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Curiously in the minimal left right symmetric model, chiral (χ) symmetry that protects the
electron’s mass (me), due to parity (P) implies the vanishing of its neutrino mixing angles. We break
the χ symmetry to generate the observed neutrino mixing which causes the electron to acquire its
mass on RGE running, and in turn determines the B − L gauge symmetry breaking scale (vR) to
be 1010GeV <∼ vR ≤ 1015GeV (and with fine-tuning can be at 10TeV scale). If the muon’s mass

is also generated radiatively, the B − L breaking scale is ∼ 1014−15 GeV. Regardless of how high
the scale vR is, this is a testable model for obtaining the mass of the electron (and muon), since on
RGE running and P breaking, a large strong CP phase (θ̄ >> 10−10) which depends logarithmically
on vR is generated if there is O(1) CP violation in leptonic Yukawa couplings. Hence we expect
that leptonic CP phases including the Dirac CP phase δCP of the PMNS matrix must be consistent
with 0 or 180o to within a degree, which can be verified or excluded by neutrino experiments such
as DUNE and Hyper-Kamiokande. In lieu of P, if charge conjugation C is used, the same results
follow. However with C and no P, axions would likely need to be added anyway, in which case there
is no constraint on δCP .

Introduction. It is well known that approximate chi-
ral symmetries [1, 2] that act on left handed first and
second generation quarks, can suppress the associated
quark masses and simultaneously also their Cabibbo-
Kobayashi-Maskawa or CKM mixing (which is their left
handed mixing), leading to an understanding of the
smallness of both.

However in the leptonic sector while the charged lep-
tons exhibit mass hierarchy (notably, me/mτ ∼ 3 ×
10−4), the neutrino mixing angles in the Pontecorvo-
Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) matrix (which is their
left-handed mixing) are large or ∼ 0.1− 1 and are anar-
chical [3, 4] rather than hierarchical.

To accommodate neutrino masses and mixing, we can
treat the Standard Model (SM) as an effective low energy
theory and add a non renormalizable Weinberg term [5]
LT
iLHHTLjL, where LiL are leptonic SU(2)L doublets

(i = 1, 2, 3 for the three generations) and H is the SM
Higgs doublet.

Now the charged lepton mass hierarchy can be under-
stood as being due to approximate chiral symmetry act-
ing on the right handed charged leptons (rather than left
handed), so as not to suppress the observed neutrino mix-
ing [6].

If we augment the SM with an SU(2)L Higgs triplet
∆L [7], while eR → eiχeR can be broken approximately
to keep the electron mass (me) small, the observed large
neutrino mixing can be generated by the Majorana type
Yukawa terms fijL

T
iLτ2∆LLjL when ∆L picks up a VEV

(Type II seesaw mechanism), with fij being unaffected
by the chiral symmetry.

There is however a vexing issue in the popular mini-
mal Left-Right symmetric (LR) model [8, 9] that restores
parity as a good symmetry of nature.

eR is now paired with νeR in the SU(2)R lepton doublet
L1R, and parity (P or charge conjugation C) implies that
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if there is an approximate chiral symmetry acting on the
right handed-leptons, there is a corresponding symme-
try on the left-handed leptons. L1R → eiχL1R imposed
to keep the electron massless, will due to parity, imply
there is also a χ−symmetry L1L → eiχL1L which ren-
ders the above Majorana Yukawa couplings of L1L with
∆L, namely, f1j = fj1 = 0. To generate unsuppressed
f1j = fj1 the chiral symmetry must be broken in a non-
approximate way.
As far as we know, this crucial aspect of the minimal

left right symmetric model hasn’t been adequately dis-
cussed and addressed before. This work is the first to
explore it within the framework of the Type II dominant
seesaw mechanism.
That is, in the minimal left right symmetric model

if we make the electron massless by imposing a chiral
symmetry, its neutrino mixing also vanishes, and it is
a challenge to understand the observed largeness of the
leptonic mixing angles (see also [6]).
In this work we address this challenge by adding a sec-

ond triplet ∆′
L (→ e−iχ∆′

L under χ−symmetry so that
it can couple to L1L), whose mixing with ∆L breaks the
χ−symmetry and generates the observed neutrino mix-
ing angles of the first generation, while the electron re-
mains massless at the tree level. After integrating out
the heavy ∆′

