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The isotropic gamma-ray background (IGRB), measured by the Fermi Large Area Telescope, is
the result of several classes of extragalactic astrophysical sources. Those sources include blazars,
start-forming galaxies and radio galaxies. Also, ultra-high-energy cosmic rays interacting with
the infrared background, contribute to the isotropic background. Using information from Fermi ’s
gamma-ray sources catalog and the results of dedicated studies of these classes of sources, from
observations at the infrared and radio, we model their contribution to the IGRB. In addition to
conventional astrophysical sources, dark matter may be a component of the IGRB. We combine
our model of conventional astrophysical sources and of dark matter annihilation in distant galaxies,
marginalizing over relevant uncertainties, to derive constraints on the dark matter annihilation cross
section, from the measured IGRB. In calculating the contribution from dark matter we include
the flux from extragalactic halos and their substructure and also the subdominant contribution
from Milky Way’s halo at high galactic latitudes. The resulting constraints are competitive with
the strongest current constraints from the dwarf spheroidal galaxies. Under certain dark matter
assumptions, we also find an indication for a small excess flux in the isotropic background. Our
results are consistent with the gamma-ray excess at GeV energies toward the galactic center.

I. INTRODUCTION

The isotropic gamma-ray background (IGRB), is the
combined emission of a vast number of unresolved
sources. These sources include active galactic nuclei
(AGN) [1–15], radio galaxies [16–21] and star forming
galaxies [17, 22–31]. Also, unresolved galactic gamma-
ray sources as recycled pulsars located on the sky far
away from the galactic disk, can contribute to the IGRB
[32–34]. In addition to those sources ultra-high-energy
cosmic rays (UHECR) propagating through the inter-
galactic medium and interacting with low-energy photons
give cascades of particles that include gamma rays [34–
39]. Finally, dark matter in distant galaxies and in the
Milky Way, under certain assumptions on its mass-scale
and coupling to standard model particles can contribute
to the measured IGRB (see e.g. [34, 40–44]).

As longer observations of the gamma-ray sky are per-
formed, more of the previously unresolved point sources
are identified. This reduces the flux of gamma rays de-
fined as the IGRB, from its first observation by the SAS-
2 satellite [45], then by EGRET [46], and currently by
the Fermi Large Area Telescope (LAT) [47]. With its
much higher sensitivity Fermi -LAT has allowed us to
perform detailed point-sources analyses as [48–51], that
then provided us with an unprecedented level of model-
ing on the extragalactic and galactic gamma-ray sources.
Refs. [49, 52–54], relying on the identification of 100s of
AGNs, have derived the luminosity functions and red-
shift distributions of flat-spectrum radio quasars (FS-
RQs) and BL Lacertae (BL Lac) objects. The com-
bined contribution from these sources is expected to be
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20-30% of the IGRB spectrum [29, 34, 44, 55–58]. In
turn, star-forming galaxies, star-burst galaxies and ra-
dio galaxies are expected to explain most of the IGRB
emission [17, 18, 20, 30, 31, 34, 59, 60]. To model the
luminosity and redshift distributions of these galaxies,
correlations between gamma-ray and infrared or radio
emission have been performed. UHECRs possibly con-
tribute significantly at the higher-end of the IGRB spec-
trum [34, 37–39, 61, 62]. However, each population of
gamma-ray sources has some remaining modeling uncer-
tainties. In this work, we explore the potential contri-
bution from annihilating dark matter to the IGRB spec-
trum.

In section II, we describe the Fermi -LAT IGRB spec-
tral data used in this analysis. Then in section III,
we present how each population of known astrophysical
components to the IGRB is modeled; and also how we
then combine these separate components to interpret the
observed IGRB spectrum with its uncertainties, In sec-
tion IV, we describe how we model the contribution from
dark matter annihilations to the IGRB. We calculate sep-
arately the dominant component from the cumulative
emission from distant galaxies including their substruc-
tures and the smaller component emission from annihila-
tions inside the Milky Way. In section V, we present the
upper limits on dark matter annihilation cross-section
with mass between 5 GeV and 5 TeV for a collection
of simple annihilation channels to standard model parti-
cles. We find that the current IGRB spectrum can not
exclude a thermal relic dark matter particle and that
under certain modeling assumptions there is a slight sta-
tistical preference for a dark matter component. Our
results depend very little on the exact extragalactic dark
matter halo mass distribution (the halo mass function).
Instead, they are more susceptible at a factor of ≃ 2,
to the systematic uncertainties of the evaluated IGRB
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spectrum.
We also discuss how our limits relate to the observa-

tions of the Galactic Center and the Inner Galaxy where
an excess of gamma-ray emission, known as the Galac-
tic Center Excess (GCE) has been firmly detected [63–
77]. That excess can possibly be explained as a signal
of annihilating dark matter [78–83], even with our most
current understanding of the GCE spectral and morpho-
logical properties [76, 77, 84]. Alternative astrophysical
explanations for the GCE have been proposed in liter-
ature, with an active debate on their compatibility to
gamma-ray observations unrelated to the inner galaxy
and at other wavelengths [69, 75, 85–99], and with vary-
ing levels of compatibility to the more recent analyses
on properties of the GCE [77, 84, 100–103] (see however
[75, 104, 105]). We also compare our results to limits
from searches toward or dwarf spheroidal galaxies [106–
120]. Finally in section VI, we give our conclusions and
discuss future improvements that can allow us to reduce
astrophysical systematic uncertainties associated to the
modeling of the diffuse emission from our galaxy. Such
improvements can provide tighter limits on annihilating
dark matter or more robustly identify any spectral fea-
tures on the IGRB.

II. THE ISOTROPIC GAMMA-RAY
BACKGROUND SPECTRUM

We use the Fermi -LAT IGRB spectrum of Ref. [121].
That spectrum excludes the emission from high galac-
tic latitude resolved point sources and also removes the
galactic diffuse emission contribution at high latitudes.
The latter contribution is model dependent which re-
sults in foreground model uncertainties. Ref. [121], used
three alternative models for the foreground galactic dif-
fuse emission to account for uncertainties in the galactic
cosmic-ray distribution and spectrum, and the properties
of the interstellar medium related the interstellar gas and
the interstellar radiation field at high latitudes.

In this analysis, we use the IGRB spectrum from 100
MeV to 820 GeV evaluated when using all three fore-
ground galactic emission models; models “A”, “B” and
“C” from Ref. [121]. Model “B” predicts the highest IGRB
flux in the entire energy range, while model “A” gives the
lowest flux in the in the more important for this analysis
≃ 1−100 GeV range where the IGRB errors are the small-
est. Model “C” provides at first glance a similar IGRB
spectrum as model “A”. We used for each of these IGRB
fluxes the reported IGRB spectral errors. By testing our
results on all three evaluations of the IGRB, we account
for the foreground related uncertainties. We note that in
subtracting the galactic diffuse emission, to get the IGRB
spectra, the possible contribution from dark matter anni-
hilations taking place in the Milky Way at high latitudes
is not accounted for. Thus, such a component has to be
included when evaluating the dark matter contribution
to the IGRB, as we describe in Sec. IV.

