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  Abstract 

This paper explores the use of linguistic and conceptual metaphors employed to describe the material and 

economic aspects in the discourses centered on the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC). Multiple 

metaphors are found in the data which are examined through a corpus analysis. The cognitive linguistics 

provides the background to this study where the notion of conceptual metaphors as proposed by Lakoff and 

Johnson (1980) has been used as the main theoretical mainstay. The data comprises the Pakistani and 

Chinese news articles and reports. The study mainly focuses on thirteen conceptual metaphors developed 

through the presence of their lexical realizations. The journey metaphor gains the highest frequency with 

2721/7192 concordance hits, among a range of other metaphors such as war, human being, up/down, 

weather, tool/device, building, game, family, wealth, history and science. The study uncovers the truth 

about linguistic metaphors and their diverse applicability, as rhetorical devices to influence, motivate and 

sway the readers engaged with an economic text. Besides, metaphors and metaphoric expressions in 

economic writings are also used for the communicative functions of clarification, personification, 

objectification, opposition, evaluation, presuppositions, descriptions, and comparisons.   

 

Keywords: Economic Discourses, Linguistic and Material Aptness, Cognitive/Conceptual Metaphor, CPEC 

Rhetoric, Metaphors as Rhetorical Devices, Corpus Analysis. 

 

Introduction 
 

Metaphor is a prevalent and ubiquitous construct in all languages and has been intriguing language scholars 

since antiquity. In the field of cognitive linguistics, this phenomenon acquired a new depth by the 

introduction of conceptual metaphor theory proposed by Lakoff and Johnson in their book, Metaphors We 

Live By (1980). They asserted that metaphors are not merely linguistic items in a language but are a 

gateway to understand more abstract concepts of time, work, metal activity and emotions on the basis of 

one‘s experiences. Briefly put, they are the way we understand one idea in terms of another (2003).  

 

Metaphors constitute the warp and woof of our speech. They can be labeled as ―analogies‖, “conceptual 

blendings” and ―ideasthesia” that helps in deciphering the meaning of symbolic and figurative expressions 

(Fauconnier, 2000). Similarly Thibodeau, Hendricks and Boroditsky (2017) state that the use of metaphoric 

terms illustrate how individuals perceive, process and decode messages in their minds (Asghar & Butt, 

2017). For them, metaphors are mind mappings where two conceptual domains are posited, i.e. the source 

domain and the target domain. The source domain is the concept area from which the metaphor is drawn 

and the target domain is the concept area to which the metaphor is applied. To understand the functionality 
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of a metaphor, these two domains are required to be conceptually bridged. Pointing out this functionality, 

Semino, Demjen and Demmen (2018) referred to metaphors as tools for framing discourses and enacting 

meanings. After examining metaphors at three levels which are cognition, discourse and practice, they 

suggested that the notions of conceptual metaphors, linguistic metaphors and metaphor scenarios can be 

used as framing devices for frame analysis.  

 

Among other fields and genres, economic discourses have also been deeply influenced by the use of 

metaphors and found them a useful way to conceptualize abstract economic notions. To make economic 

writings more lucid and realistic, Henderson (1982) described the importance of metaphors in economic 

discourses and their use in aligning our conceptual system by imagining a different linguistic expression 

being applied to another domain in order to perceive a notion. Therefore, metaphors are an inevitable part 

of the economic discourses (McCloskey, 1995). In her book Metaphors Economists Live By, McCloskey 

(1995) asserts that most of the times, metaphors in economic discourses are used as rhetorical and stylistic 

devices. Moving towards converting abstract ideas and thoughts into concrete terms and elaborations, 

Richardht (2003) emphasizes that economic discourses involve a number of conceptual metaphors to 

rationalize and lessen their abstractness for comprehending a difficult target domain with comparatively 

easier understanding of examples from the source domain. 

 

A bulk of researches are conducted on the topic of CPEC from different angles, but one significant research 

in the contextual background of this research has been undertaken by Afzaal, Hu, Chisti and Khan (2019) 

who examined the construction of CPEC in Pakistani news media discourse through corpus based critical 

discourse analysis. They evaluated that CPEC is the source of strengthening Pak-China relationship which 

is evident in the newspapers because positive discourses and lexical choices including metaphoric 

expressions are frequently used for building a compatible relationship of both the countries. 

