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ABSTRACT

W e report a possbl detection of TeV gamm a-rays from the G alactic Center by
the W hippl 10m gamm aray telescope. Twenty-six hours of data were taken over an
extended period from 1995 through 2003 resulting in a total signi cance of 3.7 standard
deviations. The m easured excess corresponds to an Integral ux of 1:6 10 8 05
10 8 (stat) 03 10 8 (sys) photonsm 2 s above an energy of 2:8 TeV , roughly 40%
of the ux from the Crab Nebula at this energy. The 95% oon dence region has an
angular extent of about 15 aran In and includes the position of Sgr A *. T he detection
is consistent w ith a point source and show s no evidence for variability.

1. Introduction

The central region of our galaxy is now thought to contain a superm assive black-hole of
26 10°M G hez et al. 2002; Schodel et al. 2002) coincident w ith the unresolved radio source
SgrA* Balik & Brown 1974). Chandra observations reveal X ray em ission from an unresolved
point source aswellas an extended structure ( 135 arcsec), both of which appear to be physically
associated with Sgr A* (eg. Bagano et al (2003)). The recent discovery of hourscale X -ray
Bagano etal.2001) and rapid IR aring G hez et al. 2004) point to an active nuclkus, abei w ith
very low bolom etric uim inosity com pared w ith the um inosity inferred from the Bondiaccretion rate
orw ith that which istypicalofm orepowerfilAGN s. M ore recently, NTEGRAL (the Intemational
G amm a-Ray A strophysics Lalboratory) has detected tin evariable 20-100 keV am ission from w ithin
0.9 of Sgr A * Belanger et al. 2004) . P olarization m easuram ents show the signature of synchrotron
radiation in a K eplarian accretion disk (L1 & M elia 2002). Taken together, these m ultiw avelength
data are not easily described by a one-com ponent m odel, and the current theoretical fram ew ork
com bines thermm alem ission from a radiatively ne cient K eplarian accretion ow w ith synchrotron
InverseC om pton em ission produced either by electrons accelerated in the disk or further out in
a hypothetical gtlike out ow (g. L1 & M elia (2002); Yuan, M arko , & Falke (2002); Yuan,
Quataert, & Narayan (2003)). From the present m easuram ents, the m axin um energy of the non—
them al electron distrbution in the Ft m odels is am biguous and theories altemately explain the
high-energy em ission as inverse<C om pton or the high-energy extension ofthe synchrotron spectrum ;
gam m a-ray m easuram entsm ay eventually break this degeneracy.

TheEGRET experin ent detected a strong unidenti ed source of G €V gam m a-raysm arginally
consistent w ith the position of the G alactic Center (H artm an et al. 1999). Both the W hippl and
C angaroo groups have presented prelim inary evidence for TEV em ission at the position of Sgr A *
aswell Buckly et. al. 1997; Tsuchiya et al. 2003; Kosack et. al. 2003). Hooper & D ingus
(2002) reanalyzed the higher energy gam m aray data from EGRET and found that them ost lkely
posiion ofthe EGRET sourcem ay be o set from SgrA *. H owever, system atic uncertainties in the
gam m a-ray background m odels and lin ited angular resolution m ake the analysis of the source In
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the G alactic Center region di cult. O bservations of the G alactic C enter are com plicated since Sgr
A * is surrounded by a dense cluster of stars and stellar rem nants (ihncluding low -m ass X -ray binaries
and black hole candidates), m okecular clouds, and a large structure that m ay be the rem nant of a
powerfiil supemova rem nant, Sgr A East Fatuzzo & M elia 2003). Source confiision is particularly
di cult for high-energy gam m a-ray observations given the lm ited angular resolution of present
experin ents.

