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W e study Sutton’s ‘m icrocanonical’m odelfor the internalorganization of�rm s,that leads to

non trivialscaling properties for the statistics of growth rates. W e show that the growth rates

are asym ptotically G aussian in this m odel, at variance with em pirical results. W e also obtain

the conditionaldistribution of the num ber and size of sub-sectors in this m odel. W e form ulate

and solve an alternative m odel,based on the assum ption that the sector sizes follow a power-law

distribution.W e�nd in thisnew m odelboth anom alousscaling ofthevariance ofgrowth ratesand

non G aussian asym ptotic distributions. W e give som e testable predictions ofthe two m odels that

would di�erentiatethem further.W ealso discusswhy thegrowth ratestatisticsatthecountry level

and atthe com pany levelshould be identical.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The annualgrowth rate ofa com pany isuctuating both acrosscom paniesand from yearto year. Itistherefore

tem pting to study the statisticsofthisgrowth rate.Ithasbeen known form any yearsthatthe average growth rate

isto a good approxim ation independentofthe size ofthe com pany. Thisisknown asG ibrat’sproportionality law:

since the growth rate is the relative size increase ofa com pany (where the size refers to the sales,the num ber of

em ployees,etc.),the factthatthe averagegrowth rate isindependentofthe size m eansthaton averagea com pany

growsproportionally to itssize.

A very interesting question,that was only addressed recently,concerns the uctuations ofthe growth rate,and

the size dependence ofthese uctuations. Q uite rem arkably,Stanley etal. found thatthe standard deviation � of

the growth rate r decreases with the size S ofthe com pany as �(S) � S�� ,with � � 0:18 [1,2]. This power-law

scaling holdsoversix decades,and can beextended to largersizesby considering countriesas‘com panies’and taking

the G NP asa m easure ofthe size [3]. M ore precisely,the distribution ofthe rescaled growth rate v = r=�(S),with

�(S)� S�� ,appearstobesizeindependent.Thisrescaled distribution �(v)isfurtherm orefound tobenon G aussian.

This rem arkable result is puzzling because one could have naively expected that large com panies (or countries

for that m atter) would aggregate di�erent independent ‘shocks’that would lead,using the centrallim it theorem ,

to a S�1=2 decrease ofthe volatility ofits growth rate,which would furtherm ore be G aussian for large S’s. This

howeverassum esthata com pany can bethoughtofasa collection ofK ‘sub-com panies’ofaveragesizeS0 and weakly

correlated activities. In thiscase,K = S=S0 and ifthe shocksa�ecting each sectorofactivity have a �nite second

m om ent,the centrallim ittheorem applies.

The factthat� < 1=2 suggestsotherwise. O bviously,ifallthe sectorsofactivity ofa given com pany had strong

cross-correlations,onewould �nd theextrem eresultthat� = 0.However,thisisnotthecase:Sutton hasshown som e

em piricaldatathatsupporttheideathatthegrowthsofdi�erentsectorsaretoagood approxim ation uncorrelated [4].

ThisiswhatSutton called the‘scalingpuzzle’,which lead him to proposea sim plem odelfortheinternalorganization

of�rm sthatpredictsasym ptotically � = 1=4,notvery farfrom the em piricalresult[4].

Theaim ofthisnoteisthreefold.In a�rstpartwhich weintend tobealsoofpedagogicalinterest,werevisitSutton’s

m odelusing m ethodsfrom statisticalphysics,and obtain a num berofcom plem entary predictionsofthism odelthat

can be com pared with em piricaldata,in particularthe distribution ofrescaled growth rate �(v),which we �nd to

be asym ptotically G aussian,at variance with the em piricalresult. Second,we introduce and study an alternative

m odelwhere we argue that the distribution ofsizes ofthe sub-sectors is a power-law,and derive analytically the

valueof� and theshape of�(v),which in som eregim eisfound to be strongly non-G aussian.W e then com pareour

resultsto the �ndingsofStanley etal.and discussthe plausibility ofouralternative m odel. Finally,we discussthe

interesting factthatG NP growth and com pany growth behave sim ilarly.Thism eansthatthe m icroeconom icaland

m acroeconom icallevelsarestrongly interconnected.W e show thatourm odelisindeed stableupon aggregation.
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II.SU T T O N ’S M O D EL

W e �rst recallSutton’s m odel. In the absence ofm ore inform ation,Sutton postulates that allpartitions ofa

com pany ofsizeS in sm allersub-piecesareequiprobable[4].Thisisa kind of‘m icrocanonical’,m inim um inform ation

assum ption,sim ilarto thecorresponding hypothesisin statisticalphysicswhereallm icrostatesareequiprobable.For

physicalsystem s,this is justi�ed by the Liouville theorem thatis itselfa consequence ofHam iltonian dynam ics;it

would beinteresting to �nd an analogueofthistheorem forthe(stochastic)dynam icsunderlying theorganization of

�rm s.

