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HOW TO USE THIS RESOURCE

Technical SEO for B2B SaaS: The
Audit Field Guide
B2B SaaS SEO leads, growth teams, and web engineering

Your practical outputs

• A representative URL and template inventory

• A reproducible technical findings register

• A prioritized defect and dependency queue

• A release and regression verification plan

Read, choose, apply

Start with the overview and decision rules. Choose a concrete constraint in your business. Work
through the relevant templates using your own evidence, record open assumptions and agree a
review with the accountable people. The complete online edition provides linked sources and
contextual navigation.

Editorial context

Explicitly fictional cases and example figures are working aids, not client results or universal
benchmarks. Frameworks structure decisions; they are not scientifically validated scores.
Platform capabilities may change. Sources and review context are disclosed.

Read online: Technical SEO for B2B SaaS: The Audit Field Guide

https://www.patrickwings.com/en/resources/search-technical-seo-field-guide/
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Edition: October 24, 2026. A practical B2B SaaS resource by Patrick Wings. The frameworks are
original operating methods; platform statements link to primary documentation. Examples are
explicitly fictional. Use this document as a working reference: enter your own baseline,
reproduce the observations described, and only then decide on the next investment. The English
and German editions cover equivalent decisions and limitations.

1. Audit mandate and limits
A technical SEO audit should demonstrate access and interpretation barriers on relevant pages
and make them actionable. It is not a competition to collect tool warnings. This guide's original
model is Symptom–Mechanism–Scope–Acceptance: what was observed, which mechanism
plausibly explains it, which URLs are affected, and how will the correction be verified? Separate
crawling, indexing, ranking, retrieval, and citation. A defect can block an early stage; fixing it
does not guarantee selection at a later stage. Define product pages, documentation, resources,
and the protected application as distinct areas with different objectives and access
requirements.

Distinguish a finding from a recommendation

Write an audit finding as a verifiable assertion: the specified public documentation page returns
a noindex header under these conditions. Write a recommendation as a justified option: a
different delivery model might simplify maintenance. Only the first sentence already describes a
demonstrated failure against an agreed target state. Both may matter but require different
approvals. A defect receives a specific acceptance check; an architectural change also needs
effort, alternatives, and side effects. Confirm this distinction at kickoff so a long tool export is not
treated automatically as a mandatory engineering plan without an agreed business purpose.

Worksheet

Working field Entry or observation Next decision

Symptom Main text missing in inspected response Preserve request conditions

Mechanism API failure plausible Check logs against alternative

Scope One template, multiple URLs Record examples and exceptions

Acceptance Main text without privileged session Live check after release

Primary reference for technical context: Google: AI features and your website.

https://developers.google.com/search/docs/appearance/ai-features
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2. URL inventory and sampling
Combine a CMS export, sitemap, internal links, analytics, and known important URLs. No single
source is complete. Label template, language, intended indexability, conversion task, and owner.
Choose at least one typical and one unusual URL for each critical template; also inspect
parameters, old paths, downloads, and newly published pages. A sample audit can expose
template defects but cannot prove every URL is error-free. Feed discovered exceptions back into
the sample and state coverage limits explicitly. Large sets of similar URLs call for grouping and
investigation rather than unreviewed bulk deletion, especially where a parameter changes
content or product behavior.

Complete the coverage matrix

Use templates as rows and language, status class, and publication age as attributes. Select an
inspectable URL from each important combination. Document intentionally untested areas such
as a protected customer instance or unknown legacy campaign pages. If testing reveals new
parameter families, update the inventory before describing total scope. A sitemap containing
two hundred entries does not establish that only two hundred public URLs exist. Likewise,
crawling two hundred URLs does not prove complete coverage. Show known inventory, actual
inspected sample, and unresolved discovery routes separately so the report's remaining risks
are concrete.

Worksheet

Working field Entry or observation Next decision

Focus Inventory: template, language, index
intention, business task

Replace with your own data

Evidence URL, date, and reproducible observation Record confidence and open question

Acceptance Owner and observable target state Schedule the team review

Primary reference for technical context: Google: Build a sitemap.

