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The lognorm aldistribution describing,e.g.,exponentialsofG aussian random variablesisone of

the m ostcom m on statisticaldistributionsin physics.Itcan exhibitfeaturesofbroad distributions

thatim ply qualitativedeparturefrom theusualstatisticalscaling associated tonarrow distributions.

Approxim ateform ulaearederived forthetypicalsum soflognorm alrandom variables.Thevalidity

oftheseform ulae isnum erically checked and thephysicalconsequences,e.g.,forthecurrentowing

through sm alltunneljunctions,are pointed out.

PACS num bers:05.40.-a,05.40.Fb,73.40.G k

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N :P H Y SIC S M O T IVA T IO N

M ost usual phenom ena present a well de�ned aver-

age behaviourwith uctuationsaround the averageval-

ues.Such uctuationsaredescribed by narrow (or’light-

tailed’) distributions like,e.g.,G aussian or exponential

distributions. Conversely,for other phenom ena,uctu-

ations them selves dictate the m ain features, while the

averagevaluesbecom eeitherirrelevantoreven non exis-

tent.Such uctuationsaredescribed bybroad(or’heavy-

tailed’)distributions like,e.g.,distributions with power

law tails generating ’L�evy ights’. After a long period

in which the narrow distributions have had the quasi-

m onopolyofprobabilityapplications,ithasbeen realized

in the last�fteen yearsthatbroad distributionsarise in

a num berofphysicalsystem s[1,2,3].

M acroscopic physicalquantities often appear as the

sum sSn ofm icroscopicquantitiesxi:

Sn =

nX

i= 1

xi; (1)

wherex1;x2;:::;xn areindependentand identically dis-

tributed random variables.Thedependenceofsuch sum s

Sn with thenum bern ofterm sepitom izestheroleofthe

broadnessofprobability distributionsofxi’s. O ne intu-

itively expectsthe typicalsum Stn to be given by:

S
t

n ’ nhxi; (2)

wherehxiistheaveragevalueofx.Thevalidity ofeq.(2)

is guaranteed at large n by the law oflarge num bers.

However,the law oflarge num bersisonly valid forsuf-

�ciently narrow distributions. Indeed,for broad distri-

butions,the sum sSn can strongly deviate from eq.(2).

For instance,ifthe distribution ofthe xi’s has a power

law tail(cf. L�evy ights,[1]),/ 1=x1+ � with 0 < � < 1

(hxi= 1 ),then the typicalsum ofn term s is notpro-

�Corresponding author: rom eo@ ipcm s.u-strasbg.fr

portionalto the num berofterm sbutisgiven by:

S
t

n / n
1=�

: (3)

Physically, eq. (2) (narrow distributions) and eq. (3)

(L�evy ights)correspond to di�erentscaling behaviours.

FortheL�evy ightcase,theviolation ofthelaw oflarge

num bersoccursforany n.O n the otherhand,forother

broad distributionslike the lognorm altreated hereafter,

there isa violation ofthe law oflarge num bersonly for

�nite,yetsurprisingly large,n’s.

Theseviolationsofthelaw oflargenum bers,whatever

theirextent,correspond physically to anom alousscaling

behaviours as com pared to those generated by narrow

distributions. This applies in particular to sm alltun-

neljunctions,such asthem etal-insulator-m etaljunctions

currently studied forspin electronics[4,5].Ithasindeed

been shown,theoretically [6]and experim entally [7,8],

that these junctions tend to exhibit a broad distribu-

tion oftunnelcurrentsthatgeneratesan anom alousscal-

ing law:thetypicalintegrated currentowing through a

junction isnotproportionalto the area ofthe junction.

Thisism orethan justa theoreticalissuesincethisdevi-

ation from the law oflargenum bersism ostpronounced

[7,9]forsubm icronicjunction sizesrelevantforspin elec-

tronicsapplications.

A sim ilarissueistopicalforthefuturedevelopm entof

m etaloxidesem iconductor�eld e�ecttransistors(M O S-

FETs). Indeed,the downsizing ofM O SFETsrequiresa

reduction ofthe thickness ofthe gate oxide layer. This

im plies that tunnelling through the gate becom es non

negligible[10,11],generating an unwanted currentleak-

age.M oreover,asin m etal-insulator-m etaljunctions,the

largeuctuationsoftunnelcurrentsm ay giverisetoseri-

ousirreproducibility issues.O urm odelperm itsa statis-

ticaldescription oftunnelling through non idealbarriers

applying equally to m etal-insulator-m etaljunctionsand

to M O SFET currentleakages. Thus,anom alousscaling

e�ectsareexpected to arisealso in M O SFETs.

The current uctuations in tunneljunctions are well
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described by a lognorm alprobability density [7,12]

f(x)= LN(�;�2)(x)=
1

p
2��2x

exp

"

�
(lnx � �)

2

2�2

#

;x > 0

(4)

depending on two param eters,� and �2. The lognor-

m aldistribution presentsatthe sam e tim e featuresofa

narrow distribution,like the �niteness ofallm om ents,

and featuresofa broad distribution,like a tailthatcan

extend over severaldecades. It is actually one of the

m ost com m on statisticaldistributions and appears fre-

quently, for instance, in biology [13] and �nance [14]

(for review see [15, 16]). In physics,it is often found

in transport through disordered system s such as wave

propagation in random m edia (radar scattering,m obile

phones,...)[17,18]. A specially relevant exam ple ofthe

latteristransportthrough 1D disorderedinsulatingwires

forwhich the distribution ofelem entary resistanceshas

been shown to be lognorm al[19]. Thiswire problem of

random resistances in series is equivalent to the tunnel

junction problem ofrandom conductancesin parallel[20].

Thus,ourresults,initially m otivated by sum soflognor-

m alconductances in tunneljunctions,are also relevant

forsum soflognorm alresistancesin wires.

In this paper,our aim is to obtain analyticalexpres-

sions for the dependence on the num ber n ofterm s of

the typicalsum sStn ofidentically distributed lognorm al

random variables. The theory m usttreatthe n and �2

ranges relevant for applications. For tunneljunctions,

both sm alln ’ 1correspondingtonanom etricsized junc-

tions[12]and largen ’ 1013 corresponding to m illim et-

ric sized junctions,and both sm all�2 ’ 0:1 and large

�2 ’ 10 [7,21,22,23]havebeen studied experim entally.

Forelectrom agneticpropagation in random m edia,�2 is

typically in the range2 to 10 [18].

There exist recent m athem aticalstudies on sum s of

lognorm alrandom variables[24,25]that are m otivated

by glass physics (Random Energy M odel). However,

these studies apply to regim es oflarge n and/or large

�2 thatdo notcorrespond to thoserelevantforourprob-

lem s.O urwork concentrateson thedeviation ofthetyp-

icalsum ofa m oderate num ber oflognorm alterm swith

�2 . 15 from the asym ptotic behaviourdictated by the

law oflargenum bers.Thus,thispaperand [24,25]treat

com plem entary
�
n;�2

�
ranges.

Section IIis a shortreview ofthe basic propertiesof

lognorm aldistributions, insisting on their broad char-

acter. Section III presents qualitatively the sum s ofn

lognorm alrandom variables. Section IV introduces the

strategiesused toestim atethetypicalsum Stn.Section V,

thecoreofthiswork,derivesapproxim ateanalyticalex-

pressions ofStn for di�erent �2-ranges. Section VI dis-

cussesthe rangeofvalidity ofthe obtained results.Sec-

tion VII presents the striking scaling behaviour ofthe

sam plem ean inverse.Section VIIIcontainsa sum m ariz-

ing table and an overview ofm ain results.

