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Y.-S. Tsai, Axion Bremsstrahlung by an electron beam, Phys. Rev. D 34, 1326 (1986)
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» Not currently competitive, but some suggestions can be run
parasitically and there's room for improvement...

BK, B. Dillon, PRD 99, 035048 (2019)
BK, PLB 782, 737-743 (2018)

BK, B. Dillon, EPJC 78, 775 (2018)



	Why massive pseudoscalars?
	Possible experimental set-up: #1
	Possible experimental set-up: #2
	Possible experimental set-up: #3
	Summary

