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Long and short gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) are thought to arise from different and unrelated
astrophysical progenitors. The association of long GRBs with supernovae (SNe) and the difference
in the distributions of galactocentric offsets of long and short GRBs within their host galaxies have
often been considered strong evidence of their unrelated origins. Long GRBs have been thought to
result from the collapse of single massive stars, while short GRBs come from mergers of compact
object binaries. Our present study challenges this conventional view. We demonstrate that the
observational properties, such as the association with SNe and the different galactic offsets, are
naturally explained within the framework of the binary-driven hypernova model, suggesting an
evolutionary connection between long and short GRBs.

I. INTRODUCTION

The binary nature of short gamma-ray bursts (GRBs)
was recognized and widely accepted since the first pro-
posals based on mergers of binaries formed of two neu-
tron stars (NS-NS) or an NS and a black hole (NS-BH;
e.g. [1–4]). On the other hand, long GRBs have been
mostly considered to arise from the core-collapse of a sin-
gle massive star into a BH (or a magnetar), a collapsar
[5], surrounded by a massive accretion disk [6, 7].

Therefore, the above theoretical models of long and
short GRBs have treated them as two different and un-
related classes of astrophysical sources from different pro-
genitors. This assumption has been further enhanced by
the fact that only the long GRBs are associated with su-
pernovae (SNe) and by the differences in the observed
projected galactocentric offsets of short and long GRBs
in the host galaxies. This work shows that such apparent
differences are instead explained through an evolutionary
connection between the long and the short GRBs that
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naturally arises when considering the role of binaries in
the stellar evolution of massive stars.

Indeed, multiwavelength observations in the interven-
ing years point to a key role of binaries in the evolution
of massive stars and GRBs. The BeppoSAX satellite ca-
pabilities led to the discovery of the X-ray afterglow of
GRBs [8], and the accurate position, which allowed the
optical follow-up by ground-based telescopes, led to two
major results: determining the GRB cosmological nature
[9] and observing long GRBs in temporal and spatial co-
incidence with type Ic SNe. The first GRB-SN associa-
tion was GRB 980425-SN 1998bw [10]. The follow-up by
the Neil Gehrels Swift Observatory [11–13] of the optical
afterglow has confirmed about twenty GRB-SN associa-
tions [14–18]. The SNe Ic associated with the long GRBs
show similar optical luminosity and peak time indepen-
dent of the GRB energetics, which spans nearly seven
orders of magnitude in the sample of GRB-SN (see Ref.
[18], for details). Explaining the GRB-SN association is
one of the most stringent constraints for GRB models.

GRB-SN systems are related to massive star explosions
[19–21], and most massive stars belong to binaries [22,
23]. The SN associated with long GRBs are of type Ic,
and theoretical models and simulations show that they
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are more plausibly explained via binary interactions to
aid the hydrogen and helium layers of the pre-SN star
to be ejected [24–30]. Further discussion on binary and
single-star model progenitors of GRB-SNe can be found
in Aimuratov et al. [18].

The above theoretical and observational considerations
suggest that long GRBs associated with SNe likely occur
in binaries. A possible crucial role of binaries in GRBs
had been envisaged in Fryer et al. [31]. The binary-driven
hypernova (BdHN) model has proposed a binary progen-
itor for long GRBs to respond to the above exigences.
In this model, the GRB-SN event arises from a binary
comprising a carbon-oxygen (CO) star and an NS com-
panion. The collapse of the iron core of the CO star leads
to a newborn NS (νNS) and a type Ic SN. The explosion
and expelled matter in the presence of the NS companion
in a tight orbit triggers a series of physical processes that
lead to the observed emission episodes (see, e.g., Refs.
[18, 32–38], and references therein). Most relevant is the
hypercritical accretion of SN ejecta onto the νNS and NS
companion [39], allowed by the copious emission of MeV-
neutrinos [35, 40]. The accretion rate, highly dependent
on the orbital period, leads to various BdHN types.

