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W e introduce preferential behavior into the study on statistical m echanics of m oney
circulation. The com puter sim ulation results show that the preferential behavior can
lead to power law s on distributions over both holding tim e and am ount of m oney held
by agents. H ow ever, som e constraints are needed in generation m echanism to ensure the
robustness of pow er-law distributions.
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1. Introduction

Em piricalstudies on m any socialissues show that num erous statisticaldistributions
Hllow power law s, such as stock-price uctuations', the probability distrbution of
the population of cities?, the degree distrbutions in m any networks® and distrdou-
tion of incom e or wealth?” . In particular, the wealth distrbution which is an ol
topic has recently been renew ed by a sm allband ofeconophysicists® . T hey proposed
m ultiagent interaction m odels to explore the m echanism of wealth distrbution,
in which wealth is sinply represented by money’?® . However, to our know ledge,
the simulation results of these works show that the steady states of m oney have
G bbs or G am m a distrbutions, leaving the pow er-law phenom ena of wealth distri-
bution unexplained. It hasbeen shown that preferentialbehavior assum ption plays
an essential role In generating power-law distrbbutions in som e cases, such as in
networks® and in m oney dynam ics’ . T he soul of preferential assum ption is to break
the equality am ong agents, som e of which are entitled to m ore power in getting
corresponding entiy. In this paper, we nvestigate how the individual preferential
behavior generates power law phenom ena in m oney circulation process. T he statis—
tical distribbutions involved in m onetary circulation are com posed of two aspects.
O ne is over the tin e Interval the m oney stays in agents’ hands which is nam ed as
holding tin e'?, the other is over the am ount ofm oney held by agents.
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2. Power Law D istribution over H olding T Im e

Them odel in this section is an extension of idealgas-likem odel’ , where each agent
is ddenti ed as a gasm olecul and each trading as one elastic (two-body) collision.
In thism odel, the econom ic system is assum ed to be closed, thus the totalam ount
ofmoney M before and after transaction is conserved and the number of agents N
rem ains constant. Since the scale and initial distribbution ofm oney have no e ect
on the nal resuls, m ost of our simulations were carried out with N = 250 and
M = 25;000 and the am ount of m oney held by each agent was set to be M =N
at the beginning. The m oney is possessed by agents ndividually and agents can
exchange m oney w ith each other. In each round, an arbitrary pair ofagents iand j
gets engaged in a trade am ong which agent i is random ly picked to be the \payer"
and the other one j becom es the \receiver". T he am ount of m oney transferred is
determ ined by the follow Ing equation

m = "(m i+mj)=2; 1)

w here " distrbbutes random 7 and uniform Iy w ithin an interval 0;1].

In the original ideal gas-like m odels, the m oney paid out is chosen w ith equal
probability, which hasbeen discussed in Ref. 10. In the extension m odel, the prefer-
entialbehavior is ntroduced by In posing the unequalprobability. In a given round,
agent iw ith m oney m ; in hand is the payer, the probability ofm oney k am ongm ;
to be transferred is given by:

k+1

; 2
Gt 1) @

pk)=
where 1, isthe tim es that m oney n has participated in trade since the beginning of
sin ulation. H ere, we express the probability w ith exchange tin es plus 1 instead of
exchange tin es In case that denom nator be zero at the beginning of sim ulations.

In sin ulations, the intervalbetw een the rsttwo exchanges forone unit ofm oney
to participate In is recorded as itsholding tin e afterm ost ofm oney ( 99:9% in our
sin ulations) had been exchanged at least one tin e. Then, after m ost ofm oney (
95% ) are recorded, the sam pling of the holding tim es of m oney in this system is
com pleted.

Each ofthe results shown in Figure 1 is an average 0of 500 sin ulations. It can be
found that the holding tim e distrbution does not follow G bbsBoltzm ann distri-
bution any m ore after the introduction of preferential behavior. T here is an iniial
grow th ofP (t) from t= 0, which quickly saturates and then a long range of pow er—
law decay In P (t) for lJarge t value is observed. T hisdecay, when tted to power law
P/t ,gives = 367 005.We alo exam ned the holding tin e distribbu-—
tions in severalperiods long enough after the system had achieved stationary state,
and we found the power distribution is rem arkably robust, eg., the holding tine
distrbution is stationary even after t = 500;000 whilk it has been observed after
t= 1;000.
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Fig.1l. The stationary distrdbutionsofholding Fig.2. T he stationary distrbutions ofm oney

tim e w ith and w ithout preference in the sem i-
logarithm ic scale. The inset show s the distri-
bution w ith preference in a double-logarithm ic
plot. Note that in the gure the probabilities
have been scaled by the m axin um probability.

w ith and without preference. T he inset show s
the distrbution with preference in a double—
logarithm ic plot. Note that in the gure the
probabilities have been scaled by the m axin um
probability.

3. Power Law D istribution over M oney H eld

P revious studies on m oney distrbution are all carried out w ithin the fram ework
of ideal gaslike m odels. W e Introduced the preferential behavior into such kinds
ofm odel by assum ing that the agent w ith m ore m oney has larger probabiliy to
win or to be chosen to participate in the trade. H owever slightly the preferential
propensity is set, we get the sam e nal result: one agent achieves all of the m oney.
T his indicates that preferentialbehavior is not enough to produce robust pow er-law

distrbutions in such case. T hus, in this section, the e ects of preferential behavior
on m oney distribution w illbe analyzed w ithin a new fram ework.

In what llow s, the initial setting of the system is the sam e w ith the idealgas—
lkem ode], N = 250,M = 25;000 and each agent has 100 unisofm oney in hand at
the beginning. The m ain novelm echanian introduced here is to assum e that every
agent paysm oney out to others In each round, and the am ount ofm oney paid out
is determ ined random ly. A s to how to dispense the m oney, there are two m odes.
O ne is that the others have equal probability to receive each unit of m oney; the
other one is that the probability p;;5 at which agent igets the m oney from agent j
satis es

m ;
Piy= Py—— i 3)

n=1@mse 7§ Mn
wherem ; is the am ount ofm oney held by agent i before the trade. P lease note the
constraint n € j in this rule elin inates the possibility for the payer to get back the
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m oney he has paid out. It is ocbvious that the second m ode is w ith preference, in
which the rich have higher probability to get richer.

T he sim ulation results ofthe twom odes are shown in gure 2, both ofwhich are
averages of 500 sin ulations. And they reveal clearly that the preferential behavior
does have e ects on the probability distrdbution ofm oney. T he stationary distrdbu—
tion ofm oney w ithout preference isa G amm a type. A fter the preferential behavior
is introduced into the m odel, the power-aw distrdbution is observed, and the tting
to power law gives exponent = 1:60 0:02.Further m easurem ent perform ed
after t= 500;000 show s that the distrdbution is quite robust.

In the sinulations, if we rem oved the constraint n 6§ j in Eq.(3), we found that
for t= 500;000,m ore than 80% ofthem oney was acquired by one agent. It can be
forecasted that after enough long tin e, all of m oney would be held by one agent.
This fact m eans that only preferential behavior w thout any constraints can not
Induce power law s.

4. Conclusion

In this paper we studied the e ect of preferential behavior on probability distribu-
tions of both aspects of the circulation ofm oney. W e perform ed com puter sin ula—
tions to show how the preferential behavior produces power-law distributions over
holding tin e and m oney held respectively. &t is also worth noting that som e con—
straints m ay be necessary to ensure the robustness of power law s. T he conclision
m ay be valiable to the understanding on the m echanism ofpower law s.
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