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Abstract

A detailed em piricalanalysisofthe productivity ofnon �nancial�rm sacrossseveralcountries

and years shows thatproductivity follows a non-G aussian distribution with power law tails. W e

dem onstrate that these em pirical�ndings can be interpreted as consequence ofa m echanism of

exchangesin a socialnetwork where �rm sim prove theirproductivity by directinnovation or/and

by im itation of other �rm ’s technological and organizational solutions. The type of network-

connectivity determ ines how fast and how e�ciently inform ation can di�use and how quickly

innovation willperm eateorbehaviorswillbeim itated.From a m odelforinnovation ow through

a com plex network weobtain thattheexpectation valuesoftheproductivity levelareproportional

to the connectivity ofthe network oflinks between �rm s. The com parison with the em pirical

distributions reveals that such a network m ust be ofa scale-free type with a power-law degree

distribution in thelarge connectivity range.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recently, the availability ofhuge sets oflongitudinal�rm -leveldata has generated a

soarsofproductivity studiesin theeconom icliterature[1,2,3,4,5,6,7].Thereareseveral

m easures ofproductivity [8], in this work we consider two basic m easures: labour and

capitalproductivity. The Labourproductivity isde�ned asvalue added over the am ount

ofem ployees (where value added,de�ned according to standard balance sheet reporting,

is the di�erence between totalrevenue and cost ofinput excluding the cost oflabour).

Although elem entary, this m easure has the advantage ofbeing accurately approxim ated

given the available data. The otheralternative m easure isthe capitalproductivity which

is de�ned as the ratio between value added and �xed assets (i.e. capital). This second

m easure has som e weakness since the �rm s’assets change continuously in tim e (consider

for instance the value associated with the stock price). Usually the literature recognizes

thattheproductivity distribution isnotnorm ally distributed [7],and em pirically ‘fattails’

with powerlaw behaviorsareobserved.Butthem ainstream proposed explanationscannot

retrievethispowerlaw tailsyielding -atbest-to log-norm aldistributions[9,10].According

to theevolutionary perspective[11,12],�rm sim provetheirproductivity im plem enting new

technologicaland organizationalsolutionsand,by thisway,upgrading theirroutines. The

search form ore e�cienttechnologiesiscarried outin two ways: (1)by innovation (direct

search ofm oree�cientroutines);(2)by im itation ofthe m ostinnovative �rm s[13,14].In

practice,one can �gure out that once new ideas or innovative solutions are conceived by

a given �rm then they willpercolate outside the �rm that originally generated them by

im itation from other�rm s. In thisway the innovation owsthrough the �rm s. Therefore,

thenetwork ofcontactsbetween �rm swhich allowssuch a propagation m ustplay a decisive

rolein theprocess.

In thispaperweintroduceam odelfortheproduction and ow ofinnovation in acom plex

network linkingthe�rm s.W eshow thattheresultingproductivity distribution isshaped by

the connectivity distribution ofthisnetwork and in particularwe dem onstrate thatpower

law tailsem ergewhen thecontact-network isofa scale-freetype.Thesetheoretical�nding

are corroborated by a large em piricalinvestigation based on the data setAm adeus,which

recordsdataofover6m illion European �rm sfrom 1990to2002[15].A statisticalanalysisof

such a data revealsthat:(i)theproductivity ispowerlaw distributed in thetailregion;(ii)
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thisresultisrobustto di�erentm easuresofproductivity (added value-capitaland capital-

laborratios);and (iii)itispersistentovertim e and countries[15].A com parison with the

theoreticalprediction revealsthattheem piricaldata arewellinterpreted by assum ing that

thecontactnetwork isofscale-freetypewith powerlaw tailed degreedistributions.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:Section IIrecallstheconceptofsocialnetwork;Section

IIIintroducesthem odelsupportingthetechnologicaldistribution whileSection IV describes

theem pirical�ndings.A conclusive section sum m arizesthem ain results.

