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​​Foreword
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––––––––
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Thanks for picking up this book. I sincerely hope you will enjoy reading the book as much as I have writing it.

We all dream of winning our games fast, using excellent opening preparation, flashy tactics, and then mate our opponents. However, it rarely goes like that. Usually, the games average around 40 moves, contain enough blunders on both sides to have both you and your opponent horrified after the game. However, what I have found is that many games, even amongst the strongest players, contain errors and mistakes, some quite significant ones, as soon as the players depart the theory that is known to them. 

This book, the first volume in a series of nine, aims to take a look at some of those games, but only the ones that are of 15 moves or shorter. Of course, for a game to end within 15 moves, one of the players has to have made one or more serious mistakes. I have left out games where a piece is threatened, and the player forgot to move it, touched the wrong piece or such things. However, I have included games that include typical mistakes, even if they seem banal. 

As for the games, they are typically between players with a rating of at least 2350 and often well more than that; you will find games by players rated above 2700 in this book. Furthermore, I have included some older games, but where the players would most certainly have been rated above 2350 if rating had existed at that time. 

––––––––
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The openings covered in this volume are: 


●  The King’s Indian Defense

●  The Grünfeld Indian Defense

●  The Queen’s Indian Defense

●  The Nimzo-Indian Defense

●  The Catalan Opening

●  The Blumenfeld Gambit

●  The Bogo-Indian Defense




––––––––
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In opening encyclopedia terms, these openings have the Chess Informant Opening code of D70 through E99.

Should you have any comments, corrections or compliments, please do not hesitate to send them to carstenchess@gmail.com

Good luck, and enjoy it!

Carsten Hansen

Bayonne, NJ

January 2017
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​​​Chapter 1 - The King’s Indian Defense
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The King’s Indian Defense is a very combative opening. Black signals his intentions immediately: he wants to play for a win, preferably in a kingside attack. This “simple” strategy, of course, is not something White should let his opponent get away with. Complications are likely to ensue rather rapidly. The opening was part of the repertoire of nearly top grandmasters in the 1950s or 1960s. It has since had its ups and downs but is still a trademark defense for Azeri Grandmaster Teimur Radjabov.

Game 1

R.Ponomariov (2727) – J.Ivanov (2431) 

Villarrobledo 2009

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 d6 3.Nf3 g6 4.g3 Bg7 5.Bg2 0–0 6.0–0 c6 7.b3 Nbd7 8.Bb2 e5 

The main lines are 8...Qc7, and 8...Re8.

9.dxe5 dxe5 10.Nxe5 Ng4 

10...Nxe5 11.Bxe5 Qxd1 12.Rxd1 Re8 13.f4 Ng4 14.Bxg7 Kxg7 15.Nc3 Ne3 16.Rd2 Bf5 and Black has some compensation for the pawn, but not enough, Kurajica-Barlov, Yugoslavia 1984.

11.Nxd7 Bxb2 12.Nxf8 

[image: 1-1 bw]

What is Black's best move: 12...Qa5, or 12...Qxf8? And what is the likely follow-up in each case?

12...Qa5 

The text move is a losing mistake. After 12...Qxf8 13.Nd2 Nxh2 14.Kxh2 Bxa1 15.Qxa1 Qh6+ 16.Kg1 Qxd2, the chances are about even.

13.Qd2 Qxd2 14.Nxd2 Bxa1 15.Nxg6 Ending up two pawns down, Black resigned. 

1–0

Game 2

D.Del Rey (2380) – L.Bronstein (2425) 

Buenos Aires 1993

1.d4 Nf6 2.Nf3 g6 3.c4 Bg7 4.Bg5 Ne4 5.Bf4 c5 6.e3 

Or 6.Qc2 Qa5+ 7.Nbd2 Nxd2 8.Bxd2 Qb6 9.e3 d6 10.Bc3 cxd4 11.Nxd4 0–0 12.Be2 Nc6 with chances to both sides, Berkovich-Yandemirov, Alushta 1993.

6...Qa5+ 7.Nc3 

White has also tried 7.Nbd2 cxd4 8.exd4 Nc6 9.Be3 0–0 10.a3 d5 11.cxd5 Nxd2 12.Qxd2 Qxd5 13.Be2 Na5 14.Rd1 Bd7 and Black has taken control of the game, Galojan-Sanikidze, Yerevan 2004.

7...Nc6 8.Qd3 Nxc3 9.bxc3 

9.Qxc3 is my computer's favorite move, but after 9...Qb6 10.0–0–0 0–0 only Black can be better.

9...d6 10.Bg3 0–0 11.Be2 

[image: 2-1]

How should Black proceed?

11...cxd4 12.exd4 e5! 

Incredibly, White is all of a sudden in serious trouble.

13.0–0 Bf5 14.Qe3?? 

Now White loses without any further ado, but 14.Qd1 Qxc3 leaves Black with a clean pawn up.

14...exd4 15.cxd4 Rae8 Losing a piece, White decided it was time to resign. 

0–1

Game 3

M.Oleksienko (2559) – A.Smith (2448) 

Lviv 2010

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.f3 e5 4.dxe5 Nh5 5.Nh3 Nc6 6.Nc3 Nxe5 7.Bg5!? 

This bishop move hardly counts as a refutation, but it does lead to positions with interesting pawn structures/weaknesses on both sides: 

Another option is 7.e4 Bc5 (7...d5 8.Qxd5 Qe7 9.Nf2 c6 10.Qa5 Bg7 11.Be3 0–0 12.Be2 Qf6 13.0–0–0 Nf4 with some compensation for the pawn, Zawadzki-Luther, Oberwart 2005) 8.Bg5 f6 9.Bd2 d6 10.Nf4 Nxf4 11.Bxf4 Be6 12.Qb3 (12.b3 0–0 13.Qd2 f5 is quite comfortable for Black but better than the game continuation) 12...0–0 13.Na4 Bd4! (I think White had failed to consider this move along with Black's follow-up; Black is now clearly better) 14.Rd1?! (14.0–0–0!? c5 15.Nc3 a6 16.Nd5 was the lesser evil, having the king stuck in the center hardly helps White) 14...c5 15.Nc3 f5 16.Bg3 fxe4 17.Nxe4 b5! 18.Qxb5? Rb8 19.Qa6 

[image: 3-1]

What is Black's best move?

19...Rxb2! 20.Be2 Rxe2+ 21.Kxe2 and White resigned at the same time, 0–1,  Mensch-Szeberenyi, Budapest 2002.

7...f6 

Or 7...Be7?! 8.Bxe7 Qxe7 9.Nd5 Qd8 10.Qd4 d6 11.f4 c6 12.Nc3 c5 13.Qe3 Bxh3 14.fxe5 Be6 15.0–0–0 0–0 16.Qh6 (16.exd6!? b6 17.g3 is clearly better for White) 16...Bxc4?! (also 16...Qh4 17.g3 Qxc4 18.e4 Qb4 19.Be2 is very good for White) 17.g4 Ng7 

[image: 3-2]

How should White best continue?

18.e3! (18.Rxd6! Qc7 19.e3 is just as good) 18...Bxf1 19.Ne4! f6 20.Rxd6 (20.Rhxf1! Ne8 21.g5 f5 22.Nf6+ Nxf6 23.gxf6 is even stronger) 20...Qxd6 21.Nxd6 fxe5 22.Qg5 Ne8 23.Nf5, and Black called it a day, 1–0, Khismatullin-Isajevsky, Kazan 2006.

8.Bc1 d6 

[image: 3-3]

What is best: Play 8...d6 to chase the knight before capturing on c4 or capture on c4 immediately?

If Black wanted to take the pawn on c4, now was the right time: 8...Nxc4 9.e4 Nb6 (9...Ne5 10.f4 Nf7 11.Be3 leaves White with decent compensation for the pawn thanks for Black's oddly placed knights) 10.a4 d5 (or 10...a5 11.Be3 Bb4 12.Bxb6 cxb6 13.Qb3 with ample positional compensation for the pawn) 11.a5 Nd7 12.Nxd5 c6 13.Ndf4 with slightly better chances for White.

9.Nf2 Nxc4?? 

This mistake must have happened because Black simply played too fast and having made the decision to capture on c4 ahead of playing...d7–d6.

10.Qa4+ and Black resigned. 

1–0

Game 4

E.Gausel (2570) – J.Hodgson (2485) 

Oslo 1994

1.Nf3 d6 2.d4 Nf6 3.c4 g6 4.Nc3 Bf5 5.Ng5 Bg7 6.e4 Bg4 7.f3 

White has also played 7.Be2 and although fine for White, Black has scored 100% against in a handful of games.

7...Bc8 

In another grandmaster game, Black played 7...Bd7.

8.f4 0–0 9.Be2 e5? 

[image: 4-1]

What is wrong with this move?

Black should have played 9...c5

10.dxe5 dxe5 11.Qxd8 Rxd8 12.fxe5 Ne8 13.0–0 

Black does not have a satisfactory way to meet the threat against the f7 pawn, for instance, 13.0–0 Be6 14.Nxe6 fxe6 15.Bg5! followed by Bg4 with a large advantage for White.

1–0

Game 5

G.Welling (2369) – M.Hebden (2521) 

Caleta 2005

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.Nf3 0–0 5.Bf4 c5 6.d5 d6 7.Qd2 b5 8.cxb5 a6 9.e4 axb5 

Or 9...Qa5 10.bxa6 (10.b6!? looks like the best move for White) 10...Nbd7 11.Be2 Bxa6 12.Bxa6 Qxa6 13.Qe2 Rfb8 14.Bc1 Nb6 15.Qxa6 Rxa6 with a wonderful Benko Gambit position for Black, Ragnarsson-Mortensen, Reykjavik 1997

10.Bxb5 Qa5 11.Be2 Ba6 

[image: 5-1]

Here White played 12.0–0 and resigned at the same time. What did he suddenly discover to cause the resignation?

The resignation was quite premature, but after 12.0–0 Nxe4 13.Nxe4 Qxd2 14.Nfxd2 Bxe2 15.Rfe1 Bd3 16.Nc3 Ra7 Black is playing a Benko Gambit where Black has won the pawn back and has the bishop pair. 

