arXiv:2209.11237v1 [astro-ph.CO] 22 Sep 2022

Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

Prompt cusps and the dark matter
annihilation signal
M. Sten Delos1* and Simon D. M. White1
1* Max-Planck-Institut

für Astrophysik, Karl-Schwarzschild-Str.
1, 85748 Garching, Germany.

*Corresponding author(s). E-mail(s): sten@mpa-garching.mpg.de;
Contributing authors: swhite@mpa-garching.mpg.de;

As gravitational collapse creates the first cosmic objects, a dark
matter cusp forms immediately at every initial density maximum.
Such prompt cusps have a density profile ρ ∝ r−1.5 extending up to
a limiting density dependent on the nature of dark matter. Numerical simulations and theoretical arguments suggest that the bulk of
these cusps survive until the present day. Here we show that if dark
matter is a thermally produced weakly interacting massive particle, many thousands of prompt cusps with individual masses similar
to that of the earth should be present in every solar mass of dark
matter. This radically alters predictions for the amount and spatial distribution of dark matter annihilation radiation, substantially
tightening observational constraints on the relevant cross sections.
In particular, the cross section required to explain the Galactic Centre γ-ray excess predicts emission from prompt cusps elsewhere at
levels in tension with the observed diffuse γ-ray background.
The most widely discussed class of dark matter models involve weakly
interacting massive particles (WIMPs) that were thermally produced in the
early universe and can therefore annihilate today in regions where the dark
matter density is high [1, 2]. A variety of indirect detection experiments have
now searched for annihilation products, typically γ-rays. As a two-body process, the annihilation rate within each volume element is proportional to the
square of the local dark matter density, ρ. Consequently, most annihilation
searches target the densest and nearest regions of space: our own Galactic Centre [3] and nearby dark matter-dominated satellite galaxies [4]. Intriguingly,
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an excess of γ-rays originating from the Galactic Centre has been identified
[5] with an emission morphology that closely matches the prediction from
high-resolution numerical simulations [6], although this signal has not been
definitively attributed to dark matter.
The emission estimates underlying this search strategy neglect the contribution of unresolved dark matter substructure inside the target objects. Cold
dark matter models predict the existence of gravitationally collapsed haloes
down to earth mass or lower [7]. Since larger haloes assemble hierarchically
from smaller ones, galaxy haloes contain many small subhaloes, the partially
disrupted remnants of previous halo generations [8]. This substructure boosts
their overall annihilation rate. Recent high-resolution numerical simulations
[9] and semianalytic models [10] suggest that this effect is a factor of a few for
objects like our Milky Way.
Recent results fundamentally change this picture, however. The first haloes
form by the direct monolithic collapse of smooth peaks in the initial density field [11], a process that differs qualitatively from the gradual assembly
that governs later halo growth [12]. The latter process yields halo density profiles with power-law indices that decrease monotonically towards halo centre,
approaching ρ ∝ r−1 [13, 14] or even shallower [15, 16]. In contrast, prompt
ρ ∝ r−1.5 density cusps form immediately at the moment of initial collapse
of density peaks [17–22] and persist largely unaltered during subsequent halo
growth, their inner boundary being set by the requirement that the local dark
matter phase-space density cannot exceed its value at early times when the
universe was almost uniform [22]. Since the annihilation rate inside a ρ ∝ r−1.5
cusp diverges logarithmically at small radii, the survival of these cusps has a
major impact on the dark matter annihilation rate.
It is difficult to follow prompt cusps from their formation at z ' 30 until the
present day. As time advances, most first generation haloes and their cusps are
accreted onto larger objects, and the huge dynamic range in mass between the
cusps and today’s galaxy-scale haloes makes fully self-consistent simulation of
the process computationally intractable. Subhalo evolution has, however, been
extensively studied using analytic methods and idealised simulations. While
tidal forces gradually heat subhaloes and strip mass from their outer regions,
theoretical descriptions of this process predict that even ρ ∝ r−1 density cusps
survive unaltered at small radii [23–26]. Prompt cusps with ρ ∝ r−1.5 should
be substantially more resistant to tidal effects [25, 27].
It is therefore expected that a large fraction of the initial prompt cusp
population survives until the present day. Because they form so quickly after
collapse of initial density peaks, prompt cusps have properties that are tightly
linked to those of their peaks [20, 22]. A cusp’s mass is directly related to the
comoving size of its peak, while its mean density is proportional to the mean
density of the universe at the time the peak collapsed. Consequently, we can
use the well-understood statistics of the population of initial density peaks [28]
to quantify the statistics of the prompt cusp population. For a typical 100 GeV
WIMP model, this calculation shows that tens of thousands of cusps should
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form within each solar mass of dark matter. About 10 per cent of these cusps
form by redshift z = 32, accounting for about 20 per cent of the final total mass
in cusps, and for about 70 per cent of the final total annihilation luminosity.
Figure 1 shows more broadly how the number, mass, and annihilation rate of
cusps grow over time.
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Fig. 1 The prompt cusp population as a function of time for a standard WIMP
dark matter model. Normalized to the mass MDM of dark matter (DM), the upper panel
shows the cusp count Ncusps , the centre panel shows the total mass Mcusps in cusps, and
the lower panel shows the total volume integrated squared density in cusps, Jcusps (Eq. 1),
which is proportional to the total annihilation rate. By redshift z = 32 (gray vertical line),
about 10 per cent of the prompt cusps have formed, but they contain 20 per cent of the
final cusp mass and contribute 70 per cent of the final cusp annihilation luminosity. The
annihilation rate is almost constant at z < 20. The lower panel also shows the annihilation
rate predicted for homogeneous dark matter (dotted curve). The annihilation rate in cusps
at late times is about 150 times the background rate at z = 32 and equal to that at z = 175.

