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ABSTRACT

W e present a theoretical study of double com pact ob gcts as potential short/hard gam m a—~ray burst
(GRB) progenitors. An updated population synthesis code StarTrack isused to calculate properties of
double neutron stars and black-hole neutron star binaries. W e obtain their form ation rates, estim ate
merger tin es and nally predict theirm ost lkely m erger locations and afterglow properties fordi erent
types of host galaxies. O ur results serve for a direct com parison w ith the recent HETE-IT and SW IF'T
observations of several short bursts, for which afterglow s and host galaxies were detected. W e also
discuss the possble constraints these observations put on the evolutionary m odels of double com pact
ob et form ation. W e em phasize that ourdouble com pact ob fct m odels can successfiilly reproduce at the
sam e tin e short G RB sw ithin both young, star-form ing galaxies €g., GRB 050709 and GRB 051221A),

aswellasw ithin old, elliptical hosts (eg., GRB 050724 and probably GRB 050509B).

Subpct headings: gamm a ray bursts: progenitors |

neutron | black hole physics

1. NTRODUCTION

T he recent detections ofafterglow s for short/hard GRB s
have m ade possbl a breakthrough in the study of this
class of bursts. Swift (G ehrels et al. 2005; Barthelmy et
al. 2005) and HETE-II (V illasenor et al. 2005) ocbserva—
tions led to precise localizations of several short GRBs,
and subsequent llow ~up optical observations allowed for
tentative connections w ith their host galaxies and a m ea—
surem ent of their redshifts. GRB 050509B was found to
lie in the vicinity of a large elliptical galaxy, w ith no cur—
rent star form ation and at a redshift of 0225 G ehrels
et al. 2005). GRB 050709 was found in the outskirts
of a dwarf irreqular galaxy w ith ongoing star form ation
at redshift 01606 #H Pprth et al. 2005; Fox et al. 2005;
Covino et al. 2006), as was GRB 051221A (Soderberg
and Berger 2005, B erger and Soderberg 2005) at redshift
0.5465. GRB 050724 was found w ithin a sm all elliptical
galaxy w ith no current star form ation at a redshift 0of0 258
Berger et al. 2005a). GRB 050813 was found close to a
cluster of galaxies at redshift 1.7-1.9 Berger 2005b), but
no host galaxy has been proposed.

C om pact ob et m ergers from double neutron star (N S—
N S) and black hol neutron star BH-NS) binaries have
been proposed for the rst tine by Paczynski (1986) and
then furtherdiscussed asthe centralenginesofshort GRB s
by num ber of authors (e4g., Eichler et al. 1989; N arayan,
Paczynski & Piran 1992). O bservational constraints on
these populations m ay be obtained only for NSNS sys—
tem s shoe only such binaries are currently observed as
binary pulsars. M erger rates derived from the observed

binaries: close | stars: evolution, form ation,

sam ple of a handfiil of G alactic relativistic NSNS bina-
rieshave been presented by K alogera et al. (2004 and refer—
encestherein) . D ouble com pact ob fctsw ith both neutron
stars and black holes can be studied via population syn-—
thesism ethods (e4g., Lipunov, Postnov & P rokhorov 1997;
Portegies Zwart & Yungelson 1998; Belczynski, K alogera
& Bulk 2002c) There were several early population syn—
thesis studies in the context of potential G RB progenitors
(eg. Bloom , Sigurdsson & Pols1999; Belczynski& Bulk
1999; Fryer, W ooskey & Hartm ann 1999). In particular, i
was found that NSNS and BH-N S m ergers are expected
to take place outside host galaxies w th long delay tim es.
However, i has only recently been recognized that the
population ofthe double com pact ob gctsm ay bem ore di-
verse than waspreviously believed Belczynski& K alogera
2001;Belczynski, Bulk & Rudak 2002b;Pema & Belczyn-—
ski2002;Belczynski, Bulk & K alogera 2002a). In addition
to classical wellrecognized channels, these new Iy recog—
nized form ation channels lead to the form ation of tighter
double com pact ob Ects, w ith short lifetin es and therefore
possble prom ptm ergersw ithin hosts. The new form ation
scenarios were Independently con m ed by detailed evo—
lutionary calculations (Tvanova et al. 2003; Dewi & Pols
2003).

