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W e study Sutton’s h icrocanonical’ m odel for the ntemal organization of mm s, that leads to
non trivial scaling 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 w ith em pirical results. W e also obtain
the conditional distribution of the num ber and size of sub-sectors in this m odel. W e form ulate
and solve an altermative m odel, based on the assum ption that the sector sizes follow a pow er-law
distrbution. W e nd in thisnew m odelboth anom alous scaling of the variance of grow th rates and
non G aussian asym ptotic distrdbutions. W e give som e testable predictions of the two m odels that
would di erentiate them further. W e also discuss w hy the grow th rate statistics at the country level
and at the com pany level should be identical.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he annual grow th rate of a com pany is uctuating both across com panies and from year to year. It is therefore
tem pting to study the statistics of this grow th rate. It has been known form any years that the average grow th rate
is to a good approxim ation independent of the size of the com pany. This is known as G brat’s proportionality law :
since the growth rate is the rehtive size increase of a com pany Where the size refers to the sales, the num ber of
em ployees, etc.), the fact that the average grow th rate is independent of the size m eans that on average a com pany
grow s proportionally to its size.

A very iInteresting question, that was only addressed recently, concems the uctuations of the growth rate, and
the size dependence of these uctuations. Q uite rem arkably, Stanly et al. found that the standard deviation of
the grow th rate r decreases w ith the size S of the company as (S) S ,wih 0:18 -_ﬂ.ti] T his pow er-law
scaling holds over six decades, and can be extended to larger sizes by considering countries as tom panies’ and taking
the GNP as a measure of the size 'B]. M ore precisely, the distribution of the rescaled growth rate v= r= (5), wih

S) S , appearsto be size independent. T his rescaled distribbution (v) is furthem ore found to be non G aussian.

This ram 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 Yhocks’ that would lad, using the central lim it theorem ,
to a S ™2 decrease of the volatility of its growth rate, which would firthem ore be G aussian for large S’s. This
how ever assum es that a com pany can be thought ofas a collection ofK sub-com panies’ of average size Sy and weakly
correlated activities. In this case, K = S=S; and if the shocks a ecting each sector of activity have a nite second
m om ent, the central Iim it theorem applies.

The fact that < 1=2 suggests otherw ise. O bviously, if all the sectors of activity of a given com pany had strong
cross—correlations, onewould nd the extrem eresultthat = 0. H owever, this isnot the case: Sutton hasshown som e
em piricaldata that support the idea that the grow thsofdi erent sectors are to a good approxin ation uncorrelated @:] .
T his iswhat Sutton called the scaling puzzk’, which lead hin to propose a sin ple m odel for the Intemalorganization
of mm sthat predicts asym ptotically = 1=4, not very far from the em pirical result Eﬁ].

Theain ofthisnoteisthreefold. Tn a rstpartwhich we intend to be also ofpedagogical interest, we revisit Sutton’s
m odel using m ethods from statistical physics, and obtain a num ber of com plem entary predictions of thism odel that
can be com pared w ith em pirical data, in particular the distrbution of rescaled growth rate (v), which we nd to
be asym ptotically G aussian, at variance w ith the em pirical resul. Second, we Introduce and study an altemative
m odel where we argue that the distrbution of sizes of the sub-sectors is a powerdaw , and derive analytically the
valie of and the shape of (v), which In som e regin e is found to be strongly non-G aussian. W e then com pare our
results to the ndings of Stanly et al. and discuss the plausbility of our altemative m odel. F inally, we discuss the
Interesting fact that GNP grow th and com pany grow th behave sin flarly. T his m eans that the m icroeconom ical and
m acroeconom ical levels are strongly Interconnected. W e show that ourm odel is indeed stable upon aggregation.
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II.SUTTON'SMODEL

W e st recall Sutton’s model. In the absence of m ore inform ation, Sutton postulates that all partitions of a
com pany ofsize S In sm aller sub-pieces are equiprobable Ef]. This isa kind of h icrocanonical, m inim um nform ation
assum ption, sim ilar to the corresponding hypothesis In statistical physics where allm icrostates are equiprobable. For
physical system s, this is jasti ed by the Liouville theorem that is itself a consequence of H am iltonian dynam ics; it
would be Interesting to nd an analogue of this theorem for the (stochastic) dynam ics underlying the organization of

m s.

