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In the present work we revisit the Painlevé property for partial differential equations. We consider the PDE
variant of the relevant algorithm on the basis of the fundamental work of Weiss, Tabor and Carnevale and explore
a number of relevant examples. Subsequently, we present an implementation of the relevant algorithm in an
open-source platform in Python and discuss the details of a Sympy-powered Kivy app that enables checking of
the property and the derivation of associated auto-Bäckund transform when the property is present. Examples
of the relevant code and its implementation are also provided, as well as details of its open access for interested
potential users.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of dispersive nonlinear partial differential equa-
tions is a topic of widespread interest over a broad range
of fields, as motivated by a diverse array of applications.
For instance, the dynamics of the electric field in optical
fibers [1, 2], nonlinear effects in plasmas [3], or the study of
ultracold atomic systems in the realm of Bose-Einstein con-
densates [4, 5] lead to the emergence of variants of the so-
called nonlinear Schrödinger equation [6–10]. Similarly, the
evolution of shallow water waves leads naturally to the emer-
gence of the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation [6, 7, 11–13],
while the study of superconducting Josephson junctions, as
well as of mechanical systems of coupled torsion pendula lat-
tices leads to the emergence (in appropriate limits) of Klein-
Gordon models, such as the sine-Gordon equation [14, 15].
These are but a few examples of the diverse and wide range of
models of interest.

When such a system emerges in applications, a natural
question is that of integrability [6, 7, 12]. The prototypi-
cal tool in that regard is the potential identification of a Lax
pair [6–8, 12, 14], which allows one to use the machinery of
the inverse scattering transform to identify soliton and multi-
soliton solutions, as well as, in principle, to develop the evo-
lution dynamics from arbitrary initial data. However, there is
no generally known approach for constructing such Lax pairs.
In light of that, the presence of “integrability tests” such as the
Painlevé test [16–19], i.e., that the only ’movable’ singulari-
ties for the solution of differential equation systems are simple
poles, is of particular value. Ablowitz et. al. [19] used an ex-
act similarity reduction to develop the connection between the
nonlinear partial differential equations (PDEs) solvable by the
inverse scattering transform and nonlinear ordinary differen-
tial equations (ODEs) that admit this property.

Importantly also, the work of Weiss, Tabor and
Carnevale [20] (WTC; see also [21]) offered a systematic
way to consider the Painlevé property directly at the level
of PDEs, treating the integrable behavior in a unified man-
ner. Indeed, this groundbreaking work allowed not only to
retrieve the Cole-Hopf transform for the Burgers’ equation,
but also to (re)discover Bäcklund transformations for the KdV
equation and similarly for other problems such as the sine-
Gordon, the modified KdV, the Boussinesq model etc. Subse-
quently, numerous researchers have sought to provide an al-
gorithmic approach [22] and accordingly a symbolic software
package [23, 24] (see also [25]) for the realization of the WTC
approach for PDEs.

Our aim herein is to provide an open-source package based
on Python —while earlier attempts such as those of [23, 24]
were based on proprietary software such as Mathematica—
and a corresponding app that allows for a direct identifica-
tion of the Painlevé property of the partial differential equa-
tion taken in as input. Additionally, in contrast to the earlier
attempts in [20, 21, 23–26] where special emphasis has been
placed on the simple execution of the Painlevé test by means
of substituting the Painlevé expansion in the PDE after carry-
ing out the appropriate leading-order power balancing, look-
ing for resonance integers and the corresponding redundan-
cies; our work also provides a comprehensive roadmap to the
proof or disproof of the compatibility of the other additional
conditions. We believe that this will place such a formulation
directly at the disposal of interested researchers that wish to
check the potential for integrability of a given model via the
WTC approach. Additionally, when the system does turn out
to pass the relevant test, the approach can not only test for the
compatibility of the additional constraints, but also, in the case
of an integrable system, provide a suitable Bäcklund trans-
form that may allow to obtain interesting solutions of such
models with a relatively minimal effort, as discussed in case
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examples below.

Our presentation below will be structured as follows. First,
in section II, we provide the background of the PDE formu-
lation of the Painlevé approach, while in section III, we will
provide a number of examples for completeness. In section
IV, we will provide the algorithm and implementation details,
while in section V, we will provide some conclusions and di-
rections for future study.

II. PAINLEVÉ PROPERTY AND BÄCKLUND
TRANSFORMATION

Similar to the definition of a polynomial of n-variables of
degree N ,

F (u1, u2, · · · , un) =∑
0≤k1+k2+···+kn≤N

ck1,k2,···kn
uk1
1 uk2

2 · · ·ukn
n (1)

(with ck1,k2,···kn , u1, u2, · · · , un ∈ C, k1, k2, · · · , kn ∈ N),
we can extend the definition of a non-linear partial differen-
tial equation involving powers of partial derivatives to a poly-
nomial involving relevant partial differential operators: for a
function u : Cn → C, we can define a generalized PDE of
order M and degree D to be,

F

({
∂α1+α2+···+αnu

∂xα1
1 ∂xα2

2 · · · ∂xαn
n

}∣∣∣∣
0≤

∑
1≤k≤n αk≤M

)
=

∑
0≤kα1,α2,··· ,αn≤D

c{kα1,α2,··· ,αn} ×
0≤

∑n
k=1 αk≤M∏

α1,α2,··· ,αn∈N(
∂α1+α2+···+αnu

∂xα1
1 ∂xα2

2 · · · ∂xαn
n

)kα1,α2,··· ,αn

= 0, (2)

where

c{kα1,α2,··· ,αn} = c{kα1,α2,··· ,αn}(x1, x2, · · · , xn).

A partial differential equation is said to have the Painlevé
property when the solutions of the PDE are “single-
valued” about the movable, singularity manifold ϕ =
ϕ(x1, x2, · · · , xn) = 0 [20], i.e., the solutions u =
u(x1, x2, · · · , xn) are of the form:

u = ϕα
∞∑

m=0

umϕm =

∞∑
m=0

umϕm−β (3)

where ∀m ∈ N, m ≥ 0, um = um(x1, x2, · · · , xn)
and ϕ = ϕ(x1, x2, · · · , xn) are analytic functions in the
neighbourhood of the manifold; and α = −β, β >
0, α, β ∈ Z. This formalism also encompasses the def-
initions for ODEs [16–18]. For the prototypical PDEs
of interest in this article, we restrict to constant coeffi-
cients c{kα1,α2,··· ,αn}(x1, x2, · · · , xn) = c{kα1,α2,··· ,αn} in

the equation (2) to simplify the relevant equation which ac-
quires the form:

F

({
∂α1+α2+···+αnu

∂xα1
1 ∂xα2

2 · · · ∂xαn
n

})
=∑

kα1,α2,··· ,αn∈N
c{kα1,α2,··· ,αn}

∏
α1,α2,··· ,αn∈N(

∂α1+α2+···+αnu

∂xα1
1 ∂xα2

2 · · · ∂xαn
n

)kα1,α2,··· ,αn

= 0. (4)

Using the product rule for the partial derivatives, we can sim-
plify,

∂α1+α2+···+αnu

∂xα1
1 ∂xα2

2 · · · ∂xαn
n

=

∞∑
m=0

∂α1+α2+···+αn
(
umϕm−β

)
∂xα1

1 ∂xα2
2 · · · ∂xαn

n

=

∞∑
m=0

∑
0≤βk≤αk

n∏
k=1

(
αk

βk

)
∂β1+β2+···+βn

(
ϕm−β

)
∂xβ1

1 ∂xβ2

2 · · · ∂xβn
n

×

∂(α1−β1)+(α2−β2)+···+(αn−βn)um

∂xα1−β1

1 ∂xα2−β2

2 · · · ∂xαn−βn
n

. (5)

The check of the Painlevé property of the PDE follows
the consequently (tedious yet) straightforward simplification
of equation (5) and, in turn, substitution of the latter into
the equation (4). After determining the value of α using the
leading-order analysis in equation (4) [20, 22], one can show
that the simplification leads to an equivalent expression of the
PDE into a form equivalent to the one in [22], i.e., a power
series in ϕ as:

1

ϕµmin

(
P0 + P1ϕ+ P2ϕ

2 + P3ϕ
3 + · · ·

)
= 0, (6)

where Pk = Pk

(
u0, u1, · · ·uk,

{
∂α1+α2+···+αnϕ
∂x

α1
1 ∂x

α2
2 ···∂xαn

n

})
, 0 ≤∑

1≤k≤n αk ≤ M,µmin ∈ N. The inherent recursion rela-
tions of un, n ≥ 1 in terms of {u0, u1, · · · , un−1} and the
natural occurrence of the resonance integers have been sys-
tematically addressed in [20, 22–24] and will be used accord-
ingly here as well. The work of [22] also highlights the direct
Painlevé test in terms of the smallest positive resonance inte-
ger and the consequent implicit compatibility equations. But
several examples in [20] show an interesting pattern, namely
that the extraction of the Bäcklund transform comes from the
truncation of the Painlevé expansion in equations (3) and (4)
at m = −α = β > 0. The aforementioned truncation ex-
pansion up to m = −α = β which when substituted into the
original PDE results in a similar expansion of the form;

1

ϕµmin

(
P0+P1ϕ+P2ϕ

2+P3ϕ
3+ · · ·+Pµminϕ

µmin

)
= 0

(7)
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where it can be observed that,

Pµmin = F

({
∂α1+α2+···+αnuβ

∂xα1
1 ∂xα2

2 · · · ∂xαn
n

})
=∑

kα1,α2,··· ,αn∈N
c{kα1,α2,··· ,αn}

∏
α1,α2,··· ,αn∈N(

∂α1+α2+···+αnuβ

∂xα1
1 ∂xα2

2 · · · ∂xαn
n

)kα1,α2,··· ,αn

= 0. (8)

which generates back the same original PDE with the substi-
tution of u = uβ . Thus the set of equations

Pi = 0, i = 0 . . . µmin, (9)

will be an auto-Bäcklund transformation if “consistent”. Be-
low, in Definition 1, we define precisely what we mean by (9)
being consistent, and thus being a valid Bäcklund transforma-
tion. Also, the more specific concept of auto-Bäcklund trans-
formation is discussed at the start of the section III. We first
define the differential commutation operation as follows: let δ
be a derivation and let R be a differential ring, i.e. a commu-
tative ring with a unit element and a derivation δ acting on it.
S = R{X1, · · · , Xm} = R[δnXi : i = 1, ...,m, n ∈ N0] is
the differential ring of the differential polynomials in the dif-
ferential indeterminates X1, · · · , Xm (the functions which we
want to solve for) with coefficients in the differential ring R,
where δ(δnXi) = δn+1Xi, ∀n ∈ N0, i. The operation called
“differential commutation” Dc(f1, f2) where f1, f2 ∈ S are
two differential polynomials, f1 of order m and f2 of order n,
m < n is defined as

Dc(f1, f2) = δnf1 − δmf2. (10)

The same definition can be extended to the case of par-
tial differential rings: let δ1, δ2, · · · , δk be mutually com-
muting derivations and R be a differential ring equipped
with these k derivations. S1,2,···m = R{X1, · · · , Xm} =
R[δn1

1 δn2
2 · · · δnk

k Xi : i = 1, ...,m, n1, n2, · · ·nk ∈ N0]
is the differential ring of the partial differential polyno-
mials in the differential indeterminates X1, · · · , Xm with
coefficients in the differential ring R. For a differ-
ential polynomial f ∈ S1,2,···m, the order of f is
ord(f) = max{n1 + n2 + · · · + nk : f contains
a power product in X1, ..., Xm, δ1X1, · · · δn1

1 δn2
2 · · · δnk

k Xm

with nonzero coefficient}. Also the leading term in the dif-
ferential polynomial f ∈ S1,2,···m is defined as lt(f) =
δm1
1 δm2

2 · · · δmk

k Xl, m1 + m2 + · · · + mk = ord(f), 1 ≤
l ≤ m.

The differential commutation Dc(f1, f2) where f1, f2 ∈ S
are two differential polynomials, f1 of order m and f2 of order
n, m < n is given by

Dc(f1, f2) = δn1
1 δn2

2 · · · δnk

k f1 − δm1
1 δm2

2 · · · δmk

k f2 (11)

where m1 + m2 + · · · + mk = m, n1 + n2 + · · · +
nk = n, lt(f1) = δm1

1 δm2
2 · · · δmk

k Xl and lt(f2) =
δn1
1 δn2

2 · · · δnk

k Xl. For a set of m differential polynomials

f1, f2, ..., fm ∈ R{X1, · · · , Xr} in r differential indeter-
minates X1, X2, · · ·Xr such that m > r and f1 = 0, f2 =
0, · · · , fm = 0 form an overdetermined system of PDEs; let
us define a sequence g1, g2, g3, g4 · · · as follows:

1.

g1 = ⟨f1, f2, · · · , fm⟩ (12)

2.

gk =

〈
Dc(gk−1,1, gk−1,2), Dc(gk−1,2, gk−1,3),

· · · , Dc(gk−1,m−1, gk−1,m), Dc(gk−1,m, gk−1,1)

〉
, k ≥ 2.

(13)

We call the set {f1, f2, · · · , fm} to be “context-free differ-
ential commutation compatible” (or simply context-free com-
patible) if there exists a finite positive integer M such that
0 ∈ gM .

Let the following be a set SDAE of κ + n differen-
tial algebraic equations in κ + 1 differential indeterminates
[ϕ, u1, u2, u3, · · ·uκ] with n > 1 (thus forming an overdeter-
mined system of PDEs):

•

δA1
x δB1

t ϕ = f1(ϕ, ϕx, ϕt, · · · , δA1
x δB1−1

t ϕ,

δA1−1
x δB1

t ϕ, u1, u2, · · · , uκ, · · · , δCκ
x δDκ−1

t uκ) (14)

•

δA2
x δB2

t ϕ = f2(ϕ, ϕx, ϕt, · · · , δA2
x δB2−1

t ϕ,

δA2−1
x δB2

t ϕ, u1, u2, · · · , uκ, · · · , δCκ
x δDκ−1

t uκ) (15)

• · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·

•

δAn
x δBn

t ϕ = fn(ϕ, ϕx, ϕt, · · · , δAn
x δBn−1

t ϕ,

δAn−1
x δBn

t ϕ, u1, u2, · · · , uκ, · · · , δCκ
x δDκ−1

t uκ) (16)

•

δC1
x δD1

t u1 = g1(ϕ, ϕx, ϕt, · · · , δAmax−1
x δBmax

t ϕ,

δAmax
x δBmax

t ϕ, u1, u2, · · · , uκ, · · · , δCκ
x δDκ−1

t uκ) (17)

•

δC2
x δD2

t u2 = g2(ϕ, ϕx, ϕt, · · · , δAmax−1
x δBmax

t ϕ,

δAmax
x δBmax

t ϕ, u1, u2, · · · , uκ, · · · , δCκ
x δDκ−1

t uκ) (18)
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• · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·

•

δCκ
x δDκ

t uκ = gκ(ϕ, ϕx, ϕt, · · · , δAmax−1
x δBmax

t ϕ,

δAmax
x δBmax

t ϕ, u1, u2, · · · , uκ, · · · , δCκ
x δDκ−1

t uκ) (19)

where,

Amax = max{A1, A2, · · · , An},
Bmax = max{B1, B2, · · · , Bn}

If Wk = δAmax−Ak
x δBmax−Bk

t fk −δ
Amax−Ak+1
x

δ
Bmax−Bk+1

t fk+1, ∀ 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 1 and Wn =

δAmax−An
x δBmax−Bn

t fn −δAmax−A1
x δBmax−B1

t f1, and
for all k, 1 ≤ k ≤ n, if the following holds true,

Wk

(
δC1
x δD1

t u1 = g1, · · · ,

δCκ−1
x δ

Dκ−1

t uκ−1 = gκ−1, δ
Cκ
x δDκ

t uκ = gκ

)
= 0 (20)

we call the set SDAE to be “context-sensitive differential com-
mutation compatible” (or simply context-sensitive compati-
ble).

