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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 of i, in the sm all
lattice spacing regin g, and, at the sam e tin e, ii) to test the (asym p—
totic) integrability properties of such discretization. This m ethod
should provide, In particular, useful and concrete Inform ations on
how good is any num erical schem e used to integrate a given Integrable
PDE .Theprocedure, illustrated on a fairly general 10-param eter fam —
iy of discretizations of the nonlinear Schrodinger equation, consists of
the follow Ing three steps: i) the construction of the continuous m ul-
tiscale expansion of a generic solution of the discrete system at all
ordersin , ollow ing [1]; ii) the application, to such expansion, of the
D egasperis —P rocesi O P) integrability test B, 3], to test the asym p—
totic integrability properties of the discrete systam and its \distance"
from its continuous lin it; ifi) the use ofthem ain output oftheDP test
to construct n nitely m any approxin ate sym m etries and constants of
m otion of the discrete system , through novel and sin pl form ulas.

1 Introduction

G Iven a partialdi erentialequation PDE) and a partialdi erence equation
P E) discretizing i, it is interesting to know, when the lattice spacing
is am all, \how clos=" the two models are. In particular, if the PDE is
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Integrable, it is in portant to have a way to establish if such a discretization

preserves Integrability or, at least, how \clos=" is to an integrable system,

detecting theorder, in , at which the discretization departs from integrability

and, correspondingly, the tin e scale at which one should expect num erical

evidence of nonintegrability and/or chaos. In addition, given a PDE and two

P Esdiscretizing i, it is also interesting to know , when the lattice spacing
is an all, \how close" thetwo P Es are.

In thispaperwe propose to answ ear these basic questions in the follow ing
way. Concentrating on an ntegrable PDE and on a P E discretizing i,

1) we construct and study In detail the multiscale expansion at all orders
of a generic solution of the P E under scrutiny, generated In the smnall
regin e, follow Ing the procedure developed in [Ill. At O (1), the lrading
tem u of such asym ptotic expansion satis es the Integrabl PDE; to keep
the expansion asym ptotic, we elim nate the secularities due to the linear
part of the P E, arisihg at each order, introducing in nitely many slow
(tin e) variables and establishing that the evolution ofu w ith respect to such
slow tin es is described by the In nite hierarchy of commuting ows of the
Integrable PDE, as In [L].
2) W em ake use ofthe asym ptotic Integrability test developed by D egasperis—
Procesi ODP) In 2,13]on such am uliiscale expansion to test, at allorders, the
\asym ptotic" integrability properties ofthe P E ; in particular, detecting the
order in  (and, correspondingly, the tin e scale) at which the discretization
departs from integrability. At this tin e scale, fi., num erical sin ulations are
expected to give som e evidence of non—-integrable and/or chaotic behaviour.
3) We nally show how to m ake use of the m ain output of the DP test to
oonstruct in nitely m any \approxin ate" symm etries, at a required order in
, ofthe P E under scrutiny, using novel and sin ple form ulas.

R ecent studies on the perfom ances, asnum erical schem es for their contin—
uous lin its, of P E spossessing the sam e (continuous) Lie point sym m etries
astheir continuous lim its can be found in [4,5]. Studies on the perform ances,
as num erical schem es for their continuous lim is, of integrable discretizations
of ntegrable PD E s can be found, f. i, n [@] and [/]; In this cass, the inte-
grable discretization possesses In nitely m any exact generalized sym m etries
and constants ofm otion in Involution at any order in , reducing to the gen-
eralized symm etries and constants of m otion of the integrable PDE in the
continuous lin it. The P Es slected by our approach possess instead in—

niely m any approxin ate generalized symm etries and constants of m otion
In nvolution at the required orderin  (see x3.1), reducing to the generalized



sym m etries and constants ofm otion ofthe integrable PDE 1n the continuous
lim it.

T he procedure we propose should allow one to have a controlon the \dis-
tance" between the P E and its continuous lin it, aswell as on the distance
between two di erent discretizations of the sam e PDE . Indeed, suppose we
construct an asym ptotic expansion ofthe form = u+ 0 ( ); > 0,where

is a generic solution ofthe P E and u is the corresponding solution of its
continuous lim i; if, at O ( ), > 0,theP E passestheDP test, we infer
that Jj uj= O ( ) attinescaksofO ( ), wherr J 7Jjisthe uniform
nom wrt x and t (the nom used to test the asym ptotic character of the
generated m ultiscale expansion). In this way, sihce we control the distance
between \generic solutions" ofthe P E and of its continuous lin it, we also
control the distance between the P E and its continuous lim . In addi-
tion, if the m ultiscale expansions oftwo di erent discretizations of the sam e
PDE passtheDP testatO ( ),we nfer, from the triangular mequality, that
T U< T ujjt+ Jj uj=0( )attinescalksofO ( ),wher ;
are solutions of the two di erent discretizations of the PDE ocorresponding
to the sam e generic niiaHooundary data; therefore we have a control also
on the distance between the two di erent discretizations ofthe ssme PDE.

Som e historical rem arks are in portant, at this point, on the theory of
m ultiscale expansions In connection w ith integrable system s, to put the r=
suls ofthispaper nto a proper perspective. M ultiscale expansions ofa given
PDE are very usefilltools for nvestigating the properties of such aPDE and
for identifying in portant m odel (universal) equations of physical phenom —
ena. For Instance, if the origihalnonlinear PD E has a digpersive lnear part,
a an all am plitude m onochrom atic wave evolving according to it develops a
slow space-tin e am plitude m odulation described by the celebrated nonlinear
Schrodinger NLS) equation [8,19,(10,11),12] (see also [13,[14,115])

e + Ug, + 2cj1fu= 0; u=ux;t)2 C; @)

Integrable if ¢ is a real constant [L6]. C onsidering, nstead, three m onochro—
m atic waves and inposing a suitabl resonance condition on their wave
num bers and dispersion relations, one generates another integrabl univer-
salm odel, the 3-wave resonant system [L7]. In the above two exam ples,
the expansion is constructed around \approxin ate" particular solutions of
the original PD E (the m onochrom atic waves). It is also possible to expand
around \exact" particular solutions of the origihal PDE; for instance, as



shown In [18], expanding around the exact solution u, = exp (Rict) of (1),
the st nontrivial temm of the asym ptotic expansion evolves according to
another in portant m odel equation: the K orteweg-de Vries K dV ) equation
[L9], sharing w ith N LS the property of integrability R0]. Shce m uliscale ex—
pansions preserve integrabilty [18], i) ifthe orighalPDE is a \C-ntegrablk"
system (ie., it is linearized by a \change of variables" [15,[21], lke the Burg-
ers equations 22]), the m odel equation generated by it is lnear [L5,[21]; i)

ifthe orighalPDE isan \S-integrablk" system , or soliton equation (lke the
N LS equation), integrated in a m ore com plicated way via a R iem ann-H ibert
or @-problem PR3,124,(25,[26], the m odel equation generated by it is also \S-—
Integrable"; viceversa, iii) ifthem odelequation generated by the expansion is
not integrable, then the originalequation isnot integrable too. T his criterion
has been used I [15, 127,128, 129] as a sin ple test of ntegrability. In addi-
tion, the universal character of the identi ed m odel equations NWLS, KdV

or others) is also the reason why m odel equations possess very distinguished
m athem atical properties and, often, they are integrable [15,127,21].

M ultiscale expansions can also be carried, in principle, to all orders and,
as a consequence of elin inating the secular temm s at each order, a sequence
of slow tine varabls t, = "t must be Introduced and the dependence of
the lading tem of the expansion on such slow tim es is descrbed by the
hierarchy of commuting ows of the integrabl m odel equation [1]. This
m ultiscale expansion at all orders hasbeen used In 2,/3] to build an e cient
asym ptotic integrability test for the origihal PDE (see X3 for m ore details
on such test). An alemative asym ptotic integrability test, based on the
existence of approxin ate sym m etries for the original PDE, can be found in
[30]. The ideas and procedures developed In [1,12,3] have been recently used
to buid an Integrability test also for P Es [[31, 132, 133]; in this approadch,
one expands, as for the PDE case, around approxin ate or exact particular
solutions ofthe P E under Investigation, cbtaining a continuous m ultiscale
expansion at all orders, ©ollow ing [L], and applying on it the DP test. The
m aln di erence between the procedure ollowed in [31),132,/33] and the results
ofthis paper is the follow Ing. T he standard m uliscale approach used in 31,
32,133], obtained expanding around approxin ate or exact particular solutions
ofthe P E under investigation, cannot give infom ations on how close this
P E and its continuous lim it are, the m ain goal of the present paper. T he
comm on features of the procedure In 31,132, 133] and of that used in this
paper are that, In both cases, one constructs, from thegiven P E, continuous
m ultiscale expansions carried to allorders, as in [ll], and one applies to them



the D P integrability test. T herefore both procedures can be used to test the
Integrability and the asym ptotic integrability of the originalP E.

