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Abstract

A detaikd em pirical analysis of the productivity of non nancial m s across several countries
and years show s that productivity follow s a non-G aussian distribution w ith power law tails. W e
dem onstrate that these em pirical ndings can be interpreted as consequence of a m echanian of
exchanges In a socialnetwork where m s in prove their productivity by direct innovation or/and
by in itation of other m ’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 w ill pem eate or behaviors w illbe I itated. From a m odel for Innovation ow through
a com plex netw ork we obtain that the expectation values of the productivity level are proportional
to the connectivity of the network of links between mms. The com parison w ith the en pirical
distrbutions reveals that such a network must be of a scale-free type wih a powerlaw degree

distribbution In the large connectivity range.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Recently, the availability of huge sets of Iongiudinal m —level data has generated a
soars of productivity studies in the econom ic literature [1,14,13,14,15,16,19]. T here are ssveral
m easures of productivity [B], In this work we consider two basic m easures: labour and
capial productivity. The Labour productivity is de ned as value added over the am ount
of em ployees (Where value added, de ned according to standard balance sheet reporting,
is the di erence between total revenue and cost of input excluding the cost of labour).
A Though elem entary, this m easure has the advantage of being accurately approxin ated
given the available data. The other altemative m easure is the capial productivity which
is de ned as the ratio between valuie added and xed assets (le. capital). This sscond
m easure has som e weakness since the m s’ assets change continuously In tin e (consider
for instance the value associated w ith the stock price). Usually the literature recognizes
that the productivity distrdoution is not nom ally distributed [1], and em pirically ‘fat tails’
w ith power law behaviors are cbserved. But the m ainstream proposed explanations cannot
retrieve thispower Jaw tails yielding -at best—to log-nom aldistributions [@,|10]. A coording
to the evolutionary perspective [11,114], m s in prove their productivity im plem enting new
technological and organizational solutions and, by this way, upgrading their routines. The
search for m ore e cient technologies is carried out In two ways: (1) by innovation (direct
search ofm ore e cient routines); (2) by im iation of the m ost innovative m s [I13,[14]. In
practice, one can gure out that once new ideas or lnnovative solutions are conceived by
a given m then they will percolate outside the m that orighally generated them by
In iation from other m s. In thisway the innovation ows through the m s. Therefore,
the network of contactsbetween m swhich allow s such a propagation m ust play a decisive
role in the process.

In thispaperwe introduce a m odel for the production and ow of Innovation in a com plex
network linking the m s. W e show that the resulting productivity distrdbution is shaped by
the connectivity distribution of this network and in particular we dem onstrate that power
law tails em erge when the contactnetwork is of a scalefree type. These theoretical nding
are corroborated by a large em pirical investigation based on the data sst Am adeus, which
recordsdata ofover 6 m illion European m s from 1990 to 2002 [15]. A statisticalanalysis of

such a data reveals that: (i) the productivity ispower law distributed in the tail region; (ii)



this resul is robust to di erent m easures of productivity (@dded valuecapital and capial-
labor ratios); and (ii) it is persistent over tim e and countries [15]. A com parison w ith the
theoretical prediction reveals that the em pirical data are well interpreted by assum ing that
the contact netw ork is of scale-free type w ith power law tailed degree distributions.

T he paper is organized as follow s: Section [T recalls the concept of socialnetw ork; Section
introduces the m odel supporting the technologicaldistribution while Section [Vl describes

the em pirical ndings. A conclusive section summ arizes the m ain resuls.

