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We study the well-motivated mixed dark matter (DM) scenario composed of a dominant thermal WIMP,
highlighting the case of SUð2ÞL triplet fermion “winos,” with a small fraction of primordial black holes
(PBHs). After the wino kinetic decoupling, the DM particles are captured by PBHs leading to the presence
of PBHs with dark minihalos in the Milky Way today. The strongest constraints for the wino DM come
from the production of narrow line gamma rays from wino annihilation in the Galactic Center. We analyse
in detail the viability of the mixed wino DM scenario, and determine the constraints on the fraction of DM
in PBHs assuming a cored halo profile in the Milky Way. We show that already with the sensitivity of
current indirect searches, there is a significant probability for detecting a gamma ray signal characteristic
for the wino annihilation in a single nearby dressed PBH whenMPBH ∼M⊙, which we refer to as a “shining
black hole.” Similar results should apply also in more general setups with ultracompact minihalos or other
DM models, since the accretion of DM around large overdensities and DM annihilation are both quite
generic processes.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the present study, we explore the mixed dark matter
(DM) scenario composed of (a dominant) thermal WIMP
and primordial black holes (PBHs). We shall especially
highlight the case where the WIMP is a kind of fermionic
W-boson, namely a “wino”; although we shall use the name
more generally. The key idea is that PBHs will unavoidably
acquire wino dark matter minihalos after the wino kinetic
decoupling. This would impact indirect searches of DM on
the Earth via the enhancement of wino annihilation in such
compact astrophysical objects. We would therefore like to
explore the possibility that an individual PBH may shine
due to emission into photons.
Nowadays, one of the most striking mysteries in modern

cosmology and particle physics is the nature of the bulk of
the mass in the universe. Although a wide range of

observations, including but not limited to large scale
structure, CMB and galactic rotation curves, are very well
explained by the inclusion of cold dark matter, its particle
physics origin still remains unknown [1,2].
Weakly interacting massive particles (WIMPs) are

among the most popular DM candidates in various exten-
sions of the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics. One
of the simplest models of weakly interacting DM is the
wino [3] defined by extending the SM via a single
electroweak triplet fermion having zero hypercharge.1

This wino multiplet consists in a neutral Majorana fermion,
the wino χ0, and charged fermions χþχ−. The pure wino
model shows the attractive feature of being highly pre-
dictive since its mass is the unique relevant parameter to
phenomenology (its interactions are determined by the
gauge structure of the SM).
On the other hand, within the SM we can have

astrophysical objects such as primordial black holes
(PBHs) formed in the early Universe [5–12]. They have
been proposed as seeds for cosmic structures [13], the
source of gravitational wave events detected by LIGO-
Virgo collaboration [14,15] and a possible explanation of
the recent NANOGrav results [16–20].

*mark.hertzberg@tufts.edu
†sami.t.nurmi@jyu.fi
‡edschiap@uc.cl
§tsutomu.tyanagida@ipmu.jp

Published by the American Physical Society under the terms of
the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International license.
Further distribution of this work must maintain attribution to
the author(s) and the published article’s title, journal citation,
and DOI. Funded by SCOAP3.

1A particle physics model which explains DM by including an
electroweak triplet fermion was first considered in Ref. [4].
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As a result, the mixed DM scenario mainly composed of
thermal wino and a small fraction of PBHs appears
plausible and well motivated.2

In the absence of PBHs, indirect detection related to
gamma ray continuum as well as line emission have set
tight constraints on wino DM. Monochromatic γ-ray lines
come via direct annihilation processes χ0χ0 → Zγ, γγ.
Continuous γ-rays come as secondary decay products of
hadrons. Weak gauge bosonsWþW− coming from the wino
annihilation decay into quarks, charged leptons, and
neutrinos. After that, the produced quarks undergo frag-
mentation into various hadrons leading to the formation of
stable particles such as protons, electrons and their anti-
particles, neutrinos and photons [24]. Based on the Fermi
Gamma-Ray Space Telescope data, constraints on DM
from searches of the photon continuum in the Milky Way’s
satellite dwarf galaxies and the Galactic Center have been
reported in Refs. [25,26], respectively. Constraints on DM
from γ-ray lines in the Galactic Center have been reported
by the Fermi [27] and HESS collaborations [28,29].
The strongest limits on wino DM come from photon line

searches in the Galactic Center. The inclusion of a small
fraction of PBHs will definitively change the DM distri-
bution and, as a result, indirect detection constraints should
be revised. Since PBHs are local overdensities in the DM
distribution, they act as seeds for the formation of dark
matter structures. Dark matter particles after their kinetic
decoupling may be gravitationally bound to the PBHs
leading to the formation of minihalos with density spikes
[30]. Due to the fact that DM annihilation is enhanced by
the high particle density, PBHs with minihalos (or dressed
PBHs) constitute astrophysical compact objects where
wino annihilation is enhanced. Thus, in this scenario we
expect in the Milky Way halo today both PBHs with wino
minihalos and a smooth wino DM background.
Some previous works have placed bounds on generic

WIMP annihilation in the halos of PBHs in terms of the
DM particle and PBH masses [30–37]. Other works
analyze in particular the thermal wino DM scenario (which
comprises the whole DM for a mass ∼3 TeV) in the
absence of PBHs. Stringent limits based on wino annihi-
lation in dwarf spheroidal galaxies and in the Galactic
Center are reported in Refs. [24,38–40], respectively. Such
limits are highly sensitive to uncertainties in the DM
density profile, including the details of the core.
Furthermore, we will focus on rather heavy wino masses.
Altogether, we extend these studies by considering the
well-motivated co-dark matter scenario in which heavy
dark wino minihalos around PBHs accompany a smooth
background of heavy wino DM with a cored DM halo
profile, which may avoid the existing bounds [41,42].

