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ABSTRACT

With the growing interest in indirect detection for dark matter signature, the
thesis aims to investigate the signal originating from the self-annihilation of
dark matter candidates. The methods for targeting the dark matter signal is
two-fold, on one hand, we explore the gamma rays resulting from dark matter
particles. On the other hand, we focus on complementary radio properties.

To begin with, for the basic understanding of dark matter, it is first impor-
tant to characterise their nature and all possible scenarios to identify them.
While such characterisation has been briefly discussed in Chapter 1, Chapter
2 provides the methodology and its related mathematical formalism to study
the dark matter signal in the multiwavelength spectrum.

Next, in Chapters 3 and 4, by considering the appropriate scenario, the
working principle of the Fermi Large Area Telescope and its detailed analy-
sis mechanism have been discussed.

Finally, from Chapters 5 to 8, various aspects of dark matter properties ob-
tained from our detailed analysis have been discussed. In Chapter 5, we
investigate the gamma-ray signal from the location of dark matter rich dwarf
galaxy, Triangulum II and try to examine whether it can provide strong limits
on theoretical dark matter models and the thermal relic annihilation rate. In
Chapter 6, we report the faint emission from the location of Tucana-II and in
that sense try to investigate whether dark matter is related to such an excess.

vii



Next in Chapters 7 and 8, the electromagnetic radiation over a wide range,
from gamma-ray down to radio frequencies appearing from the Low sur-
face brightness galaxies and ultra faint dwarf spheroidal galaxies have been
discussed. Moreover, we explore the projected sensitivity of the upcoming
Square Kilometer Array and Cherenkov Telescope Array in probing the syn-
chrotron and gamma-ray emission from them.
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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Introduction to Dark Matter

Dark matter seems to be
What isn’t there to be seen
In between
What we see.

They dub it dark since you cannot detect it
Nor can they inspect it
With telescopy.

Yet, while it can’t be described
It cannot be denied
For equations that irk
To work.

(Harley White)

In our Universe, all the visible things i.e. Planets, stars, asteroids, galax-
ies constitute less than 5% of the total universe. So what are the remaining
parts? What does constitute the rest of our Universe? This is the mystery
and beauty of our Universe. Several astrophysical and experimental research
suggest that a large part of the universe is composed of a strange substance
known as ‘dark matter’.

In human history, one of the most extraordinary intellectual achievements is
to build the standard model (SM) of Particle Physics. Most of the particles
were being discovered during the second half of the 20th century. Experi-
mentally and theoretically, we found that the SM is an answer to a question
as old as civilization itself.

Now, the question is what are the fundamental elements of matter? The SM
gives us a very explicit representation of the fundamental elements of all the
matters that are detected in our terrestrial laboratories. We also have an
exact theoretical argument in a detailed mathematical form which explains
how the fundamental particles will act. In terms of the understanding of
our Universe, one of the most revealing discoveries is the baryonic matter,
mostly in form of protons and neutrons. But unfortunately, they are not the
dominant form of material in our Universe. Rather, a new mysterious form
of “invisible matter” or we can say “dark matter (DM)” fills our Universe and
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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

Figure 1.1: The multiple components that compose our universe. Dark energy
comprises 71.4% of the mass energy density of the universe, DM comprises 24%,
and atomic matter makes up 4.6%.

from observational evidence, it has been found that they are roughly five
times more abundant than ordinary matter.

Unfortunately, the particle content of the SM - the quarks, the leptons, the
mediators of the interactions and the Higgs particle can not fill in the role of
DM. This is evident from the cosmological observations.

Accumulated observational data over the past century has established that
visible matter (baryonic matter) constitutes only 4.6% of the total substance
in the Universe, while DM is theorized to account for 24%, dark energy ac-
counting for the remaining 71.4%. In Fig. 1.1, we have shown the content
of baryonic matter, DM and dark energy. The invisible matter is termed as
DM because it neither emits nor absorbs any detectable electromagnetic ra-
diation and hence it is very difficult to study or identify it. It is not possible
to directly detect the DM by any traditional telescopes, but there are enough
pieces of evidence for the existence of DM [1]. Interestingly, the existence
of missing mass is robustly supported by macroscopic evidences, but the mi-
croscopic nature and composition of DM are still in much debate. There
are many ongoing experiments which are dedicated to directly detect and
study the nature of DM candidates, but none have yet succeeded. To have a
complete understanding of DM, we need to study several branches of physics
and astronomy.
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1.2 Brief Overview of Thesis

The thesis is organized as follows:

To start with, in the following section 1.3 of this chapter, I present a brief
introduction to the indirect evidence of DM. Next, in section 1.4, I discuss
the possible DM candidates. Then in section 1.5, a brief review on DM an-
nihilation process has been discussed. For my thesis, I study the DM signal
resulting from the pair-annihilation. In this section, I would introduce the
reader to the theoretically favoured annihilation final states and how we can
obtain the emission (for example γ-ray and radio emission) as an end prod-
uct of annihilation channels. In section 1.6, I briefly give a summary of the
DM detection methodology. Direct detection, indirect detection and collider
searches are three popular methods to search for the signature of the DM
candidates. For my thesis, I solely focused on the indirect detection method.

Next in chapter 2, a brief introduction to the methods of multiwavelength
searches for DM is given. The mathematical formalism, the notations and
the other necessary concepts that I will explain in this chapter would be
used later on my thesis. First, in section 2.1, I discuss the possible DM
dense regions. Later in sections 2.3 and 2.4, I explain how we can study the
electromagnetic radiation over a wide range, from gamma-ray down to radio
frequencies appearing from DM annihilation.

For my thesis, I concentrate on the DM signature from some particular DM
sources through indirect detection. For this purpose, we need dedicated and
sensitive instruments. In Chapter 3, I describe the working principle of the
Fermi Large Area Telescope (Fermi-LAT) in detail. Fermi-LAT is a gamma-
ray space telescope that covers the entire celestial sphere. In view of indirect
detection of DM signal, Fermi-LAT is one of the most sensitive gamma-ray
telescopes. For most of my works, I have analysed the gamma-ray data
observed by the Fermi-LAT. The detector and its working principle are de-
scribed in Chapter 3 along with a review of its performance.

Next, in Chapter 4, I give an overview of the Likelihood function for Fermi-
LAT data. The details of the mathematical formulation for Likelihood func-
tion and its methodology are explained in this chapter. Here, I will also
explain how to estimate the upper limits if we could not detect any signal
from the source. I use this formulation for my work to estimate the possible
signature of DM annihilation.
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In Chapter 5, we study Triangulum-II, a newly discovered ultra-faint dwarf
galaxy, which is assumed to be rich in DM. We examine the gamma-ray
signal from the location of Triangulum-II and from that data try to check
whether this galaxy can provide strong annihilation rate than other well stud-
ied sources. We show that Triangulum-II would provide very stringent limits
on the theoretical DM models and thermal annihilation rate, even better
than some well studied dwarf spheroidal galaxies (dSphs).

In Chapter 6, we study the Tucana-II. Like Triangulum-II, Tucana-II is a
DM-dominated satellite galaxy of our Milky Way. We examine the gamma-
ray data from its location and unlike most of the dwarf galaxies, we observe
a faint emission. Then we first study the maximum significance of this emis-
sion and check how this excess would vary with the DM mass, annihilation
channels and periods of exposure. Furthermore, we investigate the origin of
such emission and our study shows that such excess is mostly coming from
the Tucana-II location and most likely related to DM annihilation.

Next, in Chapter 7, we study four Low surface brightness galaxies (LSB).
Unlike the earlier two chapters., for this work, we use the multiwavelength
approach to investigate the DM signature. LSB galaxies have very diffuse
and low surface density stellar disks and their extended HI (neutral hydro-
gen) rotation curves indicate the presence of very massive DM halos. We
analyze the Fermi-LAT data for high energy gamma rays and radio flux up-
per limits from Very Large Array (VLA) at a frequency of 1.4 GHz to obtain
upper limits on annihilation cross-section 〈σv〉 at 95% confidence level (CL)
in a model-independent way. From this study, we show that for LSB galax-
ies radio cross-section rate would be competitive with the limits predicted
from Fermi-LAT. We further discuss the projected sensitivity of the upcom-
ing ground-based telescope, the Cherenkov Telescope Array (CTA) and radio
telescope, the Square Kilometer Array (SKA) and investigate whether they
can probe the radiation from LSB galaxies.

In Chapter 8, we consider 14 recently discovered ultra faint dwarf galaxies
and study the electromagnetic radiation over a wide range, from gamma-ray
down to radio frequencies appearing from them. We also, check the 〈σv〉 at
95% CL for the gamma-ray and radio flux upper limits observed by Fermi-
LAT, Giant Metrewave Radio (GMRT) and VLA. We study the uncertainty
in the synchrotron and gamma-ray fluxes arising from various astrophysical
parameters. Furthermore, we discuss the projected sensitivity of the SKA
radio telescope in probing the synchrotron radiation from the aforementioned
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dSphs.

1.3 Observational Evidence of Dark Matter

Dark matter exerts gravitational pull.
It glues stars together, makes galaxies full.
Unlike normal matter it plays hide and seek
And so much of it’s interactively weak...

(Harley White)

The very first observational hint of the DM, or “missing mass” began in early
1930. In 1932, Jan Oort observed a bizarre motion of the stars of our Milky
Way and that hinted the presence of some form of non-luminous matter
which is far more massive than anyone had ever predicted [2]. By studying
the Doppler shifts of each moving star in galactic place, Oort calculated the
velocities of these stars. The calculation showed that stars were moving so
quickly to escape from the gravitational pull of Milky Way. That made Oort
to suspect the pressence of massive pull in the galactic plane which can hold
the stars to their orbits [2].

Just one year after the Oort’s finding, in 1933, Swiss astronomer F. Zwicky,
examined a much larger system, Coma Cluster. From Doppler effect, he
measured the velocity dispersion for member galaxies of the Coma galaxy
cluster and noticed that the member galaxies were moving much faster than
we could expect from their luminous components [3,4]. Zwicky measured the
velocity dispersions of each member galaxy (i.e. kinetic energy) and then by
employing the virial theorem, he estimated the total mass of the Coma clus-
ter. With Virial theorem, he established the relation between the total mass
of the galaxy cluster and the averaged square of the velocities of each galaxy.
He then observed that in order to maintain the equilibrium in Coma cluster,
a large amount of “Dunkle Materie” or DM must be present to theoretically
explain the large velocity dispersion of the system.

The virial theorem denotes the following relation between gravitational en-
ergy and kinetic energy. The expression is:

< T >= −1

2
< U > (1.1)
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The virial theorem (equation 1.1) states that for a spherically symmetric
system, the total kinetic energy (T ) is equal to minus 1

2
times the total grav-

itational potential energy (U) [5]. Hence, if we know the kinetic energy of
the system, we can calculate the gravitational potential energy, and then the
total mass of the system can be easily estimated. If the obtained mass of
the system is greater than the mass of the total luminous matter, then there
must be some invisible i.e non-luminous matter present in the system. The
invisible matter can only interact gravitationally. Hence, from virial theo-
rem, Zwicky observed that the total mass of the cluster was about 400 times
greater than the luminous mass. This result led him to propose that there
must be some source of invisible matter that created such a difference with
the observational estimation. Study of the Virgo cluster soon produced very
similar results [6].

Next, roughly around 40 years later the discoveries of Oort and Zwicky, be-
ginning in the 1970s, Vera Rubin, Alberto Bosma, and others studied the
orbital velocities of stars in spiral galaxies ( [7–15]). Rubin and her col-
laborators separately performed an extended study of rotational curves for
around 60 individual galaxies [16]. They performed detailed measurements
of the Doppler shift for their targets and determined their orbital velocities.
Their studies also showed an extreme deviation from the theoretical predic-
tion based on Newtonian gravity and other baryonic matter interactions [16].
They found that the spiral galaxies have flat rotation curves extending out to
radii of tens of kpc and their orbital velocities did not decrease as expected.
From the flat rotational curve, Rubin estimated that the galaxies have con-
tained almost 10 times more matter than the visible one. This remarkable
finding just confirmed the earlier claims by Zwicky. Rubin also predicted that
there might be an unobserved huge spherical halo of DM which surrounds
the inner luminous galaxy.

According to Newton’s Law of Gravitation (Newton 1687), the orbital ve-
locity should fall by increasing the distance from the center of the galaxy
as,

v(r) =

√
G
m(r)

r
, (1.2)

where v(r) is the rotation velocity as a function of radius, and m(r) is the
mass confined within radius, r.

From Eq. 1.2, we should expect to observe the fall of orbital velocity as:
v(r) ∝ 1/

√
r. But interestingly, the galactic rotation curves, as obtained

7



CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

by Rubin and her collaborators, did not follow the expected nature. In their
publication, Rubin, Kent Ford and Norbert Thonnard [15] reported their
observational results for 21 spiral galaxies. Their study showed that with
increasing the distance from the center of the galaxies the rotational velocity
remained constant (or merely increased for some galaxies). The rotational
velocity of any galaxy can only remain constant if the total mass of the sys-
tem is increasing with radius from the center. The artistic view of their study
is shown in Fig. 1.2 (a). From this figure, it is evident that the radial veloc-
ity of the galactic system is much larger than what would be expected if the
gravitational potential of the galaxy came from only the luminous matter i.e.
from the stars and gas.

(a) (b)

Figure 1.2: (a) The artistic view of the observed and expected Rotational
curve from M33 galaxy. (b) The rotational curve of the spiral galaxy
NGC6503.

After that, many scientists did similar kinds of studies and all of them con-
firmed the same nature of the galactic rotational curve. The work by Bege-
man, Broeils and Sanders, 1991 [17] also reported the same. For their studies,
they have chosen the spiral galaxy NGC6503 (Fig. 1.2 (b)). They showed
the contributions to the rotational velocity from luminous disk, gas and dark
halo. Their analysis also reported the extension of the DM halo beyond the
stellar bulge of the galaxy.
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Figure 1.3: Gravitational lensing of Abell 370 observed by Hubble Space
Telescope (HST).

In the 1970s, scientists tried a new way to understand the distribution of
DM, ‘Gravitational lensing’. Einstein’s theory of relativity postulates that
the strong gravitational field can bend the path of light rays, i.e., a massive
object can bend spacetime and also affect the motion of nearby objects. This
produces a lensing effect where the surrounding objects follow the geodesics
of the curved space. This effect is called the gravitational lensing [18]. For
observing the effect of gravitational lensing, it requires a very massive object
(say the cluster of galaxies) and a distant bright light source behind it. If
the distant object is located directly behind the massive body, the massive
object would act as a gravitational lens and would create numerous images
of the distant object. This effect would create an Einstein ring structure
(see, the blue ring structure from Fig. 1.3) 1 where the massive object would
be at the center and the images of the distant object would create the ring
(Fig. 1.3). In 1979, D. Walsh et al. [19] was the first to observe this form
of gravitational lensing. The detailed study of the Einstein ring structure
allows astronomers to estimate the total mass of any massive body, such as:
galaxy, cluster of galaxies, etc. Their observational studies show that only
10% of the total mass of the clusters are in the form of individual galaxies,
the rest is DM [19].
Another very strong evidence for DM is the Bullet cluster (1E 0657-56). This
cluster consists of two colliding cluster of galaxies. While the galaxies crossed
their paths, the stars within the galaxies and other visible light passed by each
other without being affected much by the collision. But, the hot gas clouds
which represent most of the baryonic matter merging from two colliding
galaxies interact electromagnetically and due to friction of the gas molecules,

1NASA images from Large Synoptic Survey Telescope (LSST); http://www.lsst.org/lsst/public
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Figure 1.4: X-ray image (pink) of Bullet cluster superimposed over a visible
light image (blue).

the gases of both clusters slowed down much faster than the stars. When the
gas clouds were slowed down, the visible part of the galaxies came into much
clearer view and that gave the scientists a scope to examine the total mass
of the Bullet cluster. With the data obtained from the X-ray telescopes and
gravitational lensing observations, the scientists found that the mass and the
gas element do not follow the same distribution [20]. Then by measuring the
gravitational lensing effect of the Bullet cluster, the scientists determined
that the cluster bent the path of light more than they could expect from the
luminous mass. This proved that there must be the presence of more mass
in the cluster than the visible matter. The composite image of bullet cluster
(or galaxy cluster 1E 0657-56) is shown in Fig. 1.4. The background part of
this image is showing the visible spectrum of the light stems obtained from
Hubble Space and Magellan Telescope, while the pink part of this image
denotes the X-ray emission of the colliding clusters recorded by the Chandra
Telescope and lastly the blue part shows the mass distribution of the Bullet
clusters estimated from the gravitational lensing effects 2.

1.4 Dark Matter Candidates

In this section, we will discuss the nature of DM and its possible candidates.
To reveal the nature of the DM particles, the physicists first focused on the
known astrophysical bodies which are made of ordinary, baryonic matters.
Later, they have extended the standard model theory to explain the non-
luminous nature of the DM.

2Nasa: A matter of fact, August, 2006; http://www.nasa.gov/vision/universe/starsgalaxies/dark_matter_proven.html
, X-ray: NASA/CXC/CfA/M.Markevitch el al., Optical: NASA/STScl, Magellan/U.Arizona/D.Clowe et al.; Lensing
Map: NASA/STScl; EDO WFI; Magellan/U.Arizona/D.Clowe et al.
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From several observational pieces of evidence, we can summarize the following
general properties of DM candidates.

• They do not emit or absorb light, indicating absence of electromagnetic
interaction. Hence, they do not carry electric charge.

• Majority of them neither participate in strong interaction nor carry
colour charge. (A very small fraction of the DM is assumed to be
baryonic and only they can take part in strong interaction.)

• They do only interact via gravity. The gravitational effect of the DM
is very important to form a large structure of the universe.

1.4.1 Possible DM Candidates:

The observational evidence indeed gave us enough hints of the existence of
the DM, but the true nature of the DM remains unknown. Below we will
discuss the possible candidates for DM.

1.4.1.1 The Standard Model and the Neutrino and Supersymme-
try:

The standard model (SM) consists of the following particles - six leptons
(electron, muon, tau and their corresponding neutrinos), six quarks (bup,
down, strange, charm, bottom and top) and five force carriers (photon, gluon,
Z, W± and the Higgs scalar). Each of the above-mentioned leptons and
quarks has their respective antiparticles which are generally denoted with
a bar or opposite charge sign (for example, the up antiquark’s symbol is
ū). The Higgs Boson with a mass of ∼ 125 GeV was discovered in 2012 by
the ATLAS [21] and the CMS experiments performed at the Large Hadron
Collider (LHC) of European Organization for Nuclear Research (CERN) [22].

In spite of the success of the SM in explaining behaviour of the elementary
particles, it does not contain any particle which can act as the DM candidate.
One of the most stable, neutral and weakly interacting particles from SM is
the neutrino. But, the recent literature by Spergel et al. [23] completely ruled
out the possibility of neutrinos being the entire solution to missing mass of the
Universe. From WMAP, they showed the neutrino mass to bemv < 0.23 eV ,
which in turn makes the cosmological density Ωvh

2 < 0.0072 [24]. Hence,
neutrinos do only account for a very small fraction of DM, and cannot be
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the prime source of DM.
Hence, several possible extensions of the SM have been proposed, Supersym-
metry (SUSY) being one of them [25]. SUSY assumes an additional symme-
try between the fermions and the bosons, i.e., each particle in the SM has its
superpartner - fermions have bosons as their superpartners and vice-versa.
The most encouraging finding of the SUSY is that it can propose valid DM
candidates. Several particles in the SUSY theory are possible DM candidates,
like neutralino, sneutrino [26, 27], and gravitino [28, 29]. All of these three
candidates show a WIMP (Weakly interacting massive particle)-like nature
i.e., weakly interacting and electrically neutral, but sneutrinos [26,27] might
annihilate very rapidly in the early universe and hence its relic densities are
very low to explain any cosmological phenomenon, whereas, gravitino [28,29]
would act as a hot DM. In most SUSY models, the lightest neutralino is
considered the most promising candidate for DM.

Several exotic particles are also considered as DM candidates - massive com-
pact halo objects (MACHOs), black holes, WIMPs, axions, etc. Some theo-
ries also suggest that the DM can be both baryonic and non-baryonic and in
that case, MACHOs are considered as the baryonic type. The dominant part
of the DM is mainly composed of non-baryonic candidates, e.g. neutrinos,
WIMPs, axions, etc. Based on the physical properties, there are different
types of DM. We will describe them below.

Kinematically, the DM can be divided into three categories based on their
velocity at the time of its decoupling of universe [30]. This is important be-
cause it has a direct influence on our galaxy formation and large and small
structures of the universe.

• Hot Dark Matter (HDM): The HDM is made of abundant light
particles. The best candidate for HDM is the normal light neutrino.
The mass of an HDM is of the order of eV or less, mHDM < 1 eV.

• Cold Dark Matter (CDM): The CDM is at the opposite end of
HDM in the mass-velocity spectrum. It is non-relativistic at the time
of decoupling. Its mass can be in the GeV order or larger. There are
many proposed candidates for CDM, including weakly interacting mas-
sive particles like neutralinos, WIMPZILLAs, solitons, etc.

• Warm Dark Matter (WDM): The WMD is something in between
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the HDM and CDM, consisting of particles of mWDM > 1 KeV which
may interact even weaker than a neutrino. It is relativistic at the time of
decoupling, but non-relativistic at the radiation-to-matter dominance
transition. There are a few possible candidates for WDM, including
sterile neutrino, light gravitinos and photino, etc.

The DM can also be classified according to its production mechanism.

• Thermal relics: The thermal relics particles are assumed to be in
thermal equilibrium in the early universe and mass of that thermal
relic is bound from the above by 340 TeV. Most of the favoured DM
candidates are from this category.

• Non-Thermal relics: These particles are produced via non-thermal
mechanism and is believed that they were never in equilibrium with
the thermal bath of the universe. There are several favoured DM can-
didates which are assumed to be non-thermal relics, such as axions
emitted by cosmic strings, superheavy WIMPZILLAs (masses lie be-
tween 1012 to 1016 GeV), etc.

1.4.2 Weakly Interacting Massive Particles

One of the leading candidates for DM is weakly interacting massive particles
(WIMPs) [31, 32]. The most favoured DM candidates, like the neutralino
from supersymmetry, the lightest Kaluza-Klein particle from the superstring
theory and theories of extra dimensions and some other candidates from be-
yond the standard model theory are assumed to be very massive and only
interact via gravitational pull, i.e., weakly interacting. These are collec-
tively referred to as WIMPs. They are non-baryonic and well-motivated by
independent considerations of particle physics [31]. Systematic theoretical
investigations to understand their properties and experimental searches have
to be carried out.

At the early universe, say after the Big Bang, the particles were in chemi-
cal and thermal equilibrium. By chemical equilibrium, we mean that every
reaction among the particles was reversal (e.g. the creation of WIMPs pair-
production from SM particles and the WIMP annihilation were in equilib-
rium). Hence, the whole system of universe did not change by any reaction.
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This equilibrium was maintained until the temperature of the universe be-
came lower than the particle mass, and as a result, the pair-production of
WIMPs stopped. When this equilibrium was broken, the abundance of DM
candidates decayed due to annihilation and this process continued until the
annihilation rate fell below the expansion rate of the universe. This epoch is
referred to as the “freeze-out”.

Another class of particles is the Superweakly interacting massive particles
(superWIMPs), which include sterile (right-handed) neutrinos, gravitino.
etc. These have annihilation cross- sections much smaller than that of the
weak interaction.

1.5 Dark Matter Annihilation

In this section, we discuss ways to detect DM candidates of the WIMP type.
Generally, experiments look for the end products of their annihilation or de-
cay channels. One very popular way to detect the DM candidates is to search
for the end products of WIMP annihilation/decay channels.

We denote the DM and its anti-particles as χ and χ̄, respectively. If DM is
a Majorana particle, χ and its anti-particle χ̄ would be the same. Several
observational evidences as well as theoretical models propose that the mass
of WIMPs lies in the range of GeV to TeV. If χ is assumed to be thermally
relic DM candidates, then χ and χ̄ should participate in the evolution of the
universe as other SM particles.

In the early universe, through annihilation and pair-production processes, χ
and χ̄ were in equilibrium with ordinary SM particles (i.e equilibrium with
fermions (f), quarks (Q), gauge bosons (W±, Z) etc). The form of the anni-
hilation reaction could be described as: [33]
χ+χ→ Q+ Q̄→ f + f̄ ,W+ +W−, Z +Z,...., where Q and Q̄ denote quark
and its antiparticle, respectively.

After the big bang, all of these particles were in equilibrium and were at
the same temperature. The number density of χ in equilibrium at a given
temperature can be described as:∫

neqχ =
g

(2π)3

∫
f(p)d3p (1.3)

where, g is the number of internal degree of freedom of χ and f(p) is a func-
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Figure 1.5: Comoving number density evolution as a function of the ratio
mχ/T in the context of the thermal freeze-out.

tion of the three-momentum p of χ. Depending on the spin of the WIMP,
f(p) would either follow Dirac-Fermi or Bose-Einstein distribution. At very
high temperatures i.e for T >> mχ, neqχ ∝ T , while at lower temperature
i.e. for T << mχ, neqχ ∝ exp(−mχ/T ). At T << mχ, the production of χ
χ̄ pair from SM particle pair will be suppressed and at the same time the
annihilation rate will remain the same, hence the number density of χ will
be exponentially reduced. When the universe expands, the temperature of
the universe drops to sufficiently low and that would lead to the system out
of the equilibrium.

Due to a significant drop in the number density of χ, it would be very hard
for χ and χ̄ to find each other to annihilate, or to be scattered around by
ordinary SM particles. Eventually, they would no longer be in thermal equi-
librium and χ is decoupled from the rest of the universe. Then, except for a
very rare occasion, χ would not annihilate or scatter with ordinary particles.
But χ continues to expand freely with the Hubble flow. The number density
of χ is fixed to the T 3. In Fig. 1.5, we have shown how does the comoving
number density of the χ varies withmχ/T at the epoch of thermal freeze-out.

The overall geometry of the universe [34] is determined by the density pa-
rameter (Ω) of our universe. The expression of the density parameter is:
Ω = ρ/ρc. Where ρ is observed density and ρc is the critical density of our
universe. The critical density is the average of the matter-density that is
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needed for our universe to halt its expansion and it can be expressed as:

ρc =
3H0

8πG
≈ 1.88× 10−26 h2 kg m−3 (1.4)

where H0 is the Hubble constant and h is the dimensionless form of H0 in
units of 100 km/s/Mpc [34]. From the density parameter of the universe, we
can guess the contributions of baryonic matter, DM and dark energy, that
is, Ω = ΩB + ΩDM + ΩΛ. Here ΩB, ΩDM and ΩΛ are the relative density
parameter for normal baryonic matter, DM and dark energy, respectively.
The recent observations of the Planck collaboration obtained ΩB = 0.05,
ΩDM = 0.265 and ΩΛ = 0.685 [35]. The DM density (ΩDM) depends on
the annihilation cross-section (σ) weighted by the average velocity (v) of the
particle i.e. on < σv >. In order to match the abundance measured by
the Planck collaboration, the DM relic density would be equal to ΩDMh

2 =
0.1197± 0.0022 [35]. The expression of the ΩDMh

2 is:

ΩDMh
2 = 0.11

3× 10−26cm3s−1

< σv >0

(1.5)

From eq.(1.5), it is evident that DM might have an annihilation cross-section,
< σv >0≈ 3× 10−26cm3s−1 at thermal freeze-out [36].

Like we already discussed above, WIMPs are thought to be first self-annihilate
into a quark-antiquark pair and later that pair decays to several possible SM
particles, as shown in Fig. 1.6. From this image, we can observe that as an
end product of WIMP annihilation, it can generate γ-ray, lepton pairs such
as muon-antimuon pairs (µ−µ+) or electron-positron (e−e+) pairs, and also
boson pairs like ZZ or W+W−. Thus, even though the WIMPs are invisible
to us, we can try to probe these SM particles originated from WIMP anni-
hilation. We can start our search for DM signature by looking for the areas
in the universe that are thought to be rich in DM. One of the most popular
ways is to scan the universe for the end products which might come from the
DM annihilation/decay.

For my thesis, we have focused on five theoretically motivated DM annihila-
tion channels (in the later sections we would discuss this in detail). Those
channels are: χχ → τ+τ−; χχ → µ+µ−; χχ → W+W−; χχ → bb̄ and
χχ→ 80% bb̄+ 20% τ+τ−.

The lifetime of tau lepton (τ−) is around 2.9×10−13s and its mass is 1776.82MeV/c2.
τ− can decay into the combination of neutral pions, tau neutrinos and charged
pions (π±). There are multiple possible decay channels for τ− and amongst
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Figure 1.6: WIMP annihilation chain and the end products.

them 90% of the decay possibilities are accounting for five channels and
the remaining around 10% of decay possibilities can be related to twenty
five different decay modes [37]. The five dominant τ− decay channels are:
τ− → e−+ν̄e+ντ , τ− → µ−+ν̄µ+ντ , τ− → π−+π0+ντ , τ− → π++2π−+ντ ,
and τ− → π− + 2π0 + ντ [37]. The dominant decay modes of neutral pions
are π0 → 2γ (98.82%) and π0 → γ + e− + e+ (1.17%). Thus decays of taus
generate radiation.

The lifetime of muon (µ−) is around 2.2×10−6 s and its mass is 105 MeV/c2

and decays via weak interaction: µ− → e− + ν̄e + νµ as an end of final state
radiation.

The mediator of charged weak interaction W boson, has a mass of 80.4
MeV/c2, and decays into a fermion-antifermion pair.

The two heaviest quarks, top (173210 MeV/c2) and bottom (4180 MeV/c2)
quarks decay via weak interaction and produce gamma rays as final state.

Four annihilation channels have been chosen for the following reasons. Be-
cause of the phase space, we can expect that the DM particles would domi-
nantly annihilate into the heaviest possibles channels [36]. Hence, we consider
the τ+τ− annihilation channels. Several ongoing experiments such as Fermi-
LAT, MAGIC, etc. have studied bb̄ annihilation channel for searching the
indirect DM signal. Thus, we have chosen the bb̄ annihilation channel to
check the direct comparison of results. We have chosen the bosonic W+W−

channel because in several experiments this bosonic annihilation channel is
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Figure 1.7: Schematic diagram of DM detection through direct, indirect and
its production at Colliders.

widely considered. Finally, we have included the µ+µ− channel for our anal-
ysis because this leptonic channel may explain the observed excesses of local
positrons [36].

1.6 Dark Matter Detection

Physicists hunt for DM, to move it
With particle accelerators, to prove it
Exists as suspected, from data collected
With outcome expected, eureka! projected...

(Harley White)

If DM is dominated by WIMPs, then we should have cosmological abundance
of WIMPs. Two different approaches may be used for the detection of DM
particles - direct as well as indirect. A schematic diagram of production and
decay of DM is shown in figure 1.7.

It is possible to directly detect DM particles, both from cosmic sources as
well as from colliding beam experiments like the LHC. It is assumed that
WIMPs have weak-scale scattering cross-section with SM particles and thus
it might be possible to directly detect the nuclear recoil energy from WIMP-
nucleon interactions in low-background experiments [38–40]. We can also try
to generate WIMPs in accelerators through the collision of SM particles. The
distinctive signatures (e.g., the missing transverse energy) of these events are
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expected to be recorded by the collider experiments [41–43].

Moreover, WIMPs are considered to be a thermal relic and it is expected that
they might possess a weak-scale self-annihilation cross-section [25, 44–47].
Thus there might be a fair scope to indirectly detect the WIMP signature
through the SM particles (e.g., photons, neutrinos, positrons, etc.) originat-
ing from annihilation. Different experiments are designed to probe different
characteristics of the WIMP and all of them have their benefits, difficulties,
and uncertainties. But, in order to have total knowledge of WIMPs, for ex-
ample, their eventual detection, identification, and characterization, we need
to gather the information from all three experimental techniques.

1.6.1 Direct Detection

The basic assumption for direct detection of DM candidates is that our Uni-
verse is filled with an abundance of WIMPs and many of those WIMPs are
continuously passing through our terrestrial surface. Thus our terrestrial
laboratories should notice the interaction of WIMPS with the matter by ob-
serving the recoil energy of nuclei through either ionization, scintillation, or
vibrations (phonon). This method needs a very clean detector material so
that it can detect a possible real signal from the background. It is also very
important to minimize particle backgrounds as much as possible. For the di-
rect experiment, one of the most general setup is to find an underground-site
that would effectively reduce the cosmic-ray background. The rate of WIMP
detection depends on various prime factors, such as the mass of WIMPs, the
local halo density of DM, the velocity distribution in the Milky Way and the
cross-section on the target nuclei. The detectors generally consist of a very
pure crystal as in e.g. CDMS3, DAMA4, CRESST5 or a liquid noble gas such
as Xenon (Xenon1006). From the theoretical prescription, the cross-section
of WIMP interactions are predicted to be very small, hence very large detec-
tors are needed (e.g. the Xenon100 contains 100 kg liquid Xenon) to detect
the interactions.

There are several ongoing experiments such as DAMA/LIBRA which are
designed to detect the DM by using the solid scintillators. For detecting
the particle interactions, the particle detectors of DAMA/LIBRA use the

3http://cdms.berkeley.edu/
4http://people.roma2.infn.it/ dama/web/home.html
5http://www.cresst.de/
6http://xenon.astro.columbia.edu/xenon100.html
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thallium-activated sodium iodide crystals which are covered in a low ra-
dioactivity container with several Photomultiplier Tubes (PMTs) [48]. These
detectors report the annual modulation of the signal of confidence level ≈
8.9σ [49].