M ore precisely,Sutton assum esthatS isa large integer,and usesknown m athem aticalresultson the num berof

partitionstocom pute�(S).Letusshow how hisresultscan berecovered directly.Forthis,weintroducethefollowing

quantity:1

N (R;K ;S)=

1X

s1= 1

1X

s2= s1

� � �

1X

sK = sK �1

�

 

S �

KX

i= 1

si

! Z KY

i= 1

P (�i)d�i�

 

R �

KX

i= 1

si�i

!

: (1)

This quantity counts the num ber ofpartitions ofthe integer S in exactly K integers s1;s2;� � � ;sK ,and such that

the totalabsolute growth rate R isgiven by the sum ofindependentrandom variables�i (thatwe suppose of�nite

variance),each weighted by thesizesi ofthesub-sector.Thisassum esa proportionality e�ectatthesub-sectorlevel.

Itwillbeconvenientto introducetheFourier-Laplacetransform ofthisquantity (orgenerating function),de�ned as:

N̂ (q;�;�)=

1X

S= 1

1X

K = 1

Z 1

�1

dR exp[iqR � �K � �S]N (R;K ;S): (2)

Thequantity N̂ (q= 0;� = 0;�)isthereforetheLaplacetransform ofthetotalnum berofpartitions,and isgiven by:

N̂ (q= 0;� = 0;�)=

1X

K = 1

1X

s1= 1

1X

s2= s1

� � �

1X

sK = sK �1

exp

 

� �

KX

i= 1

si

!

; (3)

and be com puted explicitly as:

N̂ (q= 0;� = 0;�)=

1X

K = 1

e��K

Q K

i= 1
(1� e�i�K )

: (4)

For� ! 0,the sum overK can be approxim ated by an integral:

N̂ (q= 0;� = 0;�)�

Z 1

0

dK exp

 

� �K �

Z K

0

dxln(1� e
��x

)

!

: (5)

Now the integraloverK can be estim ated using a saddle-pointm ethod. The saddle point K � obeys the following

equation:

� = � ln(1� e
��K

�

); (6)

which forsm all� gives:

K
� �

1

�
ln
1

�
: (7)

Plugging thisresultin Eq.(5)leadsto:

N̂ (q= 0;� = 0;� ! 0)� exp

�
1

�

Z 1

0

dvln(1� e
�v
)

�

= exp

�
�2

6�

�

; (8)

1In thefollowing equation,� refersto theD iracdelta forcontinuousvariablesand to theK roneckerdelta fordiscretevariables.
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where we have neglected preexponentialcorrections,that can also be com puted. Now,it is easy to check that the

inverseLaplacetransform ofN̂ (q= 0;� = 0;� ! 0)behaves,forlargeS,as:

N (S)� exp[b
p
S]; b= �

r
2

3
(9)

which istheHardy-Ram anujan resultatlargeS [5].In thecourseofthecalculation,onealso discoversthat,asfaras

scaling isconcerned,� � S�1=2 .O necould extend the com putation to getthe exactprefactor,equalto (4
p
3S)�1 .

O necan easily extend the com putation to � 6= 0.The saddlepointisnow at:

K
� �

1

�
ln

1

� + �
: (10)

Now,setting � = x�=jln�j,one�nds,in the lim it� ! 0,

N̂ (q= 0;x�=jln�j;�)

N̂ (q= 0;0;�)
� e

�x
: (11)

Having noted thate�x isthe Laplacetransform of�(u � 1),weconclude thatwhen S ! 1 ,the variableK =
p
S lnS

tends to unity with probability one. O ne can also study how the uctuations behave for large S. Setting K =p
S lnS + y

p
S,one �ndsthatthe Laplace transform P̂(z)ofthe distribution P (y)ofthe random variable y reads,

forS ! 1 :

P̂ (z)=

Z

dye
�zy

P (y)= exp[� z+ (1+ z)ln(1+ z)]; (12)

which showsthatthedistribution ofy isnon G aussian,even in thelim itS ! 1 .Forexam ple,theskewnessofP (y)

isfound to be equalto � 1. In sum m ary,we �nd thatthe averagenum berof‘sub-entities’isequalto
p
S lnS,with

relative (non G aussian)uctuations which go to zero as1=lnS. The average size ofa sub-piece isclearly equalto
p
S=lnS.

