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Introduction	
Conditional handover is prevailing here and there as a remedy for handover in unreliable situation such as high frequency NR standalone, unlicensed band system or aerial vehicle. There has been a discussion paper pointed out that there could be a problem called Ping-Pong [1]. And a certain company referred to this as a potential problem to be solved before adopting CHO (Conditional Handover). Therefore, in this discussion paper, we would like to investigate whether that problem exists in real situation.

Is this a real problem?
As already shown in many CHO papers, CHO has two types of measurement configurations related. One is for gathering and management of candidate target cells and the other is for actual CHO execution condition. Just let’s call the first one as phase1 measurement and the second one as phase2 measurement. As pointed in the [1], if the UE’s measured link quality is statically in between threshold value for phase 1 and 2, the target candidate cell gets prepared but CHO would not executed. This might be seen as a problematic situation at the first glance.
However, there should be always normal HO configured in parallel with CHO. Usually threshold for phase 1 would be higher than that of the network HO and threshold for phase 2 is lower than network HO. The reason is that phase 1 is to catch the candidate target cell with good link quality, and phase 2 is to move UE when serving cell link is very bad. Therefore, network HO usually would be triggered in between these two thresholds. Therefore, there is no overhead from the everlasting signaling for managing candidate target cell for CHO. 
Moreover, CHO is under the full network control. Thus, if there is only candidate cell preparations and no CHO execution for some time, the network always can release CHO configuration for that target cell. 

Observation 1. Normal HO is always configured in parallel with CHO. 
Observation 2. When UE is in between thresholds for phase 1 and 2, normal HO will be triggered in most cases. 
Observation 3. Moreover, network always can configure/release CHO on the network demand basis. 
Proposal 1. RAN2 understand that CHO doesn’t have any Ping-Pong problem.

Conclusion 
Based on the above discussions, we have the following observations and proposal.
Observation 1. Normal HO is always configured in parallel with CHO. 
Observation 2. When UE is in between thresholds for phase 1 and 2, normal HO will be triggered in most cases. 
Observation 3. Moreover, network always can configure/release CHO on the network demand basis. 
Proposal 1. RAN2 understand that CHO doesn’t have any Ping-Pong problem.
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