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Static and collapsing configurations supported by the spinor fluid
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We study a gravitating spherically symmetric nonrelativistic configuration consisting of a spinor
fluid whose effective equation of state is derived from a consideration of a limiting system supported
by a massive nonlinear spinor field. For such a configuration, we find a two-parametric family of
static regular solutions describing compact objects whose masses and sizes are determined by the
central density of the spinor fluid and the mass of the spinor field. Using the similarity method, we
consider a gravitational collapse of an initially uniform system consisting of the spinor fluid. We
estimate the general characteristics of the collapse and show that a resulting nonuniform distribution
of the fluid occurs that may serve as a core for the creation of equilibrium starlike configurations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Compact gravitating configurations supported by fundamental fields with different spins have been the object of
vigorous investigations in recent years. The main emphasis in the literature is being placed on studying the so-called
boson stars – objects supported by scalar (spin-0) fields. The characteristics of such fields may lie within a very wide
range, ensuring a wide variety of physical properties of the resulting objects. In particular, their total masses may
vary within a range from those which are typical of atoms up to the masses comparable to those of galaxies [1, 2].
Gravitating configurations consisting of fields with nonzero spins have been considerably less studied. It is worth

pointing out here the objects supported by massive vector (spin-1) fields (Proca stars [3–5]) and massless vector fields
(Yang-Mills systems [6, 7]). In the case of fractional-spin fields it is also possible to obtain spherically symmetric
systems. In the presence of strong gravitational fields, the literature in the field offers both the systems consisting
of linear [4, 8, 9] and nonlinear spin-1/2 fields [10–12]. Nonlinear spinor fields are also used to study cylindrically
symmetric solutions [13], wormhole solutions [14], and various cosmological problems (see Refs. [15–17] and references
inside).
In our previous works, we have considered gravitating configurations consisting of two nonlinear spin-1/2 fields. In

doing so, the cases both of purely Einstein-Dirac systems [18] and of configurations containing also U(1) Maxwell and
Proca fields [19], or SU(2) Yang-Mills and Proca fields [20] have been examined. The remarkable feature of all such
configurations is that, for some values of the spinor field coupling constant λ, it is possible to obtain configurations with
masses comparable to the Chandrasekhar mass and with effective radii of the order of kilometers. Such objects can
already be regarded as self-gravitating Dirac stars which are prevented from collapsing under their own gravitational
fields due to the Heisenberg uncertainty principle.
If the aforementioned Dirac stars do exist in nature, it is natural to ask how they are formed. When considering

ordinary stars consisting of usual matter (a macroscopic fluid), the question of their formation is reduced to a
consideration of a gravitational collapse of some initially rarefied medium having low pressure and temperature. In
the process of collapse, these quantities grow, and this eventually leads to the formation of a dense and hot system
that can already exist in an equilibrium state for a sufficiently long time (star formation) [21]. For systems supported
by fundamental fields, the process of their dynamic evolution has been considerably less studied. In particular, it is
worth noting here the investigations of gravitational collapse of massless scalar [22, 23] and spinor [24] fields, as well
as of mixed systems consisting of a massless scalar field nonminimally coupled to a perfect isothermal fluid [25]. In
general, however, one might expect that a consideration of collapse of fundamental fields is much more complicated
than dealing with a hydrodynamic fluid.
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In the present paper, we will use the fact that in the case of the Dirac stars under consideration, for physically
reasonable values of the coupling constant λ, it is possible to replace the spinor field by a hydrodynamic fluid described
by some effective equation of state (EOS). As was demonstrated in Ref. [18], a description of the Dirac stars using
such a fluid agrees well with a purely field description of such systems. This will permit us to consider the dynamics of
such a fluid (the collapse process), instead of dealing with a much more complicated problem of collapse of a nonlinear
spinor field. Moreover, since in this paper we will work in Newtonian gravity, it will be demonstrated that in the limit
of weak gravitational fields the effective EOS can be reduced to a polytropic EOS. The latter possibility will permit
us to consider a self-similar motion of the fluid, which greatly simplifies our task.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we present the effective equation of state of the spinor fluid under

consideration. This EOS is employed in Sec. III to construct regular static solutions describing equilibrium starlike
configurations with finite masses and sizes. Using the fact that the EOS can be reduced to a polytropic form, in
Sec. IV we consider a self-similar motion (collapse) of such a fluid and demonstrate how a nonuniform distribution of
the spinor fluid is formed from an initially uniform cloud. Finally, in Sec. V, we summarize the results obtained.