The dark matter annihilation rate inside prompt cusps is proportional to
the volume integral of the squared density,
Z
Jcusps ≡
ρ2 dV.
(1)
cusps

If we define z10 as the redshift by which 10 per cent of the cusps have collapsed,
then we find that the annihilation J factor per unit dark matter mass MDM ,
at z = 0, is
Jcusps /MDM ' 150ρ̄0 (1 + z10 )3 ,
(2)
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where ρ̄0 is the mean dark matter density today. This conclusion holds not
only for the 100 GeV WIMP scenario considered in Fig. 1, for which we noted
earlier that z10 = 32, but also for dark matter masses ranging from 1 GeV to
100 TeV, for which z10 ranges from 26 to 41. Thus prompt cusps dominate the
annihilation rate from all present-day regions where they survive and where
the dark matter density is less than a few million times the current cosmic
mean.
The consequences of such a large annihilation rate are profound. Let us first
evaluate the annihilation boost factor in dark matter haloes, which is the ratio
of the annihilation rate arising from prompt cusps to the rate associated with
the halo’s smooth dark matter distribution. If z10 = 32, then Fig. 2 shows that
the boost factor for haloes with Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) density profiles
[13, 14] ranges from 100 to 2500 as the NFW concentration parameter c is
reduced from 20 (typical of dwarf galaxies) to 4 (typical of galaxy clusters).
These factors are much larger than the order-unity values inferred for standard
estimates of the properties of substructure in the absence of prompt cusps
[9, 10].
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Fig. 2 Annihilation boost factor for NFW haloes due to prompt cusps at z = 0.
We consider again a standard WIMP model with z10 = 32. The solid curve assumes that
prompt cusps persist unaltered, while the dashed curve accounts for tidal stripping of the
prompt cusps. The latter makes very little difference to the annihilation signal seen by a
distant observer.

