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Abstract According to the conflict classification, weit can optimize the computation of the non-deletion rules. It avoids calculating the overlap of
the two non-deleting rules. Further This paper discusses to the Graph Transformation System(GTS)gts with NACs, may calculate critical pairs, we it
provides a construction for critical pairs with NACs. There It exits an essential critical pairs for every conflict reason, which can use the available
smallest context expresses the conflict. Since the essential critical pairs are a subset of the critical pairs, the essential critical pairs can simplify the
static conflict detection method.
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