distance from the equator. In this model, a two-dimensional periodic fluid de-
scribes the atmosphere when considered as a thin layer or as a two-dimensional
incompressible perfect fluid. Here, ”perfect” means the fluid is non-viscous and
homogeneous. These assumptions were necessary when Arnold, in 1966, intro-
duced his approach [3] to describe the Euler equations of a perfect fluid as a
geodesic equation, now known as the Euler-Arnold equation, on the group of
volume-preserving diffeomorphisms.
Motivated by [1], we show that a stochastic variational approach to incompress-
ible viscous fluids on the torus T2 in the presence of the Coriolis effect can be
described using the stochastic Euler-Poincaré reduction for central extensions.
In this setting, we observe that the generalized derivative in our variational prin-
ciple can generate both the viscosity term with second-order derivatives and a
term without derivatives, referred to as ”Rayleigh friction” or linear dampin in
the system’s evolution equations. The reason behind this is that transitioning
from group 2-cocycles to Lie algebra 2-cocycles in the central extension set-
ting requires two differentiations, which appear in the Euler-Arnold equations.
Nonetheless, it is crucial to note that the specific method of adding fluctuations
(noise) to the particles, modeled by Brownian motion, generates terms according
to the velocity field without any additional derivatives. This term will disappear
if we consider the semi-martingale (29), which is constructed using two vector
fields on the torus.
In our setting, we utilize two Lie algebra-valued semi-martingales that are com-
patible with the configuration space in the sense that noise is added only to the
fluid particles or, mathematically, to the Lie algebra of divergence-free vector
fields, and not to the second part in ĝ = g ⋊ωα

R. According to [5], the con-
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traction matrix vanishes in this context. When considering the interaction of
the first semi-martingale (21) with the Lie algebra cocycle ωα, it generates the
Fourier series of the velocity field. In fact, by choosing an infinite dimensional
orthogonal basis for the Hamiltonian vector fields generated by Kolmogorov
flows, used in the definition of this process, we ensure that the rotation rate
also remains constant. In the second approach, we consider the semi-martingale
(29) with two directions of fluctuation for the fluid particles. This stochastic
differential equation leads to the evolution equations (1) and (2) without the
Rayleigh friction term, i.e., σ = 0.
Fang also used the Gelfand-Fuchs 2-cocycles to prove the invariance of heat
measures under the adjoint action of the circle and to build a canonical Brow-
nian motion on the group of diffeomorphisms of the circle [12].
Moreover, Fang and Zhang [13] used spherical harmonics, which are counter-
parts of the Kolmogorov flows on the sphere, to deal with critical isotropic
Brownian flows on the sphere.

Finally, it is worth mentioning that any changes in the setting such as the
manifold M , the Lie algebra cocycle, or the way and direction of adding noise
to the particles will alter the evolution equation.

Contributions and outline.

In this paper we explore the application of central extensions of Lie groups and
Lie algebras to derive the Euler-Arnold equations and its stochastic counterparts
in geometric hydrodynamics on torus.

In section 2, we start by recalling the concepts of Lie group-valued semi-
martingales and their generalized derivatives from [1]. Then, we proceed by
discussing (deterministic) invariant Lagrangians on Lie groups and the Euler-
Arnold equations.

In section 3, we begin with the concept of central extensions of Lie groups
and Lie algebras. Then, we prove the integrability of the Lie algebra cocycle
called ωα, which we will use to study the quasi-geostrophic equation (QGS) on
the torus. The Roger cocycle ωα in this setting was first used by Vizman in
[30]. However, the integrability of such cocycles on the torus in general is still
an open problem. Using the notion of singular cocycles in light of the recent
works of Janssens and Vizman [17, 18], we prove that the 1-dimensional Lie
algebra central extension induced by ωα is integrable. This result will be used
to show that the solutions of the stochastic processes in our approach lie in the
proper space.
Then, we introduce an L2 type metric which represents the kinetic energy of the
system on the 1-dimensional central extension of Lie the algebra g := TeG =
TeDs

vol(T
2), s > 2, and compute the co-adjoint operator. Afterwards, we derive

the corresponding Euler-Arnold equations, covariant derivatives, and contrac-
tion operator within the central extension setting.

In section 4, incorporating stochastic perturbations, we formulate a stochas-
tic process on the central extension, which is a semi-martingale. Then, using
the proper stochastic right-invariant Lagrangian, we study the stochastic Euler-
Poincaré reduction along with the corresponding modified evolution equations.
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In section 5, we first derive the viscous QGS

∂tu+ (u.∇)u − aTu− ν∆u + σu = gradp ; divu = 0 (1)

via a right-invariant stochastic Lagrangian. More precisely, using standard
Brownian motions, we add a stochastic perturbation to the g part of the ex-
tended Lie algebra ĝ = g⋊ωα

R, as given by (21). Practically, this means that
we consider the stochastic behavior of the fluid particles, not the parameter
(0, a) ∈ ĝ which is responsible for the approximation of the Coriolis force (or
rotation rate). It is shown that the corresponding process is a semi-martingale.
We prove that the semi-martingale given by (21) is a critical point of the stochas-
tic right-invariant Lagrangian (18) if and only if the drift part solves the viscous
QGS equation (1), which serves as the evolution equation of the system.
If ψ is the stream function of the velocity field u then, we show that (1) can be
written as

∂t∆ψ + {ψ,∆ψ}+ β∂1ψ − ν∆2ψ + σ∆ψ = 0 (2)

The term β∂1ψ is due to the Coriolis effect, ν∆2ψ represents turbulent viscosity,
and σ∆ψ is the Rayleigh friction. For a = ν = σ = 0, we have the usual
Euler-Arnold equation for a perfect incompressible fluid in its stream function
form. The Rayleigh friction term is due to the specific way of adding stochastic
perturbations to the fluid particles.

In Section 5.4, we consider another semi-martingale on ĝ using just two
vector fields for fluctuation directions, as given by (29). We observe that this
simpler form of randomness does not generate the Rayleigh friction term in (1)
and (2). More precisely the semi-martingale generated by (29) is a critical point
of the stochastic Lagrangian (18) if and only if the drift part of (29) solves (1)
with σ = 0. Moreover, if u = ∇⊥ψ, then it would satisfy (2) with σ = 0.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we review the concepts of Lie group-valued semi-martingales and
their generalized derivative, as discussed in [1] and [11]. We also explore the
regularity of Lagrangians on Lie groups and derive the Euler-Arnold equations
based on the framework presented in [6, 9].

2.1 Semi-Martingales on Lie groups

A semi-martingale is a stochastic process that generalizes both martingales and
finite variation processes. A semi-martingale taking values in a Lie group G
extends the concept of real-valued semi-martingales to the realm of Lie groups,
incorporating the group’s structure. Let (S,F ,P) be a probability space with a
filtration (Ft)t≥0. A G-valued semi-martingale is a process X : [0,∞)× S → G
such that for any differentiable function f : G → R, the process f(Xt) is a
real-valued semi-martingale.
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Let ∇ be a linear connection on G. A semi-martingale g with values in G is
called a ∇-local martingale if for every f ∈ C2(G) the process

t 7→ f(g(t))− f(g(0))− 1

2

∫ t

0

Hess f(g(s))(dg(s), dg(s)) ds

is a real-valued local martingale (see e.g. [15] proposition 2.5.2).
Motivated by the Doob-Meyer decomposition, we define the∇-generalized deriva-
tive as follows: if for each differentiable map f ∈ C2(G), there exists A(t) ∈
Tg(t)G almost surely (a.s.) such that

Nf
t := f(g(t))−f(g(0))− 1

2

∫ t

0

Hess f(g(s))(dg(s), dg(s)) ds−
∫ t

0

A(s)f(g(s))ds

is a real-valued local martingale, then we define the ∇-generalized derivative

D∇g(t)

dt
:= A(t).