We are now ready to introduce four concepts that we will
use to define what we mean when we say that Equation (9)
is a valid Bäcklund transformation or not. For this paper, we
restrict ourselves the partial differential ring R1+1 in (1+1)
dimensions x and t equipped with just the two mutually com-
muting partial derivations δx and δt; and Sx,t the differential
ring of partial differential polynomials,

Sx,t = R1+1{ϕ, u0, u1, u2, · · · , uβ}
= R1+1[δ

n1
1 δn2

2 X,X ∈ {ϕ, u0, u1, u2, · · · , uβ}, n1, n2 ∈ N].

For any set T ∈ Sx,t, let us denote

1. the truth value to T being perfectly determinate or sim-
ply determinate (i.e. the number of algebraic partial dif-
ferential polynomials or equations in T is exactly equal
to the number of differential indeterminates or unknown
functions) by the predicate PerfectDeterminate(T );

2. the truth value to T being overdeterminate (i.e. the
number of algebraic partial differential polynomials or
equations in T is strictly greater than the number of dif-
ferential indeterminates or unknown functions) by the
predicate OverDeterminate(T );

3. the truth value to T being context-free compatible by
the predicate ContextFreeCompatible(T ), and,

4. the truth value to T being context-sensitive compatible
by the predicate ContextSensitiveCompatible(T ).

For example, by definition, for any set of
PDEs T , if PerfectDeterminate(T ) is true,
then OverDeterminate(T ) is false and vice-
versa. Also if OverDeterminate(T ) is true,
then either of ContextFreeCompatible(T ) or
ContextSensitiveCompatible(T ) is true. From the
different examples of the PDEs considered as special cases in
section III, it is evident that if ContextFreeCompatible(T )
is true, there exists at least one f ∈ T , non-integers
integers a1 and a2, and a partial differential polynomial
M ∈ R1+1{T\{f}} ⊂ Sx,t, such that,

{g1, g2, g3, · · · g|T |−1} = T\{f} =⇒
M(g1 = 0, g2 = 0, g3 = 0, · · · g|T |−1 = 0) = 0 (21)

and,

δa1
x δa2

t f = M(g1, g2, g3, · · · g|T |−1) (22)

so that whenever gk = 0,∀ 1 ≤ k < |T |, f = 0, and thereby
we define this partial differential polynomial f ∈ T to be
fRec(T ) and the equation (22) to be a reconciliation relation.
As will be seen in many different examples in section III and
also in the notion explained in the following paragraph, the
test of a set of partial differential polynomials/equations to
be context-free compatible primarily serves the role of de-
termining the existence of a reconciliation relation amongst
the PDEs owing to the equation fRec(T )= 0 corresponding
to a resonance integer, as has been also seen in [20, 21, 23–
26]. However, if a set of PDEs T is context-free compati-
ble, it does not necessarily imply that the set T\{fRec(T )} is
context-sensitive compatible; this also plays a key role in dis-
tinguishing between a valid compatible Bäcklund transform
from an invalid one.

Following the aforementioned construct which is also laid
down in [20], the substitution of the finite truncated expansion
in equation (3) into the algebraic partial differential equation
(2) leads to the set of PDEs (9) that can be read off from the
respective coefficients of the powers of ϕ in equation (7). Con-
sider the set

Q = {P0, P1, P2, · · · , Pµmin
} (23)

made of the LHS’s of the PDEs given in (9). By construction,
we have that Q ∈ Sx,t. We define a sequence Rseq(Q) of sets
S1, S2, S3, S4, · · · in the following way:

S1 = Q (24)

and for k ≥ 1,

Sk+1 =

{
Sk\{fRec(Sk)} if ContextFreeCompatible(Sk)

Sk otherwise
(25)

and Rseq(Q) terminates at Skstop
where kstop is the small-

est value of k such that ContextFreeCompatible(Skstop
) is

false.
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Definition 1. Consider the sequence Rseq(Q) defined above
and associated to the set Q in (23). If

PerfectDeterminate(Skstop)∨
ContextSensitiveCompatible(Skstop)

is true, then we call the set Q a valid Bäcklund transformation.
Otherwise, we call it an invalid Bäcklund transformation.

In effect, Definition 1 is saying that the set of PDEs (9)
defines a Bäcklund transformation if it is equivalent to a de-
terminate set, or to a set of equations that is context-sensitive.

We are going to explore a set of examples of integrable and
non-integrable models in the section III with the test of the
context-free compatibility of the consequent additional PDEs
in the identification of the coefficients of the Painlevé expan-
sion corresponding to resonance integers (if any) and the test
of the context-sensitive compatibility to completely examine
the compatibility of the remnant PDEs. All the results in
the section III demonstrate that the integrable PDEs admit a
valid and compatible (auto)-Bäcklund transform whereas non-
integrable PDEs do not admit a valid Bäcklund transform.

III. EXAMPLES OF THE WTC AND COMPATIBILITY
TEST FOR SELECT PDES

Before we embark on the examples, let us define what
Bäcklund transformations are. Following [13], let P (u) = 0
and Q(v) = 0 be two uncoupled partial differential equations
involving two functions u and v, where P and Q are two non-
linear operators. Let Ri = 0 be a pair of relations between the
two functions u and v:

Ri(u, v, ∂αu, ∂βv, · · · ) = 0, i = 1, 2.

Then Ri = 0 constitute a Bäcklund transformation if it is in-
tegrable for v when P (u) = 0 and if the resulting v satisfies
Q(v) = 0, and vice-versa. A special case is that of P = Q,
in which case it is known as an auto-Bäcklund transforma-
tion. The practical relevance of Bäcklund transformations is
that they allow one to generate another solution to a nonlin-
ear PDE when one to another PDE is already known. Sim-
ilarly, an auto-Bäcklund transformation to generate another
solution to the same nonlinear PDE from an already known
solution; this is often considered as an anchoring property that
is known to decide the integrability of the PDE [19–21, 23–
26]. The notations in the rest of this section resemble the
ones used in [20]. Section III A explores the existence of an
auto-Bäcklund transform and the compatibility of the associ-
ated equations that comes as a consequence of the WTC test
for the case of some known integrable PDEs (Burgers’ equa-
tion, KdV equation and the modified KdV equation in sec-
tions III A 1, III A 2 and III A 3 respectively). On the contrary,
section III B discusses the non-existence of an auto-Bäcklund

transform that comes as a consequence of the incompatibility
of the associated equations for the case of some expected-to-
be non-integrable PDEs (BBM equation, KdV-Burgers equa-
tion and the quartic-interactions Klein-Gordon equation in
sections III B 1, III B 2 and III B 3 respectively).

A. WTC And Compatibility Tests for Integrable PDEs

1. Burgers’ equation

Let us take the example of the procedure sketched in section
II for the Burgers’ equation for u : R2 → R, x, t, σ ∈ R

ut + uux − σuxx = 0. (26)

Substituting the equation (3) in equation (26), by leading-
order analysis one can obtain β = 1 (α = −1) [20, 22] and
the expansion reminiscent of equation (7): 1

ϕ3 (P0 + P1ϕ +

P2ϕ
2 + P3ϕ

3 + · · · ) = 0, where,

P0 = (−2σϕx − u0)u0ϕx, (27)

P1 = σ(u0ϕxx+2u0,xϕx)−u0u1ϕx+u0u0,x−u0ϕt, (28)

P2 = −σu0,xx + u0u1,x + u1u0,x + u0,t, (29)

P3 = u2ϕt + u1,t + (u1u2 + u0u3)ϕx

− 2σu3ϕ
2
x + u2u0,x + u1u1,x + u0u2,x

− 2σϕxu2,x − σu2ϕxx − σu1,xx, (30)

and similar relations for higher order coefficients. The par-
ticular independence of the coefficient P2 of the function u2

is a direct implication of m = 2 being the only positive res-
onance integer [20]. Let us truncate the expansion by set-
ting uj = 0, j ≥ 2. For u0 ̸= 0, ϕx ̸= 0, P0 = 0 implies
u0 = −2σϕx which when substituted in the equation P1 = 0
implies

ϕt + u1ϕx − σϕxx = L1[u1, ϕ] = 0 =⇒ u1 =
σϕxx − ϕt

ϕx
,

(31)
and when substituted in the equation P2 = 0 implies

∂

∂x
(ϕt + u1ϕx − σϕxx) =

∂

∂x
L1[u1, ϕ] = 0, (32)

and in P3 = 0 implies

u1,t + u1u1,x − σu1,xx = 0. (33)

One can also check that all the other coefficients
Pk = 0, k ≥ 4. For Q1,Burgers = ϕt +u1ϕx −σϕxx, Q2,Burgers

= ∂
∂x (ϕt + u1ϕx − σϕxx), the set {Q1,Burgers, Q2,Burgers} is
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context-free compatible since Dc(Q1,Burgers, Q2,Burgers) = 0, a
consequence of the fact that equation (31) implies (32). Also,
apart from (32), the pair of equations (31) and (33), i.e., the
set {P1, P3} forms a perfectly determined system of PDEs
to adhere to the layout of the definition 1 of the Bäcklund
transform discussed in section II. Thus, with the transforma-
tion u = u0

ϕ + u1, u0 = −2σϕx, u1 = σϕxx−ϕt

ϕx
, we end up

with the valid auto-Bäcklund transformation associated with
equation (33); this suggests the complete integrability of the
viscous Burgers’ equation [20] (a feature that is well known
to be associated with the Cole-Hopf transformation—see also
below).

We now truncate the expansion one coefficient earlier by
setting uj = 0, j ≥ 1; then all the coefficients Pn, n ≥ 3
vanish, provided,

u = −2σϕx

ϕ
, ϕt = σϕxx (34)

which comes from P0 = 0 and P1 = 0 respectively; as an
added compatibility condition, we obtain

∂

∂x
(ϕt − σϕxx) = 0 (35)

that comes from P2 = 0. Also, for Q1,Burgers,− =

ϕt − σϕxx, Q2,Burgers,− = ∂
∂x (ϕt − σϕxx), the set

{Q1,Burgers,−, Q2,Burgers,−} is context-free compatible
since Dc(Q1,Burgers,−, Q2,Burgers,−) = 0. Indeed, (35) is
automatically satisfied if the second equation of (34) holds.
Here, we retrieve the remarkable Cole-Hopf transformation
that helps transform from a solution to the 1D Burgers’
equation to one of the standard diffusion equation (and thus
offers a path to obtaining its solution). Thus the transform,
u = − 2σϕx

ϕ defines a Bäcklund transform from the Burgers’
equation ut + uux − σuxx = 0 to the diffusion equation
ϕt = σϕxx, since the system (34) is determinate. However,
it does not constitute an auto-Bäcklund transformation that
would take a solution to the Burgers’ equation to another
solution of the same equation [20].

Finally upon the truncation of the expansion one coefficient
ahead by setting uj = 0, j ≥ 3, such that u = u0

ϕ +u1+u2ϕ,
we obtain

P0 = 0 =⇒ u0 = −2σϕx, (36)

P1 = 0 =⇒ u1 =
σϕxx − ϕt

ϕx
. (37)

The substitution of u0 and u1 from the equations (36) and
(37) leads to the coefficient P2 to be identically zero as j = 2
happens to be the resonance integer of this system [20]. The
system of equations P3 = P4 = P5 = 0 upon the sub-
stitution of u0 and u1 from the equations (36) and (37) (in
which case, Pk = 0, k ≥ 6) happens to be an overde-
termined system of PDEs in terms of the functions u2 and

ϕ; which necessitates the tests of context-free and context-
sensitive compatibilities towards the check of the validity
of the Bäcklund transformation u = σϕxx−ϕt

ϕx
− 2σϕx

ϕ +

u2ϕ cf. the definition 1. These tests of compatibility of
the set {Q1,Burgers,+, Q2,Burgers,+, Q3,Burgers,+} (where P3 =
Q1,Burgers,+, P4 = Q2,Burgers,+ and P5 = Q3,Burgers,+) have
been rigorously verified by means of symbolic computation
which is available in the associated “sandbox” programs in
the open-source repository in [30]. These computations show
that the set {Q1,Burgers,+, Q2,Burgers,+, Q3,Burgers,+} is context-
free compatible with the appropriate reconciliation relation,
but the set {Q1,Burgers,+, Q2,Burgers,+} is neither context-free
nor context-sensitive compatible. Conclusively, this computa-
tion leads to a contradiction to the assumption that the expan-
sion u = σϕxx−ϕt

ϕx
− 2σϕx

ϕ +u2ϕ is a valid Bäcklund transfor-
mation. Thus, there does not exist a Bäcklund transformation
in the functions ⟨u2, ϕ⟩ upon the truncation of the expansion
one coefficient ahead of the case where we got a Bäcklund
transformation.

2. KdV equation

The next example of an integrable PDE we consider is the
case of Korteweg-De Vries (KdV) equation, in the form:

ut + uux + σuxxx = 0. (38)

By leading-order analysis, one can obtain β = 2 (α =
−2) [20, 22] and the expansion reminiscent of equation (7)
1
ϕ5 (P0+P1ϕ+P2ϕ

2+P3ϕ
3+P4ϕ

4+P5ϕ
5 · · · ) = 0, where,

P0 = −2u0ϕx

(
u0 + 12σϕ2

x

)
, (39)

P1 = u0u0,x − 3u0u1ϕx − 6σu1ϕ
3
x

+ 18σϕ2
xu0,x + 18σu0ϕxϕxx, (40)

P2 = (u0u1)x − 2u0ϕt − u2
1ϕx

− 2u0u2ϕx + 6σ(ϕ2
xu1,x + u1ϕxϕxx

− u0,xϕxx − ϕxu0,xx)− 2σu0ϕxxx, (41)

P3 = −u1ϕt + u0,t − (u1u2 + u0u3)ϕx

+ (u0u2)x + u1u1,x − 3σu1,xϕxx

− 3σϕxu1,xx − σu1ϕxxx + σu0,xxx, (42)

P4 = u1,t + (u0u3 + u1u2 + σu1,xx)x, (43)

P5 = u3ϕt + u2,t + (u1u4u2u3)ϕx

+ (u0u4 + u1u3)x + u2u2,x + 6σϕ2
xu4,x

+ 6σu4ϕxϕxx + 3σu3,xϕxx + 3σϕxu3,xx

+ σu3ϕxxx + σu2,xxx, (44)
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and similar such relations for higher order coefficients. The
particular independence of the coefficient P4 of the function
u4 is a direct implication of m = 4 being the least positive
resonance integer [20] (the only other larger resonance integer
being m = 6). If we truncate the expansion by setting uj =
0, j ≥ 3, then all the coefficients Pn, n ≥ 5 vanish, provided,

u =
12σϕxx

ϕ
− 12σϕ2

x

ϕ2
+ u2, (45)

with the following compatibility conditions that have also
been obtained in [20] by setting P2, P3 and P4 respectively
to zero.

