arXiv:cond-mat/0310061v2 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 27 Nov 2003

D o ParetoZipfand G brat law s hold true?
A n analysis w ith European F im s

YoshiFuijwara®! Corrado D 1G uiln i® H ideakiA oyam a®©
M auro G allegati® W ataru Soum a?

®ATR Human Inform ation Science Laboratories, K yoto 619-0288, Japan

bp epartm ent of E conom ics, Universita P olitecnica delke M arche, P . M artelli 8,
162100 Anoona, al

°G raduate School of Science, K yoto U niversity, K yoto 606-8501, Japan

A bstract

By em pying exhaustive lists of large mm s in European countries, we show that
the uppertailofthe distrbution of m size can be tted w ith a power-law (P areto—
Zipflaw ), and that in this region the grow th rate ofeach m is ndependent ofthe

m s size (G brat’s law ofproportionate e ect).W e also nd that detailed balance
holds in the large-size region for periods we investigated; the em pirical probability
fora mm to change is size from a value to another is statistically the sam e as
that for its reverse process. W e prove several relationships am ong P aretoZ ipf’s law,
G brat’s law and the condition of detailed balance. A s a consequence, we show that
the distribution of grow th rate possesses a non-trivial relation between the positive
side of the distribution and the negative side, through the value of P areto index, as
is con m ed em pirically.

Key words: ParetoZipflaw, G brat aw, m growth, detailed balance,
E conophysics
PACS:8990+4n, 02507, 05404 3 4753+n

1 Introduction

Pareto [1] is generally credited w ith the discovery, m ore than a century ago,
that the distrdbution of personal incom e cbeys a power-law In high-incom e
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range? . Fim size also has a skew distrution [B], and quite often cbeys a
power-law in the upper tail of the distribution. In tem s of cum ulative distri-
bution P, (x) for mn size x, this states that

P, ®)/ x ; @)

for large x, wih being a param eter called Pareto Index. T he special case

= 1 isoffen referred to as Zipf's law #]. In this paperwe call it Pareto-Z ipf
law , the fact that m size has a powerdaw distrdbbution asym ptotically for
large ms.

Even ifthe range forwhich eq. (1) isvalid isa f&w percent in the upper tailof
the distrdbution, it is often observed that such a am all fraction of mm soccupies
a large am ount oftotalsum of m sizes.Thism eansthat a an all diosyncratic
shock can m ake a considerable m acro-econom ic in pact. It is, therefore, quite
In portant to ask what is the underlying dynam ics that govems the grow th of
those large mm s.

Leta m'’ssizebex atatine and x, at a later tine. Growth rate R is
de ned asthe ratio R = »=x;.Law ofproportionate e ect B] (see also [6]) is
a postulate that the growth rate ofa m is ndependent ofthe m ’sattained
size, ie.

P R ki) is independent of x;; )

where P R k) isthe probability distrdoution of grow th rate conditionalon the
initial size x; . In this paper we call this assum ption as G jbrat’s Jaw 3 .

These two Jaw s have been extensively studied in Industrial organization and
related stochastic m odels [3,6,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24]
(s=2e R5] forreview ) .R ecent study In econophysics R6,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37]
Introduced som e notions and concepts of statisticalphysics into econom ics (see
38]).P resent status related to 1 -size grow th m ay be sum m arized as follow s.
Fim size distrdbution is approxin ately log-nom alw ith deviation from it in
the upper tailofthe distrdbution (eg. R4] for recent data) .O n the otherhand,

G brat’s law breaksdown in the sensethatthe uctuationsofgrowth rate scale
asapowerldlaw with m size; snaller m s can possbly have larger uctu—
ations (eg. R7,28]). However, little attention has been paid to the regine
of m size where powerdaw is dom nant rather than log-nom ality, and to
the validity of G brat’s law in that regin e. M ore im portantly, any kinem atic

2 See R] rm odem and high-quality personalincom e data in Japan.

3 Another hnteresting and related quantity is ow, eg. pro ts, rather than stock.
See [7] for grow th of ndividualpersonalincom e and B] for m stax-incom e grow th,
and validiy of G brat’s law .



relationship between ParetoZipf and G brat law s has not been understood
explicitly, although there have been a ot of works on stochastic dynam ics
since G brat. T his issue is exactly what the present paper addresses.

