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Abstract

In this paper a recursive algorithm is presented for evaluating multi-
variate Padé approximants (of the rectangular type described in the work
of Lutterodt) which is analogous to the Jacobi formula for univariate Padé
approximants. This algorithm is then applied to a (singular) Riccati dif-
ferential equation to generate fast and accurate approximate solutions.
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1 Introduction

Consider a bivariate power series for a function which vanishes at the origin:

f(x, y) =

∞∑
n,m=0

cn,mxnym; c0,0 = 0 (1)

The aim of this paper is to develop recursive algorithms for evaluating diagonal
Padé approximants based on this series. To set the stage for this, we first
consider the special cases of the univariate diagonal Padé approximants in x
and y. Thus, in x we have the (diagonal) [n/n]-Padé approximant for f(x, 0) as
a ratio of polynomials of degree n:

fn,0(x) =
An,0(x)

Bn,0(x)
=

a
(n)
1,0x+ ...+ a

(n)
n,0x

n

1 + b
(n)
1,0x+ ...+ b

(n)
n,0x

n

which agrees with the series for f(x, 0) up to order x2n, i.e.

En,0 = An,0 −Bn,0C2n,0 =

n∑
k=1

e
(n)
2n+kx

2n+k; C2n,0 =

2n∑
k=0

ck,0x
k (2)

One of the most interesting aspects of the diagonal Padé approximants is the
recursion relation between successive numerators and denominators known as
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the Jacobi formula (described in Fair, [4]), i.e. starting with A−1,0 = E−1,0 =
−x−1, B−1,0 = 0 and A0,0 = E0,0 = 0, B0,0 = 1, the subsequent iterates satisfy:

An,0 = (1 + βnx)An−1,0 + αnx
2An−2,0, (3)

Bn,0 = (1 + βnx)Bn−1,0 + αnx
2Bn−2,0, (4)

for n > 0. The case n = 1 is obvious, i.e. α1 = −c1,0, β1 = c1,0. For n > 1 we
subtitute these equations back into (2) to give:

En,0 = (1 + βnx){En−1,0 −Bn−1,0(c2n−1,0x
2n−1 + c2n,0x

2n)} (5)

+αnx
2{En−2,0 −Bn−2,0(c2n−3,0x

2n−3 + c2n−2,0x
2n−2

+c2n−1,0x
2n−1 + c2n,0x

2n)}

The coefficients αn, βn can be found from this, i.e. αn comes from the coefficient
of x2n−1 and βn from the coefficient of x2n:

αn = −
{
e
(n−1)
2(n−1)+1 − b

(n−1)
0,0 c2n−1,0

}/{
e
(n−2)
2(n−2)+1 − b

(n−2)
0,0 c2n−3,0

}
(6)

βn =
{
b
(n−1)
1,0 c2n−1,0 + b

(n−1)
0,0 c2n,0 − e

(n−1)
2(n−1)+2 (7)

+αn

[
b
(n−2)
0,0 c2n−2,0 + b

(n−2)
1,0 c2n−3,0

−e
(n−2)
2(n−2)+2

]}/{
e
(n−1)
2(n−1)+1 − b

(n−1)
0,0 c2n−1,0

}
Similarly, in y we have the [m/m]-Padé approximant for f(0, y), i.e. f0,m(y) =

A
(m)
0,m(y)/B

(m)
0,m(y), following similar recursion relations to (3), (4) with corre-

sponding parameters denoted β∗
m, α∗

m.
Acording to Cuyt, [3], there are several different approaches to defining

(bivariate) Padé approximants for a bivariate power series such as (1). Here we
follow the equation lattice approach as it is simple to relate to the univariate
case and is appropriate for the applications we consider. This involves choosing
index sets in N2

