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A bstract

Annihilation of coan ologically distributed dark m atter is predicted to produce a potentially ob—
servable ux of high energy photons. This signal is predicted to be virtually uniform on the sky
but, n order to be denti ed, must be extracted from various G alactic and extragalactic back—
grounds. W e consider three technigues for extracting this signal from the backgrounds: spectral
discrim ination, angular discrin ination, and distribution discrin ination. W e analyze the rsttwo of
these w ith the Fisher M atrix form alism to obtain projctions for constraints from the Ferm i satel-
lite. T he third technigque exploits the fact that the num ber of photons from extragalactic blazars is
drawn from a distrdbution which is far from Poisson. U sing a toy m odel, we show that know ledge
of this distrbution enhances one’s ability to extract the dark m atter signal, while ignorance of it

can lead to the Introduction of a large system atic error.
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I. INTRODUCTION

T here is abundant evidence that non-oaryonic dark m atter is regponsible form any gravi-
tationale ectsobsarved over a w ide range of scales [1 ]. Experim entale ortsare now focused
on dentifying the particle nature of this substance. A particularly interesting possibility is
that the dark m atter m ay take the form of a weakly interacting m assive particle W M P)
which could be cbsarved in underground direct detection experim ents [4,13,14,/5]and/or be
produced at accelerators such as the Large Hadron Collider [6]. A third class of experin en—
tal approaches to this problem , known as indirect detection, consists of experim ents which
search for the products of dark m atter annihilations, including neutrinos, coan ic rays, and
gamm a rays.

A new and exciting range of possibilities for the indirect detection ofdark m atter hasbeen
opened w ith the launch of the satellitebased Fermm igamm a ray space telescope (form erly
known as GLAST) [1,8]. Ferm i is sensitive to photons in the 100 M €V 300 G &V range,
and bene ts from far greater exposure and superior angular and energy resolution than
its predecessor, EGRET . The ux of gamm a rays produced in dark m atter annihilations
depends on both the W MM P ’s annihilation cross section, m ass, and dom inant annihilation
m odes, and on the spatial distribbution of dark m atter. An advantage of indirect detection
relative to direct detection e orts is that the annihilation cross section probed is in m any
m odels directly related to that responsible for the prim ordial abundance of dark m atter.
A Tthough there is variation from m odelto-m odel, annihilation cross sections of orderh vi
3 102 an® sec! are comm on across a w de range of dark m atter candidates. If the dark
m atter annihilation cross section is of thism agnitude, Ferm iand ground-ased gamm a ray
telescopes w i1l likely detect m any photons from dark m atter. T he challenge lies in separating
this signal from astrophysical backgrounds, w hich are Ikely to be tens to thousands of tin es
as large, depending on the energy bin and direction on the sky.

A general strategy for optim izing the chances of detecting dark m atter is to com bine
angular and spectral features to disentangle the signal from backgrounds. T he details of
how this is best done, however, depend on the speci ¢ target one is focusing on. For
exam ple, In previous work [9], three of us discussed techniques for ssparating dark m atter
annihilation products from astrophysical backgrounds in the G alactic Center region. The
angular features of the signal from the am ooth G alactic halo, or from unresoled sub-halos,



m ay also provide useful inform ation for signal/background discrin ination, either n realor
m ultipole space [10,111,112,113,/14 1.

A di erent situation holds for the di use gamm a ray ux resulting from the integrated
sum of all extragalactic dark m atter halos (the cosm ological signal). To be denti ed, this
signalw ill have to be separated from the extragalactic background due to unresolved gamm a
ray sources, such as blazars, aswell as from residual contam ination from the G alaxy. This
procedure is delicate and, not surprisingly, the astrophysical interpretation of the results in
the case of EGRET data has led to very di erent conclusions, see eg. [15,116,117,/18]. A 1o,
when rem oving the \G alactic background" onem ust account forthe DM signal: Under som e
comm on assum ptions (universality of the DM pro le in the halos) this signal is expected to
dom inate over the extragalactic one [11,119]. Still, the cosn ological DM signal is sub gct to
very di erent system atics com pared to the G alactic one and encodes a lot of inform ation
on the coan ological properties of DM , justifying a desper study. A part from the angular
distribution ofboth signaland background 20 ,21,24,123,[24,25], there ram ain two potential
di erences which can be exploited to extract the signal:

T he energy spectra of the signal and background are likely to be quite di erent. This
di erence has often been exploited to determ ine how well the signal can be extracted.
In this paper, we use the FisherM atrix form alian to sim plify this task.

