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Abstract In this paper, we introduce a descendant of φ-fixed points, naturally termed as
φ-coincidence points. In follow, we present a φ-fixed point theorem and a φ-coincidence point
theorem, via b-simulation functions, in the turf of b-metric spaces; subsequently, we provide
some interesting examples using MATLAB. As a closure, we give an application, in the field of
quantum mechanics, to ensure the unique existence of a coincidence quantum state for
two quantum operations on the Bloch sphere.

1 Introduction

In recent decades, many fixed point results are obtained, by extending Banach contraction,
using control functions, to a general setup. Khojasteh et al.[13] posted the notion of simulation
functions, which is one of the renowned class of control functions; the notion is later modified
by Argoubi et al.[1] in 2015. Bakhtin[4] developed the notion of b-metric space to investigate
pattern matching problems; the first ever fixed point theorem, in this setup is proved by
Czerwik[9].

Bota et al.[7], Demmaa et al.[10], Babu and Mosissa[3], and Zada et al.[17] are some others,
who posted certain significant works in the context of b-metric spaces. In 2013, Samet et al.[16]
established that fixed point results on partial metric spaces can be derived directly from the
results in metric spaces, using a new lower semi-continuous mapping ϕ : X → [0,∞). Later,
Jleli et al.[12] extended the results of Samet et al., by proposing the concept of ϕ-fixed points.
The notion of ϕ-coupled fixed point is defined and discussed by Fan et al.[11].

Quantum mechanics plays a vital role in cryptography; it enables two communicating
parties to detect whether the transmitted message has been intercepted by an eavesdropper. In
the domain of quantum theory, a unit of quantum information is known as a qubit, which can be
represented by a point on a sphere of unit radius called the Bloch sphere; a self mapping on the
Bloch sphere is often referred as a quantum operation. Many significant works are carried out,
in finding the conditions that ensures the existence of fixed states of certain quantum operations
(see [2, 5, 6, 8, 15, 18, 19]).

In section 2, we give all important prerequisites to go through the theory. In section 3, we
define the notion of ϕ-coincidence point; after that we present a ϕ-fixed point theorem and a
ϕ-coincidence point theorem via b-simulation functions in the domain of b-metric spaces; further
we present some interesting examples, using MATLAB, in order to validate our results. In
section 4, we apply the theory, to attest the unique existence of a coincidence quantum state of
two quantum operations on the Bloch sphere.

2 Preliminaries

We start with the definition of a ϕ-fixed point. Let f be a self mapping on S and let
ϕ : S → [0,∞). An element u ∈ S is said to be a ϕ-fixed point[12] of f if f(u) = u
and ϕ(u) = 0.
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Definition 2.1. [9] Let S be a nonempty set and b ≥ 1. A mapping ρ : S2 → [0,∞) is called as
a b-metric if it satisfies

(B1) ρ(u, v) = 0⇔ u = v;
(B2) ρ(u, v) = ρ(v, u);
(B3) ρ(u,w) ≤ b[ρ(u, v) + ρ(v, w)],

for all u, v, w ∈ S. The pair (S, ρ) is called a b-metric space.

Definition 2.2. [1] A simulation function is a mapping ζ : [0,∞)2 → R that satisfies:

(1) ζ(µ, ν) < ν − µ, for all µ, ν > 0;
(2) if {µn}, {νn} are two sequences in (0,∞) so that

lim
n→∞

µn = lim
n→∞

νn = l > 0,

then lim sup
n→∞

ζ(µn, νn) < 0.

Definition 2.3. [10] Let b ≥ 1. A b-simulation function is a mapping ζ : [0,∞)2 → R that
satisfies the following conditions:

(ζ1) ζ(µ, ν) < ν − µ, for all µ, ν > 0;
(ζ2) if {µn}, {νn} are two sequences in (0,∞) so that

0 < lim
n→∞

µn ≤ lim inf
n→∞

νn ≤ lim sup
n→∞

νn ≤ b lim
n→∞

µn <∞,

then lim sup
n→∞

ζ(bµn, νn) < 0.

Example 2.4. Let b = 2 and let ζ : [0,∞)2 → R be defined as

ζ(µ, ν) =

{
ν
2 − µ if (µ, ν) ∈ [0, 1]× [0, 1];
ν

2ν+1 − µ otherwise.