0–1

Game 6

E.Tomashevsky (2555) – R.Khusnutdinov (2354) 

World Championship U18 (Belfort) 2005

1.Nf3 g6 2.c4 d6 3.Nc3 Nf6 4.d4 Bf5 5.Nd2 e5 6.d5 Bh6 

Black has 6...a5 available as well, e.g. 7.e4 Bd7 8.a4 Bh6 9.h4 Na6 10.Nb3 Bxc1 11.Qxc1 c6 12.Qd2 Qb6 13.Ra3 Ng4 14.h5 Nb4 15.hxg6 fxg6 and Black has the initiative, Werner-Glek, Germany 2005.

7.g3 

White can also try 7.e3: 7...0–0 8.Be2 Qc8 9.h3 a5 10.g4 Bd7 11.Nf3 Bg7 12.e4 Na6 13.Be3 Nc5 14.Qc2 Ne8 and White has more space and better chances, Krush-Blatny, Kansas 2003.

7...0–0 

Or 7...a5 8.Bg2 (8.c5!?) 8...Na6 9.Nb3 Bxc1 10.Rxc1 b6 11.0–0 0–0 12.e4 Bd7 is fine for Black, Komarov-Grimberg, Massy 1993.

8.Bg2 Na6 9.a3 Qc8 10.h3 

[image: 6-1]

Now Black played 10...Nh5, intending to meet 11.g4 with 11...Nf4. What did Black miss?

10...Nh5? 11.g4 Nf4 12.Bf1! 

After this retreat, Black cannot save both the bishop on f5 and the knight on f4, which has no escape squares, e.g., 12...Bd7 13 e3.

12...Nc5 13.gxf5 Qxf5 14.b4 And Black resigned. He is just a piece down without compensation.

1–0

Game 7

R.Cusi (2375) – M.Vucic (2387) 

San Francisco 1999

1.c4 e5 2.Nc3 Nf6 3.g3 Nc6 4.Bg2 g6 5.Nf3 Bg7 6.d4 d6 7.0–0 0–0 8.d5 Ne7 9.e4 Ne8 10.Ne1 f5 11.Nd3 fxe4 

The more common move order to arrive at our med position below is 11...Nf6 12.Bg5 fxe4 13.Nxe4

12.Nxe4 Nf6 13.Bg5 

[image: 7-1]

What happens if Black kicks the White bishop with 13...h7–h6?

13...h6 

Black has a couple of more frequently played alternatives: 

13...Nxe4 14.Bxe4 Bh3 (or 14...Bf5 15.Qe2 h6 16.Bxe7 Qxe7 17.Bxf5 gxf5 18.Nf4 Rf6 19.Rae1 Qf7 20.Ne6 and White's beautiful knight on e6 promises him an advantage, Barnaure-Sofronie, Predeal 2006) 15.Re1 Bf6 16.Bxf6 Rxf6 17.f4 exf4 18.Nxf4 Bd7 19.Qb3 with a clear positional plus for White, Bruzon Batista-Jimenez Fraga, Havana 2013. 

13...Nf5 14.Re1 (or 14.Kh1 h6 15.Nxf6+ Bxf6 16.Bd2 Qd7 17.Bc3 Qg7 18.Qb3 with a tiny plus for White, Epishin-J.Polgar, Las Palmas 1994) 14...h6 15.Nxf6+ Bxf6 16.Bd2 Kh7 17.Bc3 Bd7 18.c5 and White has grabbed hold of the initiative, Karpov-J. Polgar, Las Palmas 1994. In our main game, Black probably forgot that he had to play...Nf5 before...h7–h6.

14.Nxf6+ Of course! Black has to recapture with the bishop and the h6–pawn falls. Therefore Black, in disgust, chose to resign. 

1–0

Game 8

P. Moeller Nielsen – B.Jacobsen 

Randers 1970

1.Nf3 Nf6 2.g3 g6 3.Bg2 Bg7 4.c4 0–0 5.Nc3 c6 6.0–0 Qa5 7.d4 d6 8.Bg5 

This line is quite rare. Instead, 8.e4 and 8.h3 are played very frequently.

8...Qb4 

8...h6 9.Bxf6 Bxf6 10.Rb1 Bg7 11.b4 Qc7 12.b5 Nd7 13.Qa4?! (13.Qd3!? Nb6) 13...Nb6 14.Qb3 Be6 15.d5 cxd5 16.Nxd5 Bxd5 17.cxd5 Qd7 18.Rfc1, and draw agreed, ½–½, on Garcia Palermo-Piscopo, Turin 2006; it is clear that Black cannot be dissatisfied with the outcome of the opening. 

8...Be6 9.d5 Bd7 10.Qd2 Rc8 11.Bxf6 Bxf6 12.Ne4 Qxd2 13.Nxf6+ Kg7 14.Nh5+ gxh5 15.Nxd2 cxd5 16.Bxd5 Bc6 17.Bg2 Bxg2 18.Kxg2 Nd7 19.Rfc1 with an endgame that is marginally better for White, but the players continued for a long time before settling for a draw, Wu Wenjin-Ye Jiangchuan, Yongchuan 2003.

9.Qd3 

[image: 8-1]

Time to make some calculations: Black figured that if he now played 9...Bf5 and White then continued with 10.e4, and he would be able to play 10...Nxe4 11.Nxe4 d5, winning back the piece with a good position. Is that a correct calculation, or did he miss something?

9...Bf5? 

9...Be6!? can also be considered for Black, e.g., 10.b3 d5 11.Ne5 Rd8 with a very playable position for Black.

10.e4 Nxe4?? 11.Nxe4 d5 12.cxd5 

Also 12.Qd2! wins for White.

12...cxd5 13.Qc3 Sneaking out of the pin thanks to the threat against Black's queen; after 13...Qxc3, White, of course, recaptures with the knight on e4. Thus, Black resigned. 

1–0

Game 9

T.Nalbandian (2478) – A.Khudyakov (2365) 

Alushta 2003

1.d4 Nf6 2.Nf3 g6 3.g3 Bg7 4.Bg2 0–0 5.0–0 d6 6.c4 Nbd7 7.Nc3 Re8 8.e4 e5 9.h3 exd4 10.Nxd4 Nc5 11.Re1 Qe7 

This move is quite unusual. Black has tried many different moves in this particular position. The main line is 11...a5, which has been played in well over 1000 games in my database. A relatively recent game continued 12.Qc2 c6 13.Be3 Qc7 14.Rad1 Be6 15.b3 Rad8 16.f4 Bc8 17.Bf2 h5!? with chances to both sides, Korobov-Bachmann,  Moscow 2016, a game which Black won in the end.

12.Bg5 

[image: 9-1]

How should White respond to 12...h6?

12...h6? 

12...c6 would have been the logical move, after which Black should not be any worse.

13.Nd5 And Black resigned, which is ridiculously early, but simple one-move blunders like Black's 12th move can cause that kind of reaction. After 13.Nd5 Qd8 14.Nxf6+ Bxf6 15.Bxh6 and Black has very little compensation for the lost pawn. 

1–0

Game 10

M.Najdorf – H.Rossetto 

Mar del Plata 1956

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 d6 3.Nf3 g6 4.g3 Bg7 5.Bg2 0–0 6.0–0 Nbd7 7.Nc3 e5 8.e4 Re8 9.h3 c6 10.Be3 exd4 11.Nxd4 Nc5 12.Qc2 a5 

Black frequently plays 12...Qe7 here as well.

13.Rad1 

The main line. The alternatives are 13.Rfe1 and 13.Nb3.

13...a4 

[image: 10-1]

How should White continue?

Black normally proceeds with 13...Qe7, for instance 14.Rfe1 a4 (14...h5 15.f3 Bd7 16.Bf4 b6 17.Nde2 Nb7 18.Na4 Ra6 19.Qd3 promises White the better chances, M.Petrosyan-Grigoryan, Yerevan 2016) 15.f3 Nfd7 16.Bf2 Ne5 17.b3 axb3 18.axb3 Ra3 19.Nb1 Ra8 20.Nc3 Ra3 21.Nb1 Ra8 22.Nc3 Ra3 and draw agreed, ½–½, Ghosh-Kovalev, Pune 2014.

14.Nxc6! 

Black's 13th move is a very common mistake, having been played at all levels in more than 30 games in my database.

14...bxc6 

14...Qb6 15.Nd4 Bd7 16.Ndb5 Bxb5 17.Nxb5 Rad8 (or 17...Red8 18.b4 axb3 19.axb3, and Black resigned, 1–0, J.Horvath-Hebesberger,  Aschach 2008) 18.b4 axb3 19.axb3 Qa5 20.Nxd6 Rxd6 21.Rxd6 Ncxe4 22.Rd3, and while the grandmaster playing Black was an exchange and a pawn down right here, he eventually managed to salvage a draw against his much lower-rated opponent, Gauglitz-Vogt, Salzwedel 1982.

15.Bxc5 And Black resigned. 

1–0

Game 11

O.Almeida Quintana (2484) – H.Herraiz Hidalgo (2456) 

Havana 2002

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 0–0 5.Nf3 c6 6.h3 d5 7.e5 Ne4 8.Bd3 Bf5 

This is an extremely rare line. The normal move is 8...Nxc3 9.bxc3 dxc4 10.Bxc4 c5 11.0–0 Nc6, and here White has several things to choose between: 

a) 12.a4 cxd4 13.cxd4 b6 (13...Bf5!?) 14.Be3 Bb7 15.Rc1 Rc8 16.e6 f5 17.d5 Na5 18.Ba2, and White is clearly in command, Levin-Piscopo,  Gallipoli 2012. 

b) 12.Re1 Na5 13.Bd3 cxd4 14.cxd4 Be6 15.Qe2 Rc8 16.Bg5 Qd7 17.Rad1 h6 18.Bf4 Bd5 and Black is by no means any worse, Bischoff-Kempinski, Germany 2002.

c) 12.Ba3 cxd4 13.cxd4 Na5 14.Bd3 Be6 15.Be4 Nc4 16.Bb4 a5 17.Bc5 Rc8 18.Bxb7 Rc7 19.Be4 Bd5 20.Qe2 Nxe5 21.Nxe5 Bxe5, Black has won the pawn back in Li Chao-Mamedov, Ningbo 2011, and now White should have opted for 22.Bxg6 Bh2+ 23.Kxh2 hxg6 24.Kg1.