1.6.2 Indirect Detection

The indirect detection method is one of the popular ways to identify the in-
visible DM signals. As we already discussed in the earlier section, WIMP can
self-annihilate (or decay) into SM particles. With this detection method, we
probe the SM particles originated from WIMP annihilation and then mea-
sure the particle spectra generating from them. The spectra would provide
us with valuable information about the nature of DM particles. There are
several dedicated (ongoing and planned) indirect detection experiments that
are designed for solving the mystery of the DM. The detection experiments
are classified according to the particles they detect.

• Photons:
Gamma-rays, including both direct line photons and diffusion photons
are one of the most popular methods for indirect DM detection. WIMP
annihilates to a quark and anti-quark products and they later produce
a jet of particles that will generate the gamma-ray spectrum. At high
energy, the neutral pions decay to a pair of monoenergetic photons that
can create the prompt line of gamma-rays. When WIMP directly an-
nihilates to the gamma-rays i.e., χχ → γγ, the energy of the photons
is proportional to the mass of WIMPs. Since the mass of WIMP is
of the order of GeV, it would create a very high energy gamma-rays
and detection of any of such the gamma-ray line would give an obvi-
ous indication of the DM annihilation and in the indirect detection, it
would be referred to as the smoking gun for the DM search [50, 51].
Another source of the gamma-rays are the internal bremsstrahlung of
charged particles produced in the annihilation process. The simula-
tion and the observational study suggest that Galactic centre, dwarf
spheroidal galaxies (dSphs), Low surface brightness galaxies (LSBs),
cluster of galaxies etc. would be the ideal platform for indirect search.
The advantage of tracking γ-ray is that they are electrically neutral and
do not interact with magnetic fields. Hence, it is possible to track their
origin and energy. In the latter chapter, we will discuss this method in
detail.
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For indirect DM detection, there are many dedicated space-based and
ground-based gamma-ray observatories. The examples of the space-
based observatories are: Fermi-LAT (Fermi Large Area Telescope),
AGILE (Astro-rivelatore Gamma a Immagini Leggero [52]), planned
Gamma-400 [53], etc. The examples of ground-based Air Cherenkov
Telescopes (ACTs) are: MAGIC (Mayor Atmospheric Gamma-ray Imag-
ing Cherenkov [54]) telescope in La Palma, H.E.S.S. (High Energy
Stereoscopic System [55]) in Namibia, next-generation telescope, CTA
(Cherenkov Telescope Array [56]), etc. The space-based telescopes can
directly observe the gamma rays resulting from WIMP pair produc-
tion within their detector, while the ACTs use the atmosphere as part
of the detectors and detect the Cherenkov light from the air showers
which are produced during the interaction of gamma rays with the at-
mosphere. For our thesis work, we have considered the space-based
gamma-ray telescope but the ACTs have their advantages and disad-
vantages. ACTs can generally observe much higher energy photons
than the space-based telescopes and they have a comparatively large
collecting area. But, the advantage of space-based telescopes is that
they can cover the whole sky and are more sensitive than ACTs, while
ACTs need to consider the atmospheric distortions and can not observe
the whole sky at once.

• Charged particles, positrons, and antiproton:
The possible charged particles originating from theWIMP self-annihilation
are positrons (e+), electrons (e−), antiprotons (p̄), and anti-deuterons
(d̄), etc. (see Fig. 1.6). The flux of each charged particles and their
anti-particles are being estimated from the WIMP mass and the annihi-
lation channels. There are a few experiments which have prominently
reported the excess of positrons such as PAMELA (Payload for An-
timatter Matter Exploration and Light-nuclei Astrophysics), AMS-02
(The Alpha Magnetic Spectrometer), etc.

PAMELA [57, 58] reported an excess in the positron fraction and this
can be connected to the hint of DM (see e.g. [59]). But there are
other existing theories behind such positron excess, some study shows
that such excess can also be explained by a population of pulsars [60].
AMS-02 has also observed an excess in the positron fraction and has
re-confirmed the findings from PAMELA [61]. Fermi-LAT, a dedicated
gamma-ray telescope, can also detect charged particles. Even the re-
sults obtained from the Fermi-LAT collaboration [62] show an excess
in the electron-positron spectra between 100 to 1000 GeV energy range
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and again confirm the positron excess reported by PAMELA [63]. But
the problem with Fermi-LAT is that this satellite does not have an
on-board magnet and so it is not possible for Fermi-LAT to distinguish
the signal of positrons from electrons.

• Neutrino:
Neutrinos (ν) and anti-neutrinos (ν̄) produced in the annihilation of
DM particles serve as a good signal for their parent particles. The
advantage of searching neutrino is that their weak interactions lead to
the long mean free path. For heavy DM particles, one expects to see
high energy neutrinos coming from the region where the concentration
of DM is generally high. Unlike photons, neutrinos can be detected in a
controlled environment of underground laboratories, underwater, or in
ice. Presently, the active neutrino detectors include Super-Kamiokande
(Super-K), ICECUBE [64], and ANTARES [65]. The IceCube collab-
oration has looked for muon-neutrino signals from annihilating DM in
nearby galaxies, galaxy clusters, Galactic centre, Sun, and Galactic
halo [66–69]. To date, there are no signals observed in the neutrino
channel yet from Super-K, ICECUBE, and ANTARES.

1.6.3 Collider Searches

It is believed that under ideal environment, the DM particles can be pro-
duced in the colliders. The idea behind the collider searches is to generate
DM candidates from SM particles i.e., from SM+SM→ DM+DM. Search for
DM in colliding beam experiments suffers from several disadvantages. Pro-
duction rate of the SM particles is very large compared to the possible DM
particles. Also, the DM candidates may not be directly observed, but the
SM particles produced in their decays. Since it may not be possible to detect
all the SM particles produced in the decay of the DM particles, measurement
of their masses in a colliding beam experiment is difficult at the best.

The LHC provided data of proton-proton collisions at centre-of-mass energies
7, 8 and 13 TeV. ATLAS [42] and CMS [43], the two major experiments at
the LHC have done a number of analyses and have not seen any signal of
DM [70]. It is hoped that the next run of the LHC will reveal evidence of
Physics beyond the SM, including the DM candidates.
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Figure 2.1: DM rich regions.

2.1 Dark Matter Rich Targets

In order to search for the DM signal, we first need to look for the DM dom-
inated regions. The observational evidences and the optical studies indicate
many potential targets. But all of these regions have their advantages and
challenges. We need to explore that in detail.

The Galactic centre (GC) is assumed to be one of the most dense DM regions.
But this region consists of a large number of unknown gamma-ray sources
and a very complicated diffuse gamma-ray emission resulting from cosmic-ray
interacting with interstellar radiation fields and gas. Hence, it is very tough
to reduce all background emission by modelling and that would simultane-
ously increase the uncertainties in analysis. Looking for DM signal from the
GC needs extra caution to avoid background from other astrophysical sources
like pulsars. The spectral line from DM annihilation/decay should be dis-
tinct from the expected background. But the issue is with the low statistics
and inadequate instrumental facilities. Few studies have observed a hint of a
line signal from the GC (e.g. [51]), but the significance of that emission was
very low and unfortunately, such significance has decreased over time [71].
Hence, the true origin of such excess from the GC is still under debate [72,73].

Galactic halo is also believed to be rich in DM. Although we do not have
much knowledge of the mass and shape of the Galactic halo, the background
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in this region is less complicated. The resulting upper limits on the anni-
hilation cross-section obtained from the Galactic halo is comparable to the
results from dwarf spheroidal galaxies (dSphs) but they have much larger
uncertainties compared to dSphs [74].

The high latitude isotropic diffuse emission, i.e., the combination of unre-
solved DM halo and possible Galactic subhalos, can constrain the extra-
galactic isotropic DM signal. The resulting upper limits on the annihilation
cross-section obtained from the extragalactic diffusion emission are compa-
rable to the limits from dSphs for mass above ≈ 103 GeV [75] and for some
cases the isotropic diffuse emission can also provide more stringent limits
than dSphs. But, their DM profile have large uncertainties and that makes
it difficult to know the true nature of the unresolved sources and DM halos.
Hence, it is hard to distinguish between the positive DM signal with the
diffuse gamma-ray emission resulting from the unresolved sources [76].

The galaxy clusters are also considered as the DM dominated systems. Most
of the galaxy clusters are situated at high Galactic latitude and that signif-
icantly reduces the contamination from the galactic diffuse emission. But
several studies report that in some clusters, the emission might come from
their cosmic-ray scenarios and DM substructure could have a significant con-
tribution to that. Hence, it also leads to large uncertainty in the astrophysical
factors [74,77,78].

In our local universe, low surface brightness (LSB) galaxies would also, be
considered as DM dominated galaxies. LSB galaxies are metal-poor, hardly
show any signs of star formation [79] and their stellar disks are generally
embedded in a rich extended neutral HI gas disk [80–83]. The discrepancy
between the HI mass estimated from the rotation curves and the visible
baryonic mass (i.e. derived from gas and stars) indicates that LSB galax-
ies are very rich in DM content [84]. These galaxies generally do not show
any significant emission resulting from their astrophysical activities i.e., from
star-forming regions and hence, important for indirect search of DM candi-
dates [85]. Besides, their extended HI rotation curve and gas kinematics are
used to investigate the distribution of DM at central halo and that might
help to resolve the much debated ‘cusp-core’ problem in the CDM theory
for galaxy formation [86]. But the problem with the LSB galaxies is that
they lie at very large distances (e.g. at the order of Mpc) and that would
weaken their astrophysical factors (at least 3 orders magnitude lower than
dSphs). With such a low value of astrophysical factors, it is hard to provide
any strong limit on the DM models. We will discuss this in Chapter 7.

25



CHAPTER 2. MULTIWAVELENGTH SEARCHES FOR DARK
MATTER

The predictions from the cosmological N-body simulation indicate that the
structure of the CDM halos assumed to be formed by the WIMPs are not
even. Recent simulation result indicate that halos contain a large number of
bound substructures or we can say sub-halos [87–90]. The simulation also
hints the existence of a huge number of DM sub-halos around the MW’s
(MW) [91, 92] halo and among all these predicted sub-halos, few hundreds
are assumed to be massive enough to become the dwarf spheroidal galaxies
(dSphs) or the ultra faint dwarf spheroidal galaxies (UFDs) [91].

1. Dwarf Spheroidal Galaxies (dSphs):
The dSphs are considered as the largest galactic substructures around
the MW. Their mass-to-light ratio lies between 100–1000 M◦/L◦, in
which M◦ and L◦ are the solar mass and the solar luminosity, respec-
tively. Hence, the dSphs could be the most DM dominated structures
of the galactic halo. Their large DM content, minimal Galactic fore-
ground emission, and lack of astrophysical radiation [93,94] make dSphs
promising targets for the indirect detection of DM. Since the DM con-
tent of each dSphs can be determined from stellar kinematic data, it
is possible to predict the relative strength and spatial distribution of
the annihilation signal expected from each galaxy. These characteris-
tics provide a mechanism for distinguishing a DM annihilation signal
in dSphs from conventional astrophysical backgrounds.

2. Ultra-faint Dwarf Spheroidal Galaxies (UFDs):
Since the last few decades, the Panoramic Survey Telescope and Rapid
Response System (Pan-STARRS) [95–97], the Sloan Digital Sky Survey
(SDSS) [98, 99], the Dark Energy Survey (DES) [100–103] experiment
and the Dark Energy Camera at Cerro Tololo [104,105] have detected a
set of UFD galaxies. They have very low stellar contents and that hints
that they could be very rich in DM [95,98,99,106–108]. The UFDs are
generally characterised by very old (≥ 12 Gyr) stellar populations with
large velocity dispersions and inferred mass-to-light ratios reaching up
to ≈ 3000 M◦/L◦. The high value of velocity dispersion and mass-
to-light ratios support the existence of significant DM in UFDs [109].
Hence, by analysing such UFDs we can aquire a substantial knowledge
of the nature of the ancient galaxies [110, 111] that were accreted to
form the MW halo [112,113] and the origin of the chemical abundances
of the stellar population of Milky Way (MW) halo [114]. Therefore,
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the UFDs are considered as the best tracers of early DM sub-halos in
the universe [91, 92,113,115].

2.2 Dark Matter Density Distributions

The exact nature of the DM distribution is still in debate but several theoret-
ically favoured density profiles can considerably fit the N-body simulations
data. Amongst all proposed density profiles, the popular profiles are the
Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) density profile [116], the Burkert (BURK) pro-
file [117], the Pseudo Isothermal profile (ISO) [118], the Einasto profile [119],
etc.
The NFW profile is defined as

ρNFW (r) =
ρsr

3
s

r(rs + r)2
(2.1)

where,
ρs = characteristic density of NFW profile and
rs = scale radius of NFW profile.

The BURK profile is defined as

ρBURK(r) =
ρBr

3
B

(rB + r)(r2
B + r2)

(2.2)

where,
ρB =central density of BURK profile and
rB = core radius of BURK profile.

The ISO profile is defined as

ρISO(r) =
ρc

(1 + r2

r2c
)

(2.3)

where,
ρc = central density of ISO profile and
rc = core radius of ISO profile.

and the Einasto (EINO) profile is defined as

ρEINO(r) = ρe exp
[−2((r/re)

α − 1)

α

]
(2.4)
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Figure 2.2: NFW, Einasto, Isothermal and Burkert galactic DM density
profile. The profiles are normalized for the Milky-Way such that ρ�=0.3
GeV cm−3 and r�=8.33 Kpc. The diagram is taken from Ref. Pierre, 2019.

where,
ρe = characteristic density of EINO profile and
re = scale radius of EINO profile.

For Einasto profile α defines the shape of the distribution. In Fig. 2.2,
we have shown the comparison among NFW, BURK, ISO and EINO. The
NFW profile defines the cuspy distribution of DM whereas the BURK and
ISO are the cored profile with constant DM core. The rotation curves of LSB
and late-type and gas-rich dwarf seem to indicate an approximately constant
DM density in the inner parts of galaxies, while the N-body cosmological
simulations indicate a steep power-law type behaviour. This controversy is
generally known as the “core-cusp problem” and till today it remains as one
of the unresolved problems in DM distribution, especially for the small-scale
structure [120].
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Figure 2.1: Examples of gamma-ray annihilation spectra from WIMPs
with masses of 100 GeV (solid lines) and 200 GeV (dashed lines), annihi-
lating through four different annihilation channels (the bb̄ channel in blue,
µ+µ− channel in red, τ+τ− channel in green, and W+W− channel in ma-
genta). Values are obtained using the tables from the DMFIT package
[137] implemented in the Fermi Science Tools [5].

where �σannv� is the velocity averaged WIMP annihilation cross section,

mWIMP is the WIMP mass, and
�

f
dNf

dE Bf is the gamma-ray spectrum
generated per WIMP annihilation where the sum is over final states f
with branching ratio Bf . As explained above, the particle physics fac-
tor has two main spectral features: the continuum feature and the line
feature, but there might also be bump-like features from virtual internal
Bremsstrahlung and final state radiation that we do not take into account
here. The astrophysical factor is described by

J =

�

l.o.s.,ΔΩ
ρ2(r)dldΩ�. (2.3)

Here, the integration is over the line-of-sight and the solid angle, ΔΩ, and
ρ(r) is the DM density distribution as a function of the radius from the
center of the halo, r.

Figure 2.3: Gamma-ray annihilation spectra from WIMPs with masses of
100 GeV (solid lines) and 200 GeV (dashed lines), annihilating through four
different annihilation channels (the bb̄ channel in blue, µ+µ− channel in red,
τ+τ− channel in green, andW+W− channel in magenta). Values are obtained
from the DMFit package implemented in the Fermi Science Tools.

2.3 The Gamma-ray Signal Resulting fromWIMP
Annihilation

In chapter 1, we have shown how WIMP can annihilate into the SM particles
and then produce the secondary charged particles and gamma rays as the
end products of the annihilation chain (see, Fig. 1.6). The gamma-ray
resulting from the WIMP annihilation is expected to produce a distinct line
spectrum and such a line feature would be completely distinguished from
any known astrophysical phenomena. Thus, it is referred to as the “smoking
gun” signature for the indirect search for DM. The nature of the continuum
gamma-ray spectra for four different annihilation channels are shown in Fig.
2.3. They are derived from the DMFit package [121] which is implemented in
the Fermi Science Tools. This DMFit code was first derived using the Dark-
SUSY [122] package, but later it has been updated by Pythia 8.165 [123]
and now this code can consider more annihilation channels and cover a wide
range of DM masses 1.
The γ-ray flux originating from the DM annihilation depends on both the
distribution of DM and the particle physics involving pair annihilation. At

1http://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/software/
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a specific energy E, the differential γ-ray flux φWIMP(E,∆Ω) (in units of
photons cm−2s−1GeV −1) arising from the WIMP annihilations of mass mDM

in a region within a solid angle ∆Ω can be expressed as [87]:

φWIMP(E,∆Ω) = Φpp(E)× J(∆Ω), (2.5)

where, Φpp(E) is the particle physics factor and J(∆Ω) is the astrophysical
factor.

2.3.1 Particle-Physics Factor

The Φpp depends on the characteristics of particles generating through WIMP
annihilation. The expression of the particle physics factor can be written
as [87]:

Φpp(E) =
< σv >

8π m2
DM

∑
f

dNf

dE
Bf . (2.6)

where, < σv > is the thermally-averaged annihilation cross-section and mDM

is mass of WIMP. dNf
dE

denotes the differential photon spectrum for each pos-
sible pair-annihilation final state and Bf is the branching ratio corresponding
to the final state, ‘f’. The selection of SM final candidates, through which
annihilation would occur, is theoretically motivated. Several numerical pack-
ages like Pythia [123], DarkSUSY [122], DMFit [121], etc. are designed to
estimate differential photons yields from each annihilation channel.

2.3.2 Astrophysical Factor (J-factor)

The Astrophysical factor (or J-factor) characterizes the astrophysical prop-
erties of the DM dominated sources. The J-factor depends on the spatial
distribution of the DM and directly proportional to the line-of-sight integral
of the squared of DM particle density, i.e. ∝ ρ2. The expression of the
J-factor is [87]:

J(∆Ω) =

∫ ∫
ρ2(r(λ))dλ dΩ

= 2π

∫ θmax

θmin

sinθ

∫ λmax

λmin

ρ2(r(λ))dλ dθ. (2.7)

In Eq. 2.7, λ and r(λ) are the line-of-sight (l.o.s) and galactocentric distance,
respectively. θ is the angle between the l.o.s and the center of the target.
The value of θmax is the angle over which we would average the integration
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of the J-factor. We generally use the resolution of the detector as the θmax,
for example, if we use the data observed by Fermi-LAT, we would consider
0.5◦ as θmax for J-factor calculation. For θmin, we generally use 0◦.

The expression for r(λ) is,

r(λ) =
√
λ2 + d2 − 2 λ d cosθ (2.8)

where, d is defined as the heliocentric distances of the target.

The maximum and minimum limits of λ can be represented as [124]

λmax = dcosθ +
√

R2
t − d2sin2θ (2.9)

(2.10)

and

λmin = dcosθ −
√

R2
t − d2sin2θ (2.11)

respectively. Here, Rt is the tidal radius for DM rich galaxies. For dSphs,
we generally consider Rt for evaluating the maximum and minimum range
of l.o.s distances. The tidal radius of the dSphs halo in the gravitational
potential of the MW is estimated from the Jacobi limit [125]. But, for com-
paratively large system, say for Low surface brightness galaxies, we use virial
radius (Rvir) in place of Rt.

2.3.3 Expected Gamma-Ray Flux from WIMP Annihi-
lation

Several numerical packages such as DarkSUSY [122], Pythia [123], DM-
Fit [121], etc. are generally used for producing the spectra of the events
resulting from the WIMP annihilation and can also be used to model the
probable interactions between the incoming and the outgoing particles. All
of these packages are developed for simulating the possible interactions be-
tween the self-annihilating DM particles and then to estimate the probable
number of end products (such as gamma rays, neutrino or secondary charged
particles) resulting from the DM annihilation. For our work, especially for
the γ-ray analysis, we have used DMFit tool that is designed to estimate
the possible gamma-ray spectrum resulting from the DM annihilation for
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any DM mass in GeV ranges and possible annihilation channels. The DM-
Fit tool is developed from several set of MC simulations codes used for the
hadronization and decay of the DM annihilation final products. The same
set of MC simulations codes are also used by the DarkSUSY package [122]
which uses the Pythia 6.154 [123] as the event-generator. Once such codes
estimate the differential flux (i.e. dNf

dE
) originating from pair-annihilation, we

can determine the total γ-ray flux corresponding to the DM signal for any
target.

WIMP can self-annihilate to several possible channels, but for our analysis,
we mostly preferred five combinations, such as: χχ → τ+τ−, χχ → µ+µ−,
χχ → W+W−, χχ → bb̄ and χχ → 80% bb̄ + 20% τ+τ−. The reasons for
choosing these annihilation channels are already discussed in section 1.5.

2.3.4 The Astrophysical Backgrounds

For gamma-ray data analysis, the backgrounds play a very significant role.
Especially for very faint sources, it is very important to investigate the back-
ground region in detail. Otherwise, in due course of analysis, the emission
coming from the surroundings can be classified as the gamma-ray counts
from the source location while they are just the background coming from the
nearby point sources or the Galactic and the Extragalactic foreground.
Data collected by the Fermi-LAT has been used for the gamma-ray analysis
part of this thesis, as described in Chapters 3 and 4. The space-based tele-
scopes lie above the earth’s atmosphere and that help to reduce the possible
background contamination at the time of data recording. That enables the
detectors to produce much clear images than the ground-based telescope.
During the analysis, we can again screen our data with event classification
process and can model out the remaining contribution of backgrounds (i.e.
gamma-ray emission from diffuse galactic and extra-galactic components and
nearby gamma-ray sources).
When Fermi-LAT detects the background particles originating from cosmic
rays (or from cosmic-ray’s interactions with the Earth’s atmosphere), ini-
tially those particles are counted as the events [126]. Fermi-LAT has the
segmented anti-coincidence detector which vetoes most of the passing cos-
mic rays (briefly described in Chapter 3.1) and the remaining cosmic rays
are correctly deferred in the event selection process. The residual cosmic-
ray background contamination is included as the gamma-ray backgrounds
to the source model. The Fermi-LAT collaboration provides the necessary
background models and source catalogs. The background models consist of a
Galactic diffuse emission template, an extragalactic isotropic diffuse emission
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template and the contribution from all the nearby sources that lie within the
radius of interest.
The Galactic diffuse emission template contains both the spatial and spectral
part of the cosmic emission. The template is derived by fitting the inverse
Compton radiation maps as predicted by GALPROP [127] and gamma-ray
emissivities obtained from gas density maps with known point sources and a
model for isotropic diffuse emission [128]2.
The isotropic template contains the extra-galactic residual cosmic-ray con-
tamination and the emission from the unresolved point sources. This isotropic
diffuse model is generated by fitting the extra-galactic residual emission to
the high-latitude sky with the emission from the Galactic template and from
other known gamma-ray sources. These two Galactic diffuse emission tem-
plate and extragalactic isotropic diffuse emission template play an important
role to eliminate the possible background emission.
There is a high possibility that the events detected by the Fermi-LAT are
contaminated by the photons coming from the Earth’s albedo effect. The
Fermi-LAT team has recommended to use the zenith angle cut as 90 degree
to reduce the background photons resulting from the Earth’s albedo. Fermi-
LAT team has provided the Earth-limb template (below 100 MeV) for all
available Fermi Gamma-ray LAT (FGL) source catalogs, i.e for 2FGL [128],
3FGL [129] and 4FGL [130].
With time, Fermi-LAT team have released several version of source catalogs.
The first published catalog was 1FGL [131] which was prepared on 11 months
of data. 1FGL catalog contains 1451 sources where the sources are modelled
with the power-law spectrum. They have implied several improvements for
their second source catalog, i.e. for 2FGL, [128] which have 24 months of
data. In that catalog, the Fermi-LAT team have used the updated diffuse
models. They have also considered extended and non-power-law sources and
an improved source association process. The 2FGL catalog contains 1873
sources.
The third released source catalog by Fermi-LAT team is the 3FGL [129]. This
catalog is derived by the first four years of Fermi-LAT data and for energy
range between 100 MeV to 300 GeV. This catalog contains 3033 sources (Fig.
2.4). This catalog has included many new sources which already have known
counterparts in other surveys. The new identified or associated sources are
from the blazar class (or from active galaxies), supernova, pulsar and X-ray
binaries [129].
The most recent version of the Fermi-LAT catalog for point sources i.e. the
4FGL catalog [130] consists of 5064 sources (Fig. 2.5). This catalog is gener-

2 http://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/access/lat/BackgroundModels.html
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Figure 2.3: Sources in the third Fermi-LAT catalog (3FGL) plotted in
Aitoff projection. Note that all active galactic nuclei are listed as AGN,
regardless of category, supernova remnants are labeled SNR, and pulsar
wind nebulae are labeled PWN. Figure credit: Fermi-LAT Collaboration
[201].

Section 1.4, the rise in the positron fraction [78, 152].

2.3 Gamma-ray targets

There are many different places to look for DM with gamma rays, each
with its own advantages and challenges.

The Galactic center is nearby and has a large concentration of DM, but
the region is very complicated with many unknown gamma-ray sources
and complicated diffuse gamma-ray emission from cosmic-ray interactions
with interstellar radiation fields and gas, so the background modeling is
therefore very complicated and the uncertainties are large. It is not clear
whether the DM profile in the Galactic center is cusped or cored, leading
to large DM modeling uncertainties [99]. A recent compilation of rotation
curve measurements confirms the existence of DM in the inner galaxy

Figure 2.4: Sources from the third Fermi-LAT catalog (3FGL) plotted in
Aitoff projection.

ated from the first eight years of Fermi-LAT data and is working between the
energy range from 50 MeV to 1 TeV. Amongst all the Fermi-LAT published
source catalogs, 4FGL is the deepest one if we consider the energy range.
Relative to the 3FGL catalog, the 4FGL one has incorporated the improved
analysis method and updated models for the Galactic and isotropic diffuse
γ-ray emission. The 4FGL catalog consists of 1336 unassociated sources,
whereas 239 are the pulsars and more than 3130 of the identified or associ-
ated sources are the active galaxies from the blazar class.

2.4 The X-ray and Radio Signal Resulting from
WIMP Annihilation

For DM detection it is important to use multi-wavelength studies comple-
menting the γ-ray excess with increasing the time period of γ-ray analysis.
In case of dSphs, it has already been pointed out that the observational limits
obtained from the radio and X-ray data are competitive with γ-ray [132,133].
In WIMP annihilation chain, the secondary charged particles are generated
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Fermi-LAT Fourth Catalog 25

Figure 14. Full sky map (top) and blow-up of the Galactic plane split into three longitude bands (bottom) showing sources
by source class (see § 6, no distinction is made between associations and identifications). All AGN classes are plotted with the
same blue symbol for simplicity. Other associations to a well-defined class are plotted in red. Unassociated sources and sources
associated to counterparts of unknown nature are plotted in black.

Figure 2.5: Sources from the fourth Fermi-LAT catalog (4FGL) plotted in
Aitoff projection.
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Figure 2.6: The e−e+ injection spectra resulting from WIMPs annihilation
with 100 GeV DM mass for four different annihilation channels (the bb̄ chan-
nel in red, µ+µ− channel in green, τ+τ− channel in blue, andW+W− channel
in black). The spectrum is obtained from DarkSUSY.
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via various reactions, such as: π± → µ± + νµ(νµ), with µ± → e± + νµ(νµ).
When the charged particles are propagating through the interstellar medium,
they would lose their energy through a variety of electromagnetic processes
such as inverse Compton radiation (IC), synchrotron radiation, Coulomb
losses and bremsstrahlung, etc. Charged particles passing through the mag-
netic field of astrophysical objects produce electromagnetic emission in the
radio frequency range [134, 135]. For the IC emission, the starlight pho-
tons and the photons resulting from the 2.7K cosmic microwave background
(CMB) interact with the relativistic charged particles and produce photons in
the X-ray range [134,135]. Thus, by various radiation mechanism [134–137],
especially the synchrotron emission and the IC emission at high energies, the
charged particles originating from WIMP annihilation produce the energy
spectrum at radio and X-ray frequency range.
In order to examine the radio and X-ray emission, we should consider the
diffusion coefficient of the region and the relative energy loss from the charged
particles for several possible annihilation channels. In Fig. 2.6, we have
shown the e± injection spectra resulting from the WIMPs of 100 GeV mass
that annihilates to bb̄, µ+µ−, τ+τ− and W+W− final states. Formalism for
solving the transport equation for the number density (ne(r, E)) of e± of a
given energy E at the position r with respect to the center of the source has
been developed in Refs. [136–138]. The transport equation looks as

∂

∂t

dne
dE

= ∇.
(
D(E, r)∇dne

dE

)
+

∂

∂E

(
b(E, r)

dne
dE

)
+Qe(E, r). (2.12)

Here, D(E, r) is the space-dependent diffusion coefficient and b(E, r) denotes
the energy loss term. The Source term (Qe) can be defined as

Qe(E, r) =
ρ2
χ(r)〈σv〉

2m2
χ

dNe

dE
, (2.13)

where, dNe
dE

is the number of e+/e− produced at a given energy E per DM
annihilation. The solution of the Eq. 2.11 i.e., dne

dE
(r, E) would give us the

number density of e+/e− per unit energy at a distance r from the center of
the source.
The energy loss term is given by

b(E, r) =bIC(E) + bSyn(E, r) + bCoul(E) + bbrem(E)

=b0
ICE

2 + b0
synB

2E2

+ b0
Couln(1 + log(γ/n)/75) + b0

bremn(log(γ/n) + 0.36). (2.14)
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where, the magnetic field, B is in unit of µG, n denotes the number density
of the thermal electrons in unit of cm−3 , γ is E/me and the energy loss
coefficients for all radiative mechanisms are b0

IC = 0.25 × 10−16 GeV s−1,
b0
syn = 0.0254 × 10−16 GeV s−1, b0

brem = 1.51 × 10−16 GeV s−1 and b0
Coul =

6.13× 10−16 GeV s−1.
As we still don’t have much detailed knowledge on the structure of DM distri-
bution, we have assumed the diffusion coefficient D(E, r) to be independent
of position. So, we can safely consider the Kolmogorov form for diffusion
coefficient:

D(E) = D0

(
E
)γD

(2.15)

where D0 is defined as the diffusion constant.
If we assume a uniform magnetic field and stationary state of the number
density of thermal electrons (i.e. ∂,

∂t
dne
dE

= 0), the spherically symmetric
solution of the diffusion equation is given by

dne
dE

(r, E) =
1

b(E)

∫ Mχ

E

dE ′G
(
r, v(E)− v(E ′)

)
Qe(E, r), (2.16)

where, the Green’s function is given by

G(r,∆v) =
1√

4π∆v

∞∑
n=−∞

(−1)n
∫ rh

0

dr′
r′

rn

(ρχ(r′)

ρχ(r)

)2

×
[
exp
(
− (r′ − rn)2

4∆v

)
− exp

(
− (r′ + rn)2

4∆v

)]
,

with rn = (−1)nr + 2nrh and v(E) =
∫Mχ

E
dẼD(Ẽ)

b(Ẽ)
. Here, rh defines the

diffusion zone of the galaxy. Typically, the value of rh is taken to be twice
the radius of the last stellar component of the galaxy (i.e. twice the distance
of the outermost star from center). The solution is obtained with the free
escape boundary condition dne

dE
(rh, E) = 0. For evaluating Green’s function,

we are considering the average magnetic field strength. So, we express the
energy loss term only as a function of E, i.e., b(E, r) ≈ b(E).

As we already discussed, in the presence of the comparatively strong magnetic
field, the synchrotron radiation would play the most dominant role. The
synchrotron power spectrum (Psynch(ν, E,B)) in the presence of B is defined
as [135,139]:

Psynch(ν, E,B) = π
√

3r0mecν0

∫ π

0

dθ sin2θ F
( x

sin θ

)
, (2.17)

38



CHAPTER 2. MULTIWAVELENGTH SEARCHES FOR DARK
MATTER

where, θ is the pitch angle, r0 = e2/(mec
2) is the classical electron radius

and ν0 = eB/(2πmec) is the non-relativistic gyro-frequency. While,

F (y) = y

∫ ∞
y

dζ K5/3(ζ) ' 1.25 y1/3 e−y (648 + y2)1/12 . (2.18)

The quantity x is given by

x =
2 ν m2

e (1 + z)

3 ν0E2
(2.19)

with z being the redshift of the source. We can also estimate the local
emissivity for the synchrotron radiation i.e., the energy radiated at a given
r, per unit volume per unit time at a given frequency ν in terms of Psynch

and dne/dE,

jsynch(ν, r) =

∫ Mχ

me

dE

(
dne+

dE
+
dne−

dE

)
Psynch(ν, E,B) = 2

∫ Mχ

me

dE
dne−

dE
Psynch(ν, E,B) .

(2.20)
Then the expression for integrated synchrotron flux density would be

Ssynch(ν) =
1

4πd2

∫
d3r jsynch(ν, r), (2.21)

where, d is the distance to the target galaxy.