In this study, we mainly focus on photon lines emission
and analyze the viability of such mixed scenario as well as
its possible signals testable by indirect detection surveys on
the Earth.

II. WINO DARK MATTER AROUND PBHs

The formation of minihalos around PBHs composed of
∼70 GeV-neutralinos was studied first in Ref. [30] and
then extended for generic WIMPs in Refs. [35,36]. In all of
these papers, PBHs are tightly constrained to be a small
fraction of DM in most parts of the parameter space of
interest. In Ref. [43], dressed PBHs are considered as a
source for the Galactic 511 keV line [44–46].
The thermal relic wino dark matter (DM) with a heavy

mass of mχ0 ¼ 2.7–3.0 TeV can explain the current dark
matter abundance [47–49]. We define fχ0 ≡ Ωχ0=ΩDM and
fPBH ≡ ΩPBH=ΩDM as the fraction of dark matter consist-
ing of wino and PBHs, respectively. Since we are interested
in the scenario where PBHs constitute a small fraction of
dark matter, e.g., fPBH ≤ 0.01, we use the approximation

1 ¼ fPBH þ fχ0 ≃ fχ0 : ð1Þ

We will fix the wino mass as mχ0 ¼ 2.8 TeV for further
simplification. Since annihilation mostly takes place in
inner shells of minihalos, an accurate calculation of the
profile of the wino dark matter around PBHs is important.
The wino kinetic decoupling, tKD, and the PBH mass,
MPBH, play a crucial role to determine the density profile of
dressed PBHs. Let us consider the PBH formation at the
radiation-dominated cosmological stage through initial
density perturbations [50,51]. The PBH mass is associated
with the horizon mass MH at the time tH at which the
perturbed region crosses the horizon. We may express the
PBH mass in terms of the temperature at that time as

MPBH ∼ 290

�
g�
10

�
−1=2

�
10 MeV

T

�
2

M⊙; ð2Þ

where we have used MPBH ¼ ð1= ffiffiffi
3

p Þ3MH as a simple
estimate [51] and g� is the effective number of relativistic
degrees of freedom.
On the other hand, the kinetic decoupling of the wino

takes place at TKD ≃ 9.2 MeV when the annihilation rate is
about four times larger than the Hubble parameter [52].
Thus, we see that PBHs are formed before the wino kinetic
decoupling unless their masses are hundred times larger
than the solar mass. As shown in Ref. [30], before the DM
kinetic decoupling, the density growth around the central
PBH can safely be neglected. However, once the DM
becomes free from the primordial plasma, it may be
gravitationally bound to the PBHs and form minihalos
with density spikes. The annihilation mainly comes from
innermost shells of minihalos, which are formed between

2Primordial black holes have also been linked with other DM
candidates such as the axion [21–23].
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the wino kinetic decoupling in the early Universe and zeq,
the redshift for radiation-matter equality. After zeq, one has
accretion during the matter-dominated universe via secon-
dary infall accretion [53], but these new layers do not affect
the innermost shells already formed very much.
We note that our results are not immediately applicable

to astrophysical black holes, but our focus is on PBH
instead. Since astrophysical black holes coming from
supernovae explosion form later in the Universe (after
the first generation of stars), they live in an environment
where tidal forces are not negligible, so that even though
they may acquire a minihalo around them, we cannot apply
the usual theory of spherical gravitational collapse which
assumes isolated black holes [54].
Suppose that, after the kinetic decoupling, a wino dark

matter particle with a velocity vi is located at a radial
distance ri from a central PBH. At later times, the wino
density which ends up in bound orbits around the PBH
reads as [30]

ρPBHhalo ¼ 1

r2

Z
drir2i ρiðriÞ

Z
d3vifðviÞ

2dt=dr
Torb

; ð3Þ

where ρiðriÞ is the initial wino DM density, dt=dr is
determined by the wino orbit equation in the PBH gravi-
tational potential, Torb is the classical orbital period and
fðviÞ ∝ expð−mχ0v

