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Abstract

Annihilation ofcosm ologically distributed dark m atterispredicted to producea potentially ob-

servable ux ofhigh energy photons. Thissignalispredicted to be virtually uniform on the sky

but,in order to be identi�ed,m ust be extracted from various G alactic and extragalactic back-

grounds. W e consider three techniques for extracting this signalfrom the backgrounds: spectral

discrim ination,angulardiscrim ination,and distribution discrim ination.W eanalyzethe�rsttwo of

thesewith theFisherM atrix form alism to obtain projectionsforconstraintsfrom theFerm isatel-

lite.Thethird techniqueexploitsthefactthatthenum berofphotonsfrom extragalacticblazarsis

drawn from a distribution which isfarfrom Poisson.Using a toy m odel,we show thatknowledge

ofthisdistribution enhancesone’sability to extractthe dark m attersignal,while ignorance ofit

can lead to theintroduction ofa large system atic error.

PACS num bers:95.35.+ d;95.85.Pw
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thereisabundantevidencethatnon-baryonicdark m atterisresponsibleform any gravi-

tationale�ectsobserved overawiderangeofscales[1].Experim entale�ortsarenow focused

on identifying theparticlenatureofthissubstance.A particularly interesting possibility is

thatthe dark m atterm ay take the form ofa weakly interacting m assive particle (W IM P)

which could beobserved in underground directdetection experim ents[2,3,4,5]and/orbe

produced atacceleratorssuch astheLargeHadron Collider[6].A third classofexperim en-

talapproachesto thisproblem ,known asindirectdetection,consistsofexperim entswhich

search forthe productsofdark m atterannihilations,including neutrinos,cosm ic rays,and

gam m a rays.

A new and excitingrangeofpossibilitiesfortheindirectdetection ofdarkm atterhasbeen

opened with the launch ofthe satellite-based Ferm igam m a ray space telescope (form erly

known as GLAST) [7,8]. Ferm iis sensitive to photons in the 100 M eV-300 GeV range,

and bene�ts from far greater exposure and superior angular and energy resolution than

its predecessor,EGRET.The ux ofgam m a rays produced in dark m atter annihilations

dependson both the W IM P’sannihilation crosssection,m ass,and dom inantannihilation

m odes,and on the spatialdistribution ofdark m atter. An advantage ofindirectdetection

relative to directdetection e�ortsisthatthe annihilation crosssection probed isin m any

m odels directly related to that responsible for the prim ordialabundance ofdark m atter.

Although thereisvariation from m odel-to-m odel,annihilation crosssectionsoforderh�vi�

3� 10�26 cm 3 sec�1 arecom m on acrossa widerangeofdark m attercandidates.Ifthedark

m atterannihilation crosssection isofthism agnitude,Ferm iand ground-based gam m a ray

telescopeswilllikely detectm anyphotonsfrom darkm atter.Thechallengeliesin separating

thissignalfrom astrophysicalbackgrounds,which arelikely tobetenstothousandsoftim es

aslarge,depending on theenergy bin and direction on thesky.

A generalstrategy for optim izing the chances ofdetecting dark m atter is to com bine

angular and spectralfeatures to disentangle the signalfrom backgrounds. The details of

how this is best done, however, depend on the speci�c target one is focusing on. For

exam ple,in previouswork [9],three ofusdiscussed techniquesforseparating dark m atter

annihilation products from astrophysicalbackgrounds in the Galactic Center region. The

angularfeaturesofthesignalfrom thesm ooth Galactichalo,orfrom unresolved sub-halos,
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m ay also provide usefulinform ation forsignal/background discrim ination,eitherin realor

m ultipolespace[10,11,12,13,14].

A di�erentsituation holdsforthe di�use gam m a ray ux resulting from the integrated

sum ofallextragalactic dark m atterhalos(the cosm ologicalsignal). To be identi�ed,this

signalwillhavetobeseparated from theextragalacticbackground duetounresolved gam m a

ray sources,such asblazars,aswellasfrom residualcontam ination from the Galaxy.This

procedureisdelicateand,notsurprisingly,theastrophysicalinterpretation oftheresultsin

thecaseofEGRET data hasled to very di�erentconclusions,seee.g.[15,16,17,18].Also,

when rem ovingthe\Galacticbackground"onem ustaccountfortheDM signal:Undersom e

com m on assum ptions(universality oftheDM pro�lein thehalos)thissignalisexpected to

dom inateovertheextragalacticone[11,19].Still,thecosm ologicalDM signalissubjectto

very di�erent system atics com pared to the Galactic one and encodes a lotofinform ation

on the cosm ologicalproperties ofDM ,justifying a deeper study. Apartfrom the angular

distribution ofbothsignalandbackground [20,21,22,23,24,25],thererem aintwopotential

di�erenceswhich can beexploited to extractthesignal:

� Theenergy spectra ofthesignaland background arelikely to bequitedi�erent.This

di�erencehasoften been exploited to determ inehow wellthesignalcan beextracted.

