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	PreregisteredChanges: Yes. Reasons for updating Study information: The research questions were updated to improve their wording and focus on evaluating the role of the early home environment and schools. Additionally, we added specific hypotheses about the early home environment and schools to clarify the expectations of our study, specifically hypotheses h1b and h2b. Reasons for updating Data Description: We include the first and second waves of the ELPI to include control variables in our analysis. Additionally, from the data review, we identified a variable in the database that allowed us to link the schools attended by the children who participated in ELPI with administrative data. This enabled us to extract information about the socioeconomic categorization of the schools and the average score on a standardized test. This, in turn, helped us better identify the role of the schools. Reasons for updating Variables: We made the following modifications to the variables section: 1. We updated the method to standardize the scores of the three subtests of the Woodcock-Muñoz. Initially, we proposed that standardization would be conducted based on the children’s age, following ELPI technical report recommendations. However, to assess variation by the children’s age, as stated in the study’s questions and hypotheses, we only standardized to z-scores using the sample’s overall mean and standard deviation. 2. We proposed measuring SES through an index composed of three variables: home possessions, caregiver educational attainment, and caregiver occupation. However, after reviewing the literature, considering expert recommendations, and aiming for parsimony in the interpretations, we used solely the caregiver’s educational level as our SES indicator. 3. We initially proposed using the children’s grade level as the variable to assess concurrent variation in the SES gap over time. We had initially suggested using the children’s grade level as the variable to assess concurrent variation in the SES gap over time. Nevertheless, to adhere to expert recommendations, we used age to evaluate this variation. 4. We made some changes in the control variables used in the analysis: a. Exclude: Age in months (we used it as an independent variable), region of residence (it was not relevant for the study), migrant condition (born outside the host country; less than 1% of the sample were migrants), socioemotional development (experts did not recommend using this variable). b. Include: Two variables to assess caregivers’ numeracy and vocabulary skills. We opted to include these measures as data were available from the first and second waves of ELPI. Additionally, given our access to administrative information, we also had information about school SES and their average math achievement (SIMCE). c. Change the measure: We decided to use a measure of children’s language skills from the second wave (Test de Aprendizaje y Desarrollo Infantil [TADI], Pardo et al., 2012), replacing the measure from the third wave (Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test; PPVT; Dunn et al., 1986). 5. We adjusted the unit of analysis and our approach to handling missing data, opting not to exclude cases without information on their grade level. 6. We chose not to apply sampling weights because we employed multiple imputation to address missing data. Reasons for updating Statistical models: At first, we planned to apply multilevel linear models exclusively. However, due to a substantial reduction in the sample size when attempting to nest students within schools (attributable to the unavailability of valid school identification for all students), we decided to incorporate linear regression models as well. 
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