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W e discuss the prospects for detection ofhigh energy neutrinos from dark m atter annihilation

at the G alactic centre. D espite the large uncertainties associated with our poor knowledge ofthe

distribution ofdark m atterin theinnerm ostregionsofthe G alaxy,we determ inean upperlim iton

theneutrino 
ux by requiring thattheassociated gam m a-ray em ission doesnotexceed theobserved


ux. W e conclude that ifdark m atter is m ade ofneutralinos,a neutrino 
ux from dark m atter

annihilations at the G C willnot be observable by Antares. Conversely,the positive detection of

such a 
ux would eitherrequire an alternative explanation,in term sofastrophysicalprocesses,or

the adoption ofotherdark m attercandidates,disfavouring the case forneutralinos.

PACS num bers:... FER M ILA B-Pub-04/032-A ,LPT O rsay-04/22

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

There is robust observationalevidence for the dom i-

nanceofnon-baryonicdark m atteroverbaryonicm atter

in the universe. Such evidence com es from m any inde-

pendent observations over di�erent length scales. The

m oststringentconstrainton theabundanceofdark m at-

tercom esfrom theanalysisofCM B anisotropies.In par-

ticular,the W M AP experim entrestrictsthe abundance

ofm attertoliein therange
M h2 = 0:135+ 0:008�0:009 [1].The

sam etypeofanalysisconstrainsthe am ountofbaryonic

m atter to be in the range 
bh
2 = 0:0224 � 0:0009,in

good agreem ent with predictions from Big Bang nucle-

osynthesis0:018< 
bh
2 < 0:023 (e.g.Ref.[2]).

Itiscom m only believed thatsuch anon-baryoniccom -

ponentcould consistofnew,asyetundiscovered,parti-

cles,usually referred to as W IM Ps (W eakly Interacting

M assiveParticles).Itisintriguing thatsom e extensions

ofthestandard m odelofparticlephysicspredicttheexis-

tenceofparticlesthatwould beexcellentDM 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 m ost

supersym m etric scenarios is the so{called neutralino,is

stablein theorieswith conservation ofR{parity,and can

havem assesand crosssectionsoftypicalW IM Ps.

O nepossibleway ofprobing thenatureofdark m atter

particles is to look for their annihilation signal[3]. For

thispurpose,thebestregionstoexam inearethosewhere

thedark m atteraccum ulates,theannihilation ratebeing

proportionalto the square ofthe particle num ber den-

sity.A wide literature existsdiscussing the prospectsof

observing annihilation radiation from the G alactic cen-

tre (e.g. Refs. [4, 5, 6]), high energy neutrinos from

the Sun (e.g. Refs. [7, 8, 9]), gam m a-rays and syn-

chrotron from dark m atter clum ps in the galactic halo

(e.g. Refs.[10,11,12,13]),gam m a-raysfrom external

galaxies (e.g. Refs.[14,15,16,17]),positrons and an-

tiproton (e.g.Refs.[18,19,20,21])and m ore.

Large uncertaintiesare associated with predictionsof

annihilation 
uxes,dueto ourpoorknowledgeofthedis-

tribution ofdark m atter,especially in the innerm ostre-

gionsofthe G alaxy.Num ericalsim ulationssuggestthat

thedark m atterdensity iswellapproxim ated by \cuspy"

pro�les,with a power-law behaviour� / r�
 .Estim ates

of
 vary between having no cusp,
 � 0;[22],to a cusp


 = 1 that is further steepened by adiabatic com pres-

sion ofthe baryons[23].O ne can trace these di�erences

in large part to uncertainties in the stellar m ass in the

innergalaxy asinferred from m icrolensing experim ents.

Thepoorknowledgeof
 im pliesuncertaintiesofseveral

ordersofm agnitude in the annihilation 
ux.The situa-

tion ism ade even worseby the possiblein
uence on the

darkm atterpro�leoftheprobableadiabaticform ation of

thesuperm assiveblack holelying attheG alacticcentre.

