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Extended Abstract

Background: Today, one of the most important challenges in Iran is the unemployment crisis of
university graduates, especially agricultural graduates. At the same time, the capacities of
agricultural development and employment in it are significant and abundant. Therefore, taking
into account the capacity of the agricultural sector in this country, the unemployment problem of
agricultural graduates can be solved by promoting entreprencurship. On the other hand, the
development of entrepreneurship is faced with various and different challenges and obstacles,
which are necessary to be identified and overcome. In this regard, it will be very important to
identify and explain the obstacles to agricultural entrepreneurship. Therefore, the current research
was conducted to investigate the views of agricultural graduates regarding the obstacles to the
development of agricultural entrepreneurship in the Kohgiluyeh region.

Methods: The statistical population of the present study was agricultural graduates living in the
Kohgiluyeh region (Choram and Dehdasht counties) in Kohgiluyeh and Boyer-Ahmad Province,
who were members of the Agricultural Engineering and Natural Resources Organization of the
province (N = 300). Among them, 140 people were determined as the sample size and selected
by the simple random sampling method. The data collection tool was a questionnaire containing
47 items based on the literature review and a pilot study in the region in the form of seven
dimensions, including market-economic, skill-individual, administrative-legal, inability to
recognize opportunities, support barriers, management, and contextual and in the form of a five-
point Likert scale from one (completely disagree) to five (completely agree). The content validity
of the questionnaire was examined and revised using the opinions of subject experts at Yasouj
University, the vice president of human resources development of the Jihad-e-Agricultural
Organization of Kohgiluyeh and Boyer-Ahmad Province, and top entrepreneurs in the agricultural
sector. The reliability of the research instrument was assessed through a pilot study conducted in
Basht County (outside the research community), where Cronbach's alpha coefficient was
calculated for various challenges, resulting in values between 0.705 and 0.854. The data were
collected, coded in SPSS23 software, and analyzed using descriptive and inferential statistical
tests.

Results: The obstacles and challenges of agricultural entrepreneurship in the Kohgiluyeh region
can be divided into seven categories, which are economic and financial challenges, support
obstacles, managerial obstacles, lack of opportunity recognition, contextual, individual-skill, and
administrative-legal ranked first to seventh, respectively. In addition, a higher than standard
average was obtained for economic and financial, personal-skill, administrative-legal, support
barriers, failure to recognize opportunities, managerial, and contextual barriers, which shows the
high agreement of the studied graduates despite the mentioned obstacles. Based on the results of
the Mann-Whitney test, no significant difference was observed between women and men in the
view of obstacles to entrepreneurship. However, the research results show a significant difference
between the education levels of agricultural graduates and individual-skill barriers. In addition,
no significant difference was observed between economic and financial barriers, support,
managerial, contextual, administrative-legal barriers, lack of recognition of opportunities, and the
education levels of agricultural graduates.

Conclusion: Food security in the country under the conditions of drought, water scarcity, and
cruel sanctions necessitates the development of entrepreneurship in the agricultural sector.
Notably, the primary responsibility for fostering entrepreneurship in this sector lies with its
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graduates; however, there are numerous obstacles and challenges to be addressed along this path.
Investigating the barriers to entrepreneurship among agricultural graduates in the Kohgiluyeh
region reveals a range of challenges in this area. The most significant barriers to entrepreneurship
for agricultural graduates, among the seven obstacles examined, are economic and financial
barriers, followed by supportive barriers; in contrast, administrative-legal barriers rank last.
Among the financial-economic components, the high costs of acquiring equipment and essential
supplies for agricultural businesses and the low profit margins associated with such activities are
considered prominent financial-economic obstacles. Additionally, the lack of interested and
specialized individuals to start businesses and insufficient skills and experience for launching
innovative enterprises are recognized as the main skill-related challenges. Furthermore, the
existence of an import mafia, along with unfair competition and complex, cumbersome
regulations within the realm of administrative-legal barriers, is significant. Moreover, the
inadequate provision of services by relevant organizations and the absence of necessary training
in this regard are deemed to be among the major supportive barriers. Weak management and the
failure to adopt strategic decisions for developing the agricultural sector have also been identified
as important factors in managerial barriers to entrepreneurship. The likelihood of idea theft and
fear of failure in starting and developing businesses among graduates further hampers their
engagement in entrepreneurial activities. Based on the research findings, it appears that
addressing the barriers to agricultural entrepreneurship in the Kohgiluyeh region could have a
positive impact on alleviating the unemployment issue faced by agricultural graduates. Given that
these obstacles significantly affect the entrepreneurship of graduates, it is essential to devise
educational and supportive programs aimed at enhancing individual and managerial skills,
alongside creating suitable economic and legal frameworks within the agricultural sector.
Ultimately, recognizing the substantial potential of the agricultural sector in Iran and the need to
promote entrepreneurship in this area can play a crucial role in the employment of university
graduates, particularly in agricultural engineering fields. The proposed measures could support
young entrepreneurs in establishing startups and creating sustainable employment opportunities.
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Table 2. Descriptive indices of variables
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Supporting barriers
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Management barriers
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Opportunity-recognition barriers
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Personal-practical barriers
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Administrative-legal barriers

