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ABSTRACT: Clearly and concisely summarizes relevant knowledge, states the problem, the main aim and the contribution to Marxist conception of totality, materialist conception of history and/or materialist dialectics. Every point made in every part of the abstract must be elaborated in the main text—even if the main text is organized quite differently from the abstract. Abstract should be 250–500 words.
KEYWORDS: A list of 3 to 9 words, separated by commas. Each keyword must be elaborated in the main text.

INTRODUCTION
The purpose of these guidelines is to ensure a clear, standard format for submissions. Please follow all guidelines as closely as possible.[footnoteRef:1] Marxism & Sciences is an open access journal. Publication of articles/essays and access to accepted and published material is free.  [1: . Use footnotes instead of endnotes.] 

The journal does not charge any article/essay submission, processing or publication fees. We have no budget for proof-readers or type-setters. These tasks are therefore the responsibility of the authors.
All submissions must be formatted using this M&S template document. The document contains essential instructions for the content and format of your submission. Submissions not formatted according to this guideline are rejected and once rejected they won’t be accepted even after revision. 
The Main Text
The main text should be clearly structured. Headings depend on content and need not correspond to the headings in the abstract. The structure of empirical studies should be conventional with introduction, method, results and conclusions. Please consider grammar, readability, concision, structure, use of figures and tables, and accessibility for audience from a wide range of disciplines.
A first-line (paragraph) indent— 0.5 cm from the left margin— is normally applied to each new paragraph of main text. Only the first line should not have a paragraph indent after any type of subtitle.	
Submissions must be in English (American or British) and proof-read by a native speaker if authors are not native of English language. The text should be written in a style that is accessible to an audience from a wide range of disciplines, and specialist jargon should be either defined or avoided. 
Block Quotation 
Thus, criticizing Feuerbach’s contemplative materialism Marx and Engels, in The German Ideology, state:
Feuerbach speaks in particular of the perception of natural science; he mentions secrets which are disclosed only to the eyes of the physicist and chemist; but where would natural science be without industry and commerce? Even this “pure” natural science is provided with an aim, as with its material, only through trade and industry, through the sensuous activity of men. (Marx and Engels 1976b, 40)
Engels recapitulates this very approach in his treatment of the historicity of logic and laws of thinking and dialectics.
Biographies 
Submissions should close with brief biographical texts (150–300 words for each author) that appear separately within the section ‘Notes on Contributors’.
Research and Publication Ethics 
Articles/Essays should conform with international research and publication ethics. A similarity report is produced by the editors and similarity rate is evaluated according to the context of each submission. Submissions with similarity rate higher than % 30 are rejected, in any case.
Figures and Tables 
Figures and tables should be numbered and include concise, self-explanatory captions, and embedded within the main text. Authors are responsible for formatting. Figures should be camera-ready. First authors are responsible for any copyright issues. Digital files of figures and illustrations should be also delivered separately in .TIF or .JPG format with a minimum resolution of 300 dpi. Freehand or typewritten lettering should not be used.
Example of Figure and its Reference in Text 
For clarification, the parties in the Mexican Standoff are presented graphically in Fig. 1. For simplicity, Western Marxism is not represented in the figure; it had already been evolved into post-Marxism, mostly, by the time, as Wood (1998 [1986], 18) implied. Instead, the term ‘Traditional Marxists’ is used to refer those Marxists struggled against postmodernists and post-Marxists. 
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Figure 1. Marxism in Mexican Standoff. Arrowed line/curve represents disagreement; line/curve without arrow represents agreement; darkness of line/curve represents the strength of the relation. Three kinds of strength are used: black, gray and light gray. Dashes are used only for visual reasons.	
Example of Table and its Reference in Text 
As a result, Marxists, unfortunately, almost completely stayed silent about the Sokal Hoax, as if they were in a kind of Mexican standoff. The results of a quick search for the title ‘Sokal’ at the archives of some leading Marxist journals within the four years between 1996 and 2000, after the hoax, are presented in Table 2.
Table 2. Search results for the name ‘Sokal’ at the archives of leading Marxist journals for four years after the hoax, between 1996 and 2000. Book reviews are not included.
	Marxist Journals (foundation year)
	Articles (1996–2000)

	New Left Review (1960)
Critique (1973)
Capital & Class (1977)
Nature, Capitalism and Socialism (1978)
Thesis Eleven (1980)
Historical Materialism (1997)
	None

	Science & Society (1936)
	Editorial Perspectives (1996/1997)
Joost Kircz (1998)
Derek Lovejoy (1999/2000)

	Monthly Review (1949)
	Meera Nanda (1997a)
Notes from the Editors (1997)

	Socialist Register (1964)
	Meera Nanda (1997b)

	Rethinking Marxism (1988)
	In this Issue (1999a)
Meera Nanda (1999)



Citation style
Submissions must have written according to Chicago Manual of Style 17th Ed. Both articles and essays are expected to use ‘author-date style’.
Submission procedure 
Your manuscript should be submitted as an e-mail attachment to both addresses, below:
· editor[at]marxismandsciences.org 
· marxismandsciences[at]gmail.com
Please include the entire submission within both a pdf file and a word file with pages and lines numbered throughout. The subject line of your e-mail should also include the type of submission and running title.
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