As the paper is written prim arily for practitioners

ofquantum tunnelling,it reintroduces in sim ple term s

the needed statisticalnotionsaboutbroad distributions.

However,m ost ofthe paper is not speci�c to quantum

tunnelling and itsresultsm ay beapplied to any problem

with sum soflognorm alrandom variables.Theadequacy

ofthepresented theorytodescribeexperim entson tunnel

junctionsispresented in [9].

II. T H E LO G N O R M A L D IST R IB U T IO N :

SIM P LE P R O P ER T IES A N D N A R R O W VS

B R O A D C H A R A C T ER

In this section,we presentsim ple properties(genesis,

characteristics,broad character)ofthe lognorm aldistri-

bution thatwillbe used in the nextsections.

Am ongm anym echanism sthatgeneratelognorm aldis-

tributions[15,16],two ofthem areespecially im portant

in physics. In the �rst generation m echanism ,we con-

siderx asexponentiallydependenton aG aussianrandom

variabley with m ean �y and variance�
2
y:

x = x0e
y=y0 (5)

wherex0 and y0 arescaleparam etersforx and y,respec-

tively.The probability density ofy is:

N(�y;�
2

y)(y)=
1

q

2��2y

exp

"

�
(y� �y)

2

2�2y

#

: (6)

The probability density ofx,f(x)= N(�y;�
2
y)(y)dy=dx

isa lognorm aldensity LN
�
�;�2

�
(x),asin eq.(4),with

param eters:

� =
�y

y0
+ lnx0; (7a)

�
2 = (�y=y0)

2
: (7b)

A typicalexam pleofsuch ageneration m echanism ispro-

vided by tunneljunctions. Indeed,the exponentialcur-

rentdependenceon the potentialbarrierparam etersop-

eratesasa kind of’uctuation am pli�er’by non-linearly

transform ing sm allG aussian uctuations ofthe param -

eters into qualitatively large current uctuations. This

im plies,asseen above,lognorm aldistribution oftunnel

currents[9].

In the second generation m echanism ,we considerthe

product xn =
Q n

i= 1
yi ofn identically distributed ran-

dom variablesy1;� � � ;yn.If�
0 and �0 are the m ean and

thestandard deviation oflnyi,notnecessarilyG aussians,

then

lnxn =

nX

i= 1

lnyi (8)

tends,atlargen,to a G aussian random variableofm ean

n�0and variancen�0
2
,accordingto thecentrallim itthe-

orem .Hence,using eqs.(7a)and (7b)with x0 = y0 = 1,
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xn is lognorm ally distributed with param eters� = n�0

and �2 = n�0
2
. Fora better approxim ation at�nite n,

see[26].

The lognorm aldistribution given by eq.(4) has the

following characteristics.

Thetwoparam eters� and �2 are,accordingtoeq.(7a)

and eq.(7b)with x0 = y0 = 1,them ean and thevariance

ofthe G aussian random variable lnx. The param eter�

isa scale param eter.Indeed,ifx isdistributed according

to LN(�;�2)(x),then x0 = �x is distributed according

to LN(�0 = � + ln�;�02 = �2)(x0),ascan be seen from

eq.(5),eq.(7a)and eq.(7b).Thus,onecan alwaystake

� = 0usingasuitablechoiceofunits.O n theotherhand,

�2 isthe shape param eterofthe lognorm aldistribution.

The typicalvalue xt,corresponding to the m axim um

ofthe distribution,is

x
t = e

���
2

: (9)

The m edian,xm ,such that
Rxm

0
f(x)dx =

R1
xm

f(x)dx =

1=2,is

x
m = e

�
: (10)

Theaverage,hxi,and thevariance,var(x)� hx2i� hxi2,

are

hxi = e
�+ �

2
=2
; (11)

var(x) = e
2�+ �

2
�

e
�
2

� 1

�

: (12)

The coe� cient of variation, C �
p
var(x)=hxi, which

characterizesthe relative dispersion ofthe distribution,

isthus

C =
p
e�

2

� 1: (13)

Notethat� doesnotappearin C ,asexpected forascale

param eter.

Figure 1 shows exam ples of lognorm aldistributions

with scale param eter� = 0 and di�erentshape param -

eters. For sm all�2,the lognorm aldistribution is nar-

row (rapidly decaying tail) and can be approxim ated

by a G aussian distribution (see Appendix A). W hen

�2 increases,thelognorm aldistribution rapidly becom es

broad (tailextendingto valuesm uch largerthan thetyp-

icalvalue). In particular,the typicalvalue xt and the

m ean hxim ovein oppositedirectionsaway from them e-

dian xm which is1 forall�2.Thestrong �2-dependence

ofthebroadnessisquantitatively given by thecoe�cient

ofvariation,eq.(13).

Anotherway ofcharacterizing the broadnessofa dis-

tribution, is to de�ne an intervalcontaining a certain

percentage ofthe probability. For the G aussian distri-

bution N
�
�;�2

�
,68% ofthe probability iscontained in

theinterval[� � �;� + �]whereasforthelognorm aldis-

tribution LN
�
�;�2

�
,the sam e probability is contained

within [xm =e�;xm � e�]. The extension ofthis interval

dependslinearly on � fortheG aussian and exponentially

forthe lognorm al.

0 1 2 3
x

0

1

2

3

f(
x
) 

=
 L

N
(µ

=
0,

 σ
2 )(

x
)

x
t 〈x〉x

m

σ=1.5

σ=1

σ=0.1

〈x〉

〈x〉

FIG .1: Exam ples oflognorm aldistributions LN
�
�;�

2
�
(x)

with � = 0and � = 0.1,1and 1.5.W hen � increases,thetyp-

icalvaluesx
t
,indicated bythedotted lines,and them eanshxi

m ove rapidly away from the constant m edian x
m ,indicated

by the broken line,in opposite directions.

M oreover,theweighted distribution xf(x),giving the

distribution ofthe contribution to the m ean,is peaked

on the m edian xm .In the vicinity ofxm one has[27]:

f(x)=
1

p
2��2x

fore��
p
2� � x � e

�+
p
2�
: (14)

Thus,f(x) behaves as a distribution that is extrem ely

broad (1=x is not even norm alizable) in an x-interval

whose size increasesexponentially fast with � and that

issm oothly truncated outsidethisinterval.

Three di�erent regim es of broadness can be de�ned

using the peculiar dependence of the probability peak

heightf(xt)on �2.Indeed,theuseofeq.(4)and eq.(9)

yields:

f(xt)=
e�

2
=2

p
2�e��

: (15)

For �2 � 1,one has f(xt) / 1=� and thus f(xt) /

1=
p
var(x) as

p
var(x) / � (see eq. (12)). This in-

verseproportionalitybetween peakheightf(xt)andpeak

width
p
var(x)isthe usualbehaviourfora narrow dis-

tribution thatconcentratesm ostofthe probability into

the peak.

W hen the shape param eter �2 increases, still keep-

ing �2 � 1,f(xt) is no longerinversely proportionalto
p
var(x),howeveritstilldecreases,asexpected foradis-

tribution thatbecom esbroaderand thuslesspeaked (see,

in �gure1,the di�erencebetween � = 0:1 and � = 1).

