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            Abstract
          
        

        
          This corpus-based study examines the identification, classification, and distribution of war metaphors in a 241,440-word corpus of U.S. presidential campaign speeches from the 2016, 2020, and 2024 election cycles. It investigates variation across three extralinguistic variables: gender, party affiliation, and political seniority. FrameBERT was used for automatic token-level metaphor detection, followed by manual contextual validation and target-domain annotation. War-related metaphorical expressions were classified into eleven target-domain categories, and normalized frequencies were compared across groups. Omnibus chi-square tests indicated significant associations between the overall distribution of target domains and each of the three extralinguistic variables. At the descriptive level, female candidates showed higher normalized frequencies in the moral/value, nation, and other domains, whereas male candidates showed higher normalized frequencies in the institution and society domains. Democratic candidates showed higher normalized frequencies in the events/actions, moral/value, and other domains, while communication and institution metaphors occurred only in the Republican subset. Across political-seniority groups, high-seniority candidates showed the highest normalized frequency in the moral/value domain, whereas middle-seniority candidates showed the highest normalized frequency in the nation domain. These findings suggest that war-metaphor framing is associated with speakers’ social and political positioning in the present corpus. However, corpus-size imbalance, overlap among the explanatory variables, and the inclusion of repeated candidates across election cycles prevent the independent and interactive effects of the variables from being statistically distinguished. The study contributes to research on political metaphor variation and demonstrates the value of combining computational metaphor detection with manual contextual validation and target-domain analysis.
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