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Dark matter 
an essential building block of the Standard Model of Cosmology 
so far only detected through GRAVITY 

  Galaxies

[Orsi et al. (2009)]

Hα versus H-band selection in future redshift surveys 9

Figure 8. The spatial distribution of galaxies and dark matter in the Bow06(r)model at z = 1. Dark matter is shown in grey, with the densest regions shown
with the brightest shading. Galaxies selected by their Hα emission with log(FHα[erg s−1 cm−2]) > −16.00 and and EWobs > 100Å are shown in red
in the left-hand panels. Galaxies brighter than HAB = 22 are shown in green in the right-hand panels. Each row shows the same region from the Millennium
simulation. The first row shows a slice of 200h−1Mpc on a side and 10h−1Mpc deep. The second row shows a zoom into a region of 50h−1Mpc on a side
and 10h−1Mpc deep, which corresponds to the white square drawn in the first row images. Note that all of the galaxies which pass the selection criteria are
shown in these plots.

tion. First, a form must be adopted for the distribution of sources
in redshift. Second, some papers quote results in terms of proper
separation whereas others report in comoving units. Lastly, an evo-
lutionary form is sometimes assumed for the correlation function
(Groth & Peebles 1977). In this case, the results obtained for the
correlation length depend upon the choice of evolutionary model.

Estimates of the correlation length of Hα emitters are avail-
able at a small number of redshifts from narrow band sur-
veys, as shown in Fig. 9 (Morioka et al. 2008; Shioya et al. 2008;
Nakajima et al. 2008; Geach et al. 2008). These surveys are small
and sampling variance is not always included in the error bar quoted
on the correlation length (see Orsi et al. 2008 for an illustration of
how sampling variance can affect measurements of the correlation
function made from small fields). The models are in reasonable
agreement with the estimate by Geach et al. (2008) at z = 2.2, but
overpredict the low redshift measurements. The z = 0.24 measure-
ments are particularly challenging to reproduce. The correlation

length of the dark matter in the ΛCDM model is around 5h−1Mpc
at this redshift, so the z = 0.24 result implies an effective bias of
b < 0.5. Gao & White (2007) show that dark matter haloes at the
resolution limit of the Millennium Simulation,M ∼ 1010h−1M",
do not reach this level of bias, unless the 20% of the youngest
haloes of this mass are selected. In the Bow06(r) model, the Hα
emitters populate a range of halo masses, with a spread in forma-
tion times, and so the effective bias is closer to unity. Another possi-
ble explanation for the discrepancy is that the observational sample
could be contaminated by objects which are not Hα emitters and
which dilute the clustering signal.

The bottom panel of Fig. 9 shows the correlation length evo-
lution for different H-band selections, compared to observational
estimates from Firth et al. (2002). Note that the samples analysed
by Firth et al. are significantly brighter than the typical samples
considered in this paper (HAB = 20 versus HAB = 22). Firth
et al. use photometric redshifts to isolate galaxies in redshift bins
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DM is cold, pressure-less/neutral, stable, ~0.3  
BUT what is its ‘nature’? 
• Is it a particle? 

• How/if does it couple to the Standard Model? 

• Composite or elementary?  

• ‘Maverick’ or dark ‘sector’?

ΩM
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What do we know so far?



Candidates

Some clues: Completion of SM, why stable? Why ?…ΩM
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— axion lik particles 

Strategies

— Thermal (WIMP) DM - look in cosmic ray data for DMDM induced SM particle injection 

Look at places with high DM 
density! 
In thermal freeze-out 
scenarios - directly probe of 
the annihilation process that 
sets DM abundance



What tools?

100 TeV

Fermi LAT, AGILE IACTs (H.E.S.S., MAGIC, VERITAS) HAWC

Tibet AS𝛄, 
LHAASO
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Fermi LAT, AGILE IACTs (H.E.S.S., MAGIC, VERITAS) HAWC
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Ten years of Fermi LAT observations and the new 4FGL and 4LAC catalogs Stefano Ciprini

Figure 3: Pictorial all-sky map in Galactic coordinates and Hammer-Aitoff projection showing the sky loci
of 4FGL catalog sources and their class. All AGN classes are plotted with the same blue symbol, other
associations to a well-defined class are plotted in red, while unassociated sources and sources associated to
counterparts of unknown nature are plotted in dark grey [22].

for the 3FGL is about 20% larger acceptance at all energies and improved angular resolution
above 3 GeV.

• A new model of underlying diffuse Galactic emission was developed. The model is based
on linear combinations of templates for components of the Galactic diffuse emission. For
the 4FGL catalog all the templates are updated with refined partitioning the HI and H2 (2.6-
mm CO line) into separate ranges of Galactocentric distance (‘rings’), and a new template
is added for all-sky high-resolution, 21-cm spectral line HI4PI survey as tracer of HI. The
interstellar emission dominates in the Galactic Ridge and the dark gas is responsible for
a large part of the small-scale structures of the interstellar matter and gamma-ray diffuse
emission. Recent published data are used in the new model, and improvements are reached
against spurious structures around massive star-forming regions.

• Weighted logarithmic maximum likelihood analysis is adopted to mitigate the effect of sys-
tematic errors due to the imperfect knowledge of the Galactic diffuse emission.

• 75 4FGL sources are explicitly modeled as extended emission regions, up from 25 in 3FGL.

• To study the associations of LAT sources with counterparts at other wavelengths, several
catalogs of counterparts at lower frequencies are updated and correspondingly the association
procedure is recalibrated.
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2.3. Localization

The position of each source was determined by maximizing
the likelihood starting from the seed position, using gtfindsrc.
We used gtfindsrc rather than pointlike (used in 3FGL) in order
to benefit from the full power of PSF event types introduced
in Pass 8. The gtfindsrc tool works in unbinned mode,
automatically selecting the appropriate PSF for each event as a
function of its event type and off-axis angle (the PSF broadens
at large off-axis angles). The gtfindsrc run was integrated into
the main iterative procedure (Section 2.4), starting with the
brightest sources. This ensures that the surrounding sources
were correctly represented. The main drawback is that gtfindsrc
provides only a symmetric (circular) error radius, assuming a
Gaussian distribution, not the full TS map and an ellipse as
pointlike does. There is no reason to believe that this is a
serious limitation. For example, in 3FGL the average ratio
between the two axes of the error ellipses was 1.20, so most
ellipses were close to circular. At higher energies (1FHL) this
ratio was even smaller, 1.12.

The systematic uncertainties associated with localization
were not calibrated on 3FHL itself, but on the larger (and more
precise) preliminary source list derived from an analysis over
all energies greater than 100MeV. The absolute precision at the
95% confidence level was found to be 0°.0075 (it was 0°.005 in
3FGL, but the statistical precision on localization was not
good enough to constrain the absolute precision well). The
systematic factor was found to be 1.05, as in 3FGL. We
checked that the 3FHL localizations were consistent with the
same values. Consequently, we multiplied all error estimates by
1.05 and added 0°.0075 in quadrature.

2.4. Significance and Spectral Characterization

The framework for this stage of the analysis was inherited
from the 3FGL catalog analysis pipeline (Acero et al. 2015). It
splits the sky into regions of interest (RoIs), each with typically

half a dozen sources whose parameters are simultaneously
optimized. The global best fit is reached iteratively, by
including sources in the outer parts of the RoI from the
neighboring RoIs at the previous step. Above 10 GeV the PSF
is narrow, so the cross-talk is small and the iteration converges
rapidly. The diffuse emission model had exactly one free
normalization parameter per RoI (see the Appendix for details).
We used unbinned likelihood with PSF event types over the
full energy range, neglecting energy dispersion. Extended
sources (Section 2.5) were treated just as point sources, except
for their spatial templates. Whenever possible, we applied the
new RadialDisk and RadialGaussian analytic spatial templates
for the likelihood calculation. They are not pixelized and hence
are more precise than the map-based templates used in 3FGL.
Sources were modeled by default with a power-law (PL)

spectrum (two free parameters, a normalization and a spectral
photon index). At the end of the iteration, we kept only sources
with TS> 25 with the PL model, corresponding to a
significance of just over 4σ evaluated from the χ2 distribution
with 4 degrees of freedom (position and spectral parameters,
Mattox et al. 1996). We also enforced a minimum number of
model-predicted events Npred� 4 (only two sources were
rejected because of this limit, and only two have Npred< 5).
We ended up with 1556 sources with TS> 25, including 48
extended sources.
The alternative curved LogParabola (LP) spectral shape
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was systematically tested, and adopted when
Signif_Curve= 2 ln LP PL 3L L >( ( ) ( )) , corresp-
onding to 3-σ evidence in favor of the curved model (the
threshold was 4σ in 3FGL). Among 1556 sources, only 6 were
found to be significantly curved at the 4σ level. Lowering the
threshold to 3σ added 26 curved sources, whereas an average

Figure 1. Adaptively smoothed Fermi-LAT counts map in the 10 GeV–2 TeV band represented in Galactic coordinates and Hammer–Aitoff projection. The image has
been smoothed with a Gaussian kernel whose size was varied to achieve a minimum signal-to-noise ratio under the kernel of 2.3. The color scale is logarithmic and the
units are counts per (0.1 deg)2 pixel.
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3.5. The Galactic Population

The majority of Galactic sources detected in 3FHL are
sources at the final stage of stellar evolution such as pulsars,
PWNe, and SNRs, many of which are detected as extended,
and high-mass binaries.

