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A twhat level should governm ent or com panies support research? This
com plex m ulti-faceted question encom passes such qualitative bonus as sat-
isfying naturalhum an curiosity, the quest for know ledge and the In pact on
education and culture, but one of its m ost scrutinized com ponent reduces
to the assessm ent of econom ic perform ance and wealth creation derived
from research. M any studies report evidences of positive econom ic ben-
e ts derived from basic research fJ, 1. In certain areas such as biotech—
nology, sem iconductor physics, optical com m unications @], the im pact of
basic research is direct w hile, in other disciplines, the path from discovery
to applications is fiill of surprises. A s a consequence, there are persistent
uncertainties in the quanti cation ofthe exact econom ic returns of public
expenditure on basic research. T his gives little help to policy m akers try—
ing to detemm ine what should be the level of funding. H ere, we suggest
that these uncertainties have a fundam entalorigin to be found in the inter—
play betw een the intrinsic \ fat tail" pow er law nature ofthe distribution of
econom ic returns, characterized by a m athem atically diverging variance,
and the stochastic character of discovery rates. In the regim e w here the
cum ulative econom ic wealth derived from research isexpected to exhibit a
long-term positive trend, we show that strong uctuationsblur out signif-
ijcantly the short-tin e scales: a few m ajr unpredictable innovations m ay
provide a nite fraction ofthe totalcreation ofwealh. In such a scenario,
any attem pt to assess the econom ic im pact of research over a nite tim e
horizon encom passing only a sm all num ber ofm a jpr discoveries is bound
to be highly unreliable. N ew tools, developed in the theory of selfsim ilar
and com plex system s f] to tackle sim ilar extrem e uctuations in N ature
[ﬁ], can be adapted to m easure the econom ic bene ts of research, which
is intim ately associated to this large variability.
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1 Introduction

B asic ressarch has provided enom ous socialpublic econom ic retums. Striking exam —
ples can be put forward. M odem com m unication is founded on fiindam ental research
of electrom agnetian and electron transport in sam iconductors, which resulted in the
transistor and the derived electronics. The laser used In m edecine and m any Indus—
trial applications resulted from basic research in optical pum ping In atom ic physics.
M athem atics is at the core ofaircraft design, com puting, prediction ofclin ate change.
G Iobalpositioning system , which originated in the creation ofatom ic clocks for study-—
g relativity and quantum m echanics, hasa w ide range ofapplications (shipping, air-
lines...). The Intemet, which evolred from m ilitary and scienti ¢ com puter netw orks,
is one of the m ain com ponent for the developm ent of new inform ation technologies,
which have grown to a $500 billion industry.

T he case for increased govemm ent spending on research rests on the assum ption
that basic research flelsR & D, which is the engine for a stronger econom y. W hether
this assum ption is correct or not has been debated for a long tin e, going back to
Bacon who believed that technology ow s from academ ic science and to Adam Sm ith
whom aintained that it Jargely derives from the industrial developm ent ofpre-existing
technology []. Technology is constantly evolving on its own and also In response to
the progresses of basic science. D oes basic ressarch confers a preferential econom ic
advantage to countries and com panies that fund i []]? It has been argued that the
accelkerated path of technological advances (for instance chips double in perform ance
every 18 m onths) leads to an intense com petition between com panies that are m ore
likely to rely on the high retums that are obtainable from building products and ser-
vices based on present know ledge rather than on the unpredictable resuls of chancy
basic research ]. A coording to this view , what m atters is not creating new technol-
ogy but absorbing and applying innovations quickly, because applying basic resesarch
to com m ercial products is Jong and expensive and often produces unexpected resuls.
Pushing these argum ent to the extrem e, recall that, alm ost a century ago in 1899, the
head ofthe US Patent O ce proposed to close up shop because \everything that can
be nvented hasbeen invented". In basic science, the anonym ous peer review system
is the gauge used to evaluate quality and to recomm end fiinding of ressarchers and
progcts. However, it is often said that C . Columbus would never have left harbor
if his voyage plans had been sub gcted to anonym ous peer review . \Safe science"
and \wellkdressed" trivia are negative side of the anonym ous peer review and of the
publish-orperish com petition. In contrast, in portant Innovations or discoveries are
extram e events m uch harder to fathom in advance and there are still m any to be
m ade. In his 1995 report, the president ofM IT, C . Vest, has listed ourm a pr igno—
rances, sorted out in the broad areas ofm ind, energy, healh, clin ate, space science,
econom y and inform ation (see also Cazenave (1998) []). For instance, we do not
know how we lam and m am orize, how to synthetize new fuel for nuclear ssion
plants, how som e genes m utate and lead to cancer; we do not know even In theory
the degree of predictability of clin ate, we do not know if otherplanets sin ilar to ours
can be found in the M iky W ay, why national econom ies evolve at di erent paces,
what w illbe the In pact of global netw orks such as Intemet on our societies.

