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1 Introduction
In RAN2#103[1], it was agreed that no changes to MAC, RLC, and PDCP specifications are needed to support Option 4/7 and NR-NR DC (late drop) scenarios:
R2 currently foresees no changes to MAC, RLC, PDCP for the “late drop” including Option 4/7 and NR-NR DC (changes not precluded). 

In this document, we argue that no changes are needed for the SDAP specification as well.
2 Discussion
The SDAP layer [2] is responsible for mapping QoS flows and DRBs in both DL and UL, identifying QoS flows in UL and DL, and supports functionality related to reflective QoS. These functions are transparent to the underlying bearer architecture, i.e., whether dual connectivity is used or not. For this reason, we do not believe that SDAP functionality is impacted by the late drop (Option 4/7, NR-NR DC) scenarios.
Proposal 1: The current SDAP specification can be used as baseline for the Rel-15 late-drop and no new proposals specific to Option 4/7 and NR-NR DC need to be discussed.
3 Conclusion
In this document, we argue that no changes to SDAP are foreseen to support late drop functionality. Our proposal is summarized below.
Proposal 1: The current SDAP specification can be used as baseline for the Rel-15 late-drop and no new proposals specific to Option 4/7 and NR-NR DC need to be discussed.
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