2
i =2TÞ is the Maxwell-Boltzmann dis-

tribution for the wino velocity.
The wino dark matter density at the kinetic decoupling

time tKD is proportional to the density at the matter-
radiation equality ρeq as

ρKD ¼
�
ρeq
2

��
aðteqÞ
aðtKDÞ

�
3

≃ 385 gr cm−3; ð4Þ

where we have used

tKD ¼
�

45m2
pl

16π3g�ðTKDÞT4
KD

�1=2

≃ 9 × 10−3 s: ð5Þ

The wino temperature and the initial wino DM density in
Eq. (3) depend on the relation between the initial radius ri
and the PBH influence radius rinf (the radius at which the
enclosed radiation mass equals the PBH mass) as follows

rinfðtKDÞ≡ ð8MPBHt2KD=m
2
plÞ1=3: ð6Þ

If ri ≤ rinfðtKDÞ, we have T ¼ TKD and ρiðriÞ ¼ ρKD. In
contrast, if the initial radius is larger than the PBH influence
radius, we need to scale the wino temperature and initial
density as T ¼ TKDtKD=t and ρiðriÞ ¼ ρKDðtKD=tÞ3=2,
where rinfðtÞ ¼ ri [30]. In simple words, the influence
radius gradually expands until a time t > tKD such that the
wino initial radius is reached by the gravitational action of
the PBH.

After numerical evaluation of Eq. (3), we should compare
the density of bound winos with the maximum dark matter
density that can be held by an astrophysical object due to
annihilation processes, ρmax. Specifically, we have [55]

FIG. 1. Top: wino DM density bound in dressed PBHs in terms
of PBH masses. The radius is normalized with the corresponding
Schwarzschild radius, rg ¼ 2GNMPBH. The black dashed line
indicates the value for ρmax given in Eq. (7) for the wino
case. Middle: radii of minihalos in units of rg around PBHs
composed of wino dark matter, mχ0 ¼ 2.8 TeV, at which the
density hits ρmax given by Eq. (7). Bottom: line annihilation rate
in dressed PBHs according to Eq. (12) (blue dashed line). For
comparison, the total annihilation rate is shown in the red
dashed line.
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ρmax ≃
mχ0

hσvit0
≃ 1.4 × 10−14 gr cm−3

�
mχ0

2.8 TeV

��
8 × 10−25 cm3 s−1

hσvi
��

1.4 × 1010 yr
t0

�
; ð7Þ

where hσvi is the velocity-weighted cross section of DM
annihilation and t0 is the current cosmological time. As we
mentioned in the Introduction, the total annihilation cross
section for the thermal DMwino is mostly dominated by the
tree level process χ0χ0 → WþW−. Higher order processes
such that χ0χ0 → ZZ, Zγ, γγ are suppressed for thermal
DM wino. We take hσvi ≃ 8 × 10−25 cm3 s−1 for mχ0 ¼
2.8 TeV [56].
Figure 1 (top) shows different radial profiles for the wino

density in dressed PBHs as a function of PBH masses. The
larger the PBH mass, the smaller is the influence radius in
units of the Schwarschild radius. Thus, the density profile
for the lighter PBHs form a kind of envelope to that for the
heavier PBHs. Since the DM density drops very quickly in
minihalos as we departure from the most inner shells, we
may estimate the density profile as [35]

ρPBHhalo ðrÞ ≃ ρmaxΘðr� − rÞ; ð8Þ

where ρhaloðr�Þ ¼ ρmax as shown in Fig. 1 (middle). We will
apply this approximation later when we calculate the
annihilation rate within dressed PBHs. The value of r̃� ¼
r�=rg for lighter PBHs MPBH ≲ 10−10 M⊙ is practically
constant, but it quickly decreases as the density profile
of heavier PBHs departures from the envelope men-
tioned above. Here rg ¼ 2GNMPBH is the corresponding
Schwarzschild radius.
Here we mention that, after the time of matter-radiation

equality, a DM minihalo begins to grow around PBHs at
radial distances r > rinfðteqÞ via secondary infall accretion
[53]. The density profile associated with this mechanism
scales with the radius as ∼r−9=4 and the upper density at
r ¼ rinfðteqÞ is many order less than ρmax. Thus, Eq. (8)
remains well justified in describing the innermost shells of
the minihalos which are relevant for the DM annihilation
processes.

III. DRESSED PBHs AND γ-RAY LINES EMISSION

As we mentioned in the Introduction, for the thermal
relic wino the strongest limits come from searches of
photon lines via wino annihilation in the Galactic Center.
Consider the photon line emission associated with the
processes χ0χ0 → γγ and γZ and their respective thermally
averaged annihilation cross sections hσviγγ and hσviγZ. The
gamma ray spectrum produced by wino annihilation,
dNðγÞ=dE, for these two particular channels reads as [38]

dNðγÞ

dE
ðχ0χ0 → γγÞ ¼ 2δ½Eγ −mχ0 �; ð9Þ

dNðγÞ

dE
ðχ0χ0 → γZÞ ¼ δ

�
Eγ −

�
mχ0 −

m2
z

4mχ0

��
: ð10Þ

The difference between the photon energy in the γZ final
state and that in the γγ final state is

ΔEγ ≃ 2 GeV

�
1 TeV
mχ0

�
: ð11Þ

For H.E.S.S.-like observations typical energy resolutions
are at the level (15–20)% for individual photons, so that the
use of an effective line annihilation cross section into
photons hσviline ¼ hσviγγ þ ð1=2ÞhσviγZ is well justified.
The line annihilation rate in dressed PBHs depends on

the wino density profile and photon line annihilation cross
section. Using the approximation shown in Eq. (8), we have

