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The article explores the use of military metaphors in language and discourse, focusing on how these metaphors
enhance text strength and emotional impact. The author discusses the prevalence of military metaphors in various
contexts, such as economics, politics, and media, and analyzes the positive and negative effects of using such
metaphors. She draws on the work of both foreign and Ukrainian scholars in metaphor theory to provide a
comprehensive understanding of military metaphors in modern English-language media discourse.

The article begins by defining metaphor as a form of hidden comparison that helps identify special features
of subjects. It discusses different classifications of metaphors based on prevalence, structure, and function,
highlighting the complexity and ambiguity of metaphorical concepts. The author presents various types of
metaphors identified by different scholars, such as dead metaphors, cliché-metaphors, lexical metaphors, and
author's metaphors.

The author then delves into the conceptual approach to understanding metaphors, emphasizing the work of
George Lakoff and Mark Johnson in highlighting the metaphorical nature of the world. She distinguishes military
metaphors as a specific type of conceptual metaphor based on the theme of war, discussing how these metaphors
embody aggressiveness, conflict, and strategy in non-military contexts. The article explores how military metaphors
are used in business, politics, and other domains to simplify complex ideas and evoke emotional responses.

The article also examines the historical and cultural roots of military metaphors, noting their prevalence in
human history and their role in structuring perception and understanding of the world. The author highlights the
importance of military vocabulary in metaphorical expansion and discuss concepts associated with war that are
commonly used in military metaphors.

In conclusion, the author defines military metaphor as a powerful linguistic tool that adds evaluative expressiveness
to discourse. She argues that military metaphors play a significant role in shaping public opinion and activating
associative and emotional fields. Overall, the article provides a thorough analysis of military metaphors and their
impact on language and communication.
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CrarTst TOCHiIKy€e BUKOPUCTAHHS BiICHKOBHX MeTadop y MOBI Ta ANCKYPCi, 30CEPEIKYIOUNCh HAa TOMY, SIK IIi
MeTadopH MiACHITIOIOTH 3MICT TEKCTY Ta eMOIIHHII BIUIMB. ABTOPKA PO3IVISIIA€ BIHCHKOBI MeTa(opn y pi3HUX KOH-
TEKCTaX, TAKUX SIK EKOHOMIKa, IOJIITHKA Ta MeJIia, Ta aHAIi3ye NIePeBary il HeJIOJIIKU BUKOPUCTAHHS TaKuX MeTadop.
Bona criupaetscst Ha poOOTH 1HO3eMHHX 1 YKpaiHCBKHX HAyKOBIIB 3 Teopii MeTadopw, mod BceOiuHO JOCTiTUTH
BiliCbKOBI MeTa)OpH Y CY4aCHOMY aHTJIOMOBHOMY MeJlia-TUCKYPCi.

CTarTs MOYMHAETHCS 3 BU3HAUCHHS MeTaopH SIK (hOPMHU ITPUXOBAHOTO TIOPIBHSAHHS, SKE JOTIOMArae MpOsSBUTH
ocobmuBi pucu npenmeriB. OOroBOPIOIOTECS pi3HI Kinacudikanii MeTadop Ha OCHOBI MOUTMPEHOCTI, CTPYKTYPH Ta
(GYHKIIH, TiIKPECTIOI0YH CKIaIHICTh Ta HEOIHO3HAYHICTh METa(OPUIHNX KOHIICTIIIII. ABTOpKa aHANi3y€e THIIOJIO-
rii Meradop, IpeACTaBICHI Pi3HIMH HayKOBIISIMH, 30KpeMa, MEepTBi MeTadopH, Kiime-MeTadopu, JICKCUIHI MeTa-
(opu Ta aBTOPCHKI MeTapOpH.