M ore precisely, Sutton assum es that S is a large Integer, and uses known m athem atical resuls on the num ber of
partitionsto com pute (S). Let usshow how his results can be recovered directly. For this, we Introduce the ollow ing
quantity f)

! !
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T his quantiy counts the number of partitions of the integer S in exactly K integers s;;s:; k »Ad such that
the total absolute grow th rate R is given by the sum of independent random variables ; (that we suppose of nite
variance), each weighted by the size s; of the sub-sector. T his assum es a proportionality e ect at the sub-sector kevel.
Tt w ill be convenient to introduce the FourierLaplace transform ofthis quantity (or generating fnction), de ned as:

® R %1
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T he quantity N @@= 0; = 0; ) istherefore the Laplace transform ofthe totalnum ber of partitions, and is given by:
|

A ®* R AR ® &
N @=0; =0;)= exp Si j 3)
K=1s;=1s2=s5s1 SK =Sk 1 i=1
and be com puted explicitly as:
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For ! 0,thesum overK can be approxin ated by an integral:
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Now the Integral over K can be estin ated using a saddlepoint m ethod. The saddlk point K obeys the llow ing
equation :

= ha e¥ ) 6)
which foranall gives:
1.1
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P lugging this result ;n Eq. {3) keads to:
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'In the ®llow ing equation, refersto theD irac delta fr continuous variables and to the K ronecker delta for discrete variables.



w here we have neglected preexponential corrections, that can also be com puted. Now, it is easy to check that the
nverse Laplace transform of N' @@= 0; = 0; ! 0)behaves, for large S, as:
r__
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w hich isthe Hardy-Ram anupgn resul at lJarge S E_E%]. In the course of the calculation, one also discovers that, as far as
scaling is concemed, S 72 . One could extend the com putation to get the exact prefactor, equalto ¢ 3S) ! .
O ne can easily extend the com putation to % 0. The saddlk point isnow at:
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Now, sestting = x =jn jone nds, nthelmit ! O,
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Having noted that e ¥ is the Laplace transform of (@ 1), we conclude that when S ! 1 , the variable K E ShsS
E;allds to unlg'tleth probability one. One can also stLde how the uctuations behave for large S. Setting K =
SIhS+ vy S,one ndsthat the Laplace transform P (z) of the distrdbution P (y) of the random variable y reads,
fors ! 1 :
Z
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which show s that the distrdbbution ofy isnon Gaussian,even n thelimit S ! 1 .Forexampl, the skeﬂfsn_ess ofP (y)
is found to be equalto 1. In summ ary, we nd that the average num ber of sub-entities’ isequalto S InS, wih
lative (non G aussian) uctuations which go to zero as 1=InS. The average size of a sub-piece is clearly equal to
S=Ins. o b
Thereﬁ)re,' the m ost probable partition of a large integer S is to break £ In S parts of size S (neg]ec%’n_g
logarithm s) {_é]. fact, as we now show, this is not really oon:%ct A better description is to say that one has S
pieces of size 1, S=2 pieces of size 2, ... and one piece of size S.More precisely, what is the average num ber of
occurrences N (sP$) ofa piece of size s, given the totalsize S? A little re ection tells us that this is given by:
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where Q is the probability of occurrence that the num ber s appears exactly k tin es in the partition, de ned by the
above equation. For 1 s S,N (sPB) can be approxin ated by:

N (sB) N(S)X1 exp( B2 NS . 14)
i 25 emgEy 1

O ne therefore nds the follow ing interesting resul: the size distrbution of sub—seclgp_rs follow s, In Sutton’sm odel, a

BoseE Instein distrbution. T his distrdbbution behaves as a power law 1=s, for s S and decays exponentially fast
for s S.Thisisa directly testable prediction of Sutton’s m odel. O ne can fiirthem ore check directly that:
P 4 Z 4
_ea NEF) S g v g, 15
N (S) o2 et 1
as it should.