Equivalently, the ∇-generalized derivative of g(t) is defined as:

D∇g(t)

dt
:= Pt

(
lim
ǫ→0

Et

[
η(t+ ǫ)− η(t)

ǫ

])
,

where Pt : TeG→ Tg(t)G represents the stochastic parallel translation,

η(t) =

∫ t

0

P−1
s ◦ dg(s) ∈ g := TeG

and Et[·] = E[· | Ft] denotes the conditional expectation [11]. In the Euclidean
space Rn, the ∇-generalized derivative is the usual generalized derivative ([1, 5,
7, 25, 28]).

One crucial aspect of Lie group-valued semi-martingales is their interaction
with the group’s algebraic structure, particularly through the group translation.
More precisely, we will consider the g-valued semi-martingales of the form

dg(t) = TeRg(t)

( m∑

i=1

Hi ◦ dW i
t −

1

2
∇Hi

Hidt+ u(t)dt
)

= TeRg(t)

( m∑

i=1

HidW
i
t + u(t)dt)

)
(3)

where ◦dW i
t is the Stratonovich integral and dW i

t represents Itô integral. We re-
call that, Wt is an Rm-valued Brownian motion, R denotes the right translation
and H1, . . . , Hm, u ∈ g. In the special case for the process (17) we have

D∇g(t)

dt
= TeRg(t)u(t)
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Practically, the martingale part is vanished by the conditional expectation and
the∇- generalized derivative is given by the bounded variation part (or the drift)
u. It has been shown that the ∇-generalized derivative can produce the second-
order differential terms associated with viscosity ([1, 5, 7]), which essentially
originate from the Itô correction term. However, we will see that in the central
extension setting, the lower-order terms also appear in the evolution equation.

2.2 Euler-Arnold equations

Let G be a smooth manifold modeled on the Banach space E. Following [6],
section 5, we say that a Lagrangian L : TG −→ R is regular if, locally on any
chart U ⊂ G, the induced map D2D2L(x, v) : E × E −→ R for any (x, v) ∈
U × E ⊆ TG is weakly non-degenerate. Here, D2L denotes the derivative
with respect to the second component of the local representative L : U × E ≃
TG|U −→ R.

If G also admits a topological group structure and the right (or left) trans-
lation is smooth, then we can consider right-invariant Lagrangians. More pre-
cisely, the Lagrangian is called right-invariant if L(TRh(g, ġ)) = L(g, ġ) (respec-
tively left-invariant if L(TLh(g, ġ)) = L(g, ġ)), where Rh : G −→ G is the right
(Lh : G −→ G is the left) translation and (g, ġ) is a typical tangent vector in
TgG. Usually, we will use the notation ġh rather than TRh(g, ġ). In this case
we can consider the reduced Lagrangian defined by l : g −→ R defined by

l(ġg−1) := L(g, ġ)

where g := TeG is the Lie algebra of the group G. One can induce an invariant
Lagrangian by considering a bilinear symmetric positive definite map like ≪
,≫: g× g −→ R. Then, the Euler-Lagrange equations for the right invariant
Lagrangian l(u, u) =≪ u, u≫, u ∈ g is given by

∂tv = − ad∗v v (4)

where v : (ǫ, ǫ) −→ g is a differentiable curve and the ad∗ is given by

≪ ad∗u v, w ≫=≪ v, aduw ≫=≪ v,−[u,w] ≫ .

Note that, when we deal with left invariant metrics, then adu v = [u, v].
In geometric hydrodynamics, G is typically the group of volume-preserving

diffeomorphisms on a compact Riemannian manifold M

Ds
vol(M) = {η :M −→M ; η∗µ = µ and η is an Hs diffeomorphisms}.

The right translation is given by

Rg : Ds
vol(M) −→ Ds

vol(M); η 7−→ η ◦ g
which is smooth. We remind that here, Hs means that η and its partial deriva-
tives up to order s are L2. In the case that s > dimM

2 +1 then Ds
vol(M) admits a

smooth manifold structure modelled on space of Hs divergence free vector fields
[9]. In the case that G is the group of diffeomorphisms, we refer to equation (4)
as the Euler-Arnold equation.
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3 Central extension of Lie groups and Lie alge-

bras

The materials in this section about central extensions of Lie groups and Lie
algebras are from [23], [17], [19] and [10]. However, the section 3.3 concerning
the integrability of the Roger cocycle is original.

3.1 Central extension of Lie groups

Let G be a Lie group and A an Abelian Lie group. Consider the short exact
sequence of Lie groups with smooth Lie group homomorphisms

e −→ A
i−→ Ĝ

p−→ G −→ e (5)

where e denotes the trivial group. Then, Ĝ is an extension of G by A if p
admits a local smooth section σ : U −→ Ĝ such that p ◦ σ = idU , where U is
an open neighborhood of the identity in G. Ĝ is called a central extension of G
by A when i(A) is in the center of Ĝ. In this paper we will deal with central
extensions.
If the sequence (5) admits a global section σ : G −→ Ĝ, or equivalently, if
the sequence splits, then the extension can be constructed explicitly using Lie
group 2-cocycles. In the case that the extension is not split, the concepts of
pre-quantum bundles and the quantomorphism group are used. In this paper
A = S1.

3.2 Central extension of Lie algebras

A central extension of a Lie algebra g by an abelian Lie algebra a is a Lie algebra
ĝ and a split short exact sequence of Lie algebra homomorphisms

0 −→ a
i−→ ĝ

p−→ g −→ 0

where the image of i(a) lies in the center of ĝ, meaning that for all a ∈ a and
X̃ ∈ g̃, the elements commute: [i(a), X̃ ] = 0. In this setup, ĝ is called a central
extension of g by a, and the sequence expresses that ĝ contains a as a central
subalgebra.

A 2-cocycle for a central extension of an algebra g by an abelian algebra a

is a bilinear map ω : g× g → a satisfying the following properties. The cocycle
condition holds true i.e. for all u, v, w ∈ g we have

ω([u, v], w) + ω([v, w], u) + ω([w, u], v) = 0

and the 2-cocycle is anti-symmetric, meaning ω(u, v) = −ω(v, u). In this case
we endow ĝ = g× a with the Lie bracket

[(u, a), (v, b)] = ([u, v] , ω(u, v)) ; (u, a), (v, b) ∈ ĝ (6)
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which implies that ĝ is a Lie algebra and i(a) lies in the center of ĝ. To emphasis
that the Lie bracket is defined by ω, usually we use the notation ĝ := g ⋊ω a.
Moreover, the following short exact sequence of Lie algebras

0 −→ a
i−→ g⋊ω a

pr1−→ g −→ 0

splits where i(a) = (0, a) and pr1(u, a) = u. In this paper a = R.
In the sequel, we state the concept of the Lie algebra cohomology from [18].

For n ∈ N∪{0} set Cn(g,R) to be the space of all n-linear alternating continuous
maps α : gn −→ R. Consider the differential d : Cn(g,R) −→ Cn+1(g,R) which
maps α to dα and

dα(x0, . . . , xn) :=
∑

0≤i<j≤n

(−1)i+jα([xi, xj ], x0, . . . , x̂i, . . . , x̂j , . . . , xn)

where x̂i means that the entry in position i is omitted. Moreover we define d
to be identically zero on C0(g,R). We set Zn(g,R) := {α ∈ Cn(g,R) ; dα = 0}
and Bn(g,R) := {α ∈ Cn(g,R) ; ∃ γ ∈ Cn−1(g,R) s.t. α = dγ}. The resulting
cohomology is known as the Lie algebra cohomology and is denoted by Hn(g,R)
where

Hn(g,R) :=
Zn(g,R)

Bn(g,R)
.

Remark 3.1 For a compact and connected symplectic manifoldM , setDHam(M)
to be the group of all Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms on M . The correspond-
ing Lie algebra is denoted by XHam(M) := TeDHam(M). It is known that
H2(XHam(M),R) ≃ H1

dR(M) (see, e.g., [18] theorem 4.17).
If M is prequantizable with a prequantum S1-bundle π : P −→M then Dq(P )0
is a S1 central extension of DHam(M). We recall that Dq(P ) is the space of
all diffeomorphisms which preserve the contact form θ on P and Dq(P )0 is the
connected component of identity (for more details see e.g. [17] section 4.1).