In this catalog 125 sources are associated with Galactic
objects and 83 are unassociated within the plane of our Galaxy
( b 10< n∣ ∣ ). The same low Galactic latitude region has 133
extragalactic objects. Considering the density of extragalactic
sources outside of the plane and the decreased sensitivity for
source detection in the plane, we estimate that ≈25–40 of the
83 unassociated objects may be Galactic. Indeed, the distribu-
tion in Galactic latitude of unassociated sources (see Figure 11)
shows a peaked profile for b 2< n∣ ∣ on top of a flat isotropic
background.

The spectral index distribution of Galactic sources is broad,
with a median index Γ≈ 3 as shown by Figure 12. This arises
from the superposition of the distributions of the indices of the
different source classes. The majority of sources are pulsars,
and at >10 GeV, the LAT samples their super-exponential
cutoffs, yielding a median spectral index of Γ≈ 4. Sources
classified as pulsars in 3FGL retain this classification in 3FHL
for consistency. A source is reclassified as PWN only if it is
associated with a known, small-size PWN and has a rising SED
indicative of a dominant PWN component. Only 3FHL J0205.5
+6449, 3FHL J0534.5+2201, and 3FHL J1124.4-5916 have
been reclassified accordingly. SNRs and PWNe account for 56
objects. Their similar index distributions translate into much
harder spectra than the rest, having a median of Γ≈ 2. The
unassociated sources within the plane of the Galaxy display the
full range of spectral indices 1<Γ<5. However, those

Figure 2. Distributions of angular separations in σ units between 3FHL sources and their counterparts (r95 = 2.448σ). (Left panel): sources associated with the
Bayesian method (red solid line) and sources solely associated with that method (black dotted line). (Right panel): Same, but for the LR method. The curves
correspond to the expected distributions for real associations.

Figure 3. Sky map, in Galactic coordinates and Hammer–Aitoff projection, showing the objects in the 3FHL catalog classified by their most likely source classes.
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Figure 3: Pictorial all-sky map in Galactic coordinates and Hammer-Aitoff projection showing the sky loci
of 4FGL catalog sources and their class. All AGN classes are plotted with the same blue symbol, other
associations to a well-defined class are plotted in red, while unassociated sources and sources associated to
counterparts of unknown nature are plotted in dark grey [22].

for the 3FGL is about 20% larger acceptance at all energies and improved angular resolution
above 3 GeV.

• A new model of underlying diffuse Galactic emission was developed. The model is based
on linear combinations of templates for components of the Galactic diffuse emission. For
the 4FGL catalog all the templates are updated with refined partitioning the HI and H2 (2.6-
mm CO line) into separate ranges of Galactocentric distance (‘rings’), and a new template
is added for all-sky high-resolution, 21-cm spectral line HI4PI survey as tracer of HI. The
interstellar emission dominates in the Galactic Ridge and the dark gas is responsible for
a large part of the small-scale structures of the interstellar matter and gamma-ray diffuse
emission. Recent published data are used in the new model, and improvements are reached
against spurious structures around massive star-forming regions.

• Weighted logarithmic maximum likelihood analysis is adopted to mitigate the effect of sys-
tematic errors due to the imperfect knowledge of the Galactic diffuse emission.

• 75 4FGL sources are explicitly modeled as extended emission regions, up from 25 in 3FGL.

• To study the associations of LAT sources with counterparts at other wavelengths, several
catalogs of counterparts at lower frequencies are updated and correspondingly the association
procedure is recalibrated.
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2.3. Localization

The position of each source was determined by maximizing
the likelihood starting from the seed position, using gtfindsrc.
We used gtfindsrc rather than pointlike (used in 3FGL) in order
to benefit from the full power of PSF event types introduced
in Pass 8. The gtfindsrc tool works in unbinned mode,
automatically selecting the appropriate PSF for each event as a
function of its event type and off-axis angle (the PSF broadens
at large off-axis angles). The gtfindsrc run was integrated into
the main iterative procedure (Section 2.4), starting with the
brightest sources. This ensures that the surrounding sources
were correctly represented. The main drawback is that gtfindsrc
provides only a symmetric (circular) error radius, assuming a
Gaussian distribution, not the full TS map and an ellipse as
pointlike does. There is no reason to believe that this is a
serious limitation. For example, in 3FGL the average ratio
between the two axes of the error ellipses was 1.20, so most
ellipses were close to circular. At higher energies (1FHL) this
ratio was even smaller, 1.12.

The systematic uncertainties associated with localization
were not calibrated on 3FHL itself, but on the larger (and more
precise) preliminary source list derived from an analysis over
all energies greater than 100MeV. The absolute precision at the
95% confidence level was found to be 0°.0075 (it was 0°.005 in
3FGL, but the statistical precision on localization was not
good enough to constrain the absolute precision well). The
systematic factor was found to be 1.05, as in 3FGL. We
checked that the 3FHL localizations were consistent with the
same values. Consequently, we multiplied all error estimates by
1.05 and added 0°.0075 in quadrature.
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splits the sky into regions of interest (RoIs), each with typically

half a dozen sources whose parameters are simultaneously
optimized. The global best fit is reached iteratively, by
including sources in the outer parts of the RoI from the
neighboring RoIs at the previous step. Above 10 GeV the PSF
is narrow, so the cross-talk is small and the iteration converges
rapidly. The diffuse emission model had exactly one free
normalization parameter per RoI (see the Appendix for details).
We used unbinned likelihood with PSF event types over the
full energy range, neglecting energy dispersion. Extended
sources (Section 2.5) were treated just as point sources, except
for their spatial templates. Whenever possible, we applied the
new RadialDisk and RadialGaussian analytic spatial templates
for the likelihood calculation. They are not pixelized and hence
are more precise than the map-based templates used in 3FGL.
Sources were modeled by default with a power-law (PL)

spectrum (two free parameters, a normalization and a spectral
photon index). At the end of the iteration, we kept only sources
with TS> 25 with the PL model, corresponding to a
significance of just over 4σ evaluated from the χ2 distribution
with 4 degrees of freedom (position and spectral parameters,
Mattox et al. 1996). We also enforced a minimum number of
model-predicted events Npred� 4 (only two sources were
rejected because of this limit, and only two have Npred< 5).
We ended up with 1556 sources with TS> 25, including 48
extended sources.
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was systematically tested, and adopted when
Signif_Curve= 2 ln LP PL 3L L >( ( ) ( )) , corresp-
onding to 3-σ evidence in favor of the curved model (the
threshold was 4σ in 3FGL). Among 1556 sources, only 6 were
found to be significantly curved at the 4σ level. Lowering the
threshold to 3σ added 26 curved sources, whereas an average

Figure 1. Adaptively smoothed Fermi-LAT counts map in the 10 GeV–2 TeV band represented in Galactic coordinates and Hammer–Aitoff projection. The image has
been smoothed with a Gaussian kernel whose size was varied to achieve a minimum signal-to-noise ratio under the kernel of 2.3. The color scale is logarithmic and the
units are counts per (0.1 deg)2 pixel.
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3.5. The Galactic Population

The majority of Galactic sources detected in 3FHL are
sources at the final stage of stellar evolution such as pulsars,
PWNe, and SNRs, many of which are detected as extended,
and high-mass binaries.

In this catalog 125 sources are associated with Galactic
objects and 83 are unassociated within the plane of our Galaxy
( b 10< n∣ ∣ ). The same low Galactic latitude region has 133
extragalactic objects. Considering the density of extragalactic
sources outside of the plane and the decreased sensitivity for
source detection in the plane, we estimate that ≈25–40 of the
83 unassociated objects may be Galactic. Indeed, the distribu-
tion in Galactic latitude of unassociated sources (see Figure 11)
shows a peaked profile for b 2< n∣ ∣ on top of a flat isotropic
background.

The spectral index distribution of Galactic sources is broad,
with a median index Γ≈ 3 as shown by Figure 12. This arises
from the superposition of the distributions of the indices of the
different source classes. The majority of sources are pulsars,
and at >10 GeV, the LAT samples their super-exponential
cutoffs, yielding a median spectral index of Γ≈ 4. Sources
classified as pulsars in 3FGL retain this classification in 3FHL
for consistency. A source is reclassified as PWN only if it is
associated with a known, small-size PWN and has a rising SED
indicative of a dominant PWN component. Only 3FHL J0205.5
+6449, 3FHL J0534.5+2201, and 3FHL J1124.4-5916 have
been reclassified accordingly. SNRs and PWNe account for 56
objects. Their similar index distributions translate into much
harder spectra than the rest, having a median of Γ≈ 2. The
unassociated sources within the plane of the Galaxy display the
full range of spectral indices 1<Γ<5. However, those

Figure 2. Distributions of angular separations in σ units between 3FHL sources and their counterparts (r95 = 2.448σ). (Left panel): sources associated with the
Bayesian method (red solid line) and sources solely associated with that method (black dotted line). (Right panel): Same, but for the LR method. The curves
correspond to the expected distributions for real associations.

