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A bstract

W e propose an algorithm ic procedure i) to study the \distance"

between an integrable PDE and any discretization ofit,in the sm all

latticespacing �regim e,and,atthesam etim e,ii)to testthe(asym p-

totic) integrability properties of such discretization. This m ethod

should provide, in particular, useful and concrete inform ations on

how good isany num ericalschem eused to integratea given integrable

PDE.Theprocedure,illustrated on afairly general10-param eterfam -

ily ofdiscretizationsofthenonlinearSchr�odingerequation,consistsof

the following three steps: i) the construction ofthe continuous m ul-

tiscale expansion ofa generic solution ofthe discrete system at all

ordersin �,following [1];ii)theapplication,to such expansion,ofthe

Degasperis-Procesi(DP)integrability test[2,3],to testthe asym p-

toticintegrability propertiesofthediscretesystem and its\distance"

from itscontinuouslim it;iii)theuseofthem ain outputoftheDP test

toconstructin�nitely m any approxim atesym m etriesand constantsof

m otion ofthe discrete system ,through noveland sim pleform ulas.

1 Introduction

Given a partialdi�erentialequation (PDE)and a partialdi�erenceequation

(P�E) discretizing it,it is interesting to know, when the lattice spacing

� is sm all,\how close" the two m odels are. In particular,ifthe PDE is
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integrable,itisim portantto havea way to establish ifsuch a discretization

preserves integrability or,at least,how \close" is to an integrable system ,

detectingtheorder,in�,atwhichthediscretizationdepartsfrom integrability

and,correspondingly,the tim e scale atwhich one should expect num erical

evidenceofnonintegrability and/orchaos.In addition,given aPDE and two

P�Esdiscretizing it,itisalso interesting to know,when thelatticespacing

� issm all,\how close" thetwo P�Esare.

In thispaperweproposetoanswearthesebasicquestionsin thefollowing

way.Concentrating on an integrablePDE and on a P�E discretizing it,

1) we construct and study in detailthe m ultiscale expansion at allorders

of a generic solution of the P�E under scrutiny, generated in the sm all

� regim e,following the procedure developed in [1]. At O (1),the leading

term u ofsuch asym ptotic expansion satis�es the integrable PDE;to keep

the expansion asym ptotic, we elim inate the secularities due to the linear

part ofthe P�E,arising at each order, introducing in�nitely m any slow

(tim e)variablesand establishing thattheevolution ofu with respecttosuch

slow tim esisdescribed by the in�nite hierarchy ofcom m uting owsofthe

integrablePDE,asin [1].

2)W em akeuseoftheasym ptoticintegrability testdeveloped byDegasperis-

Procesi(DP)in [2,3]on such am ultiscaleexpansion totest,atallorders,the

\asym ptotic"integrabilitypropertiesoftheP�E;in particular,detectingthe

orderin � (and,correspondingly,the tim e scale)atwhich the discretization

departsfrom integrability.Atthistim escale,f.i.,num ericalsim ulationsare

expected to givesom eevidence ofnon-integrableand/orchaoticbehaviour.

3)W e �nally show how to m ake use ofthe m ain outputofthe DP testto

constructin�nitely m any \approxim ate" sym m etries,ata required orderin

�,oftheP�E underscrutiny,using noveland sim pleform ulas.

Recentstudiesontheperform ances,asnum ericalschem esfortheircontin-

uouslim its,ofP�Espossessing thesam e(continuous)Liepointsym m etries

astheircontinuouslim itscan befound in [4,5].Studieson theperform ances,

asnum ericalschem esfortheircontinuouslim its,ofintegrablediscretizations

ofintegrable PDEscan be found,f. i.,in [6]and [7];in thiscase,the inte-

grablediscretization possessesin�nitely m any exactgeneralized sym m etries

and constantsofm otion in involution atany orderin �,reducing to thegen-

eralized sym m etries and constants ofm otion ofthe integrable PDE in the

continuous lim it. The P�Es selected by our approach possess instead in-

�nitely m any approxim ate generalized sym m etries and constantsofm otion

in involution attherequired orderin � (seex3.1),reducing tothegeneralized
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sym m etriesand constantsofm otion oftheintegrablePDE in thecontinuous

lim it.

Theprocedureweproposeshould allow onetohaveacontrolon the\dis-

tance" between theP�E and itscontinuouslim it,aswellason thedistance

between two di�erentdiscretizationsofthe sam e PDE.Indeed,suppose we

constructan asym ptoticexpansion oftheform  = u+ O (��);� > 0,where

 isa genericsolution oftheP�E and u isthecorresponding solution ofits

continuouslim it;if,atO (��),� > 0,the P�E passesthe DP test,we infer

thatjj � ujj= O (��)attim e scalesofO (�� �),where jj� jjisthe uniform

norm wrt x and t(the norm used to test the asym ptotic character ofthe

generated m ultiscale expansion). In thisway,since we controlthe distance

between \genericsolutions" oftheP�E and ofitscontinuouslim it,we also

controlthe distance between the P�E and its continuous lim it. In addi-

tion,ifthem ultiscaleexpansionsoftwo di�erentdiscretizationsofthesam e

PDE passtheDP testatO (��),weinfer,from thetriangularinequality,that

jj � �jj< jj � ujj+ jj�� ujj= O (��)attim escalesofO (�� �),where ;�

are solutions ofthe two di�erent discretizations ofthe PDE corresponding

to the sam e generic initial-boundary data;therefore we have a controlalso

on thedistancebetween thetwo di�erentdiscretizationsofthesam ePDE.

Som e historicalrem arks are im portant,at this point,on the theory of

m ultiscale expansionsin connection with integrable system s,to putthe re-

sultsofthispaperintoaproperperspective.M ultiscaleexpansionsofagiven

PDE arevery usefultoolsforinvestigating thepropertiesofsuch a PDE and

for identifying im portant m odel(universal) equations ofphysicalphenom -

ena.Forinstance,iftheoriginalnonlinearPDE hasa dispersivelinearpart,

a sm allam plitude m onochrom atic wave evolving according to itdevelopsa

slow space-tim eam plitudem odulation described by thecelebrated nonlinear

Schr�odinger(NLS)equation [8,9,10,11,12](seealso [13,14,15])

iut+ uxx + 2cjuj2u = 0; u = u(x;t)2 C; (1)

integrableifcisa realconstant[16].Considering,instead,threem onochro-

m atic waves and im posing a suitable resonance condition on their wave

num bers and dispersion relations,one generates anotherintegrable univer-

salm odel,the 3-wave resonant system [17]. In the above two exam ples,

the expansion is constructed around \approxim ate" particular solutions of

the originalPDE (the m onochrom atic waves). Itisalso possible to expand

around \exact" particular solutions ofthe originalPDE;for instance, as
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shown in [18],expanding around the exact solution u0 = exp(2ict) of(1),

the �rst nontrivialterm ofthe asym ptotic expansion evolves according to

anotherim portantm odelequation: the Korteweg-de Vries(KdV)equation

[19],sharingwith NLS theproperty ofintegrability [20].Sincem ultiscaleex-

pansionspreserveintegrabilty [18],i)iftheoriginalPDE isa \C-integrable"

system (i.e.,itislinearized by a \changeofvariables" [15,21],liketheBurg-

ersequations[22]),the m odelequation generated by itislinear[15,21];ii)

iftheoriginalPDE isan \S-integrable" system ,orsoliton equation (likethe

NLS equation),integrated in am orecom plicated way viaaRiem ann-Hilbert

or �@-problem [23,24,25,26],them odelequation generated by itisalso \S-

integrable";viceversa,iii)ifthem odelequation generated bytheexpansion is

notintegrable,then theoriginalequation isnotintegrabletoo.Thiscriterion

has been used in [15,27,28,29]as a sim ple test ofintegrability. In addi-

tion,the universalcharacter ofthe identi�ed m odelequations (NLS,KdV

orothers)isalso thereason why m odelequationspossessvery distinguished

m athem aticalpropertiesand,often,they areintegrable[15,27,21].

M ultiscaleexpansionscan also becarried,in principle,to allordersand,

asa consequence ofelim inating the secularterm sateach order,a sequence

ofslow tim e variables tn = �ntm ust be introduced and the dependence of

the leading term ofthe expansion on such slow tim es is described by the

hierarchy ofcom m uting ows ofthe integrable m odelequation [1]. This

m ultiscaleexpansion atallordershasbeen used in [2,3]to build an e�cient

asym ptotic integrability test for the originalPDE (see x3 for m ore details

on such test). An alternative asym ptotic integrability test,based on the

existence ofapproxim ate sym m etriesforthe originalPDE,can be found in

[30].Theideasand proceduresdeveloped in [1,2,3]havebeen recently used

to build an integrability test also for P�Es [31,32,33];in this approach,

one expands,asforthe PDE case,around approxim ate orexactparticular

solutionsoftheP�E underinvestigation,obtaining a continuousm ultiscale

expansion atallorders,following [1],and applying on itthe DP test. The

m ain di�erencebetween theprocedurefollowed in [31,32,33]and theresults

ofthispaperisthefollowing.Thestandard m ultiscaleapproach used in [31,

32,33],obtained expandingaround approxim ateorexactparticularsolutions

oftheP�E underinvestigation,cannotgive inform ationson how close this

P�E and itscontinuouslim itare,the m ain goalofthe presentpaper. The

com m on features ofthe procedure in [31,32,33]and ofthat used in this

paperarethat,inbothcases,oneconstructs,from thegiven P�E,continuous

m ultiscaleexpansionscarried to allorders,asin [1],and oneappliesto them
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theDP integrability test.Thereforeboth procedurescan beused to testthe

integrability and theasym ptoticintegrability oftheoriginalP�E.

AnotherintegrabilitytestforP�Esistheso-called \sym m etry approach"

[34],based on theexistence ofhigherordersym m etriesand originally devel-

oped to testtheintegrability ofPDEs[35,36].

The resultsofthispaperare illustrated on the basic prototype exam ple

oftheNLS equation (1),starting from thefollowing discretization ofit:

i n;t+ �� 2( n+ 1 +  n� 1 � 2 n)+ F( n� 1; n; n+ 1)= 0;

F( n� 1; n; n+ 1):= 2a1j nj
2 n + a2j nj

2( n+ 1 +  n� 1)+

a3 
2
n(
� n+ 1 + � n� 1)+ a4 n(j n+ 1j

2 + j n� 1j
2)+

a5 n(� n+ 1 n� 1 +  n+ 1
� n� 1)+ a6

� n( 
2
n+ 1 +  2

n� 1)+

2a7 � n n+ 1 n� 1 + a8(j n+ 1j
2 n+ 1 + j n� 1j

2 n� 1)+

a9( 
2
n+ 1

� n� 1 +  2
n� 1

� n+ 1)+ a10(j n+ 1j
2 n� 1 + j n� 1j

2 n+ 1);

(2)

where the constantcoe�cientsa j; j= 1;:::;10 are real,reducing to (1)in

the naturalcontinuous lim it in which the lattice spacing � ! 0 and n� !

x 2 R, n(t)! u(x;t),with

c=

10X

j= 1

aj: (3)

The10-param eterfam ily ofequations(2)hasbeen recently taken in [37]

asthestartingpointofan analysisdevoted totheidenti�cation ofdiscretiza-

tionsofNLS thatpossess,atthesam etim e,a solitary wave and a breather

solution reducing,respectively,to the one soliton and breathersolutionsof

theNLS equation (1),in thecontinuouslim it� ! 0.W erem ark that,rescal-

ing the dependentvariable,one can alwaysintroduce one norm alization for

the10 coe�cients;forinstance,onecan chooseoneofthesecoe�cients,say

aj,to besign(aj)or,betterforourpurposes,onecan norm alizethesum (3)

ofthe10 coe�cientsto coincidewith theprescribed coe�cientcoftheNLS

equation (1).

