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20.¥xg7 
20.£xd1? ¢h8!  

20...¥xg7 21.h6 £f6
 
   
   
   
     
     
    
  
    


White can easily draw but the win remains 
elusive. 

22.¦xg7† 
22.£h2 Black has to find four only-moves 

to draw: 22...£xf3 23.hxg7 £e3† 24.¢b1 
¤c3†! 25.bxc3 £xg1† 26.£xg1 ¦fe8= 
Various other moves by the f8-rook will also 
be level. 

22.hxg7 Probably dubious, but it’s a winning 
try: 22...£h6†™ 23.¢b1 ¦fd8 24.£xd1 
¦d5!? 25.¤e5 ¦ad8 26.£f3 f5 27.c3 ¦xe5!? 
28.dxe5 ¦d2÷ Messy, but Black is fine and 
may take over the initiative.  

22...¢h8 23.¤g5 £xh6 24.¦h7† £xh7 
25.¤xh7 ¢xh7 26.£h5† ¢g7 27.£g5†= 

Black looks safe in this line.
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The following game won the u2200 Best 
Game Prize at Politiken Cup.

L. Meier – T. Rostgaard
Politiken Cup Helsingor DEN (2), 

31.07.2011
[B22] [Meier, Lars]

1.e4 c5 2.c3 ¤f6 3.e5 ¤d5 4.d4 cxd4 
5.cxd4 d6 6.¤f3 ¤c6 7.¥c4 ¤b6 8.¥xf7†

 
  
  
    
     
     
    
   
  

This move is usually marked with a “?” 

in the books – if it is mentioned at all! 
According to theory, it is supposed to be 

inexact or just bad. 

8...¢xf7 9.e6†! 
In my opinion this is a better sequel to the 

sacrifice than 9.¤g5†.  

9...¢g8 10.d5! 
Black has an extra piece, however he has 

paid a high price! The rooks on a8 and h8 
cannot be developed, and the bishops on f8 
and c8 can hardly be developed either. 

10...¤e5 11.¤xe5 dxe5 12.¤c3 h6!?

 
  
    
    
    
     
     
   
   

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An interesting move in the position; 
Black’s plan is to play ...¢h7, ...g6 and 
...¥g7. However the move weakens the h5-
e8 diagonal. 

13.0–0 
Preparing to open the f-file with f2-f4. 

13...¤c4 14.£h5 
The weakness of the h5-e8 diagonal 

becomes very obvious now. 

14...¤d6 15.f4 exf4 
This helps White to develop his pieces very 

quickly. 15...e4 would be followed by 16.f5 
with an unclear position, because Black 
cannot control g6 any longer and therefore 
has big problems with his development. 

16.¥xf4 ¢h7 17.¥xd6 exd6 

 
   
   
    
   
     
     
   
    


18.¦f7 
White threatens £f5† followed by ¦f1, 

which is the reason for Black’s next move. 

18...¦g8 19.¦af1 ¥e7 20.¤e4 ¥g5 

Black tries to prevent £f5† followed by 
£g6. 

21.h4! 
White insists on forcing through £f5† 

and £g6 in order to keep up the pressure. 

21...¥xh4 22.£f5† ¢h8 23.£g6 £b6† 
Black makes some final attempts to 

counter the white attack, but they are not 
successful at all. 

24.¢h1 ¥xe6 25.dxe6 £d4 26.g3

 
   
   
   
     
    
     
    
   


26...d5 
After 26...¥d8 27.e7 White wins a piece.; 

White can meet 26...¥xg3 with 27.¤f6!! 
£h4† 28.¢g2 £h2† 29.¢f3 and Black is 
soon mated. 

27.¤d6 ¥g5 28.¦7f4 
The threat of ¤f7# means that White wins 

the queen and the game. 

1–0
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M.  Adams – A. Delchev
European Club Cup 2011

[B65] [K. Arakhamia-Grant]

1.e4 c5 2.¤f3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.¤xd4 ¤f6 
5.¤c3 ¤c6 6.¥g5 e6 7.£d2 ¥e7 8.0–0–0 
¤xd4 9.£xd4 0–0 10.f4 £a5 11.¥c4 b5?! 

 
  
   
    
    
   
     
  
   

Kotronias in the second chapter of his 

book ‘’The Grandmaster Battle Manual’’ 
discusses this continuation in detail. His 
general assessment that this move cannot 
be recommended was proved in the present 
game. 11...¥d7 is the main line. 