In thispaper,weusetheFisherM atrix form alism to sim plify thistask.

� A com m on assum ption underlyingpreviouswork hasbeen thatthenum berofphotons

from both signaland background in a given angularpixelare drawn from a Poisson

distribution.In fact,aswe illustrate in xII,thisisnottrue in general.In particular,

the blazar-produced photons are likely to be drawn from a probability distribution

function (PDF)very di�erent than Poisson. This opens the possibility ofusing the

di�erent underlying distributions to separate signalfrom background. Recently, a

sim ilar statistic has been studied for use in characterizing the signalofunresolved

Galacticdark m attersub-halos[26].

In thispaper,we explore thee�ciency ofthese techniquesapplied to pixel-statisticsfor

extracting the gam m a ray ux from cosm ologicaldark m atter annihilations. W e derive a

com pact way to assess how e�ectively a given experim ent can separate signalfrom back-

ground using spectralinform ation alone (xIII) and then using both spectraland angular

inform ation (xIV).In xV,weexplore theinform ation encoded in yetanotherpotentialdis-
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crim inant:theprobabilitydistribution function (PDF)ofcounts.W em akeasim pleattem pt

to understand the di�erent distributions and �nd that there are both large advantages if

oneusesthecorrectdistribution and considerabledisadvantagesifoneassum esan incorrect

distribution (xIV).A discussion and ourconclusionsarereported in xV.

II. M O D ELS O F T H E SIG N A L A N D B A C K G R O U N D

Here,we describe sim ple m odels for the dark m atter annihilation signal,for the back-

ground from unresolved blazars,and theGalacticbackground.

A . C osm ologicalD ark M atter Signal

Ithaslong been realized that,dueto theclum pinessofvirialized dark m atterstructures,

the extragalactic dark m atterannihilation signalism uch largerthan itsnaive expectation

valuefrom theaveragedark m atterabundancein theuniverse[27].Theux ofgam m arays

produced in dark m atterannihilationsthroughoutthecosm ologicalvolum eisdescribed by

d�

dE ;0

=
h�vi

8�

c

H 0

��2X

m 2
X

Z

dz(1+ z)3
� 2(z)

h(z)

�
dN 

dE 

(E (1+ z))e��(z;E ); (1)

whereh�viand m X aretheannihilation crosssection and m assoftheW IM P.Thespectrum

ofgam m a rays per annihilation,dN =dE ,further depends on the dom inant annihilation

channels.In thisstudy,weconsiderthecaseofa100GeV W IM P which annihilatesuniquely

to W + W � with cross section h�vi = 3� 10�26 cm 3sec�1 ,which in turn produce gam m a

raysthrough theirdecays.In Eq.(1),��X denotestheaveragedensity ofdark m atter,� 2(z)

theaverage squared overdensity,� describestheestim ated opticaldepth oftheuniverse to

gam m a rays,H 0 = 70 km /s/M pc isthe present value ofthe Hubble constantand h(z)�
q

(1+ z)3
M + 
� describes itsevolution with redshiftz in term softhe m atterfraction,


M = 0:3,and cosm ologicalconstant,
� = 1� 
M (aatuniverseisassum ed).Tocalculate

the ux ofgam m a rays from W IM P annihilations,we follow the procedure ofRef.[28],

assum ing a universalhalo pro�le either ofthe Navarro,Frenk and W hite (NFW ) [29]or

M oore etal.[30]form . W e adopt the Bullock etal.[31]convention for estim ating halo
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concentrations,which leadsto enhancem entfactorsof� 2(0)= 1:15� 105 and 1:18� 106 for

thetwo m odels,respectively.

An im portant caveat is in order: Clearly,towards the Galactic Center this is notthe

dom inantcom ponentofthedi�usedark m attersignal,sincethesignalfrom thesm ooth halo

ofourGalaxy islarger.Athigh Galacticlatitudes(which constitutethelargestfraction of

thesolid angle),thesignalwhich dom inatesdependson thedegreeofsubstructuresurviving

in theM ilky W ay [11].Calculationsbased on recentsim ulations[13]suggestthatthedark

m attersignalfrom galacticsubstructuredom inatethe(quasi-)isotropicbackground,atleast

fortypicalsubstructure distributions inferred from pure dark m atterN-body sim ulations.

Yet,quite a bitofuncertainty rem ains,especially since baryonic e�ectshave notyetbeen

included. Here,for sim plicity,we consider only the extragalactic com ponent,keeping in

m ind thatforagiven choiceofthehalopro�le,thism ay underestim atetherealcontribution

to thesignal.

B . U nresolved B lazars

Overitsm ission,the EGRET experim entaccum ulated a catalog of66 blazars(athigh

con�dence)[32,33]. From the inform ation contained in thiscatalog,itispossible to con-

struct a m odelof the redshift distribution, lum inosity function, and spectrum of these

sources.In turn,such am odelcan beused toestim atethetotaluxofgam m araysexpected

to be produced by the large population ofunresolved (typically fainter,or m ore distant)

blazars. In this analysis,we adopt a blazar lum inosity function based on the population

study ofRef.[34],and use a redshiftdistribution following the sub-m m /far-IR lum inosity

density associated with lum inousIR galaxies[35].W ealso adopta universalspectralshape

ofdN =dE  / E �2:2
 .