ThelinearpartofthediscreteNLS (dNLS)(2)isthestandard discretiza-

tion of(iut + uxx); its nonlinear part is uniquely �xed by the following,

physically sound,properties [37]. a) Equation (2) m ust possess the gauge

sym m etry of�rstkind (i.e.,if n isasolution, ne
� i� isasolution too,where

� is an arbitrary realparam eter),corresponding to the in�nitesim algauge
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sym m etry �i n. b) The nonlinearity is cubic;i.e.,is the weakest nonlin-

earity com patible with the abovegaugesym m etry.c)Only �rstneighbours

interactionsareconsidered.d)Equation (2)isinvariantunderthesym m etry

transform ation  n� 1 !  n� 1 (spaceisotropy).

ThedNLS (2)contains,in particular:

1)theintegrableAblowitz-Ladik (AL)equation [38]

i n;t+ �� 2( n+ 1 +  n� 1 � 2 n)+ a2j nj
2( n+ 1 +  n� 1)= 0; (4)

foraj = a2�j2;j= 1;:::;10;

2)thediscretization

i n;t+ �
� 2( n+ 1 +  n� 1 � 2 n)+ 2a1j nj

2
 n = 0; (5)

foraj = a1�j1;j= 1;:::;10,relevantin severalapplications[39,40,41,42,

43],whosenonintegrability hasbeen recently shown in [31,32]using theDP

test;

3)thediscretization corresponding to

a10 = a8; a1 = a4 = a5 = a6 = a7 = a9 = 0; (6)

with a2;a3;a8 arbitrary, possessing a solitary wave as wellas a breather

solution reducing,respectively,to the one soliton and breathersolutionsof

theNLS equation in thelim it� ! 0 [37];

4)thediscretization corresponding to

a8 = a3;a2 = 2a3;a4 = 2a6; a5 = a7 = a9 = a10 = 0; (7)

where a1;a3;a6 aregiven in term sofphysicalquantities,describing coupled

opticalwaveguidesem bedded in a m aterialwith Kerrnonlinearities[44];

5)thediscretization corresponding to

a4 = a2; a1 = a3 = a6 = a8 = a2=2; a5 = a7 = a9 = a10 = 0 (8)

(aparticularcaseof(7)),appearinginthem odellingoftheFerm i-Pasta-Ulam

problem [45].

Forspecialvaluesofthecoe�cientsa j’sthedNLS equation (2)isHam il-

tonian.Forinstance,equations(4),(5),(7)and (8)areHam iltonian [44].

If0 < � << 1,the discrete schem e (2)approxim atesthe NLS equation

(1),(3)with an errorofO (�2).To study m ore precisely how close equations
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(2)and (1)areand,in particular,theintegrability propertiesof(2),in this

paperwefollow theprocedureindicated in the�rstpartofthisintroduction,

obtaining thefollowing results.

1)Dueto the structure ofthe vector�eld in (2),the generated �-expansion

containsonly even powers.AtO (�2),thedNLS (2)passestheDP testi�the

10 coe�cientssatisfy theelegantquadraticconstraint

(a1 � 3a3 � 2a4 � 6a5 � 5a6 + 3a7 � 5a8 � 13a9 � a10)(

10X

j= 1

aj)= 0; (9)

factorized into two linear constraints. Ifthe �rst constraint
10P

j= 1

aj = 0 is

satis�ed,wearein theC-integrability fram ework and thedNLS (2)approxi-

m atesthelinearSchr�odingerequation with an errorofO (�2),fortim escales

ofO (�� 2).If,instead,thesecond constraintissatis�ed:

a1 � 3a3 � 2a4 � 6a5 � 5a6 + 3a7 � 5a8 � 13a9 � a10 = 0; (10)

wearein theS-integrability fram ework and thedNLS (2)approxim atesthe

NLS equation (1),(3)with an errorofO (�2),fortim escalesofO (�� 2).

W erem ark that,am ongtheten singledNLS equationsobtained choosing

onlyoneoftheten coe�cientsdi�erentfrom zeroin ( 2),onlytheAL equation

(4)satis�estheconstraint(9)and passesthetestatO(�2).

2) At O (�4) we have the following two scenarios. In the C-integrability

fram ework,the dNLS (2) approxim ates,with an error ofO (�2),the linear

Schr�odinger equation for tim e scales ofO (�� 4) i� the following four linear

constraints

10P

j= 1

aj = 0; a1 + a2 + a6 + a7 = 0; a4 � a5 + 2a8 � 2a9 = 0;

a2 + 2(a3 + 3a5 + 3a6 � a7 + a8 + 7a9)= 0

(11)

aresatis�ed by thecoe�cients.Sinceoneofthereala j’scan alwaysbe�xed

rescalingthedependentvariable ,equations(11)characterizea5-param eter

fam ily ofdiscreteNLS equations(2)passing thetestatsuch a high order.

In the S-integrability fram ework,the dNLS (2) approxim ates,with an

error ofO (�2),the NLS equation (1),(3) for tim e scales ofO (�� 4),i� the

coe�cientssatisfy,togetherwith thelinearconstraint(10),the�vequadratic
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constraints (53),(54)-(58). Since these �ve constraints do not contain the

term (a2)
2,they are trivially satis�ed by theintegrable AL equation (4),as

ithastobe.Ingeneralwedonotexpectaparam etrization ofsuch constraints

in term sofelem entary functions;howeverwehavebeen abletoconstructthe

following two explicitexam plesofdNLS equations

i n;t+ �� 2( n+ 1 +  n� 1 � 2 n)+ a6

�

� 8j nj
2 n +

4

3
j nj

2( n+ 1 +  n� 1)+

4 2
n(
� n+ 1 + � n� 1)� 4 n(� n+ 1 n� 1 +  n+ 1

� n� 1)+ � n( 
2
n+ 1 +  2

n� 1)+

�2� n n+ 1 n� 1

�

= 0;

(12)

i n;t+ �� 2( n+ 1 +  n� 1 � 2 n)+ a9

�

� 48j nj
2 n � 8 n(j n+ 1j

2+

j n� 1j
2)� 8 n(� n+ 1 n� 1 +  n+ 1

� n� 1)+ 10� n( 
2
n+ 1 +  2

n� 1)+

�4� n n+ 1 n� 1 � 7(j n+ 1j
2 n+ 1 + j n� 1j

2 n� 1)+

( 2
n+ 1

� n� 1 +  2
n� 1

� n+ 1)+ 6(j n+ 1j
2 n� 1 + j n� 1j

2 n+ 1)

�

= 0;

(13)

satisfying such com plicated quadraticconstraints,corresponding to particu-

larcasesin which theassociated �vequadricsdegenerateinto hyperplanes.

These two distinguished m odels,passing the test at such a high order

throughtheabovedegeneration m echanism ,areobviouslygoodcandidatesto

beS-integrablediscretizationsofNLS.A detailed studyoftheirperform ances

asnum ericalschem es forNLS,and oftheirpossible integrability structure

(Lax pair,etc..) ispostponed to a subsequentpaper.

To obtain theaboveresults,itisessentialto usewell-known integrability

propertiesofequation (1)(shared byallintegrablesystem s;see,f.i.[46]-[49])

thatwesum m arizehere,forcom pleteness.

The NLS equation belongsto a hierarchy ofin�nitely m any com m uting

ows:

utn = K n(u); n 2 N (14)

i.e.,such that

[K n(u);K m (u)]L := K
0

n(u)[K m (u)]� K
0

m (u)[K n(u)]= 0; n;m 2 N; (15)

where

K
0

n(u)[f]= lim
�! 0

@K n(u + �f)

@�
(16)

istheusualFrechetderivative ofK n(u)wrtu in the direction f.The com -

m uting vector �elds fK ngn2N are arbitrary linear com binations,with con-

stant coe�cients,ofthe following basic sym m etries f� ngn2N,generated by
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therecursion relation

�n+ 1 = R̂ �n; �0 = �iu; n 2 N;

R̂f := i
�

fx + 2cu@� 1x (u�f + �uf)
�

;
(17)

where R̂ is the recursion operator ofthe NLS hierarchy [50]. The basic

sym m etriesused in thispaperare:

�0 = �iu; �2 = i(uxx + 2cjuj2u);

�4 = �i

�

uxxxx + 2c(u2�uxx + 2ujuxj
2 + 4juj2uxx + 3u2x�u)+ 6c2juj4u

�

;

�6 = i

�

uxxxxxx + 2c(u2�uxxxx + 6juj2uxxxx + 4uux�uxxx + 9u�uxuxxx+

15�uuxuxxx + 11ujuxxj
2 + 10u2x�uxx)+ 10c2(2u2juj2�uxx + 2�uu2xx+

5juxj
2uxx + 5juj4uxx + u3�u2x + 6ujuj2juxj

2 + 7�ujuj2u2x)+ 20c3ujuj6
�

;

(18)

and theNLS equation (1)correspondsto theow ut2 = K 2(u)= �2(u).

Equivalently,thebasicsym m etriesf�ngn2N areelem entsofthekernelof

the\linearized" nth ow operator M̂ n;n 2 N,de�ned by

M̂ nf := ftn � K
0

n(u)[f]; (19)

i.e.:

M̂ n�m = 0; n;m 2 N: (20)

Dueto (15),theselinearized operatorscom m ute:

M̂ nM̂ m = M̂ m M̂ n; n;m 2 N: (21)

9



Thelinearized operatorsused in thispaperare:

M̂ 2f := ft2 � i

�

fxx + 2c(u2 �f + 2juj2f)

�

;

M̂ 4f := ft4 �
i

12

h

fxxxx + 2c(�u(6uxfx + 4ufxx)+ u(2ux �fx + 2�uxfx+

u�fxx)+ (6cjuj2u2 + 3u2x + 4uuxx)�f + (9cjuj4 + 2juxj
2 + 4�uuxx+

2u�uxx)f)

i

;

M̂ 6f := ft6 �
i

360

h

fxxxxxx + 2c(10cu3(�ux �fx + �u�fxx)+ 5(2u2x
�fxx+

4�uuxxfxx + ux(5�uxfxx + 5uxx �fx + 4�uxxfx + 3�ufxxx)+ (5�uxuxx+

3�uuxxx)fx))+ u(70c�u2uxfx + 11uxx �fxx + 11fxx�uxx + 9�uxfxxx+

4ux �fxxx + 9uxxx �fx + 6�ufxxxx)+ u2(5c�u(6�fxux + 6fx�ux + 5�ufxx)+
�fxxxx)+ �f(30c2juj4u2 + 10cu2(3juxj

2 + 5�uuxx)+ 10cu3�uxx+

5(2u2xx + 3uxuxxx)+ u(70c�uu2x + 6uxxxx))+ f(40c2juj6 + 35c�u2u2x+

11juxxj
2 + 15cu2(�u2x + 2�u�uxx)+ 9�uxuxxx + 4ux�uxxx + 6�uuxxxx+

2u(5c�u(6juxj
2 + 5�uuxx)+ �uxxxx)))

i

:

(22)

Atlast,ifc= 0,equations(1)and (17)lead to the linearSchr�odinger(LS)

equation

iut+ uxx = 0 (23)

and to its(trivial)sym m etries(�in+ 1@nxu).