A nother integrability test forP E s isthe socalled \sym m etry approach"
[34]], based on the existence of higher order sym m etries and origihally devel-
oped to test the integrability of PD E s [35,36].

T he results of this paper are illustrated on the basic prototype exam ple
ofthe NLS equation [Il), starting from the follow ing discretization of it:

. 2 _ .
ln;t+ (n+l+ n 1 2n)+F(nl; nr n+l)_Ol
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w here the constant coe cientsa 5; j= 1;:::;10 are real, reducing to ) n
the natural continuous lin it in which the lattice spacing ! Oand n !
Xx2R, 0! uk;t),wih

c= aj: 3)

The 10-param eter fam ily of equations [2) has been recently taken in [37]
as the starting point ofan analysis devoted to the identi cation of discretiza—
tions of NLS that possess, at the sam e tin e, a solitary wave and a breather
solution reducing, resoectively, to the one soliton and breather solutions of
theNLS equation [Il), n the contihuouslmit ! 0.W e rem ark that, rescal-
Ing the dependent variable, one can always introduce one nom alization for
the 10 coe cients; for instance, one can choose one of these coe cients, say
a4, to be sign (@) or, better for our purposes, one can nom alize the sum ©)
ofthe 10 coe cients to coincide w ith the prescribbed coe cient c ofthe NLS
equation (1).

T he linearpart ofthe discrete NLS (AN LS) [2) isthe standard discretiza—
tion of (iu: + uyy); is nonlinear part is uniquely xed by the follow ing,
physically sound, properties [37]. a) Equation [2) must possess the gauge
symm etry of rstkind (ie. if , isasolution, ,e ! isa solution too, where

is an arbitrary real param eter), corresponding to the in nitesin al gauge



symmetry 1 ,. b) The nonlinearity is cubic; ie., is the weakest nonlin—
earity com patible w ith the above gauge symm etry. c) Only rst neighbours
Interactions are considered. d) Equation [2) is invariant under the sym m etry
transform ation , ;! n 1 (space isotropy).

The dNLS [2) contains, In particular:
1) the ntegrable Ablow itz —Ladik A L) equation [38]

in;t+ 2(1r1+1+ n 1 2n)‘l'azjn:?(nﬁ-l+ n1)=0; “)

oras= az 527 J= 1;:::;10;
2) the discretization

Laat “(ne1t n1 2)+2u3,F 0=0; 5)

foras= a; y1; J= 1;:::;10, relevant In several applications [39, 40, 41,142,
43], whose nonintegrability hasbeen recently shown In [31,[32] using the DP
test;

3) the discretization corresponding to

a0 = @j a1 = &= a5 = = = as= 0; ©)

with ay;as;as aritrary, possessing a solitary wave as well as a breather
solution reducing, respectively, to the one soliton and breather solutions of
the NLS equation In the lm it ! OI[B7];

4) the discretization corresponding to

g = az; Ay = 2az; a3 = 285; as = a; = as = ajp= 0; 7

where a;;a3;a5 are given In tem s of physical quantities, describing coupled
opticalwaveguides embedded In a m aterial w ith K err nonlinearities [44];
5) the discretization corresponding to

A= a; A= a3 = A= = =2 as= a3 = as= a;p= 0 @)

(@ particular case of (1)), appearing in them odelling ofthe Ferm iP asta-UU lam
problem [#5].
For special values of the coe cients a 5's the dN LS equation [2) isHam i
tonian. For instance, equations [4), (@), [@) and [§) are H am ilttonian [44].
If0o < << 1, the discrete scham e [l) approxin ates the NLS equation
1), 3) wih an error of O (2). To study m ore precisely how close equations



[2) and (1) are and, in particular, the integrability properties of [2), in this
paperwe follow the procedure Indicated in the rstpart ofthis introduction,
obtaining the follow ing results.

1) D ue to the structure of the vector eld in (), the generated -expansion
contains only even powers. At O ( 2y, thedNLS [2) passestheDP test 1 the
10 ocoe cients satisfy the elegant quadratic constraint

30
(al 3a3 2a4 6a5 5a6 + 3a7 5a8 l3a9 alo) ( aj) = 0,' (9)
=1
RO
factorized into two linear constraints. If the rst constraint a; = 01is
=1
satis ed, we are in the C -integrability fram ework and the dNLS (2) approxi-
m ates the linear Schrodinger equation w ith an error of O ( 2), rtin e scales
of0O ( ?). If, nstead, the seoond constraint is satis ed:

ag 3a3 28.4 6a5 58.6 + 38.7 588 1389 aig = 0,' 10)

we are In the S—integrability fram ework and the AN LS [2) approxin ates the
NLS equation [1),[3) wih an error of O (?), ortine scalesof O ( ?).

W e ram ark that, am ong the ten single dN LS equations cbtained choosing
only one ofthe ten coe cientsdi erent from zero in ([2), only the A L equation
[@) satis es the constraint (J) and passes the test at O ( ?).

2) At O (*) we have the Pllowing two scenarios. In the C-integrability
fram ework, the AN LS [2) approxim ates, wih an error of O ( 2), the Inear
Schrodinger equation for tinme scales of O ( ?) i the Pllow ing Hur lnear
constraints

a; = 0; ait+tatagt ay=0; as as+ 2ag 2aq= 0;
1 1)

a,+ 2@+ 3as+ 3ag a;+ ag+ 7ag)= 0

are satis ed by the coe cients. Since one ofthe reala y’scan alwaysbe xed
rescaling the dependent variable , equations [11l) characterize a 5-param eter
fam ily of discrete NLS equations [2) passing the test at such a high order.
In the S-integrability fram ework, the dANLS [J) approxin ates, with an
error of O (?), the NLS equation [I),[3) for tine scales of O ( %), i the
coe clents satisfy, togetherw ith the linear constraint ([10), the ve quadratic



constraints [53),[54)-[B58). Since these wve constraints do not contain the
term  (a,)?, they are trivially satis ed by the integrable AL equation @), as
thastobe. In generalwe do not expect a param etrization ofsuch constraints
In tem s ofelem entary fiinctions; however we have been able to construct the
follow ing two explicit exam ples of AN LS equations

in;t+ 2(n+l+ n 1 2n)+a6 8jnfn+%jnf(n+l+ nl)+

4r21(n+l+ nl) 4n(n+lnl+ n+lnl)+ n(§+1+ r211)+
2 n ntl n 1 = O;
12)
in;t+ 2 ( n-%—l+ n 1 2 n)+ dg 48jnf n 8 n(j n+1f+
jn ljz) 8 n( n+l n l+ n+l n 1)+ 10 n( r21+l+ r21 1)+ (13)
4 n ntl n 1 7(j n+lf n-%—l+ jn ljz n 1)+
2 2 : : : : _ .
( n+l n l+ n 1 n+l)+ 6(] n+lf n l+ Jn lf n+l) - OI

satisfying such com plicated quadratic constraints, corresponding to particu-—
lar cases In which the associated ve quadrics degenerate Into hyperplanes.

These two distinguished m odels, passing the test at such a high order
through the above degeneration m echanian , are obviously good candidates to
be S-integrable discretizations of NLS.A detailed study oftheir perform ances
as num erical schem es for NLS, and of their possbl integrability structure
(Lax pair, etc ..) ispostponed to a subsequent paper.

To obtain the above resuls, it is essential to use wellkknown integrability
properties ofequation (1) (shared by all integrable system s; see, £4. [461H49))
that we sum m arize here, for com pleteness.

The NLS equation belongs to a hierarchy of in niely m any com m uting

ow St
u, = K,@); n2N 14)

ie., such that
K,W;Kp WL =K WK, W] K2 @K, @I1=0; n;m 2N; (15)

where
0 . @K, u+ £)
K ,QIEl= ]J.mo@— (1e)
is the usual Frechet derivative ofK , ) wrt u In the direction £. The com —
muting vector elds fK g,y are aroitrary linear com binations, with con—

stant coe cients, of the follow ng basic symm etries £ ,gn2n, generated by



the recursion relation

n+1=]£n; 0= m; n2N;

. ) 17)
Rf = 1 £+ 2cu@, " f + uf) ;
where R is the recursion operator of the NLS hierarchy [B0]. The basic
symm etries used In this paper are:

0= JlJ.,' 2 = i(uxx + 2C]J.fU.),'
4= 1 Uggun + 2C0%Uyy + 2030, F + 4aFu,, + 3uiu) + 62 fu ;
6 = i uXXXXXX + 2C (uZuXXXX + 6j'1:?uXXXX + 4L-I'L-I'XL-I'XXX + 9]"-I'L-I'XU'XXX-F (18)

15UU Ussx + 11U F + 10uZu,,) + 10 Qu?afu,, + 2uui +
591, Fuex + ST Fues + u3u)2( + 6upnFi T+ 7uj,1fui) + 20cuintf ;
and the NLS equation [I) correspondsto the ow u, = K, @) = ,@).