ϕxϕt + ϕ2
xu2 + 4σϕxϕxxx − 3σϕ2

xx = 0, (46)

u2,xϕ
2
x + 2ϕxϕxt + ϕtϕxx + 3u2ϕxϕxx

− 2σϕxxϕxxx + 5σϕxϕxxxx = 0, (47)

∂

∂x
(ϕxt + ϕxxu2 + σϕxxxx) = 0, (48)

and from the equation (44) the auto-Bäcklund transformation
(for this case) reveals itself automatically

u2,t + u2u2,x + σu2,xxx = 0. (49)

One can check and verify that

∂

∂x

(
ϕxϕt + ϕ2

xu2 + 4σϕxϕxxx − 3σϕ2
xx

)
+ ϕx(ϕxt + ϕxxu2 + σϕxxxx) = u2,xϕ

2
x + 2ϕxϕxt + ϕtϕxx

+ 3u2ϕxϕxx − 2σϕxxϕxxx + 5σϕxϕxxxx. (50)

On the choice of u2 =
3σϕ2

xx−4σϕxϕxxx−ϕxϕt

ϕ2
x

, we get that
equation (47) implies

ϕxt + ϕxxu2 + σϕxxxx = 0. (51)

This reconciliation is reflected in the appearance of equation
(48) which is also stated as an associated compatibility condi-
tion in [20]. If

FKdV = {Q1,KdV, Q2,KdV, Q3,KdV, Q4,KdV} = {ϕxϕt

+ ϕ2
xu2 + 4σϕxϕxxx − 3σϕ2

xx, u2,xϕ
2
x + 2ϕxϕxt + ϕtϕxx

+ 3u2ϕxϕxx − 2σϕxxϕxxx + 5σϕxϕxxxx,

∂

∂x
(ϕxt + ϕxxu2 + σϕxxxx) , u2,t + u2u2,x + σu2,xxx}

then following the definition in the equations (12) and (13),
one can verify that FKdV is a context-free compatible set as
0 ∈ g12, and this happens as a consequence of the rec-
onciliation equation (50). [20] also observes the equation
(48) as a ”compatibility condition” with j = 4 as the res-
onance integer, and one can also infer that fRec(FKdV) =
ϕxt+ϕxxu2+σϕxxxx. But the reduced set FKdV\{Q3,KdV} =

{Q1,KdV, Q2,KdV, Q4,KdV} is not context-free compatible (as
the sequence of sets of algebraic partial differential equations
following the definition in the equations (12) and (13) keep
increasing in the order without the reduction of number of
terms), which necessitates the check of context-sensitive com-
patibility.

From equations (46), (49) and (51), following the
differential-algebraic setting of equations (14), (15), (17),
(18), (19) and (20), one can refer to the following higher
derivatives,

ϕt =
−1

ϕx
(ϕ2

xu2 + 4σϕxϕxxx − 3σϕ2
xx), (52)

ϕxxxx =
−1

σ

(
ϕxt + ϕxxu2

)
=

−1

σ

(
ϕxxu2 +

∂

∂x

(
−1

ϕx

(
ϕ2
xu2 + 4σϕxϕxxx − 3σϕ2

xx

)))
=⇒ ϕxxxx =

6σϕxϕxxϕxxx − 3σϕ3
xx + u2ϕ

2
xϕxx − u2,xϕ

3
x

3σϕ2
x

, (53)

u2,t = −u2u2,x − σu2,xxx. (54)

For the context-sensitive compatibility, we need to show that
the difference ∂4

∂x4ϕt− ∂
∂tϕxxxx vanishes. The PDEs (52) and

(53) have the derivative terms ϕx, ϕxx, ϕxxx, u2 and u2,x.
Therefore, to get to the higher derivatives ϕxxxxt and ϕtxxxx

we would need the following higher derivatives wherein one
needs careful substitution from the equations (52), (53) and
(54):

ϕx,5 =
6ϕ2

xxxϕxσ − 3ϕxxxϕ
2
xxσ − 3ϕxxϕ

2
xu2,x − ϕ3

xu2,xx

3ϕ2
xσ

,

(55)

ϕx,6 =
1

3ϕ4
xσ

(12ϕ2
xxxϕxxϕ

2
xσ − 12ϕxxxϕ

3
xxϕxσ

− 7ϕxxxϕ
4
xu2,x + 3ϕ5

xxσ + ϕ2
xxϕ

3
xu2,x

− 4ϕxxϕ
4
xu2,xx − ϕ5

xu2,xxx), (56)

ϕx,7 =
1

9ϕ4
xσ

2
(36ϕ3

xxxϕ
2
xσ

2 − 36ϕ2
xxxϕ

2
xxϕxσ

2

+ 9ϕxxxϕ
4
xxσ

2 − 60ϕxxxϕxxϕ
3
xσu2,x − 33ϕxxxϕ

4
xσu2,xx

+ 30ϕ3
xxϕ

2
xσu2,x + 3ϕ2

xxϕ
3
xσu2,xx − 15ϕxxϕ

4
xσu2,xxx

− 3ϕ5
xσu2,xxxx + 7ϕ5

xu
2
2,x), (57)

u2,xt = −σu2,xxxx − u2u2,xx − u2
2,x, (58)

ϕxt = −2ϕxxxϕxxσ

ϕx
+

ϕ3
xxσ

ϕ2
x

− ϕxxu2 +
ϕxu2,x

3
, (59)
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ϕxxt = −2ϕ2
xxxσ

ϕx
+

ϕxxxϕ
2
xxσ

ϕ2
x

−ϕxxxu2 +
ϕxu2,xx

3
, (60)

ϕxxxt = −4ϕ2
xxxϕxxσ

ϕ2
x

+
4ϕxxxϕ

3
xxσ

ϕ3
x

− 2ϕxxxϕxxu2

ϕx

+
ϕxxxu2,x

3
− ϕ5

xxσ

ϕ4
x

+
ϕ3
xxu2

ϕ2
x

− ϕ2
xxu2,x

3ϕx

+
ϕxxu2,xx

3
+

ϕxu2,xxx

3
+

ϕxu2u2,x

3σ
. (61)

The algorithm 3 elucidates the sequential substitution and the
consequent computation of these requisite higher derivatives
in section IV. Using the above equations (55), (56), (57),
(58), (59), (60) and (61) for the higher derivatives, one can
show that ϕxxxxt = ϕtxxxx. This renders the set of differen-
tial polynomials {Q1,KdV, Q2,KdV, Q4,KdV} context-sensitive
compatible, thereby establishing, by definition 1, the valid-
ity of the auto-Bäcklund transform made out of equation (45),
and the two equations (46) and (47).

The contradictions with the truncations which go one order

behind
(

i.e. u = 12σϕxx

ϕ − 12σϕ2
x

ϕ2

)
and one order ahead

(
i.e.

u = 12σϕxx

ϕ − 12σϕ2
x

ϕ2 + u2 + u3ϕ

)
and the computational

details in terms of the test of the existence of the Painlevé
expansion and the context-free and context-sensitive compat-
ibilities of the associated PDEs to test the affirmation of the
non-existence of the Bäcklund transforms for both the trunca-
tions have been extensively presented in appendix A.

3. The modified KdV equation

A final example of an integrable PDE we consider is the
case of the modified KdV (mKdV) equation:

ut + 2σ2uxxx − 3u2ux = 0. (62)

Upon a Miura transformation of the form,

v = ux − 1

2σ
u2

one can obtain the following form of the KdV equation,

vt + 6σvvx + 2σ2vxxx = 0

wherein with the rescaled coordinates x = ξ
√

σ
3 , τ = 6

√
3σt,

one can show that

vτ + vvξ + σvξξξ = 0 (63)

which is the original KdV equation (38) in τ and ξ. The value
of α from the leading-order analysis of substitution of the
equation (3) in the equation (62) is −1 (i.e. u = u0

ϕ + u1 +

u2ϕ+u3ϕ
2+· · · ) and the resultant expansion upon the substi-

tution into equation (62) gives the following form of equation
(7) 1

ϕ4 (P0+P1ϕ+P2ϕ
2+P3ϕ

3+P4ϕ
4+P5ϕ

5+ · · · ) = 0,
where,

P0 = 3ϕxu0(−4ϕ2
xσ

2 + u2
0) = 0. (64)

Since we are looking for an expansion with leading exponent
α = −1, u0 ̸= 0 and the equation (64) has two solutions
u0 = ±2σϕx. Furthermore, since equation (62) is invari-
ant under the transformation u → −u, this simply changes
the sign of all the coefficients in the Painlevé expansion and
thereby just multiplies every associated equation (which need
to be used during the test of compatibility) by −1 on both
sides. Therefore, we choose the branch u0 = 2σϕx, for
which one can obtain the Painlevé expansion truncated up to
uk, k = β = −α = 1,

u =
2σϕx

ϕ
+ u1 (65)

with uk = 0, k ≥ 2 and the equations satisfied by (u1, ϕ) that
come from the following coefficients set to zero,

P1 = 0 =⇒ Q1,mKdV = ϕxxσ + ϕxu1 = 0, (66)

P2 = 0 =⇒ Q2,mKdV = −ϕtϕx − 8ϕxxxϕxσ
2 − 6ϕ2

xxσ
2

− 12ϕxxϕxσu1 − 6ϕ2
xσu1,x + 3ϕ2

xu
2
1 = 0, (67)

P3 = 0 =⇒ Q3,mKdV = ϕtx + 2ϕxxxxσ
2

−3ϕxxu
2
1−6ϕxu1u1,x =

∂

∂x
(ϕt+2σ2ϕxxx−3ϕxu

2
1) = 0,

(68)

P4 = 0 =⇒ Q4,mKdV = u1,t + 2σ2u1,xxx − 3u2
1u1,x = 0.

(69)
One can reconcile the above four equations (66), (67), (68)
and (69) using the following equation,

ϕx(ϕt + 2σ2ϕxxx − 3ϕxu
2
1) +

∂

∂x
(6ϕx (ϕxxσ + ϕxu1))

= ϕtϕx + 8ϕxxxϕxσ
2 + 6ϕ2

xxσ
2

+ 12ϕxxϕxσu1 + 6ϕ2
xσu1,x − 3ϕ2

xu
2
1. (70)

The above reconciliation relation (70) can be worked out
upon the comparison of the coefficients of terms −6ϕ2

xxσ
2

and −6ϕ2
xσu1,x in Q2,mKdV with their differential-algebraic

counterparts in Q1,mKdV; and then comparison of the remain-
ing terms with the integral of Q3,mKdV with respect to x. From
the solution to the equation (66) u1 = −σ ϕxx

ϕx
, we get that

equation (67) implies

ϕt + 2σ2ϕxxx − 3ϕxu
2
1 = 0. (71)
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Equation (70) shows that the equation (71) is automatically
satisfied (and thus consequently the equation (68) as it in-
volves the partial x derivative of the RHS of the former) if
equations (66) and (67) are. This is a consequence that the
resonance condition in the Painlevé analysis of the mKdV ap-
pears at power 3 [20]. One can show that the set of partial dif-
ferential polynomials {Q1,mKdV, Q2,mKdV, Q3,mKdV, Q4,mKdV}
is context-free compatible as 0 ∈ g9 which is a con-
sequence of the reconciliation relation (70). But the set
{Q1,mKdV, Q2,mKdV, Q4,mKdV} is not context-free compatible
(checked up to 150 recursions), which necessitates the check
of context-sensitive compatibility.

From equations (66), (67) and (69), we obtain the follow-
ing expressions for the higher derivatives, following the pre-
scribed procedure given in equations (14), (15), (17), (18),
(19) and (20)

ϕxx = −ϕxu1

σ
, (72)

ϕt = −8ϕxxxσ
2 − 6ϕ2

xxσ
2

ϕx
− 12ϕxxσu1

− 6ϕxσu1,x + 3ϕxu
2
1,

(73)

u1,t = −2σ2u1,xxx + 3u2
1u1,x. (74)

We use (72) to simplify (73), then differentiate the simplified
equation to obtain ϕxt; we also differentiate (72) to obtain
ϕxxx, which leads to the expressions

ϕt = 2ϕxσu1,x + ϕxu
2
1, (75)

ϕxt = 2ϕxσu1,xx − ϕxu
3
1

σ
, (76)

ϕxxx = −ϕxu1,x

σ
+

ϕxu
2
1

σ2
. (77)

Finally with the help of equations (74), (75), (76) and (77),
one can prove that the difference ∂

∂tϕxx − ∂
∂xϕxt vanishes(

with ϕtxx = ϕxxt = 2ϕxσu1,xxx − 2ϕxu1u1,xx −

3ϕxu
2
1u1,x

σ +
ϕxu

4
1

σ2

)
. This renders the set of differential poly-

nomials {Q1,mKdV, Q2,mKdV, Q4,mKdV} context-sensitive com-
patible, thereby establishing, by definition 1, the validity of
the auto-Bäcklund transform from the equations (65), (66) and
(67).

The contradictions with the truncations which go one or-

der behind
(

i.e. u = 2σϕx

ϕ

)
and one order ahead

(
i.e.

u = 2σϕx

ϕ − σϕxx

ϕx
+ u2ϕ

)
and the computational details in

terms of the test of the existence of the Painlevé expansion and

the context-free and context-sensitive compatibilities of the
associated PDEs to affirm the non-existence of the Bäcklund
transforms for both the truncations have been extensively ver-
ified by means of symbolic computation which is available in
the associated “sandbox” programs in the open-source repos-
itory in [30].