Although thism odelisbroadly consistentwith thepropertiesoftheblazarsobserved by

EGRET,thelim ited sam plesizepresentin theEGRET catalog (and thelim ited am ountof

inform ation availableforeach blazar)m akesitdi�culttoconstructsuch am odelwith m uch

accuracy.Thissituationwillbedram aticallyim proved asFerm ibeginstoaccum ulateitsown

catalogofblazars.Inparticular,Ferm iisexpected toresolve� 103 blazars,providingam uch

largersam ple with which to perform population studies. In fact,104 blazarshave already

been detected with very high con�dence (>� 10�) in the �rst 90 days ofFerm idata [36].
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Furtherm ore,theseobservationswillextend to m uch higherenergiesthan thoseofEGRET,

and willinclude blazars with lower lum inosities and higher redshifts. These observations

willenable the construction ofa population m odelwhich willbe capable ofestim ating the

di�use gam m a ray spectrum from (unresolved) blazars with far greater accuracy than is

currently possible.

In Fig.1,we com pare the di�use gam m a ray spectrum from unresolved blazars in our

m odelwith thatfrom dark m atterannihilationswith the param etersassum ed above. The

uxfrom darkm atterisshown forthecaseofbothNFW and M ooreetal.pro�les.Notethat

only the norm alization and notthe spectralshape isa�ected by the choice ofhalo pro�le.

Shallower dark m atter halo pro�les or a decrease in sm all-scale substructure would lower

the signal,while any residualcontribution from unresolved substructure at high galactic

latitudeswould boostit. A sim ilarenhancem entcould resultdue to a largercrosssection

oradditionalsm allscalestructures.

Eq.(1)representstheaverageuxontheskyfrom cosm ologicaldarkm atterannihilations.

Forany given experim ent,thiscan beturned intotheexpected num bersofphotonsperpixel

overa�nitetim e.Forexam ple,im aginedividinghalfofthesky (thehalfleastcontam inated

by the Galaxy)into N pix = 330;000 spatialpixels,each roughly (0:25�)2,and counting the

num berofphotonsin each pixelaccum ulated over5 yearsofobservationswith the Ferm i

satellite.Undertheassum ptionslaid outabove,Ferm iwould detecton average0:06photons

per pixel(over 19,000 totalphotons over halfofthe sky) from cosm ologicaldark m atter

annihilations,assum ing an NFW pro�le.Them ean countperpixel,in thiscase0.06,does

nottellthe whole story,however. There isalso the distribution from which photon counts

in each pixelare drawn. Strictly speaking,neither the dark m atter signalnor the blazar

background aredrawn from a truly Poisson distribution.Yet,thedark m atterdistribution

ism uch m oresim ilarto Poisson,becausetherearem any dark m atterhalos,m ostofwhich

produceonly oneorno detectablephotonsovertheduration oftheexperim ent.M osthalos

generatezero photons,som eproduceone,few producetwo,etc.

The photon counts from blazarsare drawn from a very di�erentdistribution,however,

because only a sm allfraction ofhalos (those with aligned Active Galactic Nuclei) host

blazars. Com pared to dark m atter halos,a larger fraction ofthese blazars are expected

to produce m any photons.Using inform ation from the EGRET satellite,we can construct

a m odelofblazar-produced photons and com pare the distribution from which these are
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FIG .1: The cosm ologicaldi�use spectrum ofgam m a rays from dark m atter annihilations and

from unresolved blazars(from Ref.[34]which m ay have su�ered from incom pleteness). W e have

considered a W IM P with a m ass of100 G eV,an annihilation cross section ofh�vi = 3� 10�26

cm 3sec�1 ,and which annihilatesto W +
W

� .Resultsareshown fortwo choicesofthehalo pro�le

(NFW [29]and M ooreetal[30]).Fordetailsregarding ourblazarm odel,seethetext.Also shown

forcom parison istheextragalactic di�useux observed by EG RET,ascalculated in Ref.[16],and

an estim ate ofitsfraction thatwillnotberesolved by Ferm i.

drawn to a Poisson distribution. Note thathere we are m aking two (probably unrealistic)

approxim ations:(i)W eareconsideringthecasewheretheonlybackground isduetoblazars.

W hileitislikely thatem ission from blazarsm akesup a largefraction oftheisotropicux,

obviously thisisa sim pli�cation.(ii)W eareconsidering thedark m attersignalasPoisson-

distributed,which m ightbevalid only forafraction ofthesignal.Still,in ordertoillustrate

thepoint,itisusefulto work with theseassum ptions.In xV weshallcom eback discussing
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qualitatively theim pactofrelaxing theseapproxim ations.

FIG .2:Theprobability ofobservingN  photonsabove1G eV in a(0:25�)2 pixelin 5yearsofFerm i

observations. The Poisson distribution is norm alized to give the sam e num ber oftotalphotons.

