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W e analyze an idealgaslike m odelsofa trading m arket.W e propose a new

�tforthe m oney distribution in the �xed oruniform saving m arket.Forthe

m arketwith quenched random saving factorsforitsagentsweshow thatthe

steady stateincom e(m )distribution P (m )in them odelhasa powerlaw tail

with Pareto index � exactly equalto unity,con�rm ing the earliernum erical

studieson thism odel.W eanalyzethedistribution ofm utualm oney di�erence

and alsodevelop am asterequation forthetim edevelopm entofP (m ).Precise

solutionsarethen obtained in som especialcases.

1 Introduction

The distribution of wealth am ong individuals in an econom y has been an

im portantareaofresearchin econom ics,form orethanahundredyears.Pareto

[1]�rst quanti�ed the high-end ofthe incom e distribution in a society and

found ittofollow apower-law P (m )� m � (1+ �),whereP givesthenorm alized

num berofpeoplewith incom em ,and theexponent�,called theParetoindex,

wasfound to havea valuebetween 1 and 3.

Considerable investigations with realdata during the last ten years re-

vealed thatthe tailofthe incom edistribution indeed followsthe abovem en-

tioned behaviorand the valueofthe Pareto index � isgenerally seen to vary

between 1 and 2.5 [2,3,4,5].Itisalso known thattypically lessthan 10% of

thepopulation in any country possessesabout40% ofthetotalwealth ofthat

country and they follow the above law.The rest ofthe low incom e popula-

tion,in factthem ajority (90% orm ore),follow a di�erentdistribution which

isdebated to be eitherG ibbs[3,6]orlog-norm al[4].

M uch work hasbeen donerecently on m odelsofm arkets,whereeconom ic

(trading)activity is analogousto som e scattering process[6,7,8,9,10,11,
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12].W e put our attention to m odels where introducing a saving factor for

the agents,a wealth distribution sim ilarto thatin the realeconom y can be

obtained [7,8].Savingsdoplay an im portantrolein determ iningthenatureof

the wealth distribution in an econom y and thishasalready been observed in

som erecentinvestigations[13].Two variantsofthem odelhavebeen ofrecent

interest;nam ely,where the agentshave the sam e �xed saving factor[7],and

where the agentshave a quenched random distribution ofsaving factors[8].

W hile the form erhasbeen understood to a certain extent(see e.g,[14,15]),

and argued to resem ble a gam m a distribution [15],attem pts to analyze the

latterm odelarestillincom plete(seehowever,[16]).Furthernum ericalstudies

[17]oftim e correlationsin the m odelseem to indicate even m ore intriguing

features ofthe m odel.In this article,we intend to study both the m arket

m odelswith savings,analyzing the m oney di�erence in the m odels.

2 T he m odel

The m arket consists ofN (�xed) agents,each having m oney m i(t) at tim e

t(i= 1;2;:::;N ).The totalm oney M (=
P N

i
m i(t))in the m arketis also

�xed.Each agentihasasavingfactor�i(0 � �i < 1)such thatin anytrading

(considered asa scattering)the agentsavesa fraction �i ofitsm oney m i(t)

atthattim eand o�erstherest(1� �i)m i(t)forrandom trading.W eassum e

each trading to be a two-body (scattering)process.The evolution ofm oney

in such a trading can be written as:

m i(t+ 1)= �im i(t)+ �ij[(1� �i)m i(t)+ (1� �j)m j(t)]; (1)

m j(t+ 1)= �jm j(t)+ (1� �ij)[(1� �i)m i(t)+ (1� �j)m j(t)] (2)

where each m i � 0 and �ij is a random fraction (0 � � � 1).In the �xed

savingsm arket�i = �j foralliand j,whilein thedistributed savingsm arket

�i 6= �j with 0 � �i;�j < 1.

3 N um ericalobservations

In addition towhathavealreadybeen reported in Ref.[8,9,10]forthem odel,

weobservethat,forthem arketwith �xed oruniform saving factor�,a �tto

G am m a distribution [15],

P (m )� m
� exp(� m =T); � =

3�

1� �
(3)

isfound tobebetterthan alog-norm aldistribution.However,ourobservation

regarding the distribution D (�) ofdi�erence � � j�m jofm oney between

any two agentsin the m arket(seeFig.1a)suggestsa di�erentform :
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Fig.1.D (�)in the �xed oruniform savingsm arket,for� = 0:2;0:5;0:8 (rightto

left)and their�tting curves:D (�)� exp(� � 1+ �
=T

0
);thecorresponding P (m )the

inset.

P (m )� m
� exp(� m �

=T
0); � = 1+ �: (4)

In fact,wehavechecked,thesteady state(num erical)resultsforP (m )asym p-

totically �tseven betterto (3),ratherthan to (4).