In this study we perform an updated analysis of double
com pact ob ect m ergers using population synthesism eth—
ods. Over the last several years and sihce our previous
studies, the StarTrack population synthesis code has un-
dergone m a pr revisions and updates, m any of which are
guided and tested through com parisonsw ith either obser-
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vations or detailed evolutionary calculations (see B elczyn-—
skiet al. 2005). Additionally, thisnew study ism otivated
by the recent short G RB observations and their likely con—
nection wih double com pact ob fct m ergers. In x2 we
present the overview of our claculations. In x3 the dou-
ble com pact ob fct form ation, m erger rates, locations and
their afterglow properties are presented. Finally, in x4
we discuss our results In context of the recent short-GRB

observations.

2. BINARY COMPACT OBJECT MODELS

Binary Population Synthesis. The StarTrack popula—
tion synthesis code was initially developed for the study
of double com pact ob ct m ergers In the context ofGRB
progeniors Belczynskiet al. 2002b) and gravitational-
wave ngpiral sources Belczynskiet al. 2002c). In recent
years StarTrack has undergone m a pr updates and revi-
sions in the physical treatm ent of variousbinary evolution
phases. The new version has already been tested against
observations and detailed evolutionary calculations Bel-
czynskiet al. 2005), and has been used in various appli-
cations (e4g. Belczynski & Taam 2004; Belczynskiet al
2004a; Belczynski, Sadow ski & Rasio 2004b). The m ost
In portant updates for com pact ob fct form ation and evo-
ution include: a fiilll num erical approach to binary evolu—
tion due to tidal Interactions and coupling calbrated using
high m ass X +ay binaries and open cluster observations,
a detailed treatm ent of m ass transfer episodes fully cali-
brated against detailed calculations wih a stellar evolu—
tion code, updated stellarw inds form assive stars, and the
latest determm ination ofnatalkick velocity distribution for
neutron stars Hobbs et al. 2005). In the hellum star evo—
Iution, which is of a crucial in portance for the form ation
ofnew classes of doubl com pact ob gcts (eg., Ivanova et
al. 2003), wehave applied a conservative treatm ent m atch—
Ing closely the resuls ofdetailed evolutionary calculations.
The NSNS progenitors are followed and checked for any
potentialR oche Iobe over ow RLOF).W hilk in them ass
transfer phase, system s are exam ined for potential devel-
opm ent of dynam ical instability, in which case the sys—
tem s are evolred through a comm on envelope phase. W e
treat com m on envelope events through the energy form al-
isn W ebbink 1984; Belczynskiet al. 2002), where the
binding energy of the envelope is determ ined from the set
of He star m odels calculated w ith the detailed evolution—
ary code by Ivanova et al. (2003). For som e system swe
observe, as before, extra orbital decay leading to the for-
m ation of very tight short lived double com pact ob fct
binaries. H owever, since the progenior evoluition and the

nalRLOF episodes are now followed in m uch greater de—

tail, wenote signi cantdi erencesfrom ourearlier studies.

For a detailed description of the revised code we refer the
reader to Belczynskiet al. (2005).

G alaxy PotentialM odels. To investigate the m otion of
binary com pact ob fcts in their host galaxies and study
the m erger locations we consider a set of typical gravia-
tionalpotentialm odels fordi erent types ofgalaxies. O ur
m odel spiralgalaxy is identicalto the one used in Belczyn—
skiet al. 2002b). It consists of a disk, bulge, described
by aM iyam aoto & Nagai (1975) type potentialand a halo
w ith the dark m atter density of = ([ + r=r.°] . We
consider: a large spiral sin ilar to the M iky W ay, wih

a disk and bulyge mass of 10'' M and a m assive halo of
102 M extending outto 100kpc; and a sm allspiraldown—
scaled by a factor of 10° in m assand of10 in size (constant
density). W e place the binaries on circular orbits in the
disk ofa spiralgalaxy. B inariesw ith the ullrange ofdelay
times (ie. tine from the fom ation of a doubl com pact
ob ct binary until the m erger) are used here since spi-
rals consists of both old and young populations due to a
roughly continuous star fomm ation history. W e also con—
sider elliptical host galaxies. The m odel potential of an
elliptical galaxy consists of two com ponents: the bulge
and the halo. The bulge is described by the Hemdquist
(1990) potential: (r) = GM.(c+ a.) *,whereM . the
m ass of the bulge and a, is a m easure of its size. For the
halo we use the sam em odel as in the case of spiralgalax—
des described above. T he Hemaquist potentialhasa sin ple
analytical form and it reproduces the brightness pro Il
observed typically In ellipticals. W e consider two extrem e
cases: a largeellipticalwithM .= 5 10''M ,anda.= 5
kpc, and a am allellipticalw ith m ass 10° tin es am aller and
size 10 tin es an aller. Them ass and dim ension ofthe halo
are scaled dentically asthebulge. T he binaries are placed
on circular orbits w th a random angular m om entum di-
rection in the bulge w ith a m ass density corresponding to
the Hemquist potential (r) = M =2 )a.r '@+ r) 3.
O nly binariesw ith delay tin es greaterthan 1 G yrare con—
sidered for ellipticals, since these galaxies contain only old
populations. For starburst galaxies we use the sam e po-
tentialm odelas for spirals, although starbursts arem ostly
irreqular. W e consider a large and a sn all starburst m od—
eled by the large and an all spiral galaxies. O nly binaries
w ith delay tim es shorter than 1 G yr are considered since
starbursts are young, star-om ing galaxies.

