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Figure 1. Geographical position of the studied area
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Table 1. The considered Indicators in the study of constraints of saffron production of households

b sl
(Indicators)

Sl
(Dimensions)
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Soil Quality, The availability level of water resources, Type Of available water resources (aqueduct, spring, etc.), Available
water quality, Climatic constraints, The severity of frostbite effects, Restrictions on land slope, Restrictions of altitude from sea
effects. level , Restrictions of the geographical aspect, The severity of the drought.
ey oM SzsS n &)l (9B 53U oLl G Jalad CbeS (e g 003l 5 2580 Sla) el gl Slge DL )0 4,5 i) sl lgils S i e
OlysleS Comezr (5o slle
The participation of rural households, Experience in the selection of suitable onion (onion quality and its desirability), The
on Shrinking land, The aging population of farmers. quality of the interaction between people, The impact of inheritance law.
Gl ol il Jpad ,5 JUnal slacus b 07 L 350 (53,5l (L2 & (s IS (S5 a3 sl Slge B 4 ie ke gl el sl
(g slacales 55l (a5 Jpame sl
Income from the production of saffron, The cost of buying raw materials, Labor costs, Access to required agricultural land,
employment opportunities in different seasons, The possibility of marketing for products, The impacts of government policies.

(o

(Environmental)
b=l
(Social)

&sLasdl
(Economic)

(Source: Research findings, 2014) .\ vay . s glasl, a5l
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Table 2. The considered Indicators in the study of livelihood level of households

(PYPERRS Slay!
(Indicators) (Dimensions)
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Access to required Land, Access to fertile land, Access to adequate water resources, Quality of
available water resources.
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(Natural capital)
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The amount of income, Percent of annual income of household from the proceeds of saffron (Financial
production, job Stable and income sustainability, Supporting financial institutions for borrowing in the capital)

necessary conditions, The purchasing power.
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Participation in rural development, Solidarity and trust in the village, Job satisfaction, Access to

required schools, Participation in financial affairs of village, Satisfaction level from housing, Access to
public transportation.
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(Social capital)
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Technical and professional skills in production, The marketing for products, The access to Technical, (Human capital)
professional and training classes, Family Health Status, The access to sanitary-therapeutic services.
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Access to tools and agricultural machinery, Access to Facilities and accessories of Welfare, Housing hvsical ital
Quality, Access to a private vehicle. (Physical capital)

(Source: Research findings, 2014)\vay . s sbeazdl a5l
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Table 3. The frequency of studied households according to the incomes rate of saffron in total annual incomes of

household
Aoy Slelyd Olyie s ol 4o sy
Percent Abundance The incomes Percent of saffron
7.8 28 (Less than 11) 1y 31 s
7 25 20-11
17.6 63 30-21
26.3 94 40-31
12.3 44 50-41
15.3 55 60-51
7.5 27 70-61
1.7 6 80-71
4.5 16 (More than 80) A+ 3l i
100 358 (Total) Js ao>

(Source: Research findings, 2014) \YaY (g.ixs slaasil :isle
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Table 4. The situation of significant factors in the constraints of saffron production in studied rural households
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Table 5. The situation of of villages according to constraints severity of saffron production

