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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-Béckund 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 [, 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 Schrédinger equation [[6H10]. Similarly, the
evolution of shallow water waves leads naturally to the emer-
gence of the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation [|6, (7, [11H13]],
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 [16H19], 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 Bicklund transformations for the KAV
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 [23])) 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} 23H26] 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 Bécklund trans-
form that may allow to obtain interesting solutions of such
models with a relatively minimal effort, as discussed in case



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. PAINLEVE PROPERTY AND BACKLUND
TRANSFORMATION

Similar to the definition of a polynomial of n-variables of
degree IV,
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(with ¢k, ko, k> UL, U2y Uy € C, by ko, Jky € 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 v : C™ — C, we can define a generalized PDE of
order M and degree D to be,
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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 ¢ =

o(x1,x0, - ,x,) = 0 [20], ie. the solutions u =
w(zy, 2, -+ ,x,) are of the form:
o0 o0
=0 Umd™ = > U™’ 3)
m=0 m=0
where Ym € N, m > 0, uy, = upm(1,22,  ,2y)

and ¢ = ¢(x1,x2,---,z,) are analytic functions in the
neighbourhood of the manifold; and « = -3, >
0,a,8 € Z. This formalism also encompasses the def-
initions for ODEs [16H18]]. For the prototypical PDEs
of interest in this article, we restrict to constant coeffi-

cients C{kal,a%‘."an}(xlaan"' 7xn) = c{kal,(‘rg,-'-,an} in

the equation (2)) to simplify the relevant equation which ac-
quires the form:
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Using the product rule for the partial derivatives, we can sim-
plify,
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The check of the Painlevé property of the PDE follows
the consequently (tedious yet) straightforward simplification
of equation @ and, in turn, substitution of the latter into
the equation (@). After determining the value of « using the
leading-order analysis in equation 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 ¢ as:

1
W<P0+P1¢+P2¢2+P3¢3+m> =0, (6)

D i<nen @ < M, fimin € N. The inherent recursion rela-
tions of wu,,n > 1 in terms of {ug,u1, -+ ,u,_1} and the
natural occurrence of the resonance integers have been sys-
tematically addressed in [20, [22H24]] 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 Biacklund transform comes from the
truncation of the Painlevé expansion in equations (3)) and
atm = —a = [ > 0. The aforementioned truncation ex-
pansion up to m = —a =  which when substituted into the
original PDE results in a similar expansion of the form;

(R)+P1¢+P2¢2+P3¢3+ . +P min¢uf"nin> =0
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where it can be observed that,
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which generates back the same original PDE with the substi-
tution of u = ug. Thus the set of equations

P,=0, i=0...unmin, &)

will be an auto-Bécklund transformation if “consistent”. Be-
low, in Definition[I} we define precisely what we mean by (9)
being consistent, and thus being a valid Biacklund transforma-
tion. Also, the more specific concept of auto-Bicklund trans-
formation is discussed at the start of the section We first
define the differential commutation operation as follows: let §
be a derivation and let R be a differential ring, i.e. a commu-
tative ring with a unit element and a derivation ¢ acting on it.
S = R{X1, ,Xm} = R[(SRXZ cr=1,...,mn € No] is
the differential ring of the differential polynomials in the dif-
ferential indeterminates X1, - - - , X, (the functions which we
want to solve for) with coefficients in the differential ring R,
where §(6"X;) = 0" X;, Vn € Ny, i. The operation called
“differential commutation” D.(f1, f2) where f1, fo € S are
two differential polynomials, f; of order m and f> of order n,
m < n is defined as

Dc(f1, f2) =0"fr — 0™ fa. (10)

The same definition can be extended to the case of par-
tial differential rings: let 41,02, -- ,d; be mutually com-
muting derivations and R be a differential ring equipped
with these k derivations. S1 2., = R{X1, -+, X} =
R[(;;llééw s 5]?sz 1 = 1,...,m,ny,ng, - -ng € No}
is the differential ring of the partial differential polyno-
mials in the differential indeterminates Xi,---,X,, with
coefficients in the differential ring R.  For a differ-
ential polynomial f € Sig..,, the order of f is
ord(f) = max{n; + na + -+ + ng f contains
a power product in X, ..., Xp,, 01 X1, ---877 052 --- 0, X,y
with nonzero coefficient}. Also the leading term in the dif-
ferential polynomial f € Sy go.., is defined as [t(f)
0705 - 0 Xy, my +ma + -+ my, = ord(f),1
[ <m.

<

The differential commutation D.(f1, f2) where f1, fo € S
are two differential polynomials, f7 of order m and f5 of order
n, m < nis given by

De(fi, f2) = 071052 - 6% f1 — 61165 - - 6" fo (11)
where m; + mo + - + mp, = m, N1 +ng + -+ +

n = n, t(f1) = 670576, X; and lt(f2) =
071052 ---0,* X;. For a set of m differential polynomials

f1s fas s fm € R{Xy,---,X,} in r differential indeter-
minates X1, X5,--- X, such that m > rand f; = 0, fo =
0,---, fm = 0 form an overdetermined system of PDE:s; let

us define a sequence g1, g2, g3, g4 - - - as follows:
1.
91:<f17f2a"'7fm> (12)
2.

gk = <Dc(9k1,1agk1,2)7Dc(gk1,279k1,3)7

. 7Dc(gk1,m1vgk1,m)»Dc(gk1,m;gk1,1)>; k> 2.
(13)

We call the set {f1, fo, -+, fmn} 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€gn.

Let the following be a set Spag of k + n differen-
tial algebraic equations in x + 1 differential indeterminates
[, u1,ug, us, - - - ux] with n > 1 (thus forming an overdeter-
mined system of PDEs):
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where,
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forall k,1 < k < n, if the following holds true,
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we call the set Sp 4 g 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 Bécklund transformation or not. For this paper, we
restrict ourselves the partial differential ring R;1; in (1+1)
dimensions x and ¢ equipped with just the two mutually com-
muting partial derivations &, and d;; and S ; the differential
ring of partial differential polynomials,

Sx,t == R1+1{¢,U0,U1, Uz, - - 7u,3}
- R1+1[5?1532X, X e {¢7u07u15 Uz, - -+

For any setT" € S, , let us denote

1. the truth value to 7" being perfectly determinate or sim-
ply determinate (i.e. the number of algebraic partial dif-
ferential polynomials or equations in 7" is exactly equal
to the number of differential indeterminates or unknown
functions) by the predicate Per fect Determinate(T);

2. the truth value to 7' being overdeterminate (i.e. the
number of algebraic partial differential polynomials or
equations in 7' is strictly greater than the number of dif-
ferential indeterminates or unknown functions) by the
predicate Over Determinate(T);

3. the truth value to 7" being context-free compatible by
the predicate ContextFreeCompatible(T), and,

4. the truth value to 7" being context-sensitive compatible
by the predicate ContextSensitiveCompatible(T).

,ugt,ni,ng € NJ.

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 OwerDeterminate(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 I} it is evident that if Context FreeCompatible(T)
is true, there exists at least one f € T, non-integers
integers a; and as, and a partial differential polynomial
M € Ripi{T\{f}} C Sz, such that,

{917927937 o 'g|T|—1} = T\{f} g
M(gl20,9220793:07"'9\7“\71:O):O (21)

and,

051 6.° f = M(91, 92,93, 9j7|-1) (22)

so that whenever g, = 0,V 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 [[1I|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 fg.(7")= 0 corresponding
to a resonance integer, as has been also seen in [20} 21} 23
20]. 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 Béacklund 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
(@) leads to the set of PDEs (9) that can be read off from the
respective coefficients of the powers of ¢ in equation (7). Con-
sider the set

Q:{POaP17P27"'7PMmm} (23)

made of the LHS’s of the PDEs given in (9). By construction,
we have that Q € S, ;. We define a sequence R, (()) of sets

S1, 85,83, 84,- - in the following way:
S51=0Q 24)
and for k > 1,
Spi1 = {Sk\{fRec(Sk)} if Con{fethreeCompatible(Sk)
Sk otherwise

(25)
and R,.,(Q) terminates at Sy, =~ where kg, is the small-
est value of & such that ContextFreeCompatible(Sy,,,,) is
false.



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

Per fect Determinate(Sy,,,, )V
ContextSensitiveCompatible(Sk

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

In effect, Definition [I] is saying that the set of PDEs (9)
defines a Bicklund 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 [[TI] 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 [[II| demonstrate that the integrable PDEs admit a
valid and compatible (auto)-Bécklund transform whereas non-
integrable PDEs do not admit a valid Bicklund transform.

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

Before we embark on the examples, let us define what
Bicklund 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 () are two non-
linear operators. Let R; = 0 be a pair of relations between the
two functions u and v:

R;(u,v, Oqu,dgv,---)=0,i=1,2.

