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ABSTRACT

This article provides an in-depth similarity analysis of the phrases get on with and continue with using data from the

Corpus of Contemporary American English (COCA), the British National Corpus (BNC), and ChatGPT. A key finding is

that in COCA, the two phrases share a 33.33% similarity in ranking analysis, whereas in BNC, their similarity is 0%. In

COCA, get on with is most similar to continue with in the newspaper genre and least similar in TV/movies. Conversely,

in BNC, their closest similarity occurs in magazines and their greatest divergence in fiction. Standard deviation analysis

further highlights differences in frequency. In COCA, get on with has a standard deviation of 294.02, indicating a frequency

range of 199.48 to 787.52, while continue with has a standard deviation of 194.4, with a range of 163.98 to 552.78. Although

their frequency correlation is not statistically significant, COCA shows a weak positive correlation, while BNC reveals a

weak negative correlation. Notably, in neither corpus does the frequency of get on with significantly affect continue with.

Additionally, eight of their top 20 collocations overlap, reflecting a 40% similarity in usage. Overall, the findings suggest

minimal similarity between these phrases, with clear distinctions between American and British English. These insights

contribute to a deeper understanding of how phrase usage varies across different linguistic and cultural contexts.
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1. Introduction

Our analyses reveal notable differences in the usage,

frequency, and correlation of get on with and continue with

across American and British English. While get on with and

continue with share similar meanings, their actual usage pat-

terns warrant closer examination, particularly across English

varieties. This article aims to provide an in-depth similarity

analysis of get on with and continue with using data from

the Corpus of ContemporaryAmerican English (COCA), the

British National Corpus (BNC), and ChatGPT [1–3]. These

expressions are selected due to their functional similarity in

conveying the idea of maintaining or resuming an activity.

However, despite their semantic proximity, they differ in

formality, usage frequency, and potential cultural nuance.

Understanding how these expressions are distributed and

used across different contexts can provide insights into sub-

tle linguistic preferences, pragmatic variation, and potential

challenges for non-native speakers. To account for both re-

gional and stylistic variation in English usage, this study

employs two major corpora: BNC and COCA. The BNC of-

fers a comprehensive representation of British English across

a wide range of genres, while COCA provides a comparably

balanced and genre-diverse portrayal of American English.

The comparative use of these corpora allows for an explo-

ration of how these expressions differ not only by context

but also by regional dialect (British vs. American English),

thereby enriching the linguistic analysis with both diachronic

and sociolinguistic perspectives.

This research includes seven distinct analyses of get

on with and continue with. The reason for conducting these

seven different analyses is to explore the extent of similarity

between the two expressions. Another goal of this article is

to predict whether there is any national variation in the use

of get on with and continue with. Note that the COCA is a

representative corpus of American English, while the BNC

is a representative corpus of British English. Major corpora

such as the COCA, the BNC, the Hansard Corpus (HC), the

Corpus of Historical American English (COHA), and studies

by Murphy (2016, 2019) have provided significant linguistic

insights [1, 2, 4–7]. Corpora help us better understand the sub-

tle differences between get on with and continue with. We

obtained the frequencies of get on with and continue with

from the COCAand the BNC, which were used for the seven

different analyses. For more detailed insights into corpus

linguistics, readers may refer to some seminal works [8–28].

The study employs seven analytical approaches: (1)

ranking analysis to explore how similar get on with and

continue with are in terms of their rankings, (2) Euclidean

distance measurement to assess whether the two expressions

exhibit high similarity in each genre, (3) variance analysis

to measure how much the individual data deviate from the

mean, (4) standard deviation analysis to examine how much

the relevant data vary from the mean,(5) correlation analysis

to measure the degree of correlation between the frequencies

of get on with and continu with, (6) linear regression anal-

ysis to observe whether the frequency of the independent

variable, get on with, affects the frequency of the dependent

variable, continue with, (7) collocation analysis to identify

the collocations of get on with and continue with.