B. WTC And Compatibility Tests for Non-integrable PDEs

1. Benjamin-Bona-Mahony equation

The aforementioned cases were those where Painlevé ex-
pansion tests for known integrable PDEs give rise to valid
Bäcklund transforms. Now we will focus on the equation(s)
for which similar Bäcklund transforms are not known to exist.
As an example, let us consider the Benjamin-Bona-Mahony
(BBM) equation [25, 27]:

ut + uux + ux − uxxt = 0. (78)

The exponent α for this equation is −2
(β = 2) which leads to the Painlevé expansion
1
ϕ5

(
P0 + P1ϕ+ P2ϕ

2 + P3ϕ
3 + P4ϕ

4 · · ·
)
, wherewithal we

can obtain uk, (k ≥ 0 and ϕx ̸= 0),

P0 = −2u0ϕx(u0 − 12ϕxϕx) = 0 =⇒ u0 = 12ϕxϕt,
(79)

P1 = −6ϕx(5u1ϕxϕt+12ϕ2
xϕtt+36ϕxϕtϕxt+12ϕ2

tϕxx)

= 0 =⇒ u1 =
−12

5ϕxϕt

(
∂

∂t
(ϕ2

xϕt) + ϕt
∂

∂x
ϕxϕt

)
, (80)

and substituting the equations (79) and (80) for u0 and u1 in
the equation P2 = 0 gives

u2 =
1

25ϕ3
xϕ

3
t

[
14ϕ2

tϕ
3
x

∂2

∂t2
(log ϕx) + 31ϕ3

tϕ
3
x

∂2

∂x∂t

log (ϕxϕt) + 14ϕ2
tϕ

2
x

∂

∂t
(ϕtϕxx) + 11ϕ4

tϕ
2
x

∂2

∂x2
(log ϕx)

+ 5ϕ4
xϕ

2
t

∂2

∂t2
(log ϕt) +

∂

∂t
(ϕ3

t )
∂

∂x
(ϕ3

x)− 25ϕ3
tϕ

2
x(ϕx + ϕt)

− 6ϕx(ϕ
2
ttϕ

3
x + ϕ4

tϕxxx) + 14ϕ3
xϕ

2
t (ϕx − ϕt)

∂2

∂t2
log ϕx

]
,

(81)

and similar such relations for uk, k ≥ 3. If we truncate the
expansion by setting uj = 0, j ≥ 3, then all the coefficients
Pn, n ≥ 6 vanish, provided

u =
u0

ϕ2
+

u1

ϕ
+ u2. (82)

For this truncation, substituting u0, u1 and u2 from the equa-
tions (79), (80) and (81) into the equation P3 = 0 with some
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simplification implies:

u0,t + (1 + u2)u0,x + u0u2,x + 2ϕxu1,xt + 2u1,xϕxt

+ϕtu1,xx+u1,tϕxx−u1(ϕt−u1,x+(1+u2)ϕx−ϕxt) = 0,
(83)

and setting P4 = 0 and P5 = 0 respectively imply,

u1,t +
∂

∂x
(u1(1 + u2)− u1,xt) = 0, (84)

u2,t + u2,x + u2u2,x − u2,xxt = 0. (85)

Notably, the equation (85) does reveal an auto-Bäcklund
transformation but obscures within itself a certain contradic-
tion to the generic existence of the above Painlevé expansion:
as an observation, equations (79), (80), (81), (83), (84) and
(85) form an over-determined system of 6 equations in 4 vari-
ables ⟨u0, u1, u2, ϕ⟩. Expressing the same system only in
terms of ⟨u1, u2, ϕ⟩ yields,

P1 = Q1,BBM = 12ϕttϕ
2
x + 36ϕtxϕtϕx

+ 12ϕ2
tϕxx + 5ϕtϕxu1 = 0, (86)

P2 = Q2,BBM = 48ϕttxϕ
2
x + 72ϕttϕxxϕx + 96ϕtxxϕtϕx

+ 96ϕ2
txϕx + 120ϕtxϕtϕxx + 8ϕtxϕxu1

+ 24ϕ2
tϕxxx − 24ϕ2

tϕx + 10ϕtϕxxu1

−24ϕtϕ
2
xu2−24ϕtϕ

2
x+8ϕtϕxu1,x−2ϕ2

xu1,t−ϕxu
2
1 = 0,

(87)

P3 = Q3,BBM = 12ϕttxxϕx + 24ϕttxϕxx + 12ϕttϕxxx

− 12ϕttϕx + 12ϕtxxxϕt + 36ϕtxxϕtx − ϕtxxu1

− 12ϕtxϕt − 12ϕtxϕxu2 − 12ϕtxϕx

− 2ϕtxu1,x − 12ϕtϕxxu2 − 12ϕtϕxx

− 12ϕtϕxu2,x + ϕtu1 − ϕtu1,xx − ϕxxu1,t

+ ϕxu1u2 + ϕxu1 − 2ϕxu1,xt − u1u1,x = 0, (88)

P4 = Q4,BBM = u1u2,x − u1,txx + u1,t + u1,xu2 + u1,x = 0,
(89)

P5 = Q5,BBM = u2u2,x − u2,txx + u2,t + u2,x = 0. (90)

With systematic computation, one can verify that the set of
differential polynomials {Q1,BBM, Q2,BBM, Q3,BBM, Q4,BBM,
Q5,BBM} is not a context-free compatible set (checked up to
150 recursions with the ever-increasing order of the differen-
tial polynomials in the consequent differential ideal). Using
equation (86) and (88), we can solve ϕtt and ϕtxxx and obtain
the following relations,

ϕtt = −3
ϕtxϕt

ϕx
− ϕ2

tϕxx

ϕ2
x

− 5ϕtu1

12ϕx
, (91)

ϕtxxx = −ϕttxxϕx

ϕt
− 2ϕttxϕxx

ϕt
− 3ϕtxxϕtx

ϕt

+
ϕtxxu1

12ϕt
+

3ϕtxϕxxx

ϕx
− 2ϕtx

+
ϕtxϕxu2

ϕt
+

ϕtxϕx

ϕt
+

ϕtxu1,x

6ϕt
+

ϕtϕxxxϕxx

ϕ2
x

− ϕtϕxx

ϕx
+

5ϕxxxu1

12ϕx
+ ϕxxu2 + ϕxx +

ϕxu2,x

ϕt
− u1

2

+
u1,xx

12
+
ϕxxu1,t

12ϕt
− ϕxu1u2

12ϕt
− ϕxu1

12ϕt
+
ϕxu1,xt

6ϕt
+
u1u1,x

12ϕt
.

(92)

Using equations (89) and (90), we can obtain the following
higher derivatives,

u1,xxt = u1u2,x + u1,t + u1,xu2 + u1,x, (93)

u2,xxt = u2u2,x + u2,t + u2,x. (94)

If one observes the equation (92), the PDE in terms of the
partial derivative term ϕtxxx has terms ϕttx = ∂

∂xϕtt and
ϕttxx = ∂2

∂x2ϕtt which are higher derivatives of ϕtt that can be
computed from the corresponding higher orders of differenti-
ation of both sides of equation (91). Using the four equations
(91), (92), (93) and (94), one can simplify to obtain,

ϕtxxx = −3ϕtxxϕtx

ϕt
− ϕtxxϕxx

ϕx
− ϕtxxu1

4ϕt
− ϕ2

txϕxx

ϕtϕx

− 2ϕtxϕxxx

ϕx
+

2ϕtxϕ
2
xx

ϕ2
x

+ ϕtx − ϕtxϕxu2

2ϕt
− ϕtxϕx

2ϕt

− ϕtxu1,x

2ϕt
− ϕtϕxxxx

2ϕx
+

3ϕtϕxxxϕxx

2ϕ2
x

− ϕtϕ
3
xx

ϕ3
x

+
ϕtϕxx

2ϕx

− ϕxxu2

2
− ϕxx

2
− ϕxu2,x

2
+

u1

4
− u1,xx

4

− ϕxxu1,t

24ϕt
+

ϕxu1u2

24ϕt
+

ϕxu1

24ϕt
− ϕxu1,tx

12ϕt
− u1u1,x

24ϕt
, (95)

ϕttx =
−3ϕtxxϕt

ϕx
− 3ϕ2

tx

ϕx
+

ϕtxϕtϕxx

ϕ2
x

− 5ϕtxu1

12ϕx

− ϕ2
tϕxxx

ϕ2
x

+
2ϕ2

tϕ
2
xx

ϕ3
x

+
5ϕtϕxxu1

12ϕ2
x

− 5ϕtu1,x

12ϕx
, (96)
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ϕttxx =
7ϕtxxϕtϕxx

ϕ2
x

+
ϕtxxu1

3ϕx
+

7ϕ2
txϕxx

ϕ2
x

+
5ϕtxϕtϕxxx

ϕ2
x

− 4ϕtxϕtϕ
2
xx

ϕ3
x

− 3ϕtxϕt

ϕx
+

5ϕtxϕxxu1

6ϕ2
x

+
3ϕtxu2

2
+

3ϕtx

2
+

2ϕtxu1,x

3ϕx
+

ϕ2
tϕxxxx

2ϕ2
x

+
3ϕ2

tϕxxxϕxx

2ϕ3
x

− 3ϕ2
tϕ

3
xx

ϕ4
x

− 3ϕ2
tϕxx

2ϕ2
x

+
5ϕtϕxxxu1

12ϕ2
x

− 5ϕtϕ
2
xxu1

6ϕ3
x

+
3ϕtϕxxu2

2ϕx

+
3ϕtϕxx

2ϕx
+

5ϕtϕxxu1,x

6ϕ2
x

+
3ϕtu2,x

2
− 3ϕtu1

4ϕx

+
ϕtu1,xx

3ϕx
+

ϕxxu1,t

8ϕx
− u1u2

8
− u1

8
+

u1,tx

4
+

u1u1,x

8ϕx
.

(97)

Using the three equations (95), (96) and (97), one can ver-
ify that the difference ∂

∂xϕttxx − ∂
∂tϕtxxx does not identically

vanish.

This confirms that the set of differential polynomials
{Q1,BBM, Q2,BBM, Q3,BBM, Q4,BBM, Q5,BBM} is neither
context-free compatible nor context-sensitive compatible,
thus precluding the existence of the Bäcklund transform and
hence suggesting the non-integrability of the BBM equation.
In fact, the BBM equation was shown not to be of the Painlevé
type in [31, Section 3.4].

The contradictions with the truncations which go one or-

der behind
(

i.e. u = u0

ϕ2 + u1

ϕ

)
and one order ahead

(
i.e.

u = u0

ϕ2 + u1

ϕ + u2 + u3ϕ

)
and the computational details in

terms of the test of the existence of the Painlevé expansion and
the context-free and context-sensitive compatibilities of the
associated PDEs to affirm the non-existence of the Bäcklund
transforms have been extensively presented in appendix A.

2. KdV-Burgers equation

As the next example of a non-integrable PDE, let us con-
sider the case of the KdV-Burgers equation for u : R2 →
R, x, t ∈ R, σ, κ ≥ 0

ut + uux − σuxx + κuxxx = 0. (98)

The trivial cases of κ = 0, σ ̸= 0 and κ ̸= 0, σ = 0 lead to
Burgers and KdV equations respectively (each of which have
been proven to be integrable in the past). The value of α (for
the Painlevé equations) for this equation is −2. It must be
noted that the limit σ ̸= 0, κ → 0 gives rise to the Burgers
equations where the value of α steps up to −1 (as seen in
section III A 1). Importantly, this changes the complete nature
of the consequent Painlevé expansion, thereby rendering this
limit as singular in this context, where the steps performed
below cannot be completed. Indeed, this shall also be reflected

in the compatibility results analyzed below. One can obtain
the relevant Painlevé expansion in the form of,

u = −12κϕ2
x

ϕ2
+

12κϕxx − 12σϕx

5ϕ
+ u2

such that (u2, ϕ) satisfy the following equations:

P2 = 0 =⇒ Q1,KdVBurgers = −100κ2ϕxxxϕx + 75κ2ϕ2
xx

−25κϕtϕx + 30κϕxxϕxσ − 25κϕ2
xu2 + ϕ2

xσ
2 = 0, (99)

P3 = 0 =⇒ Q2,KdVBurgers = −5κ2ϕxxxxϕx

+2κ2ϕxxxϕxx − 2κϕtxϕx − κϕtϕxx +
12κϕxxxϕxσ

5

+
6κϕ2

xxσ

5
− 3κϕxxϕxu2 − κϕ2

xu2,x

+
ϕtϕxσ

5
− 3ϕxxϕxσ

2

25
+

ϕ2
xσu2

5
= 0, (100)

P4 = 0 =⇒ Q3,KdVBurgers = κ2ϕxxxxx + κϕtxx

−6κϕxxxxσ

5
+ κϕxxxu2 + κϕxxu2,x − ϕtxσ

5
+

ϕxxxσ
2

5

−ϕxxσu2

5
− ϕxσu2,x

5
= 0, (101)

P5 = 0 =⇒ Q4,KdVBurgers = κu2,xxx

−σu2,xx + u2u2,x + u2,t = 0. (102)

One can verify that the set {Q1,KdVBurgers, Q2,KdVBurgers,
Q3,KdVBurgers, Q4,KdVBurgers} is context-free compatible (0 ∈
g6 in the sense of the definition reflected in the equa-
tions (12) and (13)), but the set {Q1,KdVBurgers, Q2,KdVBurgers,
Q4,KdVBurgers} is not context-free compatible (checked up to
150 recursions with the ever increasing order of the differ-
ential polynomials in the consequent differential ideal). This
happens as one can reconcile the four equations (99), (100),
(101) and (102) using the following correlation, which shows
that the antiderivative of equation (101) can be obtained by
the following linear combination of equation (102) and the
derivative of (100):

(
25κu2,xϕ

2
x + 50κϕxϕxt + 3σ2ϕxϕxx − 30σκϕ2

xx

− 5u2ϕx(σϕx −κϕxx)− 5ϕt(σϕx − 5κϕxx)− 60σκϕxϕxxx

−50κ2ϕxxϕxxx+125κ2ϕxϕxxxx

)
− ∂

∂x

(
75κ2ϕ2

xx+10κ(3σϕxx

− 10κϕxxx) + σ2ϕ2
x − 25κu2ϕ

2
x − 25κϕxϕt

)
= 5ϕx(5κϕxt

+σ2ϕxx+5κ2ϕxxxx+5κu2ϕxx−6σκϕxxx−σu2ϕx−σϕx).
(103)
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The above reconciliation relation (103) can be worked out
upon the comparison of the coefficients of terms 25κu2,xϕ

2
x

and 25κϕtϕxx in Q2,KdVBurgers with their differential-algebraic
counterparts in ∂

∂xQ1,KdVBurgers; and then comparison of the
remaining terms after subtraction with Q3,KdVBurgers. From the
equation (99), one can obtain,

ϕt = −4κϕxxx +
3κ (ϕxx)

2

ϕx
+

6σϕxx

5
− u2ϕx +

σ2ϕx

25κ
,

(104)

=⇒ ϕxt = −2κϕxxϕxxx

ϕx
+
κ (ϕxx)

3

(ϕx)
2 +

2σϕxxx

15
+
4σ (ϕxx)

2

5ϕx

− u2ϕxx +
ϕxu2,x

3
+

σ2ϕxx

25κ
+

4σ3ϕx

375κ2
. (105)

From the equation (100), one can obtain,

ϕxxxx =
2ϕxxϕxxx

ϕx
− (ϕxx)

3

(ϕx)
2 +

4σϕxxx

15κ

− σ (ϕxx)
2

5κϕx
− ϕxu2,x

3κ
− σ3ϕx

375κ3
. (106)

From the equation (102), one can obtain,

u2,t = −κu2,xxx + σu2,xx − u2u2,x. (107)

Using the equations (104), (106) and (107), one can obtain
equations for the higher derivatives u2,xt, ϕx,5, ϕx,6 and ϕx,7

which help in obtaining the following time derivatives,

ϕxxt = −2κ (ϕxxx)
2

ϕx
+

κ (ϕxx)
2
ϕxxx

(ϕx)
2 +

4σϕxxϕxxx

3ϕx

−8σ (ϕxx)
3

15 (ϕx)
2 − u2ϕxxx +

ϕxu2,xx

3
+

17σ2ϕxxx

225κ

−2σ2 (ϕxx)
2

75κϕx
− 2σϕxu2,x

45κ
+

2σ3ϕxx

125κ2
− 2σ4ϕx

5625κ3
,

ϕxxxt = −4κϕxx (ϕxxx)
2

(ϕx)
2 +

4κ (ϕxx)
3
ϕxxx

(ϕx)
3

− κ (ϕxx)
5

(ϕx)
4 +

ϕxxu2,xx

3
+

ϕxxxu2,x

3
+ · · ·

− 17σ2ϕxu2,x

675κ2
− 22σ4ϕxx

5625κ3
+

σ3u2ϕx

375κ3
− 17σ5ϕx

84375κ4
. (108)

Finally using all of the aforementioned higher derivatives, one
can show that the difference of the following two mixed partial

derivatives is given by

∂

∂t
ϕxxxx − ∂

∂x
ϕxxxt =

12σϕxx (ϕxxx)
2

5 (ϕx)
2

− 24σ (ϕxx)
3
ϕxxx

5 (ϕx)
3 +

12σ (ϕxx)
5

5 (ϕx)
4 − 28σ2 (ϕxxx)

2

75κϕx

+
16σ2 (ϕxx)

2
ϕxxx

25κ (ϕx)
2 − 6σ2 (ϕxx)

4

25κ (ϕx)
3 − σϕxu2,xxx

5κ

+
2σϕxxu2,xx

5κ
+

4σϕxxxu2,x

5κ
− σ (ϕxx)

2
u2,x

κϕx

+
σ2ϕxu2,xx

75κ2
+

8σ4ϕxxx

1875κ3
− 4σ4 (ϕxx)

2

625κ3ϕx

+
σ3ϕxu2,x

375κ3
+

2σ6ϕx

46875κ5
.