 

Following research questions are structured against this backdrop. 

 

Q1: What kind of linguistic metaphors are employed in the Pakistani and Chinese newspapers to describe 

the CPEC? 

Q2: How do linguistic metaphors used for the CPEC link/correlate to their conceptual domains? 

Q3: What communicative functions do these linguistic metaphors perform in relating the construct of the 

CPEC with their conceptual domains? 

 

These questions are designed to fulfill three objectives: to explore different linguistic metaphors used for 

the word CPEC and their frequency; to draw a correlation between the linguistic metaphors and their 

conceptual domains and to investigate the communicative functions behind the use of these metaphors.  

 

Review of the Literature 
 

In linguistics, a conceptual metaphor is alternatively known as a cognitive metaphor which refers to a 

figurative comparison in which one abstract and elusive idea is understood by virtue of another which is 

concrete in nature (Kovecses, 2010). The pioneer work in the field of conceptual or cognitive metaphor 

theory is associated with George Lakoff and Mark Johnson who authored a landmark book, Metaphors We 

Live By (1980). According to Kovecses (2010), the main features of their theory are:  

 

● Conceptual metaphors are omnipresent and ubiquitous. 

●  They provide correlations between source domains and target domains. 

● They are methodical mappings between the abstract ideas and the concrete terms. 

● Conceptual metaphors exist in our cognition. 

● Conceptual metaphors are stranded and comparable. 

● Universality of source domains in conceptual metaphors can be found in almost all languages.  
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Different languages may have different capacities or trends in the use of metaphoric expressions. This was 

investigated by Wang, Runtsova and Chen (2013) who followed the framework of cognitive metaphor 

theory to analyze conceptual metaphors for economy as evident in the statement ―ECONOMY IS AN 

ORGANISM‖. They found that metaphoric expressions in economic discourses were more frequent in the 

mainstream English press than the Russian press. However, they found greater pragmatic force and 

diversity in Russian metaphors than English metaphors.  

 

To Lopez and Llopis (2010), other than the language differences in terms of the frequency of use, the 

framing of an issue through the use of metaphors usually gives an entirely different picture of the same 

reality. They followed a corpus approach for analyzing the metaphoric expressions used to frame ‗crises in 

financial texts taken from English and Spanish newspapers. They discovered how the same economic 

reality was presented to the readers to be conceptualized differently. In both of these studies, the corpus 

approach was used to identify and locate metaphors which is quite different from manual identification of 

metaphors. In this regard, Warell (2020) suggested Metaphor Identification Procedure (MIP) to distinguish 

and discover metaphoric expressions from the given texts. He used such keywords as, ―nation‖, 

―immigration‖, ―economy‖ and ―morality‖ from the speeches of Donald Trump who frequently used them 

as metaphoric references. Warell ran these keywords in the corpus and identified metaphors that occurred 

with them in diverse collocation patterns.  

 

Another prominent figure who studies the use and functionality of economic metaphors is McCloskey 

(1998). To her, metaphors are an integral part of economic discourses that show how one thinks of 

economic issues while comparing it with other analogous entities from a different field. Her way of 

describing economic metaphors is further endorsed by another scholar from the school of economics, 

Henderson (2000), who propounded that using a metaphor for analogies and comparisons in the economic 

field is a unique way of describing economic ideas. Following the same dimension of comparisons and 

analogies, Domaradzki (2016) compared the United Arab Emirates with the metaphoric expression of 

living organisms by relating the growth of this country to the growth of an a living entity. Similarly 

Shustova and Korsakova (2018) emphasized that financial and economic discourses bring about an 

adequate understanding and knowledge because they are structured in terms of metaphors. Metaphors 

generally reside in economic discourses and provide them semiotic and figurative underpinnings (Boers 

1999; Herrera and White 2000, 2002; Koller, 2008).  

 

Research Methodology 
 

Theoretical Framework 
 

Lakoff (2006) remarks that a metaphor is ―an ontological mapping across conceptual domains‖ so that ―the 

essence of meaning is understanding and experiencing one kind of thing in terms of another‖ (p.192). The 

theory proposed by Lakoff and Johnson (1980) about conceptual/cognitive metaphors has been used in this 

study as the major theoretical mainstay.  