Then clearly, ζ(µ, ν) < ν − µ. We wish to show that, ζ is a 2-simulation function. For, suppose
{µn}, {νn} are two sequences in (0,∞) so that

0 < lim
n→∞

µn ≤ lim inf
n→∞

νn ≤ lim sup
n→∞

νn ≤ 2 lim
n→∞

µn <∞.

If ζ(2µn, νn) ∈ [0, 1]× [0, 1] except for finitely many n, then

lim sup
n→∞

ζ(2µn, νn) = lim sup
n→∞

(νn
2
− 2µn

)
= lim sup

n→∞

νn
2
− 2 lim inf

n→∞
µn

< 0.

On the other hand, if ζ(2µn, νn) /∈ [0, 1]× [0, 1], except for finitely many n, then

lim sup
n→∞

ζ(2µn, νn) = lim sup
n→∞

(
νn

2νn + 1
− 2µn

)
= lim sup

n→∞

νn
2νn + 1

− 2 lim inf
n→∞

µn

< 0.

Finally, suppose there exist subsequences {ζ(2µni
, νni

)} and {ζ(2µnj
, νnj

)} such that
{ζ(2µni

, νni
)} ∈ [0, 1]× [0, 1] and ζ(2µnj

, νnj
) /∈ [0, 1]× [0, 1]. Then we have

lim sup
i→∞

ζ(2µni , νni) < 0 and lim sup
j→∞

ζ(2µnj , νnj ) < 0,

which in turn implies that lim sup
n→∞

ζ(2µn, νn) < 0, as desired.
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3 Main results

We start this section, by proving a ϕ-fixed point theorem involving b-simulation functions, in the
context of b-metric space.

Theorem 3.1. Let f be a self map on S. Let ϕ : S → [0,∞) be bijective and ζ be a b-simulation
function so that

ζ (bρ(u, f(u)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) ≥ 0, for all u, v ∈ S. (3.1)

Then f has a unique ϕ-fixed point.

Proof. Let u0 ∈ S. Then ρ(u0, f(u0)) ∈ [0,∞). Since ϕ is onto, there exists u1 ∈ S such that
ϕ(u1) = ρ(u0, f(u0)). Likewise construct a sequence {un} so that ϕ(un) = ρ(un−1, f(un−1)).
Then from the contractive condition (3.1), we have

0 ≤ ζ(bρ(un, f(un)),max{ϕ(un), ϕ(un)}) = ζ(bϕ(un+1), ϕ(un)).

But by (ζ1), we have ζ(bϕ(un+1), ϕ(un)) < ϕ(un) − bϕ(un+1), which in turn results that
bϕ(un+1) < ϕ(un). Also since b ≥ 1, we have

ϕ(un+1) < bϕ(un+1) < ϕ(un).

Thus it is clear to observe that, {ϕ(un)} is a decreasing sequence that is bounded below by 0 and
hence it has to converges to some limit l(say).

We wish to show that l = 0. Suppose not, that is l 6= 0, then by the contractive condition
(3.1), we have

0 ≤ ζ(bρ(un−1, f(un−1)),max{ϕ(un−1), ϕ(un−1)}) = ζ(bϕ(un), ϕ(un−1)).

Now by taking lim sup
n→∞

on both sides, we get

0 ≤ lim sup
n→∞

ζ(bϕ(un), ϕ(un−1)),

that contradicts (ζ2) and hence l = 0. Therefore

lim
n→∞

ϕ(un) = 0.

Sequentially, since ϕ is onto, there must exists u ∈ S such that ϕ(u) = 0. Thus all that it
remains to prove that f(u) = u. Now by using the contractive condition (3.1), we get that

0 ≤ ζ(bρ(u, f(u)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(un)}) = ζ(bρ(u, f(u)), ϕ(un)).

Further, by using (ζ1), we have bρ(u, f(u)) < ϕ(un), for all n. Hence by letting n→∞ on both
sides, it is easy to see that, bρ(u, f(u)) = 0 which in turn implies that f(u) = u. Now suppose
u′ is an other ϕ-fixed point of f , then we have ϕ(u′) = 0 and f(u′) = u′. But since ϕ is one-one,
we have u = u′ as desired.

Corollary 3.2. Let f be a self map on S. Let ϕ : S → [0,∞) be bijective and ζ be a simulation
function such that

ζ (ρ(u, f(u)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) ≥ 0, for all u, v ∈ S.

Then f has a unique ϕ-fixed point.