Therefore,the m ost probable partition ofa large integer S is to break it in
p
S parts ofsize

p
S (neglecting

logarithm s)[6]. In fact,aswe now show,this isnotreally correct. A better description isto say thatone has
p
S

piecesofsize 1,
p
S=2 piecesofsize 2,... and one piece ofsize

p
S. M ore precisely,whatisthe average num berof

occurrencesN (sjS)ofa piece ofsizes,given the totalsizeS? A little reection tellsusthatthisisgiven by:

N (sjS)� N (S)hO (sjS)i=

1X

k= 1

N (S � ks)�

1X

k= 1

kQ (S � ks); (13)

where Q isthe probability ofoccurrence thatthe num bers appearsexactly k tim esin the partition,de�ned by the

aboveequation.For1� s� S,N (sjS)can be approxim ated by:

N (sjS)� N (S)

1X

k= 1

exp(�
bks

2
p
S
)�

N (S)

exp( bs

2
p
S
)� 1

: (14)

O ne therefore �ndsthe following interesting result:the size distribution ofsub-sectorsfollows,in Sutton’sm odel,a

Bose-Einstein distribution.Thisdistribution behavesasa powerlaw 1=s,fors�
p
S and decaysexponentially fast

fors�
p
S.Thisisa directly testableprediction ofSutton’sm odel.O necan furtherm orecheck directly that:

P S

s= 1
sN (sjS)

N (S)
�
4S

b2

Z 1

0

du
u

eu � 1
= S; (15)

asitshould.

Asnoticed by Sutton,thequantity N (sjS)isinteresting becauseitallowsusto com putethevariance�2R (S)ofthe

absolutegrowth rateR,de�ned as:

�
2

R (S)= hR 2jSi; (16)

wherethebracketsm eansan averageovertherandom growth rates�i and theoverlineisan averageoverallpartitions

ofS.Using the factthatthe �i’sareindependentand ofvarianceequalto �
2
0,onehas:

3



hR 2jSi= �
2

0

X

s

s
2
N (sjS)

N (S)
� �

2

0

X

s

s2

exp( bs

2
p
S
)� 1

=
25=233=2�(3)

�3
�
2

0S
3=2

= 1:13955::::�
2

0S
3=2

: (17)

This isSutton’s result: the conditionalvariance ofthe absolute return growsasS3=2,therefore the variance ofthe

relativereturn r= R=S decaysasS�1=2 ,which isequivalentto thestatem entthat� = 1=4 [4].In intuitiveterm s,the

totalabsolutereturn istherandom sum of�
p
S di�erentterm s,alloforder�

p
S,which givesa random num berof

order
p
S
p p

S � S3=4.Thisrough (and slightly incorrect)argum entactually suggeststhattheabsolutegrowth rate

isthe sum ofa largenum ber(
p
S)ofrandom variables,and therefore should be G aussian forlargeS.W e can show

thism oreprecisely by com puting the kurtosis� ofR,de�ned as:

� =
hR 4jSi

hR 2jSi
2
� 3: (18)

W e assum ethatthe individualgrowth rates� havea �nite kurtosisgiven by �0.Therefore:

hR 4jSi= �
4

0

2

4(3+ �0)
X

i

s4i + 3
X

i6= j

s2is
2
j

3

5 = �
4

0

2

4�0

X

i

s4i + 3
X

i;j

s2is
2
j

3

5 : (19)

The �rstterm iseasy to com pute using N (sjS)and one�nds:

X

i

s4i =
X

s

s
4N (sjS)

N (S)
�
211=237=2

�5
�(5)S

5=2
= 7:17114::::S

5=2
(20)

Thesecond term ism oresubtlesinceoneneedsto know the correlation ofthe num berofoccurrencesoftwo integers

s;s0 involved in the partition ofS,hO (sjS)O (s0jS)i. Thisquantity can be obtained sim ilarly to N (sjS). Fors= s0,

onehas:

