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Abstract

We propose a very simple (almost linear) stochastic map model of economic
dynamics. In the last decade, an array of observations in economics has been
investigated in the econophysics literature, a major example being the universal
features of inequality in terms of income and wealth. Another area of inquiry
is the formation of opinion in a society. Our proposed model can generate the
Gamma-like and the power law distributions as has been observed in the real
data of income and wealth distributions. Also, it is able to produce a non-trivial
phase transition in the opinion of a society (opinion formation). A number of
physical models also generates similar results. In particular, the kinetic exchange
models have been especially successful in this regard. Therefore, we compare the
results obtained from these two approaches and point out a number of new fea-
tures obtained from the map model.

1 Introduction

It is known that the distributions of income and wealth possess
some robust and stable features which are independent of the
economy-specific conditions (yako-rosser;09, 7). But the exact
form of the distribution is still debated (kleiber;02, 7). It has
been a tradition in the economics literature to model the left
tail and the mode of the distributions of the incomes with a
log-normal (gibrat;31, 7) distribution and the right tail with a



Pareto distribution i.e., a power law (pareto;97, 7). However, a
number of recent studies in econophysics literature argue that
the left tail and the mode of the distribution is best described
by the gamma distribution and the right tail of the distribution
follows a power law (See Ref. (drag-yako;01, 7; drag-yako;0la, 7;
acbke;07, 7; chakrabartis;10, 7)). Also, a significant number of
attempts have been devoted to explain the emergence of a con-
sensus in a society and the possibility of a non-trivial phase-tran-
sition in the average opinion of the society (See Ref. (weisbuch, 7;
lallouache;10, 7)).

Here, we propose a minimal stochastic map which produces all of
the aforementioned features and in addition, it shows some new
features as well. Below, we propose the model and discuss its
relative merits and demerits with respect to the kinetic exchange
models which also generates similar results.

2 The map

The map has the following form

m(t+1)=min{( A +eX)m(t)+ & N5, 0} (1)

where A1, Ay and A3 are linear functions of a single parameter A
with 0 <\ <1 such that 0 < \; <1 for =1, 2 and 3. We assume
that —oo <n <1, 6 takes value either a positive, finite value
(we assume 0 = 1, for convinience) or oo (or a sufficiently large
value) and e, & ~unif0, 1] and independent, unless specified.
In all the simulations, we have assumed m(0) = 1. We denote
the time index by subscripts for exogenous random variables (e
and &) which we shall drop when no confusion arises. While
the parameter space is seemingly too large to be considered in
details, we shall restrict the it considerably by assuming very



simple forms of \; for all 7.

3 Statistical features of the map at some limits

3.1 A I'-like distribution

We assume A=A, \a=A3=1— )\, n=1 and § =o00. The equation
becomes

mt+1)=A+e(l=X)m(t)+(1—N). (2)

See Fig. 1 for steady state distributions corresponding to dif-
ferent values of A. Though we do not know the exact algebraic
form of the steady state distributions produced by Eqn. 2, we
can find out its moments in order to describe them qualitatively.
We can ignore the time index in the steady state. Taking expec-
tations over both sides of Eqn. 2, we get

(m)=1. (3)

Also, we have the variance of m as

V(m)=(z?) — (z)” (4)

where x=(A+e€(1—=X))m+&(1—A). Now, we make a few almost



trivial observations. Note the fact that (x)=1. Hence, (m?) can
be written as V(m) + (m)? (by defn. of V(m)) i.e., V(m)+ 1.
Also, € and ¢ are uniformly distributed. Therefore, (¢) = 1/2
= (&) and (€%) = 1/3 = (&%) (recall that V(e) = 1/12 = V(¢)).
Using all of these and by expanding Eqn. 4 we get

Vim) = WA= +3 (1= A (V(m) +1)
+%(1—)\)2)\(1—)\)+%(1—)\)2—1.

Simplifying the above expression we get the result for A #1,

vim -3(33) )

which clearly shows that the distribution tends to a delta func-
tion as A— 1. It is noteworthy that though these distributions
have a visual resemblance with the I' distributions, they are not
exactly so. With A\ = 0, Eqn. 2 produces a distribution with
a sharp peak at m very close to 1. However, for A > 0.3 this
sharpness goes away.
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Stable distributions generated by Eqn. 2: Three cases are shown ab

Fig. 1.

One can consider an even simpler case with & =e; for all ¢ so
that the map becomes

m(t+1)=Am(t)+e(1—X\) (m(t)+1) (6)

which is almost the same as the usual kinetic exchange model
with a constant savings factor i.e., the CC model (See Ref.

