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Sterile neutrinos can influence the evolution of the universe, and thus cosmological observations
can be used to search for sterile neutrinos. In this study, we utilized the latest baryon acoustic
oscillations data from DESI, combined with the cosmic microwave background data from Planck
and the five-year supernova data from DES, to constrain the interacting dark energy (IDE) models
involving both cases of massless and massive sterile neutrinos. We consider four typical forms of the
interaction term Q = βHρde, Q = βHρc, Q = βH0ρde, and Q = βH0ρc, respectively. Our analysis
indicates that the current data provide only a hint of the existence of massless sterile neutrinos (as
dark radiation) at about the 1σ level. In contrast, no evidence supports the existence of massive
sterile neutrinos. Furthermore, in IDE models, the inclusion of (massless/massive) sterile neutrinos
has a negligible impact on the constraint of the coupling parameter β. The IDE model of Q = βHρc
with sterile neutrinos does not favor an interaction. However, the other three IDE models with
sterile neutrinos support an interaction in which dark energy decays into dark matter.

I. INTRODUCTION

The standard cosmological model (ΛCDM), which in-
corporates a cosmological constant (Λ) and cold dark
matter (CDM), has provided an excellent fit to cosmo-
logical observations since the discovery of cosmic accel-
eration [1, 2]. However, on one hand, the Λ in the
ΛCDM model is plagued with several theoretical dif-
ficulties, such as the “fine-tuning” and “cosmic coin-
cidence” problems [3–6]. On the other hand, as ex-
perimental sensitivity improves, tensions of varying sig-
nificance emerge between different observations. The
most famous and persisting one is the Hubble constant
H0. The cosmic microwave background (CMB) obser-
vation from the Planck satellite mission [7] infers H0 =
67.36± 0.54 km s−1 Mpc−1, while the local distance lad-
der method gives H0 = 73.04 ± 1.04 km s−1 Mpc−1 [8],
revealing a tension (known as the “Hubble tension”) at
more than 5σ. Recently, the Hubble tension has been
widely discussed in the literature (see, e.g., Refs. [9–27]).
Therefore, these findings imply the necessity to explore
new physics beyond the standard ΛCDM model to ex-
plain the accelerated expansion of the universe.

Among the various extensions of the ΛCDM model,
interacting dark energy (IDE) models, in which it is con-
sidered that there is some direct, nongravitational cou-
pling between dark energy (DE) and dark matter (DM),
have been proposed and studied widely [28–43]. It has
been shown that the IDE models can help alleviate some
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theoretical and observational problems, such as the cos-
mic coincidence problem [44–46] and the Hubble ten-
sion [47, 48]. Therefore, the coupling between DE and
DM is an important theoretical possibility, and it is re-
warding to further test the IDE model using cosmological
observations.

Additionally, considering sterile neutrinos in cosmolog-
ical models can also help alleviate the Hubble tension to
some extent [10, 49–53]. The presence of anomalies in
some short-baseline oscillation experiments [54–59] has
been explained by sterile neutrinos with mass around the
eV scale. However, other experiments [60, 61] did not
detect such a signal, which casts doubt on the hypoth-
esis of the existence of sterile neutrinos. Thus, sterile
neutrinos remain an enigma in neutrino physics. Since
sterile neutrinos can have some effects on the evolution
of the universe, cosmological observations can provide
an independent way to search sterile neutrinos. Further
studies on sterile neutrinos in cosmology can be found in
Refs. [62–80].

Recently, the Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument
(DESI) collaboration has presented new baryon acous-
tic oscillations (BAO) measurements [81, 82] and new
cosmological parameter constraint results [83]. The con-
straint on cosmological parameters was derived from
BAO observations in galaxy, quasar and Lyman-α (Lyα)
forests during the first year of observations from DESI.
The DESI BAO data combined with the CMB data from
Planck and Atacama Cosmology Telescope (ACT) and
the supernova (SN) data from Dark Energy Survey Year 5
(DESY5), have provided evidence at the 3.9σ level for the
w0waCDM model [83]. Furthermore, the search for ster-
ile neutrinos has been explored in studies of the ΛCDM,
wCDM, and w0waCDM models, and the results indicate
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that the latest observational data can influence the mea-
surement of sterile neutrino parameters [84]. This has
prompted several studies aimed at constraining various
aspects of cosmological physics using the latest obser-
vational data (such as the DESI BAO data); see, e.g.
Refs. [84–117]. In particular, the latest DESI BAO data
combined with the Planck CMB and DESY5 SN data
supports the existence of an interaction between DE and
DM [100]. Thus it is necessary to explore the impact
of these combined datasets on sterile neutrino measure-
ments within the IDE framework.