0 (where N0 = {0} ∪ N) for the numerator, denominator, and
equations such that the coefficients are well-defined (see Levin, [9] for an outline
of the general framework). Even within this approach, there are many ways of
choosing such index sets (including the diagonal approximants of Chisolm, [1])
but here we restrict our attention to a couple of definitions of the rectangular
type found in Lutterodt, [10]. Thus, for non-negative integers n,m, the left-
(n,m) Padé approximant is formally defined as fL

n,m(x, y) = [Nn,m/Dn,m]Qn,m

where
Nn,m = Dn,m = {(i, j) : i ≤ n, j ≤ m}

Qn,m = {(i, j) :≤ 0 ≤ i ≤ 2n, j ≤ m} ∪ {(0, j) : m+ 1 ≤ j ≤ 2m}

In practical terms, this means that it may be written as a ratio of the form:

fL
n,m(x, y) =

A
(n,m)
n,0 +A

(n,m)
n,1 y + ...+A

(n,m)
n,m ym

B
(n,m)
n,0 +B

(n,m)
n,1 y + ...+B

(n,m)
n,m ym

(8)
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where A
(n,m)
n,p and B

(n,m)
n,p are polynomials in x of degree n for p = 0, ...,m, i.e.

A
(n,m)
n,p = a

(n,m)
0,p + ...+ a

(n,m)
n,p xn, B

(n,m)
n,p = b

(n,m)
0,p + ...+ b

(n,m)
n,p xn satisfying the

equations

A(n,m)
n,p −B

(n,m)
n,0 C2n,p − ...−B(n,m)

n,p C2n,0 = O(x2n+1); C2n,k =

2n∑
i=0

ci,kx
i (9)

These equations are coupled with the conditions:

a
(n,m)
0,p = a

(m)
0,p , b

(n,m)
0,p = b

(m)
0,p , p = 0, ...,m (10)

where a
(m)
0,p , b

(m)
0,p are the yp coefficients in A

(m)
0,m, B

(m)
0,m respectively. Note that we

can also define a corresponding right-(n,m) Padé approximant using symmetry,
i.e.

fR
n,m(x, y) = (fT )Lm,n(y, x); fT (x, y) = f(y, x) (11)

Both fL
n,m and fR

n,m are special cases of the rectangular scheme found in Lut-
terodt, [10], and are diagonal in the sense that the order of dependence on x
and y in numerator and denominator are identical (but different to the diagonal
Chisolm approximants, [1]). This is a flexible scheme because not only does it
give two approximants to consider for each n, m but also allows one to vary the
order of dependence on x and y independently.

2 Recursive Algorithm

Here is presented a recursive algorithm for generating the left-(n,m) Padé ap-
proximants fL

n,m(x, y) over both n and m. This will also generate the right-

(n,m) Padé approximants fR
n,m(x, y) due to the symmetry of the definition in

(11). In the case m = 0, fL
n,0(x, y) = fn,0(x) is just the [n/n]-Padé approximant

of f(x, 0), to which the univariate Jacobi formulas apply. To facilitate the induc-
tion overm, we first generalise the definition above to allow the seeds of the Padé
approximant b0,1, ..., b0,m (for m > 0) to be scalar unknowns (with b0,0 = 1).
Inductively assuming that the previous polynomials Bn,p = Bn,p[b0,1, ..., b0,p]
(of degree n) for p = 0, ...,m− 1 have been evaluated, we define polynomials

An,m = An,m[b0,1, ..., b0,m] = a
(n)
0,m + a

(n)
1,mx+ ...+ a(n)n,mxn,

Bn,m = Bn,m[b0,1, ..., b0,m] = b
(n)
0,m + b

(n)
1,mx+ ...+ b(n)n,mxn,

both of degree n (the latter with constant component b
(n)
0,m = b0,m) satisfying

the equation:

An,m −Bn,0C2n,m − ...−Bn,m−1C2n,1 −Bn,mC2n,0 = O(x2n+1), (12)

i.e. using the xn+1, ..., x2n equations to solve for the coefficients in Bn,m in
terms of the unknown parameter b0,m, which can then be fed into the x0, ..., xn

3



equations for the coefficients in An,m. It is obvious by construction that using

the values b0,p = b
(m)
0,p for p = 1, ...,m (the yp coefficients in B

(m)
0,m) one recovers

fL
n,m(x, y), i.e.