liwgy 5o dudgi cydgumo Loliwgy jo udgi Cudgume

Limitation of production in g U Limitation of production in buss, b
. Village - Village
the villages the villages
0.0307 (Kharfirozi) s;s,.8,l> 0.0360 (Younesi) .wigs
0.0393 (Sarideh) suy o 0.0320 (Mansouri) s yguaio
0.0400 (Solh abad) oL zLs 0.0333 (Ahang) &al
0.0300 (Mazar) ;s 0.0267 (Amiriyyeh) as s
0.0260 (Teyan) oLs 0.0333 (Zin abad) obT ¢y
0.0327 (Jazin) 5> 0.0307 (Fakhr abad s s
0.0273 (Rezaeiyeh) asls, 0.0353 (Chah faliz) ;JG ol
(Ebrahim sbT sual ! .
0.0307 abad) 0.0373 (Sardagh) &s yw
0.0325 (Mean) .,.Slo 0.0313 (Marandiz) yuifylb
(Source: Research findings, 2014)  \YaY . g0 glaassl 350
4253 G IS 1AV oo b sal e gl g i i slo,lse s dnlin j) ol s K3 8L 5|
b s oS 5 (paded il aiwg 4 g yiwd g Cod aallas 3,50 slaling, ;5 Cutime Cosslhs mhaws a4y Ly
plaisl 053 1) Coeal az)s (nieS 0V cayd O3 w3 G508 walye Gl sla sl a5 ams o oLis
(O JSL)ailosls

sel;o oGae 087 I A mount of incom
s ol 087 R /ob stable
Ay epal 087 I Purchasing power
Ao slasly coles 043 I  Supporting financial institutions
elol> (@1 4 eyines 066 I A ccess to fertile lands
S a0 4 (uryines 066 N A Ce5 to enough land
G ST 4 ey 066 I A ccess to enough Water resources
@ &lecoas 066 I Quality of available water resources
ofums 31 Cols; a2 054 Il satisfaction level from housing
3o T Al 4 eyiws (054 I ~ccess to public transportation
Uiy olyes 530! 50 oS L0 046 I Participation in rural development
Ly 50 olaist 3 Linan 046 P solidarity and trust in the village
Jes 3t eols; 046 NN (ob satisfaction
oole 4 euiyines 027 I A ccess to required schools
55358 Comer (£330 027 NSNS Azing POPUlation of farmers
Uiy (oo 530t 50 &S, L5 024 Il Participation in financial affairs of village
S s cnds 029 I Farily health status
Sl LAy 35150 4 eneyiawd 029 I Access to sanitary- therapeutic services
SalsT Jamaxe ol 193,029 I Marketing for products
Snne cnins 010 M Housing quality
s ddits Aoy 43 o yiwd 010 B Access to a private vehicle

Sl Cagllao gl (a0 7 ko a3 Ls (295 amslio 51 Jol> lagy59 B S
Figure 5. The coefficients obtained from the couple comparison of indicators related to determination of the
livelihood desirability level
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Table 6. The situation of the significant factors in the livelihood desirability of rural households.
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Table 7. The situation of of villages according to the livelihood desirability level
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Table 8. The result of Kendall's tau-b test in order to the study of correlation between saffron production
constraints severity and the livelihood desirability level
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Abstract

Nowadays, a big proportion of incomes of non-oil exports are obtained through the agriculture section.

Moreover, this section has a comparative advantage over other sections due to its high employment, not
requiring high-tech in various stages of production and less need to foreign exchange. Meanwhile, saffron as
the most expensive agricultural and medicinal product of the world with high revenue—generation compared
to other agricultural products plays a crucial role in the livelihoods of rural households. Therefore, the aim of
the present study is to assess the status of saffron production and its role in the livelihoods of rural
households of Bajestan Township. This research has employed a descriptive-analytical method and its
related field studies have taken place in two levels of village and households and the status of production and
the role of saffron in livelihoods of 358 households residing in 17 villages with a population of over 20
households as selected samples are investigated. In order to reach these goals, a wide range of economic,
social and environmental indicators matched with the situations in the target villages were identified. Also,
gathering of data in the sample villages and households is done based on the selected indices and through
guestionnaires. To analyze the data, the softwares of expert choice, SPSS, ArcGIS and the AHP model were
used. The results show that revenues obtained from saffron production is more than other revenues in 29
percent of the target households. Moreover the results of the study show that the final yield has been
increased during the last 10 years among 46.7% of these households and has been declined or not changed
during this period of time among the other households.

Keywords: Saffron production, Livelihood, rural households, Bajestan Township



