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Abstract

Experimental evidences showed that the time evolution dréqular neutrino flavor state can produce the transitoa tifferent flavor state, a phenomenona called neutrindlatsan. In this work we aim to study the oscillation modst doing a phenomenological
analysis using the MINOS (Main Injector Neutrino Oscillati®aarch) published data. We first review the muon neutrino B&pgearance results from SK, K2K and MINOS, then we show snmagty tests of the data extracted, including a compansitim the allowed
region countour plots. We also show preliminary resultswfamalysis including 3-flavor oscillation model. This stumbuld contribute to test different sub-dominant modalghsas decay and decoherence, trying to improve the osmillatodel.
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5.3 Allowed Region to 2-flavor model (904 C.L)
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5.4 Allowed Region to 3-flavor model (90% C.L)
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6 Conclusions and Next Steps
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