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Abstract

Metaphor patterns used with topics related to trade disputes in popular
economic discourse and metaphorical frames suggested by them provide
insights into the way metaphor expresses ideological standpoints to similar
economic issues in a specific genre. However, systematic and replicable
metaphor research procedures to capture metaphor patterns used with trade
disputes and their underlying metaphorical frames were not available.

This research aims at capturing metaphor patterns used by journalists from
China, the UK and the US to write about trade disputes and the way they
seem to frame and evaluate in a systematic and replicable way. To achieve
this, this research developed an analytical model that captured three types of
metaphor patterns emerging from discourse: metaphor scenario, systematic
metaphor and metaphoreme. Guided by this model, this research revised
existing research procedures for metaphor analysis from a corpus-linguistic
approach in popular economic discourse. Throughout the procedures, this
research implemented each procedure with the aim of selecting salient and
meaningful information that served to address my research questions. For
instance, | built three representative specialized corpora, which provided
basis for me to identify salient and meaningful metaphors used with the topics.
At the stage of metaphor analysis, | carried out a step-by-step examination of
scenario-based and semantics-based metaphorical framings in my data
following a bottom-up fashion.

This research was the first to investigate the way metaphor was used to frame
trade disputes between China, the EU and the US. My key findings were as
follows:1) Some socio-cultural similarities were observed in metaphor patterns
used with core trade disputes topics in UKPEDC and USPEDC but not in
CPEDC. For instance, UKPEDC and USPEDC seemed to show cultural
preferences for using metaphor scenarios associated with more competitive
behaviours in game/sports and certain specific game/sports which were less
salient in Chinese cultures. 2) Both systematic metaphor and metaphor
scenario were observed in three corpora to write about core trade disputes
topics but metaphoreme victim and target were observed in CPEDC to frame
unfair trade practices targeted at China as negative entities; 3) Metaphor
patterns at different levels seemed to coherently complement each other to
show similar evaluative slant towards topics but slight differences in the
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framing implications they suggested; 4) Metaphor patterns in CPEDC seemed
to always frame unfair trade practices as negative entities. Metaphor patterns
in UKPEDC seemed to frame unfair trade practices in a more negative way
than in USPEDC.

The findings of this research contribute to adding empirical insights into the
pool of knowledge of the nature and framing function of metaphor in discourse.
They also suggest important pedagogical implications for ESP teaching and
learning.
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Chapter 1 Introduction

1.1 Research Rationale and Significance

As we are living in a world characterized by inexorable trends of
globalization, no economic blocs can rise by its own without impacting other
countries@interests (Sun and Wang, 2018). Economic relationship between
three superpowers China, the EU and the US defines the shape of global
economy amid globalization (Barns-Graham, 2020). Trade disputes among
them do not only affect their own economies but also impact global economy
as a whole (Goulard, 2020). Due to the impact on global economy and
national relationship, trade disputes among three superpowers always
dominate economic news and people& daily conversation. The dominance
of such economic event in economic news may be explained by media®&
preferences to report negative and controversial economic stories (Damstra
and Boukes, 2021). Damstra and Boukes (2021, p.29) write that ithe media
functions as a crucial mediator for information about the national state of the
economya Although fthere is no direct link between the discourse and the
real worldo (Teubert, 2005, p.3), the study of discourse does help to find how
the real world is talked and may influence people& confidence and
expectations about the economic reality (Damstra and Boukes, 2021;
Lischka, 2016).

Popular economic discourse which has a big readership and plays a
very important role in constructing and shaping public stances are always
used as a medium by discourse communities from these three superpowers
to convey underlying stances towards trade disputes among them (Happer
and Philo, 2013). The underlying stances may construct and shape the
mainstream stances towards trade disputes among the three superpowers.
Happer and Philo (2013, p.322) assume that fin any controversial area there
will be competing ways of explaining events and their historyd Response of
different discourse communities to trade disputes among three powers
seems to suggest their ideological battle for their legitimacy and social
interests (Happer and Philo, 2013). Thus, it is of great significance to
investigate the way mainstream discourse communities in each area such as
newspapers from China, the UK and the US convey their underlying stances
towards trade disputes among them.
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Due to its explanatory and persuasive functions, metaphor is
ubiquitously used in economic news reports to enhance their framing
function in informing the public of what happens in the economic world and
constructing their beliefs and attitudes (Charteris-Black, 2004; Happer and
Philo, 2013). On the one hand, metaphor is frequently used in economic
news reports to explain more abstract economic concepts and activities such
as employment and inflation (Charteris-Black and Ennis, 2001). On the other
hand, metaphor can be used as a framing device to construct and evaluate
by highlighting some properties of an economic topic but hiding its other
properties (Semino, 2008). For instance, Wolf and Polzenhagen (2003) find
that aggression and hostility are highlighted when trade is described in terms
of WAR while cooperation is highlighted when trade is described in terms of
FRIENDSHIP. They claim that fideological patterns may arise from the
application of a particular metaphor and the neglect of alternative oneso
(p.268). Thus, investigating the way metaphor is used by journalists from
China, the UK and the US to frame trade disputes among three superpowers
potentially gives clues to the underlying evaluation and ideology conveyed
by different discourse communities. However, there are still no relevant
studies that investigate the way metaphor is used as a framing device in
economic news to frame and evaluate trade disputes between China, the EU
and the US following a corpus-linguistic approach.

Corpus linguistics is particularly helpful in providing empirical data on
metaphor use in economic news and also beneficial in cross-cultural studies
(Charteris-Black and Musolff, 2003). Based on linguistic evidence from three
self-built corpora consisted of English news reports from China, the UK and
the US newspapers on trade disputes, this research provides some insights
into how metaphor expresses ideological standpoints to similar economic
issues with cross-cultural similarities and differences in a specific genre.
These findings contribute to testing the effectiveness of applying existing
metaphor theory in a very specific genre and thus updating understanding
and application of existing theoretical frameworks and concepts in popular
economic discourse or related registers. These findings are also potentially
beneficial for ESP teaching and learning. The field of ESP recognises the
importance of pedagogical role of metaphor in specific genres, for example,
in articles by Charteris-Black (2000), Charteris-Black and Ennis (2001),
Charteris-Black and Musolff (2003), Ho and Cheng (2016), Lindstromberg
(1991), Rodriguez (2003) and Skorczynska (2010) in the journal English for
Specific Purposes (ESP). The corpora developed in this research are
representative of language use in ESP domains and thus are potentially
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valuable in providing an account of metaphor use of particular ESP domains
and providing pedagogical implications for ESP teaching and learning.

1.2 Research Questions

The objective of this research is to capture metaphor patterns used by
journalists to talk about trade disputes among three superpowers and the
way they use the patterns to interpret and frame trade disputes in a
systematic and reliable way. To achieve this objective, | aim at addressing
the following research questions.

Overarching Research Question:

How is metaphor used by journalists from China, the UK and the US to
frame topics related to trade disputes?

1) What metaphors are used frequently in popular economic discourse
corpus?

la what metaphors are used frequently in a corpus of Chinese Popular
Economic Discourse?

1b what metaphors are used frequently in a corpus of UK Popular
Economic Discourse?

1c what metaphors are used frequently in a corpus of US Popular
Economic Discourse?

2)Which metaphors are used to write about topics related to trade
disputes in three corpora?

3)How do the metaphors used frame topics related to trade disputes in
each of the three corpora?

4)What similarities and differences are there in metaphor framing
across the three corpora?

To address research questions above, | need three specialized corpora
consisting of texts about trade disputes between China, the EU and the US
from mainstream newspapers from China, the UK and the US. | also need
an analytical framework that guides me to better capture the way metaphor
seems to frame and evaluate the event in discourse. However, at the
moment there are no off-the-peg popular economic discourse corpora on
trade disputes among three superpowers. Existing metaphor research
procedures and analytical framework to metaphorical framing in discourse
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also need to be revised to better satisfy my needs to address my research
guestions.

There is a growing body of studies on metaphor used to frame various
economic events such as financial crisis (Lopez and Llopis, 2010) and
currency disputes (Liu, 2015) in popular economic discourse. Most previous
studies of metaphor and framing in popular economic discourse follow
similar research procedures as follows:

1) Deciding Conceptual Metaphor Theory as theoretical framework;
2) Building a new corpus based on particular economic topics;

3) Deciding metaphor identification approach: MIP (Pragglejaz Group,
2007) or MIPVU (Steen et al., 2010);

4) ldentifying metaphors in the complied corpus based on results of
sample texts or randomly selected concordance lines writing about
certain topics; or starting from source domain/vehicle grouping,
which takes a traditional small corpus-big corpus approach
(Charteris-Black, 2004);

5) Formulating conceptual metaphor;

6) Analysing the way conceptual metaphor is used to frame economic
topics.

The procedures above show that most previous metaphor studies in
popular economic discourse investigated the framing implications of
metaphors at the level of conceptual metaphor (Charteris-Black and Ennis,
2001; O 6 MaShimek et al., 2015). Semino et al. (2018) write that studying
the frame suggested by conceptual metaphor has the advantage of
capturing regular and general correspondences between domains. However,
metaphor patterns identified following Conceptual Metaphor Theory (Lakoff
and Johnson, 1980/2003) are less replicable and relatively arbitrary since
Conceptual Metaphor Theory does not provide explicit restraints on the level
of generality when formulating conceptual metaphors based on linguistic
metaphors (Herrmann, 2013). Most previous metaphor studies in popular
economic discourse also have not clearly explained the notion of framing
and its relation to conceptual metaphor. They appeared to make claims on
metaphorical framings of dominant conceptual metaphor based on
assumption of pre-existing mappings in our mind. The analysis of
metaphorical framings at this level has limitations in detecting framing
implications of local patterns emerging from discourse and may capture
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framing implications in a less systematic and replicable way (Semino et al.,
2018). Methodologically, most previous metaphor studies in popular
economic discourse have not clearly justified the way they designed and
constructed their specialized corpora in terms of corpus representativeness,
size and balance. However, a representative specialized corpus lays
foundations for later stagesdmetaphor identification and analysis to capture
underlying stances suggested by metaphor patterns used with discussed
topics.

1.3 Research Content

To better address my four research questions above, | revised existing
metaphor research procedures in popular economic discourse and made
them more systematic and replicable. My revised metaphor research
procedures were as follows.

1) Building my popular economic discourse corpora that were based on
three corpus criteria: representativeness, size and balance;

2) Developing metaphor identification approach that could fit better in
metaphor identification in my data by adapting MIP (Pragglejaz
Group, 2007);

3) Using Wmatrix (Rayson, 2008), a web-based program that allows
concordance analysis at semantic level to filter metaphors in large-
scale specialized corpora; Identifying metaphors co-occurring with
topics related to trade disputes;

4) Carrying out inter-coding of metaphor identification;

5) Carrying out vehicle groupings of identified linguistic metaphors and
inter-coding of vehicle groupings;

6) Organizing semantically-based vehicle groupings to suggest
systematic metaphor and identifying the network of vehicle
groupings to suggest metaphor scenario;

7) ldentifying metaphor scenario and systematic metaphor suggested
by linguistic metaphors used with topics related to trade disputes;

8) Analysing the way metaphor patterns emerging from discourse were
used to frame and evaluate topics related to trade disputes.

My research procedures above were based on my analytical model
which integrated ideas from framing theory (Entman, 1993) and metaphor
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theories (Cameron and Deignan, 2006; Cameron, 2010a; Musolff, 2016). My
analytical model has followed the direction of previous studies which
suggested integrated approach to study metaphorical framing in discourse
(Boget i R019; Cameron et al. 2010; Dekavalla and Montagut, 2018;
Semino et al., 2018). For instance, Dekavalla and Montagut (2018, p.74)
write that fimetaphors not only may operate as frames in themselves, but
they can also combine in hierarchies of metaphoric frames which together
co-construct superordinate metaphoric or non-metaphoric framesa They
claim that mixed metaphors expressed by subordinate metaphors from
different source domains can conceptually construct clusters of metaphoric
frames to suggest overarching metaphorical or non-metaphorical frame of
the same target domain. For instance, they write that JOURNEY and STANDOFF
suggest two different metaphorical frames at level two but interconnect
conceptually since they share common semantic threads-movement. They
claim that JOURNEY and STANDOFF could work together to construct the
overarching process frame at level one: fthe Catalan situation is a processo
(p.78). They also claim that at level three of the metaphoric frame network,
metaphor scenarios which are associated with the different source domains
in mixed metaphors at level two can also suggest clusters of metaphoric
frames. These metaphoric frames suggested by different metaphor
scenarios of STANDOFF frame such as deal scenario, violence scenario and
surrender scenario at level three are connected to overarching process
frame since they co-construct different types of the process frame. Boget i
(2019) also suggests integrating cognitive-based approach and scenario-
oriented approach to capture metaphorical framings in discourse through
multi-level of conceptualization. In this research, | combined discourse
dynamics approach and metaphor scenario approach to capture
metaphorical framings in discourse following a bottom-up fashion, which is
similar to Cameron et al.6 s acfice of finding systematicity in metaphor use
although they do not explicitly propose the idea of integrating discourse
dynamics approach to metaphor and framing theory.

My analytical model understood metaphor as nodes embedded in a
network of dynamic discourse to frame and co-frame (Dekavalla and
Montagut, 2018; Schon, 1993) and borrowed the idea of salience and
selection from framing theory (Entman, 1993). Framing is about a structure
of point of views. The nature of framing is highlighting salient and meaningful
information in communication, which is similar to ideological function of
metaphor to highlight and hide. Thus, the idea of salience and selection
guides my design and implementation of research procedures from corpus
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design and construction to identification and analysis of metaphor patterns to
frame trade disputes in my corpora. That is, throughout my research
procedures, | need to implement each procedure with the aim of selecting
salient and meaningful information that serves to address my research
guestions.

At the stage of corpus design and construction, | need three specialized
corpora that achieve an acceptable level of both recall and precision, which
means that | need to collect available and relevant texts as many as possible
in my corpora (Chowdhury, 2004; Gabrielatos, 2007). Following Gabrielatoso
(2007) practice, | used both core query terms such as Sino-EU disputes and
additional query terms such as protectionism to collect texts from 8
newspapers with 3 from China, 3 from the UK and 2 from the US to collect
available and relevant texts as many as possible. My three corpora consist
of 1.3 million words in total. Representative specialized corpora focusing on
trade disputes provides basis for me to identify salient and meaningful
metaphors used with topics related to trade disputes as many as possible.

At the stage of metaphor identification and annotation in my corpora, |
need a metaphor identification approach that allows me to identify
metaphors for both experts and non-experts which are both popular
economic discoursed readership (Skorczynska and Deignan, 2006). The
metaphor identification approach applied in my data was adapted from MIP
(Pragglejaz Group, 2007). When identifying metaphors from large-scale
specialized corpora, | used Wmatrix (Rayson, 2008) which allowed me to
carry out concordance analysis at semantic level to generate open-lists of
metaphor candidates for vehicle groupings frequently used in my data. |
identified all linguistic metaphors within the lists, which helps to identify
linguistic metaphors within salient vehicle grouping as many as possible.

At the stage of inter-coding, | need to decide the numbers of co-raters,
numbers of items to be coded and categories assigned to items since the
three factors influence which methods | choose to measure inter-rater
reliability of metaphor identification and vehicle groupings (Artstein and
Poesio, 2008). Artstein and Poesio (2008) write that researchers need to
report reliability of their hand-coded data if they want to use the hand-coded
data to support an empirical claim. Choosing an adequate measure of inter-
rater reliability helps me to identify more unambiguous metaphors and better
organize vehicle groupings, which lays foundations for my later stageso
identification of salient and meaningful metaphor patterns in a more
replicable way. In this research, | have chosen coefficient C o h e iColeen,
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1960) to measure inter-rater reliability of metaphor identification and vehicle
groupings in my data since it is more adequate than percent agreement in
indicating inter-rater reliability (Artstein and Poesio, 2008).

At the stage of identifying metaphor patterns suggested by linguistic
metaphors emerging from dynamic discourse, | identified metaphoreme,
systematic metaphor and scenario. Cameron and Deignan (2006, p.686)
define metaphoreme as fa bundle of relatively stable patterns of language
use, with some variation, that, for the time being, describes how people are
using the lexical itemsa They find that the same linguistic metaphor
repeatedly used to write about a certain topic may follow relatively fixed
grammatical patterns and affective restrictions. For instance, they find that
A b a geg@ppears to be a metaphoreme that conveys negative evaluations
of past memories and experience since i b a g g aemds do fix as a noun
with pre-modifier and tends to collocate with lexis with a negative slant when
it is used in metaphorical sense (p.679). ldentifying metaphor patterns of
both systematic metaphor and metaphor scenario is also helpful for me to
identifying more salient and meaningful metaphor patterns that seem to
frame trade disputes as Henderson (1994, p.359) writes that fihe
relationship between metaphor and narrative is continuously reinforceda In
this research, | understand systematic metaphor as i a llectimg together of
related linguistic metaphors that evolve and are adapted as the discourse
pr oc e &dnseton, 2010a, p.91). | formulated systematic metaphor by
combining vehicle grouping which consisted of a number of linguistic
metaphors from the same semantic field, and key discourse topics the
grouping refers to, for instance, protectionism and free trade. | understand
metaphor scenario as metaphor working together to create a series of linked
events with a set of social-cultural entrenched expectations and evaluations
(Cameron et al., 2010; Musolff, 2016). | formulated metaphor scenario by
grouping together a number of linguistic metaphors that are from the same
semantic field or various semantic fields to create mini-narratives or fully-
developed narratives, and write about similar topics. | explain the advantage
of formulating both systematic metaphor and metaphor scenario to study the
way they seem to frame topics related to trade disputes with examples of
network of linguistic metaphors in Figure 1.1 below. All the linguistic
metaphors in Figure 1.1 come from my data and are used to write about
either protectionism or free trade.
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Figure 1.1 Examples of network of linguistic metaphors used with free trade

or protectionism in my data

As shown in Figure 1.1, linguistic metaphors emerging from my data
and suggesting the same semantic field are put in each dotted-line rectangle,
such as cure and painkiller. Each vehicle grouping suggested by linguistic
metaphors from the same semantic field is put in each orange dotted-line
oval, for instance, cure and painkiller in MEDICINE. Figure 1.1. shows that
there are always more than one vehicle grouping candidate for some
linguistic metaphors. For instance, cure can be categorized into ILLNESS,
MEDICINE and even HOSPITAL. If | categorize cure into MEDICINE and only
analyse systematic ILLNESS that are frequently used with topics related to
trade disputes, the salient and meaningful information suggested by cure
may be ignored. However, if | also take the relationship between different
vehicle groupings into consideration, cure either being grouped in MEDICINE
or ILLNESS is part of a HOSPITAL scenario. As shown in Figure 1.1, linguistic
metaphor suggesting systematic PERSON, HOSPITAL, ILLNESS and MEDICINE
used with free trade seem to work together to create a series of linked mini-
narratives that suggest HOSPITAL scenario within the boundary of blue
rectangle. Linguistic metaphors suggesting HOSPITAL scenario may further
work together with other groupings such as LAW and SEPARATION to suggest
CARVE UP THE ESTATE scenario within the boundary of red rectangle. Figure
1.1 gives only a very small picture of the possible relationship between



-10 -

systematic metaphor and scenario. However, it suggests the advantage of
analysing both systematic metaphor and metaphor scenario to capture more
salient and meaningful frames the two patterns may suggest. On the one
hand, investigating both patterns may contribute to offsetting of the situation
in which the framing effects of salient and meaningful linguistic metaphors
are ignored due to their being grouped in other less frequently used vehicle
groupings. On the other hand, analysing the frame that both patterns seem
to suggest may allow me to get weighted framing implications, which means
that | may capture more attitudinal preferences and evaluations suggested
by metaphorical framings of both metaphor patterns (Semino et al., 2018).

Based on metaphors patterns suggested by linguistic metaphors used
with topics related to trade disputes as shown in Figure 1.1, | need to build a
case to figure out the frame that these metaphor patterns seem to suggest. |
build a case to identify the frame that may be suggested by metaphor
scenario which consists of mini-narratives following a narrative sequence
(Deignan, 2017b). For instance, mini-narratives such as war-related linguistic
metaphors suggesting war declaration, military confrontations and outcome
of war seem to suggest WAR scenario that follows the narrative of military
confrontations in history. If these mini-narratives seem to impose narrative
sequence on the discussed topics, | then analyse narrative elements such
as the roles of participants in the scenario. For instance, | analysed the roles
of trade partners in relation to the topic unfair trade practices and referred to
shared knowledge and sometimes cultural specific knowledge in literature.
These two parts of information may suggest the metaphorical implications
and evaluations informed by this scenario. | build a case to identify the frame
that may be suggested by systematic metaphor with help of reference
corpus BNC (1994) which can provide me cumulative evidence that
suggests collocation patterns of linguistic metaphors (Deignan, 2017b).
Metaphoreme has a relatively clear evaluative slant so it seems to suggest
framing implications and evaluations directly.

1.4 Context of Investigation

In this section, | briefly introduce the context of trade disputes among three
economic blocs China, the EU and the US to support my claim about the
importance of this event in the real economic world. This context further
supports the significance of investigating the way metaphor is used as a
framing device by journalists from three economic blocs to convey their
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stances and evaluations towards the events and shape the publicé s
expectation about the event.

Amid globalization, the economy of China, the EU and the US are
strongly interlinked and trade disputes among them have domino effects on
the global economic growth and even individualsé lgt Bfd in the economic
world (Plummer, 2019). Three superpowers are always among each otherd s
list of biggest trading partners even through their rankings on the list change.
For instance, China is the EU6 second largest trading partner behind the US
but in 2020 China overtakes the US and becomes EU®& largest trading
partners (China Daily, 2021).

However, due to various factors such as trade imbalance, different
market economy status, and less effective role of WTO in maintaining a rule-
based global trading system, trade disputes, especially Sino-US trade
disputes, are escalating (Dadush, 2019). In terms of trade imbalance, the US
trade deficit with China was $345.2 billion in 2019 and the EU trade deficit
with China was 0164 billion in 2019 (United States Census Bureau, 2020;
Eurostat, 2020). The US trade deficit and the EU trade deficit with China
were because of the US and the EU importing more from China than
exporting to China. Amadeo (2020) claims about the negative impact of
trade deficit on weakening domestic industries and reducing job
opportunities. In term of market economy status, the EU and the US involve
in international trade with market economy status while China is still a WTO
member with non-market economy status. The year 2016 wi t nessed Chinabd
accession to the WTO for 15 years, which marked that China should be
automatically considered a market economy status after joining WTO 15
years. However, there were different voices among different developed
markets such as the EU and the US on whether China should be granted
market economy status (MES) or not. Whether China being treated as a
market economy or not greatly influences WT O6s di spertefans-et t | em
dumping or anti-subsidy cases. Puccio (2015) writes that since China is not
granted market economy status, trade partners can use a surrogate country
method to evaluate normal value of C h iexpart§, swhich has proven to
lead to higher anti-dumping duties on China. For instance, the EU and the
US use the price and cost of a third alternative country as the normal value
rat her t han Chaue which incleasesehe tikelibood of China®&
exports being evaluated as dumping (Kim and Ahn, 2019; Puccio, 2015).
Meanwhile, higher anti-dumping duties from the EU and the US make China
more likely to face protectionism.
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To sum up, the trade relationship is important for the three economic
blocs and the global economy but faces ongoing tensions which may lead to
the surge of protectionism and a collapse of rule-based global trading
system (Dadush, 2019). Thus, this research examined the way metaphor
was used by journalists from mainstream newspapers from China, the UK
and the US to frame topics related to trade disputes. In this research, | built
three specialized corpora consisting of news reports on trade disputes
between China, the EU and the US between 2001, the date of Chinad s
accession to the WTO and 2017. These news reports were collected from
China Dally, Global Times, People6 s DFHRnarcigl Times, Guardian, Times,
New York Times and Wall Street Journal. On the one hand, | investigated
the way metaphor seemed to frame the core topics in trade disputes:
protectionism and free trade in three corpora. On the other hand, |
investigated the way fight/war metaphor, game/sports metaphor, physical
damage metaphor and weather metaphor seemed to frame topics related
trade disputes in three corpora.

1.5 Structure of the Thesis

My thesis consists of 8 chapters. The structure of my thesis from Chapter 2
to Chapter 8 is shown in Figure 1.2.

[Research Questions ][ Framing Theory ][ Metaphor Theory ]
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Figure 1.2 Structure of my thesis
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As shown in Figure 1.2, guided by my research questions, | reviewed
related metaphor theories and some ideas from framing theory in Chapter
Two. At the end of this chapter, | established an analytical model for
metaphorical framings in popular economic discourse, which guided the
structures and contents from Chapter Three to Chapter Seven. Guided by
my analytical model in Chapter Two, | designed and built my three
specialized corpora in Chapter Three, which provided basis for my
investigation of metaphor used with trade disputes between China, the EU
and the US. In Chapter Four, | reviewed three metaphor identification
approaches with the purpose of developing adapted MIP and my approach
to annotate metaphors in my three corpora. The aim of this chapter was to
develop metaphor identification and annotation approach that helped me
identify salient and meaningful metaphors used with topics related to trade
disputes as many as possible. In Chapter Five, | explained the way | carried
out metaphor identification and vehicle grouping in my data, which provided
a more replicable approach to identify metaphor patterns in my data. In
Chapter Six and Chapter Seven, | presented my findings of metaphor
patterns used with topics related to trade disputes and compared the way
they seemed to frame and evaluate the discussed topics in three corpora. In
Chapter Eight, | clearly stated answers to my main research questions and
evaluated my contributions for knowledge of this field. | also discussed the
theoretical and methodological implications of this study for research and in
practice, make recommendations for future work on the topic and reflect on
limitations of using learnersadictionaries in metaphor identification.
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Chapter 2 Metaphor

Current research into metaphor includes cognitive, discourse and corpus
approaches. All three challenge and reject the assumption of traditional
literal-figurative distinction of metaphor, starting from a metaphorical-non-
metaphorical distinction instead (Cameron and Low, 1999; Lakoff, 1993).
That is, metaphor is pervasive in our everyday language rather than a kind
of figurative language which is different from everyday literal language and
only used for poetic and rhetorical purposes (Lakoff and Johnson,
1980/2003; Lakoff, 1993). Different understandings of the nature of
metaphor lead to different theoretical and methodological focuses of
metaphor research (Cameron, 1999). In this chapter, | first compare and
discuss focuses of three theoretical frameworks. Second, | discuss functions
and previous studies of metaphor in economic discourse. Third, | describe
and justify an analytical framework that is applied in my analysis to address
my research questions.

2.1 Conceptual Metaphor Theory

Gibbs (2011, p.530) writes that At he |that metapleoris as much a

part of ordinary thought as it is of language has been voiced by rhetoricians,

philosophe r s and others for h u i1 p.B3d)salsoo f year s
writes that metaphor as part of ourtho u g ht f hdats gregtest attemtion

in the last 30 years with ther i s e o f uafimetaphore pt heoryo ( CMT)
within the field of cognitive linguistic s Before Conceptual Metaphor Theory

(Lakoff and Johnson, 1980/2003), there were already scholars such as

Schin (1993) and Reddy (1993) treating metaphor as a matter of thought.

Schin (199 3) argues that metaphor is not a figure of speech which seems

anomaly in everyday language. He finds that different @ gnerative

metaphorso eaused in framing problems of social policy and influence our

direction towards problem-solving (p.137 ) . R e d dmedts (1998) ig u

consistent wi t h @w th& prébkem-setting is a more crucial process

than problem-solving in problematic situations. Reddy (1993) investigates

metaphor use in framing communication problems. Reddy (1993, p.166)

finds that a framework o f Acdoed @ip h aused to explain the way

English speakers conceptualize communication. His study anticipates quite

a lot about conceptual metaphors over numerous examples (Lakoff, 1993).
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Lakoff and Johnson (1980/2003) proposed Conceptual Metaphor Theory.

They prompt metaphor studies shiftin g & morefovertlycogni t i v e
(Cameron, 1999, p.9). Due to its significant influence on metaphor studies
from cognitive perspective, Conceptual Metaphor Theory is introduced in this
section in terms of two points: 1) main claims of Conceptual Metaphor
Theory; 2) critiques of Conceptual Metaphor Theory.

2.1.1 Main Claims of Conceptual Metaphor Theory

Several authors have listed the central tenets of Conceptual Metaphor
Theory, for example, Deignan (2005), Kdévecses (2017a), Lakoff and
Johnson (1980) and Lakoff (1993). The central tenets that they have listed
overlap slightly. For instance, they all have discussed the conceptual and
embodied nature of metaphor. Some authors such as Lakoff and Johnson
(1980) and Deignan (2005) also discuss metapho s ¢ootential role in
presenting our particular views on reality by hiding and simplifying some
properties of an abstract topic. These three central tenets are also discussed
in following sections.

The Conceptual Nature of Metaphor

The most central tenet of CMT is that metaphor is conceptual in nature

(Kdvecses, 2017a; Lakoff, 1993). Lakoff (1993, p.203) claims th at lécush e

of metaphor is not in language at all, but in the way we conceptualize one
mental domain in terms of a n ot h e r i, conc&€ptual imetaphor as part of
our conceptual system governs the way we think about abstract concepts in
terms of other concepts (Kovecses, 2017a; Koévecses, 2018). Within
Conceptual Metaphor Theory, Lakoff (1993, p.203) defines metaphor as
cross-domain mapping in the conceptual Sy st etnsp metaphdr as a
cognitive process of thinking about something in terms of another (Semino,
2008).

Conceptual Metaphor Theory makes distinctions between linguistic
metaphor and conceptual metaphor (Kévecses, 2 017a; Deignan, 2005) and
gives primacy to conceptual metaphor (Lakoff, 1993). Lakoff (1993) claims
that metaphorical correspondences pre-exist in our mind and are fixed as
part of our conceptual system. He also claims that once pre-existing
metaphorical correspondences in our mind are activated, source domain is
projected onto target domain automatically and unconsciously. In the

example of i W& r e glimn thevfastrlane on the freeway of | o0 v edpertiep r

of JOURNEY domain are automatically mapped onto LOVE domain once
underlying conceptual metaphor LOVE IS A JOURNEY is activated (Lakoff, 2008,

posi tic
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p.29). Conceptual Metaphor Theory also makes claims on the nature of
source domain and target domain. Dancygier (2017, p.71) writes t ha't Al n
CMT, the assumption is that the source domain is rich in conceptual
structure, and that that structure is basically concrete in natur e 0 . t isT h a
source domain is usually more concrete, and more directly and physically
experienced (Kéve cses, 2017a; Lakoff, 1993). Dancygier (2017, p.71) writes

that A T htarget domain is enriched with conceptual structure from the
source domain, such as the arguing parties will eventually be seen as
winners or loser s ®hat is, within Conceptual Metaphor Theory, the target
domain tends to be more abstract and with less concrete structure that we

are familiar with (Dancygier, 2017; Kdve cses, 2017a; Lakoff, 1993).

Metaphor Grounded in Embodied Experience

Another core tenet of Conceptual Metaphor Theory is that conceptual
metaphor is grounded in our embodied experience (Kdvecses, 2017a;
Ritchie, 2006). Lakoff and Johnson (1980/2003, p.5) claim t h atlhe fA [
essence of metaphor is understanding and experiencing one kind of thing in
terms of anothero . Tahdedy twe detl thdt no metaphor can ever be
comprehended or even adequately represented independently of its
experiential basiso  ( pitalts9in original). That is, embodied experience
plays a very important role in cross-domain mapping in conceptual metaphor.
Ritchie (2003) writes that our abstract thought is expressed by mapping
embodied source domain to target domain. For instance, Lakoff and
Johnson (2003, p.256) write that we express emotion in terms of our
experience of physical temperature in conceptual metaphor AFRECTION IS
WARMTHO Which is realized by linguistic metaphors such as fAHeds a war m
persono. They wr edegperierftadrised fiorm cur childhoadd i
experien ¢ e heihg héld affectionately by a parent 0 ©)p Or2 this
experiential basis, a person with passion is understood in terms of physical
warmth. Similarly, Lakoff and Johnson (1980/2003, p.255) claim that an
increase in quantity is directly grounded in our experience of increase in
height like pouring water into a glass in the example of MORE IS UPO .

Gibbs et al. (2004, p.1192) also write that our cogniti on i s AimMr ounded
and structured by various patterns of our perceptual interactions, bodily
actions, and manipulations of ob j e c t sse .pattefnB a@re experiential
gestalts which are developed iimMmaag e i s c hoe Mmaetmbd di ed
sche mat ao by 1B&hpp.83). KSvecges (2017a, p.18) claims that

image schemata emergingf r om HAourexpeenceof ewbr | do provi
embodied basis for pe opl e 6 s conceiving of many abst
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instance, Gibbs et al. (2004) write that CONTAINMENT image schema primarily

comes from peopleds recurri nmgrbengfiledri ence o
with sweat when feeling hot. They add that this CONTAINMENT image schema

serves as source domain and is mapped onto target domain ANGER to form

conceptual metaphor ANGER IS HEATED FLUID IN A CONTAINER. In this sense,

Gibbs et al. (2004) claim that Conceptual Metaphor Theory has made

contributions to the understanding of the embodiment claim through image

schemas.

Metaphor is Potentially Ideological

Another tenet of Conceptual Metaphor Theory is that conceptual metaphor is
potentially ideological (Lakoff and Johnson, 1980/2003; Deignan, 2005). Not
any conceptual metaphor can completely construct a particular target
domain since source domain and target domain are never identical (Deignan,
2005; Henderson, 1994). Any pair of cross-domain mapping is only part of
conceptual metaphors reflecting our certain views of the target domain. That
is, ideology behind conceptual metaphors can be conveyed by highlighting
some aspects of reality but hiding others (Lakoff and Johnson, 1980/2003;
Kdvecses, 2017a). Lakoff and Johnson (1980/2003, p.106) find that
fARGUMENTOdOma i n can be constwarcdtoend iBuLpINGBe r ms o f
domai n aoNTAINEROdomain to create different realities. For instance,
WAR domain can highlight fierce aspects of an argument in which there is
winner and loser. BUILDING domain can highlight structure of an argument
which can be teared down.

In specialized discourse, Wolf and Polzenhagen (2003) also find that
different conceptual metaphors have different ideological implications. For
instance, they show that aggression and hostility are highlighted in
conceptual metaphor TRADE IS WAR while cooperation and common interests
are highlighted in conceptual metaphor TRADE IS FRIENDSHIP. That is, different
source domains can be projected onto the same target domain to create
different realities (Kdv ecses, 2017a). Goatly (2007, p.12) understands the
phenomenon whereby the same target domain is variously conceptualized
by arange of source domai ns from quite dif
conceptual schemas6 as #fnfli vatrsono. He uwsitdefr st ands
di versificati on as hesamé dource dodmaimicusedtowher eby
characterize different targets within its scope (p.13). For instance, FIRE as a
source domain can be used to refer to both Love domain and ANGER domain
(Kovecses, 2010).
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2.1.2 Critiques of Conceptual Metaphor Theory

Conceptual Metaphor Theory has played an important role in metaphor
studies, for instance, being used as analytical framework for inferring
underlying attitudes in economic discourse (Eubanks, 2000; Wolf and
Polzenhagen, 2003). However, it has also received lots of critical voices
such as Cameron et al. (2009), Deignan (2017a), Gibbs (2011) and Semino
and Demjé (2017). Conceptual Metaphor Theory has been criticized in
terms of theoretical and methodological issues as follows.

First, one strong objection of Conceptual Metaphor Theory lies in its
claim of unidirectional relationship between language and thought (Cameron
and Deignan, 2006; Semino, 2008; Semino and Demjén, 2017). Cameron et
al. (2009) criticize that Conceptual Metaphor Theory treats linguistic
metaphor only as top-down instantiation of conceptual metaphor from

thought to langua g e . They add that it Afseriously

language on metaphor and the importance of the specifics of the language-
using situation i n wliB4).drsimiiae vee,pSemino
(2008, p.10) criticizes that Conceptual Metaphor Theory over-emphasizes

occur o

the importance of conceptual metaphor and pays little attent i on et o @At h

textual manifestations of metaphor and for authenticity of the linguistic data
that is adduced as e vi d e n c e 0 ConCEptualtMetapeoy Theory puts
extreme emphasis on thought in metaphor and ignores different functions
linguistic metaphors can perform in specific discourse (Deignan, 2010).

Second, it is argued that arguments supporting Conceptual Metaphor
Theory are circular. One cannot identify conceptual metaphor based on
linguistic metaphors and claim the existence of linguistic metaphors based
on fixed and pre-existing conceptual mapping (Gibbs, 2011; Kdvecses,
2017a). This problem of circular reasoning leads to the problem of non-
falsifiability of existence of conceptual metaphor. Gibbs (2006, p.14) writes
A[ t higsage-thbugh-language reasoning process never really explores
the true non-linguistic, conceptual basis for metaphors .0Deignan (2017a, p.
188) also writesthatii L a n g u a g e \de defindite prpaf af conceptual
structur es aninresponse doetlsiss ceiteiem, there have been
more and more psychological studies that focus on studying the role non-
linguistic knowledge play in structuring our understanding of abstract
concepts (Gibbs, 2006; Gibbs, 2011). For instance, Reid and Katz (2018)
test the possible presence of conceptual metaphors based on Deese-
Roediger-McDermott (DRM) false memory paradigm. Reid and Katz (2018)
ask participants to read a list of seemingly unrelated metaphorical

d
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expressions. These expressions are related to a non-presented conceptual
metaphor, for example, IDEAS ARE FOOD. Reid and Katz (2018) find that more
false recognitions occurred for new metaphor expressions that share
conceptual mapping with underlying conceptual metaphor than two control
lures that do not share the mapping. Psychological experiments provide
possibility to test the assumption of pre-existing contextual metaphor.
However, purely linguistic data is insufficient to prove the presence of
conceptual mapping in our mind (Cameron, 2010c).

Third, objection to Conceptual Metaphor Theory also concerns
methodological issues. Conceptual Metaphor Theory is criticized of
extrapolating conceptual metaphors based on intuitively invented and
decontextualized data (Semino et al., 2004; Gibbs, 2011; Kdvecses, 2017a;
Deignan, 2017a). To ensure representativeness and rigor of findings,
scholars such as Deignan (2017a), Koller (2006) and Semino (2017)
emphasize the necessity and benefits of corpus analysis in conceptual
metaphor study. Semino (2017) writes that metaphor studies from corpus-
linguistic perspective have some findings supporting Conceptual Metaphor
Theory and some new findings that are not discussed in Conceptual

Metaphor Theory. For instance, Deignan ( 2 0 0 8 , p.293) shows

linguistic metaphors in naturally occurring data has not produced findings
that contradict contemporary metaphor theory, but it has suggested that
other factors [such as linguistic context, genre, culture and ideology] affect

met aphor choiceo. Concept u ddizedNoe hagngh o r

no explicit criteria of conceptual metaphor identification (Deignan, 2008;
Pragglejaz Group, 2007; Semino, 2017). That is, Conceptual Metaphor
Theory does not provide explicit restraints on the level of generality when
formulating conceptual metaphors based on linguistic metaphors (Herrmann,
2013). Without explicit criteria, identification of the level of conceptual
mapping based on linguistic data becomes very subjective and arbitrary
(Musolff, 2016; Semino, et al., 2018). For instance, Semino (2006, p.43)

suggests metaphorical expressions such as frapped hi s d e aré lsetiteo n 0

treated as realizations of the more general conceptual metaphor
ANTAGONISTIC COMMUNICATION IS PHYSICAL CONFLICT rather than restricting it to
ARGUMENT IS WAR. Deignan (2017a) finds it becomes even more difficult to
formulate conceptual metaphor when there is only one or very limited
number of linguistic metaphors from a certain source domain in a limited
number of texts. She suggested the use of corpus evidence to corroborate
whether the limited number of linguistic metaphors is a realization of a
conceptual metaphor or only demonstrate a one-shot mapping. She borrows

t hat

Theoc
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the concept of one-shot metaphor from Lakoff (1987). She writes that if there
are no instances of other linguistic metaphors from the same semantic field
but only zero or more instances of the same linguistic metaphor in larger
corpus of similar texts, the linguistic metaphor may suggest a one-shot
mapping.

To avoid the danger of overgeneralization of conceptual mapping based
on linguistic metaphors, Musolff (2004) suggests metaphor analysis at a

more specific level of conceptual mapping-scenario level, which is discussed
in Section 2.2.

2.2 Scenarios

Musolff (2015) claims that Conceptual Metaphor Theory is insufficient to
capture irregular linguistic patterns and evaluative bias emerging from
authentic data. Musolff (2004) proposes to investigate metaphor at more
specific level of conceptual structure-scenario. The scenario-oriented
approach to metaphor, working as a link between cognitive-oriented
approaches and discourse-based approaches, complements the inadequacy
of metaphor analysis at general-domain level (Kort, 2017; Musolff, 2006;
Semino, et al., 2018). Musolff (2006, p.35) writes that the importance of
focusing on specific scenarios is as follows:

To capture attitudinal preferences and discursive trends that are
characteristic for particular discourse communities, we need to look
beyond the domain-level and focus on specific scenarios and their
argumentative uses.

Musolff (200 6 , p. 36) a d d ssis bfhsautce stendries as focall y
areas of source domains provides a platform to link the conceptual side of
metaphortoitsusagepatt er ns i n socially situated di sc

| discuss how scenario is defined and its function, and examine how it can
be applied in metaphor analysis.

0 S ¢ e niatroduced by Musolff (2004) in metaphor analysis develops
from6scene&Gedbiysdrud | more (1975) and O6scenari
Fillmore (1975, p.124) understands sceneas fdany ki nd oeht coheren
of human beliefs, actions, experiences or imaginings 0 . filL(E&7ppp.285-

6) understands that scenario consists of ontology (e.g . fla sequence O
event so) and N i SOURTH-PATH-GQAW ScCleenha i the tiane
domaino. Musol ff ( 29stedgriogs:. 30) define
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a set of assumptions made by competent members of a discourse
community about the prototypical elements of a concept, that is,
participants, 6dr amat i cdnessdsoellyas | i
ethical evaluations of these elements, which are connected to the
social attitudes and emotional stances that are prevalent in the
respective discourse community.

Based on the definition above, a metaphor scenario can be understood
as a combination of events with a set of social-cultural entrenched
expectations and evaluations (Cameron et al., 2010). Musolff (2006) writes
that a scenario provides the default information of a source concept. The
default information reflects prevalent value judgement of a discourse
community so it plays a significant role in metaphorical argument and
reasoning (Musolff, 2006). Musolff (2015, p.44) adds that sdgrfarios]
combine snippets of encyclopaedic knowledge to arrive at a default
conclusion or evaluation that is based on common senseex per i enc
instance, presumptive knowledge about contemporary MARRIAGE scenario in
most discourse communities is that a couple only consists of two members
and a third person in the marriage is the mistress (Musolff, 2006). A mistress
has lower status than that of a spouse and negatively influences the family
(Musolff, 2006). Musolff (2006, p.24) writes that based on the assumption of
conventional MARRIAGE scenario France and Germany are conceptualized as
a couple with metaphors such as fFranco-German marriageo while UK is
conceptualized as a mistress with metaphors such as i ma k eosy BIlair
either lover or mistressa This scenario maps onto the development of EU
with implication of possible influence of UK on EU family. Musolff (2016, p.31)
writes that a scenario is not random selection of conceptual elements from
more abstract domain butisbased on fa apresuppositibns r

nes

eo.

set

and

For

that are chosen for speci f i ¢ argumentative purposeso.

conceptual element of showing hostility is selected from wAR metaphor to
form WAR DECLARATION scenario (Musolff, 2016). He also claims that
alternative scenario may also deviate from the default one to achieve
pragmatic and rhetoric effects in specific contexts. For instance, he finds that
default scenario of FATHERHOOD metaphor with a positive slant about its
authority and responsibility can be changed with an alternative scenario with
an opposite slant. He shows an alternative scenario in which the authority of
founding fathers is challenged with the following example from his corpus:
A TehEUO dounding fathers simply did not envisage that the accession of

new countries would trigger mass population movements acr oss Eur opebo

(p.35). He also finds that HEALTHY HEART scenario realized by reoccurring
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patt er ns of nat hoara dewvelopoifto it coultgr-scenario
realized by linguistc met aphor s s uc hinBuo pfiecéosr onnegar yhear t o
43). He writes that opposite ROTTEN/SICK HEART scenario emerges in the
context of EU governance problems. He adds that the pragmatic and
rhetorical effect which a counter scenario can achieve depends on two
possible factors. On the one hand, he writes that whether the
alternative/counter scenario is accepted/rejected by readers depends on
their beliefs, views and experiences. On the other hand, he writes that once
readers link the counter scenario with the default version as background
materials, pragmatic and rhetorical effect of counter scenario can be
achieved.

Musolff (2006, p.28) c | ai ms fagpeats thdt i [dcenarios] are
ubiquitous and constitute essential feature of metaphor use in public
discourse r egi st er 0tscehbeios enabletwatarsttoh afi b uatMed nar r
frames o f oalizatian candc evguation of socio-political or socio-
economic issues (p.36). That is, different attitudinal bias and preferences in
respective discourse communities can be captured when a particular
scenario is chosen by a discourse community to convey their view on reality
(Musolff, 2006; 2016). For instance, he finds that within the LOVE-MARRIAGE
scenario British media tends to show negative attitudes towards France and
German partnership in European Union by depicting France and German as
a couple with marriage crisis which may cause marital breakdown. Within
the same scenario, he finds that German media tends to describe
problematic France and German partnership as married partners with marital
problem which is a threat that must be averted. That is, metaphor analysis at
the level of scenario can better capture the frame in which a problem is set
and influence views towards problem-solving (Schin, 1993) . Musolff (2016)
also finds that metaphor scenarios with richer conceptual structure allows
more flexibility than abstract domains in framing topics in public discourse.
He writes that scenarios do not strictly follow logical or ontological
presumption. He shows that when conceptualizing the topic of euro currency,
FAMILY metaphor at scenario level allows inferences of 11 member states
sharing the same currency as one child (euro currency) having 11 fathers.

In metaphor analysis, the evidence for scenarios is derived from data, for
instance, frequency, distribution and collocation of linguistic metaphors
(Musolff, 2016; Semino et al., 2018). Deignan (2017b) writes that the typical
evaluation of a scenario cannot be evidenced in single citations and can be
identified with the help of a number of collocations of lexis suggesting the
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scenario. Motivated by data rather than being introduced a priori, Musolff
(2016, p.133) concludes that i t h enar®soriented approach helped us to
refine our wunder st andegree gf emdrénchimdniin thees
sociocultural setting and the powert o ¢ firtasmedi sHowevar, gdhe
aim of scenario still limits to capturing specific patterns of conceptual
structures. To capture systematicity of the forms and functions of context-
sensitive metaphorical expressions in real discourse, a framework for
metaphor analysis at linguistic level is discussed in next section.

2.3 The Discourse Dynamics Framework for Metaphor

Since Conceptual Metaphor Theory has limitations in providing an
explanatory account for language patterns of specific metaphors, Cameron
et al. (2009, p. 68) propose the discourse dynamics framework for metaphor,
which e mp h a snieractian befiwieen language and thinki n g o .
section, | first describe this framework in terms of the nature of metaphor,
theoretical assumption, terms and theoretical focus. Then 1 justify its
applicability for my study by comparing it with Conceptual Metaphor Theory.

2.3.1 Metaphor and Discourse as Complex System
Metaphor as Multi-dimensional

The discourse dynamics framework for metaphor is a significant advance in
discourse-based approaches to metaphor (Cameron, 2010a). Inspired by
complex system view to language and discourse (Larsen-Freeman and
Cameron, 2008), Cameron (2010a) writes that this framework dissolves
dichotomous understanding of the nature of metaphor either as a linguistic
matter or a cognitive phenomenon. She writes that this framework assumes
Ai nt er connect edinensigns of arfetaphorh ia use (linguistic,
cognitive, affective and cultural) 0 78§), pvhich indicates that metaphor is
multidimensional. This framework understands the relationship between
language and thought as interactional within a complex discourse system
(Cameron et al., 2009; Cameron and Deignan, 2006). That is, what people
say and write reflects and influences the way they think (Cameron et al.,
20009).

Terms Used in the Framework

Since theoretical assumptions of this framework and Conceptual Metaphor
Theory vary from each other, similar terms are used differently, and new
terms are introduced. Vehicle terms and topics are introduced to replace
source domain and target domain (Cameron et al., 2010). Within Conceptual

taphor s
0.

t

hi
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Metaphor Theory, vehicle terms are only instantiations of source domain in
conceptual mapping (Lakoff, 1993). This framework uses vehicle terms to
avoid assumption of static and pre-existing conceptual mapping (Cameron

and Maslen, 2010). Cameron and Maslen (2010, p.103 ) al so write tha

conventional formulation, a linguistic metaphor consists of a vehicle term

combined with a topic ter mo . nsfaoce, inithel i ngui sti c lacket aphor

hol e o fdebtdsethe topic while black hole is the vehicle term (Cameron
et al.,, 2010, p. 103). However, in Conceptual Metaphor Theory, linguistic
metaphors are linguistic expressions used metaphorically to realize a cross-
domain conceptual mapping (K°vecses, 2017; Deignan, 2005). Rather than
assuming a fixed and static conceptual structure in the mind, this framework
postulates the interconnectedness between metaphor and discourse context
(Cameron et al., 2009; Cameron, 2010a). It replaces conceptual metaphor
with systematic metaphor whichisusually i n f s mal | toicaptre
linguistic patterns emerging from naturally occurring discourse in specific
context (Cameron et al., 2009; Cameron, 2010a).