9.Qc2 Na6 10.a3 Qa5 

[image: 11-1]

How does White deal with the threat of ...Nb4?

11.0–0! 

White simply ignores the "threat," thus inviting Black to go ahead. This development should have caused Black some alarm and made him take the time to realize White White couldn't be bothered to deal with the threat.

11...Nb4? 

Instead, Black should have played 11...Nxc3 12.Bxf5 dxc4 13.bxc3 gxf5 14.Rb1 b5 15.Qxf5 with a significant advantage for White.

12.axb4 Qxa1 13.g4 Bd7?? 

After 13...Nxc3 14.gxf5 dxc4 15.Bxc4 b5 16.fxg6 bxc4 17.gxh7+ Kh8 18.bxc3 Black saves his queen, but the position is terrible if not lost. 

Also 13...dxc4 14.Bxe4 Bxe4 15.Qxe4 Qa6 is not desirable for Black.

14.Be3! 

Black faces severe material losses after 14.Be3 Qa6 15.cxd5 Qb6 16.Bxe4 Qxb4 17.Ne1, which doesn't look worth playing on. 

1–0

Game 12

T.Gareev (2584) – D.Paunovic (2435) 

Figueira da Foz 2015

1.d4 d6 2.c4 g6 3.e4 Bg7 4.Nc3 Nf6 5.Be2 0–0 6.Bg5 Na6 7.f4 c5 8.d5 Qa5 9.Qd2 e6 10.Nf3 

An interesting alternative for White is 10.dxe6, for instance 10...Bxe6 11.Nf3 Bg4 (11...h6!?) 12.0–0 Nc7?! (12...Rae8!?) 13.f5 Nd7 14.Qxd6 Bxf3 15.Qxd7 Bxe2 16.Nxe2 Bxb2 17.Rad1 with a large, possibly winning advantage for White, Tukmakov-Barbero, Wijk aan Zee 1991.

10...exd5 11.cxd5 c4?! 

The main line is 11...Re8 12.0–0 Bg4 (or 12...c4 13.Kh1 b5 14.e5 Nd7 15.e6 fxe6 16.dxe6 Ndc5 17.e7 and White is already significantly better, Rusev-Erdogdu, Svilengrad 2005) 13.e5 Nd7 14.e6 fxe6 15.h3 Bxf3 16.Bxf3 Bd4+ 17.Kh1 Nc7 18.dxe6 Nxe6 19.Bxb7 Rab8 20.Bd5 Kh8 with chances to both sides, Sergienko-Cherniaev, Tula 1998.

12.0–0 Nc5 13.e5?! 

[image: 12-1]

Now Black calculated that if he plays 13...Nce4, then after 14.Nxe4 Qb6+ 15.Kh1 Nxe4, he would have a good game; what did he miss?

White should have given preference to 13.Bxf6 Bxf6 14.e5 Qb6 (14...dxe5 15.fxe5 is even worse) 15.Kh1 Bg7 16.Bxc4 Bg4 17.Rae1 with a clear plus for White.

13...Nce4?? 

Black's best is 13...Qb6! 14.Bxc4 Nce4+ 15.Qd4 Nxg5 16.fxg5 Qxd4+ 17.Nxd4 Ng4 and Black is no worse, for instance: 18.Ne6! Nxe5 (18...fxe6 19.dxe6 Kh8 20.Rxf8+ Bxf8 21.Rf1 Bg7 22.Rf7! Nxe5 23.Re7 Bxe6 24.Bxe6 leaves White with the better chances - this line obviously was computer assisted!) 19.Nxf8 Nxc4 20.Nxh7 Kxh7 21.Rxf7 Kg8 22.Rc7 Nxb2, and Black should be fine.

14.Nxe4 Qb6+ 

This check was necessary because the queen was hanging and 14...Qxd2 is met by recapture with either of the knights, and White is a piece up.

15.Nf2! This little knight retreat was overlooked by Black, who therefore resigned on the spot. 

1–0

Game 13

L.Basin (2350) – Y.Balashov (2540) 

Uzhgorod 1988

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 5.Be2 0–0 6.Bg5 h6 7.Be3 c5 8.dxc5 Qa5 9.Bd2 Qxc5 10.Nf3 Nc6 11.0–0 

Or 11.h3 Nd4 12.Nxd4 Qxd4 13.Qc2 Be6 14.0–0 Qc5 15.Be3 Qa5 16.Rac1 Rfc8 17.b3 Nd7 with a typical Maroczy Bind minor plus for White, but Black's position is completely solid, Uhlmann-Gligoric, Amsterdam 1971.

11...Be6 

Black has also tried the immediate 11...Nd4, e.g. 12.Nxd4 Qxd4 13.Qc2 Qe5 14.Kh1 Qc5 15.Be3 Qa5 16.Qd2 h5 17.f3 Rd8 18.a3 Bd7 19.b4 Qc7 20.Rac1 with a comfortable advantage in space for White, Tarjan-Vukic, Novi Sad 1975.

12.Nd5 

[image: 13-1]

We have seen above that Black often plays an idea involving...Nd4, can he play it here as well?

In another game, White tried 12.Be3 Qa5 13.Nd4 Nxd4 14.Bxd4 Rfc8 (14...Rac8 15.b3 Nd7 is perfectly okay for Black) 15.b3 b5?! 16.Nxb5 Nxe4 17.Bxg7 Kxg7 18.Bf3 and White is clearly better, Lombard-Wagman,  Reggio Emilia 1975.

12...Nd4?? 13.Bb4! Ouch! Black doesn't lose the knight; he loses the queen! After 13.Bb4 Nxf3+ 14.gxf3, the queen can only retreat to c6 or c8; in each case, White plays 15.Nxe7+, forking the king and queen. 

1–0

Game 14

L.Krizsany (2415) – T.Likavsky (2400) 

Slovakian Team Ch 2001

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 5.Be2 0–0 6.Bg5 Na6 7.Qd2 e5 8.d5 Bd7 

A rare, but not necessarily bad line for Black. Instead, the main lines that have been played far more frequently are 8...c6, 8...Qe8, and 8...Nc5.

9.f3 

The alternatives are: 

9.h4 Nc5 10.f3 Qe8 (10...Na4 11.Nxa4 Bxa4 12.g4 Qe7 13.Nh3 Rfe8 14.Nf2 Qf8 15.h5 h6 16.Be3 with a strong initiative for White, Movsziszian-Knuth, Bad Wildbad 1993) 11.b4 (11.Bd1!?) 11...Na6 (11...Na4!?) 12.a3 Nh5 13.g4 Nf4 14.Rc1? (14.Nh3!? is a much better alternative) 14...f5 15.h5 fxg4 16.fxg4 Ng2+ 17.Kd1 Ba4+ 18.Nxa4 Qxa4+ and Black is already on the verge of winning, Kula-Muse, Berlin 1991. 

9.Bd1 Nc5 (9...c6 10.dxc6 Bxc6 11.f3 Nc7 12.Nge2 Ne6 13.Be3 Nh5 14.Bc2 Nhf4 15.0–0 Qg5 and Black is doing fine, P.Short-Aguera Naredo,  Bunratty 2014) 10.Bc2 a5 11.Nge2 Qb8!? 12.0–0 Qa7 13.h3 c6?! (13...a4!?) 14.dxc6 Bxc6 15.Bxf6 Bxf6 16.Qxd6 Ne6 17.Nd5 Bxd5 18.cxd5 Rfd8 19.Qa3 with a better game for White, Farago-Alvir, Austria 2009.

9...h6 

[image: 14-1]

This “sacrifice” is a common idea for Black in these where White has set himself up in this fashion with Bg5, Qd2, f3; Black intends to meet 10.Bxh6 with 10...Nxe4 11.Nxe4 (or 11.fxe4) 11...Qh4+ and then 12...Qxh6. However, in this case, Black missed something, can you spot what?

In another master game, Black tried 9...c6 10.g4 (10.dxc6 Bxc6 11.Rd1!? can also be considered for White) 10...cxd5 11.cxd5 Qa5 12.Nh3 Rfc8 13.Nf2 h6 14.Be3 h5 15.h3 Nc5 16.Rb1 Qd8 17.0–0 Nh7 18.b4 Na6 19.Rfc1 with a small, but clear advantage for White, De Souza-Milos, Santos 2008.

10.Bxh6 Nxe4 11.Nxe4 Qh4+ 12.g3 Qxh6 13.Nf6+! And Black resigned. A nasty miss.

After 13.Nf6+ Kh8 14.Qxh6+ Bxh6 15.Nxd7 Rfd8 16.Nf6, the knight returns home, and White is up a piece. Black has undoubtedly seen 13.Qxh6 Bxh6 14.Nf6+ Kg7 15.Nxd7 Rfd8 and the knight has nowhere to go but 16.Nxe5 dxe5 and Black has ample compensation for the pawn on account of his lead in development. 

1–0

Game 15

S.Johannessen – M.Tal 

Reykjavik 1964

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 0–0 5.f4 d6 6.Nf3 c5 7.dxc5 Qa5 8.Bd3 Nfd7 

[image: 15-1]

This move is a somewhat rare continuation. The normal move is, of course, 8...Qxc5

9.Bd2 

This was the normal move until Ljubojevic introduced the rook sacrifice 9.cxd6!?. In the stem game, play continued as follows: 9...Bxc3+ 10.bxc3 Qxc3+ 11.Qd2 Qxa1 12.dxe7 Re8 13.e5 Nc6 14.0–0 Nd4 15.Bb2?! (15.Ng5!? Nc5 16.Ba3 Ncb3 17.Qf2 Qc3 18.Qh4 h5 19.Ne4 leaves White with devastating attack, Gretarsson-Van der Wiel, Leeuwarden 1995) 15...Nxf3+ 16.gxf3 Qxa2 17.f5 Nc5 18.f6 and while it is not clear that Black should be any worse at this point (in fact my computer claims he is clearly better) the black position is tricky to play and he eventually lost an interesting game, Ljubojevic-Van der Wiel, Wijk aan Zee 1986.