« The range of the mean is from 1 to 5.
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Table 3. One-sample t-test analysis of the entrepreneurship situation in the agricultural sector
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# The range of the mean is from 1 to 5.
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Table 4. Ranking of economic-financial barriers based on the coefficient of variation (CV)

Rank (&% SD Mean b g oolaidl glo slaays
&5 Sy o p slxe il oke Economic-financial barriers’ items
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The high cost of providing basic equipment and essentials for agricultural business
5 025 101 416 $59liS d\.&ijbj@,ﬂ)& uld ol dow anils o YU aije
The high cost and low profit margin of activities related to agrlcultural activities
3 0.25 1.05 413 S leys sl Y Jlo e & (g 23 pis
Lack of access to the necessary financial resources for investment
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Unwillingness of the private sector to work in the innovative sector of agriculture
5 0.26 1.05 3.87 by SlacS i SVgasme b olokd 0 4l Judi pac ‘
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6 0.26 112 3.95 ity ey oSb (LBl S, ‘
Economic recession ruling the society and the region
7 028 1.09 3.95 532315 b sboylSTy a8 Vb (5pdpslas g S
The high risk and vulnerability of new agricultural businesses
8 035 127 3.60 adhia 13 3L5 5 2aeke (513, 392 ‘
The presence of many competitors in the region
- 0.17 0.68 3.98 emladl gle

Economic-financial barriers

# The range of the mean is from 1 to 5.
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Table 5. Ranking of personal-practical barriers based on the coefficient of variation (CV)
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Personal-practical barriers

# The range of the mean is from 1 to 5.
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Table 6. Ranking of administrative-legal barriers based on the coefficient of variation (CV)
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The long process of obtaining a construction permit in the agricultural sector
0.25 0.92 3.65 T

Administrative-legal barriers

# The range of the mean is from 1 to 5.
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Table 7. Ranking of opportunity recognition barriers based on the coefficient of variation (CV)
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Rank CV SD Mean Opportunity recognition barriers’ items_
1 0.19 0.83 3.39 $59S sl g S > jea 4 byl g sy alygly losyunly 340
Lack of innovative strategies to encourage students to participate in agricultural businesses
2 0.25 0.99 3.94 SighiS i )3 cnlia (i slacuc d 9
Lack of suitable job opportunities in the agricultural sector
3 0.29 1.07 3.74 $529LES iy ) 25290 ul"“’ slocuo b g5 p ) pac
Lack of competition on job opportunities in the agricultural sector
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Lack of an idea to start a start-up entrepreneurial business in the agricultural sector
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Lack of innovative solutions to create entrepreneurial opportunities in the agricultural sector
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Opportunity-recognition barriers

# The range of the mean is from 1 to 5.
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Table 8. Ranking of supporting barriers based on the coefficient of variation (CV)
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Rank CV SD Mean Supporting barriers’ items
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1 0.18 0.77 4.27 Failure to provide proper services by the Jihad Keshavarzi organization and other related
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Lack of support from family and friends to establish agricultural businesses
; 021 0.82 4.04 il e

Supporting barriers

# The range of the mean is from 1 to 5.
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Table 9. Ranking of management barriers based on the coefficient of variation (CV)
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Rank UC"'\“/"” )SD Mean ’ Management barriers’ items
(528L" sloonsl) 65yl yoome ol slag b (gl 55:5LaS” (io b Lo jo S0l (Sl )Ml g ) i
1 0.24 1.02 4.23 Weakness in the information system of the departments related to the agricultural sector regarding
agricultural idea projects (entreprepeurial ideas)
2 025 L.01 411 S5y3liS (i ) Cd it sl (60 y]) Olasewa 3531 pas g (b e Cind
Management weakness and failure to make strategic decisions for progress in the agricultural sector
3 026 1.00 401 S5l i sbacuglyl paseis pladb § (NS o pe sgw
Macro mismanagement and lack of identifying the priorities of the agricultural sector
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Not allocating a suitable place for holding agricultural start-ups in science and technology parks
0.23 0.88 3.95 AL e aile