IT. CONTACT NETW ORKS IN SOCIAL SYSTEM S

System s constituted of m any elem ents can be naturally associated w ith networks link—
Ing interacting constituents. Exam ples in natural and arti cial system s are: food webs,
ecosystam s, protein dom ains, Intemet, pow er grids. In social system s, netw orks also em erge
from the linkage of pecple or group of people w ith som e pattem of contacts or interactions.
Exam ples are: frendships between individuals, busihess relationships between com panies,
citations of scienti ¢ papers, interm arriagesbetween fam ilies, sexual contacts. T he relevance
of the underlying connection-network arises when the collective dynam ics of these system s
is considered. Recently, the discovery that, above a certain degree of com plexity, natural,
arti cial and social system s are typically characterized by networks w ith power-law distri-
butions in the num ber of links per node (degree distribbution), has attracted a great dealof
scienti ¢ interest [16,117,118]. Such networks are comm only referred as scale—free networks
and have degree distrbbution: pr kW ith pr the probability that a vertex in the netw ork
chosen unifom ly at random has degree k). In scale-free networks m ost nodes have only a
an all num ber of links, but a signi cant num ber of nodes have a lJarge num ber of links, and
all frequencies of links In between these extram es are represented. T he earliest published
exam ple of a scale-free network is probably the study of P rice [L9] for the network of ci-
tations between scienti c papers. P rice found that the exponent has value 25 (later he
reported am ore accurate gure of = 3:04). M ore recently, power law degree distributions
have been observed in several netw orks, incliding other citation netw orks, the W orld W ide
W &b, the Intemet, m etabolic netw orks, telephone calls and the networks of hum an sexual
contacts [17,118,120, 121, 124]. A 11 theses system s have values of the exponents 1n a range

between 0.66 and 4, w ith m ost occurrences between 2 and 3 23,124,125, 126].



W hen analyzing the Industrial dynam ics, i is quite natural to consider the m s as
Interacting within a network of contacts and communications. In particular, when the
productivity is concemed, such a network is the structure through which m s can in itate
each-other. O urapproach m in ics such a dynam ics by considering sin ple type of interactions
but assum ing that they take place through a com plex netw ork of contacts.

ITT. INNOVATION FLOW

The innovation orighally ntroduced in a given m Y at a certamn time t can soread
by In itation across the network of contacts between m s. In this way, Interactions force
agents to progressively adapt to an ever changing environm ent.

In this section we Introduce am odelforthe ow ofinnovation through the system of m s.
W e start from the follow Ing equation describing the evolution in tin e of the productivity x;
ofagiven m Y:

X
e+t )=x0+A,0+ Q10 ks® x5€ 1)] 1)

J21I;
Xl
g 'OkE ) = 1)1

=1
Thetem A, (t) isa stochastic additive quantity w hich accounts the progresses in productiviyy
due to innovation. The tem s Q 4, ; are Instead exchange factors which m odel the in itation
between m s. T hese tem stake Into account the In provem ent ofthe productivity ofthe mm

'l in consequence of the m itation of the processes and innovations that had in proved the
productivity ofthe m ’j" at a previous tin e. Such ocoe cients are In general an aller than

one because the m stend to protect their lnnovation content and therefore the I itation is
—-In general nhoom plkte. In the follow ing we w ill consider only the static cases where these

quantiy are Independent on t. T he tem ql( ! is:
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Thistem exclidesbadk-propagation: m Y in itatesonly In provem ents ofthe productiviyy

of m Y which have not been originated by in itation of in provem ents occurred at the m



V1 itself at som e previous tine. The system described by Equation [l can be viewed as a
system of selfavoiding random walkers w ith sources and traps.

T he probability P 1 (v;1)dy that the m lat the tin e t+ 1 hasa productivity between y
and y + dy is related to the probabilities to have a set £fQ 4, ;g of interaction coe cients and
a set of additive coe cients fA  (t)g such that a given distrbbution of productivity fx; (t)g at
the tim e t yields, through E quation [, to the quantity y for the agent lat tine t+ 1. This
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where (y) istheD irac delta function and +(@;1) is the probability density to have at tim e
t on site 1 an addiive coe cient A ; () = a. Let us Introduce the Fourer transform ation of

P. (v;]1) and its inverse
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In appendix[B], we show that Equation [4 can be re-w ritten in tem ofthese transfom ations,

resulting in:
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w ith At(’ ;1) being the Fourier transform of ((@;1). From this equation we can construct
a relation for the propagation of the cum ulants of the productiviy distribution. Indeed, by
de nition the cum ulants of a probability distribbution are given by the expression:
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where the rst cumulant kl(l)