Another important consequence is that prompt cusps alter the predicted
spatial distribution of the annihilation signal. When unresolved cusps dominate the signal, the annihilation rate in a volume element is proportional to
the number of prompt cusps it contains and so to the first power of the mean
dark matter density rather than to its square, as in the case of smoothly distributed dark matter. Fig. 3 shows the surface brightness from dark matter
annihilation as a function of angular distance from the Galactic Centre, comparing the emission profile of the smooth halo to that of the prompt cusp
population. We employ a recent Galactic halo mass model [29] and assume
that all cusps survive, albeit modified by tides close to the Galactic Centre.
Appropriately normalized, annihilation in this smooth halo closely matches
the observed Galactic Centre γ-ray excess [30] (black points) out to nearly 20
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degrees. Beyond the central 5 degrees, however, prompt cusps dominate the
predicted signal and greatly enhance the emission at larger angles, already
exceeding the observational upper limits at 20 degrees by almost an order of
magnitude. Thus, unless the abundance and luminosity of prompt cusps are
suppressed in the inner Galaxy by a much larger factor than we estimate, the
observed emission profile of the Galactic Centre excess (GCE) is not consistent
with that expected for annihilating dark matter.
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Fig. 3 Energy flux profile from dark matter annihilation in the Galactic halo.
On the left, we compare the angular distribution that arises from the smooth halo (orange)
to that arising from prompt cusps with z10 = 32 (blue). The measured Galactic Centre γray excess in the 1 to 10 GeV range [30] (black points with 95 per cent confidence error bars)
closely matches the smooth halo’s contribution out to nearly 20 degrees. However, annihilation in prompt cusps dominates over the smooth halo’s contribution outside the central
few degrees, leading to a total flux profile (green) that exhibits a much shallower drop at
large angles from the centre. Dashed curves show an estimate of the impact of tidal stripping on annihilation from prompt cusps, which is insufficient to modify this conclusion. On
the right, we show the observed diffuse γ-ray background (point with error bar representing
modeling uncertainty) integrated over the same energy range and averaged over Galactic
latitudes |b| > 20 degrees [31]. Averaged over the same area of sky, the γ-ray flux arising
from the Galactic halo (green) and from extragalactic dark matter (red) must account for
a large fraction of the entire diffuse background in this energy range if the GCE is due to
dark matter annihilation.

Since 20 degrees from the Galactic Centre corresponds to a distance of just
3 kpc, it is conceivable that prompt cusps suffer considerably more disruption
in this region than we have estimated, particularly since encounters with individual stars are expected to remove the outer parts of many prompt cusps in
star-dominated regions of the Galaxy. However, if the GCE were due to dark
matter annihilation in the smooth halo, it would imply a cross section for
producing observable γ rays which we can apply to prompt cusps in regions
of lower density, where their survival prospects are clearer. In particular, the
right-hand panel of Fig. 3 shows predictions for the mean energy flux from
the Milky Way’s outer halo (at Galactic latitudes |b| > 20 degrees) and for
the integrated emission from all extragalactic dark matter. These predictions
can be compared to the observed diffuse γ-ray background [31] in the same 1
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to 10 GeV energy range, which we show as a single point with an error bar
to indicate its uncertainty. Clearly, if the GCE is due to dark matter annihilation, then the predicted backgrounds from prompt cusps in our galaxy
and elsewhere must account for a large fraction of the entire diffuse 1 to 10
GeV background. Since most of this background is thought to be produced by
discrete extragalactic sources such as star-forming galaxies and active galactic nuclei [32], an annihilation origin for the GCE is in serious tension with
our current understanding of this background, and would predict it to have a
significant large-scale variation across the sky.
Finally, we remark that the morphology of the annihilation signal from
prompt cusps is essentially the same as that of a signal from dark matter
decay, so one can straightforwardly convert any lower bound on the dark matter lifetime τ into an upper limit on the annihilation cross section hσvi. As
an illustration, we consider a set of lower bounds on τ that employ the diffuse γ-ray background [32]. For the particular example of annihilation into bb̄,
the resulting upper bounds on hσvi are shown in Fig. 4 as a function of the
dark matter particle mass mχ . We also plot the thermal relic cross section
hσvi (horizontal dotted line) that is required to yield the observed dark matter abundance [33] (assuming a standard thermal history [34]). These bounds
evidently rule out thermal relics up to masses of more than 10 TeV, far more
stringent than previous limits that do not account for the prompt cusps [3, 4].
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Fig. 4 Comparing bounds on dark matter annihilation in prompt cusps to previous bounds that consider smooth haloes. We specialize to the bb̄ annihilation channel
and plot the annihilation cross section hσvi against the particle mass mχ . The solid curve
shows the upper limit on hσvi due to annihilation in Galactic and extragalactic prompt
cusps based on the Fermi collaboration’s measurement of the diffuse γ-ray background [31]
after subtraction of other astrophysical contributions [32]. The dashed curves show the upper
bounds that arise from limits on annihilation inside the smooth haloes of dwarf spheroidal
galaxies (dSphs) [4] and the Galactic Centre (GC) [3]. We show 95 per cent confidence limits in all cases. Evidently, prompt cusps enable bounds on dark matter annihilation that are
stronger than previous limits by more than an order of magnitude. The dotted curve shows
the cross section that yields the observed dark matter abundance for thermal relic WIMPs
[33]; candidates less massive than 10 TeV are excluded.
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Methods