2. Materials and Methods

Themain goal of this article is to provide seven in-depth

analyses of get on with and continue with. We obtained the

relevant data from the COCA, the BNC, and through Chat-

GPT. As mentioned earlier, we conducted seven analyses to

examine how similar get on with and continue with are in

the COCA and the BNC. More specifically, we conducted

ranking analysis, Euclidean distance analysis, variance anal-

ysis, standard deviation analysis, correlation analysis, linear

regression analysis, and collocation analysis, which allowed

us to assess how closely get on with and continue with are

related. This research conducts seven distinct analyses to

explore the degree of similarity between get on with and

continue with and to determine whether there is national

variation in their usage. These seven analyses are as follows:

(1) Ranking Analysis

Evaluates how similar get on with and continue with

are in terms of their rankings within the COCA and the BNC.

By comparing their rankings across different genres, we gain

insight into how closely the two expressions are related.

(2) Euclidean Distance Analysis

Measures the similarity between the two expressions

across various genres. A smaller Euclidean distance suggests

a higher degree of similarity in usage patterns.

(3) Variance Analysis

Examines the extent to which the frequency of each ex-

pression deviates from the mean. A higher variance indicates
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greater fluctuation in usage across different genres.

(4) Standard Deviation Analysis

Assesses the degree of dispersion in the frequency val-

ues of get on with and continue with. Helps determine the

consistency or variability of their usage within the COCA

and the BNC.

(5) Correlation Analysis

Determines the relationship between the frequencies of

get on with and continue with. Apositive correlation suggests

that as one expression’s frequency increases, the other tends

to increase as well, whereas a negative correlation indicates

an inverse relationship.

(6) Linear Regression Analysis

Examines whether the frequency of get on with (in-

dependent variable) influences the frequency of continue

with (dependent variable). A stronger positive or negative

regression coefficient indicates a stronger relationship, while

values closer to zero suggest a weaker association.

(7) Collocation Analysis

Identifies the most common collocations of get on with

and continue with. ChatGPT provides the top 20 collocations

in descending order, which are analyzed to determine their

contextual similarities.

Together, these analyses provide a comprehensive com-

parison of get on with and continue with, offering valuable

insights into their linguistic behavior and potential national

variation between American and British English.

3. Data Collection

We obtained the relevant data through COCAand BNC

and ChatGPT. The COCA consists of eight primary genres:

(1) Spoken– Transcriptions of unscripted conversations

from TV, radio, and other spoken sources.

(2) Fiction– Novels, short stories, and scripts from books,

magazines, and TV/movie scripts.

(3) Magazine– Articles from a variety of popular maga-

zines.

(4) Newspaper– Articles from major American newspa-

pers covering different topics.

(5) Academic– Scholarly and research-based articles

from academic journals.

(6) TV/Movies– Dialogues and scripts from television

shows and films.

(7) Blog–Online texts from blogs.

(8) Web– Online texts from websites.

On the other hand, the BNC contains seven primary

genres:

(1) Spoken– Informal conversations, interviews, and tran-

scriptions of spontaneous speech.

(2) Fiction– Books, short stories, and scripts from British

literature.

(3) Magazine– Articles from British periodicals and mag-

azines.

(4) Newspaper– News articles from various UK newspa-

pers.

(5) Academic– Scholarly texts, including research papers

and textbooks.

(6) Non-Academic (Informative)– Non-fiction books and

manuals (e.g., biographies, travel guides).

(7) Miscellaneous– Other written texts that do not fall

into the main categories.

The key difference between the COCA and the BNC is

that the COCA has a dedicated TV/Movies category, while

the BNC includes Non-Academic Informative as a separate

category. The COCAalso includes Blog/Web data, reflecting

modern digital usage, which is absent in the BNC. Addition-

ally, we obtained the top 20 collocations of get on with and

continue with through ChatGPT. It is worth noting that Chat-

GPT provided them in descending order, which was used for

collocation analysis.

4. Results

4.1. Ranking Analysis

This section is dedicated to investigating the difference

between get on with and continue with in the COCA and the

BNC, which can enables us to figure out the degree of the

similarity between them. Our ranking analysis refers to the

overall frequency order of each genre. This analysis makes

it easier to see how different get on with and continue with

are in their rankings. Now have a look at Table 1.

Perhaps it is worthwhile pointing out that get on with

and continue with have the highest frequency and proportion

in the TV/movie genre and the spoken genre, respectively.

This, in turn, suggests that get on with was the most widely

used in the TV/movie genre, while continue with was the

most commonly used in the spoken genre. Quite interestingly,

228



Forum for Linguistic Studies | Volume 07 | Issue 04 | April 2025

Table 1. Ranking Analysis in the COCA.