Such uncertainties m ake indirect searches less e�ective

for constraining the physicalparam eters (such as m ass

and crosssections)ofdark m atterparticles.

W e suggesthere a m ethod forevading the astrophys-

icaluncertaintiesin the neutrino 
ux,by requiring that

the associated gam m a-ray em ission doesnotexceed the


ux observed by the EG RET experim ent in the direc-

tion ofthe G alactic centre. In fact,ifwe norm alize the

gam m a-ray 
ux to the EG RET data,the corresponding

neutrino 
ux willbe an upper lim iton the actualneu-

trino 
ux m easurable on Earth. Choosing the EG RET

norm alization correspondsto �xing theproductJ�vN 
,

wherethequantityJ,de�ned below,includesalloftheas-

trophysicalinform ation,�v isthetotalannihilation cross

section and N 
 is the num ber ofphotons produced per

annihilation.

Thispaperisorganised asfollows:we�rstdiscussthe

gam m a{ray source observed by the EG RET satellite in

thedirection oftheG alacticcentre;in Sec.IIIwebrie
y

review theresultson thedistribution ofdarkm atterfrom

observations and N-body sim ulations. In Sec. IV we

presentthe particlephysicsdetailsofourcandidate,the

neutralino,arising in supersym m etrictheories,in Sec.V

wereview theprospectsofindirectdetection ofsuch can-

didatesthrough gam m a{ray and neutrino em ission,fora

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0403322v1
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typicaldark m atterpro�le,and in Sec. VIwe com pare

the prospectsofindirectdetection through annihilation

radiation from the G C with othersearches. W e present

in Sec.VIItheupperlim iton theneutrino
ux,obtained

by norm alizingtheannihilation 
ux totheEG RET data,

and we �nally giveourconclusionsin Sec.VIII.

II. T H E EG R ET SO U R C E A T T H E G A LA C T IC

C EN T R E

The G alactic centre region has been observed by

EG RET,the Energetic G am m a Ray Experim ent Tele-

scope,launched on the Com pton G am m a Ray O bserva-

tory in 1991,and sensitive to an energy range 30M eV{

30G eV.A strong excessofem ission wasobserved in an

error circle of0.2 degree radius including the position

l= 0�,b = 0�,the strongest em ission m axim um lying

within 15 degreesfrom theG C [24].

The radiation exceeds, and also is harder than, the

expected gam m a ray em ission due to the interaction of

prim ary cosm ic rays with the interstellar m edium (see

e.g.Strongetal.1998[25]).Attheenergiesweareinter-

ested in,E >
� 1 G eV,the m ain source ofphotonsisthe

decay of�0 m esonsoriginating from processessuch as

p + X ! �
0

H e + X ! �
0

where X is an interstellar atom . The interested reader

will�nd a detailed estim ateofthebackground radiation

in Cesarinietal.2003 [26].

It is intriguing to conjecture that such excess em is-

sion could originatefrom dark m atterannihilation atthe

G alacticcentre.However,such an interpretationisprob-

lem atic.In fact,asnoticed by Hooperand Dingus [27],

the EG RET source is not exactly coincident with the

G alacticcentre,which would m aketheinterpretation of

the signalas due to the annihilation in a spike around

the G alacticcentreatleastproblem atic.

Furtherm ore there is som e evidence,although weak,

that the source could be variable. Such a result could

ruleoutcom pletely theinterpretation oftheexcessem is-

sion as due to annihilation radiation from the G alactic

centre .The variability of3EG J1746-2851 hasbeen re-

cently discussed in Nolan etal.2003 [28].An additional


aw has been pointed out by P.Salati[58],nam ely the

factthattheHIcolum n density wasm erely interpolated

in the region ofinterest,where itwasthoughtto be un-

reliable due to strong self-absorption and high optical

thickness. It is an open question how the conclusions

would change ifdi�erent assum ptions are m ade about

the HIcolum n density.