Figure 3. Sky map, in Galactic coordinates and Hammer–Aitoff projection, showing the objects in the 3FHL catalog classified by their most likely source classes.
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Figure 3: Pictorial all-sky map in Galactic coordinates and Hammer-Aitoff projection showing the sky loci
of 4FGL catalog sources and their class. All AGN classes are plotted with the same blue symbol, other
associations to a well-defined class are plotted in red, while unassociated sources and sources associated to
counterparts of unknown nature are plotted in dark grey [22].
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against spurious structures around massive star-forming regions.
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the main iterative procedure (Section 2.4), starting with the
brightest sources. This ensures that the surrounding sources
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provides only a symmetric (circular) error radius, assuming a
Gaussian distribution, not the full TS map and an ellipse as
pointlike does. There is no reason to believe that this is a
serious limitation. For example, in 3FGL the average ratio
between the two axes of the error ellipses was 1.20, so most
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is narrow, so the cross-talk is small and the iteration converges
rapidly. The diffuse emission model had exactly one free
normalization parameter per RoI (see the Appendix for details).
We used unbinned likelihood with PSF event types over the
full energy range, neglecting energy dispersion. Extended
sources (Section 2.5) were treated just as point sources, except
for their spatial templates. Whenever possible, we applied the
new RadialDisk and RadialGaussian analytic spatial templates
for the likelihood calculation. They are not pixelized and hence
are more precise than the map-based templates used in 3FGL.
Sources were modeled by default with a power-law (PL)

spectrum (two free parameters, a normalization and a spectral
photon index). At the end of the iteration, we kept only sources
with TS> 25 with the PL model, corresponding to a
significance of just over 4σ evaluated from the χ2 distribution
with 4 degrees of freedom (position and spectral parameters,
Mattox et al. 1996). We also enforced a minimum number of
model-predicted events Npred� 4 (only two sources were
rejected because of this limit, and only two have Npred< 5).
We ended up with 1556 sources with TS> 25, including 48
extended sources.
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The majority of Galactic sources detected in 3FHL are
sources at the final stage of stellar evolution such as pulsars,
PWNe, and SNRs, many of which are detected as extended,
and high-mass binaries.

In this catalog 125 sources are associated with Galactic
objects and 83 are unassociated within the plane of our Galaxy
( b 10< n∣ ∣ ). The same low Galactic latitude region has 133
extragalactic objects. Considering the density of extragalactic
sources outside of the plane and the decreased sensitivity for
source detection in the plane, we estimate that ≈25–40 of the
83 unassociated objects may be Galactic. Indeed, the distribu-
tion in Galactic latitude of unassociated sources (see Figure 11)
shows a peaked profile for b 2< n∣ ∣ on top of a flat isotropic
background.

The spectral index distribution of Galactic sources is broad,
with a median index Γ≈ 3 as shown by Figure 12. This arises
from the superposition of the distributions of the indices of the
different source classes. The majority of sources are pulsars,
and at >10 GeV, the LAT samples their super-exponential
cutoffs, yielding a median spectral index of Γ≈ 4. Sources
classified as pulsars in 3FGL retain this classification in 3FHL
for consistency. A source is reclassified as PWN only if it is
associated with a known, small-size PWN and has a rising SED
indicative of a dominant PWN component. Only 3FHL J0205.5
+6449, 3FHL J0534.5+2201, and 3FHL J1124.4-5916 have
been reclassified accordingly. SNRs and PWNe account for 56
objects. Their similar index distributions translate into much
harder spectra than the rest, having a median of Γ≈ 2. The
unassociated sources within the plane of the Galaxy display the
full range of spectral indices 1<Γ<5. However, those

Figure 2. Distributions of angular separations in σ units between 3FHL sources and their counterparts (r95 = 2.448σ). (Left panel): sources associated with the
Bayesian method (red solid line) and sources solely associated with that method (black dotted line). (Right panel): Same, but for the LR method. The curves
correspond to the expected distributions for real associations.

Figure 3. Sky map, in Galactic coordinates and Hammer–Aitoff projection, showing the objects in the 3FHL catalog classified by their most likely source classes.
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the Galactic center, in terms of DM annihilation. The dis-
covery of an EGRET source in the direction of Sgr A*
was in fact a potentially perfect signature of the existence
of particle DM, as thoroughly discussed in (Stecker 1988;
Bouquet et al. 1989; Berezinsky et al. 1994; Bergstrom
et al. 1998; Bertone et al. 2001; Cesarini et al. 2004;
Fornengo et al. 2004). However, it was subsequently real-
ized that the EGRET source could have been slightly offset
with respect to the position of Sgr A*, a circumstance clearly
at odds with a DM interpretation (Hooper and Dingus 2004).

Recently the gamma-ray telescope HESS has detected
a high energy source, spatially coincident within 1′ with
Sgr A* (Aharonian et al. 2004) and with a spectrum extend-
ing above 20 TeV. Although the spatial coincidence is much
more satisfactory than in the case of the EGRET source, the
“exotic” origin of the signal is hard to defend, since the im-
plied mass scale of the DM particle (well above 20 TeV,
to be consistent with the observed spectrum) appears to be
difficult to reconcile with the properties of commonly stud-
ied candidates, and the fact that the spectrum is a power-law,
then, points towards a standard astrophysical source (see e.g.
the discussion Profumo 2005). The galactic center, however,
remains an interesting target for GLAST, since it will ex-
plore a range of energies below the relatively high thresh-
old of HESS, where a DM signal could be hiding (Zahari-
jas and Hooper 2006). The recent claim that the profile of
large galaxies could be much more shallow than previously
thought (Mashchenko et al. 2006), should not discourage
further studies, especially in view of the possible enhance-
ment of the DM density due to interactions with the stellar
cusp observed at the Galactic center (Merritt et al. 2007).

The detection of a signal from the Galactic center would
be extremely interesting, but can it prove the existence of
DM? Realistically, one may hope to observe, at most, a
“bump” above the background. Without peculiar spectral
features it would be hard to claim discovery of DM, unless
a fit of the spectrum points towards a mass compatible with
the eventual findings of new physics searches at accelera-
tors. Figure 1 illustrates the difficulties associated with the
unambiguous identification of a DM signal. Any excess, at
any energy, could in principle be explained in terms of DM
particles with appropriate properties: the normalization of
the flux can be adjusted by changing the distribution of DM
particles, the energy scale can be varied over several orders
of magnitude, taking advantage of our ignorance on the DM
mass scale; even the slope can be modified, since different
annihilation channels lead to different spectra.

This doesn’t mean that the tentative identifications pre-
sented above are ruled-out: the signature of DM could have
been already found in one or several sets of data, and all
the above claims should be taken seriously and further in-
vestigated without prejudice, especially in view of the fact
that we don’t know what DM is! However, it is important to

Fig. 1 The problem with indirect searches: the lack of constraints on
the mass scale, the profile and the leading annihilation channel, leads
to uncertainties on the energy scale and on the spectrum normalization
and shape respectively

look for clear smoking-gun of DM annihilation, and study
theoretical scenarios with unambiguous signatures that can
be tested with present and future experiments. To this aim,
we summarize in the next section some recently proposed
ideas that go precisely in this direction, and that may shed
new light on the nature of particle DM.

4 New strategies

Before starting the discussion of new strategies for the un-
ambiguous detection of DM, we recall the first, and more
clear signature that one may hope to detect: distinctive spec-
tral features, and in particular annihilation lines. This has
been discussed thoroughly in literature, and although it ap-
pears unlikely that commonly discussed candidates such as
the supersymmetric neutralino, possess prominent enough
feature to be detected with current or upcoming experi-
ments, it is probably good to keep this possibility in mind,
and to search future gamma-data for signatures of this kind.

4.1 Gamma-ray background

Although most searches have focused on the identification
of point-sources associated with regions where DM accumu-
lates, it is interesting to ask what the gamma-ray background
produced by the annihilations of DM in all structures, at any
redshift, would be. The first calculation of this type was per-
formed in (Bergstrom et al. 2001), and then further studied
in (Taylor and Silk 2003; Ullio et al. 2002). The annihilation
background can be expressed as
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simulations of structure formation [5, 6, 7], it is inferred that
the particles constituting the cosmological DM had to be mov-
ing non-relativistically at decoupling from thermal equilibrium
in the early universe (‘freeze-out’), in order to reproduce the ob-
served large-scale structure in the Universe and hence the term
“cold DM” (CDM). This observational evidence has led to the
establishment of a concordance cosmological model, dubbed
ΛCDM [8, 9, 10], although this paradigm is troubled by some
experimental controversies [11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16].
One of the most popular scenarios for CDM is that of weakly

interacting massive particles (WIMPs), which includes a large
class of non-baryonic candidates with mass typically between
a few tens of GeV and few TeV and an annihilation cross-
section set by weak interactions [see, e.g., Refs. 17, 18]. Nat-
ural WIMP candidates are found in proposed extensions of the
SM, e.g. in Super-Symmetry (SUSY) [19, 20], but also Lit-
tle Higgs [21], Universal Extra Dimensions [22], and Tech-
nicolor models [23, 24], among others. Their present veloci-
ties are set by the gravitational potential in the Galactic halo at
about a thousandth of the speed of light. WIMPs which were
in thermal equilibrium in the early Universe would have a relic
abundance varying inversely as their velocity-weighted annihi-
lation cross-section (for pure s−wave annihilation): ΩCDMh2 =
3 × 10−27cm3s−1/ (σannv) [19]. Hence for a weak-scale cross-
section (σannv) = 3 × 10−26cm3s−1, they naturally have the
required relic density ΩCDMh2 = 0.113 ± 0.004, where h =
0.704 ± 0.014 is the Hubble parameter in units of 100 km s−1
Mpc−1 [3]. The ability of WIMPs to naturally yield the DM
density from readily computed thermal processes in the early
Universe without much fine tuning is sometimes termed the
“WIMP miracle”.
In some SUSY theories, a symmetry called ‘R-parity’

prevents a too rapid proton-decay, and as a side-effect, also
guarantees the stability of the lightest SUSY particle (LSP),
which is thus a prime candidate for a WIMP. WIMPs can
annihilate to SM particles, and have hadron or leptons in
the final products of annihilation. Thus from cosmic DM
annihilations, one can expect emission of neutrinos, charged
cosmic rays, multi-frequency electromagnetic radiation from
charged products, and prompt gamma-rays [25]. The detection
of these final state particles can help to identify DM — this is
termed “indirect DM detection”. Gamma-rays are not deflected
by cosmic magnetic fields, and thus trace back to their origin.
Therefore, observation of a gamma-ray signal from cosmic
targets where DM is expected could prove conclusive about its
nature .

