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Dear Colleagues, 

Nowadays a few would deny the importance of interdisciplinary research. One of the most fruitful areas of interdisciplinary studies (where representatives of natural, mathematical, and social sciences can find a common ground) is the study of evolution. That is why we offer to unite our efforts. One of the most evident ways to do this is to organize a series of interdisciplinary publications.

We suggest doing this in the form of an interdisciplinary almanac titled Evolution. Within the framework of this almanac we publish articles that study various forms of evolution (including macroevolution), evolutionary processes, trends, mechanisms, and peculiarities of each particular type of evolution. The existing experience of the application of ideas produced through the study of a particular type of macroevolution (e.g., biological macroevolution) to the study of macroevolution of another type (e.g., social macroevolution) suggests that this approach can be rather productive. Yet in many cases it appears possible to consider macroevolution as a single process. Within this approach it appears particularly important to understand which general laws and rules describe this process, though the operation of those laws and rules may vary significantly depending on the nature of the evolving object (that may be, say, cosmic, geological, biological, social). That is why we consider it so important to analyze the macroevolution of inanimate nature, the evolution of animate nature, and the evolution of society as evolutionary separate, yet co-existing, forms of macroevolution. 

One of the aims of the Almanac is the analysis of the applicability of particular rules of evolution to each type of macroevolution. It appears clear that a similarity of some regularities of two particular types of macroevolution does not mean they are identical. An immense difference may be observed in conjunction with certain similarities. What is more, those similarities can in fact help us to understand the differences in a much deeper way. The following comparison seems to be appropriate within the present context: as is well known, the genomes of chimpanzees and humans are extremely similar, whereas the differences only constitute a few per cent. However, those ‘a few per cent’ correspond to enormous differences between intellectual and social characteristics of those two species. 

When we speak about laws and rules of macroevolution, we imply that each of those rules should not be regarded as rigid functional aspects that are uniformly found within a certain class of phenomena, but as certain principles that tend to be supported by empirical data, and that tend to provide a more adequate explanation to complex processes and phenomena. 

There are a few major similarities between the various types of macroevolution: a) in many cases we are dealing with very complex non-equilibrium (but  often relatively stable!) systems (the emergence and reproduction of such entities are described by the general systems and complexity theories); b) a complex interaction between these systems and their environment takes place; this interaction may be described on the basis of common principles that, however, realize themselves in significantly different ways with respect to different types of reality; c) there appear to be direct ‘genetic’ links between different types of macroevolution and a mutual influence between different co-existing evolutionary processes. 

We suggest a very wide range of themes (from ‘Big History’ to particular issues of the evolutionary theory in biology or the social sciences). A few possible directions can be outlined, and the list below is no way exhaustive: 1) comparisons between different types of evolution (cosmic, chemical, biological, social); 2) ‘Big History’ issues; 3) the history of evolutionary theories; 4) particular issues of evolutionary theories with respect to a particular field (or a ‘border’ between two particular fields, for example, with respect to ethology, or biochemistry); 5) other directions, such as macroevolution of languages, culture, cognition, etc. 
The first issue Evolution: Cosmic, Biological, and Social (edited by Leonid Grinin, Robert Carneiro, Andrey Korotayev, Fred Spier, 2011) initiated a series of almanacs with Evolution as its general title. The first section of the Almanac presents a general sketch of the universal evolution, its main phases, vectors, and trends. The second section is dedicated to the problems of comparisons of different types of macroevolution, as well as to the possibilities to use achievements of certain fields of evolutionary research in its other fields. The third section deals with major issues of social evolution. The topics of all the sections and articles intertwine rather tightly, that actually transforms the issue of the Almanac into a collective monograph dedicated to the search for contours and instruments of evolutionary megaparadigm.

The second issue of the Almanac ‘Evolution’ is planned to be a special one and will be devoted to the theoretical problem of Big History. 
We are looking forward to receiving your articles. 
The articles are to be sent to the following email addresses: 

Leonid Grinin lgrinin@mail.ru
Andrey Korotayev akorotayev@mail.ru
Barry Rodrigue rodrigue@usm.maine.edu 
Leonid Grinin, Andrey Korotayev, 
the Almanac editors

‘Evolution’ homepage on our website: http://www.socionauki.ru/almanac/evolution_en/
