arXiv:nlin/0505004v2 [nlin.SI] 3 Feb 2006

Joumalof N onlhearM athem aticalP hysics Volme 13, Number 1l (2006), GO Article

Sym bolic Softw are for the Painleve Test of
N onlinear O rdinary and PartialD i erential
E quations

Douglhs BALDW IN ¥ and W illy HEREMAN Y

¥ D epartm ent of M athem atical and C om puter Sciences, C olrado School of M ines,
Golen, CO 80401, USA
E-m ail: painlevetest? doughscaldw in .com and wherem an@ m ines.edu

Received A pril 22, 2005; A ccepted in Revised Form June 5, 2005

A bstract

The autom ation of the traditional Painleve test in M athem atica is discussed. The
package PainleveTest.m allow s for the testing of polynom ial system s of nonlinear
ordinary and partial di erential equations which 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 of independent or dependent variables. T he package is quite robust
In detem ining all the possble dom inant behaviors of the Laurent series solutions
of the di erential equation. The om ission of valid dom inant behaviors is a com m on
problem in many in plem entations of the Painlve test, and these om issions often
Jead to erroneous resuls. F inally, our package is com pared w ith the other available
In plem entations of the Painleve test.

1 Introduction

Com plktely integrable nonlinear partial di erential equations PDEs) have ram arkable
properties, such as In nitely m any generalized sym m etries, In nitely m any conservation
law s, the Painleve property, Backlind and D arboux transform ations, bilinear form s, and
Lax pairs (cf. 2,11,24,25]). Com plktely integrable equations m odel physically interesting
wave phenom ena in reaction-di usion system s, population and m olecular dynam ics, non-—
Iinear netw orks, chem ical reactions, and waves In m aterial science. By investigating the
com plete Integrability ofa nonlinear PD E, one gains in portant insight into the structure
of the equation and the nature of its solutions.

B roadly speaking, Painleve analysis is the study ofthe singularity structure ofdi eren—
tialequations. Speci cally, a di erentialequation issaid to have the P ainleve property ifall
the m ovabl singularities of all its solutions are poles. T here is strong evidence #8,50,51]
that integrability is closely related to the singularity structure of the solutions ofa di er—
ential equation (cf. [33,38]). For instance, dense branching of solutions around m ovable
singularities has been shown to indicate nonintegrability #9].

At the tum of the nineteenth-century, Painlve [B0] and his colleagues classi ed all the
rational second-order O D E s forw hich allthe solutions are sihgle-valied around allm ovable
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singularities. E quations possessing this property could eitherbe solved In term s ofknown
functions or transform ed into one of the six Painleve equations w hose solutions de ne the
Painleve transcendents. T he Painlve transcendents cannot be expressed in tem s of the
classical transcendental functions, except for special values of their param eters [19].

T he com plex singularity structure of solutions was rst used by K ovalevskaya in 1889
to dentify a new integrable system ofequations for the m otion for a rotating top (cf. [14,
38]). Ninety years later, Ablow itz, Ram ani and Segur ARS) [R,3] and M cLeod and
O Irer R7] formulated the Painleve concture which gives a usefill necessary condition
for determ Ining whether a PDE is solvabl using the Inverse Scattering Transform (IST)
m ethod. Speci cally, the Painleve con gcture asserts that every nonlinear ODE obtained
by an exact reduction of a nonlinear PDE solvable by the IST -m ethod has the Painleve
property. W hilke necessary, the condition is not su cient; In general, most PDEs do
not have exact reductions to nonlinear ODEs and therefore satisfy the concture by
defaul [41]. W eiss, Tabor and Camevale W TC) [44] proposed an algorithm for testing
PDEsdirectly which isanalogoustotheAR S algorithm fortestingOD E s). Fora thorough
discussion of the traditional P ainkeve property, == [1,8,10,13,18,28,31,33,38,39].

T here are num erous m ethods for solving com pltely integrable nonlinear PDEs, for
nstance by explicit transform ations into linear equations or by using the IST -m ethod [11].
R ecently, progress has been m ade using M athem atica and M apke in applying the IST -
m ethod to di cul equations, lncluding the Cam assa-Holn equation R1]. W hilke there
is as yet no system atic way to detemm ine if a di erential equation is solvable using the
IST -m ethod R7], having the Painleve property is a strong indicator that it w illbe.

There are several in plam entations of the Painleve test In various com puter algebra
systam s, ncluding Reduce, M acsym a, M apke and M athem atica. The in plem entations
described in [34,35,37] are lim ited to ODE s, while the In plem entations discussed in [L6,
45{47] allow the testing ofPD E s directly using the W TC algorithm . T he In plem entation
for PDEs written in M athem atica by Herem an et al. [16] is 1im ited to two independent
variables x and t) and is unabl to nd all the dom nant behaviors in system s w ih
undetermm ined exponents ; (as isthe case w ith the H irota-Satsum a system ). O ur package
PainleveTest.m [4]w ritten in M athem atica syntax, allow sthe testing ofpolynom 2lPDEs
(and OD Es) w ith no lm itation on the num ber of di erential equations or the num ber of
Independent variables (except where lin ted by m em ory) . O ur In plem entation also allow s
the testing of di erential equations that have undetermm ined dom inant exponents ; and
that are param eterized by arbitrary functions (or constants). The in plem entations for
PDEswritten in M apk by Xu and Li @5{47] were w ritten after the one presented in this
paper and are com parable to our in plem entation.

T he paper is organized as ollow s: In Section A we review the basics ofP ainleve analysis.
Section [ discusses the W TC algorithm for testing PD E s and uses the K ortew eg-de V ries
K dV) equation and the H irota-Satsum a system of coupled KdV (K dV ) equations to
show the subtleties of the algorithm . W e detail the algorithm s to determm ine the dom inant
behavior, resonances, and constants of integration using a generalized system of coupled
nonlinear Schrodinger (NLS) equations in Section [4. A dditional exam ples are presented
in Section [H to illustrate the capabilities of the software. Section [ com pares our softw are
package to other codesand brie y discussesthe generalizationsoftheW T C algorithm . T he
use of the package PainleveTest.m #] is shown in Section[l. W e draw som e conclusions
and discuss the resuls in Section [§.