In the context of gamma-ray astronomy, the differential flux
of gamma-rays from within a solid angle ∆Ω around a given
astronomical target where DM is expected, can be written as:

dΦ(∆Ω, Eγ)
dEγ

= BF ·
1
4π

(σannv)
2m2χ
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i
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dNi
γ

dEγ
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where (σannv) is the annihilation cross-section (times the rela-

tive velocity of the two WIMPs),
∑
i BRi dNi

γ/dEγ = dNγ/dEγ
is the photon flux per annihilation summed over all the possible
annihilation channels i with branching ratios BRi, and mχ is the
mass of the DM particle. The ‘astrophysical factor’ J̃ is the in-
tegral over the line of sight (los) of the squared DM density and
over the integration solid angle ∆Ω:

J̃ =
∫

∆Ω

dΩ
∫

los
ds ρ2(s,Ω). (1.2)

The remaining term BF in Eq. (1.1) is the so-called ‘boost fac-
tor’ which is a measure of our ignorance of intrinsic flux con-
tributions that are not accounted for directly in the formula.
There are various knownmechanisms for boosting the intrin-

sic flux, among which we mention the inclusion of subhalos,
and the existence of a ‘Sommerfeld enhancement’ of the cross-
section at low velocity regimes in models where the DM parti-
cles interact via a new long-range force. All numerical N−body
simulations of galactic halos have shown the presence of sub-
halos populating the host halo [see, e.g., Refs. 5, 26]. Such
density enhancements, if not spatially resolved, can contribute
substantially to the expected gamma-ray flux from a given ob-
ject. This effect is strongly dependent on the target: in dwarf
spheroidal galaxies (dSphs) for example the boost factor is only
of O(1) [27, 28], whereas in galaxy clusters the boost can be
spectacular, by up to a factor of several hundreds [29, 30, 31].
On the other hand, the Sommerfeld enhancement effect can
significantly boost the DM annihilation cross-section [32, 33].
This non-relativistic effect arises when two DM particles inter-
act in a long-range attractive potential, and results in a boost
in gamma-ray flux which increases with decreasing relative ve-
locity down to a saturation point which depends on the DM and
mediator particle mass. This effect can enhance the annihilation
cross-section by a few orders of magnitude [27, 28].
The current generation of IACTs is actively searching for

WIMP annihilation signals. dSphs are promising targets for
DM annihilation detection being among the most DM domi-
nated objects known and free from astrophysical background.
Constraints on WIMP annihilation signals from dSphs have
been reported towards Sagittarius, Canis Major, Sculptor and
Carina by H.E.S.S. [34, 35, 28], towards Draco, Willman 1 and
Segue 1 by MAGIC [36, 37, 38], towards Draco, Ursa Minor,
Boötes 1, Willman 1 and Segue 1 by VERITAS [39, 40],
and again towards Draco and Ursa Minor by Whipple [41].
Nevertheless, the present instruments do not have the required
sensitivity to reach the “thermal” value of the annihilation
cross-section (σannv) = 3× 10−26cm3s−1. A search for a WIMP
annihilation signal from the halo at angular distances between
0.3◦ and 1.0◦ from the Galactic Centre has also recently been
performed using 112 h of H.E.S.S. data [42]. For WIMP
masses well above the H.E.S.S. energy threshold of 100GeV,
this analysis provides the currently most constraining limits
on (σannv) at the level of a few×10−25 cm3s−1. H.E.S.S.,
MAGIC and VERITAS have also observed some galaxy
clusters, reporting detection of individual galaxies in the
cluster, but only upper limits on any CR and DM associated
emission [43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48]. Even though IACT limits
are weaker than those obtained from the Fermi-LAT satellite
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Figure 1: A schematic of the different sources and energy distributions of γ-rays from WIMP annihilation. (a) Secondary photons arising
from the decay of neutral pions produced in the hadronization of primary annihilation products. (b) Internal bremsstrahlung photons
associated with charged annihilation products, either in the form of final state radiation (FSR) from external legs or as virtual internal
bremsstrahlung (VIB) from the exchange of virtual charged particles. (c) Monochromatic line signals from the prompt annihilation into
two photons or a photon and Z boson. This process occurs only at loop level, and hence is typically strongly suppressed.

destroy small scale structure and violate constraints from
galaxy clustering and the Lyman alpha forest. The attention
thus turns to extensions of the Standard Model, which
themselves are theoretically motivated by the hierarchy
problem (the enormous disparity between the weak and
Planck scales) and the quest for a unification of gravity
and quantum mechanics. The most widely studied class of
such models consists of supersymmetric extensions of the
Standard Model. Additionally models with extra dimensions
have received a lot of attention in recent years. Both of these
approaches offer good DM particle candidates: the lightest
supersymmetric particle (LSP), typically a neutralino in R-
parity conserving supersymmetry, and the lightest Kaluza-
Klein particle (LKP), typically the B(1) particle, the first

Kaluza-Klein excitation of the hypercharge gauge boson, in
Universal Extra Dimension models. For much more infor-
mation, we recommend the comprehensive recent review of
particle DM candidates by Bertone et al. [65].

The direct products of the annihilation of two DM
particles are strongly model dependent. Typical channels
include annihilations into charged leptons (e+e−,µ+µ−,
τ+τ−), quark-antiquark pairs, and gauge and Higgs bosons
(W+W−,ZZ,Zh,hh). In the end, however, the decay and
hadronization of these annihilation products results in
only three types of emissions: (i) high energy neutrinos
and antineutrinos, (ii) relativistic electrons and protons
and their antiparticles, and (iii) γ-ray photons. Additional
lower energy photons can result from the interaction of

Spectral features

potential impact on other fields
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performed using 112 h of H.E.S.S. data [42]. For WIMP
masses well above the H.E.S.S. energy threshold of 100GeV,
this analysis provides the currently most constraining limits
on (σannv) at the level of a few×10−25 cm3s−1. H.E.S.S.,
MAGIC and VERITAS have also observed some galaxy
clusters, reporting detection of individual galaxies in the
cluster, but only upper limits on any CR and DM associated
emission [43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48]. Even though IACT limits
are weaker than those obtained from the Fermi-LAT satellite
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2.3. Localization

The position of each source was determined by maximizing
the likelihood starting from the seed position, using gtfindsrc.
We used gtfindsrc rather than pointlike (used in 3FGL) in order
to benefit from the full power of PSF event types introduced
in Pass 8. The gtfindsrc tool works in unbinned mode,
automatically selecting the appropriate PSF for each event as a
function of its event type and off-axis angle (the PSF broadens
at large off-axis angles). The gtfindsrc run was integrated into
the main iterative procedure (Section 2.4), starting with the
brightest sources. This ensures that the surrounding sources
were correctly represented. The main drawback is that gtfindsrc
provides only a symmetric (circular) error radius, assuming a
Gaussian distribution, not the full TS map and an ellipse as
pointlike does. There is no reason to believe that this is a
serious limitation. For example, in 3FGL the average ratio
between the two axes of the error ellipses was 1.20, so most
ellipses were close to circular. At higher energies (1FHL) this
ratio was even smaller, 1.12.

The systematic uncertainties associated with localization
were not calibrated on 3FHL itself, but on the larger (and more
precise) preliminary source list derived from an analysis over
all energies greater than 100MeV. The absolute precision at the
95% confidence level was found to be 0°.0075 (it was 0°.005 in
3FGL, but the statistical precision on localization was not
good enough to constrain the absolute precision well). The
systematic factor was found to be 1.05, as in 3FGL. We
checked that the 3FHL localizations were consistent with the
same values. Consequently, we multiplied all error estimates by
1.05 and added 0°.0075 in quadrature.