 

Method 

 

Sinclair (2004) validates the importance of corpus linguistics as a method to be used to record the authentic 

number of occurrences of a word or a phrase in (a) given text(s). So here too, the researchers have used 

corpus analysis to figure out the occurrences of linguistic metaphors in the newspaper articles and news 

reports about the CPEC. Corpus analysis according to Vaughan and O‘Keeffe (2015) is a method of 

analyzing large machine readable texts and databases (corpora) of real life language samples such as texts, 

speeches and transcriptions etc. Thirteen conceptual metaphors were found after exploring data and then the 

entire data was run in the corpus tool to extract the frequency of these metaphors. As corpus linguistics can 

be applied to both qualitative and quantitative studies (Baker, 2006), therefore, in this research also the 

researchers have used this tool. After finding out the frequency of metaphors, the data was analyzed for 
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qualitative purposes in order to relate the metaphors and metaphoric expressions with their target and 

source domains. 

 

Data 

 

The data comprise three Chinese and three Pakistani English newspapers. Pakistani newspapers include, 

Dawn, The News, and Express Tribune (2016-2019) while the Chinese newspapers include, China Daily, 

Xinhua and Beijing News (2016-2019). The data were first cleaned up by using the software accessed from 

the website: www.textfixer.com. After cleaning the data, it was run on the corpus tool of Antconc (version: 

3.5.7) for finding the occurrences of the linguistic metaphors used only for the expressions ‗CPEC‘ and the 

relationship of China and Pakistan. The concordance hits for the word CPEC in the entire corpus stand at 

10092. Metaphors were identified from the contextual words or collocates that were occurring with the 

word CPEC. After finding the frequency of linguistic metaphors through concordance, they were divided 

into the categories of conceptual metaphors that are presented in the next section. 

 

Data Analysis and Results 

 

The following bar graph presents comprehensive results of conceptual metaphors used in newspapers for 

the expression/word China Pakistan Economic Corridor/CPEC and for Pak-China friendship. The bars 

indicate frequency in terms of percentage for the occurrence of thirteen conceptual metaphors. 

 

Figure 1: Graph showing the percentage of Conceptual Metaphors Used for CPEC 

 
 

In the graph above, thirteen conceptual metaphors found in the newspaper corpus are displayed and the 

journey metaphor has gained the highest percentage (37.83%) among other categories. Their percentages 

were calculated according to the frequency of each metaphor‘s entry in the software and then their sorting 

out for their relevant source domains. Each table given below shows the existence of linguistic metaphors 

with their source and target domains. 
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The War Metaphor 

 

Table 1. Showing War Metaphors with Their Source and Target Domains 

Source Domain Metaphors Target Domain 

War attempt, attack, silver bullet, crossfire, trap , 

threat , conspiracy 

CPEC 

 

The lexicon of war relates to the act of offense, opposition, blockade and defense in its literal sense but 

metaphorically  it is used for an urgent and negative emotional tone that needs a quick response and whose 

consequences can be either negative or positive (Flusberg, Matlock & Thebodeau 2018). These shades of 

the conceptual metaphor of war can be seen in the instances below. 

 

1. CPEC is an attempt by the US to sabotage the 56$ billion project. 

2. CPEC is not a conspiracy against anyone. 

3. CPEC is not a silver bullet that can fix those entrenched problems. 

4. Calling CPEC a debt trap, the detractors continue to inject toxicity.  

 

According to the above examples of the war metaphors with 208/7192 concordance hits, the conceptual 

metaphor developed is: CPEC IS A WAR. The italicized linguistic metaphors show attributes of the war in 

terms of weapons, such as ―bullet‖, ―trap‖ to catch someone, ―attempt‖ to attack and ―conspiracy‖ as a war 

strategy. These linguistic metaphors are used here mainly for creating emotional and consequential effects 

of CPEC.  

 

The Human Being Metaphor 

 

The use of a human being metaphor in the field of business and economics is quite common and is 

generally used to show an activity and a dynamism (White, 2003). In this research, the economic construct 

of CPEC is presented as a human being capable of moving, walking, and feeling.  

 

Table 2.  Showing Human Being Metaphors With Their Source and Target Domains 

Source Domain Metaphors Target Domain 

 

Human Being 

 entering, fanning, opens, expected 

throwing, taking, backbone, dream, lap, taking giant‘s 

leap, enjoying,  

 

CPEC 

 

Some of the instances in which human being metaphors can be found are given below. 

