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W e discuss the prospects for detection of high energy neutrinos from dark m atter annihilation
at the G alactic centre. D espite the large uncertainties associated w ith our poor know ledge of the
distribution of dark m atter in the Innem ost regions of the G alaxy, we determ ine an upper lin it on
the neutrino ux by requiring that the associated gam m a-ray em ission does not exceed the ocbserved

ux. W e conclide that if dark m atter is m ade of neutralinos, a neutrino ux from dark m atter
annihilations at the GC will not be observable by A ntares. Conversly, the positive detection of
such a ux would etther require an altemative explanation, in tem s of astrophysical processes, or
the adoption of other dark m atter candidates, disfavouring the case for neutralinos.

PACS num bers: ...

I. NTRODUCTION

T here is robust observational evidence for the dom i-
nance of non-baryonic dark m atter over baryonicm atter
In the universe. Such evidence com es from m any inde—
pendent observations over di erent length scales. The
m ost stringent constraint on the abundance ofdark m at-
ter com es from the analysisofCM B anisotropies. In par—
ticular, the W M AP experin ent restricts the abundance
ofm atterto lie in the range  h? = 0:135° 20°%° [1. The
sam e type of analysis constrains the am ount ofbaryonic
m atter to be in the range bh2 = 00224 0:20009, in
good agreem ent w ith predictions from B ig Bang nucl—
osynthesis 0018 < ph? < 0:023 (eg. Ref. [1]).

Tt iscom m only believed that such a non-baryonic com —
ponent could consist of new , as yet undiscovered, parti-
cles, usually referred to asW IM Ps W eakly Interacting
M assive P articles). It is intriguing that som e extensions
ofthe standard m odelofparticle physics predict the exis—
tence ofparticles that would be excellent DM candidates.
In particular great attention has been recently devoted
to candidates arising in supersym m etric theories. The
lightest supersym m etric particle (LSP), which in most
supersym m etric scenarios is the so{called neutralino, is
stable In theories w ith conservation ofR {parity, and can
have m asses and cross sections of typicalW IM P s.

O ne possible way of probing the nature of dark m atter
particles is to look for their annihilation signal [I]. For
thispurpose, the best regionsto exam ine are those w here
the dark m atter accum ulates, the annihilation rate being
proportional to the square of the particle num ber den-
sity. A wide literature exists discussing the prospects of
observing annihilation radiation from the G alactic cen-
tre eg. Refs. [, &, I1]), high energy neutrinos from
the Sun (g. Refs. [, I, l1]), gamm a—rays and syn-—
chrotron from dark m atter clum ps in the galactic halo
eg. Refs. 1, 0, B, 1), gam m a-rays from extemal
galaxies (eg. Refs. [, 11, , 1), positrons and an-
tipbroton (eg. Refs. [, 0,00, 00]) and m ore.

Large uncertainties are associated w ith predictions of
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annihilation uxes, due to ourpoor know ledge ofthe dis—
tribution of dark m atter, especially In the nnemm ost re—
gions of the G alaxy. N um erical sin ulations suggest that
the dark m atter density is wellapproxin ated by \cusoy"
pro les,wih a powerdaw behaviour / r .Estinates
of vary between having no cusp, 0;0], to a cusp

= 1 that is further steepened by adiabatic com pres—
sion of the baryons [[l]. O ne can trace these di erences
In large part to uncertainties in the stellar m ass In the
nner galaxy as Inferred from m icrolensing experin ents.
T he poor know ledge of  in plies uncertainties of several
orders of m agniude in the annihilation ux. The siua—
tion ism ade even worse by the possble In uence on the
dark m atterpro le ofthe probable adiabatic form ation of
the supem assive black hol lying at the G alactic centre.
Such uncertainties m ake indirect searches less e ective
for constraining the physical param eters (such as m ass
and cross sections) of dark m atter particles.

W e suggest here a m ethod for evading the astrophys-
icaluncertainties n the neutrino ux, by requiring that
the associated gam m a-ray em ission does not exceed the

ux observed by the EGRET experim ent in the direc—
tion of the G alactic centre. In fact, if we nom alize the
gamm aray ux to the EGRET data, the corresponding
neutrino ux will be an upper lim it on the actual neu—
trino ux measurable on Earth. Choosing the EGRET
nom alization correspondsto xing the productd vN ,
w here the quantity J,de ned below , includesallofthe as—
trophysical nform ation, v isthe totalannihilation cross
section and N is the num ber of photons produced per
annihilation.

