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A bstract

T he higherend tail ofthe wealth distribbution In India is studied using recently pub—
lished lists of the wealth of richest Indians between the years 2002-4. T he resulting
rank distribution seem s to In ply a powerdaw tail for the wealth distribution, w ith
a Pareto exponent between 0.81 and 0.92 (depending on the year under analysis).
T hisprovides a com parison w ith previous studies ofwealth distribution, w hich have
allbeen con ned to W estem advanced capitalist econom ies.W e conclude w ith a dis—
cussion on the appropriateness of m ultiplicative stochastic process as a m odel for
asset accum ulation, the relation between the wealth and incom e distributions we
estim ate the Pareto exponent for the latter to be around 1.5 for India), aswell as
possible sources of error In m easuring the P areto exponent for wealh.

PACS numbers: 89.65Gh, 89.65.=s, 0250, 89.75D a

1 Introduction

M ore than a century ago, Pareto had observed that the incom e distribution
across several countries (at least In the high-incom e range) ollow s a power
law [1], ie., the probability density finction of ncome I, P (I) I &),
w ith the Pareto exponent lying between 1 and 2. Pareto clain ed that, in
general, 15. The powerdaw nature was also found to be true of wealth
distrdoutions, albeit with a di erent exponent. T he two distrdbutions are not
com pletely unrelated, asthosewho are signi cantly wealthy also have incom es
farhigherthan the average individualorhousshold. H ow ever, the distributions
of incom e and wealth cannot be sim ply connected, and each have to be m ea—
sured independently for a particular society. T he occurrence of a qualitatively
sim ilar distribution across widely di ering geographical regions and econom ic
developm ent stages m ay be indicative of universal features of inequality In
hum an societies. This has led to attem pts at developing sin ple m odels for
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generating wealth distributions that are qualitatively sim ilar to those em pir-
ically observed, w ith asset exchange Interactions between agents R,3,4,5,6,71.
To verify such m odels further em pirical m easuram ents of wealth distrbution
In di erent econom ies is essential.

Very recently, there have been a large number of em pirical studies of the
ncom e distribution of several countries, w ith lncom ebeingde ned asthe ow
of wages, dividends, Interest paym ents, etc. over a period of tin e. This can
usually be inferred from ncom e tax retums. T he general consensus, bassd on
these studies, is that at the low —incom e range the incom e distribbution obeys
a lognom al B] or exponential 9,10] distroution, while the high—ncom e end
show s power law behavior with widely di ering Pareto exponents, which are
di erentboth in di erent countres, aswellasin di erent periods for the sam e
country (€g. see Ref. [11]).

U nfortunately, not m any studies have been done on the distrbution ofwealh,

which consist of the net value of assets ( nancial holdings and/or tangible
item s) owned at a given point In tine. The lack of an easily availabl data

source for m easuring wealh, analogous to incom e tax retums for m easuring

Incom e, m eans that one has to resort to indirect m ethods. Levy and Solom on

[l2] used a published list of wealthiest pecple to generate a rank-order distri-
bution, from which they inferred the Pareto exponent for wealth distribbution

In USA .Follow-up studies used sin ilar techniques to Infer the exponents for
UK ,Franceand Sweden [13,14].Refs. Pland [15]used an altemative technique

based on adjisted data reported for the purpose of inheritance tax to obtain

the P areto exponent forUK .A nother study used tangible asset (nam ely house

area) asam easure ofwealth to obtain the wealth distribbution exponent in an-—
cient Egyptian society during the reign of Akhenaten (14th century BC) [L6].

Apart from the last m entioned study, all the other wealh distrioutions were

for westem highl-developed capitalist econom ies, and are thus of very sim i
lar societies. O bserving the wealth distribution of a non-W estem developing

capitalist society, such as India, w hich untilquite recently had a planned econ-
omy, will be not only instructive by iself but it will also provide necessary

com parison w ith the previous studies.