Ranking Rank 1 Rank 2 Rank 3 Rank 4 Rank 5 Rank 6 Rank 7 Rank 8

Get on with (frequency) TV/M (1,065) Fic Spok (660) Web (413) Blog (383) News (310) Mag (278) Acad (83)

Continue with (frequency) Spok (776) Blog (480) Web (424) TV/M (294) Acad (291) News (238) Mag (187) Fic

Note. TV/M= TV/Movie, Fic = Fiction, Spok = Spoken, Mag = Magazine, Acad = Academic.

Americans prefer to use continue with in daily conversation.

It must be noted that continue with is preferred over get on

with in the spoken genre. As exemplified in Table 1, the

TV/movie genre was the most influenced by get on with,

closely followed by the fiction genre, the spoken genre, the

web genre, the blog genre, the newspaper genre, the mag-

azine genre, and the academic genre, in that order. On the

other hand, the spoken genre was the most influenced by

continue with, closely followed by the blog genre, the web

genre, the TV/movie genre, the academic genre, the news-

paper genre, the magazine genre, and the fiction genre, in

descending order. This, in turn, indicates that get on with and

continue with reveal the same rankings in only the newspaper

genre and the magazine genre, while they exhibit different

rankings in the other six genres. From all of this, it seems

clear that get on with and continue with are 33.33% similar

in their ranking analysis. Put differently, they exhibit a low

degree of similarity in their ranking analysis.

Now let us turn to the rankings of get on with and con-

tinue with in seven genres of the BNC (Table 2).

It is probably worthwhile pointing out that get on with

and continue with have the highest frequency and proportion

in the fiction genre and the miscellaneous genre, respectively.

Quite interestingly, get on with was the most frequently used

in the fiction genre, but continue with was not. As illustrated

in Table 2, the fiction genre was the most influenced by

get on with, closely followed by the spoken genre, the mis-

cellaneous genre, the newspaper genre, the non-academic

genre, the magazine genre, and the academic genre, in that

order. The miscellaneous genre was the most influenced by

continue with, closely followed by the non-academic genre,

the newspaper genre, the academic genre, the spoken genre,

the fiction genre, and the magazine genre. More interest-

ingly, get on with and continue with reveal different rankings

in all the genres, which, in turn, indicates that they are 0%

similar in their ranking analysis. It therefore seems reason-

able to conclude that get on with and continue with reveal a

low similarity in American English, whereas they exhibit no

similarity in British English with respect to their rankings.

Simply put, there seems to be national variation in the use

of get on with and continue with.

The ratio values in Table 3 represent the relative fre-

quency ranking of get on with compared to continue with

in each genre. A higher ratio (>1) indicates that get on with

is used more frequently than continue with, while a lower

ratio (<1) suggests that continue with is more dominant. By

comparing the values across genres in COCA and BNC, we

can observe distinct patterns in usage. In COCA, narrative-

based genres such as Fiction (4.27) and TV/Movie (3.621)

show a strong preference for get on with over continue with.

However, continue with is used much more frequently than

get on with in academic writing. Spoken language shows

a slightly higher usage of continue with than get on with.

In BNC, Fiction (10.622) and Spoken (6.19) show an ex-

tremely high preference for get on with over continue with.

Only in Academic texts does continue with appear more fre-

quently than get on with. The higher ratio of get on with in

BNC suggests that it is a more common expression in British

English, whereas American English tends to use continue

with more frequently in certain contexts. The differences

highlight regional preferences in phrase usage across genres.

4.2. Euclidean Distance Analysis

In what follows, we aim to explore the actual distance

between get on with and continue with in eight genres and

seven genres. We will employ Euclidean distance to inves-

tigate the distance between get on with and continue with

in eight genres and seven genres. Instead of using raw fre-

quency counts, we normalize the data by calculating the

percentage of occurrences of each phrase within each genre

relative to its total occurrences in the corpus. Note that closer

the distance between get on with and continue with, the higher

the degree of similarity. We define Euclidean distance in:

√
(p1 − q1)

2
+ (p2 − q2)

2
+ ...+ (pn − qn)

2
=√

n∑
i=1

(pi − qi)
2
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Table 2. Ranking Analysis in the BNC.

