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Master equation for a kinetic model of trading market and its analytic solution
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We analyze an ideal gas like model of a trading market with quenched random saving factors for
its agents and show that the steady state income (m) distribution P(m) in the model has a power
law tail with Pareto index v exactly equal to unity, confirming the earlier numerical studies on this
model. The analysis starts with the development of a master equation for the time development of
P(m). Precise solutions are then obtained in some special cases.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The distribution of wealth among individuals in an economy has been an important area of research in economics, for
more than a hundred years. Pareto [:_l:] first quantified the high-end of the income distribution in a society and found
it to follow a power-law P(m) ~ m~U+") where P gives the normalized number of people with income m, and the
exponent v, called the Pareto index, was found to have a value between 1 and 3.

Considerable investigations with real data during the last ten years revealed that the tail of the income distribution
indeed follows the above mentioned behavior and the value of the Pareto index v is generally seen to vary between 1
and 2.5 ['_-27 :_3’, :ff] It is also known that typically less than 10% of the population in any country possesses about 40%
of the total wealth of that country and they follow the above law. The rest of the low income population, in fact the
majority (90% or more), follow a different distribution which is debated to be either Gibbs [3, b] or log-normal 4.

Much work has been done recently on models of markets, where economic (trading) activity is analogous to some
scattering process [5, 'l_f, :_7., g, t_):, :_1-(_i, :_1-]_1'] We put our attention to models where introducing a saving factor for the
agents, a wealth distribution similar to that in the real economy can be obtained ['t_i7 :Z:] Savings do play an important
role in determining the nature of the wealth distribution in an economy and this has already been observed in some
recent investigations [:_12;] Two variants of the model have been of recent interest; namely, where the agents have the
same fixed saving factor ['_G], and where the agents have a quenched random distribution of saving factors [f_?:] While
the former has been understood to a certain extent (see e.g, [, i4]), and argued to resemble a gamma distribution
[i4], attempts to analyze the latter model are still incomplete (see however, [[5]). Further numerical studies [[6] of
time correlations in the model seem to indicate even more intriguing features of the model. In this paper, we intend
to analyze the second market model with randomly distributed saving factor, using a master equation type approach
similar to kinetic models of condensed matter.

II. THE MODEL

The market consists of N (fixed) agents, each having money m;(t) at time ¢ (¢ = 1,2,... ,N). The total money
M (= N my(t)) in the market is also fixed. Each agent i has a saving factor A; (0 < A; < 1) such that in any

3
trading (considered as a scattering) the agent saves a fraction A; of its money m;(t) at that time and offers the rest
(1 — X\;)m;(¢t) for random trading. We assume each trading to be a two-body (scattering) process. The evolution of

money in such a trading can be written as:

mi(t + 1) = )\imi(t) + €ij [(1 - )\z)ml(t) + (1 - )\j)mj(t)] , (1)

my(t+ 1) = X\jmy(t) + (1 = €5) [(1 = Ai)ma(t) + (1 = Aj)m;(2)] (2)
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FIG. 1: Steady state money distribution P(m) against m in a numerical simulation of a market with N = 200, following

equations (:1.') and (:2:) with (a) €;; randomly distributed in the interval 0 to 1 and (b) €;; = 1/2. The dotted lines correspond

—(14v).

tom v=1.

where each m; > 0 and ;; is a random fraction (0 < e < 1). Typical numerical results for the steady state money
distribution in such a model is shown in Fig. 1(a) for uniform distribution of A; (0 < A; < 1) among the agents.

III. DYNAMICS OF MONEY EXCHANGE

We will now investigate the steady state distribution of money resulting from the above two equations representing
the trading and money dynamics. We will now solve the dynamics of money distribution in two limits. In one case,
we study the evolution of the mutual money difference among the agents and look for a self-consistent equation for
its steady state distribution. In the other case, we develop a master equation for the money distribution function.

A. Distribution of money difference

Clearly in the process as considered above, the total money (m; +m;) of the pair of agents i and j remains constant,
while the difference Am;; evolves as
i + )\j
2

(@i = (s = midess = (252 ) Qg+ (2522 (st s+ ey = D = M)ma) + (1= Ay 0]

(3)

Numerically, as shown in Fig. 1, we observe that the steady state money distribution in the market becomes a power
law, following such tradings when the saving factor A; of the agents remain constant over time but varies from agent
to agent widely. As shown in the numerical simulation results for P(m) in Fig. 1(b), the law, as well as the exponent,
remains unchanged even when ¢;; = 1/2 for every trading. This can be justified by the earlier numerical observation
[6, 7] for fixed A market (\; = A for all 4) that in the steady state, criticality occurs as A — 1 where of course the
dynamics becomes extremely slow. In other words, after the steady state is realized, the third term in (3) becomes
unimportant for the critical behavior. We therefore concentrate on this case, where the above evolution equation for
Amy; can be written in a more simplified form as

(Amij)ip1 = qij(Amij)e + Bij(mi +my)y, (4)

where o;; = (A + A;) and B;; = 3(A — Aj). Assuch, 0 < a<1land —3 <3< 3.