Then R; = 0 constitute a Bdcklund 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 = @,
in which case it is known as an auto-Bdcklund transforma-
tion. The practical relevance of Béacklund 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-Bicklund 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
260|]. The notations in the rest of this section resemble the
ones used in [20]. Section m explores the existence of an
auto-Bécklund 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[[ITA T [ITA 2] and [[IT A 3|respectively). On the contrary,

section [[II Bl discusses the non-existence of an auto-Bicklund

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 [[IT B T} [T B 2| and [TTI 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
for the Burgers’ equation for v : R? = R, z,t,0 € R

Up + Uy — OULy = 0. (26)

Substituting the equation (@) in equation (26)), by leading-
order analysis one can obtain § = 1 (« = —1) [20} 22] and
the expansion reminiscent of equation (7)): ﬁ(Po + Pi¢ +

Py¢? + P3¢3 + ---) = 0, where,

Py = (—20¢, — ug) uodz, 27
Py = 0(ugbea +2U0,2Pr) — U1 Op + UoUo,z — UgDt, (28)

Py = —0uq gz + UgU1,z + U1UGz + U0 ¢, (29)

P3 = ug¢y + u1y + (urug + uous) o,
— 20u302 + Ul x + UTUT & + UgUs &

- 20¢xu2,x - Uu2¢a:w — OUl,zx, (30)

and similar relations for higher order coefficients. The par-
ticular independence of the coefficient P, of the function us
is a direct implication of m = 2 being the only positive res-
onance integer [20]. Let us truncate the expansion by set-
ting u; = 0,5 > 2. Forug # 0,¢, # 0, Py = 0 implies
ug = —20¢, which when substituted in the equation P; = 0
implies

bt +u1¢y — Oy = La[ur, 9] =0 = uy = Mj

"6
and when substituted in the equation P, = 0 implies

9 L, d =0, ()

% ((Z)t + ul¢1‘ - U¢.L.L) = Oz

and in P3 = 0 implies
ULt + ULUL g — OUL gz = 0. (33)

One can also check that all the other -coefficients
Pk : 0: k > 4. For QLBurgers = (z)t +u1¢a: - qua:w QQ,Burgers
= % (¢t + 'Ull(bm - O—¢1‘I)a the set {Ql,Burger57 Q2,Burgers} is



context-free compatible since D(Q1 Burgers, @2,Burgers) = 0, @
consequence of the fact that equation (31)) implies (32)). Also,
apart from (32)), the pair of equations (31 and (33), i.e., the
set { Py, P;} forms a perfectly determined system of PDEs
to adhere to the layout of the definition [I] of the Bécklund
transform discussed in section |IlIL Thus, with the transforma-
tion u = Y@ 4+ uq, ug = —20¢,, U1 = %, we end up
with the valid auto-Bicklund 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 u; = 0,7 > 1; then all the coefficients P,,n > 3
vanish, provided,

U= 7%7 ¢t = U¢zz (34)

which comes from Py = 0 and P, = O respectively; as an
added compatibility condition, we obtain

0

% (¢t - U¢zx) =0 (35)
that comes from P, = 0. Also, for Q1 Burgers,— =
bt — OOza, QZ,Burgers,f %(th_oﬂsmx), the set
{QLBurgers,f,Qz,Burgers,,} is  context-free  compatible
since Dc(Ql,Burgers,—vQQ,Burgers,—) = 0. Indeed, 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 = —QUT?“ defines a Bécklund transform from the Burgers’
equation u; + uu, — oug, = 0 to the diffusion equation

¢1 = OPyy, since the system (34) is determinate. However,
it does not constitute an auto-Bicklund 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 u; = 0, j > 3, such that u = %f + Uy + uz0,
we obtain

Py=0 = uy = —20¢,, (36)
P=0 — ulz%ﬂm. (37)

The substitution of ug and u; from the equations and
leads to the coefficient P; to be identically zero as j = 2
happens to be the resonance integer of this system [20]. The
system of equations Ps = Py, = P; = 0 upon the sub-
stitution of ug and u, from the equations and (in
which case, P, = 0,k > 6) happens to be an overde-
termined system of PDEs in terms of the functions uy and

¢; which necessitates the tests of context-free and context-
sensitive compatibilities towards the check of the validity
of the Bicklund transformation v = % - =%
uz¢ cf. the definition [l These tests of compatibility of
the set {Ql,Burgers,JrvQ2,Burgers,+aQS,Burgers,Jr} (where Py =
Ql,Burgers,Jr’ P, = Q2,Burgers,+ and P5 = QS,Burgers7+) 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 {Ql,Burgers,+a Q27Burgers,+a QS,Burgers;k} is context-
free compatible with the appropriate reconciliation relation,
but the set {Q1 Burgers,+, Q2,Burgers,+ ; 1S neither context-free
nor context-sensitive compatible. Conclusively, this computa-
tion leads to a contradiction to the assumption that the expan-
sion u = %m_@ — 2092 4 u9¢ is a valid Bicklund transfor-
mation. Thus, there does not exist a Backlund transformation
in the functions (us, ¢) upon the truncation of the expansion
one coefficient ahead of the case where we got a Bicklund
transformation.

200, +

2. KdV equation

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

U + Uy + ULz = 0. (38)

By leading-order analysis, one can obtain 8 = 2 (a =
—2) [20} 22] and the expansion reminiscent of equation (7)
75 (Po+ Pio+ Pag? + Ps¢® + Pagp* + Ps¢® -+ ) = 0, where,

Py = —2ug¢y (uo +12062) , (39)

Py = ugug z — 3ugur by — 60uy ¢
+ 180 U0,z + 180U Py Pra,  (40)

Py = (ugu1), — 2uody — uicy
- 2U0u2¢x + 60’(¢iul,x + ul¢x¢a¢x
- u07w¢wm - (bmu(),ww) - 20u0¢x$za (41)

Py = —u1¢; + Up,t — (u1u2 + u0u3)¢w
+ (U,()’LLQ)I +uruy . — 3Uul,m¢zac

- 30¢xul,z£ - Uul¢zzm + OUQ,zzx) (42)

Py = u1 s + (uous + u1ug + 0ui1 gz)a, (43)

Ps = uzy + uz s + (u1usuzus)py
+ (ugug + uruz)y + ugs ; + 602Uy 4
+ 60UsOrPra + 30U3 4 Pza + 30DU3 22
+ OUZPrze + OUL gy  (44)



and similar such relations for higher order coefficients. The
particular independence of the coefficient P, of the function
uy 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 u; =
0,7 > 3, then all the coefficients P,,,n > 5 vanish, provided,

120¢,, 12062

= — S s, (45)
¢ ¢?

with the following compatibility conditions that have also

been obtained in [20] by setting P», Ps and P, respectively

to zero.

Gudr + O2us + 40Py Praw — 3002, =0,  (46)

UQ,z(z)i + 2¢z¢mt + ¢t¢zm + 3U2¢z¢zm
— 20020P0ze + 90PsPuzar =0, (47)

0
% (¢xt + ¢mmu2 + J¢mzxm) - 07 (48)

and from the equation (@4) the auto-Bicklund transformation
(for this case) reveals itself automatically

Ut + UoU2 & + OUL gz = 0. (49)

One can check and verify that

g <¢w¢t + (biuQ + 4a¢x¢zww - SU(biw)
X

On the choice of us = 3U¢i1_40¢’§¢““_¢’¢t, we get that
equation (@7) implies )
¢xt + ¢$$u2 + G¢xaﬁxw = 0. (51)

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

Fxav = {Q1,xav, Q2,kav, @3,kav; Qa,kav} = {0 P:
+ (biuQ + 4U¢w¢a:a:m - 3o—¢ixa u2,z¢i + 2¢I¢5L’t + (btd)a::r
+ 3u2¢x¢xz - 2J¢mz¢zxm + 5U¢z¢mxzza
0

aix ((bxt + (b:czuZ + U¢zza::r) , U2t + U2U2 1 + 0u2,zzm}

then following the definition in the equations (12)) and (T3),
one can verify that Fyxqy is a context-free compatible set as
0 € gi2, and this happens as a consequence of the rec-
onciliation equation @) [20] also observes the equation
(@8) as a “compatibility condition” with j = 4 as the res-
onance integer, and one can also infer that fre.(Fxav) =
(bxt +¢za:u2 +U¢wzza: But the reduced set FKdV\{QS,KdV} =

{Q1 kav, @2,kav, Q1 kav} 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 @6), @9) and (3I), following the
differential-algebraic setting of equations (14), (13), (7)),
(18), (19) and (20), one can refer to the following higher
derivatives,

O = ¢ ((b Uz + 4U¢w¢xx:v 30’¢3:a:)7 (52)

o Ox

¢mwzw =

6U¢z¢xw¢wzx - 30‘¢i$ + U2¢i¢xw - u2,z¢g (53)
3o¢2 ’
U2t = —U2U2,z — OU2 gax- (54)

For the context-sensitive compatibility, we need to show that
the difference 6‘9—;@ - %(ﬁmm vanishes. The PDEs (52)) and
(33) have the derivative terms ¢y, ¢y, Prus, Uz and us 4.
Therefore, to get to the higher derivatives ¢zt and Gippza
we would need the following higher derivatives wherein one
needs careful substitution from the equations (52)), (33) and