Ranking Rank 1 Rank 2 Rank 3 Rank 4 Rank 5 Rank 6 Rank 7

Get on with (frequency) Fic (393) Spok (260) Misc (205) News (146) Non-acad (89) Mag (71) Acad (55)

Continue with (frequency) Misc (147) Non-acad (74) News (66) Acad (48) Spok (42) Fic (37) Mag (31)

Note. Fic = Fiction, Spok = Spoken, Non-acad = Non-academic, Mag = Magazine, Acad = Academic,Misc = Miscellaneous.

Table 3. Ranking of Get on with compared to Continue with based on Ratio Values.

Genre Get on with Continue with Ratio

COCA

Fiction 756 177 4.27

TV/Movie 1065 294 3.621

Magazine 278 187 1.485

Newspaper 310 238 1.302

Web 413 424 0.974

Spoken 660 776 0.851

Blog 383 480 0.798

Academic 83 291 0.285

BNC

Fiction 393 37 10.622

Spoken 260 42 6.19

Newspaper 146 74 1.973

Non-academic 89 48 1.854

Miscellaneous 205 147 1.395

Magazine 71 66 1.077

Academic 55 74 0.743

where pi represents the percentage of get on with in genre i.

qi represents the percentage of continue with in genre i. n is

the number of genres.

Now have a look at Table 4:

Table 4. Euclidean Distance in the COCA.

Genre Spok Fic Mag News Acad TV/M Blog Web TOTAL

Get on with (%) 16.72 19.15 7.04 7.85 2.10 26.98 9.70 10.46 100

Continue with (%) 27.07 6.17 6.52 8.30 10.15 10.25 16.74 14.79 100

Euclidean Distance 10.35 12.97 0.52 0.45 8.04 16.72 7.04 4.25

It is interesting to point out that get on with is closest to

continue with in the newspaper genre. More specifically, the

distance between get on with and continue with is 0.45, thus

indicating that they have the highest similarity in the newspa-

per genre. It is worthwhile to consider the magazine genre. It

is worth noticing that the newspaper genre is followed by the

magazine genre. Get on with is the second closest to continue

with in the magazine genre. The distance between them is

0.52, which, in turn, implies that they are the second highest

similarity in the magazine genre. Particularly noteworthy is

the fact that get on with is furthest from continue with in the

TV/movie genre. To be more specific, the distance between

them is 16.72, hence implying that they exhibit the lowest

similarity. It is worthwhile to include the fiction genre. Quite

interestingly, get on with is the second furthest to continue

with in the fiction genre. This seems to suggest that they

show the second lowest similarity in the fiction genre. We

thus conclude that get on with is closest to continue with in

the newspaper genre, while the former is furthest from the

latter in the TV/movie genre. Put differently, they exhibit the

highest similarity in the newspaper genre, while they reveal

the lowest similarity in the TV/movie genre.

Now let us turn our attention to the BNC (Table 5):

In Table 5, it is worth mentioning that get on with is

closest to continue with in the magazine genre. To be more

specific, the actual distance between them is 1.14, thus ex-

hibiting the highest similarity. What is interesting is that the

magazine genre is followed by the newspaper genre. More
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Table 5. Euclidean Distance in the BNC.

Genre Spok Fict Mag News Acad Non-Acad Misc TOTAL

Get on with (%) 21.33 32.24 5.82 11.98 4.51 7.30 16.82 100

Continue with (%) 9.44 8.31 6.97 14.83 10.79 16.63 33.03 100

Euclidean Distance 11.89 23.92 1.14 2.86 6.27 9.32 16.22

specifically, in the newspaper genre, get on with is the second

closest to continue with, thus indicating that they exhibit the

second highest similarity. More interestingly, get on with

is furthest from continue with in the fiction genre. The ac-

tual distance between them is 23.92, which, in turn, implies

that they reveal the lowest similarity in the fiction genre. It

must be emphasized, on the other hand, that get on with is

the second furthest from continue with in the miscellaneous

genre (16.22), thus suggesting that they exhibit the second

lowest similarity. It therefore seems clear that there is na-

tional variation in the use of get on with and continue with.

More specifically, get on with is closest to continue with

in the newspaper genre in the case of the COCA, whereas

the former is furthest from the latter in the TV/movie genre.

On the other hand, get on with is closest to continue with

in the magazine genre in the case of the BNC, whereas the

former is furthest from the latter in the fiction genre. Simply

put, there seems to be national variation between American

English and British English.

