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Sum m ary.| W e investigate the wealth evolution in a system ofagents that ex-
change wealth through a disordered network in presence ofan additive stochastic
G aussian noise.W eshow thattheresulting wealth distribution isshaped by thede-
greedistribution oftheunderlyingnetwork and in particularweverify thatscalefree
networksgeneratedistributionswith power-law tailsin thehigh-incom eregion.Nu-
m ericalsim ulationsofwealth exchangesperform ed on two di�erentkind ofnetworks
show theinnerrelation between thewealth distribution and thenetwork properties
and con�rm the agreem entwith a self-consistentsolution. W e show thatem pirical
data fortheincom edistribution in Australia arequalitatively welldescribed by our
theoreticalpredictions.

PACS 89.65.G h { Econom ics;econophysics,�nancialm arkets,businessand m an-
agem ent.
PACS 89.90.+ n { O thertopicsin areasofapplied and interdisciplinary physics.

1.{ Introduction

Em pirically the literature reports severalbehaviors for the incom e and wealth dis-

tributions in di�erent countries. A century ago, the Italian socialeconom ist Pareto

suggested a power-law [1]distribution in thehigh-incom erange,nam ely,in term sofcu-

m ulative distribution: P> (w)/ w � �,with � being the Pareto index [2]. O n the other

hand M ontroll[3]suggested a lognorm aldistribution with power law tailfor the USA

personalincom e. M ore recently,wealth and incom e distributions in the USA and in

theUnited K ingdom havebeen described by an exponentialdistribution with powerlaw

high-end tails[4].W hereas,theJapanesepersonalincom edistribution appearsto follow

lognorm aldistributionsalso with powerlaw tails[5,6].In som erecentpapersZipfslaw

hasalso been proposed [7]. In this paperwe add to the above em piricalinvestigations

an analysisofthe incom e distribution in Australia (Figure1).
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Fig.1.{ Com plem entary cum ulativedistributionsfortheTotalannualincom efrom allsources
in Australia in the years1993� 1997.

>From the theoreticalside, it has been shown that pure m ultiplicative stochastic

(M SP)processescan explain the lognorm alincom e distribution butthey failto explain

the power law tails [8]. Power law tails can be obtained extending M SP processes by

including -forinstance-additive noise and boundary constraints [9,10,11,12]. These

m odelsexplain wellthe em ergence ofpowerlaw distributions,butthey are incom plete,

neglecting interactionsbetween agents.Hence,M SPswith interacting agentsconnected

through a network have been developed [13,14,15,16]. These m odels retrieve power

law tailswith exponents� which arerelated to the network properties.

In thispaper,we show thatdistributionswith powerlaw tailscan em erge also from

additive stochastic processes with interacting agents. In this case,we show that the

network ofconnectionsam ong agentsplaysa crucialrole. Indeed,the resulting wealth

distribution is shaped directly by the degree distribution ofthe network. The original

purpose ofthe present work was not to construct any realistic m odelfor the wealth

distribution.O uraim wassim ply to dem onstratethepossibility to obtain ‘fat’tailsalso

withouttheuseofm ultiplicativestochasticprocesses.Rathersurprisingwe�nd outthat

the results from such an additive process are in good qualitative agreem ent with the

em piricaldata forthe incom e distribution in Australia.
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Fig.2.{ Com parison between the em piricaldata and the theoretical(com plem entary cum ula-
tive)distribution associated with a scale-free network.

2.{ Incom e distribution in A ustralia

Letusbrie
ystartwith theem piricalanalysisofthedatafortheincom esin Australia.

