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The Grandmaster Battle Manual explains how to be
a more competitive chess player. Chess grandmaster
Vassilios Kotronias has been a professional player
for two decades and now he explains the secrets of
his success. As a writer, Kotronias has the skill to
explain in words what other top players can only
express in long lists of chess moves. Improve your
chess with a grandmaster guide.
Vassilios Kotronias is a chess grandmaster and
9-time Greek Champion. He is a key member
of the Greek team as both a player and coach.
On the international tournament circuit he is a
feared competitor who is particularly noted for his
profound opening preparation.
ISBN - 978-1-906552-52-7

Preface
After three months of working hard, we return with a “monthly” newsletter with a few games
with relevance to our books. We will aim to have regular contributions from our authors, but
with four grandmasters and one excellent IM in the office, we will mainly draw from personal
exploits.
This newsletter will mainly focus on the recent developments in the Grünfeld Defence. We hope
you will find this material informative and useful.
On the next page follows six puzzles. Solutions can be found at the end of the newsletter.
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White to play

White to play

Games
S. Brunello - Brunner
Mitropa Cup, 2011
[A29] [S. Brunello]
It still pays off to study Marin’s books on the
English. Enjoy Sabino’s quick comments to
his great win.
1.c4 ¤f6 2.¤c3 e5 3.g3 d5 4.cxd5 ¤xd5
5.¥g2 ¤b6 6.¤f3 ¤c6 7.0–0 ¥e7 8.a3
0–0 9.b4 ¥e6 10.¦b1 f6 11.d3 a5 12.b5
¤d4 13.¤d2 ¥d5 14.¤xd5 ¤xd5 15.¥b2
a4 16.¥a1!


  
  
    
  
   
   
  
 


A deep idea, forcing Black’s queen to
reposition herself to a less favourable square
before exchanging Black’s strong d4-knight.
However, I can’t receive any praise for that,
as I was copying it from GM3 by Mihail
Marin.
16...£d7 17.¥xd4 exd4 18.£c2 ¢h8N
From here I couldn’t remember what
Marin’s analysis was, but the positional ideas
are very clear: White is playing for lightsquare domination. 18...¦f7 19.£c4 c6
20.bxc6 bxc6 21.¦a1± Marin - Moldovan,
Predeal 2007.

19.£c4 ¤c3 20.¥xb7 ¤xb1 21.¦xb1
¥xa3
Black decides to give back the exchange as
Black’s rook doesn’t look stronger than the
light-squared bishop.
21...¦a7 22.¥c6 £d6 23.¦a1± Marin, The
English Opening, volume one, p.325.
22.¥xa8 ¦xa8 23.¦a1 £e7


   
   
    
   
  
   
   
    


24.£c2
To my surprise, it is only here the game
deviated from the book! The given line is
24.£c6 ¦g8 (Black couldn’t find a better
square for his rook, for instance 24...¦d8
25.¤c4 ¥c5 26.¦xa4 £xe2 27.£xc7 and
the rook is attacked) 25.¤f3 with a clear
advantage.
24...h6 25.¤c4 ¥c5 26.¦xa4 ¦xa4
27.£xa4 £xe2 28.£a8† ¢h7 29.£d5
In spite of a slight inaccuracy, White
retains a dominating position. Black didn’t
find any plan and the rest of the game was a
matter of technique.
29...£e7

Games
Probably Black’s best try was 29...£e1†
30.¢g2 £b4 with a depressing position
after 31.£c6±.
30.h4 ¢h8


    
    
    
  
   
   
    
    


31.h5 ¢h7 32.¢g2 ¢h8 33.¢f3 £f8
34.g4 ¥a7 35.£b7 £c5 36.£c8† ¢h7
37.£f5† £xf5† 38.gxf5 ¢g8 39.¢e4 ¢f7
40.¢d5 ¢e7 41.¢c6 ¢d8 42.¤d2 ¥b6
43.¤b3 ¢c8 44.f3 ¢d8 45.¤c1 ¢c8
46.¤e2 ¥a7 47.¤f4 ¥b6 48.¤e6
1–0
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Move orders in the Tarrasch
[A34] [J. Aagaard]
The Tarrasch book starts with 1.d4 d5 2.c4
e6, but on our blog I was asked to talk a bit
about move orders. This is what I came up
with:
1.d4 ¤f6 2.¤f3 e6 3.e3 d5 4.c4