For regions with low magnetic fields, the IC radiation process would play the
dominant role. Depending on the mass of DM candidates, the emission from
the IC mechanism would produce a spectral peak between the soft to hard
X-ray bands [140]. The expression for the IC power (PIC(Eγ, E)) is:

PIC(Eγ, E) = cEγ

∫
dε n(ε)σ

(
Eγ, ε, E

)
, (2.22)

where, n(ε) is photon number density, σ(Eγ, ε, E) is the IC scattering cross-
section and ε is the energy of the target CMB photons. E is the energy of the
relativistic e± pair and Eγ is the energy of the upscattered photons. From
Klein-Nishina formula, we can define the σ(Eγ, ε, E) as:

σ(Eγ, ε, E) =
3σT
4εγ2

G(q,Γ) (2.23)

where, σT is the Thomson cross-section and the expression of G(q,Γ) is:

G(q,Γ) =
[
2q ln q + (1 + 2q)(1− q) +

(2q)2(1− q)
2(1 + Γq)

]
(2.24)
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where, Γ = 4εγ
mec2

= 4γ2ε
E

and q = Eγ
Γ(E−Eγ)

. The range of q lie between 1/(4γ2) ≥
q ≥ 1.

Similar to the synchrotron emission, we can also find the local emissivity
for IC emission by folding the power with the electron number density at
equilibrium,

jIC(ν, r) =

∫ Mχ

me

dE
(dne+
dE

+
dne−

dE

)
PIC(E,Eγ)

= 2

∫ Mχ

me

dE
dne−

dE
PIC(E,Eγ), (2.25)

The integrated IC flux density spectrum is given by

SIC(ν) =
1

4πd2

∫
d3r jIC(Eγ, r), (2.26)

where, d is the distance to the target galaxy.

Here, we would like to mention that, unlike the gamma-ray emission, the
X-ray and the synchrotron flux is not directly related to the astrophysical
factor (J-factor). They are primarily dependent on the diffusion mechanism
and the energy loss processes of the system. In addition, the magnetic field
(B) and the diffusion coefficient (characterised by D0 and γD) inside the
source would also play a crucial role.
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3.1 Instrumental Requirements

The possible mass of the DM candidates varies from tens of GeV to a few
hundred TeV depending on the theoretical models [141]. Hence, the gamma-
ray detector should have a number of capabilities. The gamma-ray detector
for DM searches should have a good energy resolution and sensitivity over a
wide energy range. The instrument should have good angular and energy res-
olution. With good angular resolution, it would be possible to detect a faint
gamma-ray emission originating from WIMP annihilation. With good energy
resolution, we can distinguish an annihilation spectrum from astrophysical
backgrounds. Moreover, the instrument should have a large field-of-view
(FOV) because that would help it to observe a vast region of sky at once.
Lastly, the instrument should have a good timing resolution and a high ob-
serving cadence, so that it can identify variable sources such as pulsars (high
frequency) or active galactic nuclei (low frequency).
In section 1.6.2, we have briefly discussed the detection methods of various
space-based telescopes which are especially dedicated to search the indirect
signature of WIMP annihilation/decay. The telescopes are designed to meet
most of the necessary features that we have discussed. In my thesis, for in-
vestigating the DM signature in gamma rays, we have used the data observed
by the Fermi Large Area Telescope (LAT). In the following sections, we will
discuss its working principle in detail.

3.2 The Large Area Telescope

Fermi-LAT is expected to perform as a brilliant gamma-ray space detector
over the entire celestial sphere, with comparatively better sensitivity than
other earlier gamma-ray missions. Fermi-LAT team has made significant
improvements in angular resolution, effective area, FOV, energy resolution
and time resolution of the detector. Such advanced features in Fermi-LAT
can address several unresolved issues in high-energy gamma-ray astrophysics.
The LAT scans the whole sky for every ≈ 192 minute from the low-Earth
orbit of 565 km altitude at a 25.6-degree inclination with an eccentricity
<0.01 [142]. It is launched on June 11, 2008, by the Delta II Heavy launch
vehicle from Cape Canaveral.
The principal objective of the Fermi-LAT is to conduct a long term high
sensitivity observation of the celestial sources for a wide range of energy band
i.e. from ≈ 20 MeV to > 500 GeV. It has a large effective area combined
with good energy, angular and time resolution. Its low deadtime is sufficient
enough to study transient phenomena. Some key properties of Fermi-LAT
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Figure 3.1: A schematic diagram of the Large Area Telescope (LAT).
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Table 3.1: Properties of Fermi-LAT.

Parameter Value or Range
Energy Range ≈ 20 MeV to > 500 GeV
Energy Resolution < 15 % at energies > 100 MeV
Effective Area > 8,000 cm2 maximum effective area at normal incidence
Single Photon Angu-
lar Resolution

< 0.15◦, on-axis, 68% space angle containment radius for E >
10 GeV; < 3.5◦, on-axis, 68% space angle containment radius
for E = 100 MeV

Field of View 2.4 sr
Source Location De-
termination

< 0.5 arcmin for high-latitude source

Point Source Sensitiv-
ity

< 6× 10−9 ph cm−2 s−1 for E > 100 MeV, 5σ detection after
1 year sky survey

Time Accuracy < 10 microseconds, relative to spacecraft time
Background Rejection
(after analysis)

< 10% residual contamination of a high latitude diffuse sam-
ple for E = 100 MeV - 500 GeV.

Dead Time < < 100 microseconds per event

are described in Table 3.1 1.

These features have allowed the LAT to explore the new physics associated
with γ-ray emission.

3.2.1 Observational Constraint

The LAT has very large FOVs and it can change its direction of observation
with very ease. But its detectors have their observational constraints that
need to be handled carefully. Fermi-LAT should avoid pointing at or near
the Earth because that can increase the chances of detecting a large number
of astrophysical photons. But, at low energy Fermi-LAT may sometimes
observe the Earth’s limb at the time of detecting the albedo gamma rays for
instrument calibration. Applying a special Zenith angle cut can eliminate the
photons resulting from the Earth’s limb. There is another strict precaution
for Fermi-LAT observation. Fermi-LAT should not record any events when
it would transit the South Atlantic Anomaly (SAA). This region has a high

1 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/documentation/Cicerone/Cicerone_ Introduc-
tion/LAT_overview.html
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concentration of charged particles which are trapped by the Earth’s magnetic
field.

3.2.2 Detection Methodology

The Fermi-LAT is a pair conversion detector. During the observation, the
incident gamma rays penetrate the detector and then interact with a high
Z converter material. For Fermi-LAT, the tungsten foil is used to convert
the gamma rays into electron-positron pair. They then pass through the sil-
icon strip detectors that track the position of electron-positron pair. As the
energy of gamma-ray is much larger than the rest mass of the electron and
positron, the daughter products (i.e the charged pair) also predominantly
follow the direction of the incoming gamma-ray. In this process, the new re-
constructed direction of the gamma rays is restricted by multiple scatterings
of the electron-positron pair in the tracker and also by the spatial resolution
of the tracker material. At the bottom of the LAT, the charged particles are
deposited into a calorimeter made of CsI. The calorimeter is thick enough to
measure the energy of the pairs in the LAT energy band.
The charged particles deposit their energy in different parts of the tracker and
the calorimeter and then the instrument produces the pulse-height signal as
the output. In order to reconstruct the trajectory of the charged particles and
their amount of energy losses, one needs to combine the pulse heights with the
x-y coordinates from each silicon strip detector where the charged particles
hit. Both on-board and ground analysis reconstruct the tracks of the charged
particles from their output pulsed data. The Data Acquisition System (DAQ)
characterizes the interaction that produced the charged particles and also
tries to distinguish the photons from the background events. Meanwhile,
this process also determines the direction of the incident photon and its
estimated energy.

3.2.3 The LAT Instrument

The Fermi-LAT consists of three primary instruments: i) a segmented anti-
coincidence detector (ACD), ii) 16 precision tracker/converter, and iii) 16
imaging calorimeter (Figure 3.2). The tracker and the calorimeter form the
central structure of Fermi-LAT, while the ACD surrounds the tracker and the
calorimeter. The ACD is again covered by a micrometeorite shield and ther-
mal blanket. Trackers and calorimeters act all together to calculate the direc-
tion of incident particles and their respective energy. The main principle of
the ACD is to identify the incoming charged particles and to distinguish them
from gamma-rays. The LAT consists of 4×4 arrays of 16 tracker/calorimeter
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Figure 3.2: A schematic diagram of the LAT instrument. The dimensions of
the LAT are 1.8m × 1.8m × 0.72m. A cutaway image of the LAT module
shows its tracker and calorimeter components, while the anticoincidence de-
tector covers the tracker and the upper third of the calorimeter. The image
is adapted from Atwood et al., 2009.

modules. The instrument has nearly 106 electronic channels operated on a
power budget of ≈ 650 W [142]. The working principle pf LAT instrument
is depicted in Figure 3.3.

3.2.3.1 Anti-coincidence Detector (ACD)

The cosmic charged particles passing through the LAT can generally outnum-
ber the gamma rays by factors of 102-105. Those charged particles can be
recorded by LAT and as a result, the background counts would be increased.
In order to eliminate such background events resulting from charged parti-
cles, the LAT instrument is surrounded by an ACD. The ACD consists of
89 plastic scintillator tiles which are used to identify background events and
to issue a veto signal. ACD detects the veto signal through wave-length
shifting fibers by two photomultiplier tubes (PMT). In order to detect the
charged particles, for maximum ACD efficiency, the tiles are overlapped in
one direction and gaps in the other direction are filled by scintillating fiber
ribbons.
ACD covers the entire internal system of the LAT instrument, thus one of
the responsibilities of the ACD is to identify the charged particles with an
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efficiency of 0.9997 [143], while ACD also simultaneously needs to avoid the
“self-vetoes” resulting from the backsplash effect. To examine the actual en-
ergy of the source, it is very advisable to consider the effect of backsplash
seriously. It is sometimes possible that the secondary charged particles gen-
erating by an incident high energy photon in the calorimeter (potentially
a valid event) can again travel back up through the tracker and cross the
ACD. These particles can Compton scatter and thereby create signals from
the recoiled electrons. This effect is called the backsplash effect and for this
effect, the valid gamma rays would be vetoed by ACD. Hence, for reducing
the effect of backsplash, the LAT team has designed the segmented structure
of ACD. With the segmented structure, ACD would now only veto those
events which would trigger an ACD tile in the projected path of the incident
photon. The segmentation helps to achieve a uniform threshold and also sig-
nificantly increases the sensitivity of Fermi-LAT, especially for high-energy
gamma rays.
There are two types of the output signals generated by the ACD photomul-
tiplier: (1) the fast veto pulses that are accessed by on-board LAT trigger
electronics and (2) the slower pulse-shaped signals that are used for charged
particle rejection method on the ground. For protecting the ACD from the
space environment, it is covered by a micrometeorite shield and a thermal
blanket.

3.2.3.2 The Tracker (TKR)

The principal role of the LAT tracker/converter (TKR) is to convert the
incident γ rays into electron-positron pairs and then accurately track the
resulting particles [144]. The TKR consists of 18 XY detector planes. Each
tracker consists of two orthogonal x-y layers that have an array of silicon strip
detectors (SSDs) for tracking the charged particles. TKR maintains a perfect
balance between the thin converter for preserving the angular resolution at
low energy and the thick converter for maximizing γ-ray conversion efficiency
at high energy. For this purpose, the TKR is segmented into ‘FRONT’ and
‘BACK’ section. The FRONT section consists of 12 planes covering the thin
tungsten foil converter of 0.035 radiation lengths, while the BACK section
consists of 4 planes covering the thick tungsten foil converter of 0.18 radiation
lengths. For preserving the triggering efficiency for γ rays that converts in
the final thick converter, the last 2 final planes that place immediately in
front of the calorimeter does not have any converter. In order to localize the
track of charged particles, each plane of SSDs has two planes of silicon strips,
one is along the x-direction and the other along the y-direction. In one of the
TKR’s converting tungsten plates, the incoming gamma rays are converting
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into a pair of electron and positron.
After the conversion point, SSD planes record the directions of the incoming
electron and positron pair. But the multiple scattering of the charged parti-
cles in the conversion plane would affect the angular resolution of the system,
especially for low energy range. Apart from the electron-positron pair, the
cosmic rays also interact inside the TKR modules. Thus TKR needs to ac-
curately identify the nature of each passing particle and their reconstructed
energy. The advantage of using the thick converters is that it can also par-
tially shield the FRONT portion of the TKR from the effect of low-energy
calorimeter backsplash. The on-axis depth for the TKR module is around 1.5
radiation lengths and that increases the probability of the γ-ray conversion
by ≈ 63% [144].

3.2.3.3 The Calorimeter (CAL)

The basic function of the Fermi-LAT calorimeter (CAL) is to estimate the
energy deposited by the electron-positron pair [142]. Each CAL module
contains 96 CsI crystals which are arranged in eight alternating orthogonal
layers where the total number of crystals is 1536. The output of the crystals
is recorded on each end by both large and small photodiodes. This structure
and the segmentation of CAL provide a large dynamic energy range for each
crystal (2 MeV to 70 GeV) and a precise derivation of the three-dimensional
position of particle shower. The on-axis depth of the CAL is about 8.6
radiation lengths and for the significant amount of gamma rays with energy
& 100 GeV, most of the shower fall outside the active region of CAL. But
it is very interesting to note that the imaging efficiency of the CsI crystals
provides a precise estimation of the shape of the electromagnetic shower and
their energy [145].

3.2.4 The LAT’s Data Acquisition System (DAQ)

The Data Acquisition System (DAQ) has a very crucial role in interpreting
the signal detected by LAT. In order to control the counts of background
events from transmitting into the ground, DAQ conducts the onboard filter-
ing on the observed data. This system converts the detected events into
a data stream with a speed of around 1.2 Mbps. Apart from that, the
DAQ also executes the controlling of the system and instrument monitor-
ing such as housekeeping and power switching. Sometimes, for improving
the performance of the processing, the working onboard system is modified
by uploading new software.
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Figure 3.3: Event display of a simulated 27 GeV γ-ray interacting with the
LAT instrument. Clusters of hit TKR strips are represented by black crosses,
while the location and magnitude of energy depositions in the CAL crystals
are represented by variable-size blue squares. Hit ACD tiles are represented
by coloured boxes, with a colour corresponding to the amount of energy
deposited. The dotted line represents the true γ-ray direction, the dashed
lines represent reconstructed TKR tracks, and the solid line represents the
CAL axis. Figure from Ackermann et al., 2012.

Amongst all the penetrated particles through the LAT trackers, the astro-
physical photons only share a very tiny portion. The LAT on-board analysis
system decreases the raw LAT trigger rate (i.e. from 10 kHz to ≈ 400 Hz) and
then sends the signal to the ground for further analysis. From those ≈400
Hz counts, only a very small portion (i.e. between ≈ 2-5 Hz) are astrophysi-
cal photons. When the reprocessed data for an event is passing through the
on-board analysis, all the conservative cuts, the time stamp and information
of the signals obtained from various LAT components are saved in a packet.
As the number of the signal obtained from an event varies, each data packets
have different length. The data packets are the primary version of the data
product. LAT further transfers these data packets to the Solid State Recorder
(SSR) of spacecraft 2.

3.2.5 LAT Instrument Performance

The instrument response functions (IRF) of any detector is the mapping
between the incoming photon flux and the detected events where the detected
events depend on the LAT hardware and the analysis process. The analysis
process determines whether the event parameters are from the observables

2https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/p7rep/analysis/documentation/Cicerone/Cicerone_Introduction/LAT_overview.html

49



CHAPTER 3. FERMI LARGE AREA TELESCOPE (FERMI-LAT)
GAMMA-RAY OBSERVATORY

and then assigns the probability of the event being a photon. In Fermi-LAT,
the IRF is represented by a set of parameters such as instrument coordinates,
observed event energy (E ′), and incident direction (v̂′) as a function of true
event energy (E), and incident direction (v̂).
The LAT response function is derived by a dedicated GEANT4-based Monte
Carlo simulation of γ rays interacting with the LAT detector and Fermi
spacecraft [142]. In order to cover all possible photon inclination angles and
energies of photons with good statistics, a large number of gamma-ray events
are being simulated. The Fermi-LAT team designed a separate set of IRFs
for each event class and event type selection and we need to select the correct
IRF at the time of performing analysis.
In LAT, the performance of the IRF is factorized into three terms: 1) ef-
ficiency in terms of the detector’s effective area (A(E, v̂)), 2) resolution as
given by the point-spread function (PSF, P(v̂′|E, v̂)), and 3) energy disper-
sion (D(E ′|E, v̂)).

• A(E, v̂) is the product of the geometric collection area, γ-ray conver-
sion probability, and the efficiency of a given event selection.

• P(v̂′|E, v̂) is the probability density to reconstruct an event direction
v̂′, for a given true energy (E) and direction v̂.

• D(E ′ |E, v̂) is the probability density to reconstruct an event energy E ′ ,
for a given true energy (E) and direction v̂.

The Fermi Sciencetools has provided us with multiple IRFs and has allowed
the user to choose them according to the preferences of the analysis types.
The most recent version of IRFs released by the LAT team is the “PASS 8”3.
In comparison to the earlier version, the “Pass 8” improves the LAT analysis
by using a completely new set of event-level reconstruction algorithms and
that would effectively decrease the pile-up effects. The performance of the
“Pass 8” is shown in Figure 3.4.

3https://www.slac.stanford.edu/exp/glast/groups/canda/lat_Performance.htm
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(a) (b)

Figure 3.4: The performance of the Pass 8 at normal incidence as a function
of incident photon energy is shown here. (a) the effective area and (b) the
points spread function. The figure is adapted from Bruel et al., 2018.
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4.1 Overview of Likelihood

For analyzing the Fermi-LAT data, it is very important to construct the like-
lihood function. This function would be needed to obtain the best fit model
parameters during analysis. These best-fitted parameters would describe the
source’s spectrum, its position and its real significance.
The likelihood function (L) is the probability of obtaining the data for the
assigned input model if the LAT data is true. The input model would include
the description of the nature of gamma-ray sources (i.e. whether they are
point, extended or transient), and also derive the intensity of the source and
its possible spectra. For this purpose, we would first assume that we have a
handsome knowledge on the mapping of the input model of the gamma-ray
sky to the data.

4.2 The LAT Likelihood Function

During analysis, it is advisable to distribute the LAT data into a large number
of bins. The binning is important because the LAT counts are dependent on
many variables, thus despite having a large number of counts, each bin will
have a small number of counts. The observed number of counts in each bin
will follow the Poisson distribution.
The expression of the Likelihood function is:

L(α|D) ≡ P(D|α) (4.1)

Here, L is the probability of obtaining the data (D) for a given input model
with parameters (α).
For binned LAT likelihood analysis, the function, L, is defined as the a prod-
uct of Poisson likelihoods i.e. the product of the probabilities of observing
the detected counts in each bin.

L(α|D) =
∏
k

λnkk e
−λk

nk!
(4.2)

L(α|D) can also be written as:

L(α|D) =
∏
k

e−λk
∏
k

λnkk
nk!

(4.3)

= e−Npred
∏
k

λnkk
nk!

, (4.4)
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where, Npred denotes the total number predicted counts from the source
model.
Instead of L, the logarithm of L is comparatively easier to handle as this
factor is maximized during the fitting. The log-likelihood can be expressed
in the following form:

logL =
∑
k

nk log λk −Npred (4.5)

Here, the observed counts in bin, k are nk = nk(D) and the counts predicted
by the model is λk = λk(α). If the bin size is infinitely small, then we can
assume nk = 0 or 1 (i.e. for unbinned likelihood). In that case, the functional
form of L would be:

L(α|D) =
∏
k

λnkk e
−λk (4.6)

where k is now representing individual photons.
From Eqs. (4.1 - 4.6), we have observed that the likelihood function explicitly
depends on the predicted counts by the model but it also depends on the
differential γ-ray flux of a source. In Eq. 4.7, we express the distribution of
γ-ray source as S(E, p̂|α) where p̂ denotes the direction of a γ-ray in celestial
coordinates. With the help of the spacecraft orientation, direction in celestial
coordinates can be converted to instrument coordinates, i.e. to v̂(t|p̂). The
source model can be expressed as:

S(E, p̂|α) =
∑
k

sk(E)δ(p̂− p̂k) + SG(E, p̂|α) + Seg(E, p̂|α) +
∑
l

Sl(E, p̂|α)

(4.7)
Here, sk(E), SG(E, p̂|α), Seg(E, p̂|α) and Sl(E, p̂|α) define the source model
for point source, galactic emission, extragalactic isotropic emission and other
sources, respectively. In case of faint γ-ray sources, it is very important to
consider the correct model of the diffuse γ-ray background. In Fermi-LAT,
the diffuse background is divided into Galactic and Extragalactic compo-
nents:

• Galactic Component: A spatially-structured Galactic component
corresponding to the γ-ray emission from the interaction of cosmic rays
with interstellar gas, dust, and photon fields.

• Isotropic Extragalactic Component: An isotropic component cor-
responding to the combination of extragalactic γ-ray emission and in-
strumental charged particle background.
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At the time of searching for a new γ-ray source, it is advisable to free the
normalization parameters of the two diffuse components while we can fix
the spectral shapes. Now, if we want to calculate the predicted counts by a
model for a given bin, k, we can then estimate the differential flux of each
γ-ray source for their IRFs as.

λk(α) =
∑∫ ∫ ∫

S(E, p̂|α)A(E, v̂)P (v̂′|E, v̂)D(E ′|E, v̂)dΩdEdt (4.8)

In Eq. 4.8, we have summed over all γ-ray sources and then integrated over
the total observing time, the energy range, and the solid angle with respect
to the LAT frame.
Several simplifying assumptions can be considered for lowering the total com-
putational cost of likelihood calculation. The region of interest (ROI) defines
centred region around the location of our source of interest and during the
likelihood process the γ-ray emission model is generated for only those sources
which are situated within a few PSF-widths of this region. The duration of
observation and exposure are precomputed and that helps to discard the
IRF’s dependence on the azimuthal angle. When the bin size of the analysis
is comparatively larger (i.e. for binned analysis) than the scale of the energy
dispersion, we can ignore the effects of energy dispersion.

4.3 The Profile Likelihood

For estimating the best-fit parameters for a given model, we need to maximize
the likelihood with respect to the parameters of interest, i.e.,

α̂ = argαmaxL(α|D) (4.9)

where α̂ represents the estimator of maximum likelihood (MLE) for the pa-
rameters, α. Practically, performing a non-linear maximum likelihood for
a large set of parameters is not computationally possible. Hence, a con-
ventional solution is to partition the set of parameters i.e., α, into a set of
parameters of interest i.e., µ, and a set of nuisance parameters i.e., θ, such
that α = {µ, θ}. For instance, when we are trying to determine the possible
spectra for gamma-ray source, the spectral index or flux of a specific γ-ray
source can be the parameters of interest while the background γ-ray sources
or constraints on source characteristics derived from independent analysis
could be the the nuisance parameters. The expression of the Profile likeli-
hood is:
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Lp(µ|D) = supθL(µ, θ|D) (4.10)

The advantage of the profile likelihood is that by maximizing the likelihood
function concerning the nuisance parameters, it decreases the dimensionality
of likelihood. The profile likelihood function does not disclose the full dis-
tribution of the nuisance parameters of the system but it still maintains the
statistical properties of the likelihood function [146].

4.4 The Joint Likelihood

The sources which belong to the same class generally share a common set of
physical characteristics i.e., they have the same range of luminosity or can be
described by the same spectral models, etc. For such cases, the sensitivity to
the characteristic of the sources can be increased by combining them. This
formulation would follow the likelihood-based analysis and would lead to the
concept of joint likelihood. The joint likelihood is the function of the product
of the individual likelihoods where the function combines the parameters of
all individual sources. For each source, i, the expression of the joint likelihood
is:

L(µ, {αi}|D) =
∏
i=1

Li(µ, αi|D) (4.11)

Here, the parameters are divided into a set of parameters shared by all sources
i.e., µ, and a set of parameters depending on each individual source i.e., αi.
For example, when we are considering a set of dSphs for DM study, the
intrinsic luminosity or spectral model can be treated as the set of shared
parameters, while the distance to each source, point-like background sources
within each ROI, or the normalization of a diffuse background near each
source will be considered as the independent parameters. The joint likelihood
would then act as the likelihood of a single source, including the construction
of a profile joint likelihood. In order to obtain the combined limits for DM
annihilation signal, the individual likelihood function is weighted with their
respective J-factor.

4.5 Hypothesis Testing

The likelihood formalism allows a robust statistical framework for hypothesis
testing. In hypothesis testing we check how much the parameters of interest
(µ) deviate from their nominal expected value (µ0). From the ratio of the
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maximum likelihood test assuming for two hypothesis [147], we can derive
the “test statistic” (TS). The expression of the TS is:

TS = 2 ln
( L(µ̂|D)

L(µ0|D)

)
= 2 (lnL(µ̂|D)− lnL(µ0|D)) (4.12)

where, L(µ0|D) is the maximum likelihood value for a model without an
additional source (i.e., the ‘null hypothesis’) and L(µ̂|D) is the maximum
likelihood value for a model with the source at a specified location.
Wilks theorem [148] and Chernoff [149] theorem state that the asymptotic
distribution of TS values under the null hypothesis (i.e., µ = µ0) should
follow a χ2

n-distribution, where n represents the dimensionality of µ. Hence,
it signifies that the TS value can be drawn from this χ2

n-distribution if the
null hypothesis holds. The large TS indicates that the source is present in
the location i.e., the null hypothesis is incorrect.
The most general application of the likelihood ratio test is to check the sig-
nificance of a γ-ray source. The detection significance (σ) of any source is
approximately equal to the square root of the TS value, i.e., σ ≈

√
TS. In

order to check the significance of the source, the parameter of interest is the
flux of the gamma-ray source whereas the null hypothesis assumes that the
gamma-ray flux from the source location is zero. From Eq. 4.12, the TS value
can be defined by maximizing the likelihood function for both the putative
source flux that is free to vary and the putative source flux that is fixed to
zero. As a thumb rule, the threshold for detection of the real signal is set at
TS ≥ 25 i.e., corresponds to 5σ. However, for some cases, the spectral index
of the source is left free during the model fitting, and that can decrease the
detection significance of the source from 5σ to ≈ 4.2σ [131].
Apart from finding the best-fitted parameter values for a source-model, the
likelihood algorithm can also estimate the uncertainty of those parameters of
interest [150]. From the shape of the likelihood function, we can determine
the uncertainty in the best-fit parameters of interest. For high significant
sources where the null hypothesis is not valid, we choose the two-sided con-
fidence interval for the estimation of maximum likelihood, while for the faint
sources when we could not strongly eliminate the null hypothesis, we set
the one-sided confidence interval on the maximum likelihood estimate. But
unfortunately, the calculation is not straight forward for the system with low-
counts where we could not directly use the asymptotic formula to estimate
the significance of the sources. Many literatures have already provided the
solutions for this issue [151–154] and for our analysis, we have particularly
used the delta-log-likelihood method provided by the Rolke et al. [154].
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4.6 Derivation of Flux Upper limits

From section 4.5, we find that for deriving the significance of any source,
we need to check the likelihood ratio test. In Wilks’s theorem, the null
hypothesis means no source exists, while the alternative hypothesis assumes
that the source exists. For the analysis of the faint sources (or we can consider
the case for DM searches), we observe a little to no gamma-ray emission from
the direction of the target. Hence, for that scenario, null hypothesis is a good
approximation and it is advisable to estimate upper bound on the gamma-ray
flux.
In order to estimate the flux upper limit, we generally prefer to use the
profile likelihood method [154,155]. If we assume that the delta-log-likelihood
behaves asymptotically i.e., as χ2, then the 90% confidence region would be
relative to the change in log-likelihood by 2.71/2. Here, we need to mention
that such changes in log- likelihood function corresponds to the two-sided
confidence interval. If we would like to derive the upper-limit corresponds
to a one-sided 95% C.L., during likelihood, all the normalization parameters
along with the two diffuse components would be fitted with the entire dataset
until the logarithmic difference between two likelihood functions reach at
1.35 [87].

4.7 P-value

In statistics, the p-value or the calculated probability is the probability of
obtaining results at least as extreme, when the null hypothesis (H0) is as-
sumed to be true [156]. However, in statistics, the term ‘extreme’ depends
on how we are dealing with the hypothesis test. The null hypothesis (H0) is
usually an hypothesis of “no difference” whereas the alternative hypothesis
(H1) is the opposite of the null hypothesis. A smaller p-value means that
there is stronger evidence in favor of the alternative hypothesis.

P-values are usually found using p-value tables or spreadsheets/statistical
software. These calculations are based on the assumed or known probabil-
ity distribution of the specific statistic being tested. P-values are calculated
from the deviation between the observed value and a chosen reference value,
given the probability distribution of the statistic, with a greater difference
between the two values corresponding to a lower p-value.

In the contest of null-hypothesis testing, if we consider that the observed
test-statistic (t) is drawn from the probability distribution (T), then the p-

58



CHAPTER 4. LIKELIHOOD ANALYSIS OF LAT DATA

value would be of observing a test-statistic value at least as “extreme” as t
when the null hypothesis (H0) is true. In a formal significance test, the null
hypothesis (H0) is rejected if the p-value is less than a threshold alpha level
(α) or significance level. The term significance level (α) is used to refer to a
pre-chosen probability whereas we use the p-value to indicate a probability
after a given study. The value of α is instead set by the researcher before
examining the data. By convention, α is commonly set to 0.05, though lower
alpha levels are sometimes used.
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5.1 Triangulum-II

Since last two decades, the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) [98] discovered
a new member of Milky Way satellites. They are ultra-faint and have a very
high mass to light ratio.Thus we can assume that they might be very rich in
DM contents [157–162]. Over the past few years, the Panoramic Survey Tele-
scope and Rapid Response System (Pan-STARRS) [95] and the Dark Energy
Survey (DES) [100] have observed a new population of dSphs [97,101,103,163]
around our Milky Way. Triangulum-II (hereafter, we would refer to as Tri-II)
is one of the newly discovered dSphs [164], which has been detected by the
Pan-STARRS Survey [97]. This survey has concluded that Tri-II is either
an ultra-faint and DM dominated dwarf galaxy or a globular cluster. There
are several pieces of studies [164–166] which have claimed that Tri-II may
come as a very potential target for indirect DM detection. In this chapter,
we would describe our findings for Tri-II [164].

For our study, we have considered Tri-II as a metal-poor galaxy with large
mass to light ratio [164]. But so far very few numbers of member stars of
Tri-II have been detected and its exact number is still uncertain [167, 168].
Ref. [167,169] had observed nearly 6 member stars in Tri-II, while their most
recent study [168] have discovered the existence of 13 stars along with very
velocity dispersion ≈ σv < 4.2 km s−1 and < 3.4 km s−1 for 95% and 90%
C.L., respectively. In Table 5.1, we have described some important properties
of Tri-II.

In Table 5.1, M� and L� denote the mass and the luminosity of the Sun, re-
spectively. The values of M1/2, (M/Lv)1/2 and ρ1/2 have been taken from [167,
168]. For our study, we have assumed Tri-II as spherically symmetric (be-
cause of its low ellipticity) and in a state of dynamical equilibrium [164].
From the observational study, ref. [168] had obtained that Tri-II has large
velocity dispersion concerning the galactic standard of rest (GSR). All the
observational studies (from [167,168]) suggested that Tri-II might be affected
by the total tidal effect from the Milky Way [167]. Several studies have also
suspected the association of Tri-II with the Triangulum-Andromeda halo
sub-structures [97,170] and with the PAndAS stream [171], that might cause
the effect of tidal disruption of Tri-II. Indeed, the above-mentioned observa-
tions did not provide any concrete proof that Tri-II is in dynamical equilib-
rium [164]. But, any tidally disrupting galaxy would show a high ellipticity,
whereas Tri-II has low ellipticity [164]. Moreover, the tidal radius of Tri-II is
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Table 5.1: Properties of Triangulum-II.

Property Value Reference
Galactic longitude 141.4◦ [97]
Galactic latitude −23.4◦ [97]
Galactocentric dis-
tance

36+2
−2 kpc [165,167]

2D half light radius
(rh)

34+9
−8 pc [167,168]

Velocity relative to
galactic standard of
rest (GSR) (vGSR)

-261.7 km s−1 [168]

Mean heliocentric ve-
locity < vhelio >

−381.7± 2.9 km s−1 [168]

Stellar Velocity Dis-
persion (σv)

< 3.4 km s−1 (90% C.L.) [168]

< 4.2 km s−1 (95% C.L.) [168]
Mass within 3D half-
light radius

(
M1/2

M�

) < 3.7 × 105 (90% C.L.) [168]

< 5.6 × 105 (95% C.L.) [168]
Mass-to-light ratio
within 3D half-light
radius

(
(M/Lv)1/2

) < 1640 M� L−1
� (90% C.L.) [168]

< 2510 M� L−1
� (95% C.L.) [168]

Density within 3D
half-light radius ρ1/2

< 2.2 M� pc−3 (90% C.L.) [168]

< 3.3 M� pc−3 (95% C.L.) [168]
Metallicity ([Fe/H]) −2.24± 0.05 [168]

nearly three times of the 3D half-light radius of Tri-II and from that obser-
vational data, we can also predict that the shape of Tri-II is insulated from
Galactic tides. Thus, high mass to light ratio and large velocity dispersion
value indicate a high concentration of DM [164].

5.2 The Fermi -LAT Data Analysis of Tri-II

For examining the possible signal from the Tri-II, we have analysed the
gamma-ray observed by the Fermi-LAT [164]. For our analysis, we have
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used the Fermi ScienceTools version v10r0p5 (released on June 24, 2015)1.
Here, we have used the fully reprocessed Pass8 dataset 2. Such Pass8 pro-
cessed data provides an improved event reconstruction, a wider energy range,
a better energy resolution and a significantly increased effective area, espe-
cially for energy below < 100 MeV. We have chosen 10◦ as ROI3 [164]. With
‘gtselect’, we have applied 0.1 ≤ E ≤ 50 GeV energy cut on the photon
events [164]. We have chosen this energy range to avoid the possible calibra-
tion uncertainties for energy below 100 MeV and background contamination
at high energy. To avoid the albedo contamination, we have used the zenith
angle cut at θ = 90◦ [164]. Next, we have performed the ‘binned likelihood’,
which is implemented in the ScienceTools [172, 173], on our reconstructed
dataset4 [164]. For our analysis, we have used the event class 128 and event
type 3 [164]. Event class 128 provids a good sensitivity to the point sources
and the moderately extended sources. The event type 3 is preferred for the
e+, e− pair conversion that is supposed to occur both at the FRONT and
the BACK tracker layers of the Fermi-LAT. Along with the above-mentioned
selections, we have adopted P8R_SOURCE_V 6 as IRF5, 6 [164].