W eanalyzedata from theAustralian Bureau ofStatistics:\Survey ofIncom eand Hous-

ing CostsCon�dentialised UnitRecord Files".In Figure 1 wereportthecom plem entary

cum ulativedistributions(P> (w)= 1�
Rw

� 1
p(�)d�)fortheTotalannualincom efrom all

sourcesin theyears1993� 94,1994� 95,1995� 96,1996� 97.Thesedata arecom pared

with two possibletrendsin two di�erentregions:lognorm alatlow and m edium incom es

and powerlaw athigh incom es. As one can see the large incom e region is rather well

described with powerlaw -liketails:P> (w)/ w � � with exponents� respectively equal

to 2:4,2:6,2:4,2:2. W hereas the sm allincom es region is in better agreem ent with a

lognorm aldistribution:P (w)= 1=(ws
p
2�)exp[� log

2
(w=x)=(2s2)](with the valuesfor

s and x reported in the �gures). Let us now introduce the theoreticalfram ework and

show how these behaviorscan be accounted by using an additive interacting stochastic

process.

3.{ W ealth distribution from interacting additive stochastic processes

ConsiderN agentswhich interactthrough a socialnetwork and suppose thatatthe

tim e ta given agentlhasa wealth wl(t). W ithin the sam e fram ework ofotherm odels

proposed in the literature [14,15,16],letus�rstintroduce a rathergeneralexpression

forthe wealth evolution:

wl(t+ 1)� wl(t)= A l(t)+ B l(t)wl(t)+
X

j(6= l)

wj(t)Q j! l(t)�
X

j(6= l)

wl(t)Q l! j(t) ;(1)
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where the coe�cient A l(t) is an additive noise and the factor B l(t) is a m ultiplicative

noise. These are stochastic variables which re
ect m arket and social
uctuations. In

addiction with thesestochasticterm sEquation 1describestheexchangesbetween agents

through a network: agent l receives a faction Q j! l(t) of the wealth ofagent j and

gives a fraction Q l! j0(t) ofits wealth to agent j0. The M SP m odelm entioned above

takesinto accountonly them ultiplicativeterm B l(t);theirextensionsintroducealso the

additivenoiseA l(t)and theinteractionsQ j! l(t).Di�erently,in thispaperweneglectthe

m ultiplicative term and take into accountonly the additive noise and the interactions.

In particularweassum ethat:i)thereareno stochasticm ultiplicativeterm s(B l(t)= 0);

ii) the additive term A l(t) is a G aussian noise with average zero and variance �20;iii)

each agentdistributesa portion q0 ofitswealth equally am ong the otheragentswhich

arein contactwith itthrough the socialnetwork.Thislastassum ption im plies:

Q j! l(t)=

(
q0
zj

ifl2 Ij;

0 elsewhere.
(2)

wherezj isthenum berofagentsin contactwith agentjand Ij representsthesetofthe

agentswhich exchangewith agentj.Equation 1 becom es

wl(t+ 1)= A l(t)+ (1� q0)wl(t)+
X

j2Il

q0

zj
wj(t) :(3)

Notethatin ourcasehA l(t)it = 0 and Equation 3 describesa system which conservesin

averagethe totalwealth.

Theprobability Pt+ 1(x;l)dx thattheagentlatthetim et+ 1 hasa wealth between x

and x+ dx isrelated to theprobabilitiesto havea setfQ j! l(t)g ofexchangecoe�cients

and a setofadditivecoe�cientfA l(t)g such thata given distribution ofwealth fwj(t)g

atthe tim e tyields,through Equation 3,to the wealth x forthe agentlattim e t+ 1.

Thisis:

Pt+ 1(x;l)=

Z
1

� 1

da�t(a;l)

Z
1

� 1

dw1 � � �

Z
1

� 1

dwN Pt(wj;j)�
�
x� a� (1� q0)wl�

X

j0

q0

zj0
wj0

�
;

(4)

where �(x)isthe Dirac delta function and �t(a;l)isthe probability density to have at

tim e ton site lan additive coe�cientA l(t)= a.

TheFouriertransform ofEquation 4 reads:

P̂t+ 1(’;l)=
e�

�
2

0
’
2

2

p
2�

P̂t((1� q0)’;l)
Y

j2Il

P̂t(
q0

zj
’;j) :(5)

By de�nition the cum ulants ofthe wealth probability distribution are given by the

expression:

k
(�)

l
(t)= (� i)�

d�

d’�
ln P̂t(’;l)

�
�
�
’= 0

;(6)

where the �rstcum ulantk
(1)

l
(t)isthe expectation valueofthe stochasticvariablewl at

the tim e t(hwl(t)i)and the second m om entk
(2)

l
(t)isitsvariance(�2

l
(t)).