H igh energy gam m a-ray observations of the G alactic C enter are also the sub gct of particular
theoretical interest given the possibility ofdetecting halo dark m atter in ourgalaxy (eg. Bergstrom ,
U llio, & Budkley (1998)). Sgr A *, at the dynam ical center of our galaxy, m ay wellbe surrounded
by a cusp or spike In the dark m atter halo distrbution (eg. Dubinski& Carberg (1991); N avarro,
Frenk, & W hite (1996); Gondolo & Sik (1999); M erritt (2003)). Annihilation of these hypothetical
weakly Interacting m assive particles could also contribbute to the lum inosity in the vicinity of SgrA *
In the radio through gam m a-ray waveband. Annihilation of dark m atter would be enhanced by a
factor proportional to the density squared, and m ight result in an observable gam m a-ray line (from
direct annihilation to gamm a rays) as well as continuum eam ission (from secondary products of
anniilation to quarks and fem ions) (Sik & Bloem en 1987; Bergstrom 1989; Rudaz 1989; G udice
& G riest 1989; Stecker & Tylka 1989; Jungm an & K am ionkow skil995). T he presence of a m assive
black hole could further steepen the density pro ke of the dark m atter halo, producing very high
radio and gamm a-ray uxes that exceed the ocbservational upper bounds G ondolo & Sik 1999).
T he details ofthe halo m odelon scales < 100pc and the form ation history ofthe centralblack hole
are critical to predicting the gamm a-ray ux, but are, unfortunately, still poorly understood.

G ven the lim ied angular resolution ofG €V and TeV Instrum ents, a num berofdi erent sources
could contribute to a signalnear the G alactic Center. T he key to distinguishing between all of the
possible em ission scenarios is to m easure the position, angular extent, variability and spectrum of
the gam m a-ray signal. Here we present rst results from an analysis of W hipple telescope data. In
x2 we describe the observationalm ethod and data analysis procedure used to observe the G alactic
Center at TEV energies. In x3 and x4, we discuss a possible weak detection and consider its In pact
on various gam m a-ray production scenarios in x5.

Season(s) F OV () Pixels PixelD jam eter( )
1995-1996 31 109 026
1996-1997 31 151 026
19992003 24 379 012

Tabl 1:Cam era speci cations during seasons w here G alactic C enter data were taken.
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2. M ethod

Im aging A tm ospheric C erenkov Telescopes (IACT s), lke the W hipplk Gamm a—ray O bserva—
tory, detect high energy photons by in aging the ashes of Cerenkov light em itted by secondary
particles In gam m a-ray induced air showers. The W hipple Telescope’s 10m m irror focuses the aint
UV /blue Cerenkov ashes into a cam era consisting of 379 photom ultip lier tube pixels (for the latest
seasons| e Tablk 1 for previous seasons). O -line softw are analysis characterizes each candidate
shower in age, separates signal (gam m a-ray-lke) from badckground (coan icray-lke) events, and
determ ines the point of origin and energy of each gamm a ray.

W hippl gamm aray data are traditionally taken as a serdes of 28 m inute exposures, each of
which is ollowed by an o -source run which is o set 30 m Inutes in right ascension for background
subtraction. In the case of Sgr A *, data were taken o -source before the on-source observations
due to a bright star eld in the region 30 m Inutes past the G alactic C enter’s position. T he analysis
m ethod used here (see x3) wasm odi ed to give sensitivity at large zenith angles and to provide a
two-dim ensionalm ap ofthe TeV am ission In a three-degree diam eter eld-ofview surrounding the
G alactic C enter.

3. Data Analysis

The Galactic Center ( = 17745 40°5; = 2900%28%, J2000) transits at a very large zenith
angle (61 ) as seen from the W hipple Observatory (31:7 N latitude) which signi cantly alters the
shower geom etry and threshold energy. To properly account for the e ects of LZA cbservations,
special techniques that go beyond the standard W hipple analysis were required. Furthem ore, the
brightness of the galactic plane near the G alactic C enter results in an increase in energy threshold
and, if not com pensated for, a systam atic bias in the observed excess. P edestal events, containing
no in age, are In ected at random intervals throughout the run for calbration ofP oisson uctuations
n the night sky background. Both on and o -source data are analyzed In the sam e m anner, and
G aussian deviates are added to the pixel signals to bring the background noise up to the same
kvel n both runs. A fter this procedure, only pixels w ith signals well above the noise lvel are
Inclided In further in age processing. T his G aussian padding com bined w ith a high softw are trigger
threshold largely rem oves systeam atic biases arising from brightness di erences, but increases the
energy threshold.