Equivalently, the basic symm etries £ g,y are elem ents of the kemel of
the \lnearized" nth ow operator MAn; n 2 N, de ned by

M.f=f KCQIE] @9)

n

A

M, »n =0; n;m 2N: (20)

Due to [19), these linearized operators com m ute:

MM, =M,M,; n;m 2N: 1)



T he lnearized operators used In this paper are:

M,Lf = £

2

i ﬁxx + 2c@?f + 2uFf) ;

MA4f = £, 1—12 fuxxx T 2cU (Bufy + 4uf,) + U Qu.fy + 2u,fiit+
ufy) + Gcihifu® + 3uf + duu,)f + Ochif + 235, F + duu,,+

2uu,,)f) ; h

Mef = £ 2= Faoon + 20(1000% U Fx + Ufex) + 5 QU Eet

AUy Fry + Uy (BUy Fax + SUsu By + AU £y + 3Ufiny) + BGUpUprt @2)
3UUkxx ) Fx)) + U (70a0?Uy £y + 11U0kx Fuxe + 11 Ups + Uy Frnene +

AUy Fryy + Mgy Fx + 6UFgyxx) + U2 (Bau (6f,uy + 6f,uy + Sufyey )+

frxxx) + £ G0 nfu? + 10cu? 31, F + Sulyy) + 10an uy,+

5QuZ, + 3U Uyyy) + U (70cuuZ + 6U,u)) + £ @0F 1T + 35cuui+
1130 F + 15c0” @F + 2Ulyy) + Uy + AUy Ugse + 6UU s

2u BGau (631, F + 5ulley) + Uyyax)))

At last, ifc= 0, equations (1) and [17) lad to the linear Schrodinger (LS)
equation

and to is (trivial) symmetries ( £7'@"u).

T he paper is organized as follow s. In x2 we construct the m uliscale ex—
pansion, n the small regine, of a generic solution of [f)), establishing, in
particular, that the keading temm of such expansion evolves w rt the In nitely
many \even" time variables t,, = 2% Yt; k 2 N, according to the even

ow s of the NLS hirarchy. In x3, after sum m arizing the DP test and after
show ing how to use them ain output ofthis test to construct In nitely m any
approxin ate sym m etries of the originalP E through novel and sin ple for-
mulas, we apply theDP testtotheP E ([2), isolating the constraints on the
coe cients a jos; J= 1;:;10 allow ing one to pass the test at tin e scales of
O ( ?)and of0O ( %), in both scenarios of C—and S— integrability. In x4 we
sum m arize the resuls of the paper and we discuss the ressarch persoectives
opened by thiswork. In the Appendix x5) we disolay the long outputs ofthe
D P test, cbtained using the algebraicm anipulation program ofM athem atica.

10



2 M ultiscale expansion in the sm all lattice
spacing regim e

Ifthe lattice spacing issnall: 0< << 1, as consequence ofthe nvariance
of [2) underthe transformation , ;! , 1 and ofthewelltknown omula

( ¥
fo1= —— feif; (24)
k!
k=0
only even x-derivatives appearat all (even) ordersIn , in plying that also the
asym ptotic expansion of , containsonly even powersof . Consequently, to
elim Inate the secularities appearing at alleven orders in , the coe cients of

such expansion must depend on In nitely m any \even" slow tin es [1]]:
t= (itstriin); t = * P k2N, @5)

In plying that
Q! @y, + %@y + @y + :::: (26)

T herefore we are lead to the follow ing ansatz for the asym ptotic expansion
of the \generic" solution of [2)

®
» )= Fu@r e, u® ) = uY): @7)
k=0

Plugging [24), 26) and [27) into equation [2) and equating to zero the
coe cientsofallpowers In  , we obtain the follow ing resuls.

At the ¥kading O (1), we obtain the NLS equation for the lrading tem
u = uwrtthe rsttinet, = t:

utz = K2 (u);

: s BO 28
Ky = ,0)= i@ + 2cihifu); c= aj: e
=1
A s usual In perturbation theory, at the next relevant order © ( 2y in our
case), the \lnearization" M ,u® of @, K, ()) appears, together w ith the
lnearterm @,  (=12)Uxxxx), com Ing from the linear part of [2), and w ith
a nonlnear tem G 5, com ing from the nonlinear part of [2):

A G) 2
M,u® = Uy, lZ'uXXXX + Gs; (29)

11



where

Gs= 1(0Usx + S FUkx + ssudne F + squul);

sy =as3t agt+ as+ ag+ ag+ ajg;s

SS=at+ag+ as+ 2@+ a;+ ag+ ag + aig);

S3= 2@ as+ 2ag 2a9); S4= 2@ a;+ agt ag aig):

30)

Concentrating on the linear tem s in round bracket, we observe that ug, 2
K erMAz and ( ([=12)ugxxx) is the lnear part ofthe symmetry @2=4) , Q) 2
KemM ,. Therefore, adding and subtracting the symm etry 2=4!) 4, equation
[29) is conveniently rearranged in the llow ing way, isolating the resonant
tem s In round bracket:

A 2
Mou® = u,+ 2,0 + g G
where
g = iapFu+t quu’ + cuinf + cinFuwm + Guueg) 32)
and
C = %CZ;
c, = %(al'l' a,+as+ as+ as 3ag+ S5a; 3ag 3as+ 5aip);
o = %(al + a,+a; bag+ Tas+ ag+ a; 1llag+ 13ag+ agg); (33)
= 1Ray ay+2a a; as 4@+ art agt as+ an)l;
= thuitatasta; Slstagtastagt agt ap)l

To elin lnate the secularity In bracket, we are forced to choose

2
Uy, = Kg(u) = ik @); (34)
so that [31) nally becom es the follow iIng secularity free equation forthe rst
correction u® :
M,u® = gy: (35)

T his procedure iterates w ithout essentialdi erences at allorders. T he temm s
M,u® and (@, K.@)) in BI) generate, at O (), the tem s M ,u® and
M ,u® respectively, while the new linear term @  1(2=6!)Uxyxxxx) 1S Te—
arranged again into the secular factor (ug, (2=6") ) that must be st to
zero, to avoid secularities. Since, at O (%), we produce the lnear tem

12



Uy, i(zik)!@iku , one infers, in analogy with [II], that u evoles wrt to the
higher tim es according to the even ows ofthe NLS hierarchy as folows:

( )k+1

Uy, = Ko () = x @); k2N, ; (36)

2k)!

and one is keft w ith the follow Ing triangular st of equations [2, 3]

0(?: M,u® = gs;
o (% : M,u® + Mu® = 97
0 (°: Moau® + Mu® + Mau® = gy;
37)
O (%) : Mu®™ b+ M u®® Pt tiid M pu® = guuy 55

w here, fi., the expression of g, is presented in formula [62) ofthe A ppendix.

Tt ram ains to ram ark, follow ing 2, 3], that the symm etrdes £ ,g and the

expressions In [37) bring naturally to the de nition of the ©llow ing vector

spaces.

D e nitions Let P, be the vector space ofalldi erential polynom ials in the

functions @Ju®) and @Ju®)) oforder n, possessing the gauge sym m etry of
rst kind, where:

order @Ju®) = order @u®) =+ k (38)

(so that order@3u) = j+ 1, shceu = u®"), and ket P, (m ) be the subspace
ofP, ofalldi erential polynom ials n the functions (@gu(k)) and (@QW), of
order n, possessing the gauge symm etry of rst kind and such thatk m.
Is is easy to see that, for instance, ;K. 2 Pr+1 (@), 95 2 P5s(1) and gy 2
P (3) (see [62)).

3 Applying the D P integrability test
Suppose we generate, from the m odel to be tested, a NLS-type muliscale
expansion (as in our exam plk); then we have the follow Ing scenarios. If such

am odel is S-integrable (C-Integrable),
1) the lrading temm u of the asym ptotic expansion evolves, w ith respect to
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the slow tin es t,, according to the NLS (LS) hierarchy [L];
2) there exist elem ents £ 2 Ph+n such that the follow ing equations hold
R2,31:

Mou®™) = £ 2P ,,; m;n2N,; (39)

in plying, due to [21l), the com patibility conditions
M.£? =M, £9; m;n;j2 N, : (40)

T herefore equations [40) are necessary conditions to be satis ed, in cascade,
for the m odel under Investigation to be S —(C - integrable; they are also
su cient to guaranty the asym ptotic character ofthe expansion. Ifequations
[40) are satis ed only up to a certain order, the m odel under investigation
is not integrable, being neverthelss \asym ptotically integrable up to that
order" I2,13].

31 TheDP test and approximn ate sym m etries

Equations [39),[40), the basic formulae of the DP test, have been derived
In [2,13] as a consequence of the existence of a Lax pair for the starting
Integrable m odel. Tt follow s that, if the conditions [39),[40) are satis ed up
to a certain order, the equation under scrutiny adm its an approxin ate Lax
pair up to that order.