Proof. The proof follows trivially, by letting b = 1 in Theorem 3.1.

Corollary 3.3. Let f be a self map on ρ. Let ϕ : S → [0,∞) be bijective such that

bρ(u,f(u))∫
0

ψ(x)dx ≤ max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}, for all u, v ∈ S,

where ψ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is a mapping so that for every ε > 0,
ε∫

0
ψ(x)dx exists and

ε∫
0
ψ(x)dx > ε. Then f has a unique ϕ-fixed point.
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Proof. The proof follows obviously, if we let ζ(µ, ν) = ν −
µ∫
0
ψ(x)dx in Theorem 3.1.

Example 3.4. Let S = [0, 1) and let

ρ(u, v) =
|u− v|2

|u− v|2 + 1

be a b-metric. Then clearly (S, ρ) is a b-metric space, where b = 2. Let f : S → S be a mapping
defined by

f(u) = u2, for all u ∈ S
and ϕ : S → [0,∞) be a mapping defined by

ϕ(u) =
20u

1− u
, for all u ∈ S.

Then ϕ is bijective. Now if we let

ζ(µ, ν) =

{
1 if (µ, ν) = (0, 0);
ν
2 − µ otherwise,

then clearly ζ is a simulation function. We claim that f , ϕ and ζ satisfies the contractive condition
(3.1). Suppose both u and v are equal to zero, then we have

ζ (bρ(u, f(u)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) = ζ(0, 0) = 1 ≥ 0.

If both u and v are not equal to zero, then we have

ζ (bρ(u, f(u)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) = ζ

(
2|u− u2|2

|u− u2|2 + 1
,max

{
20u

1− u
,

20v
1− v

})
=

1
2

max
{

20u
1− u

,
20v

1− v

}
− 2|u− u2|2

|u− u2|2 + 1
.

Figure 1.

Therefore, from Fig. 1, we can conclude that

ζ (bρ(u, f(u)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) ≥ 0.

Sequentially, if we let u = 0 and v 6= 0, then we have

ζ (bρ(u, f(u)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) = ζ

(
0,

20v
1− v

)
=

10v
1− v

≥ 0.
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Similarly, suppose we let u 6= 0 and v = 0, then

ζ (bρ(u, f(u)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) = ζ

(
2|u− u2|2

|u− u2|2 + 1
,

20u
1− u

)
=

10u
1− u

− 2|u− u2|2

|u− u2|2 + 1
≥ 0

as desired. Therefore, by Theorem 3.1, f has a unique ϕ-fixed point 0 ∈ S.

Note that, if we exclude the condition that ϕ is one-one in the hypothesis of Theorem 3.1,
then the inference that “ there exist a unique ϕ-fixed point" in the theorem becomes questionable.
We justify our claim through the following example.

Example 3.5. Let S = (−∞,−1] ∪ {0} and let ρ(u, v) = |u − v|2 be a b-metric. Then clearly
(S, ρ) is a b-metric space, with b = 2. Let f : S → S and ϕ : S → [0,∞) be the mappings
defined by

f(u) = u and ϕ(u) =

{
0 if u = 0
u4 − 1 otherwise.

Then ϕ is not one-one. If we let ζ(µ, ν) = ν
ν+1 − t, then clearly ζ is a simulation function.

We claim that f , ϕ and ζ satisfies the contractive condition (3.1). Now suppose u = 0 and
v = 0, then

ζ (bρ(u, f(u)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) = ζ(0, 0) = 0.

If u 6= 0 and v = 0, then

ζ (bρ(u, f(u)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) = ζ(0, u4 − 1) =
u4 − 1
u4 ≥ 0.

Suppose u = 0 and v 6= 0, then

ζ (bρ(u, f(u)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) = ζ(0, v4 − 1) =
v4 − 1
v4 ≥ 0.

Finally, If u 6= 0 and v 6= 0, then

ζ (bρ(u, f(u)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) = ζ
(
0,max{u4 − 1, v4 − 1}

)
=

max{u4 − 1, v4 − 1}
max{u4 − 1, v4 − 1}+ 1

≥ 0.

Thus we have
ζ (bρ(u, f(u)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) ≥ 0

for all u, v ∈ S as desired. But it is easy to see that −1 and 0 are ϕ-fixed points of f .

Further, we note that, if we exclude the condition that “ϕ is onto" in the hypothesis of
Theorem 3.1, then the existence of a ϕ-fixed point becomes questionable. We justify our claim
through the forthcoming example.

