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ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS AND BLOW-UP RATE OF RADIAL
SOLUTIONS OF A NONLINEAR ELLIPTIC EQUATION

INCLUDING THE P-LAPLACIAN OPERATOR

A. BOUZELMATE 1∗, A. CHARKAOUI2 AND M. EL HATHOUT 1

Communicated by L. Barreira

Abstract. The aim of this study is to examine a nonlinear elliptic equation
subjected to singular boundary conditions. By employing the techniques of sub-
and super-solutions, we demonstrate that the problem under discussion has
only one positive solution and explore the asymptotic behavior of the solution
obtained. In addition, we illustrate our theoretical results with some useful
examples.

1. Introduction

Consider E = Bρ(0) the ball of radius ρ > 0 centered at 0. We attempt to study
the problem:  −∆pw = λwl1 − a(x)wl2 in E,

w ≥ 0 in E,
w = ∞ on ∂E,

(1.1)

with λ > 0, 1 ≤ l1 ≤ p− 1 < l2, a is a continuous and strictly positive function
on Bρ(0), and ∆pw := div(|∇w|p−2∇w) is the p-Laplacian operator. Boundary
value problems involving the p-Laplacian operator appear in the study of several
physical models as the reaction-diffusion systems, nonlinear elasticity, astronomy,
glaciology, propagation through porous media, and so on. For example, problem
(1.1) arises when modeling non-Newtonian fluids (see, e.g., [1, 17]) and non-
Newtonian filtration [9]. The real number p in problem (1.1) characterizes the
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medium. When p > 2, it is called dilatant fluids and when p = 2, they represent
Newtonian fluid. If p = 2, then (1.1) becomes −∆w = λwl1 − a(x)wl2 in E,

w ≥ 0 in E,
w = ∞ on ∂E,

(1.2)

and is known as the logistic equation. If λ = 0 and a ≡ 1, then the problem
(1.2) was studied in [12, 15]. The case where λ = 0 and a is a positive continuous
function such that a and 1

a
are bounded, was studied in [2, 14]. If λ = 0 and

a(x) > 0, then the problem (1.2) was concerned by [11]. In [3], the authors
examined the problem (1.2) when λ = 1 and a ≡ 1. The paper [22] considered
the following problem: −∆w = λw

1
m − a(x)w

p
m in E,

w ≥ 0 in E,
w = ∞ on ∂E,

(1.3)

where p > m ≥ 1, λ ≥ 0, and a : E → R+ is a continuous function. The author of
[22] showed under some conditions on the function a, that problem (1.3) admits a
unique solution, and established the blow-up rate of this solution. When λ ∈ R,
l1 = 1 and a(x) > 0 in E, problem (1.2) was discussed in [21, 20, 16, 24, 8, 19].
For example, in [8] the author considered the semilinear equation:

−∆w = λw − a(x)wp. (1.4)

They studied the existence, nonexistence, and uniqueness of nonnegative solutions
to (1.4) on both compact Riemannian manifolds and bounded smooth domains in
RN under homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. In the case when p > 2,
λ = 0, and a ≡ 1, problem (1.1) was investigated in [10]. The work [18] dealt
with the following problem: ∆pw = a(x)g(w) in E,

w ≥ 0 in E,
w = ∞ on ∂E.

(1.5)

He proved boundary asymptotics to solutions of (1.5) under some conditions on a
and the nonlinearity g. Also, the uniqueness of solutions of problem (1.5) would
follow as a consequence. If p > 2, λ > 0, l1 = p− 1, and a(x) > 0 in E, problem
(1.1) was discussed by [25].

Here, we focus our interesting into problem (1.1) under the assumptions:
(H1) There is a real number M0 such that

lim
r→ρ

(K(r))2

K∗(r)a(r)
= M0 ≥ 1,

where K(r) =

ρ∫
r

a(s) ds and K∗(r) =

ρ∫
r

K(s) ds.
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(H2) The function K(r)

a(r)
belongs to C1([0, ρ]).