III. THE CONTRIBUTION TO THE IGRB
FROM KNOWN ASTROPHYSICAL SOURCES

The IGRB is the result of the combined emission from
extragalactic and galactic gamma-ray sources that are
not bright enough to be identified as either point or ex-
tended sources by the Fermi -LAT collaboration in its
relevant catalogues [122–126]. As the IGRB is evaluated
at galactic latitudes of |b| > 20◦, after subtracting the
galactic diffuse foreground emission [121], most of its in-
tensity is of extragalactic origin. However, some galactic
gamma-ray point sources, below the detection threshold
may contribute.

Following past work as [29, 34, 42–44], we break the
known astrophysical gamma-ray sources contributing to
the IGRB into five components. The contribution from
blazars, subdivided BL Lac objects and FSRQs; from
star-forming galaxies, from radio galaxies, gamma-rays
produced from the interaction of UHECRs with the in-
tergalactic medium and gamma rays emitted from Mil-
lisecond Pulsars (MSPs). The first four components are
extragalactic, while MSPs are galactic sources that due
to high natal kicks have escaped the galactic disk or the
stellar clusters they may have originated from but are
still gravitationally bound to the Milky Way. We model
each component separately and then fit the combination
of all five components to the IGRB spectrum.

A. Modeling the contribution from BL Lacertae
objects and Flat-Spectrum Radio Quasars

Active galactic nuclei (AGN) represent the most nu-
merous class of resolved extragalactic gamma-ray sources
(see e.g. [125]), with BL Lacs and FSRQs being the two
basic types of AGNs. Such resolved objects do not con-
tribute to the IGRB. Thus, we focus here only on the
objects that lie below the Fermi detection threshold. We
rely on the fact that both these classes have large number
of detected objects, with measured gamma-ray spectra,
at different redshifts and have also been detected at other
wavelengths. This allows us to build well-grounded red-
shift and luminosity distributions for these objects (see
e.g. [11–15]).

Following the recent analysis of [15], we assume that
the BL Lacs and FSRQs have a gamma-ray luminosity
function that can be parametrized as,

Φ(Lγ ,Γ, z) = Φ(Lγ ,Γ, 0)× e(Lγ , z). (1)

The gamma-ray luminosity function gives the number of
sources per range of luminosity Lγ , redshift z, co-moving
volume V and photon spectral index Γ; Φ(Lγ ,Γ, z) =
d3N/dLγdV dΓ. The luminosity Lγ is defined in the
source’s rest frame within the range of 0.1-100 GeV and
the differential spectrum of the source in gamma rays is
dN/dEγ ∝ EΓ

γ (see Ref. [15] for further details).
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At redshift of z = 0, the gamma-ray luminosity func-
tion is,

Φ(Lγ ,Γ, 0) =
A

ln(10)Lγ

[(
Lγ

L0

)γ1

+

(
Lγ

L0

)γ2
]−1

× exp

[
− (Γ− µ(Lγ))

2

2σ2

]
. (2)

A is a relevant normalization factor, γ1,2 indices give the
relevant dependence of the Φ(Lγ ,Γ, 0) on Lγ around a
pivot value L0. Sources are taken to follow a Gaus-
sian distribution of spectral indices, with a dispersion
σ around a mean µ, that depends on the luminosity of
the source,

µ(Lγ) = µ∗ + β

[
log10

(
Lγ

erg s−1

)
− 46

]
. (3)

BL Lacs and SFQRs have the same parameterization of
Eq. 1-3, but with their own values for each parameter
fitted to the observed Fermi catalogue. We use the val-
ues of Ref. [15] that have been derived from their 4FGL
catalogue fit (see their Table 2); with the exception that
when doing our fits of the contribution from all types of
sources to the IGRB spectrum, we find for the BL Lacs a
better fit for µ∗ = 2.3 instead of 2.03. For the FSRQs we
still used the µ∗ = 2.5 suggested by [15]. However, as we
describe in Sec. III G, in fitting to the IGRB spectrum,
we allow for the spectral index of both the BL Lac and
the FSRQ components to have some level of freedom.
This translates to a freedom in the value of µ∗ of these
objects.

All extragalactic gamma-ray sources have attenuation
to their observed spectra due to interactions of gamma
rays with the intergalactic background light leading to
electron-positron pair production. We use two alterna-
tive models for the optical depth τ(Eγ , z) provided in
Ref. [127] as “fiducial” and “fixed”. We use those two
models for all extragalactic sources of gamma rays, in-
cluding dark matter and present relevant results.

The total intensity of gamma rays from a class of
sources is in turn,

I(Eγ) =

∫ zmax

0

dz

∫ Γmax

Γmin

dΓ

∫ Lmax
γ

Lmin
γ

dV

dz

× Φ(Lγ ,Γ, z) ·
dN

dE
(Eγ(1 + z)) · Lγ

2π(dL(z))2

× exp [−τ(z, Eγ(1 + z))] · (1− ωγ(Lγ , z)), (4)

where Eγ refers to the gamma-ray energy at observation,
Lγ to the bolometric luminosity of the source and ωγ

is the fraction of sources that are below the detection
threshold and thus contribute to the IGRB. We integrate
up to redshift of zmax = 4, for Γ ∈ [1.6, 2.4] and include
sources with luminosities from 0.7× 1044 to 1050 erg/s.

In Fig. 1, we show the contribution to the IGRB spec-
trum from BL Lacs and FSRQs. We take µ∗

BL Lac = 2.3
and µ∗

FSRQ = 2.5 and assume for those lines that ωγ =

FIG. 1. The contribution to the IGRB spectrum from unre-
solved BL Lac (red lines) and FSRQ (blue lines) sources. The
solid (dashed) lines assume the “fiducial” (“fixed”) attenuation
model of Ref. [127]. In fitting the IGRB spectrum from all
sources contributing to it, the flux normalization and spec-
tral index of each component are allowed to vary (see text for
more details).

0.9. We show results for both attenuation models that
we test. The normalization and spectral index of each
component is allowed to vary once combining with the
other astrophysical sources contributing to the IGRB.

B. Modeling the contribution from Star-forming
and Starburst Galaxies

There is only a small number of star-forming and star-
burst galaxies without an AGN that have been identified
as gamma-ray sources. However, such galaxies produce
gamma rays via interactions of cosmic rays with their
respective interstellar media. To built a model on their
redshift and luminosity distribution we rely on their in-
frared (IR) emission and correlate the two luminosities
(in gamma rays and in infrared) via Ref. [128],

log10

(
Lγ

erg s−1

)
= α · log10

(
LIR

1010L⊙

)
+ β. (5)

Parameters α and β are taken to be 1.17 and 39.28 re-
spectively.

