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 For 2-variable analysis, events binned in E
and cos0;,,.x, the energy and direction of

«0  the longest reconstructed track.

 For 3-variable analysis, variables are
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Fluctuation observed in the 5 year data set Table 1: Comparison between different analysis methods

The whole data set divided In two parts, five years and 495 years.
The 5-year event set is oscillated using the input oscillation parameters sin%0,,= 0.5 and
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