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1-a Proton elastic scattering of light nuclei |

@ The system of the elastic scattering can be approximated by
considering the complex optical model potential.

@ In the phenomenological approach, a suitable analytical forms
as a Woods-Saxon or Gaussian forms are used with free
parameters which are adjusted to best fit with available
experimental data.

@ In microscopic approach, as the folding model, the
nucleon-nucleon interaction and the matter distributions of
the colliding nuclei are considered.

@ For weakly bound nuclei, the folding potential requires a
normalization to fit the data indicating to the breakup effect.
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Proton elastic scattering of light nuclei |
The most important goals of the present work are:

@ To use a minimal number of fitting parameters in the OP.

@ To determine the energy dependencies of the OP.

@ To present an energy-dependent local microscopic OP which
can be used to predict the data at energies where no
experimental data are available.

@ The proton elastic scattering data of the light nuclei, 46.8He,
6,7.9,11| ; and 910:11,12Be ip the range of few MeVs/nucleon
to 200 MeV /nucleon is studied.

@ The cross-section data are calculated by the optical model
analysis with partial-wave expansion method.

@ The OP is constructed only from the single-folding model and
its derivative
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Proton elastic scattering of light nuclei Il

do/dQQ and A, () data for proton elastic scattering of helium,

lithium, and beryllium isotopes from 1964 to 2013.
Data  Scattering Incident energy (MeV/nucleon)
do/dQ p+*He 12.04, 17.45, 31.0, 40, 45, 64.9, 71.9, 85, and 156
5He+p 25.1, 38.3, 40.9, 41.6, and 71
8He+p 15.7, 26.1, 32, 66, and 72
p+OLi 6.0, 10.0, 25.9, 29.9, 35, 40.1, 45.4, 49.75, 65, 72, 135, 155, and 200.4
p+7Li 6.15, 10.3, 24.4, 49.74, 65, 155, and 200.4
9 jtp 60 for OLi+p; 62, 68.4, and 75 for 1Li+p
p+°Be 3, 6, 10, 13, 30.3, 17, 25, 35.2, 49.4, 54.7, 74.7, 100.6, 160, 179.9, and 201.4
10Be+p 6, 9, 12, 15, 39.1, and 59.3
.12Bey p 38.4 and 49.3 for 11 Be+p and 55 for >Be+p.
A (0)  p+tHe 8.5, 14.5, 45, 52.3, 59.6, 64.9, and 71.9
68He+p 71 for ®He+p and 72 for 8He+p
p+SLi 10, 14.5, 65, 72
p+7Li 14.5, 65
p+°Be 8.5, 11.4, 13, 17.8, 30.3, 42, 74.7, 100.6
V.
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Total optical potential |

@ The total optical potential Upp(r) can be generally written as

| Uop(r) = Vi(r) + Vso(r)L.S + Vc(r),

(1)

where Viy(r) = V/(r) 4+ iW/(r) is the complex nuclear
potential, Vgo is the spin-orbit potential, and V¢ (r) is the
Coulomb potential of a uniformly charged sphere.

@ The phenomenological optical potential is taken in the
popular Woods-Saxon form:

d
Uop(r) = Ve(r) = Vofo(r) — W, f(r)+ 4iasWSEfs(r)

1d

+ Ve —feo(r),  (2)
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Total optical potential Il

-1
where fi(r) = [1 +exp (iﬂ » Re = r A3, with A

2
. . 2 _(_n p— 2
being the atomic mass number, and A% = ) & 2 fm=~.

The subscripts x = 0, v, s, and so denote the central real,
volume imaginary, surface imaginary, and spin-orbit,
respectively. Vo, W, (Ws) and Vi, are the strengths.

@ In this work, the microscopic OP can be written as

Uop(r) = N Vi(r) + i[Noy W (r) — NIsr% Wi (r)]

1d
J— 2 —
22Nso- —Ve(LS.  (3)

@ Renormalization factors are introduced to fit the data.
@ The fitting procedure is carried out by:
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Total optical potential Il

e simultaneously adjustment of the renormalization factors of
the OP to fit the cross-section data.
e is done by achieving a minimum x?

-iEPREeT] o

@ the single-folding potential Vg(r) is given by
Ve = /p(l‘)ynn(s)dl‘,
1
= —— [ dge~ o' - 5
G [ dae @), (9

where s = |r — F|, is the distance between the two nucleons,
p(f) is the density of the nucleus at r, and vp,(s) is the
effective NN interaction between two nucleons.
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Total optical potential IV

@ The parameterized form of the density-independent M3Y-Reid
interaction is

Vnn(s) = 7999

e(=4s) e(—2.5s)

— 2134
4s 2.5s

— 276(1 — 0.005E /A)8(s),

(6)

where the last term is the zero-range pseudopotential.