92 D Baldwin and W Herem an

2 Painleve A nalysis
Consider a system ofM polynom ialdi erential equations,

Fiw@);ul@)u®@;u® @) =0;  i= 1;2;:::5M ; 1)

able z has com ponents z;;:::;2zy ; and u & (z) = @*u (Z)P=(@Z}fl @2}2<2 I}?@Z denotes the
collection ofm ixed derivative term s oforderk:Letm = Di/i ;M j; wherem ; is the highest
order n each equation. If there are any arbitrary coe cients (constants or analytic func—
tions of z) param eterizing the systam , we assum e they are nonzero. For sin plicity, In the

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

A di erentialequation hasthe P ainleve property ifallthem ovable singularities ofall its
solutions are poles. A singularity ism ovabk if it depends on the constants of integration
of the di erential equation . For instance, the R iccati equation,

wl@z)+ wl@) = 0; 2)
has the general solution w (z) = 1=(z c¢); where c is the constant of integration. Hence,
22) hasam ovabk sin ple pok at z = cbecause it depends on the constant of integration.
Solutions of OD E s can have various kinds of singularities, incluiding branch points and
essential singularities; exam ples of the various types of singularities R3] are shown in
Tabk[l. A s a general property, solutions of linear ODEshave only xed singularities [19].

Sinple xed pol
zwl+ w=0 ) W (z) = =2

Sinple movabk polk
wo+ w?2=0 ) w(z)= 1=z ¢

M ovabl algebraic branch point o
2ww® 1=0 ) wZz)= 2z cC

M ovabl logarithm ic branch point
wP+ w®=0 ) w@=lgk a)to

N on-isolated m ovable essential singularity
A+ w2wP+ 1 2w)w®=0 ) w() =tanfhz+ o)g

Table 1. Exam ples of various types of singularities.

In general, a function of several com plex variables cannot have an isolated singular-
ity R9]. For example, f (z) = 1=z has an isolated singularity at the point z = 0; but
the function f W ;z) = 1=z oftwo com plex variabls, w = u+ iv;z = x + iy; hasa two—
din ensionalm anifold of singularities, nam ely the points (u;v;0;0); In the fourdin ensional
space of these variables. T herefore, we w illde ne a polk of a fiinction of several com plex
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In the orm f (z) = h(z)=g(z); where g and h are both analytic in a region containing

The W TC algorithm considers the singularity structure of the solutions around non-—
characteristic m anifolds of the form g(z) = 0; where g(z) is an analytic function of z =

is determ Ined by g(z) = 0 and u (z) is a solution ofthe PDE, then one assum es a Laurent
series soluition
®
u;(z) = g *(z) Ujx (z)g‘k (z); i= 1;2;:::5M ; 23)
k=0
w here the coe cientsu ;4 (z) are analytic fuinctions of z w ith uj; (z) 6 0 In a neighborhood
ofthem anifold and the ; are integersw ith at least one exponent ; < 0:The requirem ent
that the m anifold g(z) = 0 is non—characteristic, ensures that the expansion [23) is well
de ned in the sense of the C auchyK ovalevskaya theoram [41,43].
Substituting 23) into 1) and equating coe cients of like powers of g (z) determ ines
the possble values of ; and de nes a recursion relation oru;y (z): T he recursion relation
is of the form

T
Qyux = G Uosur;:ii;uxy ;9:2); Ug = @ixiUgxiiisium x) 7 24)

where Q isan M M matrix and T denotes transpose.

For [2Z1l) to passthePainlve test, the series 2.3) should havem 1 arbitrary finctions
as required by the C auchyK ovalevskaya theorem (@sg(z) isthem -th arbitrary function).
If s0, the Laurent series solution corresponds to the general solution of the equation [L].
Them 1 arbitrary functions ujx (z) occur when k is one of the roots of det(Q i) : T hese
rootsr I n &re called resonances. T he resonances are also equalto the Fuchs
indices of the auxiliary equations ofD arboux [7].

Since the W TC algorithm is unable to detect essential singularities, it is only a nec—
essary condition for the PDE to have the Painkve property [6]. W hike rarely done in
practice, su clency is proved by nding a transform ation which linearizes the di eren-
tial equation, yields an autoBacklund transform ation, a Badklund transform ation, or
hodographic transform ation [15] to another di erential equation which has the Painlve
property (see [B,23,33] form ore nform ation).

3 A Igorithm for the Painleve Test

In this section, we outline the W T C algorithm for testing PD E s for the Panleve property.
W e discuss the K ruskal sin pli cation and the Painlve test ofODE s after the threem ain
steps are outlined. Each of these steps is illustrated using both the KdV equation and
the dK dV equations due to H irota and Satsum a. D etails of the three m ain steps of the
algorithm are postponed till Section [.

Step 1 (O eterm ine the dom inant behavior). It is su cient to substiute
u;i(z) = 19 *@); i= 1;2;::5M @d)

where ; isa constant, into [Jl) to determ ine the lading exponents ;: In the resuling
polynom ial system , equating every two orm ore possible lowest exponents of g(z) In each
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equation gives a linear system for ;: The linear system is then solved for ; and each
solution brandh is Investigated. T he traditional Painlve test requires that allthe ; are
Integers and that at least one is negative.

If any of the ; are non-integer in a given brandh, then that branch of the algorithm
term inates. A non-integer ; in plies that som e solutions of [2.Jl) have m ovable algebraic
branch points. O ften, a suitable change of variables in 1) can rem ove the algebraic
branch point. An altemative approach is to use the \weak" Panleve test, which allow s
certain rational ; and resonances; see [13,18,32,33] form ore infom ation.

Ifone ormore ; ram ain undetemm Ined, we assign Integer values to the firee ; so that
every equation in [2ZJJl) has at Jeast two di erent temm s w ith equal Jow est exponents.

For each solution ;; we substitute

u; (z) = uyo )9 * (2); i= 1;2;::5M 5 B2)

into ZJl). W e then solve the (typically) nonlinear equation for ujyp (z); which is found
by balancing the leading tem s. By leading tem s, we m ean those term s w ith the lowest
exponent of g (z) : If any of the solutions contradict the assum ption that u;y (z) 6 0; then
that branch of the algorithm fails the Pannleve test.