 

1. CPEC is taking giant‘s leaps in its progress. 

2. CPEC is on the smooth track and enjoying a full backing of the two countries. 

3. CPEC is like throwing a spanner in regional security and stability. 

4. CPEC is here to stay and can move forward. 

5. CPEC is fanning the flames of inter-provincial discord. 

6. CPEC is entering in the next phase…. 

7. CPEC is driven by Beijing‘s desire. 

 

From these instances of the human being metaphor that stands at 658/7192 concordance hits, it is noticed 

that action verbs are used more often to represent the activity and dynamism of CPEC as a human attribute. 

This shows that CPEC IS A HUMAN BEING capable of throwing, entering, fanning, moving, and taking 

leaps. With regard to its function, this conceptual metaphor is used to map human qualities onto an abstract 

construct of the CPEC for obvious the purpose of personification. 
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The Journey Metaphor 
 

A journey metaphor in economic discourse such as the ―Sustainability of a business‖ depicts the process of 

transformation, modification, progress, movement and continuation (Milne, Kearins & Walton 2006).  

 

Table 3: Showing Journey Metaphors With Their Source and Target Domains 

Source Domain Metaphors Target Domain 

Journey flagship, journey, wheel, route, step, bottlenecks, lane, 

bridge, engine, sign, junction, platform, accelerator, 

driver, token,  driving force,  road, vehicle, track, 

milestone 

CPEC 

 

Some of the instances where we can find the journey metaphors are as follows: 

 

1. CPEC is a trade route. 

2. CPEC is a mere cog in a giant wheel. 

3. CPEC is a flagship project. 

4. Pakistan is still working out ways to counter CPEC bottlenecks. 

5. CPEC is added as a milestone to bring advancement and prosperity. 

6. CPEC is a big step. 

7. CPEC is an important platform for Pakistan and all parties are united on this. 

8. The CPEC is a junction of economic and cultural values. 

9. What exactly is CPEC? Is it a road, a pipeline or a plan? 

 

The metaphoric expression, ‘CPEC IS A JOURNEY’ stands at 2721/7192 concordance hits. The  

conceptual metaphor developed from its lexical realizations as shown in these examples from the data, 

include roads, ways, routes, milestones, roads and junctions.  The CPEC is travelling by train, ship and by 

road. All these metaphors show that the CPEC is a journey of connectivity and relates the paradigm of 

continuous movement and progress.  

 

The Up/Down Metaphor 
 

The up/down metaphors have a very deep influence on the psychology of people and, therefore, are called 

emotionally packed spatial metaphors where vertical direction represents ‗up‘ metaphors and horizontal 

represents ‗down‘ metaphors (Zhai, Guo, and Lu 2018). In the economic discourses of the CPEC, the up 

metaphors denotes such attributes as big, huge, gigantic, higher, etc. which are used to show the positive 

side of this project while the down metaphors are used to describe the negative aspects such as disaster, 

environmental catastrophe, exploitation, etc. 

 

Table 4. Showing Up/Down Metaphors with their Source and Target Domains 

Source Domain Cognitive Metaphors Target Domain 

Up/down guarantee, hunky and dory, clean, sweet melody, 

ray of hope, beacon of hope, big, disaster, 

harbinger, huge, gigantic, higher, deeper, stronger 

CPEC, and 

Relationship of China 

and Pakistan 

 

1. CPEC is the guarantee to the prosperous future of Pakistan. 

2. CPEC is one of the key nodes of the network. 

3. Not everything is hunky and dory as far CPEC is concerned. 

4. CPEC: a harbinger of economic prosperity. 

5. CPEC is clean. It does not have any corruption. 

6. CPEC is a sweet melody of the symphony's first movement" 

7. CPEC is a ray of hope for both the people and ruling. 
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8. CPEC is a beacon of hope.  

9. CPEC is a big step. 

10. China bonded in the relationship known as higher than Himalayas. 

11. Pakistan and China‘s friendship is higher than mountains, deeper than ocean, stronger than steel 

and sweeter than honey. 