II. C O N TA C T N ET W O R K S IN SO C IA L SY ST EM S

System s constituted ofm any elem ents can be naturally associated with networks link-

ing interacting constituents. Exam ples in naturaland arti�cialsystem s are: food webs,

ecosystem s,protein dom ains,Internet,powergrids.In socialsystem s,networksalso em erge

from thelinkageofpeopleorgroup ofpeoplewith som epattern ofcontactsorinteractions.

Exam ples are: friendships between individuals,business relationships between com panies,

citationsofscienti�cpapers,interm arriagesbetween fam ilies,sexualcontacts.Therelevance

ofthe underlying connection-network ariseswhen the collective dynam icsofthese system s

isconsidered. Recently,the discovery that,above a certain degree ofcom plexity,natural,

arti�cialand socialsystem sare typically characterized by networkswith power-law distri-

butionsin thenum beroflinkspernode(degreedistribution),hasattracted a greatdealof

scienti�c interest[16,17,18]. Such networksare com m only referred asscale-free networks

and havedegreedistribution:pk � k�� (with pk theprobability thatavertex in thenetwork

chosen uniform ly atrandom hasdegree k). In scale-free networksm ostnodeshave only a

sm allnum beroflinks,buta signi�cantnum berofnodeshavea largenum beroflinks,and

allfrequencies oflinks in between these extrem es are represented. The earliest published

exam ple ofa scale-free network is probably the study ofPrice [19]for the network ofci-

tationsbetween scienti�c papers. Price found thatthe exponent� hasvalue 2:5 (laterhe

reported a m oreaccurate�gureof� = 3:04).M orerecently,powerlaw degreedistributions

havebeen observed in severalnetworks,including othercitation networks,theW orld W ide

W eb,the Internet,m etabolic networks,telephone callsand the networks ofhum an sexual

contacts[17,18,20,21,22]. Allthesessystem shave valuesofthe exponents� in a range

between 0.66 and 4,with m ostoccurrencesbetween 2 and 3 [23,24,25,26].
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W hen analyzing the industrialdynam ics, it is quite naturalto consider the �rm s as

interacting within a network of contacts and com m unications. In particular, when the

productivity isconcerned,such a network isthestructure through which �rm scan im itate

each-other.Ourapproach m im icssuch adynam icsbyconsideringsim pletypeofinteractions

butassum ing thatthey takeplacethrough a com plex network ofcontacts.

III. IN N O VAT IO N FLO W

The innovation originally introduced in a given �rm ‘i’at a certain tim e tcan spread

by im itation acrossthe network ofcontactsbetween �rm s. In thisway,interactionsforce

agentsto progressively adaptto an everchanging environm ent.

Inthissection weintroduceam odelfortheow ofinnovation through thesystem of�rm s.

W estartfrom thefollowing equation describing theevolution in tim eoftheproductivity xl

ofa given �rm ‘l’:

xl(t+ 1)= xl(t)+ A l(t)+
X

j2Il

Q j! l(t)[xj(t)� xj(t� 1)] (1)

�

t�1X

�= l

q
(�)

l
(t)[xl(t� �)� xl(t� � � 1)]:

Theterm A l(t)isastochasticadditivequantitywhich accountstheprogressesinproductivity

dueto innovation.Theterm sQ j! lareinstead exchangefactorswhich m odeltheim itation

between �rm s.Theseterm stakeintoaccounttheim provem entoftheproductivityofthe�rm

’l’in consequence ofthe im itation ofthe processesand innovationsthathad im proved the

productivity ofthe�rm ’j’ata previoustim e.Such coe�cientsarein generalsm allerthan

onebecausethe�rm stend to protecttheirinnovation contentand thereforetheim itation is

-in general-incom plete. In the following we willconsideronly the static caseswhere these

quantity areindependenton t.Theterm q
(�)

l
is:

q
(1)

l
=

X

j2Il

Q j! lQ l! j for� = 1 (2)

q
(�)

l
=

X

j2Il

Q j! l

X

h1:::h�� 1

Q l! h1Q h1! h2 :::Q h�� 1! j
for� � 2: (3)

Thisterm excludesback-propagation:�rm ‘l’im itatesonlyim provem entsoftheproductivity

of�rm ‘j’which havenotbeen originated by im itation ofim provem entsoccurred atthe�rm
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‘l’itselfatsom e previous tim e. The system described by Equation 1 can be viewed as a

system ofself-avoiding random walkerswith sourcesand traps.