Emergence and Temporary Stability of Metaphors

Within this framework, Cameron et al. (2009, p. 64) write that metaphor is
understood as i a temporary stabi l
interconnecting systems of socially-situated language use and cognitive

c capit

ity em

activi t y o . That i s, rgent phenbneemon arising #am the me

discourse and can stabilize with certain degree of variability in the discourse
process (Cameron, 2010a; Cameron and Deignan, 2006). Cameron (2010a,

p. 82) adds that discourse where metaphor occur s is fAa ®Wynamic

is in continual flux and working on various interconnected dimensions and
ti mescal esFteemanLand €amneron (2008) write that emergent
attractors such as texts or face-to-face conversation are produced in the
trajectory of discourse. It is easy to understand spoken language as a
dynamic process with conventionalized and emergent patterns (Cameron,
2010b). Although written text itself is not dynamic, Cameron (2010b) writes
that it can be treated as an attractor in the trajectory of a compositional
system. In this compositional system, a writer is influenced by different
factors such as socio-cultural factors and writing conventions (Larsen-
Freeman and Cameron, 2008). The discourse dynamic system where
metaphor is used can be identified across different timescales and levels of
social organization (Cameron, 2010a). Cameron et al. (2009) claim that
met aphor in discourse ar i s e smtertonneated
sub-systems such as dynamic linguistic system, cognitive system or affective

nt er ac-t



- 25 -

system. These interconnected systems in local discourse activity are also

connected into wider systems such as focus group at discourse event

timescale or socio-cultural groups at phylogenetic timescale to frame a topic

(Cameron, 2010a; Cameron et al.,, 2009). For instance, Cameron (2010a,

p.81) shows that linguistic metaphors e . gt.erfi ori sm t o me, It 0
sneaky wayo in episodes of a focus group discussion on the topic of

terrorism take place on microgenetic timescale and are part of individual

discourse activities. Cameron (2010a, p.86) finds that one discourse

participant uses | i ngui st sneakyme taammlh occronfnect s it wi t
me t a p bulymgdofi onicrogenetic timescale to convey negative attitudes

towards terrorism. As the discussion moves on, she shows that the

participant adapts the linguistic metaphor from bullying behaviour to war field,

for example, it er r or i s @ ardinvisiblg enesnyd J@81). She claims

that metaphor used by the focus group at discourse event timescale can be

connected to broader sociocultural groups who share knowledge about

bullying behaviour and war to reinforce negative framing of terrorism. She

adds that Aimetaphor shiftingo pl ampgsistca key r
metaphors on different timescales (p.89). Cameron (2008, p.45)

understands metap h o r shifti ng dadaptatiooshnzadegte the a n

met aphor as talk or text p 90-4)cveitesdtizad . Camer
Avehicl e devel op men apbor shittiry, leadseo fiteyxd ee nafe dme t
metaphor6 o n timéscaleand @ s ycanetaphoa ©i on | onger ti mes
In a similar vein, Semino (2008, p.25) understands extension, one type of

metaphor pattern, as a situation whereby

several metaphorical expressions belonging to the same semantic
field or evoking the same source domain are used in close proximity
to one another in relation to the same topic, or to elements of the
same target domain.

Dorst (2017) also adds that systematic metaphor is metaphor patterns
with temporarily stability.

Cameron et.al. (2010, p.145) wri t e t hdea of Systematic metaphor
isattheheart of metaphor analysiso. Cameron (
collecting together of related linguistic metaphors that evolve and are
adapted as the discourse pr o c e e d sron et & &616, p.129) add that
systematic metaphor can also be understood as fAmetaphor traject
it is a number of linguistic metaphors around closely connected topics across
different timescales. Systematic metaphors are identified by researchers
based on semantic characteristics of linguistic metaphors in specific contexts,
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which is discussed in detail in Chapter 4 (Cameron, 2010a). Cameron

(2010a, p.91) c I ai msa dystematic nietaphor may be more than just

aggregation of linguistic metaphors pulled together by an a nal ypw®91).0 (

She treats systematic metap hor as fa ky stadilizadidn inthe mpor ar
dynamics of thinking-and-t al ki ngo, whi ch c asnoursee adapt
continues (p.91). There is no interaction between readers and the writer in

the compositional system. However, Cameron (2010b) writes that written

data is dialogic since the writer appears to have idealized readers in mind

and may be influenced by previous writers in the dynamics of thinking-and-

writing. Thus, systematic metaphors in written language is also temporary

stabilization at discourse community level on longer timescale. Metaphor

trajectory in the discourse can also be connected to multiple systems on

other timescales and levels of social organization and thus contributes to

understanding of peopled s ads tandt values (Cameron et al. 2009).

Cameron et al. (2010, p.117) write that studying systematic metaphors

identified in discourse help s researchers t o Acapture t
affective information about the participant in discourseo . F oance,i nst
Cameron et al. (2010, p.132) findt hat sy SviOLENT BHYSICAL AQTIONO

is used to talk about terrorism to convey negative evaluation of the danger

and pain caused by terrorism. This systematic metaphor is realized by a

collection of linguistic metaphorss uch as ngriedd ki Y1 i ngo ( Camer o
al., 2010, p.132). They also claim that a large number of related linguistic

metaphors in a set does not necessarily mean the importance of a

systematic metaphor. That is, some systematic metaphor with a small

number of linguistic metaphors may also be powerful. They write t hat
anal ystsd responsi bil ity nttaphalisimpodamt whet her
and relevant to the research questions.

Cameron and Deignan (2006) also claim that linguistic and conceptual
patterns of metaphor emerge on a short timescale can stabilize as the
preferred resources for expressing ideas and concepts on longer scale at
discourse community level. They term the not i on phiore mene t & 0
capture stability of patterns or rules at lexical level but with extension of
semantic, pragmatic and affective meanings (p.686). They define
Amaphoremed as fAa bundle of guadeause; vel y st
with some variation, that, for the time being, describes how people are using

the |l exical6)i.tTenmsyo e(xp.mith& t he use of met aj

and Awal k a wa ymillion-veord éectiomof tiae Bank & English (pp.
678-680). They find that both metaphore me f b agma gabdk fawano
used in discourse follow grammatical and linguistic restrictions, and affective
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restrictions. For i nstance, t hey f i nd g agheadt me t
l'inguistically it e nmadlifiet(e.g. émotionahexcesspau n wi t h
lot of) and/or verb (e.g. carry, dump, get rid o f )p®79)( Pragmatically,

metaphore me Abaggageo tends t o express negat
memories and experience (Cameron and Deignan, 2006). Cameron et al.

(2009, p.68) also find that the frequency of linguistic me t a p h ffaw in the

system0  hencorpus shows relative stability linguistically and conceptually.

They find that this metaphoreme is used to convey discour se participa
di ssati sfacti on espongeaatatrorisnut hor i ti esodo r

Both systematic metaphor and metaphoreme are ways to capture
stability of patterns of metaphor emerging from dynamic discourse systems
at linguistic level (Semino et al., 2018). However, they are different in the
categories of linguistic metaphors whose emerg e n t p astabiléyrares 0
studied (Semino et al., 2018). Metaphoreme aims at capturing the relatively
stable behaviours of a single linguistic metaphor in the discourse system
(e.g. its collocation). Systematic metaphor aims at capturing behaviours of a
number of linguistic metaphors in the discourse under the same vehicle
grouping to conceptualize a certain topic (Semino et al., 2018).

Systematicity in Metaphor Use

Cameron et al. (2010) claim that systematic metaphor is the starting point of

systematicity investigation to reveal peop | e 6 ®s, Stadoes, value or

attitudes in real-world discourse. They add that systematic metaphor may

also be complemented with other types of metaphor systematicity at more

generalized levels such as metaphor frames and metaphor scenarios. They

write that systematic metaphor emerging from metaphor analysis may

suggest Aways of 6framingdéd the ideas, att
partici pant so (p. 137). They -xalegareustwhern he use
making claims about metaphor framing across the discourse community.
They understand metaphor scenario, which is one kind of metaphor-related
narratives, as At he c oigahnarrative systewaticity i
[working at social-c ul t ur a(p.138).eThey hldoadwrite that claims about
metaphor systematicity at any level need to avoid overgeneralization and
always stick to empirical data.

of

o
=)

2.3.2 Comparison with Conceptual Metaphor Theory

Cameron (2010a, p.91) writes that both Conceptual Metaphor Theory and
the discourse dynamic framework for metaphor claimt o A r e faghaicat met
patterns of otghhenfkamewgrk was ildpitett by Conceptual



- 28 -

Metaphor Theory, the two frameworks are based on different theoretical
assumptions (Cameron, 2010a; Cameron et al., 2009). This framework
rejects an assumption of the formulation of metaphor based on pre-existing
fixed metaphorical mappings across discourse communities in Conceptual
Metaphor Theory (Cameron, 2010a; Lakoff, 1993). It holds that linguistic
metaphors may be produced based on pre-existing conceptual metaphor but
linguistic data is insufficient to test this assumption (Cameron, 2010a;
Cameron, 2010c). Gibbs and Cameron (2008, pp.64-5) claim that
conceptual mapping in Conceptual Metaphor Theory is only one of seven
forces that shape metaphor use. They add that the other forces such as

Aprevi odelryt awod met aphorical utteranceso,

specific socio-cult ur al groupso and fAspecific
shape how metaphor is used in discourse (pp. 65-7). The discourse
dynamics framework takes these different forces into consideration and
holds that linguistic metaphor can be used in discourse in different ways on
different timescales and social organizations (Cameron, 2010a).

Different theoretical assumptions between the two frameworks also lead
to differences in their theoretical focus. Cameron (2010a) writes that
Conceptual Metaphor Theory gives primacy to thought over language,
discourse communities over individuals and abstract formulation over

| angua

context-specific instantiations. Caballero (2003, p. 145) argues t hat

interest in unearthing the cognitive motivations and processes at work in

metaphor has led to neglect of its linguistic realization and discourse roleo .

The heart of the discourse dynamic framework for metaphor lies in studying
the linguistic metaphors that occur in the texts and grouping them based on
their semantic fields with no implications that there are permanent
conceptual mappings associated with, or underlying them (Cameron, 2010a;
Cameron et al., 2009). This framework allows metaphor analysis of different
l evel s of systematicity to r eftiitwesin
real-world discourse. For instance, metaphor scenario, as one type of
metaphor patterns, is identified at the level of discourse community while
systematic metaphor works at other different timescales and social
organizations (Musolff, 2016; Cameron et al, 2010).

Since my study aims to capture language patterns of specific metaphors
and the way people use them to convey attitudes and evaluations, the
discourse dynamics framework for metaphor is the most appropriate
theoretical framework. First, this framework can be applied to account for
language patterns and meanings emerging from natural-occurring discourse

peopl ed
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in a discourse dynamics system. Deignan (2017a, p.195) writes that
Airesearch into metaphor I's increasingly
community is composed of different speakers, with different experiences and

interests, and that we cannot assume a shared, static set of conceptual

struct ur es 0. S e c o n & ,avoidshthe assumptioreolv @ static and
pre-existing mapping in Conceptual Metaphor Theory. Third, generalization

of metaphor systematicity is formulated based on empirical data. Systematic

metaphor is identified based on a collection of linguistic metaphors falling

into the same semantic group and talking about closely related topics
(Cameron, 2010a). Fourth, this framework is more adequate in capturing

peopl e dss aatideas inwiscourse since it identifies systematicity of

metaphor use at more specific levels rather than highly abstract domain level.

Some scholars argue that central mapping between two broad conceptual

domains is inadequate to capture attitudinal bias, preferences, or framing
implications of specific patterns in natural-occurring discourse (Musolff, 2016;

Semino et al.,, 2018). Conceptual metaphor that aims at capturing
regularities cannot account for the unique and irregular semantic behaviour

of many linguistic metaphors (Kdvecses, 2008; Dobrovol&kij et al., 2005).

For instance, Kévecses (2008, p.171) writes that it is not easy to explain the
meaning and se manti ¢c behaviour of Aspl it hair
existing conceptual metaphor since no such conceptual metaphor motivating

it can be found. Semino, et al. (2018) find that conceptual metaphor BEING ILL

WITH CANCER IS A VIOLENT CONFRONTATION is used to frame cancer experience

with patients at the role of fighter and cancer at the role of enemy. However,

they find that it is at other more specific levels that the evaluation of the
relationship between patients and cancer is detected. They findthataif i ght er 0
is a metaphoreme used by patients at linguistic level to frame patients in an
empowered position ( e . g . asfaédarn fighter and saw my determination

to provethemwrong. 0) (p. 639) .

Although this framework is mainly developed to trace metaphor use in
the dynamics of talking-and-thinking, it is possible to be applied in written
data (Cameron, 2010b; Knapton and Rundblad, 2018). Knapton and
Rundblad (2018, p.392) write that this framework can be applied to
investigate fAhow neetd carpbuild restioriships betweent en t
writers and readers and can provide structure to a stretch of discourseo .
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2.4 Metaphor in Economic Discourse

2.4.1 Functions of Metaphor in Economic Discourse

The role of metaphor in economics has been debated by economists
themselves as well as linguists (Klamer and Leonard, 1994; Henderson,
1994; Herrera-Soller and White, 2012). McCloskey (1983) attacks positivistso
claim that language in economics should be entirely literal to avoid ambiguity

and imprecision. He writes that economics is different from pure science
fields such as physics and mathematics that follow an entirely modernist
method. He adds that A e comies is heavi | y met avphhegamplesa | 0
such as fAgame theoryo, ndepi28&skowaver,0 and AfAe
this rhetorical perspective of economics as a discursive practice full of
metap h or s tdneansthratbeconomic language all relies on metaphors
(Bicchieri, 1988; Klamer and Leonard, 1994). A traditional literal-figurative
distinction of metaphor in economics should be rejected (Bicchieri, 1988;
Klamer and Leonard, 1994; Henderson, 1994). Metaphor should not be an
anathema being avoided by economists or be used by economist in a
meaningless way. Metaphor is used in economic discourse because it can
serve a range of functions (McCloskey, 1983; Klamer and Leonard, 1994).

Goatly (2011) discusses thirteen metaphorical functions within Hallidayd s

(1994) model of meta-functions. Ideational meta-function is about the way

people use language to represent and describe experience and reality in the

world (Halliday, 1994). For instance, Goatly (2011) writes that metaphorical

model of computer as human brain fulfilling the function of explanation and

modelling corresponds to ideational meta-function. Interpersonal meta-

function refers to how language is used to communicate with others,

influence others or express evaluation. Goatly (2011, p.163) writes that

met ap hor GOoOD8HESSISPSRITYDCannot only reflect or interpret reality

but also construct reality and contribute an ideological interpretation, which

can be related to interpersonal meta-function. Textual function refers to the

use of language to organize ideas/message at level of texts (Halliday, 1994).

Metaphor as one kind of linguistic device can also be used by
speakers/writers to signal ideational and interpersonal coherence

(Thompson, 2014). Dvorak (2012, p.17) writes that metaphor performs a

textual meta-functonby Aor gani z[ i ng] interpersonal a
into a flow of information that exhibits cohesion and coheres with its context

of situati o.rmDeignan et al. (2013) also discuss metaphor functions within

specific genres. They f i nd t ha 2001)L categotizationo af &vé s (
metaphor functions in academic| ect ures can be fitted into
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model of meta-functions. For instance, they write that metaphor fulfilling
evaluative function, which is among Littlemor & @001) categorization of five
metaphor functions in academic lectures, corresponds to interpersonal meta-
function. They find that interpersonal function seems to be a very significant
function fulfilled by metaphors in academic lectures.

Metaphor in economics also tends to fulfil functions that can be
considered within three meta-functions described by Halliday (1994). Klamer
and Leonard (1994) summarize three functions of metaphor in economics:
pedagogical, heuristic and theory-constitutive. Pedagogical metaphor and
heuristic metaphor contributing to describing abstract economic topics or
understanding new concepts express ideational meta-function (Halliday,
1994; Deignan, 2012; Deignan et al., 2013). Klamer and Leonard (1994,
p.31) writes that pedagogical function rmad and slarify an Ai | | umi
exposition and could be omitted without af f ect i ng t he argument a
function is found less important and less common in economics (Klamer and
Leonard, 1994; Skorczynska and Deignan, 2006). Skorczynska and Deignan
(2006, p.95)find t hat #Ai Il l ustratingo was heithe mai n
data. Heuristic metaphor for economists provides a new perspective to the
known and serves as a tool to understand the unknown (Klamer and
Leonard, 1994; Resche, 2012). Klamer and Leonard (1994, p.35) claim that
Ain a scientific amoeashearnsticwheaitstmeukatasgheor b e
construction of anal oapdec thd hursay scapdam o . For
metaphor plays a heuristic role by analogizing people 6 s peraitures on
education, training course or health care to investment in physical capitals
like bank account or stock shares (Becker, 1994; Bicchieri, 1988). Many
metaphor studies either in general discourse or in genre-specific discourse
concentrate on ideational function of metaphor (Caballero, 2003; Deignan,
2012; Goatly, 2011). However, interpersonal and textual functions of
metaphor may be more important and more relevant to framing and
evaluation (Goatly, 2011; Deignan, 2012; Knapton and Rundblad, 2018).

Knapton and Rundblad (2018, p.393) claimt hat A Met aphor can se
interpersonal function through, for example, creating a sense of community
or expr es s i rnCconstitutivé medtaphdreirs @conomics, as the third
function discussed by Klamer and Leonard (1994), can express a strong
interpersonal function. Klamer and Leonard (1994, p.40) write that
Aconstitutive metaphor functi or[0Bhgy as <win
claim that constitutive metaphor is essential to our thinkin g . hediy¥
constitutivBoydcolaed, byp. 485), [mggatdef i nes
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least for a time, an irreplaceable part of the linguistic machinery of a

scientific theory: cases in which there are metaphors which scientists use in

expressing theoretical claims for which no adequate literal paraphrase is
Knowno. Bl ack (1Bé6f, imeR&@pghowrcabkbsthought
mode of achieving insight, not to be construed as an ornamental substitute

for plain thoughto . T &) alifferent constitutive metaphors can frame

different economic thinking on reality (Klamer and Leonard, 1994). For

instance, THE ECONOMY IS A MECHANISM (Mirowski, 1989) and THE ECONOMY IS

A LIVING ORGANISM (Marshall, 1898) are two dominant theory-constitutive

metaphors in the development of economics. Within mechanism metaphor,

Resche (2012, p.84) finds that workers ar e treated as ficogs i
and a company needs to be repaired or restructured when facing problems.

Within organism metaphor, a company is a human being who has life cycle

(Resche, 2012). When it is ill, a doctor and treatment are needed (Resche,

2012).

Metaphor also fulfils a persuasive and ideological function in economics
(McCloskey, 1983; McCloskey, 1995; Herrera-Soller and White, 2012). This
function can be treated as an extension of theory-constitutive function (Cai
and Deignan, 2019). Boers and Demechel eer (1995, p. 67 3
reasoning about economics may be predisposed by a number of
conventional metaphorical model shedy Tadd tcnamunity B A
conventional metaphorical models are a reflection of the predominant
ideology of that communi ty at that timeo (p.677).
p.349) argues that individuals are driven by self-interest economic
behaviours, but interests of the publicc an be maxi mibaded hbayn dfi nv i
rather than government interference. This invisible hand metaphor tends to
be persuasive and advocates free trade ideology (Bishop, 1995; Boers and
Demecheleer, 1995). Metaphor in discourse can express more than one
function simultaneously (Boers and Demecheleer, 1995; Goatly, 2011;
Deignan, 2012; Resche, 2001). For instance, the invisible hand metaphor
primarily fulfilling the function of i fing terminol o gi ¢ al s anadpasiomal h a
function (Skorczynska and Deignan, 2006, p. 97; Resche, 2001). Meanwhile,
it can evaluate and shape ideas by foregrounding some aspects of the topic
and backgrounding others (Boers and Demecheleer, 1995; Resche, 2001),
which fulfils an interpersonal function.

Metaphor use in economicdisc our se can altsthetaxtaabnt r i but
metafunction by creating structure and cohesion 6 ( Knapt on and Runc
2018, p.393). Dorst (2017, p. 29 3) writes t hhetfuncfiomso under s
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and effects of metaphor in discourse, researchers need to take into

consideration the many different textual realizations of linguistic metaphors,

and the many di fferent types of patterns the
important to understand the interplay of metaphors in organizing information

in a text (Goatly, 2011). Dorst (2017) discusses several metaphor patterns,

for instance, metaphor clustering and mixed metaphor. Dorst (2017, p.291)

puts it that

Studying metaphor patterns allows us to determine how language
users introduce, develop, negotiate, challenge, reject and adapt
metaphors within the context of the discourse event in order to
achieve their rhetorical goals and meet the needs of their
addressees.

For instance, Koller (2003) discusses how the position of metaphor
clusters in business discourse influences rhetorical functions they may serve.
Koller (2003, p.94) finds that metaphor clusters or alternative metaphors
used in the introduction paringfunéti gnmdur nal i ¢
She also finds that metaphor used in the middle of texts tends to have
argumentative functions while contributing to a persuasive function when
used in the end part of texts. Sullivan (2019) understands mixed metaphors
as linguistic metaphors from quite different and incompatible source domains
occurring close to each other within the same sentence. One typical
example she gives i s fAlmankinintejhdad wioslidd oa
suggests an impossible scenario in which an axe is used to cement
something (Sullivan, 2019, p.7).

Economic discourse comes in more than one variety, for instance,
scientific economic discourse and popular economic discourse. They can be
treated as two different genres since they have different recognizable
communicative purposes or serve different functions (Deignan et al., 2013;
Herrera-Soller and White, 2012). These two genres are at different points on
the continuum of economic discourse (Herrera-Soller and White, 2012). For
instance, Skorczynska and Deignan (2006, p.88) define popular economic
discourse as i j roalistic texts that deal with current economic and business
matters for an audience of both experts and non-experts and seek to inform
and entertain Basedeon thie debnitian) fouy attributes of
popular economic discourse may be concluded: timeliness, economic-
related, proximity and information-providing. The very basic property of
popular economic discourse is information-providing. Timeliness implies that
economic and business event must be something that has just happened
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recently (Auwal, 2015). For proximity, Auwal (2015, p. 51) writes that A [ i t ]

could be either geographical or psychological proximity o , whi ch means t
nearness of an event to the audiences because people are only interested in

something that is related to them. This definition also implies that the

audiences of popular economic discourse are both experts and non-experts

(Skorczynska and Deignan, 2006). Boers (2000, p.141) adds that popular

economi c di s c ospeciaized butsat thie rsaame tiree fairly popular

(and often argumentative) 0 .at i popular economic discourse assumes a

bigger readership than scientific economic discourse.

Skorczynska and Deignan (2006) find different functions are expressed
by genre-specific metaphors in scientific economic discourse and popular
economic discourse. They find that 90% of genre-specific metaphors are
used to express lthiengf umeirt miomoloofgi @&l gap:
economic discourse (p.97). However, they find that metaphors in scientific
economic discourse are used more to fulfil interpersonal function. In their
data, they also find that a relatively high proportion of metaphors in popular
economic discourse are common to general language. Charteris-Black
(2004) claims that the functions of metaphor economic journalists want to
express may be influenced by their primary purposes--to describe economic
events as non-experts or predict economic process as experts. For either
purposes, metaphors in popular economic discourse play an important role
in describing and reasoning abstract economic concepts and phenomena
(Charteris-Black, 2004; Cardini, 2014). To describe an abstract topic,
metaphor, especially conventional ones that are part of discourse
communi ty 0 & vaue sysgtigmt tands to express attention-attracting
function  (Charteris-Black, 2004; Cardini, 2014). Metaphor can
simultaneously express an illustrating function in popular economic
discourse when being intended for non-expert readers. Charteris-Black
(2004, p.137) also wr i t e s hetideaogical faspect of metaphor is of
importance in financial reporting where it seems that metaphors are central
to the activity of communicat i ng economi s metapleorstplay.a That i
very important role in constructing public attitudes and shaping public
opinions in popular economic discourse (Happer and Philo, 2013). Thus, this
research focuses on examining the framing function of metaphor in popular
economic discoursewithinHa |l | i day és (19 Y%uhjgtonsnodel of met

2.4.2 Metaphor and Framing in Discourse

Frames and Framing
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Framing theory was first proposed in the field of psychology by Bateson
(1972) and then, further developed by Goffman (1974) from a sociological
perspective. Bateson (1972) understands frame as physical picture frame
which is externalization of human beings 6 ycphdodogical characteristics.
Rather than treating frame as a psychological concept explaining individual
behaviours, Goffman (1974) defines it in the realm of sociology and applies it
to explain collective behaviours in real social practice. Since then, this theory
has become popular and is discussed and developed in various disciplines
such as mass communication (e.g. De Vreese, 2005; Entman, 1993) and
applied linguistics (e.g. Fillmore, 1976; Kdve cses, 2017b; Sullivan, 2013).
The concept of frame or framing is understood in various ways in different
disciplines.

In the field of communication, Entman (1993, p.52) defines framing as
follows:

to select some aspects of a perceived reality and make them more

salient in a communicating text, in such a way as to promote a

particular problem definition, causal interpretation, moral evaluation,

and/or treatment recommendationf or t he item descri bedo
origin).

The definition above indicates that the nature of framing is a communicative

process involving selection and salience (Entman, 1993). Entman (1993,

p.93) writes that salience means foregrounding some information of a

subject of a communicati on by repetition
culturally familiar symbol sThis way of organizing information in a text tends

to enhance logical relationship between what is said and the context, which

seems to fulfil Hall i day és ( 19 9 4fYnctian.eThe defmition aelsot a

indicates that different realities may be constructed when different aspects of

a reality are selected, which primar i | vy rel ates 1994 Hal | i d
interpersonal meta-function. Tversky and Kahneman (1981) find that when

the same situation is framed or formulated in different ways that even cause

no consequential changes, there is a shift in indi vi du alrendes forr e f e
decision options and even the actual experiences of outcomes. For example,

they performed two experiments which asked respondents to make

decisions on programs to combat an unusual disease which was expected to

kill 400 out of 600 people. In each experiment, they asked a group of

respondents to make decisions on two alternative programs. Program A and

Program B in the first experiment framed the solutions to combat the disease

in terms of lives being saved ( e . g . Al fis dopedy 208 peopke will
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be s a v e @hile Program C and Program D in the second experiment

framed the same solution interms ofdeat h (Al f Program

peopl e wiTvtelisky dnd &€ahhpeman, 1981, p.453; Entman, 1993).
Tversky and Kahneman (1981) find that 72% of respondents in the first
experiment favour Program A and only 22% of respondents in the second
experiment favour Program C. The definition above also indicates four
functions a frame in texts may fulfil: problem-setting, diagnosing causes,
making evaluation and suggesting solutions (Entman, 1993).

Entman (1993) also writes that frames can be located at least four
different elements in the process of communication: communicator/ sender,
the text, the receiver, and the culture. De Vreese (2005) claims that the four
elements in the process of communication above can be integrated in the
framing process. He writes that there are three different framing stages:
(media) frame-building, (individual) frame-setting, and framing effect at
individual level and societal level. Media frame, focusing on salience of
attributes of news events, is built as a result of interaction between external
factors to journalism such as interest groups, economic factors, elites, and

C

internal factors such as journali st s @gy,indws®lr ga ni zaititude® n 6 s

and values (Ardevol -Abreu, 2015; De Vreese, 2005; McCombs et al., 1997,
Scheufele, 1999). The process of individual frame-setting involves the
publicé s rpretdtian and evaluation of reality (Ardevol-Abreu, 2015; De
Vreese, 2005).

In the field of applied linguistics, the framing process of selection and
salience is understood in a more restricted sense than that of the field of
mass communication. What can be selected and highlighted is limited to
linguistic units rather than any pieces of information e.g. multimodal

S

information. Ritchie (2013, p.106) uonedseof st ands

using words and phrases to establish a particular way of thinking about a
topic or social interac t i ®his@rocess is influenced by such factors as prior
knowledge, culture-based and conventional knowledge, communicative
purposes (Entman, 1993; Lakoff, 2004; Ritchie, 2013; Semino et al., 2018).
There are different understandings of the level of generality of a frame
(Boget i | ,  Qubivar® (2013, p.27) understands frame as a set of sub-
domains of a domain of Conceptual Metaphor Theory. She writes that frame
aims at capturing more specific conceptual structures in conceptualization of
knowledge than domain and image schema. However, frame is more
schematic conceptual structure than a scenario and thus can be treated as
conceptual structure at a level below domain but above scenario (Musolff,
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2016; Kovecses, 2017b; Fillmore, 1975). From a different perspective, Croft
and Cruse (2004, p.18) claim that frame is at the same level of conceptual

stucture as that of domai n.mesTahdedpmaiod ai m

are] symbolized by the specialized vocabulary used by members of the
community o(p.18). Following Croft and Crused s  ( 2 Aderdtgnding of
frame, | understand frame in a broader sense which is conceptual structure
realized by words and expressions of a discourse community and can be
activated at different levels e.g. linguistic level, scenario level to change the
way people think about something.

Metaphor and Framing in Discourse

Schon (1993, p.137) understands the relationship between metaphor and
framing in discourse as follows:

Amet aphor 0 r ecermain kind bfgrtoduct-& perspeective or
frame, a way looking at things-and to a certain kind of process-a
process by which new perspectives on world come into existence.

That is, metaphor is both a product of framing and part of the process of
framing (Schin,199 3). When metaphor is used in authentic discourse, it can
be both a linguistic and framing device (Cameron et al., 2010; Semino et al.,
2018). As a linguistic device, metaphor is a tool that language users usually
use to talk about something unknown or more abstract in terms of something
we are familiar with and more concrete at lexical level. A cluster of linguistic
metaphors with similar semantic meanings emerging from discourse
indicates the way language users describe the topic they are talking about
(Cameron et al.,, 2010). As a framing device, metaphor is a tool that
language users use to situate and integrate something in a frame with
certain properties highlighted or hidden to convey evaluation (Schin,1993;
Semino, 2008; Semino et al., 2018). Semino (2008, p.91) gives detailed
explanations about function of metaphor as a framing device as follows:

the choice of one metaphor rather than another has consequences

for how a particul ar idswhicheaspecssaré f r amed 6

foregrounded and which backgrounded, what inferences are
facilitated, what evaluative and emotional associations are triggered,
what courses of action appear to be possible and so on.

The quotation above shows the power of metaphor to build frames of
particular events by highlighting some aspects and backgrounding others,
and triggering evaluation of the events with framing effects. Metaphor can
work as one kind of carriers of frames in the discourse dynamics system to

t

h a

0]
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represent, construct, interpret and evaluate a particular topic or social reality
in various discourse (Semino, 2008). In similar vein, Burgers et al. (2016)
claim about the importance of metaphor in shaping public discourse in the
process of framing various societal issues.

The role of metaphor as a frame-building device can be played at
different levels in discourse to construct topics with framing implications on
evaluation, ideology, rhetorical effects and so on (Semino et al., 2018).
Framing is about a structure of point of views and not only one word as it is
in evaluation. For instance, metaphor creates stories or scenarios which lead
readers to think it in certain views (Musolff, 2017). These metaphorical
frames used to construct topics can be an indication of whether
speakers/writer think that something is good or bad (Semino et al., 2018;
Thompson, 2014). There is a growing body of studies on framing
implications of metaphor on evaluation at different levels in different
di scourses (Bogeti |, 192Rkchid and Gamerane201sl; et al . ,
Schin, 1993; Semino et al., 2018).

From cognitive perspective, Schén (1993) claims that framing in public
policy debates often involves metaphors. Schin (1993) finds that when
urban housing problems are constructed by different metaphors, different
views and solutions to this problem are proposed. He finds that framing
urban housing problems as DISEASE implies the need for urban renewal by
removing the slum that is something decayed and diseased. He also finds
that if urban housing problems are constructed with a NATURAL COMMUNITY
frame, this alternative frame suggests reinforcing and rehabilitating residents
in the slum rather than dislocating them. Following the model of critical
metaphor analysis (Charteris-Black, 2004), Burgers et al. (2019, p.57) study
how conceptual metaphor fPOOR GOVERNANCE IN US POLITICS IS SWAMPO is
employed to uncover framing implications on evaluation by building and
transforming the metaphorical frame of swampP. Burgers et al. (2019, p.58)
find that the same metaphor is used by political proponents for Trump
governance and political opponents differently. For instance, they find that
Trump tends to use MDRAINTHESWAMPO f r ame t o positively pos
as an outsider who makes efforts to solve the problem of poor governance.
However, they also find that the opponents of Trump recasting the original
frame and transforming it into a non-narrative frame with negative criticism of
Trump as part of the swamp frame.

While conceptual meta p h or provi des i owiéerinbormc hi ng fr
and influence disc o u r £ameron(et al., 2010, p.138), metaphor framing
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from discourse-based perspective tends to be warranted by empirical data.

Framing implications of metaphor on evaluation of issues can be explained

by different types of systematicity of metaphor emerging from data (Cameron

et al., 2010; Semino et al., 2018). For instance, Ritchie and Cameron (2014)

study linguistic metaphors used in a public meeting between public officials

and community members on the issue of a fatal shooting. They find that an

adversarial and deceptive frame suggested by linguistic metaphors such as

feBmoke and mirrors6 i s used by t he hopotmchangethey wi t h t
existing police system (p.214). However, an openness and collaboration

frame suggested by linguistic metaphors such as fbpening up our minds and

hearts0  ised by the public officials with the hope to strengthen mutual

understanding of the issue (Ritchie and Cameron, 2014, p.214). They also

find that contradictory frames constructed by different linguistic metaphors in

discourse have led to failure of the meeting. Thus, studying the choices and

patterns of metaphor at linguistic level does help to build frames that can
influence soci al i nteracti on taiondandgi ve c | U
evaluation of an issue (Ritchie and Cameron, 2014; Semino et al., 2018).

Furthermore, Semino et al. (2018) write that studying metaphorical
frames at which level of generality should be linked to the research aims.
They argue for the importance of re s ear c¢c h e eress of advaaing
conclusions at the right level. They also argue for theoretical and practical
merits of integrating different levels of metaphor analysis to adequately
account for framing implications of metaphor. They write that studying
metaphorical framing at cognitive level has t he adv mpottorlyge of i
capturing] the implications for thought and communication of relatively state,
entrenched, but also very general correspondences between domains in
concept ual q[.684). cAt this éevel, they find that the VIOLENCE
metaphor tends to be the dominant conceptual metaphor used by patients to
frame the experience of illness. However, they find that metaphorical
framings at lower level of generality should be supplemented to capture
specific patterns and variations of metaphors used in specific contexts. At
scenario level, they find that the s a me l i ngui stic met aphor
suggest different scenarios such as fPREPARING FOR BATTLEO and fDUTCOME
OF BATTLEO which indicate p at i e nem@t Go defdat illness at different
stages (p.636). For instance, they find that OUTCOME OF BATTLE scenario may
put patients at an empowered position or a disempowered position since
there is win and lose in a battle against illness. They also analyse
metaphorical framings at linguistic level to capture patientsd p astande r n
choices of specific linguistic metaphors in constructing experience of iliness.
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Their findings at this level provide some professional implications for

healthcare professional on choice of linguistic metaphors to achieve

intended framing effects on patients. Following similar line of research,

Bogetil (2019) proposes di scursive met ap
integrates Conceptual Metaphor Theory (Lakoff,1993) with scenario-oriented

approach to metaphor (Musolff, 2006). She writes that DMF aims at

captur i n g caniplexe systematic metaphorical representations of a
particul ar i ssue acr o¢py). $he oapares Mkd a r di sc
used in Serbian and British newspapers in constructing the topic of language.

She finds great similarities of DMFs used by both newspapers at level of

conceptual metaphor. For instance, she finds that in both newspapers the

VIOLENCE metaphor is the dominant domain which negatively frames

detrimental factors on language as an attacker and language as a victim in a

violent attack with linguistic metaphors such as fraping our vocabul aryo
(p-14). To identify the full DMF, she digs deeper into sub-domains of central

elements of this metaphor such as attackers and the targets being attacked.

She finds similarities in framing implications of two dominant scenari 0 SNE-fi

SIDED ATTACK SCenar i @EFENGEBYWOTHERS Scenari o0 wused to
about language in her data (p.18). She claims that both scenarios negatively

frame language as a victim being passively and unidirectionally attacked.

She also identifies cross-linguistic differences emerging from the discourse.

For instance, s FoOREIGN BNEMEO tshcaet n abLavgolsTiafin d i
NATIONAL VICTIMO scenario are dominant in Serbian newspaper but less

notable in the English data (pp.19-20). She suggests that these two

dominant scenarios in Serbian newspapers seem to convey a nhegative

evaluation of threat of foreign languages posed to Serbian language and the

nation as a whole.

Thus, framing analysis at different levels of generality of metaphor, on
the one hand, contributes to better accounting for the role of metaphorical
frames in reflecting conceptualization of the reality. On other hand, it also
plays a very important role in capturing similarities and differences of
metaphorical frames in cross-linguistic and cross-corpus metaphor studies.

2.4.3 Previous Studies in Popular Economic Discourse

There have been a number of studies investigating metaphor used to write
about economic events in popular economic discourse. A wide range of
economic topics are of great interest to metaphor researchers, for instance,
stock market crash (Charteris-Black and Enni s, 2 0 GShimek &@IMa r a
2015); economic crisis (Ho, 2016); European debt crisis (Arrese and Vara-
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Miguel, 2016; Joris et al, 2018); Euro-trading (Charteris-Black and Musolff,
2003); and battle of defeating inflation (Sardinha, 2012). Three common
points can be found in existing studies of metaphor in popular economic
discourse: 1) there is a large number of studies conducted within the
framework of Conceptual Metaphor Theory, sometimes integrated with other
frameworks such as critical discourse analysis; 2) these studies tend to take
a corpus-linguistic approach; 3) there is a large number of comparative
studies.

Comparative Studies

There has been a growing body of studies comparing how metaphors are
used to write about the same economic issue in popular economic discourse
of different countries within western context with the help of corpora (Cai and
Deignan, 2019). Semino (2002) examines metaphorical representations of
the Euro based on corpora of English and Italian newspapers over the
period when the Euro was introduced at the beginning of 1999. Based on
Conceptual Metaphor Theory, she finds that most dominant metaphorical
patterns are shared between the two languages, but differences exist in their
frequencies and linguistic realizations due to both cultural and attitudinal
differences toward this topic. For instance, BIRTH/NASCITA metaphor is the
most salient metaphor pattern in both languages due to personification used
to describe introduction of the Euro as birth. However, she also detects
di fferences in their nw)s$he shows that haliae
section conceptualizes the Euro as a sturdy baby suggesting either neutral
or positive views of the Euro since lexical items relating to BIRTH/NASCITA
metaphor tend to collocate with lexemes from HEALTH/FITNESS metaphor.
However, the English section in her data tends to construct the concept of
the Euro as a heavyweight baby (Semino, 2002). She claims that

BIRTH/NASCITA metaphor mixed with BOXING met aphor Ami ght
grotesque image of a baby heavwewnwenght

of the euro (p.117). She explains th a the differences in their frequencies
and linguistic realizations is, partly as a result of differences in the nature
and status of particular source domains in the two cultures and partly as a
result of differences in the dominant attitudes to the Euro in the two
countr.heso (p

Similarly, Charteris Black and Ennis (2001) also find considerable
similarities shared by two languages in both conceptual and linguistic
metaphors writing about the October 1997 stock market crash. They also
detect some differences in preferences for particular linguistic metaphors.
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For instance, their English data shows a preference for linguistic metaphors
relating to nautical and liguid movement while the Spanish counterpart
favors metaphors related to psychological mood and personality. Charteris-
Black and Ennis (2001) explain that this may be due to socio-cultural
differences between two countries. Deignan (2003) claims that there is
possibility that some metaphors are used more frequently in some cultures.

For instance, she finds that metaphor about horse-racing in English has no
counterparts in Spanish. However, Arrese and Vara-Miguel (2016) find no
statistical differences in the influence of nation variables and cultural
variables on metaphor use in their data. They conduct a comparative study

on metaphors used to write about European sovereignty debt crisis in 24
newspapers of six European countries e.g. United Kingdom and Italy. Their
study is based on an integrated framework of Conceptual Metaphor Theory
and critical discourse analysis. They find that DISEASE metaphor and NATURAL
metaphor are two most frequently used metaphors in their data to write about

the Euro crisis. They claim that these two inanimate metaphors indicate that

the crisis is out of individu a | cenérol since the crisis is constructed as a
natural phenomenon influenced by external factors. They report that there is

no significant difference in use of metaphor in newspapers from six countries

in terms of three factors socio-economic context, types of newspapers and
countries with/without debt problem or not. However, they find that wAR
met aphor S an exception of t he concl usi
pr obl emds @ use avAR metaphor slightly differently from é count ri es
without debt probl e msué to their differe n t A ¢ diondl clima t @rnd a
possible cultural reasons (p.150).

There are also studies comparing metaphor use in popular economic
discourse in western context with non-western context. For instance, based
on Conceptual Metaphor Theory, Chow (2014) examines the influence of
socio-cultures on conceptualization of ECONOMY as BODILY MOVEMENT in UK
context and a non-western context Hong Kong. She finds similarities in the
use of motion verbs such as fleap forwardd i n WXK; c®tr @p K O
corpus to realize BODILY MOVEMENT metaphor in both corpora (pp.13-14).
However, she finds that this metaphor is conceptualized in a different way
due to socio-cultural differences. She writes that ECONOMY constructed as
BODILY MOVEMENT tends to refer to the movement of a traveller and
emphasizes the location and direction in which economy is moving in her HK
corpus. However, she finds that ECONOMY constructed as BODILY MOVEMENT
triggers a possible FIGHTING scenario and emphasizes more on bodily
movement of economy in her UK corpus.
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However, differences of metaphor use to construct economic issues in
popular economic discourse may not always be socio-c ul t ur al
Shimek et al. (2015) investigate the relationship between the editorial
positionings of three US newspapers and the use of metaphor on the topic of
2008 stock market crash. Their study is also based on Conceptual Metaphor

Theory. They find that New York Times and Wall Street Journal wi t h 6 |

positioning favour more frequent use of ANIMATE-BIOLOGY metaphor than
INANIMATE-MECHANISTIC metaphor to construct the topic of stock crash. Based
on this setting of problem, they claim that the logic of problem-solving for a
living being is transferred to that in stock market. That is, more interventionist
economic policies are advocated to solve st oc k mar ket

Shimek et al., 2015). However, they find that Washington Times with a

O6 Mar

i ber al

crash (

oconservatived editorial posi trashwithng pref

an INANIMATE-MECHANISTIC metaphor, for example, fiTHE STOCK MARKET IS A
MACHINEO (p.114). They claim that Washington Times tends to favour

Al ai-fsasierze economic approacheso when

construct STOCK MARKET as NATURAL PHENOMENON that follows natural rules
and out of human control (p.118).

Metaphor as a Framing Device in Popular Economic Discourse

Burger (2016, p.250) writes that #fAmetaphor
societal topi cso. That i s ,impartant feamihgo r

device in popular economic discourse since choice of metaphor is non-
neutralandnon-ar bi t rary (Cali and Deignan,
Shimek et al.,, 2015). A growing body of metaphor studies in popular
economic discourse focus on examining framing function of metaphor and
their framing implications on evaluation and ideology. For instance, Koller
(2005) examines metaphor in popular economic discourse on the topic of
mergers and acquisitions (M&A) based on an integrated framework of critical
discourse analysis and Conceptual Metaphor Theory. Koller (2005) claims

thatmet aphor is strongly connected to

thus not only proves to be an interface between the cognitive structure
underlying a discourse, on the one hand, and the ideology permeating it, on
the othe r h and&). SkiephuiR @ 164,509-word popular economic
discourse which consists of texts on the topic of mergers and acquisitions
(M&A) between 1997 and 2000. What Koller (2005) built is a specialized
corpus that restricted to one topic (Philip, 2012). Her metaphor identification
in her data starts from predefined list of lexemes from three interested
source domains: FIGHTING, MATING and FEEDING. She finds that these
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metaphors are selectively used to characterize popular economic discourse
on the topic of mergers and acquisitions. She also finds that FIGHTING
metaphor, showing dominance in discourse in terms of frequency, fits into an
EVOLUTIONARY STRUGGLE scenario with MATING and FEEDING metaphors. She
explains that the three metaphors fit into an EVOLUTIONARY STRUGGLE
scenario in the sense that they all are related to corporate
restructuring/survival which can be treated as a natural evolutionary process.
Koller (2005) suggests that the dominant use of FIGHTING metaphor socio-
cognitively (re-) establishes the discursively social practice of mergers and
acquisitions as a masculinized domain since fighting tends to indicate
aggression. She also adds that EVOLUTIONARY STRUGGLE scenario in which
the process of corporate restructuring/survival is constructed as a process of
evolution in the natural world tends to promote neoliberal ideology that
advocating free market.

There are also other corpus studies of metaphorical framings in popular
economic discourse taking target domains/topics as a starting point. That is,
these studies investigate what source domains/vehicles are used to describe
the target domains/topics. For instance, Sardinha (2012) discusses key
metaphors used in depicting Brazilian economy 6 s b & planning and
defeating inflation with the help of corpora. His corpora consist of president
speeches and magazine reports about Brazilian economy during from 1964

to 2010. Sardinha (2012, p.104) wr i

have been dominated by long-lasting metaphors, which shaped thinking and
ac t i o ntds, mefaphar can provide frames that may influence thinking or
actions on economic policies. For instance, he finds that WEALTH IS A CAKE
realized by linguistic metaphors s uc h ae rfiic saékusedan pariod of
military rules (1964-1985) to suggest economic strategy aiming at economic
growth and efficiency. However, he also finds that critics of this metaphor
blame causing larger gap in income distribution on this metaphor. He writes
that durin g L ul a Gstsatioa ROOR2-2010), WEALTH IS A CAKE realized by
l inguistic metaphors such as fshar.i
initiative of helping a large section of population out of poverty (p.119).

Liud $2015) analysis examines how metaphor is used to construct the
topic of Sino-US currency disputes to express an ideological slant. He built
two specialized corpora that consisted of texts on currency disputes from
2001 to 2011 from China Daily and New York Times. He only takes interests
in reportage about the topic and excludes commentaries and letters-to-the-
editor. Rather than analysing metaphors in the whole corpora, he limits his

t es

ng

t

h

he



- 45 -

analysis to the clauses that include three interchangeably key terms related
to Renminbi (yuan, Renminbi, and currency) since Renminbi is core to
reports on currency disputes. After building his corpora, he randomly
sampled 1000 citations which consist of 400 citations of both yuan and
currency and 200 for Renminbi from each corpus and identified metaphors
co-occurring with the three key terms. He identified five dominant metaphors

used by both newspapers t o PHYBIGAINMNGOVEVERTe S ame t
MACHINE, HEALTH/STRENGTH, PHYSICAL CONFLICT/WAR, and vicTM0 ( p. 34 4) . For
instance, he finds that lexis such as fi ma n i mulaantde A mad@si pul at
linguistic realization of vicTIM are key words in two corpora comparing to

BNC sample corpus (p.352). He also finds that New York Times prefers to

frame Renminbi Afas a mani pul atmmnbiisai ct i mo,

victim of government manipulation (pp.352-353). He claims that framing

implications of a manipulated victim suggests New York Times6 pr ef er ence

for neoliberal ideology that advocates free-market and less government
governance. This potential neoliberal ideology seems to be justified by the
USO6s r éogapmexiation of Renminbi as a move pursuing free-market
system. He also finds that ChinaDaillypr ef er s t o fr ame

Renmi nbi

of wrongf ul accusations [ ofplamsthadathe count r i

INNOCENT VICTIM frame suggests an underlying scapegoat ideology, which

seems to |l egalize Chinabés request for not a

isnot responsible for US6s economic

L&pez and Llopis (2010) compare metaphors used to frame the topic of
financial crisis in two sets of financial corpora: 1) one English corpus before
Spain acknowledging financial crisis and the other English corpus after that;
2) one Spanish corpus before Spain acknowledging financial crisis and the
other Spanish corpus after that. Their study is based on Conceptual
Metaphor Theory. They apply metaphorical pattern analysis proposed by
Stefanowitsch (2006) to facilitate metaphor identification. Stefanowitsch
(2006, p. 66) under st an da muhliredrdagxgression
from a given source domain (SD) into which one or more specific lexical item
from a given target domai n (TD)
metaphor pattern analysis starts from target lexemes rather than target
domain. Following metaphorical pattern analysis (Stefanowitsch, 2006),
Lépez and Llopis (2010) only focus on metaphorical expressions relevant to
23 pre-defined key words such as crisis, debt. They categorize metaphors

identi fied in their d a gec on THE GREAT ¢HRIN OF e

BEING, those based on the PATH SCHEMA and those based on the metaphor

wWo €e s .

patter

have be:t

types:

ACTIONS ARE EVENTSO (p.3310) . For i nstance, t hey
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metaphor that is based on PATH SCHEMA in two sets of corpora. They show
that Spanish corpus before Spain acknowledging financial crisis positively

frames economy as atrajector y i fcvah st i | | moved Oupmar ket o
corpus after that negatively frames econol
downwardso (p.3310). TPaTel gCHEMA mmetaphérs ind t hat

their English data are used to negatively frame economy before Spain
announces the existence of crisis. The differences in framing implications of
PATH SCHEMA metaphor on evaluating crisis in two sets of corpora can be
explained by the direction of international news flow from centre e.g. the US
and the UK to periphery e.g. Spain (L&ez and Llopis, 2010; Al-Menayes,
2014). Differences in metaphor based on ACTIONS ARE EVENTS are also
detected in their data. They find that although the same wAR frame is used to
construct ECONOMY, it is used to frame the financial crisis positively in their
Spanish corpus but negatively in the English corpus.

Previous studies above indicate that comparing frames achieved by
metaphor use to write about the same economic topic potentially gives clues
to the underlying evaluations and ideologies conveyed by different discourse
communities. However, most of previous metaphor studies in popular
economic discourse have limitations in their levels of metaphors analysis
which are linked to framing implications of metaphor. They all use
Conceptual Metaphor Theory as their basic theoretical framework. As
mentioned in Section 2.3.2, Semino et al. (2018) write that conceptual
metaphor may account for relatively stable framing implications but has
limitations in detecting framing implications emerging from discourse. They
also write that discourse-based studies focusing on the choices and patterns
of linguistic metaphors can better explain how metaphor act as a framing
device to construct topics. That is, a theoretical framework focusing on use
of linguistic metaphors has advantages over Conceptual Metaphor Theory to
capture the power of metaphorical framing emerging from discourse. As
discussed in Section 2.3.1, the discourse dynamics framework for metaphor
starts from linguistic metaphors emerging from natural-occurring discourse
and allows finding metaphor patterns at different timescales and levels of
social organization (Cameron et al., 2010). Thus, it is the most appropriate
theoretical framework for this study which takes interests in use and patterns
of linguistic metaphors and their framing implication on evaluation and
ideology.