So the difference does not identically vanish, which implies
that the equations (99), (100) and (102) are neither context-
free compatible nor context-sensitive compatible; thereby ar-
riving at a contradiction to the assumption that the Bäcklund
transform u = − 12κϕ2

x

ϕ2 + 12κϕxx−12σϕx

5ϕ + u2 for the KdV-
Burgers equation exists. Therefore the Bäcklund transform of
the suggested form does not exist, thus suggesting the non-
integrability of the KdV-Burgers equation. In fact, the KdV-
Burgers equation is shown to not pass the Painlevé test in
[32, Section 2]. But interestingly, the difference ∂

∂tϕxxxx −
∂
∂xϕxxxt vanishes for σ = 0 which reduces the original KdV-
Burgers equation to the KdV equation, which reaffirms the
agreement really well. On the contrary, this difference of the
two equivalent mixed partial derivatives has a pole of order 5
at κ = 0, which reflects back on the singularity in this limit
as the KdV-Burgers equation reduces to the KdV equation, as
has been highlighted in the beginning of this section.

The contradictions with the truncations which go one order

behind
(

i.e. u = − 12κϕ2
x

ϕ2 + 12κϕxx−12σϕx

5ϕ

)
and one order

ahead
(

i.e. u = − 12κϕ2
x

ϕ2 + 12κϕxx−12σϕx

5ϕ + u2 + u3ϕ

)
and

the computational details in terms of the test of the existence
of the Painlevé expansion and the context-free and context-
sensitive compatibilities of the associated PDEs to affirm the
non-existence of the Bäcklund transform in each truncation
have been extensively verified by means of symbolic compu-
tation which is available in the associated “sandbox” programs
in the open-source repository in [30].

3. Quartic-interactions Klein-Gordon equation (ϕ4 theory)

A final example of a non-integrable model is the quartic-
interactions Klein-Gordon theory equation for u, ϕ, u0, u1 :
R2 → C

utt = uxx + 2u− 2u3. (109)
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The value of α (for the Painlevé equations) for this is −1. One
can obtain the relevant Painlevé expansion in the form of,

u =
u0

ϕ
+ u1

such that the functions u0, u1, ϕ satisfy the following equa-
tions:

P0 = 0 =⇒ Q1,ϕ4 = ϕ2
t − ϕ2

x − u2
0 = 0, (110)

P1 = 0 =⇒ Q2,ϕ4 = ϕttu0 + 2ϕtu0,t

−ϕxxu0 − 2ϕxu0,x + 6u2
0u1 = 0, (111)

P2 = 0 =⇒ Q3,ϕ4 = −6u0u
2
1 + 2u0 + u0,tt − u0,xx = 0,

(112)

P3 = 0 =⇒ Q4,ϕ4 = −2u3
1 + 2u1 + u1,tt − u1,xx = 0.

(113)
By computation, one can verify that the set {Q1,ϕ4 , Q2,ϕ4 ,
Q3,ϕ4 , Q4,ϕ4} is not context-free compatible (as the sequence
of sets of algebraic partial differential equations following the
definition in the equations (12) and (13) keep increasing in
the order without the reduction of number of terms). From
equation (110), we choose, without loss of generality, the fol-
lowing one of the two solution branches

ϕx =
√
ϕ2
t − u2

0. (114)

We recognize that this is a limitation of our considerations
herein, but believe that the essence of the relevant argument
would not be modified under variable monotonicity as a func-
tion of x; i.e. the choice of the other branch of the solution,
i.e. in this case ϕx = −

√
ϕ2
t − u2

0 does not change the final
outcome from the consequent context-sensitive compatibility
test for that branch. Then, differentiating equation (114) with
respect to x we get:

ϕxx =
ϕtxϕt − u0u0,x√

ϕ2
t − u2

0

. (115)

Finally, differentiating equation (114) with respect to t, we
get,

ϕxt =
ϕttϕt − u0u0,t√

ϕ2
t − u2

0

. (116)

Solving equation (111) and substituting (114) and (115) , we
obtain:

ϕtt =
ϕtxϕt − u0u0,x√

ϕ2
t − u2

0

− 2ϕtu0,t

u0
−6u0u1+

2u0,x

√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

u0
.

(117)
Solving equations (116) and (117) for the variables ϕxt and
ϕtt we have:

ϕxt =
2ϕ4

tu0,t

u3
0

√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

+
6ϕ3

tu1

u0

√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

− 2ϕ3
tu0,x

u3
0

− ϕ2
tu0,t

u0

√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

− 6ϕtu0u1√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

+
3ϕtu0,x

u0
− u0u0,t√

ϕ2
t − u2

0

, (118)

ϕtt =
−2ϕ4

tu0,x

u3
0

√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

+
2ϕ3

tu0,t

u3
0

+
5ϕ2

tu0,x

u0

√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

+
6ϕ2

tu1

u0
− ϕtu0,t

u0
− 3u0u0,x√

ϕ2
t − u2

0

− 6u0u1. (119)

Then, substituting equation (118) in the equation (115),

ϕxx =
2ϕ5

tu0,t

ϕ2
tu

3
0 − u5

0

+
6ϕ4

tu1

ϕ2
tu0 − u3

0

− 2ϕ4
tu0,x

u3
0

√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

− ϕ3
tu0,t

ϕ2
tu0 − u3

0

− 6ϕ2
tu0u1

ϕ2
t − u2

0

+
3ϕ2

tu0,x

u0

√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

− ϕtu0u0,t

ϕ2
t − u2

0

− u0u0,x√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

.

(120)

Also from the equations (112) and (113), we obtain u0,tt and
u1,tt as follows,

u0,tt = 6u0u
2
1 − 2u0 + u0,xx, (121)

u1,tt = 2u3
1 − 2u1 + u1,xx. (122)

One can verify by systematic computation the differences
∂
∂tϕxt − ∂

∂xϕtt and ∂
∂xϕxt − ∂

∂tϕxx do not identically van-
ish, which implies that the set {Q1,ϕ4 , Q2,ϕ4 , Q3,ϕ4 , Q4,ϕ4}
is not context-sensitive compatible. Therefore we arrive at
a contradiction to the assumption that the expansion u =
u0

ϕ + u1 is a valid Bäcklund transformation. Thus, there
does not exist a Bäcklund transformation in the functions
⟨u0, u1, ϕ⟩ for this level of truncation of the Painlevé expan-
sion, thereby suggesting the non-integrability of the ϕ4 or
quartic-interactions Klein-Gordon theory equation. In fact,
as a consequence of [31, Theorem 4.4 and paragraph below],
the quartic-interactions Klein-Gordon theory equation is not
Painlevé-integrable.

If we truncate one order earlier with uj = 0, j ≥ 1, one
obtains,

u =
u0

ϕ
(123)

such that the functions ⟨u0, ϕ⟩ satisfy the following equations:

P0 = 0 =⇒ Q1,ϕ4,+ = ϕ2
t − ϕ2

x − u2
0 = 0, (124)

P1 = 0 =⇒ Q2,ϕ4,+ = ϕttu0 + 2ϕtu0,t

− ϕxxu0 − 2ϕxu0,x = 0, (125)

P2 = 0 =⇒ Q3,ϕ4,+ = 2u0 + u0,tt − u0,xx = 0. (126)
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By computation, one can verify that the set {Q1,ϕ4,+,
Q2,ϕ4,+, Q3,ϕ4,+} is not context-free compatible (as the se-
quence of sets of algebraic partial differential equations fol-
lowing the definition in the equations (12) and (13) keep
increasing in the order without the reduction of number of
terms). From equation (124), we choose, once again, the fol-
lowing one of the two solution branches

ϕx =
√
ϕ2
t − u2

0. (127)

It must be noted that, similar to the earlier case of trunca-
tion, the choice of the other branch of the solution ϕx =
−
√
ϕ2
t − u2

0 does not change the final outcome from the con-
sequent context-sensitive compatibility test for that branch.
Solving equations (125) and (126) for the terms ϕtt and u0,tt

respectively we get,

ϕtt =
−2ϕtu0,t

u0
+ ϕxx +

2ϕxu0,x

u0
, (128)

u0,tt = −2u0 + u0,xx. (129)

The equation (128) for ϕtt has the term ϕxx which can be
borrowed from the differentiation of both sides of the equation
(127) with respect to x as follows,

ϕxx =
ϕtxϕt√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

− u0u0,x√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

. (130)

The equation (130) for ϕxx has the term ϕtx which can be
borrowed from the differentiation of both sides of the equation
(127) with respect to t as follows,

ϕtx =
ϕttϕt√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

− u0u0,t√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

. (131)

Additionally the equation (128) contains a term with ϕx which
can be substituted from the equation (127) to get

ϕtt = −2ϕtu0,t

u0
+ ϕxx +

2u0,x

√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

u0
, (132)

Visibly so, the equations (130), (131) and (132) form a linear
system in the terms ϕxx, ϕtx and ϕtt which can be solved to
obtain the following solutions,

ϕxx =
2ϕ3

tu0,t

u3
0

− 2ϕ2
tu0,x

√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

u3
0

+
ϕtu0,t

u0
+

u0,x

√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

u0
(133)

ϕxt =
2ϕ4

tu0,t

u3
0

√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

− 2ϕ3
tu0,x

u3
0

− ϕ2
tu0,t

u0

√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

+
3ϕtu0,x

u0
− u0u0,t√

ϕ2
t − u2

0

(134)

ϕtt =
2ϕ3

tu0,t

u3
0

− 2ϕ2
tu0,x

√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

u3
0

− ϕtu0,t

u0
+

3u0,x

√
ϕ2
t − u2

0

u0
. (135)

One can verify by systematic computation the differences
∂
∂tϕxt − ∂

∂xϕtt and ∂
∂xϕxt − ∂

∂tϕxx do not identically van-
ish, which implies that the set {Q1,ϕ4,+, Q2,ϕ4,+, Q3,ϕ4,+}
is not context-sensitive compatible. Therefore we arrive at a
contradiction to the assumption that the expansion u = u0

ϕ is
a valid Bäcklund transformation. Thus, there does not exist a
Bäcklund transformation in the functions ⟨u0, ϕ⟩ for this level
of truncation of the Painlevé expansion.

Therefore as a final continuation of the proof-of-concept,
let us take one order ahead of the original case, i.e. we now
set uj = 0, j ≥ 3 such that the relevant Painlevé expansion
reads,

u =
u0

ϕ
+ u1 + u2ϕ. (136)

By order-by-order comparison and reading-off of the coeffi-
cients with the truncation up to u2 as mentioned above, one
can verify that P6 = 0 =⇒ u2 = 0 wherein we affinely
fall back to the case with the expansion u = u0

ϕ + u1 where
we noticed the expansion to lead to an overdetermined yet
context-sensitive incompatible system of PDEs that leads to
a contradiction in connection to the existence of a Bäcklund
transform (136).

There is a host of symbolically verified proofs for the
Painlevé test for the various PDEs explored in this section
proven in separate “sandbox” programs with the algorithm
explained in section IV [30]. With the above cases, one can
observe that for a PDE or a system of PDEs that satisfy the
Painlevé property with the exponent α, we can obtain an auto-
Bäcklund transformation for a Painlevé expansion truncated
until the term with the exponent m = −α. In section IV, an
algorithm based on this truncation is described and explained
(along with the procedural and implementational details for
the Sympy-based Kivy app that performs the WTC test [20]
and obtains the consequent resulting Bäcklund transforms).

IV. THE ALGORITHM AND IMPLEMENTATIONAL
DETAILS

Motivated by the above examples, we now consider the de-
velopment of an algorithm with the following modular strat-
egy: since our cases of interest pertain to only integer val-
ues of β = 1, 2, 3, · · · , one can check for a given β for the
PDE if an appropriate Bäcklund transform with the Painlevé
expansion u =

∑β−1
m=0

umϕm

ϕβ + uβ works (where β = −α

cf. equations (6) and (7)). If the expansion is unsuccess-
ful, one can check for the same with the successor of β; and
this step is repeated until the actual value of β for the PDE
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is reached and the corresponding Bäcklund transformation
emerges as a byproduct. The details of obtaining the Bäcklund
transformation involve the substitution of the Painlevé expan-
sion u =

∑β
m=0 umϕm−β into the equation (4), reading off

the coefficients Pk, and setting them equal to zero to obtain
the transformation; the part of the problem reformulation is
taken care by algorithm 1. The iterative part is taken care
of by the algorithm 4, which uses both the context-free and
context-sensitive forms of differential commutation compati-
bility described by algorithms 2 and 3 respectively. The over-
all complexity of this scheme of construction can be shown

to be O

(
|µmin|Ncontext-sensitive(Nsolution-loop + |µmin|)D2 +

Ncontext-free|µmin|2
)

(c.f. equation (7)) where D is the order

of the input PDE, Nsolution-loop is the number of loops taken in
algorithm 3 from the lines 60-87 to compute the required and
independent solutions to all the higher derivatives for context-
sensitive compatibility, and Ncontext-free and Ncontext-sensitive are
the number of recursions in the context-free and context-
sensitive algorithms (algorithms 2 and 3) respectively; and
under the assumption that the power-balancing leads to a rela-
tion such that |µmin| = O(|α|), then the overall complexity is

O

(
Ncontext-sensitiveNsolution-loop|α|D2+Ncontext-sensitive|α|2D2+

Ncontext-free|α|2
)

. It should be noted by the reader that

the numbers of recursions Ncontext-free, Ncontext-sensitive and
Nsolution-loop may significantly grow and, in principle, diverge
particularly in the case of non-integrability equations such
as the BBM, KdV-Burgers, and quartic-interaction Klein-
Gordon equations explored in sections III B 1, III B 2 and
III B 3 respectively [31, 32].