12.¥xb5 
Described as the most principled and best 

capture by Kotronias. 

12...¦b8 13.e5 dxe5 14.fxe5 ¦xb5 15.exf6 
¦b4 16.£e3 ¥c5 17.£g3 ¥f2 18.£xf2 
£xg5† 19.¢b1 

In the book Kotronias analyses mainly his 
game against Kasimdzhanov and gives the 
fascinating insights of what is going on in 
grandmaster’s mind during the game and the 
preparation before the game. 19.¦d2 ¦d8 
20.¦hd1
 
   
   
    
     
     
     
  
    


20...¦bd4?? 21.¤e4 £h6 22.g4 ¦4d5 23.c4 
¦5d7 24.g5 £g6 25.¦xd7 ¦xd7 26.¦xd7 
¥xd7 27.£xa7 h6 28.£b8† ¢h7 29.fxg7 
1–0 Kasimdzhanov - Kotronias, Germany 
2007. 

Later Vassilios tried: 20...gxf6 21.b3 ¦bd4 
22.¤b1 ¥b7 23.g3 ¢g7 24.¢b2 ¦xd2 
25.¦xd2 £e5† 26.c3 ¦a8 27.¤a3 ¥d5 
28.¦e2 £h5 29.c4 ¥f3 30.¦e3 ¥c6 31.£d2 
f5 32.£d4† ¢g6 33.h4 £g4 34.£xg4† 
fxg4 35.b4 ¢f5 36.¤c2 e5 37.b5 ¥f3 38.a4 
¦c8 39.¦e1 ¥e4 40.¤e3† ¢e6 41.¢b3 f5 
42.¢b4 ¥f3 43.c5 ¢f6 44.¤c4 f4 45.c6 
¥xc6 46.bxc6 ¦xc6 47.¤xe5 ¦b6† 48.¢c5 
¢f5 49.¤c4 ¦e6 50.¦f1 f3 51.¢d4 ¢g6 
52.¤e3 ¦b6 53.¦c1 h5 54.¦c5 ¦b4† 55.¦c4 
¦b1 56.¦c6† ¢f7 57.¦c5 ¦b4† 58.¢c3 
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¦xa4 59.¦xh5 ¦a3† 60.¢d4 ¦a4† 61.¢e5 
¦a5† 62.¤d5 ¦a3 63.¦f5† ¢g6 64.h5† 
¢h6 65.¦f6† ¢h7 66.¦g6 1–0 Lindberg - 
Kotronias, Sweden 2008.

19...£xf6 20.£c5 
The exchange on f6 is considered to be 

best by Kotronias. 20.£xf6 gxf6 21.¦d3 

20...¦b7 21.b3 
Another game went: 21.¦d2 £e7 22.¤e4 

£xc5 23.¤xc5 ¦e7 24.¦e1 e5 25.b4 f5 26.g3 
¦fe8 27.h4 ¢f7 28.¦d6 e4 29.¦e3 ¥e6 
30.¢b2 g6 31.a4 ¢f6 32.¢c3 ¢e5 33.¦c6 
¦c8 34.¦a6 ¥d5 35.¢d2 ¦ec7 36.¦a5 ¦d8 
37.¦c3 ¦f7 38.¦e3 ¦c7 39.c3 ¥c4† 40.¢e1 
¦d5 41.¢f2 ¦d2† 42.¢e1 ¦d5 43.¢f2 ¦f7 
44.¦e1 a6 45.¢e3 h6 46.¦h1 ¢d6 47.¦h2 
¦e7 48.¦f2 h5 49.¦b2 ¦d1 50.¦c2 ¢c6 
51.¤xa6 ¦d3† 52.¢f2 ¦f3† 53.¢g2 ¥f1† 
54.¢g1 e3 55.¤c5 ¥c4 56.¢g2 e2 57.¦xe2 
¥xe2 58.¦a8 ¦xc3 59.¦c8† ¢d5 60.¦d8† 
¢c4 61.¦d2 ¢xb4 62.¤d7 ¦d3 0–1 S. 
Sjugirov - Vidit, Kemer 2007. 

21...£e7 22.£e3 h6 23.¦d3 ¦d7 24.¦xd7 
£xd7 25.¦d1 £c7 26.g3 

 
   
    
    
     
     
    
   
   

Despite the computer’s assessment of this 

position as equal, White went on to win the 
game in an instructive manner. According 
to Kotronias, Black’s disadvantages in this 
variation with 11...b5 are long term: by 
steering the game towards the endgame 
White will enjoy slightly better chances as 
he will often have a 3–1 pawn advantage on 
the queenside, granting him an easier game. 