For our purpose it is crucial to em ploy exhaustive lists of large mm s. Our
dataset forE uropean countries is exhaustive in the sense that each list includes
all the active m s In each country whose sizes exceed a certain threshold
of observation. W e show that both of the ParetoZipf law and G brat’s law
do hold for those large m s.Asourmain result, we prove that Parsto-Z pf
law Inplies G brat’s Jaw and vice versa under detailed balance. By show ing
that the ocondition of detailed balance also holds in our em pirical data, we
can show the equivalence of Pareto-Zipf law and G brat’s law as a kinem atic
principleIn m sgrow th, irrespective ofthe underlying dynam ics. T hereby, we
con cture that G brat’s lJaw does hold in the regin e of Pareto-Z pf for large
m s, butdoesnot foran aller m s.Thusour resul isnot contradictory to the
breakdown ofG brat’s Jaw in previous study, m ost notably to the recent work
by Stanly’s group 27,28,29,30]. Furthem ore, in the process of our proof, we
also show that the distribbution of grow th rate possesses a non-trivial relation
between the positive side R > 1) of the distribution and the negative side
R < 1), through the value of Pareto index ,which iscon m ed em pircally.

In section 2, we give a brief review ofthe study on G brat’s law and m size
distrbution in econom ics. In section 3, we describe the nature of our database

of m s wih lJarge size In European ocountries. In section 4, using exhaus—
tive lists of arge 1 s In the dataset, we show that G brat’s law holds in the
power-aw regin e forwhich the m size distribution cbeysP aretoZ jpflaw . In
addition, we uncover that tem poral change of individual m ’s size In succes—
sive years satis eswhatwe calltin exeversal sym m etry, ordetailed balance. In
section 5, we prove that the two an pirical Jaw s of G orat and ParetoZ pfare

equivalent under the condition of detailed balance. W e sum m arize our results

In section 6.

2 G ibrat and ParetoZipfLaw s in E conom ics

Industrial organization literature has long been focused on two em pirical facts
3,6,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24] (see R5] for review ):

(1) skew distrdoution of mm s size

(i) validity or mvalidity of G brat's law for m growth

G brat omulated the law of proportionate e ect for growth rate to explain
the em pirically observed distribution of m s.The law ofproportionatee ect
states that the expected increment to a 1 ’s size In each period is propor-
tional to the current size of the mm .Let % and x: : be, respectively, the



sizeofa m attinetand t t, and  denote the proportionate rate of
grow th. T he the postulate is expressed as

Xt X tT Xt s

G brat assum ed (@) that . is ndependent ofx. G brat’slaw), () that . has
no tem poral correlation, and (c) that there is no interaction between mm s.
Then, aftera su ciently ongtime t t, since

Xe= X1+ 1)A+ ) @+

logx. follow s a random walk.A ssum ing that  is an all, one has

ngt: ]OgXO+ l+ 2+ t:+

G brat’sm odelhas two consequences conceming the above points (i) and (i) .

Since the growth rate de ned by R %x=xo has its logarithm as the sum

of independent variables ., the growth rate is log-nom ally distribbuted. In

addition, assum ing that all the m s have approxin ately the sam e starting

tin e and size, the distrbution of m s size is also also Jog-nom alw ith m ean

and variance given by m tand “t, respectively, wherem isthem ean of . and
2 is the varance of ..

The assum ptions @){ (c) In G brat’sm odel are in disagream ent w ith em piri-
calevidence. Am ong others, the G brat’s law (a) is ncom patible w ith the fact
that the uctuations ofgrowth ratem easured by standard deviation decreases
as m size increases [12,13,16,18,19]. E specially, the recent work R7,28] by
Stanley’s group showed that the distribution ofthe logarithm ofgrow th rates,
for each class of m s wih approxin ately the sam e size, displays an expo—
nential form (Laplace distrbution) rather than lognom al. They also show
that the uctuations in the grow th rates characterized by the standard devia—
tion (x) ofthe distribbution decreases for larger size of m s as a power-law,

(x) x ,wih the exponent is lessthan a half. T he latter point suggests
a new viewpoint about the nterplay ofdi erent partsofa mm, an industrial
sector, or an organization R9,30].

In contrast to the standard deviation, the m easure by m ean grow th rate has
been disputed. T here were studieswhich showed that an aller m sgrow faster
[19] or slower [15,20] than bigger ones. H owever, it is generally thought that
the proportional rate ofgrowth ofa m (conditionalon survival) isdecreasing
In size, as aras amalland mediuim 1 s are concemed, which share a large
fraction of industrial sectors In num ber. H owever, the ram aining larger m s

constitute a am all fraction in num ber, but occupy a large fraction oftotalsum
of m ssize.Thisisduetothee ectofheavy tail, m uch heavier than expected



from log-nom al regin e. See recent works 26,24]* . This is the Pareto-Z ipf
regin e which we focus on in this paper.

