
TABLE S5: Signed shifts in the MW fit values, in MeV, due to 1σ increases in the recoil model parameters, after
applying the pWT data spectrum as a constraint. The parameters are uncorrelated with each other and the resulting
uncertainties are added in quadrature for a given fit. The signed shifts are used to propagate the correlations
between fits. The “source” column indicates the distributions used for constraining each parameter.

Parameter Description Source mT p!T pνT
a average response Fig. S23 −1.6 −2.9 −0.2

b response non-linearity Fig. S23 −0.8 −2.0 0.7

Response 1.8 3.5 0.7

NV spectator interactions Fig. S24 0.5 −3.2 3.6

shad sampling resolution Fig. S24 0.3 0.3 0.8

f4
π0 EM fluctuations at low uT Fig. S25 −0.3 −0.2 −1.0

f15
π0 EM fluctuations at high uT Fig. S25 −0.3 −0.3 −0.2

α angular resolution at low uT Fig. S26 1.4 0.1 2.5

β angular resolution at intermediate uT Fig. S26 0.2 0.1 0.7

γ angular resolution at high uT Fig. S26 0.3 0.3 0.7

fa
2 average dijet component Fig. S27 0.1 −1.1 0.8

fs
2 variation of dijet component with uT Fig. S27 −0.1 −0.2 −0.1

kξ average dijet resolution Fig. S28 −0.1 0.1 −0.3

δξ fluctuations in dijet resolution Fig. S28 −0.2 0.2 −1.1

Aξ higher-order term in dijet resolution Fig. S28 0.1 −1.0 0.7

µξ —"— Fig. S28 −0.5 −0.4 −0.9

εξ —"— Fig. S28 0.1 −0.2 0.4

S+
ξ —"— Fig. S28 0.5 −0.4 1.4

S−
ξ —"— Fig. S28 −0.3 −0.2 −0.5

qξ —"— Fig. S28 −0.2 0.0 0.2

Resolution 1.8 3.6 5.2

reproduced in the custom simulation. They are validated using a Z/γ∗ → µµ sample generated with pythia [101, 102]
and simulated with the full geant-based detector simulation. The uncertainty on this tuning is propagated to the
MW measurement as an uncertainty in the background normalization and shapes estimated for Z/γ∗ → µµ decays.

The ratio of Z/γ∗ → µµ to W → µν acceptances is determined from the custom simulation, and multiplied by
the ratio of cross sections times branching ratios to obtain the Z/γ∗ → µµ background normalization. The standard
model calculation of the ratio RW/Z ≡ σB(W → µν)/σB(Z → µµ) yields 10.96±0.06 [72], including the uncertainties
due to PDFs and the renormalization and factorization scale variations. We include an additional 1% uncertainty on
the ratio of W and Z boson acceptances due to the uncertainty in the muon-finding efficiency, and obtain the estimate
for the Z/γ∗ → µµ background in the W → µν candidate sample of (7.37 ± 0.10)%. The bulk of this background
arises from muons with |η| ! 1 escaping the tracker acceptance.

The normalization and the shapes of the kinematic spectra for the Z → µµ background are varied by changing the
recoil model and the muon energy deposition in the calorimeters in the custom simulation by their uncertainties. The
normalization has fractional uncertainties of 1.2% from RW/Z , 0.1% from the muon energy deposition, 0.2% from
recoil resolution, and 0.1% from recoil scale, for a total normalization fractional uncertainty of 1.3%. The uncertainty
on the W boson mass from the normalization uncertainty of this background is (1.6, 3.6, 0.1) MeV respectively on
the (mT , p

µ
T , p

ν
T ) fits. The variation in the shapes due to recoil response tuning, recoil resolution tuning, and the

muon energy deposition causes uncertainties of (0.1, 0.2, 0.2) MeV, (0.2, 0.1, 0.4) MeV, and (0.7, 0.1, 1.4) MeV on the
(mT , p

µ
T , p

ν
T ) fits, respectively.

The W → τν background is estimated from the custom simulation, which generates W → τν events in the same way
as W → eν and W → µν events, and which includes the τ polarization and decay dynamics as described in Ref. [43].
The custom simulation predicts (0.880± 0.004)% for the W → τν background fraction, where the uncertainty is due
to the uncertainty in the hadronic recoil model.

Background from multijet events where a jet mimics a muon track is estimated using an artificial neural network
(NN) [110] to distinguish such misidentified muons from signal muons. The method, described in Refs. [43, 107], uses