26...¥a6 27.¢b2 ¦c8 28.¦d2 ¥f1 29.a4 
a5 30.¤b5 £e7 31.¤d6 ¦d8 32.£e5 ¦d7 
33.¤e4 ¦xd2 34.¤xd2 ¥g2 35.¤c4 ¥d5 
36.¤xa5 £a7 37.£c3 £f2 38.¤c6 ¢h7 
39.¤e5 f6 40.£d3† f5 41.h4 ¥e4 42.£c3 
£e2 43.¤d7 e5 44.£c7 £f2 45.h5 
1–0

A. Fier - Wang,Yue
FIDE World Cup 2011, Khanty-Mansiysk 

2011
[D17] [J. Shaw]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.¤f3 ¤f6 4.¤c3 dxc4 
5.a4 ¥f5 6.¤e5 e6 7.f3 c5 8.e4 ¥g6 
9.¥e3 cxd4 10.£xd4 £xd4 11.¥xd4 ¤fd7 
12.¤xd7 ¤xd7 13.¥xc4 ¦c8 

 
   
 
   
     
  
    
    
    


14.¥b3N 
There is not a big reason for us to feature 
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this (based on our own books and so on), 
but it looks like a major novelty in this 
famous line, so we wanted to include it none 
the less. 

14.¥b5 was played in the match between 
Topalov and Anand, while the main line is; 
14.¥a2.

Another example is: 14.¥e2 a6 15.¦c1 f6 
16.0–0 ¥c5 17.¥xc5 ¤xc5 18.¥c4 ¢e7 
19.b4 ¤d7 20.¥e2 ¦hd8 21.a5 ¥e8 22.b5 
¤b8 23.bxa6 ¤xa6 24.¤a2 ¤c5 25.¤b4 
¤b3 26.¦xc8 ¦xc8 27.a6 bxa6 28.¥xa6 ¦b8 
29.¤c2 ¤c5 30.¥c4 ¥d7 ½–½ Grischuk - 
Wang Yue. Ningbo 2011.

14...a5 15.¢e2 ¦g8 16.¤b5 ¥c5 17.¥c3 
b6 

 
  
  
   
    
   
   
   
    


18.¥e1! 
Challenging Black’s plan of ...¢e7 and 

...f7-f6. 

18...¤e5 19.¥h4 ¥h5 20.¦hd1 g5 21.¥g3 
¤c6 

21...g4 22.f4 (22.¥xe5 gxf3† 23.gxf3 ¦g2† 
24.¢d3 ¥xf3 25.¦e1 ¦d8† 26.¤d4 ¦xb2 
27.¦ab1 ¥xd4 28.¥xd4 ¦xh2) 22...¤d7 

22.¤d6† ¥xd6 23.¥xd6 
Since and including the novelty, all 

White’s moves have been Rybka’s first choice 
- excellent computer-aided prep. 

23...g4 24.¢f2± 
24.¥c4!?

24...gxf3 25.gxf3 ¦g6?! 
25...¤b4±

 
   
   
  
    
   
   
     
    


26.¥c4! ¦f6 27.¦a3 ¤a7 28.¦c1 e5 
29.¥xe5 ¦fc6 30.¦ac3 ¢e7 31.¥d5 ¦xc3 
32.¦xc3 ¦xc3 33.¥xc3 f6 34.¥d4 ¤c8 
35.¥b7 ¤d6 36.¥a6 ¥e8 37.¥xb6 ¥xa4 
38.¥xa5 ¥b5 39.¥xb5 ¤xb5 40.¢g3 
¢f7 41.¢f4 h5 42.e5 ¢e6 43.exf6 ¢xf6 
44.¥c3† ¢g6 45.¥e5 ¤a7 46.b4 ¤b5 
47.¢e4 
1–0

N. Vitiugov – B. Ostenstad
European Club Cup 2011

[D70] [K. Arakhamia-Grant]

1.d4 ¤f6 2.c4 g6 3.f3 d5 4.cxd5 ¤xd5 
5.e4 ¤b6 6.¤c3 ¥g7 7.¥e3 0–0 8.£d2 
¤c6 9.0–0–0 f5 10.e5 ¤b4 11.¤h3 ¥e6 
12.¢b1 £d7 13.¤f4
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 
   
  
   
    
     
    
   
 


13...¦fd8N 
Avrukh suggested this new idea, as he 

believes that Black is facing some problems 
after 13...¥f7. ‘’The Grünfeld Defence’’, 
volume one, p.35. 