Here, we willregard the EG RET observation as an

upperlim iton theannihilation gam m a-ray 
ux from the

G alacticcentre.

III. D A R K M A T T ER D IST R IB U T IO N

Theusualparam etrizationfordarkm atterdensitypro-

�lesis

�(r)=
�0

(r=R)
[1+ (r=R)�](��
)=�
: (1)

where r isthe galacto-centriccoordinate,R isa charac-

teristiclength and �;� and 
 arefreeparam eters.

Thereisconsensus,atpresent,aboutthe shapeofthe

pro�le in the outerpartsofhalos,butnotin the inner-

m ost regions,due to loss ofnum ericalresolution in N-

body sim ulationsand to the poorresolution in observa-

tion ofrotation curvesofoutergalaxes. Navarro,Frenk

& W hite [29],found with N-body sim ulations that the

pro�le could be wellapproxim ated atsm allradiiwith a

power-law �(r)= r
 with 
 � 1. O thergroupsreached

di�erentconclusions(seee.g.Refs.[30,31]).

The m ostrecentN-body sim ulations[32,33,34]sug-

gestthatpro�lesdonotapproachpowerlawswith awell-

de�ned index atvery sm allradii.Pro�lescontinueto be-

com e shallower,i.e.the (negative)logarithm icslope be-

com eshigher,when m ovingtowardsthecentre.Som eau-

thorshowevercontend thatconvergenceisreached with


 � 0:2� 0:3 at0:3% ofthe virialradius[35].

An additionalcom plication of the dark m atter pro-

�le at the center ofour G alaxy,is the well-established

presence of a a 3:6 � 106 solar m ass black hole (see

e.g.Ref.[43]),thatwould accretedark m atter,producing

a so-called ’spike’[44],and leading to an enhancem ent

ofthe annihilation 
ux by severalorders ofm agnitude

(see Ref.[6],and references therein,for a discussion of

indirect detection ofdark m atter in presence ofspikes,

and ofdynam icale�ects that could potentially destroy

them ).

The observationalsituation is even less clear. The

analysis ofrotation curves ofgalaxies has led som e au-

thors to claim inconsistency ofthe observed ’
at’pro-

�les with the cuspy pro�les predicted by N-body sim u-

lations. O ther groups [46,47]claim instead that cuspy

pro�lesare com patible with observations. Hayashietal

[32]com pared the observationaldata directly with their

num ericalsim ulations (rather than �ts oftheir sim ula-

tions)and found nosigni�cantdiscrepancyin m ostcases.

They attributed the rem aining discrepancies to the dif-

ferencebetween circularvelocitiesand gasrotation speed

in realistictriaxialhalos.

Itisclearthatthepredictionsofannihilation 
uxesare

strongly a�ected by theuncertaintiesin dark m atterdis-

tribution.In particular,sincetheannihilation rateispro-

portionalto the square ofthe particle density,di�erent

pro�lescan lead to uncertaintiesofm any ordersofm ag-

nitude.To getaround these,wewillusethegam m a{ray


ux observed by EG RET in the direction ofthe G alac-

tic centre ,to getrid ofastrophysicaluncertaintiesand

produce a robustupper lim it on the neutrino 
ux from

dark m atterannihilation atthe G alactic centre.
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IV . SU P ER SY M M ET R IC D M :N EU T R A LIN O S

Neutralinos are by far the best studied dark m at-

ter candidates. They arise in supersym m etric theories

with conservation ofR-parity,in which the lightest su-

persym m etric particle (LSP) cannot decay in standard

m odelparticles,and is thus stable. In m ost cases the

LSP is the neutralino,i.e. a linear com bination ofthe

supersym m etricpartnersofthe gaugeand higgsbosons

�(� ~�01)= z11 ~B + z12 ~W 3 + z13 ~H
0
1 + z14 ~H

0
2: (2)

The m atrix z diagonalizes the neutralino m ass m atrix,

which isexpressed as

0

B
@

M 1 0 � m Z c�sW m Z s�sW
0 M 2 m Z c�cW � m Z s�cW

� m Z c�sW m Z c�cW 0 � �

m Z s�sW � m Z s�cW � � 0

1

C
A

(3)

in the basis(~B ;~W 3;~H
0
1;

~H 0
2).