An,p[b
(m)
0,1 , ..., b

(m)
0,p ] = A(n,m)

n,p , Bn,p[b
(m)
0,1 , ..., b

(m)
0,p ] = B(n,m)

n,p , (13)

for p = 1, ...,m.
The induction over n requires a different approach that is consistent with the

univariate Jacobi formulas in (3), (4). Starting with the initial values A−1,m =
B−1,m = 0 and A0,m = a0,m = c0,m + b0,1c0,m−1 + ...+ b0,m−1c0,1, B0,m = b0,m
we generate subsequent interates according to the following proposition:

Proposition 2.1 The polynomials An,m, Bn,m for n > 0 satisfy recursive re-
lations of the form:

An,m = (1 + βnx)An−1,m + αnx
2An−2,m + Ǎn,m (14)

Bn,m = (1 + βnx)Bn−1,m + αnx
2Bn−2,m + B̌n,m (15)

where

Ǎn,m =

m−1∑
p=0

xβ̌n,m
p An−1,p + x2α̌n,m

p An−2,p, (16)

B̌n,m =

m−1∑
p=0

xβ̌n,m
p Bn−1,p + x2α̌n,m

p Bn−2,p (17)

The coefficients β̌n,m
0 , α̌n,m

0 are given in (20), (21) while β̌n,m
p , α̌n,m

p for p =
1, ...,m− 1 are just copies of previous coefficients in the sense that they satisfy
the identities:

β̌n,m
p = β̌n,m−s

p−s , α̌n,m
p = α̌n,m−s

p−s ; s = 1, ..., p, p = 1, ...,m− 1, (18)

Proof. To justify these rules we consider the error polynomial:

En,m = An,m −Bn,0C2n,m − ...−Bn,mC2n,0,

and aim to show that if An,m, Bn,m are evaluated according to the proposition
then En,m = O(x2n+1), or more specifically

En,m = en,m2n+1x
2n+1 + ...+ en,m3n x3n (19)

Expanding En,m using the rules in (14), (15) and using the starting values of
E−1,m = E0,m = 0 we get:

En,m = (1 + βnx){En−1,m −
m∑

p=0

Bn−1,p(c2n−1,m−px
2n−1 + c2n,m−px

2n)}

+αnx
2{En−2,m −

m∑
p=0

Bn−2,p(c2n−3,m−px
2n−3 + c2n−2,m−px

2n−2

4



+c2n−1,m−px
2n−1 + c2n,m−px

2n)}+ Ǎn,m − B̌n,1C2n,m−1 − ...−−B̌n,mC2n,0

This can be rewritten in the form:

En,m = −(σ̂
(m)
2n−1x

2n−1 + σ̂
(m)
2n x2n) + τ̂n,m2n+1x

2n+1 + ...+ τ̂n,m3n x3n

+Ǎn,m − B̌n,1C2n,m−1 − ...−−B̌n,mC2n,0

where

σ̂
(m)
2n−1 = −en−1,m

2n−1 +

m∑
p=0

(b
(n−1)
0,p c2n−1,m−p + αnb

(n−2)
0,p c2n−3,m−p)

σ̂
(m)
2n = −(en−1,m

2n + βne
n−1,m
2n−1 + αne

n−2,m
2n−2 ) +

m∑
p=0

{b(n−1)
0,p c2n,m−p

+(b
(n−1)
1,p + βnb

(n−1)
0,p )c2n−1,m−p + αn(b

(n−2)
0,p c2n−2,m−p + b

(n−2)
1,p c2n−3,m−p)}

τ̂n,m2n+k = −(en−1,m
2n+k + βne

n−1,m
2n+k−1 + αne

n−2,m
2n+k−2) +

m∑
p=0

b
(n−1)
k+1,pc2n−1,m−p

+b
(n−1)
k,p c2n,m−p + βn(b

(n−1)
k,p c2n−1,m−p + b

(n−1)
k−1,pc2n,m−p)

+αn(b
(n−2)
k+1,pc2n−3,m−p + b

(n−2)
k,p c2n−2,m−p + b

(n−2)
k−1,pc2n−1,m−p + b

(n−2)
k−2,pc2n,m−p)

for k = 1, ..., n. Next expand the remaining terms using the definitions in (16),
(17) and the identities in (18):

