£l
AN/
Saffron Agronomy & Technology :»” 1(< )
Vol. 4, No. 1, Spring 2016, P. 51-62 _—
o ”'d"_)u’,(’

Ol 539Ld g wesly) 4y i
BY-FY o VTR0 Ll o) ol oF ol

4 0> 3 by 98 Ol Ha8 ) Sy ) dgw (115 8,97

Y . s Y . . . \
WAS 3 (6315 0 Ao 5 (LS (olminl Lo, ¢ I b

WAY 0 VY b pdy ol

WWAY ddwl A sl s &o,b

daS

e plajen (1055 g (Ll (550 g5 @b Bl Sl o2l L ol 2 S50 Jelge g plyie caelyjdgm LS pol> adllas

Jlw 5 jysliS A oMbl I gaioss bl (gl c8)5 )18 Jidodi 5 425 )90 dpimCa i Gliwged olydss )l 55 (5)18) 35w

YL ol olyte )50 09 (oS 6k a5 0l )l zols b ooldiw] (blaid 51,8 anlas 3)50 (B3lal Cjgods 457 IVAY

A (gjy0 dgw @bl Jols claadl julol p dius 3oy B0 5 50l daw ol gy £)l5e 5l ds s VY g Sl o Ao yd

Gl oM 13 eS8 45 g el a5y o3l S adle VT pusle aija wol aja sl 03¢ sty S lime g e il (I pgews

o siood St p3Y Laulyd (35 oal3 cadlllas ol bl gy Bl o dgu (LS 2 oo stae g Cute ST (gl (g~ b0l

2 Fye oS Lodizzn (12l g lnosles aite panass & (l)sliS cub 5 gz 5 opte Sl & olipghiS Skl s pole]

A5 5l i g el las o olyae 0aiiS jdlo g 0aiSu)y
5 elaid! Gl a lp S Jeawe opl She Mg o)
Gy byl S5l eoaxe YD 4 (Kafi et al., 2002)
Sy Oligdod olul 1 090 0 (S 0s00 Glyie; Jgame
pic gyl Sy 2L g Jelge ol (s)g0 0 8)S
i cuslio ol 355 g5y 5o Jelge LS
» (Kafi et al., 2002) cwl slaidl Jaol 38,5 0500 4
390582 a5 (195 UsS slaasis 5l ()8 olyis s cuenl ]
Jesl o(55)liS &Y guame pluw L dwlds 4o ;.j <YL
& s gl il da] @l ol 5 lolbins,
Slplo drwg BLod jl iomen (65 yliS &Y gazs ol

Olplo Gilidl 4 pue ced Cunluw 4 a9 ) (&5 s

g anlgd o5)5laS (g yglsgm I8l cae

u_"-).)la.a.: 3% J.Lo cd)l.?é) dguw ‘d)5id9w ‘5.\.&15 Slols

LYRUFY

eelyr Plas (n et 5l (S e Camer (953059 A
3L 2)90 (BLS g ol (i Sy el > sy
g aelio Lol Blod 4 olie cuiS by opl 5 08l o
S slalande LB caen] ) 568 slacalls
=90 9 S5yl Jyaze (gl Olgisas ol
93l il Sl G game (p jd slofg ol s
opedes | Jlad g (252 (558 oLl B Lol

S i ol il e lyae ) sn S e ool

A yde Cay ol oyl yae ) 0aSiding gy byl ol )
1y oS ¢ gjy5lisS aaSils e gy5LiS Slatdl g 8> - ¥
(rezasfk@gmail.com : Jsius oty g —s)



IFAD Lo ) osleds F alr (ol yhe 6598 g caelyy 4y pis DY

s a Ko sS gyl ol digy ol 568 358 B pas
y13)55 50 S gl50 4 G 6V oLl ) o

4 plidl (Mubarik & Flinn, 1989) 16 5 ')Lge
oSt Clody 3 GhS @ plee ) 29 (2L (oS
T S0y g ohlS dlely a5 sl > Lo )] > S
g ul)_m 9 doyd AY Lo Oy sy D)9—o adbio )
ogMe bl 0 VWYV RS Joleo )i po (g3l &y aid ycanws
Jbidl aeMpass o slainl —oolaidl cla,gS oyl 5
9y = hluisl 4 o pis pas g (65,8 1 e ) &