9...Nxc5 10.Bc2 

The alternatives are: 

10.Qe2 Nc6 11.Nd5 Qd8 12.Bc3 Bxc3+ 13.Nxc3 Bg4 14.Rd1 e5 15.Qe3 Nd4 with a pleasant position for Black, Kavalek-Bednarski, Bucharest 1966. 

10.Be2 Nc6 11.Nd5 Qd8 12.Qc2 Bg4 13.Bc3 Bxc3+ 14.bxc3 Na5 15.Ne3 Bxf3 16.Bxf3 Rc8, and Black has the upper hand, Danov-Jansa, Wijk aan Zee 1971.

10...Qb4 

10...Nc6!? 11.a3?! (11.Nd5!?) 11...Qa6 12.Nb5 Bg4 13.Rb1 Nd4 14.Nbxd4 Bxd4 15.Qe2 Rac8 16.h3 Bxf3 17.gxf3 Na4 and Black has the clearly better chances, Gorbatov-Bologan, Novgorod 1995.

11.Bb3?! 

If White tries to punish Black for his queen adventure with 11.Nd5, Black should be able to get away with some pawn grabbing: 11...Qxb2 (or 11...Qxc4 12.b3 Nd3+ 13.Bxd3 Qxd3 14.Nxe7+ Kh8 15.Qb1 Qxb1+ 16.Rxb1 Na6 17.Nxc8 Rfxc8 and Black has nothing to worry about) 12.e5 (12.Nxe7+ Kh8 13.Rc1 Be6 14.Nd5 Nbd7 is fine for Black) 12...Nc6 13.a3 Bf5 14.Bxf5 gxf5 15.Bc3 Qb3 16.Qxb3 Nxb3 17.Rb1 Nc5 18.exd6 Bxc3+ 19.Nxc3 exd6 and Black obviously has no problems.

11...Qb6 

[image: 15-2]

White now calculated 12.Qe2 Nxb3 13.Nd5 Qd8 14.axb3 with an active and attractive position for White. What did he miss?

12.Qe2?! Nxb3 13.Nd5?? 

This was obviously the idea behind White's previous two moves. He should have settled for 13.axb3 Qxb3 14.Nd5 Nc6 and White does not have full compensation for the pawn.

13...Qa6! 

The pawn on a2 is pinned. Now White is just lost.

14.Rd1 Qxa2 15.Nc7 Na6 And Black resigned. He will end up with a rook for two pieces and a couple of pawns. 

0–1

Game 16

V.Malaniuk (2545) – S.Matveeva (2380) 

Frunze 1987

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 5.f4 0–0 6.Nf3 c5 7.dxc5 Qa5 8.Bd3 dxc5?! 

8...Qxc5 is the normal move.

9.e5 Ne8?! 

This is too passive. The normal move is 9...Nfd7 10.Qe2 (or 10.h4 Nc6 11.Bd2 Ndb8 12.h5 Qd8 13.Be3 Nd4 14.Ng5 Bf5 15.Nge4 Nbc6 16.g4 was Gabriel-Klundt, Bad Wiessee 1998, and now 16...Bxe4 17.Bxe4 Qc8 would have left both sides with a share of the chances. White could consider 16.h6!? a possible improvement) 10...Nc6 11.Be3 Nb6 12.0–0 Bg4 13.Nb5 Nd7?! (Black should have played 13...Na4 14.b3 a6 15.bxa4 axb5 16.axb5 Nd4 17.Bxd4 cxd4 18.h3 Bxf3 19.Qxf3 b6 with some compensation for the pawn) 14.Be4 Rac8 15.Rfd1 Rfd8 16.a3 b6? 17.h3 Bf5 18.Bxf5 gxf5 19.Qc2 and White is close to winning, Bogut-Radovanovic, Sibenik 2016.

10.0–0 Nc6 11.Be3 Bg4 12.Be4 

White is already dominating.

12...Rc8 13.h3 Bxf3 14.Qxf3 f6 

[image: 16-1]

How should White best continue?

15.Qg4! Here Black decided to resign. After 15.Qg4 f5 16.Bd5+ Kh8 17.Qh4 and Black is basically without a decent move, which was enough for Black to call it a day. 

1–0

Game 17

O.Rodriguez Vargas (2470) – J.Magem Badals (2485) 

Spanish Team Championship (Linares) 1991

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 5.f4 0–0 6.Nf3 Na6 7.e5 Nd7 8.h4 c5 9.e6? 

This advance is a tempting option, but ultimately not very good. Instead 9.d5 dxe5 10.h5 exf4 11.Bxf4 Nf6 12.hxg6 fxg6 13.Qd2 Bf5 with chances to both sides is preferable as in Vasquez Schroder-Solleveld, Esbjerg 2005.

9...fxe6 10.h5 cxd4 

[image: 17-1]

11.Ne4? 

White plows ahead with an optimistic attack. He should have played 11.Nxd4 Ndc5 12.hxg6 hxg6 13.Be3, which is fine for White and also acceptable for Black after 13...e5.

11...Nf6!? 

Black has a strong response in 11...e5! 12.hxg6 hxg6 13.Nh4 Qe8 and Black is doing rather well.

12.Neg5 h6 13.hxg6 hxg5 14.Nxg5 e5! 

Or 14...Qa5+ 15.Bd2 Qf5 and Black is winning.

15.fxe5 Qa5+ White attack is over, and the material down the drain. 

0–1

Game 18

A.Hambleton (2463) – A.Shabalov (2557) 

Philadelphia 2013

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 5.f3 0–0 6.Be3 Nc6 7.Nge2 a6 8.Qd2 Na5 9.Nc1 Nd7 10.Be2 c5 11.0–0 

Or 11.Nb3 Nxb3 12.axb3 cxd4 13.Bxd4 Bxd4 14.Qxd4 Nc5 and Black has already equalized, Laznicka-Shabalov, Arlington 2014.

11...cxd4 

Of less relevance is 11...Nc6, e.g., 12.Nb3 b6 (12...cxd4 takes the game in the direction of a Maroczy Bind, but clearly Black wasn't interested in that) 13.Rfd1 Bb7 14.d5 Ncb8 15.Bh6 Nf6 16.Bxg7 Kxg7 17.a4 with a comfortable plus for White, Fathallah-A.L'Ami, Cardiff 2016.

12.Bxd4 Ne5 13.b3 

13.Qd1 g5 14.Nd5 Naxc4 15.b3 e6 16.bxc4 exd5 17.cxd5 f5 18.exf5 Bxf5 and Black has equalized, Barus-Shyam, Jakarta 2013.

13...Nac6 14.Be3 

[image: 18-1]

How should Black continue?

14...Qa5! And White resigned!

The problem for White is that after 14...Qa5, there is no way of stopping the threat of ...Nxf3, followed by...Bxc3, winning a pawn. Of course, resigning because you are losing a pawn is a bit drastic, but clearly, White felt his day had already been ruined, and having to defend a pawn down as White against a grandmaster was not his idea of fun. 

0–1

Game 19

A.Moiseenko (2559) – I.Zaitsev (2444) 

Moscow 2002

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 d6 3.Nc3 g6 4.e4 Bg7 5.f3 0–0 6.Be3 Nc6 7.Nge2 Bd7

8.Qd2 e5 9.d5 

[image: 19-1]

9...Nb4 

This is a relatively rare line. Black in our main game has also tried another knight move on several occasions: 9...Na5 10.Ng3 (or 10.Nc1 b6 11.b4 Nb7 12.Rb1 a5 13.a3 Nh5 14.Nd3 Nf4 15.g3 Nxd3+ 16.Bxd3 f5 17.exf5 gxf5 with chances to both sides, Ionescu-I.Zaitsev, Bucharest 1993) 10...b6 11.b4 (11.Bd3 is another interesting option for White: 11...Nb7 12.0–0 a5 13.b3 Ne8 14.Bc2 Qe7 15.Rae1 Nd8 16.Kh1 Kh8 17.a3 Nf6 18.Nb5 Ne8 19.Bd3 with a comfortable game for White, Dragomarezkij-I.Zaitsev, Minsk 1993) 11...Nb7 12.Rb1 a5 13.a3 Ne8 14.Bd3 f5 15.exf5 gxf5 16.Bg5 Bf6 17.Bxf6 Qxf6 18.0–0 Ng7 19.f4 and White is clearly in command of the game, Vyzmanavin-I.Zaitsev, Podolsk 1992.

10.g4 

White has also had success with 10.0–0–0!?, e.g. 10...a5 11.h4 a4 12.Kb1 a3 13.b3 Nh5 14.g4 Nf4 15.Nxf4 exf4 16.Bd4 Be5 17.Bxe5 dxe5 18.c5 c6 19.h5 g5 20.Na4 with a very uncomfortable position for Black, Kogan-I.Zaitsev, Soviet Union 1971.

10...a5 

Alternatively, Black has tried 10...h5 11.gxh5 (11.g5!? Ne8 12.0–0–0 looks pretty good for White as well) 11...Nxh5 12.Ng3?! (12.0–0–0!? is better) 12...Nf4 13.a3 a5 14.Rb1 Na6 15.b4 axb4 16.axb4 was played in Amidzic-Yanvarjov, Moscow 1991, and now 16...Qh4 is very nice for Black.

11.Ng3 Qe7 12.0–0–0 Ne8 13.h4 Bf6 14.Qh2 Kh8 

[image: 19-2]

And here Black resigned at the same time! How should White continue to justify Black's resignation?