T his paper is organised as ollow s: we rst discuss the
gamm a{ray source observed by the EGRET satellite in
the direction ofthe G alactic centre ; in Sec. IlTwebrie vy
review the resulson the distribution ofdark m atter from
observations and N-body simulations. In Sec. IV we
present the particle physics details of our candidate, the
neutralino, arising in supersym m etric theories, in Sec. V
we review the prospects of indirect detection of such can—
didates through gam m a{ray and neutrino em ission, for a
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typical dark m atter pro le, and In Sec. VI we com pare
the prospects of indirect detection through annihilation
radiation from the GC w ih other searches. W e present
In Sec. V ITthe upper lim it on the neutrino ux, ocbtained
by nom alizing the annihilation ux totheEGRET data,
and we nally give our conclusions in Sec. V ITI.

II. THE EGRET SOURCE AT THE GALACTIC
CENTRE

The Galactic centre region has been observed by
EGRET, the Energetic Gamm a Ray Experim ent Tele—
scope, launched on the Com pton Gamm a Ray O bserva-
tory in 1991, and sensitive to an energy range 30M &V {
30G &V . A strong excess of em ission was observed in an
error circle of 02 degree radiis including the position
1= 0,b= 0, the strongest an ission m aximum lying
w ithin 15 degrees from the GC [].

The radiation exceeds, and also is harder than, the
expected gamm a ray em ission due to the interaction of
prim ary cosm ic rays w ith the interstellar m edium (see
eg. Strong et al 1998 []]). At the energieswe are Inter—
ested N, E © 1 Ge&V, them ah source of photons is the
decay of ° m esons originating from processes such as

p+X!O

He + X !

where X is an interstellar atom . The interested reader
will nd a detaild estin ate of the background radiation
in Cesariniet al. 2003 [ 1].

Tt is Intriguing to confcture that such excess em is—
sion could origihate from dark m atter annihilation at the
G alactic centre . H ow ever, such an interpretation isprob—
Jem atic. In fact, as noticed by Hooper and D ngus 1],
the EGRET source is not exactly coincident w ih the
G alactic centre , which would m ake the interpretation of
the signal as due to the annihilation in a spike around
the G alactic centre at least problem atic.

Furthem ore there is som e evidence, although weak,
that the source could be variabl. Such a result could
rule out com pletely the interpretation ofthe excessem is-
sion as due to annihilation radiation from the G alactic
centre . The variability of 3EG J1746-2851 has been re—
cently discussed in Nolan et al 2003 []]. An additional

aw has been pointed out by P Salati ], nam ely the
fact that the H I colum n density wasm erely interpolated
In the region of interest, where it was thought to be un—
reliable due to strong selfabsorption and high optical
thickness. It is an open question how the conclusions
would change if di erent assum ptions are m ade about
the H I colum n density.

Here, we will regard the EGRET observation as an
upper lim it on the annihilation gamm aray ux from the
G alactic centre.

ITII. DARK MATTER DISTRIBUTION

T heusualparam etrization fordark m atter density pro—
ks is
0

= : 1
S G @

w here r is the galacto-centric coordinate, R is a charac—
teristic length and ; and are free param eters.

T here is consensus, at present, about the shape of the
pro le In the outer parts of halos, but not in the inner-
m ost regions, due to loss of num erical resolution in N -
body sim ulations and to the poor resolution in observa-—
tion of rotation curves of outer galaxes. N avarro, Frenk
& W hie 1], Dund with N-body sinulations that the
pro le could be well approxin ated at smallradiiw ith a
powerlaw (r) = r wih 1. O ther groups reached
di erent conclusions (see eg. Refs. [0, 00]).