(chakraborti;00, 7); See also Ref. (acbke;07, 7)),
mi (t+1) = Ami(t) + € (1= A) (mi(t) +my()). (7)

The variance of the distribution generated by Eqn.6 is given by

V(m) = (;—D (8)



For the sake of completeness, we mention that the variance
of the distribution generated by Eqn. 7 is given by (See Ref.
(richmond;05, 7))

(1-X)

Vim) =G0

(9)

It is noteworthy that for A = 0, the distribution generated by
Eqn. 6 has a peculiar form. For m <1, P(m) is uniformly dis-
tributed and for m > 1, the distribution has an excellent fit with
P(m) = 0.5exp(—(m —1)*5) (See the inset of the Fig. 2). For
larger values of A, the distribution looks like a I' function (See
Fig. 2). It is to be noted that we cannot generate an exponen-
tial distribution from Eqn. 8 since its maximum variance is 1,/2
(for A=0) whereas the variance of the exponential distribution
generated by the following Eqn. (See Ref. (acbke;07, 7))

m; (t+ 1) =€ (m;(t) +m;(t)) (10)

is unity. Hence this model can not generate purely exponential
distribution. An intuitive explanation can very easily be pro-
vided. Recall that with A=0, Eqn. 6 is

m; (t+1)=¢(my(t) +1). (11)

Clearly in Eqn. 10, m; (t+ 1) has two sources of variations, one
is variation in € and the other is the variation is m;(t). It is the
second term which is absent in Eqn. 11. In fact, it is substituted
there by 1 i.e., the average value of m;(¢) (in a population with
M /N = 1). Therefore, there is a loss of variability in Eqn. 11
and hence, its variance is less. Comparison between Eqn. 8 and
Eqn. 9 also shows that the variance of the system given by Eqn.
6 is consistently less than that of Eqn. 7 (for all A < 1).
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Stable distributions generated by Eqn. 6: Three cases are shown ab

3.2  Power law distribution

We assume A\j =\, Ao=A3=1— )\, —0o<n <0 and = oc.

The relevant equation is
m(t+1)={A+e(1=N)}mt)+£(1—-\)" (12)

We show that the distribution of the average value of m depends
on the distribution of A. In particular, if A\ is uniformly dis-
tributed, then m’s distribution would follow a power law. This
implies that if there is a population of agents with different A but



each of the income evolution process is modelled by Eqn. 12, then
a power law in the income distribution will be observed. Note that
we did not require the population to be interacting to generate
the result as was assumed by the earlier models (acbke;07, 7).
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A very simple proof is considered below. Note that (in the steady
state) by taking expectations on both sides of the equation, we
can rewrite it as

(1=2)'""(m)=1 (13)

By taking total differentiation and rearrenging terms, we get

— = m -1 (14)

where m represents (m). Hence, the average amount of money
held by an agent with a particular A is given by Eqn. 13. Also,
the relation between the distribution of A with that of m is given



by the following Eqn.

P(m)dm=p(\)dA. (15)

Eqn. 14 and 15 shows that in an population of agents with uni-
formly distributed A, the distribution of m would be

_n—2

P(m)~m »-1, (16)

It is trivial to note that the CCM model (See Ref.
(chatterjee;04, 7); See also Ref. (acbke;07, 7)) derived the result
analogous to the case where n =0 (see Fig. 4). Also, if n is
large in modulus then the steady state would be power law dis-
tribution with power -1 (see Fig. 3).

3.3 A non-trivial phase transition

Here, we briefly mention that a special case of the map shows
a non-trivial phase transition. If we assume A\; =X =\, A\3=0,
n=1and § =1. The equation becomes

m(t+1)=min{\(1+¢)m(t),1} (17)

Ref. (lallouache;10, 7) considered this map and showed that this
map shows a phase transition (with respect to A) in the average
value of m, the critical point being A\. ~ 0.6796. For further
details on this map, see Ref. (lallouache;10, 7). Interestingly, this
map has a parallel in the kinetic exchange models, also discusses
in the same reference. For detailed analysis on the nature of such
transitions see Ref. (sen;10, 7; biswas;10, 7).
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3.4 The law of proportionate effect

We assume A\j =Xy=1, A\3=0 and 0 = .

The equation becomes
m(t+1)=(14¢)m(t) (18)

which is very wellknown as a generator of log-normal distribution
(See Ref. (gibrat;31, ?7)). To find the distribution of m(t), note
that the above equation can be rewritten (by iteration) as

m(t+1)=]] (1 +e)m(1) (19)

t

and by taking log on both sides, it can be written as

logm(t+1) = Z log (1+¢€)+logm(1)
t

= Z et +1og m(1) (by approximation).
t

(20)

By applying the Central Limit Theorem, we see that log m(t) is
distributed normally, hence m(t) is distributed log-normally.

4 Summary

In recent years, a number of economic regularities have been
investigated in the econophysics literature, one of the most promi-
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nent themes being the distributions of income/wealth. The two
candidate distributions for explaining the left tail and the mode of
the distributions of income /wealth are Gamma and Log-normal.
There is a consensus that the heavy right tail is best described by
a power law (See Ref. (yako-rosser;09, 7; acbke;07, 7)). Also, the
process of opinion formation due to interactions among numerous
agents have been studied in details. The phenomena of emerging
consensus and a phase transition in the opinion formation have
been tried to be modelled in many ways (See Ref. (weisbuch, 7;
lallouache;10, 7)).

In this paper, we examine a simple iterative equation to model the
economic process of income/wealth distribution and the socio-
logical process of opinion formation. Previously, a class of models
called the kinetic exchange models, had been employed to under-
stand each of these phenomena (acbke;07, 7; lallouache;10, 7).
We show that there are some completely new results produced
by this map model whereas other results mostly conform with
those derived in the kinetic exchange models.
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