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4- Ministry of agriculture, forestry and fisheries
(MAFF)

5- Environmentally sustainability index (ESI)

6- Integrated pest management (IPM)
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1- Weighting sum
2- Backward stepwise analysis
3- Multiple linear regression
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1- Stepwise regression
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Table 1- Classification of research indicators and values
for group from 100 scores of sustainability index
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Table 2- The mean sustainability index of saffron agroecosystems in Birjand and Qaen
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Table 3- The average score of several indicators and sustainability index of saffron agroecosystems in Birjand and Qaen
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Fig. 1- Amoeba graph of the sustainability indicators for under study saffron farms
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Table 4- Frequency distribution (percent) under the study
saffron farms in both studied areas
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Fig. 4- Frequency distribution (%) consumption nitrogen fertilizer (kg.ha™) under the study farms in both Birjand and Qaen
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