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Gamma-ray anisotropies: 
Progress since 2013

• Solid measurements of auto-correlation angular power 
spectrum and hints towards two population


• Applications of pixel photon statistics to constrain 
astrophysics and dark matter (e.g., Galactic center 
excess)


• Proposal and analysis of cross correlation analysis for 
dark matter

Cuoco

Negro

Safdi, Gebauer, Gaggero

Horiuchi, Shirasaki



Multi wavelength/messenger: 
Possible anomalies and mysteries
• Radio background “too smooth”


• Too much power at large scales (esp. dipole) for radio 
catalogs


• Anomalous X-rays/IR cross correlation; Small scale 
excess in X-ray power spectrum


• Dipole anisotropy of UHECRs


• Sources of high-energy neutrinos still to be uncovered 
(correlation with blazar flares; connection to gammas)
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And future...

• Promising projects planned for various wavelength and 
messengers
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Gamma-ray anisotropies: 
New ideas for the next few years

• Flexible spatial and spectral fits to accommodate mis-
modeling of traditional template fit: SkyFACT


• Machine learning


• Information field theory
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Gamma-ray anisotropies: 
New ideas for the next few years

• Physically motivated (analytic) model of dark matter subhalos
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condition of tidal disruption as follows:
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where �(x) and ⇥(x) are the Dirac delta function and
Heaviside step function, respectively.

The subhalo mass function has been studied most com-
monly through N -body simulations in the literature. We
show m2dNsh/dm obtained by the numerical simulations
and by our analytical model [Eq. (28)] in Fig. 2. In
the top panel of Fig. 2, we compare the subahalo mass
function for host masses Mhost = 1.8 ⇥ 1012M� and
5.9⇥1014M� at z = 0 with the fitting functions to the re-
sults of Refs. [20] and [44], respectively. In both cases, the
simulations and analytical models show reasonable agree-
ment, while our model predicts fewer subhalos. In the
middle panel of Fig. 2, we compare the mass function at
z = 2 and z = 4 compared with results of Ref. [45], for the
host that has the mass ofMhost = 1013M� at z = 0. This
again shows very good agreement between the two ap-
proaches, where the subhalos are resolved in the numer-
ical simulations. Our model can also be applied to cases
of even smaller hosts. In the bottom panel of Fig. 2, we
compare the subhalo mass function for Mhost = 106M�
and 107M� at z = 5 with the results of the Phi-2 simu-
lations in Sec. III B. Down to the resolution limit of the
simulations that are around 500–1000M�, both the cal-
culations agree well. Hence, the subhalo mass functions
from our analytical model is well calibrated to the re-
sults of the numerical simulations at high masses, and
since it is physically motivated, the behavior at low-mass
end down to very small masses can also be regarded as
reliable.

In Fig. 3, we show the slope of the subhalo mass func-
tion

� ↵ =
d ln(dNsh/dm)

d lnm
, (29)

(i.e., dNsh/dm / m�↵) for the same models as in Fig. 2.
We find that the slope lies in a range between �2 and
�1.8 for a large range of m except for lower and higher
edges where the mass function features cuto↵s. This is
consistent with one of the findings from the numerical
simulations, again confirming validity of our analytical
model.

Fig. 4 shows the mass fraction of the host mass that is
contained in the form of the subhalos:

fsh =
1

Mhost

Z 0.1Mhost

10�6M�

dm m
dNsh

dm
. (30)

At z = 0, this fraction is smaller than ⇠10% level up
to cluster-size halos. We also find that fsh is larger for
higher redshifts, as the e↵ect of tidal mass loss is sup-
pressed compared with the case of z = 0.

FIG. 2. Mass function of subhalos and comparison with the
results of numerical simulations. Top: Comparison at z = 0.
Thick (blue) lines correspond to the case of Mhost = 1.8 ⇥
1012M� while thin (red) lines to 5.9 ⇥ 1014M�. Solid lines
show the mass function obtained in our analytical modelings
and dashed lines show those obtained by N-body simulations
in Tab.I. We also add fitting fnctions in [20] for Mhost =
1.8⇥1012M� and in [44] for 5.9⇥1014M�. Middle: Cases of
Mhost = 2.3⇥1012M� at z = 2 (solid, blue lines) and Mhost =
4.7 ⇥ 1011M� at z = 4 (thin, red lines). We compare our
results with those of Mhost = 1013M� at z = 0 in [45] evolved
back to z = 2 and z = 4, respectively. Bottom: Comparison
at z = 5. We show cases of Mhost = 106M� (solid, blue
lines) and 107M� (thin, red lines). For details of our N-
body simulations, see Sec. III B). Note that some of the lines
corresponds to our N-body simulations extends higher than
those of the host mass because we stacked halos in mass bins
when deriving mass functions.
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See you at 
4th Anisotropic Universe 

....... sometime, somewhere!!