Iy U556 g5 s 0,18 (Ogunniyi, 2008) ,LisS sl
Sal (e d9w @b (0055 L 4 o glacdbl 5 (S
—ebel o Sy Jdos sl LhBE Jae Sl g o0y
Qo W (SSS ol 5Ske (g5 0905 odlaiuwl (g0l
oy g BLS 365 g5 0lul cde o 0305l 3yl Cand 4
oEalS 69y 1 e Jlaed g e Sl gl wllusl &
S ol S0 dgu

asllls ,> (Nganga et al., 2010) Lo 4 LSS
Al d LS o b oS iy slaasly 09w oS
9 450 (OMuasd oomed Jolge uiod slaaidl sills
@S 3w S Jeyd g e Slgw 2D 2 as) e o5l
ol b duoyd £r dgw ol 1wSlee 0 lis ke (3l dgw
Jd @ &S cwl opl by & 105 )5 awlee do > VY B YS
¥ o dy90 L;Ubd.:w P 9390 panass g Ls“‘e u.:l)lfl;
D) O gl hoyd

(Olumayowa & Abidun, 2011) -Lgdgul 5 lgbleslsl
Sl gy dulie 5 (y g OhlaE o 290 (LU Ao 4

2 ol cdbl la g )lat po oy yo 315 dlge &85 g ol

8 ey Oliios sl oo pol ol sl (o) BB (5285 8
35 Oygme olS ml iy il cl 3)9
5 dlail Lmol K (cygl>e—w (Sabzevari, 1995)
oylg—o sy (o d9290 dgw SIS e o)y oyt
2945 53 GhIS Casls 4y (oolaidl (Y6 k585 4255 3590
1y Jslge g @lie (oleS e @ deld GlEl bl
Sl -Sen oy (a4 53 Bl e Cadgame (g1l
oS o5 Gl s L G5 it (2w g el £l
OB FS (93 D9 (2DLS gm0 b (6590 50 BT Sl
Sl s a3 Byl o)l sg2g e (5o d9sS
ar9) Solte Mys Jelge 55 9 iliie slaced b (fj)5lis
lio (2hLS S oill sl adgr &b 5,500, citen
lai dgw wls Jae jl eolaiwl 4 e yol cpl 1A Canas
Mubarik & ) 39 0 (s3do5 slaasly SIS 5405 jslaieds
[(Flinn, 1989

glol 29 2T oy 0,50 > 3Ly ©llllas
Lol cowl 48)3 &ygo gyl 5 S50 10 (65,5liS” &Y guas
@HST sy 2 ay 45 (gladllas ol (gl ) G
& by 3o oyl o 1 05 8L 3y i )l3e dgw
shSU Lile slo by, 5l o8 ud adhyy Slallls )
I8 Jebos g 4o )90 |y (6pgliS lisie Y guazes S5
5l a0,ke ldlas oyl .ol

216 3,005 yslaieds (Ali et al., 1994) 4, Ken ¢ e
e @Bl Sl e bl o) Jled )3 £)lje 39w
51 odalcandds jle 53,8 o3liwl (o)l dgw ey g Boluas
oS asb e ool g lol lajiio & bgype )BT
w5 oolae Jlyel (oo yhid ASGASS oyma o311 el ol
ol ol 42315 3,5l 39 LT s o 31 5, 0ltS

9 )L g9y 3l odlaiwl &S oy L (6)Ld) dgw @l 2SS0,



OF 4y uueCa i ol el 50 (gl sie ) caclys Sgm (25 3,597 2

Al e
k
INY, =B, +>_ B, InX; +¢ (v)
j=1

Jaie MxL o, Xi ol i asly aJgs Yi oY alal,
& 5 Joaome sloyially 5l MXL s Bipl i adgs (slaosles
oy Ao B0t (550 @155 3 ol s b Slowny e
3 Jie 32 93 (l (¥) Sl 02 JSit 5 93 ]
S9-bin 0l 33 Sy (glas Jae gycnli] ) %08
.(Battese & Corra, 1977)
&=V, -U, (¥)

Ol Sl aS cenl Jolate s5a Vi ¥ alayly o
e S5 5l p)s a8 elye 5l glae s ool
9 o (Sl L (Jlo s aaj b ez cnl cunlaasly
=hLS pace 4 bgyye Ui o (Vi~N(0,6%V) cawl o Luiby)lg
bl g 0950 Jold |y (oo Jalge o cunl lassly (26
el O il 5 e oSk L by oy iy
Ui~N(0,8%,)

1y @ 9y = Lagl 1y ol o lassly ol
-0l g & alasly sl g e b Ui o) 8 )
(ol jio jl 5Sm Ui el 550 Mg e 5 o
g > (8ly g 5l e 3ds B3l Sl Ui cnl ple
ador (uibly o gy slial cuslmodles Bpae | (e
by ¥atal) Ojgoas plosioe |y sjpe Wy @l sllas
:(Battese & Corra, 1977)
52 =6 +6; (¥)

se-laea, (Battese & Corra, 1977) 1,55 5 s
dayly Cjgods a5 Wdg0d Sl 7 el (8 L auslxe
ol dwle LB O

