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Supplementary Materials Table 1 
Coding criteria in data extraction
	Category
	Criterion
	Cohen’s Kappa

	Basic information about the publication
	Country of data collection
	-

	
	Research approach (e.g., quantitative, mixed methods)
	0.84

	
	Type of publication (e.g., journal article, monograph)
	not computable

	
	Study design (e.g., cross-sectional, longitudinal)
	1.0

	
	Retrospectivity
	1.0

	
	Age group (children, adolescents, both, no information)
	0.64

	
	Main topic
	-

	
	Main research questions
	-

	
	Main results
	-

	Sample characteristics
	Sample size
	-

	
	Gender ratio
	-

	
	Diversity-related characteristics
	-

	
	Age range
	-

	
	Mean age (incl. standard deviation)
	-

	
	Grades
	-

	Definition of cybergrooming
	Definition presented
	0.89

	
	Definition verbatim
	-

	
	Definition aspects included (ICT use, minors are approached, sexual purposes, rapport building)

	0.76

	
	Other aspects mentioned
	-

	Methods and measurement
	Measurement instrument
	-

	
	Response scale
	-

	
	Reference period presented
	0.78

	
	Reference period verbatim
	-

	
	Prior explanation of cybergrooming to participants
	-

	
	Adequacy of prior explanation
	0.68
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	Data analysis and results of the publication
	Variables investigated (e.g., prevalence rate, risk factors)
	-

	
	Cut-off criterion for prevalence rate
	-

	
	Prevalence rate
	-

	
	Potential risk factors/ outcomes/ co-constructs/ mediators/ moderators (each coded separately)

	-

	
	Statistical analyses for risk factors/ outcomes/ co-constructs/ mediators/ moderators (each coded separately)

	-

	
	Outcome for risk factors/ outcomes/ co-constructs/ mediators/ moderators (each coded separately)

	-

	
	Research desiderata
	-
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Note. For criteria missing Kappa, free text fields or multiple-choice questions were used for coding.
Supplementary Materials Table 2 
Prevalence rates for all included publications
	Study
	Measurement Instrument
	Cut-Off
	Reference Period
	
	Overall Prevalence Rate (%)
	Specific Prevalence 
Rates (%)
	
	Prevalence Rates 
by Groups (%)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Group
	Prevalence 
Rates

	Almeida & Barreiros (2024)
	QOSSIA: Sexual solicitation, sexual interaction
	At least 
once
	Before, during, after COVID lockdown

	
	31.1
	Solicitation: 30.2
Interaction: 18.9

Before lockdown: 14.2
During/ after lockdown: 23.6

	
	-
	-

	Alonso-Ruido 
et al. (2024)
	[bookmark: _Int_DRdEcaSJ]Single item: When you were young, did an adult ever deceive you with a fake profile to make sexual or intimate requests through social media? (+ QOSSIA)

	Yes
	Childhood/
adolescence

	
	12.2
	-
	
	Gender
	f: 14.3, m: 7.3, nb: 17.5

	Arias Cerón 
et al. (2018)
	[bookmark: _Int_230vkJSq][bookmark: _Int_0o4kaL7O]Items from Digital Literacy Questionnaire: 1. Has any adult contact ever cheated on you through social networks or cell phones with his or her identity?; 2. Has an adult on the Internet or cell phone pressured you to get private information?



	n/a
	Last 12 
months
	
	-
	-
	
	School type (gender)
	[bookmark: _Int_ENVHlSNT]MDS: 18.9 (f: 17.7, m: 20.4), 
[bookmark: _Int_iV9zNXuf]SPS: 13.2 (f: 10.0, m: 19.9), 
PS: 12.5 (f: 7.9, m: 16.9)
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	Bergmann & Baier (2016)
	Self-developed scale: Communication about personal matters, requests for sexual material + single items: 1. Someone has pretended that they really like you or are in love with you.; 2. Someone has tried to blackmail you because you sent them pictures or shared very personal information about yourself.

	At least 
once
	Last 12 
month
	
	-
	Communication: 40.5
Requests: 12.5
1st single item: 14.0
2nd single item: 2.2
	
	-
	-

	Calvete et al. (2020)
	QOSSIA: Sexual solicitation, sexual interaction

	n/a
	n/a
	
	-
	-
	
	-
	-

	Calvete et al. (2021a) 
– Study 1

	QOSSIA: Sexual solicitation, sexual interaction

	n/a
	Last 6 
months
	
	-
	-
	
	-
	-

	Calvete et al. (2021a) 
– Study 2

	QOSSIA: Sexual solicitation, sexual interaction
	n/a
	Last month
	
	-
	-
	
	-
	-

	Calvete et al. (2021b)
	QOSSIA: Sexual solicitation, sexual interaction

	At least 
once
	Last 12 
months
	
	-  
	t1 Solicitation: 13.9
t2 Solicitation: 17.8
t1 Interaction: 5.4
t2 Interaction: 7.6