A nother approach is to inbed science In its social context, suggesting an \ecol-
ogy" of science In order to optin ize adaptation to its social, econom ic and technical
environm ent f{[(Q]. This is related to the developing eld of \industrialecology", which
aem plovs fi1lk the analoov between biological svstem s n a natural environm ent and



Industrial system s designed and operated by hum ans. A ccording to this analogy,
m odels of Interactions between biological species are instructive to the study of the
network of Industrial processes, as the later involves also com plicated interactions
such as the sharing of resources, the generation of the products and the wastes. This
study beocom es vital for the society to m aintain a desirable carrying capacity, given
continued econom ic, cultural, and technological evolution @]. In ecology, nonlin-—
ear Interactions between species often lead to a strongly intem ittent \punctuated"
dynam ics w ith the potential for the spontaneous appearence of catastrophic extinc—
tion events or bursts of genetic diversity [I3]. Cannot a sim ilar behavior characterize
scienti ¢ output?

2 Proxy for the distribution of research econom ic
bene ts

M easuring R& D achievem ents isdi cul, asm ost com panies seem not to keep these
kinds of records and do not know what to say when asked what outcom es are being
realized from theirR & D investm ents [L3]. Specialbenchm arking ofdi erentm easures
of R&D perfom ances and the in pact of strategic m anagem ent of technology are
thus being developed [[4]. A Iready di cul as it is to appreciate the in pact of R & D
Ihvestm ent In m apr com panies, the situation is worse for the quanti cation of the
In pact ofbasic science. A sa proxy forthe distribution of ncom es resulting from R & D
Investm ent and basic research, we propose to use data available from show business.
Shocking as this suggestion m ay seem , show business shares w ith research som e of
the m ain Ingredients for sucoess, such as talent, hard work, patience, investm ent,
m odem technology such as com puters and luck. And data is available. It is well-
known that the artistic outputs are concentrated am ong a few \lucky" individuals,
leading to the \superstar" phenom enon, a not uncomm on observation also in the
science comm unity. For Instance, the fraction s (i) of singers w ith i gold-records for
the period 1958-1989 is found to be accurately described by the Yule distrbution
s@@) = 1=1i@+ 1), which is a power law with an exponent (de ned as In @) below )
equalto = 1 [[T]. Forthe one hundred m ost successfiil perform ers, our own analysis
Indicates that the exponent increases to about = 2:7 0.

Another data set, m ore relevant to the question of the distribution of incom es
resulting from nvestm ents In research, is the distrbution of eamings from them ost
successfiil pictures In the m ovie Industry In recent years. Sin ilarly to nvestm ent
decision-m aking in R& D and resesarch, In order to approve a budget, studio execu—
tives have to m ake a judgm ent that there is a sensible relationship between the cost
ofthe In and itspotential revenues. T hey look at the potential eamings ofa m ovie
from all sources: video, television, foreign territories, m erchandising, soundtrack and
them e park rides. T he costs include fees and salaries to the talent-actors, directors,
producers, w riters, length of the shooting schedule, stunts (car chases, crashes, air-
planes, exploding buildings, res), speciale ects on com puters, studio overhead, etc.
T he success of a m ovie In temn s of its gross revenue is not always very predictable

(viz. W aterworld) and can vary In lJarge proportions, as gure 1 illustrates. F igure
la plots the world w ide gross revenue from the theatres of the top box o ce 100 for
year 1993 com pilked on 3rd January 1994 by the trade new spaper \Variety" . Am ounts
listed here re ect actual am ounts received by the distributors, w ith estin ates m ade
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rental Inocom g, as video rental has grown tram endously in the past years and totals
about half the total revenues. H owever, video rental is spread over a relatively long
tin e period, in contrast to theatres for which the data are known during the year
follow ing the release (the incom e is concentrated over a short period of tine). For
sin plicity, we thus only analyze the theatre nocom e. T he cum ulative distrbution is
represented w ith inversed axis, corresponding to a so—called \rank-ordering" analysis,
show ing the nth picture ncome W , as a function of the rank n. The st rank is
Jurassic Park totaling a revenue ofm ore than $868 m illions, the second rank is T he
Fugitive totaling $349 m illion and so on. The doubl logarithm ic axis quali es a
power law distrbution when the data aligns along a straight line:

dw
PW)dw = P W ;s PrWom W <+1 wih =13 0d1: (1)
W min m in

T he crosses and squares represent the dispersion values occurring vgljth a probability
equal to a half of the m axinum lkelhood, ladingto W, I 1= @ + 1)] [L4].
The exponent in () is the inverse of the slope ofthe t in the rank-ordering plot.

This distrbution (]) is robust across di erent years. This is shown in  gure 1b
foryears 1977 to 1994 forthe 20+ biggest successes for each year. D ata for 1993 and
1994 include worldw ide Incom e w hile previous years com pilk only the U S and C anada
revenues. T he exponent detemm ined by two m ethods, a direct least-square tofthe
rank-ordering plot and the H ill estin ator [[7], is shown for all the years from 1977
to 1994. The two m easuram ents are consistent and provide an estin ate of the error.
A 11 the data is consistent w ith a value of 15 even if signi cant deviations from
year to year can be cbserved. For 20 points, the relative error In is about 25% .
N ote that, notw ithstanding the change in acocounting, remainsrobustatls5S 0:3.
W e further test this robustness by show Ing In  gure 1d the rank ordering plot of the
20 largest ratios of gross revenue over budget for year 1993. The t is of very good
quality and quali es a power law w ith exponent 155.