A s noticed by Sutton, the quantity N (s$) is Interesting because it allow s us to com pute the variance 1:2{ (S) ofthe

absolute grow th rate R, de ned as:
Z(6)=MmR2BL; 16)

w here the bracketsm eans an average over the random grow th rates ; and the overline is an average over allpartitions
of S . Using the fact that the ;’s are Independent and of variance equalto (2), one has:
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T his is Sutton’s result: the conditional variance of the absolute retum grow s as 532, therefore the variance of the
relative retum r= R=S decaysasS 7?, whjcg is equivalent to the statem ent that = 1=4 4]. Ih intuitive tem s, the
totalapbs%migc;remm is the random sum of S di erent tem s, alloforder S, which gives a random num ber of

order S S §7. This mugh (@nd slightly incorrect) argum ent actually suggests that the absolute grow th rate

isthe sum ofa largenumber ( S) of random variables, and therefore should be G aussian for large S. W e can show
thism ore precisely by com puting the kurtosis o0fR, de ned as:

RYBi
R, as)
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W e assum e that the Individualgrow th rates have a nite kurtosis given by (. T herefore:
2 3 2 3
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The rsttem iseasy to compute usingN (s$) and one nds:
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T he second term ism ore subtle since one needs to know the correlation of the num ber of occurrences of tw o Integers
s;s? mvolved in the partition of S, 10 (sB)0 (s°F)i. This quantity can be obtained sin ilarly to N (sF). Fors= s,
one has:
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w hich can be again be approxin ated as
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T herefore:
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T he reason we took one extra term in the above expansion isthat O (s$5)0 (stS )i O (sH)itD (§j3 )iiszeroto st
order. T he non zero correlation com es from the temm k ‘ss® in the above expression. To lowest order, one nally nds,
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T his contrbution is a factor S an aller than the other two contributions, but has a rather large prefactor. To leading
order In S, the nalresul reads:
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T he conclusion is tlﬁt_jfthe grow th rates of the sub-sectors are non G aussian, the kurtosis of the aggregate grow th
rate decreases as 1= S for large S. T hig is expected on general grounds, since we have seen above that the num ber
of independent sub-entities is of order 5, and the kurtosis of a sum decreases as the mnverse of the number of
Independent term s In a sum . The second contrbution com es from the uctuations of the numbers of termm s in the
sum .

T herefore, asym ptotically, the rescaled aggregate grow th rate rS*~* is ound to be G aussian in Sutton’s m odel, at
variance w ith em pirical ndings. However, for nite S, there are in portant corrections to this asym ptotic result:
suppose that the initial kurtosis of isequalto 3, which isthe casewhen is distrbuted according to a sym m etric
exponential. Take a reasonable value S = 100. Then the residual kurtosis of the growth rate is still quite large,

22.Hence, signi cant deviations from a G aussian dJstJ::I'butJon m ay be observed In reality, but should din inish as
S becom es large. W e shall com e back to this issue In section :IV.

III.AN ALTERNATIVE M ODEL
A .De nition of the m odel

W e now discuss another m odel, where we assum e that com panies are form ed by aggregating entities that have a
certain a priori distribbution of sizes, that we choose to be a power-aw . The m otivation for this is two-fold. F irst, the
distrbution of com pany sizes in a country is known to be a Pareto (poweraw ) distrbution. Since the scaling law
for the variance of the grow th rate also seem s to hold at the country level, one could indeed argue that the actual
distrdbbution of com pany sizes should play a role. Second, there is a quite generaland plausble dynam icalm odel that
Jeads to a power-law distribution of sizes. A ssum e, as In Sutton’s m odel, that each sub-entiy in a com pany has a
random grow th rate. T he role of the business m anagem ent is, to a certain extent, to redistrdbute the incom e of each
sector of activity such as to help the less perform ing ones to catch up. T herefore, a reasonable dynam icalm odel for
the size s; (t) ofa given sub-entity is:

1

0
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where the rst two tem s describe redistribution of resources am ong the sub-entities, and the last term the random
grow th rate. The param eter m easures the strength of the redistribution policy. Tt can be shown that the stationary
distrbution for such a stochastic process has a power law tail, p(s) st ,with =1+ = 2. (Seethe detaikd
discussion and generalization in [_d], and also [_l-(_i ,:_1-]_;] for alemative m odels.)

Hence, we assum e that the a priori distrdbution of the size of sub-entities has a power law tail:

So
p(s) o st 1) @8)

W e also assum e that a com pany is com posed of an arbitrary number K of such sub-entities, with a certain a priori
weight Q K ). Thism eans that if one chooses random Iy a com pany In a country, there is a probability proportional
to Q K ) for this com pany to contain exactly K sectors. W e w ill see below that Q K ) can be inferred from em pirical
data. T he unnom alized distribution of grow th rates for a given com pany size S reads, in this new m odel:
! !
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B . D istribution of com pany sizes

R
Let us rst establish som e resui]rs on the size distribbution of com panies N (S) = dRN R;S), a quantity much
studied in a di erent context in @%‘] Thiswillalso enablk us to relate Q K ) to this em pirically observable quantity.



W e rst study the case the smplest case Q K )=1. The Pllow ing results are obtained using Laplace transfomm s, as
above. W e w rite:

Z Z 2 2 K
N @)= ds dR exp igR  SIN R;S)= dsd p@E)P ()e®* (30)
0 1 K=1
For sin plicity, we assum e that P ( ) is G aussian w ith unit variance, and introduce the quantity g(g; ) as:
Z h L, i
gl@ )= dsp() 1 e¥ 72 = ; 31)

In term s of which one nally has:

N @ )= 32)

g @ ):

A 1l the follow Ing asym ptotic results will only depend on the behaviourofg(g; ) hthelmitqg; ! 0. Ifwe st
study the case g= 0 from which N (S) is deduced, one nds that one has to distinguish thecases < land > 1
{l2]. The small behaviourofg is found to be:

glg= 0; ) @ ) ) <1) ga=0; ) hsi (> 1): (33)

For > 1, the average size ofa sub-entity is nite and equalto hsi. Inverting the Laplace transform then leads to:

1

N (S — 34
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for > 1,whereas for < 1, one has:

sin 1 g 1t
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The case = 1 is special and Involves logarithm ic corrections. Intuitively, the di erence of behaviour com es from

the fact that when > 1, the typical num ber of sub-entities behaves as K S=hsi, whereaswhen < 1, a sihgk
sub-entity represents a sizeable fraction of the whole com pany and K S S.

A ssum ing now that Q K ) decaysasa powerJlaw Q K ) K ‘! and that > 1,we nd, using the sam e m ethod,
the follow ing resul orP (S):

1 1
N (S) Sir ( )i N (S) Sir ( ): (36)
The case corresponds to a situation where large com panies only contain a an all num ber of sectors (see below ).
T his is not very plausble; furthem ore, this would lead to a variance of the grow th rate R that grow s proportionally
to size S, ie. = 0, which is not com patible with em piricaldata. T herefore we w ill assum e In the llow ing

In this case there is a direct relation between the tajl_on K ) and the tail of the size distribbution of com panies.
Empirically, is found to be close to unity: 1:05 [l6].

