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ABSTRACT

In the ever-evolving digital age, the boundaries of personal space and safety have been dramatically
redefined. The internet, while serving as a powerful tool for communication, commerce, and information
sharing, has simultaneously become a breeding ground for various forms of cybercrime. Among these,
cyberstalking emerges as a particularly insidious threat. Unlike traditional stalking, which is physically
observable and limited by geography, cyberstalking enables perpetrators to intrude into the personal lives
of victims relentlessly, anonymously, and from any location across the globe. This study undertakes a
comprehensive examination of cyberstalking, focusing on its legal, forensic, and investigative dimensions,
to provide a multi-disciplinary understanding of how digital predators operate and how they can be
effectively tracked and prosecuted.

Cyberstalking is defined as the repeated use of electronic communication tools to harass, threaten, or
intimidate an individual, group, or organization. The phenomenon often involves the use of emails, social
media platforms, GPS tracking, instant messaging apps, and even sophisticated spyware or malware.
Victims may suffer from psychological trauma, including anxiety, depression, and post-traumatic stress,
and may also face reputational damage, social withdrawal, and economic losses. The anonymity afforded
by digital platforms emboldens offenders, who exploit loopholes in privacy settings and data-sharing
practices to track and manipulate their targets. Consequently, cyberstalking presents complex challenges to
victims, law enforcement agencies, and legal practitioners alike.

From a legal standpoint, cyberstalking occupies a unique position at the intersection of privacy rights,
freedom of speech, and digital surveillance. This study delves into the legislative frameworks across
multiple jurisdictions, with an emphasis on Indian cyber law as codified in the Information Technology Act,
2000 (with subsequent amendments), and relevant sections of the Indian Penal Code (IPC). It compares
Indian legal provisions with international statutes such as the United States’ Violence Against Women Act
(VAWA), the UK’s Protection from Harassment Act, and Australia’s Online Safety Act. The comparative
legal analysis identifies key gaps, strengths, and areas requiring reform in cyberstalking legislation,
particularly in addressing cross-border jurisdictional issues, procedural delays, and victim protection
mechanisms. The study advocates for a harmonized international legal approach and robust victim support
infrastructure.

The role of forensic science in tackling cyberstalking has grown increasingly crucial with the advent of
advanced digital forensic techniques. Digital forensics serves as the bridge between criminal behavior
and actionable evidence. This study explores various technical methods used to trace and document
cyberstalking behavior, such as IP address tracing, metadata analysis, forensic imaging of digital devices,
recovery of deleted data, and examination of social media interactions. It also highlights the use of artificial
intelligence and machine learning in detecting patterns of stalking behavior across large datasets. The study
presents real-life case studies where forensic experts have successfully tracked down cyberstalkers through
sophisticated methods, underscoring the importance of trained personnel, inter-agency coordination, and
adequate infrastructure.

Moreover, this research examines the standard operating procedures followed during a criminal investigation
into cyberstalking. Investigative agencies often face significant challenges, including lack of jurisdictional
clarity, encrypted communications, the volatility of digital evidence, and delays in obtaining data from
service providers. The study outlines the procedural steps from filing a complaint to obtaining a conviction,
including FIR registration, digital evidence seizure, chain-of-custody maintenance, witness examination,
and presentation of forensic findings in court. It critically assesses the performance of cybercrime cells
in India and other nations, emphasizing the need for capacity-building, public-private partnerships, and
community outreach.
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INTRODUCTION

The digital revolution has profoundly transformed human
communication, social interaction, and personal relationships.
The proliferation of internet-enabled devices, social networking
platforms, and instant messaging applications has blurred
the line between the physical and virtual worlds. While these
technologies have brought about numerous benefits—including
increased connectivity, access to information, and global
collaboration—they have also facilitated the emergence of
new forms of criminal behavior. Among the most disturbing
of these is cyberstalking, a covert yet deeply invasive activity
that exploits digital tools to harass, threaten, monitor, and
manipulate individuals, often with devastating psychological,
emotional, and even physical consequences.

Cyberstalking differs significantly from traditional stalking in
both form and reach. While conventional stalking is generally
limited by geographic boundaries and physical proximity,
cyberstalking transcends these limitations. A perpetrator can
target a victim from any part of the world, at any time, using a
range of digital platforms. What makes cyberstalking particularly
insidious is the ability of the offender to remain anonymous,
use multiple fake identities, and conceal their location, making
detection and prosecution exceedingly difficult. Moreover,
the digital footprints of such crimes are often scattered across
multiple platforms—social media, emails, messaging apps,
GPS tracking tools, and more—posing significant challenges to
law enforcement and forensic investigators.