Jami aBTopKa 3aruOII0eThCS Y KOHIENTYIbHNH MiAXi 10 pO3yMiHHS MeTadop, aKIeHTYIOUH yBary Ha po0o-
tax Jlxopmka Jlakopda Ta Mapka J[xoHCOHa, SKi MIIKPECTIOOTh MeTadOpUIHy MPUPOLY CBiTy. BoHa Buaimse
BiliCbKOBI MeTaopH SIK crienu(idHUil THIT KOHLIENTyaabHOI MeTadopH, 3aCHOBAaHUH Ha TeMi BIHHH, OOTPyHTOBY-
104H, SIK 1i MeTa(opu BTUTIOIOTH arpeCHUBHICTh, KOH(IIKTHICTh Ta CTPATETIUHICTh B HEMULTITAPHUX KOHTEKCTaX.
CrarTst JOCHIIKY€ SIK BIHCHKOBI MeTa(opu BUKOPHCTOBYIOThCS Y Oi3HECI, MOMITHIN Ta IHIMINX cdepax I CIpo-
IICHHS CKJIaJHUX i7eH Ta eMOIiI{HOTO BIUTMBY Ha YUTAYA.
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CraTTs TaKOXK pO3IIISIAE ICTOPUYHE Ta KYJIBTYPHE MATPYHTS BIHCHKOBUX MeTa(op, Bi/[3HAYAIOUH 1X OITHUPEHICTh
B ICTOpIi JIFOJCTBAa Ta iXHIO PONb y CTPYKTYPYBaHHI CIPUHHATTS Ta PO3YMIHHS CBITY. ABTOpKa TiJKPECIIOE
BaXJIMBICTh BIICHKOBOI JICKCUKH Y MeTahOpUIHOMY TIPEICTABICHHI Ta 00TOBOPIOE KOHIICTIIIIT, TOB’SI3aHi 3 BIHHOO,
SIK1 9aCTO BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCS Y BIHCHKOBUX MeTagopax.

Ha 3aBepimenHs, aBTopka BU3HAYa€ BiiChKOBY MeTaopy SK MOTY)KHUH MOBHHUH 1HCTPYMEHT, 1110 JIOJIA€ OLIHHOT
EKCTIPECHUBHOCTI JIUCKypcy. BoHa cTBepipKye, Mo BIHCHKOBI MeTadopH BiirparoTh 3HAUHY poiib Y (GopMyBaHHI
IPOMAJICHKOT JIYMKH Ta aKTHBAIlil acOIIaTUBHUX Ta €MOIIMHUX IOJIB. 3arajioM, CTaTTs HaJaae BCEOIYHUN aHAaIi3
BilicbKOBHX MeTadop Ta IXHBOTO BIUIMBY HA MOBY Ta KOMYHIKAIIiO.

Karouosi cioBa: BilickkoBa Metadopa, knacudikaiii Mmeradop, Timm metadop, KOHIEITYaTbHUH ITiXiT.

Defining the problem. One of the least researched types of metaphor is the metaphor of war, or
military, which relies on images, concepts, and terminology related to military actions and conflicts.
This metaphor adds strength and emotion to the text, and helps to express complex ideas in a clear
and convincing way. At the same time, this type of metaphor is used quite often, usually with the
aim of influencing the recipient to form a certain perception of the metaphorized object. This special
type of metaphorical expression has the power to generate associations with war scenarios such as
battles, offensives, war actions, which activates the emotional connection between the speakers.
Metaphorization of military vocabulary is quite common. Very often, a military metaphor is used to
describe the state of the economy, financial markets, and the political situation in the world. Military
metaphor can have different effects, both positive and negative, depending on the context of its use.
The positive impact lies in the possibility of strengthening the unity, certainty and importance of
measures, events or policies. On the other hand, a negative connotation can evoke associations with
conflicts, threats and instability. Achievements of foreign and Ukrainian scientists in the field of
metaphor theory, practical research provide a sufficient scientific basis for a comprehensive study
of military metaphors that function in modern English-language media discourse. The analysis of
the main theories of metaphor in the prism of mass media speech requires focusing primarily on
the communicative approach, since the type of discourse analyzed belongs to the sphere of mass
communication. The cognitive approach reveals the main trends of the new interpretation of
metaphorical reality, reveals productive metaphorical models as those that the authors of media texts
suggest readers learn.

Analysis of recent research and publications. The concept of metaphor is one of the most
studied concepts in linguistics. Many scientists from various fields of knowledge tried to trace
the role of metaphor in speech, language, in particular in the text, the importance of its use and its
function. However, it can be argued without a doubt that the metaphor caused a lot of discussion not
only in linguistics, but also became the object of study of philosophy, literary studies, psychology,
psychoanalysis, hermeneutics and rhetoric. Such a desire for a comprehensive study of metaphor and
the use of different interpretations of this concept is obvious, because metaphor is considered one
of the ways of knowing the surrounding world, as well as by enriching language. Apart from this,
metaphor is not only the basic medium of language, but also the mechanism of a language system
based on anthropomorphism and transference from the concrete to the abstract [1, p. 46].