Ǎn,m − B̌n,1C2n,m−1 − ...−−B̌n,mC2n,0 = {xβ̌n,m
0 An−1,0 + x2β̌n,m

0 An−2,0}

−{xβ̌n,m
0 Bn−1,0 + x2β̌n,m

0 Bn−2,0}C2n,0 + x{
m−1∑
p=1

β̌n,m
p (En−1,p

−
p∑

s=0

Bn−1,s(c2n−1,p−sx
2n−1 + c2n,p−sx

2n))}+ x2{
m−1∑
p=1

α̌n,m
p (En−2,p

−
p∑

s=0

Bn−2,s(c2n−3,p−sx
2n−3+c2n−2,p−sx

2n−2+c2n−1,p−sx
2n−1+c2n,p−sx

2n))}

= {xβ̌n,m
0 An−1,0 + x2α̌n,m

0 An−2,0} − {xβ̌n,m
0 Bn−1,0 + x2α̌n,m

0 Bn−2,0}C2n,0

−(σ̌
(m)
2n−1x

2n−1 + σ̌
(m)
2n x2n) + τ̌n,m2n+1x

2n+1 + ...+ τ̌n,m3n x3n

where

σ̌
(m)
2n−1 =

m−1∑
p=1

α̌n,m
p {−en−2,p

2n−3 +

p∑
s=0

b
(n−2)
0,s c2n−3,p−s}

5



σ̌
(m)
2n =

m−1∑
p=1

β̌n,m
p {−en−1,p

2n−1 +

p∑
s=0

b
(n−2)
0,s c2n−1,p−s}

+α̌n,m
p {−en−2,p

2n−2 +

p∑
s=0

(b
(n−2)
0,s c2n−2,p−s + b

(n−2)
1,s c2n−3,p−s)}

τ̌n,m2n+k =

m−1∑
p=1

β̌n,m
p {−en−1,p

2n+k−1 +

p∑
s=0

(b
(n−1)
k,s c2n−1,p−s + b

(n−1)
k−1,sc2n,p−s)}

+α̌n,m
p {−en−2,p

2n+k−2 +

p∑
s=0

(b
(n−2)
k+1,sc2n−3,p−s + b

(n−2)
k,s c2n−2,p−s

+b
(n−2)
k−1,sc2n−1,p−s + b

(n−2)
k−2,sc2n,p−s)}

Recombining both parts, we get:

En,m = {xβ̌n,m
0 An−1,0+x2α̌n,m

0 An−2,0}−{xβ̌n,m
0 Bn−1,0+x2α̌n,m

0 Bn−2,0}C2n,0

−(σ
(m)
2n−1x

2n−1 + σ
(m)
2n x2n) + (τ̂n,m2n+1 + τ̌n,m2n+1)x

2n+1 + ...+ (τ̂n,m3n + τ̌n,m3n )x3n

where σ
(m)
2n−1 = σ̂

(m)
2n−1 + σ̌

(m)
2n−1, σ

(m)
2n = σ̂

(m)
2n + σ̌

(m)
2n . As in A, we then write:

σ
(m)
2n−1x

2n−1 + σ
(m)
2n x2n = A(n)[σ

(m)
2n−1, σ

(m)
2n ]−B(n)[σ

(m)
2n−1, σ

(m)
2n ]C2n,0 + ...

Thus, considering the forms of A(n)[σ
(m)
2n−1, σ

(m)
2n ], B(n)[σ

(m)
2n−1, σ

(m)
2n ] given in (35),

(36), it is clear that if we define β̌n,m
0 , α̌n,m

0 as:

β̌n,m
0 = F

(n)
2n−1σ

(m)
2n−1 + F

(n)
2n σ

(m)
2n , (20)

α̌n,m
0 = F

(n−1)
2(n−1)σ

(m)
2n−1, (21)

for n ≥ 1, then (19) follows with

en,m2n+k = τ̂n,m2n+k + τ̌n,m2n+k − τ
(n)
2n+k[σ

(m)
2n−1, σ

(m)
2n ], k = 1, ..., n,

thus confirming that the equations in (12) are satisfied. □
For the induction over n the coefficients in {An,p}, {Bn,p} for p = 0, ...,m

can be stored as matrices and generated simultaneously according to the propo-
sition. It is also useful to store the parameters {α̌k,p

0 }, {β̌k,p
0 } as matrices (for

k = 1, ..., n, p = 1, ...,m) to assist with the induction over m. For example,
evaluating the parameters according to (20), (21) in the case n = 1:

β̌1,m
0 =

−1

c1,0
{c2,m + c1,0c1,m + β̌1,m

1 c1,1 + ...+ β̌1,m
m−1c1,m−1}, (22)

α̌1,m
0 = ĉ

(m)
1 = b0,0c1,m + ...+ b0,mc1,0, (23)

6



one can use the rules β̌1,m
p = β̌1,m−p

0 for p < m. These parameters can also be

used to evaluate A1,m = a0,m + a
(1)
1,mx, B1,m = b0,m + b

(1)
1,mx, where

a
(1)
1,m = α̌1,m

0 + β̌1,m
1 a0,1 + ...+ β̌1,m

m−1a0,m−1 + β1a0,m (24)

b
(1)
1,m = β̌1,m

0 + β̌1,m
1 b0,1 + ...+ β̌1,m

m−1b0,m−1 + β1b0,m (25)

Given the form of β̌1,m
0 , α̌1,m

0 in (22), (23), it is clear that both a
(1)
1,m and b

(1)
1,m

will be linear in b0,1, ..., b0,m. It is also obvious from the formula for σ̌
(m)
2n given

above that β̌n,m
0 will depend linearly on b0,1, ..., b0,m for n = 2 and nonlinearly

for n > 2 (and likewise α̌n,m
0 for n > 1). Though this can certainly complicate

the evaluation b0,s → b
(m)
0,s for s = 1, ..., p in (13), the example in the next section

demonstrates that this process can be simplified in particular cases.

3 Application

One area in which multivariate Padé approximants naturally arise is as ap-
proximate solutions for ordinary differential equations. Consider the (singular)
Riccati differential equation:

xw′ − βw + βw2 + αx = 0, w(0) = 0 (w(1) = 0) (26)

where α and β are positive constants. As a singular first order differential equa-
tion, according to a theorem of Malmquist (see Hille [8]), the general solution
(for non-integer β) can be written as a bivariate series in x and xβ , i.e.

w(x) = f(x, xβ) =

∞∑
n,m=0

cn,mxnxmβ ; c0,0 = 0 (27)

where c0,1 is an arbitrary parameter, specified by the condition w(1) = 0. How-
ever, there is a different approach to solving (26) which suggests that this bivari-
ate series is not the most natural form of the solution. Using the substitution
u(x) = w′(x)/w(x) one derives a second order linear equation for u(x) which
can be solved exactly in terms of Bessel functions, in turn giving the solution
for w(x) as a ratio of Bessel functions, i.e.

w(x) =
z

2β

{
Jβ−1(z)− CYβ−1(z)

Jβ(z)− CYβ(z)

}
(28)

where

z = 2(αβx)1/2 and C =
Jβ−1(2

√
αβ)

Yβ−1(2
√
αβ)

Expanding the Bessel functions as series reveals that the solution in (28) can be
written as a rational function of the form:

w =

∑∞
m=1 am,0x

m + xβ(
∑∞

m=0 am,1x
m)

1 +
∑∞

m=1 bm,0xm + xβ(
∑∞

m=0 bm,1xm)
(29)

7



where

am,0 =
(−1)m(αβ)m

(m− 1)!(−β)m+1
, bm,0 =

(−1)m(αβ)m

m!(1− β)m
,

am,1 =
π(−1)m(1/Γ(β) + CΓ(1− β) cos((β − 1)π)/π)(αβ)m+β

βCΓ(β)(β)mm!

bm,1 =
π(−1)m(1/Γ(β + 1) + CΓ(−β) cos(βπ)/π)(αβ)m+β

CΓ(β)(β + 1)mm!

and (c)n is the Pochhammer symbol.
The form of the solution in (29) suggests the use of multivariate Padé ap-

proximants as approximate solutions, rather than truncating the bivariate series
in (27). In particular, the left- and right-(n, 1) Padé approximants

wL
n,1(x) = fL

n,1(x, x
β), wR

n,1(x) = fR
n,1(x, x

β),

both seem natural choices in that they both share the same form, i.e. from (8)
and (11):

An,0 +An,1x
β

Bn,0 +Bn,1xβ
,

and thus might be expected to converge to the exact solution as n → ∞. In the
following we first calculate each of the wn,0, w

L
n,1, and wR

n,1 using the (General)
algorithms from sections 1 and 2 that would be applicable to any bivariate series.
We then consider how each of the methods can be refined in this particular case
(Riccati) to improve the speed and efficiency of the algorithm.