14.h4 ¥f7 
Transposing to a position that has been 

played before. 

15.a3N 
The improvement over previously played:

15.¥b5 c6 16.¥e2 c5 17.e6 
17.£c1 allows Black to play a strong 
sacrifice: 
 
   
 
    
    
     
    
  
  


17...¤xa2! 18.¤xa2 ¥xa2† 19.¢xa2 
£a4† 20.¢b1 cxd4 21.¥f2 ¦ac8 22.£d2 
¥h6 23.g3 ¦c5! 24.£d3 ¦xe5ƒ

17...¥xe6 18.dxc5 ¥xc3 19.bxc3 £a4 
20.£xd8† ¦xd8 21.¦xd8† ¢f7 22.¦f8† 
¢xf8 23.¤xe6† ¢g8 24.cxb4 £xb4† 
25.¢c2 ¤d5 26.¥d2 £a4† 27.¢b2 ¤b4 
28.¥xb4 £xb4† 29.¢c2 ¢f7 30.¤g5† ¢g7 
31.¢d3 £a3† 32.¢d4 £xa2 33.¥c4 £d2† 
34.¢e5 £c3† 35.¢d5 h6 36.¤e6† ¢f6 
37.¤d4 e6† 

0–1 Salem - So, Olongapo City 2010.

15...a5 16.£c1 ¥b3 17.¦d2 e6 
I think Black had to play 17...¤c4 

18.¥xc4† ¥xc4 when the interesting 19.b3 is 
met by 19...¤d5! 20.¤cxd5 ¥xd5 21.¤xd5 
£xd5 22.£c4 £xc4 23.bxc4 c5=. 

18.¤d3 
White can start an attack on the kingside 

18.h5!? g5 19.¤d3 ¤xd3 20.¦xd3 h6 
21.¥xg5! hxg5 22.£xg5 ¢f7 23.h6 ¥h8 
24.h7 ¥c4 25.¦h6! it looks like White has 
sufficient compensation for the sacrificed 
material if not more. 

18...¤xd3 19.¥xd3 ¤c4 20.¥xc4 ¥xc4 
21.h5 

 
   
  
   
   
    
    
    
   


21...b5?! 
Black could prevent the opening of the 
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h-file by taking on h5. 21...gxh5 22.¦xh5 b5 

22.hxg6 hxg6 23.¥g5 ¦f8 24.¤a4 £d5 
25.¤c5 ¢f7 26.£c2 

26.¤d3! was promising an advantage. 
 
    
    
   
  
    
   
    
   


If Black replies 26...a4 then 27.¤f4 £c6 
28.d5! is very strong 28...exd5 29.e6† ¢g8 
30.£e1†-. 

26...a4 27.¤d3 ¦h8 28.¦c1 c6 29.¤f4 
£d7 30.g4 ¥h6 31.¥xh6 ¦xh6 32.gxf5 
gxf5 33.¦h2 ¦ah8 34.¦xh6 ¦xh6 35.£g2 
£d8 36.¦g1 £h8 37.¢c1 ¢e8 38.£g5 
¦h1 39.¢d2 ¦xg1 40.£xg1 ¢d7 41.¢c3 
¢c7 42.£g5 £h2 43.£e7† ¢b6 44.£d8† 
¢b7 45.£d7† ¢b6 46.¤xe6 ¥xe6 
47.£xe6 £f4 48.£g8 £e3† 49.¢c2 £e2† 
50.¢b1 £xf3 51.£b8† ¢a6 52.£a8† ¢b6 
½–½

L. Fressinet – S. Feller [D76]
French Championship, Caen 2011

[K. Arakhamia-Grant]

Avrukh’s books on 1.d4 have been read by 
many, but not all... 

1.¤f3 ¤f6 2.c4 g6 3.d4 ¥g7 4.g3 0–0 
5.¥g2 d5 6.cxd5 ¤xd5 7.0–0 ¤b6 8.¤c3 
¤c6 9.e3

 
  
  
   
     
     
    
   
   


9...e5 
9...¦e8 

This is more popular. 
10.¦e1 

This is Avrukh’s choice in Grandmaster 
Repertoire, volume 2. 

10...a5 
This move continues to be fashionable:

11.£e2 
Despite a couple of crushing defeats by 
White in this line at the last Olympiad, 
Gelfand employed this move on two 
occasions this year. 