Along with all the sources within 10◦ ROI, we have added the model for
Tri-II in our source model [164]. As there was no pre-existing study of Tri-
II by the Fermi-LAT collaboration team, we have modelled Tri-II with a
power-law spectrum. The spectral and spatial models of all the remaining
sources in the ROI have been taken from the 3FGL catalog. Moreover, to
eliminate the possible galactic and extragalactic diffuse emission, we have
also included the galactic diffuse model and its possible isotropic component
to the source model (gll_iem_v05.f its & iso_source_v05.txt) 7. During
maximum likelihood fitting procedure, the normalisation parameter of those
diffuse components are kept free. In that process, the spectral parameters
for all the sources within 5◦ from the location of Tri-II are left free but the
parameters of other remaining sources in the ROI are kept fixed to their
preferred values from 3FGL catalog. We have also fixed the localisation of
Tri-II [164].

1https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/software/
2 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/documentation/Pass8_usage.html
3https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/scitools/data _preparation.html
4 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/scitools/binned_likelihood_ tutorial.html
5 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/documentation/Cicerone/Cicerone_

LAT_IRFs/IRF_overview.html
6 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/documentation/Cicerone/
7 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/access/lat/BackgroundModels.html

63



CHAPTER 5. CONSTRAINTS ON DARK MATTER MODELS FROM
THE FERMI-LAT OBSERVATION OF TRIANGULUM-II

5.2.1 Results from the Power-law Modelling

We have modelled Tri-II with power-law spectrum and the differential photon
flux obtained from the Tri-II would be [87,164]:

dN

dAdEdt
= N0

( E

E0

)−Γ

, (5.1)

Here dN is the number of photons and their reconstructed energies vary be-
tween E to E+dE. The photons are incident on an elemental area dA of the
detector with an elemental time interval of dt. In Eq. (5.1), Γ is the spectral
index and N0 is a normalisation parameter. We have fixed the energy scale
E0 at 100 MeV [164]. During the model fitting of Tri-II, we have considered
five different values of the Γ i.e., 1, 1.8, 2, 2.2 and 2.4 and have repeated
the binned likelihood analysis for each Γ value [164]. We have used Γ = 1
because of its connection with DM annihilation model ( [164,174]), while the
other four Γ is considered to check constraints on the general astrophysical
source spectra.

In our power-law modelling, we have determined the best-fit values of N0

along with the normalisation parameter of isotropic and the galactic diffuse
model for each Γ [164]. In fig. 5.1(a), we have displayed the spectral fits to
the data from all the sources within ROI, along with two diffuse background
models for Γ = 2 [164]. In this figure, the sum of the best fit spectrum
along with the LAT counts within ROI 10◦ is denoted by the top red curve,
while the best fit spectrum for the galactic and isotropic components are
defined by the top blue and the top green curves, respectively. On the other
hand, in Fig. 5.1(b), we have shown the residual plot of Tri-II for Γ = 2 [164].

In Table 5.2, we have mentioned our obtained best-fit values of N0, their
statistical errors and the TS values for all spectral indices [164].

From Table 5.2, we can find that for each of spectral indices, the normali-
sation constant, N0 of Tri-II is less than the statistical errors obtained from
fitting procedure [164]. The corresponding TS value is less than unity. Hence,
from Table 5.2, we could conclude that the LAT could not detect any γ-ray
signal from Tri-II [164].

As no significant emission has been detected by Fermi-LAT from the direc-
tion Tri-II, we have then derived the upper limit of the possible γ-ray flux
from the location of Tri-II [164]. With profile likelihood method [154,155] we
have determined the γ-ray flux upper limits for a full dataset where, we have

64



CHAPTER 5. CONSTRAINTS ON DARK MATTER MODELS FROM
THE FERMI-LAT OBSERVATION OF TRIANGULUM-II

(a)

(b)

Figure 5.1: (a) The spectral fit to the observed data counts and (b) the
residual plot for the location of Tri-II. We have modelled the Tri-II with
the power-law spectrum for Γ = 2. In figure 5.1(a), the solid red curve dis-
plays the best-fit total spectrum, along with the corresponding LAT-observed
data points (in green); the upper-most solid blue and green curves display
the galactic diffuse background and the isotropic background component,
respectively.
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considered the full range of reconstructed energy of photons for our analysis.
The upper limits of N0 are evaluated with 95% confidence level (C.L.) and
during this procedure, N0 and the normalisation parameters of the galactic
and isotropic model are fitted with the LAT-obtained spectrum at each step.
This analysis would continue until the difference of the logarithm of the like-
lihood function reaches the value 1.35 [87] corresponding to a one-sided 95%
C.L. Next we have applied the Bayesian method to our dataset ( [151]). This
method is already implemented in the Fermi ScienceTools [87] and is used
for obtaining a more appropriate value of the upper limit of the γ-ray flux in
95% C.L. [164]. In Table 5.3, we have displayed the upper limits of the γ-ray
flux for all five spectral indices [164]. From Table 5.3, we can observe that
the gamma-ray flux upper limits for Γ = 1 is about 16 times lower than the
one for Γ = 2.4 [164]. This result is in agreement with the results derived by
Ref. [87].

Table 5.2: Best fit value of the normalisation parameter of Tri-II and the TS
values for five Γs.

Spectral In-
dex (Γ)

N0 × 10−5 Test Statistic (TS) value

1 (1.41± 2.75)× 10−9 0.41
1.8 (6.66± 11.49)× 10−8 0.44
2 (1.06± 2.41)× 10−7 0.23
2.2 (1.88± 5.53)× 10−7 0.02
2.4 (1.41± 2.75)× 10−11 −7.45× 10−8

Table 5.3: Estimated γ-ray flux upper limits in 95% C.L..

Spectral In-
dex (Γ)

Flux upper limits at 95% C.L. (cm−2 s−1)

1 8.29× 10−11

1.8 4.55× 10−10

2 7.14× 10−10

2.2 1.04× 10−9

2.4 1.37× 10−9
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5.3 J-factor for Tri-II

For this work, we have modelled the DM distribution of Tri-II with NFW
density profile [116]. For estimating the J-factor value of Tri-II, we have
used the following simple analytical relation derived by ref. [124]. The J-
factor estimated by this analytical formula is in good agreement with the
numerically estimated values of J-factor [164].

J ≈ 25

8G2

σ4
vθ

dr2
h

. (5.2)

here, G is the gravitational constant, σv is the velocity dispersion and rh is the
2D projected half-light radius. For Tri-II, we have considered θ = 0.15◦ [165].

In Table 5.4, we have shown two different values of J-factor [164] for two
different σv values of Tri-II [168].

Table 5.4: Parameters to calculate the J-factors.

d (kpc)
[97]

σv (km s−1)
[168]

rh
(pc) [168]

θ (deg)
[165]

J-factor from Eq. (5.2)
(GeV2 cm−5)

30± 2 4.2 (95% C.L.) 34 0.15◦ 0.17× 1020

30± 2 3.4 (90% C.L.) 34 0.15◦ 0.75× 1019

For our J-factor calculation, we did not consider the contribution from the
substructures in Tri-II [164] which can increase the value of J-factor by few
factors [87,175].

We would also like to point out that, in our present calculation, we did
not take into account the effect of Sommerfeld enhancement [87, 176, 177].
Such enhancement can increase the γ-ray flux due to the dependence of
annihilation cross-section (i.e., < σ v >) on the relative velocity of particles.
This enhancement effects the relative velocity of thermal relics cross section
at freeze-out. Thus the value for < σ v > would differ by few factors if
we consider the Sommerfeld and can almost maximize the cross section by
a factor of 7 to 90 for WIMP masses between 100 GeV to 3 TeV [177]. To
make a conservative approach, we have not included any such effect for our
calculation.
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5.4 Constraints on Annihilation Cross-section

In this section, we would try to examine the possible γ-ray emission resulting
from the DM annihilation in Tri-II. For this purpose, we have determined
the 95% C.L. upper limits on γ-ray flux as a function of the WIMP mass for
some specific annihilation channels [164].

To estimate the flux upper limits in 95% C.L. and the corresponding upper
limits to the thermally averaged pair-annihilation < σv > of the WIMPs
with the variation of the plausible WIMP masses (mDM), we have used the
Bayesian approach ( [151]) as this is more sensitive [154,155] than the profile
likelihood method for low statistics [164].

For estimating the plausible flux upper limits and limits to the < σv >
of WIMP pair-annihilation, we have fitted the γ-ray spectrum arising from
the DM-dominated dSphs [164] with an MC-simulated DM self-annihilation
spectrum, DMFitFunction [121].

The functional form of DMFitFunction (a modified form of Eq. 2.5) can be
written as 8:

dN

dE
(E,∆Ω) =< σv > J(∆Ω)(B F (MDM , C0) + (1−B F (MDM , C1)) (5.3)

From Eq. 5.3, B, C0 and C1 define the branching ration, primary decay
channel and secondary decay channel, respectively. The DMFitFunction is
implemented in Fermi ScienceTools as a DMFit package [121] and the val-
ues of F(MDM ,C) are provided by the Fermi-LAT team. For J-factor, we
have taken the values from Table 5.4 [164].

For this work, we have considered five supersymmetry-motivated pair annihi-
lation final states, such as 100% bb̄, 100% τ+τ−, 80% bb̄ + 20% τ+τ−, 100%
µ+µ− and 100% W+W−, respectively [25]. These annihilation channels are
particularly favored when we consider the neutralino as the WIMP candi-
date [164]. Though the supersymmetry theory prefers neutralino as a valid
cold DM candidate, our obtained result would be generic to all theoretical
WIMP models [164].

In Fig. 5.2, we have shown the variation of flux upper limits in 95% C.L. with
DM mass for all five annihilation channels. From Fig. 5.2, we can observe

8https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/scitools/source_models.html
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Figure 5.2: The γ-ray lux upper limits of Tri-II for five WIMP annihilation
final states.

that for all five final annihilation states, with increasing mass, the spectrum
from WIMP annihilation always shifts to higher energies [178] and so, we
can expect that the variation of flux upper limits would be comparatively
less for high mDM [164]. Among all five final annihilation states producing
hard γ-ray spectrum, 100% τ+τ− and 100% µ+µ− final states produce the
abundant photon fluxes especially at high energies where, the diffuse back-
ground is comparatively clear [164]. From Fig. 5.2, we can also find that
at mDM ∼ 1 TeV, the flux upper limit for all five channels varies within a
factor of 3 but for low mass WIMP, this variation is more than an order of
magnitude [164].

The results that we have shown in Fig. 5.2 are only dependent on the an-
nihilation final state and DM mass [164]. Thus, the flux upper limits from
Fig. 5.2 are generic to all DM theoretical models and do not depend on any
particular theory. Next, we have considered a few specific models to study
the annihilation cross-section of WIMPs [164].

In Figs. 5.3(a,b) and Fig. 5.4, we have compared the resulting LAT sensitivity
for Tri-II for three J values with a classical dSph, Ursa Minor (UMi) [164].
In Figs. 5.3(a,b), we have considered two theoretically preferred DM models
namely, minimal supergravity (mSUGRA) [179] and Minimal Supersymmet-
ric Standard Model (MSSM) [180], respectively. In the mSUGRA model, the
supersymmetry breaking parameters are defined at a high energy scale; gen-
erally of the order of grand unification scale ∼ 2 × 1016 GeV. In the MSSM
model, all the supersymmetry breaking parameters are specified at low energy
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Figure 5.3: Predictions from (a) the mSUGRA and (b) the MSSM models
are shown in the parameter plane of (mDM , < σv >). The red points denote
the thermal relic abundance which is related to the DM density, while the
blue points denote the lower thermal relic DM density. The red and blues
points have been taken from the Abdo et al., 2010. In both figures, the
< σ v > upper limits for two velocity dispersion (σ) values of Tri-II have
been estimated for 95% C.L. The < σ v > upper limits for UMi have been
similarly estimated. The < σ v > upper limits of Tri-II for the higher value
of J-factor (Genina et al., 2016) is denoted by the yellow curves. For UMi,
we have used the parameter set mentioned in Abdo et al., 2010.
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Figure 5.4: Predictions from the AMSB and the Kaluza-Klein UED models
are shown in the parameter plane of (mDM , < σv >). The < σ v > upper
limits for two velocity dispersion (σ) values of Tri-II have been estimated for
95% C.L. The < σ v > upper limits for UMi have been similarly estimated.
The < σ v > upper limits of Tri-II for the higher value of J-factor (Genina
et al., 2016) is denoted by the yellow curves. For UMi, we have used the
parameter set mentioned in Abdo et al., 2010.
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scale i.e., in the electro-weak energy range. In Fig. 5.4, we have considered
two other DM models, namely, anomaly mediated supersymmetry breaking
(AMSB) model [181] and Kaluza-Klein particle of universal extra dimensions
(UED) [182–184]. In the AMSB model, the supersymmetry breaking scenario
might lead to the production of the wino-like neutralinos or the winos. Winos
are the mass eigenstate of neutralino that corresponds to the supersymmetric
fermionic partners of the SU(2) gauge bosons. At about 2 TeV mass of wino,
the universal DM density agrees with the thermal relic DM density gener-
ated by the winos. Several non-thermal production scenarios can interpret
the connection of wino with the lighter DM candidates for masses less than
1 TeV [87]. In the Kaluza-Klein model, with very minimum setup, the first
order excitation of the U(1) hypercharge gauge boson is also known as B(1),
might have a connection with the DM candidate. For Kaluza-Klein model,
there exists a nearly exact relationship between mDM and the pair annihi-
lation < σv >. Moreover, from this model, we can obtain the thermal relic
rate corresponding to the DM density for DM masses above 700 GeV [183].

In Figs. 5.3(a,b) and Fig. 5.4, we have compared the LAT sensitivity obtained
for Tri-II in the (mDM, < σv >) plane with the < σv > limits predicted from
the above mentioned four DM models namely mSUGRA, MSSM, Kaluza-
Klein DM in UED and wino-like DM in AMSB [164]. In figs. 5.3(a,b), the red
points are associated with the thermal relic production while the blue points
are related to the lower thermal relic density [183]. All these assumptions
have been taken from the Ref. [183].
In figs. 5.3(a,b) and 5.4, we have showed the upper limits on < σv > ob-
tained for Tri-II for its two different values of velocity dispersion [168] and the
predictions obtained from mSUGRA, MSSM, AMSB and Kaluza-Klein UED
models respectively [164]. The study by ref. [168] has derived one optimistic
value of σv < 4.2 km s−1 in 95% C.L. and another conservative value of σv

< 3.4 km s−1 in 90% C.L. [164]. In addition, we have also compared limits
obtained for Tri-II with UMi [164]. From Figs. 5.3(a,b), we can observe that
even for the velocity dispersion value of 3.4 km s−1, at mDM = 100 GeV, the
constraints obtained from mSUGRA and MSSM models for low thermal den-
sities are nearly a factor 2.5 lower than the limits obtained from UMi [164].
For velocity dispersion value of 4.2 km s−1, the constraints has further im-
proved by a factor of ∼ 6 [164]. Moreover, the Fig 5.4 has also indicated that
for σv = 4.2 km s−1, < σv > upper limits obtained from Tri-II has disfavored
the Kaluza-Klein in UED and AMSB models for masses . 230 GeV and
. 375 GeV respectively [164]. For σv = 3.4 km s−1, the limits obtained from
Tri-II could not provide any effective constraints on Kaluza-Klein in UED
models, whereas it disfavors the AMSB models for masses . 300 GeV [164].
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Figure 5.5: Comparison between the < σ v > upper limits for the bb̄ an-
nihilation channel obtained from our analysis and obtained by the Fermi
collaboration for UMi (Ackermann et al., 2015).

Here we also want to mention that for γ-ray observation, 100% bb̄ channel
provides the more stringent limits. Thus, in Figs. 5.3(a,b) and 5.4, we have
only shown the results for 100% bb̄ channel [164].

From Figs. 5.3(a,b) and 5.4, we want to note the fact that for even higher
value of J-factor, say for 0.59× 1021 GeV2 cm−5 (obtained from ref. [165]),
Tri-II would put more stringent limits on the theoretical DM models than we
have obtained by from the J values associated with the velocity dispersion
of Tri-II. At mDM = 100 GeV, the predicted value of < σ v > corresponding
to the J = 0.59× 1021 GeV2 cm−5 is nearly ∼ 30 factor lower than the
< σ v > limits obtained for J = 0.17× 1020 GeV2 cm−5 [164]. In addition,
this high J value disfavors the Kaluza-Klein in UED and AMSB model for
mass < 700 GeV < 1000 GeV, respectively [164].
We would also like to point out that to check the reliability of our analysis
method, we have compared our analysis result for UMi with the result ob-
tained by Fermi collaboration [185]. For this comparison, we have followed
the same data selection and analysis procedure as Fermi collaboration by
ref. [185]. In Fig. 5.5, we have shown the comparison. From Fig. 5.5, we can
conclude that [164] our result is in good agreement with the result obtained
by ref. [185]. This study supports the reliability of the analysis procedure
that we followed in this work [164].
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5.5 Conclusions & Discussions

In this work, we have analysed nearly seven years of γ-ray data from the
direction of Tri-II by Fermi ScienceTools but could not observe any γ-ray
excess from the location of Tri-II. Thus, we have derived the upper limit of
γ-ray flux for two possible scenarios.

Using the DM annihilation spectra, we have estimated the upper limits of
< σv > where, we consider that DM candidates are in form of neutralinos.
From our analysis, we have shown that for σv = 4.2 km s−1 with 100% bb̄
channel, < σv > limits obtained from Tri-II constrain the mSUGRA and the
MSSM models with low thermal relic densities, whereas the limits constraint
the Kaluza-Klein DM in UED and the AMSB models for masses . 230 GeV
and . 375 GeV, respectively.

Even for the velocity dispersion with 90 % C.L. i.e., for σv = 3.4 km s−1, Tri-
II can constrain the MSSM model with low thermal relic densities and the
AMSB model for masses . 300 GeV. Besides, from our work, we have found
that γ-ray data from Tri-II can even put stronger limits on the theoretical
DM models than UMi. We would also like to point out that our results
are entirely based on the standard NFW profile and we do not consider any
effects of boost factor related to substructures in Tri-II or the Sommerfeld
effect in accord to the annihilation cross-section. Finally, from our work,
we can state that with more precise observations of Tri-II, in future we can
establish Tri-II as a very strong DM candidate for indirect DM searching.
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6.1 Tucana-II

Inspired by the ongoing research interest in the indirect search for DM signal
from the UFDs or dSphs, in this work, we have studied a recently discovered
UFD, namely Tucana-II (Tuc-II) [186]. It is also referred to as DES J2251.2-
5836. [101, 102, 163]. The observation by ref. [187] has confirmed its sta-
tus. Their study suggested that Tuc-II is a UFD and not a member of any
globular cluster. Its high mass to luminosity ratio, large half light radius,
large velocity dispersion value and luminosity-metallicity relation, all of these
qualities have well-established Tuc-II as a confirmed candidate of UFD galax-
ies [94,111,187–191] and make Tuc-II a very promising source for the indirect
search of DM signal [187,192–195]. The shape of the Tuc-II is a bit distorted
and its outer region appears to be little elongated but the observational noise
could be the reason for the distortion in Tuc-II [101,196,197].

By using the Michigan Magellan Fibre System (M2FS) [198], the spectro-
scopic study done by Walker et al., 2016 [187] has identified some of the mem-
ber stars in the direction of Tuc II. The study by ref. [187] and other previous
photometric observation of Tuc-II [102, 163], have identified eight probable
member stars of Tuc-II. Those member stars are well-resolved enough to es-
timate the internal velocity dispersion of Tuc-II but they also lead to a large
asymmetrical uncertainties in velocity dispersion (i.e., σv = 8.6+4.4

−2.7 km s−1)
about a mean velocity of −129.1+3.5

−3.5 km s−1. Some important properties
of Tuc-II obtained by several studies [102, 187, 199] have been mentioned in
Table 6.1 [186].

6.2 The Fermi -LAT Data Analysis of Tuc-II

Like Tri-II, for Tuc-II we have analysed the gamma-ray data observed by the
Fermi-LAT and have mostly followed the same analysis method that we have
applied for Tri-II [186].

We have used the Fermi ScienceTools version v10r0p5 and the dataset was
pre-processed with an improved IRF, P8R2_SOURCE_V6 of the Fermi-
LAT [186].

For analysing the possible signal coming from the direction of Tuc-II, we
have extracted about nine years of Fermi-LAT data in between 100 MeV to
300 GeV energy range and have selected a 10◦ × 10◦ ROI centred on the
location of Tuc-II [186].
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Table 6.1: Properties of Tucana-II.

Property Value Reference
Galactic longitude 328.0863◦ [102]
Galactic latitude −52.3248◦ [102]
Heliocentric distance
([d])

57+5
−5 kpc [102]

Metallicity ([Fe/H]) < 0.4 [187]
Projected half light
radius (Rh)

165+27.8
−18.5 pc [102]

Maximum galactocen-
tric angular distance
in the sample of the
observed member
stars in Tuc-II, as
measured from the
observer’s position
([θmax])

0.30◦ [199]

Square-root of the
luminosity-weighted
square of the line-of-
sight stellar velocity
dispersion (σv)

8.6+4.4
−2.7 km s−1 [187]

Mass within the pro-
jected half-light radius(

M1/2

M�

) 2.7+3.1
−1.3 × 106 [187]

Dynamical mass-
to-light ratio(

(M/Lv)1/2

) 1913+2234
−950 M� L−1

� [187]
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Table 6.2: The parameter set that we used for our Fermi -LAT analysis.

Parameter for data extraction
Parameter Value
Source Tucana-II
Right Ascension (RA) 342.9796
Declination (DEC) -58.5689
Radius of interest (ROI) 10◦

TSTART (MET) 239557418 (2008-08-04 15:43:37.000 UTC)
TSTOP (MET) 530362359 (2017-10-22 10:52:34.000 UTC)
Energy Range 100 MeV - 300 GeV
gtselect for event selection
Event class Source type (128)
Event type Front+Back (3)
Maximum zenith angle cut 90◦

gtmktime for time selection
Filter applied (DATA_QUAL>0)&&(LAT_CONFIG==1)
ROI-based zenith angle cut No
gtltcube for livetime cube
Maximum zenith angle cut (zcut) 90◦

Step size in cos(θ) 0.025
Pixel size (degrees) 1
gtbin for 3-D (binned) counts map
Size of the X & Y axis (pixels) 140
Image scale (degrees/pixel) 0.1
Coordinate system Celestial (CEL)
Projection method AIT
Number of logarithmically uniform en-
ergy bins

24

gtexpcube2 for exposure map
Instrument Response Function (IRF) P8R2_SOURCE_V6
Size of the X & Y axis (pixels) 400
Image scale (degrees/pixel) 0.1
Coordinate system Celestial (CEL)
Projection method AIT
Number of logarithmically uniform en-
ergy bins

24

gtlike for likelihood analysis
Galactic diffuse emission model gll_iem_v06.fits
Extragalactic isotropic diffuse emission
model

iso_P8R2_SOURCE_V6_v06.txt

Source catalog 3FGL
Extra radius of interest 5◦

Response functions P8R2_SOURCE_V6
Optimizer NEWMINUIT
Spectral model of Tucana-II Power law (in Section-6.2.1) & DMFit Func-

tion (in Section-6.4)
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In the source model, we have included our source of interest, Tuc-II along
with all the sources from 3FGL catalog [129] within 15◦ ROI from the location
of Tuc-II [186]. Then with ‘gtlike’ tool, we have run the binned likelihood
on our dataset [172, 173]. During the likelihood process, the spectral pa-
rameters of all the sources within 10◦ × 10◦ ROI and the normalization
parameters of two diffuse backgrounds models (i.e., gll_iem_v06.fits and
iso_P8R2_SOURCE_V6_v06.txt) have been left free [186]. The remaining
all the background sources within the 15◦ × 15◦ ROI have been kept fixed
to their 3FGL catalog [129] mentioned values. All the necessary information
for performing the Fermi -LAT analysis is mentioned in TABLE 6.2 [186]. In
TABLE 6.2, TSTART and TSTOP define the start and the end of observa-
tion in unit Mission Elapsed Time (MET), respectively.

In the following section, to check any possible emission from Tuc-II location,
we would first model our source with a power-law spectrum for different
spectral indices.

6.2.1 Results of the Power-law Modelling

Like our previous chapter, we have modelled the Tuc-II with power-law spec-
trum (Eq. 5.1) and have performed the fitting for five spectral indices (Γ).
In Fig. 6.1, we have shown the fitting results of Tuc-II for the spectral index
Γ = 2.

In Fig. 6.1(a), we have shown the spectral fit of all the sources that lie within
the ROI [186]. In this figure, the sum of the best fit spectrum along with the
LAT counts (in purple) is denoted by the solid dark reddish-brown curve,
while the best fit spectrum for the galactic and isotropic components are de-
fined by the ‘dot-dashed’ sky-blue and orange curves, respectively. The black
‘dot-dashed’ curve along with the green points refer to the best-fit spectra
of Tuc-II and the remaining curves are related to other sources within ROI.
In Fig. 6.1(b) we have displayed the residual plot of Tuc-II for the spectral
index, Γ=2 [186].

The best-fitted value of the normalisation parameter, N0 and the TS value
obtained from Tuc-II for all five spectral indices (Γ) is shown in TABLE 6.3
[186]. Among all five spectral indices, Γ = 1 is assumed to have the con-
nection with DM annihilation (Ref. [174]) and we have chosen other our Γ’s
values to examine the astrophysical spectrum of Tuc-II [186]. From TA-
BLE 6.3 we can observe that for Γ = 1, the value of statistical error on N0 is
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(a)

(b)

Figure 6.1: (a) The spectral fit to the observed data counts per energy bin and
(b) the residual plot for the location of Tuc-II has been shown here. We have
modelled the Tuc-II with the power-law spectrum for Γ = 2. In figure 6.1(a),
the solid dark reddish- brown curve displays the best-fit total spectrum, along
with the corresponding LAT-observed data points (in purple); the dot-dashed
sky-blue and orange curves display the galactic diffuse background and the
isotropic background component, respectively; the dot-dashed black curve
along with green points denotes the spectral fit of Tuc-II. The rest of the
curves correspond to various point sources other than Tuc-II, lying within
the ROI that are not distinctly labeled in figure 6.1(a).
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Table 6.3: The best-fit normalization parameters (N0) of Tuc-II and the TS
values for five spectral indices (Γ).

Spectral In-
dex (Γ)

N0 × 10−5 (cm−2 s−1 MeV−1) Test Statistic
(TS) value

1 (2.457± 11.17)× 10−10 0.056
1.8 (1.173± 1.126)× 10−7 1.215
2 (3.146± 2.565)× 10−7 2.077
2.2 (7.458± 4.923)× 10−7 2.973
2.4 (1.433± 0.839)× 10−6 3.592

Table 6.4: The γ-ray flux upper limits in 95% C.L. obtained from Tuc-II for
five spectral indices (Γ).

Spectral In-
dex (Γ)

Flux upper limits in 95% C.L. (cm−2 s−1)

1 3.248× 10−11

1.8 4.484× 10−10

2 8.362× 10−10

2.2 1.401× 10−9

2.4 2.113× 10−9

slightly higher than the value of N0 itself and the TS values of Tuc-II for all
Γs are much less than the threshold limit for detection (i.e., TS≥25) [186].
As we have not detected any excess emission from Tuc-II location, we have
determined the flux upper limit in 95% C.L. by the profile likelihood method
[154,155].

We have next derived the flux upper limits in 95% C.L. by using the semi-
Bayesian method with flat prior [186]. This semi-Bayesian method is de-
veloped from Helene’s approach [151] and is already implemented in the
ScienceTools.

In Table 6.4, we have shown the flux upper limits in 95% C.L. derived from
the semi-Bayesian method [186]. From this table 6.4, we can note that, the
γ-flux upper limit for Γ = 1 is almost 2 orders lower than the flux upper lim-
its corresponding to Γ = 2.4 [186]. This result is consistent with our finding
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for Tri-II [164, 186]. Here, we would like to point out that flux upper limits
developed from the semi-Bayesian method and the profile likelihood method
are hardly differed by 1.2 to 1.3 factor [186].

In the next section, we have attempted to study the possible DM signa-
ture coming from the location of Tuc-II [186]. Thus, now we would model
Tuc-II with the γ-ray spectrum from DM annihilation (i.e., with DMFit func-
tion) that is implemented in Fermi ScienceTools. For comparison, along
with Tuc-II, we would also introduce two newly discovered dSphs, namely,
Reticulum-II (Ret-II) and Ursa Minor (UMi) [186].

6.3 Estimation of Astrophysical Factor (J-factor)
for Tuc-II

The main difficulties in studying the newly discovered UFDs is their insuffi-
cient kinematics data. That also questions the reliability of J-factors of the
dSphs and UFDs [186]. For our work, we have taken the J-factors of Tuc-II
and other two dSphs (Ret-II and UMi) from Evans et al., 2016 [124]. Their
study suggests that the analytical formula for J-factor can estimate more
or less accurate results if we compare it to the spherical Jeans formula for
J-factor calculation driven by Markov Chain Monte Carlo techniques. Evans
et al. [124] argued that their derived formula for J-factors can even reproduce
the computational results.

6.4 DM Annihilation Constraints from Tuc-II

6.4.1 Searching for γ − ray Emission due to DM Anni-
hilation from Tuc-II

Here first we have fitted the possible γ-ray flux arising from the Tuc-II lo-
cation with the γ-ray spectrum for DM pair-annihilation [186]. For this
calculation, we have employed the MC simulation package DMFit [121, 122]
which is implemented in the Fermi-ScienceTools. We have defined the Tuc-
II as a point source and its significance is derived by the ∆TS method that
we have followed in section 6.2.1.

In this section, we would try to examine after modelling the Tuc-II with γ-ray
annihilation spectrum, whether we can obtain any excess from the location of
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Figure 6.2: (a) The variation of the TS values of Tuc-II with mDM for two
WIMP annihilation channels; i) 100% bb̄ (blue) and ii) 100% τ+τ− (red). We
have also shown the results for three different periods of LAT data. (b) The
peak TS value observed from the location of Tuc-II for three periods of LAT
data, while the red and the blue markers refer to the peak value of TS for bb̄
and τ+τ− WIMP annihilation final states, respectively.

Tuc-II. Interestingly, we have detected a very faint emission from Tuc-II [186].

From Fig. 6.2(a), we can observe the variation of the detection significance
of γ-ray excess (i.e the TS values) from the location of Tuc-II as a function of
WIMP mass (mDM) and for two pair annihilation final states, i.e., 100% bb̄
and 100% τ+τ− [186]. In Fig. 6.2(b), we have also shown the variation of TS
values for three, six and nine years of LAT data [186]. For this comparison,
we have performed the same analysis method in all three years of the dataset.
From Fig. 6.2(b), we can observe that the peak value of TS is increased with
increasing the dataset and both annihilation channels have followed the same
nature. The observed emission from Tuc-II location is indeed too faint (i.e.,
less than TS=25) to claim anything precisely, but the most interesting find-
ing of this analysis is that the peak value of TS is gradually increasing with
time period [186]. From this signature, we can expect that in future we can
possibly detect a real signal from Tuc-II either due to its connection with any
astrophysical source or resulting from DM annihilation [186]. In Fig. 6.2(a),
with nine years of Fermi -LAT data, the TS value peaks at mDM = 14 GeV
for 100% bb̄ channel, while for 100% τ+τ− it peaks at mDM = 4 GeV [186].

There were many earlier studies that already analyzed Tuc-II with six or
seven years of Fermi -LAT data [192–195]. But in our analysis, we have stud-
ied Tuc-II with nine years of Fermi -LAT data and thus the increase in TS
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Table 6.5: The overview of the TS and the ∆ TS values for two spectrum
models that we have considered for this work: 1) the power-law (PL) for the
spectral index, Γ = 2.4 and 2) the best-fit DM model corresponds to the
highest TS values (for our case, it is 100% τ+τ− final state at mDM= 4 GeV).
The p-value is estimated by assuming the χ2 distribution for the 1 degree of
freedom.

.
Our
source

TS for
PL

σ (=√
TS)

for PL

p-value
for PL

TS for
DM

σ (=√
TS)

for DM

p-
value
for
DM

∆ TS
(DM-PL)

Tucana-
II

3.59 1.89 0.05 8.61 2.93 0.003 5.02

peak values possibly originate from the larger dataset [186]. Hence, such an
increase in γ-ray excess with increasing the time period of analysis seems to
encourage the indirect detection of DM annihilation signal [186].

