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W estudy theprospectsfordetecting gam m a-raysfrom pointsourcesofD ark M atterannihilation

with the space satellite G LAST.W e sim ulate the instrum entresponse to the gam m a-ray spectrum

arising from the annihilation ofcom m on D ark M atter candidates,and derive full-sky sensitivity

m aps for the detection ofpoint sources and for the identi�cation ofthe D ark M atter (as opposed

to astrophysical)origin ofthegam m a-ray em ission.These m apsrepresenta powerfultoolto assess

thedetectability ofpointsources,i.e.sourceswith angularsize sm allerthan the angularresolution

ofG LAST,�� � 0:1
�
,in any D M scenario. As an exam ple, we apply the obtained results to

the so-called m ini-spikesscenario,where the annihilation signaloriginates from large D ark M atter

overdensities around Interm ediate M ass Black Holes. W e �nd that if these objects exist in the

G alaxy,notonly G LAST should be able to detectthem overa tim escale asshortas2 m onths,but

in m any cases itshould be possible to determ ine with good accuracy the m ass ofthe annihilating

D ark M atterparticles,while nullsearcheswould place stringentconstraintson thisscenario.

PACS num bers:

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

In the cosm ological concordance m odel that has

em erged over the past few years, a considerable frac-

tion ofthe totalenergy density today,
C D M = 0:19,

consistsofnon-baryonic,collisionlessand dissipation-free

(i.e.cold)m atter[1]. To unveilthe { so far com pletely

unknown { natureofthisdark m atter(DM )isoneofthe

m ostoutstanding challengesforcosm ology and astropar-

ticle physicstoday.The listofproposed DM candidates

is long,ranging from m odi�ed theories ofgravity,that

would e�ectively m im ic a large non-relativistic com po-

nent in the totalenergy content of the universe, to a

wholezoo ofspeculativenew particlesthattheDM m ay

consist of. W hile the form er approach m ay,in fact,be

extrem ely successfultodescribecertain isolated phenom -

ena,liketheatteningofgalacticrotation curves[2],itis

notoriously di�cultto reconcilewith the whole rangeof

accessibleobservations;in thefollowing,wewilltherefore

restrictourselvesto thelatterpossibility (seeRefs.[3,4]

forrecentreviewson particleDM ).

Search strategies for DM particles (going beyond

m erely testing their gravitational inuence) can be

grouped into two categories. In direct detection experi-

m ents,onetriestotracetheseparticlesbylookingforthe

recoilenergythey would transferduringscatteringevents

with the atom s ofthe detector m aterial; nullsearches

startto placenon-trivialboundson theparam eterspace

of the underlying m odels (see, e.g., [5]and references

therein). Alternatively,one can use indirect detection

techniques,m aking useofthefactthatDM particleswill

generally pair-annihilatein regionsofenhanced DM den-

sities;thedecay productsm ay then berevealed asexotic

contributionsto astrophysicaluxesofgam m a-ray,neu-

trino and anti-m atter.

ThespacesatelliteG LAST isexpected toplayacrucial

rolein indirectDM searches,thanksboth toitsability to

perform observationsatenergy scalescom parableto the

m assofcom m on DM candidatesand to its potentialof

m aking deep full-sky m apsin gam m a-rays,thanksto its

large(� 2:4 sr)�eld-of-view [6]. In the �rstpartofthis

paper,westudy theprospectsfordetecting pointsources

ofDM annihilation with G LAST,and assess the possi-

bility to discrim inate them from ordinary astrophysical

sources. As a resultofthis analysis,we obtain full-sky

sensitivity m aps for the detection ofsources above the

di�use background, as wellas for the identi�cation of

DM annihilation sources,i.e.forthedetection ofsources

thatcan bediscrim inated againstordinary astrophysical

sources.

Thisanalysiscan be applied to any astrophysicalsce-

nario thatpredictsthe existence ofpoint-like sourcesof

gam m a-raysfrom DM annihilations,where \point-like"

in thiscontextm eanssourceswith an angularsizesm aller

than the G LAST angularresolution,�� � 0:1� (see be-

low for further details). In the second part ofthe pa-

per,in orderto show the e�ectivenessofthisapproach,

we apply ourresultsto a speci�c astrophysicalscenario,

where gam m a-rays originate from DM m ini-spikes. In

fact, it has been recently pointed out that interm edi-

atem assblack holes(IM BHs)area particularly prom is-

ing place to look forDM self-annihilations,since,under

certain assum ptions about their form ation m echanism ,

they willbe surrounded by regions ofhighly enhanced

DM density,called m ini-spikes [34]. As a consequence,

they areexpected to appearasbrightsourcesofgam m a

rays,thereby providing a new possiblem eansofindirect

DM detection. Using the sensitivity m aps obtained in

the �rst part ofthe present paper,we study in detail

the prospectsfordetecting these objects,and show that

G LAST can �nd a large fraction ofthe m ini-spike pop-

ulation in the M ilky W ay over a tim e scale as short as

2 m onths,orsetstrong constraintson theirexistence in

caseofnullsearches.Finallyweshow that,in m ostcases,

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0612387v2
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onecan notonly expecta cleardiscrim ination from ordi-

nary astrophysicalsources,butalso obtain a satisfactory

determ ination ofthe DM m ass as wellas hints on its

nature,through thedeterm ination oftheleading annihi-

lation channel. Ifthe m ass ofthe annihilating particle

exceeds the energy range ofG LAST,the study ofthe

detected sources can be extended to higher energies by

air Cerenkov telescopes (ACTs) like CANG ARO O [7],

HESS [8],M AG IC [9]orVERITAS [10].

Thisarticleisorganized asfollows.In Sec.II,wegive

an overview overindirect DM searchesthrough gam m a

raysand introduce the gam m a-ray spectra thataretyp-

ically expected from the annihilation of DM particles.

The m ain characteristicsofG LAST,along with a brief

accountofitsscienti�cgoalsand expected perform ances,

are presented in Sec.III. In Sec.IV,we show the sensi-

tivity m apsforthe detection and identi�cation ofpoint

sources ofDM annihilation. W e then apply our results

to m ini-spikesaround IM BHs in Sec.V,where we m ake

detailed predictionsaboutthe detectability ofthese ob-

jects.Finally,wepresentourconclusionsin Sec.VII.