Methodologically, studies above indicate the important role of corpus in
metaphor analysis in popular economic discourse. Tissari (2017) writes that



=47 -

corpora are used in linguistic research due to their advantages in rapid

interrogating through a large-s c al e of dat a and all owi ng
guantitative analysis on linguistic information. When studies focus on

metaphor use in corpora, Krennmayr (2015, p.543) writes that quantitative

information from corpora such as frequency of citations of the same

metaphorical expression t end s to Apaint a picture of
metaphor is used in newspapers, what types of metaphors are most

pr omi rPeeviducorpus studies above on framing functions of metaphor

in popular economic discourse demonstrate two significant approaches of

metaphor identification in large-scale specialized corpora. One approach

starting from target domain/topics mainly identifies metaphors that co-occur

with relevant target domains/topics in their self-built specialized corpora

(Stefanowitsch, 2006; Ldpez and Llopis, 2010; Liu, 2015; Chow, 2014).

Cameron and Maslen (2010) claim that dynamic real-world language use

plays a powerful role in helping people understanding specific social issues.

Burgers (2016) also writes that studying metaphors in discourse may shed

l ight on understanding peopleds dynamic co
is, studying metaphors occurring with central economic topics is a good

starting point to examine framing implications of evaluation on the issues.

The other approach starts from source domains/vehicles and
investigates which target domains/topics are described through specific
source domains/vehicles. For instance, Koller (2003) starts from generating
a list of lemmas belonging to the semantic fields of interested source
domains with thesauri and glossary helping to corroborate the membership
of the lemmas within respective source domains. Charteris-Black (2017)
maps out semantic field related to race by searching for phrases and
compound forms of race such as race against time, which provides a list of
candidates for identifying metaphor keywords. Charteris-Black (2004) starts
from generating a list of lexemes belonging to various source domains
based on results of metaphor identification in a small corpus first. He then
searches the list of lexemes belonging to interested source domains in a
larger corpus. His approach takes a traditional small corpus-big corpus
approach (Charteris-Black, 2004; Cameron and Deignan, 2003; Tissari,
2017).

Nacey et al. (2019) write that making a decision about which approach is
more appropriate depends on on e 6 s rheafms.arhi€ study follows a
corpus-linguistic approach to examine how metaphor as a framing device
are used to construct central economic issues in the context of trade



- 48 -

disputes involving China, the EU and the US. Both approaches of extracting
metaphors from large-scale specialized corpora are applied in this study.
That is, | investigate both metaphors co-occurring with protectionism and
free trade ,and relevant vehicle groupings used to write about core trade
disputes topics. However, different from a traditional small corpus-big corpus
approach, | identify linguistic metaphors from relevant vehicle groupings
based on an open-ended list of lexemes with the help Wmatrix (Rayson,
2008), which is discussed in detail in Chapter 5.

2.5 An Analytical Model of Metaphorical Framing

Based on literature review above, an analytical model that integrates the
discourse dynamics framework for metaphor (Cameron, 2010a) and
framing theory (Schin,1993; Entman,1993; Semino, 2008) is formulated.
This analytical model aims to account for procedures and rationale of my
research design in my study. Meanwhile, my research questions are
designed based on this model.
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Figure 2.1 An analytical model of metaphorical framing in popular economic
discourse

As shown in Figure 2.1, | start from linguistic metaphor. The discourse
dynamics framework for metaphor with advantages in finding systematicity of
linguistic metaphors across different timescales and levels of social
organization was developed as the first part of my analytical model.
Metaphor occurring from discourse is identified at linguistic level. Popular
economic discourse where metaphor occurs will be represented by popular
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economic discourse corpora on the topic of trade disputes involving China,
the EU and the US. Details about corpus design and construction will be
discussed in Chapter Three. The theoretical framework used in this study
also provides methodological implications for choosing metaphor
identification approach that focuses on identifying linguistic metaphor rather
than conceptual metaphor, which is further discussed in Chapter Four. At the
first stage of metaphor analysis, the focus lies in two points: 1) identifying
linguistic metaphors and metaphor patterns emerging from discourse; 2)
capturing regularity and variations of metaphor patterns. Three types of
metaphor patterns are identified: systematic metaphor, metaphoreme and
metaphor scenario. As mentioned in Section 2.2, metaphor scenario is used
to refer to instances of different linguistic metaphors combining to create a
series of relevant events with a set of social-cultural entrenched
expectations and evaluations. As mentioned by Deignan (2017b) in Section
2.2, the typical evaluation of a scenario can be identified with the help of
collocation patterns of lexis suggesting the scenario. However, in this study |
do not identify the evaluation of a scenario with the help of cumulative
evidence from a reference corpus but carry out collocation analysis of lexis
suggesting systematic metaphor. At scenario level, | focus on identifying a
series of recurring narratives which are suggested by a number of linguistic
metaphors and follow a narrative sequence. A series of these metaphorical
mini-narratives may lead to implications of a structure of point of views. As
mentioned in Section 2.3.1, systematic metaphor is used to refer to a
number of different linguistic metaphors sharing the same semantic meaning
and writing about similar topic. As mentioned in Section 2.3.1, metaphoreme
is used to refer to instances of the same linguistic metaphor that shows fixed
linguistic and affective restrictions. Whether a linguistic metaphor is an
example of a metaphoreme should refer to its use in larger corpus. If these
instances do not show fixed linguistic and affective restriction, they may be
freestanding linguistic metaphors that are part of a systematic metaphor.
Since the stage of finding metaphor pattern closely sticks to linguistic data in
my corpora, it is put in a solid line box.

After metaphor patterns are identified, next stage moves on to examine
the way metaphor frames core trade disputes topics with implications on
evaluation of economic reality and underlying ideology. Framing theory was
added as the second part of my analytical model. As shown in Figure 2.1, at
stage two this study aims to identify frames achieved based on metaphor
patterns formulated at stage one. At this stage, | need to work towards an
argument that metaphors frame topics related to trade disputes in a
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particular way with the help of larger-size corpus. Since stage 2 is not
evidenced in my linguistic data and allow mor e r esear cher
interpretation, it is put in a dotted line box.

To examine how metaphor is used to frame topics related to trade
disputes by different discourse communities, research questions need to be
addressed step by step. Research question one and two focus on
identification of metaphor patterns used with topics related to trade disputes
by different discourse communities. Research question three focuses on
gathering different evidence either from larger-sized corpus or metaphor
pattens identified at stage 1 to build a case to show the particular way
metaphor frame topics related to trade disputes. Research question four
focuses on comparison of framing implications on evaluation and ideology
across different discourse communities.

f
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Chapter 3 Corpus Design and Construction

In this chapter, | first discuss the criteria of a good corpus in terms of corpus
size, representativeness, and balance. In reference to these criteria and my
research questions, | review some pre-existing business/economy-related
corpora to justify the need to build my own corpora from scratch. | then
discuss how | attempt to set up three corpora in a way that is suitable for my
research purposes. Finally, I introduce details about my three corpora.

3.1 Corpus Design

3.1.1 Corpus Size

Sinclair (2004, p.189) writes that fsmall is not beautiful; it is simply a
limitationd However, mega-corpus is not necessarily best (Koester, 2010).
Carter and McCarthy (1995, p.143) write that

huge corpora often throw up vastly unmanageable numbers of
occurrences of common grammatical features (e.g. the articles),
resulting in compilers of dictionaries and grammars having to work
with a sub-sample anyway.

There is no ideal size for a corpus and the acceptable size of a corpus
depends on the purpose of a corpus and the kind of language to investigate
(Flowerdew, 2004; Koester, 2010; Nelson, 2010; Stefanowitsch, 2020). Lee
(2010, p.114) writes that fspecialized corpora are usually smaller in scale

than general language corpora precisely because of their narrower focuso .

Koester (2010, p.68) adds that iWhile specialised corpora may vary in size,
an important point is that such corpora do not need to be as large as more

general corpora to yield reliable results.0 For i n sdn#20l®)elaimaNe | s

that a corpus used for lexicographical purposes and investigating language
as a whole should be created as large as possible. When the purpose of a
corpus is pedagogical or to give insights into lexico-grammatical features
used in a special area of language, a smaller-sized corpus can be as useful
(Baker, 2006; Clancy,2010; Koester, 2010; Nelson, 2010).

A smaller-sized corpus is more manageable and has easier access to
the context of texts in the corpus (Flowerdew, 2004; Koester, 2010; Nelson,
2010), which makes it more suitable for studies in the field of English for
specific purposes (ESP). Nelson (2010, p.56) writesthatione mi | |
was deemed a reasonable sample size in order to achieve a representative

on

wor
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picture of Business EngBusineds &nglisiN@ipsson (2000
(BEC) that contained one million words including spoken (44%) and written
(56%) texts. The Business English Corpus (Nelson, 2000) aims at identifying
the lexis of Business English and testing the similarities and differences
between the lexis of Business English in published materials and that found
in real-life business. Nelson (2000) suggests that by comparing BEC to BNC
Sampler corpus of general English as a reference corpus, the keyword list
obtained can be used to identify business lexis and examine the similarities
and differences of lexis used in BE context and general English context.
However, Nelson (2010) adds that there are also other cases in which
researchers may not pre-determine the target size since the size is decided
following sampling procedures. For instance, Nelson (2000) surveyed the
popularity of Business English books actually used by teachers and students
and finally decided a total of 33 books to be the samples of his Published
Material Corpus (PMC). After deciding what contents from each book to be
included in the corpus, Nelson (2000) got his Published Material Corpus with
final size of 593,294 words. While his work was carried out a number of
years ago, the principle still holds.

Stefanowitsch (2020, p.37) cl ai ms t hat ii n idehmeb, age of
corpus size is practically limited by technical consi derSize isao s 0 .
longer as critical an issue because these days it is easier to build sizeable
corpora. For instance, to compare use of metaphor in construction of the
commonl y useeodh owwitbid ecdnomic discourse in Britain and
Hong Kong, Chow (2010) built two economic newspapers corpora. All texts
that contained search wo r dosn o g ® d nancfeid and publ i shed
Guardian in 2006 composed her British economic discourse corpus with 4.2
million words. All texts that contain searchwor d o6economy6é and publ
Hong Kong Economic Journal in 2006 composed her Hong Kong economic
discourse corpus with 5.2 million words. To examine use of emotion
metaphors in the media coverage of the global financial crisis of 2008, Ho
(2016) built a popular economic discourse corpus with texts collected from
three U.S. broadsheets, USA Today, New York Times and Washington Post
on the topic of global financial crisis from 15 September 2008 to 15 March
2009. Only texts with headlines and contents related to the topic of financial
crisis were collected in her corpus (Ho, 2016). The final overal | size of Hob
Corpus of Global Financial Crisis was about one million words. However,
both Chow& (2010) and Ho& (2016) study di d n 6t n explaindheie ar | y
sampling procedures leading to the overall size of their corpora. | n Chowd s
(2010) corpus design, she did not explain why only sampled texts published
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in the two selected newspapers in 2006. During the sampling procedures,
Ho (2016) did not explicitly explain the kind of language she wanted to
investigate and why she only collected texts on the topic of financial crisis
from three American newspapers rather than other sources. However,
different decisions made on which kind of language to investigate and which
newspapers to be included can lead to different final overall size of a corpus.
Raineri and Debras (2019, p.4) writet hat A A cor pus may
representative of a language, variety or register than larger ones if sampling
is based on systematic, linguistically-motivated decisionsd Thus, size of a
corpus tends to be less important than sampling and corpus
representativeness and is closely related to them during corpus design
(Bauer and Aarts, 2000; Koester, 2010; Raineri and Debras, 2019).

3.1.2 Corpus Representativeness

A corpus is different from an archive since it is designed to be representative
of a particular language or a language variety (Baker, 2006; McEnery et al.,
2006). Thus, corpus design inevitably involves sampling (Baker, 2006;
McEnery et al., 2006). To make sure that the sample selected in a corpus
can be appropriately used as the basis for generalizations concerning the
studied variety, representativeness has become a main concern in corpus
design (Biber, 1993; McEnery et al., 2006; Nelson, 2010). Corpus
representativeness is not precisely defined and always can only be achieved
at a reasonable level (Tognini-Bonelli, 2001; Kilgariff et al., 2006; Sinclair,
2005). No matter how representativeness is defined, it is closely linked to
research questions and research purposes (McEnery et al.,, 2006). If a
researcher wants a corpus which is representative of real-life language used
by financial services professionals in this fields, the published financial
English materials will not be representative at an acceptable level (Warren,
2010).

Biber (1993, p.243) understands repr esent at i v e nxterd ®
which a sample includes the full range of variability in a populati o n arget
population and a sampling frame are crucial to sampling in corpus design
and should be first defined prior to any sampling (e.g. text selection criteria)
(Biber, 1993; McEnery et al., 2006). Biber (1993, p.243) writes that target

be

population can be defined by fthe boundaries of the popul ati ono

A hi e ra orgahizatton within the populat | alohansson et al. (1978)
exemplify this with the Lancaster-Oslo/Bergen Corpus (LOB). They write that
with purpose of representing general British English, the target population of
LOB consists of all written English texts published in 1961 in the United

S

ma

and
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Kingdom as the boundaries and 15 categories and other sub-categories
within 15 categories as hierarchical organization of population. Target
population can be further operationalized by setting up the sampling frame
(Biber, 1993). Johansson et al. (1978) also exemplify this with the LOB.
They write that the sampling frame of LOB was collections of all published
books listed in The British National Bibliography Cumulated Subject
Index, 1960-1964 (B.N.B.), and all periodicals and newspapers based on the
indexing of Willing's Press Guide, 1961.

To evaluate whether a sample can be used to investigate the variability
in a target population, Biber (1993) claims that both situational and linguistic
criteria should be taken into consideration. He writes that situational criteria
such as genre/register distinctions are based on criteria external to corpus
and can be determined prior to corpus construction. He adds that
genre/register distinctions should precede over linguistic criteria during
corpus design.

Some scholars such as Clear (1992) criticizes the entire use of external
criteria to build a representative corpus. Clear (1992, p.29) argues that i A
corpus selected entirely on external criteria would be liable to miss
significant variation among texts since its categories are not motivated by
textual (but contextu a | f aldngustic) ariteria as one measure of
representativeness is also treated as problematic by some scholars (e.g.
Bauer and Aarts, 2000; Clear, 1992; McEnery et al., 2006). Achieving
representativeness based on internal criteria may risk circularity (McEnery et
al., 2006). There is no prior way to know the distribution of linguistic features
before we build a representative corpus (Bauer and Aarts, 2000; McEnery et
al., 2006). However, McEnery et al. (2006, p.14) add tha t A digtributidn e
of linguistic features is pre-determined when the corpus is designed, there is
no point in analysing such a corpus to discover naturally occurring linguistic
feat ur e diTe dolveithisuditemroan Biber (1993, 256) suggests that
A t h empilation of a representative corpus should proceed in a cyclical
f a s h iHe sug@gests that researchers can compile a pilot corpus in which
linguistic variations can be investigated. The linguistic features observed in
the pilot corpus can then be used as internal criteria to provide a basis for
specific sampling decisions in formal corpus construction (Biber,1993).

However, most existing genre-specific and specialized corpora (e.g. Ho,
2016; Nelson, 2000; Wright and Brookes, 2019) were built based on only
external criteria and did not follow a cyclical process. For instance, Wright
and Brookes (2019) built a specialized corpus to study language ideologies
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in the right-leaning UK newspapers. The target population and the sampling

frame of their corpus were the same: all six right-leaning UK national

newspapers. Sampling on texts from all six right-leaning UK national

newspapers was based on external criteria (e.g. the topic of speaking

English). During the sampling procedures, Wright and Brookes (2019) only
includedtextswi t h candi datspecalkiieEygl ies Imdé é6mdn t he he
the lead paragraph.

After a corpus is compiled, the representativeness of a specialized
corpus can be measured by the degree of saturation at lexical level
(McEnery and Wilson, 2001). However, there are still few studies of
specialized corpora attempting to evaluate the degree of saturation after
compiling their corpora. McEnery et al. (2006, p.16) claimt hat fisat ur ati on
only concernedwi t h | e x i c ahere &reesdllitlimitecetsols avail@ble to
evaluate corpus representativeness at other levels such as sentence type
saturation, morphological saturation (Tognini-Bonelli, 2001; Cohen et al.,
2016; McEnery et al., 2006). McEnery et al. (2006) write that to measure
saturation of a corpus, researchers first divide the corpus into segments with
equal-sized tokens and then calculate type/token ratio of each segment.
They claim that if each addition of a new segment yields relatively stable
type/token ratio, a corpus is treated as saturated at lexical level. When
compiling a corpus in a cyclical process, researchers can use saturation as a
measure of lexical features in pilot corpus. The result of saturation may give
insights into sampling of internal criteria, which helps researchers to achieve
both situational and linguistic representativeness in formal corpus
construction.

3.1.3 Corpus Balance

The notion of balance is rather vague but very important in corpus design
(Clancy, 2010; McEnery et al., 2006; Sinclair, 2005). There is still no
scientific way to measure whether a corpus is well-balanced. That is,
decisions on corpus balance such as what text categories to be included and
what proportion of each category, to some extent, still rely on intuition
(McEnery et al., 2006; Sinclair, 2005). For instance, decisions on which text
categories to be included and what proportion of each category to achieve
balance in the Brown c or pus wer e based on expertso
judgement (McEnery et al., 2006). McEnery et al. (2006) write that nowadays,
it is popular for corpus creators to follow previous corpus models to build
their own corpus. Potts and Baker (2012) add that the American English
2006 (AmEO6) and the British English 2006 (BEO06) aimed at achieving
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corpus balance by using the Brown model (500 written samples of 2000
words each and consisting of 15 text categories). Technology has enabled
compilation of mega-corpus with size of 100 million words (e.g. BNC (1994))
or even larger size such as Corpus of Contemporary American English
(COCA 2019) with 1 billion words. More modern corpus models such as
BNC model are followed by researchers to achieve corpus balance. For
instance, the design of the American National Corpus (ANC), which intended
to be a counterpart of BNC, followed the framework of BNC (Ide, 2009; Lee,
2010). However, there are also some differences between two corpora.
McEnery et al. (2006, p.16) write that although a previous corpus model can
be referred to achieve better corp u s b a |the maceptablefbalance of a
corpus is determined by its intended useo For instance, ANC only included
texts produced after 1990 but BNC contained texts produced between 1960
and 1993. ANC also added web data such as weblog. Ide (2009) explains
that changes made by ANC when following BNC model are due to the
purpose to achieve genre balance to represent contemporary American
English.

Achieving a reasonable balance of a specialized corpus relies more
heavily on purposed-specific surveys or advice from experts in the field
rather than previous corpus models (Nelson, 2000; Warren, 2010). For
instance, as mentioned in previous sections, Nelson (2000) surveyed
popularity of Business English books of 1996 in the market to achieve
corpus balance and representativeness by including business English
materials actually used by teachers and students. Warren (2010) adds that
the balance of Hong Kong Financial Services Corpus (HKFSC) was
achi eved by referring to exptehetedtypeg udge men
actually used by professionals and the proportions of each text type.

3.2 Justification for a New Corpus

Nelson (2010, p.54) writes that fbefore any decision is made regarding
corpus creation, a great deal of thought needs to be given to whether or not
an existing corpus would serve the purposes of your researcha McEnery et
al. (2006, p.59) add that i t h ecomporaairr tke world,dbuts ands of
many of them are created for specific research projects and are thus not
publicly av a i | d $e&rehéd.online corpora of economy/business discourse
in specialized databases such as CQPweb at Lancaster!, CQPweb at

1The hyperlink of CQPweb at Lancaster is https://cgpweb.lancs.ac.uk/
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BFSUZ2, list of specialized corpora at Martin Weisser3 and list of corpus
resources at PolyU4. | found nine off-the-peg economy/business-related
English corpora from these specialized databases, as shown in Table 3.1.

Table 3.1 Economy/business-related English corpora released between

2000 and 2015

Corpus Name Source Size Availability
Hong Kong Financial http://rcpce.engl.polyu.ed 7.3 M freely available
Services Corpus u.hk/HKESC/ words online
Business Letters Corpus http://www.someya- 1 M words fre(_aly available
net.com/concordancer/ online
Enron _email  corpus . N
(Enron Corp and Cohen, https.///www.cs.cmu.edu/ over_|0.6 M 1;IreelyI b
2015) enron emails ownloadable
Wolverhampton http://catalog.elra.info/pro .
Business English duct_info.php?products i 10 M not. publicly
— words available

Corpus d=627

! : http://users.utu.fi/micnel/b :
e 2Nyl usiness _english_lexis sit 1 M words not. FuDlEsy
Corpus (Nelson, 2000) e htm available
UIBE Business English ) .
Corpus (Hardie, 2012; h';Lpu./S/iJr.]:(L;.SZ/Sl.154.212/cq \c/)v\é)?:jsz M gﬁﬁ% available
Xu and Wu, 2014) pusiness!
Hong Kong Corpus of http://rcpce.engl.polyu.ed .
Corporate Governance u.hk/HKCCGR/default.ht 1 M words gﬁﬁr% aullistols
Reports m
Heilongjiang .

. d . over 15 M not publicly
University Business / words available

English Corpus

Six Business English
Corpora in The PolyU
Language Bank

http://langbank.engl.polyu
.edu.hk/corpus-

search.asp

freely available
online

This table shows that there are six freely available business/economy-
related corpora, of which the smallest size is one million words and the
largest one is 7.3 million words. The target population of my corpora is all
daily English newspapers published in China, the UK and the US between
2001 and 2017 on the topic of trade disputes between China, the EU and the

2 The hyperlink of CQPweb at Beijing Foreign Studies University is
http://114.251.154.212/cqp/

3 The hyperlink of list of specialized corpora at Martin Weisser is
http://martinweisser.org/corpora_site/spec_corpora.html

4 The hyperlink of corpus resources at PolyU is
https://www.polyu.edu.hk/engl/research/13-research/209-corpus-resources/


http://martinweisser.org/corpora_site/CBLLinks.html
http://rcpce.engl.polyu.edu.hk/HKFSC/
http://rcpce.engl.polyu.edu.hk/HKFSC/
http://rcpce.engl.polyu.edu.hk/HKFSC/
http://www.someya-net.com/concordancer/
http://www.someya-net.com/concordancer/
http://catalog.elra.info/product_info.php?products_id=627
http://catalog.elra.info/product_info.php?products_id=627
http://catalog.elra.info/product_info.php?products_id=627
http://catalog.elra.info/product_info.php?products_id=627
http://users.utu.fi/micnel/business_english_lexis_site.htm
http://users.utu.fi/micnel/business_english_lexis_site.htm
http://users.utu.fi/micnel/business_english_lexis_site.htm
http://users.utu.fi/micnel/business_english_lexis_site.htm
http://114.251.154.212/cqp/business/
http://114.251.154.212/cqp/business/
http://rcpce.engl.polyu.edu.hk/HKCCGR/default.htm
http://rcpce.engl.polyu.edu.hk/HKCCGR/default.htm
http://rcpce.engl.polyu.edu.hk/HKCCGR/default.htm
http://rcpce.engl.polyu.edu.hk/HKCCGR/default.htm
http://langbank.engl.polyu.edu.hk/corpus-search.asp
http://langbank.engl.polyu.edu.hk/corpus-search.asp
http://langbank.engl.polyu.edu.hk/corpus-search.asp
http://langbank.engl.polyu.edu.hk/corpus-search.asp
http://martinweisser.org/corpora_site/CBLLinks.html
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US. However, the nine off-the-peg business/economic-related corpora
cannot used to give insights into generalizations concerning my target
population and cannot address my research questions.

More details on the nine corpora are given as follows, which justifies my
need to compile new corpora for this research.

1) Business English Corpus was compiled by Nelson (2000) and its
target population was nat i v e s peal-tif&k Busireess English (primarily
from the UK and some from the US). It consisted of over one million words
with both spoken and written sections from a variety of business genres.
Within the written section, 64,291 words of business newspapers were
included in writing about business part. This sub-category business
newspapers as part of Business English Corpus (Nelson, 2000) cannot be
representative of business newspapers as a whole.

2) Wolverhampton Business English Corpus consists of 10,186,259
words from 23 different Web sites within a 6-month period between 1999
and 2000. Its target population is written business English of a wide range of
English varieties. It includes various genres such as annual financial reports,
business journalism, product descriptions and so on. Business journalism as
part of this corpus cannot be representative of business newspapers as a
whole.

3) Enron email corpus consists of over 600,000 emails, most of which
were produced by senior management of Enron. The earliest version was
distributed on March 2, 2004 and the newest version of the dataset is
updated on May 7, 2015. However, the target population that Enron email
corpus wants to give insights into is real corporate English email. This genre
is irrelevant to the genre | want to investigate.

4) Business Letters Corpus was compiled in the context of UK and US
business in 2000 with one-million-word. The genre that this corpus aims to
investigate is not relevant to the genre | want to investigate.

5) Hong Kong Financial Services Corpus (HKFSC), developed by the
Research Centre for Professional Communication in English of the Hong
Kong Polytechnic University in 2006-2007, comprises of 7.3 million words.
The HKFSC collected written texts from the financial services sector of Hong
Kong, covering 25 text types such as fund reports and annual reports. Its
target population is authentic English professional communication by
professionals in financial services sectors, which is not relevant to the genre
| want to investigate.
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6) UIBE Business English Corpus compiled at University of International
Business and Economics in 2015 in China comprises over 2 million words. It
consists of both spoken and written sections. The spoken corpus with
30,3016 words is collected from speech from Ministry of Commence in US,
interviews and so on. The written section consists of annual reports, emails,
memos, WTO documents, financial/leconomy news reports and so on.
Economic journalism with 277,894 words was collected from the Wall street
Journal, the Economist, the Financial Times and so on. The proportion and
size of Economic journalism as sub-genre of UIBE Business English Corpus
iS not representative for a corpus whose target population is economic
journalism as a whole.

7) Heilongjiang University Business English Corpus (HUBEC) comprises
of written business English texts of 15, 240,114 words (Li, 2016). Its target
population is native s p e a kreat-lisedwritten Business English (British and
American English). The sub-genre business journalism as part of HUBEC is
not representative for a corpus whose target population is economic
journalism.

8) Hong Kong Corpus of Corporate Governance Reports (HKCCGR)
consists of 1 million words of corporate governance reports of 217
companies listed on the Hong Kong Stock Exchange. The corpus designed
to give insights into generalizations concerning English corporate
governance reports in Hong Kong is not representative for a corpus whose
target population is another genre.

9) Business Section of the PolyU Language Bank consists of 6
business-related corpora. The PolyU Language Bank developed in the
Department of English at Hong Kong Polytechnic University consists of a
wide range of written and spoken texts totalling over 20.5 million words. Its
business section comprises a range of sub-genres: Corpus of Business
Correspondence, Hong Kong Business Reports, UK Business Reports, US
Business Reports, Financial Crisis Corpus and PolyU Business Corpus
(English). There are few details about the size and composition of these
business/economy-related corpora. However, the names of most of these
corpora show that these sub-genres are not relevant to the genre | want to
investigate. Even though there may be economic journalism section in
business section of the PolyU Language Bank, texts in this section cannot
be used to address my research questions.

To summarize, the 9 corpora above are either not relevant to the genre |
am interested in or not representative of the kind of language | want to
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investigate. Thus, | need to build a new corpus whose construction is closely
linked to the research purposes (Nelson, 2010; Timmis, 2015).

3.3 Corpus Construction

Situational parameters such as topic (trade dispute), mode (written), genre
(economic journalism) and English varieties (China, UK and US) were
decided prior to corpus construction. When compiling a specialized corpus, |
first set up my sampling frame by surveying popularity of broadsheets
actually read by target readers to know economic news. During corpus
construction, | followed a cyclical process. That is, | first built my pilot
corpora based on completely external criteria such as topic, genre. Then |
carried out keyness analysis to identify keywords in pilot corpora compared
to reference corpus (Scott, 1997). These keywords were filtered and
selected as additional query terms which was used as internal criteria to
achieve better representativeness of my formal corpus. The target size of
three corpora is closely related to my sampling procedures such as which
broadsheets to include, which texts to include and what sample unit to
include, for instance, including full texts or extracts.

3.3.1 Decision on Sampling Frame

Identifying Most Widely Read Daily English newspapers: Questionnaire
Design

Since the target population of my corpora was all English newspapers
published in China, the UK and the US between 2001 and 2017 on the topic
of trade disputes between China, the EU and the US, | needed a
guestionnaire to investigate the popularity of daily English newspapers that
are actually read by graduates working in financial/business related sectors
in the UK, the US and China for economic news. | designed a questionnaire
consisting of two parts: 1) demographical information including gender,
educational level, working sectors and working places, and 2) reading
preferences including reading habit, reading platform, reading frequency,
reading selection, reading barriers and influence of information in the
newspapers on reade r sletision-making. To reduce newspaper sampling
bias in the questionnaire design, | searched information of circulation figures
for national daily newspapers in China, the UK and the US. There are only
three English-language national daily newspapers from China: China Daily,
Global Times and P e o p | e §; so th2y weleyall included in the items of
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guestions in my questionnaire. For the US newspapers, | listed top four US
daily national newspapers based on their circulations: USA Today, New York
Times, Wall Street Journal, and Washington Post. It can be found that these
four US newspapers were all quality newspapers. For the UK newspapers, |
also listed top four UK daily national quality newspapers based on their
circulation8: Times, Daily Telegraph, Financial Times and Guardian. In total,
11 newspapers and one open item (Others __ please specify) composed
guestion 8 to investigate r e s p 0 n deadng greferences for newspapers
obtain more business/economic news. Questionnaires (see Appendix A.1)
finally carried out on graduates working in business/financial-related sectors
in China, the US and the UK. Results of this survey helped me to gain a
clear picture of demographic information of my respondents and identify the
most widely read business section of each newspaper in the three countries.

Questionnaires Delivery and Analysis

The target population of my survey is all my friends who graduated and
worked in business/financial related sectors in the following three countries:
China, the UK and the US. Following random sampling, | advertised openly
on different social medias. | received 49 responses. Demographic
information of 49 respondents are shown in Table 3.2.

Table 3.2 Demographic information of respondents

Gender % Education % Working %  Working %
Place Sectors
Male 38.8 PhD. 6.1 China 56 Financial/ 81.6
Business
Female 61.2 Master 53.1 UK 32 Others 18.4
Bachelor 36.7 US 12
Below 4.1
bachelor

Table 3.2 shows that there were 18.4% of respondents working in other
sectors. These sectors comprised hospitality industry, IT, legal service,
education, academic research, oil and gas. Among these 49 respondents,
57.1% (28) of them have the habit of reading English-language newspapers.
Figure 3.1 below shows that China Daily and Financial Times were the two

5 https://www.cision.com/us/2019/01/top-ten-us-daily-newspapers/
6 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of _newspapers_in_the_United_Kingdom_by_circulati
on#2020_to_present
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most popular newspapers among them. No respondents selected USA
Today and Daily Telegraph for knowing economic news. One respondent
selected the open item ®thers __ please specifydwith the answer of BBC.
Respondents showed similar preferences for reading the other six
newspapers for economic news.

20 18
18
16
14
12
10
8 7
5
6 4 4 4
4 3
: I ot
0
Frequency
# China Daily # Financial Times  wWall Street Journal @ Times
M Global Times i People's Daily @New York Times ®@Guardian

Figure 3.1 Respondentsdpreferences for English newspapers for economic
news
Based on the results of respondentso selection of English-language
national newspapers, the sampling frame of my corpus finally consisted of 8
national daily newspapers with 3 from China China Daily, Global Times,
Peoples’ Daily; 3 from the UK Financial Times, Guardian and Times; and 2
from the US New York Times and Wall Street Journal.

3.3.2 Decision on Additional Query Terms

Deciding what texts to include in a corpus based on query terms is a trade-
off between recall and precision (Chowdhury, 2004). Chowdhury (2004, p.99)
writes that fArecall refers to the proporti
system [while] precision refers to the proportion of retrieved documents that
ar e r e |Gabviddatos (8007, p.6) explains that if researchers emphasize
more on recal | ratio of d at aeate @ ¢otpesavhichaloes A[ t hey
contain all available relevant texts, albeit at the expense of irrelevant texts
also being includeda For instance, researchers can use more than one
guery terms rather than only one query term, which means increasing
Ai ndexi ng eQhbvadlue/t 2004 g.99)p to ificrease the level of
recall. As long as the texts contain any of the given query terms, they can be
retrieved from the sampling frame even though these terms are less relevant
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to the subject matter. That is, a corpus being created as larger as possible
takes precedence over contents relevance in a corpus. Gabrielatos (2007,
p.6) also adds that if researchers emphasize more on precision ratio of data
collecti o nthey] itrpate a corpus in which all the texts are relevant, but
which does not contain all relevant texts available in the databaseo .
instance, by retrie vi ng mor e specific query
specifici t Llowdpury, 2004, p.99), researchers can get higher precision
ratio. Only texts with the specific query terms that are closely related to the
desired topic are included in the corpus. That is, contents of a corpus being
relevant to research topics take precedence over the size of corpus.

Gabrielatos (2007) built a specialized corpus for project Discourses of
Refugees and Asylum Seekers in the UK Press 1996i 2006. His corpus
achieved an acceptable level of both recall and precision by using both core
qguery terms (refugee* OR asylum seeker*) and additional query terms (e.g.
Afghanistan, camp(s), attacks) that were relevant to core query terms. He
(2007) writes that when an article discusses issues related to refugees or
asylum seekers, it may explicitly or implicitly use these two terms. By
introducing additional query terms that may be indirectly related to refugees
or asylum seekers, he increased the recall ratio of his data collection without
greatly reducing precision ratio. For instance, he writes that if using only core
guery terms to collect texts from his sampling frame, the size of a corpus in
the project was estimated to be 35-40 million words. By using also additional
guery terms to collect texts, a 140 million word corpus was built (Baker et al.,
2008). That is, by introducing additional query terms, Gabrielatos (2007) built
a corpus containing a larger proportion of all relevant texts with only small
decrease in precision.

However, Gabrielatos (2007) also notes that if additional query terms
are not selected in a scientific way, they may cause return of a high
proportion of texts irrelevant to core query terms. He suggests that two
indicators-relative query term relevance (RQTR) and keyness analysis-can
be used to triangulate decisions on issue of selecting additional query terms.
He finds that two indicators do not seem to correlate with each other but can
supplement with each other. He claimst hat fi [ R QuifaBle technjque
on its own in other instances, particularly when an appropriate reference
corpus is not availableo (p.33). There were available reference corpora for
my research, so the selection of additional query terms was based on
keyness analysis. Keyness analysis aimed at identifying key terms in my
pilot corpora by comparing their frequency in the pilot corpora to their

For
ter ms,
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frequency in reference corpora. Contemporary reference corpora were
needed in my study to avoid that fieyness was bound to] favor words
referring to entities, concepts which were not current in the period
represented by the reference corpuso Gdbrielatos, 2007, p.13).

To select additional query terms for formal corpus compilation, | first
compiled three pilot corpora in which texts were collected based on core
guery terms within my sampling frame. My three pilot corpora were collected
based on core query terms Sino-EU, Sino-US, EU-US, trade dispute(s),
trade conflict(s), trade war, trade friction(s). Each pilot corpus consisted of 50
texts which published between 2004 and 2017. Pilot Chinese Popular
Economic Discourse (CPEDC) consisted of 26, 579 tokens. Pilot UK Popular
Economic Discourse (UKPEDC) consisted of 27, 591 tokens and its US
counterpart pilot USPEDC consisted of 35, 282 tokens. Three reference
corpora (2 general corpora of different English varieties and one business
specialized corpus) were used to help select additional query terms. They
were British English 2006 (BE06) with 929,862 tokens, American English
2006 (AmEQ06) with 966,609 tokens and BNC2014-business with about 1
million tokens.

Keyness analysis was carried out with the help of software LancsBox
(Brezina et al., 2020). Three reference corpora were available in LancsBox
(Brezina et al., 2020). Results of keyness analysis of three pilot corpora are
shown in Table 3.3, Table 3.4 and Table 3.5. The three tables show that key
words identified in three pilot corpora were quite similar even using different
reference corpora. Additional query terms were selected from the top 50 key
words in three pilot corpora, with proper noun (e.g. Gucht, Sino-EU,
MOFCOM), personal pronoun (e.g. its, he), preposition (e.g. on, between)
and numbers (e.g. dates, years) excluded. Proper noun (e.g. Sino/ China,
EU and US) was already part of core query terms and no more proper noun
needed to be selected as additional query terms. For the other three
categories, they were quite general terms which could return a large number
of irrelevant texts if being selected as additional query terms.
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Table 3.3 Additional query term selected based on keyness analysis of pilot

CPEDC
Reference Corpus Rank  Type Freqg LL
BNC2014 Business
4 anti-dumping 66 491.25
12 tariffs 44 295.45
15 protectionism 37 275.39
55 anti-subsidy 16 119.09
BEO6
5 anti-dumping 66 481.91
11 tariffs 44 321.28
17 protectionism 37 260.97
42 anti-subsidy 16 116.83
AmMEOG6
4 anti-dumping 66 457.92
12 tariffs 44 294.30
15 protectionism 37 254.78
41 anti-subsidy 16 116.96

Table 3.4 Additional query term selected based on keyness analysis of pilot

UKPEDC
Reference Corpus Rank  Type Freq LL
BNC2014 Business
7 subsidies a7 329.79
14 anti-dumping 31 228.48
15 tariffs 35 228.07
20 protectionism 26 191.63
BEO6
6 subsidies a7 307.11
10 tariffs 35 253.01
11 anti-dumping 31 224.09
17 protectionism 26 179.45
AmMEQG6
5 subsidies a7 294.95
10 tariffs 35 227.71
11 anti-dumping 31 204.22

15 protectionism 26 173.86
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Table 3.5 Additional query term selected based on keyness analysis of pilot

USPEDC
Reference Corpus Rank  Type Freqg LL
BNC2014 Business
4 tariffs 120 785.43
14 subsidies 42 273.34
36 anti-dumping 26 179.20
69 protectionism 17 117.17
BEO6
3 tariffs 120 810.26
18 subsidies 42 252.08
27 anti-dumping 26 175.55
53 protectionism 17 107.13
AmMEOG6
3 tariffs 120 776.15
14 subsidies 42 240.51
25 anti-dumping 26 152.48
45 protectionism 17 102.27

As was shown in Tabl-subs3 d¥y¥,06 kaputaddn @ ho b gt
top 50 list when BNC2014-Business used as reference corpus but within top
50 list when using the other two references corpora. Table 3.5 also shows
that keywor d Oprotectionismdéd was al so-out of
Business and BEO6 being used as reference corpora but within top 50 list
when using AmMEO6 as reference corpus. Key word 6 a+4subisi dy 6 and
Opr ot anmdt iwenllisslected as the additional query terms since they
are closely related to the topic of trade disputes. As shown in Table 3.3, 3.4
and 3.5, four key words having high relevance to the core query terms were
selected as my additional query terms: anti-subsidy/subsidies, tariffs, anti-
dumping and protectionism. Selection of additional query terms was also
supplemented by my subjective assessment of the relevance of candidate
guery terms to core query terms. After reading texts from three pilot corpora,
| also selected another two terms as additional query terms: market
economy status and trade imbalance. In brief, my additional query terms
were as follows:

anti-dumping OR anti-subsidy/subsidies OR protectionism/protectionist
OR tariff(s) OR market economy status OR trade imbalance

Once additional query terms were decided, | also used core query terms
Sino-EU, Sino-US, EU-US as the Agent to pair with each additional query
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term to collect texts in my corpora, for instance, Sino-EU, protectionism and

Sino-EU, anti-dumping. My three corpora consist of texts collected based on

two kinds of guery t erebsdes &nd blexis BK: A)e ws paper
using only core query terms; 2) using different combinations of core query

terms with additional query terms.

3.4 Pre-processing

Based on my sampling frame, core query terms and additional query terms, |
collected 2292 texts in which only headlines and the content of news were
included and information of authors and dates were excluded. Both
reportage and editorial including core and additional query terms were
collected in my corpora. After compilation of my corpora, | standardized
character encoding format and filename of them. Texts from each online
newspaper were stored with different character encoding systems. Without
pre-processing, some characters may be not recognizable by corpus
analysis tools. For instance, there were a few foreign characters such as
Gonzdez Duran tez or special symbols such as $, £ here and there in texts
from my corpora. These types of content in the texts may not be recognized
accurately by corpus analysis tools and may affect count of corpus size. A
standardized file-naming system was also needed so as to give each file a
unique identity and contributed to easy identification of files in the corpus.

3.4.1 Format Standardization

Each online newspaper has its own character encoding system. If there are
problems with its build-in character encoding format, some foreign
characters or special symbols may not be presented correctly in ASCII
character. Some can be recognized by eyes. For instance, some texts in
Financial Times cannot correctly present quotation mark, as shown in Figure
3.2. | solved these problems manually.

7 https:/fadvance.lexis.com
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= FINANCIAL TIMES myFT

The acrimony could be measured by the personal nature of the outbursts. One EU
official spoke of the ?level of aggression? shown towards the European side and likened
Richard Mills, the spokesman for Mr Zoellick, to a ?pit bull?. ?Commissioner
Mandelson is quite a skilled communicator,? a US official said. Yesterday the two
parties indicated their readiness to maintain a dialogue, with pre-conditions, after a
cooling-off period.

Figure 3.2 A screenshot of wrongly presented quotation mark in Financial
Times

There are also other problems caused by the build-in character
encoding format of each online newspaper, which is not recognized with
eyes in traditional text editors but only with software such as AntConc 3.5.8
( Anthony, 2019), Wmatrix 4 (Rayson, 2008) and Sublime Text 2.

@ O ] FT view Aug 6, 2017 US should tread carefully on China trade concerns

Naively, perhaps, the US and EU hoped at the time of China's accession to the World Trade
Organization in 2801 that as the Chinese economy developed, Beijing would relax its
insistence on technology transfer and regard those multinationals that have invested
heavxly in China as local aperator-.

which sets out large-scale import dub = = 5
foresees the elevation of national champieons at the expense of mult;nat;onals

Figure 3.3 A screenshot of text opened in traditional text editors

When | storedtexts i n pl aixt @,e xttihcharatterisicaling
format was stored as well. For instance, quotation marks in the example of
fiMad e i n Ch iwasacorr2ddy2ptesent when opened in traditional text
editors, as was shown in Figure 3.3. However, they cannot be recognized by
AntConc 3.5.8, as was shown in Figure 3.4.
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ﬁ Concordance Pio File View  Clusters/N-Grams  Collocates  Word Lis Keyword Lis
Concordance Hits 242

Hit KwWIC File
1 nism from the European side. ‘xA1\xB1 Her caution appeare FT view Apr
2 as a surprise to all of us. “xA1\xB1l The biggest factor FT view Apr
3 ati-globalisation sentiment, ‘xA1\xB1 the official said, FT view Apr
4 nave less to gain from TTIP, ‘xA1\xB1 says Christian Blut FT view Apr
5 «BOThank you, Mr. President! ‘xA1\xB1 FT view Jan
6 fastest rate seen since 2010 ~xALMxE], The implicati i
7 th Trump (AXA1\xBORight now! ‘xA1\xB1) to talk him out of
8 = 3
9 ne smaller and weaker party, ‘xA1\xE1 Mr Lee-Makiyama sai FT view Jan
10 «A1\xB@currency manipulator, “xA1\xB1 and said he would s FT view Feb
11 3 3 3 a Al PR o VN SV VY S ET 3
12 \XxA1\xB@Made in China 2025 ‘xA1\xB1l, which sets out lar FT view AugI
13 «A1\xBOIt breaks new ground, ‘xA1\xE1l says Chad Bown, a f FIBigread Oc
14 J to be an interesting case. ‘xA1\xB1 Barriers up Since FTBigread Oc
15 > this protectionist spiral, ‘xA1\xB1 says Simon Evenett, FTBigread Oc
16 neir products and not yours, ‘\xAl\xB1l he says. \xA1\xBOIt FTBigread Oc
Search Term Words Case Regex Search Window Size
WATWB1| Advanced 50 S

Start Stop Sort

Figure 3.4 A screenshot of non-ASCIl characters in concordance lines of

texts from Financial Times

Figure 3.4 shows that quotation marks in the example of i Ri @dwto
andiit Mad &€hii ma Wefedresented in non-ASCII characters \xA1\xBO
and \xA1\B1, which was due to non-compatibility between build-in character
encoding format of the online newspaper and AntConc 3.5.8. There were
also other non-ASCIl characters such as \xe2\x82\xac for pound and \xAO
for space, which affected the result of concordance analysis as was shown
in Figure 3.5. These problems cannot be solved manually but with the help
of Python. By running the codes written with Python in Figure 3.6, the non-
ASCII characters in the raw materials were replaced with right characters.

Concordance Hits 3

Hit KWIC File

1 ation in dealing with North Korea.\xA@ The signing of t FT Aug 14, ¢
2 I\xA1\xAFs backing on North Koreo.\xAB “xAl\xB@Given Tr FT Aug 14, ¢
3 2 to bring into line [North Korea],\xAl\xBl the China D¢ FT Aug 14, ¢

Figure 3.5 A screenshot of unwanted non-ASCII characters in concordance
lines



-70 -

f = open("Path™,"r")
filename - f.readline()

1:
filename:

fc = open(filename.
temp ().repl

*, "pound” )\

fu. e()
filename = f.readline()
f.close()

Figure 3.6 Codes written with python for replacing unrecognizable
characters in the raw materials

After replacing the unrecognizable characters, texts were presented
correctly in AntConc 3.5.8., as shown in Figure 3.7.

m Concordance Pio File View  Clusters/N-Grams  Collocates =~ Word Lis Keyword Lis
Concordance Hits 27

Hit KWIC File

2 e 3 T —————— ————————————— L ey
6 ndugtry blueprint called “ Made in China 2025”, which se FT \Jiew Aug
7 er, "MEUnMRITL e, Crteieised muue et 2023 us gty Fview Aug
8 bility it gained from its Made in China policy over the FT Mar 14, 2
9 it considered to have been made in China and is therefor FT Jun 7, 2€
10 g duties on leather shoes made in China and Vietnam. Mr FT Mar 7, Z
11 kitchen and office chairs made in China, but exclude th FT Mar 7, Z
12 ig duties on leather shoes made in China and Vietnam. Mr FT Mar 8, ¢
13 kitchen and office chairs made in China, but exclude th FT Mar 8, 2

14 i Union over leather shoes made in China and Vietnam. Ye FT Mar 9, 2¢

Figure 3.7 A screenshot of correctly presented characters in concordance
line after programming
When processing texts in Wmatrix 4, there was no problems with
presentation of quotation marks since they were omitted. However, there
were other non-ASCIl characters such as &l€gb;6and &rsqb;6 f or
brackets, as was shown in Figure 3.8. However, square brackets can be
correctly presented in AntConc 3.5.8, as was shown in Figure 3.9.

3 occurrences. Extend context
its co-operation in dealing with North Korea . The signing of the presidential 1 More | Full
on as he seeks Chinas backing on North Korea . Given Trumps transactional appr 2 More | Full
ailure to bring into line &lsgb; MNorth Korea G&rsgb; , the China Daily said . B 3 More | Full

Figure 3.8 A screenshot of presentation of square brackets in concordance
lines in Wmatrix 4

squar e
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Concordance Hits 3

Hit KWIC File

1 ation in dealing with North Korea.\xA® The signing of t FT Aug 14, ¢
2 IMXAI\xAFs backing on North Korea.\xA@ “xA1\xB@Given Tr FT Aug 14, Z
3 3 to bring into line [North Koreo],\xA1\xB1l the China Dc FT Aug 14, Z

Figure 3.9 A screenshot of presentation of square brackets in concordance
lines in AntConc 3.5.8

That is to say, when my corpora were processed in different software
packages, there may be different unrecognizable characters to be dealt with.
After a corpus was built, researchers should pre-processing the raw
materials in a corpus to make it suitable for data investigation. When |
skimmed the texts in my corpora to have better understanding of contexts to
help my metaphor identification in later stage, | used Sublime Text 2 to open
each text since all non-ASCII characters were recognizable with eyes in
Sublime Text 2, as shown in Figure 3.10. This software is an advanced text
editor designing for code, markup and prose. With the help of it, I also
corrected most non-ASCII characters manually.

Writing for the Financial Times, Wilbur Ross, Mr Trumni~s commerce secretary, accused Ching
strategic attack on i°American geniusi+ as part of a i“Madel in China 2025i+ plan targeting

artificial intelligence and autonomous vehicles.

Figure 3.10 A screenshot of presentation of non-ASCII characters in texts in
sublime text 2.

3.4.2 Filename Standardization

When naming each file, it was better not to copy the title directly from online
newspapers since it faced the same problem as was mentioned in Section
3.4.1. The build-in character encoding format was also stored in the name of
the file. That is, unrecognizable characters were also not avoidable when
putting files into programming tools to extract useful information from each
text or to generate path for each text, as was shown in Figure 3.11.
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B T-view Sep 6, 2016 The tide of globalisation s turning.txt

B FrBigread Apr 21, 2 mqg breaks through the political storm.txt

B FTLetter Aug 2, 2011App|y Keynesﬂ?senﬁibleFolution to the problem of global imbalances.bt
B FTLetter Jun 7857005 Political leaders must promote the Doha agenda.txt

FTLetter Nov 27,2014 Take the emotion out of the ISDS debate.txt
B FTLetter Sep 16, 2016 Time to take our fingers out of our ears on trade.txt

B FTLetter Sep 27, 2016 Charter for companies to impose their preferences.txt

8 FT_view Apr 13, 3017 Delights and perils of the global economic upswing .tk

B FT_view Dec 9, 2009 One easy way to start a trade war.bxt

FT view Dec 11,2016 _How should we compensate the losers from globalisation_txt
a FT view Feb 7, 2014 £itEast track®i?is| slow route to a trade deal txt

B FT_view Jan mﬂnder siegetxt

B FT_view Mar20; Tee steps 10 stop nnancial collapse.be

B FT_view May 17, 2017 Rumours of the death of globalisation are greatly exaggerated.txt

FT view Sep 2, 2012 Avoiding collisions over global trade .txt

Figure 3.11 A screenshot of non-ASCII characters in titles of texts

To solve this problem, scholars such as Oakey (2008) used a digital
numbers file-naming system. | also used a file-naming system with digital
numbers representing newspaper name, reportage/editorial, countries
involving in the trade disputes and fields of trade disputes. This digital
number can be generated automatically as long as the path to each text in
the corpus was available. Before giving each text a name with digital
numbers, the path of each text was needed. As long as each text was
categorized into corresponding sub-corpus and useful information such as
publication dates were tagged standardly in each text, the path of each text
can be generated automatically by programming. For instance, during
corpus building, | put information such as the title, date, year and
authors/sources of the news in angle bracket in the first line of each file, for
example, < Aug 28, 2016 Trump campaign benefits from criticism of trade
imbalances by Wilbur Ross>. An example of path of each file generated
automatically was shown in Figure 3.12.