If we compare between the power-law and the DM annihilation spectra, we
would find that the peak value of TS value is significantly improved for DM
annihilation hypothesis [186]. Besides, the p-value (p-value is defined as the
probability of getting the signal-like data obtaining from background excess)
related to local significance is reduced for DM annihilation spectra. We
have derived the p-value by assuming a χ2 distribution for a degree of free-
dom = 1 [186]. All the necessary details are displayed in TABLE 6.5 [186].
From this table, we can find that excess obtained from the Tuc-II location
might favour the DM annihilation scenario over its connection with the as-
trophysical phenomenon [186]. But here we also want to mention that for
both DM annihilation hypothesis and power-law, we have obtained the com-
parable value of -log(Likelihood). Thus, we could not firmly rule out the
possibility of having an astrophysical connection with the faint excess from
Tuc-II [186]. Hence, from our analysis, at present, we can conclude that our
results at best show a hint of a DM signal from the location of Tuc-II [186].
For DM annihilation spectra, we have obtained σ = 2.93 and next, we will
examine the effect of surrounding unresolved sources that have not been de-
tected by the Fermi-LAT and will review whether their effects could decrease
the local significance (σ) for DM annihilation model.

Till now, we have executed the likelihood analysis over 10◦ × 10◦ ROI but
it is quite impossible to distinguish any special features of Tuc-II from that
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Figure 6.3: (a) The spectral fit to the observed counts and (b) the residual
plot for 1◦ × 1◦ of ROI centred on the location of Tuc-II. From Fig. 6.3(a),
the sum of the best-fit spectrum along with the Fermi-LAT detected counts
(in brown) is shown with the solid purple curve, while the diffuse galactic and
isotropic components are displayed by the ‘dot-dashed’ sky-blue and orange
curves. For Fig. 6.3(b), with the magenta solid cure, we have represented the
best-fit DM annihilation spectra for 100% τ+τ− channel at DM Mass,mDM

= 4 GeV. The corresponding residual points (in red) within 100 MeV to 300
GeV energy ranges are overplotted with error bars.
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large region of the sky. Hence, in Fig. 6.3(a,b), we have displayed the best-
fitted spectra and corresponding residual plot of Tuc-II for 1◦ × 1◦ ROI
region [186]. For obtaining the best-fitting spectra for 1◦ × 1◦ ROI region,
we have fixed all the background sources to the best-fitted values obtained
from the 10◦ × 10◦ ROI fitting [186]. Now, for investigating any interesting
signature originating from the location of Tuc-II, in Fig. 6.3(a) we have not
included Tuc-II in the source model.

From Fig. 6.3(a), we can check the spectral fit per energy bin of all the
sources within 1◦ × 1◦ ROI along with the isotropic and the galactic diffuse
background model except for Tuc-II. In Fig. 6.3(b), we have over-plotted the
best-fitted spectra of Tuc-II with a magenta solid line and the corresponding
residual plot between 100 MeV to 300 GeV energy range are shown with the
red points.

In Fig. 6.3(b), we have considered the best-fitted DM spectra for 100% τ+τ−

annihilation channel at DM mass 4 GeV as this channel produces the highest
TS peak value of Tuc-II (check Fig. 6.2(a,b)) [186]. Now, to check the good-
ness of fitting between the DM annihilation spectra for τ+τ− annihilation
channel and the data derived from the residual energy spectrum (Fig. 6.3(b)),
we have applied the T-TEST method [200, 201]. This method is generally
favoured for the system which is dealing with the small number of events.
T-TEST is the test for the statistical hypothesis that examines whether there
exists any considerable deviation between the means of two samples. Under
the null hypothesis, T-TEST expects that both the samples are drawn from
the same populations (Appendix A and B from Chapter 9). For our case,
with the T-TEST method, we have tried to check whether our selected DM
model spectrum can provide an acceptable fit to the data obtained from the
residual energy spectrum (Fig. 6.3(b)) [186]. In Fig. 6.3(b), we have com-
bined the residuals from all pixels into the energy bins. From this figure
(Fig. 6.3(b)), we can observe that even for the full energy range (i.e., in-
cluding both the positive bump for energy above 500 MeV and the negative
bump for energy below 500 MeV) the spectrum for DM annihilation model
with τ+τ− final state can produce an acceptable fit to the residual energy
spectrum with a p-value of ≈ 0.112 (p-value is related to the goodness of
fitting of the T-Test) [186]. P-value of > 0.05 implies that we are not in a
position to reject the assumption for the null hypothesis. Thus, we could
not reject the idea that the DM annihilation spectrum for its τ+τ− final
state (for both the positive and the negative bumps) is consistent with the
residual spectrum. Besides, if we only focus on the positive residual energy
bump above 500 MeV, we would find that the DM annihilation model for
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Table 6.6: The list of CRATES and BZCAT sources within the 1◦ ROI of the
Tuc-II. The J225455-592606 is listed in both catalogs. Thus for this source,
we have used its CRATES coordinates.

Our source Nearby sources from BZCAT and
CRATES catalog

Distance to the Tuc-II (◦)

Tucana-II J 225134-580103 0.55
J 225008-591029 0.66
J 225455-592606 0.95

τ+τ− final state provides a fit to the residual energy spectrum with a p-value
of ≈ 0.782 [186]. This positive bump from the residual energy spectrum in-
dicates an intriguing hint of the DM annihilation signal from Tuc-II [186].
Here, we would like to mention that from Fig 6.3(b) the negative bump for
energy below 500 MeV is nearly the same significant as the positive bump
for energy above 500 MeV and this negative bump at lower energies might
be connected to the poor modelling of the diffuse background templates.
The TS peak values that we have obtained from the Tuc-II location is much
lower than the detection threshold limit for the Fermi -LAT. Hence, we could
not completely rule out the possibility that such excess might come from
the statistical fluctuations or it might have a connection with some nearby
unassociated sources. In our next section, we would investigate this in detail.

6.4.2 Distribution of the Excess Obtained from γ-ray
Spectra of DM Annihilation

In subsections 6.2.1 and 6.4.1, we have determined the TS value for Tuc-II
but we have not examined whether there is any nearby background fluctu-
ation. Such surrounding fluctuation can influence the significance that we
have earlier obtained for Tuc-II. Apart from this, we have obtained a very
faint emission from the location of Tuc-II (i.e., TS value of 8.61) [186]. Thus,
before claiming its connection with the spectrum resulting from DM annihi-
lation, next, we would try to carefully examine the origin and the reliability
of such faint excess [186].

There is a fair chance that the excess that we obtained from Tuc-II loca-
tion could be the result of either any surrounding unresolved sources or the
deficiency of background models [186]. Carlson et al., 2015 [202] have sug-
gested that such faint γ-ray emission from dSphs can plausibly come from
several nearby unresolved faint γ-ray sources such as radio galaxies [203],
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Table 6.7: The TS values for Tuc-II, 4FGL 2247.7-5857, and three sources
from the BZCAT and the CRATES catalog that lie within 1◦ of Tuc-II are
mentioned. For Tuc-II, we have shown its TS peak value for 100% τ+τ−

annihilation channel at mDM=4 GeV. The three nearby CRATES sources
are modelled with the power-law spectra for Γ = 2.2. In case of 4FGL
2247.7-5857, we have modelled it with power-law spectra and have used the
parameter values the 4FGL catalog of Fermi-LAT.

Year Tuc-II
from
by
∆ TS
method

TS
value
of
J225134-
580103

TS
value
of
J225008-
591029

TS
value
of
J225455-
592606

TS
value
of
4FGL
2247.7-
5857

TS value of Tuc-
II after including
three CRATES
sources and
4FGL 2247.7-
5857 to source
model

Rescaled
TS value of
Tuc-II due to
all possible
background
fluctuation.

3 3.0868 0.05 0.027 0.49 5.61 3.04 ≈ 1.7167
6 6.8802 0.66 1.22 0.98 10.45 5.24 ≈ 3.8265
9 8.61 2.043 3.82 2.01 21.67 7.05 ≈ 4.7885

blazars [204], star-forming galaxies [205, 206] and millisecond pulsars [207].
Among these, blazars are the most responsible candidates for such back-
ground fluctuations [202]. At high-latitude, blazars are the most numerous
point sources and thus they are assumed to be the prime source of anisotropy
in extragalactic gamma-ray sky [208–213]. A non-negligible amount of γ-ray
emission can also arise from the star-forming and the radio galaxies.

Motivated by the work of Carlson et al., 2015 [202], in this section, we have
performed a detailed analysis to examine the possible reason for obtaining a
faint excess from the location of Tuc-II. For our purpose, we have used two
multiwavelength catalogs for blazar such as CRATES [214] and BZCAT [215].
BZCAT catalog consists of nearly 3149 blazars and among them, 2274 are
located at high galactic latitude i.e., |b| > 30◦. CRATES catalog contains
nearly 11,000 bright flat-spectrum radio sources. Within 1◦ ROI of Tuc-
II, we have observed one blazar from the BZCAT catalog and three radio
sources from the CRATES catalog [186]. The source that is included in the
BZCAT catalog has also been detected by the CRATES catalog. For our
examination, we have considered three CRATES sources such as J225134-
580103, J225008-591029, and J225455-592606. All three sources are located
within a 1◦ ROI of Tuc-II [186]. We have not considered any other radio
sources beyond 1◦ because any source beyond 1◦ might would not produce
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any significant changes to the local emission of dSphs [202]. In Table 6.6,
we have mentioned the list of CRATES sources within 1◦ ROI of Tuc-II [186].

Inspired by ref. Carlson et al. [202], we have modelled all three radio sources
with the power-law spectrum of the index (Γ)=2.2 and then have derived the
TS values of these three radio sources for different time periods of Fermi-LAT
dataset [186]. In Table 6.7, we have mentioned our result. After the inclu-
sion of these three sources, we have observed that the significance of Tuc-II
is only reduced by ∼ 10% [186]. Here we would like to mention that Carlson
et al., 2015 [202], has also observed the same reductions. They have again
concluded that the blazars are responsible for only 10% of local TS value of
the source and the large part of the excess from dSphs is not related to the
nearby radio sources.

To investigate the distribution of local excess obtained from the location of
Tuc-II, we have generated the 2◦ x 2◦ residual TS map around Tuc-II with
‘gttsmap’ for energy range between 100 MeV to 300 GeV [186]. During this
process, the spectral parameters of all the sources within 10◦ ROI were kept
fixed to their values obtained from their fittings performed on nine years of
Fermi-LAT data [186]. But the normalization values for the galactic and the
isotropic models were left free. We have generated the TS map for three
cases [186]: 1) Fig. 6.4 (extreme left) Tuc-II and three sources from BZCAT
and CRATES catalog that lies within a 1◦ x 1◦ ROI of Tuc-II were not
included to the source model, 2) Fig. 6.4 (middle); The three radio sources
from BZCAT and CRATES catalog that lie within a 1◦ x 1◦ ROI of Tuc-
II were included to source model but Tuc-II were not included, 3) Fig. 6.4
(extreme right); Tuc-II and three sources from BZCAT and CRATES catalog
that lies within a 1◦ x 1◦ ROI of Tuc-II were included to the source model.
For generating the residual TS map (for right image of Fig. 6.4), we have
taken the best-fitted parameters of Tuc-II obtained from its DM annihilation
spectra for 100% τ+τ− annihilation channel at mDM = 4 GeV.
From Fig. 6.4 (extreme left, middle), we can observe a hint of a localized-
emission of TS value ≈ 6.5 and that region is very close to the location of
Tuc-II [186]. This is true that the region of faint emission is not directly
localized to the position of Tuc-II, but that is mere 0.18◦ away from the posi-
tion of Tuc-II [186]. Interestingly, from Fig. 6.4(right), we can find that just
after including three radio sources from CRATES catalog and Tuc-II to the
source model, the significance of the nearby localized-excess is considerably
reduced [186]. Thus, from Fig. 6.4, we can conclude that there is a fair pos-
sibility that Tuc-II is associated with the nearby localized emission [186].
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Figure 6.4: The residual TS maps (between 100 MeV to 300 GeV) for 2◦ × 2◦

ROI centred at Tuc-II extracted from the 10◦ ROI. The image scale for TS
map is 0.025 pixel−1. In the left Fig., the three CRATES sources and Tuc-II
are not added to our source model; For middle Fig., Tuc-II is not added to
the source model but we have included three CRATES sources in our source
model; in right Fig., the three CRATES sources and Tuc-II are included to
our source model. We have mentioned the name of Tuc-II and three CRATES
sources that lie within 1◦ with the white cross.

Apart from that nearby localized-excess region of Tuc-II, from Fig. 6.4, we
can notice a very bright emission of TS value ≈5σ at the bottom of the right
corner and after investigating the above three TS maps, we can safely state
that such bright excess is not associated with Tuc-II [186]. Thus, we have
checked 4FGL catalog of Fermi-LAT ( [130]) and have noticed that source,
4FGL 2247.7-5857 is exactly overlapping with that bright region [186]. Next,
we have produced the residual TS map of 2◦ × 2◦ for four cases (see Fig.
6.5) [186]; First and second residual TS maps of Fig. 6.5 are same as first
two TS maps of Fig. 6.4. For the third TS map of Fig. 6.5, the three radio
sources from BZCAT and CRATES catalog that lie within a 1◦ x 1◦ ROI
of Tuc-II and 4FGL 2247.7-5857 were included to source model but Tuc-II
were not included. For the last TS map (extreme right of Fig. 6.5); 4FGL
2247.7-5857, Tuc-II and three sources from BZCAT and CRATES catalog
that lies within a 1◦ x 1◦ ROI of Tuc-II were included to the source model.
Now if we check the extreme right image of Fig. 6.5, we can observe that after
inclusion of 4FGL 2247.7-5857 to source model, the emission from that bright
region at the bottom of the right corner is greatly decreased. Hence, this re-
sult shows that the bright excess from residual TS map has an astrophysical
connection and primarily originates from the source 4FGL 2247.7-5857 [186].
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Figure 6.5: The residual TS maps (between 100 MeV to 300 GeV) for 2◦ × 2◦

ROI centred at Tuc-II extracted from the 10◦ ROI. The image scale for TS
map is 0.025 pixel−1. In the extreme left Fig., the three CRATES sources,
4FGL 2247.7-5857 and Tuc-II are not added to our source model; For Second
left Fig., Tuc-II and 4FGL 2247.7-5857 are not added to the source model
but we have included three CRATES sources in our source model; for Third
Fig., Tuc-II in not added to the source model but we have included 4FGL
2247.7-5857 and three CRATES sources in our source model; in extreme
right Fig., the three CRATES sources, 4FGL 2247.7-5857 and Tuc-II are
included to our source model. We have mentioned the name of Tuc-II, 4FGL
2247.7-5857 and three CRATES sources that lie within 1◦ with the white
cross.
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From our analysis, we would like to mention that, even after including 4FGL
2247.7-5857 and three radio sources from CRATES catalog, from Fig. 6.4
and Fig. 6.5 we can still detect plenty of delocalized excesses [186]. The
deficiency in background models for Fermi-LAT can be the reason for leak-
age [186]. There is also a possibility that these delocalized excess regions are
associated with some unresolved astrophysical sources as well as the DM sub-
halos can also be linked with such emissions. There are some studies which
argue that even if we try to accurately model all the astrophysical sources to
an extent, the DM subhalos will still be accountable for an irreducible back-
ground, say≈ 5%−10%, for the gamma-ray sky [202,208,216,217]. But with
detailed multiwavelength study, we can positively reduce the contamination
from most of the unresolved sources in our blank sky.

In this work, for calculating the TS value, we have considered the background
models provided by Fermi-LAT and not the blank sky. Hence, there is a high
chance that we have overestimated the significance of the source even after
including all possible nearby sources to our source model [186]. There are
several works by Fermi collaboration [194,218] which have reported that from
a vast region of the blank sky, we might observe an excess of TS > 8.7. Such
emission would decrease the source significance from 2.95σ to 2.2σ [194,218].
Following this prescription [194,218], we have also re-calibrated the TS value
estimation and this effect reduces the TS value of Tuc-II from 8.61 to 4.79 i.e.,
p-value from 0.003 to 0.029 [186]. All our obtained results are mentioned in
Table 6.7 [186]. In column 2, we have shown the TS value from ∆TS method;
in columns 3, 4, 5 and 6, we have given the TS value of all three radio sources
from CRATES catalog and 4FGL 2247.7-5857; in column 7, we have provided
the revised TS value of Tuc-II after including 4FGL 2247.7-5857 and three
radio sources from CRATES catalog to the source model; and in column 8,
we have shown the re-scalled TS value of Tuc-II by considering all probable
background fluctuations.

6.4.3 Possible DM Annihilation Constraint on Theoret-
ical DMModels with 9 Years of Tuc-II Fermi-LAT
Data

In our earlier section, we have already discussed that peak value of TS for
τ+τ− annihilation channel is lower than the detection threshold limit of
Fermi-LAT (i.e., TS < 25). Thus, in this section, we would estimate γ-ray
flux upper limit in 95 % C.L. for Tuc-II by employing the γ-ray spectrum
from DM annihilation. For this purpose, we have used the semi-Bayesian
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Figure 6.6: The variations of (a) γ-ray flux upper limits and (b) the respective
WIMP pair annihilation < σ v > in 95% C.L. with DM mass, mDM estimated
for five annihilation channels, “f". The results are produced by considering
the median value of J(0.5◦)-factor value for Tuc-II.

method [151], as described in section 6.2.1. With DMFIt Function, we have
also determined the upper limits to the < σv > as a function of DM mass
(mDM), for five pair-annihilation final states [25]. Like Tri-II, in this analysis,
we have again considered these five supersymmetry-favoured pair annihila-
tion final states [25], such as 100% bb̄, 80% bb̄+20% τ+τ−, 100% τ+τ−, 100%
µ+µ− and 100% W+W−, respectively. In Fig. 6.6(a,b), we have shown the
variation of γ-ray flux upper limits of Tuc-II in 95 % C.L. and the rela-
tive upper limits to < σv > as a function of mDM and annihilation final
states [186].
In this work, we have also tried to check whether Tuc-II can impose any
strong constraint on theoretically favored DM models [186] and for that pur-
pose, we have again considered the mSugra [179] model, the MSSM [180], the
Kaluza-Klein in UED [182–184] and the AMSB model [181], respectively. In
Figs.6.7 (a,b) and 6.8, we have shown < σv > upper limits of Tuc-II for 100%
bb̄ annihilation channel, as a function of mDM, for its median J value and
uncertainties in J-factor [124]. Here, we have only considered the 100% bb̄ an-
nihilation channel because for γ-ray analysis, this channel provides the most
stringent limits on theoretical model [186]. In Figs. 6.7(a,b) and 6.8, we have
denoted the relic thermal cross section rate derived by Steigman et. al. [219]
with a horizontal dashed green line. These results are then compared with
the < σ v > values obtained from the mSugra (in Fig. 6.7(a)) [179] model, the
MSSM (in Fig. 6.7(b)) [180], the Kaluza-Klein in UED (Fig. 6.8) [182–184]
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Figure 6.7: The variation of < σv > upper limits of Tuc-II with mDM for bb̄
annihilation channels is shown in the parameter plane of (mDM, < σv >) for
the median value of J-factor with its associated uncertainties. The shaded
region denotes the uncertainty associated with the DM profiles for Tuc-II.
The < σ v > limits obtained from Tuc-II are compared with the limits
predicted by (a) the mSUGRA and (b) the MSSM DM models. In both (a)
and (b), the red points are related to the thermal relic DM density, while
the blue points correspond to the higher < σ v > and low thermal relic DM
density. The thermal-relic cross section rate (2.2× 10−26 cm3 s−1) estimated
by the Steigman et al., 2012 is displayed by a green dashed line.
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Figure 6.8: The comparison of the < σ v > upper limits obtained from the
Tuc-II with the < σ v > limits predicted by the AMSB and the Kaluza-Klein
UED DM models is displayed in this figure. The shaded region denotes the
uncertainty associated with the DM profiles for Tuc-II. The thermal-relic
cross section rate (2.2× 10−26 cm3 s−1) estimated by the Steigman et al.,
2012 is displayed by a green dashed line.

and the AMSB model (Fig. 6.8) [181], respectively.

From Figs. 6.7 (a,b) and 6.8, we can immediately observe that for its lowest
limit of the shaded band, Tuc-II could provide a very strong limit on the pa-
rameter space of all four theoretical DM models [186]. From Figs. 6.7(a,b), it
is very encouraging to mention that, even for the median of J(0.5◦)-factor of
Tuc-II (i.e., log10 J(0.5◦)=19.05 GeV2 cm−5), the upper limits of < σ v > can
significantly constrain the blue points in both the MSSM and the mSUGRA
model, while the uncertainty band of J-factor of Tuc-II have already started
to limit the red points for both the models [186]. From Fig. 6.8, it is in-
teresting to note that the < σv > upper limit from Tuc-II for the median
value of J(0.5◦)-factor (i.e., log10 J(0.5◦)=19.05 GeV2 cm−5), disfavors the
Kaluza-Klein in UED model and the AMSB model for masses ≈< 220 GeV
and ≈< 400 GeV, respectively [186].

For Tuc-II, the insufficient kinematics data is the main reason behind its large
uncertainties in J-factor. But, in future, with more detailed observation of
the structure of Tuc-II, we should positively reduce such large uncertainty
band to a single upper limit curve for < σ v > and that would definitely
improve the < σ v > limit on beyond SM [186].
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Figure 6.9: The variations of < σv > with mDM for the bb̄ annihilation
channel of Tuc-II, UMi and Ret-II is shown in the parameter plane of
(mDM, < σv >). The shaded region denotes the uncertainty associated with
the DM profiles of UFDs, while the dashed line represents the < σv > upper
limits in 95 % C.L. for their median value of J-factor.

6.4.4 Comparison of the Constraints on the DM Anni-
hilation Cross-section (bb̄ Channel) Obtained from
Tuc-II, Ret-II and UMi

In this section, we have introduced two newly discovered dSphs, Ret-II and
UMi. In Fig. 6.9, we have shown the comparison between the Tuc-II, Ret-
II and UMi in space of (< σv >, mDM) and for this comparison, we have
again chosen the bb̄ annihilation channel [186]. For obtaining the < σ v >
upper limit in 95% C.L. of Ret-II and UMi, we have analysed the nine years
of Fermi-LAT and followed the same method that we have used for Tuc-II
(check Table 6.2).

In Fig. 6.9, the median value of J-factor is denoted by the dashed lines, while
the shaded band represents the range of uncertainties in J-factor for all three
UFDs [186]. In case of newly discovered UFDs, a very few numbers of member
stars have been observed that leads to the main difficulties in understanding
the DM distribution in UFDs. The large uncertainty bands of UFDs actually
represent our insufficient knowledge of their internal structures.
From Fig. 6.9, we can notice that compared to UMi and Ret-II, Tuc-II shows
larger uncertainty in DM density profile [186]. We can also observe an over-
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lapping region between the uncertainties band of the Ret-II, Tuc-II and UMi
in parameter space of (< σ v >, mDM). So, from this scenario, we could
not favour Tuc-II over other two UFDs [186]. But from Fig. 6.9, it is also
important to note that above mDM ∼ 100 GeV , Tuc-II has provided a
better constraint on (< σ v >, mDM) space than Ret-II for its median value
of J(0.5◦)-factor [186].

6.4.5 Comparative Study between the Limits Obtained
from Tuc-II and the Limits Obtained from Several
Collaboration Works on dSphs/UFDs

Here, we have performed a comparative study between the upper limits of
< σ v > obtained from Tuc-II and the < σ v > limits obtained from sev-
eral collaboration works on dSphs/UFDs and the related plot is shown in
Fig. 6.10 [186]. For comparison, we have included the results from the com-
bined analysis [185] of 15 dSphs with six years of Fermi -LAT data, the results
obtained by the High Energy Stereoscopic System (H.E.S.S.) telescope from
a combined analysis of 5 dSphs [220], the results obtained by the High Alti-
tude Water Cherenkov (HAWC) gamma-ray observatory from the combined
analysis of 15 dSphs [221], the results obtained by the Very Energetic Radi-
ation Imaging Telescope Array System (VERITAS) from 4 dSphs [222], the
results obtained by the Major Atmospheric Gamma-ray Imaging Cherenkov
Telescopes (MAGIC) [223] for Segue-I, as well as the results obtained for
Segue-I by the combined analysis from the Fermi+the MAGIC [223] collab-
oration. From Fig. 6.10, it is evident that among all observational results,
the combined Fermi & MAGIC analysis for Segue-I imposes the best limit
on the WIMP pair-annihilation < σ v > for a very wide range of DM masses.
The combined limits obtained from 15 dSph performed by the Fermi -LAT
collaboration also provides a strong constraint up to around DM mass 1 TeV,
and beyond that DM mass, because of the low statistics, Fermi-LAT could
not perform well. It is also interesting to mention that the < σ v > upper-
limits obtained from both HAWC and Fermi+MAGIC collaboration tend to
converge for the mass range ≈ 100 TeV and that signature indicates that they
are competitive in place of searching the DM signal from dSphs/UFDs. Thus,
from Fig. 6.10, we can conclude that the combined data are taken from sev-
eral ground and space-based γ-ray telescopes can improve the present limits
of WIMP annihilation < σ v >.
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Figure 6.10: The comparison of the < σv > upper limits for bb̄ annihilation
final state obtained from Tuc-II with the limits obtained from several col-
laboration work has been shown here. For comparison, we have considered
the < σv > upper limits obtained from the single or the combined studies
on dSphs by VERITAS, HESS, MAGIC, HAWC, Fermi -LAT+MAGIC and
Fermi -LAT, respectively. The shaded region denotes the uncertainty associ-
ated with the DM profiles for Tuc-II. The relic cross section rate obtained
by the Steigman et al., 2012 is represented by the ‘dashed’ sky-blue coloured
line.
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6.5 Conclusions & Discussions

In this work, we have studied nearly nine years of Fermi -LAT data from the
location of Tuc-II to investigate the signatures of DM annihilation. We have
detected a very faint γ-ray excess from the location of Tuc-II for both the
power-law spectra and the γ-ray spectrum from DM annihilation. We would
also like to report that for γ-ray spectrum from DM annihilation, we have
shown the variation of the TS values for Tuc-II with DM mass. We have also
observed that for nine years of Fermi -LAT data, TS value of Tuc-II peaks
at mDM ∼ 14 GeV for 100% bb̄ annihilation channel, while for 100% τ+τ−

TS value peaks at mDM ∼ 4 GeV. In case of our Galactic Center, mDM

range between 8 GeV to 15 GeV for τ+τ− annihilation channel and the mDM

range between 25 GeV to 70 GeV for bb̄ annihilation channel play a crucial
role to understand the γ-ray emission possibly arising from DM annihila-
tion [224–228]. The mass range for our obtained TS peaks from the analysis
for Tuc-II are slightly lower than the mass range required to describe the DM
interpretation for Galactic Center.

From our analysis, we have also confirmed that excess from Tuc-II location
is increased with increasing the time periods of data and such increase in TS
peak value is approximately proportional to ∼

√
t [229]; here t is the time

periods of Fermi-LAT dataset. The most encouraging result of this analysis
is that such successive increase in TS peak values of Tuc-II with larger time
periods of the dataset can hint at the existence of any real signal either asso-
ciated with any astrophysical scenario or resulting from DM annihilation. In
the field of indirect DM detection, such hints of γ-ray emission from Tuc-II
may open a new path in DM physics.

When we assume the γ-ray spectra for DM annihilating to 100% τ+τ− chan-
nel, we have obtained a p-value of ≈ 0.003 from Tuc-II location corresponding
to the background models provided by Fermi-LAT. It can be the result of
rare statistical fluctuation in background. The one most tantalizing expla-
nations of such excess are the presence of any surrounding unresolved bright
sources. Among different types of unresolved sources, blazars are believed
to be the main source of background fluctuation that emits γ-ray emission
just below the threshold limit for Fermi-LAT. We have searched the BZCAT
and the CRATES catalog, have found that three nearby radio sources lie
within 1◦ ROI of Tuc-II and among all of them, the most nearby source i.e.,
J225455-592606 lies at just 0.55◦ away from the location of Tuc-II. We have
also checked the 4FGL catalog of Fermi-LAT ( [130]) and have noticed that a
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source, 4FGL 2247.7-5857 lies 0.66 degree away from Tuc-II location. Hence,
it is very unlikely that the emission detected from Tuc-II location would be
extremely contaminated by these nearby sources.

We have generated the residual TS maps of Tuc-II for energy > 100 MeV
(Figs. 6.4 and 6.5). From these residual TS maps, we have noticed an ex-
cess of TS value ≈ 6.5 that is 0.18◦ from the location of Tuc-II. We have also
shown that whenever we have included Tuc-II to our source model, the excess
from that location is greatly reduced. Thus, there is a very high chance that
such emission is associated with Tuc-II. We have generated our all residual
TS maps for energy > 100 MeV. But the PSF of Fermi-LAT is compara-
tively large at lower energies, while at higher energies (say for around energy
> 500 MeV), the 68% of the photons would be confined within 1 degree of
the location of the source 1 Thus, to again check the origin of the excess near
Tuc-II location, we have produced a residual TS map for energy > 500 MeV.
Interestingly, from this new TS map (Fig 6.11), we could find that after in-
cluding the Tuc-II to our source model, the nearby excess region has almost
disappeared [186]. This signature would probably hint that in Figs. 6.4 and
6.5 after including Tuc-II to source model, the remaining excess emission is
associated with weak background modellings. Thus, from our result, we can
at best conclude that the nearby excess is associated with Tuc-II location
and it might indicate a DM annihilation signal from our Tuc-II [186].

Several Fermi collaboration papers observe that in a large region of the blank
sky, the excess of TS > 8.7 is very common. If we only consider the blazars
within 1◦ from the location of source, they would roughly account for 10%
of such excesses. The DM subhalos may also be responsible for a ≈5%-
10% irreducible background. Therefore, we have re-calibrated our obtained
significance and it decreases the TS peak value of Tuc-II from 8.61 to 4.79,
i.e., from p value 0.003 to 0.029. At present, with nine years of data, the
obtained emission from Tuc-II is much weaker than Fermi-LAT’s threshold
detection. But from our work, we have also found that the significance of
Tuc-II is increased with an increase in time periods of data and from TS map
we have also observed a localized excess just beside the Tuc-II. So, in future,
with even more time periods of data and with better background modelling,
we can expect to explain the origin of the γ-ray excess from the location of
Tuc-II.
As we have already reported, the excess observed from Tuc-II location is be-
low the detection threshold for Fermi-LAT. Thus we have derived the possible

1http://www.slac.stanford.edu/exp/glast/groups/canda/lat_Performance.htm
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Figure 6.11: The residual TS maps (between 500 MeV to 300 GeV) for 1◦ × 1◦

ROI centred at Tuc-II extracted from 10◦ × 10◦ ROI. The image scale for
TS map is 0.025 pixel−1. In left Fig., Tuc-II is not included in the source
model but 4FGL 2247.7-5857 and three CRATES sources are added to our
source model; in right Fig., 4FGL 2247.7-5857, Tuc-II and the three CRATES
sources are added to our source model.

upper-limit of pair-annihilation < σ v > of the DM in Tuc-II as a function of
DM mass and five annihilation channels. For our purpose, we have adopted
the values J-factor and their uncertainties from Evans et al., 2016 [124].

For this, we have analysed the larger periods of compared to other previous
works performed on Tuc-II and thus from our analysis, we can expect to
provide more stringent limits on the theoretical models. We have observed
that for median J-factor value, Tuc-II has imposed a strong constraint on
the blue points in both the mSUGRA and the MSSM model, while the un-
certainty band of Tuc-II have begun to constrain the red points. Because of
the large uncertainty band, we may not obtain any impressive limits from
Tuc-II in parameter space of (σv, mDM) but our obtained results stress that
with a more detailed understanding of the internal structure, there is a high
possibility that in future Tuc-II would provide very strong bounds on the-
oretically favoured DM models. From results show that for >100 GeV DM
mass, Tuc-II imposes a stronger bound than the limits obtained from Ret-II.
Thus, we can expect if we would have larger periods of dataset and more
detailed information of the internal structure, we should be able to reduce
the uncertainty band of Tuc-II to a possible narrow band in parameter space
of (< σ v >, mDM). Then Tuc-II might be considered as one of the most
DM dominated UFDs.

100



CHAPTER7

MULTIWAVELENGTH ANALYSIS OF
LOW SURFACE BRIGHTNESS

GALAXIES

101



CHAPTER 7. MULTIWAVELENGTH ANALYSIS OF LOW SURFACE
BRIGHTNESS GALAXIES

7.1 Low Surface Brightness Galaxy

In this chapter, we have chosen a set of low surface brightness (LSB) galaxies
which are thought to be an excellent target for indirect DM detection [230].
LSB galaxies are the diffuse galaxy whose surface brightness is nearly one or-
der of magnitude lower than our night sky. Most of the baryonic component
in LSB galaxies are in form of neutral hydrogen (HI) gas [82, 231, 232] and
that hydrogen disk is extended up to 2 to 3 times beyond the stellar disks
of LSBs [233, 234]. LSB galaxies are metal poor and are generally made of
dust free stellar disks [79] with a very considerably small amount of molecular
hydrogen gas [235]. Hence, LSB would have a negligible or very little star for-
mation rates (SFRs). The γ-ray emission resulting due to the Star formation
would not then interfere much with emission from WIMP annihilation. The
supermassive black holes or active galactic nuclei (AGN) can also be a source
of γ-rays emission but AGNs are rarely found in LSB galaxies. Thus, from
astrophysical perspective, we can consider LSB as the clean sources [230].

The measurements from their HI rotation curves [236] indicate their very
high value of mass-to-light ratio [82, 85] i.e., the contribution coming from
the stars and the luminous gas is very little compare to the total mass in
LSB. The studies obtained from the observation of rotation curve in LSB
galaxies also hint the existence of massive DM halos [237]. Even the centres
of LSB galaxies do not have any large overdensities in stellar components.
Therefore, LSB galaxies are believed to be DM-dominated even in their cen-
tres and that makes them an excellent source for the indirect search of the
DM signal [230]. For indirect detection of DM candidate, LSB galaxies hold
two primary criteria i.e., (i) very rich in DM content and (ii) do not consist of
any strong sources of γ radiation, for example, AGN and star-forming regions.

