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This MS deal with the effects of different processing 
methods about the changes in amino acid profile of 
African yam bean (Sphenostylis sternocarpa). The 
present study indicated that total and particularly 
essential amino acids contents and amino acid 
composition of the flour samples changed by the 
processing methods. Among them, roasting enhanced 
the contents of amino acids in compassion to 
conventional cooking and microwave cooking. That is, 
it showed that roasting is the best processing method 
for maximum nutrients of S. stemocarpa seeds. It is 
useful for the cooking in household and the industrial 
application.  

I effected the correction in the reviewed 
manuscript. It is highlighted in the abstract and 
conclusion. 

 