The IR bolometric luminosity-function differs between
classes of galaxies. Ref. [129], using Herschel observa-
tions, has provided us with the IR luminosity function
and its evolution with redshift for different populations
of galaxies. We use the information provided in Table
8 of Ref. [129], to evaluate the IR bolometric luminos-
ity of three galaxy-populations; regular star-forming (SF)
galaxies, star-forming galaxies containing an AGN (SF-
AGN) and star-burst (SB) galaxies. Since the IR emis-
sion from a star-forming galaxy with an AGN, is domi-
nated by the star-forming region and not the AGN itself,
the gamma-ray emission that we evaluate from Eq. 5, is
the one originating from the start-forming region and not
the AGN.
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The resulting gamma-ray luminosity function from the
combined populations is,

Φγ(Lγ , z, fsb) = (1− fsb) · [ΦSF
IR (LIR(Lγ), z, {gSF})

+ ΦSF-AGN
IR (LIR(Lγ), z, {gSF-AGN})]

+ fsb · ΦSB
IR (LIR(Lγ), z, {gSB}). (6)

fsb is the fraction in the luminosity function that is con-
tributed by the SB galaxies, which we take to be 0.5
for reference. LIR is related to Lγ based on Eq. 5 and
{gSF}, {gSF-AGN} and {gSB} parametrize the IR lumi-
nosity functions of SF, SF-AGN and SB galaxies, ΦSF

IR ,
ΦSF-AGN

IR and ΦSB
IR respectively. Full details on the latter

are provided in Ref. [129].
We take the spectrum of gamma rays produced on av-

erage at these galaxies to be (before attenuation),

dN

dE
∝

(
E

1 GeV

)−γ1

·
(
1− exp

[−E

E0

])
+

(
E

1 GeV

)−γ2

· exp
[−E

E0

]
. (7)

We chose for γ1 = 2.2, γ2 = 1.95 and E0 = 0.3 GeV, to
parametrize the expected gamma-ray emission spectrum
from the combination of π0-decay, Bremsstrahlung emis-
sion and inverse Compton scattering processes in galax-
ies. As with the BL Lac and FSRQ objects, we allow in
the fit process some deformation on the combined spec-
trum coming from star-forming and star-burst galaxies.

The total intensity in gamma rays from star-forming
and star-burst galaxies is evaluated in a similar manner
as for BL Lac and FSRQ sources in Eq. 4, with the differ-
ence that there is no integration over a range of spectral
indices Γ and that we take ωγ = 0 for these objects as
a very small number of close-by SF galaxies have been
identified as sources. We integrate to a maximum red-
shift of 5 and assume Lγ in the range of 1037−1041 erg/s.
As with Sec. III A, we test both the “fiducial” and “fixed”
attenuation models. In Fig. 2, we show the contribu-
tion of star-forming and star-burst galaxies to the IGRB
intensity.

C. Modeling the contribution from Radio Galaxies

Gamma-ray emission from radio galaxies originates
dominantly from the AGN jets in them. Such galaxies
have misaligned (to our line of sight) relativistic jets, with
strong radio emission form formed lobes. They are clas-
sified as Fanaroff-Riley (FR) type I and II radio galaxies;
with the former having edge-darkened lobes and the lat-
ter edge-brightened. FRI and FRII sources are the much
more numerous misaligned BL Lac and FSRQ blazars,
based on the AGN unification scheme [130]. Their con-
tribution to the EGRB and the IGRB is expected to be
dominant [16–21], even though only a small number of
them have been detected in the gamma-ray catalogues
[125].

FIG. 2. The contribution to the IGRB spectrum from unre-
solved star-forming and star-burst galaxies “SFG” (blue line),
from radio galaxies “RG” (turquoise line), from the interac-
tion of UHECRs with the intergalactic medium (green line)
and from the galactic MSPs (red line). We use the “fiducial”
attenuation model of Ref. [127] for the “SFG” and “RG” com-
ponents (see text for details). Shown normalizations are cho-
sen for all four components to be within the plotted intensity
range, while in fitting to the IGRB spectrum the individual
flux normalizations and spectral indices are allowed to vary.

To model their redshift and luminosity distribution
and spectral properties in gamma rays, we rely instead
on their emission properties at radio waves. We use the
correlation relation [19, 20, 131],

log10

(
Lγ,RG

erg s−1

)
= b · log10

(
L5 GHz

1040erg s−1

)
+ d. (8)

The gamma-ray luminosity Lγ,RG is evaluated in the en-
ergy range of 0.1-100 GeV and L5 GHz is the core lumi-
nosity at radio waves at 5 GHz. However, since there
is a significant scatter between galaxies that correlation
is more accurately described by the probability that a
galaxy with L5 GHz has Lγ,RG.

P (Lγ,RG, L5 GHz) =
1√

2πσ2
RG

(9)

× exp

−
(
log10

(
Lγ, RG/(1 erg s−1)

(L5 GHz/(1040 erg s−1))bRG

)
− dRG

)2
2σ2

RG

 .

Following Ref. [31], we take bRG = 0.78, dRG = 40.78 and
a spread σRG = 0.88.

To evaluate a gamma-ray luminosity function Φγ from
radio galaxies, we need first to model the radio luminosity
of the cores of these galaxies at 5 GHz, ΦRG c. That radio
luminosity function is [31],

ΦRG c(L5 GHz, z) = Φ⋆
RG(z) (10)

×
((

L5 GHz

L⋆
5 GHz(z)

)βRG

+

(
L5 GHz

L⋆
5 GHz(z)

)γRG
)−1

.
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With,

Φ⋆
RG(z) = e1(z)ϕ1,RG, (11)

L⋆
5 GHz(z) =

L⋆

e2(z)
, (12)

e1(z) =
(1 + zc)

p1 + (1 + zc)
p2(

1+zc
1+z

)p1

+
(

1+zc
1+z

)p2
, (13)

e2(z) = (1 + z)k1 . (14)

Following Ref. [132], we take ϕ1,RG = 10−3.75 Mpc−3,
L⋆ = 1028.59 × (5× 109) erg s−1, zc = 0.893, p1 = 2.085,
p2 = −4.602, βRG = 0.139 and γRG = 0.878.

The two luminosity functions are then related via,

Φγ(Lγ , z) =
1

bRG

∫ Lmax
5 GHz

Lmin
5 GHz

dL5 GHz

L5 GHz
· ΦRG c(L5 GHz, z)

× P (Lγ , L5 GHz), (15)

where we integrated between Lmin
5 GHz = 1037erg s−1 and

Lmax
5 GHz = 1043erg s−1.
We take the spectrum of gamma rays produced on av-

erage at these galaxies to be (before attenuation),

dN

dE
∝
(

E

1 GeV

)−γRG

. (16)

The index γRG, is taken to be 2.39.
The total intensity of gamma rays from radio galaxies

is,

I(Eγ) =

∫ zmax

0

dz

∫ Lmax
γ

Lmin
γ

dV

dz
Φγ(Lγ , z) ·

dN

dE
(Eγ(1 + z))

× Lγ

2π(dL(z))2
· exp [−τ(z, Eγ(1 + z))] . (17)

Again, Eγ is the gamma-ray energy at observation. We
integrate up to redshift of zmax = 5, for luminosities
from 1038 to 1042.5 erg/s and test both the “fiducial” and
“fixed” attenuation models. In Fig. 2, we show a reference
spectrum from radio galaxies to the IGRB intensity.