II. SPINOR FLUID

In Refs. [18–20] we have studied gravitating systems with a nonlinear spin-1/2 field ψ described by the Lagrangian

Lsp =
i~c

2

(

ψ̄γµψ;µ − ψ̄;µγ
µψ

)

− µc2ψ̄ψ +
λ

2

(

ψ̄ψ
)2
,

where λ is the coupling constant and µ is the mass of the spinor field.
It was demonstrated in Ref. [18] that if we introduce the dimensionless coupling constant λ̄ ∼ (MPl/µ)

2 λ, where
MPl is the Planck mass, in the limit of |λ̄| ≫ 1, it is possible to get configurations whose sizes and masses are
comparable to those typical of neutron stars. It was also shown there that such limiting configurations could be
described by some effective EOS relating the pressure p and the energy density ε as

p =
ε0
9

(

1 + 3
ε

ε0
−
√

1 + 6
ε

ε0

)

, (1)

where ε0 = µc2/λ3c ≡ µ4c5/~3 can be regarded as some characteristic energy density of the configuration [here
λc = ~/(µc) is the constant, which need not be associated with the Compton length since we consider a classical
theory]. A configuration described by such an effective EOS may then be regarded as consisting of a fluid, which we
will refer to as a spinor fluid.
Before proceeding to studying the system described by the effective EOS (1), it is worth emphasizing the following

point. In the general case of spherically symmetric configurations supported by spinor fields, there are two different
effective pressures – the radial, pr, and tangential, pt. Correspondingly, the system is anisotropic [18]. However,
using the results of Ref. [18], it can be shown that in the limit of |λ̄| ≫ 1 these two pressures become equal, i.e., the
system becomes isotropic. In this connection, in the present paper, we consider only one effective pressure p = pr = pt
appearing in Eq. (1).

III. STATIC CONFIGURATIONS

In this section we consider a compact static gravitating configuration consisting of the spinor fluid modeled by the
EOS (1). Since we will work in Newtonian gravity throughout the paper, this will permit us to simplify drastically
the problem under consideration. In this case, the corresponding static equations can be written in the form:

dM

dr
=

4π

c2
r2ε, (2)

dp

dr
= −GM(r)

r2
ε

c2
, (3)

dϕ

dr
=
GM(r)

r2
. (4)

Here, G is the Newtonian gravitational constant, M(r) is the current mass enclosed in a sphere of radius r, and ϕ is
the Newtonian gravitational potential.



3

FIG. 1. The distributions of the dimensionless energy density of the spinor fluid (left panel) and Newtonian gravitational
potential (right panel) for ε̄c = 0.05. The solid curves correspond to the system described by the effective EOS (1) and the
dashed curves – by the approximate EOS p = ε2/2. For larger values of ε̄c, the Newtonian approximation (|ϕ̄| ≪ 1 over all
space) is not already valid.

For numerical integration of the above equations, it is convenient to rewrite them in terms of the following dimen-
sionless variables:

x =
√
4π

r

RL
, M̄ =

√
4π

M

ML
, ε̄ =

ε

ε0
, ϕ̄ =

ϕ

c2
with ML =

M3
Pl

µ2
, RL = λc

MPl

µ
. (5)

The parameters ML and RL are the characteristic mass and radius obtained by Landau in considering compact
configurations consisting of an ultrarelativistic degenerate Fermi gas within the framework of Newtonian gravity. As
a result, taking into account the EOS (1), we have from Eqs. (2)-(4) the dimensionless equations

dM̄

dx
= x2ε̄, (6)

1−
√
1 + 6ε̄

3
√
1 + 6ε̄

dε̄

dx
=
M̄

x2
ε̄, (7)

dϕ̄

dx
=
M̄

x2
. (8)

We solve this set of equations numerically subject to the following boundary conditions given in the vicinity of the
center of the configuration x = 0:

ε̄ ≈ ε̄c +
1

2
ε̄2x

2, M̄ ≈ 1

3
M̄3x

3, ϕ̄ ≈ ϕ̄c +
1

2
ϕ̄2x

2,

where ϕ̄c and ε̄c denote the central values of the corresponding quantities. The values of the coefficients ε̄2, M̄3, and
ϕ̄2 can be found from Eqs. (6)-(8).
We start the numerical procedure near the origin x ≈ 0 and proceed to the boundary point x = xb where the energy

density goes to zero. The mass contained inside the sphere of the radius xb will be treated as the total mass of the
configuration. The magnitude of the free parameter ϕ̄c is chosen so as to obtain an asymptotically flat spacetime
with ϕ̄→ 0 as x → ∞. The value of the free parameter ε̄c is arbitrary but it must be chosen so that the Newtonian
approximation, according to which one must have |ϕ̄| ≪ 1 over all space, will remain valid.
The numerical calculations indicate that the latter condition is satisfied only in the case when ε̄ . 0.1 (see Fig. 1).