In this study, we revisit the constraints on sterile neu-
trino parameters in IDE models using the latest obser-
vational data, including Planck CMB, DESI BAO, and
DESY5 SN measurements. Our aim is to investigate how
the latest observational data influence the constraints on
sterile neutrino parameters in IDE models.

This work is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we in-
troduce the method and data utilized in this work. In
Sec. III, we give the constraint results and provide some
relevant discussions. The conclusion is given in Sec. IV.

II. METHOD AND DATA

A. Method

In this paper, we focus on a special type of IDE model,
i.e., vacuum energy interacting with CDM (IΛCDM,
hereafter), where DE is the vacuum energy with w = −1.
In this model, the energy conservation equations for DE
and CDM satisfy

ρ̇de + 3H(1 + w)ρde = Q, (1)

ρ̇c + 3Hρc = −Q, (2)

where a dot denotes the derivative with respect to the
cosmic time t, ρde and ρc represent the energy densities
of DE and CDM, respectively, H is the Hubble param-
eter, and Q denotes the energy transfer rate. Since we
currently have no fundamental theory to determine the
form of Q, in this work, we consider four typical phe-
nomenological forms of Q, i.e., Q = βHρde, Q = βHρc,
Q = βH0ρde, and Q = βH0ρc, where the appearance
of H0 is only for a dimensional consideration, and β de-
notes the coupling parameter. From Eqs. (1) and (2), it is
known that β > 0 means CDM decaying into DE, β < 0
means DE decaying into CDM, and β = 0 indicates no
interaction between DE and CDM. For convenience, we
denote the IΛCDM models with Q = βHρde, Q = βHρc,
Q = βH0ρde, and Q = βH0ρc as the IΛCDM1, IΛCDM2,
IΛCDM3, and IΛCDM4 models, respectively.

For the IΛCDM model, the base parameter vector is
P = {Ωbh

2, Ωch
2, H0, τ, ln(1010As), ns, β}, where

Ωbh
2 and Ωch

2 are the present-day physical densities of
baryon and CDM, respectively, H0 is the Hubble con-
stant, τ is the reionization optical depth, As is the ampli-
tude of primordial scalar perturbation power spectrum,

ns is the power-law spectral index, and β is the cou-
pling parameter characterizing the interaction strength
between DE and CDM. We take H0 as a free parame-
ter instead of θMC which is commonly used, because it
depends on a standard non-interacting background evo-
lution.
In this study, we consider two cases of massless and

massive sterile neutrinos in the IΛCDM model. When
the sterile neutrinos are considered to be massless (as
the dark radiation), an additional parameter, the ef-
fective number of relativistic species Neff , should be
added to the model; this is called IΛCDM+Neff model
in this paper. Thus, there are eight base parameters
in the IΛCDM+Neff model. When the sterile neutri-
nos are considered to be massive, two extra free pa-
rameters, Neff and the effective sterile neutrinos mass
meff

ν,sterile need to be added to the model; this case is called

IΛCDM+Neff+meff
ν,sterile model in this paper. Thus, there

are nine base parameters in the IΛCDM+Neff+meff
ν,sterile

model. Note that, the true mass of thermally dis-
tributed sterile neutrinos is given by mthermal

sterile = (Neff −
3.044)−3/4meff

ν,sterile. To avoid a negative mthermal
sterile , Neff

must be larger than 3.044 in the universe with sterile
neutrinos. In this case, the total mass of active neutrinos
is fixed at

∑
mν = 0.06 eV.

It should also be mentioned that when we consider the
case where DE interacts with DM, then the DE is not a
true background, and in this case we need to consider the
perturbations of DE. In a conventional way [118–120], DE
is treated as a nonadiabatic fluid and to calculate the DE
pressure perturbation in terms of adiabatic sound speed
and the rest frame sound speed, thus the large-scale in-
stability will occasionally occur in the IDE cosmology.
To avoid this problem, we handle the perturbations of
DE by using the extended parametrized post-Friedmann
(ePPF) approach [121, 122] (for the original version of
PPF, see Refs. [123, 124]). This approach can success-
fully avoid the large-scale instability problem in the IDE
cosmology. In this study, we employ the ePPF method
to treat the cosmological perturbations. For more detail
information about the ePPF for the IDE cosmology, see
Refs. [125–127].
We use the modified CAMB [128] and the public Markov-

chain Monte Carlo package CosmoMC [129] with inclusion
of ePPF module and obtain the posterior probability dis-
tributions of the parameters.