D. Modeling the contribution from
Ultra-High-Energy Cosmic Rays

Ultra-high energy cosmic-ray nuclei (including pro-
tons) scatter with the intergalactic infrared background
and with the cosmic microwave background. As a result
their flux gets attenuated [133, 134], while also giving a
flux of gamma rays. These gamma rays are produced
either directly from the resulting cascades or from high-
energy electrons and positrons that have pair annihila-
tion and inverse Compton scattering interactions. Like
with the other extragalactic in nature sources of gamma
rays the flux of gamma rays from UHECRs gets attenu-
ated. We take the spectrum of resulting gamma rays to

be (including attenuation),

dN

dE
= AUHE

(
E

1 GeV

)−γUHE

exp

[
−
(

E

Ecut

)βUHE
]
,

(18)
with a reference normalization AUHE = 3.0 × 10−8

GeV−1cm−2s−1sr−1, γUHE = 1.78, βUHE = 0.54 and
Ecut = 40 GeV [34].

We note that this spectrum depends on the redshift
distribution of UHECR sources, their chemical composi-
tion, extragalactic magnetic fields and the infrared back-
ground. All these come with large uncertainties affecting
the overall flux of gamma-rays from UHECRs. As a re-
sult, in our fits we allow for the gamma-ray flux of Eq. 18
a large uncertainty in its normalization from the refer-
ence spectrum. In Fig. 2, we plot the contribution from
UHECRs to the IGRB intensity for the spectral choices
of Eq. 18.

E. Modeling the contribution from Galactic
Millisecond Pulsars

Millisecond pulsars are recycled neutron stars that
have been spun up by accreting matter from their com-
panion star. Their spectrum can be derived from the
Fermi -LAT observations. Following Ref [34], that relied
on modeling the spectrum and luminosity properties of
these galactic sources from [88, 135], we take the spec-
trum of gamma-ray emission from unresolved MSPs to
be, [135],

dN

dE
= AMSP

(
E

1 GeV

)−γMSP

exp

[
−
(

E

Ecut MSP

)]
,

(19)
with γMSP = 1.57 and Ecut MSP = 3.78 GeV. In Fig. 2,
we give the MSP spectrum for a reference value AMSP =
1.0×10−9 GeV−1cm−2s−1sr−1, that is in agreement with
the constraints from Fermi data on those source’s con-
tribution to the gamma-ray anisotropy measurement of
Ref. [32] (see also [86]).

F. Combining all known gamma-ray sources to the
EGRB

Before considering the possible contribution of dark
matter, we fit the Fermi IGRB spectrum to a combi-
nation of the astrophysical sources described above. As
we described earlier each component has a relevant free-
dom in its normalization and its spectral index, ∆γ .
Only for the UHECR-related component and for the
MSPs do we fix their spectral shape to that described in
Secs. III D, III E and Eqs. 18 and 19. We note that the
MSP component is the least important flux component
to the IGRB. In Table I, we give the relevant ranges on
the normalization of each component from the reference
values described in the previous sections and the range of
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Component Normalization Range ∆γ

g BLLac [0.2, 1.2] [-0.15, + 0.15]
SFRQ [0.5 1.5] [-0.04, + 0.03]

SF & SB [0.1, 1.0] [-0.3, +0.3]
RG [0.2, 1.5] [-0.3, +0.2]

UHECR [0.2, 5] 0.0
MSP [0.5, 1.5] 0.0

TABLE I. The freedom in normalization and spectral shape
of each background astrophysical component when fitting to
the IGRB spectrum.

spectral index change ∆γ. The ranges are chosen to ac-
count generously for the relevant modeling uncertainties.
In Appedndix A, we present a more constrained parame-
ter scan used for the modeling of the IGRB backgrounds.
Our dark matter limits are practically unaffected by the
alternative choices in marginalizing over the background
components normalizations and spectral indices.

In Fig. 3, we give the best-fit combination of all back-
ground astrophysical sources (magenta solid line) to the
IGRB spectrum using the spectral model A of Ref. [121]
(black circles and errors). We also show the contribution
from each component (in dashed lines). Radio galaxies,
star-forming galaxies and the cascade-produced gamma
rays from UHECRs represent the three major contribu-
tions to the IGRB. We use the “fiducial” attenuation
model of Ref. [127] for the star-forming and radio galaxy
components. We perform the same kind of analysis for
the IGRB spectrum using models B and C of Ref. [121].
For model B the spectrum is given for reference by the
blue “x” and errors of Fig. 3. The IGRB spectrum of
model C, is not shown in that figure, as it significantly
overlaps with model A.

As can be seen from Fig. 3, given the freedom we allow
in both the individual components normalizations and
spectral index change in our fit, some components can
become highly degenerate. The most typical example
of sources that show degeneracy are FSRQs and Radio
galaxies. Also, some amount of degeneracy is seen be-
tween star-forming galaxies and BL Lacs. These degen-
eracies allow for a good fit to be achieved by the com-
bination of the background components. In this case we
get a χ2/dof = 0.79. As we aim to probe for a potential
dark matter component in the IGRB that would allow
for a better fit to the IGRB spectrum, our approach is
conservative.

G. Statistical analysis

When we fit the astrophysical/background models to
the IGRB spectrum, we minimize the χ2 loss with re-
spect to the parameters listed in Table I. An example of
such a fit is shown in Fig. 3. When we add an additional
contribution from annihilating dark matter to the IGRB
spectrum, an extra parameter enters our fit, which is the
dark matter annihilation cross section. This parameter
acts as a normalization factor for the dark matter flux
and scales the flux from its nominal value, which corre-

FIG. 3. Best fit model to the IGRB spectrum from the com-
bination of star-forming and star-burst galaxies “SFG” (blue
dashed line), from radio galaxies “RG” (turquoise dashed
line), from BL Lac sources (black dashed line), from FSRQ
sources (orange dashed line), from UHECRs (green dashed
line) and from the galactic MSPs (red dashed line ×20). Each
component is shown with the normalization coming from the
best fit of χ2/dof=0.79, to the IGRB spectrum using model
A from Ref. [121] (black circles and errors). All components
combined give us the total background emission “Total Backg.
model A” (solid magenta line). We also provide in the blue
“x” and errors for reference the IGRB spectrum using model
B of Ref. [121].

sponds to an annihilation cross section (times velocity,
thermally averaged) of ⟨σv⟩ = 3.0 × 10−26 cm3/s. Such
fits are shown in our results section.

For our minimization process, we use iminuit [136,
137]. The minimization proceeds as follows: For a given
astrophysical background, we first minimize the χ2 loss
with respect to only the astrophysical background pa-
rameters (i.e., the dark matter normalization is fixed to
zero). Next, we include a dark matter contribution with
a specified dark matter mass, annihilation channel, and
assumption for the halo mass function. We then perform
the fit again to determine the best-fit values of all param-
eters, including the most important one: the dark matter
annihilation cross section.

To establish upper limits on the dark matter annihi-
lation cross section, represented by ⟨σv⟩, we use a likeli-
hood ratio test. The null hypothesis posits that there is
no dark matter contribution, meaning that the spectrum
is solely explained by the astrophysical background (i.e.,
⟨σv⟩ = 0). In contrast, the alternative hypothesis intro-
duces an additional component from dark matter anni-
hilation, implying a non-zero annihilation cross section
⟨σv⟩.

We apply Wilks’ theorem [138] to analyze this, using
the test statistic LR = −2 log Λ, which is the difference
in χ2 between the null hypothesis (background-only) and
the alternative hypothesis (background plus dark mat-
ter). This test statistic follows a χ2

ν distribution, where
ν is the number of additional fitting parameters in the
alternative model compared to the null model. In our
case, ν = 1.