II. IN D IR EC T D A R K M A T T ER SEA R C H ES

T H R O U G H G A M M A R A Y S

A theoretically particularly well-m otivated type of

DM candidatesare weakly interacting m assive particles

(W IM Ps)thatappearin variousextensionsto the stan-

dard m odelofparticle physics (SM );with m asses and

couplings at the electroweak scale,they would be ther-

m ally produced in the early universe and autom atically

acquirethenecessary relicdensity to accountfortheDM

today. Usually,the W IM P appears as the lightest ofa

whole setofnew,heavy particlesand itsdecay into SM

degreesoffreedom isprotected by a new sym m etry.

Theprototypeexam pleforaDM candidateofthistype

is the neutralino (see [11]for a classic review) that ap-

pears in m ost supersym m etric extensions to the SM as

the lightestsupersym m etric particle (LSP)and isgiven

by alinearcom bination ofthesuperpartnersofthegauge

and Higgs�elds,

� � ~�01 = N 11
~B + N 12

~W 3 + N 13
~H 0
1 + N 14

~H 0
2 : (1)

The neutralino m ass is usually severalhundred G eV or

less;forvery high Higgsino orW ino fractions,however,

itcan be considerably higher(up to 2.2 TeV in the lat-

tercase).M ore recently,considerableattention hasalso

turned to m odelswith universalextradim ensions(UED)

[12], where the higher-dim ensionaldegrees of freedom

m anifest them selves as towers of new, heavy states in

the low-energy,e�ectively four-dim ensionaltheory. The

lightestoftheseK aluza-K lein particles(LK P)hasam ass

very closeto the inverseofthecom pacti�cation scaleR,

and forR �1 � 1TeV itturnsoutto be a perfectW IM P

DM candidate just as the neutralino [13, 14]. In the

m inim alUED setup [13],the LK P is given by the (1),

the�rstK K excitation ofthephoton.Forthediscussion

that follows,we willm ainly have these DM candidates

in m ind;however,we willalso argue that the gam m a-

ray signalsweexpectin thesecasesarerathergeneric,so

thatourconclusionsaboutthe prospectsfora detection

ofDM annihilation point-sourceswillrem ain essentially

unchanged even forotherDM candidates.

Both LSP and LK P arecharged undera Z2 sym m etry

(R-parity and K K parity,respectively),underwhich all

SM particlesrem ain neutral.Thisensurestheirstability

against decay,but at the sam e tim e allows the (pair-)

annihilation into SM particles.Theresulting di�erential

gam m a-ray ux atearth isthen given by

�(E )=
h�vi

8�m 3
�

X

f

B
f
dN f



dx
�

Z

l:o:s

d‘( )�2(r); (2)

wheretheintegralovertheDM density � isalongtheline

ofsightfora given angle ofobservation,h�viistheto-

talannihilation rate,m � thedark m atterparticle’sm ass

and E = m �x the photon energy;the sum ,�nally,runs

over allpossible annihilation channels,with branching

ratios B f and photon m ultiplicities dN f
 =dx. The left-

hand side ofthe above expression for�(E )determ ines

thespectralform ofthesignal;itdependsonly on theun-

derlying m odelofparticle physicsand can be com puted

to a very good accuracy. However,since the dark m at-

ter distribution �(r) is only poorly known,the sam e is

unfortunately nottrue forthe line-of-sightintegralthat

appearson the right-hand side ofEq.(2). For classical

targetsofindirectDM searcheslike the galactic center,

forexam ple,theseastrophysicaluncertaintiesresultin a

predicted am plitude fortheux thatm ay vary oversev-

eralordersofm agnitude[15].Anotherproblem thatindi-

rectDM searcheshaveto faceisthatregionsofexpected

high DM density usually also contain a sizeable am ount

ofordinary m atterwhich givesriseto m oreconventional,

astrophysicalsources of gam m a-rays. This is particu-

larly trueforthegalacticcenterand even iftheobserved

gam m a-ray signalfrom that direction is stillnot iden-

ti�ed unam biguously,it is very unlikely that the HESS

sourcecan m ainlybeattributed toDM annihilations[16].

A DM com ponentcould stillbesingled outwth G LAST

in the10-300G eV energyrange,whereaDM sourcecan

providea good �toftheEG RET data [17,18],butin or-

derto be conclusive,itisofgreatim portanceto provide

sm oking-gun evidenceforany claim ed indirectdetection

ofDM .Such evidencem aycom efrom am ulti-wavelength

analysis ofthe annihilation spectrum [19]or from pro-

nounced spectralfeatures that cannot be m im icked by

astrophysicalprocesses,like line-signals[20]orthe very

sharp cuto�s that are associated with �nalstate radia-

tion [21,22,23,24]. A third possibility isthe one that

we willdiscuss later,nam ely the appearance ofa great

num berofsourceswith identicalspectra asexpected in

the m ini-spikeIM BH scenario.

Letusnow investigatein abitm oredetailthegam m a-

ray spectra that m ay result from DM annihilations. In

principle,therearethreedi�erenttypesofcontributions
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FIG . 1: Photon m ultiplicity for various �nal states. The

(blue,m agenta,cyan,black,red)solid linesshow the(u�u/d�d,s�s,

c�c,b�b,t�t) quark spectra,while the (green,blue) dotted lines

give the contributions from (W W ,ZZ) gauge bosons. The

(black) dashed line,�nally,is the FSR spectrum from e
+
e
�

�nalstates. Allspectra are plotted for both m � = 500G eV

and m � = 1000G eV.

to consider. The dom inant source of gam m a rays is

usually associated to secondary photonsfrom quark (or

gauge boson) fragm entation and decay,m ainly through

the process �0 ! . The second contribution arises

from �nal state radiation (FSR), where an additional

photon isem itted from charged particle�nalstates;this

becom es particularly im portant for a sizable branching

ratio into e+ e� pairs[21,22],though,for m �
>
� 1TeV,

the sam e can be true even for W + W � pairs [24]. Fi-

nally,dark m atter particles can annihilate directly into

photons,giving rise to a characteristicline signalatthe

DM particle’s m ass [20]. However, since the DM has

to be electrically neutral,these channels (�� !  or

�� ! Z)arenecessarily loop-suppressed and thususu-

ally negligible { atleastforcurrentdetectorresolutions

and in the absenceofe�cientenhancem entm echanism s

[25].Havingin m ind thelim ited reachofG LAST forvery

high energies,we therefore concentrate in the following

on secondary photonsand FSR photonsfrom e+ e� �nal

states.