14...Kh8 15.g5 Bg7 16.h5, and here Black has to play 16...h6 to stay in the game, and this is, of course, a clear sign that things are pretty dire for Black. One possible continuation is 17.Kb1 a4 18.a3 Na6 19.Bh3 Nc5 20.Bxd7 Nxd7 21.gxh6 Bf6 22.Rdg1 Nc5 23.hxg6 fxg6 24.Nf5 Qh7 25.Ng7 and Black's position is quite horrible. 

1–0

Game 20

M.Suba (2560) – I.Madl (2350) 

Zuerich 1987

1.Nf3 c5 2.c4 Nf6 3.Nc3 g6 4.e4 d6 5.d4 Bg7 6.dxc5 Qa5 7.Nd2 Qxc5 8.Be2 0–0 9.0–0 Bd7 

Black has some alternatives available as well: 

9...a6 10.Nb3 Qc7 11.Be3 Nbd7 12.Qd2 b6 13.f3 Re8 14.Nd5 Qd8 15.Rfd1 Bb7 16.Rac1 Rc8, when White has more space and the slightly better chances, but Black's position is solid and playable, Drabke-Iordachescu, Saint Vincent 2004. 

9...Be6 10.Kh1 (or 10.Nd5 Re8 11.Nb3 Qc8 12.f3 Nfd7 13.Rb1 b6 and White is once more marginally better, but Black has no need to be undue worried) 10...Nbd7 11.Rb1 a6 12.f4 b5 13.Nd5 Bxd5 14.cxd5 Qe3 15.Rf3 Qd4 16.Rd3 Qf2 and Black has already taken control of the game, Suba-Hickl, Graz 1987.

10.Nb3 Qc7 11.Be3 Na6 12.f3 

[image: 20-1]

Now Black played 12...Nc5; why was that a mistake?

12...Nc5?? 

Black should have played 12...b6 13.Nd4 Nc5 14.Rc1 Rac8 15.Ndb5 Qb7 16.Qd2 a6 17.Nd4 Na4 and Black has more or less equalized.

13.e5! 

Now White is winning!

13...Nxb3 

Or 13...Ne8 14.Nd5 Qd8 15.Nxc5 dxc5 16.Bxc5 Bxe5 17.Bxe7 Qb8 18.f4 and White is winning.

14.exf6 Nxa1 15.Nd5 And Black understandably resigned.

1–0

Game 21

Z.Dollah (2448) – J.Vakhidov (2396) 

Bandar Seri Begawan 2012

1.d4 Nf6 2.Nf3 g6 3.c4 Bg7 4.Nc3 0–0 5.e4 d6 6.Qc2 e5 7.dxe5 dxe5 

[image: 21-1]

How does Black respond if White plays 8.Nxe5?

8.Nxe5? 

On my database, I found a game White White instead tried the safer and more logical 8.Bg5 although Black here, too, has no problems: 8...h6?! (8...Nc6!? is probably best) 9.Rd1 Qe8 10.Be3 Na6 11.h3 c6 12.Qd2 Kh7 13.g4 Nd7 with a complicated position with chances to both sides, Petran-Markus, Hungary 2011.

8...Nxe4! 9.Nxe4 Bxe5 10.f4? 

Black is already quite comfortable prior to this move, but once White weakens his position like this, Black is close to winning, and he doesn't even need to try very hard.

10...Bg7 11.Ng3?! Nc6 12.Qd3?! 

I guess White is just not that into development.

12...Re8+ 13.Kd1 

13.Be2?? is of course met by 13...Qxd3.

13...Bg4+ 14.Kd2 Nb4 And White resigned; even if he gives up the queen, he will soon be mated.

0–1

Game 22

G.Flear (2460) – R.Cifuentes Parada (2530) 

Wijk aan Zee 1988

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 d6 3.Nf3 g6 4.Nc3 Bg7 5.e4 0–0 6.Be2 c6 7.0–0 a6 8.e5 dxe5 9.Nxe5 Be6 10.Be3 b5? 

This is awfully ambitious and not terribly good. Instead 10...Nbd7 has been tested in a game by top grandmasters: 11.h3 (11.f4!? Qc7 12.Bf3 looks like a possible improvement) 11...Rc8 12.Nf3 b5 13.c5 Nd5 and Black is doing fine, Vallejo Pons-Kamsky,  Khanty-Mansiysk 2005.

11.b3 Qa5 12.Rc1 Rd8 13.Bf3 

[image: 22-1]

13...Nfd7 

Or 13...bxc4 14.bxc4 Nfd7 15.Bxc6 Nxe5 16.Bxa8 Nxc4 17.Bf3 Nxe3 18.fxe3 with a large advantage for White.

14.Bxc6 

Possibly Black failed to consider the capture with the bishop, although the knight capture is still better for White: 14.Nxc6 Nxc6 15.Bxc6 Rac8 16.Bd5 bxc4 17.bxc4 Nb6 18.Bxe6 fxe6 19.Qg4 Qf5 20.Qxf5 exf5 21.c5 and White has a clear plus.

14...Nxc6 15.Nxc6 With Black losing an exchange on top of the pawn, there is little point in continuing the game against a fellow grandmaster. 

1–0

Game 23

D.Kryakvin (2529) – J.Pechac (2511) 

Pardubice (rapid) 2015

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 5.Nf3 0–0 6.Be2 Bg4 7.Be3 Nfd7 8.d5 c5 9.0–0 a6 10.a4 Qa5 

10...a5 11.Qd2 Qb6 12.Nb5 Nf6 13.Qc2 Na6 14.h3 Nb4 15.Qb1 Bxf3 16.Bxf3 Nd7 with more or less even chances, although I prefer White with his more space, Kovacevic-Gutman,  Bad Woerishofen 2011. 

10...Bxc3 is a provocative idea that is seen in some openings and works from time to time, but of course, Black has to be very careful when handing over his fianchettoed dark-squared bishop: 11.bxc3 Qa5 12.Qc2 Ne5? (12...Bxf3 13.Bxf3 Nf6 is more in keeping with the idea of...Bxc3. White will find it hard to make use of his pair of bishops unless the position gets opened up) 13.Nxe5 Bxe2 14.Nxg6 (not winning a pawn, but this is a poor exchange of pawns for Black, immediately devaluing the idea behind...Bxc3) 14...hxg6 15.Qxe2 Qxc3 (Black got his pawn back, but now the dark squares are weak) 16.Bh6 Rd8 17.Bd2 Qg7 was played in Siebrecht-Hoelzl, Budapest 1994, and here White should have played 18.Rfb1 Nd7 19.Ra3 with a large advantage.

11.Qd2 Qb4!? 12.Qc2 Bxf3 13.gxf3 

[image: 23-1]

White has to recapture on f3 with the pawn to keep the pawn on c4 protected. However, how does White meet Black's "piling-on" move, 13...Nb6?

13...Nb6 

Black should have retreated with 13...Qa5; the text move illustrates that Black has lost his sense of danger.

14.a5! 

Go ahead, please. Eat my pawn if you like...

14...Nxc4 15.Bxc4 And Black resigned. The queen is trapped after 15...Qxc4 16.Ra4. 

1–0

Game 24

H.Clara (2420) – T.Paehtz Sr (2430) 

German Bundesliga 1990

1.c4 g6 2.d4 Bg7 3.Nc3 Nf6 4.e4 d6 5.Be2 0–0 6.Nf3 e5 7.Be3 h6 8.0–0 Na6 9.Re1 

The more common choices are 9.Ne1, 9.dxe5, and 9.h3.

9...Ng4 10.Bc1 exd4 11.Nxd4 Qh4 12.Bxg4 Bxg4 

[image: 24-1]

What should White play? Nf3 or f3?

13.f3?? 

White should have played 13.Nf3 Qd8 (Black has two good alternatives in 13...Qh5 and 13...Qf6) 14.h3 Be6 15.Nd5 Nc5 16.Nd4 Bd7 with more or less equal chances, Karavade-Sengupta, Parramatta 2009.

13...Bxd4+ Oops, White cannot recapture on d4 because it would leave the rook on e1 unprotected.

0–1

Game 25

J.Jorczik (2389) – A.Raykhman (2362) 

Munich 2010

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 5.Be2 0–0 6.Nf3 e5 7.Be3 Qe8 8.dxe5 Ng4 9.Bg5 Nxe5 10.Nd4 

Or 10.0–0 Nxf3+ 11.Bxf3 Qe5 12.Be3 Nc6 13.Rc1 Be6 14.Nd5 Qxb2 15.Nxc7 Rad8 16.Nxe6 fxe6 17.Rb1 Qxa2 18.Rxb7 Qxc4 was played in Svane-Saric, Griesheim 2016, and now 19.Bg4 would have left White with the somewhat chances thanks to Black's “weakfish” pawns and White's pair of bishops.

10...Nbc6 

[image: 25-1]

How should White best continue?

Black normally plays 10...Be6, after 11.Nxe6, then Black has two ways to recapture the knight: 

11...Qxe6 12.Nd5 Na6 13.c5 dxc5 14.0–0 c4 15.f4 Nd3 16.Bxd3 cxd3 17.Qxd3 Nc5 18.Qc4 Qxe4?? (Black should have played 18...Nxe4! 19.Rfe1 f5!, and now the tempting 20.Ne7+ is in fact a mistake (20.Rac1 c5 is better, but still very good for Black) 20...Kf7, guarding the queen and leaving White with massive issues to retrieve the knight, e.g. 21.Qxc7 Bd4+ and all of a sudden Black is having a lot of fun: 22.Kh1 (22.Kf1 Nd2#) 22...Nf2+ 23.Kg1 Nd1+ 24.Kf1 Qa6+ 25.Re2 Bb6 26.Qc1 Ne3+ 27.Ke1 Ba5+ 28.Kf2 Ng4+) 19.Qxc5 and Black resigned, 1–0, Musat-Pavlidis, Skopje 2015.

11...fxe6 12.0–0 Nf7 13.Be3 c5 14.f4 Nc6 15.Bd3 a6 16.Kh1 Rb8 17.Rb1 Nb4 18.Be2 Nc6 19.Qd3 Nd4 and Black appears to have equalized, Inarkiev-Saric, Gjakova 2016.

