arXiv:0907.1526v4 [astro-ph.CO] 25 Jan 2010

Preprint typeset in JHEP style - HYPER VERSION

A lower limit on the dark particle mass from dSphs

G. W. Angus

Dipartimento di Fisica Generale “Amedeo Avogadro”, Università degli Studi di Torino, Via P. Giuria 1, I-10125, Torino, Italy Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare (INFN), Sezione di Torino, Torino, Italy

Abstract: We use dwarf spheroidal galaxies as a tool to attempt to put precise lower limits on the mass of the dark matter particle, assuming it is a sterile neutrino. We begin by making cored dark halo fits to the line of sight velocity dispersions as a function of projected radius (taken from Walker et al. 2007) for six of the Milky Way’s dwarf spheroidal galaxies. We test Osipkov-Merritt velocity anisotropy profiles, but find that no benefit is gained over constant velocity anisotropy. In contrast to previous attempts, we do not assume any relation between the stellar velocity dispersions and the dark matter ones, but instead we solve directly for the sterile neutrino velocity dispersion at all radii by using the equation of state for a partially degenerate neutrino gas (which ensures hydrostatic equilibrium of the sterile neutrino halo). This yields a 1:1 relation between the sterile neutrino density and velocity dispersion, and therefore gives us an accurate estimate of the Tremaine- Gunn limit at all radii. By varying the sterile neutrino particle mass, we locate the minimum mass for all six dwarf spheroidals such that the Tremaine-Gunn limit is not exceeded at any radius (in particular at the centre). We find sizeable differences between the ranges of feasible sterile neutrino particle mass for each dwarf, but interestingly there exists a small range 270-280eV which is consistent with all dSphs at the 1-σ level.

Contents

1. Introduction 1

2. Data and models 2

3. Solving for sterile neutrino equilibrium configurations 3 3.1 dSph Jeans analysis 3 3.2 Sterile neutrino hydrostatic equilibrium 4 3.3 Phase space constraints 4

4. Results 5

5. Summary and Conclusion 7

6. Acknowledgments 7

January 26, 2010

1. Introduction

The lack of success in detecting cold dark matter (CDM) particles [1] emerging from supersymmetric extensions to the standard model of particle physics ([2] and references therein) has led many authors [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14] to investigate the properties of warm dark matter (WDM) candidates such as sterile neutrinos (SNs). WDM might also provide a straight-forward explanation to the missing satellites problem [15, 16] and the cusp/core problem [17, 18], both of which are of particular significance for the dwarf spheroidals of the Milky Way.

Sterile neutrinos are hypothetical neutral leptons, which don’t participate in the weak or strong interactions. They can however influence the Universe gravitationally, and are also coupled to the active neutrinos through neutrino oscillations. It is through these oscillations that the most promising mode of unambiguous detection occurs, although no strict limits have been placed on sterile neutrino masses by the controversial experiments LSND [19] and MiniBoone [10].

A thorough study by [20] attempted to estimate the minimum mass of SNs in dwarf spheroidals by taking the average stellar velocity dispersions (VDs), assuming

– 1 – the SNs have the same VD and applying the Tremaine-Gunn inequality [21], discussed in §3.3. In that study, the kinematic data of the dSphs was limited to central velocity dispersions (VDs) of a handful of stars, leaving a degeneracy with the velocity anisotropy. To rectify this general problem, [22] published line of sight (los) velocity dispersions of ∼6600 stars for 7 dSphs. This large number of stars (∼ 2400 for Fornax) means we can bin the stars in increments of the projected radius and reduce the degeneracy with the velocity anisotropy. Therefore the dark matter density profiles of these dSphs are far better constrained, making studies that predate these observations rather obsolete.

There are a further two flaws in certain previous attempts to set limits on the minimum mass of DM particles in dSphs. Firstly, the velocity distribution of the DM particles is often erroneously assumed to be the same as that of the stars. Realistically, the SNs should exist in a stable equilibrium distribution that satisfies hydrostatic equilibrium. In particular, the density of SNs is set by fitting the losVDs of the dSphs, but then the equation of state of a partially degenerate neutrino gas must be used to compute the unique SN VD for a given SN particle mass, m_ν . Finally, the phase space density found by combining the necessary SN density and the VD, must be lower than the TG phase space limit. This can make a considerable difference to the deduced minimum mass of SN.

