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Exploration of Information Control in Parent- Subsidiary
Companies Based on Different Control Modes

Abstract: Information technology is the premise of other control measures, and it also can be an independent method of control.

It changes the decision structure of parent- subsidiary companies, reinforces the modeling of organizational behavior, and is

widely used to monitor. Information control can be divided into three types: centralized, distributed and un- centralized. Under

different control modes, the method of information control in parent- subsidiary companies may be different.
Key Words:parent- subsidiary companies; control mode; information technology; information control