The paperisorganized asfollows. In x2 we constructthe m ultiscale ex-

pansion,in the sm all� regim e,ofa generic solution of(2),establishing,in

particular,thattheleading term ofsuch expansion evolveswrtthein�nitely

m any \even" tim e variables t2k := �2(k� 1)t; k 2 N + according to the even

owsofthe NLS hierarchy. In x3,aftersum m arizing the DP testand after

showing how to usethem ain outputofthistestto constructin�nitely m any

approxim ate sym m etriesofthe originalP�E through noveland sim ple for-

m ulas,weapply theDP testtotheP�E (2),isolatingtheconstraintson the

coe�cientsa j
0s; j = 1;::;10 allowing one to passthe testattim e scalesof

O (�� 2)and ofO (�� 4),in both scenariosofC-and S-integrability.In x4 we

sum m arizetheresultsofthepaperand wediscusstheresearch perspectives

opened bythiswork.In theAppendix (x5)wedisplay thelongoutputsofthe

DP test,obtained usingthealgebraicm anipulation program ofM athem atica.
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2 M ultiscale expansion in the sm all lattice

spacing regim e

Ifthelatticespacing � issm all:0< � << 1,asconsequenceoftheinvariance

of(2)underthetransform ation  n� 1 !  n� 1 and ofthewell-known form ula

fn� 1 =

1X

k= 0

(�1)k

k!
�
k
@
k
xf; (24)

onlyeven x-derivativesappearatall(even)ordersin �,im plyingthatalsothe

asym ptoticexpansion of n containsonly even powersof�.Consequently,to

elim inatethesecularitiesappearing atalleven ordersin �,thecoe�cientsof

such expansion m ustdepend on in�nitely m any \even" slow tim es[1]:

~t= (t2;t4;t6;:::); t2k := �
2(k� 1)

t;k 2 N + ; (25)

im plying that

@t ! @t2 + �
2
@t4 + �

4
@t6 + :::: (26)

Therefore we are lead to the following ansatz forthe asym ptotic expansion

ofthe\generic" solution of(2)

 n(t)=

1X

k= 0

�
2k
u
(2k+ 1)(x;~t); u

(1)(x;~t)= u(x;~t): (27)

Plugging (24), (26) and (27) into equation (2) and equating to zero the

coe�cientsofallpowersin �,weobtain thefollowing results.

At the leading O (1),we obtain the NLS equation for the leading term

u(1) = u wrtthe�rsttim et2 = t:

ut2 = K 2(u);

K 2(u):= �2(u)= i(uxx + 2cjuj2u); c=
10P

j= 1

aj:
(28)

As usualin perturbation theory,at the next relevant order (O (�2) in our

case),the\linearization" M̂ 2u
(3) of(ut2 � K 2(u))appears,togetherwith the

linearterm (ut4 � (i=12)uxxxx),com ing from thelinearpartof(2),and with

a nonlinearterm G 5,com ing from thenonlinearpartof(2):

M̂ 2u
(3) = �

�

ut4 � i
2

4!
uxxxx

�

+ G 5; (29)
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where

G 5 = i(s1u
2�uxx + s2juj

2uxx + s3ujuxj
2 + s4�uu

2
x);

s1 = a3 + a4 + a5 + a8 + a9 + a10;

s2 = a2 + a4 + a5 + 2(a6 + a7 + a8 + a9 + a10);

s3 = 2(a4 � a5 + 2a8 � 2a9); s4 = 2(a6 � a7 + a8 + a9 � a10):

(30)

Concentrating on the linearterm sin round bracket,we observe thatut4 2

KerM̂ 2 and (�(i=12)uxxxx)isthelinearpartofthesym m etry (2=4!)�4(u)2

KerM̂ 2.Therefore,adding and subtracting thesym m etry (2=4!)�4,equation

(29)isconveniently rearranged in the following way,isolating the resonant

term sin round bracket:

M̂ 2u
(3) = �

�

ut4 +
2

4!
�4(u)

�

+ g5; (31)

where

g5 := i(c1juj
4u+ c2�uux

2 + c3ujuxj
2 + c4juj

2uxx + c5u
2�uxx) (32)

and

c1 = � 1

2
c2;

c2 = � 1

2
(a1 + a2 + a3 + a4 + a5 � 3a6 + 5a7 � 3a8 � 3a9 + 5a10);

c3 = � 1

3
(a1 + a2 + a3 � 5a4 + 7a5 + a6 + a7 � 11a8 + 13a9 + a10);

c4 = � 1

3
[2a1 � a2 + 2a3 � a4 � a5 � 4(a6 + a7 + a8 + a9 + a10)];

c5 = � 1

6
[a1 + a2 + a6 + a7 � 5(a3 + a4 + a5 + a8 + a9 + a10)]:

(33)

To elim inatethesecularity in bracket,weareforced to choose

ut4 = K 4(u):= �
2

4!
�4(u); (34)

sothat(31)�nally becom esthefollowingsecularity freeequation forthe�rst

correction u(3):

M̂ 2u
(3) = g5: (35)

Thisprocedureiterateswithoutessentialdi�erencesatallorders.Theterm s

M̂ 2u
(3) and (ut4 � K 4(u))in (31)generate,atO (�4),the term s M̂ 2u

(5) and

M̂ 4u
(3) respectively,while the new linear term (ut6 � i(2=6!)uxxxxxx) is re-

arranged again into the secular factor(ut6 � (2=6!)�6)thatm ust be set to

zero, to avoid secularities. Since, at O (�2k), we produce the linear term

12



�

ut2k � i 2

(2k)!
@2kx u

�

,oneinfers,in analogy with [1],thatu evolveswrtto the

highertim esaccording to the even owsofthe NLS hierarchy asfollows:

ut2k = K 2k(u):= (�)k+ 1
2

(2k)!
�2k(u); k 2 N + ; (36)

and oneisleftwith thefollowing triangularsetofequations[2,3]

O (�2): M̂ 2u
(3) = g5;

O (�4): M̂ 2u
(5)+ M̂ 4u

(3) = g7;

O (�6): M̂ 2u
(7)+ M̂ 4u

(5)+ M̂ 6u
(3) = g9;

...
...

O (�2k): M̂ 2u
(2k+ 1)+ M̂ 4u

(2k� 1)+ :::+ M̂ 2ku
(3) = g2k+ 3;

...
...

(37)

where,f.i.,theexpression ofg7 ispresented in form ula (62)oftheAppendix.

It rem ains to rem ark,following [2,3],that the sym m etries f�ng and the

expressions in (37)bring naturally to the de�nition ofthe following vector

spaces.

D e�nitionsLetPn bethevectorspaceofalldi�erentialpolynom ialsin the

functions(@jxu
(k))and (@jxu

(k))ofordern,possessing thegaugesym m etry of

�rstkind,where:

order(@jxu
(k))= order(@jxu

(k))= j+ k (38)

(so thatorder(@jxu)= j+ 1,since u = u(1)),and letPn(m )bethe subspace

ofPn ofalldi�erentialpolynom ialsin thefunctions(@
j
xu

(k))and (@jxu
(k)),of

ordern,possessing thegaugesym m etry of�rstkind and such thatk � m .

Isiseasy to see that,forinstance,�n;K n 2 Pn+ 1(1),g5 2 P5(1)and g7 2

P7(3)(see(62)).

3 A pplying the D P integrability test

Suppose we generate,from the m odelto be tested,a NLS-type m ultiscale

expansion (asin ourexam ple);then wehavethefollowing scenarios.Ifsuch

a m odelisS-integrable(C-integrable),

1)the leading term u ofthe asym ptotic expansion evolves,with respectto

13



theslow tim estn,according to theNLS (LS)hierarchy [1];

2)there existelem entsf
(m )
n 2 Pn+ m such thatthe following equationshold

[2,3]:

M̂ nu
(m ) = f

(m )

n 2 Pm + n; m ;n 2 N + ; (39)

im plying,dueto (21),thecom patibility conditions

M̂ nf
(j)
m = M̂ m f

(j)
n ; m ;n;j2 N + : (40)

Thereforeequations(40)arenecessary conditionsto besatis�ed,in cascade,

for the m odelunder investigation to be S -(C -) integrable;they are also

su�cienttoguarantytheasym ptoticcharacteroftheexpansion.Ifequations

(40)are satis�ed only up to a certain order,the m odelunderinvestigation

is not integrable,being nevertheless \asym ptotically integrable up to that

order" [2,3].

3.1 T he D P test and approxim ate sym m etries

Equations (39),(40),the basic form ulae ofthe DP test,have been derived

in [2,3]as a consequence ofthe existence ofa Lax pair for the starting

integrable m odel.Itfollowsthat,ifthe conditions(39),(40)aresatis�ed up

to a certain order,the equation underscrutiny adm itsan approxim ate Lax

pairup to thatorder.

In thissubsection we show how to derive the conditions(39),(40)from

theexistenceofin�nitely-m any sym m etriesofthestarting integrablem odel.

Thisderivation allowsone to establish the im portantrelations(to the best

ofour knowledge so far unknown) between the functions f
(m )
n 2 Pm + n of

the DP testand the sym m etriesofthe starting m odel. W e concentrate our

attention on the case ofdi�erence equations,but our considerations have

generalvalidity.

Let nt2 = K 2( n)bean integrablem odel,say,theAL equation (4),and

let nt2m = K 2m ( n);m > 2,beoneofitsin�nitely-m any higherordercom -

m uting ows(sym m etries),reducing,in the continuouslim it,to the higher

com m uting ow ut2m = K 2m (u)ofNLS.

On onehand,from equations(25),(27),wehavethat

 nt2m = ut2m + �
2(ut2(m + 1)

+ u
(3)

t2m
)+ � � � =

X

k� 0

�
2k

 
m + kX

j= m

u
(2(m + k� j)+ 1)

t2j

!