In this case, the EOS (1) reduces to the approximate expression p ≈ ε2/2, for which Eqs. (2)-(4) have the well-known
particular solution [26]

ε̄ = ε̄c
sinx

x
, M̄ = ε̄c (sinx− x cosx) , ϕ̄ = −ε̄c

(

1 +
sinx

x

)

,
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already written in terms of the dimensionless variables (5). These solutions (shown by the dashed curves in Fig. 1)
describe a configuration whose boundary is located at xb = π, thereby defining the radius, R, and the total mass of
such a system, Mtot, according to (5), as

R =

√
π

2
RL, Mtot =

√
π

2
ε̄cML with ML = 1.63M⊙

(

GeV

µ

)2

, RL = 2.41

(

GeV

µ

)2

km, (9)

where ε̄c . 0.1. Thus we have a two-parametric family of solutions describing static configurations whose character-
istics are entirely determined by the mass of the spinor field, µ, and by the central energy density of the fluid, ε̄c.
It is seen from the expressions (9) that, for a fixed value of µ, there is some maximum total mass. In particular, for

µ ∼ 1 GeV, we have the mass of the order of the Chandrasekhar mass. In turn, in the two extreme cases, we have:
(i) for superlight particles of mass µ ∼ 1 eV (which are used, for example, in modeling fermionic dark matter [27]),
we get very heavy and large configurations of mass Mtot . 1017M⊙ with the radius of the order of a typical galaxy
size, R ∼ 1023 cm; and (ii) for superheavy fermions of mass µ ∼ 100 GeV, we get light and small objects of mass
Mtot . 10−3M⊙ and R ∼ 10 cm. The characteristics of objects of this type, if they exist at all, should evidently lie
somewhere between these limiting values.

IV. SELF-SIMILAR COLLAPSE

In this section we consider a gravitational collapse of the spinor fluid. The collapse process has been studied
frequently in the literature both in relativistic and nonrelativistic cases. In doing so, two main approaches are used:
(i) the set of hydrodynamic partial differential equations is solved; and (ii) a self-similar motion of matter is considered.
Here, we will study self-similar motions of the spinor fluid. For the EOS (1), it is impossible to obtain self-similar

solutions. But since the resulting static configurations can be approximately described by a power-law EOS (see the
previous section), we will employ below the following approximate form of the EOS (1):

p ≈ Kργ , (10)

where ρ ≡ ε/c2 is the mass density of the spinor fluid, and K and γ are some constants whose magnitudes depend
on the value of ρ. It follows from Eq. (1) that there are two limiting cases. First, in the nonrelativistic case, where
ε̄ ≪ 1, we get the quadratic dependence, p ≈ ε2/2. Such an EOS has been employed in Sec. III in constructing the
approximate static solutions. Second, in the ultrarelativistic case, ε̄≫ 1, we have p ≈ ε/3.
Self-similar solutions with the EOS (10) are well known in the literature. In Newtonian gravity, they have been

studied in detail, in particular in Ref. [28]. In doing so, one can use the hydrodynamic equations written in the form:

∂M

∂t
+ 4πr2ρv = 0, (11)

∂M

∂r
= 4πr2ρ, (12)

∂v

∂t
+ v

∂v

∂r
= −1

ρ

∂p

∂r
− GM

r2
, (13)

where M =M(r, t) is the total mass inside radius r at time t and v is the fluid velocity. For the EOS (10), the above
equations permit the introduction of similarity variables given by [28]:

x = − r√
kt
, v(r, t) = −

√
ku(x), ρ(r, t) =

α(x)

4πGt2
,

p(r, t) =
k

4πGt2
[α(x)]γ , M(r, t) = −k

3/2

G
tm(x),

(14)

where k is some dimensional constant. The above choice of the variables implies that the collapse starts at some
instant t < 0 and proceeds with decreasing |t|. Also, one can find from Eq. (10) that