A comm on assum ption underlying previous work hasbeen that the num ber of photons
from both signal and background in a given angular pixel are drawn from a Poisson

distrbution. In fact, as we illustrate In xI1, this is not true in general. In particular,
the blazarproduced photons are lkely to be drawn from a probability distrdbution

function (PDF) very di erent than Poisson. This opens the possibility of using the

di erent underlying distributions to ssparate signal from background. Recently, a

sin ilar statistic has been studied for use In characterizing the signal of unresoled

G alactic dark m atter sub-halos [26].

In this paper, we explore the e ciency of these techniques applied to pixelstatistics for
extracting the gamm a ray ux from cosn ological dark m atter annihilations. W e derive a
com pact way to assess how e ectively a given experin ent can separate signal from badk—
ground using spectral inform ation alone (xIIT) and then using both spectral and angular

inform ation (fIV]). Th %V , we explore the inform ation encoded in yet another potential dis-



crin inant: the probability distribution fiinction (PD F ) ofcounts. W em ake a sin ple attam pt
to understand the di erent distrdbutions and nd that there are both large advantages if
one uses the correct distribution and considerable disadvantages if one assum es an incorrect

distrbution (xIV ). A discussion and our conclisions are reported In XV .

II. MODELSOF THE SIGNAL AND BACKGROUND

Here, we describe sin ple m odels for the dark m atter annihilation signal, for the back-
ground from unresolved blazars, and the G alactic background.

A . CosmologicalD ark M atter Signal

Tt has long been realized that, due to the clum piness of virialized dark m atter structures,
the extragalactic dark m atter annihilation signal ismuch larger than its naive expectation
value from the average dark m atter abundance in the universe [27]. The ux ofgamm a rays

produced in dark m atter annihilations throughout the cosm ological volum e is describbed by

d hvic 2 ° 2(z
= — 2 dz(1+ z)’ )
dE , 8 Hom? h(z)
dN
—(E 1+ z)e ** ); 1
aE E 1+ 2)) ; (1)

whereh viandmy are the annihilation cross section and m assoftheW IM P. T he spectrum
of gamm a rays per annihilation, dN =dE , further depends on the dom inant annihilation
channels. In this study, we consider the case 0fa 100 G &V W IM P which annihilatesuniguely
toW *W with crosssection h vi= 3 102 an®sec!, which in tum produce gamm a
rays through their decays. In Eq. (), x denotes the average density ofdark m atter, ?(z)
the average squared overdensity, describes the estin ated optical depth of the universe to
qgamm a rays, Hg = 70 km /s/M pc is the present value of the Hubble constant and h(z)

1+ z) y + describes its evolution w ith redshift z In tem s of the m atter fraction,
v = 0:3,and coan ologicalconstant, =1 v (@ atuniverse isassum ed). To calculate
the ux of gamma rays from W IM P annihilations, we follow the procedure of Ref. [28],
assum Ing a universal halo pro l either of the Navarro, Frenk and W hite (NFW ) [29] or
M oore et al. [30] form . W e adopt the Bullock et al. [31] convention for estin ating halo



concentrations, which leads to enhancem ent factorsof  #(0)= 115 10° and 1:18 10° for
the two m odels, respectively.

An In portant caveat is in order: C learly, towards the G alactic Center this is not the
dom inant com ponent of the di use dark m atter signal, since the signal from the sm ooth halo
of our G alaxy is larger. At high G alactic latitudes (which constitute the largest fraction of
the solid angle), the signalw hich dom inates depends on the degree of substructure surviving
In theM iky W ay [11]. Calculations basaed on recent sin ulations [13] suggest that the dark
m atter signal from galactic substructure dom inate the (quasi-)isotropic background, at least
for typical substructure distributions inferred from pure dark m atter N body sim ulations.
Yet, quite a bit of uncertainty rem ains, especially since baryonic e ects have not yet been
Incluided. Here, for sim plicity, we consider only the extragalactic com ponent, kesping in
m Ind that fora given choice of the halo pro le, thism ay underestim ate the real contrlbution

to the signal

B . Unresolved B lazars

Over itsm ission, the EGRET experim ent accum ulated a catalog of 66 blazars (at high
con dence) [34,[33]. From the inform ation contained in this catalog, it is possible to con—
struct a m odel of the redshift distribbution, lum inosity fiinction, and spectrum of these
sources. In tum, such a m odelcan be used to estim ate the total ux of gam m a rays expected
to be produced by the large population of unresolved (typically fainter, or m ore distant)
blazars. In this analysis, we adopt a blazar lum inosity function based on the population
study of Ref. [34], and use a redshift distrdbution follow Ing the sub-mm /far-IR lum inosity
density associated w ith um inous IR galaxies [35]. W e also adopt a universal spectral shape
ofdN =dE / E *2.

