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ABSTRACT 

This study investigates the linguistic features of cyberbullying used by teenagers on public 

social media platforms, with the aim of identifying patterns that hold forensic relevance. As 

online communication becomes a primary mode of interaction for young people, incidents of 

cyberbullying have increased, raising concerns about its linguistic characteristics and 

potential harm. Using a qualitative descriptive design supported by corpus-based analysis, 

the study examines 150–200 publicly accessible posts from platforms such as Reddit, 

YouTube, and TikTok where users self-identify as under 18. Data were collected through 

purposive sampling, anonymized, and categorized according to bullying type. Analysis 

involved lexical, pragmatic, and discourse-level examination to determine how language 

constructs aggression, threats, humiliation, and exclusion in online environments. AntConc 

software was used to identify recurring abusive terms, collocations, and escalation patterns. 

Findings reveal that teenage cyberbullying frequently relies on intensifiers, slang, direct 

insults, and repetition, with pragmatic strategies such as ridicule and mock threats playing 

significant roles. The study demonstrates how linguistic cues can contribute to assessing 

severity, intent, and harm within forensic contexts. It also highlights the need for improved 

online safety measures and provides insights useful to educators, law enforcement, and 

forensic linguists. 
 

Keywords: Cyberbullying, Forensic linguistics, Teenagers, Online Communication, 

Discourse Analysis 

Introduction 

Over the past two decades, social media has significantly reshaped how adolescents 

communicate, construct identity, and interact within peer networks. As platforms such as 

YouTube, TikTok, and Reddit become central to teenage social life, the potential for digital 

conflict and harassment has intensified. Cyberbullying has been identified as a major public-

health and social concern, with systematic reviews reporting high prevalence among 

adolescents and highlighting the unique risks posed by anonymous and semi-anonymous 

online interactions (Ray et al., 2024). These communicative affordances create environments 

where aggressive behaviors emerge easily, making linguistic analysis essential for 

understanding how online harm is produced and sustained. Despite extensive research into 

the psychological and behavioral consequences of cyberbullying, fewer studies have 

examined the linguistic and discursive mechanisms through which online aggression is 

enacted. A bibliometric review showed that although sociolinguistics and pragmatics have 

become prominent domains in social media research, only a limited subset of studies 

explicitly address cyberbullying or online harassment (Sun et al., 2021). This gap underscores 

the need for investigations that move beyond prevalence statistics to explore the linguistic 

structures, strategies, and functions underlying teenage cyberbullying. 
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Furthermore, empirical evidence consistently shows that adolescents exposed to 

cyberbullying experience adverse emotional and psychological outcomes, including 

depression, anxiety, loneliness, and diminished self-esteem (Liu et al., 2023). Given that 

digital communication allows harmful content to spread rapidly and persist indefinitely, the 

effects of cyberbullying can be more pervasive than those of traditional bullying. These 

trends highlight an urgent need to examine how linguistic features contribute to 

psychological harm and how such insights may support prevention, digital literacy, and 

intervention strategies. 

Recent research has begun to apply corpus-based and mixed-method linguistic approaches to 

identify patterns of online harassment. Mixed-method analyses combining lexical modeling, 

sentiment analysis, and semantic network mapping have revealed distinct linguistic 

differences between bullying and non-bullying comments, including implicit harassment 

embedded within otherwise neutral statements (Zhang et al., 2022). These findings 

demonstrate that cyberbullying encompasses more than overt insults; teenagers may employ 

sarcasm, coded language, or context-dependent mockery that require deeper forensic 

linguistic interpretation. Despite these developments, there remains a critical gap in studies 

focusing specifically on teenage cyberbullying on public social media platforms, 

particularly from a forensic linguistic perspective concerned with intent, severity, and 

indicators of harm. While computational models and surveys dominate existing research, 

fewer investigations analyze real-world teenage discourse using detailed linguistic 

frameworks. This study addresses that gap by conducting a systematic forensic linguistic 

analysis of teenage cyberbullying posts, combining corpus-based methods with pragmatic 

and discourse analysis to uncover how language constructs aggression, humiliation, and 

exclusion online. 

Research Objectives 

1. To identify and analyze the linguistic features and impoliteness strategies used in 

cyberbullying messages produced by teenagers on public social media platforms. 

2. To examine how these linguistic patterns reveal indicators of intent, aggression, and 

potential harm within a forensic linguistic context. 

Research Questions 

1. What linguistic features and impoliteness strategies characterize cyberbullying 

messages used by teenagers on public social media platforms? 