The univariate part wn,0 = An,0/Bn,0 is the same for both wL
n,1 and wR

n,1,
but there are several different ways of generating the polynomials An,0, Bn,0.
Algorithm 1 (General): Calculate the parameters αn from (6), βn from (7),

and errors e
(n)
2n+k from (5); simplifying each using the recursive formulas in (3)-

(4). Algorithm 2 (Riccati): Use the explicit formulas for αn and βn which are
available in this case, i.e.

αn =
−α2β2

(β − 2n+ 1)(β − 2n+ 2)2(β − 2n+ 3)
, βn =

−2αβ

(β − 2n)(β − 2n+ 2)

for n ≥ 2, to simplify the recursion formulas. Algorithm 3 (Riccati): The final

method is to generate the coefficients b
(n)
k,0 (and similarly a

(n)
k,0) directly from

previous values, i.e.

b
(n)
k,0 = P

(0)
n,kb

(n)
k−1,0, a

(n)
k,0 = Q

(0)
n,ka

(n)
k−1,0 (30)

where

P
(0)
n,k =

−αβ(2n− 2k + 1)(n− k + 1)

k(n− (k − 1)/2)(β − (2n− k + 1))(β − k)
,

Q
(0)
n,k =

−αβ(2n− 2k + 3)(n− k + 1)

(k − 1)(n− (k − 1)/2)(β − (2n− k + 2))(β − k)
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These can be derived from the explicit formulas for βn αn above and the recur-
sive formulas in (3), (4). This is the most efficient approach since not only does
it generate the coefficients directly (without the induction), the formulas do not
require simplification.

There are several options for evaluating the left-Padé approximant wL
n,1,

reflecting those for the univariate part above. Algorithm 1 (General): This
method starts by using Algoritm 1 above for the univariate part, wn,0. The

parameters α̌n,1
0 , β̌n,1

0 and errors en,12n+k are then calculated using the formulas
in section 2, and from these the polynomials An,1, Bn,1 are constructed from
(14), (15) for m = 1. Algorithm 2 (Riccati): This method starts by using
Algorithm 2 above for the univariate part, wn,0. Then use the explicit formulas
which are available in this case (and explicit formulas for βn, αn above), i.e. for
n ≥ 2:

β̌n,1
0 =

β(1− 2β)2n−3[2(2n− 1)2 + β(−8(n− 1)− 3 + 2β)]βnc0,1
n(2n− 1)!

α̌n,1
0 =

8(n− 2 + β)(1− 2β)2n−5[8(n− 1)2 + β(−8(n− 1)− 1 + 2β)]αnc0,1
(2n− 1)!

For the right-Padé approximant wR
n,1 one calculates the parameters β̌k,1

0 , α̌k,1
0

using (22) and (23) respectively. Algorithm 1 (General): This method starts by

using Algorithm 2 above for the univariate part, wn,0. Since the coefficients a
(1)
k,1,

b
(1)
k,1 in (24), (25) are linear in b1,0, ..., bk,0, one can use the recursive formulas

for a
(n)
k,0 , b

(n)
k,0 to derive similar formulas:

a
(n,1)
k,1 = a

(n−1,1)
k,1 + βna

(n−1,1)
k−1,1 + αna

(n−2,1)
k−2,1 , (31)

b
(n,1)
k,1 = b

(n−1,1)
k,1 + βnb

(n−1,1)
k−1,1 + αnb

(n−2,1)
k−2,1 , (32)

for k < n. In fact, the formulas in (31), (32) also work for k ≥ n using the
obvious definitions:

a
(n,1)
n+s,1 = {cn+s,1 + cn+s−1,1b

(n)
1,0 + ...+ cs,1b

(n)
n,0}+ β̌n+s,1

1 a
(n)
1,0 + ...+ β̌n+s,1

n a
(n)
n,0

b
(n,1)
n+s,1 = β̌n+s,1

0 + β̌n+s,1
1 b

(n)
1,0 + ...+ β̌n+s,1

n b
(n)
n,0

kor s > 0. Algorithm 2 (Riccati): This method starts by using Algorithm 3
above for the univariate part, wn,0. Using the explicit formulas for βn, αn and

the inductive approach in (32) one can derive iterative relations for b
(n,1)
k,1 (and

a
(n,1)
k,1 ) which are similar to those for b

(n)
k,0 , a

(n)
k,0 in (30), i.e.