T he standard deviation for the W variabl is not de ned for < 2 (it ism ath—
an atically In nite), re ecting the fact that this power law distriution (ﬂ) has an
extram ely fat tail: for instance, in 1993, the rst rank wih a revenue ofm ore than
$868 m illions is alm ost forty tin es Jarger than the 100th rank w ith a revenue ofabout
$23 m illions! It is rem arkable that the exponent 15 is very close to that of the
distribution of wealth per capita in developed countries [[§]. The extrapolation to
the in pact of research of such power law distributions (l]) with a an all exponent
is com patibl w ith the cbservation of a few exosptional case histories, for which the
econom ic bene ts are enom ous.

T he existence of power law distrbutions In social phencm ena has a long history
(see [L9] for a review ) that dates back at least to the social econom ist Pareto who
found that the statistics of lncom e and the wealh distrdbution are describbed by a
power law tailw ith exponent 15 [R0]. Closer to the productiviy problm ad-
dressed here, Lokta found that the percentage of authors publishing exactly n papers
as a function ofn is also a power law w ith 1 PIJl. M ore recently, Shochly an—
alyzed in 1957 the scienti ¢ output of 88 research sta m embers of the B rookhaven
N ational Laboratory in the USA . He found instead a log-nom aldistribbution. M on—
troll and Shlesinger have shown that lognom al distributions wih large variance
can be m istaken for power law s over a quite large range P7]. In the early sixties,
M andebrot pointed out that stock m arket price variations are badly m odelled by



the G aussian distribution and he proposed the use of Levy laws (wih In nite vari
ance) 3,P4]. Recent vestigations show that the stock price variations have nite
variance and arem ore adequately described by truncated Levy laws R3] or stretched
exponentials @].

W e now exam ne two in plications of thispower law distribution of revenues.

3 Research as an option in the decision process

D ecisions for Investm ent are usually m ade using conventional nancialm ethods, using
estin ates of fiture cash ows. They fail when applied to ressarch and R&D P71,
because the problem isofa di erent nature. R esearch kesps open the option for later
Investm ent In production in new technology. It has been noticed that this problem
can be formulated asan nancial option problm : a lin ted nitial investm ent gives
the investor the possibility but not the obligation to nvest further at the com pltion
of the research In the production line. This concept is In plem ented for nstance In
m a prpham aceutical industries P§]to help decision in the suitability of the research
on thousands of new m okcules. O ut ofthess, only a few w illbe developed and lad
to a comm ercial success. Q uantitatively, over the period 1965-1985, only 1787 new
active substances have thus been introduced on the world m arket R9]

T hisapproach in tem s ofoptionshasbeen also advocated to cope w ith uncertain—
ties in business, asa way to quantify the value and price of exibility and adaptativiyy

BJl. Take the discovery by J.G . Bednorz and K A .M uller of superconductivity in
layered ceram icm aterials at a then—record-high tem perature of 33 degrees above ab—
solute zero. This discovery sst 0 an avalanche of ressarch worldw ide into related
m aterials that yielded dozens ofnew superconductors 1], eventually reaching a tran—
sition tem perature of 135 Kelvin. Even am ong reknow ned scientists, the conviction
before this discovery was that it was very unlikely that any breakthrough would occur
In superconductivity and beat the previous tem perature barrier. This is an exam ple
where keeping some exbility in an apparent dead end paid o . Even if supercon—
ductivity research does not seem very much pro tabl fora long tin e, £ m ay pay to
keep an option open. A sim ilar approach m ay be of value m ore generally for basic
research.

Q uantitative use of the option analogy to price R & D have been used for nstance
in the the Pham aceutical industry R§], w ithin the canonical B lack-ScholesM erton
option prichgm odel BJ]. Thism odel relieson a view ofthew orld uncertaintieswhich
use G aussian distribution and the existence of a vardance. A G aussian distrbution
is characterized by a m ean and positive deviations from the m ean larger than two
standard deviations should not occurm ore than 23 % ofthe cases. Such distrbution
is com pletely unadapted to describe the huge range of im pacts and potentialbene ts
from rare breakthroughs or discoveries. Ifwe follow them odelof revenue uctuations
suggested by eg. (), we see that the variance is theoretically in nite. In practice, this
m eans that the estin ation ofthe variance is strongly dependent on the soeci ¢ nite
realization used to com pute it. The variance uctuates and ncreases as the size of
the sam ple Increases. T hus, it cannot be used as an reliabl estin ation of the risk or
uncertainty and B lJack-ScholesM erton approach fails In this case. At present, there
isno consensus on a general theory that encom passes all cases but som e progress has
been m ade on the pricing and hedging of derivatives in the presence of power law
distrbutions B3, B4], that could be applied to the R& D pricing problem . A m ore



general portfolio approach to ressarch is required since, In m any cases, one has to
dealw ith m any options rather ofa singlk one. P ortfolio optin ization techniques have
been developed in the presence of power law distrbutions BJ]. New approaches are
needed in the general case.

The essence of the problm can be summ arized by the Lindy e ect [{]: shoe
the expectation W iy .y, conditionned on events larger than W is ( LW o
(or > 1), this means that the future is proportional to the past! M andebrot
vividly illustrated the Lindy e ect by the quote \the future career expectation of
a television com edian is proportional to his past exposure" or w ith the parabl of
the young poets’ cam etery in which \A nyone who stops young stops in the m iddle
of a prom ising career" (exact for = 2). Such statam ents apply to ressarchers and
discoverers.