4.3. Variance Analysis and Standard Deviation

Analysis

In what follows, we aim to account for the frequencies

of get on with and continue with in terms of the variance and

standard deviation. The variance accounts for the overall

spread of data and helps understand the degree of variability

or consistency within a set of frequencies. On the other hand,

the standard deviation measures the amount of variation or

dispersion in a set of data. Specifically, it quantifies how

much individual data deviate from the mean (average). Let

us have a look at Table 6:

Table 6. Frequency of Get on with and Continue with in the COCA.

Get on with

(frequency)
TV/M (1,065) Fic (756) Spok (660) Web (413) Blog (383) News (310) Mag (278) Acad (83)

Continue with

(frequency)
Spok (776) Blog (480) Web (424) TV/M (294) Acad (291) News (238) Mag (187) Fic (177)

Also, let us have a look at Table 7:

Table 7. The Mean, Variance, and Standard Deviation of Get on with and Continue with in the COCA.

Type Mean Variance Standard Deviation

Get on with 493.5 86,232.25 294.02

Continue with 358.375 37,717.91 194.4

As exemplified in Table 7, the variance of the frequen-

cies of get on with is 86,232.25, indicating a high degree

of spread around the mean. The standard deviation of ap-

proximately 294.02 further confirms that the values vary

significantly from the mean. The standard deviation of the

frequencies of get on with is 294.02, which, in turn, indi-

cates that the frequencies of get on with roughly fall within

the range of approximately 493.5 ± 294.02 . On the other

hand, the standard deviation of the frequencies of continue

with is 194.4, which, in turn, suggests that the frequencies

of continue with roughly fall within the range of approxi-

mately 358.375 ± 194.4. There is a large spread between the

frequencies in the case of get on with, indicating that some

frequencies (such as 1,065 and 278) are much higher or lower

than the mean. On the other hand, the average frequency in

the case of continue with is 358.375, indicating the central
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tendency of the data. The variance of 37.717.91 reflects a

moderate level of dispersion around the mean. This suggests

that while the values are spread out, they are not excessively

varied. Now take a look at Table 8:

Table 8. Frequency of Get on with and Continue with in the BNC.

Get on with

(frequency)
Fic (393) Spok (260) Misc (205) News (146) Non-acad (89) Mag (71) Acad (55)

Continue with

(frequency)
Misc (147) Non-acad (74) News (66) Acad (48) Spok (42) Fic (37) Mag (31)

Also, let us take a look at Table 9:

Table 9. The Mean, Variance, and Standard Deviation of Get on with and Continue with in the BNC.

Type Mean Variance Standard Deviation

Get on with 174.14 12,589.39 112.19

Continue with 63.57 1,358.39 36.85

As indicated in Table 9, the average frequency in the

case of get on with is 174.14. The variance of the frequen-

cies of get on with is 12,589.39, which indicates the level of

dispersion in the data. This suggests a moderate spread of

values around the mean. The standard deviation of approxi-

mately 112.19 suggests that the values deviate by around 112

from the mean. More specifically, the standard deviation of

the frequencies of get on with is 112.19, which, in turn, indi-

cates that the frequencies of get on with roughly lie between

174.14 – 112.19 and 174.14 + 112.19. Quite interestingly,

some values (such as 393) are much higher than the mean,

while others (such as 55) are much lower. This suggests

that there are a few extreme values influencing the overall

variance. The data shows moderate to high variability, with

frequencies ranging from as low as 55 to as high as 393.

The calculated variance and standard deviation indicate that

while the values are spread out around the mean, there is

no extremely outliers compared to the mean of the data. In

the case of continue with, the variance of its frequencies is

relatively high. A value of 36.85 suggests that most data

lie within about 36.85 units of the mean. More specifically,

the standard deviation of the frequencies of continue with

is 36.85, which, in turn, implies that the frequencies of con-

tinue with roughly fall within the range of approximately

63.57 ± 36.85. To sum up, the use of get on with in America

seems to be different from that of get on with in the UK in

that the variance and standard deviation of get on with in

the COCA are extremely high, but those of get on with in

the BNC are relatively high. A higher standard deviation

indicates that data are spread out more widely from the mean,

while a lower standard deviation means that data are closer

to the mean. If a dataset has a small standard deviation, the

values are more consistent and less variable. Conversely,

a large standard deviation indicates more variability in the

data. This, in turn, indicates that in America, there is large

variation in the use of get on with across different genres,

whereas such variation is not observed in the UK.