3. HTTP, redirects, and error pages
Fetch the starting URL and final destination and record every redirect. A page displaying an error
message with HTTP 200 needs a different investigation from a genuine 404. Check whether a
retired product routes to a relevant replacement or indiscriminately to the homepage. Preserve
useful parameters only when they are actually required. Investigate intermittent 5xx responses
with infrastructure evidence rather than a single request. When removing obsolete content,
decide replacement content, user need, and link maintenance together. Visible behavior,
delivered status, and intended behavior should agree; verify both direct visits and navigation
from a live referring page.

https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/sitemaps/build-sitemap
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Reproduce a redirect finding

Record the original path and each response through the final destination. Then inspect the
destination's actual content. A technically functioning redirect can be contextually unsuitable
when a specific integration guide ends on a generic homepage. Acceptance therefore specifies
both the response sequence and a relevant target page. Also test an incoming navigation link
and a direct visit to the old URL. For a loop or failing chain, engineering identifies the rules
involved. Avoid changing several redirect layers simultaneously if that obscures the cause.
Document rollback and a verification request before broad rollout.

Worksheet

Working field Entry or observation Next decision

Redirect Start, intermediate steps, final target Check relevance and loops

Error page Visible error plus HTTP status Record discrepancy as a finding

Intermittent 5xx Timestamp and infrastructure evidence Repeat and isolate cause

Removed page Replacement content and referring links URL plan instead of blanket homepage
routing

Primary reference for technical context: Google: Specify a canonical URL.

4. Robots.txt, noindex, and access
Robots.txt controls supported crawler access; noindex is an indexing instruction that the crawler
must be able to see. If a page is blocked, its noindex instruction may remain unread. Inspect
HTML meta tags and X-Robots-Tag headers, including inherited CDN rules. Authentication is the
appropriate access class for confidential application content; robots.txt is not secrecy protection.
Pay special attention to staging rules accidentally deployed to production. Never change a global
block before clarifying affected paths and intended privacy boundaries. Document the intended
rule for each area and verify it against the actual production response after deployment.

Check meaning before adding another asset

Ask a reviewer who did not write the page to identify the product, intended buyer, use case,
prerequisites, and limitations. The reviewer should point to visible sentences for each answer. If
the information exists only in a sales deck, it is not available to a public visitor. Resolve
contradictory naming across the product page, documentation, pricing, and legal identity.
Consistency helps readers understand the entity; it is not a documented universal citation factor.

Use a clear distinction between capability and outcome. A feature can export an audit log; it
does not automatically make a customer compliant. A comparison can describe a published
feature; it cannot infer a competitor's security quality without evidence. Prefer a narrow,

https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/consolidate-duplicate-urls
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accurate statement with conditions over a broad claim that needs several footnotes to become
true.

• Replace one ambiguous noun with the exact product, role, or object.

• Attach an evidence owner and review date to material claims.

• Stop if the page promises a capability the product team cannot demonstrate.

Worksheet

Working field Entry or observation Next decision

Focus Public product page: check access and
indexing intent separately

Replace with your own data

Evidence URL, date, and reproducible observation Record confidence and open question

Acceptance Owner and observable target state Schedule the team review

Primary reference for technical context: Google: Block indexing with noindex.

5. Make defensible canonical decisions
For duplicate groups, inspect the intended representative URL and conflicting signals: internal
links, sitemap, redirects, and canonical declarations. A canonical is neither a universal delete
command nor a guarantee that a system follows the suggestion. Product variants with distinct
user value require an editorially justified decision. Genuine German and English translations are
not simple duplicates to canonicalize into one language. Compare the declared canonical with
Google's selected canonical where inspection information is available. Change signals
consistently and preserve the original group for verification. Avoid selecting a target merely
because it has a shorter URL or a preferred visual design.

Prioritize with a constrained queue

Use a three-part queue: access and correctness blockers first, high-value buyer decisions
second, exploratory improvements third. Within a tier, compare affected scope, evidence
confidence, expected buyer value, implementation effort, and reversibility. Do not multiply
ordinal scores into a precise revenue forecast. A scoring sheet makes tradeoffs visible; it cannot
manufacture evidence or eliminate judgment.

Choose a small first batch that an owner can ship and verify in one review cycle. Include a
dependency column: a content rewrite may depend on a product decision, while an indexability
fix may depend on an infrastructure release. If two options have similar value, prefer the one
that teaches the team something reusable or removes a shared failure. Put deferred work in a
dated backlog rather than treating it as rejected forever.

https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/block-indexing
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• Write the reason for priority in a single observable sentence.

• Reserve capacity for verification, not just implementation.