The HI rotation curves and gas kinematics of LSB galaxies are also used to re-
solve the ‘cusp-core’ problem in the CDM theory of galaxy formation [86,238].
The N-body simulation generally favours the cuspy profile for DM distribu-
tion, while for some LSB galaxies the cored profile can provide a better fit
to their central DM distribution.

Even though the LSB galaxies are very suitable targets for indirect DM
detection, because of their large distances (of the order of Mpc) they are not
widely studied. There are very few dedicated literatures which have studied
the possible γ-ray emission from LSB galaxies [230,239–241]. For our study,
we have chosen four LSB galaxies that are relatively close and have applied
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the multiwavelength approach for investigating the possible DM signal from
LSB galaxies at gamma and radio wavelengths [230].

7.2 Sample Selection:

In this section, we would give a brief introduction to our selected LSB galax-
ies [230]. They have low B-band luminosity and a large quantity of DM
contents [86]. They all are situated within the 15 Mpc heliocentric distances.
From the optical images, any intense sign of AGN activity and new star
formation have not been observed. In Table 7.1, we have mentioned some
observational results for LSB galaxies [230].

1) UGC 3371: UGC 3371, also known as DDO 039, is characterised as
the irregular dwarf galaxy. Several studies show an impressive agreement
between the rotational velocities obtained from the Hα and the HI, respec-
tively. But at the initial, rotation curve from HI disk started to arise more
steeply than the rotational curve for Hα. The overcorrection done in the
beam smearing for HI rotational curve is assumed to the reason for such dis-
crepancies [242] and thus for UGC 3371, we could not predict the exact shape
of the rotational curve. Its shape could be either linear or steep. The study
by ref. [243] showed that the rotational curve of UGC 3371 had provided
an impressive fit to the DM halo profile with the steep cusp at the centre.
Thus, for UGC 3371, the DM halo profile is consistent with the CDM pre-
diction [86].

2) UGC 11707: UGC 11707 is characterised as the spiral galaxy which
has the loosely bound broken arms originating from some individual stellar
clusters. The observational data points out the very faint bulge (Sd) at the
centre of UGC 11707. But there are not many studies on it and thus because
of the insufficient data, there are not many sample data to define its rotational
curve. But the study indicates that between Hα and HI rotational curves,
the inner rise for Hα curve is comparatively steeper [243]. The rotational
curves for UGC 11707, also indicate a discrepancy between the approaching
and receding values of rotational velocity for radius ≤ 7 kpc [243]. The DM
halo profile for UGC 11707 is consistent with the CDM prediction [86].

3) UGC 12632: UGC 12632, also known as DD0217, is characterised as
the weakly barred spiral galaxy (i.e., SABm). Its HI rotational curve follows
the uniform distribution but a distinguished high-velocity bump has been
observed from the blue portion of the Hα curve. From the velocity map of
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Table 7.1: Properties of LSB galaxies. Column I: Name of LSB galaxies;
Column II: Galactic longitude and latitude of LSB galaxies; Column III:
The adopted distance of the galaxies, based on a Hubble constant (H◦)= 75
km s−1 Mpc−1. We have obtained the value of distance for each LSB galax-
ies and their corresponding uncertainties from NASA/IPAC Extragalactic
Database; Column IV: Observed rotational velocity at last measured point
of rotational curve from van den Bosch et al., 2000; Column V: Scale length
of stellar disk from van den Bosch et al., 2000; Column VI: B band Lumi-
nosity of LSBs from OBrien et al., 2011; Column VII: Location of the last
observed data points of LSB galaxies from Swaters et al., 2009; Column VIII:
Observed HI gas masses of LSB galaxies from Swaters et al., 2002.

Name (l,b) D Vlast Rd LB Rlast MHI

[deg],[deg] (Mpc) (km s−1) (Kpc) (109 LB�) (Kpc) (108 M�)

UGC
3371

138.43,22.81 12.73+0.90
−0.90 86 3.09 1.54 10.2 12.2

UGC
11707

74.31,-15.04 14.95+1.05
−1.05 100 4.30 1.13 15.0 37.2

UGC
12632

106.77,-19.31 8.36+0.60
−0.60 76 2.57 0.86 8.53 8.7

UGC
12732

103.74,-33.98 12.38+0.87
−0.87 98 2.21 0.71 15.4 36.6

UGC 12632, a steep rise in rotational velocity has been observed near its
centre and that pattern is gradually extended to the outer region. Thus, the
observational findings, directly indicate that the DM halo profile for UGC
12632 is consistent with the CDM prediction [86].

4) UGC 12732: Like UGC 12632, UGC 12732 is also characterised as the
weakly barred spiral galaxy (i.e., SABm). The observational data indicates
that the rotational curve for both the HI and the Hα are consistent with each
other and it is observed that the DM halo profile for UGC 12732 is consistent
with the CDM prediction [86,244].
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7.3 Fermi -LAT Observation and Data Analy-
sis of LSBs

Here we have analysed nearly 9 years of Fermi-LAT data i.e., from 2008-08-04
to 2017-10-22 for our each source of targets [230]. For this purpose, we have
used the Fermi ScienceTools version, v1.2.1 1 [230]. Like our other works,
for this study we have used the source class IRF, P8R3_SOURCE_V2 2,
3 [230]. The PSF of LAT is yielding to 4◦ and 2.5◦ for energy around 500
MeV and 1 GeV, respectively4. Thus in order to reduce the possible uncer-
tainties at low energies and background contamination at high energies, we
have used the energy limits or range between 500 MeV to 300 GeV [230].
Here, we have extracted the LAT data for a 10◦ ROI for each source of inter-
est and for generating the source model for likelihood analysis, we have used
here Fermi 4FGL source catalog [130] and the most recent version of galac-
tic (gll_iem_v07.fits) and extragalactic (iso_P8R3_SOURCE_V2_v1.txt)
diffuse models [230].

In sections 6.2 and 5.2, we have already described the analysis methodology
for Fermi-LAT data.

7.3.1 Results from the Power-law Modelling

In order to check the possible astrophysical constraint from LSB galaxies,
first we have modelled them with power-law spectra for spectral index (Γ) =
2 [230].

Fig. 7.1(a,b,c,d) shows the residual fit for the four LSB galaxies [230]. In
Table 7.2, we have shown the spectral results obtained from our each LSB
galaxies [230]. From this table, we can find the best-fitted values for the
galactic and isotropic components and normalization parameter, N0 for each
galaxy. The best-fitted values for two diffuse models are close to 1 and it
strengths the reliability of our analysis method [230]. From table 7.2, we
can also check that N0 is always lower than its statistical error by at least
an order of 2. This signifies that Fermi-LAT has not observed any emission
from the location of four LSB sources [230].

1https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/software/
2https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/documentation/Cicerone/Cicerone_LAT_IRFs/IRF_overview.html
3https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/documentation/Pass8_usage.html
4https://www.slac.stanford.edu/exp/glast/groups/canda/lat_Performance.html
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(a) UGC 3371 (b) UGC 11707

(c) UGC 12632 (d) UGC 12732

Figure 7.1: We have shown the residual plots of four LSB galaxies for 10◦×10◦

ROI. We have modelled them with the power law spectrum for Γ = 2.

Next, we have estimated the upper limits of γ-ray flux by profile likelihood
method [154, 155, 230]. In Table 7.3, we have shown the flux upper limits in
95% C.L.for energy ranges between 500 MeV to 300 GeV.

Table 7.2: The Best-Fit value for the normalization parameter of LSB, diffuse
galactic and isotropic components.

LSB Galactic Isotropic N0 × 10−5

Galaxies Component Component
cm−2s−1MeV −1 cm−2s−1MeV −1 cm−2s−1MeV −1

UGC 3371 0.95± 0.011 0.95± 0.035 (6.29± 21.55)× 10−8

UGC
11707

0.92± 0.001 1.06± 0.001 (0.1099± 6.06)× 10−7

UGC
12632

0.93± 0.011 1.09± 0.05 (0.334± 5.82)× 10−6

UGC
12732

0.97± 0.001 1.004± 0.017 (0.12± 2.30)× 10−8
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Table 7.3: The γ-ray flux upper limits in 95% C.L. of LSB galaxies.

LSB galaxies E > 500 MeV
(cm−2s−1)

UGC 3371 2.43× 10−10

UGC 11707 3.22× 10−10

UGC 12732 3.54× 10−10

UGC 12632 3.06× 10−10

7.4 A theoretical Framework to Estimate γ-ray
Flux from Pair-annihilation of WIMPs In
Case of LSB Galaxies

7.4.1 Modelling with NFW Density Profile

We have used the NFW density profile [116] for modelling the DM distribu-
tion in LSB galaxies. The rotational curves for our selected LSB galaxies are
consistent with the λCDM prediction [86, 242, 245] and their observational
data obtained from the ref. [86, 242, 245] shows that the cuspy profile can
provide a good fit to the central region of LSBs. For our J-factor calculation,
we have taken the necessary parameters from ref. [86]. The expression of the
NFW density profile is [87, 116]

ρ(r) =
ρsr

3
s

r(rs + r)2
(7.1)

where, ρs and rs are the characteristic density and scale radius, respectively
and r is the distance from the center of the LSB galaxy. In order to obtain
the value of ρs and rs, we have used the following relations [230]:

The expression of the ρs is [246,247]:

ρs = ρ0
cδchar (7.2)

where, δchar is the fitting parameter and ρ0
c is the critical density of Universe.

For our calculation, we have adopted the Hubble constant ofH0=75 km s−1Mpc−1

= 100h km s−1Mpc−1 from Ref. [86] and thus ρ0
c can be expressed as ρ0

c =
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2.78h−1 × 1011 M�
(h−1Mpc)3

.

The expression of the δchar is:

δchar =
vc3g(c)

3
(7.3)

where,

g(c) =
1

ln(1 + c)− c/(1 + c)
(7.4)

In Eqs. 7.3 & 7.4, c is the concentration parameter that defines the shape of
the density profile and the value of the virial overdensity, v is assumed to be
≈ 178 [86].

Rvir (or we can say r200) is the virial radius at which mean density is 200
times of present critical density (ρ0

c) of our Universe. The circular velocity
at Rvir is defined as [86,246]

V200 =
Rvir

h−1
(7.5)

The expression of scale radius is [86]:

rs =
Rvir

c
(7.6)

Thus, using the Eqs. 7.2 to 7.6, we can derive ρs and rs.

For our case, we have taken θmin = 0◦ and θmax = sin−1
(

Rvir

d

)
[230]. The

J-factor allows us to estimate the annihilation rate from LSB galaxies for
theoretical favored DM models.

In Table 7.4, we have mentioned some necessary parameters for estimating
the J-factors from Eq. 2.7 [230]. We have adopted the value of c, V200 from
ref. [86].

In Table 7.4, we have shown the uncertainty associated with the J-factors.
For deriving the uncertainties in J-factor, we have taken the distribution of
distance (d) and concentration parameter (c) mentioned in Table 7.4 and
have developed an algorithm to find the limiting values of the J-factor in a
2σ limit by a Monte Carlo method [230]. As the concentration parameter
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Table 7.4: The necessary parameter values for calculating the J-factor from
Eq. 2.7 (h0 = 0.75).

Galaxy Distance c V200 θmax J factor
name Mpc km s−1 ◦ ×1016 GeV 2

cm5

UGC
3371

12.73+0.90
−0.90 14.5+14.6

−10.2 69.8 0.42 0.739+2.87
−0.63

UGC
11707

14.95+1.05
−1.05 14.7+14.6

−10.3 66.9 0.34 0.485+1.85
−0.42

UGC
12632

8.36+0.60
−0.60 15.6+15.5

−10.9 51.4 0.47 0.795+3.25
−0.716

UGC
12732

12.38+0.87
−0.87 14.3+14.4

−10 73.3 0.45 0.880+3.40
−0.75

1548 A. Charbonnier et al.

Figure B1. Sketch of the integration regions contributing to the J-factor:
shown are the full integration region (vertical hatched) or a subregion (cross-
hatched) used for the toy calculations. The letter O shows the observer
position, αint is the integration angle, d is the distance from the dSph and
Rvir is its virial radius.

region) so that a numerical integration is required in general.
However, a reasonable approximation for estimating the depen-

dence of J on the parameters of the problem, that is, the distance
from the dSph d, the integration angle αint, and the profile parame-
ters ρs, rs and γ , is to consider only the volume within the radius

rαint = d × sin(αint) ≈ d × αint, (B1)

where the approximation is valid for typical integration angles αint �
0.◦1. This volume corresponds to the spherical cross-hatched region
in Fig. B1.

The toy model proposed below to calculate J allows us to cross-
check the results of the numerical integration for both the smooth
and the subclump contributions. We find that the model is accurate
enough up to a factor of 2 for γ = 0 and γ > 0.5, so can be used
for gross estimates of any signal from a DM clump.

B1 For the smooth distribution

About 90 per cent of the clump luminosity is usually contained in
a few rs, whatever the profile. The consequences are twofold: first,
as can be read off Table 2, rs/d � 1, so that the J-factor amounts to
a point-like contribution

Jpoint-like = 4π

d2

� min(rαint ,rs)

0
r2ρ2(r)dr. (B2)

Secondly, it means that equation (6) for the profile can be simplified
into the approximate expression

ρapprox(r) =

⎧
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

ρsat if r ≤ rsat;

ρs ×
�

r

rs

�−γ

if rsat < r ≤ rs;

0 otherwise.

(B3)

However, for all applications of our toy model, we will keep γ <

3/2, so that the saturation density above is never reached in the
dSphs considered below.

Various regimes. The approximate formulae for J are obtained
by combining equations (B2) and (B3):

Japprox = 4π

d2

� min(rαint ,rs)

0
r2ρ2

approx(r)dr. (B4)

Using equation (B1), this leads to

Japprox = 4π

d2

ρ2
s r2γ

s

3 − 2γ
[min(rαint , rs)]

3−2γ . (B5)

This formula gives satisfactory results for cuspy profiles (see be-
low), but has to be modified in the following cases:

(i) If rαint � rs, the integration region encompasses rs. The (1,
3, γ ) profiles decrease faster than r−γ for r ∼ rs; hence, integrating
the toy model up to rs is bound to overshoot the true result. We thus
stop the integration at the radius rx such that ρ true(rx) = ρapprox(rx)/x,
that is,

rx = rs[x
1/(3−γ ) − 1] .

Taking x = 2 gives a satisfactory fit to the full numerical calculation
(see below).

(ii) If rαint � rs and γ = 0, the integration can be performed
analytically up to Rvir and is used instead.

(iii) If rαint � rs and γ = 0, the profile is constant, and integrating
on the cross-hatched region (instead of the vertical hatched one, see
Fig. B1) undershoots the true result. A better approximation is to
integrate on a conic section. For the same reason as given for the
first item, we replace rs by rx (with x = 2) in the calculation of the
cone volume.

Resulting formula. To summarize, the final toy-model formula
proposed for the smooth contribution of the dSph is

Jtoy = 4πρ2
s

d2
×

⎧
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

r2γ
s

min(rx, rαint )
3−2γ

3 − 2γ
if γ > 0;

[I (rαint ) − I (0)] if γ = 0, rαint > rx ;

r2
αint

rs

2
if γ = 0, rαint < rx ;

(B6)

where

rαint = αintd,

rx = rs[x
1/(3−γ ) − 1],

I (x) = −r6
s (r2

s + 5rsx + 10x2)/[30(rs + x)5].

(B7)

Toy model versus numerical integration. Finally, we check the
validity of this toy model by confronting it with the full numerical
integration. Various inner slopes γ of the profile are considered, as
provided in Table 1. Defining the critical distance dcrit for which the
dSph is fully encompassed by the integration region, that is,

dcrit = rs

αint
,

we find dcrit ∼ 50 and 500 kpc for rs = 0.1 and 1 kpc, respectively
(the integration range is αint = 0.◦1). If rx is used instead of rs, this
distance is even smaller. This allows us to test the toy model for
the two regimes. The result is shown in Fig. B2. The symbols show
the full numerical integration, while the lines show the toy-model
calculations.

For profiles steeper than 0.5, the agreement is better than a factor
of 2 for all distances. For flatter profiles, the toy model only gives
results within an order of magnitude. However, for γ = 0, the fix
applied to the toy model allows to regain the correct results within
a factor of 2.

Hence, given the current uncertainties on the profiles, the set of
formulae (B7) and (B7) can safely be used for quick inspection of
the J value of any profile with an inner slope γ of 0, or greater
than 0.5.

B2 For the subclump distribution

The influence of DM substructures on the γ -ray production has been
widely discussed in the literature. These substructures may enhance
the detectability by boosting the γ -ray signal. In this appendix, we
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Figure 7.2: The diagram of the toy model for calculating J-factor.

for LSB galaxies lies within asymmetrical limits, we have considered asym-
metric normal distribution about the mean with two different values of the
standard deviation on each side of the mean [230]. We have first generated
random numbers for the user-defined distribution and then by performing
the Smirnov Transform on a set of uniformly distributed random numbers,
we have generated the uncertainty limits of J-factor for 2σ or 95% C.L. [230].

7.4.2 J-factor Derived from the Toy Model

In this section, we have predicted the J-factor for LSB galaxies by using the
toy model proposed by Charbonnier et al, 2011 [248]. The sole purpose of
using the toy model is to check the reliability of our derived value for J-factor
from Eq. 2.7. In Fig. 7.2, we have shown the sketch of the toy model for J-
factor calculation [248]. The vertical hatched region denotes the contribution
from integration, while the cross-hatched region refers to the toy model.
In Fig. 7.2, d is the distance to LSB galaxy from the observer and αint defines
the angle for integration where, rαint = d sinαint. The toy model assumes
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Table 7.5: J-factor obtained from the integration method and the Toy model
for h0=0.75.

Galaxy Integration
method

Toy model

name (GeV2/cm5) (GeV2/cm5)
UGC 3371 0.739+2.87

−0.63 × 1016 0.918+3.47
−0.82 × 1016

UGC 11707 0.485+1.85
−0.42 × 1016 0.603+2.20

−0.54 × 1016

UGC 12632 0.795+3.08
−0.68 × 1016 0.987+3.84

−0.88 × 1016

UGC 12732 0.880+3.40
−0.75 × 1016 1.09+4.37

−0.97 × 1016

that roughly 90% of the clump luminosity might contain in scale radius, rs
and they do not have any direct dependence on the DM density profile. We
can rewrite the Eq.7.1 as:

ρapprox = ρsrs/r for rsat < r ≤ rs (7.7)

where, rsat is the saturation distance. The corresponding approximate form
of J-factor is:

Japprox =
4π

d2

∫ min[rαint ,rs]

0

ρ2
approxr

2 dr

=
4π

d2
ρ2
sr

2
s(min[rαint

, rs]). (7.8)

If rαint & rs, the density profile falls faster than 1/r for r ∼ rs. The the toy
model advised us stop the integration at rx where, ρtrue = ρapprox

x
, x = 2 and

rx = rs[
√

2− 1] [248].

Japprox =
4π

d2
ρ2
sr

2
s(min[rx, rαint

]). (7.9)

The comparison between the J-values obtained from the toy model and in-
tegration method has been shown in Table 7.5 [230]. Charbonnier et al,
2011 [248], proposed that the difference in the J values obtaining from these
above-mentioned methods should lie within the factor of 2 and from Ta-
ble 7.5, it is clear that our results are consistent [230] with the study done
by Ref. [248]

7.4.3 Constraints on the Annihilation Cross-section

In this section, we have studied the possible γ-ray flux upper limits in 95%
C.L. resulting from WIMP annihilation and its relative thermally averaged
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Figure 7.3: The γ-ray flux upper limits of all four LSB galaxies for three
pair annihilation channels, such as: (a) the 100% bb, (b) the 100% τ+τ−,
(c) the 100% µ+µ−. (d) It shows the variation of γ-ray flux upper limits for
UGC 12632 with DM mass, mDM for four annihilation channels. We have
considered the median J-factor value from Table 7.4.
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Figure 7.4: The < σ v > upper limit of all four LSB galaxies for three
annihilation channels, such: (a) the 100% bb, (b) the 100% τ+τ−, (c) the
100% µ+µ−. (d) It shows the variation of the upper limits on < σ v >
for UGC 12632 with DM mas,mDM for four annihilation channels. We have
considered the median J-factor value from Table 7.4.
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Figure 7.5: The variation of < σv > upper limits in 95% C.L. with mDM

for bb annihilation channels of four LSB galaxies is shown in the plane of
(mDM , < σv >) for the median value of J-factor along with the uncertainties.
The shaded region refers to the uncertainty of the DM profiles for our LSB
galaxies.

pair-annihilation cross-section < σv > as a function of DM mass (mDM) and
WIMP annihilation final states (f) [230] for each LSB galaxy using the DM-
Fit tool [121, 122] and for that purpose, we have chosen four WIMP pair
annihilation final states (f), such as, 100% bb, 100% τ+τ−, 100% µ+µ− and
100% W+W−, respectively [25].

In Figs. 7.3 (a,b,c) and 7.4 (a,b,c), we have displayed the γ-ray flux and
the < σ v > upper limits as a function of DM mass, mDM for three pair
annihilation channels, respectively, while in Figs. 7.3 (d) and 7.4 (d), we
have presented the variation for UGC 12632 [230]. From Fig. 7.3(d), we
find that at high energies where, the diffuse background is comparatively
less, µ+µ− and τ+τ− channels provide the best γ-ray flux limits [230]. From
fig. 7.3(d), we can also notice that at around 1 TeV DM mass, the gamma-ray
flux upper limits for four annihilation channels varies within a factor of 2,
whereas for low DM mass, this variation is increased to a factor of 4 [230].
All our sources show the same nature, thus in figs. 7.3(d) and 7.4(d), we have
only shown the result for UGC 12632. For obtaining the Figs 7.3 and 7.4,
we have used the median J values (see Table 7.4) [230].
From Fig. 7.5, we have shown the variation of < σv > in 95% C.L. with
mDM for median value of J-factor and its 2σ C.L. uncertainties [230]. We
have only considered the 100% bb annihilation channel because for gamma-
ray analysis, they put the most stringent limits on the parameter space of
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Figure 7.6: The variation of < σv > upper limits in 95% C.L. with mDM for
bb annihilation channels of four LSB galaxies is shown in the plane of (mDM ,
< σv >) for the median value of J-factor. The relic abundance cross-section
rate i.e., 2.2 × 10−26 cm3 s−1 derived by Steigman et al., 2012 and the
combined < σv > upper limits obtained from the Fermi-LAT analysis of 15
dSphs by Ackermann et al., 2015 are overplotted here.

the (<σ v>, mDM). From Fig. 7.5, it is evident that LSB galaxies impose
large uncertainty on the parameter space of the (<σ v>, mDM) and the un-
certainty bands for all LSB galaxies are overlapping with each other [230].
Thus, from this plot, we won’t be able to favour one LSB galaxies between
all four [230]. The very low rate of star formation and poor nuclear activity
are considered as the primary reasons for the large uncertainties associated
with the DM distribution in LSB galaxies.

Next, we have performed a comparative study between the < σv > limits
obtained from the LSB galaxies with the limits derived by the Ackermann et
al. [185] and the same is shown in Fig. 7.6 [230]. The limits obtained from
Ackermann et al. [185] performed the analysis on 15 dSphs with six years of
LAT data. In Fig. 7.6, we have also compared the limits from LSB galax-
ies with the thermal relic cross-section rate estimated by Steigman et al. [219].

In Fig. 7.6, the thermal cross-section rate obtained by the study of Steigman
et al. [219] is denoted by the blue “dot-dashed ”line while the < σv > limits
derived by Ackermann et al. [185] is represented by the red “dotted” line.
From Fig. 7.6, it is clear that the < σv > limits obtained from our four LSB
galaxies are roughly 3 orders of magnitude weaker than the limits achieved
by the Ackermann et al. [185] and the Steigman et al. [219]. In our next
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section, we would estimate the stacking limits for LSB galaxies [230].

7.4.4 Stacking Analysis

In Section 7.4.3, we have estimated the < σv > upper limits for individ-
ual LSB galaxies and from Fig. 7.6, we have checked that the individual
< σv > limits are around 3 orders of magnitude weaker [230] than the limits
estimated by the combined analysis of Ackermann et al. [185] and the anni-
hilation rate for relic abundances derived by Steigman et al. [219]. In this
section, in order to increase the sensitivity of the limits, we have preferred
to derive the stacking limits on the individual < σv > limits obtained from
each LSB galaxies [230]. In Chapter 4, we have already discussed the formal-
ism for stacking likelihood function. For this work, to estimate the stacking
limits, we have used the Eq. 4.11.

The J-factor provides a rough estimation on WIMP signal coming from the
DM rich sources, thus the stacking analysis would be able to generate a more
stringent result than the limits obtained from any individual LSB galaxy
[230]. Even for the combined analysis, we have not observed any gamma-
ray emission from the location of LSB. Thus we have computed the < σv >
upper limits in 95% C.L. by the delta-likelihood method [230]. In Fig. 7.7(a),
we have shown the < σv > upper limits as a function of mDM obtained from
the stacking analysis and have compared it with the individual limits of LSB
galaxies for 100% bb final state. From Fig. 7.7(b), we can find the comparison
between the stacking < σv > limits for LSBs and the < σv > limits taken
from Ackermann et al. [185] with the thermal annihilation rate from Steigman
et al. [219]. For Fig. 7.7(b), the 2σ uncertainty band associated with stacking
limits of < σv > has been displayed [230].
From Fig. 7.7, it is evident that the stacking limit of < σ v > has been
improved by a factor of ≈ 4 from the individual limit obtained from LSB
galaxies, but it is still nearly two orders of magnitude weaker [230] than the
limits obtained from Ackermann et al. [185] and Steigman et al. [219].

We may then conclude that at present due to low J-values (roughly 2-3 orders
weaker than the standard values for dSphs/UFDs), the γ-ray < σv > limits
obtained for the LSB galaxies, are unable to produce any stringent limits on
the theoretical WIMP models. But in the future, the next generation optical
surveys such as Large Synoptic Survey Telescope (LSST) are designed to
discover many new LSB galaxies. Thus, the constraint limits on theoretical
DM models obtained from LSB galaxies might improve significantly.
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Figure 7.7: (a) The comparison between the upper limits on < σv > obtained
from LSB for the stacking analysis and the < σv > limits obtained from
individual LSB for the 100% bb annihilation channel. b) The comparison
between the upper limits on < σv > obtained from LSB for the stacking
analysis and the relic abundance cross-section rate i.e., 2.2 × 10−26 cm3 s−1

derived by Steigman et al., 2012 and the combined < σv > upper limits
obtained from the Fermi-LAT analysis of 15 dSphs by Ackermann et al., 2015.
The shaded region refers to the uncertainty associated with the stacking
limits.
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Figure 7.8: The multiwavelength SED of four LSB galaxies for three DM
annihilation final states, such as the bb (solid), the τ+τ− (dashed) and the
µ+µ− (dotted). We have considered mDM=100 GeV , B0 = 1µG and D0=3×
1028 (cm2s−1).

7.4.5 Possible Radio Constraint Obtained from LSB Galax-
ies

In the earlier section, we find that with γ-ray data, LSB galaxies could not
impose strong limits on DM models. Thus, in this section, we have tried
to investigate the radio emission that might come from the WIMP annihila-
tion [230].

In order to estimate the radio and the X-ray emission resulting from the DM
annihilation, we have solved the diffusion equation for the secondary electron
spectrum (Eq. 2.11). In chapter 2, we have already defined the formulation
for the radio and the X-ray emission through DM annihilation [136,137].

Here, we have used a publicly accessible code, RX-DMFIT [138]. This code
is an extension of the DMFit tool [121,122] that we have earlier used to inves-
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Figure 7.9: The variation of the multiwavelength SED of UGC 12632 for (a)
four values of B0, (b) three values of D0 and (c) four values of γD. We have
considered mDM=100 GeV, B0 = 1µG, D0=3×1028 (cm2s−1) and have fixed
the thermal averaged < σv >) to 3× 1026 cm3s−1.
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tigate the DM signal from γ-ray data. With the RX-DMFIT code, it might
be possible to predict the flux limits from the radio and the X-ray emis-
sion resulting from the secondary charged particles which are assumed to be
generated from the DM annihilation. For radio analysis, we have modelled
the DM density distribution of LSB galaxies with the NFW profile [230]. In
order to calculate the source term for DM signal i.e., Qe (check Eq. 2.11),
RX-DMFIT tools uses the set of Fortran packages from the DarkSUSY v5.1.2
which is designed to estimate the e+/e− injection spectrum per DM annihi-
lation event (i.e.,

∑
f

dNe
f

dE
Bf ) for any approved range of DM masses and DM

annihilation final states [230].

RX-DMFIT gives us access to customize the wide range of parameter sets
for the astrophysical and the particle components [138]. With this code, we
can check how does the diffusion mechanism, magnetic field, DM distribution
etc. can possibly affect the radio and the X-ray emission from LSB galaxies.

As we already mentioned in sections 7.1 and 7.2, there are not many ob-
servational studies on the LSB galaxies and thus it is difficult to preciously
have any information on their magnetic fields and diffusion mechanism. But
fortunately, the systematics of the dSphs are not very different from the
LSB galaxies, so for our calculation, we have used the values of diffusion
constant (D0) and magnetic field (B) that are generally favoured for the
dSphs [230]. We have defined the diffusion coefficients of the LSB galaxies
by the Kolmogorov form (i.e., D(E) = D0Eγ) where, the diffusion zone i.e.,
rh is assumed to be equal to the 2 × Rlast (see Table 7.1). We have also fixed
the values of D0 and γD at 3 × 10−28 cm−2 s−1 and 0.3, respectively [230].
For LSB galaxies, there is no such detailed study on the distribution of the
magnetic field and thus we do not have any knowledge on the spatial exten-
sion of their magnetic fields [230]. Thus we have used the exponential form
to define the magnetic field of the LSBs. The expression for magnetic field is,
B(r) = B0 e

−r
rc , where, we have fixed the B0 at 1µG [249] and rc defines the

core radius of the LSB which is equal to the rd (see Table 7.1) [230]. Here,
we have also fixed the < σv > at the 3× 10−26cm3s−1. In Table 7.6, we have
shown all the parameter values that we have used for our radio analysis [230].

Using the parameter set mentioned in Table 7.6, we have tried to predict the
spectral energy distribution i.e., SED in multiwavelength range for all four
LSB galaxies at 100 GeV of DM mass [230]. From Fig. 7.8, we can find
the SED plots for three DM annihilation channels, where, the synchrotron
emission is defined by ‘Sync’ and the IC emission due to starlight and CMB
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Table 7.6: The parameter set used as the input of RX-DMFIT tool.

Galaxy d rh D0 γD B0 rc ρs rs
Mpc Kpc cm2s−1 µG Kpc GeV

cm3 kpc
UGC
3371

13.1 20.4 3× 1028 0.3 1 3.09 0.5725 6.5151

UGC
11707

15.4 30.0 3× 1028 0.3 1 4.30 0.5875 6.2529

UGC
12632

8.59 17.06 3× 1028 0.3 1 2.57 0.6825 4.5223

UGC
12732

12.72 30.8 3× 1028 0.3 1 2.21 0.5676 6.5556

photons are defined by ‘IC SL’ and ‘IC CMB’, respectively [230]. The SED
plots that we have shown in Fig.7.8 are dependent on our choice of parameter
sets. So, next, we would try to find how the SED plot would be affected by
changing the astrophysical parameters [230]. In Fig. 7.9, we have shown the
variation of SED plots with B0, D0 and γD and for our purpose, we have only
chosen UGC 12632 and bb final state [230]. From Fig. 7.9(a), it is evident
that the magnetic field has the direct impact on the synchrotron emission
and high B field would increase the emission, while the IC emission is not
much affected by the variation of B field [230]. Next, from Fig. 7.9(b), we
can find that both synchrotron and IC emission are strongly dependent on
the D0 [230]. Last, from Fig. 7.9(c), we can check how SED would vary with
changing the γD. Here we would like to mention that γD is associated with
the Kolmogorov form of diffusion coefficient [230].
With RX-DMFIT tool, from observed X-ray or radio flux density, it would
be possible to estimate the corresponding < σv > as a function of mDM and
WIMP annihilation channels [230]. The star formation rate in LSB galax-
ies are extremely low and that makes them an ideal room for examining
the radio emission which might dominantly come from the DM annihila-
tion/decay [230]. For our purpose, we have taken the observed value of
radio flux density for all LSB galaxies from the NVSS survey [250]. NVSS
is the ‘NRAO VLA Sky Survey’ which has performed a sky survey at the
frequency(ν)= 1.4 GHz. The Very Large Array (VLA) is located in south-
western New Mexico. It has the 27 elements of the interferometric array
which generates the radio images of the sky for a very broad range of reso-
lutions and frequencies. The spatial size of the NVSS images5 around UGC

5https://www.cv.nrao.edu/nvss/
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Table 7.7: The radio flux density limit obtained from the NVSS at frequency
1.4 GHz.

Galaxy Observed Flux density in
mJy

UGC 3371 < 0.45 mJy
UGC 11707 1.17 mJy
UGC 12632 < 0.45 mJy
UGC 12732 < 0.45 mJy

3371, UGC 11707, UGC 12632 and UGC 12732 are 185.40", 300.70", 66.00"
and 307.70", respectively. But except UGC 11707, other three LSB galaxies
only provide the upper limits of the radio flux density. The flux limits from
the NVSS survey are shown in Table 7.7 [230].
Before proceeding to our next analysis, we would like to report that the sig-
nal observed from the location of UGC 11707 is roughly less than 3σ and for
data analysis, such faint emission is assumed to be mostly originated from
the fluctuation in some unknown astrophysical sources. Thus a more sen-
sitive survey at ν=1.4 GHz is needed to examine the real nature of signal
coming from the location of UGC 11707. Thus, for our analysis, even though
UGC 11707 produces the physical flux limits, we have performed the same
method for all our targets.