ΓPBH
line ¼ hσviline

Z
d3r

�
ρPBHhalo ðrÞ
mχ0

�
2

≈
4πhσviliner�3ρ2max

3m2
χ0

;

ð12Þ

where ρmax is given by Eq. (7) and hσviline ≃ 6 ×
10−26 cm3 s−1 is the wino annihilation cross section to
line photons for mχ0 ¼ 2.8 TeV, including Sommerfeld
enhancement (SE) and the resummation of electroweak
Sudakov logarithms at next-to-next-to-leading logarithmic
order (NLL) [57]. Figure 1 (bottom) shows the line
annihilation rate for wino into photons (blue dashed line),
which is about one order less than the total annihilation rate
(red dashed line). The slope break at around MPBH ∼
10−9 M⊙ is related to the fact that r� becomes constant
in dressed PBHs which hold a central PBH with
MPBH ≲ 10−10 M⊙.
We expect significant photon-line signatures coming from

annihilation in most inner shells of dressed PBHs. The
integrated flux (per solid angle unit) on the Earth coming
from a specific sky region in the Milky Way reads as

ΦPBH
line ¼ 1

2

ρErE
4π

fPBH
MPBH

× 2ΓPBH
line D̄ðΔΩÞ; ð13Þ

where the 1=2-prefactor is related to the Majorana nature of
the wino, the 2-factor multiplying the photon line annihila-
tion rate refers to the effective number of photons per
annihilation and the astrophysical average D-factor is given
by [58]
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D̄ðΔΩÞ ¼
R
ΔΩDdΩ
ΔΩ

;

¼ 1

ΔΩ

Z
ΔΩ

dΩ
Z
l:o:s

ρMW
halo ðrðs; θÞÞ

ρE

ds
rE

: ð14Þ

Here ρMW
halo is the DM density profile in the Milky Way halo,

ρE ¼ 0.3 GeV=cm3 is the conventional value for the local
DM density and rE ¼ 8.5 kpc is the galactocentric distance
of the solar system. The D-factor is calculated along the line
of sight (l.o.s.) and the r-coordinate, which is centered in the
Galactic Center, reads as

r ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
r2E þ s2 − 2rEs cosðθÞ

q
; ð15Þ

with θ being the angle between the direction of the line of
sight and the axis which joins the Earth and the center of the
galaxy. For convenience during calculation, this angle may
be expressed in terms of the galactic latitudeb and longitude l
by using cosðθÞ ¼ cosðbÞ cosðlÞ.
In the absence of PBHs, for a self-conjugate DM

annihilation which generates high-energy photon-lines,
the integrated flux (per solid angle unit) on the Earth from
a given angular direction ΔΩ reads as [58,59]

ΦDM
line ¼ ρ2ErE

8π

2hσviline
m2

χ
× J̄ðΔΩÞ; ð16Þ

where the astrophysical average J-factor is given by [58,60]

J̄ðΔΩÞ ¼
R
ΔΩ JdΩ
ΔΩ

; ð17Þ

¼ 1

ΔΩ

Z
ΔΩ

dΩ
Z
l:o:s

�
ρMW
halo ðrðs; θÞÞ

ρE

�
2 ds
rE

: ð18Þ

Note that while this flux depends on the square of the DM
halo profile along the line of sight through the J-factor, the
flux coming from dressed PBHs depends only on one
power of the DM halo profile. Thus, ΦDM

line is more sensitive
to the distribution of DM in the galaxy than ΦPBH

line .
3

Figure 2 (top) shows the upper limits for the velocity-
weighted cross section of DM annihilation into two
photons from H.E.S.S. observations of the Galactic

Center region. Blue and red dashed lines refer to
H.E.S.S. four years [28] and ten years data [29], respec-
tively, both for an Einasto profile. The dashed black line
refers to the (NLLþ SE) hσviline for wino annihilation to
line photons [57].
Limits from H.E.S.S. shown in Fig. 2 (top) indicate that

the thermal relic wino is ruled out by more than one order
of magnitude assuming the Einasto profile. However, the
photon flux measured by the H.E.S.S. experiment is
proportional to the J-factor along the line of sight, and
the current astrophysical uncertainties in the halo profile are
large enough to evade H.E.S.S. limits.
The H.E.S.S. region of interest is defined as a circle of 1o

radius centered on the Galactic Center with the exclusion of
the Galactic plane (the Galactic latitudes are restricted as
jbj > 0.3o) [61]. The exclusion curves shown in Fig. 2 (top)
extracted from Refs. [28,29] assume an Einasto DM profile

FIG. 2. Top: upper limits for the velocity-weighted cross
section for DM annihilation into two photons. Blue and red
dashed lines refer to H.E.S.S. four years data [28] and ten years
data [29], respectively, both for an Einasto profile. The dashed
black line corresponds to the NLLþ SE velocity-weighted cross
section for wino annihilation to line photons from γγ and γZ [57].
Bottom: upper limits on γ-ray flux from monochromatic line
signatures derived from the Galactic Center region for the case of
H.E.S.S. four years data [28] (blue points) and ten years data [29]
(red points).