However, since the null hypothesis with ⟨σv⟩ = 0 is at
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the boundary of the parameter space, the p-value derived
from this approach would be incorrect. To correct for
this, we use Chernoff’s theorem [139], which shows that
the LR follows a distribution of 1

2δ(x)+
1
2χ

2, known as a
half chi-square distribution, with one degree of freedom
[140]. This adjustment effectively reduces the p-value by
half compared to the naive estimate.

In line with standard practices in the field, we deter-
mine 95% upper limits on ⟨σv⟩ for each astrophysical
background by fixing the annihilation channel and dark
matter mass. This process involves scanning through dif-
ferent values of ⟨σv⟩, calculating the χ2 profile, and iden-
tifying the value of ⟨σv⟩ where χ2

DM = χ2
DM=0 + 2.71.

This corresponds to the 95% upper limit for a half chi-
square distribution with one degree of freedom. At each
point in this scan, the remaining background nuisance
parameters are optimized to minimize the χ2 value.

This procedure is repeated for multiple dark matter
masses. The result is a 2D grid of dark matter mass
points versus annihilation cross section, where we draw
a 95% upper limit line on the dark matter annihilation
cross section as a function of mass. This entire process is
repeated for multiple dark matter annihilation channels
and various assumptions of the halo mass function. Ad-
ditionally, we use data from three different IGRB models
(A, B, and C), so the entire analysis is repeated three
times in total.

IV. THE CONTRIBUTION OF DARK MATTER

Dark matter annihilations may prominently contribute
to the IGRB. There are two distinct components of dark
matter contribution to the IGRB. One is the emission
from extragalactic dark matter halos, from galaxy-cluster
sized ∼ 1015M⊙ halos to as small in mass as 103M⊙ ha-
los. The other is the emission from the Milky Way halo
and its substructure at high galactic latitudes. While
not properly isotropic in nature as there is a gradient
of the main dark matter halo profile, that latter com-
ponent is still contributing to the IGRB given the man-
ner in which the Fermi collaboration evaluates the IGRB
spectrum. Moreover, since dark matter substructure sur-
vives at large galactocentric radii, the total contribution
from the Milky Way halo to the IGRB has a smaller
gradient with galactic latitude than the one expected by
the purely Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) profile. We de-
scribe the contribution of each of these two dark matter
components in the following sections. We test models
of dark matter annihilation to τ+τ− leptons and to bb̄
quarks with masses from 5 GeV and 6 GeV respectively
and up to 5 TeV. We also test dark matter annihilating to
W+W− (and ZZ) bosons with masses from 90 (100) GeV
to 5 TeV. In all cases we include only the prompt dark
matter gamma-ray emission which is by far more domi-
nant to the gamma-ray emission due to inverse Compton
scattering events or Bremsstrahlung emission.

A. The emission from extragalactic dark matter
halos

The mean intensity of gamma rays of observed energy
E from dark matter annihilation due to overdensities δ =
(ρ− ⟨ρ⟩)/⟨ρ⟩ is given by [41],

I(E) =

∫ zmax

0

dz
c

H(z)
W ((1 + z)E, z) · ⟨δ2⟩(z). (20)

H(z) = H0

√
ΩΛ +Ωk(1 + z)2 +Ωm(1 + z)3 +Ωr(1 + z)4

with H0 = 100h the values for the Hubble expansion
scaling factor h, and the dark energy density parameter
ΩΛ, matter density parameter Ωm, radiation density
parameter Ωr and curvature parameter Ωk, taken from
the Planck -Collaboration results [141].

The window function W (E, z) is,

W (E, z) =
⟨σv⟩
8π

(
Ωdmρc
mχ

)2
dNγ

dE
exp [−τ(z, E)] , (21)

with ⟨σv⟩ the velocity-averaged annihilation cross-section
of a dark matter particle of mass mχ. Ωdm is the current
dark matter density parameter and ρc the present critical
density. dNγ/dE is the differential spectrum of produced
gamma rays per annihilation event. We evaluate that
spectrum from the prompt gamma-ray emission of each
particle of mass mχ and annihilation channel χχ −→
τ+τ− or bb̄ or W+W− or ZZ. For these spectra we use
Ref. [142], that includes electroweak corrections relevant
for the higher mass dark matter particles.

The variance of the overdensities at redshift z is [41],

⟨δ⟩2(z) =
(

1

Ωdmρc

)2 ∫ Mmax

Mmin

dM
dn

dM
(M, z)

× [1 + bsh(M)]

∫
dV ρ2host(r,M). (22)

M is the halo’s virial mass; while dn/dM(M, z) the halo
mass function (HMF) at a given redshift. For the halo
mass function we use the tabulated results provided by
the COLOSSUS, toolkit [143, 144], for halos with masses
of 103 − 1015 M⊙ and redshifts up to z = 10. COLOSSUS
provides us the possibility to test alternative HMFs. We
have tested a long list of provided HMF tabulated re-
sults from the COLOSSUS toolkit. To envelop the impact
of the uncertainties of the HMF on our results, we picked
five alternate HMFs from [145] “Tinker et al. 08”, [146]
“Coutrin et al. 11”, [147] “Watson et al. 13”, [148] “Com-
parat et al. 17” and from [149] “Seppi et al. 20”.

The parameter bsh(M) of Eq. 22, is the boost fac-
tor to the annihilation signal due to substructures of a
halo of mass M . This boost factor depends only very
weakly on redshift. We follow Ref. [150], bsh(M) =
110(M200(M, z)/(1012M⊙))

0.39, with M200 the enclosed
halo mass up to a radius at which the dark matter den-
sity is 200 times the critical one. For M200(M, z), we take
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the results of Ref. [151] (Appendix C), where,

M200(M, z) = M(1 + g(c(M, z), y(M))), with (23)
g(x, y) = −3(x+ y)[x− xy + (1 + x)(x+ y)ln(1 + x)

−(1 + x)(x+ y)ln(1 + x/y)]

×[3(1 + x)(x+ y)2ln(1 + x)

−x(x+ 4x2 + 6xy + 3y2)]−1, (24)

c(M, z) = 7.85 · (1 + z)−0.71

(
M

2× 1012 M⊙

)−0.081

(25)

and

y(M) =

(
∆h

∆v

)1/3

. (26)

For the concentration parameter c(M, z) we use the pa-
rameterization of Ref. [152], and test to alternative pa-
rameterization of [151]. These choices change our dark
matter annihilation results by ∼ 1%. y(M) is evaluated
from the ratio of halo over-density ∆h to virial over-
density ∆v (see Ref. [151] for more details). The exact
assumptions on y(M) can affect our results only at the
O(10−2) level.

