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A bstract

The autom ation ofthe traditionalPainlev�e test in M athem atica is discussed. The

package PainleveTest.m allows for the testing ofpolynom ialsystem s ofnonlinear

ordinary and partialdi�erentialequationswhich m ay be param eterized by arbitrary

functions (or constants). Except where lim ited by m em ory,there is no restriction

on the num ber ofindependent or dependent variables. The package is quite robust

in determ ining allthe possible dom inant behaviors ofthe Laurent series solutions

ofthe di�erentialequation. The om ission ofvalid dom inantbehaviorsis a com m on

problem in m any im plem entations ofthe Painlev�e test, and these om issions often

lead to erroneousresults. Finally,ourpackage is com pared with the otheravailable

im plem entationsofthe Painlev�etest.

1 Introduction

Com pletely integrable nonlinear partialdi�erentialequations (PDEs) have rem arkable

properties,such as in�nitely m any generalized sym m etries,in�nitely m any conservation

laws,the Painlev�e property,B�acklund and Darboux transform ations,bilinearform s,and

Lax pairs(cf.[2,11,24,25]).Com pletely integrableequationsm odelphysically interesting

wave phenom ena in reaction-di�usion system s,population and m oleculardynam ics,non-

linear networks,chem icalreactions,and waves in m aterialscience. By investigating the

com plete integrability ofa nonlinearPDE,onegainsim portantinsightinto thestructure

oftheequation and the natureofitssolutions.

Broadly speaking,Painlev�eanalysisisthestudy ofthesingularity structureofdi�eren-

tialequations.Speci�cally,adi�erentialequation issaid tohavethePainlev�epropertyifall

them ovablesingularitiesofallitssolutionsarepoles.Thereisstrong evidence[48,50,51]

thatintegrability isclosely related to thesingularity structureofthesolutionsofa di�er-

entialequation (cf.[33,38]). For instance,dense branching ofsolutions around m ovable

singularitieshasbeen shown to indicate nonintegrability [49].

Attheturn ofthenineteenth-century,Painlev�e[30]and hiscolleaguesclassi�ed allthe

rationalsecond-orderO DEsforwhich allthesolutionsaresingle-valued around allm ovable
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singularities.Equationspossessing thisproperty could eitherbesolved in term sofknown

functionsortransform ed into oneofthesix Painlev�e equationswhosesolutionsde�nethe

Painlev�e transcendents. The Painlev�e transcendentscannotbe expressed in term softhe

classicaltranscendentalfunctions,exceptforspecialvaluesoftheirparam eters[19].

The com plex singularity structure ofsolutionswas�rstused by K ovalevskaya in 1889

to identify a new integrable system ofequationsforthem otion fora rotating top (cf.[14,

38]). Ninety years later, Ablowitz, Ram aniand Segur (ARS) [2,3]and M cLeod and

O lver [27]form ulated the Painlev�e conjecture which gives a usefulnecessary condition

fordeterm ining whethera PDE issolvable using the Inverse Scattering Transform (IST)

m ethod.Speci�cally,the Painlev�e conjecture assertsthatevery nonlinearO DE obtained

by an exact reduction ofa nonlinear PDE solvable by the IST-m ethod hasthe Painlev�e

property. W hile necessary, the condition is not su�cient; in general, m ost PDEs do

not have exact reductions to nonlinear O DEs and therefore satisfy the conjecture by

default[41]. W eiss,Taborand Carnevale (W TC)[44]proposed an algorithm fortesting

PDEsdirectly(which isanalogoustotheARS algorithm fortestingO DEs).Forathorough

discussion ofthe traditionalPainlev�e property,see [1,8,10,13,18,28,31,33,38,39].

There are num erous m ethods for solving com pletely integrable nonlinear PDEs,for

instanceby explicittransform ationsinto linearequationsorby usingtheIST-m ethod [11].

Recently, progress has been m ade using M athem atica and M aple in applying the IST-

m ethod to di�cult equations,including the Cam assa-Holm equation [21]. W hile there

is as yet no system atic way to determ ine ifa di�erentialequation is solvable using the

IST-m ethod [27],having the Painlev�e property isa strong indicatorthatitwillbe.

There are severalim plem entations ofthe Painlev�e test in various com puter algebra

system s, including Reduce, M acsym a, M aple and M athem atica. The im plem entations

described in [34,35,37]are lim ited to O DEs,while the im plem entationsdiscussed in [16,

45{47]allow thetesting ofPDEsdirectly using theW TC algorithm .Theim plem entation

for PDEs written in M athem atica by Herem an et al.[16]is lim ited to two independent

variables (x and t) and is unable to �nd allthe dom inant behaviors in system s with

undeterm ined exponents�i(asisthecasewith theHirota-Satsum a system ).O urpackage

PainleveTest.m[4]written in M athem atica syntax,allowsthetestingofpolynom ialPDEs

(and O DEs)with no lim itation on the num berofdi�erentialequationsorthe num berof

independentvariables(exceptwherelim ited by m em ory).O urim plem entation also allows

the testing ofdi�erentialequations thathave undeterm ined dom inantexponents�i and

that are param eterized by arbitrary functions (or constants). The im plem entations for

PDEswritten in M aple by Xu and Li[45{47]werewritten aftertheonepresented in this

paperand are com parable to ourim plem entation.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:in Section 2wereview thebasicsofPainlev�eanalysis.

Section 3 discussestheW TC algorithm fortesting PDEsand usestheK orteweg-de Vries

(K dV) equation and the Hirota-Satsum a system ofcoupled K dV (cK dV) equations to

show thesubtletiesofthealgorithm .W edetailthealgorithm sto determ inethedom inant

behavior,resonances,and constantsofintegration using a generalized system ofcoupled

nonlinear Schr�odinger(NLS)equations in Section 4. Additionalexam ples are presented

in Section 5 to illustratethecapabilitiesofthesoftware.Section 6 com paresoursoftware

packagetoothercodesand brieydiscussesthegeneralizationsoftheW TC algorithm .The

useofthe package PainleveTest.m [4]isshown in Section 7.W e draw som e conclusions

and discussthe resultsin Section 8.
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2 Painlev�e A nalysis

Considera system ofM polynom ialdi�erentialequations,

Fi(u(z);u
0(z);u00(z);:::;u(m i)(z))= 0; i= 1;2;:::;M ; (2.1)

wherethedependentvariableu(z)hascom ponentsu1(z);:::;uM (z);theindependentvari-

able z hascom ponentsz1;:::;zN ;and u
(k)(z)= @ku(z)=(@z

k1
1
@z

k2
2
� � � @z

kN
N
)denotesthe

collection ofm ixed derivativeterm soforderk:Letm =
P M

i= 1
m i;wherem iisthehighest

orderin each equation.Ifthereare any arbitrary coe�cients(constantsoranalytic func-

tionsofz)param eterizing thesystem ,weassum ethey arenonzero.Forsim plicity,in the

exam pleswe denote the com ponentsofu(z)by u(z);v(z);w(z);:::;and the com ponents

ofz by x;y;z;:::;t:

A di�erentialequation hasthePainlev�eproperty ifallthem ovablesingularitiesofallits

solutionsare poles.A singularity ism ovable ifitdependson the constantsofintegration

ofthedi�erentialequation.Forinstance,theRiccatiequation,

w
0(z)+ w

2(z)= 0; (2.2)

hasthe generalsolution w(z)= 1=(z� c);where c isthe constantofintegration. Hence,

(2.2)hasam ovablesim plepoleatz = cbecauseitdependson theconstantofintegration.