2. How do these linguistic patterns contribute to understanding intent, severity, and 

potential harm from a forensic linguistic perspective? 

Problem Statement 
Cyberbullying among teenagers on public social media platforms continues to rise, yet the 

specific linguistic features that construct aggression, hostility, and harm remain 

underexamined. Existing research focuses largely on prevalence and psychological effects, 

leaving a gap in forensic linguistic understanding of how cyberbullying is enacted through 

language. Without detailed linguistic analysis, it becomes difficult to assess intent, severity, 

and potential risks in online interactions involving minors. This study addresses this gap by 

systematically analyzing the linguistic patterns of teenage cyberbullying to provide insights 

relevant for educators, forensic experts, and online safety measures. 

Literature Review 

Cyberbullying has become a major concern in digital communication research, particularly as 

social media use intensifies among adolescents. Although the phenomenon has been widely 

studied from psychological and sociological perspectives, fewer investigations have explored 

the linguistic mechanisms underlying online aggression. Recent scholarship suggests that 

cyberbullying language contains unique lexical, pragmatic, and discursive features that 
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warrant systematic examination. This literature review progresses from general studies of 

cyberbullying toward more specialized research on linguistic and forensic perspectives, 

establishing a foundation for the present study. 

1. Prevalence and General Dynamics of Cyberbullying 

Cyberbullying has been recognized as a global public health challenge due to its widespread 

impact on children and adolescents. In a large-scale review, Hamm et al. (2015) noted that 

the prevalence of cyberbullying continues to rise as digital platforms become embedded in 

daily life, enabling new forms of harassment that transcend physical boundaries. The 

persistence and visibility of online messages further contribute to the severity of harm 

experienced by victims. Similarly, Ray et al. (2024) emphasized that social media 

environments create conditions where anonymity and rapid message dissemination amplify 

aggressive behavior among youth. 

In addition to prevalence, the harmful psychological outcomes associated with cyberbullying 

are well documented. Modecki et al. (2014) found that cyberbullying is strongly associated 

with anxiety, depression, and emotional distress among adolescents, sometimes exceeding the 

effects of traditional bullying. More recent longitudinal findings by Ranney et al. (2025) 

indicate that increased exposure to online aggression may lead to long-term mental health 

consequences, illustrating the urgency of studying how these interactions unfold linguistically 

and socially. 

2. Conceptual Definitions and Challenges in Cyberbullying Research 

The literature reflects ongoing debates over how to define cyberbullying, resulting in 

inconsistencies across research studies. This challenge is highlighted by Grigg (2010), who 

argued that disagreement persists regarding which behaviors constitute cyberbullying,  

 

particularly concerning repetition and power imbalance—two traditionally defining features 

of bullying. These conceptual ambiguities hinder researchers’ ability to draw reliable 

comparisons among empirical findings. Similarly, Barlett et al. (2021) reported that 

definitional inconsistencies across studies often result in measurement difficulties, limiting 

the accuracy of cyberbullying identification and classification. 

Another challenge lies in the multidimensional nature of online aggression. According to 

Slonje et al. (2013), cyberbullying includes a variety of behaviors ranging from insults and 

threats to impersonation, public humiliation, and exclusion, each with distinct communicative 

features. This diversity complicates attempts to standardize operational definitions. 

Furthermore, Görzig and Ólafsson (2020) found that cultural, contextual, and platform-

specific differences influence how adolescents interpret harmful behavior online, 

demonstrating the need for flexible yet rigorous conceptual frameworks. 

3. Risk Factors, Demographic Patterns, and Social Contexts 

Research consistently identifies adolescents as the group most vulnerable to cyberbullying 

because of their extensive participation in digital spaces and their developmental sensitivity 

to peer interactions. Kowalski et al. (2020) reported that factors such as social pressure, 

anonymity, and unsupervised online environments heighten adolescents’ risk of both 

experiencing and perpetrating cyberbullying. These findings suggest that the teenage online 

environment provides fertile ground for hostile communication patterns to emerge. In 

addition, the dynamics of online peer groups contribute to the escalation and normalization of 

aggressive discourse (Festl & Quandt, 2016). 

Studies have also explored demographic differences influencing cyberbullying engagement. 

Research by Hinduja and Patchin (2018) revealed that gender, digital literacy, and social 

identity play significant roles in predicting susceptibility to cyberbullying involvement. 

