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A B ST R A C T

W e report a possible detection ofTeV gam m a-rays from the G alactic Center by

the W hipple 10m gam m a-ray telescope. Twenty-six hoursofdata were taken over an

extended period from 1995 through 2003 resulting in a totalsigni�canceof3.7 standard

deviations. The m easured excesscorrespondsto an integral
ux of1:6� 10�8 � 0:5�

10�8 (stat)� 0:3� 10�8 (sys)photonsm �2 s�1 abovean energy of2:8 TeV,roughly 40%

ofthe 
ux from the Crab Nebula at this energy. The 95% con�dence region has an

angularextentofabout15 arcm in and includesthe position ofSgrA*. The detection

isconsistentwith a pointsourceand showsno evidence forvariability.

1. Introduction

The central region of our galaxy is now thought to contain a super-m assive black-hole of

2.6� 106M � (G hez et al.2002;Sch�odelet al.2002) coincident with the unresolved radio source

SgrA* (Balick & Brown 1974). Chandra observationsrevealX-ray em ission from an unresolved

pointsourceaswellasan extended structure(� 1:5 arcsec),both ofwhich appearto bephysically

associated with Sgr A* (e.g.,Bagano� et al.(2003)). The recent discovery ofhour-scale X-ray

(Bagano� etal.2001)and rapid IR 
aring(G hezetal.2004)pointto an activenucleus,albeitwith

very low bolom etriclum inosity com pared with thelum inosity inferred from theBondiaccretion rate

orwith thatwhich istypicalofm orepowerfulAG Ns.M orerecently,INTEGRAL (theInternational

Gam m a-Ray AstrophysicsLaboratory)hasdetected tim e-variable20-100 keV em ission from within

0.
0

9 ofSgrA*(B�elangeretal.2004).Polarization m easurem entsshow thesignatureofsynchrotron

radiation in aK eplarian accretion disk (Liu & M elia 2002).Taken together,thesem ulti-wavelength

data are not easily described by a one-com ponent m odel,and the current theoreticalfram ework

com binestherm alem ission from a radiatively ine�cientK eplarian accretion 
ow with synchrotron

inverse-Com pton em ission produced either by electrons accelerated in the disk or further out in

a hypotheticaljet-like out
ow (e.g. Liu & M elia (2002);Yuan,M arko�,& Falcke (2002);Yuan,

Q uataert,& Narayan (2003)). From the presentm easurem ents,the m axim um energy ofthe non-

therm alelectron distribution in the jetm odels is am biguous and theories alternately explain the

high-energy em ission asinverse-Com pton orthehigh-energy extension ofthesynchrotron spectrum ;

gam m a-ray m easurem entsm ay eventually break thisdegeneracy.

TheEG RET experim entdetected a strong unidenti�ed sourceofG eV gam m a-raysm arginally

consistentwith the position ofthe G alactic Center(Hartm an etal.1999). Both the W hipple and

Cangaroo groupshave presented prelim inary evidence forTeV em ission atthe position ofSgrA*

as well(Buckley et. al. 1997;Tsuchiya et al. 2003;K osack et. al. 2003). Hooper & Dingus

(2002)re-analyzed thehigherenergy gam m a-ray data from EG RET and found thatthem ostlikely

position oftheEG RET sourcem ay beo�setfrom SgrA*.However,system aticuncertaintiesin the

gam m a-ray background m odelsand lim ited angularresolution m ake the analysisofthe source in
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theG alactic Centerregion di�cult.O bservationsoftheG alactic Centerarecom plicated sinceSgr

A*issurrounded by adenseclusterofstarsand stellarrem nants(includinglow-m assX-ray binaries

and black hole candidates),m olecularclouds,and a large structure thatm ay be the rem nantofa

powerfulsupernova rem nant,SgrA East(Fatuzzo & M elia 2003).Sourceconfusion isparticularly

di�cult for high-energy gam m a-ray observations given the lim ited angular resolution ofpresent

experim ents.