Cyberstalking is not merely an extension of offline harassment
into the digital sphere. It has become a distinct crime with unique
features, methods, and impacts. Victims of cyberstalking often
report feelings of constant surveillance, helplessness, anxiety,
and fear. In many cases, the harassment escalates over time,
involving not only verbal abuse but also threats to physical
safety, identity theft, doxing (publishing private information
online), and revenge pornography. The psychological toll can
be severe, leading to depression, social isolation, and even
suicidal thoughts. In some tragic instances, cyberstalking has
culminated in real-world violence or homicide.

This study seeks to explore the complex and multifaceted
phenomenon of cyberstalking through the integrated lenses of
cyber law, forensic science, and criminal investigation. The
rationale behind adopting a multidisciplinary approach lies in the
inherently complex nature of the crime. Cyberstalking cannot
be adequately understood or addressed through a single domain.
Legal frameworks must evolve to provide robust protection to
victims and hold perpetrators accountable. Forensic science
must develop innovative methods to trace digital evidence,
identify offenders, and ensure the integrity of investigative
processes. Meanwhile, criminal investigation agencies must
adapt to the fast-changing technological landscape, acquiring
the skills and tools necessary to respond swiftly and effectively.

From a legal perspective, one of the primary challenges in
addressing cyberstalking is the absence of uniform laws and
definitions across jurisdictions. In many countries, cyberstalking
is not explicitly recognized as a standalone offense. Even

where legislation exists, it may be fragmented, outdated, or
inadequate to deal with the sophisticated techniques employed
by modern cyberstalkers. In India, for instance, cyberstalking is
addressed through provisions of the Information Technology
Act, 2000, and relevant sections of the Indian Penal Code.
However, the practical enforcement of these laws remains
inconsistent, and many victims face difficulties in obtaining
legal redress. This study examines how existing laws in India
and other jurisdictions deal with cyberstalking, and evaluates
their effectiveness in terms of protection, prosecution, and
deterrence.

In parallel, the study emphasizes the role of digital forensics
in the detection and investigation of cyberstalking. Digital
forensics involves the identification, preservation, extraction,
analysis, and presentation of digital evidence in a manner that
is admissible in court. In the context of cyberstalking, this
may include recovering deleted emails, tracing IP addresses,
analyzing browser histories, tracking mobile phone metadata,
and examining social media communications. The dynamic
nature of the internet means that evidence can disappear
quickly or be manipulated by offenders to avoid detection.
Forensic experts, therefore, play a vital role in piecing together
the digital trail left behind by perpetrators and in ensuring that
the evidence is collected in a legally sound and scientifically
rigorous manner.

A particularly pressing issue in forensic investigation is the
difficulty in attributing online actions to specific individuals.
Many cyberstalkers use proxies, VPNs, or anonymizing tools
to conceal their identities. Others may hijack or spoof someone
else’s digital identity, thereby misleading investigators. This
makes the job of forensic experts even more challenging,
requiring sophisticated tools and expert analysis to unmask the
true offender. This study explores the current methodologies
in use, the limitations faced by forensic professionals, and
the potential of emerging technologies—such as artificial
intelligence, machine learning, and blockchain—for enhancing
the efficacy of cybercrime investigation.

The criminal investigation process for cyberstalking also
entails several distinctive hurdles. Law enforcement agencies
often lack the technological expertise or infrastructure required
to deal with complex digital crimes. Cybercrime cells may be
understaffed, underfunded, or poorly coordinated. The process
of reporting cyberstalking is itself fraught with challenges,
as victims may be unaware of their rights, reluctant to come
forward due to stigma or fear, or frustrated by the slow and
opaque nature of investigations. Even when reports are
filed, delays in accessing data from technology companies,
jurisdictional complications (especially when the stalker is in
another country), and insufficient training among police officers
can hamper progress. This study delves into the procedural
aspects of investigating cyberstalking cases, from the moment
a complaint is received to the final presentation of evidence in
court.