;(41)
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where ut2m = K 2m (u)(from (36))and u
(2(m + k� j)+ 1)

t2j
= K 0

2j[u
(2(m + k� j)+ 1)]+

f
(2(m + k� j)+ 1)

2j ,forsom e functionsf
(2(m + k� j)+ 1)

2j to bespeci�ed.On theother

hand:

K 2m ( n)= K 2m (u)+ �
2
K

(2)

2m + � � � = K2m (u)+
X

k� 1

�
2k
K

(2k)

2m ; (42)

where K
(2k)

2m 2 P2(m + k)+ 1. Equating equations (41)and (42),we infer that

f
(m )
n 2 Pm + n; m ;n 2 N + (thebasicform ula(39)oftheDP test),and wealso

constructtheasym ptoticexpansion ofthegenerichigherordersym m etry

K 2m ( n)= K 2m (u)+ �2
�

K 2(m + 1)(u)+ K 0

2m [u
(3)]+ f

(3)

2m

�

+ � � � =

P

k� 0

�2k

 
m + k� 1P

j= m

�

K 0

2j[u
(2(m + k� j)+ 1]+ f

(2(m + k� j)+ 1)

2j

�

+ K 2(m + k)(u)

!

(43)

in term s ofthe NLS higher order sym m etries,oftheir Frechet derivatives

in the direction ofthe corrections u(j); j > 1 ofthe leading term u ofthe

expansion (27),and oftheoutputfunctionsf
(m )
n 2 Pm + n oftheDP test.

Therefore,iff
(2k+ 1)

2n 2 P2(k+ n)+ 1 esists,butf
(2k+ 3)

2n 2 P2(k+ n)+ 3 doesnot,

8n 2 N + ,itfollowsthat:

i)thesolution u(2k+ 1) of(39)isuniform ely bounded and theexpansion (27)

isasym ptotic up to the O (�2k);therefore the P�E underscrutiny approxi-

m ateswellitscontinuouslim it,with an errorofO (�2),fortim escalesup to

theO (�� 2k).

ii) The P�E possesses in�nitely-m any \approxim ate" generalized sym m e-

triesin the form (43)up to the O (�2k);therefore itisintegrable up to that

order.W erem ark that,dueto theHam iltonian theory ofintegrablesystem s

[46]-[49],itisalso possible to associate with the P�E in�nitely-m any \ap-

proxim ate" constantsofm otion in involution,a very usefulinform ation in a

any num ericalcheck.

3.2 C -and S -integrability at O(�2)

In ourexam ple,the �rstofequations(37)isalready in the form (39),with

g5 = f
(3)

2 2 P5(1). Assum ing now that M̂ 4u
(3) = f

(3)

4 ,we arrive at the

consistency

M̂ 4f
(3)

2
= M̂ 2f

(3)

4
; (44)
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thatm ustbeviewed asan equation fortheunknown f
(3)

4 .Sinceg5 = f
(3)

2 2

P5(1),itfollowsthatonem ustlook forf
(3)

4 2 P7(1).The calculation,plain

butlengthy,hasbeen perform ed using the algebraic m anipulation program

ofM athem atica,and givesthefollowing result.

Lem m a 1.Equation (44)adm itsa unique solution f
(3)

4 2 P7(1)(presented

in form ula (64) ofthe Appendix) i� the coe�cients a j’s appearing in (2)

satisfy thefollowing quadraticconstraint

(a1 � 3a3 � 2a4 � 6a5 � 5a6 + 3a7 � 5a8 � 13a9 � a10)(

10X

j= 1

aj)= 0: (45)

Once f
(3)

4
is constructed,f

(5)

2
2 P7(3) (f

(5)

2
= M̂ 2u

(5)) is found from the

second ofequations(37):

f
(5)

2 = g7 � f
(3)

4 (46)

and ispresented in form ula (67)oftheAppendix.

W e�rstnoticethenicefactorization ofthequadraticconstraint(45)into

two linearcontraints:

c=

10X

j= 1

aj = 0; (47)

a1 � 3a3 � 2a4 � 6a5 � 5a6 + 3a7 � 5a8 � 13a9 � a10 = 0: (48)

Thereforewehavethefollowing two di�erentscenarios.

1)Ifthe�rstconstraint(47)issatis�ed bythecoe�cientsa j’s,thecontinuous

lim itsofdNLS (2)isthelinearSchr�odingerequation.Itfollowsthat,in this

case,equation (2)is\asym ptotically C-integrable" atO (�2)and oneexpects

that, for generic initialdata and at tim e scales ofO (�� 2), the dynam ics

accordingto(2),(47)bewellapproxim ated by thedynam icsaccordingtothe

linearSchr�odingerequation (23)with an errorofO (�2).

In particular,thedNLS (2),(7)is\asym ptotically C-integrable" atO (�2)

i�:

a1 + 4a3 + 3a6 = 0: (49)

2)If,instead,the second constraint(48)issatis�ed by the coe�cientsa j’s,

thedNLS equation (2)is\asym ptotically S-integrable" atO (�2)and oneex-

pectsthat,forgenericinitialdataand attim escalesofO (�� 2),thedynam ics

according to the dNLS equation (2),(48) approxim ates wellthe dynam ics

according to theNLS equation (1),(3)with an errorofO (�2).
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Inparticular,i)thedNLS(2),(6)is\asym ptoticallyS-integrable"atO (�2)

i� thefollowing additionalconstraintissatis�ed:

a3 + 2a8 = 0; (50)

ii)thedNLS (2),(7)is\asym ptotically S-integrable"atO (�2)i�thefollowing

additionalconstraintissatis�ed:

a1 � 8a3 � 9a6 = 0; (51)

whilethedNLS (2),(8)isnot\asym ptotically S-integrable" atO (�2)(there-

foreitisnotintegrable).

In addition,sincethedNLS equation (2)isthelinearcom bination often

di�erent discretizations ofNLS,it is im m ediate to check ifsom e ofthese

ten discretizationssatisfy theconstraint(48).Calling dNLSk thesingledis-

cretization ofNLS obtained choosing in (2)aj = ak�jk; j = 1;:::;10,itis

straightforward to see(sincethecoe�cienta 2 istheonly oneabsentin (48))

thatonly thedNLS2 equation (coinciding with theAL equation (4))satis�es

theconstraint(48)(asithastobe,beingan integrablesystem ).Alltheother

dNLSk; k 6= 2 equations,including the dNLS1 equation (5),do notsatisfy

the constraint(48);therefore they are not\asym ptotically S-integrable" at

O (�2) (consequently, they are not integrable) and,for generic initialdata

and attim escalesofO (�� 2),theirdynam icsareexpected to bequitedi�er-

entfrom thatofNLS (1),(3),presum ably exhibiting num ericalevidence of

nonintegrability and/orchaos.

W e �nally inferthatthe discretizations(2),(6)and (2),(7)satisfying re-

spectivelytheconstraints(50)and(51),theAL equation andanyotherdNLS

equation (2)satisfying theconstraint(48)areallcloseto NLS (oncethefree

coe�cients ofeach m odelare norm alized to satisfy (3)) and are allclose

togetherattim escalesofO (�� 2),in thesensem entioned in theintroduction.

Itisinteresting now to push theintegrability testto thenextorder.Due

totheabovefactorizationoftheconstraint(45),thetestbifurcatesand,inthe

nexttwo subsections,we explore both cases. Before doing that,we observe

that,given f
(3)

2 2 P5(1) and assuning that the constraint (45) be sati�ed,

equation M̂ 6f
(3)

2
= M̂ 2f

(3)

6
adm itsa unique solution f

(3)

6
= M̂ 6u

(3) 2 P9(1),

presented in form ula (69) ofthe Appendix, and no additionalconstraint

appearsin thisderivation,aspredicted by theDP test.
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3.3 C -integrability at O(�4)

Letusassum e thatthe constraint(47)be sati�ed. Forthe construction of

f
(5)

4 = M̂ 4u
(5) 2 P9(3)from theequation

M̂ 4f
(5)

2
= M̂ 2f

(5)

4
(52)

wehavethefollowing result.

Lem m a 2 Equation (52)adm itsauniquesolution f
(5)

4 2 P9(3),presented in

form ula (71)ofthe Appendix,i� the coe�cientsa j’ssatisfy the fourlinear

constraints (11),de�ning a 6-param eter fam ily (but one ofthese param e-

ters can always be rescaled away) ofdNLS equations (2) \asym ptotically

C-integrable" atO (�4). Therefore one expectsthat,forgeneric initialdata

and attim escalesofO (�� 4),thedynam icsaccordingto(2),(11)wellapprox-

im ate the dynam icsaccording to the linearSchr�odingerequation (23)with

an errorofO (�2).

For instance,the discretization (2),(7) satis�es the constraints (11) i�

a6 = �a3 = a1.

The 6-param eter fam ily ofdNLS equations (2),(11) (or at least som e

particularcase ofit),being C-integrable atsuch a high order,isa natural

candidateto bea C-integrablediscretesystem .

3.4 S -integrability at O(�4)

Letusassum e thatthe constraint(48)be sati�ed. Forthe construction of

a unique f
(5)

4 = M̂ 4u
(5) 2 P9(3)from equation (52),we have the following

result.

Lem m a 3. Ifthe constraint(48)issati�ed,equation (52)adm itsa unique

solution f
(5)

4 2 P9(3),presented in form ula (71) ofthe Appendix, i� the

following �vequadraticconstraintsaresatis�ed:

Q j = 0;j= 1;:::;5; (53)

wheretheQ j’sarethefollowing quadraticform sin the9 variables
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a2;:::;a10:

Q 1 = �4a210 + a10a2 + 2a10a3 � a2a3 + 2a23 � a10a4 � 2a2a4 + a3a4+

3a10a5 � 2a2a5 � 3a3a5 � 8a4a5 � 8a2
5
+ 18a10a6 + 6a3a6 � 6a10a7+

4a2a7 + 6a3a7 + 4a4a7 + 20a5a7 + 24a6a7 � 8a2
7
+ 12a10a8 � 3a2a8+

6a3a8 + 3a4a8 � 9a5a8 � 6a6a8 + 18a7a8 + 20a10a9 � 3a2a9 � 2a3a9�

13a4a9 � 25a5a9 � 6a6a9 + 50a7a9 � 24a8a9 � 24a2
9
;

(54)

Q 2 = 14a210 + 6a10a2 + 44a10a3 + 4a2a3 + 26a23 + 36a10a4 + 5a2a4+

40a3a4 + 17a2
4
+ 72a10a5 + 7a2a5 + 88a3a5 + 68a4a5 + 75a2

5
+

64a10a6 + 10a2a6 + 72a3a6 + 60a4a6 + 128a5a6 + 60a2
6
� 24a10a7�

2a2a7 � 24a3a7 � 16a4a7 � 44a5a7 � 32a6a7 + 4a27 + 64a10a8 + 8a2a8+

60a3a8 + 54a4a8 + 106a5a8 + 100a6a8 � 20a7a8 + 42a2
8
+ 168a10a9+

28a2a9 + 220a3a9 + 170a4a9 + 382a5a9 + 332a6a9 � 108a7a9+

284a8a9 + 466a2
9
;