@ The microscopic densities: large-scale shell model (LSSM and
Green's function Monte Carlo GFMC) are used.

@ Also, the imaginary part W within folding model as

where

Wi (r) = (271r)3 / dae~""5(q) irmn(q): (7)

Fon(a) = ' (0. ©

_ a/44



Total optical potential V

where v is the velocity of the nucleon-nucleus relative
motion, p(q) is the form factor corresponding to the point like
nucleon density distribution of the nucleus, and

fun(q) = exp(—q°rg /4) | is the amplitude of the NN
scattering and rg = 0.439 fm? is the range parameter. Gy is
the averaged over isospin total NN cross section. It has been
parameterized as a function of energy.
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1-b Local E-dependent microscopic nucleon-nucleus OP |

@ There are three methods commonly used to set the
parameterization of the OP:

© A best-fit OP: representing a potential for one reaction at one
single incident energy.

@ a local OP: representing a potential for one reaction and an
energy region.

© a global OP: in which a potential is specified for both a mass
region and an energy region

@ We present a local E-dependent microscopic OP with
parameterized N-factors to reproduce the cross-section data
for the nucleon-nucleus scattering of p+*%8He, p+%7Li, and
p+21%Be at energy range from few MeVs/nucleon up to 200
MeV /nucleon.
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Local E-dependent microscopic nucleon-nucleus OP |

To initialize this E-dependent OP, the following steps are done:

e First, the fitting procedure is carried out to fit do/dQ2, A,(6),
and og data using the best-fit microscopic OP

Uop(r) = NRVF(r) + i[NIV W,:(r) = ler% WF(I‘)]

1d
_2)2 —
2)\7r/\/sor rVF(r)L.S. (9)

@ Second, the volume integrals of the best-fit OP are calculated

Sy =" / OO (10)

Jg = 4% /[NRVF(r)]rzdr. (11)
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Local E-dependent microscopic nucleon-nucleus OP I

iy d
JI — JIV -+ JIS = j /[NIVWF(r) — NISI’E WF(r)]rzdr-
(12)

Jso = /[ 2)\2Nsofdi\/[:( )]r2dr. (13)

where Jry and Jig are the volume integral of the volume and
surface imaginary potentials.

@ Third, the calculated volume integrals of the best-fit OP are
plotted and parameterized as functions in energies
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Local E-dependent microscopic nucleon-nucleus OP IV

@ These calculated volume integrals are parameterized as follow:

- J; /(1+ E) if E > Eg,
MR { v exp[—7(7E —Ep/wl] E<Es | Y

J (E) - JS() exp(—E/fy) if E 2 Eso,
2 Js1 exp[—(E — Eso)?/wo] if E < Eso

(15)
with Jg1 = JR()/(I + 77ER) and Js1 = Jgg eXp(—Eso/’)/). In
some cases no data at low energies, so Eg and Egp cannot be
determined. So, we consider the first line in the equation for
Jr(E) and Jso(E) for all energies.

(E — EF)*

JI(E) = (Juo —a/E)(E_ Er) + 5%

(16)
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Local E-dependent microscopic nucleon-nucleus OP V

(E — Ep)*
(E— Ep)* + By

JI\/(E) = (JIO — a/E) (17)

By — 81
(E - EF)4 + Bflv

Jis(E) = JI(E) — Jhv(E) = Ji(E) (18)

If the imaginary OP is volume only, then Grv = 5.

@ The parameters of the volume integral parameterizations are:

Nucleus | Efr Er  wr Jro n Jo ay B Biv | Eso  wso Js0 v
MeV ‘ MeV MeV MeV fm® MeV~! | MeV fm®> MeV™t MeV MeV | MeV MeV MeV fm® MeV~?
“He -8.92 694.4 0.0094 293.3 0.386 61.0 61.0 62.9 108.6
SHe -16.28 | 25 16.6 595.2 0.0128 334.1 0.401 201 721 434.1 237
8He -19.13 | 30 231 628.9 0.0111 306.1 0.861 28.6 91.1 1342.8 10.6
OLi -5.10 737.1 0.0180 267.0 0.423 146 146 10 B 190.2 41.4
Li -13.62 746.6 0.0173 223.4 0.118 231 23.1 20 20.1 417.0 29.4
9Be -11.74 17 255 841.7 0.0222 260.2 0.354 19.1 359 111.3 44.0
10ge -15.43 714.5 0.0153 215.1 0.490 18.6 43.2 729 56.7
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Local E-dependent microscopic nucleon-nucleus OP VI

e Finally, the local E-dependent microscopic OP for
nucleon-nucleus scattering can be defined as