In the few-minute-orbital-period CO-NS binaries, the
NS reaches the critical mass, collapsing into a rotating
(Kerr) BH. These systems are called BdHN I and are
the most energetic long GRBs with an energy release
≳ 1052 erg. Some examples are GRB 130427A [41], GRB
180720B [42], and GRB 190114C [43, 44]. The accretion
rate is lower in less compact binaries with periods from
tens of minutes to hours, so the NS remains stable as
a more massive, fast-rotating NS. These systems, called
BdHNe II, release energies ∼ 1050–1052 erg. An example
is GRB 190829A [45]. Wide CO-NS binaries with periods
of up to days, called BdHNe III, release ≲ 1050 erg, such
as GRB 171205A [46].

The above picture predicts that BdHN events (long
GRBs) may lead to three possible fates of the CO-NS
binary: an NS-BH (BdHNe I) and NS-NS (BdHNe II) or
two runaway NSs (most BdHNe III). The gravitational
wave (GW) emission will lead the new compact-object
binaries that remain bound to merge, producing short
GRBs [33, 47–49]. We refer to this evolutionary process
as the long-short GRB connection. We have recently per-
formed a suite of numerical simulations to determine the
binary parameters that form NS-BH, NS-NS, and those
that become unbound by BdHN events [50]. Here, we use
those new results to assess the long-short GRB connec-
tion from the theoretical and observational viewpoint. In
particular, we analyze information from the GRB density
rates, the distribution as a function of redshift, the host
galaxy types, and the projected offset position of long
and short GRBs.

Section II summarizes the observational constraints for
the long-short GRB connection imposed by the observed
GRB populations, density rates, the host galaxies, and
the sources’ position projected offsets. Section III shows
the main results of the three-dimensional numerical sim-

ulations of the BdHN scenario relevant to the analysis of
this work. Specifically, we calculate the merger times and
the difference of the position offsets between the long and
short GRBs, predicted by the BdHN model simulations.
In section IV, we discuss our results and draw the main
conclusions.

II. OBSERVATIONAL CONSTRAINTS FOR
THE LONG-SHORT GRB CONNECTION

A. GRB density rates

A clue for the long-short GRB connection may arise
from the GRB occurrence rates. Here, we use the rates
estimated in Ruffini et al. [47], following the method by
Sun et al. [51]. Suppose ∆Ni bursts are detected by
various instruments in a logarithmic luminosity bin from
logL to logL+∆ logL. Thus, the total local density rate
between observed minimum and maximum luminosities
Lmin and Lmax can be estimated as

R =
∑
i

Lmax∑
Lmin

4π

ΩiTi

1

ln 10

1

g(L)

∆Ni

∆ logL

∆L

L
, (1)

where Ωi and Ti are the instrument field of view and
observing time, g(L) =

∫ zmax

0
(1+ z)−1dV (z), being V (z)

the comoving volume given in a flat ΛCDM cosmology by
dV (z)/dz = (c/H0)4πd

2
L/[(1 + z2)

√
ΩM (1 + z)3) + ΩΛ,

withH0 the Hubble constant, dL the luminosity distance,
ΩM and ΩΛ the cosmology matter and dark energy den-
sity parameters, and zmax is the maximum redshift at
which a burst of luminosity L can be detected. We refer
the reader to Section 10 in [47] for further details.
Using a sample of 233 long bursts with Eiso ≳ 1052

erg, peak energy 0.2 ≲ Ep ≲ 2 MeV, and measured red-
shifts 0.169 ≤ z ≤ 9.3, Ruffini et al. [47] estimated the
observed (isotropic) density rate of BdHN I, RI ≈ 0.7–
0.9 Gpc−3 yr−1. As expected from the above definitions,
this rate agrees with the estimated rate of the so-called
high-luminous (L ≳ 1050 erg s−1) long GRBs, e.g., 0.6–
1.9 Gpc−3 yr−1 [52] and 0.7–0.9 Gpc−3 yr−1 [51].
As discussed in [33], the BdHN I subclass can arise