A further flaw is assuming a priori that the dSph has a cusped dark matter halo. As pointed out by [23] and [24], the losVDs cannot distinguish between cored or cusped halos yet. There is simply too much freedom in the shape of the halo and the velocity anisotropy. The key point here is that cored halos can accomodate lower masses of SN than cuspy halos and it is for this reason, rather than seriously advocating cored halos, that we use them in our analysis. Cored halos were also advocated by [25] and [26] to help explain the large core size needed in the Fornax dSph to help explain the survival of the globular clusters in orbit under the influence of dynamical friction.

2. Data and models

We take the losVDs given in [22] and assume that the stellar samples are not polluted by any non-equilibrium stars as suggested in [27]. In order to minimise the different density profiles used in our modelling we apply the same cored density models for the DM halos to give new fits to the 3-D light profiles of the dSphs which are excellent representations of King models interior to the classical tidal radius (see Fig 1. Beyond the tidal radius, the King models crash towards zero density, but our cored models decline with a constant logarithmic slope - which might be more in tune with recent observations of the edges of dSphs (e.g. [28]). The density models are defined as follows

– 2 – ρ_i(r) = ρ_{o,i} [ 1 + ( r r_i )_2]−γi , (2.1)

where the core radius, central density and asymptotic slope are given by r_i, ρ_{o,i} and γ_i respectively. The subscript “i” corresponds to a “∗” for the stellar model or a “ν” for the neutrinos. The details for the new stellar density fits are given in Table 1, as are the fitted dark halo parameters discussed later.

3. Solving for sterile neutrino equilibrium configurations

3.1 dSph Jeans analysis The density of SNs in dSphs is given by the following steps. Firstly, we must take the spherical Jeans equations d dr σ^2_r (r) + [α(r) + 2β(r)] r^{−1}σ^2_r (r) = −g(r) (3.1)

which solves for the radial velocity dispersion, σ^2_r (r). For the velocity anisotropy, we initially tried an Osipkov-Merritt (OM) model

β(r) = β_0 + β_∞ 1 1 + (_{rβ} r )_2 , (3.2)

where β_0, β_∞ and r_β are free parameters (although -∞ < β < 1). However, we found no benefit from this model over constant anisotropy, although we still solve the equations for the OM model.

The function α(r) is the logarithmic derivative of the 3-D light profile defined in Eq 2.1 such that α(r) = r ρ_∗(r) dρ_∗ dr = −2γ_∗ 1 + (^{r∗}_r )^2

. (3.3)

The density model for the SN halo, given by Eq 2.1 also defines the gravity at all radii (where we ignore the puny contribution from ρ_∗) g(r) = 4πG r^2 ∫_r 0 ρ_ν (r̂)r̂^2dr̂. (3.4)

From here we use the integrating factor

I(r) = (r^2 + r^2_∗)^{−γ∗} (r^2 + r^2_β)^{β∞} r^{2β0} , (3.5)

which finally allows us to numerically integrate to find the radial velocity dispersions

σ^2_r (r) = I^{−1}(r) ∫_∞ r I(r̂)g(r̂)dr̂. (3.6)

– 3 –

We then cast the radial velocity dispersion into the line of sight to compare with the observations, and minimise the χ^2. The best fit SN density parameters, ρ_{o,ν} , r_ν and velocity anisotropy are given in Table 1, where in order to minimise the freedom of our models, we force γ_ν = 1.5. The error bars on the 3 free parameters correspond to the differences the parameters would need to have from the best fit in order to raise the χ^2 by 3.5. As expected, this is a large parameter space, because changes in the combination of ρ_{o,ν} and r_ν can be counter balanced by the variable velocity anisotropy. Fortunately, the shape of the losVD profile keeps these combinations finite. Furthermore, although the individual ranges in ρ_{o,ν} and r_ν are vast, combined measures like the enclosed masses (for instance M_{300} in Table 1) are much less extensive. In the middle panel of Fig 1, the best fit model is given by the solid line and the dashed lines are the 1-σ errors on the velocity anisotropy.

3.2 Sterile neutrino hydrostatic equilibrium

Now we have a density of SNs in each dSph fixed by the stellar losVDs: at least it is the lowest density exactly required for hydrostatic equilibrium of the stars in the dSph, that has centrally isotropic orbits and fits the data well. In addition to this constraint, there is an equation for hydrostatic equilibrium of the SNs themselves. This invokes the equation of state of neutrinos and gives us a relation that defines the density and pressure of a partially degenerate neutrino gas, coupled via the hydrostatic equilibrium relation^d_{dr} P_ν = −ρ_ν g(r).