Sim ilarly de�ning V11(2) as the wino (higgsino) frac-

tion ofthe lightestchargino,the neutralino annihilation

channelsand cross-sectionsm ostrelevantforindirectde-

tection are

��
A

�! b�b : � / [z11(2)z13(4)]
2

��
Z

�! Zh : � / [z2
13(4)

]2

��
�
+

��! W + W � : � / [z13(4)V12]
2 and/or[z12V11]

2

(4)

Annihilation in these channels thus increases with the

wino or higgsino fraction ofthe neutralino. The spec-

tra oftheindirectdetection signalsstudied herekeep an

im printofthe dom inantchannel.

For m uon via neutrino production: the W + W � and

Zh channels produce m ore energetic neutrinos, i.e a

harder neutrino spectrum than b�b. Both the neutrino-

nucleon crosssection (���N )and the m uon range (R �)

being proportional to neutrino energy, harder spectra

give higher m uon detection ratesfor the threshold con-

sidered here(5 G eV):�� / �����N (E �)R �(E �).

For gam m a production: the b�b and also t�t channels

dom inate the 
 spectra around 2 G eV butathigheren-

ergies,the harder W W and Zh channels com e in. Ex-

perim entswith di�erentthresholdscan thusseedi�erent

processes.

The in
uence ofthe dom inantannihilation channelis

displayed on �gure 6 below.

W ehaveperform ed ascan ofSUSY m odelsattheG UT

scale, com puting renorm alisation group equations and

radiative electroweak sym m etry breaking with Suspect

[36],the neutralino relic density with Micromegas [37]

and detection rateswith Darksusy [38][59]. The SUSY

m odelsexplored fallin 3 classes(see [8]forde�nitions)

CM SSM : with universalscalarm 0 and gaugino m 1=2

m assparam etersin the ranges:

50G eV < m 0 < 4000G eV,50G eV < m 1=2 < 2000G eV,

A 0 = 0,tan� = 5;20;35

Non universalgaugino m assM 2jG U T : sam evaluesas

above,exceptforM 2jG U T = 0:6m 1=2 (instead of1m 1=2),

leading to M 2 � M 1 in the neutralino m assm atrix (eq.

3);the resulting non-zero wino contents(z12)allowsfor

non-negligiblerelicdensities.

Non universal gaugino m ass M 3jG U T : sam e values

as in the universal case (tan� = 20;35 only) with

M 3jG U T = 0:6m 1=2 (instead of1m 1=2),to decreasethe�

param eterin theneutralinom assm atrix(eq.3)tofavour

thehiggsino fraction (z13(4))and decreasescalarm asses,

in particular the pseudo scalar A m ass. W e do not re-

lax Higgssectoruniversality,whoseinteresting e�ectson

dark m atteraresim ilarto thoseofa lowerM 3jG U T .

Finally, we apply the following conservative cuts on

ourm odels:

� Higgsm ass:mh > 113:5 G eV [39],

� Chargino m ass:m�+ > 103:5 G eV [40],

� Relicdensity:0:03< 
�h
2 < 0:3,butwealsoshow

the W M AP [1]range
W M A P

C D M h2 = 0:1126+ 0:0161�0:0181 ,

� b! s
 Constraint[41]:

2:33� 10�4 < BR(b! s
)< 4:15� 10�4 ,

� The m uon anom alous m agnetic m om ent [56]:

8:1 10�10 < �susy
�

= �exp
�

� �SM
�

< 44:1 10�10 [2�].