 

The conceptual metaphor developed from 799/7192 concordance hits becomes: ‗CPEC IS UP/DOWN’. As 

referred by Crawford (2009), the up/down metaphors are used in a discourse to create a spatial effect with 

broad positive/negative implications and are known as conceptual metaphors of effect. So in this research, 

this category of metaphors is mainly used for the evaluative purposes of the effects of the CPEC and to 

posit a close relationship between Pakistan and China.  

 

The Climate/Weather Metaphor 
 

The climate/weather metaphors are the most frequent conceptual metaphors in economic discourse such as 

business discourses to predict and forecast the future (Monslaves, 2005). This table presents some linguistic 

expressions of the weather metaphors found in the CPEC discourses.  

 

Table 5. Showing Weather Metaphors With Their Source and Target Domains 

Source domain Metaphors Target domain 

Climate windfall, umbrella, channel, oxygen, all 

weather friends 

China Pakistan Economic 

Corridor (CPEC) 

 

1. CPEC is also a windfall opportunity for Pakistan. 

2. CPEC is an umbrella project and component of OBOR. 

3. CPEC is considered as vital as oxygen for Pakistan‘s ailing economy. 

4. CPEC is considered as a channel towards prosperity and development of Pakistan. 

5. China refers to neighboring Pakistan as its all-weather friend. 

 

The conceptual metaphor developed from the occurrence of 120/7192 concordance hits is ‘CPEC IS 

CLIMATE/ WEATHER’. The two characteristics of weather are prevalent in this category: a prediction 

about the future and its unpredictability. The unpredictability is typically associated with weather, but 

talking about the relationship between China and Pakistan, unpredictability does not have any implication 

for their relationship in the CPEC context. The predictable future of Pakistan is depicted in the context of 

the CPEC which is expected to provide oxygen to the frail Pakistani economy. The prosperity and 

development of Pakistan hold the promise of success if the channel of CPEC flows continuously toward it.  

 

The Building Metaphor 
 

According to Musolf (2006), some discourse metaphors serve the function of sociocultural and contextual 

situatedness and the building metaphors in this research seem to be among them.  The lexical realizations of 

this metaphor are given in the table below. 

 

Table 6: Showing Building Metaphors With Their Source and Target Domains 

Source domain Metaphors Target Domain 

Building pillar, corridor, gateway, 

doorstep, doors, 

CPEC 

 

1. He said CPEC is a corridor of prosperity, long-lasting peace and inclusive development. 

2. CPEC is taking place at India‘s doorstep. 

3. CPEC is a corridor which opens doors of cooperation. 

4. CPEC will be a gateway of progress and prosperity. 
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5. CPEC, as a pillar, will open avenues for regional development. 

 

The conceptual metaphor ‘CPEC IS A BUILDING’ stands at 1567/7192 concordance hits. It has all 

characteristics of infrastructure of a building such as doors, pillar, gateways and corridors (source domain). 

This shows that the CPEC will boost the economy (target domain) through its infrastructure and 

networking. This conceptual metaphor is used to represent the concrete importance of the project, and is 

quite relevant to what this project stands for. So the metaphorical expressions given above serve the 

communicative function of the description based on the contextual background of the project. 

 

The Game Metaphor 
 

The game metaphors in economic writings are employed to bring playfulness, competition and risks 

involved (Monsalves, 2005).This can be seen in the examples given below for the CPEC also. 

 

Table 7. Showing Game Metaphors with Their Source and Target Domains 

Source Domain Metaphors Target Domain 

Sports/Game game changer, win- win,  game, gambit, game 

finisher, ground, 

CPEC 

 

1. The real game of CPEC is granting access to Chinese enterprise to Pakistan‘s domestic markets, 

raw materials and agrarian economy. 

2. The Russian researchers claimed the CPEC as a game changer for the entire region. 

3. CPEC is a win-win project of China Pakistan economic cooperation. 

4. CPEC is the game finisher for Pakistan and it will destroy our relationship. 

5. CPEC is a gambit of connectivity and prosperity. 

6. CPEC is fully on ground. 

 

‘CPEC IS A GAME’, occupying 289/7192 concordance hits has been developed as a conceptual metaphor 

based on the lexical realizations of a variety of conceptual mappings. The main characteristics of a game is 

a victory or a defeat which is present in these metaphors. This metaphor also refers to the negative 

connotations of a game in this research, which reflects the foul play during its course of completion. Such 

connotations are evident from the use of such words: as ‗real game‘ and ‗game finisher‘. This indicates that 

China is in the dominant position and may play a game with Pakistan‘s economy through the CPEC. This 

category of metaphors has been used to deliberate the results of the CPEC and the risks involved in its 

completion. 

