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We present work on a German corpus annotated for metaphor with material
from different registers (Halliday and Hasan, 1985), like in the VU Amsterdam
Metaphor Corpus (Steen et al., 2010): speeches of the Parlamentsreden-
Korpus (Blaette 2017), newspaper commentaries (including the Potsdam
Commentary Corpus, Stede 2004), sermons, light fiction, and debates from
competitions of ‘Jugend debattiert’. In text parsed by the Stanza package (Qi
et al 2020) we annotate in the INCEpTION tool (Klie et al. 2018) the meta-
phors and the contexts that trigger their metaphorical interpretation, a strategy
also pursued in Dipper et al. (2021). For the annotation, we developed ex-
tended guidelines on the basis of the ‘Metaphor Identification Procedure-VU’
(Steen et al., 2010; Herrmann et al., 2019).

Non-conventionalised and extended metaphors show up predominantly in
highly persuasive registers. The expectation that oral and fictional discourse
are low on metaphor (Steen et al. 2010) could only be confirmed for fiction.
From the viewpoint of tenor (author-recipient relations), the closeness of the
interlocutors correlates inversely with overall metaphoricity. Also, non-
conventionalised and extended metaphors occur more frequently in registers
with a hierarchical difference between authors and recipients. Sermons had the
highest degree of non-conventional metaphors, with extended metaphor
emerging as a clear register marker for sermons.
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