In this subsection we show how to derive the conditions [39), [40) from
the existence of in nitely-m any symm etries of the starting integrable m odel.
T his derivation allow s one to establish the in portant relations (to the best

of our know ledge so far unknown) between the functions fn(m) 2 Pnin of
the DP test and the symm etries of the starting m odel. W e concentrate our
attention on the case of di erence equations, but our considerations have
general validity.

Let ., = K, ( ») bean integrable m odel, say, the AL equation [4), and
et ., = Ko (n)im > 2,beoneofisin nitely-m any higher order com —
muting ows (symm etries), reducing, In the continuous Iim it, to the higher
commuting ow uy, = Ky @) ofNLS.

On one hand, from equations [29),[27), we have that

X r§(+ k
_ 2 ©)] _ 2k Cm+k HH+1)
ntgm - uth + (ut2 m+ 1) + uth ) + - ut2] r (41)

14



Cm+k J)+1)

_ _ 0 @@tk 1
where u,,, = K,n () (fom [36)) and u, = sz[u‘ fmrk D14
@2m+k J+1) m+k J+1)

£ , Tor som e functions £,; to be speci ed. On the other
hand:

@x)

Ko ()= Kon @)+ 2K 2+ =.K(u) + Zg 29, @42)

(k)

where K, 2 P4k 1. Equating equations [41) and [42), we mnfer that

£ 2 Po,n; mijn2 N, (thebasic ormul (39) oftheDP test), and we also
construct the asym ptotic expansion of the generic higher order sym m etry

3)
Kom (n) =Ko @+ % Kopen @+ K 01+ £, + =

P mEk1l K 0 43)

k 0 j=m

2m+k )+1 Cm+k J+1)
j[ll( fm D4 f2j + Kom+x) @)

In tem s of the NLS higher order symm etries, of their Frechet derivatives
in the direction of the corrections u”; j > 1 of the kading tem u of the
expansion [27), and of the output functions £’ 2 P+, ofthe DP test.
Therefore, if £ 7 2 P,y n), 1 esists, but £2577
8n 2 N, , it follow s that:
i) the solution u®* 1 of [39) is unifom ely bounded and the expansion [27)
is asym ptotic up to the O ( %*); therefore the P E under scrutiny approxi-
m ates well its continuous lin it, w ith an error of O ( ?), for tin e scales up to
theO ( #).
i) The P E possesses In nitely-m any \approxin ate" generalized symm e-
tries in the om [@3) up to the O ( %*); therefore it is integrable up to that
order. W e ram ark that, due to the H am iltonian theory of ntegrable system s
[46}149], it is also possble to associate with the P E in nitely-m any \ap—
proxin ate" constants ofm otion in involution, a very useful nform ation in a
any num erical chedk.

2 P, k+n)+3 does not,

32 C -and S - integrability at O (?)

Tn our exam pk, the rst of equations (37) is already in the form [(39), with

g5 = f2(3) 2 Ps(l). Asuming now that M ,u® = f4(3), we arrive at the

consistency

MA4f2(3) = MA2f4 ’ (44)
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that must be viewed as an equation for the unknown f4(3) . Shhee gs = f2(3) 2

Ps (1), it ©llow s that one must look for £, 2 P, (1). The caloulation, plain
but lengthy, has been perfom ed using the algebraic m anijpulation program
ofM athem atica, and gives the follow ing resul.

Lemm a 1. Equation [44) adm its a unique solution f4(3) 2 P7(1) (presented
in omula [64) of the Appendix) i the coe cients a 4's appearing in [2)
satisfy the follow Ing quadratic constraint

¥0
(al 3a3 2a4 6a5 5a6 + 3a7 5ag 13a9 alo) ( aj) = 0: (45)
=1

Once f4(3) is constructed, f2(5)

second of equations [37) :

6)

2 P,Q3) (£ = M,u®) is bund from the

3)

£ =q f 46)

and is presented n formula [67) of the A ppendix.
W e rst notice the nice factorization of the quadratic constraint (45) into
two linear contraints: 40
c= a; = 0; @47)
=1
a; 3a3 2a4 6a5 5a6 + 3a7 5a8 l3a9 aig = 0: (48)
T herefore we have the follow ng two di erent scenarios.

1) Ifthe rstconstraint (47) is satis ed by the coe cientsa ;'s, the continuous
Iin ts of AN LS [2) is the linear Schrodinger equation. Tt follow s that, in this
case, equation [2) is \asym ptotically C —integrable" at O ( ?) and one expects
that, fr generic initial data and at tine scales of O ( 2), the dynam ics
according to [2), [47) be well approxin ated by the dynam ics according to the
linear Schrodinger equation [23) with an error of O ( ?).

In particular, the dNLS [@),[@) is \asym ptotically C—integrablk" at O ( ?)

a; + 4a3 + 3a6 = 0: (49)

2) If, instead, the second constraint [48) is satis ed by the coe cients a 4's,
the dN LS equation [J) is \asym ptotically S-integrablk" at O ( ?) and one ex—
pects that, for generic initial data and at tin e scales of O ( 2), the dynam ics
according to the AN LS equation [2), [48) approxim ates well the dynam ics
acocording to the NLS equation [I),[3) wih an error of O ( ?).

16



In particular, i) thedN LS [2),[8) is \asym ptotically S—integrable" at O ( ?)
i the follow ng additional constraint is satis ed:

asz + 2a8 = 0,' (50)

il) the dNLS [2), @) is \asym ptotically S-integrable" atO (2) i the ollow ing
additional constraint is satis ed:

aj 8a3 9a6 = 0,' (51)

while the dNLS [2),[8) is not \asym ptotically S—ntegrable" at O (?) (there—
fore it is not integrable).

Tn addition, since the AN LS equation [2) is the linear com bination of ten
di erent discretizations of NLS, it is inm ediate to check if som e of these
ten discretizations satisfy the constraint [48). C alling dN LSy the singlke dis—

straightforward to see (since the coe cient a , isthe only one absent in [48)))
that only the dN LS, equation (coinciding w ith the AL equation [4)) satis es
the constraint [48) (asithastobe, being an integrable system ). A llthe other
dNLSy; k 6§ 2 equations, ncluding the dNLS; equation [J), do not satisfy
the constraint [48); therefore they are not \asym ptotically S-integrabk" at
O (?) (consequently, they are not integrabl) and, r generic initial data
and at tin e scales of O ( ?2), their dynam ics are expected to be quite di er-
ent from that of NLS [I),[3), presum ably exhibbiting num erical evidence of
nonintegrability and/or chaos.

W e nally nfer that the discretizations (2),(8) and [2), ) satisfying re-
spectively the constraints [B0) and [51l), the A L. equation and any otherdN LS
equation [2) satisfying the constraint [48) are allclose to NLS (once the free
coe cients of each m odel are nom alized to satisfy ([3)) and are all close
together at tin e scales of O ( 2), in the sense m entioned in the introduction.

Tt is Interesting now to push the Integrability test to the next order. D ue
to the above factorization ofthe constraint [49), the test bifircatesand, in the
next two subsections, we explore both cases. Before doing that, we cbserve
that, given f2(3) 2 Ps(l) and assuning that the constraint [45) be sati ed,
equation M (£, = MA2f6(3) adm its a unique solution f6(3) =Mau® 2P,
presented in ormula [69) of the Appendix, and no additional constraint
appears in this derivation, as predicted by the DP test.
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3.3 C -integrability at O (%)

Let us assum e that the constraint [47) be sati ed. For the construction of
f4(5) =M,u® 2 Py(3) from the equation
M’\4f2(5) — M’\Zf4(5) (52)

we have the follow ng resul.
Lemm a 2 Equation [52) adm its a unique solution f4(5) 2 Py (3), presented In
omula [71) of the Appendix, i the coe cients a 5’s satisfy the four linear
constraints [11l), de ning a 6-param eter fam ily (but one of these param e-
ters can always be rescaled away) of ANLS equations [J) \asym ptotically
C —integrable" at O ( *). Therefre one expects that, for generic iniial data
and at tin e scales of O ( *), the dynam ics according to [2), [1l) well approx—
in ate the dynam ics according to the linear Schrodinger equation [23) with
an error of O ( ?).

For instance, the discretization [2),[) satis es the constraints (1) i
ag= az= a.

The 6-param eter fam ily of ANLS equations [2),[11) (or at least some
particular case of i), being C-integrable at such a high order, is a natural
candidate to be a C-integrable discrete system .

34 S -integrability at O (%)

Let us assum e that the constraint [48) be sati ed. For the construction of
a unique f4(5) = M,u® 2 Py(3) from equation [5J), we have the Hllow ing
resul.