11.Ndb5! 

The c7–pawn is Black's Achilles heel, and guarding proves incredibly difficult.

11...f6 12.Be3 Rf7 

The first wave handled.

13.Nd5 Qd8 

The second wave handled...

14.f4! 

Ouch! Nowhere for the knight to go while keeping the c7–pawn guarded.

14...a6 15.Nbxc7 And Black resigned, he is already lost. 

1–0

Game 26

S.Holm (2395) – E.Geller

Lugano Olympiad 1968

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 5.Be2 0–0 6.Bg5 Nbd7 7.Qd2 c6 8.Nf3 e5 9.0–0 exd4 10.Nxd4 Nc5 11.f3 

[image: 26-1]

How should Black continue?

11.Qf4 Qe7 12.Rad1 Qe5 (12...Re8 13.Bf3 a5 14.Rfe1 a4 15.h3 Qe5 16.Qc1 Qe7 17.Qf4 Ncd7 18.Qd2 Qf8 19.Nc2 h6 20.Be3 Nh7 was played in Petursson-Kasparov, Reykjavik 1988, and now 21.Bf4 would have promised White the better chances) 13.f3 Ne6 14.Nxe6 Bxe6 15.Kh1 Rfe8 16.Rxd6 Nd7 (In ChessBase Magazine, Avrukh gives 16...Qxf4 17.Bxf4 Nh5 18.Be3 Be5 19.Rdd1 Nf4 20.Bxf4 Bxf4 21.g3 Be5 as playable for Black) 17.Qxe5 Bxe5 18.Rd2 Nb6 19.c5 Bxc3 20.bxc3 Na4 21.Bf6 Nxc5 22.Rfd1 with at best a marginal advantage for White, Grischuk-Svidler, Sochi 2005.

11...Nfxe4 And White, quite prematurely, resigned at this point despite having only lost a pawn. If you ever think that nobody would "fall into" these traps or make the mistakes shown in this book, this example is a reminder that it can happen. Geller, who played Black in this game, had the opportunity to play 11...Nfxe4 three times in games in 1968! Since then, a handful of grandmasters and international masters have let their opponent play 11.f3 and been punished by 11...Nfxe4. In total, I have 34 games in my database where White fell for this trick.

To get a better picture of what could happen then let's take a look at some relatively recent grandmaster games that featured this opening trick: 11...Nfxe4! 12.Nxe4 Nxe4 13.fxe4 Bxd4+ 14.Qxd4 Qxg5 15.Qxd6 Rd8 (15...Qe3+ 16.Rf2 Be6 17.Qd3 Qxd3 18.Bxd3 Rfd8 19.Rf3 Rd4 20.Rc1 Rad8 with a very uncomfortable endgame for White that he nevertheless managed to save, Stefansson-Baburin, Tromso 2014) 16.Qa3 Rd2 17.Rfe1 Be6 18.Qc3 Rad8 19.c5 R8d4 20.b3 Rxe4 21.Bf3 Red4 and White is completely busted, Agdestein-Bacrot, Tromso 2013. 

0–1

Game 27

D.Chuprikov (2422) – A.Areshchenko (2470) 

Alushta 2002

1.c4 Nf6 2.Nc3 g6 3.Nf3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 5.d4 0–0 6.Be2 Nbd7 7.0–0 e5 8.Be3 c6 9.h3 exd4 

Or 9...Qe7 10.Re1 exd4 11.Bxd4 Ne5 12.Be2 Nfd7 13.Rc1 Bh6 14.Rc2 Nc5 15.Bf1 f5 16.Nxe5 dxe5 17.exf5 Bxf5 18.Rxe5 Bxc2 19.Rxe7 Bxd1 20.Bxc5 Bc2 21.Rxb7 Rf7 22.Rxf7 Kxf7 with two pawns for the exchange, White should not be worse, Hutters-Baburin, Copenhagen 1994.

10.Bxd4 Qe7 

10...Re8 11.Qc2 Nc5 12.Nd2 Ne6 13.Be3 Nd7 14.Rad1 Nd4 15.Bxd4 Bxd4 16.Nf3 Bg7 17.Rxd6 Qe7 18.Rfd1 Nc5 19.e5 Bf5 20.Qd2 Bxe5 21.Nxe5 Qxe5 and draw agreed, ½–½, I.Almasi-C.Horvath, Budapest 2015.

11.Bd3 

11.Nd2 Nc5 12.Re1 b6 13.Bf1 Ne6 14.Be3 Nh5 15.Nf3 Be5 16.g3 Bb7 17.Bg2 Qf6 18.Rc1 Nhg7 19.Qd2 Rad8 20.b3 Qe7 with a position that is almost identical to those from the Fianchetto King's Indian. The chances are about even although I will always prefer White in this type of position because it seems easier to play, Kosic-Vajda, Roszke 2011.

11...Ne5 12.Re1 Nh5 

[image: 27-1]

Here White played 13.Bf1, why was that a big mistake?

13.Bf1 Nxf3+ 14.gxf3 And at this point, White resigned at the same time. This decision may seem premature, but once you analyze the situation, then you quickly realize that White's position is hopeless: 14.gxf3 Qg5+ 15.Kh2 Qh4 16.Bg2 Be5+ 17.Bxe5 dxe5 18.Qe2 Be6 and White is completely busted. 

0–1

Game 28

P.Keres – S.Johannessen 

Stockholm 1967

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 5.Nf3 0–0 6.Be2 e5 7.Be3 Nbd7 8.0–0 c6 9.h3 Qe7 

The more common move is 9...exd4 10.Nxd4 Re8 11.Qc2 Qe7 12.f3 d5 13.cxd5 cxd5 14.Ncb5 dxe4 15.Nc7 exf3 16.Rxf3 Ne5 17.Rff1?? (White should have played 17.Bf2 Nxf3+ 18.Bxf3 Bd7 19.Nxa8 Rxa8 with about equal chances) 17...Nc6! 18.Nxc6 Qxc7 19.Nd4 Qxc2 20.Nxc2 Bf5 21.Rxf5 gxf5 with a winning position for Black, Moiseenko-Fressinet, Dubai (blitz) 2014.

10.Re1 

The normal moves for White are 10.d5 and 10.Qc2.

10...a6 11.Rc1 Re8 12.c5 exd4?! 

12...dxc5 13.d5 (for some reason, my computer doesn't object to White losing a pawn after 13.dxc5 Nxc5 14.Qc2 a5 calling it equal) 13...Qd6 14.dxc6 Qxc6 15.a4 and White has good positional compensation for the pawn; the weak light squares in Black's position, particularly on d5, offer White excellent play.

13.cxd6 Qxd6 14.Bxd4 

[image: 28-1]

Can Black win a pawn with 14...Nxe4? If not, what is the refutation?

14...Nxe4 15.Bxg7 Black resigned, realizing that 15.Bxg7 Qxd1 (15...Kxg7 16.Nxe4 Qxd1 17.Bxd1 leads to the same position) 16.Bxd1! Kxg7 17.Nxe4 and White has just won a piece. 

1–0

Game 29 

A.Voinov (2428) - A.Kremenietsky (2353) 

Krasnoyarsk 2007

1.d4 Nf6 2.Nf3 g6 3.c4 Bg7 4.Nc3 0–0 5.e4 d6 6.Be2 e5 7.0–0 Na6 8.Be3 Qe8 9.Re1 

Two other minor options are 9.d5 and 9.h3. 

The main line is 9.dxe5 dxe5, and now one line runs 10.h3 Nh5 11.c5 Nf4 12.Bxa6 bxa6 13.Nd5 Nxd5 14.Qxd5 Bd7 15.Rfe1 Bc6 16.Qc4 a5 17.Bd2 a4 with chances to both sides, Wojtaszek-McShane,  Emsdetten 2016.

9...exd4 

A better choice is 9...Ng4, for instance, 10.Bg5 exd4 11.Nxd4 Qe5 12.Nf3 Qc5 13.Bh4 Be6 14.Nd2 Ne5 with fairly even chances, Bauer-McShane, Germany 2003.

10.Bxd4 Nb4? 

[image: 29-1]

How should White continue?

Black should have opted for 10...Qe7 11.Bf1 Bg4 12.h3 Bxf3 13.Qxf3 c5 14.Nd5 Nxd5 15.exd5 Qd8 16.Bxg7 Kxg7 17.Qc3+ Kg8 as in Guichard-Diamant, Malakoff 2010, and now 18.a3 intending b2–b4 would have left White with a small but clear advantage.

11.e5! dxe5 12.Bc5 Nc6 13.Nb5 e4?? 

This move is tantamount to resignation. After the better move, 13...Qd8, White is still clearly better after 14.Bxf8 Qxf8 15.Nxc7 Rb8 16.Nd5

14.Nxc7 exf3 15.Nxe8 And Black resigned. 

1–0

Game 30

D.Ayupov (2398) – E.Vorobiov (2540) 

Kazan 2006

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 d6 3.Nf3 g6 4.Nc3 Bg7 5.e4 0–0 6.Be2 Nbd7 7.0–0 e5 8.Re1 c6 9.Bf1 exd4 10.Nxd4 Re8 11.Nc2 Ne5 12.f3 Be6 13.b3 

13.Ne3 looks normal, but doesn't do anything for White: 13...Qb6 (13...a6 14.a4 Nh5 followed by...Bh6 and perhaps...c6–c5 to claim the dark squares) 14.Kh1 Rad8 15.Rb1 Nh5 16.Qc2 a5 17.Bd2 Rf8 18.Na4 Qc7 19.b4 axb4 20.Rxb4 was Gruenberg-Vogt, Berlin East 1980, and now 20...Ra8!? would have left Black with a comfortable position.

13...Nh5 14.Nd4 Qa5 

[image: 30-1]

If White were now to play 15.Nce2, how does Black best continue?