The m ost recent N -body sin ulations [, B, B ] sug—
gest that pro lesdo not approach power law sw ith a well-
de ned index at very sm allradii. Pro lescontinue to be-
com e shallower, ie. the (hegative) logarithm ic slope be-
com eshigher, when m oving tow ardsthe centre. Som e au—
thors how ever contend that convergence is reached w ih

02 03 at0:3% ofthe virialradis [ 1].
An additional com plication of the dark m atter pro—
ke at the center of our G alaxy, is the wellestablished
presence of a a 36  10° solar mass black hole (see
egRef. [1]), that would accrete dark m atter, producing
a socalled ’'spike’ 1], and lading to an enhancem ent
of the annihilation ux by several orders of m agnitude
(see Ref. [1], and references therein, for a discussion of
Indirect detection of dark m atter in presence of spikes,
and of dynam ical e ects that could potentially destroy
them ).

The observational situation is even less clear. The
analysis of rotation curves of galaxies has led som e au—
thors to clain inconsistency of the observed ’ at’ pro—

les wih the cuspy pro les predicted by N-body sinu—
lations. O ther groups [, ] clain instead that cuspy
pro les are com patible w ith observations. Hayashiet al
] com pared the observational data directly w ith their
num erical sin ulations (rather than ts of their sinula—
tions) and found no signi cant discrepancy in m ost cases.
T hey attrbuted the rem aining discrepancies to the dif-
ference betw een circular velocities and gas rotation speed
In realistic triaxialhalos.

Tt isclarthat the predictionsofannihilation uxesare
strongly a ected by the uncertainties in dark m atter dis-
tribution. In particular, since the annihilation rate ispro—
portional to the square of the particle densiy, di erent
pro lescan lad to uncertainties ofm any orders ofm ag—
nitude. To get around these, we w illuse the gam m a{ray

ux observed by EGRET in the direction of the G alac—
tic centre , to get rid of astrophysical uncertainties and
produce a robust upper lin i on the neutrino ux from
dark m atter annihilation at the G alactic centre .



Iv. SUPERSYMMETRIC DM :NEUTRALINOS

Neutralinos are by far the best studied dark mat-
ter candidates. They arise in supersymm etric theories
w ith conservation of R -parity, in which the lightest su—
persym m etric particlke (LSP) cannot decay in standard
m odel particles, and is thus stabl. In m ost cases the
LSP is the neutralino, ie. a linear com bination of the
supersym m etric partners of the gauge and higgs bosons

( 0=z B+ zoWs + z3H D + z4HY: Q)

The m atrix z diagonalizes the neutralino m ass m atrix,
which is expressed as
0

M 1 0 myzC Sy MyzS Sy
B 0 M, mgyC Gy mgs gy C
¢ A
my;C sy mMgzC Gy 0
mgys Sy mgyzsS Gy 0

3)
in the basis B ;W 3;HY;HY).

Sim ilarly de ning Vi; ;) as the wino (higgsino) frac-
tion of the lightest chargino, the neutralino annihilation
channels and cross—sectionsm ost relevant for indirect de—
tection are

p! o / [211(2)213(4)]2
T zn / Byl
' WwW / [213(4)\712]2 and/or [z1,V11 P

)
Annihilation in these channels thus increases with the
w no or higgsino fraction of the neutralino. The spec—
tra of the indirect detection signals studied here keep an
In print of the dom inant channel.

For muon via neutrino production: theW *W  and
Zh channels produce m ore energetic neutrinos, ie a
harder neutrino spectrum than kb. Both the neutrino—
nuclkon cross section ( y ) and the muon range R )
being proportional to neutrino energy, harder spectra
give higher m uon detection rates for the threshold con—
sidered here 5 GeV): / xn E )R E ).

For gamm a production: the o and also tt channels
dom inate the gpectra around 2 G &V but at higher en—
ergies, the harder W W and Zh channels come in. Ex—
perim entsw ith di erent thresholds can thus see di erent
processes.

The In uence of the dom nant annihilation channel is
displayed on gure @ below .

W ehaveperform ed a scan o£SUSY m odelsattheGUT
scale, com puting renomm alisation group equations and
radiative electroweak symm etry breaking w ith Suspect

], the neutralino relic density with Micromegas 1]
and detection rates w ith Darksusy ] [1]. The SUSY
m odels explored fallin 3 classes (see [1] for de nitions)

CM SSM : wih universalscalarm o and gauginom ;_,
m ass param eters in the ranges:
50GeV < my < 4000Gev, 50G&V < mq-, < 2000GeV,
Ayg= 0,tan = 5;20;35

Non universalgauginomassM , tyT : Ssam evaluesas
above, except forM , tyr = 06m -, (hstead oflm -,),
lading to M M ;1 in the neutralino m assm atrix (eq.
B); the resulting non—zero w ino contents (z;,) allow s for
non-negligible relic densities.

