Saffron Agronomy & Technology olrie) 6,98 5 el a0
Vol. 2, No. 1, Spring 2014, P. 59-74 O-YF 1 o VYT Sl ) o)l ¥ ol

Olae) Oyl g dd g omd Capp o p

YJ}.; d)&d)wU}‘w‘e;uﬁb

YTAY s YN h Gy AT g e VTl s b

LRVCCS

SUIAL 5 gjyslis’ cadiseo mlin aiinj 13 35290 (sladiusly 5 ULl & dagi b 4oy Slges ipslas
Ol (659l sl eaib s pglaon oMbl i odlitl byl 3uios )3 Cunl Jloys5 e €S (s (sl
i e 5 s A s e (o 4 VY el Lo (sl (28 5L el sl 5 (55, ol 5
ol Slplo (s Caze gy 4 ashl )3 g PAM sl Julo o 588 gDRE, (a3 Ll oolial L ey a5
(RSCA) (y)lste 00 )lKi] s o g (RCA) 000 )5l s o so (clapas i hysaie ol 40 a8 s aisly
NPC 23l 5b p uiomed Cal (o Coo shyld olyae ) W)gs 10 0oy lwseas sl lis pols .43,5 solitul
m e Sles Jgazma il 3l gl 03 0y bl 1 eaiiSudgs W g el B bl cund ) e Jgame ()L o
Uy 535 I ooz 5 ol 3,5 oo Jpans G s 50ty B sl 3 EPC s 51 v 39
Crio slume 93 30 5ub 1 (riomen Bl e Cue SYB aemp 5 elein] Lalls (g pslagu Cules)d D98 00 Coles
ol » Slplo (o Cojo Caglsl Gl G 4 (B g bkl (Il slaysiS Ve ¥V Y sl Jlo > sl s
Ololw Ay (g «(S9S Candg dgs slily 5> WIS @V 03938103351 ol (lyie s llo o Jlops il
sl slacoles alonjl p3Y CMgusadhl g dgame L)L 4 a5 Wlplo gladd ) Jiald can Sk o)
D9ad g0 gy

lite 00583l s o Saleosd BT s o gl Sl g il oy gl OlalS

A 5 ol et sliul 5 dgie wss b olKiils (63,5LES slaml o S Liils -
ke il o o (65,58 sl ey skl -

(arkarbasi2002@yahoo.com :J siuws s lows 5 —3%)



WWAY jlar o) ojleds oV ol (ol e (6 )5ld g el 5 @y a5 P

.

LV R
- e ool ] i e Slplo il B8l s Aol 4 HguiS  Sunly (ialS die; 1> Sloladl oy ere )
9 Gl CutS Do ¢ pre 5 Caxiuo «(6y5liS dlaidl alisee (sl jisy (o il pdaw islidl g Las sl
Axwgi A A gl Oygpd &S At olge g odlitul o slacud b 5l odlatul ¢ byl 3,8 B, cubls
dn gl gty doby > i e alplo (ies (Abedin & Askari, 2005) ks o who |y (s e Ol ol
slayiso o s BB g ows slacuie olod 3l (spuS0y00 b bl &S sl Lol Glaal s clain] (g0l
Aales  Sliwd Ul Gaa glaylil 40 3585 5 Jljole (slaylil bads (gl (50,4005 5 (M ¢ g0lasd] Calizes

..)y

The Islamic Republic of Iran Customs Administration, ) -)lyo] oMol (¢ yse0> SF5, Lol b

Gaind g Slodgs yly ai e lydlo )0 1) b oy (i 5 (65y5llS Y guace aisdS Wl B7(2013
o g bl Ul o o5l ola Junsly JuIs & cdimd oo y,3 15l o |y ise ol @l sl aSTgghelse g0l
oobl g a3l 59978 yieS i)l 9 M (i ) Wb by (599l 4 a8 [ Sl s5)5LaS cunlio S5
Dyes g Sl &Y aaxe le ;| (Ministry of Agriculture Jihad, 2013) (g;,5Lis sles <)l5 cule M
5 3ol sloml g (g5gliS (s ) (il BLodsl o ojagicmdge Jd 4 pliie o oo
23Sy (35S )i ol =l g 39 e (A LAl )3 e 9 S FBToLSIES lieds )9S sl a2 LB
3 (Trade Promotion Organization of Iran, 2013) gl,o) e, bbrden s lojls adb o ks 3 olyee;
5 035 axlye lisin SLagls U 8] dlosiz @ hies sl 5 255 slinlis 5,5 ol A ) 2
ol glojls i ¢lyde s oo cusliol 55, 30 olse cnnte 5 03 Jo5 gy sl o @l
~Coles o ler slaylil 2l RS e Sl fpel 4 (IS a0 pae lyie dise) )3 by (Sles
sl byl loysis’ sbcplesl (RLELATL war sld) Hoeks (olte ) canio jloads cuolia gl
Sty pasuie syl (bl 5 ol col gl (hulidl cle g ide) lw egias S,

ol odg U‘J"l 2 u\).o.c) d)lgw

ey (Trade Promotion Otganization of Iran, 2013) ol,0l & )los axwgs olojlu Hlol (olel y

