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Mean with similar letters in each row are not statistically significant (LSD test)

om0 el 0yl 4y 3o om0 el 0,1 4y 3o "
Land rental cost c Land rental cost < ooy sl oylol iy 3o
Y AN Land rental cost
C b a

/A3l

e gl aiy 3o
Variable costs
ALY

o /e 3 L.
ko gl a3

Variable costs .
YA Variable costs

25

450 (T 9 (IS (@ Sty 25 (A1 1S (S 2 53 dnols Agi (Sl 3 oo =) JSS
Fig. 1- Contribution of okra production costs in cultivaton systems:
a) Under plastic, b)Mulch and c¢) Open field

YA



wedpols W3 CilliSee 5L s 65UaiBl Juloss

g PYIFO AN oS A Aoy G SL S
Dol s ay LS o Lo sk YANY
Sy ymy St 50 0l ST A e o e

CiaS Glapin ;o a b o g o J S A 5e
il e A ae 5 s i SLS S bl

)l S )b Jl_>) uj—'l'-" fA/VYI 9 VA/QV A ’Y‘/’ \

sloaue g i ol o aS 04 b e 00
L_" d._m.:LM )Q J 1)L) K Xy (_ng[«"

B
aiozp dn byoye leatie ol 48 Clae)te (slad
ool yiion 5L 9550 LS (59 g B pas

(Almasi et al., 2011) ;| )LSen o —wlodl laasl
ool—ps (85,55 A Sakiae A S o)ls Sl Sren

S F—iiom adgi a3 0ol oS (65,0L8S A Cois

el o0 duw.)l?bo

o dwbady |5 slba e ¥V S 3illae
l_; K “ . "3 ‘5"..

7

A4S d e300 9 eSS plaw 0 |5 sloa e
e Sy 090 YU 5l 5L oSl e o] Jo
READWOURIPR I S LSV TS UL PR SLIA S SO
i )0 5 slod 5 0Ll ac e g GinSLS
CdS d Comud 00h S 55 Jdo Wy 55 gy ST

L§L‘”4—;-.'.)""’ Q‘}—:—" sl 00 fin dc 0 4

UVRC WY PRUVINL Y SRS

% Under plastic Su i = Mulch s> MOpen field ;b slas

120

hectare) =
2 o ® O
o o o o

USSR 50 JUy (gulan) juitio 9 JS 4y 30
N
o

Total and variable cost (million Rials per

o

Total costs Js au 3o

Variable Costs o glb a3

dnoly CuiS liseo (g piumw 10 JS g it s 3 (1Sl - JSG
Fig. 2- Average variable and total costs in different okra cultivation systems
W 00,0 B a0 (I gine lis LSD (ygasl S 5l alie By s slagreSibio (5 2 50
Mean with similar letters in each column are not statistically significant (LSD test)

2011)

(Rezvani-
a5 o5,ls JlgSxen Moghadam et al,
g 00l J S lalaswe o ayie alls 5 (515
Gllae ol i g slad 4 cas (slaslls

lyody o d e o fe i 0V Joo >

4

O 45 9o o QLAY Jear g ¥ S ol

5 PRS LS Sy aeiS 0 JS slea e
59,00 052 (gl ixe IS (g Lol L 5l ae e
Sl jlaie (a8 iglas 50 Sl 0 atse
bz Jods 4 wslgi oo el ol vy o0 5

LS i )3 (B —an lmosly iy




PY_E0 (ol YPAQ (il 5 ke /VE 0yl /1) i/ (5559 UiS (ygmndl 150 g Wriloliw Coligions

i eSS ccaS o 1S aal e el L
dalyo ol dl ol s sglae e oS o U5 el
o3 g alpgs 0 ) Shoe (39— SV 0Slgs 0 5
OLis aiman Gt @l il ol 5L (39,8
i iS5 s SIS s 45 as e
5 St e aS sl el

7

by S

oa i3S wmlis b oo o) (sloasl L glac 5
(Mehrabi-  ool; ] 9 (sobl i ol o0 Sl iiios

5 Boshrabadi & Zeynalzadeh, 2008)

(Rezvani-Moghadam et ||l Sen 5 podege—o>,

Y g ame alaaS a S o Jlg>enal, 2011)