A fferglow Calculations. W e use the m ass density pro-—

les corresponding to the galactic potentials for the m odel
galaxies described above to predict the lum inosity distri-
bution ofthe afterglow s. T he baryonic fraction is assum ed
to be 20% for the disk, and 0.04% for the bulge and halo
(eg. Fukugita, Hogan & Pecbles 1998). W e com pute the
expected lum inosities of the afterglow s In the R-10] keV
energy band using the standard synchrotron m odel (Sard,
Piran & Narayan 1998). The bursts energy is assum ed
tobeE = 5 10% erg, given the cbserved valies of
E 5 10% erg or kss (g. Fox et al. 2005), and
for a typicale ciency of conversion of total energy into

-rays 0:d. Other afterglow param eters are drawn
from random distrbutionsw ithin their typical ranges (see
Pema & Belczynski2002 for details).

3. RESULTS

In what follow s we present and discuss our resuls ob—
tained from our reference population synthesis m odel, as
descrbbed in great detail n Belczynski et al 2005. A s
sum ptions regarding prin ordialbinary characteristics and
binary evolution treatm ent are typical of what is w idely
used in the literature. Variations ofthese assum ptions (for
these too see Belczynskiet al. 2005) do of course lead to
quantitative di erences In the resuls; however our goalin
this study isto concentrate on the robust characteristicsof
double com pact ob Ects in the context of the recent short
GRB observations.



D oubk Com pact Obfct Fom ation. Double com pact
ob fcts form from m assive progenior system s. The m ore
m assive prim ary star evolves o the m ain sequence and
eventually 1lls is Roche Iobe niiating the st mass
transfer M T ) episode. TheM T isdynam ically stable (due
to binary com ponents of com parable m ass), and leads to
m oderate orbital tightening. The prim ary loses its en-
velope and form s a Hellum star, which soon afterw ords
explodes In a Type Ib supemova (SN) form ng the rst
com pact ob fct. Later on, the secondary evoles o the
main sequence, and 1ls its Roche Iobe while on the red
giant branch, Initiating a second M T episode. M ost com —
m only, due to the extrem em assratio ( rst com pactob gct:

1 2M forneutron stars, secondary 8 15M ) the
M T isdynam ically unstable and the system entersa com —
mon envelope phase. The envelope of the secondary is
ected at the cost of orbital energy, and the system sepa—
ration istypically reduced by 1 2 ordersofm agnitude.
The system eamerges as a close binary consisting of the

rst com pact ob gct and a naked helim star (the core of
the original secondary). At this point the evolution m ay
follow two qualitatively di erent paths.

C lJassical form ation channel: The helium star evolves
and never 1ls its Roche Iobe. T he evolution stops at the
point where the heliim star explodes In a Type Io SN
form Ing the second com pact ob fct. P rovided that the SN
explosion does not disrupt the binary, a doubl com pact
ob fct is form ed on a ratherw ide orbi (eg., Bhattacharya
& van den Heuvel 1991).

New form ation channel: Ifthe helum starhas low m ass
< 3 4M ), it isknown to expand at the later stages
of its evolution (e4g., see Belczynski & K alogera 2001 for
a discussion and references). Since the binary is rather
tight (@fter the com m on envelope phase) the Helim star
at som e point over 1is its R oche lobe and nitiates a third
M T episode. Form any cases thisM T is dynam ically sta—
bl (Ivanova et al.2003;Dewi& Pols2003) and the orbital
separation decreases fiirther, untilthe helium starexplodes
In a Type Ib/c SN form ing the second com pact ob fct. A
double com pact ob ect is then form ed wih a very tight
(Wltracom pact) orbit (eg. Belczynski & Kalogera 2001;
Belczynskiet al. 2002a,c; Tvanova et al. 2003).