EX C H A N G ES IN C O M PLEX N ET W O R K S:IN C O M E A N D W EA LT H D IST R IB U T IO N S 5

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

z

D
eg

re
e 

d
is

tr
ib

u
ti

o
n

Network 1 

Network 2 

10
0

10
1

10
2

10
3

10
−4

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

10
0

C
u

m
u

la
ti

ve
 d

eg
re

e 
d

is
tr

ib
u

ti
o

n

Network 1 

Network 2

z 

Fig.3.{ The two degree distributions for the two networks used in the sim ulations. (Left:
degree distributions,Right:com plem entary cum ulative degree distributions).

By taking the logarithm ofEquation 5 and applying Equation 6 weget:

k
(�)

l
(t+ 1)= c

(�)+ (1� q0)
�
k
(�)

l
(t)+

X

j2Il

�
q0

zj

� �

k
(�)

j (t) ;(7)

with c(2) = �20 and c(�) = 0 forany � 6= 2. Thisequation describesthe propagation of

thecum ulantsofthewealth distribution.A consequenceofthisequation isthattheonly

m om ents which asym ptotically can be di�erent from zero are the �rst(the m ean) and

the second (the variance).W ith thislastbeing directly proportionalto �20.

W enow seekforstationarysolutionsofEquation7,i.e.situationsin which atin�nitely

largetim es,the cum ulantsdo notchangein tim e:k
(�)

l
(t)= �k

(�)

l
.

3
.
1.Self-Consistentsolution:crystal.{ Letus�rstconsideran ‘ideal’socialnetwork

where every agent is connected with an equalnum ber ofother agents (zj = �z) in a

perfectly ordered ‘crystalline’structure. In this case,each agent is equivalent to each

otherand the asym ptotic wealth distribution m ustbe the sam e forevery one (i.e. k
(�)

j

independenton j).>From Equation 7 itfollowsthattheexpectation valueforthewealth

on each site isa constantand itisequalto the averagewealth att= 0:

hwli= �k
(1)

l
=

1

N

X

j

wj(0) :(8)

Itsvarianceis

�
2
l =

�k
(2)

l
=

�20

1�
q2
0

�z
� (1� q0)

2

:(9)

W hereasallthe otherm om ents�k(�) areequalto zero for� � 3.

3
.
2.Self-Consistentsolution:generalcase.{ W e now considerthe m oregeneralcase

ofa non-regularnetwork.>From Equation 7 itfollowsthata self-consistentsolution for
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Fig. 4.{ The wealth distributions (left) and their com plem entary cum ulative distributions
(right)resulting from 50 sim ulationsperform ed on two the di�erentnetworks(1 and 2).

the averagestationary wealth on each node ofthe network is:

hwli= �k
(1)

l
=
zl

�z
m ;(10)

with m theaveragewealth on theensem bleofagents(m = 1

N

P

j
wj(t))and �ztheaverage

network connectivity (�z = 1

N

P

j
zj).Thereforetheexpectation valueforthewealth ofa

given agentresultsproportionalto itsnum berofconnectionsin the socialnetwork.O n

the otherhand,wem entioned abovethatthe only otherm om entwhich can bedi�erent

from zero isthesecond.Therefore,weexpectthattheprobability to �nd a given wealth

on a given agentisa G aussian distribution with average zl
�z
m and �nite variance.

3
.
3.W ealth distribution -analytical.{ The wealth probability distribution in the en-

sem ble ofagentsisgiven by the sum ofthe distributionsforeach agentdivided by the

totalnum berofagents.W ehaveseen abovethateach agenthasa wealth within a G aus-

sian distribution with average directly proportionalto its connectivity (Equation 10)

and �nitevariance.Theresulting wealth distribution forthe ensem bleofagentisthere-

forea weighted sum ofG aussian distributionswith averagesproportionalto thenetwork

connectivity and weights given by the degree distribution. This overalldistribution is

shaped by the underlying distribution ofthe connectivity between agents (the degree

distribution). Ithasbeen observed thatin m any socialsystem sthe degree distribution

typically followsa powerlaw behaviorin the region oflargenum berofconnections[17].

