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A bstract
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1 Introduction

T he distrloution of wealth or incom e In society has been of great Interest for

m any years. talian econom ist ¥ ilfredo Pareto (1897) was the rst to sug-
gest i followed a \natural law" where the higher end of the wealth distri-
bution is describbed by power law, P W) w ' .Repeated em pirical stud—

tem poral stability and whilke the value of the exponent, , m ay vary slightly,
it changes little from the value 135.

Even though the collected data stem from di erent sources and can be in—
com plete because of di culties In accessibility (poor conclusions from ncom e

ranges in the data; totalnet capital of ndividual at death in the United States
(U S) reported to the Bureau of Census and the Inland R evenue for tax her-

exhibits the power law is characterised by several m ultiples or even tens of
multiples of the average ncom e/wealth (only 5% of population incom e-data
In the US conform s to a powerJaw and the power law for the yearly incom e

com e distrbutions in the Japan in 2000 exhibi power laws only or> 5 19
thousands of Yen).

For around 100 years the tantalising Pareto lJaw rem ained w ithout explana—
tion. The renewed interest by physicists and m athem aticians in econo— and
sociophysics has however led to publication of a num ber of new papers on the

T he fact that m ultijplicative power law processes can lad to power law distri-
butionshasbeen known form any years from studiesasdiverse asthe frequency

use of G eneralised Lotka Volterra (G LV ) equation that com bines a m ultiplica—
tive random process with an autocatalytic process. The latter redistrbutes
a fraction of the totalm oney to ensure the m oney possessed by an agent is
never zero. T his sinulates In a sin plistic way the e ect ofa tax. Them odel



equations kad to a wealh distribution P W) ofthe fom :

@

w here and 1 isa positive num ber that is a ratio of param eters ofthem odel
that are related to social security and som e random investem ents respectively.
For large values of incom e w this Indeed exhibits a Pareto behaviour.

However two issues arise. The 1rst is that em pirical studies of lncom e dis-
trbutions show that this fiinction does not describe well the very low end

T he second relates to use of the m ultiplicative stochastic term . It is certainly
necessary to secure the right form for the distrbution finction but how does
it arise In the rstplace?

M ore recently € hatterpe (2003) have developed a m odel of pairw ise interact—
ing agents i and j that exchange m oney by analogy w ith an ensem bl of gas

m olecules that exchange m om entum . In Chatterpe (2003)’s m odel, how ever,
the agents are allowed to save a fraction ; of their m oney prior to an in-—
teraction. The totalm oney held between two agents is conserved during the
Interaction process. The goveming equations for the evolution of wealth w;

and w4 of agents i and j respectively are given by:

wi €+ )= wit @ dwit+ (@ 3IW 5]
wy €+ 1)= 5wyt [ M@ dJwit @ 3w 5] @)

Here each agent, i, has a savings propensiy, ;. The ramaning money is
divided during the exchange process In a random m anner detem ined by a
uniform Iy distrbuted random number between zero and one. From their

stationary wealth distribbution P w).Here

(1) W ith no saving ( ; = 0 for all i) agents behave random Iy and the dis-
tribution ollowsthe Gbbsmulk P W) exp( w=lwi) wherelwi isthe
average wealth ofagent.P W) hasamaxinum when w = 0.

(2) If the saving propensity is non—zero and takes the sam e constant value
for all agents ( ; = for all i) the resulting distrbbution can be tted
well by the heuristic function:

P W)= w” lexp ( nw) 3)
@®)

where (n) isthe gamm a function and the param eter n is related to the



saving propensity, as ollow s:

n()=1+

@)

The power, w" !, qualitatively changes the distroution so that it has a
maximum forw > 0.The author does not give any theoretical argum ents
for the use of this distrbution.

(3) If the saving propensity for the agents is chosen according to som e ran—
dom distrdbution, lke uniform orpower-law distributionsw ith 0 1,
the num erical output for lJarge values of money gives P w) w !
This is the celebrated Pareto law . Num erical calculations yield a value
for = 103 0:03:The authors show em pirical data for wealth distri-
butions for both Japan and the USA . These data clearly exhibit power
law sw ith values of greater than this value. H owever the authors leave
the reader wondering whether the m odel could t this data better. A
further calculation allow ing only a fraction, p, of agents to save ism ade
but the the value for the Pareto law rem ains unchanged. T he authors
do not Investigate the possbl changes in  as a result of using savings
distrdoutions that di er from uniform distributions.