b
(n,1)
k,1 = P

(1)
n,kb

(n,1)
k−1,1, a

(n,1)
k,1 = Q

(1)
n,ka

(n,1)
k−1,1 (33)

where

P
(1)
n,k =

−αβ(β − (n− (k − 1)))(2β − (2n− 2k + 1))

k(β − (n− (k − 1)/2))(β − (2n− k + 1))(k + β)

9



n |cLn
0,1 − cE0,1| |cRn

0,1 − cE0,1|
1 7.34 (.045, .002) 7.34 (.002, .004)
2 1.68 (.008, .002) 1.53 (.002, .012)
3 1.53× 10−3 (.012, .005) 1.83× 10−2 (.8, .016)
4 2.45× 10−3 (11, .008) 3.61× 10−5 (2., .029)
5 5.51× 10−4 (54.7, .008) 9.69× 10−9 (4.6, .073)
6 1.76× 10−4 (?, .472) 3.26× 10−11 (11.87, .063)
7 7.00× 10−5 (?, 1.11) 8.19× 10−14 (39.2, .08)
8 3.21× 10−5 (?, 1.7) 2.10× 10−16 (?, .11)
9 1.63× 10−5(?, 3.08) 4.73× 10−19 (?, .17)
10 9.00× 10−6 (?, 4.88) 9.37× 10−22 (?, .21)

Table 1: Errors in estimates of cE0,1.

Q
(1)
n,k =

−αβ(β − (n− k + 1))(2β − (2n− 2k + 3))

k(β − (n− (k − 2)/2))(β − (2n− (k − 1)))(k + β)

Thus, all of the coefficients in Bn,1 can be generated from b0,1 without using
the induction. Note that the formulas in (33) also hold for k ≥ n, allowing one

to use b
(n−1,1)
n,1 = P

(1)
n−1,nb

(n−1,1)
n−1,1 to improve the induction in Algorithm 1.

To represent the error in the approximants as a simple scalar value we first
calculate the estimates of c0,1 from the equations

An,0(1) +A
L/R
n,1 (1) = 0,

the solutions of which are denoted by cLn
0,1 and cRn

0,1 , respectively. Thus we rep-
resent the error as the absolute difference between these values and the exact
value, cE0,1 (the a0,1 coefficient from (29)), as given in Table 1. The time taken
(up to a maximum allowable time of 1 minute) for each calculation using the
general (Algorithm 1) and refined (Algorithm 2) methods are given in brackets
beside each error. From this it is obvious that the refined methods are signifi-
cantly faster than the general methods, and that the wR

n,1 calculations are faster

than those for wL
n,1. The reasons for these differences are algebraic identities

that were utilised for the refined methods and the greater use of the Mathemat-
ica function Simplify in the general methods to reduce the rational expressions.
It is also obvious from the errors themselves that wR

n,1(x) converges more quickly

and uniformly to the exact solution than wL
n,1(x). This is explained by the fact

(provable by induction) that wR
n,m = wR

n,1, m ≥ 1, thus confining the errors in

wR
n,1 to higher orders.

4 Conclusion

As the Riccati example in the previous section illustrates, there are many differ-
ent ways to define and evaluate multivariate Padé approximants and one must

10



be prudent in considering the alternatives. For that example this meant com-
paring the left- and right- Padé approximants, wL