O n the contrary, when �2 > 1, the peak height in-

creases with �2 even though the distribution becom es

broader (see,in �gure 1,the di�erence between � = 1

and � = 1:5). This is m ore unusual. The behaviour
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of the peak can be understood from the genesis of

the lognorm al variable x = ey with y distributed as

N
�
�y = �;�2y = �2

�
(y). W hen �2 becom es larger,the

probability to draw y values m uch sm aller than � in-

creases,yielding m any x values m uch sm aller than e�,

allpacked close to 0. This creates a narrow and high

peak forf(x).

Thisnon m onotonousvariation oftheprobability peak

f(xt) with the shape param eter �2 with a m inim um in

�2 = 1,incites to consider three qualitative classes of

lognorm aldistributions,thatwillbeused in thenextsec-

tions. The class�2 � 1 correspondsto the narrow log-

norm aldistributions that are approxim ately G aussian.

The class �2 . 1 contains the m oderately broad log-

norm aldistributionsthatm ay deviatesigni�cantly from

G aussians,yetretaining som e featuresofnarrow distri-

butions. The class�2 � 1 containsthe very broad log-

norm aldistributions.

III. Q U A LITA T IV E B EH AV IO U R O F T H E

T Y P IC A L SU M O F LO G N O R M A L R A N D O M

VA R IA B LES

In thissection weexplain the qualitativebehaviourof

thetypicalsum oflognorm alrandom variablesbyrelating

itto the behavioursofnarrow and broad distributions.

Consider �rst a narrow distribution fN (x) presenting

a wellde�ned narrow peak concentrating m ost of the

probability in thevicinity ofthem ean hxiand with light

tailsdecayingsu�cientlyrapidlyawayfrom thepeak(�g-

ure 2a). Draw,forexam ple,three random num bers x1,

x2 and x3 according to the distribution fN (x). IffN (x)

issu�ciently narrow,then x 1,x2 and x3 willallbe ap-

proxim ately equalto each otherand to them ean hxiand

thus,

S3 = x1 + x2 + x3 ’ 3x1;2or3 ’ 3hxi: (16)

Notethatno singleterm xi dom inatesthesum S3.M ore

generally,thesum ofn term swillbeclose,even forsm all

n’s,to the large n expression given by the law oflarge

num bers:

Sn ’ nhxi: (17)

Considernow a broad distribution fB (x)whoseproba-

bility spreadsthroughouta long tailextending oversev-

eraldecades(�gure 2b;note the logarithm icx-scale)in-

stead ofbeing concentrated into a peak. Drawing three

random num bers according to fB (x), it is very likely

thatone ofthese num bers,forexam ple x2,willbe large

enough, com pared to the other ones, to dom inate the

sum S3:

S3 = x1 + x2 + x3 ’ m ax(x1;x2;x3)= x2: (18)

M oregenerally,the largestterm M n,

M n � m ax(x1;:::;xn); (19)

FIG .2: Narrow vs broad distributions. (a) A narrow distri-

bution fN (x)presentsa wellde�ned peak and lighttails.In a

setfx1;:::;xng ofn random num bersdrawn from fN (x),no

num berisdom inant.(b)A broad distribution fB (x)presents

a long tailextending overseveraldecades(note the logarith-

m ic x-scale). In a set fx1;:::;xng of n random num bers

drawn from fB (x),one num berisclearly dom inant.

willdom inatethe sum ofn term s:

Sn ’ M n: (20)

Underthese prem ises,whatisthe orderofm agnitude

ofSn? To approxim ately estim ate it,one can divide the

interval[0;1 )ofpossiblevaluesofx [37]into n intervals

[a1 = 0;a2),[a2;a3),...,[an;an+ 1 = 1 ) corresponding

to a probability of1=n:

1

n
=

Z aj+ 1

aj

fB (x)dx: (21)

Intuitively,there is typically one random num ber xi in

each interval[aj;aj+ 1). The largestnum berM n isthus

very likely to lie in the rightm ostinterval[an;1 ). The

m ostprobable num berin thisintervalisan (we assum e

that fB (x) is decreasing at large x). Thus, applying

eq.(20)thesum Sn isapproxim ately given by:

Sn ’ an with
1

n
=

Z 1

an

fB (x)dx: (22)
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Asaspeci�capplication,considerforexam pleaPareto

distribution fP(x)with in�nite m ean,

fP(x)�
�x�0

x1+ �
; for x � x0 and with 0< � < 1:

(23)

In this case,the sum Sn is called a ’L�evy ight’. The

relation (22) yields[38]M t
n ’ x0n

1=� and thus,using

eq.(20),

S
t

n ’ x0n
1=�

: (24)

Notethat,as� < 1,theaveragevalueisin�niteand thus

the law oflargenum bersdoesnotapply here.

The fact that the sum Sn ofn term s increases typi-

cally fasterin eq.(24)than the num bern ofterm sisin

contrastwith thelaw oflargenum bers.This’anom alous’

behaviourcanbeintuitivelyexplained (seealso�gure3in

[9]fora com plem entary approach).Each draw ofa new

random num ber from a broad distribution fB (x) gives

theopportunity to obtain a largenum ber,very farin the

tail,thatwilldom inate the sum Sn and willpush itto-

wardssigni�cantly largervalues.Conversely,fornarrow

distributionsfN (x),thetypicallargestterm M t
n increases

very slowly with the num berofterm s(e.g.,as
p
lnn for

a G aussian distribution and as lnn for an exponential

distribution; see,e.g.,[28]),whilst the typicalsum Stn
increaseslinearly with n and thusStn � M t

n.

The question that arises now is whether the sum of

lognorm al random variables behaves like a narrow or

like a broad distribution. O n one hand,the lognorm al

distribution has �nite m om ents,like a narrow distribu-

tion. Therefore,the law oflarge num bers m ust apply

at least for an asym ptotically large num ber of term s:

Sn !
n! 1

nhxi. O n the other hand,if�2 is su�ciently

large,thelognorm altailextendsoverseveraldecades,as

fora broad distribution (see Section II). Therefore,the

sum ofn term sisexpected to be dom inated by a sm all

num berofterm s,ifn isnottoo large[39].

Thedom ination ofthesum by thelargestterm scan be

quantitatively estim ated by com puting the relative con-

tribution pq tothem ean by theproportion qofstatistical

sam pleswith valueslargerthan som exq[40][41]

pq �

Z 1

xq

x
0
f(x0)dx0=hxi; (25)

q�

Z 1

xq

f(x0)dx0: (26)

Figure 3a shows a plot ofpq vs q for various �’s. Note

thatthecurve(1� q;1� pq)iscalled aLorenzplotin the

econom icscom m unity when studying the distribution of

incom es (see,e.g.,[29]). For sm all�’s (� . 0:25),one

haspq ’ qforallq:allterm sxi equally contributetothe

sum Sn. Thisisthe usualbehaviourofa narrow distri-

bution.Forlarger�’s,onehaspq � q forq� 1:only a

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
q

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

p
q

σ = 0.01σ = 0.5σ = 1.0σ = 1.5σ = 2.0σ = 3.0

( a )

0 1 2 3 4
σ

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

G
(σ

)

( b )

FIG .3: Heterogeneity ofthe term s oflognorm alsum s. a)

Average proportion pq ofthe average physicalquantity hxi

carried by the average proportion q of the statistical sam -

ple. For narrow lognorm aldistributions
�
�
2
� 1

�
,allterm s

equally contribute to the sum s (pq ’ q). For broad lognor-

m aldistributions,a sm allproportion oftheterm sprovidethe

m ajor contribution to the sum s (pq � q forq � 1). b) G ini

coe�cientgiving a quantitativem easureoftheheterogeneity.

sm allnum berofterm scontributesigni�cantlytothesum

Sn. Thisisthe usualbehaviourofa broad distribution.