L (by going to its mass basis at its mass
scale M ′) and its parity partner ∆′

R, we obtain the mini-
mal left right symmetric model which on RGE running to
the parity breaking scale vR, generates the electron mass
(corresponding Yukawa coupling) in two loops. Thus we
not only gain an understanding of the smallness but also
obtain the electron’s mass.
The idea of generating the masses and mixing angles of

the first and/or second generation leptons and/or quarks
radiatively at different loop orders has been previously
explored in different contexts over the years [10–16]. In
some of the past work, the scalar content has been chosen
so that there are no gauge invariant Yukawa terms that
directly give masses to lighter fermions. Several heavy
fields that interact with the light fermions are added to
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SU(2)L×SU(2)R×U(1)B−L

∆L =

(
∆+

L/
√
2 ∆++

L

∆o
L −∆+

L/
√
2

)
, ∆′

L (3, 1, 2)

∆R =

(
∆+

R/
√
2 ∆++

R

∆o
R −∆+

R/
√
2

)
, ∆′

R (1, 3, 2)

ϕ =

(
ϕo
1 ϕ+

2

ϕ−
1 ϕo

2

)
(2, 2, 0)

LiL =

(
νiL

e−iL

)
, LiR =

(
νiR

e−iR

)
(2, 1,−1), (1, 2,−1)

TABLE I. Scalars and leptons of the minimal left right sym-
metric model with additional scalar triplets ∆′

L,R (whose 2×2
matrix representation is similar to ∆L,R). The neutral com-
ponents of the scalars are denoted by the superscript “o” and
can pick up VEVs.

enable their radiative mass generation. In our model, as
is also the case with the SM, the scalar content is such
that Yukawa terms that give charged fermion masses are
allowed by gauge symmetry. Therefore we impose chiral
symmetry to protect the electron mass, which gets gen-
erated on RGE running from neutrino mass and mixing
parameters of the minimal left-right symmetric model it-
self, below the chiral symmetry breaking scale.

Chiral symmetry breaking & neutrino mixing. We be-
gin with the Left-Right symmetric model [8, 9] based on
SU(3)c×SU(2)L×SU(2)R×U(1)B−L×P with the Higgs
sector consisting of the usual triplet ∆R, augmented by
an additional ∆′

R and their parity partners ∆L,∆
′
L, along

with an SU(2)L × SU(2)R bi-doublet ϕ.
Scalars and leptons in our model are displayed in Ta-

ble I and there are also the quarks. Note that the left
handed electron eL ≡ e−1L and its neutrino νeL ≡ ν1L
are in the first generation doublet L1L and likewise the
muon and tau (and their neutrinos) are in second and
third generation respectively.

Under Parity (P ) the space-time (x, t) → (−x, t), the
gauge bosons of SU(2)L ↔ SU(2)R, and ϕ → ϕ†, QiL ↔
QiR for the quarks, and similarly subscripts L ↔ R for
all the fields in table I. We impose P as a good symmetry
broken spontaneously at a high scale vR.
Additionally, we impose a chiral symmetry χ under

which

L1L → eiχL1L, ∆′
L → e−iχ∆′

L. (1)

Alternatively the chiral χ symmetry can also be the dis-
crete

L1L → −L1L, ∆′
L → −∆′

L. (2)

The Yukawa couplings that give Dirac type mass terms
to the leptons have the usual form

hℓ
ijL̄iLϕLjR + h̃ℓ

ijL̄iLϕ̃LjR + h.c. (3)

where ϕ̃ = τ2ϕ
⋆τ2 =

(
ϕo⋆
2 −ϕ+

1

−ϕ−
2 ϕo⋆

1

)
, and hℓ

ij = hℓ⋆
ji ,

h̃ℓ
ij = h̃ℓ⋆

ji , where the Hermiticity of matrices hℓ and h̃ℓ is
due to P, and τ2 is the Pauli matrix.
The chiral symmetry χ implies for all j that

hℓ
1j = hℓ

j1 = h̃ℓ
1j = h̃ℓ

j1 = 0. (4)

