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Pareto’s law : a m odelofhum an sharing and creativity
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A com putationalm odelfor the distribution ofwealth am ong the m em bers ofan idealsociety is

presented.Itisdeterm ined thata realisticdistribution ofwealth dependsupon two m echanism s:an

asym m etricux ofwealth in trading transactionsthatadvantagesthepoorerofthetwo tradersand

a non-stationary creation and destruction ofindividualwealth.Theform erm echanism redistributes

wealth by reducing the gap between the rich and poor,leading to the em ergence ofa m iddle class.

The latter m echanism ,together with the form er one,generates a distribution ofwealth having a

power-law tailthatiscom patible with Pareto’slaw.
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M ore than a century ago the Italian sociologist and

econom ist,Vilfredo Pareto,studied the distribution of

incom e am ong people ofdi� erentwestern countriesand

found an inverse powerlaw [1]. The cum ulative proba-

bility P (w)ofpeoplewhoseincom eisatleastw seem ed

to vary asP (w)/ w � �.Paretom istakenly believed that

the exponent� wasuniversalconstantwith an approxi-

m ate value of� = 1:5 [2]. In ourdiscussion we use the

term s distribution ofincom e and distribution ofwealth

interchangeably,and although thetwo distributionsm ay

notexactly coincide,they arein factstrongly dependent

on one another. The distinction between the two will

notin uence the conclusionsdrawn from the dynam ical

m odelsofeconom icinteractionswepresenthere.

Societiesin theW esthavehistoricallybeen partitioned

intothreeclasses;thepoor,them iddleand therich.The

relativesizeofeach classisdeterm ined bysom ewhatarbi-

trarily assigned levelsofincom e,butitissafeto say that

the sm allestclassisthe rich and fora stable society the

largestisthem iddleclass.Thispartitioning m ustbein-

corporated into any m athem aticalm odeldescribing how

wealth isdistributed within a society.Theinversepower

law ofPareto doesnothavethischaracteristicpartition-

ing,becausethederivativeofa powerlaw isstilla power

law. According to data,acrossthe fullrange ofincom e,

we should expectthe probability density function (pdf)

p(w)toincreaseatlow incom e,reach am axim um and,� -

nally,decreasewith increasing wealth.M oreover,� tting

thecum ulativeprobability P (w)instead ofthepdfp(w)

willcertainly m ask im portantpropertiesofthedynam ics

ofthe econom y.Therefore,herein we m odelthe density

function p(w). The cum ulative probability P (w) is re-

lated tothepdfp(w)viatherelation P (w)=
R
1

w
p(x)dx.

W einvestigatea com putationalm odelofthedistribu-

tion ofwealth,which is based on the assum ption that

the pdf ofwealth is the result ofa non-stationary to-

talwealth and asym m etric trading m echanism s in the

econom y. Fora non-stationary econom y we postulate a

situation in which thetotalwealth ofasociety isnotcon-

served,sincean individualm aycreateorconsum ewealth.

Foran asym m etrictradingeconom ywepostulateam ech-

anism by which,through trades,wealth random ly m oves

from one individualto another,butin such a way asto,

on average,slightly advantage the poorer trader in the

exchange.

W ealth decays because of hum an consum ption and

needs to be continuously recreated through work and

hum an creativity. People m ustwork to live! The m ech-

anism s that regulate the creation and consum ption of

wealth are neitheridenticalnorsym m etric,and they do

not com pensate exactly for one another. This lack of

com pensation im plies that the wealth ofan individual,

even in the absence ofany type oftrade, uctuates in

tim e.Individualwealth m ay increaseordecreaseaccord-

ing to thesituation.M oreover,also theassum ption that

alltransactionsoccuratprecisely the rightprice,a fact

that im plies the absence ofany  ux ofwealth between

traders,isunrealistic. Som e sellersare m ore persuasive

and som ebuyersarem orediscerning than others.There

are good and bad deals. Therefore,the propervalue of

an assetm ay be lowerorhigherthan the price paid for

it.Thisdynam icofa transaction continuously generates

a random  ux ofwealth from one traderto the otherin

every transaction.