G iven the recent evolution of this last range, the on-

going debate about the use �-decay data [57]and the

drastic e�ect of this 2� cut, which both excludes the

SM and m any interesting dark m atterm odels,therange

0< �susy
�

< 8:110�10 willnotbediscarded,butdisplayed

in paleon allplots.

V . G A M M A {R A Y A N D N EU T R IN O FLU X

FR O M T H E G C

Indirectdetection ofDark M atterisbased on observa-

tion ofannihilation productslikegam m a-rays,neutrinos

or synchrotron em ission ofsecondary electron{positron

pairs. The spectrum of secondary particles of species

i from annihilation ofDM particles whose distribution

followsa pro�le �(r) where r is the G alacto{centric co-

ordinate,isgiven by

�i( ;E )= �v
dN i

dE

1

4�M 2

Z

line ofsight
ds�

2 (r(s; ))

(5)

where the coordinate s runsalong the line ofsight,in a

direction m aking an angle  respect to the direction of

theG C.�v and dN i=dE arerespectively theannihilation

crosssection and thespectrum ofsecondary particlesper

annihilation,whileM isthem assoftheannihilating DM

particle.

To isolate the factor depending on astrophysics,i.e.

the integralof�2 along the line ofsight,we introduce,
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following [5],the quantity J( )

J ( )=
1

8:5kpc

�
1

0:3G eV/cm
3

� 2 Z

line ofsight
ds�

2 (r(s; )):

(6)

and itsaverageovera sphericalregion ofsolid angle�
,

centered on  = 0,J(�
).

W ith these de�nitionsthe 
ux from a solid angle �


is

�i(�
;E )’ 5:6� 10 �12 dN i

dE

�
�v

pb

��
1TeV

M

�2
J (�
)

� �
cm �2 s�1 : (7)

Apart from astrophysics, large uncertainties on the

quantitiesin eq.7areassociated with thedetailsofparti-

clephysics.Thedependenceoftheannihilation crosssec-

tion on them assM � isdi�erentforeach DM candidate,

and even in the fram ework ofa speci�c supersym m etric

scenario,crosssectionsfora given m asscould span over

severalordersofm agnitude.
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FIG .1:G am m a{ray 
ux from neutralino annihilation atthe

G C,assum ing a NFW pro�le. For com parison we show the

EG RET and G LAST sensitivities. Shadespaler than in the

legend denote a low �
susy

� value.

W eshow in Fig.1thegam m a{ray
ux from neutralino

annihilation attheG alacticcentreassum ingaNFW pro-

�le,alongwith EG RET and G LAST sensitivities.W esee

thatallthe supersym m etricm odelspredict
uxesbelow

the EG RET sensitivity in this case,but m any ofthem

could produce 
uxesobservableby G LAST.

Nevertheless,as already m entioned,EG RET did ob-

servea sourceatthe G alactic centre,although itisun-

clearwhetherthisem ission isactually tobeattributed to

W IM P annihilations.W eadopta conservativeapproach

and consider the EG RET source as an upper lim it on

the W IM P annihilation 
ux. In thissense,we see from

Fig.1 that ifneutralinos are the dark m atter particle,

then there is room for pro�les even m ore \cuspy" than

NFW .

Alwaysassum inga NFW pro�le,weshow in Fig.2 the

neutrino-induced m uon 
ux from dark m atter annihila-

tion at the G C.W e show for com parison the expected

sensitivity ofthe Antarestelescope (e.g. [48],currently

underconstruction in the M editerranean sea. The tele-

scope sensitivity depend on the incom ing neutrino spec-

trum ,we thusshow two sensitivity curves(fora 3-years

period ofobservation),one relative to a hard 
ux (rele-

vantfortheW + W � and Zh channels),theotherrelative

toasoft
ux (relevantfortheb�bchannel).Ascan beseen,

thepredictionsfallseveralordersofm agnitudebelow the

Antaressensitivity.O fcourse,atthisstage,thisdoesnot

necessarily im ply thatAntareswillnotobserveany neu-

trinosfrom the G alactic centre ,aswe have seen in the

previoussection that itis possible thatthe actualdark

m atterpro�le issteeperthan NFW ,adopted forFigs.1

and 2.
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FIG .2:Neutrino-induced m uon 
ux from neutralino annihi-

lation at the G C,assum ing a NFW pro�le. For com parison

we show the expected Antaressensitivity.Shadespalerthan

in the legend denote a low �
susy

� value.