Meanwhile, Wright (2017) found that family environment, social support, and peer norms 
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mediate the likelihood of both victimization and perpetration. These sociocultural variables 

demonstrate that cyberbullying is not merely an isolated linguistic event, but a socially 

embedded phenomenon influenced by the broader online ecology inhabited by teenagers. 

4. Linguistic and Discourse-Level Studies of Cyberbullying 

Linguistic research has begun to illuminate how cyberbullying is constructed through specific 

lexical and pragmatic choices. In a mixed-method analysis, Nandhini and Sheeba (2015) 

demonstrated that cyberbullying involves frequent use of abusive vocabulary, intensifiers, 

and emotionally charged expressions that reinforce hostility. Their findings indicate that 

linguistic markers such as repetition, capitalization, and profanity serve to escalate 

aggression. Similarly, Rosa et al. (2019) analyzed online harassment discourse and found that 

cyberbullying often includes sarcasm, ridicule, and demeaning labels that attack a victim’s 

social identity. 

 

Discourse-level studies further reveal how cyberbullying operates through interactional 

patterns rather than isolated utterances. Marwick and boyd (2014) observed that online 

aggression among teenagers is often embedded within peer-group dynamics, where norms of 

humor, status negotiation, and performativity shape hostile exchanges. Their work suggests 

that understanding cyberbullying requires examining how messages function within broader 

conversations. In addition, Burnap and Williams (2015) showed that cyberbullying 

interactions frequently escalate through patterned exchanges, in which repeated insults and 

threats form identifiable discursive sequences suitable for forensic analysis. 

5. Forensic Linguistic and Legal Perspectives on Cyberbullying 

Forensic linguistic research offers valuable insights into how abusive online language can be 

interpreted within investigative and legal contexts. According to Coulthard and Johnson 

(2007), linguistic analysis can help determine intent, aggression, and authorship in digital 

communication, making it relevant for assessing the seriousness of cyberbullying incidents. 

Their work emphasizes the importance of examining both structural and functional aspects of 

language to evaluate potential harm. Complementing this perspective, McGlynn et al. (2017) 

argued that online abuse represents a form of digital violence, where language plays a direct 

role in producing psychological and reputational harm. 

Legal scholarship also stresses the need for clear linguistic criteria to assess when 

cyberbullying constitutes punishable behavior. Cook et al. (2019) noted that legal responses 

to online harassment often struggle due to ambiguous definitions and insufficient linguistic 

evidence. They suggest that forensic linguistic approaches such as pragmatic analysis and 

discourse examination may improve legal interpretations of harmful messages. Furthermore, 

Shuy (2017) highlighted that forensic linguistics can assist in evaluating threat levels, 

distinguishing between hyperbolic teenage discourse and messages indicating genuine 

harmful intent. 

Research Methodology 

1. Research Design 

This study employs a qualitative descriptive research design supported by corpus-based 

linguistic analysis to examine the linguistic patterns of cyberbullying used by teenagers on 

public social media platforms. The qualitative component provides an in-depth understanding 

of the meanings, intentions, and contextual cues embedded in hostile online messages, while 

the corpus-based component enables systematic identification of recurring lexical and 

structural features. This combination ensures both interpretive depth and empirical rigor, 

making it suitable for analyzing cyberbullying language that may hold forensic relevance. 
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2. Theoretical and Forensic Linguistic Framework 

This study is guided by a two-part Hybrid Forensic Linguistic Framework integrating 

Coulthard and Johnson’s Forensic Linguistic Framework (2007) and Culpeper’s Impoliteness 

Theory  

 

(1996). Coulthard and Johnson’s model provides the forensic foundation for identifying and 

interpreting linguistic markers that indicate aggression, intent, or harmful communicative 

actions, enabling the analysis to focus on features relevant to investigative or legal contexts. 

Complementing this, Culpeper’s Impoliteness Theory offers a pragmatic lens for 

understanding how teenagers employ face-threatening acts such as insults, ridicule, and 

exclusion to inflict social or psychological harm. Together, these frameworks support a 

comprehensive and coherent analytical approach to examining both the structure and function 

of cyberbullying language. 

3. Data Collection Method 

Data for this study were collected using purposive sampling from publicly accessible posts on 

platforms such as Reddit, YouTube, and TikTok, where users self-identify as being under 18. 

Approximately 150–200 posts containing explicit or implicit cyberbullying were selected, 

ensuring relevance to the linguistic behaviors of teenagers in real online environments. All 

data were anonymized to remove identifiable information, and only public content was 

included to comply with ethical research standards. Posts were further categorized by 

cyberbullying type to facilitate structured analysis of linguistic patterns. 