from a small subset of the ultra-stripped binaries. The
rate of ultra-stripped binaries, RUSB, is expected to be
0.1%-–1% of the total SN Ic [53]. The rate of SN Ic
(not the total core-collapse SN) has been estimated to
be RSNIc ≈ 2.6 × 104 Gpc−3 yr−1 [see, e.g., 54]. This
estimate is compatible with more recent estimates, e.g.,
RSNIc ∼ 2.4 × 104 Gpc−3 yr−1 [55]. Therefore, the rate
of ultra-stripped binaries may be RUSB ∼ 24–240 Gpc3

yr−1, which implies that ∼ 0.4%-–4% of them may ex-
plain the BdHNe I observed population.
Turning now to the BdHNe II and III, the above

method leads to the total density rate RII+III ≈ 66–145
Gpc−3 yr−1, which was estimated in [47] with a sample
of 10 long bursts with Eiso ≲ 1052 erg, 4 ≲ Ep ≲ 200
keV, and measured redshifts 0.0085 ≤ z ≤ 1.096. As
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TABLE I. Summary of some physical and observational properties of the GRB subclasses relevant for this work. The first
three columns indicate the GRB subclass name and the corresponding pre-BdHN and post-BdHN binaries. In columns 4 and
5, we list the ranges of peak energy (Ep,i) and isotropic energy released (Eiso) (rest-frame 1–104 keV). Columns 6 and 7 lists
the maximum observed redshift and the local observed rate R obtained in Ruffini et al. [47].

Subclass Pre-BdHN Post-BdHN Ep,i Eiso zmax R

(MeV) (erg) (Gpc−3yr−1)

BdHN I CO-NS NS-BH ∼ 0.2–2 ∼ 1052–1054 9.3 0.77+0.09
−0.08

BdHN II+III CO-NS NS-NS ≲ 0.2 ∼ 1048–1052 1.096 100+45
−34

S-GRF NS-NS NS ≲ 2 ∼ 1049–1052 2.609 3.6+1.4
−1.0

S-GRB NS-NS BH ≳ 2 ∼ 1052–1053 5.52
(
1.9+1.8

−1.1

)
× 10−3

U-GRB NS-BH BH ≳ 2 ≳ 1052 ≲ zImax ≲ RI

expected from the above features, this rate agrees with
independent estimates of the density rate of the so-
called low-luminous (L ≲ 1048 erg s−1) long GRBs, e.g.,
148–677 Gpc−3 yr−1 [56], 155–1000 Gpc−3 yr−1 [54],
∼ 200 Gpc−3 yr−1 [57], and 99–262 Gpc−3 yr−1 [51].
Therefore, the BdHNe II and III dominate the long GRB
rate, i.e., Rlong ≡ RI+II+III ≈ RII+III.

Let us now discuss the post-BdHN binaries formed by
the BdHNe I, II, and III. The (pre-BdHN ) CO-NS pro-
genitors of BdHNe I have orbital periods of a few min-
utes, so most of them remain bound after the SN ex-
plosion [33, 36]. The bursts from the NS-BH mergers
formed after BdHNe I are expected to have compact and
potentially low-mass disks, leading to very short dura-
tions. Hence, they have been called ultra-short GRBs
(U-GRBs). The above properties make U-GRBs hard to
detect, and it is thought that no U-GRB has been ob-
served [33]. Thus, we can assume the rate of BdHN I
as the upper limit to the U-GRBs from NS-BH mergers,
i.e., RU-GRB ≲ RI.