3.3 Integrablility of a Roger cocycle on Dvol(T
2)

Construction of the central extension for the group of Hamiltonian diffeomor-
phisms on a surface with genus 1 (like a torus) from a Lie algebra cocycle is an
open problem. In this paper, we will use a specific Roger Lie algebra 2-cocycle

ωα : g× g −→ R ; (Xf , Xg) 7−→
∫

T2

fα(Xg)d vol (7)

and here we prove its integrability. In (7), g = TeDHam(T
2) and in our case the

closed 1-form α is α = − 1
2π θ2.

Consider the 1-form λ = −ydx+ xdy on R2 and restrict it to the unit circle
S1. For the paramaetrization

ϕ : (0, 2π) −→ S
1 ; t 7−→ (cos t, sin t)

8



we have ϕ∗λ = dt. Usually, this 1-form on S1 is denoted by θ. Note that∫
S1
θ = 2π which means that this form is not exact.
For T2 = S1 × S1 we consider the parametrization

Φ : (0, 2π)× (0, 2π) −→ T
2 ; (t, s) 7−→

(
(cos t, sin t), (cos s, sin s)

)

and the 1-forms θ1, θ2 ∈ Ω1(T2) which are given by Φ∗θ1 = dt and Φ∗θ2 = ds
respectively.
A closed 1-dimensional submanifold N ⊂ T2 induces the singular Lie algebra
2-cocycle

ωN : g× g −→ R ; (Xf , Xg) 7−→
∫

N

fdg

and the closed 1-form α ∈ Ω1(T2) defines the Roger 2-cocycle

ωα : g× g −→ R ; (Xf , Xg) 7−→
∫

T2

fα(Xg)d volT2 .

Proposition 3.2 For α = − 1
2π θ2 there exists a closed submanifold N ⊂ T2

such that the lie algebra 2-cocycles ωα and ωN are cohomologous.

The proof is moved to the section Appendix.

Corollary 3.3 For α = βθ2, for suitable β ,the Roger cocycle ωα integrates to
a central S1-extension of the group of Dq(P )e of quantomorphisms. In the other
words, the following short exact sequence

e −→ S
1 i−→ Dq(P )0

π−→ DHam(T
2) −→ e (8)

admits a local section ρ : U ⊆ DHam(T
2) −→ Dq(P )0 with the property ρ ◦

π = idU . The Lie algebra counterpart of the above sequence is the short exact
sequence

0 −→ R
i−→ g⋊ωα

R
pr1−→ g −→ 0

with g = XHam(T
2). We recall that the Lie bracket on ĝ = g⋊ωα

R is given by

[(xf , a), (Xg, b)]ĝ =
(
[xf , Xg]g , ωα(Xf , Xg)

)
.

The exact sequence (8) implies that π : Dq(P )0 −→ DHam(T
2) is an S1 principal

bundle and specially in a neighborhood U ⊆ DHam(T
2) of identity it looks like

Dq(P )0 ⊇ U × S
1 pr

1−→ U ⊆ DHam(T
2).

As a consequence, if γ : [0, τ ] −→ Dq(P )0 is a differentiable (or continuous)
curve which γ(0) is identity then, there exists τ0 ≤ τ such that

γ(t) : [0, τ0] −→ U × S
1 ⊆ Dq(P )0 ; t 7−→ (g(t), a(t))

9



where g takes its values in U ⊆ DHam(T
2) and a(t) is S1 valued. The group

operation on U × S1 is given by

(g1, a1).(g2, a2) := (g1g2, a1a2Ω(g1, g2))

where Ω is the group cocycle and

Ω : U × U −→ S
1 ; (g1, g2) 7−→ ρ(g1)ρ(g2)ρ(g1g2)

−1.

In this case, for the right translation

R̂(g,a) : U × S
1 −→ U × S

1

the differential of the right translation is

T(e,1)R̂(g1,a1)(u, b) =
d

dt
|t=0R̂(g1,a1)(g(t), a(t)) (9)

=
d

dt
|t=0

(
g1g(t), a1a(t)Ω(g(t), g1)

)

=
(
TeRg1u,

d

dt
|t=0a1a(t)Ω(g(t), g1)

)

where (g(t), a(t)) is a curve in U × S1 with the velocity

d

dt
|t=0(g(t), a(t)) = (u, a) ∈ XHam(T

2)× R.

Sometimes we write ei(a+b+Ω(g1,g2)) rather than abΩ(g1, g2) to emphasize that
it lies in the circle S1.
The Lie algebra cocycle ωα is reproduced via the following formula

ωα(u, v) =
∂2

∂t∂s
|t=s=0Ω(ηt, ξs)−

∂2

∂t∂s
|t=s=0Ω(ξs, ηt) (10)

Here ηt and ξs are two curves in G which generate the Lie algebra elements
u, v ∈ g i.e. ∂t|t=0ηt = u and ∂s|s=0ξs = v (see e.g. [19], page 26).

Remark 3.4 According to [20] and [30], the cocycle (7) could be extended to
a cocycle on the space of symplectic (or divergence free) vector fields by the
conditions

ωα(∂1, Xf ) = ωα(Xf , ∂2) = ωα(∂1, ∂2) = 0.

According to proposition 6.1 [17], integrability of ωα on XHam(T
2) implies that

ωα is also integrable on the space of divergence free vector fields TeDs
vol(T

2).

3.4 Euler-Arnold equations on 1-dimensional central ex-

tension

In this part, we compute the Euler-Arnold equations on the 1-dimensional cen-
tral extension ĝ = g⋊ω R, where ω is any Lie algebra 2-cocycle and g is any Lie
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algebra. In this respect, first we compute the co-adjoint operator âd
∗
: ĝ −→ ĝ

according to the adjoint operator of g and the Lie algebra cocycle ω. For
(X, a), (Y, b) ∈ ĝ we consider the metric

≪ (X, a), (Y, b) ≫ĝ:=≪ X,Y ≫g +ab. (11)

Following the notations of [27], for any (X, a), (Y, b), (Z, c) ∈ ĝ we have

≪ âd
∗

(X,a)(Y, b), (Z, c) ≫ĝ = ≪ (Y, b), âd(X,a)(Z, c) ≫ĝ

= − ≪ (Y, b), [(X, a), (Z, c)]ĝ ≫ĝ

= − ≪ (Y, b), ([X,Z], ω(X,Z)) ≫ĝ

= ≪ Y,−[X,Z] ≫g −bω(X,Z)
= ≪ Y, adX Y ≫g −bω(X,Z)
= ≪ ad∗X Y, Z ≫g − ≪ bTX,Z ≫g

= ≪ ad∗X Y − bTX,Z ≫g

= ≪ (ad∗X Y − bTX, 0), (Z, c) ≫ĝ

As a result âd
∗

(X,a) : ĝ −→ ĝ maps (Y, b) ∈ ĝ to (ad∗X Y − bTX, 0) where the
operator T : g −→ g is given by

≪ TX, Y ≫g= ω(X,Y ) (12)

Moreover, for the curve (u, a) : (−ǫ, ǫ) −→ ĝ the corresponding Euler-Arnold

equation on (Ĝ,≪ . , .≫ĝ) is given by

{
∂tu+ ad∗u u− a(t)Tu = 0
∂ta(t) = 0

where the second equation implies that a(t) = a is constant.