N (S)hO (sjS)2i�

1X

k= 1

k
2
Q (S � ks)=

1X

k= 1

(2k� 1)N (S � ks): (21)

which can be again be approxim ated as

hO (sjS)2i�

1X

k= 1

(2k� 1)exp

�

�
bks

2
p
S

�

=
exp( bs

2
p
S
)+ 1

�

exp( bs

2
p
S
)� 1

�2 (22)

Therefore:

SX

s= 1

s
4
�
hO (sjS)2i� hO (sjS)i2

�
�

 

2
p
S

b

! 5 Z 1

0

duu
4

eu

(eu � 1)2
=
29=233=2

5�
S
5=2

= 7:48509::::S
5=2

: (23)

The term swith s6= s0 can be com puted from :

hO (sjS)O (s0jS)i�

1X

k= 1;‘

exp

�

�
bks

2
p
S
�

b‘s0

2
p
S
�

b

8S3=2
(ks+ ‘s

0
)
2
+ :::

�

: (24)

Thereason wetook oneextra term in theaboveexpansion isthathO (sjS)O (s0jS)i� hO (sjS)ihO (s0jS)iiszero to �rst

order.Thenon zero correlation com esfrom theterm k‘ss0in theaboveexpression.To lowestorder,one�nally �nds,

SX

s6= s0= 1

s
2
s
02
[hO (sjS)O (s0jS)i� hO (sjS)ihO (s0jS)i]� �

219=235=2

�5
[�(3)]

2
S
3=2

= � 53:2953:::S
3=2

: (25)

Thiscontribution isa factorS sm allerthan the othertwo contributions,buthasa ratherlargeprefactor.To leading

orderin S,the �nalresultreads:
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� �
1
p
S
[5:52232:::�0 + 5:76408:::] (26)

The conclusion isthatifthe growth ratesofthe sub-sectorsare non G aussian,the kurtosisofthe aggregategrowth

rate decreasesas1=
p
S forlarge S.Thisisexpected on generalgrounds,since we haveseen above thatthe num ber

ofindependent sub-entities is oforder
p
S,and the kurtosis ofa sum decreases as the inverse ofthe num ber of

independent term s in a sum . The second contribution com es from the uctuations ofthe num bers ofterm s in the

sum .

Therefore,asym ptotically,the rescaled aggregategrowth rate rS1=4 isfound to be G aussian in Sutton’sm odel,at

variance with em pirical�ndings. However,for �nite S,there are im portant corrections to this asym ptotic result:

suppose thatthe initialkurtosisof� isequalto 3,which isthe case when � isdistributed according to a sym m etric

exponential. Take a reasonable value S = 100. Then the residualkurtosis ofthe growth rate is stillquite large,

� 2:2.Hence,signi�cantdeviationsfrom a G aussian distribution m ay be observed in reality,butshould dim inish as

S becom eslarge.W e shallcom eback to thisissue in section IV.

III.A N A LT ER N A T IV E M O D EL

A .D e�nition ofthe m odel

W e now discussanotherm odel,where we assum e thatcom paniesare form ed by aggregating entitiesthathave a

certain a prioridistribution ofsizes,thatwechooseto bea power-law.Them otivation forthisistwo-fold.First,the

distribution ofcom pany sizesin a country is known to be a Pareto (power-law)distribution. Since the scaling law

forthe variance ofthe growth rate also seem s to hold atthe country level,one could indeed argue thatthe actual

distribution ofcom pany sizesshould play a role.Second,thereisa quitegeneraland plausibledynam icalm odelthat

leads to a power-law distribution ofsizes. Assum e,as in Sutton’s m odel,that each sub-entity in a com pany has a

random growth rate.The roleofthe businessm anagem entis,to a certain extent,to redistribute the incom e ofeach

sectorofactivity such asto help the lessperform ing onesto catch up.Therefore,a reasonabledynam icalm odelfor

the sizesi(t)ofa given sub-entity is:

dsi

dt
= 

0

@
1

K

KX

j= 1

sj(t)� si(t)

1

A + �i(t)si(t); (27)

where the �rsttwo term sdescribe redistribution ofresourcesam ong the sub-entities,and the lastterm the random

growth rate.Theparam eter m easuresthestrength oftheredistribution policy.Itcan beshown thatthestationary

distribution forsuch a stochastic processhasa powerlaw tail,p(s)� s�1�� ,with � = 1+ =�20. (See the detailed

discussion and generalization in [9],and also [10,11]foralternativem odels.)