In BdHNe II and III, the SN can either disrupt the
binary, leading to runaway NSs, or, if it remains bound,
to an NS-NS binary. The mergers of the NS-NS binaries
are expected to produce short GRBs. As for BdHN I
and II energy separatrix of ∼ 1052 erg related to the
energy required to bring the NS companion to the crit-
ical mass for BH formation, in Ruffini et al. [47, 48],
two subclasses of short bursts from NS-NS mergers have
been distinguished. The mergers that overcome the NS
critical mass, so those forming a BH, should release an
energy ≳ 1052 erg. These systems have been called
authentic short GRBs (S-GRBs). The NS-NS merg-
ers leading to a stable, massive NS have been called
short gamma-ray flashes (S-GRFs) and release ≲ 1052

erg. It has been there estimated that RS-GRF ≈ 4 Gpc3

yr−1 and RS-GRB ≈ 0.002 Gpc3 yr−1. Hence, the S-
GRFs dominate the rate of short bursts, i.e., Rshort ≡
RS-GRF + RS-GRB + RU-GRB ≈ RS-GRF. This implies
that NS-NS mergers dominate the observed local short
GRB rate. The above estimates agree with independent
assessments of the short GRB rate [see Table 2 in 58, for
a summary], and the current upper limit of AT 2017gfo

kilonova-like events < 900 Gpc3 yr−1 [59]. We refer to
Mandel and Broekgaarden [60] for a recent review.
We summarize in Table I all the above information

for the various BdHN and short GRB subclasses. The
fact that Rlong > R short supports the expectation that
the SN event disrupts a non-negligible fraction of bina-
ries. Indeed, if we require the short-burst population to
derive from the long-burst population, the fraction of bi-
naries that remain bound should be Rshort/Rlong ≈ 2%–
8%. Thus, the SN explosion would disrupt the 92%–
98% of NS-NS binaries from BdHNe II and III. How-
ever, the latter dominates the percentage of unbound
systems given their much wider pre-SN orbits [50]. Inter-
estingly, this inferred ∼ 1% fraction of survived NS-NS
binaries only based on the GRB rates and the BdHN
prediction that short GRBs are long GRB descendants
agrees with estimates from population synthesis simu-
lations [see, e.g., 61–65, and references therein]. See
also Kochanek et al. [66], Chrimes et al. [67], Luitel and
Rangelov [68], Chrimes et al. [69], for more recent analy-
ses. All the above has triggered new observational cam-
paigns searching for bound or ejected companions of SN
explosions [see, e.g., 69–74, and references therein].

B. GRB redshift distribution

In Bianco et al. [75], the redshift distribution of a sam-
ple of 301 GRBs observed by Swift before December 2018
was analyzed. Based on the definition of long GRB types
within the BdHN scenario and that of short GRBs, the
above Swift sample was subdivided into three subsam-
ples: 216 BdHNe I, 64 BdHNe II and III, and 21 short
GRBs. The redshift distribution of the BdHNe I subsam-
ple shows a single peak between z ∼ 2 and z ∼ 2.5 and a
sort of plateau for 0.5 ≲ z ≲ 2. The distribution of the
subsample formed by BdHNe II and III shows a single
peak around z ∼ 1. Therefore, the distribution of BdHN
I+II+III has a double-peak structure [75], which, as ex-
pected, agrees with previous analysis of the long GRB
population (see, e.g., [52, 76], and Fig. 8 in Grieco et al.
[77]). The sample of short GRBs shows a single peak at
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z ≲ 0.5. In this paper, we updated this GRB sample
by considering 34 additional short GRBs until the end
of 2023. The total number of short GRBs in this new
sample is, therefore, 55, and the total number of GRBs
in the entire sample is 335. Figure 1 shows the distri-
butions of the BdHNe I (upper panel), BdHNe II+III
(middle panel), and short GRBs (lower panel) subsam-
ples. It shows the following qualitative features:

• The BdHN I population is responsible for the long
GRB peak at zIp ∼ 2–2.5 [75]. The BdHN II+III

distribution peaks at zII+III
p ≈ 0.72. One of the rea-

sons for zIp > zII+III
p is the BdHN I higher energet-

ics, which allows their detection at larger redshifts.