C . Fluctuations of the grow th rate

W e now tum to the prediction of this m odel for the growth rate uctuations. O ne need to consider three cases:
>2,1< <2, <1.Thecasel< < 2 is, aswewillshow, the Interesting one. In the relevant situation where
, one can show that the valuie of and the shape of the rescaled distributions are independent of the value of
, and we choose In the ollow ing, for sim plicity Q K ) to be constant.
W e now need to study N (@; ) wih g# 0, that gives access to the distrdbbution ofthe grow th rate. This case can be
treated by identifying the correct scaling region in the g; plane, which m eans, in concrete tem s, the scaling re]aﬁjon

between R andl§_. Forexampl, when > 2, one expects the Central Lin it T heorem to hold, suggesting R S.
Sowe setg= ,and takethe limit ! 0.If > 2,one nds:
2
g ) hsi+ Ehszi +

@37



w here the refers to higher orderterm s in  , the precise form ofwhich depend on the value of . Therefore, in this
regin e,
~ 1

N @) ——: (38)
bsi+ —he?i
N ow , we Introduce the probability P R ) to observe a certain growth R given S. Then, by de nition,
Z Z
N @ )= ds dR exp igGR ~ SIN (S)P RB): (39)
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Assum g thatP RB)= S ™ RS '7?) and ushg the above result HrN (S) leads to:
Z 1 Z 1
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wherewehaveset S=uandR = v S. It isnow easy to seethat Egs. C_3§ Cfl ) are satis ed if:
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Therefore, In the case > 2, the variance of the relative grow th rate decreases as S =2 ({e. = 1=2), and the

distrdbbution of grow th rates is G aussian.
M ore interesting is the case 1 < < 2. I tums out that in this regimne, the correct scaling is P R $) =

S¥™ @®S '™ )andg= ¥ . In this regin e, one now has, or am all
gl ) bsi+ ®» JIC)I+ ; 42)
w here
“a dat t?=2 1 =2
I()= i tlT(l e )= 2 (E): 43)

Now, it iseasy to show that the scaling function (v) isnow precisely a sym m etric Levy stable distrdbution of index
;L ). This comes from the fact that the Fourier transform ofL (v) givesexp( Auj j), where A is a constant,
so that the integraloveru in Eq. (40) now reproducesEq. 43).
However, this is not the whole story. The reason is that a direct com putation of the variance of R (from the
derivative of g (q; ) with respect to of at g= 0) leads an apparently contradictory scaling, since:

mR2?pi/ s 44)

instead ofS?~ asonem ight have naively expected from the scaling orm of P ® $). O ne should now rem em ber that
Levy stable distrbutions . ) with < 2 have tailsdecayingasv ! , and thusa fom ally n nite variance. This
m eans that IR 2 $1 is actually dom inated by the region where R is of order S, such that indeed:

Z
REIpL s DR g @s)
i - :
s R3I7

T herefore, the Levy stable distrbution only hods in the scaling region R~ S .ForR S S thedistrbution
is truncated. W hen ! 1, the truncation ‘nvades’ the scaling regin e, and the result becom es again di erent for

< 1, seebelow .
T he conclusion of this analysis is that the variance of the relative growth rate r = R=S scales in this regin e w ith
an exponent = ( 1)=2, that Interpolates between the standard value = 1=2 for = 2and = 0for =1

(@lthough these m arginal cases are a ected by logarithm ic corrections). H ow ever, the surprising result is that in this
regin e the distrbution of R does not re-scale as a function of rS but ratherasrs ¢ = 5 W e will discuss this in
relation w ith em pirical results In the next section.

2For other situations w here this Bnom alous scaling’ occur, see ﬁ.é,ﬂl!:]



W hen < 1, i iseasy to show that now R S,1ie. = 0,which disagrees w ith em pirical results. Furthem ore,
the result one nds for the scaling function isno longeruniversal. W hen > 1, the scaling function was universal
In the sense that its shape only relied on the niteness of the variance of . W hen < 1, on the other hand, only
a nite number of term s (sub-entities) contribute to the sum R, and one cannot expect a Central Lin it T heorem to
hold.W hen P ( ) isG aussian ofvariance g, allm om ents ofP R B ) can be com puted using the m ethod of f_l-f_zl] One

nds for exam ple:
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R2pi=
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Num erically, we have found that P R B) could be rather well tted by a Stretched G aussian’ fom , exp R=S)
wih < 2.Forexampl, or = 1=2,we found 4=3. T his cannot be exact, how ever, since the exact kurtosis is
ound to be 1:37143, w hereas the kurtosis of the stretched G aussian with = 4=3 is122219. Note that IR * $iwould
have a di erent value ifP ( ) wasnon G aussian: this show s that for < 1 the distrdbution (v) is non universal.