Example 3.6. Let S = [0, 1] and let ρ(u, v) = |u − v|2 be a b-metric. Then clearly (S, ρ) is a
b-metric space with b = 2. Let f : S → S and ϕ : S → [0,∞) be the functions defined by

f(u) =
u

2
and ϕ(u) = u+ 1,

then clearly ϕ is not onto. If we let

ζ(µ, ν) =
ν

2
− µ, for all µ, ν ∈ [0,∞)
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to be the simulation function, then

ζ (bρ(u, f(u)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) =
1
2

max{u+ 1, v + 1} − 2
∣∣∣u
2

∣∣∣2 ,
for all µ, ν ∈ S.

Figure 2.

Therefore, from Fig. 2, it is visible that ζ (bρ(u, f(u)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) ≥ 0 for all
u, v ∈ S, whereas f has no ϕ−fixed point.

Definition 3.7. Let f, g be two self maps on S and let ϕ be a mapping from S to [0,∞). An
element u ∈ S is said to be a ϕ-coincidence point if f(u) = g(u) and ϕ(u) = 0.

Theorem 3.8. Let f, g be two self maps on S. Let ϕ : S → [0,∞) be onto and ζ be a b-simulation
function such that

ζ(bρ(f(u), g(v)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) ≥ 0 for all u, v ∈ S. (3.2)

Then f and g have a ϕ-coincidence point. In addition, if either f or g is injective, then the
existence is unique.

Proof. Let u0 ∈ S, then ρ(f(u0), g(u0)) ∈ [0,∞); also as ϕ is onto, there exists u1 ∈ S such
that ϕ(u1) = ρ(f(u0), g(u0)). By continuing the argument repeatedly, it is easy to construct a
sequence {un} such that ϕ(un) = ρ(f(un−1), g(un−1)). Now by using the contractive condition
(3.2), we have

0 ≤ ζ(bρ(f(un), g(un)),max{ϕ(un), ϕ(un)}) = ζ(bϕ(un+1), ϕ(un)).

Further, by using (ζ1), we get that 0 ≤ ζ(bϕ(un+1), ϕ(un)) < ϕ(un)− bϕ(un+1), which implies
bϕ(un+1) < ϕ(un). Also since b ≥ 1, we have

ϕ(un+1) < bϕ(un+1) < ϕ(un).

Thus it results that {ϕ(un)} is a decreasing sequence of real numbers that bounded below by 0
and hence it converges to some limit l(say).

We wish to show that l = 0. Suppose not, that is l 6= 0, then by the contractive condition
(3.2), we have

0 ≤ ζ(bρ(f(un−1), g(un−1)),max{ϕ(un−1), ϕ(un−1)}) = ζ(bϕ(un), ϕ(un−1)).

Sequentially, by taking lim sup
n→∞

on both sides, we get

0 ≤ lim sup
n→∞

ζ(bϕ(un), ϕ(un−1)),
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which contradicts (ζ2) and therefore l = 0. That is,

lim
n→∞

ϕ(un) = 0.

Now since ϕ is onto, there exists u ∈ S such that ϕ(u) = 0. Here we claim that f(u) = g(u).
By using the contractive condition (3.2) and (ζ1) consecutively, we have

0 ≤ ζ(bρ(f(u), g(un)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(un)}) = ζ(bρ(f(u), g(un)), ϕ(un)})

and
bρ(f(u), g(un)) < ϕ(un).

Further, since b ≥ 1 and lim
n→∞

ϕ(un) = 0, we get that

ρ(f(u), g(un)) < ϕ(un) and lim
n→∞

ρ(f(u), g(un)) = 0.

Similarly, we can prove that lim
n→∞

ρ(g(u), f(un)) = 0. Therefore

ρ(f(u), g(u)) = lim
n→∞

ρ(f(un), g(un)) = lim
n→∞

ϕ(un+1) = 0

which in turn implies that f(u) = g(u).
Now all that remains to prove is the uniqueness of u. Without loss of generality, let us assume

that f is one-one. Suppose u′ is an other ϕ-coincidence point of f and g, then f(u′) = g(u′) and
ϕ(u′) = 0. By the contractive condition (3.2), we have

0 ≤ ζ(bρ(f(u), g(u′)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(u′)}) = ζ(bρ(f(u), g(u′)), 0)

and therefore by (ζ1), we get ρ(f(u), g(u′)) = 0. Thus it results that f(u) = g(u′) = f(u′),
which in turn implies u = u′ as desired.