Solutions ofO DEs can have various kinds ofsingularities,including branch points and

essentialsingularities; exam ples of the various types of singularities [23]are shown in

Table1.Asa generalproperty,solutionsoflinear O DEshaveonly �xed singularities[19].

Sim ple�xed pole

zw 0+ w = 0 ) w(z)= c=z

Sim plem ovable pole

w 0+ w 2 = 0 ) w(z)= 1=(z� c)

M ovable algebraic branch point

2ww 0� 1 = 0 ) w(z)=
p
z� c

M ovable logarithm ic branch point

w 00+ w 02 = 0 ) w(z)= log(z� c1)+ c2

Non-isolated m ovable essentialsingularity

(1+ w 2)w 00+ (1� 2w)w 02 = 0 ) w(z)= tanfln(c1z+ c2)g

Table 1. Exam plesofvarioustypesofsingularities.

In general,a function ofseveralcom plex variables cannot have an isolated singular-

ity [29]. For exam ple,f(z) = 1=z has an isolated singularity at the point z = 0;but

the function f(w;z)= 1=z oftwo com plex variables,w = u + iv;z = x + iy;hasa two-

dim ensionalm anifold ofsingularities,nam ely thepoints(u;v;0;0);in thefour-dim ensional

space ofthese variables.Therefore,we willde�ne a pole ofa function ofseveralcom plex

variables asa point(a1;a2;:::;aN );in whose neighborhood the function can be written
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in the form f(z) = h(z)=g(z);where g and h are both analytic in a region containing

(a1;:::;aN )in itsinterior,g(a1;:::;aN )= 0;and h(a1;:::;aN )6= 0:

The W TC algorithm considers the singularity structure ofthe solutions around non-

characteristic m anifolds ofthe form g(z)= 0;where g(z) is an analytic function ofz =

(z1;z2;:::;zN )in a neighborhood ofthem anifold.Speci�cally,ifthesingularity m anifold

isdeterm ined by g(z)= 0 and u(z)isa solution ofthePDE,then oneassum esa Laurent

seriessolution

ui(z)= g
�i(z)

1X

k= 0

ui;k(z)g
k(z); i= 1;2;:::;M ; (2.3)

wherethecoe�cientsu i;k(z)areanalyticfunctionsofz with ui;0(z)6� 0 in a neighborhood

ofthem anifold and the�iareintegerswith atleastoneexponent�i< 0:Therequirem ent

thatthe m anifold g(z)= 0 isnon-characteristic,ensuresthatthe expansion (2.3)iswell

de�ned in the senseoftheCauchy-K ovalevskaya theorem [41,43].

Substituting (2.3)into (2.1)and equating coe�cientsoflikepowersofg(z)determ ines

thepossiblevaluesof�iand de�nesa recursion relation forui;k(z):Therecursion relation

isofthe form

Q kuk = G k(u0;u1;:::;uk�1 ;g;z); uk = (u1;k;u2;k;:::;uM ;k)
T
; (2.4)

whereQ k isan M � M m atrix and T denotestranspose.

For(2.1)topassthePainlev�etest,theseries(2.3)should havem � 1arbitrary functions

asrequired by theCauchy-K ovalevskaya theorem (asg(z)isthem -th arbitrary function).

Ifso,the Laurentseries solution correspondsto the generalsolution ofthe equation [1].

Them � 1 arbitrary functionsui;k(z)occurwhen k isone ofthe rootsofdet(Q k):These

rootsr1 � r2 � � � � � rm arecalled resonances.Theresonancesarealso equalto theFuchs

indicesofthe auxiliary equationsofDarboux [7].

Since the W TC algorithm is unable to detect essentialsingularities,it is only a nec-

essary condition for the PDE to have the Painlev�e property [6]. W hile rarely done in

practice,su�ciency is proved by �nding a transform ation which linearizes the di�eren-

tial equation, yields an auto-B�acklund transform ation, a B�acklund transform ation, or

hodographic transform ation [15]to another di�erentialequation which has the Painlev�e

property (see [8,23,33]form ore inform ation).

3 A lgorithm for the Painlev�e Test

In thissection,weoutlinetheW TC algorithm fortesting PDEsforthePainlev�eproperty.

W ediscusstheK ruskalsim pli�cation and thePainlev�e testofO DEsafterthethreem ain

steps are outlined. Each ofthese steps is illustrated using both the K dV equation and

the cK dV equations due to Hirota and Satsum a. Details ofthe three m ain steps ofthe

algorithm are postponed tillSection 4.

Step 1 (Determ ine the dom inantbehavior). Itissu�cientto substitute

ui(z)= �ig
�i(z); i= 1;2;:::;M ; (3.1)

where �i isa constant,into (2.1)to determ ine the leading exponents�i:In the resulting

polynom ialsystem ,equating every two orm ore possiblelowestexponentsofg(z)in each
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equation gives a linear system for �i:The linear system is then solved for �i and each

solution branch isinvestigated. The traditionalPainlev�e testrequiresthatallthe �i are

integersand thatatleastone isnegative.

Ifany ofthe �i are non-integer in a given branch,then thatbranch ofthe algorithm

term inates.A non-integer�i im pliesthatsom e solutionsof(2.1)have m ovable algebraic

branch points. O ften,a suitable change ofvariables in (2.1) can rem ove the algebraic

branch point. An alternative approach is to use the \weak" Painlev�e test,which allows

certain rational�i and resonances;see [13,18,32,33]form ore inform ation.

Ifoneorm ore �i rem ain undeterm ined,we assign integervaluesto the free�i so that

every equation in (2.1)hasatleasttwo di�erentterm swith equallowestexponents.

Foreach solution �i;wesubstitute

ui(z)= ui;0(z)g
�i(z); i= 1;2;:::;M ; (3.2)

into (2.1). W e then solve the (typically) nonlinear equation for ui;0(z);which is found

by balancing the leading term s. By leading term s,we m ean those term swith the lowest

exponentofg(z):Ifany ofthe solutionscontradictthe assum ption thatui;0(z)6� 0;then

thatbranch ofthe algorithm failsthe Painlev�e test.

Ifany ofthe�i arenon-integer,allthe�i arepositive,orthereisa contradiction with

the assum ption thatui;0(z)6� 0;then thatbranch ofthe algorithm term inatesand does

notpassthePainlev�e testforthatbranch.

Step 2 (Determ inetheresonances).Foreach �iand ui;0(z),wecalculatether1 � � � � � rm

forwhich ui;r(z)isan arbitrary function in (2.3).To do this,we substitute

ui(z)= ui;0(z)g
�i(z)+ ui;r(z)g

�i+ r(z) (3.3)

into (2.1),and keep only thelowestorderterm sin g(z)thatarelinearin ui;r:Thisisdone

by com puting thesolutionsforr ofdet(Q r)= 0;wheretheM � M m atrix Q r satis�es

Q rur = 0; ur = (u1;r u2;r ::: uM ;r)
T
: (3.4)

Ifany oftheresonancesarenon-integer,then theLaurentseriessolutionsof(2.1)have

a m ovable algebraic branch point and the algorithm term inates. Ifrm is not a positive

integer, then the algorithm term inates; ifr1 = � 1;r2 = � � � = rm = 0 and m � 1 of

the ui;0(z) found in Step 1 are arbitrary,then (2.1) passes the Painlev�e test. If(2.1) is

param eterized,the values for r1 � � � � � rm m ay depend on the param eters,and hence

restrictthe allowable valuesforthe param eters.