The exact procedure to find the velocity dispersion required for hydrostatic equilibrium of the SN halo is rather lengthy, but is given in its full glory in [29]. The end result is that there is a one to one relation between the SN density, ρ_ν , and gravity (which is defined by ρ_ν in Eq 3.5) and the SN velocity dispersion, with the SN particle mass the only tunable parameter.

3.3 Phase space constraints

We now have a unique correlation between the density of SNs and their velocity dispersions. This is important because these two variables define the phase space distribution of the SNs, to which there is a fundamental limit.

Liouville’s theorem states that (in the absence of encounters) flow in phase space is incompressible and that each element of phase-space density is conserved along the flow lines. However, this only applies to the fine-grained phase space density of an infinitesimal region. Rather, for the observable, which is the coarse-grained (macroscopic) phase-space density, we simply must not exceed the maximum of the fine-grained one.

Thus, the SN phase-space density must not increase during collapse, from its starting value of^1_2 g_νh^{−3}m^4_ν (which is half the Pauli limit), to its current maximum value of ρ_ν (r)[2πσ^2_ν (r)]^{−1.5} (where we assume the velocity distribution is a Gaus-

– 4 – sian with dispersion σ_ν ). This limit is called the Tremaine-Gunn (TG) limit and rearranging it in terms of the critical density for a given SN particle mass gives us ρ_{νs,T G}(r) = 215 ( m_ν 1 eV/c^2 )_4 ( σ_ν (r) c )_3 M_⊙pc^{−3}. (3.7)

The important thing to bear in mind here is that this is a more accurate value of the TG limit because it is calculated from the unique, derived SN VD exactly necessary for hydrostatic equilibrium and not by assuming some relation between the stellar VD and the sterile neutrino VD, as is often the case [30, 31, 20]. The only assumption is that the velocity distributions are locally Maxwellian everywhere.

This defines the TG limit as a function of radius, since we know the exact value of the VD at all radii from solving for the SN hydrostatic equilibrium. Our final step is to vary the mass of the SN such that the TG limit is reached exactly at the centre. For the best fit parameters, the minimum SN mass is given in Table 1 and the errors are propogated by finding the minimum SN mass needed when the extreme values of ρ_{o,ν} and r_ν are used (β plays no part).

4. Results

In Fig 1 we present the densities, VDs and enclosed mass profiles for the dark halos and stars for the six dSphs. In the left hand panels we plot the SN density (solid line type) and the TG limit of the dSph (dashed) against radius. In addition to this, we show the King model densities (with unity M/L) along with the Eq 1 density models (with parameters given in Table 1). In the middle panels we plot both the derived SN (dotted) VD and stellar losVD (solid) which is fitted to the data points taken from [22]. In the right hand panels, we plot each dSph’s enclosed SN dark halo (solid) and stellar (dashed) masses.

It is encouraging that the velocity dispersions of the SNs are similar to the losVDs of the stars, and that they are smooth. It is worth mentioning here that the equilibrium SN velocity dispersion (and hence TG limit) depends critically on the slope the SN density profile. As can be seen in the left hand panels of Fig 1, the TG limit remains fairly constant at all radii. Our SN halos, although cored in name, continue to increase slowly towards the centre in all cases. It is this behaviour that forces the TG limit to fall slightly (a factor of 2 or so only in these cases) from slightly outside the centre. If the density increases relatively rapidly, the phase space density increases towards the TG limit (also towards the Fermi limit). As it does so, the classical pressure required for hydrostatic equilibrium (P_{ν,c} ∝ ρ_ν σ^2_ν ) is gradually replaced by Fermi pressure (P_{ν,f} ∝ ρ^{5/3}ν ) causing the VD to decrease, and hence the TG limit to decrease. Since we cannot decrease the SN density any further (without sacrificing our fits to the stellar losVDs), if the SN particle mass is too small, then the TG limit will dip below the required density and will be unfeasible.