• Stop expanding the batch when ownership or acceptance criteria become unclear.

Worksheet

Working field Entry or observation Next decision

Declared canonical Intended target in HTML or header Check target reachability

Internal links URL actually used Resolve conflict with intended target

Sitemap Intended public core URLs Clean up obsolete variants

Google selection Where inspection information exists Document difference rather than assume
control

Primary reference for technical context: Google: Specify a canonical URL.

6. Check rendering and JavaScript
Compare delivered HTML with rendered main content and an appropriate URL inspection.
Important product text, links, and metadata should not exist only after login or an unusual
interaction. Investigate hydration failures, unsuccessful APIs, and blocked resources. Search and
answer experiences do not necessarily process JavaScript in the same way; successful browser
rendering does not establish universal bot capability. Server rendering or static output can
simplify delivery but must fit the application. The finding should describe missing content under
specific conditions rather than labeling the JavaScript library itself an SEO defect. Include the
route and interaction sequence needed to reproduce the discrepancy.

Produce one testable increment

A production brief should specify the reader's task, the claim to explain, the evidence available,
the page destination, and the action after reading. Give writers access to an expert who can
answer technical questions. Require a clear account of prerequisites, failure cases, and
tradeoffs. Formatting can improve usability, but short paragraphs and tables are not proof that
an engine will retrieve or cite the page.

Create the smallest complete version that solves the buyer's task. Complete does not mean
exhaustive: it means that the promised decision can be made without a hidden critical
assumption. Keep original analysis distinguishable from source material, and label calculations
and examples. Review factual accuracy before polishing headlines. If the evidence does not
support the headline, change the headline rather than stretching the interpretation of the
evidence.

https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/consolidate-duplicate-urls
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• Capture a before version and the publication timestamp.

• Verify each changed claim with its domain owner.

• Stop when a source cannot support the assertion attributed to it.

Worksheet

Working field Entry or observation Next decision

Focus Delivered HTML and rendered main text
side by side

Replace with your own data

Evidence URL, date, and reproducible observation Record confidence and open question

Acceptance Owner and observable target state Schedule the team review

Primary reference for technical context: Google: JavaScript SEO basics.

7. Test linking and discovery
Start on a real entry page and follow the route to important product and answer pages. Check
whether navigation uses reachable links and whether anchor text explains the destination's
purpose. A sitemap can support URL discovery but does not replace a useful user path or
guarantee crawling and indexing. Remove obsolete destinations from navigation and sitemap
together. For orphan pages, first determine whether they still have a current purpose. A
purposeless page does not need artificial internal links; an important page needs a
comprehensible route from its topical context. Test the route on mobile as well as in a crawler
export.

Inspect internal routes as a graph

Mark a topical entry point and the most important destination pages. For each destination,
record at least one useful incoming route and the explanation in its anchor text. Inspect links in
rendered output and actual delivery. An export may report a connection hidden from visitors
inside an inaccessible component. Also assess return routes: readers finishing a detail guide
should find product context or related prerequisites. Add connections where they support a next
task. Artificial link volume without context can worsen usability and does not substitute for
understandable architecture or establish a guaranteed search benefit.

https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/javascript/javascript-seo-basics
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Worksheet

Working field Entry or observation Next decision

Focus Important page reachable in a relevant
topical context

Replace with your own data

Evidence URL, date, and reproducible observation Record confidence and open question

Acceptance Owner and observable target state Schedule the team review

Primary reference for technical context: Google: Crawlable links.

8. Connect technical work to business
measurement
Define direct technical acceptance independently of later traffic. A corrected block may be
immediately verifiable, while search processing takes time and involves additional selection
decisions. Subsequently compare compatible periods for appearances, clicks, and qualified
visits. During migrations, inspect tracking and forms so a measurement break is not misread as
search loss. Segment affected templates and languages rather than relying only on domain
totals. Assisted pipeline remains a downstream modeling perspective and cannot be credited to
the audit as incremental impact without additional evidence. Maintain a release annotation so an
analyst can distinguish delivery changes from instrumentation changes.

Separate measurement breaks from search loss

During a redesign, analytics checks a test event on an old and a new landing page. Compare
event names, source fields, and duplicate form submissions. Examine search appearance and
click changes only once measurement is plausible. An immediate session decline with stable
search clicks may require a different explanation from simultaneous declines in both signals.
Causality remains unresolved until relevant evidence exists. Audit closeout keeps technical
correction, instrumentation status, and downstream observation separate. A repaired header is
then neither blamed for a broken analytics migration nor credited for a reporting artifact.