P(k) ≡ [k 3 /(2π 2 )]P (k)

Power spectrum. To evaluate the prompt cusp distribution, the first step
is to fix the power spectrum P (k) of linear density fluctuations. Adopting the
cosmological parameters measured by the Planck mission [35], we compute the
power spectrum of cold dark matter at z = 31 using the CLASS Boltzmann
solver [36] and extrapolate it to unresolved small scales using the exact smallscale growth function valid in mixed matter-radiation domination [37]. Next,
we fix the mass mχ of the dark matter particle and the temperature Tkd at
which it kinetically decouples from the Standard Model radiation bath. We
−1
then evaluate the free-streaming length kfs
and scale the power spectrum by
2
2
exp(−k /kfs ) [38].
Figure 5 shows the power spectrum at z = 31 for the scenario with mχ =
100 GeV and Tkd = 30 MeV, which is the standard WIMP model that we
adopt in the main text. The free-streaming wavenumber in this case is kfs =
1.06 × 106 Mpc−1 . The feature at k ' 103 Mpc−1 marks the baryon clustering
limit. At larger scales k . 10−3 Mpc−1 , baryons cluster with the dark matter,
and perturbations grow at the usual rate δ ∝ a, where a is the cosmic expansion
factor. At smaller scales k & 10−3 Mpc−1 , baryons are a smooth background,
and perturbations grow at the rate δ ∝ ag with g ' 0.901 [37]. In the analysis
below, we approximate that δ ∝ a0.901 at all the (small) scales of interest.
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Fig. 5 Dimensionless power spectrum P(k) of dark matter density variations
in a standard WIMP scenario at z = 31. Specifically we take mχ = 100 GeV and
Tkd = 30 MeV, which leads to kfs = 1.06 × 106 Mpc−1 .

Peak and cusp distribution. Given an initial peak in the density contrast
field δ ≡ δρ/ρ̄, the prompt cusp it forms has the density profile ρ = Ar−1.5
with [22]
1.5
A ' 24ρ̄0 a−1.5
.
(3)
coll R
Here, ρ̄0 is the mean dark matter density today, acoll is the expansion factor at
the peak’s collapse, and R ≡ |δ/∇2 δ|1/2 is the peak’s characteristic comoving
size. In particular, if δ(a) is the peak height at some scale factor a, then the
1/g
collapse scale factor is acoll = [fec (e, p)δc /δ(a)] a, where δc = 1.686 is the
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critical density contrast for collapse of a spherical perturbation, g ' 0.901
is the growth index at small scales, and fec (e, p) is the ellipsoidal collapse
correction, approximated as [39]


0.615
2
fec (e, p) = 1 + 0.47 5(e2 − p|p|)fec
(e, p)
,

(4)

which depends on the ellipticity e and prolateness p of the tidal field at the
peak. Note that fec grows to more than 5 as e2 − p|p| approaches 0.26, and
Eq. (4) has no solution when e2 − p|p| > 0.26. We therefore neglect any peaks
for which e2 − p|p| > 0.26.1
With the power spectrum fixed, we can straightforwardly employ the
statistics of peaks to quantify how δ, ∇2 δ, e and p are distributed [20].
For convenience, we
the relevant
equations, which are expressed
√
R reproduce
2
2j
3σ
/σ
P(k)k
,
R
≡
in terms of σj2 ≡ dk
1
2 , and γ ≡ σ1 /(σ0 σ2 ). Here
∗
k
P(k) ≡ [k 3 /(2π 2 )]P (k) is the dimensionless dark matter power spectrum (e.g.
Fig. 5). The differential number density of peaks, in terms of parameters
ν ≡ δ/σ0 > 0 and x ≡ −∇2 δ/σ2 > 0, is [28]