Let us nally stress that, In addition to the fat tail problem , we deal here w ith
econom ic phenom ena that are not well arbitraged by a m arket processas In  nancial
m arkets. Inform ation is spread over m any disparate agents and is di cult to aggre—
gate in a liquid m arket price process. Thus, the valuation ofR& D options is n this
sense closer to nsurance clain s or disasters (in inverse scale!) @] than to nancial
derivatives.

4 The interm ittent nature ofaccrued research eco-
nom ic bene ts

Consider now the decision problm facing a nation oran intemational com pany on its
degree of comm im ent to resesarch fuinding. If the revenues from research were deter-
m nistically predictable with an all uctuations and w ith an cbvious dependence on
Investm ent, the equation would be sin ple. The problem is that research pro tability
on the short temm is highly unpredictable and exhibits strong intermm ittency.

W hat should be the annual level of research funding F in order to m axin ize the
welfare of a nation? To address this question wihin a quantitative approach, we
need to specify the distriboution of revenues derived from research and the in pact of
Ihvestm ent on this distrbution.

4.1 The distribution of annual revenues

Let us assum e that the lJarge uctuations of retums from a given R& D investm ent
are m odeled by the distribution (J) with the sam e exponent . Thism odel am ounts
to discount all future cash ows and other bene ts to the tin e at which the dis-
covery wasm ade. Thus, an accum ulation of discoveries over tim e translates into a
sum of Instantaneous discounted cash ows. This procedure becom es problam atic
for discoveries whose cash ow s have a very long lifetin e by bringing fiindam ental
changes In the economy and in the styl and quality of life (electricity, transistors,
antibiotics, etc). In this sense, using the distribution EI) m ay be conservative as the
true distrbution m ight have an even longer tail, ie. an even an aller exponent
Budgets are usually prepared on a yearly basis. For acoounting purposse, we thus
need to obtain the distribution of the total retum from R& D Investm ents In a given
year. A R&D investment m ade at tine 0 m ay lad to a breakthrough at tine 1 or
later in the future if fuinding continues. Ifthe breakthrough ism ade at tin e 1 afterthe

BLIPR TR R S, [N SR SR o YN T JRR SR, (UL, [ cuy . SR, (.S SR, [N (Y el S



cash owsderived from it and is attributed to this tin e perdod 1. If no breakthrough
ism ade, this is sin ply counted as a loss for the timn e period 1. A discovery m ay take
a long tim e and require a long nvestm ent period. In this acocounting schem e, the
Investm ents w ill be lost (in reality they m ay prepare the next discovery) until the
year when the discovery is m ade at which all the future expected cashes ows are
discounted. Note that the procedure of counting as losses the Investm ents that do
not give fruit over the next year does not In ply that we a priori favor a short-tem
Investm ent strategy. T he potential im portance of Jong-term investm ent is In plicitely
taken into account into the \fat tail" power law distrbution {l]) ofpro ts, ie. in the
(rare) occurrence of very large retums.

T his addresses the question of the origin of very large retums. Thiswould require
a detailled study on its own but ket us suggest that very large retums for R& D
Investm ent have probably m ultiple interrelated sources, involving in particular luck
and the product of accum ulated e orts. The power law @) would then result from
at least two m echanisn s and describe two kinds of events: the rst class are extrem e
events (lucky discoverdies) ; the seoond class corresponds to breakthroughs that, while
not entirely predictable, arem adem ore probable by a strong continuous com m im ent
over long tim es. Them agniude oftheirpro ts, whilke stillprobably m uch larger than
the cum ulative investm ent, becom es com m ensurate w ith it.

From our assum ption that the distribution of retums from a given R& D Invest—
m ent is given by ll), we cbtain the distroution of annual revenues due to research of
a nation ora com pany. Since the annualrevenue isthe sum ofapossbly Jarge num ber
of contributions, the generalized central lin it theorem applies B7]: i the lin it ofa
very large num ber of contributions, the annual revenues are distribbuted according to
a stable Levy distrdbution w ith Index equalto the exponent . T he Levy distrioution
is characterized by a power law tailofthe same orm as (J]). Fora nite number of
contrbutions, we sim plify the representation ofthe distrbution ofannual revenues by
a sin ple powerlaw ofthe form (@), w ith a value forW ,, 3, nom alized now to represent
an annual Incom e. This sin pli ed form ulation is further justi ed by the fact that it
is the only case that possesses the three properties of 1) stability under aggregation
(sum ofvariables), 2) stability underm ixing (of distrioutions) and 3) stability under
choice of extrem e values [B§]. Since the factors underlying the econom ic retum of
ressarch are m any and com plex, it is interesting that our em pirical tests qualify the
distrbution that is the m ost robust and adapted to these three relevant Ingredients.