DEFINITION AND MEANING
Cyberstalking is a modern manifestation of a very old crime—
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stalking—but executed through the sophisticated, borderless,
and often anonymous infrastructure of the digital world. In its
essence, cyberstalking refers to a pattern of repeated, unwanted,
and intrusive behavior conducted through electronic means
such as the internet, email, social media platforms, or other
digital technologies with the intent to harass, threaten, monitor,
or emotionally distress a specific individual or group. Unlike
traditional stalking, which often requires the physical presence
of the perpetrator, cyberstalking can be carried out from a
distance, often without the victim’s immediate knowledge,
making it all the more insidious and difficult to detect or prevent.

Cyberstalking is not a singular, isolated action—it is typically
a persistent pattern of behavior involving a series of actions
that collectively instill fear or distress in the target. These
actions may include sending threatening or abusive messages,
spreading false information or rumors online, hacking into
personal accounts, monitoring online activity, impersonating the
victim on digital platforms, using spyware or GPS technology
to track location, and even manipulating or coercing through
fake identities or catfishing. What unifies these actions under
the label of cyberstalking is their intent and effect—a deliberate
attempt to intimidate, control, or mentally harm another person.

The legal definitions of cyberstalking vary across jurisdictions,
but most share common elements. In India, while the
Information Technology Act, 2000 does not provide a direct
and exclusive definition of cyberstalking, Section 66A (which
was struck down in 2015) once vaguely addressed sending
offensive messages through communication service. After
that, Section 354D of the Indian Penal Code (IPC) was
introduced, which defines stalking as the act of a man following
or contacting a woman despite clear indication of disinterest. If
done via the internet or digital platforms, it may be considered
cyberstalking. Other provisions under the IPC such as Sections
507 (criminal intimidation by anonymous communication) and
509 (word, gesture, or act intended to insult the modesty of a
woman) may also be invoked, depending on the context.

Internationally, definitions tend to be more specific. In the
United States, for example, cyberstalking is criminalized
under both federal and state laws. The federal law, under 18
U.S. Code § 2261A, defines cyberstalking as the use of any
interactive computer service or electronic communication
system to engage in conduct that causes substantial emotional
distress or fear of bodily injury or death. Similarly, the United
Kingdom’s Protection from Harassment Act 1997 was
amended to include stalking, and further guidance from the
Crown Prosecution Service clarifies cyberstalking to include
persistent online behaviors that amount to harassment. These
legal definitions help in prosecuting offenders, but more
importantly, they provide victims with formal recognition of
the harm done to them.

In terms of conceptual meaning, cyberstalking goes beyond
harassment—it represents a violation of autonomy, privacy,
and psychological safety. It transforms a neutral space—the
digital world—into one of surveillance and psychological
control. The anonymity and impunity perceived by offenders

are key enablers. A cyberstalker can create multiple fake
profiles, manipulate IP addresses, use encryption and dark
web tools, or exploit privacy vulnerabilities on platforms to
maintain secrecy. This ability to hide one’s identity or “cloak”
actions emboldens perpetrators and prolongs their campaigns
of harassment. Victims, on the other hand, may feel helpless
and vulnerable, unsure of who is behind the attacks or how to
escape them, especially when the stalking seeps into their real
lives—affecting their jobs, relationships, and mental health.

UNDERSTANDING CYBERSECURITY

To truly grasp the threat posed by cyberstalking, it is essential
to move beyond surface-level definitions and explore its inner
workings—how it operates, why it happens, and what makes it
distinct from other forms of cybercrime or traditional harassment.
Understanding cyberstalking requires an interdisciplinary
lens that accounts for not just the technological tools used
by perpetrators but also the psychological, social, legal, and
forensic dimensions that underlie this complex crime. As our
lives have increasingly moved online—for work, education,
relationships, and entertainment—so too has the nature of
abuse and victimization. Cyberstalking emerges as a uniquely
modern problem, made possible by digital connectivity, data
accessibility, and the anonymity of the virtual environment.

At its core, cyberstalking is about power and control. The
perpetrator seeks to dominate the victim’s mental, emotional,
or even physical space using digital means. This control can be
exerted in numerous ways: by flooding the victim with messages,
impersonating them online, tracking their movements, or
posting their personal data publicly. The attacker does not need
to be physically close, nor do they always need sophisticated
hacking skills. In fact, many instances of cyberstalking involve
the use of ordinary tools—social media apps, search engines,
and messaging platforms—used in manipulative and harmful
ways. The key feature that differentiates cyberstalking from
mere online annoyance or trolling is its persistence, personal
targeting, and the psychological impact it has on the victim.