3.5 Covariant derivative and the contraction operator

In the sequel we recall the concept of covariant derivative induced on the central
extension. According to [4], for (X, a), (Y, b) ∈ ĝ the right invariant connection

(covariant derivative) ∇̂(X,a)(Y, b) is given by

2∇̂(X,a)(Y, b) = −âd(X,a)(Y, b) + âd
∗

(X,a)(Y, b) + âd
∗

(Y,b)(X, a)

=
(
[X,Y ], ω(X,Y )

)
+
(
ad∗X Y − bTX, 0

)
+
(
ad∗Y X − aTY, 0

)

=
(
[X,Y ] + ad∗X Y + ad∗YX − bTX − aTY, ω(X,Y )

)

=
(
2∇XY − (bTX + aTY ), ω(X,Y )

)
(13)

11



where 2∇XY = − adX Y +ad∗X Y +ad∗Y X is the covariant derivative on G. As
a consequence we have

∇̂(X,a)∇̂(Y,b)(Z, c) =
(
∇X∇Y Z − 1

2
∇X(cTY + bTZ)− 1

4
ω(Y, Z)TX (14)

−1

2
aT
(
∇ZY − 1

2
(cTY + bTZ)

)
,
1

2
ω
(
X,∇ZY − 1

2
(cTY + bTZ)

))
.

In the next proposition, we compute the counter part of the correction term

K̂(û, X̂) :=
1

2

(
∇̂X̂∇̂X̂ û+ R̂(û, X̂))X̂

)
(15)

for the central extension. The term K̂, introduced in [1], theorem 3.2, appears
when we compute the Euler-Arnold equation after considering the stochastic
Lagrangian.

Proposition 3.5 a. For X̂ = (X, 0), û = (u, a) ∈ ĝ the following holds true

K̂
(
û, X̂

)
=
(
K(u,X)− 1

4
aT∇XX +

1

2
ω(u,X)TX ,

1

2
ω(u,∇XX)

)
(16)

where K(u,X) = 1
2 (∇X∇Xu+R(u,X)X) .

b. In the case that ∇XX = 0 we have

2K̂
(
(u, a), (X, 0)

)
=
(
2K(u,X) + ω(u,X)TX , 0

)
.

The proof is moved to the section Appendix.

4 Stochastic Euler-Poincaré reduction for cen-

tral extension

In this section, we extend the framework introduced in [1] to incorporate stochas-
tic perturbations in the context of central extensions.

Let G be a (finite-dimensional) Lie group and Ĝ be its 1-dimensional central
extension, with the Lie algebras g and ĝ, respectively. Moreover, suppose that
the inner products ≪ ·, · ≫g and ≪ ·, · ≫ĝ on g and ĝ, respectively, define

right-invariant metrics on G and Ĝ. For τ > 0, consider the curve

γ : [0, τ ] −→ Ĝ; t 7−→ γ(t)

and let {Ĥi := (Hi, 0)}1≤i≤m be elements of ĝ. Moreover suppose that û :=
(u(t), a(t)) be a deterministic C1 map from [0, τ ] to ĝ. Consider the ĝ-valued
semi-martingale

dγ(t) = TeRγ(t)

( m∑

i=1

(Hi, 0) ◦ dW i
t −

1

2
∇̂(Hi,0)(Hi, 0)dt+ (u(t), a(t))dt

)

= TeRγ(t)

(( m∑

i=1

Hi ◦ dW i
t −

1

2
∇Hi

Hidt+ u(t)dt , a(t)dt
))
. (17)

12



HereWt is an Rm-valued Brownian motion and R denotes the right translation.

Remark 4.1 In practice, we apply the noise to the particles of the fluid on the
manifold. The parameter a appears as the effect of rotation (Coriolis effect)
when we consider G = Ds

vol(M) and its central extension (see e.g. [27]).

Since the argument in [1] is valid for any Lie group, by the Itô formula we set

D∇̂
t

dt
γ̂(t) = TeRγ̂(t)(u(t), a(t)).

Consider the stochastic kinetic energy functional

J∇̂(ξ) =
1

2
E

[ ∫ τ

0

≪ Tξ(t)Rξ(t)
−1D

∇̂
t ξ(t)

dt
, Tξ(t)Rξ(t)−1

D∇̂
t ξ(t)

dt
≫ĝ dt

]
(18)

for any Ĝ-valued semi-martingale ξ. We recall that E in (18) denotes the ex-
pectation.

Remark 4.2 If G is a finite dimensional Lie group then (17) always has a solu-

tion [16]. If G and Ĝ are diffeomorphism group then, under suitable conditions

on {Ĥi} and û we will try to prove that the solution for the equation (17) also
exist.

Choose {Hi}1≤i≤m ⊆ g with the property ∇Hi
Hi = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m. The

following theorem is a modification of theorem 3.4 in [1] for the central extension
setting.

Theorem 4.3 The Ĝ-valued semi-martingale γ(·) defined by (17) is a critical

point of J∇̂ if and only if the deterministic path û = (u, a) ∈ C1([0, τ ]; ĝ) satisfies
the following equations

{
d
dtu(t) = − ad∗u(t) u(t) + a(t)Tu(t) +K(u) +

∑
i
1
2ω(u,Hi)THi

d
dta(t) = 0

(19)

where the operator K : g → g is given by K(u) = 1
2

∑
i∇Hi

∇Hi
u+R(u,Hi)Hi.

Proof. According to [1], theorem 3.4 the semi-martingale (17) is a critical point
of (18) if and only if the drift part û satisfies the modified equation

d

dt
û(t) = −âd

∗

ũ(t)û(t) + K̂(û(t))

where ũ = û− 1
2

∑
i ∇̂Ĥi

Ĥi. However, according to the (13) we have

ũ = û− 1

2

∑

i

∇̂Ĥi
Ĥi =

(
u, a
)
− 1

2

∑

i

(
∇Hi

Hi, 0
)

=
(
u− 1

2

∑

i

∇Hi
Hi , a

)
=
(
u , a

)
= û.

13



Moreover using proposition 3.5 we get

K̂(û) =
1

2

∑

i

(
∇̂Ĥi

∇̂Ĥi
û+ R̂(û, Ĥi)Ĥi

)

=
(
K(u) , 0

)
+
∑

i

(1
4
aT (∇Hi

Hi) +
1

2
ω(u,Hi)THi ,

1

4
ω(u,∇Hi

Hi)
)

=
(
K(u) , 0

)
+
∑

i

(1
2
ω(u,Hi)THi , 0

)
.

As a result

d

dt
û(t) = −âd

∗

ũ(t)û(t) + K̂(û(t))

= −âd
∗

û(t)û(t) + K̂(û(t))

= −
(
ad∗u(t) u(t)− a(t)Tu(t) , 0

)
+
(
K(u) +

∑

i

1

2
ω(u,Hi)THi , 0

)

=
(
− ad∗u(t) u(t) + a(t)Tu(t) +K(u) +

∑

i

1

2
ω(u,Hi)THi , 0

)

which implies that d
dt
a(t) = 0 i.e. a is constant and

d

dt
u(t) = − ad∗u(t) u(t) + aTu(t) +K(u) +

∑

i

1

2
ω(u,Hi)THi.

✷

Remark 4.4 If we omit the condition ∇Hi
Hi = 0, then more correction terms

in (19) would appear, and especially d
dta(t) 6= 0. Intuitively, this means that the

rate of rotation would vary if we choose improper directions for adding noise to
the velocity field u.

