Why a Backrefs Comparison Matters for Your Link
Building Strategy

When | started doing SEO full time back in 2012, link building was a different animal. You could
trade links with almost anyone, buy a batch from a private network, and see your rankings jump
within days. Google has since closed most of those shortcuts, and now the core of any good
link building strategy is understanding your own backlink profile and your competitors' profiles.
That is where a solid backrefs comparison comes into play.

Backrefs is a tool | have used on and off for about three years. It is not the flashiest platform
out there, but it gets the job done when you need a fresh look at your backlinks without paying
for a full suite like Ahrefs or Semrush. The focus keyword "backrefs comparison" is central to
how | decide whether to recommend it to clients who are just starting to invest in SEO tools.
Over the years, | have run side-by-side tests between Backrefs, Ahrefs, Moz, Majestic, and
Semrush. Each has strengths, but the choice often comes down to budget, data freshness, and
the specific use case.

What Backrefs Offers for Link Research

Backrefs is primarily a backlink analysis tool. It indexes links from across the web and lets you
see who links to your site, what anchor text they use, and how valuable those links are based
on metrics like domain authority and URL rating. You can also run a competitor analysis to see
which domains link to your rivals but not to you. That is called a link intersect report, and it is
one of the most actionable features for planning outreach.

| remember a specific project where a client in the home services space was stuck at page two
for a handful of local keywords. Their link profile was thin, mostly directory links and a few
guest posts. | ran a backrefs comparison between their site and two stronger competitors. The

report showed that the competitors had earned links from local news sites and hardware
manufacturer blogs. We used that intel to craft pitches around seasonal home maintenance
tips, and within four months the client moved into the top three positions for half of those
terms.

Data Quality and Freshness

One thing that separates Backrefs from Ahrefs or Majestic is the speed at which new links
appear in its index. In my experience, Ahrefs tends to discover new backlinks within a few days,
sometimes hours. Majestic is a bit slower but has a massive historical index. Backrefs sits
somewhere in the middle. It is usually fast enough for a weekly link audit, but if you need near-
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real-time data for a site that gets a lot of press coverage, you might want to pair it with
something else.

| have also noticed that Backrefs handles nofollow links in a straightforward way. It labels them
clearly, which is helpful when you are trying to distinguish between a link that passes authority
and one that does not. The tool also includes a disavow tool integration, so you can export lists
of toxic or spammy domains and upload them directly to Google. That saves a few steps
compared to manually compiling a disavow file.

Comparing Backrefs with Ahrefs, Moz, and Semrush

Let me walk through a practical backrefs comparison that | did last quarter for a small e-
commerce site selling organic teas. The site had about 800 pages and a link profile that was
mostly from blog comments and low-quality directories. The owner wanted to clean up the
profile and start building real editorial links.

| ran the same link audit in Backrefs, Ahrefs, Moz, and Semrush. Here is what stood out:

e Backrefs caught about 85% of the total backlinks that Ahrefs found, but it identified
three toxic domains that Ahrefs had flagged as low risk. That gave us a more
conservative disavow list.

e Moz provided the clearest domain authority scores, which made it easy to explain the
link quality to the client. But its index is smaller than Backrefs' for newer sites.

e Semrush had the best integration with keyword research. | could see which backlinks
were driving traffic to specific landing pages, something Backrefs does not do
natively.

* Majestic has the largest historical index, but its interface feels cluttered. | only use it
when | need to see the full history of a domain's link building efforts.

The takeaway for the tea shop was that Backrefs gave them enough data for a thorough
cleanup and outreach plan, at a fraction of the cost of Ahrefs or Semrush. They ended up
subscribing to Backrefs plus a free trial of Moz for domain authority scores. That combination
covered their needs without blowing their budget.

Pricing and Value

Pricing is where Backrefs really stands out. Ahrefs starts at about $99 per month for the Lite
plan, and Semrush starts at $119.95. Backrefs has a free tier that gives you limited daily
checks, and its paid plans begin around $49 per month. For a freelancer or a small agency, that
difference matters. | have recommended Backrefs to several solo practitioners who needed a



reliable link audit tool but could not justify spending over a hundred dollars a month on
something they would only use a few times per week.

That said, if you are doing heavy competitor analysis or need to run hundreds of keyword
research reports each month, the extra cost of Ahrefs or Semrush might be worth it. The trade-
off is real: you pay less with Backrefs, but you lose some depth in link intersect reports and you
do not get the same level of integration with other SEO tasks like rank tracking or site audits.

Practical Use Cases for a Backrefs Comparison

| use a backrefs comparison mainly in three scenarios. First, when | am evaluating a new
client's current link profile and trying to decide which tool to use for ongoing monitoring.
Second, when | am doing a link audit for a site that has been penalized by Google, because |
need to find every bad link and disavow it quickly. Third, when | am planning a link building
campaign and want to see what worked for competitors.

For the third scenario, | will run a link intersect report in Backrefs and compare it with the same
report in Ahrefs. | have found that Backrefs often surfaces smaller niche blogs that Ahrefs
misses, especially in non-English markets. That happened with a client in the Netherlands:
Backrefs found a handful of Dutch gardening blogs that linked to a competitor, while Ahrefs
only showed the major Dutch media sites. Those small blogs turned out to be easier to reach
and more relevant for the client's audience.

Limitations to Keep in Mind



No tool is perfect. Backrefs does not have a built-in rank tracker, so you have to use a separate
service if you want daily keyword position data. Its site audit feature is basic compared to
Semrush or Screaming Frog. And the user interface, while functional, can feel a bit dated. |
have also noticed that Backrefs sometimes misattributes redirect chains. It might show a link
as pointing to a page that has since been redirected, instead of showing the final destination.
That is not a huge issue for most link audits, but it can confuse beginners who are not familiar
with how redirects affect link equity.

Another thing: the free tier limits you to a small number of reports per day. If you are doing a
deep dive on a large site, you will need to upgrade or spread the work across several days. That
is fine for a one-off audit, but for ongoing monitoring the paid plan is almost necessary.

Final Thoughts on Choosing a Backlink Tool

If you are still on the fence, | would suggest starting with Backrefs for a month and running a
backrefs comparison against a trial of Ahrefs or Moz. That way you can see firsthand how the
data differs and which interface feels more comfortable. For most small to medium sites,
Backrefs gives you enough information to make smart link building decisions without the
overhead of a larger platform. For enterprise-level work or agencies that need an all-in-one SEO
suite, the bigger tools are probably a better fit.

In the end, the best tool is the one you actually use. | have seen plenty of people buy an
expensive subscription to Ahrefs or Semrush, run a few reports, and then let it sit idle because
the interface was too complex or the data felt overwhelming. Backrefs is simpler, cheaper, and
focused on the one thing it does well: backlink analysis. That focus makes it a strong
contender for anyone serious about link building but watchful of their monthly spending.



