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An interesting testing format was introduced. Randomized-Response (RR) method is a method for measuring sensitive behaviors. However, it is seldom applied due to some reasons. One of them is that not all respondents may follow the RR instructions, suggesting the noncompliance behavior. Given real datasets were collected by using such method, an ingenious IRT model, item randomized-response (IRR) model, was developed to conduct the randomized responses and test-taker’s noncompliance behavior simultaneously. 
The IRR model has a similar probability function with the 3PLM (see Equation 2), and the most salient difference between the IRR model and 3PLM is the appearance of two predefined constants in the IRR model. The probabilities of answering “yes” or “no” were refined in the IRR model after considering the effects induced by RR instructions, where two constant c and e can be adjusted freely under different RR testing scheme. Thinking of a test may be composed of multiple item sets measuring different latent traits, the IRR model can be easily extended to a multidimensional case, as Equation 7.
In the authors’ thoughts, test-takers who answer the items following the instructions or perform compliance behavior during testing were considered as two latent classes, and a mixture version of IRR model was formed. Now Equation 2 is not still workable for both groups. For noncompliance class, a parameter ranged from 0 to 1, which means the probability of answering “yes” or “no”, should be estimated for each item. After completing above modeling, a straightforward extension was done that covariates were incorporated to regress on tended-to-measured latent traits or the probability of belonging to noncompliance class. 
1. On page 254, it was said, “The homogeneous-compliance models require the estimation of two and six-item location parameters......” I think “two” should revised as “four”.

2. It seems a trivial typo exhibited in Table 4.

3. More precisely, Equation 3 is identical to the 4PLM, which has a lower and an upper asymptote parameter for its item response function.