The definition of metaphor arises on the basis of the transfer of properties, so it can be called an
abbreviated comparison: there is a replacement of what the speaker means with another meaning.
According to O. Gorodilovskaya a metaphor is a hidden comparison that arises when using the
name of one subject in relation to another and helps to identify a special feature of that subject
[2, p. 21]. At the same time, the Ukrainian scientists believe that a given stylistic trope arises
only when using a word figuratively, given the similarity of one object with another [3, p. 444].
Since the metaphor functions precisely in language, in scientific works we can often find the
opinion that it should be considered as an individually realized technique of the speaker or writer,
which he applies, adhering to a certain figure and using certain linguistic means. M. Johnson and
J. Lakoff, claim that a metaphor is a linguistic expression that is fixed in language in the form of a
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stable expression or phrase. It is believed that the metaphor gives the word a new lexical semantic
meaning, and therefore it is a source of synonyms and phraseological expressions [4, p. 30]. In
connection with the above, the ambiguity of the concept of metaphor becomes obvious, as well as
the multifaceted perception of it.

It is also worth noting that until now there is a problem of studying metaphor to the full extent,
because until recently it was considered only as a component of phraseological units or so-called
clichés. However, in stylistics we find a detailed study of metaphorical comparisons, because they act
as means of expressiveness of language [5, p. 345]. In particular, there are many traditional theories of
metaphor, including comparison theory and the semantic approach. According to the above-mentioned
theories, metaphor was considered as an abbreviated comparison, or only its semantic meaning was
studied without studying the nature of the emergence of metaphor, its essence and role in language
and speech.

In addition, there is an anthropocentric principle of studying metaphor, according to which
metaphor is considered a means of thinking about the surrounding world, which takes into account
all the knowledge and acquired experience of a person [6]. Currently, the cognitive approach to
the study of metaphor is considered the main one in foreign works. According to this approach,
the metaphorization process is considered as a certain action carried out on knowledge, namely as
the transfer of certain information from the conceptual domain-source to the conceptual domain-
purpose. Undoubtedly, the advantage of the cognitive principle is a new approach to the formation of
metaphors, which consists in a combination of conceptual, linguistic and artistic spheres [7, p. 118].

Therefore, it is difficult to overestimate the importance of metaphor, because it is generally accepted
that thanks to people's ability to think metaphorically, the development of language and culture was
not only initiated, but also language was significantly enriched with synonyms and language clichés.
Since metaphors are characterized by such features as abstraction, biplane and expressiveness, this
gives grounds for the existence of different approaches to its study.

Setting the goals and tasks of the article. This article aims to provide a general outlook of a
metaphor as a conceptual phenomenon in different discourses, focusing on military metaphor as a
strong tool for shaping public opinion and activating associative and emotional fields.

The outline of the main research material. Metaphor is common in different types of discourse,
where it performs different functions. At the same time, a specific discourse has different degrees of
metaphoricality (for example, the discourse of spoken language and the discourse of official reception,
political discourse and the discourse of poetry differ significantly among themselves, including the
degree of metaphoricality) [8, p. 4].

The most common functions of the metaphor are as follows:

— nominative metaphor, which consists in replacing one descriptive meaning with another and
serves as a source of homonymy;

— cognitive metaphor resulting from a shift in a combination of predicate words and creating
polysemy;

— figurative metaphor, which is born as a result of the transition of descriptive meaning into
predicative and serves the development of figurative meanings and synonymous means of speech.

In addition, metaphor also performs a manipulative function, directly or indirectly affecting the
recipient, as well as a cognitive one that intersects with many other functions of the metaphor, being
aimed at the process of learning about the surrounding world.

Taking into account the multifaceted nature of the metaphor, we can follow a large number of
different classifications proposed by scientists who interpret the metaphorical process in different
ways. By choosing certain criteria (parameters) for classification, many different types of metaphors
can be named. For example, if you analyze metaphors according to their prevalence in language, you
can name general and individual; by structure, one and two-membermetaphors can be distinguished;
according to the functional criterion — nominative, decorative, evaluative, etc.
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P. Newmark identifies five types of metaphors: dead metaphors, cliché-metaphors, stock or standard
metaphors, recent metaphors, and original or odd metaphors [9]. Van den Broeck distinguishes lexical
metaphors, the images of which have been erased, conventional, fixed in the literature and individual,
author's metaphors [10]. Lakoff and Johnson distinguish two types of metaphors: ontological, that
allow you to see events, actions, emotions, ideas, etc. as a certain matter, and orientational that define
one concept in terms of another, and organize the entire system of concepts in relation to each other
[4]. Later, scientists developed a theory of systematic description of conceptual metaphors, classifying
them according to cognitive function into three types: structural, orientational and ontological. The
function of structural metaphors is to explain one, more complex, concept with the help of a more
specific concept. An ontological metaphor is one that categorizes abstract phenomena, delineating
them through personification and metonymy. The third type of metaphor, orientational, is understood
by means of place and space [11, p. 480-483].