 
 
   
   
   
   
  



In this position it seems sensible to play
4...a6 5.¤c3 c5
In order to enter a main line from the
book. After 4...c5 then maybe 5.cxd5 exd5
6.¥b5†. Black is not worse, but maybe don’t
want the position much either.
1.¤f3 d5 2.g3
2.c4 e6 3.g3
3.d4 c5
3...¤f6 4.¥g2 c5 5.0–0
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5...¥e7!
It is imprecise to play 5...¤c6 6.d4 ¥e7
because of 7.dxc5! ¥xc5 8.a3 and after 8...
dxc4 9.£xd8† ¤xd8 10.¤bd2 we have a
position similar to the Catalan. It would
be better to take back with the rook on d8.
6.b3 ¤c6 7.¥b2 d4 8.e3 e5
This looks like a move order Marin would
not have allowed?
2...¤f6 3.¥g2 e6 4.0–0 ¥e7 5.d3 c5
Because we have not come from the
Sicilian, White has not been able to play
those annoying systems with £e2 followed
by either c3 or e5 and c2-c4 with ¤c3.
6.¤bd2 ¤c6 7.e4 0–0 8.¦e1 b5


 
  
  
  
   
  
 
   


This is known to be ok for Black if he
knows what he is doing. It will be interesting
to see if Avrukh recommends this in his
book.
1.c4 e6 2.¤c3
2.¤f3 c5 3.¤c3 (3.g3 ¤f6 4.¥g2 d5 5.b3
this is of course the English.) 3...¤f6 4.e3
(4.e4 ¤c6 transposes again.) 4...d5 5.cxd5
exd5 6.d4 a6




   
    
   
    
 
 

2...c5
I like this move order for specific reasons,
as we shall see below:
2...d5 3.d4 c5 is possible, but the other
move order disallows some of White’s most
challenging systems, based on 4.cxd5 exd5
5.¤f3 ¤c6 6.dxc5!.
3.e4!?
3.¤f3 ¤f6 4.d4 cxd4 5.¤xd4 d5 is a line
with good play for Black, actually covered in
the book.
3...¤c6 4.¤f3 ¤f6 5.¥e2
5.d4 cxd4 6.¤xd4 ¥b4 7.¤xc6 bxc6
8.e5?! (8.¥d3 e5 9.0–0 0–0 10.¥e3 ¥xc3!
11.bxc3 d6= Kasparov. 12.h3 ¥e6 13.f4 exf4
14.¥xf4 £b6† 15.¢h1 £c5 16.¥c2 ¦ad8³
Chandler - Emms, Hastings 2000.) 8...¤e4
9.¥d2 ¤xd2 10.£xd2 0–0 11.a3 £a5
12.¥e2 ¥e7 13.f4 ¦b8 14.¦d1 f6 15.¤e4
£xd2† 16.¦xd2 fxe5 17.fxe5

Games


  
  
  
    
  
    
  
   

17... ¦f5! 18.¤d6 ¦xe5 19.¤xc8 ¥g5!
20.¦xd7 (20.¦c2µ) 20...¦xb2 21.¦f1
¦exe2† 22.¢d1 ¦xg2 0–1 Lilja - Aagaard,
Copenhagen 1992.
5...d5
5...£b6!? 6.0–0 ¥e7 7.a3 is another
interesting line possible here.
6.e5 ¤d7 7.cxd5 exd5 8.¥b5
And we have a complete main line from
the Sicilian or English. Personally I like
Black fine.
The following game won the Quality Chess
sponsored prize at Politiken Cup in August.

9

J. Hector – D. Fridman
Politiken Cup, Denmark 2011
[B12] [Hector]
In chess sometimes you can be lucky and
sometimes you can be very lucky. This
happened to me in my game against Daniel
Fridman in the Politiken Cup this year. In
my preparation I happened to stumble on an
interesting position very early in the opening.
Although neither of us had ever entered the
exact line I still thought it might be possible
to reach it ... and guess what happened.
1.e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.f3



 
   
   
   
   
 



If I had to give this move a Informantsymbol I would probably award it ?! . I
clearly feel it is not the best move in the
position, but on the other hand few games
consist of only the best moves available.
The main point of the move, when I am
playing it, is that it can easily transpose to a
non-typical position for a Caro-Kann player.
I have only used it in a handful of games and
after Fridman’s next move we have a position
that neither of us have ever had before, at
least not to my knowledge.