M onteCarlosim ulationsoftunnellingthrough M O SFET

gates yield pq vs q curves that are strikingly sim ilar to

�gure 3a (see �gure 11 of[10]). Indeed,the param eters

used in [10]correspond to a barrier thickness standard

deviation of�d = 0:18 nm ,a barrierpenetration length

� ’ 7:8� 10�2 nm which gives� = �d=� ’ 2:3 (see[7]or

[9]forthe derivation of� = �d=�).Forthis�,�gure 11

of[10]�tsourpq vsq withoutany adjustableparam eter.

Asin econom ics,theinform ation contained in �gure3a

can besum m arized by theG inicoe�cientG represented
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in �gure3b:

G � 2

Z 1

0

(pq � q)dq; (27)

giving a quantitative m easure of the heterogeneity of

the contribution of the term s to the sum . In the

lognorm al case this expression becom es: G (�) =

1 � 2
R1
�1

N (0;1)(u)�(u � �)du, where N (0;1)(u)

is the norm al distribution (eq. (6)) and �(u) �Ru
�1

N (0;1)(u0)du0thecorresponding distribution func-

tion.Thesolid linein �gure3b representsG (�)forvar-

ious�’s. Asexpected,G (�)variesfrom 0 when � = 0,

which m eansthatallterm sofa narrow lognorm aldistri-

bution equallycontributetothesum s,to1when � ! 1 ,

which m eansthatonly a sm allproportion oftheterm sof

a broad lognorm aldistribution contributes signi�cantly

to the sum s.The broken linesin �gure3b representan-

alytically derived asym ptoticapproxim ationsofG (�):

� � 1 :G (�)’
�
p
�

(28a)

� � 1:G (�)’ 1�
2e��

2
=4

p
��

(28b)

(O ur derivations of these form ulae, which are not ex-

plicitely shown here,are based on usualexpansion tech-

niques).

In sum m ary,if�2 is sm all,the sum ofn lognorm al

term s is expected to behave like sum s ofnarrowly dis-

tributed random variables,for any n. Conversely,if�2

issu�ciently large,the sum ofn lognorm alterm sisex-

pected to behave,at sm alln,like sum s ofbroadly dis-

tributed random variables and,at large n,like sum s of

narrowlydistributed random variables(law oflargenum -

bers). Before converging to the law of large num bers

asym ptotics,the typicalsum m ay deviate strongly from

this law. M oreover,ifthis convergence is slow enough,

physicallyrelevantproblem sm ayliein thenon converged

regim e. This is indeed the case ofsubm icronic tunnel

junctions[7].

IV . ST R A T EG IES FO R EST IM A T IN G T H E

T Y P IC A L SU M

In thissection,we discussstrategiesforobtaining the

typicalsum Stn oflognorm alrandom variablesdepending

on the value ofthe shape param eter�2.

By de�nition St
n is the peak position ofthe distribu-

tion ofSn. M oreover,the latter is the n-fold convolu-

tion of f(x) and is denoted as fn�(Sn). As no exact

analyticalexpression isknown forfn� when f islognor-

m al,one willturn to approxim ation strategies. These

strategies can be derived from the schem atic represen-

tation, in the space of distributions, of the trajectory

followed by fn� with increasing n (�gure 4). The setof

µ

σ 2

σ2<1∼

σ2<<1

σ2 >>1

µ2, σ2
2

FIG . 4: Schem atic representation of the trajectory of f
n�

in the space of distributions. The set of lognorm al distri-

butions corresponds to the open half-plane
�
� 2 R;�

2
> 0

�
.

The in�nite dim ension space of probability distributions is

schem atically represented here in three dim ensions. In the

region
�
� 2 R;�

2
� 1

�
(shaded area), lognorm al distribu-

tionsarequasi-G aussian.(a)Narrow lognorm aldistributions

f
1�
(�

2
� 1) are quasi-G aussian and, thus, the trajectory

of f
n�

starts and ends up in the close vicinity of the line�
� 2 R;�

2
= 0

�
. (b)Form oderately broad lognorm aldistri-

butions(�
2
. 1),thetrajectory off

n�
startsin thelognorm al

half-plane,nottoo far away from the quasi-G aussian region,

thatis reached for asym ptotically large n. Thus f
n�

is con-

jectured to lie,for any n,close to the lognorm alhalf-plane:

f
n�

’ LN(�n;�
2

n). (c) Very broad lognorm aldistributions

f
1�(�2 � 1) lie far away from the quasi-G aussian region.

Thus,thereisalongway beforef
n�

entersthequasi-G aussian

region and f
n�

hasthepossibility to com esigni�cantly outof

the lognorm alhalf-plane forinterm ediate valuesofn.

lognorm aldistributions can be represented by an open

half-plane (�,�2) with � 2 (� 1 ;1 ) and �2 2 (0;1 ).

In this half-plane,the shaded region with �2 � 1 cor-

respondsto quasi-G aussian lognorm aldistributions(see

Appendix A).Thewholelognorm alhalf-planeisem bed-

ded in the in�nite dim ension space ofprobability distri-

butions,which isschem atically represented in �gure4 as

a threedim ension space.

The starting pointf1� and the asym ptotic behaviour

fn� with n ! 1 ofthefn� trajectoryaretriviallyknown

forany �2. Indeed,f1� = f = LN(�;�2)liesexactly in

thelognorm alhalf-plane.M oreover,the�nitenessofthe

m om ents ofthe lognorm aldistribution f1� = f im plies

the applicability ofthe centrallim ittheorem :

f
n�(Sn) !

n! 1
N
�
nhxi;n�2

�
(Sn); (29)

whereN
�
nhxi;n�2

�
(Sn)isnarrow sinceitscoe�cientof

variation
p
n�2=nhxi/ 1=

p
n tends to zero. Asnarrow

G aussian distributionsare quasi-lognorm al,asshown in

Appendix A,fn� liesclose to the quasi-G aussian region

ofthe lognorm alhalf-plane.

Forinterm ediate n,on the contrary,the trajectory of

fn� strongly dependson thebroadnessoftheinitiallog-

norm aldistribution f1� and three di�erentcasescan be

distinguished.
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For narrow lognorm aldistributions (�2 � 1), both

the starting pointf1� and the end pointfn� forn = 1

belong to the quasi-G aussian region. Therefore one can

assum ethatfn� isquasi-G aussian forany n,which gives

im m ediately the typicalsum sStn (see Section V A).

For m oderately broad lognorm aldistributions (�2 .

1), fn� does not start too far away from the quasi-

G aussian region that is reached at large n. Hence,one

can assum ethatfn� rem ainscloseto thelognorm alhalf-

plane[42]in between n = 1 and n = 1 . Thus,the ap-

proxim ation strategy willconsistin �nding a lognorm al

distribution LN(�n;�
2
n)(seebroken linein �gure4)that

closely approxim atesfn� (seeSection V B).