On the other hand, the assum ption () about tem poral correlation between
successive grow th rates are not investigated with de nie conclusions. [17],
for exam ple, showed that the distrbution of growth rates showsa rst-order
positive autocorrelation : the grow th process w ill result faster for m swhich
recorded a sharp growth In previous years. ([L7] also fumished a test test for
the validity of G brat’s Law that takes into account the \historicalm em ory"
of the grow th process.)

G brat’swork also opened up a stream oftheoreticalm odelsand ideas.K alecki
noted that G brat’sm odel keads to \unrealistic" feature, that is, the variance
of the size distribution would Increase inde nitely wih tine. He considered
several m odels, one of which assum ed that the expected rate of growth in-
creased less than proportionately, leading to a log-nom al distrdoution w ith
constant variance.

H erbert Sim on considered itm ore In portant that the mm size distrdbution has
heavy tail In upperregion of size, which wasbetter tted by Yule distrbution
or asym ptotically a ParetoZ ipf law . In order to explain such a distrbution,

based on his earlier work [L1] for the explanation of Zipf's law in word fre-

quency, he assum ed G brat’s law (In a much weaker form than ours) wih a

boundary condition for entry and exit of m s.In conform iy with preceding
work by Cham pemowne for personal ncom e [L0], Sin on could show that the

amn ergence of powerdaw behavior is quite robust irrespectively of m odi ca—
tion of the stochastic process (see B] for collection of related papers). Sin on

m odeled the process of entry corresponding to new  m swhich com pete w ith
existing mm sto catch m arket opportunities. T his line ofm odels was followed
by R1]whith relaxes the assum ption of G brat’s Jaw, and also by [B7] which

explained the Laplace distrbution for growth rate. Sin on also extended his

m odel incorporating m erger and aocquisition process (see also 2] for recent

work). These works attem pted to take into account the direct and indirect

Interactions am ong m s, which was ignored in the assum ption (c) above.

Ourwork isin a nity with Sinon’s view In the points that the uppertail of
size distrloution, P aretoZ jpflaw , is focused ratherthan the Jog-nom alregin e,
and that the origin of it is related to G brat’s Jaw and boundary condition of

4 6] dbserved that log-nom aldistribution overestin ates the upper-tail of size dis-
tribution based on C om putat in U S.A snoted in the paper, the dataset is consisting
ofonly publicly-traded mm s.T his can be a possible cause of their cbservation. R4]
used much larger dataset n U K . Though their plot showed a powerdaw regine
over several orders of m agnitude, they refcted the hypothesis of power-law due to
the presence of supergiant m s.W e consider that both of the these points deserve
further investigation .



entry-exit of m s. Ik is interesting to point out that M ans eld [14], ollow ing
Sin on’sm odel, em pirically showed that the G brat’s Jaw seem ed to hold only
above a certain m nimum size of m s. (See also R5] for the n uence of [14]
onto laterwork.)

At the end of this brief survey, ket us point out why recent advent of econo—
physics can have in portant in pact on econom ics. T he econophysics approach
attem pts to treat the whole industrial organization as a com plex system , In
which m s are Interacting atom s, that exhibits universal scaling law s [38].

Conceming m size, theParetoZ pfpowerdaw distribution hasa long history
since the sam inalwork by Herbert Sim on, but its study extending to the de-
tails ofgrow th rate was only recently facilitated by m odem datasstsw ith good
abundance and quality. In this line of research, resent ndings (eg. [34,36])
showed that power-aw distribution gives a very good t fordi erent sam ples
of m size. In this paper we shallnot only con m this fact with di erent
European countries and for di erent m easures of size, but also uncover the
underlying kinem atics that relates ParetoZ ipf law to G brat law explicitly.
Follow ing the notion of selforganized crticality [39,40], the occurrence of a
power-aw reveals that a desp interaction am ong system ’s subunits, reacting
to idiosyncratic shodks, eads to a critical state in which no attractive points
nor states em erge. Such Interaction and critical states are so in portant notions
w ith that of selforganized criticality. Under econom ic point of view , Interac—
tion m eans that i isnot possibl to de ne a representative agent because the
dynam ics of the system is originated Jjust from the Interaction am ong hetero—
geneous agents. M oreover, In consequence of critical state, equillbbrium exists
only as asym ptote, along which the system m oves from an unstable critical
point to another. T he authors believe that econom ics can enpy these ideas
com ing from econophysics on heterogeneous interacting agents (see B1]42] for
an exampl).