Worksheet

Working field Entry or observation Next decision

Focus Technical acceptance before
downstream traffic evaluation

Replace with your own data

Evidence URL, date, and reproducible observation Record confidence and open question

Acceptance Owner and observable target state Schedule the team review

https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/links-crawlable
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Primary reference for technical context: Google: AI features and your website.

9. Structured data and internationalization
Check structured content against the visible page and an appropriate use case. Syntactically
valid schema can still be factually wrong. A SoftwareApplication description must match the
product and its stated information; missing review evidence must not be replaced with invented
stars. For language editions, inspect reachable distinct URLs, working language switches, and
consistent relationships. Avoid forced redirects that deny visitors their chosen language.
Google's feature requirements and Schema.org's vocabulary are different layers. Correct markup
guarantees neither a special appearance nor citation by answer systems, so report validation
success separately from observed search behavior.

Accept language and markup separately

For a bilingual product page, first request both URLs directly. Follow language links in both
directions and confirm that each destination explains the same product subject. Then compare
structured information with visible content in each edition. Correctly translated prose with
incorrect price markup remains defective, as does valid schema paired with misleading product
copy. Use an appropriate validator for each technical question without presenting syntax
validation as factual approval. The acceptance record therefore separates edition, product
version, visible assertion, and markup result. Unknown facts are not invented to complete
optional properties or produce a cleaner validation display.

Worksheet

Working field Entry or observation Next decision

Focus Markup matches visible product truth Replace with your own data

Evidence URL, date, and reproducible observation Record confidence and open question

Acceptance Owner and observable target state Schedule the team review

Primary reference for technical context: Google: Structured data policies.

https://developers.google.com/search/docs/appearance/ai-features
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/appearance/structured-data/sd-policies
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10. FICTIONAL audit: SignalDesk
FICTIONAL: SignalDesk provides incident communication for IT teams. Assume four templates
and forty public URLs. An audit finds a staging-derived X-Robots-Tag: noindex on eight
documentation pages; two product pages also have incorrect language switches. The eight
pages form one shared template finding rather than eight independently solved problems.
Engineering removes the incorrect production rule only from the public area, verifies headers,
and preserves protected application paths. Marketing corrects the two language relationships.
Acceptance means correct headers and usable language switching, not an immediate ranking
increase. Every number illustrates the method and is not customer evidence.

Confirm the shared cause

In the SignalDesk case, engineering checks two affected documentation pages and one public
product page. A header confined to documentation suggests a bounded rule. The configured rule
is then compared with the actual response. That relationship permits a targeted correction. After
deployment, all eight assumed affected URLs are checked because this scope is small. A
protected application URL remains restricted as a countercheck. The case illustrates asymmetric
acceptance: public documentation must be accessible while confidential application data stays
protected. Removing every restriction indiscriminately would violate the original mandate rather
than produce a successful audit outcome.

Worksheet

Working field Entry or observation Next decision

FICTIONAL baseline 40 public URLs, 4 templates Document sample coverage

Header defect 8 documentation pages with noindex Correct one shared rule

Language defect 2 product pages mislinked Marketing corrects language switching

Acceptance Correct headers and usable switching Ranking remains a later observation

Primary reference for technical context: Google: Block indexing with noindex.

https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/block-indexing
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11. Prioritization and release ownership
Tier one covers unintended access blocks, incorrect production delivery, and critical broken
buyer paths. Tier two covers consistent canonicals, contextual navigation, and important
template defects. Exploratory optimization follows. This is an original operating logic rather than
an official search engine scoring system. Engineering owns the mechanism and rollback; SEO
owns the finding and acceptance test; product reviews functional side effects. For broad
changes, start with a bounded page family. A release must do more than improve a tool score: it
must remove the documented failure while preserving the intended user task and approved
access boundaries.

Write engineering tickets with acceptance

A useful ticket starts with an example URL and reproducible request. Then state expected
behavior, actual response, and affected user route. Add a suspected shared mechanism as a
hypothesis if it is not confirmed. Acceptance describes the technical target and a countercheck
for neighboring areas. Do not prescribe a fixed implementation where engineering can choose a
simpler reliable solution. Canonical or routing changes also require intended destination
relationships. Close the ticket only after live verification. An annotated screenshot of the preview
editor does not establish production delivery, and a higher tool score does not substitute for the
original acceptance condition.