A Ithough thism odel is broadly consistent w ith the properties of the blazars ocbsarved by
EGRET, the lim ited sam ple size present in the EGRET catalog (and the lin ited am ount of
Inform ation available for each blazar) m akes it di cult to construct such a m odelw ith m uch
accuracy. T his situation w illbe dram atically In proved asFem ibegins to accum ulate itsown
catalog ofblazars. In particular, Femm iisexpected to resolve  10° blazars, providing a m uch
larger sam ple w ith which to perform population studies. In fact, 104 blazars have already
been detected with very high con dence (> 10 ) in the rst 90 days of Ferm idata 361].



Furthem ore, these obsarvations w ill extend to m uch higher energies than those of EGRET,
and w ill include blazars w ith lower lum nosities and higher redshifts. T hese obsarvations
w ill enable the construction of a population m odel which w ill be capable of estim ating the
diuse gamma ray spectrum from (unresoled) blazars w ith far greater accuracy than is
currently possible.

In Fig.[ll, we com pare the di use gamm a ray spectrum from unresolved blazars in our
m odel w ith that from dark m atter annihilations w ith the param eters assum ed above. The

ux from dark m atter is shown for the case ofboth NFW and M ooreetal. pro les. Note that
only the nom alization and not the spectral shape is a ected by the choice of halo pro le.
Shallow er dark m atter halo pro les or a decrease In an allscale substructure would lower
the signal, while any residual contribution from unresoled substructure at high galactic
latitudes would boost it. A sim ilar enhancem ent could result due to a Jarger cross section
or additional sm all scale structures.

Eqg. (1) represents the average ux on the sky from cosn ologicaldark m atterannihilations.
For any given experim ent, this can be tumed into the expected num bers of photons per pixel
overa nite tim e. Forexam ple, in agine dividing half of the sky (the half least contam nated
by the G alaxy) into N 3, = 330;000 spatial pixels, each roughly (0:25 )?, and counting the
num ber of photons in each pixel accum ulated over 5 years of observations w ith the Femm i
satellite. U nder the assum ptions laid out above, Fermm iwould detect on average 0:06 photons
per pixel (over 19,000 total photons over half of the sky) from coan ological dark m atter
annihilations, assum ing an NFW pro le. Them ean count per pixel, in this case 0.06, does
not tell the whole story, however. T here is also the distribbution from which photon counts
In each pixel are drawn. Strictly speaking, neither the dark m atter signal nor the blazar
background are drawn from a truly Poisson distridbution. Yet, the dark m atter distribbution
ismuch m ore sin ilar to Poisson, because there are m any dark m atter halos, m ost of which
produce only one or no detectable photons over the duration of the experim ent. M ost halos
generate zero photons, som e produce one, few produce two, etc.

T he photon counts from blazars are drawn from a very di erent distrdbution, how ever,
because only a snall fraction of halos (those with aligned Active G alactic Nuclki) host
blazars. Com pared to dark m atter halos, a larger fraction of these blazars are expected
to produce m any photons. U sing inform ation from the EGRET satellite, we can construct

a m odel of blazarproduced photons and com pare the distribution from which these are
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FIG . 1: The coan ological di use spectrum of gamm a rays from dark m atter annihilations and
from unresoled blazars (from Ref. [34]which m ay have su ered from incom pleteness). W e have
considerad a W MM P with a mass of 100 Ge&V , an annihilation cross section ofh vi= 3 10 26

an®sec ! ,and which annthilatesto W "W . Results are shown for two choices of the halo pro le
(NFW [29]and M ocore etal[30]). For details regarding our blazar m odel, see the text. A 1so shown
for com parison is the extragalactic di use ux observed by EGRET ,ascalculated In Ref. [16],and

an estim ate of its fraction that w ill not be resolved by Femm i.

drawn to a Poisson distrlbbution. Note that here we are m aking two (probably unrealistic)
approxin ations: (i) W e are considering the case w here the only background isdue to blazars.
W hile it is Ikely that em ission from blazarsm akes up a large fraction of the isotropic ux,
obviously this isa sin pli cation. (ii) W e are considering the dark m atter signal as Poisson—
distributed, which m ight be valid only for a fraction of the signal. Still, in order to illustrate

the point, it is useful to work w ith these assum ptions. In ¥V we shall com e back discussing



qualitatively the In pact of relaxing these approxin ations.
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FIG .2: T he probability of observingN  photonsabove 1 G &V na (025 ) pixelin 5 years of Ferm i
observations. The Poisson distrbution is nom alized to give the sam e num ber of total photons.