Cyberstalking can be motivated by a range of psychological
factors. In many cases, the stalker is an ex-partner or someone
who feels emotionally invested in the victim, often unwilling to
accept the end of a relationship. In other instances, the stalker
may be a stranger obsessed with the victim’s online presence.
Motivations can include revenge, jealousy, control, rejection, or
even perceived romantic interest. In political or activist spaces,
cyberstalking is also used as a weapon of intimidation, aimed
at silencing dissenting voices or harassing individuals due to
their identity or beliefs. Unlike random acts of cyberbullying,
cyberstalking involves targeted surveillance and harassment
that can last for weeks, months, or even years.

A deep understanding of cyberstalking also involves examining
how digital infrastructure facilitates the crime. The internet
is not inherently malicious, but the design of many platforms
prioritizes user engagement over user safety. Features such
as public profiles, friend suggestions, tagged locations, open
comment sections, and direct messaging provide a treasure trove
of opportunities for stalkers. Even seemingly harmless digital
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footprints—photos, likes, event check-ins—can be used to
build a psychological or geographical profile of a person. Many
stalkers use tools such as reverse image search, GPS tracking
apps, and data scraping software to gather information. More
technically advanced attackers may install spyware, remotely
activate microphones or cameras, or conduct social engineering
attacks to manipulate friends or family members of the victim.

Importantly, cyberstalking does not always exist in isolation. It
is often part of a broader cycle of abuse that includes offline
stalking, domestic violence, or workplace harassment. In such
cases, the digital world becomes an extension of real-world
control. A perpetrator may monitor a victim’s messages, isolate
them from their social circle, or sabotage their professional
reputation by sending defamatory emails to employers. The
psychological trauma inflicted in these situations is compounded
by the fact that victims often feel trapped—unable to disconnect
entirely from the internet without losing access to work, social
support, or essential services. This creates a disturbing paradox:
the very platforms that offer connection and opportunity also
become instruments of fear and control.

Another layer in understanding cyberstalking is the role of
identity and vulnerability. Not all individuals are equally
at risk. Studies have shown that women, especially younger
women, are disproportionately targeted by cyberstalkers. Public
figures such as journalists, activists, influencers, and celebrities
are also at high risk due to their visibility. Additionally,
marginalized groups—such as members of the LGBTQ+
community, religious minorities, or people with disabilities—
face higher exposure to cyberstalking due to systemic prejudices
and social stigma. For these individuals, the digital space may
already feel hostile, and cyberstalking further amplifies feelings
of exclusion, fear, and trauma.

Despite the increasing prevalence of cyberstalking, many victims
are unsure of how to respond. Some may not even recognize the
behavior as stalking in the early stages. What begins as a series
of seemingly benign messages or friend requests can escalate
into full-blown harassment? Moreover, many victims hesitate
to report cyberstalking because of legal ambiguity, fear
of disbelief, lack of trust in law enforcement, or concerns
over public shame. The psychological impact of cyberstalking
is often underestimated. Victims may experience anxiety,
insomnia, depression, paranoia, and even suicidal ideation. The
constant fear of being watched, judged, or exposed in public
digital forums creates a chronic state of emotional distress.

Law enforcement and criminal justice systems often struggle
to keep pace with the evolving nature of cyberstalking.
Traditional models of investigation rely on physical evidence,
known suspects, and tangible harm. Cyberstalking, in contrast,
involves digital evidence that is volatile, difficult to trace, and
often stored on servers located in foreign jurisdictions. The
attacker might use fake profiles, anonymous email accounts, or
encrypted messaging apps, making identification and attribution
challenging. Even when the suspect is identified, the lack of
strong cyber laws or clear protocols for cross-border data access
often results in prolonged investigations and delayed justice.

From a forensic science perspective, understanding
cyberstalking means learning to reconstruct the sequence of
digital events. Digital forensics involves retrieving chat logs,
email headers, IP logs, browser histories, metadata from images
or documents, and any other data trail left by the attacker. It
also includes analyzing devices used by the victim to determine
if spyware or tracking software has been installed. However,
collecting this data in a forensically sound manner that
maintains its admissibility in court is a highly specialized task.
Forensic investigators must work closely with legal experts and
law enforcement to ensure that digital evidence is preserved
without compromise and interpreted accurately.