4.4. Correlation Analysis

This section is devoted to providing correlation analysis

through which we can grasp whether or not the frequencies

of get on with and those of continue with are correlated. We

already computed the Pearson correlation coefficient (r) be-

tween the frequencies of get on with and continue with in the

COCAwhich was approximately 0.121 (Table 10).

Table 10. Pearson Correlation Coefficient (r).

continue with

get on with

r 0.121

p 0.775

N 8

The Pearson correlation coefficient measures the

strength and direction of the linear relationship between

two variables. The value of r ranges from −1 to +1. The
strength of the correlation is typically categorized as follows
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(Table 11).

Table 11. Criterion for Correlation.

0.00 to 0.19 Very Weak or No Correlation

0.20 to 0.39 Weak correlation

0.40 to 0.59 Moderate correlation

0.60 to 0.79 Strong correlation

0.80 to 1.00 Very strong or perfect correlation

In our case, the correlation coefficient r is 0.121and it

is close to 0, indicating a very weak positive correlation (see

Table 12). This suggests that, although there is some positive

relationship between the two set of frequencies, the strength

of the relationship is weak. In other words, the frequencies

of get on with and continue with are not strongly related to

each other. However, it was not statistically significant (p =

0.775).

Table 12. Steps for Significance Testing.

Null Hypothesis There is no linear relationship between the two variables (i.e., r = 0)

Alternative Hypothesis There is a linear relationship between the two variables (i.e., r ≠ 0)

The p-value is used to test the null hypothesis. If the

p-value is less than 0.05, we reject the null hypothesis, mean-

ing the correlation is statistically significant. If it is greater

than 0.05, we fail to reject the null hypothesis, meaning the

correlation is not statistically significant. Note that the p-

value for the correlation between the frequencies of get on

with and continue with is approximately 0.775. A p-value of

0.775 is much higher than 0.05. This means that we fail to

reject the null hypothesis, indicating that the correlation is

not statistically significant.

Now let us turn our attention to the correlation of the

frequencies of get on with and continue with in the BNC.

We computed the Pearson correlation coefficient (r) between

the frequencies of get on with and continue with, which was

approximately −0.029 (Table 13).

Table 13. Pearson Correlation Coefficient (r).

continue with

get on with

r −0.029

P 0.951

N 7

Notice that the Pearson correlation coefficient is ap-

proximately −0.029 in the BNC. This indicates a weak nega-

tive correlation between the frequencies of get on with and

continue with. In other words, as the frequency of one phrase

increases, the frequency of the other phrase tends to decrease

slightly, but the relationship is not strong. Note that the p-

value for the correlation between get on with and continue

with is approximately 0.951. Since the p-value is greater

than 0.05, we fail to reject the null hypothesis, meaning the

correlation is not statistically significant. Again, there is

national variation between the frequencies of get on with

and continue with. Even though statistically significant re-

lationships were not found, it seems that there might be a

weak positive correlation between the frequencies of get on

with and continue with in the COCA, while there might be a

weak negative correlation between them in the BNC. More

specifically, as the frequency of one phrase increases, the

frequency of the other phrase tends to increase slightly in the

COCA, while, as the frequency of one phrase increases, the

frequency of the other phrase tends to decrease slightly in

the BNC.

4.5. Linear Regression Analysis

In what follows, we aim to provide linear regression

analysis through which we can observe whether the fre-

quency of the independent variable get on with affects the

frequency of the dependent variable continue with. Note that

get on with is an independent variable, while continue with

is a dependent variable. The so-called covariance measures

the relationship between two variables and tells us whether

they tend to increase or decrease together. The covariance

between get on with and continue with is approximately

5893.58. This seems to say that in the case of the COCA,

the two variables tend to increase together. For more details,

let us have a look at Tables 14 and 15:

The regression analysis with the frequency of get on

with as the independent variable and the frequency of con-

tinue with as the dependent variable in the COCA corpus

showed that the model explained 1.5% of the variance (R²

= 0.015), indicating poor model fit. The ANOVA results
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Table 14. Model Summary of COCA.

Model R R2 Adjusted R2 Std. Error

1 0.121 0.015 −0.150 214.036

Table 15. Coefficients.