• The distributions of BdHNe II+III and short GRBs
show a similar shape [75]. The former is wider than
the latter, and their peaks occur at slightly differ-
ent redshifts. The peak of the short GRB distri-
bution occurs at zshortp ≈ 0.42, which is lower than

zII+III
p ≈ 0.72 by ∆z ≈ 0.3.

We have performed a Kolmogorov-Smirnov test on the
relation hypothesis between the BdHN I, BdHN II+III
and short GRB distributions. The following conclusions
can be drawn:

• The p-value testing the BdHN I and short GRB
distribution similarity is 4.5×10−10. This very low
value suggests their relationship is unlikely.

• The p-value testing the BdHN II+III and short
GRB distribution similarity is 0.011. This much
larger value indicates similarity. The difference in
the position of the peaks dominates the difference
in the distributions. In fact, by shifting any of
the distributions by the difference of their peaks,
∆z ≈ 0.3, the p-value increases to ≈ 0.35.

The above results agree with our previous conclusions
based on the GRB density rates: the observed popula-
tion of short GRBs appears dominated by NS-NS merg-
ers and not by NS-BH mergers, so it is not evolution-
arily connected with the BdHN I population but with
that of BdHNe II and III, i.e., the latter may form the
NS-NS binaries that become the short GRB progeni-
tors. This conclusion finds further support from the es-
timated merger times. The most recent numerical simu-
lations of the BdHN scenario [50] lead to a wide range of
merger timescales ∼ 104–109 yr (see Fig. 2 below). The
rapidly merging binaries are those of short orbital peri-
ods, so they are mostly NS-BH, which have merger times
τmerger ∼ 10 kyr [33]. As we discussed above, those NS-
BH are post-BdHN I products. Thus, given the peak of
the BdHN I distribution at z ∼ 2 and the NS-BH short
merging times, these binaries should not be expected to
contribute to the short GRB population at low redshifts.
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FIG. 1. Distributions of a sample of 335 GRBs as a func-
tion of the cosmological redshift. The sample is divided into
three subsamples: BdHNe I (upper panel, 216 sources, gray),
BdHNe II+III (middle panel, 64 sources, orange), and short
GRBs (lower panel, 55 sources, green). This GRB sample is
an updated version, with 34 additional short GRBs until the
end of 2023, of the one considered by Bianco et al. [75]. We
refer to Sec. 6 of Bianco et al. [75] for additional details on
the definition of the sample.

C. GRB host galaxies and projected offsets

Concerning the short GRB host galaxies, Nugent et al.
[78] shows that 84% are star-forming, like long GRB
hosts. This fraction decreases significantly at low red-
shift (z ≲ 0.25), in line with galaxy evolution. Inter-
estingly, high-mass galaxies are less abundant among the
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short GRB hosts than field galaxies, which becomes more
evident at z ≳ 0.5 and more similar to the analogous dis-
tribution for long GRB hosts. Moreover, they found evi-
dence for both a short delay-time population, mostly for
star-forming hosts at z > 1, and a long delay-time one,
which becomes prevalent at lower redshift in quiescent
hosts.

The projected physical offsets from the host galaxy
center of short GRBs are, on average, larger than those
of long GRBs. Recent work by Fong et al. [79] including
90 short GRB host galaxies, the majority of which are
robust associations, finds offsets ranging from a fraction
of kpc to ≈ 60 kpc, with a median offset value 5–8 kpc
(see also O’Connor et al. 80). These values must be com-
pared with the median value of long GRBs of 1.28 kpc.
Indeed, 90% of long GRB offsets are < 5 kpc [81].
The above observational properties evidence that, for

long and short GRBs to share a common progenitor,
the delay time distribution of the compact-object binary
mergers must include short and long values. We shall
discuss these points in the next section.