Another essential aspect of understanding cyberstalking is the
legal and policy response. Many jurisdictions are still grappling
with how to legally define cyberstalking and distinguish it
from other online harassment. In India, Section 354D of the
IPC criminalizes stalking, including digital stalking, but the
interpretation and implementation vary widely. Victims often
face difficulties in registering FIRs or are discouraged by the
perception that digital abuse is “not serious.” Globally, only
a few countries have enacted comprehensive cyberstalking
legislation, and even fewer have integrated it with strong victim
support systems. The absence of a standardized legal framework
contributes to underreporting and a lack of accountability for
perpetrators.

Furthermore, understanding cyberstalking also means
recognizing the ethical responsibilities of digital platform
providers and developers. Technology companies play a
significant role in either enabling or preventing cyberstalking.
Platforms with lax privacy controls, slow reporting systems, and
inadequate user protections inadvertently empower stalkers.
While some tech firms have introduced tools like two-factor
authentication, content flagging, and block/report features,
these measures are often reactive. There is an urgent need
for a proactive approach—one that uses Al-based detection,
automated content moderation, and transparent cooperation
with law enforcement to protect users, especially vulnerable
populations.

EVALUATION AND METHODOLOGY

In conducting a multidisciplinary research study like “7Tracking
the Digital Predator: A Study on Cyberstalking through Cyber
Law, Forensic Science, and Criminal Investigation”, the choice
of methodology becomes crucial to ensure depth, clarity,
and applicability. Given the complex and evolving nature
of cyberstalking, a conventional, one-dimensional research
method would be insufficient. This study, therefore, adopted a
comprehensive mixed-method approach, combining doctrinal
legal research with empirical data collection, forensic science
analysis, and comparative legal study. The methodology was
designed to capture the dynamic interplay between digital
technologies, human behavior, legal responses, and forensic
investigation processes, offering a holistic understanding of
cyberstalking.

The study’s design incorporated descriptive, analytical, and
exploratory methods, blending theoretical inquiry with field-
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level observation and stakeholder perspectives. It began with
doctrinal research, focusing on the existing body of law relating
to cyberstalking in India and globally. Statutes such as the
Information Technology Act, 2000, and the Indian Penal Code
were reviewed alongside international laws from countries like
the United States, the United Kingdom, and Australia. Judicial
interpretations from Indian High Courts and the Supreme Court
were critically analyzed to understand how courts have addressed
cases involving online harassment and privacy violations.
This legal framework review helped evaluate the adequacy
of current laws in recognizing and prosecuting cyberstalking,
while identifying areas of vagueness, enforcement gaps, and
gender biases.

Alongside this legal analysis, empirical research played a
critical role in understanding how cyberstalking is experienced
by victims and handled by the criminal justice system. The
study engaged with real individuals through interviews and
surveys. These included victims of cyberstalking from diverse
backgrounds, police officers from cybercrime units, forensic
experts, and legal professionals who have dealt with digital
harassment cases. These interactions revealed valuable insights
into how cases are reported, investigated, prosecuted, and
resolved—or, in many cases, not resolved. Victims recounted
their struggles with reporting the crime, lack of police support,
fear of stigma, and prolonged legal delays. Law enforcement
officers spoke of resource constraints, lack of technical training,
and difficulties in accessing data from tech companies. Forensic
experts explained the challenges of retrieving admissible digital
evidence, especially when offenders use VPNs, encrypted
messaging apps, or anonymous platforms.

To supplement qualitative interviews, the research examined
five representative case studies involving cyberstalking.
These cases were chosen based on their legal significance,
the level of technological involvement, and diversity in the
nature of stalking—ranging from email and social media
harassment to GPS tracking and online impersonation. Each
case was analyzed from start to finish, including complaint
filing, evidence collection, legal provisions invoked, and final
outcomes. These case studies helped ground the research in
real-life events, revealing the human cost of digital crimes and
systemic shortcomings in legal and investigative procedures.
In most of these cases, it was found that the initial response
of the authorities was delayed or inadequate, often leading to
escalation in the perpetrator’s behavior.