 

The Tool/ Device Metaphor 

 

Some cognitive/conceptual metaphors are used to objectify an abstract idea in order to make the subject 

more understandable and mundane (Alejo, 2010). This relates to the use of tool/device metaphor for the 

CPEC in this research where the CPEC acts as an object or a resource.  

 

Table 8. Showing Tool/Device Metaphors With Their Source and Target Domains 

Source Domain Metaphors Target Domain 

Tools/Device stabilizer, key, lynchpin, spanner, tool, extension, 

chain, generator, cog 

CPEC 

  

Some instances from the newspapers are as follows: 

 

1. CPEC is the economic stabilizer for Pakistan. 

2. The chain of CPEC authority … 
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3. CPEC is being conceived as a lynchpin of the plans by China. 

4. CPEC is an extension of seaports connecting the continents. 

5. CPEC is actually a tool which will bring major opportunities towards Pakistan. 

6. CPEC is a mere cog in a giant wheel as CPEC projects. 

7. CPEC as a jobs generator and promoter of human development. 

 

‘CPEC IS A TOOL OR A DEVICE’, occupies 444/7192 concordance hits. This conceptual metaphor 

leads us to view the CPEC as a chain of connectivity that is playing a role of a cog and a linchpin around 

which the economic wheel of Pakistan is to spin. The CPEC specter holds the promise of economic stability 

for Pakistan by generating more jobs and investment opportunities. From these examples, it can be inferred 

that this category of metaphors is used to show the ability and efficiency of the CPEC as a tool to do 

different activities during its progress. Therefore metaphors here are used to objectify CPEC. 

 

The Family Metaphor 

 

The family metaphor is used to mirror relationships (Monsalves, 2005). These kinds of relationship can also 

be seen in the newspaper discourses of the CPEC where instances of family metaphors include brain child, 

poster child and iron brothers. 

 

Table 9. Showing Family Metaphors With Their Source and Target Domains 

Source Domain Metaphors Target Domain 

Family brain child, poster child, iron brothers CPEC, relationship of 

China- Pakistan 

 

1. CPEC is the poster-child of One Belt One Road (OBOR).  

2. In China, Pakistan has a unique name of Batie, which means „iron brother‟. 

3. CPEC is a brain child of Zardari. 

 

In these examples, the conceptual metaphor ‘CPEC IS A FAMILY’, occupying 25 concordance hits, 

portrays a strong relationship of Pakistan and China as iron brothers and the CPEC as poster child of One 

Belt One Road (OBOR) as parent. This category of metaphors is used to depict the scope, proximity and 

close connection. 

 

The Wealth/Money Metaphor 

 

Tomoni (2012) in his research done on the use of money metaphors in banking discourse asserts that the 

conceptual metaphor of money or wealth is used to conceptualize different forms of money such as cash, 

payments, income and profits. The purpose behind its use is that it helps in convincing your clients, sharing 

ideologies and building identities.  

 

Table 10. Showing Wealth Metaphors with their Source and Target Domains 

Source Domain Metaphors Target Domain 

Money/Wealth gift, gift-horse, jewel, crown, debt-trap, aid, 

boon, bonanza, bane 

CPEC 

 

1. This isn't a ―gift horse‖ that we are dealing with. 

2. CPEC is therefore a jewel of the crown (OBOR). 

3. CPEC is China‘s gift for the people of Pakistan. 

4. CPEC, a boon for the economy, a bane for locals. 

5. CPEC is not an aid but an investment. 

6. CPEC is not a debt trap. 

7. The $60 billion CPEC bonanza is a big opportunity for Pakistan. 



 

 

 

 

 

ISSN 2309-0081                           Faraz & Asghar (2021) 

  
395 

I 

 

  www.irss.academyirmbr.com                                                                               January 2021                                                                                     

 International Review of Social Sciences                                                        Vol. 9 Issue.1 
 

 

R 
S  
S  

In this research, the lexical realizations of the conceptual metaphor, ‗CPEC IS WEALTH OR MONEY’ 

occupies 219/7192 concordance hits. It is noticed that the fancy words such as ―jewel‖, ―boon‖ and 

―bonanza‖ are used for the CPEC, which are different forms of money and wealth. All these expressions 

indicate the preciousness and importance of wealth in the form of gifts. This category of metaphors is 

mainly used for making clarifications about the nature of wealth and also emphasizes the importance of 

money for a poor person or a poor country. This category also shows that linguistic metaphors are used for 

the embellishment of language. 