For the secondary photons,we have adopted the pa-

ram eterizations that were obtained in Ref.[15]by run-

ning the Pythia M onteCarlo code [26]:

dN f


dx
= �x

a
e
b+ cx+ dx

2
+ ex

3

; (3)

where � = 2 for the annihilation into W W ,ZZ and t�t,

and 1otherwise.Thevalueoftheparam eters(a;b;c;d;e)

forthe variousannihilation channelsf and a setofDM

m assescan befound in Ref.[15].W elim itourselveshere

to show in Figure 1 the photon m ultiplicities dN =dx

per annihilation into quark and gauge boson pairs,for

two di�erentvaluesofthe DM m ass,M = 500G eV and

M = 1000G eV.For the b�b channel,which we willcon-

sider below,the param eter values are (�;a;b;c;d;e) =

(1;1:50;0:37;� 16:05;18:01;� 19:50).
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FIG .2: Sam e as Fig.1 (for m � = 500 G eV and without

the e
+
e
�
FSR case),butwith spectra rescaled asin (5)and

scaling param eters as given in Tab.I. The straight dotted

line representsthe extrapolated,asym ptotic x
�1:5

behaviour

ofthe photon spectrum from b�b �nalstates. The thick black

lineshowsthe(notrescaled)b�bspectrum thatwe willusefor

reference.

The e+ e� FSR spectrum ,on the other hand,can be

determ ined analytically and is,in leadinglogarithm icor-

der,given by [22,23]

dN e


dx
�
d(�e+ e� )=dx

�e+ e�
’
�

�

(x2 � 2x + 2)

x
ln

"

m 2
�

m 2
e

(1� x)

#

:

(4)

Forthe othercharged leptons,onehassim ply to replace

the electron m ass m e in the above expression with the

corresponding lepton m ass,leading to roughly the sam e

spectralform as in the e+ e� case. The situation for

� leptons is actually a bit m ore com plicated since their

sem i-hadronicdecay producessecondary photonson top

oftheFSR contribution.Theresultingspectrum exhibits

a power-law behaviourforsm allphoton energies,with a

spectralindex ofabout� 1:3,and a cuto� thatissharper

than in thecaseofquarksorgaugebosons,butlesspro-

nounced than for e+ e� pairs [15]. In the following,we

willnot consider this type ofspectrum separately. W e

notethateven in theLK P case,wheregam m a-raysfrom

� leptonsareknown to givean unusually im portantcon-

tribution [22],this does not change our generalconclu-

sionsaboutthe determ ination ofthe cuto�.

W e are now in a position to m ake two im portantob-

servationsaboutthe gam m a-ray spectra thatcan be ex-

b�b u�u d�d s�s c�c t�t W W ZZ

A f 1.00 2.74 2.74 1.83 1.38 1.36 3.56 3.02

B f 1.00 1.47 1.47 1.16 1.07 1.05 1.52 1.45

TABLE I:W ith these scaling param eters, the photon m ul-

tiplicities for the above �nalstates are rescaled according to

(5),soastofeaturethesam easym ptoticbehaviourand cuto�

asb�b �nalstates (here,we have de�ned the cuto� asa 10 �3

drop ofthe spectrum with respect to the asym ptotic x
�1:5

powerlaw).
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pected from DM annihilations. First,expressed in the

variable x = E =m �,they are to a very good approxi-

m ation independentofthe DM m assm �.Second,there

are essentially only two types ofspectra. FSR spectra,

to begin with, show an asym ptotic x�1 power law for

sm allx and acharacteristic,extrem elysharpcuto�atthe

highestenergy thatiskinem atically available.Thespec-

tra ofsecondary photons,on the otherhand,exhibitan

asym ptoticx�1:5 powerlaw and a m uch lesspronounced

cuto�. In fact,spectra ofthis second type are alm ost

indistinguishable ifthe dark m atter m ass is not known

by som e independentm easurem ent. To m ake thispoint

m oreclear,letusconsidera rescaled version ofthe pho-

ton m ultiplicitiesforsecondary photons,

dN f;res


dx
(x)� A f

dN f


dx
(B fx): (5)

Here,A f representsan overallnorm alization oftheam -

plitude while B f corresponds to a shift in the cuto�,

i.e.the DM m ass. Since neither ofthese param eters is

a prioriknown,we should use dN f;res
 =dx,rather than

dN f
 =dx,to com pare the di�erent spectra. The scaling

param etersA f and B f can then be �xed by dem anding

that allspectra have the sam e norm alization for sm all

x and the sam e cuto� (which we de�ne here,som ewhat

arbitrary,asa 10�3 drop ofthespectrum with respectto

the asym ptoticx�1:5 powerlaw).The resulting rescaled

spectra are shown in Fig.2,with scaling param etersas

given in TableI.

For illustration,we willin the following consider two

di�erent,rather sim pli�ed DM m odels: in m odelA,the

DM m ainlyannihilatesinto b�bpairswhilein m odelB ,we

�x a branching ratio of80% into b�b and 20% into e+ e�

�nalstates. The �rst case corresponds roughly to the

situation one generally expectsforthe LSP (atleastfor

m assessm allerthan a few hundred G eV,see,e.g.,[27]),

while a large branching ratio into leptons like in m odel

B is forexam ple realized in the case ofthe LK P.From

theabovediscussion,however,itshould beclearthatour

m odelsA and B arem oregeneralin the sensethatthey

coverthetwo basicpossibilitiesforspectraldistributions

that can be expected from DM annihilations. At this

point,a word ofcaution is in order. W hile the charac-

teristic sharp FSR cuto� can be used to unam biguously

identify the DM m ass to an accuracy that corresponds

to the energy resolution ofthe detector,a certain theo-

reticaluncertainty enters into the determ ination ofm �

when only therathersoftcuto� from secondary photons

is observed. If, e.g.,DM m ainly annihilates into light

quarksorgaugebosons,onewould notbeableto tellthe

di�erencefrom ourcaseA,butunderestim atetheactual

DM m assby up to 50% (seeTableI).

Let us conclude this Section by stressing once m ore

thatthe detection ofm any sourceswith the sam e spec-

trum ,and in particularwith thesam e cuto�,would pro-

videasm oking-gun evidenceforDM annihilations{even

ifthecuto� isnotvery pronounced,likein m odelA,and

would thereforenotprovideconclusiveevidencewhen ob-

Peak E�ective Area (1{10 G eV) > 8000 cm
2

Energy Resolution 10 G eV on-axis < 10%

Energy Resolution 10-300 G eV on-axis < 20%

Energy Resolution 10-300 G eV > 60
�

< 6%

PSF 68% 10 G eV on-axis < 0:15
�

Field ofview 2.4 sr

Pointsource sensitivity (> 100M eV,5y) < 6� 10�9 cm �2 s�1

Source Location < 0:5 arcm in

TABLE II: G LAST LAT m inim um perform ances, adapted

from Ref.[30].

served from a singlesourcealone.