2.4. Significance and Spectral Characterization

The framework for this stage of the analysis was inherited
from the 3FGL catalog analysis pipeline (Acero et al. 2015). It
splits the sky into regions of interest (RoIs), each with typically

half a dozen sources whose parameters are simultaneously
optimized. The global best fit is reached iteratively, by
including sources in the outer parts of the RoI from the
neighboring RoIs at the previous step. Above 10 GeV the PSF
is narrow, so the cross-talk is small and the iteration converges
rapidly. The diffuse emission model had exactly one free
normalization parameter per RoI (see the Appendix for details).
We used unbinned likelihood with PSF event types over the
full energy range, neglecting energy dispersion. Extended
sources (Section 2.5) were treated just as point sources, except
for their spatial templates. Whenever possible, we applied the
new RadialDisk and RadialGaussian analytic spatial templates
for the likelihood calculation. They are not pixelized and hence
are more precise than the map-based templates used in 3FGL.
Sources were modeled by default with a power-law (PL)

spectrum (two free parameters, a normalization and a spectral
photon index). At the end of the iteration, we kept only sources
with TS> 25 with the PL model, corresponding to a
significance of just over 4σ evaluated from the χ2 distribution
with 4 degrees of freedom (position and spectral parameters,
Mattox et al. 1996). We also enforced a minimum number of
model-predicted events Npred� 4 (only two sources were
rejected because of this limit, and only two have Npred< 5).
We ended up with 1556 sources with TS> 25, including 48
extended sources.
The alternative curved LogParabola (LP) spectral shape
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was systematically tested, and adopted when
Signif_Curve= 2 ln LP PL 3L L >( ( ) ( )) , corresp-
onding to 3-σ evidence in favor of the curved model (the
threshold was 4σ in 3FGL). Among 1556 sources, only 6 were
found to be significantly curved at the 4σ level. Lowering the
threshold to 3σ added 26 curved sources, whereas an average

Figure 1. Adaptively smoothed Fermi-LAT counts map in the 10 GeV–2 TeV band represented in Galactic coordinates and Hammer–Aitoff projection. The image has
been smoothed with a Gaussian kernel whose size was varied to achieve a minimum signal-to-noise ratio under the kernel of 2.3. The color scale is logarithmic and the
units are counts per (0.1 deg)2 pixel.
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3.5. The Galactic Population

The majority of Galactic sources detected in 3FHL are
sources at the final stage of stellar evolution such as pulsars,
PWNe, and SNRs, many of which are detected as extended,
and high-mass binaries.

In this catalog 125 sources are associated with Galactic
objects and 83 are unassociated within the plane of our Galaxy
( b 10< n∣ ∣ ). The same low Galactic latitude region has 133
extragalactic objects. Considering the density of extragalactic
sources outside of the plane and the decreased sensitivity for
source detection in the plane, we estimate that ≈25–40 of the
83 unassociated objects may be Galactic. Indeed, the distribu-
tion in Galactic latitude of unassociated sources (see Figure 11)
shows a peaked profile for b 2< n∣ ∣ on top of a flat isotropic
background.

The spectral index distribution of Galactic sources is broad,
with a median index Γ≈ 3 as shown by Figure 12. This arises
from the superposition of the distributions of the indices of the
different source classes. The majority of sources are pulsars,
and at >10 GeV, the LAT samples their super-exponential
cutoffs, yielding a median spectral index of Γ≈ 4. Sources
classified as pulsars in 3FGL retain this classification in 3FHL
for consistency. A source is reclassified as PWN only if it is
associated with a known, small-size PWN and has a rising SED
indicative of a dominant PWN component. Only 3FHL J0205.5
+6449, 3FHL J0534.5+2201, and 3FHL J1124.4-5916 have
been reclassified accordingly. SNRs and PWNe account for 56
objects. Their similar index distributions translate into much
harder spectra than the rest, having a median of Γ≈ 2. The
unassociated sources within the plane of the Galaxy display the
full range of spectral indices 1<Γ<5. However, those

Figure 2. Distributions of angular separations in σ units between 3FHL sources and their counterparts (r95 = 2.448σ). (Left panel): sources associated with the
Bayesian method (red solid line) and sources solely associated with that method (black dotted line). (Right panel): Same, but for the LR method. The curves
correspond to the expected distributions for real associations.

Figure 3. Sky map, in Galactic coordinates and Hammer–Aitoff projection, showing the objects in the 3FHL catalog classified by their most likely source classes.
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simulations of structure formation [5, 6, 7], it is inferred that
the particles constituting the cosmological DM had to be mov-
ing non-relativistically at decoupling from thermal equilibrium
in the early universe (‘freeze-out’), in order to reproduce the ob-
served large-scale structure in the Universe and hence the term
“cold DM” (CDM). This observational evidence has led to the
establishment of a concordance cosmological model, dubbed
ΛCDM [8, 9, 10], although this paradigm is troubled by some
experimental controversies [11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16].
One of the most popular scenarios for CDM is that of weakly

interacting massive particles (WIMPs), which includes a large
class of non-baryonic candidates with mass typically between
a few tens of GeV and few TeV and an annihilation cross-
section set by weak interactions [see, e.g., Refs. 17, 18]. Nat-
ural WIMP candidates are found in proposed extensions of the
SM, e.g. in Super-Symmetry (SUSY) [19, 20], but also Lit-
tle Higgs [21], Universal Extra Dimensions [22], and Tech-
nicolor models [23, 24], among others. Their present veloci-
ties are set by the gravitational potential in the Galactic halo at
about a thousandth of the speed of light. WIMPs which were
in thermal equilibrium in the early Universe would have a relic
abundance varying inversely as their velocity-weighted annihi-
lation cross-section (for pure s−wave annihilation): ΩCDMh2 =
3 × 10−27cm3s−1/ (σannv) [19]. Hence for a weak-scale cross-
section (σannv) = 3 × 10−26cm3s−1, they naturally have the
required relic density ΩCDMh2 = 0.113 ± 0.004, where h =
0.704 ± 0.014 is the Hubble parameter in units of 100 km s−1
Mpc−1 [3]. The ability of WIMPs to naturally yield the DM
density from readily computed thermal processes in the early
Universe without much fine tuning is sometimes termed the
“WIMP miracle”.
In some SUSY theories, a symmetry called ‘R-parity’

prevents a too rapid proton-decay, and as a side-effect, also
guarantees the stability of the lightest SUSY particle (LSP),
which is thus a prime candidate for a WIMP. WIMPs can
annihilate to SM particles, and have hadron or leptons in
the final products of annihilation. Thus from cosmic DM
annihilations, one can expect emission of neutrinos, charged
cosmic rays, multi-frequency electromagnetic radiation from
charged products, and prompt gamma-rays [25]. The detection
of these final state particles can help to identify DM — this is
termed “indirect DM detection”. Gamma-rays are not deflected
by cosmic magnetic fields, and thus trace back to their origin.
Therefore, observation of a gamma-ray signal from cosmic
targets where DM is expected could prove conclusive about its
nature .

In the context of gamma-ray astronomy, the differential flux
of gamma-rays from within a solid angle ∆Ω around a given
astronomical target where DM is expected, can be written as:

dΦ(∆Ω, Eγ)
dEγ
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1
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where (σannv) is the annihilation cross-section (times the rela-

tive velocity of the two WIMPs),
∑
i BRi dNi

γ/dEγ = dNγ/dEγ
is the photon flux per annihilation summed over all the possible
annihilation channels i with branching ratios BRi, and mχ is the
mass of the DM particle. The ‘astrophysical factor’ J̃ is the in-
tegral over the line of sight (los) of the squared DM density and
over the integration solid angle ∆Ω:

J̃ =
∫

∆Ω

dΩ
∫

los
ds ρ2(s,Ω). (1.2)

The remaining term BF in Eq. (1.1) is the so-called ‘boost fac-
tor’ which is a measure of our ignorance of intrinsic flux con-
tributions that are not accounted for directly in the formula.
There are various knownmechanisms for boosting the intrin-

sic flux, among which we mention the inclusion of subhalos,
and the existence of a ‘Sommerfeld enhancement’ of the cross-
section at low velocity regimes in models where the DM parti-
cles interact via a new long-range force. All numerical N−body
simulations of galactic halos have shown the presence of sub-
halos populating the host halo [see, e.g., Refs. 5, 26]. Such
density enhancements, if not spatially resolved, can contribute
substantially to the expected gamma-ray flux from a given ob-
ject. This effect is strongly dependent on the target: in dwarf
spheroidal galaxies (dSphs) for example the boost factor is only
of O(1) [27, 28], whereas in galaxy clusters the boost can be
spectacular, by up to a factor of several hundreds [29, 30, 31].
On the other hand, the Sommerfeld enhancement effect can
significantly boost the DM annihilation cross-section [32, 33].
This non-relativistic effect arises when two DM particles inter-
act in a long-range attractive potential, and results in a boost
in gamma-ray flux which increases with decreasing relative ve-
locity down to a saturation point which depends on the DM and
mediator particle mass. This effect can enhance the annihilation
cross-section by a few orders of magnitude [27, 28].
The current generation of IACTs is actively searching for