B. Data

In this paper, we use the following datasets of cosmo-
logical observations.
The CMB data: We use the Planck TT, TE, EE spec-

tra at ℓ ≥ 30, the low-ℓ temperature commander like-
lihood, and the low-ℓ SimAll EE likelihood from the
Planck 2018 data release [7]. Furthermore, we use the
Planck PR4 lensing likelihood from combination of the
NPIPE PR4 Planck CMB lensing reconstruction [130].
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The DESI data: We use 12 DESI BAO measurements
in 0.1 ≤ z ≤ 4.2 [81–83].1 This dataset in different red-
shift bins include bright galaxy sample (BGS), luminous
red galaxy (LRG), emission line galaxy (ELG), quasars
(QSO), and Lyα forest.
The DESY5 data: We use the supernovae (SNe)

data from the full 5-year data release of Dark En-
ergy Survey (DES). This dataset comprises 194 low-
redshift SNe (0.025 < z < 0.1), complemented by 1635
photometrically-classified SNe (0.1 < z < 1.3) [131],
bringing the total number of SNe to 1829.

Note that in the search for sterile neutrinos, measure-
ments of the growth of structure play a significant role.
For example, observations of weak gravitational lensing
(WL) and redshift space distortions (RSD) have been
used to search for sterile neutrinos [50–53, 75, 77, 84].
However, it is believed that significant, uncontrolled sys-
tematics still currently remain in these measurements to
some extent. Therefore, we do not use measurements
of the growth of structure for combined constraints in
this paper. Instead, we consider only conservative ob-
servational datasets from CMB, DESI, and DESY5 to
constrain the IΛCDM models with sterile neutrinos. In
what follows, we will report and discuss the fitting results
of the IΛCDM models with sterile neutrinos in light of
CMB+DESI+DESY5 data combination.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we report the constraint results of the
IΛCDM+Neff and IΛCDM+Neff+meff

ν,sterile models using
the CMB+DESI+DESY5 data, and discuss the implica-
tions of the results. The constraint results are displayed
in Tables I–II as well as Figs. 1–3. For direct compari-
son, we reproduce the constraint results of the IΛCDM
models [100] from the CMB+DESI+DESY5 data combi-
nation in Table III.

A. The case of massless sterile neutrinos

In the universe, the total relativistic energy density of
radiation is given by

ρr = [1 +Neff
7

8
(
4

11
)

4
3 ]ργ , (3)

where ργ is the photon energy density. The standard
cosmological model has Neff = 3.044 [132–134]. The de-
tection of ∆Neff = Neff − 3.044 > 0 means the presence
of extra relativistic particle species in the early universe,
and in this study we take the fitting results of ∆Neff > 0
as evidence of the existence of massless sterile neutrinos.

1 The DESI BAO data provided in https://data.desi.lbl.gov/

doc/releases/.

In Table I, using the CMB+DESI+DESY5 data,
we obtain Neff = 3.293+0.072

−0.242 for the IΛCDM1+Neff

model, Neff < 3.480 for the IΛCDM2+Neff model,
Neff = 3.290+0.070

−0.238 for the IΛCDM3+Neff model, and

Neff = 3.306+0.068
−0.260 for the IΛCDM4+Neff model, respec-

tively. We find that, for IΛCDM2+Neff , the Neff can-
not be well constrained using the CMB+DESI+DESY5
data. However, Neff can be effectively constrained for
IΛCDM1+Neff , IΛCDM3+Neff , and IΛCDM4+Neff (see
also Fig. 1). The preference for ∆Neff > 0 is at approxi-
mately the 1σ level for these three IΛCDM+Neff models
using CMB+DESI+DESY5 data. Thus, we find that
the conservative observation data combination can give
a hint of the existence of massless sterile neutrinos (as
dark radiation) at approximately 1σ level.