There isalwaysa resonance r = � 1 which correspondsto the arbitrarinessofg(z);as

such,itisoften called theuniversalresonance.W hen therearenegative resonancesother

than r = � 1;(or,m ore than one resonance equals � 1)then the Laurentseries solution

isnotthe generalsolution and furtheranalysisisneeded to determ ine if(2.1)passesthe

Painlev�e test. The perturbative Painlev�e approach,developed by Conte etal.[9],isone

m ethod forinvestigating negative resonances.

Step 3 (Find the constants of integration and check com patibility conditions). For the

system to possessthePainlev�eproperty,thearbitrarinessofui;r(z)m ustbeveri�ed up to

the highestresonance level.Thisisdoneby substituting

ui(z)= g
�i(z)

rmX

k= 0

ui;k(z)g
k(z) (3.5)



Sym bolicSoftware forthe Painlev�e Test 95

into (2.1),whererm isthe largestpositive integerresonance.

For(2.1)to have thePainlev�e property,the(M + 1)� M augm ented m atrix (Q kjG k)

m ust have rank M when k 6= r and rank M � s when k = r;where s is the algebraic

m ultiplicity ofr in det(Q r) = 0;1 � k � rm ;and Q k and G k are as de�ned in (2.4).

Ifthe augm ented m atrix (Q kjG k)hasthe correctrank,solve the linear system (2.4)for

u1;k(z);:::;uM ;k(z)and usethe resultsin the linearsystem atlevelk + 1:

Ifthe linearsystem (2.4)doesnothave a solution,then the Laurentseriessolution of

(2.1)hasa m ovable logarithm ic branch pointand thealgorithm term inates.O ften,when

(2.1)isparam eterized,carefully choosing theparam eterswillresolve thedi�erencein the

ranksofQ k and (Q kjG k):

Ifthe algorithm doesnotterm inate,then the Laurentseriessolutionsof(2.1)are free

ofm ovable algebraic orlogarithm ic branch pointsand (2.1)passesthePainlev�e test.

The Painlev�e test ofPDEs is quite cum bersom e;in particular,Step 3 is lengthy and

prone to error when done by hand. To sim plify Step 3,K ruskalproposed a sim pli�ca-

tion which now bears his nam e. In the context ofthe W TC algorithm ,it is som etim es

called the W eiss-K ruskalsim pli�cation [20,23]. Them anifold de�ned by g(z)= 0 isnon-

characteristic,thatm eansgzl(z)6= 0 forsom elon them anifold g(z)= 0:By theim plicit

function theorem ,we can then locally solve g(z)= 0 forzl;so that

g(z)= zl� h(z1;:::;zl�1 ;zl+ 1;:::;zN ); (3.6)

forsom e arbitrary function h:Using (3.6)greatly sim pli�esthe com putation ofthe con-

stantsofintegration ui;k(z1;:::;zl�1 ;zl+ 1;:::;zN ):However,with theK ruskalsim pli�ca-

tion one looses the ability to use the W eiss truncation m ethod [42]to �nd a linearising

transform ation,an auto-B�acklund transform ation,ora B�acklund transform ation (see[8]).

W hen testing O DEs,(2.3)m ustbereplaced by

ui(z)= g
�i(z)

1X

k= 0

ui;k g
k(z); i= 1;2;:::;M ; (3.7)

wherethecoe�cientsu i;k areconstants,g(z)= z� z0;and z0 isan arbitrary constant.If

z explicitly occursin the O DE,then itis(autom atically) replaced by g(z)+ z0 priorto

Step 1 ofthe test.An exam ple ofthe Painlev�e testofan O DE isgiven in Section 5.

3.1 T he K ortew eg-de Vries equation

To illustrate the stepsofthealgorithm ,letusexam ine the K dV equation [1],

ut+ 6uux + u3x = 0; (3.8)

them ostfam ouscom pletely integrablePDE from soliton theory.Notethatforsim plicity,

we useuix = uxx���x = @iu=@xi and gix = @ig=@xi when i� 3:

Substituting (3.1)into (3.8)gives

��
�
gtg

��1 + 6�gxg
2��1 + g��3 [(�� 1)

�
(�� 2)g2x+ 3ggxx

�
gx+ g

2
g3x]

	
= 0: (3.9)

The lowestexponentsofg(x;t)are � � 3 and 2� � 1:Equating these leading exponents

gives� = � 2:Substituting (3.2),u(x;t)= u0(x;t)g
�2 (x;t);into (3.8)and requiring that

the leading term s(in g�5 (x;t))balance,givesu0(x;t)= � 2g2x(x;t):
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Substituting(3.3),u(x;t)= � 2g2x(x;t)g
�2 (x;t)+ ur(x;t)g

r�2 (x;t);into(3.8)and equat-

ing the coe�cients ofthe dom inantterm s (in g r�5 (x;t)) that are linear in ur(x;t) gives

(r� 6)(r� 4)(r+ 1)gx(x;t)
3 = 0: (3.10)

Assum ing gx(x;t)6� 0;the resonancesof(3.8)are r1 = � 1;r2 = 4 and r3 = 6:

W e now substitute

u(x;t)= g
�2 (x;t)

6X

k= 0

uk(x;t)g
k(x;t)

= � 2g2x(x;t)g
�2 (x;t)+ u1(x;t)g

�1 (x;t)+ � � � + u6(x;t)g
4(x;t) (3.11)

into (3.8)and group theterm soflikepowersofg(x;t):So,wewillpullo� thecoe�cients

ofgk�5 (x;t)atlevelk:Equating the coe�cients ofg �4 (x;t) to zero atlevelk= 1;gives

u1(x;t)g
3
x(x;t)= 2g

3
x(x;t)gxx(x;t):Setting u1(x;t)= 2gxx(x;t);we get

u2(x;t)= �
gtg

2
x + 3gxg

2
xx � 4g2xg3x

6g3x
; (3.12)

atlevelk= 2:Sim ilarly,atlevelk= 3;

u3(x;t)=
g2xgxt� gtgxgxx + 3g3xx � 4gxgxxg3x + g2xg4x

6g4x
: (3.13)

Atlevelk = r2 = 4;we �nd

(u1)t+ 6fu3(u0)x + u2(u1)x + u1(u2)x + u0(u3)xg+ (u1)3x = 0; (3.14)

which istrivially satis�ed upon substitution ofthesolutionsofu0(x;t);:::;u3(x;t):There-

fore,thecom patibility condition atlevelk = r2 = 4 issatis�ed and u4(x;t)isindeed arbi-

trary.Atlevelk = 5;u5(x;t)isunam biguously determ ined,butnotshown dueto length.

Finally,the com patibility condition at levelk = r3 = 6 is trivially satis�ed when the

solutions for u0(x;t);:::;u3(x;t) and u5(x;t) are substituted into the recursion relation

atthatresonance level.

Therefore,theLaurentseriessolution u(x;t)of(3.8)in theneighborhood ofg(x;t)= 0

isfreeofalgebraicand logarithm icm ovablebranch points.Furtherm ore,sincetheLaurent

seriessolution,

u(x;t)= g
�2 (x;t)

1X

k= 0

uk(x;t)g
k(x;t); (3.15)

has three arbitrary functions,g(x;t);u4(x;t);and u6(x;t);(as required by the Cauchy-

K ovalevskaya theorem since (3.8)isofthird order)itisalso the generalsolution.Hence,

we conclude that(3.8)passesthe Painlev�e test.