We will establish that (1.1) has only one positive solution by employing the tech-
niques of sub- and super-solutions. We investigate also the asymptotic behavior
of the obtained solution via the use of a suitable couple of sub-solution and super-
solution. In addition, we will give some examples of applications for our theoret-
ical results. Note that the novelty and the originality of our work are presented
not only on the consideration of the p-Laplacian operator but also can be viewed
in the complexity of the behavior of the nonlinear source term in the right-hand
side of the equation in (1.1). Another difficulty comeback from the considerations
of the sub- and super-solutions methods. Since this method requires the knowl-
edge of a suitable couple of functions that are often more complicated to be built.
We mention that we will validate our main result via the construction of sub- and
super-solution to (1.1). This later will give to the readers a feasible approach to
build the so-called sub- and super-solutions not only to problem (1.1) but also to
a more general class of nonlinear elliptic partial differential equations.

We have structured our paper as follows. In section 2, we present some auxiliary
results that will be utilized in the proof of primary findings. We will introduce a
nonlinear elliptic problem with nonhomogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions.
We define the notions of the solution, sub- and super-solutions. After that, we
show the existence of a large solution. Section 3 is devoted to presenting the main
result of this work. We start by enunciating our main theorem. Thereafter, we
give the demonstration of the main result into three subsections. In the first one,
we give a technical construction of an ordered couple of sub- and super-solutions.
In the second, we establish the existence of a solution to the considered problem,
and we examine the asymptotic behavior of the obtained solution. The third
subsection will be reserved to show the uniqueness result. In section 4, we will
give some applications to illustrate our results. In section 5, we give a conclusion
concerning the main results obtained.

2. Auxiliary results

Here, we give some interesting results used in the demonstration of our main
result. Let ϕ be a positive function in C1(∂E), and assume the (H1) and (H2)
hold true. Consider {

−∆pw = λwl1 − a(x)wl2 in E,
w = ϕ on ∂E.

(2.1)

The primary outcome of this section will be based on the sub- and super-solution
methods. To the reader’s convenience, we give in the following definitions the
notion of weak solutions sub- and super-solution to be considered in the resolution
of problem (2.1).
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Definition 2.1. A function w defined on E and taking values in R is a solution
to (2.1) if it belongs to C1(E) and satisfies

∫
E

|∇w|p−2∇w∇φ dx = λ

∫
E

wl1φ dx−
∫
E

a(x)wl2φ dx,

w = ϕ on ∂E,

for every test function φ ∈ C∞
c (E).

Definition 2.2. • A function w defined on E and taking values in R is a
sub-solution to problem (2.1), if it belongs to C1(E) and satisfies

∫
E

|∇w|p−2∇w∇φ dx ≤ λ

∫
E

wl1φ dx−
∫
E

a(x)wl2φ dx,

w ≤ ϕ on ∂E,

(2.2)

for all nonnegative test function φ ∈ C∞
c (E).

• A function w defined on E and taking values in R is a super-solution to
(2.1) if it belongs to C1(E) and satisfies the inequality (2.2) in which (≤)
is replaced by (≥).

Before enunciating the main result of this section, we recall an interesting
lemma, which is often known as the comparison principle.

Lemma 2.3 ([25]). Let w1, w2 ∈ C1(E) be both positive in E such that{
−∆pw1 ≤ λwl1

1 − a(x)wl2
1 in E,

−∆pw2 ≥ λwl1
2 − a(x)wl2

2 in E,
(2.3)

satisfied in the sense of distribution, and w1 ≤ ϕ ≤ w2 on ∂E. Thenw1 ≤ w2 on
E.

Lemma 2.4. Let (z, z) be a couple of positive function belonging in C1(E) such
that

(i) 
∫
Ω

|∇z|p−2∇z∇φ dx ≤ λ
∫
Ω

zl1φ dx−
∫
Ω

a(x)zl2φ dx,∫
Ω

|∇z|p−2∇z∇φ dx ≥ λ
∫
Ω

zl1φ dx−
∫
Ω

a(x)zl2φ dx,
(2.4)

for all nonnegative test functions φ ∈ C∞
c (E).

(ii) lim
d(x)→0

z(x) = lim
d(x)→0

z(x) = ∞.

Then, there is at least one solution z ∈ C1(E) to problem (1.2) that satisfies
z ≤ z ≤ z, where d(x) := dist(x, ∂E) is the distance between x and ∂E.