N ote the Jarge tail in blazar distribution com pared w ith a Poisson distribution.

In Fig.[d,we show the probability distribution for unresolved blazars in ourm odel to pro—
duce N detected photons in a given angular pixel of Ferm iover 5 years. T his is com pared
w ith a Poisson distribution which has the sam e num ber of expected photons,P y N PN ).
The key point is that these two distrbbutions are very di erent from one another; In par—
ticular, the blazar distribbution leads to m any m ore pixels w ith m any photons relative to
the corresponding Poisson distribution. The total num ber of photons due to unresolved
blazars in thismodelis 1:7  10°, nearly 100 tin es the num ber produced by dark m atter
annihilations using an NFW pro le.

In Fig.[3, we depict these distributions In two m aps containing photons only from un-—



resolved blazars. The photons in each pixel n the top map are drawn from the m odel
distribution depicted In Fig.[d. T here are m any pixels w ith no photons (no blazars in that
direction), but som e pixels contain several hundred photons (pixels w ith m ore than 220 pho-
tons are consideraed to be resolved and hence elin nated from them ap). In contrast, in the
bottom fram e we show the m ap corresponding to photons drawn from a Poisson distribu-—
tion w ith the sam e num ber of photons per pixel as in the top m ap. The m ultiplicity in the
Poisson distrbbution m ap ism uch m ore even: relatively few pixels w ith either no photons or
with N > 10. This provides us w ith a new tool for discrin inating the dark m atter signal
from background: the PDF of observed photons.

C . G alactic Background

Even far from the G alactic plane, the G alactic background is considerably larger than the
dark m atter signal so m ust be Included to obtain realistic pro ctions. A simpl t,proposed
In [1]and calbrated on EGRET data, for the Intensity of photons from the G alaxy as a

function of energy and G alactic coordinates is (371

a1 (B ;o) = N (L) I (B ) (2)
W here
E 237
I (E 10 ° an ‘stsrlcev t; 3
o (E) oy ; (3)
and 8
3 A 855 . -
N (L:b) S P (=352 1+ [%3:(1:1+ 0:022 ) P 05 J3 30 @)
3 p Ee3 +05 95 30

1+ (=352 1+ (0=18)
and both 1and b are in degrees.

T hism odelpredicts that Femm iw illdetect 6:1 10’ photonsabove 1 G &V from theG alaxy
over the course of ve years of observations. W e consider thism odelas an upper lim it to the
truly di use G alactic em ission. In xsecani, we Include this G alactic contrdbution and use
both angular and spectral inform ation to see how well the coan ological dark m atter signal
can beextracted . W e leave the spatial tam plate and the spectral index xed,and useonly the
nom alization as a free param eter. T his has a physical m otivation: the spatial tem plate|
while realistically di erent from the above toy-m odel| w ill be obtained by high-statistics
sub-G eV obsarvations. Since its shape depends on the product of density of interstellar
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FIG.3: Top: M ap of counts from unresolved blazars using blazar m odel described iIn the text.

Bottom : M ap of the sam e num ber of total couhfls drawn from a Poisson distribution.



m aterial tin es coan icray density along the line of sight, one does not expect it to change
w ith energy. A Iso, the gpectral index 2.7 is m ore or less what is observed In cosm ic ray
protonsof 10-10000 G €V energy (w hich generate the photons in the energy range of interest),
and photons produced by o via spallation follow the sam e power-law as the prim aries.

In the next section, we explore the pow er of spectral discrim ination, then add in angular
discrin lnation, and nally tum to discrim nation via distributions in a sin ple 2-com ponent

m odel.

ITI. SPECTRAL DISCRIM INATION

One way to extract the dark m atter annihilation signal from astrophysical backgrounds
is to exploit di erences in the spectrum of each com ponent. W e st focus on the sin ple ex—
am ple w here the shapes of the spectra are known and we tthedata for the two am plitudes.
G eneralizing to them ore realistic case of unknow n shape param eters is straightforward, and
we illustrate this at the end of this section by allow ing the slope of the blazar spectrum
and the m ass of the dark m atter particle to vary. In this section, we neglect all angular
Inform ation and treat both signal and background as isotropic on the sky. W e break the
gamm a ray sky up into N. di erent energy bins (we willuse N . = 25 bins logarithm ically
gpaced in energy between 1 G&V and 300 G &V ). For now , we assum e that the likelhood of