Uop(r, E) = NR(E)VE(r) + i[NiI(E)We(r) — Nis(E)r— L w WE(r)]

1d

2 2 BN B
2>\7TNSO(E)rdrVF(r)L.S.(19)

where the parameterized N-factors are defined as:

Ne(E) — S
Mv(E) = T
s E)
Ns(E) = e yian
Mo(E) = ——o5ot0) %

J(2X2L 5 VE(r)
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Local E-dependent microscopic nucleon-nucleus OP VII

This local OP is applied to analyze the proton elastic scattering of
468He, 67Li, and %19Be nuclei at a wide range of energy from few
MeVs/nucleon up to 200 MeV /nucleon.
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Local E-dependent microscopic nucleon-nucleus OP VIII
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Local E-dependent microscopic nucleon-nucleus OP IX
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Local E-dependent microscopic nucleon-nucleus OP X
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1-c Comparing between OM and Eikonal approximation |

In this work

@ A comparing between partial wave expansion and eikonal
approximation is done for p+°Be at energies larger than 50
MeV /nucleon.

@ For energies larger than 100 MeV /nucleon, more than one
minima are appear in the differential cross-section data using
the optical model with the partial-wave expansion method.

@ At these energies, the wave function will oscillate rapidly, so,
we use the eikonal approximation that based on the Glauber
theory with the same OP instead of the partial-wave
expansion method.
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Comparing between OM and Eikonal approximation |
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OM and eikonal approximation formalism |

The present scattering problem considers a proton with an energy
Erap and spin s = 1/2 incident upon a target with mass number
A. It is scattered by a central spherical optical potential

U = Uop(r) that satisfy the optical Schrédinger equation as

_h2v2 Uy =E 21
o Y+ Uy =Ey (21)

where p is the reduced mass of the pair, E = h?k?/2u is the
center of mass energy of relative motion, and ) is the stationary
scattering wave function, it has to be a sum of a plane wave and of
an outgoing spherical wave and satisfies the boundary condition

e/kr

W(r) = " + £(0) (22)

r
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OM and eikonal approximation formalism ||
Optical model with Partial-wave expansion

In terms of partial-wave radial functions yy(r), the complete wave
function can be expanded as

o0

9= 2 S+ D Peos(®)  (23)

(=1

where Py(cos(f)) are Lagender functions. In the partial-wave
expansion method, if the incident beam is unpolarized, the
differential elastic cross section is given by

= lrop

40 (24)
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OM and eikonal approximation formalism Il

and if the beam is polarized

do

= 1A0) + BO)P (25)

and the polarization vector of the scattered beam along the
direction n which perpendicular to the scattering plane is

o) =P = o @
where
AB) = Fe(0) + 5o D 70+ 1)(Sgesaje— 1)

£=0
+/(Se,0-1/2 — 1)]Pe(cos(0)) (27)
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OM and eikonal approximation formalism IV

where the right-hand term in brackets is absent for £ = 0, the sum
on the right is the nuclear phase shift. B(6) is the spin-flip
amplitude and it is given by

Z e“'7 (S, +1/2 — Se— 1/2)P/ (cos(0)) (28)

The coulomb scattering amplitude is given by

ol —n i . :
fc(9) = W exp[—inIn(sin?(6/2) + 2iag)] (29)

where 5y = e2/% is the reflection coefficient and dg¢j is the phase
shift due to the nuclear and spin-orbit potentials.
o¢ = argl'(£ + 1+ in) is Coulomb phase shift where

n = uZe?/(h?k) is the Coulomb or Sommerfeld parameter.
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OM and eikonal approximation formalism V

The reaction cross section is given by

oo j=l+s
T
= 2j + 1)(1 — |52 30
OR k2(25+1) ;;J_%;ﬂ( )+ )( | fj’ ) ( )

The eikonal approximation

At high energies, the wave function will oscillate rapidly and the
calculation of scattering wave functions for each partial wave
becomes more complicated. In the eikonal approximation and the
optical limit of the Glauber theory, the wave function can be
written as