III. G LA ST

The G am m a-ray Large Area Space Telescope

(G LAST) is a next generation gam m a ray observatory

due forlaunch in Fall2007. The m ain scienti�c objects

are the study ofallgam m a ray sourcessuch asblazars,

gam m a-ray bursts,supernova rem nants,pulsars,di�use

radiation,and unidenti�ed high-energy sources.Indeed,

G LAST m ight be called the "Hubble Telescope" of

gam m a-ray astronom y as it will be able to observe

AG N sources up to z � 4 and beyond,ifsuch objects

actually existed at such early tim es in the universe.

Extrapolation from EG RET AG N detectionsshowsthat

about 5,000 AG N sources willbe detected in a 2 years

cum ulative scanning m ode observation by G LAST, as

com pared to the85 thathavebeen observed by EG RET

in a sim ilar tim e interval. The G LAST collaboration

has also a strong interest in DM detection and several

works in the literature investigate possible scenarios

and the corresponding detection capabilities (see e.g.

Ref. [28] and the aforem entioned reviews [3, 4] for

furtherdetails).

The prim ary instrum ent on board is the Large Area

Telescope (LAT),a pair-production telescope designed

to allow observation of celestial sources in the range

20M eV{300G eV [29];LAT wasdeveloped byan interna-

tionalcollaboration ofparticle physicsand astrophysics

com m unities from 26 institutions in the United States,

Italy,Japan,France and G erm any. The LAT is an 4x4

array ofidenticaltowers,each form ed by

� Si-strip TrackerDetectorsand convertersarranged

in 18 XY tracking planes for the m easurem ent of

the photon direction,

� Segm ented array ofCsI(Tl) crystals for the m ea-

surem entthe photon energy,

� Segm ented AnticoincidenceDetector(ACD).

During norm aloperation the LAT willcontinuously

scan thewholesky,obtaining a com pletecoverageabout

every 3 hoursdueto thegreat�eld ofview (� 2 sr).The
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FIG .3:Schem atic view ofG LAST.

uniform sky coverage,in addition to the large e�ective

areaand thegood angularresolution should ensurem any

advancesin the study ofallcelestialsourcesofinterest.

In Tab.II,wesum m arizefrom [30]theLAT perform ances

m orerelevantin ourcontext.

IV . D A R K M A T T ER SEN SIT IV IT Y M A P S

In orderto study theLAT sensitivity forDM annihila-

tion signals,we perform a sim ulation ofthe gam m a-ray

sky as it willbe observed by this instrum ent,based on

a param etrization ofthe instrum ent response. This al-

lowsustorapidly sim ulateseveralm onthsofdata-taking

in a relatively shorttim e,withouthaving to dealwith a

com plex M onteCarlosim ulation ofthephysicalprocesses

involved.Foradditionalinform ation aboutG LAST LAT

sim ulations,see,forexam ple,Ref.[31].

Allsim ulationsperform ed forthisstudy correspond to

2m onthsofscanning(i.e.notpointed)LAT observations.

Thetim eduration wasselected such asto allow fora rel-

atively fast discovery ofa DM signal;the trade-o� is a

sizeabledecreasein thenum berofresolved and correctly

identi�ed sources.Noother(non-DM )pointsourceswere

sim ulated and sourcespatialcoincidencewasnotconsid-

ered,in orderto sim plify theanalysisand to allow foran

autom ated analysisprocess.

Theextragalacticdi�usebackground wassim ulated by

extending the EG RET observationsto the LAT energy

range[32].Thegalacticdi�usebackground m odelisim -

plem ented in the fram ework ofthe G ALPRO P code for

cosm ic-ray propagation and incorporatesup-to-datesur-

veysofthe interstellarm edium ,aswellascurrentm od-

elsfortheinterstellarradiation �eld,updated production

functionsand inversescatteringcalculations[33].Asm o-

tivated in Sec.II,wewillfocuson DM candidatesm ainly

annihilating into b�b,and discussbelow how thedetection

ofdeviations from the corresponding gam m a-ray spec-

trum m ay provide usefulinsights on the nature ofthe

DM particles.

In the �rst part ofour analysis,we investigated the

intensity required to resolve a point-source ofDM an-

nihilations at a 5� signi�cance level. W e divided the

sky into regions ofabout 10 degrees in radius,and in

each region we placed oneDM source.Then,we consid-

ered each sourceseparatelyand lettheux intensity vary
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FIG .4: G LAST sensitivity m ap for the detection ofpointsources ofD ark M atter annihilations,i.e. full-sky m ap in galactic

coordinatesofthe m inim um ux above 20 M eV,in unitsof[ph m
�2
s
�1
],thatisrequired fora 5� detection ofan annihilation

spectrum ,assum ing a D M particlewith m assm � = 150 G eV annihilating into b�b(note,however,thatthem ap doesnotdepend

very sensitively on D M properties).The m ap isrelative to a 2 m onthsobservation period;forlongerobservation tim es,uxes

scale approxim ately ast
�1=2
obs

.Forreference,we also show the sim ulated gam m a ray sky.
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FIG .5:G LAST sensitivity m ap fortheidenti�cation ofpointsourcesofD ark M atterannihilation,i.e.full-sky m ap in galactic

coordinatesofthe m inim um ux above 20 M eV,in unitsof[ph m �2 s�1 ],necessary to discrim inate the annihilation spectrum

from an ordinary astrophysicalsource,assum ing a D M particlewith m assm � = 150 G eV annihilating into b�b,aftera 2 m onths

observation period (see textfora furtherdiscussion).Forreference,we also show the sim ulated gam m a ray sky.

from 10�4 to 2� 10�3 ph m �2 s�1 .Foreach intensity,we

calculated the signi�cance ofthe observed signal,given

thelocalbackground counts,with a m axim um likelihood

analysisassum ing Poisson statistics. By estim ating the

m inim um ux required to discrim inate the DM source

from the background at a 5� levelon a grid ofpoints

uniform ly distributed overthesky,wehaveobtained the

sensitivity m ap shown in the top panelofFig.4 (where

we adopted a DM particle m ass m � = 150 G eV).The

sensitivity appearsto depend signi�cantly on theG alac-
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tic longitude only along the G alactic disk,as expected.