42 Relationship between investm ent and distribution ofrev-
enues

C onsistent w ith the concept of universality for selfsin ilar system s 4], we assum e that
the sok e ect of changing the fuinding kevelF istom odify them Inin um possibl an-—
nual revenue W , i, , while kesping the sam e power lJaw shape w ith the sam e exponent
for the ll distrbution () of potential revenues derived from this funding e ort.
This assum ption inplies that the power law distrbution {]) has a robust intrinsic
origin rooted elsew here than In the quantitative level of nvestm ent, and which is to
be found In s=lforganizing properties of social com m unities.
The dependence of W , in F ) is sim ilar to that of production functions In neo—
classical production theory. O ne ofthe sin plest such dependence assum es a hom oge—
neous behavior given by a generalization ofthe C obb-D ouglas fiinction w ith constant



elasticity W nn ) L2 FP® 2, where L isthe Jabour quantity. For the application to
ressarch, we assum e fi1ll substitution between capital and ressarch work force (m ost
of the support goes to paying salaries and past investm ents are positively correlated
w ith the quality and quantity of research labour) kading to a sin pl functional de-
pendence:

WoinE)=cF”; @)
where ¢ is a generalized productivity (productivity is usually de ned as the ratio
of output to input). We expect 0 < b 1, re ecting either a selfsm ilar behavior
b= 1) ordin nishing retum rates < 1). M any other functional form s have been
proposed which are qualitatively equivalent. Expression @) gives usually a good
approxin ation when optim um technicity holds and represents correctly industries In
which Increase In size in plies superposition ofwork force.

Our last assum ption is that funding is a xed fraction f of the gross national
product Np
F=fN;p : ©)

In the presence of correlations in the tin e serdes of pro ts (see below) and other
eoconom ic factors, it m ay be favorable to have £ becom e a function of tine. This
Jeads to an interesting optin ization problem , keft for another investigation.

4.3 Resolution of the m odel

W e m easure the welfare brought to the nation or com pany by estin ating its annual
revenues. A m ore sophisticated approach involves using m ore precise m easures like
utility functions, which we do not pursue here. The average annual revenue of the
nation or com pany is

Z 11
v i= dW W PW )= — Wi AW ins for =13: 4)

W nin 1

Starting from a gross nationalproduct N, (0) at lnitialtin e, the national product
attinen is

Ne @)= (1 f)Ne@ 1+v, 1cEN; @ 1)°; ©)

iftwasat evelN, (n 1) thepreviousunittine. v, ; isa random num ber between
1 and +1 drawn from the nom alized distrbution P (v)dv = dv=v!" , such that
lwi= — . Wehave expressed W, = ¢ [f Np @ 1)P, as seen from {d) and ().
The rsttem in the rhs. of @) quanti es the cost of research finding. T he second
tem re ectsthe uctuating nature of incom es resulting from ressart.

431 b=1

Consider the sin plest case where wealh production from research is proportionalto
finding, ie. b= 1. Then, expression () becom es

Ne )= (1 f+cfw, 1 )Nel@ 1); ©)

which allow s us to de ne the cum ulative retum R (n) produced by the investm ent in
research

Ny o) X* X 1
Rnh) n = h@ £+ cfw) c Vi n f: (7)
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The last approxin ate equality In }) uses the fact that the funding and increase of
gross nationalwealh are tiny fraction (@ few percent at m ost per year) of the total
national product. b

On average, ch ri;Olvni: cn [ =( 1)] 4cn Por = 13, according to (4].
T hus, the average retum peruni tine is

R }hR(n)i=cf(4 }): 8)
n c
If the generalized productivity c of research is Jarger than 1=4, the nation pro ts from
research at the annualized retum rate cf @ 1=c). Take for instance c= 1=2. This
Jeads to an average yearly grow th rate of the econom y exactly equal to funding ratio
f.

Equation @) show s that the average yearly retum is proportionalto the funding
kvel £ py assumption @) rb = 1) and to the generalized productivity c. A
sensible policy should thus strive to Increase productivity as the single m ost relevant
factor In the presence of budget constraints.

T his isnot the whole story : since thebene ts ogresean:h are sowidly uctuating
according to theirpower law distrbution, the sum L ) v; is also distributed accord—
ing to a distrbution with a power law tailw ith the sam e exponent 7, BJ]. This
In plies that the actual tin e evolution of the retum R (n) is a strongly uctuating
function oftim e.

To get a better ntuition of the intrinsic nterm ittent nature of econom ic retums
from ressarch investm ent, we show In gure 2 a typical synthetic tin e serdes of the
yearly econom ic growth ate R(n) R n 1) = (v, 1)f expressed In $ as a
function of tinen forc= 1=2 and f = 1%, for a given realization of the random
num bers v, . To m ake the presentation m ore suggestive, we present the tin e axis as
corresponding to the twentieth century.

The horzontalline at 1% is the average yearly grow th rate. H owever, this average
isvery rarely observed in a given year. It rather resuls from the fact that, m ost ofthe
tin e, the econom ic grow th rate derived from resesarch investm ent is slightly negative
but is puntuated by intemn ittent bursts of strong positive growths. The striking
feature shown by gure 2 is that the econom ic grow th ism ainly due to a few \lucky"
discoveries.