(t) is the expectation value of the stochastic variablk x; at
the tine t (x; (t)i) and the second cum ulant kl(z) (t) is its variance ( f (t)). By taking the
logarithm of Equation [@ and applying Equation [1 we get:
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It has been established by M addison that the average Innovation rate of change in the
OECD oountries since 1870 hasbeen roughly constant 27]. In our form alisn this in plies
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T herefore, the m ean of the additive tetm 1 Equation [ (A, ¢)i) must grow exponentially
w ith tin e and consequently the rst cumulant (the average indeed) reads: ¢ = cél) (cl(l) )t.
E quivalently we assum e an exponential grow th also forthe otherm om ents (' ) = cél) @ o).
E quation [§ can now be solved by using a m ean— eld, selfconsistent solution (neglecting

correlations and uctuations in the interacting m s) obtaining:
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w ith Q being the average exchange factor. W hen this exchange term is an all, E quation 00
can be highly sin pli ed by taking the st order n Q only, leading to:
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Equation [0 (and its sinpli ed form (€ quation [[H)) describes a m ean productivity which
grow s at the sam e rate of the m ean innovation growth (@s a power of cl(l)) and is directly
proportional to the num ber of connections that the m has In the exchange network. From

E quation [[0 we also have that all the cum ulants increase w ith a corresponding pow er rate
(¢ )%). But, if we analyze the nomalized cumulants: (@) = k. '®©=k ©1 2 we
Inm ediately see that at Jarge t they alltend to zero exospted for them ean and the variance.
T herefore the probability distribbutions tend to G aussians at large tim es.

Sum m arizing, In this section we have shown that, at large t, the expectation value of
the productivity level of a given m is proportional to its connectivity in the network
of interaction and the uctuations around this expectation-value are nom ally distributed.
Each m has a di erent connectivity and therefore the probability distrbution for the
productivity oftheensam bl of m sisgiven by a nom alized sum ofG aussiansw ith averages
distrdouted according w ith the network connectiviy. A s discussed in the previous section,
pow er-law -tailed degree distributions are very com m on in m any socialand arti cialnetw orks.
It is therefore natural to hypotheses that also the social/ nform ation netw ork through which

m s can exchange and in itate productivity has a degree distribbution characterized by
a power law In the large connection-numbers region. If this is the case, then the whole
productivity distrbution will show a power-law tail characterized by the sam e exponent of
the degree distrbution R&].

IV. EMPIRICALANALYSISAND COMPARISON W ITH THEORY

Figures[l,d,3 and @ show the log-log plot of the frequency distribbutions (Left) and the
com plem entary cum ulative distributions R ight) of labour productivity and for capital pro—
ductivity m easured as quotas of totaladded value ofthe m s. In these gures the di erent
data sets correspond to di erent years: 1996 2001. For the sake of exposition, we illustrate
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FIG . 1l: Frequency distrdbbutions (Lefft) and com plem entary cum ulative distrbutions R ight) for
the Iabour productivity in Ttaly In the years 19962001. T he theoretical behavior is or = 277,

m=22,n=11, = 10and = 3.
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FIG . 2: Frequency distrdbbutions (Lefft) and com plem entary cum ulative distrbutions R ight) for
the labour productivity In France in the years 1996-2001. T he theoretical behavior is for = 21i,

m = 30,n=4, =20and = 1.

the productivity distrbution forFrance and taly only, but sin ilar resultshave been ocbtained
for other Euroland countries of the AM ADEU S dataset. The frequency distrbutions show
a very clear non-G aussian character: they are skewed w ith asym m etric tails and the labour
productivity F iguresll and [ (Left)) present a clear lptokurtic pick around them ode. The
com plem entary cum ulative distributions P. x), being the probability to nd a m wih
productivity Jarger than x) show a lineartrend at Jarge x In plying a non-G aussian character
w ith the probability for Jarge productivities wellm in icked by a power-Jdaw behavior.