Ifany ofthe ; are non-integer, allthe ; are positive, or there is a contradiction w ith
the assum ption that uj (z) 6 0; then that branch of the algorithm temm inates and does
not pass the Painlkve test for that branch.

Step 2 (D eterm ine the resonances) . Foreach ; and ujy (z), we calculate the ry m
for which ujy (z) is an arbitrary function in 23). To do this, we substitute

u; (z) = Ui @)g F @)+ uir @)g T (2) 33)

into [ZJ]), and keep only the Jowest order tem s in g (z) that are linear in uj, : This isdone
by com puting the solutions for r ofdet Q ) = 0; where the M M matrix Q , satis es

Qrur= 0; Ur= (U1 Ugy ::: Uy ,-r)T: (34)

If any of the resonances are non-integer, then the Laurent serdes solutions of [Z.1l) have
a movabl algebraic branch point and the algorithm term inates. If i, is not a posiive
Integer, then the algorithm temm inates; if 3 = L, = %= £ Oand m 1 of
the ujyp (z) found in Step 1 are arbitrary, then [l passes the Painleve test. If ) is
param eterized, the values for ry n I ay depend on the param eters, and hence
restrict the allow able values for the param eters.

There isalways a resonance r= 1 which corresponds to the arbitrariness of g (z); as
such, it is often called the universal resonance. W hen there are negative resonances other
than r = 1; (or, m ore than one resonance equals 1) then the Laurent series solution
is not the general solution and fiurther analysis is needed to detemm ine if [2.0]) passes the
Painleve test. T he perturbative Painleve approach, developed by Conte et al. 9], is one
m ethod for investigating negative resonances.

Step 3 (Find the constants of integration and check com patibility conditions). For the
system to possess the Painleve property, the arbitrariness ofus,, (z) m ust be verd ed up to
the highest resonance level. T his is done by substituting
. Xm
W) =gi@ uy@d @) 3.5)
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into l), where r;; is the Jargest positive integer resonance.

For [Z1l) to have the Painleve property, the M + 1) M augmentedmatrix Q1 x)
must have rank M when k 6 r and rank M s when k = r; where s is the algebraic
multiplicty of r n det@Q,) = 0;1 k Iy ;and Qx and Gy are as de ned in 24).
If the augm ented m atrix Qx5 x) has the correct rank, sole the linear system [24) for

If the linear system [2.4) does not have a solution, then the Laurent serdes solution of
[21l) has a m ovablke logarithm ic branch point and the algorithm temm inates. O ften, when
[220) is param eterized, carefully choosing the param eters w ill resolve the di erence in the
ranksofQy and Qx5 k)

If the algorithm does not term inate, then the Laurent serdes solutions of [21]l) are free
ofm ovable algebraic or logarithm ic branch points and [2Jl) passes the Painleve test.

The Pamnkve test of PDE s is quite cum bersom ; In particular, Step 3 is lengthy and
prone to error when done by hand. To sin plify Step 3, K ruskal proposed a sim pli ca—
tion which now bears his nam e. In the context of the W TC algorithm , it is som etin es
called the W eissK ruskal sin pli cation R0,23]. Them anifold de ned by g(z) = 0 is non—
characteristic, that means g, (z) € 0 for som e 1on them anifold g(z) = 0:By the in plicit
function theorem , we can then locally solve g(z) = 0 for z;; so that

g@)=2z1 h@iiiz11 iZw1iiiiizn )i (3.6)

tion one looses the ability to use the W eiss truncation m ethod [42] to nd a linearising
transform ation, an autoB acklund transform ation, or a Badcklund transfomm ation (see B]).
W hen testing ODEs, [Z3) must be replaced by

®
i@ =g i@ upxd@;  i= 1;2;::5M 3.7)
k=0

where the coe cientsu ;x are constants, g(z) = z  zp; and zg is an arbitrary constant. If
z explicitly occurs in the ODE, then i is (autom atically) replaced by g(z) + zp prior to
Step 1 ofthe test. An exam ple of the Painkve test ofan ODE is given in Section [3.

3.1 The K ortew eg-de V ries equation

To ilustrate the steps of the algorithm , ket us exam Ine the KdV equation [L],
Ug + 6uuy + uzx = 0; 38)

them ost fam ous com plktely integrable PDE from soliton theory. N ote that for sin plicity,
We USe Uix = Uxx x = @u=@x'and gi; = @'g=@x* when i 3:
Substituting [F) into [B8) gives

g9 ' +6 g P +g P 1) ( 2)g+39%x Gkt ] = 0: 3.9)

T he lowest exponents of g (x;t) are 3 and 2 1: Equating these kading exponents
gives = 2:Substiuting [32), u &;t) = up ®;t)g? &;t); mto (F) and requiring that
the kading tem s (n g° (x;t)) balance, gives ug (x;t) = Zgﬁ (x;0):
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Substituting [F3),u x;t) = 292 k09?2 &0+ u, ;097 % (x;1); into [T8) and equat-—
ng the coe cients of the dom nant term s (In g © 5 (x;t)) that are linear In u, (X;t) gives

 6) 4) @+ L)g x;0)°= 0: (3.10)

A ssum ing gy ;t) 6 0; the resonancesof 38) arery = 1;n = 4and r3 = 6:
W e now substiute
X6
ukit) = g &t u &I &)
k=0
= 20, kD97 &t + ur kgt &) + (ait)g’ ;1) (311)

into [B8) and group the tem s of like powers of g (x;t): So, wewillpullo the coe cients
ofgk5 (x;t) at level k: Equating the coe cients of g 4 (x;t) to zero at level k= 1; gives
U1 X;H)a; (it = 205 (X;t)0xx ;D) : Setting ug (x;jt)= 20xx x;t); we get

99 + 30xTF, 4T«
693
at kevelk= 2: S ilarly, at levelk= 3;

up (x;t) = ; (3.12)

g>2<gxt GtTx Ixx T 393xx 49y GxxJ3x + g>2<g4x .

u ;) = 313
3 x;t) = ( )

At evelk= b= 4;we nd
(up)e+ 6fus (Uo)x + Uz U1)x + U1 WU2)x + Vo U3)xg+ (U1)3x = 0; (3.14)

fore, the com patibility condition at levelk = 1, = 4 issatis ed and u4 (x;t) is Indeed arbi-
trary. At levelk = 5; us (x;t) is unam biguously determ ined, but not shown due to length.
Finally, the com patibility condition at level k = r3 = 6 is trivially satis ed when the

at that resonance level.