 

The Fate/Destiny Metaphor 

 

Nelkin (2001), in his research on the use of destiny as a metaphor, evaluated that this conceptual metaphor 

implies the meaning of natural constraints on happenings. In our research, the CPEC is presupposed to have 

a natural force that can rewrite destiny. 

 

Table 11. Showing Fate/Destiny Metaphors with their Source and Target Domains 

Source Domain Metaphors Target Domain 

Fate/Destiny fate-changer, destiny-changer CPEC 

 

1. CPEC is not only a game changer but also a destiny changer. 

2. CPEC is a fate-changer and a game-changer. 

 

The metaphor ‘CPEC IS DESTINY’, occupies 5 concordance hits out of 7192. The cognitive metaphor 

developed by the metaphoric expressions such as a fate changer and a destiny changer, indicate that the 

CPEC will boost Pakistan‘s economy in order to change its future and will transform the fate of this 

country. This category indicates the future predictions and presupposition patterns to make assumptions. 

 

The History Metaphor 

 

For economic and political reasons, some authors use historical metaphors because they either provide 

culturally suitable analogies or historically ingrained symbolic and figurative references (Zinken, Hellsten 

& Nerlich, 2008). 

 

Table 12. Showing History Metaphors With Their Source and Target Domains 

Source Domain Metaphors Target Domain 

History The East India Company, myth, story, The 

Trojan horse 

CPEC 

 

1. CPEC is not an ―East India Company”. It is specious and unhelpful, although some find it a useful 

metaphor. 

2. CPEC is not a matter of two-or three months, but it is a story of years and demands of lots of 

sacrifices for ‗CPEC is in disguise an East India Company‘ 

3. CPEC is not a Trojan horse for a political agenda. 

4. CPEC is not a myth but a strong reality. 

 

The lexical realizations of the conceptual metaphor, ‗CPEC IS HISTORICAL’ occupying 94/7192 

concordance hits are used to refer to comparisons and analogies, such as the East India Company, the 

Eighth Wonders of the World and the Trojan Horse because they are suitable examples to identify the 

CPEC with certain historical and cultural realities.  
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The Science Metaphor 

 

Jensen (2015) worked on the communicative function of mixed metaphors used in biological sciences and 

concluded that science metaphors are sometimes used for positioning and spatial configurations. This can 

be partially found in the CPEC discourses as given below. 

 

Table 13: Showing Science Metaphors with their Source and Target Domains 

Source Domain Metaphors Target Domain 

Science catalyst, experiment, funnels, satellite CPEC 

 

1. CPEC is a catalyst for Pakistan's developments. 

2. CPEC is an experiment for both China and Pakistan. 

3. CPEC is happening under two funnels. 

4. Pakistan becoming a satellite of China‖, is very unnerving. 

 

The cognitive metaphor, ‘CPEC IS A SCIENCE’, occupying 37/7192 concordance hits shows that CPEC 

as an economic project includes experiments as well as hopes for bringing innovations in the economic 

development of Pakistan and China. It is depicted as two funnels in which it plays a role of catalyst for 

improving Pakistan‘s economy. The function of this metaphor in this research is to bring empiricism and 

experimentation from the domain of science to be applied to the economy. It is also used to point out the 

systematic process and its outcomes under the effect of the CPEC.  

 

Discussion 
 

This paper examines the aptness or suitability of the linguistic metaphors for describing the material or 

economic dimensions of the China Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC). Thirteen conceptual metaphors 

that emerged after the analysis are: „CPEC is a war‟, „CPEC is a human being‟, „CPEC is a journey‟, 

„CPEC is up/down‟, „CPEC is wealth‟, „CPEC is a building‟, „CPEC is a destiny‟, „CPEC is a game‟, 

„CPEC is a tool/device‟, „CPEC is a family‟, „CPEC is historical‟, „CPEC is weather‟ and „CPEC is a 

science‟. The highest percentage among these metaphors belongs to the journey metaphor occupying 

37.83% with concordance hits of 2721/7192 and then the building metaphor occupying 21.79% with 

1567/7192 concordance hits which shows the CPEC is continuously in progress and moving forward in its 

journey of connectivity with its main objective — One Belt One Road initiative. 