The Majorana type Yukawa terms are of the form (note
that L → R refers to the subscript L),

ifijL
T
iLτ2∆LLjL + if ′

ijL
T
iLτ2∆

′
LLjL + L → R+ h.c. (5)

where f, f ′ are symmetric matrices (fij = fji, f
′
ij = f ′

ji),
and due to χ symmetry,

f12 = f13 = f ′
33 = f ′

22 = f ′
11 = f ′

23 = 0. (6)

f11 = 0 (or f11 ̸= 0)) depending on eq. (1) (or eq. (2)).
The mass terms of the Higgs potential that involve the

scalar triplets can be compactly written as

Vmass = Tr

[
(∆†

L ∆′†
L)M

2

(
∆L

∆′
L

)]
+ L → R (7)

with M2 =

(
M2 µ′2⋆

µ′2 M ′2

)
where µ′2 breaks the χ sym-

metry softly (since it is a mass dimension 2 term), and
M2 is Hermitian. Hereafter we let µ′2 be real as its phase
can be absorbed into a redefinition of the ∆′

L,R fields.

We take µ′2 ∼ (0.1 to 0.8)M ′2 and we choose ∆′
L to

have a mass ∼ M ′2 >> v2R so that it decouples and
we just have the minimal left right symmetric model be-
low the scale M ′. That is, M2 has two eigenvalues, the
heavier being ∼ TrM2 ∼ M ′2 + M2 ∼ M ′2 (we take
M2 ≤ M ′2 without loss of generality) and the lighter be-
ing ∼ −v2R. The lighter eigenvalue of M2 is negative as it
generates the VEV vR which breaks SU(2)R × U(1)B−L

spontaneously .
Evaluating DetM2 ∼ (−v2R)(M

′2) using the above
form of M2, we obtain M2 − |µ′|4/M ′2 ∼ −v2R. This is
the usual fine-tuning due to the hierarchy problem asso-
ciated with keeping the SU(2)R × U(1)B−L gauge sym-
metry breaking scale vR much smaller than the higher
mass scales or cut-off scale 1 There is no fine tuning we
do other than what is anyway necessary for the hierarchy
of the gauge symmetry breaking scales.

1 If we supersymmetrize [17], then this fine-tuning issue disap-
pears which also indicates that it is the usual gauge hierarchy
problem. For example the superpotential W = (µ′∆+M ′∆′)∆′

that is symmetric under ∆ → −∆ mixes the superfields ∆ and
∆′ at scale M ′ while the mass of ∆,∆ (renaming the lighter mass
eigenstates to be these) is zero due to this symmetry and is well
separated from M ′. Note that µ′ softly breaks the χ symmetry

L1,∆
′ → eiχ{L1,∆′}, ∆′ → e−iχ∆′ at scale ∼ M ′.
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We now obtain the 2 × 2 orthogonal transformation
O that diagnalizes M2 so that M2

diag = OTM2O. Note

that the O21 term sinθ∆ depends on µ′2/M ′2 ∼ 0.1−0.8.
We now change variables in the original Langragian

∆L → cos(θ∆)∆L − sin(θ∆)∆
′
L

∆′
L → sin(θ∆)∆L + cos(θ∆)∆

′
L, L → R

(8)

where the fields on the right hand side are in the physical
mass basis.

That is after substituting (8) into (5) and then drop-
ping terms containing ∆′

L,R as they have decoupled (and

doing the same for all the Higgs potential terms as well),
we rename the resulting Majorana Yukawa couplings of
∆L,R as follows:[

fijcos(θ∆) + f ′
ijsin(θ∆)

]
→ fij . (9)

f12, f13 which were zero (see equation (6)) are now un-
suppressed, and equation 5 becomes

ifijL
T
iLτ2∆LLjL + L → R+ h.c. (10)

with all fij unsuppressed (except for f11 = 0 in case of
eq. (1)), and ∆′

L,R have decoupled.

