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Accounting Standards Reform, the Nature of Actual

Controller and Earnings management

BAI Lu-zhen
(Accounting School s Zhongnan University of Economics and Law, Wuhan Hubei 430073, China)

Abstract: Using the data of manufacturing listed companies from 2003 to 2005 and 2008 to
2010, the influence from accounting standards reform to the earning management under different
nature of actual controller has been invested. The results show that the level of earnings manage-
ment in central government-owned enterprises has no significant change, while the level of earn-
ings management in local government-owned enterprises and private enterprises has increased sig-
nificantly.
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