Corollary 3.9. Let f, g be two self maps on S, ϕ : S → [0,∞) be onto and ζ be a simulation
function which satisfies the contractive condition

ζ(ρ(f(u), g(v)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) ≥ 0 for all u, v ∈ S.

Then f and g have a ϕ-coincidence point. Further, the existence is unique whenever either f or
g is injective

Proof. The proof follows, if we let b = 1 in Theorem 3.8.

Corollary 3.10. Let f be a self maps on S, ϕ : S → [0,∞) be onto and ζ be a b-simulation
function which satisfies the contractive condition

ζ(bρ(f(u), v),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) ≥ 0 for all u, v ∈ S.

Then f have a unique ϕ-fixed point.

Proof. We get the proof, by letting g(u) = u in Theorem 3.8.

Corollary 3.11. Let f, g be two self maps on S, ϕ : S → [0,∞) be onto which satisfies the
contractive condition

bρ(f(u),g(v))∫
0

ψ(x)dx ≤ max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}, for all u, v ∈ S,

where ψ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is a function so that
ε∫

0
ψ(x)dx exists and

ε∫
0
ψ(x)dx > ε, for each

ε > 0. Then f and g have a ϕ-coincidence point. Moreover, if any one of the self maps is
injective, then the existence is unique.
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Proof. The proof follows, if we let ζ(µ, ν) = ν −
µ∫
0
ψ(x)dx in Theorem 3.8.

Here we give an example, to show that the extra condition that “ either f or g is injective" is
not mandatory in Theorem 3.8.

Example 3.12. Let S = R be a b-metric with ρ(u, v) = (u− v)2, where b = 2. Let f, g : S → S
be the self maps defined by

f(u) =

{
0 if u ∈ [−2, 2]
|u2 | otherwise

and g(u) =

{
0 if u ∈ [−2, 2]
|u4 | otherwise.

Let ϕ : S → [0,∞) be the mapping defined by ϕ(u) = u2 for all u ∈ S and let ζ(µ, ν) = ν
2 − µ

be the simulation function.
We claim that, ζ(bρ(f(u), g(v)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) ≥ 0 for all u, v ∈ S. For, if u, v ∈ [−2, 2],

then we have

ζ(bρ(f(u), g(v)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) = ζ(0,max{u2, v2})

=
1
2

max{u2, v2} ≥ 0.

Suppose u, v /∈ [−2, 2], then

ζ(bρ(f(u), g(v)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) = ζ

(
2
( ∣∣∣u

2

∣∣∣− ∣∣∣v
4

∣∣∣ )2
,max{u2, v2}

)
=

1
2

max{u2, v2} − 2
( ∣∣∣u

2

∣∣∣− ∣∣∣v
4

∣∣∣ )2
.

Figure 3.

Therefore, from Fig. 3, it is easy to observe that ζ(bρ(f(u), g(v)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) ≥ 0.
Sequentially, if we let u ∈ [−2, 2] and v /∈ [−2, 2], then we have

ζ(bρ(f(u), g(v)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) = ζ

(
2
∣∣∣v
4

∣∣∣2 ,max{u2, v2}
)

=
1
2

max{u2, v2} − 2
∣∣∣v
4

∣∣∣2
=

v2

2
− v2

8
=

3v2

8
≥ 0.
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Finally, suppose u /∈ [−2, 2] and v ∈ [−2, 2], then

ζ(bρ(f(u), g(v)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) = ζ

(
2
∣∣∣u
2

∣∣∣2 ,max{u2, v2}
)

=
1
2

max{u2, v2} − 2
∣∣∣u
2

∣∣∣2
=

u2

2
− u2

2
= 0

as desired. Also it can be seen clearly that, 0 ∈ S is the only ϕ-coincidence point of f and g.

Here note that, the condition that “ϕ is onto" in the hypothesis of Theorem 3.8, is mandatory.
Indeed, in Example 3.12, if we let ϕ(u) = u2 + 1, then clearly ϕ will not be onto, whereas f
will be satisfying the condition ζ(bρ(f(u), g(v)),max{ϕ(u), ϕ(v)}) ≥ 0, for all u, v ∈ S. But in
fact, it is easy to observe that, f and g have no ϕ-coincidence point.