Importantly, equation (4) now only holds as a bound-
ary condition at the scale M ′ and below that scale
hℓ
1j , h̃

ℓ
1j are generated from hℓ

33, h̃
ℓ by renormalization

group running (between scales M ′ and vR) due to the
now non-zero f12 and f13.
Note that f11 = 0 points to a normal mass hier-

archy with the lightest neutrino getting its mass ∼
m12sin

2θ12 ≈ 0.003eV via the PMNS mixing angle from
its heavier counterpart.

Once ∆o
R, ϕ

o
1 and ϕo

2 pick up VEVs vR, κ1 (can always
be chose real), and κ2 (taken real for ease of calculation)
respectively, the neutral component ∆o

L picks up an in-
duced VEV

vL = ⟨∆o
L⟩ ∼ (β1κ1κ2+β2κ

2
1+β3κ

2
2)/(ρ3−2ρ1)vR (11)

because of the following terms in the Higgs potential

β1Tr(ϕ∆Rϕ
†∆†

L)+β2Tr(ϕ̃∆Rϕ
†∆†

L)+β3Tr(ϕ∆Rϕ̃
†∆†

L)+hc
(12)

where the βi are real due to Parity and (ρ3−2ρ1)v
2
R is the

mass of ∆L, with ρ3, ρ1 being the usual Higgs potential
parameters of the minimal left-right symmetric model
using the standard notation given for example in [18, 19].
The charged lepton mass matrix h− and the light neu-

trino mass matrix mν can be evaluated using the Yukawa
couplings in equations (3),(10):

h−vwk = hℓκ2 + h̃ℓκ1, hDvwk = hℓκ1 + h̃ℓκ⋆
2 (13)

mν = fvL −
(
v2wk/vR

)
hD

(
1

f

)
hDT

(14)

with equation (4) being the boundary condition at the
scale M ′, and where v2wk = κ2

1+ |κ2|2 ∼ κ2
1 (since the top

quark gets its mass from κ1), vR > κ1 > vL, and vL is
from equation (11).
Note that the second term on the right hand side of

the equation for mν is the Type I seesaw contribution.
Substituting from equation (4) in hD of eqn (13), we can
see that the second term in equation (14) does not con-
tribute to the first generation’s PMNS matrix elements at
the scale M ′ and therefore we have Type II (first term)
dominant seesaw mechanism. While it can contribute,
for example to the third generation light neutrino mass
(if hD

33 is competitively large), it doesn’t change our re-
sults, and therefore for the ease of calculations, without
any loss in generality, we ignore any Type I contribution
from hD.
RGE, electron mass & vR scale. The charged lepton

Yukawa matrix h− (that determines the electron’s mass)
given in equation (13) can be evaluated at the scale vR
by using the RGEs of hℓ and h̃ℓ which can be written in
terms of their beta functions as

∂hℓ

∂t
= βhℓ = β

(1)

hℓ + β
(2)

hℓ + ... (15)

and similarly the beta function βh̃ℓ with hℓ → h̃ℓ in the
above, and where t = lnµ is the renormalization scale
(and µ runs from M ′ down to vR) and the superscripts
(1) etc stand for the loop expansion.
The one loop beta functions of the minimal left

right symmetric model [20] include the term β
(1)

hℓ =

(3/16π2)(f†fhℓ+hℓf†f), and therefore hℓ
13 = hℓ⋆

31, h
ℓ
12 =

hℓ⋆
21 which were 0 at scale M ′, get generated on RGE run-

ning from components such as f⋆
13f33h

ℓ
33, h

ℓ
33f

⋆
33f31. This

suggests that the Yukawa matrix h− constrained at scale
M ′ by equation (4) to have a zero eigenvalue (correspond-
ing to massless electron) may pick up a small non-zero
one loop contribution to its determinant on RGE run-
ning.
However on integrating the RGE equations numeri-

cally using the program R, we find this not to be the
case. Note that this one loop term is due to the correc-
tion in the propagator of the fermions rather than being
a true vertex correction.
The leptonic Yukawa coupling hℓ receives two-loop

contributions from the diagrams in Fig 1 corresponding
to the beta function term

β
(2)

hℓ ∼ 6β2

(16π2)2

(
f†hℓ⋆f

)
(16)