This work is interesting in that it brings together w ithin one fram ework the
distrdoutions of both G bbs and Pareto. However it leaves open tantalizing
questions.

(1) Is it possbl to predict analytically the expressions 3 and 4?

(2) How does the value of within the m odel depend on the nature of the
savings distrioution?

(3) Could it be that the value of isactually unity?

(4) Is there a way of reconciling the approach based on the GILV equations
and the exchange theory of C hakrabarti?

N ote that caution has to be taken by tting the m odels described above to
ncom e data obtained from Inland Revenues in di erent countries. A s pointed
out In D ragulescu “(200Q) the wealth has to be understood as a comm odity
that is sub ct to an incessant process of exchange rather then as valueables
like precious m etals, \hard currency", bonds or works of art that have been
deposited n a bank acocount in orderto serve asa lifetin e security. In this sense
the distrdoutions that com e out ofthem odels should be tted to am om entary
distrdoution of m oney In the society; a distribution they may or may not
be in equillbrium . Since pecpl rarely disclose their m om entary wealh the
statistical data one avails of regards m ore the total wealth of lndividuals, i
the wealth that has been accum ulated throughout their whole lifetim es and
is reported to the Revenue o ce only after death (to ful 11 the heritage tax
requirem ents) . Snoe, however, ndividualsw ith sn alland m ediim wealhsare
rather unlikely to invest parts oftheir incom e In any sort of lifetim e securities,



because their eamings are sn all and are spent In their total to cover the cost
of living, the low end of the m om entary m oney distribution in equillbbrium

should coincide w ith the low end ofthe wealth distrbution obtained from the
Revenue data.D i erences willonly be observed In the high end.

In the next section we develop the theory for the m odelby C hatterge (2003)
and show that it is Indeed possible to dem onstrate that the congcture sum —
m arised above is, to within a certain wellde ned approxin ation, correct.W e
then study asym ptotically the behaviour of the wealth distrdbution for the
case w here the savings propensity varies for the agents and dem onstrate that
ifthewealth distrbution P w) w!" then isexactly unity forthism odel
W e dem onstrate In section 22 that this conclusion rem ains unchanged even
w hen three agent exchange processes are allowed . T he conclusions ofthem ean
eld analytic analysis are supported by exact num erical sin ulations shown in

Figs.5 and 6.

2 Theoretical analysis

C om plete nfom ation about the processesat tin e t isgiven by the N agent dis-
tribution function fyy (75 :::; v ) : Th what ollow s we shall assum e the m ean—
eld approxin ation. This In plies that the N -agent distribbution fiinction:
|
\ ’ Y
fy Wijii;v ) =P vi Vi wvitdv =@)" = £ &) Q)

i i

wealth v distrdbution f; (v;t) at tin e t. Thus:

Z
i i = awadv'aw’@W wwiIPwO RGOS W Cwiw)f &) @) 6)

w here the transition probabilitiesW () are given via the rules for the collision—
dynam ics (2):

W (Vowojfw) =
& (v+ @ H&+w)) v (w+ @ )@ Y&+ WD

R
Introducing the Laplace transform fi (x;t) = 01 f1 v;) exp ( vx)dv we ob—
tain an Integro-di erential equation for the tem poralevolution:

D E
GE D+ iD= £ (x+ (@ )x; (1 ) x;1) 8)



w here the random spatialvariability ofthe saving propensities and exchange
fractions is acoounted for by the averaging process hi over their random
distributions.

W e note at thispoint that thism odel assum es elastic scattering, ie. conserva—
tion ofwealh during the exchange process (2) and the existence ofa stationary
solution. This is in contrast to m any previous m odels form ulated in di erent

exchange process and the distribution fiinction has a power-daw -tail only In
an asym ptotic sense.