(55)

Q 3 = 20a210 + 15a10a2 + 38a10a3 � 5a2a3 � 22a23 + 39a10a4 � a2a4�

23a3a4 � a2
4
+ 63a10a5 � 11a2a5 � 83a3a5 � 52a4a5 � 75a2

5
+

70a10a6 � 14a2a6 � 78a3a6 � 48a4a6 � 148a5a6 � 84a2
6
� 18a10a7+

10a2a7 + 42a3a7 + 32a4a7 + 76a5a7 + 88a6a7 � 20a27 + 88a10a8�

7a2a8 � 54a3a8 � 15a4a8 � 119a5a8 � 134a6a8 + 82a7a8 � 36a2
8
+

72a10a9 � 59a2a9 � 302a3a9 � 211a4a9 � 539a5a9 � 526a6a9 + 234a7a9�

472a8a9 � 788a29;

(56)

Q 4 = �32a2
10
� 24a10a2 � 56a10a3 + 6a2a3 + 36a2

3
� 70a10a4 � a2a4+

30a3a4 + a24 � 114a10a5 + a2a5 + 78a3a5 + 20a4a5 + 27a25 � 120a10a6+

14a2a6 + 88a3a6 + 48a4a6 + 84a5a6 + 84a2
6
+ 24a10a7 � 14a2a7 � 64a3a7�

52a4a7 � 80a5a7 � 112a6a7 + 28a27 � 164a10a8 + 2a2a8 + 48a3a8 + 12a4a8+

16a5a8 + 124a6a8 � 116a7a8 + 36a2
8
� 220a10a9 + 22a2a9 + 208a3a9 + 96a4a9+

196a5a9 + 292a6a9 � 204a7a9 + 176a8a9 + 300a2
9
;

(57)

Q 5 = 4a2
10
+ 3a10a2 � 2a10a3 � a2a3 � 14a2

3
+ 3a10a4 � a2a4 � 19a3a4�

5a2
4
� 5a10a5 � 3a2a5 � 47a3a5 � 36a4a5 � 39a2

5
� 2a10a6 � 6a2a6�

38a3a6 � 32a4a6 � 68a5a6 � 36a26 + 6a10a7 + 2a2a7 + 18a3a7 + 16a4a7+

28a5a7 + 24a6a7 � 4a2
7
+ 8a10a8 � 3a2a8 � 30a3a8 � 19a4a8 � 59a5a8�

62a6a8 + 26a7a8 � 20a28 � 40a10a9 � 23a2a9 � 150a3a9 � 119a4a9 � 255a5a9�

230a6a9 + 82a7a9 � 216a8a9 � 356a2
9
:

(58)
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The�vehom ogeneousquadraticconstraints(53),(54)-(58)fornineunknowns,

characterizing the intersection of5 quadrics in the realprojective space of

dim ension 8,de�ne,in principle,a 4 -param eter fam ily ofsolutions (but

oneoftheseparam eterscan alwaysberescaled away)whoseparam etrization

doesnotappearto be expressible,in general,in term sofelem entary func-

tions. The corresponding dNLS equation (2)isasym ptotically S-integrable

atO (�4)and should wellapproxim atetheNLS equation fortim esup to the

O (�� 4).

W e observe that,in allthese quadratic constraints,a2 isthe only coef-

�cient appearing always m ultiplied by other coe�cients (the term (a 2)
2 is

absent);thereforethechoice

aj = a2�j2;j= 1;:::;10; (59)

corresponding to the AL equation (4),satis�es allconstraints,asithasto

be. Other less trivialexplicit solutions of(48),(53),(54)-(58) can also be

constructed,corresponding to thecasein which allquadricsdegenerateinto

pairsofhyperplanes.Herewedisplay thefollowing two exam ples:

a1 = �4a6; a2 =
4a6
3
; a3 = 4a6; a4 = 0;

a5 = �4a6; a7 = �a6; a8 = a9 = a10 = 0;
(60)

a1 = �24a9; a2 = a3 = 0; a4 = a5 = �8a9;

a6 = 10a9; a7 = �2a9; a8 = �7a9; a10 = 6a9;
(61)

corresponding,respectively,to the dNLS equations(12)and (13)presented

in the Introduction,\asym ptotically S-integrable" atO (�4). Therefore one

expects that,forgeneric initialdata and at tim e scales ofO (�� 4),the dy-

nam icsaccording to equations(12)and (13)aregood approxim ationsofthe

dynam icsaccording to theNLS equation (1),with an errorofO (�2),attim e

scalesofO (�� 4). Ofcourse,these distinguished equations,passing the test

atsuch a high order,are also good candidatesto be S-integrable di�erence

equations.

W e �nally observe that there is no choice ofparam eters for which the

dNLS equations (2),(6)and (2),(7)satisfy the above constraints;therefore

thesetwom odelsarenotS-integrableatthisorder(they arenotS-integrable

atall)and do notapproxim atewellNLS attim escalesofO (�� 4).
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4 Sum m ary oftheresultsand futureperspec-

tives

In thispaperwehaveproposed an algorithm icprocedureallowing one:i)to

study thedistancebetween an integrablePDE and any P�E discretizing it,

in thesm alllatticespacing � regim e;ii)totestthe(asym ptotic)integrability

propertiesofsuch aP�E,and iii)toconstructin�nitely m any (approxim ate)

sym m etries and conserved quantities for it. This m ethod should provide,

in particular,usefuland concrete inform ationson how good isa num erical

schem e used to integratea given integrablePDE.

The procedure we have proposed,illustrated on the basic prototype ex-

am pleofthenonlinearSchr�odingerequation (1)and ofitsdiscretization (2),

consists in the following three steps: i) the construction ofthe m ultiscale

expansion ofa generic solution ofthe dNLS (2) at allorders in �,follow-

ing [1];ii) the application,to such expansion,ofthe DP integrability test

[2,3];iii)the use the m ain outputofsuch testto constructin�nitely m any

approxim ate sym m etriesofthe dNLS equation (2),through novelform ulas

presented in thispaper.

This approach allows one to study the distance between the integrable

PDE and anyP�E discretizingit.Suppose,forinstance,thattheasym ptotic

expansion we constructreads = u + O (��); � > 0,where  isa generic

solution ofthe dNLS (2)and u isthe corresponding solution of(1),then if

theDP testispassed atO (��),weconcludethat:i)thedynam icsaccording

to the NLS equation (1) is wellapproxim ated (with an error ofO (��)) by

thedynam icsaccording to itsdiscretization (2),fortim escalesofO (t� �);ii)

thedNLS equation isasym ptotically integrableup to thatorder,construct-

ing itsin�nitely m any approxim ate sym m etries and constantsofm otion in

involution. On the contrary,ifthe DP testisnotpassed atthatorder,the

dNLS equation isnotintegrableand oneshould expect,atthecorresponding

tim escale,num ericalevidence ofnonintegrability and/orchaos.

W e have carried the above procedure up to the O (�4)and we have been

able to isolate the constraints on the coe�cients ofthe dNLS equation (2)

allowing one to passthe test atthatorder,in both scenarios ofS-and C-

integrability.

Num ericalexperim entsto testsuch theoretical�ndingsarepresently un-

derinvestigation;prelim inary resultsseem to con�rm thetheoreticalpredic-

tionscontained in thispaper[51].
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W ith the sam e m ethodology and goals,we are presently investigating

fam ilies ofdiscretizations ofthe Korteweg-de Vries and Burgers equations

[52],othertwo basicintegrable m odelsofnaturalphenom ena.Ofcourse we

also plan to investigate discretizationsofintegrable PDEsin which also the

tim evariableisdiscretized.

5 A ppendix

In thisAppendix we display,forcom pleteness,the long outputsofthe DP test,obtained

using the algebraicm anipulation program ofM athem atica.

The di�erentialpolynom ialg7 in (37)reads:

g7 = i

�

l1ujuj
6 + l2juj

4u(3)+ l3�uu
(3)

2
+ l4u

2juj2�u(3)+ l5uju
(3)j2+

l6�ujuj
2u2x + l7u

2
x�u

(3)+ l8ujuj
2juxj

2 + l9juxj
2u(3)+ l10u

3�u2x+

l11�uuxu
(3)
x + l12u�uxu

(3)
x + l13uux�u

(3)
x + l14juj

4uxx + l15�uuxxu
(3)+

l16uuxx�u
(3)+ l17juxj

2uxx + l18�uu
2
xx + l19u

2juj2�uxx + l20u�uxxu
(3)+

l21u
2
x�uxx + l22ujuxxj

2 + l23juj
2u

(3)
xx + l24u

2�u
(3)
xx + l25�uuxuxxx+

l26u�uxuxxx + l27uux�uxxx + l28juj
2uxxxx + l29u

2�uxxxx

�

;

(62)

where

l1 = � 1

18
c3; l2 = � 3

2
c2; l3 = 2c; l4 = � c2; l5 = 4c; l6 = 7l10; l7 =

1

2
l11;

l8 = 6l10; l9 = � 1

3
(a1 + a2 + a3 � 5a4 + 7a5 + a6 + a7 � 11a8 + 13a9 + a10);

l10 = � 1

36
c2; l11 = � (a1 + a2 + a3 + a4 + a5 � 3a6 + 5a7 � 3(a8 + a9)+ 5a10);

l12 = l13; l13 = � 1

3
(a1 + a2 + a3 � 5a4 + 7a5 + a6 + a7 � 11a8 + 13a9 + a10);

l14 = 5l10; l15 = l16;

l16 = � 1

3
(2a1 � a2 + 2a3 � a4 � a5 � 4(a6 + a7 + a8 + a9 + a10);

l17 = � 1

36
(5(a1 + a2 + a3 + a4 + a5 + a6 + a7 + a10)� 67a8 + 77a9);

l18 = � 1

18
(a1 + a2 + a3 + a4 + a5 � 8(a6 + a7 + a8 + a9 + a10));

l19 = 2l10; l20 = � 1

3
(a1 + a2 + a6 + a7 � 5(a3 + a4 + a5 + a8 + a9 + a10));

l21 = � 1

18
(a1 + a2 + a3 + a4 + a5 + a6 + a7 � 17(a8+ a9)+ 19a10);

l22 = � 1

180
(11(a1 + a2 + a3)� 79(a4 + a5)+ 11(a6 + a7)� 169(a8 + a9 + a10));

l23 = � 1

3
(2a1 � a2 + 2a3 � a4 � a5 � 4(a6 + a7 + a8 + a9 + a10)); l24 =

1

2
l20;

l25 = � 1

12
(a1 + a2 + a3 + a4 + a5 + 9a7 � 7(a6 + a8 + a9)+ 9a10);

l26 = � 1

60
(3(a1 + a2 + a3 + a10)� 17a4 + 23a5 + 3a6 + 3a7 � 37a8 + 43a9);

l27 = � 1

45
(a1 + a2 + a3 � 14a4 + 16a5 + a6 + a7 � 29a8 + 31a9 + a10);

l28 = � 1

60
(2a1 � 3a2 + 2a3 � 3a4 � 3a5 � 8(a6 + a7 + a8 + a9 + a10));

l29 = � 1

180
(a1 + a2 + a6 + a7 � 14(a3 + a4 + a5 + a8 + a9 + a10)):