and contributes to h− in eqn (13) on RGE running, and
generates the mass of the electron

me ≈
6hℓ

33κ2

(16π2)2
cνmix

(
f2
33β2

)
ln(M ′/vR) (17)

where we work in a basis where at scale M ′, h− is diago-
nal with h−

1j = h−
j1 = 0 due to equation 4, we neglect hD
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FIG. 1. Two loop contribution that generates me from β2

and hℓ (via eqs. (16),(17)) when ϕo
2 picks the VEV κ2. The

contribution from β1 and hℓ to β
(2)

h̃ℓ can be obtained from sim-
ilar diagrams on relabelling β2 → β1 and flipping the external
scalar line from ϕo

2 to ϕo
1 which picks the VEV κ1 (eq. (21)).

to simplify calculation, and the matrix f in equation (16)
(and 10)) is almost fully determined (up to a scale factor
which we have taken to be f33) by the known neutrino
mass squared differences and PMNS mixing angles, and
using f33 = 1 (we have assumed normal ordering and the
smallest neutrino mass is negligibly small and its exact
value does not affect this calculation).

cνmix ≈ csinθ13 ≈ 0.1 is the factor obtained on solving
the RGE equations numerically using R, and is due to
the PMNS mixing. Keeping other things the same, if we
half or double s13 the above contribution to me halves or
doubles.

c ∼ 1 is due to the observed values of the larger two
mixing angles. Had these larger PMNS mixing angles
been zero, so would c be, and cνmix would have scaled as
sin2θ13.

Substituting hℓ
33κ2 ≈ mτ ≈ 1GeV and taking the ln

to be ∼ 8 we obtain

me = 0.4MeV
(
f2
33β2

)
(18)

Thus the observed electron mass of 0.5 MeV is gener-
ated if

f2
33β2 ≈ 1. (19)

The above parameters are the only relevant unknowns
in determining the P breaking or SU(2)L × U(1)B−L

breaking scale from equation (11) and the first term of
equation (14), and the observed light neutrino mass scale
∼ 0.05eV . Therefore the generation of electron mass
through the β2 coupling implies that√

∆m2
ν23

∼ 0.05eV ∼ f33β2v
2
wk/(ρ3 − 2ρ1)vR (20)

Substituting f33, β2 ∼ 1 (due to equation (19)) we get
vR ∼ 1014−15GeV . We have set ρ3, ρ1 ∼ 1 in the denom-
inator as they anyway get generated in one loop RGE.

The beta function of h̃ℓ, β
(2)

h̃ℓ
∼ (6β1/16π

2)f†hℓ⋆f con-

tributes to h− in eq. (13) (through h̃ℓκ1 term whose di-
agonal entries at scale M ′ we take to be the mu and tau

β1 ≈ 1 β2 ≈ 1 β3 ≈ 1

vR 1012−14GeV 1014−15GeV 1010−13GeV

TABLE II. Range for U(1)B−L breaking scale vR obtained
from (11) and first term in (14) using κ1 ≈ vwk, κ2/κ1 ∼
0.1 to 10−2.5, ρ3 ∼ 1. Moreover, to generate me, f33 ∼ 1 and
one of the βi ≈ 1. If κ2/κ1 ∼ 10−5.5 (needs fine-tuning) then
vR ∼ 10TeV for β3 ≈ 1.

Yukawa couplings), and the me generated on RGE run-
ning can be estimated in analogy with equation (17)to
be

me ≈
6(hℓ

33κ1)

(16π2)2
c′νmix

(
f2
33β1

)
ln(M ′/vR) (21)

If the above term is responsible for generatingme, then
vR can be lowered – if we take f33, β1 ≈ 1 then hℓ

33 must
be ∼ 0.01 (near the tau Yukawa) to get the correct value
for me. Since the second term in equation (14) also con-
tributes to the light neutrino mass, the lower bound on

vR is a factor hℓ2

33 lower than what we obtained earlier, or
vR >∼ 1011GeV . If vR is lowered more by further lowering
hℓ
33, then sufficient mass for the electron is not generated

via β1 coupling.
To appreciate the physics it helps to consider the ap-

proximately broken µQ−symmetry under which

ϕ → eiαϕ (⇒ ϕ̃ → e−iαϕ̃), QiL → eiαQiL (22)

so that the resulting top quark’s SM Yukawa is unsup-
pressed, while the bottom quark’s Yukawa coupling (as
also the VEV κ2) occurs from terms that break µQ (such

as µ2
2Tr(ϕ̃

†ϕ)) and is therefore suppressed hb ∼ 1/40.