n,1 and wR
n,1; the latter proving

to be a better approximation in terms of accuracy and speed of computation.
This type of analysis can easily be generalised to Riccati equations with polyno-
mial coefficients as in Fair, [4], and further to Riccati equations of second order
(also known as the Duffing Equation), as in Fair, Luke, [5]. These and other
applications such as the approximation of special functions (e.g. see Lutterodt,
[10] for the Appell function) should be solved in the complex domain (as in Hille,
[8]) and allow for branch points in solutions. Similar methods based on the uni-
variate Jacobi formula may also be applied to other definitions of multivariate
Padé approximants, such as the diagonal approximants considered in Chisolm,
[1] and Levin, [9]. One could also compare the recursive method to others,
including the QD-like algorithm in Cuyt, [2] and Toeplitz matrix methods like
Block-Levinson by writing the equations in (12) as a linear system for the co-
efficients. It would also be interesting to understand the recursive method in
terms of the other approaches given in Cuyt, [3], particularly that of multivari-
ate continued fractions where the recursions seem to play a similar role to that
in the univariate theory. The bivariate Jacobi formulas in (14), (15) can also be
applied to specific ordinary differential equations using the τ -method, such as
the Michaelis-Menten equation in Hegarty, [7], and this does have some advan-
tages over the series-based approach here as one can use obvious simplification
patterns, similar to the univariate case in Hegarty, [6].
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A Remainder Terms

Let σ2n−1, σ2n be arbitrary scalars and consider the canonical problem from
section 2 of how to write the remainder terms in the form:

σ2n−1x
2n−1 + σ2nx

2n = A(n)[σ2n−1, σ2n]−B(n)[σ2n−1, σ2n]C2n,0 (34)

+τ
(n)
2n+1x

2n+1 + ...+ τ
(n)
3n x3n

where A(n)[σ2n−1, σ2n], B
(n)[σ2n−1, σ2n] are polynomials of order n, both with

zero constant components. These can be calculated recursively from the uni-
variate Padé polynomials, i.e.

A(n)[σ2n−1, σ2n] = xb
(n)∗

1 An−1,0 + x2b
(n−1)∗

1 An−2,0, (35)

B(n)[σ2n−1, σ2n] = xb
(n)∗

1 Bn−1,0 + x2b
(n−1)∗

1 Bn−2,0, (36)

11



where the parameters b
(n)∗

1 , b
(n−1)∗

1 and the errors τ
(n)
2n+k can be written in

component form:

b
(n)∗

1 = b
(n)∗

1 [σ2n−1, σ2n] = F
(n)
2n−1σ2n−1 + F

(n)
2n σ2n

b
(n−1)∗

1 = b
(n−1)∗

1 [0, σ2n−1] = F
(n−1)
2(n−1)σ2n−1

τ
(n)
2n+k = τ

(n)
2n+k[σ2n−1, σ2n] = τ

(n)
2n+k,2n−1σ2n−1 + τ

(n)
2n+k,2nσ2n,

for k = 1, ..., n, and where the compoments F
(n)
2n−1, F

(n)
2n , τ

(n)
2n+k,2n−1, τ

(n)
2n+k,2n

are independent of σ2n−1, σ2n. This starts with the case n = 1, where

F
(0)
0 = 1, F

(1)
1 = 0, F

(1)
2 = −1/c1,0, τ

(1)
3,1 = 0, τ

(1)
3,2 = −c2,0/c1,0

Substituting the formulas from (35), (36) back into (34) and expanding orders
x2n−1, x2n gives the components:

F
(n)
2n−1 =

−τ
(n−1)
2(n−1)+1,2(n−1)

{c2n−1,0 − e
(n−1)
2(n−1)+1}

, F
(n)
2n = −1/{c2n−1,0 − e

(n−1)
2(n−1)+1}

Similarly, expanding orders x2n+k gives error terms τ
(n)
2n+k = τ

(n)
2n+k[σ2n−1, σ2n]

for k = 1, ..., n in component form, i.e.

τ
(n)
2n+k = {F (n)

2n−1[b
(n−1)
k−1,0c2n,0 + b

(n−1)
k,0 c2n−1,0 − e

(n−1)
2n+k−1] + F

(n−1)
2(n−1)[b

(n−2)
k−2,0c2n,0

+b
(n−2)
k−1,0c2n−1,0 + b

(n−2)
k,0 c2n−2,0 + b

(n−2)
k+1,0c2n−3,0 − e

(n−2)
2n+k−1]}σ2n−1

+{F (n)
2n [b

(n−1)
k−1,0c2n,0 + b

(n−1)
k,0 c2n−1,0 − e

(n−1)
2n+k−1]}σ2n

= τ
(n)
2n+k,2n−1σ2n−1 + τ

(n)
2n+k,2nσ2n,
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