To Kuanyu’s questions:

1. The authors did not make it very clear on this issue. I think the mixed strategy described in page 219 “in which the factor loading of an item are set to be equal across groups” is simply the first step of forward procedure. This paper uses the backward procedure with this mixed strategy, in which the factor loadings of all items are set to be equal across groups at first.  

2. I agree. In fact, this is a crucial limitation of MCCFA analysis through MPlus.

To Xuelan’s questions:
1. Too many categorical variables will greatly slow down the computational time of Mplus, due to its estimation methods. With more than one DIF item, the authors did not give any results or expectations. It can be expected that as the proportion of DIF items increases, both IRT and MCCFA will have lower performance (in terms of TP and FP). Meanwhile, as the test gets longer, IRT is expected to perform better while MCCFA will suffer from extremely heavy computational burden. 

2. Oort’s correction seems to be promising according to this paper. I also have a question for this correction method. First of all, it seems that when Oort’s correction is used, no Bonferroni’s correction is needed any more. However, these two corrections are adjustment for two different causes of type I errors.

3. Please refer to Kuanyu’s questions #1. The disadvantage of these constrains in marker variable strategy and factor variance strategy is that researchers have to either assume an invariant variable or an invariant factor variance. 

4. I agree. AOI method for LR test in IRT to detect DIF is problematic. Maybe the authors just want to make the procedures in IRT and MCCFA more comparable. 

To Zhenwei’s questions:
1. I figured that the backward procedure is easier and more efficient especially when many variables involved. Besides, using only one referent (as in forward) could reduce the accuracy of linking, hence lead to inaccurate measurement invariance detection
2. I think what the authors try to say is that MCCFA with Oort’s correction performs better than MCCFA with Bonferroni’s correction. However, Oort’s correction is not applicable for IRT models. 

3. Agree. The condition is too simple. 

4. No, MCCFA cannot manage the guessing parameter. 