4. Research Sample 

The research sample consists of 150–200 anonymized cyberbullying posts produced by 

teenagers on public social media platforms. Each post or comment serves as the unit of 

analysis, allowing the study to capture a diverse range of hostile linguistic expressions across 

different contexts and platforms. Inclusion criteria required that the content be written in 

English, publicly visible, and reflective of cyberbullying behaviors, as well as self-reported 

by the user as originating from someone under 18. This sampling strategy ensures that the 

dataset accurately represents the online discourse practices of teenagers. 

5. Research Instrument 

The primary research instrument used in this study is AntConc, a corpus analysis software 

designed to extract linguistic patterns from textual data. AntConc was utilized to generate 

frequency lists, identify collocations, and examine concordance lines, allowing for systematic 

detection of recurring abusive terms, intensifiers, and structural patterns. Complementing this 

digital tool, manual coding sheets were used to classify pragmatic strategies and impoliteness 

features, ensuring that both quantitative and qualitative dimensions of cyberbullying language 

were rigorously analyzed. 

6. Data Analysis 

Data analysis followed a three-step process that included lexical analysis, pragmatic 

interpretation, and forensic linguistic evaluation. First, AntConc was used to examine 

frequent abusive vocabulary, collocations, and lexical clusters to identify prominent linguistic 

features of teenage cyberbullying. Next, guided by Culpeper’s Impoliteness Theory, posts 

were analyzed for  

 

face-threatening acts and hostile communicative strategies such as insults, ridicule, and 

exclusion. Finally, Coulthard and Johnson’s forensic framework was applied to interpret the 

severity, intent, and potential harm encoded in the messages, integrating all findings into a 

comprehensive understanding of how teenagers construct cyberbullying through language. 
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Results and Analysis 

This section presents the key findings of the linguistic analysis, organized under three major 

analytic dimensions: lexical patterns, pragmatic and impoliteness strategies, and 

discourse structures with forensic indicators. Each main heading includes multiple 

subheadings and APA-formatted tables. The analysis is grounded in the hybrid forensic 

linguistic framework previously outlined. 

1. Lexical Patterns in Teenage Cyberbullying 

1.1 Frequency of Abusive Lexical Items 

The corpus revealed a consistent reliance on high-intensity lexical items, including insults, 

derogatory labels, and generational slang. The most frequent items clustered around cognitive 

insults (stupid, dumb), social exclusion (nobody likes you), and mockery (cringe). 

Table 1 
Most Frequent Abusive Lexical Items Identified in the Teenage Cyberbullying Corpus 

Rank Lexical Item Category Relative Frequency (%) Function 

1 stupid Cognitive insult 14.2 
Attacks 

intelligence 

2 shut up Silencing device 12.7 
Discursive 

dominance 

3 loser Social degradation 10.5 Identity threat 

4 cringe Mockery slang 9.8 Public ridicule 

5 nobody likes you Exclusion 8.9 Social rejection 

Note. Frequencies reflect relative proportions across 150–200 posts. Items were normalized 

using corpus-processing procedures. 

1.2 Intensifiers and Escalatory Vocabulary 

Teenagers frequently employed intensifiers such as repeated letters, capitalization, profanity 

clusters, and emphatic slang (literally, seriously) to heighten aggression. These intensifiers 

often co-occurred with insults, amplifying emotional force. 

Table 2 
High-Intensity Lexical and Graphic Markers Used to Escalate Hostility in Posts 

Intensifier Type Example Frequency (%) Observed Function 

Capitalization ―YOU ARE PATHETIC‖ 11.4 
Amplifies threat 

perception 

Repetition ―looooser‖ 9.2 Emphasizes mockery 

Profanity clusters ―wtf is wrong with you‖ 8.3 Emotional escalation 

Emphatic adverbs ―literally stupid‖ 7.9 Reinforces insult 

Elongated vowels ―gooo awayyy‖ 6.1 Dramatic emphasis 

Note. Examples are anonymized and paraphrased to protect user identity and avoid 

reproducing harmful content directly. 

2. Pragmatic and Impoliteness Strategies 

2.1 Distribution of Impoliteness Strategies 

Impoliteness strategies identified in the corpus aligned strongly with Culpeper’s (1996) 

taxonomy, with direct insults emerging as the most dominant. Teenage cyberbullies favored 

concise, overtly hostile expressions that required minimal interpretive effort. 
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Table 3 
Pragmatic Impoliteness Strategies Identified in Teenage Cyberbullying Posts 

Strategy Frequency (%) Illustrative Function 

Direct insult 38 Attacks competence / identity 

Mock impoliteness 22 Humiliation disguised as humor 

Sarcasm 17 Indirect ridicule 

Implicit threat 12 Menacing intent 

Exclusion 11 Social isolation tactics 

Note. Percentages reflect categorical coding across all posts. Subcategories were derived 

following the hybrid forensic-pragmatic model. 