U sing the techniquesbased on them om ent tting procedure outlined in Reynoldset al. (1993),
w e param eterize the roughly elliptical gam m a-ray in ages by calculating m om ents of the light distri-
bution in the cam era. G eom etric selection criteria based on these param eters allow for the refction
ofbackground (eg. coan icray induced showers). The rstm om ents give the centroid of the In —
age, the second m om entsgive theW IDTH (m inoraxis) and LENGTH (m apraxis) and orientation

angle of the In age. T he elongation of the ellipse is used to detem ine the point of origin of each

WIDTH

LENGTH ' where is the dl%)]am ent of the po:|nt of

shower in age using the omula = 1
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origin from the im age centroid and  is the elongation factor (determm ined by sin ulations). O fthe
two possbl points of origin for each iIn age, the asymm etry (or skew ) of the shower is used to
select the correct one whenever possble. T his procedure is sin ilar to that describbed in Lessard et
al. (2001).

To detem ine the pointing error in the telescope, we look at the pedestal variation for each
tube. The presence of visbl light from a star or other source of sky brightness In the eld of
view addsto the pedestal variance in the corresponding photom ultiplier tube. U sing thise ect, we
can generate a crude optical in age of the sky by derotating the cam era to a com m on orientation
(since the eld ofview rotates with tin e for an altitudeazin uth telescope) and accum ulating the
pedestalvariations ofeach pixel into a tw o-din ensionalhistogram . U sing this technique, an optical
sky-brightness m ap is generated for each observation. By com paring the bright spots in the Sgr
A * in age (or special runs where the telescope is pointed at a nearby pointing-check star) we can
obtain an absolute m easure of the pointing error. In addition, we cross-correlate each pair ofm aps
to determ ine the relative pointing o set between them . W e only keep runs that have the correct
star eld and have a relative pointing o set (com pared w ith the other Sgr A * runs) which is less
than the diam eter of one pixel. T his lessens the possbility of accidentally lncliding an observation
w ith large pointing errors or which was m ishbeled. U sing thism ethod, we nd residual pointing
errors of 0:1 and an absolute o set 0of 0:14 . These errors are attrbuted in part to the fact
that observations have been m ade near the balance point of the telescope and near the horizontal
posiion where exure ofthe optical support structure ism axim al.

SgrA * transits at roughly 30 elevation as observed from the latitude ofthe W hipple O bserva-
tory. Large zenith angle (LZA ) observations require severalm odi cations to the standard analysis
due to changes In shower geom etry. In addition, we have data on Sgr A * that spans several epochs
during which the W hippl cam era was upgraded tw ice (see Tablk 1). In order to combine all of
these data, we needed our gamm a—ray selection criteria to scale properly wih changes in zenith
angle, the cam era throughput factor (ie. the ratio of photons hiting the m irror to digital counts
In the digitized PM T signals), and the pixel size. In addition, for subsequent spectral analysis, we
designed our gam m a-ray selection procedure to scale w ith energy to m inin ize spectralbiases.

To achieve this goal, we started w ith the standard W hippl Telescope data analysis procedure
(Lessard et al. 2001) and developed a new set ofgam m a-ray selection criteria that scale w ith zenith
angle and energy according to a sam iem pirical form derived from sin ulations and optin ization of
LZA Crab Nebula data. O ur criteria also Incorporate the geom etric e ects of di ering cam eras,
allow ing us easily to combine all of the data present for the G alactic Center. The Crab Nebula
was used for optim ization and calbration because it is a bright, steady gam m a-ray source w ith a
known spectrum . In addiion, an independent set of C rab N ebula observations taken at LZA were
used to verify that the selection criteria were m ore e cient than the standard analysis procedure.