Since hℓ as well as h̃ℓ terms in equation 3 break the
above µQ−symmetry, we would expect both hℓ

33 and h̃ℓ
33

(and therefore also hD
33) be suppressed ∼ hb or hτ . More-

over from equation (12), β1 respects the µQ−symmetry,
while β2 and β3 don’t and are suppressed. This provides
the physical context for electron mass generation from
equation (21) via the unsuppressed β1 ≈ 1 coupling and
the range of vR scale shown in Table (II).
On the other hand, instead of µQ, if we have an ap-

proximate µQL symmetry under which,

ϕ,QiL, LiL → eiα{ϕ,QiL, LiL}; ∆L,∆
′
L → e−2α{∆L,∆

′
L}

(23)

then β2, f and hℓ respect the symmetry, while β1, β3, h̃
ℓ

break the symmetry and are suppressed. This provides
the context for me generation through β2 ∼ 1, hℓ

33κ2 in
equations (16),(17) and (18). In this case there can also
be a similar contribution from a suppressed β1 ∼ 0.01
and unsuppressed hℓ

33κ1 through equation (21).
The electron mass can also be generated if β3f

2
33 ≈

1, using the beta function for h̃ℓ obtained by replacing
β2 → β3 and hℓ → h̃ℓ on both sides of equation (16).
This leads to equation (17) with β2 → β3. In this case,
if we set β1 ≈ β2 ≈ 0, then we can further lower the
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scale of vR calculated using equations (11) and (14) since
|κ2|/κ1, h

ℓ
33 (and therefore also hD

33) can be chosen to be
∼ 10−5.5 (so that vR ∼ 10TeV ). However since |κ2| >∼
10−2.5κ1 due to tree-level or one loop RGE generation, it
requires fine-tuning, for example of µ2

2Tr(ϕ̃
†ϕ) (µ2

2 real
due to P) to lower κ2 for obtaining vR ∼ 10TeV , whose
natural scale is given in Table II.

In order to obtain vR ∼ 1−10TeV without “heavy fine-
tuning” (quoting [21]) P can be broken softly so that ∆L

gets a much heavier mass >> vR[21, 22]. Even now, we
can generate me by RGE running above the ∆L mass.
In this case Table II will not apply.

Muon mass. If we use χ−symmetry (like eq. (2)) to set
both the electron and muon Yukawa couplings to zero,
and break it softly at scale M ′ by the mixing of ∆′

L,R

and ∆L,R fields as before, and take both β1f
2
33, h

ℓ
33 ∼ 1,

then the mass of the muon (rather than the electron) is
generated by the right hand side of equation (21). Since
originally the electron and the muon masses are both
zero and degenerate, sufficient mass for the electron is
not generated efficiently at the two loop level. However
if we add additional triplets ∆′′

L,R at scale M ′ (whose

mass is a factor of 2-3 more or less than M ′), then the
threshold effects at this scale are sufficient to first lift
the degeneracy and then generate both the muon and
electron masses with β1, f33, h

ℓ
33 ∼ 1 (and therefore vR ∼

1014−15GeV ). The tau mass is ∼ h33κ2, so that all lepton
masses are generated via O(1) Yukawa parameters.
Testing the model. P sets θQCD to zero and the strong

CP phase θ̄ generated on its spontaneous breaking de-
pends on the imaginary part of a dimensionless quar-
tic coupling (α2) of the Higgs potential of the mini-
mal left right symmetric model. As was shown in ref-
erence [23], leptons circulating in one internal loop con-

tribute through the Yukawa couplings hℓ, h̃ℓ and f to α2

so that

θ̄ ∼
(
1/16π2

)
(mt/mb)

∣∣∣Tr (f†f [hℓ, h̃ℓ]
)∣∣∣ ln(M ′/vR)

(24)
is generated along with the electron mass on RGE run-
ning between M ′ and vR scales. The trace in the above
is purely imaginary since the commutator [hℓ, h̃ℓ] is anti-
Hermitian, and mt,b are the top and bottom quark
masses. Importantly, the dependence on vR is loga-
rithmic and so the contribution is significant even for
vR ∼ 1010−15GeV , which provides the way to test our
model.