At high galactic latitudes a source as faint as 2� 10�4

ph m �2 s�1 isresolved,while closeto the galacticcenter

a m inim um ux of1:5� 10�3 ph m �2 s�1 isrequired.

In a sim ilar way, we can also produce a sensitivity

m ap fora reliable identi�cation ofthe DM spectralcut-

o�. To do so,we com pare for each observed spectrum

the likelihood ofa plain powerlaw,with thatofa DM -

likespectrum ,and check whetherthelatterhypothesisis

favoured. The resultofthisanalysisisshown in Fig.5.

Insidethegalacticplane(jbj< 5)them inim um intensity

required to pinpointthehigh energy cuto� isfargreater

than the intensity required fora 5� detection. Thisim -

plies that there willbe som e sourcesthat can correctly

beidenti�ed asa DM signalonly afterobservation tim es

longerthan the 2 m onthsconsidered here.

All �gures quoted in this work were calculated by

taking into account in the analysis only detected pho-

tons with energiesbetween 100 M eV and 200 G eV.W e

lim itourselvesto thisenergy rangein orderto avoid the

(present)uncertaintiesin theLAT responsefunctionsat

very low (down to � 20M eV)and high energies (up to

500G eV).O n theotherhand,wedotakeintoaccountall

m ajor e�ects such as orbiting,rocking and dead tim es.

W hileoursensitivity m apsarein principlestillsubjectto

further revisionsasthe knowledge ofthe LAT response

im proves,we are therefore con�dent that they willre-

ceiveonly m inorcorrections(im proving thedetection ef-

�ciency).

The tim e scale of2 m onthsadopted here corresponds

roughly to the periodicity ofthe LAT orbitgiven an in-

clination of� 28:5� (� 55 days). Assum ing that the

detection statisticsare dom inated by di�use countsand

not by stochastic uctuation,it is possible to build de-

tection m aps for longer observation tim es tobs by sim -

ply scaling down the m inim um ux with t
�1=2
obs

. Forin-

stance,by increasing the observation tim e by a factor4,

tobs = 8 m onths,them inim um uxesshown in them aps

are roughly halved. Forthe identi�cation m aps,on the

other hand,the situation is m ore com plicated. It is in

factnottrivialto scalem inim um uxesforthe determ i-

nation oftheDM m assto longerobservation tim e,since

the analysis is based on a com parison oflikelihood be-

tween m odels,in aregim ewhereboth background counts

and low statistics play an im portant role. Although a

scaling t
�1=2
obs

appears as a conservative estim ate in this

case,wefeelthatthisissuedeservesa dedicated study.

The sensitivity m ap for the detection of DM point

sources is rather insensitive to the DM particle m ass,

since the ux isdom inated by the low energy tailofthe

annihilation spectrum . However,thingsare di�erentfor

theidenti�cation m ap,atleastabove� 200G eV.In fact,

the determ ination ofa high energy cut-o� strongly de-

pends on the possibility ofobtaining good quality data

(in term sofangularand energy resolution),forphotons

above this energy. A detailed study ofhigh-m ass m od-

els willthus be possible only with a reliable sim ulation

ofthe instrum ent response at energies above the range

considered,although itshould be possible to identify its

DM origin,through the rather distinctive slope ofthe

annihilation spectrum (see discussion below). Finally,

we note thatneitherthe detection northe identi�cation

ofDM pointsourcesdependssigni�cantly on theannihi-

lation channels;thissituation would,in principle,change

forlongerobservation tim esand DM m assesbelow a few

hundred G eV,when thepronounced sharp cuto�forFSR

photons from e+ e� �nalstates becom es clearly visible,

thereby enhancing the prospectsforthe identi�cation of

m odelB type DM .

W e stress that the sensitivity m aps in Fig. 4 and 5

representa powerfultoolto assesstheobservability ofany

population ofpointsourcesofDM annihilations,without

having to perform a case-by-case study (sim ulation plus

analysis) ofindividualsources.

V . D ET EC TA B ILIT Y O F M IN I-SP IK ES

W e now apply the results obtained in the �rst part

to a speci�castrophysicalscenario,nam ely to DM m ini-

spikesaround Interm ediate M assBlack Holes(IM BHs),

and study the prospectsfordetecting theseobjectswith

G LAST.In this section,following closely Ref.[34],we

will�rstreview thebasicsofthem ini-spikescenario,and

derive,for a M ilky-W ay like galaxy,their num ber,pro-

�le and totallum inosity in term s ofDM annihilations.

W ewillthen com binethisinform ation with thesensitiv-

ity m aps shown above to determ ine the prospects for a

detection with G LAST.

A . T he M ini-spikes scenario

The e�ectofthe form ation ofa centralobjecton the

surrounding distribution ofm atterhasbeen investigated

in Refs. [35, 36, 37, 38] and for the �rst tim e in the

fram eworkofDM annihilationsin Ref.[39].Itwasshown

thattheadiabaticgrowthofam assiveobjectatthecenter

ofa power-law distribution ofDM with index ,induces

a redistribution ofm atterinto a new power-law (dubbed

\spike")with index

sp =
9� 2

4� 
: (6)

This form ula is valid over a region ofsize rsp � 0:2rh,

whererB H isthe radiusofgravitationalinuence ofthe

black hole(seebelow forfurtherdetails).Theadiabatic-

ity oftheblack hole’sgrowth isin particularvalid forthe

SM BH attheG alacticcenter.A criticalassessm entofthe

form ation and survivalofthe centralspike,overcosm o-

logicaltim escales,ispresented in Refs.[40,41](see also

referencestherein).W e lim itourselveshereto note that

adiabaticspikesareratherfragilestructures,thatrequire

�ne-tuned conditionstoform atthecenterofgalacticha-

los[42],and that can be easily destroyed by dynam ical
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processes such as m ajor m ergers [43]and gravitational

scattering o� stars[40,44].

Itwasrecently shown thata � / r�3=2 DM overden-

sity can be predicted in any halo at the center ofany

galaxy old enough to have grown a power-law density

cusp in the stars via the Bahcall-W olfm echanism [45].

Collisionalgeneration ofthese DM "crests" (Collision-

ally REgenerated STtructures) was dem onstrated even

in the extrem e case where the DM density waslowered

by slingshotejection from a binary super-m assive black

hole.However,the enhancem entofthe annihilation sig-

nalfrom a DM crestis typically m uch sm allerthan for

adiabaticspikes[45].