Hence,weassum ethatthe a prioridistribution ofthe sizeofsub-entitieshasa powerlaw tail:

p(s)�
�s

�

0

s1+ �
(s! 1 ); (28)

W e also assum e thata com pany iscom posed ofan arbitrary num berK ofsuch sub-entities,with a certain a priori

weightQ (K ). Thism eansthatifone choosesrandom ly a com pany in a country,there isa probability proportional

to Q (K )forthiscom pany to contain exactly K sectors.W ewillseebelow thatQ (K )can beinferred from em pirical

data.The unnorm alized distribution ofgrowth ratesfora given com pany sizeS reads,in thisnew m odel:

N (R;S)=

1X

K = 1

Q (K )

Z KY

i= 1

p(si)dsi�

 

S �

KX

i= 1

si

! Z KY

i= 1

P (�i)d�i�

 

R �

KX

i= 1

si�i

!

; (29)

B .D istribution ofcom pany sizes

Let us �rst establish som e results on the size distribution ofcom panies N (S) =
R
dRN (R;S),a quantity m uch

studied in a di�erentcontextin [12].Thiswillalso enableusto relateQ (K )to thisem pirically observablequantity.
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W e �rststudy the case the sim plestcase Q (K )= 1. The following resultsare obtained using Laplace transform s,as

above.W ewrite:

N̂ (q;�)=

Z 1

0

dS

Z 1

�1

dR exp[iqR � �S]N (R;S)=

1X

K = 1

�Z

dsd�p(s)P (�)e
iqs���s

�K

: (30)

Forsim plicity,weassum ethatP (�)isG aussian with unitvariance,and introduce the quantity g(q;�)as:

g(q;�)=

Z

dsp(s)

h

1� e
�q

2
s
2
=2��s

i

; (31)

in term sofwhich one�nally has:

N̂ (q;�)=
1

g(q;�)
: (32)

Allthe following asym ptotic results willonly depend on the behaviour ofg(q;�) in the lim it q;� ! 0. Ifwe �rst

study the case q = 0 from which N (S)isdeduced,one �ndsthatone hasto distinguish the cases� < 1 and � > 1

[12].The sm all� behaviourofg isfound to be:

g(q= 0;�)� �(1� �)(s0�)
�

(� < 1); g(q= 0;�)� �hsi (� > 1): (33)

For� > 1,the averagesizeofa sub-entity is�nite and equalto hsi.Inverting the Laplacetransform then leadsto:

N (S)�
1

hsi
; (34)

for� > 1,whereasfor� < 1,one has:

N (S)�
sin��

�

1

s0

�
s0

S

�1��
: (35)

The case � = 1 is specialand involveslogarithm ic corrections. Intuitively,the di�erence ofbehaviour com es from

the fact thatwhen � > 1,the typicalnum ber ofsub-entities behavesasK � S=hsi,whereaswhen � < 1,a single

sub-entity representsa sizeablefraction ofthe wholecom pany and K � S� � S.

Assum ing now thatQ (K )decaysasa power-law Q (K )� K�1�� and that� > 1,we�nd,using thesam em ethod,

the following resultforP (S):

N (S)�
1

S1+ �
(� � �); N (S)�

1

S1+ �
(� � �): (36)

Thecase� � � correspondsto a situation wherelargecom paniesonly contain a sm allnum berofsectors(seebelow).

Thisisnotvery plausible;furtherm ore,thiswould lead to a varianceofthe growth rateR thatgrowsproportionally

to size S,i.e.� = 0,which isnotcom patible with em piricaldata.Therefore we willassum e in the following � � �.

In this case there is a direct relation between the tailofQ (K ) and the tailofthe size distribution ofcom panies.

Em pirically,� isfound to be closeto unity:� � 1:05 [16].

C .Fluctuations ofthe grow th rate

W e now turn to the prediction ofthis m odelfor the growth rate uctuations. O ne need to considerthree cases:

� > 2,1 < � < 2,� < 1.The case1 < � < 2 is,aswewillshow,the interesting one.In the relevantsituation where

� � �,one can show thatthe value of� and the shape ofthe rescaled distributionsare independentofthe value of

�,and wechoosein the following,forsim plicity Q (K )to be constant.

W enow need to study N̂ (q;�)with q6= 0,thatgivesaccessto thedistribution ofthegrowth rate.Thiscasecan be

treated by identifying thecorrectscaling region in theq;� plane,which m eans,in concreteterm s,thescaling relation

between R and S. Forexam ple,when � > 2,one expectsthe CentralLim itTheorem to hold,suggesting R �
p
S.