10
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3...£b6
In one of my games in this line I was
outplayed and lost without much fight to
Peter Heine Nielsen. It was only afterwards
when the computer had a look at the game
that it became amazing. Or at least one
particular position occurred that deserves to
be mentioned. 3...e6 4.¤c3 ¤f6 5.¥e3 dxe4
6.fxe4 ¥b4 7.£f3 £a5 8.¤ge2 c5 9.d5 exd5
10.exd5 ¥g4 11.£g3 ¥xe2


  
 
    
   
    
    

  


Most of my pieces are hanging. I tried
to hold the position together with £e5†

followed by ¥xe2 but it was all in vain. The
position is simply not healthy – at least not
for humans. Being a piece down already
and with more pieces around the board also
in danger, the computer comes up with a
“stunner”: 12.¥h6!! And says the position
is equal! And as if that were not enough, it
now suggests that one of Black’s best answers
is 12...¥d3! Chess today is a very different
game than when I learned to play.
Back to the game. I had found four games
in which Daniel had had to meet 3.f3. In
all of them he came up with a new answer
but so far never 3...£b6; so I guessed it was
time for that. 3...£b6 is also the move that
has chosen lately by what you might call
the more theoretical Caro-Kann players.
Friedman is of course also very strong in
the opening but his style is more to accept
a slightly worse position and then slowly
outplay his opponents, rather than to know
everything ever played.
4.¤c3

Games
The experts in this line prefer to push the
a-pawn here.
4...dxe4
This together with the next move is the
plan initiated with ...£b6, but I am not sure
it is a good idea. Whenever I play this line
the pawn on f3 usually ends up irritating
me because it is a bit in the way of rapid
development . Now the position changes
and White knows what to do; he has to hit
quickly before his weak squares start to tell.
By playing 3.f3 White wishes to keep a big
centre, but the next best thing is actually
when the centre disappears altogether. Now
it will all be about rapid development, open
lines and diagonals.
5.fxe4 e5 6.¤f3 exd4 7.¤xd4 ¤f6 8.e5
¤g4 9.e6!
Thematic, but not in the usual way since
when the bishop takes the pawn White
cannot recapture.
9...¥xe6


  
 
  
    
   
    
 
 


10.¥c4!
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For me this is the most beautiful move of
the game. The black bishop was forced to
develop and now it can be attacked. White
exchanges the bishop on f1 for one of the
few developed black pieces.
This is where I was lucky. Firstly I had
looked at this in my preparation. But when
you look at maybe twenty different positions
during two hours of preparation, even if
you find yourself in that very position, you
do not always remember how you should
continue; it can be a mess. A move like
10.Bc4 however sticks out. Furthermore my
opponent had used quite some time after
9.e6. When he is then hit by the bishop
move after forty seconds it is a heavy blow
to his morale. That is when you know that
you are in trouble. It is also a problem in
that situation that you realize that you have
to find the best moves to stay in the game,
but on the other hand if you do then your
opponent will still continue to play his
prepared (computer) moves.
10...¥xc4 11.£xg4 ¤d7?
The computer, cold as ever, says that
11...¤a6 is the right move. The queen check
on e5 will hurt, but it is more important to
have the d7-square for the king than to have
the knight to hide the king behind. It seems
likely that the computer is right. Finally I
had to start playing the game on my own,
but now I was on a roll and the moves came
easily.
12.£e4† ¢d8 13.¥g5† f6 14.0–0–0
To me the position felt like a Sicilian by now
– a good place to end up against Caro-Kann
players.
14...fxg5