Although itisunlikely thataspikem aysurvivearound

the Super-m assive Black Hole at the G alactic center,

they can evolve unperturbed around Interm ediate M ass

Black Holes (IM BHs), i.e. wandering BHs with m ass

102 <
� M =M �

<
� 106. Scenarios that seek to explain

the propertiesofthe observed super-m assiveblack holes

population result,in fact,in theprediction ofalargepop-

ulation ofIM BHs. The num berand propertiesofm ini-

spikes around IM BHs have been discussed in Ref.[34],

wheretwo di�erentform ation scenarioshavebeen inves-

tigated.In the �rstone,IM BHsform in rare,overdense

regionsathigh redshift,z � 20,asrem nantsofPopula-

tion IIIstars,and have a characteristic m ass-scale ofa

few 102M � [46](theform ationofm ild m ini-spikesaround

these objects was also discussed in Ref. [47, 48, 49]).

In thisscenario,these black holesserve asthe seedsfor

thegrowth ofsuper-m assiveblack holesfound in galactic

spheroids[50].W ewillnotfurtherconsiderthisscenario,

because ofthe m any uncertaintiesassociated to the ini-

tialand �nalm assfunction ofIM BHs,and the lack ofa

solid prescription fortheinitialDM distribution and BH

m assgrow due to gasaccretion asthese objectsm ovein

galactichalos.

W ewillinstead focuson thesecond scenario discussed

in Ref.[34],based on the proposalofRef.[51],which is

representative ofa class ofm odels in which black holes

originate from m assive objects form ed directly during

the collapse ofprim ordialgasin early-form ing halos.In

practice,during thevirialization and collapseofthe�rst

halos,the gascoolsand form spressure-supported disks

at the centers ofhalos that are su�ciently m assive for

m olecularhydrogen cooling to bee�cient.G ravitational

instabilitiesin thedisk lead to an e�ectiveviscosity that

transfers m ass inward and angular m om entum outward

untilthe �rstgeneration ofstarsheatsthe disk and ter-

m inatesthisprocess.In thiscase,thecharacteristicm ass

ofthe black hole form ing in a halo ofvirialm assM v is

given by [51]

M bh = 3:8� 104M �

�
�

0:5

��
f

0:03

�3=2

�
M v

107M �

��
1+ z

18

�3=2
�

tev
10M yr

�

; (7)

wheref isthe fraction ofthe totalbaryonicm assin the

halo that has fallen into the disk, z is the redshift of

form ation,� isthe baryon fraction thatlostitsangular

m om entum on a tim etev,and tev isthetim escaleforthe

evolution ofthe �rstgeneration ofstars[51].The distri-

bution ofblack hole m assesisa log-norm aldistribution

with am ean valuegiven by thecharacteristicm assabove

and a standard deviation �M bh
= 0:9.

The\initial" DM hostm ini-halo (thatis,theDM dis-

tribution priorto black hole form ation)can be wellap-

proxim ated by a Navarro,Frenk,and W hite(NFW )pro-

�le [52]

�(r)= �0

�
r

rs

� �1 �

1+
r

rs

� �2

: (8)

The norm alization constant�0,and the scale radiusrs,

can be expressed in term softhe virialm assofthe halo

atthetim ewhen theIM BH form ed,M vir,and thevirial

concentration param eter,cvir. See Ref.[34]for further

details.Alternatively,wecould havechosen them orere-

centparam etrization proposed by Navarroetal.[53](see

also Refs.[54,55]). However,this pro�le im plies m od-

i�cations at scales sm aller than those we are interested

in,wherethe pro�le isanyway m odi�ed by the presence

oftheIM BH,henceleading to a negligiblechangein the

predicted uxes.

W e assum e thatthe black holesform overa tim escale

long enough to guarantee adiabaticity,but short com -

pared to thecosm ologicalevolution ofthehosthalo (see

Ref.[34]for further details). In fact,the condition of

\adiabaticity",fundam entalto grow \m ini-spikes",re-

quiresthattheform ation tim e ofthe black holeism uch

largerthan thedynam icaltim escaleatadistancerh from

the black hole,where rh is the radius ofthe sphere of

gravitationalinuenceoftheblack hole,rh ’ G M bh=�
2,

and � isthevelocity dispersion ofDM particlesatrh.In

practice,rh isestim ated by solving theim plicitequation

M (< rh)�

Z rh

0

�(r)r2 dr= 2M bh : (9)

Inside a region rsp � 0:2rh [56],and assum ing a NFW

pro�leasin Eq.(8),the spikepro�leisgiven by

�sp = � (rsp)

�
r

rsp

� �7=3

: (10)

Such asteep power-law leadstoadensity pro�lethatdi-

vergesatsm allradii.Although theSchwarzschild radius

ofthe black hole providesalready a physicallowercut-

o�,the pro�le already ’saturates’at largerradii,where

theDM annihilation tim escalebecom esshorterthan the

tim e tsp elapsed since the form ation ofthe spike. This

radiusrlim can be expressed im plicitly as

�sp(rcut)= m �=�v(t� tsp); (11)

where �v isthe annihilation crosssection tim esthe rel-

ative velocity ofthe DM particle.W hen perform ing our

integrations,wethusstop ata \cut" radiusde�ned as

rcut(m ;�v)= M ax[4Rs;rlim (m ;�v)]; (12)
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FIG .6: Num ber ofrealizations N R where a num ber N S ofm ini-spikes is observed (em pty histogram ) and identi�ed as D M

sources(red dashed),assum ing m � = 150 G eV.

Accepted realizations Resolved m ini-spikes Identi�ed m ini-spikes

Standard scenario 159/200 22� 8 19� 7

Scaled � = 0:2 198/200 4� 2 4� 2

Scaled � = 5 13/200 52� 14 45� 12

TABLE III:Statistics ofthe num ber accepted realizations (i.e. those not violating the EG RET constrain),resolved sources

(i.e.thosedetected by G LAST within 2 m onthsat5�)and identi�ed sources(i.e.those thatcan bediscrim inated by ordinary

astrophysicalsources),for M = 150 G eV,and 2 di�erent values ofthe rescaling factor � that accounts for a variation ofthe

astrophysicaland particle physicsparam etersin the m ini-spike m odel.

whereR s = 2:95km M bh=M � istheSchwarzschild radius

ofthe IM BH.