So we setq= �
p
�,and takethe lim it� ! 0.If� > 2,one�nds:

g(q;�)� �

�

hsi+
�2

2
hs2i

�

+ � � � (37)
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wherethe� � � refersto higherorderterm sin �,thepreciseform ofwhich depend on thevalueof�.Therefore,in this

regim e,

N̂ (q;�)�
1

�
�
hsi+ �2

2
hs2i

�: (38)

Now,weintroduce the probability P (RjS)to observea certain growth R given S.Then,by de�nition,

N̂ (q;�)=

Z 1

0

dS

Z 1

�1

dR exp[iqR � �S]N (S)P (RjS): (39)

Assum ing thatP (RjS)= S�1=2 �(RS �1=2 )and using the aboveresultforN (S)leadsto:

N̂ (q= �
p
�;�)�

1

�hsi

Z 1

0

du

Z 1

�1

dvexp
�
i�v

p
u � u

�
�(v); (40)

wherewehaveset�S = u and R = v
p
S.Itisnow easy to seethatEqs.(38), (40)aresatis�ed if:

�(v)=
1

p
2��2

exp(�
v2

2�2
) �

2
=
hs2i

hsi
: (41)

Therefore,in the case � > 2,the variance ofthe relative growth rate decreases as S�1=2 (i.e. � = 1=2),and the

distribution ofgrowth ratesisG aussian.

M ore interesting is the case 1 < � < 2. It turns out that in this regim e, the correct scaling is P (RjS) =

S�1=� �(RS �1=� )and q= ��1=�.In thisregim e,onenow has,forsm all�:

g(q;�)� �[hsi+ �js0�j
�
I(�)]+ � � � ; (42)

where

I(�)=

Z 1

0

dt

t1+ �
(1� e

�t
2
=2
)= � 2

�1��=2
�(�

�

2
): (43)

Now,itiseasy to show thatthescaling function �(v)isnow precisely a sym m etricLevy stabledistribution ofindex

�,L�(v). Thiscom esfrom the factthatthe Fouriertransform ofL�(v)givesexp(� Auj�j�),where A isa constant,

so thatthe integraloveru in Eq.(40)now reproducesEq.(42).

However,this is not the whole story. The reason is that a direct com putation ofthe variance ofR (from the

derivativeofg(q;�)with respectto q2 atq= 0)leadsan apparently contradictory scaling,since:

hR 2jSi/ S
3��

(44)

instead ofS2=� asonem ighthavenaively expected from thescaling form ofP (RjS).O neshould now rem em berthat

L�evy stable distributionsL�(v)with � < 2 havetailsdecaying asv�1�� ,and thusa form ally in�nite variance.This

m eansthathR 2jSiisactually dom inated by the region where R isoforderS,such thatindeed:

hR 2jSi� S

Z + S

�S

R 2dR

jRj1+ �
� S

3��
: (45)

Therefore,theL�evy stabledistribution only holdsin thescaling region R � S1=�.ForR � S � S1=� thedistribution

is truncated. W hen � ! 1,the truncation ‘invades’the scaling regim e,and the result becom es again di�erent for

� < 1,seebelow.

The conclusion ofthisanalysisisthatthe variance ofthe relative growth rate r = R=S scalesin thisregim e with

an exponent� = (� � 1)=2,thatinterpolates between the standard value � = 1=2 for � = 2 and � = 0 for � = 1

(although thesem arginalcasesarea�ected by logarithm iccorrections).However,thesurprising resultisthatin this

regim e the distribution ofR doesnotre-scale asa function ofrS� butratherasrS(��1)=� .2 W e willdiscussthisin

relation with em piricalresultsin the nextsection.