11...¥e6 
However his opponents did not risk to try 
the critical 11...¥e6, instead it was:
11...¥g4 12.h3 ¥e6 13.b3 a4 14.¦b1 
axb3 15.axb3 £c8 16.¢h2 ¦a5 17.¦d1 
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¦h5 18.¤h4 ¥f6 19.f4 ¦d8 20.£f2 ¥xh4 
21.gxh4 ¤d5 22.¤xd5 ¦hxd5 23.¥b2 
¦b5 24.£e2 ¦h5 25.e4 ¥xb3 26.¦dc1 
¤a5 27.d5 b6 28.¥e5 c5 29.dxc6 f6 
30.¥a1 ¦c5 31.¦xc5 bxc5 32.£b5 £c7 
33.¦xb3 ¤xc6 34.e5 ¤d4 35.£c4† 1–0 
Gelfand - Grischuk, Kazan 2011.
11...¥f5 12.¦d1 a4 13.d5 ¤a5 14.¤d4 
¤ac4 15.¤xf5 gxf5 16.£c2 ¤d6 17.¦b1 
¦a5 18.e4 fxe4 19.¤xe4 £c8 20.¥f4 h6 
21.¦bc1 ¦b5 22.b3 axb3 23.axb3 £g4 
24.£d3 ¦b4 25.¥f3 £g6 26.¤xd6 cxd6 
27.£xg6 fxg6 28.¥g4 g5 29.¥e6† ¢f8 
30.¥e3 ¦xb3 31.h4 ¥f6 32.hxg5 hxg5 
33.¢g2 ¦b4 34.¦h1 ¢g7 35.¦h5 ¦h8 
36.¦xh8 ¢xh8 37.¦h1† ¢g7 38.¦h5 ¤c4 
39.¥xg5 ¢g6 40.f4 ¢xh5 41.¥f7† ¢g4 
42.¥e6† ¢h5 ½–½ Gelfand - Topalov, 
Monaco 2011.
Nyzhnyk suffered a defeat following the 
Leitao - Caruana game, 2010 Olympiad. 

12.¦d1 ¥c4 13.£c2 ¤b4 14.£b1 e5 15.a3 
exd4 16.axb4 dxc3 17.¦xd8 ¦axd8 18.£c2 
axb4 19.¤d2 cxd2 20.¥xd2 ¦a8 

 
  
  
    
     
    
     
   
     


Here Nyzhnyk deviates with 
21.¦d1 

But Black is still better after:
21...¦a2 22.¥c1 b3 23.£d2 ¥e6 24.¥f1 
¤a4 25.£b4 ¦a1 26.¥e2 c5 27.£b5 ¦a8 
28.¢g2 ¤xb2 29.¥xb2 ¥xb2 30.¦xa1 
¥xa1 31.£xc5 ¥g7 32.¥d3 b2 33.£b5 h5 
34.£xb7 ¦d8 35.¥e4 ¥f5 36.¥xf5 gxf5 

0–1 Nyzhnyk - Mecking, Bahia Feliz 
2011.

10.d5 ¤a5 11.e4 c6 12.¥g5 f6 13.¥e3 
cxd5 14.¥xb6 14...£xb6 15.¤xd5 £d8 

Quality Chess Newsletter - November 2011



25Games

16.¦c1 ¦f7 
Main move is 16...¤c6 as in Laznicka - 

Salem, Khanty-Mansiysk 2010. 

17.b4 ¤c6 18.b5 ¤a5 19.¤c7

 
  
  
    
    
    
    
   
   


19...£xd1?N 
19...¦d7 20.¤xa8 ¦xd1 21.¦fxd1 £f8 

22.¤c7± ¢h8 23.¦c3 b6 24.¤d5 ¥e6 
25.¦c7 £b8 26.¦e7 ¥g8 27.¥h3 f5 28.exf5 
gxf5 29.¤e3 f4 30.¤g4 ¤c4 31.¦ed7 h5 
32.¦d8 £c7 33.¤h6 ¥xh6 34.¦1d7 £xd7 
35.¥xd7 1–0 Tatenhorst - Zylla, Germany 
1993.

20.¦fxd1†- ¦b8 21.¦d8† ¦f8 22.¤e8! 

 
  
   
    
    
    
    
   
     


All as predicted by Avrukh in his 
Grandmaster Repertoire 1.d4, volume two, 
page 324. 