N otice also the existence of apparent econom ic cycles in which recessions are pre-
ceded and followed by strong growth periods. The soke ingredient that has been
Invoked to obtain this phenom enology is the power law distrloution of annual re—
tums. Short tim e series covering only a few decades can thus give the m iskading
In pression of order and of the existence of cycles while thismay in fact resul, as
In this exam ple, from intemm ittent punctuated dynam ics. The point illustrated by
these sin ulations is that the bene t of research is very di cult to evaluate on short
tin e scales (of decades) if the wealth creation is ndeed distributed w ith a very fat
tail distrbbution. This is the general property characterizing socalled Levy ights
], ofwhich the processR (n) isan exam pl. Ifeconom istswere to analyse thetim e
seriesof gure 2, not know Ing theirpower law structure and using the standard (erro—
neous) assum ption ofG aussian uctuations, their econom etric regressions would lead
to com pltely unreliable estin ations, because they would be strongly dependent on
the speci ¢ tim e period used. W hat these sim ulationsm ake clkar is that, in pressnce
of uncertain and rare but dram atic discoverdies, a funding policy m ade on short tin e



scales is findam entally illadapted to capture the ntrinsic variability that produces
the extraordinary potential of research on the long tem .

This intemm ittency becom es even stronger when the productivity param eter c
decreases towards the threshold 1=4. In contrast, the wealth created by ressarch
becom esm ore and m ore cbvious as the productivity ¢ ncreasesbutR m) R @ 1)
and R (n) stillexhibit the sam e large uctuations.

C orrelations can be easily introduced In the yearly retumsR ) R 1) soas
to m ake the tim e serdes shown In gure 2 even m ore realistic, for nstance by usihg
convergent m ultijplicative processes of the type st ntroduced in econom y by Sin on
and Cham penowne to explain the growth laws for cities. Power laws lke (1) are
easily generated w ith additional interesting correlation structures BJ]] that present
sim ilar structures to those of critical speculative m arkets @3]. W e keave their use in
this context to another work.

F igure 3a presents a sin ulation covering ten thousand years of history. It show s
the cum ulative retum R (n)=cf asa function oftinen forc= 1=3, corresgponding to a
funding equalto 4@ 1=c)=4 = 75% ofthe average absolute research bene t, In other
words to a retum equal to 4=3 of the investm ent on average. T his long tin e period
allow s us to clearly identify the average trend given by R = % =cf @ H=1
for c= 1=3, as given by @{). Again, the striking fature shown by gure 3 is that
the econom ic growth ism ainly due to a few \lucky" discoveries, whike the cum ulative
retum m ay be even decreasing over other long period oftin esas represented in  qure
3b, show Ing that there can be persistent tim es of apparently unproductive funding.
A s a consequence, research Investm ents can be shouldered m ainly by countries and
m apr com panies which are robust to adverse uctuations.

432 Db<l1

For a decreasing retum rate b < 1, the analysis is slightly m odi ed. Taking the
expectation of {), we get
cfP
1
W e consider a nite tine Interval over which N (n) can be approxim ated as dis—
tributed according to a power law distrbution wih exponent , according to the
law of addition of power law variables [39]. This approxin ation am ounts to ne-

glecting the di erence between log (1 + x) and x. Then, we can use the relationshp
W, b 1))Pi= —i Ne ninP W, 0 1)ito get the average retum perunit tine

Ny )i= @ £)WNp @ 1)i+ hNe @ 1)FPi: ©)

W ()i cfP
R nr Ne awlP ' £ (L0)
Wy 0 1)1 b
which recovers §) orb= 1.
Forb< 1, R Increases for an all £ due to the dom inance of the rst term in the
rhs. of {IJ) and decreases for large £ asthe last termn £ takes over. There is thus

an optin al funding level

ch =@ b .
f = 5 Ne il 11)

forwhich R ismaxinum . Notice that £ is a decreasing function of the totalwealth.
O therw ise, the previous discussions on the in portance of increasing the generalized
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44 Case <1

O ne cannot rule out the possibility that the exponent ofthe distribbution of creation

of wealth by ressarch is lss than one. This corresponds to an even m ore dram atic
situation since then the average gain perunit tim e W ibeocom es in nite m athem ati-
cally as seen from {4). In practice, thism eans that the total cum ultive retum R (n)
given by (]) is com pktely controlled by the few largest retums derived from a few

discoveries In the whole tin e serdes. Q uantitatively, for nstance for = 2=3, indepen—
dently of the length of tim e over which the calculation ism ade, the largest revenue
from a single discovery acoounts typically forabout 1=5 ofthe totalcum ulative wealth
creation over the whole history! This m ight be interpreted as the in pact of a new

w ideranging technology, such as electriciy, that fundam entally m odify future Indus—
tries. This regin e is even harder to handlk for policy m akers since research fiinding
is m ost of the tim e unproductive as an open option, which m ay suddenly burst in
an extraordinary discovery. W hat technologies of the future are being stunted by
welkntentioned e orts to curtail curiosity-driven ressarch?