Note thelarge tailin blazardistribution com pared with a Poisson distribution.

In Fig.2,weshow theprobability distribution forunresolved blazarsin ourm odeltopro-

duceN  detected photonsin a given angularpixelofFerm iover5 years.Thisiscom pared

with aPoisson distribution which hasthesam enum berofexpected photons,
P

N 
N P(N ).

The key pointis thatthese two distributions are very di�erent from one another;in par-

ticular,the blazar distribution leads to m any m ore pixels with m any photons relative to

the corresponding Poisson distribution. The totalnum ber ofphotons due to unresolved

blazarsin thism odelis1:7� 106,nearly 100 tim esthe num berproduced by dark m atter

annihilationsusing an NFW pro�le.

In Fig.3,we depict these distributions in two m aps containing photons only from un-
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resolved blazars. The photons in each pixelin the top m ap are drawn from the m odel

distribution depicted in Fig.2.There arem any pixelswith no photons(no blazarsin that

direction),butsom epixelscontain severalhundred photons(pixelswith m orethan 220pho-

tonsareconsidered to beresolved and henceelim inated from them ap).In contrast,in the

bottom fram e we show the m ap corresponding to photonsdrawn from a Poisson distribu-

tion with thesam enum berofphotonsperpixelasin thetop m ap.Them ultiplicity in the

Poisson distribution m ap ism uch m oreeven:relatively few pixelswith eitherno photonsor

with N  > 10. Thisprovidesuswith a new toolfordiscrim inating the dark m attersignal

from background:thePDF ofobserved photons.

C . G alactic B ackground

Even farfrom theGalacticplane,theGalacticbackground isconsiderably largerthan the

darkm attersignalsom ustbeincluded toobtain realisticprojections.A sim ple�t,proposed

in [7]and calibrated on EGRET data,forthe intensity ofphotons from the Galaxy as a

function ofenergy and Galacticcoordinatesis[37]

Igal(E ;l;b)= N 0(l;b)I0(E ) (2)

where

I0(E )� 10�6
�

E

GeV

��2:7

cm �2 s�1 sr�1 GeV �1
; (3)

and

N 0(l;b)�

8
>><

>>:

85:5p
1+ (l=35)2

p
1+ [b=(1:1+ 0:022jlj)]2

+ 0:5 jlj� 30�

85:5p
1+ (l=35)2

p
1+ (b=1:8)2

+ 0:5 jlj� 30�
(4)

and both land barein degrees.

Thism odelpredictsthatFerm iwilldetect6:1� 107 photonsabove1GeV from theGalaxy

overthecourseof�veyearsofobservations.W econsiderthism odelasan upperlim ittothe

truly di�use Galactic em ission. In xsec:ani,we include thisGalactic contribution and use

both angularand spectralinform ation to see how wellthe cosm ologicaldark m attersignal

canbeextracted.W eleavethespatialtem plateandthespectralindex�xed,anduseonlythe

norm alization asa free param eter. Thishasa physicalm otivation:the spatialtem plate|

while realistically di�erent from the above toy-m odel| willbe obtained by high-statistics

sub-GeV observations. Since its shape depends on the product ofdensity ofinterstellar
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FIG .3: Top: M ap ofcounts from unresolved blazars using blazar m odeldescribed in the text.

Bottom :M ap ofthesam e num beroftotalcountsdrawn from a Poisson distribution.10



m aterialtim escosm ic-ray density along the line ofsight,one doesnotexpectitto change

with energy. Also,the spectralindex 2.7 is m ore or less what is observed in cosm ic ray

protonsof10-10000GeV energy(which generatethephotonsin theenergyrangeofinterest),

and photonsproduced by �0 via spallation follow thesam epower-law astheprim aries.

In thenextsection,weexplorethepowerofspectraldiscrim ination,then add in angular

discrim ination,and �nally turn to discrim ination via distributionsin a sim ple2-com ponent

m odel.

III. SP EC T R A L D ISC R IM IN AT IO N

One way to extractthe dark m atterannihilation signalfrom astrophysicalbackgrounds

isto exploitdi�erencesin thespectrum ofeach com ponent.W e�rstfocuson thesim pleex-

am plewheretheshapesofthespectraareknown and we�tthedataforthetwoam plitudes.