2S5 (e Synieplyie; B IV B0 sl a5 U VYYD 390 )3 (S 5 daw b lpl yolig
a5 3 il P Ll b, 25 5o g 8o Sl i 53 SRS 5 S 5] e
g Sl blie 3Bl ol (lio oL ol e sl (5ygliS dng )3 0aiS 390500 elge Sl (S
aly8 3 lels e Ve dgus pols s 13 0Bl e 9 5 $95) Gl lalinl wiles Siiddes
S 9SS 5 p)5 2y > Logass (6 l3m 01+ Cunes 52355 oo Cullab e cutloy g cuils sesls
s 35 o 53 Jloyn & Glies o Ve S o e el ol e S il cul )3 558
3 baes 4 ¢ (Ministry of Agriculture Jihad, 2013) 1] o Cawd 4 (95, lulys 55 o] 05 W+ dg90
(Trade Promotion Organization of Iran, 2013) 355 o 3 g bl g s ¢ iSTy 0 ¢ \Lgy dbsbuwl



P Ole Slyolo g adgl (ol Cupe o)

9 OliygliS Sladl o1y ol (o8 by collb @ drg b ayae oy Gl b )3 glhie; W g Ghygm
YL e il 5 slié Sgs 39ma 51 S5 398 g5 g JSh 53 Comar )y )0 oy dilato Sl

ol blie p ylae ) cuiS s Coje gl p dslllas 0 s (Ministry of Agriculture Jihad, 2013)

sy 5 4y (65908 oS b dy ] Slplo s Caje gy g S

S 2lg Glixe 4y 5 bjly o Slidlo cdgi (525400 Capr (@2LaiBl ppe (glajline | (S (o o jo
sy bdihaie by jodS o as 3y o ol a e pl ol oS auie LYK G adg p ddleio S L eSS
Cso Y pame | ols 09,5 Mg > g sty A Jlse 500 £t 3 (o sl Slgd

(Haji Rahimi, 1997; Azizi & Zibaei, 2001).5,l>

Sorgld ()5l ol 5 ole (Slacd iy b g olo; Jobo )3 9 o bl g Aoy Slitel SG o S
Wl (oo Czjo il sl g JW S0d Jgame 4 Jpame jl 9, Sosdilate 4 ladhais jl ¢l
s Cojo S ygbas (Nori, 2001) ol 0y 5 (595 Ol 5. B9 clie 9290 J2o (lolse &
A s Caje ooy S )3 adlllas (ol 4 98 oo s Ol 3l 3 (g Calje 9 WP ) (oo oo &
olis; Slplo (s Caje oy p s 9 Sl odes dllale (g At CoF Gl ped )3 oliie Joae
il e

Olalles jisu pd ol sadplodl Hlas bla plo@ by s Coje dy90 13 (g3b; cladllas eST

Y (Page, 2002) S\, (Warr, 2002) s (Shahabuddin & Dorosh, 2002) i, 93 g cpdloled o5
(Fung, 2004) S (Huang et al., 2003) l)lkSes’y SSls (Mardones, 2003Lagos&) 555,ls o
1Se 9 Yool o (Saban et al., 2007) &l,LK 9 bl (Wurtenberger et al., 2006) ,\Kon g ,3 554
calies (gloyguiS (6550liS b g (i Y quacws | Sy s Coje w4 (Ayoola & Makinde, 2007)
CuiS s G o owyp G5alydgs dillles ) (Serin &Civan, 2008) ol g op oy cpicred A3y
03308y 5 ol SLo e (g2 ULl (el Cuje Sl 4S5 Kioly oLt 4S5 3 (55,9lS Y o
Azizi & ) Soj o s 580 Bh Oldllas sy )3 s e oo shy (5,84065 5550 53 Lol
Loyl dadllas gl 98090 (Julow ns cgio Jool 30 aST L 1y o)) e 1ol 3L (Yazdani, 2006
9 el Sblwginuglyls o) sol8) cyud Jg cunl Slpolo auws cuie gl olpl cuw Jaae oS ol lis
Iy ol by Slge g e s ¢ 3o (Shahnoshi et al., 2007) ) Ken ¢ beials .l bl
S5 395809 w20 e ¢ ol pAS (Sgild o o] 9> quad pAS ol bl )3 48 3l LS guls dges gy
5 A el s o 388 ] 508 Lagh 555 (sl jline olal 2 g MBS )15 s b Jgl 45
ey B wlio di e Jlee 5,8 L 1) saiSul gy sdee (slayliwl j3 phl Aed oud o je (Zare, 2008)