Non universal gaugino mass M 3 gr @ Ssame values
as In the universal case (tan = 20;35 only) wih
M3%gr = 06m -, (nstead oflm ;-,), to decrease the
param eter in the neutralinom assm atrix (eq.l) to avour
the higgsino fraction (z;3(4)) and decrease scalarm asses,
In particular the pseudo scalar A mass. W e do not re—
lax H iggs sector universality, whose interesting e ectson
dark m atter are sim ilar to those ofa lowerM 3%y -

Finally, we apply the follow Ing conservative cuts on
our m odels:

Higgsmass:my > 1135 Gev 1],
Charghomass:m + > 1035Gev ],

h? < 03, butwe also show

WMAP 12 _ O« + 0:0161
CDM h® = 0:1126 0:0181 7

Relicdensity: 003 <
theW M AP [l] range

b! s Constrainti]:

233 10* <BRb! s )< 415 104,
The muon anomalous magnetic moment [ 1]:

81 10 10 < susy = exp  SM o449 1010 p .

G ven the recent evolution of this last range, the on—
going debate about the use -decay data [[l] and the
drastic e ect of this 2 cut, which both excliudes the
SM and m any interesting dark m atter m odels, the range
0< % < 8:110 % willnotbe discarded, but displayed
in pale on allplots.

V. GAMMA{RAY AND NEUTRINO FLUX
FROM THE GC

Indirect detection ofD ark M atter isbased on observa—
tion of annihilation products lkke gam m a-rays, neutrinos
or synchrotron em ission of secondary electron {positron
pairs. The spectrum of secondary particles of species
i from annihilation of DM particles whose distribbution
follows a pro ke (r) where r is the G alacto{centric co—
ordinate, is given by

Z
aN; 1
dE 4 M ?

ds ? @ )
line of sight

1(7E)= v

)
w here the coordinate s runs along the Iine of sight, In a
direction m aking an angle  respect to the direction of
theGC. vanddN;=dE are respectively the annihilation
cross section and the spectrum of secondary particles per
annihilation, whileM isthem assofthe annihilatingDM
particle.
To isolate the factor depending on astrophysics, ie.
the integral of 2 along the line of sight, we Introduce,



follow ing 1], the quantity J ( )

Z
1 1 z

J()= .
85kpc 03Gev/an

ds ? (r(s;

line of sight
(6)
and its average over a spherical region of solid angle ,
centeredon = 0,J( ).
W ith these de niions the ux from a solid angle

is
i e ’F

12
0 2= 2

i( JE) ' 56

an st: @

Apart from astrophysics, large uncertainties on the
quantities in eq.ll are associated w ith the details of parti-
clephysics. T he dependence ofthe annihilation cross sec—
tion on themassM isdi erent foreach DM candidate,
and even In the fram ework of a speci ¢ supersym m etric
scenario, cross sections for a given m ass could span over
several orders of m agnitude.
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FIG.l:Gammaf{ray ux from neutralino annihilation at the
GC, assum ing a NFW pro l. For com parison we show the
EGRET and GLA ST sensitivities. Shades palr than In the
Jlgend denote a low ¥ valie.

W e show in Fig.lthegamm a{ray ux from neutralino
annihilation at the G alactic centre assum inga NFW pro—
¥, alongwth EGRET and G LA ST sensitivities. W e see
that all the supersym m etric m odels predict uxes below
the EGRET sensitivity in this case, but m any of them
could produce uxes observable by GLAST .

N evertheless, as already m entioned, EGRET did ob-
serve a source at the G alactic centre , although it is un—
clearw hether thisem ission isactually to be attributed to
W IM P annihilations. W e adopt a conservative approach

and consider the EGRET source as an upper lin i on
the W IM P annihilation ux. In this sense, we see from
Fig.l that if neutralinos are the dark m atter particl,
then there is room ®r pro s even m ore \cuspy" than
NEW .