Kz & , 1 [~ L
Y = ) = explikz + " / U(x,y,z)dz] (31)
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OM and eikonal approximation formalism VI

In the eikonal approximation a straight-line trajectory is assumed.
The vector r is given by r = b + zZ where b = (x, y, 0) is called
the impact parameter vector. The correspondence between the
quantum-mechanical and classical angular momenta, ¢+ 1/2 = kb,
is well-known, and it is therefore reasonable to replace the sum
over angular momentum ¢ by the integral k [ db. So the total
nuclear reaction cross section is given by

or=2m / [1 — e2mxn(B)]pdp (32)
0

and the elastic differential cross sections as

do
Ja = [F@O)+ G(0) (33)
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OM and eikonal approximation formalism VII

where
F(0) = fc(0) + ik / " Jo(gb)eixe(®
x{1 — eX(P) costb xso(b)]} bdb (34)
and

G(6) =ik | (ab)en< OB sinfkt xso(b)lodb  (35)
0

In the equation above, g = 2ksin(6/2) where 6 is the scattering
angle. Jo(J1) is the zero (first) order Bessel function. x = xn + xc¢
where xn(b), xc(b), and xso(b) are the nuclear, Coulomb, and
spin phase shift respectively and they can be given by

1 [0
x-(b) = — Vo(V b2+ 2z2)dz, =N, C,SO (36)
hv J_o
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Conclusions |

@ Microscopic study of proton elastic scattering with helium,
lithium, and beryllium isotopes at a wide range of energies
start from few MeVs/nucleon up to 200 MeV /nucleon.

@ The cross-section data are calculated within:

© The optical model with the partial-wave expansion method.
@ The eikonal approximation that based on the Glauber theory.

@ The optical potentials is constructed microscopically from the
zero-range single-folding model.

@ The partial-wave expansion calculation successfully reproduces
the scattering observables below 100 MeV.

@ At larger energies, some minima appear in do/dQ and it is
resolved by using he eikonal approximation.

@ From the parametrization of the calculated volume integrals, a
local E-dependent OP is obtained with no fitting parameters.
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Conclusions Il

@ This parameterized OP successfully reproduces the scattering
data and can be used for energies at which no data are exist.

@ Study of more data for intermediate and heavy nuclei can lead

Publications

to get a global microscopic OP.

Eur. Phys. J. A 48, 154 (2012).
Phys. Rev. C 88, 064602 (2013).
Eur. Phys. J. WoC 66, 03025 (2014).
Eur. Phys. J. A 50, 106 (2014).
Phys. Rev. C 90, 034615 (2014).

Eur. Phys. J. WoC 107, 08007 (2016).
AIP Conf. Proc. 1742, 030011 (2016).
AIP Conf. Proc. 1976, 020004 (2018).
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2- Extension of the work to 1 GeV |

The spin-orbit OP the derivative of the folding potential = the
microscopic complex spin-orbit OP is taken within
Breiva-Rook approximation using spin-orbit NN
interaction.

The single-folding potential zero-range = finite-range exchange
part.

NN interaction density-dependent = the energy-, density-, and
isospin-dependent M3Y-paris NN interaction.

Energy range below 200 MeV = until 1000 MeV.

@ The data of the elastic scattering of protons with °Be at
3-1000 MeV /nucleon are analysed using the optical model
with the partial-wave expansion technique.
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2- Extension of the work to 1 GeV Il

Data  Scattering Incident energy (MeV/nucleon)

do/dQ p+°Be 3,6, 10, 13, 30.3, 17, 25, 35.2, 49.4, 54.7, 74.7, 100.6,
135, 160, 179.9, 201.4, 220, 317, 497.5, 1000

A, (6) p+°Be 8.5, 11.4, 13, 17.8, 30.3, 42, 50, 74.7, 100.6
141.5 179.9, 201.4, 220, 317, 497.5, 990

@ Goals of the study:

© To study the surface contribution at high energies

@ To determine the energy dependencies of the OP at a wide
range of energy.

© To present an E-dependent local microscopic OP which can be
used to predict the data at energies where no experimental
data are available.

@ To test the ability of the folding-model OP with the
partial-wave expansion method at high energies.
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The microscopic optical potential |

@ The total microscopic optical potential can be rewritten as

Uop(r) = N VE(r) + iIN W (r) — Nisr-< W(r)]
+(NEs + iNgo) Vis(r)L.o + Ve(r),  (37)

@ Vp is presented in terms of isoscalar (Vig) and isovector (Viy)
parts. Each term has direct and exchange parts.