– 5 –

dSph RM W Lv ρo,∗ r∗ γ∗ ρo,ν rν β χ2 /n M300 Old mν Our mν kpc 105 L⊙ 10−3 L⊙pc−3 pc M⊙pc−3 pc 107 M⊙ eV eV Carina 101±5 4.4 ± 1.1 25 310 5.5 0.18+0.088−0.01 518+299−255 0.3+0.35−0.9 13.7/22 1.57+0.15−0.18 470+80−55 270+150−70 Fornax 138±8 158 ± 16 35 650 3.5 0.125+0.031−0.024 622+123−106 0.0+0.2−0.25 58.6/43 1.17+0.19−0.17 280+40−30 250+30−30 Sculptor 87±4 28 ± 4 130 135 2.0 0.316+0.411−0.155 307+209−131 0.5+0.35−0.8 23.3/33 1.91+0.29−0.51 565+105−70 370+130−100 Sextans 95±4 6.3 ± 1.4 1.2 500 2.5 0.07+0.37−0.04 394+321−235 −0.2+0.5−1.8 23.3/20 0.52+0.61−0.23 350+70−45 380+200−110 Leo I 257±8 48 ± 5 65 600 6.0 0.095+0.055−0.012 1172+6300−672 0.17+0.33−0.67 3.3/15 1.02+0.27−0.08 450+70−50 160+130−115 Leo II 233±15 7.6 ± 3 45 245 4.0 0.271+2.33−0.126 239+465−185 0.3+0.6−2.3 14.1/15 1.25+0.26−0.51 490+80−55 460+470−240

Table 1: Here we list all the parameters and results pertaining to the fits of our cored sterile neutrino halos to the six dSphs

and the best fit light profiles for each dSph. Also given are the sterile neutrino mass within 300 pc and the minimum mass of sterile neutrino particle that we calculate can exist in hydrostatic equilibrium. These are compared to the traditional Tremaine-Gunn limits (Madsen 1991). In each case, the velocity anisotropies are constant. The distances and luminosities of the dSphs are all taken from Table 1 of Angus (2008), where the original references are given. Error bars on the three free fit parameters are at the 1-σ error and these propogate simply into the minimum neutrino mass and M300 .

This can be thought of another way: the more cuspy the SN density needs to be, the larger the SN particle mass must be to evade the TG limit. It is by increasing the SN particle mass, that we increase the TG limit at all radii and choose the mass that causes the TG limit to drop to the required density only at the centre.

The minimum SN masses required for our six dSphs are given in Table 1 and are plotted against dSph luminosity in Fig 2. Interestingly, although the two Leo dSphs provide the extremes of the preferred particle mass (160^{+130}_{−115} and 460^{+470}_{−240} for Leo I and II respectively), the other four lie in a relatively tight range between 250 and 380 eV . Surprisingly, there exists a tiny 10 eV interval (270-280 eV ) which all six dSphs are consistent with at 1-σ. This minimum SN particle mass is significantly smaller, in all but the case of Sextans, than the traditional estimates of the TG limit (given in Table 1) found using Eq 2 of [32].

Our approach also improves the limits on the lowest allowed SN mass because we do not need to assume a relation between the stellar losVD and the velocity dispersion of the SNs (we solve directly for it). In five of the six cases, the SN VD is 20-100% larger than the stellar losVD, leaving the unusual case of Leo I which prefers a very large core - meaning a lower mass SN with a larger velocity dispersion can be accomodated. Furthermore, since we use cored neutrino halo models, we allow less massive neutrinos than cuspier halos would allow.

[33] proposed the common mass scale where each dSph dark halo should have ∼ 10^7M_⊙ within 300 pc, the ultra-faint dSphs [34, 35, 36, 37, 38] discovered by the SDSS should pose a more stringent test for us. However, their small samples of stars mean we cannot reliably use our method to determine an equilibrium configuration for the SNs. In addition, questions have been raised by [39] and [27] about how well interlopers have been dealt with in these systems. Therefore, our limits should be the strongest and most reliable ones possible.

On the same topic, our cored halo models offer a sanity check on the cuspier halo models used to constrain the mass within 300 pc (M_{300}) for all dSphs by [33]. Like [33], our M_{300}s do not appear to be correlated with satellite luminosity, although the preferred common mass scale is very slightly (10-20%) higher.