Forvery broad lognorm aldistributions(�2 � 1),fn�

starts far away from the quasi-G aussian region that is

reached at large n. Hence,fn� m ay signi�cantly com e

outofthelognorm alhalf-plane.In thiscase,theapprox-

im ation strategy isdictated by thefactthatsum sSn are

dom inated by the largestterm s(see Section V C).

V . D ER IVA T IO N O F T H E T Y P IC A L SU M S O F

LO G N O R M A L R A N D O M VA R IA B LES

In thissection weapply thestrategiesdiscussed above

in orderto derive approxim ate analyticalexpressionsof

Stn fordi�erentrangesof�2.

A . C ase ofnarrow lognorm aldistributions

W econsiderherethecase�2 � 1 ofnarrow lognorm al

distributions. Asseen in Appendix A,a narrow lognor-

m aldistribution iswellapproxim ated by a norm aldistri-

bution:

�
2 � 1 :LN

�
�;�

2
�
’ N

�

e
�
;(�e�)

2
�

Consequently,the typicalsum Stn issim ply given by:

�
2 � 1 :Stn ’ ne

� (30)

asin the G aussian case,forany num berofterm s. Note

thatthe law oflargenum bersasym ptoticsStn ! nhxi=

ne�+ �
2
=2,closeto eq.(30)for�2 � 1,isapplicablehere

even fora sm allnum berofterm s.

B . C ase ofm oderately broad lognorm al

distributions

W econsiderherethecase�2 . 1 ofm oderately broad

lognorm aldistributionsthatalready allowsconsiderable

deviationfrom theG aussianbehaviourobtained for�2 �

1 (see Section V A). The distribution fn� ofSn is now

conjectured to be closeto a lognorm aldistribution:

�
2
. 1 :fn� (Sn)’ LN

�
�n;�

2

n

�
(Sn) (31)

Two equations characterizing fn� are needed to deter-

m ine the two unknown param eters�n and �2n.

The cum ulants provide such exact relationships on

fn�.In particular,the �rsttwo cum ulants[43],hSniand

var(Sn)obey:

hSni= nhxi (32a)

var(Sn)= nvar(x): (32b)

Theseequationsim ply

C
2

n =
C 2

n
; (33)

where Cn � [var(Sn)]
1=2

=hSniisthe coe�cientofvari-

ation ofSn[44]. As f is lognorm aland fn� is approxi-

m ately lognorm al,onehasC 2 = e�
2

� 1and C2n = e�
2

n � 1

(seeeq.(13)).Then,using eq.(33),we obtain

�
2

n = ln

 

1+
e�

2

� 1

n

!

= ln

�

1+
C 2

n

�

: (34)

At last, we derive �n by developing eq. (32a) using

eq.(11):

e
�n + �

2

n =2 = ne
�+ �

2
=2
: (35)

Thus,thanksto eq.(34),onehas:

�n = � +
�2

2
+ ln

0

@
n

q

1+ e�
2
�1

n

1

A

= ln(nhxi)�
1

2
ln

�

1+
C 2

n

�

(36)

In the rem ainderofthis section,we willexam ine the

consequencesofeq.(34)and eq.(36)on the typicalsum

Stn,on the heightofthe peak offn� and on the conver-

genceoffn� to a G aussian.

Thetypicalsum Stn derivesfrom eq.(34),eq.(36)and

eq.(9):

�
2
. 1: S

t

n ’ nhxi
1

�
1+ C 2

n

�3=2
: (37)

The typicalsum Stn appearsasthe productofthe usual

law oflarge num bers,nhxi,and ofa ’correction’factor,

(1+ C 2=n)�3=2 ,which can be very large.The squareof

the coe�cient ofvariation de�nes a scale for n: when

n � C 2,the law oflarge num bersapproxim ately holds,

whereaswhen n � C 2,the law oflargenum bersgrossly

overestim ates Stn. Ifthe initiallognorm aldistributions

isbroader,C 2 islargerand,thus,largern’sarerequired

forthe law oflarge num bersto apply. W e analyze now

m oreprecisely the sm alln and largen behaviours.

For n = 1,eq.(37) gives St1 ’ e���
2

which is,as it

should be,the exactexpression for the typicalvalue xt



8

ofa single lognorm alterm (see eq.(9)).Forsm alln,we

obtain

n � C
2 : S

t

n ’ n
5=2hxi

C 3
; (38)

i.e.,am uch fasterdependenceon n then in theusuallaw

oflarge num bers;this evokes a L�evy ight with expo-

nent� = 2=5 (see eq.(24)). Forlarge n,the expression

eq.(37)expandsinto [45]:

n � C
2 : S

t

n ’ nhxi�
3

2
C
2hxi: (39)

Thepracticalconsequencesoftheseexpressionsappear

clearly on the sam plem ean Yn:

Yn �
Sn

n
: (40)

Eq.(38)and eq.(39)givethe typicalsam plem ean Y t
n:

n � C
2 : Y

t

n ’

�
n

C 2

�3=2
hxi (41a)

n � C
2 : Y

t

n ’ hxi�
3

2

C 2

n
hxi: (41b)

Thus,forsm allsystem s
�
n � C 2

�
,onehasY t

n � hxi.In

otherwords,the sam ple m ean ofa sm allsystem doesnot

typically yield the average value.Forinstance,if�2 = 4,

Y t
1 ’ hxi=400. This is im portant,e.g.,for tunneljunc-

tions [9]and contradicts com m on im plicit assum ptions

[30,31].Forlargesystem s(n � C 2),onerecoverstheav-

eragevalue.However,thecorrection totheaveragevalue

decreases slowly with n,as 1=n,and m ight be m easur-

able even fora relatively largen[46].Thus,m acroscopic

m easurem ents m ay give access to m icroscopic uctua-

tions,which isim portantforphysicsapplications. Usu-

ally,m icroscopic uctuations average out so that they

can not easily be extracted from m acroscopic m easure-

m ents. This property, often taken for granted, com es

from thefastconvergenceofsum sSn to the law oflarge

num bersasym ptotics,which onlyoccurswith narrow dis-

tributions.

W e considernow the peak heightgn(Y
t
n)ofthe distri-

bution

gn(Yn)� nf
n�(Sn) (42)

ofthe sam ple m ean Yn (�gure 5). Com bining eq.(15)

and eq.(31)via eq.(34)and eq.(36)gives:

gn(Y
t

n)=
1+ C 2=n

p
2�hxi

p
ln(1+ C 2=n)

: (43)

A sim plestudy,forthenon trivialcase�2 > 1=2,reveals

thatgn(Y
t
n)decreases from n = 1 to n = C 2=(e1=2 � 1)

(> 1) and then increases for larger values ofn. This

echoesthenon-m onotonousdependenceon�2 ofthepeak

1 10 100 1000
n

0.1

1

10

100

g
n
(Y

n

t )

σ = 0.1

σ = 0.25

σ = 2−1/2

σ = 1

σ = 2

σ = 1.5

FIG .5: Peak height gn(Y
t

n ) ofthe distribution ofthe sam -

ple m ean Yn = Sn=n.Initiallognorm aldistribution:LN(� =

0;�
2
).Fornarrow lognorm aldistributions(�

2
< 1=2),gn(Y

t

n )

alwaysincreaseswith n (norm albehaviour).Forbroaderlog-

norm aldistributions(�
2
> 1=2),gn(Y

t

n )presentsan unusual

decreasewith n atsm alln indicating thatthepeak ofgn(Yn)

broadens,even ifitsfartailbecom eslighterasusual.