T herefore, the Laurent serdes solution u (x;t) of [38) in the neighborhood ofg (x;t) = 0
is free of algebraic and logarithm icm ovable branch points. Furthem ore, sihce the Laurent
series solution,

®
ukit) = g2 &t u &ig° &iN); (315)
k=0
has three arbitrary functions, g x;t);us X;t); and ug (X;t); (@s required by the Cauchy—
K ovalevskaya theorem since [3.8) is of third order) it is also the general solution. Hence,
we conclude that [38) passes the Painlkve test.
The W eissK ruskal sin pli cation uses g(x;t) = x h({): Consequently, gy = 1;0xx =
J3x = = 0; and the Laurent series,

uk;t) = g? &0 ui g xib); (3.16)
k=0
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becom es
u(x;t) = _z 3h°<t)+ ug ) ® h)?
’ x h@)? 6 ‘
i ® 3 4
t 570 & R+ usO & hE)t+ (3.17)

where h (t);us (t) and ug (t) are arbitrary.

3.2 The H irota-Satsum a system

To show the subtleties in determ ning the dom inant behavior, consider the K dV equations
due to H irota and Satsum a [L] w ith real param eter a;

ur = a(buuyg + uzx) 2vvy; a> 0; (318)
Ve = 3uvy Vix:

Again, we substitute [3), u&;t) = 19! &;t) and vx;t) = g 2 (x;t); into BI8) and
pullo the lowest exponents ofgx;t): >From the st equation,weget 1 3;2 1 1;
and 2 , 1l:>From the second equation,weget , 3and 1+ , 1l:Hence, 1= 2
from the second equation. Substituting this into the rst equation gives 2:
Substituting [B2) into [BI8) and requiring that at least two leading temn s balance
gvesustwo branches: 1= ,= 2and 1= 2; = l:Thebrancheswih = 2
and , 0 are excluded for they require that either ug x;t) or vy (x;t) is identically zero.
Continuing w ith the two branches and solving for ug (x;t) and vy (x;t) gives

8 8

2 1= 2= 2 2 1= 2;, 2= 1;

, Uo (1) = 492 ®;t); and , Uo &it) = 292 (x;1); (319)
T v (x50 = 2 6ag2 ;1); " vy %;1) arbirary:

Forthebranchwih ;= ,= 2;substituthg B3),

(
u;t) = 492 X;0g? &b+ u 0952 Xib);

< 320
v (x;t) = s 6ags (x;g? &;t) + v ;0972 X;b); 520

into [BI8) and equating to zero the coe cients of the Iowest order temm s in g (x;t) that
are linear in u, and v, gives

P_—
t 4« 5r 18)ag (;t) 12" 6ag; (x;t) &Y o 321
4(c 4) 6ag; ®;t) C 2@ 7Nrg &t Ve &b )
>F rom
det@Q,)= a@+2)@c+ 1)@ 3N 4)@x 6)(kx 8)g§ x;t) = 0; (322)
we obtain the resonancesry = 2;n= 1;r3= 3;r3 = 4;r5s= 6;and rg = 8:
By oconvention, the resonance r; = 2 is gnored since it violates the hypothesis that

gx;t) 2 jsthe dom fnant term in the expansion near g(z) = 0. Furthem ore, this isnot a
principalbranch since the serdeshasonly ve arbitrary functions instead ofthe required six
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(@s the tetm corresponding to resonance r; = 2 does not contribute to the expansion).
T hus, this leads to a particular solution and the general solution m ay stillbem ultivalued.

A s In the previous exam ple, the constants of integration at level k are found by sub-
stituting [E3) into I8) and pulling o the coe cients of g ° (x;t): At levelk = 1;

P—
1lagy &;t) 2 Gagikit)  wkit) | 208G KOG D) oo
2 6ag; (x;t) g (x;t) Vi (X;t) 10 6ag; &;jt)gux (k;t)
and thus,
P—
up (x;t) = 4gxx X;1); vi X;D = 2 6agkx X;9): (324)
At kvelk = 2,
302, (i) Gx X;t) gr (x;t) + 4gax (X;t)
uz (x;t) = > ;
30z (x;0) 5.25)
L+ 2a)g: (&xit)gx (x;0) + dage &Kitgsx (ki) 3ag?, xit)
vy (X;t) = p— :
6ag? (x;t)

T he com patbility conditionsat levelsk = 3= 3andk = ry = 4 aretrivially satis ed. At
velsk = 5and k= 7; ux X;t) and v (x;t) are unam biguously determ ined (not shown).
At resonance kevelsk = r5 = 6 and k = rg = 8; the com patibility conditions require a = %:

Likewise, orthebranch with ;= 2; ,= 1; substiuting 33),

(
u;t) = 292 X092 &b+ u k0952 &Xib);

) 1 (326)
vit) = vo ;09T X0+ ve X097 (X;0);
into [3I8) gives
a+ e 4 6g &t 3vo (DG (it) ur it _ o 5o
0 rc @ 5g &t v &) '
Since
det@Q@,)= a@+ lrex 1 4« 5 6)93 x;t; (328)
the resonancesarer; = 1;m = 0;r3= 1;1ry = 4;r5s = 5;and rg = 6:

Since r, = 0 is a resonance, there must be freedom at level k = r, = 0; indeed,
coe cilent u o x;t) = 2g}2< (¢;t) is unambiguously determ ined but vy (X;t) is arbitrary.
T hen, the constants of integration are found by substituting

(
uk;t) = 292 x;0g9? &iD)+ ul &kiDgl kD) + # it)gt x;0); 529
vxit) = vp (;0g !t (xit) + va (xit) + F g (x;0);

into [I8) and pulling o the coe cients of g ¥° (x;t) in the rst equation and g * ;t)
In the second equation. At kevelk = r3 = 1;
a 0 up X;1) 2agxx (X;1)

= : 3.30
vo ;) 0 vy (x;0) 2vy (X;8)gxx (X710 ( )
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S0, U1 X;t) = 20xx X;t) and v1 (x;t) is arbitrary. At kevelk = 2;

lZagZX 0 Uy 20:9x + 6agf<x VS 8agx Jsx

= i (331)
3V0gx 6g§ V2 VOgt+ 6 (Vl )xgﬁ 3 (VO )xgxx +3 (VO )2xgx+ Vo J3x !

which unam biguously detem ines u, x;t) and vy X;t): Sin ilarly, the coe cients in the
Laurent series solution are unam biguously determm ined at levelk = 3: At resonance level
k= r, = 4;the com patbility condition istrivially satis ed. At resonance levelsk = r5 = 5
and k = rg = 6; the com patdbility conditions requires a = % :

Therefore, [3.18) satis es the necessary conditions for having the Panlve property
when a = %; a fact con m ed by other analyses of com plete integrability [1].