Alwaysassum nga NFW pro J, we show in Fig.Mthe
neutrino-induced muon ux from dark m atter anniila-
tion at the GC . W e show for com parison the expected
sensitivity of the A ntares telescope (€g. ], currently
under construction in the M editerranean sea. The tele-
scope sensitivity depend on the incom ing neutrino spec—
trum , we thus show two sensitivity curves (for a 3-years
period of observation), one relative to a hard ux (rle-
vant ortheW *W  and Z h channels), the other relative
to a soft ux (relevant orthe kb channel) A scan be seen,
the predictions fall severalorders ofm agniude below the
A ntares sensitivity. O foourse, at this stage, this doesnot
necessarily In ply that A ntaresw ill not observe any neu—
trinos from the G alactic centre , as we have seen In the
previous section that it is possible that the actual dark
m atter pro le is stegper than NFW , adopted for Figs.ll
and H.
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FIG .2: Neutrino-induced muon ux from neutralino annihi-
Jation at the GC, assum ing a NFW pro le. For com parison
we show the expected A ntares sensitivity. Shades paler than
in the legend denote a Iow "% value.

VI. COMPARISON W ITH OTHER SEARCHES

In this section we compare, for com pleteness, the
prosoects of detection of the SUSY m odels discussed
abovew ith otherdetection techniques, w hich are actually
nsensitive to the pro ke ofdark m atter In the innem ost
regions of the G alaxy.



In Fig.Mwe show the ux ofneutrinos from neutralino
annihilation in the solar core. T he pro fcted sensitivities
of both Antares and IceCube ] appear to be abl to
probe the supersym m etricm odelsw ith the non-negligble
higgsino fraction necessary foran e cient neutralino cap—
ture rate in the Sun.
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FIG . 3: Neutrino-induced muon ux from neutralino anni-
hilation in the solar core. Shades paler than in the legend
denote a ow "% value.

W e also show in Fig.ll the potential of direct detec—
tion technigques to probe the neutralino nature through
the search orneutralinonuclkon interactions in large de—
tectors, such as Edelweiss []] and CDM S [ ]]. There
are a couple of orders of m agniude between the present
-day experin ent sensitivitiesand them ost optin isticpre—
dictions for neutralinos. But this gap could be bridged
by next-generation experin ents such asEdelweiss IT (eg.

1) and Zeplin 1].

VII. UPPER LIM IT FOR THE NEUTRINO

FLUX

In order to m axim ize the neutrino ux from dark m at—
ter annihilation at the G alactic centre , we nom alize the
ux ofgam m a{rays, associated w ith such a neutrino ux,
tothe EGRET data. This corresponds to pxing, foreach
model, the product J vN ,wih N = ;NiR;; here
R ; isthebranching ratio ofall the channels i contributing
N ; gamm a{rays above a given threshold energy.
Having xed the particle physics contents of our dark
m atter candidate, the ratio between the num ber of pho—
tons and the num ber of neutrinos em itted per anniila—
tion is known. W e can thus estin ate the neutrino ux
from the G alactic centre associated wih a gamm a-ray

CDMS
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FIG .4: P rospects ofneutralino direct detection. Shadespaler
than in the lkgend denote a Iow "% vale.

em ission reproducing the EGRET data. Finally we can
convert the ux of neutrinos nto a ux ofmuons, pro—
duced by neutrinos Interactionsw ith the rock around de—
tectors on Earth, In order to com pare w ith experin ental
sensitivities.

The rescaled ux ofmuons
given by

nom (> By, ) willthus be

NEW (> Et_h) EGRET CE )
RO (> By = e ®)

where the label NFW rem inds that NFW pro les have
been used to com pute pro le-independent ux ratios,and
E isthe energy at which we decide to nom alize the ux
to the gamm aray data (ih ourcaseE = 2G&V).
The results are shown in Figs.ll and ll. The muon

ux nom alised to the EGRET data represent an upper
lim it, as the observed gam m a{ray em ission could be due
to processes other than dark m atter annihilation. The
com parison w ith the A ntares sensitivity show s that only
the highest m ass neutralinos can possibly be detected in
the G alactic centre. Insisting on the W M AP relic den-
sity in Fig.ll and using the hard neutrino spectrum sen-
sitivity appropriate to the relevant Z h channel, we need
at Jeast 700 G &V neutralinos, whose contribution to the
muon anom alous m om ent is sin ilar to the (excluded?)
Standard M odel.