Finally,weassum ethatthisrandom  uxofwealth dur-

ing a transaction dependsupon the di� erence in wealth

between the two tradersand m ay be statistically biased

toward thepoorerpartner.Thism echanism seem sto be

needed to redistribute the wealth am ong people. M ore

im portantly,without this m echanism ,it would be true

that the rich would get richer and the poor would get

poorer. But this latter  ux ofwealth from the poor to

the rich would be a consequence ofthe excesswealth of

therich and nottheresultofany hypotheticaleconom ic

abusesofthe poorby the rich. In a fairgam e in which

the rich and the poorhave the sam e probability to win

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0209373v1


or lose in any transaction involving one of each class,

the rich ultim ately win because oftheirlargerresources

[3]. So for a society to avoid the rich getting too rich

and thepoorgetting too poorwith thefalloutofa social

collapse,the poor m ust be slightly advantaged in their

transactionswith the rich.

The sym m etry-breaking m echanism that advantages

the poor,in their transactionswith the rich,should be

thought to be both a necessity for,and a consequence

of, an e� cient and stable society. In fact, the neces-

sity to slightly advantage the poor requires a policy of

rightsand freedom ,balanced by dutiesand responsibil-

ities,thathasbeen typicalofwestern societies. Forex-

am ple,in a m odern dem ocratic society the rightofthe

em ployed worker to be protected by a union is recog-

nized,as is their rightto strike againsttheir em ployers

in particularcases.Theserightsallow theworkersto ob-

tain a salary statistically higher than the realvalue of

theirjob,com patibleto theactualeconom y.In thesam e

way,the freedom to decide the price oftheirown goods

is not only an incentive to a larger and better produc-

tion ofgoods,butallowsthe self-em ployed ofthe work-

ing class to statistically increase the price oftheir own

products. In fact,m any such workersare farm ers,� sh-

erm en and sm allscale artisans,who produce the basic

needs ofa society,for exam ple,food. Even the richest

person needs to eat,therefore,ifhe/she cannotenslave

thefarm erand wantstoeat,he/shem ustbuy food atthe

price the farm er decides. W e understand that the eco-

nom ic situation ism uch m ore com plex than we are able

to detailhere,but the policy ofrights and freedom in

an econom iccontextcontributesthe sym m etry-breaking

m echanism in ourm odelaswe describe.

In the physics tradition we hypothesize a m athem at-

ical m odel describing the econom ic m echanism s in an

idealized situation,predict the resulting distribution of

wealth and then com parethepredicted distribution func-

tion with data [4,5].The correctnessofourassum ptions

are ultim ately determ ined by data and not logicaldis-

course. In allour sim ulations we suppose an econom ic

society of10,000 agents,who attheonsethavethesam e

degree ofwealth. W e calculate the wealth pdf,p(w),of

ourhypotheticalsociety after100 m illion random trans-

actionsbetween allagents. W e proceed by steps,intro-

ducing m odels ofincreasing com plexity and discussing

theconsequencesofeach ofthem in turn.The� rstthree

m odels assum e the conservation oftotalwealth, while

thelastm odelassum esthatthetotalwealth ofa society

m ay change.

Perfect trade price. The sim plest hypothesis is to

supposethatwealth cannotbe created ordestroyed and

that alltransactions between agents occur at the right

price. This com plete sym m etry m eans that each agent

acquiresthe exactsam e am ountofwealth thatisgiven

up to the other trader. The m odelis based upon the

assum ption that the price ofan asset is de� ned by its

intrinsic value. Consequently the wealth ofeach agent

rem ains constant and the � naldistribution ofa closed

society’swealth rem ains identicalto the initialuniform

distribution. Thism odelisclearly atoddswith ourex-

perienceofthe econom icworld.
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FIG .1. Sym m etric, stationary econom y. The wealth is

m easured in unitsofthe poorestagent’swealth.

R andom sym m etric trade price. Again we sup-

posethatwealth cannotbecreated ordestroyed,however

wenow assum ethatthetransactionsbetween agentsm ay

occurata pricethatrandom ly  uctuatesaround a hypo-

theticalidealvalue. Therefore,the wealth ofeach agent

m ay increase or decrease according to whether he/she

m akes good or bad deals. W e stillassum e sym m etry,

thatis,both agentshavethesam echanceto win orlose,

such as in a coin toss. W e also suppose that the m axi-

m um wealth thatm ay m ovefrom oneagentto theother,

in a singletransaction,islim ited to som efraction ofthe

wealth ofthe poorerofthe two traders.Thisrestrictive

condition is required because only in a robbery is itre-

alistic to assum e thata person willgive overto another

m orewealth than he/shepossesses.