heightofa lognorm aldistribution f (seeeq.(15)and re-

lated com m ents). The increase atlarge n sim ply corre-

spondstothenarrowingofthedistribution ofYn = Sn=n

when n increases,aspredicted by the law oflarge num -

bers. M oreover,the large n expansion ofeq.(43)gives

gn(Y
t
n)’

p
np

2�var(x)
,which is the prediction ofthe cen-

trallim ittheorem ,asitshould be. O n the otherhand,

thedecreaseofgn(Y
t
n)atsm alln islessusual.Thepeak

ofgn(Yn)isactually broader than the one ofthe uncon-

voluted distribution g1 = f. Thisbehaviourcan be un-

derstood in the following way. Ifthe lognorm aldistri-

bution f(x) is broad enough (C 2 � 1),it presents at

the sam e tim e a high and narrow peak at sm allx and

a long tailatlarge x. The e�ect ofconvoluting f with

itselfis �rst (n < C 2=(e1=2 � 1)) to ‘contam inate’the

peak with the (heavy)tail.Thisresultsin a broadening

and decreaseofthefn�(Sn)peak which isstrong enough

to entaila decrease ofthe gn(Yn)= nfn�(Sn)peak.O n

thecontrary,when enough convolutionshavetaken place

(n > C 2=(e1=2 � 1)),the shape param eter�2n (eq.(34))

becom essm alland the tailoffn� becom eslight.Under

these circum stances,further convolution m ainly ‘m ixes’

the peak with itself. This results in a broadening and

decrease ofthe fn�(Sn) peak which is weak enough to

allow an increaseofthe gn(Yn)= nfn�(Sn)peak.

The sm all n decrease of gn(Yn) has physicalconse-

quences.Thereisa rangeofsam plesizes,corresponding

to n < C 2=(e1=2 � 1) for which the precise determ ina-

tion ofthe typicalvalues becom es m ore di� cult when

the sam ple size increases.Thisisa striking e�ectofthe

broad characterofthelognorm aldistribution[47].O n the
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contrary,for narrow distributions,the determ ination of

the typicalvalue becom es m ore accurate as the sam ple

sizeincreases.

Atlast,we exam ine the com patibility ofthe obtained

fn� with thecentrallim ittheorem by studyingthedistri-

bution hn(Zn)= fn�(Sn)dSn=dZn ofthe usualrescaled

random variableZn:

Zn �
Sn � nhxi
p
n var(x)

: (44)

Sim ple derivationsusing eq.(13)and eq.(11)lead to

hn(Zn)’
C

q

2�nln
�
1+ C 2

n

��

1+ C Z np
n

�

exp

8
><

>:

�

h

ln

�

1+ C Z np
n

�

+ 1

2
ln

�

1+ C
2

n

�i2

2ln
�
1+ C 2

n

�

9
>=

>;
: (45)

Forn � C 2 and jC Zn=
p
nj� 1,onehasln(1+ C 2=n)’

C 2=n and ln(1 + C Zn=
p
n) ’ C Zn=

p
n � (C Zn)

2=2n,

which gives:

hn(Zn)’
1

p
2�

�

1+ C Z np
n

� exp

8
><

>:

�

h

Zn +
C

2
p
n

�
1� Z2n

�i2

2

9
>=

>;
:

(46)

Clearly,the centrallim ittheorem isrecovered[48]:

hn(Zn)!
1

p
2�

e
�Z

2

n =2 when n ! 1 ; (47)

consistently with the strategy de�ned in Section IV (see

eq.(29)).M oreover,thesquareofthe coe�cientofvari-

ation appearsin eq.(46)astheconvergencescaleoffn�

to the centrallim it theorem . As shown in eq.(37),C 2

is also the convergence scale ofStn to the law oflarge

num bers.

C . C ase ofvery broad lognorm aldistributions

W e consider here the case �2 � 1 ofvery broad log-

norm aldistributions.To treatthiscom plex case,wewill

proceed through di�erentsteps,in a m ore heuristic way

than in the previouscases.

The �rststep isto assum e thatthe sum sSn aretypi-

cally dom inated by the largestterm M n,ifn isnottoo

large (see eq.(20)and Section III) [49]. Thus,the dis-

tribution function ofSn,de�ned asthe probability that

Sn < x and denoted as Pr(Sn < x),is approxim ately

equal to the distribution function of M n, denoted as

Pr(M n < x):

�
2 � 1 :Pr(Sn < x)’ Pr(M n < x): (48)

AsM n isthelargestterm ofallxi’s,M n < x isequivalent

to xi < x foralli= 1;:::;n.Thus,

Pr(M n < x)= Pr(x1 < x)� � � � � Pr(xn < x)= [F (x)]
n

(49)

whereF (x)�
Rx
0
f(x0)dx0 isthe distribution function of

the initiallognorm aldistribution.Thisim plies

Pr(Sn < x)’ [F (x)]
n

(50)

[50]. By de�nition, the typical sum St
n is given by

d2Pr(Sn < x)=dx2 = 0,which,from eq.(50),leadsto:

� (� + yn)
p
2��(yn)+ (n � 1)e�y

2

n
=2 = 0 (51)

where yn � (lnStn � �)=� and �(y) �

(2�)
�1=2

Ry
�1

e�u
2
=2du is the distribution function

of the standard norm al distribution N (0;1). This

equation has no exact explicit solution. However, as

y1 = � � � � 1 (useeq.(9)with St1 = xt),letusassum e

thatyn � � 1 also forn > 1.Then we can approxim ate

�(yn) by �(yn) ’ � e�y
2

n
=2=

p
2�yn (see, e.g., [32],

chap. 26). Thisleadsto a linearequation on yn,giving

yn ’ � �=n,valid foryn � � 1,i.e.,n < �. Finally,one

has:

�
2 � 1;n < � :Stn ’ e

���
2
=n
: (52)

For n = 1 this expression is exact. W hen n increases

tilln = �2,eq.(52)givesan unusually fast,exponential

dependence on n thatisin contrastwith,e.g.,the n5=2

dependence obtained for�2 . 1 and n � C 2 (eq.(38)).

Unfortunately,when n becom es larger,eq.(52)isqual-

itatively wrong. Indeed,it im plies Stn=n ! e�=n ! 0

instead ofStn=n ! hxi as predicted by the law oflarge

num bers.