Black has also tried the more aggressive-looking 14...Qh4, e.g., 15.Be3 h6 16.Qd2 Kh7 17.Rac1 Rad8 18.Be2 Bc8 19.Bf1 Be6 20.a4 a6 as in Moehring-Golyak, Leipzig 1977, and now 21.Nxe6 Rxe6 22.Ne2 would have left White with a tiny edge.

15.Nce2? 

White should have played 15.Nxe6 Rxe6 16.Bd2 Rae8 17.Rc1 a6 18.a4 Qd8 19.Be3 Nd7 20.g4 Nhf6 21.Bg2 Qa5 22.Ne2 Nc5 23.Kh1 (23.Rb1!? would have offered White better chances of an advantage) 23...h6 with chances to both sides, Ilic-Arsovic, Dimitrovgrad 2003.

15...Nd3! Winning an exchange. White didn't need to resign here, but considering Black is a grandmaster, there wasn't too much point in continuing the game. 

0–1

Game 31

D.Adla (2509) – R.Paramos Dominguez (2408) 

Spanish Team Championship 2011

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 5.Be2 0–0 6.Nf3 e5 7.0–0 Nc6 8.d5 Ne7 9.Ne1 Nd7 10.f3 f5 11.g4 Nf6 12.Kh1 

[image: 31-1]

What did White miss?

The more common alternatives are: 

12.Nd3 c6 13.Be3 Kh8 14.a4 b6 15.Kh1 Bb7 16.Nf2 Rc8 17.Rc1 Ba8 18.Rc2 a6 19.b3 b5 20.axb5 axb5 with chances to both sides, Ftacnik-Bacrot, Hamburg 2015. 

12.Be3 c6 13.b4 Kh8 14.a4 Qd7 15.h3 h5 16.g5 f4 17.gxf6 Bxf6 18.Bf2 Qxh3 19.Nd3 Nf5 20.Qd2 Ng3 21.Bxg3 Qxg3+ with a draw by perpetual check, ½–½, L'Ami-Nisipeanu, Wijk aan Zee 2010. 

12.Ng2 f4 13.h4 c5 14.Kf2 Rf7 15.Ke1 a6 16.a4 b6 17.Kd2 Bd7 18.Kc2 Rb8 19.Bd2 Nc8 20.b3 Na7 with chances for both players, Borges Mateos-Escobar Forero, Toluca 2009.

12...fxg4 13.fxg4 Nxg4! And White resigned, which is wildly premature, but he was undoubtedly disgusted by his simple oversight.

After 13...Nxg4 14.Nd3 (14.Bxg4?? is, of course, not possible because it leaves the rook unprotected 14...Rxf1+ or 14.Rxf8+ Qxf8 15.Bxg4?? Qf1#) 14...Rxf1+ 15.Qxf1 a6 without full compensation for the pawn. 

0–1
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​​​Chapter 2 - The Grünfeld Indian Defense
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Of all the openings, we are covering in this volume, the Grünfeld Indian Defense is the most dynamic of all. Black often allows White to build an apparently solid, broad center. In return, Black gets dynamic piece play, which along with assaults on the center, promises Black adequate chances. It has been the defense of choice of both Bobby Fischer and Garry Kasparov as well as numerous other top grandmasters. 

Game 32

E.Neiman (2350) – Y.Pelletier (2470) 

Cannes 1997

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.f3 d5 4.cxd5 Nxd5 5.e4 Nb6 6.Nc3 Bg7 7.Be3 0–0 8.Qd2 Nc6 9.0–0–0 e5 10.d5 Nd4 11.Nb5 Nxb5 12.Bxb5 Bd7 13.Qb4 

The main line is 13.Be2 c6 14.dxc6 Bxc6 15.Nh3 Qxd2+ 16.Rxd2 h6 17.Nf2 with a small plus for White whose pieces are somewhat better coordinated, Ward-Arakhamia Grant, Caleta 2005. 

Another option is 13.Bd3 c6 14.dxc6 Qc7 15.Kb1 bxc6 16.Ne2 Be6 17.Qc2 a5 as played in Raeva-Zinchenko, Rethymnon 2011, and now 18.h4 would have left White with the somewhat better chances.

13...a5 14.Qc5 Nc8 

[image: 32-1]

What is best for White: to exchange on d7 or play Ne2?

Black is naturally not interested in repeating moves with 14...Na4 15.Qc4 Nb6 16.Qc5.

15.Ne2?? 

White should have exchanged, although after 15.Bxd7 Qxd7 16.Kb1 Nd6 Black is doing fine.

15...b6 White loses a piece because after 16.Qc4, Black has 16...Nd6. 

0–1

Game 33

G.Andruet (2430) – A.Bofill Mas (2410) 

Groningen 1988

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.g3 Bg7 4.Bg2 d5 5.cxd5 Nxd5 6.e4 Nb4 7.Ne2 

[image: 33-1]

How should Black continue?

In a similar line, Grandmaster Romanishin has "fallen into the same trap" twice, and I suspect both times on purpose: 7.Nf3 Bxd4 8.0–0 N8c6!? (8...Bg7 is less accurate: 9.Qa4+ N4c6 10.Rd1 Bd7 11.Nc3 0–0 12.Qa3 Qc8 13.Bg5 f6 14.Be3 with excellent compensation for the pawn in Romanishin-Zaichik, Lviv 1987) 9.Nxd4 Qxd4 10.Nc3 Be6 11.Nd5 Qxd1 12.Rxd1 0–0–0 and White has almost full compensation for the pawn thanks to his pair of bishops, active pieces, and Black's awkward knights, Romanishin-Mikhalchishin, Dortmund 1991. 

The two main moves are 7.d5 and 7.a3.

7...Bxd4! 

Accepting the offered pawn is often the best way to refuting a gambit. 

In another game in this line, Black decided against (or possibly overlooked) winning the pawn but was soon punished: 7...e5?! 8.d5 c6 9.Nbc3 cxd5 10.Nxd5 Nxd5 11.exd5 0–0 12.0–0 f5 13.Be3 Nd7?! 14.Qb3 Nf6 15.Rfd1 Rf7 16.Rac1 h6?? (16...Qe8 to be to answer 17.d6 with 17...Be6) 17.d6! (Now there is no stopping White's invasion) 17...Qe8 18.Rc7 e4? (18...Be6 19.Qxb7 is better but also pretty terrible for Black) 19.Re7 Qf8 20.Nf4! and Black resigned, 1–0, there is no answer against the threat of Nxg6, Mochalov-Henrichs, Pardubice 2007.

8.Qb3? 

Now White makes his troubles a lot worse. He could have obtained decent compensation for the pawn with 8.0–0 Bg7 9.Qa4+ N4c6 10.Rd1 Bd7 11.Nbc3 0–0 12.Be3 (12.Qa3!?) 12...Qc8 13.Qc2 Bh3 14.Bh1 Ne5 with chances to both sides, Deak-Zezulkin,  Kobanya 1992.

8...N8c6 9.a3?? Be6 10.Qd1 

[image: 33-2]

Black has two very good moves in this position, find both of them.

10...Bxb2 And White resigned. After the text move,

The alternative 10...Nd3+ 11.Qxd3 Bxf2+ 12.Kd2 Bc4 13.Qxd8+ Rxd8+ 14.Kc2 Bd3+ 15.Kb3 Bxe2 was also leaving Black two pawns up, but with a very vulnerable white king in the mix. 10...Bxb2 11.Bxb2 Nd3+ 12.Kf1 Nxb2 13.Qc2 Qd3 was possible, leaving Black two pawns up.

0–1

Game 34

M.Grabarczyk (2506) – O.Brendel (2389) 

European Championship (Ohrid) 2001

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.g3 Bg7 4.Bg2 d5 5.cxd5 Nxd5 6.e4 

6.Nc3 Nb6 7.e3 0–0 8.Nge2 e5 9.d5 c6 10.e4 cxd5 11.exd5 Bf5 12.0–0 Na6 13.b3 Nb4 14.a3 Na6 15.h3 Nc8 16.g4 Bd7 17.a4 Nb4 18.Be3 a5 with equal chances, Markowski-Zhigalko, Bad Wiessee 2011.

6...Nb6 7.Ne2 e5 8.d5 0–0 9.0–0 c6 10.Nbc3 cxd5 11.exd5 Na6 

11...Bf5 12.b3 Qd7 13.Be3 Na6 14.a4 Rfd8 15.a5 Nc8 16.Ra4 Nd6 with chances to both sides, Danielian-Khotenashvili,  Chakvi 2015.

12.b3 f5 13.Ba3 Rf7 14.Qd3 

[image: 34-1]

Now Black made the following calculation: 14...Be6 15.Rad1 Rd7 intending...e5–e4, winning the crucial pawn on d5. What did Black miss in this calculation?

14...Be6 15.dxe6!! White sacrifices the queen, and Black resigned and probably not without a long thought. After 15.dxe6 Qxd3 16.exf7+ Kxf7 17.Rad1 Qc2 18.Bxb7 White is winning, for instance, 18...Nb4 19.Rc1 Rb8 20.Bxb4 Qb2 21.Rb1 Qd2 22.Rfd1 Qg5 23.Bg2 with a  rook, two minor pieces, and a much safer king. 

1–0

Game 35

V.Borovikov (2595) – L.Langner (2401) 

Pardubice 2005

1.d4 Nf6 2.Nf3 g6 3.c4 Bg7 4.g3 d5 5.Bg2 dxc4 6.Qa4+ Nfd7 7.Nbd2 

This line is a specialty of Grandmaster Oleg Romanishin, who has played it a bunch of times.

The main lines are 7.Qxc4 and 7.0–0, but the text move scores far better for White.

7...Nc6 

The alternatives are 7...a6 and 7...c5

8.Nxc4 

[image: 35-1]

The big question is: Can Black get away with taking the pawn on d4?