Thispowerlaw behaviorin thesocialnetwork connectivity willbethereforere
ected in

the wealth distribution which willassum e a powerlaw tailterm inated by an exponen-

tialcuto� (for a �nite system ). This behavioris qualitatively in agreem entwith what

observed em pirically. A com parison between the em piricaldata and the distribution

resulting by sum m ing a setof3000 G aussian distributionswith averagesproportionalto

the connectivity x = z

�z
x0 (with x0 = 30000,�z = 1:28),equalvariancess = 18000 and

powerlaw degree distribution p(z)= p0z
� a (with a = 3:2,zm in = 1,zm ax = 3000 )is

shown in Figure2.Asonecan seethe qualitativeagreem entisquite satisfactory.

3
.
4.W ealth distribution -num ericalsim ulation.{ W egenerated largenetworks,with

N = 30000 agents,by iteratively perform ing switching ofneighbors in a triangulation
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Fig.5.{ Com parison between the average values for the wealth ofa given agent l(sym bols)
calculated from 50 sim ulationson thetwo networks(left:network 1;right:network 2)with the
theoreticalpredictionsfrom Equation 10 (lines).

em bedded in am anifold with genusg = 10000.W eintroducean ‘energy’E =
P

j
(zj� �z)

2

and we perform a G lauber-K awasakitype ofdynam ics. Thisprocedure isan extension

to g 6= 1and negative‘tem peratures’ofthem ethod presented in [18].Twodi�erentnet-

worksweregenerated by perform ing600000switchesfrom a disordered startrespectively

atinverse ‘tem peratures’� = � 0:5 (network 1)and � = + 0:5 (network 2). Atpositive

tem perature a rather hom ogeneous network em erges with degree distribution centered

around the average (�z = 6+ 12(g� 1)=N )and with exponentially fastdecreasing tails

(Figure 3,network 2). O n the otherhand,negative tem peraturesfavourthe form ation

ofinhom ogeneous-scale free networks,with power law tails in the degree distribution

(Figure 3,network 1).

O ncethenetworksaregenerated,weassociateto each agentan equalinitialwealth of

m (arbitrary)units.W esetm = 100,q0 = 0:1,� = 0:05=m and werun thesim ulation by

updating ateach tim e-step alltheagent’swealth by using Equation 3 up to a m axim um

tim eT.W everify thata steady statedistribution isachieved afterabout100 tim e-steps

and thereforewesetT = 1000.Theresultingwealth distributionsfor50sim ulationsover

�xed underlying networksare reported in Figure 4.W e see thatthe network properties

have a dram atic e�ect on the overallbehavior ofthe wealth distribution. W e observe

an exponentially fast decay in the hom ogeneous network,whereas we obtain a power

law ‘fat’tailin the scale-free one. W e verify that,in agreem entwith Equation 10,the

expectation velue forthe wealth on each agentisproportionalto itsconnectivity in the

socialnetwork.Figure5reportstheaverage(overthe50sim ulation)wealth on eachagent

v.s. its connectivty. The theoreticalprediction (Equation 10) isalso reported showing

a rem arkable agreem entforboth the networks. The sm allspreading ofthe data (m ore

evidentfornetwork 2)indicatesthatnon-locale�ectsm ightalso havesom erelevance.

4.{ C onclusion

W e have shown thata m echanism ofwealth exchange with additive G aussian noise

can produce distributions with power-law tails when the network which connects the

agents is ofa scale-free type. Although the originalpurpose ofthis work was not to

producea realisticm odelforthewealth evolution,we�nd a good qualitativeagreem ent
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between the em piricaldata and the theoreticalprediction. M ore realistic m odels will

be proposed in future works by introducing also m ultiplicative stochastic term s and a

dynam icalevolution in the network connectivity.
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