3In the standard scenario, the J-factor naturally appears in the
calculation of the flux associated with DM annihilation and, for
this reason, depends on ðρMW

halo Þ2. By contrast, the D-factor, which
is proportional to one power of ρMW

halo , appears during the study of
the flux associated with decaying DM, where only one parent
particle is involved. In our particular case, the DM self-annihi-
lation occurs within dressed PBHs making the flux expression
proportional to ðρPBHhalo Þ2 through the annihilation rate, Eq. (12).
However, as the number density of PBHs tracks the DM halo
density profile, the flux is proportional to only one power of ρMW

halo
leading to a D-factor in the final expression, Eq. (13).
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[62] normalized to the local DM density, ρ⊙ ¼
0.39 GeVcm−3 at a distance of 8.5 kpc from the
Galactic Center [63]. Such profile is parametrized as
follows [64]

ρMW
EinastoðrÞ ¼ ρs exp

�
−

2

αs

��
r
rs

�
αs
− 1

��
; ð19Þ

where r is the radial distance from the center of the galaxy,
ρs ¼ 0.079 GeV cm−3 and rs ¼ 20 kpc are the scale den-
sity and radius, respectively, and αs ¼ 0.17 defines how
steep the DM profile is.
The Einasto profile [62] (as well as the Navarro-Frenk-

White profile, NFW [65]) is a standard example of a cusped
density profile which is supported by DM particle simu-
lations without baryonic physics effects. The inclusion of
baryonic matter in simulations appears to lead to the
formation of a “cored” profile, where the short-distance
cusp is flattened out. While cosmological simulations from
the FIRE (Feedback In Realistic Environments) project in
Ref. [66] reported DM profiles slightly shallower than a
NFW profile having cores of ∼1 kpc, cosmological hydro-
dynamical simulations of Milky Way-sized halos including
tuned star formation rate and supernovae feedback per-
formed in Ref. [67] produce cores with a typical size of
∼5 kpc. In addition, dynamical models of the Milky Way
Galactic bulge, bar and inner disk using the made-to-
measure method reported in Ref. [68] favor a shallow cusp
or a core in the bulge region.
A cored profile can be parametrized using the profile

defined in Eq. (19). We define a cutoff-Einasto profile as

ρMW
Cutoff−EinastoðrÞ ¼

�
ρMW
EinastoðrcÞ for r ≤ rc;

ρMW
EinastoðrÞ for r > rc:

ð20Þ

By calculating the variation of the J-factor in the region
of interest and varying the core size, we may evaluate
the minimum core size needed to make wino DM
(mχ0 ¼ 2.8 TeV) compatible with H.E.S.S. limits.
In the mixed DM scenario that we are studying, we

expect to have dressed PBHs as well as a smooth DM
background. In Ref. [69] some of us performed a detailed
analysis about the amount of DM which can be today in the
Galactic halo in the form of minihalos around PBHs. Based
on previous numerical simulations [70], we expect that
dressed PBHs, consisting of the inner core described by
Eq. (8) and outer parts from the secondary infall accretion,
typically constitute a fraction of DM of the order of
102fPBH. Then, the fraction of DM in the smooth back-
ground may be estimated as ∼ð1–102fPBHÞ. Putting all
together, the integrated fluxes over the region of interest
coming from dressed PBHs and the smooth background
(Φsmooth

line ) should satisfy the following inequality:

fPBHΦ̄PBH
line þ ð1–102fPBHÞ2Φ̄smooth

line ≤ ΦH:E:S:S:
line ; ð21Þ

where

ΦPBH
line ¼ fPBHΦ̄PBH

line ; ð22Þ

Φsmooth
line ¼ ð1–102fPBHÞ2Φ̄smooth

line : ð23Þ

Here ΦPBH
line is given by Eq. (13), ΦH:E:S:S:

line is the upper limit
on γ-ray flux of monochromatic line signatures from
H.E.S.S. observations shown in Fig. 2 (bottom) and
Φsmooth

line is the expected flux from monochromatic line
signatures associated with the cross section for wino
annihilation to line photons in Fig. 2 (top, dashed black
line) using a cored DM halo profile and a partial fraction of
DM in wino (smooth background).
To estimate upper limits on the fraction of DM in PBHs,

we only consider the updated results from H.E.S.S.
Collaboration (2018) [29]. We take the Einasto profile
with core sizes ranging as 3 kpc ≤ rc ≤ 10 kpc. The
smallest size core in this range is somewhat larger than
the minimum size core that a thermal relic wino needs to
avoid H.E.S.S. limits (in the absence of PBHs). At that
minimum size core, we haveΦsmooth

line ¼ΦH:E:S:S:
line for fPBH¼0

in Eq. (21).
Figure 3 shows upper limits for the fraction of DM in

PBHs when the DM halo profile is described by a cutoff-
Einasto profile with a size of rc ¼ 3 kpc (red dashed line)
and 10 kpc (red solid line). In addition, PBH constraints
associated with femtolensing [71], microlensing [72–74],