Proof. To prove the result of Lemma 2.4, we will follow the ideas presented in
the works [26, 27]. We first of all start by considering for all n ∈ N the domains

En = {x ∈ E | d(x) > 1

n+ 1
}.
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For any fixed n ∈ N, we introduce the following problem:

(Pn)

{
−∆pz = ζ(x, z) in En,

z = z in ∂En,

where ζ(x, z) = λzl1 − a(x)zl2 . To assure the well-posedness of problem (Pn), we
consider the following energy functional:

Jn(z) =
1

p

∫
En

|∇z|p dx+

∫
En

Ψ(x,w) dx, (2.5)

where Ψ(x, z) =
z∫
0

ζ(x, s) ds. We give the demonstration in four steps.

Step 1: We show that, for any n ≥ 1, problem (Pn) admits a solution.
Let zn(x) = z(x)|∂En . We can verify easily that Jn is coercive and weakly lower
semi-continuous in Yn := zn+W 1,p

0 (E). Thus Jn has a nontrivial minimum point
zn. Consequently, one may deduce that zn is the solution of (Pn).
Step 2: Our aim in this steps is to show that every solution zn of problem (Pn)
satisfies the inequality z ≤ zn ≤ z in En. To do this, let us observe that z is
a sub-solution to problem (Pn). Then, by the result of Lemma 2.3, we get that
z(x) ≤ zn(x) a.e in En, for every n ∈ N. On the other hand, as zn(x) = z(x) on
∂En, we have zn(x) ≤ zn+1(x) on ∂En, for every n ∈ N. Using again the result
of Lemma 2.3, we obtain zn(x) ≤ zn+1(x) a.e in En, for all n ∈ N. Now, starting
the fact that z(x) is a super-solution with z(x) ≥ z(x) for any x ∈ E, we have
z(x) ≥ z(x) for x ∈ ∂En. Since z(x) = zn(x) on ∂En, we have zn(x) ≤ z(x) on
∂En. Thanks to the result of Lemma 2.3, we get zn(x) ≤ z(x) a.e in En, for all
n ∈ N. Then, we obtain z ≤ zn ≤ z a.e in En.
Step 3: On E2, the set {zn : n ≥ 2} is uniformly bounded by z(x) and z(x). Let
us use the first equation in problem (Pn), we get∫

E2

|∇zn|p dx =

∫
E2

ζzn dx. (2.6)

As z(x) and z(x) are bounded on E2, there are K1 > 0 and K2 > 0 such that
|| zn ||L∞(E2)≤ K1 and || ζ(x, zn) ||L∞(E2)≤ K2, for all n ≥ 2. (2.7)

Consequently, using (2.6), (2.7), and the Hölder’s inequality, we get∫
E2

|∇zn|p dx =

∫
E2

ζ(x, zn)zn dx

≤|| ζ(x, zn) ||L∞(E2)

∫
E2

|zn| dx

≤ K2

∫
E2

|zn| dx

≤ K2 (meas E2)
p

p−1 || zn ||Lp(E2) .

(2.8)
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By the Poincaré inequality, we know that there exists CE2 > 0 such that
|| zn ||Lp(E2)≤ CE2 || ∇zn ||Lp(E2) . (2.9)

By employing (2.8) and (2.9), there exists M2 > 0 such that || zn ||W 1,p
0 (E2)

≤ M2.
Now, we have two cases to discuss:

• If 1 < p < N , then we know that W 1,p
0 (E2) is continuously embedded in

L
Np
N−p (E2). Then, it result that zn is also bounded in L

Np
N−p (E2). Therefore

from [13, Theorem 7.1], there exists M3 > 0 such that
sup{|zn| : x ∈ E2} ≤ M3. (2.10)

• If p ≥ N , then we use the Sobolev embedding theorem, and therefore we
deduce that (2.10) holds true.