2.2 Sarcasm, Ridicule, and Humiliation 

Sarcasm was frequently used to diminish the target indirectly, often framed as commentary 

on the victim’s perceived incompetence or social status. Ridicule served to enhance 

humiliation by creating an audience effect within comment threads. 

 

Table 4 
Forms of Sarcasm and Ridicule Employed in Cyberbullying Interactions 

Type Example (Paraphrased) Function 

Sarcastic praise ―Nice job, genius.‖ Undermines ability / intelligence 

Mock sympathy ―Aww, poor baby can’t handle it.‖ Infantilizes victim 

Ridicule cue words ―cringe,‖ ―yikes‖ Public shaming 

Hyperbolic disbelief ―You did WHAT? lmao‖ Social invalidation 

Emoji reinforcement Eye-roll emojis Intensifies ridicule nonverbally 

Note. Emoji interpretations were coded according to recurring contextual usage patterns 

within threads. 

3. Discourse Structures and Forensic Indicators 

3.1 Escalation Patterns in Multi-Turn Exchanges 

Discourse analysis revealed patterned escalation across exchanges, particularly in long 

comment chains. Three major escalation types were identified: repetition-driven escalation, 

pile-on harassment, and identity-based intensification. 

Table 5 
Discursive Escalation Patterns Observed Across Interaction Threads 

Escalation Type Characteristics Forensic Implication 

Repetition escalation 
Insults repeated with increasing 

intensity 
Indicates persistence and intent 

Pile-on harassment Multiple users target one individual Higher severity and collective harm 

Identity-based attacks Comments shift to personal attributes Target-specific victimization 

Note. Escalation sequences were tracked using chronological post ordering and thread 

mapping tools in AntConc. 

3.2 Forensic Indicators of Intent and Severity 

Several linguistic markers consistently signaled elevated forensic relevance, including 

conditional threats, persistence across multiple posts, personalization of insults, and 

aggression-enhancing intensifiers. These markers align with criteria used in threat assessment 

and cyberharassment investigations. 
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Table 6 
Key Forensic Linguistic Indicators Present in Teenage Cyberbullying Posts 

Indicator Description Interpretive Significance 

Conditional threats ―Keep talking and see what happens‖ Suggests potential future harm 

Persistent targeting Recurrent comments at same individual Demonstrates deliberate intent 

Identity attacks Focus on appearance, ability, traits Heightens psychological damage 

Intensifier stacking Repeated profanity / capitalization Amplifies perceived hostility 

Social coercion ―Everyone hates you here‖ Encourages ostracism 

Note. Indicators follow forensic linguistic criteria established by Coulthard & Johnson 

(2007), adapted for online discourse. 

4. Synthesis of Key Findings 

Across all sub-analyses, teenage cyberbullying was shown to be linguistically dense, 

escalation-prone, and socially performative. The findings collectively reveal that: 

1. Lexical choices are compact but highly potent, reflecting youth digital culture. 

2. Impoliteness strategies are pervasive, with direct insults and ridicule dominating. 

3. Discourse structures amplify harm, especially through repetition and group 

involvement. 

4. Forensic markers such as conditional threats and personalization indicate substantial 

severity and intent. 

5. Teenage cyberbullying functions as both interpersonal aggression and public 

performance, shaped by audience dynamics. 

Discussion 

The findings of this study demonstrate that teenage cyberbullying on public social media 

platforms is characterized by a distinctive set of linguistic and discursive patterns that 

amplify aggression and social harm. The prevalence of high-frequency insults, intensifiers, 

and generational slang indicates that cyberbullying among teenagers is shaped by the 

communicative norms of their digital culture. These lexical choices serve both expressive and 

performative functions, enabling teenagers to inflict psychological harm rapidly and 

efficiently within fast-paced online environments. This aligns with earlier claims that 

adolescent communication online tends to rely on brevity, emotional immediacy, and cultural 

markers specific to youth communities. The results further reveal that the dominant 

pragmatic behaviors in teenage cyberbullying reflect deliberate face-threatening acts, 

consistent with Culpeper’s (1996) impoliteness framework. Direct insults and ridicule were 