5 __ o
R i

1- Composed Error Model

35148 59 ol oaims Lis 45" el Cawddy o )3 FAF adlllas
ol deme b ()l o 1> wlide § panass ( ST o)
8l dales il o > YVE L llas o dgu

slayess 5l (Hoang & Yabe, 2012) b 5 KSlgn
plisty > OhLS g 29 LS 59y 1= ) haeeuns
135w 2l uShe a5 ol s )] ol 53,8
el sla)gS s rimen § Cusl 103 VO gy &30
soban |y 39 (LS s yie olS (sla (Shg L olyen
slag)low 153,8 flasie Lol aimd o puss (g)l5 dne
Jelge 5ol (Sagdl 5 ylol 026 «SB (ol alS
O‘)U@)—f 3 g u.@l_f Al o EURRVINS u]a.ocaw)
g 50

syt Sl 55 slalls yin o Sa) 4y 4y Ly
g oliss g0 S 2L 2 S50 Jolos g opgloges
B Cucnl asge (pl calises slal dalllas 1 ] 428,55
sbagbyy jl g Serre L aS 2)b b clplh 9) (w29
J.A‘?S 9 Lm.}._>|9 d g L;vl)lf ‘6)91‘39‘“ FYI “:A.u.’t.o ‘_;01;

235 )3 adllas 3590 Lassly d9w 2L 2 350

595 9 319
5 Omosee bwss ) sl sl (Bl sjpe Mg &6
<!y (Meeusen & van den Broeck, 1977) Sy o00ls

2L Sa (leidy Jso opl S il (8 Ll ess
) adblee ol M i S g alate SleMbl L adgs

pie Jy8 1yl Jelge 4 ag 5 pe 5l il 5l end

Do o 031> Cod

Y = (X, B)exp(s) ()
Canddy Vodarly o) datly (313 5l b w2) S (58,5 L



1FAD Lo ) osleds F al> (ol phe) 6y9ls g celyy 4 pis QY

S 35— 2D JhalS ay yoxie 933, S (o
5)lsbwl daw b5 > (Olumayowa & Abidun, 2011)
L8 LS Lnoliw 5 Waosleg (sl Sl o 39800 253
400 ol s wuto la byl (9y9] Canday jelaieds ]
0351 Guns sl (slanly g 358 o0 d8LS] D9 3lie
Olumayowa & )35 —o (5,=503ll (GM) (slasl
:(Abidun, 2011
GM(7)= Y (TR-TVC)=(>.QP-WX;) (v)
e Q (JS e daza TVC (JS el s TR ol o &
o3l Cad W o555 Jpamo s P oy Jpams
Al g0 03W5CE yuno 03lgs ylade X g
Cuod (58,5 )5 3 Ly 29w lise ST (G500 39w U
125 ©)gmedn & WS (o e Jpazte Cuesd 9 Mg Julgs
:(Olumayowa & Abidun, 2011) ¢l
7= 1(P.Z)ep(s) 0
Yons Jloy Censd Pi epll 5lg 005 Jloy dge m ] 3 oS
alox it g ayloy 5 eyl Ol Glrodlys Z daodlys
Uit -l a0 LS5 Vi g Uy 33 90 51 a8 s | Slanay
b o Ui N(1,8°U) ool u85bs b Jloys @i syl
b jj adaly 3okl sy asly 18 39w 2K
R g 0
()

PE = E[exp(—u,) + & | = E[exo(—& = > 5,W,,) +gi}

‘J»Mjl.) —gl_f u.svl) P)B 99 ‘u_ébtaf d)).a dgw @l) L)““""u
Py S plgisds Sobudl s g pdibdlasil 8 Sy Glgisas

orSshiie (LS p b 93l 45790, o 35l 1 g llasi

1 - Normalized price

pac e300 )b xe yl)ly ¥ ablsys b dolee
S el ol S oo syl ) Jae 3 ol STy LS
9y Cp (6ylEe g 01,5 Sygl (6, (gjlu S las ail )3
ey =0 @l i b ply 7SS e Jlasl ] S
LM g gy ol y s plod bl atily dgng Jio jo U
5 Sl pae JyuS i) Jelgs 4 bgye Agi slassly o
ot Sl (by) o (Jgens Claye Jolio (o)
sl s ) (Battese & Corra, 1977) 35 0 035 gus 5
[(Esfanjari & Zibaei, 2013) >,
o=l e 3o IMs ] s5a g0 opl S8 (golail glaio
Solite olg s sy o SUSE LB alen g3 opl &5
o=l sl sl oSl o ol S ol (o 2 i
a3l (Jondorow, 1982) l)LSan 5 55 ol> (som 5l Jos
Jesl Vi g Ui (el e g9y 1y b p ol a0 )5
el dnaloe 325k 1) bassly (sl (58 (L Jhme 5 2538