8...Nxd4 

Black should stay away from the pawn and focus on the development and king safety instead: 

8...0–0, and now: 

9.0–0 Nxd4 10.Nxd4 Bxd4 11.Bh6 Bg7 12.Bxg7 Kxg7 13.Rfd1 c6 (or 13...Qe8 14.Bxb7 Bxb7 15.Qxd7 Ba6 16.Qd4+ f6 17.b3 e5 18.Qc5 and White has a nice positional plus, Gelashvili-Molner, Las Vegas 2013) 14.Qa3 Re8 15.Rac1 Qc7 16.b4 Qb8 17.b5 cxb5 18.Qb2+ Nf6 19.Qxb5 Be6 20.Bxb7 a6 21.Qb1 Bxc4 22.Rxc4 Ra7 was played in Khalifman-Esen, Nakhchivan 2012, and now 23.Rb4 Qe5 24.e3 would have left White nurturing a tiny plus based on his long-range bishop vs. knight with pawns on both wings as well as marginally better-coordinated pieces. 

9.Be3 a6 (9...e5 10.dxe5 Ndxe5 11.Nfxe5 Nxe5 12.Rd1 Qe7 13.0–0 Bd7 14.Qc2 Bf5 15.Qc1 c6 16.Nd6 Be6 17.Bc5 and White has the initiative, Bauer-Shipov, ICC 2003) 10.Na5 Nb6 11.Nxc6 Nxa4 12.Nxd8 Rxd8 13.b3 Nc3 14.Rc1 Nb5 15.a4 Nxd4 16.Nxd4 Bxd4 17.Bxd4 Rxd4 18.Rxc7 Rb8 19.Rxe7 Be6 20.0–0 Rb4 and Black has equalized, Ekstroem-Kozul,  Charleville 2000.

9.Nxd4 Bxd4 10.Bh6! 

This is the problematic line for Black; at the cost of only a pawn for White, Black's king is stuck in the center, and his development is highly problematic.

White has also had success with 10.Na5 which threatens both the pawn on b7 and the bishop on d4: 10...c6? (10...c5 11.Nxb7 Bxb7 12.Bxb7 Rb8 13.Bg2 0–0 14.0–0 favors White, but is playable for Black) 11.Nxc6 Bxf2+ 12.Kxf2 bxc6 13.Bxc6 Bb7 14.Bxb7 (14.Qd4! is even stronger) 14...Qb6+ 15.Be3 Qxb7 16.Rhd1 Rd8? 17.Qxa7 Qb5 18.a4 Qe5 19.Qd4 Qf5+ 20.Kg1 e5 21.Qd6 and Black resigned, 1–0, Bocharov-Shomoev,  Krasnoyarsk 2003.

10...c6? 

Relatively best is 10...Rb8 11.0–0 b5 12.Nd6+ cxd6 13.Qxd4 with a clear advantage for White.

11.Rd1 Bf6?! 

[image: 35-2]

How should White best continue?

The lesser evil was 11...Bc5 12.b4 b5 13.Qa3 Bxf2+ 14.Kxf2 bxc4 15.Qc3 f6 16.Qxc4 with only a clear advantage for White.

12.Qa3! Qc7 13.Qe3! 

This was the idea behind White's previous move: he now threatens Nd6+, and Black is hopelessly lost. The rest is pure desperation from Black...

13...Ne5 

Or 13...e6 14.Nd6+ Ke7 15.0–0! and Black is basically without moves, for instance (15.Qa3 c5 16.Ne4 is also very good) 15...Rd8 16.Ne4 Qe5 17.Qa3+ c5 18.Rd2 and Black's position collapses completely. If you are not sure, try to analyze it yourself!

14.Bf4! 

This wins a piece because of 14...Nxc4 15.Bxc7 Nxe3 is answered by 16.Rd8#!

14...Be6 15.Bxe5 Black resigned. 

1–0

Game 36

G.Sargissian (2611) – T.Sanikidze (2364) 

Yerevan 2004

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nf3 Bg7 4.g3 c6 5.Nc3 d5 6.Qb3 0–0 7.Bg2 b6 8.0–0 Ba6?! 

This bishop move looks logical because it forces White to decide to exchange on d5 which leaves the bishop on an open diagonal. The problem, however, is that the bishop is not particularly well-placed on that diagonal, and Black will have problems developing the remaining pieces.

9.cxd5 cxd5 10.Bg5!? 

The alternatives for White are: 

10.Ne5!? e6 11.Bf4 Nfd7? 

[image: 36-1]

How should White best continue?

(11...Bb7!? is more solid) 12.Nf3 (12.Nxd5! exd5 13.Nxf7 Rxf7 14.Bxd5 looks very good for White) 12...Bc4 13.Qc2 Qe7 14.Rfc1 Rc8 15.Nb5 Rc6 16.Nc7 e5 17.Bg5 f6 18.Nxa8 fxg5 19.dxe5 Nxe5 20.Nd4 with clearly better chances for White, Postny-Akshayraj, Rethymno 2012. 

10.Nb5?! doesn't do anything to help White; in fact, it throws White's advantage away: 10...Nc6 11.a4 Ne4 12.Rd1 Na5 13.Qd3 Bb7 14.Bf4 a6 15.Na3 Qd7 16.b4 Nc6 17.Ne5 Qf5 18.Nxc6 Bxc6 and Black has a good position, Bitelmajer-Hobaica, Buenos Aires 2008.

10...e6 11.Rfc1 Bb7 

[image: 36-2]

How should White continue?

Black can also consider 11...Nc6 12.Nxd5 Qxd5 13.Bxf6 Qxb3 14.axb3 Bxf6 15.Rxa6 Rac8, which, although better for White, is playable for Black. Now we will see how White hones in on all the weak squares on Black's queenside.

12.Nb5! Nc6 13.Ne5! Na5 14.Qa3 

14.Qb4!? also looks good, but the text move, of course, prepares b2–b4.

14...Rb8? 15.b4 

15.Nd6 is also pretty disgusting for Black, e.g., 15...Ba8 16.Ng4 threatening Nh6+ and Black has a hard time making a decent move.

15...Qe8?? Black played this blunder and resigned at the same time, but the alternative is not much better: 15...Nc4 16.Qxa7 Qe8 17.Nxc4 dxc4 18.Nd6 and White is winning. 1–0

Game 37

R.Kasimdzhanov (2565) – A.Cherniaev (2465) 

Wijk aan Zee 1998

1.d4 Nf6 2.Nf3 g6 3.g3 Bg7 4.Bg2 0–0 5.0–0 d5 6.c4 dxc4 7.Na3 c3 8.bxc3 c5 9.Bb2 Nc6 10.e3 Qa5 

The main line is 10...Bf5, and now one line goes 11.Nd2 Bg4 (11...Qc8 12.e4 Bg4 13.f3 cxd4 14.cxd4 Bh3 15.Rc1 Bxg2 16.Kxg2 with a pleasant plus for White, Eljanov-Grandelius, Stavanger 2016) 12.f3 Be6 13.Qe2 Rc8 14.Rfd1 Qb6 15.Ndc4 Qa6 16.Bf1 b5 17.Nd2 c4 18.Nc2 Qa4 19.Rdc1 Bd7 with chances to both sides, Lemos-Caruana, Caleta 2011.

11.Nd2 Nd7 

The alternative is 11...cxd4 12.cxd4 Bg4 (12...Qb4 13.Nac4 Be6 14.Qb3 Qxb3 15.axb3 Rfd8 16.Ne4 Nxe4 17.Bxe4 f5 18.Bg2 Rab8 19.Rfc1 with a slightly better game for White, Panno-Chiburdanidze, Aruba 1992) 13.f3 Be6 14.Rf2 Rfd8 15.Nb3 Qb6 16.Nc5 Bxa2 17.Na4 Qb3 18.Qxb3 Bxb3 19.Nc5 Be6 20.Nxb7 Rdb8 21.Nc5 and White's position is somewhat preferable, Ardiansyah-Shyam, Jakarta 2012.

12.Qe2 Qa4 13.Nb3 

White can also consider 13.Qb5!? Qxb5 14.Nxb5 Rd8 15.Ba3 cxd4 16.cxd4 with pressure against Black's queenside.

13...b6 14.Rfd1 Ba6?? 

[image: 37-1]

Black threatens White's queen, but he missed something simple...

Black should have played 14...Bb7 15.c4 cxd4 16.exd4 Rac8 with about equal chances although the queen is placed a little odd on a4.

15.Bxc6 White ignores the threat to the queen and wins material. After 15.Bxc6 Bxe2 (15...Qxc6 16.Qxa6 is the problem for Black) 16.Bxa4 Bxd1 17.Rxd1 with two minor pieces for the rook.

1–0

Game 38

S.Gligoric (2600) – K.Langeweg (2425) 

Amsterdam 1971

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 d5 4.Bg5 Ne4 5.Bh4 c5 6.e3 Qa5 7.Qb3 Nc6 8.Nf3 cxd4 9.exd4 Bg7?? 

[image: 38-1]

This move turns out to be a big mistake. What is the refutation of Black's 9th move?

The alternatives are: 

9...Nxc3 10.bxc3 Be6 11.Be2 Bg7 12.0–0 0–0 13.c5 b6 14.Bb5 Bd7 15.Bxc6 Bxc6 16.Bxe7 Rfe8 17.Rfe1 with an extra pawn and better chances for White, Taimanov-Filip, Wijk aan Zee 1970. 

9...e5 10.cxd5 exd4, and now: 

11.Bc4 dxc3 12.0–0 Bg7 (12...Qb4?? 13.dxc6 Qxb3 14.axb3 bxc6 15.Rfe1 f5 16.Bf6 wins for White, Sallay-Honfi, Budapest 1973) 13.dxc6 0–0 14.cxb7?! (Now Black has no problems; the more precise 14.Be7 is also interesting 14...Nc5 15.Qa3 Qxa3 16.bxa3 Ne6 17.Bxe6 Bxe6 18.cxb7 Rab8 19.Bxf8 Kxf8 where the bishop pair and c-pawn provide Black with decent compensation for the exchange) 14...Bxb7 15.Qxb7 cxb2 16.Rab1 Nd6 17.Qd5 Nxc4 18.Qxc4 Rfc8 19.Qd3 Qxa2 and Black's passed pawns on the queenside more than compensated for the sacrificed piece, Lajthajm-Nabaty, Sarajevo 2012. 
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