M erger T Ines. There are two characteristic tin es re—
lated to the formm ation and the subsequent evolution of
double com pact ob gct binaries. First, there is an evolu—
tionary tin e: the tim e required for the initial progenitor
binary (two com ponents on Zero Age M ain Sequence) to
form a binary with two com pact ob gcts. Second, there is
am ergertin e, which is set by the orbitaldecay ofa double
com pact ob fct binary due to the em ission of gravitational
radiation. The delay tine (sum of the evolutionary tim e
and m erger tin e) aswellasm erger tin e djsl:tjbqt"jons for
NSNS and BH-N S binaries are shown In Figure i.

It can be seen that m erger tin e distrdbutions are bi-
m odal. The very tight binaries (G er 0:001 0:1 M yr)
origihate from thenew fom ation channeldescribed above.
They Involve progenitors which experience an extra M T
episode, that leads to additional orbital decay and thus
the form ation of system s w ith very tight orbis. Long-—
lived binaries Wih ter 100M yr { 15 Gyr) are formed
through classical channels. O n the otherhand, delay tin e
distrbutions in a range of 10 M yr { 15 Gyr are rather
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at, w ith prom Inent peaksat o1 20M yr. Evolutionary
tin es of double com pact ob Ects are of the order of 10{20
M yr, therefore the system s w ith very short m erger tin es
are shifted in the delay tim e distrdbbution toward higher
values, and In particular they form the peak around 20
M yr. The at plateau is created by long-lived binaries.
In the m odel presented here (our \standard" m odel), we
have adopted amaximum NS massof2 M . Compared
to our standard m odel, foram aximum NSmassof3 M ,
approxin ately 90% ofthe BH-N S becom e NSNS and the
ram aining BH N S binaries (10% ) are w ide binaries form ed
through the classical channels. The highest NS m ass es—
timate is 21 02M  for a m illisscond pulsar in PSR
J0751+ 1807; a relativisticbinary w ith heliim white dwarf
secondary (N ice et. al 2005).

M erger Rates. T hroughout the paper, we adopt a at
cosm ology ( n 03, = 07and Hy = 70 km s !
M pc !, and use the star-om ation history (corrected for
extinction) presented by Strolgeret al. (2004). W e should
how everpoint out that, in general, the star form ation rate
is expected to be rather di erent in ellipticals and in spi-
rals, since m ost ellipticals were assem bled before z 2
and they are no longer form ing stars, whilk spirals and
starbursts galaxies have an on-going and active star for-
m ation (see Sm ith et al. 2005 for a discussion). W e defer
this whole issue of the study of the relative contribution of
the tw o types ofgalaxies to anotherpaper (O ‘Shaughnessy
et al. In preparation).

The m erger rates of NSNS and BH-NS binaries as a
function of redshift are shown In Figure ::4! W e obtain
delay tin es (tin e to fom ation of double com pact ob fct
plusm ergertin e) and m ass form ation e ciency from pop-
ulation synthesis (for details see Belczynskiet al. 2002b).
T he predicted m erger rates as a function of redshift are
a convolution of the adopted star form ation rate history
and the delay tin es characteristic or NSNS and BH-N S
m ergers: The longer the delay tin es, the greater is the
shift of m erger events to lower redshifts. W ith the m odel
distrbutions of delay tim es, the peak of NSNS m ergers
appears at redshift 1 Instead of 3 of the star or-
m ation curve F gure :_2) . The absolute nom alization of
the m erger rates in Figure :_2 is arbitrary, since its value
is sub et to large uncertainties (1{2 orders ofm agnitude)
due to the som e poorly constrained population synthesis
m odel param eters (eg., Belczynskiet al. 2002¢).

M erger Locations. W e present the distrbutions of
m erger locations for di erent host galaxies in FJguJ:e:_B
In starburst galaxies, the double com pact ob ct popula—
tion isdom inated by new system sw ith short-m ergertin es,
and thereforem ost ofthem ergers are expected to be found
w ithin hosts (m ore so form assive galaxies). A an all frac—
tion (10-30% , degpending on host m ass) of m ergers takes
place outside hosts and these are m ergers of classical sys—
temswih mergertines 10 1000 M yrs, which are al-
lowed In the m odel populations due to our rather long
adopted age of starburst (1 Gyr). In elliptical galaxies, a
substantial fraction of m ergers takes place outside hosts
at present. In particular, 80% and 30% of NSNS
and BH-N S m ergersm ay take place outside of am all and
large host, respectively. However, we note that even for
anallhostswe nd a snallbut signi cant fraction ( 20—
30% ) ofm ergers w ithin severalkpc from the host center.
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Spiral galaxies hosting both young and old stellar popu-
lations represent the Intermm ediate case between starburst
and ellipticals.