4 Key A lgorithm s

In this section, we present the three key algorithm s In greater detail. To illustrate the
steps we consider a generalization

e + Ugy + (j,1j2 + jff)u+ ax;thu+ cx;v= 0;

4.1)
Ve + vgx + (jsz + ij)v+ bx;t)v+ dx;t)u= 0;
of the coupled nonlinear Schrodinger (NLS) equations (0]
e+ U+ G1F+ FHHu=0;
42)

Ve + Vx + (:ij-l' jl_?I)V: 0:

I (), ax;t);:::;d&;t) are arbitrary com plex functions and  is a real constant pa-—
ram eter. Since all the fiinctions in [£]l) are com plex, we w rite the system as

e+ ugx + QU+ vw)u+ ax;thu+ cx;t)v= 0;
e Uxy u+ vv)u ax;thu cx;t)v= 0; @3)
i + vy + (WW+ uu)v+ bt v+ dx;tu = 0;

e Vkx v+ uu)v b&;t)v dx;tpu= 0;

and treat u;u;v; and v as lndependent com plex finctions. A s is custom ary, the variables
w ith overbars denote com plex conjigates.

4.1 A lgorithm to detemm ine the dom inant behavior

D eterm ining the dom inant behavior of [21]) is delicate and the om ission ofvalid dom fnant
behaviors often leads to erroneous results [33].

Step 1 (Substitute the lading-order ansatz). To determ Ine the valuesof ;; it issu cient
to substitute u; (z) = ig(z) i; nto ), where ; is constant and g(z) is an analytic
function in a neighborhood of the non-characteristic m anifold de ned by g(z) = 0:

Step 2 (Collect exponents and prune non-dom inant branches). T he balance of exponents

must com e from di erent tem sin (2.01) . Foreach equation F; = 0; collect the exponents of
g (z): T hen, ram ove non-dom inant exponents and duplicates (that com e from the sam e term
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in ). Forexample, 1+ 1 isnon-dom lnantand can beremoved from £ ; 1; 1+ 1g
shce ;7 1< 1+ 1:
For [£3), the exponents corresponding to each equation are

Fi: £1 2;2 1+ 2; 1+ 3+ 4g;
Fo: £ 2 25 14+22; 2+ 3+ 497

’ ’ ’ @ 4)
F3: £ 3 2;2 3+ 4; 1+ 2+ 397

Fg: £ 4 25 342 4; 1+ 2+ 497

after duplicates and non-dom inant exponents have been rem oved.

Step 3 (C om bine expressions and com pute relhtions for ;). Foreach F; separately, equate
all possible com binations of two elem ents. T hen, construct relations between the ; by
solving for 1; ,;etc, one at a tin e.

For [£4), we get

Fp: £1 2=2 1+ 2; 1 = 1+ 3+ 4;
2 1+ 2= 1+ 3+ 49 4.5)
) £ 1+ 2= 2; 3+ 4= 2; 1+ 2= 3t 49
ForF,;F3 andFy weagain ndthatf 1+ 2= 2; 3+ 4= 2; 1+ 2= 3+ 49

Step 4 (Combine equations and sole for exponents ;). By combining the sets of expres—
sions in an \outer product" fashion, we generate all the possbl linear equations for ;:
Solving these linear system s, we form a set of allpossible solutions for ;:

For [£3), we have three sets of linear equations

n

1t 2= 2
1+ 2= 2 ) “4.0)
3t g 2;
(
n
1+ 2 2;
3+ 4= 2 ) 4.7)
3t 4= 25
and
n n
1t 2= 3+ 47 ) 1t 2= 3+ 4 2: (4.8)

A though the algorithm treats u;u;v; and v as independent com plex finctions, we
know that 1= 5, and 3= 4 becauseu and v are the com plex conjugates ofu and v:
O urpackage PainleveTest .m can take advantage of such additional inform ation by using
the option DominantBehaviorConstraints —> falpha[l] == alpha[2], alphal[3] ==
alphal[4]g. Usihgthisaddiionalinform ation yieldsthreecases, 1= ,= 3= 4 1
and 1= 2= 1; 3= 4 land 1= 1; 3= 4= 1:

Step 5 (Fix the undeterm ined ;). First, com pute the m ininum values for the unde-
term ned ;: If a m ninum value cannot be detemm ined, then the userde ned value
DominantBehaviorMin is used. If so, the valie of the free ; is counted up to a user
de ned DominantBehaviorMax. If neither of the bounds is set, the software w ill run the
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test for the default values ;= 1; 2 and 3:Formaximal exibiliy, with the option
DominantBehavior one can also run the code for userspeci ed valuesof ;j:An example
is given in Section [A. Th any case, the selected or given dom inant behaviors are checked
for consistency with I).