FIG. 3. Upper limits for the fraction of DM in PBHs for the
mixed DM scenario with thermal relic wino and PBHs. We use
upper limits on γ-ray flux from monochromatic line signatures
from the Galactic Center reported by H.E.S.S. Collaboration in
Ref. [29]. The dark matter halo is parametrized using a cutoff-
Einasto profile with a core size rc ¼ 3 kpc (dashed red line) and
10 kpc (red solid line). The color shaded regions show PBH
constraints from femtolensing (F) [71], white dwarfs in our local
galaxy (WD) [75], neutron-star capture (NSC) [76], Subaru
HSC microlensing (Subaru HSC) [72], Kepler microlensing
of stars (K) [73] and EROS/MACHO microlensing (EROS/
MACHO) [74].
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white dwarfs galaxy [75] and neutron-star capture [76] are
shown. Here we have imposed the condition fPBH ≤ 0.01 to
be consistent with our assumptions. Primodial black holes
with a mass ∼10−9 M⊙ undergo the strongest constraint,
which is expected. The reason is the following. The scaled
radius r̃� ¼ r�=rg at which ρPBHhalo ðr�Þ ¼ ρmax reaches its
maximum value at MPBH ≲ 10−9 M⊙ becoming indepen-
dent of the PBH mass. In that regime, the annihilation rate
scales with the PBH mass as ∼MPBH

3 so that the flux
coming from dressed PBHs scales as ∼MPBH

2.
We note that the upper limit on fPBH in Fig. 3 for dressed

PBHs with MPBH ∼M⊙ and the case of a cutoff-Einasto
profile with a size core of rc ¼ 10 kpc, fPBH ∼ 10−3, is
consistent with the needed fraction in PBHs with MPBH ¼
Oð1–10ÞM⊙ to explain the recent NANOGrav results as
shown one of us in Ref. [20].
In our estimates, we are only considering the line spectrum

from wino annihilation to γγ and γZ final states. However,
γ-ray photons coming from other annihilation states will
unavoidably add to these line photons if the energy of these
photons changes by an amount less than the energy reso-
lution of the telescope. The precision wino photon spectrum
[77,78] is used in Ref. [40] to include endpoint and
continuum contributions to constrain thermal wino DM
using a mock H.E.S.S.-I-like observation of the Galactic
Center. Even though the line contribution to the wino
annihilation spectrum dominates the overall limits in the
TeVmass range, the endpoint and continuum effects become
more relevant as the wino mass increases. These effects
would introduce an order of one correction in our analysis.

IV. ISOLATED DRESSED PBHs AND POSSIBILITY
OF DETECTION

Here we analyze the flux coming from isolated dressed
PBHs located at a certain distance from the Earth. The γ-ray
flux integrated above a threshold ER from a dressed PBH,
treated as a point source and located at a distance d, is given
by [33]

ΦPBH
PS ðER;dÞ¼

X
k

Z
m

χ0

ER

dNðγÞ
k

dE
dE

hσvik
8πd2

Z
d3r

�
ρPBHhalo ðrÞ
mχ0

�
2

;

ð24Þ
where the sum runs over the k-annihilation channels.
For the case of photon lines emission, dNðγÞ

k =dE is given
by Eqs. (9) and (10) and the corresponding velocity-
weighted cross sections may be combined in an effective
annihilation cross section into photons, hσviline, as we did
before. However, the situation is more involved for the case
of the continuous energy spectrum. Photons come mostly
from fragmentation of hadronic final states in the processes:
χ0χ0 → WþW− (dominant channel) and χ0χ0 → ZZ.

The corresponding two fragmentation functions, dNðγÞ
WþW−=

dE and dNðγÞ
ZZ=dE, are obtained in Ref. [79] for a wino mass

of OðTeVÞ via the HERWIG Monte Carlo Code [80]. Both
fragmentation functions quickly drop as the energy
increases being well fitted by the function

dNðγÞ
k

dx
¼ a

expðbxÞ
ðx3=2 þ cÞ ; ð25Þ

where a, b, c are constants and x ¼ E=mχ0 . The corre-
sponding thermally averaged annihilation cross sections,
hσviWþW− and hσviZZ, are calculated in Ref. [56] up to
one-loop radiative corrections and including electroweak
Sommerfeld effect.
First, let us consider d ¼ 100 pc as a canonical value for

the distance of the isolated dressedPBH.Considering that the
radial flux profile of dressed PBHs is highly dominated by
the innermost part of the minihalo, they may be treated as
point sources at that distance to current/future experiments.4

The angular size of these compact objects is ≲10−6 radians
for MPBH ≤ M⊙ at distances d ≳ 10 pc, under the approxi-
mation performed in Eq. (8). For an energy scale ≲3 TeV,
the typical instrumental angular resolution for HESS and the
planned Cherenkov Telescope Array (CTA) [81] are ∼10−3
and ∼10−4 radians, respectively [82].
Figure 4 shows the expected fluxes from an isolated

dressed PBH located at 100 pc as a function of the energy
threshold together with the detectable regions associated
with the integral flux sensitivity of air Cherenkov tele-
scopes (IACTs [83]): HESS, MAGIC-II [84] and CTA (see
Fig. 8 of Ref. [82]).