4 Application

The Bloch sphere is a geometrical representation of a two dimensional Hilbert space and a qubit
or a quantum state is a unit vector in that space. A positive linear map on the Bloch sphere is
often referred as a quantum operation. In our work, we consider the geometrical representation
of the Hilbert space C2, consider as a vector space over the field of complex numbers endowed
with standard inner product; the north and south poles of the Bloch sphere are typically chosen

to correspond to the standard basis vectors |0〉 =

(
0
1

)
and |1〉 =

(
1
0

)
. In general, a qubit

|ψ〉 in the Bloch sphere, can be written as a linear combination of |0〉 and |1〉 as

|ψ〉 = cos
(
θ

2

)
|0〉+ (cosφ+ i sinφ) sin

(
θ

2

)
|1〉

where 0 ≤ θ ≤ π and 0 ≤ φ ≤ 2π. Moreover, a qubit |ψ〉 in the Bloch sphere can be represented
as a vector in the unit sphere as

(u, v, w) = (sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ, cos θ).

Here we apply our theory to find whether there is any coincidence between any two given
quantum operations.

For consider the Bloch sphere B = {(u, v, w) : ‖(u, v, w)‖ ≤ 1}. Let ρ be a metric on B
defined by

ρ(x,y) = |u1 − u2|+ |v1 − v2|+ |w1 − w2|,
where x = (u1, v1, w1) and y = (u2, v2, w2).

Let f, g : B → B be the quantum operations defined by

f(x) = (u, v, w)


1
2 0 0
0 1

2 0
0 0 1

4

+

(
0, 0,

1
4

)
=

(
u

2
,
v

2
,
w

4
+

1
4

)

and

g(x) = (u, v, w)


2
5 0 0
0 2

5 0
0 0 −1

4

+

(
0, 0,

1
4

)
=

(
2u
5
,

2v
5
,

1
4
− w

4

)

for all x = (u, v, w) ∈ B, then both f, g are one-one and for any x = (u1, v1, w1),
y = (u2, v2, w2) belongs to B, we have

ρ(f(x), g(y)) =

∣∣∣∣u1

2
− 2u2

5

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣v1

2
− 2v2

5

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣w1

4
+
w2

4

∣∣∣ .
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We wish to show that there exist a unique ϕ-coincidence qubit of f and g.

Figure 4.

Figure 5.

From Fig. 4 and Fig. 5, it is easy to note that the quantum operations f and g transform the
sphere into two ellipsoids:

u2

( 1
2)

2
+

v2

( 1
2)

2
+

(w − 1
4)

2

( 1
4)

2
≤ 1 and

u2

( 2
5)

2
+

v2

( 2
5)

2
+

(w − 1
4)

2

( 1
4)

2
≤ 1.

Now let ϕ : B → [0,∞) be the map defined by

ϕ(x) =



u+ v + w if u, v, w ≥ 0;
1
|u| if u < 0, v = w = 0;
1
|v| if v < 0, u = w = 0;
1
|w| if z < 0, u = v = 0;
1
|u| +

1
|v| if u < 0, v 6= 0 and w = 0 or u 6= 0, v < 0 and w = 0;

1
|u| +

1
|w| if u < 0, w 6= 0 and v = 0 or u 6= 0, w < 0 and v = 0;

1
|v| +

1
|w| if u < 0, w 6= 0 and u = 0 or v 6= 0, w < 0 and u = 0;

1
|u| +

1
|v| +

1
|w| otherwise.
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Then clearly ϕ is onto. Let ζ be the simulation function defined by ζ(µ, ν) = 9ν
10 − µ. We wish

to show that ζ(ρ(f(x), g(y)),max{ϕ(x), ϕ(y)}) ≥ 0 for all x,y ∈ B. For, let x = (u1, v1, w1),
y = (u2, v2, w2) belongs to B. Suppose u1, u2, v1, v2, w1, w2 ≥ 0, then we have

max{ϕ(u1, v1, w1), ϕ(u2, v2, w2)} = max{u1 + v1 + w1, u2 + v2 + w2}

and therefore
ζ(ρ(fx, gy),max{ϕ(x), ϕ(y)}) ≥ 0.