Theprobability Pt+ 1(y;l)dythatthe�rm latthetim et+ 1hasaproductivity between y

and y+ dy isrelated to theprobabilitiesto havea setfQ j! lg ofinteraction coe�cientsand

asetofadditivecoe�cientsfA l(t)g such thatagiven distribution ofproductivity fxj(t)g at

thetim etyields,through Equation 1,to thequantity y fortheagentlattim et+ 1.This

is:

Pt+ 1(y;l) =

Z
1

�1

da�t(a;l)

t�1Y

�= 0

Z
1

�1

dx
(�)

1
Pt�� (x

(�)

1
;1)� � � (4)

Z
1

�1

dx
(�)

N
Pt�� (x

(�)

N
;N )

�
�

y� a� x
(0)

l
�
X

j2Il

[x
(0)

j � x
(1)

j ]Q j! l+

t�1X

�= l

q
(�)

l
[x

(�)

l
� x

(�+ 1)

l
]
�

;

where�(y)istheDiracdelta function and �t(a;l)istheprobability density to haveattim e

ton site lan additive coe�cientA l(t)= a.Letusintroduce theFouriertransform ation of

Pt(y;l)and itsinverse

P̂t(’;l) =

Z
1

�1

dye
+ iy’

Pt(y;l)

Pt(y;l) =
1

2�

Z
1

�1

d’e
�iy’

P̂t(’;l) : (5)

In appendix A,weshow thatEquation 4can bere-written in term ofthesetransform ations,

resulting in:

P̂t+ 1(’;l) = �̂t(’;l)P̂t(’;l)

t�1Y

�= 2

P̂t�� ((�q
(�)

l
+ q

(��1)

l
)’;l)

P̂0(q
(t�1)

l
’;l)P̂t�1 (�q

(1)

l
’;l) (6)

Y

j2Il

P̂t(Q j! l’;j)P̂t�1 (�Q j! l’;j) ;

with �̂t(’;l)being the Fouriertransform of�t(a;l). From thisequation we can construct

a relation forthepropagation ofthecum ulantsoftheproductivity distribution.Indeed,by

de�nition thecum ulantsofa probability distribution aregiven by theexpression:

k
(�)

l
(t)= (�i)�

d�

d’�
ln P̂t(’;l)

�
�
�
’= 0

; (7)
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where the �rst cum ulant k
(1)

l
(t) is the expectation value ofthe stochastic variable xl at

the tim e t(hxl(t)i)and the second cum ulant k
(2)

l
(t)isitsvariance (�2l(t)). By taking the

logarithm ofEquation 6 and applying Equation 7 weget:

k
(�)

l
(t+ 1) = c

(�)(t)+ k
(�)

l
(t)+

t�1X

�= 2

(q
(��1)

l
� q

(�)

l
)�k

(�)

l
(t� �)

+(q
(t�1)

l
)�k

(�)

l
(0)+ (�q

(1)

l
)�k

(�)

l
(t� 1)+ (8)

X

j2Il

[(Q j! l)
�
k
(�)

j (t)+ (�Q j! l)
�
k
(�)

j (t� 1)] :

Ithasbeen established by M addison thatthe average innovation rate ofchange in the

OECD countriessince1870 hasbeen roughly constant[27].In ourform alism thisim plies

hA l(t+ 1)i� hA l(t)i

hA l(t)i
� const: (9)

Therefore,the m ean ofthe additive term in Equation 1 (hA l(t)i)m ustgrow exponentially

with tim eand consequently the�rstcum ulant(theaverageindeed)reads:c(1) = c
(1)

0
(c

(1)

1
)t.

Equivalently weassum ean exponentialgrowth alsofortheotherm om ents(c(�)= c
(1)

0 (c
(�)

1 )t).