FIG. 4. Fluxes from an isolated dressed PBH located at a
distance d ¼ 100 pc as function of the energy threshold
of the observing experiment. Dashed red, blue and green
lines correspond to dressed PBHs with a central PBH with
MPBH ¼ ð1; 10−1; 10−2Þ M⊙, respectively. Red, blue and orange
solid lines refer to the integral sensitivity (E > ER) of CTA,
HESS and MAGIC-II, respectively, for 50 hours of
observations [82].

4A similar argument holds for ultracompact minihalos grown
from initial density perturbations. See, for example, Ref. [33].
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In the mass range of our interest for the central PBH,
dressed PBHs located at 100 pc are not detectable for
current IACTs such as HESS and MAGIC-II. Interesting
enough, the flux for a dressed PBH with a central PBH of
MPBH ¼ M⊙ is larger than the integral flux sensitivity of
the next-generation CTA in one part of the 0.1 TeV scale
of the energy threshold.
Now, let us consider the characteristic distance d̄ at which

a particular dressed PBH may be detected as a γ-ray point
source given a certain instrumental sensitivity. This charac-
teristic distance is calculated by equating the point source
flux in Eq. (24), ΦPBH

PS ðER; d̄Þ, with the corresponding
instrumental sensitivity. For the continuous energy spectrum,
dressed PBHswith a central PBHwith amass of 10−3 M⊙ ≲
MPBH ≲ 1 M⊙ located at a distance 13 pc≲ d̄ ≲ 53 pc
should be detectable by HESS with an integral flux sensi-
tivity ΦðE > 100 GeVÞ ≃ 4.4 × 10−12 cm−2 s−1.5 For the
photon line case, the large IACTs show high sensitivity in
the TeV-scale γ-rays. For example, MAGIC may reach
10−14 cm−2 s−1 at the TeV scale in the northern hemisphere
and CANGAROO III [85] and HESS may reach
10−13 cm−2 s−1 in the southern hemisphere. The character-
istic distance for detection via photon lines range as 22 pc≲
d̄≲ 86 pc for 10−3 M⊙≲MPBH≲1M⊙, respectively, when
an instrumental sensitivity of 10−13 cm−2 s−1 is considered.
We may compare the characteristic distances d̄ with the

expected distance d to the nearest PBH, d ≈ ½3MPBH=
ð4πρPBHÞ�1=3, where ρPBH is the PBH density. Con-
sidering that ρPBH ¼ fPBHρDM, we may obtain an upper
bound for the fraction of DM in PBHs as

fPBH ≲ 3MPBH

4πρDMd̄3
; ð26Þ

where d̄ is solved by setting Eq. (24) equal to the instru-
mental sensitivity, and we take ρDM¼0.39GeVcm−3 as the
DM density in the solar vicinity.
While for the continuum energy spectrum the nearest-

source bound Eq. (26) on fPBH is weaker than that obtained
from photon line emission in the Galactic Center, the
nearest-source bound from γ-ray lines is slightly stronger
for MPBH ≳ 10−3 M⊙. Figure 5 shows the nearest-source
bound in the region of interest for the photon line case (blue
dashed line) and the Galactic Center bound obtained in the
previous section (red dashed line in Fig. 3).6

Finally, we estimate the probability of observing one or
more dressed PBH at a given distance d [86]. We assume
the number of dressed PBHs in the Milky Way halo equals
the corresponding total number of PBHs, NPBH

halo ¼
fPBHMMW

DM =MPBH, where MMW
DM is the DM mass in

Milky Way. The probability that any given one of these
dressed PBHs is within a distance d from us, Pð≤ dÞ, may
be estimated by the ratio between the enclosed DM mass
inside a sphere centered on the Sun,Mð≤ dÞDM, andMMW

DM .
Note that as ρPBH ¼ fPBHρDM, the mass ratio just equals to
NPBHð≤ dÞ=NPBH

halo , where N
PBHð≤ dÞ is the expected num-

ber of PBHs in the sphere of radius d.
In detail, we have

Pð≤ dÞ ¼ Mð≤ dÞDM
MMW

DM
; ð27Þ

¼
R
dΩ

R
d
0 s2ρMW

halo ðrðs; b; lÞÞds
MMW

DM
: ð28Þ

We may estimate the probability that at least k dressed
PBHs are within d, Pð≤ dÞ≥k, by using the cumulative
distribution function for a binomial distribution with
parameters NPBH and Pð≤ dÞ. Since the probability that
less than k dressed PBHs are within d is given by

Pð≤ dÞ<k ¼
Xk−1
i¼0

�
NPBH

halo

i

�
Pð≤ dÞi½1 − Pð≤ dÞ�NPBH

halo −i;

ð29Þ

we readily have

FIG. 5. Upper limits for the fraction of DM in PBHs for
monochromatic line signatures from the Galactic Center using a
cutoff-Einasto profile with rc ¼ 3 kpc (red dashed line in Fig. 3)
and individual dressed PBHs in the region of interest (blue dashed
line). We also show PBH constraints from femtolensing (F),
white dwarfs (WD), neutron-star capture (NSC), and micro-
lensing (Subaru HSC, EROS/MACHO and K) in the shaded
regions (see caption in Fig. 3).