(39):

o5 = ¢£xx¢xa - 3¢$$Qf¢ix0 - 3¢xz¢§u2,x - ¢§U2,xz
e 3¢50 ’
(55)
¢3:,6 = 3¢4 (12¢x:cac¢xx¢io' - 12¢xacw¢ix¢xa
- 7¢waxm¢iu2,x + 3¢2w0 + ¢ix¢iu2w
- 4¢acx¢iu2,xw - ¢?gu2,ﬂf1‘x)7 (56)
b7 = 9¢4 2 (36¢zmm - 36¢i$m¢iwq’%0’2
+ 9¢xmm¢zx - 60¢IJL’CE¢II¢iO—u2,I - 33¢mzz¢iou2,zz

+ 30¢ix¢iau21 + 3¢iz¢30u2 zr 15¢mw¢40u2,wwm
- 3¢ OU2 xxxx + 7¢5 ’LL2 w) (57)

U2 2t = —O0U2 gz — W2U2 g0 — ug,m’ (58)
2¢www¢x$0 3 20 ¢wu2 T

I — bus (59

Pat 5 + ¢>2 Gazuz + 3 (59)



2(252 g ¢zmm¢2 o D2 o
ot = — TrT zz® I Sy 60
¢ 4¢ixm¢$$a 4¢zwm¢izg 20200 Oraltin
rrxt — T - —
o3 o3 o
rxx U2,z 5.0 3 u 2w x
+ ¢ 2,z xz + a::cQ 2 ¢zx 2,
¢zzu2 T d):vuZ TTT ¢zu2u2 T
- ’ =, (61
+ 3 3 30 6D

The algorithm 3|elucidates the sequential substitution and the
consequent computation of these requisite higher derivatives
in section [V] Using the above equations (33), 56), (7).
8, I, and (61)) for the higher derivatives, one can
show that ¢, 00t = Praeae. This renders the set of differen-
tial polynomials {Q1 kav, @2,kdv, Q4,kdv} context-sensitive
compatible, thereby establishing, by definition [T} the valid-
ity of the auto-Bécklund transform made out of equation (@3)),
and the two equations (@6)) and (@7).

The contradictions with the truncations which go one order

2
behind <i.e. u = % - %) and one order ahead (i.e.

2
w — 120(;?” _ 12;252% ¥ us + usd

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 Biacklund 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:

g + 202 Ugy — 3uluy = 0. (62)
Upon a Miura transformation of the form,

1
V= Uy — %UQ
one can obtain the following form of the KdV equation,
vy + 6ovv, + 202%9“c =0

wherein with the rescaled coordinates z = £ \/g , T = 6V 30t,
one can show that

Vr + V¢ + 0Vgee = 0 (63)

which is the original KdV equation (38) in 7 and &. The value
of a from the leading-order analysis of substitution of the
equation (3) in the equation (62) is —1 (i.e. u = "2 + us +

ugp+uz@®+- - - ) and the resultant expansion upon the substi-
tution into equation (62)) gives the following form of equation
@ F:(Po+ Pio+ P2d® + P36° + Pag* + Psg® +---) =0,
where,

Py = 3¢,uo(—4¢20” +uf) = 0. (64)
Since we are looking for an expansion with leading exponent
a = —1, up # 0 and the equation (64) has two solutions
uy = +20¢,. Furthermore, since equation (62) is invari-

ant under the transformation v — —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 uy = 20¢,, for
which one can obtain the Painlevé expansion truncated up to
U,]C,k:B:—Oézl,

v 20,
9

with up, = 0, k > 2 and the equations satisfied by (u1, ¢) that
come from the following coefficients set to zero,

+ Uy (65)

P =0 = Qiumkdv = Pz + ¢pus =0, (66)

Po=0 = Q27mKdV = —1¢y — 8¢xwx¢x02 - 6@%102
—12¢,pbp0ur — 620ur , + 3¢2uT =0, (67)

PS =0 = Q3,mKdV = ¢t:v + Q(bwzwzo-z

0
_3¢wzu%_6¢mulul7x = %(¢t+20’2¢wmx_3¢ﬂcu%) =0,
(63)

Py=0 = Qumkav = U1t + 20%U; yzz — 3uiuy » = 0.

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

0
oy (¢f + 202¢xmx - 3¢xu§) + % (6¢x ((bxxa' + d)xul))

= Q1 + Sd)mx;cd)xUZ + 6¢§:x02

+ 12¢ 20 0r0uy + 6420U1 5 — 3¢2u3.  (70)

The above reconciliation relation (70) can be worked out
upon the comparison of the coefficients of terms —6¢?2 o>
and —6¢iou17w in Q2 mkav With their differential-algebraic
counterparts in Q1 mkav; and then comparison of the remain-
ing terms with the integral of ()3 mkav With respect to z. From

the solution to the equation (66) u; = —aq;”, we get that
equation (67) implies
61+ 20% Paae — 3¢aui = 0. (71)



Equation (70) shows that the equation (71)) is automatically
satisfied (and thus consequently the equation (68) as it in-
volves the partial = 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 mkav, Q2,mKav, Q3,mKav, Q4,m1<dv}
is context-free compatible as 0 € g9 which is a con-
sequence of the reconciliation relation (70). But the set
{Q1,mKav; Q2,mkdv, Q4,mkav } 18 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 (I4), (I3), (17). (I8),
(T9) and (20)

Gop = 2241 (72)
ag
602 o2
= —8¢pp0° — —LE —12d,.0U
on ) . ) 1 (73)
- 6¢waul,m + 3¢mu§7
Uyt = —20°U1 pow + SUTUL 4. (74)

We use ([72)) to simplify (73), then differentiate the simplified
equation to obtain ¢; we also differentiate (72) to obtain
@22, Which leads to the expressions

Gt = 200U,z + Poud, (75)
3
u

¢wt = 2¢z0u1,zm - ¢a;_ 1a (76)
2
U1,z U

¢zzm = _¢Tl + ¢O'2 ! : )

Finally with the help of equations (74), (73), (]7_3[) and (77),
one can prove that the difference 51 qu ~ 3 gZ)mt vanishes

( with (btwa: (bwzt =

4
3hzuiul . + dout
o o2

2¢w0u17wzw - 2¢wu1ul,ww -

. This renders the set of differential poly-

nomials {Q1 mkav, Q2,mkdv, @4,mkdv } context-sensitive com-
patible, thereby establishing, by definition [I] the validity of
the auto-Bécklund transform from the equations (63)), (66) and
67).

The contradictions with the truncations which go one or-

der behind (i.e. u = 2?’) and one order ahead (i.e.

U = % — ”fﬁﬂ + uzqﬁ) 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 Béacklund
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
Bécklund transforms. Now we will focus on the equation(s)
for which similar Backlund transforms are not known to exist.
As an example, let us consider the Benjamin-Bona-Mahony
(BBM) equation [25] 27]:

Up + Uy + Uy — Uggr = 0. (78)

The exponent « for this equation is —2
(B = 2) which leads to the Painlevé expansion
% (Po + Pi¢ + Py¢? + P33 + Pyt - - ) wherewithal we
can obtain uy, (k > 0 and ¢, # 0),
Py = _2u0¢x(u0 - 12¢m¢w) =0 = wuy= 12¢m¢ta
(79)

Pi = —6¢, (5u1¢pdr + 1202 et + 3605 G dut + 1267 )

12
5%@( (¢3¢1) g ¢w¢t> (80)

and substituting the equations (79) and (80) for ug and u; in
the equation P, = 0 gives

=0 = u; =

1 2h
Y27 0553 g8 { 191¢x $8t2 Oog%) +316000 5 5
2
log (¢ ¢¢) + 146762 (¢t¢m) + 11¢} %6‘ 5 (log @)

82
+ 56,61 55 (log &) + 5 (@) (¢3)—25¢t¢ (¢x+ ¢)

2

0
- 6¢w (¢t2t¢i + ¢§¢wxw) + 14¢§¢§ (¢w - ¢t)

8t2 log ¢$ ’

(81)
and similar such relations for uy, k > 3. If we truncate the

expansion by setting u; = 0,7 > 3, then all the coefficients
P,,,n > 6 vanish, provided

=Gty e (82)

For this truncation, substituting ug, u; and us from the equa-
tions (79), (80) and (®T) into the equation P3 = 0 with some



simplification implies:

uo,t + (1 + u2)uo o + UoUz.o + 202Ut 2t + 201 2Ot
+¢tu1,mx+u1,t¢xx_ul(QSt_ul,x+(1+u2)¢m_¢zt) = 07

(83)
and setting Py, = 0 and Ps = 0 respectively imply,
0
Ui + a*(m(l + ug) — ul,wt) =0, (84)
x
Ugp + Uz + UoUg 5 — U2 gzt = 0. (85)

Notably, the equation (83) does reveal an auto-Bécklund
transformation but obscures within itself a certain contradic-
tion to the generic existence of the above Painlevé expansion:

as an observation, equations (79), ®0), 1), (83), (84) and

(83) form an over-determined system of 6 equations in 4 vari-
ables (ug,u1,ug,d). Expressing the same system only in
terms of (u1,us, @) yields,

Pi = Q1M = 1264402 + 360101 ¢
+ 127 puz + 5Prpzur = 0, (86)

Py = Qo ppym = 48011502 + 7201103000 + 960100010y
+ 24¢%¢xmac - 24¢%¢m + 10¢t¢zxul

—24¢ P2 us —24¢1 2 +8Gr dpun o — 207 u1 4 — dpui = 0,
(87)