Generalizing tothem orerealisticcaseofunknown shapeparam etersisstraightforward,and

we illustrate this at the end ofthis section by allowing the slope ofthe blazar spectrum

and the m ass ofthe dark m atter particle to vary. In this section,we neglect allangular

inform ation and treatboth signaland background as isotropic on the sky. W e break the

gam m a ray sky up into N e di�erentenergy bins(we willuse N e = 25 binslogarithm ically

spaced in energy between 1 GeV and 300 GeV).Fornow,weassum e thatthelikelihood of

observing (N 1;N 2;:::N N e
)photonsin each oftheenergy binsisGaussian:

L / exp

8
><

>:
�
1

2

N eX

i= 1

�

N i� N sfsi � N bfbi

�2

�2i

9
>=

>;
; (5)

whereN s isthetotalnum berofexpected countsdueto the(dark m atter)signalin allbins

and fsi the corresponding spectralshape norm alized so that
P

if
s
i = 1,and N b and fbi are

the analogousquantitiesforthe background. The noise in the ith bin is�i.To projectthe

errorson thetwo freeparam etersin thism odel(N s and N b),wecom putethecurvatureof

thelikelihood function,orthe2� 2 Fisherm atrix,

F�� � �

*
@2lnL

@N �@N �

+

=

N eX

i= 1

f
�

if
�
i

�2i
; (6)
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where �;� run over signaland background. Consider the case where the noise is Poisson

noiseso that�2i = N bfbi + N sfsi.Then theFischerm atrix sim pli�esto

F�� =

N eX

i= 1

f
�

if
�
i

N bfbi + N sfsi
: (7)

TheFss com ponentofthism atrix istheinverse ofthesquareofthe1-� projected erroron

the num ber ofsignalevents assum ing the num ber ofbackground events,N b,is known in

advance.Thisiscalled theunm arginalized erroron N s:

(�N s)unm arg =

"
N eX

i= 1

fsif
s
i

N bfbi + N sfsi

#�1=2

: (8)

M orerelevantistheerrorwhen N b isallowed to vary freely.In thatcase,them arginalized

erroron N s is[(F
�1 )ss]

1=2.Explicitly,

(�N s)m arg =
(�N s)unm arg
p
1� r2

; (9)

wherer m easurestheextentto which thetwo spectra areorthogonalto oneanother:

r�
Fsb

p
FssFbb

: (10)

Ifthe two spectra are very di�erent,then r is close to zero,and it is easy to extract

the signalfrom the background. Quantitatively,in that lim it,(�N s)m arg = (�N s)unm arg.

Notice from Eq.(8)thatthiserrorscalesas
p
N b asnaively expected (e.g.,signi�cance as

de�ned in Ref.[38]),with the shape functions providing the precise num ericalcoe�cient.

Ifthe spectra are sim ilar,though,the m arginalized errorcan becom e arbitrarily large asr

approachesone. Eq.(9)o�ersa com pactway to assesshow e�ectively a given experim ent

can separatesignalfrom background using spectralinform ation alone.

In the idealized case in which the spectralshape and norm alization ofthe di�use back-

ground from unresolved blazarsareknown in advance(from a detailed population study of

resolved blazars,forexam ple),we�nd thatthistechniquecan beused todeterm inethenum -

berofsignaleventsfrom �veyearsofobservation by Ferm ito an accuracy of�N s = 1270.

Thisisonly 2% tighterthan the Poisson error�N s =
p
N b = 1289. So ifthe background

photons counts were known exactly,spectralinform ation would add little discrim inatory

power. In the absence ofsuch inform ation,however,we are forced to m arginalize overthe

norm alization ofthe background. In thatcase,Eq.(9)projectsthatthe errorgoesup to

12



(�N s)m arg = 6277. A sim ple way to interpolate between these two extrem es { m arginal-

ized and unm arginalized errors{ isto introducea prioron thebackground num bercounts.

This corresponds to m ultiplying the likelihood in Eq.(5) by exp
h

�(N b� �N B )
2=2�2N b

i

,or

equivalently by adding 1=�2N b
to thebbcom ponentoftheFisherm atrix.

No spectral Info

FIG .4: The projected 1-sigm a error on the num berofevents from dark m atter annihilations as

a function ofhow wellknown the background is for 5 years ofFerm iobservations. A G aussian

priorisplaced on the num berofbackground eventswith variance �2N b
. The topm ostline depicts

the resultifno spectralinform ation isused;the m iddle line ifspectralinform ation from 25 bins

isused;and the bottom horizontalline sim ply extendsthe \�xed-background" (corresponding to

�N b
= 0 result). Poisson noise { the square root ofthe num ber ofevents { is depicted by the

verticalarrow.

Fig.4 depicts the errors on N s as a function ofthe width ofthe prior,�N b
(ie. the
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uncertainty on the background ux). If�N b
is very sm all,m uch sm aller than N

1=2

b ,then

the unm arginalized error is obtained. As the prior gets looser (larger �N b
),however,the

projected error on N s gets larger. The m iddle (dashed) curve in Fig.4 illustrates the

transition from the unm arginalized errorto the m arginalized result,about4 tim eslarger.

The upper curve illustrates that,with no spectraldiscrim ination,the error on N s scales

sim ply as�N b
. The reality check here isthatN b = 1:7� 106,so �N b

’ 1000 { roughly the

transition region { correspondsto knowing background countsto betterthan 0.1% ,clearly

im possible. W e thus conclude that,even with a very detailed blazar m odelderived from

futurepopulation studies,wewillnotbeableto predictthebackground ux with su�cient

precision tom akeuseoftheunm arginalized errorasdescribed Eq.(8).In allpracticalcases,

analystswillneed to m arginalizeoverthebackground ux.