2
Forothersituationswhere this‘anom alousscaling’occur,see [13,14].
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W hen � < 1,itiseasy to show thatnow R � S,i.e. � = 0,which disagreeswith em piricalresults. Furtherm ore,

the resultone �ndsforthe scaling function � isno longeruniversal.W hen � > 1,the scaling function wasuniversal

in the sense thatits shape only relied on the �niteness ofthe variance of�. W hen � < 1,on the otherhand,only

a �nite num berofterm s(sub-entities)contribute to the sum R,and one cannotexpecta CentralLim itTheorem to

hold.W hen P (�)isG aussian ofvariance�20,allm om entsofP (RjS)can becom puted using them ethod of[15].O ne

�ndsforexam ple:

hR 2jSi=
1� �

1+ �
�
2

0S
2

(46)

and:

hR 4jSi= 3

�
(3� �)(2� �)(1� �)+ 2�(1� �)2

(3+ �)(2+ �)(1+ �)

�

�
4

0S
4

(47)

Num erically,we have found that P (RjS) could be rather well�tted by a ‘stretched G aussian’form ,exp� (R=S)�

with � < 2.Forexam ple,for� = 1=2,we found � � 4=3.Thiscannotbe exact,however,since the exactkurtosisis

found to be1:37143,whereasthekurtosisofthestretched G aussian with � = 4=3 is1:22219.NotethathR 4jSiwould

havea di�erentvalue ifP (�)wasnon G aussian:thisshowsthatfor� < 1 the distribution �(v)isnon universal.

D .C onditionaldistribution ofsector sizes

Finally,one can also com pute in thism odelthe conditionaldistribution ofsectorsizes,P (sjS),which dependson

the value of�. W hen � � �,we �nd thatP (sjS)isthe sum oftwo contributions:one power-law regim e s�1�� for

s � S which reectsthe a prioridistribution ofsectorsizes,and a sm all‘hum p’fors � S ofheightwhich vanishes

forlargeS:

P (sjS)�
�s

�

0

s1+ �
; (s� S); P (sjS)�

F (s=S)

S1+ ���
(s� S); (48)

where F (:)isa certain scaling function oforderunity,thatvanishesfors > S. For� < �,one the otherhand,the

hum p surviveswhen S ! 1 whereasthe power-law regim edisappears.In otherwords,when � islargerthan �,the

typicalnum berofsectorsK � tendsto be sm alland the typicalsizeofthe sectorsisofthe orderofS itself.

E.Stability upon aggregation

Asm entioned in the introduction,the scaling ofG NP growth ratesisem pirically found to be very sim ilarto the

scaling ofcom pany growth [3]. In this respect,it is worth noting that Sutton’s construction is not stable upon

aggregation:aggregatingcom paniescharacterized by an exponent� = 1=4 using Sutton’sprescription atthecountry

level,leadsto an exponent� = 3=8.In ourm odel,on the otherhand,stability upon aggregation isby construction

satis�ed. The argum ent is very sim ple,and relies on the fact that the results are independent ofthe value ofthe

com pany sizeexponent�,provided � < �.Theidea isto considertheG NP itselfasthesum ofindependentsectors,

i.e.to rem ovethe‘shells’thatde�necom panies,which arean interm ediatelevelofclustering.A country istherefore

in thisdescription a ‘super-com pany’with m any sectors.The sectorsarethe sam e than previously,so they havethe

very sam e Pareto tailofexponent � for their size distribution. Now we just have to assum e that there is a given

distribution Q 0(K ) that describes the distribution ofthe num ber ofindependent sectors in di�erent countries. If

Q 0(K )hasa Pareto tailwith exponent�0 with �0< �,we can repeatthe aboveargum entsand �nd the sam e value

forthe exponent� = (� � 1)=2 atthe country level.

IV .D ISC U SSIO N { C O M PA R ISO N W IT H EM P IR IC A L D A TA

W e have shown how severalinteresting asym ptotic predictions ofSutton’s m odelcould be derived. Apart from

Sutton’scentralresult,nam ely thatthe rootm ean square ofthe growth rate decreaseswith the com pany size S as

S�1=4 (i.e.� = 1=4),we haveshown thatthe distribution ofgrowth rate should be asym ptotically G aussian,with a

kurtosisthatdecaysasS�1=2 .The �rstresultis,asnoticed by Sutton,in rathergood agreem entwith the em pirical

results ofStanley et al.[1],although the value ofthe exponent � is closer to 0:18. The second result is however
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FIG .1. D istribution �(v)ofthe rescaled returnsforv > 0 and two valuesofS:S � 500 and S � 5000,and for� = 1:3.A

sim ple exponentialform ,assuggested in [1],isshown forcom parison. Note thatfor thisrange ofS,the distributionsdo not

re-scale,exceptin the ‘central’region. Forlarge valuesofS,the distribution should converge towards a L�evy distribution of

index � = 1:3:one can clearly see the tailsgetting fatterasS increases.

problem atic,since in this m odelone should �nd a rescaled distribution ofgrowth rates that progressively deform s

with S asto becom eG aussian forvery largeS,whereasthedata indicatesthattherescaled distribution isactually to

a good approxim ation independentofS and non G aussian.A closerlook atthedata ofStanley etal.in factsuggests

thatnon G aussian tailsarem ore pronounced forlargercom panies[2].