5 Viscous quasi-geostrophic equations on torus

In this section G = Ds
vol(T

2) and g = TeG. Following [1] and [7], we consider a
basis for the space of Hamiltonian vector fields on torus generated by eigenfunc-
tions of the Laplacian. More precisely for k = (k1, k2) ∈ Z2 and θ = (θ1, θ2) ∈ T2

we consider the divergence free vector fields

Ak(θ) := λ(|k|)
(
k2 cos(k.θ) , − k1 cos(k.θ)

)
= −λ(|k|)∇⊥ sin(k.θ),

Ak(θ) := λ(|k|)
(
k2 sin(k.θ) , − k1 sin(k.θ)

)
= λ(|k|)∇⊥ cos(k.θ)

where k.θ = k1θ1 + k2θ2, λ(|k|) = λ(|k1| + |k2|) is a function of k and ∇⊥f =
(−∂2f, ∂1f) is the Hamiltonian vector field associated with the differentiable
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function f ∈ C2(T2). For example in [7], λ(|k|) = 1
|k|r where r ≥ 3. Specially,

following theorem 2.2 from [7] and also page 12 [1], for any f ∈ C2(T2) we can
write the estimate

∑

|k|≤m

AkAkf +BkBkf = ν∆f (20)

where ν = 1
2

∑
|k|≤m λ2(|k|)k21 . When its is necessary, we can pass to this

finite series. For any k, define Âk = (Ak, 0) ∈ ĝ and B̂k = (Bk, 0) ∈ ĝ where
ĝ = g⋊ωα

R and ωα is the Roger cocycle induced by th closed 1-form α = βθ2 ∈
Ω1(T2). Then we have

∇̂
Âk

Âk =
(
∇Ak

Ak , ωα(Ak, Ak)
)
=
(
∇Ak

Ak , 0
)
= (0, 0)

and similarly ∇̂
B̂k

B̂k =
(
∇Bk

Bk , 0
)
= (0, 0). In order to add the effect of

rotation (Coriolis effect) to our setting, we will use the semi-martingale
{

dγ(t) = TeR̂γ(t)

(∑
k

[
Âk ◦ dW k,1

t + B̂k ◦ dW k,2
t

]
+ û(t))dt

)

γ(0) = idĜ

(21)

Here û = (u, a) ∈ C1([0, τ ], ĝ) and {W k,1
t ,W k,2

t }k are (independent) real valued
Brownian motions.

Since ωα is defined by

ωα(Xf , Xg) =

∫

T2

fα(Xg)d vol

with α = βθ2, for a suitable constant β, it is integrable and it integrates to a
group cocycle, say, Ωα. Following the discussion in section 3.3, the group Ĝ
in an identity neighborhood appears as Û = U × S

1 ⊆ Ĝ where U ⊆ G is an
identity neighborhood.

Proposition 5.1 For τ sufficiently small and (u, a) ∈ C1([0, τ ], ĝ), the stochas-

tic differential equation (21) admits a solution γ : [0, τ ] × S −→ U × S1 ⊆ Ĝ

such that
D∇̂

t
γ(t)
dt

= (u(t), a).

Proof. For the curve γ there exist g : [0, τ ] −→ U and c : [0, τ ] −→ S1 such
that γ(t) = (g(t), c(t)). Consider the stochastic differential equation

d(g(t), c(t)) = T(e,1)R̂(g(t),c(t))

(∑

k

[
Ak ◦ dW k,1

t +Bk ◦ dW k,2
t

]
(22)

+u(t))dt , adt
)

(23)

Using equation (9), we observe that the first component of the above equation
is

dg(t) = TeR(g(t)

(∑

k

[
Ak ◦ dW k,1

t +Bk ◦ dW k,2
t

]
+ u(t))dt

)

15



or equivalently for any θ ∈ T2

g(t, θ) =

∫ t

0

∑

k

[
Ak(g(s, θ)) ◦ dW k,1

t +Bk(g(s, θ)) ◦ dW k,2
t

]
+

∫ t

0

u(s, g(s, θ))ds.

According to [7] theorem 3.1 the above equation has a solution and depending
on the regularity of u and the regularity of the noise (or the exponent r in
λ(|k|) = 1

|k|r ) the solution g belongs to C([0, τ ], U).

On the other hand, once we have the solution g, the second component of (22)
reads as follows:

c(t) =

∫ t

0

ei(a+c(s)+Ωα(g(s),g(s)))ds

where we used the exponential map to place the solution in the circle S1. Conti-
nuity of g and differentiability of Ωα ensure that (22) has a solution as long
as g remains in U . Finally, the computations on page 11 [1] and the fact

that ∇̂ is right invariant imply that the ∇̂-generalized of the process (22) is
D∇̂

t
γ(t)
dt

= (u(t), a). ✷

The resulting curve γ for any t ∈ [0, τ ] a.s. belongs to U × S1. As a result, for
any θ ∈ T2, a.s. we have γ(t, θ) ∈ T2 × S1.

5.1 The Ĝ valued variation

In order to define a variation, we consider the curve in U ×S1 ⊆ Ĝ given by the
ordinary differential equation

( d
dt
e(ǫ, t)

)
e(ǫ, t)−1 = ǫ

(
v̇(t) , ḃ(t)

)
; e(ǫ, 0) = idĜ.

where v̂(t) = (v(t), b(t)) belongs to C1([0, τ ], ĝ). Then, we define the variation

γǫ(t) = e(ǫ, t) ◦ γ(t). (24)

where γ is the curve in proposition 5.1. To make the presentation more concise,
we write

{
dγ(t) = TeR̂γ(t)

(∑
k

[
Ĥk ◦ dW k

t

]
+ û(t))dt

)

γ(0) = idĜ

rather than (21). By Itô formula we get

dγǫ(t, θ) =
∑

k

Tγ(t,θ)e
(
ǫ, t, γ(t, θ)

)
Ĥk(γ(t, θ) ◦ dW k

t

+Tγ(t,θ)e
(
ǫ, t, γ(t, θ)

)
û(t, γ(t, θ))dt+ ǫ ˙̂v

(
t, γǫ(t, θ)

)
dt

=
∑

k

(
Âde(ǫ,t)Ĥk

)
(γǫ(t, θ)) ◦ dW k

t

+
(
Âde(ǫ,t)û(t, γǫ(t, θ))dt+ ǫ ˙̂v

(
t, γ̂ǫ(t, θ)

)
dt

16



where ˙̂v(t) =
(
v̇(t) , ḃ(t)

)
. Setting Ĥǫ

k(t) = Âde(ǫ,t)Ĥk and

∇̂Ĥk

Ĥk = (∇Hk
Hk, ω(Hk, Hk)) = 0

we obtain

Tγǫ(t)Rγǫ(t)−1

D∇̂
t

dt
γǫ(t)

=
∑

k

1

2
∇̂Ĥǫ

k
(t)Ĥ

ǫ
k(t) + Âde(ǫ,t)

(
− 1

2
∇̂Ĥk

Ĥk + û(t)
)
+ ǫ ˙̂v(t)

=
∑

k

1

2
∇̂Ĥǫ

k
(t)Ĥ

ǫ
k(t) + Âde(ǫ,t)û(t) + ǫ ˙̂v(t). (25)

Moreover we have,

d

dǫ
|ǫ=0Tγǫ(t)Rγǫ(t)−1

D∇̂
t

dt
γǫ(t)

=
1

2

∑

k

d

dǫ
|ǫ=0∇̂Ĥǫ

k
(t)Ĥ

ǫ
k(t) +

d

dǫ
|ǫ=0Âde(ǫ,t)û(t) + ˙̂v(t)

=
1

2

∑

k

(
∇̂

âdv̂Ĥk

Ĥk + ∇̂Ĥk

(âdv̂Ĥk)
)
+ âdv̂(t)û(t) + ˙̂v(t).

Using (13) we get

∇̂
âdv̂Ĥk

Ĥk = ∇̂(adv Hk,−ω(v,Hk))(Hk, 0)

=
(
∇adv Hk

Hk +
1

2
ω(v,Hk)THk ,

1

2
ω(adv Hk, Hk)

)

and similarly

∇̂Ĥk

(âdv̂Ĥk) = ∇̂(Hk,0)(adv Hk,−ω(v,Hk))

=
(
∇Hk

advHk +
1

2
ω(v,Hk)THk ,

1

2
ω(Hk, advHk)

)

The last two equations imply that

∇̂
âdv̂Ĥk

Ĥk + ∇̂Ĥk

(âdv̂Ĥk)

=
(
∇adv Hk

Hk +
1

2
ω(v,Hk)THk ,

1

2
ω(adv Hk, Hk)

)

+
(
∇Hk

adv Hk +
1

2
ω(v,Hk)THk ,

1

2
ω(Hk, advHk)

)

=
(
∇adv Hk

Hk +∇Hk
advHk + ω(v,Hk)THk , 0

)
.