Lem m a 3. Ifthe constraint [48) is sati ed, equation (52) adm its a unigue

solution f4(5) 2 Py(3), presented n ormula [71l) of the Appendix, i the

follow ing ve quadratic constraints are satis ed:
Q4= 0; J= 1;::55; (53)

w here the Q 5's are the follow Ing quadratic form s in the 9 variables
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Q1= 4a;+ ajpay + 2aj0a3  @az+ 235 appay 2335 + azagt
3aj0as 2azas 3azas  8ajas 8ai + 18ajpas + 6azas  6ajpast
daya; + 6aza; + 4aza; + 20asa; + 24aga;  8ai+ ll2ajpag  3ajagt
baszag + 3azag Y9asag 6bagag + 1l8ajag + 20ajpag 3aag 2aszag
13a4ay 25asag 6agas + S0ajay 24agas  24ai;
(54)
Q, = 14a%, + 6ajpay + 44ajpas + 4ayas + 26a3 + 36a0a4 + Sapag+
40aza, + 1785 + 72a10as + Tazas + 88azas + 68azas + 75ai+
6dajpas + 10ayas + 72azas + 60asa¢ + 128asas + 60aZ  24ajpay
2a,a; 24aza; l6aza; 44asa;  32aga; + 4a§ + 64a;pag + 8azasgt
60aszag + 54azag + 106asag + 100agag 20a7ag + 42a§ + 168apaq+
28azaq + 220azaqg + 170azaq9 + 382asaq + 332asay 108asaq+
284agag + 466a%;
(55)
Q3= 20a%,+ 15aj0a; + 38a10a3 Saza; 22a5+ 39%0a; axay
23aza; ai+ 63aj0as llasas 83azas 52ajas  75ai+
70aipas ldazag 78aszag 48azag 148asag 84a2 18ajpas+
10a,a; + 42aza; + 32aja; + 76asa; + 88aga;  20a2 + 88ajpag
Tazas Hdazag 1Sajag  119%sag  134agag + 82a,ag  36as+
T2a;0a9 5%a,aq 302azay 2l1lazas 53%asa, 526agag + 234asag
472aga, 788a3;
(56)
Q.= 32a%, 24ajpa; S6ajpasz+ 6azaz+ 36a; 7T0ajpa;  azast
30aza; + a; 1ldajpas + azas + 78azas + 20aas + 27aZ  120ajpas+t
ldayas + 88azas + 48asa¢ + 84asas + 84aZ + 24ajpa; ldaza; 6daza;
52asa; 80asa; 112aga; + 28a§ 164a,0ag + 2azag + 48aszag + 12azag+
l6asag + 124agag 1l6asag + 36a§ 220aj9a9 + 22aa9 + 208azaqg + 96azas+
196asag + 292agas 204ajag + 176agag + 300a§;
67)
Q5= 4a’,+ 3apa; 2a0a3 azas ldaj+ 3ajpa;  &as  19%say
5a; Sajpas 3azas 47azas  36ajas  39%i  2aj0as 62330
38aszag 32azag 68asag 36a2 + 6ajpa; + 2aa; + 18aza; + 1l6aza;+
28asa; + 24agan 4a§ + 8ajpag 3azasg 30azag 19%azag 5%asag
62agag + 26a;ag 20a§ 40aj0a9 23azag 150azas 119a4as 255asag
230agag + 82aja, 2l6agas 356a:
(58)
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The vehom ogeneous quadratic constraints (53), [54)-(58) fornine unknowns,
characterizing the Intersection of 5 quadrics in the real profctive space of
din ension 8, de ne, In princple, a 4 —param eter fam ily of solutions (put
one ofthese param eters can always be rescaled away) whose param etrization
does not appear to be expressble, in general, In tem s of elem entary func—
tions. The corresponding AN LS equation [2) is asym ptotically S—integrable
at O (*) and should well approxin ate the NLS equation for tin es up to the
o( Y.

W e observe that, in all these quadratic constraints, a, is the only coef-

clent appearing always multiplied by other coe cients (the temm (@ ,)? is
absent); therefore the choice
aj;= az 425 J= 1;:::;10; (59)

corresponding to the AL equation [4), satis es all constraints, as it has to
be. Other lkss trivial explicit solutions of [48),[53),[54)-[58) can also be
constructed, corresponding to the case in which all quadrics degenerate into
pairs of hyperplanes. Here we display the ollow Ing two exam ples:

4
a; = 4dag; a= %; az = 4ag; az= 0; (60)
as = 4as; a;= Qag; ag= as= ap = 0;

a; = 24a9; a,= a3=0; az= as= 8ag; 61)

ag = 10a9; a;= Z2ag; ag= Tag; ap = 6ag;

corresponding, respectively, to the dAN LS equations [12) and [13) presented
in the Introduction, \asym ptotically S—ntegrable" at O ( *). Therefore one
expects that, ©r generic initial data and at tin e scales of O ( ?), the dy—
nam ics according to equations [12) and [13) are good approxin ations of the
dynam ics according to the NLS equation (1), with an error of O (2),attine
scales of O ( *). O f course, these distinguished equations, passing the test
at such a high order, are also good candidates to be S-integrable di erence
equations.

W e nally ocbserve that there is no choice of param eters for which the
dN LS equations [2),[8) and [2),[7) satisfy the above constraints; therefore
these two m odels are not S-integrable at this order (they are not S-integrable
at all) and do not approxin ate wellNLS at tin e scales of O ( 4.
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4 Summ ary ofthe resultsand future perspec—
tives

In this paperwe have proposed an algorithm ic procedure allow ing one: i) to
study the distance between an integrable PDE and any P E discretizing it,
in the an all lattice spacing regin e; ii) to test the (asym ptotic) integrability
propertiesofsuch aP E, and iii) to construct In nitely m any @pproxin ate)
symm etries and conserved quantities for . This m ethod should provide,
In particular, usefiil and concrete nformm ations on how good is a num erical
schem e used to integrate a given integrable PDE.

T he procedure we have proposed, illustrated on the basic prototype ex—
am ple of the nonlinear Schrodinger equation [ll) and of its discretization [2),
consists in the llow ng three steps: i) the construction of the multiscale
expansion of a generic solution of the dNLS [2J) at all orders In , follow—
ng []; i) the application, to such expansion, of the DP integrability test
2,13]; iii) the use the m aln output of such test to construct In nitely m any
approxin ate sym m etries of the dN LS equation [2), through novel form ulas
presented in this paper.

This approach allow s one to study the distance between the integrable
PDE and any P E discretizing it. Supposs, for instance, that the asym ptotic
expansion we construct reads = u+ O ( ); > 0,wherr isa generic
solution of the dNLS [2) and u is the corresponding solution of [1l), then if
theDP test ispassed at O ( ), we conclude that: i) the dynam ics according
to the NLS equation (1) is well approxin ated (with an error of O ( )) by
the dynam ics according to its discretization [2), ortim e scales of O (£ ); ii)
the AN LS equation is asym ptotically integrable up to that order, construct-
Ing is in nitely m any approxin ate sym m etries and constants of m otion In
Involution. On the contrary, if the DP test is not passed at that order, the
dN LS equation isnot integrable and one should expect, at the corresoonding
tin e scale, num erical evidence of nonintegrability and/or chaocs.

W e have carried the above procedure up to the O (?) and we have been
able to isolate the constraints on the coe cients of the AN LS equation ([2)
allow Ing one to pass the test at that order, in both scenarios of S—and C—
Integrability.

N um erical experin ents to test such theoretical ndings are presently un—
der investigation; prelin hary results seem to con m the theoretical predic—
tions contained in this paper [B1].
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W ih the sam e m ethodology and goals, we are presently nvestigating
fam ilies of discretizations of the K orteweg-de Vries and Burgers equations
[B52], other two basic integrable m odels of natural phenom ena. O f course we
also plan to nvestigate discretizations of ntegrable PD E s in which also the
tin e variable is discretized.