K = k(4πGt2)γ−1, (15)

and correspondingly for γ > 1 the parameter K decreases with decreasing |t|.
Next, rewriting Eqs. (11) and (12) in terms of the similarity variables (14), one can get an algebraic expression for

m(x) in terms of α(x) and u(x),

m(x) = x2α(x − u).
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Using this expression, Eqs. (11)-(13) can be written out in the final similarity form as

dα

dx
=
x− u

x

[2u+ x(α − 2)]α

(x− u)2 − γαγ−1
, (16)

du

dx
=
x− u

x

xα(x − u)− 2γαγ−1

(x− u)2 − γαγ−1
. (17)

In constructing collapsing solutions of Eqs. (16) and (17), as initial configurations, the literature in the field offers
two types of systems: (i) static self-gravitating configurations with a nonuniform distribution of a fluid (see, e.g.,
Refs. [29, 30]) and (ii) an initially uniformly distributed fluid (see, e.g., Refs. [31, 32]). Depending on the value of the
parameter γ, there are qualitatively different types of solutions [28].
As initial configurations, in the present paper we will use uniform systems. Because of the Jeans instability, the

initial configurations whose radii are close to the Jeans length are able to collapse. For the polytropic EOS (10), the
Jeans length is

λJ =

√

πKγ

G
ργ−2
b , (18)

where ρb is the uniform background density of the fluid. The characteristic size of such an initial system can be taken
as Ri ≈ λJ/2.
As boundary conditions for Eqs. (16) and (17), we choose the following expressions which can be obtained from the

expansion of the functions α(x) and u(x) in a Taylor series in the vicinity of the center of the configuration x = 0:

u(x) ≈ 2

3
x− α1−γ

c

45γ

(

αc −
2

3

)

x3 + · · · , α(x) ≈ αc −
α2−γ
c

6γ

(

αc −
2

3

)

x2 + · · · . (19)

These expressions are given in terms of the central value αc.
Using these boundary conditions, we integrate numerically Eqs. (16) and (17). However, this numerical study needs

some caution because the solution can pass through critical points [28]. Their existence implies that the denominator
of Eqs. (16) and (17) vanishes:

(x− u)2 − γαγ−1 = 0. (20)

Then a necessary condition for the existence of a nonsingular solution is that the numerator in Eq. (17) also vanishes:

xα(x − u)− 2γαγ−1 = 0. (21)

This also implies that the numerator in (16) is simultaneously equal to zero, which can easily be checked. Thus
Eqs. (20) and (21) are necessary conditions ensuring the existence of nonsingular solutions at a critical point, x = x∗.
Its location and the corresponding value of the velocity u∗ expressed in terms of α∗ are then

x∗ = 2
√
γα

(γ−3)/2
∗ , u∗ =

√
γα

(γ−3)/2
∗ (2− α∗).

There are two possible types of the behavior of solutions: (i) a solution passes through the critical point, and it
is regular and (ii) the denominator in Eqs. (16) and (17) vanishes at some point but the numerator remains nonzero
and finite. This corresponds to singular solutions. Whether or not a solution passes through the critical point is
determined by two free parameters – the polytropic exponent γ and the central density αc. A solution for the case of
γ = 2 in which we are interested here is given in the next subsection.

A. Numerical calculations

In this subsection we give an example of self-similar solutions for the polytropic exponent γ = 2. In this case,
regular solutions to Eqs. (16) and (17) with the boundary conditions (19) do exist only when the solutions pass
through the critical point (see above). Aside from this, solutions with decreasing density are present only when the
central value of the density 2/3 6 αc . 0.927. The value αc = 2/3 corresponds to a strictly uniform distribution of
matter: α(x) = 2/3 with u(x) = 2/3 x (the homogeneous expansion solution in Newtonian cosmology [28]). When
αc < 2/3, the density grows with increasing x, which seems physically unacceptable.
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FIG. 2. Similarity solutions for the velocity u(x) and the density α(x) [see Eq. (14) for the definitions of the variables].

Before numerically solving Eqs. (16) and (17), let us write down their asymptotic solution for x ≫ 1. This is the
limit approached at any fixed value of r as the collapse progresses and t goes to zero. For such asymptotic limit, we
have from Eqs. (16) and (17):

α ≈ α∞

x2
, u ≈ u∞ − 2α∞

x3
, (22)

where α∞ and u∞ are integration constants.