WIMP annihilation signals. dSphs are promising targets for
DM annihilation detection being among the most DM domi-
nated objects known and free from astrophysical background.
Constraints on WIMP annihilation signals from dSphs have
been reported towards Sagittarius, Canis Major, Sculptor and
Carina by H.E.S.S. [34, 35, 28], towards Draco, Willman 1 and
Segue 1 by MAGIC [36, 37, 38], towards Draco, Ursa Minor,
Boötes 1, Willman 1 and Segue 1 by VERITAS [39, 40],
and again towards Draco and Ursa Minor by Whipple [41].
Nevertheless, the present instruments do not have the required
sensitivity to reach the “thermal” value of the annihilation
cross-section (σannv) = 3× 10−26cm3s−1. A search for a WIMP
annihilation signal from the halo at angular distances between
0.3◦ and 1.0◦ from the Galactic Centre has also recently been
performed using 112 h of H.E.S.S. data [42]. For WIMP
masses well above the H.E.S.S. energy threshold of 100GeV,
this analysis provides the currently most constraining limits
on (σannv) at the level of a few×10−25 cm3s−1. H.E.S.S.,
MAGIC and VERITAS have also observed some galaxy
clusters, reporting detection of individual galaxies in the
cluster, but only upper limits on any CR and DM associated
emission [43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48]. Even though IACT limits
are weaker than those obtained from the Fermi-LAT satellite
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tor’ which is a measure of our ignorance of intrinsic flux con-
tributions that are not accounted for directly in the formula.
There are various knownmechanisms for boosting the intrin-

sic flux, among which we mention the inclusion of subhalos,
and the existence of a ‘Sommerfeld enhancement’ of the cross-
section at low velocity regimes in models where the DM parti-
cles interact via a new long-range force. All numerical N−body
simulations of galactic halos have shown the presence of sub-
halos populating the host halo [see, e.g., Refs. 5, 26]. Such
density enhancements, if not spatially resolved, can contribute
substantially to the expected gamma-ray flux from a given ob-
ject. This effect is strongly dependent on the target: in dwarf
spheroidal galaxies (dSphs) for example the boost factor is only
of O(1) [27, 28], whereas in galaxy clusters the boost can be
spectacular, by up to a factor of several hundreds [29, 30, 31].
On the other hand, the Sommerfeld enhancement effect can
significantly boost the DM annihilation cross-section [32, 33].
This non-relativistic effect arises when two DM particles inter-
act in a long-range attractive potential, and results in a boost
in gamma-ray flux which increases with decreasing relative ve-
locity down to a saturation point which depends on the DM and
mediator particle mass. This effect can enhance the annihilation
cross-section by a few orders of magnitude [27, 28].
The current generation of IACTs is actively searching for

WIMP annihilation signals. dSphs are promising targets for
DM annihilation detection being among the most DM domi-
nated objects known and free from astrophysical background.
Constraints on WIMP annihilation signals from dSphs have
been reported towards Sagittarius, Canis Major, Sculptor and
Carina by H.E.S.S. [34, 35, 28], towards Draco, Willman 1 and
Segue 1 by MAGIC [36, 37, 38], towards Draco, Ursa Minor,
Boötes 1, Willman 1 and Segue 1 by VERITAS [39, 40],
and again towards Draco and Ursa Minor by Whipple [41].
Nevertheless, the present instruments do not have the required
sensitivity to reach the “thermal” value of the annihilation
cross-section (σannv) = 3× 10−26cm3s−1. A search for a WIMP
annihilation signal from the halo at angular distances between
0.3◦ and 1.0◦ from the Galactic Centre has also recently been
performed using 112 h of H.E.S.S. data [42]. For WIMP
masses well above the H.E.S.S. energy threshold of 100GeV,
this analysis provides the currently most constraining limits
on (σannv) at the level of a few×10−25 cm3s−1. H.E.S.S.,
MAGIC and VERITAS have also observed some galaxy
clusters, reporting detection of individual galaxies in the
cluster, but only upper limits on any CR and DM associated
emission [43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48]. Even though IACT limits
are weaker than those obtained from the Fermi-LAT satellite
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simulations of structure formation [5, 6, 7], it is inferred that
the particles constituting the cosmological DM had to be mov-
ing non-relativistically at decoupling from thermal equilibrium
in the early universe (‘freeze-out’), in order to reproduce the ob-
served large-scale structure in the Universe and hence the term
“cold DM” (CDM). This observational evidence has led to the
establishment of a concordance cosmological model, dubbed
ΛCDM [8, 9, 10], although this paradigm is troubled by some
experimental controversies [11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16].
One of the most popular scenarios for CDM is that of weakly

interacting massive particles (WIMPs), which includes a large
class of non-baryonic candidates with mass typically between
a few tens of GeV and few TeV and an annihilation cross-
section set by weak interactions [see, e.g., Refs. 17, 18]. Nat-
ural WIMP candidates are found in proposed extensions of the
SM, e.g. in Super-Symmetry (SUSY) [19, 20], but also Lit-
tle Higgs [21], Universal Extra Dimensions [22], and Tech-
nicolor models [23, 24], among others. Their present veloci-
ties are set by the gravitational potential in the Galactic halo at
about a thousandth of the speed of light. WIMPs which were
in thermal equilibrium in the early Universe would have a relic
abundance varying inversely as their velocity-weighted annihi-
lation cross-section (for pure s−wave annihilation): ΩCDMh2 =
3 × 10−27cm3s−1/ (σannv) [19]. Hence for a weak-scale cross-
section (σannv) = 3 × 10−26cm3s−1, they naturally have the
required relic density ΩCDMh2 = 0.113 ± 0.004, where h =
0.704 ± 0.014 is the Hubble parameter in units of 100 km s−1
Mpc−1 [3]. The ability of WIMPs to naturally yield the DM
density from readily computed thermal processes in the early
Universe without much fine tuning is sometimes termed the
“WIMP miracle”.
In some SUSY theories, a symmetry called ‘R-parity’

prevents a too rapid proton-decay, and as a side-effect, also
guarantees the stability of the lightest SUSY particle (LSP),
which is thus a prime candidate for a WIMP. WIMPs can
annihilate to SM particles, and have hadron or leptons in
the final products of annihilation. Thus from cosmic DM
annihilations, one can expect emission of neutrinos, charged
cosmic rays, multi-frequency electromagnetic radiation from
charged products, and prompt gamma-rays [25]. The detection
of these final state particles can help to identify DM — this is
termed “indirect DM detection”. Gamma-rays are not deflected
by cosmic magnetic fields, and thus trace back to their origin.
Therefore, observation of a gamma-ray signal from cosmic
targets where DM is expected could prove conclusive about its
nature .

In the context of gamma-ray astronomy, the differential flux
of gamma-rays from within a solid angle ∆Ω around a given
astronomical target where DM is expected, can be written as:

dΦ(∆Ω, Eγ)
dEγ

= BF ·
1
4π

(σannv)
2m2χ

∑

i
BRi

dNi
γ

dEγ
︸!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!︷︷!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!︸

Particle Physics

· J̃(∆Ω)︸!︷︷!︸
Astrophysics

,

(1.1)
where (σannv) is the annihilation cross-section (times the rela-

tive velocity of the two WIMPs),
∑
i BRi dNi

γ/dEγ = dNγ/dEγ
is the photon flux per annihilation summed over all the possible
annihilation channels i with branching ratios BRi, and mχ is the
mass of the DM particle. The ‘astrophysical factor’ J̃ is the in-
tegral over the line of sight (los) of the squared DM density and
over the integration solid angle ∆Ω:

J̃ =
∫

∆Ω

dΩ
∫

los
ds ρ2(s,Ω). (1.2)

The remaining term BF in Eq. (1.1) is the so-called ‘boost fac-
tor’ which is a measure of our ignorance of intrinsic flux con-
tributions that are not accounted for directly in the formula.
There are various knownmechanisms for boosting the intrin-

sic flux, among which we mention the inclusion of subhalos,
and the existence of a ‘Sommerfeld enhancement’ of the cross-
section at low velocity regimes in models where the DM parti-
cles interact via a new long-range force. All numerical N−body
simulations of galactic halos have shown the presence of sub-
halos populating the host halo [see, e.g., Refs. 5, 26]. Such
density enhancements, if not spatially resolved, can contribute
substantially to the expected gamma-ray flux from a given ob-
ject. This effect is strongly dependent on the target: in dwarf
spheroidal galaxies (dSphs) for example the boost factor is only
of O(1) [27, 28], whereas in galaxy clusters the boost can be
spectacular, by up to a factor of several hundreds [29, 30, 31].
On the other hand, the Sommerfeld enhancement effect can
significantly boost the DM annihilation cross-section [32, 33].
This non-relativistic effect arises when two DM particles inter-
act in a long-range attractive potential, and results in a boost
in gamma-ray flux which increases with decreasing relative ve-
locity down to a saturation point which depends on the DM and
mediator particle mass. This effect can enhance the annihilation
cross-section by a few orders of magnitude [27, 28].
The current generation of IACTs is actively searching for

WIMP annihilation signals. dSphs are promising targets for
DM annihilation detection being among the most DM domi-
nated objects known and free from astrophysical background.
Constraints on WIMP annihilation signals from dSphs have
been reported towards Sagittarius, Canis Major, Sculptor and
Carina by H.E.S.S. [34, 35, 28], towards Draco, Willman 1 and
Segue 1 by MAGIC [36, 37, 38], towards Draco, Ursa Minor,
Boötes 1, Willman 1 and Segue 1 by VERITAS [39, 40],
and again towards Draco and Ursa Minor by Whipple [41].
Nevertheless, the present instruments do not have the required
sensitivity to reach the “thermal” value of the annihilation
cross-section (σannv) = 3× 10−26cm3s−1. A search for a WIMP
annihilation signal from the halo at angular distances between
0.3◦ and 1.0◦ from the Galactic Centre has also recently been
performed using 112 h of H.E.S.S. data [42]. For WIMP
masses well above the H.E.S.S. energy threshold of 100GeV,
this analysis provides the currently most constraining limits
on (σannv) at the level of a few×10−25 cm3s−1. H.E.S.S.,
MAGIC and VERITAS have also observed some galaxy
clusters, reporting detection of individual galaxies in the
cluster, but only upper limits on any CR and DM associated
emission [43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48]. Even though IACT limits
are weaker than those obtained from the Fermi-LAT satellite
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integrated DM density 
squared along the line of site

from N-body simulations of matter clustering 
(e.g. Millenium simulation)

simulation of hadronic showers (e.g. PYTHIA)

flux of SM particles 

per DM annihilation

the DM signal:
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130 GeV Line Feature towards Galactic Centre
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3.2σ significance (post-trial)  Einasto profile
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Bringmann etal 2012   