The ux ofgam m a-raysfrom a m ini-spike around an

IM BH can be expressed as [34]

�(E ;D ) = � 0

dN

dE

�
�v

10�26 cm 3=s

� �
m �

100G eV

��2

�

�
D

kpc

� �2 �
�(rsp)

102G eVcm �3

� 2

�

�
rsp

pc

� 14

3

�
rcut(m ;�v)

10�3 pc

� � 5

3

; (13)

where �0 = 9� 10�10 cm �2 s�1 and D isthe IM BH dis-

tance to the Earth. Note that the annihilation ux in

thiscasedoesnotdepend,asonem ay na��vely expect,on

theratio (�v=m 2
�),becausercut isitselfa function ofthe

particlem assand crosssection.Itiseasy to show thatin

thiscasethe(integrated)gam m a-ray ux isproportional

to � (�v)2=7m
�9=7
� (given thatdN =dx isalm ostindepen-

dentofm �),which m eansthat{ dueto the\saturation"

ofthe DM pro�ledescribed above{ the predicted uxes

arem uch lesssensitiveto theparticlephysicsparam eters

than in the usualcase.

In orderto assessthe detectability ofm ini-spikes,we

have followed the procedure outlined in Refs.[34, 57]

to build m ock catalogs ofsources. As detailed in the

nextSection,wehavethen perform ed ouranalysison 200

statisticalrealizations ofa M ilky-W ay like halo,studied

thedetectability in each realization,and then perform ed

a statisticalanalysisofthe results.

B . P rospects for detection w ith G LA ST

W enow turn to theprospectsfordetecting m ini-spikes

with G LAST.To this aim ,we sim ply have to com pare

ourm ock catalogsofsources,described in m oredetailin

theprevioussection,with thesensitivity m apsofFigs.4

and 5. Ifthe ux from a given source is greater than

them inim alux required to granta 5� detection wewill

say thatthe source isresolved;ifitis also greaterthan

the threshold for the discrim ination from astrophysical

sources,wewillsay thesourceisidenti�ed.Letuspoint
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FIG .7: Num ber ofrealizations N R where a num ber N S ofm ini-spikes is observed (em pty histogram ) and identi�ed as D M

sources(red dashed),assum ing m � = 150 G eV,and a rescaling factor� = 0:2 (left)and � = 5 (right).

outherethat,obviously,thediscussion on thedetectabil-

ity ofm ini-spikescan only be perform ed in a statistical

sense,since we do not know in what realization ofthe

sim ulated M ilky W ay halo welivein.

The resultofthe above procedure isshown in Fig.6,

where we show the num ber N R ofrealizationswith N S

resolved (and identi�ed) m ini-spikes. Letusstressthat

som e of the realizations actually contain sources that

would shinebrighterthan thebrightestEG RET uniden-

ti�ed sourceoutsidethegalacticplane(3EG J1835p5918,

[58]). In order not to violate the observational con-

straints,wethereforerejectanyrealizationwheretheux

ofatleastone source exceeds�m ax = 2� 10�2 ph m �2

s�1 above 20 M eV;these rejected realizations are not

included in Fig.6 and willnotbe considered in the fol-

lowing,either.Incidentally,itisinteresting to note that

the spectralindex reported for the brightest unidenti-

�ed EG RET source is n = 1:69 � 0:07,quite close to

whatisexpected forthe low energy tailofthe annihila-

tion spectrum (EG RET was sensitive to energies up to

30 G eV).At lower energies,CO M PTEL (in the range

0.75{30 M eV)did notresolvethissourcefrom the steep

blazarQ SO 1739+ 522 [59].

W e can see from Fig.6 that,in m ostrealizationsand

adopting a particle m assm � = 150 G eV,we can expect

a largenum berofsourcesto bedetectable;Tab.III,fur-

therm ore,showsthatonly a sm allfraction ofallthe re-

alizationsisin violation ofthe observationalconstraints

setby EG RET.

The expected ux from any given m ini-spike does,

however, depend on various particle physics and as-

trophysicalparam eters. For what concerns the parti-

cle physics param eters, we have already stressed that

�i(E )/ (�v)2=7m
�9=7
� . As forthe astrophysicaluncer-

tainties,we have shown in Eq.7 the dependence ofthe

BH m asson the form ation m odelparam eters. W ithout

entering hereinto a detailed discussion oftheparam eter

space ofthe m odel,we incorporate the e�ectofvarying

allparam eters,by introducing a globalrescaling param -

eter�,building new realizationswith uxes

��(E ;D )= � �i(E ;D ); (14)

where �i are the uxes obtained in the reference stan-

dard scenario discussed above,which then corresponds

to the case � = 1. For high values of�,we expect a

lowernum berofacceptablesources,since m any ofthem

willviolatetheEG RET constraint,whilelowering � will

m akealargernum berofrealizationscom patiblewith the

sam e bound. W e show the resultsforthe cases� = 0:2

and 5,respectively,in Fig.7,and sum m arizethenum ber

ofaccepted realizations,resolved sources and identi�ed

sources,in Tab.III.

V I. T O W A R D S T H E N A T U R E O F D A R K

M A T T ER

In thisSection,weanalyzein m oredetailsom easpects

ofthedetected sources.Asa �rststep,itisim portantto

verify underwhich conditionsthe LAT isable to detect

the cuto� fora DM candidatelike,e.g.,in ourm odelA,

i.e.underwhich conditionsthe �tobtained by adopting

the param etrization ofEq.(3) (with only m � and the

absolutenorm alization asfreeparam eters)hasa greater

likelihood than an ordinary power-law �t(wherethefree

param etersaretheoverallnorm alization and thespectral

slope).W e �nd thatthe highestDM m assm � thatstill

givesa spectrum recognizableasDM -induced iscloseto

1 TeV forthebrightestsources.Thee�ciency in them �

estim ate,however,isstrongly dependenton them assit-

self.Fora sim ulated sourcewith m � = 150G eV,e.g.,we

can estim atethem assoftheDM particlewith aprecision

betterthan 25 G eV.Forhigherm assesthe precision on

the determ ination ofthe DM m assdependsstrongly on

the possibility to extend the instrum ent’s energy range

to photon energiesabove200 G eV;an educated guesson

theinstrum ent’sresponsesuggeststhata m assof1 TeV

can be reconstructed with a precision of 10% for the

brightest sources. A detailed analysis would warrant a
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FIG . 8: Exam ples of spectral �ts of sim ulated D M point sources of intensity �, for di�erent values of m � and di�erent

annihilation channels.Solid linesare�tsobtained undertheassum ption ofannihilation to b�b.Foreach m odelwe also givethe

signi�cance ofthe detection.Pointswith errorbarsare photon countsfrom the sim ulated observation.

dedicated study,also because the exact role ofsystem -

aticsand stochasticaluctuation isatpresentnotclear.

