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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript provides crucial local data on cyberbullying and cyberstalking prevalence in Gujarat, India, addressing a significant research gap. The findings revealing high prevalence rates (57% cyberbullying, 41% cyberstalking) with greater vulnerability among females and younger individuals offer valuable insights for regional intervention development. The psychological impact assessment using DASS-21 adds depth to understanding the mental health burden associated with digital harassment. This study contributes important evidence for developing targeted policies and preventive measures specific to the Indian context.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the research's content, methodology, and geographical context.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is well-structured but should include: (1) a specific study timeframe (June-July 2024), (2) more details about the DASS-21 assessment, and (3) a brief mention of study limitations. Current prevalence statistics in the abstract (45.7% cyberbullying, 32.8% cyberstalking) conflict with the main text (57%, 41%) and should be reconciled.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally sound but requires attention to: (1) unclear sample size calculation justification, (2) inconsistent prevalence reporting, (3) table percentages not summing to 100%, (4) contradictory gender association statements (text vs. Table 3), and (5) insufficient details on DASS-21 score analysis methodology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally appropriate but should include: (1) more recent studies (post-2020) from India/South Asia, (2) additional support for DASS-21 methodology, and (3) references supporting statistical methods employed.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Generally acceptable but requires improvement in: (1) sentence structure, particularly in introduction and discussion, (2) grammatical consistency, (3) technical term explanations, and (4) reducing repetition in results section.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The methodology section should provide clearer information on recruitment procedures and response rates. Results would benefit from subheadings for better organization. The discussion could better address implications specific to this population and regional context. Tables need better formatting and clarification of reference categories.
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