22...¤c4 23.¦xc4 ¥e6 24.¦xb8 ¥xc4 
25.¥f1 ¥xa2 26.¤d2 ¢h8 27.¥c4 ¥h6 
28.¥xa2 ¥xd2 29.¥d5 a6 30.b6 ¥a5 
31.¥xb7 ¥xb6 32.¥xa6 ¥d4 33.¦c8 
1–0

L.D. Nisipeanu – R. Kasimdzhanov[D80]
FIDE World Cup 2011, Khanty-Mansiysk 

2011
[D80] [K. Arakhamia-Grant]

1.d4 ¤f6 2.c4 g6 3.¤c3 d5 4.¥g5 ¤e4 
5.¥h4 ¤xc3 6.bxc3 dxc4 7.e3 ¥e6 8.¤f3 
¥g7 9.¥e2 0–0 10.0–0 c5 11.¦b1 

 
   
  
   
     
    
    
  
  

This line was successfully used by Gelfand 

against Kamsky in the Candidates matches. 

11...b6 
Avrukh recommends:

11...cxd4 
As a path to equality. 

12.¤xd4 ¥d5 13.f3 
13.£c2 £d7 14.¦fd1 ¥xd4 15.cxd4 £e6 
16.¥f3 ¥xf3 17.gxf3 ¤d7 18.£e4 b6 
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19.¦dc1 ¦ac8 20.¦b4 c3 21.¦b3 ¤f6 
22.£xe6 fxe6 23.¥xf6 ½–½ Gelfand - 
Kamsky, Kazan 2011.

13...b6 14.e4 ¥b7 15.¥xc4 ¤c6 16.¥d5 
Vuckovic - Sanikidze, Aix-les-Bains 2011. 
 
   
  
   
    
    
    
   
  


16...£e8!N 
With the idea ...¦d8 solves all problems. 

17.¤b5 
17.¤xc6 ¥xc6 18.¥xc6 £xc6 19.¥xe7 
¦fe8 20.¥b4 a5=

17...¦d8 18.£b3 ¦d7 
Preparing for moves like ...£c8 or ...¤a5 

with a better structure.

12.£c2 ¤c6 13.¦fd1 
13.dxc5 bxc5 14.¤g5 ¥f5 15.e4 ¥d7 
16.¥xc4 ¤e5 

The alternative way to play is 16...¦b8!?N 
17.f4 h6 18.¤f3.

17.¥d5 
An unbalanced position can arise after:

17...h6!?N 
17...¥c6 Kazhgaleyev - De Jong, Wijk aan 
Zee 2011. 18.¥xc6!?N ¤xc6 19.f4²

18.¥xa8 
18.¤xf7 ¤xf7 19.¥xa8 £xa8 20.¥xe7 
¦c8 21.£d3 £c6 22.£e3 ¥e6³
18.¤h3 ¥xh3 19.f4 ¥e6 20.¥xa8 ¤c4 
21.¥d5 ¤e3 22.£b3 ¥xd5 23.exd5 ¤xf1 
24.¦xf1=

18...hxg5 19.¥xg5 £xa8 20.¥xe7

 
   
   
    
     
    
     
  
   


a) 20...¦c8 With approximately even 
chances. For example: 21.f4 ¤g4 22.£d2 
£c6 23.¦bd1 ¥e6 24.e5 ¦e8 25.¥d6 ¤h6 
26.£f2 ¦c8 27.h3 ¥c4 28.¦fe1 ¤f5 29.g4 
¤xd6 30.¦xd6÷

b) Very complicated is 20...¦e8 21.¥xc5 
£c6 22.¥xa7 £a6 23.¥d4 ¥b5 24.c4 
¥xc4 25.¦b6 £a5 26.¦d1 ¥d3 27.£c3 
¤f3†!? (27...£xc3 28.¥xc3 ¥c2=) 28.gxf3 
£g5† 29.¢h1 ¥e2 (29...¥xd4 30.£xd4 
¥e2 31.¦b3 £h5 32.¦c1 ¥xf3† 33.¦xf3 
£xf3† 34.¢g1 £g4† 35.¢f1 £h3† 36.¢e1 
£xh2=) 30.¥xg7 £h5 31.¦b3 ¥xd1 
32.¢g2! (32.¦a3 £h3–†) 32...£g5† 33.¢f1 
¥xb3 34.axb3 £b5† 35.¢g2 £g5†=

13...cxd4 14.cxd4 ¥f5 15.e4 ¥g4 16.d5 
¤a5 17.d6 ¥f6 18.¥xf6 exf6 19.¤d4 ¥d7 
20.¤b5 ¦c8 21.¤c7 