The W eiss-K ruskalsim pli�cation usesg(x;t)= x � h(t):Consequently,gx = 1;gxx =

g3x = � � � = 0;and theLaurentseries,

u(x;t)= g
�2 (x;t)

1X

k= 0

ui;k(t)g
k(x;t); (3.16)
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becom es

u(x;t)= �
2

(x � h(t))2
+
1

6
h
0(t)+ u4(t)(x � h(t))2

+
1

36
h
00(t)(x � h(t))3 + u6(t)(x � h(t))4 + � � � ;(3.17)

whereh(t);u4(t)and u6(t)arearbitrary.

3.2 T he H irota-Satsum a system

Toshow thesubtletiesin determ iningthedom inantbehavior,considerthecK dV equations

dueto Hirota and Satsum a [1]with realparam etera;

ut= a(6uux + u3x)� 2vvx; a > 0;

vt= � 3uvx � v3x:
(3.18)

Again,we substitute (3.1),u(x;t)= �1g
�1(x;t)and v(x;t)= �2g

�2(x;t);into (3.18)and

pullo� the lowestexponentsofg(x;t):>From the �rstequation,we get� 1 � 3;2�1 � 1;

and 2�2 � 1:>From thesecond equation,weget�2 � 3 and �1 + �2 � 1:Hence,�1 = � 2

from thesecond equation.Substituting thisinto the�rstequation gives�2 � � 2:

Substituting (3.2) into (3.18) and requiring that at least two leading term s balance

givesustwo branches:�1 = �2 = � 2 and �1 = � 2;�2 = � 1:Thebrancheswith �1 = � 2

and �2 � 0 areexcluded forthey requirethateitheru0(x;t)orv0(x;t)isidentically zero.

Continuing with thetwo branchesand solving foru0(x;t)and v0(x;t)gives

8
><

>:

�1 = �2 = � 2;

u0(x;t)= � 4g2x(x;t);

v0(x;t)= � 2
p
6ag2x(x;t);

and

8
><

>:

�1 = � 2; �2 = � 1;

u0(x;t)= � 2g2x(x;t);

v0(x;t)arbitrary:

(3.19)

Forthe branch with �1 = �2 = � 2;substituting (3.3),

(

u(x;t)= � 4g2x(x;t)g
�2 (x;t)+ ur(x;t)g

r�2 (x;t);

v(x;t)= � 2
p
6ag2x(x;t)g

�2 (x;t)+ vr(x;t)g
r�2 (x;t);

(3.20)

into (3.18)and equating to zero the coe�cients ofthe lowest orderterm sin g(x;t) that

are linearin ur and vr gives

�
� (r� 4)(r2 � 5r� 18)ag3x(x;t) � 12

p
6ag3x(x;t)

� 4(r� 4)
p
6ag3x(x;t) (r� 2)(r� 7)rg3x(x;t)

� �
ur(x;t)

vr(x;t)

�

= 0: (3.21)

>From

det(Q r)= � a(r+ 2)(r+ 1)(r� 3)(r� 4)(r� 6)(r� 8)g6x(x;t)= 0; (3.22)

we obtain theresonancesr1 = � 2;r2 = � 1;r3 = 3;r4 = 4;r5 = 6;and r6 = 8:

By convention,the resonance r1 = � 2 isignored since itviolates the hypothesisthat

g(x;t)�2 isthedom inantterm in theexpansion nearg(z)= 0.Furtherm ore,thisisnota

principalbranch sincetheserieshasonly �vearbitrary functionsinstead oftherequired six
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(asthe term corresponding to resonance r1 = � 2 doesnotcontribute to the expansion).

Thus,thisleadsto aparticularsolution and thegeneralsolution m ay stillbem ulti-valued.

Asin the previousexam ple,the constants ofintegration atlevelk are found by sub-

stituting (3.5) into (3.18) and pulling o� the coe�cients ofg k�5 (x;t):At levelk = 1;

�
11ag3x(x;t) � 2

p
6ag3x(x;t)

� 2
p
6ag3x(x;t) � g3x(x;t)

� �
u1(x;t)

v1(x;t)

�

=

�
20ag3x(x;t)gxx(x;t)

� 10
p
6ag3x(x;t)gxx(x;t)

�

; (3.23)

and thus,

u1(x;t)= 4gxx(x;t); v1(x;t)= � 2
p
6agxx(x;t): (3.24)

Atlevelk = 2,

u2(x;t)=
3g2xx(x;t)� gx(x;t)

�
gt(x;t)+ 4g3x(x;t)

�

3g2x(x;t)
;

v2(x;t)= �
(1+ 2a)gt(x;t)gx(x;t)+ 4agx(x;t)g3x(x;t)� 3ag2xx(x;t)p

6ag2x(x;t)
:

(3.25)

Thecom patibility conditionsatlevelsk = r3 = 3 and k = r4 = 4 aretrivially satis�ed.At

levelsk = 5 and k = 7;uk(x;t)and vk(x;t)are unam biguously determ ined (notshown).

Atresonancelevelsk = r5 = 6 and k = r6 = 8;thecom patibility conditionsrequirea = 1

2
:

Likewise,forthebranch with �1 = � 2;�2 = � 1;substituting (3.3),

(

u(x;t)= � 2g2x(x;t)g
�2 (x;t)+ ur(x;t)g

r�2 (x;t);

v(x;t)= v0(x;t)g
�1 (x;t)+ vr(x;t)g

r�1 (x;t);
(3.26)

into (3.18)gives

�
� a(r+ 1)(r� 4)(r� 6)g3x(x;t) � 3v0(x;t)gx(x;t)

0 r(r� 1)(r� 5)g3x(x;t)

� �
ur(x;t)

vr(x;t)

�

= 0: (3.27)

Since

det(Q r)= � a(r+ 1)r(r� 1)(r� 4)(r� 5)(r� 6)g6x(x;t); (3.28)

the resonancesare r1 = � 1;r2 = 0;r3 = 1;r4 = 4;r5 = 5;and r6 = 6:

Since r2 = 0 is a resonance, there m ust be freedom at level k = r2 = 0;indeed,

coe�cient u 0(x;t) = � 2g2x(x;t) is unam biguously determ ined but v0(x;t) is arbitrary.

Then,theconstantsofintegration arefound by substituting

(

u(x;t)= � 2g2x(x;t)g
�2 (x;t)+ u1(x;t)g

�1 (x;t)+ � � � + u6(x;t)g
4(x;t);

v(x;t)= v0(x;t)g
�1 (x;t)+ v1(x;t)+ � � � + v6(x;t)g

5(x;t);
(3.29)

into (3.18)and pulling o� thecoe�cientsofg k�5 (x;t)in the�rstequation and gk�4 (x;t)

in the second equation.Atlevelk = r3 = 1;

�
a 0

v0(x;t) 0

� �
u1(x;t)

v1(x;t)

�

=

�
2agxx(x;t)

2v0(x;t)gxx(x;t)

�

: (3.30)
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So,u1(x;t)= 2gxx(x;t)and v1(x;t)isarbitrary.Atlevelk = 2;

�
12ag2x 0

� 3v0gx � 6g3x

� �
u2

v2

�

=

�
2gtgx+ 6ag

2
xx� v

2
0� 8agxg3x

v0gt+ 6(v1)xg
2
x� 3(v0)xgxx+ 3(v0)2xgx+ v0g3x

�

; (3.31)

which unam biguously determ ines u2(x;t) and v2(x;t):Sim ilarly,the coe�cients in the

Laurentseriessolution are unam biguously determ ined atlevelk = 3:Atresonance level

k = r4 = 4;thecom patibility condition istrivially satis�ed.Atresonancelevelsk = r5 = 5

and k = r6 = 6;thecom patibility conditionsrequiresa = 1

2
:

Therefore,(3.18) satis�es the necessary conditions for having the Painlev�e property

when a = 1

2
;a factcon�rm ed by otheranalysesofcom plete integrability [1].