The second step,im proving eq.(52),consistsin com -

bining eq.(52)with a cum ulantconstraint. W e assum e

thatfn� ’ LN
�
�n;�

2
n

�
asin Section V B foralln = 2j,

with j = 1;2;::: and that the typical sum St
2j+ 1 is

e
�
2j
��

2

2j
=2 asin eq.(52)sinceS2j isconsidered aslognor-

m al.W eusetheseassum ptionsand hS2j+ 1i= 2j+ 1hxito

determ ineinduction relationsbetween
�
�2j+ 1;�2

2j+ 1

�
and

�
�2j;�

2

2j

�
,which leadsto:

�
2

2j
=

�
2

3

� j

�
2 + 2

�

1�

�
2

3

��

ln2; (53a)

�2j = � +

�
�2

2
� ln2

� "

1�

�
2

3

� j
#

+ jln2: (53b)

Thetypicalsum isthen

S
t

n ’ nhxiexp

�

�
3

2

�2

nln(3=2)=ln 2
� 3ln2

�

1�
1

nln(3=2)=ln 2

��

:

(54)
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Eq.(54)is stillexactforn = 1 and it clearly im proves

on eq.(52)forlarge n. Indeed,when n ! 1 ,Stn=n no

longertendsto 0.However,Stn=n tendsto hxi=8 instead

ofhxi,which isthesignatureofa leftoverproblem .This

com es from the assum ptions that fn� ’ LN
�
�n;�

2
n

�
,

which m ay becorrectforlargen (sm all�2n)butisexces-

sive forsm alln (large �2n),and thatSt
2j+ 1 ’ e

�
2j
��

2

2j
=2,

which iscorrectforsm alln = 2j (large�2n)butisexces-

siveforlargen (sm all�n).

The third step,in orderto cure the m ain problem of

eq.(54),is to wildly get rid ofthe lastterm in the ex-

ponentialwhich preventsStn from converging to nhxiat

largen,which doesnota�ectthe validity forn = 1:

�
2 � 1: S

t

n ’ nhxiexp

�

�
3

2

�2

nln(3=2)=ln 2

�

: (55)

W e have tried to em pirically im prove this form ula by

looking for a better exponent � than ln(3=2)=ln2 for

�2 2 [0:25;16]. Unfortunately,no single � value isade-

quateforall�’s.Eq.(55)with � = ln(3=2)=ln2 stands

up asa good com prom iseforthe investigated �-range.

V I. R A N G E O F VA LID IT Y O F FO R M U LA E

In this section we proceed to the num ericaldeterm i-

nation ofthe range ofvalidity ofthe three theoretical

form ulae given by eq.(30),eq.(37)and eq.(55)forthe

typicalsum ofn lognorm alterm s.

In order to ful�lthis task,the typicalsam ple m ean

Y t
n (eq.(40)) instead ofStn willbe used. This has the

advantageofshowing only thediscrepanciesto them ean

valuewithouttheobviousproportionality ofStn on n re-

sulting from the law oflargenum bers.The valuesofY t
n

com puted using the three theoreticalform ulae eq.(30),

eq.(37)and eq.(55)are called Y t
n;I,Y

t
n;II and Y t

n;III re-

spectively:

�
2 � 1: Y

t

n;I = e
�
; (56a)

�
2
. 1: Y

t

n;II = hxi

�

1+
C 2

n

� �3=2

; (56b)

�
2 � 1 : Y

t

n;III = hxiexp

�

�
3

2

�2

nln(3=2)= ln 2

�

: (56c)

The exact typical sam ple m ean, derived from M onte

Carlogeneration [51]ofthedistributionsgn(Yn),iscalled

Y t
n;ex. Enough M onte-Carlo drawsensure negligible sta-

tisticaluncertainty. Asan exam ple,we show in �gure 6

theobtained distributionsgn(Yn)for� = 0 and � = 1:5.

Notice thatY t
n;ex m ovesfrom Y t

1;ex = xt = e��
2

’ 0:11

to Y t
1 ;ex = hxi = e�

2
=2 ’ 3:08. To determ ine the

Y t
n;ex’s,shown assolid linein �gure7,theabsolutem ax-

im um of gn(Yn) is obtained by parabolic least square

0 1 2 3 4
Y

n

0

1

2

3

g
n
(Y

n
)

g
1

g
8

g
64 g

512

g
4096

x
t 〈x〉

FIG .6: D istributions gn(Yn) ofthe sam ple m ean Yn for an

initiallognorm alwith � = 0 and � = 1:5.
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Y
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Y
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Y
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FIG .7: Y
t

n;ex (solid line) for an initial� = 1:5 (� = 0) as

wellas Y
t

n;I (�
2
� 1,dots),Y

t

n;II (�
2
. 1,circles) and Y

t

n;III

(�
2
� 1,squares).

�ts perform ed on the log=log representation of each

distribution[52]. M oreover,in the latter �gure,we also

show Y t
n;I (dots),Y

t
n;II (circles)and Y

t
n;III (squares).

To determ ine the validity rangeofthe theoreticalfor-

m ulae,we de�ne two error estim ators. The �rst one is

the m axim um relative error �rel;(I; II; or III), i.e., the

m axim um deviation referred to the m inim um between

Y t

n;(I; II; or III)
and Y t

n;ex,which isde�ned asfollows:

�rel;i � m ax

 
Y t
n;i� Ytn;ex

Y t
n;ex

;
Y t
n;ex � Ytn;i

Y t
n;i

;n = 1;2;:::

!

(57)
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FIG .8:M axim um relative errors�rel;i asfunctionsof�.

and can be transform ed into:

�rel;i = m ax

"

e

�
�
�
�ln

�
Y
t
n ;i

Y t
n ;ex

� �
�
�
�
� 1;n = 1;2;:::

#

: (58)

The second one is the m axim um scale error

�scale;(I;II or III), i.e., the m axim um deviation in

m agnitude referred to the total am plitude of the

phenom enon:

�scale;i � m ax

"�
�
�
�
�

ln
�
Y t
n;i=Y

t
n;ex

�

ln
�
Y t
1 ;ex=Y

t
1;ex

�

�
�
�
�
�
;n = 1;2;:::

#

: (59)

Using eq.(9)forY t
1;ex and eq.(17)forY

t
1 ;ex,�scale;i boils

down to:

�scale;i = m ax

"�
�
�
�
�

2ln
�
Y t
n;i=Y

t
n;ex

�

3�2

�
�
�
�
�
;n = 1;2;:::

#

: (60)

Rem ark that�rel;i = exp

�
3�

2

2
�scale;i

�

� 1.The �rststep

forcom puting�rel;i and �scale;i isthusto �nd thevalueof

n forwhich
�
�ln

�
Y t
n;i=Y

t
n;ex

��
�is m axim um . Forthe data

shown in �gure 7,we �nd n = 1 foreq.(56a),n = 4 for

eq.(56b) and n = 4 for eq.(56c),which gives �rel;I =

849% (�scale;I = 67% ),�rel;II = 61% (�scale;II = 14% )and

�rel;III = 31% (�scale;III = 8% ).

To work out the dependences of�rel;i (�gure 8) and

�scale;i (�gure 9)asfunctionsof�,the sam e kind ofcal-

culation isperform ed for� 2 (0;4]which isthe relevant

range for the chosen physics applications. The dot-

ted linesrepresenting �rel;I and �scale;I show thatthe�rst

theoreticalform ula isthe leastaccurate in the explored

� range.However,foritsdom ain ofapplication,�2 � 1,

the error is acceptable for �rel;I (�rel;I ’ �2,see [53]).