Consequently by [13, Theorem 1.1], we get zn ∈ Cα(E2) and there exists M4 that
satisfies || zn ||Cα(E2)≤ M4, where α is a real number such that 0 < α < 1. From
[23, Proposition 3.7], we see that zn ∈ C1,α(E2), and there exists M5 such that
|| zn ||C1,α≤ M5. According to the above, we conclude the existence of a real
number L > 0 such that ∥zn∥C1+α(E1) ≤ L, for all n ≥ 2. Furthermore, it is
known that C1+α(E1) ↪→ C1(E1) is compact. Hence, there is a subsequence of
{zn}n named by {zn1k

}k, which converges in C1(E1). We put z1(x) = lim
k→+∞

zn1k

for any x ∈ E1. Thus z1 is a solution to
−∆pz = λzl1 − a(x)zl2 , (2.11)

with z(x) ⩽ z1(x) ⩽ z(x).
Step 4: We proceed as in Step 1. We derive the existence of a subsequence
{zn2k

}k, which converges in C1(E2) to w2. Hence likewise z2 is a solution of (2.11)
and z2 |E1= z1. We repeat Step 1 again on E3, E3, and so on. We get a sequence
{znik

}k, which converges in C1(Ei) and is a subsequence {zn(i−1)k
}k. Let zi =

lim
k→+∞

znik
. Consequently, zi is a solution to (2.11) in C1(Ei) and zi|Ei−1

= zi−1.
Step 5: By a diagonal process, {znjj

}j=1,2,... is a subsequence of {znik
}k for all k.

Consequently, for any i, we have
lim

j→+∞
znjj

(x) = zi(x), for all x ∈ Ei.

Consequently, if we define z(x) = lim
j→+∞

znjj
(x), then z(x) is a solution to (2.11)

and z(x) ⩽ z(x) ⩽ z(x) because z(x) ⩽ zi(x) ⩽ z(x), for all i. □

3. Main result

In this theorem, we articulate the main result presented in our paper.
Theorem 3.1. Under the assumptions (H1) and (H2), (1.1) has only one radially
solution w(r). Also,

lim
r→ρ

w(r)

(K∗(r))−γ = L, (3.1)

where
L =

[
(p− 1)γp−1((γ + 1)M0 − 1)(M0a(ρ))

p
2
−1
] 1

l2−p+1 (3.2)
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and
γ =

p

2(l2 + 1− p)
. (3.3)

To show the results of Theorem 3.1, we will consider the problem:
−
[
(|w′|p−2w′)′ + N−1

r
|w′|p−2w′] = λwl1 − a(r)wl2 in (0, ρ),

lim
r→ρ

w(r) = ∞,

w′(0) = 0.

(3.4)

As the first step of our proof, we will need construction of sub- and super-solutions
to problem (3.4). This will be done in the following subsection.
3.1. Construction of super- and sub-solutions.
The main objective of this part is to build a suitable sub- and super-solutions to
(3.4). In the first lemma, we will give a typical construction of a super-solution
to (3.4). Afterward, we will build a sub-solution to (3.4) in the second lemma.

Lemma 3.2. For every σ > 0,

wσ(r) = α + β

(
r

ρ

)2

(K∗(r))−γ

is a super-solution of problem (3.4), where α > 0 is a sufficiently large real number
and

β = (1 + σ)
[
(p− 1)γp−1((γ + 1)M0 − 1)(M0a(ρ))

p
2
−1
] 1

l2−p+1
.

Proof. By a direct computation, we have

w
′

σ(r) = 2β
r

ρ2
(K∗(r))−γ + γβ

(
r

ρ

)2

K(r) (K∗(r))−γ−1 .

w
′′

σ(r) = 2β
1

ρ2
(K∗(r))−γ + 4βγ

r

ρ2
K(r) (K∗(r))−γ−1

+ γ(γ + 1)β

(
r

ρ

)2

K2(r) (K∗(r))−γ−2 − γβ

(
r

ρ

)2

a(r) (K∗(r))−γ−1 .

(3.5)

As lim
r→ρ

K∗(r) = 0, then lim
r→ρ

wσ(r) = ∞, and as w
′
σ(0) = 0, then wσ(r) is a

super-solution of (3.4) if and only if

−
[
(|w′

σ(r)|p−2w
′

σ(r))
′ +

N − 1

r
|w′

σ(r)|p−2w
′

σ(r)

]
⩾ λwl1

σ (r)− a(r)wl2
σ (r). (3.6)

Consequently,

−(p− 1)
(
w

′

σ(r)
)p−2

w
′′

σ(r)−
N − 1

r

(
w

′

σ(r)
)p−1

⩾ λwl1
σ (r)− a(r)wl2

σ (r). (3.7)

Using (3.5), the inequality (3.7) becomes
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− (p− 1)

