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            Abstract
          
        

        
          Metaphor and metonymy are essential linguistic devices in Maritime English, enabling the communication of complex ideas and evoking cultural associations. Despite their importance, few studies have investigated the role of these devices in maritime contexts. This study used a method that combines Python coding with manual identification to explore metaphorical and metonymic expressions in a self-constructed corpus of Maritime English. Specifically, we developed Python codes based on previous research to initially identify metaphors and metonymies for efficiency. To ensure the accuracy of the results, we manually identified metaphorical and metonymic expressions using a metaphor identification procedure and the metonymy identification steps proposed by Biernacka (2013). Finally, we categorized the research results according to a standardized classification framework. The study reveals the widespread presence of conceptual metaphor and metonymy in Maritime English; however, conceptual metonyms are mainly concentrated in specific categories. This research contributes to a better understanding of Maritime English and lays the foundation for future studies on metaphor and metonymy in Maritime English.
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