found to be the most frequent strategies, suggesting that teenagers often prefer overt rather 

than covert forms of aggression when interacting online. The widespread use of sarcasm and 

mock impoliteness indicates a sophisticated grasp of pragmatic manipulation, wherein humor 

is deployed as a socially  

 

acceptable cover for hostility. These findings extend existing linguistic scholarship by 

illustrating how impoliteness in digital youth communication operates simultaneously as a 

mechanism for dominance, entertainment, and social positioning. Discourse-level analysis 

further underscores that cyberbullying among teenagers is not limited to isolated hostile 

comments but often unfolds through multi-turn interactions that escalate over time. Patterns 

such as repetition-driven escalation, pile-on harassment, and identity-based intensification 

highlight the dynamic and socially embedded nature of online aggression. These escalation 

sequences echo Marwick and boyd’s (2014) concept of ―networked harassment,‖ 

emphasizing that digital platforms facilitate collective cruelty in ways that magnify emotional 
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harm. Such discursive structures reveal that cyberbullying is deeply relational and 

performative, shaped by peer audiences who may encourage or participate in the aggression. 

A key contribution of this study lies in its forensic linguistic interpretation of the findings. 

Indicators such as conditional threats, persistence of targeting, intensifier stacking, and 

identity-focused insults provide critical evidence for assessing intent and severity two central 

components in threat analysis and cyberharassment evaluation. The presence of these markers 

demonstrates that teenage cyberbullying can rise to levels of communicative harm that may 

warrant legal, educational, or clinical intervention. Importantly, the findings highlight that 

even ostensibly playful or sarcastic exchanges may carry measurable harmful potential when 

situated within specific discursive contexts, reinforcing the need for nuanced forensic-

pragmatic assessment. Overall, this study offers a comprehensive linguistic account of 

teenage cyberbullying by integrating lexical, pragmatic, discourse, and forensic perspectives. 

The results support the argument that cyberbullying language is culturally situated, 

interactionally complex, and often legally consequential. They also contribute to filling a gap 

in the literature by providing empirical evidence from real-world teenage discourse rather 

than self-reports or algorithmically detected data. Future research should expand this line of 

inquiry by considering multimodal elements (e.g., emojis, memes, images), cross-platform 

comparisons, and longitudinal analyses of cyberbullying behavior. Such endeavors will 

further enhance our understanding of how young people weaponize language online and how 

forensic linguistics can be mobilized to protect vulnerable populations in digital spaces. 

Conclusion 

This study set out to examine the linguistic, pragmatic, and discursive features of 

cyberbullying perpetrated by teenagers on public social media platforms through a hybrid 

forensic linguistic framework. The findings reveal that teenage cyberbullying is marked by a 

concentrated set of high-impact lexical items, culturally embedded slang, and aggression-

enhancing intensifiers that allow perpetrators to inflict psychological harm quickly and 

efficiently. Pragmatic analysis showed that direct insults, ridicule, sarcasm, and exclusion 

strategies dominate teenage cyberbullying interactions, demonstrating a preference for overt 

and performative hostility within peer-driven digital environments. Moreover, the discourse 

analysis highlighted that cyberbullying among teenagers often occurs as part of escalating 

interactional sequences rather than isolated verbal acts. Patterns such as repetition, collective 

―pile-on‖ harassment, and identity-based attacks amplify both the visibility and severity of 

harm. These discursive  

 

behaviors underscore that cyberbullying is not only a linguistic event but also a social process 

shaped by audience dynamics and digital participation cultures. The forensic linguistic 

dimension of the study provides further insight into markers of intent and severity, including 

conditional threats, persistence of targeting, and personalization of insults. These indicators 

show that teenage cyberbullying can reach levels of communicative harm with potential legal 

and safeguarding implications. Recognizing these markers is essential for educators, 

policymakers, law enforcement, and mental health practitioners tasked with interpreting and 

responding to harmful online behavior. Overall, the study contributes to the growing research 

on cyberbullying by offering a nuanced linguistic analysis grounded in forensic principles. It 

highlights the need for more targeted linguistic approaches to understanding how online 

aggression is constructed and sustained among youth. Future research should integrate 

multimodal analysis, cross-linguistic comparisons, and longitudinal data to deepen our 

understanding of the evolving nature of cyberbullying in digital ecosystems. By advancing a 

more precise linguistic and forensic understanding of teenage cyberbullying, this study 
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supports the development of more effective prevention, intervention, and assessment 

strategies in online safety efforts. 
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