In fact, in previous studies [50, 77], we also searched
for massless sterile neutrinos in the ΛCDM, wCDM, and
holographic dark energy (HDE) models using observa-
tional data available at that time. We found that conser-
vative constraints from CMB, BAO, and SN data provide
only an upper limit on Neff , but with the inclusion of
large-scale structure (LSS) data, Neff can be effectively
constrained. Furthermore, in Ref. [80], we investigate the
impact of future gravitational wave (GW) standard siren
observations on constraints on Neff in the ΛCDM model.
We found that CMB+BAO+SN data provide only an up-
per limit of Neff < 3.464. However, the addition of GW
data (CMB+BAO+SN+GW) can significantly improve
the constraint on Neff and favors ∆Neff > 0 at approxi-
mately the 3σ level. Thus LSS data and GW data play an
important role in constraining the massless sterile neu-
trinos parameter Neff .

In this subsection, we search for massless sterile neu-
trinos using the latest conservative observational data
(CMB+DESI+DESY5). Compared to previous conser-
vative observations, we find that the latest conservative
observation data significantly improve the constraint on
Neff , with CMB+DESI+DESY5 favoring the existence of
massless sterile neutrinos at approximately the 1σ level.

B. The case of massive sterile neutrinos

In Table II, using the CMB+DESI+DESY5 data, we
obtain Neff < 3.572 and meff

ν,sterile < 0.375 eV for

the IΛCDM1+Neff+meff
ν,sterile model, Neff < 3.392 and

meff
ν,sterile < 0.604 eV for the IΛCDM2+Neff+meff

ν,sterile

model, Neff < 3.594 and meff
ν,sterile < 0.381 eV for the

IΛCDM3+Neff+meff
ν,sterile model, and Neff < 3.607 and

meff
ν,sterile < 0.400 eV for the IΛCDM4+Neff+meff

ν,sterile
model, respectively. We find that, under the con-
straint of CMB+DESI+DESY5 data, the fit results of
Neff and meff

ν,sterile cannot be well constrained for all the

IΛCDM+Neff+meff
ν,sterile models (see also Fig. 2). This

result is consistent with previous findings [84], which
showed that the ΛCDM, wCDM, and w0waCDM models
provide upper limits on Neff and meff

ν,sterile using the CMB

https://data.desi.lbl.gov/doc/releases/
https://data.desi.lbl.gov/doc/releases/
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TABLE I. Fitting results of the IΛCDM+Neff models by using the CMB+DESI+DESY5 data combination. We quote ±1σ
errors for the parameters, but for the parameters that cannot be well constrained, we quote the 2σ upper limits. Here, H0 is
in units of km s−1 Mpc−1.

IΛCDM1+Neff IΛCDM2+Neff IΛCDM3+Neff IΛCDM4+Neff

Ωm 0.371± 0.020 0.310± 0.007 0.398± 0.025 0.339± 0.015

H0 67.32+0.87
−1.11 68.46+0.68

−0.94 67.09+0.87
−1.13 67.68+0.89

−1.13

β −0.226± 0.072 −0.0002+0.0012
−0.0011 −0.440± 0.130 −0.089± 0.040

Neff 3.293+0.072
−0.242 < 3.480 3.290+0.070

−0.238 3.306+0.068
−0.260

TABLE II. Fitting results of the IΛCDM+Neff+meff
ν,sterile models by using the CMB+DESI+DESY5 data combination. We

quote ±1σ errors for the parameters, but for the parameters that cannot be well constrained, we quote the 2σ upper limits.
Here, H0 is in units of km s−1 Mpc−1 and meff

ν,sterile is in units of eV.

IΛCDM1+Neff+meff
ν,sterile IΛCDM2+Neff+meff

ν,sterile IΛCDM3+Neff+meff
ν,sterile IΛCDM4+Neff+meff

ν,sterile

Ωm 0.368± 0.021 0.310± 0.007 0.396± 0.027 0.337± 0.016

H0 67.03+0.87
−1.23 68.12+0.59

−0.81 66.80+0.85
−1.24 67.44+0.89

−1.19

β −0.206± 0.076 0.0006± 0.0012 −0.420+0.150
−0.130 −0.075+0.044

−0.043

Neff < 3.572 < 3.392 < 3.594 < 3.607

meff
ν,sterile < 0.375 < 0.604 < 0.381 < 0.400

3.3 3.6 3.9 4.2
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N
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IΛCDM1+Neff

IΛCDM2+Neff

IΛCDM3+Neff

IΛCDM4+Neff

FIG. 1. The one-dimensional marginalized posterior distributions for the Neff (left) and two-dimensional marginalized posterior
contours (1σ and 2σ) in the H0–Neff plane (right) for the IΛCDM+Neff models using the CMB+DESI+DESY5 data.