Equation 8 can now besolved by using a m ean-�eld,self-consistentsolution (neglecting

correlationsand uctuationsin theinteracting �rm s)obtaining:

k
(1)

l
(t) =

1

A

c
(1)

0 c
(1)

1

(c
(1)

1
� 1)

h

1+ �aQzl

i

(c
(1)

1
)t for� = 1

k
(�)

l
(t) =

c
(�)

0

B �

h

1+ (1+
(�1)�

c
(�)

1

)�b(�)Q �
zl

i

(c
(�)

1
)t for� > 1 (10)

where

�a =
1

1�


Q zl
A

�
1

hAi
(11)

�b(�)=
1

1+

�

(1+ (�1)�=c
(�)

1
)Q �zl

B �

�
1

hB �i
(12)

and

A = c
(1)

1
+ zl

t�1X

�= 1

Q �+ 1

(c
(1)

1 )�
(13)

B � = �1+ c
(�)

1
� z

�
l

�(�Q 2)�

c
(�)

1

+

t�1X

�= 2

(Q � � Q �+ 1)�

(c
(�)

1 )�
+
(Q t)�

(c
(�)

1 )t

�

(14)
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with Q being theaverage exchange factor.W hen thisexchange term issm all,Equation 10

can behighly sim pli�ed by taking the�rstorderin Q only,leading to:

k
(1)

l
(t) �

c
(1)

0

c
(1)

1 � 1

h

1+ zl
Q

c
(1)

1

i

(c
(1)

1 )t

k
(�)

l
(t) �

c
(�)

0

c
(�)

1
� 1

(c
(�)

1
)t (15)

Equation 10 (and its sim pli�ed form (Equation 15))describes a m ean productivity which

growsatthe sam e rate ofthe m ean innovation growth (asa powerofc
(1)

1 )and isdirectly

proportionalto thenum berofconnectionsthatthe�rm hasin theexchangenetwork.From

Equation 10 we also have thatallthe cum ulantsincrease with a corresponding powerrate

((c
(�)

1 )t). But, ifwe analyze the norm alized cum ulants: �(�)(t) = k
(�)

l
(t)=[k

(2)

l
(t)]�=2 we

im m ediately seethatatlargetthey alltend tozeroexcepted forthem ean and thevariance.

Thereforetheprobability distributionstend to Gaussiansatlargetim es.

Sum m arizing,in this section we have shown that,at large t,the expectation value of

the productivity levelofa given �rm is proportionalto its connectivity in the network

ofinteraction and the uctuationsaround thisexpectation-value are norm ally distributed.

Each �rm has a di�erent connectivity and therefore the probability distribution for the

productivityoftheensem bleof�rm sisgiven byanorm alized sum ofGaussianswith averages

distributed according with the network connectivity. Asdiscussed in the previoussection,

power-law-taileddegreedistributionsareverycom m oninm anysocialandarti�cialnetworks.

Itisthereforenaturaltohypothesesthatalsothesocial/inform ation network through which

�rm s can exchange and im itate productivity has a degree distribution characterized by

a power law in the large connection-num bers region. Ifthis is the case,then the whole

productivity distribution willshow a power-law tailcharacterized by thesam e exponentof

thedegreedistribution [28].

IV . EM P IR IC A L A N A LY SIS A N D C O M PA R ISO N W IT H T H EO RY

Figures1,2,3 and 4 show thelog-log plotofthefrequency distributions(Left)and the

com plem entary cum ulativedistributions(Right)oflabourproductivity and forcapitalpro-

ductivity m easured asquotasoftotaladded valueofthe�rm s.In these�guresthedi�erent

datasetscorrespond todi�erentyears:1996� 2001.Forthesakeofexposition,weillustrate
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FIG .1: Frequency distributions (Left) and com plem entary cum ulative distributions (Right) for

the labourproductivity in Italy in the years 1996-2001. The theoreticalbehavioris for � = 2:7,

m = 22,n = 11,� = 10 and � = 3.
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FIG .2: Frequency distributions (Left) and com plem entary cum ulative distributions (Right) for

the labourproductivity in France in the years1996-2001. Thetheoreticalbehaviorisfor� = 2:1,

m = 30,n = 4,� = 20 and � = 1.