High energy gam m a-ray observationsofthe G alactic Centerarealso thesubjectofparticular

theoreticalinterestgiven thepossibility ofdetectinghalodarkm atterin ourgalaxy (e.g.Bergstr�om ,

Ullio,& Buckley (1998)). SgrA*,atthe dynam icalcenterofourgalaxy,m ay wellbe surrounded

by a cusp orspikein thedark m atterhalo distribution (e.g.Dubinski& Carlberg (1991);Navarro,

Frenk,& W hite(1996);G ondolo & Silk (1999);M erritt(2003)).Annihilation ofthesehypothetical

weakly interacting m assiveparticlescould alsocontributetothelum inosity in thevicinity ofSgrA*

in the radio through gam m a-ray waveband. Annihilation ofdark m atterwould be enhanced by a

factorproportionalto thedensity squared,and m ightresultin an observablegam m a-ray line(from

direct annihilation to gam m a rays) as wellas continuum em ission (from secondary products of

annihilation to quarksand ferm ions)(Silk & Bloem en 1987;Bergstrom 1989;Rudaz1989;G iudice

& G riest1989;Stecker& Tylka 1989;Jungm an & K am ionkowski1995).Thepresenceofa m assive

black hole could furthersteepen the density pro�le ofthe dark m atter halo,producing very high

radio and gam m a-ray 
uxesthat exceed the observationalupperbounds(G ondolo & Silk 1999).

Thedetailsofthehalo m odelon scales< 100pcand theform ation history ofthecentralblack hole

are criticalto predicting thegam m a-ray 
ux,butare,unfortunately,stillpoorly understood.

G iven thelim ited angularresolution ofG eV and TeV instrum ents,anum berofdi�erentsources

could contributeto a signalneartheG alactic Center.Thekey to distinguishing between allofthe

possible em ission scenariosisto m easure the position,angularextent,variability and spectrum of

thegam m a-ray signal.Herewepresent�rstresultsfrom an analysisofW hippletelescopedata.In

x2 wedescribetheobservationalm ethod and data analysisprocedureused to observetheG alactic

CenteratTeV energies.In x3 and x4,wediscussa possibleweak detection and consideritsim pact

on variousgam m a-ray production scenariosin x5.

Season(s) F.O .V (�) Pixels PixelDiam eter(�)

1995-1996 3.1 109 0.26

1996-1997 3.1 151 0.26

1999-2003 2.4 379 0.12

Table 1:Cam era speci�cationsduring seasonswhereG alactic Centerdata were taken.
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2. M ethod

Im aging Atm ospheric �Cerenkov Telescopes (IACTs),like the W hipple G am m a-ray O bserva-

tory,detect high energy photons by im aging the 
ashes of �Cerenkov light em itted by secondary

particlesin gam m a-ray induced airshowers.TheW hippleTelescope’s10m m irrorfocusesthefaint

UV/blue �Cerenkov 
ashesintoacam eraconsistingof379 photom ultipliertubepixels(forthelatest

seasons| see Table 1 forpreviousseasons).O �-line software analysischaracterizeseach candidate

shower im age, separates signal(gam m a-ray-like) from background (cosm ic-ray-like) events, and

determ inesthe pointoforigin and energy ofeach gam m a ray.

W hipple gam m a-ray data are traditionally taken as a series of28 m inute exposures,each of

which isfollowed by an o�-source run which iso�set30 m inutesin rightascension forbackground

subtraction. In the case ofSgr A*,data were taken o�-source before the on-source observations

dueto a brightstar�eld in theregion 30 m inutespasttheG alacticCenter’sposition.Theanalysis

m ethod used here (see x3)wasm odi�ed to give sensitivity atlarge zenith anglesand to provide a

two-dim ensionalm ap oftheTeV em ission in a three-degreediam eter�eld-of-view surrounding the

G alactic Center.

3. D ata A nalysis

The G alactic Center(� = 17h45m 40s; � = � 29�0002800,J2000)transitsata very large zenith

angle (61�)asseen from theW hippleO bservatory (31:7� N latitude)which signi�cantly altersthe

shower geom etry and threshold energy. To properly account for the e�ects ofLZA observations,

specialtechniquesthatgo beyond the standard W hippleanalysiswere required.Furtherm ore,the

brightnessofthegalactic planeneartheG alactic Centerresultsin an increasein energy threshold

and,ifnotcom pensated for,a system atic biasin the observed excess.Pedestalevents,containing

noim age,areinjected atrandom intervalsthroughouttherun forcalibration ofPoisson 
uctuations

in the nightsky background. Both on and o�-source data are analyzed in the sam e m anner,and

G aussian deviates are added to the pixelsignals to bring the background noise up to the sam e

levelin both runs. After this procedure,only pixels with signals wellabove the noise levelare

included in furtherim ageprocessing.ThisG aussian padding com bined with a high softwaretrigger

threshold largely rem oves system atic biases arising from brightness di�erences,butincreases the

energy threshold.