M assspectroscopy,in any case,should bepostponed un-

tila better knowledge ofthe instrum ent’s response at

high energies and data from longer observation periods

becom eavailable.

Turning to som e illustrative exam ples of sim ulated

sources,we show in Fig.8 the situation ofa m odelA -

typesource,ata position (l,b)= (0,25)in galacticcoordi-

nates,with am assm � = 150G eV and aux� = 2� 10�3

ph m �2 s�1 .Atthislocation,weexpecta m oderatedif-

fuse background contribution;it was chosen such as to

dem onstrate that a source corresponding to EG RET’s

faintestdetected source iseasily identi�ed. In the sam e

�gure,we also present a source with m � = 1 TeV and

� = 2� 10�2 ph m �2 s�1 .Here,wehavepicked aposition

in the galactic plane,at(l,b)= (50,0),to show thateven

in presenceofan intensedi�usegam m a-ray background,

a cuto� at1 TeV iswellwithin thereach ofouranalysis

{ at least for the brightest sources in our realizations.

In the rightpanelofFig.8,�nally,we show an exam ple

spectrum fora bright(� = 2� 10�2 ph m �2 s�1 )m odel

B -type DM source with m � = 150 G eV.The source

wassim ulated atgalacticcoordinates(l,b)= (0,50),where

background counts are negligible;the superim posed �t

wascom puted with theusualEq.(3),i.e.withouttaking

into accounttheleptoniccontribution.Athigh energies,

one clearly notices a photon excess due to the leptonic

com ponent;however,the photon countsare nonetheless

rathersm alland thereforeuctuationsplay am ajorrole.

As observation tim e increases,a leptonic com ponentas

in m odelB would berecognizableassuch even forfainter

sources;forthe brightersources,on the otherhand,we

expect the characteristic,sharply pronounced cuto� to

becom e ever m ore visible. For a m ore detailed discus-

sion,a dedicated analysiswould be necessary;we leave

thisinteresting issueopen forfuture studies.

To conclude this Section,let us briey return to the

question ofhow to discrim inate a DM from a m ere as-

trophysicalorigin ofgam m a-ray pointsources,which is

certainly m ostly based on the detection ofthe high en-

ergy cuto� atthem assoftheDM particle.TheG LAST

LAT isexpected to observem orethan a hundred ofAc-

tive G alactic Nuclei(AG Ns) in the period we selected

forthisanalysis(2 m onths),som eofwhich would,dueto

EBL attenuation [60],featureaspectralsignaturesim ilar

to that ofDM annihilations. However,a population of

DM sourceswouldexhibitdistinctivefeaturesthatshould

allow to discrm inatethefrom AG Ns,such asthelow en-

ergyspectralindexof� 1:5and theabsenceofvariability.

Furtherm ore,a population ofDM sourcesshould appear

asa distinctive excessin the Fazio-Steckerplot(see for

exam ple [60])thatcan be obtained from the LAT AG N

catalog.

V II. D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

The upcom ing space telescope G LAST willperform

full-sky observations ofthe gam m a-ray sky,at energies

thatareofparticularinterestforindirectDM studies.In

thispaper,we have perform ed a 2 m onthssim ulation of

the gam m a-ray sky asobserved by the LAT instrum ent

on board thesatellite,and,assum ing a gam m a-ray spec-

trum typicalforDM annihilations,wehaveestim ated the

m inim um ux,atallgalacticlatitudesand longitudes,re-

quired to detectthe source at5� abovethe background,

and to identify it,i.e.to discrim inateitagainstordinary

astrophysicalsourcesthrough theanalysisofitsspectral

features.

W e have used this inform ation to produce the sensi-

tivity m aps in Figs.4 and 5,which representthe m ain

result ofthis paper. The �rst one is a sensitivity m ap

forthedetection ofpointsourcesofDM annihilation,the
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second a sensitivity m ap forthe identi�cation ofitsDM

origin,and determ ination ofthe m assthanksto a �tof

the high-energy cut-o�. It should actually be possible

to identify the DM origin ofa population ofgam m a-ray

sourcesalso in absence ofa precisedeterm ination ofthe

high-energy cut-o�,thanksto thedistinctivevalueofthe

spectralslopein thelow-energy tail,asdiscussed in Sec-

tion II,the presence ofan excess in the Fazio-Stecker

plot,and absenceofvariability,asargued in Section VII.

However,the precise determ ination ofthe high-energy

cut-o� would providetheopportunity ofm aking an even

stronger case for the ’exotic’origin of the gam m a-ray

signal,sinceastrophysicalsourcescan hardly m im icDM

spectralfeatures (see also the recent paper by Baltz et

al.[61]).

These m aps representa powerfultoolto rapidly,and

e�ciently,investigatethedetectability ofany population

ofpointsourcesofDM annihilation,such assm allscale

clum ps [62,63,64,65,66,67],com pactDM structures

like Spikes [39,40,41,42,68]or Crests [45],and DM

m ini-spikes [34, 47]. Allthese objects would appear

aspointlikesourceswith G LAST,iftheirangularsize is

sm allerthan theangularresolution oftheinstrum ent,i.e.

� 0:1�. O bjects ofphysicalsize R p would thus appear

pointlikewhen atdistanceD >
� 5:7� 102R p,a constraint

often satis�ed by the objectslisted above.

In orderto prove the e�ectiveness ofthe m ethod,we

have applied ourresultsto the m ini-spikesscenario dis-

cussed in Ref.[34],consisting ofa population of� 100

DM overdensities,dubbed m ini-spikes,around Interm e-

diate M assBlack Holes. W e were thereby able to show

thata largenum beroftheseobjectscan bedetected and

identi�ed with G LAST,ifthey exist,while nullsearches

would placeextrem ely stringentconstraintson thewhole

scenario.Although a setof�ducialastrophysicalparam -

eterswaschosen forthe m ini-spike scenario,in orderto

perform this study,the analysiscan easily,and rapidly,

be generalized to any othersetofparam eters.

Finally, we have shown that, in case of detection,

G LAST can provide usefulinform ation on the nature of

theannihilating DM particles:�rst,with a relatively ac-

curatedeterm ination oftheirm ass,and second,with the

identi�cationofsom especi�cspectralfeatures,likeapos-

sible hard spectrum contribution nearthe cut-o� atthe

DM m ass,due to the annihilation to charged leptons.
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