
 

  32 

dispersions. The two specifications provide essentially the same results and we adopt the 
former definition for all the graphs shown in this work. 
 
It is worth noticing that the scheme also allows to measure separately the two terms 
contributing to the predictability, the predictability along Fitness and the one along 
GDPpc. 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The predictability P is therefore a non-negative number defined in the range [0,+∞). The 
limit P→+ ∞  would correspond to a vanishing dispersion of the evolution of the 
comparatives after D years since 𝜎!  is, in all practical scenarios, a finite value whose 
order of magnitude is set by the neighborhood size r. This would correspond to a perfect 
predictability scenario because all the comparatives evolved towards the same economic 
state in the Fitness-GDPpc plane. Conversely, if P →0 the predictability is vanishing as 
this correspond to a scenario of an infinitely dispersed evolution of the comparatives and 
therefore the knowledge of the past would be useless. The case P≈1 corresponds to a 
scenario in which the dispersion of the comparatives after D years is similar to the starting 
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Figure 9: (Top panel) we visualize the heterogeneous pattern of the Predictability. 
We report the position in the plane of China, Germany, Japan and United States in 
2014 as a reference. Interestingly China is entering in one of the most predictable 
areas of the fitness-GDPpc plane. (Bottom panel) we marginalize the predictability 
dimension along the Fitness axis. The threshold ln(Fitness) = -1 we choose 
corresponds approximately to the 50th percentile (i.e median) of the marginalized 
predictability. 