Similarly, we can prove all the other cases. Therefore by corollary 3.9, f and g have a unique
ϕ−coincidence qubit in B. More precisely, (0, 0, 0) is the unique ϕ−coincidence point. Further,
it is easy to note that the point (0, 0, 0) is nothing but the vector representation of the qubit( 1√

2
1√
2

)
. Thus the quantum operations f and g have a coincidence qubit

( 1√
2

1√
2

)
.

References
[1] H. Argoubi, Nonlinear contractions involving simulation functions in a metric space with a partial order,

J. Nonlinear Sci. Appl. 8(6), 1082-1094 (2015).

[2] A. Arias, A. Gheondea and S. Gudder, Fixed Points of Quantum Operations, J. Math. Phys. 43, 5872-5881
(2002).

[3] G. V. R. Babu and D. T. Mosissa, Fixed Point in b-metric space via Simulation Functions, Novi Sad
Journal of Mathematics 47(2), 133-147 (2017).

[4] I. A. Bakhtin, The contraction mapping principle in quasimetric spaces, Funct. Anal. Unianowsk Gos.
Ped. Inst. 30, 26-37 (1989).

[5] U. Y. Batsari, P. Kumam and S. Dhompongsa, Fixed points of terminating mappings in partial metric
spaces, Journal of Fixed Point Theory Application 21, 21-39 (2019).

[6] U. Y. Batsari, P. Kumam and S. Yoo-Kong, Some Generalised Fixed Point Theorems Applied to Quantum
Operations, Symmetry 12(5), 1-16 (2020).

[7] M. F. Bota, P. Petrucel and B. Samet, Coupled Fixed Point Theorems for Single-Valued Operators in
b-Metric Spaces, Fixed Point Theory Appl. 2015:231, 1-15 (2015).

[8] P. Busch and J. Singh, Luders Theorem for Unsharp Quantum Measurements, Phys. Lett. A. 249, 10-12
(1998).

[9] S. Czerwik, Contraction Mappings in b-metric Spaces, Acta Mathematica et Informatica Ostraviensis
1(1), 5-11 (1993).

[10] M. Demmaa, R. Saadatib and P. Vetroa, Fixed Point Results on b-Metric Space via Picard Sequences
and b-Simulation Functions, Iranian Journal of Mathematical Sciences and Informatics 11(1), 123-136
(2016).

[11] Y. Fan, C. Zhu and Z. Wu, Some ϕ-coupled fixed point results via modified F -control function’s concept
in metric spaces and its applications, Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics 349, 70-81
(2019).

[12] M. Jleli, B. Samet and C. Vetro, Fixed point theory in partial metric spaces via ϕ-fixed point’s concept in
metric spaces, Journal of Inequalities and Applications 2014:426, 1-9 (2014).

[13] F. Khojasteh, S. Shukla and S. Radenovic, A new approach to the study of fixed point theorems via
simulation functions Filomat 29(6), 1189-1194 (2015).

[14] P. Kumrod and W. Sintunavarat, A new contractive condition approach to ϕ-fixed point results in metric
spaces and its applications, Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics 311(C), 1-13 (2016).

[15] L. Long and S. Zhang, Fixed points of commutative super-operators, J. Phys. A Math. Theor. 24, 1-10
(2011).

[16] B. Samet, C. Vetro and F. Vetro, From metric spaces to partial metric spaces, Fixed point Theory and
Application 2013:5, 1-11 (2013).

[17] M. B. Zada, M. Sarwar and C. Tunc, Fixed Point Theorems in b-Metric Spaces and Their Applications to
Nonlinear Fractional Differential and Integral Equations, J. Fixed Point Theory Appl. 20(1), 1-19 (2018).

[18] H. Zhang and G. Ji, A note on fixed points of general quantum operations, Rep. Math. Phys. 70(1), 111-
117 (2012).

[19] H. Zhang and X. Mingzhi, Fixed points of trace preserving completely positive maps, Linear Multilinear
Algebra 64(3), 404-411 (2015).



ϕ-FIXED POINT THEOREMS AND THEIR APPLICATION 131

Author information
Sushma Basil, Muralisankar Subramanian and Santhi Antony,
School of Mathematics, Madurai Kamaraj University, Madurai - 625 021, India.
School of Mathematics, Madurai Kamaraj University, Madurai - 625 021, India.
Department of Applied Mathematics and Computational Sciences, PSG College of Technology,
Coimbatore - 641 004, India.
E-mail: sushmabasil95@gmail.com, muralimku@gmail.com, santhi25.antony@gmail.com


	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	3 Main results
	4 Application