Observing (N1;N,;:::Ny_ ) photons In each of the energy bins is G aussian:

8 ,9
2 1%¥e N; NSfS NPFP 2
L/ exp P 3 L (5)

i=1 i

where N ® is the total num ber of expected counts due to the (dark m atter) signal in allbins
and f? the corresponding spectral shape nom alized so that ;£7=1,and N " and £f are
the analogous quantities for the background. The noise in the i b is ;. To profct the
errors on the two free param eters in thism odel (N ® and N ), we com pute the curvature of
the likelihood function, or the 2 2 Fisherm atrix,

@°InL
@N @N
Xe £ fi
= el (6)

i=1 i
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where ; run over signal and background. Consider the case where the noise is Poisson

noise so that ? = N°fP+ N °f?. Then the Fischer m atrix sinpli es to

1

_® ff
i L NPEPy NsEpT v

The F g com ponent of thism atrix is the inverse of the square of the 1- profcted error on
the num ber of signal events assum ing the num ber of background events, N °, is known in

advance. T his is called the unm arginalized error on N g:

e goge

_ . NPEP+ N S£3 ©)

(N s)unmarg=

M ore relevant is the error when Ny, is allowed to vary freely. In that case, the m arginalized

erroron N is [(F ! )se 2. Explicitly,

S —
( N )m arg — 1 r2 ’ (9)
w here r m easures the extent to which the two spectra are orthogonal to one another:
F
r L. (10)
FSSbe

If the two spectra are very di erent, then r is close to zero, and it is easy to extract
the signal from the background. Quantitatively, n that Imit, ( N g)narg = (N g)unmarg -
Notice from Eq. (§) that this error scales as : NP as naively expected (eg., signi cance as
de ned In Ref. [38]), with the shape functions providing the precise num erical coe cient.
If the spectra are sin ilar, though, the m arginalized error can becom e arbitrarily large as r
approaches one. Eq. (9) o ers a com pact way to assess how e ectively a given experin ent
can sgparate signal from background using spectral inform ation alone.

In the idealized case In which the spectral shape and nom alization of the di use back-
ground from unresolved blazars are known in advance (from a detailed population study of
resolved blazars, forexam ple),we nd that this technigue can be used to determ ine the num —
ber of signal events from ve years of observation by Ferm ito an accuracy of N ° = 1270.
This is only 2% tighter than the Poisson error N , = pN_b = 1289. So if the background
photons counts were known exactly, spectral inform ation would add little discrim inatory

power. In the absence of such inform ation, however, we are forced to m arginalize over the

nomn alization of the background. In that case, Eq. (9) profcts that the error goes up to

12



(N ghag = 6277. A simple way to interpolate between these two extrem es { m arghal-
ized and unm arginalized errors { is to introduce a prior on the background num ber counts.
h i

This corresponds to multiplying the lkelhood in Eq. (@) by exp (N, Np)’=2 ;1 ,or
equivalently by adding 1= { to the kb com ponent of the F isher m atrix.
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FIG .4: The profcted 1-sigm a error on the num ber of events from dark m atter annihilations as
a function of how well known the background is for 5 years of Fem i observations. A G aussian
prior is placed on the num ber of background events w ith variance I%]b . The topm ost line depicts
the result if no spectral inform ation is used; the m iddle line if spectral inform ation from 25 bins
isused; and the bottom horizontal line sin ply extends the \ xed-background" (corresponding to

n, = 0 result). Poisson noise { the square root of the number of events { is depicted by the

vertical arrow .

Fi.[4 depicts the errors on Ny as a function of the width of the prior, y, (ie. the

13



uncertainty on the background ux). If y, is very amall, much snaller than Nizz , then
the unm arginalized error is obtained. As the prior gets looser (larger y,), however, the
profcted error on N4 gets larger. The m ddle (dashed) curve in Fig.[4 ilustrates the
transition from the unm arginalized error to the m arginalized result, about 4 tim es larger.
T he upper curve illustrates that, with no spectral discrim ination, the error on N scales
sinply as y,. The reality check here is that N, = 17 10°, so v, 7 1000 { roughly the
transition region { corresponds to know ing background counts to better than 01% , clearly
In possible. W e thus conclude that, even with a very detailed blazar m odel derived from
future population studies, we w ill not be able to predict the background ux with su cient
precision tom ake use of the unm arginalized error asdescribed Eqg. (8). In all practicalcases,
analysts w ill nead to m arginalize over the background ux.