– 6 –

5. Summary and Conclusion

We have taken the data of [22] on the line of sight velocity dispersions of six dwarf spheroidal galaxies (dSphs) and fitted cored sterile neutrino halos assuming some anisotropic orbits for the stars. From this we solved for the velocity dispersion of the dark halos at all radii by solving the equation of state for a partially degenerate neutrino gas. This allowed us to infer the lower limit on the dark matter particle mass (assuming it is a sterile neutrino) and found it is in the range 160-460 eV . This limit is lower than estimates achieved with the traditional Tremaine-Gunn approach and intriguingly, there exists a range of minimum sterile neutrino mass (270-280 eV ) which is consistent with all six dSphs at the 1-σ level.

6. Acknowledgments

GWA’s research is supported by the University of Torino and Regione Piemonte. Partial support from the INFN grant PD51 is also gratefully acknowledged as are the insightful comments of the anonymous referee.

References

[1] Z. Ahmed, D. S. Akerib, S. Arrenberg, and M. J. Attisha, Search for Weakly Interacting Massive Particles with the First Five-Tower Data from the Cryogenic Dark Matter Search at the Soudan Underground Laboratory, Physical Review Letters 102 (Jan., 2009) 011301–+, [arXiv:0802.3530].

[2] L. Bergstrom, Dark Matter Candidates, preprint(ArXiv:0903.4849) (Mar., 2009) [arXiv:0903.4849].

[3] S. Dodelson and L. M. Widrow, Sterile neutrinos as dark matter, Physical Review Letters 72 (Jan., 1994) 17–20, [arXiv:hep-ph/9303287].

[4] M. Viel, J. Lesgourgues, M. G. Haehnelt, S. Matarrese, and A. Riotto, Constraining warm dark matter candidates including sterile neutrinos and light gravitinos with WMAP and the Lyman-α forest, Phys. Rev. D 71 (Mar., 2005) 063534–+, [arXiv:astro-ph/0501562].

[5] U. Seljak, A. Makarov, P. McDonald, and H. Trac, Can Sterile Neutrinos Be the Dark Matter?, Physical Review Letters 97 (Nov., 2006) 191303–+, [arXiv:astro-ph/0602430].

[6] S. Dodelson, A. Melchiorri, and A. Slosar, Is Cosmology Compatible with Sterile Neutrinos?, Physical Review Letters 97 (July, 2006) 041301–+, [arXiv:astro-ph/0511500].

– 7 –

[7] K. Abazajian and S. M. Koushiappas, Constraints on sterile neutrino dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 74 (July, 2006) 023527–+, [arXiv:astro-ph/0605271].

[8] P. L. Biermann and A. Kusenko, Relic keV Sterile Neutrinos and Reionization, Physical Review Letters 96 (Mar., 2006) 091301–+, [arXiv:astro-ph/0601004].

[9] J. Stasielak, P. L. Biermann, and A. Kusenko, Thermal Evolution of the Primordial Clouds in Warm Dark Matter Models with keV Sterile Neutrinos, ApJ 654 (Jan., 2007) 290–303, [arXiv:astro-ph/0606435].

[10] M. Maltoni and T. Schwetz, Sterile neutrino oscillations after first MiniBooNE results, Phys. Rev. D 76 (Nov., 2007) 093005–+, [arXiv:0705.0107].

[11] C. Giunti and M. Laveder, ν_e disappearance in MiniBooNE, Phys. Rev. D 77 (May, 2008) 093002–+, [arXiv:0707.4593].

[12] A. Melchiorri, O. Mena, S. Palomares-Ruiz, S. Pascoli, A. Slosar, and M. Sorel, Sterile neutrinos in light of recent cosmological and oscillation data: a multi-flavor scheme approach, Journal of Cosmology and Astro-Particle Physics 1 (Jan., 2009) 36–+, [arXiv:0810.5133].

[13] M. A. Acero and J. Lesgourgues, Cosmological constraints on a light nonthermal sterile neutrino, Phys. Rev. D 79 (Feb., 2009) 045026–+, [arXiv:0812.2249].

[14] A. Kusenko, Sterile neutrinos: the dark side of the light fermions,

preprint(ArXiv:0906.2968) (June, 2009) [arXiv:0906.2968].

[15] A. Klypin, A. V. Kravtsov, O. Valenzuela, and F. Prada, Where Are the Missing Galactic Satellites?, ApJ 522 (Sept., 1999) 82–92, [arXiv:astro-ph/9901240].

