INTRODUCTION
The notion of coevolution plays a key role among the basic terms epitomizing crisis states of developing societies. Since the ancient times this notion has been linked to dramatic dynamic changes equal to social upheaval confronting the society from time to time. 
In the contemporary world the first social phenomenon of this kind became apparent in Europe (the Netherlands in 1576-84, England 1648-89, the USA 1775-83, France 1789-94). Moreover, only one out of these early European revolutions - the Great French revolution - happened to become a prototype and a signifying event for succeeding countries. Thus it is true to say that starting with the French revolution, i.e. from the West eastwards the wave of 'revolutionary neurosis' has been spreading, sweeping  through countries: Japan (1868), Russia (1905-17), Turkey(1907-23), China (1911-49), Cuba(1953-59), Nicaragua (1979), etc. Influenced by the critical mass of world revolutionary events, as well as by social patterns which put the subject 'we' (individual socialized into the society)in the forefront of historical arena, the Manifesto (1848) was ideologically formed as the basic document of historical materialism with its popular motto: 'Proletarians of all countries, get united!'
Since this historical moment trends of internationalization triggered by the French Revolution took on a world-wide significance. However, the way thesis is replaced by antithesis, revolution in a new socio-historical setting is replaced by its qualitative controversy 'coevolution', understood as co-development of new socio-historical subjects. From now on, the force of collectivist moral (moral of socialized and internationalized individuals) which used to cement social and international unity and disregard an individual or individual country is replaced by the driving force of individual intellect, his creative potential

which, together with ICT lay ground for sustainable development of countries. New moral imperatives focus primarily on individual rights and freedoms. Unfortunately, this is still not the case for most countries. The trend has been spreading worldwide together with transformational (or coevolutionary, according to the author's conception)processes. However, there is enough ground to establish unfolding of a a new trend which is culturally entrenched in Europe. 

The present witnesses an turning point of the history of the humanity. Internationalist foundations inherent to the age of 'revolutionary neurosis' are being replaced by the new slogans of globalization. Diluting the fruits of internationalization, traditional moral gives way to the individual one.
The break-up of the USSR signified fading hopes for leadership of empire-states, regardless their might. The UNO which arose at the cost of  two world wars as a prototype of world government and setter of traditional patterns of international cooperation has been actively transformed into a network of profile international programmes and projects. International community of nation-states is broken down into numerous self-sufficing identities constituting a fundamentally new network of situationally minded social actors: individuals, social groups and organizations (formal and informal entities), nation-state formations and international organizations. This new shape of international community bears evidence of the fact, that civilization takes on qualitatively new features.
The contemporary initial stage of globalization and it's scientific consideration indicates qualities of a transient epoch which reveals new opportunities, creates different alternatives and comes up with dramatic challenges. This vision of the times we are contemporaries of encouraged the title of the book, 'The Great Delta'. The notion of 'delta' is regarded as the place in delta of a river where it forks and nurtures multiple streams making up a new nature phenomenon - delta. In synergetic terms the inception of delta is the point of bifurcation which triggers a new form of nature process. As for the term 'the great delta', it seeks to stress the significant nature of this social phenomenon, prototypical to which is the Great Depression of 1929-34. 
Compiled in this work are papers by authors integrated by a common conceptual research spirit and scientific interest in analysis of the effect of long-term global trends on various social subjects and processes. 
Obviously, globalistics still sees its subject matter, conceptual and methodological approaches being formed, while their lion share is based on interdisciplinary discourse. 
One of these innovative scientific-research practices grounded upon the author's model of a 'universal epochal cycle' and a system of societal indicators is being institutionalized by a group of Ukrainian scientists versed in various scientific areas (architecture, military science, demography, ecology, economics, computer science, history, cultural studies, literature, mathematics, art history, pedagogics, political studies, law, psychology, sociology, philosophy, etc).
Structurally the book comprises four parts, twenty chapters and appendixes. Thus, underpinned by integral logic are general theoretic and empirical socio-historical studies framed in a common conception of universal epochal cycle.