Cawl 003>

E(UiLgi)=5”5"[ f*(sA4/15) _giz}(?)

s |1—F=(ga/5) &

&b g 3l J&e o sy 4 F 5 & Jgojb 5

029 oS bbbl 1= % 9 8kl Jloy i

Bl (Jao slo el 4 bysye 5)l] bzl 365
ol i oleiiwy wShis la S gl jolwl
.(Jondorow, 1982)

Pl arass @IS 5 (S5 2L malie 39w b
9 B 65550 5 48 o oS 5 Mg 2oly (5gla9m il
015 (gl ptaS Al 4 A (5 S maena > s



B8 4y uueca i ol e 50 (ol sie ) cacly; Sguw (25 3,597 0

(mw Og-ed OliyelS (eleinl —o3ladl sla Sy
35 yo 5l Aol liue cde i 030l 5 5)aliS” Ay «Muass
—u_,.i’:)'yi dLmqu_f 2 eS b ladd sla s ¢yl poesd
OSob gyl dddlas 3 il Jlo Jsb 5> (g5
S 0 oolil _J15sliS el 5l s shis; gl s
oslaer gl dg Jlo gy il e gl (s lje (e
oz 5 o3l o3l _ols (¢, Saiged s, § ledl

0,5 duwle VY Jg0 8l ooliwl b diges

. 22NP(1—P)
d2(N —1)+ y*P(1—P) oY)

2
e N ogdbe liseb) a3 S (oljl 4y (¢lp
5oalawl s (+/+0) <8y an > i cdroly Cud Pednols

el Cawd 4 AV ply ges dluas SU 58 Jge b

O3 wgi £)l50 CuSllo Camdg 1ol &2595 ) Jgua
Table 1 -The frequency distribution of ownership of
saffron farms
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Table 4- The frequency distribution of the experience of

farmers
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Farmer experience (years) Number Percent
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10-20 28 35
20-30 26 32
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Age distribution of farmers-Table 2
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20-40 25 30.9
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Table 3- Distribution of farmers' education
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Table 5- Frequency of saffron farms based on cultivation area
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Area (ha) Number Percent
>2 18 22
2-5 43 53
<5 20 25
Total 81 100

Ol 5150 £l 13 Lodlys ;1 aliiuw] yl5m0 9 CuiS 15 banw Jawgio =1 Joa
Table 6- The average cultivation area and amount of input usage in different saffron fields
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Table 7- Hypotheses test of the frontier stochastic profit model
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Table 8 - Results of estimating the frontier profit function and inefficiency model

P 28U Jae P Sy dgw U
Variable Inefficiency model Variable Frontier profit function
bee Sl 20 1.58 bee Sl e 2.44"
Intercept Intercept
}»U’S o -1.02 Pyow 4 b _1.24*
Age of farmer Cost of pesticides
))9"“\‘5 4,50 _091** )K S9po i -2.03
Experience of Farmer Cost of labor
gl s -1.88 Erae ol i 146"
Farmer Education Cost of water
=hj ,\>|5- ojll 166" oYl pble m,m 147
Farm size Cost of machines
Attending the class extension Cost of fertilizer
el - 157 Sl >9§ Ay 1.93"
Ownership Cost of animal manure
Ol 35 o J el 221 A 0.23
Distance from city Fuel costs
Gamma 0.96™" Log Likelihood function -97.07
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**x ** * are indicating the level of significant in 1, 5 and 10 percent.
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Table 9- Distribution of profit efficiency saffron farms
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Efficiency range Frequency Cumulative frequency percentage
0-25 12 14.8
25-50 31 53.1
50-75 32 92.6
75-100 6 100
e 61.4
Average
b 91.1
Maximum
Jobe 16.7
Minimum
Sta-Dev '
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In this study, profit efficiency and its influence factors were analyzed using stochastic frontier
production approach and simultaneously estimating the behavioral profit model of saffron farms. For
this purpose, information from 81 farmers that were interviewed randomly in 2014 was used. The
results showed that the average profit efficiency of saffron farms was 61.4 percent and 51.3 percent of
saffron farms have lower profit efficiency than 50 percent. Based on the results of the frontier profit
function, pesticide costs have a negative effect on the profit of saffron farms and the cost of water,
machine, labor cost, years of experience, farm size and participation in promoting class are positive
and have a significant effect on profit efficiency. Based on the results of this study providing the
necessary conditions along with easier and cheaper access to modern equipment and also encouraging
farmers to use optimal allocation and reduce costs is an effective step to improve the profitability of
saffron farms.
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