III. POST-BDHN NS-NS/NS-BH TIME AND
DISTANCE TRAVELED TO MERGER

We have recently presented in Becerra et al. [50] a new
set of numerical simulations performed with the SN-SPH
code [82] of the evolution of the binary system from the
CO star SN explosion. The code follows the structure
evolution of the νNS and the NS companion as they move
and accrete matter from the SN ejecta. The initial setup
has been described in detail in Becerra et al. [36] (see
also [38]).

The code tracks the SN ejecta and point-mass parti-
cles’ position and velocity. The total energy of the evolv-
ing νNS-NS system, Etot, is given by the sum of the total
kinetic energy relative to the binary’s center of mass and
the gravitational binding energy. The system is bound
if Etot < 0. In that case, the orbital separation can be
determined from the binary total energy, the orbital pe-
riod from Kepler’s law, and the eccentric from the orbital
angular momentum [see 50, for further details].

To examine the conditions under which the binary re-
mains bound, we perform simulations for various ini-
tial orbital periods, keeping fixed the initial mass of the
NS companion, MNS,i = 2M⊙, the ZAMS progenitor
of the CO star (Mzams = 25M⊙), and the SN explo-
sion energy. The pre-SN CO star has a total mass of
MCO = 6.8 M⊙ and leaves a νNS of MνNS,i = 1.8 M⊙.
Thus, it ejects Mej ≈ 5 M⊙ in the SN explosion. We
recall that MCO = MνNS,i+Mej. We record the final val-
ues of the νNS mass, MνNS,f , the NS companion mass,
MNS,f , orbital separation, aorb,f , orbital period, Porb,f ,
and eccentricity, ef . Another key quantity is the final
binary center of mass velocity, vcm,f . We end the simu-
lation when most of the ejecta have left the system, i.e.,
when the mass gravitationally bound to the stars (νNS

and NS) is gravitationally negligible, e.g., ≲ 10−3 M⊙.
The final total energy of the systems in the simulations

is well-fitted by the following polynomial function:

Etot,f ≈ −1

2

GMCOMns,i

aorb,i
(a+bx+cx2), x ≡ aorb,iPorb,i

vsn
,

(2)

where vsn =
√
2Esn/Mej is an indicative average expan-

sion velocity of the SN ejecta of massMej. For the present
binary, a = 0.294, the constants b and c depend on the SN
explosion energy and are listed in Table 2 of Becerra et al.
[50]. For example, for Esn = 6.3 × 1050 erg, b = −3.153
and c = 5.219. The maximum initial period for the sys-
tem to hold bound is obtained by setting the final total
energy to zero. In the present example, the energy be-
comes zero at x = 0.115, which implies Porb,max ≈ 7.15
min.
The final bound systems will be compact binary sys-

tems (NS-NS or NS-BH), which will eventually merge
through the emission of gravitational waves. The time to
merger is given by [see, e.g., 83]

τmerger =
c5

G3

5

256

a4orb
µM2

F (e), (3)

F (e) =
48

19

1

g(e)4

∫ e

0

g(e)4(1− e2)5/2

e(1 + 121
304e

2)
de, (4)

where g(e) = e12/19(1 − e2)−1(1 + 121e2/304)870/2299,
being M = m1 + m2, µ = m1m2/M , and e the orbit
total mass, reduced mass, and eccentricity.
We have calculated the time to merger from Eq. (3),

using the parameters obtained from the numerical sim-
ulations, i.e., aorb = aorb,f , m1 = MνNS,f , m2 = MNS,f ,
and e = ef . With this information, the distance trav-
eled by the newly formed compact object binary from
the BdHN event location to the merger site is

d = vcm,f τmerger. (5)

Figure 2 shows τmerger (left axis) and d (right axis) as
a function of aorb,f . We show the results when the CO
star’s companion is an NS of MNS,i = 2M⊙, while we
adopt two models for the CO star. The first is the
model of the previous example, i.e., a CO-evolved star
from a ZAMS progenitor of Mzams = 25M⊙; MCO =
MνNS,i + Mej ≈ 6.8M⊙, where MνNS,i ≈ 1.8M⊙ and
Mej ≈ 5M⊙. The second model is the CO star from a
Mzams = 30M⊙; MCO ≈ 8.9M⊙, where MνNS,i = 1.7M⊙
and Mej ≈ 7.2M⊙. Each point in each curve corresponds
to a different value of the parameter x defined in Eq. (2),
so for fixed initial component masses, ejecta mass, and
SN explosion energy, it explores a range of orbital periods
Porb,i (or, equivalently, aorb,i). In the right panel plot, we
compare the results for a symmetric and asymmetric SN
explosion of the same energy.