Final_Corpus/China Daily Corpus/China Daily-Editorial/EU-US/General/CD_view Dec 13, 2016 US and EU may resort to more trade battles.txt
Final_Corpus/China Daily Corpus/China Daily-Editorial/Global/General/CD_view Jul 6, 2017 Globalization without discontents.txt

Final_Corpus/China Daily Corpus/China Daily-Editorial/Global/General/CD_view Jul 7, 2017 Dispelling uncertainties clouding global trade a great but hard 4
Final _Corpus/China Daily Corpus/China Daily-Editorial/Global/General/CD_view Mar 29, 2017 Free trade a way to promote global prosperity.txt

Final_Corpus/China Daily Corpus/China Daily-Editorial/Global/General/CD_view Mar 29, 2017 Globalization Not over, but at crossroads.txt
Final_Corpus/China Daily Corpus/China Daily-Editorial/Global/General/CD_view Nov 5, 2016 Beijing should play bigger role in global rule making.txt
Final_Corpus/China Daily Corpus/China Daily-Editorial/Global/General/CD_view Oct 16, 2817 China determined to keep globalization going.txt
Final_Corpus/China Daily Corpus/China Daily-Editorial/Global/General/CD_view Sep 19, 2017 How to win the war over trade.txt

Figure 3.12 A screenshot of automatically generated path of each file in my
corpora
After path of each text was generated, newspaper names,
reportage/editorial, countries involving in trade disputes and fields of trade
disputes were then replaced by certain digital numbers. To give each text a
unique identity, | set the following file-naming rules, as shown in Table 3.6.
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This table shows that there are seven pieces of information in the name of
each text.

Table 3.6 Seven pieces of information in the name of each text

Seven pieces of information Digital number rules

15t piece of information: text order from 0001 to 2292

2" piece of information: from 01 to 08:

newspaper name China Daily, Global Times,

Peopl asFinddcial Times,
Guardian, Times, New York
Times, and Wall Street Journal

3" piece of information: from 01 to 02:
newspaper type editorial and reportage
4 piece of information: from 01 to 05:

countries involving in the trade disputes Global, Sino-EU, Sino-EU-US,
Sino-US, EU-US

5t piece of information: from 01 to 53:

the fields that trade disputes taking General, Market Economy Status,
place Shoes etc. More details are given
in Appendix A.2

6" piece of information: from 2001 to 2017

the year when the piece of news was

published

7t piece of information: from 00 to 21

sources of the news originally produced, AFP,

Agencies etc. More details are
given in Appendix A.3

Table 3.6 shows that the sources of news are also included in the name
of each text. This information is important in studying how metaphor is used
to construct an issue in popular economic discourse. When the piece of
news was reproduced from other sources, the metaphor used may also
reflect the stance of other sources.
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0001_01_01_05_01_2016_00.txt
0002_01_01_01_01_2017_15.txt
0003_01_01_01_01_2017_15.txt
0004_01_01_01_01_2017_00.txt
0005_01_01_01_01_2017_00.txt
0006_01_01_01_01_2016_00.txt
0007_01_01_01_01_2017_00.txt
0008_01_01_01_01_2017_00.txt
0009_01_01_02_01_2012_00.txt
0010_01_01_02_01_2016_00.txt
0011_01_01_02_01_2011_00.txt
0012_01_01_02_01_2016_00.txt
0013_01_01_02_01_2013_00.txt
0014_01_01_02_01_2011_00.txt
0015_01_01_02_01_2014_00.txt
0016_01_01_02_01_2017_00.txt
0017_01_01_02_01_2002_00.txt
0018_01_01_02_01_2013_00.txt
0019_01_01_02_01_2017_00.txt
0020_01_01_02_01_2013_00.txt

L e e e el e e e e e e el ] N e

Figure 3.13 A screenshot of texts in my corpora with unique digital number
file names
Based on file-naming rules in Table 3.6, each text had a unique identity,
as shown in Figure 3.13.

3.5 Description of My Corpora

3.5.1 Corpus Size and Representativeness

| built my three corpora with 1.3 million words in total. Brezina (2018) writes
that different tools such as Sketch Engine, LancsBox, AntConc count tokens
differently in terms of the way they define tokens and their treatment of
punctuation, hyphenated words, clitic and other non-letters. The default
definition of tokens in AntConc (Anthony, 2019) only treats letters as words.
Other non-letters such as numbers, punctuations are not calculated when
totalling tokens up. Hyphenated words such as low-cost and clitic such as
Ch i naedcpunted as two tokens in AntConc. LancsBox treats tokens as
running words and does not calculate punctuations when totalling tokens up
(Brezina, 2018). LancsBox counts each letter or number separated by space
or punctuation as one token (Brezina, 2018). Sketch Engine (Kilgarriff et al.,
2014) counts both words and non-words which start with non-letter as
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tokens. Brezina (2018) writes that when reporting exact token counts,
researchers should also report the tool used to calculate the tokens. | used
Sketch Engine (Kilgarriff et al., 2014) to count words of my corpora. Details
about quantitative information of three corpora are shown in Table 3.7. This
table shows that average text length of USPEDC is much longer than that of
the other two corpora which share similar average text length. This table
also shows that the number of words in CPEDC and UKPEDC is quite
similar and is more than twice larger than that in USPEDC.

Table 3.7 Quantitative information of three corpora

Corpus name Date range Number  Number of Avg text
of texts words length

Chinese Popular Economic Nov 2001-Dec 1075 537,644 514

Discourse Corpus (CPEDC) 2017

UK Popular Economic Nov 2001-Dec 941 536,436 582

Discourse Corpus (UKPEDC) 2017

us Popular Economic Nov 2001-Dec 276 222,721 831

Discourse Corpus (USPEDC) 2017

Total 2292 1,296,801

The number of news reports published per annum in each corpus is
given in Figure 3.14. This figure shows that the number of texts on the topic
of Sino-EU/US trade disputes in CPEDC dramatically increased after 2008.
For instance, a large number of texts were on the topic of Sino-EU solar
panel disputes published in 2013 and a number of texts on increasing
protectionism, Ch i % anérket economy status and Sino-US/EU trade
disputes published in 2016 and 2017. This figure also shows that there was
a very large number of texts published in 2005 in UKPEDC. Most texts
published in 2005 were on the topic of Sino-EU/US textile trade disputes.
Figure 3.14 also shows that the number of texts published after 2008 in
three corpora shares similar increasing and decreasing tendency. For
instance, the number of news reports published in 2015 was rather small but
increased dramatically in 2016, especially for CPEDC and UKPEDC.
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=== CPEDC e |USPEDC e===UKPEDC
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Figure 3.14 The number of news reports published per annum in each
corpus between 2001 and 2017

Each of my corpora comprises two types of texts: reportage and
editorial. Reportage focuses on reporting fact about news while editorial
focuses on commenting on or reviewing the news. Figure 3.15 shows the
number of texts and tokens of reportage and editorial in each corpus, which
is the results calculated by AntConc 3.5.8. Figure 3.15 shows that the
number and tokens of editorial in each corpus were much lower than those
of reportage.

34590 194865

79929

70286
I L l 4i5 I I

CPEDC-E CPEDC-R UKPEDC-E UKPEDC-R USPEDC-E USPEDC-R

stokens mNo. of text

Figure 3.15 The number of texts and tokens of reportage and editorial in
each corpus



-77 -

16.00%

14.00% 14.77%

12.00%

10.00% 10.89%
8.00%
6.00%

5.63%
4.00% °

0.00% Jd

MCPEDC-E WCPEDC-R WUKPEDC-E MUKPEDC-R WMUSPEDC-E WUSPEDC-R

Figure 3.16 Type-token ratio (TTR) of reportage and editorial in each corpus

Figure 3.16 compares the Type-Token Ratio (TTR) of reportage and
editorial in each corpus. This figure shows that TTR of reportage in each
corpus is much lower than that of editorial, which indicates that reportage
has less lexical variations than editorial. Both the TTR of reportage and that
of editorial of CPEDC are the lowest among three corpora. This figure also
shows that both the TTR of reportage and that of editorial of USPEDC are
about one time higher than that of reportage and editorial in CPEDC. That is,
lexical variations of reportage and editorial were slightly smaller in CPEDC
than in UKPEDC and much smaller in CPEDC than in USPEDC.

As is mentioned in Section 3.1.2, the representativeness of a
specialized corpus can be measured by saturation at lexical level (McEnery
and Wilson, 2001). To measure the saturation of my corpora, CPEDC and
UKPEDC were first divided into five segments with equal-sized tokens.
USPEDC was divided into four equal-sized segments since it has much less
tokens. Then | calculated Type-Token Ratio of each segment with the help
of AntConc 3.5.8, as in Figure 3.17.
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e CPEDC === UKPEDC USPEDC
0.14
o1 0.112 0.114 0.117 0.115
0.1
o, 0.08 0.083 = 0,081 0.079 0.08 0.081
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Segment 1 Segment 1,2  Segment1,2,3 Segment 1,234 Segment
1,23,4,5

Figure 3.17 Type-token ratio of each addition of a new segment in three
corpora
Figure 3.17 shows that three curves of type/token ratio in each corpus
are asymptotic. That is, the curve of lexical growth is flattening out with each
addition of a new segment in three corpora, which indicates that three
corpora are saturated at lexical level.

3.5.2 Corpus Sources

With regard to sources of my corpus, | am not interested in individual writer
information since | don't study individual stance. Baker (2006, p.72) writes
t hat i @9 weithiro newspapers are usually the result of collaboration
between multiple contrib ut or s 0 . | newsadports do ,not delong to an
individual author. Information about sources of each text in my corpora is
important for my conclusion of metaphor use by different newspapers. For
instance, a piece of news may come from Reuters and be reproduced with
slight differences by Financial Times. The conclusion | can make is whether
metaphors are regarded as acceptable by Financial Times.

In UKPEDC, more than 90% of texts were originally produced by
Financial Times (only 1 text from Reuters) and Times (2 texts from
Agencies). There were 88% of texts originally produced by Guardian with 5
texts from Reuters, 2 texts from Associated Press, 8 texts from Observer
and 9 texts from Guardian and Agencies. In USPEDC, all texts in Wall Street
Journal were originally produced and more than 90% of texts in New York
Times were originally produced with 2 texts from Associated Press, 3 texts
from Bloomberg News and 11 texts from Reuters. There were 58% of texts



-79 -

from China Daily originally produced and 41% of text from Xinhua Agency.
There were only 27.4 % of texts from Pe o p | e 0 srigifaly iproduced.
40.7% of them overlapped with those from China Daily and 6.7% of them
overlapped with Global Times. There were also another 25.2% of them from
Xinhua Agency.
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Figure 3.18 Sources of texts from Global Times

Figure 3.18 shows that texts from Global Times had a wider range of
sources. This figure shows that 66% of texts were originally produced in
Global Times and 28.7% of texts were from Xinhua Agency. This figure also
shows 5.3% of texts were from other sources.

3.6 Corpus Analysis

3.6.1 Frequency and Dispersion

Scholars such as Brezina (2018), Gries (2008) and Egbert et al. (2020)
criticize the only use of frequency as an indicator of awordé s | mp onrat anc e
corpus. Brezina (2018) writes that the frequency of a word may be
misleading due to what Kilgariff (1997) calls whelk problem which means the
distribution of a word is severely skewed in a corpus. Dispersion is claimed
to be a better indicator of a wordd $mportance in a corpus (Brezina, 2018;
Egbert et al., 2020; Gries, 2008). Egbert et al. (2020) write that there are
already a number of dispersion measures available to calculate the
distribution of a word or phrase throughout the parts of corpus, for instance,
Deviation of Proportions (Gries, 2008) and Da (Burch et al., 2017). They
claim that Deviation of Proportions (DP) measures the distribution of a word
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across arbitrary and equal-sized corpus parts while Da (Burch et al., 2017)
measures the distribution of a word across linguistically meaningful corpus
parts such as texts and registers since Da can also be used to calculate
distribution of a word in unequal-sized corpus parts. In this research, DP is
used to measure the importance of the search terms that | am interested in
across arbitrary and equal-sized corpus parts. The formula for DP proposed
by Gries (2008) is as follows:

1 n
DP = 5 |E -0,
i=1

In this formula, n refers to the total number of equal-sized corpus parts. E;
refers to expected proportions of a word or phrase in the i " equal-sized
corpus parts. 0, refers to observed proportions of a word or phrase in the i ™
equal-sized corpus parts. DP is half of the sum of absolute value of
differences between E; and 0, of each equal-sized corpus part. The value of
DP is between 0 and 1, with 1 indicating extremely uneven distribution of a
word or phrase and 0 perfectly even distribution (Gries, 2008; Brezina, 2018).

3.6.2 Collocation and Semantic Prosody

In corpus linguistics, the word collocation can be understood by following a
statistical approach or a non-statistical approach (Main, 2017; Sardinha,
2006; Sinclair, 1991; Xiao and McEnery, 2006). A non-statistical approach to
collocation was taken by scholars such as Firth (1968), Sardinha (2006) and
Sinclair (1991). For instance, Sinclair (1991, p.170) writes that fiCollocation is
the occurrence of two or more words within a short space of each other in a
texta McEnery and Hardie (2012, p.126) understand this non-statistical
approach as frollocation-via-concordanceq which means that researchers
can observe collocation behaviours of lexis by manually scanning each
concordance line of the lexis. A statistical approach to collocation was taken
by scholars such as Hoey (1991), Hunston (2002) and Odeefe et al. (2007).
For instance, Hunston (2002, p.12) writes that ftollocation is the statistical
tendency of words to co-occurd That is, the co-occurrence of lexis is
observed at level of statistical significance rather than being expected due to
chance (Hoey, 1991; McEnery and Hardie, 2012; Sardinha, 2006; Xiao and
McEnery, 2006). There are a number of association measures used to
measure different collocation relationship between a node and a collocate in
specified span (Brezina, 2018; Hunston, 2002; Xiao and McEnery, 2006).
For instance, Hunston (2002, p.73) writes that fMI-score is a measure of
strength of collocation; t-score is a measure of certainty of collocationa She
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writes that fMI-score measures the amount of non-randomness present
when two words co-occuro (p.71). T-score is the certainty with which we can
argue that there is an association between the words (Kilgarriff et al., 2014).
The non-statistical definition of collocation is adopted in this research since
what seems to be more important for this research is to preserve as much
data on the evaluative slant of linguistic metaphors as node words as
possible, rather than filtering out data because they are non-statistical
relevance (Main, 2017; Sardinha, 2006). Thus, when using concordance
lines to observe evaluative collocates of node words, there is no need for the
collocates to be statistically significant (Main, 2018).

Xiao and McEnery (2006, p.105) write that fithe collocation meaning
arising from the interaction between a given node and its typical collocates
might be referred to as semantic prosodyo (italics in original). Although there
are different views on the way the concept of semantic prosody is used in
corpus linguistics (Hunston, 2007; Main, 2017), Xiao and McEnery (2006)
understand semantic prosody as a feature of the node word which can be
both individual words such as cause and phrases such as set in. They claim
that fif a word has typical collocates with an affective meaning, it may take
on that affective meaning even when used with atypical collocateso (p.107).
That is, semantic prosody of a node word observed in a set of concordance
lines may transfer from one context to another (Hunston, 2007).

In this research, linguistic metaphors as node words are said to have a
negative, positive or neutral semantic prosody if their frequent co-occurrence
of collocates are observed to express a particular evaluative meaning in a
set of concordance lines in BNC (1994). When there are more than 200
citations of the given node word in BNC (1994), | usually check its semantic
prosody in 200 randomly sampled concordance lines. When there are less
than 200 citations of the given node word, | check its semantic prosody in all
the citations. Main (2017, p.48) writes ffor a collocate to be considered
evidence of semantic prosody, a clearly observable close syntactic
relationship is requireda For instance, in the example fsuch failures can
cause. However, one difficulty theq he writes that failures is collocational
evidence of negative semantic prosody of cause but difficulty is not (p.48).
Regarding window span of collocates, he decides a 4:4 span to check
evaluative collocates of given node words via concordance analysis.
However, he also examines collocates in much larger spans in some cases
as he explains that fvarying span sizes are primarily employed to allow for
observation of antecedents of pronoun subjects and referents of general
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nouns, as well as structurally complex collocateso (p.27). In this research, |
follow the way Main (2017) observes collocates which has clear syntactic
relationship with the give node words and within a 4:4 span or even larger
span if necessary in concordance lines as evidence to examine evaluative
nature of the linguistic metaphors suggesting systematic metaphor.

3.7 Summary

To be concluded, in this chapter | justified the need of compiling my own
corpora and explained the process of my corpus design and construction. |
justified the need of compiling my own corpora by reviewing nine off-the-peg
business/economy-related corpora in terms of corpus representativeness. |
then explained the way | made decisions on newspapers to be included as
my sampling frame and additional query terms. My corpus construction
started with external criteria such as the topic and genre | was interested in.
Based on the external criteria, | built my three pilot corpora by collecting
texts with core query terms such as Sino-EU trade disputes from 8
newspapers. | then conducted keyness analysis to identify keywords related
to trade disputes in my pilot corpora in reference to three corpora BNC2014
Business, BEO6 and AmEQ6. The keyness analysis supported my decisions
on additional query terms that were used as internal criteria for my formal
corpus construction. After compiling my corpora, | also standardized their
format to avoid the distraction of erroneous formats of foreign characters,
special symbols and punctuations in concordance and collocation analysis in
corpus analysis tools. Finally, | introduced corpus size, representativeness
and sources of my corpora. | also added some brief discussions on two
indicators of awor d 6 s ncempa corpws and two important concepts
collocation and semantic prosody in corpus linguistics to explain the way |
examine evaluative nature of the linguistic metaphors suggesting systematic
metaphor and metaphoreme in my data.



-83 -

Chapter 4 Metaphor Identification and Annotation in Corpus

Identifying metaphors in discourse data is the basis for metaphor-led
discourse analysis (Cameron, 2010b). That is, metaphor identification is the
first step for later investigation of metaphor use from corpus-linguistic
approach or discourse approach or both. In this chapter, | discuss how
metaphors are identified in my corpora. First, | compare MIP and MIPVU in
terms of their theoretical perspectives and operationalization of key notions.
Second, | discuss metaphor identification within discourse dynamics
framework for metaphor and explain the metaphor identification approach |
used in my study. Third, | review methodological issues on metaphor
annotation in terms of corpus and computational perspectives. Finally, |
discuss how previous studies used Wmatrix (Rayson, 2008) to assist
metaphor annotation in their corpus.

4.1 Metaphor Identification Approaches: MIP & MIPVU

4.1.1 Theoretical Perspectives of MIP and MIPVU

Steen (2017) compares two metaphor identification approaches MIP
(Pragglejaz Group, 2007) and MIPVU (Steen et al., 2010) in terms of their
theoretical perspectives on the relation between metaphor and language. He
notes that to clarify the relation between metaphor and language, three
distinctions can be made:1) treating metaphor as system or usage; 2)
treating metaphor as language or thought; 3) treating metaphor in language
as a sign or behaviour. He claims that decisions made on each perspective
may influence operationalization of different notions in metaphor
identification.

In terms of system or usage perspective, Steen (2017) argues that MIP
(Pragglejaz Group, 2007) understands language as a matter of system and
regards metaphor as a construction in the language system which is the
result of interaction and variation over diachronic, geographical or social
factors. Thus, etymology is one possible factor in identifying basic meaning
of a lexical unit in MIP (Pragglejaz Group, 2007). For instance, Steen (2017)
writes that if taking etymology into consideration, the word fervent with
contextual meaning of an emotional sense (intense) has a basic meaning of
a temperature sense (hot) and is identified as metaphor. He adds that
following MIPVU, however, historical temperature sense (hot) of the word
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fervent cannot be its basic meaning. He claims that MIPVU (Steen et al.,
2010) understands metaphor from usage perspective and focuses on word
use in context without taking etymology into consideration.

In terms of perspectives on metaphor as language or thought, Steen
(2017, p.137) claims that MIP takes a linguistic approach and MIPVU takes
a conceptual approach. He writes that the focus of MIP is identifying
linguistic metaphors. In contrast, MIPVU claims to take linguistic metaphor
identification as the first step (Steen et al., 2010; Steen,2017). The focus of
MIPVU is identifying conceptual metaphors realized by linguistic metaphors
(Steen et al., 2010).

In terms of perspectives on metaphor in language as a sign or
behaviour, Steen (2017) claims that both MIP that focuses on forms and
meaning of linguistic metaphor and MIPVU that identifies conceptual
metaphors through linguistic metaphors take a sign-oriented approach. He
writes that both metaphor identification approaches study metaphor in
language as symbolic systems. He adds that a sign-oriented perspective
invol ves A t -grammaticalx strectore and function that has been
abstracted away from psychological or social processes by lingui s tpsl®7). (
For instance, Steen (2007) writes that when conceptual mapping of
metaphor in usage are approached from a sign-oriented perspective,
researchers investigate how conceptual structures pair with linguistic forms
to be metaphorical. He also writes that when linguistic form and meaning of
metaphor in usage are approached from a sign-oriented perspective,
researchers investigate how linguistic form and meaning pair to be
metaphorical.

4.1.2 Operationalization of Key Notions of MIP and MIPVU

This section turns to compare operational criteria of MIP and MIPVU, which
relates to theissuesof At he degr ee hod perxgpdd o rtende s(sS tod
2017, p.142; Veale et al., 2016). Steen et al. (2010, p.12) write that
Ainguistic expressions of underlying cross-domain mapping can be found at
many levels of linguistic organizationo such as morphology and syntax but
fthe most popular level in metaphor research is the level of the words, or
lexical unita The unit of analysis of my study is also at the level of lexical
units. Steen (2017) claims that both MIP and MIPVU take an inductive
approach, which means that both of them start from examining language use
that can be identified as indirect and incongruous in context without
assumptions about pre-existing cross-domain mapping. In this section, |
discuss operational criteria of identifying linguistic metaphors without
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assumptions of pre-existing cross-domain mapping. In this section, |
compare operationalization of three key notions in MIP and MIPVU: sense
inventories, lexical units, and indirectness and incongruity. Specific
procedures of MIP and MIPVU refer to Appendix B.1 and Appendix B.2.

The first issue is operationalization of selection and use of sense
inventories in MIP and MIPVU. Dictionaries are used in both MIP and MIPVU.
Pasma (2012, p.70) writes that researchers should make decisions on
i ssues such as faailade (like dicdonanes antl cogbra),
and lexico-grammatical properties that need additional classification and
exemplificati o n sooder itorapply selected metaphor identification method in
a consistent and replicable way. With regard to choices of tools used in
metaphor identification, Deignan (2015a, p.145) writes thatii t h e wiaydo¢ a |
determining basic meaning is by analysis of concordance citations sampled
from an appropriate cor pus 0. Hshev alsoeadds t h a't Amet aphor
analysts might not have the time, training or inclination to carry out a
concordance analysis for themselveso (p.151). Thus, she writes that fa
dictionary developed on corpus principles is a good alternative to using
corpus data directlyo (p.145). Krennmayr (2008, p.113) also writes that
Anistead of relying on intuition, using dictionaries serving as a norm of
reference makes identification metaphor more re | i a Dorsktaad Reijnierse
(2015) add that choice of different dictionaries such as native speaker®
dictionaries and learner® dictionaries leads to different results in identified
metaphors. Different dictionaries may give different results on categories of a
multiword expression, which can lead to different results of unit of analysis.
Both kinds of dictionaries are used in MIP and MIPVU but the dictionaries
selected are slightly different. Within MIP, two dictionaries are selected as
external sense inventories. Pragglejaz Group (2007, p.16) suggest that
researchers can refer to Macmillan English Dictionary for Advanced
Learners (MEDAL; Rundell and Fox, 2002) since it is fa corpus dictionary
based on a fairly recent corpus of contemporary English 0 Pragglejaz Group
(2007, p.16) also suggest the use of the Shorter Oxford English Dictionary
on Historical Principles (SOEDHP; Little et al, 1973) as Naenmyppl em
information fo r et y mbliPWJg (Bteen et al., 2010) uses Longman
Dictionary of Contemporary English® as a second external inventory for
checking difficulty cases that are not straightforward by using MEDAL alone.
When a decision could not be made after using the two contemporary

8 Online available freely at https://www.ldoceonline.com/
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dictionaries, a third dictionary Oxford English Dictionary (OED) is used in
MIPVU (Steen et al.2010).

Metaphor scholars, either following MIP or MIPVU, use dictionaries to
help determine boundaries of lexical units, establish contextual meaning and
basic meaning of a lexical unit to ensure consistency and replicability
(Deignan, 2015a; Krennmayr, 2008; Pragglejaz Group, 2007; Steen et al.
2010). However, Dorst and Reijnierse (2015, p.142) write that fthe dictionary
only gives us definitions, not decisionsa Dorst et al. (2013) give specific
guidelines of using dictionaries to establish basic meanings of three groups
of problematic cases describing chemical process, colours and concrete
objects. Following MIPVU, Dorst et al. (2013) prefer a human-oriented sense
over non-human sense when establishing basic meanings of lexical units.
They write that a concrete and human-oriented sense in dictionaries is the
most ideal choice for establishing a more basic meaning. However,
language is so complex that no one-size-fits-all rules are available to
establish basic meaning. For instance, they find that although there is a
human-oriented and concrete sense of freactd a non-human and concrete
s e n s e reastd is @stablished as the basic meaning since there is a
mapping between psychological reaction and chemical process (p.89).
Despite the human-oriented approach, they write that concreteness is also
important in establishing basic meanings of lexical units. They add that the
process of establishing basic meaning should not be independent of
establishing the contextual meaning since systematic mapping between two
meanings is very important. Veale et al. (2016, p.59) alsoclaimt hat HfAsense
identification was viewed as a responsibility of the annotators that did not
demand an adherence to external sense i nventor i esnie. That
extent, annotators can have their own understanding of readersé uitiont
about the sense for a given word/expression (Veale et al., 2016). Veale et al.
(2016, p. 59) write that although these may lead to additional subjectivity,
annotat or s 0 canwangieutmet not si d eemmonly ypercBived

sense rather than those that are theoretical | y avail abl eo. For
explain this advantage using attitude in the exampl eHis hegative attitude
toward the new employee surprised med ( p . 5 9 }te.thatbdsedyon wr i

the senses of attitude in MEDA L , sense 3n o6otfh ey opuansbebt oi doy 6
basic meaning of attitude in this example so attitude is identified as a
metaphor. However, they write that this basic meaning as contemporary
usage may surprise annotators. In this case, annotators can refer to large-
sized corpora such as COCA and BNC (1994) to confirm their intuition. Thus,
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it is important to explicitly explain what external sense inventories are used
and how they are used either following MIP or MIPVU or adapt them.

Second, different interpretations of lexical units lead to quite different
operational criteria in identifying metaphors. Following MIP, researchers
interpret lexical units as lemmas as Pragglejaz Group (2007, p.15) write that
lexical units ar e sihgld Headwords in dictionaryd and wor d
lexical units are ignored. For instance, following MIP, Pragglejaz Group
(2007, p.28) write that squirrel as a verb in the example fHe squirreled away
their savings0 i s i dent i fphoe sinceackar knk bateéea the

meanings of squirrel as a verb and as a noun is assumed for many speakers.

Nacey (2013) adds that squirrel as a verb is identified as a metaphor not
because there is any tension between its basic and contextual meaning but
because it has squirrel as a noun as its etymology. In contrast, MIPVU views
lexical units as word classes. Steen et al. (2010, p.16) write that MIPVU
operationalizes lexical units as word classes because fword classes have
the closest connections with conceptual and referential classes like entities,
processes, and attributesa For example, they write that MIPVU makes
distinctions between dog as noun and dog as verb since the referent of dog
as an animal is different from dog as a typical human action. Following
MIPVU, dog as noun cannot not be the basic meaning of dog as verb so dog
as verb is a non-metaphorical-related word.

As well as different decisions on lexical units, MIP and MIPVU also have
different decisions on the boundaries of multi-word units. Veale et al. (2016,
p.57) write t h a tferefitdliecitions regarding the identification of lexical units
can lead to serious disagre e me.mhece are no problems in deciding lexical
units of single orthographic words but problems arise in making decisions on

multiword expressionsdu e t o tréwriressb a ( WWr ay , ,200D0 B.;

24) of multiword expressions. That is to say, the formation of some multiword
expressions cannot be easily explained by grammatical rules (Wray, 2008).
Pragglejaz Group (2007, p.26) write that i i flti-ward umit can be
semantically decomposed, then we considered each component word as a
lexical unit; otherwise, we considered the multi-word item as a single lexical
unitd They discuss their treatment of decomposability of polyword, phrasal
verb, idioms, fixed collocations and proper names. Nattinger and DeCarrico
(1992, p.38) write that polywords such as of course as short phrases fidre]
continuous and allow no variabilityd . usT following MIP polywords are
treated as a single lexical unit (Pragglejaz Group, 2007). Pragglejaz Group

(2007) write that phrasal verbs in most cases are treated as a single lexical

cl asses

Ron
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unit. They explain t h aphrasél verbs are] not the semantic sum of their
pairs [and] cannot be decomposed without loss of meaningo (p.26). Although
some exceptional cases such as eat up, give it up are observed, they write
that these separable examples are just a small set in phrasal verbs. They
also write that most of idioms, to some extent, are semantically
decomposable for speakers. For instance, they claim that people can find
metaphoricity in separate components spill and beans in the example of spill
the beans. MIPVUG s é€n&ttak 2010) understanding of decomposability of
idioms is consistent with that of MIP (Pragglejaz Group, 2007). MIPVU also
treats each component of an idiom as a single unit (Steen et al. 2010). With
regard to fix collocations, Pragglejaz Group (2007) write t h alhte degree of
collocation between any two or more words can range from completely fixed,
through semi-fixed, to insignificant statist i ¢ ap.27)y dbhey regard fixed
collocations as semantically decomposable since they claim that
A ¢ ccatibne have no requirement of semantic opacit y With regard to
proper names, they suggest treating them as a single lexical unit.

Steen (2017, p.148) clams t hat based on MI P, AMI PVU
of the operational criteria that were left undecided in M| When making
decisions on boundaries of lexical units, Steen et al. (2010) follows most
Part Of Speech annotation rules in BNC (1994) since they uses BNC baby
that was sampled from BNC (1994) as their corpus. Following MIPVU, all
words with an independent POS tag in BNC baby is treated as separate
lexical units. BNC has its own special POS tagging rules® for multi-word units.
For instance, when two or more words are given a single word class tag,
they are multi-word units that are tagged with an additional XML element
(<mw>) and treated as a single lexical unit. For instance, polyword of course
is given the tag of multiword adverbs <mw c¢5= fAV00 > nd a&ach individual
word also receives its POS tag. Steen et al. (2010) modify POS tags of
phrasal verbs, some compounds, and some proper names in their corpus.
Phrasal verbs are not treated as a single lexical unit in BNC and each
phrasal verb receives an independent verb tag following an AVP tag
(adverbial particle) (Steen et al., 2010). However, Steen et al. (2010, p.28)
write t h aasal veqpdhfunction as linguistic units designating one action,
process, state or relation in the referential dimension o f t he discoursebo
they are treated as a single lexical unit like polywords. To give phrasal verb
the right POS tag, Steen et al. (2010) also make distinctions among phrasal

9 Wordclass Tagging in BNC XML at
http://www.natcorp.ox.ac.uk/docs/URG/posguide.html#guidelines
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verbs, prepositional verb and freely combining of Verb + Particle sequences.
There is no distinction between phrasal verbs and prepositional verb in the
three dictionaries used by MIPVU (Steen et al., 2010). However, they write
that BNC codes distinguish between phrasal verbs (Verb + AVP code e.g.
take off) and prepositional verb (Verb + PRP code e.g. look at). They follow
the BNC codes and treat lexical units coded as prepositional verb as
separable units and those coded as phrasal verb as a single unit. They also
summarize some criteria that can be applied to make distinctions between
phrasal verb and prepositional verb in the dictionaries as follows.

In prepositional verbs:

-The preposition and following noun can be moved to the front of
the sentence, which is not possible with phrasal verb particles
(e.g. Up into the sky she looked but not *Up information she
looked).

-An adverb can be inserted before the preposition (e.g. She ran
quickly down the hill but *She ran viciously down her best
friends).

-The preposition can be moved to the front of a wh-word (e.g.
Up which hill did he run? but not *Up which bill did he run?)

In phrasal verbs:

-The adverbial particle can be placed before or after the noun
phrase acting as objective of the verb, which is not possible for
the prepositional verbs (e.g. She looked the information up but
not * She looked his face at).

-If the noun phrase is replaced by a pronoun, the pronoun has to
be placed in front of the particle (e.g. The dentist took all my
teeth out > The dentist took them out but not She went through
the gate >* She went it through).

Steen et al. (2010, p.30)

The three rules above ( fofnrt i Badygebb;insefitiono ; fewglestionso )
to exclude phrasal verbs from prepositional verbs are part of the seven tests
of throw-out approach to phrasal verb proposal by Darwin and Gray (1999,
pp.78-80). Darwin and Gray (1999) suggest a throw-out approach which
assumes all verbal + particle combinations as potential phrasal verbs. Only
after tests which suggest the verbal + particle combination as prepositional
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verbs should the combination be excluded from phrasal verbs. For instance,
after comparing two example fUp into the sky she looked atd n a Uphi
information she lookedo Steen et al. (2010, p.30) find that more flexibility of
preposition in syntactic behaviour of verb + particle combination can help to
rule out phrasal verbs. This throw-out approach is relatively straightforward
and can be followed to make distinctions phrasal verbs and prepositional
verbs to decide lexical units.

With regard to compounds, Steen et al. (2010) write that they consist of
threet ypes: fas o0ne henateddvordspasd als Wwo sepayaie
wordso(p.30). Compounds as one word or as two hyphenated words receive
only one POS tag in BNC. However, Veale et al. (2016) write that the
number of POS tags is not necessarily equal to that of lexical units. Steen et
al. (2010) suggest that those compounds which are not listed in the
dictionaries are novel formation of two words with hyphen and should be
treated as two lexical units. For compounds as two separate words, they
refer t oa tefl-tale signal for metaphor identificat i o n electedndict®naries
(p.31). For instance, they write that ' n u ¢ | e a r with phe primary stress
on the second word and secondary stress on the first word is regarded as
two separable lexical units each with its own POS tag in their corpus. They
adds that examples such as “powerr plant that displays a reversed stress
pattern are treated as a single lexical. However, dictionary only gives
stressing pattern of a small numbers of compounds so it is problematic to
decide the decomposability of compounds as separate words following the
tell-tale signal in dictionaries.

As is mentioned in previous section, Pragglejaz Group (2007) treat
proper names as a single lexical unit. However, Steen et al. (2010) follow a
different practice. They treat proper names as separate units since each
component of proper names has a POS tag in BNC. For instance, New York
is regarded as two lexical units following MIPVU but a single lexical unit in
MIP. | follow the practice of MIP since proper names are also not semantic
sum of each component and are not decomposable.

Another important issue is the operational criterion for metaphor as
findirectness by similarityo (Steen et al., 2010, p.15). Steen et al. (2010, p.10)
write that findirectness is a good start point for finding metaphor in languageo
but it is not sufficient. Steen (2017, p.140) explains that fthere may be more
forms of indirectness and incongruity in language use, for instance, in
par adox and Thakiy, omy when there are both indirectness and
similarity between contextual meaning and basic meaning of a lexical unit
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can the lexical unit be determined as metaphor (Pragglejaz Group, 2007;
Steen, 2017). MIP and MIPVU operationalize criterion of indirectness in
different ways. MIP only identifies incongruity and indirectness in word use
(Steen, 2017; Krennmayr and Steen, 2017). Krennmayr (2011) suggests that
whether two senses at word use level are sufficiently distinct depends on
whether the contextual and the basic senses are listed as two separate,
numbered sense descriptions in the dictionaries. However, Deignan (1997,
p.72) writes that fmot all entry divisions are made on the basis of perceived
difference in meaning, many splits do seem to reflect fine semantic
distinctionsa Dictionaries can be helpful to decide incongruity between
contextual and basic meanings of a lexical item with related but distinct
senses (e.g. green) (Deignan, 1997). However, there are also some lexical
items whose separate senses having no semantic gaps (e.g. have, design).
It is annotatorséresponsibility to decide when separate senses in dictionaries
are semantically distinct. If a lexical item with incongruous contextual
meaning and basic meaning, it can be either non-metaphorical polysemy or
metaphorical polysemy (Deignan, 2015b). The boundaries between
metaphorical polysemy refer to conventional metaphor and the boundaries
between non-metaphorical polysemy refer to dead metaphor or other
semantic relations (Deignan, 2015b). Only when contextual meaning of a
lexis unit can be evoked by its more basic meaning, can we say that both
meanings are related by similarity and can we label the lexical unit as
metaphorically used.

Steen (2007, p.323) suggests that it is crucial to fshift the notion of
indirectness from linguistic signs to conceptual structuresa Steen et al. (2010,
p.10) claim that conceptualizing metaphor as a cross-domain mapping
suggests fa view of metaphor in language as based on indirectness plus
similarityo . S (2@1@é, p.149) writes that AMIPVU focuses on incongruity
and indirectness at the level o f concepts abBaded onethisesr ent s o.
understanding of incongruity and indirectness, Steen et al. (2010, p.15) also
identify another two types of metaphor: idi r ect oOmeamd hdr mpl i ci
met ap h dheyp . write that direct metaphor involves indirect
conceptualization but expresses directly in word use. For instance, they write
that even though there is no incongruity and indirectness at the level of word
use in the example fSometimes it& like someone took a knife, baby, edgy
and dullg there is reference shift from love relationship towards a cutting
scenario (p.15). In this case, there is no tension between basic meaning and
contextual meaning of knife but incongruity and similarity of conceptual
structure between broken love relationship and a cutting scenario. Steen et
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al. (2010) write that implicit metaphor involves incongruity and indirectness
implicitly at conceptual level. For instance, they identify it in the example
Naturally, to embark on such a step is not necessarily to succeed
immediately in realizing it as implicit metaphor (p.15). They explain that i i n
discourse analysis, the discourse would have to show the previous concept
step instead of the cohesive element ito .Following MIPVU, two more
categories of metaphor are identified. However, since this study focuses on
metaphor use in language, | follow the practice of MIP and only need to
identify incongruity and indirectness in word use.

As well as the operational criteria discussed above, there are other
ambiguous problems needing further discussion. For instance, Krennmayr
(2017, p.282) writes that there are two possible perspectives to identify
metaphor in the example /A par t y cdesdeé its nemed.n] (BNC-
B a b y §he writes that if party is interpreted metonymically, people in the
party can perform the action of decision-making and decide is not a
metaphor. She adds that if this example is interpreted as personification,
decide is metaphor due to personification. When interpreting similar cases,
Steen, Biernacka, Dorst, Kaal, Rodriguez and Pasma (2010) also write that
personification is saved as possibly metaphorical. No matter which
perspective researchers choose, Krennmayr (2017, p.173) states the
importance of making their decisions on operational criteria clearly and
follow them consistently. In this study, | interpret similar cases in term of
personification perspective.

4.2 Metaphor Identification within Discourse Dynamics
Approach

After comparing MIP and MIPVU in terms of theoretical perspectives and
operationalization of different notions, this section turns to discuss metaphor
identification within discourse dynamics approach, which is one of the
procedures of metaphor-led discourse analysis (Cameron and Maslen,
2010). Metaphor-led discourse analysis consists of several procedures such
as vehicle grouping coding and topic coding, and identifying systematicity in
metaphor use (Cameron, 2010b).

4.2.1 Metaphor Identification: Vehicle and Topic
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Identifying metaphors in discourse data is the basis for metaphor-led
discourse analysis. To identify linguistic metaphor in use, Cameron and
Maslen (2010, p.102) give an operational definition of linguistic metaphor as
fwords or phrases that can be justified as somehow anomalous, incongruent
or @liendin the on-going discourse, but that can be made sense of through a
transfer of meaning in the contexto . Thi s indiedtes that tvehicle
terms must have both the following attributes: 1) fsemantically incongruent
with the topic of the discoursedand 2) supporting a transfer of meaning from
vehicle terms to topic (Cameron and Maslen, 2010, p.102). The two
attributes are identical to incongruity and comparability in MIP and MIPVU.
Based on the operational definition, Cameron and Maslen (2010, pp.103-4)
adapt MIP (Pragglejaz, 2007) and propose the following metaphor
identification procedure:

1. The researcher familiarizes her/himself with the discourse data.

2. The researcher works through the data looking for possible
metaphors.

3. Each possible metaphor is checked for:
(a) its meaning in the discourse context;
(b) the existence of another, more basis meaning;

(c) an incongruity or contrast between these meanings, and a
transfer from the basic to the contextual meaning.

4. If the possible metaphor satisfies each of the above, it is coded as
metaphor, usually by underlining or listing.

Cameron and Maslen (2010, pp.103-4)

In terms of unit of analysis in discourse, Cameron and Maslen (2010)
guestion MIP& ¢Pragglejaz Group, 2007) and MIPVU& (Steen et al., 2010)
proposal of taking metaphorically used words as their unit of analysis. They
write that Amet aph adra singleywor@ totsermuhdingg e y o n
| angua g e 0Thdy pugdedt Blentification of vehicle terms such as flaw
in the system and opposing sides rather than metaphorically used words
(p.107). They add that At h e sedyinanic® approach would identify flaw
in the system as a metaphor vehicle, whereas an individual word approach
would find three met aphori cal | y urmsRegnand ®20876,0 ( p. 10 8
p.416) study, she also identifies a set of words as a single lexical unit rather
than split them into separate words since she ftook a more phraseological
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perspective on text than earlier MIP-led wo r .kSeme vehicle terms can be
group into multi-word expressions that are listed in dictionaries, such as
idiom fbite off your tongueq polywords fof courseo (Steen et al., 2010, p.16).
Some vehicle terms such as fflaw in the systemo a n din tliie first placeo
(Cameron, et al., 2010, p.119) consist of a set of words that are not listed in
the dictionaries so researchers need to make decisions on the beginning
and ending of a vehicle terms more intuitively. Following discourse dynamics
approach, Cameron and Maslen (2010, p.110) write that metaphorical
similessuchasit er r or i stiiké warddvkich are called direct metaphor
in MIPVU are also identified since there is incongruity between vehicle term
(like war) and the topic (terrorism). Cameron and Maslen (2010) also discuss
other issues such as the role of etymology and personification. Regardless
of the decisions researchers made during each step of metaphor
identification, they write that it is important to keep notes on the decisions
and follow them consistently across the data and researchers to ensure
trustworthiness which is proposed by Schmitt (2005) in metaphor
identificati o n . I n my study, | | eortreorvms ®©hef r oenr n
discourse dynamics framework for metaphor (Cameron, 2010a) but | choose
lexical units rather than a set of words whose beginning and ending are
decided intuitively as the unit of analysis to ensure replicability of metaphor
identification. In this study, | decide the beginning and end of a lexical unit
with the help of selected dictionaries.

4.2.2 Vehicle Grouping Coding and Topic Coding

After vehicle terms are identified, the next step is vehicle grouping coding

and topic coding. Vehicle terms are coded into different groups according to

their semantic meanings (Cameron et al., 2009). For instance, Cameron et al.
(2010, p.126) write that ffightd n example fa fight for the future of the
countryd a n dwin@in the example five have to wino share similar semantic
meaning and are grouped in the FIGHT grouping. Cameron (2007) writes that

by grouping vehicle terms, researchers capture the local level of metaphor

use. However, the process of vehicle grouping is not straightforward and
rather interpretative (Cameron et al., 2010). Cameron et al. (2010) write that

there are two approaches to vehicle grouping labelling: designing new labels

and using labels from previous studies. When creating new grouping labels,
they write that is Ahat ghe ilaldel shauld power allcthep | e
vehicles included in the set and, as far as possi b | e, only thoseo (p.
example, they write that vehicle grouping TARGET rather than vehicle
grouping MILITARY is more appropriate to label instances of vehicle terms
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ftargetosince MILITARY is at too high level of generality (p.124). When using
previ ous st udi e s they gviteothap reseaychels slneld nsake
sure that they tailor the labels to their discourse data. For instance, fbarriero
was categorized into BUILDING by Charteris-Black (2004, p.73) but into
JOURNEY by Berentson-Shaw (2018, p.53). Whether labelling barrier as
BUILDING Or JOURNEY depends on researc her s 0 di sc dwor s e dat e
approaches of vehicle grouping labelling are supplementary. Researchers
can take labels from previous studies as a starting point and create their
labels when necessary or create labelling in a bottom-up fashion and borrow
from othersolabels when necessary (Cameron et al., 2010). In my study, |
follow the bottom-up fashion to group my vehicle terms. Cameron et al.
(2010) also suggest organizing vehicle groupings following a recursive
procedure. At the first round of vehicle grouping, Cameron et al (2010, p.122)
suggest giving a second candidate vehicle grouping for vehicle terms that
may need further discourse evidence, for instance, giving vehicle grouping 1
MOVEMENT and vehicle grouping 2 CONTAINER f 0 comd$ intoa As groupings
proceed, they write that researchers can decide whether to integrate or
subdivide vehicle groupings to make them better to represent patterns and
themes in the discourse. Cameron and Maslen (2010) claim that organizing
category integration with subdivisions can better overcome the problem of
overlap and allow more adequacy in entailment analysis. For instance, White
(2003) shows that there are three possible types of ORGANISM grouping:
PLANT, ANIMAL and HUMAN BEING. He claims t h all thrée sub-domains share
common or overlapping features so that certain metaphorical expressions
could be assignedtotwoore ven t hr e €p.186). Hd adds that there
are also some properties being exclusive to certain subdivisions such as
intellectual property of human being. There are other vehicle groupings that
share both similar and different properties, for instance, GAME, SPORTS and
WAR grouping. Koller (2003) writes that it is better to integrate GAME and
SPORTS but keep WAR separate. A set of metaphors relating to WAR
emphasized competitive and conflicting attributes and involved death while
GAME/SPORTS highlighted rule-bound and competitive but less aggressive
features without death (Koller, 2003; Ritchie, 2017), as shown in Table 4.1.
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Table 4.1 Comparison of attributes among GAME, SPORTS and WAR

Metaphor

Game Sports  War
Attributes
Competition Yes Yes Yes
Rule-bound Yes Yes No
Cooperation No Yes Yes
Involving death No No Yes
Involving violence No No Yes
Playfulness some extent

Examples from Koller (2003) and Ritchie (2017)

In addition to categories integration, Cameron et al (2010) also suggest
subdivisions of certain general metaphors to make the groupings adequate
to accommodate the variety of vehicle terms they contains. For instance,
they write that MOVEMENT grouping can be subdivided into fMOVEMENT
(SOURCE)Q fMMOVEMENT (PATH)O0and MMOVEMENT (GOAL)0(p.123). Regardless of
the approaches researchers follow to adapt their vehicle groupings,
Cameron et al. (2010) write that it is important for them to code similar items
consistently especially within large-scale data and collaboratively code with
other analysts for cross-check.

Cameronetal.( 2009, p. 74) wr of &laeguistic mdtaphidT he t opi
is the real world referent of the vehicle word or ph r a s\Véhén organizing
topic groupings for a large number of vehicle terms, they suggest that it is
more practical to only use a limited set of key discourse topics that are
relevant to research questions and research topics to code the vehicle terms.

For instance, they category all their vehicle groupings into four key topics:
fresponses to terrorismo ,terrdrismo , cominunication about terrorismo and
fothero  ( p Canérpn (2007) claim that systematic metaphors emerge
during the process of bringing together a set of vehicle terms that related to

the same topic. For instance, Cameron et al. (2010, p,131) write that by
assigning a set of vehicle terms such as fit is a form of bullyingdand thit and
runo to the topic fterrorismg systematic metaphor TERRORISM IS VIOLENT
PHYSICAL ACTION can be formulated.

This key topic coding which works well in Cameron et al.6 s 10)2lda
may not work in other types of discourse that involve various topics with
similar importance. Thus, researchers should tailor topic coding to their data
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to better link local level of metaphor use to discourse level. To ensure the
rigor of systematic metaphor approach, vehicle grouping coding and topic
coding should also use collaborative discussion and be cross-checked by
other analysts (Maslen, 2017).

4.3 My Metaphor Identification Approach: Adapted MIP

4.3.1 Revisions of MIP and the Rationale for Us i n g Le
Dictionaries

Revisions of MIP

After reviewing and comparing three metaphor identification approaches, |
decide to adapt MIP (Pragglejaz Group, 2007) to make it more workable for
metaphor identification in my corpora. Steen et al. (2010) write that MIP has
focused on identifying the most frequent and typical category of metaphor,
which they called indirect metaphor. Following MIP, | also identify indirect
metaphors. My revisions of MIP consist of five points. Each point is
discussed with examples from my data:

1) I remove the role of etymology as one possible factor in identifying basic
meaning of lexical units. Even when some ambiguous cases arise, | do
not take etymology of basic meanings into consideration. Following
adapted MIP, scapegoat in the example The China Scapegoat is not a
metaphor since it does not have a more basic contemporary meaning.

2) | interpret lexical units as word classes rather lemmas. That is, basic
meaning and contextual meaning of lexical units are established within
word class boundary. Following adapted MIP, peak in the example the
protectionism arising during this particular crisis may have peaked is not
a metaphor since the meaning of peak as a noun cannot be the basic
meaning of peak as a verb.

3) | use external sense inventories that are slightly different from the ones
used in MIP. In addition to MEDALZ0, | also check Longman Dictionary of
Contemporary English (LDOCE) to find typical and contemporary use of
a word. Cambridge Dictionary Business English!! are also referred to

10 Online available freely at https://www.macmillandictionary.com/

11 Online available at https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/business-english/

arner so


https://www.macmillandictionary.com/
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/business-english/
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when identifying contextual meaning of specialist terminology in
economic/trade field.

4) | give explicit guidelines for using selected dictionaries to decide the
boundaries of multi-word units.

5) | do not use MIP on every word and exclude prepositions and delexical
verbs (e.g. make, on) following Deignan et al. (2019).