W e have then explored an alternative to Sutton’s m odel,where the size ofthe ‘sub-entities’is postulated to be

a power-law (Pareto)with an exponent�. This is m otivated by the ubiquitous observation ofPareto distributions

for com pany sizes,and by a sim ple dynam icalm odelthat indeed leads to a stationary power-law distribution of

sizes. In this respect,it is not obvious how one would write a naturaldynam ics for sector growth that leads to

Sutton’s ‘m icrocanonical’ensem ble where allpartitions are equiprobable. As a function of�,we have found three

qualitatively di�erent regim es. In particular,when 1 � � � 2,we �nd that � = (� � 1)=2. The em piricalvalue

� = 0:18 correspondsto � = 1:36,which isindeed largerthan thevalue of� � 1:05 reported for�rm sizesin [16],as

required forthe consistency ofouranalysis. O urm odelthen predictsan S independentdistribution forthe growth

ratem ultiplied by S(��1)=� (and notby S�),which isa sym m etricL�evy stabledistribution.Notehoweverthatthese

are asym ptotic results thatrequire S(��1)=� � 1,such thatthe scaling region is not a�ected by truncation e�ects

(seethediscussion afterEq.44).For�niteS and � closeto one,oneexpectsstrong �nitesizee�ects,and a very slow

convergence towardsthe asym ptotic value. This is why num ericalsim ulations are needed to explore the m oderate

S regim e. W e show in Fig. 1 the distribution ofrescaled returnsobtained from a num ericalsim ulation for� = 1:3,

a G aussian P (�) and for S � 500 and S = 5000. Notice �(v) can be very roughly approxim ated by a sym m etric

exponentialforsm allenough S:�(v)= exp(� jvj=v0),assuggested by theem piricaldata.Thesystem aticdeviations

from thisform both atsm allvaluesofv and atlargev arequalitatively sim ilarto theonesobserved em pirically (see

[2]):�(v)isactually parabolicforsm allvaluesofv and decaysslowerthan exponentially atlargev.O nealsoobserves

strong �nite size e�ects:asS increases,the tailofthe distribution becom esfatterand fatter.Thisisexpected since

asym ptotically thisdistribution should convergeto a L�evy distribution with a power-law tail,which isindeed fatter

than an exponential.Notethatweexpectonly qualitativeagreem entwith em piricaldata,sincethe assum ption that

P (�)isG aussian atthe sectorlevelisprobably incorrectand doesinuence the detailed shape of�(v)for�nite S.

However,asm entioned above,the system atic ‘fattening’ofthe tailsasS becom eslargerseem sto be presentin the

em piricalresultsofStanley etal.[2].

Itwould be extrem ely interesting to obtain directem piricalinform ation on the conditionaldistribution ofthe size

s and totalnum berK ofthe sub-entitiesfora �xed S. W e have seen thatSutton’sm odelpredictsa Bose-Einstein

distribution for s,thatbehaves as 1=s for s �
p
S,and beyond which it falls rapidly,whereasK becom es peaked

around the value
p
S lnS. In ourm odel,on the other hand,the conditionaldistribution ofs is,as soon as � � �

and fors � S,identicalto the a prioridistribution p(s)� s�1�� ,and the totalnum berK peaksaround the value

S=hsi. Therefore,a tangible di�erence between the two m odels is thatthe power-law regim e has an exponent1 in

the Sutton m odeland the size ofthe sectors rarely exceeds
p
S,whereas the the distribution is a power-law with

9



exponent1+ � � 2:35 up to S in ourm odel(with possibly a sm allhum p fors � S,see Eq.(48)). W e hope that

thesefalsi�ablepredictionsofthetwo descriptions,aswellasthequantitativedescription oftherescaled distribution

ofgrowth ratesgiven above,willm otivate furtherem piricaland theoreticalresearch,and help elucidate the ‘scaling

puzzle’ofcom pany growth.

N O T E A D D ED :

W hile com pleting this work,X.G abaix sentusa very interesting preprintwhere related argum ents(although in

details quite di�erent from ours) are discussed. See: X.G abaix,Power-laws and the origin ofthe business cycle,

working paper,O ctober2002.
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