In domestic traditions metaphors are usually divided into simple and complex. The first ones are
expressed by one image and do not always consist of one word, while the latter include several words
that reinforce each other's image through the mutual use of contexts and their parallel functions.

The variety of metaphorical models requires their multidimensional classification. The most
common classifications of metaphors in modern science is the following:

1) anthropomorphic metaphor;

2) physiological metaphor;

3) morbial metaphor;

4) kinship metaphor;

5) naturalomorphic metaphor;

6) zoomorphic metaphor;

7) sociomorphic metaphor;

8) criminal metaphor;

9) militar metaphor;

10) artifact metaphor [12, p. 45-46].

Thus, at the moment, there is no single definition of metaphor, nor a single system of classification
of metaphors, since various researchers distinguish a significant number of criteria by which
classification can be carried out.

We define metaphor, on the one hand, as a hidden comparison, constituting a figurative phrase, and
on the other hand, as a metaphorical expression, that is a fixed phrase in everyday use.

The conceptual approach to understanding metaphors is now dominant in the world of linguistics.
Traditionally, the founders of the theory of conceptual metaphor are considered to be the American
scientists George Lakoff and Mark Johnson, who put forward the opinion that the whole world around
is metaphorical in nature.

Researchers distinguish the military metaphor from other types of conceptual metaphor based on
the topic of the source sphere «wary. The first examples of the study of military metaphor within the
theory of conceptual metaphor were carried out by the founders of this theory, J. Lakoff and. Johnson.
In the future, domestic and foreign researchers addressed this problem: A. Alyamkina, A. Kaslova,
T. Sineeva, L. Fedorova, A. Chudinov and others [13, p. 527].

War metaphor or military metaphor is a stylistic device using vocabulary and concepts associated
with military action to describe phenomena that are not military in nature. Such metaphors embody
aggressiveness, conflict, strategy, and are often found in political, economic, and social discourses.
The use of military metaphors is based on certain ideas about war as a space of absolute confrontation,
where there are clearly defined enemies, strategies, victories and defeats. In this context, the metaphor
of war can serve as a tool for conceptualizing complex ideas or phenomena, using understandable and
emotional images. For example, in business, competition between companies can be described through
the metaphors of the “battle for market share” or the “price war”. In politics, election campaigns
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are often described as “battles for votes” or “wars for influence”. This use of war metaphors not
only simplifies complex processes, but also gives them emotional weight, stimulating aggressive or
defensive reactions. Many researchers explain the growing use of the concept sphere «war» in most
functioning discourses by active aggressive tendencies in modern society.

This trend is exacerbated by the fact that war is a constant aspect of human history, which affects
the activation and development of military metaphor in language. The traditionally rich military
experience of mankind was reflected in the national mentality, where military metaphors were
considered an effective means for solving complex social problems. Therefore, military vocabulary
becomes the main source of metaphorical expansion. In this context, researchers single out concepts
directly associated with war, such as conflict, struggle, confrontation, military actions, various types
of wars, weapons, participants in war, military symbols and attributes, organization of military
service, as well as the consequences and results of war [14].

Today, the military metaphor is used in medicine (war against cancer), in sports journalism (battle
for victory), in literary activities (fo crush someone). It happens because military metaphors play
an important role in structuring our perception and understanding of the world. They help to form
conceptual frameworks through which we interpret different situations, while activating certain
associative and emotional fields.

Conclusions. In conclusion, a military metaphor, in our opinion, can be defined as a metaphor
that has a lexeme in its focus, which means military reality, while the context of the environment of
this lexeme may not be related to military themes. A military metaphor is a strong means of linguistic
expressiveness that realizes a special evaluative function. It is meant to form public opinion, give a
negative or positive assessment of the described process.
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