Algorithm 1 TransformExistence: The test of the existence of
a Bäcklund transformation for a given α

Require: The input PDE F (∂γ⃗u) = 0, and the Painlevé exponent
β

Ensure: SbacklundTransform, Sconditions ▷ SbacklundTransform is the
set of equations behind the Bäcklund transforms and Sconditions is
the set of compatibility conditions associated with the same.

1: β ← −α
2: u←

∑β−1
m=0

umϕm

ϕβ + uβ

3: P0+P1ϕ+P2ϕ
2+P3ϕ

3+ · · ·Pµminϕ
µmin ← ϕµminF (∂γ⃗u)

4: k ← 0
5: while k < µmin do
6: if k = 0 then
7: Uk ← Solve(Pk = 0, Uk)
8: else if k ≤ β then
9: Uk ← Solve(Pk.subs(U0, U1, · · · , Uk−1) = 0, Uk)

10: else
11: Uk ← 0
12: end if
13: k ← k + 1
14: end while
15: k ← 0
16: while k < µmin do
17: if k < β then
18: SbacklundTransform ← SbacklundTransform ∪ {uk = Uk}
19: else if β < k < µmin and Pk is not identically 0 then
20: Sconditions ← Sconditions ∪ {Pk = 0}
21: end if
22: end while

Algorithm 2 ContextFreeCompatibility: To solve the deci-
sion problem with a set of PDEs being context-free compati-
ble
Require: A set of m differential polynomials f1, f2, ...,

fm ∈ R{X1, · · · , Xr}, R[δn1
x δn2

t Xi : i = 1, ..., r,
n1, n2,∈ N] is the differential ring of the partial differential
polynomials in the differential indeterminates {X1, · · · , Xr}
with coefficients in the differential ring R, ϕ ∈ {X1, · · · , Xr}

Ensure: ContextFreeCompatible({f1, f2, · · · , fm})
1: k ← 1
2: while k ≤ m do
3: Express fk = 0 as

fk = 0 =⇒ δαk
x δ

βk
t ϕ = Fk(ϕ, · · · , δαk

x δ
βk−1
t ϕ, δαk−1

x δ
βk
t ϕ)

where αk + βk = ord(fk)
4: k ← k + 1
5: end while
6: T ← {}
7: k ← 1
8: while k ≤ m− 1 do
9: T ← T ∪ {δαk+1

x δ
βk+1
t Fk − δ

αk
x δ

βk
t Fk+1}

10: k ← k + 1
11: end while
12: T ← T ∪ {δα1

x δβ1
t Fm − δαm

x δβm
t F1}

13: if 0 ∈ T then
14: return True
15: else
16: return ContextFreeCompatibility(T, ϕ)
17: end if
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Algorithm 3 ContextSensitiveCompatibility: To solve the de-
cision problem with a set of PDEs being context-sensitive
compatible
Require: A set of κ + n differential polynomials p1, p2,
· · · , pn q1, q2, · · · , qκ ∈ R{ϕ, u1, u2, · · · , uκ},
R[δn1

x δn2
t Xi, Xi ∈ {ϕ, u1, u2, · · · , uκ}, n1, n2,∈ N]

is the differential ring of the partial differential polynomials in the
differential indeterminates {ϕ, u1, u2, · · · , uκ} with coefficients
in the differential ring R

Ensure: ContextSensitiveCompatible({p1, p2, p3, · · · , pn,
q1, q2, q3, · · · , qκ})

1: Sequations, Svariables ← {}, {}
2: k ← 1
3: while k ≤ κ do
4:

qk = 0 =⇒ δCk
x δ

Dk
t uk = gk(ϕ, ϕx, ϕt, · · · , δAmax−1

x δBmax
t ϕ,

δAmax
x δBmax

t ϕ, u1, u2, · · · , uκ, · · · , δCκ
x δDκ−1

t uκ)

5: Sequations ← Sequations ∪ {δCk
x δ

Dk
t uk = gk}

6: Svariables ← Svariables ∪ {δCk
x δ

Dk
t uk}

7: k ← k + 1
8: end while
9: k ← 1

10: while k ≤ n do
11:

pk = 0 =⇒ δAk
x δ

Bk
t ϕ = fk(ϕ, ϕx, ϕt, · · · , δAk

x δ
Bk−1
t ϕ,

δAk−1
x δ

Bk
t ϕ, u1, u2, · · · , uκ, · · · , δCκ

x δDκ−1
t uκ)

12: Sequations ← Sequations ∪ {δAk
x δ

Bk
t ϕ = fk}

13: Svariables ← Svariables ∪ {δAk
x δ

Bk
t ϕ}

14: k ← k + 1
15: end while
16: if

∃M,N, u1, v1, δ
AM
x δBM

t ϕ = fM , fM ∈ R[δAM+u1
x δBN+v1

t ϕ]

then
17: Tequations ← {δAM

x δBM
t ϕ = fM , δAN

x δBN
t ϕ = fN}

18: Tequations ← Tequations ∪ {δAN+u1
x δBN+v1

t ϕ = δu1
x δv1t fN}

19: Tvariables ← {δAM
x δBM

t ϕ, δAN
x δBN

t ϕ, δAN+u1
x δBN+v1

t ϕ}
20: Tsolutions ← Solve(Tequations, Tvariables)

21: Sequations ← Sequations\{δAM
x δBM

t ϕ = fM , δAN
x δBN

t ϕ =
fN}

22: Sequations ← Sequations∪{δAM
x δBM

t ϕ = Tsolutions[δ
AM
x δBM

t ϕ]}
23: Sequations ← Sequations ∪ {δAN

x δBN
t ϕ = Tsolutions[δ

AN
x δBN

t ϕ]}
24: Sequations ← Sequations ∪ {δAN+u1

x δBN+v1
t ϕ =

Tsolutions[δ
AN+u1
x δBN+v1

t ϕ]}
25: return ContextSensitiveCompatibility(Sequations∪
{q1, q2, q3, · · · , qκ}, {ϕ, u1, u2, · · · , uκ})

26: end if
27: Amin ← min{A1, A2, · · · , An}
28: Bmin ← min{B1, B2, · · · , Bn}
29: Amax ← max{A1, A2, · · · , An}
30: Bmax ← max{B1, B2, · · · , Bn}
31: v ← 1
32: while v ≤ κ do
33: i← 1
34: while i ≤ Amax −Amin do
35: j ← 1

36: while j ≤ Bmax −Bmin do
37: Mi,j ← {δi+Cv

x δj+Dv
t uv = δixδ

j
t gv}

38: Sequations ← Sequations ∪Mi,j

39: Svariables ← Svariables ∪ {δi+Cv
x δj+Dv

t uv}
40: j ← j + 1
41: end while
42: i← i+ 1
43: end while
44: v ← v + 1
45: end while
46: w ← 1
47: while w ≤ n do
48: derivsInX← 1
49: while derivsInX ≤ Amax −Aw + 1 do
50: derivsInT← 1
51: while derivsInT ≤ Bmax −Bw + 1 do
52:

Sequations ← Sequations ∪ {δAw+derivsInX
x δBw+derivsInT

t ϕ

= δderivsInX
x δderivsInT

t fw}

53: Svariables ← Svariables ∪ {δAw+derivsInX
x δBw+derivsInT

t ϕ}
54: derivsInT← derivsInT + 1
55: end while
56: derivsInX← derivsInX + 1
57: end while
58: w ← w + 1
59: end while
60: repeat
61: flag1 ← True
62: repeat
63: for each v ∈ Svariables do
64: Find fv(ϕ, u1, u2, · · · , uκ)
65: such that {v = fv} ⊂ Sequations

66: fv,old ← fv
67: repeat
68: for each w ∈ Svariables do
69: Find fw(ϕ, u1, u2, · · · , uκ)
70: such that {w = fw} ⊂ Sequations

71: if v ̸= w then
72: fv ← fv.substitute(w, fw)
73: end if
74: end for
75: flag1 ← flag1 ∧ fv,old − fv == 0
76: if fv,old − fv ̸= 0 then
77: Sequations ← Sequations\{v = fv,old}
78: Sequations ← Sequations ∪ {v = fv}
79: end if
80: until w ∈ Svariables

81: end for
82: until v ∈ Svariables

83: if flag1 then
84: break
85: end if
86: until True
87: flag2 ← True
88: k ← 1
89: while k ≤ n− 1 do
90:

Wk ← δAmax−Ak
x δ

Bmax−Bk
t fk−

δ
Amax−Ak+1
x δ

Bmax−Bk+1
t fk+1

91: Wk ←Wk.substitute(Svariables, Ssolutions)
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92: flag2 ← flag2 ∧Wk == 0
93: k ← k + 1
94: end while
95: Wn ← δAmax−An

x δBmax−Bn
t fn − δAmax−A1

x δBmax−B1
t f1

96: Wn ←Wn.substitute(Svariables, Ssolutions)
97: k ← 1
98: while k ≤ n do
99: flag2 ← flag2 ∧Wk == 0
100: end while
101: return flag2

Algorithm 4 PainleveBacklundTransformCheck: The iter-
ative test of the existence of a Painlevé expansion and a
Bäcklund transformation
Require: Only the input PDE F (∂γ⃗u) = 0
Ensure: SbacklundTransform, SadditionalConditions

1: α, flag ← −1,True
2: while flag is True do
3: SbacklundTransform, Sconditions ← TransformExistence(F, α)
4: if P−α.subs(u−α = u) = F (∂γ⃗u) then
5: flag← False
6: break
7: else
8: α← α− 1
9: continue

10: end if
11: end while
12: if ∃N ∈ N, ∀ − α > N,∀k < −α,Uk = 0 then
13: Return that the equation IS NOT a good candidate
14: for integrability as it fails the WTC test.
15: end if
16: repeat
17: for each f ∈ SadditionalConditions do
18: if δf

δu−α
= 0 then

19: Return that the equation IS NOT a good candidate for
20: integrability as it fails the WTC test.
21: end if
22: end for
23: until δf

δu−α
= 0

24: k ← 0
25: while k ≤ −α− 1 do
26: m← 0
27: while m ≤ k do
28: repeat
29: for each f1 ∈ SadditionalConditions do
30: if δf1/δum = 0 then
31: um,solution ← Solve(f1, um)
32: break
33: end if
34: end for
35: until δf1/δum = 0
36: Sextract ← (SadditionalConditions\{f1}) ∪ SbacklundTransform

37: repeat
38: for each f2 ∈ Sextract do
39: f2 ← f2.substitute(um, um,solution)
40: end for
41: until f2 ∈ Sextract

42: m← m+ 1
43: end while
44: Spull ← (SadditionalConditions\{f1}) ∪ SbacklundTransform

45: if ContextFreeCompatibility(Spull, ϕ) then
46: SnewEqn ← Spull

47: SnewEqn ← SnewEqn\{SnewEqn[size(SnewEqn)− 1]}
48: flag← ContextSensitiveCompatibility(SnewEqn, {ϕ, u−α})
49: if flag then
50: Sadditional ← SnewEqn\SbacklundTransform

51: Return that the equation IS
52: a good candidate for integrability
53: with the Bäcklund transform SbacklundTransform

54: with the additional conditions Sadditional

55: else
56: Return that the equation IS NOT
57: a good candidate for integrability
58: end if
59: else
60: if ContextSensitiveCompatibility(Spull, {ϕ, u−α}) then
61: Return that the equation IS
62: a good candidate for integrability
63: with the Bäcklund transform SbacklundTransform

64: with the additional conditions Spull\SbacklundTransform

65: else
66: Return that the equation IS NOT
67: a good candidate for integrability
68: end if
69: end if
70: k ← k + 1
71: end while

The algorithms in this section have been implemented in
the ‘PainleveBacklundCheck’ app with the help of two corner-
stone packages in the Python programming language: Sympy
(version 1.12) [29], the library for the symbolic computation,
serves as the backbone of the package (the latest version of
Sympy supports only integral degree polynomial rings for the
series expansions, due to which we consider the implementa-
tional simplification with integer values of α) and also the lan-
guage in which the user enters the input to the GUI. The user
interface is supported by Kivy (version 2.1) which envelopes
the whole software into an app which can be deployed into
Android, iOS, Linux, macOS, and Windows [33]. The out-
put of the PainleveBacklundCheck app with the inputs of the
Burgers’ equation, KdV equation, the modified KdV equa-
tion, the BBM equation, KdV-Burgers’ equation and the ϕ4

theory cases has been illustrated in the figures 1, 2, 3, 4, 5
and 6 respectively. These cases are all found to be in line
with the theoretical analysis provided above. Additional cases
with longer outputs are shown and illustrated in the different
“sandbox” programs of test cases in [30].

V. CONCLUSIONS & FUTURE CHALLENGES

In this paper we revisited the Painlevé property for nonlin-
ear dispersive PDEs (which can be solvable —or not— by the
inverse scattering transform) and the auto-Bäcklund transfor-
mation, which involves the precise level of truncation of the
Painlevé expansion. An additional property of the truncation
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FIG. 1. The output of the PainleveBacklundCheck app with the Burgers’ equation (26) as the input. The Bäcklund transform obtained is
the same as that in equation (31) and the corresponding compatibility equations. After pressing the ‘Integrability test’ button, the context-free
compatibility test happens too fast to capture from the execution screen (which has been shown more explicitly in figures 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6).
After the success of the test of the context-free compatibility and at the arrival of the perfectly determinate system of two equations (31) and
(33), the final result from the app comes as a statement that reads ‘The equation ut + uux − σuxx = 0 IS a good candidate for integrability
with the auto-Bäcklund transform u = −2σϕx

ϕ
+ u1 where σϕxx − u1ϕx − ϕt = 0’. Both the input and the output of the app (which might

have been truncated due to the sizing of the window in the image) are sympy-compatible equations.

FIG. 2. The various parts of the output of the PainleveBacklundCheck app with the KdV equation (38) as the input. The first (top left-corner)
image shows a snapshot of the execution of algorithms 2 and 3, and each step of the execution therewith after pressing the ‘Integrability test’
button can be observed to be same as seen in section III. The Bäcklund transform obtained, as shown in all of the remnant images with the
final result saying ‘The equation ut + uux + σuxxx = 0 IS a good candidate for integrability ....’, is the same in all as that in equation (45)
and the corresponding compatibility equations. Both the input and the output of the app (which might have been truncated due to the sizing of
the window in the image) are sympy-compatible equations.
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FIG. 3. The various parts of the output of the PainleveBacklundCheck app with the modified KdV equation (62) as the input. The first
(top left-corner) image shows a snapshot of the execution of algorithms 2 and 3, and each step of the execution therewith after pressing the
‘Integrability test’ button can be observed to be same as seen in section III. The Bäcklund transform obtained, as shown in all of the remnant
images with the final result saying ‘The equation ut + 2σ2uxxx − 3u2ux = 0 IS a good candidate for integrability ....’, is the same in all as
that in equation (65) and the corresponding compatibility equations. Both the input and the output of the app (which might have been truncated
due to the sizing of the window in the image) are sympy-compatible equations.