Usingthetechniquesbased on them om ent�ttingprocedureoutlined in Reynoldsetal.(1993),

weparam eterizetheroughly ellipticalgam m a-ray im agesby calculating m om entsofthelightdistri-

bution in thecam era.G eom etricselection criteria based on theseparam etersallow fortherejection

ofbackground (e.g. cosm ic-ray induced showers). The �rstm om entsgive the centroid ofthe im -

age,thesecond m om entsgivetheW IDTH (m inoraxis)and LENG TH (m ajoraxis)and orientation

angle ofthe im age. The elongation ofthe ellipse isused to determ ine the pointoforigin ofeach

shower im age using the form ula � = �
�
1� W ID TH

LEN G TH

�
,where � is the displacem ent ofthe pointof
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origin from the im age centroid and � isthe elongation factor(determ ined by sim ulations). O fthe

two possible points oforigin for each im age,the asym m etry (or skew) ofthe shower is used to

selectthe correctone wheneverpossible.Thisprocedureissim ilarto thatdescribed in Lessard et

al.(2001).

To determ ine the pointing error in the telescope,we look at the pedestalvariation for each

tube. The presence ofvisible light from a star or other source ofsky brightness in the �eld of

view addsto thepedestalvariancein thecorresponding photom ultipliertube.Using thise�ect,we

can generate a crude opticalim age ofthe sky by de-rotating the cam era to a com m on orientation

(since the �eld ofview rotateswith tim e foran altitude-azim uth telescope)and accum ulating the

pedestalvariationsofeach pixelinto a two-dim ensionalhistogram .Using thistechnique,an optical

sky-brightness m ap is generated for each observation. By com paring the bright spots in the Sgr

A* im age (orspecialrunswhere the telescope ispointed ata nearby pointing-check star)we can

obtain an absolutem easureofthepointing error.In addition,wecross-correlate each pairofm aps

to determ ine the relative pointing o�setbetween them . W e only keep runsthathave the correct

star�eld and have a relative pointing o�set(com pared with the otherSgrA* runs)which isless

than thediam eterofonepixel.Thislessensthepossibility ofaccidentally including an observation

with large pointing errorsorwhich wasm islabeled. Using thism ethod,we �nd residualpointing

errors of� 0:1� and an absolute o�set of0:14�. These errors are attributed in part to the fact

thatobservationshave been m ade nearthe balance pointofthe telescope and nearthe horizontal

position where
exureoftheopticalsupportstructureism axim al.

SgrA* transitsatroughly 30� elevation asobserved from thelatitudeoftheW hippleO bserva-

tory.Largezenith angle (LZA)observationsrequireseveralm odi�cationsto thestandard analysis

dueto changesin showergeom etry.In addition,wehavedata on SgrA* thatspansseveralepochs

during which the W hipple cam era was upgraded twice (see Table 1). In order to com bine allof

these data,we needed our gam m a-ray selection criteria to scale properly with changes in zenith

angle,the cam era throughputfactor(i.e. the ratio ofphotonshitting the m irrorto digitalcounts

in thedigitized PM T signals),and thepixelsize.In addition,forsubsequentspectralanalysis,we

designed ourgam m a-ray selection procedureto scale with energy to m inim ize spectralbiases.

To achieve thisgoal,westarted with thestandard W hippleTelescopedata analysisprocedure

(Lessard etal.2001)and developed a new setofgam m a-ray selection criteria thatscalewith zenith

angle and energy according to a sem i-em piricalform derived from sim ulationsand optim ization of

LZA Crab Nebula data. O ur criteria also incorporate the geom etric e�ects ofdi�ering cam eras,

allowing us easily to com bine allofthe data present for the G alactic Center. The Crab Nebula

wasused foroptim ization and calibration because itisa bright,steady gam m a-ray source with a

known spectrum .In addition,an independentsetofCrab Nebula observationstaken atLZA were

used to verify thatthe selection criteria were m oree�cientthan the standard analysisprocedure.