4 K ey A lgorithm s

In this section,we present the three key algorithm s in greater detail. To illustrate the

stepswe considera generalization

iut+ uxx + (juj2 + �jvj
2)u + a(x;t)u + c(x;t)v = 0;

ivt+ vxx + (jvj2 + �juj
2)v+ b(x;t)v+ d(x;t)u = 0;

(4.1)

ofthecoupled nonlinearSchr�odinger(NLS)equations[40]

iut+ uxx + (juj2 + �jvj
2)u = 0;

ivt+ vxx + (jvj2 + �juj
2)v = 0:

(4.2)

In (4.1),a(x;t);:::;d(x;t) are arbitrary com plex functions and � is a realconstant pa-

ram eter.Since allthefunctionsin (4.1)arecom plex,we writethe system as

iut+ uxx + (u�u + �v�v)u + a(x;t)u + c(x;t)v = 0;

i�ut� �uxx � (u�u + �v�v)�u � �a(x;t)�u � �c(x;t)�v = 0;

ivt+ vxx + (v�v+ �u�u)v+ b(x;t)v+ d(x;t)u = 0;

i�vt� �vxx � (v�v+ �u�u)�v� �b(x;t)�v� �d(x;t)�u = 0;

(4.3)

and treatu;�u;v;and �v asindependentcom plex functions.Asiscustom ary,the variables

with overbarsdenote com plex conjugates.

4.1 A lgorithm to determ ine the dom inant behavior

Determ ining thedom inantbehaviorof(2.1)isdelicateand theom ission ofvalid dom inant

behaviorsoften leadsto erroneousresults[33].

Step 1 (Substitute the leading-order ansatz).To determ inethevaluesof�i;itissu�cient

to substitute ui(z) = �ig(z)
�i;into (2.1),where �i is constant and g(z) is an analytic

function in a neighborhood ofthe non-characteristic m anifold de�ned by g(z)= 0:

Step 2 (Collectexponents and prune non-dom inantbranches). Thebalance ofexponents

m ustcom efrom di�erentterm sin (2.1).Foreach equation Fi= 0;collecttheexponentsof

g(z):Then,rem ovenon-dom inantexponentsandduplicates(thatcom efrom thesam eterm
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in (2.1)).Forexam ple,�1 + 1 isnon-dom inantand can berem oved from f�1 � 1;�1 + 1g

since �1 � 1 < �1 + 1:

For(4.3),theexponentscorresponding to each equation are

F1 : f�1 � 2;2�1 + �2;�1 + �3 + �4g;

F2 : f�2 � 2;�1 + 2�2;�2 + �3 + �4g;

F3 : f�3 � 2;2�3 + �4;�1 + �2 + �3g;

F4 : f�4 � 2;�3 + 2�4;�1 + �2 + �4g;

(4.4)

afterduplicatesand non-dom inantexponentshave been rem oved.

Step 3 (Com bineexpressionsand com puterelationsfor�i).Foreach Fiseparately,equate

allpossible com binations oftwo elem ents. Then,construct relations between the �i by

solving for�1;�2;etc.,one ata tim e.

For(4.4),we get

F1 : f�1 � 2= 2�1 + �2;�1 � 2 = �1 + �3 + �4;

2�1 + �2 = �1 + �3 + �4g

) f�1 + �2 = � 2;�3 + �4 = � 2;�1 + �2 = �3 + �4g:

(4.5)

ForF2;F3 and F4 weagain �nd thatf�1 + �2 = � 2;�3 + �4 = � 2;�1 + �2 = �3 + �4g:

Step 4 (Com bine equationsand solve forexponents�i).By com bining thesetsofexpres-

sionsin an \outerproduct" fashion,we generate allthe possible linear equationsfor�i:

Solving these linearsystem s,we form a setofallpossiblesolutionsfor�i:

For(4.3),we have three setsoflinearequations

n

�1 + �2 = � 2 )

(

�1 + �2 = � 2;

�3 + �4 � � 2;
(4.6)

n

�3 + �4 = � 2 )

(

�1 + �2 � � 2;

�3 + �4 = � 2;
(4.7)

and

n

�1 + �2 = �3 + �4; )

n

�1 + �2 = �3 + �4 � � 2: (4.8)

Although the algorithm treats u;�u;v;and �v as independent com plex functions, we

know that�1 = �2 and �3 = �4 because �u and �v are the com plex conjugatesofu and v:

O urpackagePainleveTest.m can takeadvantageofsuch additionalinform ation by using

the option DominantBehaviorConstraints -> falpha[1] == alpha[2], alpha[3] ==

alpha[4]g. Usingthisadditionalinform ation yieldsthreecases,�1 = �2 = �3 = �4 � � 1

and �1 = �2 = � 1;�3 = �4 � � 1 and �1 = �2 � � 1;�3 = �4 = � 1:

Step 5 (Fix the undeterm ined �i). First, com pute the m inim um values for the unde-

term ined �i: If a m inim um value cannot be determ ined, then the user-de�ned value

DominantBehaviorMin is used. Ifso,the value ofthe free �i is counted up to a user

de�ned DominantBehaviorMax.Ifneitherofthe boundsisset,the software willrun the
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testforthe defaultvalues �i = � 1;� 2 and � 3:For m axim alexibility,with the option

DominantBehavior one can also run the code foruser-speci�ed valuesof�i:An exam ple

isgiven in Section 7. In any case,the selected orgiven dom inantbehaviorsare checked

forconsistency with (2.1).

For(4.3),ifwe take �1;:::;�4 < 0;then we are leftwith only onebranch

�1 = �2 = �3 = �4 = � 1: (4.9)

Step 6 (Com pute the �rstterm sin the Laurentseries).Using thevaluesfor�i;substitute

ui(z)= ui;0(z)g
�i(z) (4.10)

into (2.1) and solve the resulting (typically) nonlinear equations for ui;0(z) using the

assum ption thatui;0(z)6� 0:

For(4.3),we �nd

8
><

>:

�1 = �2 = �3 = �4 = � 1;

u0(x;t)= � 2g2x(x;t)(1+ �)�1 �u�1
0
(x;t);

v0(x;t)= � 2g2x(x;t)(1+ �)�1 �v�1
0
(x;t);

(4.11)

where �u0(x;t)and �v0(x;t)are arbitrary functions.