Bearing in mind that we would like to have a nonuniform distribution of matter at the end of collapse phase, we
plot in Fig. 2 the solutions with a maximally allowed value of αc = 0.927, for which regular solutions still exist. As
in the case of the well-known Larson-Penston solutions [31, 32] which are used in describing the collapse of a system
consisting of an isothermal fluid modeled by the polytropic EOS (10) with γ = 1, in our case, the collapse starts with
an approximately uniform distribution of matter (a fluid cloud) when the pressure gradient is small and the whole
cloud begins to collapse practically in free fall. In the course of time, the density near the boundary of the cloud
decreases, while the density in the interior of the cloud increases. Correspondingly, a pressure gradient appears in
the outer part of the cloud, whose presence causes the collapse in this region to be significantly different from a free
fall. For this reason, the density of the fluid rises more rapidly in the interior regions than in the outer parts, and
the density distribution becomes peaked at the center. This is illustrated in Fig. 3, which shows that as the collapse
proceeds the considerable changes in density occur in the interior regions of the system, while practically nothing
happens in the outer parts of the cloud.

Physically it might be supposed that such a process proceeds up to the formation of some resulting distribution
of matter with a mean density comparable in order of magnitude with the characteristic density of the static system
of Sec. III. This, of course, is a very rough approximation, and one should expect that in reality, somewhere in the
process of collapse, the violation of the self-similar regime will take place, and it will already be necessary to solve
the set of partial differential equations (11)-(13); this would permit one to get a more realistic description of collapse,
as is done, for example, when considering the collapse of an isothermal sphere in Ref. [33]. Nevertheless, even such a
rough description permits one to make some preliminary estimates of parameters of the collapse under consideration.
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FIG. 3. Collapse solutions for a one-solar mass configuration with the initial radius Ri = 1 light-year = 9.46× 1017cm (shown
by the vertical dashed lines). The density, ρ, and the velocity, −v, profiles at t = ti, 0.1 · ti, 10

−2 · ti, 10
−3 · ti, and 10−4 · ti with

the initial ti = −3.25 × 1013 s shown (from bottom to top in both panels). The dimensions of r, ρ, and v are cm, g cm−3, and
cm s−1, respectively. As the collapse proceeds, the density distribution closely approaches the form ρ ∼ r−2 and the velocity
approaches a constant [cf. the asymptotic behavior given by Eq. (22)].

B. Estimation of collapse parameters

Let us now estimate the parameters of the collapsing systems under consideration. Assume that the collapse starts
at some initial instant ti < 0 and ends at some final instant tf < 0, i.e., the variable t in Eqs. (11)-(15) covers the range
|tf | 6 |t| 6 |ti|. For the self-similar motion under consideration, there are two independent dimensional parameters:
the initial density, ρi, and pressure, pi, of the fluid, where henceforth the index i denotes that the quantities are taken
at t = ti. Using them, it is possible to construct a dimensional parameter not containing the unit of mass, the initial
speed of sound ci =

√

γpi/ρi. In this case the role of the parameter k appearing in (14) will be played by the square
of the speed of sound ci. Then, for γ = 2, we have k ≡ c2i = 2Kiρi. Substituting this k in the expression (15), one
can find

K(t) = δKi

(

t

tf

)2

≡ Kf

(

t

tf

)2

, (23)

where δ = 8πGρit
2
f . We put the EOS parameter for the final configuration, Kf , equal to the corresponding value

which is typical of the static configuration of Sec. III. Taking into account the dimensionless variables (5), one can get

Kf =
1

2

~
3

µ4c
,

whose value is determined only by the mass of the spinor field. Then, taking into account the above expressions for
δ and Kf and the relation (23) between Ki and Kf , we have

k ≡ 2Kiρi =
1

8π

(

RL

tf

)2

.