Worksheet

Working field Entry or observation Next decision

Focus P1: unintended public access block Replace with your own data

Evidence URL, date, and reproducible observation Record confidence and open question

Acceptance Owner and observable target state Schedule the team review

Primary reference for technical context: Google: robots.txt.

12. Verification and regression
After deployment, repeat the same request and user path. Also inspect a similar unchanged
template for side effects. A successful preview does not replace production verification.
Lightweight automated checks can help with recurring risks: expected status codes, absence of
unintended noindex on approved core pages, and the presence of primary navigation.
Automation confirms only the behavior checked; it does not prove overall search quality. New
failures or changed templates justify extending verification. Broad repetition without new
uncertainty often creates more reporting work than insight. Store a short release record with the
actual observed acceptance result and the person who verified it.

https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/robots/intro
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Bound regression checks to concrete risks

Choose recurring checks from previous failures and important product routes. For the header
case, begin with a small approved public URL list and a protected countercheck. A monitoring
alert should show the actual request and discrepancy. A red aggregate score without
reproducible detail creates unnecessary investigation. Update the list when templates or access
classes change. Remove checks that no longer trigger a relevant decision. Monitoring should
expose new defects early rather than permanently inspect every technical property. On an alert,
an owner first confirms reproducibility before considering a broader rollback or treating a
temporary collection failure as a production incident.

Worksheet

Working field Entry or observation Next decision

Focus After release: original check plus
neighboring template

Replace with your own data

Evidence URL, date, and reproducible observation Record confidence and open question

Acceptance Owner and observable target state Schedule the team review

Primary reference for technical context: Google: JavaScript SEO basics.

13. Copyable findings register
A useful finding row contains a URL pattern, example URL, date, request conditions, observation,
suspected mechanism, affected scope, and acceptance. Add business task, owner, dependency,
rollback, and review date. Separate verified defects from recommendations. A recommendation
such as improved server delivery needs a defensible benefit and cost, while a proven broken link
has a clear target state. Do not hand off only a list of technical terms. The receiving person
should know, without an oral translation, which request to execute and which result confirms the
correction. Keep evidence linked to the specific release that resolves the row.

Follow a row through closure

T-01 begins with an incorrect noindex header on a specific documentation URL. Scope identifies
eight pages and one shared rule. Engineering owns the correction; SEO preserves the original
request and checks the new response. The ticket links a release identifier and evidence that the
protected countercheck remains unchanged. Only then does status become verified. A later
recurrence reopens the same finding or references its history. Recurring causes no longer
disappear between separate audits. This record is more informative than a one-time high health
score because it shows what actually changed and which acceptance checks were completed.

https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/javascript/javascript-seo-basics
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Worksheet

Working field Entry or observation Next decision

Finding identifier T-01 plus specific example URL Preserve release relationship

Reproduction Request, session, time, result Colleague must reproduce failure

Acceptance Observable technical target state Do not substitute a ranking promise

Side effect Affected app or neighboring template Product and engineering review

Primary reference for technical context: Google: Specify a canonical URL.

14. Primary sources and bounded conclusions
This field guide grounds technical controls in official documentation rather than supposed secret
ranking factors. Its sequence is a practical diagnostic aid. Search engines may select other
representative URLs, process pages later, or prefer other results despite technically correct
delivery. Record direct technical success separately from downstream selection. An audit
succeeds when relevant barriers are precisely identified, owned, and verifiably corrected.
Ranking, retrieval, and citation are additional observations with their own limitations. Review the
current documentation for the affected system before broad changes, and retain a record of the
intended production behavior rather than treating every platform as interchangeable.

Keep closeout claims defensible

The technical closeout report names inspected areas, resolved defects, open risks, and the next
observation. It may explicitly state that a formerly blocked page is now correctly delivered. It
cannot infer a future ranking position. When management asks about revenue, explain the
relationship as an enabling condition: a working buyer route permits use and measurement but
does not prove an additional sale. Link technical primary sources beside the relevant controls.
Do not claim identical processing by every bot. The report remains useful because it precisely
shows which barriers were removed and which questions still require evidence.