For [£3), ifwetake 1;:::; 4 < 0;then we are keft wih only one branch

1= 2= 3= 4= 1: 4.9)

Step 6 (Compute the rsttemm s in the Laurent serdes). U sing the values for ;; substitute

ui (z) = uyo (2)g * (2) 4 .10)

into Jl) and solve the resulting (typically) nonlinear equations for uiy (z) using the
assum ption that ui,g (z) 6 0:
For [£3), we nd

8

2 1= 2= 3= 4= 1;

LUt = 260 A+ )t ug i) (4.11)
"okt = 22 &0+ ) vy &iD);

where ug X;t) and vy (X;t) are arbirary functions.
Ifwedonot restrict 1;:::; 4 < 0; then there are contradictions w ith the assum ption

8 8

2 1= 2= 1; 2 1 ;

. 3 3; and . 3; 412)
4 ; 3= 4= 1

4.2 A lgorithm to detemm ine the resonances

Step 1 (Construct m atrix Q ). Substitute

Ui () = uyo ()9 ' @)+ uy @)g T (2) (4.13)
into 2. Then, the (i;7)-th entry of the M M matrix Q, is the coe cients of the
Iinear term s in uy, (z) of the leading termm s in equation F; = 0:

Step 2 (Find the rots of detQ »)) . The resonances are the solutions ofdet@Q ) = 0: If

any of these solutions (in a particular branch) is non-integer, then that branch of the

algorithm term inates since it im plies that som e solutions of [Z.Jl) have m ovable algebraic

branch point. If any of the resonances are rational, then a change of variables in [2.l)

m ay ram ove the algebraic branch point. Such changes are not carried out autom atically.
Forbranch [AI1),

det@Q,)= @ 4@ 32 @+ ) 3r@+ ) 4@ ) P+ 1)
L+ ) ug &ibvg &iDgs ki) (4.14)
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Since the roots of [£14) for r depend on the constant param eter ; wem ust choose values
of so that allthe solutions are Integers before prooceeding. For = 1; the resonances are
rn= lin=1r=1r=0;rx=1r=1r= 3;rg= 4:

W hile taking = 0 also yields all integer resonances, it violates the assum ption that
all the param eters in [21l) are nonzero. A Ilow ing the param eters .n [2]]) to be zero could
cause a falsebalance .n A Igorithm [Al. Thus, Pl) with = 0 should be treated separately.

In this exam ple however, sstting = 0 does not a ect the dom nant behavior and the
resonancesarer; = = l;jry3= 1= 0;r5= rg= 3;and r; = rg= 4:
A though taking = 25=7 leads to rational resonances at ry = rs = 3=2; they are not
easily resolved by a change of variables in [£3). The branches w ith dom inant behavior,
1= 2= 1; ;3 4 3;have resonancesr; = 3 1y = 3+ 2;1r3 = 4 L1y =
4+ 2515 = 1ljre = 0;jr; = 3 and rg = 4: Shce ny;nn < lwhen 3= 4= 3
r;rn;r3 < lwhen 3> 4= 3;and r;:::5;y < 1lwhen 3; 4> 3; these are not

principalbranches and should be Investigated using the perturbative P ainleve approach [O].

4.3 A lgorithm to determ ine the constants of integration and check com —
patibility conditions

Step 1 (G enerate the system for the coe cients ofthe Laurent series at kvelk) . Substitute

Xm
Ui@) =g i@ ux@dJ @ (4.15)
k=0

into 2ZJl) and muliply F; by g i (z); where ; isthe lowest exponent ofg(z) in F;: The
equations for determ ining the coe cients of the Laurent series at level k then arise by

equating to zero the coe cients of g kK (z): These equations, at levelk; are linear in u;x (z)
and depend only on uy;4 (z) and g(z) (and their dervatives) forl i M and 0 J< k:
T hus, the system can be w ritten as

Qyux = G Wosur;iiijuxy ;9;2); (4.16)

where uy = (U1x (2);:::;um % ()7

r

Step 2 (Sole the linear system for the coe clents of the Laurent series). If the rank of
Q equals the rank of the augm ented m atrix Qx5 x); solve [EI8) for the coe cients of
the Laurent series. Ifk = ry; check that rankQy = M s4; where sy is the algebraic
m ultiplicity of the resonance ry in detQ ) = 0:

FrankQy & rank Q15 «); G auss reduce the augm ented m atrix Q x i5 x) to determ ne
the com patibility condition. Ifall the com patibility conditions can be resolved by restrict—
ing the coe cients param eterizing (1), then [l has the Panleve property for those
speci ¢ values. If any of the com patibility conditions cannot be resolved by restricting
the coe cients param eterizing (E1l), then the Laurent serdes solution for this branch has
a m ovable logarithm ic branch point and the algorithm temm nates.
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For [A3) with = 1;theprincipalbranch
8
% 1= 2= 3= 4= 1;
2 1
up xit) = ug KiDfvo &Kibvo (ki) 29% x;D)g; @17

ug X;0);vo X;0) ;v (x;1) arbitrary;

« KK/

n= lin=1rn=1rn=0;r5=1r=1r= 3;r3= 4,

has three com patbility conditions at levelk = 15 = rg = 1y =

conditions require that a, (x;t) = ax X;t) = by X;t)

3: These com patbility
b ;) and ¢ &;t) = dx x;t) = O:
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At levelk = rg = 4; the com patibility condition requiresd (t) = c(t) and
fa a)’+2ily a)h’®ge+ vovo) fb b+ 2ik,  b)h’©gvevo
+2i@ at+b Dbt (o)vo) + ilar ac b+ b)vovg (4.18)
+ 2iae ar)  Exx T axx  bxkx  bx)VoVo  2axx + 6axx  0;

where we have taken g(x;t) = x h (t): Carefil inspection of [II8) reveals that a (x;t) =
b;t): Setting a (x;t) = bx;t) = rx;t) + isx;t); where r x;t) and s x;t) are arbitrary
real functions, [£I8) becom es

2¢° x;t) + s (x;0) + 2ho(t)sX X;t)  Iyx X;L) + 2isgx X;1) 0: 4.19)
Since hO@) is arbirary, it ollow s that s, X;t) = 0: Thus, 5y &;t) = 252 ©) + ) and
upon integration

1

rx;t) = 5f2s2 ©+ LSO’ + 1 Ox+ 1 (O); (4 20)

where ry (t) and r, () are arbitrary functions.
T herefore, the generalized coupled NLS equations,
e+ g+ F+ FHu+ £5°0 + 200+ nOx+ O+ is) u+ cv=0;
Wt Vix + 0T+ FPive £52 0+ 28%00x” + n Ox+ n@© + is) v+ cu= 0;

passes the Pamnlve test, where ry (t);x (£); and s(t) are arbitrary real functions and c(t)
is an arbitrary com plex function.

W hen = 0; the two com patibility conditions at levelk = 1y = s = 3 require that
cx;t) = dx;t) = cx;t) = dx;t) = 0: Sin ilarly, the com patibility conditions at level
k= r; = rg = 4; require that

alkit) = £ ()  2s°(gx’ + 1 (Ox+ () + is©); 421)
where ) (£);r» (£) and s(t) are arbitrary real functions. T herefore,

e+ Uex + pFu+ £5750)  2%0ox’ + i Ox+ )+ is@) u= 0; 422)
passes the Painleve test, a fact con med In [1].