	
	Gender,
Age
	t1 Solicitation: f: 19.4, m: 6.8; 12-13: 6.8, 14-15: 20.1, 16-17: 25.0
t2 Solicitation: f: 22.5, m: 11.8; 12-13: 11.9, 14-15: 24.0, 16-17: 22.0
t1 Interaction: f: 6.6, m: 4.0; 12-13: 2.9, 14-15: 8.0, 16-17: 8.0
t2 Interaction: f: 8.3, m: 6.8; 12-13: 4.8, 14-15: 10.6, 16-17: 10.0
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	Calvete et al. (2022)
	QOSSIA: Sexual solicitation, sexual interaction

	n/a
	n/a
	
	-
	Solicitation: 14.5
Interaction: 7.2
	
	Gender
	Solicitation: f: 21.2, m: 8.0 
Interaction: f: 11.1, m: 3.4

	Calvete et al. (2023)
	QOSSIA: Sexual solicitation, sexual interaction

	n/a
	n/a
	
	-
	-
	
	-
	-

	Finkelhor et al. (2022)
	Single items
	n/a
	Childhood/
adolescence
	
	5.4
	-
	
	Gender
	f: 8.4, m: 2.4, other: 1.8

	Finkelhor et al. (2023)
	Single items

	n/a
	Childhood/
adolescence
	
	-
	-
	
	-
	-

	Gámez-Guadix 
et al. (2018a)
	QOSSIA: Sexual solicitation, sexual interaction

	At least 
once
	Last 12 
months
	
	-
	Solicitation: 12.6
Interaction: 7.9
	
	-
	-

	Gámez-Guadix 
et al. (2018b)
	QOSSIA: Sexual solicitation, sexual interaction

	At least once for interaction
	Last 12 
month
	
	7.2
	-
	
	-
	-

	Gámez-Guadix 
et al. (2021)
	MOGQ: Deception, gift giving, interest in victim’s environment, sexualization, aggression


	At least 
once
	Last 12 
month
	
	-
	Deception: 16.5
Gift giving: 7.9
Interest: 18.2
Sexualization: 11.1
Aggression: 7.2
 
	
	Gender, 
Age
	Deception: f: 18.1, m: 14.9; 12: 8.5, 13: 16.5, 14: 18.5, 15: 28.3
[bookmark: _Int_dR1cY4Br]Gift giving: f: 11.0, m: 4.6; 12: 2.9, 13: 5.6, 14: 10.6, 15: 16.2
Interest: f: 21.6, m: 14.7; 12: 9.9, 13: 18.4, 14: 20.0, 15: 30.5
Sexualization: f: 13.6, m: 8.4; 12: 3.3, 13: 8.4, 14: 13.2, 15: 25.7
Aggression: f: 8.3, m: 6.0; 12: 3.8, 13: 6.7, 14: 10.4, 15: 9.8


	Gámez-Guadix 
et al. (2023)
	MOGQ: Deception, gift giving, interest in victim’s environment, sexualization, aggression

	At least 
once
	Last 12 
months
	
	-
	t1 only: 11.8
t2 only: 12.7
Stable: 10.9
	
	Gender
	t1 only: f: 11.7, m: 11.9, nb: 50.0
t2 only: f: 13.2, m: 12.2, nb: 0.0
Stable: f: 13.6, m: 7.5, nb: 0.0
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	González-
Cabrera et al. (2021)

	QOSSIA: Sexual solicitation, sexual interaction

	At least direct score of 1
	Last 5 
months
	
	16.6
	-
	
	Gender
	f: 20.6, m: 12.0

	Greene-Colozzi 
et al. (2020)
	[bookmark: _Int_gFYuxH7u]Single item: Having a long, ongoing online conversation with an adult stranger.*

	n/a
	Childhood/
adolescence
	
	23.0
	-
	
	-
	-

	Hernández 
et al. (2021)
	Grooming Scale


	n/a
	n/a
	
	-
	-
	
	Gender (risk)
	[bookmark: _Int_A6SKNSyx][bookmark: _Int_phZmkhiF]f: 29.8 (low risk: 13.3, medium risk: 10.2, high risk: 6.3)
[bookmark: _Int_q0fnAV6d][bookmark: _Int_ZjmjVpbu]m: 26.9 (low risk: 11.1, medium risk: 10.0, high risk: 5.8)