2
exp − 12 (x − γν)2 /(1 − γ 2 )
d2 npeaks
e−ν /2
=
f (x)
,
dνdx
(2π)2 R∗3
[2π(1 − γ 2 )]1/2
"
r !
r !#
x3 − 3x
5
5
f (x) ≡
erf
x + erf
x
2
2
8
r


 2


2
31 2 8 − 5 x2
x
8 − 5 x2
8
2
+
x +
e
+
−
e
.
5π
4
5
2
5

(5)

(6)

Given peak height ν, the distribution of e and p can be taken to be2 [39]



5 2 2
1125
2
2 5
2
e(e − p )ν exp − ν (3e + p ) .
f (e, p | ν) = √
2
10π

(7)

For each WIMP scenario that we study, we generate a sample of 107 peaks,
using rejection methods to sample δ and ∇2 δ and inverse transforms to sample
e and p. We also integrate Eq. (5) to find the number density npeaks of peaks.
Figure 6 shows the resulting distribution of peaks (left-hand panel) for the
WIMP scenario considered in Fig. 5. Now for each peak, we use Eq. (3) to
1
In the scenario with mχ = 100 GeV and Tkd = 30 MeV, 53 per cent of the peaks have
e2 − p|p| > 0.26 and are therefore ignored. These peaks are still expected to collapse; it is only the
approximation in Eq. (4) that breaks down. Neglecting these peaks does not significantly affect
our results, however. Peaks with e2 − p|p| > 0.26 are on average about a third as high as the
other peaks, so even if they were spherical, they would collapse much later and so form much less
dense cusps. In particular, the annihilation rate in a peak’s prompt cusp is proportional to δ 3.3 R3
if ellipsoidal collapse is neglected. The sum of δ 3.3 R3 over peaks with e2 − p|p| > 0.26 is under
three per cent of the total. Note that the numbers in Fig. 1 refer to the peaks which do collapse
according to Eq. (4).
2
Equation (7) describes the distribution of e and p at an arbitrary point; the distribution
restricted to density peaks is not known.
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evaluate the density coefficient A, and we also evaluate
rcusp = 0.11acoll R,

(8)

which is roughly the outer radius of the prompt cusp, at least to within a factor
of a few [22]. The annihilation rate is only logarithmically sensitive to this
parameter. The right-hand panel of Fig. 6 shows the distribution of cusps in
1.5
mass Mcusp and radius rcusp , where Mcusp = (8π/3)Arcusp
is the mass enclosed
within rcusp .
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Fig. 6 Distribution of peaks (left-hand panel) and the resulting prompt cusps
(right-hand panel) in the standard WIMP scenario with mχ = 100 GeV and
Tkd = 30 MeV. We show contours that enclose 10, 25, 50, 75, and 90 per cent of the
distribution. Dashed contours are weighted by the number of cusps, while solid contours
are weighted by the annihilation rate. The cusp sizes R tend to lie within a factor of a few
−1
of the free-streaming scale kfs
= 0.94 pc. Prompt cusps arising from earlier-forming and
larger initial peaks tend to dominate the annihilation rate; they end up at the high end
of the cusp mass distribution and the low end of the radius distribution. Only peaks with
e2 − p|p| > 0.26 are considered here (see footnote 1).