P3 = Q3 8BM = 1201000 + 24¢tt0 Puz + 1204 Prza
— 120449 + 12¢1202 9t + 360100 Pre — Practin
— 120100t — 12¢12Pauz — 12¢4,¢,
— 202Ut — 1201 Ppztin — 1204 Pys
— 120 ¢zu2 & + GtUL — QUL 2z — Puatl e
+ Prurug + Qpur — 20,U1 5t — U1 =0, (88)

Py = QuBBM = U1U2 5z — Ul tzg + U1t + Ul zU2 + U1z = 0,
(89)

Ps = Q58BM = U2U2,0 — U2 tax + U2 + U2z = 0. (90)

With systematic computation, one can verify that the set of
differential polynomials {Q1 gpm, Q2,88M: @3,8BM, @4,BBM,
Qs.eM} 18 1ot 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 ¢ and ¢y, and obtain
the following relations,

_3¢tw¢t _ ¢%¢wm
o o3

Sprur

b =

10

Q/) . ¢ttzz¢m 2¢ttm¢xr 3¢tzm¢tz
trxx — - -
ol on ol
(btmrul 3¢tr¢zzm
-2
12¢, " P Pz
+ ¢tm¢zu2 + ¢tm¢r + ¢tmu1,m + ¢f¢¢"c2:c¢'rr
oh on 6¢¢ b7
¢t¢)xw 5¢w11u1 ¢)xu2,z Ui
Px * 126, T Oatla T Gae bt 2
+ UL, zx + ¢w$u1,t . ¢$u1u2 _ ¢wu1 + ¢wu1,mt + UL1UL,z .
12 126, 126, 12¢, = 6oy 126,
92)

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

Ul ot = WU,z + Ul g + U g U2 + UL 45 (93)

U ot = U2U2 5 + U2t + U2 4 (94)

If one observes the equation (92), the PDE in terms of the
partial derivative term ¢;,,, has terms ¢z, = %qﬁtt and

Ottor = aa—;gétt which are higher derivatives of ¢ that can be
computed from the corresponding higher orders of differenti-
ation of both sides of equation (91)). Using the four equations

©1), ©2), (©3) and (94), one can simplify to obtain,

3¢tmx¢tm _ ¢tmz¢zx _ ¢tmxu1 _ (b%x(bxz

Praze = - on o 41 oo
2¢tz¢mxm 2¢tz¢g2cx ¢tm¢zu2 ¢tx¢z
_ + + Prp — _
s 2 T 20, 26,
. ¢tmul,m _ ¢t¢zmmz + 3¢t¢mmx¢zz _ ¢t¢?m)x + ¢t¢zx
201 20, 207 o3 20,
o DUl _ % . ¢wu2,x Uy Ulaza
2 2 2 4 4
. ¢xwu1,t + Pru1Uy Prur . d)xul,tac . Ulul,x’ (95)
240, 249, 240, 12¢, 240,
_ _3¢tmw¢t 3¢%:c ¢tz¢t¢zz 5¢tmu1
Ptz = - + 5 -
Pa Pa (o5 12¢,
2 2 12
o ¢t d)zzm + 2¢t xTT + 5¢t¢azxul o 5¢tu1,m’ (96)
o o3 12¢7 126,



7¢tmm¢t¢mm ¢tmmu1 7¢%¢¢zm
+ 5Ot Ot Puwa o 4¢tz¢t¢92¢x - 3Ptz Pt + 5¢tz Pratin
oz o3 bz 6673
3¢txu2 3¢tw 2¢tw Ui,z ¢t2¢wzxw 3¢? ¢wzw ¢ww
T T g, T T2
_ 3¢? im _ 3¢?¢Ia: + 5¢t¢mwxul o 5¢t¢§xul 3¢t¢a::ru2
o3 202 1243 603 20,
3¢t¢mx 5¢t¢x1’u1,az 3¢tu2,m 3¢tu1
- + —
20, 667 2 4y
+ ¢tul,m + ¢mul,t _ wuz U Ul ulul,m'
3¢z 8¢z 8 8 4 8¢z
CH)

Using the three equations (93),
ify t'hat the difference %qﬁttm —
vanish.

and (97), one can ver-
5i Ptasa does not identically

This confirms that the set of differential polynomials
{Q1Bm, Q288BMm, @38BM, QapeM, QsBBM} is neither
context-free compatible nor context-sensitive compatible,
thus precluding the existence of the Bicklund 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 = % + 7;}) and one order ahead (i.e.

u = % + % + ug + uz¢ | 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 Béacklund
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 : R? —
R,z,teR,0,k>0
U + UUy — OUgy + KlUgrr = 0. (98)

The trivial cases of kK = 0,0 # 0 and kK # 0,0 = 0 lead to
Burgers and KdV equations respectively (each of which have
been proven to be integrable in the past). The value of o (for
the Painlevé equations) for this equation is —2. It must be
noted that the limit ¢ # 0,k — 0 gives rise to the Burgers
equations where the value of « steps up to —1 (as seen in
section[[ITA T)). 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

11

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

12692 12K¢4, — 1209,
- +u
®? 5¢

such that (ug, ¢) satisfy the following equations:

u =

P2 =0 = Ql,KdVBurgers = 7100H2¢’I"I"t¢’1‘ + 75’12 iy‘
—25Kp; Py + 30KPpedeo — 25KP2 Uy + H202 =0, (99)

P3 =0 = Q2 KdvBurgers = —56% D prns do
12 XTI
+2H2¢xa:m¢zz - 2f€¢tm¢z — H¢t¢xqg —+ M
6 2
N m;mo — 3KPpr Pty — KPZUD 4
¢t¢z0 3¢mx¢102 (;52 Uy
- = =0, (100
5 25 5 (100)

2
P=0 = Q3,KdVBurgers =R ¢atzmmx + H(ﬁtam

6 rxrT T TxT 2
- H¢5 ? + K(b:r:vzuZ + /f¢xxu2,a: - ¢t50 + ¢ 5 ?
¢xmau2 ¢m0u2 T
- - 2 0, (101
5 3 (101)

Ps =0 = Q4,KdVBurgers = KU2, 20z

—OU2 gz + U2U2 & + Ut = 0. (102)

One can Verify that the set {Ql,KdVBurgerS7 Q2,KdVBurgerSa
Q3,KdVBurgers, Q4,KdVBurgerS} is context—free Compatible (O S
ge¢ in the sense of the definition reflected in the equa-
tions (T2) and (T3)), but the set {Q1 kavBurgers; @2 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), (T00),
(T0T)) and (T02)) using the following correlation, which shows
that the antiderivative of equation (I0T) can be obtained by

the following linear combination of equation (T02) and the
derivative of (T00):

(25m2,z¢>§ + 50Kkp 2 Gut + 30%pdre — 300KP2,
— 5u2¢$ (U¢w - Kfﬁbxw) —5¢y (U(bw - 5H¢acw) - 600’5¢x¢mxw

0
—50m2¢m¢m+125ﬁ2¢z¢m) ~ (75n2¢im+10%<3o¢m

- 10’i¢x:1:x) + 02¢i - 25/{1[,2(]% - 25K¢z¢t> = 5¢z (5H¢xt

+02 (bwm +5’€2 (bm:czz +5Hu2¢xa: _GO—H(ZSa::cw —0oU2 gba: _o—d)a: ) .
(103)



The above reconciliation relation (T03) can be worked out
upon the comparison of the coefficients of terms 25xus &2
and 2550 Pz, in Q2 KdVBurgers With their differential-algebraic
counterparts in %Ql,KdVBurgm; and then comparison of the
remaining terms after subtraction with Q)3 kqvBurgers- From the
equation (99), one can obtain,

_ 3k (d)mx)Q 60y 02@5
d)t - 4H¢xzz + Qbm + 5 u2¢m + 255k ;
(104)

2i¢pezn K (Prz)’ 2000me 40 (Puz)

T T T T T T e
¢1;u2 T 02¢ww 403¢1:
- ’ . a
U2bee T s Vg (109

From the equation (10Q), one can obtain,

oo — 2sabuzs _ ($ra) | 40Gres
T ¢m <¢z)2 154
2 3
. J(éxm) o ¢xu2,x - g (bx ) (106)
S5KPy 3K 375k3
From the equation (T02)), one can obtain,
U2t = —RU2 zax + OU2 gz — U2U2, 1+ (107)

Using the equations (T04), and (T07)), one can obtain
equations for the higher derivatives U2 y¢, ¢x.5, @z,6 and ¢, 7
which help in obtaining the following time derivatives,

bu (¢2)? 30z

_8(7 (¢xm)3 ¢xu2,x$ + 1702¢xww
15 (¢s)° 3 225k

202 (Poa)’  20¢pUuse  203¢u.  20%0.
5K P, 45k 5625k3

¢za:t = -

— U2 ¢:cam +

125k2

4K Py (¢:pwm)2 + 4K (¢wx>3 -
(¢2)° (¢2)’
K (¢T’I‘)5 ¢mzu2,z$ ¢xz$u2,:c
— i+ +
(¢z) 3 3
- 1702¢mu2,m B 2204¢xm 0—3u2¢z B 17J5¢z
675k2 5625K3 375K3 84375K4"

¢xa::rt = -

(108)

