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Abstract

In Iran, rice is considered an essential commodity and one of the most basic necessities in lranian
households® consumption basket, ranking as the second most important food item after wheat in domestic
consumers’ commodity basket. The present study examines the market structure of Iran's imported rice
and India’s exported rice (as Iran’s largest rice supplier in recent decades) using concentration ratio and
Herfindahl-Hirschman indices from 2003 to 2022. The results revealed that Iran’s rice import market
exhibited an oligopolistic structure with dominant firms from 2003 to 2011, while consistently showing a
dominant firm structure from 2012 to 2022. Conversely, India's rice export market to Iran progressively
became more competitive throughout the study period. These findings suggest potential challenges for
Iran's future food security sustainability, which could be addressed through measures such as diversifying
rice import sources and negotiating trade agreements with India.
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Figure 1: Amount of production and import of rice in Iran during the years 2003 to 2022
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Continued table 2- The structure of Iran's rice import market
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Table 4- Indian rice export market structure
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