ol )53 0 s o 3l 5 bl (ol ybiwl 43 plol g5 gy ceuldl caliol baylyis 515U



WA Sl ) o)lads ¥ als clyhe (s ,slid g cuelyy ayis PY

lojg SUSGl 5 Ol o atso) 1 d9250 (sl Jruilty § CUSGl 4 4295 b (595, Glul S plisl (g5)5LsS

Olyte ) culiS Coonl g adhaie ) e dxine ClS ) o 4 do g bl 10508 0 e Jelde Gl (gl

2958 33 e Sldle (s Coje g paeco) )3 Glhhe) Jeame Mg i Coje adlas ol )3 S )
)5 515 gy 090

99, 9 3l

Oisu o=l 50 el Ghylg g Sllo g (655400 cps (eolaiBl mre slaylre I S 55 oo Cuje
Jlos gl g <l 485153 (50 dallas il Btn 4y (s sslaions | gk o o 5o
ooy 93)0 5 55 (ol Jlo S0l olie dvalone JUST 53 B djlo e 1B 1) (380 (il
(Zare, 2008) cuwl o0l V Jodo )3 (w5 yu yilo gyl ST bl Laleislin

ol Jalod gt ile LS L Y Jgua
Table 1- Structure of policy analysis matrix
Cost L

S N

Internal inputs  Exchange input S
. nternal INputs XCchange Inputs
Benefit P gemp Income Calculated based
e e
D/ Ci By’ Al (Lo S e
According to private price
Lol gldciosd o
H Gy F;° E{ T SR et
According to social price
Cglas
L2 K1 j.10 10 9
' * ! ' difference

1. Income (According to privatesprice)
2.Exchange inputs (According to private.price)
3. Internal inputs (According to private price)
4. Benefit (According to private price)
5.Income (According to Social price)

6. Exchange inputs (According to Social price)
7. Internal inputs.(According to Social price)
8. Benefit (According to Social price)

9. Income (Difference)

10. Exchange inputs (Difference)

11.dnternal inputs (Difference)

12 Benefit (Difference)
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1= Domestic resource cost

2- Nominal protection coefficient on output
3- Nominal input protection coefficient

4- Effective protection coefficient
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1-Netssocial profit

2- Purchasing power parity
3- Exchange rate

4- Wholesale price index
5- Consumer Price Index
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Table 4- Comparative advantage indices of Saffron
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1.Domestic¢ resource cost

2. Nominal pretection coefficient on output
3. Nominal input protection coefficient

4. Effective protection coefficient

5. Netsocial profit
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Table 6- Effect of exchange rate changing on comparative advantage indices of Saffron
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Table 7- Effect of world prices changing on comparative advantage indicesof Saffron
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Table 7- Result of export comparative advantage of Saffron
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Abstract

With due attention to facilities, and different potentials and sources in agriculture of Torbat
Heydarieh city, this region is suitable for cultivation and production of saffron._In this study
comparative advantage of saffron production in Torbat Heydarieh investigated<using, DRC
index and policy analysis matrix (PAM) during 2012-13. Also in this study/evaluated
comparative advantage of saffron export using RCA and RSCA index. The Results showed
that saffron production in Torbat Heydarieh has a comparativeradvantage. According to the
NPC price index is higher than market price and so producers benefited from subsidies and
market support. According to the EPC standard, governmentsinterventions has a positive effect
on production of this crop, so was supported fromsinput and.production markets this crop. In
result, NSP index was positive in all sectors. Results of these two indexes showed that Iran,
Spain and Greece had preferences on export relative advantage in the world during 2004-2012.
While value added of Iran saffron export is not considerable, therefore, for improving this
condition, joining Iran to the WTO in order to reduce tariffs on exports, paying more attention
in marketing and supplying necessary facilities such as foreign exchange support in the country
was suggested.

Keywords:Policy analysis matrix, Revealed comparative advantage, Revealed symmetric
comparativeadvantage, Torbat Heydarieh.
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