(63)

Thesolution f
(3)

4
2 P7(1)ofM̂ 4f

(3)

2
= M̂ 2f

(3)

4
,wheref

(3)

2
= g5 isgiven in (32),(33),exists
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unique and reads

f
(3)

4
= i

�

�1ujuj
6 + �2uxxjuj

4 + �3�uxxu
2juj2 + �4u

2
xjuj

2�u + �5juxj
2juj2u+

�6�u
2
xu

3 + �7uxxxxjuj
2 + �8�uxxxxu

2 + �9uxxxux�u + �10�uxxxuxu + �11uxxx�uxu+

�12u
2
xx�u + �13juxxj

2u + �14uxxjuxj
2 + �15�uxxux

2

�

;

(64)

where

�1 =
c
2

3
(2c2 � c3 + c4 + 3c5); �2 =

c

6
(4c2 � 2c3 + 6c4 + 5c5);

�3 =
c

12
(2c2 � c3 + 3c4 + 10c5); �4 =

c

24
(40c2 � 11c3 + 25c4 + 20c5);

�5 =
c

12
(8c2 + 5c3 + 7c4 + 16c5); �6 =

c

24
(4c2 + c3 + c4 + 8c5);

�7 =
c4
6
; �8 =

c5
12
; �9 =

1

12
(4c2 + 3c4); �10 =

1

12
(c3 + 2c5);

�11 =
1

12
(2c3 + c4); �12 =

1

12
(3c2 + 2c4); �13 =

1

12
(c3 + c4 + 4c5);

�14 =
1

12
(2c2 + 5c3 + c4); �15 =

1

12
(c2 + c3 + 3c5);

(65)

i� the following constraintissatis�ed

2c1 � c(2c2 � c3 + c4+ 4c5)= 0 (66)

on the coe�cientsc j’sde�ned in (33).Thisconstraintisequivalentto (45).

f
(5)

2
= g7 � f

(3)

4
consequently reads,from (62)and (64):

f
(5)

2
= i

�

d1ujuj
6 + d2juj

4u(3)+ d3�uu
(3)

2
+ d4u

2juj2�u(3)+ d5uju
(3)j2+

d6�ujuj
2u2x + d7u

2
x�u

(3)+ d8ujuj
2juxj

2 + d9juxj
2u(3)+ d10u

3�u2x + d11�uuxu
(3)
x +

d12u�uxu
(3)
x + d13uux�u

(3)
x + d14juj

4uxx + d15�uuxxu
(3)+ d16uuxx�u

(3)+

d17juxj
2uxx + d18�uu

2
xx + d19u

2juj2�uxx + d20u�uxxu
(3)+ d21u

2
x�uxx + d22ujuxxj

2+

d23juj
2u

(3)
xx + d24u

2�u
(3)
xx + d25�uuxuxxx + d26u�uxuxxx + d27uux�uxxx+

d28juj
2uxxxx + d29u

2�uxxxx

�

;

(67)
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where

d1 =
c
2

9
(5a1 + 2a2 � 4a3 � a4 � 13a5 � 13a6 + 11a7 � 10a8 � 34a9 + 2a10);

d2 = � 3

2
c2; d3 = 2c; d4 = � c2; d5 = 4c;

d6 =
c

72
(95a1 + 20a2 + 35a3 + 26a4 � 106a5 � 295a6 + 185a7 � 223a8 � 487a9+

125a10); d7 = � 1

2
(a1 + a2 + a3 + a4 + a5 � 3a6 + 5a7 � 3(a8 + a9)+ 5a10);

d8 =
c

12
(11a1 + 4a2 � 5a3 � 22a4 � 2a5 � 19a6 + 13a7 � 55a8 � 15a9 � 3a10);

d9 = d13; d10 =
c

72
(11a1 + 8a2 � 13a3 � 22a4 � 10a5 � 19a6 + 29a7 � 55a8�

31a9 + 5a10); d11 = 2d7; d12 = d13;

d13 = � 1

3
(a1 + a2 + a3 � 5a4 + 7a5 + a6 + a7 � 11a8 + 13a9 + a10);

d14 =
c

18
(16a1 � 2a2 + a3 � 5a4 � 29a5 � 44a6 + 4a7 � 35a8 � 83a9 � 11a10);

d15 = d16; d16 = � 1

3
(2a1 � a2 + 2a3 � a4 � a5 � 4(a6 + a7 + a8 + a9 + a10));

d17 =
1

36
(5a1 + 2a2 + 5a3 � 28a4 + 32a5 � 13a6 + 11a7 � a8 � 25a9 + 11a10);

d18 =
1

72
(13a1 + a2 + 13a3 + a4 + a5 � 11a6 + 61a7 � 11(a8 + a9)+ 61a10);

d19 =
c

36
(11a1 + 2a2 � 19a3 � 22a4 � 34a5 � 19a6 + 5a7 � 37a8 � 61a9 � 25a10);

d20 = � 1

3
(a1 + a2 + a6 + a7 � 5(a3 + a4 + a5 + a8 + a9 + a10));

d21 =
1

36
(2a1 + 2a2 � 7a3 � 13a4 � a5 � 4a6 + 8a7 + 11a8 + 35a9 � 37a10);

d22 =
1

180
(14a1 � a2 � 46a3 � a4 + 59a5 � 16a6 � 16a7 + 44a8 + 164a9+

104a10);

d23 = � 1

3
(2a1 � a2 + 2a3 � a4 � a5 � 4(a6 + a7 + a8 + a9 + a10)); d24 =

1

2
d20;

d25 =
1

4
(a1 + a3 � a6 � a7 � a8 � a9 � a10);

d26 =
1

180
(11a1 � 4a2 + 11a3 � 4a4 � 4a5 � 19(a6 + a7 + a8 + a9 + a10));

d27 =
1

30
(a1 + a2 � 4a3 + a4 � 9a5 + a6 + a7 + 6a8 � 14a9 � 4a10);

d28 =
1

180
(14a1 � a2 + 14a3 � a4 � a5 � 16(a6 + a7 + a8 + a9 + a10));

d29 =
c

120
:

(68)

Theunique solution f
(3)

6
= M̂ 6u

(3) 2 P9(1)ofequation M̂ 6f
(3)

2
= M̂ 2f

(3)

6
reads:

f
(3)

6
= i

�

�1juj
8u + �2uxxjuj

6 + �3�uxxjuj
4u2 + �4u

2
xjuj

4�u + �5juxj
2juj4u+

�6�u
2
xu

3juj2 + �7uxxxxjuj
4 + �8uxxxuxjuj

2�u + �9uxxx�uxjuj
2u + �10u

2
xxjuj

2�u+

�11juxxj
2juj2u + �12�uxxxuxjuj

2u + �13�uxxx�uxu
3 + �14uxxu

2
x�u

2+

�15uxxjuxj
2juj2 + �16uxx�u

2
xu

2 + �17u
3
x�ux�u + �18juxj

4u + �19(�uxx)
2u3+

�20�uxxjuxj
2u2 + �21�uxxu

2
xjuj

2 + �22uxxxxxxjuj
2 + �23�uxxxxxxu

2+

�24uxxxxxjuj
2 + �25�uxxxxxuux + �26uxxxxjuxj

2 + �27uxxxxuxx�u+

�28uxxxx�uxxu + �29�uxxxxu
2
x + �30�uxxxxuxxu + �31u

2
xxx�u + �32uxxxuxx�ux+

�33uxxx�uxxux + �34juxxxj
2u + �35juxxj

2uxx + �36uxxxxxux�u+

�37uxx�uxxxux + �38�uxxxxjuj
2u2

�

;

(69)
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where

�1 =
c
3

48
(6c2 � 3c3 + 3c4 + 8c5); �2 =

c
2

36
(10c2 � 5c3 + 10c4 + 12c5);

�3 =
c
2

36
(4c2 � 2c3 + 4c4 + 9c5); �4 =

c
2

18
(13c2 � 5c3 + 9c4 + 10c5);

�5 =
c
2

36
(18c2 � 3c3 + 14c4 + 28c5); �6 =

c
2

36
(5c2 � c3 + 3c4 + 8c5);

�7 =
c

180
(6c2 � 3c3 + 15c4 + 7c5); �8 =

c

360
(108c2 � 29c3 + 126c4 + 56c5);

�9 =
c

360
(36c2 + 7c3 + 66c4 + 52c5); �10 =

c

720
(152c2 � 41c3 + 169c4 + 84c5);

�11 =
c

360
(44c2 � 7c3 + 79c4 + 118c5); �12 =

c

360
(16c2 + 7c3 + 26c4 + 62c5);

�13 =
c

360
(8c2 + c3 + 6c4 + 26c5); �14 =

c

72
(33c2 � 7c3 + 21c4 + 14c5);

�15 =
c

360
(278c2 + 11c3 + 276c4 + 236c5); �16 =

c

360
(39c2 + 8c3 + 33c4 + 68c5);

�17 =
c

72
(22c2 � c3 + 13c4 + 16c5); �18 =

c

720
(158c2 + 31c3 + 101c4 + 176c5);

�19 =
c

720
(12c2 � c3 + 9c4 + 44c5); �20 =

c

120
(16c2 + 7c3 + 12c4 + 42c5);

�21 =
c

360
(114c2 � 12c3 + 103c4 + 158c5); �22 =

c4
120

; �23 =
c5
360

;

�24 =
1

240
(2c3 + 3c4); �25 =

1

360
(c3 + 4c5); �26 =

1

720
(18c2 + 21c3 + 25c4);

�27 =
1

360
(15c2 + 13c4); �28 =

1

720
(9c3 + 11c4 + 12c5);

�29 =
1

360
(c2 + 2c3 + 10c5); �30 =

1

360
(2c3 + c4 + 11c5);

�31 =
1

144
(4c2 + 3c4); �32 =

1

720
(50c2 + 35c3 + 34c4);

�33 =
1

360
(11c2 + 17c3 + 10c4 + 15c5); �34 =

1

720
(11c3 + 4c4 + 18c5);

�35 =
1

720
(20c2 + 25c3 + 11c4 + 20c5);

�36 =
1

240
(4c2 + 5c4); �37 =

1

720
(8c2 + 31c3 + 4c4 + 50c5);

�38 =
c

360
(2c2 � c3 + 5c4 + 14c5);

(70)

and no additionalconstrainton the coe�cientsc j’sappears.
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Theunique solution f
(5)

4
= M̂ 4u

(5) 2 P9(3)ofequation M̂ 4f
(5)

2
= M̂ 2f

(5)

4
reads

f
(5)