5 Appendix

In this Appendix we display, for com pleteness, the long outputs ofthe DP test, obtained
using the algebraic m anipulation program ofM athem atica.
The di erential polynom ialg; in [37) reads:

g7=1 Lhunf+ ]231]411 + Luu @24 Lu*ifu® + Lun® f+
kupFu? + LuZu® + ]gujlfjle+ L Fu® + Loulul+
Lruuuy + Louueus) + Lasuueus) + haBFue + bsuueu®+

llGUUXXu + ]17 Jleuxx + ]-].SUUXX + 1191.1 jlfuxx + :Iﬁouuxxu(?’)+ (62)
BruZuuy + BoUinge F + RahiFus + bau?ug + BsUlyUuxt
]26uuxuxxx + ]27uuxuxxx + ]28 jlfuxxxx + ]29u2uxxxx 7
w here

L= £ b= 237 b=2c L= & k=46 k= Thei b= 1ki;

= 6Lg; b= %(a1+ a+ az DSag+ Tas+ ag+ a; llag+ 13ag+ aip);

Lo = %CZ, L= @ t+a+ az+ az + as 3ag + 5ay 3(@g + ag) + 5aig);

Lo=k3; k3= 1@ +ay+a; DSas+ Tas+ ag+ a7 llag + 13ag+ aig);

L= Sho; ks= Le;

Le= 1QRay ax+2a3 a; as 4@+ aj+ ag+ as+ ai);

Ly = 3i(5(a1+ ay+ as+ as+ as+ ag+ a; + ag) 67ag+ 77as);

Lg = 18(a1+a2+a3+a4+a5 8@st+ az+ ag+ ag + aio))s

Lo=2ho; ko= Z(@+ax+asta; Szt ag+as+ag+ as+ an)); (63)

Li= L@+t ataztastas+asta; 17@8+ ad)+ 19ao);

ko= sl +ax+as) 79@s+ as)+ 1l@s+ a7) 169(s+ ag + aio));

3= 1QRa a+ 23 a; as 4l@s+ar+ ag+ as+ aw))i ka= 2kho;

bs = 1—12(1+a2+a3+a4+a5+9a7 T@e+ ag+ as) + 9aig);

Le= @i+ ax+as+ ao) 17as+ 23as+ 3ag+ 3a;  37ag + 43a9);

Lo = 4i @ + ax + as l4a, + 1l6as + ag + ay 29ag + 3lag + aig);

g = 6i (2ay 3a; + 2a3 3ay 3as 8@g+ ay+ ag+ ag + aig));

bo = %(a1+a2+a6+a7 l4@+ as+ as+ ag+ ag + aip)):

3) (3) (3)

The solution £, 2 P, (1) ofM 4 £ = M',£, where £ = g5 isgiven n [32),[33), exists
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unique and reads

@) _ = . . 2 2 . . Vg

£, =1 upf+ ouniFt sunw BT+ guinFu+ sinFafut
2..3 . 2

6uxu + 7Uxxxx 31:% + 8UxxxxU + 9UxxxUx U + 10UxxxUxU + 1luxxxuxu+ (64)

2 . p L 2 .
12U, U+ 130xx fU+ 14Uxx :uxf +  15UxxUx ’

w here

1= SRy o+a+ds); 2= S@ 26+ 60+ 5);

3= 5@ o+ 3+ 10cs); 4= 5; @0  1lcs + 25¢ + 20cs);

5 1—c2 8y + 5c3 + Ty + 16c5); ¢ = 2—C4(4cz+ G+ o+ 8x); 65)
= S = S5 = L 4 + 3 . - 1 + 2 .

7= % 8= 13i 9= 3@t 3a); 10= 35 Gt 2%);

1= 5Rs+ ) 12= 5062+ 24); 13= 5@+ ot ds);
1= 1500+ 56+ ) 15= 5@+t 3x);

i the follow ing constraint is satis ed
2 c@lop o+ cdd+ 4c)=0 (66)
on the coe cients ¢ y’s de ned in (33). This constraint is equivalent to [45).
f2(5) = f4(3) consequently reads, from [62) and [64):
£ =1 dupnf + dfu® + dsuu®? + u2Fu® + dsun® F+

deunFu2 + dyuZu® + dgupF i, F + doju Fu® + dpuiuZ + diiuugus +

AUt Uy + disuug Ul + dia B F s + disuleu® + diguty,u®+ 67)
d17 g Fuxx + diguud, + diou® Uy + doouukxu® + darufugy + dapuiie, T+

o3 PFusy + doauPusk + dosUlxUnx + 26Ul Unnx + Go7 Ully Uscx +

. 2 .
d28 Jlfuxxxx + d29u Uxxxx 7
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w here

d, = % (ba; + 2a, 4a, ag 13as 13ag + 1llay 10ag 34aq9 + 2a19);
d= 2 d3=2c di= &5 ds= 4g
de = % (95a; + 20a, + 3b5az + 26a, 106as 295ag + 185a; 223ag 487aq+
125a10); dh= L@+ a+as+as+as 3ag+ 5a; 3l@s+ ag)+ Saio);
dg = 1—°2 (lla; + 4a, 5a3 22a; 2as 19+ 13a7; 55ag 1bag 3aig);
dg = diz; dio = % (11la; + 8a, 13az 22a4 10as 19a¢+ 29a7; 5Sbag
3lag + 5aig); dii = 2dy; i = di3z;
diz % @ + ax + as 5a4 + 7as + ag + ay llag + 13a9 + aig);
dig = 1_(:8 (16a; 2a, + as 5ay 29asg 4436 + 4ay 35ag 83a9 1la19);
dis = dig; dhs = %(231 az+ 2a3 as as 4@+ a7+ ag+ ag+ aig));
di7 = == (Bay + 2a; + 5a3 28as+ 32as 13ag+ lla; ag 25a9 + llaig);
dig= =5 (13a; + ap + 13a3 + as + a5 1llag+ 6la; 1llag + ag) + 6laio); (68)
dig = 3—(:6 (11la; + 2a, 19%a3 22ay 34das 196 + 5a7 37ag 6lag 25a19);
dpo = %(a1+ a + ag + ay 5@+ ag+ as + ag+ ag + aig));
dp1 = % (Ra; + 2a, Tas 13a,4 as 4ag + 8a; + 1llag + 35a9 37a10);
dop = ﬁ l4a; ap 46a; ag+ 5% s 1l6ag 1l6a; + 44ag + l6daq+
104a10);
d3= IQRa; ax+2a; as as 4@s+ art+ agt as+ ao)); o = 20ko;
ds= fl1+as as a; ag as au);
d26 = ﬁ (11&1 4a2 + 11a3 4a4 4a5 19(&6 + a;+ ag+ ag + alo));
dp7 = % (@ + az das + ay 9as + ag + aj; + 6ag l4ay 4aig);
drg = 735 (14ay ap+ lda; as as 16+ ay+ ag+ as + ai));
d29 = ﬁ:
T he unique solution £°) = Mqu® 2 Py (1) of equation M ¢£,”) = M, £ reads:
£ =1 1hfut uaBnft suehful+ s2ifu+d sicFpfut
euEwW T+ o BT+ sk BFUF sUeauxFu+t soufhfut
11 Jlxx f }'lfu + 12Uxxx Ux Jlfu + 13uxxxuxL13 + 14uxxu;2(u2+
15U e F T+ 1euauiu® + puiugut pgincFut 1o @ )?utt
20Uxx Jlx :%uz + 21uxxu>24 Jlfr + 22Uxxxxxx Jlfr + 23uxxxxxxu2+ (69)
24Uxxxxx :uf t  25UxxxxxUUx T 26Uxxxx }1X f +  27UxxxxUxxUTt
28 UxxxxUxxU + 29uxxxxu)2; + 30UxxxxUxxU + 31u;z(xxu + 32uxxxuxxux+
33UxxxUxxUx T 32 Pxxx fu + 35 :uxx jzuxx +  36UxxxxxUxUT

37UxxUxxxUx t

. g 2 .
38uxxxx:ufu ’
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1= 563 3cst 3c+ 8x); 2= g—Z(lOcz 5c3 + 10y + 12c5);
2

3= @l 2+ 4o+ 93); 4= i(13c2 5c + 94 + 10cs);

5= S (18 3¢+ ldoy+ 283); o= & (50 o+ 3+ 80s);

7= ﬁ 6, 3c3+ 15¢+ T7c5); g = f (10802 29c3 + 126¢4 + 56¢c5);

9 = 360 36 + Tz + 66c + 52c5); 10 = == (152c2 41cs + 169¢y + 84cs);
11 = % 44c,  Toz+ T9cs + 118cs); 12 = 355 (L6 + Tog + 260 + 6205);

13 = % B8y, + o3+ 6y + 26c3); 14 = 7—C2 B3 7C3 + 21cy + 1l4cs);

15 = % (278 + 1lcs + 276¢4 + 236cs); 16 = 355 B9 + 8cs + 33cy + 68cs);
17 = =05 (22C2 3+ 13 + 16c5); 18 = 720 (158c, + 31cz + 101y + 176c5);
19 = T (12c, 3+ 9y + 44cs); 20 = 120 (16 + T3 + 12¢4 + 42c5);

21 = L (114, 12c3 + 103C4 + 158cs5); 22 = %; 23 = 3::60 H

24 = 755 @3+ 3¢); 25 = 360 (C3 + 4cs); 26 = 720 (18 + 21 + 25¢y);
= == (15 + 13c); 28 = =55 (9c3 + 1la + 12c5);
= (@ + 2c3 + 10c5); 30 = 365 R+ a + 1le);
Aoy + 3¢4); 32 = 720 (50c, + 35c3 + 34c4),
33= == (1l + 17cs + 10cs + 15¢5); 34 = (1lcs + 4cy + 18cs);
(20 + 25 + 1lcy + 20cs);
36 = LO (4C2 + 5C4); 37 = 720 (8C2 + 31C3 + 4C4 + 5005)1

38= 355 @2 <3+ 5c+ ldos);

720

and no additional constraint on the coe cients ¢ §'s appears.
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T he unique solution f4(5) = M,u® 2 Py (3) of equation MA4f2(5) = MA2f4(5) reads