It is straightforward to vary other param eters, such as the spectral index of the blazar
goectrum  (while still assum Ing a power law spectrum ) and the m ass of the dark m atter
particle. The key ngredients in com puting the Fisher m atrix are the derivatives of the
num ber of events w ith respect to, now , the four param eters, taken to be (N ), h (N y,
hmpy ), and , the slope of the background spectrum . T hese derivatives are depicted in
Fi.[3.

M arginalizing over the three other parameters (N°; ;mpy ) leads to a 1-sigma error

N ° = 8846 (as opposed to 6277 found when the spectral index is xed to 2.2 and the
m ass to 100 G &V ). Considering that an NFW pro le and a cross section of v= 3 102
an® sec! leads to 19,400 signal events, the 2-sigm a upper lin it after 5 years would be
¥ 277 10 * an’sec! , consistent with the results of R ef. [39].

IvV. ANGULAR DISCRIM INATION

Photons originating from cosm ic rays incident on our G alaxy are lkely to be far m ore
num erous than those com ing from outside the G alaxy. Tndeed, in the m odel described in
sTI, Ferm iwilldetect 6:1 10’ G alactic photons over the course of 5 years over the whole
sky. This is aln ost 20 tin es Jarger than the num ber of photons produced by unresolved

14
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FIG . 5: The derivative of the total num ber of events In each of 25 energy bins w ith respect to 4
param eters: In(N °), where N ° is the num ber of photons from dark m atter an—nihilations; In (N b),
with N P the num ber of events from un-— resolved blazars; , the slope of the blazar spectrum ;
and m py , the dark m atter m ass. T hese derivatives are evaluated around the ducial values

NS;NP; ;mpu )= (19 10%;17 10%; 22;100GeV).

blazars and over a thousand tin esm ore than the extragalactic dark m atter signal' . Spectral
discrin lnation alone will clearly not be su cient to elin nate this background. Here we
Include the di erent angular distributions of the G alactic and extragalactic com ponents to
progct lim its on the num ber of dark m atterproduced events.

To include both angular and spectral inform ation, we generalize the argum ent of the

! Recall that the num bers quoted in oI11 { 17 10° and 19,000 { were ©r only half the sky. In this section
we double these since we use the full sky.
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exponential n Eq. (3) to

2
, ¥eler Ny, NP£P NPEP n9La(Ei;Lib)

(11)

=1a=1 4
Here, In addition to the sum over energy bins, we sum over N 5, angular pixels, each labeled
with (L;k). The model of 11 is m ultiplied by a nom alization factor n?, equal to one in
the m odel but allowed to oat in our t. The lkelhood function (or ?2) therefore now
depends on ve param eters: two characterizing the dark m atter signal (am plitude N © and
massmpy ); two characterizing extragalactic backgrounds (am plitude N ® and slope );and
one for the nom alization of the G alactic background n9.
To pro gct constraints on these param eters, we com pute the (now 5-dim ensional) F isher
m atrix:
1 e 2

== (12)
2@p @p

wherep arethe ve param eters. For exam ple, w ith p° = n9, taking the derivatives leads to

2

Ke e L (Ei;Lk)

=1a=1 1a

Fss = (13)

g -
The 1-sigm a Iin it on the number of signalevents, N °*= (F ! );; isnow equalto 34,000,

very close to the full sky NFW signalof 39,000. T he 2-sigm a upper 1im it on the annihilation
cross section becomes 533 10 2° an?® sec !, so the G alactic photons pollute even regions
far from the G alactic plane, thereby degrading the upper lin it by a factor of 2.

The full F isher m atrix contains interesting inform ation about the shape of the likelihood
function in the full ve din ensional param eter space. O ne way to explore this structure is
to generalize Eq. (10) and consider the 5 5 din ensional correlation m atrix w ith elem ents

F

r  — (14)
F F

T his isdepicted in F ig [d. N ote the strong correlation betw een the am plitudes of the isotropic
com ponents N © and N ® and the strong anticorrelation between m py and  expected from

the sim ilarity In the derivatives in F ig.[d.