This expression is used in changing from the dimensionless variables given by Eq. (14) to the dimensional physical
quantities that have been used in constructing the graphs shown in Fig. 3.
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The expression (23) describes the evolution of the parameter K in the process of collapse. When t = ti, this yields

K(ti) ≡ Ki = δKi (ti/tf )
2
, whence, taking into account the expression for δ, one can find

ti = − 1√
8πGρi

. (24)

Correspondingly, by giving a density of an approximately uniform initial configuration, ρi, one can find the instant
when the collapse begins. For this instant, we set the radius of the corresponding system equal to half the Jeans
length from (18),

Ri ≡
λJ
2

=

√
π

2

ti
tf
RL. (25)

The mass of such initial configuration is then

Mi =
4π

3
ρiR

3
i =

π3/2

48G

ti
t3f
R3

L, (26)

where ρi is determined from Eq. (24).
For simplicity, we will begin from the assumption that Mi is equal to the mass of the final static configuration (i.e.,

there is no mass losses in the process of collapse). The latter can be expressed in terms of the mean density

〈ρ〉 = 3

4π

Ms

R3
s

= 7.08× 1016ε̄c

( µ

GeV

)4

g cm−3, (27)

where the mass, Ms = (
√
π/2)ε̄cML, and the radius, Rs = (

√
π/2)RL, of the static configuration are taken from

Eq. (9). Then we have

Mf ≡ 4π

3
〈ρ〉R3

s =Mi.

Substituting here Mi from Eq. (26) and ti from Eq. (24), one can find the expression

tf = − 1√
8πG

(

ρi〈ρ〉2
)−1/6

which determines the value of the final instant when the collapsing system, starting from the initial density ρi,
would acquire the required mean density from (27), which is typical of the static configuration. Since ρi is uniquely
determined by ti, by giving some value of ti, one can find tf and the total collapse time:

Tcol = tf − ti = −ti
[

1−
(

ρi
〈ρ〉

)1/3
]

. (28)

Let us now estimate allowed values of the mass of the spinor field µ. Suppose that we wish to get a configuration
with the total mass Mtot = nM⊙, where n is a constant coefficient. Let us first find a maximally allowed value of µ
that can still provide this total mass of the system. For this purpose, we make use of the expression for Mtot from
Eq. (9). Taking into account that the maximum allowed value of ε̄c ∼ 0.1, we can obtain

µmax ≈ 0.38√
n

GeV.

In turn, to estimate a minimum value of µ one may start from the fact that the size of the initial configuration
cannot be smaller than that of the final system. The limiting case when they are equal implies that ρi = 〈ρ〉 and
ti = tf . In this case one can find from Eq. (25)

µmin ≈ 4.75× 10−7

√

ly

Ri
GeV,

where Ri is measured in light-years. Thus, for the system under consideration, µmin . µ . µmax. Notice that µmax

is determined only by the total mass of the system (through the coefficient n), and µmin only by arbitrarily selected
sizes of the initial configuration from which the collapse begins.
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The total collapse time (28) is determined by the initial density ρi and by the mass µ (through the mean density
〈ρ〉). For some given ρi, the collapse of a system with µ = µmax takes a maximum time:

Tmax
col = −ti

(

1− 1.89× 10−5n2/3ρ
1/3
i

)

.

For µ < µmax, the time Tcol < Tmax
col , and Tcol → 0 as µ → µmin. In particular, for a configuration described

by the solutions shown in Fig. 3, whose total mass is equal to one solar mass (n = 1) and the initial radius is
Ri = 1 light-year = 9.46 × 1017cm, the initial density ρi = 5.65 × 10−22g cm−3, the initial speed of sound ci =
6.55× 103cm s−1, and Tmax

col = 3.25× 1013 s ≈ 106 years.

V. CONCLUSION

In the present paper, we have been continuing our investigations of the Dirac stars begun in Refs. [18–20]. In doing
so, we have studied nonrelativistic gravitating configurations consisting of a spinor fluid modeled by the effective
equation of state (1) which approximately describes the limiting configurations supported by two nonlinear spinor
fields [18]. For this case, we have found a two-parametric family of static regular solutions describing compact systems
whose sizes and total masses can vary within a wide range depending on the mass of the spinor field and on the central
density of the fluid.
It is shown that, in Newtonian gravitational theory, the EOS (1) may be replaced to good accuracy by an ap-

proximate expression corresponding to a polytropic fluid with p ∼ ρ2. This allowed us to derive the corresponding
self-similar equations describing a motion of the spinor fluid in its own gravitational field. These equations have been
used to model the collapse process of an initial, approximately uniform, cloud consisting of the spinor fluid. As a
result of the collapse, there arises some nonuniform distribution of matter with ρ ∼ r−2 that may serve as a core whose
subsequent non-self-similar evolution may eventually lead to the creation of a static equilibrium object of the type
considered in Sec. III. We have estimated the general characteristics of the collapse and also, by giving a particular
mass of the initial cloud and its density, presented the corresponding results of the calculations.
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