W e now write the stationary solutions f] x) = lim. , ; f] X;t) both In term s
of solutions of non-linear jntegj%l equations M aster Equations M Es)) and
In tem s of expansions fi (x) = i=0( 1)"m x" overmoments M s) hw"i =
m, n!whih satisfy recursion relations. It is convenient to distinguish two
cases:

(I) Saving propensity: 6 0 but equal for all agents:

Az )x
1
ME: Xfl(X)=l— fi(x+ )fi()d )
0
R
xP © ' o 0(1 ) (+ QP r qcri-n
Ms: my= memy Co () wih Cj7 ()= 0)
=0 1
@ wrt g+ 1nCch 1 P
and CY) = 2 T win =" 1y
P a pt+t 1
(I) Random saving propensity: ().
71 ) Ay )x
ME: xf] )= dl— fi(x+ )fi()d

Here we waive the w rting of equations for the m om ents since due to to the
wealth distrbution having a powerdaw tail they may not of course exist.
Now an agsum ption about an asym ptotic expansion in the \wealth-dom ain":
fi0) =  _,a,=v"" *! Jads to a decomposition of the finction in the
Laplace dom ain into two parts

£ &= fIx)+ £k 12)



with the rst part being an analytic ﬁmctjonffeg(x) =1 x+ 0 &%) and
i P
the second part £ g x) = 31= olnx"" having a kading term x  of order

2.1 Congcture by Patriarca, Chakraborti and Kaski (PCK):

Solving the m om ents’ equations (10) w ith Initialconditionsm = 1l andm =
1 recursively, ie. expressing, via the pth equation, m , as a function of and

allprevious values ofm , (lemo;mq;:::;m, 1), one cbtains:
+ 2 + 2 13)
my=—— Mm3= ————
22a+2) 0 2@+ 2 )2

o 2+12 0 27%+9°%  0°
241+ 2 )@+ 6 2+ 2 3)

(14)

mg4

The rstthreemomentsm;;m, andm ; coincide wih them om ents ofPCK s
function @) if the relation between the param eters n and is given by 4).
Indeed the coe cients of a serdes expansion of the Laplace transform

z n
Pk)= P ()exp( x)d = 15)

of the function (3) agree wih moments (14) up to the third order sub fct
to equation (4) being satis ed. This is shown In a nice way in Fig. 1. The
deviation f] X) between the exact solution oftheM E (9) and the ansatz (3)

has a leading fourth order:

O o+1la+8s ]
£ (k) = 0 16
L&) = e doni s 30n2+ 450 4y~ O % 16)

Tt ishard to say ifa m ore general class of functions than (3) would satisfy the
M E to higher expansion orders.

22 The power-hw tail:

exponent isequalto one.Let us ook at this aspect in m ore detail. Inserting
the expansion (12) ntotheM E (9) and com paring coe cients oforderx * ! on
both sides ofthe equation lads to a transcendental equation for the exponent,
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Fig.1l.Deviations ( ;n) = F ;SO Mg () mgonj(n))=p! of the exact m om ents

m , ofthe wealth distrlbution from them om entsm I?Onjder:ived from the conjcture
plotted as a function of forn= 2;3:::;9.Solid lines (dot sym bols) correspond to
analytical (num erical) solutions ofthem om ent equations (10).W e see that them in—
Ina = @ 1l)=m0+ 2)= £1=4;2=5;3=6;4=7;5=8;6=9;7=10;8=11g of the deviations
do correspond to the PCK concture (4).

1 +1
ha ) i+ — = +1 @)

Clearly ifwe choose = 1, (17) we obtaln an indentity for any distribbution
of .Thiswould seam to be true even for a distrdbution that assum es only
a fraction p of the agents save and the rem ainder do not save, ie. @ ()=
p ()+ @ p ().

H owever, whether other solutions for exist isan open question and depends

on the distribution ofthe saving propensity ( ).W e try to clarify this ques-
tion below .

For uniformm ly distriouted propensities () = 1=} for 0 L 1 the
only solution is = 1 (seeFig.2).Likewise if () isa nom aldistrbution

wih a vardable mean L where 1bj 1 and the standard deviation is small
(SeeFig3) orwith a xed mean and variable standard deviation Figd4) the
exponent sin ilarly tums out to be unity.

