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Abstract. The Madala (or 2HDM+S) model was introduced to explain several anomalies
observed at the Large-Hardon-Collider. This model introduces an extra Higgs doublet (2HDM)
and an additional scalar boson S. Furthermore, a dark matter candidate can be accomodated,
coupling to the standard model via the S boson. Using the 2HDM+S dark matter parameter
space previously found to fit the AMS-02 cosmic ray, and Fermi-LAT gamma-ray excesses we
make synchrotron emission predictions and compare it with radio observations in variety of
targets. The regions of interest for the predictions are M31 (or Andromeda galaxy) as well as
the Coma and Ophiuchus galaxy clusters. The 3σ exclusion limits produced in this work do not
exclude the Madala model that best fits the cosmic-ray and gamma-ray excesses.

1. Introduction
Madala model extends the Higgs-sector of the standard model (SM) by introducing bosons
heavier than the SM Higgs boson h. The bosons introduced are the Madala boson H and a
Higgs-like scalar mediator S. Parameters of the model are fixed such that mH = 270 GeV ,
mS = 150 GeV and assuming the dominance of the decay mode H → Sh, SS [1]. In essence the
model was postulated to explain the anomalous features seen in Run-1 [1, 2] and Run-2 data
[3] at the LHC. The particular anomalies include the Higgs boson’s transverse momentum pT
and the event excesses in the multi-leptons final states [1, 2, 4, 5, 6]. Interestingly, the model
also provides a dark matter (DM) candidate χ. In this work, we try to constrain χ from an
astrophysical standpoint.
The regime for using radio-band for indirect DM search was prominently advocated in Ref. [7],
and the field has been active ever since. For example, Ref. [8] performed a radio-frequency
indirect DM search using the Australian Compact Telescope Array (ATCA) instrument, and
highly competitive constraints were placed on the DM annihilation cross-section of DM particles
(model-independent). However, in this work, we employ a model-dependent approach for the
indirect DM searches.
In this work we extend the previous work in [9], where χ was constrained using the cosmic-ray
(positrons and anti-protons) excesses observed by the Alpha Magnetic Spectrometer (AMS-02)
[10, 11] and the excesses seen by Fermi-LAT [12] in gamma-ray fluxes from the Milky-Way’s
galactic centre. The parameter space that best fits the aforementioned excesses is employed to
make radio emission predictions for the sources, M31, Coma cluster and Ophiuchus cluster. The
predicted DM synchrotron fluxes, from the 2HDM+S model, are compared to radio data in M31
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as well as the Coma and Ophiuchus galaxy clusters to produce the 3σ level exclusion limit. We
find that the radio data for the sources considered in this work do not exclude the 2HDM+S
model. This is the case when both Einasto and NFW halo are considered for the 2HDM+S
parameter space. It is worth highlighting that M31 place more robust limits as compared to the
Coma and Ophiuchus cluster.
This paper is structured as follows; Section 2 describes the synchrotron emission from DM
annihilations. Section 3 discusses the DM halos environment that governs our DM targets.
Finally in Section 4 results are depicted and discussed.

2. Synchrotron Emission from Dark Matter Annihilation
Since the regime of interest is the radio band, we consider the synchrotron emission from the DM
annihilation induced positrons. We consider the DM annihilation through S according to 2→ 2
scattering. The cascade of the scattering process follows χχ → S → x (where x corresponds
to some SM product). The source function for the SM products i (positrons or electrons) with
energy E is given by,

Qi(E, ~x) =
1

2
〈σV 〉f

∑
f

dNf
i

dE
Bf

(
ρχ
Mχ

)2

, (1)

i

where 〈σV 〉 denotes the thermally velocity-averaged DM annihilation cross-section at 0 K,f

denotes the kinematically allowed annihilation states with the branching ratio Bf , dNf/dE
denotes the production spectra for the SM products taken from the 2HDM+S model [9], the
factor (ρ/Mχ)2 (where Mχ, ρχ denote the dark matter mass and density respectively) yields the
dark matter pair density at the given position ~x within the galactic halo. The average power
per positron with energy E is given by [13],
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where ν denotes the observed frequency, r denotes the position within the halo, z denotes
the redshift of the source of interest, re denotes the electron’s classical radius, me denotes the
electron’s mass, c is the speed of light in vacuum, and finally, νg denotes the gyro-frequency for
the non-relativistic case. Then the parameters κ and Fsynch are further defined by,