RationaleforUs i ng L eRictionanes 0

As mentioned above, two | e ar niomarissOMEDBALcahd LDOCE, are
used in adapted MIP to assist identifying the unit of analysis, basic meaning
and contextual meaning. Learnersd dictionaries are used in metaphor
identification since they attempt to give central, typical and contemporary
uses of a word (Deignan, 2015a). Deignhan (2015a, pp.151-3) lists three
advantagesofusi ng | earnersé6é dictionaries

1) | earner so6 di strongep madition ef sisingy ecorpes dada
than native speakersadictionaries;

2) they describe the most frequent words of the language, carefully
presenting each of their senses, typical collocates and grammatical
patterns, with notes about connotation, style and register unlike native

as foll

speaker® dictionaries traditi onal |y covering Oharddé or S |

and sometimes giving some history;

3) they give a truer picture of the way that words are used, from corpus
evidence.

Despite the advantages of using a learner& dictionary in metaphor
identification explained by Deignan (2015a), scholars such as MacArthur
(2015) criticize this practice. MacArthur (2015) uses MEDAL to test whether
a number of speaking verbs used to activate it he act Slie
identifies verbs &ayin g 6 edungth a potentially metaphorical sense in
transcript of a feedback discussion between a university lecturer and an
undergraduate student. She writes that the f i r st sense of
A d o e s eallyadll usrwhether it is speech or writing or both that is being
speci fi e@13d).e3he also writes that MEDAL only provides
fimetaphorically-expressed, pedagogically-oriented definitions, aimed at non-
natt ve speakers of Enggdddicidnary fer the gufpose df
looking for precise definitions of the basic meanings of wo (p.d31)olt is
true that MEDAL or other learners' dictionaries have limitations. They don't
help to identify a more basic senses in some cases, for instance, those that

wr i ting

6sayb
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have general meanings but have separate senses in dictionaries such as
have, design. For instance, the description sense of have in examples such
as have dark eyes and possession sense in examples such as have a car
are separate senses in MEDAL. However, MEDAL does not tell us whether

there is semantic gap between these two senses. They al s o tdllothed t

exact categories multiword expressions belong to, which makes the decision
of unit of analysis less straightforward. Further, | e ar noearies nay ot
be helpful in identifying contextual meaning of business specialist
terminology in my corpora such as lending as a noun in the example
strengthening their lending capacities in terms of providing crisis assistance
from my data.

L e a r n etiosades ara not always in line with theoretical views since
they are designed for language learners rather than metaphor researchers.
However, it doesn't mean that learners' dictionaries are not valuable for
metaphor researchers (Dorst and Reijnierse, 2015). Dorst and Reijnierse
(2015) write that metaphors identified with the help of learner& dictionaries
and native speaker® dictionaries are the same in some cases. They argue
that it he dctlomaily shouldodépend on the goal of the analysis
rather than the native speaker status of the analyst or the person producing
t he {pd4R) Bhey also add that which dictionaries to use depends on
the texts being analysed. For instance, they write that if studying metaphor
use in Shakespeare, a native speaker® dictionary may be more useful since
a native speaker® dictionary gives etymology of a word and is useful to
study non-contemporary use of metaphor in Shakespeare's work. Since |
study metaphor use in popular economic discourse, contemporary corpus-
based learners' dictionaries are more useful for me. In my study, | use
MEDAL and LDOCE in parallel in my study, which is different from the
practice of MIPVU which only checks LDOCE as a second opinion when
there is conflation of meaning in MEDAL. | use both dictionaries in parallel
since two dictionaries can provide more possibilities on issues such as
candidate basic meanings and single entry of multi-word expressions. For
instance, if using MEDAL as the main dictionary, rule out in the example
from my data One option they should swiftly rule out is to provide long-term
nationalisation is not a metaphor but is a metaphor if using LDOCE in
parallel. There is only one sense of rule out 6t 0 s t idepng sometlsng
as a possibilit yird MEDAL but three senses in LDOCE. Among the three
senses, sense 3 ¢ tstate that someone will not be able to take part in a
S por t s caabeased t6 establish the more basic meaning of rule out.

ct
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MEDAL and LDOCE may be insufficient to identify lexical units without
contextual meanings in the two dictionaries. When contextual meaning of a
lexical unit cannot be found in the two dictionaries, Steen et al. (2010, p.34)
write that there are two possible approaches to tackle this issue: 1) nuse
other preferably specialized dictionaries to find out the specific contextual
meaning of a2 )t efi anstgat metaphor is metaphor to general
| angua g eThey svite tbat as a general language user, we may not
able to establish the contextual meaning of a term when there is no
contextual meaning identified with the contemporary dictionaries but we may
establish a contextual meaning at non-technical level based on the basic
meaning. They follow the second approach and suggest marking this kind of
specialist terminology as metaphor-rel at ed wor d with speci al
Since their data cover different registers, it is reasonable for them to follow
the second approach to identify metaphor for general language users.
However, as mentioned by Skorczynska and Deighan (2006) in Section 2.4,
the target readers of popular economic discourse are both experts and non-
experts. Metaphor for both target audiences need to be identified in my
study so | follow the first approach and use a learner& dictionary for
business purposes Cambridge Dictionary Business English to find out the
contextual meaning of a lexical unit such as crisis-hit from my data at
technical level. For instance, with the help of Cambridge Dictionary Business
English, | chose @xperiencing a difficult financial situationdas the contextual
meaning of crisis-hit in the example the crisis-hit EU from my data.

Decisions on boundaries of multi-word units

The use of dictionaries to decide types of multi-word expressions in my
corpora is further discussed in Chapter Five. In this section, | explain my
decision-making on lexical units of multi-word expressions based on
previous reviews.

Boundaries among multiword expressions are not completely clear as
Deignan (2015b, p.13) writes that:

there is a continuous cline between regular collocations, more fixed
sets, such as idiomatic expressions, through to phrasal verbs and
polywords such as of course, with no gap or identifiable point at
which a line can be drawn to separate lexical units from groups of
individual words that happen to collocate regularly.

That is, they can be regarded as collocations with different degrees of
fixedness in a spectrum. Which point of the spectrum the multi-word
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expressions belong to is interpretative. For instance, Adelnia and Dastjerdi

(2011) fol (@9 Baker 68) view thatenidi[ phrasa
patterns allowing little or no variationinfor mo and t r elmasonphr as al \
category of idiom. However, both MIP and MIPVU treat idioms differently

from phrasal verbs. As is mentioned in Section 4.1.2, both approaches treat

each component of an idiom as a separate unit.

As is mentioned by Veale et al. (2016) in Section 4.1.2, different
decisions on  decomposability/non-decomposability  of  multi-word
expressions can leads to different results of lexical units and disagreements
on the contextual and basic meanings of the lexical units. Here | discuss my
decision-making on decomposability of five categories of multi-word
expressions. Decision-making on lexical units of polywords such as of
course, proper name such as United Kingdom, phrasal verbs and
prepositional verbs are relatively straightforward. Following MIP, | treat
polywords, proper names and phrasal verb as a single lexical unit. Following
grammatical rules, | separate phrasal verb from prepositional verb in
dictionaries and treat each component of prepositional verb as a separate
unit.

| treat compounds with separate words as separate lexical units without
taking their stressing pattern into consideration. Following the practice of
MIPVU, my decision-making on the decomposability of compounds with two
hyphenated words depends on whether they are conventional or novel use,
which can be decided with the help of dictionaries. If a compound is a
conventional use, | treat it as a single lexical unit. If it is novel, | treat it as
separated units. Following MIP, | tend to regard idioms in my corpora as
semantically decomposable but also allowing some flexibility for exceptional
cases. The rationale of treating most idioms as decomposable is further
explained as follows.

Moon (1998) writes that whether interpreting idiom as decomposability
or non-decomposability depends onthe r e s e a r @awh definiidn of idiom.
Fernando and Flavell (1981, p.19) add t hat il i da phenantemon i t y i
too complex to be defined in terms of a sing | e p rForgnstanoce, Wood
(1986, p. 2) d e f compkes expredsion whictais whbllg non-
compositional in meaning and wholly non-productive inf or mo . erdadt t i n g
DeCarrico (1992, p.33) hold similar view with Wood (1986) and treat idiom
a s complex bits of frozen syntax, whose meanings cannot be derived from
the meaning ofthei r constituentso. Fol | otendtog t hese
be non-decomposable. However, the non-decomposability of idiom is also
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challenged by other scholars such as Gibbs and Nayak (1989) and Langlotz,

(2006). Gibbs and Nayak (1989, p.104) pro p o s eiom fdecdmposition

hypot hesi so, whi edssumes pantially decomposabkle. Bhey

clamt hat i irades exmt op & continuum of analysability from highly

decomposable to semantically non-d ec omposabl eo (ipionks0 7) . The
have a cline of decomposability. This is a reasonable way to look at the

complex idiomaticity in language. Gi bbs and 8% yadsiasdind 19

of partially decomposable idioms also allows other possibilities of idioms and

thus is theoretically more encompassing. Langlotz (2006, p. 36) writes that

the decomposition hypothesis argues that a great number of
idiomatic constructions are semantically decomposable or
analysable with the specific meanings of their parts contributing
independently to their overall figurative meanings.

Gibbs and Nayak (1989) add that degrees of idiom decomposability are
determined by t he i di otnasspareacg amd syntactic productivity.
They also write that the higher degree of semantic transparency an idiom
has, the more likely it has syntactic productivity. For instance, they explain
that each component o flay downthelawd h av e a i@hitoriteoverallr el a't
meaning enforcing the rules (p.105). They call this type of idioms as
Anor mal |l y dec o mplbey @ind that ¢his {yge .oflidlod Xends to
have more syntactical productivity (p.105). For example, they write that lay
down the law can be passivized without changing its original meanings.
Gibbs (1993) writes that there are also idioms whose component parts have
a metaphorical relation to the holistic meaning of the idiom such as spill in
spill the beans referring to revealing, which is call edallyfhabnor m
decomposabl edo i di omsak (989, pElDA). lGihbs §1898) Nay
claims that spill in the idiom maps the act of pouring liquid out of a container
onto the act of letting out beans, which refers to the materials/information
that are revealed. Thus, metaphorical meaning of spill the beans is revealing
a secret. Gibbs (1993, p.63) adds that Let off steam is the same case in
which we can easily find its individual parts let off and steam contributes to
A iowhatic referents relea s e a n d. Tais type ofo idioms with a lower
degree of semantic transparency tend to have limited syntactic productivity
(Gibbs and Nayak, 19 8 9 ) . That i s, Afabnormal ly decom
as spill the beans allows little or no variation in form since its individual
components are not in the same semantic field as their idiomatic referents
(e.g. revealing a secret) (Gibbs and Nayak, 1989, p.106). In addition to
decomposable idioms discussed above, there are other semantically non-
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decomposable idioms each component of which contributes little to the
understanding of their idiomatic meaning, for example, kick the bucket, by
and large. In my study, | follow the practice of MIP and treat most idioms
whose individual parts can make contributions to its idiomatic meaning as
separate units.

4.3.2 Adapted MIP

To sum up, adapted MIP (Pragglejaz Group, 2007) followed in this research
is as follows.

1. | familiarize myself with the discourse data to establish a general
understanding of meanings in context (Pragglejaz Group, 2007).

2. | determine the boundaries of lexical units in my data. Multi-word
expressions (MWES) consist of more than one word and can find their entry
as a whole in selected dictionaries. | first decide the type of MWESs and then
follow pre-defined rules to count lexical units of MWEs. The way | annotate
lexical units of five types of MWESs is as follows.

(a) Idioms: idioms tend to be treated as semantically decomposable but
also allow some flexibility. 1 check whether an idi omés compo
contributions to its overall meaning by using MEDAL and LDOCE in parallel.
If an idiom is regarded as semantically decomposable, | count each
component part as a single lexical unit and manually mark each of them with
an ID tag. If an idiom is regarded as semantically non-decomposable, | count
the idiom as a single lexical unit and mark it with an ID tag.

(b) Polyword: polyword is counted as a single lexical unit. A polyword as
a single lexical unit is manually annotated with a POLY tag.

(c) Phrasal verbs and prepositional verbs: There is no distinction
between phrasal verbs and prepositional verbs in MEDAL and LDOCE.
Decision-making on whether a verb is prepositional or phrasal can be
demonstrated using grammatical rules. | break a prepositional verb down
and manually give each lexical unit a Prep p tag. | treat phrasal verb as a
single lexical unit and manually give it a PV tag

(d) Compound words: The unit of analysis of different types of
compound words varies from one to one. | check compounds comprising two
hyphenated words in MEDAL and LDOCE. If they such as low-cost, arm-
twisting are listed in these dictionaries, | treat them as a single lexical unit
and manually marked it with a Com tag. If they are not listed in these
dictionaries, | treat them as separable lexical units and manually mark each

nents

m:
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unit with a Com tag. | treat compounds as separate words such as deep
freeze as separate lexical units and manually marked each unit with a Com
tag.

If necessary (e.g. specialist terminologies), | also check Cambridge
Dictionary Business English.

3. Each lexical unit is checked for its contextual meaning first and then
existence of a more basic contemporary meaning with the help of MEDAL
and LDOCE, operationalization of which is further discussed in Chapter Five.
If both a contextual meaning and a more basic meaning exist, | check
whether there are incongruity and comparability between these two
meanings.

4. If yes, mark the lexical unit as metaphor.

Following adapted MIP above, | identified metaphors in 9 randomly
sampled texts from my corpora, which helps me establish a general
understanding of key discourse topics in my data and provides me guidance
on preparing my metaphor inter-coding manual. The 9 sample texts with 3
sample texts from each corpus were selected based on the results of
random number generator (https://www.calculator.net/random-number-

generator.html) since my three corpora following digital number file-naming

rule. Results of 9 randomly generated numbers and the title of the 9 texts
are presented in Appendix B.3.

After metaphor identification, there are two ways to count metaphors
within one clause. Some scholars such as De Landtsheer (2015) count each
metaphorically used word and multiword expression within one clause as
one instance of linguistic metaphor even though they are from the same
vehicle grouping. Other scholars such as Boers (1999), Semino (2002) and
Liu (2015) follow an opposite practice. They count different metaphorical
words and expressions in a clause and related to the same vehicle grouping
as one instance of linguistic metaphor. As mentioned by Semino (2008) in
Section 2.3.1, different metaphorical words and expressions from the same
semantic field used in close proximity to write about the same topic is one
type of metaphor pattern-extended metaphor. In this study, | follow the
practice of Boers (1999), Semino (2002) and Liu (2015) in counting the
number of metaphorical words and expression in a clause.


https://www.calculator.net/random-number-generator.html
https://www.calculator.net/random-number-generator.html
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4.4 Metaphor Annotation Approaches

4.4.1 Computational Perspective

Automatic metaphor identification is still a challenging issue in corpus-
assisted metaphor studies (Demmen et al.,, 2015) and natural language
processing (Florou, 2013; Shutova, 2013; Gao et al., 2018; Li et al., 2020).
There are already two reliable metaphor identification approaches MIP
(Pragglejaz group, 2007) and MIPVU (Steen et al.,, 2010) in metaphor
studies but they are not automatic. With regard to metaphor modelling in
NLP, Shutova et al. (2013, p.301) write that previous computational
met aphor mo dtadk-speciiic midycodexd kknowledge and operate

on a limted domain or a subset a epkcificptype mfo menao i

discourse such as Wall Street Journal. CorMet (Mason, 2004) is claimed to
be a computational and corpus-based conventional metaphor extraction
system which is treated by Shutova (2013, p.277) a s thefifirst system
designed to discover source-target domain mapping automaticallya CorMet
(Mason, 2004) d o e s alypdn hand-based knowledge bases but WordNet
(Fellbaum, 1998), which makes it sound promising. However, it still limits in
analyzing large corpora of specific metaphor domains and has ndt

further developed since its presentation in 2004. To fill the gap, Shutova et al.

(2013, p.301) propose an fopen-domain statistical model of metaphor
processinginunr est r i,owhieghdneanstiat the model searches for
metaphors from unrestricted domains in general corpus British National
Corpus (BNC) without relying on hand-coded knowledge. Shutova et al.
(2016, p.160) propose a state-of-the-art metaphor identification method that

utilizes both linguistic and visual knowledge since they beli eve t hat

can play a particularly important role when metaphorically projecting imagery
acr oss doheyaastrthe performance of their method on two manually
metaphor annotated datasets: Mohammad et al . 6 s (2016)
Tsvetk o v e t2014)ldataset. MOhammad et al. (2016) annotate verbs in
WordNet (Fellbaum, 1998) for metaphoricity and their dataset consists of
only those verbs tagged by at least 70% of 10 annotators as metaphorical or
literal use. Shutova et al. (2016) extract 647 verbinoun pairs from
Mo hammad €016) ddtase 816 of which are metaphorical and 331
literal use. Tsvetkov et al. (2014) create a dataset annotating adjectivei noun
pairs for metaphoricity and divide it into two parts: a training set and a test
set. These two datasets are selected because they have annotated
metaphorical and literal use of the same word. Shutova et al. (2016, p.167)
claim that their method can be applied to identify metaphors in unrestricted

been
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dat ase



- 106 -

te x t i n any d @ medies non automatically &cquired lexical
knowledge, in the form of linguistic and visual embedding, and is otherwise
resource-independentd . However, in their study, their model only
experiments on verb-noun and adjective-noun for metaphoricity. If testing on
other types of metaphors, there may be some differences in the performance
of their method.

Rather than restricting metaphor detection in limited forms of linguistic
context, for instance, only focusing on metaphor in SVO sentence structure
or metaphor of certain POS, recent studies on metaphor detection in NLP
start to design models for detecting metaphors in complete sentences
despite their POS (Gao et al., 2018). This is because the availability of some
large-scale metaphor annotated corpora as training dataset for
computational metaphor modelling, for instance, VU Amsterdam Corpus
(Steen et al., 2010) and TOEFL-corpus (Beigman Klebanov et al., 2018).

Although there is continuous progress in approaches to automatic
metaphor identification in NLP (Shutova et al., 2016; Gao et al., 2018; Li et
al., 2020), they are still not fully comprehensive and reliable for corpus-
linguistic approach to metaphor use in context (Demmen et al., 2015).
Shutova et al. (2013, p.305) write that i F r o mNLR miewpoint, not all
metaphorical expr essi ons ar e e Ghewddd that onlynthase
cases i whpherieal seresd is significantly distinct from its original
literal sense and cannot be interpreted directlyo are the focus of metaphor
detection in NLP (p.305). However, for metaphor identification from corpus
linguistic perspective, any cases either highly conventional or deliberately
used in a novel way are the target of metaphor identification following
reliable metaphorical identification approaches such as MIP and MIPVU.
Thus, automatic metaphor identification in large-scale corpora for corpus
study are still constrained (Demmen et al., 2015).

4.4.2 Corpus Perspective

Metaphor identification in large-scale datasets is time-consuming but there
are already some metaphor annotated datasets that are licensed for
research use. Veale et al. (2016, pp. 64-7) divide them into three groups:

1) Acatedgaocroil | ecti on of met aphor
Metaphor List (Lakoff et al.,, 1991) lists 69 conceptual metaphors that are
categorized into four groups (event structure metaphors, mental events
metaphors, emotions metaphor and others);

tant 0.
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2) Nfaonotoaft i speci fic constructioons

instance, TroFi Metaphor Dataset (http://natlang.cs.sfu.ca/software/trofi.html)
(Birke and Sarkar, 2006) consists of literal and nonliteral usage clusters for
50 English verbs. Based on TroFi, it automatically generates clusters that
contains sentences using these words from The 1987-89 Wall Street Journal
(WSJ) Corpus Release 1;

3)uliext annot atance NYAmsterdano Corpus(Steen et
al, 2010; Krennmayr and Steen, 2017) annotates 187,570 lexical units
across all part-of-speech in texts from BNC-Baby corpus comprising four
registers (academic, conversation, fiction and news) following MIPVU
procedure, which is freely available online.

The first group consists of limited source domains and target domains
and metaphor listed doesnd come from natural-occurring discourse. The
second group only annotates certain specific metaphors such as verbal
metaphor. In the last group, metaphors annotated in VUAmsterdam Corpus
come from nature-occurring discourse covering four registers without
restricted source domain and target domain. | need to identify metaphors in
my own corpora so these corpora with metaphors annotated cannot be used
in my research.

As mentioned in Section 2.4.3, there are four approaches to identifying
metaphors in large-scale corpus (Nacey et al., 2019):

1) starting from target domain/topics (Stefanowitsch, 2006);

2) starting from starting from source domain/vehicle terms (Charteris-
Black, 2004);

3) searching tuning devices of metaphor such as kind of (Cameron and
Deignan, 2003);

4) identifying all possible metaphors in corpus such as VUAmsterdam
Corpus (Krennmayr and Steen, 2017).

The first approach can work well for identifying metaphors in specialized
corpus with specific topics (Liu, 2015). The second and third approaches are
traditional small corpus-big corpus approach. Demmen et al. (2015, p.209)
criticize tha t Al t hi s nlyg pempables areskarchers to find further
instances of previously identified expressionso . V 4 al.l(2016,ep.55) add
that this traditional approach may be biased but is acceptable if the research

or

pur pose Af ocuses o mally, ypolitwally aode pedagogically c ul t u

interesti ng m eThea fourtlo approach is ideal but impractical for
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individual researchers since it is quite time-consuming. Koller et al. (2008,
p.143) write that i asemantic annotation approach represents a valuable
additional tool for researchers interested in analysing the use and function of
metaphor in naturally occurring disc our se on a Demmegetalscal eo.
(2015, p.209) write that Wmatrix (Rayson, 2008) with UCREL Semantic
Analysis System (USAS) tagger (Rayson et al., 2004) can facilitate metaphor
identification in large datasets by providing open-ended sets of metaphor
candidates within semantic fields. Although Wmatrix is not designed for
metaphor analysis, its usability has been discussed and evaluated by
various scholars such as Krennmayr (2011), Deignan and Semino (2010),
and Hardie et al. (2007) and proven to be a tool that can assist large-scale
metaphor identification despites its certain limitations. Although there are still
few researchers applying Wmatrix in metaphor identification in economic
discourse, Wmatrix (2008) has been used in some metaphor studies in
different discourse (Krennmayr, 2011; Demmen et al., 2015), which is further
discussed in Section 4.6.

Since my three corpora comprise about 1.3 million words, it is
impractical to manually annotate all metaphors in them. Rather than taking a
traditional small corpus-big corpus approach which provides a pre-defined
list of metaphor, Wmatrix (Rayson, 2008) is applied to assist metaphor
annotation in my corpora. Wmatrix is introduced in next section.

4.5 Overview of Wmatrix

Wmatrix (Rayson, 2008) is a web-based program that can be used for
corpus analysis and for assisting metaphor identification. It contains the
UCREL semantic analysis system (USAS) taggers (Rayson et al. 2004)
which can annotate semantic fields of each word automatically at semantic
level and CLAW taggers that can annotate part-of-speech of each word
automatically at POS level. It also has other functions (e.g. keyword analysis)
at word level, which is similar to other corpus analysis tools that focus on
analysis at word level such as WordSmith Tools 7 (Scott, 2017), CQPweb (a
web-based corpus analysis system) (Hardie, 2012), AntConc (Anthony,
2019), LancsBox (Brezina et al., 2020) and Sketch Engine (Kilgarriff et al.,
2014).

Before uploading my three corpora with 2292 files into Wmatrix, |
concatenated them by using 6 ¢ a éndnand in terminal of my Mac. For
instance, | performedthe c ommand acatliixoAdtt @22xt6 . 6 Then
the content of 1.txt and 2.txt are concatenated automatically and put into a
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new file named 12.txt. In my study, | concatenated the 2292 files wi t h
command and obtained 3 files as three corpora. After uploading the 3 files
into Wmatrix, | conducted all my analysis in the Advanced Interface of
Wmatrix because it has many more functions such as frequency list of words,
POS and USAS tag, and concordance analysis and keyness analysis at
three levels. Wmatrix provides 12 reference corpora (referring to
http://stig.lancs.ac.uk/cgi-bin/wmatrix3/help.pl#norm) such as BNC Sampler
written and British English 2006 (BEO6) and allows for adding new reference
corpora.

Rayson (2008) writes that the USAS tagset in Wmatrix is originally
based on the Longman Lexicon of Contemporary English (McArthur, 1981)
and later revised to contain 21 major discourse fields as shown in Figure 4.1,
which has been expanded into 232 sub-fields (Archer et al., 2002). An
upper-case Letter is used to represent the top-level semantic fields and
digital numbers are used to indicates sub-fields (Archer et al., 2002).

A B C E
general and the body and the arts and crafts emotion
abstract terms individual
F G H I
food and farming government and architecture, money and
public housing and the commerce in
home industry
K L M N
entertainment, life and living movement, location, numbers and
sports and games things travel and transport measurement
0 P Q S
substances, education language and social actions,
materials, objects communication states and
and equipment processes
T W X Y
time world and Psychological science and
environment actions, states and technology
processes
Z
names and
grammar

Figure 4.1 Main semantic categories in the USAS tagset (Archer et al.,
2002, p.2)
When USAS runs on a text in Wmatrix, each word in the text is tagged
with corresponding semantic tags and POS tags, as shown in the Figure 4.2.
The examples in Figure 4.2 are from the text Airbus and Boeing could both

6cat

A

(0]
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lose battle of the skies from UK popular economic discourse corpus. Figure
4.2 shows that there are three columns: the first column listing POS tags, the
second one listing the words in the running text and the third one listing
USAS tags. Some words have more than one semantic tag. In the tag set of
each word, a slash 6 s @used to indicate double membership of categories,
which means a word has two categories at the same time (Archer et al.,
2002; Rayson, 2008). For instance, bell, an object that can make a ringing
sound, is assigned with double membership of O2 Objects Generally and
X3.2 Sensory: -sound. Archer et al. (2002, pp.1-2) also write that letters f, n,
mrepresentii f e mal e, neut er an drebnecketefaloweadrby
0 i dicatéesm mult-rwor d uni t 0.

AT The Z5

MN1 bell 02/¥3.2 04.4

VHEZ has Z5 A9+ AZ.2 54

VVH sounded X3.2 Q2.2 K8 H3.l%
IT on Z5

DDl another ME.1l- NS++

HHN1 round N5 E5.1 M1 F2 B3 F1 E2% G3%
II in Z5

AT the Z5

NN1 slug L2mfn G3 F2 E3-

HN1 fest z299

I1 between 25

AT the Z5

NHN2 worlds Wl S5+c Ad.1 N5+

MC two Nl T3 Tl1.2

JT dominant S7.1+ All.1+ All.2+
NN aircraft M5fnc

MN2 manufacturers hRl.1.1/82mfc

Figure 4.2 A screenshot of a text from UKPEDC with USAS and POS tags

Hardie et al. (2007) write that the ordering of USAS tags in each word 6 s
list of semantic tags is a reflection of the likelihood of the candidate®
semantic fields. The semantic tag in the first place of each word is the most
likely tag in a given context so Wmatrix only considers the first tag from each
word® tag list for frequency analysis, concordance analysis and keyness
analysis (Hardie et al., 2007; Krennmayr, 2011). For instance, the first tag in
the tag string of party is K1/S1.1.3+ that represents the
celebration/entertainment sense and the second tag is G1.2 that represent
political party. When conducting frequency list at semantic level sorted by
USAS tags, party is assigned to the semantic category K1 as shown in
Figure 4.3 since this category is in the first place.

na

ef {



-111 -

Word Semtag Frequency Relative

Frequency
holiday Kl 5 0.00 Concordance
plaved Kl 6 0.00 Concordance
plays Kl 7 0.00 Concordance
break El 8 0.00 Concordance
audience El 13 0.00 Concordance
breaks El 22 0.01 Concordance
play Kl 26 0.01 Concordance
party Kl 39 0.01 Concordance

Figure 4.3 A screenshot of USAS tags assigned to the word party when

conducting frequency analysis at semantic level

However, when checking the 39 concordance lines of party, 35 of them
represent political party and should be assigned with G1.2 in the first place.
Koller et al. (2008, p.153) suggest fperform[ing] the domain pushing function
to change t he Toaxmhkge thegordering of eadn svard® USAS
tag list, | use ®@Womain Tag Wizardo feature in Wmatrix to increase the
likelihood of the preferred semantic fields. For instance, after enter G1.2, G
or G1 as preferred semantic fields in Domain Tag Wizard, the first tag in the
tag string of party becomes G1.2 and the tag K1/S1.1.3+ moves to the
second place. When conducting frequency list sorted by USAS tags in
UKPEDC, party is assigned to the semantic category G1.2 as shown in
Figure 4.4 since this category is in the first place.

Word Semtag Frequency Relative

Frequency
policymakers Gl.2 17 0.01 Concordance
human_rights cl.2 18 0.01 Concordance
populist Gl.2 18 0.01 Concordance
unions Gl.2 18 0.01 Concordance
elections Gl.2 19 0.01 Concordance
centre Gl.2 35 0.01 Concordance
republican Gl.2 36 0.01 Concordance
union Gl.2 37 0.01 Concordance
party Gl.2 39 0.01 Concordance

Figure 4.4 A screenshot of USAS tags assigned to the word party after

using Domain Tag Wizard function

Wmatrix tutorial (on http://ucrel.lancs.ac.uk/wmatrix/ ) also introduces
that it allows for adding new words, multi-word-expressions and introducing
a completely new semantic tag to USAS dictionary by performing My Tag
Wizard function. To create my own supplementary word list, | can find words
from unknown words list and edit words that are incorrectly tagged by USAS
dictionary. If there are words like globalization in the unknown word list or
words | think are incorrectly tagged, | can copy the line containing the
unknown words receiving a Z99 tag or the incorrectly tagged words into a
local file and edit the tags. | then uploa the local file to the Wmatrix and
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merge it with the standard Wmatrix dictionaries. | can also create totally new

semantic tag or a personal multi-word-expression list for my data following

similar procedures mentioned above. [ n b rallowihg, for Wmat r i x ¢
extending the USAS dictionary is valuable for metaphor identification.

Krennmayr (2011, p.194) claims that the function of key semantic field
analysis by comparing to a reference corpus such as BNC samplerigi a e s
good indication of the overall content and the most prominent topics of the
tex t O .tailed®tudies on the overused semantic fields may help to find
potential source domains or vehicle terms (Krennmayr, 2011). For instance,
she conducts a key domain analysis to find overused semantic fields in a
text from Guardian on topic of Palestinian-Israeli conflict in reference to
BNC-Baby Written. One of the overused semantic fields is architecture,
houses and buildings which is obviously different from the topic of the text
and is regarded as source domain candidate (Krennmayr, 2011). She then
conducts concordance analysis to check the occurrences in this semantic
field following MIPVU (Steen et al.,, 2010) and eleven out of twelve
occurrences are labelled as metaphor. Further discussions on metaphor
studies with the help of Wmatrix are presented in next section.

4.6 Metaphor Analysis Using Wmatrix

Due to its great value in facilitating metaphor analysis in large-scale datasets,
Wmatrix has been used in a growing body of corpus-assisted metaphor
studies (Deignan and Semino, 2010; Demmen et al., 2015; Hardie et al.,
2007; Semino et al., 2017).

Hardie et al. (2007) re-analyze metaphor analysis of two earlier studies
by using the USAS tool in Wmatrix (Rayson, 2008). They re-analyze Semino
andSwi nd| ef1996) studypam MACHINE, WAR and ORGANISM metaphor in
Ken Kesey® One Flew Over the Cuckoo's Nestand Ko | | e r4) study(og 0 O
the same metaphors in business magazines. For the first study, Hardie et al.
(2007) first generate an electronic version of the novel and carry out key
semantic domain analysis in reference to the Imaginative Writing section of
BNC sampler with the help of Wmatrix. They find that the most overused
semantic domain is dedicines and Medical Treatmentd which indicates the
topic of the novel. Since they want to compare similar metaphors in the
novel studied by Semino and Swindlehurst (1996), semantic tag O2 Objects
generally which includes expressions under MACHINE source domain and
N3.2+ Size: Big among the top 8 overused domains are discussed. They
examine sets of expressions under semantic tag O2 Objects generally and
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find that around half of them are literally-used and non-literally-used
respectively, which supports Semino and Swindlehurst® (1996) analysis. In
order to test Semino and Swindlehurst®& (1996) claim of the cut-off point of
the novel, Hardie et al. (2007) divide the novel into two halves. By
conducting key semantic analysis, Hardie et al. (2007) find that semantic tag
02 Objects generally are the second most overused domain in both halves.
They also find that more metaphorically used expressions are in the first half
than in the second half under MACHINE source domain, which is similar to
Semino and Swindlehurst® (1996) analysis. Hardie et al. (2007) also study
WAR source domain that is not discussed in Semino and Swindlehurs t
(1996) study. They find that G3 Warfare, defence and the army; weapons is
overused but expressions under this domain are mostly used literally.

In a second study, Hardie et al. (2007) also generate an electronic
version and conduct key semantic domain analysis in reference to BNC
Sampler CG Business with the help of Wmatrix. Since Koller (2004)
identifies all potential metaphors used to describe businesswomen, Hardie et
al. (2007) utilize broad-sweep search function in Wmatrix to find all possible
tags related to MACHINE, WAR and ORGANISM domain to overcome the
limitations of Wmatrix program that only considers a word's first tag when
categorizing semantic fields. Then they compare MACHINE, WAR and
ORGANISM metaphor use in two genres. Hardie et al. (2007) suggest the
potential applicability of using Wmatrix in analysing metaphorical patterns in
discourse.

Deignan and Semino (2010) conduct key semantic field analysis by
using USAS tool in Wmatrix to compare a speech by Tony Blair with the
context-governed section of the spoken part of the BNC sampler as a
reference corpus. They find that 44 semantic fields are overused with a log
likelihood value of 6.63. The top five semantic fields are Politics, Alive,
Education in General, People and Government, which gives an overview of
topic in the Blair's speech. They focus on semantic field related to movement
which consists of nine more specific semantic fields, for instance, M1 Moving,
coming and going. They examine overused semantic fields under Movement
tag and find that four sub-domains are overused: M1 Moving, coming and
going, M2 Putting, pulling, pushing, transporting, M6 Location and direction
and M8 Stationary. They find that M6 Location and direction is overused with
the highest value of log likelihood (17.69), which indicates that fBlair uses
expressions to do with location and direction unusually frequently in the
speecho (p.179). After further checking the concordance of occurrences in
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M6, they find that 63% of the occurrences are used metaphorically, which

indicate s Bl ai r 6 s fmemphoarereldted to to@ation dnd direction.

Deignan and Semino (2010, p.176) al so sugges il sefatcami n[i ng
fields that are likely to correspond to metaphorical source domain, whether

or not they are overusedtoastatist i cal |l y extento

Demmen et al. (2015) investigate the use of VIOLENCE metaphor for
cancer and end-of-life by different stakeholders based on a 1.5-million-word
Metaphor in End-of-life Care Corpus (MELC) with the help of Wmatrix. They
write that USAS tagger in Wmatrix ftan be used to search for all expressions
belongs to particular semantic fields that are likely to correspond to the
source domains of CMTO0 (p.209). Their corpus consists of two parts: circa
300,000 words semi-structured interviews and 1.2 million words sampling
from online forum. Since they focus on VIOLENCE metaphor, they first identify
seven semantic domains that are potential for metaphorical expressions of
VIOLENCE by using USAS tagger in Wmatrix. Then they conduct concordance
analysis of occurrences under the seven domains. Their concordance
results were exported to Microsoft Excel spreadsheets for manual metaphor
identification following MIP (Pragglejaz Group, 2007). They identified 2,268
VIOLENCE metaphors relevant to cancer and end-of-life in the MELC and find
that VIOLENCE metaphors are used differently by patients, careers and health
professionals. For instance, they find that vIOLENCE metaphor is used by
patients fto express different topics, especially the patientsé relationships
with their illness and other people, and processes of coping with the illness
and with the treatmentd  ( p.. 22 1)

Semino et al. (2017, p.61) also compare use of VIOLENCE metaphor and
JOURNEY metaphor by patients and health professionals based on 500,134
words of online forum contributions by patients on a UK-based website
dedicated to canceroand 253,168 words of online forum contributions, blog
entries and comments by health professionals on a UK-based websiteo with
the help of Wmatrix. First, three of their team members manually identified
metaphor of a 15,000-word sample from each corpus following MIP
(Pragglejaz Group, 2007). They then formed a list of linguistic expressions
with corresponding semantic fields that are to be investigated in two
complete corpora, which follows a small corpus-big corpus approach.
However, their later searching not only focused on a list of the pre-selected
words. They also searched for linguistic metaphors within relevant semantic
tags in two complete corpora with the help of Wmatrix. For instance, they
searched for linguistic metaphors within semantic tags relevant to VIOLENCE
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metaphor and JOURNEY metaphor in their data with the help of Wmatrix. In
this way, they get an open-ended set of metaphor candidates under both
metaphor domains. The procedure of their metaphor identification assisted
by Wmatrix is followed in this study. In their study, Semino et al. (2017) find
that VIOLENCE metaphor and JOURNEY metaphor are used more frequently by
patients than health professionals. They also find that both VIOLENCE
metaphor and JOURNEY metaphor can be used positively and negatively.
They claim that fa blanket rejection of VIOLENCE metaphor and uncritical
promotion of JOURNEY metaphor would deprive patients of positive functions
of the former and ignore the potential pitfalls of the lattero(p.60).

It can be found that Wmatrix has been applied in different contexts such
as fiction discourse, health and care discourse and economic discourse in
aiding metaphor identification following similar procedures:

1) identifying key semantic fields based on comparison to a reference
corpus (Deignan and Semino, 2010) or finding most relevant USAS
tags for studied vehicle groupings based on the results of manual
metaphor identification of sample texts (Demmen et al.,2015) ;

2) carrying out concordance analysis at semantic level,

3) checking for metaphoricity of metaphor candidates under the
concordance lines.

Wmatrix appears to be valuable for assisting metaphor identification
with USAS tagger, the function of broad-sweep search and domain push.
Combining with concordance analysis of occurrences under relevant
semantic tags, an opened-ended set of metaphorical expressions would be
available, which overcomes limitations of searching for pre-selected
expressions in traditional small corpus-big corpus approach (Charteris-Black,
2004; Cameron and Deignan, 2003).
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Chapter 5 Operationalization of Adapted MIP and Use of
Wmatrix

The aims of this chapter are threefold. First, | explain how adapted MIP is
applied to identify metaphors in my corpora with the help of selected
dictionaries and how vehicle groupings are conducted based on linguistic
metaphors that are identified by following adapted MIP. Second, | explain
how Wmatrix can function as a filter to find metaphor candidates in my
corpora following adapted MIP. Third, |1 explain how | conduct inter-rater
reliability test and report reliability test results of metaphor identification and
vehicle grouping in my data. Reliable inter-coding process of metaphor
identification and vehicle groupings in this chapter provides basis for
metaphor analysis of my research.

5.1 Procedure for Using Learner® Dictionaries in Adapted
MIP

In Section 4.3.2, | presented complete metaphor identification procedure in
my data. Following this procedure, | need to identify the unit of analysis,
establish contextual meaning of the unit, establish basic meaning of the unit,
and decide whether two meanings are incongruous but comparable step by
step after having a general understanding of the entire text. As is mentioned
in Section 4.3.1, two online learner® dictionaries MEDAL and LDOCE are
used in parallel to facilitate each procedure of adapted MIP and make
adapted MIP more reliable. However, dictionaries only provide us definitions
rather than decisions, as mentioned by Dorst and Reijnierse (2015) in
Section 4.1.2. Thus, this section explains my procedures for using the
dictionaries to make decisions on each step of adapted MIP, with examples
from my data. Meanwhile, | also describe problems encountered during each
step of metaphor identification using dictionaries and explain my solutions.

5.1.1 Boundaries of Lexical Units

After having a general understanding of the entire text, identifying
boundaries of lexical units is the first step in adapted MIP. As is mentioned in
Section 4.1.2, there are no problems in deciding lexical units of single
orthographic words, but problems arise in making decisions on multi-word
expressions. This section discusses procedures for using the dictionaries to
assist decision-making on the categories a multiword expression belongs to.
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Six categories of multi-word expressions are discussed here: idioms, phrasal
verbs, prepositional verbs, polywords, compound words, proper names.

The dictionaries are not perfect but a good compromise for decision-
making on the category a multiword expression belongs to. As is mentioned
in 4.3.1, MEDAL and LDOCE give a multi-word expression a single entry but
do not tell its exact type. For instance, both prepositional verbs such as look
at and phrasal verbs such as get back have a single entry and are labelled
as phrasal verb in two dictionaries. When a multiword expression is marked
as a phrasal verb in the dictionaries, | follow grammatical rules to separate
prepositional verbs from phrasal verbs. For instance, went through in the
example the United States trade representative, who went through a litany is
treated as prepositional verbs since the noun phrase a litany in this example
cannot be replaced by a pronoun (* the United States trade representative,
who went it through). prop up in the example accused the nation of
protectionism to prop up its domestic industry is treated as a phrasal verb
since it can pass the test of pronoun replacement (accused the nation of
protectionism to prop it up). When testing whether a phrasal verb listed in
the dictionaries should be treated as a prepositional verb, | also found some
examples of intransitive verbs standing alone with the structure of verb + adv
+ prep in my data, for instance, chipped away at in the example it also
chipped away at trust between nations. They are treated as phrasal verbs.

Both polywords and idioms have a single entry and are labelled as
phrase in two dictionaries. When a multiword expression is marked as
phrase in the dictionaries, | check it in Kilgarriffo s B N @ frequemcy list
(on http://Iwww.kilgarriff.co.uk/BNClists/variances) which includes 8189 word-
part-of-speech pairs occurring 100 times or more in the sample taken from
written part of BNC. If the phrase with underscored words such as
in_line_with and by _way_of in the list, | treat it as a polyword. If the phrase is
not in the list, for instance, in return and by the way, | treat it as an idiom,
which can also be checked in Cambridge Dictionary Business English if
necessary. Some idioms may not be listed in the dictionaries. For instance,
kick into gear in example ties between the two nations have kicked into high
gear cannot be found in the dictionaries but get into gear which has the
same meaning has its single entry in the dictionaries. However, | still follow
the results of dictionaries to decide the types of multi-word expressions so as
to keep consistency of identification. Thus, | d i éanhkick intd gear as an
idiom but treat get into gear as an idiom.
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Sometimes two dictionaries also show different understandings of the
entry words or expressions. For instance, low-cost in the example unfairly
accuses it of dumping low-cost exports into American markets cannot be
found in MEDAL but can be found in LDOCE. If only using MEDAL as the
main dictionary, low-cost is not a conventional compound so low as an
adjective and cost as a noun should be counted separately. However, if |
use LDOCE in parallel, the unit of analysis is low-cost as a compound. | also
check some business-related multiword expressions such as crisit-hit in
Cambridge Dictionary Business English, as mentioned in Section 4.3.1.

After categories of a multiword expression are decided, the units of
analysis are counted based on pre-defined rules about decomposability of
them, as is discussed in Section 4.3.1. For instance, chain reaction in the
example chain reaction of trade protectionist measures has a single entry in
both dictionaries so is treated as a compound with separated words. chain
reaction is counted as two lexical units without taking stress patterning into
consideration since LDOCE only gives stressing pattern of a small number of
compounds, which makes decision-making on lexical units of a compound
problematic and inconsistent. English is often inconsistent about uses of
hyphen. Some compounds with separated words in my data can only find
their hyphenated forms in the dictionaries, for instance, bait and switch in the
example decided to do the bait and switch trick. | follow the results in the
dictionaries and keep records of it. Thus, bait and switch listed in the
dictionaries as bait-and-switch is treated as a conventional hyphenated
compound and is counted as a single lexical unit. Once lexical units are
decided, | discuss how | establish contextual meaning of a word with the
help of the dictionaries in next section.

5.1.2 Establishing Contextual Meaning

As mentioned by Steen et al. (2010) in Section 4.1.2, most conventional
contextual meanings can be found in general learners dictionaries. To
establish contextual meaning of business specialist terminology in my data, |
refer to Cambridge Dictionary Business English, as mentioned in Section
4.3.1. If the words such as isolative as an adjective having no entry in
dictionaries, | check the entry of their base forms to establish their contextual
meanings. However, some difficulties arise when establishing contextual
meanings of novel terms, novel metaphor and words or expressions related
to personification, which is discussed as follows.

Novel Metaphor and Novel Terms
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There is a minority of cases whose contextual meaning cannot be
determined with the help of the dictionaries: novel metaphor and novel terms.
As mentioned by Auwal (2015) in Section 2.4.1, journalists tend to report
news in a way that makes target audiences feel that the news is closely
related to them. They may use terms that target readers are physically or
psychologically familiar with. To ensure relatedness of an event to the target
audiences and attract their attention as well, journalists may deliberately use
lexis that is familiar to them in a novel way. For instance, bullet in citation (1),
football and tennis in citation (2), and vampire in citation (3) are lexical items
commonly having their entry in dictionaries, but their contextual meaning
cannot be established by dictionaries.

(1) A Tehtruth is, we are loading the gun now, O sai
commi ssi on of f buleta how, 47 &Nl Augustrb .
(Financial Times 2013)

(2) China is playing football while we're playing tennis. (Wall
Street Journal 2017)

(3) When doom-mongers predicted that the Great Recession
would lead to the vampire of 1930s protectionism rising from
the dead, they may have been watching the wrong graveyard.
(Financial Times 2012)

These lexical items with no contextual meanings in dictionaries are
understood as novel metaphor (Steen et al. 2010; Krennmayr, 2008). Novel
metaphors are not the aim of most dictionaries as Deignan (2015b, p.7)
writes: A i tnot the job of a dictionary to cover all possible meanings of a
wor do. D e i g wriges that vZhétliebabmeaning would be included as
a separate sense by lexicographers depends on whether this meaning is
sufficiently central and typical, which can refer to concordance data in large
corpora to help make decisions. However, Cameron and Deignan (2006)
also add that there are no clear cut-off points between conventionalized and
novel use by calculating the frequency of citations. When novel metaphors
are used more frequently, they may become conventionalized. Thus, | tend
to understand conventional and novel metaphor at different ends of a
spectrum. | refer to BNC (1994) with the help of Sketch Engine or COCA to
establish contextual meaning of novel metaphors, which is explained with
the examples in (1), (2) and (3) above. Frequency of their metaphorical use
may indicate their degree of novelty.
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The 100-million-word BNC (1994) contain 1184 citations of bullet.
A random sample of 100 citations of bullet were checked in context. | found
90 citations of bullet were used literally, and 10 citations of bullet were used
metaphorically. Among the 10 citations, there are 4 citations of conventional
compound word having their entry in dictionaries: magic bullet, bullet train,
bullet point, as in Figure 5.1. However, no citations were related to
international trade strategies. Thus, | need to use my intuition and refer to
some expert knowledge to establish the contextual meaning. Based on
background of Sino-EU solar panel trade disputes, | established the
contextual meaning of bullet as EU member states adopting 47% tariffs to
fight against unfair trade practice.

[ Details Left context KWIC Right context 1

O Written miscell... 1cern and realise that no one has a 'magic  bullet ' solution to the software crisis. </s><s> He
Written books a... v's pop platitude. </s><s> In 1990 SUGAR BULLET (pictured opposite) are an Edinburgh trio fi
Written books a... tire; then he would be in control.’ </s> <s> Bullets are funny things; they rarely do what is exp
Written books a... 1ether even one of the eight twelves' living bullets could have cut through the atmosphere cre
Written books a... service in the form of several small calibre  bullet holes. </s><s> Alter two long years of hard
Written books a... xdies which are proving effective as magic bullets in identifying and destroying brain tumours
Written miscell... ey properly demanded from you (see next bullet point b). </s><s> It is in your interest, ours
Written books a... easonablelooking newsletter, adorn it with  bullet  points, drop capitals, drop shadows, extra 1

Written books a... e bedside table, decorated with turquoise  bullet shapes and nickel silver handles, inspired |

oboooooooao

Written books a... d to include a new track like the Japanese Bullet trains or the french TGV. </s><s> He said t

Figure 5.1 A screenshot of 10 metaphorical citations of bullet in a random

sample of 100 citations in BNC (1994)

The 100-million-word BNC (1994) contain 6694 citations of football.
A random sample of 500 citations of football were checked in context. |
found that only 6 citations were used metaphorically, as in Figure 5.2.
Among the 6 citations, there are 3 citations of political football which
metaphorically describes an under discussed yet not resolved political issue
as a football being kicked back and forth. Another 3 citations metaphorically
transfer different properties of a football such as the shape of a football or
football as a game such as football courage to topics in other domains.
However, none of the 6 citations are business-related. The 100-million-word
BNC (1994) contain 2809 citations of tennis. Arandom sample of 500
citations of tennis were checked in context. | found that all of the 500
citations were used literally. Thus, | need to use my background knowledge
about rules and properties of football and tennis and refer to the context of
citation (2) to establish their contextual meaning. Based on background of
US o6 sicizing Citi n a6 s ofdreeantarket, | established the contextual
meaning of football as less freer market in which companies participate in
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market trading with state support such as subsidies and the contextual
meaning of tennis as more freer market in which companies participate in
trade activities without state support.

[ Details Left context KWIC Right context ™

Written books a... rty of 'using the closure of pits as a political football 'and added: 'lt is a totally serious business,
Written books a... iysterectomies, the ovarian cyst as big as a football , and the girl who had come to be sterilised
Written books a... “iorities, health care may become a political football , with programmes being terminated by incc
Written books a...  While Roebuck may wish to play down his football courage, the proof is there for all to witness

Written books a... </s><s> The use of education as a political football has entered the language as a cliché. </s><

oooooo

Written books a... emies of crime, may become academies of football if the police continue their ridiculous perseci

Figure 5.2 A screenshot of 6 metaphorical citations of football in a random
sample of 500 citations in BNC (1994)

The 100-million-word BNC (1994) contain 190 citations of vampire.
A random sample of 100 citations of vampire were checked in context. |
found that only 5 citations were used metaphorically, as in Figure 5.3. Two
out of the five citations were related to economic topics such as vampire
economics, and with contextual meaning of economic policies that gain
benefits by exploiting other parties, which can be contextual meaning of
vampire in citation (3).