The steady state probability distribution D for the modulus A = |Am| of the mutual money difference between
any two agents in the market can be obtained from (2_]:) in the following way provided A is very much larger than the
average money per agent = M/N. That is because to produce a large A as a result of a “scattering” involving, say,
agents i and j, either m; or m; has to be large before the scattering (each of which possibly has small probability),
or both m; and m; have to be large, which is still much less probable and negligible. Then if, say, m; is large and m;



is not, the right hand side of (4) becomes ~ (cv;; + 3i;)(Ay;); and so on. Consequently for large A the distribution D
satisfies

D(A) = /dA’ D(A") (6(A — (a+ B)A") +6(A — (a — B)A"))

+(3)o(3)

where we have used the symmetry of the § distribution and the relation «;; + 3;; = A;, and have suppressed labels
i, j. Here (...) denote average over \ distribution in the market. Taking now a uniform random distribution of the
saving factor A, p(A) = 1 for 0 < A < 1, and assuming D(A) ~ A~0+7) for large A, we get

1:2/d/\>\7:2(1+7)’1, (6)

giving v = 1. No other value fits the above equation. This also indicates that the money distribution P(m) in the
market also follows a similar power law variation, P(m) ~ m~ 4" and v = ~v. We will now show in a more rigorous
way that indeed the only stable solution corresponds to v = 1, as observed numerically F_Z, 8, i_)'.]

B. Master equation and its analysis

We now proceed to develop a Boltzmann-like master equation for the time development of P(m,t), the probability

distribution of money in the market. We again consider the case ¢;; = 1 in (&) and (&) and rewrite them as

() =a(m), "

A—(“{ D ERVAEE RSV (®)

Ky Ky

where

Collecting the contributions from terms scattering in and subtracting those scattering out, we can write the master
equation for P(m,t) as (cf. [{1))
P(m,t+ At) — P(m,t) = /dml/dmj (mg, t)P(my,t)
B{Am}; —m)+0({Am}; —m)] = [6(mi —m) + 6(m; —m)]})

= /dmz/dmj (mg, t)P(my,t)

[6(ﬂ mi + py; my — m) + 6(p; m; + M mj —m) = 6(m; —m) +d(m; —m)]). (9)
The above equation can be rewritten as

OP(m,t)
ot

which in the steady state gives

+ P(m,t) = (/ dmi/dmj P(mi, t)P(my,t) 6(u mi + p;mj —m)), (10)

= </ dmi/dmj P(m;)P(m;) d(ufm; +p;my —m)). (11)

Writing m;u;” = 2m, we can decompose the range [0,1] of x into three regions: [0,¢], [e,1 — €] and [1 — €', 1].
Collecting the relevant terms in the three regions, we can rewrite the equation for P(m) above as

G G s () [ e [T (32) 2 ()

P(m)




If we take m > 1/e, m > 1/¢’ and €,¢/ — 0 (m — o0), then

= () e ()5 [ (@) ()

Assuming now as before, P(m) = A/m!*" for m — oo, we get

L= ((uh)" + ()" = //dﬂdu’p(u*)qw’) ()" + ()], (14)

as the ratio of the third term in ([3) to the other terms vanishes like (me)~", (me’)~" in this limit and p(u*) and
q(p™) are the distributions of the variables u and p~, which vary uniformly in the ranges [3, 1] and [0, 3] respectively
(cf. eqn (8)). An alternative way of deriving Eqn. (14) from Eqn. (§1) is to consider the dominant terms (oc z~" for
r >0, or o In(1/z) for r = 0) in the # — 0 limit of the integral [ m¥*7) P(m) exp(—mz)dm (see Appendix A). We
therefore get from Eqn. ([4), after integrations, 1 = 2/(v + 1), giving v = 1.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

molecule and each tradinié as an elastic or money-conserving (two-body) collision. Unlike in a gas, we introduce a
saving factor A for each agents. Our model, without savings (A = 0), obviously yield a Gibbs law for the steady-state
money distribution. Our numerical results for various widely distributed (quenched) saving factor A showed [7_7:, ;_i, -'_Q]
that the steady state income distribution P(m) in the market has a power-law tail P(m) ~ m~1+¥) for large income
limit, where v ~ 1.0. This observation has been confirmed in several later numerical studies as well [:_1-5, :f@‘] It has
been noted from these numerical simulation studies that the large income group people usually have larger saving
factors F_?:] This, in fact, compares well with observations in real markets [:_1-2_:, :_l-ﬁ] The time correlations induced by
the random saving factor also has an interesting power-law behavior [16]. A master equation for P(m,t), as in (B), for
the original case (eqns. (1) and (2)) was first formulated for fixed A (); same for all 4), in [13] and solved numerically.
Later, a generalized master equation for the same, where X is distributed, was formulated and solved in [ﬂ@