As a result

d

dǫ
|ǫ=0Tγǫ(t)Rγǫ(t)−1

D∇̂
t

dt
γǫ(t) (26)

=
1

2

∑

k

(
∇adv Hk

Hk +∇Hk
adv Hk + ω(v,Hk)THk , 0

)
+ âdv̂(t)û(t) + ˙̂v(t).
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5.2 Viscous QGS on T2 with linear damping

Suppose that u = ∇⊥ψu where ψu : T2 −→ R, α = βθ2, dθ := θ1 ∧ θ2 and∫
T2 dθ = N . We recall that the (linear) operator T : g −→ g is given by
ωα(u, v) =≪ Tu, v≫g (see equation (12)).

Lemma 5.2 For any k ∈ Z
2, the followings hold true.

i. TAk = βk1λ(|k|)2NBk,
ii. TBk = −βk1λ(|k|)2NAk,
iii. ω(u,Ak) = −βk1λ(|k|)(ψu, cosk.θ)L2 ,
iv. ω(u,Bk) = −βk1λ(|k|)(ψu, sin k.θ)L2 ,
v.
∑

k ω(u,Ak)TAk + ω(u,Bk)TBk = −β2Nu := −2σu.

The proof is moved to the section Appendix.

Let û = (u, a) ∈ ĝ where u ∈ C1([0, τ ], g) and a ∈ R is a constant.

Theorem 5.3 The process (21) is a critical point of the functional J∇̂ if and
only if û satisfies the following equation for some function p (know as the pres-
sure). {

∂tu+ (u.∇)u− aTu− ν∆u+ σu = gradp
divu = 0

Proof. For the specified semi-martingale (21) using equation (25) we get

Tγǫ(t)Rγǫ(t)−1

D∇̂
t

dt
γǫ(t) =

1

2

∑

k

(
∇̂Âǫ

k
(t)Â

ǫ
k(t) + ∇̂B̂ǫ

k
(t)B̂

ǫ
k(t)

)

+Âde(ǫ,t)û(t) + ǫ
(
v̇(t), ḃ(t)

)

where
Âǫ

k(t) := Âde(ǫ,t)Âk = Âde(ǫ,t)(Ak, 0)

and similarly

B̂ǫ
k(t) := Âde(ǫ,t)B̂k = Âde(ǫ,t)(Bk, 0).

Note that

d

dǫ
|ǫ=0Â

ǫ
k(t) = âdv̂(t)Âk =

(
adv(t)Ak ,−ω(v(t), Ak)

)

and d
dǫ
|ǫ=0B̂

ǫ
k(t) =

(
adv(t)Bk ,−ω(v(t), Bk)

)
. As a result, equation (26) implies

that

d

dǫ
|ǫ=0Tγǫ(t)Rγǫ(t)−1

D∇̂
t

dt
γǫ(t)

=
1

2

∑

k

((
∇adv Ak

Ak +∇Ak
adv Ak + ω(v,Ak)TAk , 0

)

+
(
∇adv Bk

Bk +∇Bk
adv Bk + ω(v,Bk)TBk , 0

))

+âdv̂(t)û(t) + ˙̂v(t).

18



Since the Riemann curvature tensor on T2 vanishes, then

∇adv Ak
Ak +∇Ak

adv Ak = ∇Ak
∇Ak

v

and
∇adv Bk

Bk +∇Bk
adv Bk = ∇Bk

∇Bk
v.

Accordingly, we obtain

d

dǫ
|ǫ=0Tγǫ(t)Rγǫ(t)−1

D∇̂
t

dt
γǫ(t)

=
1

2

∑

k

(
∇Ak

∇Ak
v +∇Bk

∇Bk
v , 0

)

1

2

∑

k

(
ω(v,Ak)TAk + ω(v,Bk)TBk , 0

)

+âdv̂(t)û(t) + ˙̂v(t)

∗
=

(
ν∆v − σv , 0

)
+ âdv̂û(t) + ˙̂v(t)

where in * we used equation (20) is used and lemma 5.2.
We recall that ≪ , ≫ĝ, ≪ , ≫g and 〈 , 〉 are the metrics on ĝ, g and
T2 respectively. Moreover, by assumption, v̂(0) = v̂(τ) = 0. Consequently, by
applying integration by parts and utilizing the fact that ∆ is self-adjoint, we
obtain

d

dǫ
|ǫ=0J

∇̂(γǫ(t))

= E

∫ τ

0

≪ ˙̂v(t) + âdv̂(t)û(t) + (ν∆v(t) − σv(t), 0) , û(t) ≫ĝ dt

=

∫ τ

0

(
≪ ˙̂v(t), û(t) ≫ĝ + ≪ âdv̂(t)û(t), û(t) ≫ĝ

+ ≪ (ν∆v(t) − σv(t), 0) , û(t) ≫ĝ

)
dt

=

∫ τ

0

≪ − ˙̂u(t)− âd
∗

û(t)û(t) + (ν∆u(t)− σu(t), 0) , v̂(t) ≫ĝ dt

= −
∫ τ

0

∫

T2

〈
u̇(t) + ad∗u(t)u(t)− aT (u(t))− ν∆u(t) + σu(t) , v(t)

〉
dθdt.

Since the above argument holds for any v̂ ∈ ĝ we have
{
∂tu+ ad∗u(t)u(t)− aT (u(t))− ν∆u+ σu = 0

div(u) = 0

Due to the fact that u is divergence free and

ad∗u(t)u(t) = Pe(∇uu) = ∇uu− gradp = (u.∇)u− gradp
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the previous equations are equivalent to (1). We remind that the projection
map Pe : X(T

2) −→ div−1(0) is induced by the Hodge decomposition and sends
any vector field to its divergence free part [22]. ✷

5.3 Evolution equation according to the stream functions

The vorticity form of equation (1) is derived in the following way. First we write
equation (1) in terms of forms i.e. we apply the musical isomorphism ♭ induced
by the Riemannian metric 〈., .〉 on T2

∂tu
♭ + (∇uu)

♭ + a(Tu)♭ − ν∆u♭ + σu♭ = dp (27)

Now apply the exterior derivative d on both sides. Since d commutes with ∂t
and the Laplacian ∆ then

∂tdu
♭ + a(∇uu)

♭ + ad(Tu)♭ − ν∆du♭ + σdu♭ = ddp = 0. (28)

The 2-form du♭ on the 2 dimensional manifold T2 is referred to as vorticity. Since
that space of 2-forms on T2 is 1-dimensional, there exists a function φ : T2 −→ R

such that du♭ = φdθ where dθ = θ1 ∧ θ2. If u = ∇⊥ψ then φ = ∆ψ. More
precisely

du♭ = d(−∂2ψθ1 + ∂1ψθ2) = (∂21ψ + ∂22ψ)θ1 ∧ θ2 = (∆ψ)dθ

Moreover, according to theorem 1.17 chapter IV of [4], we have

(∇uu)
♭ = Luu

♭ − 1

2
d〈u, u〉

where L denotes the Lie derivative. As a result

d(∇uu)
♭ = dLuu

♭ − 1

2
dd〈u, u〉 = dLuu

♭ = Ludu
♭ = Lu(∆ψdθ).

On the other hand

Lu∆ψdθ = diu(∆ψdθ) + iu.d(∆ψdθ) = diu(∆ψdθ)

= d(∆ψiudθ) = d(∆ψ(−u2θ1 + u1θ2))

= d(∆ψ(−∂1ψθ1 − ∂2ψθ2))

= d(−∆ψ∂1ψθ1 −∆ψ∂2ψθ2)

= −∂2(∆ψ∂1ψ)θ2 ∧ θ1 − ∂1(∆ψ∂2ψ)θ1 ∧ θ2
= (∂1ψ∂2∆ψ − ∂1∆ψ∂2ψ)θ1 ∧ θ2
= {ψ,∆ψ}θ1 ∧ θ2 = {ψ,∆ψ}dθ

where u = (u1, u2) = (−∂2ψ, ∂1ψ). Moreover for any ψ, ξ ∈ C∞(T2), {ψ, ξ} =
∂1ψ∂2ξ − ∂2ψ∂1ξ is the Poisson bracket induced by the symplectic form dθ on
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T2.
Finally, we note that

d(Tu)♭ = β∂1ψdθ

More precisely according to corollary 1 from [30], (Tu) = Pe(ψα
♯) where ♯ is

the inverse of the musical isomorphism ♭ and α = βdθ2. This last means that

d(Tu)♭ = d(βψθ2) = β∂1ψθ1 ∧ θ2.