£ =1 unf+ oueBf+ sueu?nd+ alund + s Fund+
6u>2< jlfl'uS + 7Uxxxx 31]4 + 8UxxxUx Jlfru + 9UxxxUx Jlfru + 10u}24x jlfl'l.H’
11j1xxfj—1fu+ 12uxxxulefu+ 13uxxxuxu3 + 14uxxu>2<u2 + 15uxxj—1xfj’lf+
16Uxx U207+ 17ujuxu+ g Fut 10ul 0P+ poUxx I FUP + z1Ukxul T+
22Uxxxxxx :uf + 23uxxxxxxu2 T 24UxxxxxUxU 7+ 25UxxxxxUxUt  26Uxxxx Jlx f+
27UxxxxUxxU + 28UxxxxUxx U + 29uxxxxu)2; + 30UxxxxUxxU + 31u;z(xxu+
32UxxxUxxUx T 33UxxxUxxUx T 34 Jlxxx fu +  35Uxx Jlxxf +  36UxxxxxUxUt
37Uxx UxxxUx t 381'12 Jlfuxxxx + lu}(;;)xx :uf + 2u>(<?;<)xuxu + Bu}(;z()xuxu"'
S WU+ 5U BT+ Ui Ul + 708 U U+ gl U Uy
9u>(<3)uxuxx + lOu}EB)uuxxx + 11u (3)uxxxxu + 12u(3)uxxxux + 131 ® Jlxx fr+
10 P Uy U+ 150D Ul + 16UknxxnU? + 17UkxUx U+ 15Uk U U+

3

3)..2 3) (3) (€]
19uxxux+ 20Ux UxxxU 1 21Ux UxxUx t 22U )uxxxxu+ 234 )uxxxux+

3). 2 3. G) . 3 G) . .
2002+ psu T+ 26Uk uxRFu+ 27ux ux Fus

. 3),.2..2 3) s, 2 3),.2,.2 3 .
260 Fu+ uPuiut+ 5ou® i FpF+ su®uiv?+ puPughFur
G) . 2 2 G) . 3) 3 . 3),.2 4
33Uxx BFU? + 3ux uxPFu+ ssux Puge pFu+ 3uPuinf+
. . . 3) 3
u@ i Fut+ suPunut+ u® P+ quP pfut 4 juauPut

2
3 3
zu,(( Tu+ 3u,(< ' ®

3
;uu®u, + gu

uxu3 + 36U

2 3 . (3)
U+ 2u® U+ supu®@u+ o Fut

3),. 3

. s 3 2 . s
&) Ux Ux t lOJJ(B)fuxx + 11 (u( )) }'lfUH'

(3)
Uxxu+ ou

21 Fnfu+r ) ;
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w here:

1= s5¢ 336d1+ 4(6; 3+ 2cy + 10cs5)dz + 605 R 3+ 2¢ + 4cs)dz+

46c, 33+ 3c+ 2c5)da+ (A + 200 o5+ s 2c2)ds+
c2(14c, 5c3+ 9 + 28c5)di; 2(10c 3.3+ Tog t+ 8cs)dix 4 (6
3c3+ ¢+ 16cs)di3 + 16di4 + 2 (18 Tcz + 1lcy + 30c5)d;s 2 (6

3c3 + 3¢y + 14cs)die 48d; 9 4 (6c 33+ 3¢ + 8c5)dyp + 4( 4o + 3+
2cg + 15c5)dos + 4( 6 + 53+ ¢ 605)das + 32dg l6dg + 420, o3t

Cs+ 4cs)dy) + 82 ( 2dy7 + 4dig + 2dpp + Tdps  Tdpe  Sdag + 16dz9) ;

2= 757 96d; + 10cidp + 4gcsd; 60sdy 2Gds + cR@c; o3+ 6oyt
8c5)di1 2 (2o + 5c¢4)dis 2 (6 33+ ¢4 + 14c5)d;3 + 104d:4 + (18

Tz + 1l + 24cs)dis + 3( 20+ & Ca 4c5)d1g 24d;19 + B4 19+
31cy + 80cs)das + 2( 6+ 5z 5¢4  10cs)dys + 16ds 8dg + 2 R

G+ o+ 4C5)d9) + 4(‘.,2( 2d17 + 4d18 + 2d22 + 13d25 13d26 + d28 + 4d29) ’
3= 4—18 (12d; + 2c5dy + 2¢c4dg + cRasdyp 2csdip + 8dig + 24d:9 + R

G+ ot dcs)dyt 2@ ot ot 5c)daz + 5Q2c o3+ ch)dog)t

8% (dps  Chs + dag  2da9));

4= 737 21601 + 2B + 60y 205)dr + 2(2C3y + 205G + GG + 4Gy
2c2)ds  24csdy (62 3cscs + cucs + 2¢2)ds + o 24di0+ (52c; 193+
9cy + 54cs)dip + 2( T+ 33 8cs + 9¢5)din + 2( 10 + 4 5¢y
22c5)di3 + 28di4 + 2 (33 4oz + 5¢4 + 16c5)dis + 2( 220 + 12c3 18cy
19c5)ds6 102d;9 + (4 10 6cy + 7c5)dyo + (154 58c + 121cy+
199¢5)des + 3( 22 + 18c3 3¢y 2205)dpg + 132dg + (10, 5c¢3 + 5¢+
4c5)dy  16dg + 2(6c,  3cs + 3y + 13cs)dg) + 2¢7 ( 427p7 + 118dhg  8dpr+

17d,, + 54d,s 37dyg + 7dy7 + 193dys + 160dy9)

5= 35 48d1+ 2(3cs  2cy + 4cs)dp + 2040sds + 2( o 6oy + 4cs)dg+

2 E)ds+ c( 8o+ 4l + 4cs)di; + (10c, 7oz + 1lcy + 8cs)dia+
(6c; 303+ 3+ 4cs)diz+ 24d;qs 4Ba ot o+ cs)dis + 4@

2c3+ 3¢y + 3c5)d16+ 16d1g + 4csdyo + 228, 15cs + 6y + 420s)dast
4( 4o+ 3+ 5y 17cs)dog + 8dg + 32dg + ( 200+ &3 < 4cs)dg)+

4% @d;7 + 4dyg  6dpy + 3dps + dog 4dp7  13dhg  4dag)

6= L 124+ 22ds + 2(@  )ds  cosd5+ c@0do + 2 2c
G+ 4cs)diz 4digt 2@+ 265)dis 2( + 5)dig + 8dig + B

2C3 + 7C4 + 8C5)d23 + 2 (10C2 5C3 + 11C4 + 5C5 )d24 + 4d6 + 4d8 )+
2C2( 2d17 + 12d18 2d22 + d25 + 3d26 4d27 + 9d28 + 12d29) 7

7= 57 4014+ 2040p3  50pq + 2c(dps  dpe+ 9chs  200) i
1

8= 37 G GGzt 8dia + 205 + (6 + Tcy)dpz 2G5Cat

8dg + 2c( 2di7 + 8dig + 12dps  2dpe  dp7 + 27dpg 4dzg) ;

o= 55 Cydip + 4014 + 2050hs  2c4che + (Bcs + 4cy)dps  C30p4 + 4ds+t
2c(@dig  2dyy + dys + 9dyg  dy7 + 18dyg) ;

10 = 2—14 2cqdy; 2csdi3 + 8dig + 3c4dpyy Gsdie + 202023 + Cyda3 + 6det
2c(l1lchg dpp + 2dys  2dp7 + 6dzg)



11 = 2_14 2c5d11 2¢4diz + 4dyg + osdis + i + 12dh9 + cudyp + Ay + ot

6Cs)d23 + ( Cq + 2c5)dpg + 2dg + 4c(Chs + 4dox + dps  dog + 13dzs 2dp9)
12= 35 G011+ cachs+ 6dig + C30p3 + 10050p3 + Cachs  4cyCag + 2ds+
2c(dys + dyg + 7dog + 8dyg + 8dyg)

13 = 4dig + Csdiz + 2dig + 20dag + 2¢4dag + 2¢(das + dae + da7 + 8d29)

N}
[ >J>||—I

14= 35 4B+ ¢)din + 8dis + 2@ cy)dis  2c5di6 + (12 + Toy)dast
20504 + 24dg  6csdy + 2¢( 4dp7 + 20d1s 6dy1  2da + 37dps  2dpe+
37d28 + 4dy9) ;

15= 37 Bo+ a)din + Qo+ o)diz + ( 303+ 205)dis + 8dis + (G

dos)dis + (@3 4gy)dis+ B+ 1l + 6cp 4cs)daz+ 4( 3+ ¢
2C5 )d24 + 8d6 4C4d7 + 2Od8 + C4d9 + 4C(4d17 + 8d18 + lld25 + 5d26 7d27+
34dzg  8dz9) ;

16= 75 12d10 2051+ 2R+ o+ 3c5)d12 2@ + og)dis+
4d;4 + 2c,d16 + 6di9 3csdag Qe + Tos)das + A 2c3 + ¢4t

