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[ Abstract] A novel theory which is called altmetrics, based on scientometrics in the Web 2.0 environment, is presented in this pa-
per. Altmetrics and webmetrics have both connections and differences, and the research object of altmetrics and that of the traditional
scientific qualities evaluation is different. The altmetrics plays a unique and significant role in the scientific study for its characters such
as time-sensitive, coverage and process of scientific communication. The statistics indicators are summarized that could be mined from

open access platform and scholarly social networking services. The source for altmetrics dataset and kinds of altmetrics are analyzed by

taking application tool as an example which called Total -Impact.
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