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

12

derivatives is given by

0 0 - 120’¢mc (d)mzz)Q
a(bzmmx - %Qﬁmmxt - - _ . 2

5(¢x)”
240 ($52)” braw | 120 (22)’ 2802 (Para)’
5 ((b:r)g 5 (¢x)4 75H¢x
1602 (QSGLJ,)Q - _ 602 (¢1.K)4 . U¢xu2,x7;w
25k (¢2)° 25k (¢2)” 5t
+ 20¢)a:$u2,mz + 40¢x$zu2,z o o (¢mm)2 U2, 2
5K 5K Ky
U2¢mu2,mz 8J4¢zzx _ 404 (¢xm)2
T5K2 18753 625K3 ¢,
03¢xu2 T 206¢x
+ 375k3 + 46875K5°

So the difference does not identically vanish, which implies
that the equations (Q9), (I00) and (T02) are neither context-
free compatible nor context-sensitive compatible; thereby ar-
riving at a contradiction to the assumption that the Bicklund

transform v = — 12(';;5”2" + 12”%%;120% + uy for the KdV-
Burgers equation exists. Therefore the Biacklund 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 %q&mm —
a%%mt vanishes for ¢ = 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 k = 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

2
behind (i.e. u = _12525% + 12“¢mg¢12”¢z> and one order

12602 | 12k¢ps—1200,
Fo + 5%

ahead (ie. u= — + ug + u3¢> 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 Bicklund 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 (¢* theory)

A final example of a non-integrable model is the quartic-
interactions Klein-Gordon theory equation for w, ¢, ug, uy :
R? - C

Ut = Uy + 2u — 20>, (109)



The value of « (for the Painlevé equations) for this is —1. One
can obtain the relevant Painlevé expansion in the form of,

Ug
:——i—ul
¢

such that the functions ug, uy, ¢ satisfy the following equa-
tions:

Py=0 = Qi+ =¢; —¢5 —ug=0,  (110)

P =0 = Q24+ = Qrruo + 2¢suo ¢
—Puztio — 2¢,u0,5 + 6ujur =0, (111)
Po=0 = Q3~¢4 = —6UO’U/% + 2ug + Uo,tt — U0,zx = 0,
(112)

P;=0 = Q47¢4 = 72’[1,:% + 2ug + ULt — Ulzx = 0.
(113)
By computation, one can verify that the set {Q1 g1, Q2 44,
Q3,41, Qa,44 } 18 not context-free compatible (as the sequence
of sets of algebraic partial differential equations following the
definition in the equations (I2) and (I3) keep increasing in
the order without the reduction of number of terms). From
equation (TI0), we choose, without loss of generality, the fol-
lowing one of the two solution branches
bz =\ B} — uf. (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 ¢, = —\/¢7 — u? does not change the final
outcome from the consequent context-sensitive compatibility
test for that branch. Then, differentiating equation (T14) with
respect to x we get:

¢t$¢t — UoUQ,x
¢} — ug

Finally, differentiating equation (T14) with respect to ¢, we
get,

1Pt — UoUo,t
o7 — uj

Solving equation (111)) and substituting (114) and (L15) , we

obtain:
2u0,0\/ D7 — ug

— 2¢u
Ptz Pt _ 2¢quq Gugu +
7 — ul () ()

Dot = (116)

UoUo,z

b =

(117)
Solving equations and (T17) for the variables ¢,; and
¢4+ We have:

6¢7uy 203 U0,

2 2 3
uon/ P — ug o

2¢?U0,t

_|_
ENCETT

¢a:t =

13

_ Pluoy  Bdruguy +3¢tu0,m LMoot (g
uoy/Of —ug VéF—ug o /6F —up
by = —2¢}ug 207104 507100
tt =
w0 —up S uo/6F —ud
67 3 z
L O0iun _ drtor  3uouo, buguy. (119)
U () o7 — ud
Then, substituting equation (TI8) in the equation (T13),
bon = 2¢t Ut 60} uy 2010 o P
Txr —
Pug — ug ¢t uo — U Uom diuo — uj
6¢t Uoul 3¢7uo, 5 Qoo Ugloe
wo/OF —uf 95 VoF -
(120)

Also from the equations (I12)) and (I13), we obtain ug ;; and
u1 4 as follows,

Ut = Bugui — 2ug + Uo s (121)

Uy g = 2u5 — 2u1 + U (122)

One can verify by systematic computation the differences
%gf)mt — a%qﬁtt and a%d)m — %qﬁm do not identically van-
ish, which implies that the set {Q1 44, Q2,41, Q3,44, Qa9 }
is not context-sensitive compatible. Therefore we arrive at
a contradiction to the assumption that the expansion u =
“7? + uy is a valid Bécklund transformation. Thus, there
does not exist a Béacklund transformation in the functions
(up, u1, @) for this level of truncation of the Painlevé expan-
sion, thereby suggesting the non-integrability of the ¢* 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 u; = 0,5 > 1, one
obtains,

U= — (123)
¢
such that the functions (ug, ¢) satisfy the following equations:
Py=0 = Q414 =07 — 2 —ug =0, (124)
P =0 = Q2414+ = Qreuo + 2¢up ¢
— Gratly — 2¢zU0, = 0, (125)
P=0 = Q3’¢4’+ = 2ug + Uo,tt — U0,zx = 0. (126)



By computation, one can verify that the set {Qi 4 4,
Q2,44 +, Q344+ } 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 (I3) keep
increasing in the order without the reduction of number of
terms). From equation , we choose, once again, the fol-
lowing one of the two solution branches

be =/} — u.

It must be noted that, similar to the earlier case of trunca-
tion, the choice of the other branch of the solution ¢, =
—+/¢? — u? does not change the final outcome from the con-
sequent context-sensitive compatibility test for that branch.
Solving equations (123)) and (I26) for the terms ¢ and g ¢
respectively we get,

(127)

brr =

-2 2¢,u0 2
TR0 g, 4 22 i)

0 Uo

(129)

Ug,p¢ = —2UQ + U0,z -

The equation (I128)) for ¢ has the term ¢,, which can be

borrowed from the differentiation of both sides of the equation

(127) with respect to x as follows,
¢tm ¢t

Drw = __ UoUo,x
Trxr — .
Vo —ug Vef —uj

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

oo = Pre Py UgUo,¢
tr — - .
Vi —ug o — g

Additionally the equation (I28)) contains a term with ¢, which
can be substituted from the equation (127) to get

204 ¢ 2ug, z/ o7 — ug

-— + (bx:v + -
Uo Uo

Visibly so, the equations (130), (131) and (132) form a linear

system in the terms ¢, ¢+, and ¢4 which can be solved to
obtain the following solutions,

(130)

(131)

Pre = (132)

C 20fuor  207ug..\/ 07 — ud
¢a:a: - u3 - 7_L3
0 0
w U z\/ D7 — uZ
+ ¢t 0,t + 0, ¢t 0 (133)
uo uo
oy = 20} ug 4 207 U0 o PFug ¢
xt — T . - -
WV —ug i uoy/9F —
3 x
+ ¢tuo, . UOQUO,t y (134)
Uo ¢ — up

14

¢tt =

203u0 207 u0,z\/ 07 — uf
3 - 3
_ Qruoyt n 3uo,u\/ 97 — uj

0 Ug
Ug Ug

(135)

One can verify by systematic computation the differences
%qﬁwt — %qﬁtt and a%%t — %qﬁm do not identically van-
ish, which implies that the set {Q1 41 1+, Q2,41 1+, Q3.1 +}
is not context-sensitive compatible. Therefore we arrive at a
contradiction to the assumption that the expansion u = %0 is
a valid Bécklund transformation. Thus, there does not exist a
Bicklund transformation in the functions (ug, ¢) 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 u; = 0,5 > 3 such that the relevant Painlevé expansion
reads,

u= %o + Uy + ug0.

¢

By order-by-order comparison and reading-off of the coeffi-
cients with the truncation up to us as mentioned above, one
can verify that 5 = 0 = w9 = 0 wherein we affinely
fall back to the case with the expansion u = % + w1 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 Béacklund

transform (I36).

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 [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 c, we can obtain an auto-
Backlund transformation for a Painlevé expansion truncated
until the term with the exponent m = —q. In section 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 Bicklund transforms).

