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1. Income (According to private price)
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. Internal 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- Net social 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

sl o N3 (Sl )8 Slao dy )3 (il )8
Index  Relative purchasing power parity  Absolute purchasing power parity
DRC' 0.82403 0.48
NPCO? 2.44771 1.34
NIPC’ 1.70 0.93
EPC* 3.00 1.64
NSP’ 743045.05 4034164.82

1.Domestic resource cost

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

4. Effective protection coefficient

5. Net social profit
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Table 5- Effect of cost changing on comparative advantage indicesof Saffron

AN PPN S T S 9139
- . | . e e . .
ol Wb Jm@” ol ol Pl cupd
Domestic . Nominal input Effective Protection RN
Saffron resource protection protection coefficient .
cost coefficient Net social

cost on output coefficient profit

30percent
enhanced
10330 0.82 2.45 1.71 2.99 743045

o33l
20percent

enhanced
10320 0.99 2.45 2.01 2.78 43179

ol
10percent

enhanced
T 0.91 245 1.85 2.89 393112

58
10percent

redused
a0 10 -v¥ v.¥o V. 0F AR Y-A¥AVA

aals
20 percent

redused
10,520 .55 Y0 VYA vy VFFYAN )

oels’
percent
redused 30
Jeo 30

ohals

+,0A y.¥o VYY ¥YY YYAYAYD




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

Ao Ve g Ve g Ve ojlulan lad jo by (o Cujo slopadld (g5 ain i e Sl oy Gl
Ao S, a i 5&)\”&;}[.6 o )y D05 Ay sl o Al jelaie Ll bl ]38l LS, 4 ialS

LNPC 23li uob 0 39 40 DRC [23ls laas ja yialS b ogd o dlande & Jado 10 &S jobo jlan

Jdauas aad o 7y auie Lials LNPIC (e3ls )0 Lials 34y Sl abl 6yt odly 3o s
399 EPCLasli 1 oialiil g)cSy ez ol | Lo il o 3l clole (slglo apm (08 i
).) J_Aol> @LS .w‘ 4;519').,.3:3 OL@?J‘ \c”’ ‘\“an “N”’ c\‘V” 5\A”c\“~” ){JL&A L: j)l é)j L;:..\MJ C.A{}A Lgl.m

ol 02l £ Jga

OIAE ) (ol S o SBaB LS G925y €55 i 1T g

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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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 comparative advantage. 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, government interventions has a positive effect
on production of this crop, so was supported from input 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
comparative advantage, Torbat Heydarieh.
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