To correct for changes in the overall light sensitivity (throughput) of the cam era between
epochs, we Jook at muon events in data taken at each epoch. M uons, which show up asbright arcs
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of Cerenkov light in the cam era, are usefiil for throughput calbration because the light per unit
arclength from a muon event is nearly constant regardless of the In pact param eter and angle of
the tra Ectory. A m easure of the throughput of the telescope can be found by m aking a histogram

of the signalarc-length distrbution of a large set ofm uon events. To get an absolute calbration,
this distribbution for real observations was com pared w ith a set of sin ulated m uon events which
were generated using the G rinnell/ISU (G rISU ) sim ulation package to produce a large num ber of
H and He showers that In tum produce m uons as secondary particles. For instance, the relative
throughput was found to have changed by a factor of 222 between 1995 and 2001. W e scalke the
softw are trigger threshold and energy estin ator by this factor so the trigger cuts are consistent
across observations. This m ethod also serves to calbrate the sim ulations used to determ ine the
peak energy at LZA (see x4).

A sone observes at Increasing zenith angles, the distance to the core of the airshow er increases
and thus the angular size of the shower and parallactic displacem ent of the in age centroid are
reduced. To derive the scaling laws, we rstassum e thattheW IDTH and LENGTH ofgamm a-ray
air shower in ages is approxin ately proportionalto cos , where isthe zenith angk and isa
constant. A ddiionally, airshower sin ulations show that LENGTH and W ID TH also scak as the
logarithm of the energy, which is proportionalto the STZE (total cam era signal) of the event.

Combining these results, and rem oving the e ects of the nite pixel size of the cam era ( i)
and the point spread function of the telescope ( pgf), the m easured LENGTH (L), W DTH W ),
and the distance to the Im age centroid (D ) can be converted to scaled va]uesLO,W Oand D Oby the
follow ing equations:

L2 2 2 #%
107 OOZf; pst 0:023 )
w 2 2 2 f#%
wor Oogf; ps 0:020 @)
D
D%’ @3)
aos

T he constant factors and cosine powers were derived from simulation ts and by optin ization on
Crab Nebula data (taken at a range of zenith angles) and then com pared with sinulations for
calbration. D ata selection criteria 0:125 < L%< 03,005 < W %< 0:135,028 < D%< 22
are applied to select candidate gam m a—ray events (exam ples of these cuts are shown graphically in
Figure 1). Cutsbased on these intrinsic param eters were veri ed to be lndependent of zenih angle
and cam era design by application of thism ethod to independent C rab N ebula data taken over the
period 1994-2003.
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param eter. T he dots are from sinulations of gamm a rays w ith a range of energies.

Results

P Iots of our selection criteria for gam m a-ray-lke events for two of the param eters
The dotted lines show
(total signal)

W e have com bined observations of Sgr A * from 1995 through 2003 resuling in 26 hours of on—

source exposure at an average zenith angl of 61 . To detem ine the pointing o set, ocbservations



{8{

Sagittarius y2 (Pointing Check)

70.7
0
-35.9

|
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T his In age show s that the telescope has an o set 0f 0.14 degrees down and to the right of cam era
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Sagittarius A*
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Fi. 3.| A gamm a‘ray in age of the region around Sgr A *. The im age is of excess counts w ith
overlaid signi cance contours (1 standard deviation per contour). T he axes are Jabeled in degrees
from the assum ed cam era center. T he true center position of the cam era, which is not exactly at
(0,0) due to exing of the telescope at low elevation, ism arked w ith a cross. T he dashed lines are
the RA and D ec contours at this position. A Iso shown (as a light contour) is the 99% con dence
region forthe EGRET observations (Hooper & D ngus 2002).

were taken centered on a nearby bright star (Sgr ;) which is at the sam e elevation as Sgr A *.
U sing the sky brightness m ap technique outlined earlier, we determm ined that the telescope had a
pointing o set 0f0:14 , asshown In Figure 2. Figure 3 show s the resulting 2-D m ap of gam m a-ray
excess w ith overlaid signi cance contours. T he true center of the cam era, correcting for the o set,
is plotted as a cross In the Im age. This Im age show s a 42 standard deviation ( ) excess at the
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LZA Crab Nebula
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Fig. 4.| A gamm aray in age of the Crab Nebula taken at lJarge zenith anglke ( 62 ) using the
sam e analysis procedure used for Sgr A*. The o set and ponting variations can be seen in the
resuling im age.