5 A dditional Exam ples

51 A peculiarODE
Considerthe ODE [34]
wu® 3w%H3=o0: 6.1

Substituting ) nto [B) gives ( +2) 2 1) 3g@)*‘ Y = 0:S0, both the tem s in
[El) have the sam e leading exponent, 3(  1):U sing the procedure in Section [41], in Step

5 the software autom atically runs the test forthedefaulkt values = 3; 2;and 1:The
choices = 1and 3 are nocompatble wih the assum ption ug 6 0: T he lading tem
vanishes for = 2 and ug is arbitrary. Substiuting u (z) = ug g2 (z) + ul,.rgI2 (z);we

ndthatr; = 1; = 0;and r3 = 10: T hus, the Laurent serdes solution of [B]l) is
u@) = Uz 2z)* +upl z)°+ ; 52)

where zg;ug9 and u;g are arbitrary constants. Hence, [B.l) passes the Painleve test.
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52 The sine-G ordon equation

C onsider the sine-G ordon equation [1],
Ug + Uygx = sinu: ©63)

U sing the transfom ation v (x;t) = e & ; we obtain a polynom ialdi erential equation

1
VWi + VWex VP VA= 5v(v2 1): 5 4)
The dom inant behavior of [B4) isvx;t) 4( &;0)+ o ®;£))g? (x;t); with resonances
r1 = 1and rp = 2:The Laurent series solution of [B4) is
v=4@G+ 79’ 4Gkt ge)gt + v+ ; (55)

where g (x;t) and v, (x;t) are arbitrary functions. The sineG ordon equation passes the
Pamnleve test and is Indeed com plktely integrable [1].

5.3 The cylindrical K ortew eg-de V ries equation
C onsider the generalized K dV equation,
Ug + 6uuy + Uz + at)u= 0; 5.6)

where a (t) is an arbitrary function param eterizing the equation. T he dom inant behavior
of [(EA) isu (x;1t) 297 x;)g? (x;t); with resonances r; = 1;rp = 4 and r3 = 6:At
levelk = r3 = 6; we obtain the com patibility condition

2a)? + aw)

= 0: G.7)
60x (X;t)

So, [Rf) passes the Painkve test ifa (t) = 2_lt : Tn this case, [B8) reduces to the cylindrical
KdV, which is com plktely integrable as con m ed by other analyses [1].

54 A fth-order generalized K ortew eg-de V ries equation
Consider the generalized fth-order K dV equation,
Ug + aUyUxy + buus, + cuzuX + usx = O; 5.8)

w ith constant param eters a;b; and c: The dom inant behavior of [2.8) is

3¢? (x;t) p ©
C

u x;t) @+ 2b) a? + 4ab+ 4 40c g2 x;t): 5.9)

T he resonances are the roots of
< I
det@Q,)= cr 6)r+ 1) 3 @+ 2b)2 40cRa b 4))

6@+ 20)” + 240c+ (Bb@+ 2b) 86c)r+ 15cr® o’ gl: (5.10)



106 D Baldwin and W Herem an

D eterm ining what values of a;b; and c¢ that Jead to integer roots of [2.10) isdi culk by
hand or w ith a com puter. An investigation of the scaling properties of [R.8) reveals that
only the ratios a=b and ¢ are in portant. Let us consider the weltknown special cases.

Ifwe take a = b and 5c¢c = b2; then [R8) passes the Painleve test wih resonances
rn= 2;p= l;rs=51r=6jrs=12andn = Ll;rn = 2;r3= 3;r3 = 6;r5 = 10:
Taking b= 5; equation [B.8) becom es the com pletely integrable equation

U + Suyuyx + Suusy + 51,121,1X + usx = O; G541)

due to Sawada and K otera [36] and C audrey et al. B].

Ifwe take a = 2b and 10c = 3b2; then [R.8) passes the Painleve test with resonances
rn= 3= li;rs=6;ry=8;rs= 10andn = 1;n = 2;r3= 5;r4 = 6;r5 = 8:For
b= 10; equation [E.8) is a m em ber of the com pletely integrable K dV hierarchy

ur + 10uusy + 20uxUxy + 301,121,1X + usx = 07 5a2)

due to Lax [26].

Ifwe take 2a = 5b and 5c = b2; then [8) passes the Painlve test w ith resonances
rn= T,n= Llirs= 6;ry= 10;rs = 12and n = L;nnb = 3;r35= 51y, = 6;r5 = 7:
W hen b= 10; equation [E8) is the K aupK upershm idt equation [12,17],

ue + 10uusy + 2OuzuX + 25uyuyx + usy = O; (513)

which is also known to be com pletely integrable.

W hile there arem any othervalues fora;b; and ¢; orwhich [E.10) only has integer roots,
but com patibility conditionsprevent [E.8) from having the P ainleve property. For instance,
when a = 2b and 5¢c = 2b¥; the resonances are r; = 1;r, = 0;r3 = 6;ry = 7;r5 = 8:
At levelk = r, = 0; we are forced to take ug X;t) = 3ngx x;t)=b; so the Laurent series
solution is not the general solution and [B8) fails the Painlve test. Sim ilarly, when
7a = 1% and 49c = 9F; we have resonances rn= 1l;np=3andrs= 1= 1r5= 6; 0 the
Laurent series solution is not the general solution and, again [E.8) fails the Painleve test.

6 BriefReview of Symbolic A lgorithm s and Softw are

T here is a variety ofm ethods for testing nonlinear O D Esand PD E s for the P ainleve prop—
erty. W hile theW TC algorithm discussed In this paper is them ost com m on m ethod used
In Painleve analysis, it is not appropriate In all cases. For Instance, there are num erous
com pltely Integrable di erential equations w hich have algebraic branching in their series
solutions; a property that is allow ed by the so-called \weak" Painleve test (see [13,32,33]).
A m ore thorough approach for testing di erential equationsw ith branch points isthe pol—
Pamnlve test (see R2,23]). T he perturbative Painleve test P] was developed to check the
com patibility conditions of negative resonances other than r=  1:

Fortesting O D E s, there are several in plem entations: ODEPAINLEVE developed by R and
and W intemitz B4] in M acsym a is restricted to scalar di erential equations; PTEST .RED
by Renner n Reduce [B5]; and, a Reduce package by Scheen [B7] which in plem ents both
the traditional and the perturbative Painleve tests. For testing PDE s, there are a few
In plem entations. T he package PAINMATH.M by Heram an et al. [16] isunablk to nd allthe
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dom inant behaviors in system s w ith undeterm ined ; and is lin ited to two Independent
variables.