As a result, for a = 1, equation (28) can be written as

(
∂t∆ψ + {ψ,∆ψ}+ β∂1ψ − ν∆2ψ + σ∆ψ

)
dθ = 0

or equivalently

∂t∆ψ + {ψ,∆ψ}+ β∂1ψ − ν∆2ψ + σ∆ψ = 0

In the case of quasi-geostrophic equations on the sphere, the term ν∆2ψ repre-
sents the turbulent viscosity and σ∆ψ is Rayleigh friction ([26], chapter 3 or [8]
chapter 3).

5.4 Viscous QGS on T2 without Rayleigh friction

In this part, we propose a ĝ-valued diffusion process using two vector fields
which span the tangent space of the torus at any point (not the Lie algebra g).
We explore how this semi-martingale can describe viscous QGS on T2 without
Rayleigh friction via stochastic Euler-Poincaré reduction for central extension.

For any point p ∈ T2 set H1(p) := (
√
2ν, 0) and H2(p) = (0,

√
2ν) where

ν > 0 is a constant. Then H1, H2 belong to g := TeDvol(T
2). Consider the

diffusion process

{
dη(t) = TeR̂η(t)

(∑2
i=1

(
Ĥi ◦ dW i

t

)
+ û(t)dt

)

η(0) = idĜ

(29)

where Ĥi = (Hi, 0), i = 1, 2 and

û(t) : [0, τ ] −→ ĝ ; t 7−→ (u(t), a)

is a C1 map. The same argument as in Proposition 5.1 shows that the process
(29) has a solution and its generalized derivative is û. Note that by assumption

ωα(H1, Xf) = ωα(H2, Xf ) = ωα(H1, H2) = 0

for any Xf ∈ g (see remark 3.4). As in section 5.1, for v̂(t) = (v(t), b(t)) ∈
C1([0, τ ], ĝ) with v̂(0) = v̂(τ) = 0 we set

ηǫ(t) = e(ǫ, t) ◦ η(t).
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where η is a solution of (29) and e(ǫ, t) is given by (24). Then repeating the
computations of section section 5.1 for ηǫ(t) we get

d

dǫ
|ǫ=0Tηǫ(t)Rηǫ(t)−1

D∇̂
t

dt
ηǫ(t) (30)

=
1

2

2∑

i=1

(
∇adv Hi

Hi +∇Hi
advHi , 0

)
+ âdv̂(t)û(t) + ˙̂v(t)

=
1

2

2∑

i=1

(
∇Hi

∇Hi
v , 0

)
+ âdv̂(t)û(t) + ˙̂v(t)

=
(
ν∆v , 0

)
+ âdv̂û(t) + ˙̂v(t) (31)

In the following theorem, we demonstrate that replacing the process (21) with
(29) results in the disappearance of the Rayleigh friction (linear damping) term
from the evolution equation.

Theorem 5.4 The process (29) is a critical point of the functional J∇̂ if and
only if u satisfies the following equations.

{
∂tu+ (u.∇)u − aTu− ν∆u = gradp
divu = 0

Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 5.3 with the semi-martingale (29) and
the variation ηǫ(t), we obtain

d

dǫ
|ǫ=0J

∇̂(ηǫ(t)) = E

[ ∫ τ

0

≪ d

dǫ
|ǫ=0Tηǫ(t)Rηǫ(t)−1

D∇̂
t ηǫ(t)

dt
, û(t) ≫ĝ dt

]

= E

∫ τ

0

≪ ˙̂v(t) + âdv̂(t)û(t) + (ν∆v(t), 0) , û(t) ≫ĝ dt

=

∫ τ

0

(
≪ ˙̂v(t) , û(t) + âdv̂(t)û(t) ≫ĝ + ≪ (ν∆v(t), 0) , û(t) ≫ĝ

)
dt

= −
∫ τ

0

∫

T2

〈
u̇(t) + ad∗u(t)u(t)− aT (u(t))− ν∆u(t) , v(t)

〉
dθdt = 0.

Since in the above argument v̂ ∈ ĝ was arbitrary we have

{
∂tu+ (u.∇)u − aTu− ν∆u = gradp
div(u) = 0

which completes the proof. ✷

Now, suppose that the velocity field u is given by the stream function ψ. Then,
using the results from section 5.3, we can express the previous equation as

∂t∆ψ + {ψ,∆ψ}+ β∂1ψ − ν∆2ψ = 0.
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Discussion. The two semi-martingales (21) and (29) that we are considering
lead to different physical phenomena due to their distinct structures.

The first semi-martingale (21) uses a basis for the Lie algebra g to incorporate
real-valued Brownian motions, which introduce stochastic perturbations to the
system. This perturbation via the Coriolis effect manifests as viscosity and
friction (linear damping) in the resulting evolution equation (1). Essentially,
this randomness in the system induces energy dissipation, represented by the
turbulent viscosity term ν∆u and the Rayleigh friction term σu. In this scenario,
setting σ = 0 would imply β = 0.

On the other hand, the second semi-martingale (29) is constructed using a
simpler set of stochastic terms; specifically, we use just two fixed vector fields for
the fluctuation directions. This more constrained form of randomness does not
generate the same kind of energy dissipation. As a result, the evolution equa-
tion derived from this semi-martingale lacks the linear damping terms. This
reflects a physical situation where the system experiences stochastic perturba-
tions, viscosity, and the Coriolis effect but does not lose energy through linear
damping.

In the absence of the central extension, both semi-martingales (after reducing
to g) lead to the same evolution equation, which is the Navier-Stokes equations
for incompressible fluids.

6 Appendix

Proof of proposition 3.2.
Proof. Let N be the closed 1-dimensional submanifold of T2 which contains
the image of Φ(t, s0). In figure (1), the submanifold N is denoted by a red circle
with a thick line.

N

Figure 1: The submanifold N for the singular cocycle ωN .

According to [18] page 5035, ωN and ωα are cohomologous if and only if for
any γ ∈ Ω1(T2) with the property dγ = 0 the equality

∫

N

γ =

∫

T2

α ∧ γ (32)

holds true. To make the proof more clear, we will do this task in four steps.
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Step 1. For γ = θ1 we have
∫
N
θ1 =

∫ 2π

0 dt = 2π. On the other hand

∫

T2

α ∧ γ =
1

2π

∫

T2

θ1 ∧ θ2 =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

dtds = 2π.

This means that (32) holds true.

Step 2. For the constants c1, c2 ∈ R and γ = c1θ1 + c2θ2 we have

∫

T2

α ∧ γ =
c1

2π

∫

T2

θ1 ∧ θ2 +
c2

2π

∫

T2

θ2 ∧ θ2 = 2c1π.

On the other hand
∫

N

γ = c1

∫

N

θ1 + c2

∫

N

θ2 = 2c1π + c2

∫

N

θ2.

If we prove that
∫
N
θ2 = 0, then the assertion is proved. Let

i : N →֒ T
2 p 7−→ (p, s0)

be the inclusion map which embeds N into T2. By restriction of θ2 to N
basically we mean i∗θ2. Moreover, any tangent vector v ∈ TpN is identified
with the tangent vector (v, 0) ∈ T(p,s0)T

2 via i. As a result

i∗θ2(v) = θ(dpiv) = θ2(v, 0)(p,s0) = 0

which implies that the integral
∫
N
θ2 = 0.

Step 3. For any f ∈ C∞(T2) and γ = fθ1 ∈ Ω1(T2) we have

∫

T2

α ∧ γ =
1

2π

∫

T2

fθ1 ∧ θ2

Note that the condition dγ = 0 reads

dγ = d(fθ1) = ∂2fθ2 ∧ θ1 = 0

which implies that ∂2f = 0. As a result, there is a function k = k(t) such that

Φ∗f(t, s) = k(t).