κ =
2ν(1 + z)

3νgγ2

(
1 +

(
γνp

ν(1 + z)

)2
) 3

2

, (3)

with the νp denoting the plasma frequency which turns out to be directly proportional to
√
ne,

and γ denotes the Lorentz factor of the positron. Additionally, the synchrotron kernel is given
by,

Fsynch(x) = x

∫ ∞
x

K5/3(y)dy ≈ 1.25x
1
3 e−x

(
648 + x2

) 1
12 . (4)

Then the emissitivity of synchrotron radiation is given by,

jsynch(ν, r, z) =

∫ Mχ

me

(
dne−

dE
+
dne+

dE

)
Psynch(ν,E, r, z)dE , (5)

where dne+/dE and dne−/dE are positron and electron equilibrium distributions respectively
(see below for their explanation). By integrating over the volume of interest then we have the
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flux density spectrum within the halo radius r given by,

Ssynch(ν, z) =

∫ r

0 4π LD + (r

jsynch(ν, r
′
, z)(

2 ′)2)d3r′ , (6)

where the DL denotes the luminosity distance to the DM halo of interest.
To account for diffusion and energy loss by electrons/positrons from DM annihilation, for an
assumption where the processes of reacceleration and convection are negligible, the diffusion-loss
equation is given by,

∂

∂t

dne
dE

= ∇
(
D(E,x)∇dne

dE

)
+

∂

∂E

(
b(E,x)

dne
dE

)
+Qe(E,x) , (7)

where D(E,x) denotes the spatial diffusion function and b(E,x) denotes the energy loss rate. A
fully detailed analysis of the solutions to equation (7) can be found in [14]. The spatial diffusion
is given by [14],

D(E) = D0

(
d0

1kpc

) 2
3
(
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1µG

)− 1
3
(

E
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) 1
3

, (8)

where the diffusion constant D0 = 3.1× 1028 cm2s−1, B̄ denotes the average magnetic field and
d0 denotes the smallest scale where the magnetic field is found to be homogenous. The energy
loss rate is given by [7],

b(E) = bICE
2 [1 + z]4 + bsynchE

2B̄2 + bcouln̄

[
1 +

1

75
log
(γ
n̄

)]
+ bbremn̄

[
log
(γ
n̄

)
+ 0.36

]
, (9)

where n̄ denotes the average electron density, γ = E/mec
2 denotes the electron Lorentz

factor, while bIC, bsynch, bCoul and bbrem are inverse-Compton, synchrotron, Coulomb and
bremsstrahlung energy loss factor. These take values 0.25, 0.0254, 6.13 and 1.51 in units 10−16

GeVs−1 respectively.

3. Dark Matter Halos Environment
In this section we discuss the halo environments that characterise M31, Coma and Ophiuchus.
More attention is given to the magnetic field and thermal electron density distribution for sources
under consideration.

3.1. M31
For M31 we assume the halo data from [15] at a distance 770 kpc. For the virial mass of
1.04× 1012M� the halo density profile is given by Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) profile [16],

ρNFW(r) =
ρs

r
rs

(
1 + r

rs

)2 , (10)

where ρs denotes the characteristic density and rs denotes the scale radius. For the magnetic
field profile we follow [17],

B(r) =
4.6r1 + 64

r1 + r
µG , (11)

where r1 = 200 kpc as suggested by fittings in [17]. For r = 14 kpc the magnetic field strength
is taken to be B = 4.6±1.2 µG. The thermal electron density distribution follows an exponetial
profile from [17],

ne(r) = n0 exp

(
− r

rd

)
, (12)

SAIP2021 Proceedings 

SA Institute of Physics 

 

ISBN: 978-0-620-97693-0 Page: 312



where central density is taken to be n0 = 0.06 cm−3 and rd is the disk scale radius which
is approximately 5 kpc [17]. We predict synchrotron emission fluxes for frequencies between
50− 109 MHz for M31. Subsequently, this is compared to the low frequency 408 MHz point flux
[18] for a rather optimistic region of interest (50 arcminutes).

