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Low Metallicity Massive Stars
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Low Metallicity Massive Stars

Szécsi et al. 2015 (Astronomy & Astrophysics, v.581, A15)
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e.g. Maeder&Meynet ’11; Langer ’12; Ramírez-Agudelo +13,+14; Szécsi+15; Szécsi+20 (in prep.);
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The 3D Universe seen in GRBs:

“Hercules–Corona Borealis Great Wall”: 2−3 Gpc
Horvath, Szécsi, …, Szabó, … et al. (2020, MNRAS)
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Binary stars!
(Sana+12)
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Thank you for your attention!
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