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Confirm that there is sufficient information for an independent researcher to reproduce all of the reported results, including codebook if relevant.  
Application for Open Materials Badge   1. Provide the URL, doi, or other permanent path for accessing the materials in a public, open-access repository:  British Cohort Study materials: http://discover.ukdataservice.ac.uk/series/?sn=200001 National Child Development Study materials: http://discover.ukdataservice.ac.uk/series/?sn=2000032 Also see our detailed supplementary materials section.    Confirm that there is sufficient information for an independent researcher to reproduce all of the reported 
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 1. Provide the URL, doi, or other permanent path to the registration in a public, open-access repository.*    2. Was the analysis plan registered prior to examination of the data or observing the outcomes? If no, explain.**   3. Were there additional registrations for the study other than the one reported? If yes, provide links and explain.*   4. Were there any changes to the preregistered analysis plan for the primary confirmatory analysis? If yes, explain.**   5. Are all of the analyses described in the registered plan reported in the article? If no, explain.*    *No badge will be awarded if (1) is not provided, or if (3) is answered “yes” without strong justification, or if (5) is answered “no” without strong justification.  **If the answer to (2) is “no,” the notation DE (Data Exist) will be added to the badge, indicating that registration postdates realization of the outcomes but predates analysis. If the answer to (4) is “yes” with strong justification for changes, the notation TC (Transparent Changes) will be added to the badge, indicating that the analysis plan was altered but the preregistered analyses and rationale for the change are provided. 
 By signing below, authors affirm that the above information is accurate and complete, that any third-party material has been reproduced or otherwise made available only with the permission of the original author or copyright holder, and that publicly posted data do not contain information that would allow individuals to be identified without consent.  
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