corrected center position. To chedk the robustness of this resul, we reran the analysis ten tim es
to acoount for variations due to the G aussian padding. W e nd the average signi cance at the
corrected center position is (3:77 0:13) , som ewhat below the initial result. For reference, in
Figure 4 we show the results of the sam e analysis procedure applied to 10 hours of observations
ofthe Crab Nebula at a sin ilar zenith anglk range. N ote that the signi cance 0of 6:1 ofthe Crab
detection at the o set position is substantially higher than the result 0£3:8 obtained applying the
standard sn all zenih angl analysis procedure to these LZA data. A 1so, the sin ilar angular extent
In the two resuls indicates consistency w ith a point source w ithin a 99% con dence region of radius
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15 aran in. A m ore detailed analysis ofthe angular extent would require a prior hypothesis about

the nature of the source.

To determm ine the peak energy ofthe detected ux from SgrA *, we sin ulated gamm a raysw ith
a Crab Nebula spectrum (W ith integral spectralindex = 1:58) (M ohanty et al. 1998; A haronian et
al. 2000) and a zenith angle of 61 , and analyzed the resulting data w ith a detector sin ulation and
our analysis software. W e determ ined the peak detected energy to be 28 TeV . Noise padding
and a higher trigger threshold m akes this resul slightly higher than has been previously reported
K rennrich et al. 1999), and we estin ate a 20% systeam atic error in this energy threshold. W e then
analyzed a set of real LZA Crab Nebula data munsto nd the Crab count rate and com pared this
to the corresponding rate for SgrA *. The integral ux for SgrA *, nom alized to the C rab, is then:

28 Tev) Rsgm

FSgrA > 28Tev) = NO;C]:ab 4)

Rcrab

W here N g rap 5 the ux nom alization factor for the Crab Nebula 3:12 10 "m ?st), isthe
Integral C rab spectral index, and Rggma  and R, are the corresponding SgrA * and C rab N ebula
gam m a-ray count rates. From theLZA Crabdata,we ndagamm aray rate 0fRcp & 28 TEV) =
05501 0:087 photonsm in ' and from SgrA * we cbtain an average rate of Rggm (> 28 TeV) =
0205 0057 photonsm in ! . Hence, the gamm aray ux from the G alactic C enter region above
28TeV is1l% 108 05 108 (stat) 03 108 (sys) photonsm 2 gl ,orabout 04 tin es that
ofthe Crab Nebula (the ux error inclides the uncertainty In the C rab N ebula m easuram ent).

The count rate from Sgr A* is shown as a function of tine n Figure 5. To determm ine the
probability for steady em ission, a “ tofa constant finction (£ (t) = A) was applied to this data
and, for com parison, to a series of data taken of M rk 421 (a source which is known to be highly
variable) at a sin ilar zenih anglke range as Sgr A *. The total signi cance of this M k421 data
sample was 2:3 . The Sgr A * data yilds a constant count rate of 6:12 1:59 mit wih a
reduced 2 of1:3 (with 54 degrees of freedom ), which correspondsto a 25% probability that there
is no variability. The result for M rk 421 yields a constant count rate of 6:86 6:13 m it with
areduced 2 of3.03 wih 6 degrees of freedom ) and a 12% chance of no variability.