12
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15.¤f3!?
The engine prefers 15.¤e6† with the
line 15...¥xe6 16.£xe6 £c7 17.¦d3 I saw
this, but I was then frightened by 17...¥d6
18.¦hd1 (18.¦xd6 ¦e8) 18...¦e8 I thought
that I would get his queen and a couple of
pawns for my two rooks. Sometimes that
wins, but not always if the defender can get
his troops organized. Now I understand that
it may not be necessary to ever take on d7;
instead White can maintain the pin on the
d-file.
However the way I play I could see that the
attack would continue.
15...¢c7
The only try was 15...£c5 when I
would have to choose between promising
continuations 16.¤e5 (16.¦d4 is also good,
but after analysing some variations I prefer
the knight move) 16...¥e6 17.¦xd7† ¥xd7
18.¦d1 ¥e7 19.¦xd7† ¢e8 and now simply
20.¦xb7 when the natural 20...¦d8 can
even be met by 21.£xc6† £xc6 22.¤xc6
¦d7 23.¦b8† ¥d8 24.b4 Black has a lot of
headaches, but at least the game would still
be going on.

16.£xc4 £c5


   
 
   
    
   
   
 
  


17.£d3!
17.£f7 felt tempting, but it is much better
to keep it simple and let Black keep his
problems. Now it will soon be time for my
knights to enter the fight.
17...¤f6?
Black’s position is going from bad to
worse. But in difficult positions it is hard to

Games
come up with good moves, especially when
the defending player has already been in
trouble for almost three hours.
18.¤d4 £e5
When playing his previous move, Daniel
had planned 18...¦e8 but now realized that
19.¤e6† leaves the d8-square inadequately
defended. For the rest of the game Black will
be forced to play moves that he does not
want to make.
19.¦he1 £xh2 20.¤e6† ¢b6 21.£d4†
¢a6


   
  
 
    
    
    
 
   


Of course black is now losing. Still, I
had some problem finding a clear-cut line.
Fortunately I could reason with myself, and
the fact is that while Black is defending with
a bishop and two pawns, White is attacking
with queen, two rooks and two knights; this
made me optimistic about my chances.
22.£c4† ¢b6 23.¤a4† ¢a5 24.¤ac5 b5
25.¤b3† ¢b6 26.£d4† ¢a6 27.¤bc5†
¥xc5 28.¤xc5† ¢b6 29.¤d3† ¢c7
30.¦e7† ¢c8 31.£c5 £xg2 32.£d6
1–0
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Newsletter Caro Analysis
[B19] [J. Shaw & K. Arakhamia-Grant]
We had a look at a line that has been
suggested a few times, just to see the value
of it. It should interest Caro-Kann players,
we think.
1.e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.¤c3 dxe4 4.¤xe4 ¥f5
5.¤g3 ¥g6 6.h4 h6 7.¤f3 ¤d7 8.h5 ¥h7
9.¥d3 ¥xd3 10.£xd3 e6 11.¥d2 ¤gf6
12.0–0–0 ¥e7 13.¤e4 ¤xe4 14.£xe4 ¤f6
15.£d3 0–0 16.g4 ¤xg4 17.¦hg1
Two games have been played after the
timid 17.£e2 ¢h8


   
  
  
   
   
   
 
  


18.c4 f5 19.¦hg1 £e8 20.¥f4 ¦d8 21.¤e5
¤xe5 22.¥xe5 ¦f7 23.¦g6 ¢h7 24.¦dg1
¥f8 25.£f3 ¦e7 26.c5 ¦d5 27.£g3 £f7
28.¥d6 ¦d7 29.¥xf8 £xf8 30.¦xe6 ¦e7
31.£g6† ¢g8 32.¦ge1 ¦dd7 33.a3 £f7
34.¦xe7 ¦xe7 35.¦xe7 £xe7 36.£xf5
£e1† 37.¢c2 £e2† 38.¢c3 £e1† 39.¢c2
£e2† 40.¢b3 £d1† 41.¢c3 ½–½ Negi Adhiban, New Delhi 2010.
18.¦hg1 18...¤f6 19.¤e5 £d5 20.£e3 £e4
21.£g3 ¤xh5 22.£h2 £h4 23.£xh4 ¥xh4
24.¦h1 g5 25.¤f3 ¤g7 26.¤xh4 gxh4
27.¥xh6 ¦g8 28.¥g5 ¤f5 29.¥xh4 ¤xh4
30.¦xh4† ¢g7 ½–½ So - Vidit, Mashhad
2011.