Finally, the integral of the dark matter density squared
can be analytically expressed for the NFW profile as [41,
153],∫

dV ρ2host(r,M) =
1

9
ρc(z)∆(z) ·M · c(M, z)3 (27)

×
[
1− (1 + c(M, z))−3

][
ln(1 + c(M, z))− c(M,z)

1+c(M,z)

]2 .
In Fig. 4, we show the contribution to the IGRB from

dark matter annihilations taking place in galaxies other
than ours. We refer to that as the extragalactic dark mat-
ter component (EGR). We show results for the five alter-
native HMFs. We use the case of a mχ = 100 GeV mass
particle annihilating to bb̄ quarks with a cross-section of
σv = 3.0 × 10−26cm3/s. The extragalactic dark mat-
ter component is the dominant part of the dark matter
annihilation contribution to the IGRB. The alternative
HMF parameterizations give somewhat different spectral
shapes due to differences in the redshift evolution of dark
matter halos. Between them, a difference of up to 30%
in the expected gamma-ray flux is predicted.

B. The contribution from the Milky Way halo to
the Isotropic gamma-ray background

Given the nature of the IGRB, dark matter annihila-
tions in the Milky Way halo, occurring at high latitudes
can contribute to its observed spectrum. The intensity
from these dark matter annihilations is given by,

IMW (E) =
⟨σv⟩
2m2

χ

dNγ

dE

1

Ωhl

∫
V∗

dV
ρ2(s, b, ℓ)

4πs2
. (28)

FIG. 4. The dark matter contribution to the IGRB. We
assume a 100 GeV particle annihilating to bb̄ quarks with a
cross-section of σv = 3.0 × 10−26cm3/s. We show the dom-
inant extragalactic dark matter component “EGR” for five
choices of halo mass function and the subdominant Milky Way
(MW) contribution evaluated at high latitudes (see text for
details).

The s parameter is the distance from the center of the
halo, ℓ and b are the galactic longitude and latitude re-
spectively. Ωhl is the solid angle observed at high lati-
tudes. We take the dark matter to follow an NFW pro-
file, with a scale radius rs = 21.5 kpc, a virial radius
rvir = 258 kpc. The local dark matter density at r = 8.5
kpc is taken to ρ⊙ = 0.3 GeV cm−3 in agreement with
[154–157]. This gives a virial mass of the Milky Way of
Mvir = 1.6 × 1012 M⊙ consistent with the current esti-
mates [158]. We average the gamma-ray flux from lati-
tudes of |b| > 30◦. We ignore the contribution of Milky
Way dark matter substructures, as at least for the most
massive end, those are identified as separate objects, the
dwarf galaxies orbiting the main Milky Way halo. This
provides a conservative estimate of the dark matter an-
nihilations in the Milky Way halo to the IGRB. For a
dark matter particle of mχ = 100 GeV, with an annihila-
tion cross-section of σv = 3.0× 10−26cm3/s to bb̄ quarks
we give our calculated gamma-ray flux in Fig. 4 (green
dashed line). The annihilations in the Milky Way halo
provide a contribution to the IGRB that is about a factor
of 10 suppressed to the extragalactic dark matter contri-
bution at low energies compared to the dark matter mass
mχ. At higher gamma-ray energies the ratio between the
two dark matter components is closer to 1 as the Milky
Way halo component is not redshifted nor attenuated.

V. UPPER LIMITS ON THE DARK MATTER
ANNIHILATION CROSS-SECTION

In Fig. 5, we show three examples of a fit to the IGRB
data. In these three cases, we have found a positive con-
tribution for a dark matter component. We show one
result for each of the three IGRB spectral models (A,
B and C of Ref. [121]). For simplicity we use the same
annihilation channel to bb̄ quarks and the same HMF
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FIG. 5. The contribution of all components to the IGRB.
The top panel shows a fit to the IGRB spectrum A with a
dark matter “DM” component (dashed-dotted violet line), as-
suming a 15 GeV particle annihilating to bb̄ quarks, with a
cross-section of σv = 1.6× 10−26cm3/s (best fit value); lead-
ing a χ2/dof = 0.70. In the middle panel, we show a fit to
the IGRB spectrum B, for a 50 GeV particle annihilating to
bb̄, with σv = 4.0× 10−26cm3/s; resulting in a χ2/dof = 0.75.
Finally, in the bottom panel for IGRB model C, we show the
fit for a 100 GeV particle, with σv = 0.65× 10−26cm3/s; giv-
ing a χ2/dof = 0.72.

from Ref. [145] (Tinker08) for the calculation of the ex-
tragalactic dark matter contribution. The dark matter
component “DM” in these figures is drown with a violet
dashed-dotted line while the other background astrophys-
ical components are shown with the same color choices as
in Fig. 3. Notice that dark matter gives a distinctively

different spectrum than the conventional astrophysical
populations. Thus, its contribution to the IGRB spec-
trum can be reliably probed. Millisecond pulsars also
give a gamma-ray spectrum that is dissimilar to the ex-
tragalactic sources. However, their contribution to the
gamma-ray emission at high latitudes has been strongly
constrained as we discuss in Section III E.

In Fig. 6, we show our fit results to a possible dark
matter contribution. For any given combination of dark
matter mass mχ, annihilation cross-section σv and chan-
nel (alternative panels), we evaluate the dark matter con-
tribution to the IGRB spectrum. We then marginalize
(within the quoted freedom of Table I) over the back-
ground components normalizations and spectral indices,
to calculate a χ2 for that combination of dark matter pa-
rameters. We compare this χ2 value to the one derived
using only the background components. A ∆χ2 < 0
(blue regions) indicates a preference for a contribution
to the IGRB flux from a dark matter particle with the
given combination of mass, annihilation cross-section and
channel. Instead, ∆χ2 > 0 values (red regions), give the
statistical penalty for adding a flux component from the
relevant dark matter particle. We use the IGRB model
A in this case. In Appendix B, we present the equivalent
results when using IGRB models B and C.

For some annihilation channels we find a small, less
than 2σ preference for a thermal relic dark matter com-
ponent. In fact, a dark matter particle that could ex-
plain the gamma-ray galactic center excess emission [64–
68, 70–72, 76–80, 84, 159, 160] and/or the cosmic-ray
antiproton excess [161–164], is consistent with the 95%
upper limits shown in Fig. 6 (and also in Appendix B).

One of the main uncertainties in evaluating the dark
matter contribution to the IGRB, is the assumed halo
mass function dn/dM (M, z) of Eq. 22. In Fig. 7, we
show our results for five alternative HMFs for each of
the four annihilation channels we study (see discussion
in Section IV A). Using alternative HMFs, has a very
minimal effect on the location of the dark matter prop-
erties that give the overall best fit (alternative color “x”
symbols), or on the dashed lines that give the parameter
space within 1 − σ from each of the respective color “x”
points. Furthermore, the derived 95% upper limits are
marginally affected by the HMF assumption.