The m odel presented in this paper gives a sin plke explanation for the occurrence of
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FIG . 3: Frequency distrdbbutions (Lefft) and com plem entary cum ulative distrbutions R ight) for
the capial productivity In taly in the years 19962001. T he theoretical behavior is for = 38,

m = 004,n= 002, = 001land = 25.

such power law tails in the productivity distribution: they are a consequence of the so—
cial/ nform ation network which is of \scale-free" type (@nalogously w ith several other com —
plkx system swhere such a connectivity-distrioution can bem easured R9,130,131,134,133,134]) .
Indeed, we have shown that distrdoution forthe productivity ofthe ensemble of m s isgiven
by a nom alized sum ofG aussiansw ith averages distribbuted according w ith the netw ork con—
nectiviy. A s consequence, w hen the connection netw ork is of scale-free type the productivity
distrdoution m ust share w ith it the sam e exponent in the power-aw -tail.

C om parisons between the theoretical predictions from Equation [[3 associated with a
scale—free netw ork and the em pirical ndings are shown in the Figures[,[J,3 and[d R ight).
In particular, accordingly with Equation [[H, we assum e an average productivity given by
kl(l) = m + z;n,avaranceequalto and the degree distribution ofthe netw ork given by p, /
k exp( =k). The agreem ent w ith the em pirical ndings is quantitatively rather good.
W e note that, although there are sseveral param eters, the behavior or large productivity is
controlled only by the power-law exponent . On the other hand, in the sn all and the
m iddle range of the distribution the other param eters have a larger in uence.

From our analysis we observe that the theoretical curves t well the em pirical ndings
by assum ing the power law exponent equalto = 2:7 and 2:1 forthe labour productivity In
Ttaly and France respectively. T hese exponents are in good agreem ent w ith the ones typical
of the degree distrlbbution In social networks. On the other hand the capital productivity
presents much stesper decays which can be tted with exponents 38 and 46 respectively.



10k
N(AX)

o 2001

{ 2000
1999
1998
1997
1996

= Theoretical

o
2001 1o
2000 P (x)
1999 #
1998 | | 10
1997

+ 1996

SO0

Y
ﬁ France
3
1] ; | France
10 % 107
0

10°L - ‘ DR B0, Bt
107 107" 10° 10 100 10°

FIG . 4: Frequency distrdbbutions (Lefft) and com plem entary cum ulative distrbutions R ight) for
the capital productivity in France in the years 19962001. T he theoreticalbehavior is for = 4%,

m = 006, n= 002, = 04and = 68.

These very high values of the exponents m ight be consequence of the irrational euphoria
of the Jate 90es when the stock m arkets were hit by a speculative bubbl (1997) and its
subsequent crash (2000). The bubbl Increased the value of the m s’ asset thus lowering
the value added-capital (ie. capitalproductivity) ratio and soaring the power law coe cient

ofthepower law distribbution ofthe capitalproductivity distrioution. H owever the very high
capialproductivity regions show a slow ing down which could be tted w ith lowerexponents.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have shown that the productivity of non— nancial m s is power law
distrdouted. This resul is robust to di erent m easures of productivity, di erent industrial
sectors, years and ocountries. W e have also argued that the em pirical evidence corrocborates
the prescription of the evolutionary approadch to technical change and dem onstrated that
power law distribbutions In productivity can be interpreted as consequence ofa sin plem echa—
nism ofexchangesw ithin a socialnetwork. In particular, we have shown that the expectation
values of the productivity level are proportional to the connectivity of the network of links
between m s. The com parison w ith the em pirical data Indicates that such a network is of
a scale—free type w ith a power-Jdaw degree distribution. In the present form ulation we have
assum ed an underlying network which is xed in tine. This allow s obtaining equilbbrium

solutions. O n the other hand, a m ore realistic analysis should consider a non-static underly—
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Ing network and therefore non-equilbrium tra fctories m odulated by the uctuation in the
underlying network. T his non-equilbbriim dynam ics can be studied num erically from Equa-—
tion [l by using uctuating exchange coe cientsQ 4 1 () . This is keft to future research. In
this paper we had a narrower goal: to show that em pirical evidence is very well tted by

the evolutionary view of technical change.
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APPENDIX A:CUMULANT PROPAGATION

By using the Fourder transform ation (& quation @), E quation [4 becom es:

4 n vlih 1 4 4
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T he Integration over the x’s yields
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Its Fourer transform is:
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E quation A3 can be integrated over y giving the Fourier transform of E quation [4 which is
Equation @ in Section [IT3.
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