Fig. 1 shows the pdfofwealth am ong the agents af-

ter 100 m illion random transactions. It is a very wide

inversepowerlaw ofthe type p(w)/ 1=w.The fraction

ofwealth that m oves from one agent to the other in a

single transaction is assum ed to vary between 0% and

50% ofthe pooreragent’swealth.Fig.1 showsthatthe

distance in wealth between the richest and the poorest

is huge. Practically, the entire wealth of society con-

centratesin thehand ofvery few people.In fact,even if

both agentsin atransaction havethesam echancetowin

orlose,the risk forthe rich traderissm allerbecause if

he/sheloses,thelossisa sm allerfraction ofhis/herown

wealth than thatwhich thepooreragentm ay lose.Con-

sequently,there isa high probability in thism odelthat

a very few people accum ulate alm ost the entire wealth

availableand the othersbecom e extrem ely poor,asFig.

1 shows. An idealsociety that adopts such a trading

policy willultim ately collapse.

R andom asym m etric trade price. The third
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m odel assum es that the poorer of the two traders is

slightlyadvantagedin thetrade,and hasagreaterchance

to form ulatea good deal.In practice,weim plem entthis

ability to m ake a good dealby assum ing thatifwp and

wr are the wealth ofthe poorer and the richer ofthe

two traders,respectively,the probability for the poorer

traderto pro� tis

� = 0:5+ f
wr � wp

wr + wp

; (1)

where 0 � f � 0:5 isthe asym m etry  ux index.Eq.(1)

assum esthatifthe two agentshave the sam e degree of

wealth,they have the sam e chance to get a good deal,

while if one trader is m uch richer than the other,the

poorer is advantaged with the m axim um probability of

� = 0:5+ f.
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FIG .2. Asym m etric, stationary econom y. f is the ux

index.The wealth isin unitsofthe poorestagent’swealth.

In the com putersim ulationsshown in Fig. 2,we cal-

culate three di� erentsituationswith f = 0:10,f = 0:15

and f = 0:25,and the fraction ofwealth thatm ay m ove

in the transaction is assum ed to vary between 0% and

10% ofthe poorer agent’s wealth. W e determ ine that

these com puter-generated wealth pdf,as Fig. 2 shows,

arevery well� tby curvesofthe form

p(w)= a w
 exp(� bw

�): (2)

Fig. 2 shows that with this m odelthe econom y ofa

society does not collapse as it did in the previous case.

The random asym m etric trade price m odelyieldsa sta-

ble distribution ofwealth,p(w),well� tted by (2). The

presentm odelleadstoapartitioningofsociety intothree

parts: poor,m iddle and rich classes,where the m iddle

is the largestclass followed by the poor and � nally the

rich. The econom ic gap between richestand poorest is

not unrealistically wide,as it was in the random sym -

m etric m odel. Ifthe curves ofFig. 2 seem unrealistic,

it is because the gap in the wealth between the richest

and poorestistoo sm all!However,the� gureshowsthat

the separation in wealth between the rich and poor in-

creases by decreasing the asym m etric  ux index f and

a m orerealisticdistribution with an exponential-liketail

m ay em ergeby decreasing thisparam eter.

In sum m ary,therandom asym m etrictradepricem odel

producesa stablewealth pdfthatm ay be� tted by func-

tionsofthetypeofEq.(2).Theonly di� culty with this

m odelis thatitdoes notreproduce m any experim ental

data,likethoseanalyzed by Pareto,which suggestan in-

versepower-law distribution thatisnot� tted by Eq.(2).

W e shallshow thatthisfailure isdue to the assum ption

thatsociety’stotalwealth rem ainsconstant.

R andom asym m etric trade price w ith nonsta-

tionary w ealth. O urlastcom putationalm odelim ple-

m ents the m echanism of the previous m odel with the

additionalproperty thatthetotalwealth isnotconstant.