[16] B. Moore, S. Ghigna, F. Governato, G. Lake, T. Quinn, J. Stadel, and P. Tozzi, Dark Matter Substructure within Galactic Halos, ApJ 524 (Oct., 1999) L19–L22, [arXiv:astro-ph/9907411].

[17] S. S. McGaugh and W. J. G. de Blok, Testing the Hypothesis of Modified Dynamics with Low Surface Brightness Galaxies and Other Evidence, ApJ 499 (May, 1998) 66–+, [arXiv:astro-ph/9801102].

[18] G. Gentile, P. Salucci, U. Klein, D. Vergani, and P. Kalberla, The cored distribution of dark matter in spiral galaxies, MNRAS 351 (July, 2004) 903–922, [arXiv:astro-ph/0403154].

[19] A. Aguilar, L. B. Auerbach, R. L. Burman, D. O. Caldwell, E. D. Church, A. K.

Cochran, J. B. Donahue, and A. Fazely, Evidence for neutrino oscillations from the observation , Phys. Rev. D 64 (Dec., 2001) 112007–+, [arXiv:hep-ex/0104049].

[20] A. Boyarsky, O. Ruchayskiy, and D. Iakubovskyi, A lower bound on the mass of dark matter particles, Journal of Cosmology and Astro-Particle Physics 3 (Mar., 2009) 5–+, [arXiv:0808.3902].

– 8 –

[21] S. Tremaine and J. E. Gunn, Dynamical role of light neutral leptons in cosmology, Physical Review Letters 42 (Feb., 1979) 407–410.

[22] M. G. Walker, M. Mateo, E. W. Olszewski, O. Y. Gnedin, X. Wang, B. Sen, and M. Woodroofe, Velocity Dispersion Profiles of Seven Dwarf Spheroidal Galaxies, ApJ 667 (Sept., 2007) L53–L56, [arXiv:0708.0010].

[23] G. W. Angus and A. Diaferio, Resolving the timing problem of the globular clusters orbiting the Fornax dwarf galaxy, MNRAS 396 (June, 2009) 887–893, [arXiv:0903.2874].

[24] N. W. Evans, J. An, and M. G. Walker, Cores and cusps in the dwarf spheroidals, MNRAS 393 (Feb., 2009) L50–L54, [arXiv:0811.1488].

[25] L. E. Strigari, J. S. Bullock, M. Kaplinghat, A. V. Kravtsov, O. Y. Gnedin, K. Abazajian, and A. A. Klypin, A Large Dark Matter Core in the Fornax Dwarf Spheroidal Galaxy?, ApJ 652 (Nov., 2006) 306–312, [arXiv:astro-ph/0603775].

[26] J. I. Read, T. Goerdt, B. Moore, A. P. Pontzen, J. Stadel, and G. Lake, Dynamical friction in constant density cores: a failure of the Chandrasekhar formula, MNRAS 373 (Dec., 2006) 1451–1460, [arXiv:astro-ph/0606636].

[27] A. L. Serra, G. W. Angus, and A. Diaferio, Implications for dwarf spheroidal mass content from interloper removal, ArXiv e-prints (July, 2009) [arXiv:0907.3691].

[28] R. R. Muñoz, S. R. Majewski, and K. V. Johnston, Modeling the Structure and Dynamics of Dwarf Spheroidal Galaxies with Dark Matter and Tides, ApJ 679 (May, 2008) 346–372, [arXiv:0712.4312].

[29] G. W. Angus, B. Famaey, and A. Diaferio, Equilibrium configurations of 11eV sterile neutrinos in MONDian galaxy clusters, preprint(ArXiv:0906.3322) (June, 2009) [arXiv:0906.3322].

[30] G. Gentile, H. S. Zhao, and B. Famaey, Neutrinos as galactic dark matter in the Ursa Major galaxy group?, MNRAS 385 (Mar., 2008) L68–L72, [arXiv:0712.1816].

[31] G. W. Angus, Dwarf spheroidals in MOND., MNRAS 387 (2008) 1481–1488, [arXiv:0804.3812].

[32] J. Madsen, Generalized Tremaine-Gunn limits for bosons and fermions, Phys. Rev. D 44 (Aug., 1991) 999–1006.

[33] L. E. Strigari, J. S. Bullock, M. Kaplinghat, J. D. Simon, M. Geha, B. Willman, and M. G. Walker, A common mass scale for satellite galaxies of the Milky Way, Nature 454 (Aug., 2008) 1096–1097, [arXiv:0808.3772].