For the various SN explosion energies, the left panel
of Fig. 2 shows a range of merger times τmerger = 104–
109 yr. Correspondingly, we obtain systemic velocities
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FIG. 2. Characteristic merger time by gravitational-wave emission (left axis) and distance travel (right axis) for the binary
systems that remain bound (negative total energy) after a BdHN event as a function of the final binary separation. Left: the
initial binary comprises a CO-evolved star from a ZAMS progenitor of Mzams = 25M⊙ and a 2M⊙ NS companion and the
curves correspond to selected SN explosion energies. Right: Simulations for the SN explosion energy 6.30 × 1050 erg for two
CO-evolved stars from ZAMS progenitors: Mzams = 25M⊙ (red) and 30M⊙ (blue). The dashed (solid) curves correspond to
symmetric (asymmetric) SN explosions [see 50, for details].

vcm,f ∼ 10–100 km s−1 for those newly-formed binaries.
From the above, we find that the distance traveled by
these binaries (NS-NS or NS-BH) after the BdHN event
ranges d = 0.01–100 kpc.
The measured projected offsets of long and short GRBs

in the host galaxies differ about one order of magnitude
(see 79 and section II B). While most long GRBs have off-
sets < 5 kpc, with a median value ∼ 1 kpc, short GRBs
show an equally broad distribution but shifted to larger
values by about one decade, that is, from a fraction of
kpc to ≈ 70 kpc. The short GRB offset median is ≈ 8
kpc or ≈ 5 kpc for the golden sample of the most robust
associations. The offsets of the short GRBs in the sample
of Fig. 1 are 0.15–70.19 kpc. This range of values strik-
ingly agrees with that obtained for the distance traveled
by the NS-NS and NS-BH binaries produced by BdHNe.

It is worth mentioning that the above conclusions have
been obtained within the model’s hypotheses and are lim-
ited to the parameter space we have explored. Such a pa-
rameter space (e.g., CO star mass and orbital period) is
not arbitrary; it corresponds to the conditions that, from
our simulations, lead to the three subclasses of BdHNe
(I, II, III). However, these conditions may vary according
to the various physical conditions in population synthe-
sis simulations leading to the pre-BdHN CO-NS binaries.
Such simulations are still missing in the literature and
represent an interesting new research topic.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have reached the following conclusions:

1. GRB rates. The inequality Rshort < Rlong is
explained as follows (see section IIA). First and
foremost, the short GRB is dominated by NS-NS
mergers, and only a subset of the BdHNe can pro-

duce NS-NS (BdHNe II and III). Thus, the subset
leading to short GRBs is given by the BdHNe II
and III that lead to bound NS-NS binaries [50].
Further, BdHNe I lead to NS-BH binaries. These
binaries can produce short GRBs only if the BH is
low enough mass; otherwise, tidal disruption of the
NS by the BH is more likely to occur.

