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Abstract

Background and Obijective: Stakeholder anomie in the social environment with the aim of increasing
the level of sustainable functions, affects the environmental performance of companies and causes
companies in a competitive environment, relying on behavioral and professional approaches, provide
information to satisfy social expectations. One of these approaches is carbon exposure strategies based
on the stakeholders’ social pressures. The purpose of this study was to investigate the effectiveness of
selecting the most effective carbon disclosure strategy in the presence of stakeholder anomic themes.
Material and Methodology: In this study, which was conducted during 2020-2021, Efforts were
made to use the participation of two groups of people in the target community at the university and the
capital market level. Based on the nature of research in the qualitative section, from two Meta-
synthesis and Delphi and in the quantitative research section, use Interpretive Ranking Process (IRP).
Fidings: The results in the qualitative section, by examining 29 screened studies, confirmed the 5
stakeholder anomic propositions of stakeholders as analysis criteria and 4 strategic components of
carbon disclosure as use Interpretive Ranking Process rules. Then, based on IRP, the findings show
that among the 5 stakeholder anomies, stakeholder normative anomie is the most important effective
proposition in carbon disclosure. It was also found that the strategy of carbon voluntary disclosure,
based on the normative anomie of stakeholders, is the most important strategy in the disclosure of
carbon functions by companies that can help develop interactions at the competitive market.
Discussion & Conclusion; The results indicate that in order to protect the interests of stakeholders,
companies disclose carbon as a sustainable reporting through voluntary strategic approaches and by
providing such environmental reports, while increasing public trust, establish the effective interactions
with stakeholders.

Keyword: Strategy of Carbon Disclosure, Stakeholder Anomic, Interpretive Ranking Process (IRP).

1- PhD Student in Accounting, Ahvaz Branch, Islamic Azad University, Ahvaz, Iran.

2- Assistant Professor, Department of Accounting, Masjed-Soleiman Branch, Islamic Azad University, Masjed-
Soleiman, Iran. * (CorrespondingAuthor)

3- Assistant Professor, Department of Mathematics, 1zeh Branch, Islamic Azad University, Izeh, Iran.

4- Assistant Professor, Department of Economics, Ahvaz Branch, Islamic Azad University, Ahvaz, Iran


mailto:AK.Salehi@iau.ac.ir

s 5 g0kl lo!

1E oo olo sl 1O 0 louds omns 5 b (5919355 g pale 1Y

S BES 5 o T b s e sLedl slas paly g on)S
3929 (1) e 5 5l 5 (A) Wgrm 5 (J (V) ol slie
eSS @ladl glas Slae o 1) pleinyd (sag]
3 omzen wsoles slaplll (agls s oS o oo e
sl Shoe glidl LYS mezs Gl ol sbaghi
2o slzdl o el B o005 eolaiul (asrecns)
255 093 4 s oil Kb S d el sl gt
ool alyias en olibd gl (o O)le @
o S, mhw Gl o cis Sl AR Gl (goly
ax gl 1 cls walgss S sladl jo lbes b sai¥ gt
o Olgie 4 )5 ladl Cal g b la S92y 4 pll 4
sl o bes b dametan) o Sles ppe o
5 S oo ,S 5 anwgs o 1) Gimghy (nl Coeal Glgi e
drwgs Jlyo sloygiS 5l g s wged (lgie e
5 oyl gl lads o 4 b j9iS egas 4
Mzl w505 slaslring 5 (S eilsd (g
oials o Fanl gl Gl des )55, ezmen slosas
s LK 5 &l

b ogd el g 00,5 e LS 10 o5l il (65 sl
Syge S1hlusd S b el sleo S
OB S Sl 2 Wlgi oo (rizped Jioo% (ol @l o ndy
o Yo o5 in < Lid L b uled S8 owlow slaojo>
SFO9we ilsd g olabiul )8 (gladl g oy Lanzmo 4
oS 6ledl slassl il 5l ool b Lol 5 aules cg0s |,
Ailed (6, pred (6 i Camles b oFan] 4 cos
5 oSl oolainl 8y Wl oo izren @l ()
ezl Cudgtas 6l)ls slacS 15 bl o o) laS ale yus
5 Ol 4 oS QS ,h ATz Wil o ISl gl
cladl @ o e et daorean ) oo sl
ololp il e Jee LS, plo 4 S e 0)S

w?u);l soSly Jlos Yy Qil ol ool Lgtne.bjs'