4
= i

�

�1ujuj
8 + �2uxxjuj

6 + �3�uxxu
2juj4 + �4u

2
x�ujuj

4 + �5juxj
2ujuj4+

�6�u
2
xjuj

2u3 + �7uxxxxjuj
4 + �8uxxxuxjuj

2�u + �9uxxx�uxjuj
2u + �10u

2
xxjuj

2�u+

�11juxxj
2juj2u + �12�uxxxuxjuj

2u + �13�uxxx�uxu
3 + �14uxxu

2
x�u

2 + �15uxxjuxj
2juj2+

�16uxx�u
2
xu

2 + �17u
3
x�ux�u + �18juxj

4u + �19�u
2
xxu

3 + �20�uxxjuxj
2u2 + �21�uxxu

2
xjuj

2+

�22uxxxxxxjuj
2 + �23�uxxxxxxu

2 + �24uxxxxx�uxu + �25�uxxxxxuxu + �26uxxxxjuxj
2+

�27uxxxxuxx�u + �28uxxxx�uxxu + �29�uxxxxu
2
x + �30�uxxxxuxxu + �31u

2
xxx�u+

�32uxxxuxx�ux + �33uxxx�uxxux + �34juxxxj
2u + �35uxxjuxxj

2 + �36uxxxxxux�u+

�37uxx�uxxxux + �38u
2juj2�uxxxx + 1u

(3)
xxxxjuj

2 + 2u
(3)
xxxux�u + 3u

(3)
xxx�uxu+

4u
(3)
xx uxx�u + 5u

(3)
xx juxj

2 + 6u
(3)
xx u�uxx + 7u

(3)
x uxxx�u + 8u

(3)
x uxx�ux+

9u
(3)
x ux�uxx + 10u

(3)
x u�uxxx + 11u

(3)uxxxx�u + 12u
(3)uxxx�ux + 13u

(3)juxxj
2+

14u
(3)ux�uxxx + 15u

(3)u�uxxxx + 16�u
(3)
xxxxu

2 + 17�u
(3)
xxxuxu + 18�u

(3)
xx uxxu+

19�u
(3)
xx u

2
x + 20�u

(3)
x uxxxu + 21�u

(3)
x uxxux + 22�u

(3)uxxxxu + 23�u
(3)uxxxux+

24�u
(3)u2xx + 25u

(3)
xx juj

4 + 26u
(3)
x uxjuj

2�u + 27u
(3)
x �uxjuj

2u+

28u
(3)uxxjuj

2�u + 29u
(3)u2x�u

2 + 30u
(3)juxj

2juj2 + 31u
(3)�u2xu

2 + 32u
(3)�uxxjuj

2u+

33�u
(3)
xx juj

2u2 + 34�u
(3)
x uxjuj

2u + 35�u
(3)
x �uxu

3 + 36�u
(3)uxxjuj

2u + 37�u
(3)u2xjuj

2+

38�u
(3)juxj

2u2 + 39�u
(3)�uxxu

3 + 40u
(3)juj6 + 41�u

(3)juj4u2 + �1u
(3)
xx u

(3)�u+

�2u
(3)
x

2

�u + �3u
(3)
x u(3)�ux + �4u

(3)
2

�uxx + �5u
(3)
xx �u

(3)u + �6ju
(3)
x j2u+

�7u
(3)
x �u(3)ux + �8u

(3)�u
(3)
xx u + �9u

(3)�u
(3)
x ux + �10j�u

(3)j2uxx + �11(u
(3))2juj2�u+

�12j�u
(3)j2juj2u + �13(�u

(3))2u3
�

;

(71)
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where:

�1 =
c

576

�

336d1 + 4(6c2 � 3c3 + 2c4 + 10c5)d2 + 6c5(2c2 � c3 + 2c4 + 4c5)d3+

4(6c2 � 3c3 + 3c4 + 2c5)d4 + (� 4c24 + 2c2c5 � c3c5 + c4c5 � 2c25)d5+

c(2(14c2 � 5c3 + 9c4 + 28c5)d11 � 2(10c2 � 3c3 + 7c4 + 8c5)d12 � 4(6c2�

3c3 + c4 + 16c5)d13 + 16d14 + 2(18c2 � 7c3 + 11c4 + 30c5)d15 � 2(6c2�

3c3 + 3c4 + 14c5)d16 � 48d19 � 4(6c2 � 3c3 + 3c4 + 8c5)d20 + 4(� 4c2 + c3+

2c4 + 15c5)d23 + 4(� 6c2 + 5c3 + c4 � 6c5)d24 + 32d6 � 16d8 + 4(2c2 � c3+

c4 + 4c5)d9)+ 8c2(� 2d17 + 4d18 + 2d22 + 7d25 � 7d26 � 5d28 + 16d29)

�

;

�2 =
1

144

�

96d1 + 10c4d2 + 4c4c5d3 � 6c5d4 � 2c24d5 + c(2(4c2 � c3 + 6c4+

8c5)d11 � 2(2c2 + 5c4)d12 � 2(6c2 � 3c3 + c4 + 14c5)d13 + 104d14 + (18c2�

7c3 + 11c4 + 24c5)d15 + 3(� 2c2 + c3 � c4 � 4c5)d16 � 24d19 + (34c2 � 19c3+

31c4 + 80c5)d23 + 2(� 6c2 + 5c3 � 5c4 � 10c5)d24 + 16d6 � 8d8 + 2(2c2�

c3 + c4 + 4c5)d9)+ 4c2(� 2d17 + 4d18 + 2d22 + 13d25 � 13d26 + d28 + 4d29)

�

;

�3 =
1

48
(12d1 + 2c5d2 + 2c4d4 + c(2c5d11 � 2c5d12 + 8d14 + 24d19 + (2c2�

c3 + c4 + 4c5)d20 + 2(2c2 � c3 + c4 + 5c5)d23 + 5(2c2 � c3 + c4)d24)+

8c2(d25 � d26 + d28 � 2d29));

�4 =
1

144

�

216d1 + 2(3c2 + 6c4 � 2c5)d2 + 2(2c3c4 + 2c2c5 + c3c5 + c4c5�

2c25)d3 � 24c5d4 � (6c24 � 3c3c5 + c4c5 + 2c25)d5 + c(� 24d10 + (52c2 � 19c3+

9c4 + 54c5)d11 + 2(� 7c2 + 3c3 � 8c4 + 9c5)d12 + 2(� 10c2 + 4c3 � 5c4�

22c5)d13 + 28d14 + 2(33c2 � 4c3 + 5c4 + 16c5)d15 + 2(� 22c2 + 12c3 � 18c4�

19c5)d16 � 102d19 + (4c2 � 10c3 � 6c4 + 7c5)d20 + (154c2 � 58c3 + 121c4+

199c5)d23 + 3(� 22c2 + 18c3 � 3c4 � 22c5)d24 + 132d6 + (10c2 � 5c3 + 5c4+

4c5)d7 � 16d8 + 2(6c2 � 3c3 + 3c4 + 13c5)d9)+ 2c2(� 42d17 + 118d18 � 8d21+

17d22 + 54d25 � 37d26 + 7d27 + 193d28 + 160d29)

�

;

�5 =
1

48

�

48d1 + 2(3c3 � 2c4 + 4c5)d2 + 2c4c5d3 + 2(� c3 � 6c4 + 4c5)d4+

2(c24 � c25)d5 + c(� 8d10 + 4(c2 + 4c5)d11 + (10c2 � 7c3 + 11c4 + 8c5)d12+

(6c2 � 3c3 + 3c4 + 4c5)d13 + 24d14 � 4(3c2 � c3 + c4 + c5)d15 + 4(4c2�

2c3 + 3c4 + 3c5)d16+ 16d19 + 4c5d20 + 2(28c2 � 15c3 + 6c4 + 42c5)d23+

4(� 4c2 + c3 + 5c4 � 17c5)d24 + 8d6 + 32d8 + (� 2c2 + c3 � c4 � 4c5)d9)+

4c2(2d17 + 4d18 � 6d22 + 3d25 + d26 � 4d27 � 13d28 � 4d29)

�

;

�6 =
1

48

�

12d1 + 2c25d3 + 2(c2 � c4)d4 � c4c5d5+ c(20d10 + 2(2c2�

c3 + 4c5)d12 � 4d14 + 2(c2 + 2c5)d15 � 2(c4 + c5)d16 + 8d19 + (8c2�

2c3 + 7c4 + 8c5)d23 + 2(10c2 � 5c3 + 11c4 + 5c5)d24 + 4d6 + 4d8)+

2c2(� 2d17 + 12d18 � 2d22 + d25 + 3d26 � 4d27 + 9d28 + 12d29)

�

;

�7 =
1

24

�

4d14 + 2c4d23 � c5d24 + 2c(d25 � d26 + 9d28 � 2d29)

�

;

�8 =
1

24

�

c4d11 � c5d13 + 8d14 + 2c2d15 + (6c2 + 7c4)d23 � 2c5d24+

8d6 + 2c(� 2d17 + 8d18 + 12d25 � 2d26 � d27 + 27d28 � 4d29)

�

;

�9 =
1

24

�

c4d12 + 4d14 + 2c5d15 � 2c4d16 + (3c3 + 4c4)d23 � c3d24 + 4d8+

2c(4d18 � 2d22 + d25 + 9d26 � d27 + 18d28)

�

;

�10 =
1

24

�

2c4d11 � 2c5d13 + 8d14 + 3c4d15 � c5d16 + 2c2d23 + c4d23 + 6d6+

2c(11d18 � d22 + 2d25 � 2d27 + 6d28)

�

;

(72)

27



�11 =
1

24

�

2c5d11 � 2c4d13 + 4d14 + c5d15 + c4d16 + 12d19 + c4d20 + (4c3 + c4+

6c5)d23 + (� c4 + 2c5)d24 + 2d8 + 4c(d18 + 4d22 + d25 � d26 + 13d28 � 2d29)

�

;

�12 =
1

24

�

c5d11 + c4d13 + 6d19 + c3d23 + 10c5d23 + c3d24 � 4c4d24 + 2d8+

2c(d25 + d26 + 7d27 + 8d28 + 8d29)

�

;

�13 =
1

24

�

4d10 + c5d12 + 2d19 + 2c2d24 + 2c4d24 + 2c(d25 + d26 + d27 + 8d29)

�

;

�14 =
1

48

�

4(3c2 + c4)d11 + 8d14 + 2(2c2 � c4)d15 � 2c5d16 + (12c2 + 7c4)d23+

2c5d24 + 24d6 � 6c5d7 + 2c(� 4d17 + 20d18 � 6d21 � 2d22 + 37d25 � 2d26+

37d28 + 4d29)

�

;

�15 =
1

24

�

(5c3 + c4)d11 + (2c2 + c4)d12 + (� 3c3 + 2c5)d13 + 8d14 + (c3+

4c5)d15 + (c3 � 4c4)d16 + (8c2 + 11c3 + 6c4 � 4c5)d23 + 4(� c3 + c4�

2c5)d24 + 8d6 � 4c4d7 + 20d8 + c4d9 + 4c(4d17 + 8d18 + 11d25 + 5d26 � 7d27+

34d28 � 8d29)

�

;