2. Redshift distribution.

First, we have shown in section II B that zIp(≈
2 − 2.5) > zII+III

p (≈ 0.72) (see also Fig. 1), which
reflects the higher energetics of the BdHN I rela-
tive to BdHN II and III that allows their observa-
tion at higher redshifts. Then, we showed that the
short GRB distribution peaks at zshortp ≈ 0.42. The

inequality zshortp ≪ zIp suggests that BdHN I rem-
nant binaries have a negligible role in the distribu-
tion of short GRBs. Indeed, in the BdHN scenario,
BdHNe I produce compact-orbit NS-BH binaries,
rapidly merging on timescales < 105 yr [33]. At the
peak redshift of the BdHN I distribution, zIp ≈ 2–
2.5, such a timescale implies a negligible redshift
interval, so their contribution at zshortp ≈ 0.42 is
negligible. On the other hand, the distribution of
BdHN II+III shows similarities with that of the
short GRBs, and zII+III

p ≈ 0.72, which differs from

zshortp by ∆z = 0.3. The merger timescales of NS-
NS products by BdHN II and III (see Fig. 2) could
explain the time delay (redshift difference) between
the two distributions. The above analysis suggests
a link between the NS-NS remnant binaries from
BdHN II and III as possible progenitors of the
short GRBs. Thus, further detailed calculations are
needed to deepen this connection, such as simulat-
ing the merger time-delay distribution accounting
for the occurrence rate and intrinsic distribution of
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binary periods at different redshifts and the cosmo-
logical expansion. Such a calculation goes beyond
the exploratory character of the present article and
is left for future analyses.

3. Host galaxies. Short-GRB host stellar-
population ages support the picture of a short
delay-time population within young and star-
forming galaxies at z > 0.25, along with a long
delay-time population which characterizes older
and quiescent galaxies at lower z [78]. The above
observations suggest compact-orbit NS-NS binaries
should be more abundant in the former galaxies,
while wide-orbit NS-NS binaries dominate in the
latter. This suggestive information deserves further
attention from combined cosmology and population
synthesis models, which, combined with the BdHN
simulations, could be used to estimate the expected
galactocentric offsets and circum-merger conditions
for NS-NS merging systems (see, e.g., [84]).

4. Galactocentric offsets: The NS-NS produced by
BdHNe II and III have a distribution of binary pe-
riods, eccentricities, and systemic velocities, which
predict a wide distribution of systemic velocities
10–100 km s−1 and merger times 104–109 yr, lead-
ing to distances of 0.01-100 kpc traveled by these
systems from the BdHN site to their merger site at
which the short GRBs are expected to be produced
(see Fig. 2). In the BdHN scenario, this distance
traveled by the post-BdHN binary directly mea-
sures the distance separating the long and short
GRB occurrence sites. Therefore, our modeling
does not give information on the offset of the long
or the short GRB but on their relative offset. In-
deed, most long GRBs have offsets < 5 kpc, while
short GRB offsets span from a fraction of kpc to
≈ 70 kpc. This difference in the offset of about

a decade agrees with the BdHN numerical simula-
tions presented here.

There are additional consequences of the present sce-
nario. Current distributions of merger times and large
systemic post-formation velocities are in tension with ob-
servations of short GRBs in dwarf galaxies. The veloci-
ties larger than the galaxy escape velocities and the long
merger times predict offsets larger than observed would
impede the r-process enrichment of the galaxy [85]. In
this regard, our results imply two possibilities. First, a
population of short-merger-time binaries (< 100 kyr) do
not have time to move outside the dwarf galaxy, even
for velocities larger than the galaxy’s escape velocity.
Second, there are binaries with longer merger times but
with velocities lower than the galaxy’s escape velocity.
The present results, combined with future detailed pop-
ulation studies, may determine the relative relevance of
these systems to explain these observations.
In summary, we have shown that observations of the

GRB density rates and density distribution, the host
galaxy types, and the sources’ projected position offsets
agree with the expectations from the BdHN scenario and
numerical simulations. This constitutes a strong test of
the surprising conclusion, as it may sound: short GRBs
are long GRB descendants.
All the above implies, at the same time, the binary

progenitor nature of long GRBs and, consequently, the
associated preceding binary stellar evolution. Therefore,
further theoretical and observational scrutiny from the
GRB, X-ray binaries, population synthesis, stellar evolu-
tion, and cosmology communities is highly encouraged.
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