We consider a number of WIMP scenarios with different mχ and Tkd .
Figure 7 shows the redshift z10 by which 10 per cent of the cusps have collapsed.3 This number largely determines the annihilation rate in cusps; see
Eq. (2). Generally, larger particle masses and earlier decoupling cause cusps to
−1
form earlier because both effects move the free-streaming cutoff kfs
to smaller
scales, where there is (logarithmically) more power in density variations.
The final feature of each prompt cusp is the interior radius at which the
ρ = Ar−1.5 cusp gives way to a central core [22]. This feature is enforced by
Liouville’s theorem, which implies that the maximum phase-space density fmax
set in the early universe cannot be exceeded inside collapsed structures. For
3
We take z10 to be the redshift by which 10 per cent of the peaks with e2 − p|p| < 0.26
have collapsed, since we are able to associate these peaks with prompt cusps; see footnote 1. z10
corresponds to roughly the redshift by which 5 per cent of all peaks have collapsed.
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Fig. 7 Redshift z10 (solid curves) by which 10 per cent of the cusps have collapsed, for various WIMP dark matter models. We also show the effective value
z10,eff that makes Eq. (2) correct (dashed curves).

dark matter that decoupled while it was nonrelativistic at the scale factor akd ,
fmax = (2π)−3/2 (mχ /Tkd )3/2 ρ̄0 a−3
kd ,

(9)

and the phase-space structure of a ρ = Ar−1.5 cusp implies that fmax is reached
at the radius rcore where
4.5
−2
Arcore
' 3 × 10−5 G−3 fmax
.

(10)

For WIMP dark matter scenarios, rcusp /rcore ∼ 500 for most prompt cusps,
which implies that the ρ ∝ r−1.5 density profile extends over about that factor
in radius. Below rcore , we assume that prompt cusps possess uniform density
−1.5
ρ = Arcore
.
Annihilation in prompt cusps.
a given prompt cusp is

The annihilation J factor (Eq. 1) inside

J = (4π/3)A2 [1 + 3 log(rcusp /rcore )] .

(11)

The number of cusps per dark matter mass is the ratio ncusps /ρ̄ between the
cusp number density and the mean dark matter density. Note that ncusps =
fcoll npeaks , where fcoll is the fraction of peaks that have collapsed by the time
under consideration (and recall that some peaks are taken never to collapse,
owing to Eq. 4 having no solution for them). The annihilation J factor per mass
¯ cusps /ρ̄, where J¯ is the average value of Eq. (11) over
is then Jcusps /MDM = Jn
the cusps that have collapsed. We have added to Figure 7 the effective value
z10,eff (dashed curves) that makes Eq. (2) yield the correct annihilation rate
per dark matter mass. Generally, z10,eff grows slightly more quickly than z10
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−1
because as the free-streaming cutoff kfs
moves to smaller scales, the (dimensionless) power spectrum near the cutoff becomes shallower, which makes peak
−1
sizes R slightly larger in relation to kfs
.
We can evaluate the same annihilation J factor for a much more massive
halo with an NFW density profile

ρ(r) =

ρs
.
r/rs (1 + r/rs )2

(12)

The annihilation boost factor due to prompt cusps inside that halo, assuming
full cusp survival, is just (Jcusps /MDM )/(Jhalo /Mhalo ). Figure 2 shows this
boost factor at z = 0 for haloes with NFW concentration parameter c =
R200 /rs , where R200 is the radius that encloses average dark matter density 200
times the cosmological mean, together with boost factor obtained if prompt
cusps close to halo centre are assumed to be tidally truncated as described
below. The cusps are so compact compared to late-time massive haloes that
tidal truncation has very little effect on the overall boost factors.
Galactic halo. To explore annihilation signals from the Galactic halo, we
use a recent mass model [29] that is tuned to match observational data. At
poorly constrained small scales, this model employs a simulation-tuned prescription to describe how the dark matter halo contracts due to domination
by baryons in the central region. The Sun is taken to reside at r0 = 8.20 kpc.
Figure 8 shows the density profile associated with this model. Note that the
prescription for halo contraction has not been validated at radii below 1 kpc,
so the density profile in that regime represents an extrapolation.
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Fig. 8 Spherically averaged Galactic density profile associated with the observationally tuned mass model that we use [29]. Dominance of baryons (dashed curve)
at small radii causes the dark matter’s initial NFW density profile (dotted curve) to contract
(solid curve).