Model B Std. Error Beta t p

1 (Constant) 320.436 147.929 2.166 0.073

get on with 0.077 0.258 0.121 0.298 0.775

revealed that the overall model was not statistically signif-

icant (p = 0.775). Furthermore, the regression coefficient

was B = 0.077, but it was not statistically significant (p =

0.775), suggesting that the frequency of get on with had no

significant effect on the frequency of continue with.

Now let us turn our attention to the BNC. Let us have

a look at Tables 16 and 17:

Table 16. Model Summary.

Model R R2 Adjusted R2 Std. Error

1 0.029 0.001 −0.199 43.685

Table 17. Coefficients.

Model B Std. Error Beta t p

1 (Constant) 65.203 30.367 2.147 0.085

get on with −0.009 0.146 −0.029 −0.064 0.951

The regression analysis on the frequency of get on with

and continue with in the BNC corpus showed that the model

explained only 0.1% of the variance (R² = 0.001), indicating

a very poor model fit. The ANOVA results revealed that the

overall model was not statistically significant (p = 0.951).

Additionally, the regression coefficient was B = −0.009, with

a p-value of 0.951, suggesting that the frequency of get on

with did not have a significant impact on that of continue

with.

4.6. Collocation Analysis

The goal of this section is to probe into the collocations

of get on with and continue with. We obtained the top 20 col-

locations of get on with and continue with through ChatGPT.

Let us take a look at Table 18:

It is important to note that the word work is the first col-

location suggested by ChatGPT. Specifically, it is the most

frequently used word with both get on with and continue

with. This, in turn, indicates that work was the most com-

monly occurring term in the web data from which ChatGPT

learned. Notably, the words life and project rank second in

frequency, being the most common collocates of get on with

and continue with, respectively. Furthermore, the words task

and plan are the third most frequently suggested collocates

for get on with and continue with. This suggests that these

terms were the third most prevalent in web usage alongside

these two phrases. It is also noteworthy that project and

meeting are the fourth most suggested collocates, indicating

their prominence in web data in relation to these expressions.

Additionally, job and discussion appear as the fifth most

common collocates, further supporting the notion that these

words were frequently used in conjunction with get on with

and continue with in the data. To summarize, work is the

most commonly used word with get on with, followed by life,

task, project, and job. For continue with, the most frequent

collocates are work, project, plan, meeting, and discussion,

in descending order of frequency. Most importantly, 8 out

of the top 20 collocations of get on with and continue with
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Table 18. Collocations of Get on with and Continue with.

Number Collocations of Get on with Collocations of Continue with

1 get on with work continue with work

2 get on with life continue with the project

3 get on with the task continue with the plan

4 get on with the project continue with the meeting

5 get on with the job continue with the discussion

6 get on with studying continue with the task

7 get on with your day continue with business

8 get on with business continue with the process

9 get on with the program continue with the research

10 get on with the work continue with the study

11 get on with the discussion continue with the program

12 get on with research continue with the development

13 get on with the plan continue with the review

14 get on with the meeting continue with the repairs

15 get on with homework continue with the project

16 get on with the repair continue with the investigation

17 get on with the presentation continue with the negotiations

18 get on with the decision continue with the training

19 get on with the preparations continue with the presentation

20 get on with the event continue with the decision

are identical, suggesting that these two phrases share 40% of

their top 20 collocations. This finding points to a relatively

low degree of similarity in the collocational patterns of get

on with and continue with.

5. Discussion

In this analysis, we examine key findings from seven

distinct studies on the phrases get on with and continue with.

These insights provide a comparative overview of their us-

age across different genres, highlighting both similarities and

differences.

First, an analysis of the COCA shows that get on with

and continue with share the same rankings only in the news-

paper and magazine genres, while their rankings differ across

the other six genres. This translates to a 33.33% similarity

in ranking patterns, indicating a relatively low degree of

alignment in their usage. In contrast, in the BNC, the two

phrases have distinct rankings in all genres, yielding a 0%

similarity. These findings suggest that while get on with and

continue with exhibit limited similarity in American English,

they show no alignment in British English, pointing to clear

national variation in usage.

Second, the proximity between get on with and con-

tinue with differs across genres. In COCA, they are most

similar in the newspaper genre and most divergent in the

TV/movie genre. In the BNC, they are closest in the mag-

azine genre and most distinct in fiction. These differences

further support the notion of national variation in contextual

usage.