3 D ataset of European Fim s

W euse thedataset, Bureau van D ik’sAM ADEU S, w hich contains descriptive
and balance data ofabout 260,000 m sof45 European countries for the years
1992{2001.For every m are reported a number of juridical, historical and
descriptive data (as eg. year of inclusion, participations, m ergers and acqui-
sitions, nam es of the board directors, new s, etc.) and a serdes of data drawn
from itsbalance and nom alized. Tt reports the current values (for several cur-
rencies) of stocktaking, balance sheet BS), pro tand loss account P /L) and
ratios. T he descriptive data are frequently updated whike the num erical ones
are taken from the last availabl balance. Since balance year does not always
m atch conventional year, the number of m s included m ay vary during the



year if one of the excluded m s in last recording satisfy one of the criteria
described below . The am ount and the com pleteness of available data di ers
from ocountry to country. To be included in the data set m smust satisfy at
Jeast one of these three dim ensional criteria:

forU K ., France, G em any, taly, Russian Federation and Ukraine
operating revenue equalto at least 15 m illion Euro
total assets equal to at keast 30 m illion Euro
num ber of em ployees equal to at least 150
for the other countries
operating revenue equalto at kast 10 m illion Euro
total assets equal to at keast 20 m illion Euro
num ber of em ployees equal to at least 100

Asaproxy for m size, we utilize one ofthe nancialand fundam ental vari-
ables; totalassets, sales and num ber of em ployees. W e use num ber of em ploy—
ees as a com plem entary variabl so as to check the validity and robustness
of our resuls. N ote that the dataset ncludes 1mm swith an aller totalassets,
sin ply because either the num ber of em ployees or the operating revenue (or
both ofthem ) exceeds the corresponding threshold.W e thus focus on com plete
sets ofthose 1 s that have larger am ount of totalassets than the threshold,
and sin ilarly those for num ber of em ployees. For salks, we assum e that our
dataset is nearly complte sihnce a m with a snall am ount of totalassets
and a an allnum ber of em ployees is unlkely to m ake a Jarge am ount of sales.
For our purposes, therefore, we discard all the data below each corresponding
threshold for each m easure of m size. T his proocedure m akes the num ber of
data points much lss. However, for a ssveral developed ocountries, we have
enough am ount of data for the study of G brat’s law . In what follow s, our
results are shown forUK and France, although we obtained sin ilar resuls for
other developed ocountries. The threshold for totalassets in these two coun—
tries is 30 m illion euros, and that for num ber of em ployees is 150 persons, as
described above. For sales, we used 15 m illion euros per year as a threshold.
W ewillalso show resuls for taly and Spain in addition to U K . and France
only when exam Ining the annual change of Pareto indices.

Tt should be ram arked that other problem s In treating these data takes origin

from the om ission, In the on-line datasst ofAM AD EU S, ofthe date ofupgrade,

so that it is often not clkear when a m changed is Jjuridical status, or went
bankrupted or inactive.For som e countries the indication activity/nactivity is

not shown at all, so that it was In possible, even indirectly, to Individuate the

year of exit. T herefore, our study should be taken as the analysis conditional
on surwivalof mm s.



4 Fim G rowth

In this section, our results are shown or UK and France, and for totalassets,
num ber of em ployees and sales. Each list of mm s is exhaustive in the way we
described In the preceding section.

4.1 Parsto-Zipf distribution

First we show that the distrbution of m size obeysa powerJaw in the range
of our cbservation whatever we take as a variabl for m size.Fig. 1 depicts
the cum ulative distrbutions for totalassets In France @), sales In France (),
and num berofem ployees In UK (c) . T he num ber of data points is respectively
(@) 8313, () 15776 and (c) 15055.

ParetoZipf law states that the cum ulative distrbution P, x) for m size x
llows eg. (1). The powerdaw t for x ¥, where x; denotes the thresh-
old m entioned above for each measure of m size, gives the values of ; (@)
0.886 0.005, ) 0896 0011, (c) 0995 0013 (standard errorat 99% signi -
cance kvel). isclose to unity.Note that thepowerdaw t isquite wellnearly
three orders of m agnitude in size of mm s.

Pareto Index is surprising stable In its value. Fig. 2 is a panel for the annual

change of Pareto indices for four countries, taly, Spain, France and U K.

estin ated from totalassets, number of em ployees and sales (except U K L),

Di erent measures of m size give reasonably sam e behavior. It is ocbserved
that the value is quite stablk being close to unity in all the countries.

42 Girat's bw

Let usdenote a 1 '’s size by x and its two values at two sucoessive points
In tine (ie. two consecutive years) by x; and x,.G rowth rate is given by
R %=X;.W e alo express the rate In tem sofitslogarithm ,r log,R.W e
exam Ine the probability density for the growth rate P (rk;) on the condition
thatthe m size x In an nitialyearis xed.