Indeed,�rel;I . 7% for� 2 [0;0:25]which,in turn,m eans

that lognorm aldistributions are quasi-G aussian in this
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FIG .9:M axim um scale errors�scale;i asfunction of�.

range(seeshaded areain �gure4).Thesolid linesrepre-

senting�rel;IIand�scale;IIshow thatthesecondtheoretical

form ula isthe m ostaccurate in the range 0 � � . 1:25

giving �rel;II . 30% and �scale;II . 10% . Note thatgood

tunneljunctions fallwithin this � range. The broken

linesrepresenting �rel;III and �scale;III show thatthethird

theoreticalform ula isthem ostaccuratefor� & 1:25and

isreasonablyaccuratefor� . 1:25.Notethat,for� = 4,

them axim um relativeerror�rel;III ’ 400% appearsquite

high. However,when the error is referred to the total

am plitude ofthe scaling,asgiven by �scale;III,itisonly

7% .

Im portantly, the observed ranges of validity of the

threedi�erentform ulaeareconsistentwith thestrategies

of approxim ation used to derive these form ulae. This

provides an a posterioricon�m ation of the theoretical

analysispresented in the paper.

V II. A ST R IK IN G EFFEC T :SC A LIN G O F T H E

SA M P LE M EA N A N D O F IT S IN V ER SE

In general,ifa function isincreasing,itsinverseisde-

creasing.W hathappensifone considersthe typicalval-

ues ofa random variable and ofits inverse ? Does one

have:

z
t
n % ( ) (1=zn)

t
& ? (61)

W hile thisisintuitively true fornarrow distributions,it

m ay failforbroad distributions.

Thisproblem arisesin electronics,whereitiscustom -

ary tostudy theproductR � A ofthedeviceresistanceR

by thedevicesizeA.O neusually checksthatR � A does

notdepend on A,otherwise thisdependence istaken as

theindication ofedgee�ects.TheresistanceR being the

inverse ofthe conductance can be represented by 1=Sn
whereSn isthesum ofn independentconductances.The
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TABLE I:Range of applicability of the di�erent form ulae.

Errorsare m easured by �rel and �scale,see Section VIforde-

tails.

S
t

n � range �rel �scale

ne
�

[0;0:25] � 7% � 67%

nhxi 1
�

1+
C 2

n

�
3=2

[0;1:25] � 30% � 10%

nhxiexp

h

�
3

2

�
2

n ln(3=2)= ln 2

i

[1:25;4]� 400% � 7%

sizeA ofthesystem isproportionalton.Hence,onehas:

R � A /
n

Sn
=

1

Yn
; (62)

where Yn isthe sam ple m ean ofconductances.W e have

shown that the typical Yn increases with the sam ple

size (see eqs.(56)),ifconductancesare lognorm ally dis-

tributed.Hence,R � A being proportionalto theinverse

ofYn,one naively expectsa decrease ofthe typicalvalue

ofR � A with n / A.

W hatdo the resultspresented in thispaperim ply for

the typicalvalue ofR � A? Letusdo the correctcalcu-

lation in the case �2 . 1,relevantforgood tunneljunc-

tions. As fn� (Sn)’ LN
�
�n;�

2
n

�
(Sn),the distribution

of1=Yn is:

LN
�
� �n + lnn;�2n

�
(1=Yn) (63)

(seeSection II).Thetypicalsam plem ean inverseisthus,

using eqs.(34)and (36):

�
2
. 1 : (1=Yn)

t
’

1

hxi
�
1+ C 2

n

�1=2
: (64)

ThusjustasY t
n,(1=Yn)

t
increaseswith the sam ple size!

Thiscounterintuitiveresultepitom izestheparadoxical

behaviour ofsom e broad distributions. M oreover,this

can be a possible explanation forthe anom alousscaling

ofR � A observed for sm allm agnetic tunneljunctions

[33].

V III. C O N C LU SIO N

W e havestudied the typicalsum sofn lognorm alran-

dom variables. Approxim ate form ulae have been ob-

tained forthreedi�erentregim esoftheshapeparam eter

�2.TableIsum m arizestheseresultswith theirrangesof

applicability.These resultsarerelevantup to � . 4;for

larger�,onem ay apply the theorem sin [24]and [25].

Theanom alousbehaviourofthetypicalsum shasbeen

related to the broadnessoflognorm aldistributions. For

large enough shape param eter�2,the behaviouroflog-

norm alsum sisnon trivial.Itrevealspropertiesofbroad

distributionsatsm allsam plesizesand propertiesofnar-

row distributionsatlargesam ple sizeswith a slow tran-

sition between thetwo regim es.Counter-intuitivee�ects

havebeen pointed outlikethedecreaseofthepeakheight

ofthesam plem ean distribution with thesam plesizeand

the factthatthe typicalsam plem ean and itsinversedo

notvary with the sam ple size in opposite ways.Finally,

we have shown that the statisticale�ects arising from

thebroadnessoflognorm aldistributionshaveobservable

consequencesform oderatesizephysicalsystem s.
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A P P EN D IX A :A P P R O X IM A T IO N O F NARROW

LO G N O R M A L D IST R IB U T IO N S B Y N O R M A L

D IST R IB U T IO N S A N D V IC E V ER SA

As seen in Section II,the lognorm alprobability dis-

tribution f(x)= LN(�;�2)(x)ism ostly concentrated in

the interval[e�e�� ;e�e�]. If� � 1,this range is sm all

and can be rewritten as:

e
� (1� �). x . e

� (1+ �): (A1)

Thus it m akes sense to expand f(x) around its typical

valuee� by introducing a new random variable� de�ned

by:

x � e
� (1+ �); (A2)

where� isa random variableon the orderof�:

� � . � . �: (A3)

As� � 1,thisentailsj�j� 1.Expanding thelognorm al

distribution f(x)ofeq.(1)in powersof� leadsto:

f(x) ’
1

p
2��2e�

�
1� � + �

2 + � � �
�

exp

�

�
�2

2�2
+

�3

2�2
+ � � �

�

(A4)

The dom inant term gives f(x) ’ 1p
2��2e�

exp

�

� �
2

2�2

�

,

thususing eq.(A2):

f(x)’
1

q

2�(�e�)
2

exp

"

�
(x � e�)

2

2(�e�)
2

#

(A5)

In other words,a narrow lognorm aldistribution is well

approxim ated by a norm aldistribution:

� � 1:LN
�
�;�

2
�
’ N

�

e
�
;(�e�)

2
�

(A6)
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M ore intuitively,the G aussian approxim ation ofnar-

row lognorm al distributions LN
�
�;�2

�
(x) can be in-

ferred from the underlying G aussian random variable y

with distribution N (0;1)(y), with x = e�+ �y. Since

jyj ’ 1 and � � 1, one has j�yj � 1 and, thus,

x ’ e� (1+ �y). Consequently,x being a linear trans-

form ation ofa G aussian random variable,is itselfnor-

m ally distributed according to N

�

e�;(�e�)
2
�

,in agree-

m entwith eq.(A6).

Conversely, a narrow (� � �) G aussian distribution

N
�
�;�2

�
can be approxim ated by a lognorm aldistribu-

tion:

� � 1 :N
�
�;�

2
�
’ LN

�

ln�;(�=�)
2
�

: (A7)

For com pleteness, one can easily show that any

G aussian distribution N
�
�;�2

�
can be approxi-

m ated by a three param eter lognorm al distribution

LN

�

ln(� + A);

�
�

�+ A

�2
;A

�

where A is any num ber

such thatA + � � �.Theprobabilitydensityofthethree

param eter lognorm al distribution is LN
�
�;�2;A

�
=

1p
2��2(x�A )

exp

n

�
[ln(x�A )��]

2

2�2

o

for x > A and 0 oth-

erwise.
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