Tidal stripping of prompt cusps. Near the centre of the Galactic halo
and other dark matter haloes, prompt cusps can be gradually stripped by
tidal forces, an effect that reduces their annihilation signal. Previous numerical
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studies have explored the impact of tidal evolution on subhalo annihilation
rates [40, 41], but they assumed NFW density profiles, so their results cannot
be directly applied to prompt cusps. For example, a prompt cusp’s annihilation
rate is only logarithmically sensitive to its outer radius, and so is only weakly
affected by loss of outer material. Also, steeper cusps are more resistant to
tidal effects than those of NFW haloes [27].
However, several theoretical models of tidal evolution have been developed
[23–26]. All of these models predict that a central cusp should remain intact
at sufficiently small radii, even as a subhalo’s outer regions expand and are
stripped. We use the adiabatic-tides model [25] to explicitly evaluate the
suppression of a prompt cusp’s annihilation rate due to tidal stripping. This
model describes the density profile of the asymptotic tidal remnant of a subhalo with a set initial profile. Specifically, we evaluate the tidal remnant of
an idealized ρ ∝ r−3/2 power law density profile (which has no truncation or
core radius). Since the idealized profile is scale-free, the result can be straightforwardly rescaled to apply to any prompt cusp in any region of any halo.
To appropriately account for the core radius rcore and the cusp’s outer radius
rcusp , we next scale the tidally stripped idealized profile by the ratio between
the cusp’s initial profile and the initial idealized power law. That is, below
rcore we scale the tidally stripped density profile by (r/rcore )3/2 , and we truncate the profile at the outer radius rcusp . This procedure is not exact, but
we have verified that alternative procedures (like truncating at the cusp mass
Mcusp instead of the cusp radius) do not change the resulting annihilation rate
significantly.
The degree of stripping in the adiabatic-tides model depends on the
subhalo’s pericentre radius. For our standard WIMP scenario, Fig. 9 shows
the factor by which tidal stripping by the total Galactic potential (including
baryons), shown in Fig. 8, suppresses annihilation inside prompt cusps as a
function of their pericentre radii. We comment that for this Galactic mass
distribution, the adiabatic-tides model predicts that the impact of tidal
stripping begins to weaken as the pericentre radius drops below 0.24 kpc. This
effect arises because the shallowing of the density profile at these radii causes
the radial tidal force to weaken. While this effect may be real, we conservatively
neglect it and assume that prompt cusps with pericentres below 0.24 kpc are
tidally stripped to the same degree as those with pericentres at 0.24 kpc. Note
that at the distance to the Galactic Centre, 0.24 kpc corresponds to 1.7 degrees
on the sky.
Within an isothermal sphere, which has the density profile ρ ∝ r−2 and
is typically a good approximation for a large range of radii inside Galactic
systems, the average pericentre radius of particles at radius r is about rperi '
0.55r. The average value of rperi /r is higher for the shallower profiles relevant
to haloes’ deep interiors. We approximate a prompt cusp’s pericentre radius
as half of its current radius, so we scale the annihilation rate in prompt cusps
at the radius r by the tidal scaling factor (e.g. in Fig. 9) evaluated for the
pericentre r/2. With this scaling applied, the factors by which the sky-averaged
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Fig. 9 Impact of tidal stripping on the annihilation rate in prompt cusps in
the Galactic halo. As a function of the Galactic pericentre radius, the solid curve shows
the factor by which the annihilation rate, summed over the full prompt cusp distribution,
is scaled, according to the adiabatic-tides model [25]. We consider the WIMP scenario
with mχ = 100 GeV and Tkd = 30 MeV. The dashed curve shows the factor by which
the sky-averaged prompt cusp annihilation rate is suppressed, where we specifically average
over angles for which the Galactic latitude |b| > 20 degrees (as in Fig. 3). The dotted curve
shows the factor by which the total annihilation rate of prompt cusps in the Galactic halo
is suppressed. For the latter lines, we assume that a prompt cusp’s pericentre radius is half
of its current radius.