Since to generate the electron’s mass the scale of fij ∼
f33 ∼ 1, and to generate the tau mass one of the Dirac
type Yukawa couplings, say h̃33

>∼ 0.01, we obtain from
eq. (24),

|θ̄| ∼ f2
33h̃

ℓ
33h

ℓ
33|sinδCP | ∼ (10−2)(hℓ

33)|sinδCP | (25)

where we have taken ln(M ′/vR) ∼ 20, and [hℓ, h̃ℓ] ∼
(10−2)(hℓ

33)/10, as its off diagonal terms can have a tree-
level value and also get generated in RGE running from
fij ∼ 1. δCP is the Dirac CP violating phase in the

PMNS matrix obtained from CP phases present in f, h, h̃.

The bound from neutron EDM experiments [24] θ̄ ≤
10−10 implies that for hℓ

33 ≥ 10−6, δCP ≤ 0.01 mod π.
Therefore for 10TeV ≤ vR ≤ 1015GeV (see Table II), we
expect |sinδCP | ≤ 0.01.

For hℓ
33

>∼ 10−2, which is the likely value of suppression
due to approximate µQ and µQL symmetries (eqs. (22)
and (23)), we obtain δCP ≤ 10−6 mod π.

Thus, with the exception of a highly tuned region
where hℓ

33 < 10−6.5, we expect that upcoming neutrino
experiments Hyper-K [25] and DUNE [26] will make a
discovery consistent with the absence of CP violation in
the leptonic PMNS matrix, that would be otherwise sur-
prising.

As of now, joint analysis [27] of NOvA and T2K exper-
iments reveals δCP = 203+63

−37, while the global best fit of

neutrino experiments by Nu-Fit 5.3 (2024) [28] is 197+41
−25,

for normal ordering of neutrino masses. δCP = 180o is
currently within one sigma. It is exciting to have a model
for radiative generation of electron (and also muon) mass
that is testable, despite its high energy scale.

Charge Conjugation, Unification. P beautifully con-
trols the strong CP problem and the absence of leptonic
CP phases is the way to test it (the minimal extension
that solves the strong CP problem [29] also predicts an
absence of leptonic CP phases [30]). But if there is grand
unification we’d expect CP violation. However this does
not cause a conflict because it is the left right symmetric
model with C (rather than P) that unifies to SO(10). If
we use C to exchange the SU(2)L and SU(2)R groups,
the same results for the electron mass and vR scale follow.
However with C (and no P), many other CP phases are
present and they as well as the CKM phase can generate
θ̄ at tree level and via RGE running. Hence we would
likely need to introduce axions [31–33] anyway, in which
case there is no prediction of the absence of leptonic δCP .

Conclusion. We focused on an interesting puzzle in
the left-right symmetric model – chiral symmetry that
sets the electron’s mass to zero, due to P (or C), also
sets its neutrino mixing angles to zero, making it diffi-
cult to reconcile the smallness of the electron mass with
the largeness of its neutrino mixing. We solved the puz-
zle by imposing and softly breaking the chiral symme-
try to obtain the observed large neutrino mixing, which
in turn generated the electron’s mass radiatively in two
loop RGE running, and determined the B-L breaking
scale 1010GeV <∼ vR ≤ 1015GeV (and can be 10TeV
with fine-tuning). Our mechanism can also generate
the muon mass radiatively. Along with the electron (or
muon) mass, a large strong CP phase is generated in one
loop RGE running from leptonic CP phases and therefore
our model (with P) can be tested by the surprising non-
discovery of CP violation in the PMNS matrix by the
upcoming neutrino experiments DUNE and Hyper-K. If
there are axions then there is no prediction of absence of
leptonic δCP .
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