Now we m ake a stronger statem ent and say that there is no continuous and
di erentiable distribbution of saving propensities 2 [0;1] that woul yied
€ 1.Indeed since every distrbution  ( ) can be constructed as a weighted
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Fig.2.The ¥kft-hand-side of equation (17) plotted as a function of fora uniform

random saving propensity wih 0< < L fordi erent valuesofl, (dashed lines)

and the right-hand-side (ths) of the equation (17) (solid line).A swe can see there

is no other solution of the transcendental equation (17) except = 1 in the range
2 D;21.

(possbly continuous) lnear combination of uniform distrbutions

()= w()U(©; )d 18)

and since for a uniform distrbution U (0; ) the left-hand side ofthe transcen—
dentalequation (17) intersects the right-hand side only for = 1 in the range

2 [0;2] then the Jast statem ent holds also for a generic distrioution ().
Here we used conditional averaging. T his m eans that the average in equation
(17) is carried out as an average over U (0; ) conditioned on rst and then
over the distrbution w ( ) of random values of

2.3 Beyond the m ean— el approxim ation :

Wi (t+ l)= iwi+ i4 (l j)YI\TJS 1= 1 (19)
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Fig. 3. The same as in Fig2 but for the propensity confom Ing to a truncated
37 1 nom al distrbution with variabl mean 1, and standard deviation 001.
A s before dashed lines denote the lft-hand side and the solid line denotes the
right-hand side of equation (17). Agaln the only solution of the transcendental
equation is = 1 in the range 2 [0;2].
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Fig. 4. The same as In Figs2 and 3 except that now the mean of the nom al
distribbution of propensities is xed and equalto 0:5 and the standard deviation
varies. H ere again no new solutions except = 1 are obtained.

Herewem ean that at every tin e step exchange processes involving any num ber
ofagents can happen { each w ith a certain likelhood.W e perform the analysis
forN = 3 in orderto nd out what kind ofm athem aticaldi cultieswe will
com e across. Now them aster equation for the 2-agent distribution function in
the Laplace dom ain (com pare with (8)) reads:

10



Q. (x;y]ét) + £ &;y;0 =

E

@l ) L (x+ 1 (x+ (@ )i v+ 1 (x+ (1 )y) it +

D E

5 f3(x+ (1 (1x+ 2v); v+ 1 (1x+ 2y); 1 (1x+ 2y);H +

D E
> f3 (1 (2x+ 3y); x+ 1 (2x+ 3y); v+ 1 (2x+ 3y);9 20)
where + ; =1, + ; land and (1 ) denote likelihoods of three—

agent and two-agent exchange processes respectively. The rst (second and
third) tem (s) on the right-hand side in (20) acoount(s) for two—(three)agent
exchange prooesses repectively. Setting v = 0 we obtain equation (8) exospt
for three-agent exchange tem s that were neglected in the rstplace and now
have been added approprately. Setting x = y= 0 we cbtain an identity from
the nom alisation condition f, (0;0) = £3(0;0;0) = 1.

24 The power-hw tailw ith threeagent exchange processes:

Now the transcendental equation, derived from the m aster equation (20), has
the follow ing fom :

" * +#
l +1
@ ) h( ) i+ - +
" * +#
2 , 1 (+2) Y+ (+1) *2
— 2h( ) i+ = + 1 21)
+ 2 @ )2

anda = 1 isagain theonly solution (com pare F ig.5) ofthisequation forar-
bitrary saving propensity distrbutions ( ) and for any lkelhood 2 [0;1]
of threeagent exchange processes. This is in confom ance w ith our num eri-
cal sin ulations that also show that an introduction of threeagent exchange
processes do not alter the exponent.