¹21.¤xa7 ¦c5 22.a4=

21...¤b7 22.¦d4 ¤xd6 23.¤a6 £e7 
24.¦bd1 ¥b5 25.¤b4 ¤e8 26.¤d5 £a3 
27.¥xc4 ¢g7 28.£d3 £xd3 29.¥xd3 
¤c7 30.¤xc7 ¥xd3 31.¦d7 ¥e2 32.¦e1 
¥g4 33.¦e7 ¦fd8 34.h3 ¢f8 35.¤d5 ¥d7 
36.g4 b5 37.¢g2 ¦c2 38.a3 a5 39.¢g3 
¦c5 40.¦e3 b4 41.axb4 axb4 42.¦xd7 
¦xd7 43.¤xb4 f5 44.gxf5 gxf5 45.f3 ¦d4 
46.¤d5 ¦cxd5 
0–1
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I.R. Ortiz Suarez – I. Nepomniachtchi
FIDE World Cup 2011, Khanty-Mansiysk 

2011
[D85] [J. Aagaard]

1.d4 ¤f6 2.c4 g6 3.¤c3 d5 4.cxd5 ¤xd5 
5.e4 ¤xc3 6.bxc3 ¥g7 7.£a4† ¤d7 8.¥e3 
c5 9.¦c1 0–0 10.¤f3 £c7 11.¥e2 

This was not covered by Avrukh in his 
book. He only covered 11.¥d3. 

 
  
 
    
     
   
    
  
    


11...e5 
11...a6 12.0–0 b5 13.£a3 ¥b7 14.d5 

¦ac8 15.c4 b4 16.£a4 ¤b6 17.£c2 a5÷ 
Litinskaya - Veroci, Subotica 1991.

My recommendation would be 11...¤f6!N 
12.e5 (12.¥d3 does not make a lot of sense: 
12...b6 13.0–0 ¥b7= 14.d5 c4! 15.¥c2 e6³) 
12...¤d5 13.¥d2 ¥d7 14.£b3 ¤b6 with 
good play for Black.

12.0–0 b6 13.¦fd1 ¥b7 14.d5² a6 15.£b3 
¤f6 16.¤d2 ¥c8 17.a4 ¥d7 18.d6!? 

18.f3 ¦fb8 19.£a3 ¤e8÷

18...£xd6 19.¤c4 £b8 

 
   
  
   
     
  
    
   
    


20.¦b1?! 
20.¤xb6! ¥xa4 21.£xa4 £xb6 22.¦b1 

£c7 23.f3©

20...b5 21.¤d6 ¥e6 22.£a3 ¤d7 
22...¦d8 23.¥xc5 ¥f8÷

23.¥xc5 £c7 24.¥e3 bxa4 25.£xa4 
¦fd8 26.¦b7 £xc3 27.¦c1 ¤c5 28.£c6 
¦xd6 29.£xc5 £xc5 30.¦xc5 h5 31.¦a5 
¥f6 32.h3 ¥d8 33.¦xe5 a5 34.¦eb5 ¦c6 
35.¦b8 ¦c8 36.¦xc8 ¥xc8 37.¦b1 ¥e6 
38.¥c5 a4 39.¥a3 ¥b3 40.¥d1 ¦b8 
41.¥xb3 ¦xb3 42.¦a1 ¥f6 43.¦a2 ¦b1† 
44.¢h2 ¦a1 45.¦xa1 ¥xa1 46.¢g3 ¥g7 
47.¢f3 ¥f8 48.¥b2 a3 49.¥c3 f5 50.e5 
¢f7 51.¢e3 ¢e6 52.h4 ¥c5† 53.¢e2 
f4 54.¢f3 ¢f5 55.g3 fxg3 56.¢xg3 ¥f8 
57.f4 ¥h6 58.¢f3 ¥xf4 59.e6 ¥d6 
0–1
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T. Koch – A. Areshchenko
European Club Cup, 2011

[D87] [K. Arakhamia-Grant]

1.d4 ¤f6 2.c4 g6 3.¤c3 d5 4.cxd5 ¤xd5 
5.e4 ¤xc3 6.bxc3 ¥g7 7.¥c4 c5 8.¤e2 
¤c6 9.¥e3 0–0 10.0–0 ¥g4 11.f3 ¥d7 

This is also Avrukh’s recommendation as 
an alternative to the well-known 11...¤a5.