T he general feature cbserved in the lin ited em pircal study ofwealth distriou-
tion isthat ofa power law behavior forthewealthiest 5-10 % ofthe population,

and exponential or log-nom aldistrbution for the rest ofthe population. T he

Pareto exponent asm easured from the wealth distribution is found to be al-
ways lower than the exponent for the ncom e distrioution, which is consistent
w ith the general cbservation that, In m arket econom s, wealth ismuch m ore

unequally distributed than Incom e [L7].

In the present paper, we have cbserved that the high wealth lin it ofthe Indian
wealth distribution is consistent with a power law having an exponent that
ranges from 0.81 (2002) to 0.92 (2004).In the next section we describe the data
sets used In our analysis. In the section containing results we have reported
not only the power law behavior, but also how changes In wealth is related



to ones net worth. D ata on Jabor lnoom e (salaries) at the top-incom e end is
also analyzed and com pared w ith the low —and m iddle-incom e distribution.W e
conclude w ith a discussion on the reliability of exponent m easuram ents, possi-
bl reasons for obtaining m ultiple values of the Pareto exponent for the sam e
eoconom y, and the connection w ith such low —resolution m easure of inequality
asthe G nicoe cient.

2 D ata Sources

The data for the 125 wealthiest individuals and houssholds in India were
cbtained from a special report by the Indian business m agazine, Business
Standard[18]. The wealths were reported at two dates, D ec 31, 2002 and Aug
31,2003, which allowed us to also study the change in wealth over the interval
between these two dates. The list essentially com prised of Indian billionaires
(in Indian Rupees) as of Aug 31, 2003. For com parison, note that India had
61,000 m illionaires in 2003 [L9]; by contrast, USA had 2,270,000 m illionaires.

T he above data set also reported the gross salary ofthe 67 highest-paid execu-
tives In India which includes foreign nationalsbased In India) .M any, though
by nomeans all, ofthose who gure In this list also belong to the previously
m entioned list of wealthiest Indians. It is therefore possibl to nfer a relation
between labor incom e and wealth.

W e also used a recent list of 40 richest Indians published by the intemational
business m agazine Forlees in D ec 10, 2004 R0]. T he crterion used for this list
was som ewhat di erent from the Business Standard list In that an individual
did not need to be residing in India to be listed, but need only have Indian
nationality. H owever, In practice, except for one case, all the others in the list
arebased in India.Further, whik in the previous list the wealth was calculated
In Indian Rupees, n the Forbes list i isgiven In term sofU S D ollars. H ow ever,
aswe are prm arily Interested in the slope of the rank-order distribution, this
did not a ect our resuls.

W e regected the top 10% of the data in the lists while ttihg a powerlaw

function to the distributions. T his was to avoid erroneous calculation of the

exponent due to the wealth of the richest few individuals being higher than

the general trend, ressmbling the KX Ing e ect’ seen in m any other contexts,
eg. the distrbution of city sizes R1], populariy of musicians 2], m ovie

gross eamings R3], etc. W e also classi ed the wealths according to the in—
dustry sectors on which they were founded. The classi cation was adopted
from the Bombay Stock Exchange BSE) list of 20 iIndustry sectors, ranging

from informm ation technology, pham aceuticals, autom otive, etc. which have a

large representation In the list of wealthiest Indians, to sectors such as, food

& beverages, consum er durables, consum er non-durables, etc., each of which

have s0 few representatives in the sam ple, that 13 ofthem have been grouped

together nto an aggregation called O thers’ in our study.
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Fig. 1. Rank ordered plots of the wealth of the richest Indians during the period
20022004 on a doublklogarithm ic scale. Them ain gure show s the wealh of the
k-th ranked richest person (or houseshold) against the rank k Wwih rank 1 cor-
regponding to the wealthiest person) as per two surveys conducted by Business
Standard in D ec 31, 2002 (squares) and Aug 31, 2003 (triangles). T he broken lne
having a slope of 123 is shown for visual reference. The Inset show s the rank
ordered plot of wealth based on data published by Fores in D ec 10, 2004, w ith the
broken line having a slope of 1:08.