[34] B. Willman, M. Masjedi, D. W. Hogg, J. J. Dalcanton, D. Martinez-Delgado, M. Blanton, A. A. West, A. Dotter, and B. Chaboyer, Willman 1 - A Galactic Satellite at 40 kpc With Multiple Stellar Tails, ArXiv Astrophysics e-prints (Mar., 2006) [arXiv:astro-ph/0603486].

– 9 –

[35] D. B. Zucker, V. Belokurov, N. W. Evans, J. T. Kleyna, M. J. Irwin, M. I.

Wilkinson, M. Fellhauer, D. M. Bramich, G. Gilmore, H. J. Newberg, B. Yanny, J. A. Smith, P. C. Hewett, E. F. Bell, H.-W. Rix, O. Y. Gnedin, S. Vidrih, R. F. G. Wyse, B. Willman, E. K. Grebel, D. P. Schneider, T. C. Beers, A. Y. Kniazev, J. C. Barentine, H. Brewington, J. Brinkmann, M. Harvanek, S. J. Kleinman, J. Krzesinski, D. Long, A. Nitta, and S. A. Snedden, A Curious Milky Way Satellite in Ursa Major, ApJ 650 (Oct., 2006) L41–L44, [arXiv:astro-ph/0606633].

[36] V. Belokurov, D. B. Zucker, N. W. Evans, G. Gilmore, S. Vidrih, D. M. Bramich, H. J. Newberg, R. F. G. Wyse, M. J. Irwin, M. Fellhauer, P. C. Hewett, N. A. Walton, M. I. Wilkinson, N. Cole, B. Yanny, C. M. Rockosi, T. C. Beers, E. F. Bell, J. Brinkmann, Ž. Ivezić, and R. Lupton, The Field of Streams: Sagittarius and Its Siblings, ApJ 642 (May, 2006) L137–L140, [arXiv:astro-ph/0605025].

[37] V. Belokurov, N. W. Evans, M. J. Irwin, D. Lynden-Bell, B. Yanny, S. Vidrih, G. Gilmore, G. Seabroke, D. B. Zucker, M. I. Wilkinson, P. C. Hewett, D. M. Bramich, M. Fellhauer, H. J. Newberg, R. F. G. Wyse, T. C. Beers, E. F. Bell, J. C. Barentine, J. Brinkmann, N. Cole, K. Pan, and D. G. York, An Orphan in the “Field of Streams”, ApJ 658 (Mar., 2007) 337–344, [arXiv:astro-ph/0605705].

[38] J. D. Simon and M. Geha, The Kinematics of the Ultra-faint Milky Way Satellites:

Solving the Missing Satellite Problem, ApJ 670 (Nov., 2007) 313–331, [arXiv:0706.0516].

[39] M. Niederste-Ostholt, V. Belokurov, N. W. Evans, G. Gilmore, R. F. G. Wyse, and J. E. Norris, The Origin of Segue 1, preprint(ArXiv:0906.3669) (June, 2009) [arXiv:0906.3669].

– 10 –

Figure 1: Each row refers to a specific dwarf spheroidal (identified in the left hand panel), whereas the columns are properties of that dwarf spheroidal. In the left hand panels we plot the 3-D density against radius for the best fit sterile neutrino halo (solid), and the corresponding TG limit (dashed). In addition we plot the King model stellar density (dotted, with M/L=1) and overplot the best fit cored density model of Eq 1. In the central panels we plot the inferred 3-D velocity dispersion of the sterile neutrinos (dashed) required for their hydrostatic equilibrium, and the projected stellar line of sight velocity dispersions (solid) - which are fitted to the data points (asterix symbols) from Walker et al. (2007). The dotted lines are the upper and lower 1-σ errors given by the extremes of velocity anisotropy. In the right hand panels we plot enclosed sterile neutrino halo (solid) and stellar (dotted) masses against radius.

– 11 –

Figure 2: The left hand figure shows the minumum sterile neutrino masses plotted against their luminosities. The thin dashed strip shows the range of neutrino masses that are consistent with all six dSphs at the 1-σ level. In the right hand figure, we plot M_{300} against luminosity. Our six dSphs seem to prefer a slightly higher value of M_{300} than the value deduced in Strigari et al. (2008), perhaps only due to the different dark matter density profiles and velocity anisotropies.

– 12 –