5. D iscussion

The TeV excess observed near the position of the G alactic C enter is unlkely to have occurred
by chance and constitutes a probable, as yet uncon m ed, detection ofa new TeV source. Possible
system atics that could contrbute to a false detection include the e ects ofadditionalnoise from the
relatively bright o -source region. W hile we have lJargely corrected forthese e ects, som e system atic
uncertainties rem ain. W e have taken Into acoount trials factors by form ulating an explicit a priori
hypothesis that we would only look forem ission at the exact position ofthe G alactic C enter after a
pointing correction was applied. Statistical variations in the analysism ethod (due to the addition of
sin ulated noise In padding) have been taken into account by repeating the analysis ten tim es, and
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Fig. 5.| Flux of SgrA * as a function of tim e. Each data point represents a single 28 m inute run.
T In e gaps in the data have been ram oved where Indicated. T he dashed line is a least squares t
of a constant function to the data.

taking the average signi cance, giving a conservative estim ate of 357 for the detection signi cance.

The lack of signi cant variability In our data m akes it di cul to uniquely identify the source
w ih a com pact point source such as Sgr A *, but ingpires som e con dence in the stability of our
observations at large zenith anglk. Note that the analysis procedure was designed to m itigate
against changes in the count rate due to varations in the instrum ent. The sam e ISU sin ulation
package was used here to analyze W hipple ocbservations of the C rab Nebula giving a soectrum in
good agreem ent w hich that m easured a an all zenith angle K rennrich et al. 1999). In the past, our
group reported a positive excess of 2:4 for 1995-1997 observations Bucklky et. al. 1997) and
24 for 19992003 observations K osack et. al. 2003) at the position of Sgr A *. The com bined
signi cance for our re ned resuls is consistent w ith these earlier analyses. T he Jarge error circles
for both EGRET (72 aran in) and W hippl (15 aran in) observations m ake identi cation wih a
particular source di cul, but given the dearth of TeV sources, an accidental angular coincidence
of a new source along the line of sight is unlkely, and it is probabl that the em ission com es from
a non-them al source physically near the G alactic C enter.

The high level of em ission 04 Crab at a distance of roughly four tim es that of the C rab
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 shelltype and plrionic supemovae
have produced num erous upper-lin its, or (@t best) uncon m ed detections, m aking the detection
of such an ob Ect at 8 5kpc even m ore unlkely. M ayerH asselw ander et al. (1998) cam e to a sin ilar
conclusion about the G €V am ission based on the high lum inosity ofthe EGRET unidenti ed source
and Jack of signi cant variability. Ifthe SgrA E ast supemova shock were the source ofthe EGRET

gamm a rays, i would have been an unusually Intense explosion K hokhlov & M elia 1996) and a
density of1000 an 3 and m agnetic eld ofB 0:18m G Wellabove the canonicalvalues) would be
required Fatuzzo & M elia 2003). W hik a typicalgalactic source such asan SNR, pulsar, or stellar
m ass black holk isunlkely, an active nucleus at our G alactic C enter is still a viable possibility and
the detection of correlated variability In future gamm a-ray and X ray observations is required to
m ake the identi cation w ith SgrA * com pelling. Ifwe associate this en ission w ith either the super-
m assive black hole Sgr A * or supemova rem nant Sgr A East, the observed em ission could com e
from self€C om pton scattering by electrons w ith energies up to at least 2.8 TeV or from pion-decay
gam m a—rays from prin ary protons of even higher energy (kinem atics require their energy to be at
Jeast several tim es the m axin um gam m a-ray energy) .

The lack of signi cant variability and the consistency w ith the G alactic C enter position allow
m ore exotic possbilities such asthe anniilation ofvery high m ass (> 2 TeV ) dark m atter particles
at the Galactic Center. W hik not particularly constraining, these results and a m ore detailed
analysis of the spectrum will be used to derive upper lim its for dark m atter annihilbtion in a
subsequent paper.

In sum m ary, based on 26 hoursofdata taken w ith theW hipple 10m gam m a-ray cbservatory, we
report a probabl detection ofa gam m a—ray point source consistent w ith the position ofthe G alactic
Center. W e also describe a m odi ed analysis procedure that we have developed to analyze gamm a—
ray data taken by Im aging A tm ogpheric C erenkov telescopes operating at large zenith angles. T he
continued observation of TeV gamm a rays from the G alactic Center has In portant theoretical
In plications for understanding a variety of astrophysical phenom ena in the nuclear region of the
M iky W ay.
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