To correct for changes in the overall light sensitivity (throughput) of the cam era between

epochs,welook atm uon eventsin data taken ateach epoch.M uons,which show up asbrightarcs
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of �Cerenkov light in the cam era,are usefulfor throughputcalibration because the light perunit

arc-length from a m uon eventisnearly constantregardless ofthe im pactparam eterand angle of

thetrajectory.A m easureofthethroughputofthetelescope can befound by m aking a histogram

ofthe signal/arc-length distribution ofa large setofm uon events.To getan absolute calibration,

this distribution for realobservations was com pared with a set ofsim ulated m uon events which

were generated using the G rinnell/ISU (G rISU)sim ulation package to produce a large num berof

H and He showers that in turn produce m uons as secondary particles. For instance,the relative

throughputwasfound to have changed by a factor of2.22 between 1995 and 2001. W e scale the

software trigger threshold and energy estim ator by this factor so the trigger cuts are consistent

across observations. This m ethod also serves to calibrate the sim ulations used to determ ine the

peak energy atLZA (see x4).

Asoneobservesatincreasing zenith angles,thedistanceto thecoreoftheair-showerincreases

and thus the angular size ofthe shower and parallactic displacem ent ofthe im age centroid are

reduced.To derivethescaling laws,we�rstassum ethattheW IDTH and LENG TH ofgam m a-ray

airshowerim ages isapproxim ately proportionalto cos� �,where � isthe zenith angle and � isa

constant. Additionally,air-showersim ulationsshow thatLENG TH and W IDTH also scale asthe

logarithm oftheenergy,which isproportionalto theSIZE (totalcam era signal)ofthe event.

Com bining these results,and rem oving the e�ectsofthe �nite pixelsize ofthe cam era (�pix)

and the pointspread function ofthe telescope (�psf),the m easured LENG TH (L),W IDTH (W ),

and thedistanceto theim agecentroid (D )can beconverted to scaled valuesL0,W 0and D 0by the

following equations:

�� ln(SIZE)� 8:0

L0’

"
L2 � �2pix � �2

psf

cos1:5�

#1

2

� 0:023� (1)

W 0
’

"
W 2

� �2pix � �2
psf

cos1:2�

#1

2

� 0:020� (2)

D 0
’

D

cos�
(3)

The constantfactorsand cosine powerswere derived from sim ulation �tsand by optim ization on

Crab Nebula data (taken at a range ofzenith angles) and then com pared with sim ulations for

calibration. Data selection criteria 0:125� < L0 < 0:3�,0:05� < W 0 < 0:135�,0:28� < D 0 < 2:2�

areapplied to selectcandidategam m a-ray events(exam plesofthesecutsareshown graphically in

Figure1).Cutsbased on theseintrinsicparam eterswereveri�ed to beindependentofzenith angle

and cam era design by application ofthism ethod to independentCrab Nebula data taken overthe

period 1994-2003.
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Fig. 1.| Plots of our selection criteria for gam m a-ray-like events for two of the param eters

(LENG TH and W IDTH) for two di�erent zenith angles (0� and 60�). The dotted lines show

the upper and lower cuts on the respective param eters as a function ofthe SIZE (totalsignal)

param eter.Thedotsarefrom sim ulationsofgam m a rayswith a rangeofenergies.

4. R esults

W ehavecom bined observationsofSgrA* from 1995 through 2003 resulting in 26 hoursofon-

source exposure atan average zenith angle of61�. To determ ine the pointing o�set,observations
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Fig. 2.| O pticalim age ofa star(Sgr
2)used to check the telescope’spointing atlow elevation.

Thisim age showsthatthetelescope hasan o�setof0.14 degreesdown and to therightofcam era

centerposition (0,0).
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Fig. 3.| A gam m a-ray im age ofthe region around Sgr A*. The im age is ofexcess counts with

overlaid signi�cance contours(1 standard deviation percontour). The axesare labeled in degrees

from the assum ed cam era center. The true centerposition ofthe cam era,which isnotexactly at

(0,0)dueto 
exing ofthe telescope atlow elevation,ism arked with a cross.Thedashed linesare

the RA and Dec contoursatthisposition. Also shown (asa lightcontour)isthe 99% con�dence

region forthe EG RET observations(Hooper& Dingus 2002).

were taken centered on a nearby bright star (Sgr 
2) which is at the sam e elevation as Sgr A*.