We have formulated here a Boltzmann-type master equation for the distributed saving factor case in (1-]:) and (2).
Based on the observation that even in the case with € = 1/2 (with A distributed in the range 0 < \; < 1, A; # );), in
(1) and (&), the steady state money distribution has the same power-law behavior as in the general case and shows
the same Pareto index, we solve the master equation for this special case. We show that the analytic results clearly
support the power-law for P(m) with the exponent value v = 1 universally.

Apart from the intriguing observation that Gibbs (1901) and Pareto (1897) distributions fall in the same category
of models and can appear naturally in the century-old and well-established kinetic theory of gas, our study indicates
the appearance of self-organized criticality in the simplest (gas-like) models so far, when the stability effect of savings
is incorporated. This remarkable effect can be analyzed in terms of master equations developed here and can also be
studied analytically in the special limits considered.

In our models Ei, f_?:, 23, 9], we consider the ideal-gas-like trading markets where each agent is identified with a gas
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APPENDIX A: ALTERNATIVE SOLUTION OF THE STEADY STATE MASTER EQUATION (-'_1-1:)

Let Sp(z) = [~ dmP(m)m" ™" exp(—ma); r > 0,2 > 0. If P(m) = A/m'*", then

Sp(x) = A/o dm mrflexp(—m:r)
~ AT if >0
r
~ Aln (l) if r=0. (A1)
T

From eqn. (1), we can write
So(w) = ([ dme [ dmy PO Pl omigs! -+ mop; ) expl (g -+ myu; )
0 0
= [ o Ay e mata) () | [ am; Pl esa-mpu; o)
0 0

[y N exp(mip; ) (1) | [ s POm)exo(-minf ) (42)

or,

1 e’}
Sp(z) = /1 dpt p(i) ( / dm; Am[ =" exp(—mipf w)) ()"

0
1 o0
_ _ r— _ _\V+T
+/0 dus q(py) (/0 dmj Am/;~" exp(—mjp; I)) () s (A3)
since for small z, the terms in the square brackets in (:_A_Z) approach unity. We can therefore rewrite (: :3) as
! :
Su(x) =2 [ [ dut sty + du(u)"*’”sr(w)] . (A4)
1 0
2

Using now the forms of S,(z) as in (A T1:), and collecting terms of order =" (for r > 0) or of order In(1/x) (for
r = 0) from both sides of (A4), we get (11).

[1] V. Pareto, Cours d’economie Politique (F. Rouge, Lausanne, 1897).

[2] S. Moss de Oliveira, P. M. C. de Oliveira and D. Stauffer, Fvolution, Money, War and Computers (B. G. Tuebner,
Stuttgart, Leipzig, 1999).

[3] M. Levy and S. Solomon, Physica A 242 (1997) 90; A. A. Drigulescu and V. M. Yakovenko, Physica A 299 (2001) 213;

[5] B. K. Chakrabarti and S. Marjit, Ind. J. Phys. B 69 (1995) 681; S. Ispolatov, P. L. Krapivsky and S. Redner, Eur. Phys.
J. B 2 (1998) 267; A. A. Dragulescu and V. M. Yakovenko, Eur. Phys. J. B 17 (2000) 723.

[6] A. Chakraborti and B. K. Chakrabarti, Eur. Phys. J. B 17 (2000) 167.

[7] A. Chatterjee, B. K. Chakrabarti and S. S. Manna, Physica A 335 (2004) 155.

[8] A. Chatterjee, B. K. Chakrabarti and S. S. Manna, Phys. Scr. T 106 (2003) 36.

(9]

[10] B. Hayes, Am. Scientist 90 (Sept-Oct, 2002) 400; S. Sinha, Phys. Scr. T 106 (2003) 59; J. C. Ferrero, Physica A 341
(2004) 575; J. R. Iglesias, S. Gongalves, G. Abramson and J. L. Vega, Physica A 342 (2004) 186; N. Scafetta, S. Picozzi
and B. J. West, Physica D 193 (2004) 338.

Ding, N. Xi and Y. Wang, Eur. Phys. J. B 36 (2003) 149.
E. Dynan, J. Skinner and S. P. Zeldes, J. Pol. Econ. 112 (2004) 397.


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0310544
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0408067
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0302147
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0406694
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0407770