 

Table No 14 

Sr. No. 

Conceptual/Cognitive 

Metaphors 

Concordance Hits 

(Total: 7192) 

Percentage 

 

1 War 208 2.89% 

2 Human Being 658 9.15% 

3 Journey 2721 37.83% 

4 Up/Down 799 11.11% 

5 Weather 120 1.75% 

6 Building 1567 21.79% 

7 Game 289 4.02% 

8 Tool/Device 444 6.17% 

9 Family 25 0.35% 

10 Wealth 219 3.05% 

11 Fate 5 0.07% 

12 History 94 1.31% 

13 Science 37 0.51% 
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The employment of metaphors in different disciplines called as inter or intra discipline can only be 

effective if they aptly are used to specify the resemblance and type of function for which the relevant 

metaphor is used (Khalil 2000). 

 

Addressing the relevance and the communicative function that metaphors perform, it is discovered that 

conceptual metaphors are not only used to develop a rhetoric (Oswald and A Rihs 2014) of the CPEC in 

general but specifically, their communicative functions are different (Hermann 2013) from each other such 

as the history metaphors in this research are used for providing analogies; the destiny metaphors to make 

predictions and assumptions; the family metaphors to show the proximity and close connections; the 

tool/device metaphors to show the capability and efficacy of the CPEC; the game metaphors to deliberate 

the results and consequences of the CPEC and the building metaphors to bring contextual tightness by 

relating them with the background of the project.  

 

Furthermore, the science metaphors are used to develop empiricism and facticity; the weather metaphors 

are employed to show predictability and unpredictability; the up/down metaphors used for evaluation 

purposes; the human being metaphors for personification; the journey metaphors to indicate the continuous 

movement, progress and challenges on the CPEC‘s way while the war metaphors are used to show 

opposition, delays and blockades in the progress of CPEC. The examples of linguistic metaphors used for 

conceptual domains in this research include: idioms, similes, metonymies, hyponymy and image 

metaphors. Moreover, nouns, adjectives, prepositions, and adverbs are syntactic categories used as 

linguistic metaphors in this research. So, metaphoric and metonymic expressions can easily convey ideas of 

specialized terms of economic discourses by relating them with their source and target domains and 

function as metaphoric reasoning for designating economic terms (Sasdovska 2017). 

 

Conclusion 
 

This research concludes that a broad range of linguistic metaphors are prevalent in the economic discourses 

such as in the discourses centered on the CPEC. Although the target domain in such discourses is economy, 

the source domains remain considerably diverse such as war, human beings, science, history, weather, 

destiny, buildings and journey. Other than performing the poetic or stylistic functions (Steen 2014) in this 

research, these metaphors also perform many communicative functions because they have communicative 

power and are used as ‗safe bridge‘ (Shinebourne & Smith 2010) for prediction, empiricism, competition, 

clarification, personification and description.  

 

In all such discourses, abstract and peculiar concepts are recast into concrete, mundane and familiar terms 

because they bring not only coherence and richness to the text but also conceptual and semantic tightness to 

the text in order to make the text easily comprehensible (Monsalves 2005). The reason behind this 

enhanced comprehensibility might be the link that readers develop between the linguistic metaphor and its 

conceptual domains, i.e., source and target.  It can be seen that metaphors are suitable and apt rhetorical and 

figurative devices to be employed for describing material constructs in economic discourses and the CPEC 

discourse being one such prototypical example. 

 

For future research, it is recommended that lexical choices in terms of other figures of speech such as 

metonyms, hyponyms, idioms and proverbs used for CPEC and other frequently used expressions by 

delimiting the area of focus can be the potential boundaries to be touched upon. There might be some 

implications of finding and identifying the required expression for undertaking corpus analysis, therefore 

reading of the texts before applying corpus analysis is an essential step to be considered when handling a 

large amount of texts. This research also recommends the interdisciplinary researches to be undertaken in 

the future  
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