By using the VLA data (mentioned in Table 7.7) we have estimated the
< σv > limits as the function of mDM for three annihilation channels and
the relevant plot is shown in Fig. 7.10 [230]. From Fig. 7.10(a), we can find
that for radio data τ+τ− and µ+µ− final states provide the more stringent
limits than bb [230]. But from γ-ray data (see Fig. 7.4(d)), bb final state put
the most stringent limits. Theoretically most of the bb final state first annihi-
lates to the π◦ and they decays to γ-ray photons, while τ+τ− and µ+µ− final
states (i.e., leptonic channel) mostly decay to the e+/e− [230]. Hence, for
gamma-ray analysis, bb annihilation channel is expected to produce stronger
limits than leptonic channels but for radio analysis, we would get the reverse
result [230]. For Figs. 7.10 (b,c,d), The comparison between the radio < σv >
limits with the limits obtained from the γ-ray analysis (from sections 7.4.2
and 7.4.3) for three annihilation final states has been shown in Figs. 7.10
(b,c,d) [230]. For Fig. 7.10, we have used the other necessary parameter val-
ues from Table 7.6. For Fig. 7.10, we have not considered the uncertainty
associated with radio and gamma-ray limits and for now, we can observe
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Figure 7.10: (a) The limits on < σv > by using radio flux density obtained
from the NVSS images and for three annihilation channels are shown here.
The (a) solid, dashed and dot-dashed linestyle denote the bb, the τ+τ− and
theµ+µ− channels, respectively. Comparison of the radio < σv > limits
obtained from NVSS data with γ-ray < σv > limits obtained from the indi-
vidual and the stacked analysis for (b) the bb, (c) the τ+τ− and (d) the µ+µ−

annihilation channels. we have chosen the NFW profile.We have considered
mDM=100 GeV, B0 = 1µG, D0=3×1028 (cm2s−1) and have fixed the thermal
averaged < σv > to 3× 1026 cm3s−1. Like (a), the same linestyles have been
used for (b), (c) and (d).
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Figure 7.11: The uncertainties associated with the < σv > limits obtained
from NVSS images for (a) the bb, (b) the τ+τ− and (c) the µ+µ− final states
are shown here. The radio limits for each annihilation channels are compared
with the uncertainty band associated with γ-ray stacking limits for bb. The
shaded region between dashed lines displays the uncertainty band for radio
limits, while the shaded region between solid lines shows the uncertainty
band for γ-ray stacking limits.
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Figure 7.12: The flux density predicted for our LSB galaxies that annihilates
into the bb, the µ+µ− and the τ+τ− channels. we have chosen the NFW pro-
file.We have considered mDM=100 GeV, B0 = 1µG, D0=3 × 1028 (cm2s−1)
and have fixed the thermal averaged < σv > to 3 × 1026 cm3s−1. We have
overplotted the SKA sensitivity curve for its 10, 100 and 1000 hours of ob-
servation time with the dashed, the dotted and the dot-dashed black curves,
respectively.
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that for 100 GeV DM mass, the radio data might provide the stronger limits
than gamma-ray [230]. For the µ+µ− channel, the radio limits even provide
nearly 2 orders of the more stringent limits than the stacking < σv > limits
for Fermi-LAT data [230].

Next we would try to check the uncertainty associated with the radio < σv >
limits for LSB galaxies [230]. As we already mentioned that there is not much
detailed study for our selected LSB galaxies and thus with the inadequate
kinematics data of LSB galaxies, they can produce the large uncertainty
bands [230]. For radio data, we have estimated the uncertainty band in 2σ
C.L. and then compared the radio limits with the stacked limits obtained
from the gamma-ray data for bb (Fig. 7.11) [230]. For gamma-ray data, we
have chosen the bb final states as this channel produces the strongest limits,
while for radio data we have shown the uncertainty band associated with
UGC 12632 for bb (Fig. 7.11 (a)), τ+τ− (Fig. 7.11 (b)) and µ+µ− (Fig. 7.11
(c)) final states [230]. Now, from Fig. 7.11, we can observe that for LSB
galaxies the magnitude of the uncertainty band associated to radio < σv >
is at the order of 2 and for each annihilation channels uncertainty band
corresponding to both radio and gamma-ray data is overlapping with each
other [230]. Unlike the Fig. 7.10, whenever we would consider the uncertainty
band, it would not be possible for us to strongly favour the radio analysis
over gamma-ray. Our result at best shows that radio and gamma-ray limits
are competitive with each other [230].

We next have tried to explore whether, with Square Kilometre Array (i.e.,
SKA), it would be possible to detect any radio emission from LSB galax-
ies [230]. SKA is the next generation radio telescope and because of its wide
F.O.V and resolution [251], we expect that from next decade SKA would be
able to explore many resolved problems in cosmology. Searching for the DM
signal would be one of the most intriguing parts of it [252].

We have predicted the possible flux density S(ν) for each LSB galaxies in
a form of synchrotron emission with RX-DMFIT tool [230]. In Fig. 7.12,
we have shown the variation of S(ν) with frequency (ν) for three WIMP
annihilation channels and have compared it with the sensitivity curve of
SKA for its 10, 100 and 1000 hours of observations [230]. From Fig. 7.12
(a,b,c,d), we find that it might be possible for SKA to detect the radio
emission from the LSB galaxies, especially with its 1000 hours of sensitivity
curve [230]. In Fig. 7.9, we have presented how does the ‘Sync’ SED depend
on the astrophysical parameters, especially on the B and the D [230]. Hence,
accurate knowledge on B, D and DM density distribution is very necessary.
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Table 7.8: J-factors derived for three DM density profiles at h0 = 0.75.

Galaxy
name

Density Profile J-factor (GeV2/cm5)

UGC NFW 0.739+2.87
−0.63 × 1016

3371 ISO 0.188+0.775
−0.169 × 1016

BURKERT 0.385+1.594
−0.346 × 1016

UGC NFW 0.485+1.85
−0.42 × 1016

11707 ISO 0.123+0.501
−0.110 × 1016

BURKERT 0.253+1.03
−0.227 × 1016

UGC NFW 0.795+3.08
−0.68 × 1016

12632 IS0 0.202+0.835
−0.182 × 1016

BURKERT 0.414+1.717
−0.373 × 1016

UGC NFW 0.880+3.40
−0.75 × 1016

12732 ISO 0.223+0.919
−0.1997 × 1016

BURKERT 0.459+1.888
−0.411 × 1016

Otherwise, we could not strongly state whether SKA would be able to detect
any positive signal from LSB. Thus our study, at best, hints that SKA would
definitely play a very major part to investigate the radio emission (most
possibly from DM annihilation) [230].

7.4.6 Comparison between the NFW, Burkert and Pseudo
Isothermal Density Profiles

In this section, we have done a comparative study between three popular
density profiles, i.e., between NFW [116], Pseudo Isothermal (ISO) [118] and
Burkert (BURK) profile [117, 253]. For examining the distribution of the
DM, two types of profiles are widely used in the literatures. Those are cuspy
(e.g. NFW) and cored-like (e.g. BURK, ISO) profiles. N-body simulation
results strongly support the cuspy-like distribution of DM distribution, while
the observational study i.e., the rotational curves for several irregulars and
dwarf galaxy favour the cored profile [230]. This problem is known as the
“cuspy-core” problem. Before presenting the comparison between three den-
sity profiles, we would like to mention that for our sources we have preferred
to use the NFW profile [230]. Because the available rotational curves for our
LSB galaxies showed that the NFW profile produced an acceptable fit to the
rotational curves [86, 242, 245] and their study was not able to differentiate
between the 1/r cusps and constant cores.
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Figure 7.13: (a) The upper limit on the γ-ray flux for three different density
profiles. (b) The comparison between the upper limits on the < σv > for
three density profiles estimated for the median value of J-factor along with
the uncertainty. The shaded region refers to the uncertainty in the DM
density for LSB galaxies. In both figures, we have chosen UGC 12632 that
annihilates into the bb channel.

The mathematical form of these three DM density profiles are described in
Chapter 2. Using the Eqs. 2.1, 2.2, 2.3 and 2.7, we have calculated the J-
factors of UGC 12632 for all three profiles. The values are mentioned in
Table 7.8. We can notice that, among three density profiles, NFW produces
the largest J-factor [230].

Next, we have estimated the γ-ray flux upper limits and the correspond-
ing < σv > limits for three density profiles. The J-factors of UGC 12632
has been taken from Table 7.8 and for our purpose, in Fig. 7.13 we have
shown the result for bb final state [230]. In Fig 7.13 (a), we have shown the
gamma-ray flux upper limits for three density profiles. The flux upper limits
have no direct dependence on the J-factor, so from for all three profiles, we
have obtained the same order of flux limits [230]. In Fig. 7.13 (b), we have
displayed the < σv > upper limits along with its 2σ uncertainty band for
three DM density profiles [230]. From this figure, we could notice that the
uncertainty band for each profile are overlapping and thus without reducing
the uncertainty band, from this Fig. 7.13 (b) we could not comment which
density profile can produce the most stringent limit in the space of (mDM ,
< σv >) [230].
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7.5 The Future of LSB Galaxies for Dark Mat-
ter Searches and the Impact of the CTA

It is much expected that from next decade, the Cherenkov Telescope Array
(in short CTA) would come as the most advanced and sensitive γ-ray tele-
scope for high-energies. CTA would study the γ rays between 20 GeV to 300
TeV energy range and because of its large angular resolution (say around 2 arc
minutes) and improved energy resolution (much below than ∼10%), it might
be possible for CTA to detect the γ rays even from a very weak and distant
target. CTA has very wide F.O.V (for small and medium sized telescopes it
is around ∼ 8 degree) and the encouraging part of this instrument is that
its effective area would increase with energies. Thus all of those quantities
make CTA the foremost sensitive comparing to all or any currently working
space-based and ground-based telescopes and that also gives us a hope that
in future it might be possible for CTA to identify the DM signals.

For our work, we would like to check whether in the future CTA can detect
any emission from the LSB galaxies and for that purpose we have compared
the differential flux of LSB galaxies obtained from the Fermi-LAT with the
sensitivity curve of CTA [230]. Our adopted CTA sensitivity curve ( [254]) is
derived from the point-like sources where, they are modelled with the power-
law function and have the 5σ significance for 50 hours of CTA observation.
For Fermi-LAT we have used the sensitivity curve for 10 years of LAT ob-
servation for the high-Galactic-latitude sources 6. The sensitivity curve for
the Fermi-LAT is also estimated for the point-like sources that are modelled
with the power law and have the 5σ detection significance7.

The comparison between the differential flux for all LSBs with the sensitivity
curves for CTA and Fermi-LAT instruments are shown in Fig. 7.14 [230]. In
order to estimate the differential fluxes for LSB galaxies, they were mod-
elled with the power-law spectrum for Γ=2 (see section 7.3.1) [230]. From
Fig. 7.14, it is quite evident that between the energy range of 100 GeV to 1
TeV, CTA might be able to observe the emission from LSB galaxies. This is
the really very intriguing part of this study but we should also keep in mind
that from Fig. 7.14 we can only hint that above 100 GeV with the 50 hours of
observation there are chances that CTA would detect the emission from LSB
galaxies [230]. But that emission can either come from any astrophysical
sources or from the DM annihilation. A detailed simulation study is needed

6http://www.slac.stanford.edu/exp/glast/groups/canda/lat_Performance.html
7http://www.slac.stanford.edu/exp/glast/groups/canda/lat_Performance.html
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Figure 7.14: The comparison of the differential γ-ray flux obtained from our
LSB galaxies with the detection-sensitivity curves for the Fermi-LAT and
CTA.

to check whether such emission is resulting from the DM annihilation but
that part is currently beyond the scope of the analysis [230]. Hence, from
our study, we can only at best comment that in the next decade CTA would
be very important tools for the gamma-ray analysis and would be especially
ideal for the indirect DM searching [230].

7.6 Conclusions & Discussions

For this work, we have studied for nearly nine years of LAT data but have
not detected any emission from the location of LSB. With DMFit tools, we
estimated the γ-ray and < σv > upper limits for four annihilation states.
But because of their low J-factors, individual limits obtained from the LSB
galaxies have not put any stringent limits on the DM theoretical models.
With the hope of increasing the LAT sensitivity, we have then performed the
joined likelihood on the set of four LSB galaxies. As expected, the stacking
method has improved the < σv > by the factor of 4 than the individual
limits obtained from LSB galaxies. But, the combined < σv > were still
around two orders of magnitude weaker than the < σv > limits obtained
from refs. Ackermann et al. [185] and Steigman et al. [219].

The observation data for our chosen LSB galaxies could not particularly
favour cored profile over the cuspy profile. The rotational curves for LSBs
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are in an agreement with the prediction from λCDM and some study also
indicated that the cuspy profile could also provide a reasonable fit to the
DM distribution at the internal core. Thus, motivated by all the observa-
tion indications, we have modelled the DM distribution of LSB galaxies with
the NFW profile. We have also performed a comparative study between
NFW, ISO and BURK DM density profiles (check Fig. 7.13) and find that
the < σv > limits for each density profiles are overlapping with other. Thus,
from our study, we could not favour one profile between all three but for
the median value of J-factor, the most stringent limits would come from the
NFW profile.

For this study, we have used the multiwavelength approach which is consid-
ered as the complementary of the γ-ray detection method and is very popular
in nowadays for the indirect searching of the DM signal. For our analysis, we
have preferred to focus on the radio signal and for that purpose, we have fol-
lowed the code RX-DMFIT. RX-DMFIT is the extension of DMFIt package
and is specially designed to investigate the possible radio and X-ray emission
from DM annihilation. LSB galaxies have very low nuclear activity and poor
star formation rates and that makes them suitable targets for examining the
diffuse radio emission most possibly coming from the DM annihilation/decay.
We have estimated the multiwavelength SED plots for LSB galaxies and have
also checked how the nature of SED varies with varying the parameter sets
(check Figs. 7.8 & 7.9). We have searched for the radio flux limits for all
LSB galaxies from the NVSS sky survey data but only the location of UGC
11707 gives detected flux density values and other thee LSBs only provide the
upper limits to the flux density. With the VLA flux density, we have tried
to predict the radio < σv > limits in parameter space of (< σv >, mDM)
(check Fig. 7.10). If we consider the 2σ uncertainty band associated with the
radio limits, we have noticed that the radio limits are overlapping with the
limits obtained from stacking analysis for LAT data (check Fig. 7.11) and all
three annihilation channels have shown the same nature. Hence, from our
analysis, we could, at best, comment that the radio data is competitive with
the gamma-ray data. With more detailed observational data and precise
analysis, in future, it might be possible for LSB galaxies to impose strong
limits on DM models.

We have checked whether with the next generation radio (SKA) and gamma-
ray (CTA) telescopes it would be possible to detect any emission from the
location of LSB galaxies. We have noticed (check 7.12) that SKA might be
able to detect the emission from the location of LSB galaxies and its 1000
hours of observation would have the highest possibility to detect the emission
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from LSBs. But we would also like mention that in order to claim that SKA
would detect the emission from DM annihilation, we first need to perform a
simulation study. Besides, the estimated radio emission is also dependent on
the various astrophysical scenario. We need to have a well-defined knowledge
on the distribution of diffusion zone, magnetic fields, DM density profile, etc..
Hence, from our analysis, we could, at best, hint the possibility of observing
the radio signal from LSB galaxies by SKA. We have also found (Fig. 7.14)
that for energy ranges between 100 GeV to 1 TeV, it might be possible for
CTA to observe the γ-ray emission with the 50 hours of sensitivity curve.
But like SKA, the same conclusion also holds for CTA. A simulation study
is needed to examine whether it would be possible for CTA to detect the
emission resulting from the DM annihilation/decay.

Hence, from our work, we can conclude that the γ-ray data obtained from the
Fermi-LAT could not impose the strong < σv > limits on the WIMP models.
We find that the radio signal possibly originated from WIMP annihilation is
quite competitive with the γ-ray emission observed by the Fermi-LAT. Our
analysis, at best, indicates that to study γ-ray and radio signal from the LSB
galaxies, SKA and CTA would play a very significant role in future.

131



CHAPTER8

SYNCHROTRON AND GAMMA-RAY
RADIATION FROM FEW ULTRA FAINT

DWARF GALAXIES

132



CHAPTER 8. SYNCHROTRON AND GAMMA-RAY RADIATION
FROM FEW ULTRA FAINT DWARF GALAXIES

8.1 Source Details

In this chapter, we have investigated the gamma-ray and radio emission pos-
sibly resulting from DM annihilation [255]. For this purpose, we have chosen
several UFDs based on their very high mass to light ratio, large velocity dis-
persion of their stars, etc. and thus they are very likely to be rich in DM [256].
The observed spectroscopic and photometric properties of our selected UFDs
are described in Table 8.1 [255], where, M/L, σ, d, r1/2 and θomax refers to
mass-to-light ratio, velocity dispersion, heliocentric distance, half light radius
and maximum galactocentric distance of each UFDs, respectively [257].

Galaxy M/L
(M�/L�)

d (Kpc) r1/2 (pc) σ (km s−1) θomax

Aquarius II 1330+3242
−227 107.9+3.3

−3.3 123+22
−21 6.2+2.6

−1.7 0.11134
Carina II 369+309

−161 37.4+0.4
−0.4 77+8

−8 3.4+1.2
−0.8 0.23

Draco II 501+1083
−421 20.0+3.0

−3.0 12+5
−5 3.4+2.5

−1.9 0.1
Eridanus II 420+210

−140 366.0+17.0
−17.0 176+14

−14 7.1+1.2
−0.9 0.062

Grus I < 2645 120.2+11.1
−11.0 52+26

−26 4.5+5.0
−2.8 0.093

Horologium I 570+1154
−112 79.0+7.0

−7.0 32+5
−5 5.9+3.3

−1.8 0.0619
Hydra II < 315 151.0+8.0

−8.0 71+11
−11 < 6.82 0.08509

Leo V 264+326
−264 173.0+5.0

−5.0 30+17
−17 4.9+3.0

−1.9 0.077
Pegasus III 1470+5660

−1240 215.0+12
−12 37+14

−14 7.9+4.4
−3.1 0.03049

Pisces II 370+310
−240 183.0+15

−15 48+10
−10 4.8+3.3

−2.0 0.06861
Reticulum II 467+286

−168 30+2
−2 32+3

−3 3.4+0.7
−0.6 0.24

Tucana II 1913+2234
−950 57.5+5.3

−5.3 115+32
−32 7.3+2.6

−1.7 0.225
Tucana III < 240 25.0+2

−2 43+6
−6 < 2.18 0.2

Triangulum II < 2510 30+2
−2 28+8

−8 < 6.36 0.15

Table 8.1: Properties of the UFDs.

8.1.1 Dependence of J on the Density Profiles

As we have already discussed, NFW density profile is the benchmark choice
for the DM distribution which is mainly favoured by the N -body simula-
tions [258, 259], while some observational studies [260] prefer the cored pro-
file. Thus for this work, we have performed a comparative study between the
NFW [116], Burkert (BURK) [117, 253] and Pseudo-Isothermal (ISO) [118]
profiles [255]. We have estimated the J-factor of each UFDs for three density
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Galaxy log10(J(0.5◦)/GeV2 cm−5)
Pace et al [257] Direct Integration

(NFW) NFW Burkert ISO
Aquarius II 18.27+0.65

−0.59 18.11+0.68
−0.63 18.53+0.72

−0.66 18.01+0.73
−0.66

Carina II 18.24+0.53
−0.53 18.16+0.55

−0.53 18.45+0.60
−0.56 18.05+0.58

−0.54

Draco II 18.97+1.29
−1.69 19.07+1.33

−1.69 19.54+1.35
−1.70 18.90+1.34

−1.70

Eridanus II 17.29+0.35
−0.26 17.14+0.35

−0.30 17.68+0.35
−0.31 17.06+0.35

−0.31

Grus-I 16.87+1.52
−1.68 16.94+1.57

−1.74 17.48+1.60
−1.75 16.76+1.54

−1.67

Horologium I 19.25+0.79
−0.70 19.01+0.83

−0.73 19.37+0.85
−0.75 18.73+0.85

−0.75

Hydra II < 17.71 < 17.92 < 18.46 < 17.84

Leo V 17.69+0.93
−0.99 17.91+1.03

−1.06 18.51+1.02
−1.08 17.84+1.01

−1.07

Pegasus III 18.41+0.89
−1.07 18.46+0.94

−1.05 19.06+1.02
−1.07 18.39+1.03

−1.05

Pisces II 17.31+0.97
−0.107 17.53+1.02

−1.09 18.10+1.04
−1.09 17.45+1.03

−1.09

Reticulum II 18.95+0.57
−0.52 18.76+0.53

−0.48 19.21+0.53
−0.54 18.66+0.53

−0.53

Triangulum II < 19.72 < 19.74 < 20.18 < 19.64

Tucana II 19.02+0.57
−0.52 18.93+0.62

−0.58 19.22+0.64
−0.61 18.83+0.66

−0.62

Tucana III < 17.68 < 17.87 < 18.20 < 17.76

Draco 18.83+0.10
−0.10 18.85+0.12

−0.12 19.08+0.13
−0.13 18.75+0.13

−0.13

Table 8.2: The astrophysical factors (J-factor) of our selected UFDs deriving
from the Eq. 2.7 for NFW, Burket and ISO DM density profiles at θmax =
0.5◦. Also mentioned J-factors of NFW profile estimated by the scaling
relation from Pace et al., 2019.

profiles [255]. From Table 8.2, we could find that Burkert provides stronger
limits than NFW, while ISO imposes the weakest limits [255]. In Table 8.2,
we have also compared our estimated J values for NFW profile with the J
values derived by the Pace et al [257].

8.2 Analysis of γ-ray Fluxes from UFDs

Since the last decade, several dSphs/UFDs have been studied in order to in-
vestigate the DM signal but no strong emission has been detected from their
location. But even the null detection can provide an intriguing knowledge on
the DM signature [185,194,218,261,262]. With all these keeping in mind, we
have chosen a recently discovered 14 UFDs and have analyzed nearly eleven
years (2008-09-01 to 2019-02-04) of Fermi-LAT data [255]. For our analysis,
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we have used the Fermi ScienceTools version, v1.2.1 and have accessed the
source class IRF, P8R3_SOURCE_V2 processed data [255]. We have con-
sidered the energy range E, viz. E ∈ [0.1, 300] GeV and have extracted data
within the 15◦ ROI around the location of each UFDs [255]. We have then
generated the source model file where, we have included our ‘source of inter-
est’ along with all the sources within 20◦ ROI from the 4FGL catalog [130].
In addition, we have also added the galactic (gll_iem_v07.fits) and isotropic
(iso_P8R3_SOURCE_V2_v1.txt) diffuse models to our source model [255].
Next, we have performed the binned likelihood analysis [172,173] on our ex-
tracted dataset and during the process, the spectral parameters of all the
sources within 15◦ × 15◦ ROI and the normalization parameters for two
diffuse backgrounds models have been left free. The necessary information
for Fermi-LAT analysis is mentioned in TABLE 8.3 [255].

8.2.1 Constraints on DMAnnihilation with Eleven Years
of Fermi-LAT Data

In order to investigate the γ-ray signal from the location of our ‘source of
interest’, we have modelled our targets with the power-law spectrum (i.e.,
dN/dE ∝ E−Γ) for spectral index Γ = 2 [185, 186, 194, 218]. Unfortunately,
we have not observed any strong emission from the location of UFDs.

UFD TSpeak(b) TSpeak(τ)
Aquarius II 2.88 2.94
Carina II 1.24 1.81
Draco II 1.37 1.88
Eridanus II 0.81 1.23
Grus I 1.59 1.65
Horologium I 4.21 4.71
Hydra II 2.21 2.31
Leo V 0.88 0.92
Pegasus III 1.91 2.13
Pisces II 1.22 1.96
Reticulum II 4.85 4.95
Tucana II 11.87 12.47
Tucana III 4.36 4.53
Triangulum II 1.19 1.25
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Figure 8.1: The maximum TS values (or peak value) detected from location
of our selected UFDs for bb̄ and τ+τ− final states with eleven years of LAT
data (left). The TS peak value observed from the location of Tucana II for
three, six, nine and eleven years of LAT data (right).
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Table 8.3: Parameters used for the analysis of Fermi -LAT data.

Parameter for data extraction
Parameter Value
Radius of interest (ROI) 15◦

TSTART (MET) 241976960 (2008-09-01 15:49:19.000 UTC)
TSTOP (MET) 570987500 (2019-02-04 15:38:15.000 UTC)
Energy Range 100 MeV - 300 GeV
Fermitools version 1.2.1
gtselect for event selection
Event class Source type (128)
Event type Front+Back (3)
Maximum zenith angle cut 90◦

gtmktime for time selection
Filter applied (DATA_QUAL>0)&&(LAT_CONFIG==1)
ROI-based zenith angle cut No
gtltcube for livetime cube
Maximum zenith angle cut (zcut) 90◦

Step size in cos(θ) 0.025
Pixel size (degrees) 1
gtbin for 3-D counts map
Size of the X & Y axis (pixels) 140
Image scale (degrees/pixel) 0.1
Coordinate system Celestial (CEL)
Projection method AIT
Number of logarithmically uniform en-
ergy bins

24

gtexpcube2 for exposure map
Instrument Response Function (IRF) P8R3_SOURCE_V2
Size of the X and Y axis (pixels) 400
Image scale (degrees/pixel) 0.1
Coordinate system Celestial (CEL)
Projection method AIT
Number of logarithmically uniform en-
ergy bins

24

diffuse models and Source model XML
file
Galactic diffuse emission model gll_iem_v07.fits
Extragalactic isotropic diffuse emission
model

iso_P8R3_SOURCE_V2_v1.txt

Source catalog 4FGL
Extra radius of interest 5◦

Spectral model DMFit Function [121]
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We would like to mention out that except for Tucana II, we have not observed
any faint emission from the location of other UFDs (i.e., for them TS ≤ 5).
In Fig. 8.1(a), we have listed the TS peak value of UFDs for bb̄ and τ+τ− an-
nihilation channels. An intriguing hint of a faint emission had been reported
from the direction of Tucana-II in a recent publication (ref. [186]). The signif-
icance of this faint emission was shown to increase with time. In Fig. 8.1(b),
we have shown the peak TS value as a function of time for Tucana-II. As was
seen in ref. Bhattacharjee et al. [186], the significance seems to grow even
with a 11 years of LAT data. But the observed significance with eleven years
of Fermi-LAT data is still faint (i.e., TS < 25) enough to state any strong
claim of the existence of a signal.

As we have not detected any strong emission from the direction of UFDs,
we have then derived the 95% C.L. gamma-ray flux upper limits from the
region of these objects [255]. For this purpose, we have used the Bayesian
approach ( [151]), which is sensitive [154, 155] for the low statistics analy-
sis. The approach was developed by Helene [151] and is implemented in the
Fermi-ScienceTools.

The aforesaid γ-ray flux upper limits obtained from the location of our tar-
gets can be translated to the WIMP pair-annihilation cross-section, 〈σv〉 as
a function of DM mass and WIMP annihilation channels [255]. We have
adopted three pair annihilation final states; such as bb̄, τ+τ− and µ+µ−. For
estimating the 95% C.L. limits on 〈σv〉, we have modelled the γ-ray flux
upper limits with the DMFitFunction [121]1

The consequent upper limits on γ-ray flux and 〈σv〉 limits for all three anni-
hilation channels are shown in Fig. 8.2 and 8.3 [255]. From Fig 8.2, we can
observe that for most of DM mass range, Draco provides the strongest limits
for all three channels. In Fig. 8.3, we have shown the LAT sensitivity in
mDM − 〈σv〉 plane for all 15 UFDs [255]. The obtained limits in Fig. 8.3 de-
pend on the J-factor and the DM density profiles. Among all our considered
UFDs, Horologium I, due to its largest J-factor, has imposed the most strin-
gent limit on mDM − 〈σv〉 plane for all three annihilation final states [255].
But, we also should not ignore the large uncertainties associated with the
J-factor of Horologium I. Thus, the limit obtained from Horologium I might
not be as robust as we can expect from Draco. In Fig. 8.3, we have not
showed the 〈σv〉 limits for Triangulum II, Hydra II and Tucana III, because
they can only produce the limiting values for 〈σv〉 due to their upper limits

1https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/scitools/source_models.html
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Figure 8.2: 95% C.L. γ-ray flux upper limits of our selected UFDs for bb̄,
τ+τ− and µ+µ− pair-annihilation channels.

of J-factor [255].
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Figure 8.3: 95% C.L. 〈σv〉 upper limit of our selected UFDs for bb̄, τ+τ−

and µ+µ− pair-annihilation channels. We have not included the limits from
Triangulum II, Hydra II and Tucana III as they only have the upper limits
of J-factor.

139



CHAPTER 8. SYNCHROTRON AND GAMMA-RAY RADIATION
FROM FEW ULTRA FAINT DWARF GALAXIES

8.3 Synchrotron Radiation from UFDs

As we have seen above, the limits obtained from the γ-ray data are directly
dependent on the J-factor but this is not the case for synchrotron emission.
The radio emission generating from synchrotron emission strongly depends
on the diffusion coefficient (D0), magnetic field (B) and energy loss mech-
anism, etc. The magnetic field of dSphs are not well-studied but several
studies suggest to consider the B ≈ 1 µG for dSphs [137, 138, 263]. For
our analysis, we have also assumed the same [121, 137]. For diffusion coeffi-
cient, we have considered the simplified form of it, i.e., D(E) = D0

(
E

1GeV

)γD ,
where, D0 is the diffusion constant. For galaxy clusters, D0 lies between
the range of 1028–1030 cm2/s [133, 264], while for Milky Way it stands be-
tween 1027–1029 cm2/s [265–267]. Similarly, γD is expected to lie between
0 ≤ γD ≤ 1 [133]. For our analysis, we have fixed D0 and γD at 3×1028 cm2/s
and 0.3 [138], respectively.

For a specific DM mass, the synchrotron emission would also depend on
the WIMP pair-annihilation channels and their relative cascades. Just like
our γ-ray analysis, here we have again considered three annihilation final
states; such as bb̄, τ+τ− and µ+µ−. Next, in order to predict the possible
synchrotron emission resulting from the DM annihilation, we have used a
publicly accessible code, RX-DMFIT [138] which is an extension of the DM-
Fit tool [121, 122]. As a default we have used the NFW density profile and
have fixed the pair annihilation cross-section, 〈σv〉 at 10−26 cm3/s [255]. In
addition, we have used the thermal electron density ne ≈ 10−6 cm−3 [137,138]
for all our selected UFDs.

Using the parameters, d, r1/2, and σ listed in Table 8.1, we have calculated
characteristic density (ρs), scale radius (rs) and diffusion zone (rh). The
parameter values mentioned in Table 8.4 are derived from the ‘central values’
of d, r1/2, and σ [255].
In Fig. 8.4, we have shown the e± distribution spectrum of Tucana II at a
radial distance 0.1 kpc and for DM masses, 2 TeV and 200 GeV [255]. The
cascade channels resulting from the bb̄ annihilation could produce a large
amount of e± that we can expect from the τ+τ− or the µ+µ− annihilation
channel. Thus, the integrated spectrum obtained from the bb̄ channel would
be larger than the τ+τ− and the µ+µ− [255]. From Fig. 8.4, we can also
explain the relative softness between three annihilation channels.
In Fig. 8.5(a), we have shown the power-spectrum (Psynch(ν, E,B)) of Tu-
cana II at B = 1 µG for frequency range between 5 MHz to 50 GHz. We
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dSphs d(Kpc) rh(Kpc) ρs(GeV/cm
3) rs(Kpc)

Aquarius II 107.9 0.42 2.27 0.615
Carina II 37.4 0.3 1.78 0.38
Draco II 20 0.07 71.73 0.06

Eridanus II 366 0.792 1.454 0.88
Grus I 120.2 0.39 6.7 0.26

Horologium I 79 0.188 30.55 0.16
Hydra II 151 0.448 < 8.24 0.335
Leo V 173 0.465 23.83 0.15

Pegasus III 215 0.228 40.73 0.185
Pisces II 183 0.438 8.93 0.24

Reticulum II 30 0.251 10.08 0.16
Tucana II 57.5 0.452 3.6 0.575
Tucana III 25 0.174 < 2.29 0.215

Triangulum II 30 0.157 < 46.1 0.14
Draco 76 2.5 1.4 1.0

Table 8.4: The astrophysical parameters for our selected UFDs along with
the classical dSphs Draco. The values for rh, ρs and rs has been derived from
the ‘central values’ of the astrophysical parameters listed in Table 8.1.

find that Psynch for higher frequency values peaks at comparatively higher
energies [255]. For a specific frequency value, the annihilation channel which
produces a large number of e± with increasing energies would generate a
larger amount of synchrotron flux. Thus, for a higher value of frequencies,
the leptonic annihilation channel would dominate over the hadronic final
states. We can observe this feature from Fig. 8.5(b) [255]. In that figure, for
= 200 GeV mass and high frequency value, τ+τ− annihilation channel dom-
inates over bb̄ final state, while for the low frequency value, bb̄ annihilation
channel dominates over τ+τ− final state. The e± resulting as the end prod-
uct of WIMP annihilation final states could possess the maximum energy, ∼
MDM and thus for higher DM mass values, we would obtain the harder the
e± spectrum (have already shown in Fig. 8.4). Therefore, from Fig. 8.5(b),
we can observe the crossover between bb̄ dominance and τ+τ− dominance
with changing the frequencies [255].
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Figure 8.4: The e± distribution spectrum of Tucana II at equilibrium for
radial distance r = 0.1 kpc and three pair-annihilation channels, such as:
bb̄ (red), µ+µ− (blue) and τ+τ− (green). We have considered NFW profile
and fixed the parameters at 〈σv〉 = 10−26 cm3/s, B = 1µG, D0 = 3× 1028

cm2/s, γD = 0.3. The spectrum for DM masses 200 GeV and 2 TeV have
been shown in left and right panels, respectively.