Using the sky brightnessm ap technique outlined earlier,we determ ined thatthe telescope had a

pointing o�setof0:14�,asshown in Figure2.Figure3 showstheresulting 2-D m ap ofgam m a-ray

excesswith overlaid signi�cance contours.Thetruecenterofthecam era,correcting fortheo�set,

is plotted as a cross in the im age. This im age shows a 4:2 standard deviation (�) excess at the
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Fig. 4.| A gam m a-ray im age ofthe Crab Nebula taken at large zenith angle (� 62�) using the

sam e analysis procedure used for Sgr A*. The o�set and pointing variations can be seen in the

resulting im age.

corrected centerposition. To check the robustnessofthisresult,we re-ran the analysisten tim es

to account for variations due to the G aussian padding. W e �nd the average signi�cance at the

corrected center position is (3:7 � 0:13) �,som ewhat below the initialresult. For reference,in

Figure 4 we show the results ofthe sam e analysis procedure applied to 10 hours ofobservations

ofthe Crab Nebula ata sim ilarzenith angle range.Note thatthesigni�cance of6:1� ofthe Crab

detection attheo�setposition issubstantially higherthan theresultof3:8� obtained applying the

standard sm allzenith angleanalysisprocedureto theseLZA data.Also,thesim ilarangularextent

in thetwo resultsindicatesconsistency with apointsourcewithin a99% con�denceregion ofradius
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� 15 arcm in.A m oredetailed analysisoftheangularextentwould requireapriorhypothesisabout

the natureofthe source.

Todeterm inethepeak energy ofthedetected 
ux from SgrA*,wesim ulated gam m a rayswith

aCrab Nebulaspectrum (with integralspectralindex 
 = 1:58)(M ohanty etal.1998;Aharonian et

al.2000)and a zenith angleof61�,and analyzed theresulting data with a detectorsim ulation and

ouranalysis software. W e determ ined the peak detected energy to be � 2:8 TeV. Noise padding

and a highertriggerthreshold m akesthisresultslightly higherthan hasbeen previously reported

(K rennrich etal.1999),and weestim ate a 20% system aticerrorin thisenergy threshold.W ethen

analyzed a setofrealLZA Crab Nebula data runsto �nd the Crab countrate and com pared this

to thecorrespondingrateforSgrA*.Theintegral
ux forSgrA*,norm alized to theCrab,isthen:

FSgrA (> 2:8 TeV)= N 0;Crab �
(2:8 TeV)�




�
R SgrA �

R Crab

(4)

W here N 0;C rab isthe 
ux norm alization factorforthe Crab Nebula (3:12� 10�7 m �2 s�1 ),
 isthe

integralCrab spectralindex,and R SgrA � and R Crab arethecorrespondingSgrA* and Crab Nebula

gam m a-ray countrates.From theLZA Crab data,we�nd agam m a-ray rateofR Crab(> 2:8TeV)=

0:501� 0:087 photonsm in�1 and from SgrA* we obtain an average rate ofR SgrA �(> 2:8 TeV)=

0:205� 0:057 photonsm in�1 . Hence,the gam m a-ray 
ux from the G alactic Center region above

2.8 TeV is1:6� 10�8 � 0:5� 10�8 (stat)� 0:3� 10�8 (sys)photonsm �2 s�1 ,orabout0.4 tim esthat

oftheCrab Nebula (the 
ux errorincludesthe uncertainty in theCrab Nebula m easurem ent).

The count rate from Sgr A* is shown as a function oftim e in Figure 5. To determ ine the

probability forsteady em ission,a �2 �tofa constantfunction (f(t)= A)wasapplied to thisdata

and,forcom parison,to a series ofdata taken ofM rk 421 (a source which is known to be highly

variable) at a sim ilar zenith angle range as Sgr A*. The totalsigni�cance ofthis M rk421 data

sam ple was 2:3�. The Sgr A* data yields a constant count rate of6:12 � 1:59 
 � m in�1 with a

reduced �2 of1:13 (with 54 degreesoffreedom ),which correspondsto a 25% probability thatthere

isno variability.TheresultforM rk 421 yieldsa constantcountrate of6:86� 6:13 
 � m in�1 with

a reduced �2 of3.03 (with 6 degreesoffreedom )and a 1:2% chance ofno variability.

5. D iscussion

TheTeV excessobserved neartheposition oftheG alactic Centerisunlikely to haveoccurred

by chanceand constitutesa probable,asyetuncon�rm ed,detection ofa new TeV source.Possible

system aticsthatcould contributetoafalsedetection includethee�ectsofadditionalnoisefrom the

relatively brighto�-sourceregion.W hilewehavelargely corrected forthesee�ects,som esystem atic

uncertaintiesrem ain.W e have taken into accounttrialsfactorsby form ulating an explicita priori

hypothesisthatwewould only look forem ission attheexactposition oftheG alacticCenteraftera

pointingcorrection wasapplied.Statisticalvariationsin theanalysism ethod (duetotheaddition of

sim ulated noisein padding)havebeen taken into accountby repeating theanalysisten tim es,and
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Fig.5.| Flux ofSgrA* asa function oftim e.Each data pointrepresentsa single28 m inuterun.

