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Figure S3: Comparison of the p-values from the exact tests and the empirical p-values for two different null distribu-
tions. The R coefficients comparing the �log10 exact p-values to the �log10 empirical p-values are the following: in
Fig. (a), permutational = 0.96, conditional = 0.88; in Fig (b), permutational = 0.72, conditional = 0.43. For both
distributions the difference between R coefficients is significant (p < 10

�3
). (a) Comparison of exact conditional p-

values, exact permutational p-values, and empirical p-values for n = 100, n1 = 5%n, and 30% censoring. Each point
represents an instance of survival data. (b) Comparison of exact conditional p-values, exact permutational p-values,
and empirical p-values for n = 100, expectation n1=5%n, and 30% censoring. Each point represents an instance of
survival data.
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Figure S4: Running time of the FPTAS, and its comparison with the running time of the exhaustive enumeration
algorithm, for different values of the parameters. (a) Runtime of FPTAS and of the exhaustive enumeration for different
values of n, and for n1 = 10, " = 5, no censoring. (b) Runtime of FPTAS and of the exhaustive enumeration for
n = 100, " = 5, no censoring, and different values of n1. (c) Runtime of the FPTAS for different values of ", and for
n = 100, n1 = 10, no censoring.
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