Quality Chess Newsletter - November 2011
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17...¤xf2N
Analysed a lot but never played. The
analysis by Sasa Veliskovic in his comments
to the game Leko-Topalov, Nice 2009,
105/39 suggests grabbing on f2 leads to a
draw.
17...f5
This is the only move played and is the
main recommendation in Lars Schandorff
book, Grandmaster Repertoire 7, The
Caro- Kann.
18.£e2 ¢h7 19.¤e5
The exchange 19...¤xe5 was suggested by
Schandorff as an improvement instead of:
19...£d4 20.dxe5 ¦f7 21.¥xh6 £a5 22.£c4
£xe5 23.¦ge1 £f6
In the game Kulaots - Schroll, 2011,
White played:


   
 
  
  
   
    
  
   


24.¥d2!?

Schandorff analyses 24.¦xe6 £h4
25.£xh4 ¥xh4 with equality.
24...e5
Better is 24...¦d8 bringing the last piece
into the game. 25.h6 g5 26.£b3 e5
27.¦xe5 ¦d7 28.¦de1 ¥d8 29.¥c3 £d6=
25.f4!
With the advantage for White.
25...b5 26.£b3 a5 27.fxe5 a4 28.£g3 £e6
29.¢b1 ¦d8 30.¦g1 ¢g8 31.h6 ¥f8 32.hxg7
¥xg7 33.£h4 ¦d5 34.¥f4 ¦xd1† 35.¦xd1
¦d7 36.¦g1 £c4 37.£g3 £e2 38.¥c1
£g4 39.£e1 £e4 40.£g3 £g4 41.£h2
£e4 42.a3 b4 43.axb4 £xb4 44.¦h1 £e4
45.£h7† ¢f8 46.¦f1 ¦f7 47.¥h6 £xe5
48.£h8† ¢e7 49.¥g5† ¢d6 50.£d8†
1–0 Kulaots - Schroll, Aix-les-Bains 2011.
18.£e2
Interesting alternative, not mentioned by
Veliskovic, is 18.£e3 once more is sufficient
only for a draw 18...¤xd1 19.£xh6
¥f6


  
  
  
   
    
   
  
   


20.¥f4! ¥xd4 21.¥e5 ¥e3† 22.£xe3 ¤xe3
23.¦xg7† ¢h8 24.¦xf7† ¢g8 (24...£f6?
25.¥xf6† ¢g8 26.¦g7† ¢h8 27.¦g6† ¦xf6
28.¦xf6²) 25.¦g7†=
18...¤xd1 19.¥xh6 ¥f6
Inferior is 19...¢h7?! due to 20.¥xg7 ¦g8
21.£e4† f5 22.£xe6 ¦xg7 23.¦g6!±

Games
20.¥xg7
20.£xd1? ¢h8!
20...¥xg7 21.h6 £f6


  
  
  
    
    
   
 
   


White can easily draw but the win remains
elusive.

15

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.

16
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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!?


 
   
   
   
    
    
  
  


Games
An interesting move in the position;
Black’s plan is to play ...¢h7, ...g6 and
...¥g7. However the move weakens the h5e8 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

17

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

18
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M. Adams – A. Delchev
European Club Cup 2011
[B65] [K. Arakhamia-Grant]

12.¥xb5
Described as the most principled and best
capture by Kotronias.

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?!

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


 
  
   
   
  
    
 
  


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.


  
  
   
    
    
    
 
   


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

Games
¦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
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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.

22.¤d6† ¥xd6 23.¥xd6
Since and including the novelty, all
White’s moves have been Rybka’s first choice
- excellent computer-aided prep.

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

23...g4 24.¢f2±
24.¥c4!?

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

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

Games
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
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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

Games
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16.¦c1 ¦f7
Main move is 16...¤c6 as in Laznicka Salem, Khanty-Mansiysk 2010.

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

17.b4 ¤c6 18.b5 ¤a5 19.¤c7

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


 
 
   
   
   
   
  
  


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!


 
  
   
   
   
   
  
    


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

Games
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

27


  
  
   
    
   
    
 
  

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

Games
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

29

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