Worksheet

Working field Entry or observation Next decision

Focus Report direct remediation separately
from search selection

Replace with your own data

Evidence URL, date, and reproducible observation Record confidence and open question

Acceptance Owner and observable target state Schedule the team review

https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/consolidate-duplicate-urls
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Primary reference for technical context: Google: AI features and your website.

15. Execute a complete technical acceptance
record
Preserve the original failure as the test object

Suppose a public integration guide unexpectedly returns noindex. The first record contains URL,
timestamp, request type, and actual header. Add the intended access class and domain reason:
a prospect should be able to inspect integration prerequisites before contacting sales. Preserve
the original finding even if the rule is quickly removed. Check a second page using the same
template and a page using another template. This provides a justified initial scope estimate. Do
not present that estimate as a complete inventory when further paths are unknown. Technical
change begins only after the expected state is explicit.

Correct delivery and choose counterchecks

Engineering identifies the responsible rule in the actual delivery path. A CMS setting alone is not
evidence if a CDN adds a conflicting header. The release corrects the public area. A protected
application page remains authenticated as a countercheck. Also inspect an unaffected marketing
page and an important download URL. Use the same documented conditions for each test and
record the actual result. A failure pauses rollout while the cause is isolated. Avoid an
uncontrolled collection of simultaneous routing, rendering, and metadata changes that makes
individual findings impossible to accept. The smallest suitable correction is easier to assess and
reverse when a real side effect appears.

Close the ticket with a bounded statement

After release, SEO confirms that the original header failure no longer occurs under the same
conditions. Engineering confirms intended protection boundaries. The report names inspected
URLs and remaining untested areas. Separate observation of search processing and use follows
afterward. A later difference in Google's selected canonical may create another finding without
undoing the direct header correction. Close the ticket with production evidence and bound
regression monitoring to the relevant rule. The precise closeout statement is that this technical
defect was corrected and verified, not that the page will rank in a future position or appear in
every answer.

Verified sources

The following official URLs were editorially checked on October 24, 2026. Recheck the current
version before implementation changes.

• Google: robots.txt

• Google: Block indexing with noindex

• Google: Specify a canonical URL

https://developers.google.com/search/docs/appearance/ai-features
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/robots/intro
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/block-indexing
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/consolidate-duplicate-urls
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• Google: JavaScript SEO basics

• Google: Crawlable links

• Google: Multilingual websites

• Google: Structured data policies

• Google: Build a sitemap

• Google: AI features and your website

https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/javascript/javascript-seo-basics
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/links-crawlable
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/specialty/international/managing-multi-regional-sites
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/appearance/structured-data/sd-policies
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/sitemaps/build-sitemap
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/appearance/ai-features
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YOUR TRANSFER CANVAS

Turn this resource into a team brief
Use this page for a joint review. Agree one practical output, observable evidence and an
accountable owner. Add the specific methods and templates from the relevant chapters.

Working field Your agreement

Priority output A representative URL and template inventory

Your starting point Finding / source / date: ________________________________________

Smallest useful test ________________________________________
________________________________________

Evidence & counter-evidence ________________________________________
________________________________________

Ownership & review Owner / reviewer / date: ________________________________________

Stop or change when … ________________________________________
________________________________________

Decision & next action ________________________________________
________________________________________

Keep unresolved assumptions explicitly open. A completed worksheet is not a substitute for evidence or accountable
judgement.
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Sources & further documentation
Primary sources checked 24 October 2026. Sources support the linked technical or factual statements; the working
models and fictional cases are original editorial decision aids. Recheck changing platform details before implementation.

1. Google: robots.txt

2. Google: Block indexing with noindex

3. Google: Specify a canonical URL

4. Google: JavaScript SEO basics

5. Google: Crawlable links

6. Google: Multilingual websites

7. Google: Structured data policies

8. Google: Build a sitemap

9. Google: AI features and your website

Next step

If you want help adapting the working plan to your product, evidence and team capacity, request
a non-binding strategy conversation.

patrickwings.com

https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/robots/intro
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/block-indexing
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/consolidate-duplicate-urls
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/javascript/javascript-seo-basics
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/links-crawlable
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/specialty/international/managing-multi-regional-sites
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/appearance/structured-data/sd-policies
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/crawling-indexing/sitemaps/build-sitemap
https://developers.google.com/search/docs/appearance/ai-features
https://www.patrickwings.com/en/strategy-call/
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