Itisstraightforward to vary otherparam eters,such asthe spectralindex ofthe blazar

spectrum (while stillassum ing a power law spectrum ) and the m ass ofthe dark m atter

particle. The key ingredients in com puting the Fisher m atrix are the derivatives ofthe

num ber ofevents with respect to,now,the four param eters,taken to be ln(N s),ln(N b),

ln(m D M ),and �,the slope ofthe background spectrum . These derivativesare depicted in

Fig.5.

M arginalizing over the three other param eters (N b;�;m D M ) leads to a 1-sigm a error

�N s = 8846 (as opposed to 6277 found when the spectralindex is �xed to -2.2 and the

m assto 100 GeV).Considering thatan NFW pro�leand a crosssection of�v = 3� 10�26

cm 3 sec�1 leads to 19,400 signalevents,the 2-sigm a upper lim it after 5 years would be

’ 2:7� 10�26 cm 3sec�1 ,consistentwith theresultsofRef.[39].

IV . A N G U LA R D ISC R IM IN AT IO N

Photonsoriginating from cosm ic raysincident on ourGalaxy are likely to be farm ore

num erous than those com ing from outside the Galaxy. Indeed,in the m odeldescribed in

xII,Ferm iwilldetect6:1� 107 Galactic photonsoverthe course of5 yearsoverthe whole

sky. This is alm ost 20 tim es larger than the num ber ofphotons produced by unresolved

14



FIG .5: The derivative ofthe totalnum berofevents in each of25 energy binswith respectto 4

param eters:ln(N s),whereN s isthenum berofphotonsfrom dark m atteran-nihilations;ln(N b),

with N
b the num ber ofevents from un-resolved blazars; �,the slope ofthe blazar spectrum ;

and m D M , the dark m atter m ass. These derivatives are evaluated around the �ducialvalues

(N s
;N

b
;�;m D M )= (1:9� 104;1:7� 106;� 2:2;100G eV ).

blazarsand overathousand tim esm orethan theextragalacticdark m attersignal1.Spectral

discrim ination alone willclearly not be su�cient to elim inate this background. Here we

include thedi�erentangulardistributionsoftheGalactic and extragalactic com ponentsto

projectlim itson thenum berofdark m atter-produced events.

To include both angular and spectralinform ation,we generalize the argum ent ofthe

1 Recallthatthenum bersquoted in xIII{ 1:7� 106 and 19,000 { wereforonly halfthesky.In thissection

wedouble thesesince weusethe fullsky.
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exponentialin Eq.(5)to

�
2 =

N eX

i= 1

N pixX

a= 1

�

N i;a � N sfsi � N bfbi � ngIgal(E i;la;ba)
�2

�2ia
: (11)

Here,in addition tothesum overenergy bins,wesum overN pix angularpixels,each labeled

with (la;ba). The m odelofxIIism ultiplied by a norm alization factorng,equalto one in

the m odelbut allowed to oat in our �t. The likelihood function (or �2) therefore now

dependson �ve param eters: two characterizing the dark m attersignal(am plitude N s and

m assm D M );two characterizing extragalacticbackgrounds(am plitudeN
b and slope�);and

oneforthenorm alization oftheGalacticbackground ng.

To projectconstraintson theseparam eters,wecom putethe(now 5-dim ensional)Fisher

m atrix:

F�� =
1

2

@2�2

@p�@p�
(12)

wherep� arethe�veparam eters.Forexam ple,with p5 = ng,taking thederivativesleadsto

F55 =

N eX

i= 1

N pixX

a= 1

 
Igal(E i;la;ba)

�ia

! 2

: (13)

The1-sigm a lim iton thenum berofsignalevents,�N s =
q

(F �1 )11 isnow equalto 34,000,

very closetothefullsky NFW signalof39,000.The2-sigm aupperlim iton theannihilation

crosssection becom es5:3� 10�26 cm 3 sec�1 ,so the Galactic photonspollute even regions

farfrom theGalacticplane,thereby degrading theupperlim itby a factorof2.

ThefullFisherm atrix containsinteresting inform ation abouttheshapeofthelikelihood

function in the full�ve dim ensionalparam eterspace. One way to explore thisstructure is

to generalizeEq.(10)and considerthe5� 5 dim ensionalcorrelation m atrix with elem ents

r�� �
F��

q

F�� F��

: (14)

Thisisdepicted inFig.6.Notethestrongcorrelation between theam plitudesoftheisotropic

com ponentsN s and N b and thestrong anti-correlation between m D M and � expected from

thesim ilarity in thederivativesin Fig.5.

V . D IST R IB U T IO N D ISC R IM IN AT IO N

Asthedistribution ofphotonsfrom dark m atterannihilationsisexpected to becloseto

Poisson,and thebackground from blazarsisnot,thenaturalquestion to ask iswhetherthe
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FIG .6:Theprojected correlation m atrix fora setofparam etersused to �t5 yearsofFerm idata.