(
2β

r

ρ2
(K∗(r))−γ + γβ

(
r

ρ

)2

K(r) (K∗(r))−γ−1

)p−2

×
[
2β

1

ρ2
(K∗(r))−γ + 4βγ

r

ρ2
K(r) (K∗(r))−γ−1

+ γ(γ + 1)β

(
r

ρ

)2

K2(r) (K∗(r))−γ−2 − γβ

(
r

ρ

)2

a(r) (K∗(r))−γ−1
]

− N − 1

r

(
2β

r

ρ2
(K∗(r))−γ + γβ

(
r

ρ

)2

K(r) (K∗(r))−γ−1

)p−1

⩾ λ

(
α + β

(
r

ρ

)2

(K∗(r))−γ

)l1

− a(r)

(
α + β

(
r

ρ

)2

(K∗(r))−γ

)l2

. (3.8)

Multiplying the two members of inequality (3.8) by
1

(K(r))p
(K∗(r))(γ+1)(p−1)+1 and replacing γ by p

2(l2 + 1− p)
, we obtain

− (p− 1)

(
2β

r

ρ2
K∗(r)

K(r)
+ γβ

(
r

ρ

)2
)p−2

×

[
2β

1

ρ2

(
K∗(r)

K(r)

)2

+ 4βγ
r

ρ2
K∗(r)

K(r)
+ γ(γ + 1)β

(
r

ρ

)2

− γβ

(
r

ρ

)2
a(r)K∗(r)

(K(r))2

]

− N − 1

r

K∗(r)

K(r)

(
2β

r

ρ2
K∗(r)

K(r)
+ γβ

(
r

ρ

)2
)p−1

≥ λ

(
K∗(r)

K(r)

)p

(K∗(r))γ(p−1−l1)

(
α(K∗(r))γ + β

(
r

ρ

)2
)l1

− (a(r))1−
p
2

(
a(r)K∗(r)

(K(r))2

) p
2

(
α(K∗(r))γ + β

(
r

ρ

)2
)l2

. (3.9)

Letting r → ρ in (3.9) and taking into account that lim
r→ρ

K∗(r) = 0,

lim
r→ρ

K∗(r)

K(r)
= lim

r→ρ

K(r)

a(r)
= 0 (by the Hospital rule), and lim

r→ρ

(K(r))2

K∗(r)a(r)
= M0 ⩾ 1,

we get

β ⩾
[
(p− 1)γp−1((γ + 1)M0 − 1)(M0a(ρ))

p
2
−1
] 1

l2−p+1
.

Consequently, by choosing

β = (1 + σ)
[
(p− 1)γp−1((γ + 1)M0 − 1)(M0a(ρ))

p
2
−1
] 1

l2−p+1
,
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inequality (3.9) holsd in (ρ− η, ρ] for some η > 0. Then, by the choice of α large
enough, (3.9) is verified in the whole interval [0, ρ] because l2 > l1 and the fact
that K∗(r) is bounded away from zero in [0, ρ− η]. □

Lemma 3.3. For σ > 0 sufficiently small, we have

wσ(r) = max

{
0, P +Q

(
r

ρ

)2

(K∗(r))−γ

}
is a sub-solution of problem (3.4), where P < 0 and

Q = (1− σ)
[
(p− 1)γp−1((γ + 1)M0 − 1)(M0a(ρ))

p
2
−1
] 1

l2−p+1
.

Proof. Let us consider

hP (r) = P +Q

(
r

ρ

)2

(K∗(r))−γ .

Hence,

h
′

P (r) = 2Q
r

ρ2
(K∗(r))−γ + γQ

(
r

ρ

)2

K(r) (K∗(r))−γ−1 > 0 in (0, ρ). (3.10)

Consequently, the function hP (·) is strictly increasing and

lim
r→ρ

hP (r) = +∞ and lim
r→0

hP (r) = P < 0.

Hence, by the intermediate value theorem and the continuity of hP (·), there exists
a unique R1 = R1(P ) ∈ (0, ρ) such that

P +Q

(
r

ρ

)2

(K∗(r))−γ < 0 in [0, R1(P )),

P +Q

(
r

ρ

)2

(K∗(r))−γ > 0 in [R1(P ), ρ].