°3)—?4—3CA-¢—MJL§‘=\_§H§30\ "~J17'"<L" (Y
ad o ;i 5l 5l gldd o s ot Y5 s

ALl g e goladl

< Y le.lbr SO fd)‘b )l_';SJb )b Jl_a) 09_».L~o

Dl 8 o glaa S, o ac0 9 e SLS

ClS 50 5 ey Sl o)l Ao lade o iy
D9 go oS Sl
aol s’ golaidl gld sl (o)

SeitS o anel ady JS el ¥ Jgae ille
S A a0 g (S LS (S
=S o Jloy ek VY2 /FA 9 VFO/PY FAV/TY
JS5 ol aes o las ¥ Sl .l sl s
oo 5l it Sy 5y S 50 asl 0y
Sl )i g Sl ciS o el aJys S
st st g 5, Shos 31 (36 el ol S

O Jsame by 10 s (B9, 8 Ceadd g Jeame

dnoly gl WS (L el )3 (SUAB (glapad Ll Y Joua

Table 2- Economic Indices in Different Okra Production Systems

| . . - JB s . ){) .
SR a5 R i i Economic Indicators
Sig. Open Field Mulch Under Plastic
OGS b, Genkes ) JS 45
0.00%* 48.73a 78.57b 103.01c 50 Jb 05l S 25
Total cost (million Rials per hectare)
LSe b, ¢ B 35l
0.00%* 110.68¢ 165.23 381.44a OES2 2 Jb) 0selee) A6 255
Gross value (million Rials per hectare)
(LS L, ) RL
0.00%* 72.55b 101.98b 300.58a 52 Jl 0selee) AL 05
Gross profit (million Rials per hectare)
LS L, o >
0.00%* 61.94b 78.06b 278.44a S22 Jl) 05l ) Al 05
Net profit (million Rials per hectare)
. S LR RVILREI
0.00 2.28b 2.15b 3.70a
Benefit-Cost Ratio
ol 5lSe (sl o el
0.00%* 10.58¢ 6.79b 4.55a O SRS 2

Mechanization cost index

o sire Bl 595 g ao,0 B sy ) Jleis| mlaw )8 (55ls ge i 5 4 NS G

ER

5105 oy O s )0 (5,00 sire iglis LSD 5031 Ll 5l aslie gy b (slonSilee cays ) 0 00

*** and ns means significant at 5%, 1% and not significant

Mean with similar letters in each row are not statistically significant (LSD test)



ooy g5 il gLt (5L ol

Kl Mulch Jigusts

[d Open Field a3

b

N\

Il Under plastic <oy )
450
a a
a8
-
1 c
38
3 E 300
559
25§
{1 b
3¢
28 150 3
25 N
g2 \
33
Q>
8
o
0
Gross value Js iy

Gross profit palldli 3 gu

ClS i dw 33 dnoly dlgi (AIBU dgw g JS ol 5 (il - JSWS
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Abstract

Farmers usually are seeking some ways to increase their crop yield and consequently their
income. One way is following off-season crop production system. Due to the large area under
cultivation of okra in Khuzestan province, this study aimed to evaluate different production
systems of okra including: plantation under plastic, plantation under plastic mulch, and
plantation in open field. Required data were collected using face-to-face questionnaire from 120
okra growers. The highest amount of net profit (287.44 million Rials’/ha) was obtained in
producing okra under plastic. Net profit for plantation under plastic mulch and in open field
were 87.06 and 61.94 million Rials per hectare respectively. Benefit-cost ratio in okra plantation
under plastic, (3.7) was significantly greater than that in open field (with a ratio of 2.28) and
under plastic mulch (with a ratio of 2.1). The highest amount of production cost (103 million
Rials per hectare) was obtained in okra planttation under plastic. Producing okra under plastic
mulch and in open field were in the next ranks with 78.5 and 48.7 million Rials per hectare
respectively. Mechanization cost index in open field with 10.6 percent was significantly greater
than that under plastic mulch (6.8%) and under plastic (4.6%)

Keywords: Benefit-Cost Ratio, Income, Plastic, Mechanization Cost Index
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