         

Galactic center
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LMC/SMC 
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Dark sub halos

Local group 
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M33

Galaxy Clusters 

Cumulative ExtraGal signal

Spectral signatures

Φγ(θ) ∼ ρ2
DM /d2
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(NON) Observation of dSPhs one of the most 
stringent and robust limits: 

— joint likelihood analysis of 20 dSphs using 
observations by 5 gamma-ray telescopes  

(Fermi LAT, MAGIC, HESS, VERITAS, HAWC)   
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FIG. 7: Intensity maps (in galactic coordinates) after subtracting the point source model and best-fit Galactic diffuse model,
Fermi bubbles, and isotropic templates. Template coefficients are obtained from the fit including these three templates and
a γ = 1.3 DM-like template. Masked pixels are indicated in black. All maps have been smoothed to a common PSF of 2
degrees for display, before masking (the corresponding masks have not been smoothed; they reflect the actual masks used in
the analysis). At energies between ∼0.5-10 GeV (i.e. in the first three frames), the dark-matter-like emission is clearly visible
around the Galactic Center.

V. THE GALACTIC CENTER

In this section, we describe our analysis of the Fermi
data from the region of the Galactic Center, defined as
|b| < 5◦, |l| < 5◦. We make use of the same Pass 7 data
set, with Q2 cuts on CTBCORE, as described in the pre-
vious section. We performed a binned likelihood analysis
to this data set using the Fermi tool gtlike, dividing
the region into 200×200 spatial bins (each 0.05◦×0.05◦),
and 12 logarithmically-spaced energy bins between 0.316-

10.0 GeV. Included in the fit is a model for the Galac-
tic diffuse emission, supplemented by a model spatially
tracing the observed 20 cm emission [45], a model for
the isotropic gamma-ray background, and all gamma-ray
sources listed in the 2FGL catalog [46], as well as the
two additional point sources described in Ref. [47]. We
allow the flux and spectral shape of all high-significance
(
√
TS > 25) 2FGL sources located within 7◦ of the

Galactic Center to vary. For somewhat more distant or
lower significance sources (ψ = 7◦ − 8◦ and

√
TS > 25,
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Figure 18. Left panel: Constraints on the ⌅⇥v⇧-vs-m� plane for three di�erent DM annihilation
channels, from a fit to the spectrum shown in figure 14 (cf. table 4). Colored points (squares) refer to
best-fit values from previous Inner Galaxy (Galactic center) analyses (see discussion in section 6.2).
Right panel: Constraints on the ⌅⇥v⇧-vs-� plane, based on the fits with the ten GCE segments.
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Figure 19. Constraints on the ⌅⇥v⇧-vs-m� plane at 95% CL, individually for the GCE template
segments shown in figure 15, for the channel ⇤⇤ ⇥ b̄b. The cross indicates the best-fit value from a fit
to all regions simultaneously (m� ⇤ 46.6GeV, ⌅⇥v⇧ ⇤ 1.60� 10�26 cm3 s�1). Note that we assume a
NFW profile with an inner slope of � = 1.28. The individual p-values are shown in the figure legend;
the combined p-value is 0.11.

mass fixed at 49GeV. This plot is based on the fluxes from the segmented GCE template,
see figure 16. As expected, the cross-section is strongly correlated with the profile slope. We
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FIG. 7: Intensity maps (in galactic coordinates) after subtracting the point source model and best-fit Galactic diffuse model,
Fermi bubbles, and isotropic templates. Template coefficients are obtained from the fit including these three templates and
a γ = 1.3 DM-like template. Masked pixels are indicated in black. All maps have been smoothed to a common PSF of 2
degrees for display, before masking (the corresponding masks have not been smoothed; they reflect the actual masks used in
the analysis). At energies between ∼0.5-10 GeV (i.e. in the first three frames), the dark-matter-like emission is clearly visible
around the Galactic Center.

V. THE GALACTIC CENTER

In this section, we describe our analysis of the Fermi
data from the region of the Galactic Center, defined as
|b| < 5◦, |l| < 5◦. We make use of the same Pass 7 data
set, with Q2 cuts on CTBCORE, as described in the pre-
vious section. We performed a binned likelihood analysis
to this data set using the Fermi tool gtlike, dividing
the region into 200×200 spatial bins (each 0.05◦×0.05◦),
and 12 logarithmically-spaced energy bins between 0.316-

10.0 GeV. Included in the fit is a model for the Galac-
tic diffuse emission, supplemented by a model spatially
tracing the observed 20 cm emission [45], a model for
the isotropic gamma-ray background, and all gamma-ray
sources listed in the 2FGL catalog [46], as well as the
two additional point sources described in Ref. [47]. We
allow the flux and spectral shape of all high-significance
(
√
TS > 25) 2FGL sources located within 7◦ of the

Galactic Center to vary. For somewhat more distant or
lower significance sources (ψ = 7◦ − 8◦ and

√
TS > 25,
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Figure 18. Left panel: Constraints on the ⌅⇥v⇧-vs-m� plane for three di�erent DM annihilation
channels, from a fit to the spectrum shown in figure 14 (cf. table 4). Colored points (squares) refer to
best-fit values from previous Inner Galaxy (Galactic center) analyses (see discussion in section 6.2).
Right panel: Constraints on the ⌅⇥v⇧-vs-� plane, based on the fits with the ten GCE segments.
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Figure 19. Constraints on the ⌅⇥v⇧-vs-m� plane at 95% CL, individually for the GCE template
segments shown in figure 15, for the channel ⇤⇤ ⇥ b̄b. The cross indicates the best-fit value from a fit
to all regions simultaneously (m� ⇤ 46.6GeV, ⌅⇥v⇧ ⇤ 1.60� 10�26 cm3 s�1). Note that we assume a
NFW profile with an inner slope of � = 1.28. The individual p-values are shown in the figure legend;
the combined p-value is 0.11.

mass fixed at 49GeV. This plot is based on the fluxes from the segmented GCE template,
see figure 16. As expected, the cross-section is strongly correlated with the profile slope. We
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Strongest limits @TeV by H.E.S.S.

Thermal x-section excluded by combination of exp data 
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1) CTAO is arguably the only experiment in a position to close 
the TeV gap. AMS-02 complementary, systematics due to CR 
propagation significant. 
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The big picture

1) CTAO is arguably the only experiment in a position to close 
the TeV gap. AMS-02 complementary, systematics due to CR 
propagation significant. 

[Archaryya et al (wGZ), 2021, 2007.16129]
[Abe et al (wGZ), 2024, 2403.04857]

Thermal DM



Heavy DM

The big picture

2) New phenomenology at >TeV DM mass range 

- at mDM ≳ few TeV expect long-range behavior with 
bound states playing a role 

- there is no model-independent unitarity limit on mass of 
thermal relic DM 

- σvrel ∝ 1/vrel and rich resonance structure expected

[Baumgart et al., 2025, 2507.15937]

Impact from PP community (NLO)

Thermal DM



GCE
?

Robustness of results

There is only one sky… ML (as  any analysis) gives  a 
result, but how to check if results are robust ?  
+ Such checks specially relevant when using a new 
(black box?) tool

• The Pass 8 Fermi diffuse model uses ’patches’ of selected sky regions when deriving the model. 
As a consequence, large scale residual emission (including the (smoothed) GCE and FBs) are 
part of the diffuse model itself, in strike difference from the models our network was trained on.  

• Despite these differences, the overall emission in the verification data set, contains the emission 
components the network is expected to be broadly familiar with and should be able to quantify. 

Show network a model it has not seen before  
—> apply network trained on the Model 3A on the verification data set that uses ‘Pass 8 
Fermi diffuse model’ for the Interstellar emission component
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The big picture

Or 
unresolved 
sources?

Multi-wavelength measurements essential: 
• SKA (pulsars in radio) [Calore+, Astrophys.J. 827 (2016)] 

• CTA (IC from electrons injected by pulsars) [Manconi+, 2402.04733, etc]

Thermal DM Impact from other experiments



GCE
?

Robustness of results

There is only one sky… ML (as  any analysis) gives  a 
result, but how to check if results are robust ?  
+ Such checks specially relevant when using a new 
(black box?) tool

• The Pass 8 Fermi diffuse model uses ’patches’ of selected sky regions when deriving the model. 
As a consequence, large scale residual emission (including the (smoothed) GCE and FBs) are 
part of the diffuse model itself, in strike difference from the models our network was trained on.  

• Despite these differences, the overall emission in the verification data set, contains the emission 
components the network is expected to be broadly familiar with and should be able to quantify. 

Show network a model it has not seen before  
—> apply network trained on the Model 3A on the verification data set that uses ‘Pass 8 
Fermi diffuse model’ for the Interstellar emission component
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The big picture

Or 
unresolved 
sources?