(3.11)

Furthermore, R1(P ) is decreasing and

lim
P→−∞

R1(P )) = ρ and lim
P→0

R1(P ) = 0,

Using the definition of wσ(r) and R1(P ), we deduce

wσ(r) ≡ 0 in [0, R1(P )).

Consequently, it is clear that the inequality

−
[
(|w′

σ(r)|p−2w
′

σ(r))
′ +

N − 1

r
|w′

σ(r)|p−2w
′

σ(r)

]
⩽ λwl1

σ (r)− a(r)wl2
σ (r) (3.12)

holds true in [0, R1(P )). Now, it remains to show that (3.12) is it also satisfied
in [R1(P ), ρ]. From (3.10), (3.11), and the definition of wσ(r), we have

−N − 1

r

(
w

′

σ(r)
)p−1

⩽ 0 ⩽ λwl1
σ (r) for all r ∈ [R1(P ), ρ].
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Hence (3.12) is satisfied in [R1(P ), ρ] if

−(p− 1)
(
w

′

σ(r)
)p−2

w
′′

σ(r) ⩽ −a(r)wl2
σ (r) for all r ∈ [R1(P ), ρ]. (3.13)

The above inequality is equivalent to

− (p− 1)

(
2Q

r

ρ2
(K∗(r))−γ + γQ

(
r

ρ

)2

K(r) (K∗(r))−γ−1

)p−2

(3.14)

×
[
2Q

1

ρ2
(K∗(r))−γ + 4Qγ

r

ρ2
K(r) (K∗(r))−γ−1 (3.15)

+ γ(γ + 1)Q

(
r

ρ

)2

K2(r) (K∗(r))−γ−2 − γQ

(
r

ρ

)2

a(r) (K∗(r))−γ−1
]

(3.16)

⩽ −a(r)

(
P +Q

(
r

ρ

)2

(K∗(r))−γ

)l2

. (3.17)

As in Lemma 3.2, multiplying the two members of inequality (3.14) by
1

(K(r))p
(K∗(r))(γ+1)(p−1)+1 and replacing γ by p

2(l2 + 1− p)
, we get

− (p− 1)

(
2Q

r

ρ2
K∗(r)

K(r)
+ γQ

(
r

ρ

)2
)p−2

×

[
2Q

1

ρ2

(
K∗(r)

K(r)

)2

+ 4Qγ
r

ρ2
K∗(r)

K(r)
+ γ(γ + 1)Q

(
r

ρ

)2

− γQ

(
r

ρ

)2
a(r)K∗(r)

(K(r))2

]

≤ − (a(r))1−
p
2

(
a(r)K∗(r)

(K(r))2

) p
2

(
P (K∗(r))γ +Q

(
r

ρ

)2
)l2

. (3.18)

Taking r → ρ in (3.18), it becomes

Q ⩽
[
(p− 1)γp−1((γ + 1)M0 − 1)(M0a(ρ))

p
2
−1
] 1

l2−p+1
.

Consequently, by the following choice

Q = (1− σ)
[
(p− 1)γp−1((γ + 1)M0 − 1)(M0a(ρ))

p
2
−1
] 1

l2−p+1
,

inequality (3.18) hold in (ρ − η, ρ] for some η = η(σ) > 0. Hence, choosing P
such that R1(P ) = ρ− η, thus wσ(r) is a sub-solution of (3.4). □
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3.2. Existence results and asymptotic behavior at ρ.
By Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, we know that there is a couple of functions (wσ, wσ) sub-
and super-solutions to problem (3.4) such that wσ(r) ⩽ wσ(r). As a consequence,
the results of Lemma 2.4 means that (3.4) has a solution wσ(r) such that wσ(r) ⩽
wσ(r) ⩽ wσ(r). Furthermore, since

1− σ ⩽ lim
r→ρ

wσ(r)

L (K∗(r))−γ ⩽ lim
r→ρ

wσ(r)

L (K∗(r))−γ ⩽ 1 + σ,

then

1− σ ⩽ lim inf
r→ρ

wσ(r)

L (K∗(r))−γ ⩽ lim sup
r→ρ

wσ(r)

L (K∗(r))−γ ⩽ 1 + σ. (3.19)

Letting σ → 0 in (3.19), we get

lim
r→ρ

w(r)