2.5 M omentequations in the case oftwo—and thresagent exchange processes:

T he expansion of the steady-state solution in temm s of tw o-agent correlations
hPwii= my, (k) now reads £x;y) = .o ( 1)P"%m,,x°y? and the
tw o-agent correlations satisfy follow ing equations:

11
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Fig.5.The second tem (corresponding to three agent exchange processes) on the
Eft-hand-side of equation (21) plotted as a function of for a unifom Iy random
saving propensity wih 0 < < L for di erent values of I, (dashed lines) and
the right-hand-side (rths) of the equation (17) (solid line).W e see that threeagent
exchange processes do not kad to a change of the exponent from unity to a
di erent value.
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If we neglect temary exchange processes ( = 0) we end up wih llow ng
equations for the m om ents of the 1-agent distribution function:

+ 2 miq.o

mo=mqjq———————— !
2 oa+ 2)

1+ 2

12
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= 24
ms 4+ 8 32+ 6 3) @)

T hese equation reduce to equations (14) under the m ean— eld approxin ation
Mpjg= Mph g.

3 Exact com puter sim ulations of the m odel

Intuitively, it is clear that the distrdbution fiinction depends crtically on the
relative values of the m ean value of the savings propensity and the soread or
m ean square deviation of the saving distrdbution function. A s the spread of
saving propensities tends to zero, the distribution function m ust change from
one having a power law tail to one with an exponential tail. How does this
change take place? Could it be that the e ective power law region shifts to
take on values of > 1?7 M ight this explain the em pirically observed facts?
W e have m ade com puter sin ulations of them odel for di erent values ofthese
param eters. T he resuls are described below .

The situation is di erent In the case of being G aussian distrbuted. Here
the cum ulative wealth distrdbution m ay still be approxin ately descrioed by a
power law forwidthsbetween 1 and 045 (s=seFig. 7).

O ne thing seem s clear. T he region where power law behaviour is observed is
fairly wellm arked even when the soread is am all. A nd m oreover the slope is
consistent w ith higher values of :However it doesnot seam that can take
on values greater than around 12. A s it stands then we conclude that this
m odel does not 0 er a com pkte picture of the em pirically cbserved wealh
dynam ics.

4 Conclusions

that allow s agents to both save and exchange wealth . C losed equations for the
wealth distrdbution are developed using amean eld approxin ation.

13



cumulative distribution of money P(m)
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I N with mean 0.5 and width ]
0.1
0.01 C
0.001
0.0001 . e ] . | . R R . N P
0.01 0.1 1 10 100

money m

Fig. 6. Resuls of com puter sim ulations, obtained for 500 agents, and 39000 reali-
sations, each taken after 100000 equilbration steps. T he data is well described by
a power law w ith exponent -1 in the range of 0.3 up to about 15 tim es the average
m oney per agent. Changing the w idth of the distrbution of Inm ediately leads
to a loss of the power law . The latter m ay be a nite size e ect since our analyt—
ical calculations from section 22 show that the power-daw does occur for uniform

distrbutions of any w idths.

W e have shown that when all agents have the same xed savings propensity,
sub Bct to certain wellde ned approxin ationsde ned in the text, these equa—

stationary agent wealth distrioution.

Ifthe savings propensity for the equations is chosen according to som e random

distrdoution we have further shown that the wealth distrbution for large val-
ues of wealth displays a Pareto like power law tail, P w) w''2.However
the value of a for the m odel is exactly 1. E xact num erical sim ulations for the
m odel illustrate how , as the savings distribution fuinction narrow s to zero, the
wealth distrbution changes from a Pareto form to to an exponential function.
Intermm ediate regions of wealth m ay be approxin ately described by a power
law wih a > 1.Howeverthevaluenever reachesvaluesof 16 1:7thatcdar
acterise em pirical wealth data. T his conclusion is not changed if three body
agent exchange processes are allowed . W e conclude that otherm echanian s are

14



cumulative distribution of money P(m)

T T L | T T L | T T T T T T T
1 Gaussian distribution of saving parameter
I with mean 0.5 and width 0.8 ——

0.1 -

0.01 C —

0.001 -

0.0001 e e | N I K
0.01 0.1 1 10 100

money m

Fig. 7. The same as In Fig. 6 but for the saving propensity being G aussian dis—
trbuted. Here the power law exponent decreases w ith decreasing w idth, but only
over a sn all range from -1 to -1.13. Narrower G aussian distribbutions do not re—
sult n wealth distrbutions that can be described by power law . (N ote that in the
Iim it of an allw idthsboth G aussian and uniform distribution give the sam e wealth
distribution.)

required if the m odel is to agree w ith em pirical wealh data.
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