Note the strong correlation between N
s,the dark m atter produced photons,and the unresolved

blazarbackground am plitudeN b.Sim ilarly,theG alactic background iscorrelated with N s:r15 =

0:65.ThustheG alactic photonsdegrade Ferm i’ssensitivity to thisdark m attersignal.

signalcan be extracted from such backgroundsby exploiting thisdistinction. A com plete

answertothisquestion requiresanunderstandingofthePDF’sofallbackgroundsandsignals

anffolding in constraints from spectraland angular inform ation such as those developed

above.Here we take a �rststep in thisdirection by considering a toy m odelwith justtwo

com ponents:extragalacticdark m atterand unresolved blazars.Furtherweassum ethatthe

PDF ofdark m atter-produced photonsisPoisson. Asa prelim inary illustration,note that
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with an average of0.06 photons from dark m atter annihilations in each (0:25�)2 angular

pixel,fewer than 0.5% ofallpixels willcontain m ore than one photon from dark m atter.

In contrast,86% (71% )ofallphotonsfrom blazarswillfallin pixelswith 10 (20)orm ore

photons.Thus,by sim ply throwing away thephotonsin angularpixelswith m any photons,

one can potentially rem ove the m ajority ofthe background from blazars,while retaining

nearly allofthesignalfrom dark m atter.

Quantitatively,the probability ofobserving fN 1;N 2;:::g photonsin a setofN pix pixels

isgiven by

P [fN 1;N 2;:::gjN
s]=

N pixY

i= 1

N iX

j= 0

Pb(N i� j)Ps(jjN
s
=N pix); (15)

wherePb istheprobability distribution forblazarphotons,Ps istheprobability distribution

fordarkm atterphotons,and N s isthetotalnum berofsignalphotonsexpected (which scales

with h�vi).N s istheonly freeparam eterin them odel.Ps dependson them ean num berof

expected eventsin thepixel,equalto N s=N pix.Herewedo notusespectralinform ation,so

N 1 sim ply denotesthetotalnum berofphotonsdetected in spatialpixel1.Theinform ation

contained in thisdistribution could becom bined with spectral(and angular)inform ation in

a fulllikelihood analysis.

Thestandard assum ption isto takeboth Pb and Ps to beGaussian
2,so m axim izing the

likelihood reducesto m inim izing the�2:

�
2(N s)�

N pixX

i= 1

�

N i� (N s + N b)=N pix

�2

N i

; (16)

where N b is the totalnum ber ofbackground photons and the denom inator assum es that

only Poisson noiseisrelevant.Forthesakeofthisexercise,letusassum ethatN b isknown.

Underthisassum ption3,m inim izing the�2 leadsto �N s =
p
N b.

But what ifthe background counts were not drawn from a Gaussian distribution,but

ratherfrom thedistribution shown in Fig.2? How would thisa�ecttheresults? W ould an

analystwhoknew (orcould estim ate)thetruedistribution beabletoexploitthisinform ation

to extract the signalm ore e�ectively? Conversely,would an analyst ignorant ofthe true

2 Thisisvirtually equivalentto taking the distributionsto each be Poisson.
3 W hen the uncertainty in N

b is included,�N s willgo up as we saw in xIII. The goalhere though is

to understand how m uch discrim ination powerliesin the di�erentdistributions,and we need a baseline

prediction againstwhich to judgethe power,so wesettle for�xed N b.
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distribution who assum ed a Gaussian distribution be led to false conclusions? To answer

thesequestions,wegenerated countsinN pix = 330;000pixels(roughly(0:25�)2 eachoverhalf

thesky)from the\true"distributions(Poissonforphotonsfrom darkm atter,andthatshown

in Fig.2forphotonsfrom blazars)and then analyzed thesecountsin twodi�erentwaysin an

attem pttoextracttheonefreeparam eter,N s.Then werepeated thisexercisem ultipletim es

to accum ulate statisticson how accurate each analysistechnique was. The �rsttechnique

analyzed the sim ulated data using the correct probability distributions in Eq.(15),while

the second assum ed (incorrectly) that the backgrounds were also drawn from a Poisson

distribution.Ineach case,wetabulated thelikelihood functionL(N s)= P [fN 1;N 2;:::gjN
s]

as a function ofN s and com puted the central68% con�dence region. As expected,both

analysis techniques retrieved the correct value ofN s on average. The correct technique

reported a 1-� error on N s of331;the Gaussian technique reported a 1-� error of1291.

Thisisto be com pared with the Poisson (unm arginalized)errorof�N s = 1289. W e thus

conclude that using the correct distribution leads to an im provem ent in sensitivity by a

factor�4!

The corollary ofthe notion that knowing the underlying distributions is usefulfor ex-

traction isthe dangerthatnotknowing the distributions willlead to errors. In fact,this

happens when the incorrect distribution is assum ed. Consider the results ofthe 10 runs

depicted in Fig.7.Each red box representsoneM onteCarlo run analyzed with thetwo dif-

ferentlikelihoods.Theposition ofthebox and theassociated errorbaralong thehorizontal

axisdenotesthe estim ate ofN s and its1-� errorusing the correctlikelihood ofEq.(15).