So, the first part is dedicated to conceptual and theoretic grounds of a new approach to studying socio-historical problematic. The articles compiled in the first part stress conceptualization of socio-historical paradigm of general and specific socio-historical research. The other parts, while underpinned by a common conceptual approach provide analysis of problematic at the three levels of macrosocial subjects: a) nation-state by the example of Ukraine and a number of Balkan states at the transitory stage; b) local civilization based on the materials of the process of Euro-integration; c) the whole mankind in the period of fledgling contemporary global civilization. The appendixes provide the most interesting fragments of discussions within the mentioned inquiry area, which have been raging during last year on the Internet forum of professor E.Afonin on the Web-site of the faculty of sociology of Kharkiv national university named after V. Karasin.
The common conceptual logic of the main parts of the book is cemented by clear vision of key notions of 'social cycle, the way its mechanisms function, revealing peculiarities of transformation processes, expounding interlink and differences between internationalization and globalization. Besides, many papers comprising the book tackle the universal epochal cycle. Readers gain possibility to trace the creative process of rethinking the concept, gradual description of effect of the social mechanisms defining evolution of its stages.
Differentiation of notions 'revolution' and 'coevolution' as varying types of transitory periods is rooted in authors' vision of characteristic features of global socio-historical development in the 20-th century. So, in the Euroatlantic civilization transitory (coevolutionary) processes which crucially changed social institutes and relations of European countries were related to the times of depression of 1929-34, when this social system underwent the most dramatic crisis. Other local civilizations embark on virtually the same transitory period on the turn of 20-21-st centuries, thus creating a common post-transformation space of socio-historical shifts of global nature. Meanwhile, there'll be a constant rise in the number of countries entering the space of coevolutionary development, together with rising entropy of world system and higher probability of strengthening attractors to transitory revolutionary processes in Europe. Today there is much evidence, that countries of the European region exhausted their potential of social resources for progress and drastically need 'historical generalization', which will pave the way to new prospects of nation-state development on the one hand and balance the world system on the other hand.
From economic viewpoint that's how we may interpret the grim prognosis of American economist and demographist Lyndon Larouche (voiced during his visit to the Parliament of the Russian Federation in February 1995) about high probability of epidemic depopulation of the planet (3/4 at one generation span) unless the mankind taps on extraordinary measures to reproduce physical (planned) economies.
These trends are inherent in the contemporary stage of globalization, which is still in an embryonic state. The raging debates pro' and contra' globalization are another proof to it. For instance, the concluding communique of the World Summit on Sustainable Development in Johannesburg (14 September 2002) did not settle a mutual concession as to the evaluation of present global trends.
The authors emphasize disparities between  the two contemporary parallel processes - internationalization and globalization. The great epoch of internationalization was initiated by great geographical discoveries, while it purported involvement of different peoples to the common social time and pressed social space, as well as elaborating infrastructure of information, communication, trade, military, sociocultural interchange between different countries and local civilizations.
As the epoch triggered by the Great Depression comes, we witness shaping of a global city state, if borrow terminology by ancient philosophers. However, turning to analogies with the history of Ancient Greece, new cosmopolitans will reside primarily in the space of the urbanized Euroatlantic civilization, leaving the rest of the mankind the choice of finding themselves in the periphery.
The book we call your attention to is the second release in the scientific series 'Open Research Conception' opened by the book 'Social Development A.D.' Within two years since the general conception of the interdisciplinary research project on social globalistics took shape, certain shifts occurred. For example, the faculty of sociology of Kharkiv national university named after V.Karasin helped make an attempt of setting up an Internet meeting point for scientific discussions - Internet forum at http://www.sociology.kharkov.ua/afonin/ukr/index.asp. Besides, initiators of the project came along with further elaboration of conceptual grounds and instrumental frame of the new approach. So, with participation of the faculty of sociology of Kyiv state Taras Shevchenko university and laboratory on mass communication of the Institute of political and social psychology of the Academy of political sciences of Ukraine the methodology  of analysis of the empirical base of has been carried out. Involved in the project are also scholars from Kharkiv national law academy of Ukraine named after Yaroslav the Wise, Kharkiv national university of internal affairs, Institute of applied system analysis of Kyiv national polytechnic university, Uzhhorod national university, National music academy named after P. Chaikovsky,  etc.
The authors express their gratitude to all who contribute to bringing about the ideas of the open research conception.