V I. C O M PA R ISO N W IT H O T H ER SEA R C H ES

In this section we com pare, for com pleteness, the

prospects of detection of the SUSY m odels discussed

abovewith otherdetection techniques,which areactually

insensitiveto thepro�leofdark m atterin theinnerm ost

regionsofthe G alaxy.
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In Fig.3 weshow the
ux ofneutrinosfrom neutralino

annihilation in thesolarcore.Theprojected sensitivities

ofboth Antaresand IceCube [49]appearto be able to

probethesupersym m etricm odelswith thenon-negligible

higgsinofraction necessaryforan e�cientneutralinocap-

tureratein the Sun.
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FIG .3: Neutrino-induced m uon 
ux from neutralino anni-

hilation in the solar core. Shades paler than in the legend

denote a low �
susy

� value.

W e also show in Fig.4 the potentialofdirect detec-

tion techniques to probe the neutralino nature through

thesearch forneutralino-nucleon interactionsin largede-

tectors,such as Edelweiss [50]and CDM S [51]. There

area couple ofordersofm agnitude between the present

-dayexperim entsensitivitiesand them ostoptim isticpre-

dictions for neutralinos. But this gap could be bridged

by next-generation experim entssuch asEdelweissII(e.g.

[52])and Zeplin [53].

V II. U P P ER LIM IT FO R T H E N EU T R IN O

FLU X

In orderto m axim izetheneutrino 
ux from dark m at-

terannihilation attheG alacticcentre,wenorm alizethe


ux ofgam m a{rays,associated with such aneutrino
ux,

to theEG RET data.Thiscorrespondsto �xing,foreach

m odel,the productJ �vN 
,with N 
 =
P

i
N iR i;here

R iisthebranchingratioofallthechannelsicontributing

N i gam m a{raysabovea given threshold energy.

Having �xed the particle physicscontentsofourdark

m attercandidate,the ratio between the num berofpho-

tonsand the num berofneutrinosem itted perannihila-

tion is known. W e can thus estim ate the neutrino 
ux

from the G alactic centre associated with a gam m a-ray
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FIG .4:Prospectsofneutralinodirectdetection.Shadespaler

than in the legend denote a low �
susy

� value.

em ission reproducing the EG RET data. Finally we can

convertthe 
ux ofneutrinos into a 
ux ofm uons,pro-

duced by neutrinosinteractionswith therock around de-

tectorson Earth,in orderto com parewith experim ental

sensitivities.

The rescaled 
ux ofm uons�norm
�

(> E th)willthusbe

given by

�
norm
�

(> E th)=
�N FW
�

(> E th)�
EG R ET



(E �)

�N FW



(E �)
(8)

where the labelNFW rem inds that NFW pro�les have

been used tocom putepro�le-independent
uxratios,and

E � istheenergy atwhich wedecideto norm alizethe
ux

to the gam m a-ray data (in ourcaseE � = 2G eV).

The results are shown in Figs.5 and 6. The m uon


ux norm alised to the EG RET data representan upper

lim it,astheobserved gam m a{ray em ission could bedue

to processes other than dark m atter annihilation. The

com parison with theAntaressensitivity showsthatonly

thehighestm assneutralinoscan possibly be detected in

the G alactic centre. Insisting on the W M AP relic den-

sity in Fig.6 and using thehard neutrino spectrum sen-

sitivity appropriateto the relevantZh channel,we need

atleast700 G eV neutralinos,whose contribution to the

m uon anom alous m om ent is sim ilar to the (excluded?)

Standard M odel.