theproductivitydistributionforFranceandItalyonly,butsim ilarresultshavebeen obtained

forotherEuroland countriesofthe AM ADEUS dataset.The frequency distributionsshow

a very clearnon-Gaussian character:they areskewed with asym m etrictailsand thelabour

productivity (Figures1and 2(Left))presentaclearleptokurticpick around them ode.The

com plem entary cum ulative distributions (P> (x),being the probability to �nd a �rm with

productivity largerthan x)show alineartrend atlargex im plyinganon-Gaussian character

with theprobability forlargeproductivitieswellm im icked by a power-law behavior.

The m odelpresented in this paper gives a sim ple explanation for the occurrence of
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the capitalproductivity in Italy in the years 1996-2001. The theoreticalbehaviorisfor� = 3:8,

m = 0:04,n = 0:02,� = 0:01 and � = 25.

such power law tails in the productivity distribution: they are a consequence ofthe so-

cial/inform ation network which isof\scale-free" type(analogously with severalothercom -

plexsystem swheresuch aconnectivity-distribution can bem easured [29,30,31,32,33,34]).

Indeed,wehaveshown thatdistribution fortheproductivity oftheensem bleof�rm sisgiven

byanorm alized sum ofGaussianswith averagesdistributed accordingwith thenetwork con-

nectivity.Asconsequence,when theconnection networkisofscale-freetypetheproductivity

distribution m ustsharewith itthesam eexponentin thepower-law-tail.

Com parisons between the theoreticalpredictions from Equation 15 associated with a

scale-freenetwork and theem pirical�ndingsareshown in theFigures1,2,3 and 4 (Right).

In particular,accordingly with Equation 15,we assum e an average productivity given by

k
(1)

l
= m + zln,avarianceequalto� and thedegreedistribution ofthenetworkgiven bypk /

k�� exp(��=k). The agreem ent with the em pirical�ndings is quantitatively rathergood.

W enotethat,although there areseveralparam eters,thebehaviorforlargeproductivity is

controlled only by the power-law exponent ��. On the otherhand,in the sm alland the

m iddlerangeofthedistribution theotherparam etershavea largerinuence.

From ouranalysiswe observe thatthe theoreticalcurves �twellthe em pirical�ndings

by assum ing thepowerlaw exponentequalto � = 2:7and 2:1 forthelabourproductivity in

Italy and Francerespectively.Theseexponentsarein good agreem entwith theonestypical

ofthe degree distribution in socialnetworks. On the otherhand the capitalproductivity

presentsm uch steeperdecayswhich can be �tted with exponents3:8 and 4:6 respectively.
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m = 0:06,n = 0:02,� = 0:4 and � = 68.

These very high values ofthe exponents m ight be consequence ofthe irrationaleuphoria

ofthe late 90es when the stock m arkets were hit by a speculative bubble (1997) and its

subsequent crash (2000). The bubble increased the value ofthe �rm s’assetthuslowering

thevalueadded-capital(i.e.capitalproductivity)ratioand soaringthepowerlaw coe�cient

ofthepowerlaw distribution ofthecapitalproductivity distribution.Howeverthevery high

capitalproductivityregionsshow aslowingdown which could be�tted with lowerexponents.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper we have shown that the productivity ofnon-�nancial�rm s is power law

distributed. Thisresultisrobustto di�erentm easuresofproductivity,di�erentindustrial

sectors,yearsand countries.W ehave also argued thattheem piricalevidence corroborates

the prescription ofthe evolutionary approach to technicalchange and dem onstrated that

powerlaw distributionsin productivity can beinterpreted asconsequenceofasim plem echa-

nism ofexchangeswithin asocialnetwork.In particular,wehaveshown thattheexpectation

valuesoftheproductivity levelareproportionalto theconnectivity ofthenetwork oflinks

between �rm s.Thecom parison with theem piricaldata indicatesthatsuch a network isof

a scale-free type with a power-law degree distribution. In the presentform ulation we have