Thewealth ofeach individualtraderissubjectto a ran-

dom destruction-creation dynam ics,due to the natural

ebb and  ow ofwealth through hum an creativity,work

and investm ent.W eintroducethenon-stationarym echa-

nism through a risk index r> 0,thatm easuresthestan-

darddeviationofthedestruction-creationwealthprocess.

In our com puter sim ulation we assum e that after every

10,000 transactionsthewealth ofeach traderisreinitial-

ized by the following expression

wi(t+ 1)= (1+ r �)wi(t); (3)

wherewi(t)isthe wealth ofthe i-th agentafterthe t-th

epoch and wi(t+ 1) is that agent’s wealth at the start

ofthe new epoch,t+ 1. Finally,� is a zero-centered

G aussian random variable with unitvariance. The rare

instancesoftoo negativea random value ofthe variable

�,thatm akesthe wealth w(i)negative,areneglected.

Fig.3ashowsthedistribution ofwealth forthreecom -

puter sim ulations obtained by assum ing a � xed risk in-

dex r = 0:1 and varying the asym m etry  ux index f:

f = 0:10,f = 0:15 and f = 0:30.Fig.3b showsanother

threecom putersim ulationsobtained by assum inga� xed

asym m etry ux index f = 0:1and varyingtherisk index,

r = 0:05,r = 0:10 and r = 0:15.The fraction ofwealth

thatm ay m ovebetween agentsin a single transaction is

assum ed again tovarybetween 0% and 10% ofthepoorer

agent’swealth. Finally,Figs. 3a and 3b show that the

com puter-generated wealth pdfcan be well� tted for a

very largeregion by curvesofthe form

p(w)= a w

=(1+ bw)+ � : (4)

As in the previous m odel,we obtain a stable wealth

distribution p(w) that partitions society into the three

classes. The wealth gap between the richest and poor-

estincreasesby decreasing the asym m etric  ux index f

and/orby increasing the risk index r.

W e stressthatEq. (4)is characterized by an inverse

power-law tailofthe type p(w)/ 1=w �,where � is the

inversepower-law exponent.Thisinversepower-law dis-

tribution iscom patible with Pareto’sm easurem ents. In

fact,Fig. 4 shows the cum ulative probability P (w) for
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an econom y with f = 0:15 and r = 0:075,� tted with

thePareto distribution and having a Pareto exponentof

�= �� 1= 1:48.This� gureisconsistentwith the� tto

U.S.incom e data m adein Figure35 ofRef.[2].
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FIG .3. Asym m etric,non-stationary econom y.(a)Therisk

index isr= 0:1;the�tgives:�= 1:76� 0:05,�= 2:1� 0:05,

� = 3:3 � 0:2. (b)The ux index is f = 0:1; the �t gives:

�= 3:2� 0:1,�= 1:76� 0:03,�= 1:44� 0:02.The wealth is

m easured in unitsofthe poorestagent’swealth.

A society that allows a sm allclass ofpeople to ab-

sorb allits wealth is unstable and willeither collapse

econom ically,or be destroyed by revolution. This m ay

also happen in the absence ofeconom ic exploitation of

thepoorby therich,asweexplained above.A stableso-

ciety requiresthatthe poorhavean advantagein trans-

actionswith thewealthy and areprotected by particular

rights and m arketing freedom . O n the other hand,in

a realhum an society,wealth does not only m ove ran-

dom ly from one individualto another through trades,

butiscontinuously created and destroyed through an in-

dividual’s work,creativity and investm ent. The hum an

aspiration ofpersonalriches requires a positive risk in-

dexrthatgeneratesboth alargem iddleclassand asm all

rich class,when applied acrossthesociety.Theasym m e-

try  ux index f and the risk index r expressthe hum an

need toshareand thehum an need tocreate,respectively.

Therefore,weconclude from the m odelthatboth m ech-

anism s m ust be present to som e degree in any hum an

society thatfunctionse� ectively and rem ainsstable. In

fact,when these two m echanism sare present,according

to ourm odel,thewealth pdfassum estheinversepower-

law distribution ofPareto atthe high incom e end,and,

m ore realistically,stillretainsa sm allbut� nite popula-

tion atthe low incom eend.
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FIG . 4. Cum ulative probability for an asym m etric,

non-stationary econom y. f = 0:15,r = 0:075. The Pareto’s

exponentis�= 1:48� 0:02.
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