O Details Left context KWIC Right context 1

Written books a... ed in the 1930s. </s><s> These were the ' vampire 'institutions, to quote Milovan Dijilas, which
Written books a... ally speaking, then, it seems plausible that vampire economics conform to the rules of a Prison
Written books a... )nna laughed. </s><s>'Who could resist a vampire like you?' </s><s>'| shall want whole armft

Written books a... </s><s> We shan't know until we let those vampires loose at you.' </s><s>"'Oh. </s><s> | thoug

ooooao

Written books a... ood up. </s><s>'Are they all ready for the vampires tomorrow?' </s><s> Donna laughed. </s><

Figure 5.3 A screenshot of 5 metaphorical citations of vampire in a random

sample of 100 citations in BNC (1994)

To report recently economic events, some novel terms such as Belt and
Road that have no entry in dictionaries may also be used by journalists. |
refer to a reference corpus COCA to establish contextual meanings of newly
coined terms,. If there are no occurrences or there are occurrences in COCA
but providing no help in establishing contextual meaning. | need to use my
intuition and refer to some expert knowledge to establish the contextual
meaning, which is explained with Belt and Road in citation (4).

(4) Thus far, Belt and Road®& outlay has been tiny compared with
Beijing's ambitions -and indeed with its domestic investment
(Financial Times 2017).

There is one citation of Belt and Road in COCA. However, this citation
doesn't provide me enough context to establish its contextual meaning. Thus,
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| refer to some expert knowledge with the help of official website introducing
this initiative (https://www.beltroad-initiative.com/belt-and-road/) to establish
its contextual meaning. | established the contextual meaning of Belt in
citation (4) as the building of a Silk Road Economic Belt and Road as a 21st-
century Maritime Silk Road.

Personification

As is mentioned in Section 4.1.2, problems arise when researchers can give
two different analyses that seem equally plausible, for instance, identifying
met aphor in AA party canammaye 287 p2B2ci de it s
Steen, Biernacka, Dorst, Kaal, Rodgu ez and Pasma, 2010). Following
previous scholarso practice, similar cases in my data are interpreted from
personification perspective rather than metonymically. For instance, both
Brussels as a city in citation (5) and the WTO as an organization in citation
(6) were only interpreted literally as non-human agents. The action of
decision-making can only be performed by human agents so decide in (5)
and (6) is metaphor due to personification (Steen, Biernacka, Dorst, Kaal,
Rodigu ez and Pasma, 2010).

(5) Brussels must decide this year whether to support or oppose
this plan. (Financial Times 2016)

(6) Inthe next year, the WTO is due to decide whether the EU can
continue to restrict genetically modified foods. (Financial Times
2014)

5.1.3 Establishing a More Basic Meaning

Following adapted MIP, | understand a more basic meaning as more
concrete, precise and human-oriented sense in dictionaries. In most cases,
establishing basic meanings of lexical units in dictionaries is straightforward.
However, problems arise when there is more than one more basic meaning
available in selected dictionaries, which is discussed with examples from my
data.

As is mentioned by Dorst et al. (2013) in Section 4.1.2, when making
decisions among more than one basic meaning, three factors that should be
taken into consideration are human-oriented sense, concreteness and
comparability. Following Dorst et al. (2013), | prefer a human-oriented and
concrete sense to be established as a more basic meaning of a lexical unit
when there is more than one potential basic meaning. Thus, 6 h u ma n
standing sense6 ( hu man eensgnsed of migerin citation (7) in the
dictionaries is preferre d o v eudildnggei 09 upwar d-humannsed6 (no
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and concrete sense) to be a more basic meaning of rise as a verb. There are

two potential more basic meanings of gutting in citation (8): 6r e move ani mal
organs sens e @ d a drayenside of a building sen s enéthe dictionaries. |

chose # emove ani mal whicly i8 mere rummam-ererded and

more concrete as a more basic meaning of gutting.

(7) If global prices rise in response, that will just encourage more
mothballed Chinese production to resume. (Wall Street Journal
2017)

(8) Quite a few Americans believe that defeating new trade

agreements and gutting existing ones would protect American

jobs and stabilize our economy. (New York Times 2009)
| also take comparability between the contextual meaning established in last
step and more basic meaning established in this step into consideration.
More detail about comparability between two meanings are discussed in
Section 5.1.4. If there is no comparability between a human-oriented and
concrete sense and the contextual meaning established in last step but
comparability between a non-human and concrete sense and the contextual
meaning, | choose the non-human and concrete sense as a more basic
meaning. For instance, marks in citation (9) has three potential more basic
meanings in MEDAL and LDOCE: 6 wr it e on sométdamage sense
sens e an,d omething showi ng t he position oefirssomet hi ng
one sense is human-oriented and concrete and the other two are non-
human and concrete. | established 6 s o mmgtshowing the position of
something sensebd as a mo r e madrka since thereeia ni n g o f
comparabilty bet ween O&éshowing poowiigisomethigensed at
happen senseb.

(9) The Trump administration, on the other hand, seems to be
limiting the US' global role, which marks a departure from
decades of consensus (China Daily 2017).

The process of establishing a more basic meaning becomes much less
straightforward when different categories of basic meanings compete for
each other. Two types of problematic cases are discussed:

1) two non-human and concrete senses competing to be a more basic
meaning e.g. bright in citation (10);

2) a human and abstract sense and non-human and concrete sense
competing to be a more basic meaning e.g. blunt in citation (11).
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To establish a more basic meaning of bright in citation (10), | checked the
senses of bright as an adjective in two dictionaries. Three senses in LDOCE

which separates 6 | i ght ddedmsednyns e nengedin MEDAL t wo

which integrat e s 01l i ghtsumgn sed® s & didaesd fer a mae d
basic meaning of bright. 6 s u n ny eigorlyna specializat i on of o6l i ght s

so | treated them as one se ns e . Botlseob edohrasred s é 6
non-human and concrete. | chose ¢ Isie @&k @more basic meaning of
bright since there is comparability between strong shining light and the
feeling of hope, warm and being successful (Kévecses, 2000).

(10) As President Xi Jinping visits the United States this week,
history tells us that Sino-US economic cooperation is win-win,
and we look forward to a bright future. (China Daily 2015)

There are two candidate senses in the dictionaries to be a more basic
meaning of blunt in citation (11): &6 s p e a k i negn sheodn ewshuhcyi
and abst r act s e nssharpasred s 6 4 o twa mon-human sand
concrete sense. | chose the non-human and concrete sense as a more basic
meaning of blunt since it is more concrete and can be mapped onto the
cont extual twed-wakedngthatlsise ns e 6.

(11) Trade litigation is a blunt instrument. (New York Times 2014)

Thus, when problems arise in establishing a more basic meaning of a lexical
units, comparability between a more basic meaning and the contextual
meaning is a very important factor to consider.

5.1.4 Incongruity but Comparability

As is discussed in Section 4.1.2, a lexical item is marked as a metaphor
when there are both incongruity and comparability between its contextual
meaning and more basic meaning. Deignan (1997) writes that when
deciding whether two senses in dictionaries are related but sufficiently
distinct in dictionaries, there must be discernible semantic gap between
contextual meaning and basic meaning. In most cases, contextual meaning
and basic meaning established from senses with separated numbers are
sufficiently distinct, as suggested by Krennmayr (2011) in Section 4.1.2. For
instance, the contextual meaning of weapon in citation (12) was established
with s e n s e actiof, piaca of information, piece of equipment used to

wi n 6 ) rmonedasic meaning was establis hed with sense

that you use to fight with or attacks o me o n e) inwliDOBE) The two
senses are from different semantic domains and thus are incongruous.

Si

ar

S

1

S

e

a

( 6s


https://www.ldoceonline.com/dictionary/action
https://www.ldoceonline.com/dictionary/equipment
https://www.ldoceonline.com/dictionary/fight
https://www.ldoceonline.com/dictionary/attack
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(12) If China keeps it up, other countries are likely to use their last
available weapon 8 protectionism. (New York Times 2010)

However, problems arise when annotators establish the same lexical item
with different basic meanings, and one of the candidate basic meaning is
specific meaning of the contextual meaning. For instance, abuse in citation
(13) as a borderline case was taken out to be discussed with co-rater B12. |
and co-rater B used different senses to establish the basic meaning of abuse,
which led to disagreement in whether there was incongruity between two
senses.

(13) China resolutely opposes the abuse of protectionist measures,
the Chinese Ministry of Commerce. (New York Times 2009)

| used sense 2 6t h e uamething fin a bad, dishonest, or harmful way 6

from MEDAL to establish both contextual meaning and basic meaning of
abuse. | chose the general meaning in sense 2 6t he u s ething fin
a bad, dishonest, or harmful wa y fiom MEDAL to establish contextual
meaning of abuse. | chose a more specific and concrete meaning in sense
2a @he use of alcohol or illegal drugs in a way that is harmful to your healthd
to establish its more basic meaning. The two meanings are from senses
under the same number with the relationship of general meaning and
specific meaning so there was no incongruity between them (Cruse, 1986). |
marked abuse in (13) as a non-metaphor. However, co-rater B used sense 2
0t he wuse of abad,dishbriest, mrgharmful wa yfrom MEDAL to
establish contextual meaning of abuse but sense 1 6 ¢ r u e | t, or wnfaio
treatment, especially of someone who does not have the power to prevent itd
as the more basic meaning. She suggested that there was incongruity
between the two meanings and a transferring of meaning from treating
somebody with physical violence to using protectionism measure in a
harmful way. Thus, she marked abuse as a metaphor. After discussion, we
still disagreed with each other. Unlike WDLII principle used by MIPVU as is
mentioned in Section 4.1.2, borderline cases like abuse here with
disagreement after discussion were not labelled as metaphor. Meanwhile,
separated senses in dictionaries do not necessarily mean semantic gaps
between two meanings, as mentioned in Section 4.3.1. For instance,
designed as a verb in citation (14) has only one sense in MEDAL but two
separate numbered senses in LDOCE.

12 Co-rater B is a master student of TESOL from School of Education, University of
Leeds.

Some


https://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/british/bad_1
https://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/british/dishonest
https://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/british/harmful
https://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/british/bad_1
https://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/british/dishonest
https://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/british/harmful
https://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/british/alcohol
https://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/british/illegal_1
https://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/british/drug_1
https://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/british/harmful
https://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/british/health
https://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/british/bad_1
https://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/british/dishonest
https://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/british/harmful
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(14) Should the US ignore a WTO ruling, as Mr Trump has
threatened in the past, it could lead to the unravelling of the
international system designed to prevent trade wars.
(Financial Times 2017)

| chose sense 2 6t 0 opdewelop something for a specific purposedas the
contextual meaning in LDOCE and sense 1 ¢ tnwmke a drawing or plan of
something that will be made or b u iil LDOCE as the more basic meaning.
However, these two senses are both general meanings of @lanningg so they
are not semantically distinct. Thus, there is no incongruity between
contextual meaning and basic meaning of designed in citation (14).

As is mentioned in Section 4.1.2, those cases with incongruity between
their contextual meaning and the more basic meaning are marked as
metaphors when they can also evoke boundaries between metaphorical
polysemy. That is, contextual meaning is metaphorical extension of the more
basic meaning. For instance, the contextual meaning ¢owerful actions to
win in trade fieldo of weapon in citation (12) can be easily evoked by the
more basic meaning @owerful military weapon to win in warb so two
meanings are comparable. | marked weapon in citation (12) as a metaphor.

Language is so complex that it is not possible and practical to discuss
every problematic case arising in each step of adapted MIP. To make sure
the reliability of my metaphor identification process, | also carried inter-
coding of metaphor identification with co-rater A and co-rater B on different
samples of my data. More details about my inter-coding process and the
reliability of this process are further discussed in Section 5.4..

5.2 Process of Vehicle Grouping and Topic Coding

After identifying vehicle terms following adapted MIP, | categorized them into
related vehicle groupings. Following two vehicle coding approaches
suggested by Cameron et al. (2010) in Section 4.2.2, labels | allocated to the
vehicle groupings, in most cases, were based on semantics of the more
basic meaning | established from selected dictionaries. | also referred to
vehicle groupings of previous studies when facing difficulties in deciding the
labels. | use stamping out from citation (15) and weapon from citation (16) to
explain how | create labels for metaphor vehicles following a bottom-up
fashion.

(15) In spite of Mr Ch e n 6 sts, bovhrsides hailed this weekd s
encounter as a sign of their commitmenté stamping out


https://www.ldoceonline.com/dictionary/develop
https://www.ldoceonline.com/dictionary/specific
https://www.ldoceonline.com/dictionary/purpose
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protectionism. (Financial Times 2009)

(16) If China keeps it up, other countries are likely to use their last
available weapon 8 protectionism. (New York Times 2010)

| chose se n s e o rAakedatfire stop burning by putting your feet down hard
on it o6 f rto pstallidh @ Anbre basic meaning of stamping out in
citation (15). Based on this more basic meaning, | categorized stamping out
into FIRE. Similarly, based on more basic meaning of weapon in citation (16),
| gave weapon the label FIGHT/WAR.

However, the process of vehicle grouping is not straightforward.
Problems arise when there is more than one candidate semantic field in the
more basic meaning. | provided more than one potential vehicle grouping for
each vehicle term at the early stage of vehicle grouping, as suggested by
Cameron et al. (2010) in Section 4.2.2. For instance, two possible vehicle
groupings were given for outbreak and failure, as shown in Figure 5.4.

A
1 Vehicle Terms

B
Vehicle Grouping 1

c
Vehicle Grouping 2

D
Sources of Vehicle Terms

E
Sources of Corpora

outbreak

FIGHT/WAR

DISEASE

"If nothing is done, youlUSPEDC
could get an outbreak of
protectionism here against
China,” Mr. Bergsten said
2 in an interview.

failure MACHINE BODY PART History is replete with|CPEDC
examples of the failure of
3 American protectionism;

Figure 5.4 A screenshot of vehicle terms assigned to more than one

grouping in Excel

The more basic meaning of outbreak | established was based on the
onysense 0Otrhstart of wal,disease, vi ol e n cie ME®ALc 6o r
there is an outbreak of fighting or disease in an area, it suddenly starts to
hap p e n &DOCHE. At the early stage, | assigned outbreak two possible
vehicle groupings FIGHT/WAR and DISEASE. The more basic meaning of failure
| established was basedon sense 3 06a situat. loas
a machine or an organ in your body sto p s
sens e ab ocdasion when a machine or part of your body stops working
pr operlUD@CE. liassigned failure to two possible vehicle groupings
MACHINE and BODY PART. As mentioned by Maslen (2017) in Section 4.2.2,
vehicle grouping should be carried out in an iterative and collaborative way.
Vehicle groupings at the early stage were cross-checked by co-rater Al3.
After discussion, both | and co-rater A agreed that two potential groupings

13 Co-rater Ais a Ph.D. student from School of Education, University of Leeds. Her
research project is metaphor studies on L2 learner s dgmentative writing.
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for outbreak and failure were acceptable. We finally decided to categorize
outbreak into DISEASE and failure into MACHINE.

Problems also arise when the more basic meaning in the dictionaries
does not contain a superordinate word that can be used to determine a
vehicle term. | used previous studi e s 6 fdr thése tases whose more
basic meaning from dictionaries were not directly helpful in vehicle grouping,
for instance, the more basic meaning of barrier | established in citation (17)
was sen s e 1 0§ aatelthatr stops people or vehicles from entering a
pl aceb6 from MBEDALt yggnee Dreghte that prevents people
from moving in a particular directi o fraim LDOCE. The senses in both
dictionaries do not contain a superordinate word for barriers so | cannot
decide its vehicle grouping directly. To deal with this case, | referred to
vehicle groupings given to barrier in previous metaphor studies. As is
mentioned by Charteris-Black (2004) and Berentson-Shaw (2018) in Section
4.2.2, barrier can be categorized into BUILDING or JOURNEY. Motivated by local
discourse context such as erect in (17), | decided that it was more
appropriate to understand barrier as a physical entity that can be pulled

down. Thus, | categorized barrier into BUILDING.

(17) With the US economy on the verge of recovery, we strongly
urge our leadership to follow through on G8 commitments to

not erect protectionist barriers. (Global Times 2009)

A B © D E
Vehicle Terms Sources of Vehicle Terms Corpora Vehicle Grouping Comments

[

2 push Pacific Pact Vows to Push Free Trade After U.S. Rejection USPEDC BODYILY ACTION

suffering

fever

contagious

roots

breeding

growing

8

And after suffering the effects from trade protectionism, the CPEDC
world might also have to suffer investment protectionism and

barriers to the movement of resources.

As details of the bill came out, the Ph.D.'s predicted that USPEDC
protectionist fever would soon become contagious, and

that other countries would likely start retaliating with their

own protectionist policies, which would further hurt American

workers

As details of the bill came out, the Ph.D.'s predicted that USPEDC
protectionist fever would soon become contagious, and

that other countries would likely start retaliating with their

own protectionist policies, which would further hurt American

workers

Robert Lighthizer, Mr Trump's newly approved trade UKPEDC
representative, has called in the past for Republicans to

return to protectionist roots.

History has shown that a crisis is a breeding ground for CPEDC
protectionism, but a protectionist approach is certainly no
painkiller for economic woes.

The pressures on Mr Mandelson to act against Beijing have UKPEDC
intensified, insiders say, since French voters gave vent to
growing protectionist feelings in decisively rejecting the EU
constitution.

PHYSICAL PAIN

ILLNESS/HEALTH

DISEASE

PLANT

ANIMAL

PLANT

also acceptatble

DISEASE
also acceptatble

DISEASE

also acceptatble

ORGANISM
also acceptatble

ORGANISM
also acceptatble

ORGANISM

Figure 5.5 A screenshot of vehicle groupings with a degree of overlap

as

as

as

as

as

With vehicle grouping proceeding, | adjusted and recoded categories
with vague boundaries in Figure 5.4 and those with a degree of overlap in
Figure 5.5 to make them better fit my data. Figure 5.5 shows that the labels |
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gave to vehicle terms came directly from semantic domains of the actual
words. Figure 5.5 also shows that there was a degree of overlap in these
groupings, for instance, fever being appropriate both in DISEASE and
ILLNESS/HEALTH and suffering being appropriate both in DISEASE and PHYSICAL
PAIN.The def i ni t i mmdn M&aDAL kefers tg a liviagthing such as a
person, animal, or plant, especially an extremely sma | | i ving
all living things with life cycles are organism in an ecological system, as
mentioned by White (2003) in Section 4.2.2.

Organism

Person Animal Plant
Disease Disease Disease
Physical Pain Physical Pain Plant part
Body Part/Bodily | Body Part/Bodily

Action Action
lliness/Health lliness/Health lliness/Health
Emotion and
Intelligence...
Life Cycle

Birth-Growth-Maturity-...Death

Figure 5.6 Organism metaphor as a hierarchical system with subdivisions

Figure 5.6 shows that organism can be treated as a hierarchical system
with three subdivisions having both similar and different properties, for
instance, all having a life cycle, and all may experience disease. Thus, |
integrated vehicle groupings in Figure 5.5 into a more general vehicle
grouping ORGANISM. There were also other vehicle groupings with a degree
of overlap. For instance, | integrated HEIGHT metaphor such as levels in
citation (18) and scALE metaphor such as fullscale in citation (19) into one
more general grouping MEASUREMENT.

t
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(18) The world trading system did not settle down to low levels of
protectionism. (Financial Times 2012)

(19) Even more far-reaching, the US and EU could invite countries
to join in a negotiation for a fullscale free trade. (Financial
Times 2008)

As is mentioned in Section 4.2.2, Cameron et al. (2009, p.74) suggest
codingt opi ¢ A kcyyng and usiagtarimited setof O keye di s
relevant to the research topic and research q u e s t ildaliasved. their
practice and assigned each vehicle term to the following key discourse
topics:

drade and economic condition§ @nfair trade practicesq drade disputesd
@urrency disputeso grotectionismd and dree traded

| decided these key discourse topics based on the core and additional
guery terms discussed in Section 3.3 and my general understanding of key
discourse topics in the 9 sample texts, as mentioned in Section 4.3.2. In
some context, | also coded sub-topics based on these key discourse topics,
for instance, underpriced imports under the topic of unfair trade practicesd
Then | grouped together vehicle terms from the same vehicle grouping and
describing the same key topic, based on which | formulated systematic
metaphor emerging from discourse. The process of topic coding is
straightforward but vehicle grouping is less straightforward. To ensuring the
rigor of systematic metaphor identification, Maslen (2017) suggests three
points: 1) data being appropriate for research purposes; 2) cross-checking
being necessary for coding; and 3) decision being consistent and replicable.
In this study, inter-coding of vehicle grouping was carried out independently
with co-rater A and co-rater B on different types of my data. After
independently vehicle grouping of three types of my sample data, |
discussed the disagreement cases with my co-rater. Some issues raised by
our discussion contribute to inform my labelling of the rest. More details
about the three types of data and reliability of my inter-coding process of
vehicle groupings are further discussed in Section 5.4.

5.3 Wmatrix as a Filter for Finding Metaphor Candidates in
My Corpus

As discussed in Section 4.6, there were two approaches of using Wmatrix to
assist metaphor studies: 1) starting from overused semantic fields with
reference corpus; 2) starting from most relevant USAS tags for interested

pocs 8
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vehicle groupings without reference corpus. When carrying out key semantic
domain analysis, Wmatrix only catches semantic fields used more frequently
and more systematically in the corpus than in the reference corpus. That is,
when conducting key semantic domain analysis in my corpora with the help
of Wmatrix, the list of overused semantic domains only comprises those
semantic fields that are more frequently used in economic discourse.
However, it is not helpful in filtering semantic fields that are used as source
domains more frequently in economic discourse than in everyday language.
For instance, | conducted key semantic domain analysis of 15 randomly
sample texts with 10,797 words from my data. As mentioned in Section 4.3.2,
| randomly selected texts from my data based on the results of random
number generator (https://www.calculator.net/random-number-
generator.html). | have randomly selected 9 texts from my data, as
mentioned in Section 4.3.2. | randomly selected another 6 texts from my
data. Results of 6 randomly generated numbers and the title of the 6 texts
are presented in Appendix C.1. In total, | randomly selected 5 texts from
each corpus. Key semantic analysis on the 15 sample texts shows that war-
related semantic field is not among the list of overused items when using
British English 2006 (BEO6) as a reference corpus. However, results of my
manual metaphor identification of the 15 sample texts show that lexis from
war-related semantic field is frequently used as metaphors in my data. Since
| was interested in how topics related to trade disputes being discussed and
developed with metaphors, | searched for metaphor that related to particular
vehicle groupings with the help of Wmatrix in three corpora. Based on
previous studies discussed in Section 4.6, the application of Wmatrix as a
filter to find metaphor candidates in my data consists of three steps:

1) identifying most relevant USAS tags for interested vehicle groupings
based on results of manual metaphor identification of the 15 sample
texts;

2) carrying out concordance analysis of identified USAS tags;

3) exporting concordance lines into Excel and checking each metaphor
candidate for metaphoricity.

Each step is further explained with examples from my data. Based on
manual metaphor identification results of the 15 sample texts, | decided the
vehicle groupings to be studied. | chose FIGHT/WAR and GAME/SPORTS that
were frequently used metaphors in the 15 sample texts as two vehicle
groupings to be studied. | also chose another two less frequent vehicle
groupings PHYSICAL DAMAGE and WEATHER in the 15 sample texts as typical


https://www.calculator.net/random-number-generator.html
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case studies since they may indicate the way situations and outcomes of
trade disputes were written about in terms of these two groups. Although
there was a smaller number of linguistic metaphors in these two groupings,
they were also related to the research questions and may be powerful in
framing central trade topics, as was claimed by Cameron et al. (2010) in
Section 2.3.1.

The way | identified most relevant USAS tags for these four vehicle
groupings was explained with FIGHT/WAR as an example. Based on results of
manual metaphor identification of the 15 sample texts, | put a list of lexis
from FIGHT WAR grouping in plain text txt. and uploaded the list to Wmatrix.
Then | utlized broad-sweep search function in Wmatrix, which was
mentioned in Section 4.6, to search for USAS tags for lexis from FIGHT/WAR
grouping. Examples of USAS tags used to depict lexis from FIGHT/WAR in the
15 sample texts were given in Figure 5.7. USAS tags for the other three
vehicle groupings were identified following the same method (Semino et al.,
2017).

A B C
1 Vehicle Terms |Vehicle Grouping USAS tags
2 battle FIGHT/WAR X8+ E3- 02
3 war FIGHT/WAR S7.3
4 engagement FIGHT/WAR S1.1.184 2@
5 conflicts FIGHT/WAR AB.1- E3-
6 defense FIGHT/WAR S8+ 52 G2.1c Q2.2 K5.1 S7.3+ P1
7 fight FIGHT/WAR S8- X8+ E3- K5.1
8 barrage FIGHT/WAR NS+
9 defuse FIGHT/WAR A5.1+/A2.1 M1
10 gun FIGHT/WAR 02 03
11 bullets FIGHT/WAR 04.4
12 struggle FIGHT/WAR X8+ A12- E3-
13 actions FIGHT/WAR A1.1.1
14 |indefensible FIGHT/WAR A5.1- A1.2-

Figure 5.7 Examples of USAS tags depicting lexis from FIGHT/WAR in 15

sample texts

As is shown in Figure 5.7, all vehicle terms were associated with more
than one USAS tag. | searched for USAS tags that were more frequently
assigned to lexis from FIGHT/WAR grouping, regardless the position of the tag.
For instance, as long as a vehicle term was tagged G3, the vehicle term
within this semantic tag was counted as once even though G3 was not in the
first position e.g. battle with semantic tag in the order of X8+ Trying hard, G3
War, E3- Violent/Angry and O2 Objects generally. Most relevant semantic
tags for four studied vehicle groupings were presented in Table 5.1. In Table
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5.1, the first number in the bracket after USAS semantic tag means the
number of vehicle terms within each semantic tag. The second number
means the total number of vehicle terms within this vehicle grouping, which
was based on the results of my manual metaphor identification of 15 sample
texts.

Table 5.1 Most relevant semantic tags for four studied vehicle groupings

Vehicle groupings Most relevant semantic tags

FIGHT/WAR G3 Warfare, defence and the army; weapons
(34/67) (e.g. cannonballs, weapons)
X8+ (8/67) Trying hard (e.g. battle, struggle)
S8- Hindering (7/67) (e.g. fight, opposed)
E3- Violent/Angry (15/67) (e.g. ferocious, attack)
PHYSICAL DAMAGE Al1l.1.2 Damaging and destroying (8/9) (e.g.
damage)
GAME/SPORTS K5.2 Games (15/64) (e.g. hardball)
K5.1 Sports (27/64) (e.g. race)
S7.3+ Competitive (11/64) (e.g. champion)

WEATHER W4 Weather (4/7) (e.qg. fog)
After most relevant semantic tags were decided, | carried out
concordance analysis at semantic level, as in Figure 5.8.

844 occurrences. Extend context
aliatory tariffs , and a trade war that would be devastating to EU 1 More | Full
e trade principles or a phoney war ? China in particular is one of 2 More | Full
1l and starts a worldwide trade war , the future for the internatio 3 More | Full
abour union votes in electoral battleground states and conscious that Berni 4 More | Full
ed by most observers as a long shot . In Europe , a general suspici 5 More | Full
de agreements are double-edged swords : they promote trade between th 6 More | Full
his matters because the Lisbon treaty has given MEPs the power to rat 7 More | Full

. should be seen as a warning shot by those who take the European 8 More | Full
ing invented the practice in a treaty with Pakistan more than half a 9 More | Full
bilateral investment and trade treaties . Only 53 cases have been broug 10 More | Full

Figure 5.8 A screenshot of concordance analysis of USAS tag G3 War in
UKPEDC with the help of Wmatrix

Then | extracted concordance lines within each semantic tag and
identified metaphors in each concordance line manually following adapted
MIP. During the process of metaphor identification, | found that there were
some differences in categorization rules of multi-word expressions between
Wmatrix and three selected dictionaries. As mentioned in Section 4.1.2, this
difference may influence decision-making on boundaries of lexical units
which is a very important step in metaphor identification. For instance,
Wmatrix regards ripple up as a multi-word expression but it is not listed as a
single entry in MEDAL and LDOCE. To keep consistency of metaphor
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identification, | followed the rules of three selected online dictionaries. Thus,
| checked ripple rather than ripple up in the dictionaries to decide whether it
was metaphorically used word. Meanwhile, | also found that Wmatrix may
not correctly categorize idioms that were not in canonical forms. When other
constituents were inserted into the idioms, for instance, cut off your nose to
spite your face used as cut off America@ nose to spite its face, Wmatrix
usually di dndt ize dt taseamutti-word expression. In this case, | still
followed the rules of the dictionaries. Thus, the number of concordance lines
extracted from Wmatrix was different from that of units of analysis, as shown
in Table 5.2.

Table 5.2 Quantitative information of metaphors under each USAS tag in
three corpora

Semantic Num. of citations Unit of analysis Num. of
tags metaphorical
tokens

C UK US C UK US C UK US

Al.1.2 687 830 300 692 846 308 589 691 245

G3 709 844 351 722 891 358 483 633 214
E3- 837 1731 565 839 1754 569 448 986 307
X8+ 652 974 385 651 977 384 373 456 202
S8- 1104 1215 503 1103 1218 503 480 632 266
K5.1 212 285 129 237 330 147 211 251 125
K5.2 22 61 20 24 62 20 7 6 5
S7.3+ 343 432 221 342 432 220 95 198 106
w4 234 279 101 234 276 103 71 155 65
Total 4800 6651 2575 4844 6786 2612 2757 4008 1535

Note: Due to space limitation, C refers to Chinese Popular Economic
Discourse Corpus; UK refers to UK Popular Economic Discourse Corpus;
US refers to US Popular Economic Discourse Corpus.

Table 5.2 shows that | identified 8300 metaphors from 14242 units of
analysis within 9 relevant semantic tags. During the process of metaphor
identification, ambiguous cases that could not be decided even after
referring to more discourse context were not included. For instance, the
subject of retaliation was implicit in citation (20) so it was ambiguous whether
retaliation was used as personification. Retaliation in this citation was not
marked as metaphor.

(20) Even when evidence and a legal standing can be assembled,
filing WTO complaints and blocking imports can tempt
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retaliation. (Financial Times 2012)

During the process of metaphor identification and vehicle groupings within
the 9 most relevant USAS tags, | also carried out inter-coding of a sample of
these with co-rater B. More details about reliability of my inter-coding
process of metaphor identification and vehicle grouping for this type of data
are further discussed in Section 5.4.

5.4 Inter-rater Reliability of Identified Metaphors and Vehicle
Groupings

5.4.1 Rationale of Using Cohen a to Measure Inter-rater
Reliability

Artstein and Poesio (2008) write that if researchers wish to use hand-coded
data labelled with categories to support an empirical claim, they need to test
the reliability of the hand-coded data. They also write that fdata are reliable if
co-raters can be shown to agree on the categories assigned to units to an
extent determined by the purposes of the studyo §57).. There are two ways
to measure agreement between two co-raters: percent agreement and
chance-corrected agreement (Artstein and Poesio, 2008; Krippendorff, 2011).
Decision-making on using which agreement measure to test reliability of
coding process is influenced by three main factors: the number of coded
items, the number of categories assigned to the items, and the number of
co-raters (Artstein and Poesio, 2008; Krippendorff, 2011). Scott (1955, p.322,
cited in Artstein and Poesio, 2008, p.558) claimst h dperceit agreement] is
biased in favour of dimensions with a small number of categoriesa That is,
the smaller number of categories two co-raters can assign to item units, the
higher percent agreement is. Krippendorff (2011) adds that when variability
among categories is lacking, it is more difficult for co-raters to make
distinctions among categories. Within this context, he writes that co-raters
are more likely to assign item units into the same category, which leads to
extremely high percent agreement but no indication of perfect reliability.
Thus, percent agreement is not an adequate measure of reliability and
cannot be used alone as a measure to test reliability of metaphor
identification and vehicle grouping in this study (Artstein and Poesio, 2008;
Krippendorff, 2011).

Artstein and Poesio (2008) discuss three well-known measures of
chance-corrected agreement between two co-raters: S (Bennett, Alpert, and
Goldst ei n 1954)1955) ( @&eheni 1980). They claim that these
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three coefficients have different assumptions on distributions governing two
co-ratersGrandom assignment of categories to items and are appropriate for
different hand-coded data. For instance, they write that - ( S,cl1esb)t
assumes that two co-raters share a single distribution which means that the
probability that random assignment of categories to items are the same
between two co-raters. They also write that @ Cdghen, 1960) assumes that
two co-raters have different distributions. They add that f o | | o wCohem,
1960), the probability that random assignment of categories to items are
influenced by co-raters 0 slandare different between two co-raters. In this
study, | use a Cdghen, 1960) as a measure to test reliability of coding
process between two co-raters. The reasons are threefold. First, 8 Cdhen,
1960) corrects agreement by chance caused by factors such as relatively
skewed data (Artstein and Poesio, 2008). Us i n dCohen, 1960) to measure
reliability of metaphor identification in my data, to some extent, can correct
agreement by chance due to relatively disproportion between lexis marked
as metaphors and non-metaphors in texts . Second, | assume that the way
co-raters assign categories to items, for instance, assigning a vehicle
grouping label to identified metaphor, is influenced by their prior knowledge,
which is consistent with the assumption of @ Cghen, 1960). Third, 8 Cdghen,
1960) is frequently used by metaphor researchers to test reliability of their
coding process, for instance, Burgers and Ahrens (2020). Using the same
coefficient a Cdghen, 1960) to measure reliability in this study facilitates
comparison between my coding pr oces s and ot her

coding process. Coefficient @ Cdghen, 1960) is, of course, not a perfect
measure of reliability for all kind of hand-coded data. Artstein and Poesio
(2008) write that @ Cdghen, 1960) does not work well for severely skewed
data, which means an extremely large amount of the data falls under one
category. To deal with prevalence problems in reliability test, they suggest to

met apho

test reliability on r ar e cat egor y -cosrected eeffifienth ara c e
sensitive to agreementonrar e cat egori eso ( pco-tatér8 P . Wh e n
agreement on rare categories, thEy)dad nd t hat

8 Cdhen, 1960) are approximately the same. In my study, | also test
agreement on rate categories if my coding data have prevalence problems.

In this study, | treat the inter-coding process of metaphor identification
and vehicle grouping as a cyclical process, as shown in Figure 5.9.
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net to agree on the rare
statistically categor
significant -
End End

Figure 5.9 Inter-coding process of metaphor identification and vehicle

grouping in this study

As shown in Figure 5.9, the agreement score is not the end of inter-
coding process but also indicates whether | designed and carried out my
inter-coding process in a scientific way. Artstein and Poesio (2008) write that
researchers can set different agreement thresholds to satisfy their research
purposes. They add that agreement score at and above 0.7 can be an
appropriate cut-off point to support a claim in most discourse studies. As
shown in Figure 5.9, | also set 0.7 as the agreement threshold in this

research. Figure 5.9 shows thatwh en t he \Cahen £960pi§ below (

0.7, |1 need to check whether the inter-coding data | prepared is severely
skewed. For example, | need to check whether there are extremely
differences in the proportion between items identified as metaphor and non-
metaphor. If big differences e x i st , I Sshoul d n oGoheny
1960) to claim reliability of my coding process but need to test on co-raters
agreement on rare category. If my inter-coding data is not severely skewed, |
need to check issues such as whether there is clear explanation on
distinctions between different vehicle grouping labels | assigned to
metaphors in the inter-coding data. For instance, my inter-coding data for
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metaphor identification should consists of both items | identified as metaphor
and non-metaphor. Ot her wi s e, tCoeen,1960) is regatiie. o

5.4.2 Report on Reliability of My Inter-coding Process

In this research, | carried out inter-coding on metaphor identification in four
different types of data from my corpora and on vehicle grouping in three
types of data. IBM SPSS Statistics 27 was used to calculate Cohen a (1960)
in this research. The process and results of my inter-coding with co-rater A
(PhD student) and co-rater B (master student) are reported as follows.

Reliability of Metaphor Identification

As mentioned in Section 4.3.2, | identified metaphors in 9 sample texts.
Metaphor identification on the 9 sample texts was carried out independently
by me and co-rater A. This round of inter-coding of metaphor identification
serves to provide me guidance on preparing my metaphor inter-coding
manual and raise issues that inform the labelling of the rest of my data.
Examples of our inter-coding process is shown in Figure 5.10.

O & & | https://emargin.bcu.ac.uk/emargin/text?id=8182 %
As aresult, politicians in developed countries have sought to Soothé the nerves of their anxious T x
voters, especially industrial workers, by taking a more isolatiVé approach to fackle trade challenges. =

4 o

Such a stance is most evident in the US, with Trump even threatening to gngage in trade war with | .

China if it does not "toe" the line. a long thin mark on the surface of something, more

CTVOR x taking x basic meaning, Macmillan

Dongman Cai said.
® o £ f o @ o A f ] " . ¥
= toe as a verb can only find toe the line even in corpora

Dongman Cai said: Dongman Cai said so should be treated as a single unit. There is no more

Not voters' real nerves but their Use a particular course of action as the basic meaning of ‘toe the line’

worried feelings contextual meaning; QY Lu said

) Sense 14 to use a particular type of transport in A

QY Lu said. MEDAL as a more basic meaning? G

AG

QY Lu said.
. AG i

By Wielding the baton of trade protectionism, EU, instead of ridding itself of the economic doldrums,

y wielding P 9 development x
might [0Sé the opportunities the Chinese firms Bfing to its development.

o £ § o

baton % | opportunities | e

® o £ o @ <o 5 f o the process of putting new buildings on land, more

concrete, Macmillan
QY Lu said Dongman Cai said:
a stick used as a weapon by a police 1 do not think that there is a more basic meaning Dongmen Cal sald.
officer, more concrete, Macmillan ) . | do not think there is comparability between the more
QY:£0 90 basic meaning and contextual meaning ('
AG change, growth, or improvement over a period of time')

— . so development is not metaphor

‘ v v QY Lu said.

| still mark development as a metaphor

Figure 5.10 Examples of collaborative metaphor annotation with co-rater A

on eMargin

As shown in Figure 5.10, words and multi-word expressions identified as
metaphor by both me and co-rater A were marked in blue e.g. baton. Those
that were labelled as metaphor only by me were marked in red e.g. nerves
while those that were labelled as metaphor only by co-rater A were marked
in green e.g. opportunities. Ambiguous cases e.g. development were
labelled in purple by me and co-rater A. Co-rater A and | further discussed
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those that were labelled in green, purple and red and made final decisions.
Details on decision-making on ambiguous cases were kept record on
eMargin to keep consistency of metaphor identification. The process of
metaphor identification of 6139 units of analysis from the 9 sample texts
found 802 lexis marked as metaphors by both me and co-rater A. Results
show that level of agreement between | and co-rater A on metaphor in the 9
sample texts is almost perfect since the value of Cohen 8  0.8&3 with p
value equals to 0.000 (Landis and Koch,1977). During the inter-coding
process, | find that main factors causing disagreement between co-rater A
and | are as follows.

Some disagreement between co-rater A and | on whether the lexis is
metaphor or not is due to co-rater A6 s mi sunder st aadapteshg of r u
MIP. After co-rater A and | identified metaphors in the 9 sample texts
independently, | found that co-rater A sometimes chose a more basic
meaning of lexis across word class boundary. For instance, co-rater A
marked peak in the example this particular crisis may have peaked as
metaphor since she chose a more basic meaning of peak as a noun as the
more basic meaning of peak as a verb. Co-rater A also tended to treat multi-
word expressions as a single unit. For instance, she marked acid test in it is
the acid test of Western commitment as non-metaphor since she treated it
as a single unit which had no more basic meaning. However, following
adapted MIP, | treated acid test as two separate units and marked both acid
and test as metaphor.

There are also other reasons that lead to disagreement between co-
rater A and me on metaphor identification in the 9 sample texts. For instance,
either co-rater A or | may wrongly mark some lexis that are metaphor due to
personification as non-metaphor, for instance, respect in China respects
national sovereignty. Co-rater A or | may also disagree on cases whose
comparability between the more basic meaning and the contextual meaning
are ambiguous such as resolve in global issues cannot be resolved through
consensus. Disagreement may also arise from wrongly marking lexis that is
used literally in context as metaphor. For instance, co-rater A marked table
in returned to the negotiating table as metaphor while | marked it as non-
metaphor.

To reduce level of disagreement i n | at er scbding ofs 6 i nter
metaphor identification, | revised my metaphor inter-coding manual to make
it clearer for my co-rater to follow. Details about this manual is given in
Appendix C.2.
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As is mentioned in Section 5.3, | identified metaphors in 15 sample texts.
Metaphors used in the 15 samples texts serve to give an overview of
frequently used metaphors in popular economic discourse, which addresses
research question one in this research. The reliability of metaphor
identification in the 15 sample texts serves to support my claims addressing
research question one. Based on the revised manual given in Appendix C.2,
Co-rater B and | independently carried out metaphor inter-coding of the 15
sample texts on a collaborative annotation tool eMargin
(http://emargin.bcu.ac.uk/). Examples of coding on eMargin were illustrated
in Figure 5.11.

C @& emargin.bcu.ac.uk/emargin/text?id=6906

resolved %  triggering x
17 These global challenges cannot be overcome without the efforts of all parties, for which multilateral
negotiations and efficient global institutions are necessary. And no issue, whether it be climate g 10 + || Dongman Cai said
change, nuclear proliferation, cybersecurity or global trade, can be fesolved without Sino-US do you think there is a transfer of making sth happening
9 protieration, ¢y ly.org e meaning between finding a way of Vs
cooperation. dealing with a problem and making a machine to start
separating sth into different parts?
Chen Chen said
e.g.separate the problem into Yes, this is a metaphor
18 After the end of the Cold War, the United States emerged as the dominant economic and political different parts so as to find a

power. But its position has been eroding with the rise of emerging economies, especially China, with | Satisfactory solution for the problem

the shifting global balance of power triggering a debate on China and the world order. e
Snifing g power Iniggenng not a transfer, "solve the problem os increasing x
the basic meaning"; not metaphor

®
19 The US principles on security, global trade and politics are no longer universally accepted, and global = shifting | P
issues cannot be fesolved through consensus due to the differences in American and Chinese (] 4 | check the meaning of increase
¥ i as increasing (verb+ing) is a present
approaches to tackling the issues. bk dbiba b participle functions as an adj.
shifting as an adj | cannot find a more basic meaning of
it
changing of objects’ shape vs
changing of standards or So | mark it as not a metaphor.
in global governance. China emphasizes the necessity of multilateral approach to issues, and relationships

20 Since 2008, the significant role played by China in G20 indicates the country's increasing importance

respects national sovereignty and the principle of noninterference in a country's internal affairs, which|| “"*" ¢ d s agreed
agree >
have helped it greatly benefit from globalization. (i = ‘

Figure 5.11 Examples of collaborative metaphor annotation with co-rater B
on eMargin

As shown in Figure 5.11, words or multi-word expressions identified as
metaphor by both me and co-rater B were marked in yellow e.g. eroding.
Those that were labelled as metaphor only by me were marked in green e.g.
shifting while those that were labelled as metaphor only by co-rater B were
marked in cyan e.g. increasing. Ambiguous cases e.g. resolved were
labelled in red by both of us. We further discussed those that were labelled
in green, cyan and red, and made final decisions. Details on decision-
making on ambiguous cases were kept record on eMargin to keep
consistency of metaphor identification. The process of metaphor
identification of 8903 units of analysis from the 15 sample texts found 1087
lexis marked as metaphors by both me and co-rater B. During this process,
prepositional metaphors are excluded from inter-coding. Results show that
level of agreement between me and co-rater B on metaphor in the 15
sample texts is almost perfect since the value of Cohen 8 i €99 wWith g
value equals to 0.000 (Landis and Koch,1977).
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Based on the revised metaphor inter-coding manual in Appendix C.2,
metaphor inter-coding is carried out on metaphors co-occurring with terms
associated with protectionism and free trade. The reliability of metaphor
identification in this part serves to support my claims about the use of
metaphor co-occurring with the search terms in my data and addressing
research question two to four. Following adapted MIP, | identified metaphors
co-occurring with the search terms within a span of 5:5 and with function
words excluded. In total, 1 found 1127 metaphors co-occurring with the
search terms in 1054 sentences of the 2879 sentences with 181
prepositional metaphors excluded. | selected 117 lexis co-occurring with the
search terms and marked as metaphor by me for inter-coding. The 117 lexis
is about 10% of the 1127 lexis that | marked as metaphor. To avoid
prevalence problem which means all items falling into one category, | also
added another 11 lexis that were marked as non-metaphor co-occurring with
the search terms. Co-rater B carried out metaphor identification
independently on the 128 lexis co-occurring with the search terms. The
process of inter-coding found 116 lexis marked as metaphor by both me and
co-rater B. Results show that level of agreement between me and co-rater B
on the 128 items is substantial since the value of Cohen @ i &6 vath p
value equals to 0.000 (Landis and Koch,1977).

Metaphor inter-coding is also carried out on metaphor candidates within
nine relevant semantic tags which were generated with the help of Wmatrix,
as mentioned in Section 5.3. The reliability of metaphor identification in this
part serves to support my claims about the use of metaphor from four
studied vehicle groupings in my data and addressing research question two
to four. As shown in Section 5.3, | identified 8300 metaphors from lexis
within the nine semantic tags. | selected 5% of the 8300 lexis | marked as
metaphor and another 100 lexis which are within the nine semantic tags and
marked as non-metaphor by me for inter-coding. Co-rater B carried out
metaphor identification independently on the 515 lexis within the nine
semantic tags. The process of inter-coding found 405 lexis marked as
metaphor by both me and co-rater B. Results show that level of agreement
between me and co-rater B on the 515 items is substantial since the value of
Cohena i $8 with p/value equals to 0.000 (Landis and Koch,1977).

Reliability of Vehicle Grouping

After testing reliability of metaphor identification in four types of data from my
three corpora, | also carried out inter-coding of vehicle grouping on three of
the four types of data. | prepared my inter-coding manual for vehicle
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grouping based on my inter-coding with co-rater A on 89 out of 104 lexis that
were marked as metaphor by both me and co-rater A and within two USAS
tags G3 war and Al.1.2 damaging and destroying. Results of inter-coding
show that reliability in the process of vehicle grouping on the 89 metaphors
is almost perfect wi t h the wvalue 005 (pE€G0A0e and
percentage of agreement as 88.5% (Landis and Koch,1977). During the
inter-coding process, | find that to reduce our disagreement, it is important
for us to give a more basic meaning for each metaphor before our labelling,
which is helpful to ensure that vehicle grouping is organized based on
semantic field of each metaphor. Meanwhile, when there is disagreement
between us, we can check whether the disagreement is due to different
basic meanings we established for the metaphor.

Reliability of my vehicle grouping in three types of my data are reported
as follows: 1) vehicle grouping on 126 metaphors from 9 sample texts; 2)
vehicle grouping on 116 metaphors co-occurring with terms associated with
protectionism and free trade; 3) vehicle grouping on 405 metaphors within 9
semantic tags.

As is mentioned above, co-rater A and | identified 802 metaphors from
the 9 samples texts from my three corpora. Co-rater A and | carried out
vehicle grouping independently on 126 metaphors that | selected from the
802 metaphors. Examples of inter-coding of vehicle grouping on the 126
metaphors are shown in Figure 5.12.

A [ c o E F G H
\|Tokens VP by Cai VP by Lu Discussion Basic meaning by Cai  Basic meaning by Lu Tokens in context Source
block Journey Movement/Journey Lu: Both movement and journey can stop someone from Until now the main players in world trade,
be a reascnable label for this gaing past you by especially the United States and the European
metaphor; standing in front of Union, have not only denied China the market
Cai: it is indeed the case. However, them economy status but also initiated a large number of CPEDC
when the lexis involving someone anti-dumping investigations against Chinese
moving along a path or a place, | products and imposed extraordinarily high tariffs to
prefer to give it the |abel of journey block their sales.
2 Lu: AG
dominant QOrganism: gene Dominance Lu: more power Not AG Dominance AG dominant gene that However, the two dominant trade players seem
s a better label always produces a keen to continue the unfair game even though CPEDC

particular characteristic China should no longer be subjected to the
3 discriminatory rule.

players  Game/sports Game/sport AG someone who plays a  However, the two dominant trade players seem
particular game or sport keen to continue the unfair game even though

China should no longer be subjected to the CPEDC
n discriminatory rule.
pushing  Bodily action Bodily action AG to move someone or  The US has also been pushing the EU not to
something away from  recognize China as a market economy.
their previous position, CPEDC
using part of your body,
- especially your hands
isolative Physical seperation Physical to keep someone ina  As a result, politicians in developed countries have
seperation place away from other sought to soothe the nerves of their anxious
people voters, especially industrial workers, by taking a
more isolative approach to tackle trade CPEDC
challenges.
rises Bodily action Movement Cai: a human-oriented sense Cai: t and to move upwards or to  The trend of protectionism, once it rises, will not CPEDC
- Lu: AG Lu: AG a higher position recede easily
recede  Liquid movement  Movement Lu: AG Cai: if water recedes, it tomove back froma  The trend of protectionism, once it rises, will not
mov o ea high point or level recede easily CPEDC
8 Lu: /
setile Movement Settlement Lu: Not AG Settlement is a better to make yourself or And they should make concerted efforts to
label someone else capitalize on the common interests and settle the
comfortable and differences before they turn inte conflicts.
relaxed in a particular CPEDC

place or position
(human-oriented)

Figure 5.12 Examples of inter-coding with co-rater A on vehicle grouping of
126 vehicle terms

Results of inter-coding show that reliability in the process of vehicle
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grouping on the 126 metaphors is almost perfectwi t h t he v al
as 0.877 (p=0.000) and percentage of agreement as 89.7% (Landis and
Koch,1977).

Table 5.3 shows that results of level of agreement between me and co-
rater A on organism metaphor, fight/war metaphors and game/sports
metaphor in the 126 metaphors are almost perfect, which is at a level of
statistical significance (Landis and Koch,1977). This table also shows level
of agreement between me and co-rater A on movement metaphor and
journey metaphor are substantial, which is at a level of statistical significance
(Landis and Koch,1977).

Table 5.3 Results of level of agreement between me and co-rater A on five
vehicle groupings

Vehicle Grouping Value of a Percent Agreement p value
ORGANISM 0.958 98.4% <.001
MOVEMENT 0.689 94.4% <.001
JOURNEY 0.734 96% <.001
FIGHT/WAR 1 100% <.001
GAME/SPORTS 1 100% <.001

The relatively low level of agreement between me and co-rater A on
movement metaphor and journey metaphor is due to our different
understandings of two metaphors, as shown in Figure 5.12. Co-rater A
integrated journey metaphor into the group of movement metaphor since she
thinks that both of them were about motion and there was no clear boundary
between them. | tended to group lexis involving someone moving along a
path towards a destination into journey metaphor and group lexis involving
physical movement with different directions and speeds as movement
metaphor.