The other major uncertainty in evaluating the dark
matter contribution to the IGRB, is the boost factor
bsh(M) to the annihilation signal, from substructures
within a given halo (see Eq. 22). However, alternative
boost factor choices predominantly affect the overall nor-
malization of the extragalactic dark matter flux compo-
nent. As we show in Fig. 4, the extragalactic component
is the dominant dark matter term to the IGRB flux. Al-
ternative boost factor assumptions would translate the
quoted limits along the ⟨σv⟩ axis without changing their
shape 1. The model for the boost factor from Ref. [150],

1 The extragalactic and galactic at high latitudes dark matter
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FIG. 6. Using the IGRB model A spectrum, we show our fit results on the existence of a dark matter component. For every
given mass, annihilation channel and cross-section ⟨σv⟩, we evaluate the χ2 and compare its value to the one derived using
only the background components. Blue regions show regions of the parameter space where the is preference for a dark matter
contribution with the given assumptions, i.e. ∆χ2 < 0 and red regions (∆χ2 > 0), where there is a penalty (see relevant color
bar for the values of ∆χ2). The magenta dashed line gives the thermal relic annihilation cross-section. The black “x” gives the
best fit dark matter parameters for a given annihilation channel. The black dashed (dotted-dashed and dotted) lines give the
region of dark matter parameter space that is within 1−σ (2−σ and 3−σ), from the best fit assumptions of that annihilation
channel. The black solid line gives the 95% upper limit on the dark matter annihilation cross-section (see text for details). The
top left panel shows our results for the χχ → τ+τ− annihilation channel. The top right panel for the χχ → bb̄ channel. The
bottom left panel for the χχ → W+W− channel and the bottom right panel for χχ → ZZ.
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FIG. 7. Using the IGRB model A spectrum, we show the impact of alternative halo mass functions on the derived dark matter
properties. In Fig. 6, we used the Tinker08 HMF for the evaluation of the extragalactic dark matter flux. From that figure,
we pick the best fit dark matter parameter point “x”, the open or closed dashed line that gives the parameter space within
1−σ from that point and also the 95% upper limit on the dark matter annihilation cross-section. The five colors represent the
five choices of HMFs discussed in Section IV A and described in Refs. [145–149]. The black dashed line gives the thermal relic
annihilation cross-section. As with Fig. 6, from top to bottom and from left to right we show our results for the χχ → τ+τ−,
χχ → bb̄, χχ → W+W− and χχ → ZZ annihilation channels. Our results are affected very mildly from the use of alternative
HMFs.

that we use here is by now the standard choice.
In Fig. 8, we explore how our 95% upper limits change

by using the alternative IGRB spectrum evaluations from
the Fermi -LAT collaboration in Ref. [121]. These alter-
native IGRB spectra exist, as even at the highest galac-
tic latitudes, the total gamma-ray flux is mostly due to
either the galactic emission or identified point sources.
Subtracting those components to get the IGRB comes
with its modeling/systematic uncertainties. We find that
within a factor of ≃ 2, our dark matter limits are in agree-
ment. The main difference between the limit lines is that

fluxes do not have identical spectral shapes as shown in Fig. 4.
However, under no reasonable assumptions on the boost factor,
does the galactic term become dominant for dark matter with
mχ < 1 TeV. For TeV scale dark matter particles where a big
fraction of their extragalactic gamma-ray flux is attenuated, al-
ternative boost factor assumptions can affect the shape of the
95% upper limits. We consider that to be a minor effect that
might be worth exploring further when the IGRB spectrum is
much more accurately measured above 100 GeV.

they appear to be somewhat transposed with respect to
each other.

The IGRB spectra of Ref. [121], were derived using the
first 50 months of Fermi -LAT observations, when now we
are at the 17th year of data taking. A better measure-
ment of the IGRB spectrum is feasible, both by hav-
ing statistically smaller errors and also possibly reducing
the systematic errors associated to modeling (and subse-
quently subtracting) the contribution of the Milky Way’s
diffuse emission at high latitudes. A more accurate IGRB
spectrum, will allow us to derive more stringent limits on
the properties of dark matter and also address if there is
a need for a dark matter contribution to the data.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we revisit the limits that the IGRB mea-
surement can place on dark matter annihilation. Relying
on recent developments on the modeling of the spectra,
luminosity distribution and redshift distribution proper-
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FIG. 8. The 95% upper limits on the dark matter annihilation cross-section, as derived using the IGRB model A spectrum
(blue line), -also shown in Fig. 6-, the IGRB model B spectrum (orange line) and the IGRB model C spectrum (red line). The
four panels give results for the same four annihilation channels as Figs. 6 and 7. We note that within a factor of ≃ 2 the dark
matter limits from the three IGRB spectral models agree.

ties of the conventional background astrophysical sources
of the IGRB, we build models for the contribution of
each component to the IGRB. In particular, in our anal-
ysis we separately model the contribution to the IGRB
from BL Lacs and FSRQs, discussed in Section III A. We
also account for the gamma-ray emission from unresolved
star-forming and starburst galaxies, as described in Sec-
tion III B. Radio galaxies, discussed in Section III C, is
another potentially significant component to the IGRB.
At the high end of the IGRB spectrum, we expect and
in fact confirm, that ultra-high-energy cosmic rays inter-
acting with the intergalactic infrared background are a
major component of the IGRB (see discussion of Sec-
tion III D). Finally, while a minor component to the
IGRB, we include the contribution of high-latitude unre-
solved millisecond pulsars, as modeled in Section III E.

We then combine these known astrophysical compo-
nents to explain the IGRB spectrum. The IGRB spec-
trum provided by the Fermi collaboration [121], comes
with its own modeling uncertainties, mostly related to
properly accounting for and subtracting the diffuse emis-
sion from the Milky Way, in the region of the sky used
to measure the IGRB gamma-ray flux. Ref. [121], has
provided three spectral models for the IGRB, referred to

as models A, B and C. We use all three spectra.
In our analysis we fit the normalizations of the known

astrophysical components and also allow for some free-
dom in the combined spectral index of each population
of unresolved extragalactic sources, i.e. the BL Lacs,
FSRGs, star-forming & starburst galaxies and the radio
galaxies. That freedom is used to both account for the
modeling uncertainties on the properties of each of those
populations and also is important in studying the IGRB
as probe for dark matter. We discuss the details of the
fitting procedure in Sections III F and III G and show our
best fit result in Fig. 3 for the IGRB spectrum model A.
Assuming a very narrow range in the freedom of the spec-
tra of the extragalactic sources does not give a very good
good fit. However, once allowing for some greater free-
dom in the combined spectral indices of these sources, we
find good fits of χ2/dof ≃ 1 to the IGRB spectral data.

Subsequently, we include the possible contribution
from dark matter annihilation to the IGRB. In mod-
eling the dark matter component, we account for both
the dominant extragalactic emission, i.e. the emission
of gamma rays from distant galaxies/halos (and their
substructure), and also account for the gamma-rays pro-
duced from dark matter annihilations occurring at high
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latitudes but within the Milky Way’s dark matter halo.
For the extragalactic dark matter component we also
study alternative models on the halo mass function that
describes the mass and redshift distribution of dark mat-
ter halos. Our modeling of the dark matter component
to the IGRB is detailed in Section IV.

We find that including a dark matter component to
the IGRB, can improve the fit to the spectral data. The
importance of such a component depends on the dark
matter annihilation channel, but is less than 2σ, mostly
seen for the χχ → bb̄ channel. We note however that
in checking for a possible dark matter component, we
have used a great amount of freedom in marginalizing
over the normalization and spectral indices of the con-
ventional astrophysical components. With an analysis of
more lengthy observations of the gamma-ray sky than
those used in Ref. [121], we will be able to check if this
possible hint of a dark matter component will become
more statistically significant (as it should if true) or is
some spectral artefact related to how the IGRB is eval-
uated. At the time this paper is written there are about
four times more lengthy observations of the gamma-ray
sky. A reanalysis of the IGRB spectrum will be of great
benefit.

