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	The research contributes two variants of PSO, such as GP-PSO and Dual-Binary PSO. Both concepts are used for evaluating the rate of convergence of PSO algorithm.
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	The current position of the i − th particle is represented by Xi = (xi1 , xi2 , ..., xiN ), and the current velocity is Vi = (vi1 , vi2 , ..., viN ). This sentence is repeated two times in Section1 , page 2.
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