Ifwedo notrestrict�1;:::;�4 < 0;then therearecontradictionswith theassum ption

ui;0(z)6� 0 forallbuttwo possibledom inantbehaviors,

8
><

>:

�1 = �2 = � 1;

�3 � 3;

�4 � 3;

and

8
><

>:

�1 � 3;

�2 � 3;

�3 = �4 = � 1:

(4.12)

4.2 A lgorithm to determ ine the resonances

Step 1 (Constructm atrix Q r).Substitute

ui(z)= ui;0(z)g
�i(z)+ ui;r(z)g

�i+ r(z) (4.13)

into (2.1). Then,the (i;j)-th entry ofthe M � M m atrix Q r is the coe�cients ofthe

linearterm sin uj;r(z)ofthe leading term sin equation Fi= 0:

Step 2 (Find the roots ofdet(Q r)). The resonances are the solutions ofdet(Q r)= 0:If

any ofthese solutions (in a particular branch) is non-integer, then that branch ofthe

algorithm term inatessince itim pliesthatsom e solutionsof(2.1)have m ovable algebraic

branch point. Ifany ofthe resonances are rational,then a change ofvariables in (2.1)

m ay rem ove thealgebraic branch point.Such changesare notcarried outautom atically.

Forbranch (4.11),

det(Q r)= (r� 4)(r� 3)2
�
r
2(1+ �)� 3r(1+ �)� 4(1� �)

	
r
2(r+ 1)

� (1+ �)5�u50(x;t)�v
5
0(x;t)g

8
x(x;t): (4.14)
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Sincetherootsof(4.14)forrdepend on theconstantparam eter�;wem ustchoosevalues

of� so thatallthesolutionsareintegersbeforeproceeding.For� = 1;theresonancesare

r1 = � 1;r2 = r3 = r4 = 0;r5 = r6 = r7 = 3;r8 = 4:

W hile taking � = 0 also yieldsallinteger resonances,itviolates the assum ption that

alltheparam etersin (2.1)arenonzero.Allowing theparam etersin (2.1)to bezero could

causeafalsebalancein Algorithm 4.1.Thus,(2.1)with � = 0should betreated separately.

In this exam ple however,setting � = 0 does not a�ect the dom inant behavior and the

resonancesare r1 = r2 = � 1;r3 = r4 = 0;r5 = r6 = 3;and r7 = r8 = 4:

Although taking � = 25=7 leadsto rationalresonancesatr4 = r5 = 3=2;they are not

easily resolved by a change ofvariables in (4.3). The brancheswith dom inantbehavior,

�1 = �2 = � 1;�3 � �4 � 3;haveresonancesr1 = � �3� 1;r2 = � �3+ 2;r3 = � �4� 1;r4 =

� �4 + 2;r5 = � 1;r6 = 0;r7 = 3 and r8 = 4:Since r1;r2 < � 1 when �3 = �4 = 3;

r1;r2;r3 < � 1 when �3 > �4 = 3;and r1;:::;r4 < � 1 when �3;�4 > 3;these are not

principalbranchesand should beinvestigated usingtheperturbativePainlev�eapproach [9].

4.3 A lgorithm to determ ine the constantsofintegration and check com -

patibility conditions

Step 1 (Generatethesystem forthecoe�cientsoftheLaurentseriesatlevelk).Substitute

ui(z)= g
�i(z)

rmX

k= 0

ui;k(z)g
k(z) (4.15)

into (2.1)and m ultiply Fi by g
� i(z);where i isthe lowestexponentofg(z)in Fi:The

equations for determ ining the coe�cients ofthe Laurent series at levelk then arise by

equating to zero thecoe�cientsofg k(z):Theseequations,atlevelk;are linearin ui;k(z)

and depend only on ui;j(z)and g(z)(and theirderivatives)for1 � i� M and 0 � j< k:

Thus,thesystem can bewritten as

Q kuk = G k(u0;u1;:::;uk�1 ;g;z); (4.16)

whereuk = (u1;k(z);:::;uM ;k(z))
T :

Step 2 (Solve the linear system for the coe�cients ofthe Laurentseries). Ifthe rank of

Q k equalsthe rank ofthe augm ented m atrix (Q kjG k);solve (4.16)forthe coe�cientsof

the Laurent series. Ifk = rj;check that rankQ k = M � sj;where sj is the algebraic

m ultiplicity oftheresonance rj in det(Q r)= 0:

IfrankQ k 6= rank(Q kjG k);G aussreducetheaugm ented m atrix (Q kjG k)to determ ine

thecom patibility condition.Ifallthecom patibility conditionscan beresolved by restrict-

ing the coe�cients param eterizing (2.1),then (2.1) has the Painlev�e property for those

speci�c values. Ifany ofthe com patibility conditions cannot be resolved by restricting

the coe�cientsparam eterizing (2.1),then the Laurentseriessolution forthisbranch has

a m ovable logarithm ic branch pointand the algorithm term inates.
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For(4.3)with � = 1;theprincipalbranch

8
>>>><

>>>>:

�1 = �2 = �3 = �4 = � 1;

u0(x;t)= � �u
�1
0
(x;t)fv0(x;t)�v0(x;t)� 2g2x(x;t)g;

�u0(x;t);v0(x;t);�v0(x;t)arbitrary;

r1 = � 1;r2 = r3 = r4 = 0;r5 = r6 = r7 = 3;r8 = 4;

(4.17)

has three com patibility conditions at levelk = r5 = r6 = r7 = 3:These com patibility

conditionsrequirethatax(x;t)= �ax(x;t)= bx(x;t)= �bx(x;t)and cx(x;t)= dx(x;t)= 0:
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Atlevelk = r8 = 4;thecom patibility condition requiresd(t)= �c(t)and

f(a� �a)2 + 2i(ax � �ax)h
0(t)g(2+ v0�v0)� f(b� �b)2 + 2i(bx � �bx)h

0(t)gv0�v0

+ 2i(a� �a+ b� �b)(v0(�v0)t+ (v0)t�v0)+ i(at� �at� bt+ �bt)v0�v0 (4.18)

+ 2i(at� �at)� (axx + �axx � bxx �
�bxx)v0 �v0 � 2axx + 6�axx � 0;

wherewehave taken g(x;t)= x � h(t):Carefulinspection of(4.18)revealsthata(x;t)=

b(x;t):Setting a(x;t)= b(x;t)= r(x;t)+ is(x;t);where r(x;t)and s(x;t)are arbitrary

realfunctions,(4.18)becom es

2s2(x;t)+ st(x;t)+ 2h0(t)sx(x;t)� rxx(x;t)+ 2isxx(x;t)� 0: (4.19)

Since h0(t) is arbitrary,it follows that sx(x;t) = 0:Thus,rxx(x;t) = 2s2(t)+ s0(t) and

upon integration

r(x;t)=
1

2
f2s2(t)+ s

0(t)gx2 + r1(t)x + r2(t); (4.20)

wherer1(t)and r2(t)are arbitrary functions.

Therefore,the generalized coupled NLS equations,

iut+ uxx + (juj2 + jvj
2)u +

�
fs

2(t)+ 1

2
s
0(t)gx2 + r1(t)x + r2(t)+ is(t)

	
u + c(t)v = 0;

ivt+ vxx + (juj2 + jvj
2)v+

�
fs

2(t)+ 1

2
s
0(t)gx2 + r1(t)x + r2(t)+ is(t)

	
v+ �c(t)u = 0;

passesthe Painlev�e test,where r1(t);r2(t);and s(t)are arbitrary realfunctionsand c(t)

isan arbitrary com plex function.