FIG. 4. The various parts of the output of the PainleveBacklundCheck app with the BBM equation (78) as the input. The first image shows
a snapshot of the execution of algorithms 2 and 3, and each step of the execution therewith after pressing the ‘Integrability test’ button can
be observed to be same as seen in section III. Both the input and the output of the app (which might have been truncated due to the sizing of
the window in the image) are sympy-compatible equations. After the failure of the test of the context sensitivity, the final result from the app
comes as a statement that reads ‘The equation ut + ux + uux − uxxt = 0 IS NOT a good candidate for integrability’.
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FIG. 5. The various parts of the output of the PainleveBacklundCheck app with the KdV-Burgers equation (98) as the input. The first image
shows a snapshot of the execution of algorithms 2 and 3, and each step of the execution therewith after pressing the ‘Integrability test’ button
can be observed to be same as seen in section III. Both the input and the output of the app (which might have been truncated due to the sizing
of the window in the image) are sympy-compatible equations. After the failure of the test of the context sensitivity, the final result from the
app comes as a statement that reads ‘The equation ut + uux − σuxx + κuxxx = 0 IS NOT a good candidate for integrability’.

FIG. 6. The various parts of the output of the PainleveBacklundCheck app with the ϕ4-theory based nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation (109)
as the input. The first image shows a snapshot of the execution of algorithms 2 and 3, and each step of the execution therewith after pressing
the ‘Integrability test’ button can be observed to be same as seen in section III. Both the input and the output of the app (which might have
been truncated due to the sizing of the window in the image) are sympy-compatible equations. After the failure of the test of the context
sensitivity, the final result from the app comes as a statement that reads ‘The equation utt − uxx + 2u3 − 2u = 0 IS NOT a good candidate
for integrability’.

explored in this work concerns an observation regarding a pat-
tern for the integer Painlevé exponent α. Evidence of this pat-
tern in many different cases (in section III) is presented both
as concerns the level of truncation at the “just right” level, and
also as concerns the contradiction with going one level lower
and one level higher. Using this pattern, we present an algo-
rithm that additionally addresses the existence/non-existence
of the Bäcklund transform by means of verifying the com-
patibility of the associated equations and an implementation
thereof as a Sympy-powered Kivy app ’PainleveBacklund-
Check’ (written in Python) [30] is illustrated with the outputs
in some of the simpler cases. This serves the purpose of pro-
viding the community with an open access, multi-platform, (in
our view) easy to use implementation of the notable WTC ap-
proach towards the Painlevé test for partial differential equa-
tions. The results for other higher-order and higher-degree

PDEs are shown in [30]. Naturally, in the present work, we
have chiefly limited ourselves to the cases of a sequence of
well-established examples of integrability and have sought to
ensure the functionality of our findings in such cases. How-
ever, as new integrable systems of different kinds are emerg-
ing, it would be particularly useful and relevant for practi-
tioners of integrable systems to test the methodology in other
such relevant systems and report the corresponding successes,
as well as potential failures and needs of improvement, for the
formulation and algorithms presented herein. Relevant find-
ings and amendments, as well as generalizations will be re-
ported in future publications.



21

Appendix A PAINLEVÉ EXPANSIONS AND MORE
EXAMPLES

In this appendix section, we revisit some of the examples
in section III in terms of the contradiction with the working
with the existence and validity of the Painlevé expansion, go-
ing one order ahead and going one order behind the “affine”
level of truncation of β = −α. We examine the resulting puta-
tive Bäcklund transformation in terms of the context-free and
context-sensitive compatibilities.

KdV equation

Continuing with the KdV equation (38) extensively dis-
cussed in section III, if we truncate one order earlier with
uj = 0, j ≥ 2, then all the coefficients Pn, n ≥ 5 vanish,
provided,

u =
u0

ϕ2
+

u1

ϕ
=

12σϕxx

ϕ
− 12σϕ2

x

ϕ2
= 12σ

∂2

∂x2
(log ϕ),

(137)
where u0 = −12σϕ2

x, u1 = 12σϕxx follows from P0 = 0
and P1 = 0 respectively. Substituting u0 = −12σϕ2

x and
u1 = 12σϕxx in the equation P2 = 0 with ϕx ̸= 0 leads to

u1 = 12σϕxx, 24ϕtϕ
2
xσ + 168ϕxxxϕ

2
xσ

2 + 288ϕ2
xxϕxσ

2

− 18ϕxxϕxσu1 − 6ϕ2
xσu1,x − ϕxu

2
1 = 0

=⇒ ϕxϕt − 3σϕ2
xx + 4σϕxϕxxx = 0, (138)

Similarly, substituting the expressions for u0 and u1 in the
equation P3 = 0 leads to

u1 = 12σϕxx,−24ϕ,txϕ,xσ − ϕ,tu1 − 24ϕ,xxxxϕ,xσ
2

− 72ϕ,xxxϕ,xxσ
2 − ϕ,xxxσu1 − 3ϕ,xxσu1,x

− 3ϕ,xσu1,xx + u1u1,x = 0

=⇒ 2ϕxϕxt + ϕtϕxx − 2σϕxxϕxxx + 5σϕxϕxxxx = 0.
(139)

Simplifying P4 = 0 gives,

u1,t + σu1,xxx = 0, u1 = 12σϕxx. (140)

By means of systematic computation, one can show that the
set {P2, P3, P4} is not context-free compatible, as one does
not encounter a zero in the sequence of the differential ideals
owing to the increasing magnitude of the coefficients in the
differential equations (checked up to 150 recursions). From
the equations (138), (139) and (140), one can systematically
solve and obtain expressions for the following higher deriva-
tives,

ϕt = −7ϕxxxσ − 12ϕ2
xxσ

ϕx
+

3ϕxxu1

4ϕx
+

u1,x

4

+
u2
1

24ϕxσ
, u1,t = −σu1,xxx, u1,xt = −σu1,xxxx

ϕxt =
ϕxxxϕxxσ

2ϕx
+

ϕxxxu1

6ϕx
− 2ϕ3

xxσ

ϕ2
x

+
17ϕ2

xxu1

24ϕ2
x

−13ϕxxu1,x

48ϕx
−17ϕxxu

2
1

576ϕ2
xσ

−3u1,xx

16
+
13u1u1,x

576ϕxσ
− 7u3

1

3456ϕ2
xσ

2

ϕx,4 = −7ϕxxxϕxx

2ϕx
+

ϕxxxu1

12ϕxσ
+

2ϕ3
xx

ϕ2
x

− 5ϕ2
xxu1

24ϕ2
xσ

+
7ϕxxu1,x

48ϕxσ
− ϕxxu

2
1

576ϕ2
xσ

2
+

u1,xx

16σ
+

5u1u1,x

576ϕxσ2
+

u3
1

3456ϕ2
xσ

3

ϕxxt =
ϕ2
xxxσ

2ϕx
− 33ϕxxxϕ

2
xxσ

4ϕ2
x

+
17ϕxxxϕxxu1

24ϕ2
x

− 5ϕxxxu1,x

48ϕx
− ϕxxxu

2
1

64ϕ2
xσ

+
5ϕ4

xxσ

ϕ3
x

− 19ϕ3
xxu1

16ϕ3
x

+
101ϕ2

xxu1,x

96ϕ2
x

+
3ϕ2

xxu
2
1

128ϕ3
xσ

− 23ϕxxu1,xx

96ϕx
− 61ϕxxu1u1,x

1152ϕ2
xσ

+
ϕxxu

3
1

256ϕ3
xσ

2
− 3u1,xxx

16

+
19u1u1,xx

576ϕxσ
+

13u2
1,x

576ϕxσ
− u2

1u1,x

216ϕ2
xσ

2
+

u4
1

20736ϕ3
xσ

3

ϕxxxt = −41ϕ2
xxxϕxxσ

2ϕ2
x

+
19ϕ2

xxxu1

24ϕ2
x

+
539ϕxxxϕ

3
xxσ

8ϕ3
x

− 401ϕxxxϕ
2
xxu1

48ϕ3
x

+
329ϕxxxϕxxu1,x

96ϕ2
x

+
73ϕxxxϕxxu

2
1

384ϕ3
xσ

− 9ϕxxxu1,xx

32ϕx
− 97ϕxxxu1u1,x

1152ϕ2
xσ

+
5ϕxxxu

3
1

1728ϕ3
xσ

2
− 63ϕ5

xxσ

2ϕ4
x

+
643ϕ4

xxu1

96ϕ4
x

− 301ϕ3
xxu1,x

64ϕ3
x

− 541ϕ3
xxu

2
1

2304ϕ4
xσ

+
149ϕ2

xxu1,xx

192ϕ2
x

+
475ϕ2

xxu1u1,x

2304ϕ3
xσ

− 167ϕ2
xxu

3
1

13824ϕ4
xσ

2
−23ϕxxu1,xxx

96ϕx
−ϕxxu1u1,xx

24ϕ2
xσ

−
209ϕxxu

2
1,x

2304ϕ2
xσ

+
173ϕxxu

2
1u1,x

6912ϕ3
xσ

2
+

29ϕxxu
4
1

331776ϕ4
xσ

3
− 3u1,xxxx

16

+
19u1u1,xxx

576ϕxσ
+

55u1,xxu1,x

768ϕxσ
− 155u2

1u1,xx

27648ϕ2
xσ

2
−

281u1u
2
1,x

27648ϕ2
xσ

2
+

u3
1u1,x

36864ϕ3
xσ

3
− u5

1

221184ϕ4
xσ

4

And from there one can verify that the difference ∂ϕxxxt

∂x −
∂ϕxxxx

∂t does not vanish identically (verifiable both with and
without the substitution of u1 = 12σϕxx), which implies that
the set {P2, P3, P4} is not context-sensitive compatible, lead-
ing to the non-existence of the sought Bäcklund transform.

To complete our discussion, let us now get one order ahead
of the original case, i.e., we set uj = 0, j ≥ 4, then all the
coefficients Pn, n ≥ 8 vanish, provided,

u =
u0

ϕ2
+

u1

ϕ
+ u2 + u3ϕ, (141)
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where the relations u0 = −12σϕ2
x and u1 = 12σϕxx are still

valid, as before. For the coefficient u2, one can substitute the
coefficients u0 and u1 in the equation P2 = 0

24σϕx(ϕtϕx + u2ϕ
2
x − 3σϕ2

xx + 4σϕxϕxxx) = 0,

=⇒ QKdV, 1, + = 4σϕxϕxxx+ϕtϕx+u2ϕ
2
x−3σϕ2

xx = 0
(142)

which one can simplify to obtain,

u2 = −3σ
∂2

∂x2

(
log ϕx

)
− ϕt + σϕxxx

ϕ2
x

, (143)

and a similar procedure for P3 = 0 gives the coefficient u3 as
well,

u3 =
ϕxϕxt(2ϕx − 1) + ϕtϕxx(ϕx − 1)

ϕ4
x

+ σ(
3ϕ3

xx − ϕxxϕxxx(2ϕx + 1) + ϕxϕxxxx(2ϕx − 1)

ϕ4
x

)
,

QKdV, 2, + = u3ϕ
4
x − ϕxϕxt(2ϕx − 1)− ϕtϕxx(ϕx − 1)−

σ(3ϕ3
xx − ϕxxϕxxx(2ϕx + 1)

+ ϕxϕxxxx(2ϕx − 1)) = 0 (144)

The other associated compatibility conditions come from the
simplification Pk = 0, 4 ≤ k ≤ 7,

P4 = 0 =⇒ ϕtxx + ϕxxxxxσ + ϕxxxu2 − 2ϕxxϕxu3

+ ϕxxu2,x − ϕ2
xu3,x = 0 =⇒ ∂

∂x
QKdV, 3, + = 0,

QKdV, 3, + = u2ϕxx − u3ϕ
2
x + ϕxt + σϕxxxx (145)

P5 = 0 =⇒ QKdV, 4, + = 12σ
∂

∂x

(
ϕxxu3

)
+ σu2,xxx + u2u2,x + u2,t = 0 (146)

P6 = 0 =⇒ QKdV, 5, + =

u3,t + u2
3ϕx +

∂

∂x

(
u2u3 + σu3,xx

)
= 0 (147)

P7 = 0 =⇒ ∂

∂x

(
1

2
u2
3

)
= u3u3,x = 0

=⇒ QKdV, 6, + = u3,x = 0 (148)

One can show that the set {QKdV, 1, +, QKdV, 2, +, QKdV, 3, +,
QKdV, 4, +, QKdV, 5, +, QKdV, 6, +} is context-free compatible as
0 ∈ g9. Also, surprisingly in the similar vein, one can
show that the set {QKdV, 1, +, QKdV, 2, +, QKdV, 4, +, QKdV, 5, +,
QKdV, 6, +} is also context-free compatible as 0 ∈ g8. Con-
sequently two reconciliation relations amongst the PDEs can

be algebraically compactified in the following form.