5 Fluctuating discovery rates

Up to now, we have aggregated all sources of uctuations in the annual distrioution

) of ncom e. This approxin ation am ounts to neglect the disgpersion in the num ber
and size of discoveries occuring during a given year. Let us now reintroduce this
phenom enon. W e thus consider sim ultaneously two sources of uctuations: (1) the
num ber k of discoveries per year is uctuating according to a distrdoution p k) ; 2)
each discovery produces a discounted incom e w distributed according to a power law
P, () distrbution sin ilarto {{) with W ,, s, replaced by wy, 1 - W e consider st the
average yearly retum and then the sin ple m em oryless Poisson rate for discoverdes.
In absence of precise constraints on the rate of discoveries, we then investigate the
Inpact of a power law rate and long-range tim e correlations In the discovery rate
upon econom ic retums. T his analysis underlines the in portance of characterizing the
factors possbly di erent) a ecting both the discovery rate and the size distribution
of retums.

5.1 A verage yearly return

The total retum In a given year is the sum of the retums from all discoveries m ade
In this year and reads on average

W i= hwi=

1 Wmin 7 12)
where is the average num ber of yearly discoveries. T he value ofw , 1, is a function
of extrinsic (perception threshold, signi cance, xed costs,...) and intrinsic (strateqy,
funding, threshold ofthe P areto law , etc) param eters. Notethat isalso a function of
the param eters determm ining w,, i, - It is an increasing function ofwy, i, ranallwy, i
(m ore uinding keadsto a largere ort and a probably largerprobability fora discovery)
and decreasing for large w, i, (@s the threshold of signi cant discoveries increases,
their rate decreases) . Future Investigations need to establish the relationship between
Wi and and the positive and negative feedback e ectsthat result in the expression
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5.2 Fluctuations of yearly returns

The uctuations ofthe totalyearly ncome W are described by the distribution
Py W)= pK)P, “0W); (13)

w here the symbolP X indicates that P, (w) hasbeen convoluted k tin es w ith itself.
This sum weights the di erent possible outcom es of the num ber k of discoveries per
year whose cum ulative retums sum up toW .

5.2.1 Poisson rate

If discoverdes are ndependent random events w ithout m em ordes or correlations, the
distribution p (k) is given by the Poisson law

k

pk)=-e ; (14)

k!
where = hki is the average num ber of yearly discoveries. It is also the standard
deviation hk?i hki*J2.

The calulation of {[3) is easily perform ed by taking its Laplace transform and
summ Ing the n nite series:

By ()=exp[ (B, () 1I: (15)

Since P, W) isa power law w ith exponent , itsLaplace transform is asym ptotically
(oramall cormresponding to large w contridbutions)

B, ()= expl Cjj1 fPrl< <2 B@3]; (16)

where is proportional to the mean. By expanding the exponential in {§) and
putting it into (J), we get

Py () expl ( CjiJj DI a7
show ing that Py W ) isalso a power law w ith the sam e exponent but wih a scalke
factor W , iy multiplied by

522 Power law distribution of discovery rate
Let us consider an altemative extrem e case in which the num ber k of discoveries per

year is distribbuted according to

pk)= T fork 1: (18)

The sum ([J) ismore di cul to estin ate exactly but its asym ptotic expression is
obtained by noting that its Laplace transfom is of the fom

3 R Jxxéw()
Py W)= e MEw Ok =1 nB, () 19)
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U sing the expression {[§), we get nally

By W)=1 +Cj3 20)
For > 1,By, @) 1 j j showing that Py @ ) =W * isa power distri-
bution wih an exponent com pletely controlled by the uctuation in the occurrence
of discoveries. For < 1, the tem isabsentand Py W) C =W ' . In this

case, both sources of uctuations am plify the extrem e character ofthe uctuations.

52.3 Long-range correlations betw een discoveries

Let us assum e that the correlation C (t) between the number of discoveries in two
di erent years decays slow Iy w ith tim e as

hk ©k O0)i bhk @ik 0)i v . .
C © K21 R t withO0 y 1; (21)

ie. discoveries are correlated over long tin e scales. The cum ulative sum of retums
over m any years de nes a fractional Brownian motion By (t) with uctuations of
typicalam plitudes proportionalto t! , where the Hurst exponent isgiven by H = 1 lz’
]. W e recover the usual Brownian random walk uctuations for the border case
y = 1 and for any correlation decaying faster.

M athem atically, M andelbrot and N ess @] de ned By (&) as

Z

t 1
€ O zaw @ ; ©2)

By © = Y

H +

N

where W (t) is the usual random walk W iener process) and dW () is the In nites—
In al tin e Increm ent of zero m ean and variance equal to dt. This expression show s
that, after a Jong tin e after the iniial investm ent perform ed at tin e ty, the typical
am plitude ofthe uctuations in the num ber of discoveries during the year t is propor—
tionalto (£ t)* P . Thus in thism odel], the longer the cum ulative tin e over w hich
Investm ent in research is perfomm ed, the largerw illthe uctuationsbe (@swellasthe
average retum) ! Again, we nd In this scenerio that uctuations are unavoidable.