L (K∗(r))−γ = 1. (3.20)

3.3. Uniqueness results.
In this paragraph, we will establish that (3.4) has only one solution. To do this,
we consider w1 and w2 two solutions to problem (3.4). From the result of (3.20),

we have lim
dB(x)→0

w1(x)

w2(x)
= 1, where dB(x) = dist(x, ∂Bρ(0)). Consequently, for any

σ > 0, there exists η such that

(1− σ)w2(x) ⩽ w1(x) ⩽ (1 + σ)w2(x), when 0 < dB(x) ⩽ η. (3.21)

Let

(Q)

{
−∆pv = λvl1 − a(x)vl2 in Bρ−η(0),

v = w1 in ∂Bρ−η(0).

As w1 is a solution of problem (1.1) and by using the fact that t → δt is decreasing
if 0 < δ < 1 and l1 ⩽ p− 1 < l2, we have

−∆p[(1− σ)w2] = −(1− σ)p−1∆pw2 = λ(1− σ)p−1wl1
2 − (1− σ)p−1a(x)wl2

2

⩽ λ[(1− σ)w2]
l1 − a(x)[(1− σ)w2]

l2 .

Hence, v = (1−σ)w2 is a sub-solution of problem (Q), and by a similar argument,
we get that v = (1 + σ)w2 provides us with a super-solution of problem (Q).
Consequently by Lemma 2.4, it follows that

(1− σ)w2(x) ⩽ v(x) ⩽ (1 + σ)w2(x), in Bρ−η(0).

The uniqueness of v implies that v = w1 in Bρ−η(0), and taking into account
(3.21), we obtain

(1− σ)w2(x) ⩽ w1(x) ⩽ (1 + σ)w2(x), in Bρ(0).

Then, by letting σ → 0, we obtain w1(x) = w2(x). This finishes the proof.
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4. Applications of our results

In this section, we shall give some examples to validate the theoretical results
of our work.

Example 4.1. We take a(r) = C > 0. It is easy to see that a(·) satisfies the
hypotheses (H1) and (H2). On the other hand, a simple computation yields that

K(r) = C(ρ− r),

K∗(r) =
C
2
(ρ− r)2,

M0 = 2.

Thus by employing our main result, Theorem 3.1, we conclude that problem (1.1)
has a unique w(r) radial solution such that

w(r) ∼
ρ

[
(p− 1)γp−1(2γ + 1)(2C)

p
2
−1
] 1

l2−p+1

[
C
2
(ρ− r)2

]−γ

.

Example 4.2. We consider a(r) = r + 1. As a first step, we will determine the
explicit expressions of the functions K(·), K∗(·), and again this of M0. Using
direct computations, we derive that

K(r) = (ρ− r)

[
1

2
(ρ+ r) + 1

]
,

K∗(r) = (ρ− r)2
(
1

3
ρ+

1

6
r +

1

2

)
,

M0 = 2.

Again, thanks to Theorem 3.1, we deduce that the problem (1.1) has only one
radial solution w(r), and

w(r) ∼
ρ

[
(p− 1)γp−1(2γ + 1)(2ρ+ 2)

p
2
−1
] 1

l2−p+1
(K∗(r))−γ .

5. Conclusion

In the present paper, we studied the following singular problem:
−
[
(|w′|p−2w′)′ + N−1

r
|w′|p−2w′] = λwl1 − a(r)wl2 in (0, ρ), ρ > 0,

lim
r→ρ

w(r) = ∞,

w′(0) = 0,

(5.1)
with λ > 0, 1 ≤ l1 ≤ p − 1 < l2 and a is a continuous and strictly positive
function on [0, ρ].

The study is based on the method of sub- and super-solutions. More precisely,
we were able to construct a sub-solution and a super-solution of the problem (5.1),
hence the existence of a unique positive solution w that converges to infinity in the
neighborhood of ρ. In addition, we have specified the exact explosion rate of the
solution w of problem (5.1). Afterwards, we have given two interesting examples,
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which depend on the expression of the function a and ensure the theoretical
results obtained.

In the end, it should be noted that the case l1 > p − 1 ≥ l2 > 1 remains an
open question, which will be raised in future research work.

Acknowledgement. The authors express their sincere gratitude for the valuable
feedback provided by the anonymous reviewers.
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