assum ed an underlying network which is�xed in tim e. Thisallows obtaining equilibrium

solutions.On theotherhand,am orerealisticanalysisshould consideranon-staticunderly-
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ing network and thereforenon-equilibrium trajectoriesm odulated by theuctuation in the

underlying network.Thisnon-equilibrium dynam icscan bestudied num erically from Equa-

tion 1 by using uctuating exchangecoe�cientsQ j! l(t).Thisisleftto futureresearch.In

thispaperwe had a narrowergoal: to show thatem piricalevidence isvery well�tted by

theevolutionary view oftechnicalchange.
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A P P EN D IX A :C U M U LA N T P R O PA G AT IO N

By using theFouriertransform ation (Equation 5),Equation 4 becom es:

Pt+ 1(y;l) =

Z
1

�1

da

n

�t(a;l)

t�1Y

�= 0

h
1

(2�)N

Z
1

�1

dx
(�)

1 � � �

Z
1

�1

dx
(�)

N
(A1)

Z
1

�1

d’
(�)

1
e
�ix

(�)

1
’
(�)

1 P̂t�� (’
(�)

1
;1)� � �

Z
1

�1

d’
(�)

N
e
�ix

(�)

N
’
(�)

N P̂t�� (’
(�)

N
;N )

i

1

2�

Z
1

�1

d�e
�i(y�a�x

(0)

l
�
P

j2 Il
[x

(0)

j
�x

(1)

j
]Q j! l+

P t� 1

�= l
q
(�)

l
[x

(�)

l
�x

(�+ 1)

l
])�
o

;

wheretheDiracdelta function hasbeen written as

�(y� y0)=
1

2�

Z
1

�1

d�e
�i(y�y 0)� : (A2)

Equation A1 can bere-written as:

Pt+ 1(y;l)=
1

(2�)

Z
1

�1

da

n

�t(a;l)

Z
1

�1

d�e
�i(y�a)� (A3)

t�1Y

�= 0

h
1

(2�)N

Z
1

�1

d’
(�)

l

�

P̂t�� (’
(�)

l
;l)

Z
1

�1

dx
(�)

l
e
�i(’

(0)

l
��)x

(0)

l e
�i

P t� 1

�= 2
(’

(�)

l
+ q

(�)

l
��q

(�� 1)

l
�)x

(�)

l

e
�i(’

(t)

l
�q

(t� 1)

l
�)x

(t)

l e
�i(’

(1)

l
�q

(1)

l
�)x

(1)

l

� Y

j2Il

Z
1

�1

d’
(�)

j

�

P̂t�� (’
(�)

j ;j)

Z
1

�1

dx
(�)

j e
�i[(’

(0)

j
�Q j! l�)x

(0)

j
+ (’

(1)

j
+ Q j! l�)x

(1)

j
]

�io

:
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Theintegration overthex’syields

Pt+ 1(y;l)=
1

2�

Z
1

�1

da

n

�t(a;l)

Z
1

�1

d�

h

e
�i(y�a)�

P̂t(�;l) (A4)

t�1Y

�= 2

P̂t�� ((�q
(�)

l
+ q

(��1)

l
)�;l)P̂0(q

(t�1)
q �;l)P̂t�1 (�q

(1)

l
�;l)

Y

j2Il

P̂t(Q j! l�;j)P̂t�1 (�Q j! l�;j)

io

:

ItsFouriertransform is:

P̂t+ 1(’;l) =
1

2�

Z
1

�1

da

n

�t(a;l)

Z
1

�1

d�

h

e
ia�

Z
1

�1

dye
�iy(��’) (A5)

P̂t(�;l)

t�1Y

�= 2

P̂t�� ((�q
(�)

l
+ q

(��1)

l
)�;l)P̂0(q

(t�1)
q �;l)P̂t�1 (�q

(1)

l
�;l)

�

Y

j2Il

P̂t(Q j! l�;j)P̂t�1 (�Q j! l�;j)

o

:

Equation A5 can be integrated overy giving the Fouriertransform ofEquation 4 which is

Equation 6 in Section III.
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