doddo
sy orlaizl bume S 4 0 150 ol 0,05 b (sl
bacaadly 5 Slaal (515 a5 (G020 Sloe 4 (Sgrm slog s
J975 e Ll Sl (55908 9 p3¥ S (o0 J5U5 5 el |,
sk ]y Gem )Lad las SIS elesal wl i I (S50
w5590 yoolw Oyle 4y ol oogai z )5 wlas 5l selodlis
S S 56 S ol 5 oy U e ool o
Sl Ko lawgs a5 1) i slaiz] oo (laasyd
u‘}»& Le QLLA....‘:‘Q GA?JT (V) Sl OQBAJ M ‘MSA JL?U‘
9Lb43.w|5>ds.wbw| o\.\;a)fu.cbwh@dl)lwm
58 Sole 4l e 8 ale s 5L e o ol jUa]
(goladl slos gy wloly LIS alo s ¢ ool
5 Sisidsi pho G s & elain! 5 s
malgz o, b Ko Bk 1 (Y) il oo S i o eSuly
590l 5 5 seges sladlyd b 5 Guilsd (Sgi s |
clocdls b ans o o)l ool Jled oS s Los ogs
@ has ojerl la)lad ool e9dy @ly j0 il dgupe (I
oW dands S e 4 leand Gei> cule, olp lasg,
38,5 oo olaeld eSS b il slaiz! 6 pdycodsine
s S5 sloiml g piucadsioe ol ol 5l Sy (D)
o ghw ;o S ladly W ghe 3 (Jaelen
6‘44[.7(.15 6L‘b)l§ u,o.u‘)ﬁ‘ lJ 0)5).41‘ @‘5 B 09..»‘50 L g0
S GblS oSS 4 Bglare claixl g soles 09l 5
e o b leas b aes o plid asleds (F) ail e
Qs a4 aorecen ) 5 s Coale Jdo 4 le L

@ byye Sledbl gladl ol leand Cilr 5l sl b

TS ERCHREN INEK SN TRV IpS [CO [ P N

O I E @) wes gpg; 993 25 b by glac ]l
oY byl Sl 4 L@L;,\.:.i}l—l Ol ploliss ad 5,k
3k ool 5o S 18 (6 pdy g Glime e cnl )
B iy o9 aoeiun ) sl Sloe 4 Cons ool
Cupde iy, 3l Glid opl dhuwly LeS WL (F) 0.8
ey o Sloe glacdlal mhw GlE)| Cqz op)S

NNV LSL‘”Q:’}) ‘(;.'.‘ S92 b sa.:.:Sso ookl finn e



oV

e (5035 SN s 3 500l (3 354138 3G Gl Sk

s NGO byl ol dpone ol plas)ls
aile o)lailiwl  BULS ek cwizmed g ,l0K546
3 aws cpl 5l plaS e el o Bre syl slapel
e loatls 3 el slas SIS plakind
Sl p 4z o Slas )0 35ii (pl &dly 50 oled oo W] il
Dlell 5 5y5tms ool sl a4z ail slails, I
oS sladl o bedlad mhw ol 4 wilg o Ko
GRI 5555 clafosllysis Jle sl anled SaS
bdye plaand oS lie 1) (gylal slaby, jo 6,015
Oleand psle o8T s 4 0,59, ool 5l Baa (V) WS o
5 bl @l oslml g lebnd (e Vol il asl,
Sopde yo kel ally 5l (o eS,8 Sl I asb e
Casgpbe 4 Comd ghnd glblie oSaelie gladnd

Jels 1y leand 36 OVF) oL, o Joes cnl losla

(realae 3929 o ()8 L2l s pealy o NS 30 Sl
2l g (6 i (30 Caglgl Julow bl (laitnd el
S Sl

o ol ol plednd 5 6ol 658 m pled azy (nete
Sl o ol 850 05 e waly oled 555 0
)l 55 5e5 ol pladnd 5 o855 (o Lilsy 2 olaand (59
Slr olind )55 )3 (V1) d9dee SN Jelos axly o
@l 5l aS,o 5 plind G ey o b)lid s
Gamaiz g (hasiz glajlalpisr ganailb ln ok
oband gye &ly o (V) ogdee colaiul leand
12,0 solaidl o S o s b aSl s 4 ailles o
Olayd 53l os3 4 wies Culd) Sl 50 eazmy g oueS
S S azred S 4 Dglatte § iliie slas Shoe
0 OF) il 5wl aes plas 1) el
Jolo 1y pleand (Jasmecan ) @dlie sliwy 398 (595

O (B aiS B pae ol laslew 5l JSKiie 55 09,5

pladied 39 536 -) Y
Figure 1. The impact of stakeholder influence
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Table 1. Evaluation process of approved researches to determine research propositions
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Table 2. Evaluation process of approved researches to determine the components of research
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Table 3. The process of the first and second steps of Delphi analysis
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Table 4. Cross-matrix of carbon exposure strategies with stakeholder anomie propositions
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Table 6. Achievement matrix in terms of transferability of the relationship between propositions
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Table 7. Percentage Scores of Impact Levels of Statements
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Table 8. Investigates the Interpretive Impact of Carbon Disclosure Strategies
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Table 9. Prioritizes the level of dependence and influence of carbon disclosure strategies
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Table 10. A set of output, input and common elements of propositions
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Figure 2. Leveling stakeholder anomic propositions
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