and mass-averaged annihilation rates are suppressed in prompt cusps in the
Galactic halo are also shown in Fig. 9. We show the tidally scaled prompt cusp
signal from the Galactic halo in Fig. 3.
We also repeat this calculation for arbitrary NFW host haloes. The dashed
curve in Fig. 2 shows annihilation boost factors if tidal stripping is taken into
account. Clearly, its overall impact is minimal.
γ-ray spectra. The energy spectrum of the Galactic Centre γ-ray excess
between 1 and 10 GeV is well fit by a log-parabola [30]. In order to attribute
the Galactic Centre excess to dark matter annihilation in the smooth Galactic
halo, as shown in Fig. 3, the differential photon power emitted by a mass MDM
of dark matter with density ρ must be
E2

dN
MDM
ρ
= NGCE (E)
,
dE
M M Mpc−3

(13)

where
NGCE (E) = 8.6 × 10

14

−1

MeV s



E
GeV

E
0.27−0.27 log( GeV
)

(14)

is a rescaled form of the same log-parabola. For prompt cusps, we replace ρ
with the effective density Jcusps /MDM .
For a line-of-sight angle Ω, the energy flux from the Galactic halo is
d2 ΦE
1
E
=
NGCE (E)
dΩdE
4π

∞

Z
0




Jcusps
2
d`
ρ(`, Ω) + ρ(`, Ω) ,
MDM

(15)
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where ρ(`, Ω) is the density of the smooth halo. The sum accounts for both the
smooth halo and the prompt cusps. To evaluate the Galactic contribution to
the diffuse γ-ray background, we average Eq. (15) over the portion of the sky
for which the Galactic latitude |b| > 20 degrees. The extragalactic contribution
to this background is
E

Jcusps
d2 ΦE
c
= E 2 ρ̄0
dΩdE
4π MDM

∞

Z
0



dz
NGCE (E 0 )
,
H(z)
E 02
E 0 =E(1+z)

(16)

total
Galactic halo
extragalactic

10−3

10−4

E

d2 ΦE
(MeV cm−2 s−1 sr−1 )
dΩdE

where we neglect scattering with extragalactic background light, which is
minor at these energies.4 The resulting differential energy spectra are plotted
in Fig. 10 along with that of the measured diffuse γ-ray background [31], and
the right-hand panel of Fig. 3 shows these components integrated over the the
1 to 10 GeV energy range. As we noted in the main text, dark matter in this
scenario is required to account for a large fraction of the diffuse γ-ray flux in
this range, which is incompatible with prior results indicating that nearly all
of the diffuse flux can be attributed to astrophysical sources [32].

100

101

E (GeV)
Fig. 10 Contribution of dark matter annihilation to the diffuse γ-ray background
if the Galactic Centre γ-ray excess is attributed to annihilation in the smooth
Galactic halo. We consider a WIMP scenario with z10 = 32. We show the measured diffuse
flux (gray curve with modeling uncertainty band) along with the predicted contribution of
the Galactic halo (dotted curve; including the effect of tidal stripping), that of extragalactic
dark matter (dashed curve), and the sum of the two contributions (black solid curve).

Conversion of limits on the dark matter lifetime. Given a lower limit
on the lifetime τ of a dark matter candidate with mass m0χ = 2mχ , we can
derive an upper limit on the annihilation cross section hσvi of a (different)
dark matter candidate with mass mχ by equating the annihilation and decay
4
We also evaluated the extragalactic contribution using the γ-cascade code [42], which accounts
for scattering with extragalactic background light, and the result was the same.
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rates Γ per dark matter mass MDM . In particular, [43]
hσvi Jcusps
Γ
1
=
= 0 .
2m2χ MDM
MDM
mχ τ

(17)

This allows us to deduce straightforwardly the upper limit on hσvi given in
Fig. 4 for the χχ → bb̄ annihilation channel from the lower limit on τ derived
by a previous study [32] for the χ → bb̄ decay channel.
Data availability.
study.

No datasets were generated or analysed during this

Code availability. Code to evaluate prompt cusp distributions is available
from the corresponding author on request. However, it is adapted from code
already available at https://github.com/delos/microhalo-models.
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