Based on results of inter-coding between co-rater B and me on 128
lexis co-occurring with terms associated with protectionism and free trade,
we carried out vehicle grouping independently on the 116 lexis that both of
us marked as metaphor. Examples of inter-coding of vehicle grouping on the
116 metaphors are shown in Figure 5.13.

ue

of

C
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A B c D E F G H

1 | Tokens VP by Cai VP by Chen Discussion Basic meaning by Cai  Basic meaning by Chen Tokens in Context Corpus

rising QOrganism:Bodily Organism:Bodily stand up stand up In paricular, the two sides shallbe  CPEDC
action action aware of the specter of

protectionism rising from some
comers of Europe.

product Chemical product Chemical product a substance that is substance that is Actually, US protectionism is not CPEDC
produced as a result of a produced as a resutof a  only a product of its economic
chemical reaction in chemical reaction in woes; it's also political theater in the
organic (=living) and organic (=living) and run up to the presidential election.
inorganic (=not living) inorganic (=not living)
things things
Victim Victim Crime Cai: victim of crime is someone who has been someone who has been That prompted Yao Jian, the CPEDC
very specific; also victim affected by a bad affected by a bad situation ministry spokesman, to say earlier
of other bad situations; ~ situation such as an such as an accident or an  this month that China has become a
Chen: AG accident or an ilness ilness. major victim of trade protectionism.
4
dangerous Physical damage Physical damage likely to harm or Kill likely to harm or kil The World Bank regards trade CPEDC
someone, or to damage someone, or to damage or protectionism as the most
or destroy something destroy something dangerous factor threatening global
trade recovery
free Crime-prison Freedom Cai: | choose ‘notheld,  not held, tied up, or kept  not held, tied or fixed to  Time to break free of protectionist CPEDC

tied up, or kept somewhere as a prisoner' somewhere shackles
somewhere as a

prisoner’ as the more

basic meaning so | think

Crime-prison is a better

label
Chen: AG
alarm Sound/noise Object a piece of equipment arm clc As the "Buy America” provision CPEDC
that makes a loud noise raises alarms against trade
to warn you of danger pratectionism amang state leaders
and economists, China on Monday
said "no" to a similar plan that bans
foreign products in domestic
7 stimulus projects.
fight Fight/ war Fight/ war to take partinawaror  to take part in a war or Xi's speech advocating open CPEDC

battle battle economies and free trade and the
fight against protectionism was the
second one Van Rompuy wanted to
highlight.

Figure 5.13 Examples of inter-coding with co-rater B on vehicle grouping of
116 vehicle terms used with the search terms

Level of agreement between me and co-rater B on vehicle groupings on
the 116 metaphors is substantial wi t h t he value @mR
(p=0.000) and percentage of agreement as 80.2% (Landis and Koch,1977).
Table 5.4 shows that results of level of agreement between me and co-rater
B on organism metaphor, fight/war metaphors and game/sports metaphor
from the 116 metaphors are almost perfect, which is at a level of statistical
significance (Landis and Koch,1977).

Table 5.4 Results of level of agreement between me and co-rater B on four
vehicle groupings

Vehicle Grouping Value of 8 Percent Agreement p value

ORGANISM 0.849 93.1% <.001
FIGHT/WAR 0.876 96.5% <.001
GAME/SPORTS 0.876 96.5% <.001
MOVEMENT 0.491 96.5% <.001

Table 5.4 above also shows that results of level of agreement between
me and co-rater B on movement metaphor in the 116 metaphors are
moderate, which is at a level of statistical significance (Landis and
Koch,1977). The disagreement on movement metaphor co-occurring with
search terms may be due to co-rater B understanding movement in a
broader sense than me. For instance, co-rater B categorized derail in the
example protectionism would derail into movement metaphor since she
understood derail as one kind of vehicle movement. However, | put derail in

Cohen
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this case into vehicle metaphor.

Co-rater B and | also carried out vehicle grouping independently on the
405 metaphors within 9 semantic tags and identified as metaphor by both of
us. Examples of inter-coding of vehicle grouping on the 405 metaphors are
shown in Figure 5.14.

A B c D B i G H
Left co-text Tokens Right co-text VP by Chen VP by Cai Di Basic by Chen Basic meaning by Cai
endations , which  breaking a nearly six-year Physical separation Physical separation if you break if you break
are aimed at deadlock whic something, you make something, you
it separate into two  make it separate
or more pieces into two or more

2 pieces
crises were two double-edged . On the one hand , Fight/war:Weapon Fight/'war:Weapon a weapon with a a weapon with a
swords the crises shorthandleanda  short handle and a

long sharp blade long sharp blade

ommitment by
lowering tariffs ,

demolishing non-tariff barriers ~ Physical damage  Building destruction Chen: AG
and widely o

to completely destroy to completely
a building destroy a building

. Sino-EU trade defuse
talks aim to

solar tensions A
British resea

Fight/'war:Weapon  Fight'war:Weapon to stop a bomb from to stop a bomb
exploding by from exploding by

removing its fuse removing its fuse

ed by most shot
observers as a long

In Europe , a
general suspici

Fight/war: weapon Game/sports Cai: | prefer the small metal balls that

game/sports

sense, when

hitting the ball at

a position where

the ball is still

too far away

from the goal

you may fail to

put it into the

goal. Chen: |

prefer the

8 fight/war sense
Treasury to urge break down trade barriers THE Physical separation Building Cai: refer to the to divide s
US and EU to TREASURY wi object of break }

down, building unt int

is a better label; parts

7 Chen: AG

an act of throwing,
hitting, or kicking a
ball, or a ball that
has been thrown,
hit, or kicked

) to hit something
such as a door or

te wall very hard so
that it falls down

Figure 5.14 Examples of inter-coding with co-rater B on vehicle grouping of

405 vehicle terms within nine semantic tags

Level of agreement between me and co-rater B on vehicle groupings on
the 405 metaphors is almost perfect wi t h t he val ue 62
(p=0.000) and percentage of agreement as 90.3% (Landis and Koch,1977).
Table 5.5 below shows that results of level of agreement between me and
co-rater B on physical damage metaphor, fight/war metaphors, game/sports
metaphor and weather metaphor in the 405 metaphors are almost perfect,
which is at a level of statistical significance (Landis and Koch,1977).

Table 5.5 Results of level of agreement between me and co-rater B on four
vehicle groupings

Vehicle Grouping Value of 8 Percent Agreement p value
PHYSICAL DAMAGE 0.847 99.2% <.001
WEATHER 0.939 99.2% <.001
FIGHT/WAR 0.895 95.5% <.001
GAME/SPORTS 0.941 98.8% <.001

Cohen
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During the inter-coding process of vehicle grouping on samples from
my data, | find that disagreement between me and my co-raters are mainly
due to the following four factors:

1) Co-rater and | chose a different basic meaning for the metaphor.
For instance, | grouped alarm in example of raises alarms against
trade protectionism into sound/noise metaphor with 6 giece of
equi pment that makes a | oud teoi se to
more basic meaning while co-rater B grouped it into object
metaphor with 6 a n al ar mhearlore baki®@meangg, as in
Figure 5.13. After discussion, co-rater B agreed with me and also
grouped alarm as sound/noise metaphor.

2) Co-rater chose a wrong basic meaning for the metaphor. For
instance, co-rater B grouped fanning in example risks fanning
protectionism into machine metaphor since she chose the
machine sense of nominal fan as the more basic meaning of fan
as a verb. However, | grouped it into fire metaphor with 6 ma k e a
fire burn morseorshagsiconeapihgy 6 as it

3) When there was no superordinate word in the more basic
meaning that could help to determine a label for the vehicle term,
co-rater and | may categorize it into different vehicle groupings.
For instance, co-rater B grouped blunt in the example of avoiding
blunt protectionism into object metaphor and | grouped it into tool
metaphor. Both of our groupings were based on the same more
basicmeani ngoodtnbed dfter dsdussionp co-rater B
agreed with me and also grouped blunt as tool metaphor.

4) When there was more than one vehicle grouping candidate
available for a metaphor, co-rater and | may categorize it into
different vehicle groupings. For instance, | grouped losers in the
example the losers in free trade into fight/war metaphor while co-
rater B grouped it into game/sports metaphor. Both of our
groupings are acceptable. Finally, | chose to give it the label of
fight/war and keep consistency when grouping the same lexis in
similar context.

Based on discussion with my co-raters, | revised my inter-coding manual for
vehicle groupings, as shown in Appendix C.3.
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Chapter 6 Findings and Discussion: Part One

6.1 Metaphors Used Frequently in Popular Economic
Discourse

6.1.1 Findings of Frequently Used Metaphor in Popular Economic
Discourse

As mentioned in Section 5.3, | identified metaphors in 15 randomly selected
texts (5 texts from each corpus) with 10,797 words. Following the process of
vehicle grouping demonstrated in Section 5.2, | categorized metaphors
identified from the 15 sample texts into different vehicle groupings. The most
frequently used vehicle groupings in the 15 sample texts can give an
overview of metaphor use in popular economic discourse.

As mentioned in Section 5.4, metaphor identification of the 15 sample
texts was carried out independently by me and co-rater B on a collaborative
annotation tool eMargin and reliability in the process of metaphor
identification is almost perfect. The process of metaphor identification is not
straightforward. | took out some borderline cases like abuse, resolve to
discuss with co-rater B, as mentioned in Section 5.4. The process of
metaphor identification found 1195 metaphors with 432 prepositional
metaphors excluded in three corpora. Details about the 15 sample texts are
given in Table 6.1.

Table 6.1 Quantitative details of 15 sample texts

Corpus

CPEDC UKPEDC USPEDC
Number of texts 5 5 5
Number of tokens 3244 3609 3994
Number of sentences 122 160 167
Average text length 649 722 799
Number of metaphors 363 440 392
Number of 12 16 11
personification metaphors
Metaphor density 11.1% 12.1% 9.8%

As mentioned in Section 3.5, CPEDC refers to Chinese Popular
Economic Discourse Corpus. UKPEDC refers to UK Popular Economic
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Discourse Corpus and USPEDC refers to US Popular Economic Discourse
Corpus. Table 6.1 shows that the average text length is larger in sample
texts from UKPEDC and USPEDC than in those that are from CPEDC. Table
6.1 also shows that there are only slight differences in metaphor density of
the 15 sample texts.

After metaphor identification, vehicle terms were then categorized into
related vehicle groupings. As discussed in Section 5.2, labels allocated to
the vehicle groupings were constructed from semantics of the more basic
meanings of vehicle terms in a bottom-up fashion. If necessary, some labels
were also informed by previous studies. As mentioned in Section 5.4, vehicle
groupings were also carried out independently by me and co-rater A on 126
metaphors from 802 lexis we marked as metaphors. Results show that
reliability in the process of vehicle grouping with co-rater A is almost perfect.

Raw frequency of metaphors suggesting top ten vehicle groupings, and
normalised frequency (per 10,000) for sample texts from each corpus are
given in Table 6.2 below. | choose to normalize frequency on the basis of
per 10,000 here since there are 10,797 words in the 15 sample texts. Log
likelihood test is chosen to test whether the observed differences are
statistically significant since it was treated as equivalent with traditional Chi-
squared test but can work better with relatively small samples (Dunning,
1993). When expected value in the contingency table is at least five, the
results of chi-squared test and log likelihood test are almost identical, but log
likelihood test can also work well for expected value less than five (Dunning,
1993). Log likelihood test was conducted by using the UCREL Significance
Test System (http://corpora.lancs.ac.uk/sigtest/). The threshold value of p as
a measure of evidence to reject null hypothesis is arbitrary (Dahiru, 2008;
Singh, 2013). Although p <0.05 is popular as good evidence to reject null
hypothesis, researchers can use more stringent cut-offs such as 0.01, which
means that there is strong evidence to reject null hypothesis (Singh, 2013).
In this research, | choose 0.01 as the cut-offs of P value to reject null
hypothesis.

Table 6.2 below shows that the top four metaphors used in the 15
sample texts are the same. Table 6.2 also shows that ORGANISM is the most
frequently used metaphor in the 15 sample texts. No significant differences
are observed in the frequency of ORGANISM in sample texts from three
corpora (log-likelihood=0.88, p=.644). The frequency of MOVEMENT is
observed to be slightly higher in sample texts from USPEDC than in those
that are from CPEDC and UKPEDC. Significant differences are observed in
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the frequency of MOVEMENT in sample texts from USPEDC and UKPEDC
(log-likelihood=7.18, p=.007) but are not observed in the frequency of
MOVEMENT in sample texts from USPEDC and CPEDC (log-likelihood=1.17,
p=.280) and from UKPEDC and CPEDC (log-likelihood=2.3, p=.129). The
frequency of FIGHT/WAR is observed to be higher in sample texts from
CPEDC and UKPEDC than those that are from USPEDC. Significant
differences are not observed in the frequency of FIGHT/WAR in sample texts
from CPEDC and USPEDC (log-likelihood=4.20, p=.040), and in sample
texts from USPEDC and UKPEDC (log-likelihood=6.49, p=.011).

Table 6.2 Top ten vehicle groupings in the 15 sample texts

CPEDC UKPEDC USPEDC
Vehicle Vehicle Vehicle
: freq norm . freq norm . freq norm
grouping grouping grouping
ORGANISM 74 228 ORGANISM 96 266 ORGANISM 76 190
MOVEMENT 48 147 FIGHT/WAR 61 169 MOVEMENT 63 158
FIGHT/WAR 47 144 MOVEMENT 43 119 FIGHT/WAR 33 83
AREA/SPACE 28 86 AREA/SPACE 33 91 AREA/SPACE 25 63
GAME/SPORTS 21 65 GAME/SPORTS 33 91 MACHINE 16 40
POSITION 10 31 DISTANCE 19 53 POSITION 16 40
PHYSICAL )
POWER 10 31 BUILDING 16 44 BUILDING; 15 38
SEEING 9 28 MACHINE 15 42  PHYSICAL 12 30
POWER
) PHYSICAL
MACHINE; 7 22 POWER 11 30 GAME/SPORTS 9 23
VEHICLE 7 22 VEHICLE 8 22 VEHICLE 9 23
LIQUID
DISTANCE 6 18 SEEING 8 22 MOVEMENT 9 23
PHYSICAL
DAMAGE 5 15 CONTAINER 8 22 DISTANCE 6 15
CHEMICAL
PROCESS 5 15 MEDICAL 5 14 SIZE 5 13

Similarities and differences are also observed in the frequency of other
vehicle groupings used in the sample texts. For example, Table 6.2 above
shows that GAME/SPORTS is observed to be more frequently used in sample
texts from UKPEDC and CPEDC than those that are from USPEDC.
Significant differences are observed in the frequency of GAME/SPORTS in
sample texts from UKPEDC and USPEDC (log-likelihood=12.7, p<.001) and
in sample texts from CPEDC and USPEDC (log-likelihood=6.23, p=.009).
MACHINE is more frequently used in sample texts from USPEDC and
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UKPEDC than those that are from CPEDC. However, no significant
differences are observed in the frequency of MACHINE in sample texts from
CPEDC and UKPEDC (log-likelihood=1.71, p=.191), and in sample texts
from CPEDC and USPEDC (log-likelihood=3.01, p=.083). BUILDING
exemplified by linguistic metaphors such as barriers in citation (21) is only
observed to be frequently used in UKPEDC and USPEDC.

(21) The worl doés bi ggest economi
barriersat t hei r WalbStreeeJousnal 2014)

Table 6.2 also shows that some less frequently used metaphors are only
observed in certain corpus, for instance, PHYSICAL DAMAGE and CHEMICAL
PROCESS in CPEDC and LIQUID MOVEMENT in USPEDC. Citations suggesting
each grouping are given as follows: harmed in (22) suggesting PHYSICAL
DAMAGE, eroding in (23) suggesting CHEMICAL PROCESS and flow in (24)
suggesting LIQUID MOVEMENT.

(22) Based on his research, China has become the most
frequently harmedc ount Pgepl( e 62013Dai | y

(23) But its position has been eroding with the rise of emerging
e ¢ 0 n 0 miGhisadDaily 2017)

(24) President Obama should recognize the critical need for a free
flow of trade and finance across the world's borders, especially
our own. (New York Times 2009)

In brief, the results of vehicle groupings in Table 6.2 show that ORGANISM is
used most frequently and share similar frequency in the 15 sample texts.
MACHINE and FIGHT/WAR are frequently used and share similar frequency in
the 15 sample texts. The results of vehicle groupings in Table 6.2 also
indicate that sample texts from USPEDC use more MOVEMENT than those
that are from UKPEDC. CPEDC and UKPEDC use more GAME/SPORTS than
those that are from USPEDC. BUILDING metaphor is frequently used in
sample texts from UKPEDC and USPEDC.

6.1.2 Discussions of Frequently Used Metaphor in Popular
Economic Discourse

Metaphors identified in the 15 sample texts from three corpora are not, of
course, the total number of metaphors in the three corpora. However,
frequently used metaphors identified in the 15 sample texts seem to be
consistent with those metaphors that are well documented in existing
metaphor literature in economic discourse. Thus, frequently used metaphors

es

have
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found in the sample texts may be representative of frequently used
metaphors in three corpora.

The quantitative study in Section 6.1.1 shows that the sample texts in
three corpora share similarity in metaphor density. With prepositional
metaphors excluded, about 10%-12% of lexis in the sample texts tend to be
metaphor. With prepositional metaphors included, about 14%-16% lexis in
the sample texts tend to be metaphor, which is similar to Krennmayré s f i
(2011) of metaphor density in news which is 16.4% although she and |
followed different metaphor identification approaches. This finding seems to
indicate that metaphor in related registers tends to share similarity in
metaphor density.

The most frequent use of ORGANISM in the sample texts is consistent
with the predominance of ECONOMY IS A LIVING ORGANISM in economic
discourse (Cardini, 2014; Charteris-Black, 2004; Chow, 2010; Marshall,
1898; O 6 MaShimek et al., 2015; White, 2003). There are slight differences
in types of ORGANISM grouping when different economic topics are studied in
different studies. However, the number of linguistic metaphors suggesting

ndi

this metaphor in these studies are still comparable. For instance, inCh owo s

(2010) comparative study of conceptualization of economy in her UK and HK
popular economic discourse, she finds that A LIVING ORGANISM is observed to
write about economy most frequently. She finds that types of ORGANISM
grouping such as life cycle, physical/mental health and bodily actions are
used to write about economy in her English and Chinese pilot corpora.

Similarly, O06 Mar a b5)Sfind tha kn LivenG ORaANISM is( 2 0 1

frequently used to write about stock market in their three corpora consisting
of three American newspapers. They observe that types of ORGANISM
grouping such as disease and health/illness are used to write about stock
market. By associating economic topics with ORGANISM, the physiological
knowledge about a living being as a whole with life cycle and as body parts
with different functions and healthy status is transferred to facilitate the
understanding of different topics in economic discourse (Musolff, 2016;
O06 Ma r a ek®thal., r2015; Resche, 2012; White, 2003). This may further

influence stances towards and solutions to the concerned topics (O6 Mar a

Shimek et al., 2015; Schin,1993). For instance, O6 Mar a Shi me%R
find that when the stock market crisis is constructed as an unhealthy living
being, rescue-oriented solutions such as interventionist economic policies
are more favoured. Similar to their study, economic and trade activities are
also associated with different healthy status of a living being in current
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research. For instance, remedies and conditions in (25) indicate that when
US domestic solar panel industry is described as an unhealthy living being,
steep tariffs on Chinese solar panels are favoured as a cure for problems in
U.S. solar panel industry. The following example is from my data.

(25) U.S. Imposes Steep Tariffs on Chinese Solar Panelsé In
addition, the department announced anti-subsidy duties of
27.64 percent to 49.79 percent for Chinese modules. fiThese
remedies come just in time to enable the domestic industry to
return to conditions of fair trade,0 said Mukesh Dulani,
president of SolarWorld Americas. (New York Times 2014)

Following ORGANISM, MOVEMENT is also frequently used in the 15 sample
texts. MOVEMENT frequently used to write about topics in economic and trade
domains in my data provides support for ot her s s c hits
frequent use in popular economic discourse (Cardini, 2014; Charteris-Black
and Musolff, 2003; Liu, 2015). MOVEMENT is frequently used to write about
abstract activities in economic and trade domains since they are grounded in
our everyday physical experience (Boers and Demecheleer, 1995; Lakoff
and Johnson, 1999). Boers and Demecheleer (1995, p.679) write that
Avari ous (abstract) activities i n

conceived as motion of a company, organization, industry, country, etc. over
a pat h t owar ds a goal o. For HAHYBEAL
MOVEMENT is frequently used to write about more abstract activities such as
exchange rate change in the domain of currency disputes in his China Daily
corpus (English) and New York Times Corpus. Cardini (2014, p.72) also finds
that status of economic activities is frequently described as motion with
different directions such as plummet in his example of The new drachma
would plummet. Similar to their study, movement metaphor is also frequently
used to write about various changes in economic activities in my data. For

instance, lowered in example (26) i ndi cates that | ess

panels are downward movement.

(26) Karel De Gucht, the EU trade chief, lowered the 47 per cent
punitive tariffs Brussels recommended last month to just 11.8
per cent. (Financial Times 2013)

FIGHT/WAR is another frequently used metaphor used to describe topics in
economic and trade domains in my data, which provides support for other
schol ar s 6 dfraquentsuseantpopular economic discourse (Boers
and Demecheleer, 1995; Liu, 2015; Joris et al. 2018). There is 93% of the 15
sample texts corpora containing FIGHT/WAR. Since current research focuses

| ar so
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on the topic of trade disputes which are economic activities involving fierce

competition, it is not surprising to observe such widely use of FIGHT/WAR in

my data. The normalized frequency (per 10,000 words) of lexis suggesting

FIGHT/WAR is 58 in sample texts from CPEDC, 67 in sample texts from

UKPEDC and 50 in sample texts from USPEDC. This finding is even more

frequent than Boers and Demec hel eer 6s (1995) finding tI
number of lexis suggesting FIGHT/WAR per 10,000 words is 39.4 in their

English popular economic discourse. That is, this finding provides empirical

support for Boers and Demecheleerd s ( 1.688)Findingothat FIGHT/WAR is
frequently used to Adepict a rough and rel
popular economic discourse. Flusberg et al. (2018) write that the popularity

of war metaphor in public discourse can be explained by its structural

knowledge and function. For instance, they find that structural knowledge

such as fia conflict bed weam b evaclitatg@gp os 0 n g
the understanding of a complex and abstract topics (p.4).

GAME/SPORTS that shares similar semantics with FIGHT/WAR is also
fequently used in the sample texts, whi ch
about their frequent use in popular economic discourse (Chow, 2010; Joris
et al. 2018; Koller, 2003; Ldpez and Llopis, 2010). For instance, Koller ( 2003)
observes frequent use of WAR, GAME and SPORTS writing about marketing and
sales. She finds that different aspects of marketing are highlighted when
different metaphors are selected. For example, she finds that when using
WAR aggressive aspects of marketing are highlighted while competitive but
less aggressive aspects are highlighted when GAME/SPORTS is used. That is,
FIGHT/WAR and GAME/SPORTS seem to be conventionally and frequently used
to foreground and background different elements in economic and trade
topics. The way that these two metaphors are used to foreground and
background different aspects of specific trade topics in this study is further
discussed in following sections.

Two inanimate metaphors related to MACHINE and BUILDING are also
frequently used in my data. MACHINE is frequently used in the 15 sample
texts from three corpor a, which #upports
frequent use to describe various economic topics such as currency disputes
(Liu, 2015) and economy (Chow, 2010). Liu (2015) observes that MACHINE is
frequently used in both his China Daily Corpus (English) and New York
Times Corpus to write about currency disputes. Chow (2010) observes
similar frequency of MACHINE in both of her Chinese and English pilot corpora.
Similar to her observation, | also did not observed significant differences in
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the frequency of lexis suggesting MACHINE in the 15 sample texts from three

corpora. Some previous studies also observe that BUILDING is frequently

used to write about various economic topics such as the Euro crisis (Joris et

al., 2018), financial crisis (L&ez and Llopis, 2010) and trade (Burgers and

Ahrens, 2020). In my data, BUILDING is frequently used in sample texts from

UKPEDC and USPEDC, whi c h supports s omeabous c hol ar s
differences in discourse communitie s 6 preferences for t hi
metaphor. For instance, L&ez and Llopis (2010) observe that BUILDING is

more favoured by their Spanish Corpus B which was built within the context

of financial crisis overtly admitted by Spain media to frame financial crisis.

Joris et al. (2018) observe frequent use of BUILDING frame writing about the

Euro crisis in 24 European newspapers. They find that BUILDING is more

favoured by journalists in stronger economies such as Finland and Germany

to write about the Euro crisis.

Previous studi esd6 f i naddachrnesandBUILDINGTr e quent
writing about economic and trade topics give no exact answer to whether
these two inanimate metaphors tend to be more favoured by certain
languages and cultures. This may be because both findings of current study
and previous studies are only based on results of sample texts or randomly
selected concordance lines writing about certain topics. Claims based on
findings observed in the sample texts or the randomly selected citations may
be biased. However, it is fairly universally accepted that the use of metaphor
appears to indicate underlying stances and solutions to the discussed events
(Charteris-Black, 2004; Joris et al., 2018; Klamer and Leonard, 1994;
O 6 MaShimek et al., 2015; Schin, 1993). For instance, in O 6 M aShimnek
et al . 6s (theofibdbthat theee WS yewspapers of different political
orientations have different preferences for using an animate or an inanimate
metaphor to write about stock market. They interpret the news paper s 06
preferences for an animate or inanimate metaphor following Charteris-
Bl ackds (2004) under st andi thg degrde oft hei r i
predictivity and human control. For instance, they observe that inanimate
metaphor A STANDING STRUCTURE exemplified by lexis such as collapse and
unstable are used twice more frequently in Washington Times than New
York Times and Wall Street Journal to write about stock market (p.118).
They find that when crisis in stock market is described with an inanimate
metaphor, it appears to be understood as an objective process out of human
control and a laissez-faire economic approach is favoured.
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However, Charteris-Black (2004) has not clearly justified why and how
the choice between an animate and inanimate metaphor is related to
predictivity and human control of the topics. In orthodox economic thought,
economic activities are assumed to be closely associated with properties of
machine and rules of physical world, for example, market failure as machine
failure (Novak, 2011). However, economy as machine is criticized as
reductionism since the agent of economy activities are human beings whose
behaviours are more complex and less predictable than the natural and
physical phenomenon which follow relatively fixed laws (e.g. the law of
gravity) in pure science (Hodgson, 1995; Novak, 2011). That is, when
inanimate metaphors such as BUILDING and MACHINE are used to write about
economic activities, these activities seem to be treated as natural and
physical phenomenon which are assumed to follow relatively fixed laws and
is beyond human control. This perspective can be used to interpret frequent
use of the two inanimate metaphors in my data. For instance, when
protectionism is associated with a physical phenomenon in (27),
protectionism seems to be treated as a trade phenomenon that is beyond
human control. Similarly, when industry failure is associated with a falling
building in (28), industry failure appears to be treated as a natural
phenomenon beyond human control. The following examples are from my
data.

(27) In late 1929, intense protectionist pressure from farm, labor
and business groups prodded the Republican-dominated
Congress to pass the disastrous Smoot-Hawley Tariff Act. (New
York Times 2009)

(28) Mr De Gucht attempted to address those concerns, saying that
without reversing the flood of Chinese solar panels into Europe,
the industry could eventually collapse. (Financial Times 2013)

In brief, despite language and cultural differences, the findings of frequent
metaphors in my data are generally in line with previous corpus studies on
metaphor in popular economic discourse. Gil (2018) claims that this near-
universal use of certain metaphors in popular economic discourse may be
explained by the need for shared knowledge among different discourse
communities to facilitate effective communication among them.
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6.2 Quantitative Findings and Discussions of Metaphor Used
with Search Terms

6.2.1 Frequency and Dispersion of Search Terms

Two antonymous terms were searched for in three corpora using the
software Sketch Engine (Kilgarriff et al., 2014). There were 2879 sentences
containing the search terms in total in three corpora. Raw frequency of each
search term, and normalised frequency (per million) for each corpus are
given in Table 6.3.

Table 6.3 Numbers of occurrences of search terms in each corpus

CPEDC UKPEDC USPEDC
Term freg norm freg norm freg norm

Protectionism
/protectionist/ 1140 2120 665 1240 315 1414
anti-free trade

Free trade
/anti-protectionism/ 244 454 357 666 158 709
anti-protectionist

Table 6.3 shows that occurrences of the term associated with
protectionism outnumber those of the phrase associated with free trade in
three corpora, especially in CPEDC. This table also shows that the term
associated with protectionism is 1.7 times more frequent in CPEDC than in
UKPEDC and 1.5 times more frequent than in USPEDC. The phrase
associated with free trade is about 1.5 times more frequent in UKPEDC and
USPEDC than in CPEDC. As mentioned in Section 3.6, Deviation of
Proportions (DP) is a measure telling distribution of a word or phrase
throughout the corpus (Gries, 2008; Brezina, 2018). DP was used to
measure the distribution of the terms associated with protectionism and free
trade in three corpora. By calculating DP of the search terms, | can get the
information about whether the search terms are evenly distributed or
unevenly distributed throughout each corpus. The values of DP: 0.025 in
CPEDC; 0.05 in UKPEDC; 0.068 in USPEDC; indicate that the term
associated with protectionism is evenly distributed in each corpus. However,
the phrase associated with free trade is unevenly distributed in CPEDC. For
instance, free trade occurs only 39 times in 0.2 million out of 0.54 million
words with DP value of 0.4. The values of DP also indicate an uneven
distribution of the phrase associated with free trade in UKPEDC (DP=0.105)
and USPEDC(DP=0.139). However, the DP values of UKPEDC and
USPEDC are closer to 0 than to 1, which signifies a more even distribution of
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the phrase associated with free trade in UKPEDC and USPEDC than
CPEDC.

6.2.2 Frequency of Metaphors Co-occurring with Search Terms

As mentioned in Section 5.4, | found 1127 metaphors co-occurring with the
search terms with 181 prepositional metaphors excluded. As discussed in
Section 4.3.1, prepositional metaphors are excluded since they are not topic-
specific and not of interest to this study. Metaphor identification was carried
out independently by me and co-rater B on 128 lexis co-occurring with the
search terms and 116 lexis were marked as metaphor by both of us, as
mentioned in Section 5.4.2. Results show that reliability of my inter-coding
process with co-rater B on metaphor identification of the 128 lexis is
substantial, as mentioned in Section 5.4.2. When counting the number of
metaphorical words and expressions within a clause, | followed the practice
of Boers (1999), Semino (2002) and Liu (2015), as mentioned in Section
4.3.2. | counted metaphorical words and expressions in close proximity in a
clause and related to the same vehicle grouping as one instance of linguistic
metaphor. For instance, | counted metaphorical words such as go down and
route in citation (29) as one instance of linguistic metaphor suggesting
JOURNEY.

(29) The U.S. decision to go down the route of protectionism is a
major setback for the world trading system. (New York Times
2002)

Since the number of occurrences of the term associated with protectionism
is larger in CPEDC than in UKPEDC and USPEDC, | expect that the number
of metaphors co-occurring with the term would also be higher in CPEDC.
This is indeed the case. As shown in Table 6.4, the normalized frequency of
metaphors used with the term protectionism is more than 1.3 times as high
in CPEDC than in UKPEDC and USPEDC, which is proportionately slightly
lower than the frequency of the term itself would suggest. Similar pattern is
observed for the normalized frequency of the phrase free trade and the
number of metaphors used with it in three corpora. The normalized
frequency of metaphors used with the phrase free trade is more than 3 times
as high in UKPEDC and USPEDC than in CPEDC, which is much higher
than the frequency of the phrase itself would suggest.
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Table 6.4 Numbers of occurrences of metaphor used with search terms

CPEDC UKPEDC USPEDC
Term fre@ norm fre@ norm fre@ norm

Protectionism
/protectionist/ 487 906 346 645 141 633
anti-free trade

Free trade
/anti-protectionism/ 25 46 87 162 41 184
anti-protectionist

As discussed in Section 5.2, the process of vehicle grouping is not
straightforward and interpretive. Vehicle grouping was also carried out
independently by me and co-rater B on the 116 lexis that both of us marked
as metaphors, as mentioned in Section 5.4.2. We kept a record of our
coding and collaborative discussion to achieve better trustworthiness of
vehicle groupings. Results show that reliability of my inter-coding process
with co-rater B on vehicle grouping of the 116 metaphors was substantial, as
mentioned in Section 5.4.2. Results of level of agreement between me and
co-rater B on four frequently used vehicle groupings used with the search
terms were also reported in Section 5.4.2. Level of agreement between me
and co-rater B is almost perfect on organism metaphor, fight/war metaphors
and game/sports metaphor from the 116 metaphors but moderate on
movement metaphor.

During the process of analysis, vehicle groupings with less than 3
vehicle terms were excluded from discussion since extremely low frequency
of metaphor use may be idiosyncratic ways of writing. As | am attempting to
find out about | anguage wuse in general, an indivi
interest in this study. Table 6.5 shows that both similarities and differences
are observed in the frequency of vehicle groupings used with the term
associated with protectionism in three corpora.

Table 6.5 Vehicle groupings for metaphors used with the term associated
with protectionism

CPEDC UKPEDC USPEDC

;]/f(:ugieng freq norm gﬁ:ﬂgi&r}]g freq norm g?:&%liig freg norm
FIGHT/WAR 146 272 ORGANISM 84 157 ORGANISM 43 193
ORGANISM 119 221 FIGHT/WAR 45 84 FIGHT/WAR 27 121
GAME/SPORTS 35 65 MOVEMENT 28 52 MOVEMENT 9 40
MOVEMENT 34 63 MACHINE 22 41 GAME/SPORTS 8 36

JOURNEY 23 43 JOURNEY 20 37 JOURNEY 6 27
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Table 6.5 Vehicle groupings for metaphors used with the term associated
with protectionism (continued)

CPEDC UKPEDC USPEDC
Vehicle Vehicle Vehicle
: fre@ norm : fre@ norm . fre@ norm
grouping grouping grouping
PHYSICAL
DAMAGE 20 37 GAME/SPORTS 18 34 MACHINE 6 27
LIQUID LIQUID PHYSICAL
MOVEMENT 19 35 MOVEMENT 17 32 SHAPE 6 21
LIQUID
MACHINE 17 32 SOUND 14 26 MOVEMENT 6 27
VICTIM 12 22 PHYSICAL 12 22 FIRE 4 18
SHAPE
MEDICINE 8 15 BUILDING 11 21 BUILDING 4 18
PHYSICAL
POWER 6 11 VEHICLE 11 21 VEHICLE 3 13
PHYSICAL
WEATHER 5 9 POWER 11 21 MONSTER 3 13
CHEMICAL PHYSICAL
REACTION 5 9 DAMAGE 9 17
BUILDING 4 7 FIRE 8 15
MONSTER 3 6 MONSTER 4 7

Table 6.5 shows that the most frequent vehicle grouping used with the
term associated with protectionism in UKPEDC and USPEDC is ORGANISM
but FIGHT/WAR in CPEDC. FIGHT/WAR co-occurring with the term associated
with protectionism is used much more frequently in CPEDC than in UKPEDC
and USPEDC. Significant differences are observed in the frequency of
FIGHT/WAR used with protectionism in CPEDC and UKPEDC (log-
likelihood=34.74, p<.001), and in CPEDC and USPEDC (log-likelihood=6.79,
p=.009). No significant differences are observed in the frequency of
FIGHT/WAR used with protectionism in USPEDC and UKPEDC (log-
likelihood=2.13, p=.144). There are also no significant differences observed
in the frequency of ORGANISM used with the term associated with
protectionism in three corpora: CPEDC and UKPEDC (log-likelihood=0.00,
p=.958); CPEDC and USPEDC (log-likelihood=2.05, p=.153); UKPEDC and
USPEDC (log-likelihood=1.97, p=.160).

Table 6.5 shows that the third most frequent vehicle grouping used with
the term associated with protectionism in UKPEDC and USPEDC is
MOVEMENT but GAME/SPORTS in CPEDC. However, no significant differences
are observed in the frequency of the two metaphors co-occurring with the
term associated with protectionism in three corpora: GAME/SPORTS (log-
likelihood=1.47, p=.480) and MOVEMENT (log-likelihood=0.57, p=.753). There
are also no significant differences in the frequency of other vehicle groupings
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used with protectionism in three corpora, for example, JOURNEY (log-
likelihood=0.67, p=.714), MACHINE (log-likelihood=3.71, p=.156), LIQUID
MOVEMENT (log-likelihood=0.50, p=.779) and MONSTER (log-likelihood=2.28,
p=.319). Table 6.5 also shows that some vehicle groupings are only
observed to be used in certain corpora. For example, vicTiM in (30) and
MEDICINE in (31) are observed to frequently co-occur with the term
associated with protectionism in CPEDC. The source of citation (31) is
originally produced by Xinhua agency and reproduced by Pe op | e 4.s
SOUND in (32) are observed to frequently co-occur with the term associated
with protectionism in UKPEDC. PHYSICAL DAMAGE frequently co-occurs with
the term associated with protectionism in CPEDC and UKPEDC, as in (33)
and (34). No significant differences are not observed in the frequency of
PHYSICAL DAMAGE co-occurring with protectionism in the two corpora (log-
likelihood=1.41, p=.235). PHYSICAL SHAPE and FIRE frequently co-occur with
the term associated with protectionism in UKPEDC and USPEDC, as in (35)
and (36). No significant differences are not observed in the frequency of
PHYSICAL SHAPE (log-likelihood=0.17, p=.680) and FIRE (log-likelihood=0.11,
p=.738) co-occurring with protectionism in UKPEDC and USPEDC.

(30) He said China, as the world's largest exporter and supplier of
labor-intensive  products, will fall victim to surging
protectionism globally. (China Daily 2010)

(31) Protectionism no painkiller for Europe.(Pe o p | e 62013Dai | vy

(32) As the forces of globalisation strengthen, the drumbeat of
protectionism is growing louder. (Guardian 2006)

(33) A British researcher says China is the most frequently harmed
country by foreign protectionism. (China Daily 2013)

(34) Advisers to president-elect Donald Trump é amid concern
that an era of US protectionism would damage the global
economy. (Financial Times 2016)

(35) All the protectionism that has occurred has happened pre-
Trump and pre-Brexit and you have to wonder what the rise of
populism will do to add a further spice to this protectionist
spiralé Hinancial Times 2016)

(36) 'It's our impression that the momentum of reform has slowed
down," he said, adding that the grudging progress was stoking
protectionism in the United States. (New York Times 2003)
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To further examine the way metaphor is used to write about and frame the
term associated with protectionism, | carry out qualitative studies on the
following metaphors in Section 6.3 and Section 6.4.

a) Metaphor used much more frequently in CPEDC than in
UKPEDC and USPEDC: FIGHT/WAR;

b) Frequently used metaphors with no significant differences in
their frequency in three corpora: ORGANISM and MOVEMENT;

c) Less frequently used metaphors with no significant differences in
their frequency in three corpora: MONSTER,;

d) Metaphors only observed in certain corpora: vicTim in CPEDC,
and FIRE in UKPEDC and USPEDC.

As mentioned in Table 6.4, occurrences of metaphors co-occurring with
the phrase associated with free trade is outnumbered by those of metaphors
writing about the term associated with protectionism. Table 6.6 below shows
that the number of metaphors in each vehicle grouping writing about free
trade is relatively small in each corpus. Since the process of vehicle
grouping is interpretive, | should avoid drawing strong conclusions based on
the small number of metaphors co-occurring with free trade.

Table 6.6 Vehicle groupings for metaphors used with the phrase associated
with free trade

CPEDC UKPEDC USPEDC

Vehicl_e freq norm Vehicl-e freq norm Vehicl_e freq norm

grouping grouping grouping

BUILDING 8 15 FIGHT/WAR 16 30 ORGANISM 17 76

GAME/SPORTS 6 11 BUILDING 16 30 JOURNEY 5 22

JOURNEY 3 6 ORGANISM 11 21 BUILDING 4 18
MOVEMENT 6 11 FIGHT/WAR 3 13
RELIGION 6 11 GAME/SPORTS 3 13
JOURNEY 5 9

GAME/SPORTS 5 9

Table 6.6 shows that metaphors co-occur most frequently with the
phrase associated with free trade is BUILDING in CPEDC, FIGHT/WAR in
UKPEDC and ORGANISM in USPEDC. No significant differences are
observed in the frequency of BUILDING used with free trade in three corpora
(log-likelihood=5.03, p=.081). However, ORGANISM is observed to be used
much more frequently in USPEDC than in UKPEDC, which is significant at a



- 162 -

level of statistical confidence (log-likelihood=12.80, p<.001). FIGHT/WAR is
only observed to be used with free trade in UKPEDC and USPEDC. No
significant differences are observed in the frequency of FIGHT/WAR used with
free trade in UKPEDC and USPEDC (log-likelihood=2.61, p=.106). There
are also no significant differences in other frequently used metaphors co-
occurring with free trade in three corpora, for example, GAME/SPORTS (log-
likelihood=6.35, p=.042) and JOURNEY (log-likelihood=1.94, p=.379). Table
6.6 also shows that RELIGION such as gospel in citation (37) is only observed
to be used with free trade in UKPEDC.

37)Gordon Brown expressly wargospelagai nst
of fr eeTnmes2@e 6. (

More similarities and differences within broad patterns of the following
metaphors used to write about and frame the phrase associated with free
trade are further studied qualitatively in Section 6.5 and Section 6.6.

a) Metaphors frequently used only in UKPEDC and USPEDC:
ORGANISM and FIGHT/WAR.

b) Frequently used metaphors with no significant differences in their
frequency in three corpora: GAME/SPORTS;

6.2.3 Discussions of Quantitative Findings

As reported in Section 6.2.1, CPEDC talks about the topic protectionism

much more frequently than UKPEDC and USPEDC but talks about free

tradel ess frequently. The dat aervations Ehisf doesné
may be explained by different economic systems and market status between

the EU, the US and China. China, as a WTO member without market

economy status, is more likely to face protectionism from other trade

partners and be accused of protectionism from them. Puccio (2015) writes

that trade partners using a surrogate country method to evaluate normal

value o f  C hexpodstas proven to lead to higher anti-dumping duties on

Chi na. From Chi na 6 s higpee ansi-guengirtg i duties, on mu ¢ h
Chnads exports i s itptraaltee optairda miegsm .f rMemnwhi | e
exports are more likely to be treated as dumpingint o ot her stdademar ket ,
partners such as the EU and the US use the price and cost of a third

alternative country as the normalval ue r at her t hawmlu€hi nads
(Kim and Ahn, 2019; Puccio, 2015; Tietje and Nowrot, 2011;Washington,

2018). Thus, when reporting trade disputes between China, the EU and the

US, it is predicable that Chinese newspapers tend to be more concerned

about the topic of protectionism. The UK and the US, as mature market
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economies in international system, are assumed to have a long history of
opposing protectionism (Cai and Deignan, 2019). Cai and Deignan (2019)
explain that the relatively low frequency of protectionism may be because
opposing protectionism has become part of thes e mar k et economi e
background value. Meanwhile, since the UK and the US are at the stage of
financial capitalism, financial capital has a dominant position in these
economies (Wen et al., 2020). Advocating free trade is beneficial for
globalization of their financial capital (Wen et al., 2020). Thus, it is also
predicable that UK newspapers and US newspapers operating under the
context of financial capital globalization are more likely to advocate other
trade partners to follow free trade and oppose unfair trade practice.

Since CPEDC talks about protectionism more frequently than UKPEDC
and USPEDC, it is within expectation that the number of metaphors used
with protectionism is higher in CPEDC than that in UKPEDC and in USPEDC.
Similarly, it is within expectation that the number of metaphors used with free
trade is lower in CPEDC than that in UKPEDC and in USPEDC. As shown in
Section 6.2.2, it is also within expectation that more types of metaphors are
observed to write about protectionism than those that writing about free
trade in three corpora. For instance, some metaphors such as wind and
blowing in (38) and storm in (39) suggesting WEATHER are only observed to
write about protectionism rather than free trade in three corpora..

(38) Protectionism's winds of change are blowing, but the left
can make it work. (Guardian 2017)

(39) During the trade protectionist storm triggered by the
financial crisis... (Global Times 2009)

Most frequently used metaphors co-occurring with the terms associated with
protectionism and free trade in three corpora, as shown in Section 6.2.2, are
generally in line with previous corpus studies on metaphor in popular
economic discourse. For instance, despite differences in languages and
discourse communities, frequently used metaphors in popular economic
discourse such as ORGANISM, MOVEMENT and MACHINE writing about topics
like currency disputes (Liu, 2015), and FIGHT/WAR and GAME/SPORTS writing
about the Euro crisis (Arrese and Vara-Miguel, 2016; Joris et al., 2018) are
used with protectionism in three corpora. Metaphors such as ORGANISM and
GAME/SPORTS frequently writing about the Euro crisis (Joris et al., 2018), and
JOURNEY writing about the Euro (Semino, 2002) are frequently used with free
trade in three corpora. Similarities are also observed in metaphors co-
occurring with both search terms. For instance, lexis suggesting JOURNEY
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and GAME/SPORTS co-occurs with both protectionism and free trade in three
corpora. This similarity may be explained by fimultivalencyo of metaphor, as
mentioned by Goatly (2007, p.13) in Section 2.2.1. Semino (2002) writes that
metaphors emerging from our bodily experience of the physical world can be
applied to write about a wide range of topics by different discourse
communities since they can facilitate our understandings of the particular
topic under shared general systems of metaphors.

As mentioned in Section 6.2.2, some metaphors are used more
frequently by certain corpus to write about protectionism and free trade. For
instance, CPEDC uses lexis suggesting FIGHT/WAR more frequently to write
about protectionism than UKPEDC and USPEDC. This may be due to
Chinab s n o momyestatus in international trade as mentioned above,
which makes China more frequently suffer from or be accused of
protectionism from its opponents and tend to treat international trade as a
battleground in which every camp struggles for survival (Charteris-Black and
Musolff, 2003; Puccio, 2015). USPEDC uses lexis suggesting ORGANISM
more frequently to write about free trade than UKPEDC, which may be
explained by following O 6 Ma Shimek et al.6 s(2015) claims about
newspapersépreferences for an animate metaphor. As mentioned in Section
243, O6 Mar a Shi.i2615) claim that Wwhen New York Times and
Wall Street Journal use ORGANISM much more frequently than Washington
Times to describe stock crash, they seem to favour the understanding of
stock crash as a phenomenon within human control and suggest
interventionist economic policies.

As mentioned in Section 6.2.2, some metaphors are only observed to
frequently co-occur with protectionism and free trade in certain corpus. For
instance, drumbeat suggesting SOUND in (40) is used with protectionism in
UKPEDC with normalized frequency of 2.6 per 100,000, which is similar to
Chow® (2010) finding that SOUND is only used with economy in her UK
English pilot corpora with normalized frequency of 2.0 per 100,000. gospel
suggesting RELIGION in (41) is used with free trade in UKPEDC, which is not
claimed by other scholars to be frequently used to write about economic
topics. The more frequent use of SOUND grouping used with protectionism
and RELIGION grouping used with free trade in UKPEDC may be due to the
discourse community® cultural preference for them (Deignan, 2003)

(40) As the forces of globalisation strengthen, the drumbeat of
protectionism is growing louder. (Guardian 2006)

(41) The gospel of free trade. (Times 2009)
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In brief, my quantitative findings of metaphors frequently used with

protectionism and free trade provide suppor t f or ot hfedilgsos c hol ar s

metaphors used with other economic topics in popular economic discourse
(Chow, 2010; Charteris-Black and Musolff, 2003; Joris et al., 2018; L{pez
and Llopis, 2010; Liu, 2015). In the following sections, | present my
gualitative findings on the frequencies and types of lexis suggesting these
patterns and discuss their framing implications in three corpora based on the
analytical model shown in Section 2.5.

6.3 Metaphors Used to Write about Protectionism

Following the analytical model in Section 2.5, three types of metaphor
patterns, which are motivated by linguistic metaphors co-occurring with
protectionism, are examined qualitatively with citations from my data in this
section. Any types of metaphor patterns | study should be suggested by at
least 3 different linguistic metaphors and the 3 linguistic metaphors should
not be in the same text.

6.3.1 Fight/war Metaphor Writing about Protectionism

Linguistic metaphors that could be linked to a basic meaning of fight/war but
are used to refer to protectionism in three corpora were grouped and
labelled based on scenarios they suggested. The identification of scenarios
suggested by linguistic metaphors is not only based on semantic meanings
but also motivated by frequency, distribution and collocation of linguistic
metaphors, as is mentioned by Musolff (2016) and Semino et al. (2018),
discussed in Section 2.2. Similar to the two approaches applied to label
vehicle grouping as discussed by Cameron et al. (2010) in Section 4.2.2, |
also follow the two approaches to label scenarios suggested by linguistic
metaphors in the following sections. That is, some labels for scenarios were
informed from previous studies and some were created by me.

Linguistic metaphors in three corpora all suggest WAR scenario writing
about protectionism. The use of military forces and weapons with/without
declaration of war or stopping use of forces between the period of a
ceasefire and a ratification consists WAR scenario (Eagleton, 1938). By using
WAR scenario, three discourse communi t i es 6 shared
narrative contents of this scenario such as conflicts and adversarial
relationship between two opposing forces is associated with protectionism
for specific argumentative purposes (Flusberg et al., 2018). For instance,
narrative contents of WAR scenario such as weapon, onslaught in (42), front,

knowl

e



- 166 -

war in (43) and battle in (44) are used to depict competitive relationship
between trade partners as opposing forces in military conflicts and involve
the use of protectionism as weapon to attack the targeted enemies such as
cheap Chinese goods in (42) and Chi n a 6 43)r Someenarrative elements
of WAR scenario such as outcome of a war are also observed in three
corpora, for instance, preventing protectionism successfully as winning
victory in a war in (45).