A significant part of the methodology focused on understanding
how forensic science is used—or underused—in cyberstalking
investigations. The research explored the tools and techniques
involved in digital forensic analysis, including recovery of
deleted data, metadata examination, IP address tracking, and
device imaging. Consultations with digital forensic professionals
highlighted both the potential and limitations of current forensic
practices in India. While there is growing awareness of digital
evidence collection protocols, challenges remain in terms of
outdated infrastructure, lack of inter-agency coordination,
and insufficient training. Moreover, delays in obtaining data
from international servers or social media companies further

complicate investigations. The study also examined the chain-
of-custody protocols and the admissibility of digital evidence
in courts, assessing whether law enforcement follows proper
procedures to preserve evidence integrity.

Another dimension of the methodology was comparative legal
analysis. Cyberstalking laws and enforcement practices from
countries such as the United States, United Kingdom, and
Australia were examined in detail to understand how other
jurisdictions define, prevent, and prosecute the crime. For
example, the U.S. has robust federal and state laws addressing
cyberstalking, including the Violence Against Women Act and
provisions under Title 18 of the U.S. Code. Similarly, the UK’s
Protection from Harassment Act includes cyberstalking within
its ambit, offering protective orders and clear prosecution
guidelines. In contrast, India still lacks a standalone
cyberstalking statute and instead relies on a patchwork of laws
that are open to varied interpretation. This comparative analysis
illuminated legal innovations such as restraining orders, victim
protection protocols, and institutional roles like the eSafety
Commissioner in Australia, which could serve as models for
reform in India.

The analytical process included both qualitative and limited
quantitative data assessment. Interview transcripts were
thematically coded to identify patterns in victim experience,
police handling, and forensic engagement. Common themes
that emerged included fear of not being believed, inadequate
legal knowledge among victims, lack of cooperation between
police and forensic labs, and psychological trauma. Wherever
numerical data was available—such as response times,
frequency of complaints, or platform use—it was compiled and
presented using basic statistical summaries to support broader
qualitative findings. This hybrid method ensured that the study
was evidence-driven and deeply contextual.

CONCLUSION

Cyberstalking, as explored in this study, is a deeply invasive
and psychologically destructive form of digital abuse that
has become alarmingly prevalent in the modern world. It
represents one of the darkest consequences of technological
advancement, where the same digital tools created to
enhance communication and social interaction are misused
as instruments of control, harassment, and surveillance. The
study has thoroughly investigated cyberstalking through the
integrated lenses of cyber law, forensic science, and criminal
investigation, revealing a deeply interconnected network of
challenges and responses. By focusing on the convergence of
these three fields, the research has demonstrated that addressing
cyberstalking requires more than reactive legal provisions; it
demands proactive, collaborative, and technologically informed
strategies grounded in a human rights-based approach. The
findings confirm that cyberstalking is not merely an extension
of traditional stalking but a far more insidious crime due to
the anonymity, accessibility, and ubiquity of the internet. In a
society where digital life is indistinguishable from physical life,
threats in virtual spaces carry tangible emotional, psychological,
and even physical consequences. Victims of cyberstalking
often experience anxiety, depression, social isolation, loss of
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personal autonomy, and, in extreme cases, self-harm or suicide.
These emotional scars are deepened by institutional failure, a
lack of digital literacy, and societal stigma that often trivializes
or misunderstands online harassment as a lesser offense.

One of the central conclusions of this study is the urgent need
to reimagine cyberstalking not just as a legal problem but as a
multi-dimensional societal issue. From a legal perspective, the
research has found that Indian laws addressing cyberstalking
are fragmented, gendered, and often outdated. While provisions
under the Indian Penal Code and the Information Technology Act
provide some recourse, they lack the specificity and consistency
necessary to comprehensively address modern digital
stalking behaviors. The absence of a standalone, technology-
specific legal framework for cyberstalking in India has led to
inconsistent interpretations and selective enforcement, further
discouraging victims from reporting offenses. By examining
international best practices, it becomes evident that Indian legal
systems can benefit from clearer definitions, broader coverage
of victim identities beyond gender binaries, and the inclusion
of non-physical threats and emotional harm as valid grounds
for legal redress. Countries like the United States, the United
Kingdom, and Australia have taken more comprehensive steps
in defining cyberstalking and ensuring institutional support
for victims. This comparative insight underscores the need for
legislative reform in India that centers the lived experiences of
victims and aligns legal language with the realities of digital
abuse.
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