6 Concluding rem arks

T hispaper has attam pted to provide a quantitative approach to the conundrum posaed
by the evaluation of the bene ts and retums of research . Tts m otivation is rooted in
the lively debate blossom Ing in recent years w ithin scienti ¢ and govemm ent agen—
cies to address the decrease of govermm ent funding and industrial R & D investm ents.
Instead of focusing on the search for a solution to the question on the econom ic bene-
ts of research, we have investigated what we believe is a necessary Interm ediate step
before reaching a full solution, nam ely identifying the origin (s) of the di culy. A
rst origin ism ethodological: the in pact of research is often fuzzy (soread out over
a fraction of the society) and delayed In tin e. Indeed, In portant discoveries need
a suitable fertilke badkground which derives from long-term nvestm ents in education
and ressarch and the aggregate cost entailled is very di cul to apportion to a st
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Intrinsic variability of the discoverdes, both in their rate and in their in portance, as
wellas in their derived retums. U sing retums from the Show Business as a proxy, we
have shown that the distribution of retums is probably very w ide, w ith the possibit-
iy to cbserve very large events w ith a non-negligble probability. The concept of a
typical discovery or of a characteristic deviation from this typical value m ay becom e
m eaningless, since uctuations dom inate the process. The extraordinary large dis-
tribution of potential bene ts thus m akes quantitative estin ations unreliable if the
m ethodology is not carefully tailored to it. Standard econom etric m ethods based on
G aussian assum ptions are bound to give unreliable and unstable results. It is often
stated that lading econom ists have estin ated that technology has accounted for at
Jeast onehalf of the econom ic grow th In advanced industrial nations in the last fiy
years. If the wealth derived from discoveries and innovation is indeed distributed
according to a power law such as {f]), this in plies that any such estin ate is very
unstable and would dem and a m uch longer tin e scale to be solidly bas=d.

Instead of addressing the hard question of the econom ic retum of research, a
recent law , the G ovemm ent Perform ance and Results Act 0of 1993 in the USA ],
requires a related and som ew hat sin plerm easure from its agencies, nam ely the quan—
ti cation ofperform ance of investm ent In research w ith respect to pre—speci ed goals.
This approach is appropriate for the \center" of the distrbution of bene ts but is
com pktely nadequate for the unpredictable fat tail. In view of the im portance of
the tail n the globalbalnce, should not a cautious planning m ake room for unpre-
dictable \extrem e" discoveries, ie. nd a subtle balance between the optin ization
of the shorttem research investm ent (the usualeconom ic and politic point of view )
and the m aturation over a long term of a favorable environm ent for the ourishing
of unpredictable new insights?

T he present essay suggests to bring the problm of research econom ic bene ts
Into the grow ng basket of natural and societal processes characterized by extrem e
behavior. T hey range from large naturalcatastrophes such as volcanic eruptions, hur-
ricanes and tomadoes, landslides, avalanches, lightning strikes, catastrophic events
of environm ental degradation, to the failure of engineering structures, social unrest
kading to largescale strikes and upheaval, econom ic drawdowns on national and
global scales, regional pow er bladkouts, tra ¢ gridlodk, dissases and epidem ics, etc.
These phenom ena are extrem e events that occur rarely, abeit wih extraordinary
In pact, and are thus com pltely undersam pled and thus poorly constrained. They
Seem to result from selforganising system s which develop sin ilar pattems overm any
scalkes, from the very an all to the very large. There is an urgency to assin ibte in
our culure and policy that we are enbedded In extrem e phenom ena. O ur overall
sense of contihuiy, safety and confort may just be an ilusion stemm ng from our
myopic view . Let us unleash the battlke of giants between extraordinary discoveries
and extrem e catastrophes.

A discussion w ith N igelM cFarlane In an early stage ofthiswork is acknow ledged.
W earegratefulto L .Knopo fora crtical reading ofa st version ofthem anuscript.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Figure la : Rank ordering plot of world w ide gross revenues from theatres oftop hot
box o ce 100 com piled on 3rd ‘pnuary 1994 by the jpumal \Varity" for the year
1993. Crosses and squares represent uncertainty intervals (see text).

Figure 1b : Sam e as a) for the years 1977 to 1995 for the top 20 to 37 (depending
on the year). Year 1988 is not available. This data is com piled early manuary of the
follow ing year by the pumal \Variety". The two straight lnhes corresponds to the
best tsto year 1994 (top) and 1980 (ottom ) and have both a slope close to 2=3

qualifying an exponent 15.

Figure 1c : Varation of the exponent ofthe power law distrbution from 1977 to
1994, estin ated by two m ethods : least square t (thick line) and H illestim ator (thin
line) . Both estim ators give consistent results.

Figure 1d : Rank ordering plot of the 20 largest ratios of gross revenue over budget
for year 1993. Rank 1 corresponds to \T he wedding banquet" w ith a retum ratio of
236 : thism ovie had a an all budget of $1 m illion and gave rise to a revenue 236
tin es larger. The second rank is \Jurassic Park" w ith a retum ratio of13:8 : it had
a budget of $63 m illion and gave rise to a revenue $869 m illions.

Figure 2 : A typical synthetic tin e series of the yearly econom ic growth rate R ()
Rih 1)= (v, 1)f expressed in % asa function oftinen forc= 1=2and £ = 1%,
for a given realization of the random numbers v, . The horizontal Iine at 1% is the
average yearly grow th rate.

Figure 3 : a) Typical history of the cum ulative retum R (n)=cf, resulting from re-
search investm ent, as a function oftim e n for a productivity c= 1=3, corregoonding
to a funding equalto 4 1=c)=4 = 75% ofthe average absolute ressarch bene t.

b) Part of the history shown In a).
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