Using this fact we get ∫

N

fθ1 =

∫ 2π

0

k(t)dt.

On the other hand

1

2π

∫

T2

fθ1 ∧ θ2 =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

k(t)dsdt =

∫ 2π

0

k(t)dt.
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Step 4. For any f, g ∈ C∞(T2) and γ = fθ1 + gθ2 ∈ Ω1(T2) we have

∫

T2

α ∧ γ =
1

2π

∫

T2

fθ1 ∧ θ2 +
1

2π

∫

T2

gθ2 ∧ θ2 =
1

2π

∫

T2

fθ1 ∧ θ2.

On the other hand since i∗θ2 = 0 we get

∫

N

γ =

∫

N

fθ1 +

∫

N

gθ2 =

∫

N

fθ1.

Then, it suffices to prove that
∫
N
fθ1 = 1

2π

∫
T2 fθ1 ∧ θ2. The condition dγ = 0

implies that
df ∧ θ1 + dg ∧ θ2 = (−∂2f + ∂1g)θ1 ∧ θ2 = 0

i.e. ∂2f = ∂1g. Set h(s) :=
∫ 2π

0
Φ∗f(t, s)dt. We show that h(s) is a constant

function in s. Since g is a periodic function with period 2π, we observe that

∂sh(s) =

∫ 2π

0

∂sΦ
∗f(t, s)dt =

∫ 2π

0

Φ∗∂2f(t, s)dt

=

∫ 2π

0

Φ∗∂1g(t, s)dt

=

∫ 2π

0

∂tΦ
∗g(t, s)dt

= Φ∗g(2π, s)− Φ∗g(0, s) = 0

As a result h(s) = h(s0) or equivalently
∫ 2π

0 Φ∗f(t, s)dt =
∫ 2π

0 Φ∗f(t, s0)dt.
However,

1

2π

∫

T2

fθ1 ∧ θ2 =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

Φ∗f(t, s)dtds

=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

Φ∗f(t, s0)dsdt

=

∫ 2π

0

Φ∗f(t, s0)dt

=

∫

N

fθ1

which completes the proof. ✷

Proof of proposition 3.5.

Proof. Using the expression for Lie bracket on the central extension and also
equation (13), we have

∇̂[(u,a),(X,0)]ĝ(X, 0) =
(
∇[u,X]X − 1

2
ω(u,X)TX ,

1

2
ω([u,X ], X)

)
.
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Moreover using the fact that ω(X,u) = −ω(u,X) and equation (14) we have

R̂
(
(u, a), (X, 0)

)
(X, 0)

= ∇̂(u,a)∇̂(X,0)(X, 0)− ∇̂(X,0)∇̂(u,a)(X, 0)− ∇̂[(u,a),(X,0)]ĝ(X, 0)

=
(
∇u∇XX − 1

2
aT∇XX ,

1

2
ω(u,∇XX)

)

−
(
∇X∇uX − 1

2
∇X(aTX)− 1

4
ω(u,X)TX ,

1

2
ω(X,∇uX − 1

2
aTX)

)

−
(
∇[u,X]X − 1

2
ω(u,X)TX ,

1

2
ω([u,X ], X)

)

=
(
R(u,X)X − 1

2
aT∇XX +

1

2
∇X(aTX) +

1

4
ω(u,X)TX +

1

2
ω(u,X)TX

,
1

2
ω(u,∇XX)− 1

2
ω(X,∇uX − 1

2
aTX)− 1

2
ω([u,X ], X)

)

=
(
R(u,X)X − 1

2
aT∇XX +

1

2
∇X(aTX) +

3

4
ω(u,X)TX

,
1

2
ω(u,∇XX)− 1

2
ω(X,∇uX − [u,X ]− 1

2
aTX)

)

On the other hand

∇̂(X,0)∇̂(X,0)(u, a) =
(
∇X∇Xu− 1

2
∇X(aTX)− 1

4
ω(X,u)TX ,

1

2
ω(X,∇Xu− 1

2
aTX)

)
.

As a result we get

2K̂
(
(u, a), (X, 0)

)

=
(
∇X∇Xu− 1

2
∇X(aTX)− 1

4
ω(X,u)TX ,

1

2
ω(X,∇Xu− 1

2
aTX)

)

+
(
R(u,X)X − 1

2
aT∇XX +

1

2
∇X(aTX) +

3

4
ω(u,X)TX

,
1

2
ω(u,∇XX)− 1

2
ω(X,∇uX − [u,X ]− 1

2
aTX)

)

=
(
∇X∇Xu+R(u,X)X − 1

2
aT∇XX + ω(u,X)TX ,

1

2
ω(u,∇XX)

)

=
(
2K(u,X)− 1

2
aT∇XX + ω(u,X)TX ,

1

2
ω(u,∇XX)

)

✷

Proof of lemma 5.2.

Proof. i. The orthogonal set {Ak, Bk}k form a basis for the space of Hamilto-
nian vector fields. On the other hand

≪ TAk, Ak′ ≫g = ω(Ak, Ak′)

=

∫

T2

−λ(|k|) sin(k.θ)α(Ak′ )dθ

= βλ(|k|)2k1
∫

T2

sin(k.θ) cos(k′.θ)dθ = 0
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Similarly we have,

≪ TAk, Bk′ ≫g = ω(Ak, Bk′)

=

∫

T2

−λ(|k|) sin(k.θ)α(Bk′ )dθ

= βλ(|k|)2k1
∫

T2

sin(k.θ) sin(k′.θ)dθ = βk1λ(|k|)2Nδkk′

where δkk′ is 1 when k = k′ and is zero otherwise. As a result TAk = βk1λ(|k|)2NBk.
ii.The proof is similar to that of part i.
iii. & iv.

ω(u,Ak) =

∫

T2

ψuα(Ak)dθ

= −βλ(|k|)k1
∫

T2

ψu cos(k.θ)dθ = −βλ(|k|)k1(ψu, cos k.θ)L2 ,

ω(u,Bk) =

∫

T2

ψuα(Bk)dθ

= −βλ(|k|)k1
∫

T2

ψu sin(k.θ)dθ = −βλ(|k|)k1(ψu, sin k.θ)L2 .

v. Note that for any k ∈ Z2

≪ u,Ak ≫g = ≪ ∇⊥ψu,∇⊥(−λk sin k.θ) ≫g

= −λ(|k|)(ψu,−∆sink.θ)L2

= −λ(|k|)(k21 + k22)(ψu, sin k.θ)L2

and similarly

≪ u,Bk ≫g= λ(|k|)(k21 + k22)(ψu, cos k.θ)L2 .

As a result we have

ω(u,Ak)TAk = −β2λ(|k|)3k21A(ψu, cos k.θ)L2Bk

= − β2λ(|k|)3k21A
λ(|k|)(k21 + k22)

≪ u,Bk ≫g Bk

= −β
2λ(|k|)2k21A
(k21 + k22)

≪ u,Bk ≫g Bk

and similarly

ω(u,Bk)TBk = −β
2λ(|k|)2k21A
(k21 + k22)

≪ u,Ak ≫g Ak

holds true.
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Set B̄k := λ(|k|)k1√
k2

1
+k2

2

Bk and Āk := λ(|k|)k1√
k2

1
+k2

2

Ak. Since {Ā, B̄}k∈Z2 form a basis

for g we get

∑

k

ω(u,Ak)TAk + ω(u,Bk)TBk = ω(u,Ak)TAk

=
∑

k

−β
2λ(|k|)2k21N
(k21 + k22)

≪ u,Bk ≫g Bk − β2λ(|k|)2k21A
(k21 + k22)

≪ u,Ak ≫g Ak

= −β2N
∑

k

λ(|k|)2k21
(k21 + k22)

≪ u,Bk ≫g Bk +
λ(|k|)2k21
(k21 + k22)

≪ u,Ak ≫g Ak

= −β2N
∑

k

≪ u, B̄k ≫g B̄k+ ≪ u, Āk ≫g Āk

= −β2Nu := −2σu

✷
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