If neutrinos are nevertheless observed above the given

uxes, then their Interpretation as due to neutralino an—
nihilation is problem atic and would actually require ei-
ther the adoption of other dark m atter candidates an—
nihilating dom inantly into neutrino pairs or a di erent
explanation, eg. in tem s of astrophysical sources.
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FIG . 5: Neutrino-induced muon ux from the G alactic cen—
tre nom alized to EGRET with relic density values. Shades
palr than in the legend denote a ow ¥ value.

Conceming other dark m atter candidates, a caseby—
case analysis is needed. For Kaluza{K lein candidates
eg. Ref. ] and references therein) , In particular,
there are several channels contributing to the neutrino

ux (see Ref. [1]). Neutrinos com Ing from the decay of
charged pions orighating in quark fragm entations have
a relatively soft spectrum , and cannot be detected w ith
Antares, even nom alizing the gamm a{ray ux to the
EGRET data. A sinilar conclusion applies for neutri-
nos from prom pt sem iHeptonic decay of secondary heavy
quarks, despite the fact that the spectrum in this case is
harder. One last channel could be potentially interest—
Ing, the direct production of neutrinos, which is nearly
forbidden in the case of neutralinos. T his channel is par-
ticularly interesting since in this case the spectrum of
neutrinos is a line, at energy equal to the m ass of the
K aliza{K lein particle. Rescaling the uxes ocbtained In
Ref. [l]we estin ate this ux to be com parabl w ith the
Antares sensitivity to line spectra. A detailed analysis of
this case w ill be presented elsew here.

F inally, to show how our upper bound on the neutrino
ux from the G alactic centre would evolve w ith new data
on gamm a ray uxes, we show in Fig.ll the ux above
60 G eV com ing from the sam e neutralino anniilations in
the G alactic centre, applying the sam e nomm alization to
EGRET that we used fr neutrinos in Fig.ll. A s in that
gure, the points trace an upper bound on the gamm a
ux above 60 G&V, given the EGRET m easurem ent. If
Hess sees a signal (which is not exclided according to
Fig.l, eg. two orders ofm agnitudes below thisgamm a
upperbound, the upperbound on theneutrino uxFig.ll
can accordingly be reduced by two orders ofm agniudes.
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FIG . 6: Neutrino-induced muon ux from the G alactic cen—
tre nom alized to EGRET, form odelsw ith W M A P preferred
relic density sorted by lading ( BR > 0:5) annihilation
channel. Shades paler than in the legend denote a ITow %
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VIII. CONCLUSIONS

The ux ofneutrinos from dark m atter annihilation at
the G alactic centre depends on the assum ed dark m at-
terpro leand on the detailsofannihilation ofthe speci ¢
candidate adopted. It is nevertheless possible to obtain
an upper lm it for the neutrino ux, by requiring that
the associated gamm a-ray em ission do not exceed the

ux observed by EGRET in the direction ofthe G alactic
centre .

W e have estin ated such upper lim its n the case of
neutralinos and conclided that any associated neutrino
ux lies below the experim ental sensitivity of A ntares,
unless the neutralino m ass isabove 700 GeV .In this
case, corregponding tom odelsw ith a low ¥ value, and
even assum ing that the gam m a-ray em ission observed by
EGRET is entirely due to neutralino annihilation, the
upper lin it on the neutrino ux isbarely above them in—
Inum signalobservable by Antares In 3 years.

Thism eansthat Antaresw illnot be able to see neutri-
nos from neutralino annihilation at the G alactic centre .
C onversly, the positive detection of such a ux would
either require a di erent explanation in tem s, eg., of
other astrophysical sources, or the adoption ofdark m at—
ter candidates other than neutralinos.



1
.,\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\

diff
flux:

.
©

)
©

© 0.03<Q h?< Qe o
* Qumap < Q, h? < QWimae

* Qiap <Q h* < 0.3

-
o

-
-

log10 [y5>80GeV (em?s™) * Egret . /v
5 . .

HESS

\\l\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900

M, (GeV)

=
w

FIG.7: Gamma{ray ux (@above 60 G&V) from neutralino

annihilation at the GC nom alized to EGRET . For com pari-

son we show the HESS sensitivity. Shades paler than in the
Jlegend denote a low % valie.
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