Forthe conditioning we divide the range of x; into logarithm ically equalbins.
For the totalassets In the datasst Fig.3 @)), thebins are taken asx; 2 3

[Lo7+ 040 D .107+ 042 ] (quros) with n = 1; ;5.Forthesalesin 2, %5
[Lo7+ 04 D .107+ 042 ] (@uros) with n = 1; ;5.For the num ber of em ployees
n ©,x 2 15 [QF040 1102704 persons) with n = 1; ;5.In all

the cases, the range of conditioning covers two orders of m agnitude in each



variabl.W e calculated the probability density finction for r foreach bin, and
checked the statistical dependence on x; by graphicalm ethod.

Fig. 3 is the probability density fiinction P (rk,) for each case. It should be

noted that due to the lim it x; > %o and X, > X, the data for Jarge negative

grow th arenot available. In allthe cases, it isocbviousthat the function P (rk;)

has little statistical dependence on x;, snce all the curves for di erent n

collapse on a single curve. Thism eans that the grow th rate is independent of
m size in the nitialyear. That is, G brat’s law holds.

4.3 Tinereversal symm etry

The validity of G brat’s law iIn the ParetoZ pf regin e appears to be in dis-

agream ent w ith recent literature on  m growth. In the next section, we will
show that this is not actually the case by proving that G brat and P areto—

Z jpfare equivalent under an assum ption. T he assum ption is detailed balance,

whose validiy is checked here.

Let us denote the pint probability distribbution fiinction for the variable x;
and x, by P15 (X1;%X,).The detailed balance, orwhat we calltin ereversal sym —
m etry, isthe assum ption that P, (X1;x,) = P12 X5;%71).The pint probabilities
for our datasets are depicted In Fig. 4 as scatterplots of ndividual mm s.

W eussdtwodi erentm ethodsto check the validiy oftim ereversalsymm etry.
O ne is an indirect way to chedk a non-trivial relationship between the grow th-
rate In positive side (r> 0) and that in negative (r < 0).That is, aswe shall
prove In the next section, the probability density distribution in positive and
negative grow th ratesm ust satisfy the relation given by eq. (27), ifthe property
oftin ereversalsym m etry holds.W e tted the cum ulative distribution only for
positive grow th rate by a non-linear fuinction, converted to density fiinction,
and predicted the form of distrdbution for negative grow th rate by eq. 27) so
as to com pare w ith the actual cbservation (see Appendix for details). In each
plt of Fig. 3, a solid line in the r > 0 side issuch a t, and a broken line In
the r < 0 side is our prediction. T he agreem ent w ith the actual observation is
quite satisfactory, thereby supporting the validity of tin ereversal sym m etry.

The otherway we took is a direct statistical test for the sym m etry in the two
argum ents of P, (x1;X,) . This can be done by two-din ensional K olm ogorov—
Sm imov (K -8) test, which is not w idely known but was developed by astro-
physicists [43,44,45]. This statistical test is not strictly non-param etric (ke
the wellknow n one-din ensionalK -S test), but has little dependence on parent
distroution except through coe cient of correlation . W e com pare the scatter—
plot samplk or P, (x1;%x,) wih another samplk for x; and x, Interchanged
by m aking the null hypothesis that these two sam ples are taken from a sam e



parent distribution. W e used the logarithms ; = logx; and , = logx,, and
added oconstants to ; and , so that the average growth rate is zero. This
addition (or multiplication in x; and x;) is sin ply subtracting the nom inal
e ectsdue to In ation, etc. W e applied two-din ensional K -5 test to the r=
sulting sam ples. The null hypothesis is not reected In 95% signi cance kevel
In allthe cases we studied.

5 ParetoZipf’s law and G brat’s law under detailed balance

In the preceding section, we have shown that both ofParetoZipfand G brat's
law shold for large mm s. T his suggests that these two law s are closely related
w ith each other. W e show in this section that in fact they are equivalent to
each other under the condition of detailed balance.

Let x bea m’ssize, and ket its two values at two successive points in tim e
(ie., two oconsecutive years) be denoted by x; and x,.W e denote the pint
probability distridbution function (pdf) forthevariabl x; and x, by Py (X1;xX5) .
The pint pdfofx; and the growth rate R = x,=%x; isdenoted by Pz ®;;R).
SiheP s X1;X,)dxdx, = Pig (X1;R )dx;dR under the change ofvariables from
(2%1;x,) to x1;R), these two pdf’s are related to each other as ollow s:

X2
Pir Xlix— = X1P1p (X17X2): 3)
1

W e de ne oconditional probabilities:

Pir ®1;R)=P1(X1)Q R Jx1) “)
Pr R)S x:JR); ©®)

Both P; (x;) and Pz R) arem arginal:

2 ° 2 .