	Longobardi 
et al. (2021)
	[bookmark: _Int_vBVj90TK]Subscale from JOV-Q


	At least 
once
	Last 12 
months

	
	14.0
	-
	
	Gender
	f: 13.2, m: 14.6

	Machimbarrena 
et al. (2018)
	QOSSIA: Sexual solicitation, sexual interaction

	At least direct score of 1
	Last 5 
months
	
	16.6
	-
	
	Gender
	f: 20.6, m: 12.0

	Montiel et al. (2016)
	Subscale from JOV-Q

	At least 
once
	Last 12 
months
	
	17.2
	-
	
	Gender, 
Age
	f: 24.2, m: 9.4; 12-13: 9.6, 
14-15: 17.3, 16-17: 25.6


	Ortega-Barón et al. (2022)
	QOSSIA: Sexual solicitation, sexual interaction
	At least 
once
	n/a
	
	t1: 12.9
t2: 14.0
t3: 18.6
	t1 Solicitation: 11.3
t2 Solicitation: 11.9
t3 Solicitation: 16.1
t1 Interaction: 4.8
t2 Interaction: 7.0
t3 Interaction: 7.1

New victims: 14.0
Ceased victims: 4.4
Intermittent victims: 1.6
Stable victims: 6.7

	
	-
	-

	Pasca et al. 
(2022)
	Online Grooming Risk Scale
	n/a
	Last 6 
Months


	
	-
	-
	
	-
	-
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	Resett et al. (2022)
	QOSSIA: Sexual solicitation, sexual interaction

	n/a
	Last 12 
months
	
	-
	-
	
	-
	-

	Schoeps et al. (2020)
	Grooming Scale
	n/a
	n/a
	
	-
	-
	
	-
	-

	Tamarit et al. (2021)
	Grooming Scale
	n/a
	n/a
	
	-
	-
	
	-
	-

	Tintori et al. (2023)
	Single items:
1. Receiving gifts.; 
2. Receiving compliments.; 3. Receiving requests for face-to-face meetings.; 
4. Sending photos or videos.; 5. Receiving questions about your clothing.; 6. Receiving photos or videos.

	At least one of the online grooming 
actions
	Last 12 
months
	
	13.4
	-
	
	Gender
	f: 13.7, m: 13.2

	Villacampa & Gómez (2017)
	[bookmark: _Int_3pcJbm68]Single items: 1. Tried to get you to talk about yourself.; 2. Asked you to talk about sex.; 3. Asked you for sexual information about yourself.; 4. Asked you to perform sexual behavior.*

	Peers: at least talk about sex

Adults: at least talk about yourself
	Last 12 
months
	
	-
	Peer grooming:
2nd item: 12.3
3rd item: 11.0
4th item: 6.7  

Adult grooming: 
1st item: 10.4
2nd item: 5.1
3rd item: 4.3
4th item: 2.7 

	
	
	

	Wachs et al. (2012)
	Definition + single item: How many times did you have contact with a cybergroomer?


	At least once 
a week
	Last 12 
months
	
	6.5
	Once a year: 10.4
Once a month: 4.3
Once a week: 1.9
Several times a week: 4.6 

	
	Gender
	f: 8.7, m: 4.3

	Supplementary Materials Table 2 (continued)
	
	
	

	Wachs et al. (2015)
	Definition + single item: How many times did you have contact with a cybergroomer?

	n/a
	Last 12 
months
	
	-
	-
	
	-
	-

	Wachs et al. (2016)
	Definition + single item: How many times did you have contact with a cybergroomer?

	At least once
	Last 12 
months
	
	18.5
	One or two times: 10.9
Two or three times a month: 3.0
Once a week: 1.4
Several times a week: 3.2 

	
	Gender,
Nationality
	f: 22.3, m: 14.0

Thai: 36.5, German: 10.2, 
Dutch: 7.4, American: 12.6;
Western: 9.9 (f: 14.0, m: 6.1)
Thai: 36.5 (f: 34.7, m: 40.4)

	Wachs et al. (2018)
	Definition + single item: How many times did you have contact with a cybergroomer?

	At least two or three times a month
	Last 12 
months
	
	-
	Cybergrooming mono-victims: 5.8
Cybergrooming-Cyberbullying dual-victims: 1.2

	
	-
	-

	Wachs et al. (2020)
	Scale from Bergmann & Baier (2016): Sexualized conversation, requests for sexual material
	n/a
	n/a
	
	-
	-
	
	-
	-


[bookmark: _Int_Pc1lP7XI]Note. All prevalence rates are displayed in bold for clarity. Prevalence rates were rounded to one decimal digit. QOSSIA = Questionnaire for Online Sexual Solicitation and Interaction with Adults (Gámez-Guadix et al., 2018a), MOGQ = Multidimensional Online Grooming Questionnaire (Gámez-Guadix et al., 2021), JOV-Q = Juvenile Online Victimization Questionnaire (Montiel & Carbonell, 2012). t = measurement time point. f = female, m = male, nb = non-binary. n/a = not available. MDS = municipal dependent schools, SPS = subsidized private schools, PS = private schools. *The items’ exact wording was not provided; the items’ content was derived from the information available in the article.