3.2. Coma Cluster
For the Coma cluster the virial mass is 1.33× 1015M� and virial concentration cvir = 10, at the
redshift z = 0.0231. Similar to M31 we use NFW density profile for Coma. For the thermal
electron density distribution in Coma we follow [19, 20],(

ne(r) = n0 1 +

[
r

rs

]2)−qe
, (13)

where n0 = 3.49 × 10−3 cm−3 and qe = 0.981. The magnetic field profile in Coma is given by
[21],

B(r) = B0

(
ne(r)

n0

)qb
, (14)

where B0 = 4.7 µG and qb = 0.5. The fittings from [21] suggest a magnetic field with a
Kolmogorov power spectrum characterised by a minimal coherence length Λmin ≈ 2 kpc. We
predict 50 − 109 MHz synchrotron emission fluxes for Coma. For a region of interest of about
30 arcminutes, the Coma radio fluxes data from [22] with a frequency range 30.9 − 4850 MHz
was compared with the predicted radio fluxes.
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Figure 1. Depicts 2→ 2 best-fit parameter space to the AMS-02 positron, anti-proton spectra
and Fermi-LAT galactic excesses. The contours are 3σ confidence intervals on the Mχ and 〈σV 〉
plane. The thermal relic [23] is denoted as a band to account for uncertainties in the local DM
density and halo profile. Dashed lines denote 3σ exclusion limits for M31 (yellow), Coma (blue)
and Ophiuchus (Magenta). Left: For Einasto halo profile. Right: For NFW halo profile.

3.3. Ophiuchus Cluster
For the Ophiuchus cluster we assume halo data from [24]. The virial mass is 1.1× 1015M� and
virial radius is given by rvir = 2.1 Mpc at the redshift z = 0.0296. Even here we will employ
the NFW density profile. In terms of the magnetic field and the thermal electron density
distribution we adhere to the formalism in [25] which assumes that Ophiuchus follows profiles
similar to that in Coma, where B0 = 5.225 µG, qb = 0.74, n0 = 0.29614 and qe = 0.412725.
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Even here, we predict 50− 109 MHz synchrotron emission fluxes for Ophiuchus. Subsequently,
this is compared to the 153, 240 and 1477 MHz, radio fluxes from [26] for a region of interest of
about 7 arcminutes.

4. Results and Discussion
We make use of the parameter space that best-fits the cosmic-ray and gamma-ray excesses
produced in [9] for both NFW and Einasto halos. This parameter space gives annihilating DM
through the Madala model to induce highly energetic positrons, which in the presence of a
magnetic field emits synchrotron emission in M31, Coma and Ophiuchus. Following the recipe
delineated in both Section 2 and 3, synchrotron emission predictions were made. Comparing
the predicted synchrotron emission fluxes with M31 [18], Coma [22] and Ophiuchus [26] radio
observation data, 3σ exclusion limits were produced to match our previous work parameter
space. The M31 radio data used here have been highly constraining in other DM models (see
e.g [27]). In figure 1, we observe that M31 has better constraining limits transcending those
of Coma and Ophiuchus. Significantly, all the exclusion limits do not exclude our Madala DM
model. With the radio DM-search regime entering a new era of high sensitivity and resolution,
this will aid to place more stringent limits on the Madala model in near future. MeerKAT is
one of the exciting detectors that may be able to probe the DM interpretation offered by the
Madala model as elucidated in [9]. More interestingly, the full-SKA has the potential of probing
the parameter space of the Madala model at 5σ confidence level within 100 hours observation
time [9].
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