P;(x1)= Pir ®;R)AR €= Pip&xy;xp)dxA ; ©)

0 0
VA

Pr R)= Pir X;R)dxy; (7)
0

since the follow Ing nom alizability conditions are satis ed:

10



4
1= S GuR)dx: ©

T hree phenom enological properties can be sum m arized as ollow s.

(A) Detailed Balance (T in etreversal symm etry):
The pint pdfP 1, (X1;%X;,) isa symm etric function:

Pis X17X2) = P1p X27%1): 10)

B) ParetoZipf’s law :
The pdfP; x) cbeys powerdaw for large x:

P,(x)/ x ' 11)

forx! 1 wih > 0.
C) Gbrat's law :
T he conditional probability Q R jx) is lndependent ofx:

QR IX)=QR): 12)

W e note here that this holds only for large x, because we con med it
In actualdata only in that region, and because otherw ise it leads to an
nconsistency, aswe w ill see shortly. T his relation was called U niversality
n [7,8,46,47]. A Il the argum ents below is restricted in this region.

Before starting our discussion of interrelation between these properties, ket us
rst rew rite the detailed balance condition @) in term s of P X1;R):

Pir X1;R)= x1P1y X1;%2)

= xX1P1y X27%1)
X1

= —xP1) X27%1)
X2

R P xR ' ; a3)

where eq. (10) was used in the seocond Iine, and eq. (3) wasused in the st
and the third line. T he above relation m ay be rew ritten as follow s by the use
of the conditional probability O R jx;) in eg. 5);

1
O R .jXZ): RPl(Xl): 14)
0O R Jx1) P; (x2)

In passing, it should be noted that eq. (13) leads to the follow Ing:

11



7
Pr R)= Pir X1;R)dx;

0
4

= R P xR ' odx;
0
7
= R “Ppr xR ' odx,
0
R “Px R * 15)

where eq. (13) wasusad In the second line, and the third line ism erely change
of integration varable. This relation between the m arginal grow th-rate pdf
Pz R) forpositive growth R > 1) and negative growth R < 1) leadsto the
follow ing relation, as it should:

pS zl
Pr R)AR = Pr R)dR: 16)

51 @)+ C)!' ®)

Letus rstprove that the properties @) and (C) lad to B).By substiuting
the G brat’s law eg. (12) in eq. (14), we nd the follow Ing:

= — ——: a€7)
P;x2) R QR)
T his relation can be satis ed only by a powerdaw function eg. (11).
P roof]
Let us rew rite eq. (17) as ollow s:
P;x)= G R)P1 Rx); (18)

where x denotes x1, and G R ) denotes the right-hand side ofeq. (17), ie.

10R 1)

GR) ————: @9
R OR)

W e expand this equation around R = 1 by denotingR = 1+ with 1as

Pix)=G 1+ )P (0+ )x)

12



1+ c’a) + L e PU(x) x+ )
=P, x)+ G°(1)P, &)+ xP X))+ O (?); (20)

where we used the fact that G (1) = 1.W e also assum ed that the derivatives

G (1) and P (x) exists in the above, whose validity should be checked against
the results. From the above, we nd that the follow ing should be satis ed

G°1)P; %) + xP)(x) = 0; 1)

whose solution is given by

P,x)=Cx '@, 22)
This is the desired result, ParstoZipf’'s law, and is consistent w ith the as-
sum ption m ade earlier that Plo(x) exists. By substituting the result eq. (22)
neg. 19) and eq. (17),we nd that

G R)=R®"; @3)
which is consistent w ith the assum ption that G °(1) exists.

R ED.

From eg. (19) wem ay calculate G °(1) in term s ofderivatives ofQ R ). It should,

however, be noted that Q R) hasa cusp at R = 1 as is apparent in Fig. 3,
and therefore Q °R ) is expected not to be continuous at R = 1.Bearing this

Inmind, wecalulate G 1+ ) for0< 1 as follow s:
1
G+ )’ Qa )
1+ o@a+ )
C a2 °1)
Q@+ Q+0(l) |
+O 0 :
"G @+ 1 W+ "d) ; (24)
Q@

w here we denoted the right-derivative and left-derivative ofQ R) atR = 1 by
the signs + and in the superscript, respectively. From the above, we nd
that

+Ol 0
G'my= 1 Q W+09 (l); @5)
Q@)

13



From eg. 22) and egq. 25), we nd that

0 °m+ 0 °@) _
o

2: 26)

From egs.(19) and 23),we nd the follow Ing relation:

QR)=R “QR ); @7)

which should be in contrast to eg. (15). This is related to the point that we
mentioned In eg. (12): If the G brat’s law eg. (12) holds forallx 2 [0;1 ],
then P R)= Q R) from eg. (7). Ifs0, eq. 27) contradicts to eq. (15) since

> 0. Besides, the ParetoZpf's law we derived from G brat’s law is not
nom alizable if it holds for any x . T herefore, G brat’s law should hold only for
large x.