D . Conditional distribution of sector sizes

F inally, one can also com pute in this m odel the conditional distridbution of sector sizes, P (s ), which depends on
the valuie of . W hen ,we nd thatP (sF) is the sum of two contrbutions: one powerdaw regine s ! for
s S which re ects the a priori distrbution of sector sizes, and a an all hum p’ or s S ofheight which vanishes
for arge S:

S, F (s=S)
i (8 8); P (sB) FIra s 8); 48)

P (st) Sl+
where F (:) is a certain scaling finction of order unity, that vanishes fors > S. For < , one the other hand, the
hump surviveswhen S ! 1 whereasthe power-law regin e disappears. In otherwords, when is larger than , the
typicalnum ber of sectors K tends to be sm alland the typical size of the sectors is of the order of S itself.

E . Stability upon aggregation

A sm entioned In the introduction, the scaling of GNP grow th rates is em pirically found to be very sin ilar to the
scaling of com pany growth f_ﬂ]. In this respect, it is worth noting that Sutton’s construction is not stable upon
aggregation : aggregating com panies characterized by an exponent = 1=4 using Sutton’s prescription at the country
level, leads to an exponent = 3=8. In ourm odel, on the other hand, stability upon aggregation is by construction
satis ed. The argum ent is very sin ple, and relies on the fact that the results are lndependent of the value of the
com pany size exponent ,provided < . The idea isto consider the GNP itself as the sum of independent sectors,
ie. to ram ove the Y%hells’ that de ne com panies, which are an Intem ediate level of clustering. A country is therefore
In this description a super-com pany’ w ith m any sectors. T he sectors are the sam e than previously, so they have the
very sam e Pareto tail of exponent for their size distrbution. Now we just have to assum e that there is a given
distribution Q °K ) that describes the distribution of the number of independent sectors in di erent countries. If
0°%°K ) has a Pareto tailw ith exponent °with %< , we can repeat the above argum ents and nd the sam e value
for the exponent = ( 1)=2 at the ocountry level.

IV.DISCUSSION { COMPARISON W ITH EM PIRICAL DATA

W e have shown how several interesting asym ptotic predictions of Sutton’s m odel could be derived. Apart from
Sutton’s central resul, nam ely that the root m ean square of the grow th rate decreases w ith the com pany size S as
S % (ie. = 1=4), we have shown that the distrdoution of grow th rate should be asym ptotically G aussian, w ith a
kurtosis that decays as S ™2 . The rst resulk is, as noticed by Sutton, in rather good agreem ent w ith the em pirical
results of Stanley et al. i'}'], although the value of the exponent is closer to 0:18. The second resul is however
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FIG .1. Distrbution (v) ofthe rescaled retums orv > 0 and two valuesofS: S 500 and S 5000, and or = 13.A
sin ple exponential form , as suggested In 'E:], is shown for com parison. N ote that for this range of S, the distribbutions do not
re-scale, except in the ventral region. For large values of S, the distrdbution should converge towards a Levy distrbution of
index = 1:3: one can clarly see the tails getting fatter as S increases.

problem atic, since In this m odel one should nd a rescaled distrbution of growth rates that progressively deform s
wih S asto becom e G aussian for very large S, w hereas the data indicates that the rescaled distribution is actually to
a good approxin ation Independent of S and non G aussian. A closer look at the data of Stanlky et al. in fact suggests
that non G aussian tails are m ore pronouncsd for lJarger com panies ﬁ_Z:].

