     DESCRIPTION OF COGNITIVE TESTS

The main outcome included the assessment of five constructs of cognitive function: inhibitory control, selective attention, spatial reasoning, spatial orientation, and working memory. In all cases, computerized versions of the tests were used, programmed with Psytoolkit [1,2], and made available via JATOS [3]. The number of correct responses and reaction time (in milliseconds) for each test were used as indicators of cognitive performance. The tests were conducted during the school period in which the child was studying and administered by project interns trained to administer the tests. Children were individually escorted from the classroom to the evaluation room with the evaluator. The total number of correct answers and the time taken (in milliseconds) to complete each test were used as indicators of cognitive performance.

Supplementary Table 1. Illustration and description of the cognitive test.
	Cognitive test
	Description
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Descrição gerada automaticamente com confiança baixa]
	Inhibitory control was assessed using the Go/NoGo paradigm [4]. The test involved the graphical presentation of several figures in the form of a traffic light, where the colors green and red were randomly alternated. When the green traffic light appeared, the child was required to press a computer key. When the red traffic light appeared, the child was required to wait for the figure to change without pressing the key.
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Descrição gerada automaticamente]
	Working memory was assessed using the Digit Span Forward test [5]. The test involved the presentation of a sequence of digits, and the child needed to repeat the presented sequence. If the child was able to repeat the sequence, a longer sequence of digits would be presented. The length of the digit sequence only increased after the participant correctly repeated the same sequence at least twice. The test ended when the child was no longer able to repeat the sequence of numbers for two consecutive trials.
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Descrição gerada automaticamente com confiança média]
	Spatial reasoning was assessed using the Mental Rotation test [6]. The test involved finding, among two alternatives, the one corresponding to the figure in gray presented as an example, with the alternatives being rotated to the right or left. The child was instructed to press the corresponding keys (alternative 1 or 2) to respond.
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Descrição gerada automaticamente]
	Spatial orientation was also assessed using the Posner Cueing paradigm [7]. The test involved the presentation of four squares arranged in a cross (top, bottom, right, and left). The child was instructed to press (on the numeric keypad) the number corresponding to the direction (square) where the valid cue (asterisk) appeared and to ignore the invalid cue (arrow). In some trials the arrows would pointed in a different direction different to the asterisk, in order to 'trick' the child into making an error.
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	Attention selective was assessed using the Visual Search test paradigm [8]. The test involved the presentation of various figures with multiple T letters distributed randomly. The child was instructed to press a key on the computer each time the letter a red T appeared in its normal (non-inverted) position, even if there was only one such letter among many others. If the figure displayed the letter T in an inverted position or in another color (blue), the child was to wait for the figure to change without pressing the key.
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