The resul eq. 27) show s that the function Q R) is continuousatR = 1, as
is easily seen by substitutihng R = 1+ with > 0 on both hand side and

takingthelmit ! + 0.A Iso, by taking the derivative of the both hand side
and taking the Iim it In a sin ilar m anner, we can reproduce eJ. (26).

52 @)+ @®)! 2
Let us next exam Ine what we obtain ifwe had only ParetoZ ipf’s law instead
of G brat’s lJaw under the detailed balance.

In this case, substituting the ParetoZ pf's law eg. (11) into eq. (14) we nd
that

15R
e 8)

0 R Jx)
where we denote x; by x and x, by Rx.W enow de nea function H (z;x) as
Q0 R %)= x "H R'7?x;x): 9)
Tt should be noted that this does not constrain Q R jx) in any way: arbirary
function of the vardabl R and x can be wrtten in the form ofeq. 29).By

substituting eq. 29) nto eq. 28), we nd that

H R'Px;Rx)=H R'"7?x;x); (30)

14



which m eans that the function H (z;x) has the follow ing invariance property.

H (z;x) = H (z;2°=x): (31)

O therthan this constraint and som e trivialconstraint such as continuiy, there
isno nontrivial constraint on H (z;x) orQ R jx).

The results egs. (29) and (31) is a generalization of the property eq. 27) we
found earlier [7]. In fact, the property eq. 27) ollows from eg. (31) in the
Soecial case:

H (z;x) = Q (z=x)*)x *; 32)

forwhich eg. 29) becom es eq. (12), nam ely the statem ent of G orat’s law .

53 @)+ C)! @)z

Let us discuss the Jast question: Under P areto’s and G lorat’s law s, what can
we say about the detailed balance? In order to answer this, we use eg. (11)
and egq. (12) towrte P1x X;R) for large x as ollow s:

P ;R)=Ax 'Q R); 33)

where A is a proportionality constant. A coording to eg. (13), the detailked
balance is satis ed ifthis isequalto

R 'Pir ®R;R ")=Ax 'R QR '); (34)

where we used egq. (33).Therefore, we nd that the detailed balance condition
isequivalent to eq. (27) in this case.

Sum m arizing this section, we have proved that under the condition ofdetailed

balance @A), ftheParctoZipflaw B) holdsin a region of m size, then the
G brat’s aw (C) must hold in the region, and vice versa. The condiion @)

m eans detailedJbalance. O n the other hand, ifboth of B) and () hold, @)

follow s provided that eg. 27) holds. eq. (27) is our prediction which gives a

non-trivial relation between positive growth R > 1) and negative R < 1).
T his kinem atic relation was em pirically veri ed In Fig. 3. See also previous
work [7,8,46,47] for the validity of this relation In personal ncome and m s
tax-incom e in Japan.
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6 Summary

The distrdoution of m size is quite often dom Inated by power-aw in the
upper tail over several orders of m agnitude. This regin e of Pareto-Z pof law
is di erent from lognom al distrdbbution in the lower and som etin es w ider
regine of m size.The uppertailis occupied by a sm allnumberof m s, but
they dom Inate a Jarge fraction oftotalsum of m size.

By using exhaustive datasets ofthose large m sand wih di erent m easures
of m size In Europe, we show that the ParetoZ jpf Jaw holds as n eg. (1)
for m size x larger than cbservationalthreshold %, and that G brat’s law of
proportionatee ect holdsas in eg. (2) for sucoessive sizes x and X, exceeding
Xq, stating that the growth rate of each m is independent of Initial size.
W e also nd that detailed balance holds which m eans that the frequency of
transition from x; to x, is statistically the sam e as that for is reverse process.
The G brat’s law , Pareto-Z pf’'s law and detailed balance condition are related
to each other.W e prove various relationships am ong them . It follow s as one of
the consequences that there exists a relation between the positive and negative
sides of the distrloution of growth rate via the Pareto index. The relation is
con m ed empirdcally In our dataset of European 1mm s.
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Fig. 1. Cumulative probability distribution P, x) for m size x. @) Totalassets
In France (2001) greater than 30 m illion euros, () sales In France (2001) greater
than 15 m illion euros, (¢) number of em ployees in UK (2001) larger than 150 per—
sons. Lines are powerdaw ts with Pareto indices, @) 0.886, () 0.896, (c) 0.995
(least—square- t in logarithm ic scale).
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Fig.2.Annualchange of P areto indices for Ttaly, Spain, France and U K . from 1993
to 2001 for totalassets, num ber ofem ployees, and sales (except U K J) . T he estim ate
of Pareto index in each year was done by extracting a range of distrlbution corre—
soonding to large-size m s, which iscomm on to di erent countriesbut di erent for

di erent m easure of size, and by last-square- t in logarithm ic scales of rank and

size.
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(a) 1 France total assets (2001/2000)
10 , , ,