V. DISTRIBUTION DISCRIM INATION

A s the distribution of photons from dark m atter annihilations is expected to be close to

Poisson, and the background from blazars is not, the natural question to ask is w hether the
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FIG .6: The propcted correlation m atrix for a set of param etersused to t 5 years of Fermm idata.
N ote the strong correlation between N °, the dark m atter produced photons, and the unresolved
blazar background am plitude N °. Sin ilarly, the G alactic background is correlated with N S: ri5 =

0:65. Thus the G alactic photons degrade Ferm i’s sensitivity to this dark m atter signal.

signal can be extracted from such badkgrounds by exploiting this distinction. A com plete
answ er to thisquestion requires an understanding ofthe PD F' 'sofallbackgrounds and signals
anf olding In constraints from spectral and angular inform ation such as those developed
above. Here we take a rst step in this direction by considering a toy m odelw ith jast two
com ponents: extragalactic dark m atter and unresolved blazars. Further we assum e that the

PDF of dark m atterproduced photons is Poisson. A s a prelim inary illustration, note that
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with an average of 0.06 photons from dark m atter annihilations in each (025 ) angular
pixel, fewer than 0.5% of all pixels w ill contain m ore than one photon from dark m atter.
In contrast, 86% (71% ) of all photons from blazars will fall in pixels with 10 (20) orm ore
photons. T hus, by sim ply throw Ing away the photons in angular pixels w ith m any photons,
one can potentially rem ove the m a prity of the background from blazars, whilk retaining
nearly all of the signal from dark m atter.
Quantitatively, the probability of observing £N ;N ,;:: g photons in a set of N 3, pixels
is given by
Npix 4
P [fN,;N,;::gN°]= Po(N:  JPs(GN *Npx); (15)
=130
w here Py, is the probability distribution for blazar photons, P is the probability distribution
fordark m atter photons,and N ° is the totalnum ber of signalphotons expected (which scales
with h vi). N ® is the only free param eter in them odel. P4 depends on the m ean num ber of
expected events in the pixel, equalto N °=N ;. Here we do not use spectral Inform ation, so
N ; sin ply denotes the total num ber of photons detected in gpatialpixell. T he inform ation
contained in thisdistribbution could be com bined w ith spectral (and angular) inform ation in
a full likelihood analysis.
T he standard assum ption is to take both Py, and P, to be G aussian?, so m axin izing the

likelthood reduces to m inim izing the 2:

(N ®) ; (16)

where N © is the total num ber of background photons and the dencm inator assum es that
only Poisson noise is relevant. For the sake of this exercise, Jet us assum e that N ® is known.
Under this assum ption®, m inin izing the 2 leadsto N .= pﬁ.

But what if the background counts were not drawn from a G aussian distrdbution, but
rather from the distribution shown in Fig.[2? How would thisa ect the results? W ould an
analystwho knew (orcould estin ate) the true distribution be able to exploit this inform ation

to extract the signalm ore e ectively? Conversly, would an analyst ignorant of the true

2 This is virtually equivalent to taking the distributions to each be Poisson.

3 W hen the uncertainty in N ® is included, N ° willgo up as we saw in sI. The goal here though is
to understand how m uch discrin ination power lies in the di erent distrlbutions, and we need a baseline
prediction against which to judge the power, so we settle for xed Ny,.
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distrbution who assum ed a G aussian distrdbution be led to false conclusions? To answer
these questions, w e generated counts In N 5, = 330;000 pixels (roughly (025 )? each overhalf
the sky) from the \true" distrdbutions (P oisson forphotons from dark m atter, and that shown
in Fig.[2d for photons from blazars) and then analyzed these counts in two di erent ways in an
attem pt to extract the one free param eter, N °. T hen we repeated thisexercisem ultiple tin es
to accum ulate statistics on how accurate each analysis technigque was. The st technigue
analyzed the simulated data using the correct probability distributions in Eq. (I9), whilke
the second assum ed (incorrectly) that the backgrounds were also drawn from a Poisson
distrdbution. In each case,we tabulated the lkelhood function L (N °) = P [fN ;N ,;::gN °]
as a function of N ® and com puted the central 68% con dence region. A s expected, both
analysis techniques retrieved the correct value of N ° on average. The correct technigue
reported a 1- error on N ° of 331; the G aussian technigque reported a 1- error of 1291.
This is to be com pared w ith the Poisson (unm arginalized) error of N ° = 1289. W e thus
conclude that using the correct distribution leads to an im provem ent in sensitivity by a
factor 4!