W e have then explored an altemative to Sutton’s m odel, where the size of the sub-entities’ is postulated to be
a power-law (Pareto) wih an exponent . This ism otivated by the ubigquious cbservation of P areto distrbutions
for com pany sizes, and by a sin ple dynam ical m odel that indeed leads to a stationary power-law distrbution of
sizes. In this respect, i is not obvious how one would write a natural dynam ics for sector grow th that leads to
Sutton’s h icrocanonical’ ensem ble where all partitions are equiprobable. A s a function of , we have found three
qualitatively di erent regim es. In particular, when 1 2,we nd that = ( 1)=2. The em pirical value

= 0:18 correspondsto = 1:36, which is indeed larger than the value of 1:05 reported for m sizes In [l;é], as
required for the consistency of our analysis. O urm odel then predicts an S independent distribution for the grow th
ratemultiplidby S¢ Y= (@nd notby S ), which isa symm etric Levy stable distribution. N ote how ever that these
are asym ptotic results that require s ¢ = 1, such that the scaling region is not a ected by truncation e ects
(see the discussion aﬂ:erEq.:_ZIZ_l‘) .For nite S and close to one, one expects strong nite size e ects, and a very slow
convergence tow ards the asym ptotic valie. This is why num erical sim ulations are needed to explore the m oderate
S regine. W e show iIn Fig. 1 the distrbution of rescaled retums obtained from a num erical sin ulation for = 13,
a Gaussian P ( ) and for S 500 and S = 5000. Notice (v) can be very roughly approxin ated by a symm etric
exponential for an allenough S: (v) = exp( FFvy), as suggested by the em piricaldata. T he system atic deviations
from this form both at sm allvalues of v and at large v are qualitatively sim ilar to the ones observed em pirically (see
E_Z]) : (V) isactually parabolic for am allvalies of v and decays slow er than exponentially at lJarge v. O ne also observes
strong nite size e ects: as S increases, the tail of the distrbution becom es fatter and fatter. T his is expected sihoe
asym ptotically this distribution should converge to a Levy distrbution w ith a powerdaw tail, which is indeed fatter
than an exponential. N ote that we expect only qualitative agreem ent w ith em pirical data, since the assum ption that
P ( ) is G aussian at the sector level is probably incorrect and does In uence the detailed shape of (v) for nie S.
H owever, as m entioned above, the system atic ‘fattening’ of the tails as S becom es larger seem s to be present in the
em pirical results of Stanley et al. 'E:].

Tt would be extram ely interesting to obtain direct em pirical inform ation on the conditional distribution of the size
s and totalnumber K of the sub-entities for a l5<e_d S . W e have seen that Sutton’s m odel predicts a B oseE Instein
distrdbution for s, ptllat behaves as 1=s for s S, and beyond which i falls rapidly, whereas K becom es peaked
around the value S InS. In ourm odel, on the other hand, the conditional distribution of s is, as soon as
and for s S, identical to the a priori distrdbution p(s) s! , and the totalnumber K peaks around the valie
S=hsi. Therefore, a tangble di erence between the two m od%]s is that the power-Jaw regin e has an exponent 1 in
the Sutton m odel and the size of the sectors rarely exceeds §, w hereas the the distrbution is a power-law w ith



exponent 1 + 235 up to S In ourm odel Wwih possbly a smallhump for s S,seeEq.:_z@:8)). W e hope that
these falsi able predictions of the two descriptions, as well as the quantitative description of the rescaled distribution
of grow th rates given above, w illm otivate firther em pirical and theoretical research, and help elicidate the scaling
puzzle’ of com pany grow th.

NOTE ADDED :

W hile com pleting this work, X . G abaix sent us a very Interesting preprint where related argum ents (@lfthough in
details quite di erent from ours) are discussed. See: X . G abaix, Power-laws and the origin of the business cyclk,
working paper, O ctober 2002.
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