(136)

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 5 = 1,2,3,---, one can check for a given g for the
PDE if an appropriate Bicklund transform with the Painlevé
expansion u = Y01 Uqb—?m + ug works (where f = —a
cf. equations (6) and (7)). If the expansion is unsuccess-
ful, one can check for the same with the successor of 3; and
this step is repeated until the actual value of 8 for the PDE



is reached and the corresponding Bicklund transformation
emerges as a byproduct. The details of obtaining the Bicklund
transformation involve the substitution of the Painlevé expan-
sion u = Zi:o um @™ ? into the equation (@), reading off
the coefficients Py, and setting them equal to zero to obtain
the transformation; the part of the problem reformulation is
taken care by algorithm [} 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 (|Mmzn ‘Ncontext—sensitive(Nsolulion—loop + |/~Lmzn|)D2 +

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

N, context-free | Hmin ‘ 2

of the input PDE, Njution-loop 18 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 Nopgext-free a0 Neontext-sensitive 1€
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 |p,,in| = O(]a|), then the overall complexity is

2 22
0] Ncontext—sensitiveN solution—loop'a‘D +N comext—sensitive|a‘ D +

Neontext-free |t It should be noted by the reader that

the numbers of recursions Neoneext-frees Veontext-sensitive and
Niolution-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
II1 B 3|respectively [31}132].
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Algorithm 1 TransformExistence: The test of the existence of
a Bécklund transformation for a given «

Require: The input PDE F(97u) = 0, and the Painlevé exponent
B
Ensure: SbacklundTransform7 Sconditions > Sback]undTransform is the
set of equations behind the Bécklund transforms and Sconditions 18
the set of compatibility conditions associated with the same.
B+ —«
U Zﬁ;lo “’ggm + ug
t Po+Pigp+Pag®+ Psg>+- - Py, 4 min <= ¢Fmin F(07u)
k<0
: while k£ < pimin do
if £ = 0 then
Uy +— SOl’Ue(Pk = 0, Uk)
else if £ < [ then
Uy +— SOl’Ue(}DkASubS(U{)7 Ul, s kal) = O, Uk)
else
U+ 0
end if
k+—k+1
: end while
k<« 0
: while k£ < ptrnin do
if £ < 3 then
SbacklundTmnsform — SbacklundTransform U {Uk = Uk}
elseif § < k < pimin and Py is not identically O then
Sconditions <— Seonditions U { P = 0}
end if
: end while

AR AN S

S g
R AN A =

[SS IS
—_ O

(3%
N

Algorithm 2 ContextFreeCompatibility: To solve the deci-
sion problem with a set of PDEs being context-free compati-
ble
Require: A setof m differential polynomials f1, f2, ...,
fm € R{X1,---,X,}, R[EM6"™X, i = 1,..r
ni,n2, € N] is the differential ring of the partial differential
polynomials in the differential indeterminates  {X1,---, X}
with coefficients in the differential ring R, ¢ € {X1, -, X}
Ensure: ContextFreeCompatible({ f1, f2, -, fm})
1: k+ 1
2: while £ < m do
3: Express fr = 0as

fr=0 = 8246k p = Fi(, -, 80787k ¢, 6047167k )

where a + B = ord(f)
k<+—Ek+1
: end while
T {}
k<1
: while k <m — 1do
T+ TU{5a* 60K By — 62+ 60% Fioyn }
10: k+—k+1
11: end while
12: T+ T U {62167 F,py — 69m5Pm Fy )
13: if 0 € T then
14: return True
15: else
16: return ContextFreeCompatibility(T, ¢)
17: end if

AN

hd
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Algorithm 3 ContextSensitiveCompatibility: To solve the de-

cision problem with a set of PDEs being context-sensitive

compatible

Require: Asetof « + n differential polynomials pi, po,
ey Dn @1, q2, v, Qx € R{¢,U1,UQ,~" 7un},
R[(;;LI(SZQXZ',XZ‘ € {¢,U1,UQ,"~ ,un},nl,ng,e N]
is the differential ring of the partial differential polynomials in the
differential indeterminates {¢, w1, uz, - - - ,u,} with coefficients
in the differential ring R

Ensure: ContextSensitiveCompatible({p1, p2, ps, - - -

s Pns

q1,492,43, " ’qﬂ})
Sequation87 S’uariables — {}7 {}
k+1

: while k£ < k do

b

. 6£7naw*15tB1naz ¢7

Dy—1
"755N5t~ uN)

qk =0 = 6zCk6tDkuk :gk(¢,¢z,¢t7"

6;4mam5§3mam¢7 UL, U, U, -
Sequations — Sequalions U {&?k 5tDkuk = gk}
Svariables <~ Svariables U {5gk 6tDkuk}
E+—k+1

end while

c k1

while £k < n do

_
TeY RIS

—

P =0 = 6776756 = fi(d baydr, 0287,
Jfkiléfkdhula U2yt Uyt ,516';‘-5?»@*1“%)

12: Sequations — Sequalions U {6?k 5tBk¢ = fk}

13: Svariables — Svariab]es U {6;«4k5tBk ¢}

14: k+—k+1

15: end while

16: if

IM, N, ur, 01,05 67M ¢ = far, far € RS, M 15781 g

then
17: Tequalions<_{5;4M(5tBM¢:fM76£N6tBN¢:fN}
18: T:equations — Tequations u {6;4N+u1 6,5BN+U1¢ = 5:1 5:1 fN}
19: Tvariables — {5;41\4 5,531\4(;5, 5;11\, 5tBN ¢7 5;‘4N+u1 5tBN+U1 ¢}
20: Tsolutions — SO]V@(TequationS7 Tvariables)

21: Sequalions — Sequaliom\{(sfM 5tBM (;b = fﬂfa 6;41\, 5tBN (;b =
fn}
22: Sequations — Sequalions U {(SfM 5tBM ¢ - ,Tsolutions [&?M 5,5BM (ﬂ}
23: Sequalions — Sequalions U {6?1\, 61§BN¢ = ﬂOIUtiOHS[éfN 67?N Qﬂ}
24: Sequalions — Sequations U {6?N+ul 6tBN+vl¢
Tsulutions [5;4N+u1 5tBN+U1 ¢]}
25: return ContextSensitiveCompatibility (:SequationsU
{qla q2,493," " ,qﬁ}v {¢7 UL, U2, -+ 7uﬁ})
26: end if
27: Amin min{Al, AQ, s ,A
28: Binin < min{Bl, Ba,---, By,
29: Apmaz < max{Al, AQ, o ,An
30: Bmaz ¢ maz{Bi, Bz, -+, B,
31: v 1
32: while v < x do
33: 141
34: while : < A0z —
35: 7j+<1

Amin do

36: while j < Brax — Bmin do

37: M j « {65FC 6] Pru, = 656 g0}
38: Sequations <~ Sequalions U Mi,j )

39: Svariab]es — Svariables U {5?'_0” 65+DU UU}
40: j—g+1

41: end while

42: t—1+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 < A0 — Aw + 1 do

50: derivsInT « 1
51: while derivsInT < B,,02 — Bw + 1 do
52:

Ay +derivsInX ¢ B, +derivsInT
chuations <~ chualions U {61 v 6t w ¢

derivsInX cderivsInT

53: Svariables — Svariables @] {6;‘“” ererivsInthBw+dcrivslnT¢}
54: derivsInT < derivsInT + 1

55: end while

56: derivsinX < derivsInX + 1

57: end while
58: w+—w+1
59: end while

60: repeat

61: flagi < True

62: repeat

63: for each v € Syyibies do

64: Find fo (¢, u1,u2, -, uUw)

65: such that {U = fv} C Sequations

66: fv,old <~ f’u

67: repeat

68: for each w € Syariavies dO

69: Find fuw(¢,u1,u2, -+ ,ux)

70: such that {U} = fw} C Sequations
71: if v # w then

72: fv < fo.substitute(w, fu)
73: end if

74: end for

75: flagi < flagi A fuod — fo ==0
76 if fu,00 — fu # 0 then

77: Sequalions — Sequations\{'U = fv,old}
78: Sequati(ms < Sequutions U {U = fv}
79: end if

80: until w € Svariablcs

81: end for

82: until v € Svariables
83: if flag: then

84: break

85: end if

86: until True

87: flags <+ True

88: k+1

89: while k < n —1do

Wk — 6;47na:t_Ak6tB7nawakfk_

Amaz—Ag+1 ¢Bmaz—Br41
Oz 0, Srt+1

91: Wk < Wk -SUbStitUte(Svariab]es, Ssolutions)
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92:
93:
94:
95:
96:
97:
98:
99:

flags < flags AW, ==0
k+—k+1
end while
Wi, ¢ §fimar—AngBmas=Bn g _
Wn — Wn~SUbStitUte(Svariablcs7 Sso]utions)
k<« 1
while k£ < n do
flags < flaga AW, ==0

6;’37”(}.:): —Ay 6thaz —B1 f

100: end while
101: return flage

Algorithm 4 PainleveBacklundTransformCheck: The iter-
ative test of the existence of a Painlevé expansion and a
Bécklund transformation

Require: Only the input PDE F(87u) =0

Ensure: SbacklundTransform, SadditionalConditions

1:
2:
3:

10:
11:
12:
13:
14:
15:
16:
17:
18:

19:
20:
21:
22:
23:

24:
25:

27:
28:
29:
30:
31:
32:
33:
34:
35:
36:
37:
38:
39:
40:
41:
42:
43:
44:

® RNk

a,flag <+ —1, True
while flag is True do
SbacklundTransfornh Sconditions — TransformExistence(F, a)
if P_o.subs(u_o = u) = F(07u) then
flag < False
break
else
a+—a-—1
continue
end if
end while
if AN e NV —a > N,Vk < —a, Ug = 0 then
Return that the equation IS NOT a good candidate
for integrability as it fails the WTC test.
end if
repeat
for each f S SaddilionalConditions do
if 63{& = 0 then
Return that the equation IS NOT a good candidate for
integrability as it fails the WTC test.
end if
end for
until 555 o= 0
k<0
while k < —a — 1 do
m <+ 0
while m < k do
repeat
for each f1 € SidditionalConditions dO
if 6 f1/duym = O then
Um,solution < SOIVC(fl, um)
break
end if
end for
until § f1 /du,, =0
Sexlruct <~ (Sadditiona1C011dilions\{fl}) U SbacklundTransform
repeat
for each f> € Scxiract do
f2 < fa.substitute(wm , Um,solution )
end for
until f2 c Sexlract
m<+m+1
end while
Spull — (SaddilionalConditions\{fl}) U SbacklundTransform