A flergw s. F igure :ff show s the distrdbution of the ISM
num ber density in the m erger sites, and the corresponding
afferglow lum inosity in the R-10] keV band, for the cases
of a starburst and an elliptical of an all and large dim en—
sion and m ass. In ellipticals, especially an all ones, m ost
m ergers occur at rather low densities, therefore resulting
In generally dinm er afterglow s, a fraction of which could
rem ain undetectable. Such a caseofa "naked" burstm ight
be GRB 050911 (Page et al. 2005). For m assive ellipti-
cals the m a prity of m ergers take place inside hosts and
produces generally detectable afferglows. In large star-
bursts, m ergers take place w thin the hosts and give rise
to rather bright afterglow s (due to high typical ISM densi-
ties) . In an all starbursts, the dom nant short-ived double
com pact ob ect population m erges w ithin hosts and pro—
duces detectable afterglow s. However, due to our rather
high adopted age of the starburst (1 Gyr) som e system s
have Ionger delay tin es and som e can escape from their
hosts, producing very din afferglows. These din after-
glow s are not expected for very young starbursts (10{100
M yr).

4. DISCUSSION

W e nd two distinct populations of binary com pact ob-—
“cts in tem s oftheirbiary-oroit characteristicsand asso—
ciated m ergertin esdueto di erences in theirevolutionary
history. O ne is a classicalpopulation of rather w ide, Jong—
lived system s, with mergertimes of 100 15;000M yr,
and the other consists of tight, shortlived system s w ih
mermgertimesof 0:001 02M yr. In a typicalbinary evo—
ution m odel, there are roughly sin ilar num bers of short—
and long-lived NS-N S system s, while thereare 20% and

80% of short—and long-lived BH-NS system s, respec—
tively. The four known G alactic double neutron stars be—
long to the long-lived classical system s (see F i. rg.'), and,
given the an allnum ber of N S-N S system s, we do not ex—
pect to see the short-lived system s, since they m erge very
soon after their form ation.

We nd that most of the doubl compact binaries
(> 80% ) that are form ed In large galaxies m erge w ithin
them , ndependent of the galaxy type. For am all galax—
jes, we nd that 20% , 50% , 70% m ergers take place
within elliptical, spiral and starburst hosts respectively
(see Fig. :_3) . The combination of binary com pact ob fct
lifetin es and their m erger locations leads to a testable
prediction for the location of m ergers iIn relation to the
host galaxies. For starburst galaxies which on average
have an allm asses) w here stellarpopulationsare young,we
expect m ergers from short-lived double com pact ob fcts.
These are expected to take place inside or in the vicin-
ity of their hosts. It is worth noting that such locations,
and m ore im portantly, the m ere existence of double com —
pact ob fect m ergers associated w ith star-form ing, young
galaxies, is not predicted by any of the previous studies
that considered only classical form ation scenarios (long—
delayed m ergers) . If it is shown that the star-form ing host
galaxy ofGRB 050709 doesnot contain a dom nant old un-—
derlying stellar population, this association w ill stand as
the \an oking gun" evidence for the new short-lived dou—

ble com pact ob fct form ation channel, originally identi-
ed by Belczynski & Kalogera (2001) and Belczynski et
al. 2002a,c).

In ellipticalgalaxies, w hich have little orno ongoing star
form ation, we expect to nd m ergers of long-lived dou—
ble com pact ob Ects at present. For m assive hosts, m ost
m ergers should occur w ithin the hosts, whil for sn aller
galaxies outside the hosts. GRB 050509B was tentatively
associated w ith a large elliptical galaxy, and its error cir-
cle indicates that this burst took place either wihin or
in the outskirts of the host, in agreem ent with our nd-
ngs. GRB 050911 appears to be a case ofa \naked" burst
(Page et al. 2005). It could possbly be explained by our
m odels with a double com pact ob fct binary origihating
from a an allelliptical galaxy and m erging far outside the
host w ithout any detectable afterglow . O n the other hand
GRB 050724 was found inside a an allelliptical. O urm od—
els are consistent w ith this cbservation, since 20% of
m ergers are predicted to occur w thin 5 kpc of the center
for an all ellipticals.

