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Recap

Gauging differences on level of events distributions is not
what we need nor should do.

The only observable accessed for analyses from experiments
is the integrated cross section per bins of (x, Q2).
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New strategy

Comparison of two samples on the level of integrated
integrated cross section per bins of (x, Q2) via a )(2 analysis
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Q? [GeV?]

Purity based Kinematics
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Summary

1. [Done] Well defined strangeness scenarios (DIS NC for now)
- [Next] Same study for DIS CC
- [Next] Same study for nuclear DIS NC and CC.
- [Next] Similar study for SIDIS (more details on this later)
- ... other ideas?

2. [Done] Reliable )(2 analysis framework based on covariance matrix that could
potentially include systematic correlated uncertainties.

3. [Done] Study based on Purity defined kinematics.

4. [Next] Inclusion of systematic uncertainties based on HERA.



