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Abstract: 
    The present study aimed at investigating the role of attitude, sabjective 
norm, perceived behavior control, ethical commitment, and perceived risk on 
intention to corporate sustainability accounting and reporting(CSAR) on the 
Tehran Stock Exchange. This study is a survey research. The statistical 
population of this study included the financial managers and senior experts of 
accounting in the companies listed on the Tehran Stock Exchange except the 
financial intermediary companies such as banks, investment funds, 
insurances, etc. The population size was considered as 276 subjects each one 
representing one company. The statistical sample was determined as 161 
subjects using Cochran formula at 5% error level. In order to measure the 
research variables, a standard questionnaire with five-point Likert scale was 
used. The research questionnaire was randomly emailed to 200 companies 
listed on the Tehran Stock Exchange in 2019 to achieve the statistical sample 
size and finally 163 questionnaires were answered. In this study, the structural 
equations model was used to test the hypotheses. The results of structural 
equations model showed that attitude, mental norm, perceived behavior 
control, and ethical commitment have a positive effect on intention to CSAR. 
However, the significant effect of perceived risk of managers and accountants 
on intention to CSAR was not observed. The results of this study presented an 
extensive attitude among the goals of managers for intention to CSAR. Thus, 
the above-mentioned components can be used for CSAR to achieve a 
sustainable development.   
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