The corollary of the notion that know ing the underlying distribbutions is usefuil for ex-—
traction is the danger that not know ing the distributions w ill lead to errors. In fact, this
happens when the incorrect distrdbution is assum ed. Consider the results of the 10 runs
depicted In Fig.[d. Each red box represents one M onte C arlo run analyzed w ith the two dif-
ferent lkelihoods. T he position of the box and the associated error bar along the horizontal
axis denotes the estin ate of N ® and its 1- error usihg the correct likelhood of Eq. [13).
T he position of a box along the vertical axis, In contrast, denotes the estim ate obtained
using the (incorrect) G aussian likelhood, sin ilar to Eq. (1d). Note that the spread in the
m easuram ents using the correct estim ator is com parable to the error bars. However, the
Soread In extracted values using the incorrect distribution is Jarger than the reported error
bar by approxin ately an order of m agnitude. This is a particularly pemicious system atic
error: if analysts unknow ingly use the incorrect underlying distributions, the resulting esti-
mates for N ° willbemuch an aller than the true uncertainty. This result argues that, in
order to optim ally extract the dark m atter signal, we nead to understand the PD F s of both

background and signal.
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FIG .7: Constraints on the num ber of events from dark m atter annihilation from ten di erent sim -
ulations. Values along the x-axis were analyzed using the correct lkelhood function in Eq. {I3),
from which the sin ulations were drawn. Values along the y-axis were obtained by assum ing (in-
correctly) that the background events were drawn from a G aussian distrlbution. N ote the di erent
scales along each axis. The black point is the true value and the error bars in each direction on
that point represent Poisson errors in the background counts. N ote that estim ating NAS using the
correct distribution leads to error bars an aller than Poisson and estim ating it using the incorrect

distribution leads to a large spread In the results.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this article, we have studied the possibility of separating the cosn ological gamm a ray
badkground produced in dark m atter annihilations from the ux from unresolved blazars by
using spectral Inform ation, angular inform ation, and the di ering probability distribution

functions (PDFs). Using only spectral inform ation, the resulting error on the am plitude
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of the dark m atter signal, given In Eq. (9), is a sin ple function of the spectra and the
energy bins in the experin ent. Angular nform ation can/should also be incorporated to
Separate out the G alactic background. T he probability distribution of pixelcounts from

which the background and signal are drawn is also a potential discrim inator. In particular,
we have shown that the dark m atter signal can be extracted from a m uch larger background
m aking use of these distrbutions. In fact, the extraction was even m ore e ective than that
obtained using spectral inform ation, at least in the case considered here, providing a tool
com plem entary to m ultipole analyses proposed In the recent past. T he dangerous corollary
of this result is that using an incorrect PDF can lead to a system atic error in the signal
extraction, potentially m uch larger than the corresponding statistical error.

T he analysis presented here has assum ed two im portant approxin ations: (i) An isotropic
background resulting solely from unresolred blazars; and (ii) Photons from cosn ological
dark m atter annihilations drawn from a Poisson distrdbution. It is currently believed that,
at least well above one G €V , blazars are lkely to be the main contributors to the unre-
solved gam m a ray background (for a critical discussion of this point, see [40,141,142]). O ther
backgrounds are also expected to be present including, for exam ple, the \guaranteed" con—
trdbution from ordinary galaxies [43]or the ux from byproducts of ultra-high energy coan ic
ray interactions [44] (fora review , see [42]). D epending on energy, these sources are expected
to contribute from 01% to 10% ofthe EGRET background, and have a distrdbution
closer to that from dark m atter than from blazars. W hile the G alaxy contribution has a
spectral shape quite di erent from the expected dark m atter signal, the background from
extragalactic cosn ic ray interactions would be quite degenerate w ith it, m aking the m ethod
presented here unlikely to be successfill In dentifying the dark m atter com ponent if it is
below a few percent of the EGRET diuse ux. Onem ght tum the argum ent around and
conclude that, even in absence of a dark m atter signal, the m ethod presented here m ight
be usefull in studying sub-dom inant, quasiHsotropic com ponents of the di use signal. The
second approxim ation m entioned above should prove easier to address. W e can study the
PDF of the dark m atter signal as was done for G alactic sub-halos in Ref. 26] to enhance
the separation power. Furthem ore, as population studies from Femn ibecom e available, a
m ore realistic m odel of unresolved blazars (as well as other potential gamm a+ay sources)
can be constructed.

Asa nalremark, let us stress that these considerations could signi cantly in prove the
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bounds on decaying dark m atter candidates as well. For a given particle physics scenario,
the assum ption of Poisson-distridbuted cosm ological em ission should be an even better ap—
proxin ation ; furthemm ore, the signal does not su er from uncertainties of halo pro les and
sub-structures. Further, in this case, the isotropic com ponent is even m ore im portant for
detection, since for decaying dark m atter one does not expect a m uch larger signal from the
G alactic C enter region.
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FG 02-95ER 40896 and by NA SA grant NAG 5-10842. W e thank G ianfranco B ertone, Savvas
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