W hen � = 0;the two com patibility conditions at levelk = r5 = r6 = 3 require that

c(x;t) = d(x;t) = �c(x;t) = �d(x;t) = 0:Sim ilarly,the com patibility conditions at level

k = r7 = r8 = 4;requirethat

a(x;t)= fs
2(t)� 1

2
s
0(t)gx2 + r1(t)x + r2(t)+ is(t); (4.21)

wherer1(t);r2(t)and s(t)are arbitrary realfunctions.Therefore,

iut+ uxx + juj
2
u +

�
fs

2(t)� 1

2
s
0(t)gx2 + r1(t)x + r2(t)+ is(t)

	
u = 0; (4.22)

passesthe Painlev�e test,a factcon�rm ed in [1].

5 A dditionalExam ples

5.1 A peculiar O D E

ConsidertheO DE [34]

u
2
u
000
� 3(u0)3 = 0: (5.1)

Substituting (3.1)into (5.1)gives�(� + 2)(2� � 1)�3g(z)3(��1) = 0:So,both theterm sin

(5.1)havethesam eleading exponent,3(�� 1):Usingtheprocedurein Section 4.1,in Step

5 thesoftwareautom atically runsthetestforthedefaultvalues� = � 3;� 2;and � 1:The

choices � = � 1 and � 3 are incom patible with the assum ption u0 6= 0:The leading term

vanishesfor� = � 2 and u0 isarbitrary.Substituting u(z)= u0g
�2 (z)+ u1;rg

r�2 (z);we

�nd thatr1 = � 1;r2 = 0;and r3 = 10:Thus,the Laurentseriessolution of(5.1)is

u(z)= u0(z� z0)
�2 + u10(z� z0)

8 + � � � ; (5.2)

wherez0;u0 and u10 arearbitrary constants.Hence,(5.1)passesthe Painlev�e test.
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5.2 T he sine-G ordon equation

Considerthesine-G ordon equation [1],

utt+ uxx = sinu: (5.3)

Using thetransform ation v(x;t)= eiu(x;t);weobtain a polynom ialdi�erentialequation

vvtt+ vvxx � v
2
t � v

2
x =

1

2
v(v2 � 1): (5.4)

Thedom inantbehaviorof(5.4)isv(x;t)� 4(g2x(x;t)+ g2t(x;t))g
�2 (x;t);with resonances

r1 = � 1 and r2 = 2:TheLaurentseriessolution of(5.4)is

v = 4(g2x + g
2
t)g

�2
� 4(gxx + gtt)g

�1 + v2 + � � � ; (5.5)

where g(x;t) and v2(x;t) are arbitrary functions. The sine-G ordon equation passes the

Painlev�e testand isindeed com pletely integrable [1].

5.3 T he cylindricalK ortew eg-de Vries equation

Considerthegeneralized K dV equation,

ut+ 6uux + u3x + a(t)u = 0; (5.6)

where a(t)isan arbitrary function param eterizing the equation. The dom inantbehavior

of(5.6)is u(x;t)� � 2g2x(x;t)g
�2 (x;t);with resonances r1 = � 1;r2 = 4 and r3 = 6:At

levelk = r3 = 6;we obtain thecom patibility condition

2a(t)2 + a0(t)

6gx(x;t)
= 0: (5.7)

So,(5.6)passesthePainlev�e testifa(t)= 1

2t
:In thiscase,(5.6)reducesto thecylindrical

K dV,which iscom pletely integrable ascon�rm ed by otheranalyses[1].

5.4 A �fth-order generalized K ortew eg-de Vries equation

Considerthegeneralized �fth-orderK dV equation,

ut+ auxuxx + buu3x + cu
2
ux + u5x = 0; (5.8)

with constantparam etersa;b;and c:Thedom inantbehaviorof(5.8)is

u(x;t)� �
3g2x(x;t)

c

n

(a+ 2b)�
p
a2 + 4ab+ 4b2 � 40c

o

g
�2 (x;t): (5.9)

Theresonancesarethe rootsof

det(Q r)= � c(r� 6)(r+ 1)

�

3
p
(a+ 2b)2 � 40c(2a� b(r� 4))

� 6(a+ 2b)2 + 240c+ (3b(a+ 2b)� 86c)r+ 15cr2 � cr
3

�

g
5
x: (5.10)
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Determ ining whatvaluesofa;b;and cthatlead to integerrootsof(5.10)isdi�cultby

hand orwith a com puter. An investigation ofthe scaling propertiesof(5.8)revealsthat

only the ratiosa=band c=b2 are im portant.Letusconsiderthe well-known specialcases.

Ifwe take a = b and 5c = b2;then (5.8) passes the Painlev�e test with resonances

r1 = � 2;r2 = � 1;r3 = 5;r4 = 6;r5 = 12 and r1 = � 1;r2 = 2;r3 = 3;r4 = 6;r5 = 10:

Taking b= 5;equation (5.8)becom esthe com pletely integrable equation

ut+ 5uxuxx + 5uu3x + 5u2ux + u5x = 0; (5.11)

dueto Sawada and K otera [36]and Caudrey etal.[5].

Ifwe take a = 2b and 10c = 3b2;then (5.8)passesthe Painlev�e testwith resonances

r1 = � 3;r2 = � 1;r3 = 6;r4 = 8;r5 = 10 and r1 = � 1;r2 = 2;r3 = 5;r4 = 6;r5 = 8:For

b= 10;equation (5.8)isa m em berofthecom pletely integrable K dV hierarchy

ut+ 10uu3x + 20uxuxx + 30u2ux + u5x = 0; (5.12)

dueto Lax [26].

Ifwe take 2a = 5b and 5c = b2;then (5.8) passes the Painlev�e test with resonances

r1 = � 7;r2 = � 1;r3 = 6;r4 = 10;r5 = 12 and r1 = � 1;r2 = 3;r3 = 5;r4 = 6;r5 = 7:

W hen b= 10;equation (5.8)istheK aup-K upershm idtequation [12,17],

ut+ 10uu3x + 20u2ux + 25uxuxx + u5x = 0; (5.13)

which isalso known to becom pletely integrable.

W hiletherearem any othervaluesfora;b;and c;forwhich (5.10)onlyhasintegerroots,

butcom patibility conditionsprevent(5.8)from havingthePainlev�eproperty.Forinstance,

when a = 2b and 5c = 2b2;the resonances are r1 = � 1;r2 = 0;r3 = 6;r4 = 7;r5 = 8:

Atlevelk = r2 = 0;we are forced to take u0(x;t)= � 30g2x(x;t)=b;so the Laurentseries

solution is not the generalsolution and (5.8) fails the Painlev�e test. Sim ilarly, when

7a = 19band 49c= 9b2;we have resonancesr1 = � 1;r2 = 3 and r3 = r4 = r5 = 6;so the

Laurentseriessolution isnotthe generalsolution and,again (5.8)failsthe Painlev�e test.

6 B riefR eview ofSym bolic A lgorithm s and Software

Thereisa variety ofm ethodsfortesting nonlinearO DEsand PDEsforthePainlev�eprop-

erty.W hiletheW TC algorithm discussed in thispaperisthem ostcom m on m ethod used

in Painlev�e analysis,itisnotappropriate in allcases. For instance,there are num erous

com pletely integrable di�erentialequationswhich havealgebraic branching in theirseries

solutions;aproperty thatisallowed by theso-called \weak" Painlev�etest(see[13,32,33]).