12.¦b1 £c7 13.¥f4 £c8 14.d5 ¤a5 
15.¥d3

 
  
 
    
    
    
   
  
  


15...e6N 
New idea in this position. Black challenges 

the White’s pawn centre. Avrukh in his 
book ‘’The Grünfeld Defence’’ volume two, 
p.227, is suggests 15...e5 16.¥e3 c4 17.¥c2 
b6 18.f4 f6 19.¤g3 ¤b7 20.¥a4 exf4N 
(20...¥xa4 21.£xa4 ¥h6 22.¦be1 ¤d6 
Ivanov - Koziak, La Roda 2007.) 21.¥xf4 
¦e8.

16.c4 
After 16.¥e3 exd5 17.exd5 Black can play 

17...¦e8 18.£d2 b5!? 19.¤g3 c4 20.¥c2 f5 
restricting the white knight and planning 
...¤a5-b7-d6.

16...exd5 17.exd5 b5!= 18.£c1 

18.cxb5 c4 19.¥e4 £c5† 20.¢h1 f5 
21.¥c2 ¥xb5=

18...a6 
18...bxc4 19.¥xc4 a6²

19.¥h6 ¥xh6 20.£xh6 £c7 
Areshchenko avoids 20...bxc4 21.¤f4 

cxd3 22.¤h5=

 
   
  
   
   
    
   
  
   


21.¢h1?! 
21.¤f4 £e5!³

21.£d2 ¤xc4 22.¥xc4 bxc4 23.d6 £c6 
24.¦bc1 was possible the best way to stay in 
the game.

21...¤xc4 22.¥xc4 bxc4 23.¤g3 f5!µ 

 
   
   
   
   
    
    
   
  

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The knight is dominated and Black is a 
pawn up. 

24.¦fe1 ¦f7 25.£c1 £d6 26.¦d1 ¥a4 
27.¦d2 ¦e8!? 

27...¥b5µ

28.£xc4 ¥b5 29.£c2 ¦fe7 30.¦dd1 
¦e3 31.¢g1 c4 32.a4 £c5 33.¢h1 ¥d7 
34.¦bc1 

34.d6 c3–†

34...£b4 35.¦f1 ¥xa4 36.£f2 ¦d3 37.h4 
0–1



Solutions to Puzzles
Cabrera - Matnadze,
Spain 2010
18.¤xg7! ¤h7 18...¢xg7 19.£g5† ¢h8 20.£h6† ¢g8 21.¥xe4 ¦e8 22.¥h7† ¢h8 
23.¥f5† ¢g8 24.¥xd7 19.£h6 ¤df6 20.¤f5 ¤e8 21.£g6† 1–0

Movsesian - Piorun
European Rapid Chess Championship, Warsaw 2010
15.¤xf7 ¢xf7 16.£xe6† ¢f8 16...¢g6 17.¥c1 ¤c5 18.¥h5† ¢xh5 19.¦e5† ¢g6 
20.¦g5† ¢h6 21.£f7 17.¥h5!! ¤e5 17...¤xh5 18.¥xe7† ¦xe7 19.£xe7† ¢g8 20.¤e4! 
£d8 (20...£e8 21.¤d6†-) 21.¤d6†- 18.£xe5 1–0

Johannessen  - Ker
Queenstown, 2009
16.¦xd6!! Black resigned because of 16...cxd6 17.¥b5! £xb5 18.¤xd6† and the double 
attack decides. 1–0

Hernandez - Gonzalez Cruz
Spanish Championship 2010
12...¥xe3! White resigned in the view of 13.fxe3 £h4† 14.¢d1 ¤f2† 15.¢e1 ¤xh1† 
16.¢d1 ¤f2† 17.¢e1 ¤xh3† 18.¢d1 ¤f2† 19.¢e1 ¤e4† 0–1

Kulaots – Antonsen
Denmark 2010
21.¦xa7! ¦xa7 22.¥g5!! Resigns. 22...£xg5 23.¤xf7† ¦xf7 24.¦e8† 1–0

Bischoff – Meijers
Germany 2010
23.¥e6!! ¦xc3 23...fxe6 24.¦c7! ¦xc7 25.¦xc7 £xc7 26.¤xe6† 24.¥xd7 ¦xc1 25.£xc1 
¦xd7 26.£c4 ¥a6 27.£c3 ¥b7 28.£c4 ¥a6 29.£c3 ¥b7 30.d5† ¢g8 31.£e5 ¢f8 32.d6 
f6 33.£xf6† ¢g8 34.¤e6 1–0