Tim e gapsin the data have been rem oved where indicated. The dashed line isa leastsquares�t

ofa constantfunction to the data.

taking theaveragesigni�cance,giving a conservativeestim ateof3:7� forthedetection signi�cance.

Thelack ofsigni�cantvariability in ourdata m akesitdi�cultto uniquely identify thesource

with a com pact pointsource such as Sgr A*,butinspiressom e con�dence in the stability ofour

observations at large zenith angle. Note that the analysis procedure was designed to m itigate

against changes in the countrate due to variations in the instrum ent. The sam e ISU sim ulation

package wasused here to analyze W hipple observationsofthe Crab Nebula giving a spectrum in

good agreem entwhich thatm easured a sm allzenith angle(K rennrich etal.1999).In thepast,our

group reported a positive excess of2:4� for 1995-1997 observations (Buckley et. al. 1997) and

2:4� for1999-2003 observations (K osack et. al. 2003) at the position ofSgrA*. The com bined

signi�cance forourre�ned resultsisconsistentwith these earlieranalyses. The large errorcircles

for both EG RET (7.2 arcm in) and W hipple (15 arcm in) observations m ake identi�cation with a

particularsource di�cult,butgiven the dearth ofTeV sources,an accidentalangularcoincidence

ofa new source along the line ofsightisunlikely,and itisprobable thatthe em ission com esfrom

a non-therm alsource physically nearthe G alactic Center.

The high levelofem ission � 0:4 Crab at a distance ofroughly four tim es that ofthe Crab

Nebula, quali�es this as an unusually lum inous galactic source. Previous TeV observations of
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relatively nearby galactic sources such as X-ray binaries and shell-type and plerionic supernovae

have produced num erousupper-lim its,or(atbest)uncon�rm ed detections,m aking the detection

ofsuch an objectat8.5kpceven m oreunlikely.M ayer-Hasselwanderetal.(1998)cam eto a sim ilar

conclusion abouttheG eV em ission based on thehigh lum inosity oftheEG RET unidenti�ed source

and lack ofsigni�cantvariability.IftheSgrA Eastsupernovashock werethesourceoftheEG RET

gam m a rays,it would have been an unusually intense explosion (K hokhlov & M elia 1996) and a

density of1000 cm �3 and m agnetic�eld ofB � 0:18m G (wellabovethecanonicalvalues)would be

required (Fatuzzo & M elia 2003).W hilea typicalgalacticsourcesuch asan SNR,pulsar,orstellar

m assblack holeisunlikely,an active nucleusatourG alactic Centerisstilla viablepossibility and

the detection ofcorrelated variability in future gam m a-ray and X-ray observations is required to

m aketheidenti�cation with SgrA* com pelling.Ifweassociatethisem ission with eitherthesuper-

m assive black hole Sgr A* or supernova rem nant Sgr A East,the observed em ission could com e

from self-Com pton scattering by electronswith energiesup to atleast2.8 TeV orfrom pion-decay

gam m a-raysfrom prim ary protonsofeven higherenergy (kinem aticsrequiretheirenergy to beat

leastseveraltim esthe m axim um gam m a-ray energy).

Thelack ofsigni�cantvariability and theconsistency with theG alactic Centerposition allow

m oreexoticpossibilitiessuch astheannihilation ofvery high m ass(> 2 TeV)dark m atterparticles

at the G alactic Center. W hile not particularly constraining,these results and a m ore detailed

analysis of the spectrum willbe used to derive upper lim its for dark m atter annihilation in a

subsequentpaper.

In sum m ary,based on 26hoursofdatataken with theW hipple10m gam m a-ray observatory,we

reportaprobabledetection ofagam m a-ray pointsourceconsistentwith theposition oftheG alactic

Center.W ealso describea m odi�ed analysisprocedurethatwehavedeveloped to analyzegam m a-

ray data taken by Im aging Atm ospheric �Cerenkov telescopesoperating atlargezenith angles.The

continued observation of TeV gam m a rays from the G alactic Center has im portant theoretical

im plications for understanding a variety ofastrophysicalphenom ena in the nuclear region ofthe

M ilky W ay.
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