(Planck and ACT)+DESI+DESY5 data combination.
In Ref. [84], we also found that when the LSS (1-year or

3-year weak-lensing data from DES) data is added to the
CMB (Planck and ACT)+DESI+DESY5 data combina-
tion, for all dark energy models, Neff can be effectively
constrained and the fitting result ofmeff

ν,sterile also changes
significantly. In particular, within the w0waCDM model,
we obtain Neff = 3.076+0.011

−0.017 and meff
ν,sterile = 0.50+0.33

−0.27

eV, suggesting a non-zero sterile neutrino mass at ap-
proximately the 2σ significance level.
In our previous studies [50, 52, 77], we also searched for

massive sterile neutrinos using observational data avail-
able at that time. In Refs. [50, 52, 77], within the ΛCDM
model, we found that conservative observational data
provided upper limits on Neff and meff

ν,sterile. When con-

sidering dynamical dark energy models, such as wCDM
and HDE [52, 77], we found that CMB+BAO+SN (or
CMB+BAO) data still yielded upper limits on Neff and
meff

ν,sterile. However, incorporating additional observa-
tional data, such as LSS, significantly improved these
constraints. Moreover, in Refs. [52, 77], we also found
that the nature of dark energy can significantly impact
the measurement of Neff and meff

ν,sterile (see also Ref. [51]).

In addition, several studies have investigated mas-
sive sterile neutrinos in the IDE models. As shown in
Refs. [53, 75], searches for massive sterile neutrinos in
the IΛCDM, IwCDM, and IHDE models using previous
observations, it was also found that, conservative ob-
servational data provides only upper limits on Neff and
meff

ν,sterile. However, further incorporating LSS data im-
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TABLE III. Fitting results of the IΛCDM models by using the CMB+DESI+DESY5 data combination. We quote ±1σ errors
for the parameters. Here, H0 is in units of km s−1 Mpc−1.

IΛCDM1 IΛCDM2 IΛCDM3 IΛCDM4

Ωm 0.367± 0.020 0.310± 0.007 0.393± 0.026 0.335± 0.015

H0 66.18± 0.63 67.72± 0.56 65.94± 0.63 66.59± 0.69

β −0.197± 0.071 0.0003± 0.0011 −0.400± 0.130 −0.067± 0.038

0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6

m eff
ν, sterile [eV]

3.3

3.6

3.9

4.2

N
ef

f

65.0 67.5 70.0 72.5

H0 [km s−1 Mpc−1 ]

0.30 0.36 0.42 0.48

Ωm

IΛCDM1+Neff+m
eff
ν,sterile IΛCDM2+Neff+m

eff
ν,sterile IΛCDM3+Neff+m

eff
ν,sterile IΛCDM4+Neff+m

eff
ν,sterile

FIG. 2. Two-dimensional marginalized posterior contours (1σ and 2σ) in the meff
ν,sterile– Neff , H0–Neff , and Ωm–Neff planes for

the IΛCDM+Neff+meff
ν,sterile models from the constraints of the CMB+DESI+DESY5 data combination.
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FIG. 3. Two-dimensional marginalized posterior contours (1σ and 2σ) in the β–H0 plane for the IΛCDM, IΛCDM+Neff , and
IΛCDM+Neff+meff

ν,sterile models from the constraint of the CMB+DESI+DESY5 data combination.
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proves constraints on these parameters. Furthermore, in
Ref. [80], we also prospect how the future GW standard
siren observations affect constraints on massive sterile
neutrinos parameters in the ΛCDM model. We found
that the CMB+BAO+SN data provides only an upper
limit meff

ν,sterile < 0.5789 eV and Neff < 3.446, but the ad-

dition of GW data can tighten the constraint on meff
ν,sterile

significantly and improve the constraint on Neff , favoring
∆Neff > 0 at more than the 1σ level.

These studies indicate that both previous and latest
conservative observational data provide only upper lim-
its on the sterile neutrino parameters Neff and meff

ν,sterile.
However, the inclusion of LSS or GW data significantly
enhances the constraints on these parameters.

