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Introduction
This contribution aims to discuss two alternative ways to transfer QoS information in roaming interface.
Discussion
The label approach to transfer the QoS parameters has been adopted by SAE and this approach can simplify the QoS information transferred between different network entities. However, in roaming interface, whether or not to use this approach still need to be discussed. There are two solutions for this problem.

1. A standardized label transferred in Roaming interface

Labels are predefined by some standard organization or by mutual roaming agreement. In the roaming interface, QoS label is transferred between different networks as the following figure.
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Figure 1 A standardized label transferred in Roaming interface

2. A completed QoS Profile transferred in roaming interface and mapped into a local label
The operator can define his own labels. When QoS information is transferred between different PLMN, the complete QoS profile is used in the roaming interface. The VPLMN can translate this QoS profile into his own local label in the visited PCRF. A map algorithm should be defined by standard organization.
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Figure 2 A completed QoS Profile transferred in roaming interface and mapped into a local label

The first solution simplifies the roaming interface, but the predefined label is less flexible. When an operator wants to provide a new service, which needs a new label, the users cannot use this service when they move to other PLMN until this label is defined by standard or mutual roaming agreement.
The second solution leaves the label definition work to each operator, which enables an operator to define his own label list according to his service requirement. It is more flexible than the first solution. However, a complete SAE QoS profile and a mapping algorithm need to be defined in this solution and the information transferred in the roaming interface is more complex than that of the first solution. 
The above two solutions both have their pros and cons. Which one is the better choice needs to be discussed.
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