4c5)dyg + 8dg + 2c5dg + 2c(2dy7 + 6d1g + 2dyp + dop 3dys + 26dy6 11dy5
14d,g + 4dy9) ;

1= 2_14 (@ + 3c3)d1;  2c3dis + 2@+ 3 C5)das + 2¢4dpa + 4dgt

(3 2¢y)d7 + 6dg + odg + 4c(dy7 + 2dy1 + 7dzs 4d,7 + 6dyg) ;

18= 35 6d10 20sdi1+ (@ + 3¢+ 605)diz B 3+ 20y)dis+t

6d; 9 3cs5dag R+ Tos)das + Q2o 6c3 + ¢4)dog + 2dg + oy +

8dg + cdg + 2c5dg + 2c(4d;7 + 6dig + 2dyq 3dy; 3dss + 20dy6 5dy7
14dg  20dz9) 5

19= 35 2010+ 2019+ 5o+ (0 + C4)dps + 2c(dhe + oz + 60s) ;

20 = 2—14 24d10 + (@3 + 2c5)dis + 2d13 + ¢pdiz + 12di9 + (3t
3c5)dzg 3c5ds3 (l4c, 33+ Tcy)dog + 4dg + csdg + 2c(2d17

o6d;g + 2dy1 + 7dyp 3dps + 6dye + 9do7 36dy9) ;

21= 2 @+ 605)di + (05 3ci)dis + 18dio + odho + (G + 605 + 1005)ds
4 (3 + cy)dog + 4dg + c4dy + 4dg + 4c(@dy; + dyy + 5dss 2dy6 + 3dy7 + 20dyg
16dsg)

22= %8 a3= L au= Qe+ dag)i 25 = 15 o7 + 2d20);

26 = 75 @c17 + dps + 30pe + d2g)i 27 = 75 (dig + 3das + 2cbs);

28 = 75 @coz + Coo + dog)i 20 = 75 o1 + da7 + 3d9);

30 = 75 (@22 + o7 + 4dpo); 31 = 15 (Bdis + 20gs);

32 = 75 (5017 + 201g + dos + 2026); 33 = 15 17 + 4dpy + 3dp + das + che);
34 = 35 @2 + e+ 2d7); 35 = 15 (17 + dig + 3da1 + 2dz2);

36 = 1—12 (dzs + 3dzg); 37 = 15 (7 + 2dp1 + dpp + 5dp7);

(2d19 + csdaz + C¢ydag + 4c(dag + 3d29));
28

38 =

)
~



Q.
IS
oo

i 2= 13 @i+ 3dp3); 3= 55 @dip + dps);

1= F

4= 15 Bdi1 + 2d1s5 + 2d3); 5= 15 11+ 3ciz + Gp3 + 2ds);

6= 15 iz + 20z + dp3); 7= 55 @dy1 + 3dis);

8= 55 (i1 + 2d1p + dis+ 3dg); 9= 75 a1 + chp + 3dz + do);
10= 55 @2+ do)i 11= L5 1= 5 @15+ 2d9);

(@15 + 2020 + do);  14= & Gao+ do); 15 = B

i 17= 35 G13+ 2024); 18 = 55 (G13 + dig + 4dza);

@13+ 3ca + dy);  20= 35 @iz + die)i 21 = 75 (5dh3 + dig + 2dy);
i 23= 75 Bdis + 4dy); 24 = 15 Rdis + 3dy);

H
o
[ [ore Q.
m|"' w|"'m = I\)|'_'H'\> I\)|'_'N|H
oy I\)b

22
25 = 75 @2 + cldin i+ 9dp3  2d4));

26 = 6dy + 2c4ds  osds + c(Qldy;  dip  diz + 2dis 2dpp + 10dps
8dp4) ;

27= 15 @dy + 205d3  cyds + c(dhy + Tdip + i+ 2015 2dig + 8dk3));
28= 77 8+ 6ds  osds + 2c@chy  2di3+ 1ldis  dig  d20+ 20p3) ;

20= 55 602+ 2(+ o3 205)ds (3 c)ds + 2c(@diy 2dhs + 4dss

2dpg + 2dy3 + d7 + dg)
30 = 2—14 8dy + 2(x + 4cs)ds + (3 4cy)ds + 4c(dpy + dip + diz + 4dss (74)

2d16 + 2dyg + 6d3 4d,4 + 4dg)

31 = 35 @z + ds + 2c(2dip + 2050 + 20z + dy + do));

32 = 2—14 (Ady + 2c5d3 + c4ds + 2c(dis + dig + Tdyo + 2dy3 + 2dy4));
33 = 3 (s + 2c(das + 3d4));

34 = 75 (Bdy + cldy + dip + 7dis + 4dps + 4dzs));

35= 15 (g + iy + dip + cis + 4dka));

36 = o5 12d4 + qds + 2c(2dyy  2dis + 3dis + Tdie  dpo + 60k3  2d4) ;
37 = 2—14 18dy + ods + 4c(3dy;  2dpp + di3 + die + Tdps  8dps + 4dy ;
38 = 57 180y + csds + 4cldy + dy 3y + 4dip + i3+ 2dis  3dp3  10dks) ;

39 = 2_14 (2dg + csds + 2c(dys + die + dao + 2d24));

40 = 1_24 80d, + 2 (6 33+ ¢+ 12¢5)ds + 16ds + (10 53 + 5¢4+
8cs)ds + 8c(3di;  diz  2di3 + 3dis  dig  2dp0 + 2d23  2dp4)

1= 75 8+ 24ds+ R @+ gt 4os)ds + 8c(din  dipt das 20h4)

— ds. — d3. — ds. — ds. — — ds. — ds. = d
1= FF 2= 40 3= G 4= 350 5T 10T &P 6= 355 1= 4
- — G, - c . e . = c .
8= o= 35; 11= 15(d3+ds); 12= ¢+ 4ds); 13= 353+ ds);

i the Pollow ing three sets of constraints are satis ed:

dis dig=ds 2d3= ¢qd3 20d3= dip+ diz  dist+ dyo + daz 2dpg =
do+ dir+ diz 2d7= @ o+ ¢)ds 2(dpn dist die  dyo + 2dx4)C= (75)
@ ot aogto)dst 2z dis dog dy)ec= 05

2 o+ ot 2c5)ds  2dg + 4dpac=  4dy+ (6 3c3t+ 3t 8cs)ds + 8dyac= 0; (76)
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4dip + 2c5d13 2c5dis + 2di9 + Gsdag + G5daz + 2y 4cs)dpgt
2c(2d1g  daz  das + 2dzs  dp7 2dps + 4dy9) = 05

4dyy  2¢dint+ 2@ ot 5)dis+ (Ao + 3¢y)dz + 265dp4 + 2C( 2d17+
4d18 + 2d22 + d25 d26 + l3d28 + 4d29) = O;

2dg (@ 2c)d7 2@ o)dint Qo+t st 2+ o)dis (@ + 3cg)dist
6dig+ ( 3+ 204+ &)+ G o+ 3¢)dzz @A+ o3+ 6¢q)dagt
2c(2dy7 2d7g 4dyq Tdyo dos + 2dye + 11dy7 + 10dgg 20dz9) = O;

4ds+ R+ 23 o 4x)dy 12di0+ @+ 25)di1 (@ 4c+ 9c)dis
4d;4 + G 5c5)d16 + 12d;9 Qo+ 3+ 2¢ 4c5)dpg + (@ + 43+ ¢
o )dys + (6 2c3 + 3¢y 12c5)dyg + ( 8d;7 + 20d;g + 4dyq 14dy, + 10dys+
4dpe + 10dy7 + 44dpg  16dy9) = O;

24d; + 6 (C:% CC)ds + 26 o)ds+ QR+ 2.3 o + 4cs)dy 4dg
52d19 + 2( 4+ 3 G+ 2)d11 + 2+ 3 6cy + 605)d;3 16di4 + 2 (5
G+t O o5 )dig + 62d19 + ( 42+ 2c3 12¢c4 + 5¢5)dog + Qo + 12c3 + 4oy +
13c5)dp3 + (6 1203+ 5cy)dag)c+ 22 ( 16d17 + 50dig + 4dp1 13ds + dos+
20dye + 3dp7 + 52dpg + 4dpg) = O:

The 1rst set of constraints (75) is autom atically satis ed by the param etrizations (33)
and [68), while the second set of two constraints [76) is satis ed by the param etrizations
[33) and [68) and by the O (2) constraint [43). The rem aining ve constraints {71) are
equivalent to the ve quadratic constraints (53),[54)-[58) in the S—integrability scenario
in which [48) holds, and to the linear constraints [11l) in the C -integrability scenario in
which ¢ = 0 (the last constraint is autom atically satis ed by the condition ¢ = 0 and,
In the rem aining constraints, the quadrics degenerate into the hyperplanes described by
equations [11))).
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