In this subsection, we investigate massive sterile
neutrinos within the IΛCDM model using the latest
conservative observational data. We find that the
CMB+DESI+DESY5 data combination provides only
upper limits on the parameters Neff and meff

ν,sterile. These
results suggest that, in this case, no evidence supports
the existence of massive sterile neutrinos.

C. Cosmological parameters

In this subsection, we wish to simply discuss the
constraint results for the cosmological parameters, i.e.,
coupling parameter β and Hubble constant H0, in the
IΛCDM+Neff and IΛCDM+Neff+meff

ν,sterile models using
the CMB+DESI+DESY5 data combination.

With the purpose of directly showing the impacts
of (massless/massive) sterile neutrinos on constraints
of the β, in this study, we perform an analysis for
the IΛCDM model (without sterile neutrinos), the
IΛCDM+Neff model (with massless sterile neutrinos),
and the IΛCDM+Neff+meff

ν,sterile model (with massive

sterile neutrinos), to make a comparison, and the detailed
fit results are given in Tables I–III as well as Fig. 3.

From the fitting results for β presented in Ta-
bles I–II, we find that, under the constraint of
CMB+DESI+DESY5 data combination, the inclusion
of (massless/massive) sterile neutrinos in the IΛCDM2
model give the best constraints on the parameter β,
and in this case β = 0 is inside 1σ range, which
indicates no interaction between DE and CDM. In
other three IΛCDM models (IΛCDM1, IΛCDM3, and
IΛCDM4) with (massless/massive) sterile neutrinos, the
CMB+DESI+DESY5 data favors a negative coupling pa-
rameter β, and the deviations of β from zero exceed the
2σ level. It is indicated that there is an interaction where
DE decays into CDM. These results are basically consis-
tent with the conclusion in previous study on the IΛCDM
models [100]. This also confirms the previous results in
Ref. [53].

Therefore, we find that the consideration of (mass-
less/massive) sterile neutrinos in the IΛCDM models al-
most does not influence the constraint results of the cou-
pling parameter β.

In addition, sterile neutrinos can affect the constraints
on H0. From Tables I–III, we find that the central value
of H0 in the IΛCDM models is lower. However, it in-
creases slightly when (massless/massive) sterile neutrinos
are included (see also Fig. 3).

IV. CONCLUSION

The aim of this work is to search for sterile neutrinos
in IDE models with energy transfer forms Q = βHρde,
Q = βHρc, Q = βH0ρde, and Q = βH0ρc, respec-
tively. We consider the two cases of massless and massive
sterile neutrinos, corresponding to the IΛCDM+Neff and
IΛCDM+Neff+meff

ν,sterile models, respectively. We utilize
the latest observational datasets, including the BAO data
from DESI, the SN data from DESY5, and the CMB data
from Planck, to perform the analysis.
For the IΛCDM+Neff models, using the

CMB+DESI+DESY5 data, ∆Neff > 0 is favored
at approximately the 1σ level for the IΛCDM1+Neff ,
IΛCDM3+Neff , and IΛCDM4+Neff models, respectively.
Therefore, the current CMB+DESI+DESY5 observa-
tional data give a hint of the existence of massless sterile
neutrinos. For the IΛCDM+Neff+meff

ν,sterile models, only

upper limits on both Neff and meff
ν,sterile can be derived

from the CMB+DESI+DESY5 data, indicating no
evidence for the existence of massive sterile neutrinos.
Based on the constraints from CMB+DESI+DESY5,

we find that for the IΛCDM2 model with (mass-
less/massive) sterile neutrinos, β = 0 is consistent with
the CMB+DESI+DESY5 data within the 1σ range,
which implies that this model is recovered to the ΛCDM
universe. For the IΛCDM1, IΛCDM3, and IΛCDM4
models with (massless/massive) sterile neutrinos, we find
that negative values of β are favored at more than the
2σ level using the CMB+DESI+DESY5 data, suggest-
ing the presence of an interaction and a possible devi-
ation from the standard ΛCDM model. Moreover, we
conclude that considering (massless/massive) sterile neu-
trinos does not significantly affect the constraint on β
by using the latest observational datasets. In addition,
we also find that incorporating (massless/massive) ster-
ile neutrinos into IΛCDM models slightly increases the
fitted value of H0.
These findings underscore the significance of the lat-

est conservative observational data combination in the
search for sterile neutrinos within the framework of the
IDE model. A natural next step is to search for ster-
ile neutrinos by further considering measurements of the
growth of structure, which will be examined further in
future work.
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