(42) If China keeps it up, other countries are likely to use their last
available weapon @& protectionism d to stop the onslaught of
artificially cheap Chinese goods. (New York Times 2010)

(43) é t h @rump administration now wants to manipulate the
global markets to continue making international trade rules and
leading the world economy, and thus curb China's rapid rise on
the trade front. A full-blown trade war between China and the
US still doesn't seem inevitable, but that shouldn't prevent
Beijing from taking measures to cope with the US' trade
protectionist weapon: Section 301é (China Daily 2017)

(44) Haunted by the example of the 1930s, when leading powers
became locked in a tit-for-tat protectionist battleé . Guardian
2009)

(45) The EU vyesterday renewed punitive anti-dumping
duties € issued a five-point strategy for defeating
protectionism at home and opening markets abroad. (Guardian
2006)

To capture use of linguistic metaphors in specific contexts, a set of linguistic
metaphors with basic meaning relating to fight and war were also grouped
based on systematic metaphor they suggest. FIGHT/WAR grouping can
perhaps be built up from several more specific types as listed in Table 6.7
below.
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Table 6.7 Types of FIGHT/WAR grouping for
protectionism

metaphors used with

Types  Vehicle terms in each corpus Examples
CPEDC UKPEDC USPEDC
Battle attack (v.); attack(v./n.);  attack (v.); protectionism is the
battle (n.); battle (n.); enemy  of  both
defend; fight defence; fight fight(n./v.);  (ChinaDaily 2017)
(v.);oppose; (v.);oppose; oppose;
resist resist resist
ally (n.); fight back; fight back; In the more
campaign line (n.); backline(n.); protectionist camp
(n.); (Financial Times
combat (v.);  bulwark; assault (n.); 2005)
cover (n.); camp; hit (v.);
enemy; capture (v.); pull back; its good that Mr.
front (n.); defeat (v.); retreat (v.);  Trump has pulled
gain ground standard- skirmishing  back from
hit (v.); bearer; swipe; (n.) protectionism  (Wall
hit out; |Ose; war Street Journal 2017)
shield (v.);
wartime;
winner
Target target (v./n.) target (v./n.) - Trade protectionism
targeting China
(Peopl ebs
2012)
Weapon  shield(n.); shield(n.); protectionist
sword; sword; measures  as  a
barrage; barrage; 3h|e|d : against
weapon; weapon: omestic reform
. . (Times 2005)
aim at;baton broadside(n.);
brandish; Wielding
double-edge protectionism baton
stick(n.); harms China-EU
wield trade ties (Global
Times 2013)

Citation analysis shows that linguistic metaphors in Table 6.7 are
perhaps best expressed through systematic metaphor ADOPTING
PROTECTIONISM IS INVOLVING IN A BATTLE in three corpora. Within this broad
pattern, similarities and differences are observed in lexis suggesting this
systematic metaphor. As shown in Table 6.7, linguistic metaphors
suggesting this systematic metaphor in three corpora share similarity in their
conventionality. CPEDC is observed to use a wider range of lexis suggesting
this systematic metaphor than UKPEDC and USPEDC. Similarities are
observed in some general war-related lexis such as fight in (46), oppose in
(47) and attack in (48) used to suggest systematic metaphor ADOPTING



- 168 -

PROTECTIONISM IS INVOLVING IN A BATTLE in three corpora. However, many
linguistic metaphors such as enemy in (49), swipe in (50) and quell in (51)
suggesting this systematic metaphor are different in three corpora. The
culprit of protectionism is specified in (46), (47), (50) and (51) but
anonymous in (48) and (49). Citation analysis shows that linguistic
metaphors suggesting this systematic metaphor in three corpora write about
protectionism as either a specified or an anonymous entities with different
roles in different contexts, for example, being an enemy in (46), (47), (49)
and being a victim in (48) and (50).

(46) Europe ready to fight against Trump protectionism. (Financial

Times 2016)

(47) China strongly opposes the serious act of trade protectionism
by the US si d e &lob@l Times 2009)

(48) Mr. Mandelson has been struggling to devise a twin-track
policy 8 attacking protectionism but imposing limited tariffs ...
(New York Times 2006)

(49) é China and the US need to build a win-win bilateral
relationship, and protectionism is the enemy of both, said
Barshefsky. (China Daily 2017)

(50) Gordon Brown has taken a thinly veiled swipe at French and
Italian protectionism. (Financial Times 2005)

(51) é u n deedsthe pressures China faces in restricting its
textile exports enough to quell protectionist sentiment in both
the United States and Europe. (New York Time 2005)

Table 6.7 also shows that CPEDC uses a wider range of weapon-related
lexis than UKPEDC to write about protectionism as weapon. CPEDC uses
these linguistic metaphors more frequently than UKPEDC. Similarities are
observed in local pattern of these linguistic metaphors in CPEDC and
UKPEDC. For instance, within systematic metaphor ADOPTING
PROTECTIONISM IS INVOLVING IN A BATTLE, CPEDC and UKPEDC are found to
specify entities using protectionism as weapon, as in (52) and (53) or make
entities using protectionism as weapon anonymous, as in (54) and (55).

(52) A full-blown trade war € s h a'tigrestent Beijing from taking
measures to cope with the US' trade protectionist weapon:
Section 301. (China Daily 2017)

(53) It accuses certain EU states of using protectionist measures
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as a shield against domestic reform. (Times 2005)

(54) Wielding protectionism baton harms China-EU trade ties.
(Global Times 2013)

(55) A At e sanfe time, there are clear downside risks: political
uncertainty, including in Europe; the sword of protectionism
hanging over global trad e é léagarde said. (Guardian 2017)

Variations are observed in local patterns of linguistic metaphors suggesting
this systematic metaphor in three corpora. As mentioned by Dorst (2017) in
Section 2.4.2, metaphor patterns imply the way language users achieve their
rhetorical goals. Citation analysis shows that both CPEDC and UKPEDC are
observed to follow two types of metaphor patterns when using FIGHT/WAR to
write about protectionism: extended metaphor and mixed metaphor. As
discussed by Semino (2008) in Section 2.3.1, extended metaphor means
that more than one linguistic metaphor from the same semantic field are
used in the same sentence to write about protectionism, for instance, ally
and fights in (56), brandish and stick in (57), and battle and break out in (58).
As discussed by Dorst (2017) and Sullivan (2019) in Section 2.4.1, mixed
metaphors means that more than one linguistic metaphor from different
semantic fields are used in the same sentence to write about protectionism,
for instance, way from JOURNEY and shield from BATTLE in (59), nightmare
from HUMAN DREAM and war from BATTLE in (60), and lose and attack from
BATTLE and fodder from ANIMAL FOOD in (61). However, these metaphors
patterns are not observed in USPEDC when FIGHT/WAR is used to write about
protectionism.

(56) The commission faces a delicate balanci ng achasa
possible ally in fights against protectionism and climate
change. (Global Times 2017)

(57) The economic policies and proposals mapped out by Obama
shows the new US administration is probably more motivated
to brandish the protectionist stick. (China Daily 2009)

(58) A battle is set to break out between protectionist countries
and Europe's free market after the European commission
(Guardian 2006)

(59) European nations are keen to impose protectionist policies as
a way to shield their resources and their industries. (Global
Times 2013)

ee
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(60) Trade: nightmare of a US-China protectionist war (Guardian
2009)

(61) U.S. protectionists would lose fodder to attack China. In the
end, China's share in the foreign markets will be maintained.
(Global Times 2009)

Nominal target from FIGHT/WAR appears to be a metaphoreme used to write
about protectionism since it tends to have relatively fixed linguistic and
affective restrictions in CPEDC. Linguistically, citation analysis shows that
nominal target always appears in the same grammatical structure when
writing about protectionism. Nominal target always appears to be
postmodified by a prepositional phrase in CPEDC, as in (62), (63) and (64).

(62)Chi naé bhcamse a major target of rising trade
protectionism. (Global Times 2012)

(63) Steel fasteners, a widely used part in many industries, have
become the target of the trade protectionist measures. (China
Daily 2009)

(64) Since late 2008, China has been a major target of trade
protectionism worldwide. (Peopl e 6 s 2WH) i | vy

For instance, citation analysis shows that the 13 citations of nominal target in
CPEDC have a metaphorical s e n ®kgectsodirectly affected by a bad
actt on 6. mpla e.ge Xhe country is a target of criticism for its human
rights record given by LDOCE under sense 3 also shares the same
metaphorical meaning.

By checking the use of target of as a node word in BNC (1994) with the
help of Sketch Engine, | find that the collocates that postmodify target of
tend to have a negative slant. The 100-million-word BNC (1994) contains
711 citations of target of. A random sample of 100 citations of target of were
checked in context. |1 found 86 citations of target of were used non-
metaphorically. Figure 6.1 shows a screenshot of 14 randomly selected,
right-sorted citations of target of used metaphorically.
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Left context KWIC Right context ¥
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Written books a... /s><s> However, Stanley Baldwin, who was once the target of a harsh newspaper campaign, said of his 'press baron
Written books a... sackcloth and ashes. </s><s> The Government is the target of a drumfire of criticism for its hands-off approach to ind
Written books a... ment that" if one of the two states should become the target of aggression, then the other side will give the aggressor
Written books a... active in the late 1970s and early 1980s were a major target of army counter-insurgency policies. </s><s> Tens of tho
Written books a... ental directions. </s><s> The project was recently the target of Chile's largest ever environmental protest, when 5,000
Written books a... nissile, the al-Hijara (" stone"), which could reach” the targetof evil, when the day of reckoning comes, from any place
Written books a... ime. </s><s> Apprehension grew to alarm among the targets of his abuse. </s><s> Then the fear of him that had beer
Written books a... ie Sunday Express . </s><s> Dr Mumby has been the target of investigative journalism at least three times; the last of
Written books a... st employers of women and therefore one of the main targets of possible strike action. </s><s> The same source clain
Written books a... ON THE STREET </s><s> Children were the normal target of street policing. </s><s> In a historically sanctified relat
Written books a... ‘ists identified not only with the left (who had been the target of stringent measures before), but also those of the main
Written books a... ordinary reader feel that the plaintiff personally is the targetof the criticism. </s><s> To say" All barristers are thieves

Written books a... 1 people express their antipathy to the British, the real target of their hatred is the English, and that Ayr, the rival plant,

Oooonooogoooooonno

Written books a... active young heiress Karen might quickly become the target of unscrupulous bounty hunters. </s><s> It was no use ti

Figure 6.1 A screenshot of 14 citations of target of used metaphorically
among a random sample of 100 citations in BNC (1994)

Citation analysis in Figure 6.1 shows that most right collocates of target
of such as criticism (2), evil (1), street policing (1) and hatred (1) tend to
have a negative slant. For instance, street policing that is aimed at the
target-children-is negative. The number in the bracket is frequency of each
collocate. Thus, when target of is repeatedly used to write about
protectionism, it shows fixed affective restrictions in CPEDC. That is, this
expression tends to negatively write about protectionism as an aggressive
attacker aiming a weapon at its enemy and China is its targeted enemy.

6.3.2 Organism Metaphor Writing about Protectionism

As mentioned in Section 6.2.2, three corpora are observed to share similarity
in the frequency of organism metaphor used with protectionism. A set of
linguistic metaphors thatimplya di scour se c medknowedgey 6s s ha
of a series of narrative contents relevant to organism were labelled based on
scenarios they suggested. Similarities and differences are observed in
scenarios suggested by linguistic metaphors writing about protectionism in
three corpora. For instance, a set of linguistic metaphors writing about
protectionism in three corpora suggests BODY scenario which is informed by
Musolff (2016). Musolff (2016) traces origins of NATION AS BODY in western
political thought back to pre-Socratic Greek era. He finds that two sub-
scenarios of BODY scenario seem to be highlighted: ANATOMY/FUNCTION OF
BODY and STATE OF BODY HEALTH. Based on these foundational scenarios, he
argues that body politics have been developed and lexicalized in current
national political cultures. For instance, he finds that the majority of concepts
related to parts of the body, illness or therapies found in his data BODYPOL
is absent in historical texts due to the development of medical knowledge.
He also adds that all these concepts in BODYPOL except fthe BODY



-172 -

AESTHETICO can be related to the two foundational scenarios above (p.62).
One sub-scenario of BODY scenario- STATE OF BODY HEALTH scenario-is also
observed in three corpora describing protectionism. Narrative elements of
BAD STATE OF BODY HEALTH scenario such as disease making body unhealthy
and painful exemplified by sore in (65), fever and contagious in (66), atrophy
in (67), and bad state of body health exemplified by unhealthy in (68) are
used to write about protectionism in three corpora.

(65) Trade protectionism will be a long-term sore for Chinese
exports, said Sun. (China Daily 2011)

(66) As details of the bill came out, the Ph.D.'s predicted that
protectionist fever would soon become contagious, and that
other countries would likely start retaliating with their own
protectionist policies, which would further hurt American
workers. (New York Times 2009)

(67) é and chief c &b Takee tKawamara r said
protectionism might lead the world economy to "atrophy".
(P e o p Daily2909)

(68) Mr Mandelson said he remained firmly oppose d t o
unhealthy protectionism that is arising in Europe just as it is in
A me r i Eiramcial Tiflnes 2005)

Following the process of systematic metaphor identification discussed by
Cameron et al. (2009) in Section 2.3.1 and Section 5.2, linguistic metaphors
that could be linked to semantic meaning of organism but are used to refer
to protectionism were are also grouped and labelled based on systematic
metaphors they suggested. Linguistic metaphors suggest ORGANISM
grouping are listed in Table 6.8.
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ORGANISM grouping for

metaphors used with

Types  Vehicle terms in each corpus Examples
CPEDC UKPEDC USPEDC
Person feel; feel; dress (v.); é after Beijing
lurk (v.); genome; mischief; accused Washington
myopic; instinct; of "naked
naked; naughty; discriminative
short-sighted nurture; protectionism."
old; (Global Times 2009)
rise from the
dead; protectionists
vision dressed in free-
market clothing (Wall
Street Journal 2017)
Animal breeding breed (v.); a crisis is a
ground; howl (v.) breeding  ground
fodder for protectionism
(Peopl eds
2013)
Plant fresh; creeping; grow;  creeping; grow to return to
full-blown; root (n.) growth protectionist  roots
grow; (Times 2017)
rampant rampant
Body part back (n.); back (n.); hand; face (n.); trade protectionism
/bodily nerves; side; side’ that runs counter to
action impulse; impulse; globalization (China
rise (v.); reject rise (v.); reject rise (v.); reject  Daily 2017)
turn (v.); turn (v.)
boost (v.) drop(v.); hand of trade
run (v.); embrace (v.); protectionism
suffocate; face (v.); squeezing the world
strangle; touch grip (v.); economy (Guardian
(v.); inclination; 2016
push (v.);
squeeze; The New Face of
stand (v.); Protectionism (New
York Times 2009)
Physical  hurt (v.); hurt (v.) hurt (v.) Trade protectionism
pain raging (adj.); will be a long-term
sore; suffer(v.) sore for Chinese
exports (China Daily
2011)
Health atrophy; bout; condition; fever; protectionism might
fillness strong unhealthy; mild; lead the world
revitalization; economy to
contagious; "atrophy" (Peop | e
contagion; Daily 2009)
outbreak outbreak

The Contagion of
Protectionism (New
York Times 2009)
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This table shows that ORGANISM grouping can perhaps be built up from
several more specific types which were categorized based on Figure 5.6 in
Section 5.2. Citation analysis shows that linguistic metaphors in Table 6.8 is
perhaps best expressed through systematic metaphor PROTECTIONISM IS A
LIVING ORGANISM in three corpora. Within this broad pattern, similarities and
differences are observed in lexis suggesting this systematic metaphor. As
shown in Table 6.8, linguistic metaphors suggesting this systematic
metaphor in three corpora share similarity in their conventionality. CPEDC
and UKPEDC are observed to use a wider range of lexis suggesting this
systematic metaphor than USPEDC. More differences than similarities are
observed in lexis of different types of ORGANISM used to write about
protectionism. For instance, different person-related lexis such as myopic in
(69), naked in (70) from CPEDC, old in (71), nurture in (72) from UKPEDC,
and mischief in (73), dressed in (74) from USPEDC are used to write about
protectionism. In (69), protectionism is described as a person with problems
in eyesight. Protectionism is described as a person wearing no clothes in (70)
and wearing the wrong clothes in (74). Protectionism is described as a
person with helpful behaviours in (72) and trouble-making behaviours in (73).
Different lexis relatedtoaper s on & s alsotobserved ia CREDC and
UKPEDC, for instance, hand and squeezing in (75), and touch and nerves in
(76). In (75), (76) protectionism is described as a person with harmful actions.

(69) It is no coincidence that Trump shares a similar
view € Was hi ngt o npursud aonydpid protectionism.
(China Daily 2016)

(70) The WTO decided Friday to rule on China' s ¢ o mp |
Beijing accused Washi ngt o n naked dis¢riminative
protectionism. dlolgal Times 2009)

(7)) éa retreat of gl odianlofitrada and arass-
border activity that will be followed quickly by the old trade
protectionism of the past. (Times 2009)

(72) Progressive Protectionism, by contrast, aims to nurture and
rebui | d | ocal @teroatiomahtragesnéoods.

(73) Over the years trade deals have morphed into beastly,
several-thousand-p a g e affairsé too of
protectionist mischief. (Wall Street Journal 2017)

(74) Or are they protectionists dressed in free-market clothing?
(Wall Street Journal 2017)

aint éaf i

and a r ¢

t en ar €
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(75) European lawmakers bias is nothing more than the heavy
hand of trade protectionism squeezing the world economy.
(Guardian 2016)

(76) Even so, potential protectionism embedded in the provisions

still touched the nerves of these nations and blocs. (Peopl ed s

Daily 2009)

Within systematic metaphor PROTECTIONISM IS A LIVING ORGANISM, lexis
related to physical pain and breathing difficulties in the body such as hurt in
(77), suffer in (78), and suffocated in (79) are observed in CPEDC to
describe protectionism, as in Table 6.8. Lexis hurt and suffer are repeatedly
used in CPEDC to describe protectionism. In (77), US protectionism is
described as the perpetrator causing physical pain in the body. In (78),
protectionism is described as physical pain. In (79), protectionism is
described as the perpetrator causing breathing difficulties in the body. Table
6.8 also shows that lexis related to illness and disease in the body such as
outbreak in (80), fever, contagious in (81) from USPEDC, and outbreak in
(82), bout in (83) from UKPEDC are observed to describe protectionism. In
(80), (81), (82) and (83), protectionism is described as disease in the body.

(77) Wa s hi n gt ectiodism nptrcuwet for steel woes but to hurt
manufacturing. (Global Times 2016)

(78) China suffers from protectionism: MOC. (Peopl e 6 s 2@8a)i |

(79) Cooperation in danger of being suffocated through
protectionism. (Global Times 2009)

(80) In fact, actions against China could trigger an outbreak of
massive protectionism that could seriously undermine global
economic growth. (New York Times 2007)

(81) As details of the bill came out, the Ph.D.'s predicted that
protectionist fever would soon become contagiousé New
York Times 2009)

(82) A risk exists that an outbreak of protectionism, ill-timed fiscal
expansionéul ti mat el y andd eosfidencey
(Financial Times 2017)

(83) é that failure to tackle international imbalances could lead to a
disastrous bout of trade protectionism. (Times 2010)

In brief, more differences than similarities are observed in linguistic
metaphors suggesting systematic metaphor PROTECTIONISM IS A LIVING

stabi



- 176 -

ORGANISM in three corpora. Lexis from different types of ORGANISM grouping
are used to describe protectionism from different perspectives. For instance,
three corpora use person-related lexis to describe protectionism as a person
with different behavior and characteristics. CPEDC use lexis to describe
protectionism both as physical pain in the body and entities causing physical
pain or breathing difficulties. UKPEDC and USPEDC use lexis to describe
protectionism as disease in the body.

6.3.3 Movement Metaphor Writing about Protectionism

As mentioned in Section 6.2.2, three corpora are also observed to share
similarity in the frequency of movement metaphor used with protectionism.
MOTION scenario is widely used to talk about lots of topics since spatial
relations are embodied in our bodily experience (Lakoff and Johnson, 1999).
Linguistic metaphors in three corpora also suggest MOTION scenario writing

about protectionism. Thr ee di scourse communi afi

narrative elements of MOTION scenario such as the path, destination,
direction, speed, location and obstacles in a motion are associated with
impact of protectionism and attitudes towards protectionism. Narrative
contents of MOTION scenario such as an obstacle in a motion in (84) and
changing directions in a motion in (85) are used to describe the impact of
protectionism. Narrative contents such as backward movement in (86) are
used to describe attitudes towards protectionism.

(84) The changes contemplated by the EU will lead it towards a
more protectionist stance that will hamper the global economy
and damage developing countries. (Guardian 2012)

(85) Britain should make the right decision and maintain its
confidence rather than being swayed by protectionism. (China
Daily 2017)

(86) China could plunge the global economy into recession and
called on Congress to back away from protectionist measures.
(Financial Times 2006)

To compare specific patterns of movement metaphor in discourse contexts,
linguistic metaphors that are from MOVEMENT grouping but are used to write
about protectionism were grouped based on systematic metaphor they
suggest. Linguistic metaphors suggesting MOVEMENT grouping are listed in
Table 6.9.
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Table 6.9 Vehicle terms for MOVEMENT grouping used with protectionism

Corpus  Vehicle terms Examples

cPeEDc  halt (n-/V-)I;_ hampf’er; Britain should make the right decision and
152 (L) Sl (14) maintain its confidence rather than being

step (n.); . . :
swayed by protectionism. (China Daily
lift (v.); stop (v.); 2017)
sway (v.);
UKPEDC halt (v.); hgmper; Mr Mandelson wants his message in a
rise (n.); slide (v./n/); week of talks on a new EU-China trade
step (n.); pact to be that a damaging descent into

protectionism and trade wars can be
back away; descent; avoided. (Times 2006)
lurch (v.); propel;

tilt (v.)

USPEDC 'ise (n.); But economic policy makers world-wide
stop (v.); worry that a more dramatic swing toward
swing (n.) protectionism could lead to even slower

growth in coming years. (Wall Street
Journal 2016)

Citation analysis shows that linguistic metaphors in Table 6.9 is perhaps
best expressed through systematic metaphor PROTECTIONISM IS A CONCRETE
OBJECT OR LOCATION IN A MOTION in three corpora. Within this broad pattern,
both similarities and differences are observed in lexis used with
protectionism. Similarities are observed in conventionality of linguistic
metaphors suggesting this systematic metaphor in three corpora. CPEDC
and UKPEDC are observed to use a wider range of lexis than USPEDC to
describe protectionism. For instance, step in (87), (88) and hamper in (89),
(90), halt in (91), (92) from CPEDC and UKPEDC are used to write about
protectionism. The same lexis step is used to describe protectionism from
different perspectives in different contexts: protectionism as a location or
object that we move towards in (87) and as manner of walking in (88). In (89)
and (90), protectionism is described as an obstacle in a motion. In (91) and
(92), protectionism is described as an entity that moves or grows by itself.

(87) é the new proposals of the EU are an indication of another
step toward protectionism. (Global Times 2016)

(88) We believe it was regrettable that such protectionist steps
were taken under the free trade system. (Guardian 2002)

(89) Chen warned that rising trade protectionism could hamper the
global economic recovery and pose threat of an economic
"double-dip". (Global Times 2010)
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(90) € a  mo rotectignist stance that will hamper the global
economy and damage developing countries. (Guardian 2012)

(91) é protectionism and the post-crisis halt in the longer-term
tendency towards rising trade within "value chains". (Financial
Times 2016)

(92) Chinese photovoltaic companies on Thursday called on the
European Commission to halt protectionism. (China Daily 2012)

Citation analysis shows that three corpora use different lexis such as back
away in (93), swing in (94) and slide in (95) to describe protectionism as a
concrete object or location that people can approach or avoid, and it is
desirable to avoid it.

(93)The head of Caterpillar € prige the global economy into
recession and called on Congress to back away from
protectionist measures. (Financial Times 2006)

(94) But economic policy makers world-wide worry that a more
dramatic swing toward protectionism could lead to even slower
growth in coming years. (Wall Street Journal 2016)

(95) EU's slide to protectionism would undermine global efforts to
seek a joint solution to the current crisis. (China Daily 2007)

Citation analysis also shows that three corpora repeatedly use rise to
describe protectionism as an entity that can get bigger, as in (96), (97) and
(98).

(96) The commi ssi on 6 s rnishedtits amage ashanv e

advocate of free trade, fuelled the rise of protectionism.
(Financial Times 2013).

(97) é the European Union (EU) had flexed its trade muscles
against China, arousing concerns that protectionism is on the
rise in the 27-nation bloc. (Global Times 2013)

(98) Even if directed at China, a rise in U.S. protectionism would hit
South Korea, a major exporter of electronics to China. (Wall
Street Journal 2016)

CPEDC uses rise more frequently than UKPEDC but share similarity in the
frequency of rise with USPEDC when writing about protectionism.
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6.3.4 Victim, Fire and Monster Metaphor Writing about
Protectionism

As mentioned by Cameron et al. (2010) in Section 2.3.1, some less
frequently used metaphors may also be closely related to research
guestions and powerful in describing a topic. This section further examines
the way victim metaphor, fire metaphor and monster metaphor co-occurring
with protectionism.

Nominal victim is metaphorically used 12 times in CPEDC. Nominal
victim appears to be a metaphoreme used with protectionism since it tends
to have relatively fixed linguistic and affective restrictions in CPEDC.
Linguistically, citation analysis shows that nominal victim always appears in
the same grammatical structure when writing about protectionism. Nominal
victim always appears to be postmodified by a prepositional phrase as in (99)
and (100). There is also a small number of instances of victim used in the
form of idiomatic phrase fall victim to something, as was shown in (101) and
(202). In (99), (100), (101) and (102), protectionism is described as the
culprit and China is specified as the victim of trade protectionism. Citation
analysis shows that all instances of victims in CPEDC refer to China.

(99) This is also true with China, which has been victim of
trade protectionism for more than a decade. (China Daily
2012)

(100) But the truth is China has become the largest victim of
US trade protectionism since the outbreak of the global
financial crisis. (Global Times 2009)

(101) He said China, as the world's largest exporter and
supplier of labor-intensive products, will fall victim to
surging protectionism globally. (China Daily 2010)

(102) China's "negotiation-first" diplomacy has prevented it € ,
even though it has fallen victim to protectionism many a
time. (China Daily 2009)

Affectively, victim collocates with different postmodifying prepositional
phrases and seems to imply a negative slant. The affective slant of victim of
is suggested with the help of citation analysis in BNC (1994). | searched
victim of as a node word in BNC (1994). The BNC (1994) contains 1742
citations of victim of. A random sample of 100 citations of victim of were
checked in context. | found that 58 citations of victim of were used non-
metaphorically and 42 citations were used metaphorically. By further
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examining right collocates of victim of, | found that 30 out of the 42 citations
seemed to collocate with lexis such as conspiracy, discrimination, villainy
with a disapproving slant, as in Figure 6.2. Figure 6.2 shows a screenshot of
the 30 randomly selected, right-sorted citations of victim of used
metaphorically.

[ Details Left context KWIC Right context +

Written books a... rever, Melancia maintained that he was the innocent victim of a politically motivated smear campaign. </s><s> ASI
Written books a... 'emy lrons, his fans said, it was because he was the victim of a feminist-puritanical cabal. </s><s> Bulky as a lumb
Written books a... hindsight, it's easy to see that the kids had been the victim of a conspiracy. </s><s> The Beeb liked the cut of 'trad
Written books a... 's later the little five-year-old lay in agony - the latest victim of a craze that is claiming thousands of young casualtie
Written books a... 1as Jewish. </s><s> Blacks, musicians and Jews, all victims of an oppressive society, were of the same family of mi:
Written books a... 1aps she had begun to realise that she had been the victim of an unhappy marriage, rather than simply the cause c
Written books a... 2. </s><s> Under this scheme investors who are the victims of an abuse receive compensation provided the infringe
Written books a... 2where? </s><s> Experts discovered that it was, the victim of another misconception. </s><s>'lt had always been

Written books a... : in Sydney. </s><s> | am a poor widow, </s><s>the victim of cannibals. </s><s> They killed my dear husband </s:
Written books a... eracy is seen as the key that will somehow free the ' victims of discrimination, oppression and indignity that illiteracy
Written books a... | capitalist system and feel that they and Nigeria are victims of exploitation within it. </s><s> But objectively, as parti
Written books a... </s><s> The Black Forest in Germany has been the victim of forest decline, where symptoms such as yellowing le
Written books a... to escape from debts and the legal action of certain victims of his villainy. </s><s> The idealised concept of Olivia rt
Written miscell... ffice building should have become the latest indirect victims of IRA terrorism through increased insurance premiums
Written books a... be insulting. </s><s> The witness of an insult, or the victim of it, will feel that his dignity is impugned and regarded

Written books a... rse fragmented times. </s><s> Mainly regarded as a victim of McCarthyism amongst his London associates, he ha
Written books a... jquare, tough luck-that platform pub has gone too, a victim of No Smoking restrictions. </s><s> Never fear, you cal
Written books a... ales and Ozone Layers and laid-off trawler men and victims of rain-forest abuse. </s><s> And inevitably: 'l know yor
Written books a... e all the time. </s><s> | was falling apart' </s><s> A victim of sex abuse describes the emotional aftermath </s><s
Written books a... ysteria who never recovered from puerperal fever, a victim of sexual repression, and as a hysterical personality wt
Written-to-be-s... iadly some Ewes die while giving birth, other are the victims of sheep worrying. </s><s> Sheep farmer Alison Hunte!
Written books a... jate" mass and flagrant” human rights violations and victims of so-called" ethnic cleansing" should have the right to |
Written books a... population). </s><s> Under the legislation individual victims of Stasi defamation would be able to see and use their
Written-to-be-s... tioned twenty years after woman vanishes. </s> <s> Victim of terror. </s><s> Raiders hold knife at baby's throat. </
Written books a... me. </s><s> They have also been among the major victims of the failure of the government's inner city policies. </s
Written books a... ving problems of the 1980s,' but they are as much a victim of the lack of a coherent overall strategy as other advici
Written books a... 1 so for more than two hundred and forty years now, victims of the great Ko Ming purges of the 1960s, their ruin bec
Written books a... |, getting drunk - and making friends. </s><s> Royal victims of the parent trap </s><s> By Jaci Stephen </s><s> Wt

Written books a... =nt that men are useful but disposable. </s><s> The victims of their aggressive stance are their children. </s><s> W

A R A o o o R

Written books a... 1a barren zone. </s><s> And also to those innocent victims of this jape who might even have put their cars in for thi

Figure 6.2 A screenshot of 30 citations of victim of used metaphorically

among a random sample of 100 citations in BNC (1994)

As mentioned in Section 6.2.2, fire metaphor is observed to relatively
frequently used in UKPEDC and USPEDC to write about protectionism. Two
corpora share similarity in the frequency of fire metaphor used with
protectionism. A number of linguistic metaphors that imply a discourse
c o mmu n i hargd&sowladge of a series of narrative contents relevant to
fire were labelled based on scenarios they suggested. Charteris-black (2016)
writes that fire appears to be like an organism following a life cycle as follows:
starting a fire, causing a fire to grow and causing a fire to stop or end.
Narrative contents of FIRE scenario such as starting a fire as in (103), (104),
causing a fire to grow in (105), (106), and causing a fire to stop in (107),
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(108) are used to write about protectionism in UKPEDC and USPEDC. In
citations (103) to (108), protectionism is described as fire at different stages
of fireds |life cycl eblaek20i8ent i oned by Char't

(103) Rising Chinese imports since the lifting of global quotas
on January 1 has sparked a protectionist response on both
sides of the Atlantic. (Financial Times 2005)

(104) In a broadside against the plan, Lord Mandelson
said é created a serious danger of igniting protectionist
trade confrontations. (Times 2009)

(105) But Mr. Geithner's rhetoric is nonetheless tactless and
risks fanning protectionism in Congress. (New York Times
2009)

(106) Limited growth, unequal outcomes and a huge debt
overhang from previous decades stoked economic
nationalism and protectionism. (Guardian 2016)

(107) The Treasury secretary's comments risk stoking those
protectionist embers. (New York Times 2009)

(108) In spite of Mr Chen's comments, both sides hailed this
week's encounter as a sign of their commitment to
improving bilateral trade ties and stamping out
protectionism. (Financial Times 2009)

To compare specific patterns of fire metaphor in discourse contexts,
linguistic metaphors that are from FIRE grouping but are used with
protectionism were grouped based on systematic metaphor they suggest.
Linguistic metaphors suggest FIRE grouping are listed in Table 6.10. Citation
analysis shows that linguistic metaphors in Table 6.10 are perhaps best
expressed through systematic metaphor PROTECTIONISM IS FIRE in three
corpora. Table 6.10 shows that there is a wider range of lexis suggesting this
systematic metaphor in UKPEDC than in USPEDC.
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Table 6.10 Vehicle terms for FIRE grouping used with protectionism in

UKPEDC and USPEDC

Corpus  Vehicle terms

Examples

UKPEDC fan (v.);
fire (n.);

ignite;
spark(v.);
stamp out;
stoke

uspepc fan (v.);
ember;

stoke

The 2002 US trade barriers ignited a
protectionist fire that quickly spread
across the world. (Financial Times 2009)

Rising Chinese imports since the lifting of
global quotas on January 1 has sparked
a protectionist response on both sides of
the Atlantic. (Financial Times 2005)

But Mr. Geithner's rhetoric is nonetheless
tactless and risks fanning protectionism
in Congress. (New York Times 2009)

Within this broad pattern, similarities and differences are observed to
write about protectionism in UKPEDC and USPEDC. Lexis such as fire,
ignite from UKPEDC and ember from USPEDC are observed to co-occur
with protectionism, as in (109), (110) and (111). In (109), protectionism is
described as fire that widely spreads. In (110) and (111), protectionism is
described as dangerous fire. Similar lexis such as fanning in (112), (113)
and stoking in (114), (115) are used to describe protectionism as fire burning

more brightly and strongly.

(109) The 2002 US trade barriers ignited a protectionist fire
that quickly spread across the world. (Financial Times 2009)

(110) In a broadside against the plan, Lord Mandelson said
national schemes toé created a serious danger of igniting
protectionism. (Times 2009)

(111) The Treasury secretary's comments risk stoking those
protectionist embers. (New York Times 2009)

(112) But Mr. Geithner's rhetoric is nonetheless tactless and
risks fanning protectionism in Congress. (New York Times

2009)

(113) Rising imports and (greatly exaggerated) claims of job
losses are fanning protectionist sentiment in the US and
EU. (Financial Times 2005)

(114) é he said, adding that the grudging progress was
stoking protectionism in the United States. (New York

Times 2003)
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(115) Peter Mandelson, the Trade Commissioner, had spent
several days in China to present the message that the
European bloc's trade deficit was stoking protectionist
measures. (Times 2007)

As mentioned in Section 6.2.2, a small number of linguistic metaphors
suggesting monster metaphor are observed in three corpora. These
linguistic metaphors seem to suggest systematic metaphor PROTECTIONISM IS
FRIGHTENING MONSTER/GHOST. Although the frequency of lexis suggesting this
systematic metaphor is too low to be indicative of metaphor use in general,
one point that can be observed is that lexis suggesting this systematic
metaphor always appears to be postmodified by a prepositional phrase, as
in citations (116) to (120).

(116) When doom-mongers predicted that the Great
Recession would lead to the vampire of 1930s
protectionism rising from the dead, they may have been
watching the wrong graveyard. (Financial Times 2012)

(117) The specter of protectionism has also appeared (New
York Times 2009)

(118) € and t ropean Hnion by denying China its
deserved status, making itself the "third domino” in
unleashing the monster of protectionism, which isn't good
news for the global economy. (China Daily 2016)

(119) The ghost of 1930s protectionism is looming over the
International Monetary Fund (IMF). (Guardian 2016)

(120) In particular, the two sides shall be aware of the specter
of protectionism rising from some corners of Europe.
(China Daily 2017)

(121) This is protectionism raising its ugly head, and an all-
around dreadful strategy. (New York Times 2005)

In (116), vampire suggesting this systematic metaphor is used in a novel way
to describe the recurring and selfishness of 1930 protectionism in history, as
discussed in Section 5.1.2. In (117), (119) and (120), the frightening spirits of
dead people are used in a conventional way to describe protectionism. In
(118) and (121), protectionism is described as an ugly monster.
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6.4 Protectionism, Metaphors and Framing

6.4.1 Metaphor Scenarios Framing Protectionism

As mentioned in Section 6.3, frequent use of linguistic metaphors suggesting
WAR scenario, BAD STATE OF BODY HEALTH scenario and MOTION scenario are
observed in three corpora to write about protectionism. FIRE scenario is
observed in UKPEDC and USPEDC to write about protectionism. As
mentioned by Musolff (2017) in Chapter Two, metaphor scenarios have
implicit evaluative bias which may shape readersoéstructure of point of views.
Collocation analysis of lexis suggesting metaphor patterns is carried out at
systematic level rather than scenario level, as mentioned in Section 2.5. This
section discusses the way protectionism seems to be framed in terms of a
series of narratives used across texts in my data.

A number of linguistic metaphors suggesting WAR scenario seem to
impose a narrative sequence on protectionism in three corpora (Deignan,
2017b). A narrative sequence such as opposing forces engaging in a battle
or skirmish on a battleground in (122) (123) (124), and using weapons to
defend themselves from attack in (125) or to attack their enemy in (126),
(127) seems to be imposed on protectionism in three corpora.

(122) Haunted by the example of the 1930s, when leading
powers became locked in a tit-for-tat protectionist battle
that is widely blamed for precipitating the Great Depression.
(Guardian 2009)

(123) é both sides should channel their political capital into
encouraging mutually beneficial arrangements rather than
entering into protectionist battles, said Huang. (China Daily
2012)

(124) But when protectionist skirmishing starts, economic
logic often breaks down.(New York Times 2007)

(125) China is poised to defend its exports against escalating
protectionism. (China Daily 2017)

(126) But Trump's protectionist measures are targeted at
cheap manufactured goods, rather than the high-end
services Britain providesé (Guardian 2016)

(127) Mr. Mandelson has been struggling to devise a twin-
track policy 8 attacking protectionism but imposing limited
tariffs @ to win support from southern countries like Italyé
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(New York Times 2006)

The narrative sequence within WAR scenario seems to frame trade partnerso
roles in relation to protectionism in different ways in three corpora. Within
WAR scenario, CPEDC seems to frame China as the party from camp
opposite to protectionism. China may ally with other trade partners to fight
against protectionism, as in (128), (129). China may be attacked by its trade
partners who come from protectionism camp, as (130), (131). However,
attack from protectionism camp on China seems to be ineffective, as in (132),
(133), (134). Citations (128) and (134) were from texts originally produced by
Xinhua.

(128) China is willing to work with other WTO members to
fight trade protectionism (China Daily 2016)

(129) China and Switzerland jointly fight the rising global
trade and investment protectionism. (Global Times 2017)

(130) It is likely China will focus more attention on bilateral
economic and trade relations with EU member states if
Brussels is intent on protectionist measures aimed at
Beijing, Lewis says. (China Daily 2013)

(131) Even under a barrage of trade protectionist measures
and a worsening global trade environment, Chinese trade
data showed upbeat signs in Novemberé (Global Times
2016)

(132) The US levied high anti-dumping taxes on China's tires,
wire trays and other goods. The protectionist actions
shielded the jobs in a limited range of industries, but
harmed the interests of workers in downstream industries
in the US. (Global Times 2010)

(133) U.S. protectionists would lose fodder to attack China. In
the end, China's share in the foreign markets will be
maintained. (Global Times 2009)

(134) By wielding the baton of trade protectionism, EU,
instead of ridding itself of the economic doldrums, might
lose the opportunities the Chinese firms bring to its
development. (Global Times 2013)

UKPEDC and USPEDC seem to frame trade partners with dual-roles in
relation to protectionism. Some trade partners such as the EU and the US
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may use protectionism as a weapon to defend themselves as in (135) and
(136) or attack others, as in (137) and (138). They may act as attackers
targeting protectionism, as in (139) and (140).

(135) It accuses certain EU states of using protectionist
measures as a shield against domestic reform.(Times
2005)

(136) The former Irish Prime Minister urged the new
Administration to respect the decision taken by the world's
20 leading economic nations in Washington last November
not to resort to protectionism as a defence against the
current crisis. (Times 2009)

(137) Where Trump's Protectionism Could Hit the Hardest.
(Wall Street Journal 2017)

(138) Even if directed at China, a rise in U.S. protectionism
would hit South Korea, a major exporter of electronics to
China. (Wall Street Journal 2016)

(139) Mr. Mandelson has been struggling to devise a twin-
track policy 0 attacking protectionism but imposing limited
tariffs € (New York Times 2006)

(140) The communique of the recent G7 in Sicily referred to
support for fighting protectionism and a rules-based
international order. (Guardian 2017)

The framing implications of WAR scenario used with protectionism seem to
suggest China& determination to fight against protectionism in international
trade in CPEDC and suggest trade partnersdcontradictory stances towards
protectionism in UKPEDC and USPEDC.

BAD STATE OF BODY HEALTH scenario seems to frame protectionism in
three corpora as a negative entity in three corpora. A narrative sequence
about disease seems to be imposed on protectionism in three corpora. The
mini-narratives about the spread of a disease in (141) and (142), symptoms
of iliness in (143) and (144), and use of medicine in (145), (146) and (147)
are grounded in our bodily experience of physical world. Citation (146) is
originally produced by Xinhua agency.

(141) A risk exists that an outbreak of protectionism,é will
ultimately destroy stability and confidence. (Financial
Times 2017)
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(142) fif nothing is done, you could get an outbreak of
protectionism here against China, Mr. Bergsten said in an
interviewa (New York Times 2003)

(143) For all these years, political and business leaders of the
Asian countryé marking a stark contrast to the raging
economic protectionismé (China Daily 2016)

(144) As details of the bill came out, the Ph.D.'s predicted that
protectionist fever would soon become contagiousé
(New York Times 2009)

(145) 1 think that there is a real risk that governments and
businesses will see protectionism as the necessary
medicine in these conditions but it is also the poison as
far as the recovery is concerned," he said. (Times 2009)

(146) Protectionism no painkiller for Europe. (People& Daily
2013)

(147) Protectionist remedies, even legal ones like this,
impede that growth without providing long-term
replacements for vulnerable, trade-threatened jobs. (New
York Times 2009)

BAD STATE OF BODY HEALTH scenario above also seems to be frequently used
to frame various economic problems in previous studies in popular economic
discourse, for instance, the Euro crisis (Joris et al.,, 2018) and the stock
crash (O 6 MaShimmek et al., 2015). Joris et al. (2018) write that when
disease frame is used with the Euro crisis, the crisis seems to be
represented as a natural event which is out of human control. Unlike fire that
may play various roles such as heating, illuminating and killing in different
contexts (Charteris-Black, 2016), disease seems to always suggest threats
and uncontrollability (Arrese and Vara-Miguel, 2016). Thus, the framing
implications of some linguistic metaphors suggesting BAD STATE OF BODY
HEALTH scenario in three corpora seem to indicate uncontrollability of
protectionism and hazard of protectionism to trade partners in international
trade.

MOTION scenario seems to frame protectionism as a path or a direction
in three corpora. A narrative sequence of someone or something moving
from a starting point along a path towards a direction or returning to the
starting point seems to be imposed on protectionism in three corpora, as in
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(148), (149) (150), (151), (152) and (153). Citation (152) is originally
produced by Xinhua agency.

(148) Opinion is divided as to whether this dispute - while
breaking ground by using a particular trade law for the first
time - is likely by itself to set off a protectionist spiral.
(Financial Times 2009)

(149) frhe U.S. decision to go down the route of
protectionism is a major setback for the world trading
system,0 said Pascal Lamy, the European Commission&
top trade official. (New York Times 2002)

(150) fChina is not only continuing but accelerating many of
the protectionist approaches they&e taken in the past to
promote economic development,0 said Michael R.
Wesselé ( New York Times 2009)

(151) é when Donald Trump and Bernie Sanders have helped
move US trade policy in a much more protectionist
direction. (Guardian 2016)

(152) fGoing back to protectionism is immature and selfishg
Surve said. (China Daily 2017)

(153) While Sweden and others have warned against a return
to old-style protectionismé (Financial Times 2005)

These mini-narratives are grounded in our embodied experience of motion
and journey (Gibbs et al.,, 2004). The mini-narratives in CPEDC and
UKPEDC seem to frame protectionism as a wrong path or direction, as in
(154), (155), (156), (157) and (158). Citations (156) and (158) are originally
produced by Xinhua agency. The framing implications of MOTION scenario in
CPEDC and UKPEDC seem to suggest the negative impact of protectionism
in international trade.

(154) They have to realise that once they start down that
protectionist path it's a descent into chaos, her aides said.
(Guardian 2009)

(155) é once the U.S. resorts to the policy of economic
nationalism and embarks on the old, beaten track of trade
protectionism. (People®& Daily 2009)
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(156) When meeting in Davos last month, é called for a
resumption of stalled free trade talks to combat a
dangerous turn to protectionism. (China Daily 2009)

(157) He warned that a more protectionist stance was not on
the cards: frhe protectionist route is a cul-de-sac.0
(Guardian 2005)

(158) EUG& proposed tougher trade rules open dangerous
road toward protectionism. (China Daily 2016)

A narrative sequence of starting a fire, causing a fire to grow and stopping
the fire also seems to be imposed on protectionism in UKPEDC and
USPEDC (Charteris-Black, 2016), as mentioned in Section 6.3.4. However,
mini-narratives in two corpora do not seem to provide information indicating
the natural of the fire such as wildfire that is out of human control and the
function of fire such as heating, illuminating and killing (Charteris-Black,
2016). Due to a relatively small number of lexis suggesting FIRE scenario in
UKPEDC and USPEDC and the ambiguous nature of fire (Chateris-Black,
2016), strong claims should be avoided to make on the framing implications
of linguistic metaphors suggesting this scenario used with protectionism in
UKPEDC and USPEDC.

6.4.2 Systematic Metaphors and Metaphoreme Framing Protectionism

As mentioned in Section 2.5, | identify semantic prosody of linguistic
metaphors suggesting systematic metaphor with the help of evidence from a
large number of their collocates in BNC (1994) (Deignan, 2017b). Systematic
FIGHT/WAR in three corpora seems to frame protectionism as a negative
entity in some contexts and as a neutral entity in other contexts. | checked
the evaluative slant of frequent and less frequent linguistic metaphors
suggesting ADOPTING PROTECTIONISM IS INVOLVING IN A BATTLE. For instance, |
checked semantic prosody of linguistic metaphors such as attack, fight
against, oppose, resist in (159), (160), (161), (162) from three corpora, and a
barrage of and weapon in (163), (164) from CPEDC and USPEDC in BNC
(1994). Citation (159) was originally produced by Observer.

(159) In a barely disguised attack on Trump and fellow
protectionists, it warned leaders to put more effort into
mitigating the effects of globalisation. (Guardian 2016)

(160) Speaking on June 16, shortly after the Shanghai textile
deal, he warned that this could be just the beginning of his
fight against protectionism. (Financial Times 2005)



| found that attack, fight against and a barrage of in metaphorical sense
seemed to be used in negative contexts. | searched lemma attack as a node
word in BNC (1994). The BNC (1994) contains 16528 citations of both verbal
and nominal attack. Arandom sample of 200 citations of attack were
checked in context. | found that 101 citations of attack were used non-
metaphorically and 99 citations were used metaphorically. Among the 99
citations, 4 citations were used in sports context such as an attacking
batman, an attacking player and excluded from further evaluation analysis.
By further examining semantic prosody of metaphorical attack, | found that
there were 41 out of the 95 citations of metaphorical attack suggesting
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(161) é to strengthen communication and cooperation and
jointly oppose trade protectionism. (New York Times 2009)

(162) Both sides are expected to restate commitments to
resisting protectionism that they made at the recent G-20

summit in London... (Wall Street Journal 2017)

Street Journal 2017)

Daily 2017)

negative semantic prosody, as in Figure 6.3.
O Details
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Figure 6.3 A screenshot of 20 citations of metaphorical attack suggesting
negative semantic prosody among a random sample of 200 citations in
BNC (1994)
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(163) The disruptive shock helped deliver Donald Trump to the
Oval Office on a barrage of protectionism rhetoric. (Wall

(164) Investment Protectionism is a new US weapon. (China

Right context
‘bogus’ UK asylum seekers </s><s> BRITAIN must lighten
Luce decided she'd had enough. </s><s> A flush of anger
, but a new test, pioneered in Australia by Dr John Bourke :
, or feeling sick, or not coping or any of a number of catast
or any particular acute symptom of anxiety, is not harmful
, when his GP told him the agony was caused by a bad bet
, you've been out of action for three months and yet, when
vilified, stuck and lonely. </s><s> To feel compassion for
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</s><s> | heard the news from a guy | knew who still livec
. </s><s> One of the medical responsibilities had been to a
17 November 1966, shortly after attending Hammersmith F
against Coptic Christians). </s><s> He said that" intellectu:
already, | wouldn't like to cause him another.’ </s><s> 'Thel
and his subsequent convalescence at the Bellevue Hospite

and hardening of the arteries: human nature is too concern

let for women's talents, many women who published were attacked as whores. </s><s> Early in the century especially, there w

Darlington is in the middle of a severe recession has been attacked as political propaganda by outraged Tories. </s><s> Conse

ate August 1832 the West India Merchants' Committee still attacked as thoroughly improper the abolitionist practice of pledging
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The BNC (1994) contains 655 citations of fight against. A random
sample of 200 citations of fight against were checked in context. | found that
38 citations of fight against were used non-metaphorically and 162 citations
were used metaphorically. There were 96 out of the 162 metaphorical
citations suggesting negative semantic prosody. The 96 citations collocated
with lexis with a negative slant were used in various contexts such as
disease, crime, politics, economy, terrorism and racism, as in Figure 6.4.

Figure 6.4 A screenshot of 20 citations of metaphorical fight against
suggesting negative semantic prosody among a random sample of 200
citations in BNC (1994)

The BNC (1994) contains 83 citations of a barrage of. Among the 83
citations, 3 citations were used non-metaphorically and 80 citations were
used metaphorically. There were 34 out of the 80 metaphorical citations
being used with collocates with a negative slant. Figure 6.5 shows a
screenshot of 20 randomly selected, right-sorted citations of metaphorical a
barrage of suggesting negative semantic prosody. Based on evaluation
analysis above, the framing implications of systematic metaphor ADOPTING
PROTECTIONISM IS INVOLVING IN A BATTLE in three corpora seem to suggest
threats protectionism poses to trade partners.