5A more accurate setup may be accomplished by performing a
likelihood analysis taking account the differential energy spec-
trum from wino annihilation in each energy bin.

6A similar situation was reported in Ref. [8] for dressed PBHs
with massive central PBHs (MPBH ≳ 106 M⊙) and minihalos of
generic WIMPs. The nearest-source bound associated with
dressed PBHs with a central PBH mass larger than a critical
value resulted to be stronger than the extragalactic background
bound. However, this critical value is so large that the individual
bound is placed well outside the incredulity limit.
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Pð≤ dÞ≥k ¼ 1 − Pð≤ dÞ<k: ð30Þ

For the case k ¼ 1, i.e., the probability that at least one
dressed PBH is located within d, we have the simple
expression

Pð≤ dÞ≥1 ¼ 1 − ½1 − Pð≤ dÞ�NPBH
halo : ð31Þ

If Mðd < d̄Þ ≪ MMW
DM , which is the case of our interest, we

may Taylor expand Eq. (31) to obtain

PPBH
obs ≃ fPBH

Mðd < d̄Þ
MPBH

; ð32Þ

which is independent of the total DM mass in the
Milky Way.
Consider dressed PBHs having a central PBH with

MPBH ¼ M⊙ with an associated upper bound of fPBH ≲
3.7 × 10−5 (dashed blue line in Fig. 5). We calculate the
DM mass enclosed in a sphere of radius d̄ centered on the
Sun in Eq. (28) by using the cutoff-Einasto profile with a
core size of rc ¼ 3 kpc defined in the previous section. The
probability that at least one of these compact objects
is located at 100 pc leading to the integral flux shown in
Fig. 4 is about 80%.7 In addition, there is around 20% of
chance that at least one of these dressed PBH is located
within the detectable distance (where Eq. (24) equals the
HESS sensitivity) via γ-ray (line and continuum) emission.
Interesting enough, these values are comparable with the
30% of chances of finding one WIMPs ultracompact
minihalo grown during the eþ − e− annihilation epoch
from a density perturbation of 1=3 M⊙ [33].
We mention that assumptions taken in Eqs. (26) and (28)

are not robust against the presence of local DM substruc-
ture in the solar vicinity. N-body simulations aimed to
understand the granularity of DM halos have shown
significant variations in density over a sphere of hundreds
parsecs [87]. Thus, our constraints derived from the nearest
dressed PBH as well as probabilities for finding these
compact objects at certain detectable distance should be
taken with caution.

V. VELOCITY OF PARTICLES

So far, we have assumed the wino DM particles are
nonrelativistic. In particular, the cross section hσviline used
here is derived assuming the typical velocities do not
exceed Oð10−3Þ c [57]. We now discuss the validity of this
assumption.

We may estimate the velocity dependence of DM
particles in minihalos around PBHs by considering the
virial velocity as

vχ0ðrÞ ≃
�
GNðMPBH

halo ðrÞ þMPBHÞ
r

�
1=2

≃
�
1

2r̃
þ 2πr3gρmaxr̃2

3MPBH

�
1=2

; ð33Þ

where we have used Eq. (8) and concentrated on distances
r < r�. Suppose that at a radial distance r̃ < r̃rel the wino
velocity is vχ0ðr̃relÞ > 10−3 c. Since the photon line anni-
hilation rate scales with the radius as ΓPBH

line ∼ r̃3, we may
estimate the fraction of the line annihilation rate in the inner
parts of minihalos with respect to the total rate. For
example, for the case of PBHs with masses in the range
10−12M⊙ ≲MPBH ≲M⊙, we have

Oð10Þ−31 ≲ ΓPBH
line ðr̃relÞ
ΓPBH
line ðr̃�Þ

≲Oð10−7Þ; ð34Þ

so that our analysis holds in a good approximation.

VI. SUMMARY

In this study we have studied the viability of the well-
motivated mixed DM scenario composed of a dominant
thermal WIMP, with a focus on SUð2ÞL triplet fermion
“winos,” and a small fraction in PBHs. After the wino
kinetic decoupling, the wino particles are gravitationally
captured by PBHs so that we expect today the presence of
PBHs with dark minihalos in the Milky Way. Even though
the wino annihilation is enhanced in such compact astro-
physical objects, by using the H.E.S.S. data for γ-ray lines
from the Galactic Center, we have shown that the scenario
is viable for sufficiently small fraction of PBHs in a
Milky Way with a DM cored halo profile of some kpc.
Without considering the granularity of the DM halo in
the solar vicinity, for the case of dressed PBHs having a
central PBH with MPBH ∼M⊙, we find a sizeable chance
for observation on the Earth by present or upcoming
experiments. This would be an observation of a single
(primordial) black hole in the sky acting as a kind of
light source; this would be a spectacular way to discover
new physics.
Since formation of minihalos with density spikes around

PBHs and annihilation of DM particles in astrophysical
compact objects are both quite general processes, our work
can be readily generalized to other setups, including other
DM candidates and/or ultracompact minihalos.
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