Author's Reply to the Review Report 
Answers to Reviewer 1:
 “Let’s read together” a Parent-focused intervention on dialogic book reading to improve early language and literacy skills in preschool children
The present study examined the efficacy of a parent-focused intervention on shared book reading. It is interesting that the study examined both: the improvements in children on oral language skills, as well as, the effects on parent-child interaction during shared book reading. The weakest parts of the article are: 1. References are outdated (Most of them pre- 2000). 2. The baseline does not seem to be the same for the participant groups at least in the standardized tasks.
We would like to thank reviewer 1 for the accurate and valuable comments that help us improve our paper. We have tried to respond to all of them. Below you can see how we have addressed each point. We hope that this has resulted in an overall improvement of our work.
Introduction
Authors presented three terms indistinctly along the Introduction: reading book aloud (line 48), shared reading (line 59) and dialogic book reading (line 75). It would be convenient to briefly explaining the differences between them.
We are sorry for the lack of clarity regarding the use of these terms. Following reviewer 1's suggestion, we have included the definitions of shared reading and dialogic book reading, for greater understanding.   
Shared reading: “During shared book reading, an adult reads a book to a child or a group of children and uses one or more planned or structured interactive techniques to actively engage the children in the text”; 
Dialogic book reading: “… the adult uses a specific approach to prompting children’s participation and functions as an active listener and questioner, enabling the adult and the child to switch roles so that the child learns to become the storyteller”.
Lines 63-64: “quality of the interaction during shared book reading rather than quantity…” This statement is supported by only one reference published in 1985.   You should review more recent references on this topic before making such assertion: for example, Bojczyk, Davis & Rana (2016): Mother-child interaction quality in shared book reading….; Walsh, (2008): Quantity, Quality, Children’s Characteristics and Vocabulary Learning; Kassow (2006) Parent-child shared book reading: quality versus quantity…. among others.
We thank reviewer 1 for pointing out some more recent literature references. Although our literature review was thorough, the suggested literature had been left out in our search. Therefore, following his/her suggestion, we searched for and cited more recent literature references.
Lines 100-105: “Moreover, we found that almost all implementations of dialogic reading to date….    … In addition, as reported above…. Book interventions frequently used only receptive or expressive vocabulary”  Please, you should see more recent references on this topic before making such a statement. In fact, share book reading has been considered a particularly effective technique for scaffolding young child’s sustained attention (Lawson, 2012),  providing a complementary source of vocabulary (Montag, Jones, & Smith, 2015), activating child’s brain development (Hutton et al., 2017) etc… The list of recent studies on this topic continues…
We thank reviewer 1 for pointing out some more recent literature. We tried to explain better what was meant and added some literature references related to the effect of intervention programs using dialogic reading strategies on domains other than language. “Although, shared book reading has been found to be a particularly effective technique to stimulate children's sustained attention, provide a complementary source of vocabulary, activate a child's brain development, to date the effects of these programs on other relevant oral language skills and in particular inferential skills and oral text comprehension have rarely been studied”
Line 108 “these important features”. What features do you refer to? Please specify.
Following this suggestion, we rewrote: “This study aims to fill these gaps present in the dialogic book reading program literature, incorporating these important features, namely, the use of a control group and analysis of the effects of this program on other relevant oral language skills”.
Line 128: What do you mean by a regular book-reading situation?
What was meant by this sentence was that we would compare who during the shared readings took advantage of the strategies of dialogic reading and who did not (mere shared reading). To make understanding easier, we rewrote: “We tested whether the beneficial effects of storybook reading would be greater when children were active participants during shared book reading (i.e. when dialogic book reading strategies are used) as compared to when children were involved in a shared book-reading activities”.
Lines 159-160: “To date there have been few attempts…” Please you should review recent literature on this topic.
As reported in this paper, to the best of our knowledge there is only one instrument developed with the aim to assess parents and children's interactive reading behaviors, namely the Adult-Child Interactive Reading Inventory. We have not found other tools with this aim. 
Method
The characteristics of participants at T1 stablished differences among them for example it seems that the TG has significant higher abilities in the word recognition, task the narrative comprehension, the sentence comprehension than the CG.  The baseline does not seem to be the same for both groups.
We are aware that the baseline was not the same for the groups, however since this was a pilot study we used a convenience group and could not control the allocation of participants in the research design.
What is the goal to use a ToM test in this study?
Since some of the inferences enhanced during the dialogic reading activities included in the intervention focused on internal states and intentions of the characters, we found it useful to observe any effects on theory-of-mind skills as well.
It would be appreciated if the intervention description, the intervention efficacy on parent-child will be presented in a more synthetic way, highlighting only the most important contributions.
Following your suggestion, we reduced the description of the intervention by removing redundant information. In addition, we have reduced the description of the methodology used to construct the instrument and partly the results section. We hope that these changes make the paper easier to read.
Lines 144-145 “this is the first study 144 on dialogic book-reading with preschoolers that uses early language and literacy skills and not only receptive or expressive vocabulary as learning outcomes” I do not think that this is the first study on this topic. Please review (among others):
1.     Hindman, Connor, Jewkes & Morrison (2008) Untangling the effect of shared book reading…
2.     Phillips, L. M., Norris, S. P., & Anderson, J. (2008). Unlocking the door: Is parents' reading to children the key to early literacy development? Canadian Psychology/Psychologie canadienne, 49(2), 82–88. https://doi.org/10.1037/0708-5591.49.2.82
3.     Aram, D. & Shapira, T. (2012). Parent-Child shared book reading and Children’s language, literacy, and empathy development
4.     Sim, S. & Berthelsen, D. (2014).  Shared Book Reading by Parents with Young Children: Evidence-Based Practice
5.     Hindman, AH., Skibbe, LE, Foster, TD. (2014). Exploring the variety of parental talk during shared book reading and its contributions to preschool language and literacy: Evidence from the Early Childhood…
6.     Deckner, DF., Adamson, LB., Bakeman, R. (2006). Child and maternal contributions to shared reading: Effects on language and literacy development
We thank reviewer 1 for pointing out more recent literature. Accordingly, we rewrote the sentence: “Consistent with previous studies, these results highlight that the dialogic book-reading program can support not only improvements in receptive and expressive vocabulary, but also early literacy skills”. Additionally, based on the bibliographical references indicated by reviewer 1, we have partly modified introduction and discussion.
References
References are outdated (Most of them pre- 2000). There are a large number of studies on this subject published after 2000, you should make an exhaustive search of the databases on this subject and support your study with more recent references.
We thank reviewer 1 for pointing out some more recent literature references that we have incorporated into this version of the paper. 
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