A m orethorough approach fortestingdi�erentialequationswith branch pointsisthepoly-

Painlev�e test(see[22,23]).TheperturbativePainlev�e test[9]wasdeveloped to check the

com patibility conditionsofnegative resonancesotherthan r= � 1:

Fortesting O DEs,thereareseveralim plem entations:ODEPAINLEVEdeveloped by Rand

and W internitz [34]in M acsym a isrestricted to scalar di�erentialequations;PTEST.RED

by Rennerin Reduce [35];and,a Reduce package by Scheen [37]which im plem entsboth

the traditionaland the perturbative Painlev�e tests. For testing PDEs,there are a few

im plem entations.ThepackagePAINMATH.M by Herem an etal.[16]isunableto �nd allthe
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dom inantbehaviorsin system swith undeterm ined �i and islim ited to two independent

variables.

O nly theM aple package PDEPtest by Xu and Li[45{47]iscom parableto ourpackage

PainleveTest.m [4]. The package PDEPtest was written after our package and allows

the testing ofsystem sofPDEs(butnotO DEs)param eterized by arbitrary functionsus-

ing eitherthe traditionalW TC algorithm orthe sim pli�cation proposed by K ruskal(see

Section 3). W hile PDEPtest can �nd allthe dom inant behaviors in som e system s with

undeterm ined �i (such as the Hirota-Satsum a system ),it fails to �nd the dom inant be-

haviorsforsystem sin which m orethan one�iisundeterm ined (such astheNLS equation,

iut+ uzz+ 2ujuj
2 = 0;which iscom pletely integrable[1]).Furtherm ore,PDEPtest requires

thatallthe�iarenegative,aweaknessoftheim plem entation,sinceitisstandard to allow

som e positive exponents(see equation (2.4)in [33]with leading exponents� 1 and 1):

7 U sing the Software Package PainleveTest.m

ThepackagePainleveTest.m hasbeen tested on both PCsand UNIX work stationswith

M athem atica versions3.0,4.0,4.1,5.0,5.1,and 6.0 using a testsetofover50 PDEsand

two dozen O DEs.TheBackus-Naurform ofthefunction is

hM ainF unctioni ! PainleveTest[hE quationsi;hF unctionsi;

hV ariablesi;hO ptionsi]

hO ptionsi ! Verbose ! hB ooleanij

KruskalSimplification! hV ariableij

DominantBehaviorMin! hN egative Integerij

DominantBehaviorMax! hIntegerij

DominantBehavior! hListofRulesij

DominantBehaviorConstraints! hListofC onstraintsij

DominantBehaviorVerbose! hRangeij

ResonancesVerbose! hRangeij

ConstantsOfIntegrationVerbose! hRangei

hB ooli ! True jFalse

hRangei ! 0 j1j2j3

hListofRulesi ! ffalpha[1]! hIntegeri;alpha[2]! hIntegeri;:::g;:::g

hListofC onstraintsi ! falpha[1]= = alpha[2];:::g

Theoutputofthe function is

n�
fDom inantbehaviorg;fResonancesg;

ffLaurentseriescoe�cientsg;fCom patibility conditionsg
	
;:::

o

Ifusing a PC,placethepackagePainleveTest.min a directory,say m yDirectory on drive

C.Starta M athem atica notebook session and execute the com m ands:

In[1] = SetDirectory["c:\\myDirectory"]; (* Specify the directory *)
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In[2] = Get["PainleveTest.m"] (* Read in the package *)

In[3] = PainleveTest[ (* Test the KdV equation *)

{D[u[x,t],t]+6*u[x,t]*D[u[x,t],x]+D[u[x,t],{x,3}] == 0},

u[x, t], {x,t}, KruskalSimplification -> x]

Out[3] =

n�
f�1 ! � 2g;fr! � 1;r! 4;r! 6g;

ffu1;0 ! � 2;u1;1 ! 0;u1;2 !
h0(t)

6
;u1;3 ! 0;

u1;4 ! C1(t);u1;5 !
h00(t)

36
;u1;6 ! C2(t)g;fgg

	o

The option KruskalSimplification -> x allows one to use g(x;t) = x � h(t) in the

calculation ofthe constantsofintegration and in checking the com patibility conditions.

In[4] = PainleveTest[ (* Eq. (2.4) in Ramani et al. [32] *)

{D[x[z], z] == x[z]*(a - x[z] - y[z]),

D[y[z], z] == y[z]*(x[z] - 1)},

{x[z], y[z]}, {z}, DominantBehaviorMax -> 1 ]

Out[4] =

n�
f�1 ! � 1;�2 ! � 1g;fr! � 1;r! 2g;ffu1;0 ! � 1;:::g;fa+ 1 = 0gg

	
;

�
f�1 ! � 1;�2 ! 1g;fr ! � 1;! 0g;ffu1;0 ! 1;u2;0 ! C1g;fgg

	o

In this exam ple,ifthe DominantBehaviorMax option was not used,we would wrongly

concludethatthesystem only passesthePainlev�etestwhen a = � 1:However,by allowing

positive �i;we �nd the second branch �1 = � 1 and �2 = 1;forwhich the system passes

thePainlev�etestwithoutrestricting thevalueoftheparam etera:Alternatively,executing

In[5] = PainleveTest[{ D[x[z], z] == x[z]*(a - x[z] - y[z]),

D[y[z], z] == y[z]*(x[z] - 1)}, {x[z], y[z]}, {z},

DominantBehavior -> {{alpha[1] -> -1, alpha[2] -> 1}} ]

would only test the branch with �1 = � 1 and �2 = 1:For an exam ple ofthe option

DominantBehaviorConstraints,see Step 4 ofAlgorithm 4.1.

Theoption Verbose -> True givesa brieftraceofthecalculationsin each ofthethree

steps of the algorithm . The options DominantBehaviorVerbose,ResonancesVerbose,

and ConstantsOfIntegrationVerbose allow for a m ore detailed trace of the calcula-

tion. For instance, DominantBehaviorVerbose -> 1 would show the result of substi-

tuting the ansatz,the exponents before and after rem oving non-dom inant powers,etc.

W hile DominantBehaviorVerbose -> 3 shows the resultofnearly every line ofcode in

the package,allowing the userto check theresultsin the trickiestcases.
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8 D iscussion and C onclusions

O ursoftware package PainleveTest.m is applicable to polynom ialsystem s ofnonlinear

O DEs and PDEs. W hile the Painlev�e test does not guarantee com plete integrability,it

helpsin identifyingcandidatedi�erentialequationsforcom pleteintegrability in astraight-

forward m anner.Fordi�erentialequationswith param eters(including arbitrary functions

ofthe independent variables),our software allows the user to determ ine the conditions

underwhich the di�erentialequations m ay possessthe Painlev�e property. Therefore,by

�ndingthecom patibility conditions,classesofparam eterized di�erentialequationscan be

analyzed and candidatesforcom plete integrability can beidenti�ed.

Thedi�culty in com pletely autom ating thePainlev�etestliesin determ ining thedom i-

nantbehaviorsoftheLaurentseriessolutions;speci�cally,determ ining allthevalid dom i-

nantbehaviorswhen oneorm oreofthe�iareundeterm ined.W hilethereareotherim ple-

m entationsforthePainlev�etest,oursiscurrently theonly im plem entation in M athem atica

which allowsthetesting ofpolynom ialsystem sofnonlinearPDEswith no lim itationson

thenum berofdi�erentialequationsorthenum berofindependentvariables(exceptwhere

lim ited by m em ory).
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