We derive upper limits on the annihilation cross-
section of dark matter particles with masses from 5 GeV
to 5 TeV annihilating into four district channels: i)
χχ → τ+τ− ii) χχ → bb̄, iii) χχ → W+W− and iv)
χχ → ZZ. Our limits are given in Figs. 6, 7, 8, 11
and 12. We find that the limits from the IGRB spectra
are very robust to alternative halo mass function assump-
tions (at the O(0.1) level). More importantly, the limits
on the annihilation cross-section depend within a factor
of ≃ 2 on the IGRB spectral model used (model A vs
B vs C). A better understanding of the galactic diffuse
emission at high latitudes would allow us to reduce the
underlying systematic uncertainties of the IGRB spec-
trum. This is another main improvement on making the
IGRB measurement a stronger probe for dark matter.

Even with the above mentioned caveats, the IGRB lim-
its on dark matter are similar in strength to those derived
by dwarf spheroidal galaxy observations and cosmic-ray
antiprotons. Moreover, the dark matter parameter space
needed to explain the gamma-ray galactic center excess
and the cosmic-ray antiproton excess can not be excluded
by our limits. In Fig. 9, for the case where dark matter
annihilates to bb̄ quarks, we show how the limits from
this work compare to the gamma-ray galactic center ex-
cess, the cosmic-ray antiproton excess, and limits from
dwarf spheroidal galaxies, the cosmic microwave back-
ground and cosmic-ray antiprotons and positrons2.

2 The limit from cosmic-ray positrons depends on uncertainties in
the properties of the Milky Way pulsars population, the inter-
stellar medium properties, assumptions on cosmic-ray secondary
and primary species and on solar modulation uncertainties. We
present here the lower(tighter) end of 95% CL limit (see Ref. [165]
for details).
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FIG. 9. Comparison of this work’s limits on dark matter
(blue line) and hint for an excess (blue region) and other
limits from the CMB [141], the Fermi dwarf galaxies [114], the
cosmic-ray antiprotons (limits and excess from Ref.[164]) and
from cosmic-ray positrons [165]. The GCE (from Ref. [77])
and the antiproton excess are also shown with their respective
2σ contours.

As a final note, we have tested the sensitivity of our
dark matter limits on the freedom we use in marginalizing
over the normalizations and spectra of the conventional
astrophysical components and find that our limits on the
annihilation cross-section are robust at the O(0.01) level.

As part of this work we make publicly
available our dark matter and astrophysi-
cal background simulation spectral files in
https://zenodo.org/records/13351935.
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Appendix A: The impact of background modeling
freedom on the dark matter limits

In probing for a possible dark matter contribution to
the IGRB spectrum, we have accounted for and marginal-
ized over the conventional astrophysical background com-
ponents. Those components are the combined emission
from unresolved BL Lacs, FSRQs, star-forming and star-
burst galaxies and radio galaxies. Also, we account
for the interaction of ultra-high-energy cosmic-ray nuclei
scattering with the infrared background and for unre-
solved galactic MSPs at high latitudes. Our base assump-
tions in modeling those astrophysical sources of IGRB
emission are described in Section III. In fitting the IGRB
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spectrum, with and without dark matter, we allow -from
the base assumptions-, for an additional freedom in the
normalization of each one of these six components and
also for a pivot of the spectral index ∆γ, of the four un-
resolved populations of galaxies. The exact range is given
in Table I.

We have noticed that such a freedom allows for good
fits to the data with χ2/dof <∼ 1. However, it also leads to
a great amount of degeneracy between these components.
In some cases this freedom allows for two astrophysical
components to have after fitting, nearly identical spectral
indices and thus highly anti-correlated normalizations.
Such an example can be seen in Fig. 5, (bottom two pan-
els), where after the fit is performed the flux component
from start-forming galaxies and from FSRQs have essen-
tially the same spectral shape above 0.5 GeV. In such a
case increasing the normalization of one component re-
duces the normalization of the other without any change
in the quality of the fit.

We repeat that in probing for an additional dark mat-
ter contribution to the IGRB, a large freedom in model-
ing the background contribution is the conservative ap-
proach. We test here reduced ranges of fit normalizations
and spectral shape changes ∆γ. The more strict range of
fitting parameters is given in Table II. Such a choice, al-
lows for breaking the degeneracy between the background
astrophysical components 3.

Component Normalization Range ∆γ

BLLac [0.3, 1.0] [-0.1, + 0.1]
SFRQ [0.5 1.0] [-0.04, + 0.03]

SF & SB [0.1, 1.0] [-0.2, +0.2]
RG [0.2, 1.0] [-0.2, +0.2]

UHECR [0.2, 5] 0.0
MSP [0.5, 1.5] 0.0

TABLE II. As in Table I, we give the reduced ranges of free-
dom in the normalization and spectral shape of each back-
ground astrophysical component when fitting to the IGRB
spectrum.

In Fig. 10, we show our results with this fitting proce-
dure. For simplicity and ease in comparison, we use the
same combination of IGRB spectra (A, B and C) and
specific dark matter masses for the χχ → bb̄ channel as
shown in Fig. 5. In these panels the background com-
ponents have more separable spectral shapes and some-
what different normalizations than we got when using the
greater fitting freedom in the main body of this work.
This more strict fitting also leads to worse fits in χ2/dof.
For these three examples from 0.7-0.8 that we had with
our standard fitting assumptions to 1.0-1.3.

Yet, we find that the reduced freedom in the parame-
ter scan has a negligible effect in the derived 95% upper
limits on the dark matter annihilation cross-section ver-
sus mass for all channels. In fact, our results in Figs. 6, 7

3 With the restricted parameter range we used for the BL Lac
population a value of µ∗ = 2.1.

FIG. 10. Like with Fig. 5, the contribution of all components
to the IGRB. Here we used the more constrained fit ranges
for the background components (see text for details). The top
panel shows the IGRB spectrum A for a 15 GeV dark matter
particle annihilating to bb̄ quarks, with a cross-section of σv =
1.5 × 10−26cm3/s, giving a χ2/dof = 1.05. In the middle
panel we show the IGRB spectrum B, for a 50 GeV particle
annihilating to bb̄, with σv = 5.9 × 10−26cm3/s; leading to a
χ2/dof = 1.26. In the bottom panel we show IGRB model C,
for a 100 GeV particle, with σv = 2.9× 10−26cm3/s; giving a
χ2/dof = 1.06.

and 8 are practically the same. The difference in the
limits is at the O(10−2) level.
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Appendix B: Dark matter limits using the IGRB
spectra B and C

In Fig. 6 of the main body, we showed our dark matter
fit results of the IGRB model A spectrum. Since models
B and C are not considered inferior estimates of the IGRB
spectrum in the analysis of Ref. [121], in this appendix we
show the equivalent results to Fig. 6 for these alternative

spectra.

Fig. 11, shows our results using model B and Fig. 12,
model C. We show the exact same mass ranges and an-
nihilation channels as in Fig. 6.

The 95% upper limits to the annihilation cross-section,
for any given channel are also given in Fig. 8 of the main
body and discussed there.
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FIG. 11. As in Fig. 6, using instead IGRB model B spectrum.
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