The position ofa box along the verticalaxis,in contrast,denotes the estim ate obtained

using the (incorrect)Gaussian likelihood,sim ilarto Eq.(16). Note thatthe spread in the

m easurem ents using the correct estim ator is com parable to the error bars. However,the

spread in extracted valuesusing theincorrectdistribution islargerthan thereported error

barby approxim ately an orderofm agnitude. Thisisa particularly pernicioussystem atic

error:ifanalystsunknowingly usetheincorrectunderlying distributions,theresulting esti-

m atesfor�N s willbem uch sm allerthan the true uncertainty. Thisresultarguesthat,in

orderto optim ally extractthedark m attersignal,weneed to understand thePDFsofboth

background and signal.
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FIG .7:Constraintson thenum berofeventsfrom dark m atterannihilation from ten di�erentsim -

ulations. Valuesalong the x-axiswere analyzed using the correctlikelihood function in Eq.(15),

from which the sim ulations were drawn. Values along the y-axis were obtained by assum ing (in-

correctly)thatthebackground eventsweredrawn from a G aussian distribution.Notethedi�erent

scales along each axis. The black pointis the true value and the errorbars in each direction on

thatpointrepresentPoisson errorsin the background counts. Note thatestim ating N̂ s using the

correctdistribution leadsto errorbarssm allerthan Poisson and estim ating itusing the incorrect

distribution leadsto a large spread in theresults.

V I. D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

In thisarticle,wehavestudied thepossibility ofseparating thecosm ologicalgam m a ray

background produced in dark m atterannihilationsfrom theux from unresolved blazarsby

using spectralinform ation,angularinform ation,and the di�ering probability distribution

functions (PDFs). Using only spectralinform ation,the resulting error on the am plitude
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ofthe dark m atter signal,given in Eq.(9),is a sim ple function ofthe spectra and the

energy bins in the experim ent. Angular inform ation can/should also be incorporated to

separate out the Galactic background. The probability distribution ofpixel-counts from

which thebackground and signalaredrawn isalso a potentialdiscrim inator.In particular,

wehaveshown thatthedark m attersignalcan beextracted from am uch largerbackground

m aking useofthesedistributions.In fact,theextraction waseven m oree�ectivethan that

obtained using spectralinform ation,atleastin the case considered here,providing a tool

com plem entary to m ultipoleanalysesproposed in therecentpast.Thedangerouscorollary

ofthis result is that using an incorrect PDF can lead to a system atic error in the signal

extraction,potentially m uch largerthan thecorresponding statisticalerror.

Theanalysispresented herehasassum ed two im portantapproxim ations:(i)An isotropic

background resulting solely from unresolved blazars;and (ii) Photons from cosm ological

dark m atterannihilationsdrawn from a Poisson distribution. Itiscurrently believed that,

at least wellabove one GeV,blazars are likely to be the m ain contributors to the unre-

solved gam m aray background (foracriticaldiscussion ofthispoint,see[40,41,42]).Other

backgroundsarealso expected to bepresentincluding,forexam ple,the\guaranteed" con-

tribution from ordinary galaxies[43]ortheux from byproductsofultra-high energy cosm ic

rayinteractions[44](forareview,see[42]).Dependingon energy,thesesourcesareexpected

to contribute from � 0:1% to � 10% ofthe EGRET background,and have a distribution

closer to thatfrom dark m atter than from blazars. W hile the Galaxy contribution has a

spectralshape quite di�erentfrom the expected dark m attersignal,the background from

extragalacticcosm icray interactionswould bequitedegeneratewith it,m aking them ethod

presented here unlikely to be successfulin identifying the dark m atter com ponent ifit is

below a few percentoftheEGRET di�use ux.Onem ightturn theargum entaround and

conclude that,even in absence ofa dark m attersignal,the m ethod presented here m ight

be usefulin studying sub-dom inant,quasi-isotropic com ponentsofthe di�use signal. The

second approxim ation m entioned above should prove easierto address. W e can study the

PDF ofthe dark m attersignalaswasdone forGalactic sub-halosin Ref.[26]to enhance

the separation power. Furtherm ore,aspopulation studiesfrom Ferm ibecom e available,a

m ore realistic m odelofunresolved blazars(aswellasotherpotentialgam m a-ray sources)

can beconstructed.

Asa �nalrem ark,letusstressthatthese considerationscould signi�cantly im prove the
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boundson decaying dark m attercandidatesaswell. Fora given particle physicsscenario,

the assum ption ofPoisson-distributed cosm ologicalem ission should be an even betterap-

proxim ation;furtherm ore,thesignaldoesnotsu�erfrom uncertaintiesofhalo pro�lesand

sub-structures. Further,in thiscase,the isotropic com ponentis even m ore im portantfor

detection,sincefordecaying dark m atteronedoesnotexpecta m uch largersignalfrom the

GalacticCenterregion.
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