3 Results

A spointed out In previouspapers g. seeRef. 23]), the exponent ofa power—
law probability distribution function can be determ ined w ith good accuracy
from the slope of the corresponding rank-order plot on a double logarithm ic
scale. In particular, ifthe wealth isdistrbuted asP @ ) W % 7, it can be
shown that the wealth of the k-th ranked agent is distrbuted asW , k '©
R4].H ence, obtaining the slope of the rank-order plot on a doubl logarithm ic
scale and mnverting i, allow s us to determm ine the Pareto exponent.

Fig.1 shows the rank distrbution of wealth from the lists of richest Indians
described In the previous section. Least square t of the 2002 data yilds a
slope of -1 .24 while the 2003 data has a slope of -123, which give Pareto
exponents of 0.81 and 0.82, respectively. N ote that, due to the arrangem ent
of the data, we could use only 111 points from the 2002 data, whilk all 125
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Fig. 2. W ealth of the 125 richest Indians (@s of Aug 31, 2003) com pared at two
dates: Dec 31, 2002 and Aug 31, 2003, on a doubldogarithm ic scale. T he data
points are coded according to the industry sector on which the wealth isbased.The
broken line corresponds to unchanged wealh over the period under study. T he inset
show s the absolute m agnitude of change in wealth during this period as a function
of wealh at the start of the period.

data points could be used for the 2003 data. The inset show s the 2004 data,
which, upon last square tting, gave a slope 0of-1.08, from which we cbtained
a Pareto exponent 0of 0.92. G oodness of t was quantiatively m easured to be
R% = 0.989 (2002), 0.984 (2003), and 0.988 (2004).

Fig.2 show s the correlation ofnet worth ofagents over an ntervalof 6 m onths

between D ec 31, 2002 and Aug 31, 2003.The points all 211 in a narrow band,

In plying that there isno signi cant change In the wealth during this period.
However, as all the fortunes being studied here are based on stock holdings,

m ovem ent In sharevaluesa ect the net worth of ndividuals (and housesholds)
In the list. Fortunes based on infom ation technology stocks show an uni-
form (although am all) decline over the period studied, w hereas those based on

pham aceuticals stocks show , In general, an increase.

The inset of Fig. 2 shows absolute changes In wealth over the period of 8
m onths as a function of the wealth at the beginning of the period. T he data
points are all clustered close together, and the linear correlation coe cient



1004
X
~ O g 50 A
$ 107 © o o ‘—:“ ]
g S A
> >
o @)
G 10 2
S o 0 2000 4000 6000
= S - Household Income (US $) |
o 100 —=— \\\
> N
T S - oooooo\\
< r 50 o ~
n E m]
9 o
° | g ]
O S O
O m
10
o 1 2 3 4 5
; IT Industry Salary (INR) x 10
10 0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ - xl ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ - 2
10 10 10

Rank k

Fig. 3. The rank ordered plot of the gross salary (in Indian Rupees) of the k-th
ranked highest paid executive against the rank k on a doubleJlogarithm ic scale. T he
broken line of slope 0:66 is shown for visual reference. T he upper inset show s, on
a sem Hogarithm ic scale, the cum ulative percentage of Indian households at lncom e
levelI (ie., the percentage w ith houseshold incom e greater than I) plotted against
I (in US Dollars; 1 US Dollar ¥ 37 Indian Rupees during this period), for the
lowerend of the incom e distrbution. T he Iower inset show s, on a sem Hogarithm ic
scale, the percentage of individuals in the Inform ation Technology industry w ith 10
years or m ore experience, having a salary S orm ore (in Indian Rupees).

In a Jog-log scale is 0.95, indicating that the wealth lost or gained by agents
is proportional to their overall wealth. This is a characteristic of a muli-
plicative stochastic process, where the changes In the value of a variablk are
proportional to the value, rather than an additive process, w here the changes
are Independent of the value (eg. random walks). T his lends support to the
assum ptions of asset exchange m odels for wealth distribution 2,3,4,5,6,7], ac—
cording to which, the am ount lost or gained by agents through each trading
Interaction is a random fraction of their wealth at a given Instant.