P(rlxy)

10t ¢

(b)

P(rlxy)

10t ¢

-2

Fig. 3. Probability density P (rk;) of growth rate r  log;, (xp=x;) for the two
years, 2000/2001. The datasets in @){ (c) are the same as in eg. (1).D i erent bins
of nitial m size with equalm agniude In logarithm ic scale were taken over two
orders of m agniude as descrbed in them ain text. T he solid line in the portion of
positive growth (r> 0) isa non-lnear t.The dashed lne (r < 0) in the negative
side is calculated from the tby the relation given in the equation egq. 27).
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(a) France total assets (2001/2000)
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Fig. 4. Scatterplot of all m s whose size exceeds a threshold. The datasets In
@) { (c) arethesameasih eq. (1).Thresholdsare (@) 30 m illion euros for totalassets,
() 15 m illion euros for sals, and (c) 150 persons for num ber of em ployees. T he
num ber of such large mm s is respectively @) 6969, (o) 13099 and (c) 12716.
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A Fitting distribution of grow th rate

For the puross of tting probability density function of positive grow th rate
R > 1), we usad cum ulative distribution of positive grow th rate, de ned by

P; R)= ProbfR > RR > 1g:

P} R) can be estin ated, as usual, by size versus rank plot restricted only for
R > 1 asfollows.Letthenumberofall mswih R > 1beN, , and sort their
grow th rates in descending order: R & R@ ® R MR
Then the estin ate is given by
z
PfR)= —=C ' P x;R)dxdR;

v &)

whereV ® = fx;R)&  %;R R¥ g (¢, is the observational threshold
m entioned in section 4.1), and C is the nomn alization:

4 4
C= dxi dRPir &1;R):

X0 1

U sing the observational fact that eg. (12) holds in the region f (x1;R)K:
X0;R 1g, the above equation for P! R ) reads

7 7 7
P/ R)=C ' dxP;(x)dx; RO RHI=0, " 0 RHRY @ 1)

X0 R R

w here the nom alization factor is w ritten by

7
Qo= 0O RHR": @ 2)

By taking derivative ofeq. @ 1) with respect to R, i follow s that
d +
O R)= Q0£P> R): @A 3)
W e em pirically found that the rank-size plot can bewell tted by a non-lnear
function ofthe fom :

bg,P; R=10= al &%) o F@); @ 4)

23



France total assets (2001/2000)
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Fig. A 1. Cumulative probability PS ® = 10°) for the growth of totalassets in
France (2001/2000). n is the index ofbin used in Fig. 3 (@), \all" m eans the plot
for all the dataset of positive r. \F it" is done by the non-linear function given by
the equation eq. @ 4).

where a, b and c are param eters. An exam pke isgiven n Fig. A 1 for France
totakassets (2001/2000). Cum ulative probabilities PJ (rk;) (the left-hand
side of eg. @A 4)) conditioned on an initial year’s totalassets are shown for
each ofthe sam e binsused in Fig. 3 @), but restricted to the data w ith posi-
tive r. The non-lnear tdoneby eq. @ 4) is represented by a solid and bold
line in the gure.Note also that the curves for di erent bins alm ost collapse
because of the statistical independence of x; .

U nder the change ofvariabl, r = log;, R, the probability density forrde ned
by g(r) is related to that ©rR by

logy,qr) = Iog;,Q R = 10°) + r+ log,, (In10) @ 5)

T herefore it follow s from eg. A 3) and eg. @ 5) that

" #
dr (r)

g yalr) = F () + log, ar

+ Jog;; Qo + log;, (In10): A .6)

In each plot of Fig. 3, the solid curve is given by eg. @ 6), where P (rk;)
denotes the probability density function g(r) for r, conditioned on an iniial
year’s size x; .

The relation eq. 27) forpositive R > 1) and negative R < 1) growth rates
can be written In term s of q(r) as

g, q(x) = r+ lIog,gq( r); @ .7)
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which iseasily shown by eq. A 5).In each plot ofF ig. 3, the dotted curve for
negative grow th rate (r < 0) is obtained from the solid curve for positive one
(r > 0) through the r=lation eq. A .7).
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