σH1W2

(
∂

∂t
QKdV, 1, + − ϕ2

xQKdV, 4, +

)
− σH2W2(

∂

∂t
QKdV, 2, + − ϕ4

xQKdV, 5, +

)
−W2W3QKdV, 5, +

+W3W4QKdV, 4, + = QKdV, 6, +

(
u2W2W3+12σϕxxW3W4

)
(149)

H3

(
2QKdV, 2, + − ϕ2

x

∂

∂x
QKdV, 1, + + 2ϕ2

xQKdV,3,+

)
+H4

(
∂

∂t
QKdV, 2, + − ϕ4

xQKdV, 5, +

)
= V1QKdV, 6, +

+ V2
∂2

∂x2
QKdV, 6, + (150)

where

H1 = −ϕttxϕ
2
x + ϕttϕxxϕx

− ϕtxxxxϕ
2
xσ + 4ϕtxxxϕxxϕxσ + ϕtxxϕtϕx

+ 4ϕtxxϕxxxϕxσ − 9ϕtxxϕ
2
xxσ − 2ϕ2

txϕx + ϕtxϕtϕxx

− 2ϕtxϕxxxxϕxσ + 4ϕtxϕxxxϕxxσ + 4ϕtxϕ
3
xu3

− ϕ5
xu

2
3 − ϕ4

xu2,xu3

H2 = ϕttϕx + 4ϕtxxxϕxσ

− 6ϕtxxϕxxσ + ϕtxϕt + 4ϕtxϕxxxσ + 2ϕtxϕxu2

− 12ϕxxxϕ
2
xσu3 − ϕ2

xσu2,xxx − ϕ2
xu2u2,x

H3 = −ϕttxϕ
2
x+ϕttϕxxϕx−ϕtxxxxϕ

2
xσ+4ϕtxxxϕxxϕxσ

+ ϕtxxϕtϕx + 4ϕtxxϕxxxϕxσ − 9ϕtxxϕ
2
xxσ − 2ϕ2

txϕx

+ ϕtxϕtϕxx − 2ϕtxϕxxxxϕxσ + 4ϕtxϕxxxϕxxσ

+ 4ϕtxϕ
3
xu3 − ϕ5

xu
2
3 − ϕ4

xu2,xu3

H4 = −ϕtxϕ
3
x − ϕtϕxxϕ

2
x + 2ϕtϕxxϕx − 4ϕxxxxϕ

3
xσ

+ 2ϕxxxϕxxϕ
2
xσ + 8ϕxxxϕxxϕxσ − 6ϕ3

xxσ

− 2ϕxxϕ
3
xu2 + 2ϕxxϕ

2
xu2 − ϕ4

xu2,x

W1 = 12ϕttxϕxxϕ
4
xσ − 12ϕttϕ

2
xxϕ

3
xσ + ϕttϕ

5
xu2

+ 12ϕtxxxxϕxxϕ
4
xσ

2 − 48ϕtxxxϕ
2
xxϕ

3
xσ

2 + 4ϕtxxxϕ
5
xσu2

− 12ϕtxxϕtϕxxϕ
3
xσ − 48ϕtxxϕxxxϕxxϕ

3
xσ

2

+ 108ϕtxxϕ
3
xxϕ

2
xσ

2 − 6ϕtxxϕxxϕ
4
xσu2 + 24ϕ2

txϕxxϕ
3
xσ

− 12ϕtxϕtϕ
2
xxϕ

2
xσ + ϕtxϕtϕ

4
xu2 + 24ϕtxϕxxxxϕxxϕ

3
xσ

2

− 48ϕtxϕxxxϕ
2
xxϕ

2
xσ

2 + 4ϕtxϕxxxϕ
4
xσu2

− 48ϕtxϕxxϕ
5
xσu3 + 2ϕtxϕ

5
xu

2
2 − 12ϕxxxϕ

6
xσu2u3

+ 12ϕxxϕ
7
xσu

2
3 + 12ϕxxϕ

6
xσu2,xu3

− ϕ6
xσu2u2,xxx − ϕ6

xu
2
2u2,x
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W2 = 12σu3ϕxxx + u2,t + u2u2,x + σu2,xxx

W3 = ϕttϕ
5
xσ + 4ϕtxxxϕ

5
xσ

2 − 6ϕtxxϕxxϕ
4
xσ

2

+ ϕtxϕtϕ
4
xσ + 4ϕtxϕxxxϕ

4
xσ

2 + 2ϕtxϕ
5
xσu2

− 12ϕxxxϕ
6
xσ

2u3 − ϕ6
xσ

2u2,xxx − ϕ6
xσu2u2,x

W4 = u3,t + u2
3ϕx + u2,xu3

V1 = −ϕtxϕ
7
xu2 − ϕtϕxxϕ

6
xu2 + 2ϕtϕxxϕ

5
xu2

− 4ϕxxxxϕ
7
xσu2 + 2ϕxxxϕxxϕ

6
xσu2 + 8ϕxxxϕxxϕ

5
xσu2

− 6ϕ3
xxϕ

4
xσu2 − 2ϕxxϕ

7
xu

2
2 + 2ϕxxϕ

6
xu

2
2 − ϕ8

xu2u2,x

V2 = −ϕtxϕ
7
xσ − ϕtϕxxϕ

6
xσ + 2ϕtϕxxϕ

5
xσ

−4ϕxxxxϕ
7
xσ

2 + 2ϕxxxϕxxϕ
6
xσ

2 + 8ϕxxxϕxxϕ
5
xσ

2

−6ϕ3
xxϕ

4
xσ

2 − 2ϕxxϕ
7
xσu2 + 2ϕxxϕ

6
xσu2 − ϕ8

xσu2,x

The equations (149) and (150) reveal that for non-constant
functions ϕ, u2 and a non-zero function u3 if QKdV, 1, + =
QKdV, 2, + = QKdV, 4, + = QKdV, 5, + = 0 then QKdV, 3, + =
QKdV, 6, + = 0. The above reconciliation relations (149)
and (150) can be worked out upon a careful and system-
atic differential-algebraic recombination of the different oc-
curences of u3 and its derivatives u3,x, u3,t, u3,xx and u3,xxx

from QKdV, 1, +, QKdV, 2, +, QKdV, 4, +, and QKdV, 5, + and then
comparing them with the same with corresponding higher
derivatives of QKdV, 3, + and QKdV, 6, + to observe and eliminate
the required coefficients. From the equation (142), one can
obtain ϕt,

ϕt =
3σϕ2

xx − 4σϕxϕxxx − u2ϕ
2
x

ϕx

and with the help of the equation (144), one can also obtain

ϕxt =
6σϕxxϕxxx

ϕx
− 3σϕ2

xx

ϕ2
x

+ 3u2ϕxx − 4u3ϕ
2
xx

+ 4
∂

∂x

(
3σϕ2

xx

ϕx
− 4σϕxxx − u2ϕx

)

ϕx,4 =
1

σ

(
u3ϕ

2
x − u2ϕxx

+
∂

∂x

(
3σϕ2

xx

ϕx
− 4σϕxxx − u2ϕx

))
And from the equations (146) and (147), one can obtain the
time derivatives of u2 and u3,

u2,t = −12σu3ϕxxx − 12σu3,xϕxx − σu2,xxx − u2u2,x

u3,t = −ϕxu
2
3 + σu3,xxx + u2u3,x + u2,xu3

The above relations can be shown to imply that the difference
∂4

∂x4ϕt− ∂
∂tϕxxxx does not vanish identically, which also goes

to show that the set {QKdV, 1, +, QKdV, 2, +, QKdV, 4, +, QKdV, 5, +}
is not context-sensitive compatible, thus leading to the non-
existence of the sought Bäcklund transform unless we assume
u3 = 0 in which case we fall back to the scenario studied
earlier.

Benjamin-Bona-Mahony equation

Continuing with the BBM equation (78) extensively dis-
cussed in section III, if we truncate one order earlier with
uj = 0, j ≥ 2, one obtains,

u =
u0

ϕ2
+

u1

ϕ
(151)

where u0 = 12ϕtϕx and u1 = −12
5ϕtϕx

(
ϕttϕ

2
x + 3ϕtxϕtϕx +

ϕ2
tϕxx

)
follow from P0 = 0 and P1 = 0 respectively. The

equations that follow from P2 = 0, P3 = 0 and P4 = 0
respectively are given by,

g1, BBM,− = 48ϕttxϕ
2
x + 72ϕttϕxxϕx

+ 96ϕtxxϕtϕx + 96ϕ2
txϕx + 120ϕtxϕtϕxx

+ 8ϕtxϕxu1 + 24ϕ2
tϕxxx − 24ϕ2

tϕx + 10ϕtϕxxu1

− 24ϕtϕ
2
x + 8ϕtϕxu1,x − 2ϕ2

xu1,t − ϕxu
2
1 = 0 (152)

g2, BBM,− = 12ϕttxxϕx + 24ϕttxϕxx + 12ϕttϕxxx

− 12ϕttϕx + 12ϕtxxxϕt + 36ϕtxxϕtx − ϕtxxu1 − 12ϕtxϕt

− 12ϕtxϕx − 2ϕtxu1,x − 12ϕtϕxx + ϕtu1 − ϕtu1,xx

− ϕxxu1,t + ϕxu1 − 2ϕxu1,tx − u1u1,x = 0 (153)

g3, BBM,− = −u1,txx + u1,t + u1,x = 0, (154)

and it can be shown that Pj = 0, j ≥ 5. One can verify
that the set {g1, BBM,−, g2, BBM,−, g3, BBM,−} is not context-free
compatible (checked up to 150 recursions with the increasing
order of the differential polynomials in the consequent differ-
ential ideal). From equations (152), (153) and (154), one can
infer that,

u1,txx = u1,t + u1,x

ϕxtt = −3ϕttϕxx

2ϕx
− 2ϕtxxϕt

ϕx
− 2ϕ2

tx

ϕx

− 5ϕtxϕtϕxx

2ϕ2
x

− ϕtxu1

6ϕx
− ϕ2

tϕxxx

2ϕ2
x

+
ϕ2
t

2ϕx

− 5ϕtϕxxu1

24ϕ2
x

+
ϕt

2
− ϕtu1,x

6ϕx
+

u1,t

24
+

u2
1

48ϕx
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ϕxxtt = −ϕttϕxxx

ϕx
+

3ϕttϕ
2
xx

ϕ2
x

+ ϕtt −
ϕtxxxϕt

ϕx

− 3ϕtxxϕtx

ϕx
+

4ϕtxxϕtϕxx

ϕ2
x

+
ϕtxxu1

12ϕx
+

4ϕ2
txϕxx

ϕ2
x

+

5ϕtxϕtϕ
2
xx

ϕ3
x

+
ϕtxϕt

ϕx
+

ϕtxϕxxu1

3ϕ2
x

+ ϕtx +
ϕtxu1,x

6ϕx

+
ϕ2
tϕxxxϕxx

ϕ3
x

− ϕ2
tϕxx

ϕ2
x

+
5ϕtϕ

2
xxu1

12ϕ3
x

+
ϕtϕxxu1,x

3ϕ2
x

− ϕtu1

12ϕx
+

ϕtu1,xx

12ϕx
− ϕxxu

2
1

24ϕ2
x

− u1

12
+

u1,tx

6
+

u1u1,x

12ϕx

From there one can verify that the difference ∂ϕxtt

∂x −
ϕxxtt does not vanish identically, which implies that the set
{g1, BBM,−, g2, BBM,−, g3, BBM,−} is not context-sensitive com-
patible, leading to the non-existence of the sought Bäcklund
transform.

Finally if we truncate one order ahead with uj = 0, j ≥ 4,
one obtains,

u =
u0

ϕ2
+

u1

ϕ
+ u2 + u3ϕ (155)

where u0 = 12ϕtϕx and u1 = −12
5ϕtϕx

(
ϕttϕ

2
x + 3ϕtxϕtϕx +

ϕ2
tϕxx

)
follow from P0 = 0 and P1 = 0 respectively. The

equations that follow from P2 = 0, P3 = 0, P4 = 0, P5 = 0,
P6 = 0 and P7 = 0 respectively are given by,

P2 = 0 =⇒ g1, BBM,+ = 48ϕttxϕ
2
x + 72ϕttϕxxϕx

+ 96ϕtxxϕtϕx + 96ϕ2
txϕx + 120ϕtxϕtϕxx + 8ϕtxϕxu1

+ 24ϕ2
tϕxxx − 24ϕ2

tϕx + 10ϕtϕxxu1 − 24ϕtϕ
2
xu2

− 24ϕtϕ
2
x + 8ϕtϕxu1,x − 2ϕ2

xu1,t − ϕxu
2
1 = 0 (156)

P3 = 0 =⇒ g2, BBM,+ = 12ϕttxxϕx + 24ϕttxϕxx

+12ϕttϕxxx − 12ϕttϕx +12ϕtxxxϕt +36ϕtxxϕtx −ϕtxxu1

− 12ϕtxϕt − 12ϕtxϕxu2 − 12ϕtxϕx − 2ϕtxu1,x

− 12ϕtϕxxu2 − 12ϕtϕxx +12ϕtϕ
2
xu3 − 12ϕtϕxu2,x + ϕtu1

−ϕtu1,xx−ϕxxu1,t+ϕxu1u2+ϕxu1−2ϕxu1,tx−u1u1,x = 0
(157)

P4 = 0 =⇒ g3, BBM,+ = 12ϕtxϕxu3 + 12ϕtϕxxu3

+12ϕtϕxu3,x+u1u2,x−u1,txx+u1,t+u1,xu2+u1,x = 0
(158)

P5 = 0 =⇒ g4, BBM,+ = u1u3,x + u1,xu3 + u2u2,x

− u2,txx + u2,t + u2,x = 0 (159)

P6 = 0 =⇒ g5, BBM,+ = ϕxu
2
3 + u2u3,x

+ u2,xu3 − u3,txx + u3,t + u3,x = 0 (160)
P7 = 0 =⇒ g6, BBM,+ = u3u3,x = 0 (161)

and all the other coefficients Pk = 0, k ≥ 8. One can
verify that the set {g1, BBM,+, g2, BBM,+, g3, BBM,+, g4, BBM,+,
g5, BBM,+, g6, BBM,+} is not context-free compatible (checked
up to 150 recursions with the increasing order of the dif-
ferential polynomials in the consequent differential ideal).
A specific and interesting branch of the solution to equa-
tion (161) is u3 = 0 which takes us back to the results
from the truncation u = u0

ϕ2 + u1

ϕ + u2 where we have al-
ready showed the context-sensitive incompatibility of the set
{g1, BBM, g2, BBM, g3, BBM, g4, BBM, g5, BBM}.

Another explicit route to a contradiction is the alternate,
so-called “potential” form of the BBM equation as anno-
tated in [25]; for a choice of a potential function v =∫ x

−∞ u(y, t)dy, limx→∞ v = C0 ∈ R (or equivalently u =
vx) the BBM reduces to,

vt + vx +
1

2
v2x − vxxt = 0, (162)

with the Painlevé expansion v = v0
ϕ + v1 + v2ϕ+ v3ϕ

2 + · · ·
substituted in equation (162), we get the expansion 1

ϕ4 (P0 +

P1ϕ+ P2ϕ
2 + P3ϕ

3 + · · · ) = 0,

P0 =
1

2
v0ϕ

2
x(v0 + 12ϕt) =⇒ v0 = −12ϕt (163)

and when we substitute v0 = −12ϕt in the equation P1 = 0
we obtain,

ϕttϕ
2
x − 2ϕxϕtϕxt + ϕ2

tϕxx = 0. (164)

With the choice g = −ϕt

ϕx
, one can reduce the equation (164)

to the inviscid Burgers’ equation gt + ggx = 0 (the Burgers’
equation ut + uux − σuxx = 0 with σ = 0) which can be
solved using the method of characteristics [34] to obtain the
solution to be of the form of a shock wave g = f0(x−gt), f0 :
R → R, g = g(x, t), which again can be solved for ϕ from
ϕt = gϕx =⇒ ϕt = ϕxf1(xϕx − tϕt), f1 : R → R
using the Charpit’s method of characteristics. This appears to
generically lead to the formation of shock waves in finite time.
This leads to the failure of the Painlevé test for the potential
form of the BBM equation as the coefficient at the resonant
index j = 1 does not identically vanish. Also, apart from the
application of the tests of context-free and context-sensitive
compatibilities to the original PDE, one may apply the test
to the potential form of the PDE (only if there exists one) to
examine its integrability.
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code]
https://github.com/ShrohanMohapatra/PainleveBacklundCheck

[31] J. B. McLeod and P. J. Olver (1983), “The connection be-
tween partial differential equations soluble by inverse scatter-
ing and ordinary differential equations of Painlevé type”, SIAM
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