Management barriers

# The range of the mean is from 1 to 5.
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Table 10. Ranking of context barriers based on the coefficient of variation (CV)

45 i g 0 Siro Bl oSk AL s gl slaayS
Rank CV SD Mean Context barriers’ items
1 0.27 1.02 3.87 b by gl SIS 8w (VL Sl
High probability of theft of agricultural ideas by others
2 028 1.08 4.04 $529WS” MoailIE )y )5 J g drwgs 5 (silloly p3 LSl oy
Fear of failure in starting and developing business among ggricultural graduates
9 )8 4 flos g (2 )8Ll5 ) G (e i 2929
3 0.30 1.20 4.05 Existence of negative mentality toward entrepreneurship and inclination toward
government work
4 0.30 1.06 377 bt )l o’ (sladizn) 13 Cadgine
Restrictions in new business fields
S 033 b s ey gy o S5 dymglaile oty B b (ol Jol
! ' : Unpredictable climatic factors, such as weather, rainfall, humidity, etc.
6 0.34 1.20 3.47 EghiS it by (g ke s Gl Cenlie
Low attractiveness of investment in agricultural activity
7 0.34 1.19 3.67 adlalo )3 (55,048 S g (g3lilel) (gl cuslio Loy 295
Lack of proper infrastructure to start agricultural business in the region
8 0.34 1.17 3.67 $539kiS oMl )6y 53 (0 L g, 26
Lack of entrepreneurial spirit among agricultural graduates
$i9kiS gedld oxial 39y il g Ug)S (5 lons 3929
9 0.35 1.30 3.71 The existence of COVID-19 disease and the uncertainty of the future of
agricultural activities
10 0.35 1.22 3.36 (SiaskS i 53 (LS Sl sl e )3 e 3908
Lack of land in the region to create entrepreneurship in the agricultural sector
1 0.39 1.27 2.42 il b, Jeaolg 3 SIS 05 5 Do pis
Lack of interest and sufficient motivation in the field of agriculture
SigkiS i > Jlnsbos 4 (g5)slas” (Measedl £)6 oS pas
12 0.40 1.30 3.44 The unwillingness of agricultural graduates to be self-employed in the
agricultural sector
- 0.20 0.73 357 AL ;e

Context barriers

% The range of the mean is from 1 to 5.
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Table 11. Comparison of the viewpoints of women and men regarding the barriers

sy ke
Z oyl &bl paw 9 0l Mean Rank Slge
Sig. (2-tailed) U 350 o) Barriers
Man Woman
-0.429 0.668 1958.00 68.71 66.44 oy ladl
Economic-financial barriers
-0.173 0.862 2005.00 66.27 67.41 e
Personal-practical barriers
-0.358 0.720 1968.05 68.49 66.16 B = bl
Administrative-legal barriers
-0.856 0.392 1867.05 63.41 69.03 M)B s @Lly P
0967 0334 1848.00 63.00 69.26 Opportunity recoghition barriers
[T [l
Supporting barriers
-0.886 0.375 1863.00 63.31 69.08 e
Management barriers
-0.378 0.706 1942.50 64.97 67.38 Sl

Context barriers

# The range of the mean is from 1 to 5.
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Table 12. Comparison of the point of view of different groups of graduates regarding the barriers

Glas) (ke
Z ol ¢ olixo s slas, Sk Mean Rank &lse
Sig. (2-tailed) Mean Rank Ayl goliss )8 sl )8 Barriers
Master’s degree Bachelor's degree
-1.273 0.203 1554.500 59.36 67.53 ‘.’JL’ J ‘9".“"3] .
Economic-financial barriers
-2.570 0.01 1303.00 53.08 70.36 Gl mp
Personal-practical barriers
-1.580 0.114 1490.500 57.76 68.25 Sl = )bl
Administrative-legal barriers
-1. . A ONNY K L e e
1.482 0.138 1505.00 68.09 o poibets gl e
-1.064 0.287 1585.00 60.13 67.19 Opportunity-recognition barriers
o [ogad
Supporting barriers
-0.301 0.763 1724.500 63.61 65.62 e
Management barriers
-0.877 0381 1580.00 60.51 66.25 e

Context barriers

« The Range of the mean is from 1 to 5
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