45: if ContextFreeCompatibility (Spui, ¢) then

46: SneWEqn — Spull

47: Snequn — Snequn\{Snequn [SiZC(SnEWEqn) - 1}}

48: flag «— ContextSensitiveCompatibility (Snewkgn, { P, U—a })
49: if flag then

50: Sadditional <— SnewEqn \ SbacklundTransform

51: Return that the equation IS

52: a good candidate for integrability

53: with the Bécklund transform SpackiundTransform

54: with the additional conditions S,dditional

55: else

56: Return that the equation IS NOT

57: a good candidate for integrability

58: end if

59: else

60: if ContextSensitiveCompatibility (Spun, {¢, u—o }) then
61: Return that the equation IS

62: a good candidate for integrability

63: with the Bécklund transform SpackiundTransform

64 with the additional conditions Spuir'\ 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 a) 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, i0S, 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 ¢*
theory cases has been illustrated in the figures ZINs|
and [0] 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-Bécklund transfor-
mation, which involves the precise level of truncation of the
Painlevé expansion. An additional property of the truncation
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Welcome to the

Welcome to the Painleve-Backlund

Painleve-Backlund L)X L% check app
check app

FIG. 1. The output of the PainleveBacklundCheck app with the Burgers’ equation as the input. The Bécklund 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 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 and
(33D, the final result from the app comes as a statement that reads ‘The equation us + uuy — ouz, = 0 IS a good candidate for integrability
with the auto-Bicklund transform v = % + w1 where 0¢qgr — U1 — ¢+ = 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.

FPS: 78.718262
Welcome to the
Painleve-Backlund t)+f(x,t)*diff(f(x,t),x)+sigma*diff(f(x,t) x,x,x
check app

Some calculation steps
P
(%, 3)) - Derivative(u2(x, t), t, (x, 4))

FPS: 78.349674

Welcome to the ) )
Painleve-Backlund t)+£(x,t)*diff(f(x,t),x)+sig
check app

FIG. 2. The various parts of the output of the PainleveBacklundCheck app with the KdV equation as the input. The first (top left-corner)
image shows a snapshot of the execution of algorithms [2and 3] and each step of the execution therewith after pressing the ‘Integrability test’
button can be observed to be same as seen in section@} The Bécklund transform obtained, as shown in all of the remnant images with the
final result saying ‘The equation u; + utg + OUgzze = 0 IS a good candidate for integrability ....", is the same in all as that in equation (@3)
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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Welcome to the
Painleve-Backlund
check app

Some calculation steps
P

, X)**3 - Derivative(ui(x, t), t, (x, 2))

FPS: 78.639124
Welcome to the
Painleve-Backlund 2*diff(f(x,t),x,
check app

FIG. 3. The various parts of the output of the PainleveBacklundCheck app with the modified KdV equation 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 [[l} The Bicklund transform obtained, as shown in all of the remnant
images with the final result saying ‘The equation u; + 20> tuzze — 3u’u, = 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.

FPS: 78.164554
Welcome to the
Painleve-Backlund (f(x,),x)+(x,t) *diff(f(x,t),x)-diff(f(x,t),x,x,t)
check app

Some calculation steps

Process i
), 1, (%, 3)) - Derivative(u2(x, t), t, (x, 5))

FIG. 4. The various parts of the output of the PainleveBacklundCheck app with the BBM equation 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 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 u; + Uz + Utz — Uget = 0 IS NOT a good candidate for integrability’.
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, t, X) - sigma*Derivative(phi(x, t), t, x)
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FPS: 78.831163
Welcome to the
Painleve-Backlund
check app

diff(f(x,t),t)+f(x,t)*diff(f(x,t),x)-sigma*diff(f

FIG. 5. The various parts of the output of the PainleveBacklundCheck app with the KdV-Burgers equation 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[[TI] 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 u; + Utz — CUzz + Kugzez = 0 IS NOT a good candidate for integrability’.

Some calculation steps

i
, 1), (t, 3)) - Derivative(ui(x, t), t, (x, 2))

FPS: 78.379640
Welcome to the
Painleve-Backlund
check app

f(x,1),t,t)-diff(f(x,t 2*f(x,t)-2*f(x,t)**3

FIG. 6. The various parts of the output of the PainleveBacklundCheck app with the ¢*-theory based nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation (T09)
as the input. The first image shows a snapshot of the execution of algorithms [2and [3] and each step of the execution therewith after pressing
the ‘Integrability test’” button can be observed to be same as seen in section [[II] 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 ;s — Uz + 2u® — 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 or. Evidence of this pat-
tern in many different cases (in section 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 Bicklund 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.



PAINLEVE EXPANSIONS AND MORE
EXAMPLES

Appendix A

In this appendix section, we revisit some of the examples
in section |lII] 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 5 = —a. We examine the resulting puta-
tive Bicklund transformation in terms of the context-free and
context-sensitive compatibilities.

KdV equation

Continuing with the KdV equation (38) extensively dis-
cussed in section [T} if we truncate one order earlier with
u; = 0,7 > 2, then all the coefficients P,,,n > 5 vanish,
provided,

Ug (5% 120‘¢z$ 120’¢§ 82
137)
where ug = —120¢2, u; = 120¢,, follows from Py = 0
and P; = 0 respectively. Substituting ug = —120¢2 and

uy = 120¢,, in the equation P, = 0 with ¢, # 0 leads to

Uy = 12000, 2401020 + 168¢,,, 0207 + 28842, ¢, 0>
- 18¢zz¢xaul - 6¢i0u1,$ - ¢zu% =0
= Gur — 3002, + 40¢sbaae =0, (138)

Similarly, substituting the expressions for uy and u; in the
equation P3 = 0 leads to

uy = 12J¢mzv _24¢,tm¢,za - ¢,tu1 - 24¢,zzzaz¢,zo—2
- 72¢,mzw¢,a:w0'2 - (b,mwwaul - 3¢,a::rgul,x
- 3¢,zo—u1,xz + UIUL, e = 0

- 2¢z¢)mt + ¢t¢zm - 20¢zz¢mzm + 5U¢m¢zzmm =0.
(139)

Simplifying P, = 0 gives,

Uit + oUl zaxx = 0,u; = 120¢wz (140)

By means of systematic computation, one can show that the
set {P,, 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 (T40), one can systematically
solve and obtain expressions for the following higher deriva-
tives,

b1 = —Tusst 12(;5&0 3Pzl Ul
t— = xxxt T
bz 4y 4
uf
+ 246 Uvul,t = —0Ul,gzz, Ulxt = —OUl zaxx
xr
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And from there one can verify that the difference % —

% does not vanish identically (verifiable both with and
without the substitution of u; = 120¢,,), which implies that
the set { P», P3, P, } is not context-sensitive compatible, lead-
ing to the non-existence of the sought Bicklund transform.

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

U 3}
+ -

— + u2 + us 9,

U=t (141)



where the relations ug = —120@% and u; = 120¢,, are still
valid, as before. For the coefficient us, one can substitute the
coefficients ug and u; in the equation P, = 0

240 ¢, (¢t¢x + Ugd)i - 30'926595 + 40¢x¢xmw) =0,
- QKdV, 1L,+ — 40¢z¢zmm + ¢t¢r +u2¢)i - 30¢’iz =0

(142)
which one can simplify to obtain,
0? Ot + OPraa

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

_ ¢x¢xt(2¢w — 1) + ¢t¢xm(¢z — 1)
e o1
<3¢§:;p B ¢a:£¢wwa: (2¢w + 1) + ¢w¢maza:w (2¢w - 1))
o ’
QKav.2,+ = U3y — PoPat(200 — 1) = Grdaa(de — 1)—

+o

The other associated compatibility conditions come from the
simplification P, = 0,4 < k < 7,

P=0 = d)tamc + ¢zxmmxa + ¢zxmu2 - 2¢zz¢mu3

0
+ Pupling — Pruz s =0 = %QKdV, 3,+ =0,

QKdV, 3+ = u2¢za: - u3¢i + ¢It + U¢z$a:a: (145)

0
Ps =0 = Qxav,a.+ = 12087 (¢mu3>
x

+ oUu2 zxx + U2U2 1 + Ut = 0 (146)

Ps =0 = Qxav,5.+ =

us,t + u§¢z +

(uQU3 + UU311m> =0 147
ox

0 (1
Pr=0 = 83;(2u§) = ugus, = 0

= Qkav,6,+ = U3z =0 (148)

One can show that the set {Qkav, 1.+, @kav.2.+, @Kav,3,+,
Qxav, 4.+, Qkav,s.+, Qkav.6,+} is context-free compatible as
0 € go. Also, surprisingly in the similar vein, one can
show that the set {Qkav, 1,+, @kav,2,+» @Kav,4,+, Qkav,s, +
Qxav. 6. +} 1s also context-free compatible as 0 € gg. Con-
sequently two reconciliation relations amongst the PDEs can
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be algebraically compactified in the following form.
9 2
oH Wy aQKdV, L+ — 05Qkav.4.+ | — o HaWa
9 4
&QKdV, 2.+ — 9. Qxav, 5.+ | — WaWsQxav, s, +