�16 =
1

48

�

12d10 � 2c5d11 + 2(2c3 + c4 + 3c5)d12 � 2(2c2 + c4)d13+

4d14 + 2c2d16 + 6d19 � 3c5d20 � (2c3 + 7c5)d23 + (4c2 � 2c3 + c4+

4c5)d24 + 8d8 + 2c5d9 + 2c(2d17 + 6d18 + 2d21 + d22 � 3d25 + 26d26 � 11d27�

14d28 + 4d29)

�

;

�17 =
1

24

�

(c2 + 3c3)d11 � 2c3d13 + 2(c2 + c3 � c5)d23 + 2c4d24 + 4d6+

(c3 � 2c4)d7 + 6d8 + c2d9 + 4c(d17 + 2d21 + 7d25 � 4d27 + 6d28)

�

;

�18 =
1

24

�

6d10 � 2c5d11 + (c2 + 3c3 + 6c5)d12 � (3c2 � c3 + 2c4)d13+

6d19 � 3c5d20 � (2c3 + 7c5)d23 + (2c2 � 6c3 + c4)d24 + 2d6 + c2d7+

8d8 + c3d9 + 2c5d9 + 2c(4d17 + 6d18 + 2d21 � 3d22 � 3d25 + 20d26 � 5d27

� 14d28 � 20d29)

�

;

�19 =
1

24

�

2d10 + 2d19 + c5d20 + (2c2 + c4)d24 + 2c(d18 + d22 + 6d29)

�

;

�20 =
1

24

�

24d10 + (c3 + 2c5)d12 + 2c2d13 + c4d13 + 12d19 + (c3+

3c5)d20 � 3c5d23 � (14c2 � 3c3 + 7c4)d24 + 4d8 + c5d9 + 2c(2d17�

6d18 + 2d21 + 7d22 � 3d25 + 6d26 + 9d27 � 36d29)

�

;

�21 =
1

24

�

(c3 + 6c5)d11 + (c3 � 3c4)d13 + 18d19 + c2d20 + (c2 + 6c3 + 10c5)d23�

4(c3 + c4)d24 + 4d6 + c4d7 + 4d8 + 4c(4d21 + d22 + 5d25 � 2d26 + 3d27 + 20d28�

16d29)

�

;

�22 =
d28
6
; �23 =

d29
12
; �24 =

1

12
(2d26 + d28); �25 =

1

12
(d27 + 2d29);

�26 =
1

12
(2d17 + d25 + 3d26 + d28); �27 =

1

12
(4d18 + 3d25 + 2d28);

�28 =
1

12
(2d22 + d26 + d28); �29 =

1

12
(d21 + d27 + 3d29);

�30 =
1

12
(d22 + d27 + 4d29); �31 =

1

12
(3d18 + 2d25);

�32 =
1

12
(5d17 + 2d18 + d25 + 2d26); �33 =

1

12
(d17 + 4d21 + 3d22 + d25 + d26);

�34 =
1

12
(d22 + d26 + 2d27); �35 =

1

12
(d17 + d18 + 3d21 + 2d22);

�36 =
1

12
(2d25 + 3d28); �37 =

1

12
(d17 + 2d21 + d22 + 5d27);

�38 =
1

24
(2d19 + c5d23 + c4d24 + 4c(d28 + 3d29));

(73)
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1 =
d23
6
; 2 =

1

12
(2d11 + 3d23); 3 =

1

12
(2d12 + d23);

4 =
1

12
(3d11 + 2d15 + 2d23); 5 =

1

12
(d11 + 3d12 + d23 + 2d9);

6 =
1

12
(d12 + 2d20 + d23); 7 =

1

12
(2d11 + 3d15);

8 =
1

12
(d11 + 2d12 + d15 + 3d9); 9 =

1

12
(d11 + d12 + 3d20 + d9);

10 =
1

12
(d12 + d20); 11 =

d15
6
; 12 =

1

12
(d15 + 2d9);

13 =
1

12
(d15 + 2d20 + d9); 14 =

1

12
(d20 + d9); 15 =

d20
12
;

16 =
d24
12
; 17 =

1

12
(d13 + 2d24); 18 =

1

12
(d13 + d16 + 4d24);

19 =
1

12
(d13 + 3d24 + d7); 20 =

1

12
(2d13 + d16); 21 =

1

12
(5d13 + d16 + 2d7);

22 =
d16
6
; 23 =

1

12
(3d16 + 4d7); 24 =

1

12
(2d16 + 3d7);

25 =
1

12
(2d2 + c(d11 � d12 + 9d23 � 2d24));

26 =
1

12

�

6d2 + 2c4d3 � c5d5 + c(11d11 � d12 � d13 + 2d15 � 2d20 + 10d23�

8d24)

�

;

27 =
1

12
(2d2 + 2c5d3 � c4d5 + c(d11 + 7d12 + d13 + 2d15 � 2d16 + 8d23));

28 =
1

24

�

8d2 + 6c4d3 � c5d5 + 2c(2d11 � 2d13 + 11d15 � d16 � d20+ 2d23)

�

;

29 =
1

24

�

6d2 + 2(c2 + c3 � 2c5)d3 � (c3 � c4)d5 + 2c(4d11 � 2d13 + 4d15�

2d20 + 2d23 + d7 + d9)

�

;

30 =
1

24

�

8d2 + 2(c3 + 4c5)d3 + (c3 � 4c4)d5 + 4c(d11 + d12 + d13 + 4d15�

2d16 + 2d20 + 6d23 � 4d24 + 4d9)

�

;

31 =
1

24
(2d2 + c2d5 + 2c(2d12 + 2d20 + 2d24 + d7 + d9));

32 =
1

24
(4d2 + 2c5d3 + c4d5 + 2c(d15 + d16 + 7d20 + 2d23 + 2d24));

33 =
1

2
(d4 + 2c(d23 + 3d24));

34 =
1

12
(3d4 + c(d11 + d12 + 7d13 + 4d23 + 4d24));

35 =
1

12
(d4 + c(d11 + d12 + d13 + 4d24));

36 =
1

24

�

12d4 + c4d5 + 2c(2d11 � 2d13 + 3d15 + 7d16 � d20 + 6d23 � 2d24)

�

;

37 =
1

24

�

18d4 + c2d5 + 4c(3d11 � 2d12 + d13 + d16 + 7d23 � 8d24 + 4d7

�

;

38 =
1

24

�

18d4 + c3d5 + 4c(d7 + d9 � 3d11 + 4d12 + d13 + 2d16 � 3d23 � 10d24)

�

;

39 =
1

24
(2d4 + c5d5 + 2c(d15 + d16 + d20 + 2d24));

40 =
c

144

�

80d2 + 2(6c2 � 3c3 + c4 + 12c5)d3 + 16d4 + (10c2 � 5c3 + 5c4+

8c5)d5 + 8c(3d11 � d12 � 2d13 + 3d15 � d16 � 2d20 + 2d23 � 2d24)

�

;

41 =
c

48

�

8d2 + 24d4 + (2c2 � c3 + c4 + 4c5)d5 + 8c(d11 � d12 + d23 � 2d24)

�

;

�1 =
d3
3
; �2 =

d3
4
; �3 =

d3
6
; �4 =

d3
12
; �5 = �10 =

d5
6
; �6 =

d5
12
; �7 =

d5
4
;

�8 = �9 =
d5
12
; �11 =

c

12
(7d3 + d5); �12 =

c

6
(d3 + 4d5); �13 =

c

12
(d3 + d5);

(74)

i� the following three setsofconstraintsaresatis�ed:

d15 � d16 = d5 � 2d3 = c4d3 � 2cd23 = � d12 + d13 � d15 + d20 + d23 � 2d24 =

� d9 + d11 + d13 � 2d7 = (2c2 � c3 + c4)d3 � 2(d11 � d13 + d16 � d20 + 2d24)c=

(c2 � c3 + c4 + c5)d3 + 2(d13 � d16 � d24 � d7)c= 0;

(75)

(2c2 � c3 + c4 + 2c5)d3 � 2d4 + 4d24c= � 4d2+ (6c2 � 3c3+ 3c4 + 8c5)d3 + 8d24c= 0;(76)
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� 4d10 + 2c5d13 � 2c5d16 + 2d19 + c5d20 + c5d23 + (2c2 � c4 � 4c5)d24+

2c(2d18 � d22 � d25 + 2d26 � d27 � 2d28 + 4d29)= 0;

� 4d14 � 2c4d11 + 2(c2 � c4 + c5)d16 + (4c2 + 3c4)d23 + 2c5d24 + 2c(� 2d17+

4d18 + 2d22 + d25 � d26 + 13d28 + 4d29)= 0;

� 2d8 � (c4 � 2c5)d7 � 2(c4 � c5)d11 + (2c2 + c3 + 2c4 + c5)d13 � (c3 + 3c4)d16+

6d19 + (� c3 + 2c4 + c5)d20 + (5c2 � c3 + 3c4)d23 � (4c2 + c3 + 6c4)d24+

2c(2d17 � 2d18 � 4d21 � 7d22 � d25 + 2d26 + 11d27 + 10d28 � 20d29)= 0;

� 4d6 + (2c2 + 2c3 � c4 � 4c5)d7 � 12d10 + (c3 + 2c5)d11 � (c2 � 4c4 + 9c5)d13�

4d14 + (3c2 � 5c5)d16 + 12d19 � (2c2 + c3 + 2c4 � 4c5)d20 + (c2 + 4c3 + c4�

c5)d23 + (6c2 � 2c3 + 3c4 � 12c5)d24 + (� 8d17 + 20d18 + 4d21 � 14d22 + 10d25+

4d26 + 10d27 + 44d28 � 16d29)= 0;

� 24d1 + 6(c25 � c4c5)d3 + 2(6c2 � c4)d4 + (2(2c2 + 2c3 � c4 + 4c5)d7 � 4d8�

52d10 + 2(� 4c2 + c3 � c4 + 2c5)d11 + 2(c2 + c3 � 6c4 + 6c5)d13 � 16d14 + 2(5c2�

c3 + c4 � c5)d16 + 62d19 + (� 4c2+ 2c3 � 12c4 + 5c5)d20 + (2c2 + 12c3 + 4c4+

13c5)d23 + (6c2 � 12c3 + 5c4)d24)c+ 2c2(� 16d17 + 50d18 + 4d21 � 13d22 + d25+

20d26 + 3d27 + 52d28 + 4d29)= 0:

(77)

The �rst set ofconstraints (75) is autom atically satis�ed by the param etrizations (33)

and (68),whilethe second setoftwo constraints(76)issatis�ed by the param etrizations

(33)and (68)and by the O (�2)constraint(45). The rem aining �ve constraints(77)are

equivalent to the �ve quadratic constraints (53),(54)-(58) in the S-integrability scenario

in which (48) holds,and to the linearconstraints(11)in the C-integrability scenario in

which c = 0 (the last constraint is autom atically satis�ed by the condition c = 0 and,

in the rem aining constraints,the quadricsdegenerate into the hyperplanesdescribed by

equations(11)).
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