Many analyses, including ML 
approach with CNNs 

—> ‘reality gap’ the main limitation 
[Caron+ (wGZ), 2211.09796]

Thermal DM
‘General purpose’ ML/AI methods 



Part 2: ALPs



[Credit: Manuel Meyer, TeVPA2024]

AGNs in centres of Galaxy clusters: 
Strong magnetic fields 

Long distances

Part 2: ALPs



[Abdalla et al (wGZ), 2021, 2010.01349]

[Credit: Manuel Meyer, TeVPA2024]
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7CTA will be very sensitive probe due to an 
improved sensitivity and energy resolution ! 

AGNs in centres of Galaxy clusters: 
Strong magnetic fields 

Long distances

Part 2: ALPs



Application of machine learning highly motivated for this problem:  

Many parameter problem, so cannot do inference without neglecting uncertainties  

—> Simulation Based Inference (SBI) great alternative approach to Bayesian inference

[Credit: Gert Kluge, TeVPA2024]

SBI “likelihood-free” or “implicit likelihood” 
inference — the notion that “running your 
simulator” is the same as sampling from the 
(simulated-)data likelihood p(x|θ). 

Truncated Marginal Neural Ratio Estimation 
(TMNRE), implemented within the framework of 
swyft.  

A binary classification task – it asks the question 
given a pair (x,θ), did θ generate x?  
The relative precision of the posterior distribution 
reflects how difficult it is to discriminate between 
joint and marginal samples. 

[Credit: Gert Kluge, TeVPA2024]

Part 2: ALPs
‘General purpose’ ML/AI methods 



[Credit: Gert Kluge, TeVPA2024]

Application of ML highly motivated:  

Many parameter problem, so cannot do inference without neglecting uncertainties  

—> SBI great alternative approach to Bayesian inference

Ongoing work with SMASH fellows  

Pooja Bhattacharjee and Christopher Eckner

Preliminary

Preliminary

[Credit: C. Eckner, ICRC2025]

Part 2: ALPs
‘General purpose’ ML/AI methods 



Summary

Just a flavour of a vast field that is DM search in astrophysical data 

Amazing new experiments just got online or will do shortly 

New techniques (ML) are also there, getting ready to be applied widely  

Collaboration across fields: theory (heavy DM), methods (ML/AI), experiments necessary!
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The big picture

[Abe et al, “Discovering the Higgsino at CTAO-North within the Decade” 2506.08084]

Thermal DM

For 1.1 TeV thermal 
higgsino



Figure 2. The figures show characteristic DM signal spectra, dN�/dE� , of the type discussed in
Section 3, featuring sharp endpoints at or around E0 = 2TeV. Solid lines correspond to the physical,
injected spectra, while dashed lines show the observed signal spectra as modeled by including the IRF
of CTAO (see section 5.2). For comparison, dotted lines show the result of the physical spectrum
convoluted with a Gaussian of width equaling the energy resolution displayed in Fig. 1. Left panel:
Monochromatic line (black), Eq. (3.3), and VIB (red), Eq. (3.4). The solid, monochromatic line
at E� = m� = 2TeV is not shown explicitly. Right panel: The signal spectrum for two different
box scenarios, Eq. (3.5); green (orange) curves show the case of the box width �E being smaller
(larger) than the energy window. The DM mass for the narrow (wide) box shape in these examples is
m� = 4 (2.87) TeV. We note that the different areas under these curves directly reflect the different
number of photons per annihilation, namely N� = 2 for the line spectrum, N� = 1 for VIB and
N� = 4 for box-shaped spectra.

and Higgsino DM [49]). VIB signals, on the other hand, are inevitably accompanied by tree-
level processes (without the additional photon in the final state) that set the relic density
and hence generically suppressed only by a factor of ⇠ ↵em/⇡ with respect to the ‘thermal’
rate. For box signals, finally, the relic density is often set by the same process that gives rise
to the signal, namely ��̄ ! ��; in fact, the value of the relevant ‘thermal’ cross section can
easily be a factor of a few higher because, for such an annihilation scenario, freeze-out would
typically happen in a secluded dark sector (see Ref. [78] for how to determine the relic density
in such cases).

4 Target Regions

In Section 3 we discussed spectral signatures of annihilating DM, related to the particle physics
aspects of DM. In this section we turn our attention to the expected spatial distribution of
cold DM, largely independent of its particle properties, and how this motivates our choice of
target regions. Generally speaking, as evident from Eq. (3.1), close-by regions with a high
DM density are good targets for observing DM annihilation signals. The GC region has the
largest J-factor, Eq. (3.2), among all possible targets, making it arguably the best DM target
from the point of view of the overall expected signal strength (even when taking into account
that the uncertainty on the J-factor, �J , is considerable). However, the GC hosts a rich
environment of astrophysical gamma-ray emitters, resulting in complex backgrounds for DM
searches.

– 8 –

Target 1: Galactic Center, spectral features 

excellent energy resolution of 
CTA (E >1 TeV)ΔE/E ∼ 5 − 8 %

Studies of: 

— annihilation (loop suppressed)  
— virtual internal Bremsstrahlung 
— decay of long-lived mediators  
      (box-shaped)

χχ → γγ

1.6 TeV 2.4 TeV

χχ → ϕϕ

ϕ → γγ

VIB



Results

Target 1: Galactic Center, spectral features 

CTA likelihood tables for line-like DM spectra available at
zenodo.org (https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.10792466)

CTA will improve 
existing limits on line-
like searches by an 
order of magnitude.

http://zenodo.org
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.10792466


Target 2: dSphs 

Three dSphs per hemisphere  
—> have the best trade-off 
between the expected signal 
intensity and the uncertainties 
on the astrophysical 𝐽ann factor

75h/target

300h/target 
CBe+RetII

10-24

10-24

bb

[Abe et al, 2508.19120]



Target 3: Galaxy Clusters 

Annihilation 95% C.L Upper Limits

MED !+! - !+! -

7

THE PERSEUS KEY SCIENCE PROJECT – DM PART

Uncertainty due to 
substructure boost

300h

Perseus clusterMost massive virialized halos 
Large reservoirs of DM but also hot gas and CRs 

Not yet observed in gamma rays - CTA well 
positioned for a discovery 

NGC1275

IC310

Focus on Perseus Cluster 
Likelihood fitting, 8 parameters

Annihilating

[The CTA Consortium; arXiv:2309.03712] 

https://arxiv.org/pdf/2309.03712


Lorenz invariance tests with CTA

Dispersion measure 
ξα - correction factor, with the leading 
linear (α = 1) and quadratic (α = 2) terms 

Many QG models that lead to a vacuum velocity of light that is energy 
dependent

For measuring dispersion due to LIV there are three criteria that an ideal 
probe should meet: 
• emit very high energy photons (>10 TeV, SSTs!) 
• be very distant, 

• exhibit variability with good statistics 

—> energy-dependent time delay AGNs, GRBs, …



Lorenz invariance tests with CTA

LHAASO, Phys.Rev.Lett. 128 (2022) 5, 051102 

Consider LHAASO J0534+2202 and LHAASO J2032+4102 - two sources with the highest energy 
γ-like events up to PeV energies. The ultra-high-energy γ events are used to constrain the LIV 
effect, which is predicted to give hard cutoff to the energy spectra of γ-ray sources due to the 
MDR-induced photon decay or splitting. 

the superluminal LIV case: 

-  photons can decay into a pair of 
electron and positron, γ → e−e+, as 

long as the threshold condition is 
satisfied - leads to a sharp cutoff in the 
γ-ray spectrum 

- photon splitting into multiple photons, 
γ → Nγ (3γ), also results in a hard cutoff



Lorenz invariance tests with CTA
potential of CTA to detect or constrain LIV with two blazars, Mrk 501 and 1ES 0229+200 

flaring state of Mrk 501 and a long-term observation of 1ES 0229+200 are simulated for 10 hours 
and 50 hours 

CTA potential to test LIV-induced modifications of the pair-production threshold in γ-ray 
interactions with the EBL.

[The CTA Consortium; JCAP 02 (2021) 048] 

https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/02/048


Lorenz invariance tests with CTA

potential of CTA to detect or constrain LIV with two blazars, Mrk 501 and 1ES 0229+200 

flaring state of Mrk 501 and a long-term observation of 1ES 0229+200 are simulated for 10 hours 
and 50 hours

[The CTA Consortium; JCAP 02 (2021) 048] 

https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/02/048


Lorenz invariance tests with CTA

LHAASO, Phys.Rev.Lett. 128 (2022) 5, 051102 

Consider LHAASO J0534+2202 and LHAASO J2032+4102 - two sources with the highest energy 
γ-like events up to PeV energies. The ultra-high-energy γ events are used to constrain the LIV 
effect, which is predicted to give hard cutoff to the energy spectra of γ-ray sources due to the 
MDR-induced photon decay or splitting. 

The first-order LIV energy-scale is 
constrained to be higher than 105 Mpl, 
and the second-order LIV energy-scale 
should exceed 10−3 Mpl. 



PBHs

[HESS, JCAP 04 (2023) 040]



PBHs

Search for TeV gamma-ray bursts with a timescale of a few seconds to a few minutes, as expected 
from the final stage of PBHs evaporation  

H.E.S.S. is sensitive to PBH evaporations up to distances of order r0 = 0.1 pc 

[HESS, JCAP 04 (2023) 040]