Only the M apk package PDEPtest by Xu and Li [45{47] is com parabl to our package
PainleveTest.m #]. The package PDEPtest was w ritten after our package and allow s
the testing of system s of PDE s (out not OD E s) param eterized by arbitrary functions us-
ing either the traditionalW T C algorithm or the sim pli cation proposed by K ruskal (see
Section ). W hile PDEPtest can nd all the dom inant behaviors in som e system s w ith
undeterm ined ; (such as the H irota-Satsum a system ), it fails to nd the dom inant be-
haviors for system s in which m ore than one ; isundetermm ined (such astheNLS equation,
e+ Uy + 2un¥ = 0; which is com pletely integrable [L]). Furthem ore, PDEPtest requires
that allthe ; are negative, a weakness ofthe in plem entation, since it is standard to allow
som e positive exponents (see equation (2.4) In B3] w ih lading exponents 1 and 1):

7 U sing the Softw are P ackage PainleveTest.m

T he package PainleveTest .mhasbeen tested on both PCsand UN IX work stationsw ith
M athem atica versions 3.0, 4.0,41, 5.0, 5.1, and 6.0 using a test set ofover 50 PDE s and
two dozen ODEs. The BackusN aur form of the function is

M ainFunctioni ! PainleveTest [ quationsi;HF unctionsi;
H ariablesi; 0 ptionsi]
W ptionsi ! Verbose ! 1B ooleani j

KruskalSimplification ! hV ariablei j
DominantBehaviorMin ! IN egative Integeri j
DominantBehaviorMax ! hIntegeri j

DominantBehavior ! HListof Rulesi j
DominantBehaviorConstraints ! hListof C onstraintsi j
DominantBehaviorVerbose ! IR angei j
ResonancesVerbose ! IR angei j
ConstantsOfIntegrationVerbose ! IR angei

B ooli ! True jFalse

Rangei ! 07j1j2 33

hListof Rulesi ! ffalpha[l]! hIntegeri;alphaPR]! hIntegeri;::g; g
hL istof C onstraintsi ! falpha[l]l== alphalR]; g

T he output of the function is

n
D om inant behaviorg; fR esonancesy;

fflL.aurent series coe cientsg; fC om patbility conditionsy ;:::

Ifusing a PC, place the package PainleveTest .m In a directory, say m yD irectory on drive
C . Start a M athem atica notebook session and execute the com m ands:

In[l] = 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],tl+6*u[x,t]*D[ul[x,t],x]+D[ulx,t], {x,3}] = 0},
ul[x, tl, {x,t}, KruskalSimplification —> x]
Out [3] =
n
f 1! 2g;fr ! L;r! 4;r! 6g;
h°()
fo.]_;O ! 2;111,-1 ! 0;111,-2 ! 6 rui1;3 ! O;
h®@) ©

uig ! Cir@®sus ! ju;e ! CoMg;fag

36

The option KruskalSimplification —> x allows one to use gx;t) = x h{) in the
calculation of the constants of integration and in checking the com patibility conditions.

In[4] = PainleveTest[ (* Egq. (2.4) in Ramani et al. [32] *)
{D[x[z], z] == x[z]*(a - x[z] - y[z]),
Dlyl[z], z] == ylz]l*(x[z] - 1)},
{x[z], vI[zl}, {z}, DominantBehaviorMax —> 1 ]
Out [4] =
n
f 1! 1; ! lg;fr ! L;r! 2g;ffuip ! 1;:::g;fa+ 1= 0gg ;
o)
f 4! 1; ! 1g;fr! 1;! Ogyffui,y ! Lyupp ! Cigrfgg

In this exam pl, if the DominantBehaviorMax option was not used, we would wrongly
conclide that the system only passesthePainkvetestwhen a=  1:However, by allow Ing
positive ;; we nd the second branch 1= 1and , = 1; forwhich the system passes
the Painleve test w ithout restricting the value of the param eter a: A tematively, executing

In[5] = PainleveTest[{ D[x[z], z] == x[z]*(a — x[z] - yI[z]),
Dlylz]l, z] == ylz]l*(x[z] - 1)}, {x[z], ylzl}, {z},
DominantBehavior —> {{alpha[l] —> -1, alphal2] —> 1}} ]

would only test the branch with ;1 = 1 and ; = 1l:For an exampl of the option
DominantBehaviorConstraints, see Step 4 of A lgorithm [Z].

T he option Verbose —> True gives a brief trace of the calculations In each ofthe three
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 hilke DominantBehaviorVerbose —> 3 show s the result of nearly every line of code In
the package, allow ing the user to chedk the resuls in the trickiest cases.
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8 D iscussion and C onclusions

O ur softw are package PainleveTest.m is applicable to polynom ial system s of nonlinear
ODEsand PDEs. W hilk the Painlve test does not guarantee com plkte integrability, i
helps in identifying candidate di erential equations for com plete Integrability In a straight—
forward m anner. For di erential equations w ith param eters (hcliding arbitrary finctions
of the Independent variables), our software allow s the user to determ ine the conditions
under which the di erential equations m ay possess the Painleve property. T herefore, by

nding the com patibility conditions, classes of param eterized di erential equations can be
analyzed and candidates for com plte Integrability can be identi ed.

Thedi culty n com pletely autom ating the Painleve test lies in determm ining the dom i+
nant behaviors of the Laurent series solutions; speci cally, determ ining all the valid dom i-
nant behaviorswhen one orm ore ofthe ; areundeterm ined. W hile there are other In ple-
m entations forthe Painleve test, ours is currently the only in plem entation in M athem atica
which allow s the testing of polynom ial system s of nonlinear PD E s w ith no lim itations on
the num ber ofdi erential equations or the num ber of independent variables (exospt where
Iim ited by m em ory).
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