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Empirical Study on Owner ship Structure and Behavior
of Controlling Sharehol der

Tu Qiaoping
(Institution of Management Science and Engineer ,Henan University , Kaifeng Henan 475004 ,China)

Abstract : The empirical study finds about ownership structure and control benefits, the higher equity of the first shareholder possess, the

higher control benefitsis; The check - and - balance of the second shareholder and the first sharehol der possessng equity helps to regulate the

expropriation behavior of Controlling Shareholder and to reduce Control Benefits; Therefore, lowering the equity concentration degree and im-
proving effects of check - and - balance equity is the key of regulation controlling shareholder behavior.
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