+FW3WaQkav, 4, + = Qxav, 6, + <U2 WoW34+120 ¢y W3W4>
(149)

0
Hs (2QKdV, 2+ — ¢3%QKdV, L+ + 2¢iQKdV,3,+)
9 s
+ Hy &QKdV, 2+ — $oQxav,5,+ | = ViQxkav,6,+

o?
+ Vs WQKdV, 6.+ (150)
x

where

H, = —¢ttm¢>i + Gt Orzdx
— Gtavwad20 + ABto00Gre 00 + Gruadiba
+ 4100 OracPe0 — IPtazday0 — 207,02 + GtoPtdan
— 2040 Pr220020 + 40tePrraPra0 + 4¢tx¢iu3

5,2 4
- ¢zu3 - ¢mu2,mu3
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— 6Pt200e20 + G120t + 4010 Grza0 + 2012Ps U
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H3 = _(bttw (bi + ¢tt¢ajx ¢w - ¢twwwz (bia + 4¢txa:w ¢ma: (bwa-
+ ¢tw¢t¢waj - 2¢tw¢wwx;€¢wa + 4¢tw¢xa:w¢wa:0-

4
+ AdraPius — Pou3 — Pyuz pus
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W2 = 120u3¢wzz + U2 ¢ + U2U2 1 + oU2 zax

W3 = ¢tt¢2a + 4¢tmzw¢202 - 6¢tww¢wx¢i02
+ ¢tx¢t¢io' + 4¢tm¢xwx¢i02 + 2¢tw¢iau2

- 12¢zmx¢20—2u3 - ¢202u2,mxr - ¢gUU2U2,a:

2
Wy = uz s + uzd, + Uz us

Vl = _(bta:(b;uQ - ¢t¢zw¢2u2 + 2¢t¢axx¢iu2
- 4¢xwwx¢§;au2 + 2¢xwx¢mx¢2au2 + 8¢xmx¢xm¢?ggu2

- 6¢§x¢iau2 - 2¢mx¢lu§ + 2¢mx¢gu§ - ¢§u2u2,x

Vo = _(btxgbzco' - ¢t¢xw¢gg + 2¢t¢xw¢20
74¢zmmx¢io—2 + 2¢mzm¢mz¢)202 + 8¢mxm¢zm¢)ia2
—6¢iz¢i02 - 2¢m¢ZUU2 + 2@5951,(;520'11,2 - (;520’11,2’1;

The equations (T49) and (I50) reveal that for non-constant
functions ¢, us and a non-zero function ug if Qkgv.1,+ =
Qxav,2,+ = Qxav,4,+ = Qxav,5,+ = 0 then Qkav,3+ =
Qkav.6,.+ = 0. The above reconciliation relations (T49)
and (I30) can be worked out upon a careful and system-
atic differential-algebraic recombination of the different oc-
curences of ug and its derivatives us ,, U3 ¢, U3 zo aNd U3 zrx
from Qxav, 1,+, QKkav,2,+ @kav,4,+, and Qkav,s,+ and then
comparing them with the same with corresponding higher
derivatives of Qxav, 3, + and Qxav, 6, + to observe and eliminate
the required coefficients. From the equation (T42)), one can
obtain ¢,

o 30—¢im B 40¢m¢rxm - u2¢%
a P

and with the help of the equation (T44)), one can also obtain

bt

¢zt = (b 2x93 + 3u2¢zz - 4U3¢iz
d (30¢?
+ 4% < C;?zT —40pae — u%ba:)
1 2
¢z,4 = - u3¢1; - u2¢zz
g
9 (30937,
+ 8? ( ¢x - 4U¢zmm - ’U/Z(b:c))

And from the equations (146) and (I47), one can obtain the
time derivatives of us and us,

U2t = _120u3¢mwm - 120”3,$¢xm — OU2 gz — U2U2 ¢

2
U3t = —PrpU3 + OUS zzg + U2U3 5 + U U3
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The above relations can be shown to imply that the difference
4
%gf)t — %gbmm does not vanish identically, which also goes

to show that the set {Qkav, 1, +, @kav, 2, +, QKav, 4, +> Qkav, s, +}
is not context-sensitive compatible, thus leading to the non-
existence of the sought Bicklund transform unless we assume
uz = 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 if we truncate one order earlier with
u; = 0,7 > 2, one obtains,

Ug Uy
U= —+— (151)
> 9

where ug = 12¢;¢, and u; = ﬁ <¢tt¢i + 3010t P +

¢?¢m) follow from Py = 0 and P, = 0 respectively. The

equations that follow from P, = 0, P; = O and Py, = 0
respectively are given by,

91,BBM,— = 48¢ttib¢§ + 12011 PrzPu
+ 96012201 G0 + 967,00 + 120010 P1Pas
+ 8010 Pu i1 + 2407 rzy — 2407y + 1001 drpur
— 24648 + 81t x — 205ur — ppui =0 (152)

92,BBM,— = 1211200z + 2404100z + 1201t Gzan
— 12010z + 12010000t + 3601200te — Gtaatts — 1201201
— 1204200 — 20t2U1 0 — 1204 Gze + Pt — QUL n
= Puat1 s + Pzl — 205U 4 — UtUL, = 0 (153)

93,BBM,— = —U1 tzz T U1 ¢ + Uz = 0, (154)

and it can be shown that P; = 0,5 > 5. One can verify
that the set {91, BBM,—s 92, BBM,—> 3, 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 (1532), (I33) and (I34)), one can
infer that,

Ul tex = Ut + U1,z
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From there one can verify that the difference a‘g’;“ -

@xzt¢ does not vanish identically, which implies that the set
{91,BBM,—, 92, BBM,— J3, BBM,— } 18 not context-sensitive com-
patible, leading to the non-existence of the sought Bicklund
transform.

Finally if we truncate one order ahead with u; = 0,75 > 4,
one obtains,

Y0 4 M g+ ugd (155)

U= —

$? ¢
where ug = 12¢;¢, and u; = ﬁ <¢tt¢925 + 3010t Pr +
¢?<Z>m>

equations that follow from P, = 0, P53 =0, P, =0, P; = 0,
Ps = 0 and P; = 0 respectively are given by,

follow from Py = 0 and P, = 0 respectively. The

Py=0 = g1 seMm.+ = 48011202 + 7201t G

+ 9601001 + 9602, b + 12001, Gt Pne + 8Pradntn
+ 2402 Bane — 2467y + 1061 Putiy — 24 d2us
— 24002 + 8y Potir o — 2051, — dou; =0 (156)

P3 =0 = g .8BM+ = 120110002 + 24011200
+ 1201t Guaa — 120102 + 120100001 + 36120 Otz — Praatn
— 1204001 — 12¢1: 02U — 1204005 — 2¢tzul,z
— 1204 Puotiz — 1204 Puy + 1204 02us — 12¢4¢5us o + drun

_¢tul,mx_¢zzul,t+¢xu1u2+¢mu1 _2¢xu1,t1_u1u1,m =0
(157)

Py =0 = g3 8BM,+ = 12¢1:¢,u3 + 12¢4 Py us3

+120: P, U3 ¢ +ULUL x — ULtz F UL ¢+ UL U2+ ULz = 0
(158)

Ps =0 = g4, BBM,+ = U1U3,5 + U1 4 U3 + U2U2 4
— U2tz + U2t + U2 = 0 (159)
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Ps=0 = gs M+ = Qzu3 + UsUs ;
+ U pU3 — U3 tzx + U3 T U3z =0 (160)

P; =0 = g6 BBM,+ = UsU3zy =0 (161)

and all the other coefficients P, = 0,k > 8. One can
verify that the set {g1 BBM,+, 92.BBM,+, 93, BBM,+, J4. BBM, 45
g5, BBM,+ J6, 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 (I6I) is ug3 = O which takes us back to the results
from the truncation v = % + “7} -+ uy where we have al-
ready showed the context-sensitive incompatibility of the set
{91.8BM; 92. BBM; G3. BBM) 94, BBM) 5. 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 =
I uly,t)dy,limy v = Co € R (or equivalently u =
v, ) the BBM reduces to,

1
Vg + vy + fvi — Vget = 0, (162)

2

with the Painlevé expansion v = % +v; +v2¢ + vz + - -
substituted in equation (T62)), we get the expansion #(PO +
P1¢+P2¢2+P3§Z53+"') =0,

1
Py= §v0¢§(vo +12¢¢) = vo = —12¢; (163)
and when we substitute vg = —12¢; in the equation P; = 0
we obtain,
G197 — 2020t Gat + G; Pax = 0. (164)

With the choice g = _¢¢t , one can reduce the equation (164)

to the inviscid Burgers’ equation g; + gg, = 0 (the Burgers’
equation u; + uu, — ouy, = 0 with o = 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 = fo(x—gt), fo :
R — R, g = g(x,t), which again can be solved for ¢ from
G = gbs = S = dufilwds —td), fr : 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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