W ith heterogeneoussaving propensity ofthe agentswith fractions� dis-

tributed (quenched)widely (0� � < 1),wherethem arketsettlesto a critical

Pareto distribution P (m )� m � (1+ �) with � ’ 1 [8],them oney di�erencebe-

havesasD (�m )� (�m ) � (1+ ) with  ’ 1.In fact,thisbehaviorisinvariant

even ifwe set �ij = 1=2 [18].This can be justi�ed by the earlier num erical

observation [7,8]for�xed � m arket(�i = � foralli)thatin thesteady state,

criticality occursas� ! 1 where ofcourse the dynam icsbecom esextrem ely

slow.In other words,after the steady state is realized,the third term con-

taining � = 1=2 becom esunim portantforthe criticalbehavior.W e therefore

concentrateon thiscasein thispaper.

4 A nalysis ofm oney di�erence

In the processasconsidered above,the totalm oney (m i+ m j)ofthe pairof

agentsiand jrem ainsconstant,whilethedi�erence�m ij evolvesfor� = 1=2

as

(�m ij)t+ 1 = �ij(�m ij)t+ �ij(m i+ m j)t; (5)

where �ij = 1

2
(�i + �j) and �ij = 1

2
(�i � �j).As such,0 � � < 1 and

� 1

2
< � < 1

2
.The steady state probability distribution D (�)can be written

as(cf.[18]):
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D (�)=

Z

d�
0
D (� 0)h�(�� (�+ �)� 0)+ �(�� (�� �)� 0)i

= 2h

�

1

�

�

D

�

�

�

�

i; (6)

where we have used the sym m etry of the � distribution and the relation

�ij+ �ij = �i,and havesuppressed labelsi,j.Hereh:::idenoteaverageover

� distribution in the m arket.Taking now a uniform random distribution of

the saving factor�,�(�)= 1 for0 � � < 1,and assum ing D (�)� � � (1+ )

forlarge�,weget

1 = 2

Z

d� �
 = 2(1+ )� 1; (7)

giving  = 1.No othervalue�tstheaboveequation.Thisalso indicatesthat

the m oney distribution P (m )in the m arketalso followsa sim ilarpowerlaw

variation,P (m )� m � (1+ �) and � = .

5 M aster equation approach

W e also develop a Boltzm ann-likem asterequation forthe tim e developm ent

ofP (m ;t),theprobability distribution ofm oney in them arket[18].W eagain

considerthe case�ij =
1

2
in (1)and (2)and rewritethem as

�

m i

m j

�

t+ 1

= A

�

m i

m j

�

t

where A =

�

�
+

i �
�

j

�
�

i �
+

j

�

; �
� =

1

2
(1� �): (8)

Collecting the contributions from term s scattering in and subtracting those

scattering out,wecan writethe m asterequation forP (m ;t)as

@P (m ;t)

@t
+ P (m ;t)= h

Z

dm i

Z

dm j P (m i;t)P (m j;t)�(�
+

i m i+ �
�

j m j� m )i;

(9)

which in the steady state gives

P (m )= h

Z

dm i

Z

dm j P (m i)P (m j)�(�
+

i m i+ �
�

j m j � m )i: (10)

Assum ing,P (m )� m � (1+ �) form ! 1 ,weget[18]

1 = h(�+ )� + (�� )�i�

Z Z

d�
+
d�

�
p(�+ )q(�� )

�

(�+ )� + (�� )�
�

: (11)

Consideringnow thedom inantterm s(/ x� r forr> 0,or/ ln(1=x)forr= 0)

in thex ! 0 lim itoftheintegral
R
1

0
m (�+ r)P (m )exp(� m x)dm ,wegetfrom

eqn.(11),afterintegrations,1 = 2=(� + 1),giving �nally � = 1.
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6 Sum m ary

W e consider the ideal-gas-like trading m arkets where each agent is identi-

�ed with a gasm olecule and each trading asan elastic orm oney-conserving

(two-body)collision [7,8,9,10].Unlike in a gas,we introduce a saving fac-

tor � for each agents.O ur m odel,without savings (� = 0),obviously yield

a G ibbs law for the steady-state m oney distribution.O ur num ericalresults

for uniform saving factor suggests the equilibrium distribution P (m ) to be

som ewhatdi�erentfrom the G am m a distribution reported earlier[15].

For widely distributed (quenched) saving factor �, num erical studies

showed [8,9,10]thatthesteady stateincom edistribution P (m )in them arket

hasa power-law tailP (m )� m � (1+ �) forlarge incom e lim it,where � ’ 1:0,

and thisobservation hasbeen con�rm ed in severallaternum ericalstudiesas

well[16,17].Ithasbeen noted from these num ericalsim ulation studiesthat

the largeincom e group people usually havelargersaving factors[8].This,in

fact,com pareswellwith observationsin realm arkets[13,19].Thetim ecorre-

lationsinduced by therandom savingfactoralsohasan interesting power-law

behavior[17].A m asterequation forP (m ;t),asin (9),forthe originalcase

(eqns.(1)and (2))was�rstform ulated for�xed � (�i sam e foralli),in [14]

and solved num erically.Later,a generalized m aster equation for the sam e,

where � isdistributed,wasform ulated and solved in [16]and [18].W e show

herethatouranalyticstudy(see[18]fordetails)clearlysupportthepower-law

forP (m )with the exponentvalue � = 1 universally,asobserved num erically

earlier[8,9,10].
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