However, if m ore short GRB s are found at such intra—
galactic locations, a num ber of new possbilities m ay be
favored: BH-N S m ergers w th sm all or zero BH kicks, or
in general am all kicks for both NS and BH (eg., Podsi-
adlow skiet al. 2004; Dewiet al. 2005). Such altemative
m odels would then have to be investigated. W e note that,
at present, the necessity of In parting such sn all kicks to
the m aprity of NS is an open question (c.f, W illem s et
al. 2004; Chaurasia & Bails 2005; Thm et al. 2005). This,
com bined w ith our resuls for the locations of the m erg—
ers, Indicates that short GRB s In the outskirts of galaxies
need not be associated w ith globular clusters, as recently
clain ed by G rindlay et al. (2006).

We nd that short GRB progeniors originate m ost
probably from a diverse population of com pact ob fcts
which are form ed in old but also in young stellar environ—
m ents. A lthough the absolute form ation ratesand redshift
distrbbutions in plied by a m ixture of galaxy types must
be investigated and com pared w ith theoretical predictions
In more detail (© 'Shaughnessy et al, In preparation), at
present we are able to acocount for the origin (@nd associ-
ated delay tin es) of several recently observed short GRB s.

Som e of the recent work (eg. Nakar, GalYam & Fox
2005) stands In apparent contradiction w ith our ndings,
presenting clain s that the current m odels of double com -
pact ob fcts cannot explain the new short GRB observa—
tions. A lso, Iong delay tines ( 6 Gyr) are nferred from
the associations of short GRB sw ith old elliptical galaxies
N akar et al. 2005) . W e note that at present these should
be considered w ith caution. First, they are based on the
analysis of a very an all num ber of bursts and may su er
from am allnum ber statistics; a signi cant fraction ofshort
delay bursts cannot be ruled out w ith high statistical sig—
ni cance. The com parison in Nakaret al. (2005) hasbeen
perform ed using som e trial fiinctions of delays, which do
not necessarily corresoond to the actualdelays obtained in
detailed population synthesis calculations. Second, their
analysis neglects the inform ation about the types of indi-
vidual short GRB host galaxies and their particular star
form ation histories. Third, the m odels of Nakar et al.
(2005) cannot explain the observed G alactic population
of relativistic double neutron stars, w ith m erger tim es of



100 3000 M yr, that are consistent w ith our m odels
(see Fig. :!4') . Finally, the estin ate of the delays m ay be
com plicated by evolutionary e ects. W e do know that the
population of Iong GRBs isa ected by coan ological evo—
lutionary e ects, for exam ple, related w ith the m etallicity
evolution ofthe Universe, and som ay be the population of
short GRBs. T hus a direct com parison w ith the totalstar
form ation rate as perform ed by Nakar et al. (2005) m ay
be m islktading. The In uence of such evolutionary e ects
and of the contribution of di erent types of galaxies and
their star form ation history w ill be exam ined In detail in
O 'Shaughnessy et al. (2006).

Additionally, the ndings ofNakar et al (2005) should
be weighted by the ocbservations of GRB 050724 and
GRB 051221A in young star form ing environm ent, as well
as the detection cf GRB 050813 at z= 1.7-1.9 w here there
ought be no short GRBs, if the delays are as long as they
clhin . If more short GRBs are found at high redshifts
(z > 1), this will provide further support for delay tin es,
that at least or som e short GRB s, are shorter than 6
Gyr. It has also been suggested that there is an observa—
tionalbias against detecting short GRB s at high redshifts
wih SW IFT; the m ininum  ux for detection is appar-
ently an aller in the observed sam ple than for GRBs w ih

5

secure redshift detemm ination, and therefore it favors red—
shift determ inations for closest (low redshift) bursts #H op—
m an et al. 2006). If this is the case, then it is clear that
the observed redshift distrdbbution leads to an overestin ate
In delay tim es in the analysis ofNakar et al. 2005).

W e conclude that the current ocbservations point tow ard
a short-hard GRB progenitor population that is diverse in
term s of m erger tin es and locations, as suggested by our
m odels. Soon, w ith m ore cbservations of short GRBs, we
w illbe able to critically test the population synthesism od—
els. Speci cally, we w ill nvestigate e ects of low m etallic—
iy, binary populations dom inated by roughly equalm ass
binariesassuggested by P Insonneaul & Stanek (2006) and
low natalkicksproposed by P fahlet al. (2002) on progen—
tors of double neutron star system s, and their relevance
for both short GRB and gravitationalw ave observations
Belczynskiet al. 2006, in preparation).
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