8.3.1 Results Pertaining to the UFDs

In this section, we have considered the radio data observed by two popular
radio telescopes; such as:

• 1) The sky-survey data observed by the Giant Metrewave Radio Tele-
scope (GMRT) [268]. It covers the sky between −53◦ to +90◦ declina-
tion at ν = 0.1475 GHz

• 2) The NVSS survey data the Very Large Array (VLA) telescope [269].
It covers the sky between −40◦ to +90◦ declination at ν = 1.4 GHz.

Unfortunately, no excess emission has been detected from the location of
UFDs by both the telescopes [255]. Thus the noise obtained from the direc-
tion of UFDs is translated to upper limits on flux density for 95% C.L. same
as listed in the Table 8.5 [255]. Here we would like to mention that the radio
images are generally prepared in per unit beam-size, where, the beam-size
is convolved with the PSF of the respective telescope. Thus, for the final
processed radio images, the unit for flux density is in Jy. As both of our
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Figure 8.5: (a) The power-spectrum at five different frequency values for
B = 1µG. (b) The synchrotron flux densities for bb̄ (red), µ+µ− (blue) and
τ+τ− (green) annihilation channels. The fluxes for DM masses 200 GeV and
2 TeV have been denoted with solid and dashed lines, respectively. We have
considered NFW profile and fixed the parameters at 〈σv〉 = 10−26 cm3/s,
B = 1µG, D0 = 3× 1028 cm2/s, γD = 0.3.

considered telescopes do not cover the full sky, we do not have the informa-
tion for some UFDs, e.g. Tucana II [255]. The observed upper limits on flux
density are then translated to the 〈σv〉 upper limits for three annihilation
final states. In Fig. 8.6, we have shown our results [255].
Compared to GMRT, the VLA telescope has a wider effective area and op-
erates in one order of magnitude higher frequency range which reduces the
contribution from the galactic background. From Fig. 8.6, we find that for
large DM mass, the 〈σv〉 limits obtained from the NVSS images are stronger
than the limits obtained from the GMRT data, while for low DM mass,
GMRT data imposes the strongest limits [255]. This result is the outcome
of the comparative efficiencies between two telescopes and the dependence of
the e± spectrum on DM mass.

8.3.2 Future Projections

SKA is expected to operate for a wide range of radio frequency i.e., between
50 MHz - 50 GHz. This enables SKA to observe the synchrotron emission
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Galaxy GMRT (ν = 147.5
MHz)

VLA (ν = 1.4 GHz)

Aquarius II 6.8 0.86

Draco II 9 1.1

Eridanus II 7.8 No Data
Grus I 4.1 No Data
Hydra II 8.8 1.1

Leo V 6 0.98

Pegasus III 10 0.96

Pisces II 3.5 0.88

Triangulum II 6 1

Draco 7.2 9.2

Table 8.5: 2σ upper limits on radio flux densities detected by the sky-survey
performed by GMRT and VLA. The location of Carina II, Reticulum II,
Horologium II and Tucana II&III are not covered by both the surveys.

from DM annihilation in dSphs/UFDs [270, 271]. We have calculated the
synchrotron flux from our considered UFDs and have examined the possibility
of observing these signals by SKA [255]. Fig. 8.7, shows the estimated
synchrotron fluxes, for the UFDs listed in Table 8.4, for bb̄, τ+τ− and µ+µ−

annihilation channels [255]. In Fig. 8.7, we have also shown the sensitivity
of SKA [272, 273] for its 10, 100 and 1000 hours of observation time. Here
we would like to mention that SKA would process a very wide effective area
and thus we can expect it to cover all our selected UFDs [255].
For high DM mass, the e± produces the hard spectrum and the resulting
synchrotron flux can go beyond the detection range of SKA. Thus, that would
also consequently reduce the detection feasibility at SKA. From Fig. 8.7, we
can observe the same [255]. In Fig. 8.7, we find that for 200 GeV DM mass,
the radio emission of 12 UFDs originating from three annihilation channels
can be detected by the 100 hours of SKA sensitivity, while for 2 TeV DM
mass, the synchrotron emission only for the bb̄ annihilation channel can be
observed by the 1000 hours of sensitivity curve [255]. Interestingly, from
Fig. 8.7, we can also notice that for both 200 GeV and 2 TeV DM masses,
only Draco can be detected by the SKA (too with the∼ 10 hours of sensitivity
curve) for all three annihilation channels [255].
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Figure 8.6: 95 % C.L. 〈σv〉 limit of UFDs using upper limits on flux densi-
ties observed by GMRT and VLA for bb̄, τ+τ− and µ+µ− pair-annihilation
channels. We have considered NFW profile and fixed the parameters at
〈σv〉 = 10−26 cm3/s, B = 1µG, D0 = 3× 1028 cm2/s, γD = 0.3.
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Figure 8.7: The synchrotron flux densities of our considered UFDs and clas-
sical dSphs, Draco has been determined for three annihilation channels, such
as: bb̄ (left), τ+τ− (center) and µ+µ− (right) and for two particular DM
masses, such as: 200 GeV (top) and 2 TeV (bottom). For each figure, we
have considered NFW profile and fixed the parameters at 〈σv〉 = 10−26 cm3/s
, B = 1µG, D0 = 3 × 1028 cm2/s, γD = 0.3. The values of ρs, rs, d and rh
have been taken from Table 8.4. For Hydra II, Triangulum II and Tucana III,
we only have the upper limits on ρs (Table 8.4), thus they can only provide
the upper limits on synchrotron flux densities.

8.4 Astrophysical Uncertainties and the Con-
straints

The limits that we have derived in the earlier sections are based on the
central values of the parameters listed in Tables 8.1 and 8.2. But there is
not much detailed spectroscopic study for the newly discovered UFDs and
due to the inadequate observation, the astrophysical parameters associated
with them might process very large uncertainty. Thus, in order to draw any
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strong conclusion from the analysis of UFDs, we need to address the possible
uncertainty related to the constraints that we obtained from gamma-ray and
radio data.

8.4.1 Uncertainties in the γ-ray Bounds

For gamma-ray analysis, our insufficient knowledge of the shape of DM dis-
tribution is the main source for large uncertainties. Especially for the newly
discovered UFDs, a few member stars have been detected and that creates
the prime obstacle to assume the DM distribution in them [274]. As we
have already mentioned, the N -body simulation results favour the cuspy-
NFW profile but the observation data from some particular galaxies favour
the cored profile for DM distribution (e.g. Pseudo isothermal and Burk-
ert [260]). Hence, we would like to investigate the role of the DM profiles for
UFDs and for that purpose we have chosen Horologium I as it provides the
strongest γ-ray limits for bb̄ annihilation channel [255].
We have used the median value of J-factor from Table 8.2 and have derived
the 〈σv〉 upper limits for three DM density profiles (Fig. 8.8). From Fig. 8.8,
we observe that Burkert profile imposes the strongest limits, while Pseudo
isothermal profile provides the weakest constraints [255]. Though we have
only shown the result for Horologium I, all our selected UFDs would show
the same nature.
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Figure 8.8: Comparison between the upper limits on 〈σv〉 obtained from the
Fermi-LAT data for three density profiles for bb final state.
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Next, we have checked how the uncertainties associated with the J-factor for
NFW profile can influence our results. We have considered the 1σ uncertainty
band associated with NFW profile (Table 8.2), and in Fig. 8.9 we have shown
their corresponding limits. Here, we again consider only the bb̄ annihilation
channel as for γ-ray data this channel provides the most stringent limits [255].
From Fig. 8.9, we could find that UFDs have possessed a large uncertainty
band in the parameter space of (mDM , 〈σv〉) [255]. If we check the Eq. 2.5,
we find that γ-ray flux resulting from the WIMP annihilation is proportional
to J-factor and thus the large uncertainty in J-factor would always translate
to the large uncertainties in the 〈σv〉 upper limits. In the future, with more
detailed spectroscopic studies, it might be possible to reduce the uncertainty
band for newly discovered UFDs.
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Figure 8.9: 95% C.L. upper limits of 〈σv〉 as a function of DM mass, mDM
for the ‘central value’ of J-factor derived by Pace et al., 2019 and its relative
uncertainties (Table 8.2). The 〈σv〉 limits for Horologium I and Tucana II
have been shown in the left and the right panels, respectively.

8.4.2 Uncertainties in the Synchrotron Fluxes

Like the gamma-ray fluxes, the uncertainties in the astrophysical parameters
(e.g. d, r1/2 and σ) can also affect the synchrotron fluxes. Thus, in this
subsection, we would again check the possible uncertainties associated with
radio limits and for that purpose, we have used the 1σ uncertainties of the
parameters listed in Table 8.1. From Fig. 8.10, we have shown the uncer-
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tainties related to the synchrotron flux in Tucana II for DM mass 200 GeV
and bb̄ annihilation channel. Here we have particularly chosen Tucana II as
it shows the highest synchrotron emission [255].
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Figure 8.10: The variation of synchrotron flux densities in Tucana II, for 200
GeV mDM and bb̄ final state, with 1σ uncertainties in (a) d, (b) r 1

2
, (c) σ.

We have considered NFW profile and fixed the parameters at 〈σv〉 = 10−26

cm3/s , B = 1µG, D0 = 3× 1028 cm2/s, γD = 0.3.

The range of uncertainties that we have shown in Fig. 8.10 is the combina-
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tion of the errors associated with d, r1/2 and σ [255]. From Table 8.1, we can
notice that compared to r1/2 and σ, the error in d is relatively small and, thus
d would not impose large uncertainty in synchrotron flux. But both r1/2 and
σ contribute a significant amount to the uncertainties in flux [255]. Hence,
in order to reduce the uncertainties level, the accuracy in the measurements
of these two parameters would play a very crucial role. From Fig. 8.10, we
can check the same [255].

A further source of uncertainty is due to the density distribution for the DM.
Until now, we have only used the NFW density profile in order to predict
the synchrotron flux, while in Fig. 8.11, we have shown the synchrotron flux
from Tucana II predicted for NFW, ISO and Burkert DM profiles. Here,
we would like to mention that unlike the γ-ray limits, for synchrotron flux
NFW profile provides the highest flux, while Burkert imposes the lowest [255].
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Figure 8.11: The synchrotron flux densities in Tucana II predicted from
NFW, Burkert and ISO density profiles. We have considered 200 GeV mDM

and bb̄ final state. Besides, we have fixed the parameters at 〈σv〉 = 10−26

cm3/s , B = 1µG, D0 = 3× 1028 cm2/s, γD = 0.3.

Besides, the synchrotron fluxes also strongly depend on magnetic field (B),
diffusion constant D0 and its exponent (γD). Unfortunately, for UFDs, we
do not have any precise knowledge of them. In section 8.3, we discussed the
possible values for B, D0 and γD but to predict the possible synchrotron flux
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limits, we had only used the central values of them. Hence, To check the
effect of these parameters on the prediction of the amount of synchrotron
flux, in Fig. 8.12 we show the synchrotron flux for different values of B,
D0 and γD within their plausible ranges [255]. We have taken the values
of B in the range of 0.5-10 µG, D0 in the range of 3 × 1026-1030 cm2/s
and γD in the range of 0.1-1 [255]. Since the magnetic field is the cause of
synchrotron radiation, the flux increases as we go higher in the magnetic field
(Fig. 8.12 (a)), while the diffusion constant shows the reverse effect (Fig. 8.12
(b)). For a large value of D0, the synchrotron would decrease as most of the
relativistic charged particles then leave the diffusion region without radiating
their complete energy. For γD, its large value would suppress or enhance
the D(E), depending on the energy value. Since for synchrotron emission,
the high energy e± accelerates in the presence of the magnetic field (check
Fig. 8.5 (a)), the large value of γD would strongly suppress flux at high
frequency, while for frequency below ∼ 1 MHz, the synchrotron flux would
be enhanced [255]. Between 1 MHz to 5 MHz, the flux would rise to its peak
value at E(e±) = 1 GeV (Fig. 8.5 (a)). But the effect of γD relatively less
crucial than B and D0 (Fig. 8.12 (c)) [255].

8.5 Conclusions & Discussions

The UFDs, dominated by the DM content, can also possess the moderately
large value of the magnetic field and that makes them an ideal target for
the indirect detection of DM signals through the multiwavelength approach.
In recent times, several literatures have tried to derive the strong limits
on annihilation 〈σv〉 from gamma-ray and radio data [132, 194, 275–278].
For our work, we have considered the newly discovered UFDs detected by
the observations performed by Pan-STARRS, DES and some other spectral
survey [255]. Using both the gamma-ray (detected by Fermi-LAT) and the
radio data (detected by VLA and GMRT), we have searched for the WIMP
annihilation signal in 15 UFDs. We have also predicted the possible spectra
associated with the radio emission and have checked whether it would be
possible for SKA to detect any emission from them [255].
With eleven years of Fermi-LAT data, we have not detected any significant
emission from the location of UFDs. Thus, we have then derived the upper
limits on 〈σv〉 as a function of DM mass for our chosen DM annihilation
channels. We have estimated the limits for 12 UFDs. Because, for Triangu-
lum II, Hydra II and Tucana III, we only have the upper limits on J-factor,
so they could not provide any robust limits on the parameter space of (mDM ,
〈σv〉) [255]. For gamma-ray data, Holorologium I provided the most strin-
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Figure 8.12: Variation of synchrotron flux densities in Tucana II with (a) B,
(b) D0 and (c) γD. We have considered 200 GeV mDM , bb̄ final state and
NFW density profile. Besides, we have fixed the parameters at 〈σv〉 = 10−26

cm3/s , B = 1µG, D0 = 3× 1028 cm2/s, γD = 0.3.

gent constraints but our obtained limits strongly depend on the distribution
of DM. Using the NFW profile, we have derived most of the results. Besides,
we have also performed a comparative study between NFW, Burkert and
ISO profiles. In view of gamma-ray analysis, the Burkert profile imposed the
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strongest limits on 〈σv〉, while the ISO imposed the weakest limits [255].
In view of synchrotron emission, we have considered the radio-flux limits
observed by GMRT and VLA and have predicted the respective 〈σv〉 upper
limits for bb̄, τ+τ− and µ+µ− final states. We have compared our obtained
radio limits with the limits obtained from gamma-ray data and found that
the VLA telescope has the potential to impose more stringent limits than
Fermi-LAT.
We have derived the possible the synchrotron fluxes in UFDs for a wide range
of frequencies, i.e., between 10 MHz to 100 GHz and compared these with
the sensitivity curves of SKA. We find that for 200 GeV DM mass and bb̄
final state, it might be possible for SKA to detect the radio emission from
our considered UFDs, even with its 10 hours of sensitivity curve. For τ+τ−

and µ+µ− final states, the emission could be detected with the 100 hours
of exposure curve of SKA. On the other side, for comparatively heavy DM
masses, (say ∼ 2 TeV), the synchrotron spectrum would become harder, and
thus a longer observation time would be necessary to detect the radio signal.
We also need to remember that the synchrotron fluxes have strong depen-
dences on several astrophysical components, such as magnetic field, diffusion
coefficient, distance, etc. But, due to insufficient observation, the values are
not very precise. Thus, in order to predict the synchrotron fluxes in UFDs,
we must have the most accurate information of the astrophysical param-
eters, especially the magnetic field and the diffusion coefficient. We have
checked how the synchrotron flux in Tucana II varies with B, D0 and γD
for DM mass 200 GeV and bb̄ annihilation channel. We have noticed that
synchrotron emission strongly depends on these. Besides, the emission is
also controlled by the choice of DM density distribution in UFDs. We have
found that for Tucana II, NFW density profile could produce the maximum
amount of radio flux between all three density profiles. Our considered UFDs
process a large uncertainties in r1/2, d and σ. The uncertainties in these as-
trophysical parameters can also affect the synchrotron emission arising from
UFDs. We have performed the respective checks and have found that the
largest contribution is coming from the uncertainties in σ.
Despite the dependence on these uncertainties, we can safely conclude that a
very intriguing aspect of indirect searching for DM signal from UFDs has been
discussed in our study. In Fig. 8.13, we have compared the most stringent
obtained from the VLA sky-survey with the best limits obtained from the
Fermi-LAT data for three final states. From Fig. 8.13, we could notice that
for µ+µ− and τ+τ− final states, VLA imposes the better limits that Fermi-
LAT, while for bb̄ final state Fermi-LAT provides the stronger limits that
VLA [255].
In view of indirect DM search, we expect that the next-generation γ-ray
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Figure 8.13: Comparison between the 95 % C.L. 〈σv〉 limits obtained from
the VLA and the Fermi-LAT data for three annihilation channels, such as: bb̄,
τ+τ− and µ+µ−. For comparison, we have considered the strongest radio and
gamma-ray limits from obtained from Draco and Horologium I, respectively.
We have considered NFW profile and fixed the parameters at 〈σv〉 = 10−26

cm3/s , B = 1µG, D0 = 3× 1028 cm2/s, γD = 0.3.

telescope, CTA would play a very crucial role. CTA would have the deepest
sensitivity for a very wide range of energies [279] and would be able to in-
vestigate the thermal 〈σv〉 rate from several of DM rich targets. Along with
the CTA, in radio sky, SKA is expected to become the most sensitive radio
telescopes in the future. Besides, Low-Frequency Array (LOFAR) such as
MeerKAT and ASKAP would also be complementary to the CTA and SKA.
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We can, at best, expect that all of these next-generation telescopes would be
able to solve several crucial aspects of dark matter physics.
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9.1 Discussion and Concluding Remarks

Finally, in this concluding section, we want to wrap up the thesis. We have
performed a detailed study on the indirect detection for DM signature that
the aims to investigate the signal originating from the self-annihilation of
DM candidates. The methods for targeting the DM signal is two-fold, on
one hand, we explore the gamma rays resulting from DM particles. On
the other hand, we focus on complementary radio properties. In the earlier
chapters, we already summarized the outcomes of each work at the end of the
chapter. In this following section, we briefly cover that again for the sake of
completeness. Let us take a quick look back at what has been accomplished
so far and what may be possible going forward.
In our work for Triangulum-II (Tri-II), we analysed nearly seven years of
Fermi-LAT data but could not observe any γ-ray excess from its location.
We then derived the upper limit of γ-ray flux for two possible scenarios,
such as for σv = 4.2 km s−1 and σv = 3.4 km s−1. For σv = 4.2 km s−1, Tri-
II constrain the mSUGRA and the MSSM models with low thermal relic
densities, whereas the limits constrain the Kaluza-Klein DM in UED and the
AMSB models for masses . 230 GeV and . 375 GeV, respectively. Even for
σv = 3.4 km s−1, Tri-II can constrain the MSSM model with low thermal
relic densities and the AMSB model for masses . 300 GeV. Besides, from
our work, we found that γ-ray data from Tri-II can even put stronger limits
on the theoretical DM models than UMi. We would also like to point out
that our results are entirely based on the standard NFW profile and we do
not consider any effects of boost factor related to substructures in Tri-II or
the Sommerfeld effect in accord to the annihilation cross-section. Finally,
from our work, we can state that with more precise observations of Tri-II,
in future we can establish Tri-II as a very strong DM candidate for indirect
DM searching.

In case of Tucana-II (Tuc-II), we studied for a longer period of (nearly nine
years) Fermi -LAT data to investigate the signatures of DM annihilation.
Unlike the Tri-II, we detected a very faint γ-ray excess from the location
of Tuc-II for both the power-law spectra and the γ-ray spectrum from DM
annihilation. We checked the variation of the gamma-ray excess with DM
mass and observed that for nine years of data, TS value of Tuc-II peaks at
mDM ∼ 14 GeV for 100% bb̄ annihilation channel, while for 100% τ+τ−, it
peaks at mDM ∼ 4 GeV. Apart from that, our study also confirmed the suc-
cessive increase in TS peak values with increasing the time periods of data.
This hints its association with any real signal either astrophysical or result-
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ing from DM annihilation. We also produced a residual TS map for energy
> 500 MeV (Fig 6.11). From the residual map, we can at best conclude
that the nearby excess is associated with Tuc-II location and it indicates its
connection with DM annihilation signal from our Tuc-II [186]. In the field of
indirect DM detection, such hints of γ-ray emission from Tuc-II may open a
new path in DM physics.

For Low Surface Brightness (LSB) galaxies, we studied for nearly nine years
of LAT data but did not detect any emission from the location of LSB.
With DMFit tools, we estimated the γ-ray and < σv > upper limits for four
annihilation channels. But because of their low J-factors, individual limits
obtained from the LSB galaxies could not provide any stringent limits on
the DM theoretical models. With the hope of increasing the LAT sensitivity,
we then performed the joined likelihood on the set of four LSB galaxies. As
expected, the stacking method improved the < σv > bounds by the factor of
4 than the individual limits obtained from LSB galaxies. But, the combined
< σv > were still around two orders of magnitude weaker than the < σv >
limits obtained from refs. Ackermann et al. [185] and Steigman et al. [219].
With the gamma-ray data for our chosen LSB galaxies, we could not partic-
ularly favour cored profile over the cuspy profile. The rotational curves for
LSBs were in an agreement with the prediction from λCDM and some study
also indicated that the cuspy profile could also provide a reasonable fit to the
DM distribution at the internal core. Thus, motivated by all the observa-
tional evidences, we modelled the DM distribution of LSB galaxies with the
NFW profile. We also performed a comparative study between NFW, ISO
and BURK DM density profiles (check Fig. 7.13) and find that the < σv >
limits for each density profiles were overlapping with other. Thus, from our
study, we could not favour one profile between all three but for the median
value of J-factor, the most stringent limits would come from the NFW profile.

For this study, we also studied the complementary radio flux upper limits
for the indirect search of the DM signal. For radio analysis, we used the
RX-DMFIT tool which is an extension of DMFIt package. We estimated the
multiwavelength SED plots for LSB galaxies and observed how their SED
varies with the parameter sets (check Figs. 7.8 & 7.9). We surveyed the
NVSS all-sky data and searched for the radio flux density for all LSB galax-
ies. But only the location of UGC 11707 appeared as an excess and other
thee LSBs provide the upper limits to the flux density. With the VLA flux
density, we have tried to predict the radio < σv > limits in parameter space
of (< σv >, mDM) (check Fig. 7.10). When we considered the 2σ uncertainty
band associated with the radio limits, we noticed that the radio limits were
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overlapping with the limits obtained from stacking analysis for LAT data
(check Fig. 7.11). Hence, from our analysis, we could, at best, comment
that the radio data is competitive with the gamma-ray data. With more de-
tailed observational data and precise analysis, in future, it might be possible
for LSB galaxies to impose strong limits on DM models. We also checked
whether with the next generation radio (SKA) and gamma-ray (CTA) tele-
scopes, it would be possible to detect any emission from the location of LSB
galaxies. We noticed (check 7.12) that SKA might be able to detect the
emission from the location of LSB galaxies and its 1000 hours of observation
would have the highest possibility to detect the emission from LSBs. But
we would also like mention that in order to claim that SKA would detect
the emission from DM annihilation, we first need to perform a simulation
study. Besides, the estimated radio emission is also dependent on the var-
ious astrophysical scenario. We need to have a well-defined knowledge on
the distribution of diffusion zone, magnetic fields, DM density profile, etc..
Hence, from our analysis, we could, at best, hint the possibility of observing
the radio signal from LSB galaxies by SKA. We also found (Fig. 7.14) that
for energy ranges between 100 GeV to 1 TeV, it might be possible for CTA
to observe the γ-ray emission with the 50 hours of sensitivity curve. But like
SKA, the same conclusion also holds for CTA. A simulation study is needed
to examine whether it would be possible for CTA to detect the emission re-
sulting from the DM annihilation/decay. From our work, we can ultimately
conclude that the γ-ray data obtained from the Fermi-LAT could not impose
the strong < σv > limits on the WIMP models. We found that the radio
signal possibly originated from WIMP annihilation is quite competitive with
the γ-ray emission observed by the Fermi-LAT. Our analysis, at best, indi-
cates that to study γ-ray and radio signal from the LSB galaxies, SKA and
CTA would play a very significant role in future.

In our last chapter, we considered the newly discovered UFDs detected by
the observations performed by Pan-STARRS, DES and some other spectral
survey [255]. In recent times, several literatures tried to derive the strong lim-
its on annihilation 〈σv〉 from gamma-ray and radio data [132, 194, 275–278].
Using both the gamma-ray (detected by Fermi-LAT) and the radio data (de-
tected by VLA and GMRT), we searched for the WIMP annihilation signal
in 15 UFDs. We also predicted the possible spectra associated with the radio
emission and checked whether it would be possible for SKA to detect any
emission from them [255]. With eleven years of Fermi-LAT data, we did not
detect any significant emission from the location of UFDs. Thus, we then
derived the upper limits on 〈σv〉 as a function of DM mass for our chosen
DM annihilation channels. We estimated the limits for 12 UFDs. Because,
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for Triangulum-II, Hydra-II and Tucana-III, we only have the upper limits
on J-factor, so they could not provide any robust limits on the parameter
space of (mDM , 〈σv〉) [255]. For gamma-ray data, Holorologium I provided
the most stringent constraints but our obtained limits strongly depend on the
distribution of DM. Using the NFW profile, we derived most of the results.
Besides, we also performed a comparative study between NFW, Burkert and
ISO profiles. In view of gamma-ray analysis, the Burkert profile imposed the
strongest limits on 〈σv〉, while the ISO imposed the weakest limits [255].

In view of synchrotron emission, we considered the radio-flux limits observed
by GMRT and VLA and predicted the respective 〈σv〉 upper limits for bb̄,
τ+τ− and µ+µ− final states. We compared our obtained radio limits with
the limits obtained from gamma-ray data and found that the VLA telescope
has the potential to impose more stringent limits than Fermi-LAT. We have
derived the possible the synchrotron fluxes in UFDs for a wide range of fre-
quencies, i.e., between 10 MHz to 100 GHz and compared these with the
sensitivity curves of SKA. We found that for 200 GeV DM mass and bb̄ fi-
nal state, it might be possible for SKA to detect the radio emission from
our considered UFDs, even with its 10 hours of sensitivity curve. For τ+τ−

and µ+µ− final states, the emission could be detected with the 100 hours
of exposure curve of SKA. On the other side, for comparatively heavy DM
masses, (say ∼ 2 TeV), the synchrotron spectrum would become harder, and
thus a longer observation time would be necessary to detect the radio signal.
We also need to remember that the synchrotron fluxes have strong depen-
dences on several astrophysical components, such as magnetic field, diffusion
coefficient, distance, etc. But, due to insufficient observation, the values are
not very precise. Thus, in order to predict the synchrotron fluxes in UFDs,
we must have the most accurate information of the astrophysical parame-
ters, especially the magnetic field and the diffusion coefficient. We checked
how the synchrotron flux in Tucana-II varies with B, D0 and γD for DM
mass 200 GeV and bb̄ annihilation channel. We noticed that synchrotron
emission strongly depends on these. Besides, the emission is also controlled
by the choice of DM density distribution in UFDs. We found that for Tu-
cana II, NFW density profile could produce the maximum amount of radio
flux between all three density profiles. Our considered UFDs process a large
uncertainties in r1/2, d and σ. The uncertainties in these astrophysical pa-
rameters can also affect the synchrotron emission arising from UFDs. We
performed the respective checks and found that the largest contribution was
coming from the uncertainties in σ.

Despite the dependence on these uncertainties, we can safely conclude that a
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very intriguing aspect of indirect searching for DM signal from UFDs has been
discussed in our study. In Fig. 8.13, we compared the most stringent obtained
from the VLA sky-survey with the best limits obtained from the Fermi-LAT
data for three final states. From Fig. 8.13, we could notice that for µ+µ− and
τ+τ− final states, VLA imposed the better limits that Fermi-LAT, while for
bb̄ final state Fermi-LAT provided the stronger limits that VLA [255]. In view
of indirect DM search, we expect that the next-generation γ-ray telescope,
CTA would play a very crucial role. CTA would have the deepest sensitivity
for a very wide range of energies [279] and would be able to investigate the
thermal 〈σv〉 rate from several of DM rich targets. Along with the CTA,
in radio sky, SKA is expected to become the most sensitive radio telescopes
in the future. Besides, Low-Frequency Array (LOFAR) such as MeerKAT
and ASKAP would also be complementary to the CTA and SKA. We can,
at best, expect that all of these next-generation telescopes would be able to
solve several crucial aspects of dark matter physics.
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A: T-TEST for Unequal Variance

T-TEST is the statistical hypothesis test that is generally applied to check
whether any significant deviation lies between two populations [280–282].
When we specially deal with the small set of data, e.g. n1 or/and n2 <
30, T-test is favoured [280–282]. The shape of the T-TEST distribution is
very similar to the Gaussian distribution and for implying the T-TEST, the
variables of each sample must be drawn from the Gaussian distribution.
To obtain the output of T-TEST statistics, such as t-value and degree of
freedom (d.o.f), we need to provide the values of mean, standard deviation
and number of counts of each sample as inputs. This t-value is also defined
as the test statistics value which is derived from the two-sample dataset at
the time of performing the hypothesis test for T-TEST.

Depending on the standard deviation values from two samples, there are
generally three types of T-TEST hypothesis check. For our analysis [186],
(ref. Chapter 6), we have performed the T-TEST on two independent sam-
ples and they have the unequal variance. Thus, we have considered the
T-TEST for the unequal variance which is also known as the Welch’s T-
TEST [200,201]. The Welch’s T-TEST is generally favoured when two sam-
ples have different values of variance and their sample size could be same or
not. In that case, the formula for evaluating t-value and d.o.f are:

t− value =
mean1 −mean2√

(var1)2

n1
+ (var2)2

n2

(10.1)

d.o.f. =

(
(var1)2

n1
+ (var2)2

n2

)2

(
var21
n1

)2

n1−1
+

(
var22
n2

)2

n2−1

, (10.2)

where,
mean1 and mean2 are the mean values of sample1 and sample2, respectively.
var1 and var2 are the variance of sample1 and sample2, respectively.
n1 and n2 are the number of counts in sample1 and sample2, respectively.

Once we obtain the t-value, we can then derive the probability i.e., the p-
value by following the two-tailed t-distribution curve. We also have to assign
the significance level i.e., α and for our purpose, we have used the α = 5%.
Now, from the p-value, we can determine whether our two samples agree
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with the null-hypothesis. The p-value lies between 0 and 1. The small p-
value i.e., p≤ 0.05 indicates that we might reject the null-hypothesis, while
the large p-value i.e., p> 0.05 hints that it might not be possible to reject
the null-hypothesis.

For Fig. 6.3(b), we find that for both the full energy residual spectrum and
the positive bump for energy above 500 MeV, we obtain the p-values >
0.05. This indicates that for both cases, we are not able to reject the null-
hypothesis [186]. Thus, from our analysis, we can, at best, conclude that
the DM annihilation spectra can provide an acceptable fit to the residual
energy-spectrum of Tuc-II [186].

B: Normality Test of Dataset

As we already have mentioned in the above section, we can only perform
the T-TEST hypothesis test, if both the sample set follow the Gaussian
distribution [280–282]. Thus, we have tried to check whether our sample
data from Fig 6.3(b) follow the normal distribution [186]. To check the
normality of the sample dataset, there are various statistical tests such as
Kolmogorov–Smirnov test [283, 284], Shapiro–Wilk [285], normal quantile
plot [286,287],etc. For our analysis, we have generated the quantile-quantile
(Q-Q) plot. The Q-Q plot is the graphical representation that helps to check
whether the dataset from two samples originate from the same population
which follow a common distribution [286,287].

In order to check the normality of the sample, this Q-Q plot shows the quan-
tiles of our dataset versus the quantiles values of an ideal Gaussian distribu-
tion [286,287]. The quantile values obtained the theoretical Gaussian distri-
bution are plotted on the horizontal axis, while the quantile values obtained
from our samples are plotted on the y-axis. If our sample dataset follows the
Gaussian distribution, from Q-Q plot we should obtain a straight line which
indicates the correlation between our sample data and the theoretical data
from Gaussian distribution [286, 287]. In order to find the exact correlation
between the paired dataset used for Q-Q plot, they are fitted with the re-
gression equation (y=ax) and that fitting would return to the value of the
coefficient of determination (R2). Once we obtain the value ofR2, we can then
calculate the Pearson correlation coefficient (r), i.e., r=(R2)1/2=R [288,289].
Ideally, the value of r should lie between 0.9 to 1 which indicates the high
correlation between our sample set and the Gaussian distribution [288,289].
The r-value close to the 1 indicates that the sample set has very less deviation
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from the normality, while r-value close to the 0 denotes the large deviation
from normality [288,289].

It is true that no experimental dataset would have the r-value = 1 but for
statistical hypothesis check, the dataset should roughly follow the Gaussian
distributed i.e., r-value should be > 0.9. For our study (Chapter 6), we
have produced the Q-Q plot and have evaluated the respective r-value for
the dataset that we have considered for the T-TEST [186]. We find that the
residual energy spectrum for both i) full energy range and ii) energy range >
500 MeV, produce a straight line in the Q-Q plots and their corresponding
r-value lies > 0.94 [186]. Thus, from this test, we can find that our sample
has some deviation from the normality but the r-value > 0.94 indicates that
we can safely use our sample set for checking the T-TEST goodness of fitting
[186].
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