Vi(r) = VP (r) + VE(r) = ViZ(r) + Viv(r) + Vi§™(r) + VIV (1.
(38)

By = [ 1on(F) & paluyony (o E, )

VB = [ lon(r.¥) & pales ! )3iny 5 - sDik(E. )3) 3]
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The microscopic optical potential Il

where s = ¥ —r, r is the vector joining the center-of-mass of
the target and the incident proton, pp(y)(r,r') is the one-body
density matrix for the protons(neutrons) in the target nucleus
with ooy (r) = pp()(r,r). k(E, r) is the local momentum of

the relative motion determined as

k2(E,r) = %[Ec.m, — Vr(r) — Vo(r)] where, p is the nucleon
reduced mass, E. ., is the center-of-mass energy.

@ To fulfill the saturation of nuclear matter, we use the energy-
and density-dependent CDM3Y6 effective Paris interaction as

vPER(p, E,5) = g(E)F(p)v" () (40)

g(E)=1—0.003E, and F(p)=C [1 + e P ’yp(r)] ,

(41)
the GFMC density that based on AV18+IL2 model is used
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The microscopic optical potential Ill

The spin-orbit part of the nucleon-nucleus optical potential
Vis(r)(L.o) can be evaluated microscopically within Brieva and
Rook approximation using the two-body spin-orbit term of
M3Y-Paris NN interaction and the nuclear density of the target as

sty - _Fln)
3
3 [¢p(E,r)id’Zr(r)+¢,,(E,r)idi:r(r) , (42)

o, (E, ) /OOO v&)(s)[l +fl(k(E, r)s)]s*ds,

Op(E,r) = ;/Ooo{v&)(s)[l-i-j'Al(k(E,r)s)]

+ V)L - A(K(E, r)s)]}s*ds. (43)
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Results |
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Results 1l
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Energy dependence of the volume integrals |
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Energy dependence of the volume integrals |l
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Energy dependence of the volume integrals Il

Table: Energy parametrizations of the volume integrals of best-fit
potentials. The parameters E and w are given in MeV, 7 in MeV~!, and

Jin MeV fm?3
OP part Parametrization Parameters
P =624.0 =22.12
JD exp[—(E — Eg)?/wd] for E < Eg R
ne RE) =1 4D exp (—eE) for E > E =
NS = R D —7213 g = 0.0107

SO =767 4 =0.0077
Eyv =125 wy = —1.84
J& =284 4 =0.1663

i e
1 +exp(Eyy — E)/wiv
@ Qe for E > 200MeV.

Volume Imaginary Jv(E) = fogeg 00 e

s~ lis for E < 200MeV/ e e .
1S = 1s = —VU.

Surface Imaginary Jis(E) = § 1+ exp(Eis — E)/wis
& =802 7@ =0.2155

J@ +nPE for £ > 200MeV.

ER, =6 wh, =5.62
JBY — 811 R =0.0407
SR — 587 A=187

JRY E—ER)2/wi?] for E < ER
Real Spin-orbit SolE) =0 pr[ ( ;u) /wio] for %
+ Jso e><p( nsoE) for E > E&,

{ SV — g {J,Q =150.0 nfe) = 0.1960

. A i / - B I
Imaginary Spin-orbit  J5o(E) = JSOEUr - for E > 50MeV. {Js( =-19.2 wg, =365

{o for E < 50MeV
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Uop(r, E) = NR(E) \//:(I’) -+ i[N/(E)W,:(r)
—le(E)r% W/:(r)]
+[NES(E) + iNso (E)Vis(r)L.o + Vc(r), (44)

e (E)

Uor(r. E) = J6/5 Jv(E)

VF(F)+IJ(WF) ,:(r)

o Us(E) d
S Crawe jdn) ar VE ()
SH(E) | HolE)
+ J(VL5)+IJ(VL5) Vis(r)L.o.

(45)
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Conclusions

@ The partial-wave expansion analysis fails to reproduce do/d2
data at energies larger than 100 MeV.

@ A good improvement is obtained by including the surface
imaginary contribution at high energies where most of the
basic scattering observables (do/dS?, A, and og) are
reproduced well at the considered wide energy range.

@ The volume integrals parameterizations are used to build an
energy-dependent microscopic OP that used to reproduce the
observables at a wide energy range until 1 GeV.

@ This study shows that the partial-wave expansion analysis
using the folding optical model can be used to analyse the
scattering data at high energies as well as at low energies.
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