Third, the use of get on with varies more in American

English than in British English, as indicated by differences in

variance and standard deviation across COCA and BNC. In

COCA, get on with has an extremely high standard deviation,

suggesting greater variability across genres, whereas in BNC,

the standard deviation is high but comparatively lower. This

indicates that the phrase is used more consistently in British

English than in American English.

Fourth, correlation analysis reveals weak and statisti-

cally insignificant relationships between the frequencies of

get on with and continue with in both corpora. In COCA, the

Pearson correlation coefficient is 0.121 (p = 0.775), indicat-

ing a very weak positive correlation. In BNC, the coefficient

is −0.029 (p = 0.951), showing a weak negative correlation.

While not statistically significant, the trends suggest that as

the frequency of one phrase increases, the other shows slight

movement in opposite directions across different regional

varieties of English.

Fifth, regression analysis confirms that get on with does

not significantly predict continue with in either corpus. In
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COCA, the model explains only 1.5% of the variance (R² =

0.015) and is not statistically significant (p = 0.775), with a

regression coefficient (B = 0.077). In BNC, the model ex-

plains just 0.1% of the variance (R² = 0.001) and is also not

statistically significant (p = 0.951), with a regression coeffi-

cient (B = −0.009). These findings indicate no meaningful

relationship between the two phrases in either corpus.

Sixth, an analysis of common collocates reveals partial

overlap between get on with and continue with. The most

frequent collocate of get on with is work, followed by life,

task, project, and job. For continue with, the most frequent

collocates are work, project, plan, meeting, and discussion.

Eight out of the top 20 collocates are shared, indicating a

40% similarity. While this suggests some lexical overlap,

the overall collocational patterns remain relatively distinct.

In conclusion, get on with and continue with exhibit a

low degree of similarity across ranking analysis, variance and

standard deviation measures, collocation analysis, and cor-

relation analysis, with no significant relationship identified

through regression analysis. The findings also highlight no-

table national variations in six of the seven analyses, with the

exception of the regression results. Overall, the relationship

between get on with and continue with is weak, statistically

insignificant, and subject to regional differences between

American and British English.

6. Conclusions

In summary, we conducted seven detailed analyses of

get on with and continue with using data from the COCA,

the BNC, and ChatGPT. These analyses reveal notable dif-

ferences in the usage, frequency, and correlation of the two

phrases across American and British English. A key find-

ing is that in COCA, get on with and continue with exhibit

a 33.33% similarity in ranking analysis, whereas in BNC,

they show no similarity, with a 0% overlap. This suggests

that while the phrases may be somewhat interchangeable in

American English, they are distinctly used in British English.

Additionally, their genre-specific usage varies. In COCA, get

on with is closest to continue with in the newspaper genre and

most distant in the TV/movie genre. In contrast, in BNC, they

are most similar in magazines but furthest apart in fiction.

Further analysis of frequency distributions reveals notable

differences. In COCA, the standard deviation for get on with

is 294.02, with a frequency range of 199.48 to 787.52, while

continue with has a standard deviation of 194.4, ranging from

163.98 to 552.75. In BNC, get on with shows a standard de-

viation of 112.19, suggesting a frequency range between

61.95 and 286.33. These variations highlight the differing

prominence of these phrases in each corpus. Additionally,

correlation analysis suggests weak relationships between the

phrases. In COCA, a weak positive correlation is present,

meaning that as the frequency of one phrase increases, the

other tends to rise slightly as well. Conversely, in BNC, the

correlation is weakly negative, indicating that an increase in

one phrase’s frequency corresponds with a slight decrease

in the other’s usage. Notably, in both corpora, get on with

does not significantly influence the frequency of continue

with, reinforcing their distinct usage patterns. Finally, collo-

cation analysis provides further insight into their similarities

and differences. Eight out of the top 20 collocations for get

on with and continue with are identical, reflecting a 40%

similarity in their most common word associations. While

this indicates some overlap in meaning, the limited shared

collocations further support the conclusion that these phrases

are not direct substitutes and are used differently inAmerican

and British English. Overall, these findings underscore the

nuanced distinctions between get on with and continue with,

emphasizing their varied usage across linguistic and cultural

contexts.
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