Fig. 3 shows the Jabor incom e (ie. salaries) rank-order distribution for the
highest paid com pany executives in India. Least square tting of the data
(reecting the top 125 % ofthe data points) In a doubl-Jlogarithm ic scale gives
a slope 0f0.66, which indicatesa Pareto exponent ’ 1:51 forthe higherend
tailof Jabor lncom e distrbution in ITndia.N ote that, this is alm ost identical to



w hat P areto had announcoed to be the value ofthe exponent based on his study
of late-19th century European econom ies. To com pare the high-incom e end of
the distrlbbution w ith the incom e of the rest of the population, the two insets
show the cum ulative incom e distrbution for lower-incom e Indian households
(upper nset) w ith data obtained from a 1997 survey available online 5], and
the cum ulative salary distribution for individuals (lower inset), w ith experience
of 10 years or m ore, working in the Inform ation Technology industry, where
the data is from a 2002 survey by the IT ndustry m agazine D ataQ uest R6].
T he data, although of low resolution, is suggestive ofa log-nom aldistribution
in the low—to m iddle-incom e range.

C om parison between the overall ncom e of poorer houssholds and the salaries
(labor Incom e) of m iddle- to high-incom e individuals is valid, because the
form er com prises alm ost entirely ofwages, and not any eamings from  nancial
or other assets [17]. It has been suggested that it is this di erence in the
com position of the ncom e between the low-ncom e (com prising sokly labor
Incom e) and high-incom e (dom inated by capital nvestm ent gains) sections of
the distribution that is responsbl for the exponential nature ofthe form erand
power-aw In the latter region [14]. However, we observe power-law even for
the upper-end ofthe labor lnocom e com ponent of the high lncom e Individuals.
This in plies that the sam e process m ay give rise to exponential behavior at
the low er end ofthe distrloution while also being responsble for the pow er-law
at the upper end, and m odels for explaining the observed incom e distribbutions
should satisfy this criterion.

4 D iscussion

Based on the results reported above we conclude that the Thdian wealth dis-
trbution has a Pareto exponent between 0.81 and 0.92, whilk the lncom e
distrbution is lognom al wih a powerdaw tail having a Pareto exponent
close to 1.5, the value predicted by Pareto hin self. O ne should of course note
that these values are not sacrosanct and that there are severalways by which
di erent values of the Pareto exponent can be obtained for the sam e soci-
ety. For exam ple, the Pareto exponent for the wealth distrdbution In UK has
been reported to have values as di erent as 1.9 @], 1.06 [13] and 1.78 [15].
The data based on which these exponents were cbtained were of course for
di erent years (1996,1997 and 2001, respectively); however, that need not be
the only reason for this striking discrepancy am ong the values. For exam plk,
if the m easured wealth consists sokly (orm ostly) of nancial assets, In par-
ticular, stocks, as is lkely for the wealths reported in the lists of the richest
published by Business Standard and Fortune, then the wealth nequality in
a society is lkely to be overestin ated if m iddle-incom e houssholds have a
larger proportion oftheirwealh astangible assets (such as house or autom o—
bik) R7].Thus, a study which considersonly nancialassets is Ikely to com e
up with a Pareto exponent that di ers substantially from another study that
considers the non— nancial assets reported in data collected for the purpose



of calculating inheritance tax.

A nother point worth considering is the relation between P areto exponent and
G nicoe cient, them ostw idely used m easure of noom e inequality. A cocording
to the latter m easure, India is less unequal than USA, and even UK [8].
H owever, this is not consistent w ith the m easured values of P areto exponent,
if one associates lower values of the exponent with increased nequality. To
resolve this issue, we note that if the distrlbution follow s a power-Jaw nature
throughout, then a clear correspondence exists between the two m easures,
eg. a Pareto exponent of 1.5 mpliesa Ginicoe cint of05 R9]. However,
observed distrbutions show a powerdaw only over a very lim ited range, and
hence the correspondence breaks down. In fact, n this case, it has for long
been a m atter of debate whether a higher value of Pareto exponent indicates
Increased or decreased Incom e inequality R9]!

Ithank B kasK .Chakrabarti, A mab Chattere and S. Subram anian forhelp—
fi1l suggestions.
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