Ifneutrinosareneverthelessobserved abovethe given


uxes,then theirinterpretation asdueto neutralino an-

nihilation is problem atic and would actually require ei-

ther the adoption ofother dark m atter candidates an-

nihilating dom inantly into neutrino pairs or a di�erent

explanation,e.g.in term sofastrophysicalsources.
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FIG .5: Neutrino-induced m uon 
ux from the G alactic cen-

tre norm alized to EG RET with relic density values. Shades

palerthan in the legend denote a low �
susy

� value.

Concerning other dark m atter candidates,a case-by-

case analysis is needed. For K aluza{K lein candidates

(e.g. Ref.[54]and references therein) , in particular,

there are severalchannels contributing to the neutrino


ux (see Ref.[55]).Neutrinoscom ing from the decay of

charged pions originating in quark fragm entations have

a relatively softspectrum ,and cannotbe detected with

Antares, even norm alizing the gam m a{ray 
ux to the

EG RET data. A sim ilar conclusion applies for neutri-

nosfrom prom ptsem i-leptonicdecay ofsecondary heavy

quarks,despitethefactthatthespectrum in thiscaseis

harder. O ne last channelcould be potentially interest-

ing,the direct production ofneutrinos,which is nearly

forbidden in thecaseofneutralinos.Thischannelispar-

ticularly interesting since in this case the spectrum of

neutrinos is a line,at energy equalto the m ass ofthe

K aluza{K lein particle. Rescaling the 
uxes obtained in

Ref.[55]weestim atethis
ux to becom parablewith the

Antaressensitivity to linespectra.A detailed analysisof

thiscasewillbe presented elsewhere.

Finally,to show how ourupperbound on theneutrino


ux from theG alacticcentrewould evolvewith new data

on gam m a ray 
uxes,we show in Fig.7 the 
ux above

60G eV com ingfrom thesam eneutralinoannihilationsin

the G alactic centre,applying the sam e norm alization to

EG RET thatweused forneutrinosin Fig.5.Asin that

�gure,the points trace an upper bound on the gam m a


ux above 60 G eV,given the EG RET m easurem ent. If

Hess sees a signal(which is not excluded according to

Fig.7),e.g.two ordersofm agnitudesbelow thisgam m a

upperbound,theupperbound on theneutrino
uxFig.5

can accordingly bereduced by two ordersofm agnitudes.
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FIG .6: Neutrino-induced m uon 
ux from the G alactic cen-

trenorm alized to EG RET,form odelswith W M AP-preferred

relic density sorted by leading (� B R > 0:5) annihilation

channel. Shadespaler than in the legend denote a low �
susy

�

value.

V III. C O N C LU SIO N S

The
ux ofneutrinosfrom dark m atterannihilation at

the G alactic centre depends on the assum ed dark m at-

terpro�leand on thedetailsofannihilation ofthespeci�c

candidate adopted. Itisneverthelesspossible to obtain

an upper lim it for the neutrino 
ux,by requiring that

the associated gam m a-ray em ission do not exceed the


ux observed by EG RET in thedirection oftheG alactic

centre.

W e have estim ated such upper lim its in the case of

neutralinosand concluded thatany associated neutrino


ux lies below the experim entalsensitivity ofAntares,

unlessthe neutralino m assisabove � 700 G eV .In this

case,correspondingtom odelswith alow �susy
�

value,and

even assum ing thatthegam m a-ray em ission observed by

EG RET is entirely due to neutralino annihilation,the

upperlim iton theneutrino 
ux isbarely abovethem in-

im um signalobservableby Antaresin 3 years.

Thism eansthatAntareswillnotbeableto seeneutri-

nosfrom neutralino annihilation atthe G alacticcentre.

Conversely,the positive detection ofsuch a 
ux would

